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Theoretical and Practical Applications of Emerging Brain
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Hui-Yu Hsu  JingYu  Tsu-Jen Ding  Zai-Fu Yao Bo-Yu Pan

This study reports the potential and challenges of educational neuroscience applications in mathematics
education. By analyzing cognitive processes such as spatial reasoning and problem solving through the
analogy of solving a Rubik's Cube, we elucidate their underlying neural mechanisms. Traditional
mathematics education research relies primarily on observable behaviors and outcome analyses, limiting
insights into students' real-time and implicit cognitive processes. In contrast, neuroscience techniques (e.g.,
fMRI, EEG, fNIRS) offer deeper exploration into the neural foundations of mathematical learning,
overcoming traditional methodological limitations. Internationally, special journal issues and book chapters
actively discuss interdisciplinary frameworks including neuro-understanding, neuro-prediction, and neuro-
intervention, reflecting growing trends toward integrating neuroscience into mathematics education. This
article further proposes the application of passive Brain-Computer Interface (passive BCI) technology
combined with artificial intelligence for real-time analysis of neural signals. This approach aims to diagnose
diverse cognitive strategies and visualization processes employed by students during mathematical
problem-solving, thereby enhancing teachers' understanding of students' cognitive processes. Ultimately,
this paper seeks to foster innovative developments in Taiwanese educational neuroscience research and
provide practical insights for individualized mathematics instruction in classroom contexts.
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AR B AR B B A s SR G IR A 0 T S R | (educational
neuroscience ) B BB IR EWISCAYE S S E 8%, 2 — (Ansari etal., 2011; Howard-Jones,
2014 ) « R pll RAEEERE S G 0 A DT R Bl g2 BB H Bl By THVE AT 704 - BEfRIE

SE AR R - Al S R B A AT R A TR VB e Y BB B N B e RO PR - T 2R
PR G  H % 58 58 2R 8 1 m) B 1) 7= R [n] ERYPRER - B ARSTL SR B i - fe 17—
T RIHT A 22 B AT B2 IEAZ YR A5 (Hawes & Ansari, 2020; Leikin, 2018 ) » & #8 i 52
flr ~ BSER R EN ~ MRACHHE TR H 720 TR ERE 4B HE 2 A E B TS B Pt 4E R 48 HY
EALIER > AR P T BT TR - AR S DR S A RO R Y (A S A

Kimam X RS FERER G B8R - Bl MR 2B BB E 1S S ah - PRI
RIHEERTE B 20 I R Y E FIVE T L E B PREK - B0k ARSCRZE M BE g U7 BRAYV IR E
R B ER DR AN SR A AT ALE » R I 3 S 2 R i TR B [ RE R R BB TR RS - R Rt R 4K
R BT M RIRGE HIB IR - B 0t ERIBERE T T ARIIRS] - W45 SRR 2
Fflo e R A B 2 Ay A B EE - iR - M SRR IR Rl - f3E MR
EEG B fNIRS %5 - 3If; 358 B HAE B B2 B2 R A o P 22 S A e Al o [ B e Pt AR PR 5 et
MR 2R E RS FTAV R RS > IR AR ATREMNFE T H - &% @ B
R EN U % /- (passive BCI; Arico et al., 2017; Beauchemin et al., 2024; Belo et al., 2021;
Dehais et al., 2019 ) B4 Bl g5 3SRV E B 201 > FeffTam i RHE RO B IR E AR R HE S
IMH AT RE I B2 8 > HASE B R AR B 20 O SR R B 22 A PR A 7 Y FE e T s B
JiE Y R RETE

