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miﬁﬂmﬁﬁi’mqﬂ536{&ﬁLﬁaﬁﬂmmsa%ﬁmmﬂmw,wﬂﬁﬂ near infrared spectroscopy
(NIRS) Tumsvimneesddseneuniaadl loua A13nguis (dry matter, DM) TUs#u (crude protein,
CP) lagiu (ether extract, EE) 111 (ash) Wilaiwad (neutral detergent fiber, NDF) aﬂiumaaiaa
(acid detergent fiber, ADF) waganilu (acid detergent lignin, ADL)ﬁuaqmumﬂwmmwwaaLﬂ'UEJﬂ
ﬂLsumasmmmu 242 fe8ns luTarimsgandunasiiniuemiadu 1,100-2,500 uilumng fe
\A384 near infrared spectrometer (NIRS) MWﬂ’J’]&Jﬂ&JWUﬁiUM’JNﬂWﬂWiQWﬂauLLﬁﬂsU’eNG]wUTJIWW
winunaanuniuaiiesigimanil Ingldlusunsy WinlSl IV 3iasigiseisnsiasyinieaia
WUUaAnDY (regression) LUV partial least square (PLS) 91nA15ANWINUINA@UN1TAT DM CP EE
ash NDF ADF uaz ADL fif1 R aglutias 0.88-0.98 uazilevinmsmuasuanaltlfuesanms wuin i
A" R? agluga3 0.95-0.99 fif1 RPD infiu 8.24 7.38 4.33 6.12 6.16 7.25 uag 5.05 muasu tJu
aumiﬁagﬂu%’ju@mmwaam?jw (excellent) LﬁaﬂizLﬁuﬁﬂamwmmmmgm 1SO 12099:2017
WU31 A1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF wag ADL @1 bias 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.07 -0.01 uag -0.01
AaI6U AT SEP 0.21 0.37 0.07 0.20 0.65 0.44 ey 0.14 aua1au de slope -0.06 -0.02 0.02
0.01 0.00 0.01 Uag 0.03 MUAWTU Tk uaasTgIudna mdldannsiueiuaildainns
Anszimanildunnsisegafituddymsadnfisesuanudenuy 95 Wefdud (P>0.05) wanain
aumsiisuinasguiiadatufinnuulugueziussans s ez luiiessise s
WievhuneesAdszneumaaiivestudinamundaivinls nmsmeassiswandidiuiimaie
NIRS gnansathuildvinuneesdlszneunsaiivesiudniinamnundsiuilnldegsgnaduiugn
Tuszozmdu wazannsldansiadl
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Prediction of Chemical Composition Using Near Infrared Reflectance

Spectroscopy in Sweet Corn Stover.

Jariya Booncharatcha Chalao Pitaksinsuk? Nuttanart Khotprom

Abstract

The objective of this study to apply near infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) for predicting
chemical composition such as dry matter (DM), crude protein (CP), ether extract (EE), ash,
neutral detergent fiber (NDF), acid detergent fiber (ADF) and acid detergent lignin (ADL) in
sweet corn stover 242 samples. All samples were determined by NIR spectrometer in the
wavelength region of 1,100-2,500 nm. Calibration model were developed utilizing partial least
square regression (PLS) with WinISI IV program. It was found that DM CP EE ash NDF ADF and
ADL with R?in the range of 0.88-0.98. And when prediction equation, R?in the range of 0.95-0.99,
the ratio of prediction to deviation (RPD) with 8.24 7.38 4.33 6.12 6.16 7.25 and 5.05,
respectively. For sweet corn stover, most of calibration models had prediction abilities with
acceptable accuracy, were useful for excellent purposes. All NIRS equations were used to
the potential evaluation following to ISO12099: 2017. Result showed that DM CP EE ash NDF
ADF and ADL with bias 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.07 -0.01 and -0.01, SEP 0.21 0.37 0.07 0.20 0.65
0.44 and 0.14, and slope -0.06 -0.02 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 and 0.03, respectively and these
equations pass to the standard. The result value predicted by NIRS were not significantly
different from actual value at 95% confidence level (P>0.05), indicating to these equations
are accurate and enough performance for analysis of chemical composition. It was
concluded that NIRS is a suitable technique for predicting chemical composition of sweet

corn stover.
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dlnamnwdufindugn Tudsauder dgnqaiies fneglursd Gramineae 40
eAENIIN Zea mays var. saccharata Wuiivddeatudume Tnlnaninuduiivasesia
vossmnalneiivgnldnaoniied Ugnldvhlunnniavestsane inwmsnsasugndmlnavulugg
utsUszananfoungquaiay ufefeunsngiay wazgnluieudsnay iuiiedlufioy
naau dmiugaudsdrulngazgnudeunluiiounainu-ngainieu wazifiuifedluifou
nuAnus-furauweennd nsUgndnilwanulul 2563 ffuiiugn 234,402 19 fundendai
drAgyegluniamile Imsﬁﬂﬁuﬁﬂgﬂ 121,591 15 sosaswfuniangiusenideanile nanas uag
AAAUEIFU (FTNNUETEERINITINENS, 2563)

