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Q‘U'%Iﬂﬂ mﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁi’mqﬁszaqﬁtﬁaﬁwmmwﬁﬂ Raman spectroscopy a¢ Fourier Transform Infrared
(FT-IR) spectroscopy Saufunsinszidaaluaving eduisfnnsesnstasudununsdudhuilnadu
Tneshegnssznousaetualafiu 35 feghs uazfegnaiualepuilduuunedisesu 05, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 waz
10% (w/v) 8n 35 fawg9 1935 pre-processing laun Standard Normal Variate (SNV), Normalization +
Multiplicative Scatter Correction (MSC) wag Normalization + MSC + 1°* derivative #8310 Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) uansn1suennguvasiegeiiiuusmsioussziu 2% Jululdesnetaauileld
Raman spectroscopy 3a1AU SNV %39 Normalization + MSC Iu%mzﬁ FT-IR spectroscopy Tnansuen
nauilidaaunaziinnsdeuiuresteyaunnnin Msilasgsiaie Partial Least Squares-Discriminant
Analysis (PLS-DA) wanslifiuinsia SNV uaz Normalization + MSC flaauanunsalunisvitunedisuay
Indieetu Tnsannsansadusegnefivasutudusyiu >2% Fululd 100% uinisld 15 derivative
nduililseansnmnisyiuiganas lagasu Raman spectroscopy d@nen1m@ndn FT-IR spectroscopy
Tun1snsavaounsUasutu esnnlidoyaannsuiiiiseasfongnin amnsauenanuuansised
Frog1afinunnslddaunindeldsndumadanluuming lneaniznisld Normalization + MSC

pg19lsAmL MINRILLALLAN Wi 1518 machine learning models w3ansidendisasnaudfny 91298
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Method development of milk powder adulterants detection in raw cow's milk using

vibrational spectroscopic techniques and chemometric data processing

Chusak Ardsoongnearn* Sunan Kittijaruwattana Titi Rujichao

Abstract

Milk powder adulteration in raw cow’s milk adversely impacts dairy product quality and
consumer safety. This study aimed to develop Raman spectroscopy and Fourier Transform Infrared
(FT-IR) spectroscopy combined with chemometric analysis as rapid screening methods to detect
milk powder adulteration in raw cow’s milk. Samples consisted of 35 authentic raw milk samples,
and 35 samples adulterated with milk powder at concentrations of 0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 10% (w/v).
Pre-processing techniques used were Standard Normal Variate (SNV), Normalization combined with
Multiplicative Scatter Correction (MSC), and Normalization + MSC with 1°' derivative. Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) clearly distinguished adulterated samples at concentrations >2%,
especially when using Raman spectroscopy preprocessed with SNV or Normalization + MSC, while
FT-IR spectroscopy showed unclear separation and higher data overlap. Partial Least Squares-
Discriminant Analysis (PLS-DA) confirmed that SNV and Normalization + MSC yielded comparable
prediction accuracies, successfully identifying all adulterated samples at levels >2%, whereas
incorporating the 1°' derivative resulted in significantly reduced predictive performance. In
conclusion, Raman spectroscopy outperformed FT-IR spectroscopy due to its greater spectral detail,
particularly when combined with Normalization + MSC pre-processing. Further developments, such
as selecting optimal spectral regions or employing machine learning algorithms, could improve

detection accuracy at adulteration levels below 2%.

Keyword: raw milk, milk powder, adulteration, Raman spectroscopy, FT-IR spectroscopy,

chemometrics, PCA, PLS-DA
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Uasuduuunsluihualadvdmansenuluianinaderassuugnavnssuuavassuna lnglanigeeeiewie

nuaInsidedlauuvihnsnanduNAveg19NRemINNInTsIY e sUasuuuryi i IaSuTe
wnnAvlunaniiaudunouiaslidusssy venanilidsdmasien ndnualvesgaamvnssuuulnglunaie
AaUsewme uavidfgfedimansenuienuweiurasiusinanelulssme (uwiuii, 2557)

lumugunmuazanulasady nisuasuduuunsludunlafuveianeliiindunsieseguilaa

'
a1

dosnnnssuiunisasaeumawagmanauitldlfinasguenailugnmsiudeureaunisidelfianls
SntanmAmalnruinsveswandaeidldazbidieusinduiuladuud (Chitra, 2021) Fsdanansgny
Taonssieduslan Taslamglunguiinuasionsuildsuunmnlassnmsomsiasuuslssdoy

nsuUadaflugruzmiisnuifnid mduguanuamiualawasedasusiug dnsgnings
muddvestymaingn warldsliuinasmsine detestusazuiladaymnislasuduuanduig
Tafu ogslsfiniu nsnsaaeunisUasuUudie3snismaaiuuudaiu Wy HPLC wuud i uay
Capillary Zone Electrophoresis (CZE) fias1fanatsuszns weluguainusinga anuwiug uwas
ANUENNTaluNINTIEeUMBE 191NN (Chen et al, 2020; Wang et al., 2020)

seanuAmiveanaluladmslieseilutlagty wadeawnlvsalnduuudu (vibrational
spectroscopy) 33uUNSUsERIaNaToYaTLLAlLLUNING (chemometric data processing) a1l
unumarAglunmsnmaanzinistasululundndudionns weldasinandvelailisuraielsznns wu
ANUTINGTIUNITIATIER AUuugIas lvianediegns waranunsniinseiesduseneunateviianson
Aula (Lohumi et al,, 2015; Domingo et al., 2014; Nunes, 2014)

st B neTTiensinsUaomduumsluiusilafufemedeadninsalnduuudunagnis
Uszananateyaidia chemometrics Jalanuddnegadaionisenszdulszaninmmsmsiaaeununin
huslavestszindlng TBn1sfinanasdisfueunaiiuagauuiuglunismsaaou anfuruLay
nalumsiiasedt uazanusoluuszgndlilunisnsinaey a gafuiiuAuld venaind nmsiaun
WNINTIVIATIEIRINaNGERnARBi ULl UI8YRITTUIALUNTENTEAUNINTEIUANYABAAEDIMS uaL
MINALIRAANNTINNNYNTVR WA IneRstieiasuassnnuduudsiiussuunsnsaaaunun Iy
iunlavesUszina Suagihlugnisadrsanudosuldiuguilnadsluassinasema uagniswam
gnavnssuuslveee iy é’hamaﬁ m9isuiteiauiBnsnnTinsgimsUsoutuuunduiuuledy

mawaiinawninsalnUuuudusaznisussaianadoyaids chemometrics Jsfiauddguazinluag19gs



dielsinsudadnifiniesflofiiuszansnnlunisnsnasuuazaunuamniniiuala sursdiludnmudly
Jaymnsdasuluuansluihulafvegeivssavsnmuasdedu

Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) Jumafianisimsziideaninsalndfionds
ndnmsgeanausddunlsusavedluiana shliAnnisdunaznsvyuvesiussiadl 1a3es FT-IR Usznousie

o A

dudAayAe interferometer viminfiuendiuas IR oonu 2 §1uas Bunszan beam splitter Tngduas
wilvwzasiouninnszanasil wardnduasasiouninnszaniadoudl Wl oduawisdessiuiuaziin
interference pattern #3801 interferogram %a%gﬂLL‘anL“ﬂuaL‘Uﬂm%’ué’waumﬁmmﬂmmam%ﬁL’%&Jmfw
fourier transform ann3udilduansanuduiusszninsnisgandunasiuiavadu lvamnsaseymy
Hendunazlassadaluianala dofves FT-IR Aedaruligs Wuarlumslnseides waglidnsndiu
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A urdyIusuNIunf (Baker et al,, 2014)
[ a a ¢ a A 9 ¢ a !

Raman spectroscopy LJuwaiiansinsenidauninsalnlieondeusingnisainisnseidsuulyl

gangu (inelastic scattering) vaduailennnsznuiuluanavesans Weuanawesnnnsznuiieg1a lnau
v lrluanaiansaunseaundsuaiiou (virtual state) wiimendsnueenulugurein1Inszidauas
nsnszdedulngazilusuuangu (Rayleigh scattering) NilAMUAWNAULAINNNTZNY wAaziin13nszid

v o 6

UNAILAINE 1A NkAmNNSENUS N Raman scattering ALANGIYBINE s UTF LTS YU
Furestusziaiiluliana vildanusaldseyriinuarlassadavesansld madeiideffelifonnion
Frethe ldvhanesegns wazansainssiasldnueuds veunad uariie venanilsiansold
Annwiansluseiulilasunslfidlelismiundeaganssm (Baker et al, 2014)

Chemometrics Wun1suszgndldnannisnisadacansuazadflun1sinsieideyaniaad
ImsjLawwasms“fﬂumﬁlmwﬁsﬁaagaaLﬂﬂm%’u‘ﬁ'%%aumﬂLmﬁﬂ FT-IR Lag Raman spectroscopy
(Baker et al., 2014) wadian1g chemometrics Aieuldusznaudion1suszanaaunasu (spectral
processing) 1yu mimauﬁ’uﬁ’ (derivatization), standard normal variate (SNV) ag multiplicative
scattering correction (MSC) (Rohman et al., 2020) uaﬂﬁlﬁﬂ‘ﬁuﬁjﬂiwﬁﬂL%ﬂﬁﬂmﬁ%mﬂﬂizmw
(classification) ﬁgﬂLLUUﬁm‘iSﬂui (supervised) Wu linear discriminant analysis (LDA) waguuulaifinng
L%EJ‘L!%J (unsupervised) W principal component analysis (PCA) (Biancolillo and Marini, 2018) d1%%U
NMTIATITATIUTI Ansldmelianisaeuiisuraigdalls (multivariate calibration) Wy partial least
square regression (PLSR) waz principal component regression (PCR) (Romia and Bernardez, 2010) N1
14 chemometrics saduwmalinatuninsalndeiglnauisaiiasgiesnusznoumaaillalnensdaglides
IWarsafiiang vilfantuneunislessinarJgmiiisadestiunismssusaegas (Biancolillo and
Marini, 2018)

nsUasuduluuniinanesuiuy wu madiud mswauusandadade maduaaedisunae

WU a1y gise wasWesunadlen siudnsAulusauaIniy wu Damded wagn1sRunuy welle
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chemometrics Frelun1siianeidoyamaniiidudouiionnatuuarssyuiinumsuaoudumanild
9g1usiug1 38n13M19 chemometrics fidealdUsznausie nsdangy (clustering) MsdmunUszLamn
(classification) Warn15itATIZYiNITannE (regression) lagldTiunumallaiiasizisige wu anlnsalnd
Taswlnns @ uasuwesiafilnih mslieszossuseneundn PCA Wumadafiugiiddalumsds
ﬁﬁayjawmaﬁmﬂi Tuvguzfinedia k-Nearest Neighbor (kNN), partial least squares-discriminant analysis
(PLS-DA) wag soft independent modeling of class analogy (SIMCA) feulglun1sinuunusginndlogis
(Grassi et al., 2022)

Du et al. (2019) lanTageunisUasuduunnsluuiaamemaila FT-IR $3uiU chemometrics 10w
FSnsiifiuszansnmlunisasinaeuanuluuudaaust msAnuilaldfegmuan 20 feguavuuns
N19N15A7 4 Bv7e TnewSeudiagnunnanfisyiunsUasNUY 0.5-10% (WA) wagynIsiaseidae FT-IR
firasavndu 650-4000 cm! ludnuAFinsievideya Wlfinatia PCA WosuiiteAnwguuuunisnssaned
Yo37aya WANUIlaLTaLENANNRANAITENINULEALAzULINaN LAg TR Felddmatia PLS-DA

o w

'l Felvinanisusnnguiidaautu lnsianizludiaavaiu 800-1800 cm! wansiasesinufiafiddny
Tuthaaradu 904-1288 cmt Faduiusiunisduveaiusy C-H, C-O-H waz C-O vasluiu nsndumss was
A5tulawnsn N1IRTINFUANUYNFBIVBIUUTIABY PLS-DA 67878 model population analysis (MPA) 11
Anrnuusiugilunissuuniaas 98% wieldfuusuds 11 &2 wonanddeanunsald PLSR lunnsuszanas
szaunsUasululadneie

Karunathilaka et al. (2017) la@nw1n15l4 Raman spectroscopy 53uAU chemometrics die
nsrvaeunITUasuvumaiuluunns logldfognsuuneduiu 38 #9819 910 4 Useina 12 Liasnds way
3 gruminmsndniuandneiu MswIeufedeilfaesisae dry-blending (DB) fimnuidudiu 0.125-2%
uay wet-blending (WB) fianaidutu 0.089-1% ludnuihiasest éldimada Pca iesuifiofinusuuuy
NsNsEAemvestaya wagld SIMCA Tun1sdnuundiegns Myinaunasu Raman vinlugae 154-3190 cm?
Tnglamadaueindu 780 nm Af1&s 100 mW man1sTaszinudl PCA @nansawensaegafidinig
Uasudueenandiegnsundlaiisesuanududu 1.0% dwsu DB wag 20.3% d1115U WB SIMCA model
7i confidence level 97% aunsansadunsUasuUulETiseiu 20.5% d1Su DB way =0.3% dwsu WB
18 lNUNAUINANAINAIDENULKIUN

