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Evaluation of the Device Failure Using Stimulus Artifact in the Cochlear Implantee
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ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to analyze the correlation between current intensity and amplitude
of stimulus artifact on the cochlear implantee, and to find out basic information to check the
device failure. Subjects were a prelingual child and 3 postlingual adults with more than severe
hearing losses. The charge-balanced biphasic pulses were presented at stimulus rates of 11
pulses per second, each pulse width of 25 gs with monopolar mode(MP1+2). Current intensities
were delivered at 27.5, 33.7, 41.3, 50.5, 61.9, 75.8 pA. Stimulus artifacts were recorded by evoked
potential system. This procedure was performed just before the initial stimulation, and then, the
amplitude of stimulus artifacts were compared with each current intensity. The amplitude of
stimulus artifacts was increased significantly according to the current intensity (p<0.01). The
results suggest that the change of the amplitude of stimulus artifact can be used as a good
cue to check the device failure in the cochlear implantee.
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£ couplert} simulatorg o] &&ch ok&e] ol AZoly 2 o]502 }E HeE FIF 5 g
o AEgsE BV 28 A T AL A9 AU oj4ste FAZ YirolA gt
ol AR AL F& A 29 Y AL AYSHIE ALEAY QTS AFE 49T 3
F I MANE SU A EE AV AF AAUE EF 8% A (electrical stimulated compound
action potential; eCAP)E 71538t 1 2% AHE 89 4 gl

AF 2FL ol4ate] FZH o Ao] S At oz Yol A s, AFHS o] 40
e A AGS A & 5 Aok vt AFgs AS g Han) &L 4308 F 99
o2 21%9 ol28(Kim §, 2004), AFEE AP5tE I L do] 80| 14 Ao Aejz 3
E5AY g $olAe Aoz yustn JrHKim F, 2004; Fayad 5, 2006; Oghalai, 2005). & ¢1&
39 FanBe FAY FYHo] HaAFHAY L&A 2AMAP) BN 713 gA9 HA
Z=7t AF 2 o ¥ 4 glt(Madell, 2004). ©18 & 23 QAL FEoht AL FAAA o
T2 W A3 A7 AA A7 A9t Bou FAG e A Wl g E 8 A5t
7F vebd & lth(Balkany §, 2004). Tk, 2% Aol AFo] Qom mF AT AMEL ¥73)
71E 83, 2 AEI A BY AFeS U ok ad olg g AAE o|4AY FAHQ
Hsh AzAL 7le2 Y AR A& E SAZ itk AT AHE F 2Fe] JAHE
AY AGFAE 2@ AY AF d9d 2 £ A A5 HAKvoltage compliance test)$t eCAP,
ag)xa A7 2T HA = 22 Abelectrical stimulated auditory brainstem response; EABR) &5
S AT F gk o5 AAe AT AT 99 Ul 29 AE: AY, AF YA £9F
A aga A7) AF AR LHY o2 348 FASVE v 2y olE AAle AF
AR Wz i gHEI7 24 AF d2A SYHYeE hgo] Ul £ 9lv] gFe] ¢A
olut FA4 Fol oy 1 Elo A UrH(Madell, 2004).

A7 £4710 F$Y FAA4L A3 Hate 78 AU AT Aol dayset 2 o
2247134 Azl 24ty 283 Jert 9ok vof, g3 AErt X8 xed A9 @
wgoz Nz 453 F 2oz F43) 81738 v Y (nonophase) S THEH, o] BEAY
gt g $3AAE FESY 2 AF22 dojue EFAH Aoln, AN HAE A
(nerve impulse)oltt. A= Zo}(stimulus artifact)= A173 WX FoetA 23 FE& A oA LA
= %l #l(generator or electrotonic potential)©]?l, 250 FojxW <A Feje] At A FH2
HatstE AA H713 el 2y AF Aas 2F0] Ao 4i e Fol Arle Res
A =& 7o BAR] FAEY, X35 AFAA G ZEE dsd AEFE ek o)
g AEE ol 83 ATATNAN £¥HE A7H EAE BAE § Jon, 13 §7E Yrlete
H #8% @Ax7t € 5 & Aot

o] A7 YT AFNA LAY AF ZSE(current intensity in pA)S} F2E A2 Fae
AF Alol9] #AE dotrm, AFHS AFY 13 FrHste AA EF24 7HeAH S dolran
2 sy
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2. A 24y

)32 Cochleart A& +& ol4 & 3 A ojo} 1 B 38 AIF-¢ 53 Al Abol9) A9 3 H(:
o=1:2)2.2 et dadz 2F o] 718& gilen, AF ¢ AL contour advance electrode
(Cochlear Ltd., Australia)2 2E A9 943 Agsar).