lunmsisenauanalagugieg 1wy Aringuis (dry matter, DM) TUsAuneIy
(crude protein, CP) lusiu (ether extract, EE) 181 (ash) wilai9ad (neutral detergent fiber, NDF)
anlwwaglaa (acid detergent fiber, ADF) @nilu (acid detergent lignin, ADL) L3579 UagA1n1S
dogldirneg vesTngAuiiunamiuemsdwiuliidssdn e fuemaveuuazeimsdudy
wduiunengimaniluvos jiRnmslaeliisuasguidaugndesuusige wildunou
Tumswieusednauarnslinsesifigeenn [nau Snvdeiinsldanailunisinsey s
dawadosioaninuindenuazgunmuegiinszidndie vugfinsiinisomadaies
Sunsusaanlnsalnd (near infrared spectroscopy, NIRS) Hy aunsavieRuenauyly
onsdnildegnsmng Wes 1-2 i Winaiswnsaaziaiudy ieseildvarsalunisaunu
dissnfauden livihatediegns lildansed iunsiessidegiivaondedodldanuuas
anmuanden wazanldangldluszeren wdnmslinsgvisne NIRS Ae nisldraunadluraeiy
TndBunls1isa (near infrared, NIR) Ao 800-2,500 nm deadnlulushegne viliAnnsiudsuuas
GuaﬁwmwaamuﬁumwuﬁwﬂmimLaﬂamﬂummmﬂauﬂau NIR (NIR absorber) \indidnvsaiinumnsy
FPunaznisduaziiteu (vioration) fmﬂuumi’gmmﬂimmuawmammmaubmsaﬂmmmmu
n529%0 wdulandudyaaudrddiutsznana wadeifeserdenisairauuudassieisnig
NNALAFIENT (chemometrics) LUUANYY Lﬁ@‘mmmé’mﬁuéwaﬁaﬁ’u%’agaﬁuaaﬁaasmﬁmn
Ansgsieneisnimiaai n3o38uq Aldaunsgu Ifaunisifisuninsgiu (calibration
equation) Lﬁai%’ﬁnmaﬁiwﬂﬁﬂ@mmwmaﬁmqauLLazmﬁmﬁmeﬁmmwmaﬁuﬁﬂlﬁﬁqL%w%mm
(quantitative) wazleRmnIN (qualitative) Feaunsiilaiezdeshudunounsmuagounuldls
Yosaung (validation) lilenageuautndefiovesaunmsindamumneauvzeusiudvielaideny
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mmmaawuwmiwam 99n1a waznszuIumsildun Welifldmaniifinszaeaseun quatves
fegnatiug dnulnliensiesilsznoumaaiiluionjifng wagllunmsaunusoiedos
NIR spectrometer ilaifuainn$y uaztlldassaumaiisuimsgusell Funniud waza,
2553)
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i Tneldinaia NIRS fafulunsvasesadell Suihnsinviiieatvaunisifeusasgwiune
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ﬁ%ﬁumsmaaqLLaza%ﬁaammiﬁﬂmami’mqLLﬁﬁ (dry matter, DM) TUsAue1U (crude
protein, CP) lasiu (ether extract, EE) 181 (ash) ntiaiwaa (neutral detergent fiber, NDF) anlu
\waglad (acid detergent fiber, ADF) uaz@inilu (acid detergent lignin, ADL) v@sudnalnaniu
wasiuiln Tagldinadia NIRS finquideuasiauin1siasiziemsdnd dinimuioimsdnd
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asAUsznaumuall lagduinudiegauszanu 2 Alandu dnmiududuang vllvuiadseunu
1.5-2 lguiluns waidiuneungunil 60 ssmiealded w1y 48 alus Juiinimidnneusuuas
ndaeu waduldualidouin 1 Tadwnsd msunisiias1esiA1AI1uTY (moisture) EE ash NDF
ADF waz ADL wazualiduuin 0.5 fadwns dmsunisiasiziian CP uasiuiiegaiuaudlily

a a < 4{' [ & v o r-ﬂ' < [ 4 4'
gananafnuuudvdeaiiadesduadudu uardrlawnuiaiivaiunasudlsiaios NIR
Spectrometer kagiATIzRBIAUTENOUNINATIsDLY

n133naUnn3Y

Psegafiwsenliunasnuiiefivanasulagldiades NIR Spectrometer 8%e FOSS
3U DS2500 (Foss Analytical A/S, Denmark) f1929A210812A8 Y 400-2,500 wrluiuns Iaeld
LUsunsy ISlscan NOVA wagivualvaiunasuusazannieiu 0.5 uiluwns awnusdiegislagld
fegefiunudsluwadldiaegns (sample cell) Insldethdlinszarsessainaue ¥ 2 41



(duplicates) M3iALAAYATIIZLENITIBNNTRIAUTENOUIUAT §71UIU 7 579015 1elA DM CP EE
ash NDF ADF uag ADL dhAusazsienisnlaainmsinuaeieiiionanmasonuiduduaunady
1 dusiaseu Fernlalsendn ANTAnaY (absorbance)
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1. thsegsduilnamundsfuiiniivhnsiaaunaduudaluiassiesrussnaumns
wfinneq Tae3BumsguildluiosufAns (wet chemical analysis) 1#in AU (moisture)
A3ST 930.15 (AOAC, 2016) Lﬁaﬁﬂﬂﬁwmmmﬁﬁmquﬁﬂ (dry matter, DM) Iag %DM = 100-
moisture 31A51E% CP #8138 combustion A3337 990.03 (AOAC, 2016) EE au33i 11085

