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Nutrients and biochemical components in rubber latex indicate latex biosynthesis and rubber
tree health. However, these components in rubber latex can change easily. This study aimed to compare
the latex preservation methods for analysis of nutrients and biochemical components. Rubber latex
was kept at the different conditions; room temperature (27°C), in ice box (4°C) and kept at 27°C with
chloroform addition to inhibit microorganisms. It revealed that concentrations of nutrients varied slightly
but sucrose in latex kept at 27°C decreased greatly. Preservation of latex in ice box can maintain sucrose
level but chloroform did not prevent decrease of sucrose. Therefore, during collecting latex from rubber
trees, vial used for latex sampling should be kept in an ice box and latex should be also precipitated
as soon as possible to remove rubber. Then, filtrate or latex serum was kept for analysis of nutrients

and biochemical components.

Keywords: rubber tree, nutrient, fresh latex rubber, biochemical component, sucrose

NARIUILTY (4°%.) wasTlauneIsIuAUNISLAY

9 Y

unAnga
AaslsnasuedudRaunidluuiens nan1smnaes
519@1skazeIRlsEneUn T nAdlull WU AT UTUYRIsIR @ M TIUY 1819 NN g

gradudafiasioudanszuiunisainadiens war  WasuwUasdes luvasiiglasazanaiag1esinsy

ANNaNyYsalvesdueng egglsiniuesdUsznay
aenanlutigeansinudsundadladng Faladnu

Wisuilsunsinuinesaniigamgiivies (27°w.) lu

Wernsienanlifgamgdnes nisiivinendu
ﬂa'aaﬁflLLsﬁaszhEJ%’ﬂmszﬁUezﬂmaﬁwsmléf LANISLAY

Aaslsnesuliarunsadesiunisanasvesglasala

18



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 37(3): 18-29

o
[ K'Y

Fafuluvaeiosfuiiosandugnsdmsuiild
Ainszriglasansnmasniuinendunioueiiusm
tuds uazslorafivinenaatafirasanasneuriud
Wiowsnifosnceon Mnusainerdulanseduly

a 6 (3 = a
’JLﬂ'ﬁ’]%‘ﬂﬁ’]@@WMWiLLa%B&ﬂUi%ﬂ@UW’NﬁDLﬂll

ANEIARY: 819N 51N WNeNEn
peRUsENOUMTNALl glAsa

A1

s1mensidutiadendaiidvadestunis
wiapAvTanaznslinandnvesiiy uenantusig
pwnsdudussdusynovvesasuanidaidennag
mMelufue1anns waziiedesiuianssusie wu
NIZUUNMIAUATIZRMIBLE N13Mela warn15ada
e Wudy axdu sgermsfaduiadond il
AxyiaUfANANYIAIVDIRUL NN TILALHANGA VDY
dne19 uenani esduszneunsduadluiens
Ifud USinameudsianun (Total solid content)
Fananafsnnuannsolunisadradonns glasa
(Sucrose) LHuunasrasansmafulunsdunszsiens
pdunidweanesa (Inorganic phosphorus) 1Ju
n§uildlunisdunsevions waglnesa (Thiol)
\Duansiueyyadasziitesiuoendiauidufivi
danasion1svgalviaveatiens (Romruensukharom
et al., 2003) paRUsEnaUWEN T IufMY Sneegamnila
Tuthensfiazteuiisianssusieg amelugdueranis
Fatfu mMsdeseismeimssiuiuesiusznounia
Fuedluyrensfuduuuaniand siiaunsadiun
Uszillupuauysalvesnug e ala
n1sieseisinemsluivaiuisaiiu
Frog 197 vandIue1g AflAaduiusfunandn
WionsasgAulavesieNAAT Iz 1wy Tu Aruly

