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NMPOrHOCTUYECKAA LEHHOCTb MOAUDUKALIUNA
NMOKA3ATEJIEN 33rI NOCJE KYPCA HEUPOBWOYIMPABJIEHUA
Y CMMOPTCMEHOB
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Cubupckuli eocydapcmeeHHbIl yHusepcumem ¢husuyeckol Kyribmypbl U criopma,
2. Omck, Poccusi

BBeaenue

AHHoTanusi. Hay4gaeie paboTsl mociaeJHEro AeCATIIICTHS AEMOHCTPHPYIOT aKTHBHOE BHE-
JIpeHHE TEXHOJOTWH OMOYNpaBIEHHA B TPOIECC MOATOTOBKH CHOPTCMEHOB BBICOKOTO KiIacca.
OnHako OCHOBHOE BHMMAHHE HCCIIEIOBATENIEH COCPENOTOYCHO Ha MPOTOKOJIAX IPOBEICHHUS Ce-
aHCOB OMOYIIpaBJICHHs, B TO BPeMsi Kak NMpeoOpa3oBaHMsl B YIPABICHUH LIEHTPAJIbHBIMU MeXa-
HU3MaMHM PETryJIALUN OCTAIOTCS HEAOCTATOYHO M3y4YeHHBIMU. Llesib: U3y4uTh NPOrHOCTUYECKYIO
3HAUMMOCTh HEHPOJAMHAMHUYECKUX MEPECTpOoeK mokaszareneit D3I mocie Kypca Heilpobuoymnpas-
JICHUsI y CIIOPTCMEHOB BBICOKOW KBanmudukanuu. Martepuaiabl m MeToabl. B uccienoBanuu
NPUHSIM Y4aCTHE CIIOPTCMEHBI BHICOKOW KBalH(DUKAIMK, 3aHUMAIOIUECs] Pa3IMuYHBIMH BHIAMU
cnopta (N = 40). Co BceMH CIOPTCMEHaMU ObLT MPOBEICH 15-THEBHBIN Kype HEHPOOHOYITpaBie-
HUS, HANPaBICHHBI Ha TIOBBIOICHWE CHEKTpanbHOW MomHocTH OOl B anbda-muamaszoHe.
Jlo xypca HEHpoOHOYIIpaBICHUS U TIOCIIE €T0 OKOHYAaHUS y CIOPTCMEHOB B CTAHAAPTHBIX YCIIO-
BUSIX (JI€Xa TPH 3aKPBITHIX Iazax) perucrpuposaiack D3I (MOHTaX MOHOMNOJAPHBIH, pede-
PEHTHBIE JIEKTPOBI — YIIHbIE). M3ydaeMble XapaKTepUCTUKN OMOMIOTEHIMAIOB MO3Ta BHIYUCIIS-
muchk 11 16 oTBeeHMH B YETHIpEX YACTOTHBIX HMAIAa30HaX. Y BCEX CIIOPTCMEHOB OICHUBAIACh
PE3yJIbTATUBHOCTH COPEBHOBATEIHHON JIESTENEHOCTH, KOTOPAsi CUUTANACH YCICITHOM, €CIH TIpe-
BBIIIIAJIA PE3YNbTAT, MOJYUYEHHBIN Ha MPEeABIAYIIUX COPEBHOBAHUAX TAKOTO ke paHra. CTaTuctu-
YeCKUH aHaNM3 TOIYYEHHBIX JaHHBIX OCYIIECTBILSUICA C IOMOIIBIO HPOTPAMMHOTO MPOIYKTa
SPSS v. 13.0. Pe3yabraThl. AHAJIU3 MOJIYYEHHBIX PE3yJbTAaTOB BBISIBUII OTCYTCTBHE Pa3IHYUi
TI0 YCTICIIHOCTH Kypca HeHpoOHOypaBiIeHNs MEXIy TPYIIIIaMH KaHUIaTOB B MacTepa CIopTa u
MacTepoOB CIOPTa, IIPH 3TOM BEPOATHOCTH «COBIMAICHUSA» YCIEUTHOCTH COPEBHOBATEIBLHON Aes-
TEJBHOCTH M YCIEIIHOCTH TPEHUHTA B TIEPBOMH IpyMIe He OblIa yCTAaHOBJIEHA, a BO BTOPOH IpyI-
ne coctaBuna 71 % (Mkeyana = 0,42; mpu p = 0,024). [IpeaukTopaM# yCIENIHOCTH COPEBHOBA-
TENIBHOM NEeATeNTbHOCTH B U3y4aeMbIX TPYNIAX BBICTYNAIOT PAa3IMYHbIE COUYETAHHUS MMOCTTPEHUH-
roBeIx nokasareneil O0I. 3akarouenue. [lonydyeHHbIe pe3yabTaThl CBUACTEILCTBYIOT O pa3HON
B3aUMOCBSI3H YCIIEITHOCTH Kypca HEWpOoOWOYyNpaBIEHUS C YCIEIIHOCTBIO COPEBHOBATEIBHON
JIeITeNIbHOCTH Y KaHJUJIaTOB B MacTepa CIiopTa M MacTepoB cropra. JJist Ka)1oi TpymIsl Xapak-
TEpeH CBOW IyJl MOCTTPEHHHIOBBIX IMoKa3zarened DOI', MO3BONSAIONINHA JOCTATOYHO TOYHO IMPO-
THO3UPOBATh yCIIEIIHOCTh COPEBHOBATEIHHOM IESATEIFHOCTH CIIOPTCMEHOB.

