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-Abstract-

Pertubation in the fundamental frequency and in the peak

amplitude of the EGG signal derived with a four-electrode
EGG system were investigated for the purpose of developing

useful measures for the detection of layngeal pathology.

The data were compared to the degree of amplitude

perturbation and frequency perturbation. There was a close
relation between amplitude perturbation and frequency

perturbation analysis of EGG signal and degree of laryngeal

pathology.
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