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Abstract

This article presents the role of artificial intelligence (Al) in smart agriculture in Thailand during the 5.0
era, focusing on explaining the definitions scope and applications of artificial intelligence in the agricultural
sector, including opportunities, challenges and case studies. Al is considered a high-potential technology for
solving complex problems in agricultural systems, including the management of soil, water and environmental
resources; the detection of plant diseases and pests through photography and drones; the prediction of yields
and climate conditions; and the management of supply chains and markets. Integrating Al into the agricultural
sector aligns with the “Thailand 5.0” concept, which emphasizes development based on science, technology
and innovation aiming to create a balance between economy society, and environment. The study’s findings
demonstrate that Al helps increase productivity, reduce costs and support sustainable farming practices.
However, several challenges remain, such as capital limitations for smallholder farmers, the lack of personnel
with digital skills and inadequate data infrastructure and internet connectivity. Case studies from smart farm
research projects and Thai startups reflect the potential of artificial intelligence in actual agricultural
development. Policy recommendations should therefore focus on developing Al innovations appropriate to the

Thai context supporting budgets and incentives training farmers in digital skills and fostering collaboration among
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government private sector and educational institutions to create an innovation ecosystem that supports the
advancement of Thailand's smart agriculture in the future.
Keywords: sustainable agriculture management, precision agriculture, agricultural innovation, artificial

intelligence, Thailand 5.0
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Smart Agriculture
Al Technologies Applications Outcomes

@ Machine Learning @ Precision Farming ® Economic Growth
@ |oT & Sensors @ Crop Monitoring ® Sustainable Farming

® Big Data Analytics ® Supply Chain Optimization @ Improved Quality of Life

Policy & Extension Support

THAILAND 5.0

Innovation e Sustainability ¢ Inclusivity

Figure 1 Conceptual Framework of Al in Smart Agriculture towards Thailand 5.0

UnyeyrUszhng (Artificial Intelligence: Al)
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UayayUseAvguuunau w38 Narrow Al firenuuuafiernuanedumils Wy nssuunam wensnensaionnie
wag (2) Jyauseivginly vle General Al ﬁﬁmmmmialumiSaui’uasLLﬁ{]zymloﬁ"wmmnmamﬁauww&wié’aagj
Tusgwinansidouaziaul (Kaplan and Haenlein, 2019)

Tudagtudlggussiviianldlumainvnsnssudndng ulygnussAvuouuauiifanudsmnyans
ﬁmﬁuaummmaaﬂzgzgwszﬁwﬁiumﬂLﬂwmiﬂiimﬂiamqméﬁ%Lwiﬂ']i"“sl,ﬂiwﬁ%'mﬂaamwmﬂmu,azau nsasiadulsadia
uazuuasdnIRodaenmene nsweansainands Tuaufenisdanisssunin Jo uaznsuimsdanisialdguniy
weluladdarussAuvsiddnlunisinues 1éun nsueaiudierenfinmes (Computer Vision) dwmiunisiinsegh
MMNINIATUNIBNABIE18AIN N1FUTEUIANANIYI5TINYIA (Natural Language Processing) @115Un1slAAILUEULA
LNYATNT LLazizUUQL%ww (Expert Systems) @msunisidadedgminaziugiuuinienisuily (Liakos et al.,
2018) faifu YyguszAugiadunalnudniidaeliinuasstaioransnauldegauiuguasivssansnwgaan
lnglanizanuauisalunisiseuindeyalusin AsUsusmuanIunnsalfiUasuudas waznisiunewua Ty
ounan dadunuantAfiszuudalusi@mnlulidsaansnyils Barragan-Montero et al,, 2021)

INENIDIIYL (Smart Agriculture)

NBATOIBE AD ;s;dLL‘U'UmiLﬂwmﬁyjimmimﬂiuiaﬁﬁ%ﬁ’auazui’mﬂiimﬁﬂm U sruudumesiinues
assn@s (Internet of Things: IoT) lwuiwes Tasu viusud wazszuumsieseideya Wewfiuuszansamlunisudn an
nsldminensognsduiudes uazaiswananiifauninasnadosiuauiean1sveanain (Zhang et al,, 2020) loT 33
Iananeidudiuddnlunswauinisudaasey (Prangkratok and Khongpeim, 2025) LulAninunssaaseylammunin
PMNNISNEASHIUEN (Precision Agriculture) '1'71'Lﬁumﬂ%ﬁff@aﬂaL%dﬁ”uﬁuazLaaﬂumﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂa‘lmLﬂwmé'a]a%aziﬁmmEJ
vouwsalugnsidenlosszuusing o sheduihumaluladidvia silfanunsansivaeunazeuaunszuIuMsKEALUY
Boalndlémnduneu dudnisefeuiu msvgn maguasne Tuaudamaiiuiien Bacco et al, 2019) szuuinyns
§aa3urdsannsanevausionisildsuilanesanmedenldegerinifuazivinzay inuasdaadosTadldyau
WissuAnsfiunandndauimaminiy widisudanmsdansiifuinsdednden mudidu wagnslidoyadedn
Wensindulafiudugivennunsng saduseneuddyuennunsdansuzusenaudie (1) ssuuugesuasnIsiiu
swnndeya (2) sruunienesinasysznanadeya (3) ssuunsinaulouazmuaudaluli uas (4) szuumsioans
LLaSLLamwasﬁaaﬂa (Wolfert et al., 2017) Figure 2 msyjimwmiﬁgﬁaqﬁﬂizﬂauﬁyﬂhEJWLﬂwmﬂimmmU?mif{Tmmi
vhsulfesnaiiuszansangega andununisian uastiiunanouuvluszezenlfenadsdu
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Data Collection Decision Making | Smart Farm
e Actions

Figure 2 Al-driven Smart Agriculture Process Flow

nsidenlesdyyussAugiununfn Thailand 5.0

wAnUsznelng 5.0 wie Thailand 5.0 WunseUgMsMansnsaNUsEIMATUAsaTsaNnasEnIng
\swgiie dsau uazdannden Tagldinermans inalulad uazuinnssudunesifelunistuindou (National
Economic and Social Development Council, 2022) LLmﬁﬂﬁlﬁ%’ULLNﬂJumas[,ﬁ]mﬂLLmﬁﬂ Society 5.0 ¥83UsgLNA
Gu fjsgnmadudsaniyjaniunyudidugudnas (Human-Centered Society) lngldinalulafifonddyvdsasuas
8NIEAUAMNINTINYDIUTEY 19U (Deguchi et al., 2020) Tuusuni Uy seAvsiedumaluladddyfivaglinieg
inwasansadagandu inwnssaadey (Smart Agriculture) 1da3s wannsadnayadufinaindoya (Data-driven
agriculture) N1IWAIUITEUUNITUSPIUTARAEN15AT19UTANTTUDIMITUNIBUIAA (Future Food) N15Useene LY
HynuseAvglunmanunsineaeandesiuidimuneves Thailand 5.0 luvatedd liud (1) Sfesugha nsifiuwdaamn
uaryaALRiuresdudunwng (2) Gidau miannnuvenadenisddanalulabuasaug uay (3) Sdunndon
nslMsneInsog19dUsEANS ANz aANaNTENURBTEUULLIA (Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives, 2023)
wananil msysanmstlyyssivslunmansesiiaenadosiuulouns BCG Economy Model (Bio-Circular-Green
Economy) vesigunalneiisatiunisldamumanvatovnadinimuazninensegisdsdu Inedggyussiivgansntie
TumsAnmunaziinsizsinanssnusedannden nsdanisveadelunianuas wagnisdaaiunisinunsuuumiou
(Circular Agriculture) leiagnsiiuszd@nsnn (National Economic and Social Development Council, 2022)

nMsysannstyanussiviidniunumsnsailnedsifisadunsiiassansnmlunissan uidsasiouians
Wasuulaudalassarsveaasugialne Iaunsaudsduldluszdulan uazaianuiuamisemsaugiuaiiy
fafuluszezenn muuwIRaves Zha et al. (2020) msthilyauszangunlflunaneasldliudnsuiulsanaians
waAn uidunsufsussuuinemsnssuianelfiussuuiiseaies Wenles uasdsdu Ssazdenasionnuannsaluns
iaJ%Juﬂizﬁmﬂ'ﬂaﬂﬁLﬁuﬁuuazﬂmﬂ?a'aul,mmaquﬁmmﬁﬂuamﬂm
unumvasleyy1uszhug (Artificial Intelligence: Al) dan1sinenssanses

nsUszgndlidyauszAvglumansinuassaniesiiamuddyogadsunmaiulssaniawniswda an
Fuyu uazadsruddunneens unumues Al aiunsaduunldidu 4 Sivdn fedl

1) AFIANTIININEINT Lﬁwﬁﬂuwmwa‘l’qﬁmﬂaa{]zyzgmisﬁwj A9 N13TILdANITNSNEINTNSINEATIA
fivszaniamgega laslanizn1s Jiasesiau Ui uazanmiandon iiudayaineuimes loT wagnuiies il
AIANITAIANEANENY TAITDIAY sefuANTY LLazaquﬁmmﬂﬁLmﬂsamgmsmwﬂqﬂ (Liakos et al., 2018)
FoyamaniigninluvssmanadetygussAviidelfinumsnsaunsoldnineinsesaduan annisgaude wasidiy
waAnlsog1ed By
seuulgauseRvganunsadnsginuninaulusedulania (Micro-Level) lngnisuseaianatoyadnn

WwueiTinA1 pH ATy gamgll warUiinasnormsiuiu antuihdeyawariinadaunuiiaia (Digtal Soil
Map) fluaninuuaniisresaunnduluudazgavesiufinizdgn ielfinunsnsanunsnfunsdanisniuaai
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Foanisianizvesusazit ufi laeg1uaiugn (Patricio and Rieder, 2018) N139ANISWUULRNIENUT (Site-Specific
Management) fitasannsliiouazansiaiildunnisiosay 20-30 laglidssanssnusoysinananan

uananil Ssfimsiaunssuudaluidmiuliiuasde Aeuaudsiyyssivg awnsonsaaoy
ArwfasnmstwarisvesisuuuiFoalng wasusumslii-Jelimnzaulnesludd Tasandununislininensuas
tosunansznusodauanday (Zhang et al., 2020) sruuwmarilisaneifumadsuivonadodunmsiunesansne
hvesity (Evapotranspiration) warUiulSinanilvaenndosivanimennia sveznsiasaiulavesity wazauduly
A ﬂ'1sﬁﬂmwmﬁiwﬂﬁﬁﬂé’aa’%wﬁmuqmﬁ’saﬂmmﬂﬂizawﬁ asnannsidinlaSesay 30-50 uasiiunananld
faway 10-20 Waiflsuiuszuulhiuwuusaiu (Goap et al, 2018)

2) nsnsadeunaraluAulsansuazAngiy Jyauseivggniunldlunszuiunisussaiananinain
ndouarlasy ioszyenisiaundvesiiy 1wu Tsaily nsidvhanesvesuuasdagity wazmnuidsmeainaniweinia
(Kamilaris and Prenafeta-Boldu, 2018) szuuwariiannsansvaeuldnseuaquituiiniuaslitoyafiuiugining
asIvEsUfeLsIuay welulanisueuiuseneufiumed (Computer Vision) iduindeusieinietnsusvamiiey
\B98n (Deep Neural Networks) anansaduunlsaiiglauinnd 50 sdanlsainuusiugigedsiosay 95-99 lngn1s
nreidnumzvedlu ddu uazsandn (Barbedo, 2019) sruumaniiannsonmadulsalddudssoy Sudy deud
\nwmsnsazansadanaiusen e deheannisgadonananldesaidedidy

3) mswensaluaziunandn JyyruseRviunumdidnylunisaine uuudaesnisannisalnanas
wazanimeInia lngerdedeyadeunds (Historical Data) Samfuteyaaningiennataguu wetanaianisaluusli
nswdnluownan Asdeaeliinunsnsauisawiounisfufiotuanudsasaununisudnldogazay s uu
Hyyusrivg aunsalinsesitadenansusznisiinadonandn ldun anineinia Usuiaisu UNNI AT
Fuitnd aunmAu msdanisdeuazaisiadl sufsteyanafionuanaivifivwssns (Vegetation Index) Liioa$1a
wuusaefianunsarhueUSinamandnlduiug fiedas 85-90 (van Klompenburg et al., 2020) nM3AIANSaITILILEN
felfinumsnsanusnnausunIInatn MLy uaemawisniseiusauarandmiunniuiedmi
g1

4) vinsldgununazaan Snuilsfiffiddgyfensuszyndlidyauszivilunisaianisalsadudn
inwns Iaenslinszsiteyaideada deyanisudn uazunliuanudeinsveman daelviinumsnsuaziusznouns
annsafmuanagndnsvesivinzaulazanaudsinnauiunureasa seuulygussiviannsoiingz
Toyannvatounas 1wy Teyasmdounds Usinusandnlunaialan 91iasvgia wlouion1si sasuaniasy way
wAnssuiuslna Weaiauuudaesiianansainnenalusmenls uasdiamsasimuunanleufdviaiidonles
Lﬂwmﬂiﬁuﬁéﬁdmma (Digital Marketplace) 7il#dgyauszAnglumsdudeuasduazgunu uusihmaiilusssy uag
S1unsauazAINluNTaTFeses Psanunumvesiafaunaaziiinseldliuinumsns Uha et al, 2019)
Tonauazanuiimenisiidyyivssivguussendldlunianisinensvasusznalne

nmsihygnusganginlilumansnasvessemalnedunalnddyiiannsaduindougnmainunssanios
I¢ognafugussailaeiiis Tonauasanuime Adesfisnsanognaseudn dail
1) Temanshdygyussavgunldanusaaiayasuiulitunansinensingluvanedia loun
1.1 WunandnuazUsAnsaimnianisinunsnisussgnd lidygrussAusvaei unandnmig
mimwmﬁmixw%miwﬁsﬁayjaﬁwﬁaEf[,ﬁt.ﬂwmﬂw”mauiaLL;Jusiﬂ?Jas?Tu wiu mslduuudiassilynuseAugiionanial
HANAALAZANINDINIA FI8aNAAABININA U5 TINTIALaLAMUTUAILYIANMLINE By nmsldlayaussivglunia
\nwssanasaLiunandnldFosay 10-15 uaraansgyidonananvdanisiiuife) (Post-harvest Loss) l¢fe¥asay 20-25
s’?iaﬁmmﬁﬂﬁzyaéﬂﬂ@lﬂiuu%maqmsmvﬁlmﬁﬁmiqﬁglﬁwaméwﬁaLﬁmﬁ'mqaﬁﬁaaaz 30-40 Tudigursvile
1.2 ansiuyuuazifsmanouunuilygUssivgiasanduunissdniussuusalu® wu ssuuli
warldsdaaioy (Smart Irigation and Fertilization) fianunsaufuusinunsldiuasdoldodumnzautuaniu
sean1svasiylundazdiiat msldmalulagayaiussivguagseuudaludflunisinensaunsoanduyunisuanta

+

Sawar 20-30 lnglanizAunumussy U1 uasde Sndaey

a
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1.3 sé'fum?a'aumimwﬁﬁuuazLﬂuﬁmﬁﬁia?ﬁLnﬂé’au‘ﬂzyz:ymsxﬁwﬁﬁwmmﬁﬁzg‘iumisﬁ'uLﬂﬁau
nsinvasdaduiionslininensegrsduan annisldasiadifidimanssnudedwanden wazatvayunisndnmiu
1PTFIUAING Fetasifindnenmnsudstulunaielan mﬁﬂﬂ'15‘1/1%’wmﬂi{fnGTaEﬁjzy,z:ywizﬁwimmmammﬂ%‘ugﬂu
AANYATIASY 20-40 %Qﬁmme?m"z:yasJ"1qs’?'ﬁuu%uwuaamﬁLU?{auLLUaaaquﬁmmmLaxﬁz:gmmwmmau‘fﬂﬁ
Suus§tu

