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Effect of Butea monosperma (Lam.) Taub Flower Powder Supplementation in Layer Diet

on Egg Production and Egg Quality

nuan Keuionl 08w Uszaa’ uazayds Tamsud’
Kanda Lokaewmanee' Arisa Pramul’ and Anuwat Kotmanee'
UNAnED

neanaaiduldiEugulunedis ftusiinluanieuuasiciou anUssmABuiy Tonanme wia
Afan Feunf Usznelng uazans pentemesnaafiaatian diiuasd nnsdnmesililngUsvasdiie
AnuareINsEINAaNNaInaNaRe lua s in lisaanssnn NN INAALAT ALY AUNWNINARBSLLIL
guanysnl (completely randomized design; CRD) Toelglnla aneiugdin mwﬁ 818 48 zﬁ’ﬂmﬁ’%’]mu 105
sin uiilnldeandu 5 nguaz 7 amjm 3 ¢ Inld5uenunmanes 5 gas il nguneaesdl 1 gasawaiil
Uaeda nquneassd 2, 3 uaz 4 ﬂim@ummm@wmﬁnuﬂmwmme@ﬂm@\mmmmmm@ﬂm 0.05,
1.00 waz 1.50 AUAIFL LAZNGUNAREST 5 gRsasTind1aTne nanIARBINLINATEIARNNEININYT
isluevnslildlifinasionananle tinosenmsiiin Uss@nsnmnnswaeue s uiald dwiinldede
Bannensinusanananld 1 a snsniemne dilgnadla Filldens paradasdnmng wefiduslduas
wesidusldeng wefidusmdasnld ﬂ"] a* (@waan’ld) LL@”@"} b* ('?Q'Lﬂﬁfani‘*ﬂ (P>0.05) ﬂ@iwmmﬁ' 2uaz 3
Sunurnenssienananly 1 s fndangameaasi 5 etadtedndnfmneadn (P<0.01) ngunaaasd]
1,2 48 4 umuuﬂm‘wLﬂ@ﬂuLLﬂmiﬂmmmswmmmmm@wmmw 3 uaz 5 atheilladAnymeatia
(P<0.05) n@u‘wm@m‘w 2,3 uay 4 mﬂmvﬁummmhmm 1 gandngunaaesi 1 'am\muﬂmﬂmmmmm
(P<0.05) ﬂmmmmw 3 mﬂfamummmhmm 2 danfige (P<0.05) ﬂmmmmm 2 flensaitlduncAnngn
ngunaaasi 4 uaz 5 ﬂmwummmmmmmm (P<0.01) ngunaaesi 2 flAaedyin poruvuidenld
wazanauiudenligeiian ndamaaed 5 SAdldussannietesinamuninlduaciied a* (@ ldunq) b*
@laums) way L* (Rulaan'ld) Qqﬁ'zgm aehalsfmunnaaiunanneInI Rz dLYesay 1.00 luavglil

mmmﬂﬁ*uﬂa;ﬁmmhjLLmﬁﬂdﬁmm‘%uWﬂﬂm\ﬁmmmﬁizﬁu?ﬂmx 0.05 Az 1.50

AENATY : ABNYNBININY ANTIANINNNTHAR LT Ansnwla

Abstract

Butea monosperma is a family Fabaceae native to tropical and sub-tropical part, ranging across
India, Bangladesh, Nepal, Sri Lanka, Myanmar, Thailand and Loas. The flowers are widely used to prepare
a color. The objective of this study was to determine effect of Butea monosperma (Lam.) Taub flower
powder supplementation in layer diet on egg production and egg quality by using completely randomized
design (CRD) experiment. One hundred and five CP Brown laying hens divided into 5 groups of 7
replications and 3 laying hens per pen were fed one of these experimental diet as following; group 1: a
broken rice-soybean meal diet, group 2-4: diets which 0.05, 1.00 and 1.50% of Butea monosperma flower

