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WE B¢ KT RRRRBAE P00 #HKE L 5 P B AR (PSCI) & F ik &3 gh e 48 X4, A P300 4
HiNFn Dy FEBEAC T AR F I X H . Fik ABFRMAAN2023F5—7 A AT ESD KRS HERAL
E PRk 549 PSCI & 2 46 ), Bp PSCI 4L ; YA R 5 PSCI % & F-# (M 5 Fo 2 30 R A2 A8 T B 69 T & P % .49
3t 18 %K H 204, PP 2 IR 4H xR AR 4R % FAF A R iE4E (MoCA) 3 & 3F 46, PSCI 4839 45 % MoCA % £,
MK A(TMT-A) (£ & 0K B(TMT-B) \Rivermead /7 #3212 X 3 4& — [ (RBMT— I ) #= rey—osterrieth &
Z BB 3 (ROCFT)E 40 2 S B MK, S RAFPSCIAELAEMAREHTdRNH TR T FHMELEIL
P300 8 3FAE . &R LA AARIL , PSCIA 1 9A B M (Fz,Cz Pz F3.C3.P3 . F4.C4 #7 P4) 49 P300 # 1k
A B K (P<0.05), @it ROC %5 #,P300—CzF= P300—Pz 64 4K A - F ] PSCI # AR A 4n 2 48 LA 7% 48
% (AUC>0.7) ; f£ % N Za 38 6 57 FATEZ I P300—Pz F2 P300—P4 #4Kk 21 5 AL 18 /AT /1 AL, P300—
Pz K5 B @ B, P300—Fz Bk 81 5 2 & H 4k, Cz Pz A= P4 89 P300 Bk 1 52 0e ik & AR & (P<
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G LA 5 S — A R ) 2 WL B L S IR i 2
I D RETE 3l , #%) iz B TR FI A SRR s b
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community stroke study—1V , ARCOS-1IV ) i fifi 15 73 By
ZEIL R Rk 80% A EAE B e A rh & AE 4 4F
WAL PSCI™ . FATHG “F W 5% B , PSCITE iR A
WS RIER 1 AR H L, 60% Ay I A RS 7 kAR
PSCI, 2 38% A %% B A A5 (mild cognitive impair-
ment, MCL) , 7%~41% 4 PSD & 4", 4h, — 54
P BTk 125 RE 23 B 110 465 SR % B0 5 1K 40% 114 I A
HRSELE BRI 2SR & AR AR AT U PSD!®Y . PSCI
ANAN ™ B 5 M) SR ) A T B T L R A A
R B A AR D 4 RBE At S ok T UTE Y
fH . PRUL, nde] 8 % 3 M BT i PSCL G A
.,

H AT R X F PSCI A I e AL £ DL &
FREFUWMIE R T, ERBEEL  FE T . &
M FE A PR F B B = AR 2 i)
B o AR O A2 P300 1 R A T E N TR
JNF, 7 LA P A S DA B 0 (ARG v DA T LA T
BLROAE S o SRR A Rt & R/ /INAS R R R
13 8 AT REA P00 VR WAL R | (NAE 3K T I 4L Fz
Ab B P300 P AR T RUERT, 5 ANE A TR AR FR Y
TS SO T AR OG5 2 B, P300 T AR 19T Y 4
5 BRG] R ) - B D 3K 1 T A S A O, A B A
V8 D T I A R 22 1 44 TR B, HL
P300 VAR 17 S SR AN TRl o7 B R A BT 22 . H
BUJR M A WS TR] B A 437 B P300 ¥R 3% PSCI A
FEAR ) RE AN L TA S A DAY

R, 72 AR THURIE 5% v, 3 A7) 3 2o 8 2 i A 2R
F I T BE B A R AIE A I SH R AN [ e R Ao
P300 ¥R IV A PSCILER F DI T 58 /Y 41 AL 1 2 4
BRI RE o

