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mMsUsziiununnwalifanfeinias FQA-NIR Gun wuuwnw Inguszasdlitonsiadey
annmaliodenniuarliviaiefiogisiomaila Near Infrared Spectroscopy (NIRs) lngldfiades
FQA-NIR Gun WUUNANT ARMENIAFL 700-1100 Wluimns dufunisnaassseninafeunainu 2558
fuflourugieu 2563 w nevidouarimuiinginmdanisiiviisiuazuusgundnnainuns nsu
Fnnnuns maszliuannmeesuzaneiusinenliives 4 dwiurhuwisamniw Vinavewuded
azanetnld (total soluble solids: TSS) Usunansaitlmmnsals (titratable acidity: TA) waztminua
(dry matter: DM) lagas19aun1siSeuliisunInsgIuaInAnuduiusseninadoyanmn 1nYa e
ﬁuiﬁmaﬂlﬁwa% 4 flunseANAULET NIR 91MA309 NIR Spectroscopy Aliuas NIR Femdwudy (700-
1100 uluiuns) wud aunnfisusinsguiiddmiudinuvesudfiavaredild fe1 corelation

[

coefficient (R) wWinfiu 0.94 Ariiana1nunsgulunguasieauns (standard error of calibration: SEC)
1.02 Wosiwus ARanalnunsgIulungquvaaauauns (standard error of prediction: SEP) 0.89
Wosidud wazAndveHani19sEnIemNlaaniso1deiua1nlaain NIRs (average of difference

between actual value and NIR value: bias) 1711A7U 0.02 LUa5LGUd aud1su d1nsuaunisiieu
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unsguifdmivUTinunsaiilnmsald fen R wihiu 0.89 fid1 SEC SEP wag bias Wiy 1.41 1.70
WAy -0.24 N3uReARs MUAFU waraunsuIAsTILTindnsuUSInahminuRsdian R wiiu 0.90
flA1 SEC SEP waz bias iU 0.94 0.90 uaz 0.05 Wosidud aua1du n1sUssliugun nveulasy
IngasvaunsiUSeuiieuiinsguainanuduiussenitdoyannnInua Waouiun1saAnauLas NIR
WU aunsdieuanasguindmsuusinavesdeiiazaiedild fien R Wiy 0.86 uenaind T
Apwarnuinsgiulunguadiaaunis SEC SEP uag bias Wiy 0.72 0.85 uay -0.05 LUasidud auasiu
Fananlddn NIRs umadedienesiaunminaiansolilunshueEnaeadeiozanedls

Yasuanuwuulivihatediasng

Abstract

Short-Wavelength Near Infrared Spectroscopy (NIRs) was used to investigate the internal
quality of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4 based on total soluble solids (TSS), titratable acidity
(TA) and dry matter (DM). NIR measurements were performed with the FQA-NIR Gun (FANTEC,
Japan) in the short wavelength region from 700-1100 nm. The results showed that the best
calibration equation of TSS on correlation coefficient (R) of 0.94, standard error of calibration
(SEQ) of 1.02%, standard error of prediction (SEP) of 0.89% and average of difference between
actual value and NIR value (bias) of 0.02%. The best calibration equation of TA of R of 0.89, SEC
SEP and bias of 1.41 1.70 ua¥ -0.24 ¢/L, respectively. The best calibration equation of DM of R
of 0.90, SEC SEP and bias of 0.94 0.90 ez 0.05%, respectively. Therefore, NIRs can be used as a
fast technique for non-destructive prediction of TSS, TA and DM of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai
no. 4. Melon is an important fruit and effects the economy of Thailand. The major problem is
the non-uniform of fruit quality. The objective of this research was to investigate the feasibility
of NIRs which has been suggested as a non-destructive technique for evaluating fruit quality to
predict TSS. The calibration equations were performed using fruit qualities and NIR absorbance
by NIRs in short wavelength range of 700-1100 nm. The results showed that the best calibration
equation of TSS of R of 0.86 and 0.79, SEC SEP and bias of 0.72 0.85 and -0.05%, respectively.