1.4 a%fwmmﬁumwammasﬁ@ummwgﬁmgmu{]zgzy'rdwﬁwﬁﬁuwmmﬁﬂﬁ’aﬂumia%ﬂamm
$fuAIM1901M13 (Food Security) Tnnsifinusyansamnsuan anAuaqde waryiliinuasnsaunsauiudase
miL‘ng‘c’JuLLiJaGamWQﬁmmﬂlﬁﬁ‘ﬁlu Feaoandaatuid e sau i edu (Sustainable Development Goals:
SDGs) vesanUszvdlagianizdmuned 2 (Zero Hunger) wazidmunedl 12 (Responsible Consumption and
Production) usna1nil nsaununssanieyietyyuseAnifmsaienulmluneinens Inganzanuidedd
vinweAdsia 1wy fauassuudayilseAviniessideyanisinuns fimuineundiatuinuss wasfivinwidiu
wialuladmsinums Sereenszdunelduazaunm@invesnulugususuun

2) anwime witlygrussivgazaialanaunnung uadsnsdauassaiidaasaudly Tiun

2.1 fedninsunuuaznisidiianalulad dedriasuvuuaznisiditanalulagveununinsse
gosnduguassaddonnihiyguseivunlilunianeasing inwmsnsdnlnglulszmdlnedusodesiiingld
1 Feenalaianunsoasulumaluladdugeld douann National Statistical Office. (2022b) s¥yiunwasnslne
wnnidesar 90 Hunwasnedesiififufinzugniionndi 25 13 wasiinelfiadsronsaFousgil 120,000-150,000
vmidel FslsiifisanesensawulussuutiyaussAugifisngs msfnwives Trendov et al. (2019) wudiduyunis
asmuidudulumaluladdyUssiugdniuninnumseiagsds 500,000-2,000,000 vwsels Fuogfuarmdudouses
szuu Faduguassaddydmiuineasnssedes egnlsfinu fuwliuiidunuazanaudiomaluladunsvareunniy
LAENSRALUNFULUUGIAUUY Farming-as-a-Service (FaaS) gsAaliuinssunsinensiitnensnslisnduseadu
Wiveunalulad uiaunsarldusnislanunnudents wu qudusnistismismalulaginumsnsuinnseed Chia
Tai Smart Agriculture Service Hub aradunnseanuil

2.2 MIvIayAansLarinugAdva nsuiayaansiiiinuesuidnadunnuiimeddyluns
Waninwasdaeies esnnsUszgndlityyussivgdosodefiformnasudeya madoulusunsy wagnsdnnis

(%

spuudInsu BlutagtuddiduiuiinUssmalnedanudenisgilsrnagaudygyiuseivg wae Data Science Tu

o

~

aamsinvasegludnaudiia vasiinudeanisyaainsluavidsnanfiussana 10,000-15,000 au dsaliiia
Jyvmsviaunauusanuiiiinuesutgyuseing deagveulifiuindaufifornyideydiliismesioniny
Aoin1svasmanluilagiu (Ken Research, 2024)

2.3 Tesaadsiiuguduatvia Tasseeilugruiudumesidawssteynduguassadidy Tneawy
iuﬁuﬁ'%uwﬁ'ETaﬁGiTaaTﬁmﬁﬂum%aﬂhyﬁumaiﬁmLLazmﬁmﬁu%ga linisihssuulggiussavganlddaldifu
Usgdvznim sreauvesdiinanuamznssun1sianisnszaeides fan1slnsviml wazfanisinsauuiauuiend (ssyin
fufluunlulssmalneyszanadesas 30 deldfimadifdumesiinaniags (Broadband) Mifisamesenisldau
izw{]ﬁgz:mﬂixﬁwimimmimaa%wﬁugmﬁm%;&aﬁLﬂuqﬂaiiﬂﬁwﬁmmuﬁu seuulganusshvgdoinisteyainuiu
winlunsinaeukazUSulTaauuiug

2.4 Usziusuuleuisnazngszdeu mnwimesiuuleuisuasngseideudadugUassasenis
Wawnnwasdaaseslulssmalne ﬁ‘j%ﬁué’fahiﬁﬂiauuiamaﬁ%’mLauLLamiaUﬂamém%miﬁmmLLaﬂ%ﬁmmwixﬁw%
Tunanuns ﬂmmﬂ’]‘is{ﬂmﬂ(ﬂi%’mLLﬁuﬂ{]iuL‘UEJUV]LﬂEJ’J‘UEN Wy wnsguAnUaensdevesdeya HIATPIUARN TS
szuullyyssAviuasngsudouieatuanuiuineudossuutyyUssiviinuianain uenand nsatfuayy
nnAsgdadedndn uwiinasduleuivdauaiunisinunsdaaseslunatownuanu wiavdszsunauasnisaniuaudsly
Wipane uugiinessmsiunumlunsadiaszuuineuinnssy (nnovation Ecosystem) fidesenisimuuay 1y
Jayausehuglunianens lngnsatvayuauidowasiamu nsliduvuuasdnsusslovinansundusenounis
waEN1IATIANINTETENINNIASE NMALNYY wazan1Tun1sAn
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2.5 Usgidtuanudes uidggiussivastieiuuseansamniaudn widslaudoedidos
f9rsan i anadududuazanududivesdoyainuning arudanainvesssuutyaiuseavsiiledoyall
auysaivelassaiaiugudumefdeliados muwdondlunndrdunaluladsevianasnmedesuaz el
uay Armdsduveagsia AgrTech Tussezam WBudu Ussiiumanidudeddsunsifuguadlovismugions
Wammnalulad
nsdiAnwn1silgyaUssivgunussendldlussuunisinensdaasesTulssmalng

ﬂizmﬂlmL'%'uﬁmiﬁwﬂﬁgz:ywﬁsﬁwﬁmﬂsssgﬂm"lsi’f[,uiwumimwmé’ﬁ]a%asmmﬁu milusiunsiseuay
msldeuasdudmided fegensdifinuiidifey onf

1) lasansinwnsdanevvatanitugaudnwinaranduidelulssinalne dunuimddglung
Waukaznaasumalulagd Yygruseavgdmsunianens Inglansuming dsinuasaiansuagywiasnsal
wnanedelasndulasinis3sednu inwasuadugn (Precision Agriculture) Tnewauiunanesuildiougessauiu
Jyauszivgiiolinevideyaiu 1 wazanwenALuuSealng M lanusaiuakk NNz UanuazIanTs
ninensliegniivszdnsnmlasens “audmalulagdidnnsednduazmouiinmeasuien®” (NECTEC) aelddiinau
Wauinermansuasinaluladuiand (@me.)

Iiamnlasenis “szuuinunssaniosie loT uas A fitunaluladiwuges loT ildlunsidudoya
Frunsnens Wy anuduluiu gumnd ared udusivg uastTiauas mintuihdeyamaiiuniinsevidae
ﬂjiymﬂﬂib’a‘t'}iLﬁlaiﬁﬁ%Lusﬁ’]ﬂ’]iﬁTﬂﬂ”liLLﬂ'mwmiﬂi (National Science and Technology Development Agency
INSTDAJ, 2023) Tasannsiildinsedluiuilinunsnssuvaredanin wu uassvdun anssnnys wasdodlml wasnu
annsofiunandnldfosay 15-20 uavannisliiinléfesay 25-30 wAnendenuasaansldwamlasinig "Al for
Rice” fisaitiun1sldtlyaussAnglunisusuussmamgigndn fadufinasughiondnvesive lassnsiildinore
Uszamiieandsdn (Deep Neural Networks) lunsiiasizinwainaafisuuaslnsuiiessiiuguainvesdutng
nsavdulsndnn uazaianIsainanan (Chlingaryan et al., 2018) wamsnaaastuiiufiuinTmingnssuys wuissuy
anunsonsdulsadnldimennuuiuiifesas 92 waramnsamanisalvandnarsth 30 FuneumsifuiReisen
wing1feay 87 Snviadafinisiaun sruunmadulsaisdenings fannsodasinunsnsnsaaeuaimsiaundls
FausszaziFudu poasnsaiuminedeldiauiueundiady “Plant Doctor” Aldinalulad Computer Vision way
Deep Learning lumstiasiginmeglufindiessylsnuarliduuzaiinisinm Figure 3 woundinduilldsunisiinaoy
medayanmlsaigainni 50,000 MmaseuAguitviATYgRavedlnendt 20 vila annsaduunlsalandt 80 wiame
auuiiugiedesosay 89 (Pattanayak et al, 2017)

Research & Universities AgriTech Startups

e Al Rice Monitoring Project e Al in Greenhouses e Ricult

e Kasetsart Al Lab ® Automated Poultry Farm  ® Al Farm Solutions

Research & Universities Smart Farms AgriTech Startups

Figure 3 Case Studies of Al Applications in Agriculture

2) @nvuideInemanswazinaluladuialsemalng (372.) lawaiunlasanis “Smart Cassava” @195u

o w

o o v & & oA a S0 v a a ¢ v = -
nsszUgniiudUend@aluiivasugiadidgueine lasanisilddygvsefvglunsiesgideyaniiiouiie
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Aan1saiandn ssradulseludns uazuusinafuangaslumafuies venanddfimetaussuuuusiusiu
dUsud e manzautuuraziuiilagld Machine Learning nansinsasludmiafunanysuasunssisduinuin
annsadfiunandnldfesar 12-18 uarannisgaidsainlsaluandldFosas 30-40 (Thailand Institute of Scientific and
Technological Research [TISTR], 2022) msl#ayguseAuslussuurfusaniozdegunmsuszgndldidaiau Ae
vhsufadaaiey Tunaldiidyyussiuiuas 10T ighonmadeuamnIn Wy Aeendiau pH uazguugd lng
srvvannsaudaieudaluifuazaununislfermsdegaminzay ilvansnsnisneuaziiunandnldoged
W Ayus¥ Shrimp Talk Faduanisnsnlngldwamurssuu "Smart Shrimp Farming' 7 ld@uiges 1oT Saufu
Hoyausrhuglumansaseunaraauauamamilueds ssuuamnsotadmsiimesddlduinnd 10 a1 saudl
USmnamenlinde Tulasyi wazunasineu uonaniedld Jyavssivslunisinnesinginssunisiueimsvesdssu
ndodliinfouusimuemslingan msfnwlusudsdmingaugfodildssuuinuiamsoansasing
mevestenniovay 35 desenar 18 liunandnldfosay 25 uavandunuemsidiesas 15-20 lasans “Aqua
Intelligence” vasdtinnuimuwmaluladormeuazgiiarsaume (GISTDA) IdWannssuunsmsdeunmamilule
fauazUsUadedoyaninien Safuwugesmanuiu warlityyussivgluniseansainaifnlsauagnisuy
yosuwasriney szuvildhsesluiufingdosdn fhmneilmeians fuoon asouaquitufiuinnit 50,000 15 uazdean
nsaadsannisszuinvedlsalaeg1eafidedidty (Geo-Informatics and Space Technology Development Agency
[GISTDA]. (2023). uammm‘fﬂ“&ﬁmﬁ%ﬁmmﬂssﬁwﬁiuﬂﬁmﬁﬂiﬂmmﬁﬂﬁ iemuANENINLING BN 11U UTan
asewns udiunas uazaudy Seinfiunuamiasauaianoveandn niousannisliminenafuay
$10u U Living Greens Farm dufugwaninlslnsluindselngluvszimelngldtszuy “Automated Climate
Control” #l#ilynyUszAnganmuauanminadeslulsnioussvuilfisuweflumafvteyagamg aruiu sedy
O, warmuuuamuusealng a1niuld Machine Learning Tun1su§usmmsifiwedeng o Winuvaufuusazada
NuazisiazszznIsIasgLAule

uananiidsdinnsld Computer Vision lun1smsaeuninaiapivlsvesiisuaznsadulsaniodngiisly
srpvisuA Kamssdununuiansafunannlddosay 30-40 annislitilédesar 50 uazanmslindanuldtes
ay 25 \olfisufiuszuumunuuuusaAnlasinis “Smart Greenhouse” wesumTIng1domalulanszsoundsuy3ld
WanszuumuailsiFeusiaizdmiunsgninuaglinen TaglityaussAvglumafinussansamnislindanu
sl uaznismuaudnginuuuEnds ssuudddlinmaysunnistussuundsnunaun wu Teansiwad Wileansuny
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The Role of Artificial Intelligence in Advancing
Smart Agriculture in Thailand’s 5.0 Era

!

The Role of Artificial Intelligence (Al) in
Sustainable Smart Agriculture Systems
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Figure 4 Conceptual framework illustrating the role of artificial intelligence (Al) in driving smart agriculture

toward Thailand 5.0 through economic, social, and environmental dimensions.
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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to study: 1) basic demographic characteristics, value perception,
and knowledge regarding organic agricultural products; 2) consumption behavior; 3) consumers’ trust; and 4)
factors related to consumers’ trust in organic agricultural products among 385 consumers in Thailand. Data were
collected via online questionnaires distributed through a Facebook page using convenience sampling.
Descriptive statistics (frequency, percentage, and mean) and inferential statistics (Chi-square and Pearson
correlation) were utilized for data analysis.

The results revealed that the majority of consumers were female (71.69%), with an average age of 38.36
years. Most held a bachelor's degree (61.56%), were government or state enterprise employees (40.00%), had
an average monthly income of 42,506.85 baht, and were single (59.22%). Regarding perceptions, 86.49% of
consumers demonstrated a high level of value perception, while 75.84% had a moderate level of knowledge
(mean score of 16.17 out of 27). Consumption behaviors included purchasing vegetables (78.10%), buying from
retail stores (77.10%), shopping on weekends (49.30%), spending less than 500 baht per visit (59.00%), prioritizing
quality (62.90%), and purchasing for self-consumption (59.40%). Furthermore, consumers reported the highest
level of trust in organic products (mean = 4.33) across all four dimensions: health, ecology, fairess, and care.
Hypothesis testing indicated that occupation and marital status were significantly correlated with consumers’

trust (p < 0.05). Additionally, perceived value showed a significant positive correlation with trust (p < 0.01),

! 11AIAASULASTINAMEANSINYAT AMINYAT NNINFLNUATANENT NFUVNNMIUAT 10900
! Department of Agricultural Extension and Communication, Faculty of Agriculture, Kasetsart University, Bangkok 10900
* Corresponding author: panamas.t@ku.th
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suggesting that enhancing value perception is crucial for building consumer trust. These findings serve as a
guideline for developing communication strategies, marketing policies, and the sustainable promotion of organic
product consumption.

Keywords: consumer’s trust, consumption, organic agricultural products, value perception
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Table 1 Frequency and percentage of consumers on perception value of organic agricultural products

Value perception level Frequency Percentage
Low level of value perception (0 - 8 items) 8 2.08
Moderate level of value perception (9 - 16 items) a4 11.43
High level of value perception (17 - 24 items) 333 86.49

Maximum perceived value = 24 items, Minimum perceived value = 0 items, and Average = 20 items
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Table 2 Frequency and percentage of consumers on knowledge of organic agricultural products

Knowledge Level Frequency Percentage
Low level of knowledge (0 - 9 points) 2 0.52
Moderate level of knowledge (10 - 18 points) 292 75.84
High level of knowledge (19 - 27 points) 91 23.64

Maximum knowledge = 27 points, Minimum knowledge = 8 points, and Average = 16.17 points
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Table 3 Consumers’ trust level of organic agriculture products

Consumer’s Trust of Organic Agriculture Products Mean Trust Level
Health 4.38 Highest

1. Organic farming trust promotes and supports the sustainability of human, 4.41 Highest
animal, and environmental health.

