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Prediction of Chemical Composition Using Near Infrared Reflectance

Spectroscopy in Sweet Corn Stover.

Jariya Booncharatcha Chalao Pitaksinsuk? Nuttanart KhotpromV

Abstract

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

composition of sweet corn stover.
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Registered No : 66(2)-0214-014

Y Feed and Forage Analysis Section, Bureau of Animal Nutrition Development. Bang-Kadi, Mueang
Pathum Thani, Pathumthani.

¥ Lampang Animal Nutrition Research and Development Center, Wiang Tan, Hang Chat, Lampang.



At

Tunsidssdniifsudomeunwnanslutsumalneg shusvauduilymnimauaaueinis
sy Aliannsomandesdnildosiafivme lasiomzediebsurimauda mtuamyTag mde
yansnensuRegsiitinaluggniamzgnuiednaeniiol iy Wisdna wWiendussa wWaen
Tlweinseusardudlnanduiviindeu dudnilnamnundniviln uldiduemsdnd 3adu
NN3YILAANITVIALAUBIMITUETUASLA

Fralwamnuduiesduan ludsnier Uangaiiier dnogluaed Gramineae 40
WeansI1 Zea mays var. saccharata Wuiiwasdeaiuiung 9rlnamnuduivasegia
vosUszmelneiiugnldnaeniatl UgnldalunnmavesUssme inumsnsazdgninnlnamiulugg
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(crude protein, CP) lusu (ether extract, EE) 181 (ash) wilawad (neutral detergent fiber, NDF)
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n&vou wiahlvualidauia 1 Sadwasdiniunisinseviaiaruiu (moisture) EE ash NDF
ADF uaz ADL wazualviivunm 0.5 fladng dwiunsieseiian CP uazifiudegaftunudalilu
gananafnuuududead edestuaiudu udrhlvawnud eifuadnafudaeiaios NIR
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thfegafiwssulimnawnuiiafivanadilaeldinias NIR Spectrometer 8tfe FOSS
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1. thsegadudnlnamundafuiinfivhnsinanasuudiluiinsziesdusenauns
wiiaineg Tnedsunsgruildluiesfuinns (wet chemical analysis) IduA A1y (moisture)
a3 930.15 (AOAC, 2019) it ludaumeArInguits (dry matter, DM) Ing %DM = 100-
moisture 31AS1EY CP #8LA3 8 combustion AAST 990.03 (AOAC, 2019) EE muisil 11085

aa A

(ISO, 2015) ash AuISA 942.05 (AOAC, 2019) NDF ®1128% 2002.04 (AOAC, 2019) ADF uay
ADL i3St 973.18 (AOAC, 2019) Tnefasnzst 2 81 anitldiaendneness (actual value)
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11AN91AIANAAIALAS BuNIATEIUlUNITYIUAY (standard error of prediction, SEP) 2 Ly
(Sithiporn associates company, 2017) Iagld@meagnsnutnlnannumaanuiln $1uau 10 fedi
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2.2 mmﬂmmLﬂﬁ@Wﬂ@igW%aqmia%ﬁaﬁumi (standard error of calibration, SEC)
Aommandssuusnasg I (SD) vesAnauANAsTEnIeAIINMT AT IEimaaiuaz A iiviiune
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2.3 mwmamma’ﬂ'aummgwmmmiﬁqamwulmf (standard error of cross
validation, SECV) iflusanuideaiuuanassiuvesnnuuansiaseninediviunelagmeaia NIRS
LarAINMTIATIBILATveIngufog1sildaiisauns afduaildasiieim

Tunsiansanidenaunsifiousnasguiiifian asfiansanainaunisidan R ga uazil
SEC, SECV fiflAN6N 2naunsifisuanasgiuveduiagsnonssiay 40 aunns dadenaunisna

gn 3 aunsiitethlumuasunnuldlivesaunissely

nsmauaauauldldvesaunts (validation test)

