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Characteristics and modeling of averaging waveforms of
Auditory Brainstem Response using the reconstructed

waveform of the Wavelet transform

Nobuko Tkawa
Ryutsu Keizai University

Abstract. For the human objective audiometry, we report that the detection of the
Auditory Brainstem Response (ABR) has been obtained by reduction number of averaging
in the short time using wavelet analysis. Furthermore, we applied wavelet analysis to the
addition wave pattern of each time. In particular when we observed the reconstructed
waveforms of averaging procedure, we found out the characteristics of the waveform pattern
of the response derived from paths of brainstem hearing to be evoked in a process of sending
the signal to higher brain from inner ear of the human. And we hope to consider a method of
contribution to analysis in auditory induction electroencephalographic real time by aiming
at the mathematical model of this phenomenon or characteristics.
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E54E - BRREEEOFREHIEICET 2BEtS ([1) 1%, 201442 A, BEEEOR
PEEIZITONZOPREEFELIED LI RBROBPEN R EINTZZ L 28 BIC, RE
FHEORBELIZOWT, A%EHFOERLZELIERVZDOUEREL ZOHFRIZOV
TRt EIT-72. BREBEEOREICRITAHEAAEIX, R MEA—VFA—F Lo
TERMIRELERET 2E0E, IREORMEE (B 2-oRZ L 2F9)ICL
D, BHOERETAHAFEEZEERELTUTI>IZ L EEINTWA. 2, BEEREOREIZ
BWTIE, BEHK, SEMAEIZEY, TOEHDLASABRYEOH L LD THLINET
FICRFTALENRSH D L INTEY, HEIUSLT FEEEZOHET), MEARESIR
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& (B 2 I XBEE R SRR © Auditory Brainstem Response, ABR %) A E STV 5.
ABR([2]-[7]) L%, BLBEEICERERD 1T, ~y REVDLOFIZL MR DOE
L (M 22 EMBRIE L TMBEICEIEBNELD) LY, BOZBRETHIHLOTHS. B
T TIIFFRECRBREE RN B b 2356 D ABR DM EMBEHIREDERHIZHOWVT Y
DEIICEBZZDREPRFTENT. ZORKBRE, FROBEMERSEDNIHEICIT
ABREZDOMBEHFEIRESEEBL, RENICHN T EBUETHE L. L
LRs, @E, BHAIBREZ B> TETL TV ZEREL, BR2B[(FMELS9) D
HIEEZITO ZLRFEFIHRTHY, TOXIFIEMMOR VW ERERELEICZZ LT
WBHZERBZNEWNS T EMND, BECHEEREEICRIFEEEE FROBGBE L WE
XL, 2%k (ME255) 0Zk% 3 554813 ABR Z0MEMBEAIRE Ty
TOREZERL, FROBIIZBHEBICUZREFERVREFNMRLZTEEHL, OB
FEET—2Davr—5) 2HRMATELE L.

T DRERODOFRITIL, ABR 2 L OBEMFRME > AV 2thEABENDREIC L 2RERE
EODHNIEMNRERELZEL, RERCIXEFSERBENEEEOTHZHE - TV A5
BRELEZONTWARRHD. F£1-, ik, Fig. 1 ITRT X512, EREBEIZBITS
BREBSREBER (8], BET) 2HDEA—TUAFA—F1T 100% § E‘E‘iénfb\ém xit
L, ABR BREEEIL23.1% THY, T0I LKL LN (EEREHBLEBE D) K
FRCREINTWT, BRAREBRZ LIV OEBEBICITIZE A CERBIN TV,
TOZEIEMEIZIZBREICRBEINTVAZLE2EWRTI L L LI, REEBZFDOD
DOEEEZR L OOV M THORBIIRELZERT A LN TEIRAEBNFELR
VWRIZLEER S B LEZ NS,

