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Abstract

Based on the technology of electroencephalography, EEG-Neurofeedback is a noninvasive method
for brain stimulation. Through the brain-computer interface for delivering the signals of electro-
physiological activity from brain to computer, EEG-Neurofeedback represents the real-time varia-
tion of the activity above as the feedback stimulations to participants themselves to assist them to
learn how to regulate the brain activities themselves. EEG-Neurofeedback has broad application
that consisted of the adjuvant therapy for mental disorders, cognitive performance improvement
for healthy individuals as well as acting as the experimental condition for the interactions be-
tween electrophysiological features of the brain and cognitive functions. To make a clear under-
standing of EEG-Neurofeedback, this article review it from four parts consisting of the component
parts of EEG-Neurofeedback system, the elements for designing an EEG-Neurofeedback protocol,
the evaluation of the EEG-Neurofeedback as well as the mechanism theories of EEG-Neurofeedback.
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1. 51§

P22 2 15t (Neurofeedback, NFB) & AE 4 [ 15t K s AR A I SR 4B A i — FhoE =X, Ji i bl 4
K& S E R RS 5 BIGGME, AEAMELEIX AN R 2 2] KIS 5 B 3R 7T S A i 547 9 1 2k
Tl A ML) (R 7E 28 k0o B A 3 5 (Sitaram et al., 2016; Stefanie et al., 2017). Miller 724 T4V R
WIINZRTT 2, I 4T RS 5 iR A A I B A TS S R R — s 7 TRl RS B, AR AR 2 2] R R
FRA “HIESE 217 (Miller, 1969). 20 tHZE 60 FFARK, i KMiS Iz 30 K )2 B K #4317 31 (Sensorimotor
rhythm, SMR)F# & LA R A= B4 5 R BRI f&,  DARINE S E RS 5 1A S it AR
BB B, RIS RITESIE S AN, FRgs SO T L2 3t T Ha AR B A ) 4 8 s i DA R IR o
WBN 1A R [ A5 (Sitaram et al., 2016), T HAE B2 7 i A4 S i, AR S BRI i AR FRTE S AR A
ESHEARTF BT Lo 5T i B (EEG) I #H 28 Je 15« 52 T i i ¥l (Magnetoencephalography, MEG) LA & %
T i 2 /2 H ¥ (Electrocorticography, ECoG)IAHEE s it 5 . Ti2& T MR 8h 1122 5 ik A & e e, Al LAY
J9FET ThBERE LR L% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI) #2852 b DA K JE T 204G A%
[ 2 [ 5 (functional near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS), B& 7 ¥ ARFBIME i, BH454&
{57 R (1) LA BN 70 5 UG A AT R[] 43 3% 28 (1) oL A 3 R R R #4815t 7 R(EEG-fMRI, Zo-
tev et al., 2014; Keynan et al., 2016; EEG-fNIRS, Fazli et al., 2012). 3T o & I 2 e ok /2 1 sh e 9 & A
N FH B R 2 AR A5 3o 36— U0 T i FRL IR A0 22 ) 152 Wyrwicka 1 Sterman (Wyrwicka & Sterman,
1968) LABHAE At Gmidi A7 i o A ATTEEE 7 AE R iR iz 3l 2= | 12~20 Hz B H RIS, fHixes
oG FEL Y% B0 P R VS 7 R S B 5 gk AR AR W B AT RS, AR 2 RIS N T ISR R I8 B K R
BRI, R EA R, I HA RS TR R . T IX AR, Sterman
O IE B ]2 S TG SRR 42 S AT 22 N TR R N PRI T R, ZEVIZRH Sterman R IR UIE B B
JZ A48 )R RE RS I RIS SN X Y B Z e, B T R 2 A AR DL R R IE Bl 6T
MAF MR, TR B BOEIR (Sterman, 1973; Sterman, Macdonald, & Stone, 1974). iR 4HBIVA
SRR, A5 B 2 RS TT a3z S T S 5 DK A 223 3 AH O RS #il B 76 7 v DA S fit
AR g e I e b, IR b R N AL A VA R B 2 3[R 65 (attention deficit hyperactivity disorder,
ADHD) (Lubar & Lubar, 1984; Fuchs et al., 2003; Arns et. al., 2009; Arns, Heinrich, & Strehl, 2014). B HjiE
(Coben, 2007; Kouijzer et al., 2009). %> [&#5 (Fernandez et al., 2003)%. T 7EHE i fd BE AN RIBE IR B
P B A2 AR AR S IO AZ K I 5 45 72 (Keizer, Verment, & Hommel, 2010). & X TAFIC4Z (Zoefel

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.104058 466 LB A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.104058
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wihr R

etal., 2011). & SR A&V (Gruzelier, 2014a) 55 # R 1A FH o« A SOR 2 A 28 i FEAR 48 [ 15t 38 498 () 2EL A 4
SEIR TR E . NSRBI LLRAE FIWLHIE R DY AN T T, 5 o F A 28 S Bttt AT — AN 52 B R0A .

