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I LR O g MEA -9 3 T 20 #4260 =X, Vidal /£ 1973 S£Rp42 i 7 “In
#3E 1 (brain computer interface, BCI) ” —ialMt, 1999 4 7 % —k BCI A& 4
F, BCI A& LA —Fr i 5 F KI5 Sh RN 2 1) 69 okl iR & 42, - RAR M
ForRibafenagl, BCl @3 Rss v, . B85, LFPAayEy
R, BERFERES RE#ATL L, REtREP. PLEL%M & (amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis, ALS) #8345 (spinal cord injury, SCI) Z#¥ 2345 &% 6915

W\ TERIAIFANEARAR T, RABT AN S KAFHE B 69123 5 8 R
Rl

B A, BCL MMM ARRAY F%, ERis REFmE, FHARRE,
k2 E AR RN AEBCI HRGERER, LiETESAHELE S5
BRAY & 3 L F S 2R H AT AT K U w43 5 89 4] BCT BRat
TPl R 5 ) 8BRS B l6 RS R 4 1 R M

R BHAY Z A AR AL RE. AVMEF IR, TEF. AR
FFAR R E R LR LG, 48K T K RS ©45 5 09 Le mALiE 2 247 2 2 Sk 5%
T8GR I AT AL IR AR K BOR MR 2 IR % 5 e AT I R EFRE L
5+ R 2%, MAMMALRGMXEEA, ABR. SFEFHEE OF B KRK
B P EAYE S HRKIEE F 5 ESF W P E % K. Pubmed. Embase.
Web of Science. Psycholnfo. Cochrane library. OVID #e CliniacalTrials.gov) ¥ # %
VAT #4233 : “brain-computer interface. brain computer interface. brain-machine
interface « brain machine interface « noninvasive « non-invasive « non-intrusive «
electroencephalogram+ motor imagery. P300. steady-state visual evoked potential.

multimodal. event-related potentials. stroke. amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. spinal cord



injury~ locked-in syndrome. disorders of consciousness fxi#HLiE 2 LA+ JE4Z A K.
EFHEF P00 REMEFL oA, S, FHML B, BEF. MWES
M R BB MG AR SRR o kit A M EE 2024 41
A, AN Tk £ a3l R LHBIEH. TRIR, Bk, ZESMRRLLIER
BEF, 3TN K, 3t — B B 5 F Uik % 5 /L TR AE X Lk 89 & 1,
BREKEFREXT SHRADVGETR, AET HRGIRIERFA A, AR L TR T
o PIT HIR F B A, 238 3 KA BTG, A AEF I IR LB RITRE,
RAT R T RAIRIEHFE N i T BCLE KA R &4k TAFHU-B, %t
RAE BTN ARG TR, BMAES BCL AL RGENRF 5 R
X HIREE R TR T
1 BCIZREFf. AsanbEyk

N 20 W22l Z AR, BCL ZJE 2% 3 ANHrF. 20 a8 £ 70 4%
A& BCI #5434 1924 5, Berger M| & FF 4k 52 —Ff R B K i /& 50 69 0, Bp
Jii #,4% % (electroencephalography, EEG) , X4 iZik A& BCI 949 & A 8 5
3%, 1970 £, £ BB RS AR R B (Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency, DRAPA) JF44 %8 BCI 3 B, #4248 XA XHFA; 1973 &, “BCI”
X — A I E 20 42 80 K £ 90 44K 2 BCI 945 BiE M- F . 72 1988 4,
Farwell #= Donchin 4 &3R8 7 A4 %@ A 69 = X 3 F EEG # BCL & X = —, B
HF P300 & BCI i& X™; 1992 4, Pfurtscheller A% 3 7 A Fiz## £ (motor
imagery, MI) #) BCI % %/; 2000 %, Middendorf 5428 7 A FR AN HF L L
% (steady—state visual evoked potential, SSVEP) #j BCI & %", 21 #40)5, BCI

HEANFAME LB AR BCT %138 X a9 a SiA I, AR Rty TER



I, AE SR B A @R B 6969 R AR F 4 gk BCL AR 2 A T 5k
RGN R 2014 5, £ B & A6 B IR R BEEFAR (FIFA World Cup) 49
FHRXE, BB KESE BCI HRGHY FTAZERFFES —3, £4F BCL &
RE R IR AGAEF P

