7))y 7 BRI X B BN OGS V kD
HEJHE Y AT ARERDEAARE LTD
RO EE - R o Bk

* O E ¥ 5 B &Y

1.EADZE

F OO, FURLEEMMOBIIS TRELRET 575, BE
BEEZ o CTAET NS, MAEBERY S TR BERNEE 252 L8
TERWEY, BN 2 EEIIREESRLIEDNTE L, LarL, &
BREVEHICBETH LI EARRENL L, B REBICL > TES
RTLCOEEFAMKICSEZEBL, APHIEHTFES L WEEYD
5ZEMFigliCRT LI, KEIZB A2REERETHESINTV S,
Figli3ER 36 THTHR LTV LEROKEZRL T b, 79 70 L
(B1RHEEE 500 FBLL L) ANIE WIS B 2 8H, T 500 EEU T2 %3,
EFERON—F v — P (RKELRMIZHETEL, PRELO@TRLZ
77 7)i&, 500 FEA 5 1000 FEOHFAICRINTW AN LT, FEEkE
ERON=F v — MIZOFHITHE > T, L Lt s tER (b
PEOEE, WE, EBRARFOS HHEZ V9. RKETIRZ o AR

*An Empirical Equation between Fifth Peak Latency on the Auditory Brainstem Responses
Waveform and Click Intensity of Three Acoustic Stimuli to Build up the Prototyping of
Automated ABR System
Nobuko IKAWA ', Tadashi KURATA ' ¥
T e T

73



MREY F1E BlE

2~3 H T bo) IZHE R E A
RRENTHEFIN TR, 800 | ERFICH 5B AMIEY
ERLAVCETSE, BERE 4 1 PRER
EDRRIMATIT TR § !
IEERVERERL TV, 1
KETE, ERMERE +
Y
%o~ 0.3%) \Z BHZE 7 T ) I R B

Fig.1 Number of words produced by age at
ENRHFHET S, ZD L IITH  identification and cognition. Age : 0— 36 Months.

A UL 0 B T 4 TR AT L (Mar)ion Downs National Center for Infant Hearing,
“‘ - 1997

L ET, Mo—#n B1 ARG AATEBLTVEIEEOHK
RRRERFERLZY)INAFCRESATICE LD, KEITHAERITT
LEEREOEEWEMAS N, 2000 FEIZB VT, KRERZM(ZS
(2 8 MHHEEAR ) CHIAEMR AP OBEER 7)) — = 7 Hlk ST
bo Tz, I—Uv/NIIBWTH, REEHERBEERA ) —=v 0%
AL AR S, HERBEAZ ) =V FBENR>Twb, —
75, BbAETIE, BEAFHAERI0E LY HERBERERA 7)) —=2 7
Y A EAR AR (T &b REREGM T FrA R0 R4 H
HAZ ) — =V HEEFEEERRICET 28] SR 216G L7,
Zo7uye s VIBELMKRETHTH L, EAETEE L LTIERIC
MEtWRABRMERIBERIA TRV FQlLICRT I 27— 2 bHET
Ba-0E, PARLEDIEOREMRILETHL7:0)0, =R/
Oy ) —=FOHEDITL L L, 17O MR BT, REZD
FEZF oA MARSSICHERRARSICEEZ 7)) — 22 7% £
L TWwd, A& i & L T AABR(Automated Auditory Brainstem
Response : H M e fUG) & H v, 2 B DA TERE (refer) DA 1E
At & L C ABR (Auditory Brainstem Response : BETER#UG) B &

74



7y 7 BRBIZ L AEMRBRREEVEO BHNE Y AT AELORAAL LTOEHSE - SRS 0BRL

UCTBRECLIBEEREOZH T > T3, 20009 H F TianA
JAZRGERMIZEEZD -7, HIVIEIREZREILPTVWERS®
b ooHAR)588 B, u—1) A7 IR 14,485 H1, &FF 15,073 Bz LT
A7) =2y TR FER LT, DR refer & 60 $1(0.4%) TH - 720
Ml refer 60 B9 42 $1(0.28%)ix ABR ODBFEZ/RL,Z D9 5 14 $1(0.09%)
P EEEE S SN, WERREZSCRIRERTLEHKL, 560iF
HERETTH L L|EINTWDE, T/, F Ml refer ik 87 1 (0.58%) C,
DI H 12H0.086) P FRIEREEEE U ST b, BRED refer
T2 T04%, U—) A2 RTIF02% T, RKHIIBITAZAZ ) —=
T IAEHRE D 3~5% I LTH 105D 1 Tholz v,