R - BRSSPI R ¢ (EREAT T SR

BEfiiT 7782 (Rubik's Cube ) j&—fEREE fy A KM =4 B E - HAMEELIHE > AN
BREA B RGENA G EE - HWRE LIEENS BTt T — @5 [ 3824 HE
BRI EF TH - NHEARBIBE IR R R - BEBEE O] - PP E - 65
R 1 F B AR TR S B 5 2 R MR AR - TE SR AR RS - (B BRIk s T A
BRI S B AIETRERE (Rl G MIE T /N ) 28122 [ R A A 5 & B 1 52 [
P BIEEIERE (FrhlE s dMAIETEESE ) RIS T 4R TAFECIE - HIHISE 35 S e B 5R S
i % (Krawcezyk, 2002; Woolgar et al., 2010 ) - ELEG 5= » BRIEE iy 7 BRAVAE T BLURAS B 77 (fluid
intelligence ) M TAFECIEA & (working memory capacity ) = IEAHER - 18 La0MIaE JIEHE
M RE R RN R S A e < RN - BEAIT T SHAII SR a8 B e T 22 AR Y 4Bl = 4k
#ERAERE ST (A0 MG e WA ) PhAE I AE S I b B 22 4 By HE E AT
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FRIBENG T BRI - RISTRACRERHY "I ) o (TR R R SR EE) il =
R BRAS i AR (R B e HE 7 20T 38 A A2 B P SR HEE - SO B B R T S e A
T R e L I B G R 2 T AR R T =X - FE F o SR E LAV [ E
A BT B B A S B R A R B B A LB ¢ (A AT AT R Y Em R AT U7 BRAARA SRS 0 5
ALEL R B S o Y B A S B R SRR - AT R B A Rl 52 S8 B R A AR
BRI HEE LA E R TR SRR A o 2R RS S AR B A B R
BE R EPREL (De Smedt etal., 2010) - EE2F R ZE8 | R REIlT /7 BRAF K B2 TR AVE
73 NEREREE A R A e B e Y BB - R B Hohh 5 B S B R i AR
PUAETEALBI BT 2R - & 22 AR sl R T 7 BRI — I AV B (o R B B[R] — e BRIY - 0 H
Fo Z e R B Ilg T SR Bl - 5 S BR B ME frh B B R Rl 7 BRAGE 1F B €0 R B Y S B A
% PR EE R BZRIVEESISHE b - WFE OB E ORI SRS - B8 T el —HR
B MEATE) — FHEIE ) IVIEER B S B REHERENGER - fInEEA%E “+FRE”
(cross method ) 87 “CFOP fi#;£” ( Cross, F2L, OLL, PLL ) H% - & ¥4 Hey isid)) Fp 51 i HA By
HAEE MR B -t BB B T e an i ~ RIS - B EEHEEAY AR —
B o [EIRFRE AT )7 SRAVERF R ] e R E RS HHIEE NS (Cornock, 2015; Davis, 1982) -
{8 BE Al U7 BRAVAR A S 80 T FAEAV B RS  HEAE FAVAERE (decomposition ) ~
FLHIAHE (rule-based induction ) EidfE G HERE ( visuospatial reasoning ) 1F & 822 [0« FT & 48
FItZ0aEE )] (Uttal etal., 2013 ) o 35 A8 BFBElo 7 SRR EUERE 45 S IERI B2 5T - BIA1E B TI6E
MRS R (IMRD) B R B2 FEE R HEEGIHTEELER - E 1 s - EBR
oA TR M B B0 S e AT B SR B o B A f4CER B (Qin et al., 2004) -
1
JBE filg 77 PR 145 [B] 88 Z 40 2 (]

Audio = Visual
Feedback

Biofeedback Loop

Measured Signal
From Sensor - Transducer

R AAEIRIEREM T BN - DI ZE R GE S - R BT E R - SR
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DS - EHANTERGTEE2AY 7 B b 10 52 A A AR IRE 110 7 BB AR T BT Ry B JE 4
R > gREHP@EESESE BN - TR HERE WA HEER - 1 H 255
EESEBENER - BUIEERH BR300 TS Ay AT e © [ RE mAYRY
B WREREREAEE | CRF RS A - ELERAY KRR IEHE - LB
B N BT AERAAMER —HEEGUE ST T (H s R S Eh Y
FERE > Ty P AMTBH B — R i 1 B R Je B R B AR A AR AR - SRACE REAE & 1 AR 2 B iy B
LEERES > BROEZEN - T AR RS 7E - R RERUR S R AT
HWYEREE  HRBIEENA -

