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M ERPILIE . 53 —J7 1, i EEG 1l & ¥ M ih
PR fe L AR 4 K HLAR S0 BEG 43 2 45 1) 1y %
T, XS EGE AT LU R A E AR RS 1 ik A
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M .
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FERR A, AR SRR R IR B 2 h A T f
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EEG 2 T M AE pi B fis £8 3 1) 5 8 b 28 i T A =X
T EAMMENGEE, I H TR BRI
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gamma 1. # ¥R . X — S A 5T Y O 2
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JRUR: A # AL D % 2L 4 P50 . N100 Fo A B 25 15 A 77
e E 2L BT R PSO A R KU
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ARt 2 Mg 4N Thag B0 Hoh LA &
) P100. N170 FIN250 4l 0] HFPEAl#H 2 A1)
e, MIERHINL Y IE L 8 T LATEAS LI )17 26
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FEH0 S0 B A T LN T BE ke i T8 T8
W, JF Hizss BA R T v . seoh, B
i A7 7E 1 FL I & N170 9% 5 A1 N250 37 i & 2~
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5, WG R AR 24 B T REAEAE IR AL A5 M4 i
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S SR, 23 AN ST A A T
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BN, FEAFI R I 22 B ) BB 0 3%
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FE BN FEA B A RN A AR A A2 BR 1
ASD 35 N170 AR W fel e X B G 0 a2 45 21
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T I by iy i FB 35 A 52 ) A 1) 468 3 A A i
Yy . 3 BERIFSEIER T ASD RIS /3 200 R —
FEAEAE AL T 7 s, BARSRIA N170 19
3 BT P LR R A L SR, BB AR E I
N 170 % 5 AN AR V1 SR 1 5 ASD FIAE #7340 55 A
BERYRESIE, ST — 5T
223 EREGGE/Z DG

ML5E ERP (Y G Mr 52 18 %5 48 T ADHD 8%
PR YR AT R4 O T A AE g 1, ax sk
WF9E 3 T P100, N100 A1 P200 PF-fli ADHD H 5 E
SR DIRE AT FHE

ADHD 1 £ ZER O FEXE AR ) . [l
T B AN I TAE . ket IR
RGN, LA HFTWb &S . RS o
N AT B B I TR PEME T, Kaiser 25
KT T, MNI0MFR P R T 1724
ADHD £ 1 126 44 {8 FE o B AL AT S AR S
Go-P100 HTE IR 1T, &3 A4 1 Go-P100 TR 19 i
TR SR, 2R B 7E NoGo-P100
N100 1 P200 Ji 43 - B i i A0 AR 1A 35 6 o 2% 22
SOUbAh, RIEOREES . WEAAERY . Z9IAIT ROR A
JiE 45 I R 7 AE 8 2 8 17 Go-P100 18 £k 1) %6 vy
Kaiser % 1A} Go-P100 W5 AR A i 4 4 25 I ADHD
ARG R IESE AR BN T U AT R T R R
SR, ST HATER X P100 T F 9 BB T 8%
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MG IR A2 N R, JF B2 5 rya
R 22 AR, I P100 F TR 51 ADHD %
(A R A Ay T B AR 2 it — 25 R B0

23 HRKEMERPH 5

MMN Sz M Al 22 SR o 7 & i 0 vt
BRI ZEFE, B SR T RIA A Sk Je ok
LA, FLOEAE 0T MRS 29 150~250 ms .
WA TERE R hRdE” R P AR A IR
257 T A H MMING, - DA T 00 G0 W5
BEAAR LA RE T . it 22 A0 G 5 AE BN 5 v
WA PTASIE], Blanss s . &l o s, Tl
TEE MR 210 L SRR eSS, BlanE
BT MMN KB T RN 7% 22 52 B0 o 35
ZIHEAT A LR RIRE T, ARt 1A R 2=
FIVHIBE HERAPE A A B bR

FE 45 S0 2 B 52 MMN JEIE B 24 B 5% 13 1)
FEPRIRAS, 33X AT R R f 43 SU0E SR 7R R e A I |-
MIBRFAA G, I H 322 S R L5 A2 A8 K1
PRAEAR 4 B H AR PRI o 45 S U S, e
IR VPG #7240 1) MMN I I B2 e 4 1S 27 447
Z 43 ASD M5 MMN BIFFE AR 4
231 KR ZLE

K& 43 240 1 MMN F-EAZ 81 TR B 1)1z
K, A 6 WIT/ I 4 B TAG 43 24E
SR R KU CHE ST ) MMIN PR T RE
i, LA K5 ) MMIN iR I 08 I R 4 70 ] i
s TR

24 HI AT B K DU ERP 4035 19 A% 0 2 DEA RS # 43
S49E B E D R e AU A E I MMIN A 1IE . AR 20053
Brhoe —SOR B, ARG IR, RS R4 2408 8
FETE MMIN HIR i b 25 HLASUE A REAIR 97 L tedh, I
PR 1o JRUSS: 75 1) MIMIN I -, S 285/ N (g e o il 7
IF H v XU 5 Ak 3 i MMIN 9 I e 1 25 /N T i IXURS:
KLk 7 gk, AR R, B
2R 8 5 R T IR A9 MMIN iR i TG ik &t s 55 08 470
ARSI, MMN R 9T B AT TR0k #h
Wa e nd e p =N NG N SN <2 AN (K s
SENFRA M ER AR .

AR N ERP A58 19 55 — A E O R B e
(1) MMN 75 & Z BOR H At 52 1 MMIN 00 79 R 2%
M LE MMN B 47 1l AR 55 T I R 52 8 . AT P9 3R
BT, a7 2 i (RO Om 22 RN E— e 1 S
FRUERIBAFTEAR)  REASTEX IR Hhifs & e K
MMN &S 4o Hed AR TR SR B w22, ¢

S I} 18] i 22 RE 95 175 & f K 1) MMIN B4R 77 i
A, JTIENA 20T & B MMN 08 5 P3b 2500 7478 ik
FAHOC O, X R WA A 43 24E Hh i MMIN SR il
P3b Bl 7E— R AL RIS . e, %
F L] o R PR Y 5 MMIN RN TG
TEAE, XK MMN BFA N B R S T
KER, JHH5N R FEITCKE .

FIRAFTEAE FE R, MMN JRIRE A R FE A E Ry
TURPRG P43 0 £5 3 R DR e IXUBS: A HE 1) 7] 5 ERP
REOE, I LAV 1 ARG P o3 B I DA e IXUBS: A
(TG HE b . SR, MMN P 558 4% 2 XU A HRE (4
BRURYE A, HAE N N R AR C R 75 A S 4k
WF5E v UEAT B RS B PEAG 97 A, RegeRT
6] {22 FE 7 & o A MMIN SR, X I 78 TR it
Vi) v 25 114 SRR AT R A I DR S B R 4 B Dy E 2 A
. B E, MMN R 55 00K A 7™ B A B AR 2 i
[E]JCBH S 5G] BB AR S o M G R AT
FER TR, AR TR A5 ik s T
BB ST OR I MMN 48 05 5 B R A BCRE AR ™
HREEZ KR
232 fIBIE 1% R R

%% ASD BE VTN T 8B, IF HITAL
AR T TR BRSO R T MMIN PR 07 1952
M, Schwartz 28 8 £F 67 W 2L B vp L3 T 307 4%
ASD H & 1 359 44 fa FEXF IR /9 MMN R0, & B
ASD 1) MMN iR 1 82 25 /N T JFE R STl
Iy HTIR R B, AR MMN JR B R R Ty 22 10
25%, A S IE [ MMN &N, B IR G
22 T MMN RS, 33X R WA B X T MMN 4k
W ) 5 AN BB AN E AN [R) AR A 5 TR 7 i 22
STRRRE . BLAh, AR AR AT, ASD &
I MMN R 8 4 /N T IR AL, (HaE /AR
TS P b S5 T B MMIN SO R JF TC B 25 5

BRULZ Ak, MMN BFE IR 0] AR 5N R (]
Wk PR ) A6, GudE LT 81
K S AR R RE AR 9 MMN BFSE R, O AR IR
FZSA (Fik . BT MghlaEit AN, L
) U ERE AR AT AL, BRI
IR, LA AR 1 MMN PRI B3 /N
fatFEXT IR %, X W LE A AT 50 T 34947
FEBSE . AR RS E e, U AR E R
MMN % 5 2 /N FaHEX R, I FLsni A B
TR 2 34 3% S A i B R A S
XGRS AR AR IV T B, JIF
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H51% MMN RIS HIAT X .

