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2 R R S T A

wEER Hop? B eV m &Y Fuy
HExF! g ow' #Egx'
(P ERL B OEBE ST, bt 100101) C R EBHFERE RSO IR, LR 100049)

W E 2% %) (Transcranial Electrical Stimulation, TES)if T v A4 4 & A% X 69 1K5&% B & R AF B F Kk
BARIEREFH, R—AERN LRGP Z R T . ARBRIL L R G) RF, TES A LR A ARG
FIBL(IDCS), 2 R A8 R B (tACS) A= 22 fR AL, )L (tRNS). TES #6xt A7) 48 4o K40 ALBIME . . Tk
B Mg LB S EFHAT—EARE L aGiAdE, FEAS 5 E R e 4 3 5 T D AR LE S LRI T B
2+ F RE AT 6k, RE & TES A4t A4 X 69 R 42 2R A AT RF .

KER A, ZAARBRM, ZBMAL R, BAMAE RIS, kit F ]

SES  B845; B842

1 AR (Transcranial Electrical 4 il G LK & %) i 5% 2 19 A4, TES
Stimulation, TES) BRI LA RN B2 58 ) — AN A
TES HiARMG K, HE#EMFEIFARR. E

ST A B A R, R AR YRR B

TRFEVE T R 2, LR R 20 3

78 TES XS I RE TR Ao b, —fRIE 2

W 2 HAE Oz b, ZHWAT CzAb(WLIE 1a),

LB AR T ARAE 25 em? F) 35 em® Z (A, LA B

FHR T EE RIS R, T 9 om® BUE

AN HLR R o R SR FEL R L AE 0.1 mA B 2 mA

ZI8), FFLEmSE—f S 3 P E] 30 40
ARAf v ST LR AN Rl 2, TES §2

BLoy R 2 FEL U B (1D CS), 48 A8 Bt F I

(transcranial alternating current stimulation, tACS)

FNZRPHHERTELJi (transcranial random noise stimulation,

tRNS), HH R ILE R | I Z R tDCS,

tDCS i L i i, B REHIM £ SR

FLFEAE AL E | FRARR P | R D SR R AR PR (],

LE b, PR TDCS B F AR . PEAR

25 1, 1 (A-tDCS )BT Ay E B8 i o i ¢ )22 1

ey, T AR 28 I (C-tDCS) I 2 AR %

235 L i) (Transcranial Electrical Stimulation,
TES)HE AN H BN AT T —BR KM L.
FYE 1980 4F, Merton 1 Morton st H T A8
22 L RV(TES) 71 o A AT T3 3 A, 3 1 5
B 19 R G >Fe e A5 R I T B, TE S T 8 0 H I SRV
FT Rt K )2 7T LIS R SGZT L4 (Phosphene) o
BAR YT I 28 RO AR R AR, H R T
FH R R PR, 23 | R e i R o A Sk i AL
R, BT LA BRI G 15 512 %
£ (Merton & Morton, 1980), H 5 20 42 90 414X,
Wl B 28 UG R R B T A T, IREIR R AL
TR AR TR AR ENORL . A 21 i
4077, Nitsche 1 Paulus (2000)iZ T2 /i 15 3 H
¥ (transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS){f
AT ANRNZBINEIZ, ERT RIZFERES 1) R
(< 1 mA)YH G 24422 b (Nitsche & Paulus,
2000). MIBZ 5, T TES X #i &% shitbf7 H 1%

B A ooy, o FTEEe (ACS B, % B4
* E R A AP ST AR R A S , s o <
AR LI R e v ioxanoosyey., o VoL IOBPRAILREE, JLH 1o, AFIAEL
LR e 1 tACS BN 5 [ 2 A & B 9% A8 AR,
WIE1EH: # B85, E-mail: huangcb@psych.ac.cn M 52 M 7 )2 D1 BE (Herrmann, Striiber, Helfrich, &
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K1 TES/RER., a. BN ERERE; b AtDCS B /R E R c. tACS B R E A,

Engel, 2016), tRNS Lt tACS AS[F] i i )5 76 T i
e P A 52 Ui F AL AR TE — S B N B BILAY . A B
FEEI, 10 4401 (RNS JIEERE S AR K 1k 60 43
AP 2 2445 1 (Terney, Chaieb, Moliadze, Antal,
& Paulus, 2008),

