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Correlation Analysis between Sensory Evaluation and Instrumental Measurement of French Fried Potatoes

ZHANG Jian-hui, XU Xiao-yun™, WANG Ke-gin, HU Yu-xiang, ZHONG Si-giong, PAN Si-yi

(College of Food Science and Technology, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract: The aim of this study is to evaluate the practicability of evaluating sensory property through instrument
method. Correlation analysis between sensory evaluation and instrumental measurement was conducted. Linear regression

was used to establish a predictive model of sensory properties. The average errors of the regression equation were

bebween 3.85% and 5.98%.
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Table1l Instrumental parameters for texture analysis
ZHABGE P E JEARIE T SR e 11
i B Return to start TPA TPA
Rk Ik HE HDP/LKB P6 6mm P100 100mm
T IEBE/(mm/s) 1 1 1
0 H 3 B /(mm/s) 1 1 1
W5 34 /(mm/s) 10 10 10
JE4ELL/% 95 75 65
PR S [] B I 1)/ - 5 5
B R S) /mm 100X9X9 40X9X9 40X9X9

1.5 HdlEoawr

Al o A1 I SPSS 1608547, XHECE VT4 2508 A
PRI 2 B AT ANVOA ST, Kidi DL “ 3548 £ brife 27
(IR, br B 6 2 5 B Pk {f il Pearson#f]
SR F KUY WL 53 M BB VPN B0 ARS8 D00 5040 1) AH G
PEo ARG AT LM RNABE @S Z e T 1E: Y=4,+
By Box, et Boxg, Herf, YHRCE PN AT, X,
Xy X A ACER I FE AR, Bk RNV T FE I 5 B0, B~
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Table2 Results of sensory evaluation for French fried potatoes

HRT S [ ik LB il IR BB
43115 355H1000  385+141° 4504057 3.534173% 3.5241.00°
2754095 2574129 47541700 2754050° 42541250 3504057
3T5ELT0% 3504057 43501000 353£129™ 3502057 425+141"
5072081 317141 257£057° 4254095% 325+125° 450+1.08%
3751050 250£129°  450+173 3751050° 3751095° 475+125"
3504057 325+170° 555+129% 350£057° 375+£095 433£081°
450£100°  225+081° 375£125° 350095 352£100°  475%150%
533E141° 350£173 22540500 5250007 375+125°  562+110°
403£081° 250057 325£170° 4072057 335+£081°  5.75+050°
10 3254095 3.07+081° 425150 352+057° 3754095 475+125¢
11 57510500 2751095 325+095° 55340810 207+141°  255+057
12 3254095"  313E141° 5754095 4353081 325+141° 450+101%
13 337H081° 27511500 5251095 383+000° 4331081 425+0.00°
14 5254095 350£1.00° 3.07+116" 5030517 350+1.00°  6.07+081°

VE A BRI b R 2 SR (P < 0.05). B
22 AP AR DI AE
221 BIUIE
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£33 HUINEMESNE 18208 RERRR

Table3  Textural data of shear measurement and TPA methods for the
measurement of French fried potatoes
, . F4llE 1l
R ”t} I — _
FE i Wi e e

1 635.00942060° 9771449485699 39653741 142.79% 3140545 11606% 01992002
2 3791344821° 332160424390 14903921150 114546213357 01924002
j O86ASTHASST" TITAOIEO1055T  BLISIRAEIINI0T 2406208140047 0282004
4 2087689 137,64 8320494168425 4001036519206 3195925488331 0237 +0.00"
5 047843096"  ABTITHAILEE" 1696311803 1334203152800 0.I71£001°
6 8575146817 6060719145708 2349.455182.98" 1837751114445 0176001
7 1454314 245.86™  4895.879£409.88™ 2183942415697 1740024£35063"  02124002"
§  SAMIEI66E" 9313IBETALS MI4BE1274F 300180429084 02402001
9 [A9RTEAS™  DBRT8EN666° 2363469£183.66° 176351516705 0204000
10 819768H4480° 364584186607 1814305 169.62'  1548.943£65655 0212004
11 134STI35.05™  ST1056H12345% 058566711005 2103333426954°  0254£0.05"
1 Q01456187 SOI3A4E12299%  1T2INE19693  13TIA86T8 0.1691000°
13 4631813190 3LIOESS00  I313290E 18101 10049169795 0160001
14 J04I5EISI56 SET0ME660 2920668127582 2588682368545 0214+003°
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Table4 Textural data of TPA method for the measurement of French
fried potatoes

