n1sviTUIgasAUsEnauNIAtivasnetlnedesdunssaanlnsalng
Ufun yasw’  e1WiRen guasiny?  agn wedieduns”
UNANELD

mATeinedadessunsisnaunlnsaln (Near infrared spectroscopy, NIRS) sldlu
n1syiugesrusenaunIuail laun TnguiAs (Dry matter, DM) W5y (Crude protein, CP) lusiu
(Ether extract, EE) 101 (Ash) nuawaa (Neutral detergent fiber, NDF) Eﬂiumaqiaa (Acid
detergent fiber, ADF) uag@niiu (Acid detergent lignin, ADL) 999019917 lagldiieg194119912
Favsas1uu 180 dregne thundinsesiesdusznaumaailaeisunsgiulufesfifing niouss
i@ﬁwmiaﬂﬂﬁuumﬁamﬁaﬁ NIRS #1979A213819AAY 1,100-2,500 UILLLAT MANLEUTUSSEMINg
AINTRANAULAIYRINIatIItuA IS IziGall Tagldlusunsy WINISI IV waginsendsatiauuy
PLS (Partial least square regression) tag MPLS (Modified partial least squares regression) 77
n1susuudsanasunuulduazlidld SNV (Standard normal variate) wae Detrend 91U
Derivative, Gap, Smoothing, Second Smoothing Wag Math treatment 10 g‘ULL‘U‘U NUIN AUATT
viuneAInquits Tusiu lusfu 161 NDF ADF waw ADL il r* agluting 0.76-0.99 awddy uaziile
finnsaunmnulilsvesaunisnuiaunisyiunealusiu uazidn eglusziuiisonion (Excellent)
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5EUR (Good) druannisviunean ADL agluseusn (Poor) uaziileusziliudneninausinigiy
15012099:2017 wu31 A1Inguie TUsAy L 11 NDF ADF wag ADL e Bias L¥i1fiu 0.19 0.09
0.02 0.11 0.30 0.24 uag 0.14 MUEIWU A1 SEP 1WA 0.46 0.22 0.05 0.27 0.76 0.60 uay 0.30
AUEIFU LA A1 Slope TAWYINAY 1.0 A518AT HNLINATTILLAATIN aunsiisusnsgIudled
Ausdugausaiwealdliuanastuaiaisegefifeddy nsadfvisefuanudeiu 95
Wesiiud uagiiusedninmifisaefivesufiinsanusnthlvlivhunsesduszneunandvesming
d1adumaia NIRS Wevrsanszaznalunsiniey aanisléarsiadvinlfuaenfafus
fuATRuLarAsndendniele
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Prediction of Chemical Composition Using Near Infrared Spectroscopy

in Rice straw
Patima Butcha Atitiya Suksaket? Sadudee Pongpaechan®

Abstract

The research focused on an application of Near infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) technique
in order to predict a chemical composition; dry matter (DM), crude protein (CP), ether extract
(EE), ash, cell wall (Neutral detergent fiber, NDF), lignocellulose (Acid detergent fiber, ADF)
and acid detergent fiber (ADL) of rice straw. A total of 180 samples were analyzed for their
chemical composition by standard laboratory methods and determined by NIR spectrometer
in wavelength region of 1,100-2,500 nm. Determine the relationship between the absorbance of rice
straw and the chemical analysis values 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 10
patterns. The result revealed that r’ of DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF and ADL were in the range
0.76-0.99. When considering the prediction equations from the RPD value, it was found that
the CP and Ash prediction equations were at excellent level. For EE and NDF equations were
at very good level and DM and ADF equations were at good level, while ADL equation was
showed poor level. When evaluating potential by the standards 1SO12099 : 2017 result
showed that the Bias values of DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF and ADL were 0.19 0.09 0.02 0.11
0.30 0.24 and 0.14, respectively. The values SEP were 0.46 0.22 0.05 0.27 0.76 0.60 and 0.30,
respectively and the Slope values were 1.0 all of parameters, which passed the standard
indicating that the calibration equations accuracy was not significantly different from the
actual value at 95 percentage confidence level and was sufficiently effective for laboratory
to predict the chemical composition of rice straw by NIRS technique to reduce analysis time