Fu U3 0dIUVDINYTIUUA (Jones 2001; Onthong

2019) N15T4ATILU TN BIMITEIMTUEIINIE
AruugiliiAvluniasieit (Kungpisdan, 1999)
wan1sulugnanisdguassa iesandugnnig
gau1n nafelug1 M TImMaRUanNIARUEIINITIE
ANNEUTEINN 15-20 was virliliazainsenis
Audegnslu eghalsfiany fsenunisldihenaiie
AATILINI519 D1 TNY Wesananunsauiulaing
LLas‘wmfwi‘m&ﬁuﬁummﬁmmmﬂuﬁwmuﬁaﬁms
Lﬁmwlﬁfu’lﬁméfuawwwW (Boonmanee et al.,
2013; Waston, 1989) sratfu de19m1513 vaunsa
U1113LA9189 ULl ua1ULs10 015 LA Laglane
drureaunngns deUsznoudisesduszneunis
Fuafuarsmens sviansiug Aldliersegie
U0 AR 1UTINBIMITUaLDIAUTENOUNI9T LAl
aunsnnllgusslenilunisdanissigeimsliun
FUBnamns SITeEnInsasAnsEaesTuUnIaltLA
AugnalaonalY
TnelUImsfiunavwioufeafivdang
foA1fiaesvaile Fadulunisiiuiienmnsie
Arsesduszneunmeduaiiluthensd e
TiAuusnadunialdsesnsausyann 5 ou. way
sedduieneveeniilenaulaeliumsverdinueda
(Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid: EDTA) i ot e
N159UA109879 waslAulasaaslsosdAniedn
(Trichloroacetic acid: TCA) 1t ol 8193 Ui/ Y
9NV UNS0E Ve MaINT 8T 1Sy (C-serum)
lW3asieviniglasa sdunidveanasa was
neea druvesudwilusumusunaniosnauis
(Chanthuma et al., 2003; Koshy, 1997; Lungkee
2007; Romruensukharom et al., 2003; Sreelatha
et al., 2007; Soumahin et al., 2010) ag19lsAnY
§elufiseaunisfneniadediduanenisiusnu
m"’aaaJ'Nugwmqamﬁ'ai‘meﬁﬁmmmmaz
psAUszneunsduadl Fainlugingussasdiile

Anutaven nanan15A UsNeId98 191 1819a 9

19



P5ANTIVYLATFULASUIVINITNYAS 37(3): 18-29

ax 2 o H o @
wazdZnsiiudnwiuiesan wieidunwimdduns
WUsnwIUI819dnd T UTIAS1EV 51RO ThaY

2IAUTENDUNIT AL
4 ad
auNTULAaZISNS

¢ aa 2w 4 -
n15ANEITIT NS UTABIU1819an Lile
TATIEN5IM 0IMIThar A USENOUNIIT LAl

U5ENaumme 2 N1SNAand Adl

1. Anweamgilunmaifuinuithensan

duifiusegnainensiug RRIM 600 filéan
n1In3AtnL g USHIms 200 ua. aulwidndu wusld
WABMAI BINAAANVUIA 50 WA, TIUIU 6 Waen
USinnsviaenay 30 va. ndenuafiusnethends
figauunfivos (270 wagldlundesdiuds (@)
98198Y 3 viaen maﬂy’mﬁamammlwlm 1 4l
¥msTatnens 2 a. uasiiasazaneinaunse
FReuavdnie 18 ua. aulvidosnadusamudufou
LAYNIBIANTALANYNIUNTEAIENTBITALLULUDS 1
Auansararefitiuvenmadlanieiwduriienslsly

Y @

fifu dnefuiienanieseisinems tdud
wonluid vy (Salicylate hypochlorite method)
lunsm (Salicylic acid method) (Mulvaney, 1996)
Inunafeoy upatd ey Lazuunididen (Atomic
absorption spectrophotometry) wagaiaUsznou
nedaedl leun glasea (Anthrone method) afiun3e
Woanesd (Vanadomolybdate method) waglvesa
(Aciddinitro- dithio- dibenzoic method) (Koshy, 1997,
Romruensukharom et al., 2003; Sreelatha et al.,

2007; Soumahin et al., 2010) YIHaTLAI1EAT Lol
Wisuilguanududuretsneimsiavesfusenay

yatuedlutesiiiuinuiigumgivewuasuly
naenudefiszesnadneyg InenN1sVAdeUANLRgIY
Yoanguieg 2 ngu Mdudaszsetu (Independent
samples t-test)