RBFIE S R, ASD A BE I 52 A R —
BEAFAEEE I T RN SE I T A BRE , i ELX 28 Bl
FEABHAE A A3 s 2% . Rk, 78 ASD F i
TR AT 2R G PPl 3 e AR & T o fin
T AERBATE B . AR, SRR I R B SR B o R
1 TR DL 5 5 45 AN AR I B AR 1 W B in T g
J1, VAiE—2 48R ASD 7 & 8 ik B2 vf A T 5 45 40
B
24 INHIEFIERPH 5

N AR Fe 1 ERP 434 N2 FITERN, iX
PRS0 AT T VA G o o i S8 38 %) s g 47 Tl R
PRGN TIIRE . N2 2 ic 53 T3k B i e A i) 67 ) A7
Pift , LU AE S BT IS 200~350 ms, N2t 45
T RERTF RS, HA R 53 A i A e AR T
T AF G P RS 1l 43 1500 . 4 il A 56 N2 38 8 Fh 45 Fh 28
TR BRI 4535, TR R TA i 58 Fn S g 47
BRI PR 2B W 27 b s B0 ERIN A Bk A 5 1 3k
(error negativity, Ne), J&ici % T HIAH S Al 1)
SR R ) e, RO I A T R R SO S
150 ms N . ERN St B T Rl A= N shag, JLH
ETCE SN T

ADHD ., 5 JE A5G FI5E 0 AT e 52 12 S it
FETE ARG AR, % 4UE G T ADHD
(A EI D BE b %, I Hif %48 T ERN R IR
FIBRAAEAR 52 398 AR bR - 5800 22 [ 1) G BG
BEAh, —Io o Wi oA TR o 2U0E 1 HE R
K Thgg .

241 EEG/Z SRR

FH B & ADHD B35 RO HHIE, 3%
— AW g AT H ERN ATN2 B4R I8 s e . 7643
BrFoe A 8, ARXS T 1@ BT HE, ADHD & # (1)
ERN i i 8 2 /)N 54 (B A [ SR 90 R e 7E
ADHD 3 & B 3 (1 ERN AR IE R Y, JFH
ADHD £ 5 F gt 5 X} B8 (1% N2 4 i AN 77 7E 855 22
S ot ST fE F T ADHD REAS N R FETE SR (1)
SR, T BT R AR O AR TR R A AT
ST N2 FTERN iR M Sz e 1™ 5 42 T R At o Ao T g
i, BF9TE A N2 F ERN PRI T R0 % BE RS 76 H:
MAFAE AL B ZAM BRI RS R 2 h A 3 (R
B IR T 2RSS B BB T Mo Kk
B, vhahE Bl A A AR R B ERN iR
R A N 1 0 NS B V(v o VIR | R R R
k. BT AR AL S NS AR R T R T

N2 Hig i 1 d 2 R L X S S5 B 7R ERN FITN2
PRIEH FRENTRES ADHD . whafith a5 ZFhi2 Wizl
() AR RRIE A AE CHE =, I AW 1V R iTAl
FANGVRRE R ES 2 e ds . SR, B RTE XA
FEOERRIZE B AR BRAEIETE i N AT, YT 9T R AR
T ADHD V J — R e it 2478, AR5 Hr
UEHE I 5% A 1 AR T8 AR 25 g HAT AT — Lk
5 LAV RS Wi S B RAT 2 58 4 A5
KL, FARATA SEAETE R BB b 55k
WL 5 R R OC R
242 EERGRIA R

FE BB AT 2 DL EAT o B M AR RO RRIE A B
T DA S B A T M el L eah, sRia R R &
Bz B R Fsk L R AR EL R AR
DIRPZE, [FEf A EERR w2, JF
BHE P TEE BT el BTSRRI TR
Ak, WD NIRRT L AR RIS IE AR
Je BRI Bkt nT B ERIN iR 1R A% 355 i oir S ke
RZITCTII TR — Bk B, FEIEER 5 5 Rl
TEAEAR 5 5 ERN PRI AT 35 IE A G, JEH
SR JEREAS Y ERIN AR B AR JE AR AS B 35 TR Y
FEVE TN 7T, M) 2 8 T ERN-AE R IR A
KBYBEN, AE X ERN-5# 38 E R AH OC B 98 15 R0 A
W BV, kD R RAE AR AT X 5 TR T
AR BRI FR I AT S5 4K Y ERN &K
N, FFH R - € A4F 55 (response - conflict
task) HAFAE 2 1) ERN-5EE AR A OC 57 G st
5 RW], ERN HR I 5 58 38 F A JEORE IR A7 7E 1E 7]
KHE, JFH 5B OCRE HEHY) Y e
WER L, WA I, ERN 58 AT BERG 7R 338
MMAXT R R S T RUE, I B TR BCE R
ST BV A ) SN SR ST, T AR SRR AR Y
ERN 3 58 0 8% DA A U8 T4 32 30 19 H A 4 e L
A58 LA B 5 T e 2 A A M S vy 1 o Ay i
AR, A T AT v AR A 7 R 8 A T Y R
FEAS 530 A i AN BB 8 ERN iR R 2 75 5 RV AR
FETEDCHK .
2.4.3 KEHIrRLAE

e #1530 R TR DR I TR = i Az 3
THFFEEANTHY G . Martin 55 5l 15 JC 4 BT A 5%
LT A R KU ARE R ERNRRE , JF HAR5E
21 ERN % 8 09 15 PR AN Jy vk R 1 9% SCfE
FOrHT T 25 IAESR Y 541 240K il 43 BLAE £ 1409
AR, AL 169 24 e XU 1M1 216 44 % 1R
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XA ERN S5, & B 5 2l A v AU 41 Y ERN
PRIFIS B/ N T4 AT IRAL . Beah, EFxt &
ERN JF IR 98 2 A A7 A S 35 0 S bk, Sl o0 By
KB RAT IS R RO B3, BARRM AR F
{45 (Flanker. Go/No-go) [ ERN M i # KT
T TS (W Stroop) , HA A ZIE PR DA 25 1 95
ROV FIRBFR R, RS RR AT S
JAUBS: N B TR B B TA N4 LA I S A
BRAGI hAE BRI , X — P42 Al i Bl ERN 4% W8 1Y
BETRE, IFHIRN AR 1B 5 PR . X
7~ ERN % M8 A 08 77 55k PEAR RS i 43 2408 DA 9
Ty B — AN 8 bR BT LRI/ iAo 24
T X ERCE R R AR R A 8 b, TR ERN
PRI FH TS A A B i a5 % v KU 38 B8 T M 7 75
FPE— L BIE
2.5 ETERPREHIR S MEHERBEILESIERE
INGS

W1 ERP 553 e % 5 WA 1A A i v 2 B B 1
NI TR, g (D) &8 HarkkT
LIRS (A A B RS S 2 o AR TR
4yS40E . ADHD ., fEERERT . 5318 BFEA A ASD X 5
PRSP0 . 728, K PR 0 R A AR IR - o
(SR EBRRG, V RWrael 14s L TRFLI R T S AG

