THNREBEEREREEES OEETT

. B @

THRBOERAERIEE INIYRD
BUHABRIGOEREHOPICT 52 & %0
f1& Uiz THET, $IRL~ATHE, T
B OHERECEROBELBIT 5 BVHHE
3784 - fo#¥, Auditory Brain Stem
Response (ABR) BSEERICEAIND LD
T - THOEREE 13 - 72,

" SL4NRAID ABR TWave ¥ 7cidWave I,
I UAHELZ W TERAI O TRET LS
T3, VTNOREHS® Pendular type O
FSeFBBIR@PUEL D hypotonus, 7272 LEE
LThoMENHET S, OBMEZEDOEN,
@QVWTNhEERTHB, COXHFAELL
REREETE/NEOMBEREEDHEIIL
XHThHb,

HRAREEZIE RRRR
m % B %
REBEE vy —/NEF
B
waEE vy —/MNEM
B OE Rk

=

2. WREAE

HE : MBREOERY, £HR3IpHAED 5
BRI TORRTH .
73‘& D 1) BRI, Rl Y v
2RV, a) BEMNEBRIE, b) hEEBRK
B (MLC) ¢) RIE (SVR) ©3-%
EE LI, IO OTHIBSHE, RS,
WRBEOIEREMER, ZhETobhbhoi
T P
2) BT8R 5. Behavioral observa-
tion Audiometry # 3\ i3 Conditional ori -
entation reflex audiometry %MW 7,
s, AhLOERLE, 7yvr— AR
DREESEEY 2 PRV, BRCDSSE,
3) IREGES : ENG AL, HRERE
By & —HRBREBEREIC X S RIERRK$E50E
T, RO EFEBLIUETHER,
CNETObNbIOREERES

®1 EHOXLY
Case No | Name | Age at the First |Sex |Birth Auditory Brain Stem Pendular Musie Psychomotor
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1 T.Y. 3 months male | 2620 g | Wave I Wave [ 2 Hz | hypotonia | retardation
é K.N. 7 months male | 2100 g} Wave [, Il {Wave I, II 2.5 Hz | hypotonia | retardation
3 K.T. 11 months male { 2650 g { Wave I, I1 |Wave I, II .3 Hz | hypotonia | retardation
4 1.T. 12 months male | 3590 g [Wave I, II |Wave I, II 3 Hz |hypotonia | retardation
5 H.Y. 13 months male | 3500 g | Wave I, 1T |Wave I, II 3 Hz | hypotonia | retardation
6 H.K. 3yim mate {2750 g wWave I, II |Wave I, II 3 Hz |hypotonia | retardation
7 Y.K. 6ylm male {2950 ofWave I, II |Wave I, I 3 Hz |hypotonia | retardation
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