Knroueswie cnosa: cnopmcmenvl, cnopmuenas keamuguxayus, netipoouoynpasienue, 09I,
VCHEWHOCMb COPEGHOBAMENbHOL 0eamMelbHOCHU.

(YHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS MOXKET OBITh HEYJIOBUMBIM U

B Hacrosiee BpemMs HM y KOO HE BO3HUKAET
COMHEHHH B TOM, YTO B CIOPTE BBICIIMX JIOCTHU-
KEHUH OJTHIM W3 KITIOYEBBIX SIBISETCA YMEHHE
CIIOPTCMEHA JIOCTUTaTh COCTOSHMS ONTHMAaJIbHOIO
¢ynkauonuposanus [1, 2]. IIpobaema 3akmroua-
ercsi B JIOCTATOYHOW BAapHATHBHOCTU ICHXO(U-
3MOJIOTHUECKUX PEaKIid, Kacarommxcsi paboTo-
CIOCOOHOCTH, M YHUKAJIbHOCTH COCTOSIHHSI ONTH-
MaJbHOTO (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAHHS KaXKIOTO OTAEIH-
HOTO CIIOPTCMEHA Ha copeBHOBaHuu [3, 4]. Ilpo-
SIBIEHHE OTJENBHBIX IMOKa3aTenell ONTHMaJIbHOIO
(U3HMYECKOTO M TICHXOJOTHYECKOTO COCTOSHHS
CIIOPTCMEHOB Ha ypPOBHE (PU3HOJIIOTMYECKOTO

cnabo ompeAeseMbIM, YTO CO3JAaeT ONpelelieH-
HBIE TPYAHOCTH W TpeOyeT HCIOIb30BaHUs OCO-
OCHHOTO TMOJIX0JIa, IMO3BOJISIOIIETO IOHATH, YTO
MMEHHO JIEXHT B OCHOBE CIIOCOOHOCTU JOCTUTAThH
COCTOSIHUSL ONTHMAIBHOTO  (YHKIMOHHUPOBAHUS
[5]. B oTom miane Hambosee MEePCIIEKTHBHBIM U
IKOJIOTHUIHBIM SIBIISIETCSI HEHpoOHnoympasieHue [6,
7]. MHoOrOouMCIeHHbIE HayYHble paOOTHI IEMOHCT-
PUPYIOT aKTHBHOE BHEAPEHHE HEHpOOMOyTpaBie-
HUS B TIPOIIECC MTOATOTOBKU CIIOPTCMEHOB [8, 9].
OpHako OCHOBHOE BHHMAaHHE HCCIEAOBaTENeH
COCpPE/IOTOYECHO Ha TMPOTOKOJAaX MpOBEACHHS ce-
aHCOB OWOyTpaBiIcHUS M (PHUKCAMH KOHEYHOTO
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TOJIE3HOTO  pe3yibTara (YIydlIeHUuH (QYyHKIHO-
HaJIbHOTO COCTOSIHUS, PE3yJbTaTHBHOCTH COpEB-
HOBAaTENILHON JAesTeNnsHOCTH | 1p.) [10, 11], B TO
BpeMs Kak NpeoOpa3oBaHMs B YIIPABJICHUU IICH-
TpalbHBIMH MEXaHU3MaMH PEryJsiUH OCTaroTCs
HEJIOCTATOYHO U3yYEHHBIMU.

Heab. M3yunTh NPOrHOCTHUYECKYHO 3HAYM-
MOCTb HEHPOJIMHAMUYECKUX IEPECTPOCK IOKa3a-
teneit D3I mocne xKypca HelipoOHOypaBIeHHUS Y
CIOPTCMEHOB BBICOKO KBaIH(PUKALIUH.

