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NIR
NIRS
FQA
HPLC
DW
Cset
Vset
PLSR
RZ

R
RMSEC
RMSECV
RMSEP
SEC
SEP
Bias
SD

F

RPD

AMasUNEdyanYAlLAZANED

Near infrared

Near infrared spectroscopy

Fruit quality analyzer

High performance liquid chromatography
Dry weight

Calibration set

Validation set

Partial least square regression
Coefficient of determination

Correlation coefficient

Root mean square error of calibration

Root mean squared error of cross validation

Root mean square errors of prediction
Standard error of calibration

Standard error of prediction

Average of difference between actual value and NIR value

Standard deviation

The number of factors used in the calibration equation

Residual predictive deviation
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uziawme a1swadlotulunsn wazarsaduluniwn Favilalaen1s3tas1eiale3snT 511
willuiesuuinis laun nsimsigsimusanalalaiugiuds Kimura method Inensld
1A383 UV-visible spectrophotometer n1sundiunaaisualladulazarsanndulagnis
ATILIA28 HPLC Faludunauni1simsiziiininudnidudaaiuns sundasvinatediag

Y |
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waninuazsalilutiagtu Jsfinnudeinisifnsnmainaunmillinas aduagliviiane
nArwa Feanunsavilenateds iy nsldmaluladsediond (Xoray) maluladnszidsnd
(terahertz; T-Hz) 0180 WA 78R4 UaUILKL W& (magnetic resonance imaging; MRI)
walulagayndidnnsefing (electronic nose; E-nose) inalladumsisaaiunlasalnd
(infrared (IR) spectroscopy) tnatdatdes o unssnaiunlasalad (near infrared (NIR)
spectroscopy) iugu fefu mnaunsaldisnsusadulnedilifeshaneiiodne lidedd
anaindl wazannsansvdeuldodvnat andulstlesdednannlunisanasdens e
annsadadendnuazsaliifiviunuasd dyuazaaunwauanudosnsidesisgndes
9037 fuslnalddudauidonis waziinasafodensuslag
wadadesdunsusaaunlasalad w3e NIRS 1uisnisusuidiungunimninnanis
msinuasiildSuanudounagldiundananafivaruvatssiia lutlagduiivareyssmnei
sxuU NIRS nldlulsafnussy Wevssilununmiasdnuonsdanauuulivihatefogng 1y
Uszmaamsgouinuaz gy esmnidumedanismsaaeuilding ans) wiud Jefold
annsansaaeuldlumenisndn lideansldansiaiivielides 1uinsdedunnden Taed
wmadla NIRS e fendnnisfiunisduesiusziailfiegludunivansveandnnalug193ed
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fndanuiaenndostundsnuiineliiAansduvesiusy O-H C-H uag N-H luluanaves
uv3sans (Osborne et al,, 1993; Nicolai et al,, 2007) FsAnsgANAUNEINUUAIHING
annsniluiauaunmademandudaldii evuneainunmeesiieg e sluids
YSunaunasenaunnld (McGlone et al., 2002; Sun et al., 2010)

uzidome dndufivnszganin Tauddgmeiuasvgiafivnilwessamalnoway
voalan dffeuuilnafuunivaneidlugUnaanuasnansaeiuUssung Wy seausdome

& A

uzlowme \Judu uelamedaduiivniinaunmisemisas iuunaswessigemisiidfey

9 Y

aun wan Tnunaden Iandiue 9 uasd (Nonnecke, 1989) oe13lsAinu AMAMI90IMTS

= a a

Yosuzilamand1fey Ao Indue lugurewalsiivesd ilusningluuzdomelndduuns

2 viin Ao Un-ualsiiu uaglaleiiuy nnaaudRliasansinuwiazanglaluinduiasivinazany
dun3d Imenulalafiuninninfesas 85 vessaingnavualunauzilaine (Emin, 2001;
Riadh et al, 2011) F9adruv0sRUaonvaINauzidamean  Judnaanuindussrusenau

vadlalafiuluiiesesay 80-90 YesansdNWNA Uazasatasiiudy 10-14 Wi Wenauziameagn

o
) (Y |

(Binoy et al., 2004) @ sunauzilawmenagn amsanulundalafiuasus 0.9-9.3 n3uluy

' '
aa o =

uzdowean 100 N3 (Tawfik, 2001) Fudunilsluansiuoyyadassniidnaninunniianty
' P a & a W ¢ = PR ~ o A
yualsfiuealuemis msuilnauzilemaanuaznandngiuzsilowmaniianslalafiuged
1 1 a a r-:qu (% . . ] < LY
dutglunN15anAINULERIY9IN1ISNALSAEBST (chronic disease) Wiy LsANELSY 1sArlaway
naeAdon (cardiovascular disease: CDV) (Agarwal and Rao, 2000)
wsn Wuduanensidouuslnaeg1aunsviany In1suaaiianisusinalagnss was
T dudulsznovvemdndusionsnaieguuuu liun n159e1 MIUTusiinauLazsaves
911115 FelAnudAnysiawrsugiavessewme (F3un1, 2560) Weasnaulneleusuuseniu
A a ' v & e A Y a & ' & a Ao o
DIMITNUTAADUYNINA mmmﬂﬁuwmLﬂumuﬂizﬂaummmazLiJumequﬁammmy
gj [~ a [} & 1 = a | 1 a o < a ’é a
FAINUUYUIFULUUNAAAUNAY ) LWDLWULAAT LYW LATDILNIAILTIFU FOANTN LAZUINTN
Judu iszuenainninazdielmasyeins iiluusznevemnslavanwanesiin wavyinled
pIMsilAduaIgNLGY WInGaAmuA191M11389 WU TUTAY Fmiu Lazussnee o nee
Tngansusznounliauinluninitedn wauledu Fagnasisaindruiiluiedenagns
USMYUIENIIBgaununalnakasnilang Usuinvesaiswalleduaziiniiuuansiany
sanluTuegiunanedade wu g 01gn1siiuies uwiaslgn @n1weinia waznIuwasNY)
LAZNUINTZELNITENLATINaN3NAEITD IUUTINMaN s AUAR naseuduuaash
Teudintes USunsarsilvanuiaiinduinnnindesas 50 Tuszeznann il Tun1ani1san
agldUsunauneUlegudusydlunisfivuasie@evievadnsn (Pandhair and Sharma, 2008)
A [ueIasnuivinuIanwdagelaainduniwi Wseninisendn wasnuwnad Tu

Ly

Hagiuiinisgnnuinnndi 70 Ussimavialan Tutsewalng fnananniuwlud 2561/62



$1uu 34,894 fu FuduTuand 2560/61 Fefisruau 24,742 §u vieiatuesay 41.03
(nsun1sAniely, 2561) nundelainduing esduildsuanudonunsnargluialan
Uszrnwuflonilnaludinusedriu aummimsizanuidnvdaainnsiuniuiud aghlas
Au§Anand unszUd nssiuastevilvmedadulurnediFouns ovhau Snifedd
suutlumsiiauenieismsvadielildsanAdivarnuany Tnsansddnidigndnsgdu
szuvUszamadnunasazihliseneifaanuiusiifogluniu fe asaundu daduans
wsufiudaniasedausssuwd nuldluemisvateaidnuasiad esdusidngma 9 1w ¥
Fonlnuaniindnanlnld waziedesdslagn Wiy

aslaladiu (ycopene) Wuasasngnuiadl (phytochemical) lunguuelsiiuossds
WussaimgiinusnnmasssusiluinuasnalsisiEunsioduany 1wy usdome undy tnswiga
dvu (pink grapefruit) WSdldune Wudu Sunumdfgydenisdunssiuaseasiiy sauis
AdlT3ndus Wy amse 51 wueiide wasfuasiduddymadanmiionsdunse