2. Organic farming trust aims to produce high-quality, nutritious food to support 4.43 Highest
consumer well-being.

3. Organic farming trust avoids the use of chemical fertilizers, pesticides, and 4.28 Highest
food additives.

4. Organic farming trust that aims to enhance the well-being of ecosystems and 4.39 Highest

living organisms.
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Table 3 Consumers’ trust level of organic agriculture products (continuous)

Consumer’s Trust of Organic Agriculture Products Mean Trust Level
Ecology 4.32 Highest
5. Organic farming trust is rooted in ecological principles. 4.35 Highest
6. Organic farming trust aligns with the ways of nature, contributing to 4.37 Highest

the richness and abundance of the natural environment.

7. Organic farming trust is managed in harmony with local conditions, 4.29 Highest
ecosystems, cultures, and farm size.

8. Organic farming trust uses production inputs and energy efficiently, 4.32 Highest
emphasizing reuse and recycling to conserve natural resources and

ensure environmental sustainability.

9. Organic farming trust establishes balance within the agro-ecosystem through 4.31 Highest
appropriate farm design.

10.Organic farming trust focuses on restoring local ecosystems. 4.32 Highest

11.Organic farming trust promotes diversity in both genetics and agricultural 4.28 Highest
activities.

12.Practice of the organic farming trust include production, processing, trade, and 4.33 Highest
consumption that contribute to environmental conservation.

Fairness 4.29 Highest
13.Organic farming trust is based on fair relationships between the overall 4.32 Highest

environment and living beings.

14.Organic farming trust ensures fair management of production at all levels for 4.26 Highest
farmers, processors, distributors, and consumers so that everyone has equal
opportunities for a good quality of life.

15.Organic farming trust treats livestock appropriately, in accordance with their 4.26 Highest
natural needs.

16.0Organic farming trust uses natural resources and the environment in a fair and 4.31 Highest
sustainable way, ensuring conservation for future generations.

Care 4.31 Highest

17.0Organic farming trust is carefully and responsibly managed to protect 4.31 Highest

the health of people now and in the future.

18.0rganic farming trust is implemented to improve agricultural efficiency 4.33 Highest
and productivity.

19.Organic farming trust applies technology in production to minimize risks 4.28 Highest
to human health and the environment.

20.0Organic farming trust integrates scientific knowledge, practical experience, and 4.33 Highest

local wisdom.

Total average 4.33 Highest

Hasviifiarmduiusiuarudeiiulunisuilnadudinunsdunid uwiseanlu 3 sy dail

1. auduiussevinamea sefunisfne flegtagiiu endn uazaniunansavesuilaa fuaudesiulu
nsuslnadudinuasdunid wui edwvesuilnafienuduiudiumnmdesiulunsuilnadufinunsdunidlugu
arndusssu (Faimess) wasdumsguatorlald (Care) agrefidoddqmvadadissdu 0.05 failoradumszerdni
uaneneiy farundlalududinunsdunidiuaneeiu 1w endninunens uazedwinswnsiumsinens enaidile
inwnsdunddldfnitodwmdnnuuisnensy iesinianuduasfiinnndy Snimuianunwasavesuilned
mmé’mﬁuﬁ‘ﬁ’ummL%ﬁﬂumsu'ﬁm%uﬁﬂmwm@um’%é‘luﬁ’mqmmw (Health) wagmuiinainegl (Ecology) ae19l
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E)

doddymaadafisedu 005 etoradunmzduilaaiifaounmansaiunnsstuaziinnaldlaluiugun was
dunedeuiunnineiy enalumnedifanunmansa lifewsesiinnuldlalugunmueinuies urdsdausadle
somdnlunseundr  wadldlaludanedesidorinsulutihaty  Wesnninasogunminmeuarinlavesaudnlu
AsEUA @onAdaafuNUATeTes Sukkarat and Athinuwat (2020) na133n aaunwaNsafiuanssAuiivirua@luns
dndulavslnadudinuasduvidiunndietu  egrslsfnmalinumnudiusseinendnvesiuilaafuanudosiuves
TumsuslarduAnunsdunidluiuguam  (Health) wagAulinnedngn (Ecology) warlinumnuduiussening
anunmausavesiuilaafunnuidesivlunsuslaaduiinumsdunidlusunudusssy (Faimess) wagdunisgua
wilald (Care) Bniialinumudiniusseiname sedunisine uazninavesiieguesiuslae fuanudeshilunts
wslnpdudinuasduvigi ¢ du Taun Auaun I (Health) sinuilnaeinen (Ecology) AMuaudusssy (Fairmess) uaz
Aunsguatenlald (Care) (Table 4)

Table 4 The relationship between gender, education, region area, occupation and marital status with
consumer's trust of organic agricultural products

Consumer’s trust of organic agriculture products

Variable -
Health Ecology Fairness Care

Gender

X2 0.002 0.906 0.722 0.669

p-value 0.962 0.341 0.396 0.413
Education

X2 3.131 0.665 0.325 1.409

p-value 0.077 0.415 0.568 0.235
Region area

X2 6.360 6.122 6.642 8.122

p-value 0.498 0.526 0.467 0.322
Occupation

X2 5.489 9.578 13.263* 12.314*

p-value 0.364 0.086 0.021 0.030
Marital status

X2 11.216* 10.988* 5.253 5.790

p-value 0.004 0.004 0.072 0.055

*Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level

2. auduiussewineeny seldladesoiiou arlddrelunsdodudinunsduns uasnissusamanaudn
inwnsdunidresiuilan fuanudesiulunsuilaadudinunsdunid nuin masudnaivesduiinuasdunidves
fuslaa a5 du Tdud dugunim (Health) dufieiven (Ecology) #uanandusssuy (Faimess) A1un1sgua
wlald (Care) wazsun1suslag (Consumption) fanuduiusifsuintuanudeiulunisuslnpdudinunsdunid
Wa 4 g Tdun A1ugunIN (Health) dufitaeinen (Ecology) Auaudusssy (Faimess) uazaunisguaiailald
(Care) agsditfodrdaymeadind 0.01 eilifunsziuilnaiuiin dudununsdunisduiudiivaondondunsens
il Tnstamzannimgiidusunsemsnsinens feiinisldogrsunsuansluinuagnalsiuinunnvia uazdsisanany
dodlunisifnlsnsng 4 aeandeaiuauideues Wansasueb et al. (2019) nana1 fuilaafiauidesiuindudinuns
SunidyvinlisrsneldSuasiaiidesas udidwaivayuliinunsnsinisinunsiiaananssvudedwndon uas
q0AAFBTUIWITBUD Shizhen et al. (2023) Nd17971 AMENwUEAUANUUADATELAYAMAINILATUINITYBIFUA
\nwnsBunIddmalianindenmfisuiuazanudesiuvesiuilag damhenuniaig Maonwy warnaduiiRetos
Sududoutusrnuavesdudinensdunid siunisduaunsodiiefiunisuilandudununsdundd Snianmeni
fuvesdudinunsdunidamaiuindenudesiuresiuilng duie wWeduslnasuinmadudinunsduraduiniy
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fagdodnazldussloniainnsuslnadudnnuasdunis duduifeusudsinisusinadudinunsdunid nndaui
Aertesindudeaiiuaudesiuvesuilanlnonisduaiunmssuinumaudinunsdunididususuusn Tuvziiony
selfederodiou waraldelunstedudununsdunidvesuilnalifinnuduiusivammdeiiulumsuilnadud
\nwAsBUNIE 19 4 Fu ldun Fuguain (Health) Arufivaaiven (Ecology) Aruanuidussau (Faimess) dunsgua
w1lald (Care) (Table 5)

3. AnwduiusseninenufiAsafvaudineasdunidvesiuilae fuanudetulunisuslandudinuas
Buv3d wui anuinafududinuasdunidvesiuilan lifiarwduiusiuaudetiuvesiuslnalunisuslandudi
nunsBUNIE e 4 du ldun AuaUAN (Health) Audiaeinen (Ecology) snuaaudusssu (Fairmess) wazau
nsquatelald (Care) nanfe Fuilaalinsuiaaiemneiusesnnnsgiududinunsdunidsuuuusig q dslunns
dndulatedudn fuilnadondodudiifiniesmune3usowmnsgIuuansdin “Organic” Aidaauivhlshilaldindy
dudinuasduvidesauiuey Jeasnadesiuauideves Latifa and Rami (2023) nanain TnevidluudagfusTnadiannu
\BeshuluAudinunsdunidn wisldiuteyaduiinunsduvidesaiini lurasiiauiiBsingideiinadeuinogig
TeddnyravirunfveiuilnareduAnunsBunid uinnuiienidondulinaliay lunwsesiuduliaenadeaniu
aiAfoves Sangkumchaliang and Pakdee (2016) nanvi1 arwifigniesiifiroirdomnefusosaudinuasdunisty
srdwmanennudedulundsamuneduses fafuesdnseang q M srdesennssdedinnuddyludewenis
Ussrndiusuazlvideyaifnafuiniesmnefusesduiinunsdunidigndeunfuilnafioaisrnuidesiunay Sadena
songinssunsuilnadudninunsdunisluewan nufsndudoatiudiddeionieiigudnsusvesdudinyns
duvddunnsnsandudnuasioly Tngldvesmenisdearstoyatigniesuaginngau (Table 5)

Table 5 The relationship between age, average monthly income, expenses for purchasing products and
consumer’s value perception with consumer’s trust of organic agricultural products
Consumer’s trust of organic agriculture products

Variable

Health Ecology Fairness Care

Age

Ny 0.027 0.058 0.019 0.016

p-value 0.591 0.259 0.717 0.750
Average monthly income

Ny 0.006 -0.009 -0.027 -0.042

p-value 0.902 0.806 0.602 0.408
Expenses for purchasing Organic Agricultural Products

Ny 0.076 0.042 0.056 0.058

p-value 0.136 0.417 0.272 0.254
Perceived Value Organic Agricultural Products
Health Ny 0.211** 0.193** 0.209** 0.170**

p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Ecology Ny 0.157** 0.231** 0.223** 0.209**

p-value 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000
Fairness Ny 0.160** 0.217** 0.228** 0.213**

p-value 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000
Care Ny 0.202** 0.261** 0.245** 0.237**

p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Consumer Ny 0.208** 0.209** 0.226** 0.242**

p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Knowledge of organic agricultural products

Ny -0.011 -0.004 -0.035 -0.032

p-value 0.823 0.941 0.492 0.536

ry is Pearson product moment correlation coefficient.
**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level
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ayUnanIsAnen

duslanduAnnunsdunsd fnisuiamuadudnnuasdunidluszauunn Tngiuanuddyvesduinens
sunidindumadenvisvesiuilnafiaulaguaguam esnfuslnaueaiiuinisdduiindinudssiioglasy
asfiwainnisgulag Uslaa wazdauinden Wuladefdmansenudegunlaense waziuslnafianufifsdfudud
inwnsduniglusziudunans Tneflanuiligndeaisatuindesmneiuseunnsgrununsduniduiniian deili
Juslaainauduaunaslianmisadendodudildnsmmunudenis Snisfuilnadiulnginmudestuly
nsuilnadudununsdunislussdumndian s 4 d1u ldun duaunim (Health) A1udiinainen (Ecology)
aruaudusssy (Faimess) wazstunisquatenlald (Care) laeidladn AudnunsduniddwmaivazUaonsiase
guan Pt dgmdiudwindeniiiatuludagtiu HaingAnssunisuslnadudrdundsiunndu sildudaels
NAINTUTVUTINSHER T AMA NILATHIRTE Y ImamivﬁLﬂwﬁuw%éaﬂwi”ﬁmﬁ“‘?ﬂ wazuiinveusioduilan eay
wﬂmuﬂmmmmmmamu way aamaimnwmmmwlmwmu uananil Msdesgimaruduiussevindeya
fuguduyana nsfuinuaidudinensduns anufifertuaudunnsdunis funnudesulunisuslandudn
inwnsBun3s uansliiiudsenuduiusiBanindutoyafiuguduyana Tdun o1 wasaniuninausa uazn1siuy
Anurndudinunsdunid Tuvaziinruslbifmuduiudiuanudesiulunmsuilnadudinunsdunis Teyadaindnas
Juvsglonily  nsadne mssuinuamdudinunsdunidlinuduilan waznmsdaasunisuilandudnnunsdunid
safemstmusileusuazuuvnanswaunfiaiuayunisinnisinuasdwde Tiua msimundesmnansioasluns
n3r9deuteya (Traceability) fiviliguslnaddsdudunumsdurdslaiedu wu marmuasiafaens (QR Code) L4
Nuldassuazaraintunisidifs WunsUalendliindauansdoyadudi uazduslanaunsansivaeudoyals uansds
aslusslalunszuiumsndn sufinsatuayudemnanmanaaiitigliguilanuinumaudinunsdunid agiillg
anudesiulududinuasdunidluseiudeny dussiuloinsviedussnaunisannsalfifunagnslunisdeansiv
fuilan Taensidndos (Storytelling) wazadassAussafusinasvioune 1wy nanfusiomsUaondeluussafus
$nddanandon Aiumnuuasnsededuilna Auwnnden wagianudussmudeinuning naenaunisdnfanssuiiadig
Uszaunsalnsslifuguilne (Experience Marketing) 1%y msvisafieadanuns Aanssumnduviag Aanssudsadeums
nsinuas niensdeansiiudednussulaluguuuunisnaiafiiunisiidiusiuvesgndn (nteractive Content) Lite
La%ma%ﬁﬂmmLs'ﬁ'aﬁuiﬁﬁuﬁu‘%‘lmﬁﬂmwﬁa Faazdesdinsinrsannguiuilnanuerdniazaniunmanse L‘ﬁ'aﬁn
nsaandmunzandungauidmang ImemuuuimmummmmﬂmmsnﬂUﬁiﬂwwmaummwaaumw Snita
nsuseIRTgIUNEATBUNIuaaianiafsuasionty Feffunumddyiiludiunsuda nanaia msaiedudn
inwasyarge uaznsassanudesiuliiuduilan thlugszuunainunsiideduilinnudfyiuiasugia deau uas
dunndesluszeren

LG
nauszleviiiudau
fisuvoUszmaiunauilifinausslevivudou

nsduslunslsuunauvesidey
ANUARSITY o AuNAgIL: oi5nT vieada. MsUfTRNTITe msildusaulunisesniuy mavaaeueiesile
¥a FBnnsiiudeya: 6373 veuns, e #3assana. nsdaivdeya n1sinseideya nisulana: aigis neada,
WUINA 739550, N1TININETIsalE nIsiUSeuisududeasuniessdninug nSenquifu: algas vewds,
WA a3Issena. Msildusiuluniadeuduaduunanu: aiges vewda, nune #3ssna.
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nsndniudeiusanFosinmuliymnsunvesndeilindouiuiedmalinseniaznisadyvesiundill
aiase ﬁ’aﬁgumiwmaaaﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi’mqﬂixmmﬁaﬁﬂmmamaammLﬁﬁwﬁ’umm GA; Wag I1AA Timngandiniunisiadeu
wanugAIFeIelFugNHALTILIY 3 WUSHOAMAINNNTIBNTBUNGANUTNAIN1TATEULATNARDNIIATYTBIRUNEN
MnHUMIVAaesLuUduanysal 4 nssuds liun nisldindeudniiug msipdeudaiiugiie 1AA Aududu 0.5%
MIARDULLANAIY GA; ANILTNTU 0.5% uay NMSIAABUNARIY GA; ANUTNTU 1% wainsindsumantiuanuian
AT 7% MﬂﬁguﬁﬁmﬁmmL‘W’]zmmaaumﬂmaﬂiuﬁaaﬂﬁﬂ’amiﬁqa%%mwwﬂismw (Top of paper) tay
TsaSeumedsnsinnzlufinued nan1sveass WU NISAABULAATUEANISDIR8 GA; AULNTY 0.5 way 1%
annsaiiuanuiilunisenuazaniaiaislunsenisiuiesfiRnmsuarlsadouldfniuazuanssedeiitfodidy
nsadfdailiildiadeu sniuius MGo1 Afanmisalunsseniliunnisniudalsindeullomnznaaeululsaseou
otslafinny w1 maedeuidaiugnnaFowts 3 Wug fe GA, arandud 0.5 uaz 1% SrdwaliFundianidesd
nseigiulndunNsngentazisnmsiydulnvesiundi lulsuSouiieny 14 Sundaumizannnindundiain
wniladlindoveesiifoddmaada uinrmegnanliwndeiumeadaluynnssds Tususiinsedouiudann
nssABuarmslindeudadivefidusimasenvesiunduniviluiesufifnsuaslsudoudiluunndrstunisada
Ardndsy: AuSIluNITen N15I93TRWUNAT AN MLAATLS d1smuaNNIsesyRulavedii

Abstract

The production of marigold seeds often faces the problem of uneven seed maturity, which results in
inconsistent germination and seedling growth. Therefore, the objective of this experiment was to study the effect
of appropriate concentrations of GA; and IAA for seed coating of three cultivars of hybrid American marigold
seeds on seed germination and seedling growth. The experiment was conducted using a completely randomized
design (CRD) with four treatments as follows: uncoated seeds, seed coating with 0.5% IAA, seed coating with
0.5% GA; and seed coating with 1.0% GA,. After coating, the seeds were dried to 7% moisture content, and then
seed germination was tested in the laboratory using the top of paper method and peat moss medium in the
greenhouse. The results showed that seed coating with GA; concentrations of 0.5% and 1% on all three cultivars
significantly increased the speed of germination and decreased the mean germination time compared to
uncoated seeds under both laboratory and greenhouse conditions except one cultivar (MGO01), which showed no
significant difference with uncoated seed under greenhouse condition. However, coating the seeds of all three
cultivars with GA; at concentrations of 0.5% and 1.0% significantly enhanced seedling growth in terms of shoot
length and growth rate under greenhouse conditions at 14 days after sowing compared with seedlings from
uncoated seeds. Meanwhile, no significant differences were observed in the germination percentage of normal
seedlings among all treatments of seed coating, including uncoated seeds, under either laboratory or greenhouse
conditions.

