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Determination of optimal distance between visual stimuli based on ERP (Event—Related Potentials)
components

, ol gd,

, J3nistn o XEo|n

Ao g, AE ot

=]
St * %
ST

Key words: ERP(Event—Related Potentials), Cognition, BCI(Brain—Computer Interface), P3, N1

1. MB

Fylo =7%¥ EEG(Electroencephalography)
Azl oy 7 gE 54E52  BCI(Brain—
Computer Interface) olZgAo]A A4 control
A2 AFEE L Qlth o] & ERP(Event—Relation
Potential) ¢ P300 247} 7} wWo] 2o]i

8l (Donchin et al., 2000). ¥3 P300 BCI & A=
AA, AlzAg 2 54 A FZ, classifier training
S99 EAE Rqeom, olE 3 BCI
2rEZY AFEY AdEs T ATIEE AT
Zdglol e ik AW ATEHA Matrix 7]
9 Flash #®, ISI time ©] o3 A+% glow,
A53E Atelel A, A5 =], WA A
Hsle] gt A% Y=ol 2 HF gir(Salvaris, M.
2009; Takano, K. 2009). 28t} A=7F AFolo] A
giste] 71E A7 Ao =y
Abol7t W& wiel F& wfe] Apolo] T oER ISt
25 2 Al diste] sk ul 2 Aol Stk
wEba] 2 AFeA = AT E Agel diste] A=
A7l W A4 Fhe WE¥ekA AR FH, HF
Aol st 7S A}t s

EL S

3]

2. ALY
2.1, DA A A FH|

Aol Fold A= FFAAGAN ool =
el 9 W4 g, o5 Aol

T

Zrolst it 5
x4 9od, ZYEA 50cm "] A A
NE=F St =S 3 dolEe =74
Biopac AF2] #FH]Ql Electrode Cap 3 Amplifier
EEG100C Abget o, dHeole  FHI A/D
Converter + National Instrument A}Fe] Z#H]<}
T2 LabView2010 & AREsi3ich =3 FA
w42 SPSS 17.0 & A3t

AP 87 S

I

2.2. HE€Ex}

EEG 21 &+ =74 10-20 A= wlx] Hel whebA F3,
F4, P3, P4, 01, 02 ¢ 6 719 A& Ao,
Reference = Cz A4, Ground Fpz AHo=Z

dIE s 5KQ

sk mE EF Al o5z
ARG SHEeE Az AT e Az,

NZy A=) Zhzy szl Azdole] 50%, 75%,
100%, 125%, 150%, 175%, 200% = 373+t

B 1. 4 7Y

T ZA ML Resting time 100ms ¢} Interval
time 50ms ©& o]Fo{z  ISI(Inter—Stimulus
Interval) time 150ms °.& 3T FHWHFZE=
ERP 9] P3, N1 9] Latency ¢} Amplitude & H.g}t}.
gl WL pilot test & 2 wXF AAT H OE
JysATh. E3E Order effect & F9°]7]
A&NA, A= =3 AR E2 4= Random o2
AR ST, rest(@ )& A= (¢F 4 F)o] 1Set &=

Al S
2 u=

skl & 7wio] KAH T

e

g 2. 48 =M (A~GXI2: random Al
HHEAQl Flash X}1011 tistel W23E Eol7]

95}e] 2838 Rest & F9t}. ERP AdeA 7}7te)

Target pi=gs) LHOHA{ 40 W 9] Flash 7} dolxton],
F 6 MY AE YE Target A=S Fo] HFESAT.

‘L}E}/ﬂ g amtet F 240 HE] Aol mE =T



Posilive_Latency

2.

w

. A
4% EEG A%+ 500Hz 2 HlolHE #3353
¥l data + Butterworth Bandpass filter (0.5—
30Hz) & &3 wol=E AABTE =& ERP 41
skl Q1o)X Target A= A|AF HItdolHE
7185 §%iew, ERP EANE 7] S5
ZIAA S ARESEGITE o] Target AAl AR A
200ms ¢ #A % 1000ms HolEE FZ3 H,
Grand average & F33I3itt. 200ms ¢ Amplitude
BagS 7R 714 AS WAASAY. Target A=
AAl A1 2] 1000ms 2] ERP dHo]E+= 100ms A
10 7= vir o5, 4 732 Amplitude ¢
kel Hdig 3y Ha e Z2rh
T Y Hulge #Hagkel disted 47ke] ERP
Latency 9+ Amplitude & -3} t}.

Amplitude
03

L

L

7+

02
Target
01| xIAl
A |

-0

-0.2

0.3

1000ms=

3 3. ERP 7IH

24 g

.2t
A5 Aglel &
P3 9} N1 249 Latency ¢ Amplitude
olggt Qo] st ZZ A A
AAetgon, BE AfErE wWED
B2 AAQ Kruskal-Wallis A& AAskgth 1
A Fo4+=(a=.050)°14 P3 Latency & A=+
Azt o8k 2o (p=.029) & H.2H, N1 Latency
L AR el wel #Fod 2ol (p=.002)F
2]l P3 Amplitude ¢ N1 Amplitude
B 53 A9l fegk zpol7b YERA =
ole] HIESF HAANA Fough ARt v
P3, N1 Latency HolEZE 71X 1A], A=+ A

(7 A FF) F o= FF AlA Aolrt UEA

Loedne

T T T T T T T T T T T
THE MG ME% 160% ATEM 200 75

n3 4
8 4. =27+

A g

CREMECET

=

=
=5

AA

f

30 X 3@

2
£ B

I

o~z
T

i

i

Nogative_Latency
§

| Pt

2
]

T
o

of 2 P3(%&), N1(#) Latency

12

=

B 312 Mann—Whitney & AR3l AFSEHAS A4
sttt o] w, P3 Latency ¥ N1 Latency EF
=3 A" kAol 50%8E 75% AtolelA zHzt S
2185 (.000, .005) 2 o3t 2folE B
4. 48

2 ATelAe A REEH #¥E P3, N1 249
Latency, Amplitude X1, o]& Ed 2 H&3 =7t

AdE argstuat silth. A9 23 P39 N1 9

Amplitude & A= Aol g}t {28k 2jo]lE HolA
okgto 1} Latency ©olME 50%%  75%7-3FeollA
Fo3t o7k Qvkz Ayl ugch old H

=

Latency &
75% 71
&3l At

gIgk A3}, 50% 73> °F 537ms o,
F 448ms oA A A S B

= oA=sE =2

¢

<
T

o

e~

d

=4

4

#
=T
2

(A5 3}8}7] %) 9
ARATAE-FFRALAAG Y A DS

Donchin, E., Spencer, K. M., & Wijesinghe, R. (2000).
The mental prosthesis: Assessing the speed of a
P300—based brain—computer interface. Rehabilitation
Engineering, IEEE Transactions on, 82), 174—179.

Salvaris, M., & Sepulveda, F. (2009). Visual modifications
on the P300 speller BCI paradigm. Journal of Neural
FEngineering, 6, 046011.

Takano, K., Komatsu, T. Hata, N. Nakajima, Y. &
Kansaku, K. (2009). Visual stimuli for the P300 brain—
computer interface: A comparison of white/gray and
green/blue flicker matrices. Clinical Neurophysiology,
120(8), 1562—1566.





