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Fig.1 A research approach to characterizing food odors through machine learning

BN ARG HLgs 2 Bk (Traditional ma-
chine learning algorithms, TMLA) F1A T #fi 25 ¥
4% (Artificial neural network, ANN) . TMLA EZA4J
fi. F W5 Hr (Principal component analysis,
PCA) iz /N -3 (Partial least squares, PLS) [
MLEE M (Random forest, RF)  SZ#F 1] & 4L (Support
vector machine, SVM) . Ff & #& F+ 5 7% (Gradient
boosting, GBoost)%, ANN F= 45 . [z [ 14 45 #it
2 M 4% (Back —propagation neural network, BP-
NN) 2 JZ AL (Multilayer perceptron, MLP) 4%
L M 22 W 2% (Convolutional neural network,
CNN) . H %it5 %8 (Autoencoder, AE)%:, KX ETE
it B 2R AIL A% 2 ) FE A B W AU R AE TP Y
T 60, LUA A ik (9 if 53 ik — 26 2%
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R FH
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£, Gonzalez Alvarez ZE™RIFE(E F PCA WF9E T %5
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) —

PCA VB —M I 2% > Ok, TE i R
FAE A A BB B 22 i S AR Sy B dE
APRT R it — D25 5 B 7 S R
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ST HEE TR TR 3 R R TR A 0 R R
JE R BB 9 FE 43 BT (Principal  component
regression, PCR)IAY | A A i 50 1Y (1) D 3 2R 4K
RP¥IRT 0.8,

PCA 7 52 SR B 4 1) [m] B S Rg 8 13 B8 K
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WRARAE A MERA M, 56 T IR BV 2o o i
I3k — 20 ST B AU AR AR ) I Y S B (A
1.2 RE/NZ5(PLS)

fin 52/ — 33k (PLS) S L E ik PCA by $or
filt & AR 1 —Fh Z oo ge it ok W T ot s &
Z R AR DG, I Rl g vy M T A AL, PLS 4R &
T PCA iz et [mJH  (Multiple linear regres-
sion, MLR) A8 A B sL M, B A F
HEHHH T EMIREE D,

PLS AU 1) PR RAEPEREAR KR JE IR 5
N TAHEZEB AL B AR RO 5T AR 2 R IO
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PLS [B1JA F50 A R, 5 0 0 = P Rk 1 1Y
F G HEMH (Aroma activity value, OAV), X%k
P 3 IS PR KU 247 A DG 1 43 BT 75 JH i e /> —
T AH I B, RIBAH O REBOR T 0.8 M5 & MR o)
(9 OAV NN SEAE R IE AR, AR ) B 7
ZE RN AR 2253 51 0.842 Fil 0.227 ., Guo 5PE
FAE NS SRR I ) SR BT AN ) 118 a0 O
Hems . HEHC OAV HRF 0.5 B 19 MR VE L
a5 JUEBIER T 10%09 8 AN SRR ST, i)
AL TR T AR PLS RAERLAY, Horh A
FEUR I PLS BRI AR | BEOS i BE 93.4% W4 TT 22
1 84.5% 128 SUKAIE 22 57 . Aznar S5Pfl ] PLS 72
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B BRI 6 oy gAY | it PLS R Y 13
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Ojha SEPIE 78 37 4 4 T ORI (B A FUI0 S 250 e DU
PEAT T 2 AR AR R SR T AT O AR 58 R
W B T T A A TG 1) AT R O3 1 B HON I Y 1
i, f#H Dragon software version 6 I8 <1
(492D 3D FIRAT, IR AT RS A P bR o i 22
/I 0.0001 AT Z A ARG R BOR T 0.95 A 06
FIRAT 22—, Pl 3 1 5505 2 3T PR B (Ge-
netic function approximation, GFA )% X 5 iE i#F
— W RRICRRRT , ARG R A BE 4 LU ST PLS
R B POE RECR? 1K 0923, B J5 HAS FHAH [
A RIS 7 3 SUHE S T 2125 AN HE TR B ) PLS
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i f5 /s 3 (PLS) 51 AW A2 4 J5 W] R R I
Ji A B, BIBR U A B, i S B AR R
B TR B 2 A R RAE . HF5EH 2l id
PLS &SR W | R DL L0 A R R AR AL
A UEB] PLS nf H 356 T GC-MS fif b i 19 4% & P
J o3 AT A 2 B OB B UM, SR T BT i 57 19 PLS
R SRR T ) M REAR R E I Bk TR ik Y 6
W, AR E BTS00 RN ) B 2 1 KNS
[F] , FRAE A SR i A — 2, ME LU 3 WF— o Rp Ak
WHOTE L, H G285 H AR OAV fHR
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RF @57 T 34 R R FAEA A . 5 K il
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B T K B (Gradient boosting decision tree,
GBDT) M5 kAR LA, & 0 RF PERE S, 1fE
WA F1AE 43 51535 0.936 F10.903, Zhang %53
fiE T 598 ARl S F 1k 5 Wy i R ZE 1Y | K B8l
B RARZE I 2 g BRI 5 & i JE R A
12 Fb, (ARG RF 9 07 i A, R0 R 19 31
SHER 35 (93.4040.31) %,

