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Abstract . VEBXW / ZE1EREE (AD/HD) AT, 48, &8s 3 Bk e ¢ 285
FEEETSHAH. AD/HD 120V TIHFEMAEBEZES HLBNS 2 ENTWED, 13 A
EDMFRTITFRERMIC L 2R ERETTHICE T - THY, ZRITERLEBRE BT 5“5
HEW 2 RTCWBIEER V., Z2THRA I BREY 125 FTO, BEAMICE > THRE
SN DEE Z THRD & LR BREEEN (ERP) I01FEE L TR 2Tk o 72, 08
&, AD/HD BECITEF I TP300 DIEEQET LBROEENTD L. <5 ICHEE
BE AL T % negative difference (Nd) & mismatch negativity (MMN) & EARIE T - 72, =
NODFEHED S, AD/HD IZIIT 5 2 OBMEEND Y, & 5\ EROGMLE L HEHLED
MBREIZBNTOEEDDH 5 Z LATRBRENTZ. ZOFETIZ AD/HD 128115 ERP 12DWT O
FADHFEZTLELT, BIEETF TOMREZNLDWRIMIZED L9 L ER 2 EOOH,IZD
WTEL L 7.
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ELTRERBMGRRLNEREZZZT 5T L L 05H
L7z, EH5LDE8E L T\ 58 RERTERMREEMFE
HEEEHIRICBWT L AEBEDERTH 5.

AD/HD \(ZEWENEEVPFETH L) 2 LiE, B
BAEIRL N OV BRI R 1B b o TV B HEDKREHK
DIBEFHTH Y, BEEO P CTIELEY, EYFH
WEHFL L R ENTWHERATOH 5. BFE AD/HD D
FERELTEICEZONTWAEDIZF—NI VR VT
LS &P ELZE) 7 IVOFEEE L iESE
—REEOMBEREDEETH 5.

AD/HD OB EEOEEICER LT, 4F T4
RIS L AR EII T b T & 2.
B 21 B9 7 = 4§ J) # 2 (Continuous Perform-
ance Test : CPT) T KDHHOREFE L v FEOKT,
I5—D%E G EHPFHERENTWA?, CPT & I3RS
N7ZHED ) bdHH—EDORBEI L TOHKSY ¥ 2
FTEVIRET, FRT BRI IR & TR
BHH. B ZTRERNEE A VRENER CPT i, 2
YYa—FEELECETET VT ACERRL, OO
LHbBTEBIZIED)BENIL EOATEZZITRL
RIVERTEVILDTH B,

LL, Z0X) REAREI X MR EEARED
I & A CITIBHRLELER B A RREW E R TS
2T &R\, 2 CTRAITRERNRIC L o THER SN,
BAREEM 2 B T COMOEB 2 BIZETREL TH5FH
BAE B AT (eventrelated potential:ERP) 127 EH L7z,

RREHEENM (ERP) &1

ERP BFHREBMO—ETHH. FREMEE, KH?
2E 3L, BeORERRORMPTE, B, EEL2LE0
BESHBRICANEN TP L AMEEICET S T TIT,
ARG, BNERER, K% & OPHRARED & F EF REALT
G EN L —BEOBNEHET.

FREEAIL, BHEEENEEICE o T, SAREEM
ERRBBMICOT 5N S, SRR EEEM
(stimulus-related potential) & SV, FEEHEIZ G L
TIEPEFOCHRT 2 EN T, B, RIE EE LS
HHE—EFELTWE, AREEMDIZ) % ERP LS\,
BEERE O HEE L~V AERE & SUBL L TEE§ 50
ThH 5. ERP IZFBABREOEBIIEE L 2 5 W RREL D
LHESbhTWh,

AD/HD IZB W TIIRRA - BFHRAHEEEICB W TUTL
POBENFEETLDTRERZVIEEZLNTW S,
ERP ICIZFEIC L > THA D OPFHMON TV B, i
££ P300 DEEAS AD/HD 12 BT A RABEEDIRIE L 72

B il

LI ENHHENTETVEY, FAEROFFIC
BLT, EEZET CWARWEREICHET 2 THER
MO (EERN 2 GBLE) &, EEZAT TN
ERI ORISR (FRRA 2 L) & ic e
THERLLZBEMOFEPPLPIIENTETHEY, wE
121E 3 A< v FREMEEN (mismatch negativity : MMN)
75, HBE IS E N (processing negativity : PN)
D—FETdH 5 negative difference wave(Nd) &IN5
FeEM LT 5.