1 IeEKREM
1.1 PSCIAmRBlETEbRE
111 AR O WA R JE A F BE i
B AL 2021)" HrAH SE A P R DA A K 12
W 5 Q) 4RI R 35~80 & B B IR K& AE I 2R
(I /FEFE) 5 @ SR FE 3~6 1 H ;& Z4H5EF]RIA
1P (Montreal cognitive assessment, MoCA )4 <
26%7;© i FIF.
112 HEBRARUE O R A R IR
R D REVIR | 0 &1 75 4 At 95 S BON N T R R A
F ;@ A& A I I A BT A J5 1A A B R
i, PR E A T B R IR RS s @ R B R
EALEU AR IE AT e Q) B E L il
B S B RS ) R R
1.2 AT HEE s Bl P brif

O 4% 35~80 % ;2 5 PSCI & # AH VL L i
PR 22 B0H R 45 B JCN A b B, IA I T B
EH .
1.3 ¥kt

VEPE 2023 4F 5—7 H FE g b s 25 K2 M I
49 I [ k2 4 PSCI ER 3% 46 161 F1 TG Jii 26 v s (4 %
BB 7R H 2001 . 78 PSCIAL i, LASR AR 2SI 432,
IV 5 B 8 2 25 451, i 8 I BB 21 491 5 DA b2 R
28, ZE Mg kb £ 3 18 491, A M k- R 28 1) . %o
2H H 20 5] 55 PSCI AL AE S VR 5 F1 32 208 2 B AH
A TG i 2 o S Y S R AR . 2 2H R 2k KA L
1o oA B AR b B 24 KM E R B R e
PRZE 51 23 Y HEHE (CHF 4L : 2023Y)S-003-01) , If-7E
rp I AR 56 W o W GEE TS < ChiCTR24000
80153),

K1 2HELBIFELLE(M(P,,P,.)]

Table 1 Comparsion of baseline date between two groups [M(P,,P,,) ]

- VE 7 - ‘ T P
41 9 e — L EHAER e e
X R ZH 20 15 5 12(9,15) 56(45,70) 6 14 4 16
PSCI4 46 38 8 9(6,15) 63(53,70) 13 33 10 36
XZ{E 0.71 -1.37 -1.69 0.14 0.17
PE 0.48 0.17 0.09 0.89 0.87
- - LT W T N
an e = % & * = % = x
X AR ZH 20 13 7 7 13 0 20 0 20
PSCI#4H 46 35 11 19 27 1 45 1 45
N 0.93 0.48
PE 0.35 0.63 >0.99 >0.99
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1.4 WF5eJiik
L4.1 AT

WSO A A5 S (v ol e BB i ) AR IS L2
FUHE TR G sl S P A 32 R AR
142 FRZ PR
1.4.2.1 XFHRAL SR MoCA R PEAG & AN i Ty
fE , MoCA T & A 45 9L 3 25 (8] /AT ) L Aim 44 1
J1 GEE % SR ML GE W T, 33047
1.4.22 PSCIZL R MoCA it FPFAl 8 (AN 1 Ty
HE , K FH 8 4 3 A (trail making test A, TMT-A )P
i T, R E LR B (trail making test B, TMT-
B) KN EAT /7, K FH Rivermead 17 K102 M3 (River-
mead behavioral memory test, RBMT—- Il VP 5
1212168 , K H Rey—Osterrieth & 7% K JE I 55 (Rey—
Osterrieth complex figure test, ROCFT) P4 40 5¢ 25 [H]
HE 7] o
1.4.3 ERPIFAHERIE SN2

1.43.1 ERPZHHAE 1L i FH AgCl HE AR 3% 2

E1 Fz.Cz.Pz. F3. C3, P3.F4.C4 %1 P4 K P300 & KHAEHI
Figure 1 Example of P300 latency for ¥z, Cz, Pz, F3, C3, P3, F4, C4 and P4

