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Effect of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond in total mixed ration
(TMR) on feed intake and digestibility in goats
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undnge: nuiTeadliagUsrasdilednvinaresndluiduthifundnueaideslensenlus (calcium hydroxide treated
oil palm frond, CTOPF) Tusmsuaunasudlu (total mixed ration, TMR) siaU3uaunsiuld waznisgeslaluing lng
Anwiluunegnuauuad-tudles 509 e 01gUszan 15-16 ey fhinutniFuduiads 20421 kg $1uu 4 #2 duungls
195U0MINUUNLNITNARDIUY 4 X 4 §53aa1AU Usenaumeemns TMR 4 ans lagld CTOPF 0, 2, 4 uag 6% anud1du
iielduundsvetemiavery anasAnemuin Usinunsiuldedisdaszuasinguiis (%DM) duUszavdnisdosldues
uviSeing (OM) wifuwad (NDF) wWesldudlnvursiuiigesld (TON) wagndsay (ME) fuwnlthianasiueims TMR Aflszdu
199 CTOPF g3n31 4% wuulfsrdsaes (P<0.01) egrslsfiniy Ysunanisiuldvesdunieing (OM) Wsusu (CP) nils
\wad (NDF) uazdluwaglaa (ADF) vesungynngulnalfsaiu (P>0.05) iwisaduanuunuelailunszuaiien (blood
glucose, BUN and PCV) YDIUNEII 4 nay luuanenaiu (P>0.05) iy 91nnsAnw Uzl CTOPF 2% iteLduumnas
pwnsveuluewng TMR wesainderfiutSuunsuldinguis uassilvimsgesldveslnaurgaiuluune

ANENALY: DNIHANATUA; malutduinsiu; waaeslensenles: uny

ABSTRACT: This study aimed to examine the effects of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond (CTOPF) in total
mixed ratio (TMR) on feed intake and digestibility in goats. Four of 15-16 month old male crossbred (50% Thai
Native-Boer) goats with an average initial body weight (BW) of 20+2.1 kg were arranged according to a 4 x 4 latin
square design to be allocated into four TMR feeds containing 0, 2, 4, and 6% CTOPF, respectively, as a source of
roughage. The results showed that total voluntary feed intake (%DM) and the efficiency values of digestibility of
organic matter (OM), neutral detergent fiber (NDF), total digestible nutrient (TDN) and metabolizable energy (ME)
were quadratic decreased in TMR, containing more than 4% of CTOPF (P<0.01). However, there were no significant
differences among treatments for organic matter (OM), crude protein (CP), neutral detergent fiber (NDF), and acid
detergent fiber (ADF) intake (P>0.05). Similarly, the blood metabolites including blood glucose, blood urea-
nitrogen (BUN) and pack cell volume (PCV) showed no significant difference between groups (P>0.05). Therefore,
this study suggested that the level of CTOPF 2% as a source of roughage in TMR caused an increase in dry matter
intake and digestible nutrients in goats.

Keywords: total mixed ratio; oil palm frond; calcium hydroxide; goats

%
Corresponding author: puwadoner@hotmail.com

Received: date; August 30, 2021 Accepted: date; December 24, 2021 Published: date; April 1, 2022




KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 50 (4): 1174-1184 (2022)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2022.99. 1175

umin

lutlagtueimsnaunsudu (Total mixed ration : TMR) Llugssiifeulunisiunissdnfifendes nsld
9113 TMR annsoanussnulumslfemnsuazthevilidnidendesinaunanszmenindmalfiaansliusslomninsg
Tnwugldge Bslundrdumsldomns TMR SseudtgmnisvisusauiiuiilumsugnivemnsdniidesanannsaldTanmy

