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The efficacy of using exogenous enzymes treatment for improve soybean
meal quality of nutritive value and nutrients digestibility in
Pacific whiteleg shrimp (Litopenaeus vannamei)
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ABSTRACT: Soybean meal (SBM) is widely used as a plant-based protein source in aquatic animal diets due to its
high protein content, essential amino acids, and critical nutrients. However, its utilization is limited by anti-nutritional
factors (ANFs), particularly phytic acid, which hinder nutrient absorption. This study investigated the use of a cocktail
enzyme treatment to mitigate ANFs and improve SBM digestibility. The enzyme was applied at concentrations of 0,
10, 20, and 30 ¢/ kg for treatment times of 0, 1, 2, 4, and 6 hours. A 4x5 factorial arrangement in a completely
randomized design (CRD) with three replication runs was carried out for each treatment. The phytic acid content, in
vitro protein and carbohydrate digestibility and chemical composition were analyzed. Results showed that enzymatic
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treatment significantly reduced phytic acid content within the first hour (P<0.05), with an optimal enzyme
concentration of 20 g/kg. Chemical composition analysis revealed reduced fiber content (P<0.05). The highest
protein and carbohydrate digestibility, was observed at 4 and 2 hours, (P<0.05) respectively, compared to untreated
SBM. These findings demonstrate that enzymatic pretreatment effectively reduces phytic acid and enhances nutrient
digestibility in SBM. This method supports higher inclusion rates of SBM in aquafeed, reducing reliance on fishmeal
and advancing sustainable aquaculture feed production. This study supports higher inclusion rates of SBM in
aquafeed, reducing reliance on fishmeal to promote sustainability in the aquaculture industry.

Keywords: soybean meal; enzymes; phytic acid; nutrient digestibility
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Tagavunaalusivarnnindamdessiieuinaununistdilusiuanvaivu eswindiviunanseezdluiisniuiwiouas

@Y o o

USuags winindamdeseaffideddntunisldiuiendu liunvsununsaesiludnduvswdalauwn wnlsleiu lagu
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a1591ulnTUINTT (Anti nutrition factors, ANFs) 817k @138ugansvineuingeslussiu (Protease inhibitors), nalw@n
(Phytic acid), ansudansinauwesdniiu (Antivitamins) wazasnegiui (Soy allergenic agents) (Francis et al., 2001)
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awsdliinszasuunindaviesesainaue daunindundesyaniuauinisasdfetindu (SBM-Control) Tnaguis
Fasavesnistesoaniiu 5 99913a0 (Factor B) A8 0,1, 2, 4 waz 6 93lus figumqil 37 ssriwaidoa 1iensuniy
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in vitro digestibility (Rungruansak et al., 2002) uagiAs1zeIRUsznaUNIATinLITUINTEIUYET AOAC (2000) fiaty

Table 1 Chemical compositions of conventional soybean meal

Chemical compositions (%) Conventional soybean meal
Protein 44.0
Fat 1.50
Fiber 6.00
Ash 6.30

Mositure 9.50
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nMsiATzdUTINunsalw@n

TNUNUNITNAABILUU 4x5 Factorial in completely randomized design (Factorial in CRD) filladumaainstudu
vauoulesl (4 anududude 0, 10, 20 uag 30 ndu/Alaniuens) uagszezan (5 1Ia1A0 0, 1, 2, 4 waz 6 F2lu) v
Mslaszinsalinin a3snns Lee and Choi (2011) Tnedadeenenindaundesdiliiiunisedos (SBM-Control) wazninda
wiAeikunsEUINMsEoedeeuleisan (SBM-Enz) fethas 3 91 fegreay 1 ndu urluansazans HCL aanadud 2.4
% 31195 20 Hadans TneUuiuAurueoag1as (Shaking incubator) 24 Falus figamgiivies ndwmniuthanty
wisseeiesthunissiirudaseu 3,500 seu/unit Wunan 30 wiit wnthuhdndladuiunes 3 fiadansluvihugisendu
asazany Wade’s reagent 1 fiadans (0.03% FeCl, waz 0.3% Sulfosalicylic acid) udrluthumiead 3,500 seu/undt 1Hu
a1 10 w¥l Mﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂfuﬁwdauiai’mﬁWﬂWiamﬂﬁmmﬁmmmﬂ?{u 500 nm FELA3as UVAVIS spectrophotometer Aiilel
‘13’111]1‘81‘17\1"6L‘U%‘EJ‘UL‘ﬁ’c’JUﬁ’UﬁﬁaSa’l‘c’JM’lGﬁj’mI@ﬂi% Phytic acid sodium salt hydrate
nMsAATITRnanssuveseulydlusTuuMuAUeINS

