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R A N AR AR R W] TR IR YT
i, 2 7E 28 0 (Vagus nerve stimulation, VNS) AJ
LS B el 2 i 4 v 2800 LA DB L AR 1 R 22 T g
PRI A s i) DA T e R 1 — B8 3 &E , an £
L&D JRHRAE . R AME VNS SRR A A
Al P AR B ) BGE s e . R A
VNS S DB AS R 2 5 s A DG 1Y &
PRIXE 7 P PR s R TR 20 R itk Ah,
25 R T ZEHATAMRE TR AN A BT A il A
B WOERE — 2 AR H I AGEAT A R
FUk TR i 22 4% A I B )2 BAT 328 1Y) B 3
] 422 A IE 3R, D3 AN AE 208 I )y ik i A 28 A XoF
Tk, T DAERAERATE VNS GRS . ©F
TR, 38 2 28 B 0k S A 28003 (transcutaneous
auricular vagus nerve stimulation, taVNS) Fll £ Fz Zii
£ ZE i 28 ] 4 (transcutaneous cervical vagus nerve
stimulation, te VNS) #£17 B9 4E 42 A 14 VNS BE 08 31
52 APE VNS AL 2 E A 85, 7 A AR EE
Z R BYIm PRIT 8%, HAZ B T 4= A PE VNS I
PR AR BAE AT R B9 R R B4R AT VNS
PRITC R EHE | 2 TR HR S B 98 3 09 75 Bk, 765 #1
FREIZIGYT R 25 37 taVINS A dop 25 4 352 ki e 1, s g ¢,
il A BR A RS ) o B sl B Rl A R B
WL R TR RIRLARE" 0 ARk, A 5C ta VNS X iR
Arp 5 AR I R R A N R SE H 853G 22 HOE T
X OB S A 57 R0 B IR TR YT S 8055 1 R LA
KEARVERGE . I, BUEE ta VNS 78 ik 25 v J5 & Fil
Ty e 05 B A2 (A T — £, LU i PR P 42
WHEZHE LS,

1 taVNSTERZ RIS ThREFER RN R R

1.1 taVNSTERiIA ) is sk ar yfekens i v

— BB R SY R | taVNS 25 &% HLRE & V897 1T LA
e S P A TP RS Y B S T RES Y. DAW-
SON &N HAERT O 28 & 3R 1Y VNS-REHAB U5 (1)
BT T H R WA AT, 45 R R SR 4 (£
FEAERS ) B AR AR b & A R ] AR
TR AR DN ) %) v B 25 b A T A A £ I A
R VNS TRYT B RO — 2, CHANG 46
FFoE 220, % T vk | R L R IR SR, ta VNS
WA AR AR ER . 2021 4:8 H 27 H &
£ 24 o W B A Ry L VK VNS 08 B i
P i A v i e RE A R b RS B R A R B
— T2 T taVNS IR YT 2/ 2otk 3 ik 2 v i 20 1)

