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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to classify an indicator of the level of pleasantness
based on information provided by functional brain mapping. Preliminary examination
was performed in this study. The experiment was performed to verify that the differences
in brain activity observed based on different levels of pleasantness of stimuli were sufficient
for classification. The pictures of stimuli, which were categorized into 3 pleasantness levels
(High, Medium, and Neutral), were presented, and Blood Oxygenation Level Dependency
(BOLD) signals were measured using MRI. Fifty subjects participated in this study. Then
we classified for each level of pleasantness into 2 classes using Support Vactor Machine
(SVM). The results showed that higher levels of pleasantness of stimuli were associated
with Amygdala, Hippocampus, and Frontal lobe. Besides, the classification accuracy
depend on feature value. Most subjects had more than 60 % using t values in Amygdala,
Hippocampus, and Frontal lobe. Then, Some subjects had more than 70 %. Therefore, it
is assumed that classification of pleasantness level is possible using t values in Amygdala,

Hippocampus, and Frontal lobe.
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IO EREMT OFRIZLE Y, I H MO TE &\ o T2 IR R O AT RII R E <l
ELTWa. LnL, b OBE TIEEHEREERFEE & o 7o BEIE D % D TREMEDS
FEFICEm L, WELIRTLILUAME Y bERFEREIEORBAVRNEIC 25 EZE2 oM. £
DEIBMBELIET 0D Y —E LT, T4, Brain Machine Interface (BMI) 73
HEHIN TS, BMI &iF, MMEE L& & W o T IMIEBIOE 52 ffr L, =01
WA, SMBOMRCEHE AT 2HTTHD. BBICLY, vRy hOFREEZE)
TV, BOENRELTREET A AT VAR ESE 5 Y, BiE2RBT 57 20 BMI
DR SN TS, RIS, IMEBEEOIRE VI BAEND, BEOBIERI A KRS 5
BMIIZARZETITAE B LT 5. BIEEID &85 OB 2 BRI TV, S0 72 FRtE 445
DT ENMTENL, BEECRERIADNIELREBEDOA XTI va B mTH L, &
7z, BEOENEZFBICHHET 2 Z LI L2k ala=r—ya Vigom e L
LR B DD LB BND. 2T, AUFETIE, FEREAKRGHIZSE CTH S functional
Magnetic Resonance Imaging (fMRI) % W\ C, BE 2 #UICERB T oW EE 2R —
NI %, EIETER S AT DO O T OSBRI RFT AT 5. EBRIZ BMI ~O5#E i,
functional Near-infrared Spectroscopy (fNIRS) <° Electroencephalography (EEG) 72 &
DHEOABERE L, HRERES 2R T 5 2 LR 2. AFSEIZENT
HLEBOERIIIINOOHEELZHND Z ENBEUTHL EEXHND. LavL, NIRS
X2 RRE M <, BMER I Oy LvEHC& 22 al, F72, EEG IXZE MO ae s K
SABEFTCH D, TEENIMIES O KBGEBRBEE L T\ D7, RIFRICBWTIE, %
FILILAERZE & L T2 RRED & fMRI 2 WV CRIE 255 T& 5 X 5 i %8447 9
BN D EHE 2T

fMRI &0, IMOMRIGE 2 HEE T DMHEREA A —V v 7D 1 D Th 5. RN
ZER S FRRERN RN E W R B 0, IMBERERFZE CIA VBTV A, EIEICET 5
HFRICONT BTN TH Y, BIEDO LA TH 5k & RIS 5 A THFE 35 23%
SAHET B, PREFROBHNCHER LTWBHATHIZED L LTiE, e LTz v,
B OB OIEMRALCTRE D HFAI AT O bORHH. LavL, EBEOFAHE
BEADE, PRERRD 2EORMAITIE R, BIFO LV OBH S EEIZRDLLEEIDN
5. Bl BEOEELHIKEY, MEORESEAE L, RERRO 2010 h
72 TiER L, ENSBWRONZONWTEB XL LERHDH. T 2 TR TIERD
LULIZER L, RO LUVBNTERR] L7z B2 O TR ERZITV, RO L-LOE
KLY, BOTEMEETALN E DX I ITERR D0 Me 51T o7, £, ERTHLNLT —X
WZBI LT, PRDLL% Support Vector Machine (SVM) % F\\ Tkl T X 2 0 kit &
Tz,