Keywords: speed of germination, seedling growth, seed quality, plant growth regulators
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A1

aGeadulsinendidendgniuinly fsunsinenass nanamaed senuiilivanetu anBesdaduliinen
yilanid s fanudrdymaasugisvessumalneiaieseldliuiinwasnadesainugniteniygdulaldaly
anmwndouessmelng Ugnldmnaomiad anmnsadarenswiigldnielu 60 - 70 undagn mendorgnisldai
u Fsflvagnifiedanendmiieluriamania Usznouitnismaun wiedesidumniands uazanunsathandgnifierdu
1ﬂﬂizﬁuLLan%avLﬁﬂismﬂ‘ﬂumimﬂLLmQﬁﬁﬂfi (Kasetsart University Research and Development Institute, 2015)
uananddruvasndunendsdiarsdidglunguualsfiuesd (carotenoid) Idun a1sgiiu (Lutein) uay Tuguiiy
(Zeaxanthin) flansnsaadauliusglovtinanisunng viethnduaeninamnuiaiovadunfuiigeasn (Madhavan
et al,, 2018) ms*‘umaﬁuﬁ:muSaﬁ%‘ﬁﬁwﬁamﬂwwmuﬁm sTjaLuﬁmﬁﬁmﬂ%miﬁmiqaﬂLLa:ﬂmﬁavJﬂuaaéfuﬂé’wﬁﬁ Wby
nMsuandniusanFestyminuAewdafiiuiAenninsenuasmaisyuessundiliaiiase iesannisudves
uiazdaldviiuiudaniuadanandenenideatu Tunsufuaivediue udnvuzmandanmnsor ldlaeis
gnszfuguAIEaTus i udnTauiuaiseeng s fidnadensduasunisienuion1sianueadiundn ng
indeuwdniugiduitnistharsngumedimesifanuuianuinasdanumuiuiiaiiaueludnvazuuuildy (film
coating) uiadeudafuinvesudaiugludnuusuiuiiduug q lnenisiedeuiudnazifivaiseongnisng 4 wu ans
dostudon asdestuuuas :mevnsiie vie arsmuunsaiyivlnvesiin msadevrilfasinluiuwdned
aaueuazAnuiulingasisszminamsthudaluldimzugn (Kangsopa, 2019) ansmuaunsaiyiulaiidmasionis
qaﬂmaqLuﬁmﬁagﬂiwmmﬁwﬁﬂuﬂgﬂﬁm nIAAULUBLIadn (Gibberellic Acid; GA;) Lﬂumﬂuﬂaq'm?mLuamaéuﬁﬁwaﬁa
AMSANASUNITIBNVB LR LﬁuﬁﬂamvmmﬁaglﬁuimaﬂLSMU%I@"L@’T (Sun, 2008) uanmmf’%maLiaﬁué’aﬂiw’jﬂﬁ
Fauaswioulsl amylase iddnlunisisesuiizonislelasladavesndsiifiviiludiuasanemsnisluwdali
Lﬂﬁauﬁ‘]uﬁﬂmaﬁ%Qﬂﬁﬂﬂsﬁlﬂuwé’muﬁm%’umsmumsaamaaLmﬁﬂ (Kaneko et al., 2002) d@uaandu (Auxin) WJu
asmuaumasyiulavesiia falavinadenszuaumsmeaisinedudnisdidaduuileluaufamsainse Toarlnl
ponTuiiunlidmiuauaunisaiadulnvesiis 16uA 1-naphthalene acetic acid (NAA), Indole-3- acetic acid (IAA)
waz Indole-3-butyric acid (IBA) gasluuiiwvaisvdaliunumdfyson1snuaunssuIunsenvastan T 1AA, GA;
wagtofiau lnslanzlutisiuvesnssenidudiundr wuin finsuanseonvesduiiferdesiuesnduuinudatssin &
IAA Suthiinssdumsusgaduarduaiuninadaessin (Miransari and Smith, 2014) ¥iail Bialek et al. (1992) 918974
31 1AA fanudndusensiWauivesdiuseu war Thomalley (1990) wansliiiuin IAA Sanuieadastunisvhanuves
wulwsl Glyoxalase | Jefidtaglunsadyuasinnvesadlugianisenvasudad

Hansuri and Siri (2018) 5189431 SLARDUAATUGUAINIGNREANTIY GA; (4%) IAA (1.5%) NAA (0.1%) uaz
IBA (0.1%) T2089N15LARDUMIY GA; 39UAU IAA, NAA %139 IBA anuauududsnanadinalnsunaidnissgiule
fniuadeilsindoulunmeseuluiesufoinns venaniidomng wdaiuglulsdou nud winfedeusauiuans
muaunseiaAuliluiasnsssisnsnsien anudilunsen wasamenididuginiinssuisililfindeuda
agnafitfudndy uenanil Klarod and Siri (2016) Sesuimsiedeudnuzidomasindy 1AA finrudadu 2% vl
widsiusiesiudnisseniigetu uazmaindeumdndag GA, Armidudu 2% duadulifundfarmendduuazan
wnniudniilillfiedou mnnanmsidedsnarinuandiiiuinnisiadeumdnsmiuasmuaumseigdvlavesiivl
HARONISIBNLATNISWSYUDITUNET uasgtlsimunmsihansmusunssyiiulnvesiivuindeuiuwdaunazylnnie
uia g iuazdonhnsdnudsdauaranududufivnzandmiunisiuld fsoravedanuuandisiulumunis
povaueesiiy Mtunismaaesasiilfelitagusrasdiilednuinanududures GA, uaz 1AA mngaudmiunis
wdsuiniugaITatesiugnnaNd w3 ugRaAuAIMNISIBN YoLLanuIaINSIAGaULATHAR DN SRS VRN
Fund FansaAsiianldlunsinuadididunsdesonnuite fildudumidmemimeaedlunmsyiinednug (ald
FNLN) Iml@fﬁﬂmLﬁmﬁumdawﬁwﬁhmﬁm'ﬁuﬁfmaSam%’ﬂma (Tagetes patula) Mpdeumdagie GA, (Aududy
0.5, 1, 1.5%) IAA (ALY 0.1, 0.25, 0.5%) NAA (A11udu 0.05, 0.1, 0.15%) 3ANANAADT WU GA, (AUITLTY
0.5 uag 1 %) uaz IAA (Aududy 0.5%) fnasdenisiniyvesiundrfiiniudaililfindoullomngluanmisaiou
FafuFldianhnmsneaesuenenaluassilifensummedmiunsianldvsslowd SsuftRnsomemnisdfuada
ftugnnaGeseiusiu (Tagetes erecta) Wusgnuandadulsslovifinetusiely
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A5n15An

ddniudanizesewsiu 3 Wug lnaliswawnulionugaed Wugi 1 ‘MGO1” Wugh 2 ‘MGO2’ wazWugh 3

‘MGO3’ Favisvmanduiugnianisdngnuay F1 (F1 hybrid variety) AuuU3gnsvnanenIn 98% way Iaasen 90% Tu
714 3 Wug ndssumdeudulavhnsdauendnuazmdaliauysaifidnvasuandu wWaenfuuindudiinageuds

Qe

a

JudnwueiinsAneennounsimiie lnednvauswdadmsudmhetuasiianuauysalliduiasiudenuudn dud

oY

ihmadufisds ddlumavasesndsidldihdnuuzsdadmsunmssmhednanamiinisinu Teewdedtmindsnis
Fanendiuau 1,000 winvasudasiuiogdl 4.22, 3.0 uag 4.03 n¥u ArwTuiba 8.89, 8.80 uay 9.66% ARy
sdunisneaetiouduiay w.e. 2567 a wesufUuRniswaniugivaiu uazlsudouainfivaiuuszaiu Augnan
N35UNTNYAT IInedewild Jawminledln

nsndeudnsiuiuansaiununisasayiiulavesiiv Tneasununisnaaeswuuduauysal (Completely
Randomized design; CRD) Inainuualidl 4 n35a3s wiaznIsuind 4 51 B1ay 50 WER FIazun Ao nssuAsT 1l
yhmsiadoudaiug (ynmuay) ns5uAsa 2 imsindeumdniiuging 1AA eudiudu 0.5% nssuAsi 3 hnsidou
winfe GA; Mty 0.5% way ns5uAs 4 hmsiedeuiwdnse GA, Aty 1% diwdaiuganaEes 3 Wus
wneadev Tagldanaindounisdiduns (Polymer Flare-1) wasindnsaulneusinms 70:30 dwduldiadeuwdnlunn
55133 lunsdinsindouldnsaufuans GA; was IAA Tevinsmssuanswanluiuaviisnaausufuansindoulng sy
Aratutues GA, waw 1AA mauslaznssuds MndugeulidmiundeundaUiims 25 fadansrewanniFes 100
n3u vaniedeudeiuinuusasnssuisuduhlvasa i usdnlugangivedasnisisliui aumdaiinnuiu
winiu 79% ndutiadaiuslumnglufes foinmauarlsadeuiievssiiunansonuagnaaiagiiulavesiund,
Sufinua fuand1ing 9 wasdinssideya fssasondelul
mim’maaum’]mamuﬁﬂﬁuﬁz (Seed germination test)

- miwﬂaaummwﬂiuﬁadﬂﬁﬁami (Laboratory Germination Test) WNEAAUUNTEANY (Top of Paper; TP)
$117u 4 61 $rag 50 wia insUssdumamsennTuauieTud 7 ndimane fadufuiudauanafneniwnissen
AsunudnuEifessniiuudimunressnuadaiiviuinz uaziadadunoufunainisnsatuadagaineay
UIMIFI1UVDY International Seed Testing Association (International Seed Testing Association, 1993) 7i Avuafu
aAvheueIn stiu (final count) 7 14 Yundsnisimng

- Manegeuauenlulsuieu (Greenhouse Emergence Test) winstudnlunianauuun 200 wau lagld
finued (peat moss) Wudaguniz Wnmmigandilulsasou saiiuay 2 ade Tngvinisussidiunaninusenyniudu
SyEglan 14 U
nmLa?iﬂiumsqanmaamﬁmﬁusj (Mean germination time; MGT)

msﬂiuﬁuﬁmmLa?{aiumiaaﬂeﬁ’%ﬁumﬂmmwwLuﬁm“luﬁaaﬂﬁﬁ’amiimﬁ%m’]vLuﬁmuﬂszmw wazlseseu
Tuanavigu 200 ngu Taglifinuea nenmatudundrndisenyniuduszezna 7 Jluiesujifinig wes 14 ’Jlﬂ‘u
Tsadou Mnduthdeyalumunmenanadslunssenveasdeiug (MGT) Tngldansma Kulkami et al. (2006) fsil

MGT = >(nh xd)
N

[y

We n Ae InuluAunaunANsenluLmas Ju
d A9 31nuTuludnenraLNIzIuEe
N fie IuIusunaUNANmuafisenledugan1sNaaes
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AusaluN1sIeanaNAAg (Speed of germination)
v v v aa o & o v a wva Y] a & o w
asratudunaundvisenyniuluszeziian 7 Juluesuusinis waz 14 JululsaSeu anduihdeyald
Awnmanslunsienveudaiug (Association of Official Seed Analysts, 1983)

. udunaninduasaisn TuudunaUnAntuassgaving
anudlumsten = ——————— + et
Tundamenduasausn

N15193YLAulAYaLUNan (Seedling growth test)
insdusunaiaisedluaninlssiaueiy 14 undsumz 91w 4 91 91az 10 fu dINImMIAIAIINEI8en

TundamneMiuAssgavng

(shoot length) uazA21181250 (root length) wasAuNaT in1sinANuesenlaginainlaunuluisvaiseen way
anunINlasinngadeusoszritniaglaudulufsuatesn
NIINTIYAULAVeAUNAT (Seedling growth rate)

ihfundamieduanmlsadousty 14 funduniz $1uau 4 €1 51ae 10 du nduitinaiauesonuas

INUeUMEgmMal 60 ssrwaldea Wuian 48 Falue udunduiuaziinminasi anduthunduimAdnsnis
L3gLAUlAURIRUNAN

YIUNWIeIRuUNaIuni

gnsnsiesAulnvessunal = 0 o =
UIUAUNANUNR

mﬁms’mﬁ%’agamaaﬁa
deyaNTiiATILRANwUTUTIUNERR (Analysis of Variance; ANOVA) WaglUSuuLilgunnaanieues
ANLAALUDILAAYNTIUADMEIS Duncan’s Multiply Range Test (DMRT)

Nan1sANeILazIaNsal

wWasidurnsean (Seed germination percentage)

naadeulsEadie GA, uaz 1AA TunnnssudslivilfdedidudnisenvesudamaiFesisaaiugunndiaiy
n9afif (Table 1) 9nn1svaaeuandliliiudl Msndouwdaiuganiiosiie GA, uas IAA lunnnssudsliinase
Wesdudmnusenvesndanifes dsoraifleunanudaiihunltlunismaassininuseniigieguédn Suhlidvinaves
aseengviduanieensunuenllidaion

Table 1 Effect of seed coating with GA; and IAA on seed germination percentage of marigold ‘MG01’ ‘MG02’
and ‘MG03’

Seed germination percentage (%)

Treatments MGO01 MG02 MGO03
Lab Greenhouse Lab Greenhouse Lab Greenhouse

Uncoated seeds 96.5 99.5 94.0 98.5 96.5 97.5
0.5% 1AA 96.5 98.5 95.0 98.5 94.0 97.5
0.5% GA; 97.0 98.0 94.0 99.0 91.5 97.5
1% GA; 97.0 98.0 91.5 99.0 925 97.0
F-test ns ns ns ns ns ns

CV (%) 2.77 1.37 2.74 1.60 3.66 1.99

ns = non-significance.
raedglunissan (Mean germination time)

wasnAdeudnsiea1saIuANnITasgiule waathldmnsluiesufuiins wud wianadesiug
‘MGO1’ way ‘MG02’ MARBUMEY GA; AINIILTY 0.5 WAy 1% sansaninuaaililandou Tne ‘MG01’ Tdnaade
3.42 Ju uay ‘MG02’ Tdhaade 3.20-3.30 Tu Feuanasegrsldeddgneanidevisuiuadanldlandevlunsas



