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it 5 M 24 rh R i i, 3 E A TR R RSB TR
HErEFEA g, WA B E O 60% R A7, I
H 37%—78% M= 4735 23 1A A WA AR, Bk 24 vp f5 2
&5 (post stroke dysphagia,PSD). SR KL HUEH 1 PSD
REAS 11 & 3 (A5 11%—50% 10 58 3, 2L PSD 1E il &+
KA 6N GRS, WA kG 34 A WA S
IR AT WA A , 5 R B S o SR AL TE A 1 T T it , 2 255
REFNIRAE , BIANAPEG 5 oK B FRAS RAE, g filt
B BERT M E BT 2 R I 7 AR O PR 2 B, BT
FIET B

25 i 1 A ) 4 (transcranial direct current stimula-
tion, tDCS ) ¥ 2 —Fh T A 1 18 51l 38 (noninvasive brain stim-
ulation, NIBS)Hi A , H B A% tDCS B 514 il A ik J 5k 14 24
Pk, BRI 2 N THRIT & R 2 RG0S0 D Re b
. Sawan %5 FHA tDCS 1 T PSD & @Bk, &
UL D REAS 21 B 5 403 5 Li 5550k B FE AT tDC'S il A8 )
EBRASUIN BRI R % G A R BE , HL B osU - ek
BT RO B . i g KA SCilk , B T AR tDCS IR YT
PSD 4By =X, 43550 by SR A TR ) | S K
TR PR [T s 35

Sarah Marchina %5"'f)) meta 43 #7145 HLUE B |, tDCS iR 7
PSD A 57 A%, (HAS [Ny =700 %8 L BRI A4
il R, AWTSE 5 AEl 1T PPIR meta 20T 195 2%, A FH
W ADCS 1 4 Rl 07 20697 PSD MIRICRHET , LA FS 1
PRS2, Ol R IR T R 4 = % (3 IF 5 . INPLA-
SY202280105,DOI:10.37766/inplasy2022.8.0105) .
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1.1 A SHEBRPRIE

L11 SCHk 2R . i IR B ML X BE 3L 56 (randomized  con-
trolled trial,RCT) , WP IEM{LFR FR4E3C

1.1.2 WFEXT G 456 4 5 DU i i 00 /5 27 AR 2 B0

4 i 25 HR IS AR 1 B 26 CT . MRIIZ WA i 2 Hh O . 5 /3
o — IR 25 ) A A A W A, Ak ARG | e - 2F 4
SR el iTR - T e
113 TR « Xof HEZH R i R MR )1 R0 (50 A BRI AR,
tDCS ., #f 2 L A B3, 3] 3% (neuromuscular electrical stimula-
tion, NMES) | HL £t T B4 7E I AR Ak _E S0 tDCSR)T
114 Z5JRH8h5 A7 I B AT Y 45 = Fn ™ 25 R & 2% (dyspha-
gia outcome and severity scale, DOSS), i K & B FIHAE
PF i (modified Mann assessment of swallowing ability,
MMASA) , B &P 75 WK PRl #fE it 3% (the functional dysphagia
scale, FDS) , 7 WA 4= 17 it 1 [1] % (swallow quality of life
questionnaire, SWAL-QOL ) , £F- 4 5 WA PN 52 1 W [ 7 ™ B A
J& & # (fiberoptic endoscopic dysphagia severity scale,
FEDSS) , HhBEE 2 1145 12 7% (functional oral intake scale,
FOIS) , A HEIC 7 F AL % , Ak i &x T H.( eating as-
sessment tool-10, EAT-10) , 7+ M I REH FCR T o
115 SCHRHEBRARE : OiEAR A o S0 SCik ; @tDCS B
SRR A A DR 2 JBE DX sl 5 (DAG 2R Y 11  52 SR s AR B AL
Xof BRI 1) SR s @A 25 SRS 58 4 ; © WA e A Fhy LAt
S RS, Qi F 4 2R
12 KRS

