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Abstract

The correlation of time-series change between the attention degree and brain activity
has not been clarified. In order to quantify the attentional function, we examined the
similarity between reaction time (RT) to visual and auditory stimuli and the cerebral blood
flow changes (CBF) by fNIRS (functional Near-Infrared Spectroscopy). The extracted
data of 19 subjects performing audiovisual GO/NOGO task for 10 minutes were analyzed
using dynamic time warping (DTW). In the brain regions of higher similarity with RT,
we discovered suitable window size to observe the changes of attention degree. Then, it
is suggested that more fitted index to evaluate attention is the auditory RT than visual
RT. Because the attention resource to visual stimuli with more information is stably and

sustainably allocated.
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1 iR

FEREX, b MEELRRA, TEE2T5 -0 E 2> TEIKEETH Y, HE%E
Fifi 42 Z L IZMIBICHIN 2 KT 272D IERICEETH 5. @BEHTEICIE R4
BRI TON, FEVEREFRTH VARADRS A>T 322 TOFHRICERZMIT S Z
LIFTERVWI LY, FEEAHETT AR IR RN ICRIZE L THA T B “ performance
decrement ” % “ time-on-task I " 2 EHWE XN T WS 20, 2 s OEMAHER & &
D, BEEEZMHULD S OHTC BB FEELH QSR S K 2 HBAEML TWS
ZENMELE>TWAS., T I T FOERBRBIZEDE R ERERPBETDH
HEFEADL. AT, FEEEEOERMIIED, AEREICESba—c T —DF
IEREER RO EIZENL DY AT LADORFEZHIET.

ERREOERLD 7201, [TE)L )L DR & R L~V DIEFROBFRME 2 B S M
T5IeailAD. THZED, FEILVNVOERREEZHAWS Z ek, ERREEZERL
T BB LRI AT AT REIC 72 5 & & 2 5. fMRI(functional magnetic resonance imaging)
W EITHRICEWNT, G FEIENER A AT O M 22k £ 78 L ~)L DR
FEUZHOMED D 2 Z L RMEINTVWS 20, UL, BEESVDOELERKRGIEL L
UTHET L TWaB eI A%<, F2HEEREISEWIERRZOREIZE 1 5SRO
ZAbE ERILTE 2 0HS TR,

Z ZTARETIE, GO/NOGO task 125 W THITRRIFR & BER P 2 FH O 72 BR 0 i 1 i 22
fb& SGHiE (Reaction Time:RT) O REARMEIZ D WTHGETT 5.

AREORER Z LA IR, B2 ETMHRMNE 7y 7)) > 7 L INIRS (functional Near-
Infrared Spectroscopy) DFEEIZDNWTIRAR, 3 ETIHERBEREIZIOVWTHHEZITS. %
LT 4TI, EEEECBT 208 )L OFEE e MARH L~V OEEOR RS 7 —
X OBLMEDOME 21T 5. BRBITH S HET, AMOMGIZH T 25wz N5.



2 fNIRS(functional Near-Infrared Spectroscopy)
2.1 #HEMEAHAYTIVT

fNIRS (functional Near-Infrared Spectroscopy) ¥ fMRI (functional magnetic resonance
imaging), PET (positron emission tomography) , SPECT (single photon emission to-
mography) 72 &2 & 2T - MR EHEE TN, TROMREMEEE T 52, £
DOIHENZ LI U TR O MR &P MEES T 5] WS HFELFRE U, MRt
DIEE) % MEERIZEHT 25D THB V. DF 0 INIIFKIZ O WTDINBERES X — Y v 2k
&, ORGSR L T S BIRENTHE L S MGER D22 flE$ 5 Z & TGS
REOABDTETHY, MRMIIEE & BEERKISE VWS ZD0ERE KT 2 7.

IMABER B I3AEELD A 71 = X L% /v U THREHIIEIC K 2 MRBEHE L D BBERIZEL 5. £
D=, Fig. 2.1 TR T & 512, HIFRIRIZ B 1T 5 IERE O MERGEE OB, Bkt
~NEZ B E Y (Deoxy-Hb) 234 U, BMIMEIZHEWTIEBAIAEZ DL Y (Oxy-Hb) 23
BINd 5. Z0& S e MIrE s & IMEER S OBIRZ, MRIE D Y 7 T EIEER,

MIEARIZ 3 1T 5 Deoxy-Hb DZALZEHIE 25 DAY fMRI @ BOLD (blood oxygen level
dependent) {5 TH b, KINEETHU 3 BMIMEIZEH T2 Oxy-Hb DL EHF L7
T—REUTEHIT 2DAINIRS THD. £DT — RITKMLEDIEBPIRIEZE KIS 2 &
Erons®.

