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Aolx, ol# & Zatm| o] o)Al

FERAE AN HH Wgo) A8 WA
EASA Ho] FEUEL 2442 & WA "rke A
olt.

2274 Budzynski®(1973)¢] A7 dAE EMG lo)
o9 FRFANoRE HEd 4 glvh sty
2t FPAEANA vloledew FHst HHEA
(home practice) ¥ $A10 AAIR 7] W&ol Hlo]o e
W e ade} o|EHAT AlolE BT giv}
2 & 5 A7) W&otk Blanchard, Young2
1974). Cox&(1975)o0 Al EMG vlo] sl =w Fa}
A GMEA o]PFH( cue
training) 3 B4 EA EFH(cue controlled breathing
method) & EAdl HAE Roljth. Kondo®} Canter
(1977)& EMG diojoulzy] FHute] Aaaneg ¥
71 st PHEFEE AAS e AdF=wgg
feedback group)™ AAI =N Y H( false {feedback
group)oll Al Blol @ slowl Fawkg AMA|3IYch 1 4
I A= cte] B ¥ 59 g} o glA #
astgrh o] AT A= EMG vlele e iy /e

g AR Aotk 2y AT =W 3ol ’~]
ERE el A g8 olfE 3R] vjo| oW m
F3EA W JFolt dPHANE LA ARy
TE Utk E Fddeadyde] APz aHE Ry
O3 et d¥ate]l A Q1R1H A of Al
#goz A dad  AH(Holroyds, 1984 ;
Kanfer, 1970).

old ArAA R FEA R AE] oW g
A FAA) BHstx] ¢t o (Turk. Meichenbaum®
Beaty, 1979), & ©] 993 A+7} 9831} Andrasik
5, 1982a). 221§ d7E A8ME oJekEFdEa T, ¥
a2 a7aq, dAgae as, Axsey g
ol i B =4 FHa EAFGY 4452 a4
dof grh.

2 A7dME EMG vol ezl Ede AAEe

Soll i ske q F&8UEL $Ms] EMG vt
olemEMFAYte) HAEN 1A FHol XgHE=
7He ASE el shel 21 A9E B8 EMG #ho] &
e Fdo] AAHE 7122 (Holoyd s, 1984)%

Tackson,

controlled  relaxation

( true

AEd Bela o

asy AEAA A AgaHr dosle ol g
EMG vl 2 A= FR 7 Eed Ay AST EMG &
TrEE TA%E 7l S5 AU st 24
T A8 B4 3 Aoz & g Wi Eaxo)
o aYEg Y FEXNEE A AES EMG
vloje e FHEE AN Ao g eBFA4 S 9
F871 flaiA = EMG 853 59 AxAlole #7
AEE dobie Hol "o 3vHTumer? Chapman,
1982).

a9 oAl 7x] Bad EMG %% 548 &7
Abolo] BAE L AT AT YEE BolR g3 9l
UHEpsteing 1978; Cox®} Freundlich® Meyer, 1975:
Budzynskis, 1973; Peck} Kraft, 1977 : Nuechterlein$}
Holroyd, 1980; Philips, 1981).

%, Budzynskis(1973)2 0.99) 5& 4#L Hgo
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EMG &%& ougAl d59dgods 7381 559
Nrave g
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o WstEe FA8t F ool BAE F&3
e 2 EMG 880 2710 gashs o)
dAglol Andrasik® Holroyd(1980)9] dE 2% %
So| 745 om, Philips(1981)44E B £5o0]
Has A e GdT St s gt ojdd Ag
HEL2 EMG vlelevewlEHo 7R udo] 44y
olof & vt Holroyds, 1984). 2t 130
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nejefol & AL Zh A9 dPHAelt. Andrasik
7} Holroyd(1980) A 7& AF9) EMG &%9 F7h4
AAEEE e A @ 59 dho mekA AE
el oo} A 7A3tg 2ok 136 vlo] o= 7y
M Hojd Fapst REY Hiel & JTE vgE

H(Holroyd$®} Andrasik, 1977)& eis] £ #Havt )
L}. Z gl Feizdo] vl € Philips(1981)% A
FARANE gure Axrt Aotk