U3T8ve9 Alves Da Rocha et al. (2015) lalausidnisnsiageunisuasuly whey Tuuslagly
wafla confocal Raman microscopy $3ufiU artificial neural network (ANN) aduisfifianuuiusuas
g msdnuldfograuaiiinsiu whey lusssuarududusiieg dous 0-1009% TnediAs1es Raman
spectra Tt 1,200-1,600 e Fanudayaanaudadisums 1,430 uay 1,540 cm Yedvosisinoll
FosfimswSendeeefidudeu ismeadions 1 L asuudladuazUdesliuisignmgiivies myiausas

Y

megldnaniies 5 il lagdn 3 gaseegruionnuwiug n1sias1eviveyald ANN 9131 hidden layer



19 nodes @dlsinantsviuefiuiugunnlasiien R2 = 0.9999 elugadoyafinduazgpdayanvany wie
WleuRuIanainmy HPLC way ELISA %3138 Raman-ANN fifeldiu3sunaneussnns wearusinialuns
ARSI (1 udl ilguiu 15-30 undives HPLO) lideunsensiogne wazaansanauldussuumuunnm
dmdunishinredlunaauld uenandgiannsaiinseilassademaaiildaseuaqunin HPLC
losanTalugas Raman shifts 7in¥14

Tian et al. (2022) lasaunisn1snsiageunisuasuUuyas maltodextrin (0.5-15.0%), sodium
carbonate (10-100 me/kg) waz whey (1.0-20.09%) Tuthuuiv Inglduuusiass PLS-DA uaz PLS wa

o ] [y Y 2

ANSANYINUIN NISIY 15t derivative Tun1suszulanaaunasusuiun1sAnaandwUsa835 variable

importance in projection (VIP) Iﬁﬂ‘izﬁw%mwmifé’wLLuﬂﬁﬁﬁqﬂ KWUUINABY PLS-DA @130 UNN"T
UaauUulawduegie 95.83% d@15U maltodextrin, 100% @11SU sodium carbonate, 95.84% #1u1SU
whey uay 92.25% dnsuhuniuitldiinisuasutu uenand wuusiass PLS Seaunsansaiad3unm
ﬂﬂiﬂaamﬂulﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂajﬂ 1.46% d1%19U maltodextrin, 4.38 mg/kg @115V sodium carbonate way
2.64% §19SU whey Kan15398uanaliliui1n1sly Raman spectroscopy Saufiumaila chemometrics
annsansavgeumsUasululutuivldedmnduariivsyavanm Inglddeuniousededidudou

mamsﬁﬂwm’awﬁwﬁywmﬁmaUszqﬂﬁIsﬁ’Lmﬁﬂ spectroscopy SANAUNITILATILALT
chemometrics anunsalinsiadeunsuasudunundluiulaiuldlusedunis Tnsawzemes Du et al
(2019) 74 FT-IR spectroscopy AUgfU PCA Wag SIMCA Lﬁal,wﬂﬂduﬁaaéwﬁmuLLﬁmﬂummazm&Jﬂjﬂ,éf
ag 19T Us2aNS 0w wilmade FT-IR §aided1ialun15nsi9sunisvaeudud seaus (<2%)
Suideunananudeuiuvesanasunaznanssnuaniiudiegs egslsinu SrnnisUsediunantis
Juszuuienfunaresvaiinnsussaianaa vt (pre-processing) AoAUWIUEITBINITIUNGIBENS
Uasudulusedusi

Frownil 9uidedfTaguszasd i oauiuagyssifiulssAnsamaes FT-IR uag Raman
spectroscopy $11fUN133AT1Y Ty a9 chemometrics Lawa PCA wag PLS-DA lngldinaila
pre-processing #a183UkUY \iead1uuusiansfianunsansiasunisvasuuuansuiaiafuldedis

50457 wilug wazmnzandmsunmailudszendlilunuasy
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1. @1951AdUATEITNINTFIU
2. \n3asilauazgunsal

mﬁLﬂ'ﬁzﬁmam‘dﬂiwiaiﬂmgﬁméaﬂﬁa Raman spectroscope WuU Confocal Raman Microscope
S Horiba U XploRA PLUS s3uiiulusunsy Labspec 6 WaxiA3as FT-IR Spectroscopy ¥4 PerkinElmer
Ju Spectrum Two w¥oulusunsu Spectrum IR Tunsdmiudeyaaiunasy dusunisuseaianatoyaids
chemometrics T9lUswnsy The Unscrambler X v10.3 (CAMO Software AS, Norway) Tunnsuszunawa

FATIEY LAZATIILUUINADY

3. fegneiiAnen
MIAUTIVTIULALNIIATEUFIDENS

segrahulefuiililunisinui l6sumanguinuhuniidsiegiaanaaouguniniidin
asivaeuAMAMAnA1UAdnd nsuuadnd lnednisiiudiegradudssdluwdazdund Useum 3-8
fegnwoduat antuthdeyaanasuuiinseiidsafulagds Hierarchical Cluster Analysis (HCA)
selusunsy Unscrambler X ilodnngusiogns uazusniogsiiidnvazunandnsiniegisanlngjoon
9nngy ndantuiedadoniangdes e bifuuliunisuasstuunee $1uau 35 g wldly
msfnwlaedusogsiualafuuians 35 e uazutanefeuduiegnaiuulafufifuusmnamig
Msfwiaiiasiuiue sedunadidi 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 uaz 10.0% (w/v) $1UU 35 Fega 52
fisdu 70 degns ilelilunisadauuuaendsdisademaiia PCA Fusaziresnadudeyaaiunasuiils
Mnnsiatuazihenadsvesanaiuiiing 3 afa uriiasgiidely Tnsfegsiualafugnndeuly
an1muRe (dried sample) vl oadndnsnavninfifinedyaraaunasy elunisiinsesidae FTIR
spectroscopy Wag Raman spectroscopy wenani eiinswieusedrahulefudindindnsuiunis
wensnann dmsulfidugpdeyansiaaouanugniios (validation set) iileButulstansamussiuudiasd

