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Physiologically steered hearing aid devices rely on the
principle of utilizing bio-electrical signals, recorded from a Results
contact point close or inside the ear, aiming to extract

relevant information that can be used to manipulate settings
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Figure 1. (top) exemplary ASSR response acquired from and in-ear electrode referenced to the forehead; (bottom) L
exemplary ASSR response acquired from an in-ear electrode referenced to another in-ear electrode in the same ear. 33+ . -33,0
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Figure 3. Single examples of otoscopic inspections of ear cavities with varying degrees of cerumen from none to high (left to right). M ea s u re m e nt E I ect ro d e Left Ea r R ight Ea r
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