A7} brainstem? A

353, W53
BANG R FIs 871 F e

Interpretaion of Auditory Brainstem Response
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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we present the ABR(Auditory
Brainstem Response) as a clinical application.
ABRs are composed of several waves or peaks. In
recent years, the use of ABRs has gained
popularity as one of the methods of choice in
determinig hearing thresholds of newborns and
infants. We introduce labeling and computational
methods of peak identification in ABR.
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