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TR RS, Horb L AR i rh 2051
(fourier transform infrared spectroscopy , FTIR) &M 5%
BUAE 4 000~400 cm™ R P B CIEAR ST G P 18
HOCRE MR RE 1 7 A 1 T e ARA LA i v
ZLAMGIE  HATH (B, DG B2y , 00 45 2R B Mok
071 LA TS (near infrared spectrum, NIR ) J&
—FPE T 12 500~4 000 em™ (61, HAEREA
E Mg B3 B IRAE Y T T . e /N e v
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SE5E PLS IEA R AT AR BEASE R | AR AR 5C 22 4K
T b7 4 i 22 53 51 4 0. 78 Fl 6. 83, 452 4 i 25 SR
FEATRAR PRI, A B Sy YR 1 A 2 JSE 0 2 O )
Pl 2 G B,

AW T ZHRVIIT LA S P 2L 81455 DX Ta) i fie /)N
3R (interval partial least square,iPLS) [ 5 [X [A]
i 5z /N — F 1 (reverse interval partial least square,
BiPLS ) A7 {1 PR 25 Je A B A 8 ) £ Ak D7 |, %
H 5 25 R AT LA, LIRS 21 5 I ) ST A A |
T S BRI FR E ) v e T LR Wi [
R DA AR A I P T T 4 Bt R A BOR SH

1 HREH%

1.1 ##

FEASFE SR [ Wi B T A MRS R
FHAEZH DX 1Y) 107 {3 FE 5, 4246 2015 2016 4 A4
FEAT RORNAE AT M MR 75T, RER A BB L5E |
TRKHLEBRBEK ), SEH E MR AG E , KyARad 150 H
(106 wm) fiiJ5 , £ S |AEFRCE 1 AH, fFHK S
5 NGRS e D R SRR E
1.2 FENHESEE

JZK8014 AUFEAKAIL , Hig B AL AF 2 7] 53100 AU
B FOM RS | B LU 3 AL 2% A F]; THU3SC B B AL,
Fiig ML A %% 28 7 ; Thermo Fisher 3T 2140 654X (i
H RESULT-Integration FEVEF ) |, 3¢ [E FE 2R« /R B}
$/3 7] ; BRUKER TENSOR 27 {8 BLIH- AR 2T S A%
(FCAT 18 S SRR S R AR R SR OPUS #RAE8HF ) |, 1l
ZiTE= /NI
1.3 REAE
1.3. 1 AB A B agml e FEAv e B8 32 B 5 ik ok st
T 0 S AT /N 02— S B P, AR e B
iy, KRR BE R, e b e, R 4K F
B IEHR A2 R GB/T 22294-2008 7 M 5E | 451
FESIIE 3 W BOFBIME, R BB L mm 8w, AR
I K FEANT], v e B 3 43 A BB (>61 mm) | Hp
ZEHEHHE (40 ~60 mm ) S A HEHHE (<40 mm) =F
1.3.2 BELSMERMAERE  FAELIMGEIEN
(Bc A RESULT-Integration FEVER ) SRAEVTLLHME [
SP%3E, DE TG 10 000 ~4 000 em™, = Uk 32
WP 4 em™ 3 SR EERE S AR B AR A1 25 a2
BEREHIIR 2 LA SO FOW IR AR R 2R 3
W, BOF B, IR R A OEE 321 4, I k5
) e (O S €/ L (S s T L ot

1.3.3 2otk Pashiz RAbiERE  FIH
B AR S 2T AP OGIEA (BCAT 18 ST FE R R R GE,
OPUS #AEHAT) RARFEMOLHE . JIE VL H 4 000~400
em”  FAREREL 32 R, A HER 4 em ™ DRIFE TR
25°C AT FRIEL) 45% , VA= SO s FXE IR B R
AR AE 3 U, O SME , B s 4 =0 2 — A i
BRAE AR i S IEE
1.3.4 BAFZIT R TQ analyst FA: XU F] )
LLAMCIEE ST e /N — AR, I X A A 4T Ak B
b, HELAMERE L AETE L D 4 000 ~ 600 em ™, T
LLAMEIEERAEI B R 10 000 ~4 000 em™, FiAb HH 1Y
7 XA 6 A5 HE T — fk % (standard normal variate,
SNV) \ Z JC U % 1E ( multiplicative scatter correction ,
MSC) . — B 5 %X (first derivative, FD ) . — B 5 %%
(second derivative , SD ) |~ ¥ 4 # ( smoothing ) %5, i
it BiPLS 2 % A5 8 g 47 0 Ak, I LA IE A 5 &R 4K
(R*) . M XF 43 #r 2 25 (residual prediction deviation,
RPD) FI il ] ¥4 77 2% ( root mean square error of
prediction, RMSEP ) 1E >k 250k Fe A5, Hrr
RPD =RMSEP/x

