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A 1 H #g (Cochlear Implant)

2021 Lasker-DeBakey Award

Dr. Katalin Kariko Dr. Drew Weissman .. ..
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A 1 H #g (Cochlear Implant)

2013 Lasker- DeBakey Award

Dr. Graeme Clark Dr. Ingeborg Hochmair Dr. Blake Wilson
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A 1 H #g (Cochlear Implant)

Volta (1790)
T HERE R RIES
Djourno & Eyries (1957)
PR TERA B
House (1961)
& » H4E Cl >4 pr(# 1)
Graeme Clark (1978), Ingeborg Hochmair (1977)
% 7 & Cl
Blake Wilson (1991)
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EEF LI
1. ;£ Cochlear (Nucleus)

2. ¥ K Advanced Bionics
3. # 3 9 MED-EL



A1 1 ﬁfﬁﬂ}#r‘g
CEEPTTISS
-1 R
1. ;£ Cochlear:
N22, N24,Cl4 .z 7], CI5 % 7], Cl6 % 7]

2. ¥ K Advanced Bionics:
C1(Clarion-S), Cll, HiRes 90K

3.  # 9] MED-EL:

Combi 40%, Pulsa ~, 199 Sonata -, 199,
Cl Tl

1000 EAS 1200
. Concerto , Synchrony(EAS) .
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CEEFT NS
B-1FER
“Nucleus” “Ad. Bionics” “Med-EL”
¥ - Cl 22M Cl
R Cl 24M ClI Combi 40+
Fz Cl 24R HiRes 90k Pulsar, 1%
i Cl 24RE HiRes Utra Sonatay, 1%
I Cl 422 Concerto,,; 1°%
¥+ #&  ClI512/Cl522 Synchrony(EAS) 1200

i s C1612/CI622
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CEEF TIPS
T i fARE
1. "}Qﬁ—& &7}:9537

2~ £~ fmE (slim)

2. PRy k(A R )
=1~ g (soft)
A2 7K (flex)
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3. RFEN I L RTHE S 2HTE

Cochlear

4. Ry A5k

Cochlear
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Severe to Profound Sensorineural Hearing Loss

]
| PATIENT NEEDS COCHLEAR ELECTRODE SOLUTION

Optimal electrical Perimodiolar Contour Advance®
stimulation electrode

Slim Straight
Lateral wall
Straight

PROVEN CLINICAL DATA

Holden et al, Ear and Hearing, 2013
Susan et al, The American Journal of Otology, 1999
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[+ 2sRamp0s)
T iR AR
5. 7R % if

19 mm

Active Stimulation Range: 14.3 mm

2.4mm
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CEEFT EEPD
AL ESEA ALY

1. ;£ Cochlear (Nucleus)
- WSP, Spectra, SPrint, ESPrit, Freedom,

N5(CP810), N6(CP910, 920)
2. # F] Advanced Bionics
- PSP, Auria, Harmony, Naida(Q70, Q90)
3. B ‘f‘] MED-EL
- Tempo”, OEUS};,QPUSZ: Rondo, Sonnet
€ (¥ :
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CERY LA E )
LR IR
(1) = % #48 ;% (place coding)
CEF T
Pl gcsR F R
~2,500/s (250/s x10)
(2) i&fe i * %r5 2 (advanced combination
encoding, ACE)
HE 5 IR B
et 2 e
& irane: ~14,400/s (1,200/s x12)



A1 E ﬁfﬁ’}#.s.g
[ A1 4 ﬁfﬁ.% 2 /%@m
v% e @—%9\1% 2 /’f@;—?—ﬁ\‘x
(3) il H4E > fgrdriRiz*
(continuous interleaved sampling, CIS
4 F R R A
Flcid o
~50,704/s (1,400/s x12)
(4) Fe B+ 3 v 1) i
(analogue stimulation, SAS)
fe 9 Y
g ranss T1HcEE F 1(~100,000/5 )

ONOOO A QNN
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[ 41 BeRiE S miZ Wk )
A ESE S AR
SPEAK, ACE, CIS (Cochlear = &)
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F L EDFE R IR
CIS, PPS, QPS, SAS (AB = &)
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PR ER (s 4 E )
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RIS (s 4 E )
1. €%

2.} A

3. 7% 7 fum ¥l

4. PR EFFEFNZE TR

5. # F ¥ 3% % (CT, MRI)
6.3t % @ T {jcie &
7.- %¥%a ~-AHEFKRE
8. § 4 P B PR

@&*3\!% % FFH% IE



C3 B

W FER (4 E )
1. €3

2.7 A

3. % 7 fun 3¢
4“ﬁ$ﬁﬁ1?%

5. §f F % & & (CT, MRI)
6.3 T { ki B
7.-%¥%E - HEFKE
8.6 § M4 fler R

“»f;mfyg % rﬂ% /P




L1 B

R EE (s 4 E )

