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Abstract- Given rising numbers of bilateral cochlear implant 
(CI) users, predominantly children, there is a clinical need for 
efficient and reliable tests that can objectively evaluate binaural 
hearing. These tests are crucial for guiding the setup of bilateral 
CIs to optimise delivery of binaural cues. Our primary goal is to 
introduce a clinical electroencephalogram (EEG) procedure to 
assess binaural hearing function at various stages within the 
auditory pathway. Previous research demonstrated that bilateral 
CI users significantly decrease in ability to discriminate 
interaural time differences when pulse rates exceed 300 pulses 
per second. Our paradigm utilizes different pulse rates to 
objectively explore the limits. A notable challenge with this EEG 
procedure is the interference induced by CI electrical stimulus 
artefacts. Despite this obstacle, the potential benefits of CI 
stimulation artefacts often go unnoticed. This paper outlines 
positive applications of the frequently criticized CI artefacts for 
optimizing the experiment setup. 

Index Terms—Cochlear implant, CI stimulation artefacts, 
interaural time difference, electroencephalogram, objective 
measures 

I. INTRODUCTION 
 

As the number of bilateral cochlear implant (CI) users 
grows, particularly for infants and children who cannot 
respond reliably to environmental stimuli, there are clinical 
demands for time efficient and accurate tests to objectively 
assess binaural hearing and to inform bilateral CI fitting. 
The long-term objective of our ongoing project is to develop 
a clinical EEG procedure capable of assessing the neural 
encoding of spatial cues across individuals with diverse 
hearing profiles. Thus far, a binaural EEG paradigm [1] has 
been developed and tested on young individuals with normal 
hearing (NH). This paradigm was devised to record multiple 
EEG responses (subcortical auditory steady-state responses 
(ASSRs) and cortical auditory evoked responses (CAEPs) 
within a single session, using different stimulation rates. 
CAEPs responses consist of stimulus onsets, offsets, and 
interaural time difference (ITD) changes [1], named ITD 
acoustic change complex (ACC) responses. 

                                                 
This work was mainly supported by Medical Research Council 
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Results obtained from young NH listeners suggest that 
ACC responses to fine structure ITD (ITD୊ୗ) changes hold 
potential as an objective tool for assessing binaural 
sensitivity. However, the filtered click stimuli 
(representative of CI stimuli) evoked no detectable or much 
smaller ACC amplitudes for ITD envelope (ITD୉୒୚) 
changes compared to ITD୊ୗ changes. The same stimuli also 
elicited smaller ASSRs than for sinusoidally amplitude 
modulated (SAM) tones for carrier frequencies below 1600 
Hz. 

Bilateral CI users have demonstrated sensitivity to ITD 
when stimulated with single or multiple electrodes. 
However, there are substantial differences in performance 
between bilateral CI users and NH listeners in various 
binaural tasks (e.g., [2-4]). For example, CI users have about 
5-10 times higher ITD detection thresholds compared to NH 
listeners, especially at higher pulse rates. ITD sensitivity for 
bilateral CI users at pulse rates above 300 pulses per second 
(pps) declines (e.g., [5, 6], see review [7]), very similar to 
the ITD୉୒୚ sensitivity of NH listeners (e.g., [8-11]). Various 
animal and computer models (e.g., [12-16]) have been used 
to understand the mechanisms underlying this rate-
dependent degradation in bilateral CI users. However, the 
dependence of ITD sensitivity on pulse rate has not been 
systematically quantified using electroencephalogram 
(EEG) measures in CI listeners. 

This study aims to optimize the aforementioned EEG 
paradigm [1] for bilateral CI users, employing direct 
stimulation or research CI processors. In CI stimulation-
evoked EEG recordings CI stimulation artefacts are 
commonly found (as discussed in, e.g., [17-26]), particularly 
in the context of electrically evoked ASSRs (eASSRs). 

