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Sequential predictions enhance auditory sensitivity
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1 sweep = 1 block
of 10-15 tones

Press a key as soon as
you hear a tone
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Classical audiometric tests, commonly used to assess hearing thresholds, do not distinguish between bottom-up sensitivity and
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1 sweep =1 trial
with 4 cues and 1 target

Press a key if you hear a tone
while the disk is displayed
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Evidence of hierarchical predictive processes When measuring hearing abilities, the sounds presented are often predictable

exists at several stages in the auditory system

Prediction plays diverse

roles in hearing

Frequency (Hz) Adaptive procedures are the standard

The audiégram:
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rather than predictability in a particular dimension (time or frequency)
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this highlights the importance presenting tones non-rhythmically.
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Thresholds improve in the highly structured 3-AFC task
On average, thresholds are lower by 7.5 dB in the 3-AFC paradigm

Press the arrow matching
the interval with a tone
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