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o. a7 g 2 3
1. U9 YR AYE 54 Y94

A7 7] ~AE (electromagnetic spectrum)e] A Yuk" o 2 14300~ 10em {(700nm ~
1000 mE9s FYX(nfrared)olet o). HH 493 219 3d & F(rotational
motion)oll 3 &7 dojube d9S UM (far infrared, 200~ 10cm *, 50 #m~ 1000
gm), stretching 2 bending®] £2 A% (molecular vibration)o] &% &7+ dojube o
AL A9 M (mid infrared, 4000~200cm *, 2500nm~50 gm)ol 2t ot £H YA G|
A€ O-H, C-H, N-H 283 C=0 59 F&717} &4 A% 98 Fred ogad F
o 93 ¥z F (overtone vibration) @ Z# 7Z-F(combination vibration)ol & 24 %
3% F47F dolves 99& 259 4(14300~4000cm |, 700nm~2500nm)el ez gt

B 9] Fiel wa 29 49 TFG FRol AR d2u. Efole FTH LR 7.3%2
F& Fa olF AHsucrose; CioHzOn)ol 51%= tiR-E¢& AR, 1 ojdel 33
(fructose; CeHpOs) 3 EEglucose; CeHiz0p)ol 22 0.9% 2 08% B T} gl
. T8, BFoloi= FAMcitric acid) Al#HAHmalic acid)o] W ¥g5o Uk ofH
3 2 AL Y 148} Ze] O-H, C-H 2 C=071% T3 goenz o|gXoz
394 949 ol F4Uls @™o gl AU Fa AF o8 F57F Ao
g F glor ZAYH 494 idF L AFAF o Feot dojd U @
gA, Bpold 2k £ Axo Aold mel siAF € SHYH A9A4AY &% 2¥

E] zoj7} BT £ glopng ol BAsA HAd R Bx F JAx FH #E
WRgve 248 4 ot
CHOH
o
H H HOCH, H
HONHO H o H Ho CH;OH
H HO HO H
H H OH H
| N S T2 COOH
CHzOH“Cﬂ(fh(I:"(rJWC\ |
0 —
OHOH H O H OH HO -~ CH
|
CH,0H—C -? M(i:—(é-*CHzi)H CH;
(Crz2Hz0n) OHOH H O COOH
(a) Sucrose (b) Malic acid

1% 1. Chemical structure of sucrose(a)
and malic acid(b).
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2. TNAE

BEe) AHES FALE A, Egol W] T8 YA R Bgols o §dte Saad
Eqe g3 F- 4% FAMeAAE FHs, 28 FAE FE5d AY € g gy
22 WREAE S 488 YT Bsole 59 2AUN 1999¢ 79 23¢
of $&% Rolth. F&F 42 AHd atF P HaT § o] U 557 Bgold
el Z 2594 F 110799 734 29EdS 4 F4 29ELS 239 29
of 3 2d9EA ¢ FFNEAZ 35 2 HANEE A

3. %% 2HEY F43A4

FRHER Zo] A JMA AELE FAHE AE YAEE F& dutger a9 244
s} o) AE2REY wAl(Reflectance) ) AU F5(Absorption) &2 53 Transmittance)}¥
o ARZREEH AL FZoE HAEE %2 AN Regular reflection, RR)8} &1
Alge WRa AFse gA] AR FE YAEE 38 A¥AHBody reflection, RB)2}
Pk £F FAEY A$ NE EHo) ANDE wiAlHE AR R Fo] AXA ¥
JEo g wAlEE RS &4HAHDuffused Reflection, RD)EF dch. gAe AA oA
(IDof] i3t whAle olix o] B && WHALE(Reflectance)st ¥l Fol Al59 wtZoz
FAetd et & FA(Transmission)z}t &™), gAE AA Az dig T8 o
WA 9 v &S FAX(Transmittance)gt #tth, E8, AE WM A& &) FHE
A& &% (Absorptance)zt &9, Beer-Lambert 3¢l ojatd Ag9 FFxE Agd 5
%9 F3 % Z(pathlength)®] Zolo] nl#s B2 AJ89 FFEE FH8H o]gFeE 1
FEE 43T + dd gy es #Ads Feo] AVt gy, g9 AL JHAE
NEY A S A 23 5 Qi IE L2 FRES 2Fso 4 1A%
ol FRLE AAd

Absorbance(A) = log(1/R)=log(1/ T)—— (A 1)

A 1A Av 35, RS BAE 1831 T SHEE vehi wdas, Fdd A
" oy Ae Fad FUAE 2AHY, #Y ANRY FIEE ASE = Ut 2¥
3¢ Bgoly Fap ~HERS AN YT FXNE ved Aol 1Y 39 3 &9

