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Prediction nutritive value of napier grass silage

using near infrared spectroscopy

Patima Butcha? Atitiya Suksaket?” Yaowalak Mangpung®
Supakit Sunato Ramphrai Narmseelee
Abstract

The purpose of this study was to create equations for Near Infrared Spectroscopy (NIRS)
to predict nutritive values of napier grass silage. A total of 234 samples were analyzed for their
nutritive values by standard laboratory process and scanned by NIRS in the wavelength 1,100-
2,500 nm. for dried and fresh samples. Then, determine the relationship between the
absorbance of napier grass silage and the nutritive values by using WINISI IV program and
statistical analysis of PLS (Partial least square regression) and MPLS (Modified partial least
squares regression) with SNV (Standard normal variate) and non-SNV (Standard normal variate)
spectra modulated and detrend with Derivative, Gap, Smoothing, Second smoothing and Math
treatment in 10 pattemns. The result revealed that the calibration equations generated from
dried samples had higher r* values compared to fresh samples. Dried samples showed r?
values for DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF ADL IVDMD and NDFD in the range of 0.97-0.87 while fresh
samples had values in the range of 0.93-0.84. When considering the validity of the RPD value,
it was found that prediction equations from fresh scans illustrated lower accuracy, only CP EE
and NDF values would be functional. For dried scans, it can be applied to all nutritive values,
only NDFD requiring further equation development. When evaluating potential by the
standards 1SO12099 : 2017, the result showed that the prediction equations were accurate

and precise for predicting the nutritive values of napier grass silage sufficiently.

Keywords : Near infrared spectroscopy, Nutritive value, Napier grass silage
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thaun1sifadendiui 3 auns smuasuaultldvesaunisiietnuszannnues
aun1siranunsaldlunmsussiiualiwivguntdesieds lneihanasuvesiieg anguniuasy
wseiiuanugndosiuglagldraiifsneg laun A1 SEP asfiAndesnitaeavinves SEL (SEP <
2 SEL) fannuiiawanmiadesenindiliainisnaeaiiuagailéainds NIRS (Bias) msianiosnin
0.55 1711984 SEC (Bias<0.55SEC) A1 Standard Error of Predictioncorrection (SEP(C)) Weenin 1.29
wihwes SEC (SEP(C) <1.295EC) Apaudulng 1 (Slope ~ 1) audanisues SA (2017) usnani &
firnsanseAutunmuamysaanmIdaed1 RPD (Ratio of Performance to Deviation) A1u3n13ves
Williams et al. (2019) fsuansly Table 1 Ineidonaumsifisusasguiidiigaiios 1 aums dmsy

inlUlglumsvihneauamalavugimeinias NIRS deld

Table 1 Criteria of prediction efficiency : Williams et al. (2019)

RPD Value Classification Application
0.0-1.9 Very poor Not recommended
20-24 Poor Rough screening
25-29 Fair Screening
3.0-34 Good Quality control
35-4.0 Very good Process control

> 4.1 Excellent Any application

RPD = Ratio of performance to deviation
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seaulunisenuamadaguzvesingAvemsiauy (AnenssunIsAufenIsinvuglauuly
Uszinelng, 2563) laun Aringuiis JUsku lug 161 NDF ADF ADL IVDMD uag NDFD winfiu 21.31
7.08 1.85 10.07 70.21 46.64 7.02 48.37 way 43.91 wWesidudnudidukarlndidsaiuauie
YOIUNT wazAne (2562) vhnisiwseiamaimidasusvemgiulesvdn wudnddringuis
TUsfiu NDF ADF uag ADL Winiu 92.21 5.91 84.90 35.15 uag 9.82 wasldudmudsy ieneaey
iNemAALAAIALAA BUTBINT AT el sUfTANS (Standard error of laboratory; SEL) a¢
Wiudnen SEL fiAdi uansidanunaiaiadeuvesnsiinseiluiesufinmsiannuaaniaieu
foslaoudiovran SEL Tuussduauldldvesaunisludunountsmuasuaunisnudi aaam

Aana1nunsgulunisiune (SEP) dreenitaadninues SEL (SA, 2017)

Table 2 Total sample, nutritive value and standard error of napier grass silage.

