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1 BopoHexckuil rocy1apCcTBEHHbII YHUBEPCUTET HHXXEHEPHBIX TEXHOJIOrUH, p-T PeBomonuy, 19, r. Boponex, 394036, Poccus
Annortamus. [{enxs paboTel — yCTAaHOBHTH pPa3inM4usl MHOTOCCHCOPHBIX Npo¢uiell paBHOBECHON ra3oBOH (ha3sl Hax JIEBSITHIO
oOpa3laMH KOHIIEHTpaTa IIOJCONHEYHOro Oellka, MOJTYyYeHHBIMH IPH pPa3HBIX 3HaueHUsX pH, ruapomomymax, peareHTax H
¢unpTpyrommx no6aBkax. [ms xaxkmoro oOpasna aHaIM3UPOBAIM 3 MJI Ta3oBod (a3el B TeueHne 60 ¢ MacCMBOM U3 BOCBMHU
U3MEPUTETbHBIX KaHaioB. [lo TepBUYHBIM BPEMEHHBIM psAaM OMNPEETSAIM 3HAKOBBIE AKCTPEMyMbl OTKIHMKOB, IUIOLIAIb
BOCBMUITyYEBOTO BHU3YaJbHOTO OTIIEUaTKa, BPEMEHHOH MHTErpal CyMMbl MOAYyJIeH OTKIHKOB M OTHOCHUTENBHBIM BKIAA KaXIOTO
ka"ana. ©opMy npoduieil COoCcTaBsIM MO MOJOBHHE CyMMEI aOCOJIIOTHBIX Pa3NuYdil HOPMHPOBAHHBIX JOJIEH; JOMOIHUTEIHHOE
oIycaTeNbHOE CPAaBHEHNE BBIIOJIHSIIH METOJIOM TJIaBHBIX KOMITOHEHT. Hanbonpimmii o6nimii OTKINK MOJTydeH A1 HpoOs 1: mionans
orneyatka cocraBmwia 511,95 T'm?, BpemenHoit wmHTerpan — 4786,5 I'm'c. HammMenpmme 3HaueHust o0ouMX ITOKazaTeieit
3aperucTpUPOBaHbI i poOsl 5: 44,55 ' u 1230,0 T'-c. B rpynme 1 MHTEHCHBHOCTL CHMYKAIACh OT MPoObI 1 k mpobe 3; miomans
npoOsI 3 Obina Hke Ha 65,19 %, a pasnudne HOpMUPOBAHHOK (GOPMBI cocTaBmIO 5,43 %. B rpymnmax 2 u 3 Hanbonee OIM3KUMH 1O
wiomaau 6bumm mapsl 4-6 u 7-9 ¢ pasmmumamu 3,31 u 3,37 % coorBerctBenHo. Kanan I1912000 dopmuposan 27,78-37,78 %
HOPMHUPOBaHHOTO TNpodmist Bo Bcex mpobax. [lepBle aBe TIIaBHBIE KOMIIOHEHTH 0O0BAcHAIHM 86,44 % Bapnanum mnpoduiei.
Pe3ynbraTsl MOKa3bIBAIOT IPUTOAHOCTH MHOTOCEHCOPHOTO MOAXO0a TS CPAaBHUTENBHOM XapaKTepHCTHKN 00pa3LoB, HO HE HO3BOJIAIOT
BBIZICINTD BIIMSHUE OJHOTO TEXHOJOIMYECKOro (hakTopa HM3-32 OJHOBPEMEHHOTO W3MEHEHUs HECKOJBKUX YCIOBHH M OTCYTCTBUS
HOBTOPHBIX H3MEPEHUH.

