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AR anTEE) & i (Electroencephalogram, EEG) & oBi#ix, EEG o power spectrum, %
%BgdE AL (Event Related Potential, ERP) <[4 8] (Contingent Negative Varia-
tion, CNV) %#EEL L THREN TV 2, £72, AMOBEALREMEC XY, RaiEE
# EEG oEf¥BEFELILCIILIMOENT S, L, RAESHHEL difficulty
level o#EHl, #E#E D performance level DMl EHE SN ZREFFBHES LTV B,

AR TIIRMIES) LB#E L7 EEG o, Fic EEG o power spectrum (ZBE# U 72
RUCDOT, EFEOWROBEL RS, EEBHOWRBR L O 2TL 5,

Power density O H#

RaiEBic k5 EEG power spectrum R 2HEHET 5 DIc, %< (1B power den-
sity oBlE# T2 - T3, 2 T%S, EEG power spectrum o> power density oZE#£¥
KREZMBL LIHRICOVTAB, ' ‘

RaiEEhc x5 EEG EAEHRECEL T4 0REMHEREZ T - /2 Galin & T D3R
Wgegic X 3 —# oz, Galin & Ornstein (1972) 28R F 3, — ok, BTFicil~<3
FLORMICE D SICEESTIoNE, £0% 11, EEG oEF¥HE2BRH T 0L, K#
WEC task 2#fFho EEG o0 THHzRAA T3, #2id, @5 task %385
To0i, BROORECESELELECTNLOLKROEF#{RET 2 task 2R T2,
3z, EEG oBHIfz2, MR, BROFTE» ORI BRENELRERENZEL VL
EzOoNTVAHBEE HEOEAMHRNA L LT 3, Galin & Ornstein (1972) ¢z, 135
Hz o whole band izo\>T# power density #WEL T32%, power density oA
EIR X BROEIL, verbal task ¢ 1.3 (Py/Py)P & 1.01 (T,/Ty)®, spatial task Ti3
1.15(P./Ps) & 0.83 (T,/Ts) TH b, verbal task oJins spatial task J h L {ENEAEL,
task (3 verbal task (=255 & I, spatial task (zi{3 block design > 2 + #FEH L T\ 3,
block design 5= M iZ, T %Y Galin OWEOFTREH SN TV 283, 2 KITORMFR
WriiElsfmre , 7 CEORBEPEERT 57 A TdH 3, verbal task T R/L At
spatial task ) b AFVMEEMAS OGNS L, verbal task () b EFECT power density
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OIS EXROERRME, —F, spa-tial task CTidic Y EkickiT 3 power density
ORI AL EROESRRN S b B, £ LT, verbal task o/ ERMLHE, spatial task
OEEHRMERZFNFNHEBEN B, oL 5ic Galin & Ornstein (1972) ¢i whole band
o power #MBIL 7z, ThZEIT power spectrum SHTICX Y a, B, 6, 8 OXRYPERL
e THE L 720t Doyle, et al. 1974) T# 3, Doyle %3, IumBpEoxicx s EEG
DEAXHROIENHMIE, EEG OREERFOFTH a i Htick s L oankE e
®/IWHL T3,

RlickbNd X 5ic, spatial task Ti38 SAMPLE FOURIER POWER SPECTRA
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DMEMB K E L, F 72, verbal task Tz
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i, task (G LZFERICED 3 a AL
ODBMEXETETELDTH 25, FiZ, Galin
¢ Ellis (1975) i3, 4 task <k % EEG o
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B X - Tz spatial task 52 R/L o fEdi kB4 4 H b, ok power density
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ok i Galin Eo—@#HoMFR T3 task DR LG L A RERICE VT akilEnash
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FiEkE %, laterality score #358EL: | CTHRIF L 7-, Morgan, et al. (1974) i1, laterality
score #LITF & L7,
RH-LH
RH+LH

