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* # 7 47 & (Regular Articles) °

TERIZHMERSARE: ETHERFRTAR

I&B BRi 4w B T

(e RS KA Rl 5 R R 2A e B ) AR A O BB SN MR A SR =
DB HBFIE L AN S B E R BB E S LR E, M 510631)

O E AL ZRGIEFL LSRR R EZ —, L, AV ZEKGIUE AT
RS, BAABALHAET IR M T2 CHARTER, KRG 2K %345
R ARG IES T, BT 55 RARY EMER T, X —I LR A A ZRG RT, TELZ RS
(repetitive Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation, rTMS)#F= 22 Ffl A& @, & # (transcranial Alternating Current Stimulation,
tACS) FFRAF 70k T I %, st KB 3f i R s e A0 ML . o k)3, 3 Mm% TAE R e 42 P 4% & IR B ey 49
GRGED . BRBROZERGBERE MR G ERGAILR Y, AHEERG AL DRI TR
HBEGAREE ARFAELXRBANER LN AERL, AR SABREZ QA ZRGES, H—FF Rz
FHar TR Hm, b, BEEER L LA rTMSHACS A4E TR I8 R F &, FHH A E 6 I
WLk, RHEZERRGAZ M TELE, RAKXIR Gk AGB 8,

KEIE  TARTI, ABERG R, TAZMERE, SRR R

SEKS  B842

1 3]

TAEIC1Z(working memory, WM)#& K Jiiki 55 2%
INFI DB R A2 R 43, B B AR B kAT
BB RGO T, X AR SN R IE AR (B &
AR O B 2L L (Baddeley, 2010), T.
FEIEIZ B WL — B Dok & 2 WF 9 E 0 o2 1,
HAPHEPA NS ECER: —2& TAECICA kL
Wi X2 5, sk SE iR AR AT A L AT b i 22 4R
GRS TAERICE R, #X5E—A R, K
T Yy BE G LR 1% (functional magnetic resonance
imaging, MRI)BFSEE % BA- (K AEE 47 T 1042 Berryhill et al., 2019; Rohner et al., 2018; Silvanto
(26 1 2 R R B M0 S S gt s 2 T & SOto, 2012)0 SRTH, IS o I X i e
I T 255 R S0 3 T 57 AR I X 9 TAR IO B FE M, WMEX TAE L2 iR
A T DX P A 28 B 9 1 Bl DA B 2 I X 2 [ 22
B [F) 20 Pk B B AR A R AT A, BRI JE vk
Wk H B 2020-12-10 RS AS — AN

* TR E S ST & R BE B (2019B030335001); . .
= D | X -
I £ AR 3 4 75 47 B2 38 e 0 F (32100847); 5 0t [/ B, A A i % ] (Magnetoencephal

il

W5 TAEIE 2 Z 18] 9 Bk 2 (Ambrose et al., 2016;
Christophel et al., 2018; Ester et al., 2009, 2015; Gayet
etal., 2017; Xu & Chun, 2006). [hf, JEE AL
Hl 3 #7 A (non-invasive brain stimulation, NIBS):
A0 22 1 % ) % (transcranial magnetic stimulation,
TMS)FNZ: /i B3 H il 4 (transcranial direct current
stimulation, tDCS), 38 i %45 % Mg XX jite Jon 417 41
PESCS A PR RE . ORI, T A R R R A X
B A 2T, T — 2D DR A S T DX ) el 22
TARICHLESS Z M IR 56 & (Arciniega et al., 2018;

SO SRR H (21YIC190019). ographic, MEG)#1/li H, [€] (electroencephalographic,
WBIE1EH: #F, B-mail: yangp@m.scnu.edu.cn EEG)JF & 1Y #f 28 | A B 22 i 5% LA R A7 9 BT (1)
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TERE 5 TARCICRM ARG S THERG Jo g 803

SEHEE, BFSEEE T LLE SIS TAE IS LT i &
PG MG R —25 H o KIEAT TAEIL T2
S TREREMATERNS Y, WAERG R
We 7 RENAP e RN . B ENIE ),
PRUEA R i 22 TR T Z M BE A HEA T B AR AR B
A2V (Bosman et al., 2012; Buzséaki et al., 2012), ##
ZE IR i W05 8 B PRI B 43 delta R T
(0.5~4 Hz). theta #7¥%(4~8 Hz). alpha #%3%(8~12
Hz). beta #%3%(13~30 Hz)fl gamma #%% . gamma
P& XAl 53 A A (30~70 Hz)FIF A (70~150 Hz)
gamma &% . B4 K1 EEG fl MEG W58 & #,
RN J53 56 s DX P o 22 i 5 1 3 L AS T X I g o
ZYRG A (W43 5 TAEICIZ i ot 72 %
Y #H ¢ (Bonnefond & Jensen, 2012; Honkanen et al.,
2015; Roux & Uhlhaas, 2014): {0 K7 |2 FlF 2
PV 7 2 B gamma 235 5 TAE L2 72 b & AR
TEfE B4 Re A 5, ZEMIEI theta-gamma R
Y ELASRR A R B T AN EAZ L S8 A5 B IS B
X LB 5T — o A BE LT LA ) B AN T i DX R e
DI B 2848 5 O XS0 TAR G Lk fE, (H
B g T — A TE BT R R PR L
R TARCZ N T PRI S, 2 B S 501
W T X —id &

