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melunssiliiingusrasdiioatrsaumsdmiulflunsiunegesduszneumaaiivasnin
Auduiesa loun A1inguira (Dry matter, DM) 1UsAu (Crude protein, CP) lusiu (Ether extract, EE)
01 (Ash) Wi9Lwad (Neutral detergent fiber, NDF) ﬁﬂiumaqiaa (Acid detergent fiber, ADF) uag
anilu (Acid detergent lignin, ADL) #1643949 Near infrared spectrophotometer Wauaun15laeld
15n15M19a8@ Ao PLS (Partial least squares regression) WagMPLS (Modified partial least squares
regression) Tnefinsusuussanasadesduuuulduaslalld SNV (Standard normal variate)-detrend
521U Derivative, gap, smoothing 1ag second smoothing 10 LUU Town (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) (2,10,10.1) 14s 108 1an1ndudulysasianun
521 142 #0819 Aaldenaunisiisuuinsgiud imunzaulagiansuiainaa Coefficient of
determination (r?) uaznas19waIA1 SEC fu SECV wagyinisniuaeuanuldlavesaunisineiiansan
91nA1 SEP Bias LayA1 Slope 'imﬁgwisLﬁusi?uqmmwmaaaumié’wm Ratio of performance to
deviation (RPD)

HANITNAADY WUTN aun1siiieuannsgiudmsuiniuiedl DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF wag ADL
Yoannaudulrsadian r? ogluyae 0.37-0.95 A1 SEP agfluyie 0.03-0.86 A RPD agfluye 1.27-4.55
Tnvaunisfieglussiveondon Ao aunsdmiuvitunean ADF aunsfieglusedufunn fie aunns
dw$uvihuneen NDF aunisiieglussduf Ae aunisdmiuviunesn ADL aunsdmduvinunesl DM
ogluszAumneld ednslsfnu aunisdmivldviiunean CP EE uag Ash daflaruusiugenmin iilo
UsglluAngnNInmIULINIgIU 1S012099:2017 ¥89aUN15YI1U8AT DM NDF ADF wag ADL WUl KU
inauTassuiiseiuau ety 95 wWesidud agulidn aunsfieuinesguiiaiduiianuusiug

warduszansnmiganeNazinldlglunisyinungesrusenaumandvaaninaudulsse
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Prediction of Chemical Composition Using Near Infrared Spectroscopy
in Pineapple Stem Residue.

Udorn Srisaeng” Nuttanart Khotprom? Sadudee Pongpeachan?

Abstract

An objective of the present study was to develop near-infrared spectrometry (NIR)
equations to predict the chemical components of pineapple stem residues, comprising dry
matter (DM) crude protein (CP) fat (Ether extract, EE) ash, cell walls (Neutral detergent fiber, NDF)
ligcnocellulose (Acid detergent fiber, ADF) and lignin (Acid detergent lignin, ADL). The PLS (Partial
least squares regression) and MPLS (Modified partial least squares regression) were used to
enumerate the spectrums. The preliminary spectral adjustment with/without SNV (Standard
normal variate) detrend combined with 10 sets of derivatives, gap, smoothing, and second
smoothing of (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)
(2,10,10,1) were used to adjust the spectrums of 142 samples of pineapple stem residues. The
most suitable calibration equations were chosen based on the coefficient of determination (r?)
and the difference between SEV and low SECV. The validity of the chosen equations was then
verified by considering the SEP Bias and Slope values as well as the Ratio of Performance to
Deviation (RPD).

The results showed that the r? SEP and RDP values of the calibration equations for
predicting DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF and ADL of pineapple stem residues ranged from 0.37-0.95
0.03-0.86 and 1.27-4.55, respectively. The equations to predict ADF NDF ADL and DM of the
residue were excellent, very good, good and fair, respectively. In contrast, the equations to
predict CP EE and Ash of the residue remained unacceptable. Based on the 1S012099:2017
standard, the equations to predict DM NDF ADF and ADL of the residue met the standard with
a 95% confidence level. Therefore, it could be summarized that the precision and accuracy of
these equations are acceptable to predict the chemical composition of pineapple stem residues

by the NIR machine.

