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(R i 5% 8 45 o o B8 FE A4 4% & R 2E97.(2022) ) B A R &

[S88R] fBUREIS ; ki T RERRAS ; DAl s L R IR
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i 0 47 e A AR A i L B SR T IR
Wl B2 R K OB i U B 40 (4 SE R 1
BN BRI ST AT LT,
ORI 32 s/ i D) B R, S A 2 9 B 2 o il
BT BRYR YT H BRI BEOR ™Y i £
THRERRRT CLA5 M 20K B ReRT iz S DI RERE A s )
RERRLAT IR BENG M2 N - ARG TS 2257 K,
HCERR A IEAG R HT A BAYT O RAVHERL . T AR
oK, BEE M2 AR BT I EOR I RERARBOR 0 K
JE& , % WLVEAf P i 6147 Ml S RE B SR L 1 R4
A ZEPF s i T [ A S B Ui A £ B R A
PR, A IR 2 25 522 EL A 14 i ACIIE s A1 3 ]
LR RZRAK IS, LAAE i 5 13 5 2 g
BRI PS5

1 A X Bl B AR AT S A AE

P ik 5 20 4 2 BRA B PRI 4 4, 32 2 i
PREAR Ly e = s ™ T, P
A 1 RR SR 0 TC R RS o SRR IE , BT YT
A8 A R B K A 301 1] 5 T JIRAR N B Pt 2 1 14
SR RAE 109%0~20%" . SR, 33X 4> Eidls ol REARAS 1
FLSAF B, PR R A 6 i 5237 S5 5 ARt i A 21 40 e 3
PR S T 4 22 3 80% 1Y) fi ki %R 4 8 T
A, RN b U R A AN )
20%"", A BT RGOS, b E B R
B3 BAFIE F A BB B 3 , (8t B 1Y) il T R et
BN B RS 18 P R A, ™ E S R A1)
AR TR TR AR B NG R 4 , 22 MU I AR ]
DARESR , (B Hme 5 ROk B2 215G T, il Anfiki=e &
J5 255 1E (postconcussion syndrome , PCS) A1 17 J5 i
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[EkiREmB] C

[FEEEERSZES] R651.1'5

P B 15 (posttraumatic stress disorder, PTSD) | & 4 2]
13595 (chronic traumatic encephalopathy, CTE )4,
B2 g A ) B oA B, SR S 15 s b 2R AT
B B KU, 1) 0 0 5 FRA | Alzheimer 5" s H
T, 26 ] 517 08 S B )k 5 1403 O T 2 78 B
A JAYT SRR EIRAE SR, o S 4
FIAZEWIS W T KT RERR A,

2 R B AR Th RERR RS AT M &

AR S AR 1 PG B 3 G 2 RE B A, i
IR R 0 5 S G 0 S 3R SR S O A, FL A b
ZERG MR AT 02 1 B IR RS 18 B D) RE R AT B T
RERRERT P ZE N S0 MR D RERR A | 64 )5 H0e
2.1 A AR AT UG R A5 T B B A i
TR BUPRE PREAIR A7 0 BRI AE , A =
FRERS AR AR LU Bt , 445 PCS . PTSD (CTE, =
HREAE AT, ONTEER R . PCS 5 ki 52 1 B AL
I 475 B S SEAE A, T PTSD 1 CTE $5 T A
1) i 1) (B G 2 v A A ) S B0 ok B f
ftEo PCSFIPTSD AR i Jm Rt IR A 778 AR
T 1 R ¢ LR AR B 1) 2 ¢ Ml R J2 T2 W ; CTE
TERN3 5 2487 AR R B REAR | 2 P K445
WA B2 W T H AT B 5C T PCS FIPTSD
(1) K445, P, PCS \PTSD 1 CTE J2& 75 HL A R B
AR , W AN AE
2.1.1 PCS ZRBUE AR , L CT/MRIAG £ Bk
Z HAERSARFIESE , T LA, i To gt — I PRA2 Wb
e, HHT, & F PCS i PRAZ Wrbs 1A = Ry 73
Z& (International Classification of Diseases ,ICD)-10 %5
2 RS R 22 2 CRE AT B AT 12 BT 5 GE 1T T 26
VO fit (diagnostic and statistical manual of mental
disorders version IV ,DSM-1V ) .28 H.jit (DSM-V ) 5
i ; Hor DSM- IV FRE RN TICD- 10 AR EFR AL FE “ ki S M5
Jei HH BB i 7 T IR, DSM— IV A v 5 e bR 4 2
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2034 A M 1CD-10 bR fERTAEARAFEE T ] A2
3K DSM- V AR 212 S B2 5 B i RS IR
BRI R ) R ) & WIS , DSM-IV Bk
YT EAC AT B R B B , ICD—10 A5
R N AR B RT R7, PCS AR —FhREn]
FEHPUN B IR R R B AR, — L B B
I, G 2 i BE E R H RIPR IR R 1 IS E e R
(post—concussion symptoms) , %ﬁ{ﬁ)ﬁ 'L'lj B2/ E@Ji’ﬁ( s
ANSRYESEIRIF LIS (],