Ry A1 28 BRI — (AR, T 5T 2 3 R 4 Ry
i X35 A [) il X 22 8] ) pe e AR v, T 1o 48 I 4%
B4 JR 1T A5, A A S X R AR - TR IR
TTAZMMERIC R, AR R, SR
SR IR AT LGs S ph Z84ik3% 27 (Entrainment
of neural oscillation)”$ RSZH, B A0 I H 2 AM A
AR A T ORI TR, 55 R R A I DX i
TN EIRG AT EFAEER DA, SR
T PN P 22 3R 3% 7% B (Thut et al., 2011), 4hFA
B AR RS AR, e
A ARG, AR A AR AR R,
T2 2 15 i) 4 (repetitive  transcranial magnetic
stimulation, rTMS)F1£ i 22 i HL 43 (transcranial
alternating current stimulation, tACS), H:/f,
8 ) 2R SR A 0K A0 R SR i Bz J2 7R A
8 T HEM M 2 9R ¥5 (Garcia et al., 2017; Spaak et
al., 2014), iR NIBS, 4 rTMS #l tACS
PP, DU BB A5 A o) ko] 42 SRR 8 i X 2
B Il e PR35 TR B, 1 HE W P 2R AR U E AR
Az BLARYE 9 KR G &R (Reinhart & Nguyen,

2019; Vosskuhl et al., 2018),

A SCHE G RIS AR SR T AR NIBS PR T
YEICAZ P 23R 35 RO AR AR 5T o 1 S X 15 2k NIBS
TR 2R RIS Ik N R, RE, R
P ST I e B A AS TR AT BE A 2 9% 35 78 TAE 12
HEVER, REGHEEELE NIBS M 4R |
PR TARICIZRE T BT FE HE R, Sk [l 24 ph 22k
VR B HES S TAECAZIN T X — n) B4R 4t R IR
EHE, B RAKMTR 1) SaX i NIBS T
T TAEEAZ 05T 00 =) BRI A it B AT o

2 XREEHEIRZEG: MEIRE X
EEUES

21 ARG FHFWERFEE

T 2R 15 Je Al Y SRR ST . AR A o
O] 5] AR R AR N ik DX [ 25 il e PR35 6 B,
TG P 14 4o 2 4R ¥ 5 A0 SR B 3 A AR
BiE, SCI RG24 P 5 A B A )
4k (Thut et al., 2011; Lakatos et al., 2019), 7E#
Gkl Jent MG R A ik R b, 32 UK X1 i 22
I 37 % Bh 32 B A W I A AR s — R R P R
P 23R A A7 5 A1 5 e R S5 ) A A A % )
Mo, o AR [ 25 S ORI A R AR Y
LRV IRIERE . AR4E Hanslmayr 85 A$E {4
%l(Hanslmayr et al., 2019): &%), #LInERALL
TR IR (baseline), B JCHL I (750 HL 76 SIPIR A
2T RO N RS, 2 e SR B T Bl
I AL, LI Sl AR 1) 5 A0 S v R
PR AL, HLE SAH At 32 5 [ A LY 4 i 3
ST SR VA %) I N e e A T 2R B 0 A 1 =
(Build-up); #5Jm, KIH 2R 5 5 A1 A ]
oM Z R AR 28 AT, R AR B B,
TR P 2 3535 IR RIS B B K (fully entrained) o
MR RS, thEm e RS LM
ANy B, MRS ReE LA AW, 77 A Jeat Il
1% (entrainment echo), FifiJ5 1212 MK 5B 21 LR
22 HWMERGETEHEIRAE

PR T e B4 T LU i T AR 9 NIBS
SIPL, FEALNE (TMS FtACS PR AR, TMS
I % A 1) v 5 B Uk v G S5 2E L PR, 5 K
P =Yt e A N b € R v I TR
AR rTMS DU W) 52 M b 28 ST AR AH N 19 A bl
255 1% 3 (Vosskuhl et al., 2018), %1% rTMS £
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Thut 2 A (2011)i#£47( TMS-EEG 325, fsfi 1% 4
KRBT 0 10 Hz () alpha-rTMS $li#, [
405 EEG {5 5 (Thut et al., 2011), 55 &K 9,
LT3l &4, alpha-rTMS G5 i 215 5 00l
T DX 7= TR 22 Y alpha 5 E 2R, HBEE K
Jiki & alpha PR35 HH 015 M5 alpha-rTMS AH{ %
WiFE, WO B IX Y alpha 4f 37 0 (8-t 32 7 1
fe deSh, ZWFRE S B E TMS B A
(TMS L Bl R 55 3k i 5t 456, MR E A TMS
WES RO AR IR, 2 30 THEME rTMS BT
M 75 75 SRR 7 A= alpha #5BE R 25 9% 37 10 7T BE 1%
BFFE AT AE v TMS 05 & K i o 28 4 35 e iy
WS HEOE T A RS, oSSR fTMS L5
THFERAE R T M EN S %

B —FP A HE NIBS J2 tACS, Bl 7Eps
S 0 00 SR EEL AR, e T ke 55 00 T R A A R
75 5 2 T AR B AR AE R 1 B P 2 3R
(Antal & Paulus, 2013), tACS i HEAR S T
PR 55l B IEE R I T Helfrich 25 A (2014)fY
[R5 tACS-EEG 355, WF5% 4 FIMH 10 Hz ) alpha-
tACS FIRBARHA N5 TR R 12, S5 R, HXF T
£ tACS HlFL, BRIBUN X alpha PR35 BIARATE
alpha-tACS BYIKZN T ZF#r 5 tACS HI A AHN &
T[R4, alpha % 37 fiE 19 i (Helfrich et al., 2014).
WG, 2T tACS WA Mt ARG I L,
Bt 227 HAb A HT 45 H 45 FHIE 32 (Chander et al.,
2016; Voss et al., 2014; Witkowski et al., 2016),

3 #F A NIBS £m#EiR% AT LIEE
17 B HF 33 IE I

EFmaiRy I x—ME, kmLn
WF9EH T NIBS #9¢ K i 228835 5 TAEICAZ
PEHBLH A BRI, EA TR, X5
o, AR ERA RS RTEE NIBS Hils 5 i pf
Z PR Jeai RO AT TR, PR 1, FERK
P55 5 TAEICIZ & I%3% 0 050 B (12 21 ), X
FEEPE NIBS Jeri #h 2842 3% V835 TAEICZ M5
TEHE HEAT IR
3.1 3k theta HZEIRFE T TIEICIZ
311 FMIMTHME theta #RFETIEiRizH

