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THERAED A -HIFE - NTEERREFE.H
MIMEHAE —EHRRY . FEE AT ERHEA RS R
JEEMREY R SR L R B B E 2T A T H IR
HACD,BRTRBERE, AN AMATHRBARSN
TR ERBHURSBEMEEIARMAE. TR
LB ERRWT A BMATEREAE LT A E
A B B 0y 48 CHAD #9 “ X0 B BB % it ” (binaural bi-
modal fitting 8% CTHA) 882, AT {8 28 % 8B 45 “ W H JUE X
B5 W (binaural bimodal hearing)”™, BF3% &R W EH S A
BeWr el LR 2 o R A I F B R FE W E MR E R RA
% N IE S R R OB X B AR A HE T R BB DU 3 T AT
AT AR O R — 0 AR A A T E S R % O B
BT 2% 7 B W E AR KBS I " B ST R 1T 4Rk
1 WENHEXEWHRATERS

ME PR KT BOR I FEREFHITRMNR. S
RN K | 75 VR 0 T B L AR R R B I A R
RELBMENE, b TFMRXEEAETE R BRI ETE
B HEROHARTEARAT AT RENELTR
AR, 7 25 6] 35 0T 18 A LR o #b 5807
LY Ay MABAREHE MRS ESEREE .S
SR B C1 A CTHA B B9 75 3% W 1B, I i S = W 4% 250,
500,(750) .1 000, (1 500).2 000,4 000,8 000 Hz, %% Rk B
XA 2 B B 0 B HE A CT IR
1.2 FHIBERAWR O R & 8 R AR
FEREHRHE BRI SRS, H P E T 550 5 R 05
FRERBBEAEMEIERL. ERAHHFRAHELY F
BHESTREPARMER, ZHCRABEER L. 0+5
dB SNR,+10 dB SNR'*3, 0K fi] B 58 i SNRE 15 4 4%
AFRMWAKBW.ESERBRENTARE, A NES Mg
FEEMART I Z B A SMEgE AR R S & I, %
BOOF g A 00 BB B R B K B AT T IR A R,

Bl 41 7 18 3 0 03k A o S X B B R B YT AR
HlfE /18 CNC H & P& AR, ML RFH WA FAE 6
(NU—6)'" Jit ) FiRAeE A1 i & CID A ¥ < if &
BN L3R K2 4 ) 9 F 1 (CUNY sentences)t10 1)
FEWE FHEEMNRHIND® 43 LER A MR BT

» AETARBFESHE (T112028) ; 65T AT HE B B 5
H(KM201110025017)

1 AR Bl oK BHR b s R BE B B I R Sk BTSN B (b
100730)

FAKF WK

[STZTHE] 1006—7299(2011)05—0397—0Q5

RS Bk 1 9 3 3k 40 ) JL & & F # i8] & (phonetically ba-

lanced kindergarten, PBK)['® & )it F 13 51 Bk F1 i 18 3

% A BKB i& 4] ] i (bamford — kowel — bench sentence,

BKBY'I L & JLERH HINT(HINT—COUST | & Py 3l 0 b4

BHAAXTEL D 8 X AR B R K T A DUE BAR YT 38 2h
i #4% (minimal auditory capabilities in Chinese, MACC)™*! ; 4t %¢

