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Fig. 2. Averaged evoked potentials from scalp overing vertex
under hypnotic suggestions (B), without hypnotic suggestions (C)

and in the waking states (A : before hypnosis, D : after hypnosis).

Each trace is the summation of 9 individual responses.
Stimulus is presentek at t==0. (Sub.: A)

Fig. 3. Averaged evoked potentials from scalp overing vertex
under hypnotic suggestions (B: + scores, D: — scoes),
without hypnotic suggestions (C: + scores, E: — scores) and
irn the waking states (A : before hyphosis, F : after hypnosis).

Stimulus is presented at t=0. (Sub. : 3)
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Fig. 1. Effect of hypnotic suggestion
upon auditory evoked potential.

(Sub. B)
A': Under suggestion of selective
deafness
B: Without suggestion of selective
deafness
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C 147 350 280 329 35.0 28.0 . L )
D 98 203 224 224 336 273 RO GRERE DR WED, Z ORERO
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W : Without suggestion fﬁ%%bzﬂ7éﬁbtﬁﬁﬁlz
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Fig. 4. Averaged evoked potentials from scalp overing frontal (F),
vertex (V), temporal (T) and occipital cortex (O), under
each hypnotic suggestion (B, D, F, H, J), without each

hypnotic suggestion (C, E, !
(A: before hypnosis, L: after hypnosis).

G, I, K), and in waking states

Each trace is

the summation of 8 individual responses. Right ear indiff-

erent electrode.
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Hypnotic sessions

Fig. 5. Amplitude of long-latency
evoked potentials at each of the
following states.

1: Pain hallucination

2: Auditory hall. 3: Smell hall.

4: Age regression or

hypermnesia

5: Visual hallucination

A : Waking states (before
hypnosis)

B: Waking state (after
hypnosis)

open symbols: Under suggestion

solid symbols: Without suggestion

semisolid symbols: Waking states
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evoked potentials during each
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MICEBRERA LN (df 10, t=5.692, p<.01), plitude at waking state (A).

IR RORBIC & B2, YRATIERF & OXEEHM?%  A: Waking state before hypno-
S18

2 5bNBDT, ERBOBLELAZLYERLDHD 5 V¥  B: Waking state after hypnosis
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