—AZEGBCI 2 2H3FLELEAR: T RE FTAEEREEHE
Eo L, BITRERBCI R RALRKE. BAl, B H#ETREFTXNTH
ABNKs FBRAXF RN R BAKXBCLFFRE . SR RIS X
PRI B ¥, B35 RE Q6 AR &l W B e AT e iR 3R b ko
ZEAX BCI FaEM 4 B B MM ANERES Ly F T 7, AR K ZE
KEEFBEANINEZ ALY, BT REZTEZREATRAB LA, AKX BCL R
FRALFARBTEAN, TRBUELE T RENIR, ToALTHECE. ki
B, Hhetkif Lo b Rk AR AR FAk MRI, AR 4 AR, F5 L 3pfiey S48
AEFHEY, £IEZAKXBCI # BEG b, RIEVAL LA G R F, TH BEEG 125
5 F F AR % B4 (event related potential, ERP) « MI Fo1% & & 4% (slow cortical
potential, SCP) , F v ERP ¥ AW A E 698 A5 5 X0 A% P300 wfLFfe
SSVEP. AKX BCI &AM K A — R FIBRF NI, 12 LRI04 213

SRRk FRAXBEATRAXGIFEAXZD, TBLHK
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5 7T 5%
BAF R ZH 01 5 ZAMAG AL A JEEAKX BCL A4 Hietkdt
FRAY, 12 RAF 0915 R LA, T ARG Tk LI A 09 T A L R o

125 432 % BCl ¢ 0w 3y, L@ af i | R &2 0912 5 #4758, AL
. AR, 9 RFLENEGAE, FE T TAKF 4. BAET, FANK

AERBHAZEEOEET AN FRIEEFDNETS,; TR AL ELE



BARELEA N M XFGEI ARETAE T ELREF IME S LA A
TIRA A H R BIELEH, TR0 ERNIARNL. BFAYE W L Fa b IR
2 W&, B AT IR 6912 5 A AR AFA Python T A% (4w Thunders EEGrunt) «
MATLAB T £ # (4= FieldTrip. BCILab) & ¥k 5. 7T i£ 47 49 BCI % #7 ##+ (3= MetaBCI.
Brainstorm. BCI2000) %, KKt T A REA2, L& £ 2IREALAE T F
0% Kmit , et HEALBEE R K. B AU AURT. A, BT
BN R B EMILE (viral reality, VR) R 433 T4E A BCI #irh %
&, AGRERNG AR, LEZR A THEE W . M ER 2T
WML BB LB 224 TREF T RIRERN; MBI AR 24
3 EFPIEF) AT &, CAEREMIRBLF WA BF . W AR I BB R & e
IEIRBLF 0 LFH 5 IME R A4 & A S T BE 7N A A

BARHH] 3FIE S EFF AFe B 09 & SAT T A e A2
2 A TFkAEEEG # A4 BCI £ &5 X

AR AR, AT kK BEG 49 %4 BCL 69 EEG T4 A MRt = A6 s 32
EN ARSI LAY RIRAGIE 5, AT £ 845 ML Z5) 4T (motor execution,
ME) , UBMEHREZ., TERALZF ISR LS, BEX T 2604 ERP (AT
S e AROE R 9E 469 P300. SCPy RATMEE LAY %) A= SSVEP 56 X 5.
o, A SO RERA R RS AEEMNFYG EEILKXBTAR, o
P300+SSVEP. MI+SSVEP, A 422t B 7716 KA 5 5 ) & % # & 49 ML, ERP.
SSVEP #= % #2 % BCI J& X 5 5| #4748
21 MI &KX MI A E XA MAARERZFHFILT A ZEAARES) S LT

F2, AT EFRIZ 04 FHE S 24 F 1B H) BT AE 5 AT LR iE 5 BF AR ) 69



K R 3%, (1 BB S BE) , B A B L R A EAT AR IR B 89 B KT L
T MI RBUEIR S XM BH) M 2K IBFH R E . HARA A EEG 241 4
BT B BRI wE S 5 ki@ e B, & A n(8-13Hz) KB (14-30Hz) ,

Ewg Eegm D R3E T AR E, A FHHM L EF T (eventrelated

Eﬂ\

desynchronization, ERD)#= ¥ 448 % F] # (event-related synchronization, ERS) .
B b, i@ it 5 K fE AL MI-BCLAE 5 7T & 204017 5] 2 X% 3 1E & B, 5F A F 3L BCL-
MI 2 %65 30 ML #7352 4 th s FE PAT F 89340, 3 T4V 4 R Sokom &4 01E &
Begibik, WREE BCI ZMEIRIEL. RESRAETEHER.