Keywords: Near-infrared spectroscopy Pineapple stem residue
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&uuan (Ananus comosus) iufirluifsafenfifiongnisugndugg fengdausugnaudaiu
Aealduszana 12-14 ey nandnnanainnisgniudulyan fe nadudzsa (Fruit) 45% wazding
waoeldannisugn Andudiuveslu 38.8% fu 16.1% uazdug 0.1% druvesdduilethuniay
azonnarunaviduanaulidignszuiun1sulsiy nanaselandainisulsiy avladiuvesnindu
Fulesa (UuRBenTY whduuzsn) 50% nnutle 10% wavdruiiluainans 40% (@3wy, 2561)
druvosninaudulzsa danadsulduszlovile Ay 2.4 Mcal/kgDM (Pintadis et al., 2020)
Snuniihluvessogenndudulzsnirasilulivsslenilunmadesda ol duingivundees
Waww e lindanuuinnin 2,000 upaesseilansy Tlusfuluesdusznoutosanin 20 Wesidus
AanmvedlusAudsutein fagAvemnsdaidlngldanudasyiy wasiivimiesn @udn,
2550) wuhdnisthnnsududzsalUldidusmsuenulunisyula ausaanduyunisyulaliuazdma
Tiiiflsavsgean (@3oe, 2561) uenaniifseauves i (2565) Idinnmidulzsauazaely
Fuvzsnundudunailugnsomsvedlaiognuasiiuidiosuswidumes] wuinlafuiinanishulds
YoenguemMnITugnsnMnmhduUzsauazngueIs TMR lfiauusnssdiungueimstudnsagums
n3én uanslidiuldinnmhdudzsnaansaianlisslesiduingdwiunanewnsladleldlagll
dwmadesoaussnnmmananladognaaufiudilesustidy

lun15Uszneugnsemsdnd Sududemsvesdusznoumaaiivesingiud ihunld
193iATIEMDIRUsEnoUNILATl LU DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF Lag ADL 929U 10183u3579
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fiflnnugniesusiugngs ualituneuvesnmslinseiiideddinamasu waefiddyinmsldasiadi
fussglunszuiumsieeitsdssaieaninuindenuazingiesziesdnde feddiiuszaunsal
TumsufiRnu indesdiefisags uazinegsaggniinans fedosidamanifiuielddngiie
watlauesdunssnanlnsalnl (Near infrared spectroscopy, NIRS) untglun1sussiiiuaanin
wszanssaUssidununldafigndos usiugt Maandu lavianededns aildanaiad laviane
anmunden wazanaldaeldlusseyen Weeuiumsieseiluviosujiinig fegreihinnldlu
nsadaNnITIEdaaaInNsguiuiegsiideuvarnvatsdeliid uiunuresiiufinisude
99n1a waznsruunsTldn Weldildmunaifinszaisaseunqueivosiaogiatiug dusuiiian
Anseissduszneumaailuviesufjiinig uasldlunsawnudieinies NIRS Wilaifualandu uay
nlldasraduaunisiuieaineld Funniud wazame, 2553) ludagUudslafiaunisvitune
peRUsTnoumBAlivasnIndu§uUzsndaeiA3 oe NIR spectrophotometer fafudssidusosadna
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NIRS ImeiFin DM NDF ADF wag ADL AilunisitasnennnesuuRnsnguidomasimuin1siinsiesa

o

9113897 9. UNeA 0. WeaUnusil 3. Unusil dauA1 DM CP EE way Ash Anfiunisiasieyi

Ve UAnsaudITeuas iR TERInsys f. a1unszen 8. 981 2. INYIUS

A19819UaLNILATENADENS
FIUTWABENNMNAUFUUL 3NNV URNSATINTMUIIMISERITIUIU 5 Urne  NllA
wananafiuludiuvesiuiiugn gania ergnisiiuiies nistale wazeenguiiudiegislviainnisy
3 k4 o 1 ' o Y ' 1 < o 1 = & =
NEAINT @annsal 159Uz udmiiesne 91wt 142 dege legdunumegedaluxasiden
Uszana 2 Alansy dwneuiigumall 60 asrnwaidua wiu 48 Falus Juiindmidnneusulasndiey

