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[Abstract] Transcutaneous auricular vagus nerve stimulation (taVNS), a non-invasive neuromodulation technique,
has shown emerging potentiality in recent years for improving motor dysfunction caused by central nervous system
(CNS) disorders. The core mechanism of taVNS treatment lies in activating the “peripheral-central” pathway to
precisely regulate motor cortical plasticity, reshape neurotransmitter balance, and activate the cholinergic anti-in-
flammatory pathway to mitigate neuroinflammation. This article systematically reviews the latest research progress
on taVNS for modulating motor dysfunction in CNS disorders, integrating mechanistic studies with clinical evi-
dences. The aim of this article review is to provide novel insights and approaches for motor function recovery in CNS

disorders and promote the clinical application of taVNS,
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AR . A BRI RT RS Y. A LLER taVNS
A v AR b 22 2R G 12 Bl T RE R B Y f T ok g L
A B 5 55 i PR E G - LY O 0 1+ B3R w3 Sl oA
e S P (I P S 4

1 taVNS B91E R#L#

ta VNS 235 H iX Bl 28 38 G2 95 0 12 30 D) e B A 7Y
A2 0o FE T 411 i) S 355 v ALK 0 XL o 9 4 3 %« 3
TG B30 A0 2K E P 28 B3 R A0 HL A S A% 8 ik
TR A PR S T fioh & 22 b 28 T 0 1 i L3 T
S iy R A R AR B R RN

L1 BT AZ A sE 5428 RAKER  taVNS £
B3l RS S U PN R CRe i S s

W IR T IR B (nucleus tractus solitarius.,
NTS)™ . NTS i i b 2 838 £ 80 KA AL
E BB = W K% (locus coeruleus, LC) 5 1 4% #%
(raphe nuclei, RND" i i 3806 LC 1458 25 B -
It Z (norepinephrine, NE) B, I JH T & 0T 12
P iz sl i )2 (ML X)) B il 235 S/t
NE i B8 38 o8 8 755 5 52 6 o % Ay M L 1 9 58 finh w9
P IO AL BRIARE X M 2% 5 80t iz 3l (9 4% 22 18] 1Y ) e
B N2 A E P R Zh T BE L R B ML
DX i vl B8P 98 5 S s Bl o SR AR T OCBERY O 1 Ak
il MeAh L NTS Bl s LC-RN Jl #% 3458 5- 2 0
% (5-hydroxytryptamine, 5-HT) B il , If ¥ [6] -1z
Bl K J= A R TE % 0 AL o ) D) RE TR) B B A SRR E
o617