Qddl Qdd‘

(ISO, 2015) ash m1u35% 942.05 (AOAC, 2016) NDF m1335% 2002.04 (AOAC, 2016) ADF way
ADL #n1i33%1 973.18 (AOAC, 2016) Taeiliasest 2 41 Aildiseninanass (actual value)

2. MANALAAIALAADUYBINITIATIEWLLUEIURTRNS (standard error of laboratory,
SEL) #1738 duplicate blind test ilethaluuszifiuansifisuannsgudiaisld Tnod SEL deq
mﬂmfm'wmwmmmLﬂﬁauuwm3§ﬂu1uﬂ13ﬁﬂuﬂa (standard error of prediction, SEP) 2 1%
(Sithiporn Associates Company, 2017) lagld@iagredud1alnaninunauiuiln §1uau 10
foens ulsusazfegseenifusededeni 1 uavfegegesil 2 Muuavsneiavineeslal
iy ioldlfdFineinsuseandoavosiiedns udrdsiinse iy 290 Ao gadl 1
Usznausesnetnagosd 1 vesiiednadl 1 - 10 uazyadl 2 Usznausedessgosd 2 veafegn
fi 1- 10 udagyalinsedsiegsay 1 91 ntutiwalinseivesusiazosdusznouniaaiily
Awndudosidusvasingui uazAmuwiamial SEL Tnaldaunis

D = NaANYBIHAIATIEVYAN 1 Uazyndl 2 VodusazmI0ENs
n = UIUFIBE14 (10)

N385 9ANNTNBUNINGFIY (calibration equation)

1. dreyaanasunaztayansAusenauniuail 1mANuduRusiuae3s partial
least square regression (PLS) Ingl4Tusinsa Winisi IV uwisfegnsoeniu 2 ngu Mdudaszse
fu Fonguilldaireannisifieuannsgiu (calibration set) inunee1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF waz
ADL waznguiilémiuasuainuldlfvosannis (validation set) lusmsndau 80 sio 20 n1sadn
aunsifunisadrsuuiiintieainuenaiu full spectrum method) A28735 PLS wag modified
partial least squares (MPLS) saufunslidfinnsusuussaiunnsy waziinnsusunsmsaidnasunig
standard normal variate (SNV) wa detrend \iteanaInaulsusiuuazassuniudue fienavil
foyaannsuiinsuasuutasly uagld derivative mathematics w3e math treatment #ildein
derivative number, gap, smoothing Wag second smoothing 37U74 10 kUU §ail (1,4,4,1)

(2,4,4,1) (1,8,4,1) (2,8,4,1) (1,8,8,1) (2,8,8,1) (1,5,5,1) (2,5,5,1) (1,10,10,1) @z (2,10,10,1) Ina'la



muAuuzilugiionsldlusunsu WiniSl (Infrasoft International LLC, 2005) ag31AN13A539
10N@15971348 (Alomar et al., 2009; Woolnousgh and Foley, 2002) @3lun1sadiaaunisifiey
ey utazhmsiafodiefinanisiinssiunndsluainnga (outlien) veusiazasdUsznoy
mapiioanty liaun1sieuinTEINYeILAaLIIENITIINIL 40 AUNTT
2. Usziiuiledmidenaunsiaigadmiuiedes NIRS lun1svirunesn DM CP EE ash NDF
ADF waz ADL Tneldenaddisngg il
2.1 &uUsEaAnsnsivun (coefficient of determination, R?) WansdndIuv8IA24
wlsusauludeya X %ﬂLﬁu%’a;gaaLﬂﬂm%’u NIR ﬁawmma%mam’mLLUiﬂiauﬁlu%’azﬂa Y (fauds
pufifesnisin) iuenfifigaiiaunsildfumngaudol e 0-1 §udilng 1 wansin
aunstuden
2.2 mwmmmLﬂﬁaumwmigﬂumaqmia%ﬁnammi (standard error of calibration, SEC)
AomAmdsauuLnIgIu (SD) 18IANNLANANNTEIIAINM T g aeiiuagATivinune
Tnewadia NIRS vesngusegieildaiisaunis arfidiunildmsiieim
2.3 mm%‘m’mLﬂ?ﬂlaummgﬁu%aﬁmiﬂ@fﬂﬂu‘uuieﬁ (standard error of cross
validation, SECV) iflusimnuidsquunnsgiuvesamuaninseninsaiviiuelagimaia NIRS
LarAINMTIATIBILATveIngufog1sildaiisauns afduaildasiienm
Tunsfiansanidenaunsifisusnasguiiaiian ssfiansanainaunisiidan R ge uavil
SEC, SECV filAdn 9 naunsiflsuannsgiureduiazsenissiuiu 40 auns Andenaunisia
flgn 3 auns et lumuaeumuldldvesaunisdsly

nsnaudauauldlivesaunis (validation test)