1432 WEERPSH S SMFIEWT AN,
2 20 MR TR e i RN e A2 T LG % v e T ERP
A
1.5 Sile)iik

>R SPSS 25.0 # A gt AT Ecdle B o TR
M A IEZS 20 A7 2R F (s ) 2878, AL TR] L AR I ST
FEA K305 5 A IR M AE S 23 A5 R I M (Pys, Prg) 3R
7R L8] U R Mann—Whitney UG5 o 110708
K K9 BY Fisher i I8 0L OB 2R H] 22 5 0
it A2 WU £ 1F 25 53 A1 W FH Pearson AH G 43 #r , 45 I
JH Spearman A5G/ Hr o SR 32 10 TAEFRRE 46
(receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC) NI FH |

FAPE B 57 FE VA2 Wial g (9 Sk Rt 44

Fz.Cz.Pz . F3.C3.P3.F4.C4 P4 Lt (AR 3 [ B ki
K 10/20 RERINLE ) o S LR TE A1 A2
D A A e 2k o Sk R R A 22 ik s BEL/N
T20 Q. ERP 4 my 0 E 00 &k - a2 e o
T R K B A A . AR AT S RERIEE YR,
W22 w5 M IEAE . ERP & i #I 54T 55 51, H 70 dB
SRR R & b g r v S A [ B = A Ll N R S
10 ms, “FAa 3K 100 ms. W58 il 34 e HL 8 B0, 50 0]
W B JH R 2 N 2 000 Hz, &AM 2K 20% . Frife
) SR 1 5 R b 2 S0 8 ) 152 A 1000 Haz, 50R
80% , FLR 4 0.5 Hzo 755 il B4 [RIB% 4 2 000 ms, £F
ST A] 50 ms, BER A7 X 2 AP o I BAU
A AR RN . P300 TR 3T 0 B 1 e R 280~
500 ms. FREUE S5, 1 5% HAREFLAY P300 By 1R
W1, 38 HAFAEAE AL DL A T 0 M FISF- 2 . 1E
APEAEHTA 10 KA 2k 2T, BFAL BFERT 25 15 min.
R

PIP<0.05 MERAGITE L.
2 # B

2.1 241 MoCA Ry e do1-Ifs 5y L
QIR T MG A RPN . SR
Fb 3, PSCI 40 MoCA & 43 e H- T -3 P AR (P <
0.05), .32,
2.2 241 P300 R WILLAS
2P 5EM, T ERP I, I T ERP I .
PR M (Fz . Cz Pz F3.C3 . P3.F4.C4 . P4) Y
P300 7RI, I Zkid % . PSCI4H Fz.Cz P2z F3,
C3.P3.F4,C4 F1 P4 94 HL % - P300 B 78 AR 301 B
KFXHRH (P<0.05). WK 2,
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*2 24MoCA BHREFIBH LB IM(P,,P,y)]
Table 2 Comparison of MoCA scores and its sub—scores between two groups [M(P,;,P,;) ]
i H Xf 2l PSCI4H 714 PH
MoCA E43 28.5(28,30) 17.5(10,22) -6.43 <<0.001
MoCA-#4 8] /$04 T 5(4,5) 2(0.75,3) -5.79 <20.001
MoCA-fiy 44 3(3,3) 3(2,3) -3.21 0.001
MoCA-1EE N 6(6,6) 5(2,5) -4.83 <0.001
MoCA—& 3(3,3) 1(0,2) -5.83 <<0.001
MoCA-fii% 2(1,2) 1(0,1) -4.55 <C0.001
MoCA-E3R [1]4Z 4(3,5) 1(0,3) -5.01 <<0.001
MoCA-*E [ J; 6(6,6) 5(3,5) -5.58 <C0.001
1) 1 D
500+ I _|_ 550 1) 500- | — 500 I 1
| p—
450 5007 450 450+ -I-
g £ 450 g g
= 400 B -l- = 400 = 400+
= T ; 400 = g
# 350 #2350 5 .
5 350 § — S 350 l § 350 J_
3004 B L T 3004 = 300 é = 300
250 —a——71— ZSO—W 250 I I 250 Qj, \§
R B W B B 5
57 3 % 2% & Y
%\& Q&"Q %\& Q,%Q %\& Q%Q) 4%\ 2 Q%Q’
Fz Cz Pz F3
1 1) 550 550
550 _ | p— T 1) T 1)
1) 500 —
500 — —
500 r 1 500 500
i 450+ 4501
£ 450 a “ E 4504 __ E 450+
= 4004 = =
g 400 E e % 400+ X 400 X 400
S 350 J- S 3507 J_ # 350 S 350 < 3504
S o 3 & B9
300 =300 I = 3004 300 @ J_ 300 _J_
250 250 T I 250 . . 250 T T 250 T T
& & BB & B VN VN 4
> S Y \: & &
4@& & & & & & 4.\‘& & o
c3 P3 F4 c4 P4