3 6

arslunguualsfiusedvilndu 1wy dan-ualsiiu ueulnilad (Audinierietayanimisnsy

4
2995, 25629) lalafiutduasualsfiuesdviaioafinuinduiinunnianlunssuadonuas
sumenywdandulimnannnninfesas 50 lnsfigrsiduansiueyyadaszdazdavan
AnRnUnAkazANIdeLTRsmads uleunIInmshatsveeyyadastIseansadeasad
Tuadvazeng 9 ﬁﬁmﬂaiﬂﬁua&g vugudalsfiuwasualsiiuesddu q Sunuimyleasy
ﬂ1'wi’wmmaﬂa%ﬁuiﬁﬁﬂwﬁm%mwLﬁmﬁuiumiﬁwmaa%aﬁaiz (Riadh et al,, 2011;
Binoy et al., 2004) FsansUsznounguualsiuassisnmeliaunsadaunsesiodld fuy
Jedesiuuszmudngsreneluguvesinuasaalsd (lwyad, 2547) TneuSunalalafiuiinuly
finwalifaefinmdiusivsrezanuardvesnaniudeuld Tnsuvaweslalafiudulvgjaswy
TUNAUZ TN AALATNAN AT UL UBINA WU UL UBNAAYN Yoauzlaina Lslainatud u
ugidowmans thuzdeina Wiy @umie, 2508) el swdomeiudidodunsdvinalaladiu

= A IS

170 Tuvaenusiadmanadiusunaiun-walsiiuunn (D’Souza et al,, 1992)

]

ansuaUle@u (capsaicin) Wuansdrdgvinlindniie awnsaazarslutlaiantoy

1 1 [

Y ¢ C% nol CY L3 [ aa A [~4 9&5’ U = YV %
wazazatelen bulvdy Uit wazweanesed Wuaisluild Janwauviduindu ddu duuwna
nIeduImIaluInaDe (Youngken, 1950; Suzuki and Iwai, 1984) g@15uauledunuuinly

a Al a A Ao o a ' & a &
USaLdawnuna1ed@univseiisanin “snnsn” (Placenta) ludgiuveaiie Waen waviudn
wInagdansunUleduegtiosunn (Reyes-Escogido et al., 2011) Msnseeiivesasuay vy
Tunans nuuliainauen g uiaznszaneiiegludiusing 4 vamaninludSuanwangeiy
(Balbaa, et al.1968) Midluudn ilo uasiUden lnenuinignusnaloununaanaraInsn
Fadudrunfiwinfiney (Huffman, et al. 1978) ag9lsinu arsuavleduazneoliminnis

seAgLARINiIlalazeieten SusauTauIn ayn WA (Bosland, 2000) dgniYae



UsTmeMsiutn uastestumssnau fudinsasyiivinvendeuundiie N3LAUNIT
vhauesnssmyens Tivdsnsaindefisanntu uasinlfsesuihmangladludonanasld
(1A, 2534)

ansBu (caffeine) Wuanswiiawsuiiu (methylanthine) Fadunruiiveanaoss
Huansdifisany (bitter) lifindu wuldludruveddunauazindevesiivannnia 63 ¥ia uay
Huarsiadsssuani (naturally ocurring chemical) ﬁwﬁmﬁwuhm%aﬁwssmwmu,w Y
Il wazdoalnuan LLazé’ﬁ%’ﬂuﬁuumamﬁwﬁ’iyﬂuqmammiuﬁwé’ﬂam \30afNYAEY Lay
gnamnssNe) adufignslasiadisndiendetuueludu (adenosine) 4 a1duansio
Ussamaiianisluaues fqunseduszuudssamaiunans Swavnauan fe vildisenieiin
AmnuAusuazannusld uinsuslanauiduluyimamndunanuueisthluganie
anAnANEY (caffeinism) BaazUsingeinissng  annesameuazinl 1wy nasdunszans
Innfna ndnionseznn ueulindu walatuuse Tadu Wudu venaandnisuilneeidy
Junauenarilifsunalunssmnzems drlddnsnieau wazlsmigeslvadeundu
(gastroesophageal reflux disease) Uaaizuae (De Man, 1990; AuginIev1edoyaoing
ASUINRS, 25620) Watl lWEanuniinananusas iU fsnuneAsundoufiuansnety wu
ArIige Taaditugnasufiunanedu vilfasdunidignasauliunnsneiu denalvisand
nulveuAaziuiiuanastuse (Hagos et al., 2018) wonani mmﬂigﬂmﬁmmuw&
danasiaUsuuasANdune Tng Motora and Beyene (2017) laAnwusunaunnndulu
wEAMuIRud U1 Msmnuriilfudanuriivsinaasuiaty

Tunsamadnngimnansdfglundanainensiazuaningem e 9 wu lalaiu
wadledu uazaundy duduganmaieluiilianunsansaaeuldfmenaiandnvus
aeuen 3ndudeddd3snisinsziluiesuifinis wu nmsdmszimdiunalalafiu
anunsavilanatsisns laun nsiengimusinaaslalaiiuaais Kimura method 1ng
Pdeguniuiiinazaenausenittesilaunazieneuludnsdin 46 VA) ieads
aslalaiy mﬂﬁuﬁﬂﬂi’mﬂﬂ’]iamﬂﬁml,aaﬁwm%"m UV-visible spectrophotometer i
ALETIARY 663 645 505 kAT 453 WILUAS (Nagata and Yamashita, 1992) n153LA318%
musunalalafiunaiduss Taungbodhitham et al. (1998) Tnanisuidegsluainlagld
ueakazienauludnsdin 4:3 lnedsuns wdnhlvinssduinalalafiudiens o
spectrophotometer finnuenandu 503 wiluuns nsiiUSunaaswaUledudae HPLC
AALUasI5v0e Hisashi (1999) uag Neil (1977) nsldmatia HPLC Tunisiasizviniusune
ansanlEundtves Hagos et al. (2018) Wudu F38nsinszimaniideddansniuas
szognalunisadn MiATnuduazanutiuggdunisnsvaey wazdaildaegs elu

gaannssumsnaadnuaznaliilutagtuiinnudeanisnisenainnuamillinasinsiues



TLivihatenaana J9a1u1savinlanatsds Taedimeaila NIRS [Wuwmaianisnuraulalunis
nlduszuaiiadunadenuenmioluannisiwsziluiesdJifins wmsizaiunse
yauldag195Ins) azenn wasUanasiy

