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Targets:
. Auditory: 100ms 60/44 dB(A) high-pass noise (>3kHz).
. Visual target: Small or large Gaussian blob
. Audiovisual: Combination of Aand V

. Catch trial: No target

Audiovisual localization: precision
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Eye-tracker: Eyelink 1000
Sennheiser HD 201 headphone for the hearing test.
Ohropax Soft earplugs. Noise reduction: ~37 dB(A) (Fig. 1).
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Condition Condition This work is part of the research program Restoring sensory unity: Unifying spatial vision and hearing
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