2.1.2 PTSD F8AMARTEZ: D sl H ™ 5 4 13 5 (R )5
FEIR BT FFRSEAF A RORS PR S , R I 5 R
PEFRICRY ) ATCAZ | MDEERE IR A 25 A T AR A
A DB e PR v DU A RE AR, ) P R AR A5
FEAIAEIR o PTSD J2 N B 15 )5 D %) fiki ) i e
feF"™ - 245 80% 1) PCS i A RIS £77E PTSD, BL2EHE A
F18 £ 355 o B 22 i A2 43 5 PTSD Y2 Wk
F I R F DSM=V PTSD 2 Wi 4 % (the Clinician—
Administered PTSD Scale for DSM-5, CAPS—-5) %21,
PTSD (IR 2 /D Fp 2k — 4~ H A B2 Wi o4 PTSD,
(7S B 3 JH s AT 2R ) PTSD i £ 5 3% (PTSD
Checklist for DSM~5, PCL-5) 7EA1 J5 W LR ELL
SR AT RIHPPAG ™,

2.1.3 CTE IGARRIMAFE N A7 0 1E2E =1 T5
P A ARSI ) P AT IR 240 AT
DI IRAL G T S BT ATy S AR b B 1
1328, 15 28 0E WO AL G AR AE %5, CTE 1455 3
FRAE 2 o BE R IR 1K 19 tau & H YT, fH 5 Alzheimer
o A B S A X2 CTE 3 BE 6 2 A6 1Y tau 2R 1T
FHLE Alzheimer % 1 045 51 R CTE 3 BEBERR AL 1Y) tau
A FTURR 38 46 T RN B S0 7] 64 1 53 e DX
SRJE AN B  HLAE B ot v 7B, 1T Alzheimer g I &
IRy B Jo DX I8 3k Wl R A vaw R TR PR DA
*l {HRE A 2 CTE 55 A 1] G [F] i ££7F Alzheimer J5
G ART TR R ERAFAEY . H T CTE J2 )7
2 Ao R B2 BT , ik AAE R SBEALI N8 BEFR
N 15 M WG e 28 & AiF (traumatic  encephalopathy
syndrome, TES) .

2.2 WM EIREAF EIHFER SR AR IR K
F ERAS B3R AU B ) B As , £ 2 BAT
AR R GE L T i 2 53 4, i deph 2850
(18 25 2R B I K i B Jo FH SR AR 1) 4 28 o ) A 388 32
BEL, 90/ SOIR AR v e ) 22 b 22 TT R , 2 2K
RTHBERTE, B RR IR T 0 T R A R T R ) M
T AT PRI 2258 T RERE ARG M5 B01) To 1 e i 1Y)

EPURAS . TR 2 AR B2 B T EAT IR
WO FR G HA T AR 2 PR 2238 B,
DB R S I P R R B A, A 2 TR A 1 e 201k
A, SHEACH MRS A RS B YRES
(vegetative state, VS) — fz /N B PR A (minimally
consciousness state , MCS) — Il & e /N B PRS- E
PR — = R,