thaumsifisuinassuidadenlidiuam 3 auns danmuasuiiofaussansnmues
aun1snaunsatdlunsussidivanlaudiugunndesiisds lnsdiawnasuvessitogianguniu
a0 (validation set) finTuAmaaiiudnviunefmeaunsiisunnsgiu udussidiuanadldls
vosaunslagldaaifnneg 1dun dranuaaiandeuuasgiulunisiuneg (standard error of
prediction, SEP) msilAaanitd@asvinues SEL (SEP < 2 SEL) A8 JUBINARIITENINIAT Le
MNTBIATFIULEEAIALARINAT NIRS (bias) AasiAntfosndn 0.55 11 SEC (bias<0.55 SEC) /1
standard errors of prediction corrected for bias (SEP(C)) a1 A1t euna1 1.29 SEC (SEP(C)
<1.29SEC) A1Aut U (slope) AAtt11na 1 (slope ~ 1) #1175n15994 Sithiporn associates
company (2017) LLa3‘1%1imﬁzﬁ’usﬁguﬂmmwsuaﬂammﬁoﬁ”mﬂ'w RPD (ratio of prediction to
deviation) Fsfuraandndiuesen SD vestoyammaeiiuesiegslungumaaeuaunisiu
A1 SEP (RPD = SD/SEP) fawandlu Table 1 uddenaunsifisusnasgiuiiafianifios 1 aunis
dmsuih U lunsineesiuszneumanaiidaedes NIR spectrometer oy



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

RPD Value Classification Application

0.0-1.9 Very poor Not recommended

2.0-2.4 Poor Rough screening

25-29 Fair Screening

3.0-3.4 Good Quality control

3.5-4.0 Very good Process control

4.1+ Excellent Any application to this type of material

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

UssliuAnenmuaaun1siguIIASFIUAENINGFIU ISO 12099:2017
Tngthaunsifsusinaspuilinansiesediaigauussiudnoawmgnsg
ISO 12099:2017 (3mqw'§, 2560) Ineazyinnsuseiiiumeans fe AAuAaInAAeUREY
(bias) mmwmm@mﬁ'aummgmiumiﬁmw (standard error of prediction, SEP) kag AR
Fu (slope) MiimsAuns fail
1. NMSRSI@8U bias LAENITAIWIUAT bias confidence limit (T,) ANANNIT D1A1 bias
HAaunin T, h@A9I1 bias %58 ?’hﬂﬂiﬂﬂmfﬂLﬂﬁlamagﬁﬂumiﬁWUWﬁlﬂjﬁﬁﬂﬁ’]ﬁ@

t(]_o(/z) *SEP

T, =+
b = Ny
T, @ A" bias confidence limit
toam A0 A1 tvalue YBINIINAADU 2 119 998 degree of freedom VidenAARBY SEP FatlAwinfu n-1

)
SEP fim standard error of prediction (A1ANAMIALARBUNNTFILIUNTIUIBYBINEY validation set)
A

n fe  dwiudegslungu validation set

2. NIATIEOUA SEP laen13A1uatuA The unexplained error confidence limit (Tye)
MINANNTT MINAT SEP Wosndn Tue kAM931AT SEP 3aA1AumaInndoulinsgiulunisyiuieg
vasnguiegildlunmmeaeuliiided Aty

Tue =SEC/F.,.m)

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

factors of the model)



3. MIATIREUALTU (slope) tWumnudureansnisnszany (scatter plots) S¥wing
Avuafiaseniduadnsds wnu y) dudiunedildanaunisiieuninsgiu wnu x) Feazaen
ARRIUANNITIEUASY  y=a+by lnedlan slope b wag intercept a AMuIMlARILELNS

b:i

S2

y
a=y-hy

Syy Ao AIANLUTUTINIIM (covariance) seninsAmaAiinazAYiNNg
Si o fie AAuLUSUIU (variance) vasAviwelungu validation set
Ao ALaduverndediiiinTeifie tinnsgu