THPEF ® deoxy-Hb
EMMME e oxy-Hb
® - [ERESE
HBAR / \_HHARAR
oo e e e
— ® /
/ =\
MERERIRN MEREREZIEHN
EHME EHMmE
/@ ® \ /e \
HREH AR ﬁ : HARFAT HBHAR : : HRPAR
e @ ® o ® o e o ° e o
o A g S
® o ® o ® o [§ © 7]
—_— ® o » \_e /
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2.2 fNIRS ORE

fNIRS (GEARAND JEEE) L1k, SERANE AW ZKEEE S A —Y v 7D —D2TH S
8.9, NESTE VAR MLVEHERET VAL b - R— LRI 10 T HOE, KN
BAREOMRIEENC LS NEZ n VU REZ LM EEZ FH T 5.

AR EE T 2R DOANEJ o e VBRICRENLZT DL, NEFBE VRN
AR MVIZHE> Tl s 238 RAEDORENZE(T 5. T LT, HDPEEDIEHIZEIE
BHZ IS S 7z & & DR IEZ DR IZIFAE T 2 IR E OIRE & 0@ (O
BE)IZHHIT 2 20D 52~ b - R—)L DRI (Beer-Lambert Law) 1010 % w5 Z
L2k b, BMA® Oxy-Hb & Deoxy-Hb DIEEZ{LZ KD B Z LN TE .

Fig. 2.2 1ZT/R3 & 512, INIRS TIXARMMEE TN, HELT HEDBUINA R T b IL &
ZBZEITEoTAET O VIREZLEZEHIIT 5. EREIAREELNBREARTH B 720,
ZTONKEFTET 5 Z LIEARURETH 205, AR Z IS U 72A1E D 5 3-4 [em] Bt 7z
METEFHHIT2 &, 82 [cm] FERZEELZE2MIBTEIENTES. ZOERIIFHEEK
DORMEBEDOHEITHY, BMADFHETIVEHANWEZYIab—a IZBWT, IR
MHIZ & D KN E 2@ LR ERIETEB e NRINT WS 12,

s e— 1M S mse
(Froan

/s

Fig. 2.2 {NIRS JEH ORI (H1F)

E 7 INIRS &, Z2IT, DOz NDOINOTES) % BB GHIIT & 57280, EFEX
BEORFIZEITBHRY L LTHHVWoNS. INIRS DK & T L iR 5.
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- TRBGIRBETHY, WELREL TEERNDEHFZHEN RN L.
— MO EREZ 0.1 [s| BEX TEIBETE, MERALOIFFE 2 MG T &

52 k.
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o JEFT
— WREIHE W5 720, ZEHIDAFREDY 1-3 [om] FEEE ARV Z &,
— FICRBMEEEZIESRE U, EROMEEXHETERNI &,

— RBoNDZT—ENANEIVLEVIBEOLMETH D, REOHIEIZRD 51
BN k.



3 BHRFEHREBREBRICHT 5ER
3.1 MR ERIER

BEEHIE, B2 S AN I N2YHEN OB HTH O, MIEOEMMLIC & > THiRk
EEEAICABEI NG, HEAMER I NTH S 55-70 [ms] TH—IXGHEICBES 5 13,
ZUT, H-RBEE»S, Bk, B, REERE L EOEMGORERRE, B
—IRGEE, IR, R, FHEEEAN & DR ORERRND 2 DIZKAITE 5.
A & R R, $53 % B B R & eS8,

BEREHIE, SWHEHOZ L THO, WEOABMIIC X > CTHRISBIEMICE S O
5. HHEEHE 0 BEENEL, FEOHRE N TH S 35-45 [ms] TH—IREEHE (2 23
95 18, BEREEIE RRISEEECAATY, FRIEICN U B ORE T B W& 5
R LR, FABEMESHERE LTy o=y T BRI NT WS, BRI &
5 FENE B2 BT 2 EMIGA OE W EH PR I BF IS L HERIT N TWBED, FF
LWZ &id o THEL.

