(LEBFR) FRELSEEREN

FRH 2R FO B R RAEDUE 5 1 U L HE i I B2
YE#: R

g—4
HiRALER:

ARICHELE T 2R FO 8 BR AR AL DU 518 IR A L HE M /E FH s, w5 RN
NEF B N A REMBIE FO SRR T 2. LEALR . Tk, GRS PTAE
ISR Z R, AL N ER S5,
Bl 5 :
I FH AR T X E W, MRS R L K 8 O RN T840 10 1) B AT T 12
e ELL R R R LEIR A, AR B AR & SO N S Wk T —— &R, Bk
BB SN R .

B 1. CikZRd
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Bz A EVUEH B DR R R, 45 & BARHE T4 R T ABOh A .
S MRS SCERZEAR T B B3, 2 AR SRR R 00 N 2 LR =5 T i PR A L T
D ZHFENF A ELRIEI 7 B1E SR a2, 2) JNEWr e ez XU
AL B LA SN RE I AR . VR TR S5 I OCHR, RN DR X Eefe AL, X T
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HHIRFNZER . AR RI N SRS E 18058 2 B, PL):
SR IAEE T T SR R 5 H AR T IERFIE A IR R 2R 2R A XS
i) H bR 5 E R (A 55, 2017). FEAI(FO)FE B0 Ml 28 A EE R 1) 5 5 B4R B
B, E R DHREA I 9 1A% 2 1 1] FbR 1C FE 1544 7 (Cutler, Dahan, & vanDonselaar,
1997), ik n] LAy INFE il 75 25 43 B8 5 18RI 26 22 (Binns & Culling, 2007) . I 4
KUF LW BT T FO FRERLR 20 M A2 A 53 5 18 BN 520 (Binns & Culling,
2007; Chen, Yang, Wu, & Moore, 2018; Miller, Schlauch, & Watson, 2010; Patel, Xu, &
Wang, 2010; Shen & Souza, 2019; Wu, 2019), —F0AN FO 5 ER sl A48 L5 e 1)
iR EEEM.
2)ZhASFEM(FOYFE BR Lk Z M AR NAEME N F1E VU HIE ] A 21 Ea 4k 15
B —FERUE, HXFZENRIFEIE R 2 T
R IRANTE AT (P W51 5 P2 26 4 BY):
“BA FO RFELRA Y THRE &L S H R PAAiET R o aEz
Bl LA 3] 1 — 3R, SRS T 2 AE N F AT FEIB AR Rk . R0 2 4F NS A



FH IR G0 22 2= A/ AT T2 I R PR A 1) B 1 R A A L £ 2 A F]
IR 175 P e PR B rh 2 AR T 2 75 RE NSNS FO RRIA R b 3kat, HATMATER. »
)X T W I IE B AR R W 25 ok 1, A0 (FO) 48 3 11 Zh A8 Ak A B T 5 TR N A 2L
(R E R SR1T FO ShaS 802 & il DAFE BT 7 IR (1) 2 W 3 AR 5 83
SrEH EAR, AR

Horbr, P2 NAEE SeEmE D0 R T 5K S8 R N AE SRR, DR OR TR AH O
PET 130T T 224 NBREN IR FO 58 BR 22wl e AL MR e 52 i (1 1) 0k, AT 14E
WICHF I 2 TU 5 BOAT T ANE (R RG] F # o, P2-P3), AR

“HIXTF W H IEH RN S, 304 FO LR R0 EHENr H MR T 5 15 B AN 52
TRNERMEZAE, ZFE NN FO e ERZR R IR AN AR T e 2 LU AaE i NI A .t T
SRR G I AR B SR T S R G DR ) N R, B an W v R B )4 v T R R A A
hn. W E SR )R PRI S B A S I TR T FEAK. Bk, 2 R
B2 FOLR R IMBE 1T e 2 RIS Fh ) 0T 8B R %, X H i a5 I [R] 4 i AN K (Grose
& Mamo, 2010; Hopkins & Moore, 2011). #iZ ik 14 [# 1k (Hopkins & Moore, 2011), LA
T AT 1] IR AL AR 42 FAE (Clinard & Cotter, 2015) o 33X -5 F R AH 2 W 5 A 1] i T Bk
R 2= R 22 8 NS B P AR B S A i Mg A T b, AT S 2 8 N5 1B FO
R R MR