2 x Ry TN R et A TR B 5 £ 1) P 24
1.3.5 #AEA ik — b5 E R R E I, A
BR H iPLS 1 BiPLS i2: % HHEAT AL {4k, iPLS
(A S B AR 423 45 43 i n A IX R FE B IX
] b7 PLS AR, 75 31 14 fie (445 2L B Xof oz 14 X i) D
5 AR LA R Y SR O X E) T, BiPLS SR E
iPLS AYJERS 1, #5438 45 50l n A>T X E S, 75 n- 1
ANDKCE] B g a7 PLS BE A fiff 45 B kB AY A Y
RMSECV {E Ak, B et BR A X ], Xof A5 2 g
HEME IR D TR B R e — A IXTR] e &
15 R D P2 £ IX TR A

2 ZEREHSH

2.1 TEAMAENNESER

X 107 453K A AN [R] b DX R AR St 1A 7 1 8 2 T
T, GEARFU R P I A5 R B KA 96.0
mm, i52/IMEA 40 mm , FHEEN 69. 049 mm, brifE2E K
12.58 mm(E 1),
2.2 EOMNERSTERPLOIMNERSGHIERELER

1 2-A AT, 3 700 ~2 500 em ™ A b I AT s S 41 3
Bl W AR S I 32 DR Oy b Ak Fl 22 06 8 i i
3500 em™' Ab IS 2 N-H SRR S5 k2 1,
7E 3 600 cm™ AMAFFENF B A O—H WU, 78 3 300 ~
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2 500 em™'JEFEINFEALE C-H 45 PR 3h & - COOH Wi
W, 1654 cm™ AbAYIE AT RE E TR H C =0 SUEIL 1R
FHF=HA9 51 400~ 1 300 em ™ AME B A IG 2 C—H
F25 MR Eh T R 51 200~960 em™ ZEME WISt G-
O HZaPRshE M, Hrp =0 B .C-0 N-H # 1)
iR ol 5 R B AR

i1 2-B AT, 5 164 em™ ZbAG 354 58 Z1 4 1 i
W 3T O-H M gs K25 iR sh & 15 e, IR E
6 857 em™'AbA Ty — AN HL SR ZU W I, = T O-H
(1) — A ATIE Ko C—H (425 il i sh SEAR I 5 | RS 17, T 1
WU 1 B i AL S A7 T T B 1 0 L B UE A K
Gy 8316 em T AMEFI L (-CH,) 1 C-H B
WA HAE 6 872~5 058 em ™" 22 [F] fit) W 1ig e ths, 2

B L4 Sk

0.9

Log(1/R)
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B2 BERKERSLLHILE

Fig.2 The original infrared spectra of rice

T C=0.C-H N-H B4k a5 rYy, b C-H
(A 5 41 2l 5 e A AR G
2.3 RIEWAELER

FIH TQ analyst B AE— € GGG A (Hh£L5k
TR AL R 4 000~ 600 em™ , I LTI
JLH 10 000 ~4 000 em™ ) 7 A5 A FE i 1B 32 458
B GHA A B UE REC(R?) (3 LIRSy Uy 22
(root mean square error of cross-validation, RMSECV) |
T 75 2% (RMSEP) AR/ #ri% 22 (RPD ) 48 S 40k
WO AR 1 06 3% Ak By =0, Horb R BRI T 1,
RMSECV {E /N, RPD 8 A, W) 7 b B 5 v BA 24
RPD A i S RUSOR 1 HIH8 A, Hoz 5507 L R b it
22(SD) 5 T 3% 77 22 (RMSEP ) AY LU AE, RPD {i
KRS A 2 0] ) 2 B /N, 24 RPD > 2 A, %
AN RN AT LML G H 0 AT, e WA BRI AR PR Y
FLSHH ;2 RPD > 3 B B A R w4 i 44k, il

