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Abstract : This research was performed to analyze quantitatively how spiritual stress affects some ERPs on human through
sight stimulus after the settlement of visual and auditory integration environment in three dimension space. We measured
ERPs in the normal state and spiritual stress sessions separately. The subjects were 10 normal men and women and vital
signs was recorded from Fpl, Fz, Cz, Pz, Ol, O2's scalps. The experiment was done in isolated room where electro-magnetic
effect do not affect. The result showed that P300's amplitude was a little higher under stress session and latent period in this
resulted in longer time. We recorded through voltage variation the activity of brain which is in charge of human’s perception,
cognition, process of action and evaluated the effect of spiritual stress. We expected that the result of this research can be
used to evaluate the malfunction of brain.

Key words : ERPs(Event related potentials), RTs(Reaction times), Visual stimulus, Stress
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T 2 Fp1 Fz Cz Pz 01 02
o F 0.161 0.269 5.004 2.797 14.655 9.063
Valid trials &< - . .
HALALEf 2} P(sig) 0.198 0.604 0.026 0.096 0.001 0.008*
AEHA AMEf BlW o F 1.495 0.684 13.832 1.888 8.407 0.116
Invalid trils < - .
P(sig) 0.223 0.409 0.018 0.171 0.003 0.734
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