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Effect of 1/f Fluctuation Sound on Comfort Sensibility

Yong Woong Jeon, Am Cho

Department of Industrial System Engineering, Dongguk University, Seoul, 100-715

ABSTRACT

1/f fluctuation characteristics can be seen in various natural phenomena, such as breezes, streams, candle flames and the
luminous patterns of fireflies. It is said that the 1/f fluctuation are comfortable for human beings. And they are introduced
into many industrial products, such as an air conditioner, music, lighting, etc. This study focused on verifying the effects of
1/f fluctuation sound on comfort sensibility. Stimulus were divided into three groups(Group 1, 2, 3) by sound generation
methodology. Fluctuation patterns of group 1, 2 were given by three types of fluctuation, 1/f* 1/f', 1/f%, and its of group 3
were given by two types of pure tone, 1/f'. In order to verify the effects, we measured the physiological responses of the
subjects such as EEG(Electroencephalogram), ERP(Event-Related Potential), and these physiological responses were
compared with subjective assessments, free answers. Consequently, we found that factor which had an effect on comfort

sensibility was cognitive factor(for stimulus) rather than 1/f fluctuation sound pattern.

Keyword: 1/f ﬂuctuation(l/fo, /£, l/fz), Physiological responses(EEG, ERP), Subjective assessments, Cognitive factors
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X35 o] 2 WA (Mishikawa et al.,
1997; ASHRAE, 1992), I < ] AlARlo =R
B3 Iz AR digt 7xATE FHCE e
AT-Eo] At &A1 YIrh(Saito, 1993; Mishikawa
et al., 1997; Kim and Cho, 1999; Jeon and Cho, 2001,
2005).

olFelAE el Uzt AXZY TAEE sk a9l
o2 1/f WEEl 5 (1/f fluctuation, 1/f* fluctuation, or
1/f noise)©] F5-& War Stk & A= Uf Hselsst
Q7] AA e AAE FA} et 7| 2ATEA, 11
HsEls 5495 /e A5 3 & A= dHEE 7

J

Aol &= vAE Vi feds

sfo 1%
e QA4 vste] dAF o R v BuA); st A4
o] A

A, 1/f Asdls HHS 7He 34A4=5(3) & e
2 EEG (Electroencephalogram) ¥4 2 94 #4712 &
slod 1/f M5EE e (pattern) o] Aol v]x]=

Z35ko] 1/f Wsels el <1%7 29l1(cognitive factors)
o] HAZH el vlA= FEFS F7Is

ol Estol 1/f WEelE sjdle] el 4 E& 47
of vA 9 APS Botol WAROR AT & 5
olek. okt 32b4 S 9ol Zlet w2 sjele o
o g Fatol el AAPY FFE /e Ui W
g5 THes EEGT ol 00 AuwAT AR
A, 1 AEDE e Be A Aol 7l

1/f W%85 (or 1/f* fluctuation) ol W52 & (fluctua—
tion) o]g 7|FH O EFE] YR Wislel= FS ou]sith
I A~HANEH (power spectrum) & S442 18 13} 20|
0% x5 y5 Adolld W8l veRrdth g9 ~dEY
9] #4411 (least square approximation) & E3&Fo] &
oA A4S vy = kx + cgha 3h4, 3749 71e7] ke

HEPE gh(value of fluctuation) 22 72 h(Y.Ishikawa
and H.A Zhao, 2002). 3525 @< o83l 2led &
e getd ¢ itk kgko] HolAeF A5 o Akt
(correlation) 7} FobdS 2Jnlstar, of7]ollE 4l% e
 gjelo] wbALL} RIGIE kzko] 0ol 7MY AGE
o] ATTAIE VoA AL HE Y (random) X T ©
F 2 9-E WEElE 14 (analysis of fluctuation) & &
ety A AT, S it AFARlef ARHAE st
Al & 4= Sth(Anders, K. et al., 1996). o]n] AZF7], o]
o, Bk 5o Aoy AFESet a1 59 &Y

i

>
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2005; Katsuhiro MAEKAWA et al., 2003; Y.Ishikawa and
H.A Zhao, 2002; Jin—Hun Sohn, 1998; Shinji MIYAKE
and Masaharu KUMASHIRO, 1991).
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Comfort change
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Maonotonous change
Freqaency
8 1. #Hs2l& gt(Value of fluctuation)
QIZte] A (Fh A= TAE 7PE 3 WEels a4
gotolth, WEelEa AAA0] WAZ A 719 s
H AL Voss 5ol ot SotollA & 4= =1/

2EHA dhay 52 AHFE dEA
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R 1¥ 3 Qv+(Jin—Hun Sohn et al., 1998; Hyejun Park
et al, 2005). 1/f HsEls SAS &0l &&3 7|&2] A7
= AFEY, AEYX AEHE op|d H A - AR
=0l 1/f &oF, MM AS (white noise) & SEFAY ol
28E EHFA 94 7 240 Hae Aud EdF
(relative power) W 58, Avtg, 9Fdes+2 49
HRS-o] Wl BAS Ealo] 1/f 9019 auE A
(Jin—Hun Sohn et al., 1998), 1/f AEE|5& 2+ U5
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T2 AFES TS tk(Hyejun Park et al., 2005).