2 TES 5} 4 1 & {& (Phosphene
Threshold, PT)

LI 2 NMRTE A G IR R 5 50T REJ%
ZE TOCH — RG2S R B (TMS) ik oh 1%
198 B R B JZ= A HI I B JZ AT LS R AL RO LT
(Meyer, Diehl, Steinmetz, Britton, & Benecke,
1991). AETIAEELIMAY-F-15 TMS 5 B SCROE
ZJ#L % {E.(Phosphene Threshold, PT), PT % F4&f—
A KR BEIR AR TG E 1Y, 20 i W B J2E A
iy — 4™ 48 5 (Boroojerdi, Prager, Muellbacher, &
Cohen, 2000), Xf 5T TMS A PT B9 F, #
78T TES X0 B JE A PR A R PE . TES 4%
PT WYY, R E— MR X, H A 22
Wt TES B A R0ME T TMS i PT {H,
{EIEFESHCR TES MZER S HLN & .

tDCS LURFE B 1 4 05 A %0045 PT. Antal,
Kincses, Nitsche #l Paulus (2003a) 9 K % %5 T
tDCS 1 TR AL 5E B = BRI XF PT B84
WS R 5 Hz 0S53R B (TMS)FE T T3
PRI ALIE B2 V1 SRIN PT. H R SR A B
. B AR tDCS =F, HlF AR B B AE Oz,
ZHWRAE Czo 9 AN IEH BUAE B 7E 3252 B L
B MRS . 10 23BREFD 20 S80S 4 SRR
AT PT M. S5 LI, RS2 5 AT 10 204
i}, CDCS & 4Tt PT, 1fii A-tDCS W] 2 & (%

T PT. $&7R C-DCS [#{IK T B2 JZ2244x 1k, 1 A-tDCS
T 2455 (Antal et al., 2003a), Antal % A
(2003b)i£ %25 T tDCS X3 PT (moving PT)AY
o, BEFE R TMS AR TRl 22 i s A )
V5 i8R 5 PT, 45 RAM, TERIZ IS 10 43
BREE, CADCS B 2 =1 A-tDCS (KX T PT, #2
N tDCSAER T V1 85 2045 82 ) PT(Antal et al.,
2003b).

tACS 7E R M B BB A5 %0 4% PT . Kanai,
Paulus 1 Walsh (2010)% %2 T tACS Xf 9 K )2 2%
ArPER R o BFSE TR TR R tACS (5,
10, 20 F1 40 Hz) R T BL - DX E, SR Sk ob
TMS & PT. 455 & BH, 20 Hz ) tACS 7E il i
FER AR T PT, RIS T 0050 2 W %751,
S5 R (1) tACS XF PT %4 #% I (Kanai et al., 2010),

3 TES 5# % (Visual Field, VF)

LT 38 AR SRR BR AN S LR, HR
i LA LE /7 YRS BT 88 B 15 0L 10 25 R YE [, 2
— T IR A D BE (Smythies, 1996), — ftid it
RS AL T A A AR TR DU 5 OB . A0 3
AT AT — Ab g5 AR R A R B B B (Kasten et al.,
1999), A BT Sl 451 2 i W0 P S (] Ay 5 i g 408 P 40
R B, FTRERI W IR . WA .
WE 5. TES HTMRMEIKE M EZE X AR
B A, BRI EZEMSSE TES BB A
BN ST NGOE L S e N (S N g
KR A—FE
31 TDCS5VF

tDCS 4551k 52 N 25 i A 00 400 7 Sk 453 9
N B HLEF K &  Ela B. Plow 28 A 5 56%%¢ T TDCS
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45 & ML v Wk & 3R ¥7 (Vision Restoration Therapy,
VRT)X KU i 5 5 AN REFPR S B9 1 o g A%
% 3 H R ERIT NG, B 3K, B8R 2
W, BFIR 30 3l SEEREHM ATEHESZ VRT YIl%k
B [EIf4E % A-tDCS. MBI AT Oz, 25
WA F Cz, HLFEHRE N 2 mA 55 4L A 7E I 2k
N 42 52 R A R . VIR0 05 P s 2 PR L T T
HEATIN, S5 R B A-TDCS 1% A i AL EF
ML K E S H 4 (Plow, Obretenova, Fregni,
Pascual-Leone, & Merabet, 2012; Plow et al., 2011;
Plow, Obretenova, Jackson, & Merabet, 2012),
Alber, Moser, Gall I Sabel (2017)% %5 T tDCS %%
B PR SN 5% G Ji 2l ok v KU AL BB R S
ISR o 7 A TR 5 8 N 232 66 (+50) K AL G
WA, A 10 RIEMZRATHe3Z 20 4380
A-tDCS J3# . B AL E T O1 8 02, 7% Mt fi
T Czo 7T AR RITERE 5 SC R0 24 1Y 7 AAHDL
B F 9 NAE A, A2 — Ml 2k, Z5R Kk
W, SEUAAH A2, e A BT R SR AL
S I (Alber et al., 2017),

