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[Abstract] Objective To explore the early rehabilitation of hearing, speech recognition and quality of life of older prelingual
deaf patients after cochlear implantation. Methods 38 patients with prelingual deafness who underwent cochlear implantation in the
Department of Otolaryngology, Head and Neck Surgery, 980 Hospital of Chinese PLA were enrolled in this study. Nineteen patients
aged 18-39 years were selected as the control group (Group B). All the patients received cochlear implants and turned on for half a
year. Preoperative clinical data were collected. Preoperative assessment included hearing ability, speech intelligibility, quality of life
(basic sound perception, Advanced sound perception, speech ability, self-confidence, motor ability, social communication ability),
monosyllabic, disyllabic, sentence recognition rate under quiet conditions, etc. Six months after cochlear implantation, the above
indicators were re-evaluated and compared before and after surgery and between the two groups. Results Six months after cochlear
implantation, the patients' hearing ability, speech intelligibility, quality of life and speech discrimination score were significantly
improved. There was no significant difference between the two groups (P>0.05). Conclusion Cochlear implant has a significant
effect on improving the quality of life and speech recognition ability of older prelingual deaf patients. The correlation between quality
of life and speech recognition ability needs to be further explored. The preoperative and postoperative evaluation is helpful to
evaluate the treatment effect reasonably, which is of great significance in preventing complications, evaluating the curative effect and
the difficulty of operation.
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