Norretranders IZ &% &, & M DREFEREITIFA2 5 11.1 [Mbit/s] Z 82 2 WA A-
TETHY, ZDO>5BHEEIL 10 [Mbit/s], BEHIX 0.1 [Mbit/s] DEHREEZHD W, £z
Angelica 1%, BIZ AT TN B IEHELEMNT 2 & ATSEATEANEOEMEDP K E <5 LG
LT3 19, BB U AR R 1 IS A & N A EHEAH 100 f5TH b,
IR DIEROHERE 2D Z & CTHOTEMIRBIZR LD Z EEA6NDE. Ko THIAR
UMNBSREZ EHIIL Tz & U TH, BRI 2 IS Bk e & BRI 3 2 s
RO IR ZTO BEDVD .

3.2 ETEHKeE

R L BREDERANOEP LERETSBMETH D, TRTORABEREDORA L H 1
ABMHRETH B 110, HL RS LHEAHRLICE VT BT 5h, BUROREIHR
BFEOHNG DI TS HENZFOMAT -~ D—DTH 5.

Mirsky 512 &2 &, HEBEOEREY LT, BIN, Hih, Shofs s 38w, g
DY) F A, HEN, TEEOREOHFHE, BLUREEREADEREREVETSH, Kl
TRLUTO=DODOMREIZER I NS 1719

(1) Hsiin o B & RT3 Bhe GEIUE)
(2) A 5 IR U 7= BN~ VRS % MEFE 2 HERE (Rt

(3) VERE& 11T\ BRI 5 ZeR1z 400 )1 MO AR 2563 5 B (UK AE)



I o OFEDINEEEERAEIX (1) OZEIRMEATTHTHLE NI & MITHEE B, (2) OFRpelEA
FE L OPINEMRRAR & K, (3) OFIEBSEE D RIS ATE & AMIES 3 L ORTEE IR Az B 5
LTWa EHEMIENTNS 20, Uh LIEEDRIEE - RBHEEICEED <HFETIE, Hie
PEEHHEREIC B W T H R EIZ SO RTsEHEENMIE, LA & FERIC W72 5 BTSHEETS AMAl T
7 QIR AR CIENET 2 L MEINTVWE Y, 2S5 IIAMEEIZB\WT, Fig 3.1
WORI NN T 5.

Inferior Parietal

Prefrontal Lobuie
Cortex\
Superior

Temporal
Cortex

Left lateral Right lateral
Fig. 3.1 JEROHRED KN BR1EDBEIS (243w Y & b AfE)

VERR L MTEE O BAGRIE, RS OIL T O MR 5, MR T ORI B W TIERIC
FEHENTWS 319, U LRI I3 2R H 0 21617 EHMEHTH LI LD
BN REHS DL R o TWAVWHEO—DTH 5. AT TEROEER S HE
DIEBADOEH L EIREFTS 28| ZERLEHT 5.

3.3 EEEHH

AT, FEEORMEICEHT 2. HEZMF T NEHEEFIISVWTHLHE
AHRTH D, EREORMNZAITHT U THREKOE S, TEENEVLEH T 57-0TH 5.
F 7R ORH RN, EIRE R HIHBSBE T LA T Rl B 2 B AT TR 5 T &8
TE57-0, HREEREEBERICONT 2FEREOENVS LT VWEEZOoNS.

TEIL NV OEREEZFHET 2465 & U T, KIGKE (Reaction Time:RT) 23k /i < H
Woid, RT S IXERFICHERVPAISINTLOAKIGZ/RT £ TORMTH D, 4
IR TELNITE D IEREAWZ T 5. BALHER T Tml, HR20H
7, AN, IO, HIROHETER SRR Cfibn, MR, R SRERY
BeamnN 74—V ARIET B ENTES 2, BHBEICNT 2HEE S (RT) A
AR R DI AE VAT B Z & 1d “ performance decrement ” X “ time-on-task 815 7
LTS NG 7Y,