ILEAERATEEILEEZ P OB NESRE

TEAEEEY, X2 — N UEE RN FEJLEE BN R IEE

FE ) 32 b BT LA 3 9 O B T I 3R (O AT ] 2 AR > 1 A T ) 3

(B#BEREREY,

BaiE A FIERX BT S ERANBR ARG
RARME . ELBFEFHFERMKE, REEFFIL
ERELRRFEANEABRIEEAME A AT H S8
PSR HILERE IF A 2B BRRTH 7 F g i,
BA R E FRERBN , AUEMRE R _EELHAES
MR GERBEFREFEZRES W TFRAPHFIERY
LB HOE BT T B 2 R A L H e
HRBHE X TLEHFIFE DGR, H XU 0T o (0 55
REATF M A TE R4 07420 (S B
SR R R 4 B DA SR T B 45 SR O R L s g AT A
THRMERF. RMEE""Y, §HRAEREE—EWH
Z5HBEE N E . Ching FiA Rl fE 2 Tl 7 &
e B R AR BT SRR DR R B RS ME S 4 F
Bt SR S (CIHA—CDE i 85 wnf fe Bty F
B EBMALEREALSSHMA AR, MBS ATE
R R B A 1 AR A F B AR A RR ST s B Wb e R
AT MR - E L HTRETRFENR,
LA RE 7 S 44 BL R 7 op U SN U7 i 0 s [l e, RIEMR
380007 1 75 52 0 PR b B U S IS T R B R AS BB AR T b 4K
B K5 53 5, XRH XA 26 T () 46 P e J] 0 T BB & B i U
B WT B OR 5 T 8 SC AR s e XU 2 B 7 380 28 B TR A B
FHAR -5, Holt FUHNEIEREEDHEH 2 F£4 8
BRSGHACHEBP EETHBTEENASHEN
DHENES FHEMERATHEEX TS REERR,

FHHHERFEREARFAFETHNFRIES . FH
R BBLIEE XM EERS B REAE,ELTEE2AE.
P AL B B A A B (FO) 2 725 18 090 25 0 VA R 2
EHEEETERRTANEASH, MY ClEiER
BREEEASTSRIENE. XAFNELRENELR
UTLE MR BR, ZiREEEXAM T T LIEREE R
BleE ™, BEix FORIEBYEENEAR T EENFIER
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FIWBRL G TFHE ARG RED.
1.3 FREMN HRIBHRANE DR E LRMmER
ATEREMAREMRIEZERE., FENENEER
RiptRAIZEATD)(FERAMTF 1 500 Hz WEEF5) M HE A&
EEZLD)(FERBT 1500 H WERFSFELE, HHM07T
F18 LT 3R AR R R S BT DLW B R A A B R [F] B
RTS8 T U E W T8, A B FA B a2 a7, Bt
RENERRPRBETIEFBUBZE AP LE—T R
EREEFN  FETHNBaER - HERE L. FEER
HERRE, EHERALENROT HFEERNARREE
HHRENMEERAHG . BEFENHFERE ERGE S
B[S 8 BOR T IR 2 BU(RMS error) , T ¥
NBENFRECEN . ZEHREEFREFREREREIN
EREENEABTRETHERSUBERZMFHRM
HEAATHRNNERINHEE MR EENERET
MRS,
1.4 F5H.FHEBRA BRMALEHMMAZEEXEHOK
HEFRHMEABAHEE ARERANESFELE . BREFE
SEE/NMNAEERAR. ALHRESMEES MY
BREEMEEEEAAR BREEAREANEXBEHA
A AR B X F RS A, R AT RE R i F BT AR 1R
T EFEEE R, Kong UMK T 5 4 B4R WA
RBWTHF, RBH S 4 A 78 S0 it 3 gl 78 5938 5 08 B 47
TeafE AN TH¥A,
1.5 AZERE FERNBENHEWRZZBIE R
BR. BEAEF WA B B S RO B KA T P ER S, T
BENBEHMRALE RS EWEZ A -8, 81 151N
B AR X — SR A, T BE I B SE 9 2 T T A% B & Y D O K
R TEAWHKUNAE S -LRAEBEALAN,
BECRMFER AR/, 75 W AR Rk A LAY H 3T E R
R _ARHBBEZXRFROHIRTENP BLREA
BARMKRE RGBT E., ZETHRERERKES
REBREDRANERFPH S EROBE. EMEEAL
RAAFEFFEMRBR RRKREIMBILENMER T EBAR
#OREFERER RN GE RSB ERNBEERFR M
A THRBEEMNSE TG HRENFESEAERM
JE4 X R BT 38 RE WX Z R TR B R XH B EH R
B B RCR B — A L H R R ROR R0,
Ching™ W BF K P READE R BRI R R & aFE 16 4
[, 5 ARETHARSHBRHFBR.S AMBRFE
AR E PN IR 4N RE TSRS RN
WHRE ZARRTXHAEFENREER  ERZRLE
EBRBERE FCIEE HA Sk CLL &M HA S —
ERE,EXMMEBEERNSERBFEANICRT IR,
GRZAEVEANBREETENEL, SREHR. L
TRIEAFEESHEEGEFA ERSFHEPERS U
AEAEPEMARG. XTFILENERNBR TR REHPRD
FRTEMKNRERESE, SHRARRSEHEENEERK
xF 58 LB W2 , 45 5 R BT 5 AP R 3% 7 0 A U = et
ERFRES.
2 EENENAXRFTRARMER