8L, RH, LH Z&nan, £HE¥RD o FHIRIEHE,
task (X, verbal task (IZFIEBRE L SEEMFRE, spatial task (i OMEERE L IR
RSN, Fi, #REOEERTHE L EEG toB#z i B Uiz, TR, oliEEH
B4 LT, BRCPPILCTOBEREFOTR PN DICCERETEL VB TH - 72 (i
RAPICH IR LD THVEICENTD), L2rl, ERIZ22» VT 0oEERaED
laterality (IZEBEAEZ D26 LT, —7F, task X 29RIZFEETH Y, laterali-
ty score i, verbal task oJ5#% spatial task X ) 3 AFIC AT VENEBLN TV S, /5T
2 TR/ 3 o, spatial task .0 3EEIT verbal task (B LT "L B LW &L
LNBTETHB, i, DEFE difficulty level RMllORBE L Rir - Toe & T, task
difficulty ot spatial & verbal offf task loZEa L -6 LT3 L3 EZALND,

Zo X 5z, task difficulty ozEEM task oo x 3 EEG ok fYeiicEEr»5 18
REHVENCT B LIIAETREMECH 2 LEbN 5, 7 ¥ difficulty level ZB§L T,
Mckee, et al. (1973) i1, verbal task & musical task (2T, afEoo L/RY fizRIEL 2,
w2, verbal task I difficulty level ik b 3@z T oN. TOKE, afo L/R {E
i3 musical task T { k& ¢, verbal task Tz difficulty level 38 ¢ /1 2 BEIBA T2
EHEAA LNz, L L, Mckee o raw F— 2(CDTii, task oEichrbd BH¥E
BCalEi B CH -7, LT, T raw 57— 2 0EAAEEKZEL, musical task CHRA L 7
b, verbal task o difficulty level 235 3 &> task OB E IR &L 5 12,

=T, BuEHick? EEG £E¥REFFF L OBECLLAHERNLH B,

Butler & Glass (1974) 2, AAF & X CEMFOERE COWT, HEFRET ¢ EEG flE
Bt ote /13, ERES task (EA TV 20 Berger o EEG RAUBSKOWR
BICIOVHERECI Y aliiflens LR HEE N, 1 Glass HEL0FERTE, S
FLUTHEBREC L2 aliTBHFRIEL TELLIZL 2 EBbh 3, Butler & Glass #1H
Wi a B aEORBE A N5 ATH B, BAR, PR & D KBRS a WIRIBOL AR
EZEAERONALD - 2B, HEFCREYRD o fIREICIENRMEY, - 12, & DAL,
BHFAR L A ERTH - 0 AR ICIIBIC RSB T LB T L oM CEEER BN, UL,
COEREENFOFERECOCTOAE LN, ENFOWEBRE TERBRECIIECELERS, B
T & RO CIRAERTHBLPRBEARH Y, BEC—EWI &, 72, Butler ¢ Gla-
ss OPFFRTIFHERBELI o spatial task %17 - T T, task oFHRicOV TEICKRE
DRMHES,

Laterality Score=100x

Zo x>z, EEG o power density ##l5E U CiR4EE o laterality % & 2391983, %<
NR/L adsE L LT3, L L, Donchin, et al. (1977) #5832 X 512, R/L 0%t
12, EEG a B ofedHABbeRRL TR, 200 ENZF0E 2EMAEERERTOa
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FOMHTH 2 L2TFEHLTOIRTEA, L) 0id, R/LEoESZ, #nENEER,
E¥RO7 — 2 0OBLICERBIZ TE RO TH D, BEEAOIE, task To R/L HITH LR
HO—ED R/L Lo LIBEBELLLOTH Y, 2L EARKOERE DK TRV EVIET
Hd, %7, task difficulty L oREZEX T, task L EA¥EHKD EEG o interaction #
TR T34ERH 3 5,