KiZ T CNKI, VIP, Wanfang , CBM , PubMed , Embase #l
Cochrane Library. %% AL 11 B[] A 28 38 2022 4E 5 A
KRB AR rh S0, FEAG R B A rhets 2 R A G B )
ARGE A, e rb e SR 2R T A A il A T i L7 R A A I A
S M S 2 1 L L SR8 5 D SR 2R 116045 strokee | de-
glutition disorder.dysphagia .transcranial direct current stim-
ulation, LA PubMed b #] , £ 2 =0 by @ ("stroke"[MeSH
Terms] OR "stroke"[All Fields] OR "strokes"[All Fields]
OR "stroke s"[All Fields]) AND ("deglutition disorders"
[MeSH Terms] OR ("deglutition"[All Fields] AND "disor-
ders"[All Fields]) OR "deglutition disorders"[All Fields]
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R EH (2018WS205) 5 LIARA = S5 24 A BTl 3w H (J14LK08)
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OR "dysphagia"[All Fields] OR "dysphagias"[All Fields])
AND  ("transcranial  direct stimulation"[MeSH
Terms] OR ("transcranial"[All Fields] AND "direct"[All
Fields] AND "current"[All Fields] AND "stimulation"[All
Fields]) OR 'transcranial direct current stimulation"[All
Fields] OR "tdcs"[All Fields]).
1.3 SCHRT L 5 BERHRE

ABIFSE EH PIOL T 35 e RS 2R )G 2% I 0 128 SRR L e 152
SCHRAE H B 42 7 A% S SCHR TR, o R B SR8,
FREE =TT BORHR RN AL  SCIRIEAE L
BEEAFER TR SRR,
1.4 SCERBUEPEA-S i

7R 3% ] Cochrane WpF P $24E ) Review Manager 5.4
BT A SCIRIIEA 5 I3 AN 0 i e XU DAY
1.5 HitaEorir

% Review Manager 5.4 DK 3 T45 2441 Stata 14.2
HEAT meta 73T o GRIMTIN, SRR B RS B bR AL Y O
(standardized mean difference, SMD) .95% & {5 [X.[&] (confi-
dence interval, CI) ; 432548 & F| FH FL {8t (odds ratio,
OR). 95% Cl. 1&4¢ meta 73 I PN S B ER /N , EH
B RV LA T EE S BT o AR meta 3 BT 3 R
IR A P IR, 7 T8 O B, AT 42 JR AR — Beve A
5 SRR — MR A BRSS9 PAE A —BUA
“F(inconsistency factors, IF)F195%CI, #5 P{E>0.051%95%
CLALHE O, BT — SR 3 s Sz, A R s e

current

2 HR
2.1 SCEREERZER

WA ZRAS 3 282 F SCik , 2o i [ ek e AL g A 3148
Sk, HARGERE R WA 1,
2.2 YR ASCHRIFEASRE 5 BT pEAl
221 ANASCER LA FRAE : SEg) A 31 T RCTs, Horp 10 0
RCTs 3L 3CHR, 21 0 RCTs Ky 3C3cwik, 5341, Adf oy 3t
1672 FIRF AT 4, Hovhoxt R 26 804 5], T Fii 2 868 7, #5 K¢ 5
o A Bt , AL 4 P 38 2C LA R 1 ok B At L 4301 R
A= FRATWIAYT , B=Al R, C=A B ] , D=X AR [r] B
il E=2 . AR L.
222 40 A SCHR M 7 W B R A 13 W X
/A 14l = K N1 0] W= W s 15 R e
T, VAR ABER 4™, 1R HARYT 4P 10 5
SCHRE 24 T G O, b 3 0 IS TR
B, 7RSO T T s A RCTs BAHGE Hofh e . 12,
2.3 FMHIHBETEST 2 Ay meta 34T 25 R
231 L5 meta 43 S R TR - S 27 e SCHERRGE T

1 XEkiFEiREE

300 30 5P 2R A SRk (n=282)
CBM(n=21),CNKI(n=81),Cochrane Library(n=37),
PubMed (n=44) , Embase(n=49) , 43 r 3191 T 5
(n=24) , J7 )54 3CEHiE P (n=26)

! !