FERITS i Ifi i /g4 i} [fl 5 1

T26062H4454° 8441753270 80.0454822°  49.64144.19°  0.033£001°
S3O17TH4T.13" 342.448+52.18° 17138941256" 1472281299 0.091£0.03¢
942.897493.97°  915.343+£7991° 277.938+37.06" 227.108+1648" 0.057£0.03"
1452184 115.90°" 1360.465+42.29% 370403 £18.55" 27271 +£17.80"  0.084+0.02"
74401£7928"  55857142636"  133.17546.10°  72.804+6.25  0.061£0.02°
44090145907 41607215549 80.674£739° 50789274 0.04820.01°
TIL603126.61°  620424%17.88° 21208111251 161488+11.62°  0.078£0.03"
235210419651 1194.998£89.74™ 678.112443.09° 512.56845.11"  0.12£005°
633.581£99.64"  528.178+55.16' 1221954591 752724592 0.064£001°
10 387812889 5261343401 108034771 743254658 0.072£002°
1 1797778+ 15460% 1751.267+4821° 596.692+56.67° 478.336+5125  0.1060.01%
12 5962083409 496431 £17.16°  103374976" 66745725 0.049£0.03"
13 5320985078 261.657+2751° 8753315011 44357£729°  0.05740.03°
14 1426875+15827" 123935116948 26588879  155407+9.04  0.067£001°
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I R B P (r=0.637) . BHIEE(7=0.678) L B T #K
FWEA O SHR4Ee T & E=0.513),
A I E 11 R RE 2 (7=0.487) [AI P (r=0.601)FK I H
FIEA O R VEN I E s EE S 4 1T
TR (7=0.654) 84 PE(r=0.623). PH G (=0.643)%
T HE A 8 5 () IE AR DG o SR VRN T H P R R T B
PIJME(r=—0.732), FR4EME T i (r=—0.734).
JE B (r=—0.730) R ME(r=—0.637), Hs&iill & 11 F i1
T (=—0.660). JKEM(=—0.782). FHIEM:(=—0.804)
R W oA G s 5 R4 e T A nE g
P (r=—0.599). [EIEPE(r=—0.502), Ji45Hl5e 11 la]
HE(=—0.578) R ILH W& M A M. PP I H
oI IR 1k 5 BT ) ) {(7=0.620), R4 e T il
5 (r=0.824). i/ (r=0.857). BREME(=0.716). NHLIEME
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Table 5 Correlation analysis (Pearson correlation) between sensory
evaluation and instrumental measurement
Y, Y, Y, Y, ¥; Y
X 0.779%* 0.258  —0.732** 0.620**  —0.137  0.561*
x,  0.838%* 0.348  —0.734*%* 0.824**  —0.376 0.146
X3 0.919** 0.351 —0.730*%* 0.857** —0.644** —0.091
X, 0.767** 0.213 —0.637**% 0.716** —0.413 —0.014
x5 0.727%* 0.183 —0.599*%  0.670**  —0.422  —0.096

X6 0.513* —0.161 —0.502*  0.397 —0.175 0.044
X, 0.487* 0.654**  —0.617**  0.566* —0.161 0.046
Xg 0.637**%  0.623** —0.782** 0.660**  —0.188 0.16

