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AnHOoTanua. OneHuBaJI BO3MOKHOCTD IPUMEHEHUs MeTo/ja aHaIN3a Uepapxuil i olpe/iesieHus IpeAoYTeHui
cy6IMMUPOBAHHBIX HOTYPTOB CPEZd PECIOH/IEHTOB, He MMEIONIMX OMbITAa B JIeTyCTAIHIOHHOM aHaim3e. MorypThl
OLIEHWBAJIN IO I[BETY, BKYCY, 3allaxy, KOHCUCTEHIIUN U BHEIIHEMY BUY. lepapxuueckas cTpyKTypa OpraHoJIenTU4ecKou
OIIeHKH (PPYKTOBBIX HOTYPTOB COCTOJIA U3 ABYX YPOBHEH: OlleHKA BAYKHOCTU KaKJIOTO OPTaHOJIENITHYECKOTO TI0Ka3aTeJsa
JUISl pecIlOHJIeHTa BO BpeMs JerycTalluid U DPaHXUPOBaHUE IPeJNOYTeHUA PEeCHOHJEHTOB CpelUu HcciefyeMbIX
cyOIMMUPpOBaHHBIX HOTypTOB. MeTorKa aHaI3a peIiosiaraia mocjefoBaTeIbHOe OIIpeieIeHHe /Il KayKJ0T0 YPOBHA
cpesHeB3BelIeHHOU OIleHKHU IIPeJINoYTeHUN PECIIOHIEHTOB U OlipeZie/ieHre BEKTOPOB UX ITpuopuTteToB. ITokasaHo, 4yTo
PECIIOH/IEHTHI B IIEPBYIO OYEpPEAh 00paIliaii BHUMAHIE Ha BKYC, 3aTeM Ha KOHCHCTEHIIVIO ¥ BHEIIIHUH BUJI, U MEHBIIIE BCETO
OPHEHTHPOBAJINCH Ha [IBET U 3am1aX MpoaykTa. Cpezyl BceX HOTYPTOB PECIIOHEHTHI OTAIN IPEATIOYTEHNE CYyOIMMIPOBAHHOMY
HOTypTy, cojiepkamieMy o 10% Tpex BUZOB (GPYKTOBBIX IIope. Perenrtypa Horypra, cojiepkaiias TP BUJA IIOPE
B KOJIMUECTBe 5%, TIOJIy4IJIa MeHbIllee IIpeArouTeHe. PeltenTyphl HOrypToB, coziepKalliye 110 1Ba BU/IA MIOPe, PECIIOH/IEHTHI
pacIpesie/vid Ha IOCJIEAHNX CTYIIEHAX HePAPXUU IpeArnouTeHui. OneHKa OHOPOIHOCTH U COTJIACOBAHHOCTH CYK/IEHUH
PECTIOH/IEHTOB MIOKA3aJ1a, YTO PE3yJIETAaThI KCCIIEZIOBAHIH SBJIAIUCH COTJIACOBAHHBIMU U JTABAJIA O0HEKTHBHYIO HH(POPMAIIHIO
II0 OPTaHOJIENTHYECKOU OnleHKe. [IprMeHeHHbIN MeTo/ aHAIN3a NEPAPXUH MOXKHO PEKOMEH/I0BATD JIJIS IPOBEIEHUS
AQHAJIOTUYHBIX OPTaHOJIENITHYECKUX UCCIIEI0BAHUM ITPOAYKTOB IUTAHUS U JJIs1 60JIee CJIOKHBIX HCCIIe/IOBAHUH IO BBIOGOPY
HanboJsiee palOHAJIBHBIX ITOKA3aTesIel KaUecTBa IPOAYKTOB U TEXHOJIOTHH UX IIPOU3BO/ICTBA.
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Abstract. The purpose of the research was to evaluate the possibility of using the hierarchy analysis method to determine
the preferences for freeze-dried yoghurts among respondents who do not have experience in tasting analysis. Yoghurts were
judged on colour, taste, smell, texture, and appearance. The hierarchical structure for the sensory evaluation of fruit yoghurts
consisted of two levels. The first level evaluated the importance of each sensory index for the respondent during the tasting.
The second level ranked respondents' preferences among the freeze-dried yoghurts under investigation. For each level,
the analysis methodology assumed a consistent determinating the weighted average assessment of the respondents’
preferences and the determinating the vectors of their priorities. The hierarchy analysis method showed that the respondents
first of all paid attention to the taste, then to the texture and appearance, and least of all focused on the colour and smell
of the product. Among all yoghurts, according to the calculations, respondents preferred freeze-dried yoghurt containing 10%
of three types of fruit puree. A yoghurt recipe containing three types of puree in an amount of 5% received less preference
among the respondents. Recipes of yoghurts containing two types of puree were ranked by the respondents at the last
steps of the hierarchy of preferences. Evaluation of the homogeneity and consistency of respondents' opinions showed
that the results of the researche were consistent and provided objective information on sensory evaluation. The applied
hierarchy analysis method can be recommended for similar sensory researche of food products and for more complex
researche on the choice of the most rational properties of the quality of products and their production technologies.

