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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Article history: Background: Transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) has recently drawn attention as an
Received: 2023/02/10 inexpensive, painless, safe, and effective technique to improve motor performance and cognitive function
Accepted: 2023/05/07 in older adults. This study examined the effects of a selected balance exercise combined with anodal
Available online: 2023/05/12 tDCS on balance performance in older adults. Methods: Twenty-four healthy older adults (Mean ages=
69.79+5.50 years) participated in this study. The participants were randomly assigned into a real tDCS or
sham tDCS groups. The participants in the real tDCS group received 2 mA anodal tDCS over the left
primary motor cortex (M1) for 20 min while in the sham group they received a sham tDCS for the same
Keywords: duration. The participants performed a selected balance exercise program for 50 min following tDCS.

Training was conducted 2 sessions per week for 8 weeks (16 sessions). Berg balance scale (BBS), timed
Non-invasive brain stimulation up and go test (TUG) and working memory test (2-back task) were measured before (baseline), after 8
balance weeks of the training, and 4 weeks of follow-up. Results: Compared to sham tDCS group, BBS and TUG
were significantly improved in real tDCS group after the training and 4 weeks of fol low-up, however,
this intervention could not affect working memory. Conclusion: In summary, these results indicate that
older adults the selected balance exercise program combined with anodal tDCS can improve balance performance but
not working memory in older adults.

working memory

motor performance

1. Introduction

[ DOI: 10.61186/ijmcl.5.2.1]

ower extremity functional ability involves basic
tasks that are essential in carrying out daily
activities and includes walking, lower extremity
strength, balance, and postural control (Lusardi,
Pellecchia, & Schulman, 2003). There exist
several sets of evidence indicating that aging is
associated with reduced lower extremity
functional ability reflected in reduced muscle
performance (Hunter, Weinsier, Bamman, &
Larson, 1998), reduced strength (McNeil,
Vandervoort, & Rice, 2007), loss of motor coordination (Seidler et
al., 2010), and poor balance and walking (Rostami et al.,2020). In
other words, deteriorated balance performance and lower extremity
functions are among the issues related to lower quality of life for
older adults which sometimes may even lead to falls or other motor
problems (Kaminski et al., 2017; Modaberi, Saemi, Federolf, & van
Andel, 2021).

In the process of aging, the brain’s overall size naturally begins to
shrink (Scahill, Leckman, Schultz, Katsovich, & Peterson, 2003).

with age-related changes developing in different areas of the motor
cortex. These changes are said to be associated with reduced motor
control, impaired walking performance, and poor balance (Seidler et
al., 2010). One area of the brain cortex that plays an essential role in
proper activation of muscles and controlling voluntary movements
(Radel, Tempest, Denis, Besson, & Zory, 2017) is the primary motor
area (M1) (Mattay et al., 2002). Previous studies offered evidence
suggesting that M1 importantly contributes to some aspects of lower
extremity functions. Some have shown that during the gait cycle,
M1 communicates with the subcortical region (responsible for gait
control) (McCrimmon et al., 2017) as well as the supplementary
motor area (SMA) that contributes to motor control (Wang et al.,
2008). M1 also influences balance and gait control (Demain et al.,
2014).and lower extremity strength (OKi et al., 2016).

Given the growing number of aging populations in developed as
well as developing countries (Oki et al., 2016), it is essential to
establish safe, inexpensive interventions and exercise methods to
enhance lower extremity functional ability, balance performance,
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and cognitive performance among the older adults (Buch et
al.,2017).

Transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) has recently drawn
attention as an inexpensive, painless, safe, and effective technique
in improving cognitive and motor performance (Buch et al.,2017;
Ammann, Spampinato, & Marquez-Ruiz, 2016). tDCS is a
neuromodulatory technique that results in cortical excitation without
generating active potential. It can modulate the resting membrane
potential, thereby modulating action potential of neurons (Buch et
al.,2017). The technique involves using a weak electrical current
applied on the scalp through two electrodes with the intention to
manipulate certain regions of the brain. It works on ion homeostasis
inside and outside the membrane, stimulating shifts in the resting
membrane threshold (Fregni et al., 2005).

Anodal current enhances cortical excitability and depolarizes cell
membranes while cathodal current decreases cortical excitability
and hyperpolarize cell membranes (Costa et al., 2020). Based on
this, it is generally assumed that tDCS can enhance and preserve the
effects of various physical and cognitive exercises on performance
capacity in individuals (Ammann, Spampinato, & Marquez-Ruiz,
2016). These positive effects were first reported in the human motor
cortex (Nitsche, & Paulus, 2000); however, later studies
demonstrated the same positive effects on other cortical regions
including the visual cortex (Antal, Nitsche, & Paulus, 2001), the
sensorimotor cortex (Rogalewski, Breitenstein, Nitsche, Paulus, &
Knecht, 2004), the prefrontal cortex (Fregni et al., 2005), and the
cerebral cortex (Galea, & Celnik, 2009). For example, a session of
anodal tDCS (a-tDCS) on M1 was reported to enhance upper
extremity functional ability in the older adults (Zimerman, &
Hummel, 2010). Similar findings were reported by other studies
(Goodwill, Daly, & Kidgell, 2015; Hummel, Genow, & Landis,
2010; Parikh, & Cole, 2015). However, to the best of our
knowledge, few studies have examined how a-tDCS on M1 can
influence lower extremity functional ability in the healthy older
adults. For example, researchers (Craig, & Doumas, 2017)
examined how tDCS on the celebellum as well as M1 can influence
postural control in adults and the older adults. Their findings
indicated a minimal effect of tDCS on postural control in the eyes-
open condition. In another study on the older adults, (Rostami et
al.,2020) reported similar positive results. Therefore, a-tDCS seems
to be a promising technique to enhance lower extremity functional
ability.

In addition, aging leads to changes in all systems of the body.
Moreover, morphological and biochemical changes in different
areas of the brain, such as frontal and parietal cortices, reduce
cognitive capacity while causing changes to appear in the
musculoskeletal system (Coppin, et al., 2006). An investigation of
neuroimaging indicates how working memory functionsin the brain.
The prefrontal region, particularly the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
was cited as a major area involved in working memory processes
and defects (Soltaninejad, Nejati, & Ekhtiari, 2019). Furthermore, a
study of neuroimaging results has shown that the right inferior
frontal gyrus is activated during inhibitory control activities
(Soltaninejad, Nejati, & Ekhtiari, 2019). Thus, tDCS techniques that
monitor and regulate activities of the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex
(DLPFC) are capable of improving working memory as well as
balance performance (Fregni et al., 2005).