Bk RRLL i [A] =28 d Bk A 18 Pk B R B A, 45
VS HIMCS™,

VS MR R TC R AE e LR G, S —JE R Y
AR BRERG , A7 BRI — o 1 J) 0, (EXE A B R ) R 3
BidkZ SEA, 2 FETE SIS F AR . VSHY
WIRUED " (DB & W I SR IR ; @A 7]
DA BR A (105 1R SO s @B AT B A BN T
FNZEFAE T AR MBI I 2R s @B ARA 58 i 8
H Eiz g RV RIS

MCS & — ™ 5 1Y 2 R AT, 20 30 51T VS,
A AE B AR — 5 T S 301, S AP AE fe /s B2 TE MY
NHE AN E PR RE T . MCS 2 R R BE AT 10 f
AL )Ry 2 — AT B R R TR — 20 5 95 0 2o R B
B, MCS e S (O BUA] 5 2 B ER Pr i 4
WA SN ; @A Al R 0 5 1 s Qi ok v BRI A
H BT OR AT R SN s @A E LB A Fis g
7, AL AR AR S i) 55 PR O G i sV A 2
B, A A A F3h1E

VS 5 MCS BN DR RLIERE R IR ; 4
A IR -5 1 ) . 22 57 MCS I W, b2 22 /0
A—TEWRY Gy RGeS , feAe A h 2 /0
FEMIH K, BT MCSTTN BB s, e
WU IZ W F 2 — R A, R RESRE
i, A5 1E VS FIMCS Z 564k . MCS BRI 5
VAR 2T %A I T3 m] AR IZ I : O By 5 4
1100 QFHE0HEF LB AT RN, e
TE 575 ; @B 7 3K ; @R AR A PR 5 B
IRASR RS Bl AT R HIAT A, AN & SRR T 3
2.3 BT AR AT UG R0 B I A e e ) hE
Bt ) S LR MRS, BB W ot RROE | HITRE L A7 B
Z ARG R, JEHIR G D ERNE T, R AR T
RN AT 3 T B AR SE X AR, AT
B AT e D BE R AR W AL G 2R 552 [
it 44 55 Kk R AU J8% vt 1% (dual sensory impairment,
DSD) , Z: AR 5 8 4 1) 5 [l 3B AT 242 38 3t A7 7
DSIF*, H i, B B4 B 3 5 A5 B A By 1KLL
HR AR 3 (EL AP o /BT I e P S 2 A
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U= T BRI AR B B PR S T RE B A
J T B IR 2O (FERTRE A DL T ), 08 i A %
BN (EFER RN ) @ BT IR R 2, AT
FA 8 D) BE 2 A A ARV AE [

i Bk B 450 N 288 B MR, b
TR i i 5k 8] 475 25 348 T P T A 8 XU T e A
PG (R A0 55 0 P AR T I DG R i
B3 5 18 M 5 R R B o (BRI (10 [l
RIS ) SAE A Y fi BRI e Sk R
7 S5 I B ) BB R A 1] R 0 T S R R T
BRI
2.4 iEF) Rk ke A T T U A 45 T BE R R a2
SITIRE RS, A FE RO LK T A RS s 4R
T, 3 50 i 5% 400493 -5 3 sl T R o i %) S B EL A
W, G B 493 J UL g B A 5 RS P 2
X tau 2 AU S B A 20 T2/ 56, XA tau
HUURARE S CTE B9 BRERAEA B & (0 DX R0, i
I 5 1) 75 D 448 o 55 4 000 2% B A 174) 2 RS
1 HL, BRI AR EAE
2.5 A% N kT A X R R KL
BT RE RS, W AE IS LA A IR, — B RRs:
6 N H LA W MRE AME . o A 45 2 4
AT RE A T (AR 2 2 ARRE I N 2 VA 26, T 5 6
i ) 47 i 5 I B 8 R S, EL fz 2 22 YR A R 1 i 1%
B3R 8 8 A AR PR L i 1A
JE AR AT I T RE RS, LB 1 BR R BRI AREIR R AR
KME =z b2 W, 5 R MR 557 AR
A5 ORI, X BB R BLH H U3 R F PTSD HARAE 8B40
ARG ARG T T DA TR Z S, Ak,
G R AR5 I P 28 P 43 WA T RE R A 5 HA7AE PTSD,
FERM NG A 2 AR R R A7) 0 A4 33 o
I R OBBRACI YA A | an i SRR R (AT
REVSAE 5 G, D] DL 5 R R B IR T R A
2.6 155w St KRS R B Z R A
PEIIR A, & — i 52 2% 19 12 1 i o 245 T i e
B3 5 5 2 P B A0 L A — A R[]
T 32 1A 22 455 1A N R A B A% J R 1 DR A
B AN I I R R I AR AR AR K, 35%0~40%
RHAEGIE 6 N H W, 50% K A TE0i 5 14AEN i
80% KA AEi )G 2 AN, AR & AR B 43
RAEW)E VRN s &R (55 LR L), 548
N 2 A A 453 PR e PR B, R0 A B S 3500,
ARSI R A s W A= 2 R R 25 6 530
RS P i 0 285 B e, R AR, PO 245 9 mT LA /D