418

BEALXT HRE B Meta 73BT 45 2R o , ey A 1R YT
J& B9 L B Fugl-Meyer iz 2l 743 (Fugl-Meyer assess-
ment for upper extremity, FMA-UE) , Wolf iz 3J] Jj fig
R TES (Wolf motor function test, WMFT) M H H 4
I 16 3 BE 0 W TR YT RT , SRR A L
taVNS A7 4 b IR 16 bp i35 B 0 3%, X BB 45 R R ]
taVNS IR Y7 7E i35 2Pk /I 20 PR e il 1 o 2 v A8 3
LGS B PR T IR A R, LI R T —
THORCE AL B UE: , 60 171 2P e it = HS il 14 A 4
R LR FL 2 32 ta VNS + 8 LR 2 iR 7 sl
R+ W R AR YT AR SR BE DT A R R, 51
FIBH AR L , 1aVNSIRYT TR 210 1z S I RE %
0 DI E KN 2 SO ) A5 T T R B Wk =, T EL
AU R FERIED . RRERASE BT s
TET 2R S R 2 v 35 TP ta VNS BRG T- DI RE R &
BLAs NI 2R B FMA-UE ¥F-453 e 5 (LA AL
T WUHL 19 35 5 AR AE LA Sz 35 e A T AR B AN
P S B4 T A pLas AR . — 3 Meta 73
BT L3S T A (] T B A it 228 SR A X6 fii A e 8 2
THRETT T B 52, 45 2R 075 78 i35 0z 3h D RE Jy T
taVNS AT [ i S M bR e M I BB - 28 /90 B i
R, ) SRR Y BB SR A R B B X
VNS TE A i S B fig p S FH B e 2 KIL-
GARD %' WF 5 45 R 7, 5 Bl g VI 2R A 1L,
VNS A fith 5 I 257 $i v 0 1 M 24 v 8 8 ) e
T8 Jy T A 0. BAIG S5 (Ao 45 SR % 1
taVNS K& b I 52 P12 Sl 2k mT DL 18 1 il A
H B8 AR e R i v, G R VT 43 i 2D B
KA A Hoaz sh D REFE AP d5c K, 47 P & 8] 7T fiE
AR

A BRI R I T taVNS BRI A2 i ik 4= o
J Bz B Bsd DI RE A ABAT) i 1A T B 22 R
AS R R A AT TR X LT AR AT BIE , IR I
AT RERI ML , LA A T4 2R 2 g kB A
R A0 ™ E AR B A R R X ta VNS S P RL A2 ), LA
i A H aVNSTRIT T %
1.2 taVNS{ER A A SRRt it W

MARROSU 2B 5 & R APE VNS T DLk
2 R AMERE AL B8 AR I I BE , IA 9 VNS Al DL i 31
TR 000 S A 28 TR 2 A8 A W D R ) G T e A A
AR o taVNS T LU A WS T W% I A A
W J52 SF o W A o v B S A SO PR LR . A
WF9EE AT T — TR IR OBUE AT, 4 40491
i 25 v £ 2 AL 0 BC 2 ta VNS + 5 BB B2 I 25 2 5%



SR LHT - 28 Bz He 2 A o 2 R I 2 v D R R IO P P F 5

BRI 1 BRI ], MR i B 3 T 2 ) ik
taVNS VAYT 98 BE , 45X 30 min, & H 29K, 48 51k,
SRR 3 L S5 R R FEIRYT IS taVNS 21 BB Y e
K2 A T RE PR 1543 6 R T e 22 i A
41 . Rosenbek 12 { /4 W 10 645 43 76 48 1124 Al IR
BB A B R MG , HX P G AR iR T 4
WG ZBDF S 4 AT R b R kAR
ANRFEM. s I2K B oR taVNS A 8 i 380 ik
JOT PN 1 i A7 %8 R A ML e e o A AR e s e A R
SERC BRUARE TR, B v A MR TR XA L 20 s PN IR T8
45 S h 78 V8K R R AR 1 U IR S I )Y o
A AT R HRGE T 1 B EBE T A MR T ™
TRtz R 5 EE o N HMER , &t
K 20 min  BF K 2K EE ] 5 d FFEE 6 B B9 tc VNS IR
I7JE , BE D) RERS B W MGE T RES s e
EED UESE T 28 B 27 1 28 B80T 5 WA o o —
PR AT SR T 2,

KF taVNS IR T I 45 v i 7 Wi e i 1) F 9 41
HRTE >, i i = KREAS (6 BEHL T BRI AR 56 LAIE
S taVINS X 5 M s i £8 38 7 0 D R T B 1Y
ML
1.3 taVNS TE AR 5 &5 08 BN Dh ReRei i v i
W HI