P300

P300 1X odd-ball ZEHIZ BT, SHEEORE (EHEE
FERERYRIE) O P ICEHTIRA SN D EREE O R 5 727
B (R RO 1 EE 2 1V % & 5124 U % ERPs
T, BHOBAEBEBEIHE TS LS5,

Negative difference wave(Nd)

B - BB L ERREE LT A TH Y, B
RPYFEORELZ 2z 6N5. “EEBTGREOLEEFTIC
BWTEERBIATT 5 ERP O ED 5 IEERHIC
x4 % ERP O % W& L 725 | HER IS BV THRE S
ns.

Mismatch negativity (MMN)

MMN (ZFEATHIE O BE L 2 FI A L TH7 5 MBI
BET, FCERTUNOEERE CRBT 58T
Hb. OF VEERNL, FFEERT COBELE T KL
THEZZONTWA?, MMN (FHE O KRS % s 5
RSN, TN 3D LEo BRI
BB ASE S L9 RETBEINS.

ERP ORIF R U BRERITS E

FEBEMBERREHCHE, FEMERIEIC X 5 oddball
SHEE % VT P300 & MMN %, EREEERELZ Awv
TNd ZHZE L. TR A7 21, NEC Multi Stim
W7z,

P300 I

EAE R A B 2000HZ (P=0.2), 54H B FEEE A FINL
13 1000Hz (P=0.8) ® b — > /8— & b (Fl i O #fe ] 13
50msec) C, FIBOFEREEIE 1.5sec & L, FIHEREE
TR L b 80dB & L7z, w i sE i D3R IER 13
Sy FAE L, FRFEEAY Fh—V 2 X p0E%EH
Wiz, WERE S IE, BIRLREET, BRI L TORE
BRI, ERHEHBEICTEALRITRLRY V24
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B, ZOBVEIRILUSHEEL ZITRRY V2
IHTHERTHENI LT 5.

Nd iz

FIEE— 58 (80dB) @ b — /=2 » (Hl#oHE
[ 13 50msec) & Iy, FHOHEIZIE, 400Hz DIEFEZEMAE
TEHER B (P=0.7) & 500Hz O IEHEF AR I (P=0.3),
FEDEIZIZ 800Hz O B A A #e5f 3 (P=0.7) & 1000Hz
DEBEARAERIE (P=0.3) #F2/R L7z, R FEIE 1.5sec
TEABERTEERBORRIEF LT v 7oL L, =R
FEEAY Fh— 22X pHE% Hwie.

WERE LT, EOFICRRESNZFIEEZMITT

normal control
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RS ERIEL, AOHICIRRENLIE2EHTS X
KR L. F/e, ERAOREREHEEFICTE 2
PR LORY V2T L) IR L.

INEHEICHHET L, HOERPLEWEZ 2 B,
EOE?PLZNL ) EVE 2ER»E, BEITE
HPoMI 255 ERL, EEPOGHIZAZICOHN
EEEZMITSE, ABEOED) bEEDPL 1 FB VY
BEZ R 2 _CRECRY 2T LIRS
BEWHT Ltk s,

MMN %

BEHERIFL 1000Hz (P=0.9), R HI# 1100Hz (P=0.1)
b= 28— 2 b (BB OFBERER 13 50msec) T, Fl# 0%
/RIHFEIE 500msec & L, FUBGAREIETHIE & b 80dB &

EOG
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o 160
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Fig.1. Typical ERP of a normal individual and an AD/HD child in auditory odd-ball tasks (1, P300)
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L7z, BEmMEEREORRIEFIET v FaL L, R
FHEEAY FR— 2 X BHI80% A7z, BEERE 3R
ANOIFEZARD LRMREEHREITTBNT, & RLT
W5 E % RS20 (READ &) CRIE% T o 72,