King Mongkut's Agr. J. 2026 : 44 (3) : e0267539 5

o

g Ao 3.65 wag 3.55 Tu muddu wrlusiug ‘MGo3” linuanuuaniasadalowIeuiis ussninsmaiadeusng
GA, nﬂﬂﬁﬁufg%'ﬁumﬁmﬁlﬂlﬁﬂﬁau Tunsdinmsvageululsedeu wudn ‘MGOT’ fidoudae GA, Aududy 1% e
waglunssentiesiign fe 3.70 Ju uazunnssegiiduddgmeaiatudeilildindeuaznssuisindeuse 1AA
AT 0.5% waz GA; AT 0.5% Ao 3.90, 3.80 way 3.85 Ju ALY @ ‘MG02’ findousie GA, A
Wt 0.5% uag 1% Manadelunissen 3.15 uag 3.20 Yu muddu Jsisnnudalindovesdifddymadai
finanadslunissend 3.65 Yu w3y ‘MG03’ wuin wlafilndeusie GA; waz IAA YnssuAsinaadslunissen
anaunnninudailllfindevegaditeddunadndleneaeululsadeu (Table 2) uieghlsAnalasnmsinainaa
FINAILANINIBNTNAVDY GA, Afnasionisananedslunsenveaudnis 3 nug devhnsnageunusenitaly
o fuRnsuazlsadou Jsmadinandenndosiuunuimues GA, Mudefitionseiuliudndauamegieulul amylase
ylifinasaufasennslelasladavesudsiifiuliluduaranemmsnslusdaliudsududmaiiasgninlulddu
wasudmiunszuIunsenvendn (Kaneko et al., 2002) doyadinaiaenndeiunanisinyives Bhadra et al.
(2024) wu31 N5 GA; AMUTUTY 500 ppm Aulan Tinospora cordifolia (Willd.) daalvinanadslunisionanas
Feduiusiuianssuveseulsd amylase luwdaiiiiutu uas fusuamenhmaiias mammeummwmamwlulmu

GA; EJ‘EJ’N@J“LJEJﬁ’WﬁQVI’NaﬂG]

Table 2 Effect of seed coating with GA; and IAA on mean germination time of marigold ‘MG01” ‘MG02” and
‘MG03’

Mean germination time (days)

MGO1 MGO02 MGO03
Treatments
Lab Greenhouse Lab Greenhouse Lab Greenhouse
Uncoated seeds 3.65Db 3.90 b 3.55Db 3.65Db 372 a 4.00 b
0.5% IAA 387 c 380 b 3.70 b 3.60 b 390 b 3.80 a
0.5% GA; 3.42 a 3.85Db 330 a 3.15a 3.65a 3.81 a
1% GA, 342 a 3.70 a 3.20 a 320 a 3.65 a 3.78 a
F-test * * * * * *
CV (%) 2.64 1.66 3.18 3.44 2.81 2.47

* Indicates statistical significance at p < 0.05.
Means in the same column followed by the same letter are non-significance difference at p<0.05 by DMRT.

Aus2lun1sean (speed of germination)

s

VAIINLARDULLAARIY GA; ANWLTY 0.5 waz 1% warthldimnzluiesufoRnig wui waaniSesiug

2
P

‘MGO1’ waz ‘MG02” fanudslunsendfivdueteiitoddynaandieiousundeildlfindeu Tns ‘MGO1” &
Aade 14.35 uay 14.42 dustetu uay ‘MG02’ fAuade 14.37 uaz 14.47 fusetu muddu dowmnglulsadou wui
win ‘MGO1’ Thadausne GA; mnududiu 1% fiaualumsseniadogeandl 1355 dusiofu wazumnsnameadaann
winlindounazmsiadeulunssisdug dmiu ‘MG02' nMaiadeusng GA, Aty 0.5% Trnadiian Tnefidads
15.87 fu/Su Fesnnudnlindeusgreifodiy lu ‘MG03’ nsindeudie GA; 1 0.5% uay 1% denalimuissly
nssenifisdurisluresufoinsuaslsadou Taedanads 12.77 uar 12.97 dusetu luesuftinig uaz 13.00 uas
13.25 dustotu lulsaSou audrdu Jaunnsansadfedslideddyanudadilildindeu (Table 3) Fanalulufiania
WU Hansuri and Siri (2018) %ﬁﬁ’lm‘imﬁauLuﬁmﬁ’uﬁ:Lmewqﬂwauéhamsazaw GA; AMUTLTY 4% denalsiudn
fruislumssenidiudy
N3RIEYAULAYaIRuUNan (Seedling growth test) waz dnNIIN1TRIYLAUIAVBIAUNET (Seedling growth rate)
nsedouwdndie GA, mududu 0.5 uay 1% dwalidundiiniseiyiuladuminemeonifiutuedied
Hoddymaadfidediousumiaildldindoulunndests 3 ug fio ‘MGO1” Armemeen Ao 4.63 waw 4.80 wuRAS
Tu ‘MG02’ AUEBeN Ao 4.40 Lay 4.53 Wwufluns wag Tu ‘MG03’ A1uY1Ien Av 8.75 uay 8.03 lUALNAS
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muddiu (Table 4) wonaniinsindeuidndae GA, ATudid 0.5 uwaz 1% Semalvdsnsnisasyiulavedund
unniudndldlfiadeuetatuddamneada Tnoudd 1 ‘MGo1’ fdasnsieiadulavedundn 11.9 waz 12.0
fadnsusenu Tu ‘MG02’ fidnsinisasaiulavesdundl 12.6 uag 11.2 dadnsuaedu uazlu ‘MGO3’ fns1n1s
winAulnvesdundn 8.9 uar 9.9 fadniusiodu auddu (Table 5) Fanaiilduandifuisauanunsnvesnsli GA,
NNBUBNNITEAUNSRIYRLInveiundInITedld 9 Palepad et al. (2017) 57891U31 GA, fiinannisdaasiey
Tnoiduuslovosdnenaliiisane faiu nmsld GA, mﬂmauaﬂmmmﬁmﬂ%lﬁaLﬁ%Nﬂﬂiaanqwéﬁ'quﬁu GA, Tdn
a1t unavdwasonsasgyuesdundildniulnedioiiunisuusfvesaduarnisinfvenwad dwaldfivdnis
WidulnsansaninunAfldlaly GA, denndesiuauideves Mousavi et al. (2019) lds1eausinisld GA, anu
Wuduuinndi 500 ppm dewaliudn Datura stramonium fpnueieengedanazuanaeiutanIuanegsiitud Ay
N9ADA Lay Tapfumaneyi et al. (2023) 51897177 mmmazJammaa&’uﬂﬁwﬁﬂi‘mu,aw‘fﬂLgauqqﬁuaﬂwqﬁﬁaﬁwﬁmﬁﬂﬁ
GA; ALt 500 ppm Faumnsseeaidoddamneadatugnniunm Minsitureniminuiesiundretaiin
MnnmsTigundriniseniiéa fnsthemsandiuiofeavauemsvilfSuasiinnasyivinveduiinsdinade
msfisundnfinnundenlunisadriemsannszuiunisduaszimeuattdisini Fuhliiinadenisavavemsiisu
wagindanudmsuilulunssuunsnssdulfisadiinsasyiolnnn Susarduaiunisduameidunivasvesdy
Ny %ﬁmmﬁwﬁ’agﬁaﬂmﬁmﬁmaqﬁmﬁﬂLLﬁq (Neto et al, 2024) La¥aNANNINVIEFULAYIINTILRLTY denalsl
dinudsvesrundiay (Lay et al., 2013) sTjaa'ﬂwam’aﬁmwﬂ’]iLﬁmaaﬁuﬂﬁwﬁmnﬂﬁu

Table 3 Effect of seed coating with GA; and IAA on speed of germination of marigold ‘MG01’” ‘MG02’ and
‘MG03’

Speed of germination (plants/day)

MGO1 MG02 MGO03
Treatments
Lab Greenhouse Lab Greenhouse Lab Greenhouse
Uncoated seeds 13.47 b 1297 b 13.62 b 13.90 ¢ 12.50 ab 12.37 b
0.5% IAA 12.57 ¢ 13.07 b 13.07 b 14.05 c 12.15b 12.97 ab
0.5% GA; 14.35 a 1297 b 14.37 a 15.87 a 12.77 a 13.00 a
1% GA, 14.42 a 13.55 a 14.47 a 15.10 b 1297 a 13.25 a
F-test * * * * * *
CV (%) 4.02 1.83 4.16 2.81 291 3.13

* Indicates statistical significance at p < 0.05.
Means in the same column followed by the same letter are non-significance difference at p<0.05 by DMRT.

Table 4 Effect of seed coating with GA; and IAA on shoot length and root length of marigold ‘MG01” ‘MG02’
and ‘MGO03’ in greenhouse conditions

Seedling length (cm)

Treatments MGO01 MG02 MGO03
Shoot Root Shoot Root Shoot Root
Uncoated seeds 4.13 ¢ 9.23 355 ¢ 8.55 6.55d 8.63
0.5% IAA 433 Db 9.45 4.08 b 8.73 7.35 ¢ 9.13
0.5% GA; 4.63 a 9.03 4.40 a 8.48 8.75a 9.45
1% GA; 4.80 a 8.70 4.53 a 8.55 8.03 b 8.60
F-test * ns * ns * ns
CV (%) 2.74 9.68 3.82 4.32 5.18 14.37

ns = non-significance.; * indicates statistical significance at p < 0.05.
Means in the same column followed by the same letter are non-significance difference at p<0.05 by DMRT.
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Table 5 Effect of seed coating with GA; and IAA on seedling growth rate of marigold ‘MG01” ‘MG02’ and ‘MG03’

in greenhouse condition

Seedling growth rate (milligram/plant)

Treatments MGO1 MGO02 MGO03
Uncoated seeds 94b 9.5¢c IANe
0.5% IAA 10.3 ab 9.7c¢ 8.4 bc
0.5% GA, 119 a 12.6 a 8.9 ab
1% GA; 12.0 a 11.2b 99a
F-test * * %
CV (%) 9.17 24.44 24.32

* Indicates statistical significance at p < 0.05.

Means in the same column followed by the same letter are not significant at p<0.05 by DMRT.

a3Unan1sAnen

naideumdanmiFeseiiiugnuauia 3 wus fae GA, Anududu 0.5 uag 1% musodivaruidilunissen
uazannanadslumssenveandn Taeus MGO1 anunsaaniailumssenlsusyana 1.20-5.52 Falusiug MGO2 usns
nsnouausdie GA, liafian annsaanailunissenlagegai 12 Falus vnugfiiug MGO3 nevaussiosnit (anas
Wiee 1.68-5.28 Falus) sauhidedwalidundraadesdinisesyiulnvesdundiduausiseauazisnins
Winiulnvostundiiuduiniudelivdeu luvasdinsndevnarlindouwdnldiinasoofifusnsenvedy
n&ndfinstuluis 3 g Wemngnaaousiluviesufifinsuarlsadou nsdimaadou 1AA 0.5% Tnaifisadntiosse
nstenuarnIayYeIRund liifsesidudinissenagnsiifsdduasusiusdinanadslunssenifisdudnios
au§alunissendngt GA, druanuendusenuazsnsmaeigivlndsduiondndes vasiianuensnls
WANFE9INYAAIUAL

nauselevunudau

HiguveUsEnAdunaulliiinaysleviviudou

a1 !

nsfdqusinlunsilisuunauveidey

a 1 4 ¢ o

ANUANSISY (Idea) Uag auyfgnu: Wanlgnay fumi, Ussusy derdu. MsufuiRniside nmsdidusinlunis

£
v = v

PONLUU N159INABYI NSNAEDY LA3edilatn %milﬁwaga waz Criteria: Waitlgnay funn, Ussuey FariTy, uasiou
Suruuw, esfiug aguiil. msdafudeya nslinseidoya n1sudsna: Wanigned funi, Ussuew Sadsfu. nns
Fndinsaina mauans msiieudisuiutoasuviessdrnuividengudifu: Wanlgned fumn, Ussuen Sadsiu. s
fidusulunmaidon manuscript Nanuaiassd uinnssy Awseing: Wanigned fum, Uszuen Ssinsiu. nislvinng
avfuayu specimens, study cohort, ladafind nuiss 1n3esile siealfuAn1snganel: Wanignad fum, Uszuew &
A,
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unAnge

ATl fnguszasdifofnwamdnuiilivsslovdldduiesaiiovuaumalulasiau (nitogen-corrected
true metabolizable energy; TMEN) Uanusuluasiuaiy (Black soldier fly larvae: BSFL) hagUsziilunanisly BSFL
Juunaslusiusiernisgeslavedlnsuziaynisldusslosdldveslulasaululalasmy nsvaaesuuseanidu 2 dw din
7 1 Useifiun TMEN vea BSFL 1dlalasunazina o1y 9 dUai S1uau 20 f wiadunguauay (eno1mns) uazngu
naaed (You BSFL 15 n31/i2) nansifiudoyauazarnamuin BSFL a1 TMEn Wwinfu 3,667 keal/Kg (OM) dauii 214
lnlasiveasine 818 6 dUA19 97uu 35 69 wiadu 5 nqun1sneaes aukNuNITIAaeIRUUE NauYysal (CRD)
Usznausig nauAIuAy waznguiily BSFL sedy 5 10 15 uay 20% mudsy Han1smaassnudn BSFL anansaldidu
wnaslUsiulegeaaieseau 20% laglidsmansynusoainisdeslsvesd s W a1sdundd wagluty sudannsly
Usslomildveslulasiou (P>0.05) uenani msld BSFL sedfy 15% Swheifiudnistoslduadasuzuaznslivsslon
Igvaslulasiaugenitnguaiunu (P<0.05) Tawagu BSFL dif TMEN Wiy 3,667 kcal/Kg (DM) wazanunsaldiduunas
Wsbulugasemsinlanalifiasedu 20% Inelidwmaaudeussansamnisteslauagnisldusslonilivedlnvuy ogals
finnu Asinisfinw BSFL Aeweaifloyszifiunasnuanssaugnsiasyiulauazaunmdnluszezen
Adndey: vuoultasTuae nauiliuselomild nsdesliuaznislivsslonildvestavug Inlasy

Abstract

This study aimed to determine the nitrogen-corrected true metabolizable energy (TMEn) of black soldier
fly larvae (BSFL) and to evaluate the effects of incorporating BSFL as a protein source on nutrient digestibility
and nitrogen utilization in Korat chickens. The experiment was divided into two parts. In part 1, the TMEn of
BSFL was evaluated using 20 mixed-sex Korat chickens (9 weeks old). The birds were divided into 2 groups: a
control group (fasted) and a treatment group (force-fed 15 g BSFL per bird). Based on excreta collection and
calculation, BSFL had a TMEn value of 3,667 kcal/Kg (DM). In part 2, 35 mixed-sex Korat chickens (6 weeks old)
were randomly distributed to 5 treatment groups in a CRD, a control diet and diets containing BSFL at 5, 10, 15,
and 20%. The results showed that BSFL could be used as a protein source at inclusion levels up to 20% without
negative effects on dry matter, ash, organic matter, and fat digestibility, as well as nitrogen utilization (P>0.05).
Moreover, inclusion of BSFL at 15% significantly improved nutrient digestibility and nitrogen utilization compared
to the control group (P<0.05). In conclusion, BSFL has a TMEn value of 3,667 kcal/Kg (DM) and can be
incorporated as a protein source in Korat chicken diets up to 20% without adverse effects on nutrient digestibility
and utilization. However, further studies are recommended to evaluate the effects of BSFL on growth
performance and long-term animal health.

