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Figure 3. Individual listener data showing proportion correct (upper panels) from L/R responses in the ITD discrimination task. Individual listener’s average gaze trajectories are Figure 4. Fitted curve parameter estimates a & 1/ as a function of increasing
plotted (lower panels) for ITD JND and two ITDs with proportion correct above 0.9. Only correct responses are included to perform model fit. NH listeners showed similar magnitude in ITD from JND to the two ITDs above 0.9 proportion correct for
psychometric functions and gaze trajectories; only one typical NH listener (TLX) data is shown. ITD JNDs for TLP and TLW (NH listeners) were 47 us and 48 s, respectively. Individual listeners. BICl listeners in solid lines; NH listeners in dash lines.
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Figure 5. Individual listener data showing proportion correct (upper panels) from L/R responses in the ILD discrimination task. Individual listener’s average gaze trajectories are Figure 6. Fitted curve parameter estimates a & 1/@ as a function of increasing

plotted (lower panels) for ILD JND and two ILDs with proportion correct above 0.9. Only correct responses are included to perform model fit. One typical NH listener’s (TLX) data magnitude in ILD from JND to the two ILDs above 0.9 proportion correct for

IS shown; ILD JNDs for TLP and TLW (NH listeners) were 0.4 dB and 0.5 dB, respectively. iIndividual listeners. BICl listeners in solid lines; NH listeners in dash lines.

CONCLUSION, DISCUSSION & FUTURE WORK
“* ITD JNDs were measured in BICI listeners using clinical *+ As binaural cue saliency improves, even beyond the magnitudes of JND, an emerging < The difference in eye gaze patterns
processors with a typical clinical stimulation rate (e.g., 2 900 pps), trend is observed that both NH and some BICI listeners show steeper slope in the eye between BICI and NH listeners is not
when a matched set of electrodes across ears were activated gaze trajectories and are faster at reaching the 75% location to the final gaze position yet clear; ongoing data collection
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