2 functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging (fMRI)
2.1 #=E

fMRI &1%, MRIZEEZHH L TOMMLRA L ZREST 5 2 & T, MoMmRRIEE 2 HE
T HOMEEEA A —2 0 7ETHS. IMRI EMOKRIEEE A A — 2 7k L OHEIZ O
T Table 1 (239, WBEREHIE O FIEIL, MRIEENIAE S M2k 2 J0E 3 5 IMRI,
Positron Emission Tomography (PET) , fNIRS X°, MMENM NS 2 HE T 5 EEG X°
Magnetoencephalography (MEG) 72 E03d 5. MEA OS2 HIE T 2 HiEIXE
TlEH LD, FEEBENNIVWERT AV v N ThdH. £z, EEG ITZER S FRENK <,
MEG [ZHFIZEMTHLZENT AV v FThD.

—J7, MREENC Ko TAE L MM ELORIEIZ L 2 HF1EE, MRIEE 2 B8R L O
TR HENTIESH 205, EEEEAREL, B ST 0. R IMRI Z2E[H i
REnE <, HFREL W G0 DMERIFIE TIIAS HnbTWAD. UL, FHIIREZIE
VM 2 A S DT DICEREFFLIAL Z ERTE R, HHENMRW 2 EDT AU v
FRB 5.

2.2 fMRI QO&tHAIRE

fMRI %, FFTOMKIMEDZE L & MRIEENIC L 2 =RV —1HE OHR D ESE L TV D48
FRIME A > 7V o IS &, BNEIE T OREIMGE R LTy D 8EI 0D 5347 % IS B fE sk
&L TAMMAERIRICHIH LT\ D, IMRIA Z 0 X 5 Ml 2 b 24 2 5 EE, Blood
Oxygenation Level Dependency (BOLD) %047 (23T %. BOLD #h%# &%, 1
KPR DOWBFE~E 7B By (oxy-Hb) &I {E~E 7 mE Y (deoxy-Hb) OB E L
TOENENTHHDTHSH. deoxy-Hb ITHHMEART, ZHNMENITHAATHI LI
LV RFTEEGISAE)—IZe 0, RFTOEFERTAEZ S, —77, oxy-Hb IZREMEARTIZ 20
72, TDX D REARTITEZ 5720, ZHERREETEE L T 2 i & & BeREE &I,
PTG BN ANTEFIC 72 2 & SR T I ML 23 e K C 50 Y% £ THINT 2 oloxt LT, MmigH s
ARk~ DB FHIH OB BT 5 %IRRT E S 89, ZOREE, Mz MR 2 mikix
FRRTAYIZ IR & 72 0, deoxy-Hb IREEDME T 2720, N TIHR2MRIEEN D & 5 )5
P72 5T I3\ C MRIAZ 75 ORI 2 .

2.3 EEBRTHA

fMRI EBRIC & 2 FBR21T O 56, TOFERT VA L ORIIREL 220120065,
Tay 7 THA UL, RURITREEEE - T ry 7 IlRolT A0 L ThD.
Bl zE, & DR A IR SN TBRITIRTE T 2 MO 2 R E T D &L W o Io R AT
BA, MEAETIRL B LICRARSHES RSN, Z0 30 BEERE T 0y s LT
B 07, MBEMEIITL A PICLEICL TS T 5. 758, FRBEICHE - - RIS E)
DIEAET DELCTIE, BT v v 7 OBIR LAFIRICEREN T, (E50RE O#E5R & A



BlEasnsg., 22 Cr7 vy 7 OF 0 LA 7 IO EIMORENZ I8 L 72 i i ie £
TNEAERL, TOETNVEEFOMBEELFHAETLZL T, REICHEELZEFEE R
TGO EL 2 NIRRT 5.

