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Abstract

Aim: To gauge the prevalence of hearing loss in school children in Bishkek, Kyrgyzstan, and refer
pupils with positive results for further diagnostic testing. Background: According to WHO data,
hearing disorders are common in school-age children. Screening for hearing loss is an important
preventative tool, helping to avoid further complications. Expenditure that supports early child
development can reduce future outlay on health care and social services; it can eliminate disability
problems, education deficits, and social maladaptation in later adult life.Methods: Pure-tone air-
conduction hearing thresholds were obtained at 0.5–8 kHz. The results of the hearing screening
examination were regarded as positive if pure-tone thresholds were higher than 20 dB HL in one
or both ears at one or more of the test frequencies. Data were also obtained from follow-up visits
of children who failed the initial screening. Findings: This study included 452 children aged
7–13 years old. Based on audiograms, screening showed that 123 (27.2%) of the children had
hearing impairment. The study has important implications for clinical practice and health policy.
There is a need for systematic monitoring of hearing status among children of this age, and
parents and educators need to be made aware of the significance of hearing loss.

Introduction

Around 466 million people worldwide have disabling hearing disorders, and 34 million of these
are children (World Health Organization, 2019). It is well known that late detection, and hence
delayed therapy and rehabilitation of hearing disorders, has negative consequences in terms of
language and speech development, emotional and cognitive development, and learning at all
levels (Skarżyński and Ludwikowski, 2018). For these reasons, universal newborn hearing
screening programs have been introduced in many countries to allow early identification of
hearing loss (Fortnum et al., 2001; Skarżyński et al., 2014).

To devise suitable intervention strategies for a patient, an important aspect is obtaining pre-
cise objective auditory data (Ciorba et al., 2013). In many countries, however, there is a lack of
diagnostic follow-up, making continuous care difficult (Govender et al., 2015). Although there is
increasing awareness of hearing loss and its sequelae, prevention and treatment are still not
regarded as urgent, especially in the lowest income countries. In India, there is no routine hear-
ing screening test for children (Vaidyanath and Yathiraj, 2014; Ramkumar, 2017). Kanji et al.
(2018) showed that in South Africa, there are still many barriers to efficient infant hearing
screening. Shinn et al. (2019) reported that in rural areas of Kenya, ambient noise levels during
hearing screening were so high that there weremany false-positive referrals. In developing coun-
tries, the high cost of equipment, poor availability of hearing services, long distances, and short-
age of professionals inevitably lead to shortfalls in hearing health care (Sandström et al., 2020).

There is a significant difference in the prevalence of ear diseases between developed and
developing countries (Jacob et al., 1997). In both, the most frequent causes of hearing loss
are conductive and treatable. According to WHO (2019), 60% of hearing loss in children is
due to preventable causes. Epidemiological data from regions with low gross national income
show that the prevalence of hearing impairment in children and adults is twice that as in high-
income countries (Harris and Dodson, 2017). Poverty and unemployment make matters worse.
We conclude that hearing screening and early intervention should be widely promoted in devel-
oping countries; such an effort should be rewarded with better educational outcomes.

In developing countries like Kyrgyzstan, hearing screening programs do not exist.
Implementing them is extremely challenging due to long-standing health disparity issues. A
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major one is a basic lack of funding for health programs (Thomas
et al., 2014). This is aggravated by a shortage of audiologists, lack of
awareness of the benefits of hearing screening, and the
unavailability of equipment such as audiometers, auditory brain-
stem response machines, and otoacoustic emission equipment.
In this situation, a low-cost hearing screening test could be a pos-
itive first step in improving the hearing health of people from
impoverished areas. Such an approach requires low-cost proce-
dures that can be supplied to areas where technological or human
resources are financially out of reach. If groups at risk of hearing
disorders can be identified at the earliest possible stage, then that
would help reduce health inequalities (Botasso et al., 2015).

A way to solve the problem is to use teleaudiology technology to
perform routine screening tests at low cost. Teleaudiology has the
potential to improve health services in developing countries by con-
necting hearing specialists, such as audiologists or laryngologists,
with hearing-impaired patients in remote locations. Without tele-
audiology, these patients would face impossible geographical and
economic barriers (Bush et al., 2016). Services for remote areas
can include hearing screening and also later follow-up care.