Furthermore, many studies with promising results have examined
effectiveness of noninvasive direct current stimulation of the brain
(Nitsche et al.,2008). These effects may vary depending on electrode
placement, their polarity, and current intensity. Studies about effects
of electrical cortical stimulation on cognitive functions produced
mixed results. For example, Andrews et al., (Andrews, Hoy,
Enticott, Daskalakis, & Fitzgerald, 2011) examined the link between
cognitive activity and anodal stimulation of the DLPFC to improve

working memory in ten participants with the age of 20-51 years.
Their findings indicated improved working memory function as a
result of controlled stimulation combined with an n-back task.

However, while some studies reported favorable impact of this
training technique on working memory as well as motor
performance in children (Almeida, Barbosa, & Compte, 2015),
adults (Karok, & Witney, 2013; Ke et al.,2019; Katagiri et al., 2021),
and the older adults (Zandvliet, Meskers, Kwakkel, & van Wegen,
2018; Gomes et al., 2019), the results in this area are still
inconsistent and others (Rabipour, Vidjen, Remaud, Davidson, &
Tremblay, 2019; Kaminski et al., 2013; Steiner et al., 2016) failed
to demonstrate positive effects of tDCS on cognitive and motor
performance. For example, Kaminski et al. (2013) showed that a
single session of anodal tDCS in the M1 region could not improve
balance performance in the older adults. It seems, one possibility is
that the degree of difficulty in postural balance control tasks leads
to different results. Previous studies investigated tDCS effects on
postural balance control during static standing with open or closed
eyes, feet apart or feet together, and stable or movable platform
(Katagiri et al., 2021; Zandvliet et al., 2018; Poortvliet, Hsieh,
Cresswell, Au, & Meinzer, 2018; Steiner, K. M., Enders et al.,
2016). Additionally, most studies have focused on the immediate
effects of tDCS on postural balance control, but one paper reported
that the 10 sessions of anodal tDCS (2 mA) over M1 and physical
therapy training improve ankle control and balance in stroke patients
(Ehsani, Mortezanejad, Yosephi, Daniali, & Jaberzadeh, 2022).
Therefore, the repeated anodal tDCS over M1 and balance exercise
program may improve balance performance (Ehsani et al., 2022;
Hou, Nitsche, Yi, Kong, & Qi, 2022). However, to the best of our
knowledge, no study has examined whether repeated anodal tDCS
over M1 and balance exercise program improves balance
performance and working memory in older adults. Therefore, the
present study aimed to examine the effects of a 16-session balance
exercise program combined with a-tDCS in M1 on motor and
cognitive performance among the older adults. Accordingly, it is
hypothesized that a 16-session balance exercise program combined
with a-tDCS in M1, improves the balance performance of the older
adults immediately after the exercise sessions and also one month
after the end of the training. It is also hypothesized that how balance
program and tDCS would improve working memory of the older
adults.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Subjects

Of the potential 42 participants, 24 older adults (22 men, 2
women; with the mean age+SD= 69.79+5.50) participated in the
study. This sample size was selected according to the suggestion of
previous studies in this field (Julious, 2005). We included
individuals who were (1) 60 years of age or older; (2) physically
unimpaired and of natural cognitive abilities (means they had not
any disorder like the inner ear and vestibular apparatus disorder;
locomotor disorders, orthopedic history); (3) capable of performing
the tasks and the exercises without help; and (4) right-handed. We
excluded individuals who (1) were not willing to continue taking
part in the study; (2) did not actively and consistently attend the
training sessions; or (3) dropped out for other unpredicted reasons
(Figure 1). All participants gave their written informed consent
before participating in the study.
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2.2. Apparatus and Task
2.2.1. Selected balance exercise program

It includes a set of physical exercises that were designed with the
aim of improving balance and with emphasis on practicing and
repeating static and dynamic balance movements in a progressive
manner. Exercises were performed for 50 minutes, twice a week for
8 weeks and a total of 16 sessions. The duration and the repetitions
of the exercise program in each session are all defined based on and
in agreement with previous studies to improve the balance of the
older adults (Campbell et al., 1997; Gardner, Buchner, Robertson,
& Campbell, 2001). The exercise program included warm-up (10
minutes), main balance exercises (30 minutes) and cooling down (10
minutes). The structure of the warm-up consisted of stretching and
low intensity exercises to increase the heart rate. Also, the cooling
phase ends with a group of stretching movements. The exercises
program was in accordance with the task-oriented approach
emphasizing the improvement of balance skills. This balance
program was performed first in the closed environment, and then
with the advancement of the exercise program, was moving towards
becoming more complex and in the open environment (Adams,
1999). In order to increase the willingness and motivation of the

o -

Figure 1: Flow diagram of the progress through the intervention

older adults to exercise, challenging but enjoyable movement
activities were chosen. The intervention included maintaining
balance on one leg, maintaining balance while walking, and a subset
of exercises related to strengthening balance while standing and
walking. These exercises were designed with the aim of increasing
the participation of the senses involved in balance. The participants
performed all exercises with their eyes open and received help from
the instructor when needed (Table 1).

2.2.2.1DCS

Brain stimulation signals were applied using Neuristim tDCS
device with two separate channels manufactured by Medina Teb
Gostar (Iran). The instrument was formerly used by other studies in
this area (Kamali et al., 2019). Each channel can be independently
adjusted in terms of current, duration, and frequency for applying
different types of stimulation. The output current can be set at 0.1 to
2 mA, up to a wave frequency of 200 Hz for maximum stimulation
duration of 45 minutes. In the present study, tDCS was given over
the left M1 for all participants using two saline-soaked sponge-
electrodes (AD electrode measuring 50 cm? in area, and reference
electrode measuring 25 cm? in area) for 20 minutes by applying a
2mA current.
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Table 1.

Selected exercise program for improving balance in the elderly.

