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Discrimination of a Pleasant and an Unpleasant State by
Autoregressive Models from EEG Signals
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ABSTRACT

The objective of this study is to extract information from electroencephalogram(EEG)
signals with which we can discriminate mental states. Seven university students were
participated in this study. Ten stimuli based on IAPS (International Affective Picture
Systems) were presented at random according to the experimental schedule. 8-channel
(O1, O, F3, Fa, F7, Fs, FP1, and FP;) EEG signals were recorded at a sampling rate of
2048 Hz for visual stimuli and analyzed. After random ten sequential stimuli
presentation, the subject subjectively assessed the stimulus by scaling from -5 to 5. If
the stimulus was the best and the worst, it was scored 5 and -5, respectively. Only
maximum and minimum scored-EEG signals within each subject were selected on the
basis of subjectively assessment for analysis.

EEG signals were transformed into feature objects based on scalar autoregressive
model coefficients, They were classified with Discriminant Analysis for each channel,
The features produced results with the best classification accuracy of 857 % in O1 and
O for visual stimuli.

This study could be extended to establish an algorithm which quantify and classify
emotions evoked by visual stimulus using autoregressive models.

+ AU o1 FHG Zang:
e ZEZHIATH HYI7Y



68 444

L ARE - AANE

REAHTSE

1M B

A7|4eghe wge QAAle)wsie] oA
oA £30] 7hsd=g dlia, 22 U8
AYAG 2 A8 EHA k] YT,
AAFAA, s 52 S EeiA )
=7 NS 28y Aeldze) Age gig
ARAAQ BYo] THEA] Xalyon O e
Ze AU A7t i 22 A9 gl Wit
457 ek A AYAE EEG
(electroencephalogram)®] 74 & A3
HhEe] AAEAA G B AT A =
o] o} 742 AYEA| R dRelct

EEGNZ = A3 A o)A 73] HolA] gL
B Ago)m 1 BA4o] Azt me} wWalst
€ nonstationary@ Azo|tk ¥, & 40
259 oA dsl 5o 894 we 49 &
w(noise)olzhe YA & ARE FEIoZ
g 4 ow EEG 4A%e EfHAdew 9l
o) ATE AAN)} wie §e] Stk B3] 2
te] 32 Fe &30 B WIlE spRert

2 ARPER ¢EeE B4l wslsh: A%
2 sk AR Zoho] Asd ¥ ArE
Zo} A4 WslE BRdle A9 71E9 A4l
Ao FoEAY vege Evkssi
3 F o Sgels AAGEAH FoleR
AE A 2EE AR-Fu g #4E
Fa ogler 1 9EQ dojHzl HIMALE
1996)0] A7f=ar gick

NAGEAY] 7239 549 EEGAZ o 4
AZEE, AdE 99 <exde ANEERA
(stationary stochastic process)dchs 714 3ol
A gL AE 2719 #4%e8 Jrn, AR
(autoregressive)) MA(moving average) Ft
ARMA (autoregressive moving average) R8&

ol §3 AAYENE HANEN o)E T3l
AzE  EREe dF AxsEn gid
(Anderson, et al, 1997, Andreassi, 1995;
Carson, 1991; Jasper, 1958). ©]2]gl A|AGEH
gl AARe|2E HE3le] ukEA] it
£ 58 A39 E F3lo] HOHERRE #9
3 BAYE FE30IE 3Tk

9] HuhtAe] fEsAME, 1986\ AR
A HzpaAbe] A Age] gk Jaety &
ol A BaE o A%, Bz JYolA
B2 d7sel HFadx ok FHIoe gty
7, E4% #4S EEGAZE 53 Auxoez
Aeslehe A7) AT ek A0 §, 1998
yMin Cheol Whang, et al, 199; A% 5,
1997). € Q79 2o| AGEE Hrlsle 47
T AEE AN e A st AR
£ FEA7 W (Brewer, et al, 1980) 1o} m=&
A W8-S 2% Be A9 EEGEHL
FFT(Fast Fourier Transform)®} #& Faj4d
JollAe] B0l AmEHT glov, 24 TS
o7 sl EEGE s A=7e A 2
7] 315 A7t £5 SAPTHAARE T, 1997).