FRI2FI0H I D7V EHEELAERERERED S £FEEENE
MEBLOREETTRIC A BEEMEREFEBEW ] A, B%S
83 7o FHIZET0H20H)E LT, HAEWREER 2 ) —= > 7 HeHE
TRIES N TS, ZOHERBEEREOERICET 2EHONELS,
EREDBITHS L OEHEAREORE 7T b 2 VIZED EFIE D 25
VHERTHLERAWAZLNTEDLY, RAAFA IV V=TI
LoTh, HELNEFRBRROLNTWS, T4bb, T, SHBETOH
ERCY LTI ERBERELERT L2 HATHLZ &, I-REHIEL
U CHRETIE, ERMICHEBBEENSSAABR A V5 & ) 5T
Hho COZLHL, ZLOFAERITHENM TrOLERES AABRIC L 2
REFEBVPERENTV S, 2F VB HMN 28I, FRLRE
PEBINZITREZL W EIZk 5,

e R O BEVERNEPUG (ABR) 13 A, HHABRICHARE B L0 EER
REBBTH ) LV LERAEZED, Z{OWRENVHBHE Y X7 1O
ErRAATVEHD0, KELZBEEZBETVARVONBERTHL, L 25
75, ABRD) 5, FICHEEMEICEN 2B OA R L L CHBNICS
WrHleEd 2, Zhz BEEERESRIG(AABR) EFFATWAS D25, 0

75



WREE F1E £l1w

AABR IZ L 2 WA 2% & & Barbara S.Hermann 5% ®Z X - Tikel - HE
XM, & 512, Roger RMarsh |2 & %1 B A Bp AR A © %8 A X 11T natus
5 algo &g, B L3INn, ZOREIZNERD ABR DF-5
GO 1 OES TRENER S 1D, BELRERNB L UG &
LEZVWHTREICHBIB TREAZERT 2 & 2HEIC L7

ECATHEREREIT KIS, BENEERALMEMNEEREIISES
Nb, BENHEERE LI, HEOERBIZILIRETD "M 0K
BIONT 2HBEBFORNICEISRETH S, —7, WHEMFEEHRA
ik, FIERERLAYRLZED, HEBEFHAS T HIZASPHI A R0H
WKOWTIEMZBEERRRPTELWEER, ST ORBRECEE %
BARBEEIZL ) ERFROSRNE LSS, HHVITERE_ELRET "HZ
ZTCVADICHIZZVWSEDET S whWwd “FEHREE OMEEODH
BB E R I L TERSINIMETH S, COMENBEEREL LT
BELCHWOENTWELOD 1 O EREBISABR)TH 4,

HEYEE RN BUS (AABRIC X A AR A 7 1) — =0 713G - 72
DCTHED, BICHEOLEEDVREHBIN TS, EE, %D ABRIZ
AR THRERBZEHESINZD OO, T 5 oRERMIZ, EEOFE
BEbOTROLNHM TRELERT 20IIERTEL, $RET
refer D4, ABRICEXAMRENHWOLN LY, AABRIZHEB LT, 55
BRELIZVZ R VONHEKRTD 5,

ABROZ D3OI HEI & LT, ABRDAMGHERIZ DD 5 RO K
IBEEL7-®, BRHERED 1 DICEESN TS, LHrLEOREL
SUHIEOH L3200, MENEZRLRRTAIIEVTE R [Ah] &
AUTw2 ZEPHERLE LTHRBEIN TV,