Rather than focusing on reducing CI stimulation 
artefacts, this paper uniquely demonstrates how to use these 
often-criticized CI stimulation artefacts to improve 
laboratory setups and experimental designs for bilateral CI 
stimulation in clinically applicable EEG measurements. This 
paper aims to address certain frequently posed but not 
publicly documented queries. For instance: 

Can multiple physiological responses used in [1] be 
recorded from bilateral CI users within a restricted time 
frame (<1 hour)? Are there embedded artefacts in the 
system that could potentially mask the real neural 
responses? Could unintended jitters be introduced in the 



stimuli? Can satisfactory results be obtained when using 
auto power-up frames in bilateral CI stimulation for 
Cochlear CI users? How can the recorded CI stimulation 
artefacts be employed to optimize clinic CI-EEG experiment 
setups? 

Our aim is to shed light on these inquiries and facilitate 
a more comprehensive understanding of the potential 
complexities associated with EEG recordings in the context 
of bilateral CI users. 

II. METHODS 

A. Procedure 
A series of baseline measures to profile participants 

were conducted including completion of the short version of 
the Speech, Spatial, and Qualities of Hearing Questionnaire 
(SSQ12) [27], speech-in-noise test, loudness scaling, 
left/right discrimination ability and centralization to assess 
how balanced hearing was across ears. Initial decive checks 
(electrode contact impedances, compliances, clinical CI 
Maps) were conducted to ensure safe stimulation levels and 
identify deactivated electrodes. Impedances were re-checked 
at the end of each appointment. For the tasks involving 
loudness scaling, centralization, and left/right 
discrimination, the electrode pair (left and right) closest to 
the 1-kHz centre frequency was chosen based on the clinic 
frequency allocation table. 

Considering the loudness summation [28], a 
comfortable but soft level (scale 5) was selected monaurally 
using a 10-point loudness scale chart, aiming at bilateral 
loudness between scale 6 (the most comfortable level) and 
scale 7 (loud but comfortable) when stimulated binaurally. 
Adjustments were made to the left and right levels during 
the centralization procedure if the image was not 
centralized, with the sum of left and right levels remained 
constant. 

Following centralization procedure, the ITD sensitivity 
was examined in a similar way to [18, 19, 29], for each 
pulse rate at a specific ITD (e.g., 1000 µs): Two consecutive 
intervals were presented on each trial, separated by 200 ms. 
Each interval contained four consecutive 400-ms 
unmodulated biphasic pulse trains (including 20-ms raised 
cosine rise/fall ramps), separated by 100 ms. In one interval, 
chosen at random, the four 400-ms pulse trains were the 
same, with ITD of 0 (e.g., A-A-A-A). In the other interval, 
the first and third pulse trains were the same as in the first 
interval, while the second and fourth pulse trains had a 
specific none-zero ITD (e.g., A-B-A-B). For instance, in a 
trial, a sequence could be A-B-A-B (interval 1), and A-A-A-
A (interval 2). Participants were asked to indicate which of 
the two intervals contained a sequence that gave the 
perception of moving within the head. A brief training 
session was conducted prior to the main experiment to 
ensure participants understood the task. 

B. Participant 
Due to article length restrictions, an exemplary dataset from 
one sequentially implanted bilateral CI participant (CI1, 

female, age 49) is reported in the results. CI1 exhibited 
notably good binaural hearing abilities for a CI user, as 
indicated by both SSQ12 and the left/right discrimination 
tasks. Participant provided voluntary written informed 
consent and was compensated with hourly pay for their 
participation, with the approval of the Ethics Committee of 
the University of Cambridge (PRE.2019.093). 