(%

Firan Smsfnenmsldimeda NIRS dmsunisuszdiunasasivaeusiionansdifey
wilar1g 9 Wi nsldmaila VIS/NIRS (visible/near-infrared reflectance spectroscopy) Tun1s
Usziiununnnauzielnanug DRK 453 wag Trust lawn Ysunadlalafiu A1ind a*/b* ratio
A1 tomato color index (TCI) wageAAautiuile Tnewui lunadidinansyiuneaffian
e R2 wesUSinadlalafiu Arind a*/b* ratio a1 TCI wazAAuwiuiio wihiu 0.93 0.99
0.99 uay 0.97 muWY (Chen, 2008) Mfnwifiolssidiununmiusdomaiusgnuay
angiugang o luusemeaganis laun Usunm soluble solids (SSC) Usunadlalafiu wagusuna
polyphenol Tagldimatia VIS/NIR spectral reflectance PTG FieldSpec HandHeld 2™
portable spectroradiometer lngnavesANNABILUNITVINUILAINIITUIINAT R? VB
calibration (@1n1591u8A1NIATIY; C) kag cross-validation (#UN5ATIVARUATYINUNY
A7, CV) lagA1 RMSEC wagA1 RMSECY wuan ArvinunavesU3ing SSC lalaitu wag polyphenols
1A R? v84 C inAU 0.88 0.91 ag 0.81 MUAIAU AN RZ w9 CV AU 0.77 0.75 uay
0.72 MUAIPU A1 RMSEC 111AU 0.39 89A1USnG 1.27 faansusedeunsu way 6.53 Jaansu
AOSPENTU MUAINU LazAT RMSECY Wiy 0.51 8eA1u3ng 1.99 Jadnsuneieunsy uay
7.63 fladnSusiodounia auddu (Szuvandzsiev et al., 2014) usnandl Fuiinnsldmada
NIRS Tuga9Aa1ue1IAd 930-1,650 uiluiuns Wevuieausualalafivwasinfiudluna
ugidowmarug Newton wuin lmnafildviuneaiflinrugnieanniigalumsfnumadad
Ao A1 RMSECV winiu 2.26 lulasnsumensy A1 Ry, 1i1AU 0.840 wagAn RPD Ay 1.835
gusunmsvihugausinalalaiu wagan RMSECY winfiu 1.087 fadnsusensy A1 Ry, Wiy
0.818 LagA1 RPD WU 1.701 @ usunmsyinueausunaddniu® (Azadshahraki et al., 2018)
TunisAnwimaiia NIRS Tun1uwn wua1 Downey and Boussion (1996) lalainatia NIRS Tu
A3EYRUSNUMSEWING Arabica Wag Robusta Tnegldtasannugninau 400-2,498 uiluins
wazdafinsldineda FT-R (fourier transform infrared) tilovnuSinasmmBulugasauennady
2,500-12,500 w1lulums (Garrigues et al., 2000) @ Huck et al. (2005) Tdwatia NIRS Anwn
U310 caffeine theobromine wag theophylline Tut13aue1IAAY 1,000-2,495 Uiluwns
wuzdl Pizarro et al. (2007) 14 NIRS iievuneausunauamBusasdveaudaniuniladan
A3MA (roasting color) Tutasmnuenindy 1,000-2,495 wiluans wonanni Alessandrini et al
(2008) ldmalulad NIRS ievhuieseiumudulunisd (roasting degree) Tutaemau
19AAU 830-2,500 WIlLLAT WAz Zhang et al. (2013) MHwalulad NIRS oA nwuUSuna

AnBUlUT9ANEIAEY 1,000-2,500 UTLAT



[

Yaquszasdvosnideluadsdl Ao evnaunslunisussidumuiinuaslalafivly
nanziiowmaan a1suadleduluninan wazarsaduluwdaniunda sgresinsinas
Vasnseaomaiadossunsnisaanlnsaled fadumadaildssozinandu Uasnsy uas
ligosharefedne SududsnsmadensnisnisuisuenmiielUannisasiaeudnsey
Tuiesufuansiidedlinatlumsnneiuu Wasesiiidudunse wasilalddeg
UATIUSENBUFY 3 NTVAABY LENANTTNTINARNALNYAT FUTIRNNTITe Fel

1. MsUseiliudsunaanstatafiuluusemalagldwmaiadissdunsisaadnlnsala

U vilnediieg nauziewmeaniugnivuanalvg) 990U 4 siug Ae Wugmida (table)

3 3

=

Tni¥a (thomas) 1l e (red) waswe (plum) Asvoznadiferauieduaaudy anunaesng
F1urlsisnin 200 §9g19 aTnAINsAnAuLAsTIBIATes FOANIR Gun wuuwnwl 73]
129A2108MAA UFUTENIN 600-1,100 wiluiuns wdrFeiiaegdluTinseviguanly
wosUuanis Taeviinisindlussuu L* a* b* wazmdiuiuaislalaiuniuis Kimura
method (Nagata and Yamashita, 1992) 2011 a$1suazufulssauninisuuinggiu
Dosuannsmaruduiussenieamagandundsnuiildannisaununangidemade
1A309 FOA-NIR Gun WUUNNWY LagAlATeseddluisufjoinig auldaunisdmiuld
MuweA1ing a* (@le1/une) wardsualalai

2. msUszdiuvsunaaswallsdulunsnlaldmadadesdunsusnanlnsalal vin
Tnstiegansnaniugeng 9 wu Juan guiessen udu Mnunaswdauaziuaily
Famdasing 9 drauliisingn 100 feghs arinAnisganduuasdietaies NIR spectrometer
$U 6500 AfiHsANuEMIAAY 400-2,500 Wluiums udIuhegnalulinseimuTanaens
waleduluiesfifinisde HPLC §933n1safadaudasisues Marla et al. (2014) 910ty
ahauasUulssaunmiisuinasgudesiunneuduiusseninainsgandundsnud
Fanmsaununindieiaies NIR wagaviinsgisnsdsluresfiing auldaunisidany
waiuglunsussdiuUsinaaswaUlsduluninan

3. Msvssdunamsauidulundanundlagldinadadesdursiseaunlng
17 vinlnsihegnamdanusidiugersndnuaglsdanm anunassing q S1urulifings

100 f19819 U1IAAINITAANAULAINIELATEY NIR spectrometer TU 6500 713Y39AUE

A

AR 400-2,500 Wiluwins wddniuudanundaluieseiuinuasamdu dauvasm
5909 Hagos et al. (2018) 17U adrsuasUuUssaumsiisuansgrudeaduain
mnuduiussEninsmnsgandundsnudildainnsaununinsaeiades NIR wazA1IiATIE
Faddduresfiiinns auldaunisidanuuiudlunsussduuinaasaunduluude

ALNAD
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Aeluesetl Anwmsitmeiadiasdunsisaaunlnsalal %158 NIRS taUseilu
USunuansdraglundanainuns loun arslalaiiuluneuzilomean arsuauladulunsnan
wazarsanduluwdaniuna dusuduisnsmadenlunsuszfivainunnisans,
Uaenade wagliasennudemeunudang andun1smnasisenitufounainy 2563 89
S U a v v a [ @ d' a
PBUSUINAY 2564 1 NBITYLALHAINIINGINITNGINITAUNEILALUUTTURANALN AT
nsdvInsnees lnadunisadvaunisiisuninsgrudesunliananuduiiusssning

= -Ql'oJ a £y I a & v a v a wa 1
mMIgenAuLaIinaNmata NIRS fuaingiendduiosdUans wan1snaassmuii Tu
nsUseiumUsunaansialafiuluysiiameanlngn1syinulgAIIna1Ing a* (FlRe7/una)
wazUSunadlalaiiu JANANLLLUEN I UNITYINUNEA1Y9ENNNT ISEAUNITYINUIEALNBIUITE
WAZITUNILY WAEIEAUNITVNUIEINBNTITHUISEAUUSUIUNS U SN UANT BIAY ANUATRU
lpgiasanInAdNUsEansanduius (R) vesaun1siieunnsguuedal a* wasanslalaiiu
PAINAU 0.93 wag 0.90 d@ruaunisitaamsunisuseiiulsuuasadladulunansnan
=~ N W | a | ° ' Y ° ' =~ | 'y}
duna dan R WAL 0.74 wanedn TauudugreglussdunisiuigAnianisuuaseau
USunauegnavienu Tuyae 540-1,993 lulasnSumensy vauenaunsdmsulseiuusunaans

a I & A = o o ° \ P YR

AwlduluuaanunAd 161 R gatle 0.98 Fallanuwiugwesmsiueamegluszduiiaiunsa
inluvhuneiientsuseiuaunInlugag 0.01-2.19 nfudesesnsuvesiminuna lasgned
YLANTNIN

AanAey: Wesdunsusnaunlnsalast wasgulnddunsuse uzilome win wWaan WA

lalaiu wauledu anndu



11

Abstract

This research was to study the use of near infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) techniques
to estimate some essential substances in agricultural products. Evaluation of lycopene
in fresh tomatoes, capsaicin in fresh chillies and caffeine in roasted coffee bean using
NIRS were studied to provide an alternative method for fast, safe and non-destructive
quality valuation. The study was conducted between October 2020 and December 2021
at Postharvest and Product Processing Research and Development Division, Department
of Agriculture. Development of the NIR equation was derived from the relationship
between the spectral data measured by the NIRS technique and the reference values
from laboratory analysis. The results of the equation analysis were found that the
prediction accuracy of calibration equations for the a* value and lycopene content of
large fresh tomatoes could be used to predict at the level of usable with caution for
most applications including research and the level of screening and approximate
calibration, respectively base on the correlation coefficient (R) of the calibration
equation for the a* value and the lycopene content of 0.93 and 0.90, respectively.
And the equation of capsaicin determination in fresh chillies had an R-value of 0.74. It
showed that the accuracy of calibration equation of capsaicin content in fresh chillies
was at the prediction level for rough screening in the range of 540-1,993 micrograms per
gram (pg.g’). Meanwhile, The R-value of caffeine content in roasted coffee bean was
0.98. These results indicating that the calibration equation of caffeine content in roasted
coffee beans was in a level of predictive accuracy that can be used in most application
including quality assurance in the range of 0.01-2.19 grams per 100 grams dry weight

(2.100¢! DW).

