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NTRODUCTIO
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ONCLUSIONS
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Correlation of the 3 Factor Scores and ANL Score (N=42)

> | | | 4 - Based on the methods used in this study, there Is evidence
2. Can clinically obtained ANL scores allow audiologists to Outcome Variables 3 - o ™ to suggest that ANL scores are associated with aversiveness to
redict whether a patient will be successful with hearing aids? : : - : enetl i | i |
P P 9 Questionnaire Administration 2 ) : . Eactor 1 is related to environmental sounds, but not to other domains of hearing aid
- All questionnaires were administered prior to speech g 1 °80 oo 8y hearing aid benefit SUCCESS.
: o o - W 14 and positive
testing = ° © ¢ o © outcomes
. . . Co. . 1 & o -
M ETHODS * Questionnaire order was randomized to minimize bias N A - /
it 5 ) REFERENCES
QSIN Administration ; REFERENCES
Subiect  Conditions: Unaided and Aided (Bilateral) 0 0 ANLlé’ 15 20 . e B T ST ——
Composite Audiogram . r . . . t t A.N.L. , b.C.
u i]-ezC Sb. t " . |  Compc ogram | . Stimulus level: 50 dBHL core ~ ngmgz D:zt. |22 (purchase ). Acceptable Noise Level Tes elowna
® 101 1 . . .. . 4 - I
SUDJECTS with | » Listening conditions and lists were controlled to Residual | | . |
sensorineural hearmg loss = | L _ _ n 3 - N Problems Cox,.R, & Alexander, G. (1995). The Abbreviated Profile of Hearing Aid Benefit. Ear and
: minimize learning and fatigue effects = Eactor 2 is Hearing, 16(2), 176 -186.
 Mean age: 66 yrs s o 3 % © o
_ : . . . . . o o
o Range- 40 — 82 yIs g oo 6 QSIN lists per condition (alded and unalded) g 1 - ® 8 o © o _ 08 :eerlr?;eigiéo Cox, R., & Alexander, G. (1999). Measuring satisfaction with amplification in daily life: the SADL
Ny t . S  Scoring calculated by total words correct (each T 0. o °0%8a00% ! r=. omaln a?ter scale. Ear and Hearing, 20(4), 306-320.
° eas Montns ofr pliateral & o = S o
h . . . 80~ COndItIOn) 2.1 00 2o 8 Z MRS o ¢ \_ HA fitting Y. Cox, R., Alexander, G., Xu, J. (2009). Development of the Device Oriented Subjective Outcome
earing aid experience lzz | | | | | | e Benefit score was Computed by Aided score — Unaided X PR o ggitesggs/?% Refereed poster at the Annual Meeting of the American Auditory Society,
Predictor Variable R score 3 . . | o
Acceptable Noise L evel Test 0 5 10 15 20 g:x,alali.agr: jlcj)tuarln;l O(flgzﬁgbil\l?ltzzzl:igg ;geg_pl%yfgchosocial impact of assistive devices: the PIADS®O.
Stimuli- ANL Test CD Speech Test Set-Up for ANL and QSIN ANL Score - |
Condition: Unaided Double-walled Sound Room / é 4 - Egmg::g 22::22: (2001). QuickSIN Speech-in-Noise Test Manual. Elk Grove Village, IL:
3 _
T - Negative Reacti 3 ¢
ANL Administration tg%a;]:/\;reomenaecng? c%_ 2 - o . Nabelek, A, Tucker, F, Letowski, T. (1991). Toleration of background noises: Relationship with
o SUbjECtS controlled sound with a hand-held Sounds E 1 . o . ¢ o o patterns of hearing aid use by elderly persons. J Sp Hear Res, 34, 679-685.
response boX Factor 3 is related LIEJ 0 - W =.29 Ventry, |. & Weinstein, B. (1982). The Hearing Handicap Inventory for the Elderly: a new tool.
. ' : E d Hearing, 3(3), 128-134.
* Most Comfortable Level (MCL) established urtsvgor:teergt;oonuggs = ° § RO renerieain. 59
. : : X -
Background Noise Level (BNL) established N "/ . o Please contact kshahnss@memphis.edu
e ANL calculated by MCL - BNL 2 -3 | | | | for further information. PDF-versions of this HARL
0 5 10 15 20 poster can be obtained at

» Scoring was computed by averaging 2 ANL scores ANL Score http://www.ausp.memphis.edu/harl/ Hearing Aid Research Lab


mailto:kshghnss@memphis.edu

