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WA AR R T R A L AL B B A S
BIER > LR X4

W %

FALCBEEZHABER DM 2EETE  TURRBREESSE, AMERRZIEANMES
KKEFTEIED HHKER (EE 4002498 nm ) REMER B , TEARRENESEEDH. £H
“RESRZEESBREEHZKE BRSNS SNES RSN, BRETR , 2ER N, P. K, Ca
Mg RIE#R , RXBFHERE (1%, ) 2515 0848, 0551, 0.378, 0.794 & 0.709 , XX HE S
RE2E (RMSECV ) A 0.066, 0.009, 0.189, 0.099 K 0.026 g/100g.

BASRER | IALIMRD XAERT. R BREE,

G

MER, RECRERMBECHEES  HEXEREZREENETEZRE , REBERALE
ER RBERETERFSVL  REREEERMEEE , HREKAHR , SBT)I25F B
BE. BRNERRE I RERREEDEH T EMBAMRARER , THERARREARTRERD
B0 BRI ABAMRRAEROT L L, TEEBR FERAKREBANEERARZERTR,
ERRERAGEZHRE  #HEFSNHBREZZCAEEEAES , TUEERBR (K58 )R
EREFEERARRE  HEZNEBREE @ ER 2B REFR M=K ( Diphenylamine) & , &
ARt ER, BASBRHHAS(MENRR ATEBEMCTERE  REEAREHNESEA
FEREZRRH, Z5 , ARNALAAXRNEAREESEH AR , TEMRALEIRAE , £
RERFEHBHERD PP BRAMEASERERAME , RERER, IRREHERERE
BRABARENSE 2Rl AR 2BNERFATALINRD XXER , BURBEREERD
RIEWRASE , BERGANSHARZERME  HREFREHIRREEZ2E,
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MR BT A

— M

2002 F=EMARKERMERS (F5 ) TREBLURNCEFE, AERBALERRNFRRER
ABER , BKRA—Km , BRER, B, A, tRESLESEIE  SHERIER 50 A, #5t 72
BB,
= PRTE
(—) AT MRS FE 2 A7

LERNEFBEE , LRMEBHERRERBEERREA 70°CRARIBHEEE 48 NFREM

BARERBRR , BULAINMRD X AXEFTETRE , BEKKREELR 400 F) 2498 nm , RKEMHE

BEE 2 NMo
2 BRHDAEAE  EFIREARRA XL ZSEE , URLERABEAEBILNRES
Eld

= o

BHESR="BEIAEEE : RBEXERNA Saitsky-Golay E2 3% , D BIET 7 &
Savitsky-Golay —PgZE 5 , FRAZERZERA 2 XHER 9 B Saitsky-Golay =FEZE57 , A
ZEHZERA IAHRENEE , RERCAEBINA PLSR FEETRES N , BURE
#Ro

(D) EYBREETESN

REFREE , DORRBRRNMBHAERNERZEEERD R , EA TCCRARRE , R

48 /MR, BRI, SURTBMFEMELE 2 | 28R Kjddahl ZRBUAETEFBAZS

2( Nitrogen; N ), A=FR( THER. BER B =4:1:1viv )DBE} , $HELRIBE( Phosphorus ;

PY& &, #f( Potassium; K A K15 Y K EETRIE( Rage, 1982 ), #5( Calcium;Ca ) #( Magnesium;

Mg) ARFRAEKES (AA ) BIED,

() BYRER N, P, K. Ca. Mg IBSERAER : IMEBRER 2 HBRARNER LRI TFTEE
BN, P, K. Ca. MgfE , AZHHm/NF A% (PLSR) TN , BIRALMEHERER. H
FERROT
LB HE (S2EE ) BASKE K BECEBSNIRRRKEE  BREXEESFHEE

&, BURER.
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2 RIEMBBAARRIRBEFLNET , BEREEREE#S A 20 B , ETXXERE , RER
BEEUVREL r BURIL 1. XXMBREE (SECV ) 2 ERPMRE,

JERRERAFA AT BREZEREHLBELUINCZE (Outlier ) B, AIZER 2 EREMNAR
IE{E , EBULSREFEIRKIER.

