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H %, 22 O RFFHEAUZEE (e X A 2 FHT 22 £ b H 5,



B A I »

Xi=u@®, u+1), ui@+2), ..., uli+m—D),
(i=1,23 ..,n—(m—1))
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2. Theiler’s sigmas

Original data 2>5FIE X372 ApEn % Qp & § 2,
Original data 2>5 N fll® surrogate data Z{ER L, &%
ApEn iz ko2, 5D ApEn fEASIEHI % & 2
RET B, £72, NAHD surrogate data 2584 51E
L7 ApEn fEDIEARTES% 1y, BEAREERES on L T %,
W%, iteratively refined surrogate % F\V>CHERYIF—
8 DIFFIAMERGE 21T ), Theiler 1FXANTEET 2H0E
PEtE% “sigmas” & L72Y,

Sigmas =-1Q”7_&L
H

ApEn fHSIERIAi% & 2 LIRET S &, sigmas>
1.96 THIUTEEAEE ap,=0.05 T, sigmas>2.58 TH

TUSHEEKHE ap=0.01 THIREZ FEHITE 5, Theil-
er & fERR L 7z surrogate data #2347 < T sigmas
ZAHCE 2 XISt pAEIREL 72, BIG, AHEN—
DDt 534%%E 2 %, fER L 7 surrogate data %510 @
(N=10)7 51 t TR S th 0549)=2.26, fy 0149)=
3.25 7 DT, sigmas>2.26 725 1 EEENKE ay,=0.05 T
sigmas >3.25 72 5 (FHEKME ap=0.01 TR % FE
Hcx2

V. BRI

5 I3EHE DT - MERAP OVFRSES % F « R h sy

I (Respiband, NonInvasive Monitoring Systems Inc.,
USA) %# > T, inductance plethysmograph (Respi-
somnograph, NonInvasive Monitoring Systems Inc) (2
88% AL A/D 23— —T10Hz (0.1 #)HkFED
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ApEn i
2y + |
[ +
* * *
1.5 ¥
1
0.5
0
o S O S o S O S
HEE REM stage 1 stage IV

5 R, BRI OWRGES) ORRA T — ¥ (origi-
nal data) & surrogate data %> & 1% L 7 approxi-
mate entropy

BHERA R, REM IEHE, stage IHEIR, stage IVHEAR
R DIFWGHES) %2 8 HOMEEEPSHIEL, 37T LD
ApEn %G5 L 7z, Surrogate data(S) 1345 10 fE$™>
R L P fE% R L 72, Stage IVHEHRING 0 W E
idfh X D bHEIC ApEn DMEMETH - 72, Kk
fR - FEERB S O surrogate data D13 original da-
ta(0) & D bAERICEMTH -7 (n=8, mean+SD),
ANOVA ; p<0.0001 ; +p<0.01, #p<0.001
(Scheffé’s test) 5 *p<0.01(Wilcoxon matched-pairs
signed-rank test)

(Burioka N, et al'®. Chest 123 : 2003 & b 51 )

%417 — % (original data) Iz L 72#%, ApEn #5572
WRTH 5, 2kE L CEMER, stage I, stage IV,
REM RO ApEn fEIZFHEREICEE L TW72", KR
MR stage VT ApEn fEIZAREIIMET, fholFEIRE
TEERFE & 0 BLRIE U WIFRSERNZ 22 > T 5 2 EDYro Tz,
¥ 7z, £ original data 7> 5 10 f® iteratively refined
surrogate ZE L, Theiler's sigmas #8517, 1EEk
L 7z surrogate data 2310 ffil & D ladsotatzd, A
D5 thos2(9)=2.26 ZF]H L T sigmas>2.26 72 513H
FKHE 0, =0.05 ThIE(RGH A BHITE 2 L B2 7K"Y,
ApEn (3FHMEARRIIT— 8 TIHMEKE %27,
Surrogate data IZ/EBGEFECTEEZ M L T\ 579,
surrogate data @ ApEn {23 original data @ ApEn f#i
L O RELEDYE, original DIRERIIT— 7 1 3KEHER
WL R s LTINS (5, B6ICRT L) ICKE
B R - FREELHE D IEIGES) T Theiler's sigmas >
2.26 127D [HIE I N/ EMEE ORRINT— 7 1350E
MR, SFONIbDTH B | &) IR HEL
SNz, L7edioC, HEE IERAICHIE S 7 mERES)

