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1. 2014FETZ2IICT

201447V IVCHREBEINY Y I —DRUTH S
FIFAT—=VFAy 7OFEELLEZ—TAy F¥ ¥ v
TEPRY)ORy bA—=VIZHG 2 BAZBENRF Y 7 F
TR0 BHRE29®OY T - BV MK 23
R CHBBEHERICH Y, FRBHICHEI WL 2D,
R=NVZELZLIBA AP, BITELZELTE R
272 FABRWENF Y 7 FT7THLIENTELDE,
HLTWAY FEyy 7euRy b A—=VICHEND
L. FiIAy FEry v 7I3MELHEETH Y, Mkx
VT7NVEALATEZY—LT e FHOML—=0 7
ERRATICE D, DS [BA D ] LEZ DRORH 5 —
WG, TWIZDT, YT IVE A DO EDIY
—VIZEAHE LRI Ry PA=Ya8» LT, K-
ZED ZENTEIZLEVIDIFTHS. ZOLHIT, W
TEEFAL, sHBESRLZBE T8z 7L A Vv
A v %—7 x4 A (Brain-machine interface : BMI)
HorwiE7TlAvarva—s Ly —7z42A
(Brain-computer interface ; BCI) &9 (MF1x13iT
FUEWKRTHY, KETIZLUT BMI &%), BMI i,
NLPNEE L R (Neuroprosthetics) @ —Ff
THY, PMEERICEEZEEOALICESTORER
HLELT, EELHCEELTETCNS, Y=L F
By TTOEY MRICKD Xy 74 71 [/NS Br—4]
ol [NSHR—HY | 7257228 FREBEFICE -
T TRELGRE] 2ok E257259.

2. BMI &(3?

BMI & (i % i > CTHMER R R % fil 85 2 Bl ©
HbH. L7zhoT, WMARENEHRPESFEHREZ ED XD
2= FLTW L DHBAFLEE 5. 1950 4D
Hubel & Wiesel D#IEE#FZEY, 1980 £ Georgop-
oulos & DEBYHFHFZE? 70 &I 7 B FERERY 2 ek A B
FFEO M OBEFA BMI ORI ICEHBR L 72, BT

WA LI2TIINT =V Ay TTOTRI 27 Mok
V272 Nicolelis & BMI ORFZERASE 2 35| LT & 7o ik
WHPpBFDO—NTHSH. WOREM AT, VoK
B2 RGEE) I O MREAIIIGE) 2 &, YV L T 58
FHoFHmEzIO ML, BMITORY N7 —A%28H»T
LKLV BDOTH B, BMIOL=—2
HEZAHIE, ~HWMOHBLNEREIT Y VT %
DT, 4 ¥ —Fy MEIRIZOET, wmEbIZH S0
Ry T —ATTOBECTELZLICLLHTHSL. &
B%, Nicolelis D7V —Fd 7 2 —27 REFZETERLTWS
v ORTEE E - T, 1000km DL Rz~ F =2
—ty Y TRRFICHRE LRy M7 — 2 DBRIEICK
DHLTw2Y. Fus [&L7z] Y2 1000 km DL B
NieZrildbsbuRy N T—2%2@hLzbw) SF
D X ) R EEORIY CTHEEIZ % - 72, Nicolelis ®—f%[i)
R TIE, BIREOmRNE TR ICHI L T MEDT,
BN HIZRIFETEIC Lo TV E W
(https://www.ted.com/talks/miguel_nicolelis_brain_
to_brain_communication_has_arrived_how_we_did_
it?language=ja).

