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Abstract

Epilepsy is a neurological disorder characterized by abnormal neuronal discharges.
A number of modalities have been developed to interfere with epilepsy, including va-
gus nerve stimulation, deep brain stimulation, and responsive neurostimulation. As an
alternative neuromodulation therapy, focused ultrasound (FUS) has been found to have
the potential to modulate regional brain excitability, and recently burst-mode ultrasound
stimulation has been shown to have an epileptic suppressing effect. In this study, we in-
vestigate the feasibility of utilizing resting-state functional MRI(rs-fMRI) and Electroen-
cephalography(EEQG) to investigate the anti-epileptic effect induced by focused ultrasound

pulsations in a drug-induced epileptic small-animal model.

The results of this study demonstrate the successful integration of longitudinal rs-
fMRI monitoring and EEG recordings in the same epilepsy animal model to assess drug-
induced epileptic signals. The EEG results showed that the number of spikes caused by
abnormal discharges increased from 17.5 to 118.8 within 10 minutes after drug injection
and then decreased to 75.8 within the following 60 minutes. The fMRI results showed
that the functional connectivity correlation coefficient (C.C.) increased from 0.19 to 0.65
within 10 minutes after drug injection and then decreased to 0.29 within the following
60 minutes. The model also observed the inhibitory effect of FUS on epilepsy, with a
maximum suppression of 52.9% of spike numbers after 10 minutes FUS. FUS-induced
neuromodulation resulted in changes in brain region-to-region functional connectivity.
The rs-fMRI results showed that after FUS, the C.C. of the Papez circuit-related brain
regions decreased by up to 61.8% compared to drug-induced epilepsy alone, indicating a

shift towards a resting state in originally excitable brain regions. Drug-induced epilepsy
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was observed in functional connectivity as increased brain excitability, while FUS-induced
neuromodulation led to changes in brain region-to-region functional connectivity. The
analysis showed a high correlation between EEG spikes and fMRI C.C. in the epilepsy
model, and based on this study, a C.C. average higher than 0.36 indicated an epileptic

state, while a C.C. lower than 0.31 after FUS treatment suggested epilepsy suppression.

In summary, the model established in this study can be utilized to explore the biosig-
nal changes caused by drug-induced epilepsy using rs-fMRI and EEG and observe the
neuromodulation effects of FUS in the epilepsy model. However, to better understand the
mechanism and underlying connections of using FUS intervention for epilepsy, further
research and experiments are required to optimize FUS parameters, determine optimal

stimulation site, and explore FUS neuromodulation mechanisms using protein staining.

Keywords: Functional MRI, Electroencephalography, Focused Ultrasound, Epilepsy, Neu-

romodulation
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R R R - LER BRI 2 TR AR 2 R
T it FH G P4 8 12ER (Drug-Induced Epilepsy) 4 > 6] 4% 246 fib
(Bupropion) ~ # & % (Tramadol) ~ £’ *# (Isoniazid) -~ % ¥ T (Clozapine) ° i%
w GRS T 8] A g BEF T y-5 A7 pt (Gamma-Aminobutyric Acid,

GABA) 1 B

GABA it 24l m M4 1 v & 440 5 i 570 FHER (F7 o GABA H-
I A CRELFT > v ALY | A SRR FeR e el i

W R S i D F o GABA thi B i fo i B FrplA T AR e s
k> R Bl Er % o GABA i (£ 3t 4 5 ¢ chid 2% 88 (GABA
receptor ) » U A F @B EM o A B A GEER FH o 5@ 17 GABA A8 &
WEA 2 By B4 8 7P o F Bt AN 0 et v 4 B
WRELRIORY R F TR - AR KBRS T GABA YR LA
AEREE CAEROE L R FAEVEE R ESF VAT - F THER
( Benzodiazepines ) ¥7 = \* & #f % +» ( Barbiturates ) » " i i3 4 GABA g %

B 4e GABA A Az ek R > K& Dl drd it s o

B2 > GABA ¥ 1A LAY IR FMEE > v E - AT & rdiE
Mg RES T L EP A AR AR ST R gk St i o B
GABA e 8 4p B st RS i5BBOR ~ BB frpEm K A E A > Piw Mt s

g o

®PIF L e # fep £ 4 > Bupropion & - fidr i EH o N L EF > K
FrglA GG T T T RA S S T ORDE e BT A R A Y
HE R AT R ERHN L AEREE  ERERE T PSR G
B ¥ H o 4o GABA o fik 0 #57e % A £ 0 Bupropion + ¥ it 3 # BB # (F
Tramadol & — 8457 % > (T% |27 P FE o 4p i > (5% 30 % 05¥ ansg P g %

W0 7 i Frd] GABA R 4rfital 5 0§ [ enflac o e B L ® B il K 5
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Feoofoc SV R ERHEABREE W e RRE Tobh % FULLIHE

A Eh e pER Y 5P A Isoniazid £ A R PRIc R OES 0 T
W4 GABA th2 & 5 i E - A SRR T v AL Y F g B A
EdeniE® > TPt [soniazid gt T WRA G AERERE  HAoRRE T
e ARELGRRHLDLEY LRE S L FL ™ Clozapine £~ 48
BN B E A A B R o BlAo A A B T T 3E GABA A
BEP TR SERSEFPA LBES FOERE R SHRIVEAERE
Froaw ERERE T

€

LU LK R e R E B bldeR R B fra R sl o 1Y
H B P 2R gﬁgﬁ#ﬁ;‘; EER o R TR JEF T oR (TR
T ELE Y o 4 € URET L i e o Faw A 1t [15] 0 T 0 BORIsR 2
FERORAF R 2 ERP P FRFLREOLL R R
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1.2 BRBEF*

FORM B Lo R oA T 0 G o S T ARIE 20 /8% SRR
PobgEZ L2 - DEREEFHEPEFREF & SRR B
18R (Drug-resistant epilepsy, DRE) [16] > = 515 20-409% i & —‘}!;f BF Eyat

9

4

LALROR o e B w LR B ¢ RS R A ERE S H G b

B AR e feowt s R g—«‘ﬁ R EVETE T o K,!rtsfggs;ﬁ,usfgq%iﬁﬂ‘&iz‘% [17] »
fe X2ty RA R 6 F a7 RIS 7 85 - BRE N T FERGE H IR
werh o AT F R ARG T A SIASRE S AE R (18] Hv R A
4! 534 47 (Neuromodultion) B — f&5 S 2 » 7 KR R 3 & ¥ T g 2

o

L

© KR %48 E 1 (invasive) 2 2L & » |4 (non-invasive) FeA SR dra B
PSR ER o AcBl 1l 2R S &frE L g2 A (United States Food and Drug
Administration, FDA ) 2 $#+/8 7 37307 1% (Deep Brain Stimulation, DBS) ]
1.1(a) ~ 3 44 5 ¢ (Vagus Nerve Stimulation, VNS) ] 1.1(b) ~ v & 124 (511
#c (Responsive Neurostimulation, RNS ) B8] 1.1(c) &4 53 3k & K 3 (3250 K
Gk [19] - 2 ¢ DBS 538 B ir B ANT io B Bl » 3% 030 2018 & £

FDA #+/8 5 Vlis & A e 3 @ o @ ™ b oiw e enile 5 1 R 3R /L €5

CRCH AR A I LA R g R R R e g
RREFHE > SRR Ap A B 0 FBURE THE S E 29% [20] -

DBS ~ VNS ~RNS 82X 5 S 2R s e fFE Er{bo His g *
&g 11§ (Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation, TMS ) 4= g & 7 §1 % ( Transcranial
Direct Current Stimulation, tDCS) 72K # #& & 25 % » M EGIR{ > 4o B 1.1(d) £ B
L1(e)» & & F # T4 » TMS ch— B 3 & U4 L35 B -5 B chil g %% 1> ¥

g sl T flge 7 8 dkenic B3 [21] 5 tDCS B R ABRE ¥ 9 4 G 2 Ak
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w0 BB REL IR ORE S T G oouh T SEERRE 0 B
R NRAE R N TP 1R [22] c LR AR M E BT SRR E RS
R E V425 & (Focused Ultrasound, FUS ) 1% 5 75 o cniTh 2 o 4o @) 11(f)

fif & RAAE R 23 [23] ¢

1.3 BRAEXRFRBREM

R\, '\‘ék&q /ﬁ»‘«k" féﬂwg i&q /ﬁ»#ilﬁ‘j\%j\g:‘ff’@NLuﬂb ® I *3"*{?\:1@\?’;71 pES)

TE K R R B E AR

‘é\—

o A R R E AR F A (low
intensity focused ultrasound, LIFU) e% f¥ 247 B FE 5| & F cn% & > 5 3 FEA 6
10 24 > 7 i 8 % B R b G e R o S L C SEP FUS
T AR SR AR SRR BT TR A g AT
(24 T EFL K SAFARR A TIEHBREERE A SRR 0 T
B R R (TR ASPE T SRR A P ® A BLE B [25] 5 FUS B & A g en
B IER e R BE VU A FER ALK h® B FUS el G AR I
Mo XHIFrqA g AR RS > TR R T RA S NERE
B @ FUS £ 4 & 3800 07 (7iak & i /4 o Min [26] 2% & G 2 S8
ST ABLER 1 FUS A B8 A8 & MEDR R Y o SRR S (Tandrdlak o
Ra o HAWFUS ISR BM AT A iEE > & A RY b 5 )k S
B A FAEFL I URP AR AP EERER PR T i 2 T o
t#-FUS 1% 5 R Tk i o4 & 2% 0 4 FUS fljcendd S iRg o £ & 7 5 2%

Bt (AR AR RE L Fen
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DEEP BRAIN STIMULATION
’ ’ Vagus Nerve ————+

J-—l Generator

gmﬂ Electrod: | ‘
(a) 7% 113 DBS [19] (b) i 430 45 113 VNS [19)

Magnetic
field

ST
(c) F A 2 1 RNS [19] (d) SR T TMS [21]

Electrode

-\ «— patch
A%

Ultrasound
transducer

Device —"

(e) S5 g 2 o 155 tDCS [22] () B & 45 i FUS [23]

B 11 A gz
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131 FREXBFK

FUS 7 115 B 25 » Men 8 A 4 RN 203 (A cnis o &2 F 37 o FUS i 8
FEAF AL L bPFTnp Fond 24 hinhn ERE > SR LRI G
PRESOERTHIEFSFEE o £ FUS Y o &F R L SEFF SR

E - FUAL R ERAROREE - EBRRELRT AN Ry Ty

—\

AR T AR BIRTI P R o FUS ™ % 0 ¥ 280 {oinfy > bldrio R 1R

[

F=INE § VT‘ ‘E_‘ﬂﬁg\}?pf\ BAEHEHRE o %?1@*1& » FUS & S FP
TR 2L o R en O s e A SRR & e B F B 2 (BBB opening) v
Eh QLSS v EF BRERME  FASBI MR GEBR > LT T AT
FEE R T R R I 0 AR 2 e okih o FUS B fATE e B F 8 {od
PAE Y B BT BIBEA PR FER o MEE BT ¥r5 B fortie > FUS %

I B L 4 }%m,p}%‘ﬂfrlég-‘i.ﬁk o

FUS e A 5gia b chpg 22 84 % 384 & 2 7 > Darmani % % £iT - § 57

L it e 0 ks ] A

i

®g 1 7 1t (cavitation) ~ B B ¥ 1t aE AT~ SRR 4

(mechanical force) [27] °

a4
fe
.?3_,'
m

[28] s B AR %+ E_FUS ehv s 8412 - > pAf dsld=gr
o A ERET R T B Frdl 0 G SRR S s IR iR D e

B oo LARKAR S @ A 4F o R F P A P e v MEE S

=h

0 L A A A S [20]5 3T E G A M 0 B b O Bk T g

B4 LT G A R BRFR R SR el a2 o s

S\

KEH B R N R e R R S F S R R AP S A

~
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iy
p=?
¥
!
= »
(e
-
Y
o4
Ny
h-

g A iEr [30] -

1.3.2 A F RN EFAIZEF T

AR B Aoia ok 0 RE N AZR A A 53 2 (FUS Neuromodulation) #_-
FATE R > F o v I AR A B eIt E (S

it 72k s ’H— #'IJ/;Q— » 13 ;J:";;fd g_,—é.
B foi S R 1

3 A SRR R LR AR EIEELR R X AT

34

F_L
»‘1

iﬁ“é_i ;E:'é_%x’\% ° iE'{I:—EEb ;L_,%xl\g:\z T —S“Fg;}w

R E S YRR O T g
F 0 RESED F W S

ARG AN ERITE 4 M RER D 2RO SRR BT SR T o R
50 A G IR T e TR RN 0 RS BT O R R
AR AT AT

H B R EF AT LR

R EEEEY £ SR A e

AL A SR ROROR DR AR

Freoie
IS PP R p  ANGRES |

(]

~=b
)

I

it

B RS UL NE R LY

Tufail @ * TSRk f A Kl fud GEFfckHh 2L FRALS

B A F R (<0.01°C) T > W LA e & ek (tetrodotoxin, TTX) #¢
R A A E [31] e

Min e = H4) 2 F RS (718 » 27 = A4 FUS i » I8 75
TIELE B o 8 FUS s 70 el sk fa4p 2t BB A a0 B A T Et 07

F R P HR Y o 58 FUS %47 i 4 B 4 D BUEHCPRR (7 5 0 BRE A
1R > FUS 53w 1% 3 $HP4. g E AL [26]

Chen =73 S p 2 3] FUS % 47 4 s 3] 0 B a8 0 © LB T L5 e
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Ho 2 1 ARTFFIlEBAs FUS S8 o a4 B (cortex) frid 8 ¢ g
B E’.%‘« 2 ¢ c-Fos = GADG6S % it » % B FUS & 2 ? Mhm e & 2 E T e

GABA #p B 8] crid 5 B3 1 - 5 Frd Do i F14F 21 3 8- A 45 [24] »

Zhang ¢ * LIFU #R ~ Bl § @ 8 7§ 2477 "G R B a7 &
SR E F2 0 LIFU B R SRR AEE . R LIFURZ LT # 0 e
B £ HE A AR o BrgtpR Apt > FUS fliis ch 5 B % 2 BV chie i 2

(connectivity) 52 & & ¥ "% i€ [32] o

Yoo i i T 4 Wishkior i R IRE BT Wanw i epk 5t S DR R
Fegr B0 Ry i o BEE TR LT 0 T st E 3 e

f{] /r' fh [28]

KIM 7 ffrff e~ BV VR 2887 A w § (Pentylenetetrazole) ' 35 % B
FrEf @AY o RIEfe A0 T ARLEF 1P A 5 AR FUS fr& £ FUS
i e g e o BE AP > FARAEAFAFUS VN ERS AN e § A o B
?  theta *o/d fr beta jk crdr f > K s B SRR (T H o FUS 7 4 i 33 5%

GABA sc Frd [ 4d (5~ g o % 0 G B B i frd B be el dh [33] -

Todd #:E R 425 o "B R RE 2% > 1K 75 4 B SIHL(primary somatosensory

cortex hind limb region) 7 H @ g & R i 2. B ez v 354t > ¢ 328 2 Lok
FAERE (P2 SIHL) 2 Bem@ilt >+ By F V ¥ 30 o g § 3 Lot

PRI e "F‘Mﬁ'«\—\%d FER it girig e o RipEE AP PR I X > RTARE

AR e TaBERE T 2 SRR PRERSPRE DL ZERE BE2]-

Bubrick B3 1 - &% 3N is R g E P RUEROFUS 4 > ¥ &4 MR
PAEFT RIRRE OF 2 ra X 2R o 5 4 LR FEN RBR DS E A
B3P ELT 6 HHAERNFUS A B AP FUSV Uiz » b2 4 2

B A AR 5 [34] -
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Chu #3471 - & 7]42%% e FUS(pulsed FUS) 74% ¥ i (Kainic Acid) ## ¥ &
AT o PG BREURR A E R e 2R FEP O MR R
pulsed FUS ¥ 1213 22 Brm » 2% 7 £ i 73 » 4ok ATe4 R4 ¢ 1 dock # 5

EIR o B¢ LRReh- i 4 onzbiE o0 s 2 [25]

Lee 4z % 1 i& a7 B (Stereoelectroencephalography, SEEG) Z_i g 42
45 % (Seizure Onset Zone, SOZ ) #DRE & Aﬁ o i * A & Wil Een FUS i Su¥t
SOZ &7 FUS a3 6 ?,ﬁf‘ﬁ FEMEHRET 2T FUSIpf o 3 % i
PHRRBIS LA R TSR R R R S A
G kAR G o R FUS /oI F > AR I 2 W R HELE? TR

L [23] o

RERFE - RF AN EDRITE - BATESER I L3 BARAES S
e WE o R AN EARTIERSRDTREEY BRFRE-H I T
Woh RHEL G o X 2 EF RO EFE BT FES > TV A

KRR b i SE B2~ -

AF AP WEEOR A R R - TARR gk o BLERIIRF A s R SR
SRR BT R0 S EZ 5 AN N K- e s L WELE AR PR (Wl4r A %‘r) L™
TR R (RS RR O T TR P KRR B8
R R KERIRR AR S AL RIeRORDR BB - b aRER S st
PR REPRTLAL AR RNE Rl gy P 1R AT T BB
PRARE B R A7 L RO e i B e 1 [35] 0 » i HE g FUS w530 i dnpr g g v
Wi A 4 PR [36] 0 B A BEIRE R ORF R AT o ROR B ik

o2 LEEENF

AETEHALF A ERDR ) AR > BB R T ALY BETIE P ik g

W FHRT RS HF 2 - B FOR T G R B 4 r{w Pooeae 2o
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EFRBRT

B e VL I e

12

‘%%5{»’ —’FL );?fi% MR
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14 FHEBHEICE : B mikEY RN E RNk