Peak frequency O H#:

afio> power density RLIRBEIC >V TSR OELLRECHET IMABELNLEN T
5, UL, task 0k 3 a W o BEHEBIBIT 2 b 0idd i, 22Tk, RaEBICL D
EEG power spectrum ¢ peak frequency B{LicD N TEZEL 72\,

task AMICX 2 aFORBEEERICOTIE, afofzESsd» 6 Knott (1938) % Had-
ley (1941) AREEI B w2 2 L2 H|EL T3, F7:, Walter (1959) i3, toposcopic #IF
HicL Y, REFRHCREENZEL T3 aRAERNHERICERABEENB 23 EHBHBLT
\»3, Giannitrapani (1971) iz, EEG ofI#HBIRZFH» ) & L TERELRECHEZTV,
HERB L FHRFCINTNEEN LB E R T a BERAEER G 0B 2 2 LEFHREL TV 3,
% 7=, Giannitrapani (1981) {3, EEG power spectrum ORT-Z5¥ %L, FFEHELEEL
e B ORWERBS S B &, £7: 13Hz o B verbal ABICHCBIEE L D 2 L ER
BL T3,

%7, EEG power spectrum o « i peak frequency (=Bl T, 5[ (1979)ix, task A&7
DT CEHVCBERTR~BT T L2HEL, COWRTITHLILL task IFHERETH -
72 ¥7:, peak frequency o#47i3 0.25~0.50Hz (- ef, BB Lo#%E & BigESALIC DV
THREL 7 & 2 ATEALICH O THED Sz, Fic, Osaka (1983) i3, verbal task & spatial
task (2T, peak frequency D&% 1T -7,

X 2 X, verbal task (simple addition task, SA * complex addition task, CA) & spatial
task (visual imagery task, VI & mental rotation task, MR) & =2\~ T task T o peak
frequency 7 &%k peak frequency #5[i 7 peak frequency ¢ shift value T# 3,

SF : shift frequency value
SF=PFt—PFr PFt : task Fo peak frequency
PFr : resting o peak frequency

CORIcAHLND X 5z, peak frequency (IZERICILEE L T task TCIIBECAEROMN
~BEL T2, 70, FFERECEECEERT, EHFEETRAERTRITAXE WERS
Abnic, oML, task difficulty 2kE L 228 GA X bhixz CA oFa, VI khig
MR oBF2)EE A LN,

a i peak frequency OZF#ic>>Tid Rebert - Low (1978) <> Rebert ¢+ Mahoney
(A978) iz L HEX N T 5, Rebert & Low T2, spatial task (38772 3RIERF DR
R¥Mr4, verbaltask TizF7F 7 =1 Y K-t O—HizFHir 2 &L TH oo aliod power den-
sity (I spatial task -CiIA¥ERCim4inisa ¢, verbal task CizERBRCNENBEENE
bh, task MBEOELLRIEMFHMEEZREDL TS, —75, a i peak frequency oZ{Lid
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Frontal __
v
. T
T T
- T T
/At FTI - ETIN
HEMI CUXRD P _._i¥%t v ETIN
T IR AR T 7Rkl AN TN 7
P L AT TSR R L't S FARNE T T AR ETIN /
R VTt s I L VAR ¢ SO VAT T /
/ XK1/ ikk] ) xR/ / PRRY/ e_e XML/ /
lo_n TN / /a7t /
//_27% O.I416 1¥%! | 0,8612 / .__. 0.3172 4%} | 0.6588 /
AR A___ AET I v sURRl 4 /
7oiExi AR EN AT ZARETY /
VAT VT /o tkx T TII VATt /
L/ ixxd / *% ! AR T VARETY /
7 1xx/ / TER/ / x%1/ / LRk / /
/ / / 7 /
/ 0.3686 7/ 0.7564 / 0.3172 / 0.488 /
/ /__ / / /
sA cA VI MR
COND
Occipital
/o7t
T T
. TRR I 7
/7 I - T
HEMI L L L TN T S I S A TERL
AT TR VNI RET'T TIR NEY 7k 7
AR T *x 1Y VAR E T T FAREE TYI /
R ’ 1% T '3 VAR T FETT /
VAR I RN AT S 204 / Ixki/ / X%/ /
/it txk) / Jeo_n /
TKXD 1 0.366  1k%! ! 0.S612 / .__, 0,2684 //_./1 0.4392 ¢/
VAR T SER T VKK d___ A JURXY L 7
AR TIIN EET I AT T ARETTIE /
AT I AT TN AT I VARRT'T TR /
L/ ikxl Tt A T AR T T /
; F11V; / LR/ / LRK1/ / T3V /
/ / / / /
/ 0.3904 / 0.6832 / 0.2684 / 0.3172 /
e 4 7 / /
SA cA VI MR
COND