Therefore, NIRs can be used as a fast technique for non-destructive prediction of TSS of melon.
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Aty nsdeeenndanatnensIsdndudesdaidenudnananiinuain lnslaniznisdseannaldd
rddgdusgnunn Weswindwmasesiadmuieg 31nnsAnuluszezfiug WUl AuAINYes
naldivsduiusiussernsanunvesnadenIsmdelinisanua (maturity index) wagn15UsiliuaunIn
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properties) 1unan 1wy n1sidsunlasdwden mswasuuladdiile wazanuuuuiie [Wudu fady
Fnsnrinnun niiinunnsinds liansofnuenndnnalansemiuiinaindenisid uasuenainiu
= 1 va = . . & o o < a a (% 1
iinsly aud@n1aail (chemical properties) {Juf¥ina18nN15AUNEILAEAUAINENAY LY

af
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FIBNsRenaReMendaNg TdsreaIn1snsalaseiAeutewy warfedldasaillunisngia
Ans1e9t BnididunounaznszuumslunsTvlesgiidudeunarifunugs fedu snannsold
N1305793LATIBRAUAINIENITIOmATATlesBunsLsnalnlasalal (near infrared spectroscopy:
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wedaosdunsusaanlasalad Wumadedldlunmsiinnegiesduszneumaniivesineeis
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\uaauiug Orange Net

\A394 near infrared spectroscopy 34 FQA-NIR Gun (FANTEC, Japan)
A384 digital refractometer Atago ﬁu PR-101

1384 auto titratable acidity Mettler Toledo ﬁq'u DL53 Titrator

1384 hot air oven B8 Mernmert

2,6-dichloroindophenol
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1. shwdanadn lWun uzsheiugiinenlfives 4 uavwasuwug Orange Net u1¥aA N3
annAuuasaeiAies FQANIR Gun 929anmemndY 700-110 wilumms 1ntu dinaldisnannnsuudy
uiesgsiluesUfianng lnsuvsinegsnalsidu 2 ndu Ao nguiidusunudmiunmsuinluldlunns
assanmafisuanasgIu (calibration set) T8uaw 70 Wosiud vesegnaimun wagnguilifudauny
dmsuldlunismageuminuiugwesaumsTiainsdu (validation set) Wauau 30 wWosidud vesiaeng
2. wwmhetugieenlfives 4 Tiesgvinmunm ¥un
- Usunawesudiiazanednld Tneldiades digtal refractometer Atago 3U PR-101
fmheduosidud
- Usinansadilnmsald 1433nsInmsalagldiades auto titratable acidity Mettler
Toledo Ju DL53 Titrator futheidu nSusiodns
- dntinusis Tngeufigumndl 70 esmwaidea fnhedudefifus
3. waduNug Orange Net 31ATIEM Usurmveudeiiazareinlg Tneldindeq digtal
refractometer Atago 3u PR-101 fimheiduiuasidud
0. vEmnldmaunaiuanedos NIR wazAiinnsinaaivosiedienaliuds thiassei
iU luaunsanuduiusifeaiawaruuussaunsunsgiudvivriuee Tagldlusunsy cA
Marker
5 Andenaun1slagfia1sauv1nal correlation coefficient (R) @4 A1standard error of
calibration (SEC) A1 a1 standard error of prediction (SEP) A1 wazu3ulgaannisinenigii

