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11 STV S badlk

TREPE R I R B AP T 5 BEfS e —
E R RE b AR 2 v B B B RGE S D RE K F
TR e 3 W e b IBOE S RERY AN R 4E B, A 45
P RIE B A MIE 5 RRAE R M H W AR TR R
PRAE PR 0T R R AR R AR A5 A 25 5

Fugl-Meyer [ 11z gh DIV 5 % (Fugl-Meyer
Assessment of Upper Extremity, FMA-UE) H Fi diL 2%
# Fugl-Meyer T 1975 45811, HITPEAG x4 b i3
1 s sh D EVR B AR O , RV 2 Il IROF ST Y 3222
PO IR AR, B “ G bR FMA-UE £ % 331
TH , Er 0~66 43, 73 BUl i s T RE B . H
o, JE - EICER 4> 0~36 43, i - T &84 0~24 73, B
P/ 0~6757 . HIE FIRIRERG FUE PRI B
73<<317}, f7n B T LATE T8 WUE L R
S8 IR S B A CUn IR il A8 AUso) L (E 8 A
{ERE FN PR . e Ah, TS DI REAR XS B, ok
Sy T R Bl B AR TR R TR T i
H EMITFFHE-

s VEWT 5T £ 3 (Action Research Arm Test,
ARAT) 52 Lyle T 1981 4EHET Carroll 22T & 1
B S8 3 Cupper extremity function test, UEFT)
i 2 TRT A TSGR R A T b B 3h 2 RE AR AL T
T A, FEK B SEPR s AL 55 g R B, Al
A RO W T ERRS A s VE SR S i IR RE D
ARAT 1945 H 45 4070 H 9 (grasp) 42
(grip) 41 (pinch) M #H K iz 3)j (gross movement) , i
Gr0~5775r . B <157 MEJE FRIRERETG, &
HANRE 5E UA A BHLIRE 3, IR AR IR e W3
ZRRT

B Lok 2 R R, i A7 A A H R B R S g R
T S E bz, Bian - 4TI <3 9, W 1
JEeIE A0 ) 16 3l s Brunnstrom 734 T ~ I, 4278
R G R 2R AR IR Sy S R iE B, 1H
SRR AE H.JC &Y 49 #5046 8l ; Chedoke—McMaster %%
HRIEAG I (PR ) <4 dB), R W] B NoR2e il 8, s
PR IZ 3T B 3985 R AH Sh VRS, 3 o1 58
BURHEBTE TSV . IS IR E A 2 e 0 ik
Arp e bz s D RE VAL i, (H R 2 ik = W1
1% E ) e A S S A, AR DG I PRAJF 5 E0 b
X2 Mo
1.2 ST R AR Y S bk

2% Fii #% F) 4 (transcranial magnetic stimulation,
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TMS) A LA F bk v i 37 00 385K ik 9 960 5l 1 )22
(primary motor cortex, M1) FHER #2850 , I 7E SR AL
WL 51z 8115 & B A7 (motor evoked potential , MEP) ,
3 3 AN ] £ 0 8 =TT DA B A v I R B
T ( corticospinal tract, CST) [ 58 B& PE M %A P | B2 5T
PR/ A R 2 BRAH LA T

TMS P 1T LA e fi 4 v 5 5 5 3l D RE 45 40
PRI . R BG4 s A Bk M DX ek
5 2 I L BB LA B MEP, 32715 CST fiff 31 55 2
REVEMTZZLO . iz rp LI (P24 24 d) BEAS I 2]
MEP (¥ 35, H O RE RN 48 30 35 6 3
Fim T MEP SRR B A A PESEE  TMS H 35
FEEDFEBR M1 X SR X B/ NS R UL MEP, % BE
60% 1A FEL BE ik A T B S 48 h N P K2 B 5
B} 8] (central motor conduction time, CMCT) ZE K , T
CMCT M FF 2L I KR FIGE S DB IR E A R,
SR BRAZ Bl Je 7 IR AR R AR BB D RE 4,
RS FUIRERYIE S i 2 A MEP BT R
AR RSt 248 S B EGE 5 BRI AT RE
AR AT S o X T i ) ) 3 S AR, MEEP AT I
T SE A PR~ R R R A (E P AR K T
AR SN, $ 7 g O 2 BRAC B SCBCAE FH A BE P AR
HIGE R FE 2 R 2R, CST 78 8 4R b
(i MEP Fliz 3 {8 ) 51z 3h DR % UIAH OC . i
3G BB UIRE S BT A AT PR AR bR L A R]
2 5 N 4 ] (short—interval intracortical inhibition,
SICI) | 8] [ Jz JiT P9 # il (Tong—interval intracortical
inhibition , LICT) LA} K¢ J§t N % K (intracortical facili-
tation , ICF) 149 &5 B AH G, 4 75 A [ B B T A
[ (R A 2 AL o A, FEE 2 SsROGT AR 00 2 35K 1 B
2 BR A A 5 2 A7 AR 5 R i 2R P b B RE R A
i

TMS P& ik AT LB ik A6 b B L 2 B8 B9 4R
N TERN RS 3 TR REAS U K MEP (1 -,
LR etE 6 M A I B — & B2 i T #8123
DIREMR A (RSt ) ), {H MEP 9 SUS M BAIR
(54%~57% ) H.52 K6 I i [6] 1 52 Wi 0K, JF AR BT Ay
B 2RI T AR5 B D REAY F8 5 AT RE W 4 TMS
TR MEP i 6 0] 55 %5 22 1 1 15 g 1S AH
K, SNEI MEP 8K B9 84 34 A Ja ARAT P41 i
WM S~ 13 4r, 1 REHE 5 K MEP RY (85 F 50 1] 1k
42~47 ﬁ.[zo] o ﬂf[fﬁl\ s ﬁfgfﬁi/ﬂ;ﬁ{g/\ﬁﬂ ﬂ%'J (Short—latency
afferent inhibition , SAT) J Mg 57 iz 2 4 A A AHA fE
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RGER R, AR S 6 JF iz sh D REk 2
ARG
1.3 AETREIRRAR IR br S i S o bt

fof TR 4R % (magnetic resonance imaging, MRI)
TR BE % 0B b 5z R fi 2 v o R ki 285 4 5 2 E 4
SR, B o PR B R R S M 2 RS R B
g2 Ho BREK I RUZ (diffusion tensor imaging,
DTI) AT $2 435G T fii 45 A8 S H 3% 42 i 3R 40 A5 B,
1M D3 BE 1 i L PR 1% (functional magnetic resonance
imaging , IMRD) W 0] 1 F 46 7 i BOR S 80T 55 #0047
ok A e B T T R X i X ) B B % % (functional
connectivity , FC) [RFFE 72
131 BT DTN B LR 4 i s b fEMi e
B, KT G £ AE D7 ) B4 HIGHE BE PR TR
D516 308 3 0 R B 4 ] S L DT AT DA 22
M b 2R 2T AE R SE R Bl Y DT 2L
R 4% 18] 57 P 53 B (fractional anisotropy, FA) , F ]2
BR CST B9 FA G 2 BLFR IR 3, LN 225 B0 FA
1B f BAC RN e S e CST M 25 PR B 2 . AR
AN 2 BR FA 1) FEAH (ratio of fractional anisotropy,
rFA) LK FA A FRPESE £ (asymmetry of fractional
anisotropy, aFA) J& FA I H AT 4B 5 br. — MM &,
FAMES rFA (B , aF A (LB, BB S I RER 2
PR BB, PUIG S5 B 5E R B, I 2 v i
BARIRFE 1A H Y cFA 505 78 2 4 0 1Y 12 3 D g
P45 2 B 0 2 AH G, rF A <<0.689 £ 7R 5 B2 45 473
0.689~0.982 M & 7= % 2 2 vp FE 45 Al , 1% 07 TE A A
BT ) RAEFIRR Sk o AR IS STINEAR 55042
1 28 B UM BB R 2 VR R A e S T e i e
¢ (Shoulder Abduction and Finger Extension, SAFE)
PEor GPAG R AN TR ML Z R, MEP (RFA
B A BEAR A I RESE R ) | LK N 285 I FA GIPAG
B R BE R B 45 K o6 RV ) | AT LSS 0 1 31 Y
JEC I RER S 25 )5

TEG AT 5 8 B B BTl RE R s R85 o, DRI A4
Tl A m] LI S S RES5 00 e 52 19 A= b i, I
iy IO BIRAA AT L S S 28000 2 1R ) 17 ) 3 R AR
HAYWARD 5550 % SR A o £ 5 1 CST 1 BT £ 4k
WAt 5 0 sh AT Z A AFFEREAR A et . 10
19 {5 v e B2 18 i 2 b B RO BIFE R B, SR A2 2K
M ROPRAE BE R 1Y FA 5 1 3 )iz 3 ™ R 3

A OGN >F BR A 2142 RE AR Y FA 5 T35 414
P R ARG, R DTL T IEAY b s sh A ¢
PR 2L Y A ORZE R AR AR S A, P i A iR
HAERIEIE VR 48 34 H A6 A H 1 DTG A i
718 5 FE) 55Xt 0 8 T T 4 1) PA L S, L
SR VT4 A2 AU AH G, 28 BH Bl 2 21 4 (1 14 58 A B 24
Al REMR UE M S TR 2 . AR L) D IR AA £F
Y TR IO 8 20 A R BR 32 SoF ] PRI X Ay 2%
X3k, K SN % 32 B0y 2 )22 [ B AgEAm) Jge vt iz 2 Bz
25 BN L 2 [ B FC 518 3h D ek & i A
5, AR A e B (o g A v £ S T G2 B TR
PR R T bR
1.3.2  JET IMRIASZBARED 50 IMRLJE fl 4
SR ARG S bR, AT SRy it AR Y T A
Ak, TR1HE S Wb 22 5035 3l , HA8 A8 i 1 25 ] o3 B
TCA MR Z B A # BAS IMRIAMK 6T
BE I IRE A, vl FC A 0% R e % T
25 S Wi X 4 RAE S BRI 9T & B, e v R i 2
r B B SUAN TR i DX, 4 XU M1 X ) FC 4
X BRZH T B, (ELAE R S s D RE GG , WU FC 3
NS N5 B S /N 1 I N 7 ST E BB U N £ S
fMRI 1 FC AT R0 42 AT R I d S 1% 5343 B 45
I T ) Bl R A R A B = S AL R [
B bR R I ks Z T XA
00 /I P R 5 6 4 A A e AR R i R XU FC 3
G0 AT 55 A5 AMRT 2 HF 578 455 2 i X T i 19 4%
T H A 32 R T 5 1 3 shizs shig XL
FFEERE . AREL R 83118 2211 5 fMRI
W, R ) AR R i R A AR 1S B AR R I 2
Jei o WU A i > R A AR A PR S TG U 55 L FC AT ik —
WRENL T His sh I REFE A S 21X, 45 )
R ) - = U1 NV N L1 S = B T U
T 9% 0 4 A T3 A 14 i X 4% 32 4 R
i A Tt o B R A
2 WEHFEELEHIGEERSREENHE
B

Wi ZE v E B B RE IR B K B 2 H 2 2R IR
A 28 A= W2 F AL, FLA O A TP 2 R G0 T ¥
KA R T o 2 ] B M 1ok 5% fl T 9 B R OBT
Al g8 A T By )2 M P T R A o R S BT B AR
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20 S S R A S 3 T N 58 kT 9
P i db 2 o ke T ) R i G X ) 5 i 5 1 A
W SR BE 42 T A BT i 2 R I, X 5 I R
TGP A B B — B P R R AL A
BAEA B Tl 2 ST AE s PN S bR 1, iz 2l 2Rl |
8 i 5 B 2595 57 ¥ (brain—derived neurotrophic
factor, BDNF) 3k , {1 1 5 fiok v] 98 Pk 14 28 1 4t g
HEGEN dz B i T LA o il o A, A ) S
TE I B, IF W PR T H AR T A SR R
RIS B AL AT P ISR A T LA SR R A
BDNF F 1fil % N K¢ 2k &K B+ (vascular endothelial
growth factor, VEGF ) 7E I 2 rff (I [m] 45 S
S0 YE N EAT XCEAE T, S s i 4, kR
W2 585 . M1 AL/INE B A MR AL 4 R (A
JH IR R BE IR - AT LA R -1B) , M2 B3 i Bt
S HF (AN LA Z-10) , 3z shill 25T 0] M1
FEIFAR I M2 B AR ALY R I o 240 R R s
2 rpVEY T, A2 BN BRACINE W) 0T o el 2278
7 SCHRpIE S o R, /0N 8 3 400 AR O I I 40
AR AR SR SCBE TT A S Mg A S
M T A UG, 2 7 b s pl 22 D BB S 1Y
B
075 L2 T A v 8 ] e ot B J2 X D BE

AL FoE AU A Oy N B s sh a4
L 710 < 2= 2K 8] 4100 il 5 24 (interhemispheric inhibition,
THD) "8 1, Bk 2 v 5 o k0 55 4g O~ Bk 22 ] A2 A4
il Je A o FLAR T, o ek AUA5 45980558 17 X £ 0] 2 sk
PR T A0 X 6 00 > 35 7 o B 0 ) BELAS T D g
PRAEH S 38 S A 0] > 3k ML DX B Ay A B
M1 X, AT R 52 2 Bk ) 75, AlE 1 R o REAIR &2
SR, 12 A A S 83 TP A B e i JR 3, T
oA AR A N AR B 2% . M2 T AR
£ (compensatory model ) ™ 5% & 34 7% fat N iz 21 AH
M DX AACES B T fE , — BOE HH CST Z 45 E 1Y
R0, DEPINO 451 F 2014 448 H “ DU -y
P 52 #55 #Y (bimodal balance—recovery model)” , 1A Ky
CST P2 B 2 55 ey I Zh BEAK SRS B oz 3l je J2=
O B R AT DU B 22 A e~ R A4 . e
AR W — L Ak A A AT SR TR
CSTORER AL, i O B nT K 2 25 ) 3= SR, A8
il M1 X #4035 5 Fugl-Meyer PF43 5 1E A 5 5 1 721G
CST LR B b, Ml O A5 g 5k , d 8 Mlizs sl IXC
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Hz )2 (dorsal premotor cortex, PMd) 75 5T RER 2
AR A BT O R M A TIRe 1 3
SEBEAR, S E RO, T S
N T ARG CST PRI NG 100 R I I8 % T T mg
3 WMERFEE FRINERERERTH
J55 BR P F0 Bz 3 3R B

oG A v J R b BB B R A 1 B AR YT A2 3
Z P R R I BRI, AL AR BR T J0 123 dh sl 4k 5 &
iz sh Iy 28 5 R s s iz sh ey
TRREAS R MELLARSZ I GRai B2, DL R b 28 ] SR 1 b
)7 1 PR o AS 5K 2R G0 03 B ok 6 (Rl , JF 42 1 Aot
R 5 ARSI NS R S
3.1 EZhiNZRiE iz R BOAR G RCE R

3 [E O E P 25 (American Heart Association,
AHA) 2016 W CSCN A B 55 K B2 45 1 ) 1
th L b R BB S I 5 07 S TR D U < TR X
R EAE S5 DD RETE I 25 , N AT 0 s IR 2 AL
TEMERE il i S 2 2k ) JLIE R RE ( T 9afins , A Sk
W) o SR, BT RE A R B = Sl 2k
RE 7, ME LA ST 58 AT 55 1 I . A, sl
P 12 B ¥7 1% (constraint—induced movement therapy,
CIMT) 5 k46 B HE A2 1 A ZEUEHE T 00 it L (o
NG s (s S 00 8 55 it i > 20, 434 S HoAth
448 h B AE B 2 98 19 48 OC T R 8] OC 19 1 e >
10°, H FiRZhAE 1 min AT E 5 3 900) AU 29 25%
AR A R, BRIV R T i A v (RE 6% 38 5 ]
PEIIR SV S i 4B IF R 1 254K 45 ) , CIMT
AT B TR R R 3 AR TR R BHERR
TEAR >,

“EINRETTHL T PE AR i ke ok SR BRAE Y
AT L o ZBORET XS Py o A e R B T 2k fiE
(R, O MBSk A7 32 3z shiie g BT J5 3 e &
NGk HAZ O S a0 AR A B (b 28 v, 300 38 L L
s N B SRR AL 101) 2 0 A 22 UL Al %, 4T
W JCTIRETCIL N 2™ FR BE 43, ) T Hp X i) JB P AR 45
P A A TR 4k & 1 D RE IR Ak, Ok R B e e
BE R R E ML . LUT S22 AR
AR O FREEHLE A TERE R HERE G A
La, iEHESF9 A 9, B AMERINL &8 M Hism i
BIUBRE S50 8 2R e 1R SR iy, 5 Bl b B 1 T
e BRI A F WU 5E O s shilll gk, it
ARMin R G¢H JH 2h 285 8 ) SCAE AT = 4-4T: 55 S 0]
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Ik, IT 45 G P aE I 15t 5 Ak iz 2h 2 181 5 1 Y ¢
B, AR T R AT FMA-UE PF43 978000 T
WRLRES NGRS SR, b R A LA N GH AN
T E R b Rem2s, B R B AR 8 B R (Modified
Ashworth Scale, MAS) >3 731 8 & , A UEHE #27~
B REE LA AR 2R 0 57 i T P AT R
oy bR A GE A P Y ) 2 RS Bl AR AR
7, REMEORT 0 I i A R 3l iz i Y BEL T 2 4k, DK
AT T i A b B PR 2R R B WP SE S () Al
22 LD R SRR P T A A e A S AR B AR
F 32128 gl BUAFTE R 19 2 AL 0 58 & (HETE 90001
Wa, WEHESELA) o FHE LA L R P RE TG o iz 3l
MZTT, WL ZE 48 , I8 5 1a Al A LT 4 5 R
WA e IR e AT A R T B
@ FMERIIEHA 45z s 5 IO 1 a,
HEPE S0 A) S ELEE KB 87 vk JR T g
MBS e S 5 R L R K2
T S M 4 o T RN MO A
JEAR B D REIRAS R H ARG TEERE S . K
TR AT E B | 2 Sl AR GO0k B N A v R
1 b D REK S A 0 2 ORI 2 S A ) it
16 ) K 2 B AR PR OIS B TR /N g 2 el
@ TR 2 R TR s A T IR | 3 i
RN K JZ A T A A R I RE R
5o W HBEORALEE 5 28 i ) L (repetitive tran-
scranial magnetic stimulation , *TMS) (/5 451 247y XS
V) 228 0 F R A Ay BB A ) L K
0 Ik oo 9 (T B PE Ay GBS . AR
28 P4 R0 ARG I AR TE TS FE (2014—2018 4F 1
B ) L BT i A% v 5 T D B B A ST 2 1 S SR
rTMS J B~ Bk M1 DX A GEAEFE , 43 r TMS 3
PRI M1 Xy B AR , 18 1 ST A AT v TMLS ) 358 £
MRk M1 X C 9 Afeds . A1 E R b Dl RE R
15 RS ML X RLAM A HE i (g pMd) & 2
AU BRI R 0 A AR
PR L P2 v R (R A B2 L) | 28 0 75 R
8 T PR R 22 A A 0 D R i LA
RS i 5 A R S O (H T o
A b BCRE A b i AT s o BE AL B
BRSO T 2D BT FR R 2R A U
JE 5 RS RK, e T RS 2 R AR )
RGO 2 A SR 1 e g 1) () B4 T (brain—
computer interface, BCI) ¢ 7K , i 1 58 b “ & &l - 3))

VE” PHER , 005 5% B3 1 22 I 2% i it 5 foh ] 380 I
I REM ™, BCI ARG H HTizsh 4 RS
A7 K L B P300, ShE 45 A T Re vk L LR
N F1 BB I SO0 S35 45 55, AL X 3 A1 JE B
PG T EE FRReRER T, BIASIUCCI A5
1T T BCLEK A T 6E 1 8 1 3% (functional electric
stimulation, FES) ¥ Y7 i 4 o J5 52 & L I D RE B i,
S5 5 FES # L , BCTBE A FES BE i & 2 uE 18 1
Wiz sh o) REWK AR R RS 6~ 1241 H L JF a8 A2
PREERIZ BN X A FC. E NIFFE & B, W Ak 0] o
B AT 2 g L0 BCLYT )5 , FMA-UE Al
ARAT PF43- 4 &5, ML 55 A8 AR SR W5 | 2 [i) Ak 34
F32 3 2 2] 5 ik D B R0 45 15 sl 8 5 A0 567 . G
1045 BCLRRE S (9 a] WAk 43 A7 22 B, v 1 4 32 S0 4
SRR S J5 T 25 [, WF SR OSBRI
B AR BL, EE O R WEEE,
BCIE AR IR TE & “F DRI THE ", X & A HTFZ
IR RS A —E BER ™, BCIIE # AN T 1
B R AE (MAS 2 >2 40 ) I i & A P 9T 3
B A MAS<< 1M SR 3252 BCT I RE T
J5 HP RO F AL T MAS> 1M iyl 77 Y
BCIE ARSI AP SR, RS A 2 R Gk
SEVERR S AR 22 S W (T B BB O A
TR AL ) A i B R AN A
32 ERESREISHBAN T

AR SR A P s sh i g on i 51 Kk iz
Bl A, 2 30y B R0 IL PR B AR P 1) JIL K Ty 1
T o TR e B TS 0 TR A i (an
PO R A B A ) 51, B0 ok R A e, ReEE
5 H oAz 3 i Cn 8 Jg ] PR s
VUL SOE OG22 B A B B T
TN AN R 2] SR B R F e
PREf AR AR K R s s S T iE sh T
PRI R AR 2 IR 2P I O AE 18 1
BTFEE . HRT e 58 2 o] 1E X RS 5 #h 2 nr 5
PR T HURE i . A IEIR R R B R A R
o 22 BEL VS R PN L SRS AR A5 T i R G IR FH 2
KD BB 297 8 e i — B F o, Jy 2z i
P BT VR B A TR L AT R I B L
W AESE S B N A UL (T LD A
B P L . R PR 45 Uk (A9 d - R ik
SE) PR AR R e A E o, Ht,
IR FH 4 T R 28 A BRI , H B 2 )T T Wy B A
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i I il B AT 55 S I RS 2R 2
BT, S g0 2248 2 14 i) S5 n] S
Je& |8 1 B B ) B 1) LA BB S Ry H AR L 25518
FRZE G U AL B SRR
3.3 DlEREA R

i 25w BB 1900 il 8 RE (cardiorespiratory fit-
ness, CRF) 248 0 ili 2 e AE 14 7 1% 2l v o LR $ 4t
AAFTEBRACEIE Y R BE ) o X —F845 B4
BE R Iz S & H A RE ) AR RCR , AHA
VO A Sy 55 TR A= i AR M . CRF Y 4
e 0 o0 i Sl PP Ak i K B (AR 4
R A v SR R R IR S R R A I A
Jr Il T AEAT AR T R HE ™ o A, O i35 REAS
RS B RE R AR AR, BRI T R i B I
Y, O DIREMK A /Y “JIAR” . it A 2
HARREIR I I %8, IR FE CRE W% 0 3 G AT
F3UN Gk HTBE Ty iU kP b 2R >0 e UL
Gr CE IR S B a2 R i 5 2o R S it i oE T
TS A0 R R AR AT SR AR 5 ) R B
PERLAE A B 25, BB T e S 300 T 10, S0t TR &
18 SRR, 7 F A 23 B BEAE &1 29 80R (s
B H I ko3 ik O R I v R A 55 ) R AA RE ¢
B 7m0t SR, 12 A0 ey ot e I AT AN A2 )
SRR E R E RO RE RS PR IEIR YR B =, R
et it —ARER
3.4 phapa SIVER T R K v 1 OISR

A rp R AR I (> 6 S 1) By 22 ml 48 1
LI RE K A R 2R R, SR BN IS S D RE L
I LU 0 I Gk B AR, R AR (PR
e HE TR B SRR 5) (1) FMA-UE PE434F 1 2% i
JEAUR 2 PE 1 10%~20%"" . X ] g 5 AN AT 3
PP 28 A 70 25 R A0 A0 A e 2 TP SR A TR R
P E R R 43 W20 DA B 2R 8 55 5 ) e i 2R
KA IR I, BT BRI S 1 OC
RIS 64 A N o SR, H R AR R A
PRI I AR (A0 B 2k L JRRe | i 58 BC0N 0 3 i
SE)RRE S 2 R E T, AR R
B, HAET, KRG EAZE DT TIRRL,
FECE T I RERE S T R . SEBs b BCIRE
WA B B AT o R e 3 AN s T )
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