141 e mREY

# i M Ei 4R ¢ B (Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI) & - & # 3%
Bl A gE b ez iz 0 B B o U B BiRiE B (Magnetic Resonance
Imaging, MRI) # i+ R~ o & KT et » RFRE R ISR aR SEd o
HaMEREFHEFRETHAGERFOEE MM 3T RETRICEERS O
BRI R o U AT TR B A 6 F T Ao L B G e i R g
RLfgh o £ A7 A f» 70 i MRI A 34 B ot Bop @

CEETES K

A PERERY i?i‘ﬁ%ﬁ» %3 MRI Rk B ¥ > ¥~ "G (7 0
Peig Fde 0 VBRI S A B RS FRTRL o pfie R TR EA
EEE2Z B a¥ - A AF S L F KT R (blood oxygenation level

dependent, BOLD ) %5 »

BOLD BT i # i BEIRS FOEE LR > * T ERF RGE RN TEH o

P
BOLD #4524 5 Bro %P eril Siddsa B> v p? & §F ER OB L% &
FREFAL I RDER ok L3 HFF G o
AFnlF oS HF A RORSE SV 4 2k 5 A2 (Diamagnetism) 0 2 ¥ 5
k=% P 5 "EEi: (Paramagnetism) o § = Yo SR E R R d § o0k
FHE GBI L F e HY FES AL T FRBOLD s A S &
cF R 3 F R AR M d e 2 P R BOLD LT
c FEERE DL FORT R € L IMRIBI ht R IR A DL - 4e
ST 44 MR B Gk 853 e R s bR i o S F LR IrA S F &

Rz Beng 27 00 i fMRI B He® 4RI D] > 302 BOLD & 5LeAj 8 R34 %k o
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BOLD 5. & fMRIFZ F ® 4K 2% » v R E T H A gadfos i i i
b N (R E - WA BOLD THL A3 A B 7 @B 7 kol B 5%
R LR B R A G ART R R E T o E S 6o

HE G e EEARE cBOLD 3T 2 B & F R g AGER > 7 L

-

FraRAMBE PO EEH PP o o BOLD B3 njal g & gL A

Fav LI FARAF AR s 8 b FA L R AR

AR MR B (Resting-State fMRI, rs-fMRI) € - f&# it M edrd
o X FE R AT o BER o Ars-fMRI P 0 X Fé—g S S A

Y
ERRATIEFIRT o RSN I F P AR T RRFRFR -

3
s
[y
s
ey
m
&
13
5

3

Frm™ o A GEBETRN-Ap # o BRIk RFEEFLRE

G

&

(Resting-State) o rs-fMRI i s 3ed5 = " & B He b ol 3 R T L > 7 1 ER

\‘.iv
W

a‘m‘

AR T o AR AR AR E B B

rs-fMRI £03 & 35452+ it i@ %% (functional connectivity, FC) » % [ % % 2 B
SRR o T H AR T U ARG P RERATEIRDEIRT fhon < Mg p ap
PR ﬁ‘iﬂf‘?ﬂ At ‘.El“» o i i &~ $7 rs-fMRI ﬁﬁ:o‘ﬁz W ORI E #5 274 5y %% %

2B PP RER R F R Rk BT R
rs-fMRI £ 5 SBERPRT 0 &I
T X Y

W iEA 47 rs-IMRL3cdg > ¥ AT T X o 3 b R B2 B anst i B > T

ARG B s R A o

%

2. B S L i
rs-fMRL 7 12 flg 5 i 60 4 B Rl 0 Glema 2R B~ A B R foal il

PR R TR A AR M T R
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3. 4 oo ATy
rs-MRI 7 12 % 324 5 0 4 % Fg e Ao WAL > bldhoielh s S F

fr’}i\ & o

B3 rs-IMRIJE 7 % %ot il frio Pl ip B0 e d B b 2 T4] o bl

4o o rs-fMRI £ FIEEIRE 6 ~ 4 Wrk Bfodicdp A 47> 2 E F R BB TR G 0
ik RAJLIEE R AT ) T IMRIEE h B § RS R0 0 AR R R g
=% > fMRI enfi245 B £ U A £ hk

W mE R EE A ] s g Yl 8 o

P

EHPRORE T fMRIFF E » Chen # 4 R fHPR mpt » + % TLE R 4
FRARE M fr2 Bahs b g o phvb s AR Fd o BRI IeF irf &
Tost o ¢ LRI L% B s L RIERPIo2E 58 AR RIARE 6
PRltdBrEno a BHPRE SP LR EP R RFEFS Y P R
4[’\7;! _ﬁkﬁ—ﬁ‘-ﬁf]ﬂ—z\;& ;}E’ y jE rkv%ﬂ_‘p—,;é,,b ]vJ—@ ek ﬁﬁ,#ﬁrﬁg‘ﬁ°—‘f§ﬁbﬂ?’% y 4 R
TLE 8 ¥ B XL MAL e LR B ded v Mo # il f 4

B [37] -

TR RO MRIF L P > ANT AT L %Y 1Y gl B3 &
BEP o dE A LB on Sy 0 Y S iE o ERPIoALE B RS
R B MR E P S o mded v L FARFE TG BRI FETN e TR S Ap B
LR AT AR BORIEIVE TR s BA T A EE LR
HRNTE > 1B T BN Iolg Bk o A enid & B SHEDRIET S T &
FEEFLEP RBEFPFLOIAY R, - R FLR% 4P 0 LR
FET P RE S - BERAOA AT T RRE ) SR AT N ATE

SRR P i 2k #_[38]

Middlebrooks % 4 a3 @ » &4 ANT W DBS 7 Ji ¢ feBeanficst el d &
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PE At > AR AT @R CHEGEF AT RFES L AT T
TEEIHEIE AN FRE Y BREIER L w - RenF APH 0 5 iE
GAF L 3 b RBEAFHFL P RREIHERL 7 A
£-4F ANT e DBS § #{ 4e B e e anid i ds > A7 4 A fBRGK S € 5 5 B @
e o gttt o W EH S By GABAER o s Biw A 4 drd| e T 4o

SRR [39] °

WA S 0 PRBBRRSPE - BER W SRS RN vRET TS
L ‘fr’ﬁé LG CR ) *}5 418 gL H R s Frge = LBE o Fa
PR RIE B B ONIR TR IR 4 G b ik B frA Rk BT e i sk o BOLD jUSLE

ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ%wﬂw—%gaﬁﬁ’*%p;%%mﬁgﬁg,vﬁ%ﬁ%%

\\\Xr

PaF i fo R awT § T RGE T iAol KB }’;‘5::: B eE s D[R o
rs-fMRI & - &% 23 A g#EF L RETHGEREFOEL T L > T 7 LR BRI
G L RRAT L E AW EPE R PR fonm § BT R L
Bt BiE e BEH PRI AT R E SRR TR RS ER

o B R N2 oo »); BAAN S AR ) ¢ OL M e A B EE o

2L PP o U i B fEf

ps
N
&
mie
=%
il
i3
X
.
i}
-
é%
-
X
X
5
A
=%
T
ks

EEG # 5 4f 0] % i 52 @ id b A2 P 5% o SR G P X G h

3R B i AR RN 0 F T L e i fed SR i L e

EEG &l foF § AT L 4 B il » ¢ 45

L FOR 7 & E

EEG L2 ¥ {rZ RIBRFH L L& 1 & - BORE (TR Mt K2 F
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B¢ A2 PR sl 147 & EEG B P MR ET] -

2. PERFT G

EEG ¥ # 5047 § pER o if fLN7 fe FE B 0 3% 5 PR T & fopem e

3- p:u‘rf"fr' f” =3 Eﬁ jL
EEG ¥ 1 % 50 7 % o i fr i 5 ET ant i a & 5N 0 bldoisfi

PERE IR ’ﬁ‘%fr’;@,—"\; -

4. A GFHE Mo G F AR
EEG® # >4 S F 2/ > F et A PEYASH & rigtiEzd o bl4c¥t &

e gt o

5.4 SB Ry
EEG ¥ 11 * 3247 34 (L p o > 4ot & Jpofs ~ P A BOpfoil R4 7 G H

EF SR EF ML AR SEINE S R L

A IER e ek P BEGE - X Y ek A 2 c ST RE B AR

F_

FnE A bR 5B TR s TR o i

{m

\ﬁ:

I FRT AT A5

eif 5 % & 35 delta ~ theta ~ alpha ~ beta fv gamma ;& > # ¢ » EEG ¥R &

#rfc &R > F 4 47 theta "Gik o theta "ok Edp ~ "6 @ - BF WFF enT Ed > A
B A ) 4-8Hz » oM i ¥ A X P RSTR R s PRI r PR T PR

o8

kAL PE NI ARdm o R B FRT o theta Pl PR TV R ERER G M [6][33] 0 =
LR T L e e o 247 theta Mok ALK E R en> FA UV BT MERS

T'F'f\:'"\ R T4 AL E—ﬁ}, -

P

# 17 theta #it ¥ L FT A g A B e F 2 L4y 0 fRRDR A (T A frid 4l
BEREFTFAEFGHFONEAERRH T I M 7V EEG P R H
TR ik 5 14 o theta it G iRty cn® i & 2 & ¥ LA 2 e g BlAcR
Fg RGET L 0 L5 XL (spike) s BB ETERAF > EEG £ A Y £ & i
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B0 RPIRFHTRY dtheta Wk Bt > 7 14 e 275 e mpiphd
e Ed 0 P T B Y theta Fa sk iV E 'lﬁyﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁMﬁﬁgﬁfﬁé
B ko AsRkiEARY T RPN R B 0 ] E_theta PRk ansg it o U R AN E R

o foR LT A SROR A I o

¥ EEGLZ 33 2 fripd > &4 5 - £4] - blde > EEG ¥ i &

}
TISpA T PRt o FONREE B 0 AR 0 ZEE R TET
B o gt vk > EEG % Floo gt s wE e s b @ d ol @ b @, 2 R

o PRI A T Gl A 4 B LR

G4 K30 EEG £- A E & e ¥ el 4 T IER o v ATR
BpE s H P R SAREAABE R LPRY B T Ok B G

BN feH TR A o
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1.5 #F5% B AT

AFFE A FUS # 31#r 41 BR e > 5 B4R 1% 1s-fMRI - EEG %47 1

FUS s 473 $endpp »a s » 2 ZF 8 R ) #5043 ¢ o7 (714 - FUS &

ap—
EI
B
A—%-
3‘
X
*i
Th
3
3
~mie
\
ﬁ
i
”
i
)
|
3
]
M-
24

Ao FF VPR o AP
BEF ARG - TEFPAF SRR DR AN E PN ER DG LR
AT AR B AT L W as B MRS R RRGEFHFET 0 Y
B FUS*ARE 47 > VREDAB F2 2 8 ¥ %R ahia) o R 5 §HH
P la% 2T rs-IMRIFdr 22 4 47 » LRGP #H S8 BB R o s &

B of 5 R (6 88 FUS %5 47 (4 9738 4 e 8 o

AFE G AT R

r\“
=

o+
F_*

<7 i 3] * EEG e rs-fMRI % 8 2532 & FUS 3142 chbugi
refeen ™ 2 AV Fen; AP RET T dp e R R & A P % rs-fMRI £ B
frEEG ¥ ¥ Ak » MR ASBES L EDRR T M2 F=R FUS %

FRR A A SRR vk o
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F_F FEHEEH

2.1 TEE#

AR NG kR P2l - BB ARIE S Ak - LR R
%3] EEG & fMRI et 5 > i &9 4 % & 12800 & > 5 31 BEG & fMRI 1+ 2
Boenic R o AH RN R P AT R RE S A st £HFd BEG
2 fMRI 2 #F 7 A2 5 A 3R HEA ! S i = % ol L i Ae BI2.19 T
EEG %16 MR 4 % T8k 502 EEG o8 SiGUEL A f - MRI# iogr fMRI G5

)

Bruker 7T MRI @ f5 » 423 MAFFF R " 3UBLA 4 B2 s Sacd B paspds -

N P N ' EEG recording ‘ ( )
W LARAT LY b N A Function Generator
EEG AR W Yt A - ‘ System (MP36) ) | )

( MR-compatible ‘
Circuit system

Power Amplifier

electrode

Q Transducer

- ‘ Bruker 7T MRI

Rat

Functional
connectivity

R 21 *F72F%FH
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FokB 4 * i+ SD + & (Sprague-Dawley rats) » 75 d: f F %355 d W
e FhrRELER* L | ¢ (IACUC No. NTU-110-EL-00148) s+ /& o &
Pl %P 12 Bk RIRBEERT BT A D S fobik o Afp
732 & SD + & (306-348g » BioLASCO Co., Ltd., Taiwan ) & 7§ % » 7 % 4~ =
dr# 2.1 4 5 EEG & fMRI & < %3 > £ & &4 L s $24] % Normal 2
PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘.22 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % - Normal & & it ¥ # 4 > 7 wpph &1
Sty 3 AR A 83 ) PTZ(+)/FUS(-) R & Zlewahd b ¢ 8 FRpEF L6
F AR R E 5 PTZ(H)/FUS(H) R &3z enaddsdr » A8 TR 2187 B
BRI 0 BTG R I o

%21 FHREPFLE

Group EEG/fMRI Name Animal numbers (n)
1 EEG Normal 4
2 EEG PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 6
3 EEG PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 8
4 fMRI Normal 4
5 fMRI PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 6
6 fMRI PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 6

AR RFF OIS o X RRE SRS ¢ RN E Y &R
FREH 0 U E TR LHFSFUSIA ¢ ZHMA G - FFEp - Ak yop
EAP S A % SEEGNA & B A TR AT IMRI A ¢ 5 A X

% B e TR AL .
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2.2 R R

221 BFEEY

P Lend AR ES o L& F Kainic acid(KA) - Pentylenetetra-
20le(PTZ) ~ Pilocarpine » # 3 # Bl T &2 @& * 1 o (40 & 22 KA 1 & fd
AT EIFER R KA RRR O F TS OFF 233 PTZ B2 164
FEMXNER FHocEOEREF AR ELER § T2 I Pilocarpine
SR B ANRR LR MR R FARR S LFERAFRETE R

CHCU NN o AT P RE_AE ST (s > TR EEG &2 fMRI U
B 3R F AR o NP PTZ (55 2 LA FRRH DT B o
422 FALGHFERES

F LA R 3l it <
Kainic acid(KA) Chronic, Long-term EEG, [25]
temporal lobe epilepsy  behavior observation
Pentylenetetrazole(PTZ) Acute, Immediate seizure, [24]
generalized epilepsy desired dosage
Pilocarpine Acute, Behavior observation, [40]
limbic epilepsy high mortality rate

222 EREY

EXFFBPEY S PTZ208 > EReFHREY PP HREF > PR EFL
FP R 2412 PTZA SRR BT AR F > B o & e B 5
T @ S LR EEG &2 MRIGUEL S £ % S9fr #4472 L B4R
FkA SRk cPTZE FF ¥ LA &5 2 A48 & 2y 4% sde

%223 2T CHFFSIRESRTY LR € o

PTZ end :2 4] 5 &2 GABA, X ¥ (GABA 4 receptor) % & = i & 4= » 2% 1t

w

PERCEFHPIAEN St o a3 IA ERERENTE > R
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423 PTZ & #4412 4 41%

Fp oL 4 5 g4 Y L
Pentylenetetrazole GABA 4 receptor complex causes convulsant
(PTZ) ion channels increases calcium and sodium influx
Isoflurane GABA 4 receptor positive allosteric modulator
Halothane activates GABA 4 and glycine receptors
Sevoflurane NMDA receptor antagonist
Medetomidine(Dex) a2 adrenergic agonist
Zoletil(Telazol) NMDA receptor antagonist
Xylazine(Rompun) a2 adrenergic agonist
Ketamine NMDA receptor antagonist SRR k-3
Fentanyl Opioids(7g ¥ #f % 3 ), p-receptor agonist RN - B 1E2
Chloralose GABA 4 receptor positive allosteric modulator
Alphaxalone GABA 4 receptor positive allosteric modulator
Propofol GABA 4 receptor positive allosteric modulator % = B¢ ] %

BOR A S lwre 3 ¥ 2T 5 @ B T S # 4 b4 Isoflurane ~ propofol ¥ - R &L
5 GABA, % % ehit » B =443 & #| (positive allosteric modulator) » »2% % 4c 3%
GABA #r4| ¢ f84! G eni®® » & ¢ BB PTZ 3 % Fh 9%k o ¢+ #b > Ciltas % 4
& 2022 & AT G At a2 B ’95]1—,% < &8 ¥ % 7| (02 adrenergic agonist) & ##] T
# 4 Medetomidine » » € & = $r4] PTZ 3% fp choc % [41] % 3§ & (5 5 @R
Bo b BEA| TR # o i B E {8 0 2N i 44 Sevoflurane ~ Zoletil ~ Ketamine i& = &

[ﬁrﬁg‘%ﬂ%‘% ﬁi—}g—- -)-}}j:;gg‘: o

4 LR ES LEp -3~ FUS -~ fMRI + 9= )l%?}éﬁl_fi’ (= el

4% 2.4 o 4% Sevoflurane ~ Zoletil ~ Ketamine i& = f - is # 4+ > = EJ% Bg
Ketamine ¥ £ Xylazine /& {rfs » * SRR de 4~ #04] - L Rp #5224 > ¥ E
Xylazine i€ 5 o2 ¥ ¢ "k 46 & § - ALK Prf] PTZ 34 4 B ek o
@;];Jea RN - S - SR | EﬁJILf "P;%;){J— B O S Y R
K5 Zoletil 18 5 &4 § * crvep Rlie &> 2 ¢ & Xylazine R o * > ¥ 2 }]?ef}*ﬁi‘pf
1+ ix 3 Zoletil & * *t fMRI 7 S cri L% &) > g AF F » * & * ; Sevoflurane %
#8 5% (Inhalational anesthetic) # 4~ » H A/ ~ FUS ~ fMRI e &% @ % 5 ¢ *

