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Effects of Motor Imagery on Bilateral Transfer:
A Behavioral and NIRS Study

Kaoru Amemiya, Tomohiro Ishizu, Tomoaki Ayabe, Shozo Kojima

The aim of this experiment was to investigate the imagery
effect and the brain areas correlating with it using NIRS (Near In-
frared Spectroscopy) and more importantly, to investigate and
compare the effects of uni- and contralateral transfer between
actual motor execution and motor imagery training.

Our results revealed that while execution was effective only
in case of trained movement, imagery was effective not only in
case of trained movement, but also in case of bilateral transfer.
The NIRS data revealed that both motor imagery and execution
brought about the same level of activation in the supplementary
motor area. Apparently, the SMA activation supports the effect
of imagery training; however, the correlation between the
degree of both after-effects and SMA activation in imagery train-
ing was not significant. On the contrary, the correlation be
tween SMA activation and ipsilateral training effect was signifi-
cant in case of the execution group.

These results suggested that both motor execution and image-
ry have ipsilateral training effects; however, the areas predicted
to be associated with the after-effects of training are different.
Furthermore, with regard to the contralateral transfer effect,
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SMA activation did not predict the contralateral transfer effect
in both trainings. This might indicate that the areas predicted
to be associates with the after-effects of the training and with
the intermanual transfer effect were not identical in case of the
actual training. These differences in the after-effects between
both trainings might be due to the different neural networks in-
volved.

1. Introduction

Imagery training

WA X =%, EEEOESE) & Z OEBHEIE S Z DOFEERFE A I
T35 I EWTHN « FMEBICEB W TREINTED (Decety et al, 1989;
Sirigu et al, 1995), Z DFRUC X ) A OEE > S 2L —>a v &
LMINT D, EEDZ 2 —a A X =2 v 7RI X > CGHEBj A X —
PIFR T ORI HSHEEXHE) & HE T 2 2 & bR STV % (Stephan et
al,, 1995; Lotze et al, 1999; Grezes & Decety, 2001; Jeannerod, 1994;
Jeannerod 2001; Kimberley et al., 2006). X & (i85 O FERIM: 13 &E) A
A=VHIZBVTOARBRINTEST, £ XA -CHOMERICEVLTY
BRI, EHE)OEEHMEDH S Z LRGN TS

JHFNA A — DI X B E ORI (e.g. Feltz & Landers, 1983) 1%, BifE
TEAA=Y PL ==V 7L LTS, BIRICE T O I A%
EFHELTOBED, —a—nIUnEYT—>ari L ToHRED
HH E L TWw % (eg. Fansler et al, 1985; Lacourse et al, 2004;
Cicinelli et al, 2006). L2>L, &[4 X — L OLFEBRIIOWTIL, H
BB X 28R & VRS, RENTHLIENA XY L —=v )
W R & INTED, IHIIANEY T —vavzRnBElE 330K
BEREMNERZ I SR L 2RFIC I DEIA 2 - 2HET L L
(Jackson et al.,, 2001; Lotze & Halsband, 2006; Li, 2000) 7z & Fl1 5 1L
TWwaRE, B X —Y ORI ICREINTHw5 2 &8
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AA=YPL -V ICBWTHICH BIEE STV B,

—J7C, B A — DIFEEED) [ 2 DL EICIEE IS B W TR
WA K> Z &% (Ryan & Simons, 1981; Wrisberg & Ragsdale, 1979),
VI VAREHDY - L AT HEHTH B LT 5T
Minas, 1978), JEEIRE & AL L CHlifilEEE S R o s L v ) #id
Kohl et al, 1992, Kohl & Roenker, 1983), —#¢fbiclEN T2 L33
M (Gentili et al, 2006) b I N T35, MO L T
b, HESES) LB A A — 2 QIR OE T OMED D 2 2 & ANEFR
BRI NTETEH (Nyberg et al, 2006), 4 X — JHkMEDOHEIC X 21175
(HHEA X =D PEHA A - R EDA X —PHEIEONE) 12X ) A
ENBIE, ZYv T —IRLLELRBINTE T3S (Solodkin
et al, 2004). L L, fTEIEEZ Db O DEFE S IEFIcA L, T
FHREICE EE DR ERFVHE D BINTORVIRNTH S I 2, A
A= LHEBEET O A X — OTEOMED, B2 EER 2 EART L
ZRET L ER IO E LR WIRIETH 5.

