th T
National
Graduate MMP32
Research

MIDWUNNENBANN Cochlear/Retrocochlear 1aal¥ Acoustic Reflex Thresholds
Tudihelszanyiaon
Identification of Cochlear/Retrocochlear pathology in Sensorineural Hearing Loss Patients

by the Use of Acoustic Reflex Thresholds
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to study the diagnostic accuracy on the sensitivity and specificity of the
acoustic reflex test (ART) in identifying site of lesion compare to the results of auditory brainstem response
measurement (ABR). This was a retrospective study with data collection from clinical charts of sensorineural hearing
loss patients who were referred by otorhinolaryngologists for ABR measurement during 2009 - 2013. The subject
consisted of 346 ears from 232 patients (102 males, 130 Females). The most common chief complaint (1 symptom)
was tinnitus (26.72%), fullness sensation 24.57%, hearing loss 20.26%, dizziness 6.04%, and 22.41% of subjects had
two or more symptoms. The overall sensitivity of ART in identifying site of lesion was 90.9% and specificity was
5 7.3 %. However, the highest sensitivity and specificity of ART in identifying site of lesion is 100% and 8 0.6 %

respectively in moderate SNHL (41-55 dBHL).
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