and the use of chemical, which achieve operator and the environment safety.
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¥1991 (Rice straw) WuTanudslifidunanasslinisnisinuasndsannszuiumsiiuiien
1 nuffiutagivemislaualuuiionsieg wuin Tuseud 2563 madsdauudinnsldietn
HutngAvemsdninaeniiol (Funnuduazemey, 2563) nwnsnsdsdnsdmnednuifosnuly
waglfifuundsemsverumdnlutiagoudsiinunuaausimiseuan Tngrsdnagiidelodu
psAUsznevnigaiuarssimanwaglas teliwaglaa wazdndu lneaziluununnsnadiuly
Homndadesneg T wuging funedenlunisaiadivln sautsssznailunafuie we
nszUIUMIdINs iU ImsadmeaoF e UszneuilFituiu (hatlmuasaag, 2550)

Tumstsznavgnsesdnisuiudemauasdusznaumaaiivosingivsing dldnaiitu
spibidwngasemslasiadiiudensihluldau malesziesdusznouniued wu Ysuw
fmquria Tusfu losiu 1 NDF ADF ADL Tnel#38unsgiuiifinrmgniesusiugigs fiduneunasns
w3pndegsiigiennldinaiu Sntsdsdinsldasaidedmadeanimundeuuasiaginsesisn
#e sefinisingidemeaia NIRS tu finrusngs wiug ldvarefodns ldldasned 1l
vhanganmuwandes uazanaldareldluszeren esanmaia NIRS Ae nisldnauuadludis NIR
doatnlulusmedns nsluianavesansfianunsagandunadiums NIR lafl Aelaanavesansil H 1y
osaUsznavaylusiusy Ifun Wusy O-H C-H N-H (Osborne et al, 1993) iileluianavesiiegiedi
ANdu (Absorb) n&su 1AAN1sdUazIfiou (Vibration) naterdundssnuiiaiuisansiaiald @
awnefulurasndu NIR Aldazgniunuszmanalusuvesnisldisnismuademans e
mnuduiusaiRfufeyavesfiegaingIalinseifie it memaniiviedtoun muinnsgiu 39
I¢auniaifleuannsgiu (Calibration equation) WieldviungléiadsUiinm (Quantitative) uazids
A (Qualitative) aumsfildddiorihudunounismuasumiugniesuesaunis (Validation) 413
ANumEganvsauiugvsall Jnsihluldiuermaniivesitegiluewanla nsasisaunis
Fedufudesnunusedaiiduiumuiifuasasounquariiedidlusuan iielildaunisiiannsa
iluldnsgisegldegaiug Fadegafiuiunlddoanannisduiu fegifiaa
vannvansuaziiimaaiiinszareaseunquAivesiiogslusuian (Fummud wazans, 2553)

Haqtudlifiaunsvhuneesdusznoumaaiivesinednn dmsuedos NIRS anreu et Tu
sRnuEanhmsadaunmsiieviusesdUszneumaaiifiiaugndes uazusiugt Tassaue
GTQasjfmﬁﬁmwwamumaﬁy’aﬁuﬁﬂqﬂ fugdnafiugn gonialiuifes Bn1siAuiAer saudeann
unasiinenee Wislilduaiinneiiviusenisldusznougnsonvnsdn’ aunsiilaianansadelouly
Haados NIRS Buld vivlvinevaussdenisimuinisudalaus Taide nszde une ung I¥og1ed
Uszansnmseldluouen

¢ ad
Q‘Unimuamﬁmsmaaaq

AuNIMaaekarasaaun1siuIeA Inguiie JUshu ludu 11 NDF ADF wag ADL 989
W39 agldinaila NIRS  AUdIdouasinnunsgIuemsanilAegdlaas 2.vauuny



A19819UALNILATENADENS

suTmiegwhadnannuansuasimus g fehsihiduasdmielaedui
Mavaeiuilulszme Tiun Smianwaus veuudu e gassil Sesida Swnaaiay guassnd
olans 130 d1Una Sy uazivgs S1uau 180 Fieg1e Fufuiingiuuazgguds insduifu
fhegrsuszana 2 Alanfuudniuuduiudng wuiedszana 1.5-2 wufiuns vhaneufigamai
60 psrLeaLlia w1y 48 s Tufinthmiindeusuuasvidey antuisualifiouin 1 Sofums
dmiunisinaneianinguiia Tshu ludu 1 NDF ADF uaz ADL TuesufjuRnns uazaunuiu
awnm3useLAdos NIRS seld