T SXHRAL I 1) P<<0.05,
Note: Compared with the control group, 1) P<0.05.
2 248 P300#KEALLE

Figure 2 Comparison of P300 latency between two groups

2.3 AN HLHE P300 1% IR W1 PSCIA o) RE MG il
(e

ROC H £k 53 1 A [5] L B P300 78 £K 31 % PSCI L)
B2 Ja) (CANAS TR AN 458k A9 D43 ) , 40 SPKE MoCA 4%
INAEHEAT ROC /3. ILIEI 3 3. 45 &M,
P300-Cz 7% tR 111 F11 P300-Pz 1% £ 3] XF 13 ) PSCI %%
PRI e ke 5 T2 AE [ 48 T 1 A2 (area under
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curve , AUC)>0.7]. HK,P300-Pz fll P300-P4 V&R
X5 T PSCIAHZS 18] /44047 1 DI RE . P300—-Pz ¥ AR I
Xif HiU PSCI 2 [7] 77 ¥y At i %5 i 224E H (AuC>
0.7) . WAk, P300-Fz IR 51 E S E EAHIC (AUC
>0.7) . #)i , Cz. Pz, C3 Fl P4 (1) P300 75 AR 1 XF 75
W pSCHicIZ A EZEAEH (AUC>0.7)
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Note: A. ROC curve for predicting overall cognitive function; B. ROC curve for predicting visuospatial/executive functions; C. ROC

curve for predicting orientation; D. ROC curve for predicting memory; E. ROC curve for predicting attention.

3 FMARARIS R ZiE TR fh £

Figure 3 ROC curves for predicting various cognitive domains

®3 FAREAMEHROCHE THR BLEE . REEMFRE

Table 3 Area under the ROC curve, cut—off, sensitivity ,and specificity for predicting different cognitive domains

miH AUC P{E AL {E/ms REE/ % R/ Y%

AR NIIHE : L MoCAZ=22 43 (F43 30 43) Ky I i A% 1

P300-Cz ¥4k 1) 0.85 <0.001 352 93.75 71.43

P300-Pz 1k 1] 0.86 <0.001 349 93.75 71.43
S 0] /AT 7 : L MoCA-#LZS 0] /AT J1 =3 43 (a3 543 ) R A%

P300-Pz ¥ 1k 3H 0.83 <0.001 381 74.07 78.95

P300-P4 7 (k1 0.75 0.004 381 74.07 68.42
FE ] S TIRE : A MoCA—E [7] 11 =543 (143 6 43 ) R P AR S {E

P300-Pz ¥k 0.70 0.019 383 71.43 68.00
IC1Z SITIRE : A MoCA—IEA2 F1 =343 (S35 543 ) R FIKT AR S {E

P300-Cz B4R 1) 0.84 <0.001 367 81.25 78.57

P300-Pz 7 {A 1Y) 0.86 <0.001 371 78.13 85.71

P300-C3 R 1Y) 0.73 0.015 384 78.13 71.43

P300-P4 7k 8 0.73 0.012 371 75.00 71.43
HEIIYIRE : L MoCA - 1 =443 (41 545) I KA Al

P300-Fz ¥R 1Y) 0.75 0.004 384 84.21 62.96
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kil

TE B AR A H I BE )7 1, P300-Cz F1 P300—-Pz 1%
R 5 MoCA B B A, las b/ $udr s
P300-Pz 1 P300-P4 ¥R I L A G, 2 hE
P300-Pz VAR WL A0 G . & 1T AE 5 1al, P300-

