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Prediction of Chemical Composition Using Near Infrared Reflectance Spectroscopy
in Pineapple peel’s residue.

Atitiya Suksaket Patima Butcha? Yaowalak Mangpung®

Abstract

In the dry season, good quality roughage is often in short supply for animal production. It
was required to look for other roughage sources. Pineapple residues from factories can be used
as roughage. However, before being used as animal feed, the chemical composition must be
analyzed for formulations. The aim of this research is to create a calibration equation for the Near
Infrared Spectrophotometer (NIRS) to predict the chemical composition of pineapple peel's fine
and sheet, including dry matter (DM), protein (Crude protein; CP), fat (Ether extract; EE), ash (Ash),
cell wall (Neutral detergent fiber; NDF), lignocellulose (Acid detergent fiber; ADF), and lignin (Acid
detergent lignin; ADL). The absorption of light with wavelengths ranging from 800 to 2,500 nm was
determined using the reflection mode. Then use data to create equations that equivalent to
standard Partial Least Squares Regression (PLS) and Modified Partial Least Squares Regression
(MPLS). Standard Normal Variate (SNV) and detrend are frequently used combined with Derivative,
Gap, Smoothing, Second Smoothing, and Math treatment 10 patterns. The research showed that
the calibration equations of DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF and ADL had the same standard error of
validation to standard deviation (RPD) of pineapple peel’s fine and pineapple peel’s sheets
residue ranged from 1.29 to 9.89 and 1.89 to 5.12, respectively. Some calibration equations have
low RPD values and cannot be used. Therefore, the data and spectra of pineapple peel’s fine and
pineapple peel’s sheet residue were combined, resulting in an increased number of samples and
a wider range of data. When used to create a standard calibration equation, it was found that the
RPD value was in the range of 2.20 to 11.30, which has increased. Can be used to find every
chemical element. Therefore, the created calibration equation for the NIRS can be used to predict

the chemical composition of pineapple peel’s fine, Pineapple peel’s sheets and pineapple peel’s

mixed residue can be combined accurately and reliable.

Keywords : NIRS, Pineapple peel’s residue, Pineapple peel’s fine residue, Pineapple peel’s sheet residue.
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Table 1 Criteria of prediction efficiency : Williams et al. (2019)

RPD Value Classification Application
00-19 Very poor Not recommended
20-24 Poor Rough screening
25-29 Fair Screening
30-34 Good Quiality control
35-4.0 Very good Process control

> 4.1 Excellent Any application

RPD = ratio of standard error of validation to standard deviation
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! Y 1 A [ 1 A [y 1 3 v o 1 & A
guiumegialiendudzsaduasiUfondulssauny 91nsunensns faunudviigluiug
UAdnd 1we2 uaziun? Megnnduiuiieadsaunisifisvunsgiuinneesduszneumaed laun DM
CP EE Ash NDF ADF uag ADL vaaldanduuzsadu waziufendudssaunu 191uua8e19 123 uay
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Table 2

Table 2. Total sample, nutritive value and standard error of Pineapple peel’s residue.

Parameter N Minimum Maximum Average +SD SEL
wWasndudzsalu

DM, % 120 89.70 92.32 90.86 0.44 1.50

CP, % 120 6.36 7.43 6.86 0.21 0.21

EE, % 119 0.49 0.97 0.68 0.11 0.38

Ash, % 123 559 7.56 6.19 0.44 0.33

NDF, % 123 67.12 74.84 70.67 1.48 1.62

ADF, % 123 42.28 47.25 44.30 0.94 0.21

ADL, % 123 8.04 13.76 10.04 1.09 0.12
wWasnduuzsnuwiu

DM, % 119 84.64 90.50 87.66 1.44 1.02

CP, % 119 6.33 8.57 7.19 0.48 0.31

EE, % 120 0.46 1.05 0.71 0.12 0.08

Ash, % 106 6.71 8.21 7.42 0.35 0.22

NDF, % 119 48.90 61.62 56.97 2.57 0.94

ADF, % 119 36.48 43.68 39.82 1.66 0.50

ADL, % 119 6.37 11.17 8.04 0.91 0.18

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.
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ADF waz ADL 1ddndiunisidensiieg1ahuuiiugaawuy 1: 5 dauaun1siieuninsgIuAeanusenaunig
wilvanUandulysausuy DM CP EE NDF ADFuaz ADL 14dndun1siaensiog 1uuuiiugigiuy 1: 5
wazdndrunisidondiegsuuuiugag 2: 4 dmsunisaiisaunisviiuneen Ash letingy Calibration
set W@ aunIsiAsuNInsgIulagldnannis Principal Component Analysis (PCA) waglgnannis
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Table 3 Number of sample and nutritive value of calibration set and validation set of Pineapple

peel’s residue.