#
Skl HA@d) L NMDA < 844wt * (NMDA receptor antagonism) > j& > 4%
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BT BT WA Gwre i o ik a DR gk o R GABAY %
el w B A S H o 3% NMDA 2 124843 & PTZ 3% 3 Fop s 44 3 7R o

#0iE 3% Sevoflurane % 5 AF7 3 716 * 2 Jrfis &4 o
224 FARBEFEGY BB

Fp oo RESS FUS fMRI B B3
Isoflurane IH B2 FUS % = F ¥R [42] ¥ 3 GABAergic
Halothane IH Vg H SO -F k3 v i % [43]
Sevoflurane IH ¥ ¢ % [44] FRONEL[45] 2 BB PTZ R [46]
Medetomidine M g [47] g [42] Fr#] PTZ [41]
Zoletil(Telazol) IP # pe Xylazine b 2 Lﬁ% $# fe Xylazine [48]
Xylazine(Rompun) IP #& fiz Ketamine # fz Ketamine # Az Ketamine
Ketamine IP $# fz Xylazine $# Az Xylazine $# Az Xylazine
Fentanyl IP FLb e gk ¥ A5 AR [49] 45 e Zoletil
Chloralose IP # fe Urethane % % #g 12 Dex [42] ¥ 538 EEG [50]
Alphaxalone v it = })% ot B R FoRR % [51]
Propofol M Vi g Fr#4] EEG Burst [52]

B3m o TH: v~ M, TV: #8952 5, IM: s 2 4, TP: 753t i

223 FBENTFH

L7 AERE 0T P RR BEG & MRI %5 47 FUS & 740 (547 > 3

LA PP RRINE T MRAPF AT 1B 2 AL AR EE " i enfe » S 47 e

FAE A SSRTRLIE B R st FEeN S aR i T g fed $iF
BOFZ L L F A RFRFTIMER T REAE G B RE s MR
TERAEHERE - FRRATRETERS N EEFY P AMNIRDEEE
oA BRA TR RMER - AT AV H ST R TR

R

whken— B & BAE o M2t (Signal-to-noise ratio, SNR) 34 (5 13 BLEE i€ T A

|5
o

AR A AT R o B AR B MU SNR B T W U § e < enl i hgiRlfe
ATk o RS DRI B SNR o Reit - s Bk gl o R -

it LA TG R s TR MR AR ¥ LA R
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Chen % 4 % 917 — 46 MR 40 % iic® 5145 45 [1] 0 4o 22 o S/ AT
BE T R S B fed BOA R HHE ~ SN g SRV 0 B e £ e
FIT AR o v B el A ks w0 R ER
B0 A A FokndGff o X AP RIBYFLG MEf e HERR S BF D
HEEHE A TR o cmt o 2 0 L BRI i R BT B SNR il 6 5

ol PR ARIEIAE L 0 i EF P THRIFL AT L ATR Y 2T LR R o

14.9mm

.

F_{

2.25mm
for 16 channels

Bl22 MR#p%¢ £4%4 > 7 » £ A& 149mm - # ¢ 5 2.25mm 3 34+ EEG
5.7 16 channels [1]

g o S B RH (53] FRAPTERE > REEALF AR
AHEDGT o d R G LRR Rl - o PTZHH h2 e WEh- ¢4
Fie T b wWwmE A F T [20] BTt > 8 Tk 5w CAL =
% (AP:-9.0mm, ML:4.5mm, DV:9.0 mm) > 4- B 2.3 ; %3 /L~ )}% 35 37 FUS enix
B[26][24] 12 T LR REFHNFERE O ORLFALELIR > ERE L
Imm > & & 2mm > SR FRF 6 £ BFEFMRE T 7 % (Centromedian Nucleus,
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CM) iR 5 % £ AM > 40 [f 2.4 « 892 FUS % 75 1 > 516> B 4@ e kgrd]
BB 7 I E SRR RN e d R REART & A A AR 0 F
TREY LI ST 5§ A TR ARV TR

AR 265° 0 % RGis RIHE ~ B TR o

Tt » LB AR 250 7 A RA G 0T B @& * Isoflurane(3%,
800ml/min with 100% Oxygen) #-& = i s ~ f] * 5| £ 7 & " FREEIRE L N
TSR FREF A > ZopgEh Y cTEEAL 0 4] ¥ 3xlom ~ R3s4F bregma &
lambda B = 13 - i 45 Bl ie § & #FTC E0BL 1~ 7 HESE 0 HEiE 5001000 & F A 4
P B RIR S E T AEY P R EA LR SRR~ TR 4oB 2.5() ~ #
AZF A B R FUS B v 4oB] 2.5(b) » B fs B fr DB~ 7 45 » Bsph S A -
RSB T RE T - 42 4oB] 2.5(c) 0 TR FHFSEZF B RAR 0 4o B 2.5(d) -
- FEt g7 MRIBHR IR > mRIES 7> 2 P Raw s e
CAl> 4Bl 2.6 2 ¢ axall % i ¢ 2HIABABLEAEFKRRLT > &7 2K

FIEII MR AR TARNE < R
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FUs
Transducer

16mm

FUS
Transducer

16mm

Thalamus
Region CM

Anterior Thalamic |
Nucleus IAM

B 24 RIAF A ) LELERES CMERE 5+ JAM
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(d) £ ez &

B 2.5 T » & AR

Bl 2.6 SMRIT2 S GFaRitEs»Er 10 Fe%4 5
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2.3 REXAEFRANEALL

231 mEEE

A * - B, iR K425 A4 EE (Sonic Concept, USA 5 & 45 5 3
1.O0MHz » £ f2d % 5 16.0mm ; 2 /&5 16.0mm) > 4§ 3D 7| & 4y chffl 4k 48 4 -
B R 5 8.0mm> 4o 2.7(@) AL F AIFFF AL E - iE MR 4P % ﬁv@ﬁfg’gf@{gﬁ ,
i"*?@@‘]fﬂ?‘ %4 BNC I > MR AR R G b F s Fo 50 i
(- :éiﬁi%l 41> 1.0 MHz %+4f (Radio frequency, RF) 7 5Ld — @B gig 4 =
(AFG-3022, GWInstek, Taiwan) # = > i d — @ &H4F# S 2+ £ (210L,10 kHz to
20 MHz, Class A, 10W RF Amplifier, E&I, USA) x+ > 2z < & F 5 1000 & > 2% =

% fhfa i 4% BNC 280y 1 8425 AR R

Pa-=i1P

232 EBESREBRERKE

-3 (acoustic field) #_ & - BHE B3 3+ * w F -k Rk ORE

4o 2.7(b) > | B

g% - @A #E-REF (HNA-0400, ONDA Corp., Sunnyvale,
California, USA) H T - B = #h = & % (ASTS03, ONDA Corp., Sunnyvale,
California, USA) * » d #Hie B dyzgl» H & 5 Imm - 25 AFFE R SR E
o okda Y oo X R ARD B AR FHEKEF A B8 R BAGVKEF
BT > 4oBl 2.7(c)(d) - BB Rl (xz TG, RIEEY o) e R e (xy T
w, B EBERR) (g ff A B 5 10x20mm fe 10x10mm > 4o 2.7(e)(f) - kR )
TR AEFDEE SRS GRFDE SR AL YL Imm fr 2mm 0 7B EFFH A
FAERERA ] ARERARG AN T REE S BUGINE BRI

ARG AT E S B RS B R %2 1995 Meaghan 7 3 =&
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%,1.0 MHz £ 5 5] € 3% & 40% 935 B %19 [54] > &1 * KBEF R RI= 27 b S5
B (50-650mVrms) ¥/ B35 B chd Ml > TREE TR OREFR R
1 iv i FAR S A 53 F 28k Mechanical Index(MI) 3% & > 4] 2.8 - ML & % iF
A FUS #r4|8p 2 ;};Je e B Sl 19957 BT PRI B Spde B e R R en

BRIy A =

233 HBSE

AR AR 20 FUS #0354 2.5 « 50 A& {03 g 3 s 4 5% o
£ ghjgsE & B (peak pressure) 3 K& 4 [ /€_0-0.42 MPa (3 Jg | 40% 15 jEdf
4 fs e o BRI SRS KT ) izAnd 5t MI €0 3] 0.25 « FUS %80k %5 "%
# £ 474 5 (Pulse Repetition Frequency, PRF) % 100 Hz » %537 fF 5 600 §) > 1
Fix ¥ (Duty Cycle, DC) K & 5 30% o A2 ¥k 5 =5 & (Intensity,I) €& 5 7 FF
i & pF YT 35 (Spatial-Peak Temporal-Average Intensity, % 7 5 L, 0 358 > 34 3
Ispta = DC % P?/2pc) » B¢ p R gle s & - c £ 44 ) o 49 M FUS S8l on
WP o 4cB 29> 2@ BD i DC ¥ 354425 g epFE 0 A F 5 3msec o BI R
280 DC ehpF gl - 2F7 % 5 10msec °

%25 *F 7 FUSH §air%ik

Parameter number
Mechanical Index(MI) 0.25

Pulse Repetition Frequency(PRF) 100Hz
Duty Cycle(DC) 30%

Burst duration(BD) 3ms(3000cycle)
Burst interval(BI) 10ms
Protocol 30sec on, 90sec off
Total time(TT) 600sec
Lopta 0.728W
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(@kﬂﬁﬁw‘%ﬁﬁk‘*‘ (d) #E7 f Broaw kR

Peak to Peak Vol{age
= — 0.22

02

0.18
0.18
0.14
012
0.1

0.08

Feak to Peak Valtage

0.06
0.04
0.0z

—cim Do
Front/Back (mm) FrontBack {mm)

(€) B L BLIE R B P & () B8 E 80 o Rl %

B27 FFHFELRREEERES
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13

1MHz transducer MI

Mechanical index 18
P‘." 12
MI = ! e SPBII
xS fc 08 e
ﬂ:4
02
p _
1] 100 200 300 400 500 00 o0
B] 2.8 Mechanical Index % &
) OUTER (experiment)
Total time (TT)
< >

30sec
ON
LN

LN E 2
OFF
.,

90s=ec 30sec
OFF oM
L

Burst duration Burst interval
(BD) (BI)

MIDDLE {burst}

R/_/Inter-stlmu;us

interval (ISI)

INNER (pulse)

ﬂ lf

1.0 MHZ

® 2.9

i/Pulse repetition
frequency (1/PRF)

FUS %
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24 EEG 3T

EEG € Bl * 41 3 & 2 1 e 4k & % MP36 (BIOPAC System, California,
USA) > 4@ 2.10(a) » % fie & RS232 4 5% MR AR % 216> %+ 2 A" MR 49 %
TE 53 oW 2.10(b) 0 TH 5 sd 28 MR AP F THRET ~ BB A
B 22 24 T MP36 # #: 51 e = - EEG £ BliE42 ¢ > 421 * Sevoflurane § fr (k
B 3% iR fox 800ml/min) > S FERE A Sich o b T 32y T AL
RERE 0 E e B BIIE AR 2000 0 o AP - B
o oz P % 49 (faraday cage) kg *F i jet 4o 2.11(a) » TR 5 ~ Z 2 %
8~ MP36 — A2 fidi s R *F R R BB 2.11(c) 0 R F EE N Al
EEG % #7231 &2°8 i - MP36 3¢ EEG 3852 16 > kg @ * 60Hz 13 T g

AR TIRAAILT 2 (2x B F 5 1000) 0 ¥ ek i raw EEG e

(®?<-%%£%Mm6 (b)MR 48 % T B & S
B 2.10 EEG £ % 5t
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:l‘—g‘—l’]

(a)EEG g 11 * 25 % 44 (b) T b4 ~ FFEE ~ IR B IER T

faraday cage

2, A ol
s P W\MW*“\,MMMMWJ

2 sec

AW SO0

() ZRIEEG» 2 %4 * &2 F gt i

B 2.11 & EEGHR B &4 2% 2
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EEG % % 4 % Normal & - PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) k& » % =3 %
AR A1 4c B 2.12 - Normal fo s 3 2 ¢ i& (7 PTZ i st & FUS %4 1 hf 40/
A fs 2243 BEG 60 4 48 0 1t 5 #2 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) % ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 42 5% 3t $it
¢ baseline ; PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & ¢hids 3= it 5 PTZ 2. % € it (7 20 A 40 BEG 32
S %A SEETIR (T PTZ W vpd & > ¥ 2045 EEG 60 A 4 5 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) &
# € Lt (7 20 A 487 EEG 4% 0 % S S NET e (7 PTZ i o > ¥ 224+ EEG 10

AN ?‘f‘fi 10 #4850 FUS %547 » = = FUS {4 f 36440 » 45 -

| 20 min | 10 min | 10 min | 10 min | 10 min | 10 min | 10 min |
I I I I I I I I

Normal [ EEG ][ EEG ]

v

PTZ(+)/FUS(-) [ EEG ]‘[ EEG ]
PTZ

PTZ(+)/FUS(+)[ EEG J’{ EEG ][ FUS ][ EEG ]
PTZ

B 2.12 EEG » 29 %% 4%
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2.5 MRI #FWE 5

MRI # 47 @ % @ * 7 Tesla Bruker BioSpec MRI scanner (Bruker Corp., Billerica,
USA) > #4c4 B & * Bruker Z { it chHE i i 7 5 5B > 4B 2.13(a) > 5B

22k AT Rt hlF 2540 8] 2.13(b) 0 4v P AR AR EE PS40 B 2.13(c) 0 B S &
7T MRI 679 5 % 3% 274 W 2.13(d) - 7§ fMRI Bchp#n 8 » 2D % & w i & fh
(Echo Planer Imaging, EPI) & 7| #71jE{# e o B 7| % #c4-™ 3.0 x 3.0 cm 0 Field
of View(FOV) ; 64x64x15 2 ff 48" 5 0.5x 0.5 x 1.0 mm FfE+5 & 5 15 @ 2
(slice) » *» & R I& (gap) » 1.0 mm ; TR(Repetition Time) = 1000ms ; TE(Echo Time)
=20ms ; ##4% & & (Flip Angle) =90° ; Repetition 500 = ; 445 PFRF 8 4 20 ) ©
& fMRIE (72 % > % * T2w RARE A 71EP 7 - B SR % (0.5x0.5x 1.0 mm
G yE% 3 15 B (axail) > ¥ 0 &% ® IR ; TR =4000ms ; TE = 42ms ; NEX

=4 BFRHERF 64 244)) & & * Bruker MAPSHIM & it 7 3353 | o

fMRI %29 2% A % Normal & ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘& -~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) &> & &%
S AR 2,14 & e ¢ ik T2 B S 4 4 =2 23 5 ¥ (Shimming) -
L2 2t MRIHH > & - 2 fMRIFHER G5 10 4 48 - Normal s ads f
7 37 PTZ 1645 FUS 547 > & jf BFAF5i817 6 2 IMRI# 45 (= 60 » 48) -
it %4 22 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘& ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % % % 1t #& & baseline ; PTZ(+)/FUS(-)
feehtede bt B PTZ 2% ¢ L3217 2 2 IMRI 445 (£ 20 4 48) 0 = Mg Trie (s
PTZ *gvpid ¢ > I R &7 6 2 fMRI 4 (£ 60 4~ 4&) ; PTZ(+)/FUS(+) s 4~
g L2 MRIFH (£ 20 A 48)» 2+ SAET e 7 PTZ Vst » £ 44 1
w fMRI( 10 4 43) » ﬂ]ff#ze 10 4~ 487 FUS %64 » 2 2 FUS 4 £ i£ 17 4 & fMRI

o (5 40 ~ 4) -
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~

(b) T & # 1~ &2 MRI 4L B % & -7

OEEELEL T

(c)MRI - 4 28 2% AU B &2 47 5 4R EF (d)Bruker 7T MRI #: 4 % 2%
Bl 2.13 MRI ] % 5

20 min | 20 min | 10 min |10min 10 min |10 min | 10 min 10 min

Normal [ TZ& [ fMRI ][ fMRI ][ fMRI [ fMRI [ fMRI [ fMRI ][ fMRI [ fMRI
Shimming

Shimming

PTZ(+)/FUS(—)[ T2k [ fMRI ][ fMRI 1‘{ fVMRI || fMRI | fMRI | fMRI || fMRI || MR
J

PTZ

Shimming )

PTZ(+)[FUS(+)[ T2& [ MRI ][ fMRI M fvRI || Fus | fMRI | fVRE || iR | fMRI

PTZ

B 2.14 fMRI & ‘2§ %42
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2.6 FHIH

2.6.1 fMRI &4 RHE

“7 3 fMRI ¥ i 5 dicom f¢ - ¥8 L @& * dem2niigui 34 {7 4% (Chris Rorden,
2011) # 4% = Nifti 4% > #& % # * Matlab (R2022b, Mathworks, Natick, MA, USA )
2451 2 SPMI2 (SPMI2,2014) i& (7% AJL « & * Valdes crficts [S5] » 4 T2 &
R a7 A 3 o @& % SPMI2 » EPI % it {7 7 $+% (Realignment) » £ 549
$iB 77 % I F 4 (Coregistration) ¥ =i DI 7 & » i {77 ¥ R (Slice

Timing) » # & * 0.8x 0.8 x 0.8 mm 7§ Frijgk Bk {77 B 1T i (Smooth) o

1. £ #74% (Realignment) :
fF T e BREGETZ R R W R - BREE DR R
Bt 3748 « AT & * EPLE G4 7 e - BRGIT: 23 F
Fo HTF AR REFEIEAE AT HR A AR Y - BR
oo E- R R AP LAY AT EATHAL R P )
fMRI P& ¥ & 7] ¢ eniE g’ (artifact) » 30 & fmz?J * Bl > % e B EE K ph#ic
Pperdp$t = v o P chmE AR % SPMALE ¢ B 5 T (shift) o

