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Introduction Behavior Modeling

- Level discrimination and AM detection vary little Deficits in profile analysis at high frequencies Responses to profile-analysis stimuli simulated in multiple loci
as a function of frequency [1, 2]
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from multiple frequency channels (profile analysis,
ripple direction discrimination)

- We then related psychophysical performance to No deficit in ripple detection/discrimination at high frequencies
simulations of auditory-nerve responses [3]

Neither AN nor midbrain rate decoding captured all trends

Conclusions
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