Keywords: hierarchy analysis method; sensory assessment; freeze-dried yogurts; weighted average preference assessment;
priority vector; consumer preferences
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Beeagenue

OreHKa ypOBHS KaueCcTBa MUIIEBBIX ITPOIYKTOB PEATHHO SIBJISIETCS CJIOKHOU MHOTO(aKTOPHOU 3a/1a4el.
Ha nmpakTrke HanOoJIbIIIEE TPUMEHEHUE TTOJTyIHIA PA3TMYHBIE METO/IBI OPTAHOJIENITHYECKOH OLIEHKH [1, 2].
31ech 0OBIYHO peasTu3yeTCs /IBa MO/IX0/1a. B mepBoM ciydyae UCIIOIb3yI0T KBATU(DUITUPOBAHHBIX CIIEITIATEHO
MTO/ITOTOBJIEHHBIX HKCIIEPTOB, 3a4ACTYI0 MEXKYHAPOHOTO YPOBHS, TIEPE]T KOTOPBIMU CTABUTCS 33/1a4a BHISBUTD
HanOoJiee TOHKHE PasIndus MeKly OJITM3KUMU 10 CBOMM CBOMCTBaM IpoAykTaMmu. Hampumep, mpoiiemypa
JIETYCTAaI[IOHHOH OIleHKH BUHA MM Kode. C IPyrod CTOPOHBI, €C/IH I1eJIb JIETYCTAIl[UM COCTOUT B aHAJIU3€e
MIPEITIOUTEHUST MACCOBBIX MOTPEOUTEIEd MPU OIlEHKE YPOBHS CXOJICTBA IIPOAYKTOB IHTAHHs, TO BHIOOD
JIETYCTaTOPOB IPOBOIAT U3 HEITO/ITOTOBJIEHHBIX IIOTPEOUTE e, PAHXKHUPOBAHHBIX TI0 BO3PACTY, IIOJTy HJIH IPYTUM
conraTbHO-ZIeMorpadruecknum rnapamerpam. Hammpumep, mpu co3/1aHIH PEENnTyp KUCJIOMOJIOUHBIX ITPOYKTOB
MaccoBOTo MoTpebiieHus1. B aToM ciyuae jerycraniioHHas OlleHKa MOKET UMETD CJIEAYIONINE HEJIOCTAaTKHU:

»  IEeTYCTaTOPBI KaK/bIHM IMOKa3aTeb OIEHUBAIOT B COOTBETCTBHE CO CBOUM IPEINIOYTEHNEM, HE YUUTHIBAS
OTIBIT JIETYCTATOPA B IPUHATUY PENIEHUH;

» He yuutbiBaeTcs 3QdeKT HaChIleHUs JierycraTtopa Npu OlleHKe OOJIBIIOT0 KoJIM4YecTBa 00pasIioB
1 Pa3HOOOPAa3us OIEHOUYHBIX TPU3HAKOB;

»  OJIMH W TOT 7Ke ITPOAYKT B Pa3HOE BPEMS OTHUM U TEM K€ JIETYCTATOPOM MOKET OLIEHUBATHCSA TI0-PAa3HOMY.
Kak ciieictBre, aHa N3 MOJTyYEHHBIX OPTaHOJIENITUYECKUX OIEHOK He ITO3BOJISAET MMPABUJILHO CBA3ATh (DAKTOPBHI,
M3MEHSIOIIHECS ITPU IIO/ITOTOBKE 00PA3IOB, C IX COOTBETCTBYIOIIIUM OPTaHOJIEITUYECKIM BO3IEHCTBUEM [3, 4].

J171s1 IoBbITIIEHVA OOBEKTUBHOCTH M CUCTEMATU3AIIUH IETYCTAIIMOHHBIX OIEHOK BO3HUKAET HEOOXOIMOCTh
IIPUMEHSATh METObI, 00eCIIeunBaloIie OOBEKTUBHYIO U BCECTOPOHHIOI0 00pabO0TKY Pe3y/IbTaTOB JIeTyCTaIlHH.
B 001menpuHATON MpaKTHKe B HAIlEH CTpaHe Pe3yJIbTaThl JIETYCTAI[MOHHOTO aHAIM3a OIeHUBAIOTCSA JIUOO
METO/IOM IICUXOJIOTHYECKOTO 3KCIIEpUMeHTa (C OIpejieJIeHUEM COIJIACOBAHHOCTH MHEHUH JEeTryCTaTOPOB
C UCIIOJIb30BaHUEM Ko3dduIimeHTa KoHKopanuu Kenpaia (3HaYUMOCTD 0 KCU-KBajziparty) [5—7], 1ubo
PO UWILHO-AECKPUIITOPHBIM METO/IOM (C NMpUMeHeHHeM OJIHO(MAKTOPHOTO AHCIIEPCHOHHOTO aHaJIu3a
U HUcIoJib3oBaHueM Kputepusa Pumepa—CHemoka) [8—11]. OmHUM U3 TEPCIIEKTHUBHBIX U IIOKA PEIKO
MIPUMEHSEMBIX B OTEUECTBEHHOU IMPAKTHKE SBJISIETCSA MeTo T aHamn3a uepapxuii (MAI), KOTOPBIH Ipe/icTaBIsieT
coboli TpoIlelypy Ha OCHOBE MAaTeMAaTHKU WM TICHUXOJIOTHU JJIA IIPEIMHUCAHUs TMPABHJIBHOTO pelIeHUs
B COOTBETCTBHH C MHO?KECTBOM BJIHAIONIUX (PaKTOpPOB [12, 13]. MeToz pazpaboTaH aMepUKaHCKUM MaTeMaTUKOM
Tomacom CaaTu, IIUPOKO UCIIOJIb3YeTCs HA PAKTHKE M aKTUBHO Pa3BUBAETCS yUeHBIMU BCero Mupa [14—-17].
OH MO3BOJIAET MOHATHBIM U PAllMOHAJIBLHBIM 00pa30M CTPYKTYPUPOBATh CJIOXKHYIO HPOOJIEeMYy NMPUHATHSA
pellleHu B BUZIE NePAPXUH, CPABHUTD U BBITIOJHUTD KOJTMYECTBEHHYIO OIIEHKY UX aJIbTEPHATHBHBIX BADUAHTOB.

