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5. Abstract

Chemical compositions are the most important thing that indicates grain quality and
their products. In current study, chemical compositions such as moisture, protein, amylose, max
viscosity, glucose, sucrose, oil quality or aflatoxin content were analyzed in laboratory. The aim
of this research was to evaluate the efficiency of Near Infrared Spectroscopy (NIRS) for
estimating chemical compositions and aflatoxin content of maize grain and flour. This research
was conducted at postharvest processing research and development division during year 2015-
2018. Two hundred and fifty-three samples of maize grain and flour from different varieties of
maize harvested at different time intervals were collected. All samples were analyzed for
chemical compositions and aflatoxin contents by reference methods and also scanned by NIRS
at wavelength 400-2500 nanometer. The Unscrambler software was used for Partial Least
Squares (PLS) regression. The Results of modeling for moisture, protein, amylose, max viscosity,
glucose and sucrose showed strong correlation coefficient (R =0.83-0.97) and low standard error
of prediction (SEP), while oil quality (acid value and peroxide value) and aflatoxin contents
showed high correlation coefficient (R =0.84-0.97) and slightly high SEP. This study indicates that

NIRS can be used to precisely predict for moisture, protein, amylose, max viscosity, slucose and



sucrose of maize grain and flour, whereas equations of oil quality and aflatoxin need to improve

for more accurate prediction.
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1. mMawieudens  uTsedadauazudmandninefifiauniminagdudmou - 250
fhetne  ihlutansgedunaslneussgluwadmiuinmsgadunamweaaies  Near  Infrared
Spectrometer u 6500 Inefldvannsasviouuas (Reflection) fimaenaaaw 400-2500 w1luLng

2. Anesisdusznaumandl Ainseiiiunutulaeldfeuaniou UTinaulusiudaeds

nitrogen combustion (AOAC, 2006) AsEiaumilnglesos Brabender Micro Visco-Amylo-



Graph agiilag (Juliano, 1979) ‘e fewades HPLC "3Lﬂmzﬁ@mmw1§7ﬁuﬁm¢h Acid value (AV)
waz Peroxide value (PV) (AOAC, 1995) wavansualainandusie ELISA test kit

3. @5198un15 aSNauNITannesllRdualsvMAlla Partial Least Square Regression (PLSR)
Taalgdlusinsy The Unscrambler® version 9.7 (CAMO, Oslo, Norway) w%amﬁ%ﬂ%’uﬂwamw g
Fadenaunisiiiaiauduiiug (R) g9 Araruaataiadeulun1siasizy (Standard Error of
Calibration: SEC) LLawhmmﬁmwmmmmgmmaaaumiﬂizLﬁw‘{”l (SEP) ¢
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AanUAvasitag1elunsiaunTs

\Auseesdnlnnduau 253 fetne luinrnsgaduuastugiu Near Infrared finnueAdu 400-
2500 wilums (Figure 1) Mntuthundinnesivunuentu Wiy earmiingage Vi ofilaa
hana 2 wiia #o nglea wazglasa auamiududandunse (AV)  wagAeudiu (PV) uay
Usinaasworiamendusadiluiosjifing wud whadilne  fenudueglurng 6.89-37.98%
Tushufiraglutae 7.24-9.229% USunmhmangleaeglutng 1.13-1.46% glasa 1.08-132% A
dhdusurendunsa (AV) fiAnagluyie 4.70-135.41 Tadnsy KOH/n$unisfu (mgkOH/g) AnAanuiiu
(PV) reglutng 1.03-40.97 ﬁaaﬂ%’mamuﬁaj/ﬁ’lﬁu 1 Alansu (mEg/ke) wazUIunaansuenamendueg
Tut29 0-307 ppb (Table 1)

AnantRvoshogautimandrinaililunisvhaunsanutuiisegiugag 10.75-16.779%UsRuslen
0glur29 6.05-10.20% UTinaheangleaeglutag 1.13-1.46% glasa 1.08-1.31% Anunintniiudiusn

auunsn (AV) dAreglutie 4.70-135.41 §adn3u KOH/N3u1U (mgkOH/g) Aauiiu (PV) dreg)

Tugs 1.03-40.97 ﬁaﬁﬂ%’mmgiiﬁ/ﬁwﬁu 1 Alansu (mEgrkg) wazUSunaansuenamenduilaagluyas
0-164.40 ppb (Table 2)