NM3IAEUNATULAZIATIZNDIAUTZNOUNIAL

1. fegninIuiatauduninadnadulaeldinios NIRS 8%e FOSS fu DS2500 (Foss
Analytical A/S, Denmark) fimue1iadu 400-2,500 uiluuns tneldluswnsy 1Slscan NOVA 1p3es
szfnannfuusazeasiistu 0.5 ulumns Ingussgiedidluwadfedna (Sample cell) 1ndy
Fregrelvinszareedrsainans vn1sia 2 garesegn (Duplicates) AsTnurazadiazuans
578N1509AUTENOUMINAL $9UU 7 518715 Leun A1dnguiis TUsAu Tudiu 1d1 NDF ADF waz ADL
Audazen1sildannsianadediewanmasenududuann iy 1 @uiesou deenfiled
138031 AIN13RANGY (Absorbance)

2. deg1 N afiiunsinaunady undesziesdussneumaniinneg Tnedsnaad
(Wet Chemical Analysis) léur Aaa1adu auidsi 930.15 (AOAC, 2016) wazAnduefidusdiing
wirg WWsku tnenvesidudlulnsiaudieds Keldahl udanameurnnes 6.25 A13TA 2011.11
(AOAC, 2016) lasiu m1335 1S011085:2015 (ISO, 2015) wazkin A1U3s 1SO5982:2002 (ISO, 2002)
NDF 1357 2002.04 (AOAC, 2016) ADF ag ADL n13357 973.18 (AOAC, 2016) FritldiFendn
A1959 (Actual value)

3. iR TgiAIANAAIAAAsuTIN T T elueaU URN15MTe SEL (Standard
error of laboratory) a875 Duplicate blind test Lﬁa%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂizLﬁuazm’mﬁwmmgmﬁa%fw
16 TnsaaavnvasAn SEL AoauinninA1nuianalnu1nsg1ulun1sviuie (Standard error of
prediction, SEP) (SA, 2017) ¥i1n153tA51e e ld@19819919017 99U 10 A98719 UAazF19g19
weeendusnegedeni 1 wazfetedesil 2 fuuavanelavinogsldlieiu wdddnseiidy
2 99 fie el 1 Uszneudeediadend 1 veadneg1ail 1 81 10 wazyail 2 Usznouseiogng
doudl 2 ve9iegedl 1 89 10 uhazgATleTIzddioEas 1 91 nduhwalinT s udas
sadUszneumanadl Aaduesidudivesinguiis uazduiama SEL Tngldaunis

D 2

seL = | 2P

D = HARINAAATIEVYAT 1 ULazyadl 2 vadusazsiieg1
n = U8 (10)



n1saseaNNSiBUNINgINLAzNIUERUAMN Y lAvaIENNIS
1. MIaseaunsieuunsgIu
ieyaaunasunazaiosauseneuniuall W mauduiusaie3s Partial least square

]
a |

regression (PLSR) Tagldlusunsu WIN ISI IV wissnegseeniiu 2 nquiliiudaseseiu Aonguilld
a¥eaun1siiieun1nsgiu (Calibration set) viureA1inguiis JUsiu ludu 11 NDF ADF wag ADL
waznquniuaeuauldlavasaunis (Validation set) Tudndiunguaunisifisusnsgiusenguniu
gouauldlidvasaunts wiriu 80 e 20 Wesidud msadaunisdunsadisuuuiiugieniuend
Adu (Full spectrum method) A18735 Partial least squares (PLS) wag Modified partial least
squares (MPLS) $aufunislaifinnsusunssadnnsy wasuSuuiaaunadunuu SNV-Detrend iiioan
AU sUTILLaAssunIudugionavilideyaaiunnsuinisivadsunuas uagld Derivative
mathematics #5® Math treatment ﬁi%ﬁﬁ Derivative number, Gap, Smoothing and Second
smoothing 971471 10 LU Fell (1,88,1) 26,4,1) (1,84,1) (2,8,4,1) (1,88,1) (2,88,1) (1,5,5,1)
(2,5,5,1) (1,10,10,1) (2,10,10,1) Tasldmrueruuzulugion1sldiaies NIRS (Infrasoft
International, 2005) 9z lAaunT1EULINTFILVDUABEIIENITIININ 40 AUNI3

