nsuganAmslnsuzvamaemsdnd 4 ana laeidesdunsusaaunlasalny

255001 9191189Y $eRn1a Uaawin? Lennanual wislatle®

UNANED

v
v AA v

msvnaesnssililingUszasdiiieaisannisiiouinnsgiudmiurhuneuamislasus Hnguiis
(Dry matter, DM) 1U5#u (Crude protein, CP) lasiu (Ether extract, EE) 161 (Ash) Wilgtaad (Neutral
detergent fiber, NDF) &nluiaglasa (Acid detergent fiber, ADF) 8nilu (Acid detergent lignin, ADL) T#g)
LLﬁQﬁsiaalﬁa%aimaf‘ﬁmqﬁamﬁﬁaﬂﬁ (In vitro true dry matter digestibility, VTDMD) uaz wiiussadfieos
161 (Neutral detergent fiber digestibility, NDFD)] v@3%gj181%135dm 3 4 ana (wﬁﬂg%' wnalnan At waglu
\e3) AinsgiesdusznaumaninazAinisgeslivesiieg1ulagisnaiesd§ UANs wazinrinisganiu
WAISELA303 Near infrared spectrophotometer (NIR) 1939 e 1AAY 1100-2500 WILAS d59a8UNS
ieuanmsglaglilusunsudngagd wiNist v Taeldteyaiildarnugomnsdnisiuam 600 fegna mah

I v

5% undlnan Al wasules vinay 150 fo19) Saufutoyavemdii 4 ana Adeglugrudeyadiuoy
3,611 f8e

HANIINAADY WU duNITguLInsgIudmsuvinuiea DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF ADL IVTDMD
waz NDFD laglansnauafinue1dian R? 1M1y 0.88 0.98 0.86 0.92 0.88 0.87 0.78 0.80 way 0.73
ANUATGIU wazdlen RPD Wiy 3.62 8.41 3.25 4.69 3.43 3.25 2.46 3.17 way 2.52 Aaau Ussavsnm
vosaunsfisunnsg LA asiinesguees 150 asUliin aumstmuneglunusiiaudseen
Boudaanunsailuldiunegasmadnsugvemanemnsdnilussiunuauaunle sniiu aunis
viureAn ADL way NDFD fianansaldlalussiunisdansosdemsiinsdnyiiuduilofiuauusiugy

Tunsvinunesialy

o o e =) ca | 4 L (3 !
AdAgy : LesBunsnInaUnlnsalnd vgownsdnd asdmelnvue

wangLleudvinis : 68(2)-0214-016
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Prediction of nutritive value using near infrared reflectance spectroscopy
in four genus of grass forages.

Wanna Angthong® Rattikan Poungkaew? Yaowalak Mangpung®
Abstract

An objective of the present study to establish a standard calibration equation for
predicting nutritive values [dry matter (DM), crude protein (CP), ether extract (EE), Ash, neutral
detergen fiber (NDF), acid detergent fiber (ADF), acid detergent lignin (ADL), In vitro true dry matter
digestibility (IVTDMD) and neutral detergent fiber digestibility (NDFD)] of four genus of the grasses
(Ruzi, Pangola, Guinea, and Napier). The grasses' chemical composition and in vitro digestibility
were analyzed in laboratories. The spectra of the grasses were scanned using the Near Infrared
Spectroscopy with a wavelength of 1100-2500 nanometers. A standard calibration equation was
developed using the WINISI IV program with 600 datasets (150 datasets from each grass genus) in
combination with 3,611 datasets from the existing database.

Results showed that the R* and RPD of the standard calibration equation to predict DM,
CP, EE, Ash, NDF, ADF, ADL, IVTDMD, and NDFD of the 4 genus grasses were 0.88, 0.98, 0.86, 0.92,
0.88, 0.87, 0.78, 0.80, and 0.73, respectively, and 3.62, 8.41, 3.25, 4.69, 3.43, 3.25, 2.46, 3.17, and
2.52, respectively. In addition, the calibration equation was aligned with the ISO standard. In
conclusion, the calibration equation to predict nutritive values of the 4-genus grasses ranged from
good to excellent levels, except for the prediction of ADL and NDFD, which remained at a

screening level. An additional study was requested to improve the precision of the prediction.

Keywords: NIRS, grass forages, nutritive value

Registered No. : 68(2)-0214-016
YBaurau of Animal Nutrition Development. Bangkadee, Muang, Pathumthanee.
?Nakhon Ratchasima Animal Nutrition Research and Development Center, Pakchong.

