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Figure S1. 200 Permutation Iteration Tests for PLS-DA Models, without preprocessing (A, C, E, G,
I), MSC+SD preprocessing (B, D, F, H, J), without feature extraction (A, B), LVs (C,D), VIP (E, F),
SPA (G, H), CARS (L, J).
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Figure S2. Confusion matrix graph with the best performance in PLS-DA model (based on VIP
feature extraction). A (training set without preprocessing), B (testing set without preprocessing), C
(training set with MSC and 2D processing), and D (testing set with MSC and 2D processing).