3. 3% T Fuat 3 (GRIER)
P 38 /B 35t
1)+ F*F BER=%
QRFLEREE - L ®
(3) F #4872 FFHP 5%
(4) B F # HIHR %
(5) E ¥ {IJHF 5 -~ * § &7%
(6) § #* FLFHPI%
(7) » + FF¥P| % (e.g. HINT, AzBio)
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A1 BegtE r3td

lﬁ’?)\»/l ﬁ& j&) /é”—;ﬁ}ﬁ
&} K= J- | l] el r':“,'r‘f. : ———

Teg
B
i ‘f-f\“*

B £
X e 4B s iz
B* #13-: chinese tone recognition (4 speakers) L % of ﬁ-a! gﬁ; ;'F@
B Tet Vev Yew Puumerr Snis s Help IS

! e i SRS o < = ;
X A e ® W s
| Open P x | st

Total Trials:
Current Trial:
Correct Trials;
Percent Correct;

TONE-1:
TONE-2:
TONE-3:
TONE-4:

speakers

13124 =542
16124 =66.7 - - S e i
19)24=79.2 T 7 ookt
2024 = 83.3 S ¢

S
“ f
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W IR (L B &)
3. \% 5‘:5‘; ;I‘ (/P 5&')

(8) 7 & HF XK & %4 (IT-MAIS)
“11‘3? % R enfen IR B
(i) #FBEZF5
(i) %5 HEF|E
(iii) B f2 B3 PR &
*1048: 0~4 4 (JE A - -7 -S4 -8 8)/%

(9) 3% 3 7o ¥ 5 (SIR, Speech Intelligibility
Ratlng — O’Donoghue et al., 1998) 1-5 %
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W IR (L B &)

3. \% 5‘:5‘; ;I‘ (/P '5&')
(10) .5t & & (M-CAP, Modified Categories of

Auditory Performance —Archbold et al, 1995):
0-7 &

(11) v 3% B ¥ % (MSLDS, Manchester Spoken
Language Development Scale): 1-10 &

(12) & ¥p 3% 3 R *iB](SPT, Early Speech
Perceptlon Test)

(13) 3 R %33 % * % 5 (MUSS)
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R (5 4 E#)

-‘%\‘:5&5‘;; e (R 5%)

(9) 3% 3 F %R ¥ &(SIR)
H1 XAV MR
#2 3 RenE 37 UARE(F A B3R

% F i B4 pF)

#3 €H Bt B RV MR
#4 5 el 2GR n ¥ R
#5 97 A 3T UEH

W“"‘Jfﬁ Fet
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HEBIEG (4 )
-\% 5‘:5‘;;3: (/P 5&')
(10) & it & & (M-CAP)

#o &z 2% B FH B B3
#1 7 B B R S
H2 HEFR7 - &

#3 ¥ PR YRGS
HA 7 U332 03 BE
5 ¥ NEREF T 43w (
#6 F MR A €

7 ¥ u'fr'g’h A RIER i

7 #B)
i #E)



C3 A

B (s ¢ S )
3.% % %’wa * e (BlR)
(11) v % B ¥ %(MSLDS)

#Hl v U RE-E TRARR P8 | v Tz ag]

H2 % B3 kA A et R0 SR EF N

#3 B A AR (4o FE23F)

#4a ¥ rivF i Eh¥ 350503

#5 ¥ U v E 4 E e $507200F 0 A F MRBEF W

#6 ¥ UFEIBF P E P S

H7 VLR E S

H8 ¥ ILRAF R 3

#O 37 ARHTICRS ER(HR T EF kb1 D

B 2 B4 FLE enE B4R 5

EYLYarie p1033 2 2 BB ITTfrE 0 §
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PRI (5 A E )
1§+

2.K4 %2

3.5 B i 4 2R
4. A RBAR 2 TR

5. § ¥ % 44 4 (CT, MRI)
6.3k % W T 1kt &

7.- S A HEREE
8. wgﬁ#dﬁi@'“ﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘

e 2 il

e N



2L
A1

2 3% )

L% o
,’{{E“Eﬁglfé (}?5&

f§4 % (CT, MRI)
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A1 BERE TR
PR ER (s 4 E )

