SRR A B R B 5

B154% H1w, 133~ 142H

<E 2>

Za—17 14— KNy 7 OfEEN
—9 D& ADHD D= 2—17 4 — KNy 77—

Jerln AR

L )

ER 7

HITE, WMOWEE &2 72N+ 74— FNNw 7 ThHhb=a—107 14— Ny 7 (NF)2VEHSNLTEDY,
NF IZBT 2L OBRBBITELBEML Twb, L L, 77 RPRESHH SN TR wifsed £
{, HEIRDVPELRBOONT VD LT R R\, KmE T, NFHIEFEAIITONL TS ) D%
& ADHD #% .02 NF OBATHIZE 2 MBI L, NF O EE L L COMEERLEEZRTZ L L, NFO b
LY RCTHLEMEEE L ZOFMAMEZRRE 22 HNE T 5, BELL 28R, EBRT7T A VISR O

b HWFENE <,

9 DGR ADHD TIZ RCT # W /-WfEA A6 N2 b 00, HEMEZEFRTEL L

BEARV. SERNA T AZBINLIZEBR T A V2O THEBYR 2R T2 L ETH D, £
7z, WIRB M CERTHFA V28 L, BHEAREZRFA L TV IRETH L, ZOMBEIZOWT, BITE
BIHFERIEDO ML Y FTHDLYR— I RT ¥ =<2 VIRZ O~ & % D EEEND 5o

¥F—I—KN . Za2-U0T74—=FN\Nv 7, NAFT4—=FNv 7 9D ADHD, ¥ R—=IR7¥F¥—<T

iFL®HIC

BUE, WOWEBZ 7231 47 4 — KXy
7 Chb=a—17 14— KNy 7 (Neurofeed-
back : NF) 25/ EH &M CTwWh 7z, NF IZBT
BWFZEICOWTIER L, Wfedim s BYE 3 5,

NAF T 4= FNy 7 OFRIZIE, Miler &
DiCara (1967) %%, T v b & W LT &
B X2 FEPRETH L L xR, REE
WTICH B HEREMRSROE XN 2 L)W T
HLEHLMIZ LI EPEboTED, 29
Vo IR ORISR, O 4 7
TEPPEL, NAF T 14— Ny 7hEF
72 (Olson & Schwartz, 1987), /N4 *+ 7 1 —

* o RERHRS B AR SR
o RURH RS N R 2E T B

RN 712DV TR &S L5 1, NF 3R
(Electroencephalograph : EEG) % I\ T a ¥ %
B, S 472128 (Kamiya, 1969) 12 & - TJi <
HMOENDL L)% o720 K, NF X EEG TfT
DNDLIEDPIFEAETH o208, HEE
RN B OW RS HEA, FUE TR
itk &3, L UK ] 1% 792 (functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging : fMRI) %> 3T 7% /4 #4365 (Near-
Infrared Spectroscopy : NIRS) % Fi\» 7zt REs
WHEETENFEIT) T EATRETH S (f
Z 1E, Linden, Habes, Johnston, Linden, Tatineni,
Subramanian, Sorger, Healy, & Goebel, 2012;
Mihara, Miyai, Hattori, Hatakenaka, Yagura,
Kawano, Okibayashi, Danjo, Ishikawa, Inoue, &
Kubota, 2012) .

22 0 10 4E [, NF Offgeimscofefaiiud
WMEmZH % (Figure) o LLATIE NF & A7 4
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ZObOORFICHT 2RISR ENT
W7, Bl T OB R IO WT D
SNEO TS, LLED S, ZILHITAER
WENL L, T 7 ablbEaER (Randomized
Controlled Trial : RCT) ZlZ & A EfTbNLTW
vy, Riw#E TlE, NF O RCT HYThN TV 5
9 DO¥F & ADHD % H( 2 NF O HI R # E L,
NF OBk E L Tom it e EL B~R 5 2
L&, BUED NF J ORBAIARERF 2720 b L
Y REFOFREIIOWTHRRLEZ ER B E
T 5