Miagaraliiininn1snsvaeuiufitLa AU U T9ENN158nASY
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1. m3Uszdiuauninazinaiuguinenldiues 4 d181A599 NIR Gun LUUNWANA
nsinaUnasuvesmsihaiugiinenldmernies FOANIR Gun aglmduainasuiiagiiunasng
I o A d‘ gj ! ! (%
AUNSTBUNINTFIUNNTYINUNEAMAMNYIAILENIARUAIUS 600-1100 Wluwns WUl alanTuves
n1sgAnduLaIvesuaeuIzdunNaiugaeenil 960 urluuns Fadumuninisganiuuimdu
aadUsznounan wenantuazdunavudualaniuiinisendidudu Juinannisnszanevesuasiing

voszahwiliaUansulonuu Jsewinnsuiunssailansulaedd second derivertive (Figure 1)

1.6 (A) 0.15 (B)
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S 12 &
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2 04 2 .005 -
< 0.2 4 -E:
0.0 -0.10
- < <] ~ wn o oN 0 o [\a) 0O o — b3 [ =] - wy o o =] [=.) L) el [
[=] [l O o [\a) O o bl el o [\a) N~ [=] [a] o [=] ) =] (=] o« pr=] [=] [:a] P~
Wavelenght (nm) Wavelenght (nm)

Figure 1 The original spectrum (A) and second derivative spectrum (B) of mangoes

cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4

1.1 Vsunaweandefiazanetnld (total soluble solids: TSS)
nnsadeaunindieriiuieiuimen TS vesusirsiudiinenliives 4 $1uau
244 Frega AiflAn TSS 52319 7.10-23.50 Waesidud (Table 1) wuin aunsiiladamuwiugisssud
anunsa Ul lumsvinuneld Tnefianduussansandunus (correlation coefficient: R) winifu 0.94
uana1ndl fArAanatauimsgrulunguasieaunis (standard error of calibration: SEC) Afiawan

wnsglungunaaauauns (standard error of prediction: SEP) kagA1LRALUBINARINTENINANN LA
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911353819597 uAT1# 970 NIRs (average of difference between actual value and NIR value: bias)
Winfu 1.02 0.89 wag 0.02 Weskdusd auaau (Table 2) 910 scatter plot Wuan ArviueUsnim TSS

aglndidunuesyy (taret line) Faduduinansaasaiuavinung (Fisure 2)

Table 1 The characteristics of samples use in model for TSS value of of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai No. 4

[tems TSS value of of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai No.4
Min-Max 7.10-23.50
Mean 14.78
SD 1.73
Number 244
Unit %

Table 2 The statistical analysis of NIRs model to predicted TSS values of mangoes

cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4 by CA maker software

Wavelength N SD R SEC SEP Bias
(nm) (%) (%) (%)
700-1100 244 1.73 0.94 1.02 0.89 0.02
28
¢ R= 0.4
3 28 :
g SEP= 0.89% o 8%
Q2 20 - SRt D
- Bias= 0.02% ; '
T 16 - 09 AFHZ P60
S -
? 12 -
Q.
€ 8 . "
< 8
4 T T ' ' L
4 8 12 16 20 24 28

Actual TSS values (%brix)

Figure 2 Scatter plot of actual and NIR predicted TSS value (%) of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4



dimhaunsnlaunlgusediudzunn TSS vesziviugunenliiues 4 InewSeuiieusd

Taarnnisuseiulaaldimaiia NIRs #281A599 FQA-NIR Gun WUUNNANT AUAINEARINNITIATIZI LY

v a va !

WoUHURNIT WU TA1AULANFINTENING -1.1 83 1.5 (Table 3) wasyinnsiUTeuLiisuARaeuadna

ad v

2 3% A9 paired t-test Wu11 A1N1AAINAITUTZEUADY FQA-NIR Gun WUUNANT AUAIILATIZATY
@

esUUanaslddanuunnsisduniadfegalided Ay Nszdunudoly 95 wWosidud Al

Jaanunsarimaila NIRs unUsefiud3una TSS Tunzsisiuguinenldives 4 1¢

Table 3 Comparison of predicted an actual values when used NIR model to evaluate TSS value (%)

in mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4

Sample Actual value Prediction value Differentiation
1 15.2 14.3 0.9
2 16.5 15.2 1.3
3 17.6 16.5 1.1
4 17.5 18.4 -0.9
5 18.8 17.3 1.5
6 18.9 17.7 1.2
7 19.1 17.6 1.5
8 19.5 20.6 -1.1
9 19.6 19.5 0.1
10 19.8 18.3 1.5
11 19.8 19.9 -0.1
12 20.2 19.5 0.7
13 20.3 19.1 1.2
14 20.6 19.4 1.2
15 20.2 19.7 0.5
16 224 21.1 1.4
17 22.3 20.9 1.4
18 214 20.0 1.4
19 213 20.8 0.5

N
o

22.4 21.2 1.2




1.2 Uunaunsaiilninsald (Titratable acidity: TA)
MnnsadsaunIiioiuieuiuiman TA vesuzisiudiinenldives 4 $1uau
250 §9819 7iflAn TA 551319 7.30-28.80 nSusiedns (Table 4) wuin aunsiiladanuwiugiiteamely
n15711u18A1 TA Taedl R wi1AU 0.89 diA1 SEC SEP wag Bias 1M1AvU 1.41 1.70 uay -0.24 nSumodng

A1UaIU (Table 5 wag Figure 3)

Table 4 The characteristics of samples use in model for TA value of of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai No. 4

ltems TA value of of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai No. 4
Min-Max 7.30-28.80
Mean 16.35
SD 1.93
Number 250
Unit o/L

Table 5 The statistical analysis of NIRs model to predicted TA values (¢/L) of mangoes

cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4 by CA maker software

Wavelength N SD R SEC SEP Bias
(nm) (g/L) (g/L) (g/L)
700-1100 250 1.93 0.89 1.41 1.70 -0.24
35
§ 30 - R= 0.89
T 25 | SEP=141¢1L
s
E 20 + Bias= -0.24 ¢/L
L 15 4
B, -
5 10 - :
. e
z °
0 T 1 | I T 1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Actual TA values (g/L)

Figure 3 Scatter plot of actual and NIR predicted TA value (g/L) of mangoes



cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4
dovhaunsiilfuliussduuimm TA vesueshsiugiinentiives 4 TnewSeudisudiils
nnmsUsziilagldinada NIRs Audifildainnisinseiluies §oRns Saanuuandn -1.7 fa 1.6
(Table 6) wazsinsIeuLfisuAeasvats 2 33 §18 paired t-test wuin Andildainnnsussifiugae
1389 FOA-NIR Gun wuumini fuAiasgiluviesufianshidanuunnssiunisadfessdiudfoy

LY § & [ s

NTLAUANULYDNY 95 LUBSLTIUA AINU JIE@1UTAUINATRA NIRs 11UseiuUsunad TA Tungsranus

o

Yrpanliliues 4 e

Table 6 Comparison of predicted an actual values when used NIR model to evaluate TA value

(¢/L) in mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4

Sample Actual value Prediction value Differentiation
1 12.3 14.0 -1.7
2 13.5 12,5 1.0
3 13.8 12.8 1.0
4 13.9 13.1 0.8
5 14.4 15.0 -0.6
6 14.5 15.0 -0.5
7 14.5 13.0 1.5
8 14.5 13.6 0.9
9 15.1 143 0.8
10 15.2 16.9 -1.7
11 16.0 16.7 -0.7
12 16.6 18.0 -1.4
13 16.6 14.8 1.8
14 17.5 17.0 0.5
15 17.5 16.3 1.2
16 18.6 17.8 0.8
17 20.0 18.4 1.6
18 21.5 20.4 1.1
19 21.6 22.0 -0.4

N
o

218 21.0 0.8
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1.3 thwisdnusie (Dry matter: DM)
Mnmsafisaumaiierusiesidudintnuiweszhsiuginentiives 4 S1uau
200 #2981 AiflA1 DM 581379 7.33-24.97 (Table 7) Wasidud wuin auniswesidudiminuidien
auwuglussiufianansadiluldlunisyiuneanls Tasdian R wiadu 0.90 §iA1 SEC SEP waz Bias