5. § ¥ % 14k % (CT, MRI)
'=5 RS l&"?’%
3 i’Fv?“ F=FA i 4F)
1 TR

cochlear aperture
<1.5mm




ERE 1 R

PG (4 E )
5. ﬁ'ﬁ* ¥ %3 4 (CT, MRI)
&= B %(MRI):
axial, coronal, obligue sagittal
P ERFRCPE
—FEinl WA B Y
¢ B R
R HEA ()/BEH SR/ N BE R % (CT)



C1BMEE P

R (s 4 E )
5. ﬁﬁ'ﬁ" y A % % (CT, MRI)
T Jr B2 1%
CISS (Constructive Interference in Steady

State): assessment of CP angle lesions, fine
structures of cochlea and IAC

™o 'ﬂ t’lﬁﬁ’ '/
‘ ~N «f“? i @ -
£ B Al i )\ "
Axial Obliquﬂg Sagittal
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ERER (4 E8)
5. #if F ¥ 143 & (CT, MRI)
J R R %

S R P
Oblique Sagittal \t
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L1 B

W R (s A E )
5. #f ¥ R ift& % (CT, MRI)
R ORI
‘fg‘ 3&'3@:};&% % MRI
® "é% g'i‘%j’ £
o A LR hif bt
TR ECTS: - &
o\ H \1{5 3]3
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L1 B

“What is the role of pre-operative imaging for
cochlear implants in adults with postlingual

deafness?” - Choi KJ & Kaylie DM. (Laryngoscope
2017; 127: 287-288)

Need for preoperative imaging in Cl candidates

- CTs: middle ear disease

- MRIs: temporal bone fractures, meningitis,
cochlear otosclerosis, asymmetric
hearing loss, r/o incidental intracranial

lesion
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PR (s 4 E8)
5. §f F % 1§34 & (CT, MRI)
T ra ¥k (CT):
B ¥R F—-%(P‘ H 4F i)




L1 B

R (O 4 E#)
5. § ¥ ¥ 3% 4 (CT, MRI)
&= % %(MRI):
R E e (St ari)

’H“C
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LB R

WRER (A ER)
1. g #&

2. 17 &

3. 7% % R 37 o

4. B RFFERZ T

5. #f ¥ # %48 & (CT, MRI)

6.3 F W T {kik 2

7.- % A EFRKD

B.RE MM PR CEF

9. 2 B A F|&H

W iranis

7o /
2 ‘9 - -2 ‘f ¥ '\k
/o Tt ’/-/-j-' e B-E
T R P P t i
2 e’ § = 0 ¢ ¢
~\ _(4( RENEE Ny S R LS 3
i | — “_‘:.:(' e
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(s 4 EB)

5. BF W e
GERE L5
- % 41§cF Mt £ § B (Dynamic range)
— & ¥H4E % (Description of frequencies)
- % B 2% #3 (Gap detection)
- F Y £ & 3P13E (Temporal difference)
- % P33 if J& (Adaptation)
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HH R (L S8 )
1. § 3

.57 &

3. % 7T R At 7 FR

4. A RBFR 2 126

5. §if ¥ F %tk % (CT, MRI)

6. $LF 4 T ik &

7.- %% H - HEFKR

8. § H# Lo P

9. 8 B & FlE R

W iyaris




A1 BERE TR
PR ER (s 4 E )

9.2 B & 'ﬂ’i”) o !Genetic Diagnosis
3 ¥4
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HERIEG (s 4 E )

9. B 8 A F]¥ ¥ (Genetic Diagnosis)
B IO H E F R

W
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+ g B (= 4 2 19y/o)

(1) FZHARIADLERN R EHN SRS
% PTA270dB (0.5, 1, 2, 4k Hz)

(2) 7 “ 3% # (SIR34 17 })

€) ””&;?&%i\ﬁ RiZHRE(26m)is > 2% 7 ik

7 RN iEF T p R %< 50%

(4177 - Bz ﬁﬂ%’“ﬁﬂ$“%%

(5)-“!‘-}iniﬁs:—rou i.ﬂ/}ﬁﬁi}_r'u

(6) & ¥ AFF ~ ﬁf}%zﬂ}ﬁszwi"’fﬁﬂ LY T
# Fios 7| LFE
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+ pig B (221 < 18y/o)

1) 2ERREEH FTHRI HF4
PTA = 90dB (0.5, 1, 2, 4k Hz)

*¥2¥18yfo (¥ T & ¥ T 18 223%)
s B g RE EA SR 0 PTA270dB

(2) B* . Efe i (23~6m)is

"%’&;‘E‘% TR CREFFTHITREN

& BN 2 ):g,\ 4‘?1?]56E< 50%
"#— %‘f 3T et E Bk (WRS) < 30%
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L1 B
+ iR
HE 287 $4LR 5 HRHF
2019/07 FDA (% R)

