HZo| CHEt METI} AIA B2 S MQYERP) OXE A

zgFggta 5HM% - Rina Maiti « 9H&E - B4R

.M 8
AFo gt ARgAe] FHAY =4S Hefstn 7

AR DEEE S AsME F2 AEA 58 ¢
4% X824 2Ad(Psychophysical scales) W™
o] & o]g5o] $ich(Han et al., 2000). v} AL
ExAl FHH AZEE HE2 FASA e AR
214 7t WEe 2 7K BAEE 7R3 Slok A,
AEAE dAske A AQE Fo71 et
Sinclair (1975)= AEXE AAE v uzisjol & 7]
Fo 2 2194 (Objectivity), A& (Accuracy), EFS
A (Validity), A4 (Reliability), 7183 (Resource
availability) 52 5714 715& AAch 48 &
7¥ete AERNe 9Fe] add o H4A IF TS
F 7] W&o, o|g 7|EES 48 et e
AN QoA ulg- Fo] QA meHolof J} =
A, 2 1QtE Hr} FAF AEE o &3t = Hrt
Fgolla Held si3to] dovke AE H3] oj¥nh
(Gescheider, 1997). H7lAe dut¥og STzl
HAFE F= & d3lele 2] e, 543 &4
I ARPA o AT/ e Lkl Frie] A
7} At A& AA B F7E7E 7R Agalel A
dHo o3l FAese 457 Boh(Poulton, 1975:
1982). '

E3] AF] AR gt 2483 rtel lojA, A
Eegh &% Wil o&d thgd fARl dijtEd
o AbeAle] 79 EEE I FFshs A
A9 E7Fs31th LeDoux(1996)€ AE-S B3 d&
ZIE H&A dlolE 2 AMgshs Aol AlAE F)71
g g3ltin F8PAA, Nisbett 3 Wilson (1977)°]
AANPA HAEE oz S O AN e 948 I4
HALSA ] B 2ER)-E AAS] WAHEEE 3}
I3 F 7P d3sdhe 2EPS JAEEieE st

t o] A7 2EF BK21 A9 Al9S ol #e5A S

AFA A3 AEzxr A #E A (ERP)Y vliAE 43

S B2E dEolA sld8AES A3 AAle) 7V
Azhe AlE-E Adesket olewg WA eskon,
7oy B 5o o] Eo] Aile] A AlEo]
OE AFET} vk Brreith

£ d7e ool 22 423 (Psycho-physio-
logical) &7 o] A WEFEE 5]
o}8E § it oleldioldf Twisln it} AF M
T Az 2 ALgRte] A HriE A@Ho| 1 3
AAQ AAYAE 4 ES o83 AElAE S
g ¢ 9lon, dAzte g ydgae] 1M vhgS &
A £ Sloke Aol gk AAEAH & dhele
A% v (Heart rate), H%¥ A==(Skin con-
ductance), 9P EMG(Facial EMG), 3H(Brain
potentials) 5°] it} o] F, Hzte] dFA AR &
A HAE HollA dojue= ohFdt Held s
Hldshs Ao R guiA glon, W2 AlgEe] B8
317] Alste A2 W] S8 AREEV = vt
(Fabiani et al., 2000).

E A7 AR Tdst AlE ofn)x)el sl
»7le A% AR B A vlRlE 3] of
g At Al B HHAd= 5 217 A5l
U A7} z2l5e] AAlE o o] gk w3 o= HoflA]
A A7)A 2ol Al B HAAE 47] 9
A= WA FHo A5E F-2ste] EEG(Enceph-
alogram)& 3%t} EEGE %2 5ot oA
g 28 o] Z(Noise) E ¥3Hatar ¢l7] wiEe]
ERP 4158 @7 faiXe 533 2=l HAMEEG
£ WEHoz % 3 dE Y Host S HE
3ld NoiseES AZ 4 (Cancel-out)A7]1Al €t}
Aoz Aot Ak T HH9= 82(Components;
& == 22 A (peaks)) ok AP el (Parameter: 84
9 ZE(Amplitude)® FA7|(Latency)) 2 SAX&
T ok AR B8 HHe] g4 a7 1A} 2ol
FAEe] ST FHo] BT Al uet el 849

G
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AS Pl, P2, - o Zo] mHEM, g9 40 A
N1, N2, - & Hy#r},