av¥a—y WMo EMEL T, EE BMI O
ZERFEAYME LT 5. BMIIZBEH L -5 sCRud 2
204EMNICEMIZHIMLTEB Y, v AL ANED &
AATOND LI IZH o TETW S, MIINIE, WiZH
P2 LAE (Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis : ALS)
2 & B UiAodEERE (Locked-in Syndrome ; LIS) %
92 BEFEOMMEEZ A7 CTERAA LN, 200
BEMEAVRE NI Z Dtk HATS AN HE A 2875 B
L, Bz, FEBEIEGC X 2 DU R o0 K Bz B
I ICBB A DAL, BEDN [FLE»ZH ] LEZ
oL XL, ZoERED LICORy FT AR EESE
7z9B%, Nature iS5 IR S NWHH A2 H0725%. &
d, ALSICK M UADERENEZET 5 BB OME
WZERIE L 72 DAL BMO NG5 H =¥ —HHIZE
B TR HGEEIR T L) S ATEE T RRIC L 22 F e A8
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New England Journal of Medicine 2Bk & hTw
59,

3. BMIQOAEZTO+ X

FNTIiX, BMIEMIZOWT, ZhFTEA DI T-
TE& BB OB OV T ORI LoD, AR
I L TWw& 72w, BMIOERIZH 2o T, HIED)
ZIEH) L, 2y €a— 0Bk ) usmz [455
1t - 551 L, ZMREEERICEEL [947] $5L w9
Tt ANHsH. DT, 2o [FH), 51k - 55
bl T%47] £v) 3207 XDV THND (K
D).

FFROO [FH] Tav 27278, SRHRLE % 19
BEEA L b WIRR BRI SN D, RER BMI
TP O B MEE) (single—unit or multi-unit
activity), JAPFHGEIEA (local field potential ; LFP),
KB #BAL (electrocorticogram : ECoG), {2 sl
BMI T3k (electroencephalogram : EEG) /X
(magnetoencephalogram ; MEG), #&BeM3TREET
#l (functional near infrared spectroscopy : fNIRS), #%
e 14 % & 34 I T {4 (functional magnetic resonance
imaging : fMRI) 2MEbITw5b. s 0FHIZEICIE
ENENET, HARdsHH, KRE,LIIW-T, fHoh
BNGTEROAEEE & ik - REM L OBIC ML — 47
BdHbH. FART oW EOETFIVEY % 73R
ATZETIE & DM E O IHE R 2 fLek T & 2 RET
BMI #EHf & VR 5.

b NTUE,  FREI I R BT & B IRR R
BMI, O THHFICEEGHILL A SN TWw 5.
EEG Z B I U 72 B A & 51 & 1 2 8 76 A
WEITH D, BHOTHICDH S LHOMBEMIEE O
MEMLCBY, HES, EEEZALTOFHITSH S
7o, WIEHE UCTOREE, ZMBMEEIZRRH SN,

IVMHAICRSRTE, RMMEEIENR TN, B b
THibN B ECoG, MEG % fMRI 2T, 35521
fEEICHIITCE A LW FIENH B, 2D EEG OEM
R, FHARICTERZ S R R — A N SEEN &
BODLDITHWONTE A, Frid, FHRICHES
BARYETHEBES 2, BHFIL&WE RS L $ % EEG
R OV R A PSS LB kiC D R0,

WIZ /5L - H51k] a2 Thsb. Haoik (=
—F 4 V) HEL (Fa—F1 v r) i, s h
7eWE S O ERO S B Ml EKEH LT A7t
ADT LRV EFIZIE, TS 20TE G LT
WAHREORRIEEY S5 — v 2B LT, FRICIE U ThbER
BT UL W 2l n s, 72750, EBROME
BB ) DED ) A AHFRALTWDLZD, T
Ca— 93 4 X&RR LoD HEORIEE ¥ — %
FRTLUENRD Y, Z OBRNIIEMSE 2 N A6k
(Artificial Intelligence : AI) OIS SN TV 5.
FH ML=V OB EL, SRS O BIE OB
X, BT AWM AR Y, WAWALERTEHT .