powder, respectively and group 5: a corn-soybean meal diet. The result showed that egg production, feed
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intake, feed efficiency, egg mass, average egg weight, feed intake per dozen eggs, mortality rate, shape
index, albumen index, egg specific gravity, yolk percentage, albumen percentage, eggshell percentage
and a* (eggshell color) were not significantly different (P>0.05). The least feed cost per dozen egg of group
2 and 3 was significantly lower than group 5 (P<0.01). Body weight gain of group 1, 2 and 4 was
significantly lower than group 3 and 5 (P<0.05). An egg grade percentage (No. 1) of group 2, 3 and 4 was
significantly higher than group 1 (P<0.05) while an egg grade percentage (No.2) of group 3 was lowest.
Yolk index of group 4 and 5 was significantly lower than group 4 and 5 (P<0.01). Haugh unit, eggshell
thickness and eggshell strength of group 2 were highest. Egg yolk color (from egg analyzer and Roche
yolk color fan), a* (yolk color), b* (yolk color) and L* (eggshell color) of group 5 were highest. However,
layer feed supplemented with Butea monosperma (Lam.) Taub flower powder at 1.00% could improved

the color of yolk better that those supplemented with 0.05% and 1.50%.

Keywords: Butea monosperma (Lam.), egg production performance, egg quality
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sluﬂf%gﬁ’uirivlfﬁﬁ@dwLﬂuzﬁ"mﬁ,ﬂmﬁﬁ@?{a‘?ﬁﬁrymmﬂixmﬂvlmﬂ Feansdedlnlidedniiaaananuas
Arunmaedliinniuieneuauesnaufeanisresdising w lifaune o vie liusediRuaadn gramnsa
ansdaduannemmnsdiandliliteilanadesne il Wdseddunaditu laawiuansddunnzviie
Wuunasas@luauislnla mizﬁLquﬁmmﬁﬁmﬂqLﬂ?ﬁmnﬁhqﬂ@zmﬁv‘iﬂﬁmmﬂdwﬁﬂmqa%u
(ANTINUATHIRANNIINERT, 2551) LL@:Q’U?‘EJWﬁ‘LuMmﬂﬂa:mﬂ‘lﬁmmﬁauu’?‘f,ﬂm%ﬂriﬁﬁmmLﬁuﬁiﬂmm
Tiasf 8- 12 AT (8A931 LAY NIAR, 2556) FaufinnuAslunnstihatsdansssumann 4 lue g il
ietaaanniansddanmsianansssmanazgaandunulunsuanlaliadld

NBIN17 ﬁ%mﬁfy Bastard teak, Bengal kino, Flame of the forest FeAnurnans Butea
monosperma (Lam.) Taub. 4nat/1199A Fabaceae-Papilionode wmﬂmqﬁ%éujﬁﬂ%’ﬂm A2719 AN ABNNDY
A1 AU VDG NDIFIINTNF UATNBINTHTF LT1su Wa\mfmLﬂuawiwsmﬁwfi\iﬁ?{uﬁwLﬁmluLLQUL@ a5
aniszwelng a1 dunsn Baaui wuads AFAINT wiha Tanaima hfaou S wazluwaumig
manzfuanaedulniide lrednidulifufuaunnans sennesnanaudludendeiunennemans nen
fdunsdavieuan Sranuenatlszunn 6-15 wuRwes fnendesinmziudunga Wenenuwasiindu 5 nau
uazazaanaenunludasdeununiiusremnt nenliduadlideninlogldrenanunfueinaailuansa
AINFITHTA %m%qm@nmmmmﬁqﬁmm@mmqmﬁﬁwmwmmﬂ'w i menneanana WEuAsdaenaufi
W pennesnannlduaeanniufeinisniuns 1um thann szpeaeeni A1 nuas uazaIne (Nex
Fnsineas, 2552) uenaintnannenaadeldlunsinentsasu Trawaman (Somani et al., 2006) 3
12134 (Choedon et al., 2010) wazlsaiaaide liandae (Rana and Avijit, 2012) Somani et al. (2006) AN
ansarpaNABNNEINYRAszAL 200 Raansusenlaniuseu uszazinan 2 Alailunynaaes wudians
afnanAeNTeINaTsEL 200 faAnsusenlaniudetu duarinlinglrauaznaeiaanesealuidenanas
AnénenzIsInennesnIniitidudy lssmAtuizalonihnenneanaannmnuiudaun el
WA R N ANAUIR (Holi festival) (Sivananda, 1997) auilaanuifulligfienaasiansddaslunns
dndresliuae faunsideasiftainennesnanunfidiuluemslild WeAnsnageanissduaen
nasnasaaNIsanINNINAR luar AN Wl anvadafhuumamalumsansdansssmanaununisldans
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1. NFINLHUNITNARDY

