Supplemental Figure.1a ERP of Different Hearing Groups
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Supplemental Figure.1b Comparision of ERP from Different Hearing Groups
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Supplemental table 1: Anova Test Result
Component Compare_between Df F.value Pr.F.
P1AOZ STM 1 0.07 08
P1AOZ Group 1 119 0%
P1AOZ STM:Group 1 07 041
N1AOZ STM 1 0 098
N1AOZ Group 1 07 041
N1AOZ STM:Group 1 0.03 0.86
P2AQZ STM 1 0.02 09
P2AQZ Group 1 981 0%
P2AQZ STM:Group 1 029 059
PI1LOZ STM 1 002 089
PI1LOZ Group 1 126 027
PI1LOZ STM:Group 1 001 091
N1L.OZ STM 1 002 088
N1L.OZ Group 1 004 084
N1L.OZ STM:Group 1 001 0.93
P2L.OZ STM 1 001 09
P2L.OZ Group 1 082 037
P2L.OZ STM:Group 1 0.15 0.7

*: p.vale < 0.05.Since there existing no interaction between STM & Group
in each ERP component, we could do anova test an STM level with Group
as factar, which was shown in Supgemental Figre. 1b.



Supplemental Figure 2

Clvs Control: Mirror
speech related stimuli

Clvs Control: Mirror
speech irrelevant stimuli

Supplemental Table 1
Groups in

. Component Top5 BA of ERP difference source
comparison
Pl 40 2 13 42 22
MSR N1 40 3 2 5 7
P2 36 20 35 28 34
P1 4 3 40 2 11
MSIT N1 6 4 3 1 2

P2 36 20 35 28 34
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