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Abstract

Objective: To explore the pre-attentional processing under unexpected visual stimuli in individu-
als who have undergone five months of mindfulness meditation training. Methods: This study em-
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ployed a 2 (group: meditation group/control group) x 2 (ERP time window: 140~200 ms/200~260
ms) x 3 (electrode potentials: 01/02, PO7 /P08, P7/P8) mixed experimental design. Based on the
Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ) scores, 23 participants with no experience in mind-
fulness meditation and low mindfulness levels were selected for the control group, and 23 partic-
ipants with higher mindfulness levels from university mindfulness meditation classes were se-
lected for the experimental group, completing a cross-modal delayed response task. Results: In
terms of N1 amplitude, the meditation group showed a significantly higher N1 component ampli-
tude (-1.92 % 0.13 pV) than the control group (-2.97 * 0.24 nV) (F = 13.570, p < 0.05); for the av-
erage vMMN amplitude, the meditation group’s average amplitude (-2.83 + 0.42 nV) was greater
than that of the control group (-1.45 + 0.36 pV) (F = 18.262, p < 0.05). Conclusion: Five months of
mindfulness meditation training positively influenced the pre-attentional processing of the trai-
nees, manifested by a shortened reaction time to auditory tasks and optimized allocation of atten-
tional resources, allocating more attentional resources to unexpected visual stimuli.
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1. 58I
IE&SAE (Mora Alvarez et al., 2023)X — & ZMMETH R, &P 7T ENEASHEL, 045 EEH

AL B A 2R 2 5E 2GR 2 AP . X — MR A FUR B B EE M (Eberth & Sedlmeier,
2012), fEVUITOENEYT OGRS A, MO — BB IR S T @ iA SR s ARV OE
R, SRIEFAMER OB A ZNEE S A0 5 7:(Smith et al., 2019). BEE ML FIWFFEIER T &=
EHGEREEES, IR INARRE R DA B 380 15 M 15 46 7 TH At BB AR R (Lukashevich, Petrov, & Utoch-
kin, 2023; Cork, Elliott, & Trombley, 2023; Semple, 2010), 22 FFF4hI9E ES I X NN FnThRe, o &
RN TS R R 200 (Cork et al., 2023). JEREST, MEN—FARKOIE TR, WA EZ RS+
AT A 205 Bk A AL BE S 28 &2 50 81 B 194E F (Lukashevich et al., 2023), BT ARG ) LTI ZIEB 7L #5252 % 4
S EERIEAE R, KN IUE B OSE S 5 5, T 28 HARA AR S RIBL,  DUORIE DA BB 5 4 =
ZOFIFH (Smith et al., 2019). X P04 Rl SE AL BEGE T RP AT &, R NAOHE P R OS2 —
(Egeth, 1977). HIVER (MR T, 2024) RVFF-L(E BAE W AR NS 2RI AT iR m F s Ab 2, 1X
A BAT A EAFSRAL 1 b BTG ML, 2 52 AN HHE S AT 1 2 Tili(Badia-Aguardn et al., 2024).
1971 4F, Micheal Posner FIFFEIVERT 7T B KRR A E L 8 MFAPATIES =T RE, NG
FERMUHRNF T B2 T 3 Al(Liu et al., 2024; Mahoney et al., 2010). 258 T A5, REmFRVE T 4ERE X 2R
EEHB BUBRFN R APIRES, IR R R B 43 (Gresch et al., 2024; Geva et al., 2013)o X FfxHP
B BRAZ B PAARAS, G KBRS R ORI 4E 35 BEAR S (Berry et al., 2020), EAHE 1% 2%
SRR B3N LR Sy, BPRTE R AEJ1(Asli, Johansen, & Solhaug, 2021). FEAKICEE 2= FIM Rl 22 1]
IR FUARIEE, G ] A7 235 0 AR 8 3 e n B R 32 BT T A TR =LA

BEE BB, Rl & FH A0 5< AL (ERPs: Event-Related Potentials)di A )% FH (Schoenberg et al.,
2014), HFFiE BULE REDE LLHT BT A A BORS i B BR By =i o A2 R K IE 30, IR AR F0 IR S = AR nfey
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AL B EZ AN B RV B0 TR AE T B s 2842 (Sanger, Dorjee, & Neuroscience, 2015). 8T IX 67 57
{F15 ANATTFF UG B IE 2 AR A BE 08 B MR R D BOIR S, RSB HE B D F R AT N L
(Sumantry & Stewart, 2021; Jha et al., 2007; Bueno et al., 2015), 2N FEXTMA BN RN DD RE = AR VR %I 520
(Norris et al., 2018) o FER AR HTVE RN TAERE A, N1 Bl AR 25 UL 4719 (vMMN: Visual Mismatch
Nrgativity) (File, Sulykos, & Czigler, 2020) 873 {F Jy S HH 5C LAZ(ERPs)HOR H ) 5 B H5 A5 (Sysoeva et al.,
2015), AAENFRE IR FAE T B 58NSO a0 4] Adb FRAR 5 AT 545 5 1) B L T H (Petro et al., 2023).

