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Abstract

Objectives: A positive response around 4.6 ms latency (IV' wave) was observed at
high intensity level in the ears which were always diagnosed with cochlear nerve
deficiency (CND). This study is aimed to investigate the relationship between the 1V’
wave and CND.

Study Design: Retrospective study.

Setting: Tertiary hospital

Methods: The raw Auditory Brainstem Response data and inner ear images of the
infants were reviewed. Data were analyzed by ear and the CND ears were further
divided into the IV’ wave present and IV’ wave absent group. The distortion product
otoacoustic emissions (DPOAE) and auditory steady-state response (ASSR) results
were compared between the two groups.

Results: In total, 570 ears were included. There were 129 ears diagnosed with CND
and the IV’ wave was observed in 52 ears. The latency of the IV’ wave averaged 4.60
ms at 95 dB. The positive predictive value of the IV’ wave for CND was 98.1%. The
incidence of the IV’ wave in the CND is highly unlikely to occur by chance. The
differences of the DPOAE amplitude between the two groups were not significant.
The ASSR results of the IV’ wave present group was significantly better.

Conclusions: Our study demonstrated a 4.6 ms positive response a high intensity
level in the infants. The IV’ wave showed an excellent positive predictive value for

CND. The extrapolated thresholds of the IV’ wave present group were better. The IV’
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wave is expected to be anew indicator for the CND infants.

INTRODUCTION

Auditory neuropathy spectrum disorder (ANSD) is thought to account for 7-10%
of al childhood permanent hearing impairment™. It is an audiological diagnosis
typified by the presence of intact outer hair cell function in the cochlea, reflected by
the presence of otoacoustic emissions or cochlear microphonics, together with
severely abnormal or absent auditory brainstem responses. The pathogenesis of
ANSD encompasses a wide range of disease mechanisms, with pathologies localized
to multiple sites aong the auditory pathway, including inner hair cells?, synapses®,
spiral ganglion neurons’, auditory nerve’, or brainstem auditory nuclei®. Different
etiologies are associated with different audiologic features, and auditory steady-state
response (ASSR) was suggested to serve as an objective measure for estimating
behavioral thresholds in ANSD patients’.

Cochlear nerve deficiency (CND) represents a ““literal’” or true form of ANSD. It
is diagnosed by inner ear imaging examination, including high-resolution computed
tomography (HRCT) and magnetic resonance imaging (MRI). Although HRCT
cannot visualize nerves, it can resolve the bony cochlear nerve canal (BCNC), which
has also been reported to be narrower on average in ears with CN aplasia® ™. Because
of the cochlear nerve aplasia or hypoplasia, the CND population would have

disordered neural transduction and might share some audiological features with other
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ANSD.

During the last two decades more patients with CND have undergone cochlear
implantation (Cl). Researches showed that children with CND can still benefit from
CI™®3, However, the reported audiologic outcome in children diagnosed with CND is
poorer and more variable than those without nerve deficiency™**. It was suggested
that expected benefit can be dependent on the status of the CN. As a result,
researchers have looking for the predictive role of the status of the cochlear nerve in
radiographic images for Cl outcomes in CND patients, such as the diameter of the
internal auditory canal***®, internal auditory meatus nerve grading system™ , number
of nerve bundles and vestibulocochlear nerve area™. Kari et al. concluded that current
imaging modalities cannot accurately depict the status of the cochleovestibular nerve
or predict achild’s benefit with a CI™.

In our center, a positive response at approximately 4.6 ms latency (IV' wave)
was observed at high intensity level (80 to 95 dB) while the regular V wave was
absent in the auditory brainstem response (ABR) tests in some referred infants. In the
further inner ear imaging examinations, those infants were always diagnosed with
CND in the ear that presented the IV’ wave. In order to study the relationship between
the IV’ wave and CND, a retrospective study was designed. The air-conducted click
ABR waveforms were reviewed and the image information of all the individuas
presenting the IV’ wave was listed. A chi-squared test was applied. The profile of the

IV’ wave was summarized, including latency and intensity-incidence. The CND ears


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.05.22283540

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.05.22283540; this version posted October 16, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

were further divided into the IV’ wave present and IV’ wave absent group and the
distortion product otoacoustic emissions (DPOAE) and ASSR results were further

compared between the two groups.