QIZke] A 1/f WEeF 7] AE st A
TE2 U/ WdEgse] FolEAY B4 5= tiddel uebA
A F 7] A7 wEew s & ¢ O]E]r A HAE
A7 A FoAA & A=2] 50| 1/f Msels 545 7
SIS o, ol#et 1/f WEelso] A7t ,4]31/\ , T2
goll mX= S FAsh= Agolth ol AT= Qe
A AR A0S T ATEE AR ol A=
o] Fe9] 1/f WsEls 54 oFE F48k= A7 (Voss,
R.and Clarke, J., 1975) ¢} 1/f ®52ls 54
& Q7S AAYE e Aol 7Pl ule
L A= kel SlofA] ofuet W o R 1/f WsEs
S AlFoIY A5l Fogk AR &3t A+ (Katsuhiro
et al., 2003; Y.Ishikawa and H.A Zhao, 2002; Shinji
MIYAKE and Masaharu KUMASHIRO, 1991; Jin—Hun
Sohn et al., 1998; Hyejun Park et al., 2005) & Aj¥&3l] &
T Utk T WA, AR S B AxEA A
39 1/f WiEdse] 5485 &8st slolty. A4,
QIZHe A =0l Folxl -, o] A=l sfix] Fidts=
wak gl Adee] 9y 5449 1/f MsElEor 1/1 scalmg)
EA oF W ZHEE T3 AAEHE F58 Be AT
o]t} (Seung—Hyun Jin et al., 2005; T. Yoshida, 1998a; T
Yoshida, 1998b, 2000; K. Kobyashi, 1983). ©] FoA %
AE(EE A7 1/ AsEss 545 79 AzkelA
AT, IS T FoE dEHA Yk AN 11
HsEss S8 AldlEse] ExE1 91, HEes 4
A7t Atole] #Alef| SlolA SwH| 22 HEo] A o
U, 237 983] 7% A= Eslt(Katsuhiro et al.,
2003.; Y.Ishikawa and H.A Zhao, 2002; Shinji MIYAKE
and Masaharu KUMASHIRO, 1991).

1/f Asgso] A4 S A3 & ‘ﬂbﬂoﬂ EH?"?H’H
= Bysksl do] wr) gyeo|x EMsl1 oln
oozl 5o 7HAAES] FHEE 1/f HsEse
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I/f AEds 549 7V U= "]"“ = 443]0}74] 7}4'5}
= S8l (Machlup, S., 1981). 3R 1/f WEE]E50]
de weol TS il & 0310‘31 ] AT
o SlejA <] 1/f WEE s A7 & 8lse 2sH 4 2
ojty. WEeles Bup Ao %*3"‘5}7] %’4?‘} %'8#75‘ A

-5 AsliAE %%ﬂ# Hels 24
Zof WE a9E THF o R 7&%'5}01 OJ7J-°4 fﬂﬂ@‘ﬂ A}
Fa3H = HEE 245 AR wAE s
= 943t ofel g Y WMAYUFS o

Qo] & oIk,

230 b1 Ho ok it [

w K

3. A
3.1 H=X=

29 welek 29 A5
go] wEoi7l 8744 4
a} TR A 3709 1
A3 AH8E 32
x}lq A e, A}

Group Methods Stimulus pattern
. _ . HEE 5
| ERe Fodel el g VG TEAE
B gn)=2 o] 438k filtering e Biia];
, 9 ARAY gol el LEEEY
A2 5 54 Foisto] 2= e Al FJE

3 <=2 (pure tone)°l 1/ 25 oo (Pure tone)
EAS 7o U/ Wy E

T 1S 8% A AN W ATEGOlE AFgale] &9
Fu(frequency) 992 HEH (filtering) 3101 A= A&l
=S5 A ]_oﬂl:]. AHlA o7 1/f HEYE &8 WA=
BE &g 1/f FE (filter) & AHE-SHA =9 1)
k| ZlJ'ﬂ 239, Yeld o2+ —3dB/octe] A2 EA
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FI B4) & 7 el &g FHA1E 1L §isE
E 20| 7] white o9} &2 Fukr B4S ViRl IdEHE
AREERE Bok(Miyake, S., 1994). AR ZH]E= Hewlett
PackardA}2] Dynamic signal analyzer 35665A5 A3}
A, AFEH (spectrum) < Cool Edit Pro 2.1 AZE¢]o]
= ARg-&ko] 22 (32 bit mode) E At}

I% 2% IF 164 A8E AEES dYAUERS o

ERdit.

He @ 8400 1880 3380 6720 1344 2688 5378 1075z

(a) 1/f° H1=2|S (white noise)

He 4200 8400 1680 0 o720 1344 88 a0 1072

(b) 1/f' =2 E (pink noise)

W 420

400 1880 3380 720 1344 08 E 10782

c) 1/f2 #¥1=2| S (brown noise)

J8 2. 4dE R=9l ntel AHEH(AE 1)

OF 28 29 ARAR Y 29 ol (FoHR) S
FE olgalo] MBS BHL PolFomH wEl

o=

9] Soto|th (2™ 3). o]H] Voss Tol 2&te] Ak
Ao GES mbAA SHO FR, S &9 AEAR)
VET, EF T 9MA A 94 F, gkol(asty T3t
F 2 s FEhjo] 2ds Bk ARgehs b
o el wet 1/ WEes, 1 WEs I/ dEys
goto] WHEol AT}, o] ASEel i i W el i

=te] 918 (waveform) o] 3l YUEIA] ka1, W3}

%9

BN

o o @l rL

=

FiE e, &, A<= (low—frequency) ¥ & =
o]¢] W37} & 3% (minor 3rd) X3 Zth=
T3} (high—frequency) & 535019 W37} B2, = 27
22 179 eSS 7HE F3el 814 5 vh(Roads,
C., 1996; Voss, R., 1977).
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9 ol(2F 2)