ISR L, FREET YA 0, ERTE T Ry 28T, LY T U HX NIRRT S
TP DL ThHD. BERMEORRITOA L &4 7 MM IO IR A 58 L 7= i
MEREET VEZAFRR L, ZOET NV EEFOMMEHET L. EROZZTny 7 FF
AT, MBETIRMNRIEEN T 0 v 7 THA o TRZ WG ITESEET VA
O T ENEZ.

2.4 T—4HN0E

fMRI T, WOTEHEORRI 21T 5 72121, RSN & RS & DEWIT OV THEET
FRMT 24T 5 BN B 2. T ORI, it Ba i) S 25720 O, HEHEDH
HEBMENZTEND. 22 TlE, Mt Y 7 K Th 5 Statistical Parametric Mapping
(SPM) 10 12 B1f 27 — 2 WEEFIEE BB Z OFFMIC OV TS,

2.4.1 gFjLE

RRHIEAT 21T D AN, IRBICE > TE LN AT A AERITK ULIREIOBRESC, RIEFFR
DFNEMIE, EHOWERE OMOTGRERI 2720+ DU ET-> TR BERDH S 1112,
LUFIZZ DFEAIZ DOV TIRR S,
2.4.1.1 Realignment

HERF B OB E 12 L % volume fEDORBALE O FTHUE, volume IZIIT D voxel DZE
M xt S a2 <32 L2722, ZO%OKEHIIIT % Signal-Noise ratio (SN) ZHE b
2. UL, REFEMOTEREEIIATETHLOT, HOLNTZAT A ABHGITAL
BT IHIEZTT 5 M E23H 5. Realignment LLEEIE, BHZRIA L LTHYY, volume [ OE
JEED AR R/NE T D X0 RWATBE L [EHED 6 BT A—5 (x il -y il - 2 fh5m
OBE), x il -yl -z B0 OEER) AHEE L, ROOBEBICEEAELEDEDL LD
(MR 21T O Z LI L > THEBEBROMET N EZMIET 5.
2.4.1.2 Slice timing

MRI # & CTHRBE 21T O B, BB DO AT A AW % 1 volume & L THRET 5720, 1
volume WD FANZ > T2 i & Fet% (8-> 72 i1 Tl3A K T Time of Repetition (TR) @
R OFTNNAEL D, ZOTNERFMCHMT 22812k, FERATA ADRB XA
LT A DY DB Slice timing THH. 72720, TR 3 BAEMZ 256 13 E%
DIEME SRS D T2 DIEHATOR .
2.4.1.3 Coregistration

fMRI CHdtae 2 5 HAIT 256, HEREEIG: T O 1L 2 BHGIIAHMEEE MR T2, @G E
® MRI BB TS PRRMELZ I L, MEEIO~ Y B 72179 ZENUETH
%. SPM TiZ, HHAEIFHREGERICE Y 2 DO R 5 EGIEHR A KR T 5 HETIES Y



T TN D.
2.4.1.4 Normalization

PERE A 2 DR DI EIG 2, FEHEMIZ A D T 217 9 ALFE7)S Normalization T
b5, MOBIRITITMENZED B 5720, BEADKAIEEMIZEET 52 LIk, Z2HD
BERE DO OFT — 2 A HE D TR FREL 72 5. FTo, 1EVEERALOALE % FEAR
HELTHMDILNTELEIITRDID, FATHEE Db WREL 72 5. SPM T,
BeBREE A D4 % Monteal neurological institute (MNI) 13 5o 7L — MMZ& 5 L HIC
12 HD/NT A—=% (x il - y #il - z @ T OBE), [EHEE, X—24, BF) 2HEEL, #EE
DR OEG & FEER DO BHRIREE DS e/ N 72 D KD T 7 4 W EMZAT .
2.4.1.5 Smoothing

Smoothing 1%, 1 2 voxel DIE % % DFHTIZ5345 9 5 voxel DA CTHE A% D1 TZEHLT
DAFETH D, ZOMMBTIE, ZEMRENRE ) A RO, R R O MM RE D 72 B O
LI EORWINGDH. SPM TIEH T AT 4 VH =12 X Db EIT> T\ 5. EB{boDE
AU HEMR  (Full Width at Half Maximum : FWHM ) THE7T 5.