thaunsiflsuinasgiuiidaidentidian 3 auns danmuasuiileTnussansamues
aun1saunsatdlunisussfivAnlaududanntseiiiedls lnsdiawnesuvesiteganguniu
@0 (validation set) finmuAmaaiiudrnwinnefoaumaifisuinnsgm udssdiuanuldls
vesaunsiagldaraifnng liun Aanunanedousnsgiulunisitune (standard error of
prediction, SEP) A15iANe8NI1@091%11989 SEL (SEP < 2 SEL) ALRAUBINAANISEWINIANTILE
NITUMTgIuMazaTilF1nIE NIRS (bias) AasiA1ifasndn 0.55 i1 SEC (bias<0.55 SEC) #in
standard errors of prediction corrected for bias (SEP(C)) ma5iA1tUa8na1 1.29 SEC (SEP(C)
<1.29SEC) AAutu (slope) dA1Ltlnd 1 (slope ~ 1) AIu35N15999 Sithiporn Associates
Company (2017) LLazﬁﬁ]’1imﬁmﬁ"u%mmmwmmaumsﬁa8@"1 RPD (ratio of prediction to
deviation) Fsfuanandnsid@mesd SD vesteyarmianivesiiegidlunguniuasuaunns
fuAn SEP (RPD = SD/SEP) diauanslu Table 1 udidenaunsifisuinnsgiuiinfigadios 1 aunis
dmsuih U lunsineesiuszneumanaiidaedes NIR spectrometer doly



Table 1 The RPD statistics. Forages, feeds, soils, functionality factors etc.: Williams (2014).

RPD Value Classification Application

0.0-1.9 Very poor Not recommended

2.0-2.4 Poor Rough screening

2.5-2.9 Fair Screening

3.0-3.4 Good Quiality control

3.5-4.0 Very good Process control

4.1+ Excellent Any application to this type of material

RPD, ratio of the standard error of prediction to the standard deviation

UssliuAnen 1 muasaun1sigutIns§IuA8NINGgIU ISO 12099:2017
Tngthaunsifisusnasguilinansinseiiaiigauussiudnoawmensg
ISO 12099:2017 (smqm‘é, 2560) Ineazyinnsuseiiiumeans fe AAuAaIAAAeUREY
(bias) FANuAAIALARBUIATE LI (standard error of prediction, SEP) wag Al
Fu (slope) MiimsAuns fail
1. AIRSI@BU bias LAEN1SANUIAT bias confidence limit (Tp) AUaNNNS 8147 bias
fifnifaenin T, uanei bias viie Aenuaaaadewadslunsyhueldfitedfy

t(]—o(/Z) X SEP

Tb=i N

&

T A® A1 bias confidence limit
b f® A1t value YBININAGBY 2 N9 iY degree of freedom NdenmAdosiu SEP @ellA1vi1iu n-1

SEP fio standard error of prediction (A1ANAMIAARBLNINTFILIUNTIUIEYBINEY validation set)
n fe  dwiudegslungu validation set

2. AN595I9@8UAT SEP 1aen1sAuInA The unexplained error confidence limit (Tye)
MINANNTT MINAT SEP Wasndn Tyue wAAI3IAT SEP M3aAIAumaInmaoulinsgIulunisvitue
vosngusiegnldlunsmeaeuliiided Aty

Toe =SECF,.m)
Tue A The unexplained error confidence limit
SEC fi® standard error of calibration (ﬂ'wmwmmmLﬂé"aummgm‘lumﬁa%’]mmﬂaqmju calibration set)
Fiowy ) AD A1 F value
a fo sefuminsduvesmainanunanndouiing 1 (type | error) Inevild fia 5%
v fe Nvalidation set -1 (degree of freedom fidonndaatiu SEP)
fo Nvalidation set - P-1 (degree of freedom fiaenndosiu SEC) Tng p Ao number of terms %3e PLS

factors of the model)



3. MInTEUAUTY (slope) Luanuduvensnn1snszane (scatter plots) 58139
Avuafiaseniduadnsds o y) Auavihuedldanaunisiieuninsgiu Wnu x) agaen
ARRINUALNITIEUASY Yy =a+by laedla slope b wag intercept a AMuIMlARILELNS

S

<!
<

b:

w
< N

a=y-by
Syy Ao AIANULUTUTINIM (covariance) syminsAmnaaiinagAving
g fe AmwulsuTIu (variance) esrimiunglundu validation set
Y fe  ANRAUeIANBiiATIEYiie BN
y  #e  Auadvvesiivhuignnaumaiguinsgu

PNUUNnaaua slope Amualalagly t-test Asaunis

o _ \/z[yi—(amvi)lz

n-1
S;(n-1)
tObS = |b _1| S 2
res

Ses AD ANTEAUUNINTPIUVDIANAAITENINAMIAATIAZAIVINUE
yi A A19NBIATIERAIEIeIR T
y e Amvhweldanaunsiisuninsgiu

i o9
n  Ae  9wudegslungu validation set
Toos AD The observed value

MINAT tops WOHNI t1ay2) WEAATINANUTUVDINTINANTNTEIOTEMINIAMLAT T 7 1 Tu

A1919BIMAEAITIYINWIEAINANN T UNIR ST IUlIuANA199TN 1 sgeditdAamneadifniseAuay
Woilu 95 Wasidus (P>0.05)
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s = v v v o
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@ ! Y v v o= = & (Y ! a =]
megamutninavuraunuinildlunisveassil IWuiegrsiduivatnuuasianues
nwasnslununninsUgniuanluniamienaznianats tawn amdndeesg Wedlnd a1
NYTYTAl UNINDYS TAUTHAZNIYIUYT TINTIFUTINI 242 AI9819 Faduiugtnlnamui
nunsnsfieudan laun Wuguudiinlausa 59 Wugynisansnaa uwag Wug Honey king lnaduiiu
Mag19ANNIgaRULaraauas WellanuaInatevesitegsluauganta dmsuiiunaina
auN1snugeIRUTENaUNALAL