20 ASCHK (n=94) MR 42 SCHik (n=188)

T T
S5 SRR (n-46)
L
AR
(n=48) VTSR S

RS A /7N 45D R Bk
JZE X8, (n=5)
~¥ﬂ)i%htﬁﬁikmcs~/|\§zi
(n=8

T G AR A 2 o A A
T (n=4)

NS (n=31)

2 REFEE

Random sequence generation (selection bias) _:.

Allocation concealment (selection bias) _:.

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias) -:-
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) _:I

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) |

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias ‘ |
|

' it ' |
0% 25% 50% Ta%  100%

.Lowr\skofb\as I:‘Unclearmskofb\as .H\ghr\skofb\as

FHP4y WS 1] B PEE v (P=87% , P<0.05) , i 16 F Bl AL Ak
AT A IR T o FRAT R B, 7E A W I e PR 4 0 I
tDCS Hll i fa il 41 (P>0.05) HH B M 2H (P>0.05) ot 22 7+
TGeitEE L

franpise)a kB, 2252 B HT B4 5 5 AT
BIPE s i 55 HASCRRAE S, OB AR . Uk b7 5 45
R ER (E 3) : ODCS BEA H MLA WA YT HA 25 R L
[P<0.05, SMD= - 0.53,95%CI( - 0.85, - 0.22)]; @tDCS [A]
I L ZH [ P=0.01, SMD= - 1.06,95%CI( - 1.90, - 0.22)].3¢
B A [P<0.01, SMD= - 0.71,95%CI( - 1.22, - 0.20)]%k
P22 5 HUA 10 MR S tDCS Hl g4 [P<0.01, SMD=
- 0.78,95%CI( - 1.19, - 0.37)]. ¥4 H M2 [P<0.01, SMD=
-0.70,95%( - 1.11, - 0.29)14dk 22 5+ HAT M X
232 R SE R EL: SR 3 5 SCHRE , CHR meta 23 AT 340 A
24553k, b 4 55 =R, 20 5 R UG, JLTE A
3R, WK 4,
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. = il illy il ][5 B
o A T T A 7 el
Sung-Hwa Ko™ 2016 &[] 12/12/12 >6m 2w  A/B/D  Wlizzhp fi® ImA  20min 5¥%/w DOSS
Sandeep Kumar®™ 2011 %[ 77 WA sd AC RZHREE 2mA  30min 5¥/w DOSS
Sonja Suntrup-Krueger” 2018 B AF| 2020  <d4w  10d  A/C  WHisZhH R 2mA  30min  NR  DOSS
Valeria Pingue!” 2018 74 [# 30/29 NR 4d A/B RZAFERY ImA 20min 57%/w FEDSS.FOIS
Huiwen Mao'" 2022 Hi[] 2020 2—I12m 8w  A/C  FHMBIEEZEZNE®  1.6mA 20min 6¢K/w DOSS.FDS
Zhi-Yong Wang"® 2019 F1[E 14/14  >Im  20d  A/D  BCEERFEMIEIEFRNE  ImA  20min 5%0w  FOIS.FDS
Eun Joo Yang"” 2012 #i[E 7/9 <2m 2w A/B ZAEERY ImA 20min 5¥%/w FDS
Yabin Li® 2020 [ 13/13/13 6—24m 2w A/B/D ¥Rzl " 1.4mA 20min 6¥Uw SWAL-QOL
Takashi Shigematsu* 2013 HZA 10/10 =4w 10d  A/C Wiz 3 1z ImA 20min 57%/w DOSS