Keywords: Near infrared spectroscopy, NIRS, non-destructive quality, tomato, chili, roasted

coffee bean, lycopene, capsaicin, caffeine
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52 08U5N1538

1. msUszdiudznnaaslialanuluuzdiswmalagldmatintiasdunssaaiunlasalal

thietsgidemaaniugifvuianalng 4 wug Idun siugimda (table) Tnifa
(thornas) e (red) waiie (plum) TisvevnadiTorauddwnady Mnuvawie o suulsisn
200 0819 wusegsuzdemaoendu 2 ngu e nguidudunudmivldadrsaunis
Feuansgiu (Cset) Andusuaudosas 70 vesesaianun uasnguildudunudmiu
nedeUATILILE eI ITIad19TY (vset) Amidusuauesas 30 vestothaiiun Wi
thlufnrnsganduuasiieiries FQA-NIR Gun LUUNANT iU edudusEnIng
600-1,100 wluuns kazdldunsnsen (interaction) kuvgdzniaunauannauly (interactance)
anunsainasiouadlddn 0.5-1 wuRuns Inetua3ad NIRs muvuiiegeusaiiassiinis
fnawUnadu Bonqgansenanana 2 §1u 1ntiy thiegeitlulnsgamnwluiosufoing
Tngthuauidemeluimsiadlussuu L a* b* feiaiesilond (Chroma Meter $u CR-400)
wEaFedunifemausnaduiivhmsTanduane Susazdidonlunmusunalaladiu
»1375 Kimura method (Nagata and Yamashita, 1992) Tnghauiensdomeunduuasu
Tasiunluansavanunanved acetonehexane (4:6, vA) Tugnsndiu 1:4 Inesaisliu
15 undl neuhdiuvesansaraslaluindinisgandunasiirnuenadu 663 645 505 uaz
453 uluuns faewe3es UV-visible spectrophotometer uwdailudunamusunalalafiu
flalafiu (ug.c?) = -0.0458 x A663 + 0.2040 X A645 + 0.3720 x A505 — 0.0806 x Ad53 il
A663 AG45 AS05 gy AdS3 fie i absorbance TirueTIAAY 663 645 505 gy 453 UTLLMT
pud iyl vdsntu vhnsasisaunsifieusnassudestudiorusainsindides/uns
(A1 a*) wazUTnallaladfiu Taemananuduiudseninedinsgandundsnuitlsiannsauny
NaNzdamAELATEY FQANIR Gun WUUNNW WagAlaTziiensdsluriesjifinng feds
PLS faelUsunsy The Unscrambler 3Lmﬂzﬁ%’agamaaﬁﬁLﬁammaaummmuﬁmm
ammiﬁaaé}’m'm%ayjasuaqmju Cset waz Vset lnefiansanain aduuseandanduius (R)
fifiAngdlndifes 1 s uRnnaInLIrsg U veInguf0g1as19E un s
viengy Cset (SEC) Armnuiiamannuinsgulunsviiunevesnguiegeiildlunismaaey
aunnsvdenau Vset (SEP) wagAnadsvosnasssyninsadildannaia NIRS wagisnislu
#oafuAnns (bias) Femasdiaeh antu thaunsilélunaaeulasnisusediua a* uas
Usinauanslalafiulunauedomeanildlaldlunisadisauns udidSeudleuiuisédedils

lurieauifns WetuduanugniesuiugvesaunisnlainnisAnidensn
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2. msuszdiudsuaasuadloduluninlagltmadaiesdunssaaunlnsalat
Aushegrandnaniugeng  1wu Jua gueseen Wusu fiszerdnasiie o fu fo
nadiden 34 wazduns nunamdnuasiudludmiasng 9 Sruaulidingt 100 dee
thihegnaninuinFnsganduuaseln’es NIR spectrometer Ju 6500 Tagvidaegndld
Tugunsaldmivldfegseaaios NIRS uagimsaunuiilelfuiduaiunafuvesiegig
nt lviessimansuaylesduluiosfoinseae HPLC dauuasisues Marla et al.
(2014) TngnswaSeuansazaefiasldlun1siases afnfeg1sdusudnsen tiiegnsd
atlalUiinsnzid udTsmahanedunazauSinaansuaUleduiildluadsaunisuuusiass
NANAAENIA83D PLSR LuU full cross validation a1nlusunsy The Unscrambler 11015
ARLaDNENNTISIAENITNIAT R Viﬁmqﬂﬂé’tﬁm 1 A1 SEC @1 SEP wazan bias fisiarsuldy
TunsUszdiulSnaansuaUledy annt thaunsiuussdiusunaensualedulundnsas

WINan U 20 e LWTBUTBUAUAINT IR e luesU URNNS
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3. nMsUstfiutnaasannduluwdanunalaglfinadadedunsusaaunlnsalad

susmfegawdanuidiugerndnn uazlstan anunassng 9 FauuuTieim
nsruINMIatnABuesn (decaffeinated coffee) wazidnnundnuuiildsiunszuiunis
annALdueean (regular coffee) PNt Yiiegadnnundiiunsdauendadouusen
AI0g19aE 60 NS WUTIULEAUTIYFIRE1YTR coarse sample cell kaEINAINIIAANALLES
feiA3ed NIR Spectroscopy fiA1E1IAALSEMINY 400-2,500 Wiluns tneldszuunisTa
WUUaTIUNdU uWdahsmegaluiimseimuSnaaseunduluwdaniungs faudany
33004 Hagos et al. (2018) nethiegraudanuniununsiarsesunudnniun Fseea
$1uu 0.2 nda Tdluraendusiesun 15 fadans thlvatnaudusendietingu 2 sou
Tnosoud 1 Wintndu 5.0 Hadans ﬁ'ﬂﬂéfﬂum%qéﬁam’mﬁqa (sonicator bath, 40 kHz,

120W) Tigaunadl 70 ssrmiwaidea tnerupdudesnudas Wunan 10 il wewasasield

]
=

Ty wdhlutumissiiernmuga 4600 seusoundl Wunan 15 wdl i gaumnil 4 earniAlTea
Welwranuilnnazney a1y wonaisazatsaiuuu (1% supernatant) sanunlénasnily
wieawsenls wathnnnunimaeanmsadaseudt 1 lWatpaususendietiindusey
7 2 wenansazaneaILUY (2" supernatant) BENNITINAU 15t supernatant WAIUSUUSHIAS
8y 10 faddns (final supernatant) weasazangliidiy Winasavats 20% (w/v)
Lead Acetate S1uau 200 lulasans welidntu deiisld 10 undt Tansvhuiasen uas
dluduisafinanusa 4600 seusowrdt Wunan 30 wii ﬁqmmﬁ 4 osrwaldoa el
ANAENBY NFBdEsaragaLUUNIUNTYATENTOlawagladesdian wnagngy 0.45 luaseu
Tdvnden vua 1.5 fadans waziluiemeiaUsunaasaindy drewmios HPLC Tngld
Agilent Zorbax Eclipse XDB C-18 column {nniaiad suiliduaisuanvesozdlaslulesd
10% wazin 90% (Usvanmuiliidunsefimududu 0.1% dronseanesiin) Tneld DAD
detector finus1IAaY 274 uiluns §ns1nshva 1.0 fadanseeuni wasAIuI