Parameter N Minimum Maximum Average +SD SEL
DM, % 212 87.36 95.38 92.33 1.65 0.23
CP, % 210 273 11.05 6.23 1.50 0.05
Fat, % 210 0.84 3.16 1.96 0.37 0.03
Ash, % 211 3.75 18.56 9.83 2.87 0.24
NDF, % 210 63.36 85.06 75.09 4.42 0.77
ADF, % 211 38.44 64.32 52.18 a1 0.90
ADL, % 175 2.35 13.80 8.27 1.80 0.88
IVDMD, % 225 31.36 73.94 52.26 7.75 0.24
NDFD, % 212 18.04 47.85 32.85 5.55 0.40

N, Number of samples; SD, Standard deviation; SEL, Standard error of laboratory; DM, Dry matter; CP, Crude protein; EE, Ether
extract; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber; ADF, Acid detergent fiber; ADL, Acid detergent lignin; IVTDMD, In vitro dry matter
digestibility ; NDFD, Neutral detergent fiberdigestibility.

nsaduazniugauaultldvasaunisiisunns g
vhnstvarnasudinisgandunadugisnimuennndu 1,100 - 2,498 wiluwns Tagld3sns
Fauuvaeioundu (Reflectance) Mntuinisutsfiogneiamneenidu 2 ngu wielfifuiaogng
naudmvaiaunsisunsgiu uaznguiiliniuaeumnitldvesaunis laglddadaunsden
freganuuiurnudiivuade Muuadumiasuduiagsuiudeg1eiidesnisiuraaie
wtngy Taeidendegnauuuiiug 2,4 dwsuadaumsienfegiuuuuiauasiuuan ntu
riqegslungudmsvasisaunisiisvainsgiuazgniiudana ulagldmannis Principal
component analysis (PCA) i ldudnn1seuaaaiuniatuda (Mahalanobis distance) 4ii 869

MegrendAeguannguesn FerniiaunAlo1aiinainraiganve Wy NMsawNUARANa1AnIeAIY
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Anunfivesaiunlnsiiines 1wy danudugs viegumgilas (Uuuidd, 2564) vilvivdediuiudiegis
wieldadiaunsiisuninsgiuiasnquinldnivasuauldlavesaunis Awngn A1g9an flade
wazAn SD aauandly Table 3 aziuingndeyavesuiavatungudmsvasvaunisiiisuninsgiu

AsaUARUAYBINguiietiilimugeualildvesaums Inedeemas 2 ndu dredelngiAesiu

Table 3 Number of sample and nutritive value of calibration and validation sets of napier

grass silage.

Calibration set Validation set
Parameter

N Min. Max. Mean SD N Min. Max. Mean SD
Dried napier grass silage
DM, % 155 8736 9538 9246 1.65 32 87.39 9518 9267 1.71
CP, % 150 332 11.05 6.27 150 39 365 1006 6.18 156
Fat, % 157 1.10 289 194 037 33 139 283 190 0.38
Ash, % 152 523 1856 10.20 2.87 36 647 1774 1032 301
NDF, % 149 6336 8323 7487 4.42 36 64.77 8271 7496 4.80
ADF, % 154 3844 6432 5172 471 29 47.12 5866 5212 293
ADL, % 132 313 1258 818 1.80 30 539 1216 850 1.74
IVDMD, % 167 36.09 70.37 5208 7.75 40 38.13 66.65 5148 7.61
NDFD, % 156 19.02 4362 3280 554 40 2237 4332 3208 5.11
Fresh napier grass silage
DM, % 139 8835 96.04 9219 1.28 30 89.85 9453 9201 1.13
CP, % 145 273 954 6.13  1.13 40 417 873 6.32 1.14
Fat, % 146 0.84 3.16 2.00 0.39 44 138 283 1.98 0.36
Ash, % 130 375 1524 949 192 22 666 1320 929 175
NDF, % 125 6554 8506 7530 3.25 23  69.8 8098 7522 331
ADF, % 124 4168 6333 5250 3.61 21 47.38 5847 5238 2.63
ADL, % 150 235 1380 8.07 191 24 587 1216 831 1.39
IVDMD, % 125 3136 7394 5265 7.10 30 40.35 6590 5282 647
NDFD, % 128 18.04 4785 3295 497 20 24.05 4276 3356 495