Young Hyun AHN" 2017 #i[®  13/13  =6m 2w  A/D  SCEERFHMREHEL 1mA  20min 5%/w  DOSS

FRARFA 2021 48/48 2w—6m 6w  A/C  HUEGIEFLFE®  1.5mA 20min S¥W/w  FOIS

2NN 2020 24/23  7d—6m 3w  A/E B 5 5 il 14mA 20min 10¥%/w SSA

ABATHITS 2020 40/40 2w—3m 4w  A/E FFRR A8 45 Tl ImA 20min 10%X/w MMASA FOIS.
FRCR

PR 2021 3131 2w—6m 2w  A/E AR, 5 5 il ImA  20min 10%K/w MMASA

BHETRY 2021 30/30/30  <3m 2w A/B/C  WHiB@h e 2mA 25min 5¥%/w FEDSS.SSA

X 2019 34/34 <ly 2w AB M5 XY 2mA  20min S¥/w  ATER 7 A
YIRETTHAL .SSA

KEBRPE 2021 40/40 1w—2m 4w A/B  ZHPEEKY NR  20min 10¥k/w A%

BEMIFAY 2019 41/43 3—4m 2w  A/B 1A 7 Jo e (X 1.2mA 20min 5%/w MMASA %%

EIRTER 2018 12/12 2w—6m 20d A/B BRI 8 B 7 o ImA 20min 57%/w MMASA

FAEF 2019 2020 2—3m 2w  A/C Iz B i 1.5mA 20min 5%/w MMASA FOIS

B 2020 75/75 3w—3m 2w  A/B T 7 o 5 X 1.2mA 20min 5¥%/w MMASA A75%

FRF5RHE 2018 44/44 NR 14d  A/B T Bz Jo i (X 12mA 20min 5¥/w  AECE

fARKPY 2018 87/7 2—3m 2w A/B/C  HEWESLZHEE  14mA 20min 5%/w  MMASA

225 0019 32/32  2d—2w 2w  A/C VIR s Bl R X 1.SmA 20min 5¥/w EAT-10,FOIS

LI 2018 32/32 2—6d 2w  A/B MR X 2mA  30min 5¥/w DOSS.SSA.
SWAL-QOL .
PEL &S

XA 2020 25/25 NR 2w A/B I 7 5 X 1.2mA 20min 5K/w  AREE

W4T 2022 2121 2w—6m 3w A/C FESEE s R FE? 1-2mA 30min 5¥%/w VDS

ZEFER 2020 30/30  Iw—Im 20d A/B IR R 52 XY 1.2mA 20min 67K%/w  MMASA

R 2017 14/15 2w—6m 2w  A/E FEMR A 2 il - BWAAH 1.2mA  20min 10 %0/w MMASA

KGR IEANEAZ By 7 S
i H L5 2018 20/20 NR 20d A/B MR X 2mA 20min 6{%K/w SSA
FEZRHY 2018 37/37 NR 2w A/B T MRS 7 o 43 5 X NR  20min 5¥/w_ARCE

1 - COBHR A 280 5 ) BHAR R ; BC: X AL, T2 3R Y74 ; @d : day, w: week, m: month, y : year; ONR : K4 15 @DOSS - 7 NH e i (1 25 Jey il
FEERREE TR, MMASA ;o [ 5 AR BB 1174l FDS : D Re k77 1 PRI 3%, SWAL-QOL : 7% WA A= A7 i fit (] 45 , FEDSS : 224k 57 W P 58 7 A it
T AR i %, SSA bR WA L) RE 1T A2 i %% (standardized swallowing assessment) , FOIS: SV T &% , EAT-10 - JEE 3 PAL i 1
H., VDS : H L7 L PRI X 3% (videofluoroscopy dysphagia scale)