£ Ardae 4 A5 F9EE 2029 EEGA
3E 052992 HZ overlap AIF1EA 12 &9
Az R E83tn, o] EEE ATE 083
ol A% AAY TS APl BFE 33
St o)RL #e Az 2NN E EEGA
Tt ANFEARS wbEde 4 A §
Ach wekx Zb AS BepEE 3979 Res)
39709 ARG) #H9RHo] =&AL} o] By
A FRE 39N B 5§, ASs] BEEE 0%
3l WARME Eslo FAAEY BAPAIE
TRt

£ a7 A F, E4E A4S HnileE
B ARHoE Fyssla ol #H3e Wby



#1745, $1%%, 1998. 4

EEGAIE9 AIAGEH g ), B3 BAPEF #8 A7 69

< ANFOEA AEA Tl AT 718 F87
A ZAE7} Y] EANE Hdshket] FHo]
et

2. 2 M dy

21 ARIMA =9

AAE A g dukEQl B4 2Ee
ARIMA(p, d, 2 HHe A)EAFH)E
B (Autoregressive  Integrated  Moving
Average) B30 2 A tha} o] Aejgict

(1= ¢1B— ¢, B~ —¢,B")(1~ B)*w, "
=(1—6,B— 6,B*—--—8,B")a,

71N w, e A WEE Bt ol A
AAALOI, (o) BF] 0, Ao o4 ¥
x-S (white noise process)elgt 7HAsIH,
A p,d, g pT ARY Aol dE A
A, g MAS Aotk wd, g=0°]d
AR(pE BRI A pd  AEARR
(autoregressive process)|a 3hH, p=09]
e MA(g) 2 JERY g7t ¢ olEH
Toyelet 8t &, ARMA(p, ¢) BAL °lE
B3 495 ¥¥sla ok

9, AR(p) I AAE A iz 3
YL Fsl= HPoEN pile FAGEY 7t
FY3} olsol ol AYEA] Yv F29 A%
a9 A¥ZYPeR =M, MA(g) HHE ¥
A} A BA%EEe] PR ETeR HE
s Bojrk

22 AALRY +F _
ANAE Ago] tE AL dizes Fol

A AAQY Ha} ko] Al #AIgle] Y94
3, FEAE B ARl o&Eshs B9-E A
ARole} gk AR MY F5 AF-E 2A%
T ETEE AAEEE(time series plot)E 1
e otk gk AAY st F4Ae] =4
g UEFA Y BT o)ES ANSAAAM A
AGEAE sldol shod P o 21

AR, o] YA % A, F AAE
gel WFo] AL Hhdhe FEEM W
(Inz,, VZ,)& 3l B8 A3} A7k

A, FAE 2 AAYE Ase 9EH0E A}
T(differencing) & AAIBl Ho] 4AF Y
NAEE et

ANAGAET} 349 238 U AR
Wgo] EHTH, Box$t Jenkins (1976)0] &8l
AAE ZEFYPAANAAYL 39AE T v
o] ukEAAle w2} HA|gt

AR, ARIMA(p.d.q)3RE #2& AAL
Z,o A& g p, d,¢E AR HAHOEA
FEA7VIAEHSACEF : Sample Autocorrelation
Function), ¥ES-E27Vda8+SPACF : Sample
Partial Autocorrelation Function), Akaikedl| &
3 Agky ARAR7)FE(AIC : Akaike Information
Criterion)&9] AHFAZS o8l AYLYE
Adic}, B ddMe AICE AMRSl ArE
Axsgth

X, AR gt B4g 3= HARo
24 FAEEd dF ANE WE&ES Box$t
Jenkins(1976) ¥+ Abraham3} Ledolter(1983)<}
Fo)A itk

