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2.1. 240 AIRE TR 5

L
oo A
o] = 2

PN 1681 672 1952 4305

AAS 1703 665 2057 4425

AA 3384 1337 4009 8730
F 22 A2HARSSEIESHER

Blaa aaz P A= oA Kl ANA 715 %
grade Mean (sd) Mean (sd) Mean (sd) Mean  (sd)

1 &SR £} 2474 28.35% 33.98 (18.25) 43.34 (19.81) 44.64 (19.35) 36.64 (15.10)
2 wEIt 3381 38.75% 59.68 (17.91) 62.83 (16.59) 62.78 (15.79) 62.69 (12.98)
3 o SEEEth 2098 24.04% 78.64 (13.74) 77.95 (13.74) 76.45 (13.82) 80.77 ( 9.88)
4 2=F Bt 773 8.86% 89.89 (11.99) 90.15 (11.19) 87.59 (12.60) 92.45 ( 9.29)

2. 8t 9t S5 &I U|olE]

£ Aol ALSE dlolE: 200619} 2007 AA S4 AN AlAS BRI g
FA BN F4(Bull) 10012], AMNS-(Steer) 5uE]E E53t F 10709) BiETE £HE ey,
7 BHE Fol, 2Hl0la, Be 37k ez e $ anrt AY 179 dx, tFA, ¥,
AAA 715 zol tfste] F4E 7B HFHog anAst A4 APl 4L 179 552 15
wHE 4587 As=E it

auzt W5 07}— ax7] Agel A4

HH 2900)9oll= thE 20 A JaFe @A

7} protocol (Gee 5, 1998)0l whet A|Z 24|, AXEA € H7h g 5 #HE =2

o 7l 59% ZEHEE A + J=F et 5B 7 Zegol wlet session WE $8F
gom 19 48|27 & 70 ASE ST ARAECA BYE FANES F7] H5k] A
HA E2AZE A3 U A AJEE Latin Square Mg 9ol o3l A2edt AS5HNE 4
BT avAe SEFIYYEE AR g, 371, 3, 9 Ao d7EEe) vk vgE 5
stew, E A d9 duje vt 2E2HEE ¢zl = ok

F5FG7k AHE Hes AR, tEA, 3|, AR J1E3x e 4 100mmE EH)"H A=A
ol&sto] ;R o, A=, theA, v, AvA e g FEATE g 2k A=
-F A71THO) ~ wiF- Asteh(100), THEd = w9 AZ3ITH0) ~ wi$- cHEsHH(100), B0 = s
*J°1§PEP(0)~H1%V‘51 %o}fﬂt}(loo), AWNARI 713 % = thds] {oj3TH0) ~ thehd] Fobatth(100).
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28] &} %%% 1 2 3 4
1 0 3.00 9.17 15.34
2 3.00 0 1.68 4.81
3 9.17 1.68 0 0.83
4 15.34 4.81 0.83 0
H 3.2, MY mEEeo 2REN
AR E — o A | ay
W& sl 28} uh & gt} o W&y | ZER UEH
1 wE3R 23T | 1947 (78.7%) | 473 (19.1%) 45 { 1.8%) 9 (04%) | 2474
2 wEIn 718  (21.2%) | 1714 {(50.7%) | 832 (24.6%) | 117 = ( 3.5%) | 3381
3 ve gEag 36 (1.9%) | 373 (17.8%) | 1058 (50.4%) | 628  (29.9%) | 2098
4 SR wEs) 7 ( 0.9%) 19 (25%) | 138 (17.9%) | 609  (78.8%) 773
d4g 2711 2579 2073 1363 8726
A AZE 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25
Rencher (1995)& W $EUSgrE ol 74t 4 dd3ae
£ 1Sk 49 XE G 28 Bt X7 o AGEEE gas 39 pf(X]G)E A
o AP
LX) = lnp: — X[S5'X — %x S5'X, (3.2)
£ A "Hrh 74 pi GiollA 28T 5 e AR EE, S, ~é’: FF FEA Y 3o}
BHEE 2 A5 X L(X)E Hul2 &= 250 27 8+ ZAon
A=, tEA, 319 37 Mg o)isie FAHE Ay g
G1(X) = ~5.386 + 0.053 Tndr + 0.085 Jcy + 0,118 Flvr
G2(X) = —12.054 + 0.125 Tndr + 0.107 Jcy + 0.157 Flvr
G3(X) = —19.045 + 0.177 Tndr + 0.127 Jey + 0.186 Flvr
Ga(X) = ~25.084 + 0.201 Tndr + 0.151 Jey + 0.218 Flvr (3.3
= /\F%EM 287 538 hEstn AA BEFEo] o= AE HeA Ads) Btk EFE
3L #UE7 YdME L EF(misclassification) ] FE2A 2F&{error rate)T FIT BF

