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Abstract

Post-mortem iris recognition is an emerging application
of iris-based human identification in a forensic setup. One
factor that may be useful in conditioning iris recognition
methods is the tissue decomposition level, which is corre-
lated with the post-mortem interval (PMI), i.e. the num-
ber of hours that have elapsed since death. PMI, how-
ever, is not always available, and its precise estimation
remains one of the core challenges in forensic examina-
tion. This paper presents the first known to us method
of the PMI estimation directly from forensic iris images.
To assess the feasibility of the iris-based PMI estima-
tion, convolutional neural networks-based models (VGG19,
DenseNet121, ResNet152, and Inception v3) were trained
to predict the PMI from (a) near-infrared (NIR), (b) visi-
ble (RGB), and (c) multispectral forensic iris images. Mod-
els were evaluated following a 10-fold cross-validation, in
(S1) sample-disjoint, (S2) subject-disjoint, and (S3) cross-
dataset scenarios. We found that using the multispectral
data offers a spectacularly low mean absolute error (MAE)
of ≈ 3.5 hours in the scenario (S1), a bit worse MAE ≈ 17.5
hours in the scenario (S2), and MAE ≈ 69.0 hours in the
scenario (S3). This suggests that if the environmental con-
ditions are favorable (e.g., bodies are kept in low tempera-
tures), forensic iris images provide features that are indica-
tive of the PMI and can be automatically estimated. The
source codes and model weights are made available with
the paper.

1. Introduction

Iris recognition, after demonstrating its capabilities to
serve as a biometric identifier up to a few weeks after death,
and with development of government-led datasets of iris im-
ages, such as the FBI’s Next Generation Identification [1],
it has been observing an increased interest in forensic ap-
plications. Iris recognition can serve as an element of the
forensic toolkit, aiding in cold case resolutions, or a stan-

dalone method allowing for quick and accurate registering
bodies in mass fatality incidents [2].

The post-mortem interval (PMI), while not allowing for
direct person’s identification, may play an important role in
(a) narrowing down the time frame within which the indi-
vidual likely died and was left at the scene (what directly
facilitates biometric 1:N matching), and (b) conditioning
iris recognition methods by the PMI to allow for different
processing of the iris pattern depending on the severity of
iris tissue decomposition, which is correlated with the PMI.
This paper makes the first known to us attempt to assess
the feasibility of the PMI estimation from post-mortem iris
images, and offers methods for such iris image-based PMI
assessment. More specifically, the paper makes the follow-
ing novel contributions:

(a) deep learning-based models (utilizing VGG19,
DenseNet121, ResNet152, and Inception v3 architec-
tures) estimating the PMI from either near infrared
(NIR) ISO/IEC 19794-6-compliant iris images, or
visible-light (RGB) iris images,

(b) a fusion model, which combines NIR image- and
RGB image-based predictions, if such multispectral
forensic iris images are available,

(c) very rigorous cross-validation experiments, in
which multiple models are independently trained and
tested on 15,279 forensic iris images originating from
348 deceased subjects, in three scenarios:

(S1) sample-disjoint (but not subject- or dataset-
disjoint),

(S2) subject-disjoint (thus also sample-disjoint, but
not dataset-disjoint), and

(S3) dataset-disjoint (thus also sample- and subject-
disjoint).

(d) model weights and sources codes to facilitate an im-
mediate use of the designed models1.

1https://github.com/rabhuiyan/PMI-Estimation
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The scenario (S3) simulates the most realistic situation
when train and test data originate from different subjects,
environmental conditions and acquisition procedures. In
this challenging scenario, the best model utilizing the mul-
tispectral iris images (NIR+RGB) achieves the Mean Ab-
solute Error (MAE) of 71.48 (±1.15) hours, or approx. 3
days. In a more favorable, but still subject-disjoint scenario
(S2), in which the acquisition procedures are similar, the
best model’s MAE = 17.52 (±17.19) hours, so less than a
day. Given that no other information than the iris image is
available, these results are very encouraging and may con-
tribute to a multi-modal PMI estimation if other type of data
or information about the case are known.

