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Abstract
This article presents a method for analyzing caffeine,
which is a primary compound in coffee, by
quantitatively analyzing standard chemical substances
using Raman Spectroscopy technique together with
data analysis using Machine Learning. In this
experiment, standard caffeine samples were prepared
at concentrations of 500 ppm, 1000 ppm, 1500 ppm,
2000 ppm, 3000 ppm, and 4000 ppm. Subsequently,
these concentrations are comparable to those found in
actual coffee samples. These samples were measured
using Raman Spectroscopy technique to obtain a set of
Raman spectra data. However, the quality of the Raman
spectra data was found to be insufficient, necessitating
enhancement of the data quality through preprocessing
techniques such as Baseline Removal, Cosmic ray
Removal, Smoothing Signal, Outlier Removal, and
Amplitude Normalization. Following this, the dataset
containing 80% of the total data (Training Dataset), was
used to train model, while the remaining 20%
(Validation Dataset) was used for testing and parameter
adjustment to improve the model’s

This

prediction

efficiency for caffeine quantitates. research
compared the performance of all 18 models using
Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Root Mean Square Error
(RMSE), and Coefficient of Multiple Determination (R-
Square) as performance indicators. The model with
highest performance according to these indicators was
the Extra Tree Regressor, with MAE, RMSE, and R-square
values of 710 ppm, 914.05 ppm, and 0.34 respectively.
The methods and experimental results from this study
can be further developed for determining caffeine
quantities in coffee.
Wireless network,

Keywords: Internet of Things,

Monitoring system

31

1. unmi

mLL‘V\ILﬁjuuﬁ:ﬂum?aaﬁ'uﬁ'ﬁamuﬂmumﬁ'qﬂiuiaﬂ
UL UL LLasé’qﬁmiUQﬂmLLWquJWﬂﬂ’iﬂ 50 Useine
ialan efulaanduiivasughaiddylunasussme
LmyiﬁmLLW%Uizﬂawiywmsﬂszﬂauma'jMﬂﬂi’] 1000 il
wandlsluansusznoundnvosniun As andu (Caffeine)
Feflwamonisrmuasardenuvnvesniu waelunisesn
qwéﬂsz{uwwﬂazmwéauﬂaw ﬁﬂﬁuﬁgﬂﬁmﬁmi?{uﬁa
AADALIAT WATANIIULE BNt ARlsAaNeLE ou [1] Tny
Usinaldulununiusuna 0.6 81 4% lnssnaunwes

o a

A wazUSuIuABuazTUBETUNTLUILNTHEAR TaTu

]
v

Uasediddglunsdnduladendonionisuslaaniu lu
TaqUunsnsninuimaasddgaisluniunifan
wiugh sudumedlymaiamaniiimsgiu [2-3] 1wy Gas
Chromatography Mass-Spectrometer (GC-MS) Fefannu
LLiquT’]Iuﬂﬁmi’Jﬁ]ithdLL@ﬁ%@ﬁﬂﬁJﬂiuﬁawadizﬁlzL’JaWLLaz
s1anlumsnsate safudllanusudunsaimuinade
nsesatausinaasddaluniun Afanunas uas
pafisnuadauiasgiuifey swideddsladngly
wadasunuanlsalnd Fatanvesinmantiy
srunuauninsalnd (Raman Spectroscopy) Ly
wadlansindauasmuulurhatefiess (Non-destructive)
Imaanﬂ“a"dmngﬂﬂiﬂjﬂ']iﬂszLﬁumﬁwmu (Raman
scattering) Immﬁ@qLama%mmLszjum{quduwzjmsﬁaaéw
v‘fﬂﬁimaqamaqmiﬁaaéwgﬂﬂﬁw?u Tnefiansimessunas
Usgtanagdinaula (Sensitivity) AOLALATOTTANAATL
ﬁﬂviyél’fgfg'lmﬁmuﬁﬂim%ﬁaaﬂmmﬂmﬁﬁaaéw %30
awnnsu (Spectrum) finsidsuulasmesnuiuasain
L%MiugULLUUﬁLLmﬂﬁhﬁﬁu mﬂué’ﬂmﬁﬁ’&ﬂénﬁﬂi}lﬁyﬁaaﬂa
mﬂm%’uﬁamwmzqﬂizmmaqmﬁ(ﬁha&J'Nlﬁuaéwiam%a
wagluvinanefienn awmalwiinislyndnnisdanalunis
3mﬁ1zﬁL%ﬁ@mmwsuadmsmﬁLLaz’;’aq FUBE1INIUIN [4-
51 egslsAnan nslywmadasiuiuaninsalndlunis
’3m'ﬁwﬁv}?aU?mmeTqﬁmmmywmaaqvmrﬂuﬂ’mﬂ’u

