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(S8R BN AR ; B DD RERRAS s DAl s & R I
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Pt i ) 47 BRI A B L B R T AL
Bt B 7 ROIR K F 4R 7 i A B 40 A 2 A
8RR BB ES AT, 2 BT, &
DR R il Dk /0 i £ RE B, S B ZE 5 B o X Pt ik
B3 BYR YT F AR R R Uk R4 il
HIRERERT A5 1 20K 1 B0 52 B D RERREAT: L )
RERRLAT IR BT 2N - I REIGAF TR 2257 K,
FLHERR AP AL 2 TS BIRYT I R EAL . AR
oK, BEE#h2e i AR B ROR N RERAAR B K
JE&, % WA it i i 1) 7 ik D RE B AR 3L 1 R4
FOAEAF s b T FE P SE B i B 1 RO W TE PR
BR, A IR Z 225 SN E A [ AR IESS AT [
LM R SRR S , L i 8 47 Mk 2 i
BRI IR S5

1 AR A 14 B R A TR S 4 AE

PN B 1 2 B A R AR AE P 40 40, 32 it
PPy brT RPN (R VIS 2 T [ v VT = - 1 0 ]
AR 1 RE G SR JC TR RS o SRR A, Bl T
AR AP IR v 3 2 S 1) 56 IR AR 7 P i e 1 473 1)
SRR RIE 109%0~20%", SR, 3% Ecdfs il REAIAG 1
TS O, R R 852235 25 e it i 3 420 47 e 3
PP 2T 22, R A 80% 1) F NG ik A1) 473 4%
R, FERMGRZ b R U R A A 3
209%™, A BT RAA KA, b E N
IS AFAT A B L (H5E B A I D) RE R
BN BAAR T R R A AP SR ks, ™ EE S e A
AR TR TR R A IR R 4, 22 B I AR ]
DARESE , B H 1 SRR B 52 31 5T , BNk
Ja 25 A E (postconcussion syndrome, PCS) A5 )5 hi
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P4 B 15 (posttraumatic stress disorder, PTSD) | & P4 A
Y3975 (chronic traumatic encephalopathy , CTE )4,
BEsZ i Y B O AR, SO BB B e 2B AT 1
P B XURE , Bl 1A 4 R | Alzheimer 5", H
T, 26 I ] 8 S B ) P ik 5 B I 5 Tk i ) O
A AT RS E AT Sy SRR, G B A
FIRE WIS W T KT RERE A

2 o B AR Th RERR RS RO I N &

AR T TRUH R 1 P fik 520 403 s ) BE b5, 418
I B 0 5 D G I G S O A, F A
NG AT 02 M B IR RS 18 B D) RERR A B 1)
RERERG Bl 22 N 70 I I RE RS | 6113 ) 000
2.1 AY L AFAY AT UG R A5 T B A
TR IR MAE IR AT W BEAT RIS SE , A =
FHERE ML TR LEAT 0 1 , 045 PCS \PTSD \CTE, =
B REAHE NS, ONTERR &R o PCSTRINRE 7 B Bl
PG 475 5 B I LEAE R, 1Ml PTSD A CTE 15 FT 41
{18 P 1) (B G Ae 2 h RH Y )  B07Y) 3k U E f
ffo PCSHIPTSD AAEPRAT e BRI B3 2247 1 AR
1 R 9 BRI AR E 174 5 98 DI R J22 T2 W ; CTE
TERI JG 2247 At BAE R A REAR S DA R 4 25 7
WA 2 W i T H AT 5 5C T PCS AT PTSD
(¥ )7 K445, Pk, PCS  PTSD 1 CTE & 75 HLA A Ff
(R ERARFAE , W AN AE
2.1.1 PCS Z3RBUMABHIAEIR , B AL CT/MRIAG A2 ik
Z HILMSAR AR, B L), v TC 8 — m e RS s
W HRT, & A PCS i FRIZ W bs AT FE PrRgeii 70
Z& (International Classification of Diseases ,ICD)-10#x
2 RSP 2 2 R PR BRI W 5 Ge 1T 1) 26
PO B (diagnostic and statistical manual of mental
disorders version IV ,DSM-1IV ) .26 H it (DSM-V ) #5
i Ho DSM- IV FRIE R ICD- 10 AR EFR AL FE “ ki S M
Ji B i 2 AR, DSM= IV s i ik e bR e
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2034 H 1 1CD-10 AR RE AR SE ] ] A i
3K 3 DSM= V R 2z BRI 255 B i AR A IAA
BT T2 )R B e 0 & WLUE S , DSM- IV R
YT EACAC N BT R O 2 WE A , ICD-10 454
R N AR BIR] S SR, PCS ARy —FhRER]
HEHLPUN B IR 25 B AE, — B2 B BURE
1, G S RE e 1 LRI PR A IR 7= 3 i A ok
(post—concussion symptoms) s ﬁ%‘j&fﬁ)ﬁ L‘l:’; B2/ E"Jﬁ’[f( ,
ANSRIREARAFEEIS 1]