*Ruminant Feed Standard Research and Development Center, Muang, Khonkaen.
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wuzlign narensfiddey loun w133 (Urochloa ruziziensis) 3adungirengdnel anunsatule
luRuniiauauysaimlasanizlufusiudunsie linuseanimiuiay winudensmbeug1vesdnl

O

(nsuvednd, 2545n) nejwwalnan (Digitaria eriantha) %QLﬁumgmﬁmqmmsﬂ LANZENUS UV LA
yuivhuds Ugnldluiiufidu uasiiufineu (nsuuadnd, 2563) nihanafd Wegathyrsus maximus) s
Hundhorgyansd nuuds nudenaimdeudt nusenawlng uasnusesiin manedmiuimgmn
sieveuits Ugnldifeuynaniwiiuil (nsuuadnd, 25459) uaznahanaiudles (Cenchrus purpureus)
Fudunghiflengnanstiaiydulaldmlufusiulunsoaudsiumilen 5ﬂﬁmﬂﬁ‘1§wﬂﬁwam§mqaLLasﬁ
AMNNF (nsudednd, 2545a)

nsUsenavanse v saniseslddoyanmuainalavurvema) 1y Tnguia (Dry matter, DM)
1Us#u (Crude protein, CP) lusiu (Ether extract, EE) 101 (Ash) me?iala@haﬂ laun wilawaa (Neutral
detergent fiber, NDF) anluwwaglaa (Acid detergent fiber, ADF) uazanily wonanil mnsdeslai
W939veeInguiis (n vitro true dry matter digestibility, IVTDMD) wagA1n1sgeslaves NDF (Neutral
detergent fiber digestibility, NDFD) amWiaisi’fluﬂﬁﬁa%ammwsuaammsé’mi W USunauanse i st
datanunsnthUldle wazdnsimisivariiuvesemseenannszmgmin Wusu (Merten, 2019) Moore
and Undersander (2002) 1@ NDFD Tun1sAnuieuAn Relative forage quality (RFQ) Faduaduiia T
AN INUBINBLI T83TN153AT129MIAY IVTDMD wag NDFD anunsasiiunisialuiiesufjifinisiag
41p304 Daisy' (Holden, 1999) agndlsfinnu n1531As1EnIA1 IVTDMD waz NDFD Mdnatlunisinsie
Lddesndn 5 Ju lagldveamarainnszimiz suuiiudunisinssinisail iy wnanunsariung
p9AUsENRUMALATiLazAY IVTDMD way NDFD smewmadia NIRS (Near infared spectroscopy) lousiugng
Jztitania annnuAuUdedunsidedninaass wazannisldanadls

msvhuneauamslavuzvesingRuesdnimeinaila NIRS Buduainnisaiisaunsiiiey
1105514 (Calibration equation) AifiA1uulugLazEuNsNINAaUAIL i uesaunts (Validation)
paenIuMsHILNsUsEUYsEAVS A meNASnsuasgIuana Feyaildlunsimuraunisifiey
wnsgiuazfesiirlasusiiinanszasesuathianessusseduigaluaufisengean daumainuans
mauméqﬁuﬁmiwﬁm n9N18A LLazﬂszmumsﬁlé’m (Williams et al., 2019) Sapienza et al. (2008)
wuzihdn Snnufedrsivnzandvivinnldasaunsifisunnsgiulinasaniy 80-100 feg

nsasvaunsiievanesgndmsuldvihungaumnislasugremg e sdnidulnguenauviinues

o
[ [

Redemniinavateviafifedinisyviunelaenisawnuiieg1amgialsase nsasisaunisiieu

o

WesgIunansaliinugauamslasugvemaemsanilanatsvlalagnseal NUNeIATIALIAE

PIIANAIUEENUAZANNITEIU AIUU N13NARDIATIUTIngUIEasRMAUN S UNINTFIUNE
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ANTUNITNARBINNANITULALNAUINITIATILVDIMITANT F1UAUINLH B1LNDLIDI JINIA

q

Unusnil gudideuasiniuiemisdniuassvdun dvauindes sunelndes Saminuassvdun wag

Y

)}

fa

AUEITURATITAUININTFINDMNTARIIAEIDRY fuanInse dunewlled Taninveuunu Tuginau

Y

% 3

NUNINUS 2565 89 UATIAN 2566

q

nsinTeudlagsitldluntsfing

susmieg1maNsd veunslna nefrananil uazvghanaiudes anulassauTaiugiiy
pmsdnivesquiitonasimuiovmsdniuassnvdun uazdredrsvonnuasnsluiuiiana
priuoenideanile n1anans uaznawile winaz 150 Meod1a nelenynsdn 35 89 90 Ju duiv
fhogrmghanUszana 2 Alandu wdnouwisiigamgd 60 sameaioa ntuunfelriosunsiiu