N1 7338 5 BRI BE 5T 58 SIS Y 100~200 228 N (Stefanics, Astikainen, & Czigler, 2015), 7EA8 5L Fl
W B AT 55 30T DA B O RS R, A R K ) AR S IO A T AL B AR, R
FE R G fay g &7 A0 AL BE 41 FAE B ) B A AR BRFS AR (Petro et al., 2023; Boksem, Meijman, & Lorist, 2005);

VMMN 5 ILAE R R IS I 100~250 2240, Hopedy 7= A AL H AT A BTER, (HE s 5 R
(T 24 B R S AL A 4 % (Kremlagek et al., 2016). VMMN B2 H7F 7 K3 4 e A2k BE2 0 37 3 53 g
K otiEbr(Hedge etal., 2015), FEAE BT B LRI 75 &K (Male et al., 2020), AR 1 K56 i 25 S A
FFE R B R B, BT TEEIR AR I A e AZ T AL #E(Dang et al., 2023), vMMN HJ¥IE. KB
I [E) AR AEAN 22 A B BEAG RGP0 A A 1 5 VR v B ZE (I T AR T T T8 bR (Mackawa et al., 2013;
Winkler & Czigler, 2012)o X FIA s 0T 7T 3L [F 4875 1 ATV RO T S AU, BI ORI an{er 5 2h b ik
AR [ PR 355 o (14) S 5 B T ) ¥ (Czigler, Weisz, & Winkler, 2006), TG BIR IR/ N(Petro et al.,
2023). A IE & T AR O BRAR FEAA SR i S iR S H 28T 32, B ST IR S X My 24847 77 N
sz N R BN e, KA IE S E MG I A Ee B3 S MA RS 2R T8 )9 H
Y/ 3 (Holzel et al., 2011), 1 BLAEH EyE B FF8 % (Valentine, Sweet, & Culture, 1999), Jil/> LS
J#(Crescentini et al., 2016), $2F+ TA/Fi4Z(Quach, Mano, & Alexander, 2016), HRALIE R /715 Bt (Mrazek et
al., 2013), MRIEATS5 7T K HHEE: B A (Yakobi et al., 2021), $2 05 FEl 5 A5 B EURE S 7 4 A
ANEFERE 2t (Zeidan et al., 2010). JREF IES AR /IR W Qv b iEse, (HoeTHAEHML
BB AR SR T AR RISk . B AT, T B EAA EA R N1 A vMMN 55 1 T8

FHXFE PR, X T 3X — fUAIER N T AR R 48 7 IR R AR R ma A in L ph 2 B i fe ik 2k . b4, IE
A AT 368 o R M Y N RS- T AR R 2 A BRI M A B AL RERE Sy, 2B Sk
BT FURIRZR

FT UL AR BB R ESEAN N1 vMMN S RS, SRR IE & KT i 2R
NS REE S TR, Gl R R X A ERPs B AR AL, B AU AR ORI E AR 5
AT A DR R R =0 EAL, IR FARAE DN D e SR T U7 T B S SR BB AR . BkAh, AT
FR R IR AT B TR A B SN R G R AR, e ol e AE AT i 1 S AR AR VA SR AL I — &R
GTIRE T, N RS SRR AR A A A T 1
2. FRMREHE
2.1. SEEWR

WA 0 12 «

EREREFEAUENE, HWENAOFEARANAGE, ALESEELBRUNLIESTHRERER
(FFMQ: Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire). 7E #4529 A i 45 4809, 345 118 ATEZ I
WS, HENEAR 2 78RBS, SALPAA RS 72 r. R4 FFQM 157045 3L
17504, % FEMQ [ 5 5450 MR EIEHET, ik 450785 32% Mk oy o S AR LR H RS /K-F
BRI 7 2RI HRAE,  SEERZH AR B MR IR S R AR BB, AR ) 45 01 108 Hh 1E O S AR SRR K AE
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35 ANIFRLECHIE S AN A, B =R 30 min YI12R) H FEMQ 3078 5 50% (1225 E AR, BNsesa .
AL AOR 46 N, Hid, SIS 10 N, 13 A, FiRR(19.62+£1.80)%, XHHAT o N, %« 24
N, R 21.5+£0.82)% . AR 78 5F E S 1E % HoAFIF.

22. METHR

K& IE& 8% (Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire, FFMQ)H Ruth A. Baer £ A J¥ % (de Bruin et al.,
2012), AE—FgE A8 PP MR IE S AP EE T el IR = RS, X RAYEE S
BEMEE, A, ARIEsN. BRI JER M (Carpenter et al., 2019). FFMQ LM 39 ANl H, #iE
BHIER LT AR LTS8 5 ANE, #08 B &2 R TH 5 LR UE T A S E A R 7 e, %
RN E— 2 REON 0.87, 12 HEHNMEE N 091, A REFAIFE A HEE 1.

