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Abstract: Thirty-two kinds of different dry or fresh red dates were used to detect the physical indices and nutritional composition, then the
key indices were selected to establish Xinjiang dry red dates. membership functional model, in order to evaluate and analyze the quality
comprehensively. The results showed as follows: the protein content of Xinjiang dry red dates were similar with dates from other areas such as
Shandong, Shanxi, Henan and Hebei while Xinjiang, especially-Hami red dates had obvious advantages in sugar-acid ratio. The Xinjiang dry red
dates membership functional model was established by using fruit weight, protein, fiber and sugar-acid ratio and so on as evaluation factors.
Common red dates could ako be evaluated by this model. Calculation of the evaluation factors for all kinds of the dry dates showed that Hami
dry red dates had better quality thanthe ather samples: The membership functional model is not suitable for fresh dates.
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Table 1 Results of red date composition determination

¥RE TR AKkE BB LR

THEAE Vear®  &ah Eed

o) %/ g E% % lgkg (0% (0% K107mgg) % 4%
1 T Se7 R R 58400 93.92 57.65 217 53.76 72.99 20.91 212 9.69
2 S &S 10.9300 9597 4830 321 24.51 49.50 21.85 207 17.38
3 A% ($) 109850 9631 8412 279 6.58 14.98 199.39 1.62 410
4 EH# R R 42600 90.26 42.94  3.08 22.62 63.49 64.59 260  29.22
5 BB E 10.6200 94.16 36.74  7.47 33.00 53.62 65.10 319 5488
6 B GS R 48200 90.16 47.32 524 42.02 45.56 24.23 276 48.76
7 EAT 4R BR R 20.1800 92.68 43.03  4.24 25.19 47.06 14.21 204 2411
8 A — IR 17.3450  94.89 2971  2.60 12.89 56.82 24.33 253 2118
9 At Z G5 B R 145150 93.71 3371  3.09 15.27 63.86 62.92 246 2547
10 FER KRR 55000 9255 7.6  3.18 27.78 59.52 14.31 250  19.08
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#EEW
11 *ERBA 7.0400 9531 3113
12 ERR (4F) 8.5100 9271  30.99
13 BERE (F) 143400  93.31 30.70
14 BHERE (X) 215400 96.56 54.73
15 BERE (F) 16.3800 96.21 49.78
16 H2XRER (X) 17.1400  94.63 53.10
17 2R OF) 16.2000 94.57 60.87
18 HEARR (EF) 6.8000  95.05 54.57
19  BERR (8) 7.1450 9531 66.40
20 HEAR () 14.6000 96.91  74.99
21 AAefEsLaez )R 35050 9330 39.14
22 Tt yws 2.6050 9559 4571
23 T4 2 Tk 2.3100 9545 32.82
24 T B KR 3.8800 86.59 44.91
25 T vy HE PR R R 3.5000 81.71 55.33
26 LAk ezR 15150  87.46 39.13
27 LA R B R 1.5550  86.495 46.31
28 o 7R ) 4 R 74500  92.75 39.43
29 LARERAR 44900 88.86 32.01
30 LAFZEEAR 48800 8730 3051
31 PR EIROTI RIS 2.3300 89.48 51.99
32 o 0 SRR R 10.2800  94.94 33.05
32 o B SRR R 10.2800  94.94  33.05

5.86 22.62 65.62 32.71 4.44 31.14
6.37 30.77 60.61 102.47 4.01 26.34
4.06 49.50 76.62 46.80 3.01 31.30
5.37 53.76 89.05 33.34 3.50 13.89
4.71 32.05 79.01 38.10 3.35 15.73
8.72 25.77 43.67 33.04 3.14 6.04
2.95 22.73 55.55 30.69 3.12 7.05
3.47 14.29 19.90 38.50 2.80 7.16
251 26.38 54.05 76.89 2.78 5.39
3.95 16.39 36.70 149.34 2.67 3.55
3.83 31.06 59.70 22.50 3.28 22.51
4.21 37.17 52.36 26.03 3.30 19.98
3.36 27.55 51.41 25.89 3.60 20.38
5.63 46.75 49.52 21.53 4.40 35.53
8.22 33.77 38.38 25.86 511 24.68
6.84 43.45 46.70 57.29 5.12 37.68
5.36 41.27 44.94 19.81 5.01 26.56
9.62 39.07 56.95 77.26 4.40 23.46
6.92 37.27 52.77 61.65 5.02 24.76
6.37 38.39 56.68 105.84 5.81 38.54
5.50 40.34 42.48 28.08 4.26 27.05
5.23 23.81 5411 88.91 4.68 27.76
5.23 23.81 54.11 88.91 4.68 27.76
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Table 2 Statistics of red date evaluation factors