2~ ESRBRAENFRVER

ERIBERAF RN AR o HEW S - B RBUES A - B RESE
BEREEEL ~ T - G RARIRES A RARSTEAR B 5 A B AR -
sz b~ BIELENE © S—J7| > BRI - MEELART - BHEHEEE
BRHIEE ~ EALAET I IR R VR RS2 E ST B R - BERE R IR S E T
FLEARALWIZERY T A - S G M EHIER: > SREABUEAY R - BEEGTEARBEH
B T EEAYALE - CHAERE UL ~ SRR - $E R AT B B o A
ERETREEEER -

PRI - BT AR AR THINE , H T NRE ) B9RRAIT B B AE B EAIR A - E 5
BETASUGEINET BV R BRI > HAEREREAEREERE TR RTEE
HYRBRIEEE - X > B4R H S EH BRI EEA SR ERFER R RE - (B
RETREELBH] - AN > HTTASHEENELERE AR LRIRRER - SR AT
AR ERAR - RIERIEE » R BRI TSR A R OB AR AN ER o B DB SR AR
KRR RV E IR A2 2K B W —FERE R T 2 S A R BE -

Bt > fEEE H iR R E A - R RREREEEFRNVERBFHRE > BM
SRS RN T R PR > R A PRE S AR RSB RI AR VAT - IS TARIT 0 A RE I/
e AR ERE T L - Bl AT ~ JEE AN H T B 28R AGRE 5 51T
Rtk - TCHISAE B B8 5 s FE (R Al G B LA B8 ZE Pl I Ty sk - SRR 32— T A )
IR A B R R A R R I PE T B - DU AR e e 2248 T BT, BB XA e -
A AL - AP RE E IR MR B2 A0 17 B 22 R R A DR AR A o B PR A AR A ~ SRR 122
RIS SRR SR E R IRE - W — PG E AR RN ABEE T -

B~ BERREERE RIS B

Fo 710 & _E A0 BT H SRR 8 R Y B2 BRI E AR Y FR0K - (i RS B LR i 72
AR Ry e B B E L RIRAV B Ss - BIRThREMEMLIRIE R (functional magnetic
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resonance imaging [fMRI]) - [ETEfgfFii (positron emission tomography [PET]) ~ ff 5 &l

( electroencephalography [EEG] ) ~ #T 41 %4} ¢ 5% 4% ( functional near-infrared spectroscopy
[fNIRS]) » DA &S sl iy (AOaSEER BRI [tDCS] 5 BEALKERATI [TMS]) -

TR A BRSO LI SN AR ER - EEUEHIMR &ML - EIEZIhEE
MRS R, (fMRD) BLIEFErEgfmi (PET) (HRIERSEAYARER S {KP% (Raichle & Mintun,
2006 ) - {3401 E& 1 a8 TR B R I S A A LA R - HEUs MR A hn LAEEEE (Raichle
& Mintun, 2006 ) - 7555 SR iy - WFFEE 1 DUBI 22 B2 A AE T R R IR0 i S i U L - 2R
MR ZR BP0 MY (A LR B B R R AR (o0 - DHREMERS & 52 U A Lh A fm s 2 5 4k
HFEHEEE LN EER > ERB R HE RIS 1% K440y o] 821k

(Supekar etal., 2015) - % # 75 b5 fly - W95 O @ P LB LR ~ B HER - RBUER
B B AR RN EME R - RESPTE S AT &8 T s b R el B - 5] 500 e {0 TH 35 BT B 2l % )
Y BLE R BMHRE (Dehaene et al., 2004 ) - 8 865 flg R B MFTHH — Rt - (R A 2= 2
BAEFHEEEFER TN R EEANERE  EREEER - 178 E BRI B
HET T HLE R SE R VB AT AE