Aoz Hpol AR 2 ey s AR F - S Hxl d2A Y
Ao 9l1, Bfole) e HFtolv(optical fiber)?t B%5ot9}t o 10mm 3
3 Aedd FRoz A gle], B5olg Y FAYAI) FAHE A
+

(A

o2 CCD B9 §FFTAZ ALHDZ ul3Fd 9P ¥3 29y &
giry, 2 AF9A AMgsE B3EEAL &F JMEE 33 g9 ¢ 550~
1100nme]} o},
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213 3. Apparatus for measuring
24 2. Path of incident light in a fruit. transmittance spectra of peach.

4 AR 7-3% 53

durxoz AU ge AE FHAYE T, AT 5)o FHud g 222 F
U] Z(sweetness score)E A 37| HiMs HPLCE Ad 39 #3e A8k &4
ot 2, A5 AN R 2 A4 e HEA nFEFY i % |22 fA4g

FHZEADBX-55, ATAGO, Japan)E AH&aM Aoz 328 AT £ Ao &
9 FAHL AFHFAESAFA(AUT-30IL, Japan)E ]85t H o0, ]”é“ EFHAZ B
wolel F& F235t1, olF 10mlE A% 32 $7FF OmE AN F U5 pH7} 819 €
W74 0.IN NaOH 44& Fofste] HASAct pH7F 810 & #A7tA] Fo¥ NaOH #
22 HAAMEE ANAAG. F2E Fo €¥E o8y fAd FHIEAZ ZEE
ZA3Att

%E FEOFE T glon ojs} o] i Fe] Eoli

g £& e ~HEYAM Z Wolg oA Ran, 293 /’4514
A7)|zlolof] W F2H 1(path1ength)4 B s, A& {scattering) o] Foll o3 of 2 9
olg Yozt T, B AFolMe} Zo| AT EFFEAL FAG 2HE>AE AR
F EME EAFEAR 2R 2¥MEHY ulE mol= 4Eo] Bol EHHY JoEE
Ngd AR 24L& 3 29ERS A5 o o5 ddE FAAT I HE &9
EY HAZ HAHo] WHHoz ojFojAol g} £ AFoHE 29EH EAss =
o]z AL AA Z& Z2AN77] Y& 4 Hanning windowo] 938 ~2HEHE JE3
a3, SNV(Standard Normal Variate Transform) ¥ MSC(Multiplicative Scattering
Correction) 2 ﬂwﬁ“‘”—& FP}QoH, olF 11 EL 24 v|Ed ], olE 4T 24 F
AUT AAS T, Egold A2dE 2d ALS 94T 24& FPAch

o e
L ol
oé
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m 43 9 u3
1.9549 AdHe] 24

Bgote AR Alolo] 2 ~HEY EAHE #Ee7] 3 FEI HE 4749 55l
(80, 100, 120 2 141 Brix%)¢t 457t &2 470¢] E5H0.296%, 0432%, 0568% =
0704%)9) &3 2¥EYE 19 4 R 19 501] Yebhdoh 29 4 2 ¥ 50A
670nm 29 E4ele A84Y Fyd @ A2 FIH, 760nm R 950nm FZol
Ao F4 B5Ele Bo 9 R AdET 80nm F2INE &+ 5 #EH
oY ojRe 23 d4¢ adth 227 e Ml 29EYS Sges @A o7
0~585nm HA TGN Heoty Gl 2HEHY FFE gol o7}t gle AL #
ger}

tog{1/7)

—g— BOBx%
e §0.0 Brix %

- 12.0 Bri %
g 14,1 Brix %

K Y ™ v T v T J
%0 2 8% 700 7HM #0850 @d 963 4060
z - e — - r v )

s8¢ @00 ssp Ten  7s0 608 as0 KOG 980 1090 wavatenathinm]

wavelengihinm]

1% 4. Absorbance spectra of peaches 1% 5. Absorbance spectra of peaches
with different Brix values(Brix%). with different titratable acidity(%).

o] ARG L ANF FHo2 BHotd A& AL wel Bgop AR 2 I F4
o HoXE Agol slom, AxH tEo] FREE FIIEE o AHEY F4o] 4
g Aoz dudd. 2y 59 AE7t BE 4749 2HEH|M 600~830nm H ol
Mrdz AHEYRY FHE gl Aolzt gt Ao wddd o #A WY T 5 o