712 Philips(1981)e1 A 24 FES4E Mishe
ez ze AEA
1962)8 @21 e d7Ede g Tl ved
ol Mk Lt ‘F%"ﬂ e FEZF ed e d%
Eoly E¢38 F%E(mixed headache)ojztil
¥ N FFeg #R3dd. 28d 2
FEo] opd EFE FERA EF EMG H}C’]o—":’i‘u‘
o g 13 Z¥r} 4t Basmajian, 1983). L=
DA T22 A @shs EMG vojesj=w 7y -&
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g sapE ol A A “}°]£ﬁ\‘:‘v’fuﬂ7\]«] H#7F ol A=
(Mitchell®t Mitchell, 1971) 334 52 2l

B glpol M oleigt sl 58 %*ﬂ"—?} el A
MHET EMGY %8 571 U4, 52
glo] @ ol g AASIL T1o) WE
£ grisle 7134 FEXFA H5 EMG 358
B}A 7= ek o] e R mAe B4 A
= g o gl

39 dedog FEo| U AHE AN
FEo] gl A B Hlsle] Bolgitta A, o
2hA A ZolHg s g ofE Algo] FFol
8 Holztm vl oA £ vk 9AH g
{Blanchard®} Andrasik 1982a). Andrasik’s(1982b}2 #1
A FEQ ANFEE B Ao FAdetd
Frolnlgt o7 9l&-§ BuLskrh

2ol My upol o=l F i HFo] HAutd
AHE dalste] uto) Qul =W FHo) uwpE JAHagle] ¥
3% detraa st

olAe] ATEAS goraty vhei pul

ru\n. rE.

24, vl

2224 A (ad hoc committee,

o szgolgleh,

ol TS HANE wx £EAE 577} A
& AATE dolnn, A, FEXNE AW UH
I AREFHE AFE EMGC 85558 $55E §3
S ARRIE oy, AR FEAR Gvol wakA

AAWele Wsrl YErte otuud .
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(Blanchard, 1978)& dA18le}. 1% FFo) F 33|04
olm NAYFEFoIHL AAAE 5FNA AU F
& HAAE e 2 EA bk Adel FeAH
v},

ol FAAH FAHE offet £l

1) F50] 59 33jo|4 A7} 2) W] B %
o} i BE HF( {fore head) A Al &ET} 3) 55L&
g MeAE sl Fgd A He Rl 4) B30l
Adatale o 28 A4&HT 5) AERE 2 FF
4} %% (muscle contraction headache}o]2til {2
o] 37 olde] sigE ook S
Aol A=A g 2k
) 8ol vl AA(HAIA A|ZA o, S5

2o 33 gheke] ofeg)e] ok 2) F2 #g
kHE Uk B3o) glt), 3) 7SN HEES A
1= Abgol i) 4) 884 % vascular headache)®l
Agol Atk 5) A A FFo] AR
8) £%& BE 72| ARG &
Frh2~8AIZE HY oA Abhich).
oje} & WE el oA Aejd A2 5352

o0E %

o] BA) A Ay WFNAE 257G FEFH
71 % 4 ( baseline) & 471 &) FELAE 7153t =

2
il 2FEte FEY 71EL Budzynski 1973) 94
e walo g SELY( headache intensity)E A4S}
vzt Alabgl ghe] 0.3018kQ1 9w dEHNA A4
Zlem, olu} A ) E Alghe gHo|Uch wEhA Hef 3
ibell A Agabgel s Ag Sz AdE g4

ol FolM Agel HASA e Aol
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39go|Si7] w ol ¥ Ay FIHY Abgdd 298I
i, 49 2% vbd Abghe 43olith 43 vk
AHEE F 2190 |3, 33 AN Hd RS
U.54 BF F5¢ 9P dFE 27400

£ 7

YAz Ry 248 AL F5o W g 2]
B3 o) $EUAG AFS 144EE 2R A
S EMG %544, 2810 42 S4% ¥4 18

1 YA S Folth

2429 7] 549 H -8 Budzynski(1973) 9} Blanchard
(1978)9] EAl wgch FELAE 0—54 Hmol n}
g Axe F5o thEt AR selfreport) BH 28
o] F0]z AUt A