AR B Aol deld 3 Alele] ABAAE
U] ol B d7eo Sasjo] gori (Brad-
ley,2000), 1 & ¥3¥+= A7k 793 Q ZHd) 23
<+ 573 ﬁ‘@ﬂﬁﬁ}@ohnson, 1988: Lang et al.,
1993; Cuthbert et al., 2000: Schupp et al.,
2000). tiF-Ee] d7= A g AN BFF
° & AHEE = IAPS(International Affective Picture
System: Lang et al., 1999)& AMg39len, A+
A AEo] 2 AN} BAA m 220 744
£ AF3ke oMAES B W AR {Jf%i 547‘4-:47} Ll
k= Aol v ATl IAPSE 7%, 3%, 5% 59
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o #EEE AR

ke Aol B
ST g Zte on|x]el Y HIEE
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Zol Y@ B4 A7E S8l 1
wﬂ%cﬂ u}o&d At Aol o elriA| &
TP ek, 28} AFS olulAs) 2o] v
3e) Al AR B A9 o€ ¥
=) taliE Ag) A7 uph gk
T AFAe A olnlAel ta
A HAsdl e Jee delete A B3
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SEERRE
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2. 97 Wy

Aol A48T AF Ao AdL 948 on) A
(Pilot test)& AAISIAT}. ¢ Alo]ER2EE 2004 7l
o] FUE ARAE $7s)a, 2099 ety pjadxs
Azt FHEZL M3 A=E 0delx 1004 Alole]
A Wrletes s 97 29E vgos M3
=7} B8 FUED 2o FOE 23} £30) FnE
olulA7t m2A IFHEE slof, B Ao AleE
30719] olux & Heaignt. Agd olnjxle] & 1
g 29 2.

¥ Agdle gad oz A7 I ggy 309 (Y
@ 9% 22,04, EFW: 0.8)0] HUPRZ Arle}
gt} JAdAAE BF o Z&go|gon], Mujol} A
ok 7RI A st £ AR A9L A
Z}7) 2447 oluie] ggo] THY SRS 435
A o B3 Akdo] gt AAPA 2 299 |
ot A8 F )9 o] o o3 o]Fe] BA B
I Aeisiict.
 ERAES AYdAM 5398 A AY o)

W) 2tk dEe 5L & AAE 30709 FUE o
uXg B8, O F 7ME A5sH(Good) HE o)
"X 370e}, 7Fg A3skA ge(Bad) AE olnjx] 3
N, AZE F5F0] FZHNeutral)oll 7FF 77L& on)
2 1708 Mesiart. Aed 770e] AE olu|x|d| tha)
Z2te] AE T £38 0014 1003 Alolel A4s ¥3
=2 suct.

AP} ARG 5& FFIY B 529 45
- EE ZHe FUIE 0N ES 27 BF AZo R o
6714 48 242 PASE. 6714 48 2do] ke
F 1o Jeht gle}, Zizte] A% 2de 170 X z}

S(Target stimuli; AZE7F FAY e AE oju]
s} 1709] ®Z A=(Standard stimuli; H3%E7}
SR AF oluA) 2 T 24 4@zt 671
Ao RE A3 22 da dES 8= Within-
subjects designe] o] 8=t HE 219 #A7F A

3 AF) F= TS HaEP) 98 28 219 &

HE AR, |

149 =A

43 =3 ER AS | uF A

41 Good 1 Neutral
242 Good 2 Neutral
=43 Good 3 Neutral
44 Bad 1 Neutral
=25 Bad 2 Neutral
=16 Bad 3 Neutral

7} Ag %718 0Oddball paradigme ©] &3} 745
AH(Picton, 1992). 3 A8 RAA A=
1503] 3t Uoje] £Aol whe} wHEAo g AA|He=
2% 4337 BF A2 BAYT. o] v, 2R 2
30%9 FEZ AXNEH, FF AL 70%9 gE2
ANED. = % 1503 B9 BE A2o) 453, 52
2}Zo] 10523 AANSALE. EF 2o AXF wnic}
o2 9% HES 27 WEIEE slo] FAY}
AYo) Fo2 AZY F Y= ATt 2F T=
T A 500ms & AAHH 27} 312 Alo]dl=
48] 5L fEalr] Y8 1500ms <t 2o
+ EAE Sl 84 siEe] AN o)) Ty
ago Jehyd 1 33 gt