ik 2 v 25 5 ) S T 1 TS 432 Bh D RE , b
5| %8 s s 5 B . falt ST R, VNS
AL S 2 1A A S 11 T A2 Bl 1Y) B R SE B (] 5 1
2 fih il B2 BT AL ) A B A 56 VNS B
A R I 23k 97 il 2 Hh 5 B Bl R Y SCk 4R GE
MORRISON %48 T 78 5 i I 2R ) R B el 35 18
YA U ) 2 A A A5 ] VNS I, A SR R v i 2 v
RIS T ThEE, T REAUHLHI A VNS 1] LUA £ Xt
P b 2 RN 5 7 1R VR T R ek O A S
RN Y Tl =Ry € S W =B <SS h g
PRS2 nT S T, H ORI R R A — L 25
25 P 1L T FEL ) N 2 T 38 S 3R T B8 = ] A
S5PE L T VNS B B R) e S A R R AT
— PP A T RS . WANG 252838 i — il
ML BRI IR 58 & B, 41 EE T B 4L, 12 A
taVNS IR YT e IH i o538 0 B DA R e i FB 3 A TA e I
it M4 MERTENS 25 (41218 , 6 J& (1) VNS IR Y7 Al
DAMGE IR IE1 o LEAERR T T BEMLX B 56 7
ZORARTT taVNS BB 2035 25 Hh J DA e i

A K taVNS 7EIG2E 5 5 i BON D s i -
BRI 5 AT R 5 BT IR 4 e 7K T I TR 1 56 o

TESE YT RO R H AT BE R AL
14  taVNSTERA Stk R

— L R A SR T ta VNS X HIARIE 1Y 52 il
JEHGE 138 BE RN B LIU S PYER X ik AR
J5i M AR (post—stroke depression, PSD) (&5 47 T —
TR AL XUE R X BB Y, 2R taVNS TR YT
PSD W% 4 A B RNE A1 0 AL, 45 2R 18
7N, X AL A LL, ta VNS YT 4 DU R AR 1 3%
(hamilton depression scale, HAMD—-17) ¥F-43 Fll £ & H
P 1 2 (self-rating depression scale, SDS) P-4 i 3
FEA% . H AT shie ) w3t M. (M EnE, 5
XF IR A LE , taVINS 278 8] 7 1L 2% P IR 07 o 225
2 AT (brain—derived neurotrophic factor, BDNF) . ¥
iR [z W TC 45 A 25 1 (cAMP responsive element
binding proteinl, CREB1)Fl 5- ¥ 41 (5-hydroxytryp-
tamine, S—HT ) 7K J5 T & B0 LR 2500 . H A&
T taVNS 7E PSD H IFFE AR A , 5 o if 220 22 p
A B ™ Y e DR 56 A 30 ik A R K A
PE IR H T RERYHILE]
L5  taVNSTEZ PG R

T 5T 2 B taVINS 1] 315 30 5 R
P A DG Y MG B AN 2 X, ke H
% (auricular branch of the vagus nerve, ABVN) Fi
PR 5 5 20 ML) oA P 28 rh R — B, A AIOR
W BRI EEAZ 0 0 X6k ABVN 1) 3] 38 T LSRG X
S 240 A% , I 52 e LR ERE AT, A A i R
Fr i FVR AR B 2 o i ek IR A 1Y B R A
B, VNS U 118 22 J2 )2 F0 i 23 1 DX B0 T
BT TR 5 IR I 2 [ R AR 21 £ (de-
fault mode network, DMN) Fl & 3 1 [ 4% (salience
network , SN) [ J& % YJAH 1 . DMN Fl A Je i 47 )
2% (central executive network , CEN) 2 [A] 14 1% 42 2= [if
F taVNSHRA R AR, 22 E FIRE (norepi-
nephrine , NE) 7EJ# 155 M 17 R J) 50 AR
I~ P Jo) 48 07 T R 4 — RSN I REAE ] . — LE00F
FEA T, W VN AT LU B B, 5 B0 NE RS
TSl e Ak ZBEIRGE (acetylcholine , ACh) J2& K i
Ve FR GE IR, A Ch 8B JIORN o 5 8 e P ) 42
A ENERBEER . VNS EBIEA i S Kk b
ACh R . X BRI ER ta VNS A5 K1Y
P2t 2 LAl

