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Abstract

Stroke is a leading cause of long-term neurological disability and death worldwide.
Traditional neurorehabilitation methods result in full recovery for less than 15% of
stroke patients, highlighting the need for innovative approaches. Low-intensity
transcranial focused ultrasound stimulation (tFUS) has emerged as a promising non-
invasive neuromodulation technique with high focality and deep tissue penetration.
This study evaluates the feasibility, safety and efficacy of tFUS for motor
rehabilitation in ischemic stroke patients. We conducted a single-group prospective
pilot study involving two stroke patients who received tFUS targeting the motor
cortex contralateral to the lesion site three times a week. Patients were evaluated
using multiple clinical measures of motor function. Both patients showed
improvements in the Fugl-Meyer Assessment upper extremity score, kinesthetic
sensation, stereognosis score from the Nottingham Sensory Assessment, and the
Modified Barthel Index score. Follow-up evaluations immediately and three weeks
after stimulation indicated sustained motor function improvements. The results
suggest that tFUS can effectively enhance motor recovery in stroke patients without
adverse events. This study provides robust evidence supporting the potential of
tFUS in stroke rehabilitation, opening new avenues for clinical application and
research.

Keywords: transcranial ultrasound stimulation, focused ultrasound stimulation,
ischemic stroke, stroke rehabilitation, motor recovery
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Introduction

Stroke is a leading cause of long-term neurological disability and the second leading
cause of death globally, affecting over 13.7 million people and causing 5.7 million
deaths annually *. Despite traditional neurorehabilitation approaches, less than 15%
of stroke patients fully recover, highlighting the need for innovative neurotechnology-
based strategies to enhance recovery 2. Most strokes are ischemic, often affecting
the middle cerebral artery (MCA) and resulting in damage to critical brain regions
such as the primary somatosensory and motor cortices, basal ganglia, thalamus,
caudate, and internal capsule 3 Given that most stroke lesions include subcortical,
there is a clear need for neuromodulation techniques capable of reaching deep brain
regions for effective post-stroke rehabilitation.

Low-intensity transcranial focused ultrasound stimulation (tFUS) has
emerged as a promising non-invasive technique for neuromodulation, capable of
safely and painlessly targeting deep brain regions with high focality and penetrability
*. Pre-clinical studies in animals and initial human studies suggest potential safety
and feasibility of tFUS with minimal adverse effects °. tFUS can modulate neural
excitability through mechanical effects, such as changes in ion channels °,
alterations in membrane capacitance ’, and temperature increases caused by the
ultrasound waves °. Recently, tFUS has shown its applicability in treating
neurological and psychiatric disorders, including Parkinson's disease °, Alzheimer's

disease '°, epilepsy * and depression *? in humans.

Despite its potential, there are no human studies on tFUS for stroke
rehabilitation. However, animal studies show promising results. For example, Wu et
al. * demonstrated that tFUS targeted at the cortical penumbra improved outcomes
in rats with endothelin-1 induced MCA occlusion strokes. Kim et al. ** developed a
wearable tFUS system for rats with MCA occlusion strokes, targeting cortical and
subcortical regions and showing enhanced rehabilitation outcomes. Another study *°
showed that tFUS enhanced neurological repair and remodeling in ischemic stroke
by increasing cerebral blood flow and promoting angiogenesis in mice.

In this study, we evaluated the feasibility of tFUS neuromodulation in stroke
rehabilitation. This clinical pilot study focused on patients with ischemic stroke to
assess the feasibility, tolerability and efficacy of tFUS in promoting motor recovery.
tFUS was applied to the motor cortex contralateral to the lesion site to modulate the
motor system. Building on promising animal studies, we investigated the potential of
tFUS to improve motor function in these patients.

Materials and Methods
Participants
This study was a single-group prospective pilot study with two stroke patients. The
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patients were selected by following inclusion criteria; 1) adults aged 19 to 85 years, 2)
patients diagnosed with their first stroke confirmed by brain MRI, 3) patients in the
subacute phase within 3 months of an ischemic stroke occurrence at the time of
screening, 4) patients with persistent unilateral motor paralysis due to a stroke at the
time of screening: specifically, patients with a unilateral upper limb muscle strength
grade of 4 (good grade) or lower, as evaluated by Medical Research Council manual
muscle testing (MMT), 5) patients who were conscious, able to cooperate with the
study, and provided voluntary consent to participate in this clinical trial.

