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Fig. 1. Block diagram of the screening system.
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Fig. 2. Analysis results for normal and pathologic speech.
(These figures were made by the use of an equivalent

system on PDP 11/40.)
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(b) Electrolarynx speech

(a) Esophageal speech
(Timing scale for speech
and residue waveform is
duplicated only in this
figure?)

3. Analysis results for an esophageal and an electro-
larynx speech. (These figures were made by the use

of an equivalent system on PDP 11/40.)
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