The effect of leading tone and following tone with single frequency
on sound lateralization
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ABSTRACT

In this study, the effects leading and following tone with single frequency on sound lateralization were investigated. The tone
with level difference and ISI(Inter Stimuli Interval) were used. The width of test tone was 2ms, leading tone and following tone
were 10ms and 1kHz was used. The arrived time difference of subject’s ears 0.5ms. We set four levels on each ISI and let them
decide whether they hear the provided sound from left or right. As a result, it knew the fact that leading tone had more effect on
sound lateralization than following tone.
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Fig. 3 Result of measurement(experiment 1)
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Fig. 4 Result of measurement(experiment 2)
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Fig. 5 Average result of measurement(experiment 1)
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Fig. 6 Average result of measurement(experiment 2)
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