2. FEFHE R IRRG AR IR

i Fb A 8 S AR A LA FH A ER ER BT 3050 P F (Ros et al., 2014). 55—F2 3£ (Open-looped) ]
PR AFIE R, ETF IR A 28 S it e, AN r B AR K G P A S 3045 5 2 i i L4
(Brain-computer interface) & N i+ HNLIEATINTIAEA—NES, IFENBREARIES S5 AR =2 A [ 1)
o A5 2 Bh AN AR B U f it AR 25 PR 7= AR 22 BAE F (Millan et al., 2009) . 7EFF IR FLAHZE J
i, AN B H AR S SIS S BRI - R 15 AR 88 BRI PAT AN A BT 75 L AT 55 3R A5 S 5t 1Y)
RO, XM RS B T IR M A S MR AR B 1, DRI A 1R 6 P b 22 e 15 20 F T4l B
SRS SRS B AT IZ S NS FeRE S TR AT, MIERE ST b HORCE F i e 2 S i 2
&7 —Hh, 13 (Closed-loop) I HL A £ )5S . SIF IR OB BEAN R, FEPIR S I, A
A o BB R P A B A5 5 2 LA SR AR (b B RO U A A, AR B8 AR 135 1) 2R A SR BT
H br B AR B SRS SERT R, 7R /NI FRR = A E s E S, TR G RS . 75 AP P 42
SO, A A B B R 2 0 (Stefanie et al., 2017), 43 il & BoHE $RE 4 4> (Data acquisition).
TELRHE TAL #ER 43 (Online data-prepocessing) 7R RFEHE U 73 (Online feature-extraction) . 7E£k % i3t
FE > (Online feedback-generation) B &z Il 252 4= & (Learner), b $di sR B 0 )8 T4 R 46, (2503
TRALFRH Sy . AELRAFFAE RIS 43 A AL 2R ST B 7 2 A R 4

HANE R IRBGT 2, RS S5 RERS. ERAEME R, BN E S RERS
SRR, RN S S TR R R G A KB E M T3 R G RE T SCRFSR R TE LR M BUE b B,
DL P LA 28 B AR AL P A0 A0 5 BetterFly. BioEra. BioExplorer. BioTrace. BrainBay. OpenVIBE %%
5, TR A L B AN [ A A A 4% SRR, 40 BioExplorer SZ ISR AE % (L $E Brainmaster .
BrainQuiry. NeuroAmp %, BioTrace Jl;& R fEiEH T NeXus FIRE RS . AR TIMHEES RERSAE
AN, (FHE XM TCL IR RGTTUIRIER T — PR EAS 5 B A& IR £ R H T4 248 i 45t (De Vos et
al, 2014), 7EMIN TE S RERG )G, W7 EARYE R ZE & KRR IR BRI B AR A7 B DL AR 2K
= (Jacek et al., 2016), HITfibi FECRAEAS SRR 2 (0] 0 FEe, DLRAS [l e ik [ o 46 44 DA K% i Th R ) 22 55
SEURIUE T HMZE, 7 ELEIERE HARME 5 R R AT IR Sk 8 A LA T2 56 0 >R HHE ff (1115 5 R U
(Song et al., 2015).

B AR RAELBIE A I 5y o XA R RFE R E A, ERTHERICRBE 5 R
REMGEWHES, JFHMATELN TR, FAbHE N 322 H 1N TR LA BB 48 )5 065 5 R EK
S O, BFEIRERIGZN AN RZHR 8 WIS SR . o 30 R D adk LA B A5 5 R A vp
AR IS o T R ELARE S U A S, DR M T e Dy 2 i Ak B 7 S R AR LR A I DA R PR 2R 4
TEFF U UG PR 28 S BB 1 3R 48 OpenVibe HR, e+ B 3 21 Dy 328 P 75 A 388 3oL 482 iy e — B £ HR 3 Dy
(5 0R M5 S AT ISR, i[R3R F O S 5 7 SR R AR S — MR RE RS, FEAR R A2 B
FEATAZ AR B S T 2R B SR B SR AR5 5 22 B A R FL O 28 (Schlogl et al., 2007) . B 1 OhidE 25 R DA
b, WAIE LR TAL B 7 RO QG0 IR AR 15 ST IEN . AR E RIS DL PR FE 255 . 0 T Tiikb B
77 AR BEIGR T B AR E S RHE R 52T .

