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Abstract: 

Introduction 

Stroke survivors tend to have low motivation for rehabilitation, 

which prevent them from completing the rehabilitation training 

task effectively and participating in daily activities. Reward 

strategies can stimulate patients' motivation for rehabilitation, but 

the duration of their effect is unknown. tDCS is a technique 

capable of promoting plastic changes and functional 
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reorganization of cortical functional areas.When it acts on dlPFC, 

it can improve the functional connectivity of brain areas 

associated with goal-directed behavior. Reward strategies 

combined with tDCS（RstDCS）have been shown to make normal 

individuals work harder at performing tasks. However, there are 

no studies on whether this combined strategy improves 

motivation in stroke patients and whether it has a long-lasting 

effect on motivation maintenance. 

 

Methods and analysis 

87 stroke survivors who have low motivation and upper 

extremity dysfunction will be randomized to receive 

conventional, Rs, or RstDCS treatment. Patients in each group 

will undertake 15 sessions of tDCS real or sham stimulation of 

the left dlPFC for 3 weeks in conjunction with conventional 

rehabilitation or reward strategy training. Following this, the RS 

treatment group and RstDCS treatment group will be given a 

3-week outpatient self-monitoring training program, while the 

conventional group will be given home rehabilitation instruction 

prior to discharge. 

Rehabilitation motivation is the primary outcome measure and 

will be assessed using RMS. RMS,FMA, FIM and ICF activity 
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and social engagement scale will be compared at baseline, 3 

weeks, 6 weeks, and 3 months after enrollment.  

 

Ethics and dissemination 

The study has been approved by the Ethics Committee of 

Yueyang Hospital of Integrated Chinese and Western Medicine 

Affiliated to SHUTCM (2021-122). All participating patients 

will provide written informed consent. The results will be 

disseminated through (open access) peer-reviewed publications, 

networks of scientists, professionals, and the public. 

Trial registration number: ChiCTR2300069068 

Keywords: Stroke，Rehabilitation medicine，Social cognition，

Patient-centered care，Electric Stimulation Therapy 

 

Article summary 

Strengths and limitations of this study 

1、 We adopt simple and feasible reward strategies, coordinated 

with neural regulation technology, which are intrinsic stimulation 

and extrinsic enhancement, to provide the industry insider with 

the preliminary exploration approach of a comprehensive 

strategy to improve the patients’ rehabilitation motivation. 

2、We used a variety of methods, such as behavioral observation 
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and others' ratings, to observe patients' rehablitaton motivation. 

3、 In this study, although behavioral observation and other 

rating scales were used to evaluate patients' motivation, there was 

a lack of assessment tools that could evaluate patients' motivation 

status in real-time.  

4、Whether the benefits of rehabilitation motivation enhanced by 

RstDCS can reduce the burden and cost of time and money for 

patients and their families need to be verified with a larger sample 

size. 

 

Introduction 

50% of stroke survivors have upper limb (UL) functional 

impairment, which seriously influences daily life1. Fortunately, 

the recovery period of upper limb function is long and there is 

still the possibility of improvement even after 6 months2. 

Evidence suggests a positive correlation between a therapeutic 

dose and functional recovery3. Therefore, it is necessary to 

encourage patients to exercise for a longer time and increase the 

number of exercise repetitions4. However, the shortage of 

rehabilitation resources and the high cost of medical treatment 

mean that most patients do not receive the amount of treatment 

they should receive under the supervision of therapists during 
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their brief stay in the hospital, let alone the time to return home 5. 

The key to solve this problem is for patients to have positive 

motivation for rehabilitation in order to improve the efficiency of 

rehabilitation training so that rehabilitation services can be more 

sufficiently utilized6. Therefore, more and more researchers 

began to study how to enable patients to take active rehabilitation 

exercises and increase exercise dose without professional 

supervision (such as non-treatment time in the hospital and time 

back home)7.  

The most important cause of low motivation in stroke patients is 

post-stroke apathy8,9. It is present in about 1/3 of stroke patients, 

with symptoms beginning as early as 4 days after stroke10. It 

remains in most post-stroke patients up to one year after stroke, 

with only a minority improving11. Apathy is manifested in the 

gradual decline of rehabilitation motivation and the reduction or 

refusal of the participation in exercises, resulting in a 

corresponding decrease in exercise dose12,13. If the patient's 

rehabilitation motivation continues to be low, then no amount of 

medical resources are available. On the contrary, when the 

rehabilitation motivation is improved, patients can not only make 

useful judgments about themselves, actively carry out 

rehabilitation training, have the confidence to face difficulties 
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positively, but also enhance motor relearning14–17. Six months 

after stroke, not only psychogenic apathy may be caused by 

psychological and social factors, but also organic secondary 

apathy may be caused by neurobiological changes18. The possible 

neural mechanism is the impairment of the brain network related 

to goal directed behavior (GDB)19, which includes the anterior 

Cingulate cortex (ACC) and the nucleus accumbens (NAcc)8,20. 

