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processing treatments when applied to real-world speech samples.
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Additionally, an analysis of both the original and our systematically re-recorded R T TR T :
QuickSIN speech corpus, with known 5 dB SNR steps, was conducted to help | o
contextualize the STT recognizer’s output. For the laboratory reference analysis,
recordings were made while a talking manakin played the QuickSIN speech corpus
with surrounding multi-talker babble from other speakers. A podium microphone,
placed within 4 inches of a talking manakin’s mouthpiece, was used as the input to a
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