2 #EINE :SA, EHnE : CA, L% : VI, LBYEE : MR B2 peak frequency
O%fr, ERUTETE, TREHBEZOWVT, EA¥RE (L, £, R HEH
2RT. BFEBERE (Hz). (Osaka, 1983)

power density & igiflc, LR peak frequency 2ME{, task TCiRECEHEERL
7zo %7z, verbal task Ci3, peak frequency ¥R OITHRAERIVEL, oRA
Osaka (1983) + —% 3%, L# L, spatial task -Cif, Rebert * Low o peak frequency (%
RO { Osaka (1983) DGR & —FK L kv, —7, Rebert & Low @& TE 41

F iy 77z spatial task & LT, F vy —20iffEefTbe, EEG 0EBXHREELAH TS,
¥ — A E{ER O o J peak frequency i3, RERHCIEEFEROTHEFRL VEOOLRRNIE,
AERTIVEVCEEARA LN, JoEMIZFOE XCRHERLICS THED o, o,

resting T B L TY, AEER Tt peak frequency 3@\ &A%, ulds L OHIEESR AL CRE
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BENI, ToX iz, spatial task -CHY Bk peak frequency 235 < 73 AN A LN
&3 Osaka (1983) & —% 353, %7z, Rebert & Mahoney (1978) Ci3EE L B OFHEES
fibe, RT, E4KRE I EEG afli#F0» ) L L TEALREZHFH L TV 3, H£4D%
HCOPCTEBNODEES 5120, 8 SET1) L#%¥ SET2) o, RT, E4KRE LU
EEG af#5#H Lzt o5, RT LiE4®KL SET 2 CANENEMHES L CEMERRA SN,
EEG o a 3z power density i35 16 ¢V, a3 peak frequency (3 0.1Hz #n%h SET 2
THBEBOBRAON, i, RKIGOF 4 — 1 LIEED task U L FOHAlOF (Bl S, FEB)
AV R ARZTORMUOERTHE SN T B0, - T task AL EF=a v e -2
PRAMERICECTT LA TV 3) CRIEE 7235412, task performance 3FEELEZ LN
T34, Rebert & Mahoney T3, EFEMBOBEICIAFRICKC, HEMNBOBE I
EF RS < RGO R & E4ROBWAEAL A 6h iz, UL, EEG o power density
L peak frequency izxf3 2 task OBBREETiZnh o8, set X Hand X task o
interaction |3 5B CTH -7, B, SET1 55 SET 2 ~B{Ficis\ T, peak frequency o
BWAHFEERTAHONLM, task A &R OF CRIG L 2B & OFHBELIVNE W FEE A
HZoNt, Bb, ERMCEAFRIGRC, RERECEFRIGKIC peak frequency o
BADNE 570, TNIE, A—FBRICET, MEMN, BONE LEFH= v e - LA
BRHZfTbN 278, KBMOEHEEA S 5 - TR~ MHSH (@ 2 Th 55, £, A
Ak & (B0 B & peak frequency o fEAK X L, WA /A E WA ISEIN
&\ L3, peak frequency & KBEDIEHEAL & OBIEIREES NEKRE,