Calibration set

Validation set

Parameter
N Min. Max. Mean SD N Min. Max. Mean SD
wWasnduuzsalu

DM, % 91  89.84 9232 90.86 044 20 89.70 9137 90.75 041
CP, % 93 6.48 7.43 686 021 21 636 730 684 023
EE, % 93 0.50 0.97 068 011 19 055 088 069  0.10
Ash, % 95 561 7.56 619 044 20 559 736 6117 045
NDF, % 94 6721 7484 7069 146 20 6825 7257 7040 1.16
ADF, % 93 4228 4696 4428 092 21 4291 462 4429 0.82
ADL, % 96 804 1376 1005 1.09 21 820 1220 986  1.02

Waanduussauny
DM, % 90 84.85 9050 87.70 143 20 8569 90.07 87.87 134
CP, % 89  6.33 8.52 717 046 20 641 797 721 045
EE, % 92 048 1.05 072 012 20 046 092 070 013
Ash, % 79 671 8.11 742 034 20 686 821 741 036
NDF, % 87 4931 6162 51.02 251 20 5254 6106 5721 242
ADF, % 88 3676 4368 3987 166 21 3648 4274 39.68 1.64
ADL, % 91 654 1117 805 092 20 678 994 799 086

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.

N uLRI8g1ana1 Calibration set uassaunisiisuninsgiulaeldlusunsudniagy WINISI IV

SmAUNSLEnanadA PLS regression WUy Full Cross validation tag MPLS wuuUsuussiazliusuimg

aUnesy welilsaunisiieuanasgiunanantunisiugesruszneunuaiiviasan 1neasiansnnain

AUNNSTSIA1 SEC wag SECV @1 A1 r wag 1-VR faudnlng 1 (Guo et al, 2021) wuin alnnsuaos

fregralaandulzsadunazildandutzsawnunldinisusunss ddnwazaunasudunnning

(Broad peak) Lagiin15l8ousealUnmsy Lansns Figure 1A way 2A Wealsuumiailnnsumeameaila

NIAAAFIENT @1N190T18AAFYYIUTUNIU AaAN1TNTELTIT0aazanAlAssLaazaUnasu e

Aauang Figure 1B 1C 2B waz 2C amua1su nen1sldis SNV wag Detrend saudunisld 1 derivative

wag 2" derivative aglluguvas derivative, gap, smoothing, second smoothing
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‘Wavelennths

(B) 1% derivative spectrum

[IRU Iy}

2nd Derivative

1wz 1281 TE 748 a4
Whsalenntha

(Q) 2" derivative spectrum
Figure 1 The spectra of Pineapple peel’s fine residue. from Near Infrered spectrometer at
wavelenght region of 1,100-2,500 nm (A) Original spectrum (B) 1°* derivative spectrum and

(Q) 2" derivative spectrum.

nsleisnIsmsatinAans SNV-Detrend S3UAU math treatment @11150%98aABYENAYBINTT
nszliasazransenubuuanla laenisly derivative ﬁaeﬂugﬂmm derivative, gap, smoothing,
second smoothing &1 1 derivative vasaiUnasuaztasus Jgymilawnasufidniviunsiinaenyas
AINENIAAY (N15LEBURIYEIUNATUALLLILALY ) HansenuluuAn (multiplicative effect) 8uifin
mmumaummmﬁaaﬂwﬁmesi'mﬁ’u aqmmmﬂmj%LﬂﬁauﬁﬁmqmilﬁumwmLLaqaalﬂiu

meglidasniteynavuiniandiwaniunadililuiieglassozmannndineuniazazyiounau
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panulignaanfuuInnd vaue? 2™ derivative vesaUnasy agvilvilAinn1suenvesgnganilvae

