Event-related fMRI of Human Visual System : The Comparison
With Conventional Block Paradigm

RS 40T AR? geal ol et

ey Auuadssnd A8 d gae o g

EZ A (Purpose): ¥ A9 EX¥L (1) 5YF AFL 4+ 3 wrEseE 1243
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g4 2 Wy (Materials and Method): A4 A 3%& tidoez A Az
visual LED stimulator® A}83} block design paradigm 32} event-related
paradigmg =5 Al3stdck. fMRI 942 15T MR scanner (Vision Plus,
Siemens, Erlangen, Germany)olA F% FZAL& AL&ste] AP
gradient-echo EPI 71¥8& #4349t EPI 7I¥e 94 gS5¥Ha4:= TR/TE/ «a
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stimulationg 7}t ¥ 1037 F47|E Ze WyL 33 #EEJeH single
event-related paradigme 1%%t stimulation® 7}3lal 1027 #4718 zte ¥y
< 33 wEsAUY. fMRI data®l @+ student t-est W]olut  correlation
analysis W& A3 AARH A3 JAES EASE HEAPS AE=
STIMULATE (CMRR, Univ. of Minnesota)& ©] &3l 3t}
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