INUUTLNUAALILIR 1 Dadins dmSunIsIAsIZYiA1 DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF wag ADL

nsdndUnasunazasiziesnlsznauniandl

1. thegmndudulzsafiviomaiauduninanadulagldiadas NIR Spectrometer
8% FOSS 31 DS2500 (Foss Analytical A/S, Denmark) fANuEIAAY 400-2,500 unlutuns tneld
TUsunsy ISiscan NOVA 13 asaginaiunmsuudazqauiadu 0.5 uiluns lasussgfedidluiead
Fregne (Sample cell) indeshegilinsyarsetisadiaye vnsia 2 Friafegn (Duplicates) N3
SousazadiaruanssenisosiUsznaumandl s1uu 7 s1emsldun A1 DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF waz
ADL thanwsagsiensitldannisinnndefiewansmasenududuannedy 1 Fuseseu Feeniild
158071 AIN1SYANGU (Absorbance)

2. WhdheganmndududzsaiitnunsTraneduuniiessiesdussnoumaniinnge Tneisn
13l (Wet chemical analysis) 1#uA A1 DM #1337 930.15 (AOAC, 2016) wazAniduiesidusingusie
(Dry matter, DM) CP tJunisuiesidudlulnsiaumieds Keldahl udiguiiewlanes 6.25 auis
In-house method base on 15O 5983-2 (2009) EE m1u357 11085 (SO, 2015) Ash mu3T# 942.05
(AOAC, 2016) NDF #1338 2002.04 (AOAC, 2016) ADF uag ADL #3357l 973.18 (AOAC, 2016) lag
Ans1z9t 2 Srreshetng AdilEininA1a3e (Actual value)

3. YmsiaTgimA1nLAaIaAd outeINTIATIEiluasUfiRAnsvwie SEL (Standard
error of laboratory) #1833 Duplicate blind test titoagihanlUussiiuaunsiisuainasgiuiiadiald
lagA SEL fiasunnninAimnuiianainuinsgulunisviiune (Standard error of prediction, SEP) @89
W1 (SA, 2017) ¥1n153A51E9 el 298 19N INAUAUUESA 911U 10 19819 LAAEAI9Y19LUS
ooniusegnegosdl 1 wassetugesd 2 tvuameiauiiegnslilisniu udddinseidu 2 @
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il Aunanduesidudvesinguia uazfwinmen SEL lngldaunis

D = NAANHAIATIEVYAT 1 LazYndl 2 VadusazI0ENs

n = IUIUAIDLY (10)

n1safeaunIsiisunInsgIukazn1snIudauauldldvasaunisngansIanauaIugNAaIvas

ddn19

1. mMsafeaunsiiigusnnsgiu

Uy aanasuiageIAUsznaun1uaduImAudunusfa8338 Partial least square
regression (PLSR) Ingldlusunsa WIN IS1 IV uiadaegweenidu 2 nquilidudaszdeiu Aonguilld
a¥19aun1siiguansgIu viueal DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF wag ADL Uagnqunsidgauaiugneied
Y93auN13 TAREIUNAUATIEINTHIEUNIATTIUADNENATIHBUAIUYNABIVBIAUNTT WU 80 #io
20 wWoesidud nmsadsaunisdunisasisuuiiugisminuenindu (Full spectrum method) #1833
Partial least squares (PLS) way Modified partial least squares (MPLS) saufun1sliddnisusuuag
AUNATY wazUSuLAIEUNRSULUY SNV-Detrend i oanaanuudsusiuuwazassuniudus fienaviili
ToyaaUnasufin1siud suudasly uazly Derivative mathematics #3e Math treatment 71 14/An
Derivative number, Gap, Smoothing and Second smoothing 97U 10 kUU ﬁaﬂf (1,44,1) (2,4,41)
(1,84,1)(2,84,1)(1,88,1) (288,1) (1,55,1)(255,1)(1,10,10,1) (2,10,10,1) laeldmiuauuziirlu
AflensldiaTas NIRS (Infrasoft International, 2005) aglfaunsifisusnsguvesusiazenIsaIy
40 @3

WANEUUSEANE avduTLSTEnIneA1as R uATYIuNe (Coefficient of determination, r2) #3A25
fidnlng 1 Areueaiandeusnnsguesnisaiisaunis (Standard error of calibration, SEC) uag
ﬂ'wmwmm@m?1'au:uwigﬂu%amiﬂgf\]ﬁl,uulﬁ (Standard error of cross validation, SECV) #eaasd]
e (Infrasoft International, 2005)

Tumsiasannisidenaumsifisuannsgiudiaiig azfinnsanaindl 2 AfAgs uazAmasiis
94 SEC uay SECV fifldd 91naunsiiisusnasgiu 40 auns azidenaunnsiiadigaun 3 aunng Lile