Fouiuaglitnautu du gap waz smoothing sstieUuaiunasuifanvasidusenuaudnnszany

ISeuT (euus, 2548)

Log (1/R)

1st Derivative

2nd Derivative

Figure 2 The

ngdd

mAGE -

0.276 - -

W0RY : - -
1o 1450 1H0m 2150 2500
Wanarle nithe

(A) Original spectrum

vy

0013 -
Tz 1451 00 2149 298
s

0,001

0.o0m

UL Sl

uvun

0,001

1 1451 00 2148 2y
swinuvienniha

(Q) 2" derivative spectrum

spectra of Pineapple peel’s sheet residue. from Near Infrered spectrometer at

wavelenght region of 1,100-2,500 nm (A) Original spectrum (B) 1% derivative spectrum and

(C) 2" derivative spectrum.

nsasvaunsiguIasgIvdmsuUaondudzsatuazly MPLS 91uiu 3 919013 bawn EE Ash

wag ADL wagld PLS 97uu 4 579015 1oun DM CP NDF waz ADF Jayauedaun1siieuninsgiuees

WaendudrsaUu wandlu Table 4 Fanudn aun1signAnionauinaein1sAnEenaunsiieulInsgu
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widen r? NlAw1lng 1 Nige Tein SECV fian wavllAn SEC SECV wag SELInARgaiu wudnaunisiiey
wmsgungnaaden dan r? aglugie 0.40 - 0.99 uazlilaNAABUANYNABIVDIANNITHALULINTFIU
M1NEUY1 SEP < 2SEL, Bias < 0.55SEC, SEP(C) < 1.29SEC wagSlope ~ 1 wudn d1A1 r? aglugag 0.37-
0.99 daunisasaunisiisuuasgiuvealdendulssaunuinisld MPLS 97u7u 6 518115 laun DM
CP EE Ash NDF wag ADL uagld PLS 971u1u 1 518015 A9 ADF 9 n40yavesaunisiiisuainggiuues
wWasndulgsaunu Tu Table 4 THnaei Na151N15AALADNANNISTEULIATFIULAL NISNARDUAIIY

v = o = v o = Y ! ] = = o A =
gnfesveMsisuinasgluhususgiuiuUdendulzsadunuinaunisievunsgungnandend

A1 r? aglutig 0.74 - 0.93 uag 0.71 - 0.96 AUAWY

Table 4 Statistical analysis of Calibration set and Validation set

PLS Calibration set Validation set
Parameter Treatment
factors N r? SEC  SECV N r? SEP  Bias  RPD
wWasnduuzsadu
DM, % PLS SNV-detrend 1,551 9 91 0.93 0.11 0.17 20 092 0.11 -0.01 3.67
CP, % PLS SNV-detrend 2,10,10,1 8 93 0.98 0.03 0.08 21 091 0.07 0.00 3.48
EE, % MPLS None 1,8,4,1 9 93 0.87  0.04 0.06 19 083 0.04 -0.01 2.39
Ash, % MPLS None 1,10,10,1 9 95 0.99 0.05 0.08 20 0.99 0.05 0.00 9.89
NDF, % PLS None 2,55, 7 94 093 035 082 20 082 048 000 g
ADF, % PLS SNV-detrend 2,8,4,1 2 93 0.40 0.64 0.74 21 0.37 0.64 0.00 1.29
ADL, % MPLS SNV-detrend 1,4,4,1 4 96 0.40 0.79 0.86 21 038 0.80 0.01 1.30
wWasnduUzsaupu
DM, % MPLS SNV-detrend 2,8,8,1 4 90 0.93 0.38 0.45 20 0.82 0.55 -0.01 243
CP, % MPLS SNV-detrend 2,8,4,1 6 89 0.93 0.12 0.21 20 0.78 0.21 -0.01 2.20
EE, % MPLS NONE 2,10,10,1 7 92 0.84 0.05 0.08 20  0.96 0.03 -0.01 5.12
Ash, % MPLS SNV-detrend 2,5,5,1 4 79 0.77 0.17 0.25 20 0.82 0.15 0.01 2.42
NDF, % MPLS SNV-detrend 2,8,4,1 3 87 0.91 0.71 0.81 20 091 0.79 -0.33 3.06
ADF, % PLS NONE 1,8,8,1 5 88 0.87 0.58 0.64 21 085 0.63 0.03 2.62
ADL, % MPLS SNV-detrend 2,441 3 91 0.74 0.45 0.52 20  0.71 0.45 0.02 1.89

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.