Fox OMREOFEBEZILABRICEL 2B WA BT A, HBO X \WHE)
VAT LADOHETH Ho KX Tk, AABR & Ak, ABROKLL 28
TIZOWT, LRERBEFEEEFZERHE IS AESHH I OEE)

76



7y 7 BRI & BERRFRULE VIEO BHHE Y AT ABEORAL L TOFHISERE - #ikio 8tit

PREHHEGEERLLEZA  NE, BEHE, B oBE) L v ot
MEEERED OO BELE O STHRLORAIOVT, BAKEBEIC
L HEBERICEDERT 5,

AwOHAMLERRIL, UTOEBYTH A,
ThbbH, 2T, ABROFEHZITV, bhibhof oL ENE X
O, ADFTITOMERBL OBEE RS, 3 TiE, RigX Dk
%5 FEBMER BT, BUboFEEZ BT, RO BA0%BELE %
B LR U ER L RET 5. 4 T, 3 TROELHEE R
BELT, BROREEHET L. T2, ZOBROFMEITH. 5T,
TLOBLUPSGROFEHITOVTIHERS,

2.ABR(CDWT

BB R P IEED, FRICERAKER DL ECEERREH R T, —
TR 2 B B S DR & 523 B IZIEBN DO RE A H = X L DR ENTE 72
WOTAIME &EBbhTnd,

ZHUSK LTABRIE, BEEERMFEREMD D L OEEHES % Huv
%o ZHIEEREK (acoustic input), TbLHLERP S/ AEF (—HBIIC
X2y 2RIMTH L) EFHIETHS 10-20ms DN T 2 ik %
HELTROND, OBV ABEEMZ THERRERTHL D
POY—=IE5aRETLH, £ —7 TREICHLT, FRENE T
PoOBEMELFHINLTYS

— A ERE L, S F (outer ear), H (middle ear), #:J&JE (basilar
membrane) ¥ THO A A=A LT 4 L & 1R, R E %% M (sensory
receptor cell) D T ¥ A7 2 —H 8, X512, H— KRR first
order afferent) 7> 5 FEHE R H A (central auditory system) (ZFE A 3 D D
RRETRTREEND Y, ZOMBBROMEA > /UL 2 OB EHRIE
WHEMICKRDN LD TH L, ThbE, THEOY—7 ORBESIEN

7



REE B1% H1E

i, Hh b RGBSR EEAE, TRV 5 MRE RO
PWVARELEHBRIIFIE LT E V) T ED, FIFHL,IIEAT
WBHRY, KR, BVEEFLRN - VESREBRES LD KRS, BE
Y, BREFRWAOIZ, MEMEERECKBIIHVWOLN TN EIDE,
FERBEEAZ Yy - v ZicHwohn s AABRIE, EVEOAZBRIEL,
HoMLORABTINIY Y TVERBELT, BHHEZIT>TW5HG,
X512, RE—7 OFEERE ¥ — 7 R (peak latency )& V), 2D
E— BRI RE LS THIAEDRS V. TOXHIZABRIE, —Ko
BRI I XC, MR L HGRIEDIE S Tdh A 729, Sohmer (1967) 19, Jewett
(1970) WHIZ L o THE SN TLUR, BEREZIILD, WENKED
WAL, REOHEERMERICGZLBEEORE, BEHREELRILDDE 2
ElZicHEIhTw 5,
COABREFEESIELL-OOEFERBMOSINV AEF) X, &R EEE
(intensity : 7SV A58, HFEL D), 7V A DO Rk E (duration, 3
WVANGE b)) B0V AR B (inter — stimulus  interval, #EOH]

msec. msec.,
8 VE®D 1 - L (a) 8 VE®D 1 — L s (b)
%7 - \\’\ #7 L
; . B
B 777,
- / 2 -
6 N ’

?) . 5 : — ?) :
Ly A)

a0 50 80 70 B0 40 50 60 70 80
g K dB(nHL) gF dB(nlL)

Fig.2 An Example of I-Lcurves for fifth ABR waveform used to diagnose hard of hearing
patients
2 HFEFOS VI ABR O L ARz R & S B oES] (SR8 )pp. 65-66)
(a) (& RO, VKD FL IZ I #EM (BT SR LTHIrBIrLTERL
T 5.
(b) BT M, VIEO L ARG HEIC 25 & LEEM (RS ITA-TL 5.