2.4.2 HEHRH

2.4.2.1 BN

AR U7 M A & B  5 723012, SPM T — B 7 A %41 LIS
FafioTns. —MHIHEF L LI, (1) OX 5 ICRENDRIEH L HHAEROM
DRI & B CRBT 5T F AT D,

y=x B + ¢ (2.1)

y IJMEE D voxel DEERYI|T — 4, B ITRODHRE/NRT A =4 ¢ [FxEEZRLTND.
2V TREIC L A EEEDET A EZTHA LI-THT A v Th b, F LT, ERICEH
SN IMRL T —4 L DENR/NERD LI B ZRDD. Kdi= B ZHNT, #HitE
ELTtlEAERDD. tHITRD 22D L HICEKEND.

cT B

= var(CT B) 22

ClIav F7ARERLTCND., ar b T A MEIE, A7 &M ZHET D720 01T
IR THD. Iz, ROBKEEELZWHEAETEO C %21, Ke-17812T5. &2
FERF LEVHAREO CETE1LL, &E20LT 5. HRITNALONHTHS,
ZL T, 22 TRt x4 voxel TR L, t REZIT-> TN 5.
2.4.2.2 H£FEN

BT TR ONTRERZ S LI, WEHRITZ1T 9. #BREED 2220 Ga1E, &
BRETNVEHAND ZENRENTD, ZOETIVOEEIZ OV TOEMBENTIZ OV Tk
NG BEOHRET VTR, HEREZREMN O SERE 22 L, #RBRE M OM



EEOSHMEBE LT LT, BEMLE L TOMEBNAETH 20O 21T 5. $RE
IO, PERENOSBEY tEEFHL, #HREEEROMIEB O 2 HE LT\ 5.



3 REFRICEAT HEITHE

Paradiso 513, REMRIZER L, PET 2 AW THERE 17 4 2 M RICFEEBR 21T -
7= 19§l & LT International Affective Picture System (IAPS) 1% oF—%+ v b X
0% AR L7z, Pleasant Mif% (PRME[{%) , Unpleasant #if§ (ARIREE{R) , Neutral [
B (hrEEfg) 2ERL, TNLENIKEH L TWD. AEEMITENTHY, TNEN
D % e LT BR O OIEMEAL 2 fref LT 5. F 72 Unpleasant & H&7~REORRIE D 5
Pleasant & REOBRTE 2 5[ W2 BRICH B 72 2203 B B AV LI RIS R, #AniRE & vy o
R l7eo7. F£72, Pleasant 205 Neutral % 51\ 2B IZ&HHR ], BATHRZ: £, Unpleasant
726 Neutral Z 5 W7o BRITE AR, BATE, SHEERENCAERENR SN, 2T
AICILIEm L THRIE OIS B RZN R o R & 2o 72,

F72, RERPROFEB DG E L TWAIFETIE, Mourao-Miranda & 725 SVM % fif i
LT, fIMRI 7—4 D 1 NOHERESLELEOMRE 20T 5 L TR 722 MG (5D
B E BT BLOAR—ZAORBR (DF O 260 [EROME] DFIR) D2
Z g LT 5. Pleasant Hif8 (27 Z A 1), Unpleasant [#i{2 (27 7 A 2), Neutral Hi{%
(77 R23) ZiR LIEBEOT — & & W CHERE ] & RE N ORI 217> T\ 5. R
FRNTORRNZITBNT, —FRRY2EME R L OO EBORIR O 5 25 SVM K 2 g L 7-
0, WERER TOBAHNCIBNTE, —RFRZRERL SVM ORT 4+ —< A2 W#E LR,
B O REIORIU TN R 2R o e R & 7o 7.



