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Electroencephalogram Variation by Electromagnetic
Wave on Human Light Sensing

koo

CF

(Hyung-Jun Park ‘- Jae-Hyun Yoon)

Abstract - The electroencephalogram generated by light stimulation in human body of dark adaption state was measured
and analyzed in the cases that electromagnetic wave was put in and not put in, respectively. Shieldroom being able to
interrupt the light and the electromagnetic wave of outer was constructed, and the experimental system being able to
apply any light and any electromagnetic wave was designed. When the electromagnetic wave was applied to body or not,
the variation characteristics of each component in the electroencephalogram were as follows. The § wave was increased
and the a wave and the B wave were decreased in the case that the electromagnetic wave was applied, and the variation
range of the 0 wave was small. And the influence of electromagnetic wave on human body was that the appearance time
of the B wave was late, and it meaned that the time of visual recognition was delayed.
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x 1 2 Zlgxiy MXimlel 7Fol 2|8t EEGe Fis AR HIHAEHZ S : 5038])
Table 1 Frequency component change of EEG by existence and non-existence of the electromagnetic wave
at each subject(times of experiment : 50)
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