Lo WANTUTEAUAUNINYBIANNITIIBUNINTFINvRLUFRNdUUEsAUNAINAY RPD Tu Table 4
MULNUIINITHAITUIVDY Williams et al. (2019) WuI1 @UAISHBUNINTFIUVIUIEAT Ash dA1 RPD

Wiy 9.89 (RPD > 4.1) WudmluaunsiieadesuausadilUldlumsemuguamnm muesunszuums
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lalunneu aun1sivigunInsgIuyituIgal DM wag CP dlA1 RPD WiNAU 3.67 uag 3.48 mud1ny
(3.5 < RPD < 4.0) Wuaunisszauiiunans awnsaldvihuneslunisdmdenuisuwtsssauuiuna aunis
WeuansgIuvinuea EE wag NDF &A1 RPD Wiy 2.39 wag 2.40 mudiu (2.0 < RPD <2.4) @13

aglussavliauisailvldiunedresdusznaumaniilaiiosiuwingu vaeiiaunisfisuuinigiu

=< a1 [ [y

yMu18AT ADF wag ADL ©iA1 RPD 11U 1.29 kag 1.30 anuaisnu (0.0 < RPD < 1.9) fiimtaglusysu

Y

=

ue laiuugihlildauasandesiu Figure 3 nuin doyadnlvgnszeegseuduniesy Jaduiduiivs
venieiildnaunsifieuainassiufuiildannissrdanasguiianviiiy fadu Advhungldan
AUN1TLABUNINTZ YD DM CP EE Ash Waz NDF denlndidsatua1aie luves ADF uag ADL A
viueildianueanedeuainddnadanasgiuannitesdussnoumaaiidus Wesnnddnszae

AUt UM avaneAn Aauandly Figure 3F uag 3G

[+ 3_ K g cu
(A) DM (B) CP
P = ° ; &0
° ] % § 57 o
(O) EE (D) Ash

& Aol
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Figure 3 Relationship between actual and predicted of chemical composition of Pineapple
peel’s fine residue.
dIUN1TNITUITEAUAMAINYBIANNITTBUNINTFIUva L Udandurs saupuaInel RPD Tu
Table 4 MuLNAIINTAITANVEI Williams et al. (2019) wudraunisiigunInsguyinungan EE de7
RPD 111U 5.12 (RPD > 4.1) darduauntsiisend suamnsodluldlunsaivgua unim aunu
N3zUIUMsAtuNY aunsiieunInsguinuneAINDF fif1 RPD i1 3.06 (3.0 < RPD < 3.4) 1lu
aunsfiegluszdud annsolilunsmunuauninld aunisifisusnnsgiuyinunesn ADF A1 RPD
Windy 2.62 (2.5 < RPD < 2.9) iluaunsiteglusziuiunans annsaldviunglunsdmdenviends
FEAUUTUIUANNITNEUNIATEIUTIUIEAT DM CP Uag Ash d@1 RPD Windu 2.43 2.20 wag 2.42
AEIRU (2.0 < RPD < 2.4) Wuannisfieglusedulad annsathlvldviunemesduszneumanai s
Josdumindu dauaunindieuanasgiuvines ADL e RPD wirfu 1.89 (0.0 < RPD < 1.9) ilu
aunnsiogluseiune liuushildon aeandesdy Figure 4 mMsnszarefvestoyaseuduniosud
dnwaluhusafsrfufiudondutzsatu wui ailvhuieldainaunsifieusnsgiuves DM CP EE
Ash NDF wag ADF felndiAssiuaatse luvnigdl ADL awiunefilddauaainindeuainaigieds
1AsFILINNNIesAYsENEUMLATIUY awiuldanmsnssaereutisinaanidunusspmatsgn f

uandlu Figure 4G

0 Enead ® deromed Azgreaas o1 Lie Tary Lne Zenul Line 2 e T e o T Y
45 Diwges -im a5 s
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[ % Jessess Jegreasaien Line Zeraiine CenrsiLn: 2 [ Dazzeoiee Fegrezezion Line Carpal Line
15 Jzge e

Figure 4 Relationship between actual and predicted of chemical composition of Pineapple peel’s

sheet residue.

