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ty potentials, MMN) . P300.N400 F1 N600. J: H N100.
MMN . P300 % H
4.1 RSP
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A Rl A S R R SR HE A O A
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AL S =Rl 7 = D1000Hz 465 s QB H WA B R %
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FE SR S e Bk R O BRAE B IA I T RE

U Bk (B 3—4 TS A A A RS
(vegetative state, VS), FE IR B — VK 52 I H5 Sk
/NEEPUIR A (minimally conscious state, MCS) . Risetti M
SECIXE 1149 B A2 B B 1) A IR B A% (dlisturbance of conscious-
ness, DOC) H#% (i 845 VS, 3 il MCS) B4 7 TW5E . s
T 3K ChREHIRL O 22 518 F0 SOND) I OB ¥, id st T
BE BRI 3h2 50 nP3, I K FK BT CRS-R | R I T
filio S5F BN AU MCS B HR I 21 3 2h A5 X 19 nP3
VEHRET AN, H IS nP3 AR 5 CRS-R G455 B 2 1EAH
Koo XA BN VS FEAE F MCS U 4T R AT nP3 K it &
PP . b T o IR SEgE SRR, 5 nP3 7] LL7E MCS &
HHEIH, HSHIGK RIS, R, nP3 w] G855 i &
I DOC 83 B ARMK 2 IS 50 o RL R , nP3 X W
DOC B E AN AI R (BRI EE NS 5) HA—E/
M.

Tzovara %5 F Z2 28 15 4347 30 4] CA J& Be 2k £ 25 ) i 25
SIS N 9 BEG, & BUAE 24h PNC S ST 58 95 51 i 71 246 K
SRR I, HA5 R B TR TG, AR T PG U W, Wr 59
911 3 8 A NN A TR AR T 1 B S 7 K 100% , WT i
B 1A B R T AR T, X R T SEHE GE T Ak
JEAMEA BYF 3000 Bk B A TR, n] A — g AR L R e
HAAEILR, MfRIZ RS SURIRIRER 55508 T 24 Bl CA
Jo Bk BB BRI AT FR N ) EEG, 1 IR R AR Jry i —4%
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5 TP 3 W 0o A 14 S5z 1oy AN R AE A R PR (4 R 2 (431
1, 14%09 VS/JTC RV B8 FERBAER, 31%01 MCS H 52% 1 &
UK 1 £ A0 ) | DRI 5 O S o s 9 il g 0 L
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HE— 25 (R BRERAIF ST L 22 G0 4 00 A6 3 DA B K 11 2 2B 318
DOC W Bt 2 2 IR A B B W & ERPs.

Li R %%} P300 7 DOC & H 1912 Wi A 1 s A
FABEAT TOF9E. &R T TO TR M DO TE L, 45 5K s
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P /N, ELAT WA 5 TO Y 23R By 19 MCS i &
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XATEMCS FI VS KR FE 325X Bl a5 2, (0t
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AORAE R P00 WA i Pk, (AR TO ST 45
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N100 2 N1 25 534 F 100ms 2647 H A — A%,
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WM p e e AN, ShAS IR AR B B . R A
HL (S A P T TR ) I 5 1 — 2B TR ABIEE 5 01 S
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