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Abstract

Non-invasive brain stimulation (NIBS) has emerged as a core tool in cognitive neuroscience research
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and brain function enhancement. This paper aims to systematically review the recent research pro-
gress of NIBS in improving the cognitive functions of healthy adults. The review unfolds across three
core dimensions: first, an in-depth analysis of the mechanisms of action of different neuromodula-
tion devices; second, an exploration of the modulating effects of various stimulation modalities on
neuroplasticity; and finally, a systematic summary of the application outcomes of NIBS across dif-
ferent cognitive domains. This provides a comprehensive theoretical framework for experimental
design in the field of cognitive enhancement.
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1. 51§

SETHE RN = SO R EE 1 — BRI 2 B 2 U A% O A bRz — . D8R, oI i
(Non-invasive Brain Stimulation, NIBS)B{ARFEAE H22 4t o G S AE T 5 P4 w] SR 1% J7 TR O ARe AR 3
FON FHYE B C ML G I RAR ARG A B 52, Bk 9 e 2 { R A N ) I S 98 48 (Luber & Lisanby,
2014). FHIH) NIBS AF 7 3 2T 2t LI A A (D CS) N Fl i R B TMS ), S I AR AL 2 e R A 22
TC A R LA B S I R SR(LTPYRE RS, R 5 B0 — I X (n 5 S BT A5 ) ) 45 5 WA JRAT 9 A A
RPETTHR . 2R, ANRE A EN DI RE AR AL P X 3 5, T A2 i BE AR T R i 9 2% (Large-scale
brain networks) PN ¥ & 9 4% [8] I 30 2545 B8 B 5 A 47 [P (Polania et al., 2018). FifE M MR AWM E
SR (N fMRI A EEG) AR, BLAGHT 4% T BURTR I, BT ki 42 i9m 783 2R Ae A A IR 2 AR
(Chenetal.,2024). —J5THI, TTUSKNEIENFRESH) “HIR” HlTEE 7456 R A RPIRES 5 501 o Fe 148
() “PHER” B ORAS ML R AR 53070, DA (T B SR AR DR,
FRINFRBY T AL LRI 5 B IR FERS, AR e T DA i S AR s o Sk .

REWAHFER T NIBS FENESRATT I E Ry, Bl T RESmE B i SE0m
A FEWE LRI FONENAEBE AN, R Z P VUG 0 S B R k. Tk, ACETE
RGHMBITFR NIBS FEAERE A NG D Re i h i S Bk fE . SCRf SR “ AR Sk 2 5
EEI AL 0T S SRS TR EE 7 DL “ 2 4EREN RIS B R =R T, BAENARSK
FRETELL . AL RS RE G AT Tt 7o S it 4 i ) BB HESE .

2. TEMTHMEFERR
2.1. EBRIE

22 P PRI AR 22 LA HLRI(IDCS) A2 I (tACS), AT 138 3 AN [ (1 Hi A B AL ) R 21 =
I8 R i 28 LLERFHA KN D e o tDCS i T 55 15 i FIRL(1~2 mA) 5 B JZ 04w itk Ho BHAR S S B el
PR A A ISR, FA AR U 5] 2B MK (Nitsche & Paulus, 2000). X PR AL AR IR T2,

BERE 51 & 4 I KR X 25 (A BRI 20 2% DMIN 54 TH R 2% FPN)F S 72 B 2H (Keeser et al., 2011); 52,
fMRI-DCM 43 H7iIE 52 tDCS 7] 2 Go 1tk 5 58 /e AT IE 5 0 2% 1) 76 R0%E 4 DA i3k 5117] 2 2] (Fiori et al., 2018),
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BF 07 J LR 1) 7 A0 35 A0 15 25 (IDLPFC) 14 51l 8 e 7 4 ixi 2 A% 2 35 1) 1f 480 MK (BOLD) {5 5 B 4.
(Nakashima et al., 2021). AHELZ R, tACS A TR AR, BRI AR EMZE (U Theta 4~8 Hz,
Gamma > 30 Hz) 3R % FEIR,  ELEE S KM IEER IR 7=« s8N (Elyamany et al., 2021), Xff
73 tACS FE % i BE AU A7 [R]85 R R A2 SR B H R 35, 1R A “ Theta .46 Gamma” 152 2{Ufl
BRATAI, IR T JR A8 X #5 A DAR 3 e T 25 (0] TAE IR /2 3R Bl (Alekseichuk et al., 2016);  M{EFR
B X IR B W 2% [ A 6, S BT P e 0 27 Gamima 457 41F PO A0SR R0, 3 SR A B T e
BRI 1T S R S AR X A RS AR, R AR AR S T IR HOR A 7 3 A
F+ (Borghi et al., 2025).