LWI9NUSUNUYRIasiay1enlasuld agluasnalmin



Auaned uazeaiy  ECTI-ARD 117 4 atuil 2 (2024): 254277

nsdsuulaeadnasuegnadniou duuidunes
TgiadanisTiesznvoyalasloniniousvodas o
(Machine Learning)

Jaq0u Msl3pugvenaes (Machine leaming) lndl
nstwrlslunsiessveyasinuadninsalndionis
AinszmdauTunm LLagL%dﬂmmwﬁuashmwiwaw [6-7]
TnsnisUoudeyamdnniuasludanedfuniaious
WUUT1ADINIAIUIUANNTOAT 199 bl A AR NE NS
dndulaanaeyadunmiunulasdaludiuassanis ns
Bouzvenatosrmiumadesunuaninsalnd aunsoly
rL‘umﬁLﬂiwgﬁﬁmﬂéuawaﬁuémQQﬂwLL‘V\IIG?@&ﬁﬁﬁﬂix?{m%m‘w
[8-9] warlntmaiFousvenaiosszynalelunissiuun
Usznnvaaad asnununlnglyreyaaiunaduressiuny
[10-11] endlsfnalutagtunmsiinssmdsnmamilagly
Yoy amUnasuvessINIuaImITaTies1znle 08 193
Usgdnsnm LLG]Iﬂ”I‘ieJLﬂ‘i’wﬁL%ﬂU%M’]miﬂﬁlﬂ’]ﬂ‘;ﬂ]}ayjaﬁ]’m
annsuressuuannuung Inglunuideiandu
N15NAINNIENINTIVTAUSINVRIESABULR ST IUleY
Tywadasunuaninsalnd deidnennlunismesenile

AT IS sA B uaglunuw

2. Amauasnquiiiieavas

2.1 M9w3eufa9813 (Sample Preparation)
Tuaasedasiinisnsoudiessasanndy iany
\LTUAN Aunesnis Tnsansanlduitleasiduasuuy
mmgmﬁﬁmwu?qmﬁ( 99.96% (Loba Chemie Pvt Ltd,
Mumbai, India) kazzgnuauiudvinazaly lngaavin
ava189zUsTNauUAILLeNILea (Ethanol) nanfutinse
HPLC Tusmsnanu 1:1 Tumsnasansanduunsgiuiun
viavane sznaulaglyUunaeans 500 1000 1500 2000
3000 kag 4000 TN NUUIUIUAIYINaza1e 1000 Jadans
Tumaoanaass n§a91ntuazyin e Wunan 30 Jund
wazyhnsiluAnnszuatiny (Vortex) delwansawdy

wnsgruazargludviazangladdu vinlulaaisavane

32

ANB LA TE LA ALY 500 1000 1500 2000 3000

wag 4000 ppm MILAIRY

22 msiamemaidasuuanInsalnd (Raman
Spectroscopy)