Exercise Duration and number of repetitions per session
Warm up 10 minutes
Head turn From 5 repetitions in the first session to 10 repetitions in the sixteenth session
Neck rotation and
bend

Backward stretch
Upper body rotation
Ankle flexion
Knee extension
Knee flexion
Side leg raise
Heel raise
Toe raise
Knee bends
Backward walking
Walk and turn
Sideways walk
Heel-to-toe stand
Heel-to-toe walk
One-leg stand
Heel walking
Toe walking
Tightrope walk
Sit to stand
Stair step up/down

From 5 repetitions in the first session to 10 repetitions in the sixteenth session

10 steps per session
From 1 set of repetition in the first session to 3 sets in the sixteenth session
10 steps per session
10 repetitions per session
10 steps per session
10 repetitions per session
10 steps per session
10 steps per session
10 steps per session
From 5 repetitions in the first session to 10 repetitions in the sixteenth session
From 1 repetition in the first session to 12 repetitions in the sixteenth session

Cool down

10 minutes

2.2.3. Balance tests
2.2.3.1. Berge Balance Scale (BBS)

BBS was used to measure dynamic and static balance. To this end,
the participants first received general information about the scale.
BBS was originally designed to measure balance in patients with
imbalance (Blum, & Korner-Bitensky, 2008). The scale consists of
14 items (generally associated with routine daily activities). Each
item is scored on a 5-point scale from 0 to 4. The tools used in BBS
include a ruler, two chairs (one with armrest, one without, i.e., step
stool), a stopwatch, and a 5-m even flat space for walking. The test
takes approximately 10 to 15 minutes to complete. The scale scoring
ranges from O to 56.

2.2.3.2. Timed up-and-go test (TUG)

TUG static and dynamic balance test was developed by Mathias
in 1986. It is rated on a scale from 1 to 5; TUG also has a very good
reliability and validity (Pourmahmoudian, Noraste, Daneshmandi,
& Atrkar Roshan, 2018). The test involves a participant sitting
comfortably in correct position on a chair, leaning against the
backrest to easily identify a line 3 meters away. On the command
“Go”, the participant stands up without using his hands and starts to
walk safely at the maximum pace for 3 meters, turns around, and
walks back to the chair and sits down while his/her time is being
recorded. The test will be repeated if the participant fails to walk the
line. The test is given to each participant 3 times on each round and
the participant’s best time is recorded.

2.2.4. N-back task

Working memory can be assessed using many tests including the
well-known n-back task (Jaeggi, Buschkuehl, Perrig, & Meier,
2010). The n-back task is a cognitive task originally developed by
Kirchner to assess visuospatial memory (Jaeggi et al., 2010). Ina

general n-back task, the participant is given a sequence of (visual or
auditory) stimuli in a number of steps. The participant is required to
identify whether or not the stimulus in the present step matches those
presented in n steps ago. The task is carried out for different values
of n, with greater n values denoting a more difficult task. We used
n=2 in the present study. The stimuli included the numbers 1 to 9
presented in a sequence over a period of 1 second. The participant
was instructed to start the comparison from the third stimulus on to
compare the third stimulus with the first one (2 steps ago) and press
the “Yes” or “No” button depending on whether or not a match was
found. The process continued with comparing the fourth stimulus
with the second one, and the fifth with the third one. The program
output for each individual consists of the number of false responses,
success rate, and mean response time (Hoshyari, Saemi, & Doustan,
2022).

2.3. Procedure

Before the start of this study, informed consent was obtained from
all participants. This study was approved by the Shahid Chamran
University Ethics Committee (EE/1400.2.24.32886/scu.ac.ir;
26/10/2021). All methods were carried out in accordance with
relevant guidelines and regulations.

The present study was a randomized sham-controlled trial and
conducted over four phases of pretest, intervention, posttest, and
follow-up (Figure 1). After giving the initial information to the
participants about the test, the participants were assessed through
balance tests (BBS, TUG) as well as the n-back task to measure and
record their balance and working memory scores. Next, the
participants were randomly assigned to either the experimental
(intervention) or the sham group. During the intervention phase, all
participants attended sixteen exercise sessions (8 weeks, 2 sessions
per week and each session was included 20 min tDCS + 50 min
exercise). The participants in the intervention group received a 20-
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minute tDCS over the left M1 in the beginning of each session. The
participants in the sham group received a sham tDCS for the same
duration. To mimic tingling related to current change during sham
condition, participants received 30 s of current at the start and the
end of the 20 min. This small stimulation (a traditional method of
ramping up/down) in sham group does not change the cortical
excitability and only causes an itching and tingling sensation in the
person (Thair, Holloway, Newport, & Smith, 2017). In each session,
the participants attended a selected balance exercise program for 50
minutes immediately following the tDCS. In the posttest phase
immediately following the 16-session intervention, both groups
completed balance and working memory tests to identify immediate
effects of the interventions. The participants also took a follow-up
test one month after the intervention finished to have their balance
performance and working memory variables re-assessed.

2.4. Data Analysis

Table 2:
Characteristics of the participants

The data in this study were descriptively analyzed using the
statistical indices mean and standard deviation. In addition,
inferential analysis and hypothesis testing were conducted using
mixed analysis of variance, one-way analysis of covariance
(ANCOVA), and the student t-test. The level of significance for all
tests was set at 0.05 while Bonferroni post hoc test was used to make
comparisons and examine differences. Statistical analyses were
performed using IBM SPSS 24.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA).

3. Results

Table 2 presents the results for analysis the demographic data as
well as the study variables in the initial stage (pretest). As seen in
this table, the sham and the intervention (tDCS) groups had similar
results on all demographic indices and test variables except for BBS.
All participants successfully completed training for 8 weeks. There
were no reports of adverse events due to the training or tDCS.

Personal characteristics Groups (M+SD) Sig
tDCS Sham

n 12 -
Gender (11 males, 1 female) (1%;:‘“1"?)' 1 .
Age (year) 70.50 +5.76 69.08 +5.38 0.54
Height (cm) 169.08 + 8.07 163.33 £ 7.66 0.08
Weight (kg) 79.33+21.63 68.16 + 15.28 0.15
BMI (kg/m?) 27.43 £5.49 2547 £5.23 0.38
Balance (BBS score) 50.00 +4.88 41.75+8.65 0.009"
Balance (TUG; sec) 12.28 £5.46 14.13 £3.99 0.35
WM (False responses ;No) 42.00+17.41 39.58 +17.81 0.74
WM (Success rate ;%) 51.75+19.18 43.08 £19.26 0.28
WM (Mean response time ;sec) 565.16 + 205.80 634.50 + 268.38 0.48

Note: " Significant at p<0.05, WM= Working memory, BMI= Body mass index

3.1. Berg Balance Scale

Given the initial difference between the sham group and the tDCS
group in terms of BBS scores, so for controlling pretest of BBS
scores, a one-way analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) was used to
compare the scores attained by these two groups during posttest and
follow-up (Figure 1). ANCOVA results for posttest indicated a
significant difference between the tDCS group (54.91+2.15) and the
sham group (44.50 = 9.07) in the posttest, with the tDCS group
outperforming the sham group in BBS scores (F (1 29y =4.99, adjusted
P=0.036, partial n?=0.19; R?= 0.82, adjusted R?=0.80). Similarly,
the tDCS group (54.66+2.14) maintained its better performance over
the sham group (44.41+9.05) in the follow-up (F (1.20) =4.59, adjusted
P =0.044, partial n?=0.18; R?= 0.82, adjusted R2=0.80).