C. EEG Stimuli 
The stimulus used was a sequence of unmodulated charge-
balanced biphasic pulses, with 25-µs phase duration, and 8-
µs interphase gap. This stimulus was repetitively presented 
to the fixed electrode pair, e.g., left and right CI electrodes 
11 for CI1, at five pulse rates (40, 80, 160, 320, and 
640 pps), using monopolar MP1+2 stimulation mode. The 
duration of each presentation is 12 s (Fig. 1 and 2). The 
stimulus is an ABACAS sequence. It includes 2 s of the 
diotic stimuli (A, ITD = 0, T1), following 2 s of the dichotic 
stimuli (B, ITD = 1000 µs, T2), then again 2 s of the 
standard stimuli (A, ITD = 0, T3), following 2 s of the 
dichotic stimuli (C, ITD = -1000 µs, T4), following 2 s of 
the diotic stimuli (A, ITD = 0, T5), and 2 s of silence (S). 
For every pulse rate, 30 repetitions were collected in each 
session. Only results of the first three pulse rates (40, 80, 
and 160 pps) are shown in this paper. 

D. Apparatus 
The stimuli were controlled through a stimulation PC 
running MATLAB, which interfaced with the Nucleus 
Implant Controller 4.1 (NIC 4.1) via two PODs. These 
clinically used PODs connected the NIC 4.1 programming 
software to two CP910 off-the-shelf sound processors 
(Cochlear Limited, Sydney, Australia). Hardware clocks of 
the processors were synchronized using a reference tone 
played back with a FireFace UCX II sound card connected 
to the processors via a Cochlear Nucleus Bilateral Personal 
Audio Cable. 

For most psychoacoustic with direct CI stimulation and 
EEG tests, the Oldenburg AFC framework for MATLAB 
[30] was used. Prior to the experiment, the stimuli were 
verified using two detector boxes and an oscilloscope. 

EEG recordings were acquired using a high resolution 
BioSemi ActiveTwo system (Amsterdam, The Netherlands) 
with 64 channels, following the international 10–20 system. 
The sampling rate was set at 16384 Hz and each sample had 
a resolution of 24 bits. Supplementary channels were 
positioned on the left and right mastoids, while eye 
movements were captured using channels placed at the left 
infra-orbital and right lateral canthus locations. Voltage 
offsets consistently remained below ±40 mV, typically 
within ±20 mV. Scalp channels around the CI coil were 
unconnected. Four EEG recording electrodes with reference 
electrode Cz as used in [1, 18, 19] were of primary interest 
in this paper: right and left mastoids, Inion, and the channel 
approximately 3.5 cm below the Inion. A trigger signal, 
transmitted from one POD and elongated by a pulse 
stretcher, connected to the BioSemi system's trigger input.  



e
b
in
p
in

E
C
a
F
e
b
a
u
ti
T
in
th
c
c

e
s
a
1
u
th
[

f
a
w
th
r
s
1

s
m
p
e
u
H
r
d
a

la
s
a
r

a
1

Participant
electrically sh
behavioural res
nto the respon

participants w
nstructed to m

E. EEG analys
Continuous EE
a 13-s window
Following seg
epochs and dig
band-pass filter
any advanced C
utilizing the m
imeframe, and

The EEG dat
ndependently 
he responses 

channel Cz an
channels. 

To explor
evoked respon
super-resolution
applied to the b
1500 Hz). The
unit (a.u.) were
he scalograms
31]. 

Consistent 
frequency dom
and 1000 Hz w
whole duration
he transient r

responses unde
second-order B
15 Hz. 

Fig. 1 disp
sessions (Sessi
months. The 
promising find
employing the 
users, particula
However, a c
responses of N
detailed in [1],
assumptions. 

Assumptio
arger offset res

stem from the
artefacts in th
responses. 

Assumptio
a similar range
160 pps biphas

ts were seate
hielded, sound
sponses were 
nse interface. 

watched silent,
inimize movem

sis 
EG data were se
w, including a
gmentation, the
gitally filtered 
r between 0.1 
CI artefact redu
mean amplitu
d no threshold
ta were then
for each cond
were the vol

d the average 

e the time-fre
nses for differ
n wavelet tran
band-pass filte
e resulting scal
e shown. For 
s, refer to Sup

with [1], to
main, the band-
were used. EAS
n of each stimu
response in th
erwent another