Generally, two methods can be used for teleaudiology: on-site
and remote. There is evidence that remote hearing screening gives
comparable results with on-site screening. The two methods were
compared in American children. Testing was done on the same chil-
dren twice: once by on-site screening and again by telemedicine. For
pure-tone audiometry, no statistically significant differences were
found (Lancaster et al., 2008). Choi et al. (2007) compared on-site
audiometry using a personal computer (PC)-based audiometer with
remote testing over the Internet on 12 adult subjects with normal
hearing. Comparison between face-to-face audiometry with a PC-
based system and on a conventional audiometer showed that
96.3% of the results did not differ by more than 5 dB. Givens and
Elangovan (2003) compared pure-tone air thresholds (0.25–8 kHz)
determined through remote synchronous audiometry on 45 subjects.
Statistically, there was no significant difference between the remote
test results and the face-to-face tests. The results of the study are in
line with the studies by Lancaster et al. (2008) and Ciccia et al. (2011)
who reported no differences between in-person and tele-pure tone
audiometry in school children. A study conducted by Śliwa et al.
(2011) indicated that systematic hearing screening of school-age chil-
dren is essential and as important as those for newborns. In this way,
children with hearing disorders can be identified in a timely manner.

In this study, audiometric hearing screening was performed
using the Platform for Sensory Organs Examination. This tool is
based on the asynchronous telemedicine model which allows
screening tests to be performed and comprehensively analyzed.
The system uses the System of Integrated Communication
Operations (SZOK), which has been implemented in many
European, African, and Asian countries (Skarżyński et al., 2014:
2016). This screening model allows tests to be conducted by a
trained assistant, with the results later evaluated by an audiologist
or otolaryngologist at a central location. The present study was
designed to detect hearing disorders in children in Kyrgyzstan
using these teleaudiology tools. Any pupils with positive results
were referred for diagnostic tests.

Methods

Participants

The study was conducted in two public primary schools in Bishkek,
Kyrgyzstan. The schools were nominated by local authorities and

approval from school management was obtained. Prior to testing,
the children’s parents were informed of the testing procedures and
signed a consent form for their children to participate in a hearing
screening examination. If the parents gave written consent, their
child was invited to be examined; all children willingly partici-
pated. Testing involved 452 children: 289 (63.9%) aged 7–8 years
old and 163 (36.1%) aged 11–13 years.

Audiometric measurement

Pure-tone audiometric testing was conducted using the Platform
for Sensory Organs Examination. Pure-tone audiometry is the gold
standard for hearing screening programs for school-age children
(Honeth et al., 2010;Masalski et al., 2018). The platformwas devel-
oped by the Institute of Sensory Organs in collaboration with the
Institute Physiology and Pathology of Hearing. The system is based
on a powerful central computer and many portable computers
communicating with it via the Internet. Each portable device
is equipped with software that allows it to perform pure-tone
audiometry. The platform carries Sennheiser HDA200 head-
phones which provide effective acoustic isolation of the ear from
background noise.

The platform allows air conduction audiometry testing to be
performed for each ear separately over a frequency range of
0.5–8 kHz. It is limited to hearing thresholds below 80 dB HL.
The Hughson and Westlake procedure of threshold measurement
is used (i.e., two out of three responses at threshold are required;
Yantis, 2002). The platform has been found to be an effective and
accurate tool for testing hearing (Śliwa et al., 2011) and has been
validated as part of a telemedicine model (Skarzynski et al., 2016).
The equipment was calibrated according to PN-EN ISO 389-
1:2002. Testing was performed by three experienced audiologists.

The results of audiometric hearing tests were automatically col-
lected in a central database ‘SZOK’®. The collected results were
marked with a unique identifier, which is guaranteed to fully pro-
tect a subject’s personal data in accordance with applicable law.
Audiometry testing was conducted during school hours in a quiet
room and was stopped when pupils had a break. The test environ-
ment was controlled according to PN-EN ISO 8253-1/2005.