NUEUNNINARBIULLIENANYD] (completely randomized design; CRD) 1l ldaneiiuggiuanad
81g 48 AUn9F Aauau 105 6n {RELUNIAL TR 30x40x37 [HUFALAT (Inla 3 dia/nga) TlsadouAes
Inldszuuiln mu@mmwLLqmé’faﬂu‘mL’?@uﬁf;mzmmsﬁ’]mmu‘jw,t,umxmavl,@ﬁw (evaporative cooling
System; EVAP) fifiiinanszingeniafineinelasden 14 Thermostat paugunisflo-ilagesinauuas
fatin wiislinaaeseanidlu 5 ngumas 7 91ax 3 6 sztzinameaes 28 Fu ilinaaedlifue iy
AARLFNN0L (120 nFu/da/Su) taelsianmistn 2 A¥q A91981 08.00 1.uAzI9A" 16.00 1. Iildnaaadldiudn
AABAANANTNE AR LLLTEn (nipple) uaztivlallinniu a1 07.30 w. Inlineassluusazngs
FFuemsmeaes 5 gms (Table 1) Al ndamaaesd 1 grsensntianedangunaaed 2 gasamsiial
Uanednaidsunannasnanausiisziu¥enaz 0.05 ngunaaasi 3 gasewnsfifilarednisiuaennesnaiong
flsziuFeriaz 1.0 ngunaaasi 4 greaanitilaredndiunennesnanansiisziianas 1.5 uazngumaans
7l 5 ewnagrantidna g
2. IEMSNAADI

TPBNNEINANTELLILAZE VNIRRT 5 4n9 N1ATIZTANUAMINEIWNT Ioun dmgusie (Dry
matter) Tshn (crude protein, CP) st (ether extract, EE) L?i'ﬂblﬂ (crude fiber, CF) waztan (ash) ANHATUR4
NUATNINE (2554) Ainrzirmgaalagldiaios Bomb Calorimeter
3. msiufindaya

3.1 indayaanssonimnisudn loun uan@e ld Bannueunsiinu Uszdvanamnsilasuens
Hurdnninla woala dhwinldede Pannemeinuseiiminla 1 Tna fuyutewnsenisuaala 1 Tua
SammsmauaztmiingofiAeuuadlunaeansmaass

3.2 ivdayainanly Tmﬂ%ﬁwﬁﬂL‘flumt:wﬁmmmmgmﬁwﬁﬂimmﬂi:mﬂim w1l wes o
st 70 nsesiulyl wes 1 viwin 65 - 70 nfumes iwed 2 vwin 60 - 65 nFes iwed 3 win 5560
nfiumles wes 4 shwnin 50 - 55 nFumed wed 5 twiin 45 - 50 nfumes wed 6 tviintieandt 45 nfumles

3.3 windayannuniwla liun wefidusdlduas wefifusldanng wefiduiidaenld avudasdaumiy
satigingala parnudaaenta failladuas Agilladenn #lawas Haugh units AraeWeiln Aauvulaentd &
TiunsuazAn L* a* uaz b* 1e9@ lussuazdulaanla

