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1. INTRODUCTION
In clinical practice, we can often recognize that different doctors 
may undertake diverging courses of management for a single 
patient, and one physician may manage patients with the same 
clinical condition differently. This indicates that the behaviors 
and clinical decision-making of physicians may be influenced 
by a variety of factors, including patient factors (age, sex, 
comorbidities, etc.),1–4 policy factors (change of reimbursement, 

regulations, etc.),5–8 surgeon or physician factors (subspecialty, 
training background, seniority, etc.),9–12 and parent factors for 
pediatric patients (monthly income, education level, etc.).13–17

The year 2004 clinical practice guideline for managing 
pediatric otitis media with effusion (OME) and the year 2013 
clinical practice guideline for tympanostomy tubes in children 
suggested that watchful waiting for 3 months should be chosen 
for initial medical management because 90% of pediatric OME 
are typically resolved spontaneously within 3 months.18–23 If 
an Otolaryngologist did ventilation tube insertions for pedi-
atric OME within 3 months, it may be an improper medical 
intervention for financial incentives. Thus, the waiting time 
of ventilation tube insertions for pediatric OME is a very 
good indicator to check the quality of clinical practice, and is 
also a proper measurement to investigate factors influencing 
physician behavior and clinical decision-making. This study 
investigated factors that would influence the waiting time of 
ventilation tube insertions for pediatric OME, and to explore 
the magnitude and direction of influences on physician behav-
ior and clinical decision-making. This study also checked the 
quality of medical practices in Taiwan when practitioners treat 
pediatric OME.

.

Abstract
Background: The surgeon and physician's decision-making may be influenced by many factors. The clinical practice guideline 
suggested that watchful waiting for 3 months should be the initial management for pediatric otitis media with effusion. The wait-
ing time of ventilation tube insertion for pediatric patients is a proper measurement for physician decision-making. This study 
investigated factors influencing the waiting time for pediatric ventilation tube insertion and to explore factors influencing physician 
decision-making.
Methods: Information associated with all patients under 18 years of age who received ventilation tube insertions from July 1, 2000 
to December 31, 2009 were retrieved and analyzed from a nationwide, population-based administrative database. The waiting 
time before ventilation tube insertions from the time of diagnosis of otitis media with effusion was recorded. Certain factors that 
would influence the waiting time were identified. At the same time, how these factors influenced clinical decision-making were also 
identified.
Results: The waiting time decreased as patient age increased (p < 0.001), and increased as the recent frequency of upper respira-
tory tract infection diagnosis increased (p < 0.001). Patients who received simultaneously bilateral ventilation tube insertions had 
shorter waiting time than those who had unilateral surgery (p < 0.01) and patients who had undergone ventilation tube insertions 
in a tertiary referral center generally had longer waiting times (p < 0.001).
Conclusion: The waiting time of ventilation tube insertions for pediatric otitis media with effusion can be influenced by many fac-
tors. Patients with older age and undergone simultaneously bilateral ventilation tube insertion had shorter waiting time. Patients 
who had more upper respiratory tract infection episodes and who received ventilation tube insertions in a tertiary referral center 
setting were subject to longer waiting times.
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2. METHODS

2.1. Subjects
We used the national health insurance research database in 
Taiwan (a compilation of insurance claim data) from 2000 to 
2009. We retrieved data of all patients who received ventilation 
tube insertions that were under 18 years of age on the date of 
surgery, extending from July 1, 2000 to December 31, 2009.

2.2. Waiting time definition
For all such patients, the waiting time from diagnosis of OME 
to ventilation tube insertions was recorded. We use the same 
definition of “waiting time” as we used in our previous study.23 
Therefore, “waiting time” was defined to be from the closest 
date of OME diagnosis 6 months before surgery to the date of 
surgery (Fig.  1).24 The episode of OME 6 months before the 
date of surgery was considered as previous episode of OME for 
recurrence pediatric OME is very common. The ICD-9 codes we 
used were shown in the Supplementary Appendix, http://links.
lww.com/JCMA/A147.

