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Dynamic Discrmination of Sensory Evaluation

Capability Using a Paired —comparison Method
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Abstract

Data obtained for sensory evaluation have a wide dispersion and fuzziness since human
sensory organs are used as a means of measuring sensation instead of measuring instrume-

nts.

Such dispersion and fuzziness are caused by all kinds of time error and have a great
influence on the sensory evaluation, but most of previous papers not consider time errors.
In this study, the comparative judgement capability of the evaluator was discriminated
by means of the eigen— structure analysis on the premise that evaluation values of SEensory
evaluators obtained by a paired —comparison become different by the order of sample

presentation.
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