widemensineasunduuvasomsvenuls dalulgnvaniidrglunsidesdnifsdeduiuinalivestsenealng 3
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msthranasgldanrduinsiusmawnuiisevnsda asamgysluurduring (oil palm frond, OPF) Sufumadenii
winzanlunsuAdgminisvinuaauige1msanIliun LﬂwmﬂﬁﬁLgaqﬁm’iLﬁmLgmmqmﬂiéflﬁlﬂuasmﬁ Tneazdinislu
Urdanhsiudilgannssaussduurduiingiu 88 msludelsdeiiou Lﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁmwmiﬂgﬂﬂﬁuﬁwﬁu 22 fusials B3y wavmAy,
2548) uenani nskimdluindnisudmiuidsunedauifuguagsyhliiuumadeshninisldnsdlueeiud
aeldlpsanizdmingrugiond ilutmisifiuivgnudinidunnfiaslulsemdlne @dnnuideesegianinnues,
2563) aglsfin nslimduduihiuwanfioduemsnenuiliumeinsdosldvodasuginimludiduiiy
‘ﬁm'mﬂismuﬂﬁﬂ%’wqmmmw@h83%@1'1@6] ﬁu’qmamamw NTINIMLAEIaLAL (Kawamoto et al., 2001; 430 LAY
, 2560; Hamchara et al., 2018; Chanjula et al., 2021) ?quiﬂ%’uﬂsmmnW‘WmmwmuﬁaaﬂizmumimﬂmﬁL"T;Ju%%'ﬁﬁ
anutdefiouazldnad sindeuldasiailunguigniiludng Wi ldeulonsenled gi3e wesluidolasenasonles
lolasiauesennlan wazunaifoulonsenlan (Chaudhry, 1998; Chaudhry, 2000; Gunun et al., 2016; Freitas et al.,
2017) lnglanzansindunaideonlonsonled Wumsediliduogruninats wazdsianuduivdedninazuyudei
(Pandey et al., 2015) Fansusudgsaundlulduiusedaunadeslansonler anusatisanuazhaietusyan
Tuwaglealumsluiduhiiuld Sslundumsufugsaanmmduiduiifudounadoulansenledlaglflaiiu 5 %
Prehliunsiimadonldvasinrurlumsluirduhifuldgedu (qane, 2561; gana uazame, 2563) MINTBT09INA WAL
ARy (2563) ¥nisanwnsldmsluunduninuaadeslansenlanfisssdu 0, 2, 4 uaz 6 %luung 1@SuA81MITTU 0.5
%BW WU ungnnnguiiuinunsiuldvesinquiaganuunuelailunszuadenliunndneiu (P0.05) winuii e
swiunnaoulensenlediutuilsedu 2-0 % fuUssAvsnisdesldvosinguita Sundetag niuwad uasdnluwaglaa 3
wunlnfufunuuidunss (Linear) gandunedlaildfumduiduiifuninunadenlansonlesd ognsituddyBmeaia
(P<0.01) ognalsfiny Wearsanduneildsumduuduisuntnueadedlonsonlesiissdusineg @sussomsdu
0.5% BW findsnuldusslevilavosunsiilasusotu (Mcal/day) ag/luya9 0.82-0.73Mcal/day Faluisanasenisesadin
yoaumziiiu (NRC, 1981) n1slimslutiduihsiuniinueaidoulansonledifiosesauidsaduldmnsdmiunisyuuneg
dHoswnnsidsunsgureanuasnsluiiuifesnsliunedsnninasydulnia wasussndaduunindes ogdlsin
mslimdudnisdunn@uundsemaventluems TMR dmsuuneyu desdiindsdadauoimaneiuamatu ua
Uinalusfusailuommslasnuindndiuromduliduindueglutag 30-50% 1090113 TMR uasillusiutssan 14-
16% (quns, 2555; Wisuiinduazdns fni, 2561; Hamchara et al,, 2018; Chanjula et al,, 2021) $3911115 TMR Fa.du
madentiuhaula dsdunsineiluadeld fmqussasditefnu msldmdudrduhifuninunadeulansonlesifuunds
pwnaveuluens TMR seuTumunsiuld uaznnsdesldluung vennddadunisiaunanaesldmensinunaiiiels
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1. nMswssunsluvrduihdunsinuaadedlansanlon
mamssunsludauhdundnueadouleasenles (calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond : CTOPF) 11
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Uan Tudvausvuile suneiliodsnu)istl Jmingiugsond ndumensesdu 4 lulla Mastuun 2 s (Usen

o 1

Andy) illauiauseana 1.5-2.0 cm vasanduvinsuindewnadeulansenledlaeidndiunuladendnw fe sedu

vosunadenlansonled: 1 maludungduan 4 gas dell

gosi 1 syivvenmadeulansenled (Alansw): U @Gas): meluuauddiuan Alansu) 0: 3 : 100
gn3fl 2 seduveaaBailansenten (Alansw): U1 Gas): meluvaudsiuan Rlandy) 2: 3 : 100
gos 3 syivveanmadeulansenled (Alansw): U @Gas): meluuauddiuan @lansu) 4: 3 : 100

v v

an3f 4 seauveuaaBallansenten (Alansw): U1 Gas): meludaudsiuan Rlansu) 6 : 3 : 100
nanli i nukanhuldludamaainuuin 20 dns onlvnuukasUnclvadnlgsyernailunsudnuseuna 21 Ju
Vgauuaiiviad 25 asAngalded AuIBNIMARBITY (F3LAY WavAMy, 2560; 9108 kazANY, 2563) IngA103AUTENBUNTY