USuaamduaiu Equation (1) (NSu3neea@nsnisknme, 2560)

Caffeine content (g.100g" DW) = concentration (ug.ml™) x dilution volume (ml) (1)

sample weight (g) x 10

A39aUN SN YUNINTFIUIINAINITAANAULAIVBILATBY NIRS UarAUTUMAT

ANNBUIINNTIATIAUYRIUURNTS Me38 PLSR wuu full cross validation anlusinsy

a

The Unscrambler wa@ataanaun1sniuseansainlunisussiiu lnefansanainan R vl

'
1 o

AlndiAe 1 A1 SEC wagAn SEP A8 yn1snadeuauns 1aginA1n1snanaunanes
v ! [ U A M Yo k% o v ! [J ! 2
magawdanunmnldlihunldlunmsaisaunisdiua 25 dregis uwihwemusuimes

AR wanFeUsEuUsEaNS A wlun1svinune
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NAN15ILWALAUTIINE

1. msUszliudiunuasialanuluuzlamdlngltatiadesdunsisaaunlasalal
AnsAnAuLasTasg A Tamets 4 Wus HiA9inuAas FQA-NIR Gun wuy
w1 Tugaaaue1Indn 600-1,100 wilwuns SAuansds Figure 1 Tnewiududnuuey
adnpdufiadetu fe dunadiufindadunisganduuasteshiiniuenadu 970 wiluans
2819%9LaU (Osborne et al., 1993) Lﬁaﬂmﬂmt,%Lwﬂ:ﬁaqﬁﬂizﬂawmﬁ;ﬂaq&%’aaaz 84
(@57803, 2546) gslsiny Sansodunatuanasuiiietostuansdideyuns (@ a*)
Yosansnaslsiladionazlalafiu lurieniueiadu 640-670 wluuns (Kerry et al,, 2020)

a1

Tnenmdomeninadiden (Alalafiun) xddanasuludieduinanganitmniduadung
(Alalafiuge) Vil fedrusdomaiifndinisgandunands dethlviesesdnuainly
wosfuRns Teiud Ariedanududidion/uns (A a*) wazdSinalaladiv wudi @1 a* 990
A1981991UIU 566 F29819 HA15ERING -15.56 B9 37.91 drulsuiulalafiuaindloeis
WU 538 H19819 AA1TEINe 0.05 54 14.11 lulasniusensu (Table 1) lnsugilomaian a*
waslinallalafiuiiaenndesiu Ao fasdlenalidden LLazﬁﬁﬂLﬁM@ﬂ‘ﬁuLﬁ@MSL‘dﬂﬁ]mﬂﬁNa
Aunsndu dmiunansadsaunaiisunesguievhned a* uasuiinadlalafiuluwa
UWanAEA NUIN ANANAUNUSYRIEaNNITYINUIEAT a* TR R Yaengu Cset Wiy 0.93
A1 SEC wagA bias iU 3.34 uag -3.34°% aud1au @unay Vset 3l R i 0.92
vauzdien SEP waz bias WU 2.91 way -0.16 muddu dmsuaunsiealaladiu fien R
v8Ingu Cset w1 U 0.90 A1 SEC Wa bias Vv 1.48 wag 12.72°% lulasniusionsy
PUARU dIUNGN Vset A1 R Wiy 0.89 A1 SEP uaw bias iy 1.46 uaz -0.15 lilasn3u
AONSU MINEIRU (Table 2) Ingns1n19nTE21867 (scatter plot) LARIAMNENNUSITENIS
A1 a* wagUunalalaiiy Ye9rnd1@niestjiiniswseuiisutuavitneglungy Cset
way Vset (Figure 2A and B) wanaloiiiua #’J’@yjaﬂizmaﬁaﬁa&ﬂﬂé’tﬁmﬂmma Uaueni
AUYNABINITIUNTIIUNEAN YquefirnduUszansn1sannes (regression coefficient) 104
aun1synuiean a* wasUsuialalaiulunangiioweagn (Figure 3A and B) wuan dn1s
AnduuasiA1AImEIRAURdIRUSUNSIARa AT/ uns TurasaueandusEning
640-670 Wwiluwns Fedifinvesaualsiivess (a-ualsiiu warlalaiu) sudnaelsiladie
wazd wenand Semusunusaueeaud 840 waz 960 wiluwns daflauduTus Ty
Trssatrain (Osbome et al, 1981) wagiiiofiansanaindl R maqammmﬁaummgmLﬁ@ﬁig
ve3en a* uazlalafiufinuin a1 R veangy Cset A1 0.93 waz 0.90 Amddy vazfings
Vset diA111AU 0.92 wag 0.89 amainu rluiisudumisisudaniununeal R 999
Williams (2007) @1safiniulaan gunisitunean a* danuudugnuissnedmsuiluly

lusgaunmshuiganiienuIdeiazaunill duaunisviuneailalafiveglusedunis
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¥ueuitonisudasesuUSunam eUssanaA i eady (Table 3) uazidlethaunsviuieen
a* uazUinalalafud liluldnaaeuanuusiugl Tnsnisaunui oTar1nnsganduuad
(@Unnsy) vesietwansd emeandildlaaldlunsadsaunisseedes FQANIR Gun
wuunnnn udashludwniuadulsyans msannesvesaunisauldsenundudviung
iy tharhuedldludieudeufuaddainnsieneiluiesufoing nud e
AMULANANNVDIAT a* IINAID1BINUAIIUIY HATTENING -14.40 D9 12.12 dIUAIAINY

[y 1 o

unnAnsreslsinalalafiuainAiendeiuainue darsening -3.11 fe 2.67 llasnsusensy
(Figure 4) waziilovhnisiwdsuiiioudnadeesia 2 38 #e paired t-test wudn ArEnBeRy
Avunevede a* warUimnadlaladiu fatliunnsnatuegeivedidynadffisesuniy
Fosfudosas 95 drunisiarsananmanduiudszrinsedsdetuaviunavese a* uas
Usunadlalafiu wudn dewiiu 0.71 waz 0.71 suddu Seuandlidiuin aunisinaaauls
Tanuuugilunisuszidiuan a* uazlalafiuegluszdunsviunedionsuvsseiuiunm
a819mE1U (Table 3) annsanwlunsedl uanddiidiuin wede NIRS danuusduduiioans
dwsultvinuieand a* @de/ung) wazusunalalafiuegrenrenu uwadeliudugiunnneas
il onaununsinsgiluiesujuinig deannmoraidumszanuuandisiures
ANMNNNNILATNAEUDNVDINANANLLT DA YU & ATIUNUILATENUULVDINTING LAY
peRUsynoungluna Wy Usuan VS ana Ysuimnse USunmansaig NS
nAnnadnuRazNainuaansuazliainaneiy isninadenisnevausidnowas
NIR (Williams and Norris, 2001) 52vsdas1invesA3aile (1309 FQA-NIR Gun WUUNANT)
ﬁaﬁmsai’mﬁhmi@mﬂﬁuLmﬂféﬂuﬁmmmmm?{uégu (600-1,100 W1LULUAST) LATIIAINYTD
mauMaNTINsduTusUAlalafiuaenndasiulnIeilolutiandusna (400-2,500 wiluwuns)
98 ananiiinavilddannSufiTalddiinmunaiaadeu Sedwanennuuduglunis
viweAvesaunsidlevlunageunisldiuats aenadesiunisfnuves ngans uazAne