Tneldirseailefdnfny u Lﬂ?lmd"mmmwimmuﬁmiuﬁﬁ (calibration kit for egg multi tester
$1 EMT — 7300) Wiadnaawgalinn shwinla pauanld Fraclaues uazingedyin sefifanaes
(Vernier caliper) a5LdnAnNnd1euazannennzasnasly Lﬁ’ﬂﬁ’]ﬁ“ﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁ\ﬂﬂ Famanundnaliunanay
pangelduns temaailliuns Faannundadliann anugaliannwazaauenalians Wewdaildenn
aadinziiieduda (texture analyzer) Mynngeuaanwdsreilasnly \PAaedaAnA (colorimeter)
E3men L, a way b 1e9@ldunsuazdiaenla lalasiiimes (hydrometer) fuuauinnie e
ANTRIIzaeaedll uaziadNImsgueedist (Roche color fan) duiudnndtesliung asfanasaus
wei1-15
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Table 1 Feed ingredients and chemical composition of experiment diets.

Treatment
Ingredients (%) 1 5 3 4 5
Broken rice 52.10 52.10 52.10 52.10 -
Corn - - - - 53.40
Rice bran 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 6.00
Soybean meal (44% CP) 18.30 18.25 17.30 16.80 19.20
Fish meal (55% CP) 7.50 7.50 7.50 7.50 7.40
Leucaena leaf meal 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
Oyster shell 8.10 8.10 8.10 8.10 8.10
Dicalcium phosphate (18% P) 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.60
Rice bran oil 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50
DL-Methionine 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
Salt 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Premix® 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25
Butea monosperma (Lam.) - 0.05 1.00 1.50 -
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
Feed cost (Baht/kg) 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 17.30
Chemical analysis
Protein (%) 18.25 18.34 18.35 18.40 18.43
Fat (%) 5.10 5.14 5.68 5.70 5.08
Crude fiber (%) 8.34 8.39 8.54 8.95 8.95
Calcium (%) 3.80 3.80 3.80 3.80 3.89
Available phosphorus (%) 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.38
Gross energy (kcal/kg) 4,074.12 4,596.37 4,607.54 4,719.67 4,755.62

® Concentrate mixture including (per kg of diet): vitamin A 10000 IU; cholecalciferol 2000 IU; vitamin E 0.25 1U;
vitamin K3 2 mg; vitamin B12 10 pg; choline 250 mg; folacin 1 mg; niacin 30 mg; pantothenic acid 10 mg; pyridoxine 3 mg;
riboflavin 6 mg; thiamin 2 mg; ethoxyquin 125 mg; choline 1500 mg; cop per 10 mg; iron 60 mg; iodine 0.5 mg; iodine 0.5 mg;

manganese 40 mg; zinc 50 mg; selenium 0.2 mg; preservative 6.54 mg and feed suppl

4. JATSUTRYAN AR

lfawnsnziauulstsauuuy Analysis of variance (ANOVA) Taelfununismaaequuugunasn
(completely randomized design; CRD) LL@:Lﬂ?‘ﬂULﬁﬂuﬁﬁLﬂgﬂﬁfJﬂ?ﬁ Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test
Tnalusunsudsagyl SAS (SAS, 2004)
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HANISNARBILALIATNS
1. a9AlsznaLMILANARIABNNEINNI
AINNNFIATIZHBIALIZNALNIUANTDIABNNEINING WLFIABNNBININIRIRRURT 98.63% Tilahins
12.75% st 0.44% E0le 17.93% 11 6.36% A5/ la1a9m 61.15% UATWAL T 1NA 4,496 29 AlALAREY
Alan3u (Table 2)

Table 2 Chemical composition of Butea monosperma (Lam.).