DIRE B EG , F2 22BN PSO 1 4y 55 (122 2
P1OOFRIE T B% . N170HRME % ® . MMN IR
TR e 27 TS A3 T T R ) RS T A 1 —
T LI LA ) BRI SRS b 1
FER R SUE IS AN R D Re i s, B
RFEHN ERNRIF Y T RE . esh, PTSD 5 0UAH
BERFAFAE SRR SHE —BUW T L 1P B, X2
e B [R5 22 B kg PSO 40 1 sk 55 24 LA
ADHD FE7ENFIFE B, X — B i RN ERN
PR R R, SR, £1%F ADHD 9 ERN JG4-Hr
WA AEEIR Y, I EL ERN FN2 35 1 (14 Bl ik
T Z PR PR AT 2 b, XS 7 ERN FITN2 7] fig

e T 15 22 Rl 2 W S AR A 22 AR RRAE 0 5 e A
=, BRAAAEAR S R R P ) 5 ERN R
IRAFFE RS R I , X WG /R SRR J5 e A %
RS20 SR (R S, RIRMEEE B 48 o P ok 44
S RN TR 15 5 10 L B AURR . i), BT X ASD Y
ERPEIEEE2EAFFEAHXT 3, A e B o
HET ASD 8 7 T LIS FT S8 A Ty T A A il
B B IR,k 2 i B L AR S Bl N170 4R T T
R 070 N170 AR IIZE K 7 FI MMN JIR IR 1 5 14,
IE HIRSZ B 10 FIESRL ) 52 .

Table 1 Evidence—based medical evidence for mental disorders based on early components of ERP

®1 ETERPREHN S HBMEREIELEFIERELE

WA BRGNS FERI EE BTN
R4 3 2E0E &R SE)E PS5O SS [18-22, 24]
IR ep P AT BR T L5 & FOP LOOFR IR T B N1704/R Mg Al [38-39]
N2504f I T B
IwPR . Wik AR MMNFRIE % [18,27, 44-47]
IR SR, WiEAR  ERNYRIE FRE [60]
B4 )5 RLE RS (PTSD) I AR PS5O 55 [28]
BUAHBERG I AR PS5Ol 98 55 [23-24]
AR RIS (ASD) i PR N170#R M T BEANE AR A AL [40]
i PR MMNHEIE T B [48]
R M DR 1 1 i R MMN#RIE T B [49]
ERBREE/Z 6T (ADHD) i PR P1007E R 145 [41]
iR I ER ERN#RE T F% [41, 53-54]
AL PR IR ERN#RIE T [ [53]
(97 _NIA 7S N2JiR IR Bs [55, 61]
PIALIE R [N ERN4RIEHE K [53]
I A AR IR ERNIR M5 34 i1 [53, 56-58]
£ pE B AG AR IR ERNIR M3 i [53, 58-59]
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3 E TERPREHARL ST HIAE MR RS TEIE E ¥
IEHE

RS I T S = R L N G . VA
300 ms 2 J& i P2 AR B ERP LAy, Ak T =R AYIA
CHUIN T B RS ot B P ot 2 ri A PRI IE P 2 AF 5
B S B % > 5 P300. G 1% IE WL {7 (error
positivity, Pe) . S 15 i (feedback negativity,
FN) . N400 F1H 1F H, {1/ (late positive potential,
LPP), 3481 43 AT Sz BesA MU T i 3 240 e
NI o SO TR 25 S N DIRE . HBORS i s
i £ R BREGT R A7 I 30 B o3 I s AP ARS8 |
()22 540 B P B e RN Dy Re b i S 1
oo (£2) .

3.1 EEHEXERPHS

e HAR e A 37 56 1 1Y 1 B AH 5C ERP L4
& P300. 283 5 A T N RS 300~600 ms 2
6], 38 % B 5 50 A P3a A P3b W AP F 4 2. HE
1, P3a ST A 55 A B AR v SRR B A
LS, 17 P3b S B T B R O 1 T T B
It H T RE S b5 A9 TAEC2 A 56 0 8kifi, BT
P300 5558 FALE T 211, Whoeas R IELL
4 P300 5 5EE MM R EK Rk, JF B T
AR P300 S BT Z2 A HUIN T BRI,
P300 Y HR I 5 W AR I RSP B35 5 A Ay A 1 1 A
U543 e 55O HUD TR Y — SRR A FR AR AR Y, i
A FH FITAG ET R X G B RN T35 3h

P300 $RE 2K #1255 ERP {5 1iF B2 24 0F 5% i &
B AR R AL TR 2 S 2 0 )
J5AH 5% B A 00 PTSD 57 ADHD M 7 )
P300 FEAIF, & 3 SAE i g 5 ki 2R 90 1 P300 i
S A AN/ R A T T FORS o R RS R AR
i — SR E X P300 [ TT A BT T EA TR T
3.1 KR 2UE

K543 2908 F 319 P300 FH1E 52 3] T HF 9 541
M)z 0, HA T WOT TSR 4 5 5% TR
43S S R s XU A HERY P300 TR 1% 20 57 )

S0 P300 Y I R R = 2 L LA B R I
AERET{a FRE T B, R A 40 R0 £8 3 77 7E P300 HiR i
() 38 35 g 120 o5eo) g H 22 BR 1Y P300 RN I
RTAEER S A, ML TXIRA, BEEE
(14 P300 % M 5 35 sl /N I LV AR 30 3 e & 08 77
RS R, P300 JIE LI P300 PR iR A 1 )
XA o 2L AR ARE, JF BT LU g%

e KU, AT ) S 2 B

T R 2 ERP B 1Y 55— A~ F 0 S 3 BH 5
P300 B R 25, DT B8 V= Aff b B P300 T Y
I PR SC. IAA 5T, WO 2 1) P300 Hi i 44
o7 A HAt T A 8 S i o, R B AR Y
P300 W5 AR 145 v B B B AT B A L AR
AT B SE R BEAE 250 IR YT R L it ] (1 45
AR —F e st o, — TR A BRI T
ST B, T ARAHYNAIT RS, &t
25YGYT B AR P300 HIR IR 25 T KT H R
EARNE, X RIAYNRIT RS B R 0 2UE R
(R T3 BT RE Y s

g ik, P300 P B 5 H L HZ P300 Hik i
(BT A WS IR AR A 0 2R R0 R A% v XU
(R 2 A A N R, T DU 355 S WK ot 40 S
SEE AN Dy R R 1 B U0 Iy T R S
It HA BTG 25907697 X B E VI DI AR I 52
Wi . BRI, FE5%E P300 HRIEAE A i KU A 7l J 4
br b, BRTEGPEEGE R P, I AT G
Y IpT I AR AN 24 IR YT 1 T A BT AT SR AT A — 32 1Y o7
J& , ARIETE T SR XPRG 143 SL0E 2 AR 5 1 24
FEE 38 BT 5T A5 P300 FH T TR 44 40 2L0E
A RS FITA YR T T R A AT A T
3.1.2 WA G R

