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Fig 1. Laddergram method of plotting loud-

ness balances.

A: poorer ear is fixed (reference) at
20dB and 40 dB SL (2KHz).

B: better ear is fixed (reference) at
1KHz.
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Table 1. Criteria for Interpretation of Loudness Balance Resul

Classification ABLB or MLB Results *
No recruitment Equal loudness at equal sensation levels+10 dB
Complete recruit-ment Equal loudness at equal hearing threshold levels
(or intensities) +10dB
Partial recruitment Equal loudness between complete recruitment and
no recruitment
Decruitment Equal loudness with 10 dB or greater sensation level

in the poor ear than in the good ear
* ABLB=alternate binaural loudness balance; MLB=monaural loudness balance.
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Fig 4. Monoaural loudness balance test.

(A) Positive recruitment (B) negative recruitmentFig 5. Amplitude modulation by Luscher

method.
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Fig 5. Amplitude modulation by Luscher me-

thod.
DL for this case is 0.6 dB.
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Fig 6. Signal for SISI.

Table 2. Masking for Short Increment Sensitivity Index (SISD) Test

When to mask : SISI HTL-JA=BC.*
Effective masking level :

EM=SISI HTL2IA+ABGnte**

* Mask when the hearing level dial setting for SISI, minus the interaural attenuation (IA)
for the test tone is equal to or higher than the bone-conduction (BC) threshold of the nontest

ear (nte).

** The effective masking (EM) level is equal to the hearing level dial setting for the SISI,
minus the interaural attenuation, plus any air-bone gap (ABG)at the test frequency in the no-

ntest ear.
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Fig 7. Threshold tone decay (TTD) method.
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