ARETIX, FTEIL X)L DFEIE L fRE# L NV O FEIEOBIRME 2B S 223 5 Z & 2k A
5. FUT KD, BEEREZR EDTE L NV DI EBNR T v r— N R WA Z &
<, ERIREE R U BB R A T REIC R 5 L F A S, BITMIRIZBEWT, Fig.
3. LITR U 721 ERSREB AL O i T B R 1T FEHTEVNEE R A ATEEIR I S W THE, INIMIRZE



L LIRS VORI S 5 Z L WG I TS 270,

FR O Z G 3@ & LT, Psychomotor Vigilance Task (PVT) X GO/NOGO
task R EDVL WS NT WS, PVTIZE T B EHHRHREIA /N AT8E A % &8 45 B sEsE
TEA v b7 —2 H time-on-task RIFIZ K E S HELTWB & LM% % GO/NOGO task
28T B RTERHRR AP A T SMUBTER AT E DT DI & 0 B IEMERREN T+ —< v
A& THT B LWELTWAHIES H 2 2. KEBRTIE, PVT &0 B EHE TR
FEFEPE N =D, HRNERETEREESVWDOEEAERN S L EZ 515 GO/NOGO
task 2 FEid 5.

PAED & SIT, HEEEREIZ DWW THRA R BT DN T WA D, EEOITE LN
IR L AL DL Z RERFNZ L2 & UTHE L TWBIFRIES RV, £ 2T, Kb
IRF ] & MR 28 b & DR RS E I E B U 7@t 247 5.



4 RIGBFE & B) IR DR R AR DIRES
4.1 B

BRI & BER RIS T 2 IEEE A VWO L T DMARIUZ D WT, KGR & i)
MFAEZACDORERIVEBME L SMETTH 2 2HNE T5. Tz kY, EEMKEEZEREL
U, FERIZEZ2a2a—< VT T —DOFIEREENEDR BITHRL DY AT LADORFIZE
NEEEZD. FRBREEERT 2REICDOVTUFIZRRS.

4.1.1 EREIE

RERERE % Fig. 4112587, G S ORAERH 194 (BrE9 4, KM104, 229 £
0.2 %) 12X UFEERZ1T 5. HERE TN U, AWFED HIPPEERNAE DS 217\, HIEE
EA GO/NOGO task #ZEfid 5. £ U TZOBEORBITH T 5 SOt & it 2t &
DT —REHFT 5.

Fig. 4.1 SEEERBE

R D 2R & RIGRFI DO FLE% 2 1%, Presentation ¥ 7 b (Neurobehavioral Systems, San
Francisco, CA) 2T 5. MIMIREADOHEITIZ, Y7 v F7JEEEA 10 He) TH S
116 F v >~ 2 )V @ INIRS ZE 2 AT, BIEEES, WiflsEss, SHIEES, ARIEEROmEI~E
ey (Oxy-Hb) IREZLEDOHEZ1T 5. ARFEBRITMHH U 72848513 Table 4.1 12787,
ETOFERIT, =i 23.8 (£1.7) [E], WA 43.0 (£47.5)[%] TI7 5.

Table 4.1 fdi B

e % A= i FH &

@RS El Digital Sound Meter AR814 | SMART SENSOR | &£ L ~)VDOHIE
J— N ar | PR73237TJRMW TOSHIBA R D BR

1Y R ATH-ANC23 audio-technica HDHh

fNIRS % & ETG-7100 HXYL AT« 3 QUM X (AE R




4.1.2 GO/NOGO task

P B 7R SRR AT CIE R DR E 2 FHIIT 5 Z L AT E 5720, AEFRTIXGO/NOGO
task Z H\ 5

GO/NOGO task & 1%, Fig. 4212R79 &2 12 2FHEDES (COES L NOGOES) %
BERL, HREOHEESVEFTAHETH S 2420, GORBELNERSINARKITHER
SKIBEU, NOGO EEMERINRHIIGEZIGHIT S Z & T, HEEEAVWDOZEIZLS
IS T RE R D R AE X0 5 i D IEfE & % B3 5.