UszliuANen MY auNSIBUNIATFIUALNIATIIU ISO 12099:2017
UseiluAnenIMeeIaun1siounInsgIui LauagiIun T A UAIINYNABIVEIANNTT e

WINTFIU SO 12099 : 2017 Agazyin15UseLiiuaImNIeaiian 3 A1 Ao A1 Bias SEP way Slope wanslu

[y

Table 5 wuinesrUsenaumaniivesUdendulssalusasiUdondulssauiy 1A Bias Hoaniie T,

Y o

Fawansinarnuianataadglunisiuigldfidediagnisad @i seauanuidonu 95 Wesidun

(P>0.05) MUNEDY A1AINAITIATIENNATILAZATLARINNTYINUIEMEMATA NIRS lukans1eiu
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Table 5 Statistics performance measurement of developed calibration equation for chemical

composition according to I1SO 12099:2017

Bias SEP Slope

Parameter Galculated Criterion Result Calculated Criterion Result Observed Calculated  Criterion Result

value (T value (Twe) value (tops) value (taasz)
wWaenduuzsadu
DM, % -0.01 0.05 Pass 0.11 0.15 Pass -0.06 0.99 2.09 Pass
CP, % 0.00 0.03 Pass 0.07 0.10 Pass 0.02 1.00 2.08 Pass
EE, % -0.01 0.02 Pass 0.04 0.05 Pass 0.01 1.01 2.10 Pass
Ash, % 0.00 0.02 Pass 0.05 0.07 Pass 0.01 1.00 2.09 Pass
NDF, % 0.00 0.23 Pass 0.48 1.07 Pass -0.06 0.99 2.09 Pass
ADF, % 0.00 0.29 Pass 0.64 0.83 Pass 0.00 1.00 2.09 Pass
ADL, % 0.01 0.36 Pass 0.80 1.02 Pass -0.12 0.96 2.09 Pass
wWasnduuzsnauinu
DM, % -0.01 0.26 Pass 0.55 0.59 Pass -0.02 1.00 2.09 Pass
CP, % -0.01 0.03 Pass 0.21 0.27 Pass 0.00 1.00 2.09 Pass
EE, % -0.01 0.01 Pass 0.03 0.06 Pass -0.03 0.99 2.09 Pass
Ash, % 0.01 0.07 Pass 0.15 0.22 Pass 0.02 1.00 2.09 Pass
NDF, % -0.33 0.37 Pass 0.79 0.93 Pass -0.02 1.00 2.09 Pass
ADF, % 0.03 0.28 Pass 0.63 0.76 Pass 0.00 1.00 2.09 Pass
ADL, % 0.02 0.21 Pass 0.45 0.58 Pass 0.06 0.99 2.09 Pass

faunTaduls Aualaeal SECV

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

Tobs, The observed t value; t(lfoc/z), : The t-value obtained from table t-distribution for a probability of & = 0.05; DM, Dry matter;

CP, Crude protein; EE, Ether extract; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber, ADF; Acid detergent fiber, ADL; Acid detergent lignin.

dloUseifiudn SEP munasin1sRansandn SEP teunin Tue uanain ANANUAANAIANINTTIY
Tunevhugvesnguiogaillumsvaaevaunsiidtosiiome wieaunisfiadisduudaiuusiug,
g9 nudnAn SEP veuUFendudzsntu nnosAUszneumaadl 19an SEC Tunisdam envu CP fiFes
AaFaEA1 SECV 89 saugu (2560) nanyinanansaldan SECV dmanuny SEC 16 Fuduamieads
i SEC ilosaniivasadaiiAn SEC iAnaAuly w30 Secy> S wazUsziiium SEP voadendulysn
Wi nesAusznaumaedl Tde SEC TunisAins unviu DM wag CP fiasrwinisiesn SECV Tuihues

Wendunulasndutzsadu wazUsziliuan slope winAAUFLRUSUR AT IR UATAINNSYIIUNY
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vosUdendulssadunaziudondulssauny @9azldan to,, TUN15USELEIU slope WU @unSIfigU

