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HESBHICBISa—07 10— KNy 7 OaliErE

XM — =
WIEE L IS EE AR
CER214E10A 1 H2ZH)

= g

PESRIN 5 AR B EI R B T DL RGBT EA D DI INTE MK
(electroencephalogram : EEG) ZFf L =N RE I NBD TWd, ZOL D Rihd
e, TEERKG - 2B EREE (attention-deficit/hyper activity disorder : ADHD) % 3 &
LigEgEmERor)7a> o=V b L =227 &L T Za—07 4 —RN\v 2
(neurofeedback) F7=13fkik 7 «+ — R/Nw 7 (EEG feedback) &W5 FiEMEHINTW
5, ZOHEICBWTIE, HEMNEZE=Y Y > 7 Lns, MEghza> bo—)Ld
HZLICE 0T, HAIHRECHEBITEIZ2WESE L ZLE2HMNEL TWS, ZOI0FEIFE
T, MHEZHZHOD, Za—0O7 41— RNy 7 OFMANEIIHEML TE-, —a—01
74— RNy 7 OFREZHEITHRE U778 HE Tld, ADHDO#H L WRE#E L E L TD
AR INTVWS, AR TlE, EICADHDZNSREL/ZZa—0OT7 14— RNy 7
EHEL. BESHICBT DMNROMRELEEZEET 5,

1 [FUC®HIC
MEREAYRG R AL B i 5% (functional magnetic resonance imaging : fMRI) 12f8& 3%
Za—OA A= 2T % AN iR R ST T DR RS 2 MR D B R, ESRIMATZE I &

N TE/Mik (electroencephalogram : EEG) ZFH L= HIENRE I NBO TNV 5D,

Bz, EL%EEZ2P.0E LT FERERXOBMI (brain-machine interface) 7z 13BCI
(brain-computer interface) EIFFIEN 5 b b L2 DR SHEMMNEHZED TWE 2,
Mk id, IMRI, K2 b O > Wr@fisgis (positron emission tomography : PET) <o ik
(magnetoencephalography : MEG) 12, RN D 7B E 2 0 EH T, 224l TR
FIHLRTWAY w h2YH 5, S SIZEDRHIEROE RITIX, FHEEMR QLI LN,
FEFIT T 2N MIRREEEI G L. BNAIVEHENC B Tt A D 2 RkIcii> TER D
EHHAHD, TOLIBIFNOH T, MEZEZHANWTEILN 72> Oo—)VEHEdTZ2—1O
74— R/)Nw 7 (neurofeedback) /=3 7 «+ — K/Nw -7 (EEG feedback) &W5F
RSO T H WD THONN Y 2D L DI >TET,

Za—n074—RKNwZ EiF. BEHEOMEHEY YIS A LTEZS YT LIRNG,
BAEEN O 7 a2 =)V ZRESE2TE N —Z2 VO~ BETHZ, ZOXD
B 7ar ha—=)LOFEZFINEREOEFEEL BT, BEMRROIEEIZ 3> ho—
WTDEL =2 THEIEINA A 7 0 — RNy 7 EIEEN. X b L RAICK D EIMFESEDE
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A —

BRI SN TERENH DY, EREBEOTZF Y > 7 ORS0 HHRIEE 0 &
AR BN 72> 7o WDIE SRR 2 — 0 7 — RN 7 EHEA DA, Za—
07 14— RNy 7 BEROBEES1960FEAN 5 1970FRE TN T TIRIBEINTWE> Y, T
FEOREBEBO/NULE NS F2N— R 27 QML EHECERICEHENTEIINF AT 4T
Feliz2FA L7z 7 ¢ — RNy Z G2 AEE/RY) 7 b = 7 Ok & OMFESRICED, &
DISAHEANILAL TETN S,