METHODS

This was a retrospective study, and it was approved by the Translational
Medicine Ethics Review Committee of Shanghai Ninth People's Hospital Affiliated to
Shanghai Jiao Tong University, School of Medicine (SH9H-2022-T378-1). The raw
data of air-conducted click ABR waveforms of all infants who visited our center
between February 2017 and December 2021 were reviewed. The inclusion criteria
included profound hearing loss (air-conducted ABR threshold > 95 dB) on at |east one
side. The exclusion criteria included age older than 36 months, tympanogram type B,
specific ear trauma and infection history or other acquired hearing loss disease, and no
imaging examinations of the inner ear taken in our hospital.

Firstly, 877 ABR recordings that met the criteria were screened out, of which 46
recordings were found follow-up recordings. In total, there were 831 patients. Thirty-
five patients were excluded for a first visit age older than 36 months; twenty-nine
patients were excluded for tympanogram type B and 412 patients were excluded for
lack of imaging examination in our hospital. Finally, 355 patients were included. For
those patients who had follow-up visits, only the recordings of the first visit were

counted.
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In the 355 patients, 140 individuals had profound hearing loss in one ear, of
which 80 showed profound hearing loss in the left ear and 60 showed profound
hearing loss in the right ear. 215 individuals had profound hearing loss in both ears. In
total, 570 ears were included. 140 individuals only underwent HRCT, 46 individuals
only underwent MRI and 169 individuals underwent both examinations.

Imaging results were based on reports reviewed by radiologists with more than
five years of experience. The diagnostic criteria for CND are CN nerve smaller than
the facial nerve on oblique sagittal images in the MRI or BCNC <1.5 mm in the
HRCT.

All the audiological assessments of the individuals including air-conducted click
ABR threshold, DPOAE, and ASSR were reviewed. The DPOAE amplitude were
calculated by averaging the absolute amplitude in dB SPL of DPOAES in the ear
across al frequencies (1-9 kHz). The extrapolated threshold of frequency 500, 1000,
2000 and 4000 Hz was measured by the ASSR. If there was no response at the
maximum output of the audiometer, the extrapolated threshold was considered 5 dB
greater than the maximum output for the purpose of statistics. The details of the
protocol and parameters of the ABR, DPOAE and ASSR tests were displayed in
Supplementary 1.

The features of the IV’ wave was summarized, including latency and intensity-
incidence (threshold). The relationship of the IV’ wave and CND was calculated by a

chi-squared test. All the data were analyzed by ear and were further grouped by IV’
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wave and CND diagnosis. The positive predictive value of the IV’ wave for CND was
calculated. The DPOAESs and ASSR results were also compared between the IV’ wave

present and absent groups.

Results

Theprofile of thel V' wave

The age of the individuals observed with the IV’ wave ranged from 3 to 27
months. The 1V’ wave amplitude dropped significantly as the sound intensity
decreased to 85 dB. The latency of the IV’ wave was barely prolonged as the sound
intensity decreased. In the 570 ears, the IV’ wave was observed in 52 ears of 40
individuals. Twenty-four ears were observed on both sides of 12 individuals with
profound bilateral hearing loss. Seven ears were observed on only one side of 7
individuals with profound bilateral hearing loss. Twenty-one ears were observed in 21
individuals with unilateral profound hearing loss. The IV’ wave of 3 cases are shown
in Figure 1.

FIGURE 1

The latency and the intensity-incidence of the IV’ wave was calculated among
the first visit ABR recordings in the 52 ears. The latency of the IV’ wave ranged from
3.87 t0 5.19 ms, averaging 4.60 £+ 0.314 ms a 95 dB. The intensity-incidence of the
IV’ wave was calculated for threshold estimation. At 95 dB, 100% of ears displayed

the IV’ wave (52/52). At 90 dB, 63% of ears displayed the IV’ wave (33/52). At 85 dB,
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32% of ears displayed the IV’ wave (6/19). At 80 dB, 10% of ears displayed the IV’
wave (3/29). At 70 dB, none of the ears displayed the IV’ wave (0/2).
Thereationship between the 1V’ wave and CND