MAMU ocHOBaH Ha MapHBIX CPABHEHUSIX aJIbTEPHATUBHBIX BAPUAHTOB II0 Pa3jIUYHBIM KPUTEPUAM
C UCIIOJIb30BAHUEM IISITU-, CEMH-, JIEBATUOAJUIPHON INTKAJIBI U IOCIEAYIOIIUM paHXKUpOBaHWEM Habopa
aJlbTEPHATUB 110 BceM Kpurepusam u nenam. Illkama T. CaaTu mocTrpoeHa Ha OCHOBE OOBEKTHUBHO
JIENCTBYIOIIETO ICUX0(MU3UUECKOTO 3aKoHa Bebepa—®dexHepa U COMIEPIKUT YUCIIO OT 1 10 9 (WIH OT 1 710 5,
ecJIU IIKaJIa IATHOAIJIbHAS, MK OT 1 10 7, eCJIM IIKajia ceMubasibHas) [18—20].

OpHoOli W3 IPUYHH PEJKOTO KCHOJIB30BAHUS JAHHOTO MeTosia B Poccum SIBJISETCA OTCYTCTBHE
CTaHJIAPTHOTO MPOTPAMMHOI'0 00eCIIeUeH 1, IIO3BOJIAIOIIEr0 aHATM3UPOBATh JaHHbIE, IIOJIyYeHHbBIE B PE3YJIbTATE
paboThI JIeryCTaIlMOHHBIX KOMHCCHU. Takas mporpaMMa MOKET IO3BOJIUTh YYHTBHIBATh JUHAMHYECKHE
BXOJTHBIE JTAaHHBIE, HAIPUMEP KOJIMUYECTBO IMOKa3aTesel UCCIIelyeMOTo IIPOAYKTa U KOJIMYECTBO SKCIIEPTOB.

B cBs131 ¢ M3102KEHHBIM, IEJTBI0 PA0OTHI ABJISJIaCh pa3pab0TKa IIpOrpaMMbl Ha OCHOBE METO/1a aHAJIU3a
WepapXuii U ee IPAKTUYECKOTO HCIIOJb30BAaHHA JJIA OIpeAeeHUs] MOTPEOUTEhCKUX TPEeITOYTEHUH
CyOJTUMHPOBAHHBIX HOTYPTOB CPEIN PECIIOHEHTOB, HE MMEIOIIHX OITbITa B JIETYCTAI[MOHHOM aHAJIH3e.

MarepuaJjbl 1 METOABI

OpraHoOJIENTHYECKYIO OLIEHKY CYOJIMMUPOBAHHBIX (DPYKTOBBIX HOTYPTOB BHIOPAJIH B KaUeCTBE ITPHUMepa
JUIs aHaJu3a MPUHATUS U MPEANOoUTEeHUs MOTpebuTesied ¢ momompio Metoga MAW. CBexxue HOTYpTHI
BbIpabaThIBAJIM TEPMOCTATHBIM CIIOCOOOM C PUMEHEHHEM 3aKBACKH, TIOJIyUeHHOI Ha OCHOBE HOBBIX IITAMMOB
MOJIOYHOKHCJIBIX OaKTepuii, 06JIaaloNX KOMIUIEKCOM TEXHOJIOTHMYECKUX W (DYHKI[MOHAIBHBIX CBOMCTB.
B fiorypThI /106aB/ISATIN PACTUTEJIBHBIE MIOpe U3 KIyOHUKH, OaHAHA U s16JI0Ka. ATU IMIOpe ObLIIU BHIOPAHBI

Processes and Food Production Equipment. 2022, no. 4 39



Hayunsbiii ;xypHan HUY UTMO. Cepust «Ilponiecchl ¥ annapaThl NUILEBbIX IPOU3BO/ICTB» Ne 4,2022
OJ1aroyiapsi BBICOKOMY COZIEPKaHUIO OMOJIOTHYECKH AKTUBHBIX BEIIIECTB, UX OOIIENPUHATOMY IOJIOKUTETHHOMY
BJIMISTHHIIO Ha 37I0POBBE U JIOCTYITHOCTH JIJIs1 ITIPOU3BOIATENIEN. PerienTypbl HOTYPTOB MPE/ICTaBIEHBI B TAOJIHIIE 1.

Tabauya 1. Peyenmyput tioeypmos
Table 1. Yoghurt recipes

MaccoBas goss MaccoBas goms MaccoBas o MaccoBas noms
N@ penentypsl . o o o o
worypTa, % Mope KIyOHUKH, % Iope 6aHaHa, %  MmIope s06J10Ka, %
1 85 5 5 5
2 70 15 0 15
3 70 15 15 0
4 70 0 15 15
5 70 10 10 10

Hanee o6pasipl 3aMOPaKUBAJIU U MTOABEPTraIN BaKyyMHOH CyOIMMAlMOHHOM cymike. 1715 moIydeHus
MEJIKOKPUCTAJUIMUECKOH CTPYKTYpPhI HOTYPTOB MX 3aMOPa’KHBAI B MOPO3WIBHON KaMepe IIPHU TeMIlepaType
MUHYC 40°C 1 THTEHCUBHOH ITUPKYJIAIINHI BO3/[yXa. 3aTeM IOJHOCHI C 3aMOPOKEHHBIM IIPOIYKTOM ITOMEIIIN
B J1aOOpPAaTOPHYI0 BaKyyMHYIO CyOJTMMAaIMOHHYI0 ycTaHOBKY CBII-0,36 [21]. BakyymHyI0 CyOJITMMaIlMOHHYIO
CYIIKY BeJIM IpU TeMIlepaType cybiaumaruu munyc 25°C. TemmepaTypa Aocymiku coctaBisua 38—40°C.
Kpurtepuem OKOHUAHUSA CYIIKH CIY>KWJIa KOHEUHAs BJIAYKHOCTH BBICYIIEHHBIX 00Pa3I[0B KHUCIOMOJIOUHBIX
IIPOZIyKTOB He OoJiee 4%, ompesiesiseMas 0 pe3yabTaTaM IIATH IIOBTOPOB.