2.3. ERERF

KH “WsiEIEREIR [ MYEF” (cross-modal delayed response) LA 78 1E & Il x4 i A vMMN 247 51
B AL PRI, W s ORI R, R R I e R I E AR S5, O RR R B B I
PR RIBAATAT BN o R0 5 R B s 22 U IR 2R 9 20%, 0.4 x 3.2 em HIZR (A SRAETE ) bRl
FRCH IR 80%, HEAMKERN 0.4 A1 3.2 cm LR AR EPRAETE WL 1 FE 2).

Figures 1. Green rectangle with 20% probability
B 1. L 20%R 2T MR ERER

Figures 2. Green ellipse with 80% probability
2. LA 80%#E R 2 IEY LR B AER

Wr SE RS ELAE 1000 Hz A1 1250 Hz RYREZEE (BRI 50%) BL eSS Bidy {5 5 “IT 7 7
(click). BEUIERHUGALS 2 JE < EREE—A> “IT7 5, JLZ REEHLIA 1~2 DNPLSERI, LR 2 DS
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6]/ 150 ms, HIEIRERGISDTE 700~900 ms FEAL . Z R AL T 2007 58 B, Selb AT I B & (i 1250
Hz ¥ “H” 8, (K% 1000 Hz 4% “G” ), FEUrBIfEsm i ES 077 HE, FRMREZ RN .
W AE R N A A5 5 HILAT,  #k v Ah T Rk I HE A Ffar iy o B 55 i 215 5 BRI, O DR
FI| I H IUAE AR S8 8 B AR E RN, T DUA RO B AR A R . W AT 55 AR AT 55 A 4% [ B
BEATH, trial JRAVELE S ANF, GHE 2 ANSENEER HARYT A A0S bR v R ORI R 22 0 LB R
A5 “NT” FE(click), 4 trial 8] fH) ¥ E FE(SOA) N 1500 ms, 5 500 ms ) RT/ACC i 5t T Al
1000 ms )75 BEFEIRG, FETHELT 200 A trial, 105> SERIE FRLYFFEE 20 A2 Eh it FOA 1 trial BEHL S0
7E block H', block 2[RRI LA H HIRE, PRER AR AT ARYE B S5 e, ERRAE 5 8. 7EEX
S o B SRS B ORI [F 8 3, R B MR EORN B AR S22, FEAR SR BT LR BE By A 2 A I 1 L
FHDERNES), SEERE WA 3.

B L
800/1000Hz 45 #1i %

| ERRA

BBl 2Pkt R I L 1000 ms
SRR B R 0 5
Duration=(100,200) ms
BEAL

S

Figures 3. Flow chart of cross-channel delayed reaction
3. BIRIBIEIR K NI RIEE

2.4. BRSNS ALTE

ARSI AEH E-Prime 3.0 BAFCFEAIRMAT AR, KA ANT Neuro 64 3/ HL UK 2% R Gi
eegoTM mylab 1SRN LA . SEEG I AR h AT AR Sk B BT<5 kQ, ELSERE TAHAR ML
W, B M 52 AN 2 E{E . /K FHR (horizontal electrooculogram, HEOG) U & 7E X AR ZM ,
7 B AR H (vertical electrooculogram, VEOG) B E/LHR N 7. SLIRAEZEN 1000 Hz, fELRHIHIEN A
0.1~100 Hz. SE5eid B CRIUE = IR & B a2 f o s . 70 il 2 LN 1Y) ERPs,
RN I 2 ILHT 200 ms 2R IS 800 ms T[] 7 1, AR5 M 57 5 53 73 #T (Independent Component
Analysis, ICA), 45 R M EREEANEEE IR RS . UL S AR O ZE B oy, SRR e Bl . JERR AR
0.1 Hz LL N AT 30 Hz DA ERIEERE L& 50 Hz POV EL, X BBl e 25 /K110 40 BOEOE 1R AT 21 3545
FIREAR S K H ERP Besr, 7N JE BIERE 73 4

Guit 4 MK H IBM SPSS Statistics 22, ERPs &5 488 iR S 1T R s a3 EnE R . F AL
HMH B @ Greenhouse-Geisser FMHr IE, Sil#di Z R EREN p EHAT 0.05. FHFHEW
Bonferroni % 1E p {6/ T 0.05.
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3. 458
3.1. ITHEIRER

Xof SR — R W 5 AT 55 B TE A 28 (ACC) A S BE I (RT)EAT JSLREAS ¢ A 56, ARG ASTAEA ¢ A IR 45 2R,
STIE PR T I IERR N 0.948 (X = 0.059, df = 34), =ARLLHI B IERHZHR N 0.977 (SE = 0.028). ¢ 4%
ERRN, WA ERE R ERAG T EAEE (@ =—1.85,p=0.073), IXEKE =X HEESS EfR
FIR R A IE B G T L R 2 6 T RS (RT), X &L P2 [ Si i A 764.28 Z b (X = 233.03),
SARZ A R SIS A 617.84 ZEFD(SE = 170.04), AR [ BilY 22 R AE G it B3 (e = 2.15, p = 0.038),
XERYIHELT XA, AR -2 SN TR 25 kb, R BT I IE & AR ZR T B8 B T
ROERL, SRR 1.