AR NEXRTIRNEBRERE . BEBRRTH

R BTSSR £ A TH A A SR T B8 F e ]
LR SR R R,
2.1 FEHEAEBRKNH AHHRANEEATRRKFH
SRR UTHOR Z 8 A FFE T A5 58 4, 2 : Beijen %1%
WaR T AR B ILE A AT = F 3 6Bk UF 1A
By 0T 39 (250 #1500 Hz B ¥ 07 [, 500.1 000 F1 2 000
Hz {53997 5,2 000 1 4 000 Hz M EHWT B, B B A1
HEZBEMREEXRBEPHTETERINEATHEAERE, &
REA K I BT A 0 36 T 00 = BT B A # 3F
HUBELEBEMATNBTRIEHT GRS IER B
MBZFAGHEHRES,

Gifford % Fitzpatrick %1 #1 Ching %™ ¥ T 3k
AR 500.1 000 Hz U7 B K4 (250,500,1 000 Hz) - #y
07 B U S E SR (500,11 000.2 000 H) LR, EE2ER R
500 Hz U7 81 5 00U R B T SR 4 B 35 #1264, B) 500 Ha
BERGEFRRFTANBERBENE NP RBEFHROT
BORM,

{8 Mok %" B9 & AR LL LM A B 4 kHz Bh W 07 ]
B B ESEXR IR E R 4 kHz Bk =
R E R BRI RORBT, AN HEH T8 E h F B
HREPVTEFFEES ATEREMYREFESHT®R.B
fib 3 B4 R BIEAE A B RS IR SR W7 59§ (250,500 Hz) 5 R
BB Z MAEMEY., Yuen 27 R BIEH A E 500
Hz LUF BT U7 B 5 B X B 07 B A& W iR IR RIS R A R
WX A - LB, X f{E S (CNC 3D F
BT MR 7 & HE i, DU X B W 35k SR 0 3 AR A B T T ) )
AHXM HELESHE AT K RS M AT HREAWN
R EE AR AN 500 Hz BiIRIF R 5 F M3 OooF 05 .5
FHRFE AL, 250 He Irr RS T HiHH E RAR
S