KuroueBble cj10Ba: IOJCONHEYHBIH OCIOK, paBHOBECHAs ra3oBas (a3za, MAacCHB CEHCOPOB, BH3YaJIbHBIH OTIEYATOK, BPEMEHHOU
MHTETpAaJl, aHAJIN3 TJIABHBIX KOMIIOHEHT.
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Abstract. The study aimed to determine differences in multisensor profiles of the equilibrium headspace above nine sunflower protein
concentrates prepared at different pH values, solid-to-liquid ratios, reagents, and filtration additives. Three millilitres of headspace
from each sample were analysed for 60 s using an array of eight measurement channels. Signed response extrema, the area of the eight-
axis visual fingerprint, the time integral of the summed absolute responses, and the relative contribution of each channel were calculated
from the primary time series. Profile shape was compared using one half of the sum of absolute differences between normalized channel
fractions, and principal component analysis was used as an additional descriptive tool. Sample 1 produced the strongest overall
response, with a fingerprint area of 511.95 Hz? and a time integral of 4786.5 Hz's. Sample 5 had the lowest values, 44.55 Hz? and
1230.0 Hz's. In group 1, response intensity decreased from sample 1 to sample 3; the area of sample 3 was 65.19% lower, whereas the
normalized profile shape differed by 5.43%. In groups 2 and 3, samples 4 and 6 and samples 7 and 9 were the closest pairs by area,
with differences of 3.31% and 3.37%, respectively. The PEG 2000 channel accounted for 27.78-37.78% of every normalized profile.
The first two principal components explained 86.44% of the profile variation. The multisensor approach is suitable for comparative
characterization of these samples; however, the contribution of a single processing factor cannot be isolated because several conditions
changed simultaneously and no replicate measurements were available.

Keywords: sunflower protein, equilibrium headspace, sensor array, visual fingerprint, time integral, principal component analysis.
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BBenenmne

[loaconHeunslii MIPOT M ApyrHe BTOPUYHBIE
MPOAYKTHl MAacClIOKHPOBOrO MPOU3BOACTBA paccMar-
PHBArOTCS KaK MEPCIEKTUBHOE CHIPHE AT TIOTYIEHUS
0eNKOBBIX KOHIEHTpaToB. COBpeMEHHBIE HCCIeI0Ba-
HYSl HalpaBjieHbl HA IIOBBILICHWE BBIXOAA OeJKa,
yiIydieHne (QyHKLIHOHATIBHBIX CBOWCTB M CHIDKEHHUE
BJIMSTHUS COITyTCTBYIOIIMX KOMITOHEHTOB [ 1-8].

Paznuuust ycnoBuil 3KCTpPakLUM, KUCIOTHO-
IETIOYHON 00pPabOTKH M PHIIBTPAITIH H3MEHSIOT CO-
craB OeNKOBOW (PPaKIMK U COIYTCTBYIOIINX JIETYIHX
KOMIIOHEHTOB. [loaTomMy Hapsimy ¢ (usnko-xummie-
CKUMH TIOKAa3aTeIsIMU LIEJIECO00pa3HO IMPUMEHSTH
METO/IbI, ITO3BOJISIOLINE OBICTPO COMOCTABIIITH MHTE-
rpabHBIC TPOQUITH ra30BoH (pa3bl Hal MPOLYKTOM.

MaccuBbl HECENEeKTUBHBIX CEHCOPOB ¢op-
MHPYIOT MHOTOMEPHBIN OTKIIUK, KOTOPBIA MOXKHO
MIPEICTaBUTh B BUJI€ BPEMEHHBIX KPUBBIX U PaIu-
aJIbHBIX BU3yaJbHBIX OTHEYATKOB. Takod moaxon
HE MIEHTU(UUHUPYET OTACIbHbIE COCAUHEHHS, HO
MO3BOJISIET CPaBHUBATH 0OIIMiA MaciuTad u hopmy

C. 308-315

npoduis pa3HeIX 00pa3noB. s HHTEpIIpeTauu
HEOOXOIUMBI MpO3payHble NpaBWia pacdyera Hu
YYET OBTOPHOCTU U3MEPEHUM.

Lenp paboTHI — ONPEAETUTH PA3ITNIHS CEH-
COpHBIX TpoduIIeH PaBHOBECHOW Ta30BOH (ha3bl
JIEBSITH O00pa3LoB KOHIIEHTpaTa MOJCOTHEYHOTO
Oermka W yCTaHOBWTH, Kakue oOpasibl Hamboiee
OJM3KHM TI0 MHTETPATILHBIM MOKa3aTeIsIM U HOPMH-
POBaHHOH (OpMe OTKIHKA.