Analysis criteria

A positive (i.e., refer) test result was taken to be an air conduction
threshold value higher than 20 dBHL at one ormore frequencies in
at least one ear (Clark, 1981; Bess, 1985; Niskar et al., 1998).
Unilateral hearing loss was recognized when there was normal
hearing in one ear and hearing loss in the other ear with a threshold
higher than 20 dB HL at one or more frequencies. Thresholds in
both ears higher than 20 dB HL at one or more frequencies were
defined as bilateral hearing loss. Each audiogram with a positive
result was divided into one of three types (Skarżyński et al.,
2014: 2016):

• Low-frequency hearing loss (LFHL), in which the hearing
threshold for 500 and/or 1000 Hz was above 20 dB HL, while
the threshold for other frequencies did not exceed 20 dB HL.

• High-frequency hearing loss (HFHL), in which the hearing
threshold for 4000 and/or 8000 Hz was above 20 dB HL,
while the hearing threshold for other frequencies did not
exceed 20 dB HL.

• Other: abnormal screening results in which the hearing thresh-
old was greater than 20 dB HL at two or more frequencies.
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Statistical analysis

A chi-square test for independence was conducted to determine if
there was a significant association between age and the results of
hearing screening. A z-test for the equality of two proportions was
made to compare rates of various types of hearing loss. Statistical
significance was specified as a P-value less than 0.05. Analysis was
conducted using IBM SPSS Statistics v. 24.

Results

Positive results of hearing screening were obtained in 123 children
(27.2%), while the other 329 children (72.8%) had audiometric
thresholds below the 20 dB criterion. There were 80 children
(65% of 123 children with positive outcome) who had unilateral
impairment and 43 children (35%) who had bilateral impairment.
The data divided into age groups are presented in Table 1.

There was a statistically significant difference in the frequency
of positive results between the younger and older children:
χ2 = 9.98; P= 0.002. Positive results were found more often in
the younger children (32.2%) than in the older children (18.4%).

There was no statistically significant difference in the laterality
of positive results between the younger and older children:
χ2 = 0.44; P= 0.505. Positive results in one ear were more frequent
than in both ears, regardless of age.

Considering ears which had hearing thresholds above the 25 dB
criterion, there were 166 in total, including 78 ears with HFHL
(47%), 12 ears with LFHL (7.2%), and 76 ears with other type of
hearing loss (HL). The data divided into age groups are presented
in Table 2.

HFHLwasmore frequent than LFHL both in the younger group
(P< 0.001) and in the older group (P= 0.041). The rate of HFHL
was significantly higher in younger children than in older children
(P= 0.040). The rate of LFHL was significantly higher in the older
children than in the younger group (P= 0.039). The ratios of other
types of HL were similar in both age groups (P= 0.323).

Follow-up

Parents of children with positive results of hearing screening were
provided with information that the child should be referred

for specialist diagnostics. Information on how many of the 123
children with positive results received follow-up testing and inter-
vention services was not available, but we did manage to collect
follow-up data from 27 children with positive results. These chil-
dren came to a pediatrician or otolaryngologist in medical clinics
cooperating with the hearing screening organizers.

In 21 of the 27 children with positive outcome of hearing
screening, some hearing problem was found (i.e., the true positive
rate was 78%). In nine cases, the ear canal was blocked with ear
wax. After removing it, hearing was found normal. In five cases,
otitis media was diagnosed and appropriate antibiotic treatment
was implemented. Tympanoplasty was ordered in two children
due to perforation of eardrum. In two children, hyperplasia of
the pharyngeal tonsil was found and adenotomy was recom-
mended. Two children had a recent infection of the respiratory sys-
tem which could have affected hearing and the doctor decided to
wait for a complete recovery. One child had otosclerosis which had
been diagnosed earlier and was not declared by the parents before
hearing screening. Hearing impairment was not confirmed in six
children with positive outcome of hearing screening (i.e., there was
a false-positive rate of 22% in the group of 27 children).