dlethfegnanniiemeiosduseneumaniinngg muifuinsgunisiosufuinng aun
A1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uaz ADL #uin flensnga-rngean iy 87.15-94.35 3.17-3.17 0.35-
3.25 4.96-12.20 49.87-70.94 24.62-47.66 Way 1.93-582 % A NG dAaduLyindu 9133
11.82 0.85 7.04 65.22 36.42 wag 4.13 % a1ud1su deuandlu Table 2 Iagwudn CP ash NDF
waz ADL ficlndiAesfuiisnesulilag wauazame (2553) fefiduvindu 9.40 8.30 60.0 uae
4.60 % \ilevadeuifiayan SEL 184n1534AT123iA1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uag ADL wuindien
WU 0.23 0.46 0.08 0.06 0.22 0.25 0.20 MUAFU A1 SEL AlFTiA 61 waneind1Ad
AaALAdeuTRINTATElutsUfURNslidaueaaedeutios et SEL Aiflesn agvinls
diueudululiegdsrauanudiialunsairsaunmaiisuainnsgiu (Nie et al., 2009)

N385 9FNNTIBUNINTFIU
nMsiaAnsganiusatvasdiegeiudlnamunduiuiln ldrueniaiulugig
1,100-2,500 unluins agldvayaidauas (optical data) luguvesanasuvesusayiieegne 910ty

o

Uoyaleauazan1siiaseinisaiindnsizvlagldlusunsy winisl IV lngairauuuingaes
Me3snsmaaliun3nuuua1e) Seadiaudeya wusteyasendu 2 nqu A calibration set
ua validation set Ingld@ndumaidendiogrsuvuriutisiiognsmudiimun Aefmundums
L'%'mﬁw,l,asaﬁ’wmuﬁaasmﬁéfaﬂmilf’immLﬁaufu'ﬂﬂaq'm Felduuuiugag 3,5 dmsvasisaumsiieu
UIMIFIUAT DM CP ash ADF wag ADL waglduuuiiugig 1,5 dmsuasisaunisiiiguiinsgiuan
NDF ua EE Liloyrdaya calibration set unvinaunisifisuunnsgiulasldndnnisiinsigs
23AUTENOUNAN (principal component analysis, PCA) waglanannisAuiuszaznanganludsa
(mahalanobis distance) tilefnfaogsfifianaguanngy (outlier) aon Feandianunfdenainain
vangave LU AVles1esinldannsiessimanil anuiieunivesaunasy madansiwten
A19819 YUINYBIBUAA FUTUALANWULNINLAINVBMIBENY aaunn)TiveIfIeg e (Williams
and Norris, 2004) &ty silndenduios19d1msy calibration set 9831 DM CP EE ash NDF
ADF wag ADL 913U 165 173 171 178 171 173 uag 185 A1ag1 aua1au IA183AUssnauni
il aglutaarsgn-A1gegn AU 86.38-96.50 4.46-19.60 0.43-1.73 3.66-10.32 54.88-76.40
27.50-45.91 uag 2.12-6.23 1Wasidudnua1du uag validation set fis1uiudiegne 37 38 37 38
39 38 uay 38 FoY19 AN uaziidesdusznoumaailogludisaningn-Agegn Wiy
88.09-93.54 5.64-16.66 0.51-2.01 4.96-10.43 54.06-72.97 29.74-43.28 Uag 2.17-5.41 \UasiHun
sy Fauandly Table 2 Geuruaida (2564) nanmslietosgauazanngaes validation
set agflu calibration set Lummﬂammimmamaamamammwmﬁuamamwm WAIINNITNARDY
uwmwmmamﬁuaq validation set A1 DM uag NDF umuaamwmmamaq canratlon set @7
A1E9gAYeY validation set A1 EE ag ash dA13INNTI1Ag9aAY04 calibration set Faa1nuans
muasuauldlavetaunislvan R Whlng 1 uwansdiaunisdenaianunsaldvinngsalsenay
ymaaivesnegsfifiaAuawan-Aganvesiaosaildaiaanmsls Funniud uazens, 2553)
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Table 2 Descriptive statistic for constituents of sweet corn stover used for the development

of NIRS calibration and validation model.

Constituent Description n Min Max Mean +SD SEL

DM, % Total sample 242 87.15 94.35 91.38 1.70 0.23
Sample of calibration set 165 86.38 96.50 91.44 1.69
Sample of validation set 37 88.09 93.54 91.49 1.70

CP, % Total sample 232 3.17 17.37 11.82 2.54 0.46
Sample of calibration set 173 4.46 19.60 12.03 252
Sample of validation set 38 5.64 16.66 11.96 2.75

EE, % Total sample 242 0.35 3.25 0.85 0.33 0.08
Sample of calibration set 171 0.43 1.73 0.84 0.29
Sample of validation set 37 0.51 2.01 0.84 0.30

Ash, % Total sample 242 4.96 12.20 7.04 1.19 0.06
Sample of calibration set 178 3.66 10.32 6.99 1.11
Sample of validation set 38 4.96 10.43 7.10 1.25

NDF, % Total sample 242 49.87 74.94 65.22 4.33 0.22
Sample of calibration set 171 54.88 76.40 65.64 3.59
Sample of validation set 39 54.60 72.97 65.39 3.98