Additionally, the patients were excluded by the following criteria: 1) women
who were pregnant or breastfeeding (for women of childbearing potential, a positive
urine HCG test); 2) patients with any of the following conditions observed on brain
imaging (CT or MRI): skull thickness of 8 mm or more, meningioma, brain tumor,
abscess, fluid retention, hydrocephalus, trauma, skull fracture, congenital brain
malformation, or any other cerebral hemisphere abnormalities or history of brain
diseases other than ischemic stroke; 3) patients with abnormal results in the basic
hematological screening tests including renal disease (creatinine > 2.0 mg/dl),
thrombocytopenia (platelets < 100 x 10°/pl), leukopenia (white blood cells < 4.0 x
10%ul), liver dysfunction (AST, ALT, total bilirubin levels more than twice the upper
limit of the normal range).

This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of Korea
University Anam Hospital (approval no. 2023AN0046) and was registered with the
Clinical Research Information Service (registration no. KCT0008320).

The details of demographic and clinical characteristics of the two participants
are summarized in Table 1 and the MRI images of the two patients are shown in
Figure 1. Korean version of the Mini-Mental State Examination (K-MMSE) scores
indicated that Patient 1 had cognitive impairment, with a score of 21 out of a possible
30 points. Patient 2, however, showed normal cognitive function. The Hospital
Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS) scores indicate that scores of 8 or above for
both anxiety and depression suggest the presence of symptoms. Both patients had
depression scores within the normal range and mild anxiety.

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the participants

Characteristics Patient 1 Patient 2

Age range 71-75 65-70

Sex Female Male

Lesion Right. MCA Left. BG & CR
Time after onset (days) 47 41
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Education(years) 6 12

Handedness Right Right

K-MMSE 21 28

HADS

HAD-A 8 10

HAD-B 4 6

MMT

Upper 4~4+ 0-~3
1~2- 5

Lower 4+ 5-
2+~3- 5

Abbreviations: MCA, Middle cerebral artery; BG, Basal ganglia; CR, Corona radiata;
K-MMSE, Korean version of the Mini-Mental State Examination; HADS, Hospital
Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS); MMT, Manual Muscle Testing
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Figure 1. A) Structural images of the two patients. Red arrows indicate lesion sites.
B) MRI images of entry and target points (yellow line) for the two stroke patients.

Therapeutic Focused Ultrasound device

This therapeutic focused ultrasound stimulation (FUS) system, NS-US200 device
(Neurosona Co., Ltd., Seoul, Korea), uses low-intensity FUS (ranges from 10
mW/cm? to 50 W/cm?) by applying electrical signals to a focused ultrasound
transducer, which then stimulates specific regions of the brain. Unlike high-intensity
focused ultrasound (HIFU) systems that use thermal energy, the ultrasound
stimulation used here employs mechanical energy in the form of pressure waves. It
operates at a low frequency of 250 kHz and delivers low-intensity energy below 50
W/cm? for brain stimulation.

The therapeutic FUS device used in this clinical trial was administered three
times a week. The two selected patients participated in the FUS experiment, using
the NS-US200 device with a transducer (E40) having a focal length of 30 mm and a
focal size was 4 mm in diameter and 18 mm in length at 90% maximum intensity. To
enhance ultrasound permeability, a hydrating gel was applied to the patient's scalp.
Based on acquired anatomical brain imaging, the focused ultrasound was non-
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invasively administered to the central sulcus ‘knob’ area within the primary motor
cortex (M1) contralateral to the lesion site using Neurosona Ultrasound Software (Fig.
1B).

We set the low-intensity focused ultrasound parameters with a repetition
frequency (PRF) of 100 Hz and an acoustic intensity at focus (AIF) of 3 W/cmz2. The
Tone Burst Duration (TBD) of the stimulation parameters was 0.5 msec, with a duty
cycle of 5%. The total treatment duration was 1200 seconds without a sonication
interval. The in situ mechanical index (MIl) was maintained at 0.6, the fundamental
frequency was 250 kHz, and the spatial peak temporal-average acoustic intensity
(Ispta) Was 1.5 W/cmz2,

Using the open-source software application 3D Slicer (https://www.slicer.org/),
we performed preprocessing and registration of T1-weighted MRI images and brain
CT images. Before the MRI scans, each patient had four fiducial markers attached to
the following regions: the left and right brow bones, and the mastoid bones located
behind the ears. For validation, we used NUS viewer (Neurosona software) to set the
four fiducial marker coordinates for each patient before brain stimulation. We used
the registered images to target the intact hemisphere's primary motor cortex (M1) at
the hand knob, which is shaped like an omega. For patient 1, who had a lesion in the
right hemisphere, stimulation was applied to the intact left hemisphere. Conversely,
for patient 2, who had a lesion in the left hemisphere, stimulation was applied to the
right hemisphere (Fig. 1B).