CyOsruMUpOBaHHBIE HOTYPTHI BOCCTAHABJIMBAJIM BOJIOM KOMHATHOM TeMIIEPATYpPbl J0 KCXOJIHOTO
cozieprkaHusa cyxux BemiecTB. [losyueHHble 00paslbl OPraHOJIENITUYECKU OIEHUBAIU IO CJEAYIOIIUM
CEHCOPHBIM XapaKTepUCTUKAM: I[BeT; BKYyC; 3allax M apoMar; KOHCHUCTeHIus; o0llee BIeYaTIeHUeE.
B nierycrariioHHOH OlieHKe IPUHUMAJIO YYaCTHE JIEBATH SKCIIEPTOB, KOTOPbIE UCIIOJIb30BAJIN CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHYIO
IATHOAJUTHHYIO KAy (Tabuma 2).

Tabauya 2. Illkana napHvix cpasHerutl [11]
Table 2. Pairwise comparison scale

VIHTEHCHBHOCTH UHTEpeca, Oasut XapakTepucTrKa
1 00a mokazaTtesisi OJMHAKOBO BAYKHBI
2 OJIMH TI0KA3aTe/Ib HEMHOTO BasKHEE IPYroro
3 OJIMH TI0KA3aTesIh Ba’KHEE IPYTOro
4 O/IH TI0Ka3aTesIb ABHO OoJjiee BayKeH, 4eM
JIpyTHe ToKa3aTen
- OJIMH ITOKAa3aTeJib abCOIIOTHO Ba’KHEE IPYTUX

IOoKa3aTejeln

€CJIU IPU CPaBHEHUHU B MaTPHUIlEe ITOKa3aTesen
TIOJIYY TN YUCJIO Ajj, TO B IIPOTHBOIIOJIOKHON
IIPOTHUBOIIOJIOKHbBIE 3HAUECHUS YaCTHU MaTPUIIBI TIOKA3aTeh BRIUUCISIIN C
HCITOJIb30BAHUEM CBOHCTBA 0OpAaTHOU
COBMECTUMOCTH (aji = 1/ajj).

Hepapxuyeckas CTPYKTYpa OPraHOJIENITHYECKOU OLeHKU (PPYKTOBBIX HOTYPTOB COCTOSIA U3 JIBYX YPOBHEN:
OIleHKa BAXXHOCTU JIJII PECIOHJIEHTa KaXKJIOTO OPraHOJIENTHYeCKOro IoKa3aTessd (I[BeT, BKYyC, 3allax,
KOHCHUCTEHI[Us, BHEIITHUM BUJT) BO BpeMs JIETYCTAIlUH; OI[eHKA MPEANOYTEeHUH cpeau (PPYKTOBBIX HOTYPTOB
JULSL KQXKJIOTO PECIIOH/IeHTA.

JIisi KaXZ0oro YpOBHS HepapXuM II0CJIeZIOBATEIbHO OIIPENleIsId CpPEeHEB3BEIIEHHYI0 OIEHKY
MIPEAIIOYTEHUH B BH/IE MATPUIIbI IIAPHBIX CPABHEHUU

a1 .- Qqp
A:(aij)n-n: e,

Ani -+ Qpn

4
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I7Ie BJIEMEHT MaTPHIIbI TAPHBIX CPABHEHUH @jj TIOKA3bIBAJI BO CKOJILKO pa3 Bec 00beKTa A; 00JIbIIe (HJTH MEHBIIIE)
n(n-1)

Beca 00bekTa Aj. B pesysibTaTe BBINOJHEHUS MIONIAPHBIX CPaBHEHUHN O00BEKTOB (pOPMUPOBAIH UACTh

MaTtpuIbl A = (j)nn, PACIOJIO}KEHHYIO BBIIIIE TJIABHOUM AuaroHanu. Ha ryiaBHOU JIMarOHAIM BBICTABJISIIN
€ITMHUIIBI, a DJIEMEHTHI, PACIIOJIOKEHHBIE HIDKE TJIABHOU, BBIUHCI/ISLIIA € UCIIOJIb30BAaHUEM CBOMCTBA OOPaTHOM

1

COBMECTUMOCTH | 4, = —
4
ITo mosryueHHOU MaTpHIle BBIYUCIISAIN BEKTOP IPUOPUTETOB. /171 3TOTO OIpeiessyii CyMMy CTOJIOIOB
n - (%)
MaTpHLbI X ; =Y a; , j =1, n B BAJIE BEKTOPA-CTPOKH U JIEJIWIA KayK/IbI 3JIEMEHT CTOJI01a Ha 3Ty cymMy. 110 BeKTOpy
i=1
IIPUOPUTETOB OIIEHUBAIN 3HAYNMOCTH KaKJIOTO OT/EJIbHOTO IoKa3aTess (1IBeT, BKYC, 3a1aX, KOHCHCTEHIH,
BHEIIIHUH BUJT) B 00IIIel XapaKTepUCTHKE BOCIPUATHUA HOTYpPTa U IPHUOPUTETHI PECIIOH/IEHTOB B BOCIIPUATHU
HOTYPTOB.
OOBEKTUBHOCTh OPraHOJIENITUYECKONH OIIEHKH U JIOTHKY CYXXAEHUU PpEeCIOHJIEHTOB OLleHUBAIN
IO CJIEAYIOIIUM ToKazaTesisaM. Ompe/iesisyii MaKCUMaabHOe COOCTBEHHOE 3HAUEHUE Amax MATPUIIBI TAPHBIX

CpaBHEHUH A U pellayii OJHOPOAHYIO CHCTEMY JIMHEHHBIX YpaBHEHUH (A — A E ) ‘W =0 otHOCHTENBHO

BekTopa W. HalijleHHBI TaKUM CIIOCOOOM BeKTOp W HMMes IMOJIOKUTEeTbHble KOMIIOHEHThI U SIBJISJICS
HCKOMBIM BEKTOPOM BECOB.