tDCS BEE A RO WAl T R 2 HLET 9 1 1
Costa % A\ (2015a)% %< T tDCS X 1E 5 A A g i1 7
AREF R, SR IO B, 15 D IER
WIS EHZ 3 A (DCS MMIA . PHAR H )
W B F R ORI R R, 0 0 A 1 22 T T
B 1 JE o AN A R] e L B I A 55 2
R DCS BEAR T A AL Y (R, (B o f
PPRA B35 52T (Costa, Gualtieri et al., 2015a),
3.2 tACS5 VF

tACS BEMSAT ZCHE T L A2 451955 A 1) L 285 51
[l tACS X HRBEFIR & (Ao, R0y B F B AR IR
EREGSMEALE o Sabel 55 A (2011l XUE | BEHL .
MM S g t, B8R T E R A IR IE S
Jil#¥% (repetitive transorbital alternating current stimulation,
rtACS) X LA 22 513 9 N A LR SRR . 4 A
rtACS LI ITEZE A IRER Y | L T8, %
MR A T A8 T AL o P U 5 B 2 A S A
RE BT EICLIMAE(< 1 mA), HBE [y
10 K, K 40 b, Scsed] 12 DML Z iR
NAE AT 5 58 B A O AL BT (Central visual fields)
0 A BRI AT 55 o SRR, AL TR
il 2H, S 2H W3 B T A B9 BT S L (Sabel
et al., 2011), X—45RAEZIFH) 446 P24

955 N I R WL ER I 57 45 2] B iE (Fedorov et al.,
2011), Bt J5 AT 5%t & 3R 5k o 40 7 9 R ) 42 7
R 5E I B 1) 45 23 (9§ s 2 AH DG 1Y, 4 /s LT
PR AZ L BEAE A RCHE THs AN A D) REAH 5G9 A 396 o
(Gall et al., 2011),

ANFEZEN rtACS FURA—HE: I ERE L
I L 0 98 (Square-rtACS) Y SR T IE 5% & &2 32
I L (Sinus-rtACS) . Gall %8 A(2013a)% %1
Sinus-rtACS X L ¥ 5 [ i 52 e, I 5 4t e 1T 19
square-rtACS FIRFFE LS RAMAT L. 36 LT B
PR o SC B A AR i 4, B2z 3t 10 K, BER 25
FI) 40 43 iy FEL VSR (BRI, AE SRS 58
AR R LRI, 45 R, Sinus-rtACS X
PR ) B T TE B A e b 3, e
A2, & THIRBE AR Square-rtACS %/ (Gall,
Bola, et al., 2013a),

rtACS X HLEF S5 95 A B R B R 52 A0 SR A %o
e - Gall % A (2013b)3t 98 ANHLSE il 2845 15 A
I3 1ZBEPLAT LR tACS SEERH AR 2H o BAE
TRT S LA R A Z e B, 2450k
B, SCH AR LR 2, TR S ROR B, T
HARTFHOR RERFF £/ 2 4~ H (Gall, Federov, et al.,
2013b), Gall % A (2016)i 3 RENL . WE . Fhl 4
S HEEE T rtACS X B 9% A (partially blind
patients) 1Y FLET 5 [l ) 52 - o 45 2R & S SE 920 AH L
P AL BT 4 T T M (24%), I HLALEF EETHRY
BORZE R T 2 4~ H (Gall et al., 2016),

4 TES 5xEE8R%E (Contrast Sensitivity,
C9

AR AR TES WALGE Rz JZ 248 P i IR 3 2 A
tDCS FH % LU BUB R FF IR 19, B AR B
WAL )Z V1 17 Oz, Z% Wikl Cz, HH tDCS
Xt CS MR RCR 2518 202 A-tDCS RE# 1
BT L URE, C-tDCS MIVERI M, (Bt fq fiff
FER A —F 25