Another likely reason is that infarction may lead to functional 

disruption of the connective area after an acute stroke21. 

At present, the mainly purpose of improving patients’ motivation 

is promoting their decision-making ability and motor relearning 

ability. Among them, the methods to promote the 

decision-making ability of patients include motivational 

interviewing22,23 integrated approach to individual rehabilitation 

programs based on goal orientation and self-management24–27 

interventions developed from behavioral economics 28,29. Such 

approaches are based on social cognition theory30 and 

self-determination theory 31. The process of education, coaching 

and co-setting goals can improve patients’ self-efficacy and 

promote their internal motivation for recovery32. Methods to 

improve patients’  motivation and thus motor relearning include 

sensor technology 33,34, robot-assisted technology and virtual 
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reality equipment35,36. Such methods promote patients' motor 

motivation by providing refined feedback, and as a form of 

intrinsic reward, enhance patients' ability to analyze and process 

feedback information, thus improving patients' motor accuracy, 

proficiency, speed and coordination37. However, less attention 

has been paid to the fact that the activation of reward systems 

associated with motivation and motor learning is reduced in the 

brains of stroke patients compared to normal subjects, so that 

even with relevant strategies, the effect of improving motivation 

is not significant13,38. Stronger stimulation or treatment is needed 

to normalize reward processing39. Non-invasive 

neuromodulation techniques such as transcranial direct current 

stimulation (tDCS) and transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) 

can normalize the activation of motivation-related brain regions 

in stroke patients 38,40. Some evidence suggests that TMS or tDCS 

can improve apathy and alter the balance of activity in prefrontal 

cortex and subcortical areas to promote successful self-regulation 

in patients41,42. 

Although there are many interventions to promote patients’ 

motivation to recovery, improvements are needed. First, most 

approaches focus only on patients' motivation during treatment; 

maintenance of motivation after treatment is rarely mentioned43. 
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However, the maintenance of high motivation is most notable in 

patients with chronic disease, which is directly related to whether 

the patient initiates exercise without supervision. Second, the 

cost-effectiveness, health care resource consumption, treatment 

frequency, availability, acceptability, and generalizability of all 

current motivational interventions need to be investigated and 

improved. Third, there is a lack of interventions to improve the 

treatment of secondary alterations in stroke, such as functional 

decline in brain areas associated with motivation and its 

associated dysfunctional brain network connections. The way 

forward should be to combine motivational interventions that 

arise from multidisciplinary interactions. Last but not least, there 

is no comprehensive approach to assessing motivation in stroke 

patients, and a standardized process for assessing motivation for 

rehabilitation should be established. 

Based on the above background, the group designed a simple and 

feasible treatment plan using less medical resources and costs, 

that is a reward strategy combined with a neuromodulation 

treatment plan, hoping to modulate patients' neural activity 

through tDCS and enhance the functional connectivity of brain 

regions associated with goal-directed behavior. In addition, we 

should work with patients to set treatment goals and give them 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 22, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.22.23287541doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.22.23287541


external rewards to affirm their autonomy and self-drive to 

complete the exercise, thus stimulating their intrinsic motivation 

and maintaining the initiative of the rehabilitation program from 

the whole process of "hospital, family, and society". 

 

Objectives 

This randomized controlled trial aims to investigate the 

effectiveness of rewarding strategy combined with tDCS in 

improving rehabilitation motivation compared to rewarding 

strategy group without tDCS and conventional treatment group in 

87 patients with chronic stroke (onset over 6 months). With this 

pilot study, we hope to verify whether the reward strategies 

designed to increase rehabilitation motivation can provide a 

feasible approach to the entire rehabilitation process in "hospital, 

family and society". The primary objective of this study is to 

compare the scores of rehabilitation motivation scale and times 

patients participating in doing exercises without supervision at 

baseline，3 weeks，6 weeks after treatment and 3 months 

follow-up. The secondary objective is to evaluate the structure 

and function, activities and participation of patients within the 

framework of ICF to observe whether rewarding strategy can 

improve rehabilitation motivation, motor ability, daily living 
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ability and quality of life through self-report and assessment 

instruments. 