ST PLS,RF H & — % /Y H 2 0 3 47 Ak 1
fEJ] . Li FPEMEH RE 7 43+ S0R B 3 U A5
B & SPGB R AE 0 1 06 AN — 0 2 5 BV E fi
SR SCH oy TR B g — 2Dk R RF Ay 20k
FEHT 5 AFFAERD AT SR 5] T A 4 884 AN F
TE A AL AR BL ) PEBE X — SUAE Vigneau SFHOEAE
2 G P “TPRUR ™ R0 g R I A B S A X
Vigneau S50 BU7E T i 19 RF AU {3 4>
e T AR s LA A A e AR R T R 25 BN
o e “FHABUAR " J& P45 53 1) RF RAEBAL b i ]
HI 3 Fh 5 & PR A6 i B Y 35 5 MR 22 (Root
mean square error, RMSE,,)# 0.259, 1 {4 T fr
ARG YRR RMSEey B T2 0.362,
P HRIEN] T RF FERE ARSI G Rt v R i 46—
AN AR A BV AT 55 Sy R Aff b R AE HE A AORR
JE k.,

RF GRS AL IA & R B R G, B
& A WF TR AR 2 (W) I SR A U B R AE A R B £
i FHHARZE R, RE SR IE R 3
A8 T LATE Ao 3k 7 R AE 38 IO DG i Pk R AT A8 A0
ORE G BRAN T or e BB & [l AR A5
PR FRS L6 B A7 AR I BT /N S B AR A
VEFIIE STRRAE R A SRAE B SR, (AR 2 DR 5
RF 3k 73 5 AR 11 3 AR 6 SRR B AR 1) B AR A
FZANSH, T B PR P E R SR R A L
$& T+ RF 7E B S AR RAE Y 52 M
1.4 ZHFEEH (SVM)

MARZAS b, SVM 3 i 4 Hh — > de AR 40 25
S THUA A DR s M 43 28 B0 S 1A [R) Y SR, &
A URAE B R TTZ% , AT S0 S P ) i ik o 2
278 ISR R IE R B 5 AR & 1k 2 1)
HATEA RS X — 1 Rt e &, XA
st SR 1 ZRAE 22 B0 A0 T X e AN AT 23175 L
B ALEAGE SVM SRAE B ORI, 5 5] AAZ R