Composition Butea monosperma (Lam.)
Dry matter (%) 98.63

Crude protein (%) 12.75

Crude fat (%) 0.44

Crude fat (%) 17.93

Crude ash (%) 6.36
Carbohydrate (%)? 61.15

Gross energy (kcal/kg) 4,496.29

“Carbohydrate (%) = 100-(%moisture+%crude protein+%crude fat+%crude fiber+%crude ash)

2. HANFLATNABNNAINIININLATN I U MTARRNTTANMNNITHAR

AN ADNNAININETLEN LD VNI AR ANIINNAN TGS (Table 3) WU wanamle Usunn
awnsRu ssAnEamnnalaauea g uaald vviinldiede uas e inusenanasls 1 v il
ANLANANAUNWNATA (P>0.05) Iummwﬁ'ﬁuwummmﬁ?ﬁiammﬁmw 1 adlAnuunAnF1ei U9 tile
mmmmmnm (P<0.05) Imﬂwmm@uwmmw 1, 2 uay 4 AFuuAIeIAeNananl 1 Iu@mmm@u
NARBIT 5 LLmiuLmemm@u‘w 3 Lummnmimmmmumummmimmmmh 1 Wia THannsAtuan
mmmma@mmﬂﬂ?mmmmiwnumN@mmim1 g smfnrmN@mﬁnmmwmﬂunnﬂqwm@muﬂ?mm
anvnsRRusanananld 1 Inaliuansneiunnsain (P>0.05) lummz‘ﬁ'ﬁmmmmmmﬁwmmﬁ 1,2,3ua8%
4 infu 15 unsianlaniy mmmmiﬂ@'wm@mﬁ' 5 Winiu 17.30 unsenlany (Table 1) asanawdulyls
f.iwmmmmmmﬂmﬂ@;wmmﬁ' 1,2unz4 ﬁmmrﬁ'llfmfjﬂﬂ@'wmmﬁ 5 A B WAIR M RLANAR
Tai 1 Immmmjmmmﬁ' 1,2 uaz 4 [ﬁlﬁﬂfhmjwmmﬁ 5 wananigemudniindaasuudadinaen
nMmaaasiANNLANANNT el d1Atyniealia (P<0.05) meudfmzjmmm‘ﬁl 3uar 5 ﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬁfﬁi
Lﬂﬁlﬂuuﬂmiﬂm'ﬂmmimmmmﬂﬂdfm@jwmmﬁ 1,2 uaz 4 adnafdadAtynieaa (P<0.05) aautluly
VLﬁfjﬁﬂ?mmmmiﬁﬁwuvaﬁmm@mn@:u‘ﬁ' 3 ﬁﬂ?mmmmiﬁﬁuqq‘ﬁ'@m (115.14+4.17 nFNmRF9FRT) WanaNn
ﬁgmﬁmﬂwhﬂ (.14 Teeudn ﬂ?ufmmﬁmﬁl"ﬁwn@qiﬁ%u@fgﬁmzﬁuiﬂiﬁum:Wﬁqmuslummi i
anmsaessiseaullsauiarnasuluemmases Wudﬂmmﬁ?wmmﬂ@uﬁ 5 Hszaulilsfunasnasanu
23\‘1171'@3@ (18.43% ua 4,755.62 Alaunaeasanianiu musi)
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Table 3 Egg production and feed cost per dozen eggs of hens fed experimental diets (Mean+SEM, n = 7).