78



70y 7 ERBIC LB BEUREREEVEOBGHE Y AT ABEORAL L TOERBBE - HRlHo Bt

BB R BRI B PE - stimulus late £ D W) EHWVWALAZELHB)D 3D
NG A=Y HRET HLENDH D, ABR DPEMEIEZ OFRED /85 A —
FICHEIND, I, BVEOERL BRI A — 5 Th 5 EREH
BEE OMRE R TREEMAR, hoa & REOR B - & K H 5 (Intensity -
Latency curve), B&LCI-LHEIE WI 25, ZOHBOEED, BAD
BHREICBTABBOMMZRARLFHEE L TOLMHIATNEYD®,
Fig2®i2, RADEVEDI-LHHEEHVAZHO—FZRL T,
BHEDPORONLIZE - L iR OMm & (BHRES), FoEET-L
MEORBNZITNEBNT L HETH 5, (ZEHIE(Fig.2()0HA,
R I-LHMBICTFITBIT L CGERPEEL TV AHMEZRLTWS, &
72, BREHIE(Fig2b)DBETIE, RIEVEEI-LElE»SEFhTwn
B0, BWEIEICZLLIEFHBAICASTL A EWIERERLTWS,
DX BERFRNT A —FITH LT, ABROEV IO FEERE % 8
2297, RBRANNELBRAOICMBETESL91C, ZoI-Li#s i
LT 2R, KRYLOBNTH S, HALOBENIVEVLOL L
TEAEDLTUL, RAOEEAZ ) —r=v 7y, FRLOTE 2R
H5

BHIT, TOHNENR-RIZENRNT A —F D ABRNOEDL ) B HR
fbE i, BAEERICIOVWTONEO —BICL R B REND D 5,
ABREVEDOEFRZBETLZ20ENOEBEIE LT, KBEZF D
BELLTHYLZHELD 5. CHIEKBORERE L8 VIEOBZIE L
DEEBRAFALCEHT230TH S, LELIOESD, EENE
BB - EBERICTIR L, EEMICHEET A EFLETH L, &
DRITER U72RBre = 4 1ICH 5 28F580 1 b & 5 (15 (1987) 12154 .
—Ji, ¥4i3, ABREAERF EEEOEFVILEBIEL T, SRy
Dy 7 DFRTHOLNL ABROBVIEY —7iERKE, 7)) v o HFHE
TA—=FOEBE LTEET A2MELITY, XM THELTWE, =

79



TAEEE B1E B1E

OFERF UL ABR DG ERELZ KA THAHWOLLDIIHEVIKEOERZ, 3
EHIE 8T A — 5 ORBEBICL 5 EPANTELZDIDTH S,

Kim T, HICHEERATLCHVWLRTW A I-L O EICE L
AEE, ZOMBOL OB EETRERDO TV L, T, R
Bl AR, ZOEBEHEYT AW ERRNL Y BT -5 L o—Fws
B BEZMICENLIBETH A I-LIMHEzENET oL v ) AADE
BTEXL ) HTRRHHE L T b,

XC, ABREHUIZBWTHH VD EDFEELERZNH L, T, A
8] %2 (the number of sweeps) T 5

Thbb, 2y 7 EHEEE0DL LIR35S ABR I, EBEY
EAL (far field potential : X &k EH—oFEFBEARE B2 LT, BEHER L
DR BN ZIRESCRAE L BUDBEREEIC L DKL FIZRHIZIED S
ETAHEZTICEDVIBM) OFRMETH L7720, ERELEITHER
§kTH LV THDH, X, 1@0)%1%&&:;011:%5115%1110.2
~0.5 UV EIETH L7280, FEIPZE—7 2135720121, —#KIZH 1000
@~%%l@$ﬂﬂ%%%%bfwéoN%R;bwT%$WM§LT
WMELZE—2%B5(BI2VRY IRV EHET L) ZLIZL-
T, HIE#ERLTVL, ZOMEICERLSINLRHOEMMEIX, K72
BoTWhEWVR b,