bt~ OEHIREEIL, B BicBW B SO NS ELRER T DMEICE - T
KIS E2ZENTES, MFICIZZOREEICI DL DEBENEIRI NS0, FikiK
MBS THEAMIIZIHOREFENEHN TN D, KEOFREEFILZ. KMEEICHD,
FE U TR D% F 7 A &AL (postsynaptic potential : PSP) 21ES =2 —1 >
O OBGNRIMIIME S NZHDTH DY, =720, BIIZHEEEEZBL/-D, 5
MEEINTRESND Z &5, ML, IMRIO X 5 I 2 fREENTE < 72 <. ¥
DEDEMMNIEFL TWBMZHET S Z EI3EETIERWN, LALERRS, ZORHMI
SREEDEING, WIEBIO 7 — RNy &2 TIVIALITADEND AU w MAldH
%, HRTY I v 7 ZALIREETIZ, a#kO &%k (8-13Hz) /X% — > IR DIC
KU T, FIROIEEHRRETIE, B DA (13-30H2) /X& — 2RI NS, 20D
£ D T2 D R 31 K OSSR B OIREER S MWD T EMMAREE 72D DT H %,
AT ZBEICL T2, £ 1ICMEOREN BRI Z 20T,

BE, Z2—07 40— RNy 7 ORHIE, #E. E¥ AR—Y0uE s &L HEE
D72 KT, FBEREREAOEMAZHOIC, BEFHTOZ2—07 1 —
RN IR ZLTEEET 2, N —Z 2 7R OESNEZK > THER R
MWEEL, ZOFHICIEEZNTHLENH LI NG, Za—0O07 14— RNy 7 ZFHH
L7zl 72> hO—)VICKBTBARY 7u—F 0, [EEXN 28RS (attention-
deficit/hyper activity disorder : ADHD) %1% U &9 % FIEEE D EYFHI g Lgic &
DEDIEHT R IENTEDDONEWITPRNELZEZZD T, FlTIHFE 2 GG
I 5,

R 1. i D ARF A7 8 B Fir e LA iR g

Jibd JE B 8(Hz) [ Y TN Za—n7—R v COFIH
Neauzs) 1-4 MR -
0 —%4) 37 AR ©
T IVT ) 8-12 VIv oA (@]
SMR(JEFEHEY R L) 12-15 AR & IRV F >0 2 ©
BL(——41) 13-21 5@ 4T ©
B2(~—%2) 20-32 TGW): A DE @)
(=) 38-42 FECEE -
SCP (slow cortical potential) - TS Wi ©

Friel (2007) ® ¥ X O'Heinrich et al. (2007) &2 &2 1Bk

2 Za-—A74—RFNYIDERE

A CTIZADHDZHULMZ, BESH COMMEREAT-Za—07 ¢ — KNy W5
EWD LiF5, £9INETZa—07 1 — RNy ZHBADHDIZH L TED XS IFIH &
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BESHICBI D2 —07 ¢ — RN 7 Ol

NTEDOMZEMBIL., EBEO ML —Z2 T NNT A LT DR OS2 7% BT 9
%, SHICEDEIIBIATLANHHEINTNDZDNENSZEEOMAIZBITSE >
ZHHL., L0 ETFHZLEHA D,

(1) ADHD&Z=a—0O7 4 —KNy 7o
[FHm IR U CE L SAHINRERRGR, 28, ®EtrRonsha, EEXN 25

PEREdE (ADHD) C#Zliasins'™, ADHDIE, MMH¥REDREITER T 5, ANER, LB

HIEE WD 3DDTEHZR/METIEETHD., TOTHEBOFRENS, FEEES
B, Z2EE - EHEEERNB L FOME &2 PR DIRGIO 3SFEEOY T ¥ 1 TIsrE
IND, TNETORTIIEN S, ADHDO AW E i it i & LT, B — MR
(fronto-striatal) D> XA T LAARR E NS 2 KHERE - IMIBRED . R—/XI 2 HEOHRE
GEWEOREPEH SN TE -, TETIRETHEEE WO BN S, ADHDOAEK
FEENEEE (TEHEOREI) I2Hh 0D, EEECZHI - RNICEHNZbDET 25
ASMEEIN TS, ADHDYETIE, kO HIEZRT O DI HAlO Ktz il T &7
W72 hO—)VOREEE L THEIND Z %0,