AR, APHos HNdE AAE 5¥) gist &
A3} EAH ARIMARES i 3ot
= olE AAE =¥ HF H¥YoER HAe
AL FFo|t), Uiy, o o] A o



70 A4 - AXE - AR

AEAMIEE

3 7ME wESelE AESMeiol 3] el
th. o}E R¥e A AAole} dn] EAHel
© ZAHEA3 XFEWE A (Portmanteau test)
& Bdld AR AJAS A

oj¢} ZL IRAE WHEIlY wEAY =]
g W7iR] A&

23 RN % AEF

B dpore BEEM(discriminant analysis)
& AREl 34, 53 e S 2R
o wEEMe v)E] A gty Aolg F
Ads & ¢ Ue SHHSFEY A84E W
g 23 o] Ao wat AzE AAE 2
Fohe Aok W 2§W 24k Hlgt
o 2§ EAto) Ayl H=E she A¥ETS
neEd, o) A¥ATE wEdked 3y 1 4
vt 2o

y=1Ihx + hxs+ -+ l,x, (2)

9714  ye WA (discriminant  score),
%, (i=1,2,, ) BEHHEEIPE AAY
2o 7 B FAHGE AREIALH,
I, (1=1,2,, )& WEFEE Juldit &
‘F339 Brkgre] FAY e 0, 28Y e 1
o] WERNN BRY,EA AMEHUTE

ERHA BAFe st ool E & A
el BEEy $o 9y M s W
F wEEs F FoM AL gyt A
Zolo} gt

gk WEsked 7H ZldErt & A
RE oAUZ TEHel Usd TEEHe B
e AY 7t fle ASE Stk webq
2 e gEgA st ke FAZE A
Zled, A9 vlgoly AFAFAS T2 F

g4 A3 ol o3 wErd 47 2"
ey g2 AA A slode € oldkE
ke Aol BEoln

3. AdEYY

3.1 A8y

£ d7dA A" d8dbs 3A 24F
b A2"E AHAESY A2FoR o
Aok, AL 2" AZAFE AAEE
2mx4.5mx3Im TR A2HogA ¥ =L
24 E(Epson, EMP-3300™) ¢} 2924 A4¢
Zreq ok o] Aladle §F A Wl A
A8 B3 §% ¥ 2o} 2HEY AdA=ZS
W Z2AEed od 1.5mx1.5m #A7)9] 23
Ao ANEHUT. A1 ZAFFE Lang §(1995)°]
Med IAPS(Intemational Affective Picture
Systems)olM AN FARAA FEE
g 10712 ARRE Mgl AZAFAZ olf
i

AANZER A2Ee Ho 5 YAATE &
Y = A Aoz, HAde 214d 2
EYRN g MR SA34Y HAe &
Z A E 713 A=0E Fd 1020 A= wiA
Wl o8] PiEe} ElQJoE 21Ad HFE AR
3o 2048 Hz9) AEH Fure 4 33
o 2 ARl digld 20F FF ZEAEE
A= AAEL T HoEE S
1071 =29 £AE Yols 2499

B Ao ot Azt Sddistn s
2 20~25419 3% 9 F 730tk 290l
2 B Fof 3R A Ao B AT
gald FRPez 24 FIE A= NN
o 7 g A% 5 M BT A& LEtn
& o o] #AF di&l =4 &, 24 FxE



174, $1%, 1998 4

EEGAIE 9] AAGEH A 3, £ 247 &8 &7 7]

-5 574A9] 1109 BFH 59 shilz 58
s W, & 11 o A 72A4%)
£ Itk FE3Q HUlE 78R jlFeR
10714 AF%F 74 334 v A A
AQ ¥EE Uehle HuAEE E4udez
39t oleg A FAAF, RAASolElL
ek et B A7ode 7 AdEE & 14
N (n=14)9 EEGAE (ZAA= A, 44
= TN7F AREAeH, ol Wil FHY H
71kl 33Y W 0, FAY wWE Uo] Wy
HollA EF-HF2A AHEHA