—7, Glass + Kwiatkowsk (1970)i, HEZE%{T+H o EEG power spectrum (22T,
a PR OF T L CERERS OMEINKE N L 2IHL T3, Glass & Kwiatkowski
OB -CIT power spectrum D4 fEEEIT 2.5Hz LIEEICEL, #6-T 2.5Hz UROBEK
OEBCOCTIEMD S ENTER, L L, BB EHEOHLG#HARLH T LB L L
23, aBoERERS (7.5Hz) BB L) FECHENLE VY, BEERS (12.5Hz)
BEHE X Y LR CHIEN Y, B5F odizid power spectrum o — 275 10Hz f5Eic 1
OHBTA8EA L, 8Hz k¢ 12Hz e gt o — 72 o HMBERAENIFBE L H B,
BEOHE I, ERABRS OMENCHE > peak frequency OBATARICHIBRTH 5, Glass &
Kwiatkowski ofEFRIcAH 6N 2 BEHROBTIT Osaka (1983) £ Rebert + Low (1978) o
R8T 3,

& T, alfi power spectrum o peak frequency D {Tix power density D#IHl & FMHL
THUDZIDIES S, '

Kawabata (1974) {3, EAHBEL O.—0)¥ oR@EH -CRAE L h: EEG oREESH#
o, FAREBE @) Bo alfoBB 2B Lk,

R 3, BEA1T- T30 EEG oBk; power spectrum (2.5 BEo 7 — % T, itk
0.5 BHIOER) & power density 28 & & LcFRMRTH 2, Michond Lo, FEHM
MoaR “start” o1~ 1.5 OB Talfo power density 2RA L T 2, I OBftA
FI3.258 5 0.25 8 F T S power spectrum EBIHRE 1. L 4. TR ETHI
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o power spectrum 7% bl U7z oo
X4Ths, -3
CORIZALND XIS, HERICTa
% power density 234 L,: power spec- -1
trum OGE S (peak frequency) 23
BOREH oM ~BT L T %, Kawa-
bata DS #RREIX 0.5Hz TR (K
VXS IZEDbNER, K4nsam 0.5~
1.0Hz o peak frequency o®B{THHEIE : .
Ena, “stop*
RANIAITH 5, BREIRIHE S a B> 3\\$ ad
EE oL, B> GHARCBTTS 8,‘\ ‘}75
a FOBIFERE T, %7 alEoiRE 2 4
MU, WiCEoFROREBEEL R~ CEL 2
5, —7, HRPLEHABR~OBTICR T2
a FIHELER Tz, FAR~OBTICHEL
TEBICELT 2 L 2iEHL

<

Time in seconds

BLJBZE -

0 7 n 1%

Frequency (Hz)
K3 &R power spectrum DR

(Kawabata, 1974)

(b)

TV, iz, JHmA973)43,

averaged

AR 0> @ T B & R o veraged 02080
LTAEUZEMREETEETRE £ 3 d over -1.75~4,75sec
A%, power spectrum (I« SE \
BRORUHO XY TIHNH ,
THY, aOEAERS G~ 3

»

10Hz) xm AER S 10~12
Hz) rvaiimlans s 1
RBELTVD,% 7z, aifpower
oIE & a % peak frequency
OBTICEL TU T X S ok 2 4 6 8
RT3, FHERZE, alo
BEXEIWAT 5, TLT,
COBBRE D a Pz, TR
BABAL, TORAERPETER LS LT3, AEROBIRTS TN 3 EICHE I
ENd, o T, HKFOalEo peak frequency (ZHIHX DL O L HEBICBEIL T/l
I offis, FHERo alf power spectrum ofBu, BARZAL EC X 2 MBIRMEICHE TS &
power density (3% ¢ 7z 3% peak frequency X(TIFE L, F1, KHELLETZE,
power density (3{& { peak frequency #3550 MEM & /v 3, Kawabata (1974) #5813, Glass
& Kwiatkowski (1970) of#E# &, ERABERSOWH oK C—%K T3, ik, task TTaih
HBEROETT 5 i3, Glass (1966), Lorens & Darrow (1962) i3 <6nT\ 5%, 7z,