Keywords: black soldier fly larvae, metabolizable energy, nutrient digestibility and utilization, Korat chickens
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At

Tutagdu qmmmﬁmmswﬁmé’miﬁ"ﬂanﬁmsﬂ’wumammUﬁuﬁwﬁuaﬂ’mmﬁm ilo ssfudnulszenng
LAzAURBINITOIMMITUANGITY (Herrero and Thornton, 2013) 84AN170TMNTUATNITNATUAIAMUTEE 1R (Food
and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, FAO) mansalinanelu® a.a. 2050 mnudesnsudlaaiiiodns
vosUsznslandzeeioduiingeduninds 181 d1udu lnsiawie o198 slungauiiednidn (Alexandratos and
Bruinsma, 2012) aanumsaifsnamdsnaliemnufesnsliingivemmsdnifugeiunilude Tnsamgogdeingiu
o1 sunaslUsiy Wy nndumdssuazantu s?fﬁﬁLLmIﬁuﬂﬁzaU{]ﬁgmm'immmamt.am']mﬁLﬁuqaﬁuasjwaﬁimﬁaa
faty msfinwuariseitomundsingaulusiumadentmlfidiu uaranunsondnldanveade vionanaselinis
nMainunsuazgnamnssufiuyudlalind wu vuouuuasiuae (black soldier fly larvae, BSFL) Fudunumisitlédu
aruaulafiutulutamensTeiiiiumn

wasuae (Hermetia illucens L) v3efisdnduluie wuasiunms v3e unammmside Juuuasiinule
Mluluundoulaziuneugu L‘fJuLLmaﬁlm'LﬂuwmzﬁﬂiﬂLLazhjL‘TJuﬁmgﬁ‘U (Sheppard et al., 2002) fanusLIUNUM
dlunisdesaanedunieng wazanunsawdsunindunidviememnsiiidudnaiiauamisdavuinisgs &
Sarmmaaiyiulaiuarldiuiidenies Samnedensihunldiduundddsiumadenluonamnssueimsdnd
(Torberlin and Sheppard, 2001) 91n91W3defin L wuin BSFL Sszaulusiuusyana 37-63% wazluiu 7-47%
(Abduh et al., 2017; Abduh et al., 2018; Sheppard et al,, 2002; Zheng et al., 2012) Wsiuagfuanmwindounay
%ﬁmaﬁaqlﬁaq (Nguyen et al., 2015; Zheng et al., 2012) Qm@hmﬂmusﬁaﬂa"nﬁﬂmﬂﬂa”tﬁmﬁuﬂmﬂuﬁﬁiﬂiau
Uszanal 55-65% u,aza;mﬂ”.hmm“ﬁmﬁaﬁaﬁiﬂsaumé“ain 44-48% (Feedipedia, 2020) d@wal BSFL lasuanuaula
sthanfarndlumsiauniduingiulusfunauwnulugaamnssuomnsdainainvaiseiin wu diln ans danhia
uazAa (Van Huis, 2018) agslsfmu samemueuisiasiuasludsgnamnssudreuinsgailewIoufisuiuunas
Tusiwnly Lesanduyunisnan nsudssy nssiite uazmsiliu AABAIUNTTVENMAINSHANTINYI 08
Tur29306fu (Van Huis and Oonincx, 2017) ulfseiadestenhetmineraganiariusasnindausndedludagiu us
BSFL foifumadeniifidnsnmdmiuinunsnssedesviovhiuvuiadn maamsandnaelurhiilagldiaveins
visemnitssansnsineasimldluviosiu Avdeandunulusivlusseren anUSinamezdunid uaviiiuyadem
wideidlinaneduTngivemnsdniidauen fufufiomsldusslowd BSFL lugnsomnsdnilfedneiiusyansnmgaan
Fuduspsiinisussidunuamalasuzues BSFL sgnaduszuu Inslamzamdsnuidaiannsotluldusslomild
(metabolizable energy, ME) TauisrnnisgaglduasnisliusslevildvaslnvuzfioSeudisuiuwnaalusauialulu
o1nsdnd Yeyadananazdugudonadidydmiumsianngsensdnifuiug nevausseudeinisvesdnius
avvlinlaegramingay uazteimundadningwgauenisty BSFL TuensdaiegaUaensdauasiiuseangan

Iflarudulrignuaniiugios 50% sewhaeiusvdomnemuagliuiiusdansediildsunsuiusiugiae
winedomaluladqsun? faduiidnluie “ldudiug wne.” Yagtunadsdilaseduuldufuiveddeiios
\Hesnnevaussieaufosmsvasnanguilaaiilieuddydeguamuarguamdlasunisvendedns (eld
Taswiidnwaziau fie fUTunalusiuge ludu wiaAvlags ufauss nudelsaldd uazdansaudnuvazsusani
TndiAeatulinuidior Saduiifewangusinafiuosmunadusiumadontn ogndlsfionu nswaslilasslussdurhdy
Sansusvautgmdrdey Aedunuomsdniifuiuedsdeides daduiadevdnd fvusdununiswdalaesia ms
wenanuvadlUsAumadeniifidnenin wanldluiesdiu warilmnudsdu Saduuumadsilduamumilalutiagtu 9n
nssuTImenas wut BSFL fdnenmlumsliiduwmadusivluemnsdng lsannsoliveunuaiuluewnsldile
laluszdu 8% (Attivi et al, 2020) Ingludwmadesanisiasqivle Uszd@nsainnisldemns uazhaningin 5nihadis
aunsonawnunInd ndesldlusedu 10-20% (Arango Gutiérrez, 2005; Cullere et al, 2016; Zhang et al., 2014)
oeslsfiou nsld BSFL Wuundslusivlugasemnslalasedanateyansing nsenzegiddusunseesls
wagnsliustlomildvadamus Fadulladuddysomsinuignsenmiestadussdninm fudu midolifngusvasd
ileAnwAmdauiliusslondlenuiaiad ousvaunalulnsiau (nirogen-comrected true metabolizable energy:;
TMEn) ¥09 BSFL wazUsyiiunavesnisly BSFL Tuszaunne o nean1sdeslavedlnsusuaznisiduselovilaauns
Tulaswululdlasw
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A5n15ANWYN

1. mM3RnwrAmd s 1dussTondld i e ail ausuaugalulasiau (nitrogen-corrected true metabolizable
energy, TMEn) ¥@9 BSFL

RNt ingusrasdiioyssiiudmdaruilivsslonilidwinsadlousuaunalulnsiou (TMEn) vas BSFL
dielfiduteyaiugrudmiulssnougnsomamaaes lilaseazing eng 9 dasi dmiindaiduduade 1502483
n¥u uwdadu 2 nquaz 10 91 (replicates) 9 ax 1 &2 Iéun nguil 1 nauAIUAL (control): ane1s T ImAINTS
gapdendanuniglusnanie (endogenous energy loss) Wagnguil 2 ngutiou BSFL (BSFL-fed): Uou BSFL TagAstou
Tngmss (force feeding) linndaidsdlunssdaieanuy metabolic cage 3u1m 25 x 40 x 40 Leufwns Usuanmlvidy
JufvAuandembusveziam 4 Ju deudunafutoya Tutudl 5 veanmmaaes Insaesndugnenommsifuszerinan
24 $1las (Fsuthaumuund) ilelidumeemanndnsesnannssuumaiueims mnﬁ?uﬁ'lLﬁumimaaﬂmwiazﬂfju
fail nquauAu (nqudl 1): amewnren 24 alas tiethyaluldduunsgapdendsnunigluianme waenguilou
9113 (nguit 2): Jou BSFL Usinas 15 nfu/r InsUinasianandnulasninitues Sibbald (1976) fauugihlviieu
pnsUszanal 1% vosihwiings lun1smaaesil vhnistou BSFL Tngldnsignarainseviesigenniugesiinidng
waene1mslvaudanszmein waglduiananafindes q fu BSFL asegnadn q wieliiuladnldlésunmuusuad
fvun (Meazdenosddsznouniaaiives BSFL uanslilu Table 1) Mntuthlindudnssdafendaneldnsaiing
s933UyA ndsanATy 24 Fala ‘v‘hm‘uﬁu&haﬂwn;&ammldﬁ%aama{lu usndsuuiou wu wu sendewinnisdaimin
nduniunsalalasaasin (HC arudatu 5% asuyaitetostunisguydslulasiau nouthluoufigamgl 55 °C
Huan 72 4l uazuaesiBenriunzinssvun 0.5 fadiuns tiiiegevnsiaryasinsgimnanudu Wsiu
Laznd U et luRwIaA g 11U 19Uy lendld apparent metabolizable energy; AME) W& 91wl 14
1JizIS%ﬁlﬁLﬁlaﬂi"UﬂmﬂaiuImLﬁ]u (nitrogen-corrected apparent metabolization energy, AMEN) #Nu@UN15VB9
Dozier Il et al. (2008) wagndssniilislovildfuvindauiouivaunalulngiou smuaunisves Parsons et al. (1982)

AME (kcal/kg) = [FEf — EEf]

FC
AMEN (kcal/kg) = [FEf — (EEf + 8.22 x Nf)]
FC
TME (kcalZkg) = [(FEf — EEf) + EEU)]
FC
TMEnN (kcal/kg) = FEf - [EEf + 8.22 x Nf] + [EEu + 8.22 x Nu]
FC
Tag
FEf - wausausluemsiteuliila (gross energy of the total feed consumed)
EEf = Wﬁﬂmﬂuga%ﬂﬁﬁlﬁ%mi‘ﬂaummi (energy in the excreta collected from the fed birds)
EEU = wé’amu’tugamaﬂﬁﬁawmms (energy in the excreta collected from fasted birds)
Nf = U'%mmiuimLﬁmﬁgﬂmmﬁi’fnaanuﬂuaﬂammidﬁlﬁ%miﬂaummi (grams of nitrogen excreted
by the fed birds)
Nu = ﬂ%maﬂuimﬁLﬁ]uﬁiﬁaﬂmmiQQJLﬁﬂiuga (grams of nitrogen excreted by fasted birds)

FC - Usinaensitteulsila (feed consumed)
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Table 1 Chemical composition of BSFL meal (as-fed basis)

ltems Black soldier fly larvae meal
Dry matter (%) 93.28
Crude protein (%) 44.78
Ether extract (%) 14.18
Crude fiber (%) 8.10
Ash (%) 21.02
Metabolizable energy (TMEn, kcal/kg)" 3,422
Chitin (%) 7.12
Calcium (g/100g) 6.67
Phosphorus (g/100g) 1.13
Magnesium (g/100g) 0.45
Sodium (g/100g) 0.03
Potassium (g/100g) 1.18
Iron (mg/kg) 100
Manganese (mg/kg) 819
Selenium (mg/kg) 520

YThe TMEn values determined in Korat chickens were converted from 3,667 Kcal/Kg on a dry-matter basis to 3,422 Kcal/Kg on an

as-fed basis.

2. msfnwnistesldvasinvuzuaznsldussleniliveslulasiouvas BSFL Tulnlasae

dninaaaq

Hlilasvnazine 01y 6 dUamd siavun 35 2 tviindausuduiade 710489 n3u dudaitindunismnaes
71U 5 Nqu 7 ay 7 §1 9 8z 1 /1 130WUNTTADY YR 25 x 40 X 40 LWURIAS Fafinmsesuyaoglings 19
WNUNISNARRIWUUENaNysal (Completely Randomized Design, CRD) lﬂ'nﬂﬁulﬁ%mmﬂl,awfwquwﬁmﬁ' (ad
libitum) paeaszeziIamaaed 10 Ju layndldiuiadulesiulsadimadauazvasnausniauiieny 7 uag 21 u
faduifululsfieny 14 Tu waeTaduflnnuileny 28 u uandsanglilsaFouszuuln mufuuzihuaznisaunuves
vhsumvinerdomaluladasud nsdudunsmnaesilldveygalilddnifonunsinenmans auonaisoynn
/@l SUT-IACUC-002/2023

MINAGDY

nsvanesiinguizasditeussifumssuiimngandowiuresnsly BSrL lugnsewnsdmsulilass Tns
pnsmanestagnA s funSsruillU s lovdlduaslusiuvinf suduugtines Maliwan (2016) waxd
29AUTENBUVBILN VUL EINDAUAIINADINTVRIANT AuAIwLZUIYB National Research Council (1994) Table 2
amsnaasswisoandu 5 ngu Tnefinsidiu BSFL Tusziusa ¢ il

ngufl 1: nguALAY (control)

ngufl 2: 19 BSFL fiszsu 5% vosgnsens

naudt 3: 14 BSFL fisesu 10% vosgnsems

naudt a: 14 BSFL fisesu 15% v03gnse1ms

ngufl 5: 19 BSFL fiszsu 20% ve3gms01m13

nsifiudieya wazdnunizang q fidasnisinun

vhmstufiniwiinlinousazudnismanes mudstufinUiinaemsiitunnfunsentiamsvaaes dwsuns
Useifiuansgoslduasldusslondldvedlaruy 1938mafuyaianun (total collection) lasmauamyaitladudag
oonuTuay 1 ads lugae 3 Yugainevesnismenes lasldmananainsedliling wasisuivmeswndainlaldsy
2WNIVAABIATY 26 Falusweusasu (53 3 ) M%umaumsm%m@Lﬁa"‘;miwﬁ ¥mseauendaudeusie 9 LU
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a

W dzifin waziavemseen nduasdyaiiiiuldmeasazaensalalasrassndudu 5% ielesiunisaade

N a

Tulasiau yaarnudazJugninlueulugevauiouniaaumgi 55 °C aunseviadmiinasi antuualviazdeniieinsesun

q U
13 13

Aog1amaiBalJiinig ntuldganatainduden uaniuliNaamnll -20 °C WethlUTnsgsiesddsenauniaail
ol wavihdeyaiildunAnumeainisgeslivesdauis nsgeslaveslavue wasmslduselovilaveslulasiau oy
aunsnssialuil

% nstiosldvas@auii (dry matter digestibility)

(wiinewnsiniu - dwdnya) x 100

Unne1msnau
% n1sgeglavaslnaug (nutrient digestibility): Tddwmsulutiunazansdunid

[(Wwidnenmsiiu x %layugluems) - midngya x %lavugluga)l x 100

(WvIne1sNU x %lavugluenms)
% nsUsylevdlaveslulnsiay (nitrogen utilization)

[(widnenmsniu x %lulasiauluens) - Wwninga x %lulasiauluya)] x 100

(Wwinewnsiiu x %lulasiauluya)

e Maemsuazyaeglugiinntnuiis (dry matten Wesanndnidndumeyauwazdaaizeanunsiuiu
Tugdyaln vililulasiaulugayseneudmeidiunlidgngss wazdiigndueenluglesn Ay Anisgeslavesdanin
1 wagluiu wanadu “nsdesls (digestibility)” d@aululasiaunanadu “nslduselonila utilization”

A5AATITINILAT
M1N193LATI8viasAUTENOUNIUAT YRS BSFL 81M15nAADILAYA MINTTN15V9 Association of Official
Analytical Chemists (1990; 2006) Fsnsaupquautu Wiy lediusiu ely 101 wagAmEusn faseaziden

4

solull fsgefidesnsiinseiazgnualiavideniunzunsauuinduriAudnals 0.5 fafiuns newhnsiasen

