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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the task.

FlC I, RS 500Hz ORISR LT, &%
Bl Lz vy Rue—72H I &5b8
b0z Mvi, Z2hEzn 3HEOEHHY, #
BRI SN2 Ltk b,

FalfTClE, RN 1000 ms ORI (HEEE
HH) O, 500 ms OFEHEFE (Inter-stimulus
interval : ISI) ZERA T, RIS DFilRiH] & &
LWEEXH2R 52 6515,

Wil 11, EEXEICE LT, HlICERE
NI RS 2 A 2 & ) ko 7 (AHES).
WERF IS R 7 ~DOER 2R I ¢ 57012, —
TEMER TR D E ORI PR 2 k2 2
ML, BEREICIEZOMERY v TIRESIE S
I L7, FAROFSERZITWR0Y 5, HR
FICEGE Z B3 2 L ick D E 4 fT
OELRVEETTORHIS 1T 7 (MEATERSE).

G, MY R 7 DB EEER S
A7 &fTot, SRESES 2 7 %I 3R
G A7 ZPRA, Gitdky v avfiok, »
TNDF A ZITEWTHEHEE 100 [FIM oGt
WzfTo7, Fie, HlRRICIET V7 — T 2%
L, ABs 5 fs & & gz anfaf i 0
Tz,

2.2 BMBASRERA

WL E 54 (B 44, k14, 22-24
) DT —F " TAR E L7z, Bl RGN 1,
122 ch 4SHAIRGRE RG> A 7 2 (Neuromag -
122™: Neuromag, Ltd.) %M\7z, FHHIL 7%
WG 7 — 413 0.03-100 Hz D7 F 0 77 4 V¥
ZWH L7k, v 7 v 7% 400 Hz T
A/D Z#azfTo7, RoNfET =1L T,
M7 8535317 (independent component analysis
: ICA) ZEM L, IRBKEENCFED) 7—T4 77
7 FrBRELE.

N

gl?

2 i e SC A

- 1292 -

3 MRRAE

WE XD 9 B, HRF-100~1100 ms % EHT
RE LT, WHTIE, EXFOAEATEERICAH
Y 5544 F v 2OV DMRES B % Flva 7o, il
HAEREHIE & 5 RIS 3 v TR Dk
BIRGEE IS g 5 Hilk 2 17> 7z,

i = — 7L v M 28 (Continuous Wavelet
Transform: CWT) % M\ CREEMH 21T
v, FG 1T (Principal Component Analysis:
PCA) %V CRICHIRE 7o 728, E— kN
7 %<3~ (Support Vector Machine: SVM) %
T E Ol 2170 7. FrEE DM E X
Oz, SHEBRE ICB VT, HEEZ 12100
ORI 2 i, 2095, 80tfT%
FRT—5, RO D20 MT2HliT -5 & L.

T osUHE>T CWT I & 2 IRf [ B ks
ROtz 7%,

CWT(b,a) = } / £y (1)

f@) FRERIIMERIIE L T 5. () 137 = —
7Ly PR (9= z—T7 Ly ) THDY,
AECEEZEELL—7 2 —T Ly P2V,
a, biFeH¥F—72—=7L v MURBINTA—%
ThHY, ZNFNAT— )V ERBY 7 b 2FELT
W5,

RIZ, PCA T X 2 I[HIEBEECR R o KOt Hl
WzfT->7. CWTIZ X D86 N7 M 1-50
Hz @ 50 RIus R AR E %2 100 ms 2 & D
X o, SXBIicBIF2 7L —4AEF %
FUE X OIS DREENR 7 B V% 50 K
TEH S 2 RIeA EHIE L 72, A DR 12 R
L CHE(LZfT> 7%, 8T 2 L ICRIXE D4
7L—A (25ms ZEDA0 7L —L) ERTF ¥R
V(44 F v 2)V) DRG] BB R 2 G L
ZNOEREEX7 PV E LT,

t—2>

a

)dt

201843 1



H A B i TG SR

— imagery

Speech sound imagery

— Nnon-imager
il o] = e
T e T
b T b e T =
doe T e b e B L w%%%www
%m%i;%””+“§lm %Q%Wm+mtj:ifwdw
AR g e e L
e e e L e R
A Mwwtﬁiﬁf@
o e e
IO U N e e
L s = o e i
i T o~
T e Iy T fme o e
T T R M e gl
Tt T e P At T
— e T e
— — — —
, ﬁ I : =

Tone imagery
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in subject 4.
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Fig. 3  Accuracy of the all sessions in each subject.

Table 1 Comparison with the discrimination accuracy of speech sound imagery and pure tone

imagery.
Speech sound imagery / Tone imagery

Sub.  -100~0 ms 0~100 ms 100~200 ms  200~300 ms  300~400 ms 400~500 ms
1 36.3 / 32.7 36.0 / 30.3 28.7 / 32.3 32.3 / 30.0 31.3 / 34.7 30.0 / 33.3
2 28.0 / 35.0 29.3 / 38.7 35.3 / 43.3 32.3 / 38.3 31.7 / 38.3 32.0 / 38.3
3 35.3 / 34.7 37.7 /39.0 36.7 / 35.0 36.3 / 34.0 38.3 / 36.7 35.3 / 39.0
4 39.3 / 32.0 38.7 / 38.0 34.3 / 36.3 39.7 / 37.0 34.3 / 40.0 42.0 / 35.7
5 32.7 / 31.7 31.7 / 36.3 34.3 / 38.3 35.3 /29.3 33.3 / 35.7 34.7 / 35.3
Sub.  500~600 ms 600~700 ms 700~800 ms 800~900 ms 900~1000 ms 1000~1100 ms
1 27.0 / 35.3 29.3 / 34.7 33.0 / 35.3 35.7 / 39.3 36.3 / 35.3 38.7 /) 32.7
2 32.0 / 36.0 30.7 / 37.3 32.3 / 35.7 31.7 / 34.7 39.0 / 29.3 28.7 / 35.3
3 34.3 / 34.0 30.0 / 33.3 32.3 / 28.3 33.3 / 32.0 32.7 / 28.7 32.0 / 33.3
4 41.7 / 38.0 31.7 / 36.7 34.3 / 37.0 35.3 / 35.3 33.7 ) 37.7 32.3 /343
5 33.0 / 32.0 34.7 / 33.0 31.3 / 35.0 31.7 / 33.3 28.0 / 29.3 30.0 / 29.3
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