3.2. Timed up-and-go test

Given the significant statistics found in Mauchly's test of
sphericity, the results from the 2 (groups; sham and tDCS)x3 (test
phases; pretest/posttest/follow-up) mixed ANOVA over the time
data as a measure of balance based on Greenhouse-Geisser
correction indicated that all two main effects and one interaction
effects, namely stage (F.s0, 2865=6.03, P =0.014, partial n?=0.21),
intergroup main effect (F(, 22=6.22, p=0.021, partial 1?=0.22), and
interaction effect (Fv.30,28.65=6.06, P =0.014, partial n?=0.21), were
significant. In other words, these findings suggested that the tDCS
group during posttest (7.59+2.17) and follow-up (8.88 + 3.36)
outperformed the sham group during posttest (13.64 + 5.60) and
follow-up (15.55+8.36).

3.3. Working Memory
3.3.1. False responses

The results from the 2 (groups; sham and tDCS)x 3 (phases;
pretest, posttest, follow-up) mixed ANOVA over the number of
false responses as a measure of working memory indicated that none
of the main effects, namely stage (F (, 44y =2.4, P=0.1, partial
1?=0.09), group (F (@, 22y =0.82, P =0.37, partial n?=0.03), and
interaction (F (2, 44)=0.61, P =0.54, partial n?=0.02), were significant.
Therefore, the results of the follow-up tests for this measure were
not reported.

3.3.2. Success rate

The results from the 2 (groups; sham and tDCS)x 3 (phases;
pretest/posttest/follow-up) mixed ANOVA over the success rate
data as a measure of working memory indicated that only the main
effect of test stage was significant (F 2, 44) = 20.12, P =0.0001, partial
n?= 0.47). Other main effects, i.e. group (F ¢, 22 =0.82, P =0.37,
partial n?= 0.03), and interaction (F (, 44y = 0.62, P=0.54, partial
n?=0.01), were not reported to be significant.

3.3.3. Mean response time

The results from the 2 (groups; sham and tDCS)x 3 (phases;
pretest, posttest, follow-up) mixed ANOVA over the mean response
time data as a measure of working memory indicated that none of
the main effects, namely stage (F ¢, 44y =2.28, P =0.11, partial
1?=0.09), group (F 1, 22 = 0.11, P =0.74, partial n?=0.005), and
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interaction (F 2, 44y= 0.41, P=0.65, partial n=0.01), were significant.
Therefore, the results of the follow-up tests for this measure were
not reported.

4. Discussion and conclusion

Several studies have examined effects of tDCS as a noninvasive
technique on balance and postural control in the older adults
(Mehrdadian, Saemi, Doustan, & Yamaguchi, 2022). Since these
effects vary depending on a number of factors including where
stimulation is applied in the brain (Dieckhdfer et al., 2006). number
of training sessions (Monte-Silva et al., 2013), and intensity of the
current applied (Batsikadze, Moliadze, Paulus, Kuo, & Nitsche,
2013), itis difficult to make a general conclusion about the extent to
which tDCS can influence balance and postural control, and thus
further studies are needed in this area.

To extend the previous studies and shed more light on their
findings, the present study examined the effects of balance exercise
combined with tDCS on balance performance and working memory
in the older adults. We hypothesized that participation in balance
exercise + tDCS sessions can positively influence working memory
and balance performance in the older adults compared to a sham
group. Our findings showed that 16 sessions of balance exercise
combined with anodal tDCS on M1 in the left hemisphere of the
brain of the physically unimpaired older adults can improve balance
performance immediately following the intervention and even one
month after the intervention is finished. However, the findings failed
to demonstrate positive effects of tDCS + balance exercise on
working memory in the older adults.

Since the intervention group outperformed the sham group in
terms of balance performance, our findings are largely consistent
with major previous studies in this area (Rostami et al.,2020; Costa
et al., 2020; Karok, & Witney, 2013; Ke et al.,2019; Zandvliet,
Meskers, et al., 2018; Gomes et al., 2019; Ehsani, Samaei, Zoghi,
Hedayati, & Jaberzadeh, 2017; Fujiyama et al., 2017). For example,
Costa et al., 2020 showed that an exercise program combined with
tDCS can positively influence performance capacity of the older
adults’ participants 24 hours following the intervention or even 30
days after the intervention is complete. In another study, Fujiyama
et al. (2017) observed significant improvements in motor skills
associated with the upper limbs in the older adults who carried out
isometric strength training and received tDCS compared to the
control group.

In the present study, we examined balance using two common
methods: Berg Balance Scale (BBS) and timed up-and-go test
(TUG). Similar results were reported in the literature using BBS. For
example, Ehsani et al. (2017) showed that a tDCS-based training
session applied to the cerebral cortex can improve balance
performance in the older adults. A major difference between our
study and Ehsani et al. (2017) consist in the stimulated region in
addition to the number of sessions. Here, we examined how 16 tDCS
sessions combined with balance exercise influenced balance while
Ehsani et al 2017 only used one session. Therefore, our findings
present a set of more reliable results.

Anodal tDCS-based training can cause shifts in neurotransmitters
of this region by increasing local concentration of glutamate and
glutamine where tDCS is applied, thereby enhancing brain activity
which, in turn, can eventually improve motor performance (Hunter
et al., 1998). In addition, experimental evidence has shown that
anodal tDCS can improve motor performance and learning by
increasing excitability of the motor cortex, leading to amplified
stimulation and engaging a greater number of motor units
(Fertonani, & Miniussi, 2017).