INETADHDIZH T 2B EEE LT, R=NI I OAR—FIEHATS [A
FNTzZF—k (UZ U] PUFINDENENoT, UF Y 3KT0%DADHDIE
WL TENTH2ETHHEDHLNY, US Y CORMENIEBESD, RIEHOFE
HORNETHEET DY, ELAARTIE. BEHFICBIZUFU COREWER SIKGFHE
MRS, BEULHICEDELANEEBEE S B ZHENH D, T<HKETIEY S Y
RO DHUNWEEEE L C[a Y=Y [DBHHINDS L DR L LAERS, 2
NHUZY 2 ERBEOESRE TN TNS,

ADHDIZH T 2 EEE DR Ef S N2, EFEZ2—07 1 —RNw I NEH%ZE
BDHBELEDITIBHOTER, ZOHEEIZ. ADHDDWBREE LT, EWiciEs D Tldkz<, 8
STOWHEIEEZ TS T LRBRNS, MikE2I>2 hO—)LT252E&2HKEL Tna,
ADHDJZIZ, I EITHART, KOG\ BIENDIE<, BEREDOENY 0 ENZhEn
9 s RTEE FREEAT (slow cortical potentials : SCPs) D EEMEMNHD HND ET D
E0H DY, OERES L, BIEHOT., £/21ESCPsZ2 ERA D HRANEMES 7 M
BHEVNSEIEDO ML —=> 7 %175 2 &IC&> T, ADHDOYIL 73> ha—)VEESN
EEDELD EVNIRAMTONTNDY, MOEEEOHRNEMERGE LW & E
EEETLHE, Za—07 41— RNy ZIZADHDOBELEE L THETH S LD ITEHDN
L, MEEBROALE, #@YREM T +r0—7 v TORM, Dlrnd > T IV E DR
FARIIOZ L S OREN S, Za—07 1 — RN 7 O REFERTHHE LN 101819,

UL, BRI ZERE L2707 5 AR I N, ZOFAMEIED S g,
ADHD!E 2 Fr DR H 0B THIRICHE S N2 Hfic & > TidBi# & 725, ADHDIZHT
522107 14— RNy 7 ORERZFWITHEIEL. DOENTIEHA L T 7291213,
MEOBEITEEOBIZ222a—10T 14— KNV I AT LDBEREFIFICE DS FL—
27075 AOBRBEPBETH D, BT 5t T EX NMUI o7 mE & B gk
N5,
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A —

2 Za—BA74—RNYyIDML—ZVINSFTA A

Za—07 14— RN ZI3HRETBEEDHEELREITL ST, W<DhD ML —2>
TINTGHA LTHMES NG, &2 BEMEBLLN S FEER S N D —D F 2 I3ER D A B 55
DIz » —7 MU T, ZOREOREEZEKEZIIEHPSESHIET, wbvar
FO—=)VD L —Z 272D TN Z&I278%5, ADHDIZBWTIE., CziBiin b adsk S
NoWEZFAL, 0OEROEH 2T EEBIT, BHHOEFHZERIEL /NS
AL (7L, 0/BHZEHDZIEZEEVIRAZHETED) NERdDISHAINS,
LD, BEZERELABANSDY Iy 7 ALEREZEOHEESY, WTno/)NTF
ALBNTHIET L2 EE, Za—D07 44— RN Z7O¥FFENTICZOL D IR
REEDHE DT TIERL, M —Z 2 73R 55 r H B ORI ZE T 5 Z
ETHD, —RINTIE. 100 ED T TIVI 2 53 DIRAZ A TEERKRE DRI NS
45~605rD 1t v > a »N25~60EINT Tirbin s *>+>%", Z5L T, 74 —RKN\wv 7o
DFEFIART > FEEFNTFTDOE DT, B 7a> bO—=)OAFINEZEEL T Z
LT D, ZZ TRV DN OMBINIINT F A ©EFNT5 (FE2),

