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Results

Introduction

 Typical infant ear protection Is a combination of putty earplugs, adhesive
foam ear muffs (i.e., MiniMuffs or Neonatal Noise Guards) stabilized with
adhesive tape, and headphones playing white noise. Soft foam padding is
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Study 2 tested sound
recordings of each MR
seqguence from the
HBCD study protocol.

Study 1 and Study 2 found the overall sound attenuation achieved by applying
multiple layers of sound protection is not simply the numerical sum of the sound
attenuation of the individual layers. Adding more layers of hearing protection does
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not always result in more sound attenuation.
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