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Table 1 Sensors of E-tongue and their attribution

mol/L
AR R 77 BA BB CA GA HA JB

1% w107 10° 107 107 107 10%  10°
Jik iy 10° 10°  10° 100 10* 10 107
Hit A 107 10 107 107 10* 1% 10*
% g 10° 10* 10t 100 10* 10* 10*
i S 10° 10" 10" 10" 10° 10" 10

W ZZ, BA, BB, CA, GA, HA, JB N 7 M THALK .

1.2 FEKBEEBHIEFREN
1.2.1 BEA pfh

PER I FE b, U SRS W A P S 3 R L
(£1°C) , APRUEI & 45 FMRTA R, & F P
pH E I A8 1) A — & S T AERE - R 2 A F A 1
pH i1 (FE20-FiveEasy™) , X} pH Ml K550 0.01.
1.2.2 ZfaamzE (D0)

DO & 7R % (GB7489-87) W, % )ik
LITH TR KPS E S E. AL TN, s
LI FE 0.2~20 mg/L. 7€ DO S/, KH
LT R A IO B R, BRI KT 300 mL.
WSERE G IRRE SO ED AN, 2 JE BRI 100 ZTHAbHE
BERE S TR . e SLET 3 K, AR e g5 R
BCPFE AT LIS 2] DO i .

1.2.3 AR 62

Xt SV AR e 0 2 A T 23 e EE V). (GB 7493-87) 16,
T IE K MR K MK B R K R E
HREE S . I AR KH 50 mL B, FHAJ %]
AW 52 19 NIV 2 6 1 o e AR P98 0.2 mg/L o 75 ARG 1ot 72
o, BRI 50 mL FE S AT & AEA I AR
T ST R R ) B RO S AT AR, AR S O A
B AR R T RS L L, A 43 60 T R L
W R o e i A 2 R Al 0 A it e Skt SRR
R R 7
1.2.4 R&nE

S E KK MR 5y e e (GB7481-87) U,
EINERTMERH K, K KRR RS &=,
R AR 8 mL I, Sk &0 1 mg/Lo A
TEFE 5 PR TR 3R PR AS I I FEAH AL o AR 6 A A ol AR K
20 mL.

1.3 HSmAReLE

TRI6 A FH 1 4 R AR UM — N KT JE W Tl 1 3 T 1)
EKAE 4~6 cm HE A TS ) Sl AL R G0, IX e 4y
R BITRAE 3 MABUN 60 L (MBI ET Y, B
R, Al RS DA IR K T R R A S B TR
EAAGL ) b A e R RS R 26°C /it o

AR BEAT AT, 1 E ZEXHR I K AT AR B R
{5 171 SR /K A TG 5 7 TR G 3 d, AR JE #4810 LKin—

FAAR T (Rl LRI Bt B oROK B 2, el
AL L BRI R D R ERII, s 2 £ Bk
R, MR KR H .

B ER U AR5 /K INN 3 ML, BTN
50 Lo L 1. L2 ML 3 7058k 3 M4 41 1. 412/
A3, 3ANMURIRIRE FFRHEE (24 45/50 L)  HFRAE
W (12 /50 L) FMRIRIAL (6 4/50 L) o {EikE:
R, R 24 h AT, SRR 2 IR (—IRE
F8: 00, 55K FA-5: 000 , PRATHEALAG PR
HAA RN BAFEEAA 4 d.

e A R R, ARG 8 > 80 mL /KFF:
HEATASTIN o BFSFE S AT 8] 8 120 s, FRAS Il 58— A
P it A 25 B 1 KO0 A RS A TIE U, T I 1A 10 s.
Rl se e G, R HURE AN AR IR 1) S SEAR HH R 23 #T o

X EALFE AR AT DAL F ) 2 A2 070, B A &
LA T AE
1.4 ERHB2H (PCA) . B H7 (CA) FOELEY | 7l 2 #7
(CDA)