Presentation of GO signal Presentation of NOGO signal
Enter key is pressed quickly. No key is pressed.
LLI LLLLL] EEEEENEEEREEEN
= I TTIT g
u I ‘ ‘\“\“‘\ Nuu. \
et w':\;{m‘ LIt ¢
=~ RT 'I Ti;e Ti;e

Fig. 42 GO/NOGO task

EAERTI, ﬁ%%ﬁ?ﬁﬁGOﬂ@GOmw&%“GOMWGOmw%ﬁﬁbf
FT 5. T kb, WEMELE K EREOEREEA VO —2H L v & v o 7RG
MKBVT%%TN§%.%ﬁMD,ﬁﬁ%EE WHMERZIKRTE2LE R 5.

FERBFHE T 0y 2 TS VERAL, Fig 4310m7T L5102, VA MKH%E 30 [s],
RA KM% 600 [s] £ T 5. HEEIIZAZKET, HE COES (“<O”) LR GO 15
5 (1000 [Hz]) 22N Z RIS L, HE NOGO E%5 (“07) LHi% NOGO /25 (1100 [Hz)
TKRISZWET 5. VA MKRETIE, E=X—@@hRo “O” 27FEHL, 1V EY»56H
1% 1000 [Hz] DEREEEZHE, XA ZKBHORISEMELZX Y TEEEZ{TS.

TS()[su-lN 600[sec] ole 30[.««:]>
Rest Tianal s / - J o Rest
e ‘ Visual and Auditory GO/NOGO Task ‘ e b
. Time
GO &% REVERT NOGO §% RIGEMHIT S
J J
I - B
1000 (Hz) 1100 [Hz) X
\ 4 \4

Fig. 4.3 FEER&KET
ETOEFIF10253.0[s| DT VX LREMETO.5 [s| MERT 5. E7-EICRERD
RVINRMES ZHIR T 572012, 1 YRV D /A XF vy o7 —HEiE2HHT 5. b4
TOBERAEIZ, 60 [dB] DIEXKHE THAET 5.



4.2 WEIFIE

4.2.1 ®I0E

RT [a.u.]

o X)L (Reaction Time:RT)

AEEBRIZEB T2 RT 1, GO FEAEREINTH S HEREH Enter ¥— 2T FTD
& U, BRI N TV IS 20 IEE LTHWA. 100 [ms] ANIZ K
JBLTWEHD 2D L NOGO Mz KGR L DIFTS—2 L, T5 DD
RT IZDOWTHEHT 3. TUTHEEEAVWOEZBIET 572012, #EE Lo
TRIBUZN 9 % RT (RTv) & BESRIEUIZN S 2 RT (RTa) 2 2 Z 0 (4.1) 2 W
THYEMMT 5. TIERT OVHHE, o lZRT DAIETH 5.

(RT, — )
g
IR T — X L OFELMEE R T 2720, BERESVIEVIEE L 0 KMTEE
fLEIFIEINT 2 L WO REIED E, KINKHT — X DIEANS2KET 5. 51
AR b D I R RS R U C 0.1 [s] ORI TERE MR 247\, 10 [Hz] OBXILFT
TFT=ReY U TNH A X%ZEA25. TUTFig 44 1R T L2, BEELGVN
ED &S 2 EAR (Window size) TEALT 20 & MGEHd 5720, 24, 30, 36------120

[s] ® Window size THEIEIMIE %217 5.

flz) = (4.1)

O

Low data Moving Average 30 [s] Moving Average 48 [s]
1F 1F
— Auditory RT (RTa)
[ MAXa
0 o [T] MINa
[7] Elimination period
L 1 _1 L
0 5 10
Time [min]
Moving Average 72 [s] Moving Average 96 [s] Moving Average 120 [s]

Fig. 4.4 BEREAIEIZ AT 5 MSKHE 7 — Z 1259 %5 Window size D&\

10



o MMIMiEZ At (Cerebral blood flow changes:CBF)
fNIRS % F W CTlMIMFRZ Ak (Cerebral blood flow changes:CBF) &4 > 7'V v 7 &k
010 [Hz] TEHAIS 5. 55572 INIRS 7 — X (2 Low-pass filter (LPF) 1.0 [Hz] %
FAWTHRIANC & % 8 A2 IZBIRD W ERBKR S 2% T2 2. 2LTR (4.2) %
HWT, BERERTF v 2V DX A7 XKHEOKIMGGT — X O ZITS. z1d&
27 K[# D CBF F¥fE, 013 CBF 2#UETH 5.

