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S T4 B _ Competitor 1 Competitor 2 » The data here demonstrate that binaural hearing has the potential to reduce listening effort for some but not for all SNRs (Fig. 8)
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o § ‘\\/ J J ° 4 °  The speech perception data demonstrated a binaural advantage over a similar but wider range of SNRs than did peak pupil dilation (Fig. 7)
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> 020, . . . . . .  These findings suggest that there is a limited range of SNRs where the spatial configuration of sound sources can impact listening effort
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 Forthcoming work will determine the impact of hearing loss and the effect of its treatment(s) on the interaction between binaural hearing and listening effort
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