Three selected audiograms of children with follow-up data are
presented below. The first child was diagnosed with an eardrum
perforation in the left ear. The ENT specialist ordered a laboratory
test to identify any bacterial infection, antibiotic drops were pre-
scribed, and tonal audiometry was ordered. A second visit took
place one month later. There was no bacterial infection in the left
ear, but the eardrum was still perforated. Tympanoplasty in the left
ear was ordered (Figure 1A). The second audiogram shows the
audiogram of a child with earwax in both ears. There was decreased
hearing in the right ear, probably because of more severe blockage
in this ear. Excess wax was removed by a doctor, an audiological
examination was performed, and hearing was found to be normal
(Figure 1B). The third audiogram comes from a child diagnosed
with chronic suppurative otitis media. It was treated with antibiotic
drops. Otoscopy and tonal audiometry were performed after treat-
ment, and hearing was found to be normal. The ENT specialist rec-
ommended monitoring and regular hearing tests (Figure 1C).

Discussion

The primary purpose of this study was to investigate the rate of
hearing disorders in school-age children in Bishkek and, if tested
positive, refer them for detailed diagnosis. An additional goal of the

Table 1. Numbers (and percent) of positive results of hearing screening

Number of
children Positive results Unilateral Bilateral

7–8 years 289 93 (32.2%) 62 (66.7%) 31 (33.3%)

11–13 years 163 30 (18.4%) 18 (60.0%) 12 (40.0%)

Total 452 123 (27.2%) 80 (65.0%) 43 (35.0%)

Table 2. Frequency of different types of audiograms among 166 ears with a
positive hearing screening result

Ears with
positive result LFHL HFHL Other

7–8 years 124 6 (4.8%) 64 (51.6%) 54 (43.6%)

11–13 years 42 6 (14.3%) 14 (33.3%) 22 (52.4%)

Total 166 12 (7.2%) 78 (47.0%) 76 (45.8%)

LFHL = low-frequency hearing loss; HFHL = high-frequency hearing loss

Figure 1A. Audiogram of the child with eardrum perforation and tympanoplasty
ordered (case #1).
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screening program was to alert parents and the school more gen-
erally to children’s hearing problems. These activities were part of a
general effort to improve the state of medical care in Kyrgyzstan
using information technology. The effectiveness of using an asyn-
chronous model of screening for hearing impairment in children
from primary school was also evaluated. The telemedical model of
screening was aimed at improving the hearing health services for
children in Kyrgyzstan where long-distance travel to regional or
city centers is often difficult and sometimes impossible.

In Kyrgyzstan, screening for newborn and school-age children
is not done due to lack of equipment and qualified personnel. The
limited access to specialist doctors is associated with a high per-
centage of people with various hearing disorders. In this study,
the observed prevalence of hearing impairments was 27.2%.
This figure is similar to other studies conducted in Tajikistan,
where hearing impairment was found in 23.7% of the surveyed
school-age children (Skarzyński et al., 2016). In the study con-
ducted by Niskar et al. (1998), almost 15% of children aged
6–11 years had positive screening results. Feder et al. (2017) found
that 7.7% of Canadian children aged 6–19 had HL at one or more
pure-tone frequencies. Govender and Mars (2018) assessed 146
ears and found that 23 ears of 20 children (16%) presented with
hearing loss. In rural areas of Poland, the rate of positive results
of hearing screening was 16.4% (Skarżyński et al., 2020). The vari-
ability in prevalence may be explained by different sample num-
bers, different evaluation protocols (Tarczyński and Piotrowska,
2016), and by the various ages of the children. In addition, the
prevalence of hearing loss in children in developed countries is typ-
ically lower than in developing countries (Mahomed-Asmail et al.,

2016). Fortnum et al. (2001) suggested that reasons for the
differences include the absence of hearing screening programs,
the impact of poverty and malnutrition, stigma, lack of education
about hearing disorders, and limited access to health care in devel-
oping countries.