o 3

Aeunsdawn 1 Jadwns ussadtugedunaafnuasiiulineamgiviesdmsuldlunisiaanasy

Y

WALNTIHATIZUN19LAL]

n3inanady Jnsizimani uazAnsdaslalagIsniaiesuianas

fnranedu Ainsesiesduszneumaaiiuagamsgosldvesogimdomsdnie 4 ana
muduneusiel

1) awnudiegaitoTnaunnfudeiaios NIR 8%e FOSS $u DS2500 (Foss Analytical A/S) 71
F29A819RAY 1100-2500 uiluiuns delusunsa 1Slscan NOVA $a 2 g1sedaoene (Duplicates)

2) Ainszriesdusznounmandl WA Armudy mu3annsves AOAC 930.15 (2016) (Fuaandy
Wosidud DM #aen15i1 100 Fnaudherianudu) CP Tnewidesiiudlulnsiaudies Keldahl uda
AAEUnmes 6.25 nUIBn1589 AOAC 984.13 (2016) EE M1335N13v84 ISO 11085 (2015) Ash A1
25n15U94 1SO 5982 (2002) NDF nuisn15983 AOAC 2002.04 (2016) ADF wazdnilu (Acid detergent
lignin, ADL) #1135n15U89 AOAC 973.18 (2016)

3) 31A57997A IVTDMD wesdagalaeldin3es Daisy! m1u33n15ves ANKOM Technology
(2017) wazAUIUA1 NDFD #1u35n15989 Muttoni et al. (2013) Ingd@iuves NDF #8In15UNg08n28
LA383 ANKOM 200/220 Fiber analyzer m113§n15v83 Osborne (2004) ¥13@d1uaaudn IVTDMD uas
NDFD aid

IVTDMD (% DM) = {W2 - [W3 — (W1 x C1)]} x 100 / W2
dlo w1 A vntngadan
W2 e vmtinghees (%DM)
W3 o tuiings + duthiegmdiinsgimaadagsadiindoogvdansva
C1 #o Blank bag correction (tuiingaamdsnisuy / dwiingadaniiudu)

NDFD (% NDF) = {1 - [(100 - IVTDMD) / NDF] x 100



e NDF fs wuawaa (% DM) naun1suy

JirszsinnunaIatafsuvaInsitaszyiludiesUfiinis (Standard error of laboratory, SEL)
Ans1zsimen SEL vesnmuAmsintuzvesmde1sdnivia 4 ana #e3s Duplicate blind test

ldegneianaay 10 Mod1e uwiazdegiaihuuuieendy 2 fegges (anaaz 20 fetgdeon)

uidudIATIz9i 2 ¥a Tae yafl 1 guds 10 f0g19 wazyadl 2 Ao 10 feg1eiivde usagieesls

FATILTNET 1 91 NAIATITILAALITIINITUILAIUINAT SEL Taeldaunns

sa:,/&

D = HARNHATIATIZVYAT 1 UAYAT 2 VBusaziI0819
n = 314U (10)
e SEL Tulduseneunisdndontas Ussiliuaunisiieuunasgiuila lneen SEL fiaeunnid

2 WINv9A1 Standard error of prediction (SEP) (SA, 2017)

n1sadaunsiisunnsgiuuazn1manaaualdldvasaunis
asauazmuasuaulylivesaunisiisuninsgulaedtunounsil

1) NS NENNISHIEUNINTEIY

o ¥

indeyaaUnasu LazAmAIMIlAYUEYRIAING 4 anaq ar 150 F18g19 W15UAY

Y

I a

Frudeyaniegiiu (a3

2D

181 Yoya najunslnan 430 Yeya waranandl 1612 Yeya wazvgana

Y v Y

&l
€

v &Y 1

wided 1388 doya) arntuutsiegsesnidu 2 nguiiudasesdedu Ao nguildadsaunisdiey
1m5g1U Lilel¥inuneA1 DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF ADL IVTDMD uay NDFD wazngumiuasueslils
Yosaung Feiidruaulaisnngt 20 Weddud veanguainannsifiusnsgu aheaunsiuneeds
Partial least squares (PLS) way Modified partial least squares (MPLS) laglidfin1susunsasaiunansy
wazfinisUduLssarUnasuLUY SNV-Detrend iitoanmmudsusiuuazdssuniudug enavilidoya
anefufinsdsuudasly wagld Derivative mathematics 130 Math treatment ildi@n Derivative
number, Gap, Smoothing and Second smoothing 471U 10 LUV ail (1,4,4,1)(2,4,4,1) (1,8,4,1)
(2,84,1) (1,8,8,1) (2,88,1) (1,55,1)(2,5,5,1) (1,10,10,1) (2,10,10,1) smAuuziilugilonisldiaies
NIRS (Infrasoft International, 2005) ﬁﬂﬁlﬁammuﬁaummigmﬁuaaLwiaxswamiaﬁmau 40 dung