550 r=-0.626 2 500 &
4 [

506 P<0.000 1 o

§§400*

s

= 350~

A~

&

Fz AR5 MoCA T3 1 0 B2 fop ¢, 5 7 26
A THE R IEAC . FEiC2 J1 71T, Cz . P2z C3 P4
1 P300 7 Ak #1451 5 MoCA %iE B [1] 42 43 % . RB-
MT- Il 1 ROCFT [a]1Z 15 43 & 1E #H 5& (P<<0.05) .
TLE 4 A S,

r=-0.694 1 500 . r=-0.414 9
P<0.000 1 ® P=0.004 1
4504
5 e
4<~ [ ) [ ] .
5,400 ° s
o
& 350 .
& $
& . °
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250 1 1 1 1
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MoCA 43 SEM )
r=-0.576 2 r=-0.384 2
P<0.000 1 P=0.008 4
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200 300 400
HEL IR A T

4 AEIFEMRP300E RS R EHAFIBAIE X S 1

Figure 4 Correlation analysis between the latency of P300 and different cognitive domains of different electrodes
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I RE J7 1 , P300-Cz . P300-Pz AR 1 %5 F 15 PSCI
%5 B EAE H (AUC>0.85, R HL B >90%, ¢ 5 BiF
>70%) , 1] H. 3% 58 AR R D) ig B AT 4 A G .
A FFE 4R 25 P300-Fz i AR I # 1L 1B R 359 ms B,
G 380 TIA /2 A A v £ 25 D 60 Ty g s A B v 1Y)
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TP A R (R AU 87.5% , FE 5 E 76.5%) 7
It , P300-Cz , P300—Pz 7 Ak 1 1T BEAFE Ay 1300 4 {4
TANHIT BE Y #eh 25 v AE BRAR R W)

TEALZS [B] /04T 71 DI RE J5 1T, P300-Pz 1 P300-
P4 PRSI B X LA T4 A T (AUC >0.75,
RABE >T74% , 5 55 F >68%) . MAM, MoCA 123
[ ARAT 7 43 B0l i3 — 25 A/ UE P300-Pz F1 P300-P4
AR5 02 (8] /AT T g HAT S5 AHOC . 7R 1)
F1 D3 RE J5 1T, P300-P4 1 AR 107 o BB X H: R A 1
(AUC=0.70, R B =71.43%, ¥ 5 £ =68.00%) ,
MoCA € ] 11 /0 B HB0 e, — 5 M HM &, Pz,



[CRUE R SRR AN S 3 e p A SR = AR R G R EP SN VAT

5509 =-0.558 6 500 =06150 550 r=-0.460 0
5004 P<0.000 1 450 P=0.004 1 500 P=0.001 3
= 450- 2 = 450
#a . -1 o £ 400 #u
§ 00 s ° e § 550 § 400
= 3504 . A = 350
S 1 ° > 4 ° & A
® 300
300 ° 300
250 T T ] 250 1 250 1
0 2 4 6 6 6
HESR M2
550 =-0618 5 500 =-0.644 5 550 r=-0.443 2
500 p<0.000 1 e P<0.000 1 500 P=0.005 2
= = é
K K450 o o L,°
#z 4004 & ® eg0 * ¢
S S 400 8 . . =
o [<g] [ ]
< 350 £ .
“ = 350 [ ps
=%} ~ [ ) °
300+ 300 ° [ ) ’
]
250 T T T T 1 250 T T T 1 250 T T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
RBMT-1I RBMT-1I RBMT- 11
5507 r=05825 500 . =0573 9 550 r=-0.405 0
500 P<0.000 1 56 P<0.000 1 500 P=0.005 2
= = R
K 45080 © © K i 450
# o, ® © #n 400 #r
S 4009 S S 400
o °e e o £ 350 g
< 350 Qe N 350
3 .o Qe ° a )
300 . 300 300
250 T T T 1 250 T T T 1 250 T T T 1
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40