(2552) 1NA171 ANULIAAUT BN INANITAS9ALNSNRNINTIIANNLIPAUAY
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2. msuszdiudsuaasuadloduluninlagltmadaiesdunssaaunlnsalat
Fushegnamdnandifidsing q fu Ao nadilen 380 wazduns 11nea1adUan wninen
msmﬂﬁuuaaﬁ’mm?m NIR spectrometer Ju 6500 fiAue1IAAY 400-2,500 U TULAT
T¥szuvaziounas nuin Iednvasvesduaunadufiuansnady dufu Sadendnsams
winandunailosannindunsdinsilulduselenifivainnaieninddu 4 Tnedlotdedns
WINANFUAIINAAINAINENTINIY 150 AI9E19 winAINISAANauLEY Laduanasuves
§a0819n3 nan (Fisure 5) wazthiaeg i oaiuil lWiinsizdmusunaasuauleduly
WeaUURN1g 1e353A3189 In-house's method (HPLC) AauUada1n Marla et al. (2014)
(Table 4) thaUnadudunuunazadasziflaluadrsuusiasmnendnmansaieds PLSR
WUU full cross validation 91nlusunsud@nsagu The Unscrambler® version 9.7 Wud aunis
NFIDY WIS NER I 125 feeng A1 R winiU 0.74 wazal SEP winfu 226 lilasnsumensy
(Figure 6) vauzdien SEC winiu 204 lulpsndusionsy uazen SD 731A51246m833 In-house's
method Ao 302 lulasnSusionsy Tnefitadeiliivides 6 Jade (Table 5) A1 regression
coefficient qﬂﬁmmm’mﬁu 1,143 1,460 1,725 wag 1,820 ULULUAT %aﬂummmmﬁuﬁ
danudunusnuUsunmd aromatic CH, CONH, wag cellulose (Osborne, 1986) (Figure 7)
yosasuaUleduludrogrmingn waziilothaumsilalunaaeulszans nnlunisussiiiv
USinasansuauleduluiiegendnansiuiu 20 faege waztwadldannnada NIRS U
Wisuiisuaniildanisénsds nud mermusndsesuTinuasuaulsiuaind 2 38 of

=< =

s¥m3ne -376 s 722 lalasniusensal (Table 6) aenandosry Auws (2557) Fs@nwinsld

= s

weallayisesnsunesuidedurisaaninsalndlunsinuSunuaisinesaiivesdluen

anulnsviiudunvegluiweise) wud ansaldlalussaunsuseiuamninlunisinsei

Usnanaesaiulugayulnsaiiuduliegmaduazlivihaediedis
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3. nMsUstfiutnaasannduluwdanunalaglfinadadedunsusaaunlnsalad

Seinnsganduuasuesiegiaudaniui Tnsldszuunmsiauuuasioundui
ANLEIIAAY 400-2,500 ululLnAs F81A3 01 NIR spectrometer 31 6500 leiduaiunnsy
yoaudnnuld (Figure 8) Tngtaannuenaduiliieadvaunafisuninsgudang
Tinunssunmudifisendudosdunsise (noise incidence) winuinfog1udan1wnAd
mapanduuashivifunsenisanny FuinifenneuuansaturesUSuudulsenoy
%aﬁuﬁémiﬁagﬂuéf’;a'&m (Awotwe-Otoo et al,, 2018) LLazLmﬁ(flﬂ’]LLWﬁ‘J’Ja’]JﬂiGQﬂﬂaULLm
Iannfinuenndu 1,128 1,672 2,250 wag 2,332 wilumns dadurinsganduuaives
lutanannidu (Downey et al,, 1996) (Figure 9) dlethegraudanundunadnuay
ARERUSINaEsAMBUMEIE HPLC wuin shegnawdanundivhanldlunisadsaunis
UsziluUSinaensandullssaudsinaasamduluszaunig 9 Ture 0.01-2.19 nfureios
nSuvesiminutie (Table 7) 21NN1FATNAUNIINGUNINTFIUMETS PLSR 9nlUsHwnsH The
Unscrambler® version 9.7 Tngld@agramdnniundasiuau 152 fasg1a wuin ldaunis
Uszuduusunaansanduiidan R winfu 0.98 %aﬂuﬁwﬁﬁawﬁ"mqq Uel§arannsain
ammﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂmaLﬁamsﬂizﬁ’uﬂmmw%’ (Williams, 2007) (Table 3) d@3uf1 SEC SEP way
bias AU 0.08 0.09 way -0.002 n3uredesnsuvesmynuRs mudsu Inefitade
Aerdassiuau 12 J9d (Table 8 and Figure 10) egslsfiniu annsowmwiaunslalaenis
Wdudaogdunsyhaunisifinniu Ssenavlaunisfinamuniuiaaunsfin uwass
Auusiugunduld Wevhnaneaevannisnnguiieganisuen tastnAnisganiy
uasvassnegawdnnunimdadungusnegeiilildthanldaisaunssiuiu 25 fege i
FneaUsunaEnseudu WewSeuiieuaiildannisussfivlagldineda NIRS fuadils
91INNFIATLAUIRBIUHURNT TAIAULANFINIZNIN -0.17 §3 0.19 (Table 9) Uazyiinis
Wasuifieuaadsveis@edianie paired ttest wuin Aitldainnsuszdiuleeldmaie
NIRS Fudniildanmsiiesgiluiesufoanishifianuunnsafuegedifedfyniadan
seRuAd aiTudaas 95 wazdefiansanaindl RPD Jududndiusenineen SD ve9
Usnanduluganageuannisdes SEP wudn fidn 5.0 Fe91uideves Nicola et al.
(2007) waz Dong et al. (2015) #efu1edn aumsifisumasguiia RPD gedninduauns
fifiuszavsamlunsvine (Table 10) fatu Seanansathmedn NIRS unldussdudiunn

arsanduluudaniunaale
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a3Unan13Ide uasdaiauauue

1. mMmsusziliudsunuaslalanulunzidamalagldinaiadesdunsisaanlnsalal
nsussdiusinalalafiulunausdemaanuuianalng) 4 wug Ao ida nda 1o
uaeiie tngldaunsisumasgudesfulunsvuedn a* wasusinalalafiu feedes
FOA-NIR Gun LUUNANT 7i8unsASeuUvarTounduand uluyew13a1ue12na uay
5¥MIN9 600-1,100 WUUAS WU Hanuwdugiganadns i ldldlusgaunisyinunean
WiorAdauarauialy wavsesunisyiuneienisuussysulsinamseUssanardedy
sudsy wazilethaunsildluneaeunsyhuweailunaus@omenldlaldlunsadeaunis
wuin Seuudugilunisiuneailusedunsiueiiion1sul sseiuUsinaeg sy &
wansliiiudn aunisfiadnelddafivszdns anliunnneasiluldmaununisiesizsily
wosfURns iesandeditavenndesfioftaldianizdasaiuenind udu Tuvaed
awnafuvanvesanslalafiuasnadesiuindeailefieglutiandueny (Anuennduszning
400-2,500 ululins warndesn1suseiiuuSunaansialafiuiuuneu 9 egnesaisuay
Tilvhanesethe msldinada NIRS #aetedes FOA-NIR Gun WuunAwl Srnuusiugiies

nanagldlunisvirueala

2. Mmsusziiudsuaasuadledulunsnlagldmaiaiesdunssaaunlnsalad
aunmsUsziiuviinaasuauledulufegmdnaniivimay 400-2,500 uiluuns 14
szuvazyieulas Ingltiades NIR spectrometer $u 6500 ¥asU3HM FOSS A1 R Wiy 0.74
A1 SEC uaw SEP Wiy 204 way 226 lulasniusensy auddu waziitedeiifiendes 6 Jade
anunsoldlunsuszfiviiunaasuadledulusegrmsnanlaluseiunisyiuieiionsuls

sepuUSUNUegamIula Ut 540-1,993 lulasnsusiansy

3. nsussiudsunaasanduludaniunadlaeldmaiiadiasdunsisaaunlnsalad

nsUsERLUSINIENsA B UYRLARN NAsemeTades B unssaaUnlasale
1A8I2UUMTIALUUAZTIDUNEU Tut9Aue1IAdU 400-2,500 Uluilns ANEIRAUNEIALY
ArSuMsas19auNSeYNUIUSUIUENSAMINDY AB 1,128 1,672 2,250 WAy 2,332 WIlULIAS
lagaunsigulInsgIu PLSR aunsaviuisuSunaansaindulugig 0.01-2.19 nfuseses

