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Abstract

Objective: There is evidence that the visual nerve involved in facial recognition can be damaged in
the early stage of schizophrenia. This study investigated the differences in cognitive function be-
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tween partial and complete faces in Mongolian patients with schizophrenia (schizophrenia). Me-
thods: Event related potentials (ERPs) were collected on partial face (S1) and whole face (S2) in 26
schizophrenic patients from Inner Mongolia. Paired sample T test was used to compare the dif-
ferences of P1, N170 and P300 components between the two groups and the left and right brain
regions under the two conditions. The time window was calculated and locked for differential
comparison of EEG components. Results: in the selection of electrode (01, 02, PO7 P08, P7, P8,
P03, PO4), the results of the two conditions are very significant difference (P < 0.05): P1 composi-
tion in S1 amplitude under the condition of less than S2. On the contrary, the amplitude of N170 is
larger than S2 in S1 condition. The amplitude of P300 in S1 condition is larger than S2 condition.
In terms of incubation period, the incubation period of P300 differed greatly under the two condi-
tions. The difference between left and right posterior occipital area was also significant (P < 0.05).
Conclusion: Schizophrenia patients have different cognitive processing patterns under different
face conditions.
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1. 3]

i 114> 240 (schizophrenia, SCHIZ) S AR A B3 JCIRAE « PR 5ZME Bk 5 B8 & S TE , JB T P18 150
IGHEIR A2 2 FE, W IEIRE LI M. S IR D RBEEE, W st . e
FANFI D) RESE T o I PR B S PRtz 7] BN KA ], H— M LR & T sUGR I ok o 78 K3 4 R
Iy ZUE 5 T ARSI B — 52 BRI BE S35 FE (Alkan & Evans, 2022). H i@ B rs o H L . FRat
MIRHPER, L) w e, ™ELS NS, R HEIhEE, GRS Thae. AR AR 2 X te it
RN — AN RERET T, I H— BV 2 A0 40 2LAEWT 7T (1 2 s (Bossi et al., 2020).

A 73 I IR AZ OO RFAE 22— i 2 T B S 5 B ig (Mccleery et al., 2015; Earls et al., 2016), fEA 2 i)
HHREE IR IR 2215 SRR IR At A2 N, A1 A T 50 8% i PR i 5 55 4o 0 BB 3 (AL S T e 22 2 AP AE —
7€ HJBK & (Bortolon et al., 2015). 4K 73 5 S8 THI A AL B 3245 19 4T J9uES (Pinkham et al., 2008),
VI 22T S0 HR 4 7 [ BH 5 S0 1o 2 S0 10350 2600 i DR S PRV 7E A 48 S B (Comparrelli et al., 2013; Martin et
al., 2005; She et al., 2017). F|FHFH A HALERP) BRI TR, K543 Z40E 34 10 W 22 TH T 15 45 3%
I, FERLSE A FE ) B3 R B B H B (Campanella et al., 2006; Wynn et al., 2013). ERSRAE I A Fh95
AR PR(CHR RIS HE 72 117 9K H) SO 8 228 BL 1047 N THI BB 17 28 ik U BR I . SR, SRR i
TS AT e T B B0 A BRI BE, 40 P14 (Goghari et al., 2011). BIF 583X — S AT 5 100 5 T 340 %
KPP T BERRAS 1) FE AR B AR AR > . TR, A AR B 2 00 TR A 0 BBAE B8 TR o N AN 5 N K
R R BN T REZE S BRI LD, NI TR T THT (R SR e A 5 AT SR A A T B PR T A e P 1) e X 2 ]
RO PRI 22 0] RE SR R FH93 RE T i Je o T S S R e o P s B 2B BRI R SRR R . O T R IR S T R
PRB IR, AW OS] ERP AR SRAS 25 7 K 173 ZRE 2535 17E TR 70 A e B8 N SR A2 vp i b 48 A 21
NIV AIN Y