In other words, when excitability of M1 region in the primary
motor cortex is increased through tDCS interventions, it is possible
that supraspinal fatigue is delayed due to increased M1 output and

downward shifts, and this in turn could enhance motor performance
(Nitsche, & Paulus, 2000). Furthermore, tDCS can influence the
activity of the insular cortex, thereby reducing rate of perceived
exertion (RPE) in participants. This can also improve motor
performance in individuals (Okano et al., 2015). Moreover, anodal
tDCS can also amplify active muscle outputs by increasing M1
excitability, facilitating supraspinal stimulation, and reducing
inhibitory feedback in M1 (Angius et al., 2016; Cogiamanian,
Marceglia, Ardolino, Barbieri, & Priori, 2007). Although we did not
measure the motor cortex excitability in the current research, it can
be said presumably that following 16 sessions of balance exercise
combined with 20 minutes of unilateral a-tDCS on M1, the
participants in the present study experienced higher motor
excitability and engaged in a greater number of motor units in
balance tests to outperform the sham group. This improved balance
performance may also be caused by reduced number of inhibitory
feedbacks in M1. Based on the studies described above, improved
balance performance in the tDCS group can be attributed to
increased activity of the insular cortex and lower levels of perceived
exertion during training sessions. However, one limitation of our
study that future studies should address is that we did not record this
perceived exertion using standard checklists during training
sessions. Another limitation of the current research was the use of
clinical tests such as the Berg balance test to measure balance
performance. Some researchers have shown that Berg balance test
is not a suitable test for predicting falls in the older adults
(Cogiamanian et al., 2007; Lima, Ricci, Nogueira, & Perracini,
2018). Therefore, it is suggested that future researches use more
accurate and reliable tools such as the force plate to measure balance
performance.

In line with some previous research (Murphy et al., 2020). our
findings failed to indicate tDCS effects on working memory,
although there are reports of these effects in the existing literature.
For example, Berryhill, & Jones (2012) showed that three a-tDCS
training sessions on the left and right premotor cortices (F3 and F4)
can improve working memory in the older adults with higher levels
of academic educations although they found no improvement in the
older adults with lower education levels. Ineffectiveness of tDCS in
improving our participants’ working memory may be associated
with the fact that they had low levels of academic education.

On the other hand, studies that demonstrated positive effects of
tDCS on working memory (Andrews et al., 2011; Boggio et al.,
2006) assumed that tDCS enhances excitability in the outer anterior
prefrontal cortex, probably due to increased levels of glutamate, an
amino acid associated with working memory, recognition, and
learning how to respond to a stimulus (Robbins, & Murphy, 2006).
Another probable reason behind ineffectiveness of tDCS in
improving working memory of our participants is the fact that the
outer anterior prefrontal cortex was not stimulated here. Thus, future
studies can re-examine these effects by including the factors noted
above.

In our study, the active electrode was placed on M1 in the left
hemisphere of the brain to examine effects of unilateral tDCS. The
technique was similar to those reported in the literature (Alix-Fages
et al., 2019; Friehs, Gildenpenning, Frings, & Weigelt, 2020) The
left hemisphere appears to play a more important role in motor
control and balance performance (Veldema, Engelhardt, & Jansen,
2022). However, it is recommended that future studies should
examine the other hemisphere as well or examine how bilateral
tDCS influences balance performance and working memory. We
applied 2mA anodal tDCS, but since the outcome may vary
depending on current and type of stimulation (anodal vs. cathodal)
(Mehrdadian et al., 2022), future studies may examine tDCS effects
by manipulating these two variables. Of the different cognitive
functions associated with motor performance, we only examined
working memory using the n-back task. Therefore, we recommend
future studies to assess working memory using other available
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standard tests while noting other cognitive functions such as
selective attention and cognitive flexibility. As we only examined
the older adults, our findings cannot be generalized to other age
groups including adults, children, or the middle-aged. Thus, further
studies can be conducted to examine the effects of unilateral a-tDCS
in M1 on balance performance and other cognitive functions in
adults, children, or the middle-aged. Nevertheless, our findings
indicated that the effect of the within-group was significant,
especially in the indicator of success rate, therefore, it can be
partially concluded that sixteen sessions of balance exercises,
regardless of the presence or absence of tDCS, had a positive effect
on improving of the success rate as an indicator of the working
memory. These results partially are in line with the findings in this
field that have shown physical exercise, especially balance practice
improve older adults’s working memory (Azhdar et al., 2022;
Zhidong, Wang, Yin, Song, & Chen, 2021). For example, Azhdar et
al., (2022) showed that a balance exercises intervention can increase
cognitive performance and especially working memory in the older
adults. In the present research, both the intervention and sham
groups were able to increase the working memory of the older
adults, since the balance exercise was applied to the same extent in
both groups, so it can be concluded that the balance exercises has
been able to improve the cognitive function and especially the
working memory of the older adults. Of course, since in the current
study, we did not have the control group (one with only balance
exercise and one with only tDCS), so this conclusion should be used
with caution and it is suggested that future studies add these control
groups to the research for more clarification. In addition, the present
study used balance exercises, where the authors suppressed a single
sensory pathway, such as the visual. However, a specific balance
program should mix multiple sensory pathways such as the visual,
vestibular, and somatosensory systems. Further studies are
warranted to investigate which type of balance training is most
effective to improve balance when combined with anodal tDCS.

In summary, our findings indicated that physically unimpaired
older adults can improve their balance performance compared to a
sham group by attending 16 sessions of balance exercise based on
unilateral a-tDCS applied to M1. Although the intervention group
did not outperform the sham group in terms of working memory, it
seems that tDCS can be used as a safe, useful, noninvasive technique
to enhance balance and assist the older adults to walk better and
reduce their falls. Therefore, it is recommended that trainers and
coaches working with senior citizens should use this safe,
inexpensive, and effective technique more frequently.

Authors' contributions

Conceptualization, M. M and E.S; methodology, E.S software,
ES; validation, M. M, E.S and M.D.; formal analysis, M.M;
investigation, E.S.; resources, M.M; data curation, M. M, E.S and
M.D; writing—original draft preparation, E.S, G.B and T. Y;
writing—review and editing, M. M and E.S. visualization, E.S and
T.Y; supervision, M.M and E. S; project administration. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Conflict of interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest
Funding

This research received no external funding.
Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank all participants for their
participation in this study.

References

Adams, D. L. (1999). Develop better motor skill progressions with
gentile's taxonomy of tasks.Journal of Physical Education,
Recreation & Dance, 70(8), 35-38.

Alix-Fages, C., Romero-Arenas, S., Castro-Alonso, M., Colomer-
Poveda, D., Rio-Rodriguez, D., Jerez-Martinez, A, ... & Marquez,
G. (2019). Short-term effects of anodal transcranial direct current
stimulation on endurance and maximal force production: A
systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of clinical
medicine, 8(4), 536.