MarepuaJibl 1 METOAbBI

B wuccnenmoBanum mnpunsnu  ydactue 40
CHOPTCMEHOB BBICOKOH KBanH()UKALMM, 3aHU-
MAaIoIIUXCsl Pa3UYHBIMU BHIaMH criopTa. Cpen-
HUil Bo3pacT oOcneayembix — 18,4+ 0,1 rona.
Bce cnopTcMens! gaBaiu MHCBMEHHOE COIJIacue
Ha y4yacTue B MccieloBaHMU. Jluna, mmeromue
3BaHME KaHAMJaTa B MacTepa CropTa, COCTaBUIN
nepByto rpymnmy (n = 18), nMeromue 3BaHne Mac-
Tepa CIopTa U MacTepa CIopTa MeXIyHapOIHOTO
KJlacca COCTaBWIM BTopyio rpymny (n = 22). Co
BCEMH CIIOPTCMEHAMH C TIOMOUIBIO TIPOTPaMMHO-
anmapaTtHoro komiuiekca «bOCJIAB-AJIBDA»
OBLT TpOBeneH 15-AHEBHBI Kypc HEWpoOHo-
yIpaBliCHHs, HAmpaBlICHHBI Ha TIOBBILICHUE
cnekTpanpHOH MomHocTH O3 B anbda-
nuanazone. CeaHcsl HEMPOOMOYNPABIEHUS TIPO-
BOJMJINCH Pa3 B CyTKH (10 TpeHupoBku). Jiu-
TENBHOCTh OJHOTrO ceaHca coctaBiustia 25-30
MUHYT. [y mpoBeneHus TPEHUHTOB HCIIOJIb30-
BaJICs OUMOJISAPHBI MOHTaX JJIEKTPOJIOB B JIOO-
Hoii u TemenHou obOsactu (F1 u P3) cornacho
MexayHaponHoit cxeme «10-20». Kpurepuem
YCIICIIHOCTH HEWpoOHoynpaBieHus: ObLJIO BBI-
OpaHO yBENMUYCHHE CHEKTPAILHOW MOIIHOCTH B
anb(a-nuamnasoHe 3a ceaHC HE MEHee 4YeM Ha
10 % mo cpaBHEHHIO C MOIIHOCTBIO B ajbda-
Juarna3oHe, 3aperucTpUPOBAaHHON BO BpeMs Mep-
BOI'0 ceaHca. Y KaK[oro o0cCiIeyeMoro moJcuu-
THIBAJICS TPOLEHT YCHCIIHBIX M HEYCIEHIHBIX
CEaHCOB TPEHWHTa. Y BCEX CIIOPTCMEHOB MOCHe
Kypca HEWpoOHOYIpaBJICeHUSI OICHUBANIaCh pe-
3yJIBTAaTUBHOCTH COPEBHOBATENBHOW AEATEIBHO-
CTH, KOTOpasl cuuTajlach YCIIEUIHOM, ecl mpe-
BhIIIIANIA PE3YJIbTAT, TONYYECHHBIH Ha MpebIay-
IIMX COPEBHOBAHUIX TAKOro ke panra. Jlo kypca
HEHPOOHOYIIpaBIEHUS U MIOCIIE €r0 OKOHYAHUS Y
CIIOPTCMEHOB B CTaHJAPTHBIX YCJOBUSX (JIexa
TIPH 3aKPBITHIX I71a3ax) perucTpupoBanacs 91 ¢
noMomnplo  19-kaHaNBbHOTO  3IEKTpo3HIEdao-
rpaga «He#poH-criekTp 3», 3MeKTpOoAbI pacnona-
rajucb B COOTBETCTBUM cO cxemoi «10-20»
(MOHTaXX MOHOMOJISIPHBIN, pedepeHTHbIE HIeK-

TPOJBI — YIIHBIE). AHATM3UPOBAJICS CETMEHT U3 §
nepekpoiBatomuxcss Ha 50 % 5mox, BETMYUHON
1024 rtakrta. M3yyaemble XapaKTEpUCTHKH OHO-
MTOTEHIIMAIIOB MO3Ta BBIUUCIIINCH Aist 16 oTBe-
JCHUH B YETHIPEX YaCTOTHBIX AMANAa30HAX: JENb-
ta (0,4-3,9 '), Tera (4,3—7,8 '), anbda (8,2—
12,9 I'm), 6era (13,3-19,9 I'm) aktuBHOCTH. B
BBIJIETICHHBIX YaCTOTHBIX [IWANa30HAX aHAITW3H-
POBaJIHMCh MOKA3aTeIH CIEKTPAIbHON MOLIHOCTH,
OTHOCHUTEJIHLHON CIEKTPaIbHONW MOIIIHOCTH, Cpe/l-
HEH YacTOTHI, KOTEPEHTHOCTH (I BCEX BO3-
MO>KHBIX Tap OTBEACHUIT), HHTEIPAIILHOTO U BO3-
pPacTHOTO UHIEKCOB .