RS AL AT

RS YA R AE S

RS CHAL R rAE S

B 5 Cz.PzF#1 P4/ P300BKEISIEIZ HERMEXESHT

Figure 5 Correlation analysis of P300 latency of Cz, Pz and P4 with memory strength scale

P4 B A F 5 T B 2, 1 B AR S AR o — > b B
ZFRRGE iz P E BB G X, BB A0S HE ok A A
B ARG T R G AR R R RGN AE B AL, S
LS L R R AR SR = Sl [T o T =) B
R EFESE. B 2R e & IR GE -1z 8
AN B RE R, DL K 2 [B) JE N A C A2 37 301 A5 T\ R i
g I, P300-Pz 11 P300—-P4 3% 1A 1 7] E 7] L)
A SR TN AR 23 (8] /4R AT 1 D) BE B #h 28 H AR P AR AR
Y1, P300—-Pz AR It BESE— A5 1000 52 1] 1 DI R
P300-Fz /& AR A 1o 5 2 f5 il PSCI A9 7 1 2l
fE(AUC=0.75, RELE =84.21%, ¥ F#F =62.96%)
MoCA 772 1 40 ORI A TFIHE A P4 v 7
TR T REFE AR B HLBGAIE , —F A 5IASE . F LR
A FRIAR M, 1% X3 2h -5 1 R R R PO i
LGB NI G . — I T Fr H A 2211
EEG A%, 2081 T Theta 55 BE Al Beta 7 BE 1 2 % L
F1P300 HL A, 1) BH 1 VR 25 7 R AIG A0 b 28 4 B 241

P S A — TR oY & B, T T T R 2 Bl B A
(attention—deficit hyperactivity disorder, ADHD) ff %
(1) P300—Fz 785 AR 1 I 28 4 it J3 %of LSS 40 Ik
Ah, ADHD 410 3L 221 R RAZ e vh 2 EL
¥ iz 5 H (dopamine transporte, DAT) i) 7] F 4 i 3%
RTXF IR, PRtk , P300—Fz ¥ AR 3t ] e/ Jy i
A DRe i 2 i AR BRAR B

Cz Pz, P4 1) P300 ¥R W 58 R Bl PSCIAY
12 T RE(AUC>0.72, RELE >75%, 7 55 % >
71%) , MoCA $E iR [F]1253 %5 .RBMT- Il 1 ROCFT []
NAFAAE RV IC A2 T7 D RE A8 AR R L I8 IE , —
FHORES ARG, Ca i T I i )2, HAE Ak
B iz AL TS PR, 5OTE B TR
FEAE B FE A, MCT 7R T2 X 38 4 3876 A A2
VE R HERRAT 55 5 4 40 TARICACAT 55 7 A 1 v e 3
177N, MCL AR H BUA T80 AN 2 R i R A
AW IIG . BLAh AT I T iz 219 Pz P4
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W35 45 B2 [ BRI EAZ 2 B S A B i
L, Cz Pz P4 (1) P300 VAR I AT LAFHEFEAE R Tt
12 ST RE R Rl 2 A FRBR AR W

(R AR5 AT — 58 AR BRI, 15, AR T
FEHERR T IS T E A Al 7 F e R A, XTI RE 3L
PSCI 1) 52 B & AE R ARAR 5 Lk, 9o kb 1 R/ IV
BT B 52 e i B — 4 R R
FEARMFFE BRI, FoAT1 25 R 21 PSCIAF i 4 P s i
R A A R T R R ZH R G B0 Y B S
B, PRAEHE 1:2.3 1Y FLABIHE A 7 ) e 5, {H ] B AT Sk
T 1 , 76 5 SEF I8 0 5 Bt — 2 P KRR A& S 1y
s B, I K B 3 TN ) R 4 R AT 4 )2
G3HT o
4 &

PSCI /8 # 1 P300 T (RIVIAE < 5 I D RE B i
HA—E WA Fz, Cz Pz FI P41 P300 TR
AJRE T LIRS B AN D RE L 8] /$0AT g E 1]
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