Antal % AR JGAE 2001 4E% 4T TDCS X iE
B N B L EE B A IR 4 o SRR P
Btk o 25 &8 CDCS FEAE RN 10 4340 )5
A TR LU I {E, 1 A-TDCS X
He SRR B A B2 (Antal, Nitsche, & Paulus, 2001),
Spiegel, Byblow, Hess F1 Thompson (2013)%%8 T
tDCS X 55 10 A= B 6] Eb SRR BE A9 5], SEBGSR
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AN T, 13 A~ 59 akia5e J5 4 52 B Ak A B
e 2 A4~ TDCS ZfF o e Bt AT 2 6 . J91a] #
Z e M B f 0 LU . 4R A C-TDCS
REEARR T 55 0B AE A7 IR A X L B8URR B, A-tDCS $
T8 ANCE 13 )55 L BLAE 555 R HIR 114 %o L ARk
J&# (Spiegel et al., 2013), Ding %5 A(2016)%%% 1
tDCS X 55 A0 AR 9% L SRR B2 AR 56 5 2 W
PLFEI . SEERZH 21 55 pFnaE e 27
AMERBRAEN, SBfEHZ 3 4 tDCS & F: k.
BP0 I BOR AR . B R R A-tDCS $2im T
5540 0 AF N 55 0 AR A X L OB EE, I HAR v T
BEAF K L HR IR, C-tDCS A9 %R W4 S (Ding
et al., 2016), Reinhart, Xiao, McClenahan #1 Woodman
(2016)F 5T (DCS X HiAFE A28 [ LA 58 1500
TR AL E A P1/P2, 275 BB A T X0l 3
iR LB A-DCS AR 1 sl e il g,
If HAR & 7wl e v 8 R38R 1y X b U
(Reinhart et al.,2016), Costa % A(2015b)% % T
tDCS R B AR N 85 L SRR B R A0 50 5 & HL A6 1Y)
SO0 BB TN 25 em?, HLIIBLGRE A 1.5 mA,
RIS 1] 30 734 4528 & B tDCS X AT HE R
P AT V8 ¥ /6 F (Costa, Hamer, et al.,, 2015b),

Richard, Johnson, Thompson F1 Hansen (2015)7% %%
T tDCS X BUAFEATE 4 A28 A3 T B L sk
BEREm . SEiR A NI, 26 ARG
JEHEZ 2 A~ (DCS 44 PR BRI 4 1 o

U2z E R FH =D 48 /N, S50 R C-tDCS #
15, A-tDCS P& T 25 [ 452K 4 8cpd A Xt Lb A5k
(Richard et al., 2015), HAi%f T tDCS X} CS ¥
SEIRA— IGO0 M AR A G B RS, WTRER R
TEA TR (B 53 b fit T A B il R T RR R ), 3K
AR HL i i B Sk B BT A A2 1Y) HL O 2 T LS —
FE o EL A R A P B R S BURNBROCR 22 5 1)
HE, VR FIROR Z 840 7] BEAS J2 1/ B A 2k

5 TES E#MEiEah#sz(Visual Motion
Per ception)

W335 B 1% (visual motion perception) g $5
WS R G YIRS S I SEBE J) . 7€ TES Xis 3l
WSS T, AR AL EAE VS B M,
SHEBWALT Cz, HHETES L F 2R A-tDCS fE
ARG B3 1E S, C-tDCS REREINIF 5 1

M S K

Antal 55 A (2004a)% % T tDCS X L3E-i2 5)
3B ERAT 552 2] B2 o SEEG RO B AE VS, M
MV, SHHEMAT Cz. FIBSMHE R R FHR
TSR R P OB o A A 2 52 H R B 58 i —
MBS B AT S . S5 R R BEM = L
w R ABT B, HATE A-tDCS AEFF V5 5k M1 i
FEHER . CA4DCS X2 A #m . fEAT
V1 il XXX A2 2 4T 45 A 5 (Antal, Nitsche,
Kincses, et al., 2004a), Antal %5 A\ (2004b)% %5 T
tDCS X3t -1z ZhiB AR 5 R MBI m, ZIH
A TE C-tDCS AEFH T V5 Mymf e, 65T 55 (10 51
B3 TR, VBT XX S A
W, FHIMIREL LI, RAERBHLETRN
FAFF, C-tDCS fEMT V5 BT 55 R BE 4 T
B XEeZE UL VS 7ER 24 E sh A s ] BE
MEEAEM, $#&7 C-tDCS W/EM T REZMEILT
M8 ¥5 [R5 0 (Antal, itsche, Kruse, et al., 2004b),
Battaglini, Noventa I Casco (2017)% % T FH# A1
B tDCS 1EHT V5 XHLbEE sh 54t 55 1Y 5
W, SEE BRI, 15 itz
LU AL AL, 15 B4 2 B TDCS; H3 AL B
TEZEM V5 o 45 LR BB AT 1 tDCS FE T T V5
A 55 W) (14 2 A TR B A~ S 4800 A L R A PR 3 93,
C-tDCS FEAR T W B G K, IR — B
KRS G E e, 278 A+DCS 27+
M2 15 5 1Y BE /1 (Battaglini et al., 2017), X T
A-tDCS fEME YR AL 12 B 15 55 I S5 e L XT L i
i AE B AT 5 A3 B BHIE . Olma 58 A (2013)%
£2T tDCS Xl it i A 95 20 ok 3k A 40 92 328 3 A
BRI o PR SRR AR S PR R SR e AR 3R
TS B R RA IR )R, IR N 1.5 mA,
JPRS e S 5 R, BRI 20 434,
B AT 552 0T R O 30 A BE ML A 32 B0l S
H—5 ., GREM A4DCS 5 TR AMIEE 3h
Jr PRI RS, I H XA R FRRE T 14 RERE
K AF[E](Olma et al., 2013),