ammit,ﬁaummgmﬁga 40 aun1s An1sAuIumIal R? (Coefficient of determination) A33
fiflnd 1 A1 SEC (Standard error of calibration) wagn SECV (Standard error of cross validation) &
AR (Infrasoft International, 2005) wiellunsinrsandenaunmsifisusnnsguiafaelivae
Wigs 3 aunns lasfiansanaine R fiflAngs uazAwai1sues SEC uay SECV fld1s1 daudasain
FBnsves SA (2017) Aewhaumsildlumuasuniuildlsvosaunssdely

2. mMsmuasuaNuldlavasaunig



thaunsidadonduau 3 aunns smuaeuaaildldvesaunsiieiauszdnsamues
aunsaunsaldlunisusedivamlaududanndesiiiods Insunainasuvesiiegeanguniuaauan
Uszillupnugnaesusiudlagldenadisneg laun A1 SEP aasilendosnindesviives SEL (SEP < 2 SEL)
(nven SEL Aldlumsfinnsandenaunindudiiadoanudi 4 ana) a1 Bias wdeseariaiildan
Basenwinagaiildanmaia NIRS msiianiosndn 0.55 winweas SEC (Bias<0.55 SEC) A1 Root
mean square error of prediction (RMSEP) #38 @1 Standard error of prediction correction (SEP(C))
Wouna1 1.29 WiwesAl SEC (SEP(C) <1.29SEC) ArAnudu (Slope) da1lnga 1 m1uisn15vee SA (2017)
uenanil IFRansanssdutuaunIwYasaNnIsFaBAl RPD (Ratio of performance to deviation) f1
FBnnses Williams et al. (2019) fauandly me1ail 1 inasinldlunisdadonaunisnailingnis ag
donaunsifieuinmsgiuiafigadios 1 auns dmiuihluldlunmsihuneesddszneumanaiifeinias
NIR sigly

dl U i U o U g.; =
1971997 1 ANUNUN8VBIA RPD ﬁiﬁﬂumiwmmwmaﬁammsmaumm@;m

RPD Value Classification Application
0.0-19 Very poor Not recommended
20-24 Poor Rough screening
25-29 Fair Screening
30-34 Good Quiality control
35-40 Very good Process control

> 4.1 Excellent Any application

3. aunaileuanesgudidadenin 1 auns (Gefl 2.) duussidiulseanEnmauanasg 1SO
12099:2017 (1O, 2017) Kaid
3.1 ANSAIIVEBUA Bias Laun13AWIMAT Bias confidence limit (T,) Mu&UA1s 81A1 Bias &
AtiosnTn T, Wandn A Bias lifiauusndnsegsfituddnyfisssuainudeiu 95 Wedidus (P>0.05)
o T, Aunalld sedl
Ty = + (taas) X SEP) / vn'
e Ty A® A1 Bias confidence limit
tiap A A1 tvalue YDINITNAABU 2 W19 A28 Degree of freedom il
denpdeafiu SEP Aifidwiiu n-1
SEP A Standard error of prediction (A1A1uAANAIANINTFIUIUNS
VNUEVBINGUNAFBU)

n  Ae Inuieglunguvageu



3.2 NSATIVABUAT SEP 1Jun1sAuInA Ty (The unexplained error confidence limit)

WINAT SEP Uasnin Ty wanein A1 SEP laifimuunnaisegaditeda 3z§1’um’m1,%aﬁu 95 LWasifus

(P>0.05) G Tye Frunalld dadl
UE =SEC (a v,M)

i Fav Ao A1 F Value
SEC @@ Standard error of calibration (A1AIMUAANAIANIATFIUYBINGUATS

auns)

o #o sziuaruthenfuvesnisinmuianaiaiiei 1 (type | error) Tnevhly
A9 5%

VA8 N yaidation set .1 (degree of freedom faonndeaiu SEP)

M A9 N caliration set - p- 1 (degree of freedom faonndasfu SEQlay pfe
number of terms 38 PLS factors of the model