Asasvaun1sUszfivaauninadauazuladialnadaemaiia NIRS
aivaunsUsTliuUTInaunuTy Wiy oilaa aruvitingean Aun iy dinaglasa Wnng

nalaa wazUSunaansuelaimendu aieds PLS regression wuu Full cross validation

X
ANUYY
ammiﬂimﬁumm%ﬂumﬁmLLazLLﬂQWan%’niwmﬁmmmé’mﬁuﬁ‘qa Tagdian R winfiu 0.96 waw

0.97 guau FeA R Neglugae + 0.96-0.98 vanefisaunisanansaldlunisuseiunmninla (William,



2007) aumsUssiduamutulusdaian SEC uay SEP geanaunsdmiuusuiliuwts wand  (SEC =
2.06% uway 0.28%; SEP=2.13% uay 0.30% luaunisuszfiuudauazutaandinlnasuaisu)
ARAEUDINARIITENIATILE AN TS TuATiléan  NIRS (Averages of difference between
actual and NIR values, Bias) WU -0.0092% uay 0.0063 sua ey wavidadeilineideduaunis
(Factor, F) $1uau 3 way 15 Jade luaunisussiiunmuiuvesdauazuimlandinamudsu was

ANNEMAAUTALYAD 400-2500 ulwwns (Table3)

Tushiu

aunsUssiuSinalusivludadinefienuenady  400-2500  wiluwes  wudn o dien
ANudIRusaslag R = 0.87 A1 SEC=1.95%, SEP=2.33%, Bias=-0.014% @1 F Wiy 16 uay SD=3.89%
aun1sUseiulusiulundananndninaldauenady  800-2500 wiluiuns fAnAnuduiugandy
aunsiladlunsusedussinalusauluwda laeden R = 0.94 A1 SEC=0.30%, SEP=0.32%, Bias=-

0.0005% @1 F w11AU 7 wae SD=0.91% (Table3)

adilaa

aunsU3unaeilaaluwdauazudumandninafiianuduiusroudigalasiiin R = 0.93 uaz
0.88 A1 SEC=0.70% W@y 0.74% SEP=0.98% Way 0.83% Bias=0.0085% Waz 0.013% A1 F 1Ay 16
way 7 A1 SD=1.87% uwar 0.1.54% Marueniadu 400-2500 ulumns wag 800-2500 wluIAS
dnsuaunisunaelaaluudawazudsnandnlnanudwu (Table3) Twsaeiinisussdfiudsunae
Maaludvouuyd 105 [AnueMeaUY9AAY 940-2222 UTLAT (Siriphollakul et al., 2017)

GUGRRHVDELEG

aunsUszdiudanuviingsgalumdadnlng  innuenaau 800-2500 wiluwns wud e
ANudIusaslag R = 0.83 A1 SEC=27.04 BU, SEP=35.02 BU, Bias=0.038 BU @1 F winiu 16 uag
A1 SD=47.91 BU. aumsuszdiuAnramiageaelundemandlnaldanuenadu 400-2500 unly
wes laedlA R = 0.94 A1 SEC=29.79%, SEP=31.91%, Bias=0.46% @1 F Wiy 7 waz SD=87.59%
(Table3)

ﬁ’]ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬂiﬁuazﬂgiﬂﬁ

am'ﬁﬂimﬁuﬁﬂmaﬂ@ﬂﬂaﬁm R qqﬂ’jwﬁwma@ma ImaammiﬂizLﬁuﬁﬁmaﬂqiﬂaiumﬁmaz
utlaantlnedlan R= 0.85 wag 0.95 auanau dA1 SEC(0.04% wag 0.02%) way SEP(0.05% uag
0.06%) ¢ wardlAn Bias=0.00001% uaz 0.0009% A1 F Wiy 12 uaz 19 war SD=0.08% AINAIHU
(Table3) ﬁﬁw%’uammiﬂizLﬁuﬁwma@maﬁmmmmﬁu 400-2500 wluwas A1 R=0.84 uag 0.91
Tunsusadudasazudmannudisu wasluaunsildusaduwdaiien SEC=0.03%, SEP=0.04%,
Bias=-0.00002% @1 F widu 8 uax SD=0.06% ammiﬁiﬁﬁﬂizLﬁuﬁﬂma@maiuuﬂqmnﬁm
SEC=0.02%, SEP=0.03%, Bias=-0.0015% A1 F wi1fU 18 kaz SD=0.05% a6y (Table3)



