PHALE 4L 20234F 5385 4 121

N
. - L]
45 xi

p ANt o i HU P I e A e S i W L g

7T S -2 RS A

#}_1,2.4

SRS IRy ea RN N A e A YN
PRI E R, 20 2/3 (i 2 rh S A7 2 35t B [ R R Y 2
RERREATF . i A o A S BOR AR T SR 1 A7 T it
RS BT GRE S o R BRI AR Aeh g KR 2s 22
AR B B, AR 22 R AT LA A R 3B DL S AE AR A
S By T AL 2R Il i, B — g i ph & B, 4
Fii R fil 5 (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS)J&—FF
FHNK b 2 10 F T ik 28 R 40 ( F 22 ) IR R AR
PR, RRBS RS o) LRV 5 I i DX 7] 119 1z i
PR TTIE B, PPAR ICHN B 5t 25 R, Bl s il o A
APSAPERS SRTM, TMS L REPTAS Mk Rz ot 5 — DI iy e
TOIE A M X 45 DI R 2 38 1 , T 5 A A G W
He R AN X — BBE o AR TMS 5 2 BB 4 i 2 PR 15
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI). IFH T %
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221 TINGEE 3B Zh D REVK A - i A L R £
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