2.3. Factors analyzed
We classified the factors that may affect the waiting time 
into four categories, which were patient factors, policy fac-
tors, physician factors, and parent factors. Within those four 
categories, we can identify age, sex, and comorbidities of the 
patients as patient factors, seniority of the surgeon and hospi-
tal-level as physician factors, and monthly income of parents 
as parent factors. All of these factors can be clearly identi-
fied and defined in the National Health Insurance Research 
Database. The American Academy of Otolaryngology—Head 
and Neck Surgery Foundation released clinical practice guide-
line for otitis media with effusion in 2004, and the Taiwan 
national health insurance program increased the physician fee 
for ventilation tube insertions from USD $63 to USD $121 
in July 2004. The payment was the same across all level of 
hospitals. There was an additional 60% payment for children 
under 6 months old, an additional 30% for children 6 months 
to 2 years old, and an additional 20% for children 2 to 6 years 
old. We used these two events as policy factors, and tried to 
identify certain factors that would influence the waiting time 
for ventilation tube insertions for pediatric OME. At the same 
time, we can also identify the direction of influence of these 
factors.

2.4. Statistical analysis
We used logistic regression to establish an association between 
patient waiting time and all the factors mentioned above to 
ascertain possible influencing factors. Then, we used multiple 
logistic regression for association between waiting time and pos-
sible factors to determine the factors influencing waiting time of 
ventilation tube insertions for pediatric OME.

3. RESULTS
A total of 9503 patients were included in this study. The mean 
clinic visits with diagnoses of OME that occurred before venti-
lation tube insertion was 6.4 ± 5.2. The cutoff point of waiting 
time was set at 90 days for us to evaluate factors that may lead 
to short waiting time which is not suggested by the clinical prac-
tice guideline. The number of patients in each categorized sec-
tion was shown in Table 1. The mean waiting time of all patients 
was 73.6 ± 57.2 days and the median waiting time was 60 days. 
About one-third of the patients had waiting time longer than 90 
days and the other two-thirds had waiting time shorter than 90 
days. The patient numbers in each group of possible influencing 
factors categorized by cutoff point of waiting time (90 days) 
were shown in Table 2. About 60% of the patients are male. 
Nearly 40% of the patient had adenoidectomy and patients 
with cleft palate accounted for 10 % of all patients. Nearly 
60% of the patients underwent simultaneous bilateral ventila-
tion tube insertion and the other 40% had unilateral surgery. 
Further, logistic regression for the association between waiting 
time and individual-level, policy-level, surgeon or physician-
level, and parent-level characteristics by cutoff points of wait-
ing time were shown in Table 3. Multiple logistic regression for 
association between waiting time and individual-level, policy-
level, physician-level, and parent-level characteristics by cutoff 
points of waiting time were shown in Table 4. We found that 
the waiting time for ventilation tube insertion decreased as the 
age of the patient increased, adjusted odds ratio of 1.05 for each 
year increased (p < 0.001), and increased as the recent numbers 
of diagnosed upper respiratory tract infection (URI) increased, 
adjusted odds ratio of 0.96 for each time of diagnosis increased 
(p < 0.001). Patients with cleft palate may also have shorter 
waiting time, adjusted odds ratio of 1.19 (p = 0.051). Children 
who underwent unilateral ventilation tube insertion had longer 
waiting time than those who had tubes bilaterally, adjusted odds 
ratio of 1.19 (p < 0.001). Interestingly, the patients who had ven-
tilation tube insertions procedure in tertiary referral center had 
longer waiting time, adjusted odds ratio of 0.78 in comparison 
to local hospitals (p < 0.001) (Table 4).

4. DISCUSSION
Watchful waiting should be the initial management for pedi-
atric OME.18–23 Ventilation tubes for short duration of OME 
were inappropriate.25,26 There were studies that examined the 
appropriateness of ventilation tubes for children.25–27 However 
factors that may influence surgeons’ decision on pediatric venti-
lation tubes have never been studied. This is the first study that 
has tried to explore the factors that may influence waiting time 
for ventilation tube insertions for pediatric OME patients. We 
classified the factors that may affect the waiting time into four 
categories: patient factors, policy factors, physician factors, and 
parent factors. We identified certain factors that would influence 

Fig. 1  The waiting time was determined by the time between the diagnosis of otitis media with effusion (OME) closest to 6 months before ventilation tube 
insertion (VTI) and the date of VTI performed.22 X = diagnosis not counted; O = diagnosis counted.
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the waiting time of ventilation tube insertions for pediatric 
OME. At the same time, we can also identify the direction of 
influence of these factors. In this study, we found that Patients 
of older age who underwent simultaneously bilateral ventilation 
tube insertion had shorter waiting time. Patients who had more 
URI episodes and who received ventilation tube insertions in 
a tertiary referral center setting were subject to longer waiting 
times.