BREAFHERARKLES . BREHREERIY
RERMATHBEAZNNSWIEATHENRRT 8
107 % B SUEL IR B W 28420
2.2 B ERRELAIFE IR R E AR EHE
Wfr 8% 5485 0 75 L (S 5 R AT R 38 U (250 Hz (K@ 3 3%,
500 Hz K@ 83,750 Hz BB . B M ES#TE
AR P (250 Hz 2@ B3 ,500 Hz &@ . 750 Hz BiE %
PO ZEREBEEA RS FS MR EEELHE KN
BESHEARS AR =FEERET M B4 /%, 8
250 Hz (RBEBHEFF S 4 S 250 Hz BEEE B ES.500
Hz BEBKEESE G 500 Hz BB ERBFES LUK 750
Hz (B EEFAEES4 750 H: BB ES, R
PAKBLE BESHEER MK E =g
HEAHERETHRESEHEABEMHEESNERET
MEIBRANRERER.ERSIEBALH G A B B4 R %
RETFTZRERG T BEENFTERINR URBELYALE
BREN GRS BT BRANE RS 2 AR AR
HESN UEXBEWTIERHERMWHERK. RATX—F
FHZRAERUEFNFENRE. N THRIUEES A
HRDGEE BN FIENATEREAE SR IVERRE
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THA AESHRXESEEY STERIKENE W, @Y
—IAt R R ESERFFEU R RE TR KA
HAERNSERIRR. ZEEETHEFEA EHE R4S
5T b i i ol T B 7S 5 M 0L R B B A A SR B
B 2 M 100 Hz $j 6 000 Hz, 55 /5 ¥ By 0 25 8 1 3 3 1k
R E K 100,250,500,750.1 000 Hz, ik 3 & &R B
. SARB R RENRSBRENBAGEE R T SIESY
HEHAE R ENREZHEERSRE DT HRA
A8 77, 3F B 24 B W 4% oY {8 U8 B 3R R AN 100 Hz Ky
1 000 Hz i, ¥4 SRT i1 6.4 dB & F A — 3.0 dB; #£
HE_BWHIFRPEAFEBFFEDN R R B G AR
T B T PR AR R i O 5 B T A8 A (B MR Uk UL AR AR TR
(100,250.500.,750.,1 000 Hz), LA 6 o 1 B 1% f Pk 4y
A 55 B B U 8% UK BT B 4 90 BB O AH B R A A e
WEHEFEEM TR . HESSERAANEIR EREBERALHE
AR AMELE SR RRENSREREAHERN
AREAZAEFTERNSR . X—%Fi05 LRHE SR
SR, AT —BEANTRRRASEELOPRT
BN EE AR R, BRI EMAENESL,. M
FTEEDEE M IE AT HRMHEABRE AT R H#HTHRIBIE.
2.3 WHAERE M HHENE  Lune F00005R T WER
BREEEMSH 6.12.18.24 X 36 MAGHBAF A FIER
FIFEERBAREDEXRITH 36 MHN, BHFEH CIHA
BRI CT A I R 75 A B IR B R A TR & . H
i CTHA G — E L B CT 8RSt %  H X4 it
¥ES R 18 A N FE R J R K &R, mE
6 AMHRHKEE TR, TSI HNRYKEE TR,
AN A PSR E B 5, W T K AR IR
THEX BT RE MR HREFTRER B TIEHEA TR
RUANFEATERFARZGHEE R EARH K. M Ching
FCRILHMIERABITEE SE SRR T B E
PRI ESRITEER.
3 WENEEERLEWRINEA R GEIH
MERFRATUFTH TR ERFRELRILERE . X
HMABRHTUEAFRBEE FRSEFIERMGEN . FEE
(L HFARBR L R AN RS, HEHEEE R T
PAARAS Bt o i 4 PN - S B T A R OR, SR MR A SR B
) F BN AR S AT REHLR A LT LA
3.1 BB E TR E R kR T IEMABRNER
PRI 5 B ZE R W (late onset of auditory deprivation effect)
A BT B UL T A7 45K R O — 45 T BT SR B (BT AR
A TH SO I, R AR ML B 07T 5 B A A BT ) 2 AW T R,
BIGE 2 M WF 5 1 25 20N, 7 7E X 0 B L 45 R B 07 4 B WY LATE
— B R BE bR A IX — AR » 5K R XX 0T B, DA T A R BUH
F AR # (binaural advantages) ™', X MEHFEH =/ NE
B 5, 035 Sk & % W (head shadow effect) B E-IF 5 &
F %R B XH JT A% 1 3% M ( binaural summation effect or bi-
naural redundancy effect) DA Kz XX B W7 %% JE # %% b7 ( binaural
squelch effect)™ , BUE W 3 A2 %7 € W7 7 1E 3 A B¥ AW
045 B U 25 9 A BE TR R AR SE L & R XL AR A T 8% b B
WHHAE N ERARIRF RGP FHERR FEE

RifES) EREM QRS LUT, FIH B F UM 5 Rt 7T I
SEBRET R —ERE LIKE T XXH U 9% 59 % Fr i, i
WEEE T REREERNERERE. B, LR =FN
H AR ESUE R B0 B8 o B R AR A UL R AR/
AWM HFARRR B, Schafer ZEA K WEH I
BEERWNEREAE A FEREREFPHSHERIRELE
M E R AR 15.3% 8] 30. 7%, 3F H ik B SUE X B T3
ROERTEBEEEATHERRFTNIERE.