o Auedsvesmiihuisnnaunnisuinnsgu

NNUUNAEaUAT slope NAulalagldy t-test Fauns

‘ _\/Z[yi—(a+b37i)]2
res n—1

S(n 1)
o=[p-1

I’ES

Ses PIB AndeauunnsgIuresAmaiaTE I aaiLagAvie
yo Ao Adsdeitienegidneitinnsg

y, e Afvhungldnaumaiieusassu

n Ae  Pwudegslungu validation set

Tops AD The observed value

WINA tope TOBNT tr.osn) WANTIIAINTUVDINTINANTNTEANTEMI 1AM IBATS 9T LT
AdsBauaraiivihuganaunisiieusasguliuandisan 1 egsdideddgmeatffseduaiia
Wotlu 95 Wasldus (P>0.05)
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mogadut e undsnAuinildlunsmeaesll Wudegeguiuainulaslgnuas
wnwnsnsluiiunndnsvgniuanntunamieuaznianais laun famindessie Wednd d1dn9
WYY MUNLNYS YAUTWANIYINYT TINVIRAUTINIY 242 AIBE %uﬂuﬂ’uﬁ‘éﬁflﬂwwmuﬁ
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Sothedianiinneiesduszneumaniiing auiBumsgrunisesdjiinng Teun
A1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF wag ADL Wui1 SlAinga-A1gean winfu 87.15-94.35 3.17-3.17 0.35-
3.25 4.96-12.20 49.87-74.94 24.62-47.66 Uay 1.93-582 % MNAIAU HAaA 011y 91.33
11.82 0.85 7.04 65.22 36.42 uay 4.13 % AUaIAU falansly Table 2 lngnudn CP ash NDF
waz ADL fiavlndifssiuiseaulilay watuazany (2553) AeflAvindu 9.40 8.30 60.0 uas
4.60 % \enaaeuifieniA1 SEL U84n133ATIEViAN DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uag ADL wuindien
WU 0.23 0.46 0.08 0.06 0.22 0.25 0.20 AUEU A7 SEL 7 LFTA1 wansna1A
AnAAduTeINT AT Bl wasUfURNSTAAuAALAR autios SeAn SEL AlA azvinli
Wiueudululiegdsrauanudiialunsairsaunmaiisuannsgiu (Nie et al,, 2009)

N385 9FNNTIBUNINTFIU
NNTIAAINIIAANAUREITRIRIBE 1T A unanAUin Tdaanueadulugie
1,100-2,500 urluns ldvoyaidauas (optical data) luguvesalnasuveusaziieg1a 910t

)

UdoyalduainazAnsiaseinisaiindinseilagldlusunsy Winisl IV Ingasrawuuinaes
AaeIinsmaaliunsnuuuaieg Sesaduteya uwusdeyasenilu 2 ngu Ae calibration set
ua validation set Ingl¥@ndrunisidondeganuuiiurisseganuiidivun Aefmundiumis
L'%':uéfuuazai’mauéhasmﬁéfaqmsﬁumuﬁ'aLLﬁaﬂfa;aJ Felduuuriugag 3,5 dmsuaisaunisiiiou
UIMIFIUAT DM CP ash ADF uag ADL haslohuutiutgie 1,5 dmsuasaaunisiiisuninsgiual
NDF uaz EE 1 eudaya calibration set uviaunisiiisusiasgiulaeldndnnisinsies
23AUTENBUNAN (principal component analysis, PCA) waglina nnsAuiassyznaungnanlude
(mahalanobis distance) Liadadiae1siidiaaguonnga (outlier) aan FaAfiinunadorainan
vagave 1 ARSI liIInnsnszsimandl mnuRinundvesainasy madansieten
A8 YUIAVDIBUNNA JUTNUATANBULNNNYAINYBIAIDE1 aaunTveefaee (Williams
and Norris, 2004) fatia ilwidengudiegnedmsu calibration set a1 DM CP EE ash NDF
ADF wag ADL 973U 165 173 171 178 171 173 uag 185 fegne mua1su dA1esRusenauni
w0il aglutaeAnsingn-Angean ity 86.38-96.50 4.46-19.60 0.43-1.73 3.66 10.32 54.88-76.40
27.50-45.91 uay 2.12-6.23 Wosiudnua1au uay validation set I31uusae819 37 38 37 38
39 38 uay 38 19813 MuAIRY wazflAresAuszneumaaiioglurisAriign-Agsan Wiy
88.09-93.54 5.64-16.66 0.51-2.01 4.96-10.43 54.06-72.97 29.74-03.28 uay 2.17-5.41 \WesiGua
iy Fawansly Table 2 Fadnaia (2564) ﬂanmmﬂwmuaaamLLaumﬂamGuaa validation
set aglu calibration set Luaamﬂaumimmamaamauﬂamawawauamwm LARINNITNNRE
uwmwmmmﬁuaq validation set A1 DM Wag NDF umuaamﬁmmamm canratlon set @y
ANEIAYD4 validation set A1 EE uag ash AM1NNIIANE9EAY04 calibration set Faainwanis
muasualdlavesaunislien R Whlnd 1 uansinaunisasnanaiunsaldiuessnuseney
ymaaivesnegsnifieAuawan-Aganvesiaosaildaiuanmsle Funniud uazens, 2553)
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Table 2 Descriptive statistic for constituents of sweet corn stover used for the development

of NIRS calibration and validation model.