AF2 V458 E $A%7] 48 EMG 53¢ 938
A& LAFAYETTE Model 76623—M EMG H=& A
£3g9 e 332 LAFAYETTE Model 76409 EMG
ZZ7) amplifier)l S ok = F4 EMG 12
UE(S EMG Moniter)& %314 LAFAYETTE Mod-
el 76406 Basic DC/AC %782 ddsd ¥ EMG
( raw EMG)% £3% EMG(integrated EMG)E EA¢l
#3d ¢ AxE 2

712%%7|(basic amplifier)?] &% % Wz
24¢ 5ok gves W (buffer), st BIR7E A
HAA HYlA H=ES B £8E EHFEE ¥
o] 1z, & b W A A/DUAMEHE T4
A ofE AFed A3 EMG 8%& FAR 7%
e slof glvkh,

Agvlwr)e 7125 %719 £ oot 44 Y
et A 29 1 FES HIATE e, &
ahte] WAL 7] 2FE7]9 ¥ vl A Al
¥ 328 2¥she otk & Y EEY} Yoy
W 4299 gole 2358 EolAA Ho Utk

o] 9ol N % @A Andrasik®d Holroyd(1980) 91 4}
AA G AAERE oA ARSI

T EREGEAE BAH(1978)E o &3

o

3
72 HRAE AN 2FAERY FEUAS

71&8 ¥ FEHE5}0.30142 Al JeEAd 9
& WA o e 4939 A4 "k 28y o
o] A= W FEeAol A 3G 28
I APggo] AFH7] Mol EAEAAAE HAY
o}
APAEL 682 TAH e d dloleyzH
o] AAle 159 28Rt 3] anE AL
£ B1(Kondo®, 1977)° &3 of 5 1~23] AAIfs=
ol Z} A3 of 458 0] AR HTE 64159 HYo] BT
Bud, 238 54 EiAe Bl NI REAME
AAIEIL, A 23 E S ARl FRYATY rIYEe
7174zt 22 AEER U1Y ojfd F4d
T follow-up) & AA &) ojuls K thA] 235t 5
EdAE 7IYEEE .

Ag el AAlz= i JD F 30y FADoA AAs
o A #3 pAHd AAe ok 2

4 Azt el EojeW dEgol ¥4
ZAstn Fiolrt 1 B e YA #z,
AgAE dga Holl gl ofF 158 59 3§
717t adaptation period)©] Utk ©] 71zt FF EMG
A (electrode) g F &3, RFse WL ¢4
AT LR AFT BHAE g && V1§ EWirtA A
Fol g A=g wHY 2.5cmyol ol FYl 7
FH3(ground electrode)-& EITE olnf 71EHF 3
oz o] "FAteldl= 1A 7HEFY] At A Bt
o] % 15%o] A#3tH 3§-F< EMG 85§ 7153,
7122 Fg e Aol A dAlge, ofF¥ S=Wgl
o] W3] EMG 8% & &4de Aozt o]fo] J
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EMG 8%&4x7} drt

t}gol = thA] 3RE9te EMG ©% 71871t
ot 2y F4717 EMG 23713 apaviA 2 o
zWe Foix)7] gtk a8y F4713% EMG &4
o= dal FHA AG( tral)ol A FEE AANEE
F8 222 oghd e TEC REE AN
ol o) 71F-& A7 FAFU7IZE 1 (self control train-
ing period [} EMG A7} Hrh

ol v 3RERG F=o] AAEE 7)) AUrt
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2 H=dg 2Es £ E%‘:Ela}l%l—lt} 2¥e g4l
2 7R AU 2t #& RAE g 3
9 28 UFFE] ¥ AL s,
Aol & g Anghid
T 427 A8 B4 e RAe IF VFeEel o
£ ol F5o] gl& s} #E FEdv 2e
2 489 2ol IFAY s x4 L.
gtz AAg) o] 7|7l EAE EMG 2% 3A e
slo] o s =W EA ¥ 7]7H control training period)
o] EMG &5 &3 A7t ¥t} o]u 9] 7]he 384 63
A AE,

olzl g o g 3% Febe 7] FA FH /T
( self-control training period} & THAl T2 o]wj 9]
AA B g3 Z2rh “AFHE JEFLE o
ZojA A FgUTh @A 2xz AUE EHFUS
u 287F B2A gAY 2Ele) golvt dobdd WA
g zds BAA L8 D AA g, oldd Y€ 2
§ ¥EFF9 EMG #4A= AIEAEFAVIL
( self- control training period I1)8] A X7} €rh o
2% AZFEA S Blanchard(1982b), Teders(1984)& w
gk

