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#£1 FEHER, AFD, SFDOERBRLBEAERD

PEIREBSE S0 PHE L ERRE
Infants Number Gestationalage at birth Postconception age
(weeks) (weeks)
Normal:full term 6 41.0+1.6 41.5+2.0
Premature:Appropriate for dates 12 31.4+3.0 39.3+2.5
Small for dates 13 36.7+1.8 41.6+1.9
#F2 Appearance Rate
ABR MIC SVR
SFD 100% 85% 15%
AFD 100% 83% 25%
*3
ABR latencies af infants at postconception age around 40 weeks
Infants Number ABR latencies
wave I wave V wave V-1
Normal:full ferm 6 1.6+0.1 6.7+40.4 5.040.3
Premature:Appropriate for dates 12 1.7+0.2 6.6+0.3 5.0+0.3
Small for dates 13 1.7+0.1 6.7+0.4 5.1+0.4
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Behavioral Observation Audiometry

Response (+) Respone (—)
SFD x =85dB (n=4) 70% (n=9)
SD=8.7dB
X =7 7dB . oy
AFD SD=17 4B (n=5) 5 8% (n=7)
Controls SD=18dB (n=6) 0%
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