22 ERP3&X ERPZ M —F4F 2 69080, A5 A T B9 R 43U 09 3 — 3/,
FEA TR BAE R BR  EAP S E AR ILe, e XA A8 w4t Tk, ERP
i3 Fho 3 Ty FRAROK K B R B o BRI, RO B 5RO B B4R B9 i 2 E SME
5 R b Kk g esfs GARIEA X, EFEKEER R K (mismatch
negativity, MMN) . P300. XF&M # % (contingent negative variation, CNV) #Fe
N400 M.%. H#, P300 £ BCI ¥ 44 ) iZo P300 m 4% F 448 Xk g E
300~400 ms H I AGIE BAL, TN A ERAID R, QFAL. T LT
FRIE, £EEFT. WHF. AT P00 556 BCL FAMLEaT, A58
TR B, BRAERKGE AR, BAT, KT P300 254 BCl &%

A BCLAR 389 £IRTE XX —o

23 AT SSVEP X J&T SSVEP AALIK B & A% 2 & & ALK R NG 7~
O RN, & —FF T AR R F PTIEALG AL R B AR P AR A AL A W
i (visual evoked potential, VEP) XA, R &z T & LA E A . B M F (@

TAE6~40 Hz JER M) 69 B At tb B 5% A H 4 5] & SSVEP, 12 5 A& A



HE KR H) 5 H A KT 4% £ SSVEP #9497 £ ik . & F SSVEP A AL 6943
Rt A Uy ALy, B G TARR . BRI, B 22 A T BCIL £ %o
24 3ZBEBCIREKX 2S4S BCIEXREAMNF RS LI THAE, LF
FE o —# AT kK EEG, 54EATHA BCT #H K —4#, %445 BCI H AL Mk
RATF 4 At O G AR A KA RO 55 QIR £V —FF T
R REZE S, APTRAZRATZES, ALANAFFEHITH; @xath
5 DR P REIFEIT. 588 BCLTT A A R RS RS, BEAR AR
I Z IR E B AR. $8E BCL T UL A B A R R 89 KIE1E 5 (de 243 5 Fodn
RN FET) , RE—FEHFAFCERE (M fo 2 BAALEZTSH) ARG X
fifE 5 (4o EEG) , 3 AR EA Kz 5 No XA M N7 AR | &
A5, LT ERBINEREE e ENIER RL) 9E5

2z b, MI. P300. SSVEP ;2 B A7 A F 3k & BEG # 4] BCI & 469 £ 276 X,
£ IAARIEY, MI-BCL, P300-BCI. SSVEP-BCI % %/ fii4=% . ALS. SCI
5 R 0 W RS R P B ARARAR ) o KT 3K B BEG 89 4] BCI 38 X\ AL &
RBAZ 5 AR K. RN B EIELE 1,

##HER1: 2F %K EEG % MI-BCI. P300-BCI. SSVEP-BCI foi &4 &
BCI {HEERA AWK LA — 4R, 2% BClL 2 R FAA K, AREBIERE R
#AFRA

BEERL2: SHEBCIARRESFTRAKE, TREME KTk
#, LEAGZEGAATR el RV RES XKL, THA ZHS BCIEXH
i B S S I B AR

BEZBLI: BFTERFLNBARBEEARATHEEZ BCIEX, XL BCLE
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31 BEFEENHRERF LT KEXBEG AL BCIERATREYEEND
R EAEZEPALBAEGIKA. BAT, 6K % RCT KA ML, SSVEP &
T4l BCI A ST &bt SO I A &4 347 LI Re s R AT, PR
B 7038 1L B A BCI 5 A8 M w0k % (functional electrical stimulation, FES) 48
BB AN AT FAR I e 58 BRAR I 4, PRt &4 09 L sh ek i Ao
Bl 4e, F£ LA K R SMR-BCI B2 A% HLE 8.4 57 698 70, A Ao Bl /e SMR-
BCI #49 12 #)4F 74 = & L A2 ) A 69 o A= & 83 RALE . o 56 A= ok
BB ARATER BRI % 4 BlJE, LB Fugl-Meyer Z3)3) it 5 & F= Wolf
1B ) ) b 3 E M8 & (Wolf motor function test ,WMFT)f94F 245 2+ 18 2013 3] B % 7 &,