The waiting time for ventilation tube insertion decreased 
as patient age increased. The incidence of OME decreased in 
older children.20 These older children who had OME usually 
had other comorbidities leading to OME such as sinusitis, cleft 

palate, Down syndrome, etc. This may lead surgeons to take 
action to ventilation tube insertions on older children because 
spontaneous resolution would not occur with those comorbidi-
ties. The waiting time increased as the recent number of URI 
diagnoses increased. Frequent URI episodes among young chil-
dren were often complicated by AOM and/or OME. Surgeons 
may wait a little longer in the hope that spontaneous resolution 
would occur since these OME episodes may be independent and 
are the results of URIs. Patients with cleft palate had shorter 
waiting time. OME is a very common problem for children with 
cleft palate and chance of spontaneous resolution is low.28,29 
Surgeons may resort to tubes earlier to restore hearing in this 
particular group of children. Children who underwent unilateral 
ventilation tube insertion had longer waiting time than those 
who had simultaneous tubes bilaterally. This is concordant with 
the suggestion of the clinical practice guideline.21,23 The patients 
who had ventilation tube insertions procedure in tertiary refer-
ral center had longer waiting times compared to other health 
care organizations. The adjusted odds ratio for tertiary referral 
center to perform ventilation tube insertions within 90 days was 
0.78 (<0.001) in comparison to local hospitals. Surgeons in ter-
tiary referral centers may be more aware of the suggestions of 
clinical practice guidelines and had better guideline adherence in 
comparison with surgeons in other organizations.

In this study, we found the average waiting time for ven-
tilation tube insertions for pediatric OME was 73.6 ± 57.2 

Table 1

Descriptive statistics of waiting time

 n (%)

Waiting time (d)a

  ≥90 days 3520 (37.0)
  <90 days 5983 (63.0)
Mean waiting timeb 73.6 ± 57.2
Median waiting timec 60 (20-122)

an = 9503.
bMean ± SD.
cInterquartile range was shown in the parenthesis.

Table 2

Cross-tables for waiting time and individual-level, policy-level, physician-level, and parent-level characteristics

 ≥90 d (n = 3520) <90 d (n = 5983) Total (n = 9503)

Agea 5.3 ± 2.7 5.9 ± 3.2 5.7 ± 3.1
Gender
  Female 1317 (37.4) 2390 (39.9) 3707 (39.1)
  Male 2203 (62.6) 3593 (60.1) 5796 (60.9)
Adenoidectomy
  No 2101 (59.7) 3688 (61.6) 5789 (60.9)
  Yes 1419 (40.3) 2295 (38.4) 3714 (39.1)
Cleft palate
  No 3162 (89.8) 5340 (89.3) 8502 (89.5)
  Yes 358 (10.2) 643 (10.7) 1001 (10.5)
Down syndrome
  No 3500 (99.4) 5949 (99.4) 9449 (99.4)
  Yes 20 (0.6) 34 (0.6) 54 (0.6)
Sleep apnea
  No 3354 (95.3) 5691 (95.1) 9045 (95.2)
  Yes 166 (4.7) 292 (4.9) 458 (4.8)
Number of diagnoses of upper respiratory diseasesa 14.6 ± 8.5 11.5 ± 7.6  12.6 ± 8.1
Laterality of VTI
  Unilateral 1482 (42.1) 2436 (40.7) 3918 (41.2)
  Bilateral 2038 (57.9) 3547 (59.3) 5585 (58.8)
AAO guideline
  After 2239 (63.6) 3836 (64.1) 6075 (63.9)
  Before 1281 (36.4) 2147 (35.9) 3428 (36.1)
NHI payment raise
  After 1454 (41.3) 2479 (41.4) 3933 (41.4)
  Before 2066 (58.7) 3504 (58.6) 5570 (58.6)
Seniority of specialist, yeara 9.6 ± 6.1 9.2 ± 6.4 9.4 ± 6.3
Hospital-level
  Non-medical center 1598 (45.4) 3090 (51.7) 4688 (49.3)
  Medical center 1922 (54.6) 2893 (48.4) 4815 (50.7)
Parent income
  Low 1095 (31.1) 1862 (31.1) 2957 (31.1)
  Medium 1168 (33.2) 2188 (36.6) 3356 (35.3)
  High 1249 (35.5) 1902 (31.8) 3151 (33.2)

