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, PP, AAREEEE (FHEOR),
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1 EU®IC

SREEZOEELBEOTFELE LT, EHR
AR TED R & > 7o BRI - B UEMSE BA
BHVLNTWS, LaL, FHELHIRD TD
a3 2= —va VDN PEEF I,
Beffiz GANCIEH T2 2 3 CTE LV, 22T,
WaTEE 2 F OS2 8 2% ) 7L A4 v - a
YEa2—=% - L ¥ =724 A (BCI) OFHD
Wiz ns,

kD BCI BAFE T, R % V) 7o EAH
WK LT oA MBI 25556505 (P300) 12k -
T, RENZEMEEEZ B 49 “P300 AT —
1) obAFEpln% v, L, P300 AXT —
RICIE OB I NGB RO H & HEZD
BEMHRI N AMHA L E-oTED, HHED
EOEEE#EIZTE R, 22 THRAIE, 22—

OEAZE X D NAMICEHRT %2 BCI oFEBICH
F, BESRLT — & e o R R ORI % 5 A 7

HBL2IFINnFE T, MEARHIT =5 2T,
7 BEEURE & 0 LRl > & 3% 7 AL IRE oD Rp 22 R R
Moii2E ko TE L, BEFHFOL X
0 — 7" LA XD EEE S L7 B g
OGO Z TR & 22, BRI E AT
BURs EH L VDB ISR S e o 72 b DD,
IRF R b CHEE ST R D §E 2 0> 72 68 253880
SNz (2. ¥, MEEE ORISR E LT,
RS T — % DF v 2V - S - BFiiEc 817 %
SRICHERZ B LDV E D, TV IORIC X
DARR LR FE 2 i L, 228 € 7OV O
2i1-o72 (3. 61T, ZEENARHEEHE DL
WEHNZ DWW T O 21757228, EM L1507k
ARSI o N L IFTF VEEL (4], HA R
D TG BN 13 PR 12 B CHA & o 2 2
Ko difl - REIEL TE Y, WEBEHRNT 2
DIFRBTE I Bbin s,

AWFATIE, WA T — 2 128 1) 2 Rk ik
BlOKSER E# X2 EcEHAREREH2 -0
] — B D & %Wmﬁk%%mtﬁ@ME%

D % AT, AN BT 2 BEHURE & AR
DR EE R 5 720, BOTOFA S A 7 i1ck
T Wavelet Fff#i&, Common Spatial Pattern
TREEMNZ L, YRRV Y- —V
WK DI 21T, BFIRICET 20K Z
P U 7=,

2 FiEESREHEl & REBENA

3 HDLN E ORERMFHITHL, 3 80—
DHEEHE (“BE DY, “LRALE?, “H 5k
W) ZHWTHEBEZE ko7, 3 HEEDH L
1 HEED 7 V¥ LISEIRI N, X7l e LT3
MERE2EIx-7, 1 HHE 2 BIHICIEFEIR
WCEFERRE D B8 L., g ici, 1 [mH, 2
0] H D HFES A 2 BEAL L 7245, 3 [MH O T 2R
DYA Iy CHIRL 7SR 2 T 5 X 9K

O, 1 YTOMEZ Fig. 1 127 [2].
BHAERBBICE, BEEER T - X=X

(FWO03, NTT-AT) IZ& £ 5 AMEEE SR (fto)
2R L7z, SRR RIS 800 ms TH D, f#

WSRO IGBEAL 7 — & Db i, TEHUR 1%
BEEL D 200ms 0, AERZAHE RO EX D
200ms Hi2>5 1200 ms & L 7z,

G RN 1%, 122 ch VARG il A
7 & (Neuromag - 122™: Neuromag, Ltd.) %
e, FHIL 22 RES 7 — % 13 0.03-100 Hz D
Trar7any @Ml 7T IR
B 400 Hz TA/D Bz & 2o 7z, [FIRHIHE
g 1~ 3122 TIRIRAER (Electrooculogram
: EOG) DMlIED B %V, EOG A 5mV %
8 2 7 BR ORGSR T — 7 13 - T A N T =8 0
5FRAL 72,

3 BHELHINFE

ARFGETIE R TIIN U TN T
(Independent Component Analysis : ICA) IZ X
D IRERRE 2 7o 7, A MEESEE RS 2 5 ) &t
36 F ¥ 2IVICN LT, SCFHEER 200ms A

*Sound classification of brain magnetic fields -Comparison of imagery and hearing-, YANO, Saori,
TAKASHIMA, Ryoichi, TAKIGUCHI, Tetsuya, ARIKI, Yasuo (Kobe Univ.), SOETA, Yoshiharu

(AIST), NAKAGAWA, Seiji (Chiba Univ./AIST).
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the task.