1INIFIUVBRUFRNFUUEIANT 2 FUATAT tops WOHNIT ty ayp) BAAIINAUTUVBINTINAITNTE IV

a o Y Qll

FENINAMNLATRALAYUIEINANNTITABULIATFIY LiuaNA9aTn 1 agreddedAgAseauniny

o

WoLU 95%

91NN1571A1 RPD 989 ADF wag ADL deen huwunglunisinluldau Weanaisannseuiunisi

Tounveadanduizsalu Aon1sUUaen&UULSALKNUIINNTHANAUULIANSUDIUILATIIUA LaTNA

a aa o 1 v = v

FasierAtesAUsEneumaall IRdud1eiuidlmiteyanalinsgiuasannasuvealdendulssadu

WAz lUABNFUUL TALNULITINAY WNDNUNAVBIVBUALANINGUY WadS19aUNTIT Y YIlATINUIUGI9E1

Y

iRy 218 fegne Trengn Aasdn Aede A1 SD warA SEL vedusdazsientsnanansly Table 6

Table 6. Total sample, nutritive value and standard error of Pineapple peel’s mixed residue.

Parameter N Minimum Maximum Average +SD SEL
DM, % 218 84.64 92.32 89.40 1.90 1.38
CP, % 218 6.33 7.93 6.99 0.37 0.26
EE, % 208 0.49 0.97 0.69 0.11 0.08
Ash, % 212 5.59 8.05 6.68 0.69 0.32
NDF, % 225 49.31 73.93 64.00 7.10 1.54

ADF, % 215 36.76 46.73 42.03 2.56 0.45
ADL, % 212 6.54 12.06 8.95 1.30 0.24

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.

AeduesfUsynaumaaiiveaUdendulzsnsiu WU CP Ash ADFUazNDF d@onadasiusieey
U84 Suchart et al,, (2011) Fes1891uAnady CP Ash ADF way NDF wpaUdendulzsadildainlsssunan
Fuuysansedes WiAU 6.04 7.00 61.10 wag 40.40 AUy UonaniiaAade Ash donndesiusieeiy
YoM sy T Lazamy (2544) #19 LazA1ad o EE AlA91n91uiTo1 aonndeefusoaue s
Yun1us wazAny (2559) Ao 0.9 wazifiefiansanal SEL nmsiasiziesdussneuninaiiveadden
Fuuzsasan nuiteglurag 0.08 - 1.54 fodrddsn LansdtAuAIALAG oUYEINITIATIEHTY

Mo URn1siinnuaaInAdeulee

N13E39EINSUATNTNARUANNYNARIVISENNSHIBUNINTIUYRIURaNFUULIATIN
Toaunasuveldondulrsadukasildanduiesawi uluy19m1u819Aay 1,100-2,500
wlung leeldisnsinwuuazioundu (Reflectance) insauiulunisasisaunisiiieunnsgiuvinlig

PuufegIiNLINTY Mntusiaiegseanilu 2 ngu fie ngu Calibration set wax Validation set
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T¥dndunmaidensiegauuuiiutisiegemuiimmundefmuaswmisdudulagSuiudieg 199
Foantsiiutailontangy delduuuiugag 24 dwfuadnaunsiisunnsgiuaesduszneuniaadl
yoaLdendutz3asau DM CP Ash NDF ADF wag ADL uagldnisiiugiauuy 1:5 dmsy EE dethngy
Calibration set 1Mas19aun15 8 uLnsgIulagldnannis Principal Component Analysis (PCA) wagld
ndnnssuamAmviailuda (Mahalanobis distance) iilodniiageiiiaoguannguoon iy vinlv
wmaeee1sdmunga Calibration set A1esAUszNOUMALATIAIEA-g3gAYRINgY Calibration set Lay
Validation set fiauanslu Table 7 aziiuindoyavesedlsznounaiivestiondulssaiuwiazaly

A19E19NqY Calibration set ATAUARUANENEALALANFIAAYDIMIBENEGN Validation set

Table7 Number of sample and nutritive value of calibration set and validation set of Pineapple

peel’s mixed residule.