I 32 19 FEE 7HE 5 (pure tone) ol 1/f
MELE SYL ofdte] ANE Ut WEE 52 AHES
k. 3% 4% 2% 39 AS AE] e da 0
4 Ak - (1) A= AFER T (spectrogram) &
tpEkd Zlolet

Sound without the am
Feature of 1/ fluctuation T
4
&
Data processing -
(Producing the feature = 0500000
of 1/f fluctuation) 20080 ok A perly Ao
I e .
‘ $ound having the ™ o
Feature of 1/ fluctuation [ Wt | 00wt 400000
J8 4. == (Pure tone)oll 1/f HSEIS S48 F0ist= Rt 4
a4y ®(L) - =(F) A=2l 2B EZ 3 (spectrogram) (& 3)
3.2 Aty R Ay
O9 5% ¥ AelA AR AlARLe] Y olth EEG
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REs 3§l AR A HEg& 578k f18ke] ECG, GSR
o AgE Sl AAsglon, # =EelM= EEG w4
i

20 Biopotential
—4 ECG I amplifier
1 &sR B

-

Visual Stimulus ” Audio Stimulus | | Data Recordet |
) ) [
Laptop PC

Stimulator

J8 5. A2 =

321 ¥ 1:1/f HSE[5 S0l thet 2dE8ot

2 § 54E e AT 5] A
ARG o FeS A=A hat APA 7
AT AHEE AFER
Al A5

o
] =
A HHF g FrRE Al g FrHael &

2 2 oy L

F, 7blel MA, 2mE B8L S FES Sk E 2
9 AT 298 b,

2 HdEds Y d=29
0 -
electroencephalogram (EEG) Fz, Cz, Pz, Oz

LA, RA, RF(lead )

A9 A4 8 57

electrocardiogram (ECG)

galvanic skin resistant (GSR)

Hik= tAY HuSg4%0 QEEG—4 (299 LXE-
3208, LAXTHA Inc.) 31 o] g3t3ltt. d@xte] ¥ =
256Hz ME% F3<7, 0.5~50H29] 453} HE (band—
pass filter), 12—bit ADW ko] olal HFEZ A=t
HE g F 459 oA D=5 (mono—polar) Y2 0 Z
o= 5 0om, 10/20— A= X0l oJs)] ez
Fz, Cz, Pz, Oz Ao S5 F-2e10ch(™ 6). 7l

stmol] RASYC ALgE AFE

Azslelr] A8l 94 Lae £8 olgetel vl

G AFEE A

stol astelek et A S9N AZE GolE
[

=
oA d=Eo] Wl = i, meaiel & o

38 6. 10/20— =A™ SHY Aol 25 M=SHYX|

a9 72 AdEAE vehlaL, EEG, ECG, GSRE AE]
2 o] Euks Al Zh Aol gk 34 g7} gl
A5-9127)% (Free Answer) & 27152 313tk

¥

( Start ) [ |

Instruction &
Questionnaire

Main Experiment

Audio Stimulus

Y
Measurement of
EEG, ECG, GSR

|
L

Comfort Sensibility

Assessment
Measurement of T

Baseline EEG, ECG, GSR .
Free Answer

to the exposed noise

Allocation of EEG,
ECG, GSR electrodes

Satisfy criteria? Finish

Finish

[
o
~
[ad
ook
[}
al
>
oot

71N F#A Frte 7188 AT Jeon and Cho,
2005) oA AerE Fuzzy—weighted scoreZ o] 83+ 4
733 7} (Comfort Sensibility Assessment) 38 4 7
TS AREste] kst 1™ 82 Aot AHAIH
A ztolt}. Jeon and Cho (2005) ol 2JslA Alotel =74
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14 dE=2-X & KEABISZ
BARGelN -2 A9, 2 -olek Aol gt 9F 715 AvelA] AXDelel W} At) alpha T Frieo]

o7 7} sk
B AEAS 1 Bl 858 YA EEE F
atol 2 AR (F =3, 2ol 2ke) ol thsto] A 3t
ddol= e grow A(2) ¢} o] At & & gtk

Ao BRAE AN 9B PHoR
==

Z‘wqﬁl

LI

Fursy-weighted score > Mapping ——> Index

elifi(e ::'.’;’

,)/

Cfiec, —>  Fuzzification —»

a8 8. AWHZIEIH HxHJeon and Cho, 2005)

Sp; :élwiF(pi), Sp :i12227wl-F(al-) (1)
Where,i =i ®1# /937185 = 1...12)
Fp;) =i A 73587 ] gk M54
FA-EANAY, i=1...6)
Fa) = i A A7) ok 7ol
(Fd—olextd, i = 7...12)