Butterworth ba

III. RE

plays results of 
ion A and Ses

data collecte
dings, suggest

paradigm intr
arly at lower p
comparison of
NH listeners 
, prompts seve

on 1: In contra
sponses shown
 increased con

he offset respo

on 2: While th
e as NH resul
ic pulse train r

ed in a recl
d-attenuating b
entered by on
During the EE

, subtitled mo
ments and disre

egmented into 
a 400-ms pre-
e data were 
using a two-o
and 1500 Hz w

uction. Baselin
ude of the 2
ding procedure
n averaged a
ition. Same as
ltage differenc
of the four c

equency chara
rent pulse rat
nsform describ
red signal (ran
lograms, prese
an in-depth co
pplementary In

o obtain the 
-pass filtered d
SSRs were ext
ulus, spanning
he time doma
r round of fil
nd-pass filter 

ESULTS 
 

f CI1 obtained f
ssion B) condu
ed in both 
ting the poten
roduced in [1]
pulse rates of 
f these outco
evoked by fi
eral pertinent o

ast to the NH r
n in both sessio
ntamination o
onses compar

he eASSR at 40
lts, the eASSR
raises scepticis

liner within 
booth and th
ne of the autho
EG experimen
ovies and we
egard the stimu

epochs spanni
-stimulus perio
averaged acro

order Butterwo
without applyi

ne was defined
200 pre-stimul
e was employe
across the tri
s depicted in [
ces between t
clinical recordi

acteristics of t
tes, an adapti
bed in [31] w
nging from 0.1
ented in arbitra
omprehension 
nformation II

eASSRs in t
data between 0
tracted within t
g 12 s. To deri
ain, the obtain
tering through
between 0.1 a

from two distin
ucted in separ
sessions exhi

ntial viability 
] for bilateral 
f 40 and 80 pp
mes with tho
ltered clicks, 
observations a

results in [1], t
on A and B mig
f CI stimulati

red to the on

0 pps falls with
R evoked by t
sm. Its amplitu

an 
heir 
ors 
nts, 
ere 
uli. 

ing 
od. 
oss 
rth 
ing 
by 
lus 
ed. 
als 

[1], 
the 
ing 

the 
ive 

was 
 to 
ary 
of 
in 

the 
0.1 
the 
ive 
ned 
h a 
and 

nct 
ate 
ibit 
of 
CI 
ps. 
ose 
as 

and 

the 
ght 
ion 

nset 

hin 
the 
ude 

is appro
trains. T
ASSR 
Hz-ASS
ASSR.
and no
contam

As
127 Hz
in all th
these fr
explana
the reco
inserted

In 
promisi
multipl
paradig
questio
finding
optimiz

A. Vali
To inv
respons
average
illustrat
the art
onset, f
be emp
meticul
Fig. 2. 
contam
final s
optimiz
inspecti
current 

Po
of pow
after sw
the tim

Fig. 1 T
panels) 
blue col

oximately twic
This is in cont
evoked by filt
SR > 160-Hz
This suggests

ot in line w
minated by robu

ssumption 3: U
z and additiona
the stimuli wit
frequency comp
ation could be 
ording pipeline
d power-up fra

summary, th
ing results re
le responses fr
gm as proposed
ons require care
gs and it i
zations of the s

idation of assu
vestigate pote
ses compared 
ed raw EEG 
ted in the top 
tefacts manife
four ITD swit

ployed to check
lously adjust 

Moreover, 
minated with C
stimuli presen
zation of the se
tion of Fig. 2
t setup can be i
ower Up Fram
wer up frames 
witching off sti
me delays d

The average resp
and frequency d

lours correspond

ce that of both
trast to the you
tered clicks ad
z-ASSR > 8
s that compon
ith NH respo

ust CI stimulati

Unexpectedly, 
al harmonic fre
th different pu
ponents remai
introduced by

e, such as pote
ame processing
he outcomes 
egarding the 
rom bilateral C
d in [1]. Howe
eful considerat
is necessary 
setup. 

umption 1 
ential causes 

to the onset 
recording for
panel of Fig. 