A RAELFHESERGT 4, X — 702 75 ZE N C 2 TAL BR AT (1 J5 46 B8 v A 55 B e PR RFALE
XAMRFAEAREE T AT 45 A AR L 35 () Ko 375 3 A X (Sitaram et al., 2016). 7 I PR HOB AR 8 S BN A L
PAIX 43 £835 5 0 X R AEL AN A R s 20 R SR AE T XA R AEFE AR, 7R DA T B i PR o FEL A 8 15 1
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by REAE AR U T S A RN ) B B AR O FR AR o DUREIE R I IR T B AR S B, IR R e
ARUBE (R 35 15 BN DA R 2 A [ Ko 4 48 T BF 9 2 B) 2 5 S5 58 B A D e i 2R 4715 B VA 3 1 SR TE (Von
Stein, Chiang, & Konig, 2000; Helfrich & Knight, 2016), &M —ANEk#E 2 4~ EREE 3T H WK
I G Fa b ELHE S H TR0 89T IR s 2 153 (SMR) . 18 1% JZ HiAZ (Slow Cortical Potential, SCP).
theta SE 55 . SMR #128 S5 2R A BAN X BE 0% A N A IR SR I, I Refe TR 7 VE R BhIA 2 3 i
5 (Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder) (Arns, Feddema, & Kenemans, 2014) LA K #& & 1E % MATE & 5
BT (Vernon et al., 2003) A AL o AT DU A [ BV & E B FR ARV E NI ZRARAE, X PR
[ AT P 45 5 e 35 T3k AT B 3% s 70 0 AN BT R A8 ELAE P T 3R 8 10 . L IZ B LA R AT beta
ARSI 5 (15~18 Hz) 45 &Il ZhAe e st ADHD g OREIR, N T R A B T mE s
HERFMHE /1 (Egner & Gruzelier, 2001, 2004) . $R% 21V AEL FT £E (14 5 26 .45 FH A'E 5388 T Fik vt 30 R ARFAE
fd FA545 22 ISR RRFAIE 2 alpha 4% (8~13 Hz). Alpha i3I E T FE 5210 AR R 4E % B b S0 3) U AL
¥, SINFIINLACE 2R, BT LI Alpha W ETE s FTE SR 1 PAF fi£e S5 24 A
ENThRERITKE I (Angelakis et al., 2007) . i & P AN IEIE 2 (8] LA BAE 5 [F 0 PR R R et gl ) 2 A6
‘i FH T o 2 R 1) 2 P R B0, 45 7 B IR M R 57 [7) 25 M ¥ A T (Coherence, Mottaz et al., 2015).
7 B MRS [ 25 1k PR AR 57 438 5 17 (Phase-Locked Value, PLV, Brunner et al., 2006). J-T 7R ¥ME % 1% Sh 4L o
52 24P (Complexity) i 2k 14 43 - 4 2 45 iF (Nonlinear Fractal Dimension, Wang, Sourina, & Nguyen, 2011)
8, 5 HOEERRAEA LG, 83 A 0 [F D R AE e 0% 5 B R WO R A VR (E S 5 RN D) R 158
HAEH(Fries, 2005). fE&A JlnEBAFEMIENL T, AP IHARMKE, ELRHERIRSIRY
TE R BN TT 06 2 BT FAMLAS 22 ST I 0 R EE R S & ISR e . TETFRE M R4t OpenVIBE 1, fE
% SRR 1k #1051 43 #r (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA). 7[5 &#1(Support Vector Machine, SVM). %
JZ 548 (Multiply Layer Perceptor, MLP)E 22 F B E T I 46 (i B A5 5 24T 70 2012k, AT 4R 215 3& 1)y
fiEs