150 sweeps [

I

| 1 sweep R
e

Start On-set Off-set On-set Off-set eoe End
1 ol } }

@ J—— T T -@
Y
500 ms. 1500 sec. *—
—— |
or +

Standard

Inter-stimulus

8 3 AEul M2= Oddball paradigm
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Ag/AgCl A=) B2H 32 channel cap (Neu-
roscan Quik-Cap 32)< ©]-&3ld Inter-national
10-20 system©llx] HAIR327F F919] HsHEEG) S
3. £ =RoMe 671 344 (Midline) ¥4
(Oz, Pz, CPz, Cz, FCz and Fz)2%E A& dlo]g
g B3 29 2313 9t Noise® 2He-& 4
e TRl gals #EAEr] ¢ VEOG(Vert-
ical electro-oculogram)$ HEOG(Horizontal elec-
tro-oculogram) & &333tt. 4% AE(Earlobe) &
Fz AFo = o] 831921, Prefrontal® Frontal9
FYl AA A3 (Ground electrode)® H-231sit).
3} glo]ele] Sampling ratex= 500HzS 2™, Gain
< 50022 43 =Act. Cape Neuroscan SynAmps
o dF8=%e, 0.05-100Hz Bandpass analog
filter7} A=At A= dgAdA(Impedance) &
5kol87}t H=E 2151592, Neurobehavioral Sys-
tems A}2] Presentation T2 IHE o]-g3le] AFo]
ANEE AHE 7153
NEEE zE5) A

A ZHH (Time window) A3 & x|

=
=2

B4 34 A (ms)
Pl %H(Positive) 50-150
N1 S(Negative) 100-200
P2 %(Positive) 150~200
N2 £-(Negative) 250-300
P3 H(Positive) 250-450

= RAHE 24Tt LEHH =M E oolF -

EEGel ¥3H8 Noise® AAs L AAIE A=) 4
- ¥8 ERP =3 7] 938l e (Filtering), B#
3H(Averaging), FA1E A (Artifact rejection), 71
& A9 B3 (Baseline correction) £ ¥&3td 4l
332 3L AFDH(Picton et al., 2000). A= A
Al Al-A 100ms ©1ZHFE 900ms o)1 F7k 9] a3
g F&3= Epochings A1 & 0.1~30Hz<]
Digital band-pass filterE H&s3l¥tt F2d
EpochE % EOG =& 37} 100V ¥4E glojue=
EpochE& Artifactel] 2Jgt Adgko] & Aoz woks}
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o Bxo Asien, fddArt deE v
3] e EE AFe Ax BAA AlLjsict 2t
As2HE AF oAy 71FE A (Pre-stimulus
baseline)9] H#E vl 71E A9 EFS AL F,
A= 7o B3 o9 ueh 2/3] Hdgdx A
2 FJEE FsRh A T w9l gEo 2R
GulHES F2317] 93] & 29 VRS ble} o]
828 AN (Time window)E 233l Fe A
Z(base-to-peak amplitude)® FA7IE 71231
ok H¢t 22 B4 #E AR @R E HEaEs)
EL AFEHS F& AFY onHof tigt AR A A
3] el g 2319
3. 48 #Y

FHY A% Yot 29, iUt 5 a5 AE
olujrlel] qg HI T Ho| 85.1, & HA7F 6.5
Fom, Hawrt v age o] 24.7, ZFAX
7} 9.3010t}. AEEIt FI1 aFS Hio] 52.6,
FEFHAL 5.2%0 Ao Jehgrl, a8 4% 6719 A
F YRoA 2E HAd¥Ae] ERP 33§ Aowd u
2 Tist] Higt A Hd(Grand mean)olct. z}
HHo] aid NI FgAr)e] Hewl FTE A= &
33 # 4ol YERARICE

Zkzke] AR B HEe sheniEed] dis) A Eel
mE o7t YRS AF] ol I By
(One-way ANOVA)E FA 3T & 29 57) 84
o A Z3} ZA7lel s A 94X Wa 747 BAEA
< AAIRE A3, fo] 5 5%l HE% 5 uet
folg zlol& 29l sErEHELS F 59 i)

Pz&} CPzollM e HE5rt ¥ 45 Ple ZA717F
9 3 Aoz Uehgtoy, olg A3 BE feld
AolE Bl A9l oM MEwrl w2 AlF) gk
Aol ¢ F& A2 Vet 53] P3 84 (3HA
2 el 49 849 A% Occipital 5915 A9
3l BE HoolAM Ak whE 2jolE KBt A
719} 73%- Cz, Fz, FCz oA As% F50] W o|n|
Aol hE N2 4 (A2 Jehles &9 229 &
AZI17F AT pFo] F on|R|d) vl§)] F2 Aoz
AT (Cz: 251.1(259.15 FCz: 254.8(262.0:
Fz: 257.2(268.3). &, Aaxrl & oln|x& & off
Frontal® Central ¥ N2 847} A @2
Aoz Vet