Jrunmuasuanuldlevesaunisasiy

2. nMsnugdauAulYlavesENns

aun1siAndanunduIg 3 aunisuimuasuauldlnvesaunisiieinlsednsninees
aunsItanuisattlunisussfivanlawiugiundesiiiedla Ineianasuvedisgrangunuasy

Uszifuaugneesusiuglagldmaiasnieg laun A1 SEP AvsiiAdeeninaeeinves SEL (SEP < 2



SEL) AaAsvainaniasznineildnnnisinnssuuagaildainds NIR arnuianaiaede (Bias)
ATHAEENIT 0.55 11 SEC (Bias<0.55 SEC) @1 Standard error of prediction correction (SEP(C))
Wosni1 1.29 SEC (SEP(C) <1.29SEC) A1AutuL lng 1 (Slope ~ 1) au35n15903 SA (2017)
uaﬂmﬂfrlé’ﬁmsmﬁzﬁ’m?uqmmwmaaammiﬁwm RPD »1135n15009 Williams et al. (2019)
swandunduanddy Table 1 inaaifildlunisdndenaunismuilingnis azidenaunisiiey

WnsgIunAngaies 1 aunis dmsuiilUldlunsvingesduszneunaaiisneinsas NIRS dely

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

RPD value Classification Application
00-1.9 Very poor Not recommended
20-24 Poor Rough screening
25-29 Fair Screening
3.0-34 Good Quiality control
35-40 Very good Process control

> 4.1 Excellent Any application

RPD = ratio of standard error of validation to standard deviation

3. AUNISWIBUNINTEIU aUNSTgULInsgIuNAmEentn 1 aun1s Anden 2) dhanuseidiv
UseANENIMENNINTFIY ISO 12099:2017 (ISO, 2017) Asil

3.1 NSASIVABUAN Bias LABNISANWIMAT Bias confidence limit (Ty) M1N&@NA1T 91AN Bias &

' ' '
[ [ A 7 = 1

f Aisesuanudoniu 95 Wesidud  Feen

Y

AUBENIN Ty WER$I1 A1 Bias lifimuuanatsoeneditedn

T, Awald aail

n t(l—oc/z) * SEP

Tb = T
Vn
Ty Ao A1 Bias confidence limit
toay AD A1 t value Y0IN1TVIAFDU 2 19 p8 Degree of

freedom Tiaenadasu SEP AfAwVNY n-1
SEP A Standard error of prediction (A1AAUHANAN
1m3g1UluNSIUILVRINGUNAFDU)
n  fe Iuuieglungunagey
3.2 15A5I@UA1 SEP LHuASAUIAN Tue (The unexpLained error confidence limit) 110

A1 SEP Haenin Tue wam931 A1 SEP lafimuuanmngegnelited 3y ’i Ummwauu 95 1Ue LU

Faen Tye Awadly @l

T, =SEC.[F

(a,v,M)
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Tue The unexplained error confidence limit

A1 F value

o))}
©

Fouy m
SEC @@ Standard error of calibration (A1ANEANAIANIRSFIUIUNTS
A 19EUN1SVRINANAT9EUNTT)
o a0 szaumnuezslureanmsiannuianaieeing 1
(type | error ) Tnewialy Ao 5%
V A9 Nualidationset .1 (degree of freedom fiaonndssiu SEP)
M A Nyalidation set - p -1 (degree of freedom fiaonndestu SEC) Tny

p A number of terms 38 PLS factors of the model)

3.3 113957980V Slope WuAMutuveINTIMN13NIZA8 (Scatter plots) s¥winemIaIRUsENaY
mapfindasizilaasaduadneds (wnu y) Auamivinedldainaunsifisunnnsgiu #en3ad NIRS

(WAl x) FeazaonrapInUaLNSIduATIlaeilan Slope b Wa Intercept a AuUIMLARNENNTT

y=a+hy

b= SW

=57

y

a=y-hy
Seo Ap ANULUSUTIUTINTETRINNAYINUIEAUA195Y (Covariance)
Yy
2 Ap  ANULUsUTIUTRIAYunglundaunegeuy
v !
y fe  Auedevesadivihunsainaunisiiieuninsgiu
y  fle ALRduvedrdedaiiinTeinigBunsgu

ntunagaual Slope NAwalalagld t-test NszAuANILToITU 95 Wesidud faunis

S :JZ[yi—(amyi)]z

tobs = |b _]'I
Sies FD ANTERUNNINTFIUYRY Residual
Tops AB The observed value
N g urumegslungunageu
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MINAN tops UBHNTT troyp HEAIIT ANTUVBINTIVNITNTEABTEWINAMIUAT RS s T U AT