est at distinct 
ches, and offs

k the stimuli us
the trigger tim
by plotting 

CI artefacts, us
nted to partici
etup if necessa
, two potenti

identified. 
mes Adjustme

occurs both b
imuli for Coch

differ, approxi

ponses presented
domain (right pa
d to pulse rates o

h the 40 and 80
ung NH group,
dheres to the or
0-Hz-ASSR >
ents that are e
onses are lik
ion artefacts. 

strong respon
equencies wer

ulse rates. The 
n unclear. On

y certain hardw
entially the aut
g. 

of CI1's da
feasibility of 
CI users using
ever, the afore
tion when inter

to explore 

for the lar
responses, an

r the 80 pps 
2. As depicted
switching tim

set. This inform
sed in the expe
me, as demon

the EEG 
sers gain insig
ipants, enablin

ary. For instanc
ial optimizatio

ent: Automate
before switchi

hlear CI device
imately 300 m

d in both the time
anels). The black
of 40, 80, and 16

0 pps pulse 
, where the 
rder of 40-
> 320-Hz-
excessively 
kely to be 

 
nses around 
re observed 

origins of 
e plausible 

ware within 
tomatically 

ata present 
recording 

g a similar 
ementioned 
rpreting the 

potential 

rger offset 
n example 
stimuli is 

d in Fig. 2, 
me points: 
mation can 
eriment and 
nstrated in 
recordings 

ght into the 
ng further 
ce, from an 
ons in the 

d insertion 
ing on and 
. However, 
ms before 

e domain (left 
k, yellow, and 
0 pps. 



s
d
r
b
p
p
a

th
e
2
a
in
e
th
r

B
I
ti
c
F
a
r
r
d
ti
to
lo
c

c
th
T
th
li

F
d
a

switching on a
discrepancy ca
responses than 
between offset
plausible solut
power up fram
after offset. 

CAEPs La
he zoomed-in 

evident that the
2) is consistent
along the time 
ntroduced in t

either optimizin
he correspond

raw data when 

B. Validation o
In our NH stu
ime-frequency

compared to an
Fig. 3 presents
an adaptive su
responses elici
respectively. 
distribution, ex
ime-frequency
o enhance the 
ower panels d

compressed sca
Within the

concentration a
he start and en

This observatio
hat the freque
inked to the au

Fig. 2 The avera
data for the 80 p
around 0, 2, 4, 6,

A
m

pl
itu

de
 (

V
)

A
m

pl
itu

de
 (

V
)

and around 11
an contribute 
in onset respo

t responses, a
tion involves m
es (e.g., > 400

atency Compe
plots around 

e anticipated IT
t. Nevertheless
scale is obser

the system. Th
ng the stimuli g

ding shift deriv
calculating the

of assumption
udy [1], we de
y visualization 
nalysing the tim
s time-frequenc
uper-resolution
ted by pulse t
The colour 

xpressed in arb
y region enclos

power contras
depict the corr
ale. 
se scalograms
around 127 H
nd of the powe
on lends additi
ency compone
utomatic insert

aged responses 
pps stimuli. The 
, 8, and 10 secon

0 ms after sw
to larger art

onses, arising 
and CI power-
manually inco

0 ms) before sti

ensation: Upon
2, 4, 6, and 

TD value (e.g.
s, a systematic
rvable due to c
his issue can 
generation or c

ved from artefa
e latency of var

n 2 and 3 
emonstrated th
can provide ad
me or frequenc
cy scalograms
n wavelet tran
trains of 40, 8
scales indic

bitrary units. T
sed by the purp
st among distin
responding plo

s, there is no
z, particularly 
er up frames d
ional support t
ent around 12
tion of power u

of the 30 segm
lower panels ar

nds (red arrows w

witching off. Th
tefacts in off
from the overl
-off artefacts. 

orporating long
imulus onset a

n examination
8 s, it becom
, 1000 µs in F

c increasing sh
cumulative erro
be addressed 
compensating 
fact-contaminat
rious CAEPs.