O FE AR 13 52 1) o 23 )l L2 b mT 4y
SVM R 76 B KU A3 B 408 O A B 2 R
(0 22500 3 i AU 22 57 6 2 R A T 40 2 R e
AN 3o A B 5l SR 1) o 1A 553 (Support
vector regression, SVR)#EFTE AR 58 B 1Y 2] 15
M, Yan SE¥5E T SVR #3727 AR O . LTRT
B FHIE O 4 9 R AL S P —CIR G R
RORE RAERIRL R FH ORI RIR A W B R 4
HABRR e 28 R RIS h 3 m T 0.87,
FEMNRAR TR ¥ T 0.81, HRH SRR A W) Ak iR
JEE FEAE R P 2 2 1) D PR T B IR PR A A5 R Y
AR, DA SVR G EICHE 42 v 0 e 75 45k BURK
REAE S RE IR S SVM AU B 1) SR 52 ) K]
15 PLS RAES R AR, AR5 E
S5 IR T AR FESE 5 SVM 24 A X R &
1 A SR AR AR P A S AS 0 LA
N THRAEREEL  Liu ZR007E RAE AR R 1) B &
S EE I, 25148 ] PCA lasso 5% AE S5 gt 47
FRAFHEHL, AHH TR LG 260 4E50HE 19 SVM, 4k e
[ SVM 1 ZRAE HERf 26 I R 1T AE+SVM %
RUFE R KR AR E 63 dERYTRIET, MERRIUTE T
0.56% , ELE& Fo e MR PERE . R4 MITE L T 40 1
JOT T BE FAE SR [R)RE e A AN [ AR A 2 B
25 SVM 4L A, AE+SVM R e, %o Hepr e
AR JERH A5 ) B 3R S v A B Ik 0.8565, A EL T
PCA+SVM F1 LDA +SVM 43 5 K 29 &5 i 25% Fil
35%., 1M Liu Z5£"95 Bonah Z5%0N) 78 FLAF5E v &
W AE 1k (Genetic algorithm, GA)5 SVM 41534
WA, VA EBFFEUEI AE Fil GA WA R 51 A
REAZHZ T SVM RAE B 5 AU I HERA M (A5 5
LHEEAL(SVM) B4 H T & AR RIER
WFoE R g/ il ER S Lok, HERE i Ak P 46 K 22 4k
1 F - S B R T R S AR S TR R
B AL BRI b B — e AR # . SR, Hh
T L A oK RO R AE 43 ) LA X £ AR
MAEZME L, R IR R A M R B R LS,
— AR 1E P v 30r pR B 5T 4 1) B pR 8K (Radial ba-
sis function, RBF)Zr25%% KA RBF 24500 | 5
THuft, [IET,SVM X 4% R 5 S EORAE T S8R %
MU AR et R R BRSNS,
G 2 MEES SVM A A AW T SVM £ AE
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B AR B HER P H AR SVM R TR i
(1) A Sk 3,
1.5 #ERFAHE % (GBoost)

GBoost 1E 2 —Fg 2% 10 HE 2 Bl & 77 ] 55
B, BE AT LR T3 S A A R0 05 43 Bt ml 1 B il
MHZE  E A TR B0 R L T il AR 20 B
eSO T A AR B B O B B AR R AR B SRR
PR T IR D

Chacko 58T Keller 42 H ¥ 53 4 2 2
AR A SR D 45 28, R 1 SRR A7 Hh B Y
B2 K o3 A B ST PE T H “sweet” “musky 2 SR
IR AT AT R RAEBIAR G EE T . 45 GBoost, H
iE WA BEHETE (Adaptive boosting, AdaBoost) \#i
FR A% FE $2 Tt (Extreme gradient boosting, XGBoost)
A6 PR JRaE— AR TR A Boruta 5
R TR AR O AR BE A RE ), 45 SR R B, R
HEATFRAE ZE HUAT “sweet” L5754 AdaBoost,
“musky” LK GBoost; 1M 78 HEATFEAE 58 HX
J& ,RF XTI “sweet” (4 L ME EH R KRR T+ F1 {E 34
£ 0.85, “musky” e L - 24758 GBoost, 31X Ut I FF
AR AR R B2 1 R AR DR 1 ) 5 | A5
FIEE MR A B — a2 kg Jm ik,

F 5T TERAEF W AR IR A B AR A 58 B2 2K
P, 00 2 O BE R A PR I . BT XTI
[F) R, Lee SEP94 [TTHRIY T R 2% H 4 1 AN ] b 2 7
1 X6F Foe ZASE R SR SRAE RE 7 04 52 1) %o ik 2 5 ke
LA AR B A2 N B 2 b b 3R 7 =X 25 R ke A8 R
AR g b SO SRR, L E R R 1Y
T EAR R T AR R AR O X 4 0 58 2%
MAE M8 TR 1T iz A8 s AR UEN] T B4
I e — i 2 23R g 1 8 % 3 R R AE AN TERA
Lee SF09HE— 2B PRGE 1 AN R4 #5125 X0 B2 SR AE
SRR S, 7 T A 126 AN ER R R AE i 1 SR
AT 5 MRS i 2 0 5 s 2 A8 Al A (Mul-
tivariate imputation, MI) F1 K f i 4B 46 #b (K-
nearest neighbor, KNN), LR AEEIRZ XG-
Boost A% EBENLF (Extreme random tree, ERT),