E{correct classification rate)& ©|-&3c}h )Y (resubstitution)®F, XEET(partitioning the
sample), FXEFFA (cross validation)HH & 01—3—6}04 Q8289 AAL £ o} B QA=
AR YEFA A LEFES o231t MUY BFo o ERAFE= & 329 2oy, FYF B
F82 (1947 + 1714 + 1058 -+ 609) /8726 = 61.1% ]t} ’

3.4. O|X} EHHEro ZRE
p1, p2,...,peE BEHAEZ} 27 OF G, G, ..., G, 27 LAY AQdEEol2 7 Ao &4
Yol BF Zrhn ¥ & v 358 e 1A
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H 3.3, ORI mrgsieo 282N
vl Apes 2 I B A T
K I cis=s T gk ¢ S5 | 25 E et

1 eESRA ook | 1941 (78.5%) 471 (19.0%) | 47  ( 1.9%) 15 ( 0.6%) | 2474
2 wET 721 (21.3%) | 1625 (48.1%) | 807 (23.9%) | 228 ( 6.7%) | 3381
3 R B 60 ( 29%) | 356  (17.0%) | 795 (37.9%) | 887  (42.3%) | 2098
4 =228 BE3v} 11 ( 1.4%) 26 { 3.4%) | 95 (12.3%) | 641  (82.9%) 773
=5 2733 | 2478 1744 1771 8726

ANAEE 0.25 \ 0.25 | 0.25 0.25

Qu(X) = Inp, — %m 1S, — %X;sf& _ %x’s;lx +XISTX (3.4)

4] (3.4)ef H AP% Xé%k% (3.5)54 gc.}.

Tndr 33.98 59.68 78.64 89.89
X=| Jey }, Xi=1|4334 ]|, Xy={ 6283 Xa= {7795 |, Xi=190151,
Flyr 44.64 62.78 76.45 87.59

154.37 39237 17247 |, 13246 275.12 103.77 |,
93.64 172.47 374.52 80.20 103.77 249.39

188.77  93.15  50.76
93.15 188.77 73.23 |,
50.76  73.23 190.99

143.68 71.74  48.88
71.74 12529 7318 |. (3.5)
48.88  73.18 158.79

(33‘2467 15437 93.64 ( 320.61 13246  80.20

22 dhiskao] % £ R A9 ¥ 333 Zon, AFet BR-E-2 (1941 + 1625 + 795 + 641) /8726 =
57.3% o]t}
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z7ro] ‘@0]@ ﬂ%j{:i 2 53 EWH A& (the first canonical variable) g} kil of 7] A
5 A A J2AA A4 (the first canonical corre}atlon)i} sieh 3
HESHs ME Bgold I thgog & oF AUATE 24 HES ¥
A AEUFE 2570 Aol E HoEt vt s Wt 5 oleidl of
Hz271% $t} (Rencher, 1992; %3], 1999).
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974 sl M2y

E 8.4 ME UL 2RFY
THFE s
P T . _ FAA . = — B3
AEeA REH Eaiis ol gEar | FE2 G5
1 uEsiA) BEo | 1942 (78.5%) | 478  (19.3%) 45  ( 1.8%) 9 (04%) | 2474
2 ¥ 704 (20.8%) | 1730 (51.2%) | 814 (24.1%) | 133 ( 3.9%) | 3381
3 e wEdg 37 (1.8%) | 375 (17.9%) | 1031 (49.1%) | 655 (31.2%) | 2098
4 3= BEg 7 ( 0.9%) 18 (23%) | 137 (17.7%) | 611 (79.0%) | 773
g% 2690 2601 2027 1408 8726
AAEE 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25
Figt.of Extimaied Densly ¥t of Fogedr Provelrifies
'z v
i i

#
y

()
)
i
1ok
o2t
A

(between-group sum of squares matrix) Bell o3

DD O
ij a Ba (3.6)

Z (yij ,;71.)2 T a'Wa
AUHHEE o To 9 WIBS mHHEs QA Bk r = min(g — 1, p)7Ae) BE B
& 9+ gom A% M at

b

ool
£
mlo

w

7

~—

= Dwa 7 (

2 BZ35y 714 DIy = diag(W)olth. rAS AZALHE a;, i =1,...,rol hH= AE &
BEeE a; 9 X9 Ag A
Y. =anXi+aXo+ -4 aipX,, t=1,...,7 (3.8)
2 A f9lon, oo w2 EFUL AF Bidgs 3 re] AE AL E AL B¢ BE
i # kol izt r < g wl, Xo7} 4] (3.9)8 ©Fdhe= A% Groll £RsH 9tk
S {ah(Xo - X)) < D {a)(Xo — X))} (3.9)
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=318 (density
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o] 6302.36, §-2] ZFEZko] 0.0001 o]atE An|AtsEd Aw
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—12.210 4+ 0.390 OAll

—20.267 4+ 0.502 OAll
—26.554 4+ 0.574 OAll
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LNAREF — B L A T
THE 2] S3tch stk o9 BEe) | FEE PHEG