mardulsAnSanduiusseninsnaiafuavinie (Coefficient of determination, ) &3a23
fidndnlng 1 AranueainAdouNInTgILYeINNTaINELNTT (Standard error of calibration, SEC)
LLazﬁ'wmmﬂamLﬂﬁ@%ﬂ@igﬁ%@qmsﬂqfaﬁuwlﬁ (Standard error of cross validation, SECV)
Fep253iA 81 (Infrasoft International, 2005)

TunsinTaMsdonauM g uinsIunafan awnTanNe r

9

2 dld ! 1 1
‘I/IZJF”I’]QQ LLEEATNARN N

Y99 SEC uay SECV fifiane MNAUNITNLULINTFIY 40 dUNIS %Lﬁaﬂaumiﬁﬁﬁqmm 3 @UNg
Weorhuniugeueuldldvesaunisaely
2. MmsmugeuaNulslavesaunis

Waun1sisadensiuiu 3 aunisuimivdeunnuldldvesaunisiietnussansnmaes
aunsitanunsaldlunisussdiuanlausiugnannieeiisdds Insinainasuressiiegangumiuasy
wlsziliuprnugnaesisiuglaeldrraianeg laun A1 SEP adsliA1desnitasvinves SEL
(SEP < 2 SEL) Aanuianainadsseninadildainismaaiivazafildainda NIRS (Bias) asiian
#4o8n11 0.55 11983 SEC (Bias<0.55 SEC) A1 Standard error of prediction correction (SEP(C))
1peN11 1.29 Winwes SEC (SEP(C) <1.29SEC) Aranudiulng 1 (Slope ~ 1) m1a35n15983 SA (2017)
uanani IdRIsaTERUTuAMA NYBIAIN1IAI8AT RPD (Ratio of performance to deviation)
M1U3En15v0 Williams et al. (2019) fauansly Table 1 wnamaildlunisdadenaunisniudile
nanis denaunaiisuninsgruiiafaniios 1 auns dmsuihlulflunsiusesduszney
mMapdisea3es NIRS saly



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 performance to deviation

3. aumsifisusnasguidadenin 1 auns @efl 2) Wussiliudssavsammumnsgu
ISO 12099:2017 (I1SO, 2017) ﬁﬂ‘f!l
3.1 N19MSI9@8UAN Bias LABNISATUINAT Bias confidence limit (Tp) MU@NN1T 01A1
Bias fiAntiosnin T, wanein A1 Bias lidaanuumansnsfunsanifisesuanudessu 95 wosidud
AN Ty funndld sl

t1o2) * SEP
4 b2

Tb o \/E
Ty 0] A" Bias confidence limit
toayz PO A1 t value Y8INISNAZDU 2 119 7Y Degree of
freedom Tideaadadiu SEP fflduviiy n-1
SEP Standard Error of Prediction (A1A3URANAANIATFIY
lunsvueveangunaaeu)
n g Iuudeglungunagey

3.2 n13R529@UAT SEP 1Wun15ATUIMAT Tyue (The unexplained error confidence
limit) 11nA1 SEP Ueena1 Tue w@A931 A1 SEP TUTA1uuans1eaiuned@dfnseaumnuidadu 95
Wosidud 39A1 Tue Aunadle fadl

Toe =SECF,..m)

Tue Ao The unexplained error confidence limit

F(OL,V,M) ﬁ@ ?i’] F Value

SEC Ao Standard Error of calibration (A1AMMAANAIANIRSIIUIUNNTATISAUNNT
VBANFUATIAUNIT)
o Ao seauanuazsiduvesmsiiannuRenatnsiad 1 (type | error)

Tnevialy Ao 5%

Y, A® Nualidation set -1 (degree of freedomildanmnasinu SEP)



M AB  Nualidation sef - o -1 (degree of freedom ﬁaamé’aﬁu SEQ) Tag P R
number of terms %38 PLS factors of the model)