aPresented as mean ± SD.
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days, which is quite close to the 3-month waiting time that 
the American Academy of Otolaryngology—Head and Neck 
Surgery Foundation guideline suggested if we take patient his-
tory into consideration. Patients may have OME for 1 or 2 
weeks, or even longer before they seek medical attention. The 
influencing factors we found in this study were patient (age, cleft 
palate, laterality, and number of recent URI diagnoses) and phy-
sician factors (level of hospital). The increase in ventilation tube 
insertion payment and Academy of American Otolaryngology—
Head Neck Surgery clinical practice guideline for otitis media 
with effusion21 were events that happened in the year 2004. Both 
events had no influence on the waiting time for ventilation tube 
insertions for pediatric OME. The effect of these two events in 
2004 may be canceled for the effects of these two factors on the 
waiting time were in opposite direction. All of the above showed 
that ENT surgeons in Taiwan primarily adhere to the Academy 
of American Otolaryngology—Head Neck Surgery clinical prac-
tice guideline for otitis media with effusion,21 when conducting 
their practice, without apparent influence by financial incentives.

The primary strength of this study is that we utilized Taiwan’s 
national health insurance claims database. Each visit and every 
medical procedure was recorded in this particular databank, 

without sampling. Using this databank for investigating phy-
sician behavior can better and more accurately establish how 
medical processes and procedures were conducted. Our findings 
were what really happened in a single country which may be 
considered as the limitation of this study. In contrast, we con-
sidered that the results of this study may have good external 
validity because we used ventilation tube insertions for pediatric 
OME to explore factors that may influence physician clinical 
decision-making. Ventilation tube insertions for pediatric OME 
are a very common and frequently performed procedure world-
wide and there are well-established clinical practice guidelines 
for this procedure. The indication of this procedure is clear so 
the way of practice should be pretty similar worldwide, or at 
least in developed countries.

The limitations of this study were similar to other administra-
tive claims data studies. We did not have access to the clinical 
data of the patients, such as history and physical examinations. 
We could miss some factors that may influence the decision-
making of physicians, such as eardrum retraction or the dura-
tion of persistence of OME before the visit. The other limitation 
of administrative claims data studies is that the diagnostic codes 
that were coded by physicians in administrative claim data may 
not be so accurate. However, the procedure codes in administra-
tive claims data are considerably more accurate. For this reason, 
we used a procedure code (the code for ventilation tube inser-
tions) to define the study population to improve the internal 
validity of this study.

In conclusion, the waiting time of ventilation tube insertions 
for pediatric OME can be influenced by many factors, but pri-
marily by patient-level factors including age, cleft palate, lateral-
ity, and number of recent URI diagnoses. Patients of older age 

Table 3

Logistic regression for association between waiting time 
and individual-level, physician-level, and hospital-level 
characteristics, by cutoff point of waiting time

 <90 d

Variables OR (95% CI) p

Age 1.07 (1.06-1.09) <0.001
Gender
  Female 1.00  
  Male 0.90 (0.83-0.98) 0.015 
Adenoidectomy
  No 1.00  
  Yes 0.92 (0.85-1.00) 0.059 
Cleft palate
  No 1.00  
  Yes 1.06 (0.93-1.22) 0.380 
Down syndrome
  No 1.00  
  Yes 1.00 (0.58-1.74) 1.00 
Sleep apnea
  No 1.00  
  Yes 1.04 (0.85-1.26) 0.719 
Number of diagnosis of upper respiratory diseases 0.95 (0.95-0.96) <0.001
Laterality of VTI
  Unilateral 1.00  
  Bilateral 1.06 (0.97-1.15) 0.184 
US guideline
  After 1.00  
  Before 0.98 (0.90-1.07) 0.619 
NHI amount
  After 1.00  
  Before 1.00 (0.91-1.08) 0.903 
Seniority of specialist (y) 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.001 
Hospital-level
  Non-medical center 1.00  
  Medical center 0.78 (0.72-0.85) <0.001
Amount of insurance
  Low 1.00  
  Medium 1.10 (0.99-1.22) 0.066 
  High 0.90 (0.81-0.99) 0.036 

CI = confidence interval; OR = odds ratio.