2.2. LRI (TMS)

TMS T~ FURL BN SR B AE 25 A L, DASE R 1) v 2% R o e o B Bl R 8 e B FELE . HLATT
A 2R, A R ARG (' TMS, >5 Hz) 5 A1 8P Theta B4 2 5B iTBS) B i 25017 & K I FEIE 58 (LTP)
FESflrrT S8, A S SRR 28 Je 3R AT 5 1 e 70 75 T 3RAF K S SLUF SR 7EIR R b, iTBS mli@
S ASEADL A R R B v KOS T, WE R R IRASORS A ES AMI AT A (IDLPFC) i in 3 3% iTBS, P
A SR A AT 5 AH G Theta SEBLIRIP %, FEAESGEE 40 280 WHFFEHEA TR IR 2RI (Nikolin et al.,
2018). ET-FHSEME b, L8 A5 A0 RN R B IR Z A R 5 3, WFACIESE, 5 10 Hz fTMS 57E£RIA
RS [FP 25 G 1) “CORBSHTRIE” T, BESASREOS K 7 R E HREAR B & TAEICIZ3E 24 (Bakulin
et al., 2020).

2.3. BT SRIB(TI)

G811 tES Al TMS 30 AEA R HR)Z RZ I 0T RIS IR X o BT R TR I 7 Sk Je
NP AT, R ARG SRR P2 BT EEE, 78 B ARSE X R AR AT 42 .3,
WM PR B8 1 ARG 58 (5 27212 S (Grossman et al., 2017). FEIREBAZ RIS 7, A B E UGESE TI A]
FoERE )7 S AR (Violante et al., 2023). BFFCEIL ¥ B 5 Hz 502 (Theta 1) BT AELL B, [H25 IMRI %L
I R T D) S T SR HAE T T IRZ 2, AT 545 RAE S 23 AL - 44 FRARIC 2 by
VERR D Z AT FEMIER 2SS T, FIFH 22 50 5 T RICR S B 32 R & 1A D505 IR 2% (hFPN), &% B
TI AMUFEFH T = fifar N-back AE553I0, FE @I 1Y 5 0 45 P E0A RCEhREIEFE AL T il i figar 1045 B Ak
PRL# (Zheng et al., 2025). Ub4h, TI FELZRMESRIHEME ERAMEE . pHocdal, BT8pmn%E
(>1000 Hz)i83 1 Bz R it 252 4 FIm R RGP, T AR/ 5 E R BO'C A 5 S5 El [ S(Zhu et al., 2022) 0 IXAMY
SOV B i P B R RS AR, IR T X A R AR s R B VA T REE,  AA G s s 10 T BB

2.4. IrERIA

FE B PR Y S I W e AR AR e B (ASSR) 5 3 A iR € AN A A R . AEAR R AR A
T BRI ) Gamma AL I AT (GENUS) I H B R A RN BG 5838 7 B FCUESE, 64 40 Hz AR
S REAE A i Y P 15 K 5 35 1Y) Gamma JE9R . EHUARFRETH, 8 S PEE BEG UESE, 40 Hz WH S
2 R T O AT X S R A ) Gamma DHE IG5, FLXFR 4 R0 B A B 5 0 B LR i 4L, 2
T+ T 523 TR TAE AT 55 B THERf 2% 5 25 & (Jirakittayakorn & Wongsawat, 2017). {EFSHRZAS T 7
T, MAH “FEmBE” (AB)ERKIL, 40 Hz Wrod T TiRe A A vt b i %, R HP5F 0 Gamma
PG AL T AT H ZE IR T A5 (5 B AL BRI B (Ross & Lopez, 2020). 7RI, TEHAT 2-back
5 3-back (E55I0), T FIFIE RN 40 Hz MR & A8 — BUES R S NN (8], HANGIR “IREE - #ERHAL
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#5” ZS(Wang etal., 2022). 455 IMRI FI5E XIAER Y], XA HUHIIR T 40 Hz RUBE 58 T 40050 44
(FPN)5 A QM6 B 2R G2 2 T8 IR R RS, S RING  LASEAIR R AR 58 et S 5