ERP D8R & B4R

L BEEMOTEIE NEC SYNAX 1200 2 v TAT
o7z Bk, MEHT AV, EELE?S Fz, Cz, Pz
THEH L, MERY ZNENEEERLE L. BROK
Bz 5F ot —ALT & L7z P300 (22T, RIS
160msec 7 5 RI# LU 640msec = 0#HT L, Nd 22\
1%, FEET 120msec % & KL 480msec % 4347 L 72.
F 72 MMN 122 Tl LB 400msec % 4347 L 7=,

PN B L CHRIEAS £ 70 1V BL_E Dk & IRERGESDIE
&N, HEHT27—F 7727 F O WEKILE
I L 72, SRIE IR Omsec DB A FUEL L CHIE
L7z, BERIEOHE Y R OREEICH T 2 B2 EIRT 572
DI, FEETOMRATIZIEOHE L.

P300 DEEERE
{ESE R R 5 fUR % 30 mMEFEH L7

Bl

SNT-EREEEMD O THEER% 280-450msec [ZHD
FeMEEs & LTP300 2 FE L, Z Ok LIRIEE JE L
7. HERZ P300 D% Figl IR L7z,

Nd DFEk

EEHREERISI T 5 UG % 40 [, JEEEHEER
BUCx s 5 UG % 40 EMEFH L7z, 5 5 N7zHTE O
EhLBEOEREZFIEL, FOFIEEREBVT, Hl
BIEREH 50msec 2 BIEE V) 800msec 4L F Thi &
HEME Nd & LCRE L7z, Nd IZTIgH -, fERR
#4 50msec 25 H EATY, # 200msec T THERT 5
e MR 4> % B8 Nd (Nde) & L, Nde 125 & fe v Colil iR
7RT% 500msec > b LS HBL LHRT 5 BIR R B
B & HEINd(NdD) & R L7z, 2 LT, Nde & Ndl
DR EIRIE R HIE L7, REN R Nd DR % Fig.2
IR L7z,

MMN Fié%k

B R AR 3 4 UG %2 100 [H], 4R AT
B A0 % 900 MMEFY L. /o NIZRIED
BRLLBEOWRETIEL, ZOFIHEEHZMTH
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Fig. 2. Auditory difference waves in response to standard stimuli (attend minus unattend) of a normal individual
and AD/HD child during selective attention tasks (1, Nde: early negative difference 2, Ndl: late negative dif-
ference)
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Fig. 3. Auditory difference waves in response to stimuli (deviant minus standard)of a normal individual and an
AD/HD child in auditory odd-ball tasks (1, MMN:mismatch negativity)

R % 100-250msec [ZERORRMERS F MMN & LCH
E L7z, £LC, MMN O#FR: L IRIEZHIE L. (BF

EHE 2 BB I RTEEEE I BT MMN OFEESETF LT
WeERELTWE, LPLERoBEZRELTW

97 MMN D% Fig.3 IR L7z,
AD/HD @ ERP

/NED AD/HD & ERP

Strandburg,R.J. 5%i% AD/HD B3 {2 % B X b P300
DIRMEAETLCTEY, BEIERLTWS EHREL.
Z Db P300 DB TH % P3b IV TDOHET
b, Satterfield]JH. 52 75 AD/HD RE I REIBEL Y
PHhORBABET LTS ERRT WS, F 72
Jonkman LM. 5213 U & 9 12 P3b DIFEMEAMET LT
W5 L3R L 72 ET, methylphenidate D512 & b 3¢
BOBFEMNMEL, 2 P3b ORIEIHEM L 72 & s L
TWh,

Nd (22Tt Jonkman, L M. 5% 2SNd & F#ED K45
EEZ LTV 5PN 25T LT\ 225, AD/HD i3 &
HIREEL D PN OIRIEIMET L CTH Y methylphenidate
DEGIT L DIREA BN L 72 & FE LT 5B,

MMN 22Tl Kemner,C. 50 %5 AD/HD B34
BB B BRI BV T MMN OIRIEAMET L
TW3 &L T 5 KilpelainenR. 5™ b FEHE 72
IMDIBE 20 NEBEFEDIRDIRE 20 A2 BL,