wi = AR ol @ AR
$pi = -2 Aol @ SRR
Sa; =7} —o)gk 2o et T A5

o) AZHAGFE] £5TFE AL A AN B
4@ < Fa

a —Zwlal ,

b = Zwlbl , C= ZWZCI (2)
1

322 A 2: 1/f HSE|S0| et YEAUXIHE 7} 2

HZdof| Xl g

ek 2: AAATAA AT Dl Aoted e
AlHA o

(o 7

174

N

= 7% 7
1 318 Ageltl, A% 19 BRG 24 A3}, 75 5
FOAE LA kR, A B2k 9 ARy

oo ot o ;é r
an

M ofX

Fe|H o= a7t HH 17 19 X}:‘ HH S Fdsst
(ERP) 549 Ao RE ARSI, " P AR
(FxE, g A5 5 AT oE ARSIl &
W SHERP) 78S 23] AA olFoiglad], 14 S
AP A= (Warnlng stimuli) & & ¥ A= (target stimuli) ol
g ARAN TS e AY, =, Ui Heels 37
b0l o] %o Xﬂ"]ﬂl—f A AlZEAS ) Ojgh A B A|A o
5 gRlsk= Adoltt 22k 5748 Oddball paradigm<
T/38te] P3(or P300) & &0 ZH Hxa=l tst <l
Ao g Fhkeli= Ado|rt
12} 3 3HERP) S8 1407 AR AAASS ©]
310y 15 19 A2 AR (warning stimuli) o4 A3
EojA)= F Rl TUe A7 F3A (target stimul) = Al
Aleh= valid trial®} 7} AR5 (warning stimuli) 14
A FE oA = JHe} X8| ke AlZF H3EA (target
stimull) & A|A3= invalid trialS TAdske] A3kt
Valid trial?} invalid trialolA Y2 22 3H(ERP) gl 2
Z (amplitude) ¥ ZA17] (atency) ol T3t FaF HAES
0}931‘3}. o5 %35t APHdA= (warning stimuli) o] &34}
= (target stimuli) ol gt JRAA|ARZ I 5 i}
(Dunchin, E. et al., 1986). 1% 9+ 12 23 =79
TAE ARl WE A=A A 2 A e EFo|Th

12413
(Target stimlus)

RIS

(Warning stimulus)

5sec 1sec |1sec

a8 9. 1&F REL|oHERP) AF

22} F4ke HERP) 42 Oddball #2the] (paradigm)
of we} Adsth 80:202 W& ® EFAF (standard

stimuli) ¥ E3EA=F (target stimuli) & B]&S w3, 72 =}
START END
150 sweep
1 sweep(2 sec.) ]
On-set Off-set On-set  Offset
S5 min

712 10. Oddball paradigm 74
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e 749) A2 ANHJTHLH 10).
A% 1604 Hx} Hrle e QYT 69 WP

o

q} Yow % 19 3 7 A= HElE A7 537 AAS

5 7 A AHAE S BRAS R st ol ARl
e AR S BEATOR AP ARSIty 1D,

Ol A E]

‘éc“.t:f g2z wzx=

ERE HIYE T3 eretesy

5 min S min 1 min 5 min
8 11, 2x [RLULTHERP)HE Z2EZ

4. A7AL}

41 A8 1: 1/t HEEIE S0l ek Z2dEot

F

4.1.1 EEG "7}

A 19 79, EEG #7FlA = FFT (fast fourier trans—

formation) & &3l ¥3}e] F34= 9 =, theta(4~8Hz),

alpha(8~13Hz), beta(13~30Hz) tf<le] At) z}g] A=

E#] (relative power spectrum) = 78l tH2] 3, 4, 5).

ower of 6
Relative 6 = P / 3
(power of 8+ power of a+ powerof [)
owerof o
Relative o = P 7 (4)

(powerof @+ powerof a+ powerof [)

Relative f = poweref f (5)

(powerof 6+ powerof a+ powerof p)

g, 1840 vlole o] Wel =2 Zolv] $1ste] 7} Fut
S olle] ke o AEl (PR A o) Fake gt

3}(normalize) 3+ th (Hwang, M—C. et al., 1997; Kim,
J=Y. et al.,? 2003) (4] 6).
P - P,
-1
NS (normalized sensibility) L v= (6)
Fij-1

oA7)oA P ¢ AFER i= delta, theta, alpha,
beta, j= A= Abe), j—18 A=2S AA] W] Ao kg A
B (A= A & 2u]gich, A% E 2 A=l thsk NS %

< 73 Sl st dhExtole tiste] vlmetgicy 13
12+ 99 AFEY B4 oE YeEhgy, 42 Telescan
(Ver. 2.8, Laxtha Inc.) L2 135 o] 433t}

lxn

I|:‘-IIJ.I..l.'liju‘ll-.jLI...JL._._. S U

10 48
" U-mu
[ IH E T N P S —
vwlﬂLJHIJ.Lluu.u.u_._._. L
IHW

ol 0

J8 12, MHEE o AHE

=

& (power spectrum) =4 Z119| of

4.1.1.1 2% 1 A=rel st 43

2% 1 Al gk EEG &3 9 4 Aotk (2¥
13). 1/f %8S 9l ¥ EEG A& (theta, alpha, beta)
o] Al 9] AHER ko] WskE UERdt) theta Je}
A 2AE Fz, Cz, Pz, Oz)°l thste] 9HA L}
e @Mﬁg I QA (2 13, 14), betayte] ¢ &43}
B AEde g1 4 th(a™ 15). ARk 1/f WisE
5438/ U8 15 BAR foa= UrEMXl Ak

(p>0.05). 18 13-21914 ()Y #2 FA= A
Qg ZdEI (] 6) e BlE) Al =k AFEH] AA4s RS

ofmsiA

electrode site

Cz
0.00

-0.05
-0.10

015 01/10

m1/f1
o 1/f2

[%
2 —0.20

025

030 F-------
035 -

—0.40 |

-0.45

3 13. 1/f HE2ls0 TE Thetaltel H3HIE 1)
4.1.1.2 15 2 A= gisk 43
5% 2 A=) tid EEG 5% 9 #24] Asjo|t), 1%
1 A=e] A}l mpx A2 theta 39} alpha 7] 7
A Aol diste] @A vUebdE G0 ¢ Ju(aH 16
17), betad}e] A @AslE= AL A3 5= Qi)
(19 18). =3 1/f HEsds 78

(/0 15, 1) EA
How folaks YRR $33kth(p>0.05).



