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ABSTRACT

This research is an experimental research. The purpose was to examine the electrical stapedius reflex
threshold (ESRT) in 19 pediatric cochlear implant users. The study include comparison of M-level values between
ESRT and behavioral method, and comparison of speech discrimination ability with the programs based on ESRT
and behavioral method. The results showed that there were no significant difference in the means of M-level values
between ESRT and behavioral method (p-value > 0.05) and also no significant difference in the means of speech
discrimination scores between ESRT program and behavioral program (p-value > 0.05). The current results
demonstrate the advantage of using ESRT to set M-level for young cochlear implant users. Application of ESRT may
increase efficiency to predict M-levels at the initial fitting process in unco-operated patients and enhance listening

performance for appropriate speech and language development in pediatric cochlear implant users.
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Behavioral Method ESRT method
WBunamnszualih (n=15) (n=15) t p-value
(CU) Mean SD Mean SD
Fosdaananszduii 1 180.06 167.78 176.81 166.10 2.102 054
Fosdamnunszdid 2 184.46 169.34 184.01 169.61 0.267 793
¥09 “auncgmnszéjw?i 3 189.48 178.15 191.83 177.70 -1.383 188
Fosdamnaunszdii 4 198.80 186.26 201.53 186.60 -0.826 423
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