 

Methods and analysis 

Study design 

The reward strategy combined with tDCS treatment(RStDCS) for 

improvement of rehabilitation motivation after stroke study is a 

randomized, single-blind, controlled clinical trial. Subjects will 

be randomly assigned to reward strategy combined with tDCS 

treatment(RStDCS), rewarding strategy with sham tDCS 

treatment (RS group), conventional treatment with sham tDCS 

treatment and then treated with upper extremity rehabilitation. 

This is a single-blind study. All patients receive either true or 

sham tDCS stimulation and are given an exercise program 

manual (content varies with different requirements). And the 

evaluators and statisticians do not know what group the subjects 

belongs to. During the trial, the subjects will be assessed at 0，3，

6 weeks and followed up at 3 months by means of assessment 

scales and behavioral observations. Prior to the assessment, the 

evaluator will be trained. Assessment scales include RMS 

(Rehabilitation Motivation Scale), FMA (Fugl-Meyer 

Assessment Scale), FIM (Function Independent Measure), ICF 
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(ICF Activity and Participation Scale).Table 1 shows the 

schedule of enrolment, interventions, and assessments. 

 

 

Study population and recruitment 

Initial steps are described in Figure 1.Participants (total of 87) are 

recruited from the inpatient and the outpatient department of 

Rehabilitation Medicine Center of Yueyang Hospital of 

Integrated Traditional Chinese and Western Medicine affiliated to 

Shanghai University of Traditional Chinese Medicine. Patients 

with previous confirmed upper limb or hand dysfunction after 

stroke will be screened for eligibility to participate in this study 

based on the criteria. After the patient has been assessed as 

eligible by the rehabilitation physician，he/she will receive initial 

study information. After at least 2 weeks of reflection, patients 

are invited to meet with the research physician to discuss any 

remaining questions and sign the informed consent. 

 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria 

Patients should meet the following criteria to be eligible for the 

study: 

(1)The patient provides written informed consent, is able to 
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understand the content of the study, understands the requirements 

for follow-up visits, and is willing to complete the questionnaires 

and provide the required information at follow-up visits; 

(2) Patients diagnosed as stroke met the diagnostic criteria of 

ischemic stroke set by the National Cerebrovascular Academic 

Conference in 2014; 

(3) Age ≥�18 and ≤70 years old, no gender limitation, 

right-handed; 

(4) No cognitive impairment or communication impairment, 

Mini-Mental State Test (MMSE) score of ≥�27; 

(5) First onset and the course of disease is more than 6 months; 

(6) Upper limb and hand dysfunction, Brunnstrom Stage ranged 

from I to VI; 

(7) Subjects’ rehabilitation motivation Scale score of ≤25. 

The exclusion criteria of this study are: 

(1) Patients with serious systemic diseases such as 

cardiopulmonary diseases who cannot tolerate rehabilitation 

treatment; 

(2) (History of) Psychosis, major depression (suicidal tendency) 

or epilepsy;  

(3) Serious systemic diseases such as diabetes and uremia exist;  

(4) Severe joint contracture; 
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(5) Suffering from any disturbance of consciousness caused by 

any cause;  

(6) Contraindications for TMS/tDCS and fMRI examination 

according to safety guidelines, such as metal foreign bodies or 

other implanted electronic devices;  

(7) Auditory or visual impairment may affect assessment and 

treatment; 

(8) Use of drugs that change the excitability of cerebral cortex 

(antiepileptic drugs, sedatives and hypnotics, etc.); 

(9) Obvious pain, sleep disturbance, mental disorder. 

 

Randomization and allocation 

A random number table will be used for randomization to divide 

patients into three groups. Allocation is concealed with the use of 

serially numbered, opaque, sealed envelopes. When the 

researcher determines the eligibility of the subjects, the envelopes 

are opened in sequence and the subjects are assigned to the 

corresponding test group. 

The researcher who generates and preserves the randomly 

assigned sequences are not involved in the trial. After other 

researchers determine the eligibility of the subjects, they are 

placed into different groups according to the order in the 
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envelope. The trial groups will not be known to the subjects and 

the therapists who provide them with routine care. 

 

Interventions 

Figure 2 shows the groups overview and research implementation 

process.The control groups receive conventional upper limb 

rehabilitation training without rewarding strategies and 

stimulation of tDCS. The participants of control group will be  

trained for 20min per day, 5 days a week for 3 weeks while 

staying in a participating rehabilitation hospital. The control 

groups also get rehabilitation education after being discharged. 

