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What’'s in a name? The term ‘acoustic emissions’ comes from materials science. Welded metals make sounds as stresses are released. The fact that you could

stimulate acoustic emissions from within the human ear surprized physiologists and biophysicists alike. Auditory acoustic emissions were given a variety of names at first including
the ‘Evoked Cochlear Mechanical Response’ (ECMR) and ‘Kemp Echoes’. The name ‘otoacoustic emissions’ was first used in 1983 probably by Pat Zurek.
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