Y

\Ailves CTOPF fisediu 0-6% way OPF wawandly (Table 1)

Table 1 Chemical composition of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond (CTOPF) and oil palm frond (OPF)

used in the experiment (% dry matter basis)

Chemical CTOPFY (%) OPF¥
composition 0 2 4 6

DM 40.82 39.39 39.21 39.19 42.53
OM 90.99 86.58 85.14 83.15 91.11
cp 5.74 5.72 5.03 4.75 5.88
EE 2.32 2.43 2.02 2.07 2.56
Ash 9.01 13.42 14.86 16.85 8.89
NDF 65.87 64.01 64.47 65.23 66.65
ADF 45.87 45.26 45.77 45.89 46.26
NSC* 17.06 14.44 13.62 11.10 16.02

YCTOPF = calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond ;¥OPF = oil palm frond

¥NSC = non-structural carbohydrate Estimated: NCS = 100 - (%NDF + %Ash + %CP + %EF)

DM=dry matter ; OM = organic matter ; CP = crude protein ; EE = ether extract ; NDF= neutral detergent fiber ; ADF = acid detergent
fiber

2. MIATEUTNINARDIDIMNTNARDILAZUHUNITNAGDY

THunegnuauiiuilos-uags50% e o1giads 15-16 iWou wasdtudniads 20+2.1 Alandu $1uu 4 6 Squnm
auysal uauss neunsveassihnsidaneSasuenuaznednelulaeldendeneislonesunfu (vermectin®) wazvi
nsaneUngslulawanidu (Biocatalin®) yinsdulviuneldsuninuudnuunun1smeaesu 4 x 4 393aa1fu (4 x 4 Latin
square design) laglasuamsnauasudlu (total mixed rations, TMR) 4 g0 FeSlenI1dIue MU0 IMNTTY 40:60
ormneulsynaudiemsludduiduniinueadedlansenles (calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond, CTOPF)
pwnstuiildlumannassusznaudae drilneun mndaundes Uandu nssdutu nmndlelusdaudiniii nmiwma Dcp
\nde warlkIs19IW (Table 2) NngnsAuinliliseAulusiusin 15% tnvurgaslisiu 70% LagugnuaIufenITves

WNE MIUATLLUETEIURY NRC (1981)
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Table 2 Ingredient of total mixed ration (TMR) used in the experiment (% as DM basis)

Composition Total Mixed Rations

TMR 1 TMR 2 TMR 3 TMR 4
CTOPF0%" 40 - - -
CTOPF 2% - 40 - -
CTOPF 4% - - 40 -
CTOPF 6% - - - 40
Ground corn 21.65 21.65 21.65 21.65
Soybean meal 14.16 14.16 14.16 14.16
Fish meal 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Leucaena meal 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00
Palm kernel cake 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00
Molasses 1.20 1.20 1.20 1.20
Dicalcium phosphate 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Salt 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18
Premix 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Total 100 100 100 100

YCTOPF = calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond

unzusiaziagnideddunendnunsgesld (metabolism crate) Fafsasnitu d1umw 4 aen fisrvemns wardlii
agauN YIN1INARY 4 9199 Ay 21 Tu FeUsenoudie szavUiusa (adaptation period) 14 U warsvuznAaes
(experimental period) 7 u Tngluszezdusaliunsldueims TMR s 4 gRsuUULNT (ad lbitum)laglsiiuay 2 ads
Tuiaa7 07.00 u. kaw 16.00 u. M InSinmemsilly uazemnsiimderislutindn wartaduvemniuiion Usuna
mshuld dnluszegnaaesanUiinaens TMR Tindoifios 90% vesUSinadinuldluissserusuiiiesnindeanisl