HI1E A
it theta PR 5 KMifE TAE IR 2l

HOHA I BRI TR A A G, B Al Jensen
85 N (2002) & IS4 AE X = B 14T A T 4 5 A 4
R rh, ity theta PR3 0 351450, HAFLEIL
TR, IR B DR A Y theta k3% 5
TEAZ IR TR R A B A 2 (Jensen & Tesche, 2002).
[FIFERY, Griesmayr %F A(2010)%& Bi, AH HTfA7 o
WA 55, HBER A 58 X 1AL 5 B 3 A7 5B
HOF ST, A TARICIZ 4R 1E] theta R
TEAF L H 22 SMI AT 4% i (dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC)AYi% 35 - W i (Griesmayr et al.,
2010), XA RERWIFTAM IR E#ES 510
1245 B G, TRE 223 5i04E BT
AEFATAHU G WA 4B, 32 10 58 O EZ AR B
i35, Beynel 25 A (2019)7E JE R VT g 7= £} HE )54
%, FIF theta-rTMS FE1CAZ 40 A5 A 5k 01 2 R
A a0 0 38k 3k 2 5 A i &7 - B2 2 (dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex, DLPFC), #H kb T £h ] i 5% 1+,
RE NS b 2 B = Bl e e B A Y AR e AL
W% (Beynel et al., 2019), B4k, FTH—I0 rTMS
R R, 1€ BP0 Ty R a7 0 TAE I
1235, Al theta-rTMS (AH Eb T 4B 35 £ 2
rTMS)7E TAEIC T2 4E 59 18] 303 42 il DLPFC REf%
R = A ALY B ARE B TARICIZA &, Ul
BRI theta # 22 3R ¥ BE NS A& KK B 22 19 IA 0
RS BARE BB SeAb 2 2 (Riddle et al.,
2020), 7k, EFEG TR E LK I theta #H £
= 5 5 TAE 1C 2 2 I B 250 0 3 00 10 A O
(Liang et al., 2017), {HXJ it H A7 0 R A K RISk
MBS, AiedE— AR5

Tint theta 23R & 78 TAEICIL (5 BAA%
FE BB h s E M A, BRRH T
YEICIZHE R A T theta PR MRIEH SBEE 112
AT FHCAZ AT 55 7 oK B3 i 84 il (Palva & Palva,
2011; Sauseng et al., 2010), Ul JauSovec %5 A (2014)
FETARCAZT BE M A AT theta-tACS 43351 il 38
B 2 M TH(P3 AR A« A I TR (P4 LA 45
FZEMIAT(F3 B ), 4528 & IS Dh il o 1
AH LG, BT R 0 0 4R R ) AR 1A
iftRE 1, EICALAE A E 7 A B i 76 )38k 2 ] T e
ik g A WA S, SR T B A - e R 9 R
ZLE R FRIATI: theta IR 35 7E TAVEICICAAE FITE B
Fh R T B AR (Jausovec et al., 2014; Jausovec &
Jausovec, 2014), IRA WK E KL theta R
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5 TARIEAZ S B P i fE BRI B ¢, Albouy
FENQOITEB, B AE AT X & 75217 HE 7 b
TR UFE TARICAZAT 55, S AGCAZ H 4
RS ML, # TAECICAER M FIA theta-rTMS
(FEXSFIE T HE (TMS) Sl 22 M T2 P4 74 (intraparietal
sulcus, IPS)AE &2 4 & i 1y i A2 il %, i AL
ZWF SR R R M EEG 55 7R, theta-rTMS H#
B HR TIPS 1Y theta PR fighs, WINTR T 42
] TIPS 5 47 DLPFC Z [H] theta $i %% A9 AR [F] 25
P, RIS Bl 58 5 T 5 TAEIEAZ AT M ER R 2
IEAHE(Albouy et al., 2017), ZWFITEE RIH T
IPS 1Y theta 4R % 5 Wit TAEICAZ M5 B 2 [ Y

SR, A WFFF AT IPS I X (Y theta #f
ZR|GIFAEESH THEICIHE BRI .
Griffiths Fl Kumar (2017)IA°~ TIPS [ theta-rTMS
FBHE T DLPFC Fl IPS Z ] theta %% 15 54
61, (2 40 T i X 015 B AL, insi 1 &int
X IO i DX 4%, HE T AR E T T AR IR AR B
PY\RIAT N R I (Albouy et al., 2017; Griffiths &
Kumar, 2017). ZEIHY, Li 2 A(2017)7E Sternberg
iz, 78 TARCAZ 4e R A theta-rTMS
) 3 W T _E /)N (superior parietal lobe, SPL),
JFick EEG (5% . Z5R K&, theta-rTMS H3# [F)
HF 3458 T TR i X theta 415 75 A9 fil F2t 0450 T %G X
Z [8] theta 4% R AL R 204, TARICACAT A ifE
AR F) B IR 3 (Li et al., 2017), B, P55 %45
T0 0 265 o AT — Jili X A f 22 9%, 408 T RE 5 v ik o)
26 v Al I DX Bl 2 iR 5, ORI SR 45 R 1
fp e, AR A T2 BEG 0 S
PE, IR R 5T T Ik D 28 £ T A S 35 M X
AE Ak 2 B NIBS (T 45 5 .
312 FM. FFWEX theta T®RHERLEITEIR

TZHrtER

B T AN X, FE TAEICIZ R, AS T i
DX ARy pp R A G e A2 s B2 B SR )2
Kot o ARG R B, BT 380 T X 2 (] ) theta
PG AL IR AE AT DL 2 A X {5 B, SEBx
TAEIRAZAE B T A 476 (Daume et al., 2017;