N, Number of sample; Min, Minimum; Max, Maximum; SD, Standard deviation; DM, Dry matter; CP, Crude protein; EE, Ether
extract; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber; ADF, Acid detergent fiber; ADL, Acid detergent lignin; IVTDMD, In vitro dry matter
digestibility ; NDFD, Neutral detergent fiberdigestibility.
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Fothngushegsdmiuaiaaumsifisvnmsgusnaiaaunis Taelilusunsudusagd WNIS
IV S2uAunSleranada PLS regression Wuu Full cross validation wag MPLS wuuUSuussiazlyl
Ufuusls wuindeyaaiunasudeunisuiuiimemdiudeiviauuuuiuasiuuan (Figure 1(A)
Snvaizanauilddfinning lnsannduvesiegawuuanazigruiinuagnisidousauinnia
fregrsuuuuaus esnluanaidunsnegaugnailuidodefivinademsinimuasnqriy
vosuaslurandu NIR uanansufiesauuanasdfiduuney indevaguuiiuinesiiodidae
SUNIUNNSHANAULAIVBIBIAUTENOUN NI UTI A BIN15T1ATIEYRE (Cozzolino et al,, 2006) 310
Figure 1(A) aziuiawnasuludegnanuuan wufinfinnueniady 2100 uilumnsdedinnuduiug
fulassasrsadlusiu I8 sunannmaganduuasesiwilvfinlidnausituannduveaiiosig
LUULTH wenantudeiidviwavesuaeyma anuduideifieitu suiseiureadeloviingnd
azamoginaliiaunnuiignsonivaeudeurulnefegisvuindnazasiounadldfinindedsuunn
g Fvoraiinnuudsusudiinenmsnszdaas (N3, 2553) feajuteumsadeaunisiuieds
AsfinsusuuisioyaaUnasutouiieanauulsusiuilenaifindu
nsUsuusisdayaanasumeIsnsniedaaansanansadieandnsnavesladefenaile
Tnen1514935 SNV waz Detrend $auAU3Saustus (Derivative treatment) ufUf 1 waz 2 virl#
ansausnyngeniimdsudeutuluannsueenaindy uazannansenuiivilvanasuiaue
Wit unaentisaueniadu (Funnus wagany, 2553) Wefinnsandnuusvesanaduiiiiunis
USuuseneIsnsmsadndians (Figure 1(B) way 1(0) agwinan1susuumaUnnsunlamailna
FrefuazdrevenedaygnalidnauinniuuaranaunUsUsudionainduainnisnssis wwaes
19819 (Kasemsumran et al, 2004) Ing SNV Hisandyaiasuniuvaei detrend awdi8anal1y
TAgueansazalnmsy @1u derivative ﬁagj”lugﬂ%q derivative, gap, smoothing, second smoothing
thy aetheuitymnnsdouriuiuresgaseniuainasuuasnsideutuvesaiunasy nensasng 2™
derivative ¥asatnmsy agsilviAinn1suenvosgaeendina sudoutusg vazfl 19 derivative ¥89
aLUﬂm%’mzﬁd’wLLﬁ{Jr:ymﬁaLUﬂm%’mﬁmLﬁuﬁumﬁmaammﬂmmmﬂ?{u AULNU Y SUNAINVUINA

BUNIATDIFIRENTUANAML BuNIAvLIR g azdsuiianinsiiunvessaasivludegald

=

Weaniteuninvuiaan vibikansunadililudiegneldssezniaunnnin neuiiasasvieundu

(Y]

sanuviliignaanduuinndt @3 gap wag smoothing avteUsuanasuniidnvuslusenunan

dinnszaneliiSeutu (euus, 2548)
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(A) Original spectra (B) 1" derivative spectra (Q) 2 derivative spectra