Almeida, R., Barbosa, J., & Compte, A. (2015). Neural circuit basis of
visuo-spatial working memory precision: a computational and
behavioral study. Journal of neurophysiology, 114(3), 1806-1818.

Ammann, C., Spampinato, D., & Mérquez-Ruiz, J. (2016). Modulating
motor learning through transcranial direct-current stimulation: an
integrative view. Frontiers in Psychology, 7, 1981.

Andrews, S. C., Hoy, K. E., Enticott, P. G., Daskalakis, Z. J., &
Fitzgerald, P. B. (2011). Improving working memory: the effect of
combining cognitive activity and anodal transcranial direct current
stimulation to the left dorsolateral prefrontal cortex. Brain
stimulation, 4(2), 84-89.

Angius, L., Pageaux, B., Hopker, J., Marcora, S. M., & Mauger, A. R.
(2016). Transcranial direct current stimulation improves isometric
time to exhaustion of the knee extensors. Neuroscience, 339, 363-
375.

Antal, A., Nitsche, M. A., & Paulus, W. (2001). External modulation of
visual perception in humans. NeuroReport: For Rapid
Communication of Neuroscience Research, 12 (16), 3553-3555.

Azhdar, M., Mirzakhani, N., Irani, A., Akbarzadeh Baghban, A. R.,
Daryabor, A., Sangi, S., & Afshin Jah, N. (2022). The Effect of
Balance Training on Cognitive and Occupational Performance of
the Elderly. Journal of Babol University of Medical Sciences, 24(1),
41-49.

Batsikadze, G., Moliadze, V., Paulus, W., Kuo, M. F., & Nitsche, M.
(2013). Partially non-linear stimulation intensity-dependent effects
of direct current stimulation on motor cortex excitability in
humans. The Journal of physiology, 591(7), 1987-2000.

Berryhill, M. E., & Jones, K. T. (2012). tDCS selectively improves
working memory in older adults with more education. Neuroscience
letters, 521(2), 148-151.

Blum, L., & Korner-Bitensky, N. (2008). Usefulness of the Berg Balance
Scale in stroke rehabilitation: a systematic review. Physical
therapy, 88(5), 559-566.

Boggio, P. S., Ferrucci, R., Rigonatti, S. P., Covre, P., Nitsche, M.,
Pascual-Leone, A., & Fregni, F. (2006). Effects of transcranial direct
current stimulation on working memory in patients with Parkinson's
disease. Journal of the neurological sciences, 249(1), 31-38.

Buch, E. R., Santarnecchi, E., Antal, A., Born, J., Celnik, P. A., Classen,
J., ... & Cohen, L. G. (2017). Effects of tDCS on motor learning and
memory formation: a consensus and critical position paper. Clinical
Neurophysiology, 128(4), 589-603.

Campbell, A. J., Robertson, M. C., Gardner, M. M., Norton, R. N.,
Tilyard, M. W., & Buchner, D. M. (1997). Randomised controlled
trial of a general practice programme of home based exercise to
prevent falls in elderly women. Bmj, 315(7115), 1065-1069.

Cogiamanian, F., Marceglia, S. A. R. A., Ardolino, G., Barbieri, S., &
Priori, A. J. E. J. (2007). Improved isometric force endurance after
transcranial direct current stimulation over the human motor cortical
areas. European Journal of Neuroscience, 26(1), 242-249.

Coppin, A. K., Shumway-Cook, A., Saczynski, J. S., Patel, K. V., Ble,
A., Ferrucci, L., & Guralnik, J. M. (2006). Association of executive
function and performance of dual-task physical tests among older
adults: analyses from the InChianti study. Age and ageing, 35(6),
619-624.

Costa, G. C., Corréa, J. C. F., Silva, S. M., Corso, S. D., da Cruz, S. F.,
de Souza Cunha, M., ... & Corréa, F. . (2020). Effect of transcranial
direct current stimulation and multicomponent training on
functional capacity in older adults: protocol for a randomized,
controlled, double-blind clinical trial. Trials, 21, 1-10.


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/ijmcl.5.2.1

[ DOI: 10.61186/ijmcl.5.2.1]

International Journal of Motor Control and Learning 2023; 5 (2) 1-9

Craig, C. E., & Doumas, M. (2017). Anodal transcranial direct current
stimulation shows minimal, measure-specific effects on dynamic
postural control in young and older adults: a double blind, sham-
controlled study. PloS one, 12(1), e0170331.

Demain, A., Westby, G. M., Fernandez-Vidal, S., Karachi, C.,
Bonneville, F., Do, M. C., ... & Welter, M. L. (2014). High-level
gaitand balance disorders in the elderly: a midbrain disease? Journal
of neurology, 261, 196-206.

Dieckhofer, A., Waberski, T. D., Nitsche, M., Paulus, W., Buchner, H.,
& Gobbelé, R. (2006). Transcranial direct current stimulation
applied over the somatosensory cortex—differential effect on low
and high frequency SEPs. Clinical Neurophysiology, 117(10),
2221-2227.

Ehsani, F., Mortezanejad, M., Yosephi, M. H., Daniali, S., & Jaberzadeh,
S. (2022). The effects of concurrent M1 anodal tDCS and physical
therapy interventions on function of ankle muscles in patients with
stroke: a randomized, double-blinded sham-controlled ftrial
study. Neurological Sciences, 43(3), 1893-1901.

Ehsani, F., Samaei, A., Zoghi, M., Hedayati, R., & Jaberzadeh, S. (2017).
The effects of cerebellar transcranial direct current stimulation on
static and dynamic postural stability in older individuals: a
randomized double-blind sham-controlled study. European Journal
of Neuroscience, 46(12), 2875-2884.

Fertonani, A., & Miniussi, C. (2017). Transcranial electrical stimulation:
what we know and do not know about mechanisms. The
Neuroscientist, 23(2), 109-123.

Fregni, F., Boggio, P. S., Nitsche, M., Bermpohl, F., Antal, A., Feredoes,
E., ... & Pascual-Leone, A. (2005). Anodal transcranial direct
current stimulation of prefrontal cortex enhances working
memory. Experimental brain research, 166, 23-30.

Friehs, M. A., Giildenpenning, 1., Frings, C., & Weigelt, M. (2020).
Electrify your game! Anodal tDCS increases the resistance to head
fakes in basketball. Journal of Cognitive Enhancement, 4, 62-70.