2. Related Works

2.1. Forensic Iris Recognition

For a considerable duration, the scientific and indus-
trial communities have held the notion that iris recognition
is challenging or even impossible to perform after a per-
son’s death. This belief is exemplified by Daugman’s asser-
tion in a 2001 BBC interview, where he highlighted that
”shortly after death, the pupil dilates and the cornea be-
comes cloudy,” rendering iris recognition problematic [3].
Similarly, Szczepanski et al. [4] claimed that ”the iris de-
cays within a few minutes after death,” indicating a rapid
degradation process. Moreover, certain commercial sources
have asserted the scientific impossibility of utilizing a de-
ceased individual’s iris for recognition due to factors such
as the relaxation of the iris muscle after death, resulting in
a fully dilated pupil with no discernible iris texture. Conse-
quently, it has been widely accepted that the lack of usable
iris area [5] or the disappearance of iris features alongside
pupil dilation [6] renders a deceased person’s iris unsuit-
able for recognition purposes. However, recent investiga-
tions suggest that the decomposition of the eye and iris is
more complex and slower than previously presumed.

For instance, Bolme et al. [7] were the pioneers in ex-
amining the post-mortem biometric performance of face,
fingerprint, and iris recognition in outdoor environments.
Their findings revealed that while fingerprints and faces
showed moderate resilience to decomposition, iris recog-
nition suffered rapid degradation. The correct verification
rate dropped significantly, approaching zero after 14 days
of outdoor exposure. A subsequent investigation by Sauer-
wein et al. [8] demonstrated that irises can remain readable
for up to 34 days post-mortem when cadavers are subjected
to low temperatures during winter. Notably, human exam-
iners were asked to match image pairs instead of using iris
recognition algorithms. These findings suggest that expos-
ing a cadaver to low temperatures in winter can increase
the probability of correctly identifying an iris, even if it has
been outside for an extended period.

A recent investigation by Trokielewicz et al. [9] sug-
gests that post-mortem iris recognition may achieve close-
to-perfect accuracy approximately 5–7 hours after death,
and in some cases, remains viable even up to 21 days post-
mortem. These findings challenge past assertions in the lit-
erature regarding the rapid degradation of the iris shortly
after death, indicating that the dynamics of post-mortem
changes to the iris, crucial for biometric identification, are
more moderate than previously thought.

2.2. Post-mortem Interval Estimation

Estimating the post-mortem interval remains one of the
most needed and challenging tasks in forensic sciences.
It typically relies on physical postmortem alterations like
cooling [10, 11, 12, 13], stiffening [14, 15, 16, 17], and de-
composition [18, 19, 20, 21], as well as chemical changes
such as electrolyte modifications in body fluids [22, 23, 24,
25, 26]. Forensic entomology has also been explored as
a means to predict the PMI, involving the examination of
insects’ presence, age, and timing of insects’ incidence on
corpses [27, 28]. Furthermore, various techniques utilizing
signal and image processing methods have been suggested
for PMI estimation. Canturk et al. [29] investigated the re-
lationship between tissue conductivity changes and the time
of death. Several studies have highlighted the potential of
postmortem opacity development in the eye as a tool for
estimating PMI. Kumar et al. [30] provided insights into
corneal opacity development based on personal observa-
tions, while Zhou et al. [31] and Liu et al. [32] conducted
studies on postmortem eye changes in rabbits, utilizing im-
age processing methods for feature extraction and classifi-
cation. Kawashima et al. [33] investigated human subjects,
employing RGB pixel values of corneal regions and devel-
oping a mathematical formula for the PMI calculation. Ad-
ditionally, Canturk et al. [34] analyzed eye images from ten
human subjects over a 15-hour period, medically interpret-
ing postmortem alterations of the eye.

To our knowledge, no study has yet investigated the PMI
estimation directly from biometric iris images, and this pa-
per proposes and evaluates the first such models, being able
to assess the PMI from either biometric (ISO/IEC 19794-6-
compliant) or visible-light iris images.

3. Methodology
3.1. Datasets

To conduct this research, we have compiled a dataset of
8,064 NIR and 7,215 RGB forensic iris images derived from
348 subjects. At the time of preparing this paper, and to our
knowledge, this is the largest dataset of forensic iris images
that one can compile from publicly-available sources, which
are characterized shortly below.