yintsadaouled 1N sEUUIAALeMITB9 917 (Crude enzyme extract) Tudswauuunludviiniade
0.919+0.268 n3u/6 Tnsuaiegsmaiuensly Trs - HCL buffer Aadady 50 mM pH 7.5 figastdau 1:6 wA) T
aziendae homogenizer 1ntiutiFIag1efi i unsualUMmstumdsafinuEasou 15,000 sou/uft gamad
4 arnwaldea w1y 20 wit vmsiiudnlasuuusasudiogisfigamgll -20 ssrivaldya

seivsunalusfusuvessasadaeuledideldlunsinszdianssunmshnuveseulesd auisnisves
Lowry et al. (1951) Tngmsiinansarmoulesl Usuas 25 lulasans naufuiingu 475 lalasans uaz Solution | 2000
lulasdng (Usznounlvaisazany 2% sodium carbonate: 1% Copper (Il) sulfate, CuSo, W@z 2% Potassium Sodium
Tartrate$n51821 100:1:1) wdsantuinansazans Folin’s reagent Usums 200 lalasans Aeusedhsluvaluiiiin 30
U9l mmfuﬂwﬁaaﬂwqﬁié’lﬂi’mmmiamﬂﬁ'uLLaqﬁmmmmﬁu 750 nm #eLA3 89 UVVIS spectrophotometer A7 L
inlUldssuiisuansazanglusiunnnsgiulagld Bovine serum albumin (BSA)

Ans1zvnanssun1svinauvetoulwivsUiu auisues Rungruansak-Torrisen et al. (2006) Inewfiuansannioulys
Usuns 10 lulasdns wanaslu substrates (1.25 mM Bensoyl-Larginine-p-nitroanilide: BAPNA) U331015 1,000 lulasang
na i ldieseidiemaina kinetic finanuenanau 410 nm 50 esreaded Wunan 2 Wit FaewA3es UVAIS
spectrophotometer ieldlunisiunamuszansannisgesldvesiusiugaels in vitro digestibility

Asesiianssumsiauveteuludesluea mu3ives Areekijseree et al. (2000) Tnedututls 5% luthuion
diu 62.5 lulasans 284 0.2 M Phosphate buffer pH 7 waz 37.5 lulasans 20 mM NaCl waslidniugaewn3es Vortex
mixer ndsanduduasataioules Uiuns 125 Tulasns vluailu Incubator figamgd 45 esmuwaidea svovim 15
Wit Wi 250 TalAsAns ves 1% DNS (Fsazanelu 2M NaOH uae 0.6% Sodium potassium tartrate) raslidnfuwdanily
daluiuien 5wl vdsnduiuthndu 2.5 Sadansuarihiegildinrnisganduuasiinnuenadu 540 nm de
1389 UVVIS spectrophotometer iisldlunisiuianmuseansamnistesldvasenslulawmsasieds in vitro digestibility
nsaaszUszanSainwnisteslaveslusiunazanslulawnsniaeds in vitro digestibility

fegafinuan e steefimnyanfiannsoanysinansali@inléd uvinisnuussansamnisdesldues
TUsfunazaslulawmsnmeds in vitro digestibility TngyinnauNunIsNAaeIluy 2x5 Factorial in completely randomized
design (Factorial in CRD) Ya3uAannnududurenaulsy (Mndundesni: SBM-Control wagnindundesiigosdae
wwulesl: SBM-Enz) warsveznan (5 1anade 0, 1, 2, 4 wag 6 ¥ala) ntasinsAnsUsyansawnnsteslaveslusiu
warAslulawnsndaeis in vitro digestibility u38n15v09 Rungruansak-Torrisen et al. (2002) Tagvhnnsdenindaund os