BHEHEDBY, HREIF—EL TR,

EHLVIIAD/HD BEE2 & LR, M Q%<
F S TEE BB 12 4120\ T P300, MMN, Nd %
& LIRES L7225, P300 1B L CITRTEEE, w8k, BE1E
HOFTTOEKT, MMN, Nd 1B L CIZBETELSCF
BRI TS o 7z,

COBEED S, AD/HD 2B W TiE, T3 P300 DfEE
BhrbIlirb, Pkl ERLEBRREOREERET
MODPOEENFET S EIFRENS. FLTFDORE
Fi, ELCFMORBEOAFBRICBITLIEEIZL S
BDOTHAHIEHNMMN NI DEFEILREENS.
2% ) AD/HD 1238\ CIXREED ) 2 ORI E R & EIR
FHEBE OMEFRARE 21T Cldk <, BEIN» OMEM %
WHFRREIZ BT H TS D DOBEEIHEIET 5 T L AER
SN, BERGEDLP VR TLE) L, FlRAITERL
THDPZTIT% S 2 WRER EORIZ, Bo AhA%
DL BEFERNOMT L EZEPSIZA-TETORHO Y
ANVE —HENCTEHEICABE SN 72 DREIEFT
EBHLEZLNTWEY, AD/HD OFEBL7-b13 72D
FREED T W E R E N B,

EEHOHFHEPI3/NEAD/HD OERPIZES 5 8ED
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Table 1. Comparison between adult AD/HD group and healthy control group in regard to P300

Healthy Controls AD/HD
MEAN (S8.D.) MEAN (S.D.)

P300 Reaction time[msec] 353 (117) 443 (114) *
P300 % Hits [%] 99.6 (0.43) 98.1(3.48) N.S.
P300 Latencies [msec]

Fz 311 (17.3) 309 (31.6) N.S.

Cz 310 (16.3) 307 (31.5) N.S.

Pz 314 (16.2) 314 (36.0) N.S.
P300 Amplitudes [ u V]

Fz - 18.0 (4.44) -7.15(5.14)  **

Cz -17.2 (3.73) - 8.63 (4.55)  **

Pz - 18.4 (3.86) -11.1 (4.11)  **
Note: N.S. = not significant

*p <.05 **p <.001

Table 2. Comparison between adult AD/HD group and healthy control group in regard to Nde

Healthy Controls AD/HD
MEAN (S.D.) MEAN (S.D.)

Ne Reaction time [msec] 474 (89.9) 603 (111)  *
Nd % Hits [%] 97.2 (3.75) 94.8 (5.24) N.S.
Nde Latencies [msec]

Fz 219 (42.8) 206 (60.0)  N.S.

Cz 219 (44.1) 219 (32.00  N.S.

Pz 218 (44.3) 218(33.2)  N.S.
Nde Amplitudes [ u V]

Fz 11.8 (6.77) 6.00 (4.15)  N.S.

Cz 9.77 (3.77) 5.05 (4.06) *

Pz 8.42 (3.34) 4.87(3.90) ¥

Note: N.S. = not significant
*p <.01
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Table 3. Comparison between adult AD/HD group and healthy control group in regard to MMN

Healthy Controls  AD/HD

MEAN (S.D.) MEAN (S.D.)
MMN Latencies [msec]
Fz 173(32.6) 170 (27.0) N.S.
Cz 174 (32.0) 171 (27.7) N.S.
Pz 174 (32.0) 172 (28.3) N.S.
MMN Amplitudes [ VI
Fz  4.71(2.47) 3.17(2.97) N.S.
Cz  4.09 (1.95) 2.79 (2.21) N.S.
Pz 3.63(1.84) 2.32 (2.29) N.S.

Note: N.S. = not significant

Table 4. The correlation with MMN and ADHD RS- V-]

ngjﬁﬁfi FEEESE AD/HD B
HERK r HEHE 1ERAREER r Eop-xi
MMN s
Fz 0.63 *k 0.35 N.S.
Cz 0.64 sk 0.33 N.S.
Pz 0.71 otk 0.33 N.S.
MMN #RiE
Fz 0.28 N.S. 0.40 N.S.
Cz 0.56 * 0.06 N.S.
Pz 0.52 * 0.24 N.S.