WG fi 0 40E A1, 0I5 A G B A (1Y) P300 RHAIE
WAZH] TR B . 2SR X AR R A Y
TE &M 5¢ ERP BIF 5% 1 T A S R A W il B
fig 70T RS L TR T R T SR RN S S BH
PR 1) P300 FRAE . A BFSE &30, AH X T8 X
B, Wy o fi FH e i 700 RNV RS Al i ) R
P300 FiR i W Z 2 TR, IF HIRS (I EERS ™) BE
() P300 VR AR i 35 JE 4, X R I R P A 4 A
I I S A A TG VR 43 B AN/l A R0 i T e
FRBR G, I L P300 % i AR Ok 04 7 o T
IR PR P A A SR 3 PR L LA P300 (4R
IRANEE IR Z A1, Little &5 7 3R PEAL T H ff F e
15 BB TEAN RIS 14 19 P300 PR . & AR T
PRI, R DGR B B S & HH TR K P300 R
R, I ELERE 20 00 P300 554 0 i 25 K il
X I 7R ) TR D B A R FE N T AT 45 M A B A
FEEARAE R E T ECRCR , a2
IR ZA XAURY E S, Ik P300 4R ik ik
ATV F I R R R . e, YR
fift R AR 70 FIEORS (1 FH B A 7> A0 50 st BH A
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WAFTE P300 4R 18 1) 2 0/, X I 7% P300 iz e 11
REARIA A R S s (%P 0 I e AP A s i )
INAITIREAUR MR B SE Ak vl iff—25 F4%
Y5 P300 FH I ) 35 PRI R Mg g i) 25 40, AT B8 AE
P300 41 6 1 4y 49y 5 157 P 635 A Py ot 28 A 2 PR R A8
IOHETR
3.1.3  BIJE KRR

PTSD £ # M B DI AE A3 3 7 #fF 52 3% 0
P15 ZEEL P3O0 7S HIS W I A R R A
A B T HR 2 o3 B e PR S FH AN B 7. 35T 43
Mrff o — st & B0, 7em TPkl , PTSD A&
Y P300 PR b /N T4 28 ™ e A
R, PTSD & & 19 P300 % e & 2 K F 45
g 2 sk R — O R I PTSD B A1 5t
WA NN T8, EARFEI A%t v il T
DRSS . XTI A SR e B & R = T 2B
IO T AR . ik Ah, Hoh—I0e M o
it UL ROC ff1 ¢ & 1 f2  (area under the curve,
AUC) kfii S emf e, e BLA 4 003805 & 1)
P3a. P3b. P3wm M#RIEIHAH &R AUCTHH 7™,
X B 3 2 BLA3 (A A M EL AT A R 1 o 2R MR
HHEH T PTSD W BI2W, ARk N R £ 1
U il (IS W 2RI 5T 52 P300 43I PRAS .
3.1.4 EEGLGE Z SRR

B 1 B b 22 B S 1 T A BT F ST AR
T —3AEIE B 243 s . Szuromi 25 7S 0 T 63
W58 154 45 ADHD 35 F1 140 44 fE X BRI P300
PR, &3 ADHD &3 19 P300 HiR i . 2 /N T X5 il
4, Tolal U534 & 30 AT i AP ) 52 2 08 75 P300
IPRIFSON., FEAAEIS AL PR FL B, P2 wiiak
19 P300 415 M 2 5B . S50 A — J0UME S AIF 9 A 2]
T —BUEE R, Kaiser & ' 73055457 ADHD &
F MR X I8 Go. Cue. NoGo Hlli#i7 & 1 P300 4
R AR AR . K B S {E R X R AR HL, ADHD HE Ry
Cue-P300 & ME 5 /)y . Go-P300 IR T K . NoGo-
P300 FR i 5/ FLIg RIS, IF HAFR IS 1 2587
cue-P300 AR ME RN, B AAEAS 1 P300 = i 250 17
BILE T DR K. X5 RRE], Sk ph
IYSUE . WIFAH GRS I PTSD —3k, ADHD thiff
FELAP300 A A AT e D RE B .
3.2 IANFIEFIERPR S

G 40 A4 A 92 ) ERP B 43 3 B4 45 Pe AT FN,
AL FH T IEAE R S B iG HR  0A T oh 48 SR A  A ot

BT . Pe 2B T ERN 22 J5 76 1 SR TR B A 10 575
B IE ) 8y, FLOE A 7 T 4% 1R N S5 2 200~
400 ms 7' FEINAEMERE b, Pe WA e T AR
FER AN D B 2 A BRI T L FN
L FR 2 15 A0 O 7 (feedback-related negativity,
FRN), J&ic s F i b Je s il i o s 77 L %
B3 R A R IUR SE R IR ITS &, RERS XA T
REERAF SR Zour 2, G H 0 B 5t S R
JE #9250 ms 7L AN, ASRERILHAT R RN JE T
BTN 5 LR SOBANAFI, FRN R 8 AH 48 T 15
W57 8 SUSRRAT I AR IRt 25 sk 7

B 109 I 0 42 i) ERP A UF B= “# WF 58 42 4t T
ADHD "% HIAR R AT 7 FURE B4 Z4AE 1 7
FETRAIN AN SN T AP AR SR Fa RS, X SERF 5
% Bl ADHD H 35 17 7E Pe JRIE 0 T, SMARKEAS &
A T REAFAE FRNHRIE 1) TR . T T420RS #i e 2l
X} Pe FIFN e/ ATt o8 A TR DF
321 EREGLG/Z SR

WL G Wi 55 % 55 1T ADHD & 15515 1
JBRIN THRE, —%0k B ADHD H 3% 1 Pe PR iR /)N
Tt ARE, HAVA Go/No-go 145 Al 7E ADHD i
H L B E W Pe RIFAUN > .t T4 X Pe
(kST IFTR 25 SR 2 A —3K, IR AT
MR AT, Geburek 5 5 S LA 434 T 730
i 58 v 166 24 ADHD [ 35 1 161 24 {5 X JE 7E
Flanker Fll Go/No-go P F{T:55 T~ ) Pe iR i 225 5%, &
L AE Flanker 33 3K 0 w0 41 9319 Pe R M G I 38 2%
5, 1H¥E Go/No-go Ju . H ADHD i & 1) Pe Hik i
FNTAEREX I AT S AN R BER T
Kaiser 55 " 55 IE, {175 %2 1 23 WHF5E T 1Y)
330 44 ADHD & F1360 24 (X B, &
(1) Pe M 5 25 /N THE 4L, IF Bk kAT 55 B 35
7 Pe IOIRIRALN. , 3X— 540 B A Go/No-go {ixX
(1) Pe RN\ 3 KT Flanker {145 1) Pe &0 4 . iR
45 W57 ADHD S8 #7778 e 0 i A 42 i A AT A
POHIERE, IF HiX sesh i n] g S it— S 8T
A A FIA T AE I RE R FEAT . B T ERN IR IE AT i
AERSIER MG SR B, I H Pe JRIRBEE 4E IR G K
THaz ), KBk xT ADHD B3 0 Al ey
N, RRIE AT FE A 2 5t FHRIT ERN., Pe
SN AR ) ERP R 3 LA B i bR 36 B0 =22 ) ) S Bk
AT A ADHD FRGHE B 7 SR AL IE I S 15
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322 Kith o BLE

WFFEE A TR TR TR P 43 S0 R B AUz A
FEAY Pe M N SRIEEOAFAE, i T4 XRS5 Pe
FENISIF RS R Z e 22 5%, AOZEXEA
(1) Pe FI FN WSS 04T RGN E 256, NI AlHEH
TEARHRS 73 1 B A 719 A 0 92 Al B B . Martin 25 1
ST T 12 TR 5 SRIFSE Ao o 0 S B
() Pe FI FN JRIEREAE, I HL LT 7 RS oA
43 SR e RS 3 A R R ) Pe 4R MR . 1R 9 & PR
B S AR IR Y Pe B FN YRR JC B EME L H,
ot AU, N 5 ke o XoF B 1) Pe IR i A AS 77 7E (35 Pk
25 AFER KBS A, P RMREOT L (2250
vos. SERIK) X Pe PRI 0O R T RN 8, TR 2
S DL TR B3 BE A 1) Pe i MR A2 e X
W /N T 5% K 6 B HC At 8 35 9415 Pe T PN
WO, A R ANy 2 I R