GBoost 1 LU ATAT 51 2K s 8, AL S) Tt
b, Ris A AT g . HoR I g B I
RIZA ARSI IFAT IR . GBoost H HiI7E & i
SBRFRAE AR AR

1.6 BMSEERREPEENZZIEEZNLE

IRAE G A2 ) S B R A2 R
B R H B2 M PR R S A R B R RR R
fEZ 3R 1 AR ARRIETh &G ML s = ) 5
DL LLER AT A P AR Ge L g2 > AT
A R AT R A5 PCA J2 i e 2 19 )5
e, HARAEAE S, 25 5 SC B, FLREAHE o 4k S0 T A
b, )32 N T 00 e A R AR 2 40 78 dA R, &2
FA 5 0 1] 08 A e /N T (PLS) | BE AL 2R A
(RF) I SZ Ry 1 ML (SVM)3 Rl ik, PLS AT
PCA .PCR } MLR 3 R8T —1& ML TH B
PN T 3 B — B 3 R 2 W T
FE R 0 1 R RAE A A e vy vp | B LR
AEARAREE L HOR THFAEAS A BE 85 . RF AT SVM
VR 40 BB 0 A - 1 b B AR RAE v i AR SR
ML, AR H S A A & R R A B HL B A Z R
AR SRS T SR, BRI 348 PLS &
Fe 2 P R 2SR IR UA B R B R T
2 (GBoost) B i AR 2>, AN ad iz ik B i 248
S PR B AR R AE TP AT SR AEAE — i T
WA

G AR 2 2 R — B B L e & n] LLSE
P AR R M 1 W R AE 3 5 2 e SR B
FIAL A DR TH AR 2 A o i P RS RS R 2
H& R Ham K 0 Jey BRI 7E T A5 AL M R AR KRR
JE FER TN TARE TR R

2 AITHEZEMEERMSEKREF LA

ANN B0 AR DAERAS Bk 3y, 3 4 45 A
LM RAR MR e , T 45 2 B R T W i 4
AN 7 2058 BURRAE R ORI B AT 55, S AT A
REHREIY S ZPLEANN 5L 501 8827 > 540
PR BEHAS LT 3 A3 1) HA& SR R £t ik
FEBE T, BB A% I G 75 4t B R A 8 T O e
#:2) H& A F I BURFRERE S, B anfE
CNN X £ i AR Y F - S 500 AT B 2l i R AE 32
HRPO ) 3) BEAS N B (0 i 25 B AR v
Smyth SR LR UEAT B AR S M R % 5
FE AR e AR Ak, JE T ANN 38K A2 > fig f1
BRI H, B2 AR I T S AR
HEFIRIFSE
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Table 1 Comparison of traditional machine learming algorithms in food odor characterization
Hik 2 AR £ & Bk E AT
PCA ABEEFTRX, RENG, B AK ARG HBERL— GC-MS AT b 69 42 K MR o M 2, F5 4k %
H i S Pk WEH Y R E TR ;KA RERLE RS S I Ak
KRB o9 A8 K B F YR 9 e 2 A8 AR 4 AT
BB R IR s 28 A ML 4 4%
X
PLS FINBEZT BIRELRME B FE2HEEOIG B BHES AR BE IR 6948 XM AT
AT B M ARAR A AR iR AT GC-MS ¥y Ak R AR BEA 0932 55 T
A AR R AEBEA GG 5
RF BHHE, R G ERKBEAASE FREEASM AFE L AT GC-MS,EN 2L 2/ A 348 4 09 Aok
By 4 A SRR RSB R BN GARE,ER T RN AR AR
FBERFEGAFEL, B A
TR THRRGARKESR
SVM AR ML A o e B ARSI SE AT GC-MS, A K EE AR ER 5 £
Sz} ARG AN kR EW )
B2 A AR F R K
K HUAE B SR A B3
FEAL
GBoost ~ MAREF X, 5 T RAEIAT I, Dl dhmd e Rk AR T RS AT A

1] K

21 REEEHEZEMLE (BP-NN)

BP-NN 28 AL Mg —Fhpf 28 4, Ho| A
S A% 7 5875 (Back propagation, BP), i i 13 il
45 5 FLSH Z )R 22 AN TR 4 1 5 S
BB TR PERE