The RStDCS group will receive upper limb rehabilitation training 

combined with rewarding strategies and non-invasive 

neuromodulation techniques，which is to stimulate the intrinsic 

motivation of patients by using tDCS to stimulate the left 

dorsolateral prefrontal cortex（dlPFC）where is thought to be an 

important role in computing the predicted capacity to 

successfully exert effort, enabling the dorsal anterior cingulate 

cortex（dACC） to compare the required work with the potential 

benefits44. The anodal electrode is positioned over left dlPFC

（ between F3 and F7） according to the International 10 –

20 system. Cathode electrode was placed contralaterally to the 
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anode on right shoulders. During the anodal stimulation 

condition, a continuous current (1.5 mA) was delivered (35 cm2 

electrodes) for a current density of 0.043 mA/cm2. Treatment is 

given once a day, 20 minutes for each time, a total of 15 times in 3 

weeks. 

Compared to the RStDCS group, the RS group will receive upper 

extremity rehabilitation based on reward strategies, in 

conjunction with sham tDCS stimulation in the same position of 

the RStDCS group. After 60s of stimulation, the patient's 

stimulator will be automatically turned off. 

The rewarding strategies mean giving them extrinsic rewards 

based on the recognition of their independent performance and 

ability to observe whether it can maintain the active rehabilitation 

motivation of patients from the whole process of 

"hospital-home-society". Specifically, a 21-day inpatient training 

task manual is developed for patients with chronic stroke with 

hand dysfunction and low motivation during hospitalization, and 

a 21-day home training program is customized for patients 

returning home. Figure 3 shows the schematic diagram of reward 

strategy self-monitor brochure in in-patient and out-patient 

settings. The training program is individually tailored according 

to their brunnstrom stage of the upper limb and hand, passive 
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range of motion 

(PROM), muscle tone, muscle strength, fine motor abilities, 

grip strength and activities of daily living（ADL). It contains four 

parts of active exercises：exercises to improve and maintain 

joint mobility, therapeutic activities, functional training and 

activities of daily living training. 

For RStDCS group and RS group, during the 21 day hospital stay, 

after a 20-minute tDCS stimulation, patients implement the 

program through self-report and free choice. The therapists will 

give the patient certain points according to the tasks completed by 

the patient every day. In the absence of supervision at home, the 

21-day home program is designed for patients to choose their 

own task training and self-recording to monitor their intrinsic 

motivation.At the end of the plan, the points will be counted and 

exchanged for corresponding gifts (maximum available points 

can be 2142 which can exchange gifts worth 267 RMB). 

 

Outcomes measures 

Primary outcome measures 

During the trial, the subjects will be assessed at 0，3，6 weeks and 

followed up at 3 months by means of assessment scales and 

behavioral observations. Basic subject data (gender, age, course 
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of disease, etc.) will be obtained from the electronic medical 

record. All data will be entered into the paper Case Report Form 

(CRF) and uploaded to a study folder on our protected research 

server online. 

Prior to the assessment, the assessor will be trained. Assessment 

scales include RMS (Rehabilitation Motivation Scale), FMA 

(Fugle-Meyer Assessment Scale), FIM (Function Independent 

Measure), ICF (ICF Activity and Participation Scale). RMS is 

designed by 1961 Litman to observe the motivation of patients to 

participate in physical therapy, and it was translated into Chinese 

version after discussion and modification by Professor Naiwen 

Guo’s team. The correlation coefficient of interrater reliability 

was 0.648 (p<0.001)22.  

 

Secondary outcome measures 

FMA is a quantitative scale designed by Swedish doctor 

Fugle-Meyer on the basis of Brunnstrom rating Scale in 1980. At 

present, it is a relatively recognized and most widely used 

evaluation instrument, which has been proved to have good 

reliability and validity 45. FIM was proposed by researchers from 

the Functional Assessment Research Center of New York State in 

1987. FIM more comprehensively and objectively reflects the 
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ADL ability of stroke patients 46. The ICF Activity and 

Participation Scale evaluates the content of each item in six areas: 

understanding and communication, physical activity, self-care, 

getting along with others, life activity and social participation. It 

is applicable to the evaluation of the health status and 

health-related conditions of stroke population in the past 30 days. 

Behavioral observation data included the number of active 

exercise sessions supervised by therapists during hospitalization 

and the number of self-reported active exercise sessions by 

patients at home. After 42 days of reward training, the researchers 

collected the program manual and counted the number of 

completed sessions. 

 

Data management 

Patient data will be collected using CRFS that meet the criteria of 

the GCP. The researchers will store the evaluation results in SPSS 

and back up the research folders on the protected research server 

regularly (every 3 months). Informed consent and CRF paper 

forms will be stored in a locked room in the institute's office. All 

paper raw data and analysis procedures will be archived for 

subsequent researchers to reproduce or reuse the experimental 

data. 
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The data store uses the serial number as a marker to record the 

study results. The serial number key is kept by the principal 

investigator. Only authorized researchers can use the key during 

the study period, but not after the study is over. No participant 

information will be made public. 