« A ERE R
ARIBREADHKEST, AR, RASERRTEHERRERMBEESTR , 2BRWT :
1. DX KEFH : Foss NIRSystems 6500 (Silver Spring, MD, USA) , & & &E 400-2498 nm, K™
BB 2 nm,
2. P28 88 : £E] FossNIRSystems 28] Vision EiEE,
3. fRET D AT EEE - Camo 2 7] ( Nedre Vollgate, OSLO, Norway ) Unscrambler 7.6,
4. 2REIEH : PII SREAER,
5 THERR : aBNEALTEREREDN 2000 VA TEHERHK.

Pq « BRAE I RIERR < (BRFIES
EREIREREREFEERNI D &K/ F 5B 2 #( Partial Least-Squares Regression; PLSR )
R PLSRERZBERERFNAE , F2#E Marten & Naes®@ % |, Hadland & Thomas @2,

7 - BRAMRETER MRt E R

THI BRI ENMRBERT AR BAT | ¥ AREMEZEREER D PHTE Y ARER
FERIE Ye AREMCEREZERD DITEZFH9E, Yo ARESEUEZFEE , n ARER
AHE AAPLSRREREAZEFHE.

1. RIEZEERZE(SEC):

New 1/2

Y-Y
SEC = 21:()2 D
(ncal -A _1)

2. R B RBIEE[RE(SECV):
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Nea 1/2

Y-V
SECV = Zl( / 2)
(ncal -A _l)

3 XNEHFMRBERE(.):

%) r ©)
Y

4. XXRBHERES

5. XX B 2 975 1352 (Root mean square error of cross-calibration ; RMSECV):

n,

N
RMSECV = le (4)

Nea

6.5 SME 2 FIRR:

(Y—\?)>[3><RMSECX ”w‘l‘AJ ®)
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N FFERERER
1. Dy (left,right,polynomial):
DRREZDE , wRREDEZER , PEITRAZ left KRRETEZEDRE MR E
BB right RRAETEDREBEHARER HE, polynomial KRR 2B AR
ERERARNSEEREEA (left+right+1) B, 10 Dy(3,32)&RA 7 B Savitsky-Golay — P&
=9, FRAZERSENA 2 /RMER , Dy(443)RTA 9 B Savitsky-Golay =& =5 , FAZE
BZEAA 3R MR,

i SR EREY oM

— HEREBENEENN

REBARERESSENBITEBRMRITER, K L N 2 MEEE 1.210-2.260 g/100g Z [E ,
SHEEA 1.921 ¢/100g , EEREA 0.182 ¢/100g , P 2 #iEEE fE 0.066-0.357 ¢/100g 2 , FHEE
0.201 g/100g, FZ#{R % % 0.042 g/100g, K 5 i #E1E 0.563-2.063 g/100g = &, {8 % 1.549 g/100g,
EXREA 0.275 ¢g/100g , Ca D MEEETE 0.294-1.525 g/100g 2 [ , F9E A 0.643 g/100g , {EHR=
% 0.230 g/100g , Mg 7 #r EE1£ 0.094-0.356 ¢/100g = & , F9{E A 0.239 g/100g , ZERZE % 0.046
g/100g , A& A 72 fE.

R1L RAEREDEE

Table 1. Nutrient concentration of pear leaves.