233 A—HMHERKRE . O /A —EEAR . PEH0.769,
P>0.05, YLHAATH ST 4 Ry AN — S0 28, TR R il — 5k
MR AT . QSR EBA—FERG IS R Y S B2k 5 P
{H>0.05, K, BF58 AN AEAE LR 19 Jm A — 3tk . @A —
FPERI TR fHA/N, 95%CT T IR 0, P>0.05, IR A—5L
PEANHA BEME . JE—EH, Bz s S I 4T
B AN — 2

234 PR meta ST AL G H N REIE A I, R
UGG YT A LE , 4 Ry X5 ey 7 A HA B
VR L(P<0.05) 5 FLaR oy 2z i) 26 F A i 2 L
(P>0.05). WEISAT .
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235 RPUWERHET AR DI BEPE /e J7 1, SUCRA {H
HEFFAR YR Ay« SUBH R ) A 0] 384 (88.6) >l sl (61.7) >%2 ¢
I (51.2) > 2B (48.2) > FEAFMETA YT (0.3) 5 M3 = 1K
MR g RIS AR [ s o 3 S8 e 38 R A 5 e
FAIRRYT . TLE 617,

2.3.6 KR WeFELR AR R A BT FR, ol A
— B PR ) R B ey ki REAS I . T 8

2.4 FUHINREST 03N meta 73 HT 5 R

241 154 meta S L SRR PERG TR : 2L 8 B ST IRIE TAARL
RIEFR, BFFEIR] T 2 5 B (P=0, P=0.88 ) , ik i 11 5
BONAETIS T oM. 25 SRR (181 9) ,(DCS B A H BLAR YA
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Control Experimental Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

HE PP HUCA + 5285 TR 38> i S8 > L
AT AR YT 5 ML MR U Ay 28 0L >
BR ORI B A IR . WA

Study or Subgrouy Mean  SD Tolal Mean _ SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl IV. Random, 95% CI
2.2.1 el 10_1 1
Hutwen Mao2022 117 147 20 419 178 20 35%  -187[273,-120] e o
Sandeep Kumar2011 13 126 7 26 184 7 25%  -0.83}184,028] TN . .
Sonja Suntrup-Krueger2016 04 08 2 13 08 20 39%  -0.98[1.64,-0.37] s B 2.4.4 Z{%@’f}ﬁﬁ{%‘} . éi%lﬁzr\‘ s Eﬁ?ﬁ:ﬂjﬁ}?ﬁ
Takashi Shigematsu2013 28 1 10 33 13 10 31%  -0.41}130,048 2]
{72018 8363 1071 8 87 743 7 27%  -0.34}136.068 —— 2 2¢ 3
Ei2019 752 75 20 798 121 20 40%  -0.451108,0.16] o T X=0 EE%%J%%I ,%Kﬁﬁﬁ%%if(ﬁ]‘*ﬁ
i3 2021 36 1216 48 421 1128 48 47%  -052(082.-011] : o . X -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 133 132 244%  078[1.19,037] > A7 75 = i%
Heterageneity: Tau = 0.16; GhiF= 13,41, df= B (P = 0.04}; = 55% s Ué‘ﬂﬂ Ay Hb’{%ﬁd\ﬁz’g)&@ﬁ KE%EE
Testfor overall effect: Z=3.73 (P = 0.0002) N e
; e