A7) A3 WinDPS(Ver. R116.02 build 445)2 ZAHH = Qg 9$ 2d %3 CPS¢} IF5+PCI
7}=(Cochlear Ltd, Australia)}E ©]%&th T3 pulse) AL HAZo| Zz} 50459 CG
(common ground) 2] 2545¢] MP1 +2(monopolar) %41 2] +/— 2] %91 Hbiphase) & AH4-319 3,
24zt 1 24 AF 7 gi71E HESE train WS 11 Hz9] BIE 2 01838 7)(SPrintTM, Cochlear Ltd,
Australia)& 53 A58t

A3 Foe f A= $2A9 AA A Viking Select™(Nicolet, USA)Z 7| 231t 242
o= 715 A3 g8 HE APo] 3k ol HEE T Bas ¥H A2 L o] L3197,
A71& A5 HF A $F(contralateral recording)tqth. +33 AYE gL Fu4 U
(RF filter) € &3 A7 F, 150 Hzoll A 3,000 Hz M99l tiy RElE FHAA A2 A 1 msBE =
2 % 9 7R 20~50 3 AEZ HF sHste 728

AAE A GAZ UFo] Al AR, BE gAY 22 A Ao BAZo] 27 50 ps9
CG %4 120 CL(113614, current level; o3} AF @99} T-8)3} 25 pso MP1+2 ¥4 100 CL(75.8
)& AR oS GANAE AR AE9) AT Fue] AZ Q&Y EHL HwE] 95ty
LE-+9 20 W(E20), 12 M(E12), 28X 5 ¥ AF(ESS AFsJEd, MP1+2 34 7d3S
AF @9 50 CL(275 1A), 60 CL(33.7 pA), 70 CL(41.3 1), 80 CL{(505 ), 90 CL(61.9 1), 100 CL(75.8
)e A2 AFech vtA e @AM E MP1+2 %4 7338 E20, E12, 283 E5 A 2o
120 CL%# 10 CLY £3¥A 253t EABRE Atk EABRIIA A7 ZEE 388 s
B0 5 UAEE Vi B3 gX R0 20~30 CL ¥ AF Z=7A HABIY o5 HA 3R L
TE F 4~5 F Fo APsAon, AF4s AT 47 R 237 Alole] AL BE AT A
10 kQ ol3l st}

E5, E12, E20 oA AR A= AT Aot AE Alo]9] BAE Pearson E5 o] F A#H S,
AA AFoAM AF A=t A5 35k AZ Alele] #AE Spearman HIES oM F AP L o) &
st EAH o2 RAFA)
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A 120 -8 170 CL(312.9 pA), 22| i E5 o)A 140(1704 pA)5E 160 CLe ¥ S g o, tiaa
R AF e 715D AF A=Rd 24 JEso

BE AFAMY AT F3 I1E HF L AF FEE YT E 28.49(23.68) oV, 34.96(x4.13) v,
41.37(+4.69) 1V, 50.24(x5.64) V, 60.33(x7.66) 1V, 72.27(£9.25) N2 TAH o2 Fo3tA AR LH(p
<00, A= Z+Z49] A= Fo IAE JFE AA AF AF Yoo obAMAR BAHR 793
A A FAHP<0.01, <2¥ 2, 3>).

4. 1 &

AE4F o4 F, olSA 7] 2UAE A7) Aol AYste o 7R F4EE Frhe o)Az}
o] A7) ATl g 4 ARr Qoug /MFH B AF FEE AFEstodof A& HAAL
BE3¥ & 3 A3 dHg 23 4 9o

CochlearAt Q18 94$-2] CL2 102 tAE 1 CL(base leveD® 3}, 1 CL& £ wult} 2%4 =o}
A A 255 CL(L,750 pA)HA AHEE 5= QT3 59 F, 2006). EABR 9A& 3 2103 9%
of mte} xtej7b glom o 300~500 A AEoH(3]5Y 5, 2004; Lusted 5, 1984), 23 Z7 o] ¢l
To9-9t vl & ¥ 94 9-Z 4% (modiolus nerve)dll 75 ps FARE AFsH oF 150 4 A E o) HBadi
S, 2002). °] AFolA AREE MP1+2 %49 A AF 2= 100 CLE 758 mel™, EABR ¥4
T RE AF 29 120 CLE, AR #52 82453 1136 moln). Qztel A7) 2= 7434
$(electrical stimulated dynamic range; eDR)E 2~15 dB A %o} = (Miiller & Pfingst, 1984; Rance
& Dowell, 1997; Shannon, 1983), & ¥ 4 & A F3leo] A3t EABR 9X+= H3A MAPAY
eDR] &9 60~70% HHol AthA A 5, 2000). = F=7} o] & Fhof o] 4zte] AF S
27 2AAAHAME % 6~8 dB ZEE eDRE B3I MAPE Agstn gt

ol @+ A9 AF ¢ AFeA EABR 9+ 120 CLo| 7HF wgton 44 dF8 713
€2 A83H4d o)Aty AA Ay] AT F8§ A= F685~839 A FER FAHY 4 qlo) wet
A AF ZH 715 93t AH87 100 CLE gy 9x)8 2o sigact 22 d&E o)
B2 AFHs dogo] 47 AFqMe AX E99 AF3ed, o)A F& 27 AT AF 2
239 HF A, 714 T8 #UsE o)A U ArFH dHde FEI By

37 A7 A=A HrtelA o4 A A9 cochlear microphonics, 7HE 9 (summating
potential) 22} BFHANE LT Ht A L AAFAF Aulo)A 2ysE HAYSEL AT 25
of 9FE Tk o] M9 At FEANY AFEoE AFY § Qlon, FEAZRLE AF FE
€ =998 9551 AEZ2L AANEHSY %, 2005 Chatrain 5, 1984; Zimmer, 2002).