-
)
o
o
b‘ 3
o]
o]
.-M
oo Bad
— Goad
T2 4 2 B2 YXINA A 2 LR MEO I BR(Grand mean)
(Good: #8EJt 2 18 Bad: NBEJ} % 1E)
B3 HZe @E % BEHA (29 W),
B Pl NI P2 N2 P3
A Mean SD. Mean SD. Mean SD.  Memn SD.  Memn  SD.
Bad 51 29  -47 53 19 37 041 34 23 40
P Temd 50 33 48 52 04 32 -12 34 18 37
Bad 55 37 -19 40 63 51 44 48 103 44
—— 48 30  -21 42 66 51 40 51 111 48
Bad 34 26 07 27 60 45 33 49 113 45
O T 30 19 08 28 56 38 29 39 121 50
o B4 18 14 09 18 45 42 06 33 100 41
Good 13 10 09 19 49 40 09 33 107 46
B 09 13 -11 18 38 45  -06 26 77 36
P2 T d 06 06  -14 19 44 41 03 29 87 42
Bad 05 13 -12 17 31 48 06 26 41 35
M T 03 05  -15 19 33 4 06 26 49 35
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E 4 N9 B3 ¥ ZFHX (2 ms).
AL Pl NI P3 A N5
# Mean  SD. Mean SD. Mean SD. Mean SD.  Mem  SD.
o B4 9 am4 IS6 208 20 2T 09 M0 W7
Good 1219 151 1866 238 232 257 227 280 3499 457
Bad 1086 103 1653 264 2270 M9 204 202  3%4 315
P T Ged  uls 143 1631 03 251 Bl 760 20 307 62
Bad 1081 144 1575 219 2132 207 516 233 300 286
P Toed 4 146 157 26 254 me 299 29 %07 B2
Bad 1084 213 1420 188 1979 188 211 196 3775 308
 Teed 165 W8 39 191 191 212 281 22 a7m2 256
Bad 1040 221 1348 179 1917 168 248 200 3873 333
P Twd 1034 241 138 173 169 149 220 187 390 276
Bad 91 234 1313 183 1909 177 2672 197 35 06
¥ T ®s 27 16 184 187 161 %83 25 381 BI
E 55T = wel Relgt XolE 2ol AL Ao st 9 W Ao 4dEA Yo B AT

4 oA Hele| atato|E(a=0.05)

r

A3 97 A= A7)
0Oz - -
Pz P1, P3 -
CPz P1, P3 -
Cz P2, P3 N2
FCz P2, P3 N2
Fz P2, P3 N2

4 E 9

3 50 AAJE vk} Zo), A3 T 93] Qe e
Ao wyd Ak B ¥ eE gL g
o] AZ XAt AA71el 739 Frontal® Central
8o N29l FAZE AlLlstne AEEdd 23 3
£ ¥R ke Ao et

P1, N13 28 27 2458 A%, A7 524 59
A= 8 (Modality) ol W2} 54& Hole 22 84
2 g8A vt  dFelME Az zpFuto] ALgES)
ov2 P13 N1°| Occipital @Gl e A2 9
A9 Azt FrAE 3PS Wddhs Aog B Ao
E}3sict(Mangun et al., 1997). €¥tdow 72 9
A A A AFAe FA3i A5 884 5
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qME e 27 44 24088 Hs%d BE A
o|l& HolA] gster, 7|2AA Az ARAE 7 dof
= Occipital 499X 28 gelulgrt {20314
% o= Jelgth a2yt Parietal 999 Pz}
CPzAX = P14} 71 Zo] Agxo] upZ zlo]& Bt
ol Ax=ed g dely Fge] AF BEAE 2
ol dubzioz deixl Axc o we dojdre
AL u|gi},

P2 84w A9 47 FEoIL} A7 A Ee] A
3k R igl Azl o] e Ao dEA it}
(John, 1990: Oka et al., 2001). Thorpe et
al.(1996)°l 2l8PH, Frontal 92} 52L& Posterior
Pl A1z FEIE AR o] Tl oAt B Tl 1
A4A Atz e gERi ol B AddA
Central® Frontal 9% P2 WZo] /g Aol&
Hel f9d 5 itk '