22T, ZORUVOFEBRTIE, A X— & EESHEE O H R OMEZ
ERICAN, A X =Y OBBOBIREZHMHL, MEEOFEBED X9 I
MEL, EDXIIA X =YY 7 OFRROMIE LD { Doz EE D
D SETT 52 & & LT,

(
(

Transfer

AW L v ) BRI, FEHOBILD—DTH D, HirEIMREHIC
WEELGZA5ZE%F). BT, RTOFRY S KMANDFRANDEED
SO ML (Bilateral transfer) & FEIEI, FRAE E TIZE 2 ORI
WP I EFIELWETEHHROFFETON TS, MR LB T 7
70 7 4 ORMERH & FORE, MEAOME A X —PEIROE (e.g.
Yégiiez et al, 1998) & Ex&®, IFIFLREFENfTHONTHEED,

(209)



THE) A X =212 K B MIPEIERE 12D T

WEDEZ A, 9 LEMEIZRLZHHT TH %0 (Chase & Seidler,
2008), Z U L TR IS 02 b 2 IRE 12 D W T b EsimdT v F 723
THTH 2. BIEE TPl L L TRBRINTw 3 01%, KNE
(Gazzaniga & LeDoux, 1979; Hunter et al, 1975; Lange et al., 2006;
Thut et al, 1997), HHlgHER], AT « dafuEmEK (Anguera et al.,, 2007),
HUA-UATE (Obayashi et al., 20083), /N KANFE A% (Obayashi et al,
2003; Obayashi, 2004) T® 1, HEEBEHHOBEEEIVRINTE T2
(Halsband & Lange, 2006). & 512, JEHED fMRI « F0H 250 &R
Z 7 FERICE T, WIS & U TR S 2 i EE)EY (SMA:
SMA -proper) DIGEEIDSHAFSHICEHETH 5 Z E DR I T\ % (Perez et
al, 2007). SMA &, EXEEFIRTH 5720, WFHREFL> — 7
Y RAFEENCEEREHTH D, SMA OHIES (preSMA) & L b, 20 ZE
TOEB) O FTH] « B BHICEE SRR TH 2 2 EBAMSN TS
(Hikosaka et al., 2002; Doyon & Benali, 2005; Kelly & Garavan,
2005). F7HBIOA X —PICEWTHHEE L INSFHTH D, Kk
DY VEV T =TIV ADA A =JICEWTUL, FRRINCEET 2 &
DHE I N TV SEITH H % (Roland, 1993). L2 L, SMAIZIS
$, B A A — YSRGS & OIRTEIEEASEE L Tw 5 2 EREDbNT
W3 KIS, EFAEHOEBICHETH 2 EFEZ SN TV LEMLIZA X —
PIZBWTHIEHT 2 2 LIFHLN TR TL H 5.

AFEETIE, Mo X icifitiis® 2 v 2 LT, FERRIEE) & ES)
AX=COHNOMEZ N2 Z L &, FEPBEEOEMAE X OliED
B O E D X 5 ICBHET 2 2 fTE) IR L 04 X —> v 7t
SR 2 a9 2. A X =Y v 70y, JHRETH Y, 7 A FEHIlE
AR =2 v TR DOZ8 % —E IO 2 & DTE RO % ORI
Y (Near infrared spectroscopy) %z FV>C, BB ETEEF o 15 E) %
Y 5.
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2. Method

Participants

ZINEE, 74 237 M E FHRA (Oldfield, 1971) IS THAE &HIE
INT AR - Reebeit 33 4 CPEAER 21730 TH Y, 75 A
EHBIRE, A AU av e - RS 11 4T (ObEe4) (T
BHEEHRY DT E L, SEDF A7, BBty YT
=0 IV AERAGT VALY, E7 7 EREMHT 2 R ORBENE
BRICAN, KT N — T DOREERETER DV THEFE LS kb k)i
V=703 % L.