AN wLingiy

aunsUssiueaundunsauazaanuiluadadning Menueniedy 800-2500 waz 400-
2500 wiluuns amaey legaunsuseduaianudunsa (AV) fAn R = 092 @1 SEC=17.42
mgKOH/g, SEP=22.82 mgKOH/g, Bias=-0.763 mgKOH/g &A1 F winiu 12 way A1 SD=43.64 mgKOH/s.
aun1sUsEliuAIALSU (PV) dA1 R = 0.92 A1 SEC=3.37 mEq/kg, SEP=4.32 mEq/kg, Bias=-0.090
mEg/kg &A1 F windu 10 wag A1 SD=8.16 mEqg/kg. dwsuaunisuseiiuaraudunsa (AV) wagan
Ay (PV) Tuutanlandolng Tauenadu 400-2500 wag 1000-2500 uiluuns auaisu Tng
aunsuszfiuarnudunsa (AV) fA1 R = 0.93 A1 SEC=15.47 mgKOH/g, SEP=18.44 mgKOH/g,
Bias=-0.178 mgKOH/g diA1 F WAy 13 waz A1 SD=42.33 mgKOH/g. aun1susziiiuainuiu (PV) i
A1 R = 0.97 A1 SEC=2.37 mEq/ke, SEP=4.92 mEqg/kg, Bias=0.033 mEq/kg &A1 F VAU 19 waz A1
SD=10.31 mEg/kg. (Table3)

waWamanau

aumiﬂizLﬁuﬂ‘%mmaﬁLLaWa’maﬂs?juiumﬁmLLazLLﬂW\Imﬁn‘IWm‘[ﬁ'fmmmm?iu 400-2500 ’LJ’]I‘L!
wes laedlAn R = 0.87 way 0.93 auaiu aunisuseliuasuenamenduluian e SEC=37.33 ppb,
SEP=41.34 ppb, Bias=-0.026 ppb A1 F WU 12 wag A1 SD=76.33 ppb. aun1suseiiiuaisuanan
nenduluntanandnlnadal SEC=11.48 ppb, SEP=22.48 ppb, Bias=0.852 ppb A1 F Wiy 17 uag
SD=32.52 ppb (Table3)

A1 Regression coefficient

PMNNTUAATIERNEDANIETS PLS wuu full cross validation Wu31 Regression coefficient o4
aunsUsEuANTuLER ﬁmqqﬁmmmm?{u 970 1152 1410 wag 1940 urluiuas (Figure 2-3)
denndasfu Mesic wasmme (2005) Admueniadu 1940 uiluuns Tunisadiseunsuszdivanudu
Tutnand lurasfiaunsussduenutuutaand1nlnaian Regression coefficient gefinauemadu
760 1098 1395 1510 way 2000 wiluuns(Fieure 2-3) TafinueIndu 760 wiluiuns fauduius
FuusinanilushognaOsbomne et al., 1993)

aun1susefiulusiureandadnlnanazutanardilnailan Regression coefficient qqﬁmm
g12AAW 970 1490 1528 1940 2030 2050 wax 2180 Ul aun1sUsuiuvinaeilaavesudauay
udstlnadalne fle1 Regression coefficient gafiAnaE1aIAAY 990 1528 1900 Way 2276 unluluns
dmdvaunsildluwda LLaﬂﬁmgqﬁmmmmﬁu 990 1900 2100 uay 2276 wiluuns d1wsuaunisi
Tdluudenan (Fisure 2-3) aunisussliuaraumnilnganveaudanasuianaridislng a1 Regression
coefficient qﬁimmmm?{u 938 990 1450 1528 1540 1900 2100 2276 way 2461 WLULUAST
(Figure2-3)



TuaunsUssduuimnaninanglaalusdauazuionanndnlng d1 Regression coefficient g4l
ANNE1IAAY 913 990 1020 1395 1480 1780 1900 1940 2050 2310 wag 2323 WlLUAT FTiAINLET
Adu 1480 ulumsiianuduiusiuihaanglaaluwdad1nlng (Figure 2-3) (Osborne et al., 1993)
aunsussidiuUimnaninaglasalusdauazutivland1iing lasaruemeauiiinsgaduuasgde 790
970 1360 1415 1430 1490 1510 1765 1900 2000 2050 2280 Waz 2323 wiluwun(Figure 2-3)