WD [F47] 7at2Thb. BMI THRELLW
SRR ORI X 5T, LD X)) ey it E T
NREPIRFE B, Bz, FHEBEHEGE IS X 2 BRSO B
Zawgl LR8N BMI O T, BELTLE
ST TRBOMEEE NS L0, avEa—yDh—
VvReaRy T —AhEDbNET. X512, Ak
MOWNERBTE 74— KNy 7 &8, sk L
OB THEEH I LI L RALNLTWAS.

4. B %z {E-> 7= BMI

ARIELIE T P AR E L2 BMIICDOWTER LT
WL I TR E Ao 72 BMI 04GR 7 ik 1% HR)
A& LT, EREEE) XL (sensorimotor rhythm ;
SMR), F4BMEEL P300, EHINEHREFREA
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(steady state visually evoked potential ; SSVEP) 12D
WTHINT .

a. BREEHU XL (SMR)

¥4, SMR 272 BMIIZDoWTikR5%. b MoK
T R AR BN P IC BT, RIS I3 D 8 — 13 Hz K
AR 2, EBE LTS R FoEE) 248G LT
W5 REIZZ DB G255 5 2 EMs R TW
AW Z O BEREE S % SMR & B\ i p i & A,
Wolpaw & McFarland &, KWz EEB TSI T 5
WAL O DR WEE S % M- T, MEREEREICB W
T, SMRIZXBI ¥ a—%H—V D2 RKITHIEIZ
BIHLTWB2,

b. EREHEEL P300

KAZFL RN P300 2 Hv72 BMI # #8445,
FRBEEN & LR R R, o B SIS
Peo THEUBLEMELTH S, ZOHTP300 & IFHH
#1300 I VB THNLWMEOREERSTH Y, [ LK
HHEZ EWNICER LS, ZhEI1d30E ) BT
(B 2\ XTEEAREOY A3 B2 2 ) #{HEE TR
RY B4 FAR—VEREIZ BT, O EE R L C
FZIZALNLZEPMONTEY, BIRWEEL L ICH
HELTWaEEZLRTWEY,

F4 b ZDP300EFML, BlE SRV RICHE L7,
B REBL 27 4 3 >R300 5 7 B BRI E 1
WSETHRIR L MG, B RICES L MR S
fErastillL, ThazMir3$52& T, FRLAETA 2
VRLFDHIBLENEFHRLTWL2O2%2HGL, 20
FEINTza<y FERIMRTREFOREITEDS T A
FLARBRE L. 29THZET, PREEZEH, ST
DODEFZT TR ZIRIET 2 2 ML 25 1Y,

F 72, P300 # v 72 BMI Tid, Zh T CTHIEHH
DOEZELESETIIRT A L% o278, KA
X, ¥REFOBRBADTADADTEEKH LT LY RE
EOWEEBEICY, R FOMBELEFMN LR
FIBEFRA L, BEBED X OBHEEZAE IS LSS
BT LTI L2,

c. ERREBEEFERENL (SSVEP)

SSVEP &1, —&E DB ETHIRT 2 BLEAIH % A
TV B IREZ, TREEEO KIS E I B 5 BRI E)
T, BRI E W R L 2 O/ men s
J—z ol e LCERIS NS, FERiobL—=r 7
W THEELTSSVEP »8hs 2 &, Mild 58
HHRIBICEZ 2T 5 & SSVEP » iR 5 2 &40 5,

EEG # 272 BMI TX < flibN T 5.
C®»SSVEPIZX 2 BMIIZIX, 2hFCTEICI0HZ
DRSO NTED, HHFICEHZKL
B Dotz Tk AF, ML HFEOTR
K54+ —F (LED) ZHWTHERMEZHRLZE 2
5, b HDOEERMETE AR EATIE (61,63,65Hz)
DORIBIRRGEITBVTDH, BWREE (F1588.0%) T
SSVEP #4562 &KLz, $742, Z0LH %
60Hz ARl FHST 52 LT, FHPIZELLHD
WEFHBIREND Z & bR I N,