tEah - JER AMERY RS DO RE BB lr A B8R & ( EEG) FOATALAM KRS (INIRS ) R
Y - BT IAZBEER © BiE LZENE AT AT RSO sk RIS S8 - NMEAR
R ERF A E AR & o E AR T AL [ElEE (Neurofeedback ) Il 4F » 77 & I &2
BRER A BRAR [T AR HLEL R 5 1% AIA AT 4T A1 B 0 i B & sy 1 84 >\ AE
BB E R N EP 24 EH IR HY KBS S E (Ferrari & Quaresima, 2012 ) » ELFAAAHEIE H 72
BE G DR B A A BR B T B YR B~ w0 & ey B L B R R AR B R RE (Ferrari &
Quaresima, 2012; Kovelman et al., 2009) = %01 » BHFEH5H, - FELERERRANT A2 HY 0 R
g BTt TEEARGIEERANE S o FOEE F 8 » BRI A% S A2 dE
E #1727 (Borghini et al., 2016 )« B 7 & 0 T H » 1458 58 858 g 20 €8 BH B R BRI (tDCS )
BLEC RN (TMS ) JRIZM# R 82228 5% B st st WA TREE TR &
DR G B P2 T ) 22 8 R T ot B B e AR R B URU S » e R IZR 3] (Kadosh et al,,
2010) » B FIHEAY LS ET ( Neuromodulation ) FEiig /M2 MR ABCE T - BIAN&EEH EOR &
R (tDCS ) BRI 8 #2 AH e W ey B B8 1 - A i 72 S5 B TR S i LU & /Y tDCS ]
I B B B F AR IR RE T - HACR AR H 2 A (Kadoshetal., 2010 ) - JH{1
o ST EERER T R HO R o 45 S R S R B 4% [ B )1 SR Y 1) 25 B S T B L = BRI
FIRAY 7% )] ( Hashemian & Hashemian, 2015 ) o

EETENE - HATZ BT 58 R i 5 A 48 o M B N B sk at - R R
BRI 4 B W FE AR B i A (R B AR LB R R s 2 1R e ME BT M - 4D » i
R FE RTINS BB A~ & BB TR TS EERE » CEEGEHEH)
STEM HFBERAFEEE AT R [~ BEHESFHEGENRE - 2B ENAE I IR
SKANBCREERZ T2 W B 223 VLA [ Y B 2 e B hh S HE S BE 7 - L[St 5
SR B R AR A TR B B2 sE B A B oK = Ay A 2 o AT B SRS B 12— i - AU - RAREEREE
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Ay HE R E 2 R ISR E2 P 2 B A A AR ) SaT o B A RE B Y 2 AT %6 #HE
B EAG AT THIBS A B R B -

h ~ BERFEMEN SRS R 2 RES

AR B B B SR S I T T L H i R BIFE B B W s N EE S B 2 — -

SIS IS R RO AR R & T ES I AZE RS » W50 3 115 A5 S0 frfe sth B g 22 4 A S 22
2, 3] R A (] B = B T 14 A F &k 45 ( De Smedt et al., 2011; Grabner, 2022; Grabner & Ansari,
2010; Yu, 2023; Zacks, 2008 ) - {541 » FHECREEHY T A & 0] 2 Br 2 A0y 28R AE - 5
HE— TR ENE AR AT E - DURE A B FER A E K EE LR TRK (Stavy &
Babai, 2010; Yu, 2023 ) » ZA[f] » {E (&SR EL B ER 2 S BE S Y R ARG B - BT 2 oe BRI
SERRIY - EEILIESHEEEFEGRA S ERE ERAVEND - THAFEE R BRI
s AT E IR L B F R AR B S RIYPREL - HEREEEERE - 28 8RE
B ENER eI S8R BEHEREE R EBIHSFEE R %% (Bowers, 2016;
Clement & Lovat, 2012) -