9198 UAIMYIINgAINaINSWIEUNn T IUliwanga1an 1 egrealidedAyniadanseauauieiy

95 LUasidua

NaN1SNAaBILazIANTal

aeAUsENaUMAATivaININAUEUULIA
1.1 M3AATIEVBeAUTENUMALAY]
INNITIUTINAIDEAZFUNURIRE 1IN INAUFUUZINIINYTNTUN BATNIUALESUIINLTIUIN
Smelufiuiidminszees Smiavsznudsius wasdmiamesyi Wiededmivadisauns
yinu1eAY DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF uaz ADL $33%i4du 135 133 142 140 140 132 waz 138 f1eg

MINEIAU TA19NER FNEdan Aade A1 SD wagAn SELYadusarsens TuasiBundsiansly Table 2

Table 2 Statistical value of chemical composition of pineapple stem residue by total sample,

calibration and validation evaluation set.

Number
Parameter Evaluation groups Minimum Maximum Average +SD  SEL
of sample
DM, % Total sample 135 88.78 94.47 91.23 0.98 0.36
Calibration set 96 88.78 94.47 91.23 0.97
Validation set 20 88.95 94.16 91.23 1.00
CP, % Total sample 133 2.15 2.46 2.30 0.07 0.07
Calibration set 106 2.15 2.46 2.30 0.07
Validation set 21 2.17 2.44 2.30 0.07
EE, % Total sample 142 0.07 0.38 0.22 0.06 0.02
Calibration set 106 0.07 0.38 0.22 0.06
Validation set 24 0.11 0.33 0.22 0.05
Ash, % Total sample 140 1.52 2.07 1.74 0.11 0.04
Calibration set 101 1.52 2.07 1.74 0.11
Validation set 25 1.53 1.99 1.74 0.11
NDF, % Total sample 140 9.32 23.14 15.90 3.40 0.60

Calibration set 106 9.32 23.14 15.91 3.41



Validation set 21 9.65 21.95 15.87 3.44

ADF, % Total sample 132 4.76 7.99 6.76 0.75  0.27
Calibration set 104 4.76 7.99 6.77 0.76
Validation set 21 4.80 7.76 6.74 0.75

ADL, % Total sample 138 0.54 1.70 1.10 0.26 0.26
Calibration set 103 0.54 1.70 1.09 0.26
Validation set 25 0.61 1.59 1.12 0.24

SD = standard deviation, SEL = standard error of laboratory

doutsainpiuvesieteviaumeandu 2 nau welidusednguitlddmsvasnsaunsuas
nauiildnsndeuaugniesasaunisTaieansld Mahalanobis distance iilafnaiUnasuiioguanndy
90N Junnuaveinguiilfiiensivdeunugndesesaunislin @ ilnd 1 wansinaumsdsnaridu
aumsiin dezivindeyaildaisaumaiiouinasgiuiiiasounquatingn-gsan vowadeyaiithumi
Msvagou uansinaumafisusasgile famainedinseunqu aunsmiluliiduaunisvinnedn

2 al v U v
29AUTZNAUNNUATIVDINSAUFUUZIA LA

1.2 MsmARMNAMIALARBUYBINMTAAsEluResUf TR w3e SEL (Standard error of
laboratory)

Slevmaeumen SEL vesnsiinsizsian DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF wag ADL Tuseganmindudutysn
Fauandlu Table 2 aufiuin A1 SEL 98951813 DM CP EE Ash NDF ADF wae ADL SAn6in uanein Aneniuaain
i owvesnsTnseiluiesufURmsiiaaueaandoutes uaundlethan SEL luusudvluduneunis

pydeunTiltlavesaunszfssiandugoaiesrnnuianatssnasgulunsinue (SA, 2017)