(rotation) el & o ¥30EF = £ FrEPA o B G- e E AT Sl o hE AT

IRy
kN

A2 5 BRGEY U EE N - BRGC E R RA AR -

2. % ¢ % %k (Coregistration)
% % Valdes #-3| fr Bl i€ # g’gﬁﬁgée:ﬂk NN o SBAE ¥ e i S
% 23t Collignon % A 8= 7 [56] - 2 7 @& & S 4 T 0 227 %
v ¢ R R 4IRS E o B e vE AT (ﬁ»@m 3B Fdop > - o
LT REG S EE T a T MR RL A R MR INE ] E

ol § o B e AR M AR R BIRAR ok O SR L o 1
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2 Rde o fobke 3 b chRE S Bl o F SoenBl A or AR o ol Sl
7 5 isource” fr”other” Bl s iREf ¢ o 2 Bl €M ERTHE 0 NHAH

F {1 A F & source B 7 e o

. 27 R pEER L (Slice Timing) :

GRS P REFR LR o LAy T @ EPI R TR
g PEREER O BRI AL T RE B P adcdp R I 40 oopE
BB edok 3 8 FHE » - B ¥ 0 Sl & 2 4p AR 2 4pgE— X TR
O (RIS P HREER ) 2T L FErERE-® T RF
Prhd BApaRsr B P A R SRR (BN Rehn §ORT R ) o
BRERL FEHEE LY A" hidp 2 ETEREH A kp o
OB iR Rl - AR o 4ok 3 R EFRD VBT il B i
B FRT R REAPER S POAY PR - ke 37 M ip- gk 7R

B” } ihficdpe &  TPELE - BEDD v B R oo ZEAAKRT AR

-

bOUERT s nk kLR (BF) BRE e € R AA LR
PRERR G e E RS BRSO R R R d R 2 F
RET LT LELAT 7 P S fodp D sl e £ s
BARS AR L ke - BA B URBHRAFT IS AT
TF M4 it R ¢ 55 TimeShift i 7 7 pFR A a0k B (delta S0 dic) o 3%
IR * sinc £ EHRE B 5L A Bdpe dHd o KA A
BREEAFOELEZY > bl - PR EEDERH L R oY
PR pE o A R hA g~ DAY RORR o dek j E e A AL 0 2

% MRI & RL (TFET D Wi DB ER o

T (Smooth) :
®F A AR DR AP RGE T v TS AR RS I A E MR T e

ER=2d pf‘i’l PR A A iy frigil ﬁ*éﬁ’?r’%'l'-’ﬁﬁfiéﬂ 3]5&5’%2%@ °
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% = SPM # 22 {s » £ & * Matlab 4#2;% RESTplus i& {7 {8 B2 » i&— 4 ¥t
Bt FER R (% ¥ gk B I3 FF S 001 2 0.08Hz) » #jl 48
Aod E R A SE AR AL X R FAgE 0 TR R F
MRIcron p F_% 1 view of interest(VOI) 2 & 1 {8 &2 = 2 HNifti #4 % o & {8 > i3
i Mango #-/&J2 % % Nifit 4% » fpte A T2 2t LB MRI F 5 5 % 0 Ad2 i 42

4@ 2.15 -

‘ T2 and EPI Nifit ‘

Y

d Realighment 3
Coregistration Preprocessing
Slice Timing by SPM12
Smooth 2
v =
. 3
Detrend, Filter
Functional connectivity Postprocessing
\\ with define ROI by RESTplus
. (Region of interest)
G % I P
0.15 %4H0.6 "~ Connectivity & BOLD signals—__| _ -
\ T ,J
Qo
==}
Time

B 2.15 fMRI F# 447> € * SPM % d2 22 Restplus {5 a2

A4 RGN T2 Btk Todd £ 4 Al 7 — w225 % » 4oB 2.16 » B %
¥ 2 1395 McDannold /] 2987 7 [2] » 3%F7 § %+ 7 Paxinos v Watson 7+ &% ]
53] MEF I8 Bra® I 0 2+ A %% 3 36 B Region of interest(ROI) >
=% i 4c@ 2.16 ¢ & B (Hippocampus, Hippo.) ~ 4 % (Thalamus, Thal.) &
B {s /e Rl4% (the ventral posteromedial and ventral posterolateral thalamic nuclei,
VPM/VPL) ~ i A% & F (primary visual cortex, V1) ~ &t &R 4L F *t ] &
(secondary visual cortex lateral area, V2L ) ~ =t %48f £ F P ] % (secondary visual

cortex medial area, V2M) ~ i F ¥ £ & (primary auditory cortex, Aul ) ~ 4R F& ¢
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] frts ] % % (the lateral and posterior areas of the hypothalamus, Hypo Thal ) -

¥ & % A F#F % (primary somatosensory cortex trunk region, S1Tr) ~ i %8 g
A B % (primary somatosensory cortex barrel field, SIBF) ~ i #8 g % A & f& %
% (primary somatosensory cortex hind limb region, SIHL ) ~ i #8 g & & & # % &
(primary somatosensory cortex front limb region, SIFL ) ~ =t %8 g & & " (secondary
somatosensory cortex, S2) ~ i g ¥ A B 5 % (primary somatosensory cortex jaw
region, S1J) ~ 2 @ & 4 ' (primary motor cortex, M1) ~ % ¥ & # (insular cortex,
Ins) ~ &% 1% & ;% % (caudate putamen, CPu) ~ # ¥ {5 w #f 4% (retrosplenial cortex

granular, RSC) frdc4 & B (cingulate cortex, Cg) °

Py 36 B T & TGIMNFBAGEPFR R > AP RET GEGINTE B D
BOLD 5.3 & - * BEEPFFAZEH s CHEPFEFAE IR > 2380 PR
g iy B o 2 AR S (Pearson) AP R BB a0 [2] 0 S f TR
Matlab #235% » 72 36 B0 % 2 B L # $i4p B 7 #ic (Correlation Coefficient, C.C.) +
|eaEr T Lo g g B4 (Functional Connectivity matrix) @ 4% %% % 27 7% %
B st Saph e, VT RORBER M BLAE X2 £FF 0 40
B 2.17 o i » 2% N C.C. EE L F it YT L e R MG F

Hippo. ~ Thal. ~ VPM/VPL 3 g - ¥ 53t 4 47
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2.6.2 EEG &H#EERE

WX R e 7 22 SHEEGE T IAEH AT 0 AE B (1-250
Hz) # * % @ Jht Bie (7@ > & 0 & 42 alpha & (8-13 Hz) -~ beta 7 (13-30
Hz) ~ theta ;& (4-8 Hz) v gamma ;& (30-80 Hz) > ¥ & f R i AF T > 257 %
B theta LB 78 F A4 [33]c it * PTZ it ¥ B A A BB EN LI Ao
Frenx B¢ > i i & AcqKnowledge 4.2 ( BIOPAC System - California, USA) * &
Lehp B R B kB E BRI Y uEp ok (spike) 0w AARL T E L 4F
FA405 60 FFGRATEF FEH 3 B0 b iR E o M A 4718 0 444 theta
BFEETH * g8 7 it local spike episodes i 7 & Ak T 4ol 2.18 0 B X
AR NPT R AU R AT PR 2 4TAR > * 0 B EEG F %
Normal % -~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘& » t2 g #c® 1\ SR F (F

}’&%‘L ;3;% °

Raw EEG T W RN (1L it S
AT | 1P | ! | AALLALUR | : ‘ i
e R 'l ! | =
<

10 min
= o o
Bameepmti . g 0 0 g ew Ao EH r BT b | 5
filter T T T ot T | [ et ' 5
. 2 sec B

_spike
Located . . . 7"'"‘ o Bgr B E B G gk w o F g e
spikes LR A S A R (0 (MM r i o
-
2 sec

® 2.18 EEG F#1 i > spike # & % 3+
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2.7 BT

LR B BIIERG RS 1yp et kot R il 2 % ki
B L o kL3t 4 47 1€ * Microsoft Excel 2 7 > &% £A4FRIE 2 L A7 H X A %

HEEH N H B CC 27 -

4% fMRI %2 > 9 % & % Normal % ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) % ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % -
& i SPMI2 # 32 82 RESTplus {8 32 » A 7 {8 3] BOLD map ¥ # it 41 B4
oo A& 10 A AE e o AH T R i B andp M e T A 45 0 A4 4B Hippo.
Thal. 142 VPM/VPL = B *g % > 7 % % o 5 (2 B C.Co 7 {8 F endizt &
o * B RFLREILAN  BFHE KT R TS 0.05(p<0.05) > gL
B+ L AN R LR B /R o t-test(2-tailed/paired Student’s t-test) >
BT E KT 2% 2% 0.05(p<0.05) o t-test PR * é0d A %W 5 Normal % ~ PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) & » Wi PTZ 2 m i 2 5endg F 4 B 1 4 € v & PTZ(+)/FUS(-) = -

PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % > W #& FUS 4 » 2. 5 822 (5 crkg ¥ 4 B o

4% BEG % » % % ~ 5 Normal ‘& ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & » PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % -
Tt R AAFe o T L HRBEAERL - o F AN PRSI PTZ A5 A
Tpeni ko ot PTZ i 6tis 5 10 4 4ie (7 spike BB - 5 » ¥ &7 16 F ensist A

17510 A4ty PHBMRI AT 2F O REGH - @ B EF LR

FRAHT BEFERT RS 0.05p<0.05) > Hcdp T £ R AL 50 F R
£ # * 2-tailed/paired Student’s t-test » & F 12 -k T K T 5 0.05(p<0.05) © t-test #73&

* % 4 W) 4 Normal % ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) % » W i 5t PTZ 2. 5 ¥ 2_ {8 ehBg ¥
£ 3 54 ¢ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) s » vt & FUS 4 » 2 5 222 {3
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F=F FTREX

3.1 W uEmEmSY EEG &%

%o I giwends e ¢ L8 7 EEG o4 0 17 5 {8 v #chbaseline o &P vEd 5
PTZ 5 » *i} ends 4t EEG Bkl 1 » 453 % Lo L3 40 cndB % > 4o 300 5 0
JRIEGE & AT O PTZ L SEAE o NP A g iR (7 - L PTZ 12
£ B EEG 60 ~ 45 % > &£ & % 5 40 mg/kg ~ 50 mg/kg ~ 60 mg/kg ~ 70 mg/kg »
TR0 A E - T ER N LB 0 B R AcF] 3.2 0 ¥ LT & 40-60mg/kg
W2 N EEGis4” » WA EE A HI0AmP) 3 REF L o 10 A4 X

ABE T TR E & T0mgkg ME SEEG R 0 F kb b A B L

Boj i d A l0s 4N T EESL > 2 10448 ke TS
ABF o PR T LR DL AR 0 3T 60 A 45 582 TR Ak o

PTZ #| & 70mg/kg o2 A BT et F 2R B 5 ¥ > Fli e fandeq drdlp
TR NR EEED N AT N EF AR Rt a3 A5
LR BT EEAE T0mg/kg 175 8 EEG F % PTZ(+)/FUS(-)
@~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % » 12 2 fMRI @ % & PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) & #7

i FHE o
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=)
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2
2 sec
post PTZ w4 ‘ TR— WA e ‘ - =
A -
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B 3.1 1 #& Normal %8 $ 51 EEG » ii &4 PTZ 3 % fgp 6> # > & EEG + 3 <
AR H e Al R
250
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~ ——40mg/kg
2
E
5 50mg/kg
[i%]
& ——60mg/kg
——70mg/kg
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Time(min)

W32 Aét447 b HEDPTZ F % BR A% E “T#k EEG g -
) 70mg/kg t 60 A AP T AR E ok iR o FRH T L S F R i
* A2
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3.2 BEFRBHEBRENSBEREMEY EEG &X

H_EEG A 3]} 5 9 % % % 4o B 3.3 - PTZ(+)/FUS(-) £ » $ 384k 20 » 450

e

EEG % % baseline 15 » 4 4 it (7 PTZ "L Vi bt » & B 4512 7 60 A 487 EEG 22
& 1 PTZ(H)/FUS(H) &> 5 1tk — = § %% PTZ 3% % &R & FUS #7411 50p ch
= % > A PTZ ji8+is £3eér 10 » 45 EEG » £ i&{7 FUS 10 4 4% $ » % = FUS
2 6L 81740 2 48N EEG 324k o FUS 5478 B d 2074 F3x < Bag & a2 3 + >
g ERERT A EEG o ¥ g DI R L6 PTZ e w] » i FUS %5 47 {5 spike
g A FOR D AR o NIE RS T X AT R e B 3.4 S RBIEE
AL R T %RES o B P 2 AE PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &ispike & @ R
0 ~ 48 (0 min) FF:& {7 PTZ "R %1 5 5 =5 E_PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % spike #c &

TR0 A&EPFET PTZ pist » T34 EEG10 A {5 > 4 d ®BH 5 10 »

480 FUS %547 > = = FUS 2 {6 £ i& {7 40 # 489 EEG 54 ©

PTZ(+) X
FUSQ) T

PTZ(+)
FUS(+)

FUS 10min

TR [N e e el U bkl =
- LB B i I 11 | LR 1 ki
-«

5 min

B33 423 s Bmd  EEG & % o #54 F 3 bHEp & 5 0 PTZ(+)/FUS(-)
@ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘ot FUS % 4715 » spike lic® § 5% > e
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~—PTZ(+)FUS(-) —=—PTZ(+)FUS(+) ~—PTZ(+)FUS(-) —e—PTZ(+)FUS(+)

Spike numbers

10 20 30 40 50 60 10 20 30 40 50 60
Time{min) Time(min)
FUS FUS
10min 10min
PTZ PTZ

Bl 3.4 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘e® & &4 EEG & A B SRSt 4 > 2 ki S
BB (T - R o R R A SRR E S e (AR AZF e e (k
M) enw PR

33 EWFHummEit MRl &%

% = £ jirer Normal 28 4+ € 3217 6 2 fMRI 4 > 17 5 15 §+¢ e baseline ©
fMRI % % PTZ(+)/FUS(-) f&» >4+ Lppe s + % 15 > ¢ Lie (7 T2 Bt 2w
38 ¥ie7a = IMRI ## (7 5 v ¥ 2 baseline » 2. {4 fd $ 3 T 2 hfF
TR T PTZ PEVEd b > 2 T 78 6 2 IMRI 45 o F %45 % £ SPM
T & d2 22 RESTplus 14 &I 14 » BOLD map % % 4% 3.5(a) > seed = % 7 = f]/% 5§

» L% 3] Normal 2. 60 A4 ) 16 e fif > 4 5w 5 P ks o bl g
Wl (B v d anRBF) 5 AZ RIS S % ¥t Normal 2 PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) 2 it st PTZ 2215 » e K ~ T RIB B ~AR0 2% % » # Bl Ba%

BAEEFREF S H e & 4eB 3.5(0) 0 ¥ F 2 # v Normal e

60 A 4] 16 e AEE > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) e feit 5t PTZ 215 » fid o th# £ %

]ﬁ]f"”f&' 7ljnz\;4ﬂbr’:l’§“l‘cc FJ%\%“LO

Normal #14 & #4 FCEL L % 4o@ 3.6 VEE 4 L& 5 4 60 » &) o
ERY LFES > AR BB Sagr o e E LR e BHAR S PTZ(HY

FUS(-) f2eh6 &4 FCAEL & % 4R 3.7 > it sf PTZ 278 » fid o F Fd £
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(a) Normal ‘222 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 2% % BOLD map %% > seed i ¥ f 2 ip]/# 5
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(@_¢%Pu
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- 3 2
RA % B %% % B b
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Bid o RAANMA G REGHFF M PR ECC o Ry 4 2 o
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Rat05
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B 3.7 fMRI 9 % PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &£ 6 & #4» e FC 4B% o 4 b4 PTZ 2 {5 > i d
BFESRABEd o RANRENR S Ed S CC o a2 AR
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%‘ﬁ‘ d o Bl ¢ ogdp Btk B (correlation coefficient, C.C.) e 4 #
Histogram » ™ & 0.05 3 FFlp szt & R Fahiicg - 7 7L PTZi1 o418 chdic 2
ke s B~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & ¢ Rat05S 5 &) > C.C. #ic & 4 # Histogram & % 4-
B 3.8 » o baseline en C.C. # # 2L & $4-0.1 2 050> T3=2E 5 0.19 4w 3.9 %
FPTZ 16 10 484 F 4.0.25-09 > T2iE 5 0.65 > 4@ 3.10 ; *53= PTZ {4 20 4 45
% 4 0.0-075 T35E 5 054 4@ 3.11 5 *6 37 PTZ {5 30 &~ 484 # £-0.1-0.75 »
T3aE 5 051 4oB 3.12; 54 PTZ {6 40 » 4854 # #-0.1-0.7 > T 35E 5 043>
4oB 3.13 5 %547 PTZ 18 50 # 484 # #-0.1-0.7 > T3E 5 032 4cB 3.14 ; %5 4=

PTZ & 60 %~ 45/~ # %-0.1-0.55 > T35 5 0.28 > 4v @] 3.15 -

baseline 10 min 20 min 30 min 40 min 50 min 60 min

PTZ(+)
FUS()

B 3.8 fMRI §F 5% PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘et 4~ 7 % % % C.C. » % Histogram o ¥f+* & 4
A sm e C.C. L35 019 /1564138 10 2 4aT35E 2 T 065 SgPFRF T 11
S5 60 A 48.200.28

53 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308
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post PTZ-injection 20min
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post PTZ-injection 40min
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post PTZ-injection 60min
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CCEpFRs%it2 4% 2 * B > ¥ L &pF ¥ 2 Omin ;2 8+ PTZ 2. ¢ > EEG spike #c
Benb A (d 175223 1118) #H' %R E R 2 FHa Bd 28 TR
A% (C.C. 3 + <1 024 % 0.58) > % Aidistis 10~ 487 HEHRZ > 2 S'gF P
BR % o d 3@ 4 a3 s PTZ 15 60 A 48 » T 35 EEG spike #ic & P & 8 *%
baseline » 2% ¥ 2| T F 47 P 60 A 4P ¥ ST 2B Ak L 0 HH B SRR
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PTZ(+)/FUS(-) : C.C. and Spike Histogram
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gL Omin ji &+ PTZ 2_ {4 » BEG spike & & ¢+ 2 (4 17.5 F 2 3 111.8) 5 ¥ % ®
BT 2 B R R ORAT 0 B H (C.C. d 2 024 1 0.58) 0 % ft
(105487 ¥/ > 2 S EF R BRBE R