Calibration set Validation set
Parameter

N Min.  Max. Mean SD N Min.  Max. Mean SD
DM, % 160  84.64 9226 8937 191 45 8592 9137 8961 1.78
CP, % 158 6.36 7.90 6.99 036 47 6.49 7.81 6.95 0.34
EE, % 154 0.49 0.97 069 011 42 0.53 0.97 0.69 0.11
Ash, % 159 5.59 8.05 6.67 0.69 40 5.63 8.01 6.61 0.69
NDF, % 164 4931 7484 6395 7.14 48 5244 7264 6410 7.29
ADF, % 159 36.80 46.73 4200 255 46 3723 46.02 4215 254
ADL, % 156 654 1159 897 126 43 683 1157 894 1.30

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.

ntuth@egangy Calibration set anadsauninfisuaasgiulagldlusunsudnsagy
WINISI IV S20AUn15Ld e nn1sn19ai  PLS regression Luu Full Cross validation kag MPLS wuu
USuuisuarliufuudeanadu e lildaunisiiffiaalunisviungesduszneumanaiiudazan Tagld
NANNISNATUNIULALINUNITATNAUNIT B UNIRSTIUeRUFanduls sadukaziUfenduls saury
wud awnesuresiietaudendulzsaniniiliinisusuuns Sdnvaraunasuduiinnie Broad
peak) waziflovhnisuSusssaUnasudiamaiianiadaaans Tnen1s1935 SNV wag Detrend Saufu
nsla 1%t derivative ag 2" derivative ﬁagﬂugﬂmaq derivative, gap, smoothing, second smoothing
liaunsnand g usuniIu ann1snseldswesiasiazananulasssunazannsule ludnwes

WenAunuanasuvesldendulysnlunaziudonduizsaudy aalanslu Figure 5
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Figure 5 The spectra of Pineapple peel’s mixed residue from Near Infrered spectrometer at
wavelenght region of 1,100-2,500 nm (A) Original spectrum (B) 1°! derivative spectrum and

(C) 2" derivative spectrum.

N3asNaNN1ssuNIRIgINdmsuIUAanduUzsnsiuazly MPLS $1uau 6 519013 leun CP EE
Ash NDF ADF uag ADL wagld PLS 91u3u 1 598015 takA DM Jeyavesaunisiieuinnsgiuveadden
Fuuraasn wanslu Table 8 Fuinausinisdndenaunaiisuannsslivdnnisfaduivaunsiou
wwsgudondulssatunaziudondulzsausiu wuiaunafisunasguiigndaiden fii 2 aglutas

0.80 - 0.99 UawlilaVAARUAINYNABIYBIANNTHIBULINTFIU-NUT den 12 aglutas 0.79- 0.99
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Table 8 Statistical analysis of Calibration set and Validation set of Pineapple peel’s mixed

PLS Calibration set Validation set
Parameter Treatment

factors N r? SEC  SECV N r? SEP  Bias RPD

DM, % PLS  SNV-detrend  1,10,10,1 7 160 099 023 0.25 45 099 018 -001 10.04
CP, % MPLS ~ SNV-detrend  1,8,4,1 6 156 092 010 0.3 45 089 011 000 301
EE, % MPLS  SNV-detrend  2,4,4,1 6 154 080  0.05 0.07 42 079 005  0.00 2.20
Ash, % MPLS NONE 2,10,10,1 9 159 098  0.10 0.15 40 099 008 -001 851
NDF, %  MPLS SNV-detrend  1,8,4,1 8 164 099  0.77 0.86 48 099 065 003  11.30
ADF, % MPLS  SNV-detrend  2,4,4,1 5 159 096  0.50 0.62 46 096 048  0.01 5.28
ADL, % MPLS NONE 1,8,4,1 9 156 084  0.50 0.57 43 087 047 -002 275

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.

deRansanseiuguawvesaunTiisuasguveaUdendulysnsauainel RPD Tu Table 8
MINNUINITAIITUIVEL Williams et al. (2019) Wud1 aunsiieuansgIuinuigesausenauniead
madtuilefieuuainsiieunasgusesin Tneemzaunsifieunnsgshuies ADF Se1 RPD
Winfu 5.28 (RPD > 4.1) daifuaunisfiseaBouannsailuldlunsmunuamnin muaunszuumsls

