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Taste comparison of unprocessed and processed Siegesbeckiae puescens based on
electronic tongue

FU Zhi-hui, LI Shu-jun, HU Hui-hua, LIU Peng, SUN Mei-ling
Beijing University of Chinese Medicine, Beijing 100102, China

Abstract: Objective To study the taste of unprocessed and processed Siegesbeckiae puescens (SP) and establish a taste discrimination
model. Methods The sour, bitter, astringent, salty, and sweet values of 12 batches of unprocessed and processed SP were measured by
electronic tongue using a paired f-test, principal component analysis (PCA), and the linear discriminant factor analysis (LDA) to study
the changes of the taste of unprocessed and processed SP. Results The paired -test showed that the bitterness and saltiness of
processed SP decreased; Astringency, sweetness, and sourness did not significantly change. The PCA can distinguish unprocessed and
processed SP. The model of the taste of unprocessed and processed SP was established through the LDA, and conduct cross validation;
Its correct rate reached 100%. The fingerprint of taste of unprocessed and processed SP was established through radar-graph.
Conclusion Electronic tongue can identify sour, bitter, astringent, salty, and sweet values of traditional Chinese medicine accurately.
It can reflect the numerical change of taste of unprocessed and processed SP combining with statistical method. Based on it, it can be
inferred that the relationship between the change of taste and clinical efficacy before and after processing of SP. Besides, the
discriminant model can be used to distinguish unprocessed and processed SP.
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R A 25 AN AL, BN TR ARTERE T IR B AR 22
20%, X 20% A FE 2 S 1 N REIESZ 211,
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(05T, N B S S 1 AR I i i A 30 R 4 ) A TR
—13~12; #: 0~25; #: 0~25; Jill: —6~19;
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min, HLAENIERITE 30 min, #1300 H
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BE, AR 0.05 g/mL RE Y.
24 HEHREREER

I 1 1 SRS, & “237 T
DIk 2T, Fadk 2 WAl X 2O T R R, . G
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Table 2 Results of sample dilution

G5 IZWE/mML SE/mL 2R/ (gL ™)
1 18.0 120 7.5
2 19.2 120 8.0
3 20.4 120 8.5
4 21.6 120 9.0
5 22.8 120 9.5
6 24.0 120 10.0

R3 HRREREEZRER
Table 3 Results of sample concentration
G WRIE L RSD/%
1 2 3 4 5 fE

1 -38.01 -37.98 —38.04 —38.07 —38.09 —38.04 1.20

1097 1092 1096 11.01 11.12 11.00 0.69

W 240 245 247 240 245 243 132

B 371 375 372 365 3.69 370 1.00

ff 1401 1453 1416 13.59 13.78 14.01 2.8

2 & -38.09 -38.17 -38.15 —37.99 -38.09 —38.10 0.18

1104 1110 1113 11.18 1129 11.15 0.84

w238 237 240 239 241 239 0.66

B 403 401 398 397 399 400 0.60

#f o 13.81 1379 13.76 13.82 13.80 13.80 0.17

3 R -38.11 -38.15 —38.12 -38.17 —38.20 -38.15 0.10

1123 1128 11.21 1120 11.10 1120 0.59

w251 240 239 235 225 238 394

Bk 434 433 431 434 437 434 050

#1377 1378 13.75 1373 13.71 1375 0.21

4 g -38.32 -38.30 —38.34 -38.32 —38.33 —38.32 0.04

T 1142 1147 1140 1143 1142 1143 023

w232 241 237 229 234 235 197

Bk 438 439 435 436 437 437 036

# o 13.59 13.57 13.55 13.52 13.57 13.56 0.20

5 R -38.35 -38.40 —38.34 —38.39 —38.22 -38.34 0.19

1147 1149 11.54 11.53 1145 1150 033

w225 236 232 233 241 233 251

& 510 5.02 509 503 5.02 505 0.78

Ff 1328 1335 1324 13.19 1328 13.27 044

6 R -38.53 -38.42 -38.32 -38.21 —38.30 -38.36 0.32

T 11.69 1163 11.65 11.55 11.54 11.61 0.56

W 218 223 244 232 235 230 446

& 518 529 536 509 505 S5.19 252

#1313 13.08 1325 13.55 13.01 13.20 1.61
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Table 4 Stability of samples

PRI E , ME S5 R INAR 4. SR BIRTE 4 h I [i)/h [ i o Jiki it
P IR [ I B 1 RSD /T 5%, £ WIRE SR 0 -3733 1224 190 480  12.04
TR, 1 —36.66 12.33 2.05 4.67 11.91
26 HFERRREEEE 2 —35.48 1220 2.05  4.66 11.90
R 1995 1~10 51 10 #4580, 3% 3 —34.49 11.99 2.03 4.71 11.85
“2.37 TR Ik G AR A RORE TR 10 4 R 4 —3398 1183 199 483 1179
WS 10.0 mg/mL M5 4% “2.27 T H & M 3559 1212200 473 1190
FAFRIFERBEATIN R . BUS 5 RIAAEEE, W& 5. RSD/% 354 149 299 148 067
x5 BTEHREMER
Table S Stability of electronic tongue
G55 v P RS/l 5 il P RSD/%
1 2 3 4 5 My 1 2 3 4 5 B

