pISSN 1976-8753 - eISSN 2383-9910
Brain & NeuroRehabilitation Vol. 8, No. 2, September, 2015

http://dx.doi.org/10.12786/bn.2015.8.2.81 Review Article
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Motor learningisarelatively permanent change of improving motor skills, resulting from repetitive training and anim-
portant process of motor recovery in neurorehabilitation. There are various methods of physical therapies, medications,
stem cell therapy, invasive and non-invasive neuromodul ation techniques for recovery of motor function after stroke. In
thisreview, we describe motor learning and transcranial direct current stimulation among noninvasive neuromodulation
techniques to enhance the motor learning. (Brain & NeuroRehabilitation 2015; 8: 81-85)
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Fig. 1. Neuromodulation techniquesfor improving motor function after stroke.
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