16 d8S-x KEABISE
electrode site electrode site
Cz Pz Pz Oz
0.00
-0.05 F-
-0.10 F - - 8
-0.15 . o1/ 0 1/f0
" -0.20 [ = 1/f
2 025 F-1 o1/ o1/t
—0.30
035 F---—- - M-
-0.40 -0.20
-0.45 |
—0.50 -0.25
38 14, 1/f HES2|S0| 2 Alphamte] H3H1E 1) J8 17. 1/f HS2| S0l Mg Alphamte] H3H1E 2)
0.40 0.30
085 F-— s - - ———- - - - -
0.30
0.25 o1/ g1/
2 o0.20 m 1/ 2 - B - m 1/
015 @ 1/f2 o1/t
0.10 - - - - -
0.05 o o B
0.00
Cz Pz Oz Cz Pz Oz
electrode site electrode site
a8 15. 1/f HSE|S0l O Betall?l HaH(AE 1) a8 18. 1/f HSES0 OE Betalte| HaHAE 2)
electrode site "
electro site
0.00 Cz Pz Oz
0.00 f
—0.05
-0.05
-0.10
1/f0
Y o = 1/ .10
o1/f2 0 m1/f
-0.20 2 015 4 F--=1 --——1
-0.25 —0.20
—0.30 025 F-——---—-1 F-—-1
-0.35 —0.30
J# 16. 1/f HE2lS0ll e Thetalte] HIHAE 2) a8 19. 1/f HE2lS0l e Thetalte] HEHIE 3)
= 2= 3k 5
4.1.1.3 T35 3 A=l gk A3 412 =X FRZIMT T}

I% 3 A=l tig EEG 5% 9 24 Aoty 2%
1, 2 A== 24 theta, alpha oA A= 5348 (pure
tone, 1/f') B0 Fa7F UEREaL(p<0.05), 53]
alpha €] 729, 1/f MEe5 A=l tato] S7h== 43
< Holx ItH(1¥ 20).

ARFo7 15 1, 2, 3 F, 715 34 theta, alphayt
of digte] A= #El 7+ {27 AolE HJow, tE A
= 73 3§94 2ol7t vERA 28kt (0=0.05).

3% 32 HAFH 7R EE o] gk F
t}. Jeon and Cho (2005) ¢l oJsfiA] #| 37}
23 9 Zwm g9 Fato] FH4 J7HE Atk a5
2 A=l 2 —ol ¢ (activated—deactivated) xFlel of
sto] Zp= | 3+ {RpPF vEst e, O 3ol4 Ak
= %} ;—= (pleasant—unpleasant) 2Feloll thgh 22}
7F YEFETHGE 3).

4% A=) gisk At 47 s

o
) <

o
o

ol
= o

79

2]



H05%, HA%, 2006. 11.30 1/f HERIS S42 JIXls 20| H=2H0) DIXls D& 17
electro site electro site
Fz Cz Pz Oz Fz Cz Pz Oz
0.30 0.35
0.25 0.30
0.20 0.25
0O Pure t 0O Pure t
= 0.10 = 0.15
0.05 0.10
0.00 0.05
-0.05 0.00
3" 20. 1/f HESE|S0l e Alphalte] H3H(E 3) a8 21. 1/f HEels0l e Betalle| HsHIE 3)
H 3. LY HotZEg 0|88 F&A HIF ZA3H(+p<0.05)
A2 e PEE R A= sE W EER
A Far ] p—value
A B A B A B
f i 4.1429 2.5714 0.6900 053452 0.000°
2 7g—ol gk it /¢ 2.5714 1.2857 0.5345 0.48759 0.001°
f /¢ 4.1429 1.2857 0.6900 0.48795 0.000"
3 -2 pure tone it 2.2857 3.1429 0.4879 0.69007 0.020°
E 4. X500 ot Aedd 71§ 2 Agers Ayolt}, Holst M2 15 1o thste] 2= 98l 1+ A
08 A2 aE 2e A Ay B R e theta, alpha, beta®e] oA/}t QolFele ek (T1H
p—— 13, 14, 15), o]F =¥ A28(3%) 9 e #2(3%) o]zt
e A g TSR T A8 1F el A HEle] BAglo] BEG
1 _ - - - -
/ e e o] At alphast @] BAXOZ I3 2] (5<0.05)
o 7} et doltk ol 1/f MEeE dElel] e 9%
1 i 2}3—_1 3—% yspsit ) BoF ASE Q4ka AAE YRS Ju|glehs 3gelA
2] s Uehhs A8 290 Qzke] A1 74e) urt 2 JFL
=3 1g] = 7 Uths As Arkehs AoR X7 Q]le] QJgfoly-
= 2 Al< ] N N N
S I S o viat F7HIE (1 28 Pl PEsi,
g &5
Bt Alsl o HEg st HEOIX|SHE
. S5 e Jeliedi 42 A 1/f|_._o |SX=0ll CHet HEQIXIHE 7}
v 08 9e. Aol 3 2ol mlIxls I
Sola}
9 X : l‘i—i%‘]ﬁr AY 2 2 IH(ERP) & ©]8-35t] @A (cue) ol &3l
Vi 4 ! A AFSE ARAAZEL 1 BEeE AHe 593} n)s)
HA7gel Bt B JIS 7138 Flolehs ME HS5Et
0 2|53t _ _ -
ve e pegg 2 7] 918 Agolth, ¥ 5 7 HH 5 24 ERP compo-
CICRN A glek nent) ol tisk ZA)7] 94 (Latency Window)-& LERITE
AL 7174V401E} 12 fe a3 (ERP) S8 3 #A1E A ZA=E o
pure tone A2zl w5} 2
3 - A 431o] 15 19 A7 APdA= - (warning stimuli) 914 #&-
Uit el gg;};} 1 Holx= A9l £AF Az} EEA (target stimul) <
AAISFE valid trial®} 2t APAA= (warning stimuli) ©l14]