(2013)
25 W sigmas
20
15

10 7

HiEE REM stage I stage IV

6 HER, MERA o RERGEE) O JERR I E
REH D SRR - 55 BB o W E S ¢ Theil-
er's sigmas (& sigmas>2.26 12 b [HIE I N7k
WE5 DRRI T — & IIEHERRED, s B ok
bDTH5| L) KFHEN S N, Bl
HWERE, stage 1, stage IV, REM HEIE o IR E)
%R %5157 — %1t L T Theiler’s sigmas Z#tH L 72
MR Th D, JHEHREOEERTHAL,
(Burioka N, et al'®. Chest 123 : 2003 X b 51H)

IR RS 2 560% <, FHCHHIER® stage VT
MDD B LB Z SN,

R 713@ flHEEOZHPAIRERRNG:, @ RECAD
AMEBEDTADARED O E ZDKE, @ TADAT
TERF DN Z A/D a v 23— —T200Hz(0.005 #) [
FRDOWE2H 57— % (original data) iz L7=%%, ApEn ZiH&
L7AERTH 27, RATADAFEEDRGED 5 FHE &
N7z ApEn IXFHEI/NS , X OHHANEL WFBIZ -
TWiz &2 547z, % original data 205 40 D itera-
tively refined surrogate data ZfEE L, ApEn Zst&EL
C Theiler's sigmas k&7, B8 IRT kI Il
DEEPHIR RN E X ORI A DA DT\ A
DGR DK %H1Z Theiler's sigmas=<1.96 ThfERiH
FHIN o7, WG, (@ EOLE AR &
F ORBIT A AT DS IR DI 2 BRI % 5800
mwEEZonk", ORI IERIIEZ R0 7 B
HE LT, BROFM,» SMET 2121E 7 4 XH3% o
R MO & DEXEESPELZ VG- TLEI M
W2H B EfEIIS NS, Lo T, NSO IER
5 4 2> 5 E U TAEMEETH B £\ ) B I IZRTE
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(2) TADARIFERDEL IR () APEn s |
4 *
1.8 1.2 5
1.2 @ :
0 11 2 °
0 i 2 3 (8 . g
0.8 -4 G%
. O RETADASAEEORR ; 8 .
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X7 {#EOLEHIRERERNEE X ORMTADPABEDRMCADLATIED I E
&, TADAFEIERR ORI D> & 18 L % approximate entropy
a @ RETADAEEZED TADAFEED I IR, ROV <, BURERE D

BETH %,
b @ RENTADAEE D TAD SR T, BER - IR TR IR S D fikiE
BRI,

c tEE LT RTCD ApEn fHZH L 7z, ZEREHIRE BRI (n=40), KMCA
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(Burioka N, et al'™”. Clin EEG Neurosci 36 : 2005 X b 5[J)
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o sigmas>1.96 I > T\ 7z, HIL, R#T
Aot AU FEAEIRFIC IR D FERRFAE DI & 2> 12
- ot LHEHIE N,
: (Burioka N, et al'™. Clin EEG Neurosci
3 6 36 : 2005 & b 51 H)
1.96
% 5
0 . =
FAERE AR FEER UMK FEAEBF AR
AR

WP 5 LB, —7, RC A AFERIE D Theil- original data 2268 H L7 ApEn XD b RE 4L 2o
er's sigmas |3HIE L 7 FAERIAED 9 B 94 % (47/50) D3 TP (@9, 2o DFERDS, RETADAIKD
sigmas>1.96 IZ7 > T\ 7z (E8), %7z, 50 D origi- REE B O PEEHINE SE ANl B HEE L CIRIES A T
nal data (R CADAFMERORGEDORERINT— )25 LE L CHAIMED S 258 ES2FEL, HIE I /R
% 40 {83 OB L 7= surrogate data M ApEn I3, TAD AN IERI I 2 R 7= LHE X =2,
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9 % surrogate data DF-¥<ApEn(S) >1&, original data ® ApEn(O) X h H KE W &8
Db,
(Burioka N, et al'”. Clin EEG Neurosci 36 : 2005 X b 5111
fifi (un) 1% original data 2> SEIEINIRKY 777 716
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G50 SRR K 7 7 7R LA
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DR L7RKY 77 7 i85 FEMEDS original da-
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