CratucThyecKkuil aHallu3 NOJyYECHHBIX JaH-
HBIX OCYIIECTBIISIICS C IOMOLIBIO TIPOTPAMMHOTO
npoaykra SPSS v. 13.0. HopmansHOCTE pacripe-
JIEJICHUST M3y4aeMbIX ITOKa3aTeNeld onpenessiiach
[0 KPUTEPHSIM aCHMMETpUU U dKcrecca. Onwca-
TENILHBIA aHaJIW3 JAHHBIX BKIIOYan B ce0sl MpH
HOPMaJBHOM pacrpeieNieHHH JaHHBIX OIpe/ene-
HUE CpegHero apuMETHYeCKOro 3Ha4YeHus M,
omKOKY CpeHEro m, MpU HEHOPMAJIBHO pacrpe-
JeJICHHBIX KOJIMYECTBCHHBIX JaHHBIX — MEIUAHY
Me, UHTEpKBapTWIbHBIA pa3Max B BUIE 25-TO U
75-ro mepuentuineit (Q1; Q3). B 3aBucumocty ot
XapakTepa pachpe/ieiieHus] IEPEMEHHBIX UCTIONb-
30BaJINCh IMapaMeTpUYEcKue W HerapameTpuye-
CKH€ METOABl MaTeMaTH4YeCKOH CTaTUCTHKH JUIS
3aBUCUMBIX W HE3aBHCHUMBIX BbIOOpOK. s or-
peneneHus MPOTHOCTHYECKOH 3HAYUMOCTH II0-
CTTPEHUHTOBBIX HEHPOJMHAMHYECKHUX MEPEeCTpo-
ek mokazareseii DOI" ObuT MpOBeNIeH AUCKPUMHU-
HAHTHBIA aHaU3 C TMOIIATOBBIM METOJIOM Y HII-
Kca. B xadecTBe mepeMeHHBIX-TIPEIUKTOPOB HC-
MOJIb30BasICsl HaOOp TMPU3HAKOB OMOANIEKTpUYE-
CKOW aKTHBHOCTU TOJIOBHOTO MO3ra, OTJIHYaB-
UH CIIOPTCMEHOB OT IPyHIbI «HOPMBD» [12], a
TakKe UX JenbT. [Ipu uHTepIpeTanuu CTaTUCTH-
YECKHX JaHHBIX MaKCHMAIBbHOW BEpPOATHOCTHIO
OmMOKN (MUHUMAIIBHBI ypOBEHb 3HAYUMOCTH)
cuutanu 3Hauenue p < 0,05.

Bce mepBuuHBIC MarepHaNbl CTaThU OBUIH
paccMmoTtpensl U omoOpensl JIDK Cubl'Y®K
(mportokon Ne 2 ot 20.05.2019).

PesyabTarsl
AHanu3 NOJIyYeHHBIX PE3yJIbTaTOB MOKa3al,
YTO CHOPTCMEHBI 00EUX TPYIIT HE UMENU CTaTH-

! Boponos B.I',, Illlekytses I'.A., I'pungens O.M.
[Taker mporpaMm JuIsi CTaTUCTUYECKOTO CPaBHEHUS
3anceit D01 // Marepunainsl MeXyHapoaHOW KoH(pe-
pentnn «KinHUueckne HeHpoHayKU: HEHPOhHU3HOIIO0-
TUs, HEBpoJiorus, Hewrpoxupyprus». ['yp3yd. 2003.
C. 22-24.
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lpo2HOoCcmuyYeckasi yeHHocmb Modudpukayuli nokazamenet 33l
nocne Kypca HelipobuoynpaesneHusl y CiopmcMeHo8

Tabnuua 1
Table 1

KoadcdmumeHTbl KaHOHUYECKON ANCKPUMUHAHTHOMN (hYHKLIMM YCNELHOCTU COpeBHOBaTENIbHOWN AeATeNbHOCTH
y CMNOPTCMEHOB NepBou rpynnbi*
Canonical discriminant function analysis for successful performance in the first group*