2.1.2 PTSD 48AMARTEZ 555 H i ™ FH A0 S
FEIR I FRSEAF AR RORS PR AT, R I 5 Q105
PEARSCHY ) AGCAZ | IRLREREAR A JAFIG 25 A4 TH AR
A8 DL RCE S R DU ALRE AR , AT A R AR A
RERIAEAR o PTSD J2 /R B )5 % DL %) fik ) R s
B, 245 809% 1) PCS g A RIS £ 7E PTSD , 20 A
R 2B 0 B B 22 G AR 3 5 PTSD 12 Ik
F I K FH DSM=V PTSD i2 Wi it % (the Clinician—
Administered PTSD Scale for DSM—-5, CAPS-5) -2,
PTSD fYAEAIR 2 /D Rk — A H A REIZ Wi 4 PTSD,
{EL7E 52 B o v, 10 AT SR JH PTSD #5832 (PTSD
Checklist for DSM=5, PCL-5) fEGI43 i e W1 LR 5L
JR N HEA T PP

2.1.3 CTE I RFIEFEINA AT 0 fE2E = T5 ik
P, A AR AR A2 ) R T D RES2 400, 47
AEIR AL T 5 MBS AT g R A
109, 5 4 0 W R A5 AR AE 45, CTE A 2
FRAE 2 5 BERR R 1 19 tau & HUTRY, {H 5 Alzheimer
A W A DX, CTE 33 BB R AL 1Y) tau 25 A UL
U Alzheimer i H IS B 5L ; CTE J3 BERERR (L 1Y) tau
AR FTORR 8 U6 T RN B 5 IR V) 4 a5 ] T DX
IR, AT LI HBAE Bz i B, T Alzheimer 5 ) 6
IR g B Jo DX I o E Wi R AK e 2 1 R TR DR
¥, fHZ A 4L CTE Ji5 A 7] BB [F] I A7 7E Alzheimer J55
IR TR I ERAFAE . BT CTE 2 )7 A%
o A AT B2 BT, Wi ARE PR EBEALI N BEPR hy
B U5 M I 9§ 28 & fiE (traumatic  encephalopathy
syndrome, TES) .

2.2 WM EIREAA ISR AR IR K
H BRSNS RE )t s, 328 AT
WR IS RGP P30 73 4h, Felisirh depf 280
14 2% 2 B 1] DR A B Jot A SR AR 1) bl 22 o Bl 1 8 52
BEL, 98/ SOIR AR g 8 22 i 22 TR , o 2
SR RERTRY B 2RI T 0 T R AR T R ) M
T AT WPIR T 22 ) B e e 00 5 504 T vk i P )

EYPVIRA . EMRR2E AR T AT AR
WG FR G A 1 T R B AR 22 BT, i
DL B R S IR R A, N 2 T R A 1 e 201k
&, AR HARAS 1 B R . Bk YRS
(vegetative state, VS) — fiz /N & YLK & (minimally
consciousness state, MCS) — i B e /N EPUR S — =
PR — =R,

