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Abstract

e Optic neuron injury caused by glaucoma and other
factors commonly considered as irreversible. However,
some evidences demonstrate considerable neuroplasticity
in the nervous system. In this review, we try to illuminate
the mechanism of neuroplasticity, and reactivate the
“silent” cell and neural transmission visual experience,
alternating current stimulation, eye yoga, and anti-stress
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program, and so on. Predict visual change after intervention
using self-organizing maps.
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FOGHR AR WE IR IE R B A AR I8 AH O P v
BEAS PR A B 2 5, LA s A M B A 28
05, PN R RATTE, SRI, 3T 30a X i 22k
FIRLA AR AT R I, Pl 22 R GERT A RO e B I A 1Y
T NP B R A 2 T B (neuroplasticity ) 7 Bl ¢ il 2218
%27 (neurological rehabilitation) '

Pz AT SIPETE Bh 248 R G A P2 TT A il DI RE L
TR EL A, o P VR T A/ D R 8k AT RN Y g L
A, 7E 7 OB HR AR A0 B I 6 R R R S 1K 38k, 475 mT I
T B A0 X A 22715 40 )9 ( retinal ganglion cells, RGCs) ,
HARIX L RGCs &4 T B M IB &= ol A48 | M AR AR 158
FL B ik, AR 98 SR AR /NAR A Tk S Y R BRAE 45 4 R
D, MR R WO R % 8 M ( dendritic
plasticity) "', B it 28 48 55 K RUASE AL E 5 45 0% B0 11
1~2wk,70% ~90% ) RGCs & A B A7k 2, R /b i
AN sRAT KR A BB S, KA 80% ~ 90% ML EAE
2~ 3wk PRI ) 3k SOTFIE (14 2 it r 25 R o 444
KR BE R A T s
1 HMEER/EE T aEr IR IR Ea

FEFS AR5 AT 42 s B R e 3hi
R A5 ) 56 AE , 6 B 475 A9 R OO J5E v IR I A R A
FET (M AT , A — S v ] 25 04 93 AR A 40 A, A
SRR AL R PR A B 20 L, BRI JC T BE (9 76 40 M, Sabel
SETIN L (1) WU A0 M AN 58 A 5 (2) IRET 4 X
M5 SR XS IO7 1 400 5 3 8 e, ke B S A AR 43 DX 85 (3) ML
€ RN vk o 1 A o ol N A N R R R N o K
XL A AT R R A T I e A Y A

NATHAS A7 20 5% B8 B ML o kAT s 918 5
HAPaFS . (1) MRS (visual experience) 5 (2) #5112k
(visual training) 5 (3) Jo A4 /9 3¢ 3 L 3l 3 ( alternating
current stimulation, ACS)%% . 1[R] IE & A G i Il 2T LA
PRI —HE  LER A 5 B AT 0] i BT mT LA 2% 35 ok
DL E 5 1 N 5 ot 28 0 22 18] 1) 52 ik A2 328, DA B b 28 I 2% 1)
e, SR LS I/ S AT T O 22 1), A0 (1) Bk
BT/l (2) TEd B B b, g R G800 R0 -0
JRAfT T BRI AR A L BT R R T R T (3) T
P TALBEAR BAL B R P R Sy g T4, S Ah Kt
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PLBE R GTRY I 17 e 2 — 20 i il b 22 4 138 =2 8] Y Bt 1%,
ik, Bk R A R Ze ML sE D RE 1B 42, I 75 B2 45 22 1Y
Pl G

LTI, R A B E B RS SRR A e ER
S B SRR AR A SRS PE NI RE . A AT x4 ml
SRR A PSSR BEAT T 2 0T 5T, e th AT RE R R, R
NI e B 22 R e DR 7RP LI T RN N (R el s