B cL—=0

BN L —=2 783, D50 EENU L0 2EEORERESY —7 v &L
T, ZTNSOEFHZEARI TR0, BPIBZ0TH N —Z2JETHSY, ADHDIC
KU TR, EEER10-20i522 1280 5Ceh S HIE SN ZE A NWT, 0 OGS Z
b, BKDOIEFEERIESLNL 22T (0/BRL—227) 2B 2Rk, b
L —Z 2 TR OERIE. HEREZEDD ZENRESNTNDS, FEHENDT 1 —
RN 2713, A>Ea—FEl DT 57 0EMST LEF —LDF+ T 75 —DHER
E LGB ZY) > 7 IR TTO HADN B &> TWa, lAZ & ITRFEREORKGHEREE
MR D720, REIREOMEEX—Z2 714 > ELTELEZRIC L —Z2FIZAS T
W< Z &Ik 5,

SMREL—Z=24

B ES) 1) X L (sensory motor rhythm : SMR) IR IEE B/ S itdk S N5, 12-15Hz
DOWETH2>?, ZOSMROFEFHZBASEDD, BOEH 2D S HE 2 EADHDD
WEICHRNTHDEOMENINTNDE?, £2 0 OE#HZEDIED T & EHMA
BbLEEHEBFHENTNDEY, SMRM —Z 2 7V ORI BIR—REM %y hT—
7 OMEIEREI LI EMEINTBD, BHTRHHINSLEIE. TADASTF Y
&, BIEvOROEEE N L —= 27 E Ol AEGHE TR I N5 E513ADHDA &
WWHEH SN TV, &L, KEESEICHY TS (Cz, C3, C472L) X DEM
INb,

SCPrL—=24

SCPsidW > < O & L =E4B8EEN (event-related potential : ERP) DE RS 7 b TH
%, 0.3 S EITH > Tkt U, I BRIIIRIE 2R S 720WAS, SR £ 72 13N R
OERICE > TEMOWIEN S 7 T 2%, X AT 1 THMAND L 7 NMIEEMAL D5
Mz kL, BERMEZ TIP3 2 ENMenTnD®, fERSCPR L —Z 2 ZETANA
NOFEHNHLTH - 7278, IEEDOHeinrichd ORFZEIC L 0D, ADHDADE RN T
WE NP, DIADHDICBIT S =2 —07 1 — KNy 7 DREMRINS YA L&l
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BESHICBI D2 —07 ¢ — RN 7 Ol

T3, 52 a—07 14— RNy 7 OEERKSEICH S 9. Thought Translation
Device (TTD) 72 EITREZNBBCIFEICHBNTH, b b OEEIEEZ kS8 2 ik
DIFEELTA L= EDA =T 21— ARHHAINTNSEY, REHEHEFDOCzn
SHEIE I NI D E, SCPsE R AT 1+ THBICT 7 hSEH T ET, KEOHEED
HilfH 2 B I DR MEE SN TN D,
6/abb—=2¥

O W DIEEFZEIML ., @ WOIFHZR DI ®Z0/a hL—Z22 T T2 NT—A 2 K,
well-being AE MRV DIHER E2IROERE L TREL THO, ALEEITGHS
N2 ENLNY, MRIZPzE DHIEE NS, Bk b L —=2 71T~ T, ADHDIZR
9 55 M T TR,

#2. =a—aT =Ry IR == T DRTGE AL

ho—=L ST R DAy hr—L AL ARG BSES
JARER OB —=27 QW DTES) | | B OTET) 1 Cz,C3 WHLRIEE ED D ADHD (AT, ATEE EER)
SMRhL—=7" SMROTEH) T Cz,C4 R — BB MRy b —2 T
O DTS | E7-1ZpIOTHE) | o= DA ADHD (REH, 28k — Ml 545
ER—ar CHHT 25 6bH5)
SCPhL—=27%" SCPD AT AT Fi ] ~D 7k Cz BB OB AT 528 Thidh
EHESED ADHD4:A%
o/abl—=27 OB DIEE) 1 | al OIEE) | Pz T RT— b el RREE
being HF RO EEFEDH]