post@uestniR-vsuet.ru

MarepuaJbl 1 METOAbI

HccnenoBanu neBATh 00pasuoB, 00bequ-
HEHHBIX B TPU Tpynmbl coriacHo mono «Haspa-
HUEe» B UCXOAHBIX Excel-daiimax. Ycmosus moiry-
yeruss oOpasnoB  Bkmoyanmu pH  5,2-8,0,
rugpomoayiu 1:10 u 2:8, pacrBoper CaClz, NaCl
i NaOH, yKCycHYIO KUCIOTY ¥ (QUIBTPYIOIIHE
no6aBku. CocTaBbl IPUBEIEHBI B (POPMYINPOBKAX
MCXOAHOTO (haiiyia; 6a3a, K KOTOPO OTHOCSTCS OT-
JIeTIbHBIE TIPOLICHTH! U KOJIMYECTBa J0OaBOK, B Ma-
TepHajax He yKa3aHa.

Tabnuna 1.
Y cnoBus TOArOTOBKY 00pa3I[0B KOHIIEHTPATA ITOICOIHETHOTO OeKa
Table 1.
Preparation conditions for sunflower protein concentrate samples
IIpoGa I'pyrma H T'mnpomoy s Pearents! u 106aBKH
Sample Group P Ratio Reagents and additives
1 1 52 1:10 CaCl 5 %; ykcycHas kuciora / acetic acid 10 %, 50 mur / mL
2 1 56 28 ' NaCl 5 %; yKcycHast KucioTa /
’ ’ acetic acid 10 %, 50 ma/ mL; Benteco F 205 S
3 1 59 1:10 . CaClz 5 %; ykcycHast kucnora /
’ ) acetic acid 10 %, 80 mi1/ mL; Benteco F 300 S2
4 2 8,0 1:10 NaOH 10 %
5 2 5,8 2:8 CaCl>5 % (20 r/ g); Benteco F 620, 10 r Ha ¢hunstp / 10 g on filter
6 2 8,0 1:10 NaOH 10 %; Benteco F 620, 10 r na ¢usstp / 10 g on filter
7 3 56 28 . NaCl 10 %; ykcycHast KHgHOTa/ .
’ ) acetic acid 10 %, 50 ms1/ mL; Taiko Classic 1G
8 3 5,8 2:8 CaClz 5 %; Madur 212
9 3 8,0 1:10 NaOH 10 %; Taiko Classic 1G

PaBHOBecHY0 ra3oByIo (hazy oTOMpau B 00b-
eme 3 M. Kaxneiid obpaser; nsmepsiii B TeUeHHE
60 ¢ maccuBoM 13 BockMH KaHayoB: I1BII, ITuK,
18K6, I'A, 11212000, II3I'C6, I13I'C u TX-100.
Bpemennsie psnpl AF peructprupoBaiu ¢ marom 1 c.
W3mepenus BeimonHens! 22 anpenst 2026 r. Monens
npubopa, TemmepaTypa W BpeMsl BBLICPKUBAHHS
po0 B MUCXOAHBIX MaTepuajax He yKa3aHbl.

J7st KaxKI0r0 KaHajia BEIOMpaIy HauOOIbIINiA
[0 MOMYJIIO OTKIMK C COXPAHEHHEM HCXOJHOIO
3HaKa. [lomanps BU3yansHOTo OTHeYaTKa pacCUUTHI-
BIN KakK IO/ BOCBMHIYYEBOIO MHOTOYIOJIb-
HUKa MOAYJIEN MakCUMyMOB. BpeMeHHOHN nHTerpan
OITpEeNIEIISUT METOAOM TpAIEH JIjIsl CyMMBbl MOJTYJIEN
BOCBMH OTKJIMKOB. OTHOCHTENBHBIN BKIIAJ] KaHaja
pPacCUMTHIBAIN KakK JIOMK0 €ro MOIYJS MakcuMyMa
B CyMMe€ MOJTyJIeil MAaKCHMYyMOB.