BRUGZAb, 225 N ZONFIN T I RE T Bt 2 5] B A A TR M 3088 T 1 5 18R )
K ¥ (e.g., Tun, McCoy, & Wingfield, 2009; Wingfield & Tun, 2001; Humes, Lee, &
Coughlin,2006) . fEAFVER IS, 2 E W o B AN A8 56 4 B3 I 2 48 N T 3 g
(Ruggles, Bharadwaj, & Shinn-Cunningham, 2011). %0, MBS TN 8K AT 7
1B (2 N SO IR AR A | B 2 1, £ P g BEARABA R 22 N Hh BN 5 e e R I g
717 R K (Moore&Peters,1992) . th4h, BTG I PR 1E 5 i 2l & Wr e BRI BRAE, 205
TR R AT T RE & 4 (Fullgrabe, Moore, & Stone, 2014). 54 #4FH 5 Ik 7 vh 35 1 LR
72 7 A R AL BT 5 Al Wi B v U0 ok ) FA T S BB D 1 R B, IR A HRoRX W b mA A
P32 (Fullgrabe, Moore, & Stone, 2014).

WHIKT |, 246 NFEME 43R5 AL BRI MR S 1B 1A 12 2 Bk v s . TAF
AL PR A R A R fim ke i 3 ks 9 1 R 52 (e. 9., van - Knijff, Coene, & Govaerts,
2018; Schneider, Avivi-Reich, & Daneman, 2016). X} T4ER N, Z4E N A AET 5 H 2 )
RS, DMELEY S A AAAE RO T 51515 9, U B ANE 5 H T Wrus i
() b R GR Bea T 3E— VAR N, X6 B BT R AR B T s K. R, AR ANAE
2 NULTE I 28 A T Ab PR FO #0305 B LU NS HAA Pkt

HBERFZH T CEN A RIES (e.g.91H) T FO FRETLLZN e/ N 5 18 E Y
PERIEAT 1R (B TR DOEX R A S 5ok UL, A 3R BT T 5 1R+ FO
FERRAE Bt T e B AN B P o SR T EENT 3 W TS R k. [FITEE AR L,
DUE S B RS B SR B ISR AR HUEHCRIE_E AT 1R KR %2 57 (Kang, 1998) . ]
gt PUEIESEN FO R0ER(E BAE S BB R T B I F 2R R 2 00 Al
FEVR LT HBAr M5 3 DA 6 BikAT T ANFE(I R B LA & 1 #9r,P3-P4), HAk
LI

“BRFE R S IEENAE S T B PR NPT &, HE M0 2 A B O
. ZHFENEMEFE T FEBAMENAET GBI ANGE R, 67 7 Z R, 21 FO
FeER LR 2O HH A i B R AR E 2, Wit i T2 82 i 2 g AN s
FO f& BRI FIANA A, B R SRR A IR . FO R BRSNS A2 15 RENE T B 2
NI 70 B Y H AR 5 TS R . RS T AR NAEDUE S BRI X FO
FEERAE SR M A B SR R /b (EARE R, DUE R A BATE S



LR e BB IR PR, XA B THEPUE Bl 541, DUB RIS S BeEm £,
ST IR M O HE R (Kang, 1998). Ak, BEIESE T FO #0 RS B1E 5 15 B0 b 2 afa]
AEFR ) T AR B 25001 . ARSI T DUB R ANE S, S0 B FO $0ERZR R I AEXT
FIBHERC N FDOE SR B FERE 22 R sg .