Figure 1 Original spectra (A) and 1 derivative spectra (B) and 2" derivative spectra (C) of dried

and fresh napier grass silage.

aenNIsUsukssalUnesuvdesaunisiisuanasguiueaumdasusvema e s
mifnarnnafuaneusia 2 35 Tdun wwuuiuaziuuania 9 9180139 ay 40 UMY avanun
720 aums Mnsuriinsdndenaunsiisusiasgiuiiiulunsinasiunvhnmsmuaeumiugndes
Y9IAUNITINIANTAL 3 AUNT Ll eMaNNISTBUNITEIUA AT AR WuTAadAvesaunsITiBy
wmsgiungguammsln ey LS ndnainnisaunuiteg anuuwislen idilng 1
unndnuvanlunnsionts sauanslu Table 4 Tuvaigiinnaunisilan SECV uaznasinsvasnn SEC
uag SECV Aanminasinnsusziiudidmunlinazidemuasunnuldldvesaunsmuin A 2 ves
M08 UULTIEINIMULER InsuuuusiadiAnTnguais TUshu Tosfu 1eh NDF ADF ADL IVDMD uay
NDFD 1171u0.97 0.95 0.91 0.96 0.96 0.93 0.93 0.96 Uar 0.87 MUY UaghuUaAALALYINAY
0.87 0.93 0.91 0.88 0.90 0.84 0.87 0.85 uay 0.84 AWy Tudruvesrn Bias Wuin yaLUUlAI
w3y 0 Fepn Bias arsfiarldunna19an 0 egadideddyniadfnseiuanud ety 95
Wedldud Uaeniefvinunesemada NIRS lalusndnaandiaieiiianesiseismand

Hofiansanadldlsuesannisaindl RPD wuin aunsifiousnnsgIuainasaunuluuLis
dmsurhueatinguits Tsiu 11 NDF wag IVDMD diA1 RPD winnn 4.1 Tulueglussduiien
8 suanunsaldviungldiunnaru (Any application) @un15¥1u1eA ADF uag ADL fiA1 RPD
5eWing 3.5-4.0 agluszAvfAunaunsalilunisaiuauamA N TEUILIU (Process control) @1N13
viunealuuduaunisiieglusyduilaeiian RPD sewing 3.0-3.4 Feansahluléiuneluay
ATUANNTITAAATM (Quality control) druaunsvhuieat NDFD annsoldldlunudmdenidowiy
Tnefidn RPD ity 2.7 iWleiSeuiisuiunisaunuiaograuuvand saruluagsian RPD egflusydv
anunsolfldlunudndenidesiuriny Tnefidn RPD ogsening 2.5-2.9 ifissaumsviunsailusiu
fiflen RPD 58719 3.5-4.0 ogluszdufunamnsaldlunisaivguaaninnszuIunu (Process
control) uazann1svinuneailusiu waz NOF fegluszsudlasiidn RPD 531319 3.0-3.4 Faanansa

i luldvihungluanuauaunsianunin (Quality control) Ia wazainuaitldnuda A1 r’ uag RPD
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194 NDFD fiantiasviaansgunuy wadidosannistiaseiniseosldidauvesnisdneian
Fninnaswinidefinnainiad uananunlsusiuresdnimugiudefinnainlunisinsesdly
wesufuRnsiiiivanetuneu driudmstesldiordliusudvhiunisiinsgianamisnyuz sy
ag1alsiaunanisAnuludagUunudn awnsavaunaunisnisgesla il auudugiguazd
Usgansamld (Park RS., 1998)

Table 4 Statistical analysis of Calibration and Validation sets.