2.2.2 Wik
Eun Jog Yang012 1257 791 T @1 8 9 28% 0.3 10.62,138] o
Sung-Hwa Ko2016 035 07 12 047 087 12 34%  -015}085 068 i
Valeria Pingue2018 035 144 30 05 149 23 44%  -020F071,031] ==t
Yabin Li2020 14253 1629 13 15976 1250 13 33%  -1.1501.99,-031] S 3 iTie
%2018 8363 1071 8 8514 805 7 28%  -045[}116,087] — s
382018 345 136 34 46 127 34 44%  -086[136,-037] =
Zom2018 487 81 327 50 134 32 44%  -0.12}061,037] =B tDCS E 2011 ﬁiﬁ‘{k}({["%\ﬁﬁﬂlﬁ Bﬁﬁ%’;
FR2020 773 B2 30 843 TA8 30 43%  -1.03[157,-0.40] —
ThiEo01E 738 84 12 B4E 116 12 32%  -084F184-013] —— e e Y
SR 345 136 20 436 127 20 38%  -060F124,003 | E':J % ‘lﬁ fi%i ZF‘ EP ‘%l'\ %ﬁiﬁﬁkﬁ ?IJ */EH;& ')&%
PEUE2010 9026 B9 41 8722 7 43 4B%  -0.99[1.45,-054 = - . -
BE2020 741 72 75 BG5S 48 75 47%  -202[241,-162 2= 81 ] IiEl RSN
Subtotal (95% CI) 314 316 46.2%  -0.70[1.11,-0.29] L 3 }ﬁ s ;H\: Hb@gil“zﬁ Eh rﬂﬂi{ﬁ] B'EEE{}IL EE*
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.41; Chi*= B0.84, df= 11 (P < D.00001}; = 82% N
Teetfor overall effect Z=13.32 (P = 0.0009) Fﬁi@%ﬁg% EE‘ ,I#ilj Ygﬁ;’é [ﬁ%j{ﬂrﬂﬂ E@‘H{ H(] #%
2.2.3 W Tl N - X [N
Sung-Hwa Ko2016 035 07 1z 07 082 12 34%  -0.44F126037 R ,‘g—i B Jﬁfﬁﬂéﬁfﬂﬂiﬂé@%%f‘&o J’Lﬁf
Yahin Li2020 14253 1638 13 17660 1181 13 26%  -253[3.60,-145] —— . yr . -
Young Hyun AHN017 346 12 13 408 15 13 35%  -044}122,034 — 5 = AN
Zhi-Yong Wang2019 4711383 14 BO7 1072 14 34%  -1.07[F187,-0.27) —— EE ’ lth'mﬁ*ug‘%ﬂ:,fﬁﬁE% ,tDCS Hbﬁ}g
Subtotal (95% Cl) 52 52 12.8%  -1.06[-190,.0.22] - ..
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.64; Chi*= 11 65, df= 3 (P = 0.008); = 74% Ej[%ﬂrﬂﬁﬁ EF‘ )E“ E(] ﬁ ﬂ[ﬂ Ij] ﬁlé s 'fﬁﬁa‘% tDCS
Testfor averall effect 7= 2.48 (P = 0.01)

S S - .
224 3 M JEC 2 R meta 3BT D o ARIHSY
E3#EE2021 762 B23 31 82 633 31 43%  -083F152-046] = "y W n
SE(A12020 7643 488 40 8082 421 40 45% 1150183068 = N M o
=020 721 138 24 B 1 23 41%  -D64[1.23,-0.08] ] /\’w)\:;l %Xﬁk’Xﬂ—'\ 4@%”{7%?3&5"]{;[
SEH017 774 127 14 745 188 15 36% 016 [0.57,083] i . N
Subtotal (95% I 109 109 165%  -071[122,0.20] <> Tf&j{%ﬁﬁj‘%%ﬂzfﬂ .
Heterageneity: TauF = 0.18; ChiF= 9.50, df= 3 (P = 0.02); F= B8%
Testfor overall effect: Z=2.74 (P = 0.006) 3 1 tDCS XTJ_ :J: PSD E/‘J # I]E] Ij] P SN

REPE 20 2

Total (95% CI) 608 609 100.0%  -0.77[1.01,-0.53] * ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.28; ChiF= 96,34, df= 26 (P = 0.00001); F= 73% 4 4 %/E\_%‘*ﬁ*}igﬁﬂl

Testfor overall effect: =625 (P < 0.00001)
Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 0 63 df = 3 (P = 0.88) F=0%

E4 MARXRE

RIS IIPNIESES

SRR A i~ Bk

HRATWGTY

XU [ s s 38
XU g2 BR
a3 SV PN RSz

7 A T I RE AT A3 5 TH B B 2 1 L [P<0.01, OR=
0.15,95%C1(0.06,0.36)].

2.4.2 IR meta 43 M4l A« 76 A WA ) RE A RCR 7 THD, 3 3 Fl
PR gt 1, o 558 MU TG YT AR EE L tDC'S 3l 3 2 e
BTG YT 25 5 B B R L (P<0.05) , Hoar e TG
WENEE X (P>0.05), WEISH M.