wiadiasuuauninsalnd (Raman Spectroscopy) AdlaRS
Iu'gﬂ‘ﬁ 1 Lﬂumﬂﬁﬂﬁmﬁaﬂiwﬂgﬂﬁﬂjmﬁﬂizlﬁmaaﬁmu
(Raman scatter) Lﬁﬂﬁ]’mﬂ’]igﬂLLﬁQLﬁL“IJ@%ﬂ’J’]@JL%@JQQL%ﬂ@i
Tan) ﬁﬂvﬁmaqaLﬁmmﬁﬂiw?uﬁ]wﬁmﬂ'ﬁﬁ"'umm‘[maqa uay
vlmAnnisnseidauas lunsdifuasfinszidsoonaniiany
ENIARUINTUAIILEIAA UYDIUA LA LEDS LLaQéauﬂgu%Qﬂ
$8n7 Rayleigh Scattering WAMNLETInTzISmenuLAn
115.WE punUasnIue1IngE u LLadef’Jmfu%qm?&m’h
dryeyrusu1u (Raman Scattering) waransansiadala
Imﬂ%ﬁﬁ'mwu CCD (Charge Coupled Device Detector)
waziiloanndwyeyias Raman finszidseen wfugnnsed
audlanansan a”jqfﬁ’]Lﬂuﬁ”aﬂﬁduqﬂﬂizﬂurml,l,aﬂm’msm
AdY (Grating) T0dnYANUTINIY Lﬁaﬁmuwalﬁu%@aﬂﬂu

sULuvanasule

CCD detector

Diffraction grating

Raman scattered kght

Filter

Scattered light

Laser

apy ==

UM 1 winnsinansimegnaniemaiinsuuaninsalnd

(Raman Spectroscopy)

AMTUTI9Y19109ENSALASIALA NULNYARS
UuaqﬁﬁmmEJﬁ‘LLazUa'aEJMLLﬁdLﬁunm 30 U9 #a9a1n
uguﬁwi’ﬁmﬁl,ﬁmjuayjaamﬂm%“mwmumy’mm?'m Raman
Spectroscopy (Renishaw New Mills, Gloucestershire, UK)
TnelyiawesAnue1Inay 785 nm ANgaalmas 250 mw

N19NTEAUATAIDYN wazyinNIsAvaANATUSILIUN LA



Auaned uazeaiy  ECTI-ARD 117 4 atuil 2 (2024): 254277

Tugisavedy 500 9 1600 cm-1 AIM&818AIN 50 1911
LATANUALLDEAYRIAUNASUN 4 cm-1 @NNSTULIALAIDENS
zVNIsAUTanue 50 awnesy lnswnazannsuayly
< a ~ ° < Y
artunisiiuyseana 10 3u9 LATILNINITHNUVBYA

THVUA 3 FIDYINDNTIAIUINYU

23 msUszananadUnaduleny (Spectral Pre-
Processing)

miﬂizmawaamﬂm%’mﬁyamuu Lﬂu’?%miamﬁdwmu,
szjvaaﬂaﬂ'Lﬁmmﬂ%aﬁmwmmmqﬂﬂszﬁ w’%a%a;gjaﬁlnitﬁm%m
poninveyaanedy Tasdlmaneiiieusulganmain
Imaiamawmj”a;ﬂa aﬁiwlﬁﬁmmmﬁﬂméwﬁlﬂoﬁ"ﬂ%’uﬂqd
Uisﬁm%mwmawmﬁagmamlﬂ Lw{awuﬁumsam}uaagaﬁ
dAey %nﬁﬂﬁﬂwﬁw%mwmaqsqmjya;ﬂaamad Fodunisiden
FensUszanaaUnasulemu Swduneadonlelndl
mmmmzauﬁusqmyayja dmiunsguiunsussanana

Jewmuimungauivveyaalnniu fvuneudisil

2.3.1 NM3USuguveEUnasu (Baseline Removal)

\eeanaandusiunuinesl dygrasuniud unds
(Background Noise) FaTnAN9INNIINTTLI VDAY
ﬁﬂﬁmﬁ’fyz‘gﬂmmgL%qﬁfmlmyLﬁmfummnmﬁma&LLmﬁw
w1 [12] ﬂﬁgmumiﬂ%’ugmmadaLUﬂﬁ%’M%ﬂhﬂUﬂﬁﬁﬂ
é’fgfg'lmmzﬁqﬁl,ﬁmﬁu Tnelunuadeiioslusanasiindiu
FIUVRIEUNATULUUNY AMENANT9d8Y (Second Order

Polynomial Algorithm)