Constituent Description n Min Max Mean +SD SEL

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Watyateya calibration set unasaun1suIgIRUTENBUNILATYDIAUT1ILINA
v & Yaal a 3 aa . I

wnunaanuinlaglgisn1sinszvineafifiuuuannes (regression) WUU PLS wag MPLS @319uuy
(<3 ! d{' b R ' LY ' U P 1% Aaa (3
WNY9ANe AR YaUUliuTuas wasUSuuisaunasy welvlaaunisiinigavetesdlseneu
MAATILIAZAT FaudaratAUsEnaUNIAAiYiIN1TasIaNN1IIIUIU 40 aun1T wdldenaunIsnd
Usganinmlunmsiweiangaun 1 aun1s Felunsiansandedulaionaunisniiuseaninimly
N19YUEAENTNNNAUNTTNTAT R? Uag 1-VR a1 dA1 SEC uag SECV 7flA1n (Guo et al.,
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2021) wérhaunsildluldvhunedeyassduszneumanivesdudnlnamiundafvilnes
Aoenslu validation set

Fisure 1(a) Luaansuvesdiogredudalnaniundadiuiling Salddnisusuuss
Snuairanm3udldifin (peak) N9 wazdinnsnszanedvesaingdu Teageniinfivdoudeuriu
desmnmnuuansseseumafiesns svseduibelovlinsne dwaliniansedauaunnsig
fu adldlevinsuSusssadnadudemeadaneadaans Tnenisl938 SNV way detrend
Sauiunsle 1% derivative wag 2™ derivative ssaiUnasuil aglugUes derivative, gap, smoothing,
second smoothing 713 Figure 1(b) war 1(c) anuasy n15kd 1% derivative anunsataewitaymiil
anasuiliivtunsiinaentismuemedy (MmadeufvesaUnasuniuuwny Y) waznsly 2
derivative 81115098AAFEYYIUTUNIU BANITNTZLIIVBILELAZARALLASTBUsaALUNAS Y1
Tansousngaeeaimasudeutuluanafusenaindulddaiau (eyus, 2548) Faagiiuii
‘-\ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁﬂ%'ULLﬁiﬂﬂLUﬂm%Juﬁ’J"dL‘Vlﬂﬁﬂ‘al’mélju%]z‘(hEJ‘US’]EJ?TﬁgZQ’IﬂJIﬁ‘BI@Lﬁ]‘LJlIWﬂ‘ﬁuLLazaﬂﬂ’J’lmLUiUi’Ju
florintuannisnssiduaweietng (Kasemsumran et al., 2004)
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(c) 2" derivative spectra
Figure 1 NIRS spectra of sweet corn stover: (a) original spectra (b) 1* derivative spectra

(c) 2" derivative spectra

Lﬁaﬁﬂwsmwﬁagamaamia%ﬁafmﬂmﬁwmmgmﬁmwmﬁﬂszﬂaumqmﬁmm VDIAU
Frlwavumdaiviln Tu Table 3 wud1 A DM aunsiafigaileld MPLS SNV+detrend $amfiu
math treatment 1,10,10,1 A1 CP wag ash ammaﬁﬁﬁqmﬁ@w MPLS SNV+detrend 5931AU math
treatment 2,10,10,1 A EE waz ADF aumaﬁaﬁqmﬁlﬂ% SNV+detrend $78AU math treatment
1,5,5,1 wag 2,8,4,1 sud iy A1 NDF ansfiananiileld PLS $2uifu math treatment 1,4,4,1 T
TiUSunssaunis Seaenndaaiu Guo et al. (2021) fiFnwilugudninauazdud1iand wuiten NOF
maaaumssaﬂﬁﬁmmsﬁﬁﬁqmLﬁal%’ PLS 571U math treatment 1,4,4,1 IagldUsunmsaunis
@un13A1 DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uag ADL fivsnzandiaaiifnideniian R winfu 098 0.98 0883
0.98 0.97 0.98 WAz 0.95 MuawU T eilAandlnd 1 uazlndfesiu Guo et al (2021) 7iAnwluduy
Imlnanudn DM CP oA R? 0.87 way 0.96 suaneau da1 SEC 0.23 0.35 0.10 0.17 0.63 0.39 uag 0.15
mudIsy SAn SECV 6 faflein 0.13 — 0.75 S9An SEC SECV waw SEL fadlndideaiu

