Training effects on perception and neural representation of temporal speech cues
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« Response waveforms in YNH and ONH groups mirrored stimulus waveforms E 0F 0} T
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* Changes in higher level auditory encoding were responsible for
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the stimulus waveform in time relative to the response, until a maximum SO - . Age-related temporal processing deficits may be at least partially restored

correlation was found between the stimulus and the region of the response 500 through targeted training strategies.

from 10-300 ms » Future steps: Random assignment of YNH, ONH, and OHI (older hearing
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