AR TR A 3 S0 R TR VR 0 A S B e, A SRR R I (i) Sk R g S 36 2 4 NL70 AT PL BRI 7T

][l

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.145349 567 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.145349
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

AR %

K473 S0 B AL E AL BBk [E (Osborne et al., 2022). o TR R LU Y NL170 B4 ERP 4 i) —
Pl RSy, TERIOITUG G 2 170 ms AbiB B0EAE, I H R I ST ARG . (R 7E R AR 72
M) 7 f5 K TR 73, K S 7 SIS A T 1 3 2 A2 SRR i — AN F2 (22, £ALZL, 2015), Jf
HAUEYE R BT N170 Sl 17 150 i 2 an 4 & S5 8 i

CAWTFLR, AR TR R 1 53 2506 T RO 46 /5 29 100 ms, Bl P100 %43 (Herrmann et al.,
2005). JRARLLA PL g H s BRE AR PR 5 A0 BT R 033 &, H2 Herrmann 55 A AR 5T % 8, P100
WS HMEABETE . BFARE, EA T IR AR ST A S0, A E I FE (1 PL s 1
BEMETE R o PL RN X R A RIS R IR U@ (B, X EE R, K/ UER(Allison et al., 1999), 2%
TR R R, VORI SZ B AT L B2 (Y 5 R . [ EAE RO M P S N, R B R
SO, P1 Ry BT LAR BB A 58 . PR, P100 B2 1T LASRAESE T A6 VR 0 B Fr v £E Lok ) B 82
B, FHRZMaAS P 23 RURE S5 RS M5 3 (Mueser et al., 1996) .

TE I B0 J5 BARY B A K 3] P300, 78RO 46 5 24 300 ms 46 1 1E [ H o0 T ERP R4), P300
SEREH Ay RURE B — MR G ERE bR, P300 M B IR R 1 43 BURE B A O 7T i — B R I —
P300 & 5VER I AHCAZIE FEA G A M N KA IS /K 2« P300 AR ZEAF AR 5% A A FELAS % P YRR A it
MFe bR, ALHEE A = A TARCIZ S B 8 . — A A P300 I M s 7 77 A= Sl 12 e & AR A
M RGIESRER RN, E5H T E TS MER IR ERIEL . P300 fI4ER 575 & 7E AR Tk
T o St 9 SR P ) T B A o S B PR RETE DG, N AT e R R BB T R S
(AN KPR (Polich, 2007) BA K I U VE R b3

ZE LRI, %SO DLSE T RS 1 o BORE B E OB O B, S5 A R A I S S DL P,
N170, P300 5/ FL sy, RS 58 vl Ieks #it 43 200E £ 38 7E 30 o0 NG RN 58 B 26 A0 R I i Tl AR 2 5 47
EER.

2. Fik
21 WER

MOEIL AR AR O A SE 26 A AFIRAE 18~60 & Z A 58 IR Ig MRS wh 73 BURE B, Forh 55k 23
£, M3 4, FHER(42.78 £11.26) %, TR FE(13.11 + 8.28)4E, PANSS #1543 4(105.96 + 38.91)
9. FTE BEITFE DSM-IV FoE o ZURE RS Wikn ik, RAFFIAS VRS, 38 ) BT 0 Th e
1B I shAioemns, /6t 25 8 Ji N A% 523 K 58 3697 (electroconvulsive therapy) (Kaster et al., 2017),
AT RE# A B AR, RERETC & 52 FUl i 56 o
22. fiRI R

FI A A SRS TR RS (R K B i B ob B IR T PR G B R4, b F 3 60 sk oA
FAGHALE A AR R AR, 55 o RIS A LT ] Adobe Photoshop i [ FL I F 147 BEAL
WEPHALEE, JERSLLBIA 50%, B 153N 260 x 300 (T8 x f&). ArARIBERETHENUE R T R 23,
FLIN 4.8 x 6. RIGAELR E-prime 2.0 BAFgRAE, 17 S0 NG R /(2> % 1024 x 768 183K, il
B 75 Hz) SHUHIE
2.3. LR