Of the 52 ears that presented with the IV’ wave, 51 ears were all diagnosed with
CND. The remaining one ear was diagnosed with large vestibular agueduct syndrome
accompanied by Mondini deformity. There are 78 ears diagnosed with CND and
showed no 1V’ wave. The positive predictive value of the IV’ wave for CND was
98.1%. The sengitivity of the IV’ wave for identifying CND was 39.5%. In the no
CND group, there were 347 ears showed no inner ear malformation, 40 ears showed
enlarged vestibular agueduct and 53 ears showed cochlear or vestibular malformation
including 16 ears Michel deformity. A chi-squared test employing a2 x 2 contingency
table showed that the incidence of the IV’ wave in the CND is highly unlikely to
occur by chance (p < 0.001).

The information and imaging examination results of the individuals presenting
with the IV’ wave is listed in Table 1. The CT and MRI images of the norma and
abnormal inner ears are displayed in Figures 2 and 3, respectively.

TABLE 1

FIGURE 2

FIGURE 3
DPOAEsand ASSR thresholds

The CND ears were further divided into the 1V’ wave present and 1V’ wave
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absent group. There were 47 DPOAE and 45 ASSR recordings in the IV’ wave
present group, while in the IV’ wave absent group, there were 68 DPOAE and 58
ASSR recordings. The averaged DPOAE SPL in the IV’ wave present group was -
7.29 £ 5,515 dB, while averaged DPOAE SPL in the IV’ wave absent group was -7.57
+ 6.190 dB. Two independent samples t test showed no significant difference between
the two groups (t = -0.250, p = 0.803). The DPOAEsS of the two groups in different
frequency were displayed in Figure 4.
FIGURE 4

The results of extrapolated threshold of ASSR in the IV’ wave present and absent
groups were displayed in Figure 5. The mean + SD extrapolated threshold of
frequency 500, 1000, 2000 and 4000 Hz is 80.7 + 14.76, 82.6 + 13.26, 84.7 + 15.17
and 87.4 + 19.99 dB HL in the IV’ wave present group. Those threshold in the IV’
wave absent group is 99.9 £ 21.47, 102.2 + 15.11, 98.5 + 17.82 and 103.5 + 21.63 dB
HL for frequency 500, 1000, 2000 and 4000 Hz respectively. Two independent
samplest test showed that the difference was significant in each frequency between
two groups (all p<0.001).

FIGURE 5

Follow-up of thelV’ wave

There are seven individuals presented with the IV’ wave at the first visit and had
a follow-up visit later. The testing age and the 1V’ wave display side of all seven

individuals are listed in Table 2. The ABR recordings of the seven patients are
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displayed in Supplementary 11. The follow-up period ranged from 3 to 11 months. The
waveform morphology of the IV’ wave was slightly different depending on the
different ABR recording systems (Case 01 and Case 07). However, in the same ABR
recording system, the waveform morphology of the IV’ wave in the follow-up visit
ABR recordings was similar to the previous waveforms. The IV’ wave was only
barely observed in one individual 11 months later (Case 05).

TABLE 2

DISCUSSION

In our study, we observed a 4.6 ms positive response, while the regular V wave
was absent at the high intensity level in the ABR tests in some infants. The averaged
latency of the IV’ wave at 95 dB is 4.60 ms. The positive predictive value of the IV’
wave for CND was 98.1%. The results of the extrapolated thresholds were
significantly better in the IV’ wave present groups.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first reported study of the special ABR
waveform in infants with CND. ABRs are of high clinical relevance for objective
analysis of hearing function, especially for screening for auditory neuropathy, acoustic

neuroma, and central hearing loss™"*®

, as well as assessing “hidden hearing loss” %,
In our study, the IV’ wave showed an excellent positive predictive value to CND and

39.5% of CND ears presented the IV’ wave. Additionally, the IV’ wave present group

displayed better ASSR thresholds than those of the IV’ wave absent group. The results
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imply that the CN status is better in the IV’ wave present group and the IV’ wave is
expected to be anew indicator in CND infants.