SBM-Control Wag SBM-ENZ @aet19ag 20 dadnsu aslu 50mM Phosphate buffer pH 8.2 Usu1a35 40 fiaddns wagidu
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0.5% Chloramphenicol U331a15 200 lulasans wluvafigamai 30 ssruwaiea anmisa 110 seu/undl 1uan 24
Falus wdmntudy Crude enzyme extract Usums 500 lulasans uazvinnisifiudaegna (control solution: undigested)
U303 500 Tulasang adlumasaifiuiaegns ilududaeiniion 10 wift iilengantsviuveseulss wanifuiaegne i
gaungil 20 ssmwadoaiiolilumslinseiusinunsnesiludassuarUfinahmaiing

ndsaniuimstasiedn 24 $3lua figaungd 30 esewadea aruisa 110 seu/unit Wuna 24 Falus ndsan
Hufiusegne (sample solution: digested) USu1ms 500 Tulasans wazthlududediiion 10 widl Wiongan1sieves
woules] uazifusognsfigamgll -20 ssnwaldea segrsilaldlunisieseiviinansaesiludasy (Free amino group)
#3633 Trinitrobenzene Sulfonic Acid (TNBS) wazUSinasinmnasaag (Reducing sugar) M35 Dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS)

mMsenzimuinunsneriludaszdieds TNBS lasdegnsildannisgeslunasanaaedaegs in vito
digestibility @135n1500¢ Rungruansak et al. (2002) W1@18819 200 lulasansiuasiuaisazais 50 mM Phosphate
buffer pH 8.2 U3uNms 2 Tadans uazans 0.1% TNBS U3ung 1 faddns washluunluiifiauazeunugamaii 60 e
wadea Wuan 1 e wé’ﬂmﬂﬁ?wqmﬂﬁﬁ%mﬁ’;amilﬁm 1 M HCL 1 fiaddns wazthluininisgandunasiiannue
Adu 420 uiluns Inemsduuyszinamyeriludassiiouiisuiuansazanennnsgiu DL-Alanine

nMsiassimUsatiniaifaddaeds ONs lasiifieseiildainnisteslunasanaassdaeds in vitro
digestibility 33815983 Rungruansak et al. (2002) Tnethsegne 125 lulasans wauiingu 125 lilasans Aowdvadly
vaennAaesiidatsazals 1% DNS Usuns 250 lulasdnsves (azarslu 2 M NaOH wag 0.6% Sodium potassium
tartrate) wauliidnfunasdulutnifion 5 wifl Vdeslhfuuanifuingu 2.5 fiadans winhlufndimaganduuasiiany
g11aAU 500 wilums Tasnsiunumyiinashmaimdisufieuiuasazaieinnsgmu Maltose
NFAATIZRIAYTENaUNIALAY

TiaszrieadUszneumanadveanindunidesiinaunisdesdseuleisiuiisreziiainieg d1e3% Proximate
analysis (AOAC, 2000) a4 AiUSANWIAUATITERALTRIURTRANITNAI ANEINYATATANS UNTINEISEVOULAL
nsRseideyanieata

ApszviemnuuUsUsauvestoya (Analysis of variance) uagUSsuifisummunnsiswaseiadede3s Duncan’s

New Multiple Range Test fisgfunudesiu 95% saelusunsudnsagu SPSS Version 28.0.0.0

Nan1sANEILAzIANT
nnan1sAnwiviuiunsalifinlunindundesiagning undesinunisdesneteuleisiy (Exogenous
enzymes: protease, amylase, phytase, xylanase kaz cellulase) 1AULTUTY 0, 10, 20 LAz 30 nTu/Alansusins

381 0, 1, 2, 4 war 6 Falas Nigaumail 37 ssrwal@ea nuiusaenududureseuledsiuuagsveziianlunseos

o w a

damaraUsunansalninfianaseeltdsdiAyneada (P<0.05) Wedinsiiuszauanuuduveseulesismuazdiswialy

mste IngUSinansalndngsaalunindimiesilidiunisdesmeteulsinunaziivsinuasilunndiewia sumnsala

'
a a

AnLadgsiu 0.0385+0.0005%) LarfseAuANUNvawauledlsiy 10 nSu/Alansuems wuinvsuansalninanaseged

aad

Heddynaiindiaiainisges 4 Falus fie 0.0371£0.0007% Waiisuivgaaiuau (P<0.05) uarilvsununsalifnas
WeKuN15888 4 9219 (0.0371-0.0372%), Nszsuauituvaaulydsiy 20 n5u/Alansuenms nuinvsunansaliinas

avegailfeddynaiindanainisges 2 4alus Ae 0.0353+0.0012 Waliisuiiuyanluau (P<0.05) uagiluSunmuasiiile