4 fMRI®D/NFZ— 88

INH— 5 n‘JaJ: , it ST E — U B TED B IVIZAEELD class D 1 DX S 5 4L
HThDH. HlxiX, FeMNROMIThHIUL, &DHFHIT—F (FrE) 2% - RRko 2>
@77xpﬁméﬁém@kmo_&k@ém.$ H LTI DR — RO TED 1
SCThHDH, SVM ZFIH L7,

4.1 Support Vector Machine (SVM)

SVM & 13, V.Vapnik 72 &2 L > THEHZEBEROPH A TRE SN BEE 17 o
ZETHY, NI —URBOBENIBNTROEF RFEET VDL OTHLZ LML
NTWa., SVM I3HEAiH D FEHD 1 >5THDH. LLTIZ SVM ORI DN TR~ S,

bHYF TN, dRTEMIIBITS1RELTRIND LT H. 2 D2 % FHUZERH
ERES. FROIERIE, FRBIBIEL f(x) OB TER SN, YT ald, f(z) DIERL T T A A,
fx) AL ZABIZHN SN, f(z)=0% =9 Rz OESIE, o077 A0
FEREAR L TWD (2 OmZidnlm & FES). @BIBEEICIE, N7 A—% w B fHEL, Z
DEZEEZDZ LI Lo TR ONEEZ = b —/LRARETH 5. FEEEZEM N 2 Kk
TEDYEOEZ, Fig. 11277, 22T, @17 72 ADIEYT 7N, Onr7AB

OBV TN e HzT T 5. JEY T E2TXTELLH#ENTDI2IE, T XTO@N
f(z) DEMNZ, TXTO@N f(x) DAMIZL 2 X 51T, @A B TIXEV. SVM I,
IEFN D1 >TH D, 7 A MU 7L OFKBIBEEE, kOLIIZRINSD.

d
= sz‘l’z‘ +0b (4.1)
i=1

ZZT, w IRERBIEROEA L FEHINH/NNT A—HT, X7 MRRLIEED w &
BHAHANRT MVERES. 72, bIINA T AHEMIND RNT A =2 R H 5. ZOiBIZRD
f(@) =0 &9 SEA GRIE) X, d— 1R TOMEL 725,

*:@,mg1@;5r B2 D0 T ADFY T N d — 1 RITTOMFHEIZ L - T
DEECED LTS, ZOBE, I TV EERICHENT DY, BEICEET S.
B — UFRRRO BAL, BT AR S 2 & TR, REOY T EIELL
AT A ZETHD. INEPLRESN E VD SVM Tid, Y 7 a2 R2IT#AIT 5
HAEOPR T, HRHLENL TS, 29507 F2A0HEEES L H18<.

SVM T, @l & 3Rt o 7 & O/ NEREZ FHmBEI% & L THWT, Zham K
2T D X I EARET H. Fig. 1 OR$THAR— X7 MU, #EEOEVIZH D,
R ZYR—FLTNAHEI AXDT0, hR— 7 ML LIRS,

4.1.1 XEHTEE (Cross-Validation)

RFAREENNT TS k— o8 ZZZEME (k — fold Cross-Validation) &, Leave-one-out
REREER DD, Bl LT, 72BN n 5T 57 — 2B RbL LT 5. k- 5F



RIAEFREE (k — fold Cross-Validation) 1%, 7 —##x kHIZHEIL, Z0o2H 1507 —
AT ARNT =2 L LTHY, BV LE-1HOT—F a8 —2 LCRIAL, k
BIOMEZEAITH 2 & TEOFHEEFER LT 2FIETHSH. Leave-one-out [T 1 D07 —
BaT ART—=2ELTHRY, ZOT AT —=ZLSNDED O n— 1HOT —Z 4 5H
T—=ZLLTHHAL, nBIOMEEITD Z &L TEOEIHEEERLETLFIETHD.

4.2 fMRI T—% Q7

Z A7 JIEH IMRIAE 5 DIRE R Z = ORI H DN E D kT 2 HEE LT, I8,
B 2 DTV B 0 TRFZE SN L T 5 1819 =0 19 72 tMRI 7 — & ORIl
BT, BHMEL LT voxel OESHECtE, B EARAENREHVLND 2. 2D
voxel 7 — X & WD L EERGTEN L R0 TEL 20, ORI ORI E %
H 57> Region of Interest (ROI) ZRE URHBER L Z BB E ICEIC S 555
2. & voxel DEHES B EZHWS LV b tEEHWD HFRFEBIEOm EXR G-
200 ROI Z7E LiBIRom ERRLNTZY WS MENRHD 2 Lnb, AR TR
iE L7z ROI D45 voxel D t fHZ VT, RO L-LOFAIEZIT .