JIJisl  OLleHKHW OJIHOPOJHOCTU CYKAEHHUU PECIIOHJIEHTa OMNpPeAessid OTKJIOHEHHWE BEeJTUYHHBI
MaKCUMaJIbHOTO COOCTBEHHOTO 3HAYEHUS Amax OT TOpsAKA MaTpuilbl n. COIJIaCOBAaHHOCTDH CYKIEHUS
olneHMBaIU wHAEeKcoM omHopoaHoctH (MO) wim otHOmeHmeM oxHopomHoctd (OO) 1O ciiemyronium
dopmynam:

MO = UC = 2max

n-1’
no

M(uo)’

00=0C=

r7e Muo) — CpeiHee 3HaUeHNe UHAEKCa OJTHOPOJAHOCTH CITy4alHbIM 00pa3oM COCTaBICHHON MAaTPHIIbI TAPHBIX
CpaBHEHUH, KOTOPOE OCHOBAHO Ha SKCIICPUMEHTAIBHBIX TAHHBIX BHIOpAaHHBIX U3 Tabmuiel 3 [11].

Tabauya 3. CpedHee 3HaueHue uHOexca 00HOPOJHOCMU 8 3A8UCUMOCTU 01 NOPAOKA MAMPULbL
Table 3. Average value of the uniformity index depending on the matrix order

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Muo) 0 0 0,58 0,90 1,12 1,24 1,32 1,41 1,45 1,49 1,51

Ecsin 3HaUueHMe UH/EKCAa OJTHOPOJHOCTH JIJIS1 MAaTPULIbI IAPHBIX CPABHEHUH IIPEBBIIIAII0 3HaUYeHue 0,1,
TO CUUTAIH, UYTO JIOTUKA CY:K/IEHUU, JOMyIlleHHAsA PECIOH/IEHTOM P 3al0JTHEHUU MATPHUIIbI, HAPYIIEHA.
B 3TOM Ciydae pecrioH/IeHTY IIpe/iylaraiv lIepecMOTPeTh JaHHbIe, UCII0JIb30BaHHBIE /IS IOCTPOEHN MATPUIIBI,
YTOOBI YIIYIIIUTH OTHOPO/THOCTb.

ITo nosry4eHHBIM paCYETHBIM JIAHHBIM PAHKUPOBATIA BAXKHOCTD KaXK/I0T'0 OPTaHOJIENITUYECKOTO ITOKA3aTe s
JULSL PECTIOH/IEHTOB U MX IIPEINIOUTEHU cpeiu GPYKTOBBIX HOTYPTOB.

Pe3yabTaThl M 00CY:KAEeHUE

PesysnpraThl pacuyeTa CpeJHEB3BEIIEHHOM OIEHKU BaXKHOCTH JJI PECIOHZEHTa KaXKJOTO
OPTaHOJIENITHYECKOTO MMOKa3aresis (I[BeT, BKyC, 3amax, KOHCUCTEHIUs, BHEIIHUN BUJ) U TJIABHBIA BEKTOD
IIPUOPUTETA IIPECTABIEHBI B TAOJIHIE 4.

JI7151 OLleHKH 3HAYMMOCTU KakK[OTO OT/IEJIBHOTO IOKa3aresisi B 00OIel XapaKTEPUCTUKE BOCIPUATHA
HOTypTa KaXKIbIA AJIEMEHT CTOJIONA M3 TaOJIMIBI 4 JAEIUIA HA COOTBETCTBYIOIIUN €My IJIABHBIA BEKTOP
U OTIpeJIeJIsyIN BEKTOPBI IPUOPUTETOB. Pe3ysibTaThl Ipe/icTaBIeHbl B TAOIUIIE 5.
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Tabauya 4. CpedHes3geweHHAs OyeHKa npednovwmeHuil pecnoHOeHIMos
Table 4. Weighted average assessment of the respondents’ preferences

a; IIBeT Bkyc 3armax Koncucrennusa BHemrnui Buj
LIBET 1 1/4 2 1/3 1/2
BKYC 4 1 5 2 3
3amnax 1/2 1/5 1 1/4 1/3
KOHCHCTEHIIUS 3 1/2 4 1 2
BHEIITHUH BUJ] 2 1/3 3 1/2 1

TJIAaBHBIA BEKTOP

10,50 2,28 15,00 4,08 6,83

Tabauya 5. OyeHka 3HAQUUMOCTU KAX#0020 0MOeAbHO20 NoKa3amensn 8 obuell xapaxmepucmuke 6ocnpusmus
npodykma
Table 5. The importance of each sensory index in sensory evaluation

BexkTop
ajj IIBet Bkyc 3amnax KoHcucrennusa BHemHui Buj HpHOpZI reros
X, = j=1%ij

n

IIBET 0,095 0,109 0,133 0,082 0,073 0,099
BKYyC 0,381 0,438 0,333 0,490 0,439 0,416
3amnax 0,048 0,088 0,067 0,061 0,049 0,062
KOHCHCTeHIIUA | 0,286 0,219 0,267 0,245 0,293 0,261
BHEIIHUH BU/T 0,190 0,146 0,200 0,122 0,146 0,161

BekTop mpuopuTeTa mokasaji, 9To IPH OIEHKE MTPOYKTa PECIIOH/IEHTHI B IIEPBYIO OUYepeab oOpariaiu
BHUMAaHUE Ha ero BKyC. BecoBoil koadduiueHT 3TOTO mMOKazaress (0,416) cOCTaBIsLI 41,6% OT 00IIero
BOCIIPHUATHS IIPOAYKTA. B MeHbIIel cTeleHH SKCIEPTHI MMoJIarajauch Ha KOHCUCTEHIIHIO (0,261) U BHEITHUH
BU/ (0,161). VX BecoBble KO3 GUITMEHTHI COCTABIIIN 26,1 1 16,1% OT 00I11er0 BOCIIPUATHSA IIPOIyKTa. V1 MeHbIIe
BCEr0 SKCIIEPThI OPUEHTHPOBAIMCH Ha IBET (0,099) U 3amax HOrypToB (0,062), UTO COCTABJISAIIO 9,9 U 6,2%,
COOTBETCTBEHHO OT OOIIEr0 BOCIIPUATHS HOTYPTOB.