ML BB S R SR, Y T LB T BE Y BE
Hehil b HEATHY

2 MR ELE/ 8 KRB
2.1 MEARTE I A I X R v i A R AR
SR U P A0 AR 55 o 400 9 ) S X A 2 A dwke
KA T A F A GRS : (1) % K 12h: 12h BB L
B (2) 8K 2h 5 ZU L6 R, A4 IRDGAT 330N D'
U5, USRS EN AR, 220 ORI 5 (3) 24h FFELAYRORER .
WA R, BA B R R AR 2h 19/ BUR A T 998
HEIRIGR  EL R 1 IE R AR S FA I R R 0
HLIX P 57 BR 5 i 8 A 0 A 5 A 4 B R T
Eﬁﬁm .
22 MBEgE A VIR 45 WL 38 K 52N 25/ 1697 ( visual
restoration training/therapy, VRT) (o-10] N [F] 5 i #8 =
(patterns of different orientations ) o , B Bh 2 AR LN
PRAOLBR AT A BRI Lk R I R R
J Iz R SR Ty, IR I R R T T s A S
PREY s (1) XA 58 2 45475 [X 35 ( area of residual vision,
ARV) BYTEAL , T 3 R 58 4 401 3 DX S8l38 o7 T 48 o 1R B
SRt DX 5 TE A DX A SCHbAY | B T o8 A i 2 LR DXk
rh (2) X5 Bk BRI i i ) U 2
2.3“MR-F-ME” ZBKiAT ok BE MR-l — 14" =836
IT SR ( eye—brain—vascular, EVB) , /& H 18 ] T A% fE AR K
% Sabel B AT BN 283k Z24F (I PRS2 BB 1 Y, L F B2
T MCE AR RN I A = Z Rl R PR A T, R
LA OC R BT, AR 2 -G . Y pi & oots
BT S B Na™, SENE 3 T | 32 10 # 28 T BT T 706 3
1K= @R A 1 = e VAR (2 (1B Y | =SB R
RE ) Ml IR 22 TAT SR A N B 78 J2 1Y e &, 2L Ak
TRIR AR, BFTE A e B A5 B AL Bk AR e
MR 00 A8 P AT AT — S PR R T 1, S4B S e L5 A
TEPR A Gkt = BT A — S BR5 4] Rk i v o A
HH 1,
2.3.1 RO RIEL  ToA M AU RO — b PR
RIIIAST T H 3k 9/ 55 KM 0 2% Ay F T K 2 e e i
BIT . HAHTIRIT &R0 Gt SR, B G P Fl, —Fh
S22 MR HE =2 i F 0 B, Dy — b 2 AR IR S T F R
(transcorneal alternating current stimulation, tACS) B¢ FK h
25 £ I ) 38 (transcorneal electrical stimulation, TES) .
A& HL IR — R AR R AR R OISR R IR YT T, & EVB
IBIT R AL

H AT, 288 N5 00 22 Ui v i 32 28 2 T s i sc e oF
FEI R NE 14 A8 i R ) Y A A — A
AR RO X S T A b 28 A % i ol 2 il R 7 A 2
o TR (Y b 22 3k | M AL T ORI A R B (1 1)
SR, WA BIFFEIE B H 0K v AR s e e MR EE J1 340, 34 m) ol
TR I 5, 2 0 B AL B s ) Tk R

B ZREZRERHKRE,

2.3.2 AREBIMN A A AR B A UL PR AT R
MNZR IR R ZEIR P, 8 8" 7 R R/ S ARG AT B R
LB IR ER, MR Hm NI 2R 0 SN IL, 58 I LA 69 R 7%
P [R) EF 38 ISR (4 B[] 8 T, o fei 75 MR ST 20 280, i
HEHR JA 2 23 0 G 20, AR ST 4T R34 N 24 %) ik
AL IEHRL LA B sl R i 22 [) R e A AR IR T RBOR o TR
2 AT A R ER A 23 X 58 77 AR S e e A Sk o iE
i ISR IR ES LA iz 3, IR B[R] LS5 B LV F B2 o A
REE
233 MEPTINEEER Ao B4, W R aefs
B 78 e A RE B LR, A TR B0 B AT RE MR R
T 24 40 2 T e A 1 e A T 2 PR T L A 9 9 T g
B o LA R Tl RE R A T BE Y PR LA - (1) HR PR3
e T BOIRE R R TR (2) MU T B, 3 BOIRE 1 T
(3) MR IR 08 1L 378 3 7 27 PRI ki A v e A2 TS0 5 (4) Bl
WK 2278 /0N 5 (5) tifids 28 D B A JE B 44 it A 5 S0 4 i
FEETBE ; (6) RRZ2 M NL I R N, 3 BUR IR K 7%
RV i 00 A S A R AR A R SRR A
SMREBBEEZMURRGER PR
31 BHRMERMMIEIRG  Gudlin ™ X 5 # )51 K M
FF 7475 YEHR ( primary open angle glaucoma, POAG) i# 17
T E /1B N2k 6mo., FifiJ5 R FH HRP K AZ 511 H
bR B s EF 1 (standard automated perimetry, SAP) Xt
B AT LR A BOR FH I AL EF 31 ( Oculus Twinfield )
KA 30° 70 [l P AT | BF 95 & B, B 3 JE A0 i T 3R A i
I LR . Sabel S H P BAR HI 28 ME 2 i i il B AR
7 A AR 28 400 0 BT DG IR AR HHE A R R A 0
S, B RKIAYT 30~ 50min, F72E 10d,70% 845 281677 J5 AL
TR 15 B 2 =, P 48 5 (visual field index, VFI) 25
24% JRITRORBERFSE 6~ 12mo’ ™ | HIZIRIT % 4, & 1E
1R R R B s B kot D EUR A TTRE S A R
THOR i 2%, A B8R s P RSk
32 MMBRIEMIRMG LA 4 S RE 1 5 s T 2 L
SR, Ao B /A8 SN S IR AR L & 454 . Korsholm
SEOGE 11 A O 2 e R AT B R, A B
454 & A2 J5 B9 3mo A1 6mo #RELAG RS, B AR 8 IR
Xof SR ) I 22 ) 1 /S o B RERE AR A4 ( functional
magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI) B — B, 75 N 57
DX B Jo Jo] P DX Sy e 26 T B s>
BIMEXREMERG AW HihRY 16 4
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BEIAT T 6mo ML Z I 25, R FH = 43 BE R BT o
(high resolution perimetry, HRP) v Tuebingen B sh AL EF it
(Tubingen automated perimetry, TAP) HH G Y Hi/ )G 0 5
Ph BT A0 A s o, [] EF SR FH 4 4 9306 A MR 45 (scanning
laser ophthalmoscope, SLO) ESRI2IT R/ G WAL, FER H 3=
W H A TE TS S 2 ( subjective testimonials of activities
of daily living, ADL) PP #L98 Xf A= 6 52 M, ) 2k 5 A8
F UL B W A, 6 AR S s ) B A 46 Y . Romano
AR UG 05 A ) VRT I 2 S ik — A3
TR RS,