Liu "% 30 f5) £ Ak o 6 (7% 69 i 5= F %4 MAL4 BLE MI-BCL 48, 5% # &

far

Anrk, 2% IEL L MI-BCI 9| %) MI-BCI 4149 Fugl-Meyer LAk 3) 54

cc

& 2 k174 (Fugl-Meyer assessment upper extremity scale, FMA-UE ##4) 2%
¥he, 3 MI-BCI B A HLE AV %Ak A7 E N 2 B4 LB S S ik fn
2% o Guo FH 30 9] i 2 P ) T Ak B g B Lo B B AR A4 T 4.

MEALLFe BCI- LB AL, f£HEF SSVEP-BCI 42469 ZBIBAF 2%,

®

BCI-#L % A 4845 FMA-UE %4+ FMA & /K. FMA f/F. WMFT #F 445 34t

G

WA IFE R EHE, F L FMA 898 & 5 BCL 4% %48 %, 33E T SSVEP-
BCI 424 ZFHRMBAFELABFEFEFTHRBELFTHTITH. Ang F"I EEG-
BCI % %45 4) 69 MIT-Manus /A % F LR AR A F 11 4] i 3= j5 L p 5 &%

LR ER, 53 HATH AT Manus PLEAE ST 15 plEFE AL, BCl fikk



Manus LB ABATR Y T FH Zh0E H x4k (136 k/KK) , REH¥H 5%
WA EAGTT (1040 R/KK) PrkiFaaRkAa L. BAT, B RAE 4w
Ve T A Ak AT & AT T BCL 3Bl R AL 093k . ARV R IR, BCL I
SO R R B ShERILEA. VR REFRFERFFE TRARIKIRES S
BE 7 B BAT T RAFA e R AR

AT kK BEG 89 A4 BCI 55 ¥ J& 15 5) 2 f B AF &% F 6916 JR 5L A 772
%3 RCT AR, A48 X RCT AR RICE T W& 2.

BERRLA: ATDESHRARBEHEE S ELF, MI-BCI R AT A TRET
Ja LBE S B AR &

#HFN 5: MI-BCI B4 FES K EAMBA, T A4 X% MI-BCI 5 FES &
IMBARFLEAGNORE , BERLATRERAREHBETE LEEHER
R &
32 FiEH AR AR E B AYZ BRI SR e B KRR o
AR E, BETUAEM L. BIfAFR EIRF. & F R RAES R T @R
B, $7 K & Mk % 69 LR T A& 5805 5 A0 i &2 Vilou %3R8 7
A E R INGIE B R BN TIENKE, QT ENR Y. BT AWM

F BT ER R, AR 6 R EEN M R G b, X

KAy 2 BARAR LH AR T % R4 2 AR RN Fe T A8 i IE 2 — A e T AR 09 B 5o

XA S AT R B ATt R RIEF) o R LE ) X 69 i 0 15 5 09 2h RE 5 &
ARl Hlde, AARPRI, EWHZBEIEINSE, EHEEA WL BF. RN

i Foik T AL A AT S . WM EIRE, o A LR ZRETE QIEREMILIT,

K Fesg B30I, AR TAEICIC A N 6gitlesh ae A ik &%, A LR R T, &



ko B A o K KB K AF BIRANYZMIEG 09 LR, ARSKA0A T
B — AR R E . Kober PR 5] L F SMR 494F 2 Kk 5 AL 55 = 1) 42 27
WILENGKER £, ok LA IRICEAGEKER %,

BAT, BCl A% S HikdRiE. MAREERAFEITRERTHENEIEE
FFFH TR, B EEH R T EH RGN AEL R FRES, K
BREWH B IR AT R EiAe R & T REEAEASRIEES)
T, 44F BCL ILA BRI KB F 09 5 B A5 RAL