LIRS SRR, ORGP R AR LE G
PIIAJIAE ] L BRI BN T 7 A B i Dy
BE 4157 . Martin 25 7 Ak, Pe JR IR IE % % B RS
Pl A £ BEMEAR TR T 55 BoR A RO R T I
PEFHEENGTR, MRS SRR LRk B B 76 R 40
BN T AT s A BREE . eAh, PN YRR E 5
FEUH FR A RBAE I I T AR BE R B, 9F B AR
55 NI B0 R, R M2 A A M 2 B ML
SRR B T R AT RS b R i Ak 2 O B A T
10 %7 HATER XS Pe FIFN (UBFFEEC/L, Rk B
IWHFTAN RESR X — R 4518, ARIET
ZWFFERAIRIT A HRMe R AN 5 12 PR F- X 3 95 2 ERP
oA
3.2.3  JARRERT

PRI X FN JR 08 9 70 /0 Mrifk 58 25 42 7 A ARAE
AR IIRE, I H—80 AARE B 51T
FE PN IR IR 1 T R 700, R — 3400 e TR &
T FH AR5 S AT 45 AT AR AR A AR I AT

S VEAT FN IR M 8500 A6 AS 7] £ AR 2
Bk zZ A pfa e, MoranZE L 0 T 16 TAF5E
HR AT BRI EE X BRI FNVRRIE &2 SLBDATR
JiE H FIME B Y PN IR IR G i B k22 55 . SR,
TR A, 5 (RS v, HABAES)
AT PN RN, AR W AT 55 B 11
BB PN PR 05 5 25 /N X A . 5 LiRgs L —
, Keren%F " RHTTHMIIE, FE 12095 KA
B £ B AU 2 AR 98 v & BT I 1Y) FN i
R R WA BT R, AAE/INT 18 & AR i

P55 Y PN PRIFALN, , (AN [R) 47 S0 2H 2 [R] A9 54
A 22 S AR TR B i 2K 0 X e B B AR
SiE FAELE DL PN IR R A 2 R 1) S 45 R 5 Tk
B . WF5% A FN iR IR T [ ] 8 55 AR AE 179 Bl gk
BICHERAT I ), (B HEIRA A PN BRI & T i
— RGP O ROk T — B AL FN
PRI 5 DU I S bR 22 (] %) S, DATTT BH A FN i
R I PR S . eAh, AMARAE £ 3 119 FN 4R i R 1K
W EA AT S B AFAE ™5, e AR A AIRFFE R
T 2 OGRS AR5 & FN LA AR .
3.3 E& R NINIE X N TERPR %

LPP J& 7= A: T IR B 2 600 ms FUFFLEIE ]
T, FZICET B ™ . LPP 5154015 m
TR A, AT P e, el 50
75k 1Y LPP PRI 258 38 Ao 30 . iy HRR S ) []
2 A1 28 S L VIR 25 VR 1 Y — Rl FR A
N400 210 55 T Y 008 e AR 9 67 [ Ji o3, DAL
P )38 5 B 24 200~600 ms 2Z [1] B9 kH#E T LA
AT R R BRI s ] 5 | S R, DRk
TGS Ba) a7 oA 5 | 5 B ) T LA & Hh K )
N400 53, H 58] F1 ) 155 A& N400 1 3 A
oL 50 PR, N400 A W 7 R PEASAR P B A5 A8
(R LN T-RE 1 1Y ERP 4545 .

A IR TC o TR o3 558 1 RG #i o3 40 R
(RN 28 R 7 RDE SO T ™ T RE, X B ILAR ST
G3N OGVE T RS A 43 24RE 83 I 45 1% P3 I LPP ik
BERAE , LA IE XON400 4R i A AR 4R AE . i
T 1 FRAR A I A TEAS X LA B2 0 ks #i20 S40E H
RIS 28 0 TARAE, S EOF 5T ME LU RO
P53 ZLE BB E I BRI R RAE i — SRR . My X
— A, Castro 55 ") #7113 T 5% 1 339 24 K
P53 240 S5 35 R 3311 44 (R RELE AN [R) 175 4 R 2%
R P3b FILPP, & 3RS #5340 £ 5 B4 T AR
P75 & P3b FLPP PRI 2 2 /N TR X IR, Hmg 4
B A B A P P3b A LPP 4R i G i 3 M 22 5
BEAR, T UGRS3 PR 7 350y 3, T fL
O & PR IR R . R IF 45 SRR, A
P53 S0 8 () R DGR B R . TR (1% 2
S, I ELIN T AR L A B AR T ASE i T
ML

SRR #i 53 R0E RRE AEE SO TSR] B B 1)
BRBEERAE , Wang 25 0 40 AT B0 S 0 S 0 1
(stimulus onset asynchrony, SOA) /)T 500 ms f
N400 W} 7% 2 75 52 £ B R e SCBETE RRAIE, JF HL
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Y9N T SOA KT 500 ms ol & K T A1 5= A9 0T
FERFELRF GBS I T R E B, FHXT T
faFEXT IR, £ A N400 IR IR 2 20/ N T ELIE R I
WK Ak, (ET R X —80F H SOA KT
500 ms i, A N40O JiR i 2 25 /N T (a3 xR
X B FBCE TR N TR 3 X — 355 8 B AF AR
B RN, HoAthl SC—BrE 4 SOA £ T IS
AFAE .35 1 N4OO Hig i 22 5%, 3 3% B 1 41 a7 Ak
BETE SR 26 NIRRT 5 8 D) G S fE B
HANAEAE I B 25 5, JF ELRERE IE 5 TR Y15
YAR—FEL.

1 B LR R TR i A5 LPP HR IR 14 52 1
WIANIIEA , 5 2R IC AT I 5 R PR ppa 25
H RS LN T A LPP R . Vallet % ™ St on#r T
13 TAHF 5T H 474 248G s 253 11 100 44 fa e il iy
LPPYRIE, & PR ZS 2 1) LPP PR iR 3 /N T
FRXT R . Ak, 12 B 8 LPP AR R A%
N, KSR S B T A ANE 25 M LPP YR IE 2 i 25/
FERFEXT AR, (AP Bl B AT P LPP PR i AN
FEAE S LIRS IR MR & B T
WO TAFAE S .

34 E - TERPEEHARL & WM BERSEIE EFIEHE
INGE
B 3] ERP A% 40 RE 06 S AR TE A B AT

TRrBerfES, Ay (%2) M. HATET
BSG HU 1l00 RO AT TIE  2 F oE  A vp TR
Gy SRE . IR ARG BT . ADHD. 1 BE A
PTSD. 156, #4324 5E 20 0 | W) ot AH OC e
fi 7' PTSD % ™ ADHD "' ™ Hf£7E 1R )
BCAT T AR T T R BBE , LR FEIN P300 4k i
()T BT/ S0 AR 30T B ZE K . S8 T P300 I B 1 5%
W T AR RS 200 ASD Y | kA AR
fig o2 MRS Y SRS WA X BRI
75 P300 Ji 53 AT 68 S e 1A P B A — SRR A R 2
AEBIRE, JF FLATRES B2 WitE 22 i i i B I
. HK, AE AT ZURE IR A7 7 N400 J= I T B A
PRIAE R BT A A8 SR B T skpE =, Jf HA
F P S AR BRI 5 A& 19 LPP HiR i T R T
TERINE LN T 5% 7 %0 SR, KA SUE A
BRI IE sh PR AAE I B s, JFH e
TR I T AT S B, X SRR B 1 Y
Pe FlI FN IR I FT S e . %5 =, ADHD BEFFAEA
EPUNFFE SR BpgE o, X B E RN
Go/No-Go{T:45 T~ ADHD H#.# Pe RIRHAY F % . ) ,
TVERFRE AT AEAEAT AR AT TR R , X — i ]
i I FN PRI 1R Bk s 700 | A FN iR T~ %
B K] BES HAR R A A PR SR A 56, (HX
— BTy A B SRR 5 AR

Table 2 Evidence—based medical evidence for mental disorders based on late components of ERP