3.ABRAIE & BRIF/NT * — 245

3.1 ABREIES LU ZDRER

BRI A= OERABLUTRMERDIIIZEKE L. T74DD,
27U s NRVAEEEERx L L, Bfi% dB nHL £ ¥ 5%, ZZTnHL
¥ 1% Normal Hearing Level ®Z & T, f#EEHEOFHR/NIHfEZ 0dB
DKL LT, FBELEE T YANVEAB)TERLZLDTH L, 7V v
s EFREEEER L, BHUA IV ms) L $ 5. 7V v 7 RIBBHE (B

80



70 7 BRI L AR TUNE VRO BEHE Y AT ABEORAL L TOERBMEE - ERHROBAL

BWIIREREOF VY Ho) R Btk 3§54, 2Z°C, Fidz vz
FEHERE T OHEETH S, MEFRHFIEROFEPIIED 72D 4 1% 30
75 90dB nHL £ T 10dB nHL & & [ZHEE%* ZL X ¢ 7-(AABR T3 &
JEiX35dBnHL ICEE SN T W A), 1id, EONZ X D ERICEE S
52 2ER#FED 0.1, 0.3, 05, 1.0ms @ 4 Fi¥H % ED72, FIZ80Hz LT
TEVEOEBRVPEHFIELLDZEPNOEN TS0, 20, 40, 60, 80
Hz DAL L7z, £/, MBEREEIE 2000 B & Lz, &3, mEEHD
BRI 7T 7 LTI 8 MEICEBR LB % - TIT 9.
ZOBMBY T 7EY T Y g BIE - C, MR MRS
BB fo=15kHz 226, > 7)) Y TR T xS %< L3 033ms BLTF
ThHLULEND L. BWEBKOBRPEL »2of/hO% 7)) v 7 S
BAT, gHlloy > 7)) v Ve LTAT=0.02ms & L7z

EW B B/ BET (vertex, Cz) L REBEBRAPBVWI-HHZ(ALA2) X
D B L FEAR Ag — AgCLIC TRUBEH, B ~N— X bR B H ORTLELIC
I DEMIEPUISKQ U T & L, BHEM % §i %8 (Frontal, Fpz) g X,
MERB e U7z, MERIZERMICERE L TEEME Lz, MER O
121, HAREEH B Neuropack Four mini # w72, ¥ 77, Low Cut Filter
& UCHERTE % 100 Hz, High Cut Filter & LT, R U< 5 KHz I2E8&%E
L7z

ABR OWRE L, 18~22 ROBERERE 30 A BB L L TiT 721,
R EEDREIZHBEI L > TEDLL LWL S, F—y B2 RS
L0 KELOREFEEZRE L, IS/ ABREVIEY - 7
WOMERROFIEL L UEEREL R 1 DR, 2B, ¥—2F
51330% D4 X T OBERA THIM S iz,

3.2 BVEBEE-I7BBIIRIITEINT A—20OBER
Bt %, ROFMETERT 5. £, £1OFHHEB L OEERES

81



TEEY F1% By

X1 20y 7 RS () B R () SR B HE) & ¥ — 2 RO P EMV) R
(R £(SD)

Table 1 Mean (MV) and standard deviation (SD) of the peak latency (v) measured at various

values of click intensity (x), duration (1), and repetition frequency (F=1-T).