at wavelet-bas
dditional insigh
cy domain alon
 generated usi
nsform [31] 
80, and 160 pp
ate the pow

To emphasize t
ple rectangle a
nct responses, t
ots using a mo

oticeable ener
coinciding w

detailed in Fig.
to our hypothe
27 Hz might 
up frames with

ments of raw EE
e zoomed-in plo
with numbers). 

his 
fset 
lap 
A 

ger 
and 

 
of 

mes 
Fig. 
hift 
ors 
by 
for 
ted 

sed 
hts 
ne. 
ing 
for 
ps, 

wer 
the 
and 
the 
ore 

rgy 
with 

 2. 
esis 

be 
hin 

the Coc
thoroug
larger c
up fram

In 
highligh
refinem

 

We
user fo
artefact
especia
insights
For ex
meticul
We mi
artefact
power-u
recomm
cumula
instanc
testing
future. 
to appl
conven
rates ab
around 
advanc
artefact
detected
setup d
explorin
experim
Time-fr
transfor
implant

EG
ots

Fig. 3 T
super-re
trains at

chlear CI devi
ghly, it would
cohort of Coch

mes), and users

summary, th
ht potential b

ment in the exp

IV. DISCUS

e collected EE
or different pu
ts can be us
ally for bilatera
s and possible
xample, the 
lously adjust t
ight be able to
ts on the onset
up frames tha

mend using sh
ative errors intr
e, we plan to
only onset, on
Moreover, for

ly band-pass fi
nient for clini
bove 80 pps, 
127 Hz in th

ed methods to 
ts and the rob
d by a standar

during our init
ng the CI ar

mental design 
frequency analy
rms, can assist
t artefacts.  

The time-frequen
esolution wavele
t 40, 80, and 160

ice. To valida
d be necessary
hlear CI users 
s of other CI br

he insights fro
enefits of CI 
erimental setup

SSION AND C
 

EG data from 
ulse rates to sh
sed to improv
al CI stimulatio
e improvemen

CI artefact
the trigger tim
o reduce the 
t and offset re
at are automat
horter stimulu
roduced by the

o shorten the 
ne ITD switchin
r the 40 and 80
filters to remov
cal application
we found a s

he current sys
eliminate. Bo

bust artefacts a
rd oscilloscope
tial check, wh
rtefacts can h
and for devel
ysis, such as 
t the identificat

ncy scalograms g
et transform for 
0 pps, respective

ate this propos
y to gather da
(switching on

rands. 

om Fig. 2 an
stimulation ar
p and stimuli c

CONCLUSION

a bilateral C
how how CI s
ve experiment
on. We highlig

nts for the cur
ts were emp

me in the exem
interference o

esponses by ad
tically inserted
us duration to
e streamer ove
12-s stimulus 
ng ACC, and o
0 pps data, we
ve CI artefacts
ns. However, 
strong unknow
stem that requ
th the power u
around 127 Hz
e with a CI de

hich further sup
have some be
loping research
super-resolutio
tion of potenti

generated using 
responses elicite
ly. 

sition more 
ata from a 
n/off power 

 
and Fig. 3 
rtefacts for 
control. 

NS 

ochlear CI 
stimulation 
tal setups, 
ghted some 
rrent setup. 
ployed to 

mplary data. 
of streamer 
djusting the 
d. We also 
o minimize 
er time. For 

to 6 s by 
offset in the 
e only need 
s, which is 

for pulse 
wn artefact 
uires more 
up streamer 
z were not 
etector box 
pports that 
enefits for 
h methods. 
on wavelet 
al cochlear 