£
fl &

seandundunounsiasgiddd anudu (moisture content) SinTeilaniseusogdlugovauiou fgungd
105 °C 1fuan 12 Falus lasfusan (crude fat) SinsnzsisnainIasannlosiu (Fat extraction system; FOSS, Soxtec™
8000, Denmark) TngldiaviazarsTinsideusdmes (petroleum ether) 1 olasau (crude fiber) 3iaszviaaeLa3os
Ams1eidule (Fiber analyzer, FOSS, Fibertec™ 8000, Denmark) laglagnsadaiasn (H,50,) 1.25% wazleifoules
asonlea (NaOH) 1.25% 11 (ash) Aasgilagnisiisegnslumwlaiy (Muffle furnace, Carbolite Gero Ltd., UK)
ﬁ'qm‘wqﬁ 550 °C \{waan 3 Falus wd991usIn (gross energy) 31A13F81AT 83 Bomb calorimeter (IKA C6000
global standards, IKA-Werke, Germany) TUs@uwe1u (crude protein) 31as1gnlasnisinusuialulasiaunieis
Dumas combustion technique #1135n15989 Association of Official Analytical Chemists (2006) Tngldin3eq rapid
MAX N exceed, N/protein analyzer (Elementar Analysensysteme GmbH, Germany) Tdnsnuean1san (L-aspartic
acid, Sigma-Aldrich, USA) uinasgu3euiiieu udimuadinalisiu fe Usinallulmsiausiavan x 6.25 @ula
fiu (chitin) sdunsieszilagfuUasmindsnisues Ghanem et al. (2004) Fefidunoundn 3 Junou fe n1sien
LUs#u (deproteinization) fiiea1savateleidsulansanlas (NaOH) A1t TuTy 2.5 N N15A19ALT 579
(demineralization) msansavarensnlalasnasin (HC) anududu 1.7 N wagnsidadad (pigment removal) 1ng
Telon1ueanNNTUTU 95%

Wiasegideyaneata

ihdeyafildainnismeased 2 1ndas1zrinA1AuLUTUTIU (analysis of variance, ANOVA) AMSILAUNTS
aaBILUUGuANYsal wazvhmAlnnzianuuandisvesanadeluudazngunisvaaeslngds Tukey’s post hoc test
Tnglglusinsuadf SPSS 1os9u 16.0 (SPSS Inc, 2007)
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Table 2 Nutrient composition of experimental diets for Korat chickens (6 weeks of age) (as-fed basis)

Items Control 5% BSFL ~ 10% BSFL  15% BSFL  20% BSFL
Ingredients
Corn 64.02 67.00 69.36 69.38 69.41
Defatted rice bran 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Corn gluten meal 1.68 1.24 0.83 0.72 0.61
Soybean meal (44% CP) 25.00 20.00 15.00 10.00 5.00
BSFLY meal 0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00
Palm oil 4.45 2.81 1.38 0.72 0.06
L-Lysine HCl 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19
DL-Methionine 0.17 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.18
L-Threonine 0.19 0.18 0.17 0.16 0.15
L-Arginine 0.11 0.14 0.18 0.22 0.26
Monocalcium phosphate (P21) 1.06 091 0.95 1.67 2.38
Calcium carbonate (CaCOs, 1.37 0.6 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sodium chloride (NaCl) 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26
Mineral-vitamin premixZ/ 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Total (kg) 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
Calculated composition, %
Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg) 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200
Protein 18.00 18.00 18.00 18.00 18.00
Calcium 0.80 0.80 0.90 1.34 1.78
Available phosphorus 0.39 0.39 0.44 0.65 0.87
Digestible Methionine 0.43 0.44 0.46 0.47 0.48
Digestible Methionine + Cysteine 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67
Digestible Lysine 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91
Digestible Arginine 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.07
Digestible Threonine 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73
Analyzed composition, %
Dry matter 89.73 90.52 90.65 91.01 91.39
Crude protein 17.05 17.86 18.04 18.07 18.28
Crude fiber 3.21 3.47 3.50 3.64 3.60
Ether extract 7.54 6.89 6.11 6.02 5.98
Ash 4.95 4.87 512 6.26 7.34
Chitin 0.00 0.19 0.68 1.64 1.79

Y BSFL = black soldier fly larvae.
% Premix (0.5%) = provided the following (per kg of diet) : vitamin A, 15,000 IU; vitamin D3, 3,000 IU; vitamin E, 25 IU; vitamin Ks, 5
mg; vitamin By, 2 mg; vitamin B,, 7 mg; vitamin By, 4 mg; vitamin By, 25 mg; pantothenic acid, 11.04 mg; nicotinic acid, 35 mg; folic

acid, 1 mg; biotin, 15 pg; choline chloride, 250 mg; Cu, 1.6 mg; Mn, 60 mg; Zn, 45 mg; Fe, 80 mg; I, 0.4 mg; Se, 0.15 mg.

NaNISANEILazIA5al

1. msAnuAmduilivsslendldiuinsadouiuaugalulasiau (TMEn) vas BSFL Tuldlasy
nmsinwnsil wuinen TMEN ves BSFL TulAlasiwiidwintu 3,667 keal/kg (DM) sauansly Table 3 S

ﬂdwﬁswmmsluidlsdLWﬂQ’ﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬁ:Lﬁﬂaaﬁuﬁmmau’%’ﬂi (Single comb white leghomn) (3,990 kcal/kg DM, Matin et al.,

2021) TR wan1sAn1ves De Marco et al. (2015) Tuliif efisenudndanuildusslovdlauuuusyana
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(apparent metabolizable energy, AME) thag AMEn A LM1AU 4,151 Wag 3,965 kcal/kg (DM) m1uana U wenani
Uushona (2015) ses1uin BSFL Tuguuuvaratiiiu (defatted) warliadntisiu (full fat) fan AME Tulridle o7g 40 Tu
Windu 4,025 wag 3,946 kcal/kg (as-fed basis) AUEAU @OARABIAUTIENUVDL Schiavone et al. (2017) fiwuin BSFL
wuvanT U sE (partially defatted) wazuuvasaisu e (highly defatted) 3ifn AME winfiu 3,881 wag 2,759
kcal/kg (DM) muaau hazAl AMENn Wwindu 3,552 ua 2,357 keal/kg (DM) gy wenannis Ellawidana et al (2023)
51897177 BSFL Lmulmanmumu (full fat) Tulilo 7 ‘wma 25 Fu A1 AME AU 3,740 kcal/kg (as-fed basis) Vel
Cockcroft (2018) wun BSFL firunszusunsdaiainiu (extrusion) wuulsiainingiu (full fat) wazwuuideaus (dry
rendering) §iA1 AME Tliie 91y 28 Ju WU 3,771 3,960 uag 2,111 keal/kg (DM) suadiu dau Chobanova et al.
(2023) 57897171 BSFL LLwaﬂmmuuTmmmmmuaﬁs (screw press) uaw nndandes fien AMEN Tuldie 7 oy 28 fu
Winu 2,978 waz 3,169 kcal/kg (DM) muaau mmLLmﬂmquaamﬂamﬂwamammaaﬂawm mmmwmmuﬂswu
yos0sAUsEnaUNIAiives BSFL dwmalnenswonmdsnuiildusslonild e BSFL Aifinsfnwamdsenulduselen]
Ielusuddenig q audildnandlidnedu dsedulusiu 37-63% Loy 7-47% waglafiu 5-6% (Abduh et al,, 2017;
Abduh et al., 2018; Chobanova et al., 2023; Cockcroft, 2018; De Marco et al., 2015; Ellawidana et al.,, 2023; Matin
et al,, 2021; Schiavone et al., 2017, Sheppard et al,, 2002; Uushona 2015; Zheng et al., 2012) éﬁm’lmﬂmwuaﬂ
fuszuumskan emsTidiaes sveznsiuiien waznTEUIUNSKUTIUIRgAY Fadudaduddgiviliendanud
sreenilunisineeing q uansiei 9nransAnundsiinudn BSFL ferdautis 93.28% Tusiu 44.78% lustu 14.18%
wazlafiu 7.12% Sediegmeluthsiifimanenulineuniing eghdlsfoudn TMEN ves BSFL Aldannsnwasildng
qmdwmm‘ﬁ"qmﬁaa 55@LﬂuLLMéqIﬂiauﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬁmmﬁqﬂiummﬁwﬁﬂﬁ"ﬂaﬂ (Dozier and Hess, 2011; Ravindran et al,,
2014) 2INANTIIVIALONANTINSANWIAT TMEN seanndamdeduliiile agfluY9 2,659-3,162 kcal/kg (DM) (Baker et
al,, 2011; Bertechini et al.,, 2019; Cristobal et al.,, 2025) ngnnsay azvioulifiuin BSFL Ssaaduunalusfuidl
Fneamgeinundany egdlsanaiuudslua TMER Awulunuddesig 4 é‘fam%ua&Jﬁumzmummﬂigﬂ seauludu
wazlusiu UTinalladu sudsneiusuazengvesdnUniilflunsmeaey

Table 3 Metabolizable energy values of Korat chickens (9 weeks of age), expressed on a dry matter basis

ltems Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg)
Apparent metabolizable energy (AME) 3,204
Nitrogen corrected apparent metabolizable energy (AMEn) 3,203
True metabolizable energy (TME) 3,703
Nitrogen corrected true metabolizable energy (TMEnN) 3,667

2. msfnwnistesldvasinvuzuaznsldussleniliveslulasiouvas BSFL Tulalasae

naueInslY BSFL Tuemsfisedu 0 5 10 15 uag 20% sensdeslfvedlnvuziaznislivsslovilivos
lulnsiauuanslu Table 4 Tnenuinlnlasivaunsald BSFL iWuunaslusiuluemisldgedasedu 20% laglidawna
nsznusienstetlduarnslivsslevildvedlnauy silseduiiiusyansnimgsan Ao 15% ddlimnisdoslduosdaus
asBun3e uazlusiu wazarnslduselomildasiulngiou whiy 81.08 84.60 95.07% wa 72.43% mudwu eifiey
funguarunuiidian 78.02 81.62 9232 waw 61.74% Ay (P<0.05) Han1sfnwifidenndasiuseauves de
Souza Vilela et al. (2021) finuliide (g 21 uar 42 ) anwnsold BSFL 1#Faszsy 20% lugnsens Tavlidewa
nsznusansdeslduesdauts 16 wazueaiden siufsnsliusslovdldvosiulasiou uenaind Auza et al. (2023)
seauimsld BSFL naunlusiuanuarduluemslifudios g 12 dUaw fissdu 25-100% @andu 15% lugns
9119) Liidwmansznusednsgosliveadolouazmsliusslonildveslulasiou Wwderfuns@nwives Yulianti et
al. (2024) Fanaaounisld BSFL Tuldgnuasiiuiiies 81g 5 #Un9i sz 0 5 10 wag 15% lugnsoimns nud1 BSFL
ansaldlafis 10% lnslidawadeanisldusslovdlavedlulnsiau aussaugnisundn dnwagen wavaunINgIn
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uaNNE Chu et al. (2020) Anwinsld BSFL wuulsiarimingu (full fat) Tullvanewiug Hy-Line Brown 81g 6 dUami
fiseiu 0 3 6 uaz 9% lugnsemis wudi ansaldlade 9% Tnglddmansenusonisgesldvesduie a158unie
uaaLdey wazvoavleda Taofisedu 3% wuiAmsgosldveslusiunaznsliusslevlsvaslulasiaugaiian (84.50 uaz
73.00% A1UETU) Van der Heide et al. (2021) wWisuiiiaunisld BSFL (10%) funueudasnszides (Alphitobius
diaperinus) wagiuauun (Tenebrio molitor) wuAMuansatunistosldvesduiaransdunisliunndeii us
BSFL fiAnsgesldvanduarluugeiianruiainislivsslonildvedlulasiaugeiian sesunfevuouunuasiuay
fanszios Feaonndasfu De Marco et al. (2015) finudnlidedslésu BSFL sziu 25% Srnduuszansnistosls
wuuUszanas (apparent digestibility coefficients of the total tract, CTTAD) vadludugenitvusuun Tuvnigdinisges
Fvosdautis a13dunie warnslivsslevildveslulasiauliunndnaiu TudniUnafindu Cullere et al. (2016) 18914
111518 BSFL Tugnsemnsunnszviilefisedy 15% lidswanszmusonisdesldvesduis a1sdundd wagnnsld
Uszleaillaveslulnsau wulieanu Woods et al. (2019) sres1uananusald BSFL as 10% laglidwmansznune
n1sgesldvasdsuiauazarsBunds Schiavone et al (2017) Anw1 BSFL fialuguuuy afminiuuisdiu (partially
defatted) wazarathsiusianun (highly defatted) sy 25% Tuawnsliiie 01y 21 Su wuinguilldsu BSFL wuy
afphiusdudiendussavimstesldveslutusasndinunngainiinguiilédsu BSFL uwuatnituimun (0.98
vs 0.93 ua 0.61 vs 0.50) audu urlimuanuuansslusnislidsslesdldveslulasiau (0.62 whiuiaesngw)
wandliiiuinnisataiduudintiefivdszans amnistesld nansdnndenandiaonndesiusiesures
Uushona (2015) finuin BSFL wuuafiminiufirndunssaninsgesldvesdauimazmslivsslonildvaslulazauogi
0.95 waw 0.97 Amady vaurdl BSFL wuulilatninsuegd 0.91 uay 0.86 mudIRU d7u Chobanova et al. (2023)
5189171 BSFL fiendusyansnislivselonildveslulnsaunazanistosldvesdeuianarlosuly BSFL wirtu 0.71
0.75 way 0.92 Muasu Wewdeuiisuiunindundesiifidn 0.68 0.78 war 0.97 Mud1FU TuAMTIN NANISNARET
wandliiudnlalasivanunsald BSFL Wuunaslusiulaaadia 20% tnglinsznuserinisdesliuaznisliusslowila
Y29 NTUL G%éaaamﬂa"aqﬁ"ummm‘l,uiriﬁyuLﬁaamaﬂ’uﬁfﬁluﬁmmiﬂ%’ BSFL laluszaulndiAeany (Auza et al., 2023;
Yulianti et al,, 2024) $ogatidlhituin BSFL uuvaslsiufimngausossuunisnanlifiudlesesne dawanns
flalusfiuandanduvdenindaundes wavaduayumsnaniidBuinniy

o819l5fnu sedunsly BSFL lugasemsdaimsiiansanyiinamesdaiusiudie Wesanlafudy
p9fUsznauiuguveslassainenisuanues BSFL (De Marco et al, 2015) uazduarsusznaulndudnailssiilsl
annsodesldlneiouledvesdminsumnziien Tnganzludnitnnsivsunaladugelugasenmsenvdamansenumig
audenTwansalunistesldvednuuz inilasiadvedafiuenatarnimadidueseuleidoseims dwalinng
dovansormnavildeniu Snislafudsanusofuiueulesiuasarsenns shlvinsdesuarnisgaduansemssuanas
Marono et al. (2015) s1euinladudutiadedfyfisiianisgesldlusiuves BSFL Tun1snaasd in vitro laenu
ANUFUNUSITsaUTEnIsUsalafulazAn1seeelaveslulnsiau Muzzarelli (1977) wag Longvah et al. (2011)
senuilafulussauanududugsinlinnuiiiuresemisanas swdsannisgesliuaznislduselevidlaves
Tulnsiau uanf\nﬂﬁé’nﬁmamu’iﬂﬂﬁummsa€J’Us‘j”’nma@m%umimmimalmzwmqLﬁummﬂmmawwlﬁuﬁmmx
WsAuludniUn (Bovera et al,, 2016; Khempaka et al,, 2011; Razdan and Pettersson, 1994, Vidanarachchi et al.,
2010) ¥isii Chobanova et al. (2023) nui1msld BSFL naununindamdeslugasermsliidofissdu 16% dewalsian
msteglanazmslduselevilavednsuzanas %ﬂwaﬂ33'1/mé’qndnawé’mﬁuﬁ‘ﬁuﬂ?mmlﬂauﬁtﬁu%ﬂugmmmi