T 0. 1(ms) F

20(Hz) 40(Hz) 60(Hz) 80(Hz)

x(dB) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD{ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms)
30 7.07 0.24 7.13 0.1 7.3 0.1 7.33 0.1
40 6.74 0.14 6.82  0.17 6.92 0.1 7.04 0.11
50 6.42 0.18 6.57  0.09 6. 64 0.13 6.76 0.11
60 6.12 0.13 6.2 0.11 6. 36 0.11 6.56 0.15
70 5.8 0.07 5.94 0.1 6.14 0.08 6.22 0.16
&0 5.64  0.09 5.8 0.11 5.99 0.07 6.13 0.1
90 5.59 0.06 5.72  0.12 5.91 0.06 6.04 0.07

T 0. 3(ms) F

20(Hz) 40(Hz) 60(Hz) 80(Hz)
x(dB) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms)

30 7.1 0.14 7.15 0.16 7.33 0.1 7.37 0.12
40 6. 81 0.2 6. 88 0.08 7.08 0.05 7.17 0.08
50 6.55 0.16 6. 64 0. 05 6.78 0.14 6.92 0.05
60 6.21 0.04 6.33 0.07 6. 48 0.12 6. 66 0.06
70 5.93 0.14 6.04 0. 06 6. 29 0.02 6.41 0.04
80 5.73 0.16 5. 89 0.04 6.07 0.03 6. 23 0.11
90 5. 62 0.1 5.76 0. 07 5. 94 0.1 6. 09 0.09
T 0.5(ms) F

20(Hz) 40(Hz) 60(Hz) 80(Hz)
x(dB) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms)
30 7.17 0.27 7.24 0.09 7.37 0.05 7.46 0.07
40 6.85 0.08 6. 96 0.09 7.12 0.13 7.17 0.08
50 6.62 0.14 6.71 0.03 6. 87 0.1 6.93 0.08
60 6.28 0.21 6.41 0.04 6. 56 0. 06 6.71 0.13
70 6.03 0.09 6. 07 0.03 6. 41 0.06 6.49 0.08
80 5.78 0.02 5.91 0.08 6.13 0.09 6. 25 0.09
90 5.71 0.04 5.8 0.03 6.04 0.08 6.12 0.1
7 1.0(ms) F
20(Hz) 40(Hz) 60(Hz) 80(Hz)
x(dB) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms) MV(ms) SD(ms)
30 7.2 0.34 7.24 0.08 7.5 0.13 7.54 0.13
40 6. 94 0.04 6. 99 0.05 7.17 0. 26 7.25 0.17
50 6. 65 0.15 6.77 0.05 6.9 0.02 7 0. 16
60 6.34 0.06 6.44 0.11 6. 65 0. 07 6.75 0.05
70 6.12 0.09 6. 15 0.01 6.42 0. 08 6.5 0.03
80 5.82 0.03 5.99 0.01 6.2 0. 07 6.29 0.1
90 5.71 0.02 5.8 0.07 6.1 0.06 6.16  0.09
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Fig. 3 Fifth peak latency of ABR(y) vs stimulus parameters (x, I, 7)
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Fig.4 An approximate relationship between the fifth peak latency of ABR(y) and stimulus
duration t(ms) (Solid line is the regressive line),
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Fig.5 An approximate relationship between the fifth peak latency of ABR(y) and stimulus
intensity x (dB nHL) (The regressive curve is shown.).
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Fig.6 An approximate relationship between the fifth peak latency of ABR(y) and stimulus
frequency F (Hz) (Solid line is the regressive line.)
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F2 ABRBVEE— 7 FREy ERIBEEFE & kiRt X 0 ERFERIC L 588

R

Table2 An approximate relationship between the fifth peak latency of ABR(¥) and stimulus
frequency F (Hz) and stimulus duration 1 (ms).

I [\]JF O DR
HHE SEil S KREFKET = F(2,9,0.01)
)% % B 2 0.347165 | 0.17358 94.1136 >8. 022
REXE 9 0.0166 0.00184
(AP
T DRI 0.38214286
F o1& 0.00707619
% $E 6.01543651
y = 0.000005x® —0.0007x? +0.0021x+ 7.66 (2)
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y = 0.0067F +6.13 (3)
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4.1 EEBRAOEWH
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y = 0.000005x° — 0.0007x2 + 0.0021x
+0.0067 (20+40+60+80)/4+0.382(0.1+0.3+05)/3+C
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30 = x = 90(dBnHL)
20 = F = 80(Hz) 13)
0.1 =z = 0.5(ms)
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