FVUANE D RAELR R BVE ARG . SR T AT VIR IRRIE JS , 75 BAR PR RRAE 1 AR AE 2R 3 ko Mk
JERE I RS B AR B B PR DL DL IR DA R R R T 2, A S T R BRI
o, A RIRAIRIER S 5] RS T2 I B H A R % ¥ K6 5 31 (Doesburg et al., 2009; Pana-
giotaropoulos et al., 2012). 4 &AM SR EFE L v I W Sk R0 ol B DA K 22 PO VA2 A
B4, Vukelic 1 Gharabaghi (Vukelic & Gharabaghi, 2015)%F E 1 405 Hl 8 1) 4 28 S AL ) R IR 4 S )
WO 22 SR T 4R35 IR 4, R I T KA I i 5 ) T X e Al 4 K 7 2 R AR A% ) 7K P 19
Hinterberger Z5£F 5T # (Hinterberger et al., 2004)5%F bt 58 ARG 5 T A R USRI R I, R
ot R R AP 2 S ot v R 148 2 R B RRCRAR T i S AR N SRR o i S 5 g
T2 AP ER T A B e 6 T G R BT B A RRBORON, IX RN AT e HH T S Tt 51 R, Basta 4%
584 (Basta et al., 2011) WA Ay i i #8042 Js2 1t i 8 G Ja it i N R0 58 SCAE L T 5 PR R v o R e 8 B AR
W BB BE TR A NI S 50 SN SR [ T 55 BN [R) 8% i 1 3 ) A0 Sl o i 30 A 7 0 gk 48
LA, € BRI ZRAFAE 75 2248 F 5 08 B2 IR AR s B8t RUIOT SUHEAT o 5O L2 theta/alpha S3EE 3))
HIRFAIE, Gruzelier 58/ 5T (Gruzelier, 2014b) 38 i g e J L2 5 FH theta/alpha R4k 14T P IR I o i) 5 ) 1f
2RI AR s RE 77, WL KB theta/alpha 5 KU [F)35 31 BE 64 = 0RA 7P DL B /b A8 it
X R B A2 75 2 PATHROIRZS (B AR DA K B RS R A FH 0, DR S IO theta/alpha #4148 S 15t I 25
(1 WL RIEOE 3.

RGN RNGHEARG . AT NS GG AAER e S 22 2 W5 B 2 RS 2
HEAT BIRTT, BIHLEE Z DA SAE PR S it I 5 v A FH P o BE S 6 i 52 M A TE 1T 5 e A BDUAS 1 D 1) 2
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K Z . Hofmann 28 51 # (Hofmann, Schmeichel, & Baddeley, 2012) I\ NAEMHE b, #OR T B 2%
SR 51 2K T W SR -5 7 E 2R 30 ) P 22 B R T IR 0 48 S Ut T st 2 o B B s 1) 7K S A 7T DL A 22
SBIIERRSRAF A RPN ERROR, E R0 i B S LI 220 S st R 8OR R IR A IAE . Matthias 4%
W 9T # (Matthias et al., 2013)i8 id %o g FE s 1o LA 28 S 45 R U1 508 i 3 20 1 40 P 4k i B e ik | 45
A5 R 12 B [ JE TR R ) IS, AW AESIALIE K AT BE 2 T B0 EEE T I 25
PR . BRICLLAL, FEMPE OB S I dert AR E AR A 5 2 (e Bk N AES) 1 R T,
T B SRR 2 AR N TSN 7, DR RR 22 3 il B B i S st I S0 A R AR FRIE FE IR L (Ute, 2014) 0 1E
PREE ST ZRr, O PR SRR AR A B AE B R TR H T B ARRHAE T 45 IR 1 IR 5SS /R B
—EeT7 L, HOR IR TR A SO IR R RFAE LA SCRFIE SO R IA RN T RE,  7E theta/alpha S1UBLF#HEE [ 15t
H it R TR AR NGO AR P OR RO LS B e AR, AR FEa s X B 7E 20 I At b Ry 1 A 19 P b
KGRI, R m T B O UIZ R PR R A& B3 & 15K (Neumann, 2001).
Kober %54 734 (Kober et al., 2013)7E Il Zx{g B4 1 1518 57 2 FEAL IS R B3 A TE 1G4 8 SRS I e il
Srrp MRS AP IR ROR . XS IR AR I AER 2 S B ZR, 25 T 4al 2 6 I ] £ R 0dE &
B Ko 2 1 15 /R 2 2L . (H 2 Heinrich S50 702 (Heinrich et al., 2004) WA R 58 A ibAMEATE &
SRR PR R A TS SRR AN AIE,  EATTR IR 1 30 2 B U S5 3k T 6 046 SR Ok 2L,
M 3RAF 199530 5 S ROR «