33 msasiedeu Slope tumnudureansmnisnszaty  (Scatter plots) SEwinean
psAUsznoumaAiiaTgildniadumdids wnu y) Audiviunsildanaunisideunnsgu
Fewp3as NIRS (wni x) Jsavdenmdasiuaunsdunsilaeiien Slope b waz Intercept a Awiaild
AINFUNTT

y =a+by
) Su
S?
y
a=y-by
Sy, Ao ANLUSUTIUTINTENINAYIINeAUA93S (Covariance)
% fe  ANuLUTUTINvRsAunglundunaaey
y Ao eAuedsvesrivihiungainaunsiisunnsgiu
V fe  Aladsvesdidnsdeiiiessimeituinsgu

ntunegaual Slope Awialalagld t-test NszAuAULToTU 95 WosiFun
PENNTT

. _ Jztyi—(awm]z

n-1

Ses PD ﬁ’]L‘l’%ng;Lij‘lL?\l’mlliﬁ’msl%?ésResidual
tops A The observed value

n Ao Iuuiegslungunagey

yi  fo A3 eIsinsgIu

V. fe AiviunglFnaunsiisuinnsgiu

o

WINAT tops UOUAIN tiroyz) ARSI AUTUIDINIINAITATLIYTENINAINIULAN AUATN
huglaanaunisiieviasguliunnsnmin 1 uansdn A1 Slope lifianuunnsinsiuniediinsyiu
ANUTBLY 95 Wasidud

NANISNAABILAZINTAl

I3 = v
2IAYTZNIUNINLANUVDININUT?
A18619190171AINNTIIVTINAIRENINNBATNT WAz FIunuI e nate Nunlul sewme
Ine Fausznaumeiug nu6 nvl8 N122 Nu4l NU49 NY61 Y1INBNNEE105 Neuuny deinenivngs
I = ¢ = 4 Ao 2 Al & D a &< O
duuntnmil aennewey lsdiued uazdus lnediBnsnuiemawuuldlefeiwagsaies Jauaun
garuLargguas iielinseurguuaziicuanvatevesitegtlagfeg1imuagniluin e
MoIAUTENBUNILATANY MUITUINTTINNIRIUURNNT dmSuasisaunisviuieesrusenay
maad laun ArTngueia TUshu ludu 1 NDF ADF uag ADL wudida1aan A1gedan Alade
A1 SD waw A1 SEL dauanslu Table 2 lngagiinuing9dayaveuing 03dUseNaUATOUARUAN



Anszivomiadnfisenuluanmaaimstavuzvesingivemisiauy (Aunssun1sAY
sosnslavulaunluussmelng, 2563) F5unulinnseauranuideve sy sming sy
#1197 USEMomsdnd wasinunsng laedlesrusenoumaadl taun Ardnguiia Tusau ludu 161 NDF
ADF wag ADL iinfiu 91.88 4.14 0.94 14.20 68.49 43.34 uay 3.92 Wasidudnuafu way
TndPsaiunuideves Guo et al. (2021) lavinn153LAT189109AU 2N BUNIBATVBINIT1IETE WU
fifnA1u%u TUsHU NDF ADF wa ADL Wity 4.62 3.36 77.27 46.79 uag 6.92 nudiu aamiide
vosATuNg uazamy (2560) Anwiamamslnsugvowhadniugiuioss i 12 arewus wui
ANUNAINTAEVBIENENUTT I LNARDAILLANAIITDIAMAIMILN YUY RI9T1 Tne TAnTagui
TUsfu Tl NDF ADF wag ADL Windiu 90.0-96.7 2.2-5.8 0.7-1.0 70.0-84.9 49.2-61.3 lag 3.9-12.5
Weddudnudiu WonaaeutiiemAmiunaiandouseinsiiaseiluiesujiinns (Standard
error of laboratory; SEL) az4fiudnan SEL §A61 wana31a1a1unaInnasueein1sinszily
vesUftRnmsiaaueaiaindoution Tnsidethe SEL Tudssifiumnuldldvesaunisludunounis
VIUABUANNITNUIN ArAuEAnaInu1nsgIulunisvinung (SEP) da1dauninaaavinved SEL (SA,
2017)

Table 2 Total sample, nutritive value, standard deviation and standard error of laboratory of

rice straw.