MUL LRI e, ASCPS 12 NS FER N S IEBR A A NIRRT ARG B4
ZNA FO REEL SR FO FE R AR T 5 DU BRI S IHIRAIRE ST, T 2R Xt
FO #& R RAE 5 iR HE M T DU 5 R R T2 .
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[B] 5 :
W RS T RKIE M. AR L KR ILCETES] 5510 7 X FO 48 ER 2 2R 13
PEXT R FE T 5 15 VR A 1) BE D PR BRI A
FAVER LI FHB 5 3 BOTI#ET VAR (EIR ST F 1 #7r, P1-P2), Rk
BN BT
“ FEAT(FOYEC BRARAA B T 2B MUIE A B, 6 H A 1 E B R B AR
i % (Greenberg, Ainsworth, Popper, & Fay, 2004). E VAR 3408 et 5150
AR &R R —, FO F& R 3 A& A AL e 0% 5 5 TR U IR R 2 1
(Dannenbring,1976), J:4& moxt 15 s HER 9 B A7 5 75 1400 (Shen & Souza, 2019).
i, VB FCER PGB FO FRERZE RN H IR AN 5TRR _E(Binns & Culling,
2007; Miller et al., 2010; Shen & Souza, 2019). Hiff 7¢# il id %} [ 4R1E ) FO &5 141
FHEAE, B E i (Binns & Culling, 2007). Fzf# (Miller et al., 2010)ak % #(e.g.,
Hillenbrand, 2003)3& 4l FO % 5, SRAS 6% A [F] FO %€ R 1R 15 Jm % 5 1 i 2 i



X F U R BN, DRI R R, B ZEPIRS NS R ERE G
Tl R e JE P ) 1 FO #R R, 15 T 1 E 2 £ K (e.g., Binns & Culling
2007; Miller et al., 2010; Shen & Souza, 2019). 7E X} X4k HIHE H HIfREE AN FO
FRIERI TR R B2 W 3 1 R 05 19 TR A s R, SR X e 2R
G AT AL £ R % (Binns & Culling, 2007). Miller £ A (2010)t3E B 7 4%
TR FO B JER 0 S R BB SR A S, R FO # 5 5 IR B E AR BhAS FO e ERAH
EE 9% A R I EE A I BCR . Hillenbrand(2003) H & L 48502 FO #2625 T
PR N IEERAE AL, &SP BRI FO SR SRS IR T
NFE. IXEeRF TS R —EER I BRSNS FO AR B A T S R

FEAR FO CJEE L 2N Mt P BRI R I s B E A D28 30 T Z I 7E(Binns
& Culling, 2007; Miller et al., 2010; Shen & Souza, 2019). *tT-BAETE Z AW, I
AR EICIRAR, (A2 FO RGBT &AL S N S 18R A 24 R A
PUEAE 5 A3 3] THESE . Patel 25 A (2010) i A = SCHIBUEA) 70 HAR I, UEB T
EZEIAEE S, B FO RENIUER TS5 EA B FO B F— A5 8
fifi(Patel et al., 2010); #R1fi, 1E4nHAth JLIHF 75 (e.g., Wang et al., 2013; Wu,2019)#k 2 1)
HORE, TERSASIE P ol B T, FO FRBRZR R T A 710 5 18 v 18 B IR

FEDUEM @ TE T, FO A8 EE A2 PR /K A iR BN i 2= 248 2 (Xu & Zhou, 2011),
W ANE I 5 4] T 5 TR A s RN . Wu(2019) A A s e B SR AR N S B
W AT TR AT R P ACERBAR K R, RINMRE SN RSN AERGEE. 5
B B BT 7L (Binns & Culling, 2007; Miller et al., 2010)45 H—5, HA H FO
FRRRZRZR TR 2 LU FO AR BRZE R 1T A 5 (PE & A S & AT, bAkh, Wu(2019) 1)
Tt 5034 3 B 1 i SR FO 0 R 206 2% 2 %o M s AR 1 1 55 8 T 18 8 P AR AR e, R
RAEZ NUIE N FIEFHMC T . XG0 1 313 FO SRR A BT F1BMM T 1
BEEIRA . FO $RER R RAEDOE S 15 R MM B BE/EH.
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[B] 5 :
T @ FRATE ] G*Power3.19 BT 658 b, AT H BT T B RIAEA
&, MASRHEREEA SR R RS KT AEA R, DRI ST R
2R
BART7i: i G*rpower " WISt v /14 #r (power analysis) 2 A rh 1) 2 56
(priori)or 4, BIARAEFTLA ) o 7K, Giit J17KF-(1-B) RN K /INHO AT HL (2 5%),
THEEAREE.
IIMTEE R BN TR EAHE /D 10 MFEA(Total sample size:20), B ASSC A 24/ A
PR EEEAME A, A 12 MR LB,