H AT, & T taVNS X & - A5 (disorders of con-
sciousness , DOC) Il RIT A B 52 AT5 AR 3570, k=
BEBLATREAF Y . TR e 5 rh | 32083 IR B g 1
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o ERE 5 A A7 477 B 2 v R gl o dRe AR PR g . — 26
U B/ INREAS 5 ) 4 2 U8 T taVNS X DOC 8 %
FIRZ IR, 4025 R W T taVNS 1] BE7E B 2K 2 il v % 4%
YRR, 33X S5 5] 4 5 vh K88 43 32 1038 7452 32 taVNS
JE e RIESr45- 3 1 el , AT b R WL 82 3] 7™
AR FF YUSESSR -k A Tebric 55
RE R L IR UG AH 2545 19 D7 2 WFSE T 1aVNS 72 DOC
YA (R AR FH B JE 55 100 0 30 7 2 R DA, sk
4 Jil taVNSIBYT , XoF W 5 B SO 1) A8 5 e kK i
&17 5 2 (coma recovery scale—revised , CRS-R) 143
PR3 TGS, T s HIEOIC RO Y R CRS-RVE
53 WA B o [ INE 7R W5 A B Y A
M, taVNS 34T 224 ki DX 1749 g 1L 9 ( cerebral blood
flow, CBF) , {H7ZEWT 5 fill ¥ T 2 L 1Y B8 v CBF JL-F-
BN, X4 R , P B n W o T RE T RE 2
taVNSIAIT ARG R . WANG 45k HIBEHL
X7 LSS T aVNS BT A CRS-R i 6~10 73y
P21 DOC & B lim ARTT AL, 8 # BEREHL S taVNS
TR YT 2 RN 28 Hz AR B0 o A #2831 3 (transcutaneous
non—auricular vague nerve stimulation, inVNS) 240 , R
P im PRAZ W, SO taVNS VA7 21 73 AR RS (vege-
tative state, VS) ZH FIHUE PLIRZS (minimally conscious
state, MCS) 4, &5 R 7 , AR IT A 208 1097 Ja 1)
CRS-R P43 Y984 23 {5 i H 1] (electroencepha-
logram , EEG ) K 7% i 7~ taVNS 2H Ja 35 i X & 7 AE 1t
AR AL 2 . taVNS A1 MCS 38 24> K X 8
S B g i i AR Ak, 5 i i 0 B i AR Ak
73— 7 0, mVNS JLF- AN BB 51 5 Rk s i 22
o X —Z5RBERIRAT, ta VNS 1] BB 038 MR 12
1% sh A i 8 3 e BE A — R T AT Y 7 s, o MCS /&
FOTROE R . ZHOU 5517 i iod — IR A00s it Fil
BLAUE I RIREE AR T taVNS 7E MCS & 198 4
PEFINRIT ROR A RARY], 5 VS/ TR L&
fiF (unresponsive wakefulness syndrome, UWS) ) &
FA L, 4 J5 (9 taVNS YRI5 X MCS J8 &5 1A 50 s s
51 taVNS HAR LL , taVNSIRITZH ) CRS-R A&
B Bk 5 (Glasgow coma scale, GCS) P-4 75 B 1]
PIHERS A TR . TE55 4 8, 51 taVNS 414
e, taVNSIARIT LB EEG | b B JERG J HLAv (upper—
limb somatosensory evoked potentials, USEP) | i 1
T 58 175 /& 2 437 (brainstem auditory evoked potentials,
BAEP) 1 P300 5 {: 4 5¢ i fi2 (P300 event-related
potentials, P300) A7 I 2 2l . B4 12 4, 51k
taVNS 4LAH L , taVNS 1647 2H 3 B 1 B A DRS 3T
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4%, 3% FE W47 taVNS i MCS H 35 0 Fil5 T4, I
Ah IR TT 1A R W22 3] 5 taVNS I SEH™ BR K
T, RIUHEIE R S5 R KB 1aVNS 1] B & — R i
TE BIAG 52 4 1)+ Wi it , A Bh T MCS SR A 2
KA .