3.4 BEFRBHFEBRENSBREMEYH IMRI & X

%% EEG 2f &% > 5 1 il - 7 %RE%E PTZ 4 % &R & FUS Frid o
* % > APTZ 1618 Liei7- 2 MRI#F4 (10 » 48) - £ 7 FUS 10 » 4% ¢ >
% & FUS 2 {4 £ 217 4 e IMRI H45 (& 40 A 48) - ¥ %4l % ‘238 SPM # e
#2 RESTplus 7 A2 14 » BOLD map & % 4 3.17(a) > seed =% &2 Rl S » 7
BT 4 PTZ(H)/FUS(-) &8 i > PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘& tii b+ PTZ {4 chs 10 A

o BAFT L RIABRENAARE PR F A PESRPEDRSF G fFFH

ok

b2 e A FUS A~ 15 > % 20 A 48 (B ¥ % 30 ~ 40min) # it 1Hid 5 & ch

W R AP AT D FUS 12 3040 A48 (B ¥ % 50 ~ 60min) » fARE L2304 4

B TN H G A 2 B e i R Ao B 3.17(b) ) TR

2341t PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘e shsit » PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘o tii bt PTZ 5 cv 10 4 4 -
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35 HoTorg a 'f‘%‘ﬁ baseline -

%'%’r} iy ik gaErL ¢ h C.C. 4 # Histogram > 7 5 2 PTZ i3 415 &2 FUS
T i e & A F i > B~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % e Ratll 3 &) > 4B 3.19 ° baseline
FICC A% L% A-013 055 T3BE 5 0.17 4B 3.20; %637 PTZ {s 10 » 45
oA 0.1-0.95 0 T35 5 0.63 > 4@ 3.21 5 %47 FUS {8 10 » 454 F & 0.0-0.55 »
T 5 0230 4rE) 3.22 5 %47 FUS 18 20 ~ 454 F £-0.1-0.65 > T3=E 5 0.31 >

4o 3.23 5 %547 FUS {8 30 » 454 # $%-0.1-0.55 > T 5@ 5 0.26 4§ 3.24 ; *5 4

FUS ¢ 40 » 454 # $%-0.1-055 > T 32E 5 0.29 > 4r§ 3.25 -
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i w4 8 & EEG ¥ 5% PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % # 4 ¢ spike » 2 6 & fMRI ¥ %
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4% (C.C. 8 2 023 3 0.57) 0 % fiisis 10 ~ 487 B FH - 5 & FUS 4 »
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B13.26 47 % ¢ PTZ(+)/FUS(H) % EEG spike 22 C.C. "EPF [ % 1 214 i o fupih
F¥ 8L Omin /i %+ PTZ 2 % » EEG spike #c® e 2 (4 17.2 2 2 3 109.8) » $t 5
FHNE L FS L SR R IR B (C.C. 4 2 023 3 057) 0 % fit
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3.5 #HIraoeER

35.1 EEG #aH9MWER

"1 % EEG ¥ % PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ¢h8 & $53+ » A Wl & F i1 54 PTZ & 73 54
PTZ 5 % 4= FUS £3)7 chilicdh » % & A 48 % 3 — = spike @ © g4kt » ©
73 8+ PTZ espike * 2 8L 4 77 > ;3 8¢ PTZ {4 %5 3= FUS e spike * =28 & 7 » 4o

W/ 3.27 -

44 EEG ‘£.i& {7 two-tailed/paired Student’s T-test 4 47 » 3= Normal & ~ PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) % ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % e spike #c & fatt #i o P value 4 %] 5 Normal %+t iz
PTZ(H)FUS(-) ‘e Bg S 1 2 8 » 1% ¢ & 8487 ; PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &t # PTZ(+)/
FUS(H) e g ¥ A & > o d 2 5487 » B % 4rfl 328 7 ¢ Il 4p &
Normal i » % PTZ ;i %+ 10 4 4& (4 » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) % ¢ spike #c & 5 111.8 +
63.1(p=0.019) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 1 spike #c® B] & 109.4 = 37.5 5 i1 5+ 20 A 4.5 -
PTZ(+)/FUS(-) i 5 spike #c & 5 98.25 + 56.5(p=0.025) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) &£ & % %
37 FUS » s & /% 54 EEG ; /144 30 4~ 455 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & erspike #ic® 5 78.2
+ 27.5(p=0.003) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) = &1 spike #ic & P] 5 47.4 + 13.4(p=0.014) > spike
Be® T 'F 39.2% ;5 i 8+ 40 & 48 (s > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 1 spike #ic® 5 85.6 = 33.7
(p=0.006) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % ¢ spike # £ B 5 54.9 + 15.8(p=0.111) » spike # & ~
W 35.8% ; it 50 A 415 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘e chspike #ic® 5 97.9 + 54.5(p=0.022) ~
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % ¢ spike #ic® B 5 46.1 + 19.5(p=0.128) » spike #c® T % 52.9% ;
i1 b 60 A 415 » PTZ(H)/FUS(-) % ¢ spike #c & 5 75.8 + 40.5(p=0.021) ~ PTZ(+)/
FUS(+) = #spike #ic & B| & 41.3 £ 13.5(p=0.135) » spike # ¥ T *# 45.5% » #p B #k
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Normal —e=PTZ(+)/FUS(-) —e—PTZ(+)/FUS(+)
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Bl 3.28 EEG # & T-test 3t3* 4 7% % > #+* Normal 2 (& &) > /L % PTZ {5 e
spike BB W AF - 2 (4 17.5 1 2 3 111.8) 5 +* & PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & (2 &) 22 PTZ(+)/
FUS(+) & (=#) » & FUS 4 » (& spike #ic® & ° 35.8%-52.9% - * * % Normal %
% PTZ(+)/FUS(-) kg £ B » * P<0.05, ** P<0.01 ; # % % PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘o
& PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘esdg F 12 £ £ > # P<0.05, ## P<0.01

o]

#. 3.1 EEG § 2 T-test st3* 4 47 spike # £ £7 p value

EEG group baseline 10min 20 min 30 min 40 min 50 min 60 min
Normal 18.3 17.5 18.4 17.6 17.5 17.8 17.7
PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 17.0 111.8 98.3 78.2 85.6 97.9 75.8
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 17.1 109.4 - 47.4 54.9 46.1 41.3
p (Normal vs PTZ) - 0.019 0.025 0.003 0.068 0.022 0.021
p (non-FUS vs FUS) - - - 0.014 0.112 0.128 0.135
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3.52 fMRIESHER

44 fMRI ‘e :E {7 two-tailed/paired Student’s T-test 4" 47 » 3 Normal % ~ PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) & ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) £ ¥ b i BaAp b P % > 2 B 0 2 AR B et a3
Bt o Pvalue # %] 5 Normal % t¢ §& PTZ(+)/FUS(-) eendg FH L B » % 4
% 5L 7 ; PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘vt i PTZ(+)/FUS(+) &cndg M £ B » 11z d 2 8
o 0 B % 4B 3.29 > Normal 202 &4 41k B & 7 ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 2 % & 4o
A Bl % ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) fe 2 'z & f kBl % 71 © ¥ ¢ F]4p #3° Normal ‘& > &
PTZ ;2 %+ 10 & 45{é » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 2 C.C. 5 0.58 £0.173(p=0.006) ~ PTZ(+)/
FUS(+) Jeen C.C. B 5 0.57£0.156 5 L8+ 20 » 4815 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) £ C.C. 5
0.52 £ 0.168(p=0.005) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) i #3547 FUS » =& ;2 i2 7 MRl #F 4
A bt 30 ~ 4818 0 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 21 C.C. 5 0.46£0.159(p=0.027) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+)
B C.C B 5 0.25+0.045(p=0.013) » C.C. ™ *% 45.1% ; L 8+ 40 » 48t > PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) 221 C.C. 5 0.40 £ 0.135 (p=0.497) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) £ C.C. B] % 0.28 +
0.003(p=0.039) > C.C. ® "% 30.6% ; L &f 50 4~ 4& (¢ » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) £ C.C. 5
0.35 £ 0.134(p=0.305) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) £ C.C. ] 5 0.31 £ 0.006(p=0.373) > C.C.
T % 11.4% 5 L 60 & 45 (e > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &2 C.C. 5 0.38 £0.009(p=0.116) -
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 21 C.C. B| 5 0.28 £ 0.007 (p=0.032) » C.C. T *# 26.4% > 41p M #cdy

BT A4 30
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Functional Connectivity (Hippo. - Thal.)
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B 3.29 fMRI ¥ 5% T-test : % 5 i #2405 et i g & C.C. %% » %* Normal
B (F¢ ) A PTZ 4en C.C. P AE+ 2 (d 0258 + 2 3 0.580) 5 +* #& PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) ‘£ (% ¢ +) £ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % (i= 4 4r) > & FUS 4 » & C.C. &~ 11.4%
~45.1% o * % % Normal ‘.87 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘. chdg ¥ 1 £ & » * P<0.05, ** P<0.01 ;
# % % PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘e chlg ¥ 1+ 5 B » # P<0.05, ## P<0.01

% 3.2 fMRI § % T-test se3t & 47 @ 3 5 224 % eh C.C. ¥ p value

fMRI group baseline 10min 20min 30min 40 min 50 min 60 min
Normal 0.246 0258 0.243 0.241 0272 0.221  0.238
PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 0.243  0.580 0.521 0.468 0.402 0.358 0.386
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 0.233  0.574 - 0.251 0.281 0309 0.284
p (Normal vs PTZ) - - 0.005 0.027 049 0305 0.116
p (non-FUS vs FUS) - - - 0.013  0.039 0373 0.032
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AT BRERE LR RANGFENER S AR LS

FFUS B FH/H A5 HARE EE P/ RIP x5t )l

ik

% 4r @ 3.30 » Normal %12 § & 41k Bl & 7 ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) %2 % & 41k B %
7+ ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) %12 %= & 45k Bl % 77 > P value 4 %] % Normal st #i PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) ‘eshdg ¥ X B > 1% ¢ & 84857 5 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) st #i PTZ(+)/FUS(+)
EAREFLAR > e d # 5T o ¥ 5 FI4p Y Normal 2 0 & PTZ i3 5
10 A 4514 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &2 C.C. % 0.53 + 0.173(p=0.003) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) %
1 C.C. Bl 5 0.51 £0.121 5 ;2 % 20 A 4515 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &1 C.C. 5 048 +
0.176(p=0.004) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) & i # % = FUS » & ;% i& 7 IMRI # 45 5 i1 8¢
30 A 4815 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘27 C.C. % 0.44 + 0.154(p=0.016) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) &
1 C.C. Bl 5 0.21 £ 0.005(p=0.009) » C.C. ™ * 52.3% ; i3 5+ 40 A 4515 > PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) ‘27 C.C. % 0.38 + 0.145 (p=0.045) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 2 C.C. B 5 024 +
0.042(p=0.067) > C.C. ™ *% 36.9% ; ;% 5+ 50 A 48 15 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &1 C.C. 4
0.33 + 0.126(p=0.089) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) & C.C. B] % 0.28 + 0.035(p=0.315) » C.C.

T8 15.0% ;5 it bt 60 A 415 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 1 C.C. 5 0.37 + 0.078(p=0.032)

PTZ(+)/FUS(+) &1 C.C. B] 5 0.29 + 0.031(p=0.098) » C.C. & * 21.7% » 4p b #c¥h

k

FRai 33

71 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

Functional Connectivity (Hippo. - VPM.)
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B 330 fMRI % % T-test © i 5 i 22405 AL {5 /b 4% e a0 1id 8 CC. &%
#14 Normal & (£ ¢ 41) > i8¢ PTZ {5¢0 C.C. P &g+ 2 (d 0.179 1 o % 0.533);
1L i PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘o (% ¢ 41) 82 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) % (4= 4 41) » % FUS Ko i C.C.
S 15.2%-52.3% o * % & Normal ‘.27 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘2 cn&f % 1+ X B » * P<0.05,
#% P<0.01 ; # % & PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘282 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘e chlg ¥ 1+ % & » # P<0.05,
## P<0.01

% 3.3 {MRI § % T-test ke3t 4 47 3 §x 22406 "H (s ) /¢F 4% 0 C.C. & p value

fMRI group baseline 10min 20 min 30 min 40 min 50 min 60 min
Normal 0.180  0.179 0.179 0.174 0.172 0.182  0.173
PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 0.182 0533 0482 0435 0381 0.334 0.370
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 0.185 0.515 - 0212 0.248 0.278 0.295
p (Normal vs PTZ) - - 0.005 0.016 0.045 0.089 0.032
p (non-FUS vs FUS) - - - 0.009 0.067 0315 0.098
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BofsEO O AT R R BL AR e BARE LIS/ RIPE 0 LB AL € 4t FUS
AR o AR B AR B PRSP /0h I cnEt g il B ot e 0 5 % 4o @] 3.31 > Normal
L ES kB & 7~ PTZ(+)/FUS() 200 % & 4k Bl 4 7 ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 14
2 d fi kBl & 7+ 0 Pvalue & %] 5 Normal %+t #i PTZ(+)/FUS(-) i ¥+ £ B
"% ¢ R BT PTZ(H)/FUS(-) et 1 PTZ(+)/FUS(H) Ecrdg F M £ B » m i d
# 3BT o ¥ § FI4p >t Normal ‘2 > & PTZ i #f 10 4 4815 » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) h
C.C. % 0.61+0.126(p=0.002) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 2 C.C. Bl 5 0.61+0.118 ; i3 i3 20
A 1s » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 251 C.C. 5 0.51 +0.075(p=0.001) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 2.1 %
% 37 FUS » #c i % 12 (7 IMRI 4 5 154 30 A 415 » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &2 C.C. %
0.47 + 0.163(p=0.002) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 2.1 C.C. B] 4 0.18 + 0.006(p=0.001) > C.C.
T % 61.8% ;i1 bt 40 A 415 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) &1 C.C. % 0.36 +0.106 (p=0.020)
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 21 C.C. Bl % 0.21 +0.052(p=0.002) » C.C. © * 41.7% ; ;154 50 4
& 15 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 21 C.C. 5 0.41+0.071(p=0.011) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ¢ C.C.
B % 0.26+0.068(p=0.004) » C.C. ™ % 36.6% ; i1 5460 A 4814 » PTZ(+)/FUS(-) k. th
C.C. % 0.40+0.076(p=0.006) ~ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 1 C.C. B % 0.25+0.043(p=0.003) >

C.C. ™% 37.5% > i M BeIp BT 13 3.4 -
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Functional Connectivity (Thal. - VPM.)
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FliE

B 3.31 MR F 5% T-test : AR5 B1AR5 L8 N /7F 4% chss i frid i C.C. 58 % » %t
'\ Normal % (4 1) » 728 PTZ 50 C.C. P A 2 (4 0.121 *+ 2 3 0.609) ; v
#PTZ(H/FUS() Je. (% & f1) %2 PTZ(+)/FUS(H) o (42 4 f1) » & FUS 4 » 5 C.C.
" 36.6%-61.8% o * % & Normal ‘27 PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘&g % 1+ X B » * P<0.05,
#% P<0.01 ; # % & PTZ(+H)/FUS(-) ‘222 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘echlg ¥ 1+ % & » # P<0.05,
## P<0.01

% 3.4 fMRI § % T-test se3- 4 47 1 AR5 AR B *H {3 p /¢F Rl 1 C.C. €2 p value

fMRI group baseline 10min 20 min 30 min 40 min 50 min 60 min
Normal 0.124  0.121 0.122 0.121 0.121 0.127  0.126
PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 0.134  0.609 0515 0474 0367 0418 0.408
PTZ(+)/FUS(+) 0.120  0.614 - 0.183  0.208 0.260  0.255
p (Normal vs PTZ) - - 0.002  0.001 0.020 0.011  0.006
p (non-FUS vs FUS) - - - 0.001  0.002 0.004 0.003
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FoE St

4.1 ApeEAIEIPF] B T RK LR

%ﬁ—i%ﬁ’%%%wﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁig,ﬁﬁg BER SRS L
B SRR LR AF F U F AR PRI e
R EF SRR E R R P Pl 2 2 EEGRAA R 0 2k
TEBM- BARBIUERED o ¥ - R E TR PR B SR

A RS &P g HARE R RS 35%[57] -

FEF AT G E B R EERY EAREIFARZ ¥ LR g
P22 ¢ 7 DBS~ VNS 2 RNS iz = 2 aifd = 3 7 » ¢ 5 4hr HER
Fodl T 8 £ ok U4 Markert 8 4 JTE e el 0 B B ATRA A
BIE G 31% U T el si %k [58] 0 DBS ch T H Frdl ek 5 404% 0
Fisher & 4 erF@ § ¢ » (e Ao ANERF A 3 4c > Bt » (6 ¥ 12 # p E F&
<k o L AR A OR D X K 5 40% 0 KBS E 8V i 50-69% 0 R D
BeE A2 R T av s ¢4 [59] 5 f Englot ¥ A =3 @ o R 5iF VNS (8T S50
AT RS T 45% 0 E s 3212 B P AR s (TR0 0 36% 0 — E b eia g
{27 51%[60] 5 Heck & % er7 3 Bgor » RNS 4 & fjcle iR (T4E 5 | &
RS 37.9% 0 Bl E 173% 0 A flpe ek ekt F ke L E
2k amig iR [61]; Bergey & A cnRNS A7 & % » | & B s (FF & v

P s 4% 2 EREL S3% AR ORI EIFS O K
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TR F A 48% 1 66% 2 F > At LB FARE e 2 L E 2 A4

PR R (9.0%) 2 e el il EE - AR (47%) [62] -

%41 A EAFrIrdlEmR }*Jc W BedpbEor A TR R AR S
1
T, &~ AR E FIERHESF 2 ;’%
Fisher et. al., 2014 DBS 40% [59]
Englot et. al., 2011 VNS 45% [60]
Heck et. al., 2014 RNS 37.9% [61]
This work FUS 35.9% - 52.9% -