Calibration set Validation set
Parameter Treatment

N r? SEC  SECV N r2  SEP Bias RPD
Dried napier grass silage
DM, % MPLS NONE 1,8,8,1 155 0.89 053 0.63 32 097 0.29 -0.02 5.90
CP, % MPLS None 1,8,4,1 150 091 044 0.55 39 095 034 -0.01 4.56
Fat, % MPLS ~ SNV+DETREND 1,8,8,1 157 079  0.17 0.21 33 091 0.12 0.00 3.32
Ash, % MPLS None 2,8,4,1 152 0.88  1.00 1.07 36 096 0.58 0.01 5.21
NDF, % PLS None 1,8,4,1 149 089 148 1.65 36 096 0.95 0.00 5.08
ADF, % PLS  SNV+DETREND  1,10,10,1 154 081 1.93 217 29 093 076 -0.06 3.89
ADL, % PLS None 1,551 132 092 055 0.59 30 093 044 -0.01 3.95
IVDMD, % MPLS NONE 1,8,4,1 167 091 235 2.60 40 096 1.61 0.09 4.74
NDFD, % MPLS ~ SNV+DETREND 1,441 156 0.84 224 2.71 40 087 1.87 0.18 2.74
Fresh napier grass silage
DM, % MPLS ~ SNV+DETREND 2,441 139 070 0.70 0.75 30 087 041 0.01 2,77
CP, % MPLS  SNV+DETREND 2,441 145 082 048 0.56 40 093 031 0.01 3.73
Fat, % MPLS  SNV+DETREND 1,5,5,1 146 092 011 014 44 091 011  -001 3.28
Ash, % MPLS  SNV+DETREND 2,8,4,1 130 075 095 132 22 088 060 -0.01 292
NDF, % PLS None 1,10,10,1 125 063 199 242 23 090 1.04 0.00 3.18
ADF, % PLS NONE 2,8,4,1 124 056 240 2.68 21 084 1.06 -0.16 2.50
ADL, % MPLS None 2,10,10,1 150  0.73  1.00 1.06 24 087 0.50 0.08 2.77
[VDMD, % PLS NONE 1,10,10,1 125 064 423 433 20 085 248 0.0 2.61
NDFD, % MPLS NONE 2,551 128 070 272 3.38 30 0.84 1.99 -0.23 2.50

N, Number of sample; r?, coefficient of determination; SEC, standard error of calibration;SECV, standard error of cross
validation; SEP, Standard Error Prediction; RPD, ratio of performance to deviation; DM, Dry matter; CP, Crude protein; EE, Ether
extract; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber; ADF, Acid detergent fiber; ADL, Acid detergent lignin; IVTDMD, In vitro dry matter
digestibility ; NDFD, Neutral detergent fiberdigestibility.
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owSeuiivuen RPD filsimuin msdeneiandiegisuuuuisdiengainiuuuan aenndos
Fusuvesiams uazane (2562) leAnwinsiunenudmilaruzvemaiudefniindoinded
Fourier transform near infrared spectrometer (FT-NIR) WaegnanuuanuazuRe WuInn1sTung
Navgiudssuvuaniamnuusiugiinitnuunis Tasaunisviunee Snquis Tusiu NDF ADF
war ADL dA1 RPD Winfiu 7.77 7.20 1.64 1.39 way 1.82 Tuf79g19uuuwiia agilan RPD winfu
2.79 2.78 1.84 1.38 way 1.72 dmiuluuannIua1ny Wuielfiu Cozzolino et al. (2006) vin1s
Ainseiesduszneumaaiilusiogrsanvesinlnslulssinaggniowuin aumsvhueildien RPD
Y99 nguia 1WA NDF uaz ADF dlvgjegluseduneld laeddwviniu 2.4 4.8 1.3 2.1 uag 1.2
Py amefinsiesgisasmeda NR luwvuandsdaanuudugvinindesandedefis
anmandiiduesdusznoudoutamnyi lfifinnsinimvoas sufsfadeainvunnuasnis
N3¥189A1989A 208198 n928 (Murray and cowe (2004)) ui 08 19L5AMIUNINNAIUINITILATIEI
Fregrsuvvansiemaia NIR lfazannsathluldlunsieseidiedsianunsafinnisgayde
psfUsznavUegTionainduluseninaniseuuiauazun (Vranic M et al, 2006) s2uvata8an
aualumsduuasnisufogsieum e neideniuusslovidmiunsvudsdndeg