1.2 #AZTHMIEEEIZHAK G ER AL
AT R B ta VNS 75 2038 #2842 3h D g vh i 47
R AR X0 A T 1 5 3 2 0 B L R IR A S R AR AL
L 5 i o R IR DX 5 A B O RGO g R L AR Sy
TR, LC-NE fef ffil i p2- IR FR 2k = M1
X 58 fol v B84, Rz shag o) R4 T LR fEIR B
JE T 5 ta VNS I8 79 J5 5% 15 - o fiki- B2 2 B0 % ) 2%, 4 o
i JPS A% S B R« 8 B as S AW [ e 1S 5P -
JZ v B A B TS A 5 BAE R A e LT A4S
TERE RIS A/ SCT LRI 42 AP K GE 1 28 il (vagus
nerve stimulation, VNS) i 5 & B i i B 25 4 v 19 7
P CHN A RS T IS 3 R B0 . VNS Rl 1 35 14 38 1 o
A I 100 2 il mT 9 R R S A I 4% 1 A
M AT 258 3y SCT A [a] 7™ 2 78 8 43 4 ) (i C6 B/ X
My C7/8 BUM A5 ) 1 Hif iz sh D REIR &2 . HACR A A
KWPERE S Z A, % F taVNS 5 VNS 3
530 b AR ARAZ O T i e T SR R A% G B Y A 0
BLI™ L ik 2 % AT ) i S FF T ta VNS Gl iR o
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I 1 22 m] S PR AL A 52 52 40002 Bl B B 0k — PR A 3 5
PE KRR B 05 18 52 v i 0 TS O 7 i IX )22 T
ta VNS i #7% NE fiE-4% 2 Wl B L 4% 57 142 7 PD
BEAM ML DX s RCR R BTN Sk, Wi R &
B Rl B0 ML XA BB A B . e i 9 45 2
I SEHE AR Z 2 R A TS0 ta VNS FRHRG I 2R i 8] 42
AL T EAEUEE . ARV R T R b T 0 Ak
# 7K (functional near-infrared spectroscopy,fNIRS) & # ,
B ta VNS B AT 7E il 74 b S AT AR AT 55 6 5
Bk 2 2Tz 3 53 B iz 85 X (premotor and sup-
plementary motor area, pSMA) . &4 15 3l ¢ |2 (sen-
sorimotor cortex, SMC) J& 3k 32 & ] i & wi & nt
(dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC), Jf 1 5 Jf
3 ST A 32 BN A2 Bl B 2 22 ) 1 D) RE i
] B} 452 755 HIE %5 17 JZ (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC) BTy
R, XRW taVNS RES 8 2 PR J5 X ] > Bk
FA AR 38 IO A S 30 i X 1 £ R R, AT A2 i i
AR ENAT DI REE A . XA IMEE AR E M1
DX Jay B A5 AL BREE ), B 38 3 I Ak 32 Bl 1) 2% 4 Jmy
BRR AU E PD s ik
1.3 JEakfk 4t £ 8 % (cholinergic anti-inflammatory
pathway,CAP) # fe vl 45 2K E i 2 A% £F 2k GRS
35T 2K E M 2 RO TR IRUIE R T LT AR 5 B 20
b B o7 JH B Y 2, T I B AZ 4K (a7 nicotinic acetyl-
choline receptor,a7nAChR) 254, #1011 i #% N F «B
(nuclear factor kappa-B, NF-«B) i §, T 1 i J83 31 46
A F-a(tumor necrosis factor-alpha, TNF-a) . - 40 i
A2 -6 (interleukin-6, 11.-6) 25 ¢ 4 A F F2 350242,
% CAP H A T HLHMK# « 7o AChR B4 S 0%
I B VNS b B 5% BT UE 5250 B i g &
CAP B T Ae g 4 2248 5 I R B L A1 3 /0 9 Jie Joit 4 Jif
735 55 B AR SN I R 40 1 Bt R 8 2
M2 RG4S A8 SCI BRI, Chen %55 B 58 3 W
VNS i it CAP |3 o7 nAChR, A 242 i#E T4 5 )7 5
JINJRE B AT L ) M2 A8 53 BRI AR I el e 28 R L s
SYIEER A 1 T A IR, L HF ta VNS il i 3%
I CAP 3 F& G £ 1 2818 52 100 3R 450 3% — B0 76 1 B
e rp gl