ol# 8t Ay H e} AN EL A ERL AA| A
HAte] 7 aglsg AAs AsA (Johnson, 1975 ;
Kanfer, 1970)2} Feo] SdsiAl A &8t w2 2
JEzs BF AST §55ES
otz 2EE goh adv AN ze =gl 4
ol me} g Folcrh

upeis thes ge 47 fHde] FAATh

* A5 EMG 8% % FaarleE A o) v
& Budzynskig-(1973)9] 2ol W& Aoz ze] A
2 EMG 8% §9¢ Sowg wer
2 EMG #%% Fvh7e A o] e
& Pale) AFT NF4EN vE e seg O
di Agoz A A% 7o) Yol W 9. &
glel ol 7} FoplE A7t 4

Fol wold® A28~ 229 Fol

B3 A s

* A

HARre — A =Yl i
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A A4

7h ol A v} FoA A Wk e Al
AEe DFPER FVF WL VEOIE R
Ase W55Ee wold Gk

* AT EMG #5& §#4/7e HD | o I
2 o|AAR] ALEEhe M F B Budzynskis, 1973,
Philips, 1977)3 BU3HA =49 %2 e
718 £ el A AN slew g =5

7 gAFch 18nE ANY HED BEFTE W

A7 A BEa A4l old AR BFFES 2
g fAT e FJde] ok
* 7] 29 3h A recording group) | AP A

7} glo) ©s] FBUAE T 559 W] sty
Bagk e Jdeldh o Joe AAA AFE o
o o} vpA| 2 Al F] & vpd gfd] {2 EMG 859 A%
& 233 ez 498 v

HEAES 444 2331 H¥F8€ 23237
A FEAAE AL 7Yty dYFEF viE Fol
HAAE FpdFoA thAl 235 71948 €. 7
98 FEUAE AY H23EG 7Y FRAE VI
4 ( baseline) &% 33 * X ¥ post-treatment)ll 7]%)
3 2geke] 2HAE 74 Fudd vagezA 43
ol HA&ang vwsA

FEYAAME 619 TSR Ao, de
#H21-2 Blanchard(1978) 9 Holroyd(1977)9] r4]-& i
goh 2 wel e ohgd o

1) 5% 8% ( headache activity) : (¥
Aot 1 ol ol& A5 FH)

2) ME( frequency) | 1FYEN FEo] HAEH A
S2M ol FEo] HAF o|f thA] 5o A 9
72| & 1882 s,

3) AA 717 total duration) :

SAE)X(1F

ol ke A AL

4) 5% oFs}7)17H elevated duration): 80l ¥
7\ E FERLEL 20140 HH AT

5) HE A 5{peak intensity) - 17UF H12 £
e Bk

6) B 7% (mean intensity) ¢ FEEEE A4
ke g e gk Folrh

T FEAg a%g ¥R gotdr] 98 Phi-
Lps(1981)8) Ak (AW F2EF-HAF F
45) /AN FEEEXI00(%))) w2 FEEE 7
EE HAERZ FAEAT
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e WFES A (F(2,15=134, p>.05)°]%
i, £ gete) $5e Yol st #lakEA g
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vlol o sl M Al Tho| A, A3 9} Aol whE A
E2 EMG ghel wsdde B3 2k

£ AREDNA EMG uto|emzwlg HAgozs
7t Are) Al Alsvh Hago] meE W5 EMG
B2 9w gl WA AENE dotr g st}
Awe gplitplot test2A A3 ( trial) # A3 ( session)
7h wbE s A7 e vpol e m =l gl Al H o] Y
©@3o]

o] XA A FEI} 2% UUh
2,15)=3.68, p<.01), Al&H(F(3,45)=2.8, P<.
1), MD(F(5,75)=234, P<.01)FN BF uigl
v atolg gtk E v Al 4EAg 54

Y

HGLF

o>

EMG %&i2te| ETh3)

N \% | A3l

Atgl(e). Aldl(a)2| BOHSE
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E ol 55 237 Yool uldle 4roz
MBI 1Y) 98, AY ANE unY FF 5
Aol AR ZHY F5 FHNE AYND B
SERCER o