 

Statistics  

Sample size 

According to pretest, the efficacy validity of RStDCS on the 

rehabilitation motivation of post-stroke patients is 0.35. Using 

G*power software(3.1.9), Power=0.90 ，α=0.05; It is calculated 

that the minimum required sample size is 24 subjects in each 

group, 72 subjects in total in the three groups, and considering the 

15% shedding rate, it is calculated that 29 subjects need to be 

included in each group, 87 subjects in total in the three groups. 

 

Statistical analyses 

SPSS 26.0 version will be used for data analysis. Independent 

sample t test will be used to analyze the difference of active 

exercise frequency in chronic stroke patients with upper limb 

dysfunction with low motivation during hospitalization and at 

home after different treatments. In order to investigate the effect 
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of rewarding training and neuroregulatory techniques on upper 

limb dysfunction of chronic stroke patients with low motivation 

over time, with rehabilitation motivation, motor function, 

functional independence, ICF activity and participation as 

dependent variables, 3 (groups: reward strategy combined with 

tDCS treatment(RStDCS) group/ rewarding strategy with sham 

tDCS treatment group / conventional treatment) × 3 (test type: 0 

weeks /3 weeks /6 weeks) repeated measure ANOVA will be 

performed. For repeated measurement data, no data loss can 

occur due to the strict requirement. If the sample lacks 

measurement data,  all the sample data should be removed from 

the model during the analysis. 

p value less than 0.05, two-tailed, was considered statistically 

significant. 

 

Ethics And dissemination 

Ethics 

Ethics approval was granted by the Ethics Committee of Yueyang 

Hospital of Integrated Chinese and Western Medicine Affiliated 

to Shanghai University of Traditional Chinese Medicine 

(2021-122). All participating patients will provide written 

informed consent. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 22, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.22.23287541doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.22.23287541


All adverse events reported by the subject or discovered by the 

investigator will be recorded. The process of the incident and the 

analysis report will also be recorded. The following 

complications may be adverse events of Interest (AEIs) 

according to the previous research literature and the process of 

this study: Itchy, red and burning skin, headache, tingling, fatigue, 

manic or hypomanic episodes, seizures. All adverse events will 

be reported to the project manager, applicant and clinical trial 

institution. 

 

 

Safety 

According to the guidelines for ethical review of drug clinical 

trials issued by the State Food and Drug Administration in 2010, 

the Ethics Committee of Yueyang Hospital of Integrated 

Traditional Chinese and Western Medicine Affiliated to Shanghai 

University of Traditional Chinese Medicine will assign a staff 

independent from the research to conduct an annual follow-up 

review according to the regulations, including the progress of the 

experiment, the number of subjects included, the number of 

completed cases, the number of withdrawn cases ,the treatment of 

serious adverse events and any events or new information that 
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may affect the study. 

Amendment refers to the any modification to the test protocol 

during the course of the test. Any modification to the test plan 

during the test shall be submitted to the Ethics Committee for 

review and approval before implementation. The Ethics 

Committee shall request sponsors and/or researchers to submit 

information related to the amendment review, including (but not 

limited to) :Contents of the amendment and reasons for the 

amendment; the impact of the modification plan on the expected 

risks and benefits; the impact of the modification plan on the 

rights and safety of the subjects. 

 

 

Dissemination 

Authorship eligibility will be assured in accordance with The 

International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) 

guidelines.The results will be disseminated through (open access) 

peer-reviewed publications, networks of scientists, patient 

associations, professionals and the public, and presented at 

relevant conferences. Participants of the study will be updated 

about the progress and results of the study by newsletters.  
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Discussion 

This randomized controlled trial was designed to investigate the 

efficacy of RstDCS and Rs in improving patients' motivation 

compared to traditional rehabilitation therapy in 87 patients. The 

safety of RstDCS was observed and its effects on motor function, 

ability of daily living, ICF activity and social participation were 

compared. 
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Patient and public involvement 

This study involved working with patients and their families to 

develop personalized home and inpatient rehabilitation plans. 

The joint development of rehabilitation goals and plans could 

improve patients' motivation to recover, so this was also part of 

the experiment, and also expanded the active exercise task set. 