ARS8 R R AT FLBON EEBAE 55, SRIRIURE 70 Nk 2T B BOMIE B B, PRASBY Bk B i RE A A o
Zr 2 B AR AR BE B THSNLGERE 75 om b, RS S SR P H. B Agal v S 505>,
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PRI AR SR IG5 AR AT IE NS00 . 1E S SEG T 06 J5 Bt e v S AH 4k 52 305 5K Th0 AL (W 5Kk T Lo~ —
X1, Bk VIEPATH AL, 5 kO eI L. L RIS A1y 500 ms, 5K T L[] R] R N
1500~2000 ms P L, B ik 15 0 R ZE0 R ok LA 75— SO AW - F B R T, (R38R B A Bod 5%,
WO T ORFRBAFF e . AN SEgR 3L 60 xfmifLUCECHIM, HLit 120 skinfLE v, Hoh e % imfl
60 7k, MEP4THIFL 60 7K.

Fixation: 800ms

Interval: 1500~2000ms

S2: 500ms

Figure 1. Experimental paradigm
1. EER

2.4. FREBHIHEICRMGIE

K FH w1 5 E A B A2 72 14 Neuracle fixi R Suid 5% 5 70 Wi, 4% E b 10~20 REHEAG I 32 S B0
FAIE 0 57 v HL (electroencephalogram, EEG), DL refer A& s, M5k R IHAESAE 30 kQ LAR, SKFE
#i7% y 1000 Hz. % Matlab2010b (Math Works, Natick, 3&[E)F1 EEGlab19.0 % v s B4 b 47 B 2%
T BSERHTE refer 75 UL O A P52, JRIGHE 1218 0.1~30 Hz BEATIENE, 2 Beil A &
Kyl AT ) 200 ms 253 4S 5 19 800 ms,  LLRIEEILAT 200 ms 1P IR MR LR I, Hd
TS 53 3 b 22 B TR B AN KPR H . A0 3 5 1) i L 25HE 5 O\ SPSS Statistics 22.0 (IBM, Somers, 3%
E) AT G . SRR FEA t K536 2001, LA P <0.05 AZERA G Lo

3. %R
3.1. B ARFITTEARSZH S ESBBARBIERTEE

2 1 J& P1, N170, P300 —ANERAFTEHB o NN 58 58 N 2615 T 76 sk i) rEAR b R dpt i 22 Sk L
I (P <0.05). FLATFEA t KX S04 RN, R 4 2 24AE B3 7E 30 70 NG (S1) A0 56 B A K (S2) 2644 [ ki
HLr Py N170 1 P300 FAI3 I 78 4 THRL X LAl 55 02, PO8. P8. PO4 LA K /& THiL X itk £ O1. PO7.
P7 #1 PO3 L)% 5 .3 (P < 0.05).
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Figure 2. EEG components on O1
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Figure 3. EEG components on O2
B 3. 02 EHYBEEL AL SY

Table 1. Paired-sample t-tests for the amplitude of each component of the partial face condition and the full face condition (1V)

F 1 o ANRFHSTEEARZG SR BRIBE AR 421 (V)