WA 5 R AT

FER 1 AT X2k iR AT 3 055 AR ek 7 A
S AL BRI Y BEIA B M R R TSR B, 5
JRAREIE A HE , 6% 28 MSC SNV 4b B 5 34 filg $2 i 5
RS E PEFAER BE | OGS 28— B S 800 B 5k
AEBRJE | BTSSR RMSEP Fl RMSECV oK W Bl |
Horbr e ARG 28 7 5T Ak BT 45 21 A AR A
RMSEP {E#¢ /N (5.41) , lLHF R? {H°~ 0.963 36, RPD
233, MXTTFIELLAMGIE 28 MSC 456 3 5S5Fi kb
PRI, A5 2 /Y 188 8 JOR & 4, B R 20,951 37,
RMSECV .RMSEP .RPD 437l 5. 17 4. 18, 3. 01 ; ILAf
FEA A BE AR () RPD HEE 2 T 3, B 15 B 3%
SEAR, R EA R A APz iR . ik, R IR0 4h
18 53T P Ay S A e A B A FE B AR PRI T rh 2040 8
S TR A AR
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F1 FEDHPHIETAE 7 EER ARG
Table 1 Effect of different FTIR preprocessing methods on the model accuracy

PLS 4 HZL5h FTIR ULLTAk NIR
PLS model R? RMSEC ~ RMSECV ~ RMSEP RPD R? RMSEC ~ RMSECV ~ RMSEP RPD
L Sl
}?\.ﬁu.jlma 0.943 50 4.92 6.73 6.79 1.85 0.919 48 4.54 5.62 4.71 2.08
Original spectrum
5 5P
- . 0.960 13 4.36 5.73 5.49 2.29 0.927 62 4.49 5.52 4.62 2.17
Smoothing 5
7 R
. 0.963 36 4.28 5. 66 5.41 2.33 0. 926 38 4.49 5.52 4.62 2.17
Smoothing 7
L
MSC+3 4:7'% 0.963 18 4.29 5.82 5.76 2.18 0.951 37 4.33 5.17 4.18 3.01
MSC+smoothing 3
L
MSC+S 4:7'% 0.962 37 4.31 5.98 5. 66 2.22 0. 950 64 4.36 5.17 4.18 3.01
MSC+smoothing 5
9 b7
%NV+3 Hﬂ:'(% 0.963 09 4.28 6.02 5.74 2.19 0.951 14 4.34 5.19 4.18 3.01
SNV +smoothing 3
']? N7 L
SNV#3 ,.‘ﬂ:.]‘ﬁ 0.962 07 4.32 5.98 5.65 2.23 0.950 41 4.37 5.20 4.18 3.01
SNV +smoothing 5
4[%‘%12& b.L) 0. 965 62 4.58 13.7 14.6 0. 86 0.980 11 2.79 13.3 14. 00 0.90
First derivative
— B sD 0.327 88 13.6 15. 1 14.8 0. 385 0. 963 40 3.77 6. 14 5.59 2.25

Second derivative

2.4 HOMNERGTIERMRUER

2.4.1 PLrgPkiELE A IPLS ik AT RS S IR AL A
FOR N TR AR B R | e AR IX [ 2
AR Y IEREEAL , B 2T 73 (4 000 ~ 600 em™)
L 100 em™ KBNS 34 AN X Ja), 78BN X ) L) 7
ROP AL BT | I A S A I Y X8 g fe /s —
Ty A5 5 34 MEIRI (K] 3), S5 KM, 5/
A REHA A R 3G B A IX (] 2 ZE A T AE 4 000 ~ 3
600 12 100~1 500 cm™" X [A] N, 33X AT GE 2 PR A7 i 2B X
LS T C=0.C=C QU1 45 4 3h FlO-H %k