6 TESE#MATIE 3 (Visual Perceptual
L earning)

e > S AR TN GRE 2 505 R 1 R

T RS AE B4 X 25 26 0 3 ) 4 BE 77 79 2 7 (Gibson,
1963) MLRITE T fa/n T HSEBZI0A A K H
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e BYERYRE ), REMEDIERIM . HETRAL
2 fih 1% 122 5 JEF /%) i 48 (Sherman & Spear, 1982), H
Hi TES XJ L5858 2% 2 i SE, FHL58 )2 TES
AE A8 D2 E 0058 27 2T BYROCR, (B TRl R A 52 i 4%
RA—HE

A-tDCS RERE LM BE24 ], C-tDCS X2 >)
AR, Antal 55 A (20042)% %8 T tDCS X R
BT WRE WAL E R VS, MR EZE
MDFIIEATE R R (V1) o H038 5% 14 2 FH A AT
PERY tDCS o 7E R 58 BUAIE 25 AT 55 19 W] i 4 52
T 10 3B S B, SR T V5 30 M1
B, LGB B AT 55 % 2 45 8 T 891, T C-tDCS
Xt 2 2 SR A VEH (Antal, Nitsche, Kincses, et al.,
2004a), Sczesny-Kaiser 55 A (2016)% %5 T tDCS X}
TE AR NS R5E 27 ] 1 52 [R] B 2 7 VY
MAgtE. TLHROEME MBI N BT, SRR
BER, BP0 R BRI 3 1 o 30 AN AR B iU AE 58 1
PUSETT M HE R 22 AT 55, 3% 20 4341 tDCS,
4 RRE 7 > T I A O X SR RO e 35 e r L
(paired stimulation-visual evoked potential, ps-VEP)
FIPT. SR, AL REBORIER 1, A-DCS fiE ik
T, WIS T ps-VEP, $#2/8 A-tDCS i
W R e T B R R A . C-tDCS X RITE: )
1 PT AR F20R (Sczesny-Kaiser et al., 2016),

T AT B 1Y tRNS X 198 2% 2 — e AR VR -
Fertonani, Pirulli 1 Miniussi (2011)% %% T AN
TES A BRI B2 > B 52, S 06 2 4 K T] 11
TRt ERSLE A 84 AR, Bk
6 2H o HIAL E IR e 2, BRI —3E 6
A~ : EiRNS (100~640 Hz) . {45 t(RNS (0.1~100
Hz). BH#% tDCS. BIH tDCS . K fIs il S R ol 3 o7
BT Cz WY& (RNS #2654, 25 R AW, /EH
THIHANE B 2 0 &0 (RNS BERS i 48 7 1)
P24 24T 55 1) 22 Bl (Fertonani et al., 2011),

7 TESEIEMEINGE NG

F TES B I8 FEAS D REHEAT I 2 ) BT 5
b, TR RO, DA R H R AN ] 2 8
XSRS A —FER (IR 1),

FIAT tDCS X AW L Dy RE AT FEHH L oAt
LRI N 22, DCS W] R AR PR 57 1) 7 =X
PSR IIRER . A-tDCS ) FEXTZ 81 % 2 1
B¢ bk BLRE A8 2 v s 3 B2 R A9 X% A vk, T