Warsaw BioBase Post Mortem Iris v2.0 [9] includes



1,787 RGB and 1,200 NIR iris images sourced from 37
deceased individuals during from 1 to 13 acquisition ses-
sions spanning 5 to 814 hours post-mortem. The data was
collected in a hospital mortuary setting, and an ambient
temperature was kept at approximately 6◦ Celsius (42.8◦

Fahrenheit). Other details regarding pre-cold storage con-
ditions, air pressure, and humidity, are unknown.

Warsaw BioBase Post Mortem Iris v3.0 [35], com-
prises 785 RGB and 1,094 NIR images sourced from 42 de-
ceased individuals, spanning up to 369 hours post-mortem.
The environmental conditions mirror those known for the
Warsaw BioBase Post Mortem Iris v2.0 dataset.

NIJ-2018-DU-BX-0215 [36], stands as the most recent
and extensive forensic iris dataset collected to date. It in-
cludes 4,643 RGB and 5,770 NIR images acquired from
269 deceased individuals, with PMI spanning up to 1,674
hours post-mortem.

We will call all samples from the Warsaw BioBase Post
Mortem Iris v2.0 and Warsaw BioBase Post Mortem Iris
v3.0 datasets combined as Warsaw, since all these samples
were collected in the same environment. Also for the sake
of brevity, we will call NIJ-2018-DU-BX-0215 as NIJ.

Fig. 1 illustrates how iris image (and iris pattern specif-
ically) changes when PMI grows. It is also important to
note that the PMI distributions in Warsaw and NIJ datasets
are different. It is evident from Fig. 2 that the NIJ dataset
includes samples from a more diverse range of the PMI.

3.2. PMI Estimation Models

We explore four convolutional neural networks (CNN)
backbones to build regression models estimating the PMI:
VGG19 [37], DenseNet121 [38], ResNet152 [39], and In-
ception V3 [40]. Additionally, to discern the most effective
strategy for PMI estimation, the proposed models utilize (1)
only NIR samples, (2) only RGB samples, and (3) a multi-
spectral approach in which both NIR and RGB samples are
used (assuming their availability from the same subjects).
These three approaches are characterized briefly below.

In our narrow-band spectral models (NIR and RGB, con-
sidered individually), we modified the last (classification)
layer for the models fed with RGB images, while for the
models utilizing NIR samples, we modified both the first
and last layers of each backbone. This was needed to adapt
the model backbones to the regression task, and to different
number of channels in NIR and RGB images.

Our multi-spectral models (NIR and RGB samples com-
bined) consist of two separate models: fNIR dedicated to
processing NIR data and fRGB processing the RGB data.
Both models employ the same model architectures used
in narrow-band spectral models, ensuring a consistent ap-
proach across different modalities. The PMI prediction ŷ is
made by a simple two-layer perceptron, put on top of con-
catenated embeddings extracted by fNIR and fRGB, namely:

ŷ = W2σ
(
W1(fNIR ⊕ fRGB) + b1

)
+ b2 (1)

where ⊕ is a vector concatenation operator, W1 and W2

are weight matrix and vector, b1 is the bias vector, b2 is a
scalar bias term, and (σ) is a ReLU activation function.

3.3. Data Preprocessing and Augmentation

In this study, we center-cropped iris images to a
square image of 224 × 224 pixels (in case of VGG19,
DenseNet121, and ResNet152 backbones) or 229×229 pix-
els (in case of Inception v3 backbone). There are two rea-
sons of using cropped images. First, the periocular regions
of post-mortem irises include features, such as metal retrac-
tors used to increase the palpebral fissure, that may be acci-
dentally correlated with the PMI, and picked by the models.
Secondly, we were interested in applying pre-trained mod-
els due to sparse and small datasets of post-mortem iris im-
ages that the community has at hand right now, what makes
training the models from scratch more challenging.

Standard augmentations were applied to the training
samples, such as random horizontal flipping, random rota-
tion within a range of -30 to 30 degrees, random brightness,
contrast, and sharpness adjustments.

