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Effect F p-
value 

hG
2 

Onset age 1.88  0.18   0.02 
Onset age x reverberation 1.80 0.19 0.005 
Onset age x spatial separation 0.06 0.81 0.0002 
Onset age x Masker 0.91 0.35 0.005 
Onset age x reverberation x spatial separation 0 0.94 <0.0001 
Onset age x reverberation x masker 0.63 0.44 0.001 
Onset age x separation x masker 1.14 0.29 0.005 
Onset age x reverberation x spatial separation x masker 1.01 0.32 0.002 

Supplementary Table S1:Results obtained when adding onset age as a covariate. 

 
 

Effect F p-
value 

hG
2 

Hours of practice 2.68 0.11 0.03 
Hours of practice x reverberation 0.46    0.50 0.001 
Hours of practice x spatial separation 0.82 0.37 0.003 
Hours of practice x Masker 0.00 0.97 <0.0001   
Hours of practice x reverberation x spatial separation 3.23 0.08 0.006   
Hours of practice x reverberation x masker 0.06 0.80 0.0001 
Hours of practice x separation x masker 0.12 0.73 0.0006 
Hours of practice x reverberation x spatial separation x 
masker 

0.59 0.45 0.001 

Supplementary Table S2: Results obtained when adding accumulated hours of practice as a 
covariate 

 
Effect F p-

value 
hG

2 

Years of training 0.06 0.81 0.0006 
Years of training x reverberation     7.45 0.01 0.02 
Years of training x spatial separation 1.41 0.24 0.05 
Years of training x Masker 0.06 0.80 0.0004 
Years of training x reverberation x spatial separation 0.32 0.58 0.0006 
Years of training x reverberation x masker 1.44 0.24 0.003 
Years of training x separation x masker 0.01 0.93 <0.0001 
Years of training x reverberation x spatial separation x 
masker 

3.67 0.06 0.007 

Supplementary Table S3: Statistical values obtained when adding years of training as a 
covariate 



 

Supplementary Figure S1: Correlation between the average closed-set speech scores and the 
number of correct Raven’s matrices (r = -0.16, p = 0.22; left) and the tonal AMMA score 
(right). Regression lines are shown for all participants (solid line; r = -0.28, p = 0.024) and 
for 58 participants (dashed line; r = -0.24, p = 0.053). 

 

Supplementary Figure S2: Correlation between the average open-set speech scores and the 
number of correct Raven’s matrices (r = -0.1, p = 0.43; left) and the tonal AMMA score (r = -
0.19, p = 0.13; right). 
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