Tunnau wagaunsiiieusnsgiusinnedn ADL fiAn RPD iy 2.75 (2.5 < RPD < 2.9) ifuaunisiieg)
TusgauunanaansaldlunisAndensenussiulsunm @ennnediun1snIzaefveslayaTouldy
nussuilu Figure 6 Haioraifiomniuauvesdoyadifiudwiliiiswesiideniistuge dealiinig
ﬂi%ﬁ]’]Hﬁjﬁ%@ﬁsﬁagaﬁﬂﬁLL‘lJ’ﬂﬁiJL@ULﬁHG]iQSJ’]ﬂ%Uﬁ’JEJ Feaenadastuauideueas Agustiyani et al. (2021)
IF3suilsvaunisifisusnasguiunessduszneumaaiives emnsngudele (Dietary fiber feed ;
DFF) sewinssesiinfuvtianaulnewata NIRS nuitaun1siieuuinsgiusesinaiunsarinunelaiies
A1 CP CFuay NDF Wity (RPD>2) usaunisifisusasgiusianauannsaviunesesdlsenaumaaiils
ynen Losndunuiediertsvesteyafiniiuivilamsoatuaunsifisuinasgiuiiaa

gnABaLugNNTY
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Figure 6 Relationship between actual and predicted of chemical composition of Pineapple peel’s

mixed residue.
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WINTFIU SO 12099 : 2017 IAgazyin15UseLiiuAImMNIeaiia 3 A1 Ao A1 Bias SEP way Slope wanslu
Table 9 wuimnesduszneumaiveaiUdendussasau e Bias toonine T, Jauansinriaam
Aemanmadslunisviungiffddyneadafiseduanudomi 95 Wodidud (P>0.05) nuneds A19n
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Table 9 Statistics performance measurement of developed calibration equation for Pineapple

peel’s mixed chemical composition according to ISO 12099:2017

Bias SEP Slope

Parameter Calculated Criterion Result Calculated Criterion Result Observed Calculated  Criterion  Result

value (Ty) value (Tue) value (tops) value (taasz)
DM, % -0.01 0.05 Pass 0.18 0.28 Pass -0.07 1.00 2.02 Pass
CP, % 0.00 0.03 Pass 0.11 0.12 Pass 0.01 1.00 2.01 Pass
EE, % 0.00 0.02 Pass 0.05 0.05 Pass -0.03 0.99 2.02 Pass
Ash, % -0.01 0.03 Pass 0.05 0.07 Pass 0.11 1.00 2.02 Pass
NDF, % 0.03 0.19 Pass 0.08 0.12 Pass -0.02 1.00 2.01 Pass
ADF, % 0.01 0.14 Pass 0.48 0.60 Pass 0.05 1.00 201 Pass
ADL, % -0.02 0.15 Pass 0.47 0.61 Pass 0.02 1.00 2.01 Pass

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

tobs: The observed t value; t(1.(x/2>, : The t-value obtained from table t-distribution for a probability of & = 0.05; DM, Dry matter;

CP, Crude protein; EE, Ether extract; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber, ADF; Acid detergent fiber, ADL; Acid detergent lignin.

WeoUseidiue SEP ¥83aunIsiiguuInsgy wuinA1 SEP vesaun1siisunInsgiuvasuien
dulrsnsiunnesAlsenoumauaiiuasnidn Ty kaneil Arpnurana1nuInsgIulunsiuevesngy
magreildlunisnaaeuaunisiiantes ieaunsiadsunniianuuiugige wazUssilua slope %38

ANAMNAUNUSVRIANRSIN VAT LARINNTSYIWI8 v Udandulssnsin 9agldmn ty,, tun1sUseLiu

slope WU AUNITEULINTFIUVRUFONFUULIATIN LA tops WOHNIT toyp RANIINAIUTUYDS

N3INNIINTLIYAITLUINAIMILAT AL AMIUIEINAUNITEUNIATFIY LiuaNe199In 1 881l

Y o

HodAgyNszAuANLTRNUY 95%
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wAllA Near Infrared Spectroscopy @131150%184AUTENBUNINLANLABNITES 198UNTITEY
wnsgIugesAUsEneunaaiivesuiendulesalu wazildendulzsauwiula lnsldvayavas
alnasy ¥19Ame1IAAY 1,100-2,500 uilutums lunnsadisaunisifiouninsgiu 3saunisifioy
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AnLRBNYIBLULTEAUUTIM
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seRugendon (Excellent) amnsathluldlunsmuauaanim muaunszuIumsidlunnau wavaunis
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