32 949 A9

AT 7V e GBE mAE s
2 59 AVRIG Fige) 93 e A
32 984 glod He) 2 ¥ege 24€ 2
A ALF 1609 A2 32 A R B2
29 Assle) ARWAE Teele] Aol A

€ YA wrE A

12 2¥4A WPAE dldeE 167) EEG A
Y Alele] AaAGE F48 Aotk o A3}
% g9 Aole Aot AR EE ‘—}E}LH
At F 1eA vehd AHE o] 83l W
g Z Ho] IFRE 0, O, AFH< FPl,
FP;, F3, Fy, F;, FzE°| 43347 7V =4
velB g O, O, FP, FPs, F3, F; Fy, F,
FeA5g B4 WsE Jd9sg o] Ade o
WHO g primary auditory cortex H9e Ty,
Ty, Ts, Ts ©1®, visual function& #Hdsh= 7¥
£ Occipital F9%1 O, O; & Frontal F4<1
F3, FiEke ol2(RA% 5, 1997;Min Cheol
Whang, et al., 1996)3} fA}8}ch,

3.3 AREA
£ a7 PC #E9 166MHze AW
A SASE |83l EE F4o] o]Fojzln,

E 1 2WHM TYAL AIZAtZO| fEh A

T3 T5 C3 P3 T4 T6 C4 P4 Ol 02 F3 F7 FPl F4 F8 FP2
T3 100 052 067 050 041 032 060 039 023 019 072 058 061 064 060 060 -
TS 052 100 044 053 037 045 032 044 046 040 038 005 035 032 019 036
c3 067 044 100 066 037 037 076 055 035 035 083 061 061 067 061 061
2] 050 053 066 100 027 050 057 069 069 064 048 035 035 049 037 035
T4 041 037 037 027 100 063 056 047 011 022 048 025 045 059 054 048
s 032 045 037 030 063 100 052 079 052 062 033 016 031 043 036 034
C4 060 032 076 057 056 052 1.00 065 063 062 084 076 064
P4 039 04 05 069 047 079 065 100 030 032 047 037 033
01 023 046 035 069 011 052 027 063 013 013 018 015 012
02 019 040 03 064 022 062 033 072 014 012 021 019 013
F3 072 033 033 043 048 033 078 043 018
F7 058 005 061 035 025 016 063 030 013
FP1 061 035 061 03 045 031 062 032 013
F4 064 032 067 049 059 043 084 047 018
F8 060 019 061 037 04 036 076 037 015
FP2 060 036 061 035 048 034 064 033 012




72

YA - FRAE - PR

KEAMTEE

HA A QRS HEF AY 2E AN
49 27Ag WEF] wEe] E4e) Adegt
e AR ¥ et gAY &, 19%).
MEolA AFeH%Re] EEGAEE Ri{noise)
olghe YFA %e& AHE REFHoE A& £
dor olF ATE AAZ} we Fo] Eth
£ dFdMe AgE 9 delde AAEgES
A(stationary stochastic process)3lthe 714 &
of z} AZF Ho¥EE 2029 EEGAIEE 052 ©
A2 MNZ overlap AIFIHA 12 GHARIPER
P 2EY e 2 w3z o
T 206709 AlAEAETF XEE Qo B
Wz ol A AAY RS sty 25E
R85 detd 7R Wgz, IFAS/AA
A3, 8/ AFHSNO, O, FP\, FPy, F, Fy
Fr, Fa)¥E 242 30709] 28334 39709 $4=
Yol =&En, T 3UARAS Bl A
g 2 oo £ AR dis] ARG) 2