g B P1 B 1\1170 B 7P300
Xts Xts t P Xts Xts t P Xts Xts t P
02 0.628+1.97 1.36+2.02 —4.80 0.00 —1.05+2.70 —0.095+2.01 -2.78 0.00 2.14+3.03 2.99+2.72 -3.19 0.00
PO8 0.80+1.99 1.54+2.07 -4.20 0.00 —1.61+2.68 —0.62+2.20 -2.90 0.00 1.99+2.80 2.93+3.01 -3.13 0.00
P8 092+1.62 139+181 -32 0.00 -1.98+299 -1.04+251 -3.2 0.00 1.35+2.31 2.00+2.07 -2.1 0.00
PO4 049+175 0.99+1.86 —2.74 0.00 —0.84+2.64 —0.20+2.07 -2.01 0.00 1.86+2.68 2.45+2.50 —2.40 0.00
Ol 0.67+1.90 147+210 —3.33 0.00 -0.90+3.04 0.19+250 -258 0.00 2.12+2.92 2.77+2.65 —2.32 0.00
PO7 066+1.82 157+220 -351 0.00 —1.14+2.90 -0.10+2.53 -2.42 0.00 1.91+2.46 2.54+257 —-2.14 0.00
P7 052+1.65 1.30+1.88 —2.87 0.00 -1.25+2.40 —0.40+2.06 —2.05 0.00 1.26+2.04 1.74+2.20 —1.82 0.00
PO3 055+1.83 1.20+1.82 -3.03 0.00 —0.67+2.89 024+232 -2.11 0.00 1.84+250 2.43+2.40 —-2.52 0.00
e EHGE—AS X £s & ST, B /NME S2 &4, *P <0.05
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Table 2. Paired-sample t-tests of latencies for each component of the partial face condition versus the full face condition (uV)

=2 WM NEFHSTREARFZMH S RDBRYETHER I (V)

Y P1 N170 P300
=3 Xts X+s t P X+s Xts t P Xts X+s t P
02 12500+1886 12538+1061-0.090.05 o0 1807732594275 0.03 o000 247.00%27.68 2.93 0.00
POB 126.15+17.56 127.15+1859-0.240.10 000 * 188.60+24.76-149 0.02 ‘o0 * 248.08+3012310 0.00
P8 127.08+1670 124.92+18.86 050 021 ©223F 18500+2322-249 007 “5>%* 247623196199 0.08
PO4 110.92+2035 12646£23.42-148001 120" 160002692 056 012 00 00* 244.60+27.05 253 0.0
Ol 121082205 12623+2278-1010.11 '>%°% 1656042573 120 062 0020 " 245923417 241 0.05
PO7 123312112 126.15+2289-055017 ' 0%0* 163152534 199 094 5377 * 24323+31.703.00 0.0
p7 12;‘fgoi 122.15£27.60 0.41 016 TD-9°F 1613122138 170 0.88 oy ) 245.84+3344 145 0.05
PO3 12216.35 12654+23.00-017032 1-23% 1665442529 0.88 053 o0 C0* 251233630 118 0.03

TE: R A X+s /& SLARMH, B ANE S2 %1, *P <0.05.

2 72 P1, N170, P300 =AMRsr7E S1 A1 S2 Z% A T £ Fvick (1) FEAR A B TR AR 0 22 e i LU Rt (P <
0.05) FCATAEAS t A Sl 45 SR o, A 40 B40E 82 7638 73 A K (SL) A1 58 5 A K (S2) 2541 T i B Rl 43 PL
MR WIFEA AL X 1) PO4 R 2R RE, N170 S M RIITEA AL IX (1) 02, PO8 %R, P300
WA TR IX ) 02, PO8. PO4 FIAETHALIX ) PO7. PO3 =R,

3.2. A ANRSFTEARFH SRS ERXAIEES

% 3 R AL X AL S SN B AE ST RS2 444F T P1, N170, P300 43 (U e 72 5 6k bk 3%
(P < 0.05). FCXTFEAS t KLU0 AL SR BN, R4 Z40E BB 3 70350 70 N AD 52 B A\ R 25 44 T 1A s ol 4
P1. N170 F1 P300 F i M&E Ak X AU RE X () 2 7 3 B 3%

Table 3. Paired-sample t-tests of wave amplitudes (1V) in the left and right brain regions for each component of the partial face con-
dition and the full face condition

# 3 WBAARFHEEBARFZH SRS EAMXEIRE XA 11058 V)
P1 N170 P300
X£s X£s t P X£s X£s t P X£s X£s t P
X -0.53+1.56 —0.71+£1.36 1.05 0.00 062+143 025+126 195 0.00 -1.12+1.52 -1.45+1.84 1.59 0.00
AFX -0.34+1.26 —0.72+1.24 247 000 072+154 025+124 206 000 -1.24+1.71 -1.69+1.58 2.26 0.00

LA R

TE: FEHCE A X+s & SLARMH, B AN S2 %1, *P <0.05.