3.3 M3AT19a0U Slope WuAnuduvensminisnszany (Scatter pLots) SYWINATIATIZI

Taasauduansneds (wau y) ﬂumwmmw”menammima'ummmu F181A309 NIRS (W1 %) T99%

[

AOAAROINUALNITLIAUATY Laull y=a+by A1 Slope b wag Intercept a AMwadlanuaNN1T fadl

p=Sn
==
y

a=y-hy
Sy, fB AMuwUIUTIUTIN (Covariance) S¥NINNAWINUNEAUAIDI
S Ao ANUKUTUTIU (Variance) vesrvihwglungunagey
y Ao ALedsvesmiviiuganaunsiisuninsgu
Y Ao AeAsueIreesaiiingginigisuinggiu

NntunegeuAl Slope Adalalagld t-test NszAuATRTU 95 WasiFun

AIANNTS

o _ JZ[yi—(amVi)]Z
res = n—1

S(n 1)
.=[p-1

res

Sies FD f’hLﬁ'ENLuummgmsuaqmmam’mwdﬂﬁ%‘
tope B A1 t daLnm

n fe uumegslundunaaey

y;  fo AEeBeai e RieIsinnsgIu
G Aiviunglfnaunaiisuinnsgiu



< (3

NINAT tope UOBNIT t oy TUTUAT t NlFNAIS1NSEAUANTBTY 95 LWesidud (P>0.05)

o w

wanIANTuTINT I lLNANaIN 1 st nditbdAgmsas

NANISNAABY kazIansel

ANAMINLATUE aUNITTIBUNINIEIU wasran1snInaauaNldlavesaunisdmsuldvinung

AAMALNTUTYRINEN 4 dna UT1uasduARIll

AMAMILAYULVDING 4 FNa

| v A aa AN & ~ '
ANAMISLN YUV NaNa 3T unalnat AT wazluiles wansluniseil 2 Han1sMAaes WUl
JoyarasruszneumaaiuazAnisteglavemanemsdning 4 ana dAmdenitenitteyainseu
TagLaal karAe (2553) harsn89IuyndnenIIuNITANNAaInIsinvuzlaunlulsymalng (2563)

na1aladn deyavinniamaassnsiliinnumanzanlunisaiieaunisifieuninsgiu eyius (2548)

Y

1891011 @unsiipuninsgiunaasaiianandiedenlasunisdunulindudunuesdiedidly

i ]
& A =

auandmsuldlumaia NIRS wazngudiageiesiiaruvainvalglusmuiug wunnsuds ganiande

]

'
a1 o

LAze1ENTAs AUl UBNaINT A1 SEL veIAlnvusvame v 4 ana daA1engeusuenisaiiuwsiugn

Tunshesgimaniivesnuamialavuy eniu IVTDMD waz NDFD ifiAgeenaidudnuazaesmiy

Y

v o ¢

WUTUSIUMINFTTUBIAVDIITN5LH99971035n15mana1ndianuigItestudninaasenldlunisiiu

¢ a

YOUNAINNTEN I TUIN IETUNTIAT YT INae Bl sEnnsRauns Nt ldluusazasionadl

A 1

AMULUTUTIUNDINTIIAINTIHRIMS D1NSTIEE LaINSiAUTeLMal ®3eA1 pH YD3vaLUan

a 1

INNTENILTUUNDNAINAADIIWIURALEAAIUVDIUTEYINTYAUNILnatu (Vargas et al,, 2009;

DePeters and George, 2015)



M19197 2 IUIUFIDEN ANAMITINTUL LaTAIMINATIAARDUVBINTTIAT LRI URNS

VMG 4 @A

ltem DM CP EE  Ash NDF ADF Lignin IVTDMD NDFD
% < )Y R — > % % NDF
Ruzi N 331 330 166 176 301 301 209 171 176

Minimum 8545 118 0.76 492 5187 2125 188 52.45 32.67
Maximum  95.78 20.15 3.17 16.46 81.79 4985 6.34 81.47 72.81
Average 89.46 10.27 1.67 119 64.13 33.66 3.97 71.42 56.56

SD 248 367 044 242 517 528 0.62 6.29 7.44
SEL 027 022 0.13 046 045 041 0.18 2.09 3.26
Pangola N 584 593 155 155 580 581 484 153 153

Minimum  83.65 242 1.15 543 5549 2996 2.29 52.01 30.59
Maximum 9652 1933 238 871 73.08 4332 6.66 76.54 61.41
Average 89.61 T7.76 1.68 6.718 6459 36.53 394 65.19 47.61

SD 1.57 291 031 0.64 284 278 0.77 5.35 7.30
SEL 0.28 02 019 019 052 037 0.19 2.24 3.44
Guinea N 1756 1761 999 1275 1543 1621 1204 173 173