Table 1. Results of independent samples ¢-tests for correctness and response time on auditory tasks in meditation and control

groups

1. BIEEFX RE VT S(E S EMERMR MRS A  IREER

£ty H) x SE t p df
Xt 2 0.948 0.059 -1.85 0.073 34

ACC
AR, 0.977 0.028 -1.85 0.073 34
Xt HE 2 764.276 233.025 2.15 0.038 34

RT
SRR 617.844 170.040 5.15 0.038 34

3.2. ERPs IBE R

3.2.1.N1 f %

1) N1 &R

T N1 R EAR AT 2 (40 X RRLHANSEIR2H ) x 2 CRIBEIER : 20%ZR (R T 80% 4% (i[5 %)
x 3 (WX : FP1/FP2 (%ilX). O1/02 Fl PO7/PO8 (FLIX) =K ZIRE I 20T, Selaik o i BT A sl
(FP1/2. O1/2. PO7/8)¥Inds &t N1 sy, SRWE 2, FHiEtbE S, SR NE 3.

Table 2. N1 latency ANOVA results
= 2. N1 BREGESER

df F p ;72
1 130.644 0.000 0.318
) 2 2.826 0.060 0.060
AR 2 1 120.827 0.000 0.405
N1 R A < RAEEE 1 7.114 0.008 0.189
il = WX 2 0.099 0.905 0.000
FIBAEZE > il X 2 3.090 0.047 0.148
A < REEERE < X 2 0.530 0.589 0.006
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Table 3. N1 latent period post hoc multiple comparison results

3N BRPERSZELRER

95% & 15 X [A]

HAR & YIHZE PRtk iR 2 P

IR FBR

X R S AH 31.42 3.14 0.00 25.270 37.58
oL Xof fE2H —-31.42 3.14 0.00 -37.581 -25.27
20% 80% 30.22 3.16 0.00 -36.431 —24.01
80% 20% -30.22 3.16 0.00 24.013 36.43
FP1/2 0172 6.83 4.24 0.109 -1.491 15.15
FP1/2 PO7/8 7.02 4.06 0.085 -0.932 14.98

01/2 FP1/2 —6.83 4.24 0.109 -15.158 1.49

0172 PO7/8 0.19 4.45 0.965 —8.544 8.93

PO7/8 FP1/2 -7.02 4.06 0.085 —14.985 0.93

P/8 01/2 -0.19 4.45 0.965 -8.933 8.54

XN R AR EEAT = R 307 Z2 it e 4 R T
AR, A FARSHZRD AT EER, BF M p 8 0.000, K E2IEZFE, Xt

N1 BRI RN, AA(E BN . S F R R TR n] 1 o IR I N1 s8R 3]
BERTHR 2 (LIH), TR BHRBEITEC I N S8 R 858 T 0 IR R

X H N AR BRI, A F RS g R el MR A1, BV p (H 4 0.000, K- F IS EE,
X N1 i AR A B 50, AFAE F RN i 35 5 R 56 10 245 B mT 6 S A 2R 80 %o ) 2t EEubf 154 7R 38
FITE R N1 S8 AR R 2 KT 2R 20% M4 RE TR T R 1) N1 BRI, BB AR SEs b
20%MEZE IS K N1 B 38 AR IR 25 KT 80% il B .

XPFHNAZRMX, A F R 2], S p 4 0.060, K EARILEEN, Xt
N1 B BRI B W M md, AR E RN

YT AR R < RIEEER, M FAIGH SR el A3, B2 p 4 0.008, /K B2
BEME, X N1 BB R BB, FEZHER: DR RN R, SEIeH e
80% M 75 KK N1 B/ AR (195 + 28 ms) i & KT 20% M5 T 75K 1 N1 B AR I(157 + 24 ms).

T RHAEER < WX, M F RS RSTar S, BEMW p ER 0.905, K EARIE
FE, 6F N1 RIS B, A HAER.

XA HARERIEAEE < WX, M FRIGHIEE Ratral IS 3], BEM p HR 0.047, KF LRI
BEM, X N1 BRIAE RERW, FELHER: - PRRSNaTERMH, £ 20%HBMET,
WX FP1/2 FEARAT _FiE R I NT BB AR (186 £ 20 ms) &% K TRLIX 01/2 (171.1 + 18 ms) 1 PO7/8 (174.8
+ 15 ms) AR FITE R Ry, BEBIRLIX O1/2 F1 PO7/8 Fob T (R MU 2 il Ja O WAL i, Ak B A 24 I} i) &2 35 L T
X FP1/2, TMikLIX O1/2 Al PO7/8 1A AR IHAT 22 B A K BRGE T 22 5 3L

TR HAREHR < IR < KX, W F RS R al iE s, B2 p EN 0589, K
P EARIRFENE, XN A B, AL EAEH.
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2) N1 i@
XN PEMREAT 2 (0 SRR FNSEIRA) * 2 CRIBEZE: 20%4¢ AR TE AT 80% 2k tafh[RITE) > 3 (F
[X: FPI/FP2 (%i[X). O1/02. PO7/POS8 (LX) =K IR G Z=mHr, RN 4 L 5.