[ ERETORES MY RS (B2E) |
| wmeeomeE | w7 \

BREEERECRIICRERBRENRR

BEEDH-EMEBEICHRESA TV SRERSE

B & % o BRI | EEERS | BHEEERT | FERRRC | BETHRIG TR

=7 BE E3
BEMSE BREHSE BRERSE BREMSE BREWMSE
=5 (ABR) (OAE) (ASSR) (COR) (BOA) BRERSE
Bl M 911 911 210 188 34 51 43 532
(100%) (23.1%) (20.6%) (3.7%) (5.6%) (4.7%) (58.4%)
&= = 260 260 178 76 31 38 33 170
(100%) (68.4%) (29.2%) (11.9%) (14.6%) (12.7%) (65.4%)
Ny 651 651 32 12 3 13 10 362
(100%) (4.9%) (17.2%) (0.5%) (2.0%) (1.5%) (55.6%)
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—#HEAKICH T HEEAE (488K THY . BEDOH-ERMBBDFRRERE (911 ERRHA)

Fig. 1. WEBREFREIHRD ELRERBHRERD ([8], & 7).

728, Fig. 1 (R HEMEE B S (Auditory Steady-State Response : ASSR) & i3 1 #4



(Z 40 El17>6 100 B D#: 0 R & 2 BER RIS LIS E R 2R EZ 3 5K EE2
5. ASSR iZ1% 40-Hz ASSR & 80-Hz ASSR 3% ¥ ([6,9]), BREIZAHV 2 ASSR [HHER
EAK 2 E & AV CHREIRFFIZHIE S 5 80-Hz ASSR 0 Z L 2 &9, HEERICHIE SN D
40-Hz ASSR IZ X AREEBIIZINCB W TBEE ZFAH STV, ASSR iX ABR
WZHANTEBRRRESE <, HERFFICBIZ I 2 80-Hz ASSR % AV T ABR RIERH#E
F—=TF T T AL T L THEOZKEIZAWSN TS, ABR X ASSR 13#H4 175
"R Y —=1"7 (Automated Auditory Brainstem Response : AABR) R4 BRI &5
BREZLAVLRTVAS.

B TIL, Mt RR B IS 31T D IMFEHIE DB (ABR), MMOBEREREE & 2 V3R
BEHZ BT 2 RHRE =2 IZBW T ORI SN TWE A, —E DR E K E Ok %4 0
WRULBELRBIEZFAEL, ThoE2METZ LI TRIEOFELZHET DLV,
MEFEEREPRRAN LGN T WD, HIBREORMBLETH L. ERFICREIZ RGO
FEAPHETDZVTAZAL LHENEBENTVWDIORERTHS.

B IXThETIIRIEOERBBREE EBRT D720, IV 7402 E2@ALT
ABR X ASSR Wi &M 2 HE L, HEHEEEZET AR L L TUNRICES T %7
ZIBRT D EERREL, TOREMEERE L7z ([10]- [13)). 7=, 3CHK [14,15] 1280
Ti%, ABRIZOWT | RocBdk Y =—7 L v FE#  (Discrete Wavelet Transform, DWT)
W% EfR%E (Multi-Resolution Analysis, MRA) ZEHA+T2Z Lickby, Ll
MAEEBOEE»ORIEOE— 7 PR TE 22 27R Lz, S 52 3C#R [16,17]
TIX, MASTER & Navigator Pro [18] (2 & - TERREVIZHEIE S 4172 80-Hz ASSR 1Zxf L
TH DWTMRA DIGHIZOWTHE L., TR0 e s J A& EHRATLME I
BRZ L7-AEEBEZHAVWT ABR R ASSR 2BIE L, ZORIGOAEL BHIZHE L
7= [19]- [21].