3.4. Performance Evaluation and Metrics

We evaluate our models using three distinct scenar-
ios: (S1) sample-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation, (S2)
subject-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation, and (S3) cross-
dataset evaluation. To ensure a fair comparison, we fixed
the training and testing datasets across all models during
experimentation.

In all training experiments, we used Adam optimizer
with a batch size of 20, a learning rate of 1e-4, and a weight
decay of 1e-6. We trained each model for 500 epochs.

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed PMI estima-
tion model, we calculate Root-mean Square Error (RMSE)
and Mean Absolute Error (MAE) between the ground truth
PMI and predicted PMI.

4. Experiments and Results
4.1. Sample-disjoint Evaluation (S1)

In this scenario, we assess the performance of our mod-
els using a sample-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation ap-
proach. This is the most favorable scenario, in which we
assume that (a) previous data, although with different PMIs,
from the same subjects is available, and (b) the acquisi-
tion environment (e.g., sensors, ambient temperature, tech-
nicians collecting the data) is the same in case of training
and test samples. This scenario S1 sets the lower bound for
the errors in estimating the PMI solely from the iris image.

Tables 1, 2, and 3 provide a comparative analysis of
the PMI estimation model’s average performance, measured
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Figure 1. Example post-mortem iris samples collected at different post-mortem intervals (shown underneath the images).
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Figure 2. PMI distributions for the Warsaw and NIJ datasets for NIR-only samples, RGB-only samples, and NIR and RGB samples (pairs
taken from the same eye) combined.

Table 1. PMI (in hours) estimated on the NIR data and averaged
across sample-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation experiments.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 9.31 8.32 5.04 2.62
Inception v3 92.00 14.07 56.35 7.78
DenseNet121 7.18 7.14 4.10 2.74
ResNet152 7.52 7.15 4.20 2.12

Table 2. Same as in Tab. 1, except that RGB data was used.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 18.09 11.87 9.24 3.34
Inception v3 69.32 18.98 38.43 4.09
DenseNet121 14.32 18.01 5.75 3.39
ResNet152 19.29 11.66 5.77 3.30

Table 3. Same as in Tab. 1, except that multispectral data was
used.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev.

VGG19 9.32 8.11 5.40 3.67
Inception v3 38.59 4.32 20.37 1.91
DenseNet121 6.16 7.01 3.56 3.09
ResNet152 6.18 4.79 3.44 2.28

in hours, across different model backbones for NIR-only,
RGB-only, and multispectral data, respectively. For the NIR
data (Tab. 1), the DenseNet121 backbone achieves the low-

est RMSE (7.18 hours) and MAE (4.10 hours) among the
models, indicating superior performance in estimating the
PMI for NIR spectral data. Conversely, the Inception v3
backbone exhibits significantly higher RMSE (92.00 hours)
and MAE (56.35 hours) compared to other models, sug-
gesting less accurate PMI estimates for NIR data.

Similarly, for RGB data (Tab. 2), the DenseNet121 back-
bone again demonstrates the lowest RMSE (14.32 hours)
and MAE (5.75 hours), while Inception v3 backbone once
more exhibits higher RMSE (69.32 hours) and MAE (38.43
hours).

Finally, in the case of multispectral data (Tab. 3),
the ResNet152 backbone achieves the lowest RMSE (6.18
hours) and MAE (3.44 hours) while the Inception v3 back-
bone performing better compared to its performance with
NIR and RGB data individually, still exhibits higher RMSE
(38.59 hours) and MAE (20.37 hours).

In Figure 3, we observe distinct patterns among the back-
bone models. Specifically, the VGG19, DenseNet121, and
ResNet152 models demonstrate the accurate estimation of
higher PMI. However, these models exhibit a few discrep-
ancies in their estimations for lower PMI and the differ-
ences between the predicted and actual PMI are consistently
small within the entire PMI range. The Inception v3 model
more often overestimates and underestimates the PMI spe-
cially for a higher PMI range. Similar scatter plots for NIR
and RGB data are included in the Supplementary Materials
(Figures A5 and A6).