Tapping task

ALY A2, EFOYvEY Iy —2ZVATHY, 7% —
(NT-2U, Sanwa supply) LDIEE L =& Z D%, fHE L EEWICT
30 BFIcTE B IRY R IEREIC, TERREIE Sy EY I LTHH)
ZEELE (WD, FRAIDY =7 AB I ZNEFNDOIEEVICHIL
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learning period
motor group |motorS*countingd R
pre test (left) limagery group |imagery5*counting5 | post test (left;
control group |counting10

2. FRTHEE

transfer test
(right test)

A4

%, 30 MDD 7L T AN &2ITW, FEATOSMMADKAEZFHIL 72,

TV T A MR BHBZNZENOEEZ30H 5y L, A7V k30
HERHIZE 10y MTI) FL—=v P 7 2 — X247, Z0O%¥EHIC
NIRS (Near infrared spectroscopy, ETG-7000, Hitachi Medical Co.,
Japan) % EIRFEHAI U 72, JEHBEE L, EE3E A b5y F9DE 10
b, AX=VHIGHEEBA A - ATV FDEFI0R Y b, 3V b
0= HEAT Y FDOAR 102y MToTwb, AV Y FIROBEDH
e, A X=2F 27 hOMMOBEEOIHID 7D, HERE « 4 X — DR
WK ZNZENIRA7FDY vy EY TD 1 EOMBEBA PO I AT %
LTHH6-oT0n3%,

FL—=v 77 2=, RAFTALZDffo7%. —DlkbL—=
YITToEFDI AT, b DIF L=V ST ETFDY A
7 2 GERERIC 2 X ) ICHFTIT OB TANTH S, MARAFTAE
IZDoWTE, FHHICEATE ST, TAFPOEMIZOVLTHiN TV
W, F, TAPHFHearybur - LTRTUTOED, ¥ A7 IFHRIC
> T3 (M 2).

NIRS recording

T B P HAEEY 2 vl ic, AMARTEERTE; (/47 DLPFC) « & 4HlliES)
B (fid PM) - #lEEHIE (SMA-proper; BL N SMA &£ 3 3%) « mififi e
T 5 B (preSMA) « B E B ¥ (/£ 4 SMC) % Hatakenaka et al,
(2007) IZHEHL L > DFHII L 72 (X 3). FHIZIE, NIRS D 4x4 717
(FHHIE 24 F v > % 1) 2 L, Oxy-Hb, Deoxy-Hb, Tota-Hb % Sam-
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3. NIRS &N E

pling rate 10 Hz IZ TEHHl. EHICIZA ) P F I x v v 7% v CEE
10-20 HI2fiE vy (Okamoto et al, 2004), Czz~—2 L L7, hHE, 4%
& A7 DBIREICIE, NIRS DY — 7% 2 i L 7.

3. Analysis

Behavioral data

Za7iy, (v ey 78-(HEZA B0 (ICTHEL (KA ¥ 1),
FEAANDT VLT AL DRA v P2 HHEHE LT, WMAA TR PO~
FORLWE L THRA LT A LORE (Ra7) 2B L. —ODKRX
FFAMDRATER 2 (TAP)X2 GO ISTHRGI L 2ED, 7LV T
A LD 6DEALE RS 7D, BENT Repeated #-test % Pre-Post, Pre-
Post right THE (K4 v FETODZWIND 2iTo7%. F7o, HAER-
Oz R 2 7oi, €7V OMBIREZ F L 7.
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NIRS data

by A7 L OMBIAE & &% Oxy-Hb O A% fRITICHEA L 72
fEFTHIDOMBE L LT, BB 58 221, M bIKEIDE W Ch % £5HE
DREEEREL, &5 A 7Bk 5s OVHEE ILHER & LTGREL 7.
%% Performance ¥ A 7 %5 Counting % 5| \» 72 fH % FH \» T 3 #EH T 2
(FA7)X3 B XE (v ay) OOz iT-> 7.

FEEAV EFIROTRHE AV OB 2 L 2 72 0 OMHBIRE O FE T b 17
7 — & kAT - 72

4, Results

Behavioral results

FL—=v 7724 ZFDO 7L T A b OFERIZ 3B CHBICEN
WZ EDED»D ST, ZHUCED, RAFTAMOEITLTAMIX
2bDLEZLTENTES.
BEWHNTOTLT AN, WARLTA O BEORE, EEFETIL,
FEHRA R TANOARTHEREREAE F@<.001) 2D S5N7—hT, 4
FF A b ANOHELEBRIZRO SN ote, KA X —PRFTI, K
RA T AMIBEWTHERRAL L (<.00005) 237 6 1%k & HIKIZ, AR
AFT AL (BETARN) ZBWTH, 7L A L) HERELEEN LD
FHHENTWS (p<.B). avro—LEIIBWTIE, ERAFFARC
BOTOARARELZEEN L p<b) »RD N (X4-5) 5, RA LT
A METOMDEEWE T £, T A P TOREEA L, EBHE
A X =TS K, Wit a v b e — LR D ARSI REAVDS
B 2 EAVRS N GHESRE, p<.05, 4 X —THE; p<.005).

