
1DA-independent effect of tDCS and cued therapy in PD

Table SI. aMT, MEP and TUG values at baseline, post-intervention and 1-month follow up for experimental and control groups

Baseline Post-intervention 1-month follow-up

EG
Mean (SD)

CG
Mean (SD)

EG
Mean (SD)

CG
Mean (SD)

EG
Mean (SD)

CG
Mean (SD)

aMT (%) On 66.45 (14.84) 61.27 (15.26) 54.72 (15.36) 49.09 (18.83) 51.00 (14.84) 59.27 (19.89)
Off 66.18 (12.89) 62.36 (17.13) 64.81 (12.20) 49.72 (17.82) 54.54 (15.98) 62.18 (17.58)

MEP (µV) On 0.27 (0.18) 0.17 (0.07) 0.24 (0.10) 0.19 (0.12) 0.22 (0.12) 0.19 (0.15)
Off 0.27 (0.11) 0.18 (0.10) 0.21 (0.09) 0.20 (0.16) 0.22 (0.10) 0.17 (0.07)

TUG (s) On 12.52 (5.02) 12.03 (5.49) 10.22 (5.18) 8.95 (2.15) 10.46 (4.89) 12.65 (11.45)
Off 13.09 (5.42) 13.06 (5.99) 11.38 (5.20) 9.84 (2.55) 11.42 (5.07) 13.38 (11.49)

aMT: active motor threshold; MEP: motor evoked potential; TUG: Timed Up & Go; EG: experimental group; CG: control group; SD: standard deviation.
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