an adaptive
ed by pulse



REFERENCES 
[1] H. Hu, S. Ewert, B. Kollmeier, and D. Vickers, "Rate 
dependent neural responses of interaural-time-difference cues in 
fine-structure and envelope," PeerJ, vol. 12, e17104, 2024. doi: 
10.7717/peerj.17104  
[2] H. Hu, M. Dietz, B. Williges, and S. D. Ewert, "Better-ear 
glimpsing with symmetrically-placed interferers in bilateral 
cochlear implant users," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 143, pp. 2128-2141, 
2018/04/01 2018. 
[3] R. Y. Litovsky, M. J. Goupell, S. Godar, T. Grieco-Calub, G. 
L. Jones, S. N. Garadat, S. Agrawal, A. Kan, A. Todd, C. Hess, 
and S. Misurelli, "Studies on bilateral cochlear implants at the 
University of Wisconsin's Binaural Hearing and Speech 
Laboratory," J Am Acad Audiol, vol. 23, pp. 476-494, 2012. 
[4] B. U. Seeber and H. Fastl, "Localization cues with bilateral 
cochlear implants," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 123, pp. 1030-1042, 
2008. 
[5] R. J. M. van Hoesel, "Sensitivity to binaural timing in bilateral 
cochlear implant users," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 121, pp. 2192-2206, 
2007. 
[6] A. Ihlefeld, R. P. Carlyon, A. Kan, T. H. Churchill, and R. Y. 
Litovsky, "Limitations on Monaural and Binaural Temporal 
Processing in Bilateral Cochlear Implant Listeners," J Assoc Res 
Otolaryngol, vol. 16, pp. 641-652, 2015. 
[7] B. Laback, K. Egger, and P. Majdak, "Perception and coding of 
interaural time differences with bilateral cochlear implants," 
Hearing Research, vol. 322, pp. 138-150, 2015. 
[8] G. B. Henning, "Detectability of interaural delay in high-
frequency complex waveforms," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 55, pp. 84-
90, 1974. 
[9] L. R. Bernstein and C. Trahiotis, "Enhancing sensitivity to 
interaural delays at high frequencies by using “transposed 
stimuli”," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 112, pp. 1026-1036, 2002. 
[10] J. J. M. Monaghan, S. Bleeck, and D. McAlpine, "Sensitivity 
to Envelope Interaural Time Differences at High Modulation 
Rates," Trends Hear, vol. 19, 2015. 
doi: 10.1177/2331216515619331. 
[11] E. R. Hafter and R. H. Dye, Jr., "Detection of interaural 
differences of time in trains of high-frequency clicks as a function 
of interclick interval and number," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 73, pp. 
644-651, 1983. 
[12] Y. Chung, K. E. Hancock, and B. Delgutte, "Neural Coding of 
Interaural Time Differences with Bilateral Cochlear Implants in 
Unanesthetized Rabbits," J Neurosci, vol. 36, pp. 5520-5531, 
2016. 
[13] N. Rosskothen-Kuhl, A. N. Buck, K. Li, and J. W. H. 
Schnupp, "Microsecond interaural time difference discrimination 
restored by cochlear implants after neonatal deafness," eLife, vol. 
10, 2021. doi: 10.7554/eLife.59300 
[14] H. S. Colburn, Y. Chung, Y. Zhou, and A. Brughera, "Models 
of Brainstem Responses to Bilateral Electrical Stimulation," J 
Assoc Res Otolaryngol, vol. 10, pp. 91-110, 2009. 
[15] H. Hu, J. Klug, and M. Dietz, "Simulation of ITD-Dependent 
Single-Neuron Responses Under Electrical Stimulation and with 
Amplitude-Modulated Acoustic Stimuli," J Assoc Res Otolaryngol, 
2022. 
[16] H. Hu, S. A. Ausili, B. Williges, J. Klug, R. C. Felsheim, D. 
Vickers, and M. Dietz, "A model framework for simulating spatial 
hearing of bilateral cochlear implant users," Acta Acust., vol. 7, 
2023. doi: 10.1051/aacus/2023036. 
 