Performance Treatment P-value
1 2 3 4 5
Egg production (%) 87.75£16.06 87.59+6.53 87.14+30.09 87.07£17.79 84.35+13.68 NS
Feed intake (g/hen/day) 114.87x4.44 114712524 115.14£4.17 114.4316.99 114.29+4.77 NS
Feed efficiency 1.143£0.20 1.144+0.08 1.243+0.57 1.156+£0.23  1.190+0.19 NS
Egg mass (d/egg) 54.54+7.76  54.78+6.71 52.13+£18.76 54.31+13.06 54.15£9.15 NS

Average egg weight (g/egg) 62.25+7.51  62.53t4.35 63.53+5.90 62.34+4.98 64.224562 NS

Feed intake per dozen 1.574+0.31  1.571+0.13  1.716+0.75  1.584+0.39  1.663+0.27 NS
eggs (kg)

Mortality rate (%) 0.00£0.00  0.00+0.00  0.00+0.00  0.00£0.00  0.00+0.00 NS
Feed cost per dozen eggs ~ 23.64+4.62° 23.58+2.00° 25.74+11.16™ 23.76+5.89° 28.22+4.71° o
(Baht)

Body weight change (g) 0.024+0.27° 0.019+0.42° 0.185+0.29° 0.014+0.40° 0.187+0.34° *

*Means with different superscripts in the same row are significantly different (P<0.05)
**Means with different superscripts in the same row are highly significantly different (P<0.01)
"No significant different (P>0.05)

SEM = Standard error mean

3. HannsisNARNVaINMIKIILES N uansAalasifudingal
nava9nennaInaaTiaiuluewnsseefidufinenld uansly Table 4 WUINNNNGUNARDY
filefFufinanldiued 0, 4, 5 uay 6 lluansnafunneadi (P>0.05) lunizfingumaaasii 5 filefidudines
lawas 1 z_gqnd'ng'wm@mﬁ 1 agiedldpdAtynisas (P<0.05) LLﬁiiﬁJLLﬁmﬁiNﬁumjwmmﬁ 2, 3uaz 4
(P>0.05) mﬂwmmﬁl 2 Anlefidusinanlanes 2 Qandwmﬁwmmﬁ 3 atieliudAty Atz (P<0.05) us
1l LLmrwmﬁ’uﬂzjmmmﬁ 1,4 uaz 5 (P>0.05) u@nmnﬁmjmmmﬁ 1 Hulefidusinen ldiwes 3 gandngu
npaesi 5 ateiiludAtynieadi (P<0.05) LLﬁiVL:JLLﬁmﬁiNﬁumjmm@mﬁ 2,3 unz 4 (P>0.05) iflasanilade
zﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁmummmmiﬂ Aa agudln annuondax LL@z@mmwmmmmiﬁlLLMﬂ'W?ﬂ (AmR, 2557) a7n
nmaseuliflenguintu wasideslulsdeudotu frunmsiingunasesiiefifufingnliuansnaiu
fm@Lﬁmmmﬂ@mmwmmmmiﬁLL:\ieriVLé’ﬁ*u Orr and Murray (1977) nanadnnaniialafiuluannsazdann
Wlafaunaluny mﬂmﬁLmﬂzﬁmmmmmmjmrﬂ@mﬁ?‘i 5 wudnlilsRu 18.43 wWafifus (Table 1) a9
inlfefiudinenldiwes 1 winfiga WwiRsafuiungunasesdl 4 Sulefiufinsnlaiwes 2 Wi
29.43+18.22 \afifusl LL@xﬂzg'uwmm'ﬁ' 3 duefidusingnlaiues 3 windu 15.29+28.41 1lafidus muaiiu
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Table 4 Egg grading of hens fed experimental diets (Mean+SEM, n = 7).

Egg grading Treatment P-value
(%) 1 2 3 4 5
0 7.00+24.48 2.29+5.01 7.71£19.81 3.7148.48 6.71+£19.87 NS
1 8.86+14.06° 18.86+23.97"  19.86430.04°  18.00+24.76™  33.00+27.45° *
2 33.00£36.91%° 37.00£15.68°  22.57+29.46°  29.43+18.22%  32.29+29.62% *
3 20.29+14.16° 13.71427.27*°  15.20428.41%°  18.71£31.34% 8.43+21.95" *
4 3.574+19.28 1.71+5.67 3.57+14.90 3.14+10.54 0.29+2.00 NS
5 0.7145.01 0.00+0.00 0.00£0.00 0.14+1.00 0.14+1.00 NS
6 0.00+0.00 0.00+0.00 0.0040.00 0.00+0.00 0.00+0.00 NS