2.3.2 n1saussdmeaiin (Cosmic Ray Removal)
Weasnnisiaduyyrusiuiuazlvgunsas Charge Couple
Device Detector (CCD Detector) lun15n53939 @agunsas

aananafianulinededeealin awmaluiinnisnaduseng

Y

S ludygn (Spikes) Faildnwgaateiuiia (Peaks)

o

uansienuanuarNd Ay ea15AI9819 vilminau

<

Fuaunarai1ainnulanatntunisvitutele aaty

v
a v A=

NUATBUITNIINIANEN19TENINTY Y I UADIF UL

Aany wagnnda dyg Ui TA318A1NINNI NN

o 3

(Threshold) N wun Auansndyauluusnadueiady

v
o o

Spikes WagAIMULUNELYLU0 &U

LA 7]

WLLMUQﬁQﬂﬁ’n%%QﬂLLWUﬁ

33

v v '

AarpAULd g aaden1eluszysnuInig (Window
Size) lnaA1 Threshold wag Window Size Qﬂﬁmuﬂmﬂu

1500 wag 5 muaey

2.3.3 mafdnveyaiiinuni (Outlier Removal)

\isanluseminanstaaamadasiuuaninsalnd
IEMpIiNSLEenduUINSTnULETsH 1881 F3Aanaly
uiloienfuvesansiesns (Heterogeneity) ¥inlsiluun
U%TLamsuaqmﬁmﬁﬁﬁzgzgwmsmmﬁhigﬂsiuaa éqmaiﬁﬂm
%aaﬂat,ﬁmmmuﬂiﬂmu LLaz@mmwmaaﬂgm%gaamaq iy
Iuawu’ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁyﬁqm”awi’wﬂﬁﬂ"ﬂfﬁ’myayjaﬁ'ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ (Outlier
Removal) Tneazle3snsmensaiudayyanodaayia

3UNIU (Signal-To-Noise Ratio %38 SNR) Lagvi1n15A140

AUnasuUALA1 SNR genainaum IagsaanumnIfiu 0.5

2.3.4 m‘sﬂ%’uﬁagapmﬁﬁ'au (Signal Smoothing)
wé’qmﬂﬁﬁ’]miamjya;ﬂaﬁﬁmﬂﬂaaaﬂmﬂsqwgaga 29911n13
Usudaalmssu (Signal Smoothing) vl eandsysy ol
SUmuﬁLﬁﬂﬁumﬂmm;auazaﬂuﬁwmﬂﬂizﬁ; (Charge
Amplifiers) 583 CCD Detector [13] Tnglusu3deilagsin
nsufudyaralmseuingludanesta Savitzky and
Golang Smoothing Lﬁaamé’zyzgwmivmuimaﬂwsﬁnﬁwﬁwﬁu
W1 UYL (Polynomial Order) LLawuwmwuydem”aﬂsaq
(Filter Window Size) 10u 2 uay15 auddu

2.3.5 navilwawnaduduinasgiu (Normalization)
esnnsitesshdyasunuldlelunsiessilagly
miﬁau;;mmm%ws%ua&ufﬁ’ummmjummé’zyzymﬁmu
TnefiUsInunssevB1e9ans uagn1sidendunuInisia

ANANDANULLYBIT A MLaEYI IALUNATUTINLYRIYA

v
a

vayaiiaulunuaunn (nconsistency) Ineluiide
Iavinnsusuandyaavesaiunnsi Aen1saanIuAIAd
wielusunueidanuwuvesdyaingaigadanninuly
nnaUneiy

2.4 n1338U3VRUATRY (Machine Learning)

Turutl lauszgnalamaianisifeuvednias (Machine

Learning) Tnesawuulufinisidenluuvuinasinisannay



Auaned uazeaiy  ECTI-ARD 117 4 atuil 2 (2024): 254277

(Regression Model) LL‘U‘UG{Nﬂﬁiﬁduﬁ’uaéml,ws'waw 1191
nswWisuifisudseansaw Tnlusnuddeilaseuiiou
Uizﬁm%mmmmﬁaaaﬁﬁmﬁLﬂﬁwxﬁﬁ]’aaﬂaﬁsﬁqﬁ’uﬁmm
5 ﬂeju Usznaume 1) LL‘UUmeaﬂuﬂéu Linear Models 2)
LLUUﬁﬁaaﬂuﬂq‘M Support Vector Machine 3) LWuud1a94
Iuﬂa;u Naive Bayes 4) LLUUﬁfﬁaaﬂluﬂq':u Decision Trees
wa 5) wuustaedlunqu Ensemble Methods d9¥ia 5 ngu