IO/ T B3 =_2a—-0O7 14— KNy IHE

R EICIBWT, I OWITELE
£, T ORI E 120w TER 4 4 BET
AT I T & 72 (f 2 X, Sheline, Barch,
Donnelly, Ollinger, Snyder, Mintun, 2001 ; Siegle,
Thompson, Carter, Steinhauer, Thase, 2007)

AGEHTHATHLINTBY, ZiFREONNOIGE)
EOOWBELBEERCHKTL L, O
BEDIT) PMEFH L) bAriIRE, HErsH
b, BRE, FEIEERZ &8RN &)
e EDHE SN TW 5 (Fitzgerald, Laird,
Maller, & Daskalakis, 2008), L 72> L 7 %% &,

Linden (2014) 139 DJREFZF DN, F~—FH —
ELTHR D L) BREZIE 2/ oh o T
BWERNTVE, 20T, REREE K
LT DL MEENBE TR TH, HHhz
HE, DL A Z L THEREES Z
ENTEDLEDIBRTV 5,

)OI HRT A NF ORI EMES T 572012,
Rosenfeld, Baehr, Baehr, Gotlib, & Ranganath
(1996) 13 EEG |2 & % NF Z T, 9 2%EIR
D5 BEHOREED a WO INT ¥ A %22l
EEDHTLETHEEERLE L) E L 9D
JERZ FFD 5 NOBEIZH L CNF 2 iHE L v
M AN 7R O EER L 2 IS 1 AT o 724
B, RTUT A TRIEOZALE a DA T T |25
W 2SR STz, 72720, BEIZE-T
tyvarHERL o TW (5~19), 20
e CHWOL N NFHEEE T VT 7 - T2
k1) — (Alpha asymmetry protocol) & IFFIE4L,
ZFDtk, FH—0WFE T IV — THZ OFEE v
ToREB 2 56 L, [T EEICHRIDH L L
R C\w5 (Bachr, Rosenfeld, & Baehr, 1997,
2001)0 L2223, 25 ORFeIE i H#E
FHWTWARWE, LHEESFH SN TS
D, BHIZNFOMELHEF L WL EIEEW
LI
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% Z T Choi, Chi, Chung, Kim, Ahn, & Kim
(2011) 1, FHIBEZZT, TVT 7 - T TR
b — DR ERRE L. BARICIE, 12 A
DINFEFEE NN ADT T REEEZ XS RIZSE
Mo ANERZERL 2o EBSMEITLEE
DSM-1V @ 9 DIF DL FEH#E & i 72 L T\ 72,
S EEICIZ S HMONF # £ L, 79 bR
[ZIENF 25506 L 2 Wb 12, BEALL B
% ST 720 BELLEERE I, (OHEFH
BT HEARAY L, FOMROF, KorkEED
R R EE IS T MO EETNTE
D, 77 RED NI OLEEEDSIE L WG
B TH D EHORENT Wz, SHEOINFED
%, FFEREIZIZ 1 Ao, B 2 [8] NF 25E o
B 72 L C NF Bz D BIREE 2 MEFF 3 5 X
HCHEOR LT2e 7T R B, D OWICRT
BUER DGR L ZAT ) MOBHREETHIT S
720 BB ZWREFT L7207 — %13 5 A
DINFEOFT (pre), % (post), post L 1) 175 H
% (follow-up) @ 3 [HIMI%E S 7z F 72, pre
TIRMBHEOREHHICKE R ETIRDOONE
o Tz. MHED pre & post [H DAL % L § 5
&, ANFRERIE 17 BN IV b 29 D EHl
RJZ (HDRS-17) D15 5545 11.33 fir 5 4.08 51
NERELFLLTABEZ LI L, 7IENR
BEIZ 1236 5005 1108 BiNEmA L Twn b 3
DOOHFHET EDORAIBED SN Lol F
72, post & follow-up [ THIFHHE D R HIZ