TG A, AETICT: )7 S A V™
3 AR A% Bl 49 B Th BE B AR RO T4 77 7%

3.1 e R R AE A G A i D A DA Y
Lt , AU AR B S O IR FRAE S S
N XF A FE RN o 6 i 3 B B 2 B 3R (Glasgow
coma scale, GCS) W4 & —Fh 48— 1y PR ) By ok
FRBER 75 HIX 53 VS FIMCS A S HUK . GCS T
=P AT A (BRSO 3 7 SO s sl ), R
THNH R 50 GCS PF4)  AEAETE & B fig T g
5 B ERRE A AU BRMA TSR E AN E A
FEIRBE B A HERIA; 55,

& 1T W B 2k 3 & 1t 3% (Coma Recovery Scale—
Revised, CRS-R) H 6 > KA B, ¥5 B W it i
H R S Iz Bh A B K, A 23 Ty R
JFIIFSARIE. CRS=R A VS MCS Il Bk (14 %51 .
A RUFHYRUE A5 BRI S FPER,

MCS A\ H &z IR B s T VS A, 5
CRS-R PP/ B i IEAHSG s 7 W 3 min A A 412
HRA AT X 73 VS HIMCS,, $2 ik RS W7 A R >
3.2 AbiEas 28 IR AR N R A 0 ik ) B B A
PEAG A AL, PCS . PTSD Hl CTE #3177EAR
AR AN D RE A , P 2.0 B2 PP Al R AN AT 2D
IERT o B0 5 B 2 N S AR D R 3, R B
TEACAL 23 [ Z5 A FIHAAT RE I 1 R e, SAMARREAR
BRI TR 200 B2ERAR S, PP 2O B A
£ 45 4 THI )PP 280 B ) 68 I 3P F1AS ] DA 0 <t s )
P I PR Ry AR S5 B 155 190 36 435 4 1 12 R A T I F
o T R R AR B A A S
WVE Ty, S48 1 2 1 R 455 DI RE i &2 5453 A
(B F 28 LA FEOR EA T Z YDA h 2t 0 By
DR T EALRAS TIPS 1 | SR%, B Al e 45040
fETIA 5500, RIEHE N T 2 oo
fifar , & B P8 O 32 P B AR i

X T2 R RBE AR RR IRl 200 B2
Aili 5 2%, 91 40 B o 3 0N 0 PF Al 5 3R (cognitive
assessment by visual election, CAVE) ,Rappaport it/
It B & & & (Rappaport coma/near coma scale,
CNCS) A K1 3y fig 7K 7 PF- Ak 1 3R (level of cognitive
functioning assessment scale, LOCFAS) , A B F7F il
BRAFHIAFNIIRE , & = VPG TR P

PO PR PR BRI AE — LI, Horb i
HE M PPEE R Te AR s ER R AAERY
AIRE. AN, B AR R 2 HE R S
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T3 AT 2 I R RS [R) B AR A S5 R Tl 25
P SURSINSCTE 5 R