F2 ETERPHHI SR HERBIEERIERLCS

iZiEsi BRLPN: FERI SR
AR 53 BERE 7 9 P3004RIE N BRI AR E K [20, 65-66]
[f7 R IA[7S PeHIFNHRIE IE % [60]
I PR THBRAEOF R LPPIRIE T b [87]
(5178 NAOOHRIE T BRI AR I AE [88]
WA P R IGR S5 P3004iR i~ % [70-71]
TPRS {5 FH e IGR . SEJE P3004RIE N B A AR K [72-73]
G455 )5 RLs RS (PTSD) IR P3004RIE N[ ChyERIED, P30OYRIEIEG N (G453 [28, 74]
RG22 8RS (ADHD) IR P300IR M P A0 AR [41,75]
I AR PedlRliE B¢ [41, 54]
FAL R IR IR FNYIR i~ F% [79-80]
XU A (7R P300#RIE ~ F BB R K [90]
R LR PR TR TH AR OSSR ILPPRIIE T 4 [89]
PBAE LS R P0G (ASD) i PR P3bARIE T % [91]
RPN 17 NNIRIATZS P300HIRIE T B4 A AR I LE K [92]
ot R (7S P300JRIE T F4 [93]
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4 ETESEEGHEHERIEIEESFIEE

FED RG2S, BEEE T LR $E EEG {5
AN R BE N A IE Sh AR DO LR T 2
FH T Dy 2845 B (%) 4 B 3 AL 45 delta (1~4 Hz) ,
theta (4~8 Hz), alpha (9~12 Hz), beta (13~
30 Hz) Fllgamma (RF 30 Hz), AN[FASH BN
J SRR ANG A G Horr, delta $R3% 5 L3R
A A O Y, theta 4R v 5 I N4 I A1 TAE
WCZA I, alpha$R3% AT LA L1 A 4 o]
FEHIN T, 2, beta PR35 HEIN R 5 8w 45 iz

BPEHIA S, gamma $ik 37 W 5 050 FE B AA
HIDIEEA O | Pl B 5 it R G BRE fini H T 32
25 549 B TR A R B ph 284 3% FAH A
MTRe FRRE AN (R3) .

M [l 7 EEG i IF B 2% A 57 19 #4005 2
ADHD 10 OfE i 4y 24O 0 B AR
fig fros-t06) 4030 ADHD TEAE theta 3272 (39 58 Fl beta
PR35 855, AE P53 2LAE A7 7E delta FIl theta 4% 7 1Y
MR . HEAh, TARRREAG AT REAEAE RS SR AT AT alpha
AR, AHIZRON A2 AR | PR R e S SRR
(SR

Table 3 Evidence—based medical evidence for mental disorders based on quantitative EEG

®3 ETEEEEGHBMERFIELEFIERLE

WA LRGN FERI EE BTN
B/ 2 B fEY (ADHD) Il PR theta fi 37 1 5l betadi 3% V5 55 [99-102]
HMb % & [)ZSNRIAlHZS deltaFithetali§ 5, betai 3]k 55 L100]
R 3 2O0E 57N deltaflltheta ff % 1 5k [103-104]
AR b S &R EIEIR 7. MMlalphadli % #H %1 58 56 [105-106]

4.1 EEERPE/Z BNERS

S| & T ADHD HY & & EEG #F 58 R £ T
ADHD £ # 7t theta Fl beta 737 AU GRLEE, JLIHC
1 theta flbeta Z . (theta/beta ratio, TBR) X—+5
FRAE R PRAE B bR i 4 i ml Sk . A AR & 3,
AHXE T HEXTIE . ADHD 8 2 771F theta 7% 3 Y .
R 0 beta 1 80 1Y 3 S O R TBR
TR WO 0 X R TBR AT LU T
X 7> ADHD (£ AR IR . s, —IILF i
WrRk A TR T e s, 558 T LI T45
il B e S FRE A SME TS R (externalizing spectrum)
AHE, EBIMEEE R delta Fl theta 715 3l i3 & 4458
beta 15 2 i Z Uk 55, alpha Fll gamma 75 37 i1 2% &
F s 1 RN, AL ADHD 45 /7 1€ delta Fil
theta iz ¥ M3 5, JIF AU A 17 M RE A TE
alpha $i% 3% FR 55 , [H N2 YT beta R 7 1Y
WG U X R SME R SR AR TR R I Y
HERR RN i AR ek s BRI S S
T ADHD 4 1 . X RS HR 327 4 58 R 1 A 4R 7 0 55
X, WFRHFE X R T AMEE R R BAR
(A i NG K-, T A8 oo B I BR RN o 3 A Ry T
REJE R T 4ERE I SO (R ML 1

4.2 TEMRIE

B X R o 43 24 19 22 i BEG I IE B= 22 0T 58 v
K T ZA-BEG Wi B, HEZRE TR M 2LE M
delta Fl theta iX P ZEARAHR 25 WO RRAE . DISROM IR R
KRR 3 2L 1 A2 W T B AR TR B2 ks

R T 75 RGO SUE B AN Bl B 7E EEG
BB R EAFAE—BHE %, Boutros % 1
FLHE TG #7324 0E £8 3 RN B X IR delta, theta
alpha Fll beta 4 Bz [ (F4RE, A BLEE I delta,
theta Fl beta ¥k 7% (1) . 38 , LA alpha #7719 i
FETRE. WAL, AT 5B i — N HE YR IT
A, RIAELWiRYT 41 delta F theta 4% 35 [FIAE 77
TERERIGR . 5 EARTIE 2, delta Fl theta 1 5i2
&5 LA R] T 5 — W oo M s i ek VL i
Ab, IR I T B XA 1 A R A%
N, 18 H 3 ) delta A theta B 58500 ) i 3 5m T
TR | e gt B RS o> ZUE SR E A
TEARITR 7 o B S 34

e 1 53 R0 AR AR 25 3 SR B A A S e 1 g )=
GRS fi b 25 IR, I B 5K g R85 1Y ]
PR HEREARAT OC 1 R TR Y, RO LB
e — SRRy, R KL 2 b s ok
B0iF delta F1 theta i 125 7E K #1437 Z40E S8 501112 Wi 1)
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AR, JIF H A A TERE o 2L 2 Wb 0 Uk
PES RS
4.3 HDERRERS

PIHBAE (%) 22 5 BEG 70 23 7 B 9% 6 1 1l 4
alpha % 19 A X} K 4 (frontal alpha asymmetry,
FAA) . 7cMIFAATS /N B 20 21 BR %) i vl 17 2l 25 (]
AR AN A e 23 shig o U, XA Sl
BLA O 15 ZE I FA ARG DN 22 AT 21 3K A i L 1
By FD AR B J2 6 Sl 1, XA
BLEESIHLA OC 1l TSI R R S5 RATAE 22 57
7 2L i JT 43 M ok OFfl FAA R 4iE, Thibodeau
S DL S A T 31 TSR Ak 2 761 A HIAR
FEIE . L R @R X IR FAA FR %k, & BLANAR
RIS 1Y FAA 35 K T Fexr e, H 2 3
B AR IR FAA JC 351 22 5 i A
TENSFRAFEA, I HARRE /- PRI 2K RN
Dy X T R B TR, X A R
FSEVEAALE R BR . A, ITIATT T TS HEEL T 16
TRRFFE 1 883 4% H VAR KA H 5 1 2 161 4% et
XF BRI FAA $8 50, BRI 2 #1022 6] 119 FAA AN A7
TE FHVE 25 1, (HFIR BT Z [RIAFAE 1 25 1 S5
JoTE . T S PROR 1k 2 A B Y T vk i e e I
PERRIE, PRI SE 3 X — I 40 5 1 244 44
VIR B A £ 8 R B W T s 1 R AT T A0
It H B TERFEAS 5] AR R B R
M EAEH] ", SXWE /R IARAE ARE Y FAA S A
A REZ ) ok 3 287 i py L [ml 2 | X se gk Rk
B, FAA TE 2SR I A b 112 W A0 (E 7T REHC N
ABR, ARRN TN . AR FIREAR KT FAA 19 5Z
W, JF HIGH FAA MTEBIF 98 U A s /e
ERROH, EHEE HAE IR R T A
4.4 ETEEEEGHEMHEREILEFIER/ING