1.3 MSNAFBUANNTIUIYVBINBIUHURNS
melleneimaaiveseg umndudulzse WiunmsiesesinvesfoRms 2w feo
ol URNsNguIdenasiannnsInseiawnsden 9.uened 9.408 2.Uus il andumsinesial DM
NDF ADF wag ADL Uagaau] UANsAugITouasiaiuamsdndmgsys a.aunseen 0.9¢81 ANY5U3
Fumsiinsieian DM CP EE uag Ash fatfutoliinenmus WlaluA A NUDINAN TVINEDU Lazians
FnenmuemiesfiAnmauazmuaninsovhnsagey savadieliullaiwanaseudildiaugndes
wsiugh fananhdeieussduivensu Fddvhmamareum s ngpentosufiRma 2 widsuRnseuly
mslinzimaed Ine38msaoltTansnsdssuses (Certificate reference material, CRM) @4 A1 DM CP EE uag

Ash Usziiuiieuriuan Certified valued @1 NDF ADF way ADL Usgidiuiisunua Assigned value 91015
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VAFBUNUIT MIIATIVNUATNNTIENI5NNTBIU]UANMINY 2 Uia TA1 zscore i 2 uansdn wans
TPTWINNTIBM IV 2 iU TR egluseivifianely MeasBundaandu Table 3

Table 3 Z-score values to compare the mean of laboratory test results with CRM test results.

Chemical Certified/Assigned value Laboratory’ result (g/100 g)
composition (¢/100 ¢) PHAT. Z-score PETC. Z-score
DM 9.70 £ 0.54 10.59 1.65 9.96 0.47
Ccp 21.43 +0.43 21.50 0.17 21.25 -0.32
EE 3.40 +0.24 2.95 -1.59 3.01 -1.81
Ash 586 +0.15 5.67 -0.80 5.83 -0.21
NDF 23.40 + 1.04 22.63 -1.14 23.74 0.51
ADF 14.17 £ 1.04 13.29 -0.83 13.70 -0.46
ADL 4.23 + 0.57 4.07 -0.29 4.58 0.60

PHAT = Feed and Forage Analysis Section Laboratory.
PETC

Phetchaburi Animal Nutrition Research and Development Center Laboratory.

2. N3EFNEUNMSHIBUNINTFIUUAZNITATIVEDUAINYNABIVIIANNTS
nnmMsTiamasivanasilugseuemedy Aau 1,100-2,500 wiluwes Ingldismsianuvasiou

n&u (Reflectance) wuingus sesanmsuusazsosnsdliduanniufivaeudouiu Suenailessniiets
Fnnawnuiiafivanasy suanmsegeiildin 71 Fieure 1(4) Wuanasuvessiegamndudutysn
Favuadalsiimsuuuds dnvarannasuiildiifin (Peak) nhauasiinmsideusvesanniu wsgana
uanAnseUnBY AR B Az N ure e sAUsEnoU el lavauogluses e auenldbidaay
(Williams et al., 2019) d@3u Figure 1(8) uag 1 () unmanasufifinsusuusiweaunisiniunsmsaseu
AU NA BYBIANNTIBULNATT LU SYIEA AIMELAYUEAN) MemaTasdiaamans Aa SNV-
Detrend $3fu Math treatment Wiotieanmsnszidsuasuazranseyuwuugas Tnemsld Derivative fioglu
5Uv84 Derivative, gap, smoothing and second smoothing %4 First derivative TesaUnasuaetouidaymi
aunpsufeintunsinantasauemadu Ao MadeuimesaUnaumuLLALN Y NANTENULUUAN
(Multiplicative effect) SufinanuIAyMAvEIiieg 3 uanAaRY sy nAvalug axa Buiiamienis
Fumsawasaditlufesdlivesadarinfueymenunadn vluasdunadlulusogndldszesms
innnneuTiazagvioundusenin yhlvigngandusnnnit vaudl Second derivative YesaUnmsY agvilsiAn
MsueNveIgABentivaBdauiueg diu Gap uaz Smoothing 3xvUsvaneSuATdnvamTuseauay
Annszanelii3eutu (eywus, 2508) uenanidsinsld MPLS waw PLS sndheusunsivannalsiatu ns
assaunMININAUFUUrIAEnISY MPLS 37w3u 6 31815 lakn DM CP Ash NDF ADF waw ADL wawdin1sld
PLS 117y 1 519ms léuA EE Fsannmssienuaes Shenk and Westerhaus (1991) 5231 MPLS Toialums
e SEP vasaumafieuanmsgiwneliaduldinnndt 18 Wesidusd deadleutuds MSR (Modified
stepwise regression) Inensi MPLS a¥19ein1s7i MPLS a¥samnislémisiy Westerhaus (2014) Idebiauein