This spectacularly good performance in PMI estimation
(with errors for the best model not exceeding 4 hours) is due
to two factors. First, as mentioned above, is the non-subject-
disjoint train-test protocol. Second, as demonstrated in Fig.
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Figure 3. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for multispectral data combined for all sample-
disjoint 10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure 4. Comparison of the PMI distributions between training
and test datasets for the least (a) and best (b) performing folds
observed in the sample-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation for the
multispectral data.

4, is the wider range of the PMI in the training set compared
to the test set, for both the worst model and the best model
obtained in 10-fold train-test cross-validation. Figures A1
and 4 for NIR and RGB data, separately, show very sim-
ilar trends, and where thus included in the Supplementary
Materials.

4.2. Subject-disjoint Evaluation (S2)

In this scenario, we examine the performance of our
models under a subject-disjoint 10-fold evaluation setup.
This evaluation approach involves partitioning the com-
bined datasets (Warsaw and NIJ) so that samples from each
subject are exclusively present in either the training or the
test set, what makes it more realistic than scenario S1. This
scenario assumes, as in S1, that acquisition environment is
uniform across the train and test data collections.

Table 4. PMI (in hours) estimated on the NIR data and averaged
across subject-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation experiments.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 55.54 56.85 32.35 24.72
Inception v3 115.07 67.46 68.79 31.95
DenseNet121 31.23 30.20 19.67 16.14
ResNet152 45.53 47.68 26.49 21.98

Table 5. Same as in Tab. 4, except that RGB data was used.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 47.96 35.35 27.20 15.72
Inception v3 77.74 40.78 45.90 19.75
DenseNet121 50.53 28.13 33.90 16.64
ResNet152 52.14 46.98 30.91 21.36

Table 6. Same as in Tab. 4 for multispectral data.
RMSE MAEModel

Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 29.00 29.71 17.52 17.19
Inception v3 56.33 22.75 32.42 12.93
DenseNet121 31.86 28.74 19.69 14.98
ResNet152 30.72 28.62 20.02 19.01

Tables 4, 5, and 6 compare the PMIs estimated by all
model architectures for NIR-only, RGB-only, and multi-
spectral data, respectively. For the NIR data (Tab. 4), the
DenseNet121 backbone achieves the lowest RMSE (31.23
hours) and MAE (19.67 hours) among the models. Con-
versely, the Inception v3 backbone exhibits significantly
higher RMSE (115.07 hours) and MAE (68.79 hours)
compared to other models, suggesting less accurate PMI es-
timates for NIR data.

Similarly, for RGB data (Tab. 5), the VGG19 backbone
demonstrates the lowest RMSE (47.96 hours) and MAE
(27.20 hours), while Inception v3 backbone once more ex-
hibits higher RMSE (77.74 hours) and MAE (45.90 hours).

In the case of multispectral data (Tab. 6), the VGG19
backbone achieves the lowest RMSE (29.00 hours) and
MAE (17.52 hours) while the Inception v3 backbone per-
forming better compared to its performance with NIR and
RGB data individually, still exhibits higher RMSE (56.33
hours) and MAE (32.42 hours). The trends observed in
Figure 5 are similar across almost all model backbones,
which tend to underestimate the PMI, especially for higher
actual PMI values. Inception v3, however, occasionally
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Figure 5. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for multispectral data combined for all subject-
disjoint 10-fold cross-validations.

overestimates the PMI for higher PMI ranges. One poten-
tial explanation is the scarcity of data with PMIs larger than
1000 hours, making it difficult for the models to learn fea-
tures associate with iris pattern decomposition for such high
PMIs. These observations are very similar to models trained
solely on NIR or RGB data, and thus the scatter plots for
these cases were included in the supplementary materials
(Figures A7 and A8).
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Figure 6. Comparison of the PMI distributions between training
and test datasets for the least (a) and best (b) performing folds
observed in the subject-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation for the
multispectral data.

Fig. 6 illustrates how PMI distributions in training and
test datasets differ when we look at folds in which the
best or the worst results were obtained (for multispectral
data). The least-performing fold included test samples with
a wider PMI range compared to train samples, while the
best-performing fold has an opposite relationship. This con-
firms the hypothesis that large variation of the PMI in the
training set is a key factor in obtaining good performance.
An identical observation has been made for models trained
with the NIR and RGB data, separately (hence correspond-
ing Figures A3 and A4 are added to the supplementary ma-
terials).

