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“Speaker recognition by machines and humans”
John Hansen, Taufiq Hasan, 2015
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“Forensic Speaker Recognition”
Amy Neustein, Hemant Patil, 2012
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forensic speaker identification”,

Francis Nolan, 2005
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Figure 12 LTS analysis of K (K, K1, K2) and U (A, B, C, D). The darker
traces, the ones higher in the 1500-3500 Hz range, are those
of speaker K
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Figure 14 LIF analysis for each formant separately
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