Parameter N Minimum Maximum Average +SD SEL
Dry matter, % 162 90.99 96.81 94.42 1.38 0.48
Crude protein, % 155 212 5.56 3.88 0.79 0.13
Ether extract, % 128 0.38 1.62 0.91 0.22 0.20
Ash, % 169 5.58 19.14 12.35 2.68 0.39
NDF, % 162 62.56 78.17 70.20 2.59 1.59
ADF, % 166 39.32 49.58 43.62 1.75 1.43
ADL, % 126 3.18 7.27 4.90 0.63 0.30

N, Number of samples; SD, Standard deviation; SEL, Standard error of laboratory; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber; ADF,
Acid detergent fiber; ADL, Acid detergent lignin.

nsadauaznugauauldldvasaunisiisunInggu

%mﬂﬁ@@ﬂﬁul,l,aﬂuﬁzmmmsmﬂﬁlu 1,100 - 2,500 wluwns tagleisn1sinuwuuayiou
n&U (Reflectance) iaiuanady andurinisudaiedwismuneenidu 2 ngu wieldidu
feehsngudmivaisannsifisuinnsgu waznguildniuasuniuldldvesannis Inglddndiu
nsidensegnanuuiutismudidinuade fvusdurtadudusazsnauiiegaiideanisiiuag
Wieutsngy Tnetdondiognsuuuiiutas 2, 4 dmdumsaireaunisifieusmsgiuslesiu wou 3, 4
dmunsasieaunIsiguNIasgIuAY ADL WU 1, 5 dmsunisaiisaunisiieuinnsgiuailysiu
&1 NDF ADF waziuy 2,5 dwiunsasuaunisifieumasgiuaringuis aintduiietslungu



dwsvainaunisiiisuninsgiuazgniiundangulagldndannis Principal component analysis
(PCA) AldmdnmsduiniAuyaluda (Mahalanobis distance) Wiesinsetneiididegusnngueen
%qmﬁﬁmﬂﬂaﬁmLﬁmmnwmaaum WU Msawnuiiianatnudeauiaunives awnlnsdines
u fennudiugs viogumgiige (Wuuta, 2564) lmde Surusesadieldadsauniten
uinsgrusaznguiliniuasuauldlivesannis wazAesdusznaumani Anan Aigaan
Anade uaga1 SD fuwandlu Table 3 Tngaztiiuinvisteyaveusazarlungudmivainaaunis
Feuinnsgiuaseunguaasnguiiogsiilimuasuanuldlivesauns Taefeewis 2 ndu 3
Anadglndidgstu

Table 3 Number of sample and nutritive value of calibration and validation sets of rice straw.

Calibration set Validation set

Parameter

N Min. Max. Mean SD N Min. Max. Mean SD
Dry matter, % 125 9099 9681 9442 137 25 9177 96.68 9441 146
Crude protein, % 123 212 556 388 079 22 259 535 381 077
Ether extract, % 94 038 1.62 090 022 21 057 130 090 020
Ash, % 133 558 1914 1234 268 26 821 1730 1254 227
NDF, % 127 6256 7817 7021 254 28 6342 7775 6998  2.90
ADF, % 126 39.61 4958 4361 1.69 26 4111 4797 4388 179
ADL, % 92 318 727 494 061 21 341 646 487 063

N, Number of sample; Min, Minimum; Max, Maximum; SD, Standard deviation; NDF, Neutral detergent fiber, ADF;
Acid detergent fiber, ADL; Acid detergent lignin.

