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Research progress of neuromodulation via low-intensity
focused ultrasound*

Kai-xuan Luo, Xiang-jun Feng, Mo-xian Chen, Ai-jin Lin, Sha-sha Yi, Li-juan Ao
(School of Rehabilitation, Kunming Medical University, Kunming, Yunan 650000, China)

Abstract: Ultrasound is widely used in clinical practice as imaging methodology and physiotherapy
approach. Low-intensity focused ultrasound (LIFU) is emerging for its unique features and prospects in
neuromodulation. In contrast to electric stimulation and magnetic neuromodulation methods, LIFU has the advantage
of noninvasiveness, reversibility and accuracy, which expand our knowledge and its application in neuromodulation.
This paper reviews the research progress of neuromodulation via low-intensity focused ultrasound.
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cavitation
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