AP OE SRR EF AT ELER > FERBIARG AN SR DT
PEFr ek 0 PR A % L gk L 359%-52.9% > &2 p @ DBS ~ VNS £
RNS chiffpk £ %4002 > ¥ 2423 A7 &2 p o FDA 37 clicfa il £ 55 2 & 5
B el otk 0 P AR P b eniE o A 50y > FUS £ 3 2Lz o Bl
FEft g g o Gt BET R G AP PRI S T 0 B R R RTH B E DR

)i;?éﬁ% o

4.2 ABF IV H BRI LR IL R

35 R RN 0T AL U R A R RR
Yoo ADE AR Y REAE L RO ¢ SRRIRE FR S ke

B~ BEb w4 1 & spike A o

P33 PTZ % 2 " > Chen & Min & 2 F7 § I %5 47 5 % % #
Chen A= @ I3+ F 425 A 58 ML & a4 R + 9= 22> MI10.75 ~ DC
30% pE¥ iE 3] 88.5% ehispike Frfrck » BEAATY L0 A F3k B MI i # 4 FUS
FrdlRER ek 0 3% Sdkpe & 0.5SMHZz 375 Loy, 7 4 2 3 2.812W 0 & Chu #hv
FeP A TIRE Lo 2 F BB F G A A G TS T g Min 042§ 48

Froa % BT 2 EFRIEOR 0 & Min ch® Sk § 4 ¥ R PTZ MR (45ke/
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42 AT ARIACR B BT RS AL R E S 647 R spike Fr

o R
T, £ 2 o A SRS S B4 547 % spike #r I v gt
Chen et. al. PTZ 0.5Mhz, M1 0.25-0.75, Rat 45.6% - 88.5%  [24]
2020 100mg/kg  PRF 100Hz, DC 30% Thal.
Min et. al. PTZ 690KHz, MI 0.33, Rat 32.4% - 68.2%  [26]
2011 45mg/kg PRF 100Hz, DC 5% Thal.
Kim et. al. PTZ 1.1MHz, MI 0.28 Rat 21% - 34% [33]
2021 45mg/kg PRF 100Hz, DC 5% Cortex
Chu et. al. KA 0.5Mhz, M1 0.25-0.75, Rat 18.2%-31.2%  [25]
2022 750ng PRF 100hz, DC 30% Hippo.
Zhang et. al. KA 0.5MHz, MI 0.093 Rat 46.7% [32]
2021 6.5mg/kg  PRF 1.5kHz, DC 50% Hippo.
Hakimova et.al. KA 0.2MHz, MI 0.29 Rat 84% [63]
2015 0.3ug/0.3ul  PRF 0.5kHz, DC 50% Hippo.
Zou et. al. Penicillin 800kHz, MI 1.94 Monkey 41.8% [64]
2020 2500 IU/uL  PRF 500Hz, DC 36% Cortex
Lin et. al. Penicillin 750kHz, MI 0.40 Monkey 35.1% [65]
2020 3000 IU/uL.  PRF 1.0kHz, DC 4% Cortex
This work PTZ 1.0MHz, MI 0.25, Rat 35.9% - 52.9% -
70mg/kg PRF 100Hz, DC 30% Hippo.

mg) » % F R L
Py s FERET T AL 57

A7

o

Kim

Min Ty

34%) > kYRR I
Js it %t Chen # Min 0 S5 4745 » ° L it B Ap M % % > € 3 L %0

Frd]re % o

R TECE S

Hakimova # * ™ MI -~ % PRF &7 3

L.]_—_’?

/?J EEG 2 fMRI 2 EL’* FUS *5 3= {é e £ PR egd

}I?cv‘ AP EITEEE o W BT

¥ g )]'i-}"‘L l“’”';/.\/j?/%] oW s 5k
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¢ B> PRF [66] »

FRTAEHFFEF LA RS ELP G52 448

SRR VIR RV RS TS e

HT =k R ‘FTP‘ B
p AR o AR e ML 22 DC 5% > % % £ P Kim e e %k 5 ' (5 3B

R o S AN U UELRAE

#E ﬁ'{%/\ Chu 4= ;{j ’ Zhang ~

DCa73 % » &% { 5 x#Hehid3 B FUS 2
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Tl % > % 5L FavRpdrd] = 2% (Chu 31.2% £2 Zhang 46.7 %) » & 72 5 4p
#r Min (9 7 2 5 Ak AR% 0 AR 7 AZF A 5 47 protocol & T =t 30 /48 (& 10

LR ) Min 4R 5 @3 =X 3 A48 0 B % IR { 4 adrd]EF o

FrATiE > ARFY AR A S A EIL o g e R ML E & R
DC & » I #-3 7 protocol T 5 @PF I % =t 2547 > L 3rd R+ Kk { 53k a0 B

s
'“sra»o

4.3 AR FAL L KL

B A A R RTR Pl o K et A B s RS CM BALE B P
ANT » %55 7 FUS % 47 £ Bh 47 i3 F 4 354 CM 2 ANT ¢ 0 1AM » $2¢ 1

CM 2 ANT e ‘& droc e vt o ttﬁﬁ_@/gu T AR e

% Fisher & 4 987 7 ¢ » DBS §1 ANT 0% ol A ST 3 4e 0 A » 1
A 128N EF A Ak o LA GERE FHIRS LG5 40% 0 SiENE
67 £ 50-69% BRI EARRT s € [59] ¥ - A AP DBS fljk
ANT Fljgc = B % N ¥R (TR 51 405% 0 @ HRIFEK > T ER BT
T5% > CHB T F HEFFEREEF ~EH e B4~ BERAFRE FUZ
A HESIre AL e F[67] -

RNS #1] CM 4 2 & 5 i § saehdrd] > ¥ % K 67% - 75% g (T4
% [67] ; Cukiert ¥ % 87 3 % DBS $ljr CM > | A 2 4 - eh & 5 > 50%
RAES o HY - L RF{AET T RRRE F68] Yang 2P 0 14 L R
HFHERXTHCMSODBS A ¢ 96| Sk e (AR 03 B F RFEIL L R
o2 0] A B E A IVEER > BT R (THE S Y Rt 91% o
PRERRE I FECDS50% B 10 FRE S 2R EER 2 Y G

B ERM [69] -
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V5 Pl AT E o Tl CM #r4RDR ek 4 b R I ANT B 2
ME o kst LR (ST B o TR E P Rl EY 0 g
£ {5 RT g R S o Hligeintr ik > R A EEF R e #5877 FUS
W43 CM 22 ANT » § 35.9% - 52.9% ¥ Efrd»c % » 1% i3 DBS {1 CM :h
OB TR B (50%-91%) 0 4P 02> DBS §1 i ANT ez (54 & - i &
(40%-40.5%) o ¥4z 5 A 11 CM &2 ANT » 4 i®* $#4] + £ 7 22 DBS -~ RNS ¢]
FCMEZ ANT 4p ke » B w25 A3 B0 R o FUS $30 1] a B %% % ot %k
ZB 0 LEE G CM 4] 2 5 R0R & L1 ANT 8 = L i Bdr )
A B SRR 0 F - 3 % o DBS ~ RNS ~ FUS % 5 #rdRrm g S iz o
FUS 4p#2** DBS ~ RNS § ¥ 2Liz » B enifd > £ hded A Pl fo e Bt » &
WA HRBEERER A FUS e ehg (5% 23257 > 87 8- HhHEF

FUS &_{ ¥4 cnpd 53 gk o

4.4 fMRI 2§ fEPEik & 3E 31 B A

BORNE FID S AP §RR P B * R 2R MRI SR Gk L 87
FoRTAFET A VERAR > &Y EEG RBH (TS SRR LT - 03
T R TGS B SRS BRE ok D F v 71 o IMRI A4 % B
AR B LRI e 0 B- R 2T fokeh1 B SRR G
PR PR OB & 0 & i UIMRI B @513 e B % [6] [33] o AR D
it B > Haneef % % 773 4 P TLE thy & 0 fMRI A 45 8 % > 2175 5
HUueHmENFRARBERSINE > K2 IS e FFE-FE -RE >
R GEE S ARE Rl R PR BRI NE 0 HE R RS LR
(ARE ~HE BT 28%) fopRE N EREE > @F 87 4P TLE H 2
R dQifs s i SRR AN G > &7 AGHFERNE T i il SRR

Bmpm b e L ¥ 4L B3]
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TLE (combined)

SPGHRI 000

ol £3% 832 30 &7% P 6T 4T o
FGHERGe e

B 4.1 &L FARERR O RS ﬁ;-;g&fﬁwga&m,a% v BEE

SE-ARE SFECARS R RERRDH RN EERH S TGRS
R B hH PR REBRERR LS A Teihd ]3]

Sarica % 4 *4RF i& {7 DBS fli# > & 3 TeslafMRI# 45 # 51427 P ¥ <0 BOLD
PRESEE A S BR S BLE Y CFAFRPBRPEE AT b o 2ALE
e gedp B 0 BOLD R A0 ks BRI RS foiddod v 4 Feng
o R Rded A FotEn gt o HRY A miE A Fended L g

¥ % FALE DBS %#cip M ch BOLD BB e @l hijz, ¥ 287 &
B R F P R g MR 2 4 fikde 07 G012 [70] -
LA S e B 0 IMRIAS 5 > Diaz 4 % CM it (7 DBS ik &

% 4 809% g "ﬁ POREOR A (TR S PE K 50% o 27 4k ks % (Reticular system
network) Ap I @l 3% e N S R ARM > SRR L X E o 4 iE
B F oA R iR R A AR BRHEos i BT
AR iR Ee et > BT B % AP > % CM 41 DBS 2 DRE 5 vc % # B (%

BT AT R R R 0 R ] G- R e B [71]

AEEEY GBI SRR A W B PTZ > R &5 SRR 0 & EEG
21 fMRI eh % % ¢ > ’v";p T spike BB & i i g w g A R TR
% ° EEG spike i & 2 ¥rgr 02 4~ {h-5c (biomarker) » &fefk 2 %71 ¥ frd spike
B AT R HETE R EE RO % 0 e EEG § & LR g R 2
o kil o R PR T @ CEEG X RN R AR o F A fpd IMRIB R "eA! e
Bor i g o 2 RED ¥ A SRR L FaL R > ¥ EEG i d) v

SRR o R0 B R R TR
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.

Rips = F P HRE L2375 % > A dep| EEGspike &2 # i it 5> A& f

FEROR 5T - TARM I o # PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 2 EEG spike £ % % & fia & 2 ¥

;8
3 )
o«

P SRR R AR W SAF R A H AR e 420 F AE A B

F% > PR E o EEGspike 2 ¥ it i 2 T ILB A MM (R=0.66) » b ¥

3

3 % chbaseline » W% 27 & FJ FH 0 & T R spike # B (14.6 T 52.8) &2
P R R BN R 2 B Rl B C.C(025 1 0.31) LS ESFFRERGS 10 A
48> RGBT AL % RE o BRI F spike #ic® (1364 3 227.6) & i
G E PR LB CC051 2 079) 0 2 A KW EEEFME L F A

M A T R M =T & dbaseline °

PTZ(+)/FUS(-) : Scatter Plot & Correlation
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\\ GS}P‘" s - P
bataline Post PTZ 60min R*=0.6634
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Correlation Coefficient
Bl 42 ##7% ¢ PTZ(+)/FUS(-) ‘2 EEG spike 27 C.C. 5P P % 1t 2. 4¢% Bl 4p M
e
#-PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘= EEG spike 2 % % 2 "4 % 2 B # st L g T % 1 on
LB X 4cH B0 X AP H AR 4oB) 43 0 d Y EEG £ fMRI 9§ % 0 PTZ(+)/
FUS(-) i éhd: 4@ 7 o (EEG ¥ % 8 & » fMRI§ % 6 &) > ¢ £ EEG # % i

BT oY AR R A M2 E R g Bicdh o 1T 6 & 8 3 dicdh IMRI B S i
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e VRRTI e A AR A 20 WRRE 0 & L FUSH $A 1 0 EEG
spike 227 i P BRI F R AP (R=0.82) A EFFFEmmis 10 248 Hk
B AL P A% RH o ¥R F spike BB (76.4 3 189.7) B2 ik Ry B B2 R
T2 B i i g C.C.(0.46 2 0.75) 5 & FUS 4 » j5% i » EEG spike & C.C. §

SEAMMAD R TE L LT 4 hbaseline F BT o

PTZ(+)/FUS(+) - Scatter Plot & Correlation
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Bl 43 #»# 3 ¢ PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘2 EEG spike &7 C.C. 5P A 5 1* 2 4% B2 4p i
{EA
PRl RLE VS BEER - BATA SR AT AR B
T OB kg o £ E Fikse s 2 en= 3 3 IR (Discovery) ~ %3 (Validation)
¥ (Translation) » *F 7 & LRFE O PHE > BEFLFREF- THPF R %

#2500 MRIRIR & F P%a > Ap o MRIRIE > % > L
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2 PR oA B A B R [20]0 TR R WK A5 RE -
FEPESROLAN SER BB FZ R MRIZES AP » 0 507
Hd AEPTZ (6 A% 2R > &0 RGP BT T F T ¥ LR
PG HRETFEFLR (LS 10445 CC.d 024 3 0.58) 5 AALE
¥ 47 FUS & » ¥ 5 & % % Hippo. i % Thal. ~ Hippo. i# %.VPM ~ VPM ig %
Thal. #hs &t Mg & B ¥ ch'g % (p<0.05) 0 e 53F 20-30 A 4B 1s 0 S a1
W@ E B A s E o 3 BEEG it A 41 % 0 ¥ LR T PTZ(H)/FUS(-) &
21 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) ‘& » EEG spikes 5g P B chs it 484 21 54 it P % C.C."ERF p
14 4p 02 > PTZ(+)/FUS(-) j2 e PTZ i1 8418 0 10 & 4g ) i Pl g ensizt T35 2
6 e id pribtaf i 0 & B A ROR B 0 T A d EEG spike 2 # ic fhid B
%3] 5 PTZ(+)/FUS(+) & 546 FUS *5 474 ¥ 15 » EEG spike #c# *5 1€ > /% B i ~
AFE ~ VPM/VPL % 5% 2 B chsd iy fHa 27 %% > & 7 g ) FUS 7 4 S g

G 0 AN R HBE ARG o

APEd FUSAED w7 b s il R A B8 BBHFH 2
HEERE - TEFAS LRI IA SN B LE SR o B0 412 § o0
AL A Sl {5 e R Tk & BEG hi % b ik 8 { B endrdlae
%o P MRIZFA 7 PAH A SRR g 2 A 23] 2587

LAY ER LB IR 0 £V K PER LRI EEG 2 fMRI > 5 48 R B0 Tk

4.5 BrRRW R EY
hFE R g R b R F T U

1. EEG E#
EEG & BB ehi & Kk ‘f P B N e B S et s R Y TR B

PBEF KRR 7 MRI RBOEBFEHRES ~ 245 AFFR s F
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ik BIon LA 4 B o AT Y MRI 85 B 5 7 Tesla » 1345385 &
%0 i XA rawEEG 9 5-7 B enB A B o B RSB S AR
B fRseil o a7 50§ MRL#FH B 7] B Eis > BPIE s 58] § i3
* AP ¥ raw EEG 5 15-20 B entOg 58 0 2 s 0 EREd 29
B - FRErawBEG - 3 A FFRBATA S B A F % B> § 9 5%
EALY MR R R SIS > B P TR R 3-S5 RMF B

DA LB A 4 B A B A2 5-6 3% 10-12 B3
AR o 7 BRENEE L E A A BARH - ik o L
o %ok P EEG 2 fMRI B % ®iRl& 7 ¥ (7 » & FUS %4 i 427

24 FEEG + 2 & -

2. fMRI ¥ ffn 5855 B
ARG TR 2 B fTRE 0 e b RARE N B E N R AT AR
ot g 2 AE e b MRS 3 0 § 27— & EPLA 7|4

EF:\.}SNR__L’),?30#Fz}‘ﬁpj§f’ffgﬁg‘fMRI*ﬂ?*"| Bp 3 K,;r'/z‘
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FoORORHE  SRBFE G EAR F §H SNR BB o A T
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slices i e i 4 e DRI A BEMS S TURRE > AL PER &S
o WA Bl BEF FUS %472 IMRI #45 > & IMRI 4 ) B 5 2 ¢ § 557

e e de e B3

BB AT e b e A i
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AT HIY MRAPZ 9 2R BHEEEY 7B 28 - 2/ &FHHF 7
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2. ¥ F A2 A R A
i % - Bend i B0A 0 R R L E S S ROR R 0 & 40-70mg/
kg AP b > BBITIHBERT 3 g (T E - AL HIFEHF S A
WHCTRLE ™ o 23031 F % O R e T RLRI S B 3] e S s

103 6 87 L & P HIE S -

3. 1% Al EALS A SR a2 ook
A ko ERORDR S O] S RIS LS R D 1 e
RGOS & o kA TR A A SR SR o g
ML~ DC - total time % S8 > ¥ AZER& A %E D B SR

Frl $UK B -
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FRFE HERARREZ

AR Y o A E R EpFF odk s-fMRI - EEG > R BB E 5 45 5
e B RO > ROENAR S R TR E > AR RA SRR T 7
Mo 27 i - B syt Firs-fMRI o EEG » 2 4 * MR 49 % T 1&
o~ wimf Ma® s B o &8 R EEG gL spike iR 0 - i IMRIF o 47
PR i A M i C.C T Bk A FEREOR OB A R E
P PTZ eni s £ % 5 70 mg/kg i3 545 R 3% % & $ ch PTZ(+)/FUS(-) 2 » 7 %
LB A PTZ st 10 A 4815 > spike 8 d 175+ 2 3 118.8 C.C. 4 0.19 +
< % 0.65; spike #ic® & C.C. "L F PR i& "8 1€ > 4 60 4 48 spike BB "% M 3