R AL » AT EE R aS R 2 B B T s [ A 132 W (B i 92 SR I - [P R 2
FITR & &y R ] DA 26 Wi {8 S8 38 2 eI i 1 5 - B1FE Anderson 5 A (2014 ) 74 ( International
Journal of Science and Mathematics Education ) HiF|4R#EAVEET] o [T ( ZDM — Mathematics
Education) HF|RIEFEEREH =AET] » 47 F]H Grabner B Ansari (2010); De Smedt £
Grabner (2016 ) : Leikin - Grabner i Vogel TH&T 2026 4RI 8577 A 1 S8 FHE2 1 S0 22 22 2
HREVIFFTECSR © Anderson % A (2014 ) 4F#EAYE I L1 E A IR BB MR T8~ 22 4B i
FERZ FP YRR AR FE A - Grabner B Ansari (2010) EHIBREEABEEERE T - Ui 17 10
R » PRETA [EIF R g R B2 FE ROt 7K 28 B2 A Y B B2 R 0 B L K VE B AV AR BRI - LS
NEIMS > ZEFTFEERIURANESE > 4] Menon (2010 ) £E5 5 H ) B KNS & 55 2 7
FIRRIGE 5 TRA =R e EUE R B HEFR E AR - (U120 Bornemann %2 A (2010) W52 =wd K1 AE
JIEE AR ANl S LR R - A/ DB FE iR B A PR B BRI 2S - B4 Stavy il Babai (2010)
PRETER AR A B P BB (A0 — 2B ek %) FEIAVEEHA R AR o L 55 P 5 A Ay e 4
Bl 2 R DhRe RIS R (fMRI) BATRE AT ALY E R (INIRS) « FLjAiE Eeif ot
ESLAH BF SZRA (BB > Grabner 81 Ansari (2010) 45 (1 82 208 BRI B2 B S TP IVEE G
% GRS S EERER - EEsET N BE TG AITTE - DU B 7 i T 1 = P 8
BERRE 2 FE R BRBE M RTRE -

HF1% > (ZDM — Mathematics Education) FE 1 fFH De Smedt B2 Grabner F4RHYE
FI o G HE A T 5 A = e AR B2 P AE 2R AH SR P U 8% HY A 9T ( De Smedt & Grabner,
2015) 0 4R B @ gEHE#E (neuro-understanding ) ~ X TEMN| (neuro-prediction ) EHHZL 1
A (neuro-intervention ) » Forfr » " (i ZCH 2 | 5 15 FY 1o 48 h B2 il 2k AR B 40 ] 1S B2
FERenVRIEs - R A @ RV F IR FRAR T &S TEH  RURBEE A Aol B it S s (R

4B
1 &
‘—:’LL‘:
oy
S



116 EEBHEFEAT ¥ 12 %% 18R

SR A R AR B A I 38 B R L s /1 ARYSIE 5 1 T a8y A RIERET 2l F K
Mg a et st W 2 E N E B AR - W7 205 e 2B B S R R O P R Y
THARAG4E -

De Smedt 1 Grabner (2016) f5H1 » 2HAHEPIek A % Wit LRSI 9% 15 0 Bl 2 et
A o FERZEN AT - BT —H S E S EE N B R B BN [F] o [E HH P 5 Y B R
FREEE Ry %ot o B > Obersteiner 81 Tumpek (2016 ) 72 i HRENFL fig £ 5T 70 B LL BT 75 » Babai
FAN (2016 ) Al AEfE &0 ERAEB T - SR (H R S IH B Y 24 B IE R 52
Z - EHWRHREENEREENEENS - B Leikin A (2016) HEAHSEFHRBEEMD

(ERP) PEETIIAZE J 725 () B AL A B 22 SRAR B 2 1] g R PR A2 Y B R 5[5 5 F¢ Waisman 55 A
(2016) HEHRGERE (EEG) &Rl oA E2 A i 2% {n ik TH R I Y 28 0 HE B R AR -

Grabner (2022) }» (Cognitive Mathematics Handbook ) H F4RE =0 NE » AT

BERAE BRI A S R RS © H— R R T 2 B I E B Re R AR

('Vogel, 2022 ) 5 H. 7 Fy 7y S pn FRAY (AP0 HIELBE (Worthaetal., 2022 ) 5 H. = Ry BB aE /6l

I AY{E A 72 52 ( Caviola et al., 2022 )3 I B 22 45 i 0, B B K ELBRE ( Pizzie, 2022 )
B R B B2 B &8 50 A J57% (Kucian & Cohen Kadosh, 2022 ) « - ft S| B
TEAELEEL - AOZEET RGENE TR E S AT - 2 E R B
SR ER S IR R B 58 JRe 0 G Al & il P T B Y PR R B R AR 52 5 1|1 o 91400 » Clement
Bi Lovat (2012) Ef5H > MR RIHNFE(LEEH EEREE A 15 —K
HLER 5 Ansari B Lyons (2016 ) A5G » 7 — P PR 1 & B 2 Gl Bess st A
FSCER Sl P e 4 HE A TRV SR AR (S 72 FE 3R -