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

Spectrum Mathematical PLS

Constituent n R? SEC SECV

treatment treatment factors
DM, % 165 MPLS SNV+detrend 1,10,10,1 10 0.98 0.23 0.29
CP, % 173 MPLS SNV+detrend 2,10,10,1 11 0.98 0.35 0.66
EE, % 171 PLS SNV+detrend 1,5,5,1 11 0.88 0.10 0.13
Ash, % 178 MPLS SNV+detrend 2,10,10,1 11 0.98 0.17 0.29
NDF, % 171 PLS none 1,4,4,1 11 0.97 0.63 0.75
ADF, % 173 MPLS SNV+detrend 2,8,4,1 7 0.98 0.39 0.50
ADL, % 185 MPLS none 2,8,8,1 8 0.95 0.15 0.20

n, number of sample; R?, coefficient of determination; SEC, standard error of calibration; SECV, standard error of cross

validation; 1-VR, coefficient of determination for the cross-validation
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Figure 2@) - 2(g) WunsmkanImuduuSsEnInmildnnsiessimaunaivayend
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Wi anmsvesesiiuandiidiuindiivngldanaumsialndifeiuase
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Figure 2 Relationship between actual and predicted of chemical composition of sweet corn stover.
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naudaualyldvasauns

devihmsmuaeuanuldldvesauns Jasfiasandiadaildlunisussifiuaunisiune
Tagauni1s7 imunzauadsidean SEP < 2 SEL, bias < 0.55 SEC, SEP(C) < 1.29 SEC waw slope ~ 1
(Sithiporn associates company, 2017) a1nn1snAaesilfaansly Table 4 wu3nd DM CP EE
ash NDF ADF wag ADL fim1 R? winfu 0.99 0.98 0.95 0.97 0.97 0.98 uaz 0.96 Aua1sU dA1 SEP
Wifiu 0.21 0.37 0.07 0.20 0.65 0.44 wag 0.14% auaay Je bias W1fiu 0-0.01 -0.01 0 -0.07
-0.02 uay -0.01% suadu Inewdefinnsaneuldldvesaunisainel RPD nuin aunisviuneen
DM fifin RPD gefigaiindu 8.24 sesasunldin CP ADF NDF ash ADL uag EE fi@n RPD winfiu
7.38 7.25 6.16 6.12 5.05 uaz 4.33 sud iy Twmnasdusznaunmaeiifuaunsiioglutunanin
ganduu (excellent) anunsaldviungesdusznoumaafivesdut ninavundadiuilnldyn
o3AUsENaU Bedenndastiu Malley et al. (2005) 91eamiliinaunsiidaoglutunmameondeu
R? > 0.95 wazdlen RPD > 4 TulU uavaenadosiu Willams (2014) sesmiliinaunmsiisien RPD 4.1+
Tuly WHuaunsfiegluduguameenden arunsadiluldvhueldfunnnisussgndld @ny
application)

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

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

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

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

UssliuAnen T muaeaun1siguNInTgILAI8u1ATgIY ISO 12099:2017
thaunsfisuannsguiiinan1sin i af gaundssifiudnenmwesauni oy
HATFILABINATFIU 15O 12099:2017 (sugns, 2560) Fadusnasgiudldidununislunisg
Uszgndldimatia NIRS Tunsmusunaesausenausineg ludegns Ingasyinsusedivaimieada
Ao ArAuAaaLAdeuLady (bias) A1AUAAIALAA ouNInssLluN1TYIIuY (standard error of
prediction, SEP) uazA1Autu (slope) Askanslu Table 5 wuitynedAusenauniuaivoniu
Frlnarundaiuiln da1 bias vﬁaﬂ"}mmﬂmmLﬂ?}lauﬁuaaﬂqﬂﬁaaﬂwﬂaaﬂ’hm T, Feuangine
aruranedswadslunisyhueglifideddy nande Avinnsinsginiaaisazafildain
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nsvhwegliuaneeiy a1 SEP wseA1AuAaIanaaun1nsgIulun1sinuieg dateenindn T

nanfe AALAaIRRaBUNIRsEIUluNIsIWslARisaneNazeeusule wazaInn1IRTIvEeU

A1 slope MIBAIMINFUNUSVDIAIINNNTIATILUNUATIAUATIAIINA1TYITUNY F9aETTAT top

TUN15R9I9EDU slope WU AN tops HANUBININAT tr oz NA1IAD slope dATliuANA1991A 1
1 a o o W aad U A ) 6 @ '3

ot A ISERATISZAUANLTRNU 95 [Wosigus (P>0.05)