[17] H. Hu and S. D. Ewert, "Exploring artifact rejection for high-
pulse rate electrically evoked auditory steady state responses in 
cochlear implants users," in 2021 Asia-Pacific Signal and 
Information Processing Association Annual Summit and 
Conference (APSIPA ASC), 2021, pp. 1311-1316. 
[18] H. Hu, B. Kollmeier, and M. Dietz, "Reduction of stimulation 
coherent artifacts in electrically evoked auditory brainstem 
responses," Biomedical Signal Processing and Control, vol. 21, pp. 
74-81, 2015.  
[19] H. Hu and M. Dietz, "Comparison of interaural electrode 
pairing methods for bilateral cochlear implants," Trends Hear, vol. 
19, 2015. doi: 10.1177/2331216515617143 
[20] M. Hofmann and J. Wouters, "Electrically evoked auditory 
steady state responses in cochlear implant users," J Assoc Res 
Otolaryngol, vol. 11, pp. 267-282, 2010. 
[21] L. M. Litvak, Z. M. Smith, B. Delgutte, and D. K. Eddington, 
"Desynchronization of electrically evoked auditory-nerve activity 
by high-frequency pulse trains of long duration," J Acoust Soc Am, 
vol. 114, pp. 2066-2078, 2003. 
[22] D. D. E. Wong and K. A. Gordon, "Beamformer Suppression 
of Cochlear Implant Artifacts in an Electroencephalography 
Dataset," Ieee Transactions on Biomedical Engineering, vol. 56, 
pp. 2851-2857, 2009. 
[23] F. C. Viola, M. De Vos, J. Hine, P. Sandmann, S. Bleeck, J. 
Eyles, and S. Debener, "Semi-automatic attenuation of cochlear 
implant artifacts for the evaluation of late auditory evoked 
potentials," Hearing Research, vol. 284, pp. 6-15, 2012. 
[24] F. Guérit, J. M. Deeks, D. Arzounian, R. Gransier, J. Wouters, 
and R. P. Carlyon, "Using Interleaved Stimulation and EEG to 
Measure Temporal Smoothing and Growth of the Sustained Neural 
Response to Cochlear-Implant Stimulation," J Assoc Res 
Otolaryngol, vol. 24, pp. 253-264, 2023. 
[25] J. A. Undurraga, L. Van Yper, M. Bance, D. McAlpine, and 
D. Vickers, "Neural encoding of spectro-temporal cues at slow and 
near speech-rate in cochlear implant users," Hearing Research, vol. 
403, 2021. doi: 10.1016/j.heares.2020.108160 
[26] J. A. Undurraga, L. Van Yper, M. Bance, D. McAlpine, and 
D. Vickers, "Characterizing Cochlear implant artefact removal 
from EEG recordings using a real human model," MethodsX, vol. 
8, 2021. doi: 10.1016/j.mex.2021.101369 
[27] W. Noble, G. Naylor, N. Bhullar, and M. A. Akeroyd, "Self-
assessed hearing abilities in middle- and older-age adults: A 
stratified sampling approach," Int. J. Audiol., vol. 51, pp. 174-180, 
2012. 
[28] H. Hu, L. Hartog, B. Kollmeier, and S. D. Ewert, "Spectral 
and binaural loudness summation of equally loud narrowband 
signals in single-sided-deafness and bilateral cochlear implant 
users," Front. Neurosci., Sec. Neuroprosthetics, 2022. doi: 
10.3389/fnins.2022.93174. 
[29] H. Hu, S. D. Ewert, D. McAlpine, and M. Dietz, "Differences 
in the temporal course of interaural time difference sensitivity 
between acoustic and electric hearing in amplitude modulated 
stimuli," J Acoust Soc Am, vol. 141, pp. 1862-1873, 2017. 
[30] S. D. Ewert, "AFC - a modular framework for running 
psychoacoustic experiments and computational perception 
models," presented at the in Proceedings of the International 
Conference on Acoustics (AIA-DAGA 2013), 2013. 
[31] V. V. Moca, H. Bârzan, A. Nagy-Dăbâcan, and R. C. 
Mureșan, "Time-frequency super-resolution with superlets," 
Nature Communications, vol. 12, 2021. doi: 10.1038/s41467-020-
20539-9 