3. REHERIFLEARNEE

I ElL A S 5 P S8 7 SR BT AN SR 43 LI A BE W] LA 2 A =R [ AT T %8, 0 i B S R
THRERAEE B O 20), BB L5308 (AR SRR AN A [ O 2 2H) LA S =5 S e (i 58 =
Ji VAL SRR ROR), MR — R 7 RE R S2Ie A BT JEINAE S5 B DL A Ik session B E &=
JiTle BB SEI r2H. TEM A R e, B/ — iR, AT EZ5WmREr
FRIERI 2R A — St A 2 ANSI0 A, 0 LEAS [FRFAEE VI 25 R A R Th e R 22 57, Egner
PA K Gruzelier (Egner & Gruzelier, 2004) 4 5l B 1 GEIE 3l 1 2 15 SLE0 24 PA K N AT beta ARUE T5 SL 46
A1, XF PR [T I 4R AT 55 LR WT it p300b R A R R R P AE 25 5. T &b — AN Rk
PRI AR R 20 o EMX FRAH 22 S It S v, AR AR ) PRI A7 AE AN RE RS DR T B A S8 1)
SO, AT DA ) AR B B S BT AR H AR REIE R R S R K8 o S A S AR AR i 2H B L Y 25
RERZIE B I ZRAE S VE R RO . B I L 1 B B =M R, 88 —FpoR i A R B Se s 44
SRS S B SIS R ) 4L R (Enriquez-Geppert et al., 2013), HFR AR R4 . 72X Fh IR 2
R R A B B, 75 B RN T AR A ) 2 e X P 20 o s D0 5 o S P RS 5 AT LS, DAk
R il 2L A A 24 1 SRS 5 BT AR F DLBON S 515 5 R B SEPE R SE 5 PR A% ok 2 1) i
P07 2R A I 55 s2 BRIl 25 H AR < HIRFE,  Reiner 256 75 % (Reiner, Rozengurt, & Barnea, 2014)3t
5 TARCIZIUE ARSI A theta A5 ELE S AE SR BAL AIN ZRERAE , 1485 TAE IS 2 ILRE T < ) beta 573
VERFRRAZ I A SR, Gl % B P 2HAE AR ICAZ U iR RS theta SIBL I ZRxS T ARG AZILE (1)
R AR, SRR, YIZRT0RREE AR A% i) 25 B8 B % 2H 230 Tk e A B B FR 19 1A 280
21 BRIELASL, A B FUAE 22 P G AR AE VR & 7 — R AE AR il 2 (AN [F] session 1 23 7 EAT #1125,
PAP= A IR R SR 1 (Stefanie et al., 2017). 5% = A RUb Az dil 4L ) 70 2 05 sQU xS B ARRFAEREAT S 1) 4 15
(Van Schie et al., 2014). 7E & [a1fz 44, AR A% 4 75 B0 5 Se a0 20— BUWRRIEEAT S 17 B FR AT 1S
16 A AT ASRAFIE SRS A3, i i Fe g xQ e T30 BAR R I ZRRe A, BRI 75 L gD

T J5 AT 55 58 48 B TEM 22 S I 2R AT 5 W B AR R AR 2590 30, X ST 45 R AR M = AE I 2R H 1)
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S B0E IGRFRIETE DA B ARRE T, SHRFE I 252 35 7= AR IE A8 SRR N Al JE AT 55 1 i B

DRI o AL ) 28 S AT i PR T B 2 A AN [T S5 Y0 SRR AE 453t Stefanie S5 70 (Stefanie et al.,
2014) 7 DYFAS [ 2R TS (AT DR S5 VE 0 5 Wl A T8 S T4 theta SIBC W ALE SN ZRACR, &
FEIPRMEINAES « AT RIMEUES . INRRIEVEAT S DLACAZ BTSSRIV AR A IR 2R3 &
RN theta ¥5 305 F BN G AT 55 46 LA e 12 38T 25 I3 s B TEAE DG, IX R BAATAN theta f#RZE
SN ZRr= A 7 TR RN o 1 i WA 55 1t P 15 BB R 0t ot i P Ao 22 S I S 3 it R BB R ) — AN R 3R
W LRGN 55 B B AR R — P& SN GRAT AT, IF R B — M & RSN 2R 2 D AR — R 1)
I IE), 170 e A 45 15 B U 7 ot g — IR S R 05 B/ D MR — R AT« BEE M B Rl 42 m
IAVE DL B T BUR B S AR (R DR RV F T SE A 3R, 10 A 28 SR U S 30 B T R R EEAE VIR SE BUS 3 3
6 N H NI —KERER AT S IMESS, BRULLASL, A SEI8 R THE R — IR & I 15111 5 session . (8] Ff) ]
R 8 B B AT 25 1th, AT RE B8 BN I 25 session J& il 56T 45 2 LIV AR Ab T B4 28 IS 2R IR0 1%
FRARAT 55 1) B R B TR IR BT 2R session HR2x HATIL session P27 >0 MBI, FRART IR AT IS
REJ1(Gruzelier, 2014b). [RIHIX BT 75 45 S 0] AR B, 7E 5250 Fks 56 40 22 S It I ZRCR I 5 B 2 RS
(1), WFFLE REBEARIE B B (1) 75 B0 0 5 A B DL A R BOHAT 5 .