BLRENEDONL ol TN DKE
1%, EEG & V272 NF 259 DEIRISR L T
WEEFEL, 201 P AEEOMESIERT D
ZLERRELTWDS,

I DRI HR T S NF 28121, EEG DAt o
FEExE AV OB HFTE L T b, Linden et
al. (2012) I fMRI % H\C, 9 DIREE DO
BCBT A0y b2 OHCHEIRIRE D &
L7z RRETIHEES &4, MHIHESZTH Y,
BEEMHPREDOEN L EEHLEDOD, &8

9 DR EH TH o 72, Johnston, Boechm, Healy,
Goebel, & Linden (2010) 25f@# &% xtH & L
e T MC L7z, RYT 1 7RG ICE D
B AT (RTSHRAT R EREAMIES 72 &) OFE) %
RAET & % & ) IZFIFREENNF 2170720 £ 0
B, NF OXFREMAED XD et 2 ¥ o T
WAPIZOWTIEHERT A2, EDXHIZLT
WE A MET HREPICOVTIEHR L e h o
7oo FREINTVDMEHOE FZASEATHILUL
RIS €5, TR THIULNF O L
WA CELTIEEI S L) 9D L9112
L 7ze MBI & ARSI LR &
24757245, FIEE IMRI O TITV, IS
BMEL 2oz, MEAOERAHGTHILUL
BRI 9, RETHIUIRY 71 721G
LY, BLOWIEZBEOHLZNTS LD
WCHOR L7z EHEHLOHTY 4 ~ 6 MO
4 M OEERE AT o720 FEERET (pre) & 4 [HIHD
FEi % (post) |2 HDRS-17 ~D A% % K& 72
FEL FIEREE CUL pre 2 5 post (2221 THREEDS
14.38 150 5 1025 AL FE R BA A0 5
N7z—75C, MHIEETIL 13.88 M5 14.88 i
ANEHINL, BELZZEIERD SN0 72,
ZOFEFIL, IMRI % > 72 NF 89 DHEIRIC
MEEFS TV LWEEMEEARL T 5, Lo
L, ZOWETIERNOMRY) CIHE LT 23
A SN TB ST, #MkIZ NF OWEFESNEE
RLZEEEZR\V. T2, 740=T v 7D
T =R, EEMRPERT 2089
PARTH B, S, o ORI EI 72
ECoOBREILENL,
JATIIFEClE, FEBRTFA v oOMEIL LS
L5H0D, 92T 5 NF X EEG & fMRI
DELSEfMio7l LT LB O
PEATREN T S,
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ADHD I3 =2—-07 14— NNy 9HE

TEE R G/ % 8 Vs £ (Attention Deficit /
Hyperactivity Disorder : ADHD) (2% % NF (%
LS TEB Y, 1976 451214 Lubar
& Shouse (1976) N TADAEHEFEL Tz
WEBOT & 125 LT EEG % il 72 NF %
BALTwE, RAIEEN TS 720, B
RENIL DS, O EE L FEBRTH A~
DOREP O ZOEEENEDLN TS, 2
X, Moriyama, Polanczyk, Caye, Banascheeski,
Brandeis, & Rohde (2012) 1%, JefTHFZE TR &
NIZEIFERRINE T T R RSB L T b
WREMEIZ DWW TR, 29 Vo RN S A8
RCT Z M L T &, NF 2§ % R
ZINE OBE R BRF LT v iiE iR
LCTwb, #O—J T, RCT % H T ADHD
2% 5 NF ORREZ RTINS 5o

