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Study on Point- wise Correlation Di mension of Electroencephalogram Nonlinear Analysis in Patients with Stagnation of Liver Qi Syndrome
LIU Zi-wang, WANG Yu-lai , YIN Ling, et al. The Emergency Department, the Third Affiliuted Hos;;ital o f Beijing Univer-
sity of Chinese Medicine , Bei]‘ing 100029 , China

Abstract : Objective To investigate the changes of normlinear dynamics characteristics of electroencephalogram ( EEG) in patients
with the stagnation of Liver Qi syndrome . Methods 15 Liver Qi stagnation syndrome patients and 15 normal persons were paired by
sex and age . The data of EEG under three states (eyes closed, eyes opened, and mental arithmetic with eyes opened) were analyzed
by the parameter of point- wise correlation dimension ( PD,) .Results PD, of the stagnation of Liver Qi syndrome group increased sig-
nificantly compared with that of the healthy control group and al ways maintain high level . The difference of PD, between two groups
was gradually reduced along with the increase of stimulated condition.Conclusion Norlinear dynamic analysis is more appropriate for
the study of mental functions changes of stagnation of Liver Qi syndrome and can be used to investigate the brain mechanism of the
stagnation of Liver Qi syndrome .
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( PF1- Al) 5.56 £0.74 6.49 £0 .91° 6.43 £0.74 7 .34 %0 .83" 6.10 %0 .88 6.30 £1 .44
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