[omapHo cpaBHUBamM mpoOsI 1-2, 1-3, 4-5,
4-6, 7-8 u 7-9. Paznmuune Gopmbl onpenesum Kak
MIOJIOBUHY CYMMBI a0COJIOTHBIX Pa3HOCTEH HOPMU-
POBaHHBIX J0JIEH KaHAIOB. AHAIN3 TJIABHBIX KOMITO-
HEHT BBIIOJHAIN Ui LEHTPUPOBAHHOW MAaTPHLIBI
OTHOCHTENBHBIX BKJIAJIOB. Bee pacdeTs HOCAT omnu-
caTeNbHBII XapakTep, MOCKOJIbKY Al KaKAOW pe-
HENTYPbI PEICTABICH OIMH BPEMEHHOH Psil.

PesyabTaThl

BpeMeHHbIe KpUBBIE TOKA3aIM BBIPYKEHHOE Pa3iIv-
que MacmTaba OTKIMKAa MeXHy rpymmamu. s
mpo6 1-3 cyMmapHBIE MOAYIs OBICTPO yBETHYH-
BaJICsl B TIEPBBIC CEKYH/IBI M 1aJiee CTAOMITN3HPOBAIICS
Ha OoJiee BBICOKOM YypOBHE, YeM Juis Tpod 4-9.
B rpynme 1 Hanbompmmii OTKIMK coXpaHsuia mpoda 1,
HanMeHbIINH — 1poba 3. B rpynme 2 HanOonpmmi
BPEMEHHOM WHTErpajl MOJy4eH Uil MpoObl 6,
B rpynmne 3 — st mpoOs! 7.
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Ipynna 1/ Group 1: npo6sl / samples 1-3
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Pucynoxk 1. /IluraMuka cyMMBl MOJyJIeH OTKIMKOB BOCBMHU CEHCOPOB 3a 60 ¢
Figure 1. Dynamics of the summed absolute responses of eight sensors over 60 s
Tabauma 2.
MakcumanbHble OTKJIMKHA KaHAJI0B U HWHTCTPaJIbHBIC IOKAa3aTC/IN
Table 2.
Maximum channel responses and integral indices
Smax, It,
Ne TIBIT TTuKn 18K6 T'A 1512000 orco erc TX-100 e/ He Tu-c/Hz's
1 5 11 4 -21 41 4 5 22 511,95 4786,5
2 4 10 4 -17 36 3 6 20 383,96 4159,0
3 4 7 2 -11 24 2 4 15 178,19 2761,0
4 -2 -6 -2 5 -11 -2 -2 -9 53,39 1409,0
5 1 -5 -2 6 -10 -1 -2 -9 44,55 1230,0
6 -1 -7 -2 6 -13 -1 -2 -10 55,15 1553,5
7 -2 -6 -2 6 -17 -2 -2 -8 73,54 1780,5
8 -2 -4 -1 -8 -14 -1 1 -8 60,46 1239,0
9 -1 -5 -2 -8 -16 -1 -2 -8 71,06 1686,5

HauOonpimas miomans oTnevyatka U Bpe-
MEHHOM WHTErpasl 3aperuCTPUPOBAHbI I TIPOOBI
1 — 511,95 T'u? u 4786,5 I'i'c. HaumeHnnliue
3HAYEHUs MOIy4eHBI Ui MpooObl 5 — 44,55 I'®
1230,0 T'o-c. Bo Bcex rpynmnax HauOOIbIIMKA TIO
MOJIYJII0 MakCHMyM cBs3aH ¢ karaimom [13172000.
B mpo6ax 1-3 60ybIIMHCTBO MaKCUMYMOB I10JIO-
KHUTENbHBIE TPU OTPULATEIBHOM OTKINKE ['A;

310

B Ipobax 4—7 npeobiiafaoT OTpULIATEIbHbIE MaK-
CUMYMBI TIpy ToJioxkuTensHoM ['A; y po6 8 u 9
MakcuMyM ['A Takke OTpHLIATENbHBIH.