ITokazarens Jlnamna3oH 1 OTBEIEHUE DyHKIMA
Indicator Range and lead f

AGComOTHas MOMHOCTS (MKB?) 3(Ts) —0,006
Absolute power (uV?) B(Fpy) 0,283
OTtHOcHuTenpHAs MOITHOCTH (%o
Relative power (%) 0 o(01) —57,035
3HayeHUE KOTEPEHTHOCTH Konebanuit D21 (yci. en.
EEG oscillatior?coherence (relative unit) v ) FaTo 105,756
BennunHa n3MeHeHns (1ebTa) aOCOMOTHOH MOIHOCTH 0(Ts) 0,01
(MxB?) a(Ps) 0,18
Change (delta) of absolute power (uV?) B(Fp,) -0,516
BennunHa nuamMeHeHus (IeabTa) KOrepeHTHOCTH KoJeOaHuit C—Ps 88,031
93T (ycn. en.) Fe—P,4 87,376
Change (delta) of EEG oscillation coherence (relative unit) Fpi— P3 —962,541
KOHc_TaHTa 133,959
Invariable

Ipumeuanue. *HenopmupoBanHbie K03()HUITHCHTBL

Note. * Non-standardized coefficients.

CTHYECKH 3HAYMMBIX Pa3JIM4uil MO YCIELUIHOCTU
Kypca HelpoOmoymnpasieHus. B mepBoii rpymme
YCHEUIHOCTh TpeHHHra cocraBmwia 26,5 % (5,3;
57,3), a Bo BTOpoit — 44,0 £5,5%. Ilpu atom
CJIEAyeT OTMETHUTD, YTO BapUALIMOHHBIA pa3Max B
MEePBOH TPYIIE OKa3alcsi 3HAYUTENHLHO OOJbIIe,
4eM BO BTOPOM.

C nomomsio K03(h(uIeHTa paHroBOM Kop-
pemsinuu Kengenna ObIJIO yCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO Be-
POSITHOCTH «COBIAJICHUS» YCIENTHOCTH COPEBHO-
BaTEeNbHON JEATENBHOCTH M YCHELIHOCTH Tpe-
HUHTa BO BTOpO# rpymme cocraBwia 71 %
(r=0,42; npu p = 0,024), B TO Bpems Kak B mep-
BOM IpyIIIE HUKAKOM B3aMMOCBS3M MEXIY YC-
NEIIHOCTBI0 COPEBHOBATEIILHON JESTENbHOCTH U
YCIIENIHOCTBI0 Kypca HeWpoOuoymnpaBiIeHUs yc-
TaHOBHTH HE YIaJIOCh.

Usmenenns «(poHOBBIX» IOKazaTeield Ouo-
JIEKTPUYECKON aKTUBHOCTH I'OJIOBHOTO MO3ra B
00eux TpyImnax UMeld 3HAYUTETbHBIA MEeXHH U~
BUAyaJIBHBIA pa30poc, 4To, MO Bcel BEPOSTHO-
CTH, OOBACHSETCS YHUKAIBHOCTBIO IOCTUTHYTOTO
KKIBIM OTAEIHHBIM CIHOPTCMEHOM B IPOIIECCE
HeHpoOHnoympaBieHnss (QyHKIHOHAIBHOTO  CO-
ctogHusA. C MOMOIIBI0 AUCKPUMHUHAHTHOIO aHa-
JU3a BBIBJIEHO, YTO YCIEUIHOCTh COpPEBHOBA-
TEJIbHOMN NEATEIBbHOCTH B IEPBOM I'PyIIE CHOPT-
CMEHOB OIpEAEIsUIach MOCTTPEHUHTOBBIMU Be-
JUYUHAMU a0CONIOTHON CHEKTPAIbHOW MOIIHO-
CTH B JIeIbTa-ANAINIa30HE B JIEBOM 3aJHEBUCOYHOMN
obnactu (otBemenue Ts), B OeTa-Auama3oHe B
NpaBoil TepeAHe’IoOHo o0macT (OTBEAEHHUE

Fp,), BeTWYMHONW OTHOCHUTEIHLHOH MOITHOCTH B
anbQa-auama3one B JEBOW 3aTBUIOYHON 00IacTH
(otBemenne O;), 3HAUYECHHEM KOTEPEHTHOCTH KO-
nebannii 00" B orBeneHuax F;-Tg, u3MeHeHUEM
BEJIMYWHBI (JIeTThTON) MOIIHOCTH B TeTa-, alb(da-
u Oeta-auanazonax (otseaenus Ts, P3, Fp, coor-
BETCTBEHHO) M BEJIMYHUHBI KOTepEeHTHOCTH B Cg4-
Ps, Fg-P4, Fpl-P3 (Ta6J'I. 1)