7, HETOZTVTAMDPLDEZRNT 27012, LT A M2HE
HL LK T A A7 TOBREDER, B (F=6.53, p<0.005), 7 A
I (F=11.65, p<0.005) THEAZFARI MG o0, HBTES2 Y Fr—L
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50
40

30

B execution|
20

tapping score

O imagery

O control

pre (base line) post left post right

B 4. ATERG R

BELD, A XV avy - XD, EiEom ESERICE - L
DRBO 6N, EFTAMIEET AL GFTA L) XV EELRRED M
VRSN HAL—E L TR SNk,

DLED#ER Y D, SEBIEZEE L 22 A0 ISR D AHSE—T5 T,
A R =PRI OEENRD 272 65, KMANOREERNRDEB S 2
VBRI DEN I EDRb2 S, ZOMRLD, A XA-JIZBIT 5N
IR~ FRENRB I, £ A —UBHcB T, M- KHE b
RSO RGEN ESH S5 & L HTHEE E TORH L —ET 5 (Kohl &
Roenker, 1983).

Correlation (Pretest-Posttest)

FEfDEHE & AN DO E M -CHBI L, BN eoNns D
2, ZREHH EEAVIIZNZIMITH 20020 570, %Ki
DZENZNDOPRAHEOMBEIREZEI L 72, 512, 7L7T A+ &M
ZRZZET, 7UTAPTORMBOEE 2, il E2 e ¢ Tw»
RO EMEER L 7.

ZNZNORMMEEIL, R1LIORTEEDTH 2.
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R 1. SHEORGEMOFHBERE

pre vs. post left pre vs. post right post left vs. post right

motor group 0.71 0.51 0.64
imagery group 0.94 0.87 091
control group 0.96 0.84 0.94

LD, 7VTALOBEEE, BfEOM RIE, RAFTAF - GFTA
FEBIZAETHCBWTRVHBZRLTW A 2 Eadot., FFiTA X —
PHEe av bu = VBRI L T A P OBMEDEWIZETAR A T A DK
BEHECR->TED, MAA T A MHOHBEbE., 2o &k, 7L
T A PO IMRAIZE, DF ) LRORMDSH 213, AT AL
WKEBOTURESE L 2o TR b Tk £ 5. £z, WA R
b7 A MREITOMBESE G L, AV P FLOIED I B TFADER
B LICHBE L TW 3 2 EAVRIBE NS,

—C, GEEEFHSIHBIREPRETH D, HF T A M oSBT 2 HBY
FA A =P a Y b — VBRI L TR TH 2 S 17z,

NIRS results

RO BTSSR, /2 SMC - preSMA % & < T X T ol (724 PFC,
SMA, /24 PM, £ith SMC) IcB W TR BRI s sz, 2L T
FRROE S R ETICB LT, EERZa Yy br - AR X D EREIC
EOIEEISE SN, F7, Y, SMA 2R AR TOMERCESH#E
FA A =YX EOIEENR S N, SMA 1B W T, EBRE L A
A= PHOTEINCARICEN R, Ko X =V fiday bu—uiEk
DAEZICEIEEIZ R L7 (£ PFC; p<.001, 45 PFC; p<.05, SMA; p<.
01, /£ PM; p<.001, 45 PM; p <.05, 45 SMC; p<.001, H14: SMC; p <.05)
(X16).