18 HES- & & REABISE
A% S sk s e A S arger A e

T/d3te] ATt
valid trial?} invalid trial& Q9102 s}o] {3k} Ho]E]
9] 1% (amplitude) Z} A7) (latency) o] tish L At
4 (one—way ANOVA)-Z 3I3it). o]F GSsto] APdA=
(warning stimuli) & =32} (target stimuli) of thst 1
AreIF-E #Fe 4= Itk (Dunchin, E. et al., 1986).

stimuli) & AA3F= invalid trialS

B 5. 2t ERP componentOf| CH$t Latency Window

ERP component Latency window

P1(P100) 50~150
N1(N100) 100~200
P2(P200) 150~200
N2 (N200) 250~300
P3(P300) 250~450

6, 72 13 254 Fol] =E2E A= $]’
£ %1% (amplitude) % 47| (latency) 2] B+ 2

i ttl
m
N2

22} i 9}=7g2 Oddball e tH) (paradigm) & 73
stof P3(or P300)& EFH-5 Ao wH Hxa=

gist QIxjeif-E deksh= Aotk AAAF (FE, gHL
5 ol 8709 71EF AFAS & ¥AF= (target stimuli) 2}

#7A= (standard stimuli) 9] 20:802] H]&= A|A|&ko] Z}
A=l fr ks S48t 19 22 Oddball et

Qe Fal ZHE AW 19 A fulst e b
wiel.
P3(P300)¥)210] ZHo) -2 Avtks}] Slste] 3@} 2

2 A Ade)] digt Farste fd9 943 (global ERP) &
T3l E ¥R (target stimuli) ¥ A= (standard sti—
muld) 7Fe] #3E vl 2 A7, 69 F 18E AL 5
Ho HPARRE P37t gds] EHNSS ERIE F
glet 1% 23t @zt 1, 29 A Aol st Hshe
O 989E YERdth

o= FA} 1/f MBS A (/P /1, 1/ A=
B3 e AAASE vw A FgetA AEsIth

om & ol 1/f Wiwels Ab=ol sty ov)st g+

rlr mlo

H 6. M= X0 T2 TE(amplitude)o B L EZEHXHuV)
P1 N1 P2 N2 P3
Electro site  Trial

Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D Mean S.D. Mean  S.D.

By Valid 0.7 0.9 -1.2 1.5 2.7 3.1 -0.9 1.7 3.9 4.5
Invalid 0.4 1.1 -1.6 1.7 1.1 2.4 -1.2 2.1 2.0 2.8

Valid 2.2 2.8 -0.7 1.1 4.5 4.8 -0.1 1.1 5.1 3.8

c Invalid 1.8 1.4 -0.7 1.3 3.8 2.6 -0.4 1.8 4.1 3.2
Valid 4.7 2.7 -3.9 4.8 5.4 3.8 -0.2 1.8 7.7 3.8

v Invalid 3.5 3.1 —4.2 5.3 3.8 3.9 -0.1 2.1 4.7 3.4
Oy Valid 4.9 2.8 -5.4 5.8 2.3 4.1 -0.4 3.4 3.5 3.6
Invalid 4.1 3.0 -5.5 5.1 2.5 4.7 -1.9 3.8 3.1 2.7

H 7. M5 A0 T2 FM7|(latency) o] B X EFEHAHmMS)
P1 N1 P2 N2 P3
Electro site  Trial

Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean  S.D.

By Valid 1011 232 143.3 19.7 167.3 18.8 2521 249 259.5 204
Invalid 102.8 221 145.7 19.8 167.5 19.9 253.1 231 259.7 229

Valid 1075 223 150.2 19.9 172.2 23.1 258.9 16.8 2734 282

c Invalid 112.3  23.6 154.5 20.8 178.4 24.9 260.3  14.7 2771 267
- Valid 108.8  17.7 168.9 19.8 182.8 21.9 267.8 195 2822  20.3
Invalid 1134 16.8 169.1 22.3 184.5 21.6 267.9 215 2854 225

Oy Valid 1184 123 187.7 20.1 190.2 14.4 2771 221 298.9  19.6
Invalid 119.7 132 188.2 22.1 192.4 14.6 281.2 247 302.3 164
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(L] EL E1] a0 500 &00 700 Q00

Time (ms)

J8 22, HEE KLU I 1)

10,00 ==

.00 T Target stimuli

----------- Standard stimuli

B.00 =+

400 ==

2,00 1+

o — Y e NS
e RN ‘\ 7
il “Tpoo |7 4
\ ';
N
-2.00 T

-4.00 ==

10,00 ==

Target stimuli
——————————— Standard stimuli

800 T

B.00 =

4.00 =

2.00

-2.00 T

-4.00 =

J8 23. ® Ao thet Bzt

et oh oh (T "Rk, 2)

Q1A% Ago] Y9e-S Lekick

5

o

o
kJ
g

—

B Qs 1D wEeEd gk ARty g
2t37} 3k 713247 EA, 1/f ¥ 3

AZ)E AT ALAE FH5] A=Y
nASIA SRk o1F Aste] AAE 1t S
o e Fud - Aeld Y1E Balel Ut WEe

(
)