Fell & Axmacher, 2011; Fries, 2015; Payne & Kounios,

2009), fFilhn, AT 22 8] theta ¥R & M7 A FR &
i 5 TAEiC 42 7 fif (Payne & Kounios, 2009) . it
1245 B\ BIXEE (Sauseng et al., 2005)A %, B

B I TAEIC 12 %5 1 (Kopp et al., 2006) . K, 5
X B R BT K N theta Y Y
NIBS F#i4h, REHFFFIH ACS I35 KM D g
9 2% HROR )i X 22 [15) theta 3% Y7 AR 2 7 26 1, S
£ H X TAEICICRE J1 1 52 1 (Alekseichuk et al.,
2017; Polania et al., 2012; Tseng et al., 2018), H:H7,
Polania 55 A (2012) 73 51 F1 FHAR LA 6] 20 (R AL 22
180°) AR [A] 25 (AH 132 2= 47 0°)#Y theta-tACS (6 Hz)
[i) s 00 84 K T (F3 R AR a5 ) 5 T i X (P3
MR R, FEARER I, AL T AR AN [ 25 1
Jita JITARASE ] 25 3R 8 K AR A2 AT A S g e B
% (Polania et al., 2012), [FFEAY, Alekseichuk 55 A
(2017)7ERL 5 25 (8] TAEICAZAE 55, & BRI AR
PR theta-tACS JIIA IH AN TR K2 )2, 2%
V555 400 I R TG i X 22 [] 1Y) theta FHAZEHE, 23
X TARICIZRE Ty (Gl v 23— HE 4 3) T B 1 B b
I 48 i1 (Alekseichuk et al., 2017).,

BEAh, B S S R B SR T 32
KON AR S0 e, A i R o AR R CAEICAZ B
TR AR AL, B O S AR
TRNERAE AZ B0 ) BRI 42, T 3 7 5 X 14
T 2 T SE A AU X 2 (5] theta 4 75 O AR W] 20
SZPH(Daume et al., 2017; Fell & Axmacher, 2011),
VR —TE ST Z4E AR MEG A, 545
BIARAR L, 28 47 1 X i AR5 I fi 1X 2 1] theta §i
GRS R BEE R SS, AR FH A X ] g2 8
BAENTAR I Z B EERE . ErEEa -,
F 5 FIFH R BE 1) theta-tACS [ s 3w X 1)
I K2, R EAE PN X theta-tACS HYAH
B2, J0h OCCREAL [ 26 ) Al 180°(AHALAN[R] 2,
FIR R EA 0°AH 221 theta-tACS BERS TR
SRR BTN X 2 1] theta PR35 ROAIAL A 24,
P AR ICAZ W AT S R B BE R, e )
(Reinhart & Nguyen, 2019), & HH %50 W 4% /) theta
P35 HE AL A 20 A8 LA LA 85 i X () 15 A% i h B
32 k¥ alpha MEHRF AT TIEIZIZ

TikL K2 21 alpha #2845 LARICIZ %t
THeAE B I HIBE 1% VI AH < (Bonnefond & Jensen,
2012; Jensen et al., 2002; Klimesch et al., 2007;
Rihs et al., 2007; van Dijk et al., 2010), 4l Sauseng
S N(2009) 1 XU HE Y T AE 42385, K A
TAEICAC AR B R), RN TOURL - s BE W S 11 alpha
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I M AL 5007, 5 400 T A G ) igi [X. alpha
PR Re Tk, FLREE T P09 8B 0 8s b kg i
(Sauseng et al., 2009), N —E 5T alpha #R3% %F
TAEIE 12 T35 B my &l /5 M, AT A H
alpha-rTMS (10 Hz)TE T/E 10427 2 35 300 il 34 ol ik
FTR (P4 Hif), 4558 &P, alpha-rTMS (FHXF
T 15 Hz-rTMS #3850 il 38 002,350 52 3000 55 14 [ 0]
i DXk (R T P A A B, R8G5 B bR
M TARICIC A B, M, 24 rTMS SOl s X
B (BRI B06 E AR b B, W02 BN B R T AR D
1275, MIMTETE T T AR C1Z 245 10 ) THRL i (X
alpha R 3% 1 T HEAD AN . LIS, 764 AMIA
IRSE 45 30 25 b1 B9 45 SR (Borghini et al., 2018;
Grande et al., 2017), fil4l, Borghini % A (2018)4R
it T AIF 52 4 00 5 4 07 A 6 0 DA R (0 T AR
IEAZET R T TR S M T GE RN T
VA oG, ARFER A B R A TH4E B0 TR
WCAAE S, KA E AR B A M T (P4 FLA)
Jiti fin alpha-tACS Hl# (FH X FFh tACS Hl 380 AR A% i
FHRTH AR TR e Ty, B2 e AL
#(Borghini et al., 2018), A, FIRFFFEN; T H]
T I PR R T A el AR ) P47 e,
I ELAR IR X 5 52 AR 22 S s e, DR T oK g A T
FLURIGIX alpha &% 5 TAEICIZ Z A R R

T LAEDFE & B IPS il X AE TAEICIZ A%
rP¥y i % B 20 (f.(These & Thus, 2004; Todd &
Marois, 2005; Xu & Chun, 2006), H7E T/EiCiZ4E
FeWIE IPS 1Y alpha %35 I 2/ £ Bl 2 671 47 25007
(Grimault et al., 2009), 3£ 5% % F H Y sEmE 3t
P BAGORS 0 22 157 JBCHE o5, 4485T IPS i IX. alpha $R
GAE TP h 1R o 140, Emrich 5 A(2017)
TEHERUCFCAT 45, MM 10 Hz [ alpha-rTMS 7E
TAEICAC 5 IR R B 22 ) TIPS X, &
REML R B A TAE LA 5, Aot i fieig Bl A
FEAE T RLORAE T CR#EAZ TMS 1) TAEIEIZE
BEARA PR T (Emrich et al., 2017), %3 4k, Riddle
4 N (2020)%F ZE0 1PS Jii /i alpha-rTMS Hill 3 (4H X
FAEATHE v TMS) U 48 = T 8 A T3 3 1 g
01, BFTAEICNZ A =, IEH TIPS X 1) alpha
P2 9955 A6 T DA ] o 6 A S R A X R
P (Riddle et al., 2020).
3.3 *E% gamma ®FH AT TIEIEIZ