3.3 Av AR N A B A O I 2
JUIR A B TR P D RERRE AT . H T, W R ph
25 L AR PRI 7 A 45175 & FEL 7 (evoked potentials,
VP) . s B, & (electroencephalogram , EEG) | i #4 &l
(magnetoencephalography , MEG ) %5 ,

3.3.1 VP i R 200 R A L D s
RGN R AL, SRR 2 R E M AL T
U SIN RSO N @i Re S SR AN AN T L7 Y S

15 Bl F GE, AH LA DU B AR BR g B 6 7 K R s
(visually evoked potentials, VEP) W3 175 & HL AL
(brainstem auditory evoked potentials , BAEP) /AJg&i7
IR HLAVE ( somatosensory evoked potentials , SEP) 11z 5]
75 & LA (motor evoked potentials , MEP )", 54k, >k
FHARSRE RSRIT 1 fp RMRARH A ) Fi A BEAE AR FR
HAFAIZEHLA (event related potentials, ERP)

3.3.1.1 VEP XARMIBEE A SN ALSE A B
A7, 8 o L Ao RS | A& B LA 2 M EEG T 4
WY VEP T |, BE AR UL 5 388 s ) DI RESE Bk
A AT 52 W0 AL 3 ) ) R AR 2352 i) VEP™ - AR 3
B Sl (2 J&]— ) VEP P2 TR BIHING i
i, TP T PEAG VS AT MCS FeAR i, 2R N3
P A R P2 AR IIZ A AE I, VSR A ] MCS
AL RORERI] RIS SN B L, PCS
i N VEP P3a JB MR B A4, 10 P3a PRI TCHA 1228
A& s P3b MR I 2 28/ TR AR I A K

3.3.1.2 BAEP BRI TWT 51 A BONE , AR K
P28 28 G RE Wi o SR P A B S 7, HOARRAE 2 A
L ES R U2 | 2 || 2\ N & o o8
THIR A2 HwAZ | E O S MU R AR
T ATART 22 K W i 380 % 14 9 722 B4t 1 #4023 52 Wil
BAEP, H AT ZOUL AN W 53 5 50517 0 . BAEP 1]
VB P G B I 1 P TR B A e TR Y PP A F
BAEP H VBRI 5, S MR AR AL
3.3.1.3 SEP 45 i it A 7 i i s 1 A fA ERof
B A2 RN, T T PPAG IR R G 1 58 B PR A
P T SRPET S SEP 7 fi i 552040 J5 18 1 e R
i NPl o HAT 2 E, SEP JRIF 5 CRS-RI¥4)
SEIEAR G, SEP 4R MRS =5 1095 N\ % TR AL 42 B S 1 o
HEBU NG N I T SEPPTAE™, i H & SEP Bk A
BAEP, A] J5 i (SEIF Jo A | 3% S5 W ik 2 45
JE AR VR ATIR AIT 58 S AR B S i i) e 22 1,
A PR TA) R S I T AT R G RN R TR

SEK 5 I RERY SE A, TG O A SR B R 1
A AR MERG A TR AR, SEP AT LLHE 334l PCS
5 NAT 55 AH ARG BALFEAE 170, (H 2, N TE &
Y2, T B AR AT B A B EAT Sl A A, BT LA
SEP Rl it F vy, 25 SRR B PIRAR,
3.3.1.4 MEP J& Rz 3h B B Ae eH AR L i s 3
MINLRIZ 02 A, H &R IR S WLIA
i g5 3 S 0 B AR R PE A SE e . MEP AT AT
Al PR R B A A B UK, MCS i A\ MEP 3
R A (v T VS N, MIEP o #8147 ) 1
PRI A RIS A, 2 NAFAE 12 3l B2 T
DLATPEREAL
3.3.1.5 ERP & —FpHpik(1) VP, il i A3 2 b it 3
PORRIR 0O B I SR A B 2 R R 5 R
40 i FEL AL, IS B DA AT i R H K g Ao 2 e A AR
b ERP iR M sz e 25 v, A 38 7 i B, VAR 0
A ki Ak B () A S ) ) SR R g =5 | AR [
1 ERP 47 , SR HEA R A5 2, i )12 2 P3
(P300) B4, FE 1 g4 Ty (i 45 2= 1f b 2
AE 1 S5 PEAh o B AR e i R ACHE XA T RE R
A PEAL AT R A2 WA, P3 AT MR 3751k
(A1 N A Co 3L (e R W 8 A, o 33U S 2l 2 , DU
P34 M A Sk 14 v AR BT Sk 4 e, B o DA
P3 IR IX 43 VS R MCS 19 R EdE bR, 5 VS5 A
FHEL , MCS 95 A P3 18 (R 309 B 440 Je™7 ™