'
a

HUNNSERENINNTN 2 Falaa (0.0353-0.0375%), Aisesuanuduvaaauledsiy 30 nsu/Alansuenms nuindsununsali

Y 1y aad

nanasegifuddgmsaiiangiiainisges 1 4alus Ao 0.0361+0.0010% LileLiigufiuyamuAu (P<0.05) uaviuIunu

o
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AILIRENUAMTERELNINNTT 1 Fal4 (0.0347-0.0361%) INNNANITNAABIEAIITILINUSINMANUTLT U BauledTIuLaY

PranantunstesdwmaneUiinuveinsalW@infianas (Figure 1)

00400 zm Control 2 SBMI0 g8 SBM20 % SBM30

0.0390

0.0380

0.0370

0.0360

Phytic acid (%)

0.0350

0.0340

S

0.0330
0 hr. 1 hr. 2 hr. 4 hr. 6 hr.

Time (hr.)
Figure 1 Phytic acids content (%) of soybean meal with enzyme treatment in different concentration and treatment
time (mean+SD; n=3)

Different letters above the bars for treatment time indicate significant differences (P<0.05)

mafinsgivanududureteuleisuuazsseznatlunisdevdinalaensswousutansalndnlunindumies
ilosanieulest phytase AzisUfisensgeeiiuse phospho diester 6?5@L‘Tfaumﬂ'WaaLV\Imﬂﬁ’wﬁ’qua%ﬁq inositol ring U949
nsabliin dealiiinnisuanUdesveanesaluguveteyyadase orthophosphate (PO4%") 88nuN (Cao et al., 2007; Yan
et al,, 2002) Imaﬂszﬁm%mwmsﬁwm"uaqLaulsaﬁﬁy’uaavJ'maiéfmsmmmawmaﬁa%’aﬁ'mﬁu Ao Anudutuvesaulyy
wagUSinaduamsn gl (Temperature) A3utduNIA-AN (pH) uarszezatlunsiufisen (Incubation Time) e
UfAtennstesieulesifigngean Uiisenzanawuariiunliunsiionnnsdusiiveaoulesl (Enzyme saturation) (Mbira,
2024) FeuUSinamududureneuluiuarsraynanisdesssfesdiammumnsaunansanuiinuisinansalnfinly
nindamdesyaniuan (SBM-Control) uazeemaassiildiaules (SBM-ENZ20) fluwTdufinduidlessoriiannsusuiuiu
Tasiamzfitiana 4 waz 6 $3lus Jeorafinannisanaswesuszansnmeulainendsnisundisriuiu (ELToukhy et
al, 2013) WiaAnmsdunzisnvesansussneuneanasaduvsduwiafiannsansaindunsalifnld (Blaabjerg et al,,
2010) 91NHANNTNAABITIFBAAEDITUNITNARBIVES Carlson and Poulson (2003) fivhnsAnwiTaanaIuazgama i
wnzauensliioulesiivinaangduvidlunmsmindnusiaduazdnama wuinfigamgd 10 way 20 ssrmwaldea Ui
yoanIalWAnasnn 3.3-3.4 nfw/Alaniu ndeifies 0.69-2.74 n3u/Alansu @aas 17-79%) aelu 8 $lus wazflgaumad 38
ssmwaded Usunamedlmmmanasuiivinadndiieaniely 2 Faluavindu wenand Blaabjerg et al. (2010) ¥iesu
wuledlwalunndmdesmas nmnsndanuisinamediiisvanasann 3.05 nu/Alandy wie 0.24 nu/Alansy (@nas

o ¢

92%) wag 5.54 wide 1.88 nfu/Alansy (anas 66%) muaisiu Melu 24 $2lus Tnenisanasasnsabi@dniudunantudn’