wEAuD1slenue

3. MaNUAIBEN NsARTIisdUsznaumaaiivaznisinssidoyaneada
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Indufinteyausununisiuldveseimsnauasudiuniunglasunasnszevnisaasdlaen1steusunaems i

wazansfimderdlutaniuazdraiuremniuiionuiuaemnsiiuld duifufediemsnaunsudinuazya uus
ponulu 2 dau dwil 1 dadniinudreviigumngd 100°C Hunan 24-48 s ilevniedidusvesinguiis wagdaud 2
hlveuflgumgdl 70°C Wuan 72 Hlusudruadunzunssuuin 1 mm ednszimesduszneumani Tiud Vs
Tnguiia (DM) Bunsedng (OM) TUsiusIn (CP) lusfusiu (EE) madSnisves AOAC (1995) uariinsigyimuSunandaead
(NDF) uazdnluigaglad (ADF) 71138015984 Van Soest et al. (1991)

] 13

duiiuiegradenunznaass Aaan 0 uar 4 Falus nasnnstiemisluiuaavievesusassreznaass (Tui 21)

q

Tnativanndudendlugusiaume (ugular vein) Usunu 3 ml ldnasanilienniiu (heparinized) wadoatulilviden
udsinimndumies (centrifuge) Aa5a58U 3,000 soURBUT [Wual 10 ufl waziiudaunaiaun (plasma) Lo
[ a

":.Jmi’wﬁmimuyisﬂmﬁam (blood urea-nitrogen, BUN) (Crocker, 1967) lag/lgia309 spectrophotometer WagilAsigi

AuNdueT glucose ludenld3s GOD-PAP method Taeldunrendnsagy (Glucose Liquicolor®, Germany) uarUsunns
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indenunsdAuLLY (pack cell volume, PCV) 1435013 Cumulative pulse height detection method Tneldhpdos (Sysmex
XN-1000R™ Hematology Analyzer)

ihdeyaiildainnsnaaesionun wiiasegidislusunsy SAS® University Edition TnemaAAnuususiuwuy
Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) AMailiwun1snaaes 4 x 4 dn3aaniu 1neld Proc GLM Wisuifisudniadevesndumaasssng
38 Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (Steel and Torrie, 1980) wagziias1zwuunliin1snouaussanALadsvevsn

LWUARIBIS Orthogonal polynomial

nan1sAnYILazIANTl

IINNIANIBIAYTENOUNINATYD98191T TMR @ns 1-4 (@19 CTOPF #isedu 0, 2, 4 uag 6%) ¥a 4 gns (Table
3) wud1 esdUsgneumaalfiatlndifsariu InediA1 DM aglugae 58.26-59.78% uay EE aglutig 2.12-2.80% udawtiula
TUSINues OM wazU3unm ash fieuduiudiudeauluevng TMR gns 2-4 ileSouiisudu TMR 1 lesannislewiiy
39#U183 %CTOPF U3aas ash tiutuusiu3annmes OM lupimanduanas aonadosiudeyassdusznouniaaiives
CTOPF ﬁssﬁwﬁm (Table 1) Wlosan CaOH, L{']uLLéﬁﬂﬁﬁadama@iaU%mmmaq ash waz OM lue1ms TMR (d310%, 2561;
Q08 WazAME, 2563) MusaieIiufusI8aIuwes Dias et al. (2011) l¢ihmsAnwinisly CaOH, ninvudes fiszdu o,
0.8, 1.6 uay 2.4% sieUSununisiulduaznisdesldluwilaie wui Weifiuszsuves CaOH, U3110u93 OM anag W
Uinawes ash Tusudesifintumusdues CaOH, agnslsfinny Usuinimas NDF ua ADF luo1ms TMR gnsfl 1 whity
(59.50% way 35.67%) uudlifugandn TMR gasil 2-4 (57.89-58.78% way 34.78-30.89%) Aifluwdluanasdumsyszdu
99 CTOPF fiiutu 2-6% Tumsluundusfundnildifuunasemsnervluems TMR aenadesiussnuvesgina
wazaue (2563) lEvinnnsAnwnistdmisludnduinsiumin CaoH, fisesfu 0, 2, 4 uas 6% E3udIEIMNSTY 0.5% BW Tu
uwe WUt msluUnduiingiumnsin CaOH, fisedu 2-49% USunauwed NDF was ADF fiuusldiuanas wefeusumsluiadu
vhifumsin CaOH, 7isesfu 0 waz 6% Lilosanenawes CaoH, Baelslasladnlulassadradulovemislutrduii vildu
lefinsvenedoan vianeiusy R-1,4-glycosidic bond vesaliwaglaauazigaglaanilulaseasng dwalil NDF uay ADF
anas (Chaudhry, 1998; Dias et al.,, 2011; Polyorach and Wanapat, 2014, RIS 2561) Gumz‘ﬁ'mm‘i TMR ‘1?1,:& 4.gm9 g
U3 CP ogflurng 14.81-15.12% wazdiu3ana NSC oglutag 14.20-16.32% usiilefinnsan wut 0913 TMR dausignsd
3 ez TMR qmﬁ 4 USuauves CP uazUSunnues NSC @annaeifiun1sanainiuusuiuves CP uay NSC Tuasduszney
uafives CTOPF 4% uay CTOPF 6% (Table 1) ag19lsiniu Ysunames NSC uay CP fanuduiusiulunssuiunis
wiinfiguuuldldonnia mnuiuuues NSC fidesdwaliigdunisnau proteolytic bacteria 14 CP anfiwiiialdsuu