[y g Ly v % 1 =] a a [ 3 a o dy Y @ A 3

nSuvesdmineis lnegnafiuseansain iy uddedwansbivivindanudulilatuns
dinadadassunsusaaninsaladlvldussiiudsunuannduluwdaniune wazidu

wwmadiethlugnisasanudulaliiudusinauaganavnssununsely



20

unasuuazdaiauanug

nnsuwnadaidesdunsusaadnlasalad se NIRS wlalunisuseiuusunu
arsddlundananuaslunuiseased wuin aunsieuinasgudesiudmsudsedi
Usunalalaiulunauzidameaansuianaluglaenisvinuiearing a* (@18 0e9/uee) uay
Usanauanslalafiu sreedes FOANIR Gun wuuwnmn lutaennuemady 600-1,100 uiluwins
flamuudugniotrlunaaeunsywealunausidomedlilaldlunisadsaunislusssu
mMsvuneiiensuUisEiuUSinaegmeny duaunsussiulsinaasuadlsulusiegig
W3NAATIY29ANE1IAA U 400-2,500 Wiluimas Taeldia3es NIR spectrometer Fu 6500 i
Anduwtugaunsalslunsuseifivusunaasuauledulusiegramd nanlaluseaunisvinune
don1suusssiuUsinaegrmenulalurae 580-1,993 lulasnsusensy vasfinisuszsiiu
USunauansandurasudaniundassmaiaiessunsnsaanlasalad dewmsas NIR
spectrometer 31 6500 Tugr9mNeIAaY 400-2,500 UluLAS dauliuswesaunisly
spiufiannsathluinneiienisusefununmvosuSinumsaundulurag 0.01-2.19 n3u
sedeonsuvasininuislaegeiiussansam

wiada NIRS anansovnldlunsussiiundauanunsreluiuinauasaoni &
Yo Ao 1A MInTIvaUamA M liai e ndmeunndnne nsvaouldsinga 9ae
Usgndanian danudasasiey warlusvesevaunsativansiuunisudnle uidesdinisada
wagiaLnaunsiisuinasgudosiufifanuuiug Weldivszansamlunisviuneen

a wva I

wianTvdeugunmvasdnnaldnialndifesiuadnseiluiesuiRins sgalsiniy
Tunsadsaunisyiuneaisiemaia NIRS lundanananens Saasidosiiniidnalnli
aumsldiauusiudldnnnessnilUlflunsussuidioinisaiugniesgs Jsaumnea
s 1EAULANAI UYBIEN NN EATNAEUBN VBN AANALALLRN I HANKAZR LY &
AUNULAT S NYATYeINTING LavasAUsznauntsluna wu Ysunan Ysunaieia
USunaunse USnaansing q isznannadnusavnadiainunainvateuasliadiauefu
suatasinvonAiaile Wy 1A3es FQANIR Gun wuunnm 7dldanizdiennueniniu
Fusewing 600-1,100 wiluwuns yliinaderaunasuiinld uasdwarennuulugnly
mﬁﬁwmaﬂ'maaammm?]‘smmmigfmLﬁaﬁwlﬂmaaumﬁﬁt’fmuﬁq i Tunswamnaunis
yweerdaemaia NIRS Tiflnuutiugige Sufudesdnafuioafistusazuus

A1N1598197 0L LB NDANAINUNAIN VAU LALMNNAINULLUG1VDIALNTT



21

Table 1 Green/red value (a*) and lycopene content in various tomatoes.

ltems a* value Lycopene (ug.g™)
Table Thomas  Red Plum  Total Table Thomas Red  Plum Total
Number 78 132 194 162 566 57 125 194 162 538
Min -1.66 6.33 6.43 -1556 -15.56 0.66 0.59 0.53 0.05 0.05
Max 30.75 37.29 3225 3791 37.91 5.45 7.96 1194 1411 14.11
Mean 18.15 22.53 22.76 1887 20.58 2.28 3.82 6.69 7.03 4.96
SD 6.48 4.89 4.26 13.46 1.27 1.15 2.05 2.90 3.74 2.45

Table 2 Statistics of the calibration and validation equations of a* value and lycopene

content in tomatoes.

ltems No. of samples R SEC / SEP Bias
a* value Cset 797 093 334 -3.34%97
Vset 337 092 291 -0.16
Lycopene  Cset 766 090 148 pgg! -2.72¢% pgg?
Vset 310 0.89 1.46 pggt  -0.15 pg.g!

Table 3 Interpretation of R and

R? values of the regression equation. (Williams, 2007)

Value of R Value of R?

Interpretation

Upto+05 Up to = 0.25
+051t00.70 0.26 to 0.49

+0.71t0 0.80 0.50 to 0.64

+0.81t0 0.90 0.66 to0.81

+091t0 095 0.831t00.90

+ 09610098 0.92to0 0.96

+0.99 > 0.98 >

Not usable in NIRS calibration

Poor correlation, Research the reasons

Rough screening

Screening and approximate calibration

Usable with caution for most applications including research
Usable in most application including quality assurance

Usable in any applications

Table 4 The characteristics of samples used in model construction for capsaicin content in chillies.

ltems Capsaicin

Min-Max 540-1,993
Mean 1,015
SD 302
Number 125
Unit ug.g*
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Table 5 The statistical analysis of NIRS models to predict capsaicin content in chillies by The

Unscrambler® program.

Quality Math Wavelength N SD R SEC SEP Bias
methods (nm)
Capsaicin Original 400-2,500 125 302 0.74 204 226 0.42

Table 6 Method validation between reference measurement and NIRS prediction of capsaicin

content in chillies.

Method to determine capsaicin contents d d?
Samples Reference Method NIR Prediction
~ v (x-y) (x-y)?
1 839 1156 -317 100489
2 914 1188 -274 75076
3 1298 1016 282 79524
4 1923 1700 223 49729
5 1894 1383 511 261121
6 1431 1444 -13 169
7 1789 1067 722 521284
8 1139 1025 114 12996
9 999 962 37 1351
10 894 868 26 669
11 1397 1103 294 86436
12 700 838 -138 19171
13 1797 1524 273 74529
14 1565 1461 104 10816
15 1650 1014 636 404496
16 619 662 -43 1835
17 539 550 -11 122
18 1100 1026 74 5476
19 1563 1939 -376 141376
20 1696 1282 414 171396
Total 25746 23209 2537 2018061
Average 1287 1160 127 100903




Table 7 The characteristics of samples used in model for caffeine content of roasted

coffee bean.
ltems Caffeine
Min-Max 0.013 - 2.191
Mean 1.18
SD 0.45
Number 152
Unit ¢.100g™* DW

Table 8 The statistical analysis of NIRS models to predict caffeine content in roasted

coffee bean by The Unscrambler® program.

Quality  Wavelength (nm) N SD R SEC SEP Bias F

Caffeine 400-2,500 152 045 098 0.08° 0.09 -0.002 6

23
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Table 9 Comparison of predicted and actual values when used NIR model to evaluate

caffeine content in roasted coffee bean samples.