*P<.05 **P<.02 **EP< 01
N.S.=not significant
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Table 5. Comparison among three groups in regard to P300

AD/HD group Environmental Healthy Comparisons
(group 1) factors group control group of Mean
MEAN (S.D.) (group 2) (group 3) Ranks
MEAN (8.D)  MEAN (S.D)
P300Reaction time 468(98.1) 452(84.5) 519(103) N.S.
[msec]
P300 % Hits 95.1(4.98) 99.3(0.81) 97.0(3.13) 2>1*
[%]
P300 Latencies
[msec]
Fz 316(28.8) 311(29.8) 313(43.7) N.S.
Cz 315(27.4) 310(29.3) 311(47.1) N.S.
Pz 319(29.4) 310(29.7) 309(50.0) N.S.
P300 Amplitudes
(V]
Fz 5.48(6.51) 14.6(8.70) 11.9(4.28) 2>1%, 3>1*
Cz 5.96(4.98) 16.9(9.67) 15.3(7.85) 2>1%, 3>1%
Pz 9.37(5.98) 22.2(8.72) 16.8(5.96) 2>1%, 3>1*
*P<0.01

HiEH $ &, P00 I LT3, AD/HD JBCidfEsa
IDIREFETLTBY, BAMOLOEEND Y,
methylphenidate D#%5-12 X Y RIEDOHERDZED N5
EVIIREDPLNWERRT WS, - EEEEERMICHE
LT, N2, Nd(PN), MMN, 22V THE ST
575, BIEHICBVCRIEAIET LT 5 & OHEH A
HNALIBRTWE, FIHIZINSH AD/HD ORIEZE
—RGEAR DRI O REH L BE T 2 W REMEIC DWW T
EELTwA. LA LEEL?OHAMETP300, MMN,
Nd O FTRCIZBWCRIBIHEEL CAEIEDP 5722
&3, AD/HD O#RERMNEEIFZETA ST\ 2 HEIE
HCOMPET CHERFOBRT L IFALTHY, EE
WL ERBIEL OREITRIBE NS,

AZ! AD/HD & ERP

AD/HD 3H < S THEEZEEETH Y, HAIR-T
PHZEMAD/HD ICBETHZLIEIH Y 2 b ViIETTH
5. L2 LERAD AD/HD ZHEIZDWTE I N[ F T
LNz DT B 12 o T, SRSRICH TR
1T AD/HD Tld %W ? JEHOLHFZ 2RADZDED
BRRICHEMN L7, 7295, FHL ki AD/HD Tl %
o7z, BAD AD/HD \EREPIHFEET B AT, Fhidd <
/MBI (DSM- IV Cid 7 ki) 12 AD/HD TH - 72
B bRACE > TORERFBET DT TH 5.
FEE LI ZORMETHE SN2 ERP 2% %3 P300, Nd
IZDOWTIERA D AD/HD 2 b kit L TEIE S s 2 &
% #H L7z (Tablel, Table2., Table3.). L% L MMN {2
DWTIE, BAD AD/HD B#CIIRERLEEER 2D
o7z, MMN \(ZEEIEDIRIE & 2 2 WM b s ShT
W5, FRIREIIZIZRA O AD/HD OFERIEIAEZEFLT
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Fig. 4. the correlation with the MMN latency and the Hyperactivity-Impulsivity
subscale of ADHD RS- V-] in The Hyperactive Type Group
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Fig. 5. the correlation between the MMN amplitude and the Hyperactivity-Impulsivity
subscale of ADHD RS- V-] in The Hyperactive Type Group
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Table 6. Comparison among three groups in regard to Nde