F M1 (principal component analysis, PCA) /&
— M ECE B 2 ooge vk oM ik, Rt H
R R, DLHERR A2 A 15 B b BAH S
o B, e R R A AT R i, A DB LA B A 2 IR
e AMEA S, R TR 2 MR AR )R AR B 1 B 45
FIRFAE AN R A5 H o R I I 285 A8 5 L ANAH G, BIE
Ao WL I PCA 7255 HL 15 RAR A5 5 LA S A ) 2
HIBRAL AR PR AT 20 Mo I T e 15 2 B, AN R R
RECRAN [) 5 2 8 1) IR BB /KA T X 43 K

BAAHT (cluster analysis, CA) JEMFFRYILIZEER]
— MG M Tk, B b TR AR O S T
RZWESRH KRG ' R NAHLRED » RJEHR
PEXFh Gt At e R o Ay TR AR vE
A2 R RN IEVE RIS R IZ i, RSO F R AT
— P

#7553 41 (canonical discriminant analysis, CDA)
SRS . ARG, e T AT AN
AR B [ AP (R A MLAR &, Cans)
45 3 2 DR 38 & AP IR ) 22 Sl Bl K, [ 5 B AR
ZIIEEMERIOT . Giovanna® g H, S50 4347 ) i 2K
ST I A2 P TSR A R AT R R [ B 4 ) 23 2 B KA
77 ) B AR AR £ . AN SO I & U AR B (1) 4593 R AN [F]
HIFRIE K BEA T IX 73 HR . R 4E 70 AT PCAL CA Hi CDA
JIEIITE SAS V8 BTG FiAT.

2 HR5HH

2.1 BFfEREMENEES

BT ORI 7 M AR SRR AN R SR K
g Y gk, LR SRR Y 120 s, SRAFRE 1 so
ANF I GARKA A AL s N AR A . L 1 ] UG
e, TEVIARY B, AR KA I m NAEARMR, 25 KRZ bk
T, 110 s JGBEHE T . FEAMRH, $FRISAL R
ALE 120 s M NAF 5 R EAT 704
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Fig.1 Response curves of seven sensors to water samples

Hr, B la AREHBETFEXA 1 AR K
16 AR L0 4 2 FEACT g 3 o %) LG 1] 1a O] 1b,
TERTIAN B, A S A8 0] v 5% B 5 5 A AR 1) i) ] A 349 K
TARTEIH 2 BN A% 25 v AL o 7 ) 28T BRI A
FLCARTRE %R, R % BT AL K4 BAL HA.
GA HI BB i f A5 55K o MBI nl DU, 44 3
BB, miFeiHE N, BR TR HA F1 GA, T H
1) A SR8 T S AP SR LG Ik #A, TR IR R T
B T AR KA GA, JITAT 1A% I8 s Mo W A S5t 300 348 o 45,
M GA 754> N i B L7 A 284 . UG
AN TR S5 2% BT B F e R 22 AR O, PRt e A ]
REE HL 15 F T DX 23 AN () 77 8 R FAS [ I 5 R B
TR K o
2.2 BBIBIEER

B S 77 G R HSORN F 5 2 B TR AR Ak, A Y. P % T B
thfetr i R AET A . F 2 WoR THEFRMEE 3 R,
AN TR SR 58 % TR IR K I - T AL FR A . AR 2 1]
LA, fE=IE (26°C) &, BEAE 75 % E M BT
AR, % TR AL Fi b A R AR Ak . Y IR R
FEARIST, pH {E A1 DO B ST AZ R T o 1M VA IR 5 A1 24
W2 ARG DA B, M FRAE % s BT, &
SR M 0.04 mg/L Yk F] 0.01 mg/L, 17 AR £ =
M 0.27 mg/L B4 N %) 1.18 mg/L. fEARMF T, &
PEAL TR b AR5 23 A 75 B4 T X 40 AN [R) 5% 4 % FAS
[F] 7 58 R EL ) TR 7K