798UeNDUAILLUUI DIV IVUA 18 WUUTNABY LAY

v v
VY

U5 Uk UUINADINIUMTIAG AL

® ArANUANaIALRd gauy s (Mean Absolute Error:

MAE):

MAE = ¥" ., |y; — 9l (1)

° ﬂ'ﬁmﬁ'aauagﬁlamwim (Root Mean Square Error:
RMSE):

RMSE = /¥ (y; — 9:)? )

e andulszdnsnisandulany e (Coefficient of

Multiple Determination: R2):

SSTGS
SStot (3)

R2=1-—

‘uaﬂmm‘jumﬁmeﬁﬁumgaé’ai’mﬁﬁmimmaau
HAAWEYDINFHIUNEVBILUUS @89 Prediction Plot 7
LARIA AN LA U1 BILUUT 1097 10 9199 919928
wuuTiaesduiiianuaninsolunisieugveyaddani
Furounniilawu Multi-Layer Perceptron fidusana3fix
wuulpssvieUszamiion (Neural Network) Sin1s3wsnsn
wuuluidudaiay (Non-linear) %38 wWUUS1aBILSTM U

Wesnduveyandndaviindlentaiuuudiassasiin

N5 AIENIZLEAn VY Av ey al naeuuniA uly

34

(overfitting) wazvayan1sinunazaalulaiinudeslesiy
(Independence)3svilunuuudtassdnuuglumunzivyn

YoyaaUnaTUTIUIUVDIANTANNDULINTTIY

3. NaN1INAaDY

3.1 AFINSYYIUIINIU (Raman Measurements)
gﬂﬁ 2 wanafes A Unnsus LT Tala veasanmay
mmgnuﬁ'mmL%ustjuut,t,mﬂemﬁ’u Tnglununisuszanana
o mmgﬂ%ﬁ’qmmimy’h aunasTuvesaITALUB U
mmsgwuﬁguﬁ]zﬁé’wmwmé’zyzymﬁmuﬁmﬁauﬁ’ﬂunﬂ
ALY wazAwLvesd sl lnduius iy

ANULVUVUVDIANNDULUULT LAY

500 ppm

1000 ppm
1500 ppm
2000 ppm
3000 ppm
4000 ppm

L -

LT

Intensity [A.U.]

:
%

250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
Raman shiftcm~!

3UN 2 aUnasus e sA NN UINATEIUNE

ALVLVULANAIIUY

wennil awnefusuuiTaladsefuiaugud
wAnANSY waz s iaTiunnaesuiiinaneanndy
#ala vhlvanusvesannsunaadou wasyinlinnsly
ley’eJigja’aLUﬂﬁl{ﬂﬁlfﬁiﬁﬁmﬁmiﬁuﬂﬁﬂﬂ’13’3Lﬂi’]%ﬂ/;LLaz
Uszsnanalufivseansam sefufanewinnisussanana

Fyauaunaiusmnu

3.2 msuszulanadyyIaUnasulany (Pre-

processing)



Auaned uazeaiy  ECTI-ARD 117 4 atuil 2 (2024): 254277
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3.2.3 nsidnvayaiiiaun@ (Outlier Removal)
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3.2.4 nsUsudaalnSeu (Signal Smoothing)
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3.2.5 mavvawnadudusiasgiu (Normalization)
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32.1-325 ?jwi’ﬂﬁhimmmﬁwm%a%aaLﬂﬂm%’wfmvﬁ
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3.3 mslanvlinavasasaunBunasgy
(Quantitative Analysis of Standard Caffeine
Samples)