Bkyc okaszancsa Hanbosiee BaKHBIM (DAaKTOPOM B CPaBHEHUH C JIDYTUMH OPTaHOJIENTHYECKHUMH
MOKAa3aTeIsIMH, UTO COBIAJIA€T C JAaHHBIMH Pa3HbIX HCCenoBaresiell. M3BeCTHO, UTO BKYC SBJISAETCS
OCHOBHBIM (haKTOPOM, OIIPEEISIONUM ITIOHPABUTCS WJIM He TIOHPABUTCS MTOTPEOUTENIO TPOAYKT. Kaskabiit
MPOIYKT UMEET 0COOBIN BKYC, KOTOPBIN BapbUPYETCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT HCIIOJIb3YEMbIX KOMIIOHEHTOB 1 METO/IA
obpabotku. CumTaercs, YTO BKYC ITHIIA COCTOUT U3 TPeX KOMIIOHEHTOB: OOOHSHUSA, BKyca U BKYCOBOH
ctumynsiuu. OOIUEA BKYC OIIEHWBAEMOU IHINMU CIIYKUT €JUHUIEH B3aUMOJEHCTBUS MEXKIYy STHMH
CBOMCTBAMH, ITI03TOMY IOTPeOUTEIH OYyT OTKA3hIBATHCS OT €/IbI C IJIOXUM BKYCOM, TasKe €CJIU €€ I[BET U apoMar
IIpUEeMJIEMBI B KATETOPUH «XOPOIIO» [22, 23].

OTK/JIOHEHHE BEeJMYUHBI MaKCHMAaJbHOTO COOCTBEHHOIO 3HAYEHHS Amax COCTABHJIO 5,09, HHIEKC
ogHopozHoctu MO = 0,023, a orHomeHue omaHopozHocTu OO = 0,02. IlockoJIbKy 3HaueHWE HHJIEKCA
OTHOPOAHOCTH 0,02 < 0,1, TO Pe3y/IbTaThl SKCIEPUMEHTA CUUTATIN OOBEKTUBHBIMU, CJI€ZIOBATEIHHO, JIOTHKA
CY?KZIEHUH DKCIIEPTOB He ObLyIa HAPYIIIEHHOU, U TIOJIyYeHHBIE TaHHBIE MOKHO OBLIIO IPUMEHSTD JIJI OIEHKHU
MPEAIOYTUTETHFHOTO DPYKTOBOTO HOTYPTa JIJIST KAKO0TO SKCIEPTA U MOJIyYeHUs] BTOPOTO YPOBHS HEPAPXHUH.

PesynbTaThl cpeHEB3BEIIEHHOW OIEHKH MPEAIIOYTUTETHFHOIO (PPYKTOBOTO HOTYypTa JIJISI KaXKAOTO
PECIIOH/IEHTA, IIPE/ICTaBJIEHBI B TA0OJIHIIE 6.
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Tabauya 6. CpedHes3geweHHa oyeHKa npednowmumenbHo20 Gpyxmoeoezo toypma 041 Kaxcoo2o
pecnoHdeHma no Kaxcoomy opeaHoNenMuU1ecKomMy NoKasamento

Table 6. Weighted average assessment of the fruit yoghurt preferred by each respondent for each sensory index

No penentypst

perenTypa 1
pelenrypa 2
perientypa 3
perenTypa 4
pernenTypa 5
IJIABHBIN BEKTOD

n
X] = Z ai]'
i=1

perenTypa 1
perenrypa 2
pelentypa 3
perentypa 4
perenTypa 5
[JIABHBIH BEKTOP

X; = a;;

perenTypa 1
perentypa 2
perientypa 3
pernentypa 4
perenTypa 5
[JIABHBIH BEKTOP

n
i=1

perenTypa 1
pernerntypa 2
perientypa 3
penenTypa 4
perenTypa 5
[JIABHBIN BEKTOP

X; = a;;

perenTypa 1
perentypa 2
penerntypa 3
perentypa 4
penenTypa 5
IJIABHBIN BEKTOD

n
X] = Z ai]'
i=1

Pententypa1 Penmentypa2 Penentypa3 Penentypa4 — Penenrtypa 5
I]eem
1 2 4 3 1/2
1/2 1 3 2 1/3
1/4 1/3 1 1/2 1/5
1/3 1/2 2 1 1/4
2 3 5 4 1
4,08 6,83 15,00 10,50 2,28
Bxyc
1 2 3 4 1/2
1/2 1 2 3 1/3
1/3 1/2 1 2 1/4
1/4 1/3 1/2 1 1/5
2 B 4 5 1
4,08 6,83 10,50 15,00 2,28
3anax
1 2 3 4 1/2
1/2 1 2 3 1/3
1/3 1/2 1 2 1/3
1/4 1/3 1/2 1 1/5
2 3 3 5 1
4,08 6,83 9,5 15,00 2,37
Koncucmenyus
1 2 3 4 1/2
1/2 1 2 3 1/3
1/3 1/2 1 2 1/4
1/4 1/3 1/2 1 1/5
2 & 4 5 1
4,08 6,83 10,50 15,00 2,28
Brewnuil 8ud
1 2 3 4 1/2
1/2 1 2 3 1/3
1/3 1/2 1 2 1/4
1/4 1/3 1/2 1 1/5
2 3 4 5 1
4,08 6,83 10,50 15,00 2,28
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[Tocne peneHus KaXKOro dJjIeMEHTa B TabJIHMIle HAa COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM IJIaBHBIN BEKTOP, KaK MPU
dopMupoBaHNN HepapXUU MEPBOTO YPOBH:A, MOJIyYEHBI JaHHBIE [0 3HAYUMOCTU KaXKJOTO HOTypTa JJIiA
PECIIOH/IEHTOB 1 BEKTOPBI UX IPUOPUTETOB.