910 Figure 2 (A) uaz 3 (A) fensmluansanuduiusseninanasaiildanmsinsgide
Fmaedl wau Y) uazAildanmsiunefsaumafisusnnsgiu Wi X) vewnegnauuuiiiag
LuvARANEIRU WA ldannisinedeaumsiiisusinsguesaninguiis Tusiu Tesiu i
NDF ADF ADL IVDMD uay NDFD fifnsnszanesiiaseunqueatsnanisgeanvostoyadiesneily
Tumsasiaumsifisusasgu Inedeyadaulngnszaeogseuidunussn uandiifiuinmiiune

lanaunisiieuinasgudelndesiuaininlanss
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Figure 2 Relationship between NIRS predicted and actual values of nutritive value of

dried napier grass silage in validation sets.
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fresh napier grass silage in validation sets.
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Table 5 Statistics performance measurement of developed calibration equation for nutritive

value according to ISO 12099:2017.

Bias SEP Slope

Parameter Calculated  Criterion  Result Calculated  Criterion Result  Observed CGalculated  Criterion(  Result

value (Ty) value (Tue) value (t,ps) value taaz)

Dried napier grass silage

DM, % -0.02 0.10 Pass 0.75 241 Pass 0.10 1.00 2.04 Pass
CP, % 0.00 0.11 Pass 0.34 0.51 Pass 0.04 1.00 2.02 Pass
Fat, % 0.00 0.04 Pass 0.11 0.21 Pass 0.01 1.00 2.04 Pass
Ash, % 0.02 0.19 Pass 0.58 1.22 Pass -0.04 1.00 2.03 Pass
NDF, % 0.00 0.32 Pass 0.94 1.81 Pass -0.35 1.00 2.03 Pass
ADF, % 0.06 0.29 Pass 1.21 1.64 Pass 0.06 1.00 2.05 Pass
ADL, % -0.01 0.16 Pass 0.44 0.69 Pass 0.02 1.00 2.04 Pass
[VDMD, % 0.09 0.60 Pass 1.61 2.85 Pass -0.03 1.00 2.02 Pass
NDFD, % 0.17 0.60 Pass 1.87 2.73 Pass 0.04 1.00 2.02 Pass

Fresh napier grass silage

DM, % 0.01 0.15 Pass 0.41 0.87 Pass -0.01 1.00 2.04 Pass
CP, % 0.01 0.10 Pass 0.30 0.59 Pass 0.02 1.00 2.02 Pass
Fat, % -0.01 0.03 Pass 0.11 0.13 Pass -0.05 1.00 2.02 Pass
Ash, % -0.01 0.27 Pass 0.60 1.22 Pass 0.05 1.00 2.08 Pass
NDF, % 0.00 0.45 Pass 1.04 2.54 Pass -0.08 1.00 2.07 Pass
ADF, % -0.16 0.48 Pass 1.05 3.10 Pass 0.03 1.00 2.09 Pass
ADL, % 0.08 0.21 Pass 0.50 1.27 Pass -0.06 1.00 2.07 Pass
IVDMD, % 0.19 1.16 Pass 2.48 5.48 Pass 0.01 1.00 2.09 Pass
NDFD, % -0.23 0.74 Pass 1.99 3.40 Pass -1.50 1.00 2.05 Pass

Ty, The calculation of the bias confidence limits; SEP, standard error of prediction; Tue, The unexplained error confidence

limits; Tops, The observed t value; T(1.a/9), : The t-value obtained from table t-distribution for a probability of O = 0.05; DM,

Dry matter; CP, Crude protein; EE, Ether extract; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber; ADF, Acid detergent fiber; ADL, Acid detergent
lignin; IVTDMD, In vitro dry matter digestibility ; NDFD, Neutral detergent fiberdigestibility.
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