Fujiyama, H., Hinder, M. R., Barzideh, A., Van de Vijver, C., Badache,
A. C., Manrique-C, M. N., ... & Swinnen, S. P. (2017).
Preconditioning tDCS facilitates subsequent tDCS effect on skill
acquisition in older adults. Neurobiology of aging, 51, 31-42.

Galea, J. M., & Celnik, P. (2009). Brain polarization enhances the
formation and retention of motor memories. Journal of
neurophysiology, 102(1), 294-301.

Gardner, M. M., Buchner, D. M., Robertson, M. C., & Campbell, A. J.
(2001). Practical implementation of an exercise-based falls
prevention programme. Age and ageing, 30(1), 77-83.

Gomes, M. A., Akiba, H. T., Gomes, J. S., Trevizol, A. P., Lacerda, A.
L. T. D., & Dias, A. M. (2019). Transcranial direct current
stimulation (tDCS) in elderly with mild cognitive impairment: a
pilot study. Dementia & neuropsychologia, 13, 187-195.

Goodwill, A. M., Daly, R. M., & Kidgell, D. J. (2015). The effects of
anodal-tDCS on cross-limb transfer in older adults. Clinical
Neurophysiology, 126(11), 2189-2197.

Hoshyari, M., Saemi, E., & Doustan, M. (2022). Motor learning and
working memory in children: The role of cognitive-motor and
motor-motor dual-task training. Psihologija, 55(4), 397-413.

Hou, J., Nitsche, M. A,, Yi, L., Kong, Z., & Qi, F. (2022). Effects of
Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation over the Primary Motor
Cortex in Improving Postural Stability in Healthy Young
Adults. Biology, 11(9), 1370.

Hummel, T., Genow, A., & Landis, B. N. (2010). Clinical assessment of
human gustatory function using event related potentials. Journal of
Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry, 81(4), 459-464.

Hunter, G. R., Weinsier, R. L., Bamman, M. M., & Larson, D. E. (1998).
A role for high intensity exercise on energy balance and weight
control. International journal of obesity, 22(6), 489-493.

Jaeggi, S. M., Buschkuehl, M., Perrig, W. J., & Meier, B. (2010). The
concurrent validity of the N-back task as a working memory
measure. Memory, 18(4), 394-412.

Julious, S. A. (2005). Sample size of 12 per group rule of thumb for a
pilot study. Pharmaceutical Statistics: The Journal of Applied
Statistics in the Pharmaceutical Industry, 4(4), 287-291.

Kamali, A. M., Saadi, Z. K., Yahyavi, S. S., Zarifkar, A., Aligholi, H.,
& Nami, M. (2019). Transcranial direct current stimulation to
enhance athletic performance outcome in experienced
bodybuilders. PloS one, 14(8), e0220363.

Kaminski, E., Hoff, M., Rjosk, V., Steele, C. J., Gundlach, C., Sehm, B.,

& Ragert, P. (2017). Anodal transcranial direct current
stimulation does not facilitate dynamic balance task learning in
healthy old adults. Frontiers in human neuroscience, 11, 16.

Kaminski, E., Hoff, M., Sehm, B., Taubert, M., Conde, V., Steele, C. J.,

. & Ragert, P. (2013). Effect of transcranial direct current
stimulation (tDCS) during complex whole body motor skill
learning. Neuroscience letters, 552, 76-80.

Karok, S., & Witney, A. G. (2013). Enhanced motor learning following
task-concurrent dual transcranial direct current stimulation. PloS
one, 8(12), e85693.

Katagiri, N., Kawakami, S., Okuyama, S., Koseki, T., Kudo, D., Namba,
S., .. & Yamaguchi, T. (2021). Single-session cerebellar
transcranial direct current stimulation affects postural control
learning and cerebellar brain inhibition in healthy individuals. The
Cerebellum, 20, 203-211.

Ke, Y., Wang, N., Du, J., Kong, L., Liu, S., Xu, M., ... & Ming, D.
(2019). The effects of transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS)
on working memory training in healthy young adults. Frontiers in
human neuroscience, 13, 19.

Lima, C. A, Ricci, N. A., Nogueira, E. C., & Perracini, M. R. (2018).
The Berg Balance Scale as a clinical screening tool to predict fall
risk in older adults: a systematic review. Physiotherapy, 104(4),
383-394.

Lusardi, M. M., Pellecchia, G. L., & Schulman, M. (2003). Functional
performance in community living older adults. Journal of Geriatric
Physical Therapy, 26(3), 14-22.

Mattay, V. S., Fera, F., Tessitore, A., Hariri, A. R., Das, S., Callicott, J.
H., & Weinberger, D. R. (2002). Neurophysiological correlates of
age-related changes in human motor function. Neurology, 58(4),
630-635.

McCrimmon, C. M., Fu, J. L., Wang, M., Lopes, L. S., Wang, P. T.,
Karimi-Bidhendi, A., ... & Do, A. H. (2017). Performance
assessment of a custom, portable, and low-cost brain—computer
interface  platform. IEEE ~ Transactions on  Biomedical
Engineering, 64(10), 2313-2320.

McNeil, C. J., Vandervoort, A. A., & Rice, C. L. (2007). Peripheral
impairments cause a progressive age-related loss of strength and
velocity-dependent power in the dorsiflexors. Journal of applied
physiology, 102(5), 1962-1968.

Mehrdadian, M., Saemi, E., Doustan, M., & Yamaguchi, T. (2022). The
Effects of Anodal tDCS Combined with a Selected Balance Exercise
Program on Balance Performance and Working Memory in Older
Adults.

Modaberi, S., Saemi, E., Federolf, P. A., & van Andel, S. (2021). A
systematic review on detraining effects after balance and fall
prevention interventions. Journal of clinical medicine, 10(20),
4656.

Monte-Silva, K., Kuo, M. F., Hessenthaler, S., Fresnoza, S., Liebetanz,
D., Paulus, W., & Nitsche, M. A. (2013). Induction of late LTP-like
plasticity in the human motor cortex by repeated non-invasive brain
stimulation. Brain stimulation, 6(3), 424-432.

Murphy, O. W., Hoy, K. E., Wong, D., Bailey, N. W., Fitzgerald, P. B.,
& Segrave, R. A. (2020). Transcranial random noise stimulation is
more effective than transcranial direct current stimulation for
enhancing working memory in healthy individuals: Behavioural and
electrophysiological evidence. Brain Stimulation, 13(5), 1370-
1380.