2. Anwmavesamgliuazinssulnaunss
Tumaifuinetensan

TIIUHUNITNARBIL VYA NaNy Sal
(Completely Randomized Design: CRD) Efmﬁ‘u
faog1einenaiug RRIM 600 7ildannisnInlvin
U315 500 wa. aulsithenadiiu wdldvasauies
NAAANTIUIU 9 aen UTunsvaenay 30 Ua.
Pnduthihesdildluiuinulneudadu 3 nssuis
fio 1) urlundoniuds 2) Mmalifigamgiives 27°u)
way 3) 19T o umgies (27°0.) $auiULAN
paelavesy (a13dudandunid) S1uru 10 ven/
vaen nsNITMAResE 3 11 (Maon) ndtntuLen
desnsenaniiesituiinasidonariulunng 1
Falus TneTintiens 2 wa. uasifuansazaedinas
nsnfidiounzdiiio 18 ua. auliidosnadusamudu
oY LAYNIBIENTALALHIUNTZATBNTOIINUUULUDS
1 fuesuinensliludiu aunsedsasu 6 Falug
Pntutieduinesluiinnedsnems laud
wanluiden lunse Inunaiden waaieou wag
wunfifen wavesdusznounmsduad ldun (oens
wis glasa etlunidneanata uazlneea laeiisns
Anngiiduisatunismaassi 1 waztidoyaniu
duturessineminazesduszneumsduadifiiy
Snwneneandienssuisaneg nandeatuun
Ainneimanads meanuuUsUsIuvesteya (One-
way ANOVA) Lagadaunuland19uedALadens
aiiRn2878 Duncan Multiple Range Test (DMRT)

20



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 37(3): 18-29
NaN15IY

1. Namaaqmwgﬁ‘lun'litﬁu%'nmﬁwsmaﬂ

AMUDUTUYBITIN DM TUALBIAUTENOY
madneiluwduhensildannmsiiuinviiensan
2 n35u3s fe wrlundeaiuds (6°.) wavanalsi
U iivie (27°%.) o lvataduefiniiens
yindalug Wunm 10 $2ls (Figure 1 wae 2) WWnadad

wonludeuunazlumse dloszeziiainis
Ausnwthensanwindy anududuvesueslude
Tuwduiensaininesandafiudnelundesiud
wazii guugdvesdaildunnsedy ieiAusne
dhensanuuty rudutuveswenTuouiiuualiy
anaudnies (Figure 1A) vauziianududuves
iumamLﬁaLﬁu%’ﬂmﬁyﬂmqa@ﬁqmmqﬁﬁmﬁmqaﬂ’h
msuslundestiuds aunsestedaluedt 8 vesnisifu
Srwninensan wuinanududuvedlumsalnddoaiu

YoNA1NT W1eaan tiusnelunaosyd 1ud el

mmLsﬁm%umaqluquqsﬁyulﬁanmmilﬁu%’ﬂm
Wiy GumsﬁifwamamﬁLﬁUﬁqmmﬁﬁaqﬁmamaa
\antiee (Figure 1B)

Twunalfon waatdoy wazuunidigeon
A et 3 ﬁmiul,su%’mfwwmﬂﬁfwwam
Fafusnulundeniufenasiigungdvesden
liunnsnefunaenszeziaInstivsneuiensan
ANt uTelwiadsuialndiAueiu Taedian
58.98-63.64 W 60.04-62.78 faaluans lurhensan
fituinilnoulundeniuduazndidgaungives
AR (Figure 1C) ANUITNTUUDILAALTIL WU
Asiusnetiensanuuna 4 $alus vialaany
Wudurewaa@euluwduhendiiununleously
naesudausuulsUsau (Figure 10) daupnudidu
yoauuniifsunasnszezaaInNIsI AU BILNN9En
dalndlAeeiu laedan 12.74-13.82 uay 12.63-
13.81 fiadluand luthensasiiiusnuilaouslungdes

Y = vl A v o W .
udeuaznelineamglives auddu (Figure 1E)

21



P5ANTIVYLATFULASUIVINITNYAS 37(3): 18-29

Ammoninm (mM)

Potassium (mM)

Figure 1 Effect of fresh latex storage time in ice box (4°C;#) and room temperature (27°C; ~@-)
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Remark: NS=not significantly different; ¥, **=significantly different at P<0.05 and P<0.01, respectively
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Figure 2 Effect of fresh latex storage time in ice box (4°C;A& ) and room temperature (27°C; @~ )

on sucrose (A), inorganic phosphorus (B), and reduced thiol (C) content
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Remark: NS=not significantly different;

, ¥*=significantly different at P<0.05 and P<0.01, respectively
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Figure 3 Effect of storage temperature and chloroform (microorganism inhibitor) of fresh rubber latex

on ammonium (A), nitrate (B), potassium (C), calcium (D), and magnesium (E) content

Remark: NS = not significantly different at P>0.05;
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= significantly different at P<0.05 and P<0.01, respectively
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Figure 4 Effect of storage temperature and chloroform (microorganism inhibitor) of fresh rubber latex

on dry rubber (A), sucrose (B), inorganic phosphorus (C), and reduced thiol (D) content

Remark: NS = not significantly different at P>0.05;
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