57 1000 ms DX, #F 1200ms o H—
SATIEIE F 72 I3ME RIS LT, BLN DFR%
FEililin o A AR AR

3.1 Common Spatial Pattern

Common Spatial Pattern (CSP) (d#EE)HE
7% ECRMEZ RS REEMmETH D, 2
HAz HeZHzir) [5). CSP X, LTFOR
(1) IckhiFons,

Xesp = wWTx (1)

2T x kb EDEE, W e RV 322 7 4
WV, NIEF v =NV, LiZCSPDavir—*x
v M ERT.

2 IVF 757 AD CSPIFA (2) B/ §
W e RVN kv 2 Lick hES50L3 [6].

W'Ryc,W=D¢, i=1,..,M (2

ZORIZET S Ry, 1377 R i8I0
HATBATHN, M7 7 A%chbs. %1,

Ai = diag{WT R, o, W} &L,

Nij = maz{Xij, 1/(1+(M+1)*)A; 1/ (1= i j)),
j=1,..,N & LZEBEIZE T 7 A lB T EAHE
Nij OFENE L/ M EIZxHG 2EA X7 bV W,
ZR (1) OZBWITHI & § 5, ARFEETIE, 1-50Hz
WX LNy Filg% 4Hz, FEHS 7 % 2Hz &
LTS 7 4 Ve %200, Z0FUcL T
CSP 1T\, AJIREEE L.

3.2 EEvI—JLv K
i = — 7L v R 22 (Continuous Wavelet
Transform : CWT) (Z X 2 IRpfE] Fi AR i
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iz 1o 7.
MENS,

W(a,b) f/ (3)

::T,M)ih%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ&%f%%.wﬂ
e —"7z—7Lvy b ThHDH, KEBRTIZ Mor-
let 7z—7Lvy FZ2HWE, ald A7 —), bl
Rl 7 2RI =T =2—7 Ly DT
A=8Th5,

CWT B %t W 12, 1 F % 20 2 EIRWE
J3MNZ 1-50 Hz @ 50 Xut, W7 L —24 & LT
480 XIuHF o 5, ARFEERTIIRHEE D 72
&, 7L —5F 100ms, 7L —2A4¥ 7 F 50ms &
L, W7 L —27% 23 RoticHME L 7.

3.3 SVM Ic & 55!

R IR £ 72 IR O T L D 15
bt CSP, CWP 2R L, ¥ R— X7
% —= ¥ — (Support Vector Machine : SVM)
WX DN 2T . Ty EUIERE Z Ll
D, BEIURFIC DV TR 635 271115, ARkl
2DV TR 317.5 471 278.8 TH 5., ér—
iz L 8z pEHT—%, 28ME T AT —%
& LT 5 fold cross validation Z1TV>, akAIEE
DB L7, £, FERIE 7Y v F
F—F06, FTEHEORE VD DENA /=
TA=FELTHIEL .

CWT B%t W L F o (3) T

t—b
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Fig. 2 Accuracy of actual hearing.
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Fig. 3 Accuracy of speech imagery.

4 KEREREER

4.1 FHEDLLE

FFIE U oI, EFEHEINROHERE 2 & Dk
BIREEE % Fig. 2 19, CSPR#EE LT
36 F ¥ 2LICH LA fTwa vy R—F% v b
B10EL7zbo, CWTHR#EELTE1F ¥
FOV TR ETOHEAEE DR b Ed o 7
F X FVICDVTORREZR LT3,

BelE 1 D CSP 3 45.6% & e b i il %
AL7, UL, #haE 1,5 2R Tid CSP &
Db CWT ORI E , 2E OV L L
Ti%, CSP %°37.9%, CWT 2340.6%% 7 L 7=,
F72, CWTIZB W TIPS I B W GRITE
3% &t Z 7.