The outcomes of Cl in patients with CND have been reported to be extremely
variable®?? Several authors have also stated that patients with CND have no
chance to benefit from traditional Cl and suggested direct stimulation of the cochlear
nuclei by means of auditory brainstem implantation to improve auditory-verbal skills
in such patients™*’. For the same reason, once the infants are diagnosed with
unilateral CND, if the hearing of the other ear is within normal, Cl is just an
aternative. Many researchers are looking for objective predictive models for the
outcome of Cl in patients with CND**?#%. However, all those indicators are based on
imaging examinations. Freeman and Sennaroglu® noted that radiological examination
had a rate of false positives, and the absence of a vestibulocochlear nerve does not
mean that the nerve is not present. Therefore, those radiological distractions could
also have a negative impact on the predictive model. The IV’ wave specifically
presented in the CND ears has the potential to be a new indicator for the CND
population. The predictive accuracy of the models that applied both the IV’ wave and
the radiological indicator could be improved effectively. In order to evaluate the
predictive effect of the IV’ wave in CND patients, a series of studies are also needed
in the future, including differences of the inner ear imaging and the outcome of the ClI
inthe IV’ wave present CND patients.

Previous studies have shown that the ABR has a reasonably short maturational

12
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time course, the various peaks undergo changes in amplitude and latency at different
rates in the first few years of life, and it does not become adult-like until around three
years of age®®. In our study, all ABR recordings were obtained in infants younger
than three years old. The morphology profile of the IV’ wave was summed up. Most
of the ABR recordings in the seven follow-up individuals presented the IV’ wave till.
Whether the IV’ wave would be observed constantly and whether the latency and
morphology would change in those infants until adulthood remains unknown. More
studies of the IV’ wave in CND children and adults are needed in the future.

The origin of the IV’ wave remains unclear. The classic ABR is evoked by a
100-us click of moderately high intensity level within 10ms after stimulus onset. The
IV waves are invisible in normal click-ABR recordings sometimes. In contrast to the
adult-like ABR, the infant and toddler ABR has slightly greater low-frequency energy.
Whether the IV’ wave displayed in the infants in our study is the wave IV remains
unclear. Wave IV is concluded to arises from midline brainstem structures, perhaps
acoustic stria, trapezoid bodies, and the superior olivary complex®. Study has
indicated a better identification of wave IV on the contralateral side with the bandpass
filter setting at 300 to 3000 Hz*. However, in our study, the ABR was recorded
ipsilaterally, the bandpass filter setting of the ABR test was 100 to 3000 Hz. The ABR
wave of the other side that represent IV’ wave aso varied. As a result, the obversion
of the IV’ wave in our study is probably unconnected to the frequency of the bandpass

filter. The multi-channel EEG research might shed some light on the origins of the IV’
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wave in the future.

CONCLUSION

Our study demonstrated a special ABR waveform with a positive response
approximately 4.60 ms and an absent of regular V wave at the high intensity level in
infants. The IV’ wave showed an excellent positive predictive value for CND. The
ASSR results of the IV’ wave present group is significantly better than those of the IV’
wave absent group. The IV’ wave specifically presented in infants with CND is

expected to be anew indicator for the CND population.
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Figure L egends

FIGURE 1. Examples of the |V’ wavein 3 cases.

A, Normal V wave presentsin the left ear and the IV’ wave presents in the right ear. B,
The IV’ wave presents in the left ear and no wave presents in the right ear. C, The IV’
wave presents bilaterally

FIGURE 2. The normal and abnormal inner ear on high-resolution computed
tomogr aphy.

A, Norma inner ear imaging with profound hearing loss of the left ear (V' wave
absent). B, Bony cochlear nerve cana stenosis with profound hearing loss of the left
ear (IV' wave present). C, Incomplete partition type | and enlarged vestibular
aqueduct with profound hearing loss of the left ear (IV’' wave present). D, Bony
cochlear nerve cana stenosis and vestibular semicircular canal deformity with
profound hearing loss of the left ear (IV’ wave present)

FIGURE 3. The normal and abnormal cochlear nerve on oblique sagittal
magnetic r esonance imaging.