AFHEFHE TITFFIZ ABR OIS 2B 20100 R WINERB TR S NUZEFIZEB LT
Vx—T Ly MENEERL, SMEREKTOFEBHRERE2FELLBRLEZILIZONT
DE]|E[22]- 281 2 L5, £T, F2H TIIHEMEFIRMKICOWTHAT L. EEHR
HICHERERDOIMEIEIZ DN THER TS, 3 3 #i Tl ABR RO A BHEERKIZ oW
TU=—7 Ly METERAW T2 DL EDTMALFBEER~D. F 4 HITIIER
T=HIIU=z—T Ly MEFTEERA L CEONSMEROFERER 2881, 0/
ReWMETD. BESHTIIERT —F T LIZHERICOVWTEREL, MEREKEORHP
EFETMEUZOWTORBERET 2. FOFHTIIARIIONWTELDT, SHIZIIhND
Y e _REFREIC OV TS,
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2. ABRIZDLNT

21 BEMFERICOEREH

BEMFRELUSIE, FRBICRHE L TR NS KIMEEOBPRICES £ TORE/RE
BOHOIWVEINOICHEDH ZMALOFTRHRRO =z —a V2 RERE LIZEME
BThHD HMECEREOGER L ER, T2bbEREICRT 2 KEDORERL D
IS L2 T, BOVRIED LERFOIEIZ, Fig. 2 IR T4HBTHRIENTWS. BN (
Electrocochleography : Ecoch G) I1Z, WH LR HKOKIS TEREZ 52 THb 3
TUMRBELNIZED GNS. ABR IZHAHHE L INEREEE R I B ko G TE R %2 5
ZTHh6 10 I UMRBRELNICED LS. P () KIS (Middle Latency Response :
MLR ) iZHRIEREL XA HCBEEERREORIGEBbITRY, T252TH»5 100
JUPBRELNICRD b 5. FRIEF#ENL (Slow Vertex Response : SVR) (3BERE %
D& LR AR T 2 L B 2GS TERMEZ 52 TH 5 500 I Y HEEL
NIZRDHONS. BUFEREEZBDICEXI LN TR LEEELDS. fix
iX, ABR®°MLR 72&1%, 7V v 7 H 75)§< b, BFFIZIE b= X=X " EH DN
b=y 7EEZRMATLIELHD. FMODOFIE (6] 12X D ASSR OEH TIXIEFXEK
HIRIEZ % (Sinusoidal Amplitude-Modulated tone: SAM tone) Z i\ %. SAM &% % A
WHIZET, RGN E Y ABEEERNIZBOND Z LITESL. YUK, Fokd LEhk
EANTBEL0BHRMRRENBOLNDIPORFHIEETHY, Fyr—TEICLBSE
28, BIELHENED LN TWD [T].

FREFEMFRUNE, BHEEEVERZD L O, AHESN-FHEIZHT5RE?S
BERPHICESERE L-EREBPENRIGTH S, T, FRINEORIGRS DR ()
WMEEZTHOBREMMNLE — 7 IZET HE TORER) A 50, 100, 200 msec Tdh 5 X
X, TNOOEREE L 5T, P50, N100, P200 72 K LMEIENS. $£7-, BEORWE
MOIEFICPL,NL, P2 2L L b FEENSD. N & PIIEBEZTLTWT, FhFh, Bt
(Negative), BBtk (Positive) ZER L T35, Thbb, FEEOL—27I121X, ROT 47
DP L EDOERDIZESH, FEEORIZIE, XRFT 4T DN EZOEKFOIEICES
BOF b TVS.

ABR I, Fig.3 DXL 212, BIEMOE VILED 7TEOE—7 BBHER) 2FF 005
MR S AU RRABRAE D A //VI/XW% (R DIRVREN SR D B HREEIZ, Eid—F
DRIBORE O R ZHBREBICENLLZL ZIZOARELBKE, On-Ri & bV H) T
HY, WMEMEEPO TRCBLSMBOLVEHAOEECERNZOREEREAD
A, ABR OB ITENSE VIEORR L M OB GEKIT, 44k — i 4wk
B b ) — 7 AMIERFE - T EoNRAIBRESTESR R E ORIGISIERE
EhTwb
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Fig. 2. BEMEBRSS &7 DEEE [6].

