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Fig. S1. Sample 2 (myrobalan) classification by PLS-DA of ultraviolet spectra. (°) Training; (*)
Test.

08

0.6 o

04F

0.2 o

calculated response Class 3

o, .
0.2t e * 0y o *

047

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
samples

Fig. S2. Sample 3 (quebracho) classification by PLS-DA of ultraviolet spectra. (°) Training; (*)
Test.
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Fig. $3. Sample 4 (tara) classification by PLS-DA of ultraviolet spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.

06 1
1=

04r

021 + 3
e . o0

calculated response Class 5

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
samples

Fig. S4. Sample 5 (valonea) classification by PLS-DA of ultraviolet spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S5. Sample 6 (mimosa) classification by PLS-DA of ultraviolet spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S6. Sample 2 (myrobalan) classification by PLS-DA of visible spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S7. Sample 3 (quebracho) classification by PLS-DA of visible spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S8. Sample 4 (tara) classification by PLS-DA of visible spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S9. Sample 5 (valonea) classification by PLS-DA of visible spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S10. Sample 6 (mimosa) classification by PLS-DA of visible spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.



08 o

06

DL i i i e e e e e ot St A e e s ot -

02

calculated response Class 2

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 5 40 45
samples

Fig. S11. Sample 2 (myrobalan) classification by PLS-DA of FTIR spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. $12. Sample 3 (quebracho) classification by PLS-DA of FTIR spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. $13. Sample 4 (tara) classification by PLS-DA of FTIR spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. S14. Sample 5 (valonea) classification by PLS-DA of FTIR spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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Fig. $15. Sample 6 (mimosa) classification by PLS-DA of FTIR spectra. (°) Training; (*) Test.
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