§19819aUNR TN VLR 1086 ALUARSY ANIUNNS

Uszananaarmunuadlaedsuauaiunadudinanuuy
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193 185 189 184 Uaz185 alUnnsu mua1au azgninn
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AUEIRU A1NANTTIABILNUIN MsUTzInaNady I
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Ay N5LUABULUAB AL NASUSINTUNNALLTNTUYDS

a5 A suly ﬁEULLUUVIdIbLlJlsﬁ’ﬂLf\]u 5efwinlvaAu

Hana1nlunisviuneas ﬁgqﬁl,mvﬁwaadﬁﬁﬂizﬁm%qunqm

Tunisvinuneanu LT uesEnsAWEuanaUnaSud

nunsUszananaliomuLas Ao LUUSIA0d Extra Trees

Regressor Im&Jﬁmm?{ammﬁmwmmawﬁaﬂ (MAE) A5l

aaal,aﬁlaauqiaj (RMSE) waza1dulszaninisandule

nvAu (R2) agiﬁ 710 ppm 914.05 ppm Wag 0.34 AUaI6U

A157197 1 NanNSIUSEUMIBUUSEANTAINYBINITIATIZY

N R VA Y R | Pt DA T TR VAT DN
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Pursuit

Model MAE RMSE R2

Random Forest Regressor 822.76 1031.16 0.16
Extra Trees Regressor 818.86 1064.70 0.10
Gradient Boosting

861.81 1067.36 0.10
Regressor
LightGBM 861.43 1092.33 0.07
AdaBoost Regressor 958.50 1098.67 0.05
K Neighbors Regressor 882.18 1106.50 0.03
Extreme Gradient

873.36 1126.40 0.00
Boosting
Dummy Regressor 986.50 1168.31 -0.06
Decision Tree Regressor 986.50 1168.31 -0.45
Lasso Regression 943.47 135751 -4.09
Elastic Net 1008.40 | 1736.23 -4.09
Huber Regressor 1493.61 2525.65 -1.25
Bayesian Ridge 1042.96 2116.54 -9.71
Passive Aggressive

2048.47 | 3165.99 -12.47
Regressor
Lasso Least Angle

1103.52 | 2326.52 -14.37
Regression
Ridge Regression 1788.87 6651.25 -127.00
Linear Regression 2859.01 115229 -406.47
Orthogonal Matching

2944.78 | 12400.6 | -555.91

A15797 2 NaNSLUSEUMIBUUSEANTAINYBINITIASIEN

Y9IYAvRLATINIUNTUSENIaNady 10 Uas

v

v

AULLAT

Model MAE RMSE R2
Extra Trees Regressor 710.40 914.05 0.3479
Gradient Boosting
712.10 919.37 0.3376
Regressor
LightGBM 715.52 924.69 0.3288




Auaned uazeaiy  ECTI-ARD 117 4 atuil 2 (2024): 254277

Model MAE RMSE R2

Random Forest Regressor 724.37 930.69 0.3238
AdaBoost Regressor 754.58 937.86 0.3103
K Neighbors Regressor 763.39 954.10 0.2861
Elastic Net 949.10 1120.61 0.027
Passive Aggressive

921.70 1146.74 | -0.0182
Regressor
Dummy Regressor 986.50 1168.32 -0.0617
Ridge Regression 876.68 1165.93 -0.2112
Decision Tree Regressor 930.78 1311.16 -0.3867
Lasso Regression 905.52 1239.66 -0.4791
Lasso Least Angle

905.91 1240.63 | -0.4814
Regression
Bayesian Ridge 901.84 1315.71 -0.8395
Huber Regressor 895.91 1423.75 -1.3927
Orthogonal Matching

1793.18 | 4164.81 -24.93
Pursuit
Linear Regression 13977 37375.8 -1965
Lasso Least Angle

168898 535077 -11340
Regression

gﬂﬁ 9 19UN1TLATIENNANITHIUBAMULT UV YYD IATS
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FuneUSunaEnsa sy Sadenwuusasduiinseina
ﬁ]’lﬂEULLﬁGNiMyLﬁU’JI’] Tug33 1500 ppm &9 3000 ppm
wuusaesiuunTunfiasviune e sansamdule
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