= 5:
B, ERXWEAMEE R TR X HEE, MHIE CEH S R T RS .
EF

TR R BRI . ARSI 2 B AR S 18RO OeE R A A
Bk A TACRE K% S8 it 7o 0 B #MiERE, HOir 20 5#E (Chen et
al., 2018; Wu, 2019; Wu et al., 2012; Yang et al., 2007){ /] . 4 T Bafix Lo ) 7 2&T
B, BAE)TH AR A 2R SE ERTIER 9 1 (AR BHR) F3LFE
H IR 2R 20 T P PR A

= 6:

F=, BWERRAF CEE SGER], #IES 2 ERr B A) -+, (& E R

B H At A ? SR IR M ISR AR

5] R :
TR R R 2 L o AR B AR ) 55 95 W0 Wy S8 ok A 4 1 1 1B RN BE T BT IR & 0
POMNZRIM 78, BB BRI B &N 1 IS4 6 518 R %
X S5 o BRI 7 VAR MR A R
SEEMA R 2 A B AR ) I8 AN Ry, FiE . IBIEMEE. X =F
B = AN B IR 1A] o S K AT 55 A2 E — R I (trial) (1) BT A 76 i 45
W2 JE R n] g 2 M B R B B AR )£ o S50 N il S i RN ) R AN R
BRI R, A BRI BN I R IR T 2 4.

MRS L K MR, CEAE SR h 1 AT SIS AR 5 1AM W I R X SOTE RO
A1) PR QB A] TR ) A B A BB B R o

DFES 5 TR 3 BURTER AN TR A i BOCBEA 1 s i RaE, R R
(PE AR SCERERJT 0 2.3 RS BHEE 41, P5):

“ BRI COTE R SGE R R 1 (44 R])- 18 TR (BhiA) - S (R ) S5 . i, e
ARG G) T B B A AT RELEZRIX AN A L, PRI, 18 BRI TR =4
KB, B R HR R — AU 1] o TG SCHH AA B IR 4] 1 G5 0] G B 1] 1)
AL LR ER .

QPEWR ST 7 TUSRIRAE RAR 55 3 BN 7 AN AR (VE LRSS ie 45 R AR 7> P7):
“ LR TN =S REEEAT I, BIEWER -AEWI 2, DR
NGy o ZJa TR A PORAE RN LU 25 T (FO & BRI <fF 18 L) Y R 2 A
Taitatr.
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5, 0T HAR AR R AT T 2 SR AR OB R RN ) 2 n e N R

AIFHIR AR ?

B
AP S E RS E I, 527 # (Huang et al., 2010; Wu et al.,2012;Lu
etal., 2018; Cao et al.,2011; Wu, 2019) it 3T H 1) 5 1B IR B R Ge it ik AH A, 9236l
()& HEA ) F rh = AN B I B IR IE R R
WRYEE KR, A SCHE 7125808 0 % 5 15 TR 5 2R IR 7 v 7 iR 4 78 58 ST
7 VUSEIG LS RN T PA R N2
HESZIO I FE P BATTN = A KRB AT 19y, BIER R — AT —, — M
T NN ZIEBATHE A A HARTE R A S0 451 R (FO 58 B1 282 (5 e LL) 1)
WAL TR S 8t o br.
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F=, BUUHIREGMERA R AR B, (R R AR A B LA &
[B] 5 :
SR K. (TR & 2B A A M Bl oA VF 20 G 2R S AR AR T
Tk AR R P B K T AL AR 225 460 o At i RH I e SR A8 S L0 [ B 2 A A 2R g
TR R4S R MR E Mg —. i H, ZRMETR A SN A GEKs BT AT 1) R U B
IANBIB A AT Geut, Jo 70 B 3347135 J5 PR Bl st H B ) FH 28 5 1y o
FRE L Z UL, FATTR L TR A N A B0 B i 1 iR B B s 3047 T B 4e it 4
Br, BARHT SR UTT Fros:

“ SEIGAHHH SPSS Giit- B, K2 PEIR & ROV AR A (linear mixed-effects models, LMMs;
Baayen et al., 2008) % X}t i i iR 1) B FRAE AT GE vt o0 Al . FEARHH FCRUAL Y A, A0 4E FO
FERRM (R . B Pl o FRALER. ZHE)RIE RN, [F % EpE
HUAIT H BEHLBN -

S (] g RN AL g ) 45 7R, FO #8573 (F(2,44)=7.14, p=0.002) A4 20 2H [ 22
5(F(1,22)=73.21, p < 0.001)%f ik IR B R S8 A B35 5Em, FO 2k 2R RIAE RS2 11
R HAER 3 (F(2,44)=4.93, p=0.012) . [N SEhHE— P 0N, ZHEERANE
TER 20 22 T il 4. (6=—7.73E0, SE=0.903553, t=—8.557, p < 0.001).

e H ER PR B M Bor, EX FO RLRBAMERISLI T, AN FO #JE%
TR R R G [ 5 2N B Geit 2 L, F(2,22)= 6.874, p=0.005. 7EAER o H
IR FO R BRI N BB 25 A, O FO B0 BR A 179 ) S5 AR AR FO R JER 2% A1 1T (1) R il

CGUIT IR . SRR, 5HEREES FO BRELR AL, KR FO 3BT
=B R A B 5 2% (6=2.9158E0, SE=0.876849, t=3.325, p=0.003); Fi{# FO % Bf 461+



THFE R ST L BRSNS FO AR S i i 35 FEMIK(8=2.7033E0, SE=0.876849,
t=3.083, p=0.005).

X AR AR R ST AR I, ANIF] FO 0882k 22 SR BN R e 43t 1D 3] 5 A
TG E L, F(2,22)= 0.498, p=0.614. J&Jm FO %5 2% 14 (6=0.339760, SE=0.340560,
t=0.998, p=0.329) 57t FO #& )58 2% 14 (5=0.163173, SE=0.340560, t=0.479, p=0.637) N {5
IR RS S HARENES FO R RA G TN ERBAEE .,

AHR Y WA I I Z26 SCRR AT s :
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= 10:
F0, pEAKEIATTE COMEEEHR) MHE; ot &R SRR EAF 0 I 2R 2R
HAT L.
[B] 5 :
BB R E N, &AM ERIEAT T HBPEL.

=11

F, HEHMEEHMANT RRAR, SZI6Hh B X — R g R .

[B] 5 :
TR T K W
LA NAERE S PR O ) R MR R 22 AR OK, FF HLAS BR AR U b M40 32 Wy i 8] R
rR 5 Yk (Fullgrabe, Moore, & Stone, 2014). X -4l 35 W75 R H-A BE 58 4 Sk
BN BT 568 ) U S AT TR A T () 55 B IR A R A . FRATIFESE 3 DA 2 B 5l 56
GG TR N T AN TR RRE, BRI
“AHARERMGE, AiE T B AN AR 58 4 B I B AR N BT i E 77 (Ruggles,
Bharadwaj, & Shinn-Cunningham, 2011). 141, M e W F3 45 0 RT3 15 %
()22 N HUSCER I AR 2R | 5 3 B, 2 W 77 SRR AL IR 22 4 N R gk 2 s R R P
717 5#1R K (Moore&Peters,1992) . bk, BEAEIHA I AR IE & 42 Wr g R PR AE, &
W S VB BN MEAT AT BE & 2E (Fullgrabe, Moore, & Stone, 2014). 54 5 AH ¢ e 5
G HEARZE T RE AR T A T R T = ORI AR T B e T ) R R, IR B R AX
Wb BN 0 AL FE L FE (Fullgrabe et al., 2014).
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£(Oxenham, 2008). VI Z iR BIEHE N L2 NTEA S IBFMC T 18 & SUNTE 2% LA
R R JE) A 26 2% () O BR A B AT 55 7 TH) 2 WL 5 74 (e.g., Vongpaisal & Pichora-Fuller, 2007;
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Y2 TG 25 BE, fEIRZ W 5i(e.g. Buss et al.,2019; Shen & Souza, 2017;
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p=0.013)E.%, {H FO SAVFIEES2H 2 W] 122 HAE FH (F(2,44)=0.834, p=0.441) A 23 . %
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MR, 2012), (HAEIHERME, XFRNE T ERT e ek de v & A4 FO
£ E WAL J1(Shen & Souza, 2017). Bk, 2 NRABNZE FO LKW RE
2[RI BT PR R R, X AR R FE RS A gD AN [’ (Grose & Mamo, 2010;
Hopkins & Moore, 2011). AR ik £ 14 F#K (Hopkins & Moore, 2011), PR AT 1 ]
(FE A F 2 FAE(Clinard & Cotter, 2015). Kk, AN 58 4 HERR 2 68 A S 41 & W
WRESI N REAEIE R FO A BRAR R A A 5T N S B R ER . R B SE
SHERR AT REF=E RIS, BR T audiogram hearing thresholds 4b, w] REIE 75 2 &
i ABR; FP; GIN; DPOAE 5555 4R bR . XK A A — N FFIiE s, (EA AN —
BT -