2.5. IELISMEBIE(PBM)

28 OGP ((PBM)IEH AT 810 nm B8 1064 nm I ZLAME(NIR) 5 3E M, HAZ OHLEIE T T
Bl L LRI IR B A B 2R ¢ SEALER(CCOYRL, it i ATP & il f o5est Ja s o Ly, S AR5t
K" AT . SEGR R, (PBM RS2, HIEMERY 55U 57 %08 (Tian et
al., 2016). fEVEE I SERMEYEY T, SMSUEREFURIL, @R 2R FH A M RTAI(rPFO)MENN 1064
nm FOCHIEL, #8525 4650 HAERS B B 58 AR S5 (PVT) R A SR A], S MR/ v 7 ik b ) 3
BIEM” WAL RS T HIE AU SRR E 2 A Fn 9% 57 14 H (Barrett & Gonzalez-Lima, 2013). 7EINENR
WEYETT T, tPBM RIS AR R, XU B SRIRUE S, #EIA) rPFC 1T T A s AR stpu A T 428 il
A 265 (10 TR0 0] 72 23 TN SOIRAR IR BN 1) 27 ST AR TG AR BIL 1 ORI e 2 D e R R #E 4K (Blanco
etal.,,2017). Mb4h, ZREAEMAFSTEH — DL 7 HAE N “IREEAMNE " FORIIHAL. 18T 454 INIRS
FRRIN, tPBM IR A8 2 5 T fRE B AT I S AL 4 i B 3R ¢ SEALBR(ACCO)IKREE, ILRE
R AR AL ML F (HbO) KV BT (Wang etal., 2016). X Fszif (ACETEARERTE, 4T 222 T 3R
ATHE IR T HRTH B AL T U8 SR A 38 2 R SRR B

3. SEREAEFHIMZ RS

KILK, AL A2 R EE(NIBS) 2 R HIFIAE,  BIWE T WRAE AR AL O B S £ H Fiis X
AT SXRREECRE KM — MBI RS Sy, R T RN B 6 A AT A PRI i s i 2
JI%E o XA T IUEAE SO RN HA 5 M ZRBE R, HASRTER MR, 8 7R
X—HORIS, WIRETHABAT VAR, BIGE RIRHARPRES SEeitiflis, & “ M R .

3.1, INHRES K R

AR AT BRI, ANIR IR R RN H A — AN, TR O T H AR & 4% 7
FESZ B RIS ZARAS (B “ARSHANE” o FENFIE SRR i, BRI, 252 i E AR
AT FHEBUNFUE S, A OGP 2 N 28 2 TUSE IS o LIS B [ TR, RE 0% SRS T L 5 TS BRIRAS
() SR i = A W TR LR, (1A PR A P R O S VR IEAE AR RO NS B 58 P 2 T % A% 5 (Silvanto et
al., 2008).

3.2. BT BT MHZ R

NS 2N 0 FE B Ry 8 AUBL (U0 Theta Alpha) ) KN LRSI R Seid st ey i (] 4 R
(g FELE(EEG), SIS IO T 32 iR (Wi ARG (B 5 o ZEMIIAETT, IR Giid i S50 S SR U
JE AR B I AH A7 (Phase) B D 28 (Power)RHAIE, 78 PR 1508 381 b5 i B ) ik [ fid & oo 9 2, )RR o
JJE S B K7 St ERE Alpha 19 A PR 50 B SR BH, 7E Alpha 3835 IOV A5 R 1 fi & B ik ot TMS
BREE AL tACS, BEWS I RALHE S “ AN o FFE I M ZER G (Thut et al., 2011; Zrenner et
al., 2018)c X Fp AT FACRMEFEAL 1T TAI WA ZEANTE A T, 38 R SEINTRR & A FUE B I “ BT
8= SN P i Tt RO ELF v G A