N P K Ca Mg
(9/100g) (9/100g) (9/100g) (9/100g) (9/100g)

B/ME 1.210 0.066 0.563 0.294 0.094
Minimum
2XE 2.260 0.357 2.063 1.525 0.356
Maximum
1548 1.921 0.201 1.549 0.643 0.239
Mean
g 0.182 0.042 0.275 0.230 0.046
Standard deviation
B 72 72 72 72 72

Sample size
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“HER/RN P K Car Mg RIEMRZ 2L

HOEAT MR D K ERTFTES 2 R ER BB ST ER , I D &/ FHEEE (PLSR) B
R EEERRIRER. ARATHECESMAMERHAECEREMRERSTHE  BRESHHB
E-RBRBEZTEAEAZRBFAMKAEREERSTETHRE  BEFEAINBE , #FTER
ERALE#A RS A 20 BEE , REETHRE.

RESRERRFEHRE, SFALERE/DKE, WE 1R, AE P THERR 400-760 nm 7
AXER A ARAEAPAHECEEFENTIRGE , IRKTEARETRHCERMIRE B
RKESE , FREUAKECZEFMERZERE, At , BRAREBINRER N, P, K. Ca
Mg RIERZ XK RS 780-2492nm. F5h , AE 1 P AAER  AREFBANTERELERR
BRR , BAMRERE MR R, B2 B3 B4 25 RREFRERAFIGHRE 2 —BED,
“RES ZRESE. AE 2. B3 B4 URREAZSERATUERERRBR AL ZERFRS
B, HE2 B3 E4TRRIREREALRAEERRA , IR 400-778 nm KR , WA E
B LEEC HEUIRERERME.,

RER N. P, K. Ca. Mg REBARED L EMREZHBARETER , AR 2, KBTRENE
RE K BIRASORNMNEBRSMTERETR , REXZENFA-RESR=EED AR RER
AAXBRERERRMERETHSIEZERFRBERR, RAXEZRATAZESRE , BAASS &
FHEFEDN , BRER , BHEAN, P, K. Ca. MgRER , KXBRBZUERE (r’y ) PBIA
0.848, 0.551, 0.378, 0.794 }% 0.709 , R X FFHHRR=E ( RMSECV ) & 0.066, 0.009. 0.189, 0.099
% 0.026 g/100g.
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Fig. 1. The average, maximum, and minimum spectrum of pear |eaves.
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Fig. 2. First derivative absorbance spectrum of mean spectrum for pear leaves.
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Fig. 3. Second derivative absorbance spectrum of mean spectrum for pear leaves.
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Fig. 4. Third derivative absorbance spectrum of mean spectrum for pear leaves.
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Maley &R E—BH BTN KBMRDEARBELTESTEAR P BERKRRER 0.7 2
L, Br<o7ERAREERARE, B4, Mdley ERMB BT NIRSEEFARBE LB WMEEL , &
BEASMAE "NHR07-095 28 , PR K A EAMEEZ , Cak Mg 2 FE MK 0.7-0.9
2B, AR AZRERERPERAEITHERENE NIRS BARBE T BN A EMEE, KM
FEEN, Cak Mg 2 #TAME , HUERBAR 0.7 ; BE PR K 2 MAEEYERBAMER 07, &
Maley E@MMz@ERMEL. AARERTEAREBZ N, Ca. Mg EFESDEEDHE  BARRE
gz BPRKAHEAZRA NRS EREERAEHYE , SR EXARERYERES T
EARE  PRK AERMRREESHEM S ZURA RIS,
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R’ 2 MHAARDAKREFCHEREEDE PLSR RIERZERERTE

HEERFERRSTIFR|RSEE 53 57

Table 2. PLSR model performances for pear leaf nutrient by a near-infrared spectrophotometer.