Minimum 8442 235 0.1 384 5318 2397 2.08 43.35 16.85
Maximum  97.29 20.71 24 1793 8275 59.46 8.55 78.56 67.71
Average 9257 964 121 10.08 7055 41.11 4.06 65.43 49.38

SD 224 345 042 247 452 453 112 6.31 8.54
SEL 043 035 02 115 115 0.9 0.27 1.67 244
Napier N 1553 1553 1553 1552 1526 1362 1551 170 170

Minimum  84.31 254 034 423 5082 2566 2.00 47.57 14.52
Maximum  95.93 25 348 19.82 76.17 49.72 7.07 80.67 64.62
Average 9139 1321 182 1127 6198 3689 3.47 66.48 46.14
SD 1.49 a4 047 297 513 45 0.78 7.61 10.53
SEL 034 028 019 025 087 057 0.21 2.08 3.41

SEL 1@ 033 026 0.18 051 075 056 0.21 2.02 3.14

N (Number of sample), SD (Standard deviation), SEL (Standard error of laboratory)

AmsanAvesyndeyadmiuldasiaunisiisuninsgiunaryateyadmiuldlunis muaey
anuldlivesaunisuantlumsned 3 lngasiuladn audinislasusnnsienisvesndayadmivasng

aunTsiieunnesguiiafidenaseunauyadeyadmsulinuaeuanuldlivesaunsdadunundnnis

fisnearulne William et at., (2019)
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M13199 3 AUAMNLAYULYRMIE) 4 ANa VBIYAATIENNSEUNINTEIY wasganiuaeunultlaves

duns
Parameter Calibration set Validation set

N Min. Max. Mean SD N Min.  Max. Mean SD
Dry matter, % 3235 8586 96.00 9159 216 744 8594 9597 9144 206
Crude protein, %DM 3256 1.18 2500 1072 429 808 194 2500 10.61 4.22
Ether extract, %DM 2248  0.07 532 1.60 054 509  0.09 3.01 1.59 0.51
ASH, %DM 2450 440 20.02 1063 287 568 423 1973 1046 276
NDF, %DM 2987 48.86 78.13 6564 591 713 4891 78.02 6562 574
ADF, %DM 3091 2194 5690 3878 506 740 2420 52,62 3835 4.78
Lignin, %DM 2617 200 1009 380 099 615 205 7.83 3.76 0.88
IVTDMD, % 518 3932 8347 6712 734 110 4115 8096 67.03 7.26
NDFD, %NDF 518 1452 7266 50.15 955 109 1488 6720 50.93 9.06

N (Number of sample), Min. (Minimum), Max. (Maximum), SD (Standard deviation)

ﬁilﬂ"IiLﬁEJ‘U&I"Iﬂig’]‘uLLa3ﬂﬂiﬂ?ﬂﬁ@Uﬂ?ﬂNiﬂﬁ‘lJﬂ\iﬁﬂﬂ’li

advaunsieuasgIuigauAmslasurvema 4 ana melusunsd Winisl v 1aiinns

Wengukuuauns suluumsuiuwsisauaniy uag

9] A vy a Aaa A1 aa d'
aiwammiLW@IﬁlmJa%asumauﬂ’ﬁmEJU@J’]GIig’mmmmjmmmﬁmmNﬂ LLaﬁﬂIu@qiqﬁW 4

v A

ALAB NG L

M15197 4 ANadAvasANNISWEULINIEIU kazn1sniuasuauldlavesaunis

Us (Factor, F) Mvmungauansulalunis

Calibration set

Validation set

Nutrients <= Treatment ———- > F

N R? SEC  SECV N R? RMSEP  SEP Bias RPC
DM, % MPLS ~ None 2,10,10,1 13 3235 088 076 079 744 0.92 0.57 057  -004 362
CP, %DM MPLS ~ SNVD 1,4,4,1 15 3256 098 061 0.63 808  0.99 0.50 0.50 0.02 8.41
EE, %DM MPLS ~ None 2,10,10,1 13 2248 086 020 021 509 091 0.16 016  -001 32%
Ash, %DM MPLS ~ SNVD 1,8,4,1 16 2450 092 081 0.84 568  0.96 0.59 059 -006  4.65
NDF, %DM MPLS ~ SNVD 2,10,10,1 11 2987 0.88 207 214 713 092 1.67 1.67 0.01 3.4z
ADF, %DM MPLS ~ None 2,10,10,1 12 3091 087 184 192 740 091 1.47 1.47  -0.07 3.2
Lignin, %DM MPLS ~ SNVD 2,10,10,1 12 2617 078 045 048 615  0.83 0.36 036 -002 24¢
IVTDMD, % MPLS ~ SNVD 1,5,5,1 11 518 080 326 347 110 0.90 2.30 2.29 0.17 3.17
NDFD, %NDF MPLS ~ SNVD 1,551 11 518 073 482 513 109 0.84 3.62 3.60 0.10 2.52