10 12 14 16

Frequency (Hz)
SRS L R#EED power spectrum ) HLEE
(Kawabata, 1974)
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Kawabata o#4-Ciz EEG o#l#Ear s 0,—0; & LT 3%, —ic task o@&s S
KW EEZ LN TV AHRHET task YRVPLZONZDORERTRETH 3,

& ¢, Kawabata (1974) -Ci3 peak frequency % &)% power density oZ{L-CHBL L 5 &
LT3H, BEOEBCHENITNIEL TR L 2EL2E, LTLIHEATERILRE
W8, peak frequency b power density oBSHE % A4 7-Bg8ic, Pfurtsheller (1977) #3153,
Pfurtsheller i3, WEFKEBERXARBICL Y, THTNORET LG L - BHEIM & QISERAL
IZE W TRHPTEIC a i peak frequency oiin (0.1~0.8Hz) % R H U1, F7:, aif power
density @ 50 % oA, peak frequency D5 %DM E L7126 T EHREL T3, LT
peak frequency {Z2\>T, a@io power density kb  JIEBENA L, WMIEPLZOM
D7 —F7 77 PICXBEELLYTVERBL, Cosrb, RaBEcHS> EEG £r i3
ICRFEE LD LR T3, —J5, Pfurtsheller 1976) i3, “HROELEREOEE %R~
7zH, peak frequency ItHFZEZNBONT, 20X HIZ, afi peak frequency AL ERE
PEBICEET LI, aliR4#Es thalamic o<— 2 4 —% T2 (Andersen &
Andersen, 1968) (ZEEfIZ I T 2, L L, EAFREGEET 2 L O OWEERC ORI
HEAIZ .84~.93 THhAabhE\ & Ap 5, Plurtsheller (354 % subcortical thalamus
i & reticular activation system 23 3 :E X T3,

task ditticulty (DT

S ECRMEFHCBEL 2 EEG power 0ZEGEHEFWBILIA, £ o\ T, task
ditticulty DZREHSRESR LD EFX LN, T TUFIC, task difficulty 0% e %
PR E A THR B,

Galin, ef al. (1978) i3, a ¥ power density oA E%ICRiX T task difficulty oZhE2H~ 72,
task (2 Bloch design 5 = + T#H 32, UBEORMES DBRLARM» LK 2, 2 NEFNORF
OBERICET 285 L BB o gy difficulty FE2RE Lz, 72, oo RERICIR
HFELEOHBENEB OGN, task Foo EEG power density & task difficulty & o#fBd%
Wik B, task difficulty & Cs, Ci, Py 310° logCy/Cy & ORICIE DR (.66, .76,
.67, .68) BBo NIz, EIY, task difficulty 23893 &, EEG o afit power density A3 <
RAEABRA LN, £, EABOFHTHI6EFI0L BB EIC>VT, EEG Dalk po-
wer density & difficulty ¢ ORI CTHEEALTFEOHERE O, <o, task ABHTDH
NTVBEERTa s power density &2 E VS EROWR LMK T 2, &5 Did,
task %475 R CHIEIA K E 2 512, task difficulty oBIICHE > T a BMENEE S 1,
€ - T, a@f power density & task difficulty » oRJIcHEENEET 2 L FEE NP6 T
5%, v, Galin, ef al. 1978) i task o=ERIZ Y 3 EEG EA¥YERES L HIEL TV 3,
COKREEROMERE L —H L, 20X 5 ARERORILO—NE LT, task difficulty o
HEHloMLERHT 6NB, 12TV oBe, task difficulty o REI28E3% o performance
level GfifE, EREE 2 E)IcKS0Twv 3, Galin, ef al. (1978) CHRBE N T3 L 5z, diffi
culty 23 L1009 T &iE, XY HL OBREVNUNEESND, KHDIY OATIEX S5, —E
EYB (DI LEBRHMAEIND, HCRBELIBEFERSNIZREOWEZL 2, COLIA