X, 0.678%%  0.643%% —(.804%* 0.698%* —0.184  0.196
X, 0.601% 032  —0.578% 0453  —0396 —0.07
VE + ok FORAE P<0.01 KT LA 5 * FRoRAE P<0.05 /K LAHSG 5 ¥ AR
KTV P OEERE Y AR F I b st o s RERBEE IR
FRVE 5 Y, AR R VR T AU L 5 Y AR VR T R Y
AR PPN P A 2 M 5 x, ARGR B DI T BB Al 5 x, AR
FEAEIE T R RETE 5 g ARRISGRIE T I BERE ; x, ARG 1
IR s xs ARRIEARINE T A AN 5 x AR RGN T Hlal
S s o ARG TR R 5 x AR TR TR IR+ x

ARSI TT e R NELIERE 5 xp0 AR RERIINE 11 [l S 1

24 AR VTN AR R f) ST

F| [ Linear RegressionZhfg, LPUEE VAN I H A KAR
w, AESIE FR bR B AR BTN LR S, [T
SELRPERTIAG 2[Ry FE ) Iy R, g5 L TR6.

F6 BEHEE MBS NEREYAERNS TRER TSGR
Table 6 Linear regression equation of sensory evaluation to
instrumental measurement

RESIEE BN JiERBEI%
g ¥=2.1388+0.0009%,+0.0001x, 74,98, 9739, 86.52
W 1=03768—0.0013x, 0004, 0.0366r,—0.029T+0.000%, 5157, 53.14,8421,99.93, 97.54, 59.43
iy i3 ¥,=5.6604++0.0008x,—0.0026x, 97.77,98.81,98.59
g Y2301 =0.001x,0.0203x,~0.0245, 4 0.0006x, 7806, 85.49,99.66,99.40, 9231
il ¥=3.9338—0.0001x, 93.15,96.63
kb ¥,=4.2214-0.0034x,40.0567,~0.0570x 50.10,65.27,100,97.24

MFROTTAN, & E PR #5100 H (1010 7 R 19 2] T8¢
UF ()7 ZE MR, DU RN S e 5 38 A7 B4t
PR NE o JTY 0 H B 5 T BY 1) J14(97.39% ) Fl & 4
Mg T P [a] 52 1 (86.52%) K i 75 2 T« J86 s I H 4
PERT AR I € Fa b BY D) JIME(53.14%),  FE4EIE T HiK
T (84.21%) KA E(99.93%) WHIEYE(97.54%) Fl I i
e 11 A (PR (59.43 %) 13 2T o JRy I H Z 2R PE T M
FEAEIE T Pl (98.81%), B4 s 11 () fifi i
(98.59%) AT P o B FY I50 H PELVEG Pk T A HR 450 2 T+ ()
MG (85.49%) X H1H(99.66%) MHIETE(99.40%), K4k
W5 T PR R (92.31%) HEAT 00 o /8% Ry 101 ] yaft I Jak mT A
FE45 052 11 A 15 (96.63%) AT TN o 8 Fy 30 [ 4 Az
SZE R A e T o R 5 (65.27%) WA 1:(100%)
WH I (97.24 %) HEAT T o
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Table7  Error validation of the sensory evaluation predicted model

WEME OBTERIE EEAn  REm || BEUE OEBNEENE O REEY  REM
405 43 6.7 420 457 8.12
173 275 059 28 275 260
383 371 313 318 315 095
i 516 533 320 i 3T 425 31
348 375 7 354 375 56
366 3.56 286 376 357 534
AT 385 RETHEY 429
357 355 049 343 343 0.14
203 205 978 355 425 648
339 386 24 309 335 770
il 30 303 570 il 8 kX)) 305 21
260 275 540 364 375 303
310 305 461 33 375 1153
RE A% 470 RET 518
270 337 1976 349 355 156
481 475 134 359 33 780
35 45 218 386 407 516
TR 21 285 481 || BEEE 45 453 L1l
475 457 400 451 475 505
505 55 379 405 425 476
WETHE 598 WETHE% 424

MFTATN, IR VAT (K508 TR 2 Yol ) B q g
LR RE AR BV &, R ZEAE T G A (&[5
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