Sothnguieesdmivadiaunisiieunasguinaiisaunis Ingldlusunsudnsagy WINISI
IV 9amAunslunanadf PLS regression wuu Full cross validation ag MPLS LLUUiJiULLmLLaJLm
Usuusis nudn deyaatunnsunounisufuudevesinstn (Figure 1(4) SnvazaiUnafudladin
nsuazilyngeniliviendaudiu tnszAImLAnNs1IUeIULIABYAIARIBENS sussziuveniely
szﬁwhmﬁazamagj wagnaINNIsnIziasiignivuinfininninanuuanasidunasinainy
duduvasasddsznauiidesnista sadnsusuudsteyaainndudeisnsmendamansaiunsn
reandnsnavesladudenanilalaenisleds SNV wag Detrend $9uAUIToynus (Derivative
treatment) SufUAl 1 uay 2 vilsfaansanengaeenfimasudeuiilualnniuoonainiu wazan
wansynuivhlvadnasudvuiniintunaengisninueninau Gunnud wasane, 2553) e
Fansandnvazassanesuiiiiunisuusssine3snsmeednaans (Figure 1(B) wag 1(C)) agiiu
dwmaﬂ%’uLLmaL‘Uﬂm%’:uéhEJLwﬂﬁﬂsﬁwaé}’u%ﬁhsJﬁumEJﬁzgzyﬂmiﬁ%’mLﬁ]umﬂ%mazammmLLUi‘Ui’Juﬁ
91ANTUIINNIIN LI WATVDIFI0879 (Kasemsumran et al, 2004) Tng SNV dreandayey ol
SUNMUIET detrend ﬁ]wu";aa@mmiﬁwaaLwiavamﬂm%”u @31 derivative ﬁasﬂusﬂﬁum derivative,
gap, smoothing, second smoothing i grpunUynisdeuriuiuvesyagentuaunasunaznis
Foutuvesaiunndy Tnensadne 2 derivative vesainasy agilriAnnsuenvesqngeailvaey
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Figure 1 Original spectra (A) and 1°' derivative spectra (B) and 2" derivative spectra (C)
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Table 4 Statistical analysis of Calibration and Validation sets.

Calibration set Validation set
Parameter Treatment

N r SEC SECV N r SEP  Bias RPD
Dry matter, % MPLS  SNV+DETREND 1,441 125 0.82 0.57 0.77 25 0.90 0.46 0.00 3.23
Crude protein,% MPLS ~ SNV+DETREND 2,8,8,1 123 093 0.21 0.27 22 098 0.10 0.00 7.45
Ether extract, % MPLS  SNV+DETREND 2,8,8,1 94 0.90 0.07 0.11 21 092 0.05 0.00 3.75
Ash, % PLS None 2,10,10,1 133 098 0.36 0.41 26 099 027 -0.01 8.31
NDF, % PLS None 1,551 127 091 0.74 0.93 28 0.93 0.76 -0.01 3.81
ADF, % PLS SNV+DETREND 1,441 126 0.83 0.68 0.81 26 089 0.60 0.03 3.00
ADL, % MPLS  SNV+DETREND 2,4,4,1 92 0.85 0.24 0.36 21 0.76 0.30 0.01 2.09
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2

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, NDF, Neutral detergent fiber, ADF; Acid
detergent fiber, ADL; Acid detergent lignin.
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Figure 2 Relationship between NIRS predicted and actual values of chemical composition of

rice straw in validation sets.
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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 Calculated  Criterion  Result  Galculated  Criterion  Result Observed Calculated  Criterion Result
value (Tw) value (Tue) value (tops) value (t-oy2)
Dry matter, % 0.00 0.19 Pass 0.46 0.73 Pass -0.01 1.00 2.06 Pass
Crude protein,% 0.00 0.04 Pass 0.10 0.27 Pass 0.06 1.00 2.08 Pass
Ether extract, % 0.00 0.02 Pass 0.05 0.09 Pass -0.02 1.00 2.09 Pass
Ash, % -0.01 0.11 Pass 0.27 0.45 Pass -0.04 1.00 2.06 Pass
NDF, % -0.01 0.30 Pass 0.76 0.93 Pass -0.03 1.00 2.05 Pass
ADF, % 0.03 0.24 Pass 0.60 0.86 Pass 0.01 1.00 2.06 Pass
ADL, % 0.01 0.14 Pass 0.30 0.31 Pass -0.00 1.00 2.09 Pass

Te, The calculation of the bias confidence limits; SEP, standard error of prediction; Ty, The unexplained error confidence
limits; tops, The observed t value; T(1-a,2), : The t-value obtained from table t-distribution for a probability of O = 0.05,
NDF, Neutral detergent fiber, ADF; Acid detergent fiber, ADL; Acid detergent lignin.
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