[lomyuennass B pe3ynpTaTe pacuera OJHA
JUcKpuMuHaHTHas (yHkims oOwscusma 100 %
mucniepenn (x°=70,6; p < 0,001), xoaddurmenT
KaHOHHYecKoil koppemsiuu (r) coctaBui 0,999.
Tounocts mporHo3upoBanus coctasuna 100 %.
KoopauHaTel 1EHTPOUIOB TPYII YCIEUIHOCTH
COpPEBHOBATEILHOMN JICATSIILHOCTH MPEACTABICHBI

B TaoOI. 2.
Tabnuua 2
Table 2
DYHKLUK B LleHTpouMAax rpynn ycnewHocTr
copeBHOBaTeNIbHOW AeATENbHOCTU Y CMIOPTCMEHOB
nepsou rpynnbi*
Functions in centroids of competitive performance
in athletes of the first group*

COpeBHOBaTeJ’ILHaH JACATCIIBHOCTD L[eHTpOI/I,H
Competitive performance Centroid

Heycnemmnas 43,620

Unsuccessful

Venewmnas 12,463

Successful

Ilpumeuanue. *HeHopMUpOBaHHBIE KaHOHHYE-
CKHEC TUCKPUMHWHAHTHBIC Q)yHKLH/II/I BBIYUCJICHBI B IICH-
TpOHUAax rpymHIlL.

Note. * Non-standardized canonical discriminant
functions are calculated in centroids of groups.
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Tabnuua 3
Table 3

KoachdmumeHTbl KaHOHMYECKOW ANCKPUMUHAHTHOWN (hyHKLIMM YCNELHOCTN COpeBHOBaTENIbHOW AeATENbLHOCTH
y CMOPTCMEHOB BTOPOW rpynnbI*
Coefficients of canonical discriminant function of competitive performance in the second group *

IToka3zarenn JlmanazoH U OTBEIICHUS DyHKIUA
Indicator Range and lead f
AGCONIOTHAS MOIIHOCTD (MKB?)
Absolute power (uV?) 5(Fpy) 0,007
Cs—F; 531,109
3HadyeHne KorepeHTHOCTH Konebanuit D21 (yen. ex.) CoTs 162,243
EEG oscillation coherence (relative unit) FPi-Fp, 12,932
0,—P; -101,477
0,-Ts —218,804
BenuurHa HHTErpanbHOTO HHACKCA (YCII. e]1.)
- . . P3 —7,953
Integral index (relative unit)
BenmunHa n3aMeHeHHs (1e1bTa) KOTepeHTHOCTH KosneOanmit D3I Cs—Fp; 744,419
(ycn. en.)
Change (delta) of EEG oscillation coherence (relative unit) O2-Ts 293,194
N 2 S(F7) 0,011
Bennunna u3MeHeHus (1e1bTa) abCOMOTHON MOIITHOCTH (MKB?)
Change (delta) of absolute power (uV?) 5(Fpy) ~0,004
d(T3) —-0,002
KOHC_TaHTa 24,377
Invariable
Ipumeuanue. * HeHOpMHUpOBaHHBIE KOA(PDUITHESHTHI.
Note. * Non-standardized coefficients.
YcenemHocTs  COPEBHOBATENIBHOM  ACSITEIb- OOcy:xneHue

HOCTH BO BTOpPOH TpyIIIe CIIOPTCMEHOB OIpejie-
JSUTach MOCTTPEHUHTOBBIMH BEITUYHHAMHU TIOKa-
3areneit D31 MpeuMyIIecTBEHHO JIEBOTO TIONY-
HIapusi: 3Ha4EeHUsIMUA a0COMIOTHON CIIEKTPaIbHOM
MOIIHOCTH B JENbTa-TUara3oHe B TepeaHeno0-
Hoil obnactu (oTBeneHue Fp;); 3HaueHHeM Kore-
pentHocTH B oTBeAcHHIX Cz—F3, O1—P;, O—Ts;
BEJIMYUHOW MHTETPAIbHOTO UHJEKCAa B TEMEHHOMN
obmactu (oTBencHue P3), a Takke aeapTaMHu 3Ha-
YEHUH MOIIHOCTH B JIeJIbTa-IHAla30HE B MEpe-
HEJNOOHOM, TepeIHEBUCOYHON U CPETHEBUCOYHOM
obnactsx (orBenenwus Fr, Fp;, T3) u korepenTHO-
ctu B otBeieHus1x Cs—Fp; (Tabm. 3).