5. BMIIC&KBOa3I 224/ —> 3 #BEEORE

BMI 223 2=4— 3 3 YRR BB Bk D A0k 1S
AALNTE SHITHEEEETIE, HEREICD
BMIZSHWHRRTWS, ZTZTlE, s BMI DOl
RIGHIZDWT, HERBID & OMRL L 72w,

BMIICkAaIa=Fr—2a VERROMREBTIE, &
EH M RBEALAE (ALS) BEHDSZ DR ORI A & 5
FroTE& ALSE, MBI MLES = 2 —
O U BHEATEICEN T A B = -0 VR TH D, €
XK, BREBEIIIEEELEZON TV, BREB XU
MEERE D B ENDL T EN Do TEY. kD
19512200, FITEEMME L 25708, FERKED) &
B HAMRFF SN, &5 OfDSSEERM LBk R7- T
Wa BEE [ UADIERER (LIS)] 583528 2
NAZHITH#ITL, REGEE S =EL, Bl
REDBEEZ [ UADEREEE (Complete locked
in syndrome ; CLIS & L < i Totally locked in state ;
TLS) ] L4 $ 2199 CLISEETIR, 74 +Fvh
—REOPWRRBII == a VRREPFIHTE R
WS, REER - JHRERI BMI 2 WA Z & T, b
DREET, ke BETAN, H—V VBEEEZITV,
BEICEEZERL, BOORERLRVWERIATE .

a. BEEEEU XL (SMR) 2BV /- BMI

SMR % v 7z BMI I IEE I L T b L w2 5.
2004 4E O i TIE, LIS 723 BEHE 0 B #F T,
SMRZMHALTH—V VOB X2®BIELENY, av
Va—8— DA =2 —00LFERHGELEBIRT L2 L
MATE72. LH L, SMR-BMI T® CLIS BEIZHBT
2 B O 2,

b. EREEEL P300 %AV /= BMI

ALSIZBIF 5 LISBEEHEORLHIL, HEL TR
BORE MR SN TH Y, BMI Z2H#MET 2 DICLE %
JIGEI R 2 8§52 TE L. ZLTHEHICE
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2 BMIBEORMMHKRZ CLIS ~ & 847 L 72 ALS BH OBRIEREEE DR (CCHk 26 & ) %)

D, BEMEO P300 &) HEREENE [fE5] 2 &
NTED, HAHEMHETIE LISERFICB VT,
P300 (2 &% BMI % 25 4EDL B L, ¥EHFEEZADT
2 EPHEIN TS, REMFHRE T, BEE
CLIS TlZ7% L, W O DIRERES MR- T 72D,

HERFIZ BV CIE, IRMICHEST L7z ALS BE Tl
HH O P300-BMI TIIEMEDHE L WA H Y, 20
—HELTEESF VORI EREZONT20, 2
BRT1 X7 ANT2H QB 2% L7
ZHIZE Y, HEMICHEST L7z ALSEE TS, P300-
BMICEENT L 2 2 S L SRS, L L2
D—FT, CLIS & %% % THaAT L2 BFITHB VT,
P300 1 & % BMI &S O#H & v 2.

o X H1Z, EEG #H\v272 BMI %% CLIS B#H~ 0
FNCHERE L T2 20T, BERERERIMRG A A =Y
> 7 (INIRS) ZHw 72 BMIIZ X b CLIS B# 2B T
BMIW XA32Ia2r—Ya ry2uficLzE0HE
M Eh®,

Z®NIRS 12X % BMI Tld, FEPARELR TR
B EEALT A TSV S Nz, BE IR EM (&
HBLOEMENHLPIZEZZ A>TV 5EHOTH 2
WEEBEME TN L) 217w, BEIEERIT
LTYesd LI No &EZ2DE)I65x7:. BEMD
PRSI ORI L BRI ZWE L, Yes b
E NoRn = L7z, F-85812F [50EMong
id Yes (b LLIENo) &4 IN] L7414 —=Fny o
Eifolz, FOME, 14ty va v EEE L TRH 72
~100% DIEER DB SN2, ATETIE, BFIX1E
DLE Yes/No DISE#EA B Z LR TE2P.