b B A T KW A A, FRATAE SCE S D A R 1 I e — BER
St JE AR AN TR TR O IR (T AR BSOS R SR S YR A R FE YT, P12):

SERERNAE, AT N, 9 N A CPENT 77 B 5 75 90 B 71 (Helfer &
Freyman, 2008)Ii 7= & A 4l 45 44 CREF AT UG T 510 128 JJ(Huang et al., 2008)%H &35
FHORME s 2248 NAERFH H158 25 18] 73 B 26 3R S EHE MR B H ARE & 1B 1 HEA L 42
NZ (Helfer & Freyman, 2008; Li, Daneman, Qi, & Schneider, 2004). RE U, RRi5E4:
HEBREE RS AH MW F3 458 I AE B R FO F8 5828 2R DA ik it s 1 5 V8 8 T PRI e

TEARRM TAES, WFFCER R s ge 71 S A Bhas FO 2R ik ai 2 (M o0 R B A HE M.

IR A ERT, X TAEE AT DAY R BB HE—H B I Pk fE R NEZE N, B

I FET J3 30 R0 e R 51 R (B0 FO 2R RSk AR (15,

AR 3 WA B 228 SRR AN T BT :
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HIUFE LK),
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FEARBRGEN, (EF @ G power BT T 15, FRUCK THE 25 FAE JBHESE hn 214 ik
PINAaRs 157
EIF
R AT RWEN . DM TRIEBCE G*power BAF 1T 45 RAE N HIE
S BN 25 (P WAB UG R SR 88 4 Tk 71 P8-P11) . BRI HIE
S E NSNS I
“ XH G*Power 3.1.9 BRI FT T FEA BT SE 50 (priori) 0 #r . DAH SR8 =
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WA M TE RSB A R i = A A LE BT B 2 17— AN 1B A LB R A =
AR A o W AR SEEG AR (FE L Yang et al., 2007).
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SIHTEE R B THAE S, P FO R, F M LU RS IX LAy B K H A BARH

Xof 6 R AR R
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B FRERWEN. CARELERNBENERS TIHeEN AR, FFETIEH
SIEAN T IR FO LRI (5 M LU RN I e i K FL A A OGS 45 R = AR () 5
Wi (P DAE 20U 1R S b 28 DY 4 )i 315, P10-P11),  BRB A AW R R

“ SEIGHF RO, T ZEMRA S RO S BRI R AR FO FRER I

EER S HAR R T8 FO RER A ROE A S RN ST, R TaE BRI FO
FRRIEAY | (BN L AKSP AR RS R 32 A2 0 U & 5 BRI S e s . B L4 SR R 5
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ST NP A5 i 45 5 — 2 (Brungart et al.,2001; Li et al., 2004;Wu, 2019).
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