N (Number of sample), SD (Standard deviation)

aun1sdmsuinwea CP agluinaeiafian (R? dArdaus 0.98 Juld) aunisvingen Ash aglu

wnasianusadrluldlalunnnszuiunissiunslusedunisaivaununnla (R? 861 0.92-0.96) DM EE

NDF uag ADF agluinauiiluldlunisidseTalunnnssuiuanuuasldluanuidele (R?&ia1 0.83-0.90)
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duaunisviuiea ADL IVTDMD wag NDFD agluinafisensulaanunsaldlunisnsisgeudnnses (R?
A1 0.66-0.81) Wathaunisiguuiasgiunlaumuasunulslavesaunislaefiansunainal RPD
wudrdAmaue 3.00 Jull Faeglunaeia aunsainluldlussdumivauamnnls (115199 1) sniiu

o v =

aun9vinesn ADL uay NDFD fifiAn 2.46 uag 2.52 mud sy Seegluinamineld annsovluldly
sefunisdanses (Wiliam et at,, 2019) lun1snaassafeiinuitaunisituisar Cp fidn R? GR
Wudefussnuves Silns wazamy (2551) Anurudegmigiundou s1uim 11 9da aeaunis
yiuneAn CP EE Ash NDF ADF uag ADL difn R? Linfiu 0.98 0.79 0.83 0.90 0.93 wag 0.53 auaau u
N15MARIINA1 HlA1 R? Y99aun15viunea1 NDF uag ADF quj’]mimaam%ﬁ fuaunsituean
B femniseauluadd dlethlufiansandusissusing finu wu Tusiesuves Massignani et
al,, (2021) fadaumshueivensdnluiiuiinoulfuesUssmauna Tagldieganiiunszga
a1 26 species wazfivmszQaii 6 species snaaduaunisifier Idaunsviunear CP NDF uay ADF
1A R? 11U 0.98 0.94 wag 0.95 AIUEIRAU 3A1 RPD Wity 4.12 2.83 wag 3.52 AUaIAU d1uaunis
vweAnsteslivesemisdninuisieaiuves Mazabel et al. (2020) Faa¥rsaunisyiunesan VDMD
YasvgBnuaLies (Brachiaria humidicola) Sfn R? waz RPD wiifu 0.22 way 3.63 ausdu 1891y
Y84 Zahera et al., (2022) a319aun1591913ve1usnlnglddrog1amg 1o msdnd Jaqumidelinig
nsLnuAg uazgmannssy wnaiaduaunisifes wWevhunee IVOMD wag NDFD fid1 R? winfu 0.68
waz 0.55 ANAINU wazdlA1 RPD W1AiU 1.40 hag 1.06 Mua1iu haziisnes1uwed Samadi et al. (2020)
a519aun15YU8AY IVDMD vasanasldainnsinunsuavanamnssulian R? uag RPD wirfiu 0.86
wag 3.91 auaau Mstdmatia NIRS viueaA1n1sgeslalagianiewieslfiins wuiitanuuiugives
aunsdaflanuunnsrstusausseauneldauded ilesnndeyanisinudinisedesldvesenmsdnid

1 v a1 o

Aoud19de WumeaiulunsAnwasalaunisituiea IVIDMD aglusedud diuaunisvituiean

[y

NDFD agluszdumneld danrmusiudwesaunisiitadodfamiannuansinsgiasaithunlfidudeya
FemuuUsunuiuitadesnnfiiendos wu auudugvemaiiased mvaiiaevesiognily
ALY FesEEzIAileTgiaetunarluntsanny sauinsAsuuyases gumgianely
v fiRnsfentdsmasednvuraanduvosiiegefiawnuls (Wiliam et at., 2019; Samadi et al.,
2020)

HANTUTEIUUTEENSAINANNNINTZIU ISO 12099: 2017 VBIANNITHALUNINTFIULAAIUATITI
i 5 wansmaass wui AfildanmTiessiaenemaaiiuazaiilsanasviuneseaunsidioy
117557 TA7 Bias SEP way Slope fidualldiidmninnasifidiivun (Criteria) uansinaunisiioy

UINTFIUNINUATUTEAVTA NN UIUIATFIY 1SO 12099: 2017
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[
aad

