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benefits from head shadow and inteaural differences = Direct audio input to Cl processors or circumaural headphones for NH children in the BngI group
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Head Shadow SRTco—located, Monaural — SRTSeparated, Monaural O@%%@E@%@E@BC%%GOQ&@Q@ - o 4-8 kHz NN ole T TS
, , SRT _ SRT _ requency [kHz] Fig. 5 Intelligibility benefit from individual monaural and binaural cues, and from combinations of
Binaural Summation Co—located, Monaural Co—located, Binaural Fig.3 ITD and ILD calculate(il) from HRTFs from individual children with BiCls and from KEMAR HRTFs. multiple cues. Individual data and group mean (+1 SD) shown for both groups. Between-group
: Sound source located at +90" azimuth to listener’s right. All BiCl HRTFs measured BTE. i ' ' * p< = _sianifi
Binaural Squelch TS e, Moeiell = e smyad, Bhveuisl 9 difference compared using Wilcoxon rank sum tests, * p<.05, n.s. = non-significant.
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SRM — Head Shadow (SRTco—located, Binaural ~ SRTSeparated, Binaural)

or _ - (SRTCO—located, Monaural — SRTSeparated, Monaural)
Squelch — Summation

*» With sufficiently large angular separation, some children with BiCls may
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