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An Analysis on the Change in ERP caused from
watching Fear of Crime Video contents

Yong-Woo KimT, Hang-Bong Kang”

ABSTRACT

Even though there are many studies on emotion recognition using EEG, there is a few research on
specific emotion recognition in detail. In this paper, we construct test videos and conduct
congruent-incongruent test for analysis on fear of crime. We compared the differences of event-related
potential of subjects before and after watching the video using the congruent-incongruent test and
analyzed the fear that subject perceived. Our results demonstrate that subjects showed lower amplitudes
for unexpected stimuli in the PZ, POZ, and OZ electrodes of the occipital lobe, which process visual stimuli.
These results indicate that the perception of subject is slower for unexpected objects.
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Fig. 4. Experiment image.
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