N2&E drtd oz mofm 4725 QAstn A1z A5
< FEEe AR #EE Aes 4eA AUdk(Potts
et al., 1996: Tian et al., 2001 Hunter et al.,
2001). 53], N2¢9} &2 A=9 54 7t e AA
g A=} o A= (Template) 1He] BL |0l 71733}
A WkgEe Ae=z delx Uth(Fabiani et al.,
2000). & d7olM e AT ol A= 3] Bd
e fqenz, N2 2 Zo] folahx] & AL 44
AuE 4 9ot 229 Frontal® Central <ol



N29] ZA7]oll = et zlel7t e HoR eyt
Ritter et al. (1982) ¢ Renaulat (1983)¢] A+
2] 29, N29j A7l kg Alzkely A1ZHA
EAS FHEske B F8%d ujet Wt 2 a7
oA ALRE AF olnREL Bl M7 T BA
o] et & 3AIRE, o2l EAE0] Al #HE
el TS FAG Br]E oyt d A AR
o] Mejo we} Z7] TE A F o|u|A & Agsig o,
A ol wet Al 7R AF oAt JAYA7] W'
o, £l §4E9] v FHd AN A==
Ao] gAsitt. wetr], N2 ZAl7]e] feljt 2}ol= Al
Fol 2813 B4l 93 Fo] ollg I ® 3l 9
g oy, olg AZ®rt AGA AFe B4 Tl
Y2 £ F dde A& 9riFth

P3& FEAE, o, AL 2F, 719 54 Z2 o
Fe AR P& Wt Aoz AR glo, HelF
Q FHA 7Y F83 AR B HAHe] Fefu|E
olth(Alexander et al., 1996: Donchin et al.,
1986: Donchin & Coles, 1988; Johnson, 1988,
1993: Picton, 1992: Polich, 1998). Johnson(1988)
of e, P3L A=) F= A9 TA/HAA B4
(Pleasantness)ol] ##Heo|tt £ Aelx P3&
Occipital< A3 BE FAM FYoll AE%r] =
< ojmA]ef diEiA o T2 ALE JEon, o=
718 & A S FEdke oluAled tig P39 31 Fo]
718 U 248 BHYosE ojuxld HlE wrhe
Johnson(1988) 2] A Adel| B3gc} 7]&9] A&
olu|AE <] &3 AF(FAE <], 2002)9M= P39
A Zo] AF oluX|d] we}t BARCE Fogt AolE
Holx] &2 Aoz yehd vt glev, ol 7]&9] o
FollA AHARC] HE ¥bd A3 (Pattern re-
versal effect)oll 93] Abd TA HA9le] w3o] ¥y
=971 BEes waEtiMisulis and Fakhoury,
2001).

5.8 B

E dFdMe AR AlEES 833 b Yehd
€ AR #A HAY7} AFL A3 ® 5 we tga2
e AL ASEY. A Ao g2l d3ert 5
L AEF L2 AF 7| P1(CPz, Pz), P2(Fz,
FCz, Cz), P3(Fz, FCz, Cz, CPz, Pz)9 AEd =}
o7} e, N2(Fz, FCz, Cz)9 #AA7|dx= x}o|
7} e Aoz Vel

X, By, FE S e 2UAQ A disiA
£ A Hlad ge d7st A=) SAT, AE

gk ARERLe] AT we) o] AiF o g Aolrt A

o digk AA2)A A n|Rgk Heleh, B
AFY A% Tl wet A A 79l
b afol7) EAEE AS3en, AlEy 72444
T=o tEAAR] Hrke sbed e AAlE T
Hollx oJoj & zb=r}
AT M3=rF AR TE HAdgel vxe= s
Yo} ZAE] gerelr] fsiMe 7 =EollA oFA &
& A4 o19)(Non-midline) ¥=¢] Ho[Ejd] thak
Exou} Fukpel 9ukpe] zjo](Hemispheric dif-
ference)oll gk o] 7ty o2 g g3} F3 2
AT A= RE oty A|Zo Azwel #Ed AbA
T x99 geiueEn AESd Hr) daelel A
THAE BAgo 2N, o]t garEEe] ik &
Zo] zol2 Gup} H438] wedsh=r] otet 4 gich
ARl F318 AF/TAIE U= A o] HEAH HAE
B3l o} A@Foln sfFo] glo] AFL] HAaxE &
Aok Ao] 7Fssid Aoltt,

oy 5

o e 2
Rl

& fr

o)

r

or e

iy
re

iqE
3
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