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INTRODUCTION INDIVIDUALIZATION METHOD

e Individualized neuromodulation in Post-Stroke Aphasia (PSA) is essential but scarse.

e Current neuromodulation research in PSA predominately relies on one-size-fit-all Blomarker |dent|flcat|0n

stimulation, which yields sub-optimal responsiveness due to high inter- and intra- ,¢‘_ mEEmEmEmEmmmm————— ','“:x\
personal variability of the neural network across people with aphasia (PWA). V4
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DISCUSSION

e Both enhancement-based in-phase and enhancement-based anti-phase conditions
successfully induced greater improvement over sham in the target edge, target node
strength, mean connectivity of the Adaptive Language Sub-Network (ALSN), and the
discourse production performance.

 Enhancement-based anti-phase stimulation induced the largest and most consistent
network changes over the ALSN across participants.

e The optimal stimulation condition was different across participants, suggesting that both
target selection principle and stimulation phase might play a role.

e Future study may focus on deciphering the relationship between certain personal
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characteristic and specific responsiveness under different target selection principles and .
stimulation phases, and comparing the effect of this individualization method with one- \\ Com e e St s o rcty s ,l
. . . Total edges = 61 Total edges = 61
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