Big Question: How does
speech input to Deaf and
Hard of Hearing children
with Cls compare to that
of hearing children?

Background

e Speech input is tied to
linguistic outcomes for
typically hearing children["21%]

e Cochlear implants (Cls)
provide sound perception to
some Deaf and Hard of Hearing
(DHH) individuals, but these are
implanted at 29mos of age

e Past work finds little
difference in input language
characteristics,“I®! but few use
hand-annotation, as wide a
breadth of metrics, or Hearing
Age (HA) matches to control for
duration of language exposure
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Methods

N=48 infants, age M=16.2 mos.,
1x daylong (M=14.37 hours) LENA
naturalistic recording each

Age | Age

n Group Range | Mean

16 DHH 14-32 | 20.7
Chronological

16 Age (CA) Match 14-32 | 211
Hearing Age

16 (HA) Match 69 | 69
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The features of the auditory environment, including the speech stream, do not differ significantly based on the child’s hearing status.

. . . . A LENA recorder used in the study
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