4 AN X B A BB E S EFE ST AT S2 £ R P1, N170, P300 &4 s AR i 22 S30f L
FKHe(P < 0.05). FCXTEEA t FEIEHIZE D R, K4 2 B 70 3040 NG AN 58 B NG PR 2514 10 i R Rl
43 PL AR IAAE AL X 2 57 B35 . N170 PR IALE £ A R X S AN B35 . P300 &2 AR BALE A5 A X

P AT
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Figure 4. EEG components on the left occipital lobe
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Figure 5. EEG components on the right occipital lobe
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Table 4. Paired-sample t-tests for latencies in the right and left brain regions for each component of the partial versus intact face
condition (uV)
=4 B ANRFHSTEARFGERD LA MK BRARLIFER t 116 uV)
P1 N170 P300
e = = = - =
Xts Xts t P X=£s Xts t P Xts Xts t P
116.00 121.69 171.46 £ 169.69 255.69 £ 248.77 %
R 5360 2612 0% 02 o35 2563 030 026 306 31gg 098 007
11731 + 129.85 + 171.38 £ 163.00 £ 27023+ 246.54 £
HREX 23.45 21.78 ~3.39 000 25.96 22.30 128 083 42.06 31.49 3.20 001
e EHCE A X s 02 S1AMI, 38 =AM S2 &A1, *P <0.05.
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3.3. BB AR S5cEE AR 515 Bl 53 AR S TS B

N P R T B R AR IO /R S5 80~300 ms (JUURE P1, N170 A1 P300 j&7)), fEAZ N AISEREA
sk A TR . S5 REHI(E 6), HiElr N 7e 8 NI AN S50 51K ) ERP HTE BBt 2 RN 4742 (.
S, WIPRIECZ (] P T 22 57 8 B ROWLAE 150~190 ms (1 H Je X SRRk i X 35, BA & 250~300 ms )
o S DR AR I DX 3o 8 70 AT 26 T T T2 PR ) R R sh £ = AN I 8] AL 28 95 T 58 BN 2% 1

80ms-120ms 150ms-190ms 250ms-300ms
15 15

il

5

53

250ms-300ms

B > RE ol

P1 N170 P300

Figure 6. Brain topography of partial and complete faces on time: 80~120 ms, 150~190 ms, 250~300 ms
B 6. 5 ABRF5EE AR ERTE]: 80~120 ms, 150~190 ms, 250~300 ms LAY Axith &l

4. V71ig

TEARWFCA, G 1143 BERE 5538 75350 70\ 52 JE THI 50 U 590 AT 45 JUA D 1 o v 5 gk 47 1 LR BF S E IR 2
PRV S T A 0 0 2O R AR NI AN S BE A P IA RN TR BAFEZE S . BOXFEA t fiess R
IR, BBEAEE Y NG A 7E B NG 4614 R P, N170 Fl1 P300 i/ 7E M « v AR 3 A0 o [X 5 T #R A7 1E 45 2
EXER . LRPTAL RGN BT TS5 R AR — B P1 B BRIV LE R 70 N AN 52 8 A ) 264
FEREE, — TR B A N 5% R R 58 B NI 2% A (1 R P B2 8 1% b A7 AE — 8 2% R (Allison et al.,
1999) 0 53 Ak 75 THI 7 H AR A 3 2R KB 8 P T 350 6 0 7 - 30 Ak 3 0 95 1 J R i 73 T R 11 A 55 36 52 (0 470
FRRR 7 T 575 A7 (E BRI (Haenschel et al., 2007). AT 528N, 50 AR5 PL 4 BV TR
FAXT /N, RS T 58 7R P o A (S1) N 5e 8 ARG (S2) 2 15 o IR — 5K A I, R x e 3 AR iin T
HH TEZ RN TR . 7E Doniger {8 A 78 b U] o —Ff DL, R0 BRL K A0 S SR S B RO L
ANIR], - AE Gt i T SR (B9 e PR, A ot 23 2R FE 1 P00 PRIV MRS /N o 13 B A A LS Ik S
(03 A AR AT BE A AR A 1 7 SR B A BEGGEEAT N T, 3 S B HEAS 70 B B8 2 R R e )4k
MIRE B E 28, [FIRALSE PL Ao A3 &5 3% B (Doniger et al., 2002), BB HERT 54K
FLHARL G A B AR TR B . 55— 7, P UV RIAE B S 02 EEREE, Pl
(R R JEH 52 380 0 BB P XoF E R 114 . 35 5 ) 2 A T 20 NG (S 1) 0 5 8 N I (S2) P A 2% A1 SRz 1) PR oo b R
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AREES.