Bk RRLL i [A] =28 d Bk A 18 M R A, A dE
VS HIMCS™,

VS XFR N TE R BB BEER A, e — 2R RRIR Y
ARG, 7770 R FIR i S 30 (EXF 3 B K] B3
Bk Z S0 A, Bz FEh TG ShANE F HARAE ). VSHY
SWIARUES " (DB Wy I SR TR ; @A 7T
L AR (4 35 TR SO s @B AT HE A BN S
TR 7 SR BRI 1 7R s @B A 58 37 5
H s VB4

MCS & — ™ 8 1Y B R AT, A0 30 51T VS,
A A B R — o T S 3, I AP A foe /s B2 TR MY
NHTE AN FE PR RE ST . MCS 2 R AT 119 B
AL )Ry 2 — 0 PT BE R R TR HE — 20 5 U A A I B
B, MCS e S (D 3R] 5 & A ER PR i 4
WAt SR s @A AT R AR 1 5 1 s Qi T B ) i
BT TR OR AT IR SN @A E AL EL A i B
L, AT SR H LAY 5 PR RO S s VR A 44
B, A A A F3h1E,

VS 5 MCS B3PSy« O n] ATE R IR 30
A MRS - SERE A . S MCS Y2 W, i i /b
A—VEMTH AR TN E IR  fEf A rh 2/
HEWMH—W, BT MCSTT N BB, A
HUR 2T 2 — RV A . 7RISR E
I, A5 7E VS FIMCS Z [l fk . MCS BE7E a4 5
PAF 2T 56 A I T3 v A2 O SRt 5 4
1109 @F AR F B S22 RN, TE il
RS 75 s QAR 7 23K s @XTAR A PR
IR RS Sl AT RLAT A, T AN S BRI 3l
2.3 BRI AT PN B IR A e ) g
Bt 1) A AR MRS, AR T o LG T BE | A B
ZA GG L, JEHIR A R NEA T | A AR T ey
B R Sk T nE AR AR 5T, AT
B RN TS D R AT W A R e TR
s 41 5 Ak A AR J2%bi [ 4 (dual sensory impairment,
DSD) , Z: IR 5 4 1 56 11 1R AT 25 3% 3t A7 7
DSIF*, H i, B84 B i 5 A RE A By 1KLL 1
MR FR 0 5 (ELI Pz B /R 3 4 S A2 K
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= 7 (AR 22 B R P B D) RE A,
R T B IR 20 (FERTRERIG OL T ), 180 ik
BN EFERMAZEN ) & R T IR BGA , AT
F LS8 D e 2 B AF TR AR [

PG R A 00 N 2 B AR Y, R
TR i i B3 2 398 02 P A g ) IR, T s AR
Fii i 5B 55 08 T AR TC ] OGRS P
B3 J5 M2 R 5 R IR B o (BT it i T
RIS ) SRE SN A M i AR e Sk R
7 25 T JE ) B R AT R85 0 T S R R T
AR A M
2.4 EFH e AF h F ALK AR T e R B
BT RE R, A48 AR LK T s RS s SR
T, 3 700 1 i 5% A 45 32 31 1) B e A 1) S BB EL AT
W, AR R B 4 FE LK g R S A%
IZtauEg{ﬁ$ﬂgﬁﬂg¥$ééﬁﬁiﬁﬂé,ﬁﬁ tau%
FHUURURRE 5 CTE B9 BEERAE AT B & 10 X309, i
i 5205 B 348 I 22 4 00 2 A58 R 1) 2 s XU
M HL, A A I 503 AT,
2.5 AV N ik R AT X IR R ZE AL
TNk DI RERERS , T LEGT S LA A IR, — BLRESE
6 H DAL B MEE ANE . Ui R A4 5 R 2
WAL B B A 5 A A 21 21 0 S I 2 D AH G, T 5
i ) 47 R 5 I B S A DG, s 52 22 TR 2 R i i
B B AR, R b i B A
JE P2 N A U T RERR A, LB LR R D REAR T AR
KWFR = LW Z DL, 5 R IR 57 AR
A5 BRI, X BE R BUH B U3 R PTSD HARKE 28110
A5 AR AT AR VAL T 2B S Ak,
i 5% ) 47 s P 28 P9 43 DA ) R R A 5 - T AE A PTSD
FEI RN OB BE 7 28 FEE FEORE | MR IR [ A0 | A= 7% o
T CHIRACI Y2210 4 | an SRk s R R AT
REWGER 51 R, AT LUl i R BRI T g™
2.6 &% & R S R BRI SR B R R K
PRI K AE | S — T 52 4% 04 1 il D) 45 ) g e it
B3 50 2 P i A B A5 i DL ) — A S )
T8 7 A 27 47 P N R A B 9 A P RS B i
B B I R AR AR AR AR AR K, 35%~40%
RN 6 S H M, 50% % A TE0i 5 1AEN L iE
80% & HEAEM Ja 2 AE N K & AR B[] 43 A 40
RAEHE 1R TR AR (B3 fs 1R DL E) 40
RN U A3 e R B, B A B S 300y, i
ATETRPERAE s I A AR 2 2 M R R 25 5 AR T 2 3
(AP P i 0 245 B e, B AR, LI 245 90 m LA /b