wilafuazdodutedriaddalunisld BSFL Tuewnsdnd femnldanunsageslduarenasuniunisgesuay
ANTUA15811115 (Razdan and Pettersson, 1994; Bovera et al,, 2016) usilafugadidnenmlunisduaiuguameesdnd
”Lﬂaut,fﬂuiwﬁLL%ﬂﬂﬂlséﬁwummLﬂué’ué’w’uaaﬂuaﬁﬁmﬁsadf\mLenaqiaa Tneiilassaindundanu ﬁwaﬁuﬁlﬂauﬁwgaz‘%
alue (acetamide) Aigumus C-2 Jefielueyiusveawaglad (Rinaudo, 2006) wenniladusadussdusenoundn
vodlassnszgnaneuenvesusas simthidulassaaudsusafiotesiusunseaindaindey (Lee et al, 2008) uaglu
sssumddanulafuluguuuummindfivssnausiuiulusiu lufu wasussin (ozefiak et al, 2016) toulwlladiua
(chitinase) anansageslafulsinaneiduaysius 1 lalneu (chitosan) FsiiUszquan (cationic) wavanansaviuiindidu
ansmansulaneminld (Rinaudo, 2006) agnslsiiny dfdilnaisuiadnidnldamsordnouluflafualuszuy
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MAAUDINITIA (Shahidi and Abuzaytoun, 2005) ﬁaﬁﬂﬁlﬂﬁugmﬁ’mLfJuLé’uiaaﬂmwsﬁlaiawmmsiaaiﬁ (Tabata et al.,
2017) eghdlsfinu dnsmenuitlienasnsadesladulduisdruiesaninsnsanunsuansesnyos mRNA vesdu
AAeTestunmsuanoulilafwualunszimnzesnsuedla (Suzuki et al, 2002; Tabata et al, 2017) usnanil laRuuas
oS wu lalagnuledlnudneilse (chitosan oligosaccharides - COS) Sailnaifeuinaoszuugfiduiuvesdnd lned
yenuindosiy cos luomnslidemnsaiuthminveseTosfifedesiugdduiu Ifun fha wosen uassevlnia
(Chi et al, 2017) SMtstIeRuszRU IgM LLazﬂ73LLamaaﬂﬁuaqvl,suimlﬂﬁﬁﬂizﬁumsé’mau (Deng et al., 2008) 509
oyusvaslafudiasavhmihiidunsluledn lneuumdemnsdmiuuaiiZeluddunesln dwarsesdusznoures
QAuvaFludld worlinamadeusomsvinnuresszuugiduiu (L et al, 2007) fsdunsifuasiiflafuuduysenoy
Tugnsemsisenatieduaiuaunimvesdninle egnelsfiniu lasadvedlafvluwuasdinnunainvatsuazwnnsneiu
pelinveduias (Kaya et al, 2015) Bnfawansznusessuugifuiudsduegfurualinanauasdnumeneneninyeg
lafiu (Lee et al, 2008) Sauduusiiiuiirrsinnsanegasousudlothinldidudiuyseneulugnsluoimsdnd sl BSFL
willadudsiiununlunisnsedussuugidudy uaslumaguiimsnszdugiduiuensanUssansammsdosuaznisge
?jmiﬂsuuzlﬁt,ﬁaqmnﬁmméfaaﬂ’]iwé’mwﬂwﬁw,l,azLﬁmﬂWiLﬂﬁauLLﬂaaﬂuaqL%‘Uﬁé’ﬂé’ (Klasing, 2007) uAHANSYIAADTIL]
wumnuAaUnAvesAnstesliviendsuiiliuselovivedln dsaenndeaiu Biasato et al. (2020) Aix1auinnisly
BSFL TusgsuthunanslsivhlfiAnsaaureszuumaduemsuasmsteslaaugludnitn fufufmniwsnalaiuly
BSFL Al#lunemanesadsidseglussdui lifismefiazsumunisdesuasnslivsslovdvedlnsuy

uen9 i BSFL Seusznausieniaassn (lauric acid) (C12:0) Fsdneglunguvesnsaluiuaonans (medium-
chain fatty acids, MCFA) ﬁﬁﬂmamﬂaﬁaﬁﬂmwﬂﬁﬁ'a (Skrivanova et al., 2006) wiad 4 BSFL wazwuaatutnu 1u
Lmdaﬁﬁﬁmmiﬂuﬁuﬁawﬁwgﬁ (Veldkamp et al,, 2012) Ingtawglugiuain BSFL %aﬁé’mﬁmﬂuaﬁﬂmlﬂuﬁuﬂqm MCFA
g Inglanznsnaesn (Gasco et al,, 2018; Cullere et al,, 2019) uifinalnn1seanguduss MCFA soldauuniiseazd
Liduiinsruuudea uinan1s@nuilu in vitro wudn MCFA asnsaunsn@asiuderfieadvesuundife (Skrivanova et
al,, 2006; Kim and Rhee, 2013) da‘lﬁlﬁmmmLﬁamaﬁim?jaﬁmsﬁaa‘ a'awa‘Lﬁmmmmmeumﬁumumau?faﬁuLsziaa‘
Wasuuasly wazoradorenisunsnduvesansdiugaindu q Wrgwad lfanunsoviiarsuuadieldegaed
Use NS a1mu1nd u (Kim and Rhee, 2013) usnaind BSFL wazuuasTuudausondanulnddrugadn
(antimicrobial peptides, AMPs) it filudu (defensin) Jsflanuannsalunsvhanswuafiownsuuin (Dang et al.,
2010; Andoh et al,, 2018) Tneisesunisdunuilulng defensin-like peptide 4 (DLP4) lu BSFL &sanunsaviane
L%@LLU@ﬁL%BLLﬂi@JU’mTJ@JﬁJL%E]ﬁy’aﬁﬂ Wi Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) (Park et al., 2015)
unumues MCFA Tulusfuain BSFL Tagiamiznsnasin Signszyindgnsdunuaiifouazervdsuanessdusznoy
qaun3Sludld (Spranghers et al,, 2017) agslsfiniy nsnuiflinukansenuduavsienstesldedaruy Fso19
Wumszszsunsiaiu BSFL egluszduiilineliiAnnisiasunlasaunagdunisludld vilvinszuiunsgosuaznns
TiUselemilivaslnrusdniiulaagnaung

Table 4 Effects of different inclusion levels of BSFL in diets on apparent nutrient digestibility and utilization in
Korat chickens (6 weeks of age)

Apparent nutrient Black soldier fly larvae Pooled
. o Control P-value iy
digestibility (%) 5% 10% 15% 20% SEM
Digestibility
Dry matter 78.02° 79.84%° 79.68% 81.08° 78.95%° 0.059 0.355
Organic matter 81.62° 82.83% 82.39% 84.60° 83.29° 0.010 0.291
Crude fat 92.32° 93.15% 92.24° 95.07° 94 58%° 0.009 0.339
Utilization?
Nitrogen 61.74° 64.18%° 64.56°° 72.34° 69.46° 0.012 1.166

b Means within each row with different superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05).

Y SEM=standard error of the mean.
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¥ Because feces and urine are excreted together in poultry, nitrogen values are expressed as nitrogen utilization' instead of 'nitrogen
digestibility".
=
dyunan1sAne

BSFL fia1 TMEn Tulnlasuindu 3,667 Kcal/Kg (DM) wazanansaldiluuvadlusiuluomsdmsulnlasivla
seiugeands 20% laglsineliiAnnansenumsausierinisgeslfesdeuria lusu uazansdunid sawdansldusslowd
Ivoslulasiau failnsld BSFL fisedu 15% Wussansnmaean Tavdswalirinisdeslfuasnislivsslonilives
LnvurganinnguaIuay

nauselyvinudou

HiguveUsEnadunaulliiinayssleviviudou

AnANssUUsZNA

va o

HId8vauantnuvauAnudiln Wsuuminerdemalulaggsuns Mweiileanunlunisaliunisvaaes

Y

way mamamamusLﬂsmuawmmamLLaULMﬂIuIaEJ wiwmmaumiwmmuamwLLaumsama‘iumiﬂ%ummw
uanand veveuauandniesufiinslavumansdninssmsfviuagingrmansarmnsdat (Laboratory of
Monogastric Animal Nutrition and Feed Science, SUT) dwsuanudiswdslunisdidunisveassiaziiudiegia
uiwaveuauuNsAnmdmiugiidnenmn@nmseAududinfnw uinerdumeluladasuns

nsfdausauTunsilsuunainuvasidey

ANUARTISHLAZANNATIY AVUATAHUIZAIA BONLUUNITNAGDY TIUTINTRYADNAITIIUITE UJURNIS
nAaed 1UAIBE19IN1INAARY Tiasizidaya n1sulska N153salNan1TVAaeY wagn1sideuduatuunaIm: suvin
Jieuds, gfien Wunenn.
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Abstract

This study aimed to determine the effect of different milk supplementation in semen extenders on the
post-thaw motility of goat spermatozoa. Semen samples were collected from three Boer crossbred bucks. For
semen collection, goat semen was collected once a week for six consecutive weeks, and each ejaculate was
divided into three equal parts. Each part was diluted with one of three different Tris (hydroxymethyl)
aminomethane-based extenders: Tris + egg yolk, Tris + goat milk, or Tris + cow milk. The diluted semen was
cooled at 4 °C for 4 hours, then exposed to liquid nitrogen vapor at —121 °C for 13 minutes, after that it was
plunged into liquid nitrogen at —196 °C for storage. After 24 hours of cryopreservation, frozen goat semen
samples were then randomly selected from each male in each treatment group, with six samples per week, for
a total of six collections. The post-thaw sperm quality was evaluated by using Computer Assisted Sperm Analysis
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(CASA) system to measure sperm motility parameters. The results revealed that the Tris + goat milk extender
had the highest total motility (p < 0.01) compared with Tris + egg yolk and Tris + cow milk. The progressive
motility of spermatozoa in the Tris + goat milk group was higher (p < 0.05) than the other treatments. No
significant differences (p > 0.05) were found in other motility parameters (path velocity; VAP), (straight-line
velocity; VSL), (straightness; STR), (curvilinear velocity; VCL), (linearity; LIN) and (beat cross frequency; BCF).
However, the amplitude of lateral head displacement (lateral head displacement; ALH) was higher (p < 0.05) in
the Tris + egg yolk extender than those containing cow or goat milk. In conclusion, the Tris + goat milk extender
was more effective than other extenders in preserving the post-thaw total motility of goat spermatozoa.
Therefore, goat milk is an alternative extender for efficiency of goat semen.

Keywords: milk, extender, frozen goat semen, sperm quality
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othauiughdedu fwuslfuneworududazduduuden siudiuau 3 vien Tnewfutidodnnsias 1 A 520 6 dai
w3 6 91 TuneunsIaAvIE avuuUlndlAssssuYA I esnasniioy (Artifical Vagina; AV) lunisiiiudnde
yhmafuiidounsdunvios 1 ada fndedu 6 dUani thidoaniisalddestiamunmd dmaedeulmsenylitiosnty
80 Wosdud uazmsindeudiluinaviiliitiosnin 70 Wesdusduly (Nunes and Salgueiro, 2011)

mawRendde Tuneduflefidudn etionszdumnuimiinvesunssieownus uaznssSounoniaviouiion
Ioiterssodlas fudeulidu Sevasliffesuniu

nawesuneieiug InevhenuazenuazdnuuUinnseu il Eedlidy

A3 ENTOIRaRALTIBY (Artificial Vagina; AV) ABULazRaIN1sIiUzAId1evinaNdyeIntesnaanLioy
uargUnsaiUsznausieg 1y nsIeens vaeaiutide Wnaannide Wiulfluduiuasazenn wisutesnneniion 1
Wisswetuuunewerusfiarinluusazads Worrimiideliusznautesanonidi on audennens uasvneniy
ihiferquineguientisfufiotostunmsnssunnuasiuuas Wanheugamafl 38 esmigaidea ludesrneniioy s
Unanliiuiunazdaemedilulieslutesnasnfionfaneyss inunaznaoduresnaoaiioslngldarsndedu (K-
Jelly®)

devewust uiumde 1iieduuinadasgaiuded ilosdsdesnuanndifudosnaoniiion finTeuls
wnseitaeiusnazundesaaaniien uaznduasnfuluviiund dmagrnidefisaiuld aeanaensesiuthideruse
awugfiuuas ihdsiesAdinsfionsaliemeinuniminidoan Tiun & Ysines anuvuuiy mudsenududues
e Lﬁaﬂ‘izLﬁUﬂmﬂﬂwmummjﬂuﬂf’lL%EJ anilduamindoutuds (Department of Livestock Development, 2013)
rouaszndenialdlundniudoutuds Sududesmmatsudiunuamdeu Tusswinmsnsaliuudideluhgud
gaungd 33 samuwaifea Mnduinideaniizaldustars utseenidu 3 dush 1 fuluiensfeasazasgnsine
Tnedidmusznautasia 3 gus &1 Table 1
nMsiFenainde vihdeaniaaldluusaia wiseenidy 3 daurh 9 fu

dwil 1 (T1) L?aamqé"mmiﬁamaﬁ%%aLL%LLGﬁqgmsﬁugm Tris + egg Yolk

dwil 2 (T2) erdsasidonaideusudegns Tris + cow milk

dwidl 3 (T3) ersdsansidonaiideurudegns Trs + goat milk
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Table 1 The semen extender formula consists of the following components.

item Amount / Concentration
Treatment 1 (T1) Treatment 2 (T2)  Treatment 3 (T3)

Tris (hydroxymethyl aminomethane) 363 363 g 363
Citric acid 1.99 @ 1.99 a 199 @
Fructose 0.5 g. 0.5 g. 0.5 g.
Glycerol 7%  (vVv) 7% (v/Vv) 7%  (WV)
Egg yolk 20 % (V/V) - -
cow milk - 20% (v/v) -
goat milk - - 209% (v/v)
Antibiotics (Penicillin + Streptomycin) 1,000 1U/mL. 1,000 1U/mL. 1,000 1U/mL.
Sterile distilled water Up to 100 ml. Up to 100 ml. Up to 100 ml.

dnindefifonsdsmsazarsideaaindens 3 gns feasarareideanaindeild Sdaunaude Trs
(hydroxymethyl aminomethane) LLaadauﬁwaué’wﬁmﬂﬂLLasﬁmuLwaﬁWlugiJLqumﬂ miq‘tduaamﬁ%@mmm
0.25 faddns Inefmunaududugaied 20 - 30 x 10%/dadans Unlluiduiiguvndl 4 ssmwades soziia
4 dalus Mndusnnevuuviudemasntinide Fwussgeglundesesgiiden Inefwiulavefinuseumnifnauligs
niundesuazansnsadslulnsiaumadllvidanugessina 5 - 10 wufuns Jadindes 1 - 2 wift itelfguund
melundesathiaue Inedunanlelulpsiauasliiflonszans mniivasathideidedfosaiiaue 1easuuurils
seiureaannUTTylogenszdululnsaumaIUszIn 3 - 4 WwuRues vieTlgamgdl -121 sswalla srosiim
13 Wit MndumuvaeaiideutuduuuviuFemaeainde tihdeiivsslunasaluudlunszuenlulasiaumaniia
Mgl -196 sarmiealansTIny vinuudaussezinm 24 Falus Sehanesavssdiunuamiide Tagld
iwosiinnesigunmindesessuuneuiamesd (CASA) fuuandlu Figure 1

¢ ¢ ¢
(g (g ()

goat semen was collection once a week for six consecutive weeks

v v

T1 T2 T3 T1 T2 T3 T1 T2 T3

L J
||

[ 0.25 ml. straws, cooled at 4 °C for 4 h ‘

| liquid nitrogen vapor at =121 °C for 13 minutes |

nitrogen at -196 °C

24 h six samples were randomly selected from each treatment group.

Computer Assisted Sperm Analysis (CASA)

Figure 1 Experimental procedure for evaluating the effect of goat milk supplementation in semen extender on

post-thaw goat sperm motility
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nsamalssfiuaunmindenieudsnisudude 24 Falag

nsneaesldununismaaesuuy (RCBD) lneinuali ungwerugudazdnduudon s3ud1uiu 3 vden uay
1 3 nguUNAABY Ad Tris + egg yolk, Tris + cow milk &g Tris + goat milk Tnofiuidedariay 1 ads 521 6 dUai
doududadideunzasu 24 dalus meluwsarufonshnmsduinidounzudusnnuns udasiesudazