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WE BEPREA—AFRLOBRLERR LAZHEARE GRTE SHAE GLLAREFH L L RB 0L
SRFFRT TR, BEPFEL30%~60%0) BE R GH AR EN L Es S aeiesd, B E A
KEREPEEHEHAROBRIBRREILAZ ARG, £ L2 AR GCTMS) B A 484 8 i3 R
TR BN g FAYZ T AR N P B0 LS AR A, IR P R P 6 B R AR kT3
%, LI BEIINARIES A TARXNE R REH LR KT, G 97 R % 3 Je S 35 R B A& e &
FALEHEF R EHm, EF kX TH R S8 B ORE AL T k0 R #3E b , K X ' TMSAE R T
MBAEF K E (M1 R ) ATE3h K B (PMC) 5 s R 69 v TMS 7 % 97 2 A A DU Bok) ik 3 669 T A% 7 it
T4, B AR TTMS BN F P e LA S hae e A 6916 R B R348 5.

KB P AR R R e S A S Ak AL

G A r e — R w UL B LA L B B R
R RSB T R i B R | R R AR A M
TR A TR 2 ZUR A B4Rt 48 AR DA T
S AT O A A BB T KR DA 2020 4111 660 1
4 2 2050 4E 1Y 970 J7 s 8 U5 2 o BT R B IR A v Y
TRYTAIRESE o DL K B) 42 iU A m] B8 23 19— 4% LA
B RGBS Re A A S R L Bk
BRI 29 30%~60% B il 2 rh R g B AN ) AR
1 Rz SO Re R AT G S RE S A 3K
HRJB e ) FAt 2305 3 2 5 R ) B DA oG, [t
P 7 vh B IRGE S D RBIR A LR,
Aok B 28 FRE I L (repetitive transcranial mag-
netic stimulation, rTMS) 7E i 4= W 5 iz s Uy g &2 rh
Z Mok 22 i 56T, v TMS R 38 i I8 e )2 2% A

5 S A 28 AT SRR A B ik AR b R A D REMR A
2020 4F FHT B9 rTMS 16 PR TIESS F R0 4 9 iz 5
K ZE (primary motor cortex, M1 [X) (A0 v TMS 2k 2
il 7 v R 3 I RE A A A GHETE (B4R e W A 42
HE R 0 M DX IR f TS X i A v 5 i iz
SIIRERY IR A FR Y, BAFTE 5 Bt , AR 45
FHE Tk AR o B IR A B B SR RRAE S A4k
rTMS 75 58, T LA T A 1) 3 J22 B9 A= b s 0 F A B
T TMS RS HERITE 5 e AT, K2 B TMS B BEAILX R
B YRR A AR/, e 2 T KRR L £ s B B AL
X BB 5 ] s 05 AN 32 30 K2 )2 (premotor cor-
tex, PMC) 1 /)N i 1) A R0 VE B 5 22 i — 2B 5
rTMS TEYT A 2801 52 3030 U8 SRR M RS EL
ORNEIEAPSE S RE NG 8 3/ N A P rts I e

S RtESC R, TE i WOCR , 4 TR RGO A T L SO R A R A LA I E IR L) . B 2412, 2024,34(3) : 294-303.
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A7 R) R B ) H AR FE 55 S BRSO A =[] Y 22
S T LIAS [] 30 A 7 At 25 5 i « TMS YR )T
£
A SCHR rTMS TE MG A b 1 iz sh D Re R &2 i
B R E PR SOE O TR AT SRR, LU yTMS 7 F B
BHYIREREE T IR R R AR 2%
1 PR R AT i

22 fi i 4] 384 (transcranial magnetic stimulation,
TMS ) /2 JE T e f JE% v Jist 28 1) TC B R R . 3
b 6 T S Vi T ) e P 7 A e i K e 3 L A
TrbRx R 2 ZR G, U T R A A 2 A PR
BN H AR AT TMS 0 5 & ORI
(theta burst stimulation, TBS) . Ji% %} J& B¢ i) 7§i(paired
associative stimulation , PAS) 2100

rTMS J2& 55 FH 8 — i =X, J2 st i A v
BH PGS SRR A RO AR R
rTMS 73 A A3 rTMS A1 B3 ' TMS , B3R <1 Hz [ 1 T-
MS D fEA ¢ TMS , Al Lot 380 3550 DX 3l Bz Jo 11 2% a2 o
%, 72 K BT R A ] (long—term depression, LTD) R
5 AR > 1 Hz (9 'TMS by = 45 ' TMS , ] L fef il 38
DX dml B S5 1 2% A P A R, 0 A I R 1 5 (Tong—
term potentiation, LTP) & " o TBS J& — F ff R A5
Y *TMS, 7 ¢ TMS FFE Al AT AR5 =)
T, TBS — % 43 A 8] 81 M 45 & X 34 (intermittent
TBS, iTBS) F1 3% 2 V£ 4% K& =X 3 34 (continuous TBS,
¢TBS)2 Ffr, iTBS A {7 il ¥ X 1 e o i 24 Ay M g
cTBS R il DX I e o 9 4 Ay M R
2 IMMS{RMZERF ERIEHIIERER
1ERHLH
2.1 5] SRS

Ffr 28 W] I M B B A | o A A 2R ik ] 9
PEo rTMS I 15 P 28050 FE S22 1 284k, 3
5 5 b Al B, R 51 58 i 45 A AT RE b iU
A0 il 24 v 5 52 b R v 3 e T 9 M e O R 21
SUME A H A2 5m #. (TMS BERSf2 F LTP AT LTD,
X2 PR T B 22 i 45 RN [ % OC
g Mg TR AR R B ' TMS SRS KRR
M3z 2 Bz J2 00 G S A 3 S8 W SR
2 fi 5 S50 ) IO R 2 fiph S T I 2% 2 R i 5
] & AR A5 . THOMSON %5 20 SHA S G 35 1 pf 28
JCYN A HEAT ITBS il 84 A& BR , AR X B 0384, iTBS #l

19 2H 240 B9 38 5xF BDNF-TrkB 38 % 38 i a] 98 5L
NTRK2 Fil MAPKO (1) 3235 . ZHAT S5 % /N Btk A7
T A T TMS 38 2% B, R ORI SRR 2 /N R
D—H B -D- K & R 52 VR TN 5 fih )5 %% B A 1 95 1Y
Fik, FIH T BDNF/TrkB {5 554 5
2.2 PR MR E IR T FRRE R Ty Y

YTMS 1] DL AR fift 22 5 v o 44 356 ot A T8 IO 3
ik, N2 U A 2R Ay -2 T 2 (y—aminobutyric
acid, GABA ) , 3% $E4) [ 76 #2850 [B] A 15 51 3 e
FEEAEA . 'TMS AT DU i 2 R i Bk >, T LA
3 A1 ) 2 TR P R BRI 8 i A 2 TR 1) W AL, R o
A RENA AR EE™ . LENZ 82X
% 3% 1% 6 T 40 6 247 v AR A R R B R A
O WG 2 W AT o 1 52 i B GABA B 5 ik ) 1% 328

[F] BF , 'TMS i f A1 2F fif 28 95 35 B, 40 s T
P 24 °8 32 [H F (brain—derived neurotrophin factor,
BDNF) A 5 3 X Ay 22 35", BDNF 7 98 57 2 fish ] ¥
PR A 20 40 A7 v R AR Rk R
A BT X2 A 4 M B R T, GER-
SNER 251 w45 v TMS 1 FH7E 75 /N R, & 30
TEIE Ty AR 72 X 38 BDNF 7K 5 & 48 i

YTMS i 7] L3 1 6o 73 40 i A0 4 i R 7 5F 3 5
Tt 2 G 3 I 7 SR /D 28 G RE , R A 2 T R T,
A DA 2E L TP e I 40 f) 8 78 ph b 22 M AL R )
PR A2 T AR | i JgE R FE K F (tumor necrosis
factor, TNF) 7K 31 I8 Fl Ht 28 A+ IL-10 /K °F- |
P20 TBS AT DL 0 il TLR4/NFkB/NLRP3 {5
5 0 S5 R S T 0 A AR 3 3 T 4% A A ik de ot
/NEZE B D ek B, AR B I i i 51 R Y Bl 28 0T
EiL VTR
2.3 gl X iy EEE

512 g )R8 B A OB I XA M1 X PMC 4
Bhiz 3 7 )2 (supplementary motor aera, SMA) . 1TMS
A G 1 X 32 2 A S Bl X 9 4 v A A rp AR
) L B BE

FEIE BT, fa R 1 8 0 A i 4 1k 3t JF
JIAA AR EL AR, 2 30— 3k M1 X6 55—l 2
BR ML DR B A r S S 0 R > 3k 4 45
B, 50 T IE R B A A R
M 3R JE 2 24 At T R X R R BNt o Ak
PSR, 1 -5 e~ 2R 2 RS R gk — A i B
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P BBk, LR 2 R T R - BR A1 4
55 , 3 BN 2 R RS2 A R v AT O L
M1 X 23l A M1 X, 5 H 8 1913 sh D se i 4
R R ML DX A MU DX 0 6 it
R, B 12 S D RERY RS, 00 M1 X ERr g vy 1
XA MDA PR SRS TR S R
BV SR A A A i > Bk 2% Ay P A P £ B % T 2 BE K
R I, 2F 3k ) (interhemispheric inhibi-
tion , THID) RS TR S Ay s 22 R~ 4 1 00 DK ik > Bk 2 1]
B PR G, IV AR AR At 00 ok %y A LA o 8
) R A0 2 BE ], EH v AR BR A
A B 5% A H T 68 g 3 3% (functional magnetic reso-
nance imaging, fIMRT) W8 %% 21| 75 fg 0] > BR A7 (I3 +T-
MS YR IT 5, B b F R X R J O M1 XS
PMC \SMA %5 Il X 2Z [A] (4 B REJE HE 4 5

PMC 1 75 4MWz 30 Hij 1 )2 (dorsal premotor cor-
tex, PMd) Fil i ] i iz 5 J¢ 2% (ventral premotor cor-
tex, PMv) ZH i, PMd F2Z 5z sh LK, 2 HEZ)
VE BBy YT 22, 8 DR 3z 2l IDUR R P 8 2R 470
KU PMC [ 388 2o A A P 322 422 B 3 v 0L M T IXC
[F] f) 742 42 , 3% R PMLC %) THT 4248 1 25 F JE Rl 7
Jigi A PR A v, XU PMLC (1] 433K R ELAT I T iz
SHYIREMRIZ L I 2T ]I PMC T SMA I Y
B 5 A6 W (corticospinal tract, CST) i & i i JZ #¢
SYREIERER 60% LA BV — IR 12 4R B
& bR 3 D RE S A AR B E R AT T 2
B3 55 1A AE R PMd BRI M1 X R 7 XU
P SO SR, LAV G PV DX R MT X B2 J5
PATPESE A, W58 K BLTE b JB0E Sh Dh e ™
f14 £ O PMd DX T R8I M1 DX 3 B i At
PR, T 450 B i FR A, PV X DU 400 o) 26 A0
M1 X5 55 2 A a0 7 () PMd DX R A7 — Y A
rTMS, rTMS /F I 9 [R] B4 4 IMR L, BB T iz 2 2
RE01 5 72 2 A B0, fE A0 PMd 80 B SR 5252
J2 )2 DX i 8 A 5 7K F- (blood oxygenation level de-
pendent, BOLD ) {55 I M BE 3G K 5 — T 5044
20 44 b Bz Sl Dy RE A0 F YA vh i o U R A
FAE A E 24 TR R PR BIE S
Je AT T S A A R TP 2 10 E S,
Ferb 6 YA 5 v 23 TR rTMS X 4 PMd X 5,
M1 X HEAT T80, 30 5 B — U5 5 Ja RO A = 1 I
] o WFFEES R s , 78 5 R 45 4 b PMd DX
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12 By I 8] PR 52 M8 R T BE A0 3 A, i 7 M1 DX 3%
R R WLEE B 2 e AL, £ FH e 400 TS 2%
A PMd X ] BEXS 52 il 2 b R b G 3
RE AR A AL 2 AR A

3 (TMS#EmMZERE ERIEFIThRERE T HY
Il PR Nz AR

3.1 rTMS T M1 XAEdEm A L is s vhig
F3°1
300 B MK A TMSIAYY T THIBC A, Xf
THGZE )5 b Gs Zh DR et i 2 Fhbr ey
SRR T A 3K 04 2%y P S A - D IR v TMS A
FHF AN M1 X, BEARAEAN M1 DX Y 244 1 5 @) e 43
rTMS A5 FH T 80 M1 DX, 48w B M1 DX AR 2% A vk
FE 'TMS VA J7 PR TE TS B oY 6 T 2k )5 ks
IR 52 B 0 W 76 v i 2 A0 ML X IO Y TMS
A GRS B ML X E AR TMS S B Gt . 25
AT B AR rTMS A T g M1 DX 4 v
AR FOs sh DR R R W IR RCR
JeH R T ah I ae i > . Sl TMS 5 BRI
EE AT A T A v B L BGE ST Rer IR R

T AT AT, A R 98 A& B0 THLA Y I A8 1 F
A i 7 B8 R AN TE T I A e S B
B sh SR I R, T RS T AR R e
JO 5 A 2 {2 4™ o S EUB A BR R =
HEAT Ty B AR A o 2 38 6, AT ) d ) ML X
KM AR U e R 0 2 A e b IR LS
AP HT R, S 2 T 00 A B il 2 v R S 1 )
BR R R AR L B AT RIS, BT L THIRE R E AR
T T A R B, PINO S5O
TN R S AR ST T S5 RO B R AR A
S b O B TE SR 0B B B JE N CST 405 1 )™ J
SERENE . A AN ERIE Bl K 2 M CST &2 45 ™ 5, fiki
Arp bIOSB3 )8 0K 5K T SEAOR T ) >
Bkiz 2 AH G DX A9 AREEAE T . WANG 557 B i 58
TRUF T CST SR Mxt i A v BB 1 iz sh D Re ik 52
(50, BIF 5 35 K 60 f5i) i A rh £ 25 B BL 53 3 4,
O3 I TEAEAN A 5k M1 DXCHESZ 4 rTMS I3y TMS B
fE rTMSRYT , T CST 58 #6353 i CST S8 Rk
FIR CST 58 B 1 2 20, 25 21 & B CST 58 B M 4%
e )RR R0 M1 X AFCAA ' TMS 21 7 Fugl-Meyer [
iz g DI REPE S (Fugl-Meyer assessment for upper
extremity, FMA-UE) , Wolf iz 2l I RE PF- 43 (Wolf motor
function test, WMFT) .24 B Barthel 35%% (modified Bar-
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thel index, MBI) I /) 038 R B 34 i T HAb 2 41 . 4
S, % T CST SE 88 PR3 AR 0 g8 35, AU fa ) M1 IX
W TMS 2H (9 FMA-UE Fl WMFT 353 i 25 0lc % . %
T CST e R PEAIR A9 i A v 85 gl /= A ' TMS B8 A
FIF L RGE S DI RERIRE . WANG % 45 {51 i
iz Bl Y Re 0 FE B ik A rh 2B BEATL 3 R M1 X

W Y TMS 20 A M1 AT A ¢TSS ZH FMERORI 2, 45
SRR B R ML DX R AR TMS 2119 i A v g 3 A
Fugl-Meyer iz 2l Jj g P 43 (Fugl-Meyer assessment,
FMA) .Barthel 5 %% ( Barthel index, BI) J7 A ¥ I &
(R B, fE) M1 X AR AR v TS 205 (R0 S 4 A He e
FMA Bl FZERTegit#E L. Baii&k 1,

®1 BMMI X rTMS IR B 5 _E RIS 30 ThsE R & Ryl PR BL AR

Table 1 Clinical application of unilateral M1 rTMS stimulation in the rehabilitation

of upper limb motor function after stroke

W5 FEA RELVES RRILIRS F UL R
I A 20 M M1 X .1 Hz . 90%RMT
WANG,etal.(2022) X848 20 e M1 X .5 Hz .90 % RMT 21 % FMA-UE
R4 C 20 B
RIGH A 15 @M M1 1X .1 Hz . 100 % RMT
WANG,etal.(2020) X8R4 DB 15 {8 M1 X .10 Hz . 100 % RMT 14 % FMA
R4l C 15 i

H : RMT=#3232 ) {5
Note: RMT=resting motor threshold.

FE YTMS B35 il 2 v 5 b iz 2h Dy g g o
THI AR & 32 5 b 7, 30 91K 22 B0F 9% 0 oK 2 ]
XSRS A 52 A5 80490 THIT R B0 3 A3 FH T T
T 7 R o T THIASE 0 R OUAH - i bk 2 A
X 12 B Dy Re 0 0 I A b R B ) T fiE
MNECAST TS 38, 1 1 i iz sl D e 46 3 04 A 2
rh R, E R e R A TS . Rk
X iR A T R EAT CTMS YA YT I T B AT AR AL
i, R AR A TS il %6
3.2 RAUMMI X F 25 TMSIRYY TR, £
A5 ' TMS TR i 2 w1 iz 3h Dy i BRE &= b 114 1
B EHZ 5 FH 2280 05 TMS 807 2 7E fqn)
M1 X AERAR rTMS &5 & B M1 X & 45 TS, 5 7 3
U bR A2 KU 2 BR 11 24 A PR R i . LONG 26700
62 151 37 2 P4 g 4 v i 2 B AL 43 S O AIG 3 ' TS
(1 Hz) B4 S s 4% ¢ TMS (10 Hz) 41 R0 4G 431 1 T-
MS (1 Hz) 41 FUB R L 3 41 v TMS 35 97 #E i ¥ 78
M1 X, 455 R B A 2 A 03 - iz sl /K7 Jr T e
MR AR rTMS 4 A5 40 . CHEN 485V [ WF 58 thAiE
ST X — 8B 100 ) Z0E B ST B BT Y A R AL
43 Te ) )RS A% v TMS (1 Hz ) B R ) &5 4 v TMS
(10 Hz) 21 g0 BRI 000 G 28 A0 w3 43 v TMS (10 Hz)
21 AREMAIRA v TMS (1 Hz) B A 2 DN R 3 4 xuqm)
B AL, 5 SR UE S R AP A5 ' TMS 36 B B A v 4

rTMS TR B0z s /K e T HAZH . SUNG
SERDRE 54 1) 0 i A< v S8 2 43 Sk G S ' TMS
(1 Hz) B A SR TBS 241 A 0l {5 SR 3056 & ;I HTBS
2] MR ' TMS (1 Ha) 3657 56 A S B 4. |
UL 1 00 38 20, 45 SR I S g IS A0 v TMS 3k B A
iTBS 7E £& = I iz 3l U fig 7 97 8 i b . MENG
SRR SE T 3 — a5, MR 28 44 W Sk A
v 2 e s WAL BE 21 3 41, 43 ) R A AR A% « TMS
(1 Hz) F38 006 & B 00 iTBS 0 4 2H e 00 EE 4 Y TMS
(1 Hz) F1 A 00 3 4L UM A S 38 4L, 3 437
SYITE MU X, 285 50 0 BB 25 0 354 b 2 s i o
A A TS A b RCE Y RS sh T eI A .
MWK 2,

ZE b, JCIe W P 1 A 2 M U 1 g A v iR
ORI ML DX A B A5 88 L S A SR % g A
T BGE ST RE IR A AL, SR, CHEN 45
ZEREAT T R BN, 3K — W a5 ASCAE I A v B B A5 3 32
£ 20 2 RS T, B M1 X TMS B
U ML X098 AHL E U ML DX 3R B AL %
R 6 35 /0, AN [ 3 36 b o) 3000 3 R B80A BT S
[F], T AZS 2 M 4598 S PR 0K, AR R 28T K
FABE 1 22 v Bt AL X AR 6 St 56 S Ul o) % 1 A
Rk
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&2 WM M1 X rTMS RIS TERGZE # 5 b BIE 30 Th BE BR & o 491l PR A2
Table 2 Clinical application of bilateral M1 rTMS stimulation in the rehabilitation

of upper limb motor function after stroke

W5 FEA RRUES TR FELERTERR
LONG.. et al RIS A 21 g M1 X .1 Hz .90 % RMT B4 HM M1 .10 Hz .90 % RMT
(201’8) ©ORIR4B 21 {8 M1 X .1 Hz 90%RMT 127k FMA-UE
R4 C 20 [EZ Uk
RIH A 25 {8 M1 X .1 Hz .90 % RMT B4 M M1 .10 Hz .90 % RMT
CHEN,etal. ¥4 B 25 A M X1 Hz . 90%RMT
ctal. Bl BRI ML .1 Ha 20% 120 FMA
(2021) g4l C 25 HEMMLIX .10 Hz .90% RMT
I D 25 B
JRIGLH A 16 g M1 X .1 Hz .90 % RMT B65 H M1 X .iTBS .80% AMT
SUNG,etal. B4 B 13 MM IX iTBS.80% AMT
eta Lfﬂﬁﬂ ‘ M1 i % 20k FMA-UE
(2013) el C 14 M M1 X .1 Hz . 90%RMT
G2 D 15 [EE b
X M1 X 1 Hz 100 % RM T B4 B M1 .iTBS.
. RIHA 10 S " 1
MENG, et al. 60%~80%RMT $10%  FMA-UE
(2020) IR B 10 I M1 X .1 Hz . 100% RMT -
R4 C 8 [EE b

3.2 rTMS BT PMd X2 ks b 1538 3h o)
RERHEA

LUDEMANN-PODUBECKA 555 %t 10 1] 7. 2 4
%% B 22 vp B I 2 3 D) e A2 0 A i A v AR s
TR BEHLAS S5, 3 50 21 AF @ PMd X iE 17
1 Hz B9 vTMS, X B8 41 35237 PMd X A8 (L0098, i 9% 2
B L6 f 0 PMd |19 1 Hz rTMS 0] 312 25 42 3 28 vh s iz
Bl B A 19 30 2Pk 2 v BB 35 19 Jebsen—Taylor ) B
I3 9 43 (Jebsen—Taylor hand function test, JTHF) ,
Bl s sh ot . 44 44 45 v B 3 Sl s 1 04 48 1k
b HE BEAL > B A& M1 IX 1 Hz YTMS 21 . £ 1)
PMd X 1 Hz *TMS 41 BRI AL, R 45 R, 5
S 8RR L {0 M1 DX ZE R i ) PMLd 2 i 2 R

Z WL S CFMA-UE . WMFT 3 43 2 458 &5, {5 {g ]
PMd X 41 | iz 3l 2 i el 35 00 SR A gl M1 X
S, X 2 AR AY R B, 3 T THI A AL A1 fe
PMd [X 2475 1 Xt i 245 v s 32 sl ik & AR — 5 B
EH

XTI A o s R LGS s e E R,
fa@M PMd X 7812 2 D AR 1Y% 52 v vl B 2 ke 21 55
FAREEAE FH S R, 80 PMd DX 5 450 ' TMS
ARE AT LT A i o b s sh T RE KA o BR A
FEAE g BN PMd =545 ' TMS 2 FMA-UE 343 1)
LT 00 M1 X AR TMS 41, X —BF 58 32 5 %o
T G2 s DI RE 245 0 i A Hp R, T o R fet
il PMd X AR . 5 L2 3.

£3 PMd X rTMS RIS 7 fi 2= i 5 L BE 5T 88 R & A A i PR R A

Table 3 Clinical application of rTMS stimulation in PMd in the rehabilitation of upper limb motor function after stroke

W (eI ARES T EELS RS
LUDEMANN-PODUBECKA, RIS A 10 gl PMd .1 Hz . 110 % RMT
%ﬁ‘h H fe i) ! Z, % 1k ITHF

etal.(2016) I B 10 %

R A 16 fI M1 X .1 Hz 90%RMT

WANG, et al.(2014) I B 14 fi0 PMd .1 Hz . 90%RMT HE10w) WMFT

R4 C 14 B %

] R A 10 0 PMd .5 Hz .90%RMT

PAZE L 45(2023 207K FMA-UE
PRADR, 5:(2023) R4 B 10 M M1 1% .1 Hz .90 % RMT o

298



AR A+ B 52 228 P O RSB o i 2 v P ) R L s P AR G a2 4 17 P

Zi b B A s B s ST Re K B iR
I7 T AR A 0 A 1 B8 ) i R R R
RALCTMS T %6 X PR ZEd EE FGE 2h g2
F18 fili A R R ML DXORT PM X AR TS T
S7 Rl b BGE ST ie s o T EE EIGE s
AE A2 45 14 1 2 v 8 A0 PV XY g 43T ¢ TMS 7]
RESTA AT oz sh D Re ik
3.3 M1 IXFIPMd KB 7 ) i
331 MIXEERUEN T e PG Bz s
TREREE W TMS IR b, R SO T ML IX 7R
fift- 2% | B 4 “hand knob” (HK) o #547 %E { HK (1
J7 02 FH IE FL - & 55 W7 2 4548 (positron emission
tomography , PET) , 4 532 gJj I} DX Ui 1L 37 F1A -5 5
JE AR Ak i KA BRI HK & — AN TR RUE & 1 QIF
K e TR IXBREY S ) — A8 GE i e A s 2 AR R
[l PR i L B 10-20 R G¢, 75 3k K R T 8 P2k 2k, o
ol 2 S5 2 T KL B 1 I 32 4 R ST M 2 ]
B e B, AR S s o TP e h 2 (Cz) , Cz 1]
el A7 HFT MY 20% 40 C, 58 C,, BRI 538 M1
X o s A7 i R TR B0 5 BRAE AR e R B2
{H 2 200 1 AN RS A Pl e 3 7 B 1Y) 25 50 R T UIG
W58 35 T A 1 ol 28 S A o A R A e A A 1) T3
M1 X, B8R ) 25 AR L IR 7 A AR BE
G ST R 58 R AR il bn i L, S i 78 TMS
AR RO E e AR BR E AR E HK, 2
A S5 HK A, RISE e i

g b F-E8 M1 X B30 2l #4 i (hand motor
hotspot, hMHS ), Foi5e 5 I 4 2 37 5 125 42 1) FH ERLfik oo
TMS VE 75— K >F 2R 9 HK B, S48 51 & X
AN 275 — 5 00 - [ JUL ESCARE R JUL 7 A o5 R0 3185 &
Hi, {3 (motor evoked potential , MEP) I i A% {37 &',
1B F T B A i s 0 1R R T o B IR
HELL] TMS 48 21 8~ B3R AY hMHS, 1 ik 2
fift g 0N hMHS (9 55 67 & . Bl B2 5 H R 1
A ORI 22 1 D B M R 28 AR S HOR T LK Al
By 5 i hMHS , 41 fMRI A1 Ty 58 #3521 48638 (fune-
tional near—infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS) . CHANG
57k BRI nTMS JIE ¥ 75 ik A5 v 80 5E 32 hMHS
4 R, B INTRS AT LUE 8 hMHS . 5T aE
i A 2 SR G AT A R RO 2R3k 20 s,
SRIG R 20 s, AR AT S AW, [ B 10 5% INIRS
155 B TO 58 R 25 sh VR W R AT 40 P /K
BCE Lk R AT S5 AR S B P RS LR
P AR P K R B Ry ENTRS 22 4% Y hMHS .

BE A 2% # A HK Al hMHS &40 fH 2
HH¥HE R _FHIFAN—EHA, AHDAB 55 & I
hMHS K705 HK B A, A4 Lo 5 A hMHS A~
HHK&EA,@% 5 PMCEA., BT sisd
5 2Z M, X 10 24 85 0 51 R FH 235 48 A R i Fn
nTMS F-#& HK FIl hMHS, & B — F A bri% A &4, I
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ABSTRACT Stroke is a common cerebrovascular disease with high morbidity, mortality, disability, and recurrence imposing sig-
nificant social and economic burdens. Following a stroke, approximately 30%-60% of patients experience varying degrees of upper
limb motor dysfunction. Currently, rehabilitation techniques for improving post-stroke upper limb motor function, both domestically
and internationally, primarily involve motor function training. Repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS), because it
can enhance upper limb motor function recovery by modulating cortical excitability and promoting neuroplasticity, has been increas-
ingly used in stroke rehabilitation and has been included in the guideline as a grade A recommendation. However, there is still large
heterogeneity in the relevant clinical studies, and the therapeutic effect is affected by factors such as different target selection and tar-
get localization accuracy. In recent years, the number of studies on new stimulation targets and different localization methods has been
increasing. In this paper, we review the protocols, efficacy, mechanism of action, and localization of stimulation targets of rTMS in
the primary motor cortex (MI), premotor cortex (PMC), and other brain regions, aiming to provide guidance for the clinical applica-

tion of rTMS in the rehabilitation of upper limb motor function after stroke.
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