TSI KA , AEIGIE TOUS R SO A 1
3 RN A Bl B Th BE B RS YA 77 3%

3.1 W AR VEAE A UG AN 5 i D e A PR A Y
Ll , AU AR B SO0 MR ERAE S M
N XFHb B RN . M i i B B 2R B 3R (Glasgow
coma scale, GCS) P43 42— 58— 1) PR ) o B ik
FREEM 575  HIX 53 VS FIMCS A HUR . GCS T
AT g (IR SR (T8 5 RS Sl ) , R,
TN R 250 GCS Vo3« AR T 7 Bk Wy g b
B B BB S s B A T SR AL E S
FEURHEFAT A B 055

& 1T WL B 2 i & 1 3% (Coma Recovery Scale—
Revised, CRS-R) i 6 >t R B, W K Wr ok i
B E SR Iz S I K A4 23 O E AT
JFHIPFA3FRE . CRS-RXF VS MCS il Bk ) 4 531 B
A RIFAIOE A5 BRSSP,

MCS A A & Iz IR B s T VSN, 5
CRS-R WS W IEAH G ; RIS 3 min Y F K2
IRAATIX 3 VS FIMCS , $2 =l RIZ B i HERf P
3.2 Ab SRR AE S U AR 3 )5 I 2 BE R A
PR Y EELLRH Sy . PCS . PTSD Al CTE #8777 AR
[F] A BE I RE R A, A 20,0 BE2A PP A 2 A Al 2
AUERTT o B 5 B0 23 i S AR D R4 7, R
TEACHL 25 [ A5 A FIERAT BE ) 1 R I, SAMARAEAR
RIS T A 20 B2 DAL, A 220 B2 DA
A 415 4 THT 1) 2800 BT 68 0 FAF1AS [] DA 0 5 i
P M PRIV AR 5 By O e 53 1) R R A T
O R A, AR B DA SR AE A
MVE 5 2%, S48 1 22 1 3R 45 & DI RE i & 5248
(B P 22 L A B R HEAT Z2HEDEAL ™, Bl 20 By
DU RS LRRCAS I PPA V| S8, BT A A 0 e i
i R S5 0 o T 5 W N A R W 3 ]
P fRT , A B 28O BRI B (R B B i

XF TR B IR ATNE N, IR A0 o 2800 BR 23T
fili 5 2, 451 40 W8 5 8% 1 I 1 FAl 5 3R (cognitive
assessment by visual election, CAVE) .Rappaport B 2k/
It B & & 3% (Rappaport coma/near coma scale,
CNCS) TN T fig K F- PEAL 1 3 (level of cognitive
functioning assessment scale, LOCFAS) , A B TP
BRAFHINFN I RE , 4 = PPAG TR P

RO B E A BRI AE — 2Lk, Horp i
AR PEES R TCE HE R O WA R AR
FIRE. AN, B AR ] 2 BRI S
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o7 A2 R 3R RN [R] B A AR S S5 R TA 25
P SURSIRETE S AN