B Ja AN T B R ) R AR R I ZErh session [RE, session f B A1FE T 2k session [
B B session [FFEEIT E] L Y125 session H1 /2 A EATAREL L IIZ5 session H LG FRHE LS AN [F] (138 45
Y25 session YA B T AR ABL S 56 30 31 RS B R/ N EAT I B, DASCER T 5556 H i 1 75 2. A
TR IR TE RS2 4~6 A session [ S I 255 I 25 R0 208 2R 22 KPR B, 1 26 B i (1 )11 25
session Hra2x LI CR 45 13611 (Ros et al., 2009; Gruzelier et al., 2010) 1T Y1 253 55 8 i & 2% 51 .
X EEHI SRR BTN S o R 27 2 i 28 5 i e ik 1 2% S i - AN — 20, 7E ADHD B35 a5,
ADHD SEBGH M ARTE B J5 = AN EE T session HAREE T IS HEN AR RS o S T S iR FE I
ZRIC ) B LR H S AR I 25 session 20 H , A EFCAEH 7 ANMELLY session W&, ST
Bk, WHEE— IR session & HI4E RBEAT 40T, ATTE R IF I 2RO #H 22 [ A5t session 23R )5, #E4T
S A5 it (Harmelech, Friedman, & Malach, 2015). 55 — N4 78N 1%k session AFFEET ] DL A,
(B R o XoF session Hp L [A] 15 R 2 TER v 5 ) 5 79 A % 2] 1) 4+ (Carpenter et al., 2012), fHEL T-4E 2
2, AT IE B R e AT LI 5 S8R, Ute (Ute, 2014) RIL S S8R BAELL, BB L
151 S R AE N 2580 R B A, B8 Ak 22 ST BT 7T (Thompson, Iwata, & Hagopian, 2005) 2 B¢ 24 J 31 (1)
SRALRERE ARV G R o E X T4 session (8] [ 5 A 32 10 [T BG K FE AT AR AT — N IR IO bt . 7R
ANVNZRI session H, —MCRFEEET R 20~40 70%h, 125 session B[R] ) 8 B 4 100 T I SR v 2 )
TRIFFREIE, R T e BORS DL 252 1)1 25 session AR IE], K A%k session i [a] 2 S S0gk i
AT IR THFE L, R B IR . BRILLAAL, 7EVIZR session H X 734K 2. block DL [ i5tilll 25 block &
Ty EE M) ARE block MIIIAAL GEBE B IRIRFIR S, & REBEICFALIATE RN IZE block 2 J5 & SR
BWEELEZ), A TIE session MIIZRBUERAEN . L5 BRI, X T4 45125 session [H] b 5 &
%A — 8 B EUE, ANROZAE— KRB R R A 58 2 AN 125 session, il HL 77 Z AR IERA 2 9% 1)
B PR A — R I 5 i R R A7 5 S LR VR A, 9 ELAE A — A session P9 AN 12 15 B KK I ZRI ), 75
S| SR E)E R R block BI7 XBE T -