1 -37.68 —37.68 —37.68 —37.68 —37.68 —37.68 0.00 6 MR —38.32 —39.3 -40.49 —41.34 —41.86 —40.26 3.61
7 10.80 10.80 10.80 10.80 10.80 10.80 0.00 W 1342 13.34 1351 1349 13.48 1345 0.51
b 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.00 w 0.66 064 066 063 066 065 2.18
JR 496 496 496 496 496 496 0.00 Jil, 486 516 528 543 545 524 4.60
fif 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 12.80 0.00 W 1339 1348 13.57 13.60 13.59 13.53 0.66
2 [ -39.25-39.89 —40.81 —41.07 —40.31 —40.27 1.81 7 MR —39.75-40.64 —41.71 —42.44 —42.96 —41.50 3.16
i 823 826 844 859 845 839 1.77 1137 1132 1172 11.66 11.72 11.56 1.70
W 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.13 0.14 4.03 w 0.63 065 065 062 061 063 2.83
JR 842 863 870 867 849 858 141 Jil, 389 3.88 4.07 4.18 427 4.06 4.27
fif 1321 1325 1326 13.27 13.22 13.24 0.20 fif 1370 13.84 1396 14.01 14.01 13.90 0.96
3 R —39.95-40.74 —42.00 —43.00 —43.54 —41.85 3.59 8 MR —39.93 —41.03 —42.19 —42.95 -43.51 —41.92 3.46
1218 12,15 1225 1241 1245 1229 1.10 T 9.56 9.61 977 993 999 977 194
W 048 049 045 046 047 047 3.36 w 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.13 0.14 4.03
Ji 453 460 484 496 502 479 453 J 10.89 11.06 11.11 11.10 11.07 11.05 0.81
fif 13.08 13.17 1325 13.28 13.31 13.22 0.70 Wt 1253 1255 1258 1259 12.57 12.56 0.19
4 PR —40.66 —41.52 —42.51 —43.07 —43.44 —42.24 2.70 9 R —40.44 —41.55 —42.60 —43.32 —43.97 —42.38 3.31
i 940 952 973 9.89 10.18 9.74 3.17 WoO11.92 1191 1223 1222 1229 1211 1.52
W 0.53 051 048 049 052 051 4.10 w 035 035 036 037 035 036 251
Ji 299 322 333 337 337 326 49 A 681 697 7.10 7.10 7.13 7.02 1.90
fit 1394 14.04 14.11 14.17 1420 14.09 0.74 #t 1378 13.88 13.95 13.99 14.00 13.92 0.66
5 R —40.00 —40.87 —41.87 —42.69 —43.33 —41.75 3.22 | 10 FR —40.07 —41.28 —42.38 —43.04 —43.67 —42.09 3.41
1458 1455 1474 14.84 14.85 14.71 0.96 i 9.09 932 932 952 958 937 207
b 1.04 096 099 1.02 101 1.00 3.05 w 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.16 0.17 0.16 4.42
Ji 199 198 209 223 209 208 4.86 . 10.14 10.28 1032 10.31 10.26 10.26 0.70
fit 13.89 1399 14.08 14.11 14.11 14.04 0.68 #it 12,66 12,67 12.71 12.70 12.68 12.68 0.16

FIHT10 ANFES 5 ARPR AT R i BYAEL ) RSD 34
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Table 6 Resolution capability analysis of sensor

WK REVIME (@) BWRIEFEME ) R RHERZE () MERERIRZER (m) % X RENIRER (my) /%
[ 0.32 38.79 1.24 0.82 25.66
i 0.08 12.66 1.87 0.60 4.08
b 0.04 1.73 0.28 2.60 15.87
it 0.13 6.57 2.86 1.91 438
Jl 0.03 12.50 0.56 0.21 4.76

1 22 = e VR 22 VI EE S AR 72 o A7 IR 22K
H 20%FEFE SR AT IR 5 A, IRZEERN 50%FR
FES BRI 2 41, RZEHN 100%FE g=s,,
AREE BN — BN X RETIRZER (my) <
50%IN, ARIERES BEA X AR IR R AR, 1
T s AR T8 e ARSI R AN [R] 7 b PR 57 5
HEAT RS G20 BT Won SN R FEARIET my 3371
T 50%, UL IR AT T A X )
2.8 H&HRNE