C-tDCS BB MR R 224 ar b, X —S5IRTEXT R )
MR R PO EESEH. FRENH
A-tDCS YEHITF V1, & ¥ A-tDCS BEGLHTT TMS
VR B CLIL A, 2 i 0BT 48 405 N 1 4 B
5, PR IE R RS X E R, fE
X RNEGE 255 R A, $2RFAT A+tDCS i
SCRE S B AR B bR R R R )2 %A P,
C-tDCS MIFEAIE 4P . FEH T, A ST
HRIT AR—ENE50, $87m BT A 2 5l
LA, T 2 5 R I JRT 60 D e 3 R 3R
iR AR R R AL AR AR Y . FESS IR A —BUY 5T
o ELRIB R ER A T 20 b, SRR TR E
P UL 5 B I O RN R R AN IS R, A AT
A2 0 B 2 = AR 5, L F A9 B A S R 45 8K
o IR O IE B BRI S LR B SR AT
BERAN—FEI . FEFRE MBS, Rl
VP A FE U 80235 W R0 2050 SR AR A R f s T
Bl RPN TR T, REMREA ZAD
F TR ROR o 5 B KON — R X R E ) —
ARG, FIREX R B AN A S A — 2 R K
BorE L, BT LA A B X Fz 2 A% 38 1 1
FEASRE St S WEAEAT R I o L o T 22 YK L
WA SE v, U0 A AORAH LR I 4L B TR £ .
BRI, R tDCS TERIEHBSERET, £
YR /i 1) R RN R 9 1 R T RE L B A, X T
BRI Re 0 RS H0R 7 58 233 7 ISR .

tACS I 2 LIS SR 2 19 7 = 4 B AR
WA TIRER o FEL 2 JLAE R, i i (1 (EEG) F
il FE1 (9 (MEG ) i S35 38 17 4% 2 031 B8 1 i 2 9 3% 19
Tttt o tACS ERNB ] 5 K B & 1+ 24
Vo AR SCH, 3 AL 2R K B e B A
WUIRE o FEXT AW D BE B FE T, R[S B
19 tACS A3 ARl Y I s 3R AR X PT 45 v, H
A 20 Hz XF PT A 5200 o 76X A0 27 Bl 44 7k 52 A oY
H, 5 3] 30 Hz 19 rtACS 19 22 YR WL 7 R &2
PEHEVE

tACS 1Y LI 3 BE A, O T 2 X 12 2 ik ¥ 11 8
¥, Moliadze, Atalay, Antal Fl Paulus (2012)% ¥
WIHAB B 2 BT PEER tACS HLR R BE Z IR 7F
FEARLEMESC R . AR 140 Hz /Y tACS fEFH T
WIGIE 8 2 2, LR R BN 0.2 mA B X 2 202
W EVER, MFTEREE A 0.6 £1] 0.8 mA WA RN,
RS 1 mA K, &I tACS XK JZH %
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F 1 TESHMEINEEMRM
e 4 CER O Y N 8 S ; .
2 Thfk JA 5 Y s
BE5E it GF (mA)  (min) WHL FELER
Antal et al. (2003a) PT 0z Cz 1.0 10 1 C-tDCSEMJE & 10 54 s B2 27t PT,
i A-tDCS I @ F R T PT
Kanai et al. (2010) PT  0zCz 0.75 5~8 1 20 Hz tACS 7EAEFH AL T PT
Plow et al. (Plow et al., VF  0zCz 2 30 72 % A-DCS I PLEF

2011, Plow, Obretenova,
Fregni, et al., 2012; Plow,
Obretenova, Jackson,et al.,

2012)
Costa et al. (2015a) VF Oz, Cz 1.5 <25
Alber et al. (2017) VF 01/02,Cz 2 20
Sabel et al. (2011) VF RERURE <1 40
Fedorov et al. (2011) VF IRERME <1 25~40
Gall et al. (2013a) VF IReRmuf <1 25~40
Gall et al. (2016) VF RERIUFE <1 25~50
Antal et al. (2001) CS Oz, Cz 1.0 7
Spiegel et al. (2013) CS 0z,Cz 2.0 15
Costa et al. (2015b) CS Oz, Cz 1.5 30
Richard et al. (2015) CS 0z,Cz 2.0 21.05+2.74
Ding et al. (2016) CS 0z,Cz 2.0 20
Reinhart et al. (2016) CS P1/P2, 2.0 20
X 35
Antal et al. (2004a) VMP V5/M1,Cz 1.0 10
Antal et al. (2004b) VMP V5,Cz 1.0 7
Olma et al. (2013) VMP VI,Cz 1.5 20
Battaglini et al. (2017) VMP V5,Cz 1.5 12
Antal et al. (2004a) PL V5/M1,Cz 1.0 10
Fertonani et al. (2011) PL V1, Cz 1.5 22
Sczesny-Kaiser et al. (2016) PL Oz, Cz 1.0 20