R R TR K gm0 ER gTE Ve W& HE B

/g 6 2%  Kgkg)  AE%T % /(10°mgle)  Ri% 4% b

nE 0.05 0.05 005 008 012 015 0.08 0.12 0.10 0.20
K: 215400

mAEKF 4. 68000 96.56 60.87 9.62 5376 119.05  105.84 581 5488  337.14
J: 35050
K: 4.4900

®EKF &, 35000 8171 7.16 217 1289 19.90 14.21 2.04 6.04 46.69
Jv: 15150
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Table 3 Dry red date membership function of fuzzy transition matrix

s B ¥R TR AKX EBR TR T VehE ZAMR BEEYT  BR
/g %  E/%  (gko) A% HE%  /(107%mglg) /% %% tb

1 M7 &% 07091 0.8222 0.9400 0.0000 1.0000 05355  0.0929 0.0212 0.0747  1.0000
2 FTE738% 03777 0.9603 0.7660 0.1408  0.2843 0.2985  0.1030 0.0080 0.2322  0.3695
4 e R R 0.2303 05758 0.6661 0.1228  0.2381 0.4396 05595 0.1485 0.4746 0.5490
5 S ES 0.3595 0.8384 05507 07115 04920 0.3401  0.5649  0.3050 1.0000 0.0865
6 E#BS R 04000 05690 0.7476 04133  0.7127 0.2588  0.1284  0.1910 0.8747 0.1384
7 AR H R 09202 07387 0.6678 0.2779 03010 02739  0.0214  0.0000 0.3700 0.2218
8 EA—%H% AR 07540 0.8875 0.4198 0.0577  0.0000 0.3724  0.1294 0.1300 0.3100 0.5931

E
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ELER
9 BB R 05880 0.8081 0.4943  0.1235
10 A EZRAKAR 06061 07300 0.0000 0.1362
11 A ERKAR 01496 09158 0.4463 0.4960
12 %EARAR (4F) 02358 07407 04437 0.5644
13 %EKAR (F) 05777 07811 04382 0.2544
14 B%HR (X) 1.0000 1.0000 0.8857  0.4295
15 AEBRAER (F) 06974 09764 0.7935 0.3416
16 H2XA&R (K) 07419 08700 0.8552 0.8799
17 2 kA& (F) 06868 0.8660 1.0000 0.1054
18 %F&AZ (FF) 1.0000 0.8983 0.8827 0.1745
21 TAutEsie R 1.0000 07805 05954  0.2235
22  AdeszwE 05477 09347 07177 02738
23 AAes KA 03995 09253 04778  0.1597
24 A@EHFARKRL 01152 03286 0.7028  0.4651
25  Fé@iEMER 00000 0.0000 0.8968 0.8128
26 LAEMASLZER 00000 03872 05952 0.6275
27 LFERBEOR S 00201 03226 07289 0.4289
28 LA 01736 07434 0.6008  1.0000
29 SLARAEEAR 00000 04815 04627 0.6383
30 LARRZEBAER 00229 03764 04346 0.5644
31 A MR 04095 05232 0.8347  0.4477
32 LEZURIRR 03396 0.8909 0.4820 04114

0.0582 0.4434 0.5416  0.1114 0.3978 0.5519
0.3643  0.3996 0.0224  0.1220 0.2670 0.4837
0.2381 0.4611 0.2190 0.6366 0.5139 0.2248
0.4375 0.4106 0.9640  0.5225 0.4156 0.1668
0.8958 0.7738 0.3694 0.2573 0.5172 0.6586
1.0000 1.0000 0.2257  0.3873 0.1607 0.6032
0.4688 0.7979 0.2766 ~ 0.3475 0.1984 0.5630
0.3151 0.2397 0.2225 0.2918 0.0000 0.0117
0.2408  0.3596 0.1974  0.2865 = 0.0207  0.4876
0.0343  0.0000 0.2808  0.2016 0.0229  0.0370
0.4446  0.4014 0.1099 .0.3289 0.3372. 0.3759
0.5941 0.3274 0.1477  0.3342 0.2854 = 0.2680
0.3587 0.3178 0.1461  0.4138 0.2936  0.3668
0.8285 0.2987 0.0996 . 1 0.6260 0.6038 0.1421
0.5109  0:1965 0.1458 ~ 0.8143 0.3817 0.0000
0.7477  0.2703 0.4815 0.8170 0.6478 0.0743
0:.6944  0.2525 0.0812 0.7878 0.4201 0.1279
0.6406 0.3737 0.6947  0.6260 0.3567 0.0432
0.5965 0.3315 0.5281 0.7905 0.3833 0.1018
0.6239  0.3710 1.0000 1.0000 0.6654 0.1456
0.6716. 0.2277 0.1695  0.5889 0.4302 0.1052
0.2672 0.3450 0.8191  0.7003 0.4447 0.1955
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Table 4 Red date membership function evaluation result

5 14 1 13 30 15 28 12 26 32 29 21 11 24 4
% 0611 0576 0551 0.537 0.502 0.488 0.476 0.472 0.463 0.458 0.437 0.434 0.433 0.430 0.426
i 9 6 22 31 27 17 8 25 10 16 2 7 18

%% 0414 0408 0408 0.402 0.394 0.392 0.378 0.363 0.359 0.347 0.338 0.321 0.317 0.213
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