T4 A JLIOE 7R AT R I IR 5T, B AR IR
1 taVNS 67 DOC AR 2 ML  taVNS J397 DOC Ay
T AT O AR SR K ta VNS 55 HAth 61 i i)
ARUTDCS BEAIRYT IR G

ok, 75 B 0 T 2 RREAS P T B AL
X BRI R BFSE L K 3630 taVNS XF DOC 14 1 R 7 2%
I o AT A A e A B 2 B AT, R A M
T i taVNS XF DOC F8 & M 6 sl FAT R B2 W (1) 5%
Wi, RIS, 5 BRI ST % G ta VNS 75 & i i 3 2 51 vp
BI7RL , AL FEXF VS/UWS A1 MCS, X TBI AlE TBI 5|
# DOC HIVEH , LA ER AN [ 3 2 80 0 IX ), 31X
A B F A2 VNS IRYT I A 20 %o (B
B, 7E DOC W B, O/ B I T 52 D) g v g 2
taVNS ER Y B e R &

2 taVNSHIEITS#

FHR A R B8 1 taVNS AT S 50h i
20~-30 Hz, FFLERA Ry A2 Bk e g e A7 X3k, ik ol
B E N 0.1~0.3 ms, F 3580 B K T8 0205192
Sl RAIF 5T 367 B HLAT T AS ], e CHANG 45
K A 20k 30 Haz, 5% 4 0.1~5.0 mA 1) /£ B
taVNS IR T (R [R5 7 b JREHL g A DI 4E , 45 51 R
A 5 AT e i A v R SR PR AR AL PR R 2R 1Y
FREEE . 1 WU S5 74 G jiE B2 VI 2k 2 i 45 T AR
b 20 Hz, FY58 )5 4 1.66 mA , &K 60 min 1 /2 H-
taVNS, FF2E 15 d, 455 B Hon] DL 38 0038 W 2tk
WG A SR R R BT BE , YT ARREAERE 12 )4 .

WA 2 WEL T AE R IR TT B [ i) 45 1 AN TR
TR B ) VNS X i e A B P PR A4 T B B ) 2
Wi, 45 5 2 B0, S5 VNS 25340 52 A 1, 0.8 mA
Hy R B VNS AE#E T DR, 1 0.4 mA 1 1.6 mA
[ VNS YR 8 i3 AR D B , 2 B R[] 38 5 (1) VNS
I VE AN TR], A SR B 1Y VNS 1] DU S I A
hRERIPK . , I M it PR St VNS VAT SR AL 1k 1) 52
A

GAO %5538 55 Meta 43 M7 & PR, taVNS VR YT X 2
P /S0 20 30 A v B 9 R S A TR P
HIZ BN R R A TR - ko8 <<3 800 AT 3L T
fik w0 =3 800, #1 % h 20 Haz 1) H 3l 85 25 B 7 U



SR LHT - 28 Bz He 2 A o 2 R I 2 v D R R IO P P F 5

F 30 Hz, VNS il Wi i 6] 30 /5 min P F 0.5 s/10 s,
B RNAYT IRE =4 LT <4 W B 15 MG
T<ISAMEF o TR &, A 2434 A (MRT
WL 5] A F3 455000 H- (1) ta VNS BE 14 53 5 26 70 5 351405
ML 62 32 B B 22 B R AR 8 K2 2 B 3T, R ARG
B iz Bl K7 J2 30 , v DL AN e B A B
T AR 18 i 453 3 B 308 07 DR 22 HL A S A BRI

3 taVNSHI{ERHLE

H 17 ry A 5% R B, taVNS 42 JF i 25 5 D) ek
214 AT REAIL TR0 45 e B o A Pk 3 K J2 i AT
SRV 30 Ak B I 228 R 0 4 W A R A 28 5%
i A5 AR A28 il A0 A9 225 200 L R L o I 4 453 4 A e
S A A B A
3.0 B AT YE N 2w b