4.3. Cross-dataset Evaluation (S3)

In this scenario, we evaluate the performance of the mod-
els in a training regime which is both subject-disjoint and
dataset-disjoint. This scenario thus does not assume knowl-
edge of the acquisition environment, what makes it the most

realistic across all scenarios considered in this work. Each
model is trained five times under the same settings.

Tab. 7 compares models trained on the NIJ dataset
and tested on the Warsaw dataset. Among these models,
ResNet152 achieves the lowest RMSE (105.62 hours) and
MAE (71.48 hours). Tab. 10 compares models after swap-
ping the datasets, that is, models are trained on the Warsaw
dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset, where ResNet152 also
demonstrates the lowest RMSE (163.27 hours) and MAE
(76.36 hours), showcasing consistent performance across
datasets.

Table 7. PMI (in hours) estimated on the NIR data by models
trained on NIJ dataset and tested on Warsaw dataset.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 112.71 2.61 73.14 1.58
Inception v3 118.18 3.02 78.76 2.07
DenseNet121 112.20 2.08 72.36 1.46
ResNet152 105.62 3.04 71.48 1.15

Table 8. Same as in Tab. 7 for RGB data.
RMSE MAEModel

Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 106.07 2.79 88.58 1.99
Inception v3 90.14 2.78 73.23 2.05
DenseNet121 99.68 1.59 82.32 1.07
ResNet152 98.18 2.26 81.15 2.27

Table 9. Same as in Tab. 7 for multispectral data.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 107.68 5.44 69.58 2.64
Inception v3 109.82 3.62 69.22 0.83
DenseNet121 112.74 2.50 70.04 1.36
ResNet152 111.31 6.49 69.12 2.16



0 250 500 750
Actual

0

200

400

600

800

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(a) VGG19

0 250 500 750
Actual

0

200

400

600

800

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(b) Inception v3

0 250 500 750
Actual

0

250

500

750

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(c) DenseNet121

0 250 500 750
Actual

0

200

400

600

800

Pr
ed

ic
te

d

Predicted
Actual

(d) ResNet152

Figure 7. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for multispectral data by models trained on the
NIJ dataset and tested on the Warsaw dataset.
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Figure 8. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for multispectral data by models trained on the
Warsaw dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset.

Table 10. PMI (in hours) estimated on the NIR data by models
trained on Warsaw dataset and tested on NIJ dataset.

RMSE MAEModel
Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 165.37 4.39 76.67 0.98
Inception v3 170.66 6.26 80.83 2.80
DenseNet121 171.38 2.43 77.82 0.81
ResNet152 163.27 6.19 76.36 1.37

Table 11. Same as in Tab. 10 for RGB data.
RMSE MAEModel

Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 98.34 2.97 80.59 1.87
Inception v3 97.34 3.04 81.10 3.39
DenseNet121 95.24 2.93 76.32 1.31
ResNet152 95.31 4.26 80.11 2.67

Table 12. Same as in Tab. 10 for multispectral data.
RMSE MAEModel

Backbone Mean StDev Mean StDev

VGG19 152.56 3.49 85.46 6.14
Inception v3 152.82 4.19 81.32 5.52
DenseNet121 136.00 4.46 68.55 0.73
ResNet152 152.63 3.36 77.66 3.90

Tab. 8 illustrates the results for models trained with RGB
data only. Again, we first train on the NIJ dataset and test
on the Warsaw dataset, where Inception v3 stands out with
the lowest RMSE (90.14 hours) and MAE (73.23 hours).
Next, after dataset swap, the models are trained on the War-
saw dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset (Tab. 11). In this
case DenseNet121 demonstrates the lowest RMSE (95.24
hours) and MAE (76.32 hours).

Finally, Tables 9 and 12 illustrate analogous experiments
when multispectral data is used. In these cases ResNet152
and DenseNet121 achieve the lowest RMSE (111.31 hours
when trained on the NIJ dataset, and 136.00 hours when
trained on the Warsaw dataset) and MAE (69.12 hours
when trained on the NIJ dataset, and 68.55 hours when
trained on the Warsaw dataset).