Yol 74 HYe wEos Auge ¢ 4 U%
o 2349 A4e tew 2ot

331 B33

2dA MY AT O AdelM 184 #
49 EEGAEE oldstd R¥E 48, 34,
Ashe Az o 2t

7). 2y

A 239 HEe APy FRATVE
Wl 3 dAo] He 29 164 A7
wre A AR kel wet Aedes
743 #Fashe gHYE ¢ 5 Ak ol 23
ol ek ZA71gAL Yok AL Auidh =
T REAVGAESE B AR 67 Aed
B & e ghol ‘0YE dArlsiEE A4t
52 A7jsAEYe] Yo APYL ¢ ¢
A,

Name of variable = 02,
Mean of warki
Standard deviation =
Number of observations =

Autocorrelations

;198765432109

series = 6.925462
i 11107
20

o~

234567891

;)

"

Pttt
o= = o]
OO
[ o
S e eee )
e
~3 N T
O b N0
NAOLLII
i RS ]
ALR—0eJ0
1 el
sl
=5

“." parks two

Lag Corge
T
%
%

| é

i L2 4 3% H4E
18 R 1) *

standard errors

Partial Autocorrelations

n1987654321 QgétgtgtéxngsZ#ﬁ 91

L]

Calad X X
RN
o %) 2 .
[ = Tev
b T

a3 1,
AzixiRel

7| Abaratsel
HER| AR




H174, H1%, 1998. 4

EEGA &9 AAEEH 98 =, B a8 ned @3 3+ 73

Autocorrelation Check for White Noise

To Chi Autocorrelations

Lag Square DF  Prob

6 2915 6 0000 0789 0632 0440 0298 0247 0172
12 30209 12 0000 0146 0133 0082 0050 0020 0018
18 30297 18 0.000 0016 -0.001 0.003 -0.006 0.028 0063

a8 2

ARtz el WA ZhSof

wold 43

agn RAFZA NG frold AN 2 A
2 FlolAgel g APFAF p-tol BF
0ole2 FAYLE fedsiis A& 17 2004
HojFx gl

u 2¥HEY
e AR s A" 2¥ES o83}
o B4E FY%s APoZH HL2ANAEY
o g8 Foil ARe

Conditional lLeast Squares Estimation

Approx.

Parameter Estimate Std Error T Ratio Lag
M *40989 0.00084 216.89 0
ARI 1 79383 R 8
ARL. 0: 18583 gaaar 218 2
AR1. 4 81 39 . sg —12% 4
ARI' 5 017325 0: 07009 247 B

Constant Estimate = 0.96581596

Variance Estimate = 8 8 44981
Std Error Estimate = 70679
AIC 0.16464%
SBC . = —500 22658%
\umber of Residuals= 205

a8 3 A|ZEK|Bo| DM AD)

7 = 4,90989
$1="0.77969 , ¢,=0.18583 , ¢;=—0.18709 ,

$y=—0.14839 , #5.0.17325

o} gorz FAH AARHL ARG) ®
24

Z,=0.9658 + 0.77969.Z,—; + 0.18583 Z;—,
—0.187092, 5 — 0.14839Z,—, — 0.17325 2,

9 2}

2P gAgAon} TENES S B
o] 539 HHAE Adsh=d] zh AR 2z
of tigt APV EHEA A 2+ M)Al diEk Flo)
Aw BAF o) BF foPge] 5% R} AR
2 AL B8RS gEve e T
£3}17] W] ARG)Q AAY E¥o] FAsjrt
3 g 2EE HF Mg 2EH2 ARG)

To Chi
Lag Square DF  Prob

Autocorrelations

Autocorrelation Check of Residuals

6 297 1 0085 0016 -0005-0027 0023 0.083 -0075
12 672 7 0459 -0070 0.083 -0.003 -0049 -0.054 0.015 S8 4,
18 1440 13 0346 0032 -0015 0009 -0.114 0037 0136

AlZbxtzel Zxjof Cht

2ol #H




74 944 -

AXE -

A & AT SE

CLEER

Z, =0.9658+0.77969Z;-,+0.18583 Z,
—0.18709Z2,_3—0.148392,_,—0.17325 Z,_;