ADF, % Total sample 242 24.62 47.66 36.42 3.68 0.25
Sample of calibration set 173 27.50 45.91 36.71 3.07
Sample of validation set 38 29.74 43.28 36.68 3.18

ADL, % Total sample 242 1.93 5.82 4.13 0.70 0.20
Sample of calibration set 185 212 6.23 4.18 0.68
Sample of validation set 38 217 5.41 4.09 0.70

n, number of sample; Min, minimum; Max, maximum; SD, standard deviation; SEL, standard error of laboratory

Wetyadaya calibration set 11@31981N15Y1UEDIAUTENBUNIUATVBIAUT1ILNG
wnundaAuinlaglgisn1siesgivneatfuuuannee (regression) WUU PLS wag MPLS @351auut
[~ 1 d' 5 1 [ 1 [y 1 [ d' ¥ d'dd' I3
WnY9ANeIAaY kuUliuTuus wasuSuussaiunesy weluldaunisninanvesesrusenay
MUATLAALAT TILFAZDIAUTLNDUNILALYINNISASIIENNITIIUIU 40 FUNIST WaLADNANNISNL
UszdnSanlunisvinenangeun 1 auns dalumsiansandaaulaienaunisniussansamly
N1971U18AERITUIINANNTNTAT R? Uag 1-VR g1 dd1 SEC wag SECV 7ilAen (Guo et al.,
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2021) udnhaunsildlildinedeyassduszneumaniivesfudnlnamundufivilnyes
A19e19ku validation set

Figure 1(a) WJuailpnsuvesdiogiesduiintnamundufuilnfigalafinisusuuss
dnwaradnm3uildiifin (peak) na wazdimsnszaneinvesangdy densesiinfivaoudeuriy
ilesanAnuLAn1reIeyAIAfIBEn sszduiboloviiaingg dmalinisnszdauauandng
fu faidlornsusuudsanadudemaianisadamans Taann51435 SNV uag detrend
S7uAUNISLY 1% derivative way 2™ derivative ?Jaﬂal,ﬂﬂm%’mﬁaeﬂugﬂﬁuaa derivative, gap, smoothing
uaw second smoothing &4 Figure 1(b) wag 1(c) madhdiu msld 1 derivative anansadisuitaymi
awnadufiduiutunsiinaondasaueniadu (Madeufivesanadunuuny ) uaznisld 2
derivative @11150YILARFYYINTUNIN aANTINTZIRBLEILazanALLATBILAaraLUNASY 91
Tanansausngaeeniindsudeuduluanasusonanfulddniau (eyus, 2508) Faazifiuin
mﬂmiﬂ%’uLLmaLﬂﬂm%’mﬁ’;EJwlﬂﬁﬂsﬁ'mﬁu%sdaEJGUawaé’wumwmiﬁ%’mLauMWﬂﬁuLLazamﬂawmLlfdiﬂsau
florafntuanniansziduanowiiogna (Kasemsumran et al,, 2004)
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(c) 2™ derivative spectra
Figure 1 NIRS spectra of sweet corn stover: (a) original spectra (b) 1*' derivative spectra

(c) 2" derivative spectra.

Lﬁaﬁmimsﬁayjamaamsa%’maumiLﬁaummgmﬁwmaaaﬁﬂizﬂaumamﬁfﬁm6] VDAY
Fralwavnuvdaiuiln Tu Table 3 wuin A1 DM aunsfiAigailold MPLS SNV-+detrend $aufiu
math treatment 1,10,10,1 A1 CP wag ash aumiﬁaﬁqmﬁ'ﬂ%’ MPLS SNV+detrend $3ufU math
treatment 2,10,10,1 A1 EE wag ADF ammsﬁﬁﬁqmﬁaﬁ SNV+detrend $3uAU math treatment
1,5,5,1 wa 2,8,4,1 mua1mu A1 NDF aumﬁﬁﬁﬁqmﬁﬂ%’ PLS 57U math treatment 1,4,4,1 lag
TiUSunssaunis Sadenndesiu Guo et al (2021) Aidnwilududnlnauazdiudniad wuinen NDF
maaaumiﬂmléfaumiﬁﬁﬁqmLﬁ'a’[,%’ PLS 521U math treatment 1,4,4,1 Tagldusunaaaunnsg
aunNSA" DM CP EE ash NDF ADF wag ADL flmnzasiigafifnidenilan R windu 0.98 0.98 088
0.98 0.97 0.98 uaz 0.95 Aud Ry Fafiandlng 1 wazlndieadiu Guo et al. (2021) AFnwlugu
Imlnanudn DM tag CP laA1 R? 0.87 wag 0.96 auanu 3A1 SEC 0.23 0.35 0.10 0.17 0.63 0.39 Lay
0.15 sudagu A0 SECV ¢ Aedlen 0.13 - 0.75 FaA SEC SECV wae SEL fialndidesiu

Table 3 Statistical result of calibration equation of sweet corn stover.