Clinical Assessment

Before brain stimulation, we collected clinical information about participant's age,
gender, location of stroke, date of onset, dominant hand and neurological
assessment.

The procedures for the entire clinical trials are summarized in Table 2. For all
assessments, higher scores indicated better performance. In the baseline
assessments, the participants completed the K-MMSE, Hospital Anxiety scale and
HADS. The HADS is a 14 item self-report scale with each 7 item subscales for
anxiety and depression with total score from 0—-42. Additionally, we included clinical
assessments for motor function. The MMT measures extremity muscle strength
which grades muscle strength from 0 to 5, with grade 5 indicating normal strength.
The Fugl-Meyer Assessment (FMA) evaluates balance, sensation and joint of motion
for those who have had a stroke. The FMA consists of upper and lower extremity
scores, 66 points and 34 points respectively, with higher scores indicating better
performance. The Finger Grip Strength test uses a dynamometer to measure grip
force, conducted three times, with the score being the average of the three attempts.
The Manual Function Test (MFT) assesses upper limb function that maximum scores
are 32 points. The Action Research Arm Test (ARAT) is used to measure upper
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extremity function and consists of 19 items, with total scores ranging from 0 to 57,
higher scores indicate better performance. The Box and Block Test assesses
unilateral gross manual dexterity by requiring individuals to move miniature blocks
from one compartment of a box to another as many times as possible within 60-
seconds. The Berg Balance Scale (BBS) is a test for balance function and the total
score is 56 with higher scores representing better balance function. Nottingham
Sensory Assessment is an tool used to assess sensory impairment. This test
assesses tactile, kinaesthetic and stereognosis sensory function. Functional
Ambulation Categories (FAC) assesses ambulation ability by measuring how well a
patient can walk without assistance. The Modified Barthel Index (MBI) evaluates
dependence in activities of daily living and consists of categories of basic care tasks,
such as feeding, bathing, dressing, grooming, toileting, transfer, ambulation and stair
climbing.

The clinical assessments were conducted at 3-time points; pre-stimulation
(Baseline) and immediately after completion of FUS (Postl) and 3 weeks after the
initial brain stimulation (Post2).

Adverse event evaluations, including stroke exacerbation, seizure occurrence,
headaches, and other neurological symptoms, were conducted at each stimulation
session as well as at 3 weeks.

Results

There was no adverse event in either participant during or after the brain stimulations.
Both participants showed an improvement in the FMA upper extremity score,
kinaesthetic sensation and stereognosis score of Nottingham Sensory Assessment
and MBI score. Additionally, Patient 2 demonstrated improved scores on the BBS
and Box and Block tests. The results are summarized in Table 2.

For follow-up evaluations, both patients showed slight improvements in the
FMA upper extremity scores. However, both scored below 30 out of a possible 66
points, indicating severe impairment (mild: <45, moderate: 30-45, severe: <30). In
the lower extremity evaluation, Patient 2 maintained a normal status with perfect
scores out of 34 points, while Patient 1 continued to show severe disability, scoring
the same as at baseline.

The BBS results indicated that both patients either maintained their baseline
status or, in the case of Patient 2, showed slight improvement following brain
stimulation. Patient 1 remained at a greater risk of falling due to lower extremity
paralysis, whereas Patient 2 exhibited a significantly lower risk of falling.

The Nottingham Sensory Assessment and FAC evaluation results showed no
notable changes compared to the baseline results. MBI evaluations showed that
both patients, initially categorized as severe and moderate, respectively,
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demonstrated gradual improvement over time. The finger grip assessment was
conducted on the intact side only, and the results were within the normal range
according to gender-specific norms. In the ARAT, both the baseline and follow-up
evaluations showed that the intact side scored a perfect 57 points, indicating high
ability (Grattan, Emily S et al. 2019). In the Box and Block Test, Patient 2 showed
near-normal performance, while Patient 1 showed slightly lower performance.
However, both patients demonstrated improved performance in the follow-up
evaluation compared to baseline.
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Table 2. Summary of clinical assessments before and after tFUS

Patient 1 Patient 2
Assessment
Baseline Postl Postz Baseline Postl Postz
(5days) (22 days) (5days) (22days)