Table 4. N1 ANOVA results for wave amplitude
4. N1 EIRG ETESR

ar F P 7
21531 1 13.570 0.000 0.401
i X 2 4.158 0.016 0.363
T 1 46.902 0.000 0.372
N1 08 A < RBEER 1 3.880 0.026 0.636
ol = WX 2 0.340 0.712 0.172
IR < i X 2 3.794 0.023 0.001
L) = RS < X 2 0.464 0.464 0.151

Table 5. N1 post hoc multiple comparison results for wave amplitude

F 5. NI BIREEZELLRER

95% & 15 X [

H A Y7 PR 2 p

TR BR

X R SEERAH 1.047 0.304 0.001 0.405 1.642
AR it B2 -1.047 0.304 0.001 -1.642 —0.452
20% 80% -1.947 0.293 0.000 -2.521 -1.372
80% 20% -30.22 3.16 0.000 1372 2.521
FP1/2 0172 6.83 4.24 0.039 0.041 1.498
FP1/2 PO7/8 7.02 4.06 0.010 0.226 1.661
0172 FP1/2 -6.83 4.24 0.039 -1.498 —0.041
01/2 PO7/8 0.19 4.45 0.652 —0.580 0.927
PO7/8 FP1/2 -7.02 4.06 0.010 -1.661 —0.226
P/8 01/2 -0.19 4.45 0.652 -0.927 0.580

XF N1 R (MR REAT =R R 24001, 45 R ER:

FFARARREAR, W F RS REIITITLARE], BEE p E5 0.000, K ERIEEME, X
N1 PR IETRAEA B35, AR N . 8 e RIS 25 RnT sndd i 2 CRAEZD) I N1 JIETRME(-1.92 +
0.13 V) B m T4 A 1 RHBZD) A N1 PR IEIRAE(2.97 + 0.24 uV).

AN BRI, N F RIS R el LIS, BE M p H8 0.000, K EEIEEN,
X N1 IR E R AR 03, 7R 08l F AL 10 25 ST A4 5 1 A 2 75 20% 4 8 5 2% 1
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R NT JEIETRE(=3.42 £ 0.30 pV)I3 525 KT 80% A 175 & 1 N1 S UETR{E(—1.47 £ 0.26 uV),
XFRIPFFA oddball 3 HIAS IR RS R T A FACTH N By, X 2H 205K vVMMN B 1 HLAE
TR

FFARRANX, M F RS SE R el IS 2], SEME p 8 0.016, AT EEIEZENM, X N1
VIR B TR, AR B B F RIS R T A AR A O1/2 (—2.74 + 0.19 pV)F PO7/8
(—2.57 £ 0.23 pV)If) N1 IG5 35 KT FP1/2 (—1.77 £ 0.11uV), iX 2 W] f 305 & 1 N1 sy £ R A
TERLIX, 20X S 7P B AR .

TR HATEAG < MR, M FRRS R LSS, B35 p EN 0.026, K L2
BENE, X N1 BEIEEA B, AR EAEM . 3 DR AR kB, SRR 20%
FBNE R N B N1 PR IEIEE (—4.28 £ 0.27 pV)IE K, 35 KT 80% I BMER F N1 RIS IE{E(—1.65 £ 0.13uV)
It B ZH B K 20008 2 F00380T 19 N1 IR (-2.55 £ 0.25 uV).

PR HIA < BiX, M FRIEHSE Rl LR, S35 p ER 0712, KF EARIEE
P, X N1 BEIRER A &, AEELEIER.

T A BB < WX, A F RIS R el IS 3], B2 p E80.023, KF EEHE
EME, A N1 BEIEEA REER W, FEREAEM, S BN T R I, 20%5EEEER T 01/2
BE(—4.14 £ 022 pV)K, KT PO7/8 iE(-3.8 + 0.38 pV) H 53 KT FP1/2 JEIE(—2.30 + 0.19 uV),
FP1/2 7E PR S H BT 5 0 N1 B e 2 A B 2 .