4. NS AYIFIE R R
NIBS 7E f HE 42 A H I L L PR 5 T IR 0SB 4R o DR LA S A S 26T L
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4.1. T{Eidiz

TAEIEZ A K TE LA ERAE B A% O, LR HR R0 i 32 B R AR T 0L A M A (DLPFC) K 0 T %)
Z%(FPN). HFFCUESE, FIFBHM tDCS 845 rTMS/ATBS HJ 34l DLPFC, f¢iE # 2T N-back 2547 4%
AT 55 0 s I 2 5 fE R 2 . (R PR AR BRI Z 1T, BUE W9 B, X2l DLPFC Jita in FH A% tDCS Ak
¥ 1 2-back (ES-RIM, 3L TG 5R T AU AE 55 AH ) Theta SBL(4~8 Hz)¥ki% Pi# (Zaehle et al., 2011),
i RACHE RS 3 KB R SR(LTPYFE RIS, AWFFLEE T RS 1% (State-dependency)” Tl
W& (Bakulin et al., 2020). SEUFZE R 278, ¥ 10 HzrTMS #8172 /I] DLPFC 3576 £k (Online) (£ 55 A5 45 &
FR T BAERIHCE R H BB SRR IR T . X WA AE 45 5 A T35 R T S50DR 785 ieF it o e 1 ik
M BERA RO BR A BAT FE ) X2 R S i e . BEXAR G T BOE DU S IR E X AL R PR, IR B Y 5
FIRB(TH LI T R (Zheng et al., 2025).

4.2. 1B=iciz

15 FACAZ AR I RTHE P P 55 5 1% 4 715 25 56 HL B (Schacter et al., 2012). ZIWAEIKIC T thifg Sk
AR I B P9 AT A1 200 L) A AZ O A8 X265 o e o TR EICAZAR AL ) TG B T, 7E Science IR R4 L5250
HESEE I EA rTMS IS ¥ S R amaE B 0 2 MM T B2 2, w1 E i N HEBR S EEA “Ug 5 - R EW
&7 [ BATHRE SR, JFRTHAEILIZRIM(Wang etal., 2014). 7EIE SBIULERE, BEFT &S KM
MIRTA S A E(AG)EZ 07 il RANSCUERT LN, R A% NIBS (i1 cTBS)HLFL Al £
BT R, 2B B RRRAE S “ G 401 7 3508/ (Thakral et al., 2017; Thakral et al.,
2020)0 AHXF LMY, 5 R FIE SRR R 1 5 R (ESDSE T TSNS, W Aer 7 P 3 0 52438 110 P4 3017 S5t 7 (n
AEBNRE AR, TN AR TR AT TG i S (Madore et al., 2016).

4.3. BE5EBNMI

REWFTCUESS, XA AN [\ e i (8] K £ 0056 X305 N tDC'S /] LA fg FEAN A (1 20 1] 27 21 53
B, FEAEIE XCHIWi1T: 45 (Semantic Judgment Task)HH ¥ 3 ARG A =5 SCRIBE T s SER 8] o D) BERE AR (TMRT)
FBH, X IR T 15 S 2% P EHE B IR BOE R . )KRAE Neurolmage b HSHIEW U457~ T tDCS
PR R B iR 22 ST 28 WLk (Fiori et al., 2018). W70 A RA L A8 FE 52 15035 7 42 52 30 1) 2 A BT 45 - ¥ BH AR tDCS
P IR, BT — 0B B F ST 4 . SEORRAME L, ESTRl A B e m T Bl dr 4 e
Hixfp 1A B AR R, FIH MR BB FE R @SS KB, (DCS M2 2= 38R AR T80
[F(IFG) e &R & s 3G N, B OCEE A2, B WA 35 1 2 AT [ 5 22 0 (=02 8] X0 a) RS 805 $ 5
KRR T o0 B R A A - BNE S s R B R E, BT T ORI TG S B RIS R .
BB SO TR S BB, AR T — UR s vh 0S8 O IR S5 (Joyal & Fecteau,
2016). fATKFBHL tDCS HLHK B T Fe 32 10 2 M T0 58 7L X (CPS, 78 75 #f I8l X Wernicke X fffifr, %
SRS 56 B SCHIBHE 55 (W S BRI 2 5 B A T XORHK) - tDCS AR R4 R | 2l *“ A
RGN SR RN (RTY), 170 TG S 1A A B TE R o X R I tDCS RE B8R 1 2 105 S 2
CAERAEMIRBOI R, HAXFh 800 18 5 1 15 TR A X IX — 15 SCREE AR AL IR 0 s PR S B