wadluionaznsalusiuszivedne (volatile fatty acid) FevinlwuSunauaes CP anas (@18, 2547)
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Table 3 Chemical composition of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond (CTOPF) in total mixed ration (TMR) in

the experiment (% dry matter basis)

Total Mixed Rations”

Chemical composition

TMR 1 TMR 2 TMR 3 TMR 4
DM 59.78 58.43 58.26 58.74
oM 93.28 90.67 90.15 88.52
CP 15.12 15.08 14.89 14.81
EE 234 2.12 2.80 2.45
Ash 6.73 9.11 9.85 10.65
NDF 59.50 58.78 58.09 57.89
ADF 35.67 34.78 34.80 34.89
NSC¥ 16.32 14.92 14.37 14.20

YTMR 1 = CTOPF 0% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR 2 = CTOPF 2% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR3 = CTOPF 4% + concentrate
ratio at 40:60, TMR4 = CTOPF 6% + concentrate ratio at 40:60

#NSC = non-structural carbohydrate Estimated: NCS = 100 - (%NDF + %Ash + %CP + %EF)

DM=dry matter ; OM = organic matter ; CP = crude protein ; EE = ether extract ; NDF= neutral detergent fiber ; ADF = acid detergent
fiber

USunaunsnuldwasannng

HamsfnwUsinansiuldednedase (voluntary feed intake, VFI) (%6DM) Tuunggnuaniiuiledlvenlasueimis

PSPl '

HAUATUAILYA 4 gRs (Table 4) wudUsuanisiuldvese1ns TMR gasii 2 Aadu %vesimiings (%BW) r1gens

wngnguitlasueIvis TMR gnsil 1 waggnsi 4 egralideddgvneadial (P<0.05) vaugiungNlisuamis TMR gasi 3 4

Usinansiuldaaiu %Bw Indideafiuunegnnngy (P>0.05) egslsiniu Usinanishuldfnlu %Bw fulitanasuuy

q

wulAarindedas (Quadratic) Wlasesu CTOPF dszdiugendn 2% egeiltedrdydmnsadia (P<0.01) iuaudgdafuyuiu

mstuladunsudminuwnuedn (kg W) luunznguitliienms TMR gasil 2 usunanisiuldgandiungynngy o1

o o

TTeddymeada (P>0.05) Bslunintuusunaunisiulaandug/kg WO fuwilduanasuwuuidulasidsans (Quadratic) Lile

SR o

syéfu CTOPF Ssesfunnnnin 2% eehallifuddaBaneadn (P<0.01) vassiivsinamsiuldnmunvedagus Anduusun
(kg/d) ﬁgdﬂ%mmma@uﬁai’mq (organic matter intake, OMI) USinaunsauldianuaveslusiusiu (crude protein intake,
CPI) UsnunsAulifemunntawad (neutral detergent fiber intake, NDFI) uazU3uimnisiuldanluwaglaa (acid
detergent fiber intake, ADFI) YoUNEALETUDNT TMR 914 4 gnsluunne1m9adia (P>0.05) INN1TNAFDIVLLIULAI
Unamsiuldvesinguis wagSinaunmsiuvestavuzeineg funliduanas WeuSunausedu CTOPF gandn 2% denndes
funsinen Dias et al. (2011) levinsanenisldmusesnsin CaOH, 7iszsu 0, 0.8, 1.6 waz 2.4% Tuwalleuile wuinuala
denduilldsurusesviin CaoH, flszduganit 0.8% fuwalifudmunisiuldvesinguiisanasuuuidulfeidsass