Heinrich et al. (2007) ¥ & 25| Z{EL

(3) ADHDIC¥ 3 BA=—a2—0O7 4 — RK/Ny VBHOHITHE

Za—O74— RNy T7ar hO0—)LZ2BETRETH D NG, HEHRE
TIRAMRERZ2—07 4 — RNy 7 O&5E L TIE. ADHDARBLSHFREINTND
ZEREHMNTHBEENWRD, 12720, ML —Z 2 T OFRITHT 2B DN s TF
fELTHD 098 B U TENZEDHENED 2 DN & BE IR T 20BN H 5,
INETIIOZa—07 14— RN\ 7 ORRERGE U 7zfiimm O3 EEAAFmEL S 00,
WTNDFHLITBNTHZDOEIEN L IN TS, HRREEOEE L NV 2L 7 3
> hO—IZ&k > THIET 2 E WD EFNREZHITEDS ZOEEEZAWS 2 &iTk-
T. ADHDD/RTZ8), REECHENEE Vo ZITHRMZEOL I ICHEL TNITED
MEEY 2Ty TUREROHLE S &I Rnnnnnninin g 3 7Ry L B0,
Heinrich 5 O8> 1285 WE &0 EIF5, £3Tld, B, HR NXIF AL, AT A
(MERENTZHDDOHA), i B K OHE R OB SR OHAFIHZMH L TH 3,
FERSNENT T LERBE, 0/ B NL—2 2 JIssnnn LgCp k| — = 3 71t
ERWEHENEZEAETHD, BEICK > TSMROBHA GO IND I &Ik 52505,
BRI, Za2—07 4 —RKN\Nw 7 2EET 258 (NFEH) L RWEE FEHlE) 1
ST, RhRZ S D RERGHE 2 LI ER S T B e el gk lpeik & LT A
FIN T 25T — hZRMAT 58 (Methylphenidate : MPH#) ? /27 )L — 7t 5 ¥ — % F i
T % (Group therapy : GTHED) ® 2 &L T, R/ 2iRE S 5% ket 3 % F5et
ZRALTOWAIHESH D, 1FEAEDRLITBNT, NFEIIHHITEIC L, AR
HAMATIHMEINSZ AT NEEL, THRICBVTHER, 28, HHEOKEDIH
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A —

BINTWVS, 5 ITMOEER (MPHE, GTHEH &SIzl TH, BRI Y fTEim
TORENRESLEDSRBRNWI ENMESN TR, SMEEINDZNEBEEEL T
HMAORTHZOMAMRIERICEDND, HICZOHEN L —Z T TH#6 7 A
%ﬁfb%fbfﬁékmﬁﬁﬁﬁ%g%ﬁmyubﬂé”m Za—O074—RKNwZ”
DKL= TINTHA LMIEDEZENNT, T — Tt I E—-ITRESNDITHHEE
LZa—O74—RNw 7 EQORBITBNTIE, b —Z 2 FRiE TREMR LI SR E
DFHl A I 7 IZEIZENS DD, fMiECERPIZE DML NIV DIFEFNIZBWTIFEN R 51
5 ENDFEFITHIRE NS, X 5 ITIMRIZ W CRE 72 i B O 26 & Mt L 720581
BRTHML NI TORENRESNTNDEDY, —9—07 1 —RK)Nw 7 DOKRS/BHH
EUT, T8I NS TIEa<, XOAREWRMRRERE L X)L S OSGEENEER Z &
NEZS5NS,

INETZa—07 14— RNw 7 OREEEMITEED BT 7R SCRIE 2 D
ETFTERN HUNEET LI EE2EBETH I LI TERW, ADHDIFE TE AR
BarkleyiZ &2 7 I RERERBFHT 20 8, Z2—07 1 — RNy ZHIFEE R
551%”5264)N7%Mﬁ%@%@ﬁ%5 Za—07 14— RNy 7RI 280

ZHBWT, HEHOMEE L TE, BHBORE, HBMEOE VYT, PL—Z 73R

DA S5 75, FIROEH S 2655 E DK, ADHDY 74 1 7OERE, IREKEHICL D7 —
F 7577 SBLUHEHLEORER ENFTo5NTNWDEY, £-, HEEOREE LTI,
PERFOMBAZE, Za—07 ¢ — R)Ny ZEBEBDNROFM S EOE, B4 DR 515
DEN R OENZ EICI D HROFMN—EHL T I EN ETFsnTNnSG Y,
Rossiterid =2 —0 7 4 — RNy ZIZRT 0% £ &0 BT ARHHLOF T, Wik
P IERNEHEMN, HRETIEEZ A, @URENEERNT Y LE2#BHAL, BHWE
TR ERTEDD IHATETH D EEMLTNDEY, PHLIBICRNL—Z 2V 2HEAT
5D T3, WY RHEEZFIEHTZOIE. IFEECEIEZX NN, BERFEHAL T
WHZa—07 44— RNy ZIZHLUTHEEMWICHATE 2 ZENREIZR > TL 5,
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HESBCBITD=a—07 1 — KNy 7 Onfek

3. ADHDIZHK T2 =a—n7 4 —R w7 L — =0 T O e R

Lubar, J. F., Swartwood, M. O., Swartwood, J. N., & O'Donnell, P. H. (1995)*”
Evaluation of the effectiveness of EEG neurofeedback training for ADHD in a clinical setting as measured by changes in T.O.V.A.
scores, behavioral ratings, and WISC-R performance.
S} NFIZ L5 ADHDOT TEHZE %
S5 ADHD234 (8-1975%)
NEASTH A L JERHN — =27 0 (FC2) T +BIK(CP2) | ;
40 a(1R16047), #ifk2-37 A
APl TOVA, WISC-R, ADDES
S RIEE, 28, EEPEOIRII J O AR TRl A= 7 D
Monastra, V. J.. Monastra, D. M., & George, S. (2002) *"
The effects of stimulant therapy, EEG biofeedback, and parenting style on the primary symptoms of attention-deficit/hyperactivity
disorder.

A NFIZ 15 ADHDOAT A 258 % TR HE AR BE C LB
* 5 ADHDI100%4 (6-197%): #4944, NFEES 14

NF/STH AL JAMRHN —=27" 01 (FCz) 1 +BI(CP2) | ;
35-50 v a(11E130-4047), HIRT14EH]
S TOVA, ADDES, EEG
LS NFEEO 2 RIER, 28, FEhMEO RIS JOK A TEIRH A= 7 O, H M OLAL
Fuchs, T., Birbaumer, N., Lutzenberger, W., Gruzelier, J. H., & Kaiser, J. (2003)*
Neurofeedback treatment for attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder in children: a comparison with methylphenidate.

HiY ADHDOFTENZE 4% NFEMPH T Lt
S5 ADHD344, (8-127%): NFi£224:, MPHEE 124

NE/RTH A 1 ADHDODOY 7 X AT Z L2 T2 B34 A D i 362 a(118130-6047), 11 1238
AL RS AW — =7 (C3); 28-S SMREL — =7 (C4); IRA: JE1 1 4+SMR

NF AT L Neurocybernetics EEG Biofeedback system
A TOVA, WISC-R, IOWA-Conners Teacher Rating Scale
(LES NFRESRS JOMPHAE L& (S FRT TERE A= 7 DT

Heinrich, H., Gevensleben, H., Freisleder, F. J., Moll, G. H., & Rothenberger, A. (2004)>’
Training of slow cortical potentials in attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder: evidence for positive behavioral and neurophysiological
effects.

F NFIZLHADHDOA TEHZE S
PIE ADHD224(7-137%): NFEE1344, fEilEE94

NE/STH A L SCPhL—=7" FHT AT F~DTTNC2) R T 47 Ji~DL 7 NCz);
25y va(11E15047), 11133 [

NFY AT A "GoeFI" neurofeedback systemr
Bl CPT-OX, ADHD-RS-1V, CNV
e S NFRED Z A FEA T BRI A= 7 Dt

Strehl, U., Leins, U., Goth, G., Klinger, C., Hinterberger, T., & Birbaumer, N. (2006) '
Self-regulation of slow cortical potentials: a new treatment for children with attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder.
HiY NFIZEDADHDDT TV AR L7 40— T v 7 % DR RFFHE OIS
5 ADHD23%4 (8-137%)
NE/SFH A I SCPh—=2 2" FHT 4T F~DY T NC)+R YT 47 F a1 ~DL 7 NCz);
30ty a(1E604), B 14-188[; 6 H % IC7 An—T v 7 tyiay

NFY AT I EEGS8 and TTD software
A RS RET AR ST Y, WISC-R, ECBI, CPRS-R; SCPRIE
EEES FTHICEDREE, T AT AN B L OIQOUE, 67 A bRV FiE

Levesque, J., Beauregard, M., & Mensour, B. (2006) *’
Neurofeedback: an alternative and efficacious treatment for Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder.