3.0 1 BUEUT B A R SORE B U H: U AR ) BB A — R A MR
FHEGESHESER, YRHERKFERFSH, T3 P L
BAWMHFEFESHMBILATNEES BE PR FEE
SRR, EW AR LIRAE 1~2 dB MR EDY . SHBR
B AR AR 2 LB SR R B R DL R X
_5“&&[20-33‘34] .

3.1.2 KRR X R e T Sk R PR A0 BE B T R A — R
WHEBRE EREFR RN, EREREESE
— ] F7 4% W LE (SNR) Bb 58 3T M 75 — 1 £ /85 7 3 — 2800 5 XL
HYHWEERMEX A5 LM R IRNEENHRER
XK, M BRI T LR E AN, kxR g a0 MRS R At
B BB T . % 75 I A Rk B R B BT LUk B
P4 mAGARERERKRE MAMERREN MRS
BRAH, BER U Tk A BT = B REE 2+
FRATFHT 1500 Hz 9 E 57, WIRX — SO et
FEITHETHESHNMNEAFATABERERBRK. 2R
M RAEFES AR & RS NREE A TERM SRR
BT 85 M0 & M A K, T AT LR 4L 3 dB Mt U R
T LABCIT AR S s et

3013 WUHE T s A 2800 R 0T R R AR — R E AL T
B 2R G5 1R H B A, T 3 A HK BB ARl i R R B A XUE R PR AR
B8 18] 22 (ITD) M58 B 25 (11D . % 5 M 0 F) 7 A5 08 L e 0
IR B R AN W, RS IERNEN. B
) 35 B 25 R ol T Sk e 75 I8 B BEL S 4 G A0y , B JB] B (6] 22 R
B F 75 U4 1 — D0 B A8 75 {F S B A XUy ad E) R[], 3 B
TR ARG 28, A &b 3h SRS AL A B
AR, BT - () U 25 7 AR A9 SO FE IR T 1 500 Hz B9
FhBEPY, Ching FP AN EEF = MEEHHH W
EIZMEEGEE R . G AT EZEEENERERE T
WF %5 B X B RIS B 18 OR JE4 B W 88 T L35 4 s AR AR
B 5 S T A THSREE R MBI R B E S M
B ERUTEEKEEFNNAEEE:BZ.FAREERER
BT UH A Sy EEEENARE BT EEY
BEREMEAR.TRESHEBERBREEZFR. 5EH
2% 5B 7R XUE R A B U B R 0N R B & L 2 R AT BE
EHTHIMSHRMALITRKEGRENFHES REE X
FR R 70 A 0 B e Bt 2205 BTV BRI, BB
FTIA 9 WS TS T R A R BE AR A7 i AR X — R R .

3.2 B RS XT A T OE R 3| &b £ £ F (compensation
effect) , 13X tH 2 BUBL 2L b 00U A T H- SR 48 A BT B A 1 L3
—FE T HEAIATHRERTEFRNREAFES. ALH
T LR B B E R BEEXM TREE R MHRIE
%, BT ESE AL E S BAT R, T X KSR S B M AME R
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. HERTHBASHREEY TREFFHNEREFER,
B, \TH@ MBI R HKEEAN . BAEDKRFIERNE
gpl-ezeansl 4R f R SR R B 5 ARTE B & DI L, XL
HMABKIILE-MATHFREANMEREDRSETUE
EUEHEMNETEAT . B -TXTRABEKXRITH
MREANEARTHREERAEZL LR ERLAE
BEM, B—FE ABEHE RS, CLEEREIEE
EABALHERFSHERJNTFT REBAHAEERE
&, {848 CI {3 & Xt & 8 A R B0 R AR L it BY W 4% 7T LUAE X
BT AR E A F e S R MR R E R A E T
BRI N,
4 MEREREEHED