o w

(Quadratic) egneiitedAgyBamneadial (P<0.01) tasa1nUTuIves CaOH, Ngsduvilvindanuuas CP lusmisanas

v
=

nduiuUuI ash Wnduluems dwasenszuiunisninvesqdunidgesidels cellulolytic bacteria lunssiniz iy
daalvinislyaniiuvesemnslunssiniggiuu (rate of passage) $1as inliusunansiuldvesinguiaasUsunanisiule

Yaslnvuglue1sanas (Van Soest, 1994)
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Table 4 Effect of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond (CTOPF) in total mixed ration (TMR) on dry matter

intake and nutrient in goats

Total Mixed Rations" Contras P-value
ltem SEM
TMR 1 TMR 2 TMR 3 TMR 4 L Q
Dry matter intake
ke/d 0.635 0.675 0.644 0.623 0.01 NS NS
%BW 3.12° 3.29° 3.18% 3.08 0.04 NS 0.01
o/kgBW" " 66.29° 69.88° 67.02° 65.22° 0.74 NS 0.01
Nutrients intake (kg)
Organic matter 0.540 0.585 0.575 0.572 0.03 NS NS
Crude protein 0.087 0.097 0.094 0.095 0.01 NS NS
Neutral detergent fiber 0.347 0.379 0.370 0.373 0.02 NS NS
Acid detergent fiber 0.206 0.225 0.221 0.224 0.02 NS NS

5 Mean with symbol with in same row differ significantly (P<0.05)

YTMR 1 = CTOPF 0% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR 2 = CTOPF 2% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR3 = CTOPF 4% + concentrate ratio at
40:60, TMR 4 = CTOPF 6% + concentrate ratio at 40:60,

SEM = Standard error of the mean (n=4).

duuszAvsnisgosld

Table 5 uansinduuszaninmsgosldvesunsildzuems TMR gasit 1, 2, 3 uaz 4 wudunenguilldFuems
TMR gas?l 2 uay 3 ferduussandnisdesldvesinquiuasduusyavimadesldvesniianad geniunegildsu TMR gnsil
1 pgaflifuddnyBemeadia (P<0.01) uiidleiSouiivuunenauilésu TMR gasil 3 uas 4 Serduuszavimsdesldvesing
wiswarRdaadbnamesiu (P>0.05) uaﬂa’]ﬂﬁLszﬂa;uﬁiﬁ%’ua’]Wﬁ TMR qmsﬁ' 2.3 uag 4 fanduuszavsnisdesldves
SuntoTanganitunenguiildsuenms TMR gusiil (P<0.01) vasfunsAldsuamns TMR v 4 gnsfirndussaninisgos
Ievedusiusin uazmduuszansnmsdosldivesdnluwaglaa liunnsaiu (P>0.05) iflefinnsanivesidudlnvuzsmigos
Teluungnguiléifuevns TMR gasil 2 flengeninungiléiuems TMR gasil 1 uaz 4 egredlfudAgmnaaii (P<0.05)
uiungnguiilduens TMR gasit 3 SefidudlnvussmitgesldlndiAsstuungynngy ogslsfinng nsfienduyssans
nstenldvasinguits Aduszaninisdeslduemiugad AdulsyavinsdesliveBunisTng warefifudlnvug s
goelageniluunefldiuenvng TMR gnsil 2-4 (CTOPF2-6%) lewUSsuifisuriuenns TMR gnsil 1 (CTOPF 0%) Lilesann
fsfifinann CaOH, Trwanuagyaneiussresdnlueagloa SniadailviAanimmosiuaziinarunguvesiusyanly

waglaa (Pandey et al., 2015) dwaliaunidlunseimigguuaunsadiludeslauindu Belunindudndeiieatunuan