3.3 Aviz A IR AR N LA B O VR M D R 2
TCIG S B T VRS P S DO RERRE RS . H T, B A b
25 H A PRGN 5 A0 H5 155 A& HLAV (evoked potentials,
VP) . Jiii B, ] (electroencephalogram, EEG) | i it &
(magnetoencephalography , MEG ) %% ,

3.3.1 VP ik IR R 220 B U R L IR 2
RGN AL, SRR 22 RO E M 22
P AR R MO R AR LS T R R
1B 3 R G, AH R YA I B R BRI 7 A
(visually evoked potentials , VEP) i 1175175 A& HL A
(brainstem auditory evoked potentials , BAEP) &g i75
J% B 3L (somatosensory evoked potentials , SEP) Fliz 5
175 & H.7 (motor evoked potentials, MEP)"", 53 4h, >k
PR RE ORI T R AR A ) F A BEAZ AR R
HAFHFIEHLA (event related potentials, ERP)

3.3.1.1 VEP MFRNALGETE AN AL A B I
AL, 48 RS RS | A Y LA, 2 N EEG 4
B VEP Y |, B s ARSI A 5 30 B Y D RE S R 1
AT AT 5 Wi A0 P DR R AR 25 e VEP™ - AR 3
A NBSHEIN (2 ] — 00 VEP P2 {5 R FTN3 %
I, AT EAl VS A 1) MCS Fe A3 , 2R N3
TR P2 R IIZ W AE £, VS i A il MCS
AL AR I e, SRR Q540 LE , PCS
i N VEP P3a B IE BRI, M0 P3a AR TCH 8
s P3b R B S /N PRI 8 A

3.3.1.2 BAEP FRN MW 515 A SO, ARR A
P 28 2R 298 X6 Wi SRR 1) v 2 B N, R A A
G RSB 2 W2 | 2 || B2\ N & o 1 38
THIRR 2 H AL | EHOE A AR M R AR
T ATAT 28 K W i 380 1% 14 9 722 B4t 1 90 25 52 il
BAEP, H AT 2O UL AN W 53 B 505 1% 00 . BAEP 1]
VE A MG B 3 )5 18 e TR e 0 2 W ) DA R
BAEP VBRI 5 1 e A A AR
3.3.1.3 SEP Hiilid i AR 35 90 S 0 A A 2
W R AR 28 SN, T PPA IR IR R G 1 e B M
PRI IAPE™, SEP A i il % 1 47 J5 8 1k 2 T A
i NP T BAT B ZME, SEP R IF -5 CRS-R 4>
SEIEARSC, SEP IR MR 5 = 045 N\ T4 ] S 1
A SR N e WA T SEP PEAG™ , JEHE SEP B A
BAEP, F] J5 i S2IF T | 34 S5 0 A A 45
Jr A VRS AT 58 B AR B e e i) e 22 1,
A PR TR) R S I T EATIOE R G RN R T Y

S5F 5 DI RERY SEHEAE , R VEAS LR S BEHE R Y
BT MERT B9 FE R, SEP 1T DL i b 3E AL PCS
Iog NAT 55 FH AR AR B AL BEBE ), (H2, W
SR, T B X AR AT B A B BAT Bl s, BT LA
SEP KM A& v, b 25 i 2 PR

3.3.1.4 MEP J& M3z 3l B B RHEE L i s 3
LR IZ 3h 2 A, H A& 2 M2 S LA Y
iz ol 1 30 S A R AR TR M A SE 3Pk . MEP AT LATE
Al 12 P AR AR A B UK, MCS 9 A MEP i
R A S e T VS g ™, MIEP o £ i i 8 475 5 1
VI A R I S0 8, 2 NAFAE 1B 3l B2 ot
PLATPEREAR™