=7 T AH, WFEGIBEENICE O CHEEAHERTH S L L DI,
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HOY =72V AL A=V BOTUTHEELRTNTH S SMA 25, KREH
DB A A — PHICRFRIICIRIE L Tek 2 83995, —/T, SMA
LIIA A =Py — 7 LU AFBIIB LW THEETH B LEILNTWVS
preSMA IZIZBEEIc B W THB LA o N o7 7, EE)HER
ICEPDHL, A XA =YDy Ial—yavDRICbBET 3 LRBINTY
2 WM O EB TP T, SMCIZEB\WTIE, A X — WM EE
BIEHIOZAIZ RS s hr o e, REBRICE T 5 A4 X — PHEH)RED SMA
DR EENE, KRty vy - v AFEE T -
Roland (1993) D F2hHE R EHLLL T 5,

Correlation between NIRS and behavioral date

LI NIRS Z5HII L T2 Did, AV L FLEHRhTcH D, RL
7TRIERNE, AAFOME) (4 X =) AEISBET, FEHEICXZEHED I
FEA WP Z OBROEBEREZ FICHH T 5 b0 Tld kv, 22T, i
CEED holNEE L, ZOBDODT A b DFEDELOHBIREE
B U, Ao i B 2 5 & Bl Y 2 s 2 2 o
FHIMEE & OFEEFR OHE % Bt L 7.

RS, EBIFEIZ/E PFC (r=0.45), preSMA (r=0.69), SMA (r=0.55) O
TEEIDME DT OEGERN EEEG W L P REOMBZ R > T3 2 L2VRE
N7z, preSMA & SMA ZHIBD EBD, =7 2V RAFEEHICBWTE
FAME E SNTED, FEARICTURET 28 cb d 5. KNI
G E OMBIE SMA IE RS 0T, [l () @ SMC & Dt
BIRIR SR & 47z (r=—0.68) (3£ 2).

—Ji, A X =PRECHBEOE D - 7, TRTEHEBTH D, [F
L DOHIBYIE preSMA, 45 PM, SMC &I o4, A X =2 ucifBio e
Pofc SMA IR R IO MBI R s N o7z, EHlEEER £
7o, EEIREOUSHE 7 A P FERIC, B & DHBITIX SMC DB (r=

(219)
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#2. BHOMAZ L7 2 b & ZHEE O

Motor IPFC rPFC preSMA SMA IPM rPM ISMC rSMC SMC
left 0.45 0.30 0.69 0.55 0.28 0.16 0.13 0.25 —0.14
right 0.21 0.43 0.30 0.29 0.29 0.15 —068 —0.31 0.32
Imagery IPFC rPFC preSMA SMA IPM rPM  ISMC rSMC SMC
left 0.17 —057 —040 -—037 —044 —089 —088 —0.95 —0.74
right —0.07 —0.29 0.06 024 —060 —0.22 —082 —0.15 0.35
Control IPFC rPFC preSMA SMA IPM rPM ISMC rSMC SMC
left 0.20 0.29 0.57 0.17 0.00 0.19 —081 —0.18 0.54
right —0.18 0.20 0.78 0.20 024 —050 —0.66 —031 —0.59

—0.82) MG 5Tz,

2RO A G SNz a v b a— LEHC BT, SEBIRERRRIC
preSMA 1 C[RBESE)EE & P REOMHBEZ R S 1172132y, /£ SMC I8
VT, A X = DREFRRFEHISEE LA LISEHBIR R SN, 2
vihu— VB, HLEFTHLEEHTR AT oA EToTED, 2
vihu -kl L CUIBEBIIROEEA RO Sk b o 7hy, B
BIRDORD 51374 X — PR EFRRIC, TR & 2 SMC DIGEIDE T
HEE OfEHE EHHBE L Tz,

5. Discussion

THERHE « A A =P av bu— U2 T, EHOYLEMEL LU
THE) A E O MR ORI & R IR TR ORER, FEEHHCE T 2 E
FOAEENE, 4 2 =P BHCE T 2 M« KEINOEOEE « BRI
DS T, ARFERCER L 72BN IE 30 # 5 8], & 2 452 L IERIC
FLOHIBIARTH 523, 9 L 72RO 2E T b I IR O EGER 23
Ao L, FMREHIRIOES) 1 X — 212 X - T b FEfloESh Y I

%
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MATRMANDE ST ONS 2 LAEED SN,

Transfer (Behaviore)

THEEIEO I OB RN L, FEEEE)IC X D R C b B D221k
DB D T EDHIS T 523 (Classen et al, 1998), &0 7 VD JEE) A
A =Y ORI T OFIBRIRIL, B4 X — 212 K > T R C By
WICELZR I T ENTES LT HEME L H 3T % (Hayashi et
al.,, 2002).