RIS RN EE, B EILELRBAN, L
R R F AR R IR b, 50 R 41 S i DU
KRB R EARE T AN BR T RCRER, FEIRH
RER. FHREMCENER HAEXRAZITER
X DesTo1022] gy od Bl W 2SO0 A A T 08 AR A ) £ i R
FRE AR SR H R HTE M B FE AT DL
WETERY, WA NEEDWHCEMB B E AR
RPFEBUHEFSUATLEREAMNR SN AHBEEER
BRPFEREG; BDENRERTEEIB T UNBITRE
MAEAY. ETUS#THEFEEYHZRES . ZS L
MEMBIUT AR AN S EE M AR CI A HA &\ 7
022} | AR A { VA W87 Ching ZUA N AERER
ATLHESELBRERF (MAP)KER FRIE NAL—RP F
REEDTHATSHE. ITERREMNAARKT N, E
Xif B 0T 2% B SRR AT A B R B E AR R T A iE T A
ML ZAERT  BAKB BT HER . T BRAKTLEE
FRARTE R m B B B 5 A T H R BT 3K A3 (Y me B — BORD o
T4, SkER,.CI1H HAEER THERALAS. B4 H
BFFEE AN B AR B EE ok B BT A5 4R 5 K F 250
Hz 958 . ME T 250 Hz M B RARBFLZHMRE,
FR B A g e K DU AR 35 BB O 2% 100 0 A0 2 B R T DU
RHE.
5 NENEERAHFENEE
5.1 ATEHRAMBWTHRESSHE T HHHFELNE
I {448 5% L 32 (P300,N200) X B & fiff B A T H 3 i B W 88
MR RFTERTME GREAZAEEFFG CIHA B L3
AE R CI et B P300.N200 894K 31 9 8 45 4 , P300 AY 8 {4
BB, 5FFERHNWKEREFBITANRSGEHA
THRMBITERES T KR ESE 80 HA e, 3
H N5 00 B WY 48 35X P RP RS [F] B9 B 9T 7 A S TEWT X
MEERP AR . MR E AW R 0 R
B R e &t N TH Bk i — SR T, Mok &£ &
B B 7 DB T G A T H W B 9 e F B R
PR E 2, I BARE A M s ST BT T R E B E R
75 S BE AT B DU AR 3 5 B ot il 77 A S iy B T 8% BT 4R i i
RAEFEERTTRASAITRIIRENFFEMBERER
VE B (mismatch) , A 2H BB YWD AN THIEM
BB E T, TR ESFMBREEHEET MK
BFESRW, B R FESUR A A T H R A R B

IR, MR LA T B R, TR 4 302 O 68 A R
KUY, BHRBE, REERRPHRBIZREREBLS S
SEAATH MBI &, (B H M4 32 K E 1 Rk F o f X
iR B ENH B A R T4l sl

5.2 MENEERSUMALHREANBRLE BEXE
SR E BT S R B E R E 0T 3, BT LU A E )
B AL (CTHA) 2B, 3 7T LAGE o UM A TH- 838 A (CICD
T, MW YRR BRREFR? AHFTRARZERK
B 250 B A BB R O R T R R 0
ERMARTHRE™ ., HRERVAFATRESBEHEA
FRBHRETE BERESESTAREAX. HEX
THREH THEXZGRAFBRTFANBENRARLEHR
ERMAB AN ALERMBE, MWREHAME —ERR
T 53 3t B AR AL A R B T 2% 0 R LL £ WA ER B9, T EL R
BYy T 28 A 3 00 B0 ok s 158 AT LA BT MR 9T O kD%
SRR, B FHRFEILRIABREX LR, L5

CORITER RS A BT R B R A R R R SR

LU % A TS 7 R 0 AT E BT

25 L ETR , — A T 8R4 A TR] B X {0 R A7 Bl W 2% 88 3L
EABWREREZWURSEFHFIEHRIMBEREMLLU
BRERBAEN EHHRMATESRETHARTE TR
REBEFHER FAZEHAEBTALHEEMBT R &
B TFHRARAHE . H AR SUE SR AR S i 3 AL
il R XU T BE O (e 582 2808 UL BT 3 G P R 0 0 R L
B P 3507 > 0 B T 25 80 1K 551 #b 42 £F FR 5 T B w DUBE X B T
HEMTERZQFHERATRKT T ELSRT 2K D
&%W%E{%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁ@%o Ao BELEEER
—MARTAEFEEWAFRES ABNELEEREFH
XUE- XU 3 e B — 2 R 3R T B P9 T 3 O TR B B ST A R
B> VEHRHE-FRATR.
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