c. SSVEP %R\ /- BMI

CHLEBNT, FAFSSVEPEH WL I ET
CLIS BFZ B ¥ BMIICIZ LOTHIILZ:. 34
DHEFTPE ALS B# 12, SSVEP % 272 BMI % 17 -
72%. 34055 1413 SSVEP-BMI 03l % Bis L 7=
F2n ABIC, CLISNEMIT L. LA LAAS, £
DH2EL EIZH 25T, ACLIS B I1X67~80% L
FOREWIEAH T SSVEP-BMI 23T 5 2 L AT X
72 (X2). SSVEP IZRiak L7z 912, M&#Kk$ % LED
FFNIEEZ L8 &, PR sk R T I IS O
JE Pk 1A U PR & ORI T E U B AR
Thsb. BEIZE [LED ICEE2TLITL/BTRV] %
BRLT, HEEOT72HEITSSVEP 2 TE 5%,
EEEZTLURWEEICSSVEP 2 L v, 1IE%
REMAEL, BECIHEREZ 74 —FNNy Lk 3%
FTRTOBETIESERITLy Yargedicwme,
SSVEP-BMI kDB A AT, L Lah s, W
Dy Ta ryTHIELERIZET~T5% L &0 o 7.
SSVEP-BMI 13k il i O 22 E AIARTET, FIEDH S 7
BMI Y AF A ThHDHENVZD.

AR CLIS BF iz #LLTBY, LED
FRZ T A 2 EIEWEEE £ 2 S5hz2%, REIZAL
TH) VEP btk THETH - 72%. ZHIZ CLIS BE
BIFAaI 2= — 3 VLR BMI 2HEd 5 LT
BETHL. TabbREGEEERELLL, @EOB
FARERGE (BRI L) 2 Koo RETH- T,
e & R RE (R ERGE) 2REE S v i, P300
Wk TIEFEBTEX h o7z BMIEBIEXSTHEIC R A & W
AT ETHAH. CLISHEN2ED EE W) EIIIZh7:
5T, BOIEARTEHRENTE LW ARIE, 5%
SSVEP-BMI %3 CLIS DI I 2 =4 — ¥ 3 AU
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Study Year

SMD (95% Cl) Weight (%)

Control: Robot

Ang 2014
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p=.) —

Control: Standard Arm Therapy

Ang 2015 —
Kim 2016

0.63 (-0.50, 1.76) 100.00
0.63 (-0.50, 1.76) 100.00

-0.26 (-1.05, 0.54) 50.40
— B 1.86(0.98,2.74) 49.69

Subtotal (I-squared = 91.9%, p=0.000) =———_

e ().79 (-1.28, 2.87) 100.00

Control: Sham

Frolov 2016 —_—
Leeb 2016

Mihara 2013

Ramos-M. 2013

Subtotal (I-squared = 21.9%, p=0.279)

Control: NMES

0.27 (-0.41, 0.95) 33.44

= 1.38(0.33, 2.44) 16.69

—_— 1.07 (0.12, 2.02) 19.86
_— 0.88 (0.15, 1.61) 30.01
= 0.80 (0.33, 1.27) 100.00

Li 2013
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p=.) —

Control: Motor Imagery
Pichirorri 2015
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p=.)

