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Supplemental Material: Figure 1. Relationship between listening effort ratings and speech intelligibility in
individual participants. Each dot represents one sentence. Dots of different colours represent different
Hearing Aid and Context conditions. The maskers for each condition are offset along the x-axis to increase
the visibility of individual data points. The r-values (rs) and p-values arising from Spearman’s rank
correlations within individual participants (across all sentences in all conditions) are displayed on each
graph.