R REBE RREE SRR RFR 0 . 2. RMSECY
Attribute  Treatment (nm) Size PCs
&N 0 780-2498 67 13 0916 0.839 0.841 0.707 0.085
0 780-2498 60 12 0.948 0.899 0.890 0.792 0.070
0 780-2498 58 11 0949 0.901 0.891 0.794 0.068
0 780-2498 56 12 0.953 0.908 0.910 0.828 0.061
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 61 10 0993 0.986 0.876 0.767 0.019
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 60 11 0997 0.994 0.881 0.776 0.005
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 58 11 0.998 0.996 0.879 0.773 0.074
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 62 9 0.993 0.986 0.860 0.740 0.082
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 56 10 0999 0.998 0.916 0.839 0.068
D3(4,4,3) 788-2490 53 10 1.000 1.000 0.921 0.848 0.066
P 0 780-2498 56 2 0.670 0.449 0.611 0.373 0.019
0 780-2498 54 2 0.694 0482 0.637 0.406 0.015
0 780-2498 53 2 0.685 0.469 0.623 0.388 0.014
Dy(3,32) 786-2492 50 3 0.673 0.453 0.476 0.227 0.015
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 46 7 0959 0.920 0.708 0.501 0.011
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 a4 7 0990 0.980 0.742 0.551 0.009
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 51 3 0.617 0.381 0.307 0.094 0.017
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 47 6 0969 0.939 0.633 0.401 0.012
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 45 6 0974 0.949 0.691 0.477 0.011
# K 0 780-2498 63 1 0.228 0.052 0.095 0.009 0.186
Dy(3,32) 786-2492 55 2 0.453 0.205 0.267 0.071 0.161
Dy(3,32) 786-2492 51 1 0451 0.203 0.330 0.109 0.153
D3(4,4,3) 788-2490 63 12 0999 0.998 0.615 0.378 0.189
D3(4,4,3) 788-2490 59 13 1.000 1.000 0.604 0.365 0.190
#f Ca 0 780-2498 58 12 0923 0.852 0.788 0.621 0.135
0 780-2498 54 12 0955 0.912 0.876 0.767 0.105
0 780-2498 53 12 0960 0.922 0.891 0.794 0.099
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 58 11 0994 0.988 0.718 0.516 0.143
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 55 11 0997 0.994 0.746 0.557 0.137
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 53 10 0995 0.990 0.735 0.540 0.140
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 63 12 0999 0.998 0.615 0.378 0.189
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 59 13 1.000 1.000 0.604 0.365 0.190
£ Mg 0 780-2498 63 12 0.862 0.743 0.645 0.416 0.024
0 780-2498 57 13 0909 0.826 0.758 0.575 0.019
0 780-2498 52 13 0936 0.876 0.832 0.692 0.016
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 59 10 0.988 0.976 0.704 0.496 0.028
Dy(3,3,2) 786-2492 54 10 0996 0.992 0.823 0.677 0.022
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 62 7 0981 0.962 0.766 0.587 0.029
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 57 12 1.000 1.000 0.834 0.696 0.026
Ds(4,4,3) 788-2490 55 10 0999 0.998 0.842 0.709 0.026
D3(4,4,3) 788-2490 51 11 0999 0.998 0.752 0.566 0.029
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? The outliers had been deleted by equation five.
¥ No pretreatment.
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L eaf Nutrition Diagnosis of Pear by Near-infrared
Spectrophotometer

Wang-Sheng Li, Su-Feng Roan and Fei-Neng Wang

Summary

Chemical analysis to assess the nutrient status of pear leaves can be used for fertilizer
management of pear production. A near-infrared reflectance spectrophotometer system, including
an optical fiber probe, a spectrophotometer in the region 400 to 2500 nm, and a computer were
developed to fast diagnosis of leaf nutrient analysis. By second and third derivative pretreatment
and then analyzed by PL SR algorithm, the results were showed that the coefficient of determination
of cross-validation (rzm,) were 0.848 for N, 0.551 for P, 0.378 for K, 0.794 for Caand 0.709 for Mg
with root mean sguare error of cross-calibration (RMSECV) 0.066 for N, 0.009 for P, 0.189 for K,
0.099 for Caand 0.026 (g/100g) for Mg, respectively.

Key words: near-infrared spectrophotometer, pear, leaf nutrient.