Bkiaz mpaBoro mosymapus B IyJ1 IoKas3arte-
JIeH, BEICTYHAIOIIUX MIPEIUKTOPAMHU YCIEITHOCTH
COpPEBHOBATEIHLHON JIEATEIBHOCTH CIOPTCMEHOB,
OTPaHMYMIICS 3HAYEHHUEM KOT'€PEHTHOCTH B OTBE-
nennsax C;—Tg, METbTON 3HAYCHUS KOTEPEHTHO-
ctu B otBeneHUsIX O,—Tg, a Takke BEIMYMHON
MEXKIIOIYIIAPHOW KOIEPEHTHOCTH B IEpEIHEee-
no0HbIX obmactax (Fp;—Fp,). Ilonydennas B pe-
3yJbTaTe pacuera OJHa JAWCKpUMUHAHTHas
¢byHkms Taxke oObsacHsua 100 % mucnepcun
(x*=98,4; p<0,001), k03DDUIHEHT KaHOHHYE-
ckoit koppersinun (1) coctasun 1,000. TogrocTts
nporaozupoBanus cocraBuna 100 %. Koopanna-
THI TIEHTPOUJIOB TPYIIT YCIICITHOCTH COPEBHOBA-
TEIBHOMN CATEIIBHOCTH MPE/ICTABICHBI B TA0I. 4.

UccnenoBanus, mpoBeJieHHbIE B paMKax Ha-
CTOsied paboThl, MO3BOJMIN BBISIBUTH JIOCTa-
TOYHYI0O MHTEPUHINBUIYATbHYIO BapUATHBHOCTH
mokasareisi yCHeIHOCTH HeWpoOHoypaBIeHUs
B IpyNIle KaHIUIATOB B MacTepa CIOPTa U OTHO-
CUTEJIbHYIO OJHOPOAHOCTH 3TOrO IIOKa3aTelsl B
IpyNIe MacTepoB CIOpTa U MacTepoB cCIOpTa
MeXyHapoaHoro kiacca. Omnupasch Ha paHee
MpoBeIeHHbIE pabOoThI, TOKA3aBIINE B3aHMOCBSI3b
CIOCOOHOCTH KOHTPOJIUPOBATH allb(pa-putM ¢

Tabnuua 4
Table 4
DYHKLUK B LieHTpouAax rpynn ycnewHocTyn
CopeBHOBaTesNIbHON AEATENBbHOCTU
y CMOPTCMEHOB BTOPOW rpynnbI*
Functions in centroids of competitive performance
in athletes of the second group*

CopeBHOBaTeIbHAS NEATEIHHOCTh Llentpouy
Competitive performance Centroid
Heycnemnas 46,904
Unsuccessful
VYcnemnas 21,889
Successful

Ilpumeuanue. *HeHOpMHpOBaHHBIE KaHOHHYE-
CKUC TUCKPUMUHAHTHBIC q)YHKIII/II/I BBIYUCJICHBI B IICH-
TpOMJax IPyIIlL.

Note. * Non-standardized canonical discriminant
functions are calculated in centroids of groups.
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ITIOMOIIBI0  OMOJIOTHYECKOH OOpaTHOW CBS3H C
WHIUBUIYAIBHOM IIJJACTUYHOCTBIO HEHpOAUHa-
Mudeckux mporeccoB [13, 14], MoxHO mpemamno-
JIO)KUTh, YTO MaJlask BAPUATUBHOCTH JIAHHOTO TI0-
KazaTens B TPyNIE MacTepOB CIIOPTa SIBIIACTCS
pe3yabpTaToM OoJiee KECTKOIO €CTECTBEHHOTO
orOopa B MpoOIECCE MHOTOJIETHEH CIIOPTUBHOM
TpeHupoBKU. [Ipn 3TOM Hamm pe3yapTaThl Coria-
CYIOTCSl C JaHHBIMH JAPYTHX aBTOPOB, ITOKa3aB-
LIMX, 9TO yclemHas peryisimusa 300" B 3a1aHHOM
HaTpaBIIeHHH JocTHraercs: mpumepHo B 50 % ce-
aHcoB OmoympasieHus [7], a yCHeIIHOCTh Kypca
HEeHpoONOyTIpaBIeHHs CBA3aHa C PEe3yIbTaTHBHO-
CTHIO COPEBHOBATENILHON AesTensHoCcTH [15, 16].
OpHako MOITyYeHHBIE B XOJ/I€ UCCIIeIOBAHUS JIaH-
HBIE CBHJIETEIHCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO TaKas B3aUMO-
CBsI3b HAOJFOJIACTCSI TOJBKO Y CHOPTCMEHOB BBIC-
mel kKBanuuKayy (MacTepoB CIIOpTa U MacTe-
POB CHIOpTa MEXIYHAPOIHOTO KIlacca).