I3 = o

11 WiesannsalwAnmnduiinasnntuenmsdaiaziinuduiivsedniin Jsevdiluduiunguiusiudamaliussansam

o

nsgeslusiuluemsanas wazdudainszuiunisgaduussigidiAey wu weaneda uaalen uundden man uasdined
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(Francis et al., 2001) Iae Zheng et al. (2019) wag Liang et al. (2022) "Léfi:qdwé“miﬂfwmLmamau"lﬂm“lmma vinlailal
anunseldustleranleanefauazansemnsidesradud nsasueuledinmaluomnsdnildfiowd fiunisldusslond
vosoavoauazuIsnn Srdwmaromaiyivlavesdnftfigeiu uaranvesdeiivdeseanddundonnde
PnmsAnwUsEansnmnisgeslduedlusiiu ¢e3s in vitro digestibility nieulasifiadnanmaivennsves
Favauwuunly lagidennindauvdesiiitunisgessoleuledsmdinududu 20 nfu/Alansuems (SBM-ENZ20) 7
$197a1 0, 1, 2, 4 way 6 tlua Annsneasaneuntin %éaL‘T;Juamu:mssiaaﬁa'qwaﬁﬂﬁﬂ%uwmﬂmlw&ﬂamaamnﬁlqmLﬁa
Wisuisusunindamdes (SBM) figaa1an 0, 1, 2, 4 uag 6 Falus nudnisasueuledsindmanoussaninistosldves
TsAusgnaddodfy (P<0.05) InedanadsvesuSinansnozdludasylu SBM waz SBM-ENZ20 Ao 1.40+0.15 uaz
1.98+0.29 muadu (sdu 41.43 %) ) UssAnsamnsgosldgaiiaeluiianaid 4 43lug Ao 3.28+0.28 umol DL-
alanine/g feed/trypsin activity duvesUszansnmnsdesldvesnslulawmsmiu wuimsiasueuludsudmasieUsyans
nsgetldvesnilulamsnet et (P<0.05) IneddadsvesuSinaeniniainadly SBM waz SBM-ENZ20 fe
0.24+0.04 1ag 0.34+0.05 umol maltose/g feed/amylase activity #1ud10U (\uTu 41.67%) (Table2) Uszan3amnns
siaaié’qqﬁqmiwdwnmﬁ 2 §3lu3 e 0.5520.04 pmol maltose/g feed/amylase activity wazn1suan1sAnwdnnalen
nsanasesUsinunsnoziludassuazinnaifagiing 6 alusluganaaes SBM uay SBM-ENZ20 819LAna1nANg
donanmweseulesiidevmdunauiiguval 37°C dwmalilassairslusiuvoneulusiivasuulauargadoionssy
(Egilmez and Haspolat, 2024) saufansavanvosndnsasinaznsnunaswosduainsniidsmaliuffisondgaunauas
nAnSuailvilanas (Nath and Atkins, 2006) 91n91W358v09 Gong et al. (2024) Aildvinisgesnindiundenasdilnasie
wulydsiu (Usznausetoulesl protease, amylase, lipase, cellulase, pectinase, xylanase, glucanase lLazgalactosidase)
nuilassasnsvesingRvanmn 2 oiin fouindnasasdsnsuniniu Uhinaveansnesiluwasihmaimdgstuagied
ud1fyn1eaii (P<0.05) uaw Xu et al. (2025) ldAnuUszansnmnisgesingAuemnsdaifddiulsenaundnainiiy
(Wseznauderhadnnlng Srilwandfnvisdu $1alnaua $19808 nindamdes wagninihe) deeulwsflungs Non-Starch
Polysaccharides (NSP) Fausznouseiaulas cellulase, xylanase, pectinase Wagglucanase nunUsinuresrsiulanse
fidoeldenanasedsiioddymeddn (P<0.05) nanewduthmadidesldine wenaini Cristina et al. (2024) ldvn1sne
msgesnnimdssietoulesianaumdonngramnssunsusyas (Useneuseieule peptidase, phytase, lipase Lag
slucosidase) wuUSunamwesiusiufiazatals (Protein Solubility) LLaxﬁmmﬂimaxﬁiu%aizqasﬁuaéwaﬁﬁaﬁﬁmmﬂaaﬁ
(P<0.05) @saulaugaia Trypsin Inhibitor (TI) anas 30% nsalnfAnanas 33.6% wazledlnudnailsnanas 29.6% nou