APAINNITIATILATY chemometrics Tudunaudaly

4. MSWRMUIITIATIZA
Fupaui 1: N13inTeufegns
1. wiseuiieg 1 uulARUUTANS LALAIDEIUNHINIINITA

2. wissudegshudlaRuinauuLraTisRusinge Tua 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 waz 10.0% (WA)



3. nausheglidniulasmawguuundnuaonussaiiedtsihusAuluinyszanm 30 Jundt dmsu
fegshulafviinauuundideusnanseuliazaredniu uasinluvenasuuususessosna
Winzay 1w Slide #A13e Aluminum foil lnefee19d1miu Raman spectroscopy 14 100 AL
g FT-R 19 200 pIL

1. Uaeelishossuiaaiivluanimgamniviesnounisinseiaiesile

fupoud 2. mafutoyaanniu

1. n53nM28 Raman Spectroscopy

1.1. 1¥iA%e4 Horiba Confocal Raman Microscope 1 XploRA PLUS muatmsyihamuselusingy
Labspec 6

1.2. \Bondrsinanadu Raman 5e1i1e 400-3400 cm! Tngllawwesnimendndu 785 nm 7l 50%
fduawes 100 mw daen parameters Tun15n il range 400-3400, AE level (cnts) 2000,

Accumulation 2, RTD time (s) 2, Autofocus at each XY point, Objective 20, Grating
1200 gr/mm, Slit 100 Wm ez hole 300 Um

1.3 shmsinfhegnainsilafuuigriuasiuufiuuundldanduneud 1 sregraties 3 asi e
Wil
2. Myinmeawmatla FT-IR spectroscopy
2.1. fsAuaTas FT-IR Spectrometer (PerkinElmer U Spectrum Two) IngAUANNITTINAUAIY
LUsunsy Spectrum IR uagldgunsal ATR (Attenuated Total Reflectance) Afnandumes
(Diamond crystal)
2.2, yhmsinanafimesiegiudlefuuiaviuasiusiiiinsmsiildnnduroud 1 luaa
AdU 550-4000 cm! Tngrmuadmnsilweslun1stn il
+ U3nn (Force applied): 50-75 N visausulvidian % Transmission aglutas 40-80%
. $undiluntsauny (Number of scans): 4 scans
- A1uazden (Resolution): 4 cm'™
« anudilunisaunu (Scan speed): 0.2 cm/s
23, Yatriegausazioganiuslafuuigriuasiuniiismdidandunoud 1 ogaties 3
%1 uasihanmsufildumanadeteuhluinmeiluduneudaly
Fumeud 3. nsUsEananatayaile Chemometric
1. thiegaanaiuilfidnglusinas The Unscrambler X v10.3 iilevinnnsussananatoyaidoiu
(pre-processing) Inefinslfinataneluiisaufuriewsniununrumnzay:
. Normalization tieannansenuannanududuaadiunndeiu wasdelinsiieudiou

SENINPIBYLAIULLUUGILINVU



+ Standard Normal Variate (SNV) wag Multiplicative Scatter Correction (MSC) \fioan
HaNSENUTIANDIN scattering effect wavAUWANATEINTIREUAAZS
+ Derivative (awﬁuﬁ‘) 1n83% Savitzky-Golay WiaiuauaziBunvesfinuazannansznuan
baseline drift ifisfufeuirdeyaluTieseilutunoudaly
2. Wnseideyaifosiuse PCA TeasBonmumsned 1 edsawnliumanszaefuaznisuen
nauvosdeyaluustaznguiogne (hudlafuuiavisiasthus i)
3. AATATITHUNNFUMETTNTIMUNYTHANTIAIUAY (supervised classification) lgiwn PLS-DA
ieairsuuuirassdmiuiuunnguiesildenadaau
4. UsslluUse@nsnnuaakuudnandsieis Cross-validation W Leave-one-out cross-validation
(LOOCV) %38 k-fold cross-validation

5. nadeukuuaameyndeyanlinelilunisasnauwuudiass (validation set) ioUsewdiu

UseAnSnmLazANNABIYBIMUUT AN TY

A19799 1 N5NAAOU PCA U93aLUARSUNTA9IN Raman microscope thag FT-IR

Raman microscope

FT-IR

Raw spectrum data

SNV

Normalization + MSC

SNV + 1% derivative

SNV + 2™ derivative

Normalization + MSC + 15 derivative

Normalization + MSC +

2" derivative

whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region

fingerprint region

whole region

fingerprint region

whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region
fingerprint region
whole region

fingerprint region

whole region

fingerprint region

U8R Whole region U84 Raman spectroscopy wag FT-IR 7% Ao 400 - 3,400 cm™* way 550 -

4,000 cm™ @1u fingerprint region U89 Raman spectroscopy Waz FT-IR A9 800 — 1,800 cm™?



Fupaud 4: nsulanawazasUna
1. wlana asunauazifenLuuaevinzaugalunnsivaeuni suasuuuantluluslady

2. enuraluzULuurensmkarn1seilaainiusunsy The Unscrambler X v10.3 wagafusienanis

A9 chemometrics agnaduseuy
NAN1SNAABILAZIANTA
1. msFeudfisuanaduiildain Raman spectroscopy uag FT-IR spectroscopy
iiensvEoUmLLANAT pdusErInsiegnshud TR UTl A RN (0%) uazsnaegafiiing
WAuunnsluseAusngg (0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 wag 10.0% (w/v) 3aldins@nudeyaanniuiials

AiemnAila Raman spectroscopy wag FT-IR spectroscopy aauansluguil 1 wae 2 mudiau iieuseiiu

1UD9AUDNaN YL AMULANAIILAE NS AT LRI A URIa UNAS UL D SEAUN AN UURI MR8 NLT Y

= ADS1-01
= A082-01
= 0_5% C006 AD35-06
m 1% C006 A047-04

C006 A048-04

]
a
-

5% C006 + A052-05

Raman hit

=

Ul 1 Raman spectra fil§a1negaihusladuFoudeuiviusladuiliiummdssfunndudy
#199) (0.5-10.0%) 3n¢ae Confocal Raman Microscope aiauadn 400-3400 cm't

TuzUfl 1 uams Raman spectra vasfognshuulafuiazfogefiinnfuusRsluszRUA19Y (0.5-10%)

LU%SULﬁauﬁuﬁﬁuuU%qmé wuhdaaidnuazedotulaesin wiiinsddsuslamesrnududiddy

Tua29 400-520 cm™, 800-1800 cm™* (fingerprint region) wag 1nd 2900 cm™ (luunarlusin)

(Hernandez and Pfluger, 2013; Zhu and Zhu, 1999)
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9e19l31M10 929 800-1800 cm™ uansdayayrawivdougs Sndudedldivaiin chemometrics wu

PCA %158 PLS-DA Tunistiedmstziiiaiuainusiuglunmswenwesiiagnstudunaudald

1044

em1

>—n

5U# 2 FT-IR spectra Mlaa1ndegsiiunlafusuiisuiuinuulafuiifisuuaeisedunnududuniieeg
(0.5-10%) Inmewaila ATR-FTIR lagldyisavaiiu 550-4000 cm?

TugUfl 2 wams FT-IR spectra vasiiagrstiuilafuiuioudisuiuiesefifinaiusmdlussdusieg (0.5-
10%) TugauavAdu 550-4000 cm’! ‘W‘U’j1miL‘ngEJULLUaQﬁﬁWﬁiUWLﬁWﬁUIWﬁ’N Fingerprint region (800
1800 cm'l) wag 939 ~2800-3000 cmt Fensduvesiuse C-H Tuusnagaenduuszanm 2900 cm™ veq
alnasu FT-IR duusivesauszneulusiu (Portaccio et al., 2023) wazlusfiu (Barth, 2007) lnglaniy
U3had 1000-1200 cm'! fiduiusiulassasiavesuaning (Nicolaou et al., 2010) finsiasuntasmudy
YeadnyaamusER UM SRnuLae wiinduaadutas Fingerprint region zaunsatsdnnuuansale
U9 winsfeuiuvesdygaluiiogeseRunIsiinunnsi (0.5-3%) vlisududeddnada
chemometrics WU PCA 3o PLS-DA Tunistiedinssiiadnifielianunsasuundesialdagiaudug

1NTIU

2. msuszulanadayalis Chemometric Ae PCA

Na9INYNSANAUNASUALARIN Raman spectroscopy kag FT-IR spectroscopy Wu3tinng

v 6 [y a

WasuwUaswesdygranduiusiussrunmsifvuuns agglsinng msuwlanaaiunasulnegnsseaiidodiin

[

Wesaniinsdouiuvesdygialuted Ay InswizNseAunIsinuLngsi (0.5-3%)
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YY) =

Aatu Fldldinealia chemometrics W o¥iediAsIsvitoyalidniaudu laaisuain Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) WVod153al W3l UNU8IN19NT2A8M0e0YA warUseliunuaunsalunis

WUNNAUYRIRIBEUNUNLARUUTANSUALAI0E 1NN SR UINITITE AU BalaRanIunITI99 2

A15199 2 LAAINANITILATIZI PCA score plots maﬁamﬁlﬁ%m Raman spectroscopy ag FT-IR

spectroscopy anatUncagu whole region MIW1U pre-processing NANAIIU

Raman spectroscopy FT-IR
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A1999 2 (619) LAAINANITILATIZI PCA score plots maa%’agaﬁié’mﬂ Raman spectroscopy tag FT-IR

spectroscopy naLUNATL whole region YW1 pre-processing AuANAIIAU

Raman spectroscopy FT-IR
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SNV + 1° derivative 0
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v

TURI597 2 WAAINANITILATIZH PCA mamagamﬂm%’mﬁiﬁma Raman spectroscopy Wag FT-IR
spectroscopy WnetUIgulisulseansn1mueanis pre-processing ¥a1e3s wuduwsin1sldveyausion
fingerprint region (800-1800 cm™) %Lﬂuﬁﬁﬂmﬁaﬂmﬂﬁé’@@mﬁwwazsuawagﬁaﬁ%’ué’ﬁgy WAINNANTT
noaadlununuil nduliaunsaifiussaniamlunssuunnguiegldiniinislideyaantaauuy
whole region TaioasiiosnannsdeuriuresduyauariansnuanasdUssnoute L fivarnvane
Tutaadanana msld whole region 3dlideyaiinseunquuazimngaunindmiunmsinsgiideafude
PCA Fbusudominausnatenizainnsitasizsilugae whole region witiuluunaiud Todunni
donAdpIfUILITEUea Karunathilaka et al. (2017) 714 Raman spectroscopy $aufu PCA Tunisasiadu

wanfiuluuune Wneszyinnisldadnesuluginingieliduundiegdladanudaiu lneanglunguind

1 o w

NsUaRLUUSEAUM (<1%) W9iludl PCA 23ddaflun1siAs1zsiuuy unsupervised wanddodinlunis
Puunngunfianuuansaiieudniies Jsuziliiosensemaliauuy supervised 1 PLS-DA iiaiiiy

Uszaninmueswuuinaedunsiwsendeyadudeu (Tian et al, 2022)

A543 a3U explained variance (%) 210 PCA 989 Raman spectroscopy Hay FT-IR

Raman FT-IR
PC1 PC2 PC3 59 PC1 PC2 PC3 59

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

ad .
18 Pre-processing

Raw data 99 1 <1 ~100 94 4 1 99
SNV 52 35 5 92 88 6 2 96
Normalization + 52 35 5 92 94 3 1 98
MSC

SNV + 1% 45 28 8 81 84 10 2 96
derivative

SNV + 2™ 35 31 8 74 65 24 5 94
derivative

Normalization + 45 28 8 81 90 6 1 97
MSC + 1°

derivative

Normalization + 35 31 8 74 76 16 3 95
MSC + 2™

derivative
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NTayalunedl 2 uag 3 MIBATIEN PCA gnldiiiad1siauuiliunisnszaneiivestayawavyuseiliy

AuaEnsalunsenngudleg s udlaf uiAnuurlusEa U199 (0.5-10%) 31nUIUNUTANS HaawS

91N PCA Score plots 9489 Raman spectroscopy wanS AN

Raw data 1A variance explained Tu PC1 g1 (99%) usilaianunsanenngusaetnafissfunsiu
usnagn (0.5-4%) ledaiau fnmsdouriuvesteyasgunn

nan3UsEIaNaToyame s SNV wag Normalization + MSC IsUssavBamidianiunsiingizs
PCA ¢78 Raman spectroscopy TafiAmasis variance explained 989 PC1 way PC2 v1AU
87% TIANITINNTAAHANTLNUIINNNTN T UAMATAIILUTUTIUYDIEN WAL NINEA MDY
#eesldeealussansam (Gautam et al., 2015) dsualianansansnngusiiognsiinisifuuy
HasEAUR (>2%) uazariugs (>5%) IdognstninuuasusiugiBeiy

n15ldeuius (1°' uay 2™ derivative) anAn variance explained atag1911n wagvilvidoya

v 1

Fudeuy ylinsiennguugas

'
a adaaa

NHANTIATIENE T5NANaRd U PCA Ao Normalization + MSC kag SNV 1839 na1115augnngs

fegnslaegadnuLazdssnyIA variance explained g4

AusunNaans PCA v89 FT-IR wuin

Raw data A1 variance explained gaunnlu PC1 (94%) uansbiiiuindeyadilugjesuiele

'
= o a

shupsrUszneundniissesduszneuiied widinsnnsdeuriuresdoyaisefunisifuuume
(0.5-3%) agetmau vilienlunisuennguiiegis

Normalization + MSC #I variance explained 310 PC1 + PC2 614 97% Lwims%’auﬂ’uﬁaga
Aoutrannidlewisufiunadnsain PCA Score plot 910 Raman spectroscopy

Normalization + MSC + 1° uag 2" Derivative wuiinslideunusdanal variance explained
Tu PC1 anavagednau (Wi 90% uay 76%) viinisuennguaseasegauiiuladn n1sldayius
vlsioyadudoutu limnglunsinsgideya FT-R gail

Standard Normal Variate (SNV) l#kafid i variance explained Tu PC1 + PC2 gfis 94% Ay
U Normalization + MSC nsld SNV (JuBnnadendimlunisan scattering effect vossae
SNV + Derivative (1% wag 2"9) vil4 variance explained anasag1suin (PC1 1o 84% waz
65%) wazn1suennguAIeg1lifivin SNV %50 Normalization + MSC 8g1ufiey n15dauiuves

ToyaiiaunTue19tniay

IINWANITIATIZH PCA 989 FT-IR spectroscopy Wu31 Normalization + MSC waz SNV 1Jw357A7gn

11999101l variance explained G LLazmmiaLL&ﬂﬂduﬁaaéﬁaiﬁ%’mau N5l derivative 914 15 wag 2™

danalyiuseansnmanasegretnuwar biadsidlutuseusaly Al n15@s1zrtudald wu PLS-DA A1g

1993231138 Normalization + MSC %38 SNV iialilananisduundiegrsiuiuduasiteiiolagen
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Lﬁ@Lﬂ%EJULﬁEJUNamS?LﬂSWﬁ PCA ﬁuaq%’ayja Raman spectroscopy Wag FT-IR spectroscopy 1oy
s muhiidnuasunnsetudell

1. U Variance Explained

Raman spectroscopy 1AMUNULUTVOIAT variance explained qﬂumﬁ% pre-processing 14U raw

data (PC1 q\‘iﬁ\‘i 99%) usiiiloldf pre-processing Sus] Tnglaniy Normalization + MSC wag SNV azlamn

'
a 1 LY = LY

PC1 wag PC2 Niaunanit (53uriu 87%) warlvinsuennguiseg1adaau lagiameiseiun1siiuusmnag
(24%) sdnsuenngulussAunmsinuune (0.5-3%) Adlianudaauluseaunil Yoyawmaniuandli
Wiwd1 wile variance explained azanauintioy uavieinUszansnmusanisuennaulanngd

FT-IR spectroscopy Iﬂﬁﬁ?iﬂ‘ﬁ variance explained Tu PC1 a3un (=84%) wiluls pre-processing

'
=Y

du9 Wu SNV wag Normalization + MSC AfamssnwIAT variance explained ﬁq\ﬂﬁﬁﬁ (=88%) LLﬁiéﬁjaigaﬁ

(% 4 LY 1

anwzdaurIUNNINNI1UBYAIN Raman spectroscopy TRz 7isyAUNSRNULRIS ibAkenngulaen
Fuilowseuiieusu Raman spectroscopy @saonndosiusiesiuuas Du et al. (2019) finudasiinves
FT-R Tunssuunsheghsasuuilusssusidesannmansynuvesiluieds

2. MUNSHENNENToya

Raman spectroscopy N13¥i1 pre-processing lagtaniz Normalization + MSC waz SNV a2e/lw

'
=Y

aN3auENNa A998 SEAUNTANUNEIA (0.5-3%) leAnitegsdaauiarlTeuiiisuiu FT-IR
spectroscopy iamﬁgﬁzﬁugﬂ (4-10%) ﬁmmaaLL&JﬂmjmléfasmLLajus]’”uLLaz%’mmuﬁﬁu

FT-IR spectroscopy iailA variance explained a4 Lwiﬂm,l,smﬂa;uiuswﬁ’umiLﬁuummeﬁ"w (0.5-
3%) ndudesninteya Raman spectroscopy finsdeuiuvesteyadeutadaau lagianzilleld
derivative agviluennguldenduoenadaan

3. NaYINI5LY Derivative

Raman spectroscopy M5l8aunus (15 wag 2" derivative) ﬁwiﬁ%’ayja%%’aumaﬁuuazam
variance explained atag13dnau dwalviussansnnlunisuennguiieganasetaiidudfgy lnsaney
Tusgdunisasutunid sdeyaduualifudeuriugs nsld derivative 3elaimangdudeya Raman
spectroscopy Gqﬂfj wiidluunensdlazdaeiiumnudnuvesiirluaunady uwinafildndurhliuuusians
Aangvianulalis

FT-IR spectroscopy WUNALULABATU Raman spectroscopy AON15M derivative vl variance
explained anasdniau uazifiunisdouvivuedoyasteiltodfey vinliussanawnisuennguiiogn
ana lawanglumsld derivative fudaa FT-IR yndiduiy

INNINTIUWUIT Raman spectroscopy Iﬁwaﬁﬁﬂﬁzﬁw%mwﬁﬁ FT-IR spectroscopy Tundueenis

LLEJﬂﬂqlll(;f’mEJ'NVIdliSﬁJUﬂ’]iLaﬂJuiJmﬁéﬁ (0.5-3%) Taenanizd old pre-processing 7iinuizay wu

Normalization + MSC wag SNV &sanunsaldlunisimuiuuudnasads chemometric sialulad daudoya
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FT-IR spectroscopy wiagil variance explained geusivadninlun1suennauiIog195eAuNISIALULNGGN
loe1nn1 Asudsideya Raman spectroscopy tUAnwsalagldinailn chemometrics Tuga Wu PLS-

DA 7iflmnuazidenuariiudguianiy iveinussansamlunisasisaeunsuasudulutunousaly

3. MTATIEARILUnUsEIANIAY Partial Least Squares-Discriminant Analysis (PLS-DA) 210

Raman Spectroscopy

srograildlunsinenduidlafviwa 35 feths wasialadvilinumsluseiu 0.5, 1.0,
2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 uaz 10% (W) s¥iuaz 5 faee1e 533 35 faeehe vildiisegaianan 70 feghs ns
Aangiailnesuaidunislagld Raman spectroscopy mamqmmmmmﬂ?iuuw whole range ¥aa
filssugnuszananaselusunsy The Unscrambler X v10.3

NPUAITILATIZI PLS-DA %’auﬂalﬁ%’umsﬂ%’mwiﬂmﬂ:ﬁ pre-processing lAwA SNV, Normalization +
MSC wag Normalization + MSC + 1% derivative Lﬁaﬂ%’uﬂqﬂamﬂwwmaaé’zymmt,azLﬁummmmsﬂumi
uENUEYIAUITNOUNINLAL LUUTIARY PLS-DA Qﬂa%fwful,ﬁaﬁwLLuﬂﬂduizwdwqﬁwuuiﬂauLLazﬂfwuu‘[ﬂﬁUﬁ
wAnunng Tagly cross-validation Wuv full cross validation hazUszliuysz@nsnInLuUTIanINIuAINIg
@i laun Explained Variance w84 Factor-1 wag Factor-2, R? (Coefficient of Determination) way RMSE
(Root Mean Square Error)

myianginasiiunislaefiansan score plot WlaUszidunsuennguiieg1e LagnTIvaeUsi
viune (Predicted vs. Reference) ileUszifiumnuusiud1veauuudians uadnéildgninlulifeusziiiu
Audululaves Raman spectroscopy Wag PLS-DA Tumsidu screening method &113UN15ATI9E0U
nsUaenUuLasluiulafu

1514 PLS-DA itesuunthunlafivuasshegeiiinisiinuanddagld Raman spectroscopy Wun
3UsEIARAaIaMTcY SNV wag Normalization + MSC (3Uf 3 uae 4) sinanisduunnguitiuunlis
108 Factor-1 wag Factor-2 annsnedutanuulsusuvesteyalalussduiivanzay (SNV: 61%,42%
WAz 25%,8%; Normalization + MSC: 61%,41% wag 26%,7% muanu) og19lsinu A1 R2 vesyndeya
validation ffwfies 0.503 (SNV) waz 0.486 (Normalization + MSC) &st3muuustaesdedidosnialuns
vihuneiegdlnildegnausiugr snsaiianainvesuuuiasdieglusyiuiidesionsan Tner1 RMSE
89N 0.70 (SNV) uag 0.72 (Normalization + MSC) Bsagvioufismnuliafiosvosuuusrasdunssiuun
nauiifanuuandafudnios Jymiaeandeatusienures Leblond et al. (2025) Auanslsifiud,
KWUUIIBDIAIN Raman spectroscopy 7% machine learning %38 chemometrics mnlifinnsdentiendu
agMIzaN v3eiTEau noise g4 1Y lANNANITavasuuItaesiun s Ul udeyalnianas

Yue?l Wei et al. (2025) 51697171 pre-processing M1kiimiangau wu derivative fildianeiunnauifves
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Fouyreu 19U bUdanuRana1nlun1sIREnNNgy 53u89A1 RMSE N1g90u wuudnaeeiinnuiaiesienas

FNUNSHIIEBU cross-validation agnaduaanauinlulgauass

Scores Scoros
“1 N
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&
o 2084
& -
%
. Acss Al .
"
° s -
~ 3 om ?" L] /
7 A A =
£ 20 . \ "
g2 SR ) % o [
. 2 - of A ' Syum "
3 10 igpcast X o \ .9.. ., s ) °
H . oo A
20 g+ @ st » 1 . L o £
= [ . ' \ . ;
. . - A ° 0.00
© p
. W T £
20 . s .
=) il . p
") ! s N :
. . Wa 4
% Py . i <
120 100 & 40 o ) 0 a X
1 (615
Erplained Variance Procictod s Rotaranca
65
Siap Offer  FMSE  R-Square|
@ fA. 05030434 22618008 07049515 5030437 3.
04797096 00048578 07454134 0.4 ::‘1‘.5‘
X/ .
%0 H
pr
) ;. j //—/’1
P
£3s < —A-’/
& < s
> 3
0
Factor-1 Factor:2 Factor-3 Factor4 Factor-5 4 08 08 07 06 035 04 03 02 01 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 0% 1
Fackrs Relerence ¥ (A8, Factoe.2)

U 3 n. uag 9. wunARLLLY (score plot) W89 PLS-DA dwisusuuniregiaihuslafuuasiiognedid
NIFAUUURIT SZRUANITUTY 0.5-10% Taeldinafin Raman spectroscopy Toyalasunis
Uszananadwntindig SNV A, namkaniAiAuuUsUTuTios u1elduesiaud smevauns (Eudin
{u) wazAIN13nIedeulINYadeya (Hudung) 4. unuA nNeInTaliiguiuA1934 (predicted vs.

reference)
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7

Scores

Erplainad Varance

Fackr:2 Factor-3 Factord Factor-5

<.
al® 7
= =
o b
e AL
.
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" j::
Procictod s Rotararca
.
:
: i
8 / (]
/‘,‘V—‘

08 08 07 06 03 04 03 02 01 0 01 02 03 04 085 06 07 08 0% 1
Relarence ¥ (A8, Facioe.2)

4 n. LAY V. UWNUNINAZLLUY (score plot) Uad PLS-DA d@usudnuundisgstnunlafuuazfiognenil

N19LALUURIN TEAUAUTUTY 0.5-10% tagldmailn Raman spectroscopy Toyalasunis

Uszananaa19ntng 28 Normalization + MSC a. ns1vluanaa1auwlsusiunasulelauassdnys

MaUANBY (WUANIRE) waAINTIINTIRERUTINYATeYR (HUFRAT) NN 8. WA MNEINTalTEY

AUA1933 (predicted vs. reference)

wii31n1514 Normalization + MSC agahgannansenuvaiNIsnsziiskasuazyiulaanuaiunsaty

nswIguifiguanesu udiuuiassdensdinisdeuriurenguimegdluseaunsiinuune (0.5-1%) i

TranuanunsalunissuundlIng1slasuluniusunauunendelidnnuieans nadnstuansliiiuiiens

Indudedddimaiinnisuszuranaiiisifiy wu nsldeunusduduusn (15 derivative) %30n1559AUS

WILLAY WariaUseavEnmuesiuudnaemarUSulTaAAuLiug1veInsIwUnnG
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Factord Factors 1 © 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 0! 0 0t 02 03 04 0
Ratamnce Y (AR, Facet

Ul 5 0. uag ¥. WNLAIMAZIUY (score plot) ¥d PLS-DA dufusuundosaiuulafuuagiiegedii
MIFLuNRaTiSERUALduTY 0.5-10% tneldinadia Raman spectroscopy TayalasunNIsUsENIANS
arantindae Normalization + MSC + 1% derivative . n31WuansA1ANLUTUTILT oS Uelduasiins
povaued (Fudtit) uazanansautuateya (Fufuad) wiewvis 4. ununiwmeInsaifisuiuen
934 (predicted vs. reference)

Lﬁal,ﬁmauﬂ’uﬁ‘é’uﬁmm (1°* derivative) W1lUlu pre-processing (Normalization + MSC + 1°
Derivative) (U7 5) wuina1n score plot guvilou model anusausnnaxléifdu usir1 R ves validation
set WU 0.490 Fsladumndingan SNV wae Normalization + MSC agalsfimnu Apanupanndew (RMSE)
fansgeegluseiuiidosfiansan deoranansisanandululives overfitting Tuunsdiu sadern slope Vo9
dunennsaifiauuanssnduaaianniu aenndestunaciuues Zhang et al. (2025) fiszydn msld
auwusly pre-processing grainAutauesiia wAvnUeyalidyynsuniugmseliinisdenyi
AU uITaN o1aviivuuUaenineuldatiesuasyiunediogndlnyldliuiug

dlerieg1e external validation $1u9u 60 faegeiivszneulusae fegreiuulaiu 20
F19879 uaZFDENTINALLLNIR LA 0.5 — 10% wvihunelagld model SNV, Normalization + MSC uag
Normalization + MSC +1% derivative wu31 SNV Sauanunsaiiiuiesegraiuslaiv wazfegndi

n1ssRnuENg 2% Yuld lagndes 100% WulAeaiu Normalization + MSC luvaustagafiunuiinisly
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'
o w =

1t derivative lsinafinmgnifesanasessdidod ey aumiei 4 TnsanzlunguiioesfifinisUasudu

Tusgdui aenadosiudedaunnain Zhang et al. (2025) fiszyin M3l derivative enafinauasdnued

fialuaiunasy wivndeyadinududaunied noise g9 919vilikuuTIaedinnuaissanas wazl

annsavinnedeyalniliusiugviiiag lasamglussduanududum Jafosends pre-processing 7

WALk Eandulsiifianudfgy

A1519% 4 nan15UTeUL BUANNLL US1UBILUUSIa0Y PLS-DA ﬁr;huﬂﬁﬂ'%’mm'qé’zyaywmé’w SNV,
Normalization + MSC wag Normalization + MSC + 1° derivative lun1sviunediegig

External Validation (60 #08149)

External SNV Normalize +MSC Normalize +MSC +1°%
validation 91 Suaui fawaz Suaui HORGH S1u2ud TG
sample ARE1Y . v o v o Y
iunegndas iunegndas unegneas

Raw Milk 20 20 100.00 20 100.00 19 95.00
0.5% 13 5 38.46 5 38.46 8 61.54
1% 7 5 71.43 5 71.43 6 85.71

2% 5 5 100.00 5 100.00 2 40.00
3% q q 100.00 q 100.00 3 75.00
4% 2 2 100.00 2 100.00 2 100.00
5% 5 5 100.00 5 100.00 3 60.00
10% q q 100.00 q 100.00 q 100.00

et SNV uaz Normalization + MSC {Juiimnzaslunsimuinuusiass PLS-DA dwsuns
as1adeunsUasuuuinslui ey wazansansadunsUasululaisesiu =2 % eehslsiin e
W uUseAns nmvesuuUTIaesdmiunsiuundegeii dnsasutuninit 2% e1adesUiule
pre-processing 1y N3l higher-order derivatives, wavelet transform wieidensulsfidfafiaiu 3
donndosfunuwilufinulusuves Du et al. (2019) ild FTIR spectroscopy FIYNUAINE1ITEYIINT
SuunngusegaiiisziunsUasuuuiinlden ilesannisdeuiuveengudeya wifsaoanadiaayld
WENNITIATIZATwANAeTY winan sAnwwansliRuiruTinefiedrendatuaes PLS-DA Tunisuwen
ﬂdmﬁaasmﬁswfﬁ’umiﬂaauﬂuﬁﬁ Feonarlifiuinnisiity pre-processing sﬁy’uqﬂmmimhaaﬂmaﬂizmﬁuaq
baseline variation wagifiy contrast vasdrndrfayle wail Zhang et al. (2025) §9.1U31 pre-
processing Weog1fgloaliiiisane winluinisAndensauds (feature selection) usen1sanila

(dimensionality reduction) agnausnzas Fuduwuinmendululadmsunisiam screening method 7
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Y
a = o

wlug Bt ugmsuNIR T U1 TUseNULuLRslutuNlaAy uenantl A1y FT-IR spectroscopy wag
1o < A 2 o [ [ . a 1 o o :é’
Raman spectroscopy Augiuatadukwmeiidululadmsunisimun screening method fwiugngsvy

dnfumsnsivaeunisuastluuamtlulusladiy
dyunanIInaaay

nsANwELANAILY Raman spectroscopy Way FT-IR spectroscopy 531U chemometric analysis
Winldidu screening method dwsunsaaaeunisuasuiuuumsiutiuulafu U3 Raman spectroscopy
Wield SNV waz Normalization + MSC #adu pre-processing 1iUsz@nsnngs saudun1siinsnzsinag

[ £

PCA 1130 PLS-DA @nunsasiuundasgneuiunlafiduuunslddounsssu >29% uly luvaziinasld
15 derivative nduanUsza@nSa1MaeiuuusIass waziiuaudanainlunisiiuie @wmsu FT-IR
spectroscopy WladAsEiene PCA uifazannsasuuniognanuslaiisuunsdiguiu wiildos il
miu,aﬂﬂfjmasm%’ﬂLauﬁswﬁ’umi@uuumﬁﬁ (0.5-3%) Ineiannzidlold pre-processing wuu Normalization
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