gamma $E¥%(>30 Hz) S5 TAEICIZHh &4k

15 B RAE A 43547 9 (Milner, 1974), Howard %5 A
(2003) 3@ 3 /5 P L AE Sl R 7 L, R LA
Sternberg 551, BrilkLnt . BH-MBHHELE T
W E 1Y gamma JR¥1E SN, HBEE L2 50 i3
458 (Howard et al., 2003), 3K FH %[ EEG #l
MEG HIEHE M, B NX gamma &% 16 3
ZACICRARE B & R, 2 HidiZn
far R, 5 TAEIEIZ % 5 .35 A5 (Honkanen et al.,
2015; Roux & Uhlhaas, 2014). i1, A #F58 & F
1 gamma-tACS HlJ#k il 4l DLPFC (F3 HLiR),
RIAE e o 20T, #okn TAE L2 R/ M
B Z 5 (Hoy et al., 2015), #K1Mi, Santarnecchi %¢
A Q015K HIRIFER) gamma-tACS il i 2 ) %5 i
(F3 HLMR), ZNIFR RN TARICIZRAA W3
520 (Santarnecchi et al., 2016), Pahor 55 A (2018)
K] gamma-tACS FIB B A (F3 FI F4
OB, FHEF PRI AR & T AEICIZ R i
#7284k (Pahor & Jausovec, 2018), 7% HJRA, —J7
I tACS TR A 5 52 AT 55 MEBE RIS AR 22 5 11
5200, 1M Santarnecchi % A\ P4 TAEIC1ZAT:
S MXERE, AciZIgkdt; O —J7 1 Pahor 55 A
1t [A 2P EEG 15 5 & Bl gamma-tACS Jf R 7 R 22
YR Jeam SN o WAh, Tseng %5 AF|FHAHN 20
180°11 gamma-tACS [i] B 5l 8 A 0] T2 Pt L5 -
RINAT L = e TAEICIC BRI 7 o iR 45 R 7
— BB R T A TAEICZ R o A T
R Z A3 3 gamma YR TR BACIHR, WX Z
[8] B9 gamma 3% 3% 77 75 180° FAH A B} it (Tseng et al.,
2016), {HXFhEL LA TAEICAZBE S 22 A1k
i Bk, AR, T EE T/
TCWIE S MERE . ok oral . $m NIBS T HidE &
TEAE BOREHENE LA L 25 5 [ 20 19 BEG BEAT i 224k %
nlll
34 FHEMEIRGMEET IR

B T B — B B e e R, AS RSB 2 4R
% W AH H # 4 (Cross-frequency coupling, CPC)
TE TAEIEA v & 4% 45 FH 2 4E F (Siebenhiihner et al.,
2016), A Y i 4 4% 3 (theta . alpha. beta)
B 5 B R R I P 22 4R 3 (gamma) [R1 B ER,
AR R R R s S e T AR R T AR T AR AL
B gm S FIZR1E (Jensen et al., 2007), A0 A2
Pz S T Hilg DX 8] (1945 B A% 128 (Daume et al., 2017),
BRI, AT LAGE I I8 45 AN ) 450 B b 22 46 5 1A & 56
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WEHAE TAEICAZ H B HARVE-
3.4.1 theta-gamma &% % TIEIRIZ A {E A

KA iz 2 theta-gamma #B45 TAE
L 1CAF BB 9 B FLAE A% A OC (Fuentemilla et al.,
2010; Rutishauser et al., 2010; Sauseng et al., 2019),
T34 theta-gamma FA A A gamma R Y
AT R R AN IS I B AR I 0 22 R AE, B
theta =3 JAI I ] LNk 241~ gamma 3735 F Ji100 .
A1, theta $% 37 507 J81 409 BL 980 P % 9 gamma $R
U TR BOE Z, WA R RAE 1 2R K %
(Lisman & Jensen, 2013), AR-4, #7if it #h&R5
Jel B IR E G X theta $R % BRI,
4R Y gamma 48 3% F Ao i, ki e
PO ICIC A . TARR) tACS BIFFE 4 AL SIE
T UL F{Ri%(Bender et al., 2019; Vosskuhl et al.,
2015; Wolinski et al., 2018), #f5¢# 7645 [0 TAEIC
T2AES5H, 3R RS (4 Hz) (7 Hz) Y
theta-tACS IR A7 M IPS, 455 Kk B A%
(4 Hz)I¥) theta-tACS figh8 B Z R FH- 9l T/EIE
VAR5 PV U -y - i P S e S R o Y e i P
EEG i i

B4, theta-gamma # S BIAER L, 24 gamma
T INRAE theta B Ja] 1 1) 5 0 (P 22 0 TS
ARZVIS, AR 2 A5 2 0 R AR G B 2003 B v
(Lisman & Jensen, 2013), Alekseichuk % A (2016)
FIH] tACS-EEG Z5& IR, 7E%5 [ TAEICIZAE
55 Wy S H B SS A theta (6 Hz)Al theta-gamma
AT (gamma T J& W73 5k ETE theta HAJH
WP W | PeAT ) tACS HE A ORI #H (prefrontal
cortex, PFC), Z5R &K, gamma T EY iR ETE
theta FANJ I 4 F) 52 43 55 tACS RIS BT
H theta-tACS FIE ¥ RE 532 = i 7E TAEICIZ AT
S EE . BETE DL TR, MAH gamma
P T A WIS 7E theta 335 S R A2 10 &R A5
WAL tACS KAL) PFC, NUIJEIHAI0N (Alekseichuk
et al., 2016). #EZS EEG 2 p0iEHd & M,
HFH B &4, £M PEC 7645 gamma 3§ 3% T
W ETE theta JiR35 5 Al D) I e 1 52 5 719 ¢
tACS HlV 5, PFC 5 H B X 2 [H] theta $i% 37 1A
PrF 2R IR, (Hel T2k 2 BEG XT T4
gamma WESRRINEE A R, B & ER tACS
TE B A 2 75 B B by I 75 s AR TR B =X 0 4
YR, ETLEW LU, KRN LI B

