Suppl. Figure 1. Baseline correction of single-sweeps. (A) Example recording (black) and applied smoothing spline fit (red dash line) with a smooth parameter of 0.5. (B) Corrected sweep was obtained by subtracting the best-fit from the raw recording.

Suppl. Figure 2. (A) Plot of normalized iteration counts as a function of the level series spaced with 1-dB. Exponential (dash line, R2 = 0.8202) and sigmoid function (solid line, R2=0.9662) were used to fit the growth of the normalized counts. The measured threshold level (26 dB, dot dash line) corresponded to a growth of 1 for exponential and 0.9 for the sigmoid function.

Suppl. Figure 3. Threshold determination using Fsp criterion. (A) Plot of the Fsp-ratios of 350 sweeps as a function of level series. Black dots represent supra-threshold responses with Fsp-ratio > 3.09 (the mean Fsp-ratio at the threshold obtained in Figure 2E), whereas black cycles represent responses with Fsp-ratio < 3.09. Error bar represents standard deviation. (B) Executed iteration counts for attempts to reach the Fsp criterion were plotted as a function of the level series. (C) The normalized iteration counts vs. level function was fitted by sigmoid (solid line) and exponential growth (dash line) for threshold interpolation (dot dash line).

Suppl. Figure 4. Modified algorithm flowchart with average responses as inputs (A), in which argA, argB, argC referred to the recorded sweep averages (500 sweeps per iteration, I), xcorr the cross-correlation operation (II), k the lag criterion for time-locked responses (here k = 7 data points for human ABR), r1, r2, r3 results from three parallel runs, as well as Imax the iteration upper limit (Imax = 7 for largest average responses over 3500 sweeps of human ABR, IV). Note that the average responses were updated iteratively by weighted averaging with newly acquired responses (see Materials and Methods).

[bookmark: _GoBack]Suppl. Figure 5. Performance of the new method on human ABR. (A) Example average responses of 3500 single-sweeps recorded from human. The human-assessed threshold was 5 dB (black asterisk). (B) The normalized iteration counts vs. level function was fitted by a sigmoid function and 0.9 on the growth was used to interpolate for the ABR threshold between adjacent levels. (C & D) Average responses (n = 4) were generated by averaging of 3500 sweeps (C, conventional averaging) or those used in the algorithm (D, algorithms averaging). The mean thresholds determined independently by five clinicians were consistent with the algorithm outcomes (aberration δ = 0.75 ± 0.95 dB in A and 0.75 ± 0.95 dB in B). Linear fit: adjust R2 = 0.9995 in A and 0.9995 in B. (E) Comparison between the sweep number used in the conventional averaging and the algorithm averaging. Note that the sweep numbers were counted at all supra-threshold and two highest sub-threshold levels for both averaging modes. The algorithm required 36.19 ± 17.53 % fewer sweeps for the threshold determination.