M990 5 AradanlaannnisuseidiudseAnsamuesaunisifiguninggIuees 1SO 12099: 2017

Bias SEP Slope

Parameter Calculated Criterion Result Calculated Criterion Result Observed Calculated Criterion Result

value (Ty) value (Tue) value (ty,)  value (ta-ayz)
DM, % -0.043 0.041 Pass 0.571 0.794 Pass 0.200 1.002 1.963 Pass
CP, %DM 0.024 0.035 Pass 0.502 0.642 Pass -0.006 1.000 1.963 Pass
EE, %DM -0.005 0.014 Pass 0.157 0.214 Pass 0.002 1.000 1.965 Pass
Ash, %DM -0.050 0.048 Pass 0.588 0.853 Pass 0.014 1.000 1.964 Pass
NDF, %DM 0.011 0.123 Pass 1.671 2172 Pass 0.011 1.000 1.963 Pass
ADF, % -0.072 0.106 Pass 1.469 1.930 Pass 0.009 1.000 1.963 Pass
ADL, %DM -0.017 0.028 Pass 0.359 0.476 Pass 0.031 1.001 1.964 Pass
IVTDMD, 0.167 0.433 Pass 2.292 3.669 Pass 0.010 1.000 1.982 Pass
NDFD, %NDF 0.098 0.684 Pass 3.603 5.425 Pass -0.010 1.000 1.982 Pass

Ty, (The calculation of the bias confidence limits), SEP (Standard error of prediction), Tye (The unexplained error confidence limits),

tops (The observed t value), ty o,y (The t-test value), NDF (Neutral detergent fiber), ADF (Acid detergent fiber), IVTDMD (In vitro true
dry matter digestibility), NDFD (Neutral detergent fiber digestibility)

ANMUFUNUSIENINANNTIATIEINIBATIAUAINYIIUIEAINAUNTUNINTFIUYDI VR 4 ana
wanslunInd 1 wagnudn daniuduiusvesamivihiuelagaunisiigulinsguiuaIninlaasaainnis
Aasrzinaadussan CP uay Ash lnedainisnszanglnaduidu 45 oen (Target line) LazilA1nis

N3¥eNATEUARUNIAMILAEAERliNalYTlA1 R? WagAn RPD a9 (A157991 3 wagn13199 4) dunsim

1 [ a1 ¥

Y84 DM EE NDF ADF wag IVTDMD ﬁmmimzmamaumumqwazﬁﬂL.Lmﬁ ALNYI9INLEY 45 B3AY
d2un3l ADL wag NDFD fiAndusineguinudiunarsdsiilinseunquainiviogs Tag ADL A
MUUULUTRAALAZNa1S @1 NDFD fiammuuvuuinadeulumaags wideyaiiiranldisiuiy
Faus 500 YAUoLa MetlonainandnvaEnianienin wazesrUszneumanivemgiie 4 ana 713
ANLUANANSTUANETINYA WU vahanauefidnvaurvesddulng Weiteuiungluanadu uas
v uazanaiiidndiuvesludedfuiuandadiu dwaliildmiidulassairavomdagaduinniy
pg1dlsfnuaunisiildisanasiosnisiniegwiiuonmilonnnduitinuldadisannts (External
validation set) 1n3insesinmAmalnruzaugiunsldaunsinne udihdeyauiudiludeyaye

afaunsiguasgIuieUsulsaumsisuasguidauliugang
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agUNaN1INAaDY

PMNNANNTNARBIENNTIATNALNSLEUIIRTg U emaTla NIRS ileldviunefiveimsdnd
4 ana dm3usiuneal DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF ADL IVTDMD uag NDFD #ifid1 R? Lvinffu 0.88 0.98
0.86 0.92 0.88 0.87 0.78 0.80 Ua¥ 0.73 MUY UA1 RPD 11U 3.62 8.41 3.25 4.69 3.43 3.25 2.46
3.17 Wag 2.52 amandu aunsildeglunamineldaudsendon annsothluldviuneauamlasuy
vosgnomsdnilusziumuauguninle ncfu aunisviiunean ADL uag NDFD fianunsaldlély

SLAUNITANNT D

YDLHUDWUL

aunsifisvimsguildlumsiuneaudmsdavuzdemaia NIR Aild1 RPD 11 3 asd
nsiLFenIstiegmdhonsdnife 4 ana unlesgide Buasgumugluiunisaunuio
Auaansudmiuiandudutudoyaiifoguiionaulfaunmsinnuuiudinndedu wasaasing
afaaunsiisuinesgulusioisemsdndun Wndusudortuieliamnsalflunisussidunuen
malavuzfemaia NIR fansalinadisands uazaansldasiad 1Wunsdieinudwnndouldsn
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