1 wEEA £33} | 1979 (80.2%) | 454 (18.4%) 27 ( 1.1%) 8 (0.3%) | 2468

2 EEdg 491  (14.6%) | 1959 (58.1%) | 842 (25.0%) 78 ( 2.3%) | 3370

3 oie wREst 10 (05%) | 323 (15.4%) | 1152  (55.0%) | 609 (29.1%) | 2094

4 IFE==UHIIY 6 (0.8%) 6 (08%) | 115 (14.9%) | 636 (83.6%) | 773

a5 2486 2742 2136 1341 8705

f

4.3. 2HIM ASSE WS

Av)2} S F bandwidth EEFFAA
LA 2otk 0.06606197 24.0
pla=ca-id=3 0.07140569 61.5
- w3t 0.06264937 80.5
L8 &3} 0,04164038 93.5
34
Q1(OAIl) = —9.99 + 0.16 OAIl — 0.002 OAII®
Q2 (OAll) = —27.28 + 0.37 OAIll — 0.003 OAIl
Q3(0All) = —70.51 + 0.82 OAll — 0.005 OAII®
Q4(OAIl) = —102.65 + 1.07 OAll — 0.006 OAlI® (4.2)

[]

= .

3 4.29 ofx} W40 BERAAE B o3} g Ay EF
636)/8705 = 65.78% 22 A <] 65.8%F A3 ERT AL ¢+
e ana o 530l 1,258 A9, ojx it !

@RS Aol Ydrke 2L L 5 Yok

&2 (1979 + 1959 + 1152 +
th ERZAE RE AY &
0] 3,458 A9EH &

ojl 3:9,

4.3. HI25H THagA

a5 gt GEDEggo] gt v 2gd A Z2AT ] H2eE SEEAS & 4 9ok Silver-
man (1986}, Hardle (1991)-2 SEUE &4 ZAH o thsl 213 D]'—‘T—— 9lem #H4dg4 (kernel func-
tion)E o] §F W olu} k-0 ¥ (k-nearest-neighbor method) 5-& o83 Z+ Z&ol o3t v
Lo SEURTRLE £ £/ JFog AL & A "ok A2 uniform, normal,
Epanechnikov, biweight, triweight | d& 5& AFEE 4= ).

B AL Gaussian AdE AHS3 v R4A HHREAL stglon, BAo] A4 u]Z (bandwid-
th)—‘% Silverman (1986)2] 92 ¥ & (rule of thumb)2o2 7 g}t v steFEs WFE ¢
B 42

B . R _1
h = 1.06 min (&, —) n"s (4.3)

o2 RE doleel IEA+s AR5 Hol, 6
4390E 267 5 FY WD 2F FREE WA

E29%, ne dolH 48 dguigch =
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=2
SNAYEE e L ol A
kA xooh e ol 9ot | FEE BE3n
1 wEEEA Reioh | 1931 (78.2%) 510 (20.7%) 19 ( 0.8%) 8 (0.3%) | 2468
2w 432 (12.8%) | 2301 (68.3%) | 579 (17.2%) 80 ( 2.4%) | 3370
3 Uiy ST 15 ( 0.7%) 477 (22.8%) | 977  (46.7%) | 631  (30.1%) | 2094
4 ZFEF BEHdrt 6 (0.8%) 9 (12%) | 106 (13.7%) | 652 (84.3%) | 773
4% 2384 3297 1681 1371 8705
§ = | /\\
= // N
_ / N
= ! ’ AN
,// RN
S T R S _
= R S T T T T
s} 20 <40 &0 &0 100
oA

02 4.1, OALL2 AIRSH AHIA WS ZE Gaussian HY 0|28 EUCSTE

£ 43004 158 W=
(2002)9} Zo] ALHS KE

1 T
Ki(z)= - K <~) 4.4
n(z) L5 (4.4)
o2 Aoslity. Adds K E o438 FEUETeE
~ 1 i 1 i x — Xl
e K —X,)=— Kl-—— 4.5
fole) =03 Knle =X = 250 ( : ) (45)
oln] B AyoA] ARE-E Gaussian AGTT+
1 1 5
Kn(u) = exp (—-u ) 4.6
n(u) NG 5 (4.6)
ojt}.
E 439 57 24H- /e 2307 AuAEe J|EEE BET dy & 448 deth Gaussian
AYYLE o] 23 H|RS FHT40] FH3) BRSO (1931 + 2301 + 977 + 652) /8723 = 67.19%0]
}.
282 SFER Gaussian A GTFE o] &3 FEUETFS T 23 29 413} 22 BES 7
A Aoz Uehgth 38 418 BH SFo| 22dA dwtdql /559 gho] AXs 4L Holu
olth 1,253 Bx9) 3,453 REV vsd FHE /RE AL & 5 dvh
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Abstract
This paper presents the comparison of four methods, linear, quadratic, canonical and non-parametric dis-
criminant analyses.to discriminate the consumers’ taste grade with sensory variables, such as tenderness,
juiciness, flavor, and overall acceptability based on Consumer Sensory Survey. The classification ability of
each method is measured and compared by the resubstitution error rate.
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