AEBROFER TR, HEEFEORBENRIRD 5, ) X 2% %
R LU AT DR L —3 T 5 L 2 A TldAdh o7 (e.g. Schulze et al,
2002). L2L, A4 A —=YRHCE T 2EBRDBFEMOEEHE & 1A Lo
LARVDSAETH D, 514 X = P HEDRMOEE A OB E A
ERETH - ARFEERDOFERIL, ofriffst & —3F % (Kohl & Roenker,
1982). SHOERET A McB W TE, FMloEE & HERICRS X9
BIT—V =V IVAEHRL 2T -Y -7 T ATOHEHRETII,
HELEAVSTFNDY =7 2 AN 6, R (EF) ZiIFThl, &
FHZBWTH TRTEA S, BBEHICE, 132010, vl 2054
PV ENEBRPRAET 24 Y PP VIERSEL WRETH D, AU Y
FNEBHE L 7 —IEHEZ K L 7292, 7 -3 7523,
BHEEAVIEL % 285 & D (Grafton et al, 2002; van Mier &
Petersen, 2006), KFERIZ BT 2 3#HBIHEDIRTE A\ O S (X ER A AL
PEVWEINDEI T -V TV ADFRHIC KB H s LEZ NS, —
HT, A A =—VHOBBOBESIE, 4 X —IBICE ) 2R — LR
CEDEN TV LINIRBEMEOHSIZARL TS ERKRIN
(Wohldmann et al.,, 2007; Wohldmann et al., 2008), JEB#E & Huilig L 72
Bity, LD effector-independent T®H 2 AJRENEZ RIE L CT\> 3,
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NIRS

[N L 72 NIRS OFEH 2513, SMA ASEBIEE « 4 X —PHEE b
R OIRIGD o 728, (TEE & OB TIESFEIC O AR S
N, AX=VHTIIMHEBES Hond, ML IS S
Nidpotz. SMA REMHEED S B Z 415 Oxy-Hb O&{kiZ, W2Es &
HIIEBIDOZML 2R T H DD, BOEHE L OMHEZFAREIE LR T
TlE& L, £7%, SMA WAL D ICHEBEOTHRETF LIZHoRWWI &8
NI,

A% & OBSHIZ M SMC OB TR S e s, EEGHE) % L
TRWIGGOREIEEO P E SHEBIL 72, FIfl SMC D iEB D #IfHl 53
itz L CuZabLBaof B3l e, 48 L waLIRgsh FIc M 2
MLTWwWREEZGNS, ZDZ EIF, ¥E o EM SMC IR D IGE D
WflDs, oD EBICEEEL 52 TOLAHEEEZ IR L TW» 5,

PEXD, 4 X = ToMlBIEHICE O TRD EWIGE 258 L 725k
L, ZOMEIA X — DI & LS 2 R R I H L A BRI B
BECIldf e > Tnwb 2 2R 5. 2L T, FHOTPE & 25,
EEHEICE D ZOFPHEAOPRLSTHE I LEZREL TV,

Supplementary motor area

SMA IE, I & b ARMEEI>, T4 Y 7Yy FIERE, EB)OR
IR 2 EORESBIN S Z LB TE D, 2oL LT
&, BfEO AZMERIMER, KRIMBCE 2 /9 2 S ofili, )RR
RO, AT, BHET, M X 2B E O &
J%, BBEEDONEFFHIfE 2 S RIB I T 5.

SMA DHIALE T 5 preSMA 12 E VT b B 2 LI HEfRIRRE
THEWTH 228, HlEhEIR OTRE) AL L D D74, Biffoy)
DR, Bt fEEORLR, BFOMFRRBUCRLL T 5., ARIHICE
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WU, FEBGESD, JESIA X -2 & b, PHRSGMTH 2700, HEKRT
PETE Aol &, 7EE0 BRIERETORSRINEE, HiBfED
WG, IS D MRS p b o Tk I LR ENEZ 5N, SMA
DRIERHEZ WGP b GbE Tkl L £ 6N 5,

Lo L, B oMBIBIRIEMSEAFM TR EZ2bDTHD, TDl L
1%, MEMD Ry 7 =7 OHEX R EL->TOEHREIEZ 6
%. Slodokin et al. (2004) ® fMRI SZErIZ & % &, i< [HfHE D i%
oo Th, WS OBRNBERIEL > TR HEIRINT WS, KT
SMA ZAJ] « 11 BITIR I DD 2 S CHRE->TED, [ X —
PIRFIZIE SMA ~NOFHATED> & D AT FERESEE) L D b58 <, £/, SMA
PO MLICHDP IBREBETT 4 7122 T0E I ENRINTWVS
(Solodkin et al., 2004).

