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INTRODUCTION RESULTS I: How many sounds were || RESULTS II: How many responses were
Components that may influence a listener's ability to reported as a single auditory object? correctly lateralized (NH Listeners)?

Figure 3: Proportion of ‘One’ sound responses (“One-Left”, “One-Center”, or
“One-Right”) averaged across listeners. Error bars represent standard error.
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Listener ID Age Years of CI experience Etiology Electrode Pair # information is different across the ears, range of AOF differs between BiCI and NH listeners suggesting that detection of rate
(Bilateral) L R differences with simultaneous presentation across the ear is more difficult with electrical stimulation (Fig. 3) .
IBF 64 8 Heredity 12 12 ¢ As expected, when AOF is poor; ITD lateralization is also poor. However, a high degree of AOF did not guarantee good ITD
IBK 75 6 Heredity 14 13 lateralization in both NH and BiCI listeners (Fig. 3 & 4).
IBQ 84 10 Meniere's 14 7 ¢ Overall, our results suggest that having AOF even when information is different across the ears is insufficient for good
ICJ 66 6 Childhood illness 20 16 lateralization for both populations of listeners.
IAU 70 12 Heredity (from 12 11
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