Our results indicate that 7.2% of children with positive screen-
ing results had a LFHL. Data from an American study indicate a
similar incidence of LFHL – 7.1% (Bess, 1985). A higher incidence
of this type of hearing disorder was reported in a Polish study
(Skarżyński et al., 2019), where 23% of the screened children were
classified as having LFHL. In a Nigerian study (Oyewumi and
Adejumo, 2011), 33.4% (167 out of 500 examined children) were
found to have LFHL in their right ear and 7.8% in their left. Similar
data have been reported in Tajikistan, where 34% of children were
diagnosed with LFHL (Skarzyński et al., 2016). In some cases, a
LFHL may be temporary and, depending on the individual case,
pharmacological or surgical intervention may be effective. One
of the most common reasons for temporary LFHL is inflammation
of the middle ear. Otitis media with effusion is one of the most
common childhood diseases (Minovi and Dazert, 2014). The
delayed detection of otitis media with effusion in young children
is a serious matter. Another reason for temporary hearing loss is
upper respiratory tract infection (URTI). Czech et al. (2011)
observed that children suffering from URTI often have temporary
conductive hearing loss. As with congenital malformations, the
benefits of early intervention in children with otitis media with
effusion far outweigh the cost of screening, which provides good
justification for conducting them (Hunt et al., 2017).

In this study, 47% of the children with positive results were
diagnosed with HFHL. A similar incidence of HFHL – 43.9% –
was obtained in a Polish study (Skarżyński et al., 2019). In com-
parison, the hearing screening in Tajikistan found that the percent-
age of children with HFHL was 25.5% (Skarzyński et al., 2016).
Children with HFHLmay appear normal, but they may experience
difficulties in many situations. For example, they may seem dis-
tracted because of a difficulty in understanding speech in a noisy
background. In HFHL, speech disorders and articulation problems
can also arise. It is important that children with HFHL should be
permanently supported in school and in their home environment
(Stelmachowicz et al., 2004).

Unilateral hearing loss (65%, 80/123) was more common than
bilateral losses, in line with results reported by Skarzyński et al.
(2019). A unilateral hearing loss can affect many areas of a child’s
development, can cause difficulties in sound source location, and
problems with perceiving speech in background noise. In addition,
there can be problems associated with loss of binaural summation
and sound localization, causing delays in speech-language develop-
ment and impairments to school performance (Skarżyński and
Ludwikowski, 2018). On this basis, identification of hearing loss,
whether unilateral or bilateral, calls for effective management so
as to minimize these adverse effects (Grandpierre et al., 2018).

In the current study, we were only able to collect follow-up data
from 27 children who had a positive result. The low follow-up rate
among students referred from the school suggests a low level of
support for the program from caregivers. This could be because
of lack of knowledge about hearing disorders or problems with
traveling to the medical center. Engagement of parents and school
personnel with the school screening program is essential if the
prevalence of treatable ear diseases and associated hearing disor-
ders in children is to be reduced.

The data from the present study suggest that it is possible to use
a telemedicine model to assess the hearing status of school-age

Figure 1B. Audiogram of the child with earwax (case #2).

Figure 1C. Audiogram of the child with acute otitis media (case #3).
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children and to provide long-distance expert assistance. It is nec-
essary to train local medical staff to perform hearing screening.
However, health care personnel involved with hearing services
in less modern locations need consistent training, oversight, and
feedback by experienced audiologists in order to provide quality
services. Hearing screening opens up the possibility of detecting
hearing problems and then directing the children to further spe-
cialist diagnostic evaluation and intervention.

Limitation

The present study was confined to the capital city of Kyrgyzstan,
and it is difficult to generalize the findings to the whole pediatric
population of the country. Moreover, only air conduction thresh-
olds were measured; there was no bone conduction, otoscopy, tym-
panometry, or otoacoustic emission measurements.
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wych. Otorynolaryngologia 10, 116–20.

Feder KP, Michaud D and McNamee J (2017) Prevalence of hearing loss
among a representative sample of Canadian children and adolescents, 3 to
19 years of age. Ear and Hearing 38, 7–20.

Fortnum HM, Summerfield AQ and Marshall DH (2001) Prevalence of
permanent childhood hearing impairment in the United Kingdom and
implications for universal neonatal hearing screening: questionnaire based
ascertainment study. British Medical Journal 323, 536–540.

Givens GD and Elangovan S (2003) Internet application to tele-audiology-
“nothin’ but net”. American Journal of Audiology 12, 59–65.

Govender S, Latiff N andAsmalN (2015) Evaluating the outcomes of a hearing
screening service for grade one learners in urban areas at Durban, South
Africa. The Journal of Public Health in Africa 6, 529.

Govender SM and Mars M (2018) Assessing the efficacy of asynchronous tele-
health-based hearing screening and diagnostic services using automated
audiometry in a rural South African school. The South African Journal of
Communication Disorders 65, 1–9.