Wiy 0.94 0.90 wag 0.05 Wesidud muasu (Table 8 wag Figure 4)

Table 7 The characteristics of samples use in model for dry matter of of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai No. 4

ltems Dry matter of mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4
Min-Max 7.33-24.97
Mean 16.42
SD 1.73
Number 200
Unit %

Table 8 The statistical analysis of NIRs model to predicted dray matter (%) of mangoes

cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4 by CA maker software

Wavelength N SD R SEC SEP Bias
(nm) (%) (%) (%)
700-1100 200 1.73 0.90 0.94 0.90 0.05
28
- R= 0.90
£ 24 o
£ SEP= 0.90% e p®2 BP0
Z‘ 20 - RBE o
o Bias= 0.05% . o
T 16 o B B o
< & 822 % &
T 12 ~
a o 2N 8
c 8 4
4
4 ; . ; T
4 8 12 16 20 24 28

Actual dry matter (%)

Figure 4 Scatter plot of actual and NIR predicted dry matter (%) of mangoes
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cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4
dothaunsilfunldssiuresusahaiudiinenliives 4 TnswFeuifsuariléainns
Uszilludaomaila NIRs Auariiléainnisinsgsilusieau fjUanas Sarauuaneng -1.4 f9 1.4
(Table 9) wazyhnsIeuiiieureasvamie 2 38 #e paired t-test wudn Adildainnisussdiugae

)

1A389 FOA-NIR Gun wuuwnwi Auardiasisiluiesuianishidanuuanssiusenefideddgmisats

o v
¢ v v = § &

= o A o s & ° a a ¢ o Y] v
NILAUAIUYONY 95 LUDSITUR ALY 981U1TaUNNAUA NIRs U1UTLLHUUB T UAUINUNLLIANY DS

wzaheiugunenliiues 4 19

Table 9 Comparison of predicted an actual values when used NIR model to evaluate dry matter

(%) in mangoes cv. Num Dok Mai no. 4

Sample Actual value Prediction value Differentiation
1 12.4 13.0 -0.6
2 13.6 14.6 -1.0
3 14.7 13.3 1.4
4 14.8 15.6 -0.8
5 15.4 14.5 0.9
6 15.8 14.6 1.2
7 17.0 17.3 -0.3
8 17.2 16.5 0.8
9 17.6 18.6 -0.9
10 18.1 19.0 -0.9
11 18.4 194 -1.0
12 19.1 17.8 1.3
13 19.2 18.2 1.0
14 19.5 20.8 -1.3
15 20.4 19.4 1.0
16 20.7 19.6 1.1
17 20.9 22.3 -1.4
18 21.2 20.3 0.9
19 21.8 23.2 -1.4
20 21.9 21.8 0.1
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2. NMIUTLRUAMNNLLABUABLATY NIR Gun WUUNAWI
USuauvaeudsiiazaeiild (total soluble solids: TSS)

M5InaUNASUYaLLaBUAIELATEY FQA-NIR Gun aslaiduaiunasunaziiunasieaunisiiay
UINTFIUMTVIULAUANUABUNYIIANUYIIAGUAIG 700-1100 UluLAT WU alAnsuveens
= [ =3 VA =3 I3 o 1 = %:1
AANAULAIVBNUABUITFUNALTUIAEDADEN 970-980 w1 lutuns Fududuniinisganfuiiunay
Aslulawmsnindussdusenaunan (Osborne et al., 1993) usnaintiuasdunaviuduailansuiinisen
sdudu (baseline shift) FwANAINA1INTLINBVBILEINRIVOBUABUVN A ARS UL T8UUY 39709910