S} 2tk
L] 3870

o tEiME 2

Hatw FAsch

243 e #3899 ART
el vek AT 238 4

332 A3 £7

NAGEA ) o8] oA FAHE B 5,
ASHES olgskd 8/ AdREE A= B
AASE BF3GTE & A EEGAIZ | th3}
o FAAZH R PENNE AR o]F
H5e 3 2 4 Q9 geds gozs 397 ¥
P g 39708 2HAAN A Ags
o) HFRE AT T ol t$3he £FH
e FuE Wil FAY We 0, $3Y
T ‘o] AHEEST,

g Foi ® 2€ FIFE 001904 4 A
2REE oW FRAHo] WHYS Al

ALH=AE RAFD ok AdAsRE 7 2
Hode RE JFTEAYPL ol WwEY
9] & TIA ek

4. 4 8 4 3

£ 3% & 4= FI AR FAEH
FARRE g 2 ASFHE WEEY AlE
old Anrt FoA itk Aol oahH FANE
9 A% F9& 2 FERdMe 19 FFATe]
LERE ERHNCH ATFoME A9SEE
Az th2A L¥FEY AeE HolM RaFm
Atk wfebr SAEA HERNY A= TH
HIAL S5 FHdAe 1d A9 2R 5
Ho| AAHoz |, 7 WPA}L LEFHA %
714%7t A83 BREHL &S ¢ F 3 @
A& el AAAEY B 955 B
The HER9dA 287 BEER7F FES B
&3 glct.

HE FAuhge] 3s 295 4 FrRdA
E 49 o) 2R BRElen AFelA
T #9382 M oE2A LERHA e

E 2 AZAtze| d@EAE W

2 g JOHZTEAZ  pgt MY

0, 319767 00589 R R |

& F, 9.1569 09879 dEFENYY
E 349975 0.0283 * R RN
FP, 47708 0.9999 dEIENYE

0, 198673 05297 dEFENYY

& R, BITT 0.0226 * R
Z Fy 265192 01873 LSRR RN
FP, 15943 0.7728 gAY

Z 005914 #ojgHE 9|

3w felgE



HE174, #1K, 1998, 4

EEGA &S] AAQEY 9% A, £ ZHEFR 88 @7 75

E 3 AUREEYUS og By 23

£+ 4 & = o &

T Hx} O F; F; FP, 0, F, Fy FpP,

1 * 0 0 0 * * * *

2 o} 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0

3 0 0 0 ) ) 0 0 0

4 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 *

5 0 * 0 0 0 * * 0

6 0 0 0 * 0 0 * 0

7 0 ® * * 0 * 0 0
(%) BT T4 BT 714 &7 5Hil 571 T4

F) o SHE EF * . AR BF
¥ 4. AZAR(FEHIS)of gt FhHEN 2o}
= g %} & 2 £

J_.LIQII- 01 F3 F’] FPI 02 F4 Fg F.P2

1 0 0 o] 0 0 ) 0 *

2 0 * * 0 0 o} 0 o}

3 ) 0 0 o} 0 o} 0 0

4 #* 0 * 0 * 0 0 0

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

6 o} * 0 ® 0 * 0 0

7 0 * 0 * 0 * * *
EHE(%) &H7 5Bl 714 714 87 74 BT T4

F) o ZHE EF 1 AR BH
Fy8 A% 2, 6 THo), Fade 2, 4¥e] DU Bpoz 93 0, 0,9 BRse

FPAXe 6, 739 gy} LEFE Ao
VeRtor, $52 FolMe 6, ™8, FyolMe 7
¥, FP,olAM= 1, 749 9¥aprt QEFEAL
& BolAq HaFa glot