5. Discussion
Our study delved, to our knowledge for the first time,

into the feasibility of using solely iris-based data for esti-
mating the PMI, employing deep learning models trained
on forensic iris images representing various spectral bands.
Our findings suggest that the PMI estimation, particularly
with multispectral data, is feasible and its usefulness de-
pends on the required accuracy.

The first observation made in this study is that dataset-
disjoint train-test regime (S3) allows to train models that are
almost two orders of magnitude worse than those obtained
in sample-disjoint setup (S1), and approx. four times worse



than in those trained according to the subject-disjoint train-
test protocol (S2). This shows how difficult the automatic
estimation of the PMI can be if one poses solely the iris im-
age. The exceptionally low MAE of ≈ 3.5 hours achieved
in the sample-disjoint scenario (S1) can be attributed to sev-
eral factors. Having the same-subject data in both training
and test sets enables the model to capture the unique charac-
teristics of individuals, resulting in more accurate PMI es-
timation. Moreover, the PMI distribution may align closely
between the training and testing data.

The second observation from this study is that a narrower
range of PMI for samples included into Warsaw data (cf.
Fig. 2) results in significantly worse models, what is illus-
trated in scatter plots 7 and 8: models trained solely on the
Warsaw samples (see Fig. 8) are unable to predict correct
PMI on the NIJ dataset, while models trained solely on the
NIJ samples (see Fig. 7) present much better capabilities
to predict the PMI on the Warsaw dataset. These observa-
tions, made for multispectral data-based training, are true
also for models trained with NIR and RGB data, and the
corresponding plots are included in the supplementary ma-
terials (Figures A9, A10, A11 and A12).

Applications: This is the first-of-it-kind attempt to use
solely the iris image to estimate the PMI. One direct and
obvious application is to serve as an element of the foren-
sic toolkit, in which the PMI estimation may integrate sev-
eral approaches, including those not related to the use of
biometric data. The second, biometrics-related application,
is to use the estimated PMI in conditioning post-mortem
iris recognition methods, which were proposed in the past
[41, 42, 2] but without considering PMI as a factor guiding
the classifiers to using different features depending on the
decomposition state.

Limitations and Future Work: A couple of limitations
warrant acknowledgment.

First, relying solely on iris images may overlook crucial
contextual factors like ambient temperature fluctuations or
post-mortem changes in other tissues, potentially compro-
mising estimation accuracy. Addressing this by incorpo-
rating additional contextual information could enhance the
robustness of our models.

Second, generalization from our findings may be ham-
pered by the dataset limited size and diversity despite rig-
orous cross-validation. A more expansive dataset encom-
passing diverse demographic characteristics, environmental
conditions, and post-mortem states would bolster the valid-
ity and applicability of our results. This, certainly, is dif-
ficult to offer due to exceptionally arduous collection of
forensic iris images. However, recent growth of genera-
tive models, including those designed specifically for post-
mortem iris images [43], may partially mitigate this plight.
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Figure A1. Comparison of the PMI distributions between training and test datasets for the least (a) and best (b) performing folds observed
in the sample-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation for the NIR data..
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Figure A2. Same as in Fig. A1 but for RGB data.
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Figure A3. Comparison of the PMI distributions between training and test datasets for the least (a) and best (b) performing folds observed
in the subject-disjoint 10-fold cross-validation for the NIR data.
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Figure A4. Same as in Fig. A3 but for RGB data.
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Figure A5. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data combined for all sample-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A6. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data combined for all sample-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A7. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data combined for all subject-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A8. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data combined for all subject-disjoint
10-fold cross-validations.
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Figure A9. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data by models trained on the NIJ
dataset and tested on the Warsaw dataset.
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Figure A10. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for NIR data by models trained on the Warsaw
dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset.
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Figure A11. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data by models trained on the NIJ
dataset and tested on the Warsaw dataset.
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Figure A12. Scatter plots visualizing the predicted PMI values against the actual PMI values for RGB data by models trained on the
Warsaw dataset and tested on the NIJ dataset.
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