Gevensleben, Holl, Albrecht, Schlamp, Kratz,
Stunder, Rothenberger, Moll, & Heinrich (2010)
13 8~12 % ® ADHD O - & & % NF #E & JEEF
MREE (M) 1201, RCT 247> 720 #E5)
JE TV F AT, OO BMEICHE R
ED WX ) 12 L7z. NF #1213 Gevensleben et
al. (2010) 25fER L7700~ 2 )b % HWCNF
ATV, HEHIEELC 13 Skillies & MFIX I B EE Y
7 b HWTHEREIINH 2T 720 MEEOFEERT
YA I TEDLRY ML K ) EE S, FEBR
WRELRoTTELOBIZE, BHOTELHD
ELLDOMTH L 0HAT, NF I 2 My
DR A L7z BB LGEHT (pre) & IR
T (post) 7217 TZ L, FIFET 2256 6 20
H1% (follow-up) DORIFDMET L7z AT O
H, NF #1235\ T ADHD O % {3 5 K
JiE 15 5 0 pre & post [#] & pre & follow-up [ T
DEANIHBRE O RED RO iz, B
(NF - #5#l) & B (post - follow-up) % ZE[H
& L7253 it ClIE R EAER & IR o0 E %5 3

MWD HNT, HOFELRZITED S, NF
FEDIZ ) DHIHE L D O RS - 72
% 1) NF I3 ADHD [ % FIF 2 8hHE 45 b,
HOTEEIFE Y b FOMEDHERT L2 L
RENTz,

ADHD |2 %} % % EEG % H \» 7= NF ®
RCT W22 DV Tid A 7 BT AT Hb AL T W
% o Micoulaud-Franchi, Geoffroy, Fond, Lopez,
Bioulac, & Philip (2014) &, &3¢ ADHD (2
#3 5 EEG % H V72 NF @ RCT Wf3E ) & FEEk
ZIMEDVBEBELZWE ) IS OOW5EE Yy 7
TvTL, EOHEBERD XY BN AT > 72
ZDHER, ADHD TH 5 F &b OHIZ X 5
REHME, 3T OERDHHITE AT
HOEF)DPHEEICLELTBY, L 25
filild, FEERBEOADFEEIILE L Tz, &
D A 7 fRMEZE A &, ADHD (%9 % EEG %
W NFIZIXBHREIR D L LEZ 5D,

FEE RS2 R A NF 22 & L C, ADHD
DI HBAE A X7 b 4 FEE (Autistic
Spectrum Disorder : ASD) [2xf L T NF O%)
BWEPITbIiCTwb, LAAL%AR2S, RCT
HEEAETTDONTBLT, BITHROL A
TITeRMR G EOFEEZITTnLEEEZD
N5, ASD 129 5 NF O se 0 T8l % v
RCT % 17 » 721 %E & L T Kouijzer, Van Schie,
Gerrits, Buitelaar, & De Moor (2013) 23%%17 5
N %, Kouijzer et al. (2013) 1%, 38 % ® ASD
DFEL %5 ¥ A2 EEGIC L A NF B (EEG
#), Bz 7. (Skin Conductance : SC) /¥ A
T 74— RNy 28 (SCHEE), fFHEED 3 BEA
W 3ir7-o EEGHEE SCHEE, E¥HEH0HT
HoTHEZY — ORI Tk & Bz BN %
[ZHISE L7272, EEG £ SCDOEL 5% fHio T
T4 =Ny 7 LTwhprkw) UAo&Mx
FLTholzo EBRBGHTO 1EM (pre) T
TEEIT, EEBRKT 25 1HEME (post) &
6 7 A 1% (follow-up) 2 &) FBE AT b7z
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TA—= KN 72 Lo TENEFNEHETE /-
H (reg) & TELD o 72HIT45F, EEGreg
HEL SCereg B % L L 7245 5%, ASD OEIkeL
HICEIIFO SN LD o720 LLEDNS, 72
HIR RN 1L EEGreg BEIZ B W CHE R UE
DEDON, ZHIESCNANAFT T4 —FNNw
IZIEBRWNF ORRTHL EEZ LN,

ASD |2k 4 2 NFWF g8 1%, ok L7z D)
A7 {, ADHD |Z IR THIZEATEINL TV 5,
Kouijzer et al. (2013) 25iE-XT 2% NF Ox)HE
IZ2oWThH, BFHEBEEIT) L THHETETS
BIETED O BLED D 5o