MPLS agassaunsiisusnasguivinnelawiugininaunisiiasialag PLS imste PLS agliafnuaunasy
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(A) Original spectra
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0001
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(C) 2" derivative spectra

Figure 1 NIRS spectra of pineapple stem residue (A) original spectra (B) 1** derivative spectra

and (C) 2" derivative spectra

NnYeyavessaisamsyugasusEnouaAlse vainniudulsn eavidendialan

Tu Table 4 wudnaumsfignamidonlunisiuiedn CP ua EE fldn 2 winfu 032 wag 0.14 mudsy
n3iiAn 2 wes CP dArdnidesainuTunas CP lusiegraminduduissaiiandian Ao fir1eglutas 2.15-
246 % Vilsemaganduuasios Pasteyaiithinadiaunsifdouay (Gugvs, 2565) esmnningu
Fuiesatiesdusznovdndvajanidutuandols vawien 2 vesaumafisusnsglumsihuiean DM
Ash NDF ADF uag ADL frnegluting 0.87-0.96 1flnd 1 TnevnaumsiignAnidensnmsinaeunnaignies
wudnalen SECV sinam uagdlen SEC SECV uag SEL Tndifeaty ilensasoummgniesyesannis wuin i
A1 r? aglurae 0.37-0.95 diAn SEP < 2 SEL, Bias < 0.55 SEC, SEP(C) < 1.29 SEC uae Slope ~ 1

Fofiansananuldldvesaunisanndn RPD seaziBondsuanslu Table 4 wuin aunisiven
Bouannsaldldvnay fe aunsviunean ADF (RPD>4.1) aun1sildlunismununszuiuay fe
aun59ueA NDF (RPD oglutiag 3.5-4.0) dauaunsiildliseduaiununsisnanin Ao auns
viureA1 ADL (RPD ogluras 3.0-3.4) aunsildldlusudaden Ae aun1svinuiean DM (RPD o
Tutig 2.5-2.9) wazaunsildldlunudmdenidesiu Ao aunisvhuiea Ash (RPD aglurag 2.0-2.9)
duaunsviuneal CP uay EE Selimnzaslunisiluly nmsfien RPD wea CP uay EE dldd 819
iAnandedndnluzesesduseneumaniffiuiinaudesidudlusiogisnnduduizsndeuden vinld
Padeyaues CP uay EE Idouny denalidndouuunasgiuvessmanil (SD) f1 wazsilien RPD

Alusae 1ileean RPD 1Uudnaiuszning SD deorn SEP vasmegwlunquitldlunisnsivgeuniny
gNAB3YRIENN1S Calibration AsuismIsusulssaunsivliaadafnvuls lneudiuiudiegslngdl
WINNe warllAATaURaNAMIAn-adnnle kadtllasisaunisival avvililadasdeyanintiu lne

nsiusvegelvidaurainvatendlusuetguazggnia ieliisiadesainuazanuuduglunig
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yMungaiegenalllusuianluaulan waEINNNITEUAUNISANBINUNIAIULNATA NIRS UBININAUY
dutgsandlunazanssenalinunanuidensinuil Jslifiveyaunatuayunavenisasieaunis
MUNLBIAUTLNDUNILAT LLAIUL

Table 4. Statistical analysis of Calibration set and Validation set of pineapple stem residue.

PLS Calibration set Validation set
Parameter Treatment factors

N r® SEC SECV N r> SEP Bias RPD
DM, % MPLS None 1,881 6 96 091 025 0.32 20 0.85 0.24 -0.04 261
CP, % MPLS SNV-Detrend 2,551 2 106 0.32 0.06 0.07 21 059 0.03 0.00 1.62
EE, % MPLS None 2441 1 106 0.14 0.05 0.06 24 037 0.03 0.00 1.27
Ash, % MPLS SNV-Detrend 1,5,5,1 8 101 0.90 0.03 0.07 25 0.74 0.05 0.00 2.00
NDF, % MPLS SNV-Detrend 25,51 5 106 094 0.80 1.25 21 093 0.86 -0.01 3.95
ADF, % MPLS SNV-Detrend 1,551 8 104 0.96 0.14 0.27 21 095 0.17 0.00 4.55
ADL, % MPLS SNV-Detrend 2,551 4 103 0.87 0.09 0.15 25 0.90 0.07 0.00 3.15