XTI < RS < A, M F SIS LER, BEM p EM 0.629, K
FEARIEENE, X N1 BREIRE R B, AL EAER

3.2.2. YMMN R4 EY ERPs £5 52

HHE 11 AT RLEH, vMMN EZEMWE X TR, Bilkai s o1, 02, PO7. PO8. P7. P8. fi
WA IE B vVMMN ] BER O BN SRR FTRVE , TR 2R ERPs YR HELEAAL, X3 L 1A N3
TR, B0 8 2 ANSARFRE H H1(140~200 ms, 200~260 ms). 3830 A [F 4 2 5 34075 &% 1) N1
B85 M A YA A0 0 R VL E 7 B a3 X 2B 73 P A T VB A B~ A0 s AT 2 (200 o BEZH R SR 56
2H) x 2 (B[] % = 140~200 ms/200~260 ms) x 3 (FEAKAL: O1/02. PO7/PO8 F1 P7/8) 1) =K R I& J Z /0 #T,
ZERIKE 6, FHGhEgRIE 7.

Table 6. vVMMN mean wave amplitude ANOVA results
% 6. YMMN FHEPRIRT E 4R

df F P n

415 1 18.262 0.000 0.391

I [) 2 21.550 0.000 0.152

LR s 1 4.167 0.016 0.118

N1 ¥ 5 > B 1 0.025 0.873 0.09
5 < ks 2 4.024 0.017 0.224

BT < FA A 2 1.705 0.038 0.136

Y0 <IN B < HIAR 2 1.242 0.045 0.092
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Table 7. Results of post hoc multiple comparisons of VMMN average amplitude

%% 7. vVMMN YRR ERE ZELLRER

95% 5 X [A]

HAR & YIHZE FRifEiR % p

IR -BR

o R S AH 1.383 0.334 0.000 0.550 1.826
oL Xof fE2H -1.383 0.334 0.000 -1.826 -0.550
140~200 200~260 -1.503 0.333 0.000 -1.906 -1.010
140~200 200~260 1.503 0.333 0.000 1.010 1.906
FP1/2 01/2 0.769 0.978 0.039 0.246 1.457
FP1/2 PO7/8 0.943 0.898 0.010 0.375 2.256
01/2 FP1/2 -0.769 -0.978 0.039 —1.498 —0.041
0172 PO7/8 0.174 -0.018 0.064 -0.029 0.843
PO7/8 FP1/2 —0.943 -0.898 0.013 -2.256 -0.375
P/8 01/2 -0.174 0.018 0.064 —0.843 0.029

XT VMMN 73 HEAT 5 22 0 M i 45 R SR

XFTULE AR, N F RS eT UARR], BEM p (£ 0.000, KV EEIEEME, X
VMMN V- 35138 8 A7 S5 35 1k ), A7 CE 2 RO o EAT S S A 30 PR 45 S mT R 2E0) 2 ()P 350 IR (—2.83 + 0.42 pV)
KFH1(-1.45+0.36 pv), WK 4 i,

YT HAARER A, M F RS RS ITar AR 3], BEME p ER 0.000, K EEIEEME, X
VMMN P IR B PR, AR 8 . BT 35 K56 1) 45 2R vl R 1] 7 (140~200 ms) ] vMMN ¥
PR ME(—2.89 + 0.36 V) ELI ] 7 (200~260 ms) )T 251 8 (—1.39 £ 0.23 pV) 5§ K.

XTHNAZERL A, N F RS RS T RS, BEMEp ER0.016, KT EEIEEME, Xt
KA A R B, AFAE E RN . B 35 A0 145 BT AR A 01/2 (—2.48 + 0.29 pV) T2 i
BFE KT P7/8 (-2.26 £ 0.09 uV). PO7/8 (—1.48 + 0.16 pV) I vMMN “F I 1) vMMN ~F- 2% 1

TR HATEAG < BIAE, MW FRIHISR ST AR, &N P EN 0873, KF AR
BEME, X vMMN PR A R E, AMEEL AR .

XA HIUA ] < B, M FRERISRan] IS3], B3 pEN0.017, K EEHEE
PE, X vVMMN PRI A BB M, (AR HAEH . dE— DR BN i R, FARL 012 (-2.47 +
0.15 uV)F1 PO7/8 (—2.08 £ 0.22 uV)& K, &3 KT P7/8 PIE(—1.41 £0.39 uV). mixtEZl 01/2 f) vMMN
SEHIPE(—1.78 £ 0.24 uV)ZE KT PO7/8 (—1.08 + 0.17 pV) A1 P7/8(—0.98 £ 0.09 pV).

YT AR AR < BN, N FRISHEE R ARSI, B p A5 0.038, K L2
BEVE, X vMMN “FRBIEA B R, AR HAEM . dE— P RN A KB, O1/2. PO7/8 IY
ANHLHR SLE 140~200 ms I [A] & A () vVMMN P33R 35 2 3 KT 200~260 ms [P35 08, 1 P7/8 (0.82 +
0.19 uV) (—0.86 £ 0.17 WV)7E B/ [E] T A P 3R 22 S AN 83

XFAR BT < RS x g, MW FRIGRISE R irar i3], B2 p E8 0.045, K
ERIEEE, X vMMN FIRIEE B R, AR BAEH o 3B R BN A R I, 0 R 2R
AP 0172, PO7/8 HIMK AAE 140~200 ms I [A] & PN P35 I8 35 K T 200~260 ms. il AR &2 P7/8 1M
=, EARAAE 140~20 ms I A] B A B9 RIE(—1.36 + 0.13 uV)E3E KT 200~260ms (—0.81 + 0.07 uV),

