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Modulation of Corticospinal Excitability with focal Transcranial Alternating
Current Stimulation

TASHIRO, Syoichi
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We investigated the effect of transcranial alternating current stimulation
(tACS) with various stimulation conditions. We found the stimulation intensity does not influence on
the effect of tACS. Beta tACS at 0.5 mA and 2.0 mA for 10 min has the strongest effect to increase
corticospinal excitability (CSE) about 15-20 % for 30 min.
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