Yang 55PO7E XS 3£ 45 F DR 5 B AT Fisher F1 1)
J&, XCHNL T BP-NN RAEEA BP-NN Ay 1550
2% 100% , 1M Fisher A58 0] 25t ML A] . Kim
SEMN L [T R AE T e A i ) £ )5 75 <L (Retronasal
aroma, RA), %558 578 I A 0 24 BE % 1 1 i e 11
PEREIR AR | bR SRR A 4 B[R Y B S
Bk, XL R Y U AR i, R2, O 0.86, RM-
SE. 4 042, Zou SEPSE TR 45 2% 1) w7 R AR R I
HENL T T S AR B AR I N (Y MLR (PLSR J¢
BP-NN 3 M BRINGIEEAY | 25 5 3 B BP-NN 4557
BRI BE 7 dee i, AR (14 ] U 2R B0 A L A AR T
o ik 0.981 A10.923,

L IRBESE h BP-NN H 4549 LA 58, e 3L
PR ORI T B L G ML
)RR RIERE S, ARG R By,

VI Z W58 35 #-A m) Tfelt FH BLA T 22 U2 1 TR 2
D) 26 A $i2 BCHE 22 A A5CRRAIE DA BT o o A £
SR SR 1R 25 7E S A% 49 1) ok 72 rh 25 R I 2
G0t Z )2 M2 (A% 3 5 23RN ffi 75 BP B3k
FEARBEHIR N ZRIR = M &%, X ffifG BP-NN 7E 2 b
SRR P Y ] 32 BIAR KR R

22 ZERFMHY(MLP)

MLP 7E £ i ANN Jeli B3 1o T Bz
VISR THEIRL 2 S e ), W 28 TR 5 RN 435 4 02 2% i ik —
LT, BT —FIREFI ML (Deep learning
network, DLN), A T2 8t ANN, GEAS AL FEL 2 5
AR R AR R 8BS A N A2 2 B A L

Kiani 4 WI7E 32 1F J 21 46 & <o B A, fd
PCA X T4 11x990 1 H - S5 i 40 4 P 447 e 4t
27 04T (Load analysis, LA)K; 11 &I 43
SRERAHOG . BARDG . S9AHOC 3 35, RS HLL R AN
RMSE g 6 b5 %5 i Jir 1 (4 MLP /0 265 142 [] i o 4
% 2% (Radial basis function network, RBFN) M)
TEREIVE gL, 255 & 30 MLP 1) SR RAERE J) L
RBFN 5, Bl AnAe i H] 1 Fiv A 1 Ja A A a0 i) A Y
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o MLP ) R* #1 RMSE 43514 0.98 1 0.91,RBFN
(4300 0.925 2.7, X AT g i T MLP B
R IEY] S BUpREL (Tangent-sigmoid func-
tion) [t RBF T B &1 Rl & B RE & P 2200
BOH BN, W28 ) FRAERE T 233558 . Bo SFOERAE
T AR T IR LA ARG W 2R
AR, [FIREAE A LA S#EATRRAE S 50 bR 5 52 25
3k — 0 i 71 390 i (Load distribution, LD)i%E$E
FRAFAS & e @S 73T TR A7 1 MLP-
Des 22 fIERE R FIBE T 43 F 48 81 MLP-Fin FAFL
Y2 IR AL T On R A RAEBLAEL TN £ 50
BRI RAEALAY 2 MR EE AR, HO2 o0
MLP # A b Z o0 MLP AL 2L | — A2 i 2 B
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A s i B e

PRI Sy 80001 R0 26 1 % T 2 v T AR TR 2 o) g
77 ,MLP BEHETE = 45 &2 2= 19 AT B b - 40 51 i

BEEE 5 B R R M ) S OC 2R RERS
R RAE B S UK A SR, — R Ml 18 o) 4%
WIE 2 FE KN GR ] E R, AR e, 4L
2 G,

2.3 HBRMWZML (CNN)

BRI 22 R 2% (CNN) & —Fh 35 24 B IR 5 o7 >
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JIFLTE . LeCun ST 1990 AR A4 T ek 2 LY
LeNet—5 470 FF4) T CNN BUCHESRE . 2858 30
ZAEMWE S AR S, L) LeNet=5 MM , © 44501k
2R ZFEM) CNN 2%, )3z b i 5
RIS B TR LA R £ ot B B T4 ARG T e
[7i S 12 2 2 it AR S AIE 45 v 1 ) e 22 11 — b A
Ze LR RIME RIS F A g o Hoe e A 22
W2 ARG I A BRI ARy CNN H4g
SRR B B HURHIE Y fE