(CBF, — )
g

f(@) = (4.2)

Z UTRT &[HBRIZ, 24, 30, 36------120 [s] ® Window size THEIESMILZ1TS.

o HEEAVDEL DKM
EEEAVDRLSXHETIE, KOTFEHRER LY MY -0 RLLEXOND.
Z D728, HREHEE BT N E T 21RO WK ARV X, SRR
B & TR 5 (T EE O & WK AR HE D 6 KEZ2EZEL, Ratzir>.

Fig. 4.5 129 & 512, BEFHMK (a) 1239 5 G (RTa) & BRI (v) 12392
ROSHHE (RTV) 128 WT, #RE 2 & 12w S RT OB WIXHE (MINa, MINv), &
£ RT O# WX (MAXa, MAXv), %7z RTa & RTv OHIOH/N & KO X[
(MAXsum, MINsum) #3k&® 5. ZULU T, MAXa, MAXv, MINa, MINv, MAXsum,
MINsum (ZxHi6 9 % K& R T — 2 2 S U, SOSIR & ) i s — & o
OB ZMGT 5. 0B, XRAZEBE?S 2.0 min] i, FENREOFEES
WEBED WG DIE S D EDRZ T o/, HHNR» SR 5.

The RT negated The moving average (30 [s]) of RT

2 2 MINsne MINy MINa
? i =t = — Auditory
S 0 0 - Visual
E \ === SUM (A+V)

-2 -2 . 0;0 MAXv = MAXa

' = MAXsum
0 5 10 0 5 10

Tioie Bidi]
Fig. 4.5 MBERRIBIZ T 5 KGR & i IniE 21t

4.2.2 DTW (Dynamic Time Warping)

DTW i%, 2 20> —7 v A O Z f/Mbd 5 & 5 (el G iy — 7 v AR % {f
EXU5HHHMRETHS. BIDWn, mDDORRIN X =21, 20, Y =y1, " Ym 25
2712354, DTW IR (4.3) D & S IEHESH, BINFEEICE D EFHEING 2930,

11



D(X,Y) = f(n,m)

(ti— 1)

f(t7i):|’$t_yi|’+min (t_17i)
(t—1,i—1)
f(0,0) =0, f(t70) :f(()?i) =0

(t=1,.,n;i=1,...,m)

(4.3)

RT & CBF OFELMEDOMEHZIEX DTW B2 5. RT & CBF O & 578274 570t
T— X OBREEHS T B720121F, TRBMBE TR MO T NEFRT 586
FENHDBLEZONDTZHTH5.

X 5IZHIL 512 & B Sakoe-Chiba band3? % FIWT, HEfHEDHIKIZ 6.0 [s] 12 L 7.
Z OREFIHIRIE, FEE R S IR AN 2 £ TOIMREIREIC & 2 R HHEE I D
KEDTH5. b, KT 5 —7 v ZAOMxHED 2% DTW BEERE R I K & < 8T
57-%, DTW OFHEOFNIA (4.1) ZFHWTHUORT ¥ —7 v A& CBF ¥ —7 v ADFE
WALZITS. ZUTC, EREAVDORLZ 6 KEORT & &F ¥ 2D CBF 7—XD
DTW FE#EIZ DWW TGS 5.

4.2.3 FHLHE
DTW DOFHHIZE D, 116 F¥ > 2B WT MAXa, MAXvy, MAXsum, MINa, MINv,

MINsum @ 6 XK ZNF D DTW FEEf % 1572, & H KGR & IR T — X AL T
WBF ¥ )b, FELTWARWF ¥ 32V O—fl% Fig. 4.6 IZRT.

Similarity channel ‘ Dissimilarity channel
3 2 - B — CBF
[ === RTs

E :/ \J/ \‘\ l
o e o\ 4 ki N -

= \ o) o \

= 0 ‘ \ 0 “/\/ \/\, '\

> \\\ \‘\ "~

P b %

5 A

S ol

@ -2 b ol _2 (&

0 60 120 0 60 120

Time [s]
Fig. 4.6 FIF ¥ >3V EIEEHELF v > 2L

116 @ DTW Bt T — X 26 212, F¥ VRV EFELF v o 32V EFHEYUF ¥ V2L D
27 5 ATHET B, HBITIER (44) 1TRT KT OHBIDIEE WY, 116 > T
VD DTW BT — X D2 5 AN o2 BRI/, 75 ABDE o BRKERD & 5127
5. BN (44) T, 77A17TRA212B 5 FHEmM, HifE o2, > T Va4 X
wZzHW5.