FEH R EE 25 K& (International Conference of Mathematics Education [ICME] ) HYJ&EH
st o Leikin (2018 ) s CLEREER 208 A R0 AT 7T B 30 S0 1o &5 B2 v B 85 B2 i 34 A A 1
W% o e s M ERE I AE I 9T B AR ~ BUR TR - Froo ey ReE - oS8 - ekt
BLUERLEE ~ (EFHAYIHTE TR ~ FrakativiE®s - URGHESE RAVIEREE T H SR EER - 5Lk
7 52 AR o PR (b 58 RIS 2 R DR B RV AE 2R - 140 - MU FREI S - BEEE T YRR
TR E R NE IR BT B T MU B M SRATRASREE YA ST R
BN BREEUAPE R S ERNE - RA DB IRET SRS EEE N A - Leikin B
75 LB LR - 2 B HY A {18 <2 $5 b 28 SHISR 2 FET Y 22 8E » 30 F5 HH R SEIR R 2K T 2% ) 38 FE Y U7 [+ -
B EAEZEY (ICMD) RS EHERE TR EREBERE (SR -
IR BB R R AV RS I AR ) RS (Leikin et al., 2024 ) » #E—2 L BHEZ GHIOR 2K
SRR M -

HireBms » ek EEEHEEE A RCREHB AR 2R L EFEE - 2
VB R - 7F 108 SRR R B E M AL AT =T » B ERMGEER AR
EEBIEBFRRIIE £ - PN AR R ERT (LR (Sudrez-Pellicioni etal., 2016 )
S22 TR M B 2 e TV G ERA (% (Cheng & Mix, 2014; Mix, 2019) - A B Al B A E
PR B ) H G AT 2R B 85 5 SR AU JT 22 i BT -
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Bz ~ 55 Al SRRV SR 2ETRE © #8h=\ BC1
RERAENERER

#eEh= BCI & 2 By th &K .45 (central nervous system [CNS]) JEEFMEMN T H » H
B f S S S e R s At m ] R~ (A - BEOR ~ T EE Y HA ER R R ARy
fri (Wolpaw & Wolpaw, 2012 ) » #¢ &= BCI #yH: o — 1 & ZEHTE 5 [0 QI 2 A1) FH B 05 &
AECPETEH Z s\ E B SR FIFIE BIRBE (Arico etal., 2018; Belo et al., 2021; Dehais et al., 2019;
Khan & Hong, 2015)

TEBR AR ST 812 E A R A m BLE FI L2 BV E T - el R DU &SR B iz 0
A Eh=C BCT £41i - 456 AT AT RGO Sz ny RING o A B Al - W JE B BT R A i
I EZEME - TR EEE B2 o BIER - DI B — BRI

W BT - SEATVUIETS ABCD th > 43ES AE 1 BF 43 Bl 57 £ BAD F1 2 CBA {1
S48 0 H L AED =25° ¢

MR$E L lidE B &0k - T4 EETE o 2 IR -
(1) 2 EAD = 15°

(2) 2 EAD = 25°

(3) L EAD = 65°

(4) L EAD = 155°

TRIZRE H EXNI& ERY 2B - 7T PRS2 e B AR S R IE TS 25 Fy (2) L EAD =25°¢
DI Ry W fE2 A A E (o FH O AR REL SRS

FRRESRER— -
B2z T8t BA - AE LI ED FriRkAY T Z BUE | - K% BANED - fRIEPISE A E
1S/ BAE =/ AED = 25° XK / BAD Wifa V4345 AE 4% » ~/ BAE =/ EAD >
g 2~ EAD = 25° -
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fERESRES —
M BAD = 2x - HIH PAFVEI M E 5 ~ ADE = 180°— 2x » LA ~ AED =25° 5 |
FHA\ADE fHNf > A -
ZEAD+ 2 AED+ ~ ADE =180°
x+25°+ 180°-2x = 180° = x = 25° >
ir ~ EAD = 25° -