Table 4

Multiple logistic regression for association between waiting 
time and individual-level, physician-level, and hospital-level 
characteristics, by cutoff point of waiting time

 <90 d

Variables aOR (95% CI) p

Age 1.05 (1.04-1.07) <0.001
Gender
  Female 1.00  
  Male 0.92 (0.85-1.01) 0.078 
Adenoidectomy
  No 1.00  
  Yes 0.97 (0.88-1.07) 0.534
Cleft palate
  No 1.00  
  Yes 1.19 (0.99-1.41) 0.051
Number of diagnosis of upper respiratory diseases 0.96 (0.95-0.96) <0.001
Laterality of VTI
  Unilateral 1.00  
  Bilateral 1.19 (1.09-1.30) <0.001
US guideline
  After 1.00  
  Before 0.99 (0.91-1.10) 0.976
Seniority of specialist (y) 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.053 
Hospital-level
  Non-medical center 1.00  
  Medical center 0.78 (0.71-0.86) <0.001
Amount of insurance
  Low 1.00  
  Medium 1.13 (1.01-1.26) 0.027 
  High 0.99 (0.89-1.10) 0.863 

CI = confidence interval; aOR = adjusted odds ratio.
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who underwent simultaneously bilateral ventilation tube inser-
tion have shorter waiting time. Patients who had more URI epi-
sodes and who received ventilation tube insertions in a tertiary 
referral center setting were subject to longer waiting times.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This study was supported by research funding from the Ministry of 
Science and Technology, Taiwan (MOST 104-2410-H-075-002).

APPENDIX A. SUPPLEMENTARY DATA
Supplementary data related to this article can be found at http://
links.lww.com/JCMA/A147.

REFERENCES
	 1.	 Jorgensen ML, Young JM, Solomon MJ. Adjuvant chemotherapy for 

colorectal cancer: age differences in factors influencing patients’ treat-
ment decisions. Patient Prefer Adherence 2013;7:827–34.

	 2.	 Pang A, Ho S, Lee SC. Cancer physicians’ attitude towards treatment of 
the elderly cancer patient in a developed Asian country. BMC Geriatr 
2013;13:35.

	 3.	 Weiner SJ, Kelly B, Ashley N, Binns-Calvey A, Sharma G, Schwartz A, 
et al. Content coding for contextualization of care: evaluating physician 
performance at patient-centered decision making. Med Decis Making 
2014;34:97–106.

	 4.	 Tsai JP, Hung CL, Ku SL, Hou CJ, Yeh HI, Chang RE. Factors influenc-
ing therapeutic strategy for patients with basal ganglia hemorrhage—
could age play a potential role in final treatment decision? Acta Neruol 
Belg 2011;111:268‐75.

	 5.	 Nyman JA, Feldman R, Shapiro J, Grogan C, Link D. Changing physi-
cian behavior: does medical review of Part B medicare claims make a 
difference? Inquiry 1990;27:127–37.

	 6.	 Shen J, Andersen R, Brook R, Kominski G, Albert PS, Wenger N. The 
effects of payment method on clinical decision-making: physician 
responses to clinical scenarios. Med Care 2004;42:297–302.

	 7.	 Rice R, Steams SC, Pathman DE, DesHarnais S, Brasure M, Tai-Seale 
M. A tale of two bounties: the impact of competing fees on physician 
behavior. J Health Polit Policy Law 1999;24:1307‐30.

	 8.	 Ransom SB, McNeeley SG, Kruger ML, Doot G, Cotton DB. The effect 
of capitated and fee-for-service remuneration on physician decision 
making in gynecology. Obstet Gynecol 1996;87(5 Pt 1):707–10.

	 9.	 Pugh JA, Frazier LM, DeLong E, Wallace AG, Ellenbogen P, Linfors 
E. Effect of daily charge feedback on inpatient charges and physician 
knowledge and behavior. Arch Intern Med 1989;149:426–9.

	10.	 Feinglass J, Martin GJ, Sen A. The financial effect of physician practice 
style on hospital resource use. Health Serv Res 1991;26:183–205.

	11.	 MacStravic RC. Hospitals’ marketing challenge: influencing physician 
behavior. Health Prog 1985;66:54–7.

	12.	 Rodgers JF, Musacchio RA. Physician acceptance of medicare patients 
on assignment. J Health Econ 1983;2:55–73.

	13.	 Niyogi A, Clarke SA. Elective paediatric surgery: what do parents really 
want to know? Scott Med J 2012;57:65–8.

	14.	 Leung MW, Tang PM, Chao NS, Liu KK. Hong Kong Chinese parents’ 
attitudes towards circumcision. Hong Kong Med J 2012;18:496–501.