R 1 i 12 HhAE S AR HE J 12 SR R (1)
S A TR, JE 24 4y, % “237 TR T
P2, 4% “2.47 TR 6 SR I T IR TRG
B, SR RRRE S 24 0y TR IR A 10.0 mg/mL 1)
I, % “2.27 TR AAERTAE AT . DA
IR 7. Horr, 1~10 525 b SAR N A 0
IR T B8 08 (PCAYL et AIHI R 120 bt
(LDA) a2 iisdar, BARA. HlihE LK
(RVRENT, 114 12 5 A il BORH I R 1 ot 1 0 e 4t
T LDA 73 Kk £ 50k

FHEE 7 T4, 12 $0A 5 BRI 5 25 B R
WRAB I ANTE N RSN PR 3 1 Rl - 13.00~12.00 P,
U B F 5 ST 5 2 R . (ML S A
R VA SRR FITR, bR R e S AR AE 1.00~
3.00, (NGBS A AR X H] 0.00~25.00 []—/
Ty, VIR LS
29 HuEALE
2.9.1 Xt ¢ K05 A SPSS 17.0 A, Xtk 7
HHT 10 FRA= i B Y.l 57 2 R T R TE 34
BEATECNFEA ¢ 1056, REai R WK 8. H, 4
P<0.05 I}, BiZERAEAGIHE. HE 81
G, OMEIRT S, R Y. EHERASINBE I B T,
T URR I I N

R B T R A A 1 AN AL AR AL
20%[FIHR P 22 i [k vz 22 5, BRI AT L 21k
W ZE I I N AT, R T AN, IR AR

R AF AT 2 5 o H X TR A i AN
NPT REZ B (R s i NAE VG, B DALY S A
TLIE BRI SZ B (PR L 26 S i R B FEAIR T o
29.2 PCA ] MATLAB 2015A #AEX}2 7 A
10 T A= i S T 5 52 A ol 45 WA T 1D g 7 A
i PCA, 2RI 1. TG AR 55655
PO oA 2 2K
2.9.3 LDA JHI SPSS 17.0 Zp#rikftwt2 7 v (i
10 LAz i S AH T 5 5 52 A ol 45 WA T 1D g B A
HHAT LDA, F56F 11, 12 5 A KORH ) 5 25
FE it B0 5 2 SR AT I 0 E . L 2R o3 i ok
Y1=8.603 X;—5.960 X,+347.199 X5+73.750 X,+
288.056 Xs—2 165.918, Y,=19.435 X;—8.837 X>+
366.707 X3+79.216 X;+325.480 Xs—2 307.137, Y.
Y, S AREAE S S, Xy X Xa X X5 WTR.
T W HRRNAE . 35 Y >, WE T,
<Yy, WJETHI . o152 HERRUELL )]
KA. Y=1.015 X;—0.270 X,+1.828 X3+0.512
X,+3.507 X5—12.860, X« Xon Xav Xy X5 MR,
T Wy L EIImNAE. #5 Y>0, MR TN,
A Y<<0, Wil

FEE R SR, AR Hl G
I, AR 100%.
2.9.4  FHFHMEIRT . JSRIIERTRSUEINE 0K
7 HP PRI 10 b A= il B IR i 57 5 B 55 DR TE (14 )
VAR IR, AR AR S5 5 R R IR G AR
gUEE, W 20w DAREDUHI A 5 B T
Ja~ MR T R WL BRIE AR B
3 i1ie

I SCHEREF TR, L AR RS T T
I FHARE )2, e W ] AP v 25 B R A3 (32
PR AN R RTE 2564 (I HEDRZICR,, 3 n] LU I 2446 (1)
FEML JEJRL G MRS, DARORT LSS IR
2B, L SCHRAF S R B Py R F s 2 1
WIS R # S :E Alpha MOS A 471 a-

BEATAH RN
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Table 7 Taste measurement data of 12 raw materials and corresponding 12 processed products of S. puescens

s 2t i — ;M ﬁ3 o CEE L ;m ﬁ3 o CEETE ;W ﬁ3 o
1 AW B -37.72 -36.54 -35.55 -36.60[ 5 N W& —40.44 —40.33 —40.36 —40.38] 9 ML R —40.65 —40.67 —40.78 —40.70
E1220 12.07 11.86 12.04 1590 15.93 15.84 15.89 i 1321 13.33 13.15 13.36
W 2.08 2.08 206 2.07 W 224 226 226 225 W 1.58 1.62 1.60 1.57

501 500 505 5.02
1230 1229 1224 12.28
—29.02 -29.10 —29.12 -29.08 il
976 972 9.62 9.70
251 237 231 240
252 256 257 283
1274 1255 12.65 12.65
-39.81 —39.57 —38.89 —39.42| 6
9.65 9.69 9.63 9.66
135 137 146 139
8.68 875 877 873
1275 1275 127 1273
—27.49 -27.6 -27.66 —27.58 1l
897 891 886 891
1.94 186 180 1.87
353 353 373 3.60
12,72 1273 1290 12.78
—40.54 —40.66 —40.77 —-40.66| 7 ‘&
13.52 1348 1344 13.48
177 173 171 174
465 489 507 487
12.67 1273 1271 12.70
-31.01 —30.97 -31.06 -31.01 il
10.85 10.83 10.81 10.83