N170 & — /& AL R 53 Wi B A 2R R P, (EL i i 76 i )9 A ) 8 K (Murashko, Shmukler,
2019)0 ARWELIGEEREIR, TCIRISRAEITB o NG 5% AR & 1E 525 N 25 A0 RS+t 43 280 R0 35 1R DA A o
N170 IR e L5256 5 NS PRI . McCleery 5 A FIBF 7045 B FIRE SRR N170 7ERE#20 280 HH (R
(Mccleery et al., 2015), ARG 2644 (19 N170 95T 19K /N B, SB35 78 s 43 AR (SL) Al 58 % A\ JKi(S2)
&5 N A — 5K MG () TR AL B AR DA AR AE AR 7 . R SE S AT AR MIAE — 2, 0 AN %A
Je T e BN I, SR TR 2 NP T H DR A0 20 NI (0 3 P 3 T 8 T 58 22 R e, )58
NSNS AR T N170 BIRSZ B — . 53— J7 1, 8 E] N170 84 BT AR IS 238 o A b 58
O TR T SERT, B0 AT A T B AL AR R R AR T, A T A R R T BN

P300 J& 45 [ 5k M AN VER AR B, 75350 70 NG RN 5 2 A B AN 25 T 1) 22 57 0 42 S 35 1. P300 FrIvE IR IATE
o NI 24 T AR , Bt A VI 5 P £ PR 20 K R0 A U3 R e 52 1) T 493 (5K et i, 2021)
P300 f 7 B AR AR AR B B RN, 2 — s g p A s L, —FE bR R, A
Hb T R R S AR S 40 AR SE B NG AN 26 AF T I 22 2 B AT A S 8T A5, 20205 Suwa et
al., 2004), P300 7E7E AR b 2 S5 1) 2 25 M A2 A R0 T AR BsF TR0 2R RE A 22 3, B0 D2 = S FELAS P oL
LB TRTHFERERE . R 2 1, P300 Bidr I ARIATE S 2 N2 FHEIR, TE58 8 NI A T HEnT, M
TR T30 B 38 NG 2% AP U S ot s o R 5 38 SR U B X o X () B 25 55 N R I SIZ 360 A 55 5 Ji2 2 P300 ¥R
W= AR 22 S — SR VE(Qiu et al., 2014)AH—5. P300 J 73 RI e 7 38 73 AR Al 5e 88 N 264 F 22 57
#, Rl TR ZORE B LA RN A2 458, B R T FLAA KN T RT AR P300 B4y I MR EAT VF
S, 2021).

i FLR A PLy N170 1 P300 136 IR AE FTik i 72 AL IX 1) 8 /Nl L2 R 3, BRI ER:
FERIAEA MG X L, o 7 A R e Bk 5 X R IR I N AEE PL s i A ]
REA R AR R R A TR B DA ded 2 1 Hh 5 TR g i 3 P BN B 4 2 A AE A R ) S N TG T A6 P ot
N P SR (A U DX AT 00 T o X S AT AW FC S5 10 A — 80 AR A 7 1m0 2 B A 2 BRIV G JK
FALER, i NG R E 2 1) 1) O DG S 2> B2 A 2 BRI AR EE (Miki et al., 2022). HIR 2, £ 4 EH
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