£2 TRAFEZEMBEBUIEREI X)

Table 2 Typical physico-chemical indexes in different density in
the third cultured day

WAHRREE S A

BJE pH {H DO/(mgL") LW/ C FimgL") /(mgl™)
A1 G 7.06 4.72 26 0.27 0.04
412 ChERD 7.09 5.42 26 1.50 0.02
203 (RZ ) 7.15 5.49 26 1.18 0.01

2.3 BTEHESSENERIME
H T RO E A TS AR bR HEAT Bl X 4 A
[l IR K K RE S, A3 2 A I X ROR, B T4

FAS TR A 8 U 5 von) /e 7 5 A5 55 AT A 4, R
S B LA S S B AL Fe AR A A A EAT T Y
AR o AT s B 25 T AR FR A o LA BT AR &
575 m NAF S LA R REIET T &3, R
FH S A AR 5 VAT 0 e XM TR B I
B2 BT8R, N rd RS g
T EHEHR AT M A R AT T iR, LA ROE R
FEAE S UL H S 5 A fe bRl & AT X R
[F) <6 #8. 57 GEL /K 1) fig
2.4 AEFERHBBIFEKXS
2.4.1 EmMao4T (PCA) 4R

K H PCA J7 4} R F90H 2 FE AN R FR 5 R BT FRAH /K
) LT W A S AT M. B 2 ORI A 1S
S T RRY . X TAFFRIEEE, mIE%E
T 1D, B 2R3 ERG IR TTERE N 97.87%:
IR N (4 2) , B 3 AN TRk A
99.02%; MKIFMHE TR (A 3), B 3 T Bil vk
HNA 95%. ATLAEH, 61 3 R Bl orEk A
T 95%, XULHES 1. 2 Al 3 R af LA E R LG mi Y
(a1 PN DS

Wil 2 frox, 18 PCA Jiik, W H il EARX A
SRR BN FRAE K« SFEE 3 AR 500, 1B 2a 0],
TERFRIHE T, I8 PCA JiiEIeA ] LUX 23 AN R F24H
REIFRIAK, HAEZE 2 KA 3 RS-SR4
I, HEZES mE 20 WERE, PIFREEET, ANH
FERH KA TR DX R AR, 25 2. 3 14 K
M35 IR T 0, TSR e EEE R
A, A3 IR ARE T (K 20, ARIFRIAREN
FEFH K AT AR B 2 X A3 Tk, 3X AT R AR 1R R
EREP S

N TSR EF X R, HEREFEFES HH
HedEbr AL S 24T PCA 207 R & UL FR R E N )L
A S HWNAG SHG, 285 H PCA JiENG I
Ja BB T M 1 7 vk . X RO VR SN 2 1
R T XN, AR Hr s Rl 3.
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XTLEE 2 A 3, LGt Al E kiR G S BT
& E A TTERE R4k . LLIE 3b A1, BEAE EALFRAR K
A, 412 W55 1 R DTk M 81.92%7% 4 60.62%
M2 2.3 F R I DTHR R UM 14.43%-.2.67%7% ) 27.32%
F16.49%. KUk, HARMMABALTRFRG, 26 1 E Ry oT
BRI T, (HREFEZE 24 3 T vamh R n, H&4k
DX oy R T S G, AR R R, 2 BT S
WRT o mUbel G H 48 B bR B R{ES
FHELE AT PCA 23 BT o] LAAT 201 X 20 AN R FR 5 R I 97
BKs 5P E X AN RIFRIE R BRI /K IR BE T AR L,
W55 5 S ELFR bR AH Bl A J5 1 X 23 BE ) B Ao
2.4.2 RES (CA) X