0T HRTE CNN G EE il OR FRAE 4 7 A P A
R EEGIERE, ZHWIEH AR 20 CNN #EAT 1L
I HHEMEAES, Bi SFO7E J A7 A8 R IR
CNN FAERA B HE R T GoogLeNet Fll SqueezeNet

IR Block 1

IR Block 2

Conv 2/expand1ix1

Conv 1/squeeze1x1

Conv 1/relu_squeezelx1

Conv 2/relu_expand1x1

Output

Conv 3/expand3x3

Conv 3/relu_expand3x3

& 2 %EF GooglLeNet #1 SqueezeNet i CNN #2414
Fig.2 CNN model based on GoogleNet and SqueezeNet®
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] R 45, n] i T A R U7 KRB ) s Fire B H AR 3
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BT 2%, B ZE R 2, A B AR R S
HIEBIA THEA — (AN FERT L2 53k 255 os i
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71 Sharma ZEOE(F F] CNN FRAE4rF AT F 75
Sl Zrad 1) VGG16 Fl Xception 2 A~ 9 45 (1 l]
GBHE| AT A MRS CNN LA 4558 % B
B VGG16-CNN A5 R 2 1F o 1 5% i Ok 19
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TEERG 2 [ T+ 28 98.3% ., FEM )G 517 A T @ s Al
Hy L8 gk — 2B R ] T T i VGG16 -CNN Al

Input 3D
Molecular Graph

aus
Ty iz - O |
T Ty Ty e
o My e
Remowa

Graph Representation

Xception—CNN A5 HLA7 T 55 1 RAEMERG 32 . X ]
AT TR 2 S50 o AR Rl i SCER T TR AL R
HHE %,

FEXT UK & PEHEAT RAE BT, CNN F 48 1915 2
M2 | B REAS R M ZRAE A Lin S5O0 2155
)5 AN ARSI 2 T 1200 LA H) 3 k
SR 3D 4E B Y 1R A B 2 ) 4% SR Ak A A
(Three —dimensional graph convolutional network,
3DGCN) , BEAIS5F 245 2 MEBERUZE 1K
REZ 2A2EEZ K 3, AR FREsE
WA KRR A7 5 R I 1Y) 7 =5 B AR 40 1 R A LA
YE R4 A, 3d ReLu Ml tanh 2 N EREUHE 7 15 8
FR b B R RN O 5 R AR AR B AR LS B AR L
s2s \max .sum . age 4 #7247 AL LLARASAS [F] i
tho I8l RF SVR MLP % 5 AL LS & B A
TP I E 1) 3DGCN AR i K FAE
AE 1L . 3DGCN Y R* ¥37E 0.7 DL L HE RO
R* #FAE 0.65 IR, LA 25 #EAT ALY 3DGCN £ #!
RORBAE

/
.
- | | R S, |
| | e B
A I\ 8 S
| o~ B o )
— b RelLU | . ~ 8
oA\ |- () e A L& fol o) i
. I N\9 8 N\ 4 0 O, 2
® wh | o~ ® o~ ~ @10 -
| 00 2
s ; j °
: o)
| so—nl | — Fully Results
L S&. /4% LT AP e | Connected
N\ RN 2\
- [ ) -9 Layer
Graph Convolution Graph Aggregation

B 3 3DGCN #= 2 i £ fll 45 #91%
Fig.3 Infrastructure of the 3DGCN model™
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By oM ERAE B TR ) N1 20 i AL
il 51N TR BE 22 ™ 2% (Deep neural network ,
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T A& 4 () B i 242 M 4% (Graph neural network,

GNN) FIEJE 2 M 4% (Deep neural network,
DNN) , H it & i Hypergraph—CNN A5 P 58 548
THOMORS B B 0.6552, 4 [M1#% 0.7701,F1 {E 0.7081,
ROC £k HiB 0.8656,4 A48 bty L H BRI 5
CNN i T H A& 5K B 3 32 BURRE 19 g
ZALRE Ty LA R e W SRR ) iz B T A% 2R
il LLSCR T R R AL T, R 2 A EE
UEBH A1 LG 1% G2 1Y SCA B ECH A ey BB | &
PRV A5 2 A5 B, R IR o e AL
B A CNN H g B T 42 v H B AR R
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B FURN 23 () A2 e, DL R 5 B 28 i I {7
FUAE B i AURFRAE v O B B AT O FH A B