75.8 > C.C. "3 <1 0.29 -

b PTZ(+)/FUS(-) & 5 3848 40 1535 3742 3 & e PTZ(+)/FUS(+) & » & EEG
spike #c® A NE(S 40 A 4B T % 35.9%-52.9% > C.C. T ¥adicd 0.63 T % 1 023>
"ETS 40 A 4PN Bl 3 023 3 031 & fMRI %6 % ¥ % % e i B CC A
oo HET LR RAAMGETR AASEERE SP R BEe CC EET S

11.4% -45.1% > /& B i 22406 *g i o /ob ipl4% C.C. ™ "% 15.2% - 52.3% » 4R 5 2 4R

Bt /e Rl C.CL T ' 36.6% - 61.8% o 7 2 AL iF FUS f] g4 B “ﬁc‘ E%’Eﬂ #d
ERFPrflABe B FRT 2% BN RRS Ry 340 B Eart

% > Z FUS $dcenfjgv @ FIEF A5 n 2 CC ALEFRFREF S K-
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LA S A P F ehdE 3t 0 B ow FDA 3. ¢h % 4o DBS ~ VNS ~ RNS %
B R PR S gk B 37.9%-45.0% 0 v AT 7 i ¥ FUS e R
% 35.9%-52.9% > F 4p 02 endrdlsck o @ FUS st A= b 3= % > BB 4 2hizr P
Bop RS 3 T RRRE SR 2 R RES o e o FUSFrdlE
M S A PR HFER P BRF R I ERNRREKRE VL RAF
T 4L ko FUS et i3 B e0 ML (0.25) # 833 0 DC g (% 30%) £
BT o A EPFE R S X 25 e burst-mode 0 ¥ O E R A andrdlae sk P R
FEHE G O REFCME ANT 3 B EIB 0t > DBS & ANT 756 % b i
B e R e R 0 R R (TAE 5 '8 11 40% > DBS & CM R EF { 4 ] > 5
HOBOR (3 154 558 15 50% - 91%) » 247§ én FUS B8 %% ¢ 3 CM £ ANT 3% A
% o FrAlAER (35.9%-52.9%) 4 £t DBS A W flja Mgk AT ] kL B A
3% FUS 115 CM 2 ANT % 7 - A2 R 4480 o & FUS $20 fliga B2 %

gk £ R o> F Fig - i‘b AR

#5t* fMRI # i (P S DRORECE] » 7 4 Bl 42c0ip R Y > ¥
i 5+15 EEG spike #cB 2273 B L6 st su i B C.C. e pFF 2 » | 7] 5 Eok
EER A - TR 2 A BT R ARME RBRAFLRETE
MA B wARE F iR ST CC B 0360 REABFEAGN T AERE (T
FUS /o tsa B -ARLF # i i B T30 C.C. K3 031 Pl A /R e - TR
AFrd] o ¥t G AT N FIRROATE PR AT EREINR2ET W

GRS IHRL ST TG D R -

BRE o AT EHEFET AR - FRE A IS LT LY
rs-fMRI § i#l4r EEG ek » M3BR AR ER A8 Rp G5 N2 423 A 5
AR E 4 TR R RN R R GEF SRR R R gk
Rl AL Radhd PRI S RES R SRR R

WE T AfFEe L4 5k .?fuﬁ:}rﬁié.i:",yfﬂﬁﬁj m?ﬁ)]?c °

87 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

52 RRREZE

521 BEIRT

4ok - F 474 0 FUS s 2 5 & e 7 5 4] =+ WAF A FHE PR
WA H S 20 BRI O~ BRRRA o TR DE D S8

VU ERIITR Ay

~=\

TLEAr R R VT RHEARIIE G R AR
foo Bt o R A TER DS RO F o T RE RS TR RS E
Fro AR e R FRTE S A INA G R NP G LA HATREIEL o R
? e FUS %87 MR Y F h@ B A Frdscsk 0 BMBAN AT GE g o B
A ¥ ARRA G2 EE Y RL OB ESIFF TR e blde AT LR
%ﬂ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂW#EWM’aﬂw—%%&’ﬁwvﬁﬁzﬁﬁ’
KR LN E G A & el G em o f PR SRR IF e W FUS 0

i @ E - BN E A RREE o PR e R B [27] o

1. 7z it (cavitation)

VR A A SR G- BT 48 - E[/Ii:r-'hfi;fp'&%@’;ug_l. "5
/%II"J' ‘?p /‘L it m r,F B% %—_y{}é 4 ;'_,Hg_l]\ 2RA7 r,\a;i’ﬁfr’} rrj;F /g o &g)\;?;@
boin SN R BB R G R R e R 3 A R R K

CHRBPFFAP W GEBRE L ARG F e T [27] ¢ d

~
~

WAoo e A FREF B AR RS G AR F e T F e
A& oA o F AR I Semin g (TR B~ S A fedr) o

BF ok B BRI SR ok SRR o A 0 B P ot

EYARBIOLARF AN EAE %R L Fenm g R @FY 4R
BOREE R TR

2. B R® DO

88 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

FHERG L GEP o AW 0.0°CHE R R T o of S B e < el
BF R & o BRG] B R B R TR FR AR R U
AP AT R ARIGER G RO AR RN SR o 4 N A LD
FHEARY AN T Tl AR A AR E R e ehp RV Bdg
BB F 1S 0 A GRBE T AR T B Pl o i f #EA EFrle
BHILRDT AFT T ¢ o AR KA S g L 3 0 W o ehge il if B ARk

B P oentEd > v E LT o e a P A R g o fdg kTl

PFRTE ORI 0GP RRA RE RO E A R L 2
B2 R EE 2w i 3 i s o BdR AR SR LE ~ hIE

f& o BiT ﬁ‘ BT Ege ar_él“’ff'}i/ REEREDGHGEADFER T J;E’};

Pt ipt { A RETET Y oM By ARF AN EASTEL P RDE

el

BT GERAARBITEARAFEALPRAFAITER FTAg 5 A A
SR R RoTknR FHFE L BHR o 20 v B B BT
TE A R Y T B R SERRIE X FRAF RS AP
B 3 e A S Pl chd @R Fl S o PR T e +0.5°C PRAF A [29]
Bl > R Flidod B R{od R SEAMEPR A §

SRR TS Fel e BRI - FMA AR NH AT

g

evaALFETER R I._iaq /}i?fé cprd] P i o

. ¥+ 5% 4 (mechanical force)

Fh o AR AR AL A AT 1T o BRI KN
AEY O FUEL O BEARAET U RT3 @ Rl e
FILGH KRG o e T b R R EREF R4 BT § ok
FEFYE AP RE L R R AR L P i

%
BRI AR AR R S AL - A SR R [66] o 2T A A4 A M
i

v
=
im

’H- = r‘nz\ tiﬁ'&l‘*& » 1R & "{g}}%]‘ﬁﬁﬁi}‘éffr'ﬁ”% FA & ﬂq%ﬁ o g X Al

1/

=

“3\3‘:

LIS
)

B B AR R BT [ FH P AR R DB F

89 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

BN RS domre R g E 4 F o vy - AL P [30] 0 g 2R
T iR TR 4 TS SRS R BREFRSR & e g
HEmiaid AR BEF L PEBH AL ATFE FREGHERE >
GFTAP O ABZwE Y > R RRAZ T EAL A ERE BT
PR R BRGEA frA 2 TR A LB R B ey T
iRAT A S A AT o R T LA SRR i T AR T
ST Y e Ma? RS RRATR A B R e ¢ AT A RS o e -
AR S PWRERUE I ARREFAFE LV P APREAFEEET
o ARl B > B AER LT o BREE X PR gk
B 3RE 0 A B e B2 Bt @ ke g B AT AR B [27] 0 ehkR
AT A 0T AR SRR (T o S - TS R e g Al g

AR e A B At g

AR P ERY Ma R DA A FEEFIFIROR T & Ly, » 0.728W
PGB AL R [25] 27 5 2@ R R HNZ B RES BA F A
AR RS FR IR 0 blde GADOS A ¢ S R RIFrAIEA L8 F 8
(GABA) ~ c-Fos & iBl/& B 1240 45 7 [24] ~ Nissl LB oA 154 (L e 8 ¥ oz 1 4o
e FHH[27) 8% c ARFARIEFAFENAE LA A S ERE &
HARFHEP o 7 AR AFUS (5411020030 448> 2 878 4 o
eHA S o LA L% 2 EEG - MRI i {74 > % GADG65 £ c-Fos Pl it # /&
fMRI #7447 1 H BOLD *a % 4 51 > L T e d + &5 /Frdlfial 59w

% BOLDmap ' H R F @B E/HFLER > BVE- HEF ZEF I D
fMRI ¥ * 52 3R i bl g B SRR 27 PRI ESENL I Fi
s BEG sl dr Az » & 7 E FUS# 53 &84z fiz @ » oi— i

L

90 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

522 HHEZBIZERIENARE

AFEF bl - #3803 ¢ o ¥ £ BEG 22 fMRI & & 4 3230 55 &k L2 R 3
£ 2 ¢ EEG hspike » Tk + ZETRR D2 P ihse s BEASLA 2 Bo s Fox
AERIBFERESARF AT NESFEAUPFRRREERF A L A
d EEG &2 fMRI 4 24 S Frid & e % o 5 4 B8 3804 4 % (feedback
control system) 4 1 jp] EEG 31 55 » DR s PRSI FUS s &g E 5| {

A SR B REREFR R R T

$-4t FUS i g4 i sb o> Chien % A 3% 0 - B9 5% % 4 > 4Bl 5.1 B84
# 7 i 18 ;B (passive cavitation detection, PCD) ¥ i #:3=4];% & ;* (feedback control

algorithm) 4 if 7| FUS 47 B - "% B 4 (BBB opening) e $22 41 & %L [4] o

Feedback control algorithm

. Trigger !
Function generator 85 » PicoScope
v T
Power amplifier Pre-amplifier
+ T
FUS Transducer PCD

Water Balloon
— Water Container

- """
Microbubbles
@m.HB#PLn¢wmw#rm;i%i@’éaﬁiﬂ@Mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ
% % $ e 2 FUS BBB opening et $24= 41 4 55 [4]

AlegiRpPhFE . AV BERET A BER LS (Field

Programmable Gate Array, FPGA) i& {7 » 2 EEG & fMRI 2 52 5L 1F & %] oo A 3T

91 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

AZH AR T S M R T R 2 E o Aot R A
AT EEHEDR A TR A SRS - £ 0 145412 &3]0 K3y MI &2 DC 0
i 2T 5 44 FUS % 47 protocol 3z 3 ‘@ 5 =t % 47 » G4~ 57 7 FUS chddicih
Ei%.30 7 ON ~ 90 5 OFF #c 5 90 5 ON ~ 30 ) OFF » &% fiw 3% % 5@ § 0
eI R drd] 2 sk o v EEG & R3] 5 0 55 B B S U BL T AT S ROR B
e~ drie 2 pFg g oF e s ptag = A0 ~ MR e fe 3 BF 2 47 18 5 i ~ SL 50
TRESHERRE TOREAR KATEAFFUS S dcE ¥ T E 5 FRaw
TR kK&

92 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[1]

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

275 IR

Y. Y. Chen, H. Y. Lai, S. H. Lin, C. W. Cho, W. H. Chao, C. H. Liaod, S. Tsang, Y. F.
Chen, and S. Y. Lin, “Design and fabrication of a polyimide-based microelectrode
array: Application in neural recording and repeatable electrolytic lesion in rat brain,”

Journal of Neuroscience Methods, vol. 182, p. 6-16, 05 2009.

N. Todd, Y. Zhang, M. Arcaro, L. Becerra, D. Borsook, M. Livingstone, and N. Mc-
Dannold, “Focused ultrasound induced opening of the blood-brain barrier disrupts

inter-hemispheric resting state functional connectivity in the rat brain,” Neurolmage,

vol. 414-422, 09 2018.

Z. Haneef, A. Lenartowicz, H. J. Yeh, H. S. Levin, J. E. Jr., and J. M. Stern, “Func-
tional connectivity of hippocampal networks in temporal lobe epilepsy,” Epilepsia,

vol. 55, no. 1, p. 137-145, 04 2014.

C. Y. Chien, Y. H. Yang, Y. Gong, Y. M. Yue, and H. Chen, “Blood-brain bar-
rier opening by individualized closed-loop feedback control of focused ultrasound,”

BME Frontiers, vol. 2022, p. 9867230, 04 2022.

L. S. Vidyaratne and K. M. Iftekharuddin, “Real-time epileptic seizure detection
using eeg,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Systems and Rehabilitation Engineering,

vol. 25, no. 11, pp. 2146-2156, 01 2017.

R. S. Fisher, W. van Emde Boas, W. Blume, C. Elger, P. Genton, P. Lee, and J. E. Jr.,

93 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

“Epileptic seizures and epilepsy: Definitions proposed by the international league
against epilepsy (ilae) and the international bureau for epilepsy (ibe),” Epilepsia,

vol. 46, no. 4, pp. 470-472, 03 2005.

[7] P. Kwan and M. J. Brodie, “Refractory epilepsy: mechanisms and solutions,” Expert

Review of Neurotherapeutics, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 397-406, 01 2014.

[8] S. Abramovich and A. Bagi¢, “Epidemiology of epilepsy,” Neuroepidemiology, vol.

138, pp. 159-171, 2016.

[9] K. M. Fiest, K. M. Sauro, S. Wiebe, S. B. Patten, C.-S. Kwon, J. Dykeman, T. Pring-
sheim, D. L. Lorenzetti, and N. Jetté, “Prevalence and incidence of epilepsy: A
systematic review and meta-analysis of international studies,” Neurology, vol. 88,

no. 3, pp. 296-303, 01 2017.

[10] R.S.Fisher, J. H. Cross, J. A. French, N. Higurashi, E. Hirsch, F. E. Jansen, L. Lagae,
S. L. Moshé, J. Peltola, E. R. Perez, 1. E. Scheffer, and S. M. Zuberi, “Operational
classification of seizure types by the international league against epilepsy: Position

paper of the ilae commission for classification and terminology,” Epilepsia, vol. 58,

no. 4, pp. 522-530, 03 2017.

[11] R. Guerrini, C. Marini, and C. Barba, “Generalized epilepsies,” Handbook of Clini-

cal Neurology, vol. 161, pp. 3—15, 07 2019.

[12] T. A. F. Jr, E. H. Middlebrooks, W. H. Tzu, M. R. Neto, and V. M. Holanda, “Post-
mortem dissections of the papez circuit and nonmotor targets for functional neuro-

surgery,” World Neurosurgery, vol. 144, pp. e866—e875, 11 2020.

[13] A. K. Sharma, R. Y. Reams, W. H. Jordan, M. A. Miller, H. L. Thacker, and P. W.
Snyder, “Mesial temporal lobe epilepsy: Pathogenesis, induced rodent models and
lesions,” Toxicologic Pathology, vol. 35, p. 984-999, 07 2007.

94 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[14] K. L. Dell, M. J. Cook, and M. 1. Maturana, “Deep brain stimulation for epilepsy:
Biomarkers for optimization,” Curr Treat Options Neurol, vol. 21, p. 47 =63, 09

2019.

[15] J. E. Jr, “Introduction to temporal lobe epilepsy,” Epilepsy Research, vol. 26, no. 1,

pp. 141-150, 12 1996.

[16] M. Wong, “A critical review of mtor inhibitors and epilepsy: from basic science to
clinical trials,” Expert Review of Neurotherapeutics, vol. 13, no. 6, pp. 657-669, 01

2014.

[17] J. E. Jr, “What can we do for people with drug-resistant epilepsy?” Neurology,

vol. 87, no. 23, pp. 24832489, 01 2016.

[18] B. C. Jobs and G. D. Cascin, “Resective epilepsy surgery for drug-resistant focal

epilepsy: A review,” JAMA, vol. 313, no. 3, pp. 285-293, 01 2015.

[19] M. S. Markert and R. S. Fisher, “Neuromodulation - science and practice in epilepsy:
Vagus nerve stimulation, thalamic deep brain stimulation, and responsive neurostim-

ulation,” Expert Review of Neurotherapeutics, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 17-29, 04 2018.

[20] T. A. M. B. van der Vlis, O. E. M. G. Schijns, F. L. W. V. J. Schaper, G. Hoog-
land, P. Kubben, L. Wagner, R. Rouhl, Y. Temel, and L. Ackermans, “Deep brain
stimulation of the anterior nucleus of the thalamus for drug-resistant epilepsy,” Neu-

rosurgical Review, vol. 42, pp. 287-296, 01 2019.

[21] N. R. Williams, K. D. Sudheimer, B. S. Bentzley, J. Pannu, K. H. Stimpson, D. Du-
vio, K. Cherian, J. Hawkins, K. H. Scherrer, B. Vyssoki, D. DeSouza, K. S. Raj,
J. Keller, and A. F. Schatzberg, “High-dose spaced theta-burst tms as a rapid-acting
antidepressant in highly refractory depression,” Brain, vol. 141, no. 3, pp. e18—¢18,

02 2018.

95 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[22] R. Schulz, C. Gerloff, and F. C. Hummel, “Non-invasive brain stimulation in neuro-

logical diseases,” Neuropharmacology, vol. 64, pp. 579-587, 01 2013.

[23] C.C. Lee, C. C. Chou, F.J. Hsiao, Y. H. Chen, C. F. Lin, C. J. Chen, S. J. Peng, H. L.
Liu, and H. Y. Yu, “Pilot study of focused ultrasound for drug-resistant epilepsy,”

epilepsia, vol. 63, pp. 162—-175, 10 2022.

[24] S. G. Chen, C. H. Tsai, C. J. Lin, L. C. Chiac, H. Y. Yu, T. H. Hsieh, and H. L.
Liu, “Transcranial focused ultrasound pulsation suppresses pentylenetetrazol in-

duced epilepsy in vivo,” Brain Stimulation, vol. 13, pp. 3546, 09 2020.