Throughout the study, researchers will interview patients about 

their feelings, satisfaction and dissatisfaction during the whole 

study process, and methods that need to be improved, so as to 

improve the paradigm in future studies. 
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the corresponding author and reasonable requirements, and the 
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Figure and table legends 

Figure1: Flowchart of study design 

Figure 2: Groups overview and research implementation process 

Figure 3: Schematic diagram of reward strategy self-monitor 

brochure in in-patient and out-patient settings 

Table 1: The schedule of enrolment, interventions, and 

assessments 
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Figure1: Flowchart of study design 
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Figure 2: Groups overview and research implementation process 
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Figure 3: Schematic diagram of reward strategy self-monitor 

brochure in in-patient and out-patient settings 
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 STUDY PERIOD 

 Enrolment Allocation Post-allocation Close-out 

TIMEPOINT** -1 day 0 day 3 week 6 week 
3 

month 

ENROLMENT:      

Eligibility screen X     

Informed consent X     

Allocation  X    

INTERVENTIONS:      

Group A（RStDCS）     

Group B（RS+sham）     

Group C（Conventional

+sham） 
    

ASSESSMENTS:      

RMS  X X X X 

FMAS  X X X X 

FIM  X X X X 

ICF  X X X X 

 

Table 1:The schedule of enrolment, interventions, and 

assessments 
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Supplementary File 1:Rehabilitation Motivation Scale 

Rehabilitation Motivation Scale 

 

 

 

 

 1 2 3 4 

Does the patient want to do 

rehabilitation exercises? 

never few often always 

Does the patient complain of 

poor recovery? 

never few often always 

Does the patient complain of 

excessive pain? 

never few often always 

Will the patient try to do 

rehabilitation exercises? 

never few often always 

Does the patient need too much 

encouragement? 

never few often always 

Does the patient cooperate? never few often always 

Does the patient find excuses to 

avoid recovery? 

never few often always 

Does the patient ask or seek for 

resources? 

never few often always 
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Supplementary File 2: Consent Form Signed by participants 

Participant Consent and Signature 

Clinical research project: Effectiveness of using reward strategies 

combined with transcranial direct current stimulation（RstDCS） 

on motivation in chronic stroke patients with upper limb 

disorders 

Declaration of consent 

-I have read the above introduction to this study, fully understand 

the full contents of the informed consent form, and have had the 

opportunity to discuss and ask questions about this study with 

doctors. All my questions were answered satisfactorily. 

-I am aware of the risks and benefits that may arise from 

participating in this study. I understand that participation in the 

study is voluntary, I confirm that I have had sufficient time to 

consider it, and I understand that: 

A I can always ask the doctor for more information. 

B I can withdraw from the study at any time without 

discrimination or retaliation, and my medical treatment and rights 

will not be affected. 

C If I need to take any other medication for a change in my 

condition, I will ask my doctor for advice beforehand or tell my 

doctor afterwards. 
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D I grant access to my research data to the Ethics Committee 

or the sponsor's representative. 

E I consent □ or refuse □ to use my medical records for 

research other than this study. 

F I will obtain a signed and dated copy of the informed 

consent. In the end, I decided to agree to participate in the study 

and try to follow the doctor's advice. 

 

Date of subject's signature (handwritten)      

 

Date: 

 

Subject contact number： 

 

Subject's legal guardian's signature (if necessary), 

(handwritten)                            

 

Date： 

 

Guardian contact number： 

 

Medical statement 
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I confirm that I have explained the details of the trial, 

including its powers and possible benefits and risks, and given 

the patient a signed copy of the informed consent. 

 

The date of the investigator's (subject's informing) signature 

(handwritten) 

 

Researcher contact number： 
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Reporting checklist for protocol of a clinical 

trial. 

Based on the SPIRIT guidelines. 

Instructions to authors 

Complete this checklist by entering the page numbers from your manuscript where readers will 

find each of the items listed below. 

Your article may not currently address all the items on the checklist. Please modify your text to 

include the missing information. If you are certain that an item does not apply, please write "n/a" 

and provide a short explanation. 

Upload your completed checklist as an extra file when you submit to a journal. 

In your methods section, say that you used the SPIRITreporting guidelines, and cite them as: 

Chan A-W, Tetzlaff JM, Gøtzsche PC, Altman DG, Mann H, Berlin J, Dickersin K, Hróbjartsson A, 

Schulz KF, Parulekar WR, Krleža-Jerić K, Laupacis A, Moher D. SPIRIT 2013 Explanation and 

Elaboration: Guidance for protocols of clinical trials. BMJ. 2013;346:e7586 

  Reporting Item 

Page 

Number 

Administrative 

information 

   

