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The Differences and Reliability Analysis Methods of Grape

Wine Sensory Evaluation
CAO Zhi - giang', LIU Ya -nan', YANG Ting', MA Lei', QI Ya -¢*
(1. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Hexi University, Zhangye 734000, China; 2. College of Chemistry and Chemical Engineer-
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Abstract: In this paper, the difference of the sensory evaluation between difference tasters was analyzed
using the paired T - test and grey relational grade analysis, and the reliability of the evaluation results was ana-
lyzed using Kendall coordination coefficient W - test and standard deviation. The test results showed that there
was significant different between the two evaluation groups, and the second group evaluation is more reliable.
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