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sound 'n_ their _ Changes . 4 0 0 0 Fig. 7: Group lateralization offset for (A) ILD cue-shift, (B) ENV-ITD cue shift; group lateralization range offset for (C) ILD cue-
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both ILDs and ENV-ITDs are present, is unclear.
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More ITD here Unlike NH listeners, a cue-shift in ENV-ITDs did not contribute to a change in lateralization.
A Lateralization curves were fit with the following A Two parameters of interest were . This suggests that BiCl listeners most likely use only ILDs for lateralization when both ILDs and ENV-
function using nonlinear-least-squares’: extracted from the fitted curves (Fig. 6): ITDs are present.
| o | | A axy , A C(ﬁ—) ‘ A Lateralization offset, the value of . If delivering ITDs to BiCl patients with high-rate envelope modulations does not have an impact on
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