BEELG: TEIXFHAARERES, THERLAMHZRN BCIL A4
RERLTIERAI DR EE,

33 @M EREF (disorders of consciousness, DoC) #J#4#f 5i%4 4] BCI
A 4% K Bk B E6g Zin kT, @itk & EEG RB: DoC XEEAsh R A5, B
B B BEFRT HARE, A3t & TIRRE IR A il Fn i ) 34 B
PN — A2 LR 7 DoC B F 6, TV A L 59 R ey R,
B AT, AR LA T DoC &% #4F BCI #9324]42 5 &35 P300. SSVEP. SMR #etf
AL 551 K89 ¥ DY, Hinterberger IR T — A e )| 4K E , @b
B RA%S B AR BFERE, B AL T 56" Tl e T AR
AEHF S5 LAERABAEAL SR ERP A X XIEFiE S XM R 9P h, B
Ja R A RAE 2 B R M 3 % 69 DoC &4 347 BCL I %, FRES
Fa B 469 KIE ZRe Czyzewski FPR4E T 33 4 KR FR B B 4745 & 51X B % 697
TR, FHATHAMKE X %; £RET, @it EEG ARz UL RMZ
, T AR LA R ZARAE RS . At T R A IR AU 3 5 3k R R BEAL

BAg by %, — AR RCVRR, oo BCL T A@E “R-FT AL AT R R
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BCI # AT AR B 7 B 45 S AEFo D IR E EF 9 T IRR A S5 4
ASREARE A, B T AR A e RIpAE e s Bl T B xF TR B &R ZIRRE
% Fo M 4 25 64 (locked-in syndrome, LIS) &%, W 7T 2 Xi@ T BCI &I F) 4k
Tt 838 3R, B E R R AR R A R BLR A AT R Y AR ARG R R

B %, BCIL # KA DoC F 49 N 7 G 42 L IR B8R, 4o B A8 4o 47T 45 17 5] 5F IR B DoC
B BRAORIRE. F¥ EEG A% R4 A0 R A R #. KT R
AR R 5 Ve SR A oL, BCI 42 DoC W #9)s R 3 #H A 45 £ % 49 RCT £3589 %
%o
34 RiABA%ER L TkE EEG 4 K4 BCL 5K F SCL. ALS. LIS %%
T, Hok LA EAY 2 R GG BT R R EE O BURA R B DA BF
AEGRAS . LAKRKGTARM, Plrtscheller £ 4 2005 44 % % EEG-BCI
F B SN JR RSN T 1) C5 F B SCT 9w ik ek %, B F 23 AHM8AA
8776 7 TG AL % TR 209 F F IR, JF AL R AR BY 69 1 LT 2R T BUIRAR
BRI, Cui FRT K H BEG M & H 2 T H GRS THRINLEA, &6&
F G AR B BAR A AL B TR, AR EE TRXAMNA ) 273 B E
Osuagwu stk 7 BCI 424 49 FES i h FES £ I 241 SCL v BLRE 5 & 4
AP ZARTRG T AR, BRET, MAEH RMAZHZ XYY ERIAL 2

ZL69 ERD, f BB MRT R EEFH K E, WS 7B BCI-FES 4% 4 4 ERD
KB EH IR BB EAKTF. 2010 £, Thompson "B % T 11 4] ALS &% Fo
22 %af Rz aXA, iid P300-BCI & 4y BEG #3344 AKA A M £ B AR X E

AR L FFetE 5 IR, 45 R E) 7 4 EEG 12 3] 89 A L B % £ % Lesenfants



FWIK M\ A F SSVEP #) BCI & 4axt 24 42 k& R & F= 6 4] LIS BX B#ATH R,
ERET,2H LIS B HRAATA AR, HEE| T & THMEKFHBEREHANE,
BB B Gt A A8 nh B, 25% 89 LIS % T LA &, 3K

#HEENT: SCI. ALS & LIS MWk TRk &4 THRERA P300.
SSVEP 74| BCI % 4&-5h 3R F AR & IBARS BB R LA ILA 24, 21ER
B A B BCI & Sz %) 2R A it
4 BEHRZ