3.3.1.5 ERP & —FiReik i VP, 3 i A 2 3 o)
PURRIR 0 3 S, SR 2 B 22 R I 5
F14) G FEL AL, IS B DA AT i R m K i g A 28 i A PR AR
1t ERP iR M sz e 25 A 38 Ny i B, TS AR I e
B A ik Ak B (1) Hp 2 ) ), A [ R 383 =5 | AR [
() ERP 153, S BEAN R G452, B FH R IZ /)2 P3
(P300) B 47, E3E B 24277 (R 45 2= 1h Ab 1
AE 71 A TEAS o B A AR = 1) R A R T B B A
A PAl AT B A2 LA AR, P3 ATAE N MR 3751
] 22 NP {5 W 8 A, o 3L 3 e 3, )
P3 i 1 S 14 R ORI Y S 4 e, S R DA s
P3 TR IIE X 43 VS R MCS B REFEFR, 5 VSR A
FHEE , MCS N P3 YRR I B 46 7,

N2 AT A 7 0 5 B 398 N & A 9 2 IR A
FEbR , PR A, XURS: By, JCHE 22 1 1R A\
¥, PTSD g A N2 AR A S S, 559 AR 52t B
FEIEARE™, P200 ., PSO R MR BEAS AT /£ A2 Wi CTE (1)
AR, AN T % (processing negativity , PN ) AJ
A Ay 780 51 i 5 45 2 A PCS AU B PEAR F6 b , R
iR B4, & A PCS RURS 84 n i, f B RN
(contigent negative variation, CNV ) FJ /E Sy i fii % 4]
13 &A= PTSD AU I PEAG 845 , CNV iR IR, &4
PTSD KU i,

& PE L 7% (mismatch negativity, MMN) 1]
W VS (1 B RUKSF, B0 VS IR R R T . 18R
P A A5 T MMN 35 1% 5 CRS-R P43 5 A
KB 5 VS AR FE, MCS 95 A MMN 35 i B i 384
1o R R I

(HE , 18 P R R o R o R A 2 B
BAREH , AH I A H B A (Ui 35 5ie A2 D e F
WA, X2 T ERP 45 5 ok, AR5 15
% B ERP (45 St 2 R B 22 535 e AL, 12 i i
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FE SPARARE L S ERP {C R A (R ANA] , 25 SRt 25 AN ]
ol P, A A O MER, DL RIS IE
ENGIlOYE e
3.3.2 EEG JE i FRIAIR 25 B0 FL AR I S 2 B K G 4
JRLRE 1 2 %) 1 A P A L 3 20, 2 e 2 L A LT )
TE K Rz STl 3k B T () B R i B . EEG X T
28 R Gk AT BRI B 405 ) ik ) g
SEH VG D71k o BEG SR 45 J5 W00 RS I
%o EEG AT Ak i @ s A & A= PTSD XU ,
ol 7 AT BRI B 3 A, & A PTSD JXURS: B ik 34
T, AT R PTSD 12 W ff 7, i 2 e BRCER A
EEG , AR 275 F 54 9% 7 400 3 W1 S 3, @ 3 4 5 e
e IR 37 252 A P JR i 1 s WL AR AS A2 5 T v e X
PRH AR Bl B TR 5 AT , 2R P B IR 8 32 AR A1 5 i 4 1
AP iR 2l A AP IR Sl iy P37 T i, B L i
PR AR, 2 PTSD WAL HE ™. EEG AT I T34k
M PE BRI A FET KU, iRV B, FET ALK
B 14 e B RRCIR S EEG A B T ERR DEAN 8 1k
BRI B BUK, X5 VS FMCS, 7775 12 5%
HRJE MCS 1 — N EZIPAG AR, EEG AT T TPAh
5 2 RERIEGY T PCS, 84k v W WA, PCS s A
R,