4. BRI RIRAVHCRIEMN

X AR 5, P AN ZRACR S o B 5 2 A8 B AR AR D) BE 1IN B FE Am A2 I R 2 (S 3 2
AN A A L) R 3R AL B 8] (i 5 i ) 2 TR kAT B R 5 22 0 A, 24 S AR LA Jim 00 oA EL AT 3
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(B T S5k 25 v T ARUR A2 1) 4 T J 0 2 (R R AR T AR, U] AR G T2 H bm e IR 4 28 I Bt 5 2
BRI o AESRANAE ik 526 21 5 4% 1 476 A0 S M R I AR AL R RS Y, RN IX R R BRI T AT g AR
28 RGN 2R S Ve BT SR AR DR v BB AR A S B8R . DAL, v St 0 ROV IR RO 5 2 B A
T AR Rt 2 A KBS s 481k . Dempster #11 Vernon (Dempster & Vernon, 2009)#& Hi 1 = Ffiil & 4
2 RGN R BTG BN SR R 73, BB — R AN T REIE 2 B AR SBR G iR S 25, R4 35 3 B diR R
(amplitude) B LA Ty 6 (power) I a6 ELAE I GRS I FR AR 55 b7 ik 2 5100 B A REAE 111 25
T8 I T SRR SR 5 R T AE T TR B A ZRad AR TR R 23 B, AR B TR IR 7 BT AR 2 (i ], 28 =
PR BT 454, RIS BARIRES B e 98 (1 B [ 31 DA 28 S 10 ok P2 R IR M PR~ 350 7K SF o B DA
bb, SRAMIZR session HHEEZAA H0F LR T B RSUR I B 48R . BEAME R AERFKIIZR session JTFHHZ
AT 2T S BN ZRAFAEAE, A ARG St KIS B SO I 258, 5 U b A S At R R ALE (AN
[, FELBRFIE IR R AL 75 B AL T A P S5 5 SRS B AR H I T3 — P e T 6 T, &
LB IR0 8 BB AP 28 S It I R R R S P — MR TG Bl R X 43 ok e BERAE it 57 U — g —
(bR, f N 3 T E 5 3 7 SR 2R 00 i P B ) ) B EDCRRAE (9 P XA N R L, B T
(i) 5% PN LA AR AR AL B R PR (1) 598 25 e /IMEL AR 1) f 3l DA 1.1 BB 284k (Harmelech, Friedman, &
Malach, 2015), G078 LLIZRAT S50 5 H AR S A0 L) 55— S A rP AR E S AR 26 (Ray et al,
2015), Zoefel 55 (Zoefel et al., 2011) W2 A F 1 M5 S 15¢ H AR AR 0o BR B AT: 55 vh KRR AT ot 2. 7 BT
BIR, FELIHE T ERBINGEE, Rl RSBk i ) (B B M2k T 1% € (Sherlin et al., 2011).
fEYIZE session FRIRFIEAE I8 25 B R DABEZRAE S5 , 0 PT DAAERFAEZE VI 25 session H KRR 7 1t AR AL SR B H Ok
XAME T LATE session WIEAT XL, RIXTEE session A 4E—ANIZk block 2B E4kiE sl fa AR 2 57, m]
PLFH T session 2 [B] YN ZRBCHR A LU &, B4 session A2kt AT LA/ session (A1 ZR80UR HIF %
F T I 21 2502 Ao 8 SORES BUARFEVE S B A 1T 0T ASEAS BB BAIR 55 35 B0 NARHAE A4 28 15t
R, FARSI B PP A AR R I R FE bR, WU RAE N ZRad 72 [RIRHEOE 1 B ARFFAE LAA 8 B R 5
W0, MR EAIEMBRE R, BEOEIT RS B AN R AR o X e bR R i FELA 20 R 5 )
ErEAEH, BRI SA T RRT, DURFIERR KL LI SITE session P LA session [ 1) M i 2 .