5 EE&
5.1 Z=ERBM

ARFEBROHENE, RO LU K DMOMEDEWEHWT, ROESZ#EITH L
THD. ZO=DIZ, FTIXHRO L~ULBINTER] L 7= B 2 78 7= B K i & o 28 b %
fMRI Z W CEHAIL, WIZ, BONFHAT —% 2T, SVMIZTHRD L~ L Di#k5]
T o7,

5.2 1EERE
WERE T B 5 4, PR E 10 4 (21-25 F, FHFIX) RSl L.

5.3 FIHEE

5.3.1 NAPS

Nencki Affective Picture System (NAPS) 2V L3, (DEEBRZ & CHEH STV 5
BEGROE > T, 1000 KL LOBEBRE G A TWD. B, Bl Sfkx 2§
HY, FEBIZT—~ & valence (FFFME) , arousal (WHE) , approach-aviodance (GZfid
FIEBD) OEREID ¥ THINTWA. valence IFEEN ENTZITHRS LUIRRTH L0 %
BT 5. £/, arousal ITEB AR5 Z & TENZITONREE L2, dominance X1
T EHICH EIAENTZZER L TN D.

5.3.2 [E{ER

EBRIHE T 2SI, NAPS?Y oF —&+ v k&b, 0 L~UL% High, Medium,
Neutral @ 3 BPECiZH L7-. Pl U 2 E8IE, valence DFFEAE )N E <, valence DfEA
FRO S O, FPREREZHRE L2V TEomg TH 5 1520, UL, 4o valence
i & BBRF DREORDEEIZE EZN S DT, EEBREZITHANIH B ) U BgERE 1T
BBIZE L TT7ERBETREMN T ZIToTb b ol EgFHMEHOA % —7 = — X % Fig.
21" F. AEBRTIIUTOFIAT 3 BFEOROEiIGZERL, 5L -8B T 20 #§
OEM L7z,

(1) High @#if4
SIS O G 2> S FENIE

(2) Neutral Hj{%

R e b ARV EIE 2> B BRI

(3) Medium Hj{§

High & Neutral O OAEIZ STV R D & FEIIA



72, NAPSOF—% %y MILLTFD 5 T —<IZHENSEEINTWEHTZD, Z0%T—
TICBWTENEFNDOPRD L)L T L\ ZE %2 4 o L~

(1) Animals
(2) Faces

(3) Objects
(4) Landscapes

(5) People

L= & opl % Fig. 3 2>5 Fig. 712~

5.4 REREXE

ERFFHIEITNR O 28% L L. AEROWNE Fig. 81377, H&HIO LA b 30
BEE T+ ~— 2 20301325, 20k, RO LU ONWTIER Ll E 7 o2 LI
6 MR RT 5. ods, BRI R OMICIZ 12 MO VA R E2fkte. 3 FIHEOME
Bitrad 1l 7uey 7L, ZO7ry 72 10ME#VIES. Zhalkyarel, VAL

13T, 2y airolz.

5.5 XERIRiE

AFEER T L7z MRI$EE % Fig. 91279, MRIZEE LA AT  2flo> ECHELON
Vega 1.5 T ZfEH L7-.

Wiz, EBRY AT A% Fig. 1012759, MRI RICIIEMERZFEHIAD 2020, BED
TaYxl 2= LRREG 2 PR T A IR ATy, BVIAATN R A7 Y — T L,
PERE TR D = A /I AT TSI S S, SR e N LA D v AT L 7ao
TW5.