EEG 4 7 W RE & (L Rl 2 05 s 5 5.,
g (£3) K. HATE & EEG MRS G
WEBE S AR RT3 /D, 24 T ADHD., A i
3 BLRE AR R A% 3 RO M . B %5, ADHD
B T REAF T A MR K-, X —HRTER B R LA
theta AR AR 7 1 5 ', LA beta UK
() R AR 7 s 0, D theta Fl beta EE AR 3
R Bened i ADHD DA R AMETE 22 B8 3 D) hE
BRFE AT RE S — R AERE B B KT B AMEEBIL] .
U, R o3 BLRE A7 AR R BT 45 kB 1) M AL
i, FE RN delta A theta P AT 4k 177 1Y 14
s O e, SRR R A IR 4 Sh AL A B 5

HARSEB AN B 5k 19 Zc - BR alpha k755, RIEER
(75 FBRFAA 102100 R, IR BEAG FAA 1550
i 2 BRG] AR R T AR A S L5
W 105, ST 7 35 AR TR USR5 T
Ja s MASEAE A RIS W T A

5 RES5RE

51 RBHESHNHELBEEEFIEEAREE

BT XoF 224 A Ao R ) Ao 2 rL A BRARG TIE 5 2 A 9
AR5 I F ELXE DL ZE S dEA AN R SE B IR il —
FHOW AR A8, ASCEER T A 1) EEG Jo /Bt
FERCR, EEE TR A R SR fE A A £
BN T2 @A T, s RS, 1
25 I N RS SO T 5 T Y ERP S8 ik, LA
AR 2 5 05 EEG 48 7 19 S % 16 00, A B H HikG #h
B 10 ot 28 P A PRATG IR P 20T 5E R 4R v TR Aoy
S45E . ADHD. 538 M £ R A% F1 ASD, 32
1Y ERP 434235 PSO. MMN, ERN, P300, Ifi
B 52 K Y EEG W B AL 4% delta 4277 . theta 4% 77 .
alpha #J3% 1l beta k37 .

P43 S0 2 i 2 A 2 v A B IR IS 2 9 6
TERRE PGS, 30T B2 FR TS 20 BL0E Y RE IR
PR A PR O B 2, T2 NP A ke itk
TTY . 456 W ERP . Wl ERP FIiE & EEG ST
AT, AR 2L AN TP B X A7
FEWL S AT REEREG , W5 AN T DR At
S FELINAI 4 YRR . B, BRI Tk ps
TRINVTHEMIE “P5S0-MMN-P300” JR I8 (1) T
o (12, 20 27 aaar eseol W AN RSB43 S40E 9 B PEE
R I 7T HE S WA delta 1 theta 55 K A5 4% 3 19 384
s OO RN R BT RCR B B, AR R
FEAE ERN HIR R [ T e AF () B 1 AG T defe o 1) 4R
1M, TERIRBTB, FEH 3 2405 2 R B LLIE R Pe
FITEN 5 M8 Ay FEAE 0 8 DA 0 A S 5 T3y g 1
XA RE IS AE B O3 2LRE A7 AR BT LTI TA 42 1 ke
AIRMERIL, S HAE BB BERE A R B I W 1
155 RBACE . e 20 5 | #5 & “P100-
N170-N250" 4% W & K& BT 3R AF 19 1 £L 3R 51 6k
B B R, RO SO IR AR AR R B B
PEI T A7 . 755 W BOAFAE LA P1OO 4R IF T (%A
FENE B AT SN T8 B, 7 B 30 B B WU A7 7E LA
LPPYRIE | [ A FAE T B A B T B

ADHD B 1A 1 55t 563 A 2 K5 Pt e A5 174) o 265 P 2
PRAGUE B2 A58 445, . X v BB J& (i T ADHD /745
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O™ W B LR RRAE, X —BfE i “ERN-
Pe” RN T BT R 4 54 kA, ADHD B
AT AE AR )2 58 A [ /K7, Xt theta PR35
15 I beta $ig P 980 55 T KB 10 BRATT L A X
ADHD f#] ERN JG 53 A1 1iE 415 475 47 76 AH TR VE 19 45
S s i e TR — R B E N
e, DRI AR R A b [ 28 22 41 | R AE X ADHD
(A5 M7 TR FILAE R B T X BRI, A
ARG G2 A . 5, % ADHD Z 4k,
st ot os AR BRI A 2ROk pepie LA
FE ERN I N2 R M () R B > ) X W5 7R L ERN 4
FAEM LA HIFRAE ] BRJe— PP 2 W RRIE, ATAEN
HANAMETE RS ESS WAL 1 — A F R

SR T PR A R A P A 4 T R A ok S i
A, FHHERN RIE 53Rk o FfE &
AR 15 900 J S I ) OCI L IRAh, SARRERT R
FEWEBEAT 5515 5 R A7 6 FN IR A9 38 R %, X
— IR BN N 5 AR A A PR B O S R A
X, AHHEThELZ PN 3R -5 Pskst 6 47 A Ik i
BEEUEE . fJn, VAR RS R A A B 5 1 [kt
L, X RN KA LM FAA 1010 %
T YRR X PABBE A% (1) 70 AT e R 5
HARREIR R, AR T A ST X iR+
A H A B A AT PR R AR [ A o) SR ARAE IR 2
[ SCIE, LABA® b 3R FN A FAA X FE 5 bR 0 i PR
HY.

ASD F77E 1 FL R B AT B 43 55 D REAY BRLRE
FLR RIS N170 I N o R0 05 AR 00 g S 4
P3bRIEAY TR . bAh, ASD FLE R i it
IAFAEWTSE AR TR ERG, FRERBN MMN
PRI T R 0 geah, BB Y MMN SR ]
REIR Z BAF RS o S FIBE R ) f5m . KT
2UHTER X ASD [ 28 o AR BEAE UE B A e PR 3 A
R, H R LRI 45 R X — 2 Wi 2SR A
B4 SHEA T HERT . 2, ASD &ML & T B I
P o A B ERRAE IR T A B 7 ST, JFHL
TR ] 2 B TR IR A 2 K T S A o 2 i A B
bR BEA IG5 1 & R AR AR 3k A

& Ji ., P300 iR g A AR Y 8 A A T 28
FERIBEATZ o, XIS RZ A A3 AT RE S L T A% i B
BE W — AR IR RG T H T RE 5 B i s
LW RAETE B . EEXF P300 AOBITSE & B ST kH 56
B fisk A1 PTSD i A7 76 R A3 1 7 2 8 U 9 B A
X, BESBEZ AT IR T8 SO A G54

SRR, I FKe 5 A A0 B VR 43 B 2 R
FLA R IR ) 5 A %5 R S RS & P300 4R i 14
i, RL K VR A 2 P300 4R I T R S
P300 41 1 1) 5 7T B -5 40 o A oG B 1 78 25 X ) o
LR R M SIHLIETE 2 LA K PTSD 8 5 % T84 4
KAF BT 5AEA G

B2, IR A PR IE B 2T S A — R R
JE T4 TR A DA S0 2 i S DA N T ERP
SEHRRAE, DL ARSI E = 45 BEG 4R 7 1 S5 1
190 . 3K LR PR A ) P 2 A BRI I R A Y L 4
BRI T —FIVE A M ER G AR ICARE, (X
SORFAEATIAS BE L TG R S i L 302 R R M i i
WF5E 20T H o 2 A B ZH 19 EEG HRAE UEFT 22 57
Rl B s X G T, AR Ik i T
IR RSS2, IR TR R T N F AR 2
W AR A AR S P A R UL A . BRI, AR R A
R 22 B A PR IR IS 2 TR HR AT o BEAS 2Rl B 23
Bl NI RIS 114 11— 2 1) F A2 S0 TF R DRSS
52 BHESBNHZEEEFEIEEARESR