B ARLE IR SRR W, T 1 800~1 700 em™
DX (]S, Fr ) 78 10 A5 AU R0 SR B i (R = 0. 831 96,
RMSEC=8.00) ,

2.4.2 Lok 4 A BiPLS 5 M AS S B AR AL R
HE BHAETELL 100 em ™ BN SR 34 S IX ]
Wis s —A X ], iR 9 RMSECV fie /)y, 45
4y DX ] B SAy e AR A e /N X ), 2R R
SR FAEAL ALK R* = 0. 965 81, RMSECV =4. 79,
RMSEP =4. 73, £ 11555175 RPD R 2. 66 (% 2) .
Pk Ja B AR i Xk 17 A9 X 8] A 3 800 ~3 500,3 100 ~

x2 AERBHAER BPLS A3 R IERBEULERILE
Table 2 The optimization results of mid-infrared BiPLS model

A Uihai S
pomidl bide Calibration Validation RPD
PLS method Spectra region/cm”! TR 2E Y 2 H BRI R gz
JTH RMSEC ~ J722 RMSECV ~ Factors ~ RMSEP
5 N7, L
7 ,M:F{Ff 4 000~ 600 0.963 36 4.28 5.66 10 5.41 2.33
Smoothing 7
R*>0.7 1 800~1 700.1 600~1 500 0. 845 43 7.70 8.24 7 8.31 1.51
4 000~3 600.,2 500~2 400.,2 100~
2 N N
R*>0. 65 20001900~ 1 700 .1 600~1 500 0.929 10 5.33 6.15 10 6. 11 2.06
4 000~3 600,2 500~2 400,2 300~
) . .
R°>0.6 2200.2 100~1 700 .1 600~1 500 0.929 76 5.31 6. 14 10 6.11 2. 06
4 000~3 600,2 500~2 400,2 300~
2 N N
R>0.55 22002 100~1 500 0.932 85 5.19 6.19 9 6.23 2.02
4 000~3 600,2 900~2 800,2 500~
) . .
R*>0.5 2 400 2 300~2 200 2 100~ 1 500 0.941 45 4.86 6.20 9 6.23 2.02
3 800~3 500.,3 100~3 000.,2 800~
BiPLS : ) 0.965 81 3.74 4.79 10 4.73 2. 66

2 400.,2 200~2 100.,2 000~1 2001 100~700
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Fig.3 The R? histogram of rice gel FTIR spectra

3 500~3 600

3000 .2 800~2 400.2 200~2 1002 000~1 2001 100
~700 em™ o K Z X JE] Qg e/ ARG SR R >
0.5 MERILL A, R I A X R TCARALVE

2.5 ESMNERHERMEULER

2.5.1 LrIhRIELE A iPLS 545 5 AR AL A &K
R BIRLANEIE (10 000~4 000 em™) P 200 em™!
KB A3 B 30 AN X ] 7R REA X ] DL MSC 454 3
ROF AL B | I g ST AH I A X i e /s —
Fek Ay AR F] 30 LA (K 4) , S5ERE T
BT Xof R A I ) 400 R B v T R 204,
Y =02 T iPLS BRI LA AR 0.8 DL,
MHTEEIX A 4 400~4 200 em™ B RO AR i
i, R*=0.935 55,

PEE Wave number/cm’!

4 BARFELAHNAERE R EXR/NERE
Fig.4 The R* histogram of rice gel NIR spectra

R OBEELL 200 em ™ B4 AT 30 X H]
Pis L ds—A X ], iR ) RMSECV fe /)y, LAIE
Flfe, MG BiPLS MR ARBIT . 540 K Z i X ]
Tt/ N L R AT R K (R > 0.8) Byt
RUH G B AT R S oAb, T 5 BiPLS k4l ixt
Fb(#3), g5RRM BEE R IEHEAY K B R
ST EE TREREHE Y R>0. 88 B AN R &
K, RMSECV f/]N, {HFE%] RMSEP {HBE%E R 15 Y
P IBWE/N 2% R*>0. 8 I, H RMSEP {i 5%/, 18]
i A5 A A e X 6] P SR IR, L AP AR A RPD {H N
3.20, P Y AL IX 6] A 6 200 ~4 600,7 600 ~6 400,
8 200~7 800 cm ™', BIRURAL B AN . il BiPLS 7%
S3 Y B AL B ALY R? = 0. 964 58, RMSECV = 4. 35,
RMSEP =3. 68, Z& 1 5 H XTI () RPD A 3. 42, B AN}