Grandpierre V, Fitzpatrick EM and Na E (2018) School-aged children with
mild bilateral and unilateral hearing loss: parents’ reflections on services,
experiences, and outcomes. Journal of Deaf Studies and Deaf Education
23, 140–147.

Harris MS and Dodson EE (2017) Hearing health access in developing
countries. Current Opinion in Otolaryngology & Head and Neck Surgery
25, 353–358.

Honeth L, Bexelius C and Eriksson M (2010) An internet-based hearing test
for simple audiometry in nonclinical settings: preliminary validation and
proof of principle. Otology & Neurotology 31, 708–714.

Hunt L, Mulwafu W and Knott V (2017) Prevalence of paediatric chronic
suppurative otitis media and hearing impairment in rural Malawi: a cross-
sectional survey. PLOS ONE 12, e0188950.

Jacob A, Rupa V and Job A (1997) Hearing impairment and otitis media in a
rural primary school in South India. International Journal of Pediatric
Otorhinolaryngology 39, 133–138.

Kanji A, Khoza-Shangase K, Petrocchi-Bartal L and Harbison S (2018)
Feasibility of infant hearing screening from a developing country context:
the South African experience, Hearing, Balance and Communication
16(4), 263–270.

Lancaster P, Krumm M and Ribera J (2008) Remote hearing screenings via
telehealth in a rural elementary school. American Journal of Audiology 17,
114–122.

Mahomed-Asmail F, Swanepoel DW and Eikelboom RH (2016) Hearing loss
in urban South African school children (grade 1 to 3). International Journal
of Pediatric Otorhinolaryngology 84, 27–31.

Masalski M, Grysiński T and Kręcicki T (2018) Hearing tests based on bio-
logically calibrated mobile devices: comparison with pure-tone audiometry.
JMIR mHealth uHealth 6, e10.

Minovi A and Dazert S (2014) Diseases of the middle ear in childhood. GMS
Current Topics in Otorhinolaryngology - Head and Neck Surgery 13, Doc11.

Niskar AS, Kieszak SM and Holmes A (1998) Prevalence of hearing loss
among children 6 to 19 years of age: the Third National Health and
Nutrition Examination Survey. The Journal of the American Medical
Association 279, 1071–1075.

Oyewumi AM and Adejumo OR (2011) An investigation of hearing loss
among school age children through audiological assessment in Ibadan,
Oyo State, Nigeria. Elementary Education Online 10, 1–11.

PN - EN ISO 8253-1 (2005) Akustyka - Metodyka pomiarów audiometrycz-
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tury audiometrycznej – Część 1: Równoważne normalne progowe poziomy
ciśnienia akustycznego określone dla sygnałów tonowych i słuchawek
nausznych.

Ramkumar V (2017) A review of neonatal hearing screening practices in India.
Journal of Hearing Science 7, 9–15. https://doi.org/10.17430/902592

Sandström J, Swanepoel DW, Laurent C, Umefjord G and Lundberg T
(2020) Accuracy and reliability of smartphone self-test audiometry in
community clinics in low income settings: a comparative study. The Annals
of Otology, Rhinology, and Laryngology, https://doi.org/10.1177/0003489
420902162

Shinn JR, Geraldine Zuniga M, Macharia I, Reppart J, Netterville JL and
Jayawardena ADL (2019) Community health workers obtain similar results
using cell-phone based hearing screening tools compared to otolaryngolo-
gists in low resourced settings. International Journal of Pediatric
Otorhinolaryngology 127, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.109670.