[25] P.C. Chu, H. Y. Yu, C. C. Lee, R. Fisher, and H. L. Liu, “Pulsed-focused ultrasound
provides long-term suppression of epileptiform bursts in the kainic acid-induced

epilepsy rat model,” Neurotherapeutics, vol. 19, no. 1, p. 1368-1380, 05 2022.

[26] B. K. Min, A. Bystritsky, K. I. Jung, K. Fischer, Y. Zhang, L. S. M. andSang In Park,
Y. A. Chung, F. A. Joleszl, and S. S. Yoo, “Focused ultrasound-mediated suppression

of chemically-induced acute epileptic eeg activity,” BMC Neuroscience, vol. 123,

no. 23, 03 2011.

[27] G. Darmani, T. O. Bergmann, K. B. Pauly, C. F. Caskey, L. de Lecea, A. Fomenko,
E. Fouragnan, W. Legon, K. R. Murphy, T. Nandi, M. A. Phipps, G. Pinton,
H. Ramezanpour, J. Sallet, S. N. Yaakub, S. S. Yoo, and R. Chen, “Non-invasive
transcranial ultrasound stimulation for neuromodulation,” Clinical Neurophysiology,

vol. 135, pp. 51-73, 03 2022.

[28] S.S. Yoo, A. Bystritsky, J. H. Lee, Y. Zhang, K. Fischer, B. K. Min, N. J. McDannold,
A. P. Leone, and F. A. Jolesz, “Focused ultrasound modulates region-specific brain

activity,” Neurolmage, vol. 56, no. 1, p. 1267-1275, 02 2011.

96 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

M. L. Prieto, K. Firouzi, B. T. Khuri-Yakub, D. V. Madison, and M. Maduke, “Spike
frequency-dependent inhibition and excitation of neural activity by high-frequency

ultrasound,” J. Gen. Physiol., vol. 152, no. 11, p. €202012672, 03 2020.

E. N. Petersen, H. W. Chung, A. Nayebosadri, and S. B. Hansen, “Kinetic disruption

of lipid rafts is a mechanosensor for phospholipase d,” Nature Communications, vol.

13873, no. 7, 12 2016.

Y. Tufail, . A. Matyushov, N. Baldwin, M. L. Tauchmann, J. Georges, A. Yoshihiro,
S. I. H. Tillery, , and W. J. Tyler, “Transcranial pulsed ultrasound stimulates intact

brain circuits,” Neurotechnique, vol. 66, no. 1, p. 681-694, 06 2010.

M. Zhang, B. Li, X. Lv, S. Liu, Y. Liu, R. Tang, Y. Lang, Q. Huang, and J. He, “Low-
intensity focused ultrasound-mediated attenuation of acute seizure activity based on

eeg brain functional connectivity,” Brain science, vol. 11, p. 711, 05 2021.

T. Kim, T. KIM, J. Joo, I. Ryu, S. Lee, E. Park, and Y. Shon, “Modulation of
eeg frequency characteristics by low-intensity focused ultrasound stimulation in a
pentylenetetrazol-induced epilepsy model,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 59900 —

59909, 04 2021.

E. Bubrick, P. J. White, T. Mariano, J. Orozco, M. Purandare, and N. McDannold,
“Transcranial focused ultrasound for epilepsy,” Brain Stimulation, vol. 14, no. 6, p.

1747, 11 2021.

L. Ai, J. K. Mueller, A. Grant, Y. Eryaman, and W. Legon, “Transcranial focused
ultrasound for bold fmri signal modulation in humans,” 38th Annual International
Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society (EMBC), pp.

1758-1761, 2016.

97 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[36] L. Ai, P. Bansal, J. K. Mueller, and W. Legon, “Effects of transcranial focused ul-
trasound onhuman primary motor cortex using 7t fmri: a pilot study,” BMC Neuro-

science, vol. 19, no. 56, 09 2018.

[37] X. M. Chen, D. H. Huang, Z. R. Chen, W. Ye, Z. X. Lv, and J. O. Zheng, “Tempo-
ral lobe epilepsy: Decreased thalamic resting-state functional connectivity and their
relationships with alertness performance,” Epilepsy Behavior, vol. 44, p. 47-54, 01

2015.

[38] A. Vetkas, J. Germann, G. Elias, A. Loh, A. Boutet, K. Yamamoto, C. Sarica,
N. Samuel, V. Milano, A. Fomenko, B. Santyr, J. Tasserie, D. Gwun, H. H. Jung,
T. Valiante, G. M. Ibrahim, R. Wennberg, S. K. Kalia, , and A. M. Lozano, “Identi-
fying the neural network for neuromodulation in epilepsy through connectomics and

graphs,” BRAIN COMMUNICATIONS, vol. 4, pp. 1-15, 04 2022.

[39] E. H. Middlebrooks, S. S. Grewal, M. Stead, B. N. Lundstrom, G. A. Worrell, , and
J. J. V. Gompel, “Differences in functional connectivity profiles as a predictor of
response to anterior thalamic nucleus deep brain stimulation for epilepsy: a hypoth-

esis for the mechanism of action and a potential biomarker for outcomes,” Neurosurg

Focus, vol. 45, pp. E7-E16, 08 2018.

[40] K.Borges, M. Gearing, D. L. McDermott, A. B. Smith, A. G. Almonte, B. H. Wainer,
and R. Dingledine, “Neuronal and glial pathological changes during epileptogenesis

in the mouse pilocarpine model,” Experimental Neurology, vol. 182, p. 21-34, 02

2003.

[41] A. C. Ciltas, E. Ozdemir, E. Gumus, A. S. Taskiran, H. Gunes, and G. Arslan,
“The anticonvulsant effects of alpha-2 adrenoceptor agonist dexmedetomidine on
pentylenetetrazole-induced seizures in rats,” Neurochemical Research, vol. 47, p.

305-314, 01 2022.

98 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[42] J. Paasonen, P. Stenroos, R. A. Salo, V. Kiviniemi, and O. Grohn, “Functional con-
nectivity under six anesthesia protocols and the awake condition in rat brain,” Neu-

rolmage, vol. 172, p. 9-20, 01 2018.

[43] B. P. Keogh, D. Cordes, L. Stanberry, B. D. Figler, C. A. Robins, B. L. Tempel,
C. Green, A. Emmi, K. Maravilla, and P. A. Schwartzkroin, “Bold-fmri of ptz-

induced seizures in rats,” Epilepsy Research, vol. 66, p. 75-90, 07 2005.

[44] G.Lu, X.Qian, J. Castillo, R. Li, L. Jiang, H. Lu, K. K. Shung, M. S. Humayun, B. B.
Thomas, and Q. Zhou, “Transcranial focused ultrasound for noninvasive neuromod-
ulation of the visual cortex,” IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON ULTRASONICS, vol. 18,

no. 1, pp. 21-28, 01 2021.

[45] G. K. Elbel, R. Kalisch, M. Czisch, R. Hipp, and D. Auer, “Design and importance
of a continuous physiologic monitoring for fmri in rats at 7t and first results with
the novel anesthetic sevoflurane,” Proc ISMRM 8th Scientific Meeting, vol. 928, 01

2000.

[46] P. Piwowarczyk, E. Rypulak, J. S. Stawecka, D. Nieoczym, K. Socata, A. Wlaz,
P. Wlaz, W. Turski, M. Czuczwar, and M. Borys, “Propofol and sevoflurane anes-
thesia in early childhood do not influence seizure threshold in adult rats,” Interna-
tional Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, vol. 18, p. 12367, 11

2021.

[47] N. Todd, Y. Zhang, M. Livingstone, D. Borsook, and N. McDannold, “The neu-
rovascular response is attenuated by focused ultrasound-mediated disruption of the

blood-brain barrier,” Neurolmage, vol. 201, p. 116010, 07 2019.

[48] P. L. Yi, S. B. Jou, Y. J. Wu, and F. C. Chang, “Manipulation of epileptiform elec-

99 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

trocorticograms (ecogs) and sleep in rats and mice by acupuncture,” Journal of Vi-

sualized Experiments, vol. 118, pp. 1-8, 12 2016.

[49] M. N. DeSalvo, U. Schridde, A. M. Mishra, J. E. Motelow, M. J. Purcaro, N. Daniel-
son, X. Bai, F. Hyder, and H. Blumenfeld, “Focal bold fmri changes in bicuculline-

induced tonic - clonic seizures in the rat,” Neurolmage, vol. 50, p. 902 - 909, 01

2010.

[50] J. Luckl, J. Keating, , and J. H. Greenberg, “Alpha-chloralose is a suitable anesthetic
for chronic focal cerebral ischemia studies in the rat: A comparative study,” NIH

Public Access, vol. 1191, p. 157-167, 01 2008.

[51] E. Cagetti, G. Pinna, A. Guidotti, K. Baicy, and R. W. Olsen, “Chronic intermittent
ethanol (cie) administration in rats decreases levels of neurosteroids in hippocampus,
accompanied by altered behavioral responses to neurosteroids and memory func-

tion,” Neuropharmacology, vol. 46, p. 570-579, 01 2004.

[52] J. D. Kenny, M. B. Westover, S. Ching, E. N. Brown, and K. Solt, “Propofol and
sevoflurane induce distinct burst suppression patterns in rats,” Frontiers in Systems

Neuroscience, vol. 8, pp. 237-250, 12 2014.

[53] Paxinos, George, Watson, and Charles, The rat brain in stereotaxic coordinates:

hard cover edition. Elsevier, 2006.

[54] M. A. O" REILLY, A. MULLER, and K. HYNYNEN, “Ultrasound insertion loss
of rat parietal bone appears to be proportional to animal mass at submegahertz fre-

quencies,” Ultrasound in Med. Biol., vol. 37, no. 11, p. 1930-1937, 07 2011.

[55] P. A. Valdés-Hernandez, A. Sumiyoshi, H. Nonaka, R. Haga, EduardoAubert-

Vésquez, T. Ogawa, Y. Iturria-Medina, J. J. Riera, and R. Kawashima, “An in vivo

100 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

mri template set for morphometry, tissue segmentation, and fmri localization inrats,”

Frontiers in Neuroinformatics, vol. 5, no. 26, pp. 24-33, 11 2011.

[56] O. Collignon, M. Davare, E. Olivier, and A. G. D. Volder, “Reorganisation of the
right occipito-parietal stream for auditory spatial processing in early blind humans.
a transcranial magnetic stimulation study,” Brain Topography, vol. 23, pp. 232-240,

01 2009.

[57] G.Liu, N. Slater, and A. Perkins, “Epilepsy: Treatment options,” Am Fam Physician,

vol. 96, no. 2, pp. 87-96, 07 2017.

[58] M. S. Markert and R. S. Fisher, “Neuromodulation - science and practice in epilepsy:
Vagus nerve stimulation, thalamic deep brain stimulation, and responsive neurostim-

ulation,” Expert Review of Neurotherapeutics, vol. 115, no. 1, pp. 17-29, 19 2019.

[59] R.S. Fisher and A. L. Velasco, “Electrical brain stimulation for epilepsy,” NEUROL-

0GY, vol. 10, pp. 261-270, 05 2014.

[60] D. J. Englot, E. F. Chang, and K. I. August, “Vagus nerve stimulation for epilepsy:
a meta analysis of efficacy and predictors of response,” J Neurosurg, vol. 115, pp.

1248-1256, 12 2011.

[61] C.N. Heck, D. King-Stephens, A. D. Massey, D. R. Nair, B. C. Jobst, G. L. Barkley,
V. Salanova, A. J. Cole, M. C. Smith, R. P. Gwinn, C. Skidmore, P. C. V. Ness,
G. K. Bergey, Y. D. Park, I. Miller, E. Geller, P. A. Rutecki, R. Zimmerman, D. C.
Spencer, A. Goldman, J. C. Edwards, J. W. Leiphart, R. E. Wharen, J. Fessler, N. B.
Fountain, G. A. Worrell, R. E. Gross, S. Eisenschenk, R. B. Duckrow, L. J. Hirsch,
C. Bazil, C. A. O’ Donovan, F. T. Sun, T. A. Courtney, C. G. Seale, and M. J. Mor-

rell, “Two-year seizure reduction in adults with medically intractable partial onset

101 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

epilepsy treated with responsive neurostimulation: Final results of the rs system

pivotal trial,” Epilepsia, vol. 55, no. 3, p. 432-441, 08 2014.

[62] G.K.Bergey, M. J. Morrell, E. M. Mizrahi, A. Goldman, D. King-Stephens, D. Nair,
S. Srinivasan, B. Jobst, R. E. Gross, D. C. Shields, G. Barkley, V. Salanova, P. Ole-
jniczak, A. Cole, S. S. Cash, K. Noe, R. Wharen, G. Worrell, A. M. Murro, J. Ed-
wards, M. Duchowny, D. Spencer, M. Smith, E. Geller, R. Gwinn, C. Skidmore,
S. Eisenschenk, M. Berg, C. Heck, P. V. Ness, N. Fountain, P. Rutecki, A. Massey,
C. O’ Donovan, D. Labar, R. B. Duckrow, L. J. Hirsch, T. Courtney, F. T. Sun, and
C. G. Seale, “Long-term treatment with responsive brain stimulation in adults with
refractory partial seizures,” American Academy of Neurology, vol. 84, pp. 810-818,

02 2015.

[63] H.Hakimova, S. Kim, K. Chu, S. K. Lee, B. Jeong, and D. Jeon, “Ultrasound stimu-
lation inhibits recurrent seizures and improves behavioral outcome in an experimen-
tal model of mesial temporal lobe epilepsy,” Epilepsy Behavior, vol. 49, pp. 26-32,

05 2015.

[64] J. Zou, L. Meng, Z. Lin, Y. Qiao, C. Tie, Y. Wang, X. Huang, T. Yuan, Y. Chi,
W. Meng, L. Niu, Y. Guo, and H. Zheng, “Ultrasound neuromodulation inhibits

seizures in acute epileptic monkeys,” iScience, vol. 23, p. 101066, 05 2020.

[65] Z.Lin, L. Meng, J. Zou, W. Zhou, X. Huang, S. Xue, T. Bian, T. Yuan, L. Niu, Y. Guo,
and H. Zheng, “Non-invasive ultrasonic neuromodulation of neuronal excitability for

treatment of epilepsy,” Theranostics, vol. 10, no. 12, pp. 5514-5526, 01 2020.

[66] T.J.Manuel, J. Kusunose, X. Zhan, X. Lv, E. Kang, A. Yang, Z. Xiang, and charles f.
caskey, “Ultrasound neuromodulation depends on pulse repetition frequency and can

modulate inhibitory effects of ttx,” Scientific RepoRtS, vol. 10, p. 15347, 01 2020.

102 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

[67] R. S. Fisher, “Deep brain stimulation of thalamus for epilepsy,” Neurobiology of

Disease, vol. 179, p. 106045, 02 2023.

[68] A. Cukiert, C. M. Cukiert, J. A. Burattini, and P. P. Mariani, “Seizure outcome dur-
ing bilateral, continuous, thalamic centromedian nuclei deep brain stimulation in
patients with generalized epilepsy: a prospective, open-label study,” Seizure: Euro-

pean Journal of Epilepsy, vol. 81, p. 304-309, 08 2020.

[69] P. F. Yang, M. A. Phipps, S. Jonathan, A. T. Newton, N. Byun, J. C. Gore, W. A.
Grissom, C. F. Caskey, and L. M. Chen, “Bidirectional and state-dependent modu-
lation of brain activity by transcranial focused ultrasound in non-human primates,”

Brain Stimulation, vol. 14, pp. 261-271, 01 2021.

[70] C. Sarica, K. Yamamoto, A. Loh, G. J. Elias, A. Boutet, R. Madhavan, J. Ger-
mann, A. Zemmar, D. Gwun, J. Tasserie, D. M. Andrade, M. Hodaie, S. K. Kalia,
R. A. Wennberg, and A. M. Lozano, “Blood oxygen level-dependent (bold) response
patterns with thalamic deep brain stimulation in patients with medically refractory

epilepsy,” Epilepsy Behavior, vol. 122, p. 108153, 06 2021.

[71] C. V. T. Diaz, G. Gonzalez-Escamilla, D. Ciolac, M. N. Garcia, P. P. Rivas, R. G.
Sola, A. Barbosa, J. Pastor, L. Vega-Zelaya, and S. Groppa, “Network substrates

of centromedian nucleus deep brain stimulation in generalized pharmacoresistant

epilepsy,” Neurotherapeutics, vol. 18, p. 1665-1677, 04 2021.

103 doi:10.6342/NTU202303308


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202303308

	致謝
	摘要
	Abstract
	圖目錄
	表目錄
	緒論
	癲癇疾病現況
	癲癇治療方法
	聚焦式超音波治療癲癇
	聚焦式超音波
	超音波神經調控治療癲癇

	評估治療效果：功能性磁振造影與腦電訊號
	功能性磁振造影
	腦電訊號

	研究目的與貢獻

	方法與理論
	實驗架構
	動物模型準備
	癲癇藥物
	麻醉藥物
	電極植入手術

	聚焦式超音波刺激系統
	硬體配置
	聲場量測與強度換算
	刺激參數

	EEG量測實驗
	MRI掃瞄實驗
	資料分析
	fMRI資料後處理
	EEG資料後處理

	統計分析

	實驗結果
	藥物誘發癲癇動物EEG結果
	超音波治療後藥物誘發癲癇動物EEG結果
	藥物誘發癲癇動物fMRI結果
	超音波治療後藥物誘發癲癇動物fMRI結果
	統計分析結果
	EEG組分析結果
	fMRI組分析結果


	討論
	神經調控抑制癲癇文獻比較
	超音波抑制癲癇文獻比較
	神經調控刺激視丘文獻比較
	fMRI功能性連結探討癲癇
	研究限制與優勢

	結論與未來展望
	結論
	未來展望
	機轉探討
	封閉迴路超音波控制系統


	參考文獻