ZTHDHMDEEBICHT S
Za-0714—-KNy MR

CCE TR OGHEICE D ) D BB
F 5 NF 2DV Tili 7225, ZOMOFEBIZD
NF AGERR 2 O RRIEAVRIZ S LT b,
fl z ¥, Kayiran, Dursun, Dursun, Ermutlu, &
Karamursel (2010) (Ll 78 12k L € EEG
(2 &% NF 247V, ot i e o0 98 & 55 1T
MR H DI EERRL T D, £/, NFILHE
DIFANIHT L THRIERIR & D L ik R BT H
(Prinsloo, Gabel, Lyle, & Cohen, 2014) 25,
MR 2 A Em & LT, 2R 2 A0t L
TNF 247572854, £ DA L Bb 5 ik
BTGB 2 FIEH T E 2 L) 122 UE, THANEE
WIHEEZLNL,

NF &, HOE#HOHCOHEZzFH 385 2
ETRFBERETHEL M LSS LR HBE
L7CHBETETH L0 AT TR L, D0
FEIR R B E O R AN E 12 H 2 D TH
X, Z OREBEREE DR b N A REAL IR L T
NF %479 2 & T, ERSLEEOUH A S
Nbo

Za-O714—=K NNy IDSEDERE

NF 2 ED—2 L LTIELBOONS
7oL, SHBL EOREIRO YT A%
TEAENDLLEDNDH DA, NF OEFNEE R
T B7OIERED L {Feo T b,

BRI NBMERE LT, EBRTY
1Y ORNETH Do NFHBEH SIUED TH S
FEOWEM2RBL TWwb L 00, RCT IR
Yz, —HNF OFMMEZRL T LHHI%ET
HoTH, BhaBRDFH S TV
e L\, Atk NF OWEEME T T 512H
7eoT, BHEHTEZHREERTIZOL, Tk
AR & D3 2 TR R il L 72 E 7 A
VERWLLERDLEEZENS,

EBTICHITHMEE L LT, NFIZE DN
V=23 YDFEL, HEMFE—ShTwi
W7o, BESREOTE T ADOER I
LWwEw) Sy 5 s, B R f7eE s,
K DETp o 7-BRES A & NF BF5EICF 2 £
¥, BA2DOHBDDIZFDOTHELR RS
LT, BUESEDONERELEL TW5S, NF
MR DETE % 32 CAEE, F3MaRes 20
V) RTTTORRDPAFIET %0 FIRRFITED
Vo 7o R E, EIRICZH LT NF 2479 O
MEBRINT 2ULED D Do KIZHMOM %27 S
B2V E W) RICTORIRDGFEET B Wik
12, EOREER o TNF 2179 &) R
TORIRD D 5o ZOWILTORIFEIE, Hedlr
DOHEFIZ L o THLIOWL T 5D, PlEo X
I, NFIZIEHEBOKRTTOERE D), I
FRICHIME S 62 2 EDEETH D, 2 OIS
1biZ, BRSO L L V) B S TS
T o2 ENT LTI RV, LS &
W ZelE, FNETRE CFki & v 7o NF B
DL T Y ADEFEPHE L VE VW) LT
5o NF OERFEZ BT 520w Hih
bRZE, BETELMRERTI DL <
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A7, MR ERTH 2, 2725
FETENRD T TR, M LERTA
EWFSEE M CIAT 5%, S ORMBLAOR LI
DNTbER HLEND B,

MEOES ERWFE

HUENF GG EEOTBY, HREHNTY
7RG 1A A SR 9E & >~ & — %% ADHD JE o
BRI 5 NF Osh# %7~ L (Takahashi,
Yasumura, Nakagawa, & Inagaki, 2014), 21t
I 7o — s a A Lo & 5 L7 2 & idRe
TEIZH Lo T X9 12 NF ORRBEH S
AR B D —F T, NF 2 B B R0 55 #7
HEE Vo BRI BT EEPRO 5N
TWab,