o

vlUidesUan Odontesthes argentinensis ‘wmfwﬁmﬂ%’ﬂﬁs‘lwﬂl,l,asmiazamaaiﬂiauiu'ﬁ'wmaqﬁu nstragylusiulu
fuRtu Bnvladalidnsoniiaatudniie Fadenndasifun1mmnasives Paladines-Parrales et al. (2025) ldmaununinda
wideanenniuaesdiniunssuiunistosseieules (Enzyme-Treated Soybean Meal: ET-SBM) waznindawndesiiiiled
Tnudnailsdsn (Low-Oligosaccharide Soybean Meal: LO-SBM) Tudananawi3fiu (ictalurus punctatus) wuhnndundes
ET-SBM dwasiesnsimsideuemsifuile (FCR) flanas wazlugiuvesnindaundes LO-SBM dwmasouszansninnns
Lﬁ]’%iylﬁuimﬁqa%ul,t,asm FCR flanasegnadifudifanieadn (P<0.05) iaifieutunindundesund way Li et al. (2020) 16
YnsAneINsWSsuUTisUsEMIIN NS masanszden, mﬂiﬁ"amﬁmﬁwﬁﬂé’wﬁuw%é waznIndunaesiiniunsto
srgtoulesl Wsenauntatoulay phytase, pectinase, cellulase, xylanase, galactosidase wagneutrase) tuUan
Largemount bass (Micropterus salmoides) wuinanunsaanu3uaanssinulnyuy lauwn a1sngunelsaniivii (glycinin uaz
beta-conglycinin) waznsalwfin sgrefidedfyneana (P<0.05) warnsidioulusidwmanauSunalusiunazusyansnn
nsgesldiingedu uazmslulawselungulodlnuinanlsdanasesnsditddymeadn (P<0.05) msfinuves Passos et al.

(2023) wansliiuinnsly phytase saufU protease @nunsainnisdeslavedusiunarneanesalunindindeslannia
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nsldieulasurazvlinueniu LeIn protease Fiuvianalassasislusiunvierunsalndn vl phytase a1unsaiinis

uazvaanensaliinlaSuarduseansamanniu wenanil xylanase Sstaeaanaidelelailiuts (NSP) Tunilawad lanay

Table 2 in vitro protein and carbohydrate digestibility of soybean meal with enzyme treatment in different

concentration and treatment time with main effect (mean+SD; n=3)

Treatment Treatment time (hr) Protein Carbohydrate
(umol DL-alanine/g feed/ (umol maltose/g feed/
trypsin activity) amylase activity)

SBM-Control 0 0.18+0.08° 0.17+0.05%
SBM-Control 1 1.32+0.13 0.25+0.05%
SBM-Control 2 1.76+0.09° 0.32+0.04°
SBM-Control 4 2.33+0.17° 0.32+0.04"
SBM-Control 6 1.41+0.23 0.13+0.04°
SBM-ENZ20 0 0.18+0.08° 0.17+0.05%
SBM-ENZ20 1 2.67+0.48° 0.17+0.04%
SBM-ENZ20 2 2.58+0.31° 0.55+0.04°
SBM-ENZ20 4 3.28+0.28° 0.42+0.07°
SBM-ENZ20 6 1.21+0.04° 0.39+0.04°
P-value <0.0001 <0.0001

Remark: in vitro protein digestibility determined by TNBS method, in vitro carbohydrate digestibility determined by DNS method

Different letters within the same column indicate significant differences (P<0.05)

uenniesiusznaumaaiivasnndundesuaznindvdesfitunsgesdeioulesisin wuhilvsinandele
anaslunndumdesiigngesseteulsiiiinan 1 42lus egredidoddymneain (P<0.05) Tndelediduviniu 4.08+0.08 %
Taganas 4.67% Weifisuiunindundesilibiiunsgos (Table 3) druviinalsAulifauunniafunad (P>0.05)
#@anAdeInU Plouhinec et al. (2025) ﬁﬁwms’hﬁaulﬁnﬁﬂa@ pectinase &% rhamnogalacturonan hydrolase IUEULLU‘U
wulsdrmaaemniivludamdedld 20-30% WiunsUanUdestiniaensdlua nuaelva uaznsnglsdn dwmalvidols
anav Sﬂﬁgqmsﬂ%’uamwmaz\”ﬁmﬁaaéf’aal,aul%ﬁ lignocellulolytic @1u13a928aAUTN1U Non-Starch Polysaccharides i
dussdusznouvendeleld dwalvirruannsalunisdesldvemnindamdesiiiunsvlsadiniu Wedlsutunnd
wdesitlallétinunsusulsa (U-taynapun et al, 2024) losnnnievlusiazgosuazivasundadassassluluanalvidaung
\dnasdsvanddesansonseenun ilitimadsuuasdvedavuzlaesuluingivemsanandntes wizdmasie
Uizﬁm%mwmiéagﬁqvfu (Wang et al, 2024) Ssdonndadiunsvnasives Bowyer (2016) ﬁvﬁmwﬁﬂﬁ"agﬁu (lupin)

