DOT :10. 134717j. crki. j. an. yat “sen. wiv fred. sci ). 2002. 0133

388 (Acad JSUMS), 2002, 23(5): 388 ~ 390

V25 L0 T B AR 17 9 1 B L5

1 1 1 1 2 3
, , , s s
(1. s 510080 2. s 510623
3. , 510055
[ )| . ,
. [ )| (CBCL), 21 35
, ; N )| P
>005. [ )| . ,
; CBCL; 3 3
: R764. 43 A : 1000— 257X(2002) 05— 0388—03

Psychological State of the Prelingual Deafness Children with Cochlear Implant XI/ONG Guan-xia'. SU Zhen-
zhong's LIU Min', CHEN Xihui', JIAN Dong-liang. SU Ai-feng’. (1. Department of Otolaryngology. First Affiliated
Hospital, Sun Yatsen University, Guangzhou 510080, China; 2. Guangzhou School for the Deaf. Guangzhou 510623, Chi-
na; 3. Guangdong Province Rehabilitation Center for the Disabled Persons, Guangzhou 510055, China)

Abstract [Objective]l To observe the effects of cochlear implant on bhehavior ability of social adjustment and mental state in
prelingual deafness children. [Methods] Using Child Behavior Check List(CBCL)., hehavior was investigated in 21 children with
cochlear implants and in 35 children using the hearing aids. Scores of each behavior factor were calculated and compared between the
two groups. [ Results] There was no statistic difference ( P=> 0. 05) in each hehavior score between the two groups.K Conclusion}
The behavior, ability of social adjustment and mental state are similar between the children with cochlear implant and those using the
hearing aids. Language drill after operation and proper psy chological education are very important for the prelingual deafness children

with cochlear implant.
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) an % Schistocom pulsion 0.000.0, 0.8 0.0€0.0,0.2)
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