	15.	 Cox ED, Nackers KA, Young HN, Moreno MA, Levy JF, Mangione-
Smith RM. Influence of race and socioeconomic status on engagement in 
pediatric primary care. Patient Educ Couns 2012;87:319–26.

	16.	 Boston M, Ruwe E, Duggins A, Willging JP. Internet use by parents 
of children undergoing outpatient otolaryngology procedures. Arch 
Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg 2005;131:719–22.

	17.	 Yin HS, Dreyer BP, Vivar KL, MacFarland S, van Schaick L, Mendelsohn 
AL. Perceived barriers to care and attitudes towards shared decision-
making among low socioeconomic status parents: role of health literacy. 
Acad Pediatr 2012;12:117–24.

	18.	 Tos M. Epidemiology and natural history of secretory otitis. Am J Otol 
1984;5:459–62.

	19.	 Paradise JL, Rockette HE, Colborn DK, Bernard BS, Smith CG, Kurs-Lasky 
M, et al. Otitis media in 2253 Pittsburgh-area infants: prevalence and risk 
factors during the first two years of life. Pediatrics 1997;99:318–33.

	20.	 Williamson IG, Dunleavey J, Bain J, Robinson D. The natural history of 
otitis media with effusion–a three-year study of the incidence and preva-
lence of abnormal tympanograms in four South West Hampshire infant 
and first schools. J Laryngol Otol 1994;108:930–4.

	21.	 Rosenfeld RM, Culpepper L, Doyle KJ, Grundfast KM, Hoberman A, 
Kenna MA, et al; American Academy of Pediatrics Subcommittee on 
Otitis Media with Effusion; American Academy of Family Physicians; 
American Academy of Otolaryngology–Head and Neck Surgery. Clinical 
practice guideline: otitis media with effusion. Otolaryngol Head Neck 
Surg 2004;130(5 Suppl):S95–118.

	22.	 Rosenfeld RM, Schwartz SR, Pynnonen MA, Tunkel DE, Hussey HM, 
Fichera JS, et al. Clinical practice guideline: tympanostomy tubes in chil-
dren. Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg 2013;149(1 Suppl):S1–35.

	23.	 Rosenfeld RM, Shin JJ, Schwartz SR, Coggins R, Gagnon L, Hackell 
JM, et al. Clinical practice guideline: otitis media with effusion (update). 
Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg 2016;154(1 Suppl):S1–41.

	24.	 Wang MC, Huang CK, Wang YP, Chien CW. Effects of increased pay-
ment for ventilation tube insertion on decision making for paediatric 
otitis media with effusion. J Eval Clin Pract 2012;18:919–22.

	25.	 Keyhani S, Kleinman LC, Rothschild M, Bernstein JM, Anderson R, 
Chassin M. Overuse of tympanostomy tubes in New York metropolitan 
area: evidence from five hospital cohort. BMJ 2008;337:a1607.

	26.	 Kleinman LC, Kosecoff J, Dubois RW, Brook RH. The medical appropri-
ateness of tympanostomy tubes proposed for children younger than 16 
years in the United States. JAMA 1994;271:1250–5.

	27.	 Sajisevi M, Schulz K, Cyr DD, Wojdyla D, Rosenfeld RM, Tucci D, et 
al. Nonadherence to guideline recommendations for tympanostomy 
tube insertion in children based on mega-database claims analysis. 
Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg 2017;156:87–95.

	28.	 Sheahan P, Blayney AW, Sheahan JN, Earley MJ. Sequelae of otitis media 
with effusion among children with cleft lip and/or cleft palate. Clin 
Otolaryngol Allied Sci 2002;27:494–500.

	29.	 Lehtonen V, Lithovius RH, Autio TJ, Sándor GK, Ylikontiola LP, Harila 
V, et al. Middle ear findings and need for ventilation tubes among pedi-
atric cleft lip and palate patients in northern Finland. J Craniomaxillofac 
Surg 2016;44:460–4.

CA9_V85N6_Text.indb   703CA9_V85N6_Text.indb   703 08-Jun-22   14:39:2808-Jun-22   14:39:28


