Hearing aid use may improve working memory
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Introduction Cognitive: The use of HAs improves working memory
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* Working memory improvement was related to higher P2 peak amplitudes in quiet
N1 changes did not correlate with working memory changes.
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 To investigate the effects of HA use for six months on cognitive processing of older adults.
* To study whether HA use improves the neural functions that are affected by age-related hearing
loss (ARHL) by cortical auditory evoked potentials (CAEPs). T
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Hearing Aid Fitting F 50 N2 amplitudes increased after the use of hearing aids * P2 amplitudes may represent facilitation of implicit memory for an auditory object
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