N2 AT A 7 0 5B 398 N & A i 2 IR A
FRPR, PR AT, AU ey, U HOR 2R Z A e A
W1, PTSD Y A N2 VAR TR B 4, 5595 A CREIR 52
FAEAHE™, P200 ., PSOFRMFREAS 0] 1 A2 Wi CTE (1)
Fabrt, A T3 (processing negativity , PN) AJ
Y Ay T R i i ik A 475 % A PCS JRUBS: O TTA 8 4 , IR
R 3G, & A PCS RUBS B v, P BE R
(contigent negative variation, CNV ) I /E Sy fii i fi% 41
P Az PTSD XU I PEAG F8 45 , CNV iR IR, & 4R
PTSD XU i,

2R VCRE 471 3 (mismatch negativity, MMN) 7] HF
W VS {9 =K B VS PR R e . B
TR e A5 T MMIN 3% 1 55 CRS-R 143 52 fu A
KB 5 VS A FE, MCS 9% A MMN 35k i B i 384
= IR TS

FR 0 P T R e A N 0 R i AR S 2 Bl
ALY, AH S R0 B A (Ui 5 S e A2 D RE R
WSS 5, 3 23 T4 ERP 45 5 Hok , A )7 27
& B ERP (45 S 2 R B2 55 1641, 12 Wi i
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F PPARARE LA S ERP IC SRR (RIS ], 25 SRl 25 AN ]
vl P, A B U DME R, DL SR
NEILEpE S EiEe
3.3.2 EEG JE A FRIRIR A5 o AR I SR 3 A K il 4
JHUREE 1 2 A 0 A B L T, i I o 22 2 L B
FERING Bz S8 3k B SR SR R, EEG X T
28 R Gt kAT B BURR S T R I B A5 i ik i
SH RN . EEG & RI05 5 B RS I
o EEG WP MU 453995 A\ & AE PTSD XU , i
odiR % AN XS FRPE B IR, KA PTSD XURS: B i 3
T, AT 4R v PTSD 12 Wi 207, I H 2 R HRCTR 285
EEG , HEHR 275 B 5l 9% 37 W 3 ] S 39 fin | e W1 7 5 O
e IR 37 252 A 1 S 1 s LA AS 2 5 T v e X
PR IR 21 A S H 3% ALK , 2 B R HIR % 52 BRI 5 st
FEPe AR B AR PR AR Sy iy ik 7 T, R v
P45, S PTSD Z WAL 8 R, EEG 1] I F 34k
P PE BN BRATRT A BET AU, R B G, ST KU
B i e, B BRR 25 BEG A B T s EAG 48 7
BB ) B UKF, [X 43 VS FIMCS, 17712 )% A
2 MCS 1) — N EZ AR, EEG 7T HF3EA
2R REATT PCS, 3R W WA A, PCS s A
FEAR ",

SE % L 1] (Quantitative EEG, qEEG) 7] DA%
A KA 53 BT A [R5 1) i R 388 58 B8, 30 W 3 ok
THE AL i Hh U6 5 5 A RS A6 I D) BE (2 1A
qEEG ] FHF 1Ak A 784 it g G861 473 5 & A PCS 1 R
G, FE T qEEG Ak D BE 265 43 BT 7 1 1 2 1 s
TPPAl T BAT SN, 48 5 VS AT MCS PEAS R
[87]
3.3.3 MEG J&—Fill & KMk & H 37 10 A 1 e 24
AR TE Sk e 3 T I R o, TR N AP 2 LA
o RS MEG o] TR [ % P 04 R 5
Bl A 5578 MEG AT L T8 00 558 155 T Rk
PRI, MEG HA 1R & AR 25 0 3R  n] DL & B 58
W5 0 57 4055 . MEG 78U PEAf
BAEEME., #EEMEG /T INIGEER: R,
SRR A IR TR P G 104 25 N %) i oy R 22 B i
SR, S0 5 D RS B A, B MEG 1Y
4 T e S PR S I 4 R AR Sy IX G B T i B 45 A
PTSD P FE AR, FET MEG f /N5 25 53 #r
R, AN B 2% KT B G AR A 45 ) R AR
PTSD FY XU 8 5, /Nt S 28 A0 HT ol 1 R 42N %
& NBEO BRAEERE () PPAE 48 AR, MEG A EZ R
RRAE - 15, RO = 2k ORGSR o s , 75 2