0.66 (-0.43, 1.75) 100.00
0.66 (-0.43, 1.75) 100.00

0.86 (0.08, 1.64) 100.00
0.86 (0.08, 1.64) 100.00

-2.87 0

Favours control

|
2.87

Favours experimental

R3 R RSN T 8B NE Y T — 5 2 BMI O X & fEFTRER (k31 X 51H)

Wi LTEDbOTHMNTHL 2 LZRT.
6. BMI IC& 2ZEpRAEDOARE

ZZTid BMIIZ X 2 #E#ERROAZFIZOVT, H
BBl b oS Lzw, wisko@ by, FHEEEHEEIC L 51
TR BB 0> K B2 R B B9 |2 FEAR & BLaD A A, FEE DS
[Tz ) | EEZ2LLEIL, ZofHRed i
Ry 87— 2w BES$7-96kE, Nature 3555 2IBHK
ENEHSNA0Y,

2O LMD AATIRERBMIICE-Td RSN
TBY, BHICHALAZFIFA 7=V Ay TOEL
B — B LB RERGE I X 2 0P RRL R E D Nk S 5
ZRH L7z, &xd, MEESTHREWETHH, >
VESERERROBIEDOHIB) Z e 35 EIT ¥ A b A —
v (BMI/BCI based Occupational Therapy Assist
Suit s BOTAS) #B% L7z, TOLEKET7T YA M=
&, Rlid 7z 616 U5 1M+ 16 + FBI5 1 46 + F
& 3 M) ORI REZR HHEZ R D, FLEEH) B L O3
FREEI OB 2 TR L 5. BREICH W5 BMI Fik &
L Tix, SMR, P300, SSVEP # i fgs L7-.

SSVEP # iV 7 Y A7 ATIX, 7Y A MRA—=iLfE

BICRRE SN2 LED 7Y v 7 —I12 X AHEHI 2 R
X, TR XY FHR SN DM X R R F)
B 2 TbE7. LED 7Y v 1 — &V ERTIE,
B Y 4 3 v 7 CETERUG T §E 2 I [ A8 & 52 381
L, #HHB L OHMIEG BRE I L CHBE - J0HRET)
DT VA NRITo7227,

JER A BMI 2 X 0 EHI S 2 iS5 13— M IAE
57 A AWK AFE OB ERZE i 2 DR S
PHDIENLZV. ZDOK AL, BEHO A TERME
THT VAN A=Y T TR, WIEH & H B
DR TERIET 2N A 71 » FR BMIY 0 BgsEd
HDOT V5B,

7. BMI IC & 2 EBREEDEE(EE

S HIEB R TIE, BEREICD BMIAHWL
TWwWb., ZZTIRRC, MR EETY) N T— 3
¥ BMIIZDWTHRR 5,

A S RETR, % < OBET, FFESL LIS Lwvo
TEBY RO, JGERE, SORINARRERR e & OB ERE DR
F3 5, WMEHEZEOR 8% ICBWT, EEIHERERE
X0, AiGoE (Quality of Life : QOL) & H A
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e (Activities of daily living : ADL) 2% 9 % & W
IMEDLDH BT, T, BN EEGEBIEE AR E 2
R LTI BE OR 80% 11X, ZDIEREDsE A MED
Wk Td 5%, A% X 0 AT 8k 237558 < Uk
MR Y VU= EHR SINS. FIE, RERRE
P, ek EE A & AR O A I X

D, AEEEERD S o BRREERIIH o A AR S hhTw
%, CORMEERA S OB EIHITEA I X b, B
BRI BT % B TEARCR O TR R AT E S, BBk
2B A EEREREOMELY X ) RT3

