55 19 #5420 1) r [ 52 56 7 ) o Ak A Vol. 19, No. 20
2013 4F 10 H Chinese Journal of Experimental Traditional Medical Formulae Oct. ,2013
PN 4 N sl £ P 74N s
3 A0 2P 5 T 25 BE VO Y AR
a7 KA EERD e FEL g’
(1. THPTEFRSE —WEBEERDFIH, AN 450000; 2. THFEFKE, N 450008)

[(HE] B3 A 020k T 2580 BTN BT ST 5 s o T3 38 LW S 0800 B R 25 90, T ) IS ] o S 1Y
JKHFWL, 20 44 05 0k S IE M O PPAR B 10 2 DN HL o 2 4 S L B (L, X i AT I 0 OO0k VR S R TR O I
3 FhOr ik BT, 200 Xk BT AR R A Ak B R HE S TE B AR AW R SR WREORS LA E 4 DR RRGE R . R HEFEAS
F TR R HE R IE A 3 100% |, FI BT R BN 96. 4% , #U4 J7 FR AR C R HON0. 991 6,3 DR AR AL T oAl 2 Fh 5 %537 50
TRAE W (RO 8 By TR A 2 Ry ik B A . SR :3 A D22k ik Bk 4 A IRAR R BT 4 SR ik il HAA A B2
L, B O 2207 IS TR B OS2 8 B A R B E SR

[k BR] WEWAN; D25k HF®; Fak; g airais
[hE4S%E] R84 1 [X#iRIEE] A [XZH2] 10059903 (2013)20-0118-05
[doi] 10.11653/sy£j2013200118

[ 170 £& H R 3t 41k ]
[ %0 £& H R B 18] ]

http ://www. cnki. net/kems/detail/11.3495. R.20130808. 1522. 004. html
2013-08-08 1522
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[ Abstract |

method) which is suitable for drugs bitter evaluation study. Method; As matrine a model drug, made into

Objective: Compare characteristics of three kinds of THTPM ( traditional human taste panel
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different concentration of aqueous solution.
level, then make specific bitterness value.

methods, score evaluation method and integrated

The training of qualified evaluators screened by 20 taste bitterness
Three methods of evaluation of the sample were order evaluation

score evaluation method. After the data processing,

comprehensive analysis of the four indicators integrate which was rate of right rank, decision sensitivity, precision of

evaluate and fitting of degree. Result;.

Integrated score evaluation method whose rate of right rank was 100% ,

decision sensitivity was 96. 4% , multiple correlation coefficient of Fitting Degree was 0. 991 6 which is superior to

other two methods through the three indicators.

methods in precision of evaluate. Conclusion

tasting evaluation is the best though these four numbers of the indicators.

characteristics.
number of the sample and so on.
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intensity of bitterness evaluation; traditional human taste panel method;

Moreover the score evaluation method was better than the other two

Integrated score evaluation method in the three methods of the

But different experiment methods have its

Concrete tasting evaluation method is selected on the basic of the purpose of the experiment, the

order evaluation

integrated score evaluation method
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