FMA

Upper 6 7 8 12 14 15

Lower 13 13 13 34 34 34
BBS 4 4 4 52 52 54
Nottingham Sensory

Tactile sensation 15~18 15~18 14~18 18 18 18

Kinaesthetic sensation 17 19 19 21 21 21

Stereognosis 3 4 4 22 22 22
FAC 0 0 0 5 5 5
MBI 43 43 52 88 88 91
Finger Grip

Left NT NT NT 34.8 37.3 35.9

Right 24.4 20.3 19.4 NT NT NT
ARAT

Left 0 0 0 57 57 57

Right 56 57 57 4 4 4
Box and Block

Non-paralyzed side 42 53 50 63 67 69

Abbreviations: FMA, Fugl-Meyer Assessment; BBS, Berg Balance Scale; FAC,
Functional Ambulation Categories; MBI, Modified Barthel Index; ARAT, Action
Research Arm Test

Discussion

tFUS holds significant promise for treating ischemic stroke due to its safety, non-
invasiveness, deep tissue penetration, and high spatial precision . In this study, we
assessed the feasibility of using tFUS for motor recovery rehabilitation in patients
with ischemic stroke. We demonstrated feasibility through successful targeting and
the ability of all patients to complete the treatment without adverse events. The
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outcome data revealed efficacy in several clinical measurements of motor function,
reinforcing the safety of tFUS in ischemic stroke. Importantly, our results indicated
both immediate and long-term benefits of tFUS for stroke motor recovery. This study
provides robust evidence supporting the feasibility, safety, and efficacy of tFUS in
stroke rehabilitation.

Various non-invasive brain stimulation (NIBS) techniques have been used to
promote functional recovery after stroke, with proven efficacy across various
functions, including motor, cognitive, language and swallowing abilities *"?°. In this
study, we adjusted the ultrasound parameters to a PRF of 100Hz with a duty cycle of
5% for 20 minutes to attempt contralesional inhibitory stimulation %*. The approach of
stimulating and inhibiting the contralesional hemisphere has been widely applied in
other NIBS techniques, and its conceptual foundation can be explained by the
principle of “interhemispheric inhibition" ?*%. In a healthy brain, there is a reciprocal
inhibitory interaction between the hemispheres through pathways crossing the
corpus callosum, especially in the motor system. When a stroke occurs, the
inhibitory function of the affected hemisphere is reduced, leading to an increase in
inhibitory activity in the contralesional hemisphere 2*?°. Therefore, in this study, we
stimulated the contralesional primary motor cortex (M1 cortex) through inhibitory
ultrasound stimulation to enhance the functional activation of the affected
hemisphere.

Although we attempted inhibitory ultrasound stimulation, the precise
mechanisms underlying the excitatory and inhibitory effects of tFUS remain unclear.
Several mechanisms may contribute to the neuromodulatory effects of tFUS such as
membrane displacement linked to capacitance changes, the sonoporation effect, and
activation of mechanosensitive channels 8. Different studies have reported various
effects, leading to the proposal of models such as the neuronal bilayer sonophore
model ’ and the neuronal intramembrane cavitation excitation model %°. These
models suggest that ultrasound can selectively activate different cortical neuron
subtypes, including excitatory regular spiking pyramidal neurons, inhibitory fast-
spiking cortical neurons, and inhibitory low-threshold spiking cortical neurons. The
overall neuromodulation effects (excitation or suppression) are determined by the
interactions between these selectively activated excitatory and inhibitory neurons.
Recent evidence from Yu et al.”’ indicates that by adjusting the pulse PRF of the
ultrasound, specific neuron types can be preferentially targeted in vivo in
anesthetized rodent brains. However, the precise mechanisms of tFUS modulation
on the M1 and its network effects in stroke require further study.

Despite these uncertainties and the conceptual similarities with other NIBS
techniques, confirming tFUS's feasibility, efficacy and safety in stroke patients in this
study suggests that tFUS may offer distinct advantages over other NIBS methods.
For instance, tFUS has the benefits of deeper penetration and higher spatial
precision, allowing it to reach deeper brain structures that were previously
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inaccessible while minimizing the impact on surrounding tissues ®?. This capability
raises the potential for personalized treatment, allowing the intensity and location of
the stimulation to be tailored to the patient’s specific symptoms, thereby providing a
more targeted and effective intervention to improve post-stroke impairment.

Nonetheless, it is crucial to recognize that, as a pilot study, we cannot
conclusively determine whether the observed improvements in motor function are
directly due to tFUS. This limitation highlights the necessity for additional research
with larger sample sizes and appropriate control groups to more precisely assess the
direct impact of tFUS on motor recovery following a stroke.

Given these findings, the potential of tFUS in rehabilitation opens new
avenues for research and therapeutic applications. Future studies should focus on
optimizing stimulation parameters, identifying the most effective brain regions for
different cognitive functions, and exploring long-term effects and safety. Additionally,
combining tFUS with other cognitive training or therapeutic interventions could
synergistically enhance its efficacy.
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