TP CA Jiidon) [F) FR0H 2 4 AN R 3R R AT 9758
K R W A 5 AT T 00T, AR T AR 2 1
AL R BOG B AT T 028 S5 R RW, B i Fe
SEAFTEL T, DA 2 S, W 4 RoRH CA Jiikxt il
SEI TSR (Hih, OB1~OB8 ALK 1 KiY 8 41
¥4, OBO~O0B16 fAES 2 Ki 8 4. . MKk .
SRR, 4 d BRI S A BT P AL, B 1 AlE
TR\ EEE, M 2 AEETET T
Wi AR UL, A XA VR A U X o AN TR R
TARE . T EES SEA RS F TR CcA

DFVESMT I 23 M 4 B R FRAR, 18] 5 R8s CA 5 vExt
B SE IR brml & 5 41 2 g . IS
AT LLE W B AR AR 0 N 3 w5 ) — R 8 2304 1)
AFACURE B I8 A AR K35 Bl DX a0 80 R A ¥ TR A o
M. E AT LAY, 1B CA ik, T ES . BT
T e 5 5 AL TR A AH Al 3 AN Be AT 30X 2 AN TR R4 R
P FRIEIK 6
2.4.3 A FZ5AT (CDA) 4R

7E SAS V8 IZ T V4, CDA J7iktli kXA H 7
FARBFRFK T 55 S AT T IX oo IBATE K
Wy, M4E8T 3 MR E, AR RSN F
U Lhye R 2. 3K 3 &R FR T IME.

DLZH 1 R, MR 3 ATLLEH, 5 1 AR e 2R 1
RIIEZAT (82.586) f K, AR 3 RIKFEM K
(-31.921) o XULH], R4 1 SRR & g HUE AT LK 26
1 RIGFEFAAKFEAR M 4 d BIFRIEKFEAR X 73 k. [FIFE
AT ARSI S 2 FIEE 3 L7 AR B fR ERAR R X 4380 1R R 2
41 2 M4 3 X 7M. B 6 R 3 AN AR
B I LIEH 4518 CDA J7iinl DL R
X AR FRIE R BT K . XKW, k4] CDA J5
%, EiEH R bRAHRLS, T R AT IR R AT Ak
X oA TR S5 R A SR /K ) R
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Table 3 Class means on canonical variables of each group

LJQEiialn.JJE;;;i;xo
alaiaiciaiaicnon o
[asfaafasfaalasiaalaalaalas]
(elelelelelelelele)

e FEHRAL Canl Can2 Can3
H1R 82.586 -0.868 0.209

W (e B2R -21.486 11.466 -1.208
LY B3R 31.921 -3.209 5.122
4K 29.179 7389 4.123

g2 (hm BI1R 29.021 1205 1306
) 2R 2.129 -0.485 3.504

A TR REL Canl Can2 Can3
W3R -9.204 -3.904 1.469

W4 R 21.947 3.184 0.767

ESIPN 37.901 4.980 0.164

413 (ks H2R 1.483 -10.940 -1.255
9] H3xR -14.545 2.376 2206
EIRDN -24.838 8.337 -1.116

vE: Canl, Can2, Can3 /Ri—, H, HF=MBTE, CFRFED

[E- PN
[JE- PN
L | AEE3R

v AR

B6 CDASMER (ReFTERET)
Fig.6 CDA without physico-chemical indexes
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PCA J7 i TR 1 RAS R 55 % B 1 IR A /K 1)
BG5S AT T o081, A ds R WK 7~8. 156, X
THEKME 54T T PCA 081 (B 7)) , RISk T
o5 SR PRR G T PCA 08 (K 8)

MW 7 TLLE H, 38 F PCA J5ik, ML EFEATH]
DLAT 20 DX 0 A [F) R 50 25 B (R R B K o AHE, FEFRIH SR
2Kk (K 7o) , 42 Fidl 3 2 e iigdEsir, A&
BaH.
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AN TR S5 25 B AT LA AT 30X 4y 5 Tt LA TR R A AN TR
FEHH % FE B R KA T DA AR B I X 4y o (A R
A&, FEMABELTR bR G, SIS EI, 1 B
) BT RR AR 55.58%, 86.65%, 78.92%F1 79.44%7%
H 47.44%, 56.62%, 63.62%F1 69.48%. HLALIEFR AN