5. PR R IR HIZE L

Xof T E A 8 S 5 R U SRAE R R SRR TR B ) B BRI, H TR — AR — A
TEIXEEH I, RSO SER LN RAREREWEIRETRR . AR IER, BEFIHER
et T4 A ES s, HRAEY RGBS . ZES N R BRI ek 2
Jha Ak T IR ERE HHEE AR R SR, 0T ORI S Bl (s gt 2> 64T, FER AR R, G X
40 IS ot R S AN [0 P R 3% sh gk AT (X 43, I L IE L 1E S 5 P R QA BB i A DR St 3% ol I 52 3k 1 S JoE
(Beatty & Legewie, 1977; Fetz, 2007). #4F 2 > B 50 R #1122 e 15t ik 72 R 5T AT i X DA B SCHR A4 I8 B 5 T
AR R GRS EREES SER, YO ANE SR 2 R B BRI 7E 30153 DLSC) 1 R 2= (Gruart
et al., 2015). &5 ~/EE S XWE I T H ¢ (Dual Process Theory). X /MRS AR Z 028 S 15 1 SF i
MR, 4G BRI St 2 o R R ke st 8 S it ST iEAT MR TEXCEE I L3R, R AR pe i 7E
PR LR RE S IR B 2% H R T 5 SRS, 2 4k St b 47 55 A0 I A 75 063X A SR (4 FH o B
LR, T — B AR R A E SR 1, R A i TR BHME 5ok G SRR ], B
HECIHE SR E IR, RIS T A2 B 2 b A A [R]85 (Lacroix & Gowen, 1981). 7EXUE N
THRF, BRARF IR T IRIERBIA SRS i, 7 Bl /e B s R DA TR R T8
BT A . o5 = Rh PR 0 2 R 2% ST e (Awareness Theory), ZHE I\ R I IS SHRAL T 3
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AR B RRESNE S, XS AX A RE T E 6. SEEMEY SRR, Bl
AR IR TR SR B R RA R SRR AR S M R R, A S MR R IR B EE S i A RS Bl
S B, Ao BHE S e s 5 KIS 38—t (Keefe & Francis, 1978). {Hj2 &A% > #
W Z BARBIE S, IF AL S SR 5T T B A e T 55 5 1 BRI AN 4% R v 3l i 0 75
). SPURNERE 2 45 T/E 45 1) 318 (Global Workspace Theory), 333 {8\ i B A48 S i b o T 4
TG B A S R S I S RS 5 VR 5 AR DR Y 2 T A T 1) 4 A T SR (Ros et al., 2014). 4:
JR AR [ B R e TR 2 — N R Z B A FRE N — N RS, — B RN A SAR S Il 5 4 bk
TR, RIHERETE 2 M H BHE R PR Z T IR 22 & . IMAERE R, YO RIBHE 50T K 1)
PR R S RHE S AHER R A B SIILE, S2 30 SRS, R 2 i 4 i i) ) S B 54 A
{10 o e 3 B S Bt AR R T . PRI AN RS SR — e R IE R, H2RE 5 RGHE 5 X R4
BN FITTE AR A A AAHE AN AR5 5= AR R, X PR DX P 5845 5 FRE A2 DUAS [F) AR 4
Gl BNE S MTEAT AR, 7= AR S Ut R AR BT B8 8L PR Sk e e i 4135 8 20 A% 36 (1943 B T 6 XA
ST N . R R RE T, AR AR ENG B TR ST I EE,  ACARRNE T 4 R 1E S AT R
TGN — B R SR AR GRE — o, AT A I SRS 5 I ph 22 TO V& AN A5 5 (1) 4 22 T B V6 TR 1Al
HERPRES, £ EN A2 Fia MR i &R, I3 e 2 o i BAR ER A ) I
B A [ ()34 4 (Andreas et al., 2012). Tfj Sitaram 258 77 % (Sitaram et al., 2016) W24 7 3E T 0%
SR AP AT T, R T HE IR = B HLE], 2> B R ANE SRR % . A A ST
25 DA R4 IRATAL BN T o # SRR | I 2% A0 4 Sk - B2 JZ (lateral occipital cortex, LOC). 4k
M RG 45 Kz J2 (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC). J& JiiH % )= (posterior parietal cortex, PPC) LA K Fr figi
(thalamus) . X L6 X 7E $2 il o 25 Hh 87 ST AN R A D RE,  AMIAR i B AR Ao B2 T £E IR G X DAY = ) 7
SO B R EOEAT FE ], 170 MO0 AR S22 DA R T et B J2 D0 47 B0 AT SRS EAT 4], IX IO AE 25
Pt o 2 B0 Fe i AR, Fr a1 T R 2 R AR SR T 1AM R A DL RS TR B2 SR T 55
1T o FHER U A2 550 T 4 U2 e i i 5% 3 J2 (anterrior insular cortex, AIC). /i $11747 5] (anterior cingulate
cortex, ACC). JEMIZCIR A (ventral striatum, VS) =AM X 2 B, R a0 2] DL S HiF Ao 5 B J2 #1042 4 S )
LRy, eATER P FEAE R BRI 2 5 Rt S 2 B A SRR, O RUBHE 5 R EAE BTN L,
M A M SCIR AR 2 25 5 3 T =R I 225 5 ROm0in Tk o T B — 3020 IR b 28 IR 22 ST R 4%, AL 36
BSR4 (dorsal striatum, DS), X AN X A NS5 B s 51 E ) 7 S HURES . 28 ERrR, T
0 FL AR 22 B K I S AL, AR B B R LR T T AT TR, (R AR TE IS H BRI & 30
Bl o

6. B&

R e S B E s S ) 1 EE AR T2 N, A RERS F TR e e BB B0YR T L AGR
ATPEZIR IR 3R] AL T 32 e B AR I BE D IR G0ER L. BRI LASE, T RAE T HL %
PR R SRS AL AL, il A 0 S B E 9 S BRAR N 2%  FH T FU R e A i st AR D) e B
1T RRIUNE I HLA (Ole et al., 2011). FEARRIIKFES, [N AL S RENS AERFIE I ML E R ZER
Mk e inl, SALgrsels SR A A R UIZRARIEAN A, LS 22 ST BOR . il A B AR LR i F )
VRHAR RENS 345 1o 0 B B VI R0 LRSI A SR IBCE 9 R LA R AL, TR AT i 5t 1% - HR e Py
JUURRL D32 e i 7 AR O Dy R 2] o T 45 FLAR A PSR A RO P 2 S A3, thRES T AR 22 S
B R B HE R A R N, I H RIS IR RS I 5 R AR IR SR b . BRI, i R e SO RAE R
REGAFIPERL BT, MR EA T R R I 71L& A .
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