12



2 2 w1 W2 (m1 — m2)2

%= (w1 + wo)?
2:w10%+w2c7% (4.4)
v (w1 + wa) '

2
205 AD5HHE = 2L
g,

Z UTHERE Z L ICHBTF v 3OV T v ROV ERE L 72, TORRED, Fv

VAT ETHERE 19 AR OBLLF ¥ AV TH B LHHIE I N WERE OEIG FELER)
2R,

F v ¥ OVIERLCHIE D R £
IR AL

MR E T —< v 7T TmRLU, £S5 Window size(FIEH) T & (2fiN72£ DAY Fig. 4.7
TdH%. Window size DRE I &> THItH S 115 6 KXEIOFMRIFZALL T2

FABR =

Low attention (MAX) High attention (MIN)

et &t an =
T iR
g :
e s T EIE
The similar rate [%)
E .
o

116 channels

2 72 120
- WV indow size [sl

Fig. 4.7 &F v ¥ 3 )V OWERE ORELIR

W&, EEEASVDEZLS 6 XHD RT & CBF OFEHELMEDREE %2R R S,

4.3 HRRER

FEATIIZE 2:5:20.28) Bz ATSAMURTEART E (Dorsolateral Prefrontal Cortex:DLPFC)
&4 NEEIE/NEE (Inferior Parietal Lobule:IPL) % & LA HTSHEHIE v b7 — 7 ik % & H
HIg L U7z, BHEBNON SR L5 F ¥ > 2 V% Fig. 4.8 /£ FITRT.

A& HAE O YR 2R B &, Fig. 4.9 1277 & 512 Window size D3EWIZ X 5 ftH
FDE 5172, Window size Di#\WMZ & 2 H[A GEBUHARDOIEE ) & FEIFHEBROHH &0
Window size % Table 4.2 IZ/R9.
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The similar rate [%]

Low attention (MAX)

Auditory

e

Visual

—

SUM

Eﬁh Ii! Iﬁﬂ

Channels of Interested

High attention (MIN)

Auditory

Fig. 4.8 i# L 72 Window size (Z

70

50

Low attention (MAX)

Visual

!

High attention (MIN)

The Average rate of
similar subjects [%]

72

Window size [s]

— y= 0.79x+39.7
— y=-0.65x+54.0
=== y= 0.40 x + 46.6

Fig. 4.9 Window size Dj&

120

30

24

— y=-0.83x+57.2
—y =-1.20 X + 62.6
=== y=-1.28x+ 58.1

E\MT K D TR DA ]

SUM

iz E%ZI g

=

BUIAHEEAEVDORL S 6 XEDORHEME

= Auditory
— Visual
=== SUM (A+V}

F 77, EHELUERORS EHW Window size Tl HAEIE D RT & CBF OFELMEDE <

Table 4.2 &% RT & CBF 2% {9 % Window size

Attention | Stimuli Slope | Best window size [s]
Low Auditory | 0.79 120
(MAX) | Visual | -0.64 30

SUM 0.40 48
High Auditory | -0.83 36
(MIN) Visual -1.20 24

SUM -1.28 24
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FNTNORFEEEWELZ2KRETT 572012 L 72 Window size THBEEEZ L. D
Window size IZE 1T 5&F ¥ ¥ RIVOFHLIE % Fig. 4.8 IZmRT.
TRz, EREAGVDORLS 6 KFIZDOWTHIKRT 5.

4.3.1 EEREEFEOLE (Low/High)

Fig. 4.9 OEMHFROMEE L 0, @IEERE (MIN) 2 EAEERR (MAX) Tk, Window
size DN W& EITHEURDE L RBMEAD D o 72, EEER X 0 HEFRRFO CBF 24t
DH LY R EP -2 e BEZ 5N 5.