ABRDER Sohmer Jewett (1967,1970)

Fig. 3.

ABR % t'— 7 §& & FEAEJR & OXtIS (Stockard, 1977 [29] % B AFERL).
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2.2 ABR DEGEK i A

ABR Tix v —7 ##; (Peak Latency) 72 L OfSENRRKRMIGHA S NS, Fig 4 17T
£, ERISEHOE— 7 BRENPBEIND. BALEE TH->TH ABR EFOK
W—ETIERVA, BRI, HESLBEL, RATHEORFRIHIHLOD, HEBRED
BEbLoT—ETHD. LVbl, BEVEIRLRIGOEEAKREZVOT, BERICEA
INns. FlziX, EHEEE (FHESAE, Intensity) 2ZEL, BEVEOL—IOEE
L ORIGEE (PN BVWNIWEEE TRIGEDELN D HOERE) 2kHT, #
BA—=TA VT 2E#M 2L THEDOBE21TY. FARBEER 2V —=C 71tV 3
AABR I, weighted-binary template matching algorithm % i\ T, % V I OERFI% O
WL RETNVEMERL, BRHET —4 LOLELRERYD, EH (pass) B3 VIZER
& (refer) OBEPHIEZFT> (B.S.Hermann 1995, [30]).

I VIPI

m-vip

I miPI

0.5 uV

|| PV N

VI A% 0%

Fig. 4. ABR &i&F & 8% [5).

£, PBEELBLIETEVEOL— 7 BELHA, FESTELEVEY—I§
RrOBIfRZ R L7zdi#R (Z % Intensity-Latency curve, I-L curve, I-L it X\ 5) %
< LT, BREOKMEBETS. Fig 513, Bx DERTFT—ZICESBEHERK
AD I-L R OEFREAHHHE (B Y >SS LED) LT, XX EE®ME (conductive
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deafness) DFEAERT. VIED I-L thfHIXEFEEICIR L THTICERSER L TV,
TEIIRAEHERE (sensory deafness) DA KT, VRO I-L #ifIImWEE TIIERHE
FICADREDRH 5.

9 —— conductive deafness
—=— Upper{Normal)
—— Lower{Normal)

Latency (ms)

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Intensity (dB nHL)

9 —e— sensory deafness
—=— Upper(Normal)
—— Lower{Normal)

4\\

Latency (ms)

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Intensity (dBnHL)

Fig.5. HFANMEE L ABR OF V KERL OBFRERT I-L I K 2 FEE (L
) LREEHENE (TR DR

23 BEMFERRLBHOEETZTILIIUIL

BEMEFRONTE, ARMOFEIN, BERPOLBERE COEMLH Y, B
NOLHTRARN 1 DOBRERTROLFBEEROFIZHFEL TVD LW FAETHEDS
nNd. ZoLd M0 L TORESE GEREBESHEN : far field potential, ek % #5—
OFFBEEERE R LT, BHERL Y IR BENERTRAE L EMNPABECEIZ X VR
B EWIREEIZIEN D & T 5E 2 FIZESWEEN) T, bRt GRERMED 1/5~
1/100 DiEME) TH Y, KISITBE R (spontaneous electroencephalogram, spontaneous
EEG) ®ERMTIZHLNTWD. 22 TRISEZRET 2 BIZEE OME P08 % it
THZEWE#E o T\D, ABR Ti, #@H 2000 [EIFRE OB FEILIEE EHET 5.
ME RN L 1L, HFICELNEESEARICHET27200FETH DS, FRIBIC
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Lo TEHERINTMEZMIEI GG L, RMBABIZEDE TERENDEFEZME L TN
BRIETEDZ LICL > TEILAEEZITI LWV 6D THD. ABR DFE, FHIEH»
510 2 Y BREOHBIMEOKY v I EEMEEET 5. #2310 BANE & X, FH
WM EN A 10 BV ELTHELNEMBEREOEHELERL TS, 5 (R
NERNEIZ0t L CRI— OERE & 87— THEL, LIb /) A XOBEMEENRT X AT
HIUTIE T & » TRIGIRIBIZEL LA ) f XOEBII/NEL 25, Thbb,
MBEOES %, K ={k(i),1 <i<m), k() BINELEED ) A X5 % v (t) , ABRE
BT — 8 & Sapr(t) L5 L, k(i) BUNELEE OEET —F x)(1),0 < t < 10(ms)