— 59 —
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difficulty oOBMHO TR TR —8Ic EEG 0 aHoFERHEL 6T LIFALN LWL
%, —IGOBHOLEEZH S ),

Furst 1976) i3, =k TRFEORELN#Thwe, EEG EE¥HEFPH< . €L T, a¥f
o power density & ¥IWFEER L ORICIEDMEBIZ B, BIS, ali power 2%, H¥EIRTHIH
EN T2 #B#EH problem solving EEAE & LAVRBE N, ¥ 7, Tucker 1976) i3,
EXBROLDEHTH - 7225, adodext#iit &, verbal % X ¢F non-verbal task perform-
ance icEBELIEOMEE#EB7-, & 5iz, Dumas & Morgan (1975) i3, occupational # 57 =
) —% Cognitive ability o##+ LT, EEG al okt LREsRF L1, &5, perfor-
mance - EEG Je#itt L oRlIcEE MBI RV L o7, I O%4, occupation %
cogntive ability ofg# & LT 23 DiIEFTBEEORMEERL 5, ¥ Glass & Butler (1977)
i3, EERO a P2 HBREIZE, HERBEO performance HEIECER 2B,

—7, McCarthy & Donchin (1978) %, structural matching & functional matching ¢
BoTC, EEG £A¥BkErRa Ui, BENBUII DEIFCEBRENED, TOHD 2D
structural (&L ¢, ¥7-fbbo 22! functional it L, #-T, BREOR1 2, @HoN
FIY - (ZBTRDTH D, BHRBITFOHRE Sz » 5 =Y — (functional 2» structural »)
X RIET 3, oK, RT L IiEMEARE S 1), performance 7 — % 45, func-
tional 7; matching EEEmFA* structural 7; matching FE L v § difficulty level A3\
cenong RT o0 T 950 ; 1469 msec, TEM{RIZOWTiz 93: 75%), EEG power
density O#ER %=X 5 IR T,

Kb5icAk 603 X 5ic, matching type 100 4
OB IIHEECTH b, functional matching
Brici, structural matching B x Y ¢ o
BEMHAKED o e oML, alf
Ho 8, 10, 12, Hz oo & Bz >V TH
BTHole UL, task oERICL 2
EEG ok LEREIBON LM,
Donchin ef al. 1977) i3, task ic X 3 EH 60+
FmENA OGN, o BHRELT, T o
BpfEl2 task FPRMEIRET L BEEEA TH T
7-% &, task difficulty o%jE1AKEE
FEREFRBBIC LEELEBT TOD, &

80 ¢

® RY

ay,
e

u REST

/.

O STRUCTURAL
o FUNCTIONAL

4~

ZFL T oHEEML, task difficulty o#f ; + +
HoBEES 2HERHL T3, FREQUENCY, HZ
—7j, Chartock et al. (1975) i3, verbal K5 structural matching & functional matching
& spatial Flg o3t EEEHRE <, EEG FEEo power density, (Donchin, et al.,
1977)

OER¥EEPA LI ELE. L2 L,
task OERIC LB ai power density DA BFFEREIZAL LN D - 12h, aE power density
i, task performance (3¢ ¥ %K) B %21 T U7, & @ Chartock 5 osHid McCarthy