21 #22 % BCL kiR A& 0B, MAE R AR 240 Kk k&4 69 B % 2
M F- o B ALS SiBAT MR & 3] SCL 4045 teim & AR & 9407 5178 97 B A
MR HR B E T, KT KK EEG #9L4] BCI BT T ERXRA. AL 69 8
AT MA LG Nz 7, Hfe BCL 49 5 JA T W Bh 325 BCL A Sy R a4 fo
ST, B 69 45 AR AR AR R K 69 AT 5 R BRSPS R A T AR AT
5 BCI AL AT TIRE BCL A F T M, Al £E0TER A P KInfs %
M BT R 69 RAL, MM ER AN EE, XF ALBCI R4 A P E AW, £iE
SRR . sk, Al FET AL A A4 X125, #5 BCI #9142 &4
Wik, KA A 6984 Bk, AR AT Al &AL BCI 49
BRASFT L, QLTI ARG L AR AR it E5
BB A P B9 A F o MK R A, BCL 5 AF FA8 &AL LA S,
B —F 3wk BCI AR FARR B R GF, #a RS R,

AEPILE T CA AT KK EEG 6 4] BCL 24V E & Sdk i B R F 6916
RAFRAEYE, FFT THELWEAEEN, PAERREAT KA S 08983 RIAFH

RCT AT LR, VMBAFE 35 540 X35 Mg 5 L T Amh .



AR E TH (FEXFEWREPTLER) . &% (A2 XkFWMETLE
) « EEE (LEFHATAEAFS) . T4F (LEFHAZAEAFS) . &

m (AEIRFE) « H#L (LEXF)

(F BAFREAF 5F IR ARI P )  ZRF (LFETHFZEFY

) L PEF (LERBXFEFRMERESER) « 2B (LE2XFHRE
EAWERR) « A (AEXFMELLER) - AL (EEXSE) . 22AE
(BEEEXRFHE_MEBEER) . 4% (L2XEMEFTLER) « B35 (4
2 RFMELLER) « 28 (FARIKFE) . AM% (L2 X$WEILA
Elk) « BE5ZE (LEFTHAYEZATS) . FUE (AZXFHEFLER)

MEFPR AL FARELEAN TR



Wi 1 ¥ AETkEEEG # %4 BCLE XML
WAL
TN XK HAE B s ey H ik RahiE% 2 3
MI Hashem % 128 ii8 Ag/AgCl ¥, pik /o WOA 4FfEk#F 7% AT BCL 4 MI 5% AT oA WOA MEF 6 BCL 24, LEIK
i g Did Fo k-NN o RBEA 4G BN IEAT WOA M EF  HHAEA 98.64%, LA M KGNEF T ok
MEE 3] g ERAES#AT X AP, WOA BIEkFFEm NN 5 £4
BRI RIF

MI K 4 18 NBE (FCIVFC2. wil /o A& F B3R89 Epoch sF¥HFAAEH TiE AT EEG Bgatsasy BCI d#FH & TAA
FC3.FC4.FC5.FC6. % hEAE MI #£ 4%, ek EEG 15 Fo RAT 2B R 75 & 74.4%- 63.5% 89 5 E 05 B
C1. C2. C3. C4. C5. . RIURE fR AL ¥ E 0932 % . EEG @18 RE fe 2k 369 8,V

C6. CP1. CP2. CP3, WREH T FHE M FE

CP4. CP5. CP6)
MI Forenzo % #x4h(C4-C3). HA4h(- pik /o RBEHF I AHREKX AT BCI & MI L8 FAT—FET DL 644 4745438 37 BCI
47 C3-C4) D8 RS 3] VER KT RS A AR5 R 3 AT e it 4547, £ R
Tk BAT AT A 5 A A Prikit, FRELET A%
BCI fg %&
MI Luo %091 — wik /o DS-KTL %3 T DSKIL 7 kst 4£8 MTS/STS Hukabm A MI 345 4E 69 5
% BCI 3 /345 MI-EEG #4% %4%4£% 7 DS-KTL 2%t F METK # FWR-
LT R JPDA, B A ke & 20tk

MI Han %™ (FC3.FC4). (C3. C4) pik /o HBEHANZM%+mitit H7TEHAZMS 4R 53R E Ak, RERE “FrABE.
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