DOI:10.13201/.issn.1001-1781.2012.22.015

2012 4
26 % 22 ¥

[ =R SRR Y S
J Clin Otorhinolaryngol Head Neck Surg(China)

+ 1053 -

(297 xigE. WERIM] a2, AR T A& H AR FE, 2006,
530—534.

[30] ASMA A, ANOUK H. The development of auditory
skills in infants with isolated large vestibular aqueduct
syndrome after cochlear implantation[J]. Int J Pedi-
atr Otorhinolaryngol, 2010, 74 474—481.

[31] 7R EEM, RFIC, 5. AN THIRAEATE KA E
KEGEMERF TN ALI]. MIrERRE¥R,

2009,29(8) :1657—1659.

[32] CHEN X Q,LIU B, LIU S, et al. The development
of auditory skills in infants with isolated large vestib-
ular aqueduct syndrome after cochlear implantation
[J]. International J Pediatric Otorhinolaryngol,2011,
75:943—947.

[33] X1, RETEKEL G — I K12 W 5 IE R
wE] PEWTHIEFTRERFERE. 2008,5(1):
52—755.

P 4 1A

CICAS B #:2012-04-10)

AT HR s AR A S i AR JER N BE T B I SE

X FA 3

[X@iE] ANTEHIR, SR KN
[(FESZES] R764.35 [HiFREB] A

EAH T RAR!

[XEHES] 1001-1781(2012)22-1053-04

A review of research on music perception ability for

adult cochlear implant users

Summary A cochlear implant(CID) is a kind of surgically implanted electronic device that provides a sense of

sound to a person who has severe to profound sensorineural hearing impairment. However, studies have shown

that the performance in music perception for CI users has not been achieved to an ideal level. It is important to e-

valuate the ability to perceive music using well designed music perception test materials, in order to improve the

quality of life for cochlear implant users. This paper reviewed the studies on assessing music perception ability for

adult cochlear implant users from the exising literature.
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