IR TEREIND.
Xii) () = S aBr(2) + vi(iy(1) (2.1)

MEERE BT, TRDb k) 2RELTEE, A ZORIE vi(®) 1 01T, K
BN k(i) = 2000 [E T, xa000(t) = S asr(t) DEUSEIEAE BB [3], [23].

Fig.6 (772U, MEEK k@) > 10) ©7 7 7i%, 2000 EE L7 #F4S ABR F5T
HDLVI BT, 2000 EIMEER L EMERDOT —% LDEEX /) A XLELZT, ME
k(i) B ) A RERSY vigoy(1) = S asr(®) = xiy(8) , £=0,1,2,...511, OHEEERE =, =
DRERNSHRDE, /A ARG EERT A3 72< &b 200 B EOMEEESSLET
BB LBbHD. ZOL I ABR IMBELEEE L 2RLRETEDT, VTASA
LRHNEEL <, AIEICETHREEITEITR (30 m2E). L RERBENSE
EFRTV5.

6.000

3.000

4.000 k\\f”fkaﬂ\

3.000

2.000

1.000 me |
0.000 ! 1 1 L L .

10 20 30 40 100 200 300 1000 1500
(number of averagings)

Fig. 6. ABR FHANCEITDEMBERD ) A ZD5THEL.
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3.1 ABRREDYz—TL v MEFRLERERK

ABR %I DWT 2@ A3 58781, x4 DiEAIZ Wilson 5=° Zhang Hiz k> Th
BEINTND ([14]). FHKET —2 0¥ 7 ) v 7RAEROBE 1S, ZRENES

FRL L LR EZ 1 Table 1 © & 5 &V B H 5.

Table 1. fRL~L b K pk R ¥
Decomposition level Wilson et al.’s Zhang et al.’s Our frequency
Di 8533 - 17067 Hz | 5000 - 10000 Hz | 12500 - 25000 Hz
D2 4267 - 8533 Hz | 2500 - 5000Hz | 6250 - 12500 Hz
D3 2133 - 4267 Hz | 1250- 2500Hz | 3125- 6250Hz
D4 1067 - 2133 Hz | 625- 1250 Hz 1562 - 3125Hz
D5 533- 1067Hz | 315- 625Hz 781 - 1562 Hz
D6 267- 533Hz | A5:0- 315Hz 390- 781 Hz
D7 A6:0- 267 Hz - 195- 390Hz
D8 - - 97- 195Hz
A8 - - 0- 97Hz

F 72, Wilson 57T S (Ehara et al.) 1% ABR &% DR RLE I #k12 > T Table 2
DESNNTHEL ([14]). 7L, TESIIYVz—T Ly MEF TIIARHE D R~
MAENTE W, TS OMENS b5 K 9512, ABR O/ EFITEL Bk ok
LENTVDLEEZLND. 22T, BERER L THF 2847 5821%, Fig. 7157
& O ITEH B RS (fast ABR) & AEBRIEK S (slow ABR) ICHfEL THIETAZ b b B.

Table 2. ABR % & AR E W HUZ DWT O E
Wilson et al. Ehara et al.

Frequency band ABR waveform Frequency band ABR waveform
Component 3 : I'IIII IV V VI VII A:866-945Hz | I I III IV V

900 - 1100 Hz
Component 2 : IIII' V VI VII B:472-551Hz | 1 III

500 - 600 Hz
Component 1 : I v C:236-315Hz | V

- 200 Hz trough that follows V

31
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v

IV
1 I

1I
/~/

Digital Filter (80 - 1500 Hz) slow ABR (80 - 300 Hz)

I \_)
fast ABR (500 - 1500 Hz)

Fig. 7. ABR DO##RI¥ (slow ABR) & k55 (fast ABR) D57Bf [15].