Tuannsusziliuimamanudunse (AV) Tusdauazudaiandilng lnsauenaduid
ﬂ’]i@ﬂ""?fULLﬁﬂq\‘lﬁ@ 900 1020 1215 1360 1450 1580 1705 1900 1940 2100 2110 wag 2280 2310 uay
2347 ulwans (Figure 2-3) aunsuseluuSunamanuiu (PV) lumauazudananndilng aanuen
ﬂ?{uﬁﬁmiam%’mmqﬁa 713 915 1053 1037 1215 1395 1410 1510 1533 1705 1900 1908 1980 uag
2276 wag 2323 uluuns (Figure 2-3)

aunsUszifiuSunaansuenamenduluwdadalne wuin muenrauiinsgadulasgsie
790 970 990 1152 1360 1430 1490 1510 1765 1900 2000 2050 2160 2252 2280 2323 Wy 2336 U
Tuluns (Figure2-3)

Osborn (1993) 789737 finaue1IAAY 990 1528 1900 2000 2100 2252 UA¥2276 ululuns

YR

fanudunusiuuds ﬁﬂammm‘ﬁu 1030 1360 1490 1510 1695 1980 2030 2050 Uazr2180 WIlULUAT

v v §w

JaNnudunusfuUsSUIlUSAY N1A0819AAY 1440 WAz 1480 UNLLNASTANUFUNUSAU U lum S
mmé’fmﬁuﬁ‘ﬁuﬁwmaﬁimaLLazﬁ’]maﬂQIﬂa PANULIIARY 1490 WAL2336 UNLULUAT ANUAUNUS
cellulose NAMUBIAAUL 970 1450 kA 1948 UNIULLUASIANUFURUSAULN AN1IAAY 928 1037
2323 1az2347 unluluasiauduiusiuerUsenauveuiiu asuladn auniswaididaden
= v Y] & H a H & T '3 o

NetesiuasAusznauves U1 Wiy e wlanisy waglaa wazuilu daduesduszneunanlu

fegrauaatazntaanitnline

n13UsTuAMUNABLtug1vadENNIT

deaunsunldussduiiegnady nuiaunsildussdiuudedanuwiusinitaunsildlunng
Uszifiuadn uazaun1sia 18 aun1siAANLAANAINLIATFIUTesANN1TUSEEY (SEP) fndnAAly
Jeanasguanaiedevesmslinsziluiesufoinng (D) Tnewdadnlneaumsililsuiiunnutud
A1 SEP=2.13% WazSD=7.79% lUsAu SEP=0.34% LagSD=0.61% oillaa SEP=0.98% way SD=1.87%
A1AUNilagean SEP=35.02(BU) uagSD=47.91(BU) fﬂm’laﬂqiﬂa SEP=0.05% WazSD=0.08% 1i1n1a
izﬂma SEP=0.04% wagSD=0.06% A1asLlunsn SEP=22.84 mgKOH/g WagSD=43.64 mgKOH/g A"
AU SEP=4.32 mEq/kg kazSD=8.16 mEq/kg @nswanaImendu SEP=37.33 ppb wazSD=76.33 ppb
AuaIRu(Figure 2)

Tnowdaudaandnlnaaunisilduszidliuanuduiien SEP=0.34% uazSD=1.10% lUsiu
SEP=0.32% UagSD=0.91% aillaa SEP=0.83% uag SD=1.54% A1Auvilagean SEP=31.91(BU) uag



SD=87.59(BU) ¥mnanglaa SEP=0.06% wazSD=0.08% un1aglasa SEP=0.03% uazSD=0.05% @1
a1ufunsn SEP=18.44 mgKOH/g warSD=42.33 mgKOH/g A1A31U#AY SEP=4.92 mEq/ke Wa
SD=10.31 mEqg/kg  @suanaImendu SEP=22.48 ppb warSD=32.52 ppb s1ua19u (Figure 3)

9. ajunanIsnaaaLazdalauaIuL

walla NIRS aunsadinlduszifiupanimuazesdusznaunaeivessdauazudaandilng
14 Tneldmdnnisassiounasiinruerdasnduded

1. emuemAdu 400-2500 wilues T miunsussifivanatu Weiu efilaa dnanglaa
thaglasa Aenuiiu wasUinuasuentamendulusdadnnlng wasdssduarudu Aarumiln
avan tnnaglasa AaundunsanarUSinuasuenamenduluutarndlna