H Y NFIZL2HADHDDATEY A 25 D %) R 2 AMRICHE
K5 ADHD204 (8-127%): NFEE1544, fEillEs 44

NE/RFH A I JEIEH L — =2 7 +SMR L — =27, 402w 2 (11816043), B 1313 i
Isttyiar: SMR(Cz) T +03(Cz) | ; 2ndEiai: 0(Cz) | +B11(Cz) 1

NF AT A Lexicor NRS-24 Biolex program/Procomp+Biograph program
Bl Digit Span, IVA, CPRS-R, fMRI(Counting Stroopitf/H)
EE S NFREOD 25 FEA T BRI A 7 OB IMRICEHEIL 724 R BT BT o0 T 8 703 1E 1k
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74 A —

#3(H2X). ADHDIZXH T D =a—n7 4 —R N\ —= 7 DRFZE R

Beauregard, M. & Levesque, J. (2006) >
Functional magnetic resonance imaging investigation of the effects of neurofeedback training on the neural bases of selective attention
and response inhibition in children with attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder.

HiY NFIZ L5 ADHDOATENA 28 D 5h A MRITH A
*5 ADHD2044 (8-127%): NFEE1544, #iifil iS4

NE/ST4 A I JARHNL — = 7 +SMR I — =27 40 v = (1E160%3), 1781358 [
IstEyiar: SMR(Cz) T +03(Cz) | ; 2ndzat: 6(Cz) | 13 (C2) T

NFY AT A Lexicor NRS-24 Biolex program/Procomp+Biograph program
Bl Digit Span, IVA, CPRS-R, fMRI(Counting Stroopi}t&H, Go/Nogoif )
e S NFREO 248 FATBIREAM 2= 7 O 2k, AR IR RiHE RO AT HAT I OTH Bh 23 IEH 1k

Drechsler, R., Straub, M., Doehnert, M., Heinrich, H., Steinhausen, H. C., & Brandeis, D. (2007) *
Controlled evaluation of a neurofeedback training of slow cortical potentials in children with Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder

(ADHD).
ERib] ADHDDATENVERENFEY )V —T 27— Tk
PSE ADHD3044(9-137%): NF#E174:, GTHE(Z V—7 & T —)134

NE/RTH A 1 SCPhL—=2 7" FHT AT F~DL 7 NCo)+ R T 47 T [ ~DL 7 MCz);
NF#E: 302y a (1E145457), $I 1008 M, GTRE: 14-1554 7 /Ly a(1E1904y), I 12-1558

NF AT L "GoeFI" neurofeedback systen
A Alertness, Go/Nogo, D2, TEA-Ch F{iz 7 AScore, Code transmission), TMT; EEG/ERP
(LS AAEAPR DI R AR D AT T VX TREC U I O UGB INFRED 7

Leins, U., Goth, G., Hinterberger, T., Klinger, C., Rumpf, N., & Strehl, U. (2007) '”
Neurofeedback for children with ADHD: a comparison of SCP and Theta/Beta protocols.

HiY SCPhL—= 7 LA L — =27 (0/B) D L
5 ADHD384 (8-137%): SCPRE1744, 0/BTE134

NF/ST5 A L SCPhL—=27" FHT AT FF~DTTNC)+R YT 47 Ji~DL 7 NCz);
/B —=27: 0B T +Bi | (C3f, C4)
372 AR T =A X0y ay, 1Eyar60%y), Mk 14-18H; 6 A #&ic7+u—7 v 7 Eyvar

NFY AT EEGS8 and TTD software
A HE HMET ARy 7 Y, WISC-R, ECBI, Connersg A X% ; SCPARIE
AR WL L MBS L DFEE  EE AT AN B L OIQDHKH, 64 H b0 HA5 ok, TERT D713