2 m
W ot

_Y‘_L

o & 1o
all g 1T

o
oJU e N

[P

%H iol—p}

AEA=0R 1/f HEdssS8Es 7He &5 243 3
of whet 3aFoR FRIAPAEU, I1F 1, 204= 117
/£ 1/£2 A= A€, 183 1% 394 42 (pure tone),
/' A= sho® ARk a8 1 A5 A9E 1/ W
FTEF dES sk HORE Y RAF 0T AL
= otk BE Age] ddEE 'l FE (filter) &
AHgsto] Fakgrel] dish 2= HHS vkEo] AMESHAl H 3,
919]& © Z white noise (1/f°), pink noise (1/f'), brown
noise (1/f9) 2 A4ab7] 918 Wil o g Algdrt o] A$=
ofe] F5e] wdel e HEgs dE Ao|rt AL
ZX QTEAE Ao 4t 2 5SS ATE S

A E 2 el olgA wEeld TF 1 AT g
A UL, VE VP RERE R 2 zke) e -
B} At Apolrk EASRNE Bk Skick 16
2 A=E P, UL 1P A%EE dde ol gste] fohe
o] AT S gtk ol IE 1 Ak e Fuks
(o) S W71 EI) & Sl A g3t

HobE Wk Zlolrh 71—’&4 OHLEOM Ut AEeEs ot
& AR O AFES Hussly, 1/f WEEEeR
AH8-o Fote] & P—g d%—t‘f} | 10}0:1 i WEE heiel
712 %‘2%—% AMLEITHY B33 gl oL} o5 e

Setelre U, UL, 1/ Wgels ddo] E4%of vt
& o guEy, FAYOR ofudt ars WEHES
= A=Al oet Gur pasict web 2 dgelA
= T BoD o M= (EH) E 4 WEeE |

o7 PAE (LS AFog AMgste] 1/f WEYE &
ool Tt <1zke] A4 - F34 HrhE Uit sl
I8 3 (2L F357) sl 528 (pure tone) ol Q193]

o7 1/ff WsgEoR Jlaele] e Solth JhaE 1/f
HEEE A2 ag s vt v@arEe] Al del
A AzEE A WE wu heE U HEds A

9 g el glojA Aot glgler, 7ol avE
A Fal vlasl] 2okt

)
A9 12 % 1, 2, 3 Al tiste] ¥Ake] EEG 9
o] that At 39 AFEH (relative power spectrum)
A9 F=3E 7L o] Fo] Fth o714, A k= 7]
Z£9] ¥ (Jeon and Cho, 2005) oA Agke HA 71545
(Fuzzy —weighted score) & ©]-€-3 273357 4 =}
FAN7IFE AAEITE AR 02, EEG 2404 A
theta, alpha, betad}o] Ed&ol tjsto] 23t 2fol&
B AL I8 3 A9 theta, alpha E3 oA qk UEk
wor, IF 1, 2 A= Y & ele FxF EAEHA
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StH0=0.05). &, 1/f He25 e A58 o]83to] 4
gstE A 7|9 ATEolA UElEE AiEe] &
AT = APA o2 YePA] ¢kt Jin—Hun Sohn et
al., 1998; Hyejun Park et al., 2005). 7]1&2] &A7tol|A A}
29 1/f i%gE Heo] IF 1 £& 2 A= 9™ 9
ke 7Pggiohd, 2 e AgFor TEE QX
221 (cognitive factors)©] /HLERNS 7T viAIE
Aoz Azt 53], 18 29 1/f AsEE =Y
A, dutd o 1/f WFeE ooke] Aol gzt
A2 Fdshs Bow deiA 9, oleldh Wk
o alpha®] Jtl4] F7Hs 7HE 3oz 7Igistel o),
o) AolE HolA&= goith AT, A HrIRES
ol g3 FA Frlol 7 —olek Aol st 11, 1/,
/2 MEYE A A= HE 7 97 2Folrh A (<
0.05)3k3 0, o7t EA18HA] 248k Russell?] 74
A F F -2 Ao vwsl dehd, HEEs e
=otA ol glojA Tt ZHA—o]eke] -ge TZFo]
= T eE guEith olEgk Aeld 2 —o)ek Al
st Hrbe AHEAIEA RES-S A EA Frhd Bt 1A
2l Axprt gld Row dddnh I1F 39 Ao,
AE U A= alpha 39 A9, 1/f ®sds A=l
sto] F7kE= s UERGlen, F33 J7F A
.

Ao, A FrE oM s -3 2ol f2
o

4 yE 18 4y ok

olo

[0 Jo

L

£ 8

2 2101 (p<0.05) 7 VFeRRtaL, AHFRVE7 15 B A dNke, A
FroME B 1/ AEels A fdehs 2w
e 58], A 19 A3k B4 F, 28 19 A3l o]
& Sele 1w @ 5 A, U, UL 1/F s

& EEG g7ksh 594 g7kelA f-o2] o]
spgkot, AR Astel webd] AR 5
B 22 Aloe Fxne A 2E eve
TFOR Lpre] BAs) B Az A5 el wAg

il
¢

o] alpha¥}9] F2]2 o] (p<0.05) 7} E&FH A= Holth
ol 1/f Wizdls el &3t 3 wof A=5 A5k
AR FRE gulglsh= HA A vER= 1714 291
o] ATt HX Y| By F JEFE F 5 vk FS Al
ARBHE o2 o)E AIF oz AF3] Slsle] <xF o
Q19] JFolfol tigt F7HIR (HE 2)& /38Kt
A8 2% 229 I ERP) Aol @8 FH3ith 14
U IS5 ANY WAEE AGREE ol gske] F4
APAARE (warning stimuli) o4 A Hox]&= R} 5
3k A7 B ¥ A} (target stimuli) & AA|SH= valid trial¥}
A7 APAA= (warning stimuli) @A A& HojX]= J R}
AX|EHA| o= AZF HEAT (target stimuli) & AABH=
invalid trial& 7-J8te] A@8At}. Dunchin(1986) ] €]
s, o]& F3te] APdA (warning stimuli) 9] H ¥4