32 ABR EROII—TL v FEHRH

SWT MRA (MATLAB R2012b /) @A T 2BOK 5L~V OEREREIL,
Frx DERICEL BEBAETEOY TV o TEEE N D, FlTE 7z Table ]l DL 52725,
vx—7 Ly NEEE L TIEERTTRER, NERXY =—7 Ly hThD Bi-orthogonal
vx—7 Ly bk (Bior. 5.5) 2#EHT5Z L2k ABREBBBEEEELHHEL L L
ZFO¥M a2+ 5. Fig. 8([14,15]) (o L OBEHERIZHV S vxz—7 Ly MEAK
T

SWTMRA #EA L=EDO L~ DI, D2, D3 OFBRITIRIEL /NI, FLEAEHE
BEN LB I)ARLEZONDD THREDODEREEAK L. £ 1L T, ABRIZEBWTHIZ
B OEETROBAENEERZ L 2#EE L T ABREREREKCEET SV LVOR
W OHE 7T Z &i2T 5. Fig. 9%, #¥5E 80 dB nHL T 2000 EMME L THLNT
BEHEHRABME 21%) O ABREFZBEHRLEFITHD. FBLNVIIEBITD
DWT 83X U SWT IZ X 2R LEREE TR LA, Table2 iZBH LT, FEED
BRI A BT 5 L RERBUVNRRNWI EXLMNEN, RbEBTHDIE, Fig. 71z
TR S (fast ABR) & L~UL D5 BB, £7-, EERERS (slow ABR) &
L~UL D8 OFEIEEMZIERIL THD I EMNBETELIRTHS.



Wavelet fucntion for decomposition

0O 2 4 6 8 10

Wavelet fucntion for reconstruction

5] ”
0.5} :
0. ]
-0.5} ]
-1l J

[0} 2 4 6 8 10

Fig.8. o (LX) - BiEm (TR) CAWA Y =—7 Ly FEEK (bior 5.5).

4. BEREEVDT—J ULy FE#RZ BV -NEREEH
41 MEEEOHYz—TLv FEIT

ABR DRIEDH MOHIE Th b % < FIA SN2 OREAEBBA B CHERBE S
TUEHL T IURBICBRINIE VEOY —27EEETHS 2 L ITFIE CHBE LE.
ABR O b7 R OB BIT B D2 5 TV D 2 E BBV, —F, HEREREEIC S
T, Table 2 1R T L S ICHARBE—-AFEE THR SN TRV I EBbro TN 3.
B RS (fast ABR) & BB AL S (slow ABR) 12538 L CiE I B BRERIGA & & 528, 1
THOLHE L@ 1000 E7>6 2000 BEOMB LI Z £ 5 BRALEROT, $H%
UTNEA LTOHELBIIEBTERNEEZ LN TVAS.

B4 1L E TOBZE T DWT MRA %\ C, L1 D5(ABR i 54y ORERE 1
BEELL) OBBREEOAR2MET 52 LT, ABRE VDL — 7 g
I 10 FRE CRITE 20121 L, ZOMNT T 7T A% 5 LB FAEE > B
Lz (B2 [23]). 22T, BAFEERAEF (20%%) o 10, 20, 30, 40, 100, 200,
300, 1000, 1500, 2000 EANEWEHIZ VT, 2hEh, SWTMRA 28 LT, %
BRI RIS T 5 L)L DS OF#ERIEEOEREX % Fig. 10 12577, MHo sw &3,
sweep DOIE TMHEEIRZ B3 5. Fig. 9 & Fig. 10 ® 2000 EH % Lk 5 & KFH O
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RASRA2Y, Fig 10135 VERIVEESHL TORVS A FORFTHHH, Wik
b, BAERLHEShBH THD. 0L DITER ThD ABR /¥ — 1 25K
FHETDHOTHENEMETH . BEOBRZBEL, F— ANREETICx L CRFEE
DBV H D0 E I PBBEICBVTIIEETH 5.