Spectrum Mathematical

Constituent n R’ SEC SECV
treatment treatment

DM, % 165 MPLS SNV+detrend 1,10,10,1 0.98 0.23 0.29
CP, % 173 MPLS SNV+detrend 2,10,10,1 0.98 0.35 0.66
EE, % 171 PLS SNV+detrend 1,551 0.88 0.10 0.13
Ash, % 178 MPLS SNV+detrend 2,10,10,1 0.98 0.17 0.29
NDF, % 171 PLS none 1,441 0.97 0.63 0.75
ADF, % 173 MPLS SNV+detrend 2,8,4,1 0.98 0.39 0.50
ADL, % 185 MPLS none 2,8,8,1 0.95 0.15 0.20

n, number of sample; R?, coefficient of determination; SEC, standard error of calibration; SECV, standard error of cross
validation
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Figure 2(a) - 2(¢) Wunsiuansauduiusseninadildainnisiasizdniued (wnu
v) wareiildannnisiunedieannis Wiy X) vesesdusenauniaaianeg Téun A1 DM CP EE
ash NDF ADF uaz ADL wassudalnannundunuiln wuideyadiulngvesudazesdusznay
yaniinszaeegsouidunsueay Faduduiivsuenimildnnmsiuneifisududdlsannns
Anszimaaiifidiiy mnmsneaesiuaasliifiuimiivhueldanaunsiilndisiuaie
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Figure 2 Relationship between actual and predicted of chemical composition of sweet corn stover.
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nsmusauaNulylavasauns

dlevinnsmuaeuryldldvesauns Swsfinnsanaradanldlunisussfivaunisyiune
Tasaunisiwunzauadsiian SEP < 2 SEL, bias < 0.55 SEC, SEP(C) < 1.29 SEC ua slope ~ 1
(Sithiporn Associates Company, 2017) 9Inn1sNaansifeuandly Table 4 wudaea DM CP EE
ash NDF ADF uag ADL id1 R? wirfiu 0.99 0.98 0.95 0.97 0.97 0.98 uag 0.96 ANuasU dlei SEP
Wifiu 0.21 0.37 0.07 0.20 0.65 0.44 wag 0.14% auaay Je bias W1fiu 0-0.01 -0.01 0 -0.07
-0.02 way -0.01% suddu Tnewdlefinnsanauldldvesaunisaindn RPD wudn aunisyiunesn
DM A1 RPD gsflgnisiniu 8.24 se3asunléiun CP ADF NDF ash ADL uag EE f1 RPD Ly
7.38 7.25 6.16 6.12 5.05 uaz 4.33 Mgy Sevnesddsznovmaedifuaunsfiedludunmnm
gandual (excellent) anunsaldviuisasduszneunaaiivessudninamuvdaivilnlinn
p3AUsENBU Tedanadnaty Malley et al. (2005) 91eauliraunsiisnoglutunninimeondes a1
R? > 0.95 wazdlen RPD > 4 TulU uavaenndasiu Willams (2014) s1eemiliinaunisiidan RPD 4.1+
Puly \Juannsieglutunmunmeendoy arunsadldldviunsldsuynnisuszendld @ny
application to this type of material)

Table 4 Statistical result of validation equation of sweet corn stover.

Constituent n R” SEP SEP(C) Bias Slope RPD
DM, % 37 0.99 0.21 0.21 0.00 1.00 8.24
CP, % 38 0.98 0.37 0.38 -0.01 1.00 7.38
EE, % 37 0.95 0.07 0.07 -0.01 1.00 4.33
Ash, % 38 0.97 0.20 0.21 0.00 1.00 6.12
NDF, % 39 0.97 0.65 0.65 -0.07 1.00 6.16

ADF, % 38 0.98 0.44 0.45 -0.02 1.00 7.25
ADL, % 38 0.96 0.14 0.14 -0.01 1.00 5.05

n, number of sample; R?, coefficient of determination; SEP, standard error of prediction;
SEP(Q), standard error of prediction for the bias; RPD, ratio of prediction to deviation

UszilluANan M YeaNnI g uLInTFIUAIENINGFIY ISO 12099:2017
thannsifisuuiasgruilinanisinsgiiafiaauyszidudneanvesaunisifiou
HATFIUGINIMTFIU 1SO 12099:2017 (sugs, 2560) Farduanmsgruiléifunuimslunis
Uszgndldimatia NIRS Tun1smusunnesdusenausieg ludieegne Ingagyiinisussiduamneada
Ao AAuAanaLAdeulads (bias) AAnuaaIaLAdeuu1nsgLlun1s¥iung (standard error of
prediction, SEP) uazA1A11u7u (slope) Asuandly Table 5 WuimneeAUsENaUNILALTUBIAU
Frlwavuvdaiviln A7 bias oA mAmaARouTeNAIBEsounIe T, Fauansindn
aunanaeuadslunsiunglifiteddey nanfe Ararnnsiesizgdniaeiuazandiléann
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o 1 1 o a Gl 1 d' o a1 v 1 1
nsviunelduansneiu a1 SEP Wsemanuraianasulinsgiuluntsiuie dadeundian Ty
nanfe AALAaIARAsLNIRIgIUluNMSYIIwedia s Liasweiazsousuld waraINN1INIINERY
A1 slope MIBAIAIUAUNUSVOIAIINAITIATIZNNILARAUAINIAIINNNTTINUY F992TTAT top
TuN15M529@0U slope WU AN tops HAUBBNINAT tiov2) NA1IAD slope TATlduanansain 1 o8
a v o W qu‘ o d" o & @ L3
HdpdAgynsatAnTzAuANTeNY 95 Wosiud (P>0.05)