1 o

n13UTuwasaansulaeitauiusduduass (second derivative) (Figure 5) Asuuluasieaunns

' [
a [ %

a a A o o a a a ! [ Y] a
Wssuney L‘W@ﬂ']'ﬂﬂ@ﬂ/lﬁwaﬂr]ﬂﬂ'ﬁﬂﬁzL"U\‘ISUENLLﬁQﬁQNﬁimﬂLﬁuaLUﬂ@sNW@%sﬁ@Iﬂu 5'33JV|QLLfYﬂGU{]QJJW']

nsfeuriuiuvedvesyngen (overlapping) vilvidunayneenladaauiy

e (A) 045 (B)
o 14 g
g S 010
g 12 &
on -
2 1.0 4 % 005 -
§ 0.8 - y
8 06 - g 000 4
- 0
o < T
o 04 2 005 |
< 0.2 - -E:
0.0 -0.10
- < o] -t wn [« N 0 (=) [sa) el o - b3 =] - wy o o o [=.] ] el o
[=] [\ O o [\a) 0 o [l el o () ~ (=] o =] (=] () =1 [=] =) =] [=] 2] =
Wavelenght (nm) Wavelenght (nm)

Figure 5 The original spectrum (A) and second derivative spectrum (B) of melon cv. Orange Net

NaNNTAFANNITgUINATEILLEYIUNBUS AN TSS Yeduanu S1udu 252 fegae il
TSS 5834 6.00-14.80 Wosldus (Table 10) wuin aumsilddanuutugufismelunsinnedn TSS
Tnefien R ity 0.86 wonanil denAanainunsgulunduai-saunis SEC SEP uag bias iy 0.72
0.85 wag -0.05 U518 UA A1Ud1AU (Table 11 WAy Figure 6) @BAAABINUNISANEIVB S
SawTmiunzany (2561) fnuin nMsUssdiutiinamesudeitasansildlunauaumauiusdued tngld
wAda NIRs 29a3udu 700-1100 urluins Wannindeusinsgiudd Sauusiugige lned
A1 R M1 0.86 A1 SEP winu 1.27 wWesidud wae Bias iy 0 wWosidud wansliiiiud NIRs 1Ju
wafiamslinssinunmiisaiuaransoldlunsiueyiname wliazarsdlfuuuliviians

CPRIAN
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Table 10 The characteristics of samples use in model for TA value of of melon cv. Orange Net

ltems TSS of melon cv. Orange Net
Min-Max 6.0-14.8
Mean 8.8
SD 1.05
Number 252
Unit %

Table 11 The statistical analysis of NIRs model to predicted TSS values of melon cv. Orange Net

by CA maker software

Wavelength No. SD R SEC SEP Bias
(nm) (%) (%) (%)
700-1100 252 1.05 0.86 0.72 0.85 -0.05
16

e R=0.86

S 14 -

S SEP =0.85%

v 12 -

’—

T 10 | Bas=-

k¥

® 8 4

a

x 6 -

=
4 1

4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Actual TSS values (%brix)

Figure 6 Scatter plot of actual and NIR predicted TSS value (%) of melon cv. Orange Net
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Table 12 Comparison of predicted an actual values when used NIR model to evaluate TSS value

(%) in of melon cv. Orange Net

Sample Actual value Prediction value Differentiation
1 6.5 7.5 -1.0
2 6.8 6.0 0.8
3 7.5 8.5 -1.0
4 7.9 7.3 0.6
5 8.2 7.9 0.3
6 8.7 8.1 0.6
7 8.6 9.6 -1.0
8 8.9 9.3 -0.4
9 9.0 8.6 0.4
10 9.1 8.2 0.9
11 9.6 8.7 0.9
12 9.9 9.1 0.8
13 9.9 10.3 -0.4
14 10.1 10.5 -0.5
15 10.3 11.0 -0.7
16 10.5 11.5 -1.0
17 11.6 10.7 0.9
18 12.9 11.9 1.0
19 12.1 11.4 0.7

N
o

13.7 12.9 0.8
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