222 221 227 223
1349 1355 13.53 13.52
-30.07 =30.09 —30.15 =30.10 il
1348 1356 13.41 13.48
232 241 224 232
-0.26 025 —0.24 —0.25
13.61 13.60 13.58 13.60
38.75 —38.86 —38.96 —38.86| 10 ‘Efh
14.67 14.68 1447 1461
192 193 187 191
521 535 558 538
12.97 13.03 13.01 13.00
27.65 —27.70 —27.74 —27.70 il
1296 12.87 1270 12.84
243 240 232 238
174 177 175 175
13.08 13.03 13.02 13.04
-39.97 —39.98 —40.00 —39.98| 11 L4
12.64 1286 12.62 1271
1.82 181 179 181
345 358 380 3.6l
1333 1342 1341 1339
31.39 —31.38 -31.61 —31.46 #1
1121 1117 1116 11.18

701 7.18 729 6.82
13.37 1340 1338 12.99
—29.95 -30.09 -30.15 -30.06

875 873 864 871

175 1.71 1.60 1.69

5.88  6.07 628 6.08
12.51 12,62 12.70 12.61
—40.26 —40.35 —40.45 —40.35
10.60 10.40 10.44 10.48

148 136 142 142
10.32 1041 10.51 1041
12.16 12.16 12.09 12.14
30.53 -30.48 —30.51 -30.51

938 939 957 945

1.55 1.65 1.67 1.62

6.01 591 591 594
12.98 1290 13.02 12.97
—-39.69 —40.37 —41.63 —40.56
12.81 13.79 13.64 1341

1.69 1.60 1.64 1.64

492 479 483 485
12,52 12.77 12.86 12.72
31.01 -31.03 —30.88 —30.98
11.13 1073 1032 10.73

Eanl

Eo
IR S EEIRARESFEEIRARHESEEIRAEEES
|

Zo

Eo
IR S EEIRARESEEIRARHESEEIRAEEES
I

HF
Zo

Eo

Eo
I
Eo
|

a#
Eo
IR S EEIRARESEEIRARHESEEIRAESES

S
S
S

w272 262 251 262 W 261 254 243 253 W 272 259 250 2.60

B 026 —024 —024 -0.25 B -024 —023 025 -0.24 B 024 —022 023 -0.23

it 1373 1346 1351 13.57 it 13.80 13.72 1375 13.76 it 1346 1327 13.67 13.46

4 HE B 4121 -41.07 -40.79 —41.02) 8 Ef B —40.24 —40.36 —40.46 —4035| 12 5 B —41.15 —40.38 —40.66 —40.73
1088 1094 1090 1091 1092 10.89 10.88 10.90 W 1346 1326 1337 13.36
Boo173 175 165 171 ®oo124 129 131 1.28 o167 143 159 159

B 327 339 350 339 B 1110 1119 1127 1119 B 651 699 7.03 6.84

it 1354 1359 1359 13.57 it 1204 1204 1199 12.02 it 13.03 1301 1264 12.93
Hldh B -31.17 -31.25 -31.24 -31.22 Hldh R —29.76 —29.81 —29.93 —29.83 HE R -30.38 -30.01 —29.91 -30.10
w1076 1071 10.68 10.72 997 994 988 9.93 849 877 910 879

W 249 240 232 240 160 159 153 157 o161 158 171 1.63

B 015 016 015 0.15 929 943 953 942 B 613 599 591 601

Mt 1375 13.65 1370 13.70 Mt 1235 1239 1244 1239 M 1257 1237 1278 1257
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RS HEEMBIATEREWENER HRIEER
Table 8 Paired z-test results of all tastes means of S.

puescens before and after processing

S A - 22 R IME BEE
i -9.98 P<0.05
i 1.83 P<0.05
w2 —0.43 P<0.05
51 3.29 P<0.05
il -0.27 P<0.05
| |
18
19
| |
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[ |
| | T | 1
2 4 6 m
14813
17 1l5

ZEMEAE AR A, A DR R 5

Raw SH is the left one, while its product is the other one

110 #t5Em& 10 #HEMME RFEEH R KER
Nafz{ERY PCA

Fig. 1 PCA diagram of response value of tastes of 10 raw
materials and corresponding 10 processed products of S.

puescens

e e

WA S, 210 1 B
Raw SH is the blue one, while its product is the other one
2 BEERSRFENEEE
Fig. 2 Radar graph of before and after processing
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