24 B4%fEEE (AE)

H Ji 5 & (AE) 1E Sy Hi B 74 0 e 7B R B 2 )
BEARY 5 A I ek ) 45 ) S0 B e 5 (] T e AR
A S BN iy AREASRRAE 77 AP,
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YRR SR A AE ] . Nozaki 28V T A i %
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PCA 5 AE WYX B AER0CR . 45 2R K AN IR 2 JaK
BRI A 2 S B AR X B0 R 4 I S 34
1% 25 (Mean reconstruction error, MRE) #BLb
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AT e AR B A 2 U Al 2 DL IBURR
AiE s FE AR [E]JZ A — Softmax 4325 2% 4 H S WK AR
2 BT TE MRS IR Y B R 2 IR it Al 2 UK
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] o ARRAIE PR A 2 o) o 7 v SR £ T
FRIE I AT G200 o S PR A o D e R R 1 X 22 1 43
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layer Iayrer

10

layer layer layer

Transposed Convolutional Unpool
Layer layer

E 4 OLCE =B EM R
Fig.4 Infrastructure of the OLCE model™
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58 T A% Ge 19 F 1853 43 B (PCA), B U B i<
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Layer layer layer
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PE RN 4 I fif 28 [ 4% (Spiking neural network ,
SNN) Z5 K ] B TR BCR S MR S T R T
52 B R RGN 25 A5 (Residual convolu-
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P RCSNN 458 2 75 A48 57 £ i TR 5 0 R B84 4 A
P2 KR SR B B b 0 o1 24 3R v 1 2 0 i) ik
(88.57+5.11)%F1 (84.50+10.82)%, = T 145
SVM  Z& #1553 #7 (Linear discriminant analysis,
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LDA) &L Ge bl I BERY  [RlI7E S 800 Nt
BRCR | AT 4 1) ResNet—-18 P45 (155 18
JZ1) CNN) . Guo %A TR L= S HELE  fE v T
44 ARG T I SR R AT 5 B R AEAS Y AL
A JF LR A ] CNN A 3 52 B0 5 505 5 1Y i 28
FEAIE (Spatiotemporal characteristics, SC), P Z 4~
[A] i < 2 W E 42 M 2% (Long short—term memory ,
LSTM ) i 1 B A AHARL P B — 2H AR 38 7 S H 5
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28 d1e R NATTIT i g 1) s A ) TR 1 5 A 1) 8
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H iR i SRRIE TP AR 2 SR, W Bt
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HE— 20 AR AR B 1 I =S R IE A B
E B R A T EA B R 8 1 FH ¥ ) 5 46
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AR A 2 I 2% TR L T N B 2 KR
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PEBE TN T REMAREMETD D a8 RN E
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A HE IR KR E e, EAEWEET
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Table 2 Comparison of neural network algorithms in food odor characterization
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Application of Machine Learning Algorithms in Food Odor Characterization

Li Shuai, Chai Chunxiang”, Liu Jianfu
(Tianjin Key Laboratory of Food Biotechnology, College of Biotechnology and Food Science,
Tianjin University of Commerce, Tianjin 300134)

Abstract The objective characterization of food odor is important for the optimization of food production process and
quality evaluation. However, the complexity of the food odor formation mechanism and its complicated composition, cou-
pled with the fact that the odor evaluation process is susceptible to a variety of factors such as environmental, psycho-
logical and perception modes, make it necessary to deal with a large amount of high—dimensional and complex informa-
tion in the characterization of food odors, which requires the use of tools with powerful data processing capabilities. A-
long with the rapid development of artificial intelligence, computer science and big data technology, machine learning
has powerful data processing capability, it has become possible to characterize food odors using machine learning, and
the implementation of this process relies heavily on machine learning algorithms. In this paper, the application of various
machine learning methods in food odor characterization was summarized, and the advantages and problems to be solved
in using machine leamning methods for food odor characterization were pointed out. Finally, the future development direc-
tion of machine learning algorithms applied to food odor characterization was foreseen.

Keywords food; odor characterization; machine learning; algorithms



