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* An investigation of what factors affect speech recognition under reverberation for individuals with
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Table 1 The demographics of the participants with unilateral hearing loss.
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Fig. 1 The audiogram of the poor ears of
the participants with some hearing level
(Black bold icons indicate that there were
no responses at the limits of the audiometer).
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Fig. 2 Raincloud plots for speech reception
thresholds and the degree of spatial release
from masking (SRM) including row jittered
data, box-whisper plots, and split-half violins.
The solid and broken horizontal lines indicate
the median and mean respectively.
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Table 2 Results from regression models analyzing
speech reception thresholds (SRT) and spatial
release from masking (SRM).
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Fig. 3 Association between spatial release from masking (SRM) and participants’ demographics under

reverberation (contralateral condition: target speech was located on the poor ear side). Shading of the

individual data points indicates four frequency pure-tone averages (4fPTA) of the participants’ poor ear.
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