Skarżyński H, Gos E, Świerniak W and Skarżyński PH (2020) Prevalence of
hearing loss among Polish school-age children from rural areas - Results of
hearing screening program in the sample of 67 416 children. International

Primary Health Care Research & Development 5

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17430/902592
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0003489420902162
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0003489420902162
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.109670


Journal of Pediatric Otorhinolaryngology 128. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijporl.2019.109676

Skarżyński PH and Ludwikowski M (2018) Hearing screening around the
world. In Hatzopoulos S and Ciorba A, editors, Excursus hear loss.
IntechOpen. Available from: https://www.intechopen.com/books/an-excursus-
into-hearing-loss/hearing-screening-around-the-world

Skarzyński PH, Łuszcz C and ŚwierniakW (2019) Hearing screening of school
children in theWarmian–Masurian Voivodeship. Journal of Hearing Science
9, 36–44. https://doi.org/10.17430/1002937

Skarżyński PH, Piłka A and Ludwikowski M (2014) Comparison of the fre-
quency of positive hearing screening outcomes in schoolchildren from
Poland and other countries of Europe, Central Asia, and Africa. Journal
of Hearing Science 4, 51–58. Available from: http://www.journalofhearing
science.com/COMPARISON-OF-THE-FREQUENCY-OF-POSITIVE-
HEARING-nSCREENING-OUTCOMES-IN-SCHOOLCHILDREN,120644,
0,2.html

Skarzyński PH, Świerniak W and Piłka A (2016) A hearing screening
program for children in primary schools in Tajikistan: a telemedicine model.
Medical Science Monitor 22, 2424–2430. https://doi.org/10.12659/MSM.
895967

Śliwa L, Hatzopoulos S and Kochanek K (2011) A comparison of
audiometric and objective methods in hearing screening of school children.

A preliminary study. International Journal of Pediatric Otorhinolaryngology
75, 483–488.

Stelmachowicz PG, Pittman AL and Hoover BM (2004) The importance
of high-frequency audibility in the speech and language development of
children with hearing loss. Archives of Otolaryngology - Head and Neck
Surgery 130, 556–562.

Tarczyński K and Piotrowska A (2016) Introduction of selected technical and
technological solutions implemented in devices designed for hearing screen-
ing in school-age children. Nowa Audiofonologia 5, 89–93. Available from:
https://ojs.academicon.pl/na/article/view/2629

Thomas TL, DiClemente R and Snell S (2014) Overcoming the triad of rural
health disparities: How local culture, lack of economic opportunity, and geo-
graphic location instigate health disparities.HealthEducation Journal73, 285–294.

Vaidyanath R and Yathiraj A (2014) Screening Checklist for Auditory
Processing in Adults (SCAP-A): Development and preliminary findings.
Journal of Hearing Science 4, 27–37.

World Health Organization (2019) Deafness and hearing loss [Online].
Retreived 26 August 2019 from https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-
sheets/detail/deafness-and-hearing-loss

Yantis P (2002) Puretone, air-conduction threshold testing. In J. Katz, editor,
Handbook of clinical audiology, fifth edition. Philadelphia: Lippincott
Williams & Wilkins, 97–108.

6 Piotr Henryk Skarżyński et al.

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.109676
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.109676
https://www.intechopen.com/books/an-excursus-into-hearing-loss/hearing-screening-around-the-world
https://www.intechopen.com/books/an-excursus-into-hearing-loss/hearing-screening-around-the-world
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17430/1002937
http://www.journalofhearingscience.com/COMPARISON-OF-THE-FREQUENCY-OF-POSITIVE-HEARING-nSCREENING-OUTCOMES-IN-SCHOOLCHILDREN,120644,0,2.html
http://www.journalofhearingscience.com/COMPARISON-OF-THE-FREQUENCY-OF-POSITIVE-HEARING-nSCREENING-OUTCOMES-IN-SCHOOLCHILDREN,120644,0,2.html
http://www.journalofhearingscience.com/COMPARISON-OF-THE-FREQUENCY-OF-POSITIVE-HEARING-nSCREENING-OUTCOMES-IN-SCHOOLCHILDREN,120644,0,2.html
http://www.journalofhearingscience.com/COMPARISON-OF-THE-FREQUENCY-OF-POSITIVE-HEARING-nSCREENING-OUTCOMES-IN-SCHOOLCHILDREN,120644,0,2.html
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.12659/MSM.895967
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.12659/MSM.895967
https://ojs.academicon.pl/na/article/view/2629
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/deafness-and-hearing-loss
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/deafness-and-hearing-loss

	Results of hearing screening of school-age children in Bishkek, Kyrgyzstan
	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Audiometric measurement
	Analysis criteria
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Follow-up

	Discussion
	Limitation
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


