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earmold source characteristics compared to those for the Comply™ tip. Significant differences in the source

characteristics derived using the custom and Comply™ earmolds were evident; however, characteristics were similar
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across all custom earmolds. Different HAs of the same model had similar source characteristics. The use of FPL as part
of the HA verification process provides a means of ensuring adequate gain above 4 kHz. Results suggest the use of a

generic earmold (but not a Comply™ tip) may allow for a single source calibration to be used for a given HA model.