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

ltems Bias SEP Slope
Calculated  Criterian Result Calculated  Criterian Result Calculated Criterian  Result
value (£Tp) value (Tue) Value (tops)  (ta-oy2)

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

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

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

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

Tug, The unexplained error confidence limits; tops, The observed t value; f(1-a/2), The t value

dyUnan1INnasg

msassaunIsiungesrUszneumnaaivesiudilnamnundniuilnlegldinadaies
Sursusaaninsalnd Ingldanueadud 1,100-2,500 uluns aqﬂlﬁﬁqﬁu

1. aunsifieuinasgiufiadrstuannsadluldviiunesn DM CP EE ash NDF ADF uag
ADL lgagnegniausiug

2. wada NIRS @1unsaldviruneal DM CP EE ash NDF ADF wag ADL lannasausenau
aunsitlfedlutugaunmeaniBen (excellent)

3. iloUsifiudne N IANN T BULIATE LA B3NATEIU 1SO 12099:2017 WUN A1
bias SEP uay slope HutmsgIufanann arfildainnsinnedudildannisiesginiaedill

'
aaa

waneegsiivud Ay adansEAuANLTosiu 95 Wesidua (P>0.05)



16

VOLEAUDLLUY

waila NIRS umadaiidinsziildetwnngs gniesuiugr uazannisldasiadasld
anunsathannisildluldviruneavesiaog aunumsiianginaaild uazarunsoldidu
TorauauuglivesuftRnisvhsnuduannsadluliusmsinssidedaals nieuisansiing
fimunaunsetwseilodasifuteyaifinfinanaauiiviegiiniadisaiu ggniaiisnedy tielsils
AAsauAquAgIan-man adunisufvaumslidutlsgtuieasldviiuneldasounqunitetu
duaruiusagesiosndty

AnRNssuUszneA

Trssmsideilaunuaiuayuandinmuiannmsidonanes ekmsumm) vie @n.
Azl ITovovaUAN WeaNTuNAUA esutiudl 18 vrvadiuiinsgsiomnsdnd Angan
nvaoumarkiluenuatuilianysaldsiu uarreveugandminfives foRnisines
21380 NAIABLAETRILINMTIATIZTeIMTERT LazaudiTeuasiamiomsdniauiamnyiiu
fiaeinsgishogndlunisiauisensed

LONE15919D4

FJunnud asuiuy wan Winvdugy way gsuun dewavi. 2553, MIviuneduUsEnounIuAll
o undlnaimetpsoadesdunsusaaUnlngalal. u. 309-327. Tu s199uNauidy
noeNTdnT Usednd w.a. 2553 nsuuadnd nsensianunsiazannsal, N3N,

A Avingaugy 9381 yyasyve war Il deddiianl. 2553, msTiusiuuazIaviiteyaniu

! A v ¢ a v v ¢ =
AAMIlnYUEYRIiveMsAn . u. 1-78. Tu 18nunauIfenetemsdnd Uszdnd
W.A. 2553 NTUUAFNT NIENTINNYATUATANNTAL, NTUNN.

Uruuda Asauysal.2564.Wugrudesdunsaainnsalnl.nndvriainssueans s
TAINTIUAIERT an1UunAlulag WIzuNE NI 1A UNMITAINNTEUN. WNa 9T U7:

https://www.nirsresearch.com, Juft 9 Aa1AL 2564.

FUNT gYTIaL. 2560. N1saseszuvaUninsalnldunsisngulnaniuuInggIuaIna.A1a3Yn
FAINTINNITOIT ANTIAINTINAIANT ALWINAY URTINENFBNYRATANENS, UATUT.

Y

dinuAsYiaNIsnung, 2563. ToyaiAsugnan1sinuns.iuilinisuan nandauazrandnsials
WA https:/www.oae.go.th, Jufl 9 nanaw 2564

BUWUS WinAIINA. 2548, NM3UTULAS NIR Spectra faum s, i1 62 - 81. Tu tenansuseney
msflneusi mensvnanMeNSERIemella NIR Spectroscopy temautstuluniinsdlan
Fuil 19-23 Sume 2548, mieUfiRnmameluladmnseaeuduilaglivhae antuduaty
LA A RARKAY NN YATUAZ REANTIUNYAT LNINENSUNEISAERS, NJINN°I.
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