JEE B e 1) s ) AHEBR SN IG5 B i 3 4005 Fhk
MEG [ 73 B4R (FURIE R BRI (S S5 A 5 52

FITCRH R,

3.4 BHLF IR

3.4.1 #%#LCT/MRI ¥ HL CT/MRI BEM% 1AL ik 2H 445
N EE SR A SN L e V=N Al R 0V S
FIREAT o BRI MRTAS I 21 E R 551 1 R A 2
PCS 5 NI — AR IEN . Z a2 BT
MRI A il & B8 PCS 95 N\ A7 TE B i T 485 #4) A2 Ak, XUqi)
R > 3R A A A REU BT J 00 /), 2 S8 S LAt o o
(R BFE AR, ShASIEGR MR & B PCS 5 AT
FET 12 W9 0 5 B 403 407 , B4 M~ 3R /i i T
SRR MRS I & B, 546 78 71 fig 5% 1) 405 I
PTSD g A Bz o J B e it e A\ B S o /0 i HL, A2
AMEEE R ] R S5 F AR A 45 HIE R Jort B P8 59 N R ™
TR S AR S

3.4.2 7 it MRI(functional MRI, fMRI) LAz B4 2H
A EDIRBIRAS M A E B AR MRIE AR FR A fMRI, H
HTIG PR 72 HL A ) FMRT 8 AR AL $6 SR B0 AL
W% HE T A% L 9R Bk & R 1% (diffusion tensor
imaging, DTL) % M4 5 385 A5 | i 47K P AR08
1§ WERURAUR o AR S AN (MR A MR ()
— AN 3 X FAR G AT 55 S MR, B AT 2
FEERIAE 55, B 5T eSS KIR DO fgis ), &
OGN N AE DN 45 I D BEE B2 o 2 78 o ik 1)
15 DTS 2] i 21 2R i s A8 Ak ml LU ForAh &
A2 PCS B KU, R AR R BSOS A Ml 30 2% 2
Gei kR AR AL, T ATTAL PTSD Al ™ SRR, U H R
i i 5% B 45 S B PTSDY, DWI+# B2 IMRI K5
I % B PCS I N AT AE ik 4 280435 +a) A o i i 42 5
B, BN AR 4 A o> E TR TR
ARG T 75 LA P 2 3 PR R AT, X 7E PCS i A
TEEAEAE I SRR R A O, T T8 SR
A3 NE KL W PCS (& WS R0,

Fr e B ™ A fivE S AL B ke 2 C F AR
8 R ERG 5 Fe 5A ¢, 7T MRIGRHEUK
GG 3, e T R B Al A A ) e i 0 5 A%
B, A0 Fe g A% 22 40 5 AR S e i o0 e i
YR VS FIMCS HERR R R 80%"7, i B2 fMRI 4G
PRI X 2% (default mode network , DMN) FHf 745
il PO 4% F1 28 S I 282 P4k VS FTMCS & ULAg b , Hor
DMN %571 VS FIMCS EA TR = i) RA S, i
b M TR, SR R I S KT AR AR B R iR AT
fMRUAGEIN , MCS I NI T 5t 1 0375 BRAE R 44 V'S g
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N BRGS0 L 36 BRI B3 K Y VS 9 A [a] MCS
AL LRI g

3.43 PET/CT ¥ PET 1 CT #4176 —& , [A] i 375
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