FERTIE, ETHBMEROBEG ARG L, WRRERLZ RGBT 5. 0%, WMEEE LR
B4 5. HSRERIGRIG D/ XT A —% % Table 21Z2;79". FOV (Field of View) % 192 [mm],
A F A A2 % 5 [mm] , Reconstruction Matrix, Frequency, Phase % 64 |Z3% /€ L7272
%, 1 [voxel] 233 X 3 X5 [mm?®] OZEMRREL 72>,

5.6 T—ANEBHE

F— 2 LT SPMSYY % VY, 2.4 I Tl AR 4 2 T{T> TV %. Smoothing (2350
T, FWHM %8 [mm] & L7, F7=z, EAMHTICIT DA B AT uncorrected T 0.001,
EMENTIC 3BT 58 B KT uncorrected T 0.001 & L7-.
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5.7 fMRIT—% ZRAWL=IRO L ANIILOHEF

fMRIEBR X 055 7- X0, #5#EE AN TO High & Neutral, High & Middle, Middle
& Neutral OFEAIAFRETH 2 02 &2 FHRE Z L 12 SVM 2 W THET 21 To72.
7 VX High, Medium, Neutral T# %20 fHTH 5. RO L~LDiEWH Amygdala,
Hippocampus, Frontal lobe (Zd& H 7272, EIL 6 DEFRALO voxel D t HEAZ FrEE & L
7. FEENOOEMMEZDOE FRUE L T 5 ERTCENPRKE LD TE 5728, High
BHERIFICHRTS L 72T b OEALO voxel ZRHBE DXL E LT,

11



6 R

6.1 ROLANILDEWNCESMFEDZEL

fMRI FEBRIC IV T, #EBRE 16 AOEHIMITR R % Fig. 11 7»6 Fig. 131R7. 15H)
(RO & DL & LT, ATEEEE & KM% 4 ROL &35 &, High MG IRRIFICIE
Amygdala, Hippocampus, Superior frontal gyrus(SFG), Middle frontal gyrus(MFG),
Inferior frontal gyrus(IFG) I\ZHATE2N R H472. F£72, Medium BE§HREFIZIVTH High
MR HEREE L [ U < Amygdala, Hippocampus, SFG, MFG, IFG |ZRIEDS A 537203,
High B HRRIEF & LT EDOENIZIBN T HIRTED L S ARVEER & 72 7. Neutral ]
B RIFIZ BV Tl Hippocampus, SFG, MFG, IFG IZHRIEA A H722%, Amygdala (2
JIE X o nZe ol 2L TEDEAIZEB W T HIIEDIR I DRNFER & o 7.

6.2 BROLANILOER

FRBIRE R OB E LT, #ERE C EHBRE L OK AL 2 R & L BEoBRE Iz on»
T Fig. 14 & Fig. 152~ d. Fig. 14 & Fig. 151%, Amygdala 28 #&E & L CRIN LS
%, Hippocampus ZFe#ii & L CRINL 72855, Frontal lobe Z ¢ & L TR L7255
B, ENHTRTOMAEFEE L L CRIRLZGE OMBIEICOWTRLIZZ 77 Th
5. #EBRE CIIFFSEIRINO ROI # Amygdala & L7285128\\C, High & Neutral @
FRBISRAY 80 %L B & 720, MRS EEZ WA L TR bE>7-. £/, High &
Medium OFRIEEE 80 % LA L& 72V, i binl=3 O B\ Hippocumpus & Fi#E & L7255
BIZRNTEWRERTH 72, Lo, Medium & Neutral Tldf bisl| R I3ME -~ 7. LA
X ORBRAICHEREEZ D L, WBRE CIZBWTIE Amygdala ORI E % IV Tkl 2
ITO DN BWERE o7z, —F, #5:%# L 1L ROI % Hippocampus & L7255 1238
VW, High & Neutral OB 80 % Lh L& 720, MOREEZ AW=GE & Tk
HEno7-. LavL, High & Medium, Medium & Neutral D#kBI T, #k3I1ERIE 60 %
BTIEH DN, BIRIIENCEL oz, U EXVRAMICHEREE XD &, R
L (235 Cid Hippocampus ORFHEEZ W THBIZ1T O OB b BUWER E 2 o72. g
B L b2, ROIDBIRIC KRN B R oTf R E ol T, BEBEICE
WTHRD L)L 2301 LT fE S % Fig. 16 127”7 7. Fig. 16 1%, % ROI Of5lfE R\ T
RENRERLE L TROBWVHEBIERZRLEZT 77 THD. 2REICBNT, Eoko
L UL DR T B REANERDS 60 % LL EOYERFE DL VRER LR o7, Lo LR D <0
WHREH DL OIC, BAEMRREAS L, £ RO OREEZ AT HakBI %L E
L7pinodz.
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7.1 ROLANILDEWNZKHBEEEIDEL