Sample Actual value Predicted value Differential
X) (Y) (X-Y)
1 0.02 -0.13 0.15
2 0.02 -0.15 0.17
3 0.03 0.08 -0.05
il 0.07 0.07 0
5 0.18 0.28 -0.1
6 0.23 0.24 -0.01
7 0.24 0.11 0.13
8 0.33 0.47 -0.14
9 0.40 0.48 -0.08
10 1.05 1.10 -0.05
11 1.15 1.22 -0.07
12 1.19 1.07 0.12
13 1.43 1.44 -0.01
14 1.53 1.43 0.1
15 1.61 1.53 0.08
16 1.86 1.90 -0.04
17 1.98 1.98 0
18 2.01 1.82 0.19
19 2.07 2.23 -0.16
20 2.10 2.21 -0.11
21 2.11 2.28 -0.17
22 2.12 2.17 -0.05
23 2.13 2.12 0.01
24 2.15 2.09 0.06

2.17 2.20 -0.03

N
(G,
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Table 10 Interpretation of residual predictive deviation (RPD) values for the performance

ability of calibration models. (Nicolai et al., 2007)

Value of RPD Interpretation

<15 the model has a poor prediction ability
1.5-20 the model can discriminate low from high values
20-25 coarse quantitative predictions
25-30 good prediction accuracy

> 3.0 excellent prediction accuracy
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Figure 2 Scatter plot of equations of a* value (A) and lycopene content (B) determined

by laboratory procedures and estimated by NIR spectroscopy in tomatoes.
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Figure 3 Regression coefficients to estimate a* value and lycopene content from the
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Figure 4 Comparison of laboratory reference values and predicted values using the NIR

model to estimate a* value and lycopene content in tomatoes.
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Figure 5 The original NIR spectra of capsaicin in chilli samples at wavelength 400-2,500 nanometres.
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Figure 6 Scatter plots for calibration model of capsaicin content in chillies.
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Figure 7 Regression coefficient for calibration model to predict capsaicin content in
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Figure 8 The original spectra of roasted coffee bean in wavelength 400-2500 nanometres.
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Figure 9 Regression coefficient plots to evaluate caffeine content of roasted coffee bean.
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Figure 10 Scatter plots of NIRS calibration model between actual caffeine content and

predicted caffeine content in roasted coffee bean samples.
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Appendix Table 1 Chemical structure and bond vibration of the absorbance bands at

various wavelengths within the NIR region. (Osborne et al., 1986)

Wavelength Bond vibration Structure Wavelength Bond vibration Structure
(nm) (nm)

713 C-H str. fourth overtone benzene 1500 N-H str. first overtone NH
738 C-H str. fourth overtone ROH 1510 N-H str. first overtone protein
740 C-H str. fourth overtone CH, 1520 O-H str. first overtone CONH,
746 C-H str. fourth overtone CH, 1520 N-H str. first overtone(intramolH-bond) ROH
747 O-H str. third overtone ArOH 1528 O-H str. first overtone(intramolH-bond) starch
760 O-H str. third overtone H,O 1530 N-H str. first overtone RNH,
762 C-H str. fourth overtone CH, 1533 C-H str. first overtone C=H
779 N-H str. third overtone RNH, 1540 O-H str. first overtone(intramol,H-bond) starch
790 N-H str. third overtone ArNH, 1570 N-H str. first overtone -CONH-
806 N-H str. third overtone RNH, 1580 O-H str. first overtone{intramol,H-bond) starch, glucose
808 2xN-H str.+2xN-H def.+2xC-N str RNHR' 1620 C-H str. first overtone =CH,
815 N-H str. third overtone RNHR' 1645 C-H str. first overtone R-CH-CH
832 2xN-H stro+2xN-H def+2xC-N str RNHR' N
840 3xC-H str. +2xC-C str. benzene o
874 C-H str. third overtone benzene 1660 C-H str. first overtone Gis-RCH=CHR'
880 C-H str. third overtone CHCl, 1685 C-H str. first overtone aromatic
900 C-H str. third overtone CHs 1695 C-H str. first overtone CHs
910 C-H str. third overtone protein 1705 C-H str. first overtone CHs
913 C-H str. third overtone CH, 1725 C-H str. first overtone CH,
928 C-H str. third overtone oil 1740 S-H str. first overtone -SH
938 C-H str. third overtone CH, 1765 C-H str. first overtone CH,
970 O-H str. second overtone ROH,H,0O 1780 C-H str. first overtone cellulose
990 O-H str. second overtone starch 1820 O-H str.+2xC-O str. cellulose
1000 O-H str. second overtone ArOH 1900 O-H str.+2xC-O str. starch
1015 2xC-H str.+3xC-H def. CH; 1900 C=O str. second overtone -COH
1020 2xN-H str.+2 amide | protein 1908 O-H str. first overtone POH
1020 N-H str. second overtone ArNH, 1920 C=0 str. second overtone CONH
1030 N-H str. second overtone RNH, 1940 O-H str.+O-H def. H,O
1037 2xC-H str+2xC-H def.+(CH,), oil 1950 C=0 str. second overtone - COR
1053 2xC-H str.+2xC-H def.+(CHy), CH, 1960 N-H asym.str.+amide Il CONH,
1060 N-H str. second overtone RNH3 1980 N-H asym.str.+amide Il protein
1080 2xC-H str.+2 xC-C str. benzene 2000 2xO-H def.+C-O def. starch
1097 2xC-H str.+2 xC-C str. cyclopropane 2000 N-H sym.str.+amide Il CONH,, CONHR
1143 C-H str. second overtone aromatic 2030 C=0 str. second overtone CONH,
1152 C-H str. second overtone CH; 2050 N-H sym.str.+amide Il protein
1170 C-H str. second overtone HC=CH 2050 N-H asym.str.+amide Il CONH,
1195 C-H str. second overtone CH, 2080 O-H str.+O-H def. ROH, sucose, starch
1215 C-H str. second overtone CH, 2100 2xO-H def+2xC-O str. starch
1225 C-H str. second overtone CH 2110 N-H sym.str.+amide Il CONH,, CONHR
1360 2xC-H str.+C-H def. CHs 2132 N-H str.+C=0 str. amino acid
1395 2xC-H str+C-H def. CH, 2140 =CH str+C=Cstr. HC=CH
1410 O-H str. first overtone ROH 2150 2 x amidel+amidelll CONH,
1415 2xC-H str.+C-H def. CH, 2160 2 x amidel+amidelll CONHR
1417 2xC-H str+C-H def. aromatic 2180 2 x amidel+amidelll protein
1420 O-H str. first overtone ArOH 2190 CH, asym.str.+C=str. HC=CH
1430 N-H str. first overtone CONH, 2200 CH str.+C=0 str. -CHO
1440 O-H str. first overtone sucrose, starch 2242 N-H str.+NH;" def. amino acid
1440 2xC-H str+C-H def. CH 2252 O-H str.+ O-H def. starch
1446 2xC-H str+C-H def. aromatic 2276 O-H str.+ C-C str. starch
1450 O-H str. first overtone starch, H,O 2280 C-H str.+ C-H def. CH,
1460 N-H str. first overtone CONH, 2294 N-H str.+C=0 str. amino acid
1471 N-H str. first overtone CONHR 2310 C-H str.+ C-H def. CH,
1480 O-H str. first overtone(intramolH-bond) glucose 2323 C-H str.+ C-H def. CH,
1483 N-H str. first overtone CONH, 2336 C-H str.+ C-H def. cellulose
1490 N-H str. first overtone CONHR 2347 CH, sym. str.+=CH, def. HC=CH CH,
1490 N-H str. first overtone(intramol,H-bond) CONH, 2352 C-H def. second overtone cellulose
1490 O-H str. first overtone(intramol,H-bond) cellulose 2380 O-Hdef. second overtone ROH
1492 N-H str. first overtone ArNH, 2461 C-H str.+ C-C str. Starch