A, Normal cochlear nerve image with profound left ear hearing loss (IV’ wave absent).
B, Cochlear nerve hypoplasia presenting IV’ wave with profound left ear hearing loss.
C, Cochlear nerve absent without 1V’ wave with profound left ear hearing loss. D,
Cochlear nerve absent presenting 1V’ wave with profound left ear hearing loss. CN:
cochlear nerve; FN: facial nerve; IVN: inferior vestibular nerve; SVN: superior

vestibular nerve
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FIGURE 4. DPOAE absolute amplitude for the IV’ wave present and |V’ wave
absent group.

Individual (thin lines) and mean (thick lines) DPOAE absolute amplitude from 1to 9
kHz for earsin IV’ wave present (red line) and 1V’ wave absent group (gray line).
FIGURE 5. I ndividual and mean extrapolated threshold of earsin thelV’ wave
present and 1V’ wave absent group.

*** indicates the difference was significant (p < 0.001)
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Table 1. The infor mation and imaging examination results of the individuals presenting with the IV’ wave

PHL side Inner ear malformations CN on MRI
Age(months)/sex / 1V wave side
R L R L
3-6/M B/B - - Hypoplasia Hypoplasia
3-6/M L/L / BCNCS - -
3-6/M L/L / BCNCS - -
3-6/M L/L / BCNCS - -
3-6/M L/L / BCNCS - -
3-6/F B/B - - Absent Absent
3-6/F L/L / BCNCS / Absent
3-6/M R/R BCNCS / - -
3-6/F L/L / BCNCS / Absent
3-6/M B/L / BCNCS / Absent
3-6/F B/B BCNCS BCNCS Absent Absent
3-6/M L/L / IP-1, enlarged vestibular / Hypoplasia
agueduct
3-6/F B/B BCNCS BCNCS Absent Absent
3-6/F B/B BCNCS BCNCS Absent Absent
3-6/M B/B BCNCS BCNCS Hypoplasia Hypoplasia
3-6/M L/L / BCNCS - -
3-6/M B/B BCNCS BCNCS Absent Absent
7-12/IM B/R BCNCS BCNCS - -
7-12/IM B/L BCNCS BCNCS - -
7-12/F B/B BCNCS BCNCS Absent Absent
7-12/F R/R BCNCS / - -
7-12/F L/L - - / Hypoplasia
BCNCS and Vestibular BCNCS and Vestibular
7-12/IM B/L semicircular canal semicircular canal - -
deformity deformity
7-12/F L/L / BCNCS - -
7-12/F L/L / BCNCS / Absent
7-12/F R/R - - Hypoplasia /
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7-12/M
7-12/M
7-12/M
7-12/F
13-18/F
13-18/M

13-18/M

13-18/F
13-18/F
13-18/F
19-24/F
19-24/F
25-30/F
25-30/M

B/R
L/L
L/L
L/L
B/B
B/R

L/L

L/L
B/B
L/L
B/B
B/B
R/R
B/L

BCNCS
/

BCNCS
BCNCS
BCNCS

BCNCS
BCNCS
BCNCS
BCNCS

BCNCS
BCNCS and Vestibular
semicircular canal
deformity
BCNCS
BCNCS
BCNCS

BCNCS
/
BCNCS

Absent

Hypoplasia

/
Hypoplasia
/
Hypoplasia
Hypoplasia

Absent

Hypoplasia

Hypoplasia

Absent

Hypoplasia
Absent

Hypoplasia
Hypoplasia

Absent

PHL profound hearing loss, CN cochlear nerve, M male, F female, R right, L left, B both sides, BCNCS bony cochlear nerve canal stenosis, / Not evaluated, - no data, 1P-I

Incomplete partition type I. Only ears with PHL were evaluated.
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Table 2. Thetesting age, gender and the | V' wave display side of all seven individuals

Case no. Gender First visit Age (months) First visit IV’ wave side Follow-up Age (months) Follow-up IV’ wave side
01 Male 13-18 Left 19-24 Left

02 Male 3-6 Right 7-12 Right

03 Male 3-6 Left 7-12 Left

04 Male 3-6 Left 7-12 Left

05 Female 7-12 Left 19-24 Left?

06 Female 3-6 Both 7-12 Both

07 Female 13-18 Both 19-24 Both
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