o a

fedsnnndn Solid-state fermentation (SSF) dmsuldiluinghulugnsemnsuaiiia (Oreochromis niloticus) wazUansu
TUims & (Oncorhynchus mykiss) wuinUSinalusausiuanasdndesuiuszaniamnisgesldsiuiuiulnedmansonis
W3aiuln Bnita Fernandes et al. (2022) Svuinsgesmgiiunindesfeeuleitouiunduingivomslumsnan
p13LaBeUan European seabass (Dicentrarchus labrax) wuinuwliuwesUiualusiusmanaadniosluunangunis
veaes Usnaudoluanas Lwi“lufhwuaﬂﬂiz%m%mwmsejaslﬁqa%mﬁulﬁmﬁu Fsnmsiesesiesduszneumaniivenis

neaesiannndasnuNanIsnnasduaIuYeslsEansannseeslsvadlusiukarasiulamsaiiindu
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Table 3 Chemical composition of soybean meal treated with exogenous enzymes at 20 mg/kg in different

treatment time with main effect (mean+SD; n=3)

Treatment Treatment time (hr) Crude Protein (%) Crude Fiber (%)
SBM-Control 0 35.92+1.21 4.28+0.02"
SBM-Control 1 35.77+0.25 4.35+0.03%
SBM-Control 2 35.92+0.05 4.33+0.05%°
SBM-Control 4 35.42+0.62 4.33+0.02%
SBM-Control 6 36.14+0.49 4.38+0.03°
SBM-ENZ20 0 35.92+1.22 4.28+0.02°
SBM-ENZ20 1 35.54+0.06 4.08+0.08°
SBM-ENZ20 2 35.32+0.33 4.22+0.04°
SBM-ENZ20 4 35.57+0.51 4.30+0.03™
SBM-ENZ20 6 36.04+0.12 4.34+0.04%°
P-value 0.8376 <0.0001

Different letters within the same column indicate significant differences (P<0.05)

o

wananidalinisfinwinisuningiunindundesiiiiunszuiunmseesmetoulasiienawnuwnadiusiuainiuaitu

s

lugnsomnsdnd lne Fan et al. (2021) neaeslufeiwiuwily (Litopenaeus vannamei) wuianansanauwnuuaidula

a

48% lnglidmasiodninsonnazdnsnsasgiulad iz vesieunwauuly (P>0.05) sllauarduiugdunidnatuald

U o W a

WingeuegrelidudAnynneatia (P<0.05) Yu et al. (2022) levinnnsidesvies abalone (Haliotis discus hannai) Wu31gmns

v
o w

nsasaulaintueg1aldedAyn1eadis (P<0.05) waraunsanaunuuatules 75% lugnsenms laglidmanseny

o

a

deszuuniduiuLazUTinudunidnalussuugosens waz Li et al. (2020) naasdludangnsuinning Wicropterus

salmoides) WuinausanaRIuUNINS M esUn@lade 150 nfu/Alansu (100%) dwavilisnsinisesaivlnuas

Uszavsamnislivsslenianne s ssuugiidumu waganuenvedialavesdnldgeiian
MnranIaaeInisinandiifiuimsufuussauamessnnduvdstasteule saufiaududy 20 nfu/

o a v ¢

Alansuemns Miszeziiainisges 2 Talus newdluiluingivemisdnitudwannedniurlumedindu lngauisoan
UsnansnbifindaduansiulnsuzsubsdmasoUssaninmnisgeslavedlisfiunasasiulawmsafiiiugedu Fadeyanis
Uuupenaunmuesaningavdesianansaihlulddesenlunmsinugasenmsiie anusunauanduimelusiuainiialuans

awnsuazifunisafemnudidulumsimngifesdnhilueunan

nseynIdeludnd

nsneaesiilasueynvlddniionuningimans auenaIseugyIaaYil 03 660201.2.11/767 (28)

L@NE15D19D9
nolEUB LA UNLTAINITUTEIN. 2566. afinandnnisidemeausednl 2566. unaadaya:

https://wwwd fisheries.go.th/local/file_document/20240712152754 1 file.pdf. Fudle 1 wweu 2568.
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