N = number of sample, r? = coefficient of determination, SEC = standard error of calibration, SECV = standard

error of cross validation

UszliuANEN T WYaSEUNSTIBUNNATFIUAEINATEIY ISO 12099:2017
Nndoyatvazidennwansluy Table 5 nuimnesduszneuniuaivesninaudulssn

a0

AN

Bias U04%n318115%88N31A T, Fauansinarnuianaiaedslunisiuieluddeddynisad a

!
1A

SEAUANNT BN Y 95 Wasidud wN18AINI A1INMTIASIERYaATinazA1f lnainn1syiunelal
wANEariu 16 SEP Handnen Tue kansinAanulana1nuinsgiulun1syiunesiieanenaseousy
19 1az91NN1IATI9EOUAT Slope UIDAIAUAURUSVDIAIAINNITILATIZRNIALAL T UAIT LARINNTT
YU1e F99zlaR0 top, TUNNTATIVEDU Slope WU At AAIUDYNTIN t1a) NA1IAD Slope ATy
1 1 a o o W QQ‘:{I Y dl' & d" = d‘ 14 1

WANE199N 1 08 1T AYVNEAANTZAUAINUTONY 95% FIINAUNIIBUNINTFIUNLAKATNIY
N13M3I9FRUAINYNABIVEIANNTT TR nduaunIsifisuunsgunavgn Weussiliudnanineae
WMIFIU 1SO 12099 : 2017 (IO, 2017) Fasdusasgruiilifdunwinislunisuszgndlagldinaiia NIRS
TumamuUsunaesrusenaunaailnieg Tusieg1s TngaziiinisussidiuAmisaia Ao A1 Bias SEP uay
A1 Slope

Table 5. Statistics performance measurement of developed calibration equation for chemical

Composition according to ISO 12099 : 2017 of pineapple stem residue.

Bias SEP Slope
Parameter  Calculated Criterion Result Calculated Criterion Result Calculated Criterion Result
Value (T,) Value (Tue) Valuelt,,)  (taay )
DM, % -0.04 0.11 pass 0.24 0.32  pass 0.00 209  pass
CP, % 0.00 0.02 pass 0.03 0.08 pass -0.20 2.09  pass
EE, % 0.00 0.01 pass 0.03 0.07 pass -0.08 2.07 pass
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Ash, % 0.00 0.02 pass 0.05 0.07  pass 0.03 206  pass
NDF, % 0.00 0.39 pass 0.86 1.04  pass 0.00 2.09 pass
ADF, % 0.00 0.08 pass 0.17 0.19  pass -0.06 209  pass
ADL, % 0.00 0.03 pass 0.07 0.12  pass -0.01 206  pass

T, = The calculation of the bias confidence limits, SEP = standard error of prediction, T, = The unexplained
error confidence limits, T,,; = The observed t value, Ti,a/,) = The t value
971 Figure 2(a)-2(g) Ao n31uanIAMUdIRLSIENIIAa3eiliannnIsImsziseismand
(Wnu Y) wazAnildarnnisiefsaunisiiisuanasgiu Wy X) wuitaildainnisviunevesen
NDF ADF uaz ADL fialndifssduaiase Taedlan r2 wiidu 0.93 0.95 waz 0.90 dsaunisaiunsald
viungldfuaumuauaunm Afldannsviiuiguesdn DM fidn 2 irdu 0.85 aunisansold
vugldfuanuilusiniinudde aildainnsiuneuesan Ash A1 2 Wiy 0.74 aunisanunsa
Tguglduuutszana arfilaannisyiuievesen CP Sl 2 wiaiu 0.59 aunisaunsaldvunele
LUV screening iy dau Aritldainnnsviuieuesan EE e 2 windu 0.37 Selduugiiiliiunld

iwne (Williams et al., 2019) fiawinsiiuduufegiioasvaunsisunnsgIulm
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(e) NDF (f) ADF

o Selected x  Deselected Regresssion Line Control Line 1 Control i Line 2
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ADL2 (Predicted)
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Figure 2 Relationship between actual and predicted of chemical composition of Pineapple stem

residue.
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