TR BRAERY L BB oA A ERE
& Donchin o#% —%7T 3,

Osaka (1983) -Cit, verbal task (3 spatial task oz h #hic>\ T, task difficulty 2R
BHEEZLND 2o task 17\, EEG power spectrum o a i peak frequency ok
FIREFAEL I, verbal task [ZBEME L RBMETH - 7o BIHL, BREEMicmM2?
BUEVRERINZ2DOICH LT, BERIMEZT I 0BRERRE» T OHFINLETH D,
—7Jj, spatial task (3.0 & OWEERECH 3, FIFERATINCODHERE N RE 2
OB CBENER S B, HBEE, 208 CHEr 222 0EE S € 2 BENE
REN3, ok, task difficulty level (2, % o2 RKICAETI,PENICLHE
TENT, BE, FTERECE, BEMEoHNERINE X v performance level {315 <{, #
h sk o 7z, spatial task T3, OEBRBEOFVLHEEREREL Y L, RTHRORBMEC
BB Do, Eio, BREOHEDL, EHEOHBEL T DL—FK L, Osaka off
B 5, task difficulty o&FBESSEMNE LN, task & peak frequency dZEfYERE L D3
BB O EREV B LN, F/:, peak frequency oEH¥E£, task difficulty
level oL &, BIL, EENELOHEETESVT, JVABTCH-L(H28B), h
tZ, Rebert & Low (1978) o®f7eT, M oRBEYIIKC: peak frequency MM A5
NAB o7, L) EMTRGH L spatial task TH BT LKy — AHRMERHICEREA peak
frequency OBMAALNILEEI BT B X ) ICBbN 3,

I X 5 c task difficulty & EEG oL BEREBRALPREEL Db o1, £
LT, task difficulty oo BE S AREENE25 5, '

& TE#ic, Donchin, ef al. (1977) i3, task i 5 EEG oEfR¥HRES S4BT R
LT, resting o#iElo# L3 % HF T 5, Sugerman, et al. (1973, Goldstein ¢ Harnad,
1977 12X 3) i3, EEG o R/L HIZIEHEAGTZ O CTHBLZ L3 0.8~1.2 iz Y,
BB LOUETH oo EHREL TV D, DX 5, resting Bric R/L a3l 1.0 kickh 3
B, #BEN verbally nEEHRNICH oo &EHL T3, Ik, #BREOATED
HEICINiZ% (A8 verbally ZBEFESHZ LT ERHON, XS, KBRCD
EEG a¥icIEsdfttteniabhad o ki, task ofR #2223 BSICHBTRETHS 5,

Grawbow, et al. (1979) i3, resting T &, 4 spatial task, 3 &% verbally task %17
tho) EEG power spectrum #JlE L7, € LT, EEG EHEEHRELCRIZT task 0B %K
DIDOFEICETERF Uic, F1RBELEYRE, F 2 resting TLoEOELA¥ERE, ¥
BUBARTOENORT L 0EDERFRETH -1, BE, HIDHEICL2BEICE D task
Iz X 67_575315%2%75;%%’@% ole ZOBENMG, task CXBZPREIKORTGTICLEELRIT
T T LAUREE BRI,

BB, ZmiEBcfE - TA U % EEG &kicou T, power density & peak frequency (2B
TOXBOBE 24T/ o 720 Fi2, LT LIERIEIC2 5 task difficulty 0B kE v L%
W27z, BT, Lo X Hic task 2525 0AH T, 4o performance (ZBHL THHE L
DPPHYICEOCTHRPEDLND LA E NS,
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1) P,: parietal right (43818), Ps: parietal left (£5EH) . EEEBAEEDE (10/20 electrode system)
iz %,

2) 4+ : temporal right (GIEE), Ts:: temporal left (ZE{IZH),

3) EP BMEL S/N HeEd3 I ik b ARMRE,» GBI T2 S EHREE 15, FFMIZILE
(1978) # &7,

4) Galin ZoWETHC OGN HEEIT R/L HTHTH 2, $6- T, spatial task Bjiz varbal task K
X OEPFKRECER L LTV B,

5) 0, : Occipital left (ZE#IH)

O; : Occipital right (F#IH)
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