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Figure S5. (A) Listening effort ratings, (B) response times, and (C) speech quality ratings for
young normal-hearing listeners. Effort and response time measures were collected in Exp. 2b
and quality in Exp. 2c. To facilitate comparisons, scores are plotted so that up indicates better
perception (i.e., less effort, faster response times, or higher quality). Error bars indicate the
standard error of the mean. Quiet scores (white bars) are provided as a reference to indicate
maximum performance.
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