Tabauya 7. Oyerxa 3Hauumocmu ti02ypmoas 011 peCnoHOeHIMO08 No KaxcdoMy 0OpeaHOAeNMUHeCKOMY NOKA3AMeNt0
Table 7. The preference of yoghurt for respondents for each sensory index

— a\} (a0 <t Lo
. & & & &
3 3 z 2 3 BexTop 5 o B
Ne § E QE § QE [IPUOPHTETOB e
pememmprl & 2 & & 2
I[sem
perentypal 0,245 0,203 0,267 0,286 0,219 0,262
peuenrtypa 2 0,122 0,146 0,200 0,190 0,146 0,161
penentypa3 0,061 0,049 0,067 0,048 0,088 0,062 5,09 0,023 0,02
perenrtypa 4 0,081 0,073 0,133 0,095 0,109 0,099
penenrypa5 0,490 0,439 0,333 0,381 0,438 0,416
Bxyc
peuentypal 0,245 0,202 0,286 0,267 0,219 0,262
pernentypa 2 0,122 0,146 0,190 0,200 0,146 0,161
perenrypa 3 0,082 0,073 0,095 0,133 0,109 0,099 5,09 0,023 0,02
perentypa 4 0,061 0,049 0,048 0,067 0,088 0,062
penenrypa 5 0,490 0,439 0,381 0,333 0,438 0,416
3anax
peuentypal 0,245 0,203 0,316 0,267 0,211 0,266
perentypa 2 0,122 0,146 0,211 0,200 0,141 0,164
penentypa3 0,082 0,073 0,105 0,133 0,141 0,107 511 0,028 0,025
peuentypa 4 0,061 0,049 0,053 0,067 0,085 0,063
penenrypa5 0,490 0,439 0,316 0,333 0,426 0,400
Koncucmenyus
perentypal 0,245 0,203 0,286 0,267 0,219 0,262
peuenrtypa 2 0,122 0,146 0,190 0,200 0,146 0,161
penemntypa3 0,082 0,073 0,095 0,133 0,109 0,099 5,09 0,023 0,02
peuentypa 4 0,061 0,049 0,048 0,067 0,088 0,062
penenrypa5 0,490 0,439 0,381 0,333 0,438 0,416
Brewnuil sud
peuentypal 0,245 0,203 0,286 0,267 0,219 0,262
perentypa 2 0,122 0,146 0,190 0,200 0,146 0,161
perenrypa 3 0,082 0,073 0,095 0,133 0,109 0,099 5,09 0,023 0,02
perentypa 4 0,061 0,049 0,048 0,067 0,088 0,062
penenrypas 0,490 0,439 0,381 0,333 0,438 0,416

W3 TabGInIbI 7 BUAHO, YTO OTKJIOHEHHE BEJTMYNHB MAKCHMAJIbHOTO 3HAUEHHA Amax COCTABUIIO 5,09 U 5,11
JUTSL K&KJIOTO OPTaHOJIENITUYECKOTO IToKa3aTeJis, UHAeKC ogHopoaHocTu MO = 0,023 1 0,028, a OTHOIIIEHUS
oxpHopoHocTr OO = 0,02 u 0,025. ITockoIbKY 3HaUEHHs MHAEKCA OHOPOIHOCTH 0,02 < 0,1 ¥ 0,025 < 0,1,
TO pe3yJIbTaThl SKCIIEPHUMEHTA TaK >Ke, KaK W MPHU aHA/JIN3€e MEePAPXUH MEPBOTO YPOBHSA, MOKHO CUUTATH
O6’beKTI/IBHbIMI/I H, cjaeaoBaTesibHO, JIOTHKA Cy)K,I[eHI/Iﬁ PECIIOHAECHTOB HE HAapyII€Ha U II0JIy4Y€HHbI€ JaHHbIC
ABJIAKOTCA O6’beKTI/IBHbIMI/I.

Jlns HarJA{HOCTU BEKTOPHI IPUOPUTETOB U3 TaOIUIBI 7 IPEJCTaBIEHbl HA PUCYHKE B BUJI€ BECOBBIX
K02(pPHUITMEHTOB MO KAXKI0MY ITOKa3aTeJII0 OPraHOJIENTUUEeCKON OI[eHKH.
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Ne peuenTtypsl
(8]

0 0,1 0,2 0,3 0,4 0,5

3HauYeHns BEKTOPOB NPUOPUTETOB

BHewHmit Bug, KoHcucTteHyma 3anax Bkyc Lset

PucyHox — Bekmopbst npuopumemol 015 kadxcdotl peyenmypul lioeypma
Figure. Vector-priorities for every yoghurt recipe

JlaHHBIE pUCYHKa CBHU/IETEJIBCTBYIOT, UTO COIVIACHO Pe3yJIbTaTaM OpPIaHOJIENTUYECKOH OLIeHKH, IlepBoe
MeCTO SKCIEePTHI OTAAH pelienType HorypTa NO 5. [lasee ux mpeAnouTeHUs ObLIN OT/IAHBI IIOCJIE/I0BATEIHLHO
penentypam N9 1 1 NQ 2, 1 MeHbIIIe BCEero MpeIoYTeHUH MOIyUIN penenTypsl N2 3 u NO 4.