It i {91 REL 0 FH S R A RE A D R 2 (M B R SR > — (1R H AT DAFE FR R (S A #E 3 5 =
RGENEE - EHELITTHENERZE THEAR GBI E R E - iRt T84 L [aEH
fR PR RS E - BB ER A EWNME T L - B4R R R A B A
PR > I RIES E VR R > R SR 2 S E R AR

ZAIM - IR EPRAVEERES T B E T A RS B A i e 4 B R & S A B H IR
HEDLZR AR B2 AR AT R AR A TR ST B PR T () R SR > DL IEE 3 AR o o R A B0 K R AR Ry fel
75 TR FY PR A (R 15 2 Al DA RS WY 38 22 A Y 22 T IR B - B o5 B i 2 4R 22 A JE 5 i AR iy 3
FRECE R o I E R E ROFPE S A Ry 2570 - LB AR W RE(E N E B IS 2 K (2) »
s REEE LA - RE 5 AN 4 HE 1 R H R S 28 ol HERE AR

FIE L &l RETIRHEE RN N IR E P B ECE a8 H =T 1 R R
BB A A Bt R (decomposition ) BAEEf# (recomposition ) 24/ [EJE » #E—F FHEHR
B AL (visualization ) [&JF 2 FEjAY 56 (T 148 - 648 F 28 Se (B TP RCA ST R A SR o 26 fn
e B AL K 2 YRR A R AR - EE R B EaE AU B I B A AR Ay
FEHL . RIS B O E AR HL » SME B S BRI R ER HUCMG HY 3 1 K 3
# 5 A —%E BB ER E 20 M E TR A [E W B P RO IE T A [F] 28 1 E HY
HESRE o BhAb > B R B L iE 8 K 22 [ TAESCIRRE T A RUETE - DAYERFAIRIE
Ll T R 2 FE Y 25 [R5 - G HETT BN REAY.O G e B A iR o (E RS TR 2 L 2 4
T E T DAURE RN B P HIR RSB R - FIRHRR A L2 B & - 5T
et BB ISR  MERLEE A BN R B MY - TR B2 A A%
I RE R RE R TN EE A A E B & > (S ETARGEE (Duval, 1999; Waisman et al.,
2023; Weckbacher & Okamoto, 2014; Zykova, 1975 ) - [L4) - (& A8 1Y [E T E A LEIE 0] 5552 2
FefAE - MEEREEREE (FlnEfE)  fEEEEAEE TFLESE) 1Y
W o ERNRAEREEREREELSMIENZLHE - IR ERKRIERSE > LH
#eEh=( BCT Kl T2 (i B W B) 2 I -

LLELB Iy £ (o] R RE P ) - S22 0V JRRE SRl B H h AB - AE F ED P EITRRHY T Z
PEZE - #EmE2E It E EATRE 2RI NS A MEE - 280 - & B At ey & B e 4
S ER AR R AT ARV LAY N SE A B T A P = 2 - NIt - B4 R AL B RE A ZOt I H IE
DR o RS IR AR SR SRS @ (40 AB ~ AE FIED ) MR LUEFT AR %%
Al 005 (mental imagery ) (41 @ NEEAME ~ PATIUEPMWE ) » BIEHEGAEHAE
AL DA A 2 P AR FEAY 28 (n PR - B A R AV R Bl g T DL R B S P Y B
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EER o IR AR T AR LR B > R SR SR E e Eh = BCI TR GBI st iy E
BLRTAE © B3 o i B2 AL AR RE IR AL AU P A SR A A - A e SRR e sth 4R BB A AR R B R
T HEHERRIIRRE - HE— 20 Sk B H o Bk H A RIS R R R

*AEP T HEFA R THEOS PR
= S e

.
\68

7

REP EE A FEh e X BCT » w8 =0 BCT R 75 (50 A & T 8l 2 A2 7 e AY SR 52
EINESRIEE 38 S IE - (2 a8 B A (E B 1 B AR AR R fan = el e
TH45IRAE (Zander & Kothe, 2011) « 75 flR5 P 4 8 =0 BCTRf Hll 3 & FE R #05 S35
REARTEHE AAHBTENEE T ETRE  HiERESEEEEEE HAEEWNL
&R -