I ' A a 1 DI, | .:4' i ° a ~
ANULUUNTA-A19 (pH) 1‘uﬂ'§8L‘W’]53LiJ‘uLLﬁNz‘VlLﬂ(ﬂf\]’]ﬂﬂﬁﬂE]EJEJ’]W]'{LWE]QIU‘U’N 6.0-7.0 MRUILAUADNITVNIIUVDIFAUNIYY)
gogaansiiole (cellulolytic bacteria) (Van Soest, 1994) Isvinlvimdudseansnisteslivesinguis Bunseing niluead
wavosidudlnwuesiuiidesliiintuusndeinsanamzuneilisueims TMR ansii 2-6 (CTOPF 2-6%) wui1 wlesediu
989 CTOPF g9n31 4% Tua1mns TMR gnsht 4 daaliidrdudsednsnisdeslavesinguia nlagad dunseing uay
wWoesiduilnyurswindesladuwiltuanasuuuidulAsidsdss (Quadratic) agsdldoddgydamisana (P<0.01) donadseiu
nN13@N¥1ve4 Dias et al. (2011) wud1 WieszAuvaaadeulansenledlurudesgandt 1.6% lviudlelieliduyusednsnig

golavasinguiis AdudseansnistesliveBunseing A

q

o

UsEANSNSUaulsvatuwas wazilasidudlnsursiuidey
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'
v a

1o dulduanasuuuidulasindsaes (Quadratic) egildudfnmsaiia (P<0.01) viueudedfun1sAny1ves 0Ina Lax

7

d

Ay (2563) Idvimsdnwinsldmslutidudiumsin CaoH, fisssu 0, 2, 4 uaz 6% TasLESue sty 0.5 %BW luuns
wuth unetldFumsuiduthifunin caoH, flsefugandn 4% vilkedudszansmsdesldvadnausiuwliuanasuiuy
WulAarndsans (Quadratic) egnsiilivddnyBannsadia (P<0.01) ilosainmsgadsyiualusiusluseninanszuaunis
winmslutduthsiy vilsusinalusiusadumsluundushsiuntn CaoH, fisziu 6% anas dwmatunszurunsniinyes
aunsdlunsuimgguiivinisdeslavednvuzanas

unelF3Uevs TMR gnsil 2 uay 3 Indseiliusslevildanduniie Mcalkg uagndanuliusslouild
ungld3u Mcal/day gandinuneiilasue1mns TMR gnsil 1 (P<0.05) uasndsnuilduselowdlifiuuliianasilossfures
CTOPF gsni1 4% (TMR gns#l 4) wuuiduldsihdsass (Quadratic) aenafideddnydannsadi (P<0.01) agnalsfmu n1si
CTOPF snldifuunasenmsneu 40% luewns TMR awnsalindsnuldussloniliaglugag 1.20-1.45 Mcal/day 1igane
fupufosnisve szt minawn 20ke wazdsnsinisiasaivla 50¢/day desntsndenulivsslovilalnonis 1.32
Mcal/day (NRC, 1981)

Table 5 Effect of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond (CTOPF) in total mixed ration (TMR) on apparent
digestibility in goats.

Total Mixed Rations Contras P-value
[tem SEM
TMR 1 TMR 2 TMR 3 TMR 4 L Q
Apparent digestibility,%
DM 57.31¢ 62.67" 61.40" 59.58° 0.65 NS 0.001
oM 58.46" 65.27" 64.34" 62.96" 0.65 0.001 0.001
CP 55.11 58.15 57.49 55.50 0.75 NS NS
NDF 55.13¢ 59.48" 58.36"° 56.74% 0.63 NS 0.003
ADF 38.03 40.67 39.95 38.21 0.79 NS NS
TDN 61.61° 66.02° 64.29%° 63.02° 0.78 NS 0.01
ME (Mcal/Kg)” 2.07° 2.24° 2.21% 2.07° 0.03 NS 0.003
ME (Mcal/day) 1.20° 1.45° 1.40° 1.37% 0.05 NS 0.03

ABCMean with symbol with in same row differ significantly (P<0.01)

2b Mean with symbol with in same row differ significantly (P<0.05)

YTMR 1 = CTOPF 0% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR 2 = CTOPF 2% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR3 = CTOPF 4% + concentrate ratio at
40:60, TMR 4 = CTOPF 6% + concentrate ratio at 40:60,

YME (Mcal/day) = organic matter digestion x 3.8 (Kearl, 1982)

SEM = Standard error of the mean (n=4).