Js ipo6 1-3 ucnonb3oBaHa mmikana a0 45 1,
Jutst Ipo6 4-9 — no 20 ', Pasnenenue mkan mos-
BOJISIET CONOCTaBUTH (hopMy Mpodwmiiell BHYTpH
rpymn. [locie nopmuposanus Bkiaaa [1312000 co-
craBysin 27,78-37,78 %. Cnegyromumu 1Mo BKIaIy
yamie obum TX-100 u T'A.
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MpoGa / Sample 1; 0-45 Ny / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

narzooo

Mpo6a / Sample 4; 0-20 'y / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

narzooo

Mpo6a / Sample 7; 0-20 My / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

nar2000

Mpoba / éample 2; 0-45 Fu,-l Hz
nen

narc 18K6

naro00

Mpo6a / Sample 5; 0-20 'y / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

narzooo

Mpo6a / Sample 8; 0-20 My / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

nar2000

PucyHok 2. BusyanbHble OTIEYATKH MOAYJIEH MaKCUMaIbHBIX OTKJIMKOB

Figure 2. Visual fingerprints of absolute maximum responses

Mnowans makcumymog, My? / Maximum-polygon area, Hz?

511,95

post@uestniR-vsuet.ru

Mpoba / Sample 3; 0-45 Ny / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

narao00

Mpo6a / Sample 6; 0-20 Ny / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

nar2ooo

Mpo6a / Sample 9; 0-20 My / Hz
nen

narc 18K6

nar2000

1 2

Bpemennon unterpan, Mu-c / Time integral, Hz:s

4786,5

Pucynox 3. [lomapHsle pa3nuuust HHTETpaJIbHBIX MOKa3zaTenaeld u GopMbl mpoduis

Figure 3. Pairwise differences in integral indices and profile shape
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Tabnuma 3.
[TomapHsie pa3nu4ust UHTETPABHBIX TIOKa3aTene u GopMbI TPOGUITS
Table 3.
Pairwise differences in integral indices and profile shape
ITapsr ASmax, I'n? Alt, T'u-c ®opma
Pairs Hz? ASmax, % Hz's Alt, % Shape, %
1-2 127,99 25,00 627,5 13,11 2,83
1-3 333,75 65,19 2025,5 42,32 5,43
4-5 8,84 16,56 179,0 12,70 6,62
4-6 1,77 3,31 144,5 10,26 6,23
7-8 13,08 17,79 541,5 30,41 10,60
7-9 2,47 3,37 94,0 5,28 6,51
Oocy:xaenue CHJIbHEE OTIIMYaJIach OT IIPOOKI 7 TI0 HOPMHUPOBAHHOI

B rpynne 1 paznuuue riaBHBIM 00pa3oM CBS3aHO
¢ MacIITaboM OTKJIMKA: IIOMIAb IPOOBI 2 HUKE IUIO0-
many mpoosr 1 Ha 25,00 %, a mpoObl 3 — Ha 65,19
%, TOrJa KaKk pa3Inine HOPMUPOBAHHOW (HOPMBI CO-
craBiseT 2,83 u 5,43 %. CienoBaTeaIbHO, COOTHOIIIE-
HUE KaHAJIOB COXPAHSAETCS JIydIlle, YeM a0COITFOTHAS
HHTEHCUBHOCTb.

B rpymnne 2 miomaau npo6 4 u 6 oTaHyaroTcs Ha
3,31 %, Ho Bpemennble uHTerpansl — Ha 10,26 %.
Takoe pacxoXIeHHE MOKAa3hIBAET, YTO EJUHUYHBIC
MaKCHMYMBI ¥ BCS BpPEMEHHAs KpHUBas XapaKTepH-
3YIOT pa3Hble CTOPOHBI OTKIHNKA. B rpymme 3 nanbo-
Jiee OJM3KK NpoObI 7 U 9: pasnuuus cocTaBuiu 3,37
% mo mnomanu u 5,28 % mo uHTerpamy. [Ipoba 8

¢dopme — Ha 10,60 %.

OnHOBpeMeHHO u3MeHsuch pH, Tuxpomosys,
peareHTsl U QrIbTpyromue nobasku. Habmromaemere
pa3Iuuus HeJIb3si OTHECTH K OJTHOMY (hakTopy 0e3 o-
HO(aKTOPHOTO IKCIIEPUMEHTA U MIOBTOPHBIX M3MEpe-
Huid. CeHCOPHBIN MacCUB XapaKTepHU3yeT HHTEerpallb-
HBId TIpomib ra3oBod (hasbl, HO HE 3aMEHSET
HUACHTH(DUKAIIIO JIETYYNX COSANHEHUH TN OpTaHo-
JIETITHYECKYIO OIICHKY.