ITpopaHkupoBaB, pelenTypbl HOTYPTOB, IOJIyYaeM CAEAYIOUIYI0 HePAPXUIO:

1 MeCTO — peLenTypa 5

2 MeCTO — perentypa 1

3 MeCTO — pelenTtypa 2

4 MecCTO — penenrypa 3

5 MeCTO — penenrypa 4

[TosryyeHHBIN Pe3yJIbTAT MOKA3BIBAET, UTO JIJIs [IOTPEOUTEILCKUX ITPEAIIOYTEHUH OCHOBHOM MacChl JIIO/EH,
JIOMUHUPYIOIIYIO POJIb UTPAET BKYyCOBOE BOCHPUATHE, C(POPMUPOBAHHOE COYETAHMEM HECKOJIBKUX BHUJIOB
bpykTOB (MU HAIIPUMeEp, OBOIIEH) B KAXK/I0M KOHKPETHOM MUIIEBOM IpoaykTe. Metox MAU mokasait, 4ro
PECIIOH/IEHTHI OTAAJIU MPEAIIOUTEHHE 00pasIly HOrypTa, co/iepKalieMy Mmope KIyOHUKH, 6aHaHa U s106J10Ka
B Kosm4yecTBe 10%. Crenyoomuii BhIODAaHHBIA BapHUaHT COAEPKAJI OTH JKe IIOpe B KOJIMYECTBaX 5%

COOTBeTCTBeHHO. HanMeHbIllee npeinoyuTeHNe MOJIyYWIN PeNenTypbl HOTypTOB, co/iepsKalliye TOJIBKO JiBa
BHJia ITIOpe.

BbiBOABI

Takum oOpa3zom, B paboTe TMpeasioKeHa IIPOIle/lypa pacuera BeCOBBIX KO3(DOUIIMEHTOB,
K03 GUITMEHTOB 3HAUMMOCTH KaK/IOT0 ITOKa3aTeJIsA B OT/IEIbHOCTH C IMOCIIEAYIONINM YCTaHOBJIEHUEM, KaKast
penienitypa OyzieT HanboJiee MpeAIIOYTHTEILHOM IJIs1 HOTpebuTe .

[IpuMeHeHME MeTO/Ia aHAJIN3a UePAPXUH IIPU IIPOBEJAEHUH OPTaHOJIENITHYECKON OLIEHKH ITO3BOJIUIIO
c/ieJiaTh HECKOJIbKO BaJKHBIX BBIBOJIOB. BO-IIepBBIX, aHA/IU3 MepApXUi IOKa3asl, 4To HauboJsiee BaKHBIM
TOKa3aTesieM, KOTOPBIH CJIeAyeT YIUThIBAaTh IIPU YCTAHOBJIEHUH BECA OPTaHOJIEIITUYECKOTO IIPUOPHUTETA IIPU
BOCIIPUATHUH HOTYpPTa, ABJISIETCs ITOKa3aTesb BKyca. Ero BecoBoit koaddunuent (0,416) coctaBisit 41,6%
OT OOIIEr0 BOCHPHUATUSA MPOJIYKTa 1 HAMHOTO OIlepeskasl APYyryve OpraHoJIENTUUYECKHe TToKaszarenu. Jlanee
PECIIOH/IEHTHI OTAAIN TIPEATNIOUTEHE KOHCUCTeHITH (0,261) 1 BHelTHeMY Buy (0,161). HanmeHbIre BeCOBbIE
K03(p pummeHTH MOy rH nBeT (0,099) U 3amax HorypTos (0,062).

Bo-BTOpBIX, METO/T aHAT3Aa HEPAPXHI IIOMOT BbISIBUTh HAUOOJIe€ ITPE/IIIOYTHTETbHBIA HOTYPT C PEENTYPOI
NQ 5 /1151 9KCIIEPTOB ¥ PAHKUPOBAThH MPEIIOYTEHUS DKCIIEPTOB COTVIACHO OCTAJIBHBIM PEIENTYPaM.

Taxke, METO/I TOKa3bIBAET COTJIACOBAHHOCTH OIIEHOK PECIIOH/IEHTOB U IaeT IOHUMAaHHe B 00beKTUBHOCTH
TIOJTyY€HHBIX JJAHHBIX.

4
Processes and Food Production Equipment. 2022, no. 4 >



Hayunsbiii ;xypHan HUY UTMO. Cepust «Ilponiecchl ¥ annapaThl NUILEBbIX IPOU3BO/ICTB» Ne 4,2022

CrieyeT OTMETUTb, UTO JAHHBIM METO/T MOXKHO ITPUMEHSATD IIPHU Pa3paboTKe IMPO/yKTOB IUTAHUS HE TOJIHKO

JJIAd aHaJIN3a OPraHOJIEIITUYECKUX HOKaBaTeHeﬁ, HO TaKzKe€ IIPDUMEHATD JJIA 0oJ1ee CIIOMKHBIX HCCHGHOB&HHﬁ,
C Y4€TOM TEXHOJIOTHH IIPOU3BOACTBA IIPOJAYKTA, IOKa3aTeJyiel ero Ka4decCTBa, CPOKOB XpaHEHUA, U T.A.
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Hayunsbiii ;xypHan HUY UTMO. Cepust «Ilponiecchl ¥ annapaThl NUILEBbIX IPOU3BO/ICTB» Ne 4,2022

Hngopmayus 06 asmopax

Vpuna CranuciaBoBHa KpacHoBa — KaH/. TeXH. HAyK, CTApIIUM HAyIHBIH COTPYAHUK Ja60paTOpUU CyOTMMAIIOHHON CYIIIKH
Mapusna AnekcaHzpoBHa HUKuTHHA — JI-p TeXH. HayK, JIOLEHT, BelyIIIUi HayIHbIH COTPYAHUK, DYKOBOAUTENb HanlpaBeHus IlenTpa
«9JKOHOMHKO-aHATUTUIECKUX HCCIeOBAHIH U HH(POPMAINOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTHI »

Il'ennanuii BaueciaBoBudy CeMeHOB — J-p TeXH. HAyK, IIpodeccop, pyKOBOAUTEND J1a00paTOPUU CyOJIUMAIIMIOHHOH CYIIKI
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