TERDFBNBIE TIXHEB LB THOROINERS CHET 5 Z LITTERWVS, L
b D5 OFMBAER T, 12IE 10 BIREOME R b EERASHEM LT b B
FBOMMITE LN EBALMNIBETEE. S5|7, EXERONYT—2 a4
I LR2WET, RA—RMEREFC L URES—ICREHABOND Z Lix, ERAEIE
V. KB, LoV DS OB E AT, BV B E -2 S LU0 LV BE—2 M
WRZRIET D &, MBS 10 B CRIGHE & OMBREIE 09 L2y, 200 ELA LT
RIS 1 L2 D, BADOMEILX200ETHD Z Libirof. ABRIZLZHEHD RS
V== 7 BEHER EIZBWVT SWTMRA # AT, 7R L 0 ERERE CTHIENFTRET
b5 LTERINS.

S e 20005 W
Y ——1500sw
® 1000sw
5 e 3005 W
4 200sw
3 100sw
1 U \\f L e 30sw
N :y ! o

0 v 20sw
4+ 0 1 2 3 - 5 6 b VS S 10
N 10sw
o ms
&
05 DS e 2000sw
0.7 —— 1500sw
0.6 1000sw
g:i : e 3005 W
0.3 { ‘ L .200sw
g'i 3 ! i \l ! 4§85 ‘ 100sw

0 f £ | \‘ Fy AL« IR 40sw
0.1 o‘i 1"\; PSS E. | BBV EE D ESLaEV o TEELUAN 0 30sw
-0.2 U ] t
ns l‘ ; ‘ v 20sw
-0.4 10sw
-05
0.6 ms
-0.7

Fig. 10. BHRBIHOSMERT (FR) BLUDS LA OBMRETY (FE) 0EhEE o,

—J7, BERERSCHET S L0 D8 HE VT, BREMEEZES L~ A8 X, ME
EEIZ L > TEDLSITENT 20, EMBEEFOEREX % Fig. 111277, LU D5
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BiL Ry, MECLIEENRNZ EBBEIND. 2F Y L~ D5D6,D7 b
B) ITERMER POFEEZIFIZWVR, LU DS, A8 #EIET AL, HREMEA
EOFH@ELE)Z T TVWDIEICHBETE . DRWINEREEFEIZNT 2 SWT
MRA DOERIIFC, HERDICADTHHH, BRERTIZONVTIE, I5R53TRN

VETHD.

Fig. 11.

D8 e 20005 W
15 e 1500swW
1000sw

e 3005 W

e 2005 W

05
— T - 100sw
A A >
o '—%:‘\\‘ -
0 1 2 3 4

REr T oS TESS 10 40sw
g\-av"

1

-0.5 30sw

20sw
10sw

-1

-1.5

-2

;A8 ——2000sw

= 1500sw

25 1000sw
‘ = 300sw
2005w
15 100sw

papmrs—
[ L moma - 40sw
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5. MELBOHRE
51 I-L BHROIEE

RIGE/DZODEFHRTERETHHED 1 DL LUNBRLEERABOTZ L 2%
ZT&E. Tb bR EEIMER S LT ITEE s h 2 ¢ E 7. TOR
HOFER, ABR FEFOER 2RI 5 Z & 23 TE 2 WHEAE 10 FRREOME TLN
VD5 THEIETE, WEOEBRIEOLND Z LBFIRTE /. Fig. 1213, XD ZE T
DERIZL > THEAEERA»LH O L iR D LRI T OTRERTHO LM,



2000 EIMNE T — 2 oG bz L #hi# (Ko signal) 8L 10 BIMET =2 » 655
LU DSIZE B L E#RER LTV, 10 EMMEDEE, TEICL-TELDEL
DEEZ DD, EFEENOEATHDIEEZTHLIWVWERDNS. ZOoMROEREZHE
FTHE, 1 FEOKISEFEHE I X 20,000 2 UMSETH - - MERIIZ L 5 RN
% 100 I VRICEMG CE 23E L2 5.