MEG FH R ARG IS R, Rid, LRI
h tACS BEALL K 2847 5 10 1 S AR CER 1L T
SR, A Ry R T S5 A3 ) F SRR 5 AR
AN T e Z 18] PR RO R AR L T oBng 2
3.4.2 alpha-gamma &% TIEIRIZFHIER
VI BB X AR 7, R 30 TR i X 149
alpha-gamma R LG S5/M 5 B ALHL 14578 ¢,
B ST 5 A 55 TE i T PR i A58 2t R
it 12 7% 4% (Bonnefond & Jensen, 2013, 2015;
Jokisch & Jensen, 2007). alpha-gamma & # FITA
K, ZA> gamma k3% 7N T alpha #ki7 B
TR A, alpha JR%H A BA4A %0, gamma
T JE W g D, T AR 212 W 3R AE 32 2] 40 6
(Bonnefond & Jensen, 2013), A, alpha-gamma
B AR %) 184 o0 R A S R IR T T A Ay A o
By An ., 7, Bonnefond % A (2015)R T
Sternberg TAEICLAES, eI it BIE % &
TER/S PRI, SRERA T
H, J5 TALER 22 B R 3# ) alpha-gamma %
ik, HRRG TR R TP i B 00 1 o i 48
(Bonnefond & Jensen, 2015). T 244T: 45 A 545 B A
Bt ABEIL R SR, ST — 2T AT,
T alpha-gamma 3335 #8528 55 (Tzvi et al.,
2018), SEHi AW & £, FIH 10 Hz [ rTMS
TEICAZ e+ B BRI /N I, 8 0 38 DX 7
alpha #% %% it 1 F1 alpha-gamma #i & F2 EE ARG 08 T,
H¥ 5808 TAEICAZ 7 A RIA T B 0248 %
(Hamidi et al., 2009), L RAFF5EH— a3 ZTFETF R
i alpha 1573t NIBS T, A{LAEVAHE alpha Jii
RIYM ARG, WHEEE 71 alpha-gamma %3 %
G, AN, AFEE SR A EEG KA
A& alpha ¥ ¥ ) I (B4 % (Individual alpha-band
frequency, IAF)J A AH[A] (Klimesch et al., 2003),
I, EEXEAS A 50E e T . STk F IAF
R NIBS T, LTt & —Fhif#= alpha-gamma
PG E 22K,
3.4.3 beta-gamma ¥&3H7E TAEIZIZ HA1ER
beta-gamma &% H A 8O e E B 7E T
YEIC AL WP 4 & 4 +5 1) 2 fil (Bullmore & Sporns,
2009; Siebenhiihner et al., 2016). FERIAAM )2,
R F R B 2520w ik, BIIR)Z (layers
5. 6)FZTTH beta I MITE )2 (layers 2, 3)FfIE
JCHY gamma E % /7 7EHE& (Bastos et al., 2018;
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Miller et al., 2018), HAKIM &, 7& TAEICIZHiL S
AEFFd R, BB IR)ZE beta 775 52 gamma
P& Z 6] RS G 23058, (75 gamma 437 AE 2
W TG0 T A5 BT beta-gamma Fi-4 75 B ] 33
W, gamma PR 5 AE i 1 W 90 ) (Miller et al.,
2018), [RAIkEHL, Bastos 25 A (2018) % BLAG 4 MR )2
FIE)Z M A TIC beta-gamma iz 7 FUREG 08 B2 7E T
VEICAZ e R A B A, TB) 426 SCRF 17 R B W A
(Miller et al., 2018). #Aifi, FUBA BRI 9 A
NIBS 4% 55— i X A 6] J2 JZ IR EE Y beta-gamma
ARG TR AN RIRZ, —ARMEAHRNTT
— M55,

X TRZEZ, MARF IR KRS LAED
TCAT: 55 FH < B Jy 355 i [X B %5 1 X Y beta-gamma
IR G IS, WA HNL R NIBS T A5, 173
AT i — DRI A A% [E beta 3R 3%, A
WIE# B R TARCIZ T B2 )2 (Lundqvist et al.,
2011) 158 [8] TAEiCAZ 3T |7 )2 (Proskovec et al.,
2018)1Y beta #I %7 k(B 23 BE & 1012 S 47 (4 15 I
WE TR, AN, B E )21 beta k3708 (HAEIC
129515 B Bt B Ak (Hanslmayr et al., 2011), X1y
RILT beta R AMHIDIRE . A BFTEH i —LAE
LI GBS BBz, X4 T BN beta-rTMS, 1E N3
IR, beta-rTMS &35 W46 T 1215 B i
i, [, [F20E R EEG {55 B/R rTMS T
BEIE ST beta Iz ISR, H. beta $i3% R
R 388 500 B KK B0 12 F B ik 22 (Hanslmayr et al.,
2014), fEHAM A —BLRRIBFTE P, BFTEHE ik A B
TE TAEICAZ A FE I 8], Lo B J2 RV T e 2 2%
BRFFEMN beta IR AH A AE A (Bullmore &
Sporns, 2009; Siebenhiihner et al., 2016), Itt7h, IPS
55 JE R i X 22 (6] ) beta #H A7 F A 3 & B 1E42
A B 38 I T 484 10 (Palva et al., 2010), B, A3k
HIIF5E AT LS50 R G X Y beta HR¥, K5
X TAERAZAT IR B, IF i — SRR
beta-gamma Fl & J2& 75 1] LA 4 B— beta T3 AT
THEAT IR
4 BREE5RE