MexaHH3MBI, C TOMOIIBIO0 KOTOPBIX YEIOBEK
MBITAETCS PETYJIUPOBATH MOIIHOCTH PUTMOB CBO-
et D01, moka ocraroTcss HemOHATHBIMU [17, 18],
BMECTE C TEM BBIJICIICHHBIC B KaXIOW TpyIie
IyJIbl TIOCTTPEHUHTOBBIX Mokazareneid D3I, mo-
3BOJISIOIINE TOCTATOYHO TOYHO MPOTHO3WPOBATH
YCHEIIHOCTh COPEBHOBATENFHOW JIEATEIEHOCTH
CIIOPTCMEHOB, MOKHO PacCMaTpUBaTh C TO3UIMH
teopun P.JI. Xaiiepa ¢ coaBropamu (1988) kax
MIPOSIBIICHVS] HEMPOHHOUN 3(PPEKTUBHOCTH TOJIOB-
Horo mo3ra [19].

3akioueHne

[Toy4yeHHBIC PE3YyNBTATHl CBHIETEIBCTBYIOT
0 Pa3HOW B3aMMOCBS3U YCIENTHOCTH Kypca He-
poOnoymnpaBiIeHNs] ¢ YCIENTHOCTHIO COPEBHOBA-
TENbHOUN EATENbHOCTH Y KaHAUAATOB B MacTepa
CIIOpTa U MacTepoB cropra. JJis K101 Tpynibl
XapaKTEPEeH CBOM MyJl MOCTTPEHUHIOBBIX MOKA3a-
Teaer D3I, MO3BOJMIOMMN JOCTATOYHO TOYHO
MIPOTHO3UPOBATh YCIEIIHOCTh COPEBHOBATEIh-
HOM JIEATEeIbHOCTH CLIOPTCMEHOB.
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PROGNOSTIC VALUE OF EEG MODIFICATIONS
AFTER NEUROBIOFEEDBACK TREATMENT IN ATHLETES

L.P. Cherapkina, kochelab@mail.ru, ORCID 0000-0002-4185-4825
Siberian State University of Physical Education and Sport
(144 Maslennikova str., Omsk, 644009, Russian Federation)

Abstract. The scientific work of the last decade demonstrates the active use of biofeedback

in elite training. However, the main attention is paid to the protocols for neurobiofeedback ses-
sions and their final result (improving the functional state, competitive performance, etc.), while
changes in central regulatory mechanisms remain insufficiently studied. Aim. The paper aims to
study the prognostic value of neurodynamic changes in EEG indicators after neurobiofeedback
treatment in elite athletes. Materials and methods. The study involved elite athletes of various
sports. The first group included athletes with a title of the Candidate for Master of Sports
(n=18), the second group consisted of Masters of Sports and International Class Masters of
Sports (n = 22). The average age of participants was 18.4 + 0.1 years. All athletes underwent a
15-day neurobiofeedback treatment with the BOSLAB-ALPHA equipment aimed at increasing
EEG spectral power in the alpha range. Before and after neurofeedback treatment, EEG was rec-
orded in athletes under standard conditions (lying with closed eyes, monopolar electrode placement,
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reference ear electrodes). Brain biopotentials were found for 16 leads in four frequency ranges.
For all athletes, the effectiveness of competitive activity was assessed, which was considered suc-
cessful if it exceeded the result obtained at previous competitions of the same rank. Statistical anal-
ysis of the data obtained was carried out using the SPSS 13.0 software product. Results: Analysis
of the results obtained showed no differences in terms of neurobiofeedback success between the
groups studied. The probability of a match between successful treatment and successful perfor-
mance in the first group was not established, while in the second group it was 71 %
(r Kendall = 0.42; at p = 0.024). Discriminant analysis showed that predictors of successful per-
formance included different combinations of post-training EEG indicators. Conclusion: The re-
sults obtained reveal different correlations between successful neurobiofeedback treatment and
successful performance among the Candidates for Master of Sports, Masters of Sports or Interna-
tional Class Masters of Sports. Each group is characterized by its own combination of post-
training EEG indicators, which allows to accurately predict successful performance in athletes.
Keywords: athletes, sports qualification, neurobiofeedback, EEG, successful performance.
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