243 REPUWERHET E AR D) BE A A0F J7 10, SUCRA fH

2
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

TUFNEAI T , tDCS 1 4 FhiE iy =X
X PSD A A5 WA L) BE P20 el 2 H AT B
ER . SARTFREE AR 12, #/R5EC0h tDCS X PSD
FITRYTT B TC I AR A AT Al B 5 R B, W ALIB YT
S, HLAF 5T 6] R it 0 B e IR 25 AR B SE Y
Ko HEHE B3 5 AL 5 L e LA R TR S 5 T3 A0, R
SOSN8 R > R 5 %o IR 2 ) 22 S A R
o Z R AT RESEAS SCAE AT A S L, 3 T 3T 448
B R AR B SCSCRR
3.2 WUBHAR RIS PSD AR MH I RE T3 ey Pl i
IR meta 234725 5 815, tDCS ABH R [7] i 381 3k 4] >
Bk SUCRA fH 555 J7 a8 e AR de R o D R P R ey
T W S 110 2 2 45 ) 52 R it 22 S e B 640 K A 2 TR S
TEFF M A R FEZAE Y 40, FAT TR A B H )%
FERONEBR , RN Bk T PSD A AT HA T T ROR , 3% —
FASBRZEDY Pisegna FHI BT 45 R —3 .
3.3 SRR BR AR B AT RS A T BE A AR
4 5 SCHR D271 LU A T 3R — T A3 AR B 45
JRFERR, R T RERIE 5 25 5 0 4 1 v e R, FRAT DR A Rk
R EATEAE AT . G5 BN  tDCS 38R Rl 1) SU-
CRA fH & FRIBE 2R 5 5 S0l FH 5 A YR T A
tDC'S il 3 B BB B8 A7 R 3 7 % s A R L gE
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5 MYk meta SITER

A SC Y SRy BR A - DAL AN A Hr 2 303
ik, HoAth 1B Fh 56 T tDCS % PSD VAY7 4R

AR 0.18 (0.10,0.32) NR NR 0.08 (0.00.1.49) E"J Eﬂ: % j( ﬁj( 5'5 % qu: 5 @Zl—( jC 2?] /\ ﬁi}’ *ﬁ 13(]
-0.69 (-1.04,-0.33) R NR NR 0.44 (0.02.8.72) RCTs Ei‘ iz: % o ﬁ?{ %‘ ‘LH 5&77%@ B%z’ % ﬂ]
KU K 20 IR 25 2R B A 30% 1 15%*,
-0.81 (-1.30,-0.32) -0.13 (-0.72.0.47) P NR NR
AR ST H A 10 i SCHRAGE T H %3
-1.15 (-1.79,-0.51) -0.46 (-1.14,0.22) -0.34 (-1.14,0.47) SUSF AR e ) NR N . o
1% 5t meta 43 H7 5% 53 14 i 55 s (75 M 21 B
-0.69 (-1.31,-0.08) 0.01 (-0.70,0.72) -0.12 (-0.90.0.67) -0.45 (-1.34,0.43) pra=yih-g fl ;& %ji ﬁ , 5'% ﬂ;/; ﬁ‘Z l‘?ﬂ % , %(213 i&ﬁﬁ Z:*

VST A G A AR TS I 45 R SMD (95%C), 47 L Fs X BRI Je AT
SCREE L OR(95%CL) s SRAENHLF LA meta 44745 AT 26 S s NR PO TS .
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