4.4. FLINH
G REAT T2 BET T/, SR, BUSLAE AR 2 = B A 2 AL RO 78 3 A 1 72 e )
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INEE R . Tof & PR R s AT TR SR 4 e At 2 B ahAT I rp R ¥ T BRI SR B UE SCEEAE o AN
PSRAT R BEAC T R A - SURIR LB W28 I N2 P o B FE R I, o g R 321X 1 XU DLPFC it
tDCS (WA BABR/ 26 BIAR), AT DA 25 5038 A 52 4 4R 48 AT 25 (IGT) B3R WL AR IR AT 55 (BART) 1) RIS
FUE ) o 3G 58A U] DLPFC % A Ml 2 5 BUCAMAZE RO 7R 45 2R ISR IS OR 7 o B0 A 28 L ) R 3 2R
W& (Fecteau etal., 2007) fE 75 ZEAUT “ BIIS /N30 55 “ 38 K325 7 1% 1 36 (Intertemporal Choice) 1,
fFH rTMS 5 BE P9 0 5 4 (vmPFC) 83 58 2 1] DLPFC, B84 SRR MR ZE IR P,  HaamxtK 1A
H bR 42 7J(Figner et al., 2010). Al TPJ j& 5 T3 AL MA Fe 4 AL AL O X . A TSR, FEAR BR BRAE
A, A tDCS FHARAIEL rTPY, BEW B $E T2 i A “ 0T 45 (nid i IR G HE I 175 28 Hh i vl 2,
FERE BRI RE 7. LB FUR B, ] (DCS SURAMURT A B 2 A v, vl LB R
{2 5 EAE L T S 28 (0 fa @RS 2 o) 4k 23 AP FUT0 8 ABE (Ruff et al., 2013). XUER] [ & 18
R AFEAARAT 9 n] LB I 8 555 1 (0 44 228 [ 6 Sk it o K] SR 52 e o

5. YRR EMRESHkA

JRAE T G 22 R 2 A R AR N PR AR 508 U R L K 705 (EL T2 AU A7) T W ¥ 22 A AR A
RIBHE SCEPRAL . 2o H XL RERYE,  RAE LR ISR 2 R B SE R R L 2222 B o

5.1. GRETTES 4B

NIBS 4k 2 A74E “n] RGN (Reproducibility Crisis). P2 -0 78 55 0 3 35 A 14 55 2
JSE, TE 5 BRI KRR A B A% 25 ) 1) B A2 S b AT A M AR B, AN 2 30 AR /N R 2808 & (Lopez-Alonso et
al., 2018). WFFTHR i, FEMERER SRR, A1 B — DA TF A F S T3 27 AR o Ak s R (Null
Results) (Guerra et al., 2020). X MILGRE 5 VAP T H bt f £ (Publication Bias), B BH {25 5L 56 25 5 9 Ak 56
RF, TR B TC R A 45 A 20 o teAh, RIS EORE (AR R RN G . AR A B =
g — e, AR FRAR T BB FTIR) 45 R AT Btk 5 AT §EE (Guerra et al., 2020).