AE4S ol A A A Fotes AF 4 AF A 2AF AF7 Foo] 228 7|2 A3
E FAEEA A7e A71A @4y, AF Aus gM M AAY ZEALH AZo] 2
A5 dFE Tk a2y AT Foe] FEALS 1 ps AFE )¢ FolA AT Bmote] 7
g HWel7] oY o] H|3ld NELS FH NREH £V AEE £ N AEQY FHAYRT AN
ol R AZBFHH EH9 7|EH MG oA V% k(A HH F, 2000, AA 5, 2001; §

FiN
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<Y F,2003). AF Iy JEL AF AFH INE AF A9 A FUbshE F58A 74
ok 28y Q1F S HFol o] Ad 42 HE /2 AFo| R Ty Ay AA 23
o A Mg FEAL AMEnig 3A Aol g Holx Yomz HdZo| WA gt of A% Ao
Al i el Aol YA A, AF A Kol BFEtn HEo] WA P AL o) A
2 EAT dxg geta] 23 e AELe A Froe] AAE FIled f43 A4 A
4 Ut

AFoLe AR ZEe AFHLR F7187] gEo] AF a9 37 @& FRAME AF %
=7t S B A oA E AF ATt 3A8A Aol ol WalE o] dF
7b g e AR FETE ASsir] bEd FAE AsS #FI S QAT ey e A
oAl A YFoE oo 7] ¥ AL A £ Yo(<K2Y 3>), olRS AR %
=7t A5 Fut Ao 9L T3 UE § T GAoY, FAHoZE {3 H¥
Ba

o] AFqA ALEg AR{ ZEE EABR HA 9 B eDRE 1 E IR @& 27 0] o
FEo|QAH, X8 AF FEANN AF 3} BF /1S53, AT F9 AE £ AF F=S 5
ARz 9% AAAAE BA ey AF FH ey EAHES AT HE A AR
2 AR 2Ze] A G FE5HA o8 ¢ Uk E AFT4S AFo] ¥ AYGH e
A 458 o] olag A7 o9 ¥ A7l(cochleostomy) o) A e A= a3 ¢
T 9o ojAE AFEL AF-23] HE AYo] A2 d2uz A4F Fy AEZE g £ gl
o olelg 3 Fote] AE st 97 Ar) RS S0z 498 YR T 9o x4
T AT & 2o o QoM 3998 G v 9EERE Hrg oS F3 PJRE F
& & Atk o] F GHEL MZ OE FHo AUE AFEY AF-ZA HE Ao & Aol5
Bolx gAY, T84 MEE F3¥ H 4 o5 A3 &4 7154E Fdste d JojAE 4
TR JEo]l E F k. ol AF o AEFG AF 2 4 2 g o] &3] HEME
simulator box 522 A& A9 FeiE vtz EQldiojof i)

e
e
2
sy

oH |

52 &

A3 goke A7) Ao R o NAY 27 AAuT 2e AR ZEANE deidn, AU
A3 AT 4% 7152 99 Fye] £ EW AT Abo]9) 7] WY 54| A YFse] 2
A%o] AF FEo] A ATk o] AT FRHANE AT Foe] AHL AF AT Z=ol F
Hoz §o8 FBBAE BALH, o)k AW A4S BT YU Ariste o u £8 =
T2 A4 F Uge AVR Yol Z ALY v} A 498 o) 23 Alo)e] YW
28 olgdte] AT AY EE AY Ao} ALY $L WY 4 Utk AF Fuhel 715
o) 212G W AF02 /12 £ YA WASACH, & 5 AFVeE 8 43"
AAE +UY & YoM WaD JA4 7152 & Ax PR U

AF 9 ol T A2 nPe 2% RS 17 BA %L A0 Budw Yok a5
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Fol L oSt 1159 HelH $EH ARRAA v $Y 52 neS waulee B
oo U4 S G 0% 2 FAetH 5404 TAZ govt £ A A 1 £9o)
2 Byl AT % wFol F1F 5L Y £ ek BekA o5l W@ WFHA 3

AARAN AF 723 IF 5A4S $84¥0E 788 ARE 5 5 I, 2L FYY L A
e b 33U 7198 & Aoz JdE £+ Yok
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