wunvelarivesifon

Table 6 uneiilgsuonms TMR qmﬁ 1,2, 3 4@y 4 (CTOPF s2AU 0, 2, 4 wag 6%) WUl Aanuwnualanlunsyus
dn (blood metabolite) léur Aidiudugas BUN, glucose uaz PCV vasunzynnglaifinuunnsaiu (P>0.05) fadalus
7 0 Aeulorms Faluedt ¢ nddlemns uaziluaedsannsanwadsivivldinens TVMR qmﬁ' 4 vl¥ien BUN wades]
LLmT,ﬁmqmdwLf‘iam%'amﬁauﬁummi TMR qm%"u (Liumnsnannsadd P>0.05) oaifiesnannU3unawes NSC uazUsuna

t%

OM #eluewns TMR gash 4 iligauvisenld NH,-N lunsdaumsgilusiuadunidnssmnegunliiosad Usunm NHN
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fimdedagngaduriunsaimssulussiuuAsudug3elduniu (Hammond, 1998) Tnsdnads BUN vasimnzsis 4 gy
ogflutng 15.47-15.57 mg/dl denndestunanssesuiisifussduaududuros BUN lunszuaidenvesunggnaauiiy
dedlneBaflenuszana 12-23 me/dl (1§31, 2552; NIna UazAMy, 2559; 45LAY kagAME, 2560; NN WAYAME, 2563)
oehdlsfinny Annududures BUN Unfagfuuustuegfunastade 1y o1 sedulusiiuems Uualusiuiinuld
wazeny (Lloyd, 1982) mmxﬁﬂ?mmmmL%M’J’uﬁumglucosesluﬂixLLaLé‘amLa?iaasﬂmm 60.95-61.35 mg/d 9518914
Usinaamnududures slucose wdslunszuadesvounsgnuasiiuidodnedllédsuems TMR Afidndauoimstu 60% u

1V oglur29 61.25-84.66 mg/d (Chanjula et al, 2016; 7ana WazANE, 2559; A51AY UATAME, 2560) TsAnAuTuTuYDs

glucose IuﬂizLLaLﬁamﬁuaaLLWmuagﬁ’mzﬁwaammﬁuﬁLLWﬂﬁ%"U TnyszauaNuUduduaed glucose Tunseuaildenund
Y9UNWE 50-75 mg/d (Keneko, 1980) USuau PCV La?ilaagﬂmm 31.00-31.87% @USunandndonunssauturoaungly
nsfnwadsilogluracni (22-38%) Uain, 1993; 1aden, 2548) pgdlsfiniu wilddnsldens TMR Aifiusana (CTOPF
fisgeiu 0-6%) unzdmiunsyuune esansiliesunuelavlunszuaidenvosunsiiriganiinisld (CTOPF 0-6%)
L@SUAEINTUU 0.5%BW Tasadudures BUN, glucose wag PCV (13.25-15.00 mg/dl, 42.50-43.12 mg/dl way 26.12-
27.62%) (9198 wazAuy, 2563)

Table 6 Effect of calcium hydroxide treated oil palm frond (CTOPF) in total mixed ration (TMR) on blood

metabolites in goats.

Total Mixed Rations Contras P-value
ltem SEM
TMR 1 TMR 2 TMR 3 TMR 4 L Q
BUN, mg/dl
0 h-post feeding 15.08 15.08 14.89 15.03 0.52 NS NS
4 16.08 15.86 16.22 16.46 0.62 NS NS
Mean 15.58 15.47 15.55 15.75 0.56 NS NS
Glucose, mg/d
0 h-post feeding 60.25 60.19 60.61 60.04 0.34 NS NS
4 61.66 62.16 62.09 61.90 0.79 NS NS
Mean 60.95 61.17 61.35 60.97 0.55 NS NS
PCV, %
0 h-post feeding 33.25 32.00 31.75 32.00 1.08 NS NS
4 30.50 31.00 30.25 30.00 1.09 NS NS
Mean 31.87 31.50 31.00 31.00 0.90 NS NS

YTMR 1 = CTOPF 0% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR 2 = CTOPF 2% + concentrate ratio at 40:60, TMR3 = CTOPF 4% + concentrate ratio at
40:60, TMR 4 = CTOPF 6% + concentrate ratio at 40:60,
SEM = Standard error of the mean (n=4).

auuazdaiauauus
1581113 TMR gnsil 2 (CTOPF 2% = nslutdunsiungdn CaOH, 2%) uunasemsveuluemis TMR

HeUiulpvinunsiuldvesinguitiasdmaliduussansnisgeslavaddavuzlusmsdmiuune gy egrelsing
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