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.144202 143 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.144202

HE#, e

% HRZEAE P7/8 Ha b A E AR/ 8] B P - 38 i s 22 S AN SR 25
Ol. 02. PO7. POS8. P7. P8 &Hitlksi I, FARZ /SR RS L R AE 5~10; MR R
WE 11,
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Figure 4. vMMN components in meditation and control groups
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Figure 5. O1 vMMN components of meditation and control groups at electrode sites
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Figure 6. 02 vMMN components of meditation and control groups at electrode sites
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Figure 7. PO7 vMMN components of meditation and control groups at electrode sites
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Figure 8. PO8 vMMN components of meditation and control groups at electrode sites
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Figure 9. P7 vMMN components of meditation and control groups at electrode sites
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Figure 10. P8 vMMN components of meditation and control groups at electrode sites

& 10. P8 BB AR = ERABBFIXTBRLE A vVMMN B 5?

Timel 140~200 ms Time2 200~260 ms

Figure 11. Brain topography (2D) of the vYMMN stimulated by the control group and the meditation group at different win-
dow periods

& 11. 3REMERAEREET O AR vMMN [t F2E(2D)
4. g

AT FE R 45 AR 7S T I S S AR G mT v E R RE ST R
4.1. TAZESH

TEAT AR T, PRI IR B AR B3 22 %, TIEME TN ERARE . X—4 1R
T, R IS AR SRR A I 25 1) 5% R 2L AR 30 A0 Ak 388 P i s o 2 T B3 22 5, (R
YRz 745 BACFR A IE A . E & S AR ] Bid T 4 i S AR R A s R ), AR AMA RS ZENT
A 55 v SR SR o S SIS B PR IR AT BE S e T R AR IR AE TN PR AN B AME SN, AR BRI

FEAS[RIRE BE EA5 DL BT 43 B I HLAE SROBLIE BT 7 TH AR 98 AT 55 75 B 3E AT A 500 1 28 LB A 20036 Ik A 5%
TR, X 5ET ARG WA —8(Sumantry & Stewart, 2021). 2R, BT EMRAERBHRNZER, XE
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WA 2 53 RE LA BLA HERA R S8 AR 55, Bz 1 L AR ZRmT g ZEA0A0 1 A B A0 11 A A SR al 19
HERTE, AR R REARE RUOA RAEMAE ,  SEI6 mF BT BRI 2 R 5 1 A A2 A RS PR A IR R B I
FZE. UL ERIUNIE S FARELR S R RCR 5 1 B8 034t 1 i — 2B e .

4.2. ERPs 947

4.2.1. N1 53 5347

FE N1 o P mE AT AR A b, Sl i S AR 2R bb o BEZH S0 HE B ORI N R0 IRE, X Rt =
RN RAE D IS AE B A 75 T 7] R BE INBUR A = . X — &5 R 5 IE SR i 4 Tt
ZUBENRE 0 H AR —2, AR T S AR ZRIG 5 1 KA X &0 38 i e Can A0 o 0 Y 1 B 4K A B R
10 DX 0 SR A 23 1) 3 288 % L AZ ELAE gk — AR R B, A [ i X0 400 i R P Ak 3L e g 52 B RO 2 )
S, JUH R TEMRMEZR 20%4% AR ORI T, FRIX 580X 2 I 1 e 22 7 B35, LI Al SR 1)
FIAE SR DA A, AR R BB S A JE K A 00t X3 v 2, T R BOAE A0 o A . RS R
SHC. MeAk, FEARZAR LE R B E AT N1 AR, X R EARIZRnT Gedl i 1 Ao (s B AL B
HE . X RULTE A IE & AR R0 L0 v 2 AT 7 R B4 T 5 2B E SR (Brown et al., 1984),
R T IR S EARTESRE AN A5 BRI BLRE I T IVE o 4% BRI, Xk By IR & = ARTE
B8 AN T R R A B AR O R A T AR AE ) AR, W T R AR ISR n] REXT GE AL R ALK E B
T Ab B BE Sy HAFRAE R

4.2.2. vVMMN 5 94

TR AS [FHEZE R 20% M R (A T . 80%MEZ £ (MR [B] )5 K (1) 140~260 ms B[] & N I35 T2 AH
AR B TR AUE U ERPs B —— WS R ILIEL 0 (VMMN), - 3 #4528 «