FETLLEALE] . ca VNS I PR BT G 28 v
PD #1 & & SCI. I} (cerebral palsy, CP) i #H ¢ 12
S B Ao AL 22 L 5 T R 2R O 1 A I B 12 B ) g R
o ZIRIT RS 0 0 N AN AR BT A -
X 9 50 % T 18 5 A [R) )2 T A28 0B Bl 2R b 1 A 5
P IR AIRSE ta VNS L6 45 2590 1) R = Pk R 4
A ST REE TH A
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2.1 A iz gl U RR K A 1 O i 2 b AR A R A 0
A% O PR 2 — B RS R AR SE T B E AR 56 T 205 |
f) i 22 R ML ta VNS B6E B R &2 01 45 CAn 4T 55
S Y AL AU ZRBOU B2 vl 25 42 T ik
B s RE . Wang 255 RS & 90 R ] 1)
WM ta VNS BE S HE I8 425 0 22 15 3 31 £ 28 XU J )22
Ty Be H 4, 18 58 i A o 8 2 0 X O 2 22 iz 3
B 5T R 48 B I L O 4 15 il DA Ak i 0 AR UE M, A
McE RO sh D ag . (B4 B Y2, B 0 A
[F] 25 AR 50 P 30 3 3 find & X ta VNS i@ B HR B0 A 2
RE » 7 BUTE S5 3800 1 g 46 b BB IR G 4 T 55 S )
2k AALRE 122 /0 0 K v 5, H Fugl-Meyer iz
shI) B & &= £ I B 43 (fugl-meyer assessment-
upper extremity, FMA-UE) B3 g B2 5 8400 & 248 F
G548 ta VNS o SORR AL i 8 5 A L 5 /0 i1 30 38 o
R TR SIS AR APE VNS A8 25 5 I PR Y7 2L, [\
I A RO T T AR RS B e B AR Ry AR AR AT pl 22
PA B AR R Tl AR v A2 Bl B SR AL T S AU U T
%, taVNS 0 o 3 5 pp 28 0] 98 1 9K Bhis sh T RE Y
e , S 255 B 98 R R 300 Haz it 57 5
ta VNS B4 5 MR I 25 . 2% 42 7 L FMA-UE, H.
15 45d BE DTN 7 S 4E R B s 5 A WFSE R 20 Hz &5
4 Hz 281 taVNS BE G T DB FE & ML &% A I 25 47
4 T L BT T FMA-UE IR T8 shifs &
ML, {2 ( motor evoked potential, MEP) # & {& & 1§
BT, ta VNS 6 0] B[] 8 g cp A A 22 0] 8 4 5 A
JH 32 B AR T eI A0 X 105 90 i 2 v BB A A BIF 5
F W] taVNS BRGXU F B)I 25 6 12 # 52 T+ B LA
WA T R M & FMA-UE 174}, taVNS #£ 2%
fife e 28 55 U8 T B 2 % Ay MR O T L K R PR
Chang % BF2E 2 W, ta VNS BES LA A I 25 AT £ fii
Aerp R s TR 2R R AR 8. 94 00 s R 2 I AR
1, ta VNS BEG AT 55 5 ) I A 3% 52 7+ FMA-UE
PEGr B AE RO MEP 785 R 11 4 %, 4 75 H ml i 2 3L
) iz J2 %A e R A

BEAh s ta VNS 5 H A AR 42 A PE 28 98 42 5K 1 1B
A I R 2 5 28 U F R (transcranial direct
current stimulation,tDCS) g Pp[E] , & B — > & A B/
SIS T 1] . X RS AW Y BE B Al AE T = F AL
Tl FL AN - ta VNS A1) 732 8 795 Fili 9 28 R3S, S 4k
M 1 B J2 IR 45 B 3 A R A5 5 T «DCS U] B 5 45 Pk b
P KN B )2 B 24 2 Pk . R 9% IR 52 L T R W AE i 25
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LN RE R Yy Re e AR M RN . AR B O T
ERPLEST B R B, 5 Bl (DCS A L, ta VNS Bk
& tDCS T Hi g 5 2% b ol 36 38 % 19 FMA-UE 5 H
w AR WE BE 1, IR M AR Bz B W fR 3 Ccortical latency,
CL) B " X iz 3l % 5 1 [8] (central motor conduction
time, CMCT), £ F 77 ifi » Wang 267 % 37 2 7
BERHIIERY G AL S S8 T O TG 3
Fugl-Meyer T i ¥F 43 (fugl-meyer assessment-lower
extremity, FMA-LE) K& MBI 143 77 i 8 3% 50 5 1
FEMT R —Td, X LR /R, taVNS 5
tDCS BEf% 8 o T AX-F1 8 #2858 156 /Y B [ o 4, 4> T
I F TR, RS IZ G T R AR AL
AT SR R R I 0 B AN R AR RS A R YT Y SOE
N FESE T AT IR AR R 504k, taVNS 2 figi 4%
B FBGEZh D RE R A AR AL T —FheR A iy AR A
P T B