O A 657 FEA S FHEGA FoA, 3
7Y F8 AN At F2v]d Zfol st 3l

2 RASREE FEee AT BAIGH onde
o7} gl B9t B%SE Fed + Utk

T8 Ams} AFT EMG 857 #AEL, F
gefell A A EMGRET 1 Alsle] st 58
o FEs A#ATE Hol 1 BEE H 30 A
v},

Ak & Hugze FF(F(3,19)=3.59, p<.05)34,
24577 (F(3,19)=8.65, p2<.01), TFEEF(F =
(3,19)=4.36, P<.05)2.28 Fdzte) A EAE W 3. EMGSE TEAOI ya
gsla gk oW Fadel zof @l o o]yg Ykt do# A F
9] feivl @ Abol7}h vete ke #A sk 1 An EMG #raad r= 0.67
3R B424A 7 v Q| AL EMG ey e EMG #7H e 3 r= —0.17
o ERPES ¥+ ATk EEMC 85& 37 EMG #d@ r= 039
B4 000Y FE HOHIER
et Fa2add FHh3 G A H G 22 3
% HAF  FFAT HAFE FEAT AHAFE AT HAR %ﬁ“—?ﬂ%d
90— 100 // // -
80 -89
70-79
60— 69 / /
50-59 /77 / /
40—-49 / / // /
30-39 / / /
20-29 / / / //
10-19 / / /
0-9 / 7/ /7
pol 3t /! / / i /1
(/%€ 1 ug0 sdete AYFE JepdTh)
olg|d AMEL EMG #aydolde 1134 ¥% Ak o d3e F 49 2
7 A=2 EMG g%,l Wahek Alolo} AHE @A} A R4S By FEHAT FagddA FRHEE
AtE Ae HedZ, aaiy 37 2L §AR AWM RdFd oy FrR9dME EMG %%17}0115
5 A}o]g} AA7F okt Brstn FELAE BY A0 AR, L $F9
T 2FAT7E AAEE hY ol Fo AAHAL  §AHSH FAMET
ik 4 é&oﬂ s, 71AAg FHleR ke ¥ 2 g 2e] Hezhe] xolst APA R g A5
W 2AS 3 B A ANFE Fapvt REGEH 5 9 Aol W EAAE Folry] At Jte MR
2o HugedA 2z §AHL AUk =g WEgRAdsded, 1 29 190 geide
7} gere] Ahelel i FREE A AdE ol YINUHF(3,200=311, 2>.05). ® FEEF
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Haiol wE EABANT WE Yotry] HHA
AR BARAASHS-E PR S 3G R
& 9o

2443 9uA FES #aAR FJen, 7aA
717 %8 AAbolo] S FoA u]gle o]
7b QAATH F(3,19)=0.89, p>.05).

= 9

FEN B8 o go] $AE dedM dNE & &
Fo dE B u, 5PAAA Bo] AMEHE ol
FHoll, N8 aTEAE ALstn F4°3] vlol
oYy ¥Evte s ¥ SEFAAN} USES &
A & ARt 53] 1Y o) Fol| AAE FFA T
ME AgiY7 A&He AL 1 AHE 6§ &334
Zoi & + 3o

8 AT 29 EMG €538 FE3e] #AdL 24
A e gy g 4 Aok AuEid 13gAE FE
A M A2 §5557 F80 2l &2 4
gol e, FrHASelY FAFGAANE FHo]
Wot7] W Fojrt. o FdeME EMG 855&S
A2 e g oA "B E FEAR &
Fe @itk ol F Auprt HAFe EAe ot
kst A s o] EAAFNMe Z Dt F
oo g aol7} 1Yl WEeltt. o] Azt EMG &%
3 22709 PHE @He] ded 2P Fe
$A BesEAT 5 AN E ARATHE
#4345 A EA7ME $AY F= gk

Ool¥E o] Aol M FEXE AT AFZY BF
FEL dFE £do] Yaditte Rolw ¢&3 EMG
5L WY £ 9l Ao E FEXR &
#7188 UdAste AeltHHolroyd®t Andrasik,
1984).