ZE ATk, T NIBS T AE A% i o
WG DX 77 Al 2 iR G el LG, % aiCZ 3R,
HEIT 24035 16 2 ik 2 5 3 T TAEICIC Y
ICa AR, RO T By B E RIS, (AT

B, M T REGPEIE, NIBS B uE iy R
KRAAE — BB AR T e itseh,
R S I DX 114 463 493 2 A5 A AR 1 T N T g 7 AR I e
K A I (Corrigan & Hammond, 2013), A5
H RS A B AR S i X AR R DA I D BE 2 1R Sk B
P AR R R R, RIS 58 69 n] R
1o MITE NIBS 55 h, #H[E 1) NIBS Jl s =0
N BEIRFEG X . R EMES H, X TAERIZAT R
BO52 8 28 T A [R] (JauSovec & JauSovec, 2014;
Pahor & Jausovec, 2018), Al AR RWFFE N & H %
LU LA, DA i S5 0 A R R ]
HEM.
41 rTMS#1tACSHILL %

A B rTMS F tACS B85 & BT 15 i 1X.
AH ) ATBE (1 i 22 B35 06 2, I adad [R5 i EEG
{5 5 AAR I 2 PR ¥ Je 47 BYE 4 (Witkowski et al.,
2016), #RTi, rTMS Fl tACS FiAR %A Fik, 1ESL
Fr g FH R h T B R e AT X 5 5B —, M
F tACS, BUAH T RGN rTMS HA = 123 [\
KR, FEAEIERA FMALEN (TMS &&n]
G55 B R G 25 4 45 S I T T DX 4o 1
fr, T MATCSM (TMS F tACS # 3T EEG
HLR S0 R G AT R E L . ©A ST R W],
NIBS #:T EEG HLM s R Gk AT 48 5 € i B,
T 355 SRS A e TR 5 R 45 /Y I A 5E 7 (Sack
et al., 2008); 5, ML T tACS, rTMS B 5 H
BB RS BE o M LATEFZE Hr el 1, 5 AttE v TMS
HX S BAT: 45 o I — R M B (A TAE IS A2 4 R
191 500ms B[] )b A7 100, T IN A R R R —
FLURBY BE i 28R 35 HLI, AN T5int theta $iR35 % T
YEIEAZ A5 B 4ER By BE AR E ;1 tACS WIjEE
2 3% S 06 Wi B S B A R AT T, RS JR RN X
MR SV C R, TR —MBh 20
43 (Helfrich et al., 2014; Witkowski et al., 2016);
=, AT rTMS, tACS 35 5 R R 7= A 1) #
S5 iR 5 & AN B AR A B — TR A R b
rTMS-EEG [Fl20 52 &30, R W5 ALY ' TMS ik
I ECAS AN R A% 175 S SR DX 7 A AR 2 A 236 11
R G G 8, S BB A K vh D (Thut
etal., 2011); 1fi tACS Hi T 1E 5% B it ™45 B il 75 —
AN B, BR T TR RO R 2 A AS 25 R K ik
AT B 1t 22 4% 3% 75 2l (Herrmann et al., 2013),
BHIEXTF 1 TMS i385 | i b 48 9% 35 e 3800 757
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JEEEL S, SHUU, AT rTMS, tACS Xt 24 X
V1) A 28413 53 AR 7 ) 25 1 A 9 s O 2R 9% o b
rTMS 150 AT LI 1 0 057 i X5 Al i X ] 43 %
PR A AL )25, 8 5 79 4 i DX 22 [ 1) T g
4 (Albouy et al., 2017), SR, A& XUPHMAY
tACS AT LA [] Ak XeF 78 4 I DXt o e A3 8 [ o7
SORE 7 T M B, LA R A A TR A X
2 8] 4 DI RE 7% 4 (Violante et al., 2017), 4k, tACS
W] LRGN E 2 XY theta-gamma & A7 A,
AT BB T BURE B W XA 50 R A A 5
(Alekseichuk et al., 2016); fix/i, T rTMS,
tACS V& B 0 fish b Fn g g7, X2 tACS
BE LB A AR BT B 5T A S A
Z —(Antal et al., 2017),
42 MWAERFHAEEL RS

SLIGAE SR E , NIBS 115 i #2641 35 1 F
FUIE H SRS — ARSI AT 55 v, X A SR 2
SR B AR SO, T AR (B Bk
) Y S B i T RN A R I DX A A TR A B
P IR, PR LA SR 450 S 30 A 55 B 5 5 TEOHE
B AT 55 A% B 6 KM N R M e I 35 1 s ) (A5
RIS, NIBS 550 50AT 55 Z (A1 58 B AR FH o2 Xt
YRR, AR A rTMS X5
22 LI T PR AR 7 M A S5 v R I S 3, T AT
fRT BT 55 AT M 5 SR AN K (Barr et al., 2013),
FEAL Y & AL A7 AE T U 5L 55 v (Hoy et al,
2015; Violante et al., 2017), K, FEBITSLE0H}
T B AP AT 55 ME R . U B IR A

XEHIRNMEER, HE HHEEMEHE
BIAES A EEG #MAIRG AR, -k
alpha &% W IE(E A ZE —MEAE 8~12 Hz IX[H] HAR
fbo B, 76T TR B AU S A
EEG #2435 i W B AR %2 L NIBS + FidR,
A B PP IRE RS (Klimesch et al.,
2003). Hok, 7ETWAT, #0 AU X AT SRS E
23520 NIBS TR . iAo & 2T MRI & 3
DLPFC 3% & B8 7E 1 TMS T35 47 Jy il 25 8
Z, T DLPFC BUE R AR A 32 rTMS 152 1)
(Sligte et al., 2011), 1M H., 1T 55 AH il X 14380 137
SAAFTEA R 225, L TAMA fMRI 305G 1)
i DX 32 A7 80 05 A2 7 BB A% HE T+ NIBS T Hilsi iR
(Sack et al., 2008). LAk, 7ERIAHIGE 15 1,
AR NIBS T Hifg s H @i TAE D124 &