WA BT BB N Y F—3 3 ¥ BMIIE, =
D XD BRPIEER v N T — 7 OFRER AL S, Bk
M A RET 2 B THESED LN TV,

RO E SR A8 ) ) 57— 3 ¥ BMI I
DWTIE, ZITHBETEHOMENRDH L. X T D
b, BMIWC XY NEY) 7= 3 Vi, s
SHEHELT X0FELVHEEIBTYS (™
W, FThbb, EROMEMBFED La Ry b
HZEICHELT, BMIZHWAEEY ") 57— 3
E X YRR EEARRERIEE 25T

b MG EE) NEY T =23 Y BMI VAT A
IR W JRR M BMI TH 5. BHEICKETZ
A4 X —T GEBAE, Motor imagery) % &+,
SMR % &% =4y Me BN ELE &2, HE
TA—=FNy 2 FRRBEEBLIOFEAIT AL A
(B A RE) Z2HAADbELZ 74— FNy 7 (BH/
aRy b7 —2fH) 21T, 74— FNNy 21ZBWT
EREhs 70— NVv—72FHT 5%, LTI,
FieD7 4 —F Ny 7 ikeHid 5.

a. RET1—FNnNv 7y

AT 4 — BNy 713959, RENRBT T 7% g
REAMH S CTwiz, Ly LR, BEOHMICE
WCRRIETATED < B EAVE S, X D EBROED)
WCHEWHE T4 — KNy 72 hoTwdY, 2ok
IR FEE W27 4 — FNy 71, ZOBEZEMKEN
EEER IO I T —= 2 — 0 Y OEHALIC O b S 72
O, WREEEZH V74— Ny 2 XD AN TH S
WHREMEA S 5%, EEIEEHE 7 1 — F Ny 2 &2
W72 BMI I, EHEEROADE G &N, HEICHME
R R ERE RO UG A B 72 53 LIRS, B
BRo> PR B EF R0 PO IR RIS 35 0 2 IR D 1) R A
OBFMAS L D EL 25 2 EBWEENT WS,

b. ARy h7—LPERICLZ T —FNv Y
IR L 0 B T 5 2 B TR L %

BICH»TORY F7—2% WEICERS R
2o T R Z AT HAENRE S TwEY, &
NEDT 4 —F Ny 212X, REEA KRR EZ
i, WEEST =< A F N EEEL, EEEE L bE
M L7388 EO EIC XD, KRINEE OFREAME S
R LR O EIC OB EEZHNL Y.
MEBLOX AT 1 7 X G EARE) 2HAE
bz 74—=FNNy 7 FEB/aRy b7—28H) biE
HERTwa, 4D, 2005FEICVWERLTRY b7
— A REREZHAGDELZETHE T 4 — KNy
T OMREEDLZ RPN -7 ) HiEDOREFEE 1
FELTwvBA% (BFFF45 4618795 %), 4%, aXvy b7
— L&A L7REHEEZHCHE 7 1 — Ny 70
BEIZOVWTOIEF Y APER LTSS,

c. BEERHEHERRB (FES) ICKD2T1—FN\v Y
FESIZL 574 —=FnNv 2, W@EOIEERDE LT
e LT T 0 2 v R B o> B B MDA & il L
7250 BEMIEFICB W TS, BT o B G E S
LEBARED ST =< v AR EREL R TW S,
FESIZBWTIX, BENBEKLEH 2 LHT 52
ENEETHL. FES 74— FNNy 7 PEX I h/z5E
B MAGDEEAICOR, WMEROBEEERRAICE
IEHBHEL S, BRILE#HEY A I 77X Hishs
LKy, EBCLELMES Y T =7 2 RESE
brEZO5NBY. —)T, FESOEMIEIZEF O
159 B BB R ARAE T % 12,

8. HHYIC

AFTIE, 1T BMI g Az B2z 1 4 1 R B 1
B OWT, BETRZOBRIEHIZ OV TS L
2. RETIEHEANLENL VRO OWTIE, #
FH T A Scientific Reports kD Hi4:5 (Neuropros-
thetics in systems neuroscience and medicine ; go.
nature.com/neuroprosthetics) @2 X N7z,

BMI, #HEDII 2=F— 3 v FEMEH K
e BER, e DB FEEL LW HEE TR RIE AY N
WRBHIIBWT, ELOTHEMHLEY—VEL DS,
SO »ED i, BERICHDIL 25 58
L b1EAH).
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