R, HREEROPERH I L OFRAIEE %
Fig. 3 \ORT. R O S0 3 BEIURE & Rk
H5, #EEE 2D CWT 28 45.9%DiH# % R
L, #BRE 1 &3 8 2 bR EikHIE 40% %
ATz, EWERFOFY L L TiE CSP 28 34.9%,
CWT 28 41.9 % &, HWEHUR X D b CWT 23>
BN Z R L 72,

F 7o, BEEURE & AR L 2 &, Bl 1,
5 7% EREEURE D CSP DR E R 13 AR
EEIRFIC B W T H LD BEERE K 0 = ORI EE 2 8
L7, L2 L, MEFcsuTiEwTnd CWT
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DFRANKEEZ T M5 7z,

4.2 FrYXRILCEDFHBIEDLLB

TR X b b AR I CWT o CSP 1o
T 2ENEDBEE ISR 2B E LT, F v i
RO HEYITH D EVWH) ZEBTFHEING, 2
2T, RIZCWT Rz H o CE iR, A4
ERIRFD F v 2L T L DFBRIERIZ DWW THIK L 7z,
AFERBIIH-SITHIE L, RAWNE23 252,
W& D A4 X%\ L 72 5 MIMEEE O 2 #F
WXL T 72, S 1-3 1o TF vy 2L T
EDHBHRORAE R LD D% Fig. 4 IR 7.
N F RS O ME N #Z2 R L Tw» b,

P 1-3 ICB W T, H—UTIRBIcB»ThH
5N ICE VT, FEIGEH ORI I
WAERRICEWTECEZ R L2, ZdbH
S ORERE CEH OB TbhiTnws 2 L
ZREWKT 5, 7, MEEHEITOWLTIIEEER
THMNEDOEF ¥ ZVBRELE LR -TED,
B AR T 2 GBS TR E <
Wi p e TPHIENG,

Fig. 4 IZ& T, chance rate (33.3%) £ 0 b
AR PMELF ¥ L Z R L—T/R LT
%, PEE 1 OWERGEAFONIC BT, 5 RN
I DRI IZ 2T * L I2E T chance rate
Z ko7, L2 L, BEE A2V TE chance
rate % NE[2 F ¥ 2D LHFHELTED, Ml
JHER 36 7 v LA T 2Nl - 72 RO KSR
TORRKREEZ NS,

F IR 1120 CIBENGEE 7 - AR I

ux“cn*’a‘ﬁ%ﬁﬂéﬁma,un—’r«o%zbbn;ﬁﬁo’cmém
Bl 2, 3 1T &\ THEIGE 5 & R S Ok
KW R oS, 2o s, #a
F 2,3 1B T EAERZIT ), BRI
EHRMIL ZZEEIMfThb L TW A DTk R WD)
EHENITE B,

DL EDFERD 6, S ORI i
FCROGEHZLTS, £, @Y F v 2L
ROPWBETH 5, RIEERIZT36 F v 2 IVDES
Z M7z CSP OGRS 1 F v 2 VD CWT
Z TS TL o723, MAENES 25X %
Fr i EFECERTZZEICED ST v £
WEHHI DR S 2 427 L 23 DT A 2 DTl 7
WrEFEZ S, Ei, HERAE 2, 3D X ) ITHEHL
I & ARRF OB R o s b olicow
TUE, M O % T 2 B E I 5 2
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D CHEHURE Dl it 7 — & 2 Hlv 5 2 & Tk
BIKSEED ) Bd 2 WREVED D 2 L E X 5. R,
DlbEDSft 2§ & 9 REEE TV 2REHT
LI D B,

5 &bHOHIC

ARGClE, HHIERUR & AR R O AR 7 —
ZIZX L, #Ery = —7 Ly P2, Common
Spatial Pattern %2 & L 723k 217 72,

MEFF O L, Higy = — 7Ly M
#1473 Common Spatial Pattern DA% % K &
C ko7, £7-Z20fR 2%, FrrLl L
DN DT HE A REIUR & AR o Hoi %2
fro7e.

RS EE M i 2 S o E LT, F
v ROVERZEYNCAT», MR E R O
T —F I E IR O MR T — ¥ 2 Hw 5 K
IBFEHET N EBE L TR E e,

HE AW O — I, ISPS B0
JP18K19820 DK% F7-b DTH 5.
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Fig. 4 Accuracy mapping of each channel.
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