BRI TAEICAZ R, WXt Feidie & s A p
S0 U] S (2 3 (Hsu et al., 2014), 1%/, NIBS [
ARG I SR WAEAEN R 2R, U0 Hamidi 5
A (2009) A HE(AR K - 35K %2 BHL alpha $%3% 1 P 28 8
Vo Jeat N, AR & B alpha fi 4R
P Je At R4 N B A L T AR ICAZAT R e B 22
(Hamidi et al., 2009), B3 T3 057 45 9
TR AT R

FEARAG T R 52 o NIBS 78 J0] 388 5 il e 43
Fral. HISREE | FrgentiE) . LRI . LEDT
Tia) 55 05 T PR R AR B AT S ma EOROR . BT, %
AR DX ) e 67 S A U AR, A Ak D B
RKHEF J: JET MRIAS RS I X 3L T fMRI
WA BAGEIGIX . FETA KL M8 MRI FIEET
EEG HiH} 10-20 R %: 5 {7 (Sack et al., 2008), 7£5L
B FH R, AR R SE 86 S B A T =K. BeAh,
i FH theta JJk #i(theta burst stimulation, TBS)H#ili
PR B R, A AT RS A R CRORT IR
R —A%), AR R 2 2% v B T 6 7R
M % 2Pk TBS (cTBS) IR iz )2 2445 P BLA e i1
FHBYEEPE TBS (TBS);™ A 5 T H 45 5 AH /2 19
JEMETPEBUE (Gamboa et al., 2010), WA B HE
K, TMS LI F77 147 F HAREG RIS, rTMS
38k SR i 4 (Thut et al., 2011), T H, H1 T NIBS
X R B 2 2 Ay P 1 S A A AR 22 TR AR AE 25 57
PR L 7 14 A s e e 75 2 Rl R R S, e
15 A B R Y i B R A

JERAIEEMFE L EEG MM, 4% NIBS T
oA A AR S, S BR T R I R R AR Y
NIBS T-F Ak, K %5 bE 3 i Ath 45 256 sl A 5 2 1Y
NIBS THfE WX IR, bAh, L NIBS THisk
R, BHFHZIETHGR . PHEARERL EEG
{55 1R F L LRI # B A/ 5 EEG
AT DR B R 2 k7% 15 8, #8'% NIBS
TWEMREE,; LGP ML 5 EEG W&, —
DA R AE NIBS U A 44k 3 Jeaty 19
UEHE, 53— 7 10 RE R 5T 42 i bft 8 09 4% 19 AR
WL FE S NIBS 15| & M &35 6 sh sk il &4k
Vi MR 517 R EMMA KRR, &
R Z 5IFREINAAT A AL — 20 W IR R
UE o HAS B AR, R KBTS s is 240 T 30
BEMMIRE, T2anflil NIBS AR4E KR
P SR AS Ak, FE N o O 6, SRR Rl
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WSS IMER AR, S5 EF AT NIBS 5
W Ee . MR ALEE O BRI R #EAT A, FRRAEDC
o,

BJE, BRT RS ARG AR R, X
TAEICIZ RS, YAT05E £ LUR i XA
S ST A, (HRE ST TR 45 R AN
—, MR tACS RIBACAZ R0 46 B R E T R AT
W LARICIZRE ST, X 5 MHLHIR B T A
PR R VRS, SO BTG N 0 R AS R B S T
SRR A A X, | A DX, A
FHEARMELG B . FiE R 2 i #IS I 12
B X R R — A4, AN & — AN ST
RigZ <.y (Watrous et al., 2013; Winocur &
Moscovitch, 2011), Z5LHXTIE1Z 88 J1 19 A 2L
AT, % R DA P 245 1) A AR B 22 AN R
2 B AHEAEF, AR B i B i, bt
Ab, EEXFEEME NIBS 404e] 5 KMk P9 IR 09 #h 24
M AR R A R AR X — R, H RS
B BE TR B0 T SR T RO 0 28 5T 0 B i [ 2
B FEATHES, 6T NIBS WAL i K i #4 220
T X — S [ T A A o o DRI, 9 B T At
LB S RO N R (EZ I b= A M S A
S5 A H M IC S L R R S A T R A A
2 AT 2 T .
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M odulating working memory related-oscillation via
entrainment of neural oscillation
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Mental Health and Cognitive Science; Center for Sudies of Psychological Application; Key Laboratory of Brain,
Cognition and Education Sciences, Ministry of Education; Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: The study of the neural oscillation mechanism of working memory (WM) is one of the current
research hotspots in the field of memory. However, it is yet not clear whether neural oscillations are only a
concomitant phenomenon in the WM process, or if they are directly involved in and can help regulating the
WM processing. Several studies have found that brain neural oscillatory activity could be driven by external
rhythmic stimuli and gradually synchronizes with the phase of external rhythmic stimuli via a phenomenon
known as “neural oscillatory entrainment”. Based on this, a lot of Repetitive Transcranial Magnetic
Stimulation (rTMS) and transcranial Alternating Current Stimulation (tACS) intervention studies conducted
by modulating neural oscillatory activity in specific frequency bands, phase—amplitude synchronization and
phase synchronization between brain regions provided more direct causal evidence of the relationship
between neural oscillatory activity and working memory processing. Future studies may look into
modulating multiple brain nodes underlying WM by a network approach via rTMS/tACS. Besides, to
improve the effectiveness and repeatability of rTMS/tACS intervention, new research in the field should
also clarify how to effectively apply rTMS/tACS intervention, supplemented with objective EEG recording
to monitor the neural oscillation entrainment.

Key words: working memory, oscillation entrainment, rTMS, tACS