& KL K] (Quantitative EEG, qEEG) 1] LI%K
A RMBAF 5 73 AT AS [R5 04 i L 30 5 5, 38 W 3 i
THE B i Hh U6 5 5 A B 5SS I D) BE R 6 1A
qEEG 1] FHF 1Pk 4 784 i o 6881 43 )5 % A PCS 1 R
B, 3L qEEG (14l Tl 0 28 43 BT 748 P R e
TPl B 2N, &5 VS I MCS DAL HERf 1%
[87]
3.3.3 MEG J&—Fill & K fiki & Hh 3 19 A= P s 2 4
AR 7E Sk B 3 1T I R e, TR N R 2R L
o HEA MEG ] HF AR B & P % R 5 0
3l 415525 MEG ] LI 08 057 578 15 5 (R L3 g
PRI, MEG HA TR & AR 23 20, nl D& BLAh 5
P RS EMETTE S . MEG A5 PEAL
HAFEEMYE., #ESMEGHNIIfEER: s,
SR DGR TR g A 104 5 N %) i ) e 2 1 L i
S 500055 N R B A S, BT MEG 1Y
A ik e JELODR S D £ T AR Sy X3 AR i ik B A R
PTSD A FEARI1 T MEG (1) /N 45 43 #r
SR, /N B I 2% KT T G R A 4 ) R AR
PTSD 4 XU 8 5, /Nt 55 26 430 HT ol 1 R 42N 2 v
i NAE O B BR D PEAG FE 451, MEG A 16 £ )
REME - 10, RO = A BRI A 0, 75 0

J3E B i 14 3 6] A HEBR S8 GG RO i S 90 5 FOK
MEG R[] 73 B4R g (HRIE R BRI S 5 A 5 %2

FICRNZE .

3.4 AL FITAE
3.4.1 % #CT/MRI # H CT/MRI e % Hi {3 fi 41 22 45
NI EE R ATl ISl ey e Al R VS
IREAT o B R MRTAS I 380 R S 1 o £ 5 /2
PCS 5 NI — AR FAF IR, Z a2 mE T4
MRI KGN % B PCS 5 A A7 T 5 85 Tl 4t 44 722 Ak, XU
RG> 3R B A AR R S 00 /), 2 6 531 Aok e o
fRE HEFERRI, ShASHE T MRIKS I & B PCS Ji5 AAE
FET 12 W09 100 e R 401 407 , 458 R~ 3R /i i T
SRR MRS I & B, 54 78 71 fig 5% 60 405 )5
PTSD g A Bz JoT J5E B e it e A\ B S i /0 i HL, A2
AT F ] Rz o J AR A ) B e o P 53 A R ™
G U RTAT D S
3.4.2 7 & MRI(functional MRI, fMRI) L5z L2 21
A E I REIRAS M RS B AR MRIF AR FR A fMRI, H
HITIG PR32 HLBGA B FMRT 4 A AL $5 TR B AL
AR T AR TR K i 1% (diffusion tensor
imaging, DTL) % H: 4 U 385 AR | il S8 7K P48 Bl
B WERURAUR o K H S AS MR R MR )
— AN 3 M AR G AT S5 A MR, B AT 2L
FERAAE 55, BV 98 RS N RIN D figis o)), &
SRR N AE NS I D REE e o R 78 i ik 1)
)5 DTS 2] i 20 2R i s W A8 Ak ml DL ForAh &
A2 PCS B KU, AR R BSCINAS A il 30 2 2
Gk zE M AR AL, v LATEAL PTSD A ™ SRR, LR
it A A A 455 S B Y PTSD!M™, DWI+i LS fMRI A6
I % B PCS I A AT A ik 4 2 80 465 +) R 3 i i 422 5
LRI F AT 4 Ay s> R R TR
AR T T T B A I 246 322 3 P AR, 3K 7E PCS o A Th
FEEAPAE I SIER ™ AR A O, ] T4 Fm R
I35 NE KL PCS (& WS FR el

Fr 7 B R A A AL B ke 2 5 F B A4
FH A8 RIS i 58 A5G, 7T MRIIKEBUR
GG e PR, 18 A T TR A A A I o 0 i A%
R, A e A% Z2 40 5 SRR S e il 43 50 S
YR VS FIMCS HERf R 809%™, i B2 IMRI A
PRIUAL N 2% (default mode network , DMN)  Fif 745
il P 45 F1 2 8 (R 262 P4l VS FTMCS & U b , Horp
DMN £ 51 VS FTMCS H AT 1R = 0 & s, o FH Wy
b M T T R, SR I S KT AR AR B AR AT
FMRIREIN , MCS 95 AW T 5 K 5176 BRA R 45 V'S
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N BRGS0 H 1% BRI B K VS i A Ta] MCS M5 REIE 57 R AE RS RASI f  45 44

AR LR ] g i
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