#E  (research domain criteria) #1112 W A T
(transdiagnostic factor) HEZLF, ZE& FER 42~ |
PRl R RIER S, DS TR 2B 24k
PG PHEERHZWT 02, NIRRT A 58 Fn ek
Il PR SE e 1o RO B TAEES 2 Wi AL T
TR A T FE SRR B AS R B RRE , 8 B
TR RS P A (4 AE bR i A M A B Ry T S
PEAEAR . XX — 40l H BTAA7E R iR R, Kok
WA IR T LA 345 1m)

a. Z2PE AL FLFE A (RORG A R A b 2 P A JELAUE
5% : HAR ERP ] LA 55 R sl S8 o S5 % G
e PR 2l 2, H R e R HE KT ERP FRAIE T F2
PN REATS SR AEAE — 2 SR B . 32 PR R e HR HURE
JE 1Y ERP BEIE I, BFSE N D38 233 3 & i1 3
kR L BEG RS N 555 J0 oGS | SR, 3X
— 7 1% [F) o A 25 9 B 5 R SR A N Bl A7 78 DCHK 1)
EEG £, M S 2ok DL 4 1 AT 58 HL PR 78 8k 1)
NI TARAE . AL, EEG R WA vl B2 3 N HR
S HMERFE AR FEA , DT AEAREE B[] 2 11 TR 1 )
Ak LRI BT, ARAESE T DLy
A M AL . i EEG MR A ISP
gfi (event-related spectral perturbation, ERSP) %§
ZRALII A 1 1, AR ASZ 98 EEG (5
MR BT RS B, DATRARPRS B A 5k
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BRI . Ak, B s i T BT IAE— &
FREE LT EEG 5 7 4 K D) R i HRR A 1
MiE— A2 EEG T FEFE . B2, 46
FEALFR bR REA B F7ESEREATFIY b = & XRG F B i oA
HUBRE PN, A B T AE IR R TAE T 54 R
EEG T HH kSt Bt i T . a2 W fnyay T stk .

b. A P BRI Y R 26 A B Y B 22 e At
9% JU AR BN R S SO, (HIT A 24
PR, HEAURB TRV 6 T IR i WA S0 B i
RS, MAREE I TIRIK. ik, HRE
T VNS T A AT 5 h — B — SO 45 51
B RS ot B A I I 2 k7 BT 5 AR (1)
A, B R AR A R RS R AN L
ZHNTTER T, XA B i K 1% sh s 1 7
RIS o, 83t 22 ol mega 43 HT 3 iiE JG 53 A
Mo gt . B arkr X EEG i) KA Ll mega ifF 57
WAL TS B, H AT EA R RS
PUARZG 3477 9 iSPOT-D "' 1 EMBARC "' K
B PE . MIEF EEG, JEF MRIM AR Z o i
FURA R, AR IER ENIGMA ' KR Z
Ul REE R E T ASD M XUR R A 7L
A EERS TR ADHD M ) mega i 5 24 . 2
mega 73 HTEF R I 2 25 S B 50 3l SO IR R 8 s, T
ISR A€/ R E VIR VT el W LS L Ay PSS
T meta 70 AT 1M 75 B AT & AL, Z2H0
mega 73 A S FEAE P B0 1) fih 28 H A BRI TIE 15 2
W5 R EZE R VE R

c. ZBIAFN T BE RS B B it A= Wb ic oF
5 AT AARZ B TR SRR B2
P THE, Ak, F2MRMH TN TR RS
2#>] (machine learning) ¥kl % i& H T EEG
28y, X — kAR T IF K RS o o 24
it ') FMIPTSD "2V 1) EEG 7p 2 %% . b Ah, B IR
JE2%>] (deep learning) FIEAAJE, HiAIME
M2 (convolutional neural network ) #5578+ 4
FHFIT 38 JH THWARAE > F1 ADHD ") ¥ EEG #if
2 T i R /N IR 8% Y A iR B 2 i S AN = 2% N i )
EEG £ 42k Y S 8, I H XA RSO 1Y
B F BT LR R B R AR 43 2R M)
B AT = R Y A IR B R B0 IE 43 2 AR 1) ] ¢
PR XT IR SE R, H R ScA RS BESE T )R
N AR EMA ZZ L KRRz, IF
HE5G RSBl 4T B2y T H At
HO¥ . BN, KT EMBARC 0¥ %, A WIRATST

AP | B E S EEG MIMRIIRSE 7“4 il
7 IRIT M A YRR, R BB R TERES
EEG 1 MRI A= P1AR1c 90 R SICRIEE 124125 3 I
WREERERE TG “HAR” SR gt T
PRSI R, HERURA B TR AR BT
TSR T SN A B A2 T T L

SN, ARORS Fl B0 04 25 A BRI I 2 AT
FEMHA R RSB TT PR ST N T BE M 2 BSR4
AR KA Z PO iss . X — 7 R B 1S
T F AN TR BRI B, 8Tt
ARG BRI RS AT A, B EATT
AN TR RS ZHEHIRAIRS . 5, K
SRR 07 F A 28 F A BT I I A A 5 SR o s A S
B S ) A Bk, TS 45 T BEG A 1Y m
HWREEEM:, 256 v S Ap s s A PR I C R 5K
i HEL 18 A UK AR A B AR AL B 7 R AN T 8
REFEH.
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Abstract Identifying the objective biological markers is one of the most important scientific goals in psychiatric
research. Recently, neuroelectrophysiological studies incorporating evidence-based medicine has provided an
important approach and achieved abundant results to achieve this goal. However, there are still many
controversies among current evidences, and it is difficult to reach a consensus. This article comprehensively
summarized the results of psychiatric studies on mental disorders which combined the method of evidence-based
medicine represented by meta-analysis and the neuroelectrophysiological technique represented by
electroencephalography (EEG). To systematically analyze and summarize the neurocognitive dysfunction of
mental disorders and high-risk groups, event-related potential (ERP) components are divided into early and late
components including different cognitive activities such as perception processing, cognitive control, emotional
response, and social cognition. Evidence based on quantitative EEG analysis are also discussed. We found that
schizophrenia has defects in most of cognitive processes including perception, emotion and sociality, which
indexed by amplitude reduction in most of the early and late components including P50, MMN, P300 and LPP.
Attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) has defects in cognitive control indexed by amplitude reduction
in the early and late components including the ERN and Pe. Anxiety and obsessive-compulsive disorder have
defects in early cognitive control, while autism spectrum disorder (ASD) has defects in early perceptual
processing and social cognition indexed by amplitude reduction of N170 and FN. In addition, abnormal P300
reflexing the impaired cognitive processing speed and attention resource allocation were found across multiple
diagnosis types, which indicate that this ERP component may reflect the general cognitive deficits of mental
disorders. The neuroelectrophysiological studies on evidence-based medicine for mental disorders has discovered
a series of valuable ERPs or EEG objective marker features, but these features still cannot be directly used in the
diagnosis of personalized medicine, until these features have been identified as objective biomarkers with high
accuracy and specificity in further research and clinical practice. Future research can use multi-center database to
seek the electrophysiological objective markers for mental disorders, and the integrated research combining
advanced technologies including multi-modal psychoradiology and artificial intelligence methods including
machine learning can further enhance the reliability and validity of biological markers of mental disorders.

Key words mental disorder, evidence-based medicine, meta-analysis, event-related potential, quantitative EEG,
biomarker
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