Doehnert, M., Brandeis, D., Straub, M., Steinhausen, H. C., & Drechsler, R. (2008) 2
Slow cortical potential neurofeedback in attention deficit hyperactivity disorder: is there neurophysiological evidence for specific

effects?
HiY ADHDOITENAEE, QEEGEB L UCNVANFLY L —T7 £ T — Tk
x5 ADHD2644(9-127%): NFEE 144, GTHE(Z V—7 & T —) 124

NF/ST5 A L SCPhL—=27" FHT AT F~DTTNC)+R YT 47 Ji~DL 7 NCz);
NF#f: 1557 Ly a (1814553, IR 1058 H; GTHE: 122> 2 ai(1E1904y), IR 12-15

NFY A7 A "GoeFI" neurofeedback system
R Alertness, Go/Nogo, D2, Score, Code transmission, TMT% D & A% O H R A ; QEEG/CNV(CPT)
[EES NFHECIXQEEGEH#, CNVIZWMEZR S8 fLHIVR Y EEFEAEIZ B HQEEGD B 1 INFRE D 22

NF: Neurofeedback; TOVA: Test of Variables of Attention; WISC-R: Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children - Revised; ADDES:
Attention Deficit Disorders Evaluation Scale Home Version; MPH: Methylphenidate; GoeFI: Goettinger Feedback; CPT-OX:
Continuous Performance Task-OX; ADHD-RS-IV: ADHD Rating Scale-IV; CNV: contingent negative variation; TTD: Thought
Translation Device; ECBI: Eyberg Child Behavior Inventory; IVA: Integrated Visual and Auditory Continuous Performance Test;
CPRS-R: Conners Parent Rating Scale; TEA-Ch: Test of Everyday Attention for Children; TMT: Trail Making Test.
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T EZ Tk L T . ADDES (Attention Deficit Disorders Evaluation Scale Home
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% & L T, ECBI (Eyberg Child Behavior Inventory)*’, ADHD-RS-IV (ADHD Rating
Scale-IV)® 72 E78, EBFHEERE LT, CPTOERY YT 12T Rk LAZI Ea—4% EOF
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ENDZEHHD, D EF=@mcdH Tk, TEA-Ch (Test of Everyday Attention for
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EHEICt)7 a2 hao—)LEHETFELZTIC. MEKZOb0EF MY —7 v MZT 5
ZERTKERRBRIETHD, IFE. £F v > )VOWEEHDFIHHE & 72> TE=Hil
FHOE RO FMLE> T, Quantitative EEG (QEEG) & W5 7 2 ¥ VAN &t DR & 1E H
LT, aA2Ea—FNICRDAAZEET— 10 U TEEAILEE 2 BREE L 7= 081 2175
?&ﬁﬂﬁéhfmém

QEEGIZ X 2 HM DB ERIFE LT 5720 T, H5HHEEZETHDOERPEFIH
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Neurocybernetics EEG Biofeedback system (EEG Sperctrum, Encino, CA, USA)?2,”GoeFI”
neruofeedback system (Goettinger Feedback)******, EEG8 (Contact Precision Instruments,
Cambridge, MA) and TTD*® software!”®, Lexicor NSR-24 Biolex program (Lexicor,
Boulder, CO)**_ Procomp + Biograph program (Thought Technology Ltd, Montreal,
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Summary

Kazufumi Omura :
Prospect of neurofeedback in the field of education

Using electroencephalogram (EEG) is one technique that may be used to study
important questions within the field of cognitive neuroscience. Against this
background, neurofeedback or EEG biofeedback has been suggested to be a potential
tool to improve self-regulation processes in attention-deficit/hyper activity disorder
(ADHD). Neurofeedback aims to improve intellectual functioning and attentive
behaviors through regulating the brain waves by monitoring the ongoing brain
activity. Within the past decade, the use of neurofeedback has increased dramatically
although there are several limitations. Recently a few studies have investigated the
effectiveness of neurofeedback carefully and supported the possibility as an alternative
new treatment for ADHD. This paper reviews neurofeedback literature of ADHD and
expands its perspectives in order to shed light on the prospect of neurofeedback in the
field of education.
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