Title #1 Descriptive title identifying the study design, 

population, interventions, and, if applicable, trial 

acronym 

1 

Trial registration #2a Trial identifier and registry name. If not yet 

registered, name of intended registry 

4 

Trial registration: 

data set 

#2b All items from the World Health Organization Trial 

Registration Data Set 

4 

Protocol version #3 Date and version identifier n/a 

Funding #4 Sources and types of financial, material, and other 

support 

25 

Roles and 

responsibilities: 

contributorship 

#5a Names, affiliations, and roles of protocol 

contributors 

25 

Roles and 

responsibilities: 

sponsor contact 

information 

#5b Name and contact information for the trial sponsor n/a 
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Roles and 

responsibilities: 

sponsor and funder 

#5c Role of study sponsor and funders, if any, in study 

design; collection, management, analysis, and 

interpretation of data; writing of the report; and the 

decision to submit the report for publication, 

including whether they will have ultimate authority 

over any of these activities 

25 

Roles and 

responsibilities: 

committees 

#5d Composition, roles, and responsibilities of the 

coordinating centre, steering committee, endpoint 

adjudication committee, data management team, 

and other individuals or groups overseeing the trial, 

if applicable (see Item 21a for data monitoring 

committee) 

23 

Introduction    

Background and 

rationale 

#6a Description of research question and justification for 

undertaking the trial, including summary of relevant 

studies (published and unpublished) examining 

benefits and harms for each intervention 

5-10 

Background and 

rationale: choice of 

comparators 

#6b Explanation for choice of comparators 15,16 

Objectives #7 Specific objectives or hypotheses 10,11 

Trial design #8 Description of trial design including type of trial (eg, 

parallel group, crossover, factorial, single group), 

allocation ratio, and framework (eg, superiority, 

equivalence, non-inferiority, exploratory) 

11,12 

Methods: 

Participants, 

interventions, and 

outcomes 

   

Study setting #9 Description of study settings (eg, community clinic, 

academic hospital) and list of countries where data 

will be collected. Reference to where list of study 

sites can be obtained 

12,13 

Eligibility criteria #10 Inclusion and exclusion criteria for participants. If 

applicable, eligibility criteria for study centres and 

individuals who will perform the interventions (eg, 

surgeons, psychotherapists) 

13,14,15 

Interventions: 

description 

#11a Interventions for each group with sufficient detail to 

allow replication, including how and when they will 

be administered 

15,16,17,18 

Interventions: 

modifications 

#11b Criteria for discontinuing or modifying allocated 

interventions for a given trial participant (eg, drug 

dose change in response to harms, participant 

request, or improving / worsening disease) 

22,23 
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Interventions: 

adherance 

#11c Strategies to improve adherence to intervention 

protocols, and any procedures for monitoring 

adherence (eg, drug tablet return; laboratory tests) 

n/a 

Interventions: 

concomitant care 

#11d Relevant concomitant care and interventions that 

are permitted or prohibited during the trial 

n/a 

Outcomes #12 Primary, secondary, and other outcomes, including 

the specific measurement variable (eg, systolic 

blood pressure), analysis metric (eg, change from 

baseline, final value, time to event), method of 

aggregation (eg, median, proportion), and time 

point for each outcome. Explanation of the clinical 

relevance of chosen efficacy and harm outcomes is 

strongly recommended 

18,19,20 

Participant timeline #13 Time schedule of enrolment, interventions 

(including any run-ins and washouts), assessments, 

and visits for participants. A schematic diagram is 

highly recommended (see Figure) 

41 

Sample size #14 Estimated number of participants needed to achieve 

study objectives and how it was determined, 

including clinical and statistical assumptions 

supporting any sample size calculations 

21 

Recruitment #15 Strategies for achieving adequate participant 

enrolment to reach target sample size 

12 

Methods: 

Assignment of 

interventions (for 

controlled trials) 

   

Allocation: 

sequence 

generation 

#16a Method of generating the allocation sequence (eg, 

computer-generated random numbers), and list of 

any factors for stratification. To reduce predictability 

of a random sequence, details of any planned 

restriction (eg, blocking) should be provided in a 

separate document that is unavailable to those who 

enrol participants or assign interventions 

15 

Allocation 

concealment 

mechanism 

#16b Mechanism of implementing the allocation 

sequence (eg, central telephone; sequentially 

numbered, opaque, sealed envelopes), describing 

any steps to conceal the sequence until 

interventions are assigned 

15 

Allocation: 

implementation 

#16c Who will generate the allocation sequence, who will 

enrol participants, and who will assign participants 

to interventions 

15 

Blinding (masking) #17a Who will be blinded after assignment to 

interventions (eg, trial participants, care providers, 

15 
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outcome assessors, data analysts), and how 

Blinding (masking): 

emergency 

unblinding 

#17b If blinded, circumstances under which unblinding is 

permissible, and procedure for revealing a 

participant’s allocated intervention during the trial 

n/a 

Methods: Data 

collection, 

management, and 

analysis 

   