2.2 tedkm HEL WO IR taVNS AT RES
it Z PR A s PD s e R . 7R AL AR U7 T .
Marano M BASE G FF AT 2 WA 5T 78 taVNS 52 [0
JHe RE VAT VR E B R VE T JHE 2022 AEBIFSE & Se i B 5
U PD HBOE 1532 B taVNS T HUS L 25 I A X
SR B 1) 45 3] 8 25 Ak o S A R BR T B AT AT
PEVO L 2024 AEE— B AR R K BLAE B 22 T R A 800
PD B, ZEM) ta VNS A RE S 300 i A5 00 B 10k JiC 4%
BHR W T AR M ta VNS Al BE# i 8 45 3k £ F e fig
AN IR AR BE /2 S IR 3R AR O 19 7R p &
B E AL AR . Zhang 1Y WA F] taVNS IEIT
AL T AT 0 25 2 B0 B AR AR Sk, [ B A B A2
) AR 3R Bz )22 A8 A I 21 B 1 vk B R 2D R PR
i3 TS R R BOE I HA 3¢. Van SN RY BF 52 00
R taVNS X 20 2 2 B0 325 19 000 % 5 5 0 %000,
100Hz taVNS EZALLBE ] PD 5B 280 e 5%
PR M 25 Hz W) &35 38T 0 35 5 B 2%, Sig-
urdsson % AT 12 JE KW B IE £ F i taVNS
X A0 A AR S M )RR LA ) %0 L 5 S SR RR Mk A 2 m]
PRV B (E5 0 B AR, ta VNS X 52 BiUAE AR IR e
B2 P20 97 . Menekseoglu %1 42 38 28 Yk + B P
10 2 AN T o R R, 4R L o 3 R
HWOH M MED, ZARAN LRSS RER,
taVNS 7E ek 38 PD #2085 i e n i 1, i A7 sk
R R S C 2 NI 75 S A T DIN o
LA 3 R S M Ak B 3R R A 8 W 0 kO T AR
B, SR A IR XT T ta VNS o8 HAth 3¢ 8 iz 2 {4
fIE Can L PR AR ) | ) e 1 % 2l RS- e D T T AL
W A A5 B 7 4 UE S
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2.3 HEEBMAH YT ta VNS 7E SCI I PR 45 1Y 1
54 F R M B B, R & BLET X iz 3 D) se ik &2 1 N2k
Tk e U 0 ok, SR R 520 VNS {2 i SCI
J5 DI REAK S PR At 1 1 S A ML A 8 s T o v
SR P 22 T 1 A AR O B T3 e g R D A R BT R
T AN /8 B 5T 40 il M2 B AR Ak & 45 AR 0 1
Jpterreed g N ML R 5 SR PR R A A S
A S it A A VNS I 45 45 1o 5 82 U XK Ak B 52 11 25 %o
19 {348 1 50 6 1 0 B8 AT T B, 45 2R WK M) ER
VNS 21 A4 7 2 1G58, b Bl BE PP Al B R F 0 W]
FET 5 S g2 e 28 B A 40 00 D 2 450405 23 9 (Ameri-
can Spinal Injury Association impairment scale, AIS)
C/D G My SCI H4 i y7 i B R i ik 54 %0, Bk
25T R A A SR B AR B R B R B0 L
il W T B A 2 R s R R S5 2 s B E R )
JERAME 1a VNS 19 1l PR e 4k 4 415 1 5 B AN 1 1 it 3
Bk .