229 4 HAAREQ 670nm F2olA Zoj7t Falgv oA £ Ao Yo e
FE4 e Wstel AEe] F2ATH B e Aoz H4drh 900~938m Y
2 CHY wjadFd 98 F+7t dovde E}"Jq%‘-’%oi @A dn. 2y, o FHdY
oA Br 52 Fx9 Aold wE FAE gl & Zo|7} MAHA gt ol R
& Fi ~"9EGY Wolst o]F HE FEA EEHE Alg 9] A7) Ao} 4@ 2pold]
o o A 247 4 AeE dddn

2. 29y dA i%

e AXed 4 FHE 7T} At B 14 & EFBA, Hanning
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windowoll 2% AHMEY HYHE PG AHE 329 60 YehlUT, 39 49 2
E SNV 3 MSColl g A Ae A2 19 79 Yeh AU

ng(17T) 1%}
log(1/T)

—#— 0298 %
—— 0432 %

& 6568 %
e ). 704 %,

2 T T T T T v T T Y fry s00 450 7 750 ol Ny o0 950 v
580 600 E%0 700 TS0 MOO 8% %D0 eE0 1000 e o e * oo
wavalenathinm]

wavelenagthinm]

1¢ 6. Spectrum smoothing with Hanning ¥ 7. Scattering correction with
window. SNV &MSC.

&

79 69 AAE S whe FZFA A@g RFo] F/EFE 29EY 2

B2 HEgse A8 4 5 A% 39 79 ABRA] o7 Iliﬂﬁ‘:~ 1"& 59 4

Ao gL Hlg MBS LHEY o} F3E FLEUT. AL ANTFR

Aol ofsf Alme] A7 3 AR o] Fof ¥ o] H4AFEAL FH O%l: ROE AAH
Aese Y.

r

79 8% 39 9% MPEUAL VIAIEN AYELS 14 52 2% Ee A%
detd Rolth o5 IAZAN pERAL 340 Dk, 13 FL 27 o) AAEY
9 429 @7 Folge, ol ANEYe] FRHFHE AL % & g}

a9 6~89 WA A8 THLSN N AN FF A9EUS Yo, VIRA Fe
Aegd e 4 AREPS A WP ¢ 5 AR 59, 94 §% AN2AG WP

ol mat A FF 2AMEHgMY 242 0] FHEA FHEHE AL ¢+ dUh

1 ——Qapsas: 8.03am
e (I S | 16.06nm
PRCKL
[
o
2
-]
-0.02
0 .04
D
g
—o—Gam e 2o wait — z - h T L wo
M T T ¥ i v 1
PEY E— , . T 0 T 80 0 80 s 1000
$50 600 850 700 750 MAoe 456 900 950 1000
wavelenathinm] wavelengthlinmi
28 8. 1st derivative spectra. 9 9. 2nd derivative spectra
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weA, 944 FF AHEY 43 AAAY A¢ 29EF9 A o) LojFd + 3
T, RS EAY Aol o L FARE 4L F Ug A2 JdEnt
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e
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3.9 % x 33 4T

a9 102 93 7AA Axe 22 2 2EIAM 2= FAH Aol $E¢ AR 244
N Egol gEedd RdE AuEn, AT Alii g FAF AAE JEd Ao
HHY Axe '*’Zii 27 39, &3} 77 L vE FF S dFAFEM, 4 274
M PLS BE 92%& 9% PLS R¥¢ 7@ tg, SEP % ASAMRY ZAAs 5& 78
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o 29 118 2L WYor AESZAL A HH9 AAY 2PdH FE4FS HD
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A% 49 94 F4 2HMEY Z& 2% v A4EZUGE 14 v 29EH0] o]F

BEE dF37] HF 2l @]é’b% o] $4% Aoz Jehdow, AJHAL A @}
& A g AgEAE & 97 0% $4E 45 VEhigith R3 2HEH 9
# Baole 228 £AF 29 109 AAdA AFA RS EFLAE 0558 Brix %0l
3, A4A5E 08192 YRt A=E 3 29 119 AN 3AAMRY FHA
B 00e5%eIer, dRASE 06562 4 ~HEH oF Hgold HE FUE F
Aol THssant
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o i i - : FEE R Ackel Brix % Acua) Brix %
T e e AP R AL AT AR
Ackus 2 Achunl B % 2% 11. Plot of actmal titratable acidity of
2@ 10.Plot of actual Brix% of peach vs, Brix% peach vs. titratable acidity calculated
calculated by PLS model(preprocessing : by PLS model{preprocessing
scattering cormrection=SNV & MSC, Ist scattering correction = SNV&MSC,
derivative, wavelength range @ 550~ 1st derivative, wavelength range :
1000nm). 550 ~1000nm).
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