Table 5 Statistics performance measurement of developed calibration equation for chemical
composition according to ISO 12099:2017.

ltems Bias SEP Slope
Calculated  Criterian  Result Calculated  Criterian  Result  Calculated Criterian  Result
value (+Tp) value (Tue) value (tobs)  (tu-ov2)

DM, % 0.00 0.07 Pass 0.21 0.28 Pass -0.06 2.03 Pass
CP, % -0.01 0.12 Pass 0.37 0.43 Pass -0.02 2.03 Pass

EE, % 0.00 0.02 Pass 0.07 0.12 Pass 0.02 2.03 Pass

Ash, % 0.00 0.07 Pass 0.20 0.21 Pass 0.01 2.03 Pass
NDF, % -0.07 0.21 Pass 0.65 0.77 Pass 0.00 2.02 Pass
ADF, % -0.01 0.14 Pass 0.44 0.47 Pass 0.01 2.03 Pass
ADL, % -0.01 0.05 Pass 0.14 0.19 Pass 0.03 2.03 Pass

SEP, standard error of prediction; Tp, The calculation of the bias confidence limits

Tue, The unexplained error confidence limits; tops, The observed t value; t(1-ay/2), The t value

dgunanimaasg

msasaunsviungesrusznaumaaiivesiudnlnanunaunuiinlaeldmedades
Sursusnanlasalnd Taeldmnuennaudl 1,100-2,500 wiluwns aqﬂlé’é’aﬁ

1. aunsifisuanasgrufiadistuanansndiluldvinunean DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uas
ADL lgagnegniadusiug

2. wadia NIRS @11150b9vi1ueA1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uag ADL levnasrusznau
ynaadl aunsildegludunmunmeonden (excellent

3. loUszifiudnen myosaNnsIisuNInTgIUILLIRTEIL 1SO 12099:2017 WU A1
bias SEP ua slope HusmsgIufana1n mildainnsinetuaildanmsiesginaaill

aad

wpnEegeiltud Ay adANsEAUANLLToU 95 LWasdud (P>0.05)
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VOLEAUDLUY

wada NIRS Wumadaiiasgilsosnannia gndeaniugy wazannislvarsadadld
anunsniaunsildluldvinuneaivesiediaununisiiasginianild wagarunsolidy
Forauauurliesfifinismhenuduamsailvldusmsinsziiegsls wiouisasiing
fimunaunseswreiedasfiutoyaiiuinananuivienimadianatu ggmadisety ilelsild
AATaUAquAIEsER-man alunsuiuaunsliduliagtuiieasldviiungldaseuaquninaty
duaruuiuiazeuiessndety

AnANssuUsZNIA

Tassn9ideilddunuatuayuandinmuiauwnisifonsinems (esdnsuvnew) vie
an. AaziAfeveveunn usadunnud esaiui fidsvyiuiinsgienmsdnd Angan
nsrvaeunazuilyssnuatuilfauysaifiu wsvovounaudivihiifosufiRnisiinse
g13dn naulduuaimuINTINTIeio I sdnd waraudidouwasinuneimsdaidiuianriu
fetianeimegidlunmsyinuidondal

LONE5919949

FJUNNIUA B30UTUN Waan Winwduay way gatium desgiiy. 2553, nMsviungdiulsenaunundl
‘U@ﬂmﬁﬁLLWﬂIﬂﬁlﬁéﬁEJLﬂ%ﬁ]uﬁﬂ%@uﬂi’}Liﬁ’dLUﬂImiﬁIﬂ"ﬂ, 4. 309-327. Tu $1891UNa9LITY
ne90WNIdnT Usednd w.e. 2553, nuUAdnd nsensinnuasiazannsal, NJanNme.

a0 IinYaugY 2380 Yyasuvy war Il 2dRWm. 2553, M155IuTINkardavinteyaniu
AMAIMILATUEYBINTDIMITENT, 1. 1-78. Tu S18uNauIdenesomsdnd Usednd
WA, 2553, NTUUAFHT NIENTINNUATUALANNTAL, NTUNN,

Ununta A3auysal. 2564, fugrudesdurnnisaadninsalny nadunimnssumans aus
Aranssumans anrdumaluladnszgaemndnitnumnisainnseds. unaaiiun:
https://www.nirsresearch.com, ufi 9 AaAL 2564.

VS quBsns. 2560. MsadszuvanInsalnddunsisagulndmuinnsgiuaina. a1l
FAINTIUNTOWNT ANEIAINTTUANANT AUNILAY NI UATAIENS, UATUTY.

AUNNULATEFNINTNYAT. 2563. Gé’fag_gamegﬁf\mmﬂwmﬁuﬁwazﬂgﬂ HANAALAZHANGNABLS
UMEsTNN hitps://www.oae go.th, Jufl 9 ganas 2564.

BTG WeANAIINg. 2548, MIUTULAS NIR Spectra foumMTIAs1e, U. 62 - 81. Tu 13al susuwad

AT inwad sy TV quissas aignsal gvisiiesAnd wasdlaiuns quny, UsTAENL.
mMseusBUFURMS NMIreaeuA e IERisemetia NIR Spectroscopy tlem s
TuniimsAnlan. 19-23 Sunau 2548, anUuAUAI M TRILING ANEYM TN WASHAY AN TTY
INYAT UVNINENSUNYRISANERS, NTUNNCI.
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