Data collection plan #18a Plans for assessment and collection of outcome, 

baseline, and other trial data, including any related 

processes to promote data quality (eg, duplicate 

measurements, training of assessors) and a 

description of study instruments (eg, 

questionnaires, laboratory tests) along with their 

reliability and validity, if known. Reference to where 

data collection forms can be found, if not in the 

protocol 

20 

Data collection 

plan: retention 

#18b Plans to promote participant retention and 

complete follow-up, including list of any outcome 

data to be collected for participants who 

discontinue or deviate from intervention protocols 

20 

Data management #19 Plans for data entry, coding, security, and storage, 

including any related processes to promote data 

quality (eg, double data entry; range checks for data 

values). Reference to where details of data 

management procedures can be found, if not in the 

protocol 

20 

Statistics: outcomes #20a Statistical methods for analysing primary and 

secondary outcomes. Reference to where other 

details of the statistical analysis plan can be found, if 

not in the protocol 

21,22 

Statistics: additional 

analyses 

#20b Methods for any additional analyses (eg, subgroup 

and adjusted analyses) 

n/a 

Statistics: analysis 

population and 

missing data 

#20c Definition of analysis population relating to protocol 

non-adherence (eg, as randomised analysis), and 

any statistical methods to handle missing data (eg, 

multiple imputation) 

21 

Methods: 

Monitoring 

   

Data monitoring: 

formal committee 

#21a Composition of data monitoring committee (DMC); 

summary of its role and reporting structure; 

statement of whether it is independent from the 

sponsor and competing interests; and reference to 

where further details about its charter can be found, 

n/a 
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if not in the protocol. Alternatively, an explanation 

of why a DMC is not needed 

Data monitoring: 

interim analysis 

#21b Description of any interim analyses and stopping 

guidelines, including who will have access to these 

interim results and make the final decision to 

terminate the trial 

n/a 

Harms #22 Plans for collecting, assessing, reporting, and 

managing solicited and spontaneously reported 

adverse events and other unintended effects of trial 

interventions or trial conduct 

22,23 

Auditing #23 Frequency and procedures for auditing trial conduct, 

if any, and whether the process will be independent 

from investigators and the sponsor 

22 

Ethics and 

dissemination 

   

Research ethics 

approval 

#24 Plans for seeking research ethics committee / 

institutional review board (REC / IRB) approval 

22 

Protocol 

amendments 

#25 Plans for communicating important protocol 

modifications (eg, changes to eligibility criteria, 

outcomes, analyses) to relevant parties (eg, 

investigators, REC / IRBs, trial participants, trial 

registries, journals, regulators) 

23 

Consent or assent #26a Who will obtain informed consent or assent from 

potential trial participants or authorised surrogates, 

and how (see Item 32) 

12 

Consent or assent: 

ancillary studies 

#26b Additional consent provisions for collection and use 

of participant data and biological specimens in 

ancillary studies, if applicable 

n/a 

Confidentiality #27 How personal information about potential and 

enrolled participants will be collected, shared, and 

maintained in order to protect confidentiality 

before, during, and after the trial 

20 

Declaration of 

interests 

#28 Financial and other competing interests for principal 

investigators for the overall trial and each study site 

27 

Data access #29 Statement of who will have access to the final trial 

dataset, and disclosure of contractual agreements 

that limit such access for investigators 

27 

Ancillary and post 

trial care 

#30 Provisions, if any, for ancillary and post-trial care, 

and for compensation to those who suffer harm 

from trial participation 

n/a 

Dissemination 

policy: trial results 

#31a Plans for investigators and sponsor to communicate 

trial results to participants, healthcare professionals, 

the public, and other relevant groups (eg, via 

publication, reporting in results databases, or other 

24 
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data sharing arrangements), including any 

publication restrictions 

Dissemination 

policy: authorship 

#31b Authorship eligibility guidelines and any intended 

use of professional writers 

24 

Dissemination 

policy: reproducible 

research 

#31c Plans, if any, for granting public access to the full 

protocol, participant-level dataset, and statistical 

code 

27 

Appendices    

Informed consent 

materials 

#32 Model consent form and other related 

documentation given to participants and authorised 

surrogates 

44,45,46 

Biological 

specimens 

#33 Plans for collection, laboratory evaluation, and 

storage of biological specimens for genetic or 

molecular analysis in the current trial and for future 

use in ancillary studies, if applicable 

n/a 

Notes: 

11a: 15,16,17,18 The SPIRIT Explanation and Elaboration paper is distributed under the terms of 

the Creative Commons Attribution License CC-BY-NC. This checklist was completed on 21. March 

2023 using https://www.goodreports.org/, a tool made by the EQUATOR Network in 

collaboration with Penelope.ai 
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