15 | *
7.25 |
—8—| ower (Calculated data)
7 =—+—Upper (Calculated data)
--a--Lower (Measured data)
g 6.75 --#--Upper (Measured data)
S 65
=
=
~ 6.25
6
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5.75 signal
55
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Fig. 12. 10 EMNEREFED DS L~V OBEAERIEIC X 5 I-L ghig o).

52 BRKKEDEFZDETILE

SWT MRA Z#ZHAWT, D722 0IERECHE LN EEER T X 5 -L shfRof#E L, 2
BHzEsi 2 1 DOEREL T T HAEMERH D, —F, L~ D8 THETX 5%
PR IE, 2000 EMME LV IMER TE S b 00, ERAIZEBETS L, S L 300
EILL EOMBEREE A ES 26 LHo7-. L~UL A8 1T o, B, v 72 XD~ H R
% (spontaneous EEG) O EHEHIR A Ete. BARBERDICHIET 5 L~ D8 & B M
BRI RIRT 5 L1 A8 OINE 2L DR & T 5 &, BHITBEOMHEBEIDZE(L
PIEERICE D THD. bbb, MEOMMELRFAHLTNILIICRLS. £2T, X
R [28] THL LV A8 DI OMBKIEZ R D B 72912 R D 4 REEK TR FALEL 2R 7-.

4
y= Z at. 5.1

k=0

AR & DL~V A8 DETICSERTE % M LIZEN D, 73K ap DEENK
&<, ENLSOHREAEIT/ NSV LA o7 (Fig. 13).
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F 7=, 20Hz O ASHE#I# % Dirac comb & & %, HREMEI Dirac comb (ZF#4 5 &
Kz 7-T7T, EFARKRG.D 2EBIZKROLIIZHE LT,

4
y = ao(N) + ), ailt - SV (52)
k=1

CZTNIIMEREKERT.

6. HbHYIC

EHE 2000 EOFEHIZ L > TEHZESND ABR I, BES & s RERZ W 2 X BT DM T »
7 AL LTHEEREIAERTWS., Bxld, EHMERREROKEFAENTIZ SWT MRA %
WHLE. £T, DRVINEEE) S ABR BERDZBET I LIToVnThR~A, &
HIT, FERBRFIEDRVINEEE THLELNZ DI LT, BIRERSIE—EDMEI L
BETHhAZLERLE. ZOZELEHRATH0OHIL, ANFRBERKE % Dirccomb & L
TEFMEL, ZHUCEREMENRE L TV A0 TRV B 2 2. BRMEIIL L
A8 L IZIFR UAREHICEENH DT, ZORHERTIEDIZ, LUL A8 OFMERK
Ko7 NMAbERAAST.

ABR 1V b EABREERH TH 5 40-Hz ASSR DRI slow ABR(PO) + MLR, ¥72
HHE PO+Pa+Pb (&) Th 5 L Galambos & ([ L - THESNAMOZ L &
2o TW3B. F7-, 80-Hz ASSR DML slow ABR 77205 PO & E X b TW5 [6].
ABR RS (P0) DEFNALZEE L T 40-Hz ASSR DET MLEEHR TS Z LT,
EBILEHEVSDRERETHS.
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1. BT, KIREEBEKRY - BBEBROEBE—E, KREERY - HHBFOTAR L
ECIEERFRICBMSECWAEEEE LA, BRIV LET. $-4R0MEES
TRETIREPLHELFE L E WAL 52 T S o 72 5 KB ERRATHF Z25 0 1L M
RIEICEHN T LET
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