CAPONE %57 H5c B & B, taVNS 1] L 5| i 6 7]
[ Kz )2 PN 34 (short—interval intracortical inhibition ,
SICI) 5t 35 HE T, 3500 B o M 14 A g J22 ) R 4,
A B TINEEMIIKE . taVNS X Je Ji 244 P Fia] 9
P (1852 Wi R B 20 2o il T 45 0 18 K 2T Cn I A%
TS ) 0 B RN AR A ) SO (A1 3 1 3 6 i AT
FFIVAE R[] 710 P 26 4% AT A ECAE AT 510 25 I
B HE RN 55 (0 JHe RE A 2 388 JO (%) T RVRE R, 2 BT %
PR S PE WL AT REAZ B A W AR R A S-R A
¥ i 2538 T B4 52 ) AT I ta VNS X6 B2 5 2% 4y 14 AT
SRR % 5 e 0 P BB AR Ok SE i 22 A . UL
Hb,FEF IMRI A5 % BH ta VNS J340T 58 35 44 in £
] R RAZ /N A0 ] A R 2 A5 i DX R 2 0
Bl 4w B B %A, AR S il DX A Y T e A LA
Eﬁ%{ss'o

AN, VNSERG B IS 25 i 25 42
AN RESE AR AT 55 B, i A] g Pl VNS 3
5 17 A R B I 4 ) RTEE M IR Y R S Bl R
P28 5T 1 IELBR B R ERL B i 38 ST ) R TR0 38
HSULP 2 R] ) 2 M e 22 . Ak, VNS B HS m
Fii 453405 5 i 223 % DR 7 1 BDNF R4 28328 Joi 4n 2
B R R BRI I RS IR A 1 4 %
JELL S CD31 Hy G5, 3E 1M o5 1 22 T 1 T g Ak
A A R IE
3.2 REEPhZEANNLA v BERE Y 115 AR SRR
3R IREiO TN

A BFFEUESE  taVNS ¥ 7 AT 38 2o 9 20 5 T 4
A S 09 55 % AR A R R A R U ke
AT FF A 5 5, S 7 Dl 2246043 . LINDE-

MANN 45 B F 58 ) & R, VNS W] LAREALR 5 356 i A5
HE R SR A & Bl X3 e Joit 47 BT 25 4K (cortical
spreading depolarization, SD) B4 % , FE 1 #0 i ti SD
AT 0 TR K e, D A A R ST AR

ZHAO ZE 7 B 58 2 W], taVNS BE 5 [ A% 11 40
JA 25 - 18 . 41 B A 25 -6 Fi I8 A58 - (tu-
mor necrosis factor, TNF—a) ()53 , W8/ B U AEFE 1
2% DRIz 3l B J2 v R 1 43 I BEIR AL, IR #h 22
SR, T T U6l 20 o e 1 A S A e o P A A R
e iEe . Z BB Iy — WHF SR A5 R BOR
ta VNS 3 13 i /L G e o 4 5415 PR e J 2T 4 e 1 2 1
(glial fibrillary acidic protein, GFAP) & ik , Vs 4% i 1fi.
T 5 G40 0, Ol b R O A G A 1 2 (mi-
crotubule—associated protein 2, MAP2) 3 ik , fi ¢ 57
PR 28 0 L A B AR S

1 4R Ak ) Tl 1K 14 B 4 00 A2 1R -y (peroxisome
proliferators—activated receptor—vy, PPAR—vy) & — Ff
BCAAEOE 1Y % s R FE S e g M rh ik 2 R 45
05 B e A B by R IR PRI . AR R,
taVNSIARYT E I8 1 Ik b 3 Jik P 0 e i #4538 R
B AR IffL > 1% 47 P PPAR—y B3R 3K , Ifif PPAR—y U3
Tk A 2 T PN 98 A0 A PR 1Y) 43 A A BT AR R
PHYER S AR ER , taVNSIRYT 5 Bl A
KBRS I B A P R 28 oG R R R S BT 4 A Y
PPAR—y ik [, taVNSVAYT b F A2 HE T R B A
20 ) 45 5 FRE AL DX Il ] LGt A 28 B T 1, AR
A FEAE G, (H X R VR FIAE PPAR—y T S et 55
XK PPAR—y Al fEJE 215 taVNS fil & ik i 1 2
Je M A RN 22 O AP ot R A FE A i