P L~ULDEWT Amygdala <° Hippocampus, Frontal lobe (234172, Amygdala I %
BFENO R TIHEEORIE RN THLELN TS, LoT, ROLULAREWELE L
D IROBAE DB R ST, RO L~V EWIEE Amygdala BDIRIE L2 B 265, £ L
T, Hippocampus [FF0EZ F DM TH LD, FEFEOFMKTHLH L. RO LR
EVEEROFERE LV RES R0, ROESPEVIZEMELZLEZLND. £
7z, Frontal lobe [Z1FE D HFHX T 2 KIMHLFRIND 7 4 — RNy 7 &% F 55 TH 5.
KIK#-% Amygdala 72 & ONZ Hippocampus 23D L~UL 3@ E ERRTE L T\ 2729,
74— RN 7 &520F 5 Frontal lobe & 0 TIRO L@ WNE EIRIE L7 B2 Hb.

7.2 BROLARNILOER

PERE C R L 72 TR 2HFE I8V T, FEEORIIC X - THlRAIER R - 7.
AR E VR O ERAL T, HRENIZHB WD TH RO LU IRIE & L CHIREIZED
ol DEDFHNDORBEEZ WD EFBIENEL ol E X 6D, —JF, Wil
PEWGE, 1 DOBHE LTHRO LV DZENBAFEIZSH b DIV TV R T2 72 Ok AR
PR polbBEZ NS, £l 2 5HOHEHB E LTE, RO LV OiRIOH 7,
LRBRICKIT 2ISED tETH D Z ERFT oD, 1RO L)L THD LRO LLD
P INIR BIVIR IS Te T ORI DMMEL Ie o T2 B2 b D, £, HHEBREICBNTE
DD L~V ORI T HABIZED 60 %L EOWERE 132 <, BN 70 %L LR
FHLWNWDHZ END, LV MEEZBETSZLICEY, RO L~V OiBIE 5 EET
bDH T ENREBEE T,
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AL T, RO LA~ KD RO O Z VT, SNMIZ & D RO LL 250504
L ENTEDLPBRRTTHZE2BME Lz, RO L~UL% 3 BB (High, Medium,
Neutral) TEFE L, fMRIFHHIERICIBWTIIPRO LUV 872 5 BEORMIEEY O M D
WTHRET 21T o 72, BEERE OEHIEITHE R I N T, RO L~ diE N T Amygdala,
Hippocampus, Frontal lobe DEJEDAS & L TH LN, ROL~NLOENRH LD
NIeZNENOEMLZFEED ROL & L, RO L~V OREHEITH &, IR LR EEIC
K DB N YR E I W TR o7, RO LV OEWR S 6O ENEINDENL
ZRHEEO ROL & L, RO L~V OBHEIT T, EDRD LB ORHNIZ BT bk
BIZDN 60 %L EOWERE 132 <, BN 70 %Ll EOWERE L WD EEN . LU0k
Kb, SOITREEZBHT L2 LICED, ROV OBINTFREETH D Z & RE
Iz,
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FARAHFFERICELR SN THDH O Z D 34ERM, [RIEAEKFBEMEFIR O B ML BiZIC
XZKAMiEE, T L CIHAhEES, LIVEILEZR L ETFES. £72, ke 22fhf,
BEx L TTFSWE L, REEKRFAEMERFHO AT FBZEI L L 0 EHE L £
HEED IV N=P LRI —T 4 TICBN T DOERLCHEZ LT FEWELE, [
UMRIBECTHDEREICH, DI VEKLEZH L EFE4. AIEE2 23T TE 2O LEHOR
T TT. RRRSTAEKRELTFRFSWE LIo/hlfFER, EEAERICEBIE LW, T
HEBBENLZICHEALL T TERAKREL L CTHEEH L TR £7.

BB, BERIERY AT AFEEOEFEOBINT TRIX Z O 3FEMFAE LA %
HEHZENTEELLE., ZoGEMEY TEEILEZR L BT ET.
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Frequency 64
Phase 64
Reconstruction Matrix 64
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