7z, WRROFIIHLE L & HEE O FENEE Fig. 4.101R7. HHEBIZE W
T, EERE SEREOEHEMRICAERE S IR o7 RO YL R TIE, Wilcoxon
DIEMFIBERETR &L b, HE RT LR RT 2B W TEERR L 0 EERERICAERIC
FMRVENZ EDVREI N7z ( Auditory : Z=4.18, p<.001, SUM : Z=3.36, p<.001 ).

ek

J— *kk

_ 80 w | |

TD‘ B All channels

"5 60 B COI with auditory
~ o .
£ B COI with visual

=S 40 B COI with SUM

g COI : Channels of interested
w20 %< 001

g *** r<.01

E‘ 0 <05

MAXa MAXv MAXsum MINa MINv MINsum
Low attention (MAX)  High attention (MIN)

Fig. 4.10 75 HEI% & 2R O S REEIR

4.3.2 BRECHRELHRBEDLE (Auditory/Visual/SUM)
EFERRFICERREZR o7z, KFEEROSHEBOEEEMUEIZBE L T, Steel-
Dwass (EDZ EMREFME L D, FE RT L0 R RT OFLRIARICH VLRI N
7z (F(2,28)=2.76, p<.05). {EKEEROMEARDFEEFMRIZEL T, R RT OFLE
Mk b BbEREICE VLRI N (F(2,230)=5.32, p<.05).

44 ZR

EERER & D HAKEER T Window size WK E W& SIZHURBE L RAMEADDH D,
EERRHZ LR TR ER O RT X CBF OZ4LIFFMHRI A Er o722 FE 2 605, £
Z DEMAITEEHE RT & CBF OMELRIZEWTHEE TH o 72, FEZ M U CTHBRA IXBER R
I EEREZ LD KEPEL, £272Z2OREPMIEEICKE HEL W2 iREE RIE
INb.

ZOHHE LT, HEEEAWICED S THERF ITRE U TR SR RIBIC KR T &
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72720, BIREIDMEEZZ 5 A 2 ED NS o EZ oNnd. Zhid 31
DUEFRIE & HE U THERIO 23 L 0 IR ED L <, KO BEEEIAEINS 5 &\ 5 {kE
=B LRVWESIZRA S, UL UM HEBRECARERD & 5 [T TG & BETE
DM HIIN UEREZFHES 52560, HHREOZ WHERIIZZ K OREEKRZ T I 57
b, EREFEZZ D SN VWEERFEO AP FEEES VOO E R ZI1T X3 <K
WENC MLz B X 5ND. Fig. 411I1IRT X512, HERARICB I 2EHE RT LB
HRT OWVIMEE 38, =7 —RBIMWERO/VPLENI LB ZDOEREZETLLEZS (
Average : t(18)=5.38, p<.001, Variance : t(18)=5.52, p<.001, Error rate : t(18)=2.24,
p<.05 ).

B Auditory
5.0 B Visual
*hk <001
4.0 *i<.01 "
* :<.06

7 score [a.u.]

Average Variance Error rate

Fig. 4.11 U5 S aAE 2 FEHE & U 72 BT I s Bl

F 7= LRI & BE ARSI SO6T 2 RO HES) [ DE T K o TR RO S 4y 13 2
AR EZONS. LArL, TNETNTEEMALZHTE RT LBRE RT 2 M&E L 72
FHEH RT 5 — & (SUM) & b HEEH RT I2B W THBIEL FEH - 72 (Fig. 4.10) 2255,
FHERT OANRE D EREAVOL(ZGFHGT S Z L 12# U 728 Th 2 W EEEA RIB X
ns.
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ARaTlE, FEMEOCE/MEZHIEL, SRR E BEEREICTT 2 EEESGVDOZHL
& Z OIRIMFTHEZLDEMEIZ DWTHRET U7z, MET 072012, FHBEREA GO/NOGO task
2B 1T B RIS (RT) & MIFEZE L& (CBF) OMMEZ FHE Lz, DTW % fu T
DI NEFEUZFER, RT & CBF OFELUEDS S OB AR R R E A4\ VY722 5 Window
size IZDWTHE 5 Z &N TE /2.
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BEASVOEEIIER RT IR NE720ThH 5.

U U CBF &R O EEORBERE S B L 7= R T 5. CBF » HiERREZE
HeE 9 B 720121F, R B MNHERE ICE D INiEB) 2 DB 570 £, RT & CBF IZ& D iEw
BEIMRVE 2 Fi - B L EEA D 5.
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