5.2. MAN R E 7B

KESLUEFFER B, AN NIBS (108 5 A7 7E AR K 3% 57 74 (Inter-individual variability). {E#:52 584
MRS 5, HARRTA 2R # #2 R T B E M e P ns0A e Tt . BB iR, 18
Z M NIBS T, 4R A AE— LR 2R (2 39%~45%)F B T (1) 5 fi w98 P J o
(Lopez-Alonso et al., 2014). IXFf “HEMa RN # 7 IR 52 2 PR =Pk ], AR EEL b2 ] 21
B 2 VR 55 i A A R B 2 S, DA RO BOR: A P P SR K Th B IR S (Gueerra et al., 2020).  [H]H,
ST FEANBE S, HTARAE “ RIEBUBUN” (Ceiling effects), FLEIELR AN AE /74 B <8 i W9 2% %42 £
AbTHRLAARAS s AEAT S AN A F B2 R b 1A 2 2 O B A1 19 2 (Lopez-Alonso et al., 2018).

5.3. REGIMN SEEES

FEAE RN EN B 58 0 7 b, A 20 Bf i (Sham Stimulation) 4% il @& 8 fRE5 10 ™ M I B A . SR
G BRSO R AR o 5 AL 0 FUR RIS 5 SRSk BRI« LA il Bl 06 £ 5 55 A A Tk i)
JNL, IXAEAF ) 52 RERS R B O T R SRR 2 B4 (Guerra et al., 2020). XFE %
ik 2> T B A 2 BRI RN (Placebo Effect), 32\ PRI Y OB M AEAT R0 B2 A B, =
K'Y NIBS HJFE ST XA A o R, T T8 FL Rtk i 3 s B (A ctive Sham) P DA RcHRER 228
FITFHE, RARREIB A PR
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5.4. REHSES “MEIE”

BEE NIBS HEARZEHE M FAL, EH0HEREARER “HERR” 518 T IRZIHI #2403 4+ (Park,
2017)o fEZERMAE . HF3aHE DL m BTk, A (DCS G AR 1. RNV I EEZ3)
SESIRE SIS, WK “HA A7) (Neuro-Doping)m “BX a7 o XANITHE T 354 1A TR
W, TR S EC “omBPE SR WA S BRI 1 ——RIANMAA T AN T UK T B 38 A F % 4% (Park,
2017). BbAN, HRTHERZ AT, AHEAT 50 NIBS 4% (W1 DIY-DCS) I A 224 tEiB i . fEsh=
VBRI MR BRSO T, A HAES BB T TR T2 713 2 5] S AN ] 30 F AR A2 P DA R 453 R B 422 TR 6% i 34 4
HIP, 2 BRI 7 E,

6. ZLE5RE

LRIARW], ToOIRhEE R 1% (NIBS)E 8 (i BR B NN FIRE T IR 7T, CIBHT . R sk
UEHE TP IRUE T HIERAE R, EOSEIIN “SRIGERIIT” [ “ MR T HIB, ARRIIBTT
JREAE DA =AM 3R T -

B, ARG TTIEMN 10-20 FG0) 20 1K 8 i 25 K B R 35 A ZE S . RRIIT TORAAR EE AR i
FERERMEA, T AMAL MRI =4, R TSR 22 22 T BORS W RS0, FL 70/ B 3 6 i 2L 21 £ 22 )
M. BIRAER RENERSUE S AR T D RENEAL AT, SRR PR FE M B AR AT OB R A etk o HLI, ARSR A
AT TS A R BT M S T R 5, TR R E R EEGLAB 45 i Bl AP 5, Se e R Dhg
RV AR S . BN, Sl PRSI T 9 N170 873 B TARICIZ 4 i) Theta-Gamma 5
PR ARG (CFC), ZR 58 AT LLAERFRE HI RN U B AL DR S T IR I 5 0o S T I 2 5 S P AR ALE
IR, R 5 2 BT S T BB B AR o B, NIBS (19528 H s A SR TH ISR AR 30 wh B R
PRIE,  ARSR R SEIG BT B 22 M 25 & RIS (VR) SAE SN %, B ERIBUSSAE 2. 28
THER 5L,

B2, BEEVHERRL, SERHE S A B S A BRI IR R, o IR Dy i B EE T
KM R EAMRERIR IR TT 5, 3P aEm NIGAREREIAZ A R IR, B RS
KGR, DAESRTE “NFIRIR " 5 REE A 2R B 22 42 2 [A) R Pl
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