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On the Frequency Domain Pitch Detection of
Noise Corrupted Speech Signals
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ABSTRACT

Detecting the fundamental frequency(Fo) of the speech signal is a problem in many speech applications. A problem
of the pitch detection method i the frequency domam is occured by the first formant and the background noise,
Thus, in this paper. we proposed a pitch detection algorithm in the frequency domain that reduces the effects of the
first formant and the background nose by the spectral AMDF function, Several computer simulation results showed

that the proposcd algorithm was very effective for fundamentat frequency detection,
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