53 H1, Sabel %N HRIE 1 41 7™ 5 v 50 R A 405 R
HL9,27 % BiilE 1a, AR VT 8 80% , Z2HR M 10% .,
R4 EBV JAY7 M, 6045 . ACS 1RYT O BEE S IR H
AR B O RA T, 2wk S5 HAE MR VEL RS 2 15% , Uk 25
IRFFIBIT 4mo Jo, HIAA IR VFL R & 74% , BIRGRIXFE
BEIRITROR B H D R BRI B E AR IR0 R
FRRFELIA T S SIRTTRCRA L.

B4R BYILENMMER G SRS EYIL
B, 9MANERIEFARR, F2EH TR L
B R AR AR 1 BRI B, 7R X AN B B, A b R
I8 JH A J i ot 28 DA R 25 B I i Ak, 3 R AR B B
B2 6] T #84% (intermodal plasticity) ” 7 SR F oK ELTK
I RE 1% (diffusion tensor functional imaging, DTT) It
TR IE LS IE R L G R J2 R LA T 5 ot
PRV R BLSK B3 n BR R R R A T b
Hb R JZ A0 AR DX A & A T DR AR i X R el
PN TR

4 BAEARMBERMEMEERTR M ERNGIT
ROR 2 BE BRI R BRI O R E S
Z RN IR 2 A0 X B IR YT RO #EAT TiAl e 7 B
X H W TR WAL AR 7Y (treatment outcome  prediction
model, TOPM) ALK YN 25 VRT FI ACS BIRST AL
BRI A B 1 22 A AT T B, DA RN FUAR A
WEBRT  Gall VSR VRT IBIT LB 05 &, R
FH A 2 4L R ( self —organizing maps , SOM ) A5 750 i 49 5
FIH AT IO A 5T % B, SOM A 2 T A o A Rk E
60% ,H 2 , AR XEXTZ A B B AT PPAh, E 2
TR A T AT L IR PR T A T PEAG

Ji4b, SOM B T g s K, fig [a] e 4 34K o 8, B
oA M BCHE B TS SR AT, L AT DL It 25 W 3R T OR
W2 S AN T AR AR B B S A A FNRRAE R
[ A B2 T B S5t ( mapping) F12F 2 30000 5 40058 A
FHIC B R R ALHE LA T LAY
41 %BUREE W% B8 . (area of residual vision,
ARV) 248 AR EF BT ME, R IA 219K VFLIRYT
ROR I XBL, #E4T HRP BESEFAG I, 10 5% B0 F A7 0
FUI 5% P AR AR 30 5 67 T I H 0T 5 40 ek 400 R Bl b AC
BLIX il 218 “ AW E M AE (uncertain vision ) ” B, “ F0OR
PLGE (shadowy vision) ” o TEARIEAL A 2l S AL EF 1 b, A
Xof H A R DA A R SR A A, T P A Sy JFL R R ot R A
X R AT AR (Y
4.2 MBEERIRX I 50 B4 X 38 ( defect area, DA) 55%
PR AN 6], DA B AR v bt A 2 i . 2 H LR R
B, TEX S H RIS PR X P i 4 % i i X, 905
IREWR S TS 8 ARV 22,
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