HeHog AL FAATA dF &
Addg th2A JElxtey), visual function®

3% B4 5% HI%E B/ veud a1y
frontal 999 Fy, Fy8) £5-8& 57.1%~714%
2 W Vet A% ATNE Az Bl

e Ade: EF FAY 3@ ok
(multivariate) AIAEREE FFAA EFse

A7+ €8F Aoz wddrt



76 Y44

- WA HAR

PN NN 2

5.8 E

EEGAZ di#t &4 32 g A7)
Ao} e £3) AAGRYE olE =
TE F4T F o] :4" Axge oldsidg A
B olEol} HAolg Fof HEdh= A7t 9l
Ak

E dA7dMe ARIMARES o)fsle R4E
T § °] F3E AFUS olfsld His
B BRI AdREe) 2477 349 24
of sl 0,7 0,004 22 857%2 &3 &
FEE ASHoM A9E 54 veixten), Az
Ao A4 WFgAp) Y Fg4¥eE 94 £
E £ e Ao o] 5] B £
&0l v+ =4 veldtle AlRE Y4 F,
199).

g9, & AN Add wddrs g
A 5, 9 2L BRshey o8 &
ot olE HAsiMe o 2 GRS gig 4y
7 Al & Qe W4E FE3e BEry
of ¥FAAc & Ao AWAY = E3
A= g A w= el wihe Hya)
o A, de, 98, 43, 9 843, A9 §9
T 2ol RN Q& AgE d2A vepd
F Ak wE AR @M ARl oig
WA EXFAok & Aot & BFPos A
g3 BAE ¢ Qe AFE ANsn ZE
B4 AR zee #EAE dofslojol & A
ojc}.

B 47 Q79 #, B3 Ade HaEE
o AfHoz PP ol ERHY + e
W A AEA ol A% 718 F
BARQD 2%z whgel EAAS BoEke AL
£ 7 AL AoE y|gt

& n 2 3

(1] 2% “dojual HEg o835 HZR=|
o8 sl Mty EAo) B8t Q1 4
AREE, Q1A gk, 1996,

[2] 2%, ¥E, g “ABAZ ZA 9
3 H3e] wavelet 54, oighelzhgeta),
eI FAsket)s), 1997,

[3]1 934, B, A2E “AHZ(ERGAE)
o] AAEEA B A7 AMANE
1998.

[4] A9, $9H, wE f-2%, o4FE A5
&, AT, ‘9d A5 g 3, B
249 AR d=gAREA, 1),
1998,

[5] Abraham, B. and Ledolter, J., “Statistical
Methods for Forecasting,” New York:
John Wiley, 1983.

[6] Anderson, CW., Atolzz, EA. and
Shamsunder, S, “Multivariate Auto-
regressive Models for Classification of
Spontaneous Electroencephalogram During
Mental Tasks,” Colorado State University,
1997.

[7) Andreassi, JL, “Psychophysiology-Human
Behavior and Physiological Response,” 3rd
Ed, New Jersey, Lawence Elbaum
Associates, Publishers, 1995,

[8] Brewer, E., Doughtie, EB. Lubin, B,
“Induction of Mood and Mood Shift,”
Jounal of Clinical Psychology, 36, 1980.

[9] Box, GEP. and Jenkins, GM, “Time
Series Analysis: Forecasting and Control,”
2nd ed. San Francisco : Holden-Day, 1976.



#1748, BI%K, 1998 4 EEGA %9 AMAGEN A& &, B4 FHEFRA &8 Q7 77

[10] Carson, NR., “Physiology of Behavior,” “International Manual and Affective
Needham, Massachusetts, Allyn and Picture Systems (IAPS) : Technical Manual
Bacon, 1991. and Affective Rating,” NIMH Center for

[11] Jasper, H, “The Ten Twenty Electrode the Study of Emotion and Attention, 1995.
System of the International Federation,” (13] Min Cheol Whang, Hee Kwan Cho, Chul
Electroencephalographic  Clinical Neurop- Jung Kim, “EEG Characteristics of
hysiology, 10: 371~375, 1958. Auditory Comfort Sensitivity,” th§IZHs-

[12] Lang, P.J., Bradley, MM, Cuthbert, BN, 83)7), 15(2), 19%.