ERENEEREBNHFZHANER » ESEEERF S ES - BHHEREMT
( Event-Related Potential, ERP ) 1y P300 f{ 53 48 HELF B I ERIVECE & TAFsC B
Frimi2 A% VIS (Polich, 2007 ) < JTHARYIRSCHE— 20 H5 ) » BB AR 1 M/ TR ER [ R g RE
I BRSO YR [E) ERP B Sy (40 N200 82 P300) REA RN S B A2 22 T HERE ~ JE = )48
PR AR A FENIENRAFERE (Awhetal., 2000; Salillas et al., 2008 ) = [H i - FfTHA]
DIAEHEN - B T AR RE P YRR SRR AP B (B4R vI RE AE BB R i B v & 7 nu A
W ME o DLl %% ol RO REA AR E S (5] > B B2 AE B TDE% A B T Z PR E - 28T
BT ABCD (YAl FF1 Ky 180 5 - S DLO G ERR 77 R 7 88 7 B T e s > &
AT B & 71 FC SR B8 A AR E Y EEG Jf7 T RFE » 225 18 SEAR N 0 M KRR RS BER, Sd » 45
B ANTEE (AD) FT#ETISREALLE - 5 E RIS — B LA R R A -
FEiEERA > GEYiE=0 BCIET - (0] JE A B 24 i SR i R A2 - iF
ZEA R AR T REEE D X TER ROV HET B o PUREAE A ISR B T R AR L
R EES REOA RBGES A (LLM) EEKESCARISFTER T B S EE LR >
B AR A R B R S -

it > FPTFTHE 2 A wi B =\ BCI Rl & FE IE A i 22 08 B35 vl REAFAE & 2 Y PR EK -
i Cu PR ER B FE O BB o AR P RN - N EE RS R RO RS = R > DUREE
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BEBHSGE N I Ro a2 BB a2 [ F EH Y E B NFE (Beaucheminetal., 2024 ) -
It REARHIIHZE TAF 0 E R A BB ER T EOR 88 73 A D7 VA AV B e MR B RS e 1 T AR
[&)Z AR E SRR A A G R0 E A -t BRI BB AR W R T R R
TSR R RSN ZR - F RS EHEME A 28I BCI RirAVEfg - Wakst BN iRIFaE
MEERA T HE 24 - AR LR E A BRIt g AR EETE R 2 F -

75 B =0 BCT Rl A DURK Rz Py FERRE A il BB FE 4 R AR Y > FRAMSE Ry BE Ry ZE 2
FieftEr iR B BLE A T E o iSEEr N 7 A AR B PR B AR TR Y ([ A LA
B2 ENHUIEEYE - MASEMEEETHSHEYE > 2HRSEEERIGE - b HE
A BRI RN B4 7 FOETT IR S R R AR AU BT R [E] o R A
1y 55— E EEE RN R PR ATHE B RIR AL - B AN EER S B2 4 ETE AR
B OE) - BEERTRZMEA - LB E TSGR EY - EEAN RS
BB R R KR A R EE S — -

WEEA "REZR ) 2 BSOS AR TRV o SRS IR A
BRI EN B AEMRAMERE - BEA=THK » QEERIEEERE TPt R A 5H
% (Mullis et al., 2020; Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development [OECD],
2023 ) > [ 5B ER A AR BB NI RS B B EEL - AN BEEE R RIRE L
B BERSET  BREERIVEEARE - HATLERZ 28RS - FEREE I RIEE
RATBLREIE i TR - A T AEZEEA » K5 BN 0SS EH TR
i - EMBEEGEEARERF ZRVEERA -

BB MR B SR 22 B T ARV SR RE & - S RE i — 20 K iE e o e
HRAEHRS » Frhl R MER RN EHEE IR ASAEET - R BBERE R Y%
B o ARSCRT R4S S BN A% /I (passive BCL) B\ TR E MY A2 B ]
e THERTYE - AR MBS SRR S VR AR T

FE IR ER - AMERETRIC AN 2 A 2 H B EIE - 27 E L HEA 2
MEMEBLE M - EAERERER " AEWERIE ) SIS - R 2 BRE g M,
fir » B eREEELR AR BRI R » EIEEREEAFMEER -
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