2.4 FEMRL M taVNS fE CP UG A 56 15 5 b
15 PP A B4 e PR E 445 A7 BIR o AELAT) AT 38 o A6 5C i R T 52
HR WA M. Oldrati 257 415t 44 ] CP &
JLBFFE R, 0] 2 A ta VNS BEG 1o 5 3 X T AT
55 I I 25 AT 2 0 b R B VE 43, ML T B &
ta VNS 34 58 ft 28 n] 90 1k Ko AL Ak B ok iz 3h & G A G
McGloon 21 4 A 3 il CP /LB ) 4 38 R L0 58
WA taVNS BRG LR 5 F iz sh 7 i 4 5 IR 2
REFZ Tt 2200, VNS (19 ] He ik 9 #F — 20 SCHF 1 286
SV PEXT CP iz 3l FE & 1 T 16 8. 29 3500 19 CP &t
JUAE IE MR T VNS i R AR 4 T e 5 B 2 kA
(generalized tonic-clonic seizure, GTCS) %K (24 4~ H
Bt 1 B 2> 76 96T kA TR R AR O 1Y 2k
18] B TSR Ak R Ve is sh i, D R ISRty T B 4
(K375 . Spuck 557 B K B 682 i) CP M 4 1E
WO 12 5 A RS IR PR 5512 S RE g 32 71, 40
A BE 5 R AE G RREDIR 25 0 Rl 25 2 55 R B v AR OG
H Al B = R DAL ta VNS B3 5500 12 3 5 R 09 11
R 5T, Dibue % i iof 28 2 53 B itk 55 . B VNS fif
54 % ) Lennox-Gastaut ZE 4 {E (lennox-gastaut syn-
drome, LGS) J & & AE MRyl > 50 % LA F, Horfai
RAEF GTCS e i3 . Lyons %75 % 60 fil LGS
BE WG SR AR VNS % & J5 , GTCS MR 18
24 A Y8/ 76 0% Jay k4 S UM 3 L AR 2R R A D
99. 4% . JSAEE XM 12 2 BE A3 1Y ta VNS 14 1l PR BF
FE AT e B VNS 5 B2 AL Bt 4 Gl 8% 800G
R A 22388 o R AL A A 3% 48R i I DR g P ARk T
F) T A
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2.5 HA¥iRAvZ Rskum  FEE taVNS I K
T 90 i, TR A i X B 22 R G0 N 2 R B 2 i
(multiple system atrophy, MSA) fl £ & 41 1 (mul-
tiple sclerosis, MS) i iz 8l T G f 153 o 19 8 R 1%
W EIF . —WAR B B . 1 44 2 R G E i/ ik
W B E 2 12 A H taVNS Ji, 23 0 8 1 43 M 2
L3R AMEN 1L 5. 2LEE 12 HER
10.5 05, g5 R R taVNS A fE A AUA BY T 2% fi
MSA B #0012 SIE IR a0 26 25 A B L 3 5% 2% 4, 38 1] R
TE—EFREE R AELE T 90 (1Y 8% (A kR 2 . MS (%
A9 TR A 28 JE A 5 1 I i A 5 T S A T 5 | ke
iz 3l i A0 WD IS R A RS AR 3 4
MS B #H KA 8 VNS 367 . W5 2 Sk 8180 5= 8 i >
67 Vo o A WH B EE 42 T+ 65 00, 77 W s 78 %4, RUR i
F DAL AT B8 5 M N MO S R G A
KU LT taVNS 5 VNS SR 400 1 HLE] , 45
S CAP WUl 26 R0E AR #HE & LA & VNS £ 3)
A TR e e TR A 00 ) S0 A LA A A A A

3 taVNS iR AR & MM A R K M

ta VNS {22 21k B 78 22 T s PR F 5 45 51 56 31k
SR el B B R R BT A N R
TR A AR R R RS LA R O
iF o 5 AL A Jrg 70 0 9 R L N £ B LR R R
175 IR B 4 B PR AR AN Sk 2 SR 9T L R
B OBOSY . BEERNR, BT R 2Ry
Je JE AR ELHEBR A N CA O I 5 5 L DA R e
BB M 2 A S O 3 2 D) RE G
— L.

4 MNEERE

g5 b BRI R IESE S8 taVNS LR B G A
WIRAE S R A B BB Re ik PD B H AL
ST T AR IF AE SCTL.CP . MSA K MS 4§
P e I ) 20 1Y O TR 2R R R L (re-
peated transcranial magnetic stimulation , rTMS) .
tDCS 45 B AL T f B2 Jr 30 2% 2 Mk 91 2 00 e AR AR 1D
ta VNS GRS AP i - iix 7 (% 22 9 450 i 72 iz A
A28 3 SO RIS P T O R A R P 8 5 T
T R B b e P e, HL kA T TR K R (deep brain
stimulation . DBS) # & A ¥ F R K&, 4.
ta VNS 15 PR FH AT T8I I 125 22 Bk R, A 46 220 /R I BL
il AT R B A AT B R AR X TMS/
tDCS. taVNS BRI S B R IE G — bR X 45 5
Jii DX B4 R 40 JEE A A R RS . D ca VNS MU T )
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