Neuls, P. D., Clark, T. L., Van Heuklon, N. C., Proctor, J. E., Kilker, B.
J., Bieber, M. E., ... & Newton, R. A. (2011). Usefulness of the Berg
Balance Scale to predict falls in the elderly. Journal of geriatric
physical therapy, 34(1), 3-10.

Nitsche, M. A., & Paulus, W. (2000). Excitability changes induced in the
human motor cortex by weak transcranial direct current
stimulation. The Journal of physiology, 527(Pt 3), 633..


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/ijmcl.5.2.1

[ DOI: 10.61186/ijmcl.5.2.1]

International Journal of Motor Control and Learning 2023; 5 (2) 1-9

Nitsche, M. A., Cohen, L. G., Wassermann, E. M., Priori, A., Lang, N.,
Antal, A., ... & Pascual-Leone, A. (2008). Transcranial direct
current stimulation: state of the art 2008. Brain stimulation, 1(3),
206-223.

Okano, A. H., Fontes, E. B., Montenegro, R. A., Farinatti, P. D. T. V.,
Cyrino, E. S., Li, L. M., ... & Noakes, T. D. (2015). Brain stimulation
modulates the autonomic nervous system, rating of perceived
exertion and performance during maximal exercise. British journal
of sports medicine, 49(18), 1213-1218.

Oki, K., Mahato, N. K., Nakazawa, M., Amano, S., France, C. R., Russ,
D. W., & Clark, B. C. (2016). Preliminary evidence that excitatory
transcranial direct current stimulation extends time to task failure of
a sustained, submaximal muscular contraction in older
adults. Journals of Gerontology Series A: Biomedical Sciences and
Medical Sciences, 71(8), 1109-1112.

Parikh, P. J., & Cole, K. J. (2015). Effects of transcranial direct current
stimulation on the control of finger force during dexterous
manipulation in healthy older adults. PloS one, 10(4), e0124137.

Poortvliet, P., Hsieh, B., Cresswell, A., Au, J., & Meinzer, M. (2018).
Cerebellar transcranial direct current stimulation improves adaptive
postural control. Clinical Neurophysiology, 129(1), 33-41.

Pourmahmoudian, P., Noraste, A. A., Daneshmandi, H., & Atrkar
Roshan, Z. (2018). Functional balance assessment scales in
elderly. Iranian Journal of Ageing, 13(2), 132-153.

Rabipour, S., Vidjen, P. S., Remaud, A., Davidson, P. S., & Tremblay,
F. (2019). Examining the interactions between expectations and
tDCS effects on motor and cognitive performance. Frontiers in
Neuroscience, 12, 999.

Radel, R., Tempest, G., Denis, G., Besson, P., & Zory, R. (2017).
Extending the limits of force endurance: Stimulation of the motor or
the frontal cortex? Cortex, 97, 96-108.

Robbins, T. W., & Murphy, E. R. (2006). Behavioural pharmacology:
40+ years of progress, with a focus on glutamate receptors and
cognition. Trends in pharmacological sciences, 27(3), 141-148.

Rogalewski, A., Breitenstein, C., Nitsche, M. A., Paulus, W., & Knecht,
S. (2004). Transcranial direct current stimulation disrupts tactile
perception. European Journal of Neuroscience, 20(1), 313-316.

Rostami, M., Mosallanezhad, Z., Ansari, S., Ehsani, F., Kidgell, D.,
Nourbakhsh, M. R., ... & Jaberzadeh, S. (2020). Multi-session
anodal transcranial direct current stimulation enhances lower
extremity  functional performance  in  healthy  older
adults. Experimental brain research, 238, 1925-1936.

Scahill, L., Leckman, J. F., Schultz, R. T., Katsovich, L., & Peterson, B.
S. (2003). A placebo-controlled trial of risperidone in Tourette
syndrome. Neurology, 60(7), 1130-1135.

Seidler, R. D., Bernard, J. A., Burutolu, T. B., Fling, B. W., Gordon, M.
T., Gwin, J. T., ... & Lipps, D. B. (2010). Motor control and aging:
links to age-related brain structural, functional, and biochemical
effects. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews, 34(5), 721-733.

Soltaninejad, Z., Nejati, V., & Ekhtiari, H. (2019). Effect of anodal and
cathodal transcranial direct current stimulation on DLPFC on
modulation of inhibitory control in ADHD. Journal of Attention
Disorders, 23(4), 325-332.

Steiner, K. M., Enders, A., Thier, W., Batsikadze, G., Ludolph, N., Ilg,
W., & Timmann, D. (2016). Cerebellar tDCS does not improve
learning in a complex whole body dynamic balance task in young
healthy subjects. PloS one, 11(9), €0163598.

Steiner, K. M., Enders, A., Thier, W., Batsikadze, G., Ludolph, N., Ilg,
W., & Timmann, D. (2016). Cerebellar tDCS does not improve
learning in a complex whole body dynamic balance task in young
healthy subjects. PloS one, 11(9), €0163598.

Thair, H., Holloway, A. L., Newport, R., & Smith, A. D. (2017).
Transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS): a beginner's guide
for design and implementation. Frontiers in neuroscience, 11, 641.

Veldema, J., Engelhardt, A., & Jansen, P. (2022). Does anodal tDCS
improve basketball performance? A randomized controlled
trial. European Journal of Sport Science, 22(2), 126-135.

Wang, W. X., Rajeev, B. W., Stromberg, A.J., Ren, N., Tang, G., Huang,
Q., ... & Nelson, P. T. (2008). The expression of microRNA miR-
107 decreases early in Alzheimer's disease and may accelerate
disease progression through regulation of -site amyloid precursor
protein-cleaving enzyme 1. Journal of Neuroscience, 28(5), 1213-
1223.

Zandvliet, S. B., Meskers, C. G., Kwakkel, G., & van Wegen, E. E.
(2018). Short-term effects of cerebellar tDCS on standing balance
performance in patients with chronic stroke and healthy age-
matched elderly. The Cerebellum, 17, 575-589.

Zhidong, C., Wang, X., Yin, J., Song, D., & Chen, Z. (2021). Effects of
physical exercise on working memory in older adults: a systematic
and meta-analytic review. European Review of Aging and Physical
Activity, 18(1), 1-15.

Zimerman, M., & Hummel, F. C. (2010). Non-invasive brain
stimulation: enhancing motor and cognitive functions in healthy old
subjects. Frontiers in aging neuroscience, 2, 149.


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/ijmcl.5.2.1
http://www.tcpdf.org