ole} &t A& Bty HdtdE FF(pan)ol F7)
A ggld 9l fAEe HE 12y "ast o
o A 208 239 A%, AA, F(quality)59
290 9% #LAY aso ol FHA 2JL F
Z9 AZE FHYHAY T3 dixEAF 5o
A¥He} A Ao A4E & FY e 299 E

o|th(Andrasik % 1984). @b 554 nie ¢4 %
Zol g Yo JHaold wgalle] g 3
E7F 943t

E O Wies HYx 7S5 BREIE ¥
WA BA3e Aol § Alole] BAE BT} HE3
dagyeled Fo8 & g Aotk

W FEARAA 4 28 ¥ e HY A 8
A ad oE AlEE £8 & Ao 2N 2338
£ 2 4 U} (Budzynski, 1983).

utetxd] EERA7E ol FAAT HE FF0] AE 5
e ez By # 9, 1¥EE $EX8 e
= 8%9 F7kaR], §43 87, F5R 1Y BE A
Y AT ME A5 ALse Az oz
oF @H(Epstein, 1978). 18y £ AT HYPaEo]
2% g4olglong FAE BAZUY vt Mg
4 ded, olgd Aol AAENE B} M3 It
o EF Ak

® 2 A7t GBS BASE JElM 2AEHUS
dx B3t 4A2E EMG ZAZ v 190e] A
& g H4d Rog Eujd.

2% NEER UAAT 72JAD SN 2
Hog, AAFde FEHE FAL0] 3B3.6%A1, F
TAT AFAME 40.5%8 Bogd. 29 FEEL
Fe A5 AR wet gasitrt APHA Y Fa
o 3 A9 BgFoz AR AzaHA7t 54
%2 olfE AVIAE d¥el st +4e a7
EMG #%& #Z2A9E 71e¢d ggde 8ol 1
AGgde v $2 4 U, FHA, £ 4¥9 AX
A3 st 6A1 8o B 19 Fre] FEHY
—6d —of Hl3o] FE ¢ YoBE BT} A HE 5
W e AREINE Y £ 2 AB8ENE A&A
4 F UANE Aotk ® g dYezye vt A% ¢
g B43% glof weleviey FA NgaAE UYL
A F#x dUrke FHeolh(Mitchell®} Mitchell,
1971).

2 o] HEEL EMG vloje=y] Fo)
o o7t 2ol oalM A r& st JebdA Hder)
of dejM e dudo] MEdcth vksid Aga &3
A2A EMGRHE AHSg7] 9&elth 134 $%&
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Agdde BPogE 38 EMG nol2¥=Y §d
g AL sdds Gdd 3AANE FA o8
34 e, o @ woleved FHF 2L ¥F
A A g FEA F2 9 v@Y FEHE o
3 % NAEFAA @ Ao, wolevedEn
#ol AA =& ANAANH A 8YH( self-administered
treatment)®} #84& AFH ME R ofANTH
(Blanchard, 1982a). WehM & AFolq A E4E
QAL ojslolx MMPIYI TAEY BDISY &%
BT, A% $ALA 539 dAE AN FFA
g o] Y 4AE s £ AU FAA ol
AP Al g Fdd F5o UAE o)
3tx A gHAe Al 280 HES e Aol
F& Aoln.
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Treatment Effect of EMG Biofeedback for Muscle Tension Headache Subjects and the Specific
Problem of Frontalis Muscle Activity

Kwang Ho Lee

Korea University

The present study explored three issues: a) the EMG biofeedback effect on muscle tension headache subjects
when the intermediated effect-therapist's demand effect, relaxation effect-are withdrawn, b) frontalis muscle EMG
activity's specificity on EMG biofeedback therapy effect, c) the relationship between trait-anxiety factor and
biofeedback treatment on tension headache. To treat these problems, four groups were employed. Three of these
groups received biofeedback treatment. The first of these biofeedback groups received EMG biofeedback desi-
gned to teach subjects to decrease frontalismuscle tension. But the second group received to increase and the
third group to no change. The fourth were not treated any way.  Only, they record their headache diary and
respond to trait-anxiety test. The results suggested that the learned reduction of frontalis EMG activity was very
effective in the biofeedback treatment of tension headache. But increase and no change were ineffective. The
relationship between EMG activity and headache was not manifest, the correlation coefficients changed from
67 to —=17.
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