SMA ~ND A % 479 VHTEFER &, DR EEZ D & \{IKZ LT
74— Py 7 QERGEEIERZGCE D, SMA FEBENEENICZ )
L7774 = 82Ny Z7ERZZITED, BlEz72TTMLICHILTw?
DR AT EFOH A DIRIEIL, A A — PIRREDBIE OB R O 1
W, 2FhEVTOARLEW)EREZ SMA 238 ZITHD, M1 ICHL
TOHNZIHIL T2 2 EREZ 5N 5. SMA IFFHC AR IRl
LTEY, 29 LABEEDT -8 297580 L D bl ZITH->Tw
TEEZonS,

ARFBFITE T SMA DIRIEDIR CRESRETH > 72Icdb b b6
T, FEEAVCOMB LIEBI OB, BERIC X D AEBEL Tw o,
FRLD & 912 SMA OB TERZ > Tz 2 EDHERITH S & D
FEIND, IO, EBROHEBE A X -T2, FEESASEL LT
BTG L CHOMPICRT L TR 2@ E 2 L T0E I LERRBL TV 5,

F7o, WL S SMA OIEFIIEE T & Lo hhroths, 20T L
13 FEBEET) O B O MBI % T L 72 Perez et al. (2007) DEBRIZE >
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T, SMA DMEDOWEBEFEOTFHINT-L DL 5, HEHICE W TEET
HLHLETHHEED HTEHEIATH .

Sensory motor cortex

JEGERE « EBE 1, REDESIC X 0 FEBICRIE T 5 2 E %2
ED6, MU CUREHEBEE L L OIS WHRTH 2. ZDTDHE
BiCld, NIRSICEU 25HMzEIC K D, GBI BRER E L C—F5 L
TEZT05, HEREO S v © v 702 & ) Kl SMC O AREGFI RIS
LT3 ZEH5, MPVFOEE2 SMCHTE S Z 6N Twizl
EZRL TS,

AT BV TEA SMC TIRER LTRSS S > 7203, JEH)
ZLTOWAEMITTH- 72 EDIFD, FHTHEIDE W L6, HAZE
IR E CRAEDIAH D B D2 & L TRIB T E %2 K o T 1RBED S
2605, 2Ok SMC OB, FEERCHEID L T nikEETo¥E
LRI L TR S L.

Z D72 0D NIRS FEERIZE W TULFETBORRIE (Z B H T E T s,
FEREE 2 o 72 IMRI FEBRTUE, $URDIEIMAlER T (Vi) 23 Dl
FHlE DHBEZREL T35 Z EWRINTED (Perez et al, 2007), VLp
I & OEFERIEGE L U LA D VU o R HE % BT IS5 L <
VBRI EPHIENTVE, 4 X=TF, b L IGEEF OO FICEIL
TiE, SMCIEHIWVWTOWARWLWFRDRIZZITH>Tws L tks, 4
A =PHOFEMOEE, B X OHEFEOEBI, BIHEQRREB) OFEHRZ G
HALZEWIEE, XEHORED EB->TEELEZDLIENTE S,

Bilateral transfer
HEhDENCL, HENER{T o7 4 — BNy 7 5 sl B sEEr e R H
LZIMNBEEICR L, Lo, 74 —FRXv 7 2B onmn A XA=YILE
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WO BB ATE L, FAEEHLAETLH L. DM X =YD
FECHEZZOD, BIEBFEOIRIETH D, Z ORI — VIERT
HoEEZLNTOE, ZORVOERICE T, MRV — VR
bEETH L LEZSN TS SMA DIRIGL 7223, Z DHRIGEEA L2
BEAVIEEZ2LDTHo7. I HICHBNET) « £ X -2 L HIZ SMA
FBOIER LB L Zed o 72535, SMA IZBIRIEARGE (V0a) & & 1208
B2 L Cu3RTIIRIET 2 2 LRI NTED (Perez et al, 2007), I
WU 7 V0ip &R ® 22 Z L bHoN TS