(target stimuli) ol 3t ARAA S AA3 5=t
SFictk 24 frk 94572 Oddball W2tk (paradigm) &
TAst] P3(or P300) & &5 Aoz Hxxt
ol digk QIAolF-5 Adsh= Aoty HxA=& Q14
kA ZshA =w, P3o] WAskA] eki=th(Hantz, E.C., et al.,
1992). 12+ 3574 A3, ARFACR invalid trial?
valid trial®] AJ8jel wpebs 212 (amplitude) o4+ P1, P2,
P3, &A7] (atency) ol A= N2, P3| 2]t Zfo]& 1
ATH(<0.05). ol ARA}Fl 2aiA] FxA=el st 3
B7F AAEH S FIgh Aolvk g invalid trialolA
A7) (latency) 7} A= @7do] vels=d], ol= Q1xke] <1
A EAT HolA e JRAEZ IAGAY FE vEs
ok 5= 9l A¥o|th(Abrams, R. A. and DoBkin, R. S.,
1994). olgfst FFE Ao w AMEE AlZA=e o
sk ¥ AR A2 gl 5751 (occipital lobe; Oz) olA
Eodl AEE Btk 2aF a9y 2, 659 9¥
A4 %, 5o yEARYE P37 g3 dEE S
g QT ol 1/f WEEs A=l diste] ovlsgt 3
AE B AAF ZLo] NS HERITH

P1, N1¥} 22 x7] 2452 A&, A7, F7F 59 %
= ¥ (modality) o] w2} 54& Hole a4z o4
A Qe 2 Arelld AlZAk=o] AREE IO PR P13t N1
] Occipital Gl = A7 FAdA ] A7t AR A
W& ke 2o KW= Zlo] et (Mangun, G.
R., 1997; Sung ho Han et al., 2004). dwtzd oz 77+ o
2 AXA A B Fask A= 287 540
ot PIS W= AoR deA Stk P2 4y A=
9] oA FEoluf AlZE g o] AEsE Fate] st Az
o} ¥o] Q= Ao 4¥A Stk(Cho. A, 1990). 53],
Frontal 92| 922 Posterior Gl A1z FEI} 2
¥ o] GAEA T TARAZRI AlaL S Tl
THCho. A., 1990; John, E. R., 1990; Oka, S. et al., 2001).
N2& kAo Rk AzZkS QNS AR T2
st Ay B-lE AoR d#A Qi) 53], N29| X%
S A=) BA 2 e AXE AT A (tem—
plate) 78] EYX|el| WgsHA Hhgeh= Alo® delA Q)
t}(Fabiani, M. et al., 2000; Sung Ho Han et al., 2004).
P3& IEA} 540 E AT & 71&9S W, &
o] A Fof oF 300mselx] S o]F= Ad o s
& A ot HIS =52 REE Atoloa ]
Rt 7|tiekA] o2 Ap=o] 1 WHE SRl WEE Yo
= AT Zo], duiz ez AFo] AVsAY HEk AY
o], P37} @Aty 7822 P3E 7hEAee- M3l it
-5 (orienting response; OR) 3} W3 Adto] Qlom =}
ol F2& 7]&ol= Zlo] Fasit) P37} AR o® HIE
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F7F AL Aol gk SRS ek Ao)7] Wil HEA
© 7 Odd—ball #{t}e] (Odd—ball paradigm)= AHg-3}o
3& o]&o] Wit} o] WA A8 F EFA} (standard
Stlmuh)&% 2 E 2} (target stimuli) < 22 80% 2+ 20%,
=2 70%2 30%2] EFHER AAHEC AutH oz P3EE
< HxAel A E T, B Z}:Loﬂfﬂ—t— g 2R ] e
I3 P3E BRASE TEYE welnt 2
EXASE oA Kahd, &
g A TS A :0‘} P37} A3k
E.C,etal, 1992). ¥ A7 22} §-3=IH(ERP) A3 of|A]
O] F @A ESRE P37P A E Q2 AT o2 A}
S AlAASl 9k QIA A Ago] UFE FRIs A

oley.

Odd—ball =jz{tielel] 9

6. 4

ru

AT J7 U EseE qEe e g
o Al vAE gl o AR ARS 9%
Fol theat e A Uk

A, 1/f Heds Hes 7He A= & st
o EEG w42 94 135897k Aldskalth desow
e ATEI W) AHow F2AH 1 WEeEed)
o] A FAAAel S nFtuE B 5 9ttt
59 ZJ%r(% o)) Bl =Y (@5 E $498 ol8d

r& )

1/t ¥ =@hs AT A, o1k 7 A4
of gk fv)ﬂ} 7t g —olek 44 Apdel digk A
4 AEE % BaE ECG, GSRE 53k A8
whgol thgh A3ds B4 Foto] BHop AR o R gl
g gls Aotk

A, 1/f WEes delEch= A=l oisk 1A4 Qlo]
FAD el FEFE 7t JE G0 At

ol 1/f WiEdls HHYo®z Qlsle] 17ke] HAAdS
fEskar SIS

ol dish vkgolt}y. &, AAIIS skl oA
1/f Wsels ddo] A3l ddolep|ioks FHAL
L7)E AAEST A XA @]lo] AH Aol Kk
T 9EFS rRgE Holtt
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