*Means with different superscripts in the same row are significantly different (P<0.05)
"“$No significant different (P>0.05)

SEM = Standard error mean

4. vamm’anmmm’mﬁt@?ﬂu’mm’arﬁiaQmmw'l,'li
NM@NmﬂﬂmmmmﬁL@?N‘Lumma‘ﬁﬂ@mmww (Table 5) wudn dadginssla daillaann
ANNENANNNY wefidusldune wefifudldenn wefdudiasnld A1 a* @wasnld) wazAn b* (@uaen
1a) el paNumAnFNaiunI9@ DR (P>0.05)
susRFTTldune SanuLAnFeT et aTTdFuEeneadn (P<0.01) wud’mﬁjmmm‘ﬁ' 5 {An

o

o '

saitldunsgeninngunaaesdi 1, 2 waz 3 uwiliuananaiungamaaasii 4 (P>0.05) luldunsaziitilsfiuuay
Toduiuesdilsznau (Friinlnauinns, 2548) ﬁqﬁumnmﬁLmﬂ:ﬁmmimmmmjwmmﬁ' 5 wugndTisdiu
18.43 1lefius lasTu 7.08 wefidu (Table 1) anadsuaiinlingunanasd 5 fandaitliungaiign

prurasAaeigiln Hadiuuansdeiuetltid Ay eais (P<0.05) Wudwmﬁmmmﬁ' 2 {An
aaﬂgﬁmqmdwmﬁmmmﬁ 5 atNHTEAATYNNETR (P<0.05) LLﬁiiﬂLLMﬂﬁiwqﬁunzﬁuwmamﬁ 1,3 uaz 4
(P>0.05) V”T\iﬁmfv«]ﬁmmaLﬁmmﬂmﬂwaqmmﬁmiz%wﬁavj A8 Chalcones (Pal and Bose, 2011) Fagnsiid)
AuanBLlua s ueyyadase feazdandiudenisifianszuaunis Lipid peroxidation U390t Membrane
lipid matrix fafisdaedenailasiumsgninaneressadiala v liialailpe g dsdandaeiisn sz avanm
Iums@m%mwmmﬂﬁﬁéﬁu (AR5 LAY NIARA, 2556) m‘ma\ﬁiﬁﬁuﬁqgﬂﬁfﬂﬂ‘l‘%ﬂ?:Tmuﬂumm%wiﬂ
10 ldeteiids@ninaw

Frumasinaruunaentafipanauansnsiuetieiilodfyfoneadn (P<0.01) Inefingunaass
7l 2 FAprusunzeldanitinnndingunimaaest 3, 4 uaz 5 ualalumnsnefungunaaesd 1 (P>0.05)
Tugurespauudandents fanuuandrefuetiidedifyfioneain (P<0.01) tnangunaassd 1 uaz
(P>0.05) Olugberm|
et al. (2010) seuiniminiddenldazduiusiuasudenTld annimasemuingunaaes 1

2 llV‘]’]ﬂ'ﬂllLL°1I\1Lﬂ@ﬂﬂvl,ﬂmqﬂﬂ')ﬂﬂﬂll‘l/]ﬂ@‘ﬂ\im 5 LLWiNLLﬁ]ﬂﬁ]’W\‘IﬂUﬂ@NWﬁ@@\‘m 3 uar 4

waz 2 HAannwlasnlduazAtaanuudadaenldduiugiv Tmﬂﬂqmm@mw 1 dArpnununlaenty
uwazArANudaiLaenlel winfu 0.439+0.27 uaz 37.770+66.51 UaY NENNAADIN 2 WL 0.445+0.23 uax
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