ARG 1 S B kR S R R B, M 2.
3 RO TTRRAR G B T, BRI 2 OR B B AL AR
PRI 2245 . tiik: 38 PCA ik, W HAEXD
ANTFI SR A 3 BE SR K IR RE T T v 335 17 5 5 B AL i A
RIS 0 DX 20 RE 0 B 9
2.5.2 RELZH (CA) R

FIRERT CA J7idint IR AN R AE % FE T FRAEK [
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Bl 9 Ko CA T o6 W75 {5 5 F AL R b il 5 11 3
Mres 3 (L, OB1~0B8 R4 1 11 8 A%, OB9~
OB16 UL 2 1) 8 4Lt . M) - MWK 9l LLE
, FET IR R AUR S, 3 AN TRE % (A I B s
AT AL, 5 1 S T IR () K
efl, ME 2 AAES T IR B ) 1 A R
KR, T CA ik, BWHEES . BrE S5k
AR ¥ oV R X 43 AN R (R SR 2 %

FHILFR 2L
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2.5.3 AP AT ( CDA) 4R

CDA J7 R4 ISR [l — R AN [F) IR 25 i 77 5 /K 1 F
TEAE ST M. dRRY, GAER T HARRE
H, AN ERSN FREUecHEE. K42
FER A M AIAR B 1 2 P41

MWK 4 Rl LLER], EFREE 1R, 1 WA E
TR 1 (R R MIESAT (29.183) &K, MAE4
3 (IRFRIEE L) Mddrs K (24.173) o XU,
g 1 SR AR S R U T LUK SR T IR SR KA
A 3 AFIHEER X o K. FIFEAT LARHE 2 2 g7y
AR (R U SR X 20 2 A 30 oAt R (AN ] 7 5 5 FE )
D7V ANE 1 AR o 1B 10 J& &4 PIAS Sl 45 )
5K RIEAT LIS H 4518 CDA J732:n] A 2K X 7
ANTFIFRA 55 B (K . IX B0, (] CDA J7ik, &
e SRR PR AR, T R AT AR 5 ) X 4 AN R 95
VR ARV ]

*4 SRAVTEMETHE

Table 4 class means on canonical variables of each cultured day

FEIREL pat| Canl Can2
M1 GRER 29.183 3.123
1R 412 (PERD -5.009 -8.694
3 (IRESD 24.173 5.571
A1 GREED 12.358 -3.405
2R M2 (P 2.036 5.544
43 (RS -14.395 2.139
M1 GRER) 19.908 1.404
FRDN 412 (PERED -7.422 -8.983
3 (IRESD -12.486 7.579
M1 GRER) 32.441 -0.627
AR M2 (R -17.257 -14.412
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Detection and analysis of fish culture water by electronic tongue

Zhao Yu, Wei Zhenbo, Wang Jun™
(Department of Biosystems Engineering, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310029, China)

Abstract: In this research, an electronic tongue was employed to distinguish goldfish’s cultured water. Three pattern
recognition methods were used, which were principal component analysis (PCA), cluster analysis (CA) and canonical
discriminant analysis (CDA), and different cultured density and different cultured day were distinguished by data obtained
by e-tongue and physico-chemical index. By results comparison of these three methods, different cultured density and
different cultured day could be better distinguished by CDA, and could also be distinguished by PCA combined with
physico-chemical index. However, different cultured water could not be distinguished by CA effectively. The results also
showed that e-tongue can be employed to distinguish different cultured water by CDA and PCA.

Key words: detection, fish, cultured water, e-tongue, pattern recognition



