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Figure 1. Results from the previous study revealed a peak-shaped psychometric Schematic visual stimulus g N —a— Random/Easy | did not reach the significance level. The interaction between
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< 25 adult (12 males, 13 females) ages 19 - 30 (mean = 21.24) MlesEnEs RT - Here, Listening effort favorable SNRs.
< Native English speakers with normal hearing and normal o score = 100% x ([dual- CONCLUSION
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Equipment <> Speech Perception was measured as the amount of correctly SNR relative to SNR-50 (dB) RT]/baseline RT). <> Overall, the shape of reaction time in relation to SNR is
repeated words highly similar in random and fixed order, indicating that the
<~ Speech stimulus presented in a sound treated booth through < Listening Effort was measured as a function of change in peaked shape of listening effort psychometric function is not
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< Participants responded via keyboard
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