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Methods

Participants: 62 participants over 18 years old, without any
uncorrected hearing impairments, were recruited, 28 ot
which were included in the analysis. 34 were excluded due
to incomplete responses.

Design: The study was online, taking approximately 10
minufes.

The tirst section assessed executive function using a 3-
point Likert scale selt-report questionnaire, according to
the multidimensional model provided in the first image
below. The questionnaire comprised 20 items relating to
executive function, requiring participants to rate how
frequently they engaged in the presented behaviours.
Individuals were given 1 overall executive function score, 3
factor scores and 10 individual sub-scale scores, as seen
below.
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