1) AR IR R FARMA I R T vMMN 85, A TC 16 /e AR 2 R o 8 2 0 kv
BAM R AN TGS . vVMMN Vg e 50 F i 2 2R 74 6 NMAMIESEAIZ, il
HEAT PRI 5 XU 55 B, FOR 5 2 VT B 47 9% (VMIMIND) RO s B o R ZH B K o X — 25 SR SCRe T IR B AR v] B3
AN ARV BRI A S AR R AR ST R . IR E ARSI TE AT 2 CRIFERT SIS T AN
PP R, XFIZR AT REHR = 7 R A B A0 R A i RS, S HRTE AT 515 T x4 s)
B2 AL AS B AR B . 3k 3R I ARSI T a4 K () E B0 BAR ML, S T MAMER
FIRESEC: IR B AR RS, Hid 140~200 ms AU A & 9 vMMN P08 K T (200~260 ms)
A B, X AT RESE S T A AL B () Eh AT . IR 1A] B (140~200 ms) A 9% W8 48 I AT g S ik 1 ot
MUSERIBALAL T8 B Sh AT, 5 HII 18] B (200~260 ms) I i ek /b AT BE R W 35 I TR A HERS . o3RIk
(1 B Zh AL PR RN BN B IZ gD o X ], FEIEREANIZE, B T e 5 3)
oAb BRAE FLIARIY B B A BR A BUR

2) BT AR — SR BRI B A BN, AR T IR S FEARE S S AL (R 1
YERL, T OB 7S 7 S AR ISR nT R A (e 1 5 DR Moo 40 A BRI S 1 ARl e A 1R ) A g )37 S T )
MRS o — 71, A iR RS EAE R, SARAAE 01/2 M PO7/8 HiAR Al_E -S4 M G
E2 5, HIXBA S AP0k S35 KT P7/8 Mafl s, Tt RRZE RIS O1/2 Mk s e i 2 KT
PO7/8 1 P7/8, 1fi PO7/8 5 P7/8 2[RI ZEFALE . 1X—&5 BT RE e 1 S AR Grid ik 3 s AMATERE X 1)
MDEAE BACEERE )7, ARHE T X HE TR s 22 B, I S WEAE A B 2 ) A BB B S — 5 TH, 4
il B T A A ) = E A HAE R — P EOR T B AR AL SR R R T AR . 7 O1/2 A
PO7/8 s F, BT HR7E(140~200 ms) ] T P A vMMIN 241384 i 447 5 3% K F-1sF 8] 5 (200~260 ms)
W7 T AR TR D SO L I R BB o TR FEUAR AT P7/8 b, AR ARZH I (140~200 ms) I I ¥
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K T(200~260 ms), X HERZLEIX PRI A B A B 22 e AN B3, XAl Re R B = AR VISR 58 1 IR EFF
S8 0 DX L o A FR AR e o IR R IIL AR ) 7 — AN EE NS, RUESE AT el 253
SF A BE R AL R BE Ay, 1T HOR R () 4E B EARTE T SR T S s o X R4 R T T e
TR R Hh 6 T AL FRAL AT R AR 45 ST, AR A T X i 2 RO R R R B . IR
RVE N —FPRAR) A A BN TR, OG5 B A RE M sgma sl T SARCER e = 0. Fn
RABERNESE G R IMECEL R, 2015). 3E— B IR FE AT g S4B I S S AR R L Ath Th RE AT 1)
RO, R TE RIS T SAR IR 25 17 T e (A} 22 4l

5. "REERE

AHFFCIRT 1O 5 A A B IR S AR 2o 526l B 0™ A 2 Je B A i AR BRALA, iR A
W R TR T — AN B RO TR Al U AT R R R o AR AT FE AL S ) SO Wi o )
WO, FEEEARRAMNEREIES Y, ESEESEERR RIS A IR, ARAT LUk
B2 e AL e A5 A RIS R T R 7T, thm] DL AR S0 RO S5 BB, Wi il 3 D 22 5
B DR FIE S ARG AR LI GG T T AER IR . BAMEARRIIB T, fdt—B0
B, RAARAEALAR 7 55 r AT A (SLORETA)BOAR ,  Xof ili X BEAT Y5 A2 70 M, SRS 2 A [ g X
FEVER I T A K Th g

6. &g

FEFTVE RN LR B A GBI 1 FEE 2 R, IE & S AR 2 I 2 X (i 22 30 5 (2 0% i 2 33850 9 72
TAFAERB BN, IXARIAE F AR IR N1 BA M DL A b O 22 075 % H ) vMIMIN BG73 8 3 J 25
KT XA, XU AT PSR R (AN, B =R, R 30 min B FARYIZR) K IE & = AR IR
RER8 G R R A AT SO CRY B min T, i R A A RN BE R 40 BE, 0 AR RO LR B T
B0 A WA AT R DL S BB S B E S TAR S . FEALSE R UCEC 7 g (VMMIN) R 73 |, SARZH
Bk O1/2 #1 PO7/8 bl il IR B EUAE P7/8 FEMl sl BN, X RIIE S EARUIZR] e fedt 7 R
BRI, R A DX AN TRE DX (1 2 e B, AT iy 17 0TI S 400 i B0 P A e o Ak 3

SE

R, TSI, BEE, 5(2024). KEMPMARRS ) LE @ E =N TINR S SRE ERP IEE. 02X RS
H#E, 40(1), 19-28.
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