(1)E 2 € & fip et s B 3 JHHFERF
(2 T FFF T B R 30F 5 FHBRIR<5%
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A1 BegtE r3td
TR
F3m

R A £ 75 R 2(E-CAP)
FEFF N1:0.34+0.03 ms; P2:0.67 £ 0.06 ms

P N
1B
600 Baseline corrected

300

(5]
Y o ]
=
S 0
=
<C




et
RNE
A 2EKRE
T A EAF £ F P 7 - (E-CAP)
o« HHr E(4 1B D
o L ARI A BT Tk B
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%5 2 B K 2 (Mapping)

R 5
HEts 2~4% ¥y
LRI ol 5 g [
T-level, C-level

EHR G
wEis 273/ 2, & 2iF 1=
i 4~6RB Y , & ¥ 1=
#Fis 6B % {8, %3768 1=



SR F RN
#F 3 /%@IE—'.;“&%K ¥ (Mapping)

# i+ (E-CAP)

LHEHC P

250
240
230
220
210
200
190
180
170
160
150

Current Level

10 15
Electrode No.

20

T-level

C-level

-x-EAP-T




EEF RN
% 3 kL E K T(Mapping)

T HF 4 & BF T =(E-CAP)
Ruben HM, et al. (Laryngoscope 127:476-487, 2017.)
“Systemic review of compound action
potentials as predictors for cochlear implant
performance”
-25 % # ~ meta-analysis
—fe » Clfs em3x % frE-CAP & 7 &g B %
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B 3¢ /R A5t
(1) + §* § 2R RI%
2 RFEREME * R E
(3) F 7 58 A e FHP %
(4) B F #RIFRI
(5) ¥ ¥ f&JH+ 5 * 3 59
(6) § #* FTFHPI&
(7) ¥+ B3R5 (e.g. HINT, AzBio)
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wts 2.3 3 Boas B R
BB %% ¥3
(8) 7 & REFK K &34 (IT-MAIS)
':1‘_,» #?{),;b ;}iiﬁﬁ- Hp 7? B
9) %= /)i ForE & % (SIR)
(10)&.5: % & (M-CAP)
(11) T Z & B | % (MSLDS)

(12)5 ## 5 Ef‘ iR ‘q‘é‘(ESPT)
FEETHITAS R E

w137 LAHT €7 2 a(MUSS)
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£ R # iy 4] F&

o} » [ iNE ¥
(1)L RES 4 31> il FiRE
(2)% X K25k B s

o Bt P4 Jp X

7 %I AR (S HRPHRFL RS
7 xERE MR R)

o ko "3 B R A F1¥ R

o 3L % W T Tk Ai(+)
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e x =iy f] 5%

Govaerts PJ, et al., (Otol & Neurotol 2002;23:885-890)

&~ E# CAP F~ AR

> 4% <7 20~30%
2-4 5% 7 66%
<28 7 90%
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=
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—@—Inner 2ar malformation
—{_— Control

12
Months after ClI

*IEM: IP 1, Il; Coch hypoplasia I, Il, Ill; Common cavity; CND
Y iyanes ACTA OTOLARYNGOLOGICA 2016; 136:78-82.
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—4@— Inner ear malformation
— (= Control

Months after ClI

*IEM: IP 1, Il; Coch hypoplasia I, Il, Ill; Common cavity; CND
Y iyanes ACTA OTOLARYNGOLOGICA 2016; 136:78-82.
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B g A5
- 3 o
nﬁ y = CAP SIR 14 (BB?F"
. e 7 (13) 2.55 1.54 12.9
{& & 3-35-1(28) 2.95 2.31 12.0
oA K4k 4p -2 (15) 2.90 2.32 12.0
AFE? 213 (38) 3.39 3.68 12.4
BEggE T A (11) 3.45 3.72 15.6
A FEF 213 (13) 3.77 3.54 17.8
A FE? 2 113 (285) 3.98 3.80 13.8

&y ireres (Shiy, et al., Clin Otolaryngol 2019;44:702-706)



/\J_ﬂﬁ,‘gg\;ii

B ug A

07 CAP jF®™  jFi3d &  p

* %= (17)? 1(1-1) 5 (5-6) <0.001
L7 213 (19) 1(1-1) 4.5(3.75-5) <0.001
BEpgF T 4 2(17)  1(1-2) 5(4-5)  <0.001
A7 2113 (31) 1(1-1) 5 (4-6) <0.001
W ped-k#(23) 1(1-1) 5(5-6)  <0.001
£ 3+ (107) 1(1-1) 5 (4-6) <0.001