TEROFBIIMFER AT T, Ptk R
IZHE> T, FFEDTBAOEREIZ OV THET S
C &7z (Fitzgerald, et al., 2008), L2 L, kit
T, WEHE—OFAL 2T TH BT L b T
W EWVIEZIDILTY, HAHEBMOIGEE
2T, WAL OB ) 2, Befko
XY — IOV THREF SN TW5, filz
&, LaConte, Strother, Cherkassky, Anderson, &
Hu (2005) 1%, /8% — > O#NGEO—>T
HLHYKR— X7 ¥ —=< 3~ (Support Vector
Machine : SVM) % fMRI O 7 — & 2% L T
FTIZEA L TWwabe £72, NFIZSVM %z il
Bard, WOTEE ST — » DB & il A7k
72 (Sato, Basilio, Paiva, Garrido, Bramati, Bado,
Tovar-Moll, Zahn, & Moll, 2013) HfFEET 5,

SVM & 38l b 58 & H w7z it o o
THET, BWEEO—2TH b, MR
ZODIZLPBHTE vy — VlEETH
LX—=kTa %k, H—ANVEERHVDLZ L
TR BEAR T HEZ & OIZEH L5 3 5 F:
TH), REETHH 721 LTHmEmik
WIRE D 2O L 2 L 5,

NFIZSVM 2 #H T2 L&k >, §FE
DI OMERE R HE SR LD TIIR L, ek
DIGENY —  HHEESE LI LN TELRE
M bo 72, SVM % NF IZH#H$T 252 v
M, BRI D8y — v Rk R E LT
NF 24725 L)X BZ LT TIE RV, £
T, EOREAL % B OEI S T8 20w T
UL LW REED D b TOMREH L
BHEOMREEOT -5 2PEL, ZoO7—4% &
T (EEBEPEZD) ¥ HWTSVM Z
I 52 & T, SUMIEOTEE) /N7 — > O
WMEFHL, GBSO BE L RTEY
HINTEL LR D, oF ) BLHEELSES
(&) Vo EEISEE S EEEOENE
DN) % SVMICHIWI S5 2 LN TE D, {h
RS TX A NF 2179 720121%, SVM
DFIFRICH 7 BEE) 7 — & 1B LR ED
HEWDRHN TV RITIUE R 5wz, WiEE
B> B R I A KD W EEDS B DS, LGtk
v ¥a— 5 OUIREETIANE Eg AUTE N4
R E LIZNF 2{7oCTH 7 7040w
TNVEIALDT A — RNy 7R ufgb e %
ZHNAs I, SVM % NFIZ#F§ 42 & T,
MNHAEDOECNF VAT A% 5T 52 05T
XL BEED D B o SVM IZFIFHT 2 7200 D5 —
ZEINVEZHNE, LX) REREREE
WL Th, BOEE Sy — v Ol R T
Lz, —ENF VAT LAERSELTLERIL
& LATFNRT — & DA Z 720 THEA i
REEIIHIETEL LI RDLEEZLND,
FNDIRE L ZIF AN SR, R %8 L Tk
WDOY AT LATHIRET) ZENTEDL0,
NF ORRIRET T3 % b0

—5 T, SYIMAZNF|Z#EHET A2 &z
Ay NHIEET Bo SVM 2528 L7zl
T X554, T O R B
BEOLED L) M E KM L7-bDTHEDH
WZOWTHRBZ LT HDONIERIZHEL < % bo
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Abstract

Neurofeedback (NF), which is a type of biofeedback, is currently attracting a great deal of
attention. NF research continues to increase year upon year. However, although many researchers
have demonstrated the efficacy of NF, these results are questionable, because the experimental
design was incomplete. Some randomized controlled trials (RCTs) have been conducted to
examine depression and attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder. However, they did not provide
sufficient evidence to demonstrate the effects of NF. Further investigation into NF with RCTs
is required to provide evidence of the therapeutic effects of NF, and NF researchers should
use a shared experimental design. The use of support vector machines, a trend in cognitive

neuroscience, may be useful in the unification of experimental design.
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