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Abstract Objective: To evaluate and compare outcomes effects of Chinese recognition materials in post-lin-
gually deafened patients with cochlear implant. Method: Thirty-two post-lingually deafened cochlear implant users
participated in the study. Each one of them was given a series of speech recognition tests including the speech rec-
ognition score of monosyllable words, spondee words., Chinese BKB sentences and MHINT in quiet, as well as
speech recognition threshold of HOPE corpus in babble noise. Speech recognition scores and thresholds were com-
pared among these test materials using histograms , scatter diagrams and statistical methods. Result: Recognition
scores for spondee words, Chinese BKB sentences and MHINT were affected by ceiling effects, with 1,14 and 4
cases scored 100% respectivelty. Meanwhile, 17, 26 and 14 cases scored more than 85% correspondingly. On the
other hand, speech recognition scores for monosyllable words in quiet and speech recognition threshold for HOPE
corpus in babble noise were not affected. Conclusion: For a considerable part of post-lingually deafened patients u-
sing cochlear implant, some Chinese speech recognition materials have demonstrated different degrees of ceiling
effects. While speech recognition scores for monosyllable words in quiet and recognition threshold for HOPE cor-
pus in noise can evaluate the performance of speech recognition abilitymore objectively.
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