&Y irerin (Daneshi A, et al., Int J Ped Otorhinolaryngol 2020)



/\J_ﬂﬁ,‘gg\;ii

L A%
LB IR M S 3 & p
+ 9 (17)? 1(1-1) 3(2-4) <0.001

AR 213 (19) 1(1-1) 3.5(3-4) <0.001
BEpF T 4 2(17) 1(1-1)  3(3-4) <0.001
AFEF 213 (31) 1(1-1)  4(3-4) <0.001
g -k #(23) 1(1-1)  4(3-4) <0.001
£ 3+ (107) 1(1-1) 3(3-4) <0.001

&Y irerin (Daneshi A, et al., Int J Ped Otorhinolaryngol 2020)



&1}1&,!51—,\:75’

E
18 § 7 7 38 2. Meta-analyses
138 (=48 » 4 1 B #fchil o g &
* 96.97% (128/138) fiis f.* frif 7 # MW
o T3i5SIR W & ¥ B 4 (p <0.05)

BH P\ﬂv%ﬂ ¥ &4 % (p>0.05)
o -FISCAP Vit ¥ H ¥R 1 (p <0.05)

2H P\ﬂvﬁﬂ % & 4% (p>0.05)

(Al-mahboob, A. et al., Eur Arch Oto-Rhin- Laryngol 2021)
W irarisn



A 13 ﬁ,‘;,‘ o 3L
FuA? 5.4 3 (Cochlear Nerve Deficiency)
BAEF Y7 2vs oA §4r 4
CAP
pEn jEis (3F)

(n‘_s) 1.17 (0-3) 5.33 (4-6)
A a4
oA (:;;'f 0.29 (0-1) 2.86 (0-4)

(Wu CM, et al., Otol & Neurotol 2014;36:14- 21)
Eptranes



A 13 ﬁ,‘;,‘ o 3L
FuA? 5.4 3 (Cochlear Nerve Deficiency)
BAEF Y7 2vs oA §4r 4
SIR
pEn jEis (3#)

(n‘_ﬁ) 1.83 (1-2) 3.67 (3-5)
(i o3 4
fo (nq_‘;'; 1.00 (1-1) 1.71 (1-3)

(Wu CM, et al., Otol & Neurotol 2014;36:14- 21)
Eptranes



A1 3 ﬁ,‘;,‘ o 3T
oA 4% 4 (Cochlear Nerve Aplasia)
A 1 B #gR(Cl) vs "aiz e » T2 (ABI)

A 1 B ¥ (n=7) *iF4E > $8(n=7)

& #(K) 4.25+1.58 7.1442.79

¥~ £48(K)  2.57+1.13 3.4310.53

CAP 1.29+2.21 2.57+1.81
MAIS 10.28+15.98 18.28+13.37

SIR 0.42+0.78 0.2940.49

MUSS 7.0019.84 7.2813.63
g+ {¥opsef M, et al., Eur Arch Oto-Rhino-Laryngol 2021) ‘
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A1 3B ERATAR Y

1. gF#-5'(Bimodal): 12Cl > ¥ 12 HA

A 1 3 @ (Bilateral Cl)

2. 3
3. #% iR & {1 (Hybrid): Cl{cHARS % —
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L1 B ERATAR S

2. f2 £ 1 B &g (Bilateral Cl)
2E R L1 BiRiEERF

National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence, UK (2009)

4-frequency PTA = 80 dB
2-frequency PTA = 85 dB



A 1 B RATAEY

3. &% = & {1k (Hybrid): CHrHA®S 3 - #

Cochlear

Hybrid™

Hybrid L24




3. &

A1 HERATAEY

% & & % (Hybrid)
B

% 1! % (Electroacoustic Stimulation-EAS)

sample
audiogram

cochlea
(unrolled)




A1 B ERATAR R
3. &% R & 1« (Hybrid)
e “ski-slope hearing loss”

>1000Hz £ I &€ & &4f
<1000 Hz i+ ¥ # = B &if

B F A>T K
HAE 3 > Bk

Electrode to preserve S
Eirarin residual hearing il :

AICHUNG TZU CMI NOSPITAL



L1 B ERATAR S

3. &% R & 11 (Hybrid)
%% 1|k (Electroacoustic Stimulation-EAS)

Med-EL
Synchrony EAS Implant System

(DUET 2 audio processor; Synchrony [ &
2CI; Flex24 electrode array) ;

Cochlear
Nucleus Hybrid™
(Hybrid L24 electrode array)
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