CBoanas Tabymna ucxomnoro Word-datina co-
IEpKUT OTHETHHBIE PACXOKICHUS C IEPBHYHBIMU
Excel-¢aitnamu: mst mpoOsr 1 makcumym ITuKn pa-
BeH 11 I'm, a gt mpoOsl 7 makcumymsl [TuKn u
[12T'C6 paBubl —6 u —2 ['i. B HacTosMIClH paboTe Hc-
TI0JIb30BaHbI IEPBUYHbBIC BPEMEHHBIE PSIJIBL.

K2/ PC2—17,95%

@7
9 2

O ) ®

@

@3

'4
.G

.5

@ Tpynna/ Group 1 @ pynna/ Group 2

@ Ipynna/ Group 3

MK1/PC1— 68,49 %

Pucynok 4. TIpoexitust HOpMUPOBAaHHBIX POQUIICH Ha TIEPBhIE IBE TJIABHBIE KOMITOHEHTHI

Figure 4. Projection of normalized profiles onto the first two principal components

[lepBasi raBHAsT KOMIIOHEHTa OOBICHSET
68,49 %, BTopas — 17,95 %, Bmecte — 86,44 %
BapHali HOPMUPOBaHHBIX npoduieit, [TpoOsr 4—
6 pacIoNIOKEeHbI C OJJHON CTOPOHBI TIEPBOIT KOMITO-
HEHTHI, a MpoOs! 1-3 1 60IBIUHCTBO P06 7-9 —

¢ apyroii; mpoba 7 BRIICISAETCS IO BTOPOH KOMIIO-
HeHTe, [[poekius ABIseTcs onrcaTeI-HOM U HE CO-
JIEP>KUT JOBEPUTEIbHBIX TPAHUII.
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3akirouenue

MHOT0CEHCOpPHOE UCCIEeIOBAHNE BEISIBIIIO BEIpa-
JKEHHbIe pa3Nuuusi obuiero macmraba OTKIMKa je-
BATH KOHIIEHTPATOB ITOJICOIHEYHOTro Oenka. Makcu-
MaJIbHBIE WHTETPAIbHBIC TTOKA3aTeNH HOXYIeHBI IS
mpoOsl 1, MUHUMaIbHbBIE — JUIS TIPOOHI 5.

B rpynme 1 MHTEHCHBHOCTH MOCIEIOBATENBEHO
CHIDKAIACh OT MPOObI 1 K ipobe 3 Mpr OTHOCUTEIIEHO
HeOOJIBIIOM H3MEHEHHH HOPMHUPOBAaHHOH (opMbl. B
rpynnax 2 u 3 Haubonee OIM3KUMHU O IUIOLIATU OT-
revyatka ObuTH Tapbl 4—6 u 7-9.

Kanan 1912000 ¢popmupoBan HanOOIBIIUH OT-
HOCHTEINILHBIN BKJIaJ] BO Beex mpoduirsix. [lepsrie nBe
TJIaBHBIE KOMITOHEHTBI 00BsICHSUH 86,44 % Bapuanuu

post@uestniR-vsuet.ru

s mpoBepku BOCIIPOU3BOAMMOCTH U YCTaHOB-
JICHUS. BIWSIHUSL OTIENBHBIX (PAKTOPOB HEOOXOIMM
SKCIIEPUMEHT C MTOBTOPHBIMH U3MEPEHUSIMH, KOHTPO-
JIEM TeMIIepaTypbl U BPEMEHU BBIAEPKUBAHUA U I10-
CJIeoBaTeIbHBIM W3MEHEHHEM OJHOTrO TEXHOJIOTHU-
4eCKOro napamerpa.

Baaroaapuoctu

Hccnenopanne BBITOIHEHO 3a CYET IPAHTa
Poccuiickoro Hayunoro ¢onma Ne 25-26-00391
«[lony4yeHne CBETIIBIX KOHIIGHTPATOB IOCOTHEY-
HOTO OelKa ¢ WCIOJIh30BaHUEM aICOPOIMOHHBIX
METOJIOB M CEHCOPHBIM (DOPMHUPOBAHUEM OPIaHO-
JICNTHYECKOTO MPOQHIIS»

HOPMHPOBAHHBIX JTaHHBIX.
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