AR LE P 2R A2 A5 T 4

1 A-tDCS 1 FIB REAR T 20 40 5 0 B 1L

10 $3% A+DCS Iy A I AL EF
AH LA i 2K 2 A5 B

10 r-tACS SEH02H AH Lo il 20 0 3 B v 1 LAY 3 1
10 r-tACS SZHG A AH LS 20 2 e v 7 LT Y
10 r-tACS SZHG A AH LL S 20 3 5 v 7 LT Y
10 r-tACS SEBGZAR b i il 4 35w 1 A0 1 ]

1 C-tDCS {EHIBT e Z J5 10 434 FEAIR CS

1 C-tDCS FEAIL 7 85 LB F 4P IR Y CS

1 AR

1 C-tDCS 7, A-tDCS {23 A 47 2k 8cpd Hi 1 CS

1 A-tDCS #2755 9LIR 19 CSF

L A-tDCS 42 1 2BR4 M Y = 45 CSF

1 A-tDCS fEHT V5, M1 R HE T M58 I8 B AT 45 £ 30

1 CADCS TEHTF V5 B TREN LS R A AT 55380

5 A-tDCS #2138 3y i #E50 l 5t

1 A-tDCS &% TR M, C-tDCS &5 T AL —3
PR T 1 LS

1 A-tDCS YEHT V5, M1 752 > B 301 B B A ok 1 958
BEAT 45 R

I fEHTF VI [ hftRNS REGS B 25 3707 10 H ] 2% )
(i gi0E S

4 ADCSfEHT VI @ik T 2%

&

#:: PT, Phosphene Threshold, YeZJ#LEI{E; VF, Visual Field, #L¥}; CS, Contrast Sensitivity, X lL#BUEE; VMP, Visual Motion

Perception, Y3E12 31 %1%%; PL, Perceptual Learning, H142%>]

VEFH, $5 7% 30 1] A0 2 5 i 28 50 % 22 3 H A AN [ 114
URRIE o M H AR IR B X A, e AT
J2 )2 8952 AH B 4K TH (Moliadze, Atalay, Antal, &
Paulus, 2012), 7EIL2Z i, Antal 26 A (2008)5E 25 &
EEG Fl tACS #47 T #F58 . BF5E rh tACS 1Y L T
R 0.4 mA, BB S K 1. 10, 15, 30,
45 Hz . 7] fig i T e fd 1 tAC'S 1 oL 30 308 88 ORI, 4%
REH tACS A TI#E EEG #9725 1k(Antal et al.,
2008).

8 TESHIEIEHLHI

TES ZEAFMHEHREAXT, BEMNEES
BOFAR—FL, R E ML AT RE AN W B

Heix TDCS Rypp & E L O A — ey
BIZEE: tDCS MRES AR . v-EIETERAE.
ZOURIERE . 5-F 00 fie A RE ARl A 7% 1 A R A O
AR AE/KSETT S, tDCS BB 5 | A B2 )2 /Y 2%
P, T RE TS LI A5 A 2 T Al A fk B A
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A, BRIV B R H O fi A e 2 ST A L A Ak, BIAR
P, ] 35 i 45 #i 28 5T 4f A% fk (Liebetanz, Nitsche,
Tergau, & Paulus, 2002), £ 70 L B {E 1) ik A8
B TT XA TR MU Rl AT AN S,
T 5% & 290 B VAIr 95 5 - 30 18RI 2 1 R T R
A-tDCS AYTIBAIER, Wiy -2 35 T R RE 8 3l 570 A
NMAD ZARH BT AES (2 A-DCS HYRIEECR
(Stagg & Nitsche, 2011), NMDA 324353510 0 g
Bk A-DCS Ml C-tDCS MRIAUR, 7R
NMAD ZZK7E tDCS R o] G4 5 22 1 ) (4
(Chaieb, Antal, & Paulus, 2015), tA fMRI #F55IA
iy tDCS BRI A BE 2 52 & 1 il ok &7 5k i 72 i
(Alekseichuk, Diers, Paulus, & Antal, 2016),