/N J5 240 i DR ki ) B e RV e e A,
AT St ol 2 v 5 5 DB O 5% e 41 4% 3R AU S0 Y
KA, BEFEFRWT, VNS A 30 /N 5 5T 4 i 2R A8 A8
A, IR I T Bl ik sl it /PR 3 A 407 e A b
LAY EH , E AR S 30 min 1T VNSIRYT, 1l 18
1 40 Toll #3244 4 (toll-like receptor 4, TLR4) /%%
F (nuclear factor, NF—«B ) i § , fifi ikt ifiL 2= w5 7445 +p
149 /0N B8 S5 44T A AIE 8 2 750 M1 AR i) g 9% R 7 M2 Y
BRI ARIAESE KB, VNS 38 2 B0 o7
B 2, BE AR B8 5Z 142 (a7Tn AChR ) 35, AR T 12 &
RADREW) 53— F A A A B (inducible nitrie-
oxide synthase,iNOS) F1 TNF—a 7K, T34 i 1 4t
RFERPREDRE KR 1 (arginase 1, ARG1) Fl¥4 1k
H: K A - B (transforming growth factor-@, TGF-3)
ik, BLAh, BT a7nAChR AT s /b XF TLR4/NF-
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B 1 6 AH 56 5 1, AL 45 TLR4 . 86 K¢ 43 1L K 7 88
(myeloid differentiation factor 88, MyD88) .NF-kB i
il 2 (1 (IKB) —o H1 p~IKB—o O] , I 11 55 VNS %f
B A R 2 AR R IXBUESE T VNSl
1% «7nAChR ] TLR4/NF-«B By 23k , 145 Bit
IR 2w /0N T S5 40 B B B A, 3 R Rl 2 AR B 2
a7nAchR HHPERY T

H AT T taVNS IGI7 I 4= i A HIL ] 35 A 3B
iy, — SO B TR ACFN B A U B ML 75 iE— 2 i F 5%
KA . F14n taVNS 1] BB 38 1 4 N VEGF 119 = 15 i
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ABSTRACT Transcutaneous auricular vagus nerve stimulation (taVNS) has been proved to activate the vagus nerve projections in
the central nervous system, which is similar to the invasive vagus nerve stimulation method, and thereby reduces the adverse reac-
tions caused by surgery and produces similar or even greater clinical efficacy compared to the invasive vagal nerve stimulation. In
recent years, researches on taVNS for stroke has been increasing, which have indicated that taVNS has certain therapeutic effects on
motor sensation, swallowing, speech, cognition, consciousness, and other functional disorders. Most research has focused on taVNS'
impact on upper limb motor function after stroke, while some other studies targeting consciousness and swallowing impairments.
However, there is limited research on taVNS for post-stroke speech and cognitive impairments, as well as post-stroke depression.
taVNS has shown promising efficacy whether applied before or simultaneously with other rehabilitation treatments. Further research
is needed to determine the optimal parameters. The mechanism by which taVNS promotes functional recovery after stroke is not yet
fully understood. The mechanisms suggested by existing research include improving cortical excitability and increasing cortical plas-
ticity, reducing damage to nerve cells and blood-brain barrier through increasing the secretion of neurotrophic factors and inhibiting
neuroinflammation, and promoting nerve repair and vascular regeneration. Current researches indicate that taVNS as an adjuvant
therapy for post-stroke rehabilitation is safe and feasible, with only mild adverse reactions. The dosages tested in studies conducted
so far have demonstrated good tolerability. In the future, we need to conduct more in-depth high-level research to confirm its efficacy
and reveal its more precise mechanism.
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