AD/HD group Environmental Healthy Comparisons
(group 1) factors group  control group of Mean
MEAN (S.D.) (group 2) (group 3) Ranks
MEAN (S.D.) MEAN (S.D.)
Nd Reaction time 555 (89.4) 557(118) 556 (84.3) N.S.
[msec]
Nd % Hits 75.9(17.6) 88.5(12.3) 81.0(10.3) 2>1*
[%]
Nde Latencies
[msec]
Fz 185(51.0) 202(47.8) 201(49.0) N.S.
Cz 183(52.7) 203(48.1) 204(50.5) N.S.
Pz 184(53.7) 203(47.0) 203(56.5) N.S.
Nde Amplitudes
[n V]
Fz 3.73(5.22) 10.3(3.28) 7.21(3.81) 2>1%* 3>1*
Cz 3.49(4.23) 9.02(3.01) 6.90(2.60) 2>1%* 3>1*
Pz 3.40(4.54) 9.87(3.17) 6.78(3.90) 2>1%% 3>1%*
*P<0.05 **P < 0.01

Y, BIHEIZOWTIIBRERICHLZ L L, AET
ROoNIZMMN OEEFR LN A5 2 & LBk
BhobEEZLND.

AD/HD D& B & ERP

%% 5213 AD/HD B2 35T, MMN OIRIEE T 254
ETHIE2HELTE. MMN ORFEFZD 57z
Z &6, AD/HD BCIHETRIEE FA10I2§ 52
EOHEETH B Z LA, RIS T 2EZEE TESE,
FOZEDHEHELEEL TWEDOTIE WD EHEH &
nas.

EEYE & MMN OBMRIZDOWT, 3% 59 3 AD/HD
DL E— BT BT AD/HD O EFEEDOHE
&7 % ADHDRS —IV— ] 28 - HEMES 72— LD

AaATHPEL % B22ON T, MMN DOER) TR LR
MWETT 5 & 2HEL Tw5b (Table 4., Fig. 4., Fig. 5.).
I Rbh, AD/HD O RE TR, HEEEHGRITN
X5 T EMMN OFERFPSIERE LIRIESE T L Twb &
WHZETHY, 2D &dH MMN BEFEEDHE L 7
HAREMEZ AR L TCWBEEEZLND,

ERSFRY & ERP

FRIR DT C I3 ERF R TR O BHE 72 L DR ICRIEE,
L8, HEHELRLC, —RERER? T T3 AD/HD
EDEIMEBFEFNCD LIELITHEY . BB B
TWIIEZD &) RBREERIC L > TEhb AD/HD B
DFERIZFEHDEDIZONE R L T LA D LV,
FUZIEBIEL TWo TE T F TEBNICH 2 ER e T
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Table 7. Comparison among three groups in regard to Nde

AD/HD group Environmental Healthy Comparisons
(group 1) factors group control group of Mean
MEAN (S.D.) (group 2) (group 3) Ranks
MEAN (S.D.)  MEAN (S.D.)
MMN Latencies
[msec]
Fz 189(30.7) 190(29.5) 186(38.0) N.S.
Cz 189(30.9) 190(28.8) 182(40.3) N.S.
Pz 189(31.2) 191(28.9) 182(38.7) N.S.
MMN
Amplitudes
[nV] Fz 5.55(4.22) 6.84(2.30) 6.24(3.52) N.S.
Cz 5.11(3.34) 5.35(1.54) 5.68(3.74) N.S.
Pz 4.67(2.84) 4.18(2.19) 5.50(3.73) N.S.

5.

ZITEZLPIIINLBREER THNS AD/HD £
DIEREFOREI AL R ROEYFHEETH S
AD/HD DJRE 15 AR URERE IR 11 AMIZDOWTERP 2 |
BRET L& 25, BREERTAE U7z AD/HD fROIEK
TEOREICII AD/HD O RE TR LW/ ERP DEH
BROLNE W LHFHEL P E % o 72(Tables,
Table6., Table7.). TDIZ &b EFRPHBDOMER &
DBBERIC L o TFEN D AD/HD FRDFEIR & R D&
WFEHEETH 5 AD/HD L OERIZHTICB VT, ERP
PERGIRBEL R ATREIRRENS.

¥ b Y

EAERERAEROSE TER SN T\Wws AD/HD 12
BAL T, A DT> TEERP ¥ WM DRFIC
DWWz, AD/HD OEEIRTH 2 AREE, L8,
HEMEICOWTIE, FEb V) b ORTERER % Hifk
SELIEDPELL, FELEERCHEIE->TVD
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