Xf tDCS WM 2L AT 2 02 ok A iz 3l j
2, SRTARSE A B, 7 A TR 30 08 2 B0 1 00
T, tDCS XL B2 J2 B IR ¥EAE T FNRICR i k2 B
[6], Hiaah &k ZIrA5E4H]) (Antal, Kincses, Nitsche,
Bartfai, & Paulus, 2004). Tii{E¥] iz 3 K 2
SRR Z ), BRERENER . AU IR
PER 2R . DIRZRFR 2R, Rk
tDCS KI5 BN 22 5 1Y A & (Medeiros et al.,
2012),

tACS FERE M AT BRI MR, T
R 2000 28 4% 5 g R BRI T B R % G
R, tACS I\ A B A% 38 3 5 2 401 236 1 28 Ui v BRI
H R 2R G AR, WA Rha A &Ik
W BE SR EE, MR BT AR I B (14 (Zachle,
Rach, & Herrmann, 2010), Zachle %5 A (2010)F]
alpha JEL ) tACS YEH T8I, TEHRIBLAIE 3 4
B AR B EEG, R ILTE tACS (FL IR
JEA 1120 + 489 pA)Z &, alpha Ml B (T 543
F| T §ERHE T (Zaehle et al., 2010). Z J5 Neuling,
Rach Fll Herrmann (2013)E & T X458, 7 HA
I alpha M5Bt D33 4R FHE WM A R 2 5 &2 /0
AE4ELRF 30 4347 (Neuling, Rach, & Herrmann, 2013),

9 REE5R=E

TES M EZ R L2 MEEH L ahi= k2
Mk, H—, TES B L AMHKREAR . REZHT
H—15 (DCS HMHIXMER L 1ERM, HE R
R AES . JFH. Liebetanz ¢ A\JE 2006 4Fi 1
KRR & I FHAR tACS FF A BRI &
YE /Y 8 {E (Liebetanz et al., 2006), Ifi Matsumoto 25

AAE 2017 AFRYZEIRSCE Y EEE T tACS Hl tDCS
MIRIVER], 458 WTER SR RIS ECT tDCS M
tACS XA FULEE, e BB i Al AR 22 42 1
(Matsumoto & Ugawa, 2017), %% —, TES gt £3)
FE BR DS o tACS S IT B2 8 L FIIREZ
[a] 8 PR 2R O & #2 fiL T W] fiE % (Stonkus, Braun,
Kerlin, Volberg, & Hanslmayr, 2016),

TES (#8575 T 4 L S A A T T B 2 i
975 [ SR AEAEAE B, B2 (] 43 BERAR, 7E tDCS
WEsErh, i A Sk K BAA B, HL U A B A
BT A A RER LA S XARE, ©f
R BIF S 5 felE FH 15 73 B 248 10 28 50 U L SR 9 (high
definition-tDCS), BN A F 2 A~/ B B (1em?)/E
FHT 2 DAk, B2 iV T H 3t Fr) 2R AR R 2 (Villamar
etal., 2013),

JAE N I8 B TR AT 98 BAT — 7 1 n] SR AE,
S AE A DI RETE — & B2 b RE Sl 455
28 P IR Shy — Tl 2 8 TG A2 ) i 2 2 SRR T
B, Bt T —Fh AT AE A9 9 1 A BE AR T RE R T
Bt ASCEEET EF TES MR ME T RE T 5% 3L
AR, EHFEOCKI B . B X R L
iBg ., A . TR R AL,

TES X 5 2 AE B I8 42 A7 1 i R L e 4
WU RE S A AR I T, X S EEAEALE] R
AR A B RS E W (AT A ) A R AR R Y
WF5E T L LT LA 7 ) e 1) 28 i o, 1) sCR
S e 2 B e 2 8T T )2,
PLRATH e LA i PR 42 38R, e it R AR S Atk F 52 T
VR RG], 2)28 it i, AL 1) 1 268 2 ) 2
St o HATEATY TES /EMH T AR ZEM K25
F A B AL T E D T
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Transcranial electrical stimulation and visual function modulation
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Abstract: Transcranial Electrical Stimulation (TES) is a non-invasive method of brain stimulation, which
delivers a specific low intensity current on the scalp to modulate the activity of cortical cortex. TES is
usually divided into three main types: transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS), transcranial alternating
current stimulation (tACS), and transcranial random noise stimulation (tRNS). In the current paper, we
summarized the modulating effects of TES on visual phosphene threshold, visual field, contrast sensitivity,
motion perception, and perceptual learning. The modulation effect varies with the type of visual functions,
TES parameters, and stimulating patterns.

Key words: visual functions; transcranial direct current stimulation; transcranial alternating current stimulation;

transcranial random noise stimulation; perceptual learning