VLa IZIREBRD 5 D %22\ C6 W « 51 « THICHRH L T30
WXL, VLp l3/NiZEU T4 « 55 « 7HICHE 2K ->TED, K
BEEPFITHRO L7 —BIEICBEL Tw 30, DMK I74 71T D

7 —BIEICBEL Tw 2 2 EDAISNTWS, SMA 23ERPIZEET
H D (Perez et al, 2007), KFEERIZE T SMA 254 X — P E PR &
MBI L 2o 72— & LT, SMA IC#5 % L T 3 REEfTh
7 =LthoboTED, FEOFITICE VL TZDIEHNEETH L I L
FRTH-7-EHEZ 6N,

Clinical applicability

BN X =2 WE 7R OF R 7 A — MHighivAIs e LS
5 2 EDEHE LD, JEEYNE Y T =2 a Y AORINZIE D ITEH S 1
TEH, BETEINASRZE2DIEH L VDD, ZIRAZYANEY b
L -V B R ) Z 2 EEES R Z T E T 5 (e.g. Fansler et
al., 1985; Lacourse et al.,, 2004; Cicinelli et al, 2006). L 2L, #H&)1
A=VIFEBIC L O EEEZZIT S 2 EDERHCREINTED, Ve
%—VHV%?%M%E?%%E@$%®%¥ﬁﬁ Z b Z HmE) A X —

SN2 RS 2 DS ST B (De Vries et al, in prep). FEdid

PATH (Jackson et al,, 2001), Hi#H (Lotze & Halsband, 2006), B BE
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Az (Li, 2000) % &, SHEIBEHOBRE 2 42 U 2 BIEFHEE IS Ic b 72 b,
¥/, HHEjA X — DSOS L T TIRE - Il I N5 2 L bR
HINTWBZ EH 5 (Vargas et al, 2004; Mercier et al.,, 2007), FLRD
FEAIIA A =T LHDZLEAE Tl L T 2 B EFITEE A X -2 0
IUNEYT—vavyDNEETH B 2 ENPFETE S,

ARFEERTR LA A =22 X 2 MRS O RglkE, 9 L 7-8H) 1
A = PEAEDNEI T A REH T 2 —DODT LR IE LR T 2 L3 TES
DT RO EEZEZ LGNS, WHRGIC X 2 A X — PFEEFIIFREBHICSH 2 72
O, EHZ A X =T 2HTZDOMRDWEIHIRETE 2D TIE RV
ERBEINS,

E 70, BRICIEMmAITEIC )R S TR 2 I REH T OB b RIS T
B, UNEYORRMEZENS EEZ60S, LaL, BEEICIEERD
& B DI Lo RESP A, flE TN & FoMER V£ ZimEhTh
D, A X =PIl TOEWBOBINTDE 4 L1, SHRIREIL Tw b
W s tEZO6NE, UL, Pl EOAREBRTIHE LR L A S
WHEICL DN EFLSMEFADRRICHL, FFHROMP VS v E
VIZEVIHIRIRIBL TUIA A —P DB RBETELHDEFZ 5.

6. Conclusion

AREBIZED, BRENTHZ LEZSNT L LHEHA X - ORI
WT, SEESHEE) &35 2B AREMEDS D 5 Z L #RRT B C EDITE
tEZons, Ahitd, HOHRTOIENEFELSHEFEAD, il
WRERERNCOWTIE, 4 XA =YD 3 T — BRI FEEEE & D &<
LML TN, Fi, FEEOEHE) LETIA A — Pk &b IR O
GRS N & A TH 7D, FEDEAVITHNY 2 G & OMHBENX
PR TRELIENH DLV RBL TS,

WA X =2, FRMENEEZICBIL T, 4 X =Y oft)y, BEos
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FPEIC X D AEEAGHPBEOEAVRERL S Z LB NTED, &
T, BWEOMEFPIEEOME, RGOMELR L, fMR2/AAT 2N
LIS, CDLVDFRO—BHEZTIRNZ 7 dIIE, 5% 2 BEEDS
WL IND.
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INIERE = S B R E R R S IS E R S R CTIEL IS H 72 D AR & b B
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