2. AaemIAAY 800-2500 uiluimng Tdmsunsussidiulusiu efilaa nglaaluudaan way
Aauniingaan Aanuilunsaluwaad1alng

3. ewEMeAY  1000-2500  wilumng M@ mduussidudianuiiuluntslandilne

TnsannsnUssiiuUBinuaradu sy oflea Ammmingagn dnanglaauazelasald
pgaiUsgAnBam  Ifanduuarlivinanefiosn  aunsiililunisussiiuutioaniiruusiuging
aunsildlunmsussiumdnining  osnddeudiniusguaziinmeaandeulunisussidium
naumsildlunsuseiiuudadnlne dmduamanudunsa denuiiu westSinumsuenamendy
Tusdauazudaiandnlnn  wuhaumsdsdinnunainedeulumsussifiudeudnegs il

wiugtunsUszdiue Jsdeslinnsusulgraunsivelilaaunisniiuseansainung s
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Table 1 The characteristics of maize grain samples used for model construction by NIRS

ltems Moisture Protein Maximum Amylose Glucose Sucrose | Acid value Peroxide Aflatoxin
viscosity value
Min -Max 6.89-37.98 | 7.24-9.22 | 138.00-305.23 | 17.00-27.12 1.17-1.46 | 1.06-1.32 | 4.70-135.41 | 1.22-29.02 0-307.00
Mean 14.21 8.4 305.23 21.17 1.30 1.20 88.03 11.41 63.67
SD 7.79 0.44 47.91 1.87 0.08 0.06 43.64 8.16 77.33
Number 222 189 216 154 166 91 91 84 234
Unit % % BU % % % mgKOH/g mEag/kg ppb
Table 2 The characteristics of maize flour samples used for model construction by NIRS
ltems Moisture Protein Maximum Amylose Glucose Sucrose | Acid value Peroxide Aflatoxin
viscosity value
Min -Max 10.75-16.77 | 6.05-10.20 | 186.00-581.00 | 17.00-23.87 1.13-1.46 | 1.08-1.31 | 4.70-135.41 | 1.03-40.97 0-164.40
Mean 12.73 7.75 333.32 20.42 1.33 1.19 65.81 12.34 38.30
SD 1.10 0.91 87.59 1.54 0.08 0.05 42.33 10.31 32.52
Number 253 183 166 113 87 106 127 103 80
Unit % % BU % % % mgKOH/g mEg/kg ppb
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Table3 Results of PLSR calibration for predicting moister, protein, max viscosity, amylase,

glucose, sucrose, acid value, peroxide value and aflatoxin content of grains and flours

Quialities Wavelength R SEC SEP Bias F SD
(nm)

Grain moisture content 400-2500  0.96 2.06 2.13 -0.0092 3 7.79
Flour moisture content 400-2500  0.97 0.28 0.34 0.0063 15 1.10
Grain protein 400-2500  0.87 0.26 0.34 0.0009 20 0.61
Flour protein 800-2500  0.94 0.30 0.32 -0.0005 7 0.91
Grain amylose content 400-2500  0.93 0.70 0.98 0.0085 16 1.87

Flour amylose content 800-2500  0.88 0.74 0.83 0.013 7 1.54

Grain max viscosity content  800-2500  0.83 27.04 35.02 0.038 20 4791
Flour max viscosity content  400-2500  0.94 29.79 31.91 0.46 7 87.59
Grain glucose content 400-2500  0.85 0.04 0.05 0.00001 12 0.08
Flour glucose content 800-2500  0.95 0.02 0.06 0.0009 19 0.08
Grain sucrose content 400-2500  0.84 0.03 0.04 0.00002 8 0.06
Flour sucrose content 400-2500 091 0.02 0.03 -0.0015 18 0.05
Grain acid value 800-2500  0.92 17.42 22.82 -0.763 12 43.64
Flour acid value 400-2500  0.93 15.47 18.44 -0.178 13 42.33
Grain peroxide value 400-2500  0.92 3.37 4.32 -0.080 10 8.16
Flour peroxide value 1000-2500  0.97 2.37 4.92 0.033 19 10.31
Grain aflatoxin 400-2500  0.87 37.33 41.34 -0.026 12 76.33
Flour aflatoxin 400-2500 0.93 11.48 22.48 0.852 17 32.52

R: Coefficient of correlation, SEC: Standard error of calibration, SEP: Stand error of prediction; Bias: The average difference between

actual value and NIRS value, F: The number of factors used in the calibration equation, N: Number of sample SD: Standard deviation

of average

12
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value (X-axis) vs. by NIRS (Y-axis).
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Actual value (X-axis) vs. by NIRS (Y-axis).
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