2.5.2 LTI RIE LA BiPLS o 74 5 I A8 AL A
#3 AEEBAER BIPLS ;E3HELLM SRR ER LR
Table 3 The optimization results of near-infrared BiPLS model
A BESE
PLS i W Calibration Validation
PLS method Spectra region/cm™! RPD
P € . TR 21 AT EY % By 2%
75 RMSEC 7725 RMSECV  Factors RMSEP
MSC+3 fiFiF 10 000~4 000 0.951 37 4.33 5.17 10 4.18 3.01
7 000~6 800.5 600~5 400
) . N
R°>0.9 4 800~4 600 .4 400~4 200 0.961 03 3.89 4.77 10 4.36 2.89
7 000~6 800.5 800~5 400
) . .
R*>0. 88 5200~4 200 0.961 11 3.88 4. 68 8 4.36 2.89
R?*>0. 87 4 000~6 000,6 800~7 400 0.959 17 3.98 4.69 10 4.00 3.15
7 400~6 800 .6 600~6 400
2 N N
R*>0. 85 6 000~4 000 0.958 81 3.99 4.72 10 3.97 3.17
8 200~7 800.7 600~6 400
) N N
R°>0.8 6 200~4 000 0.957 84 4.04 4.85 10 3.93 3.20
~ ~ 200~
BiPLS 9 800~9 0008 600~7 600.7 200~7 000, 0. 964 58 3.71 4.35 10 3.68 3.42

6 800~5 000,5 800~4 800.,5 600~5 400




53 PRI RE 25 A 8 I 5 3 ) H A5 A 941

N EIRY X ] 2 9 800 ~9 000, 8 600 ~7 6007 200 ~
7 000 .6 800~5 000.5 800~4 800.5 600~4 000 cm™",
LGRS 7Y ) T G 07k 3] e 4, AT LA B R b Sz ke
AT B B P D 1, EL MR M T A
2.6 HEIRIE

R T B UE R LT A 1 R A TR g o 1, A0
SIBERLEEL 10 P[RR SR AS X FLRE A B2 73 Sl kA 7

B BRI LT A A2 | -4 W0 5 3k I A5 BB 161 7 L
B, MFR 4 LA R R RPN RS A% 20 40 T {8 R
FRAE 2 [0] B AR 6 R 22 2 7E 0. 06% ~ 3. 92% 2 [1] , -1
AARFRZELI A 2. 60% 5 3T L1 A F A A1 [ bR =22 6] 15
AIXHRZELLE 0. 78% ~ 3. 18% 2 1] , -4 H X iR 22 2
F1.93% ., L5 b AT P AR IR X A A s R A 0
TR AHAT , 3 21 MBI A B A X

®4 BEARAENLFES FTIRNIR FAER &
Table 4 Comparison of rice gel chemical value and predicted value of FTIR and NIR

IELLAMGIHE NIR 8 B AR B HP 2T MG FTIR
s bR e BRI (N AHX R 2 = bR e SURILE(ED AHX R 2
Number National standard Predicted Relative National Predicted Relative
value/mm value/mm error/ % standard value/mm value/mm error/ %
1 48 46. 66 2.79 48 48.93 1.72
2 56 55.09 1.63 56 54.20 3.21
3 64 63. 00 1.56 64 61.79 3.45
4 75 76. 53 2. 04 75 72.10 3.87
5 76 78.87 3.78 76 78.98 3.92
6 81 79.52 1.83 81 82.35 1.67
7 85 87.36 2.78 85 88. 05 3.59
8 85 84.34 0.78 85 85. 66 0.78
9 87 88.05 2.36 87 90. 39 3.90
10 89 91.16 2.43 89 89. 05 0. 06
SEHIE Mean 74. 8 75.72 1.93 74.8 75. 34 2.60
KT S (LG BV Ry PSR S ) 1Y SRR T
3 itie VAR X R oK e B O R & AT Bk R

)N N T O N W RTINSO = g N S
S L P N WS I BURANA -8 N EAR B oyt NI
A SNV MSC . FD . SD 45 % 1% ¥ &b B8 J7 = ke 2 A8 48 I
HEEE 2T 4MERD | ]I R iPLS F1 BiPLS 77 ¥ G A5 [X
(AT AL, 25 5 R Pk J5 A3 £ 4 K v 21 A s Y
BInl LIARGS M RAE R A BEH B eAb, 5 an oot
FH L, ITLTAIM G AT () RMSEP (B AR X8/ | BT 41
HEAT LR A () WO RCR . i AR A
PAE TR0 T BT KR BT e 2 I £1 AN 1780, BT LA
SREAR S e STl S 3 G A R o i T 0 T/ (T
BRI R EOP LM R A G A T i 2T
SN EE R

Bao % FL T AT L0 AN 61 H AR T KOK AR
JEE AR | ARG T A G 28 B0 8 38 S IEAH G 2R 85053
90.81.,0. 71, FERIACR B AR F AL I 25 2L, Xl
EF SR DN A PN i i B URARA N LRIV P 3 N

DA7200 I 4 & W51 3T 21 MG X A A B b T
TERAEST KA T — B S B s o 1E 2578 1 e 4 vk
TR BRSSO i /> — 3 vk 8 5T RS A IS B8 B S £ 3
BB | 485 Lt 7R SO 5 22 B5ORN T A o i 25 53 501 A
0.78 1 6. 83, JSfbl i, s A 45 il FH 3k 21 40 i35 St
T ARG G el i I 5/ — e 12 (AT SR R b o 1
HACFIHLGS AP R A T ORI B BRI A5 31 T 4%
UFRAE A HOE AR 22 | 238 SRS S bm M 158 25 FIUE A
TRIE 2B 51 10,35 .10, 51.,0. 827 9, AHOC A Bk
KT, H R BERL A A 1 A I A T AR g 4
3, BXAT BB A IR 7R 2 e B B A 1 S A I
I DX ) A /> 3 3k o A IX ) R A T A, 76—
FREE b4 TR A HERR T

WA AR 7k 5 ERREAR L T T 5 Ak
BRZZIIHIIEA IR AR 48 J IR s ] (9 [R] ef, $ vm T3
HITRERA B, ELAS TS 7 v % A S i 4 e A A
PRSI R A IR B P s L AR AL T R
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Comparing FTIRDRS and NIRDRS for the Determinations
of Rice Consistency

XU Mingya' ZHAO Ziwei’ DU Jinglin® ZHOU Xu' PAN Danjie'
ZHANG Yue’ MENG Xianghe® *

('Hangzhou Grain and Oil Central Inspection Station, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310009; 2Ocean College, Zhejiang University of
Technology, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310014 ; 3 Zhejiang Grain and Oil Product Detection Center, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310012)

Abstract:In order to determinate rice consistency rapidly and accurately, the near infrared diffuse reflection( NIRDRS)
and Fourier transform infrared diffuse reflection ( FTIRDRS) combined with the partial least squares( PLS) was applied in
this paper. Then the models were optimized using interval partial least square (iPLS) and reverse interval partial least
square ( BiPLS) with 107 rice variety. The results showed that the best near-infrared model for rice consistency was
preprocess with 7 smoothing points method and BiPLS as optimizing. The coefficient correlation ( R*) , cross validation
mean variances (RMSECV) , root mean square error of prediction (RMSEP) and residual prediction deviation( RPD)
were 0.964 58, 4.35, 3.68 and 2. 66 respectively. Meanwhile, the best mid-infrared model was obtained by MSC
preprocessing method and BiPLS optimizing. The model of R*, RMSECV, RMSEP and RPD were 0.965 81, 4.79,
4.73 and 3. 42 respectively. In the validation tests, the relative standard deviation of FTIRDRS was about 2. 60%, and
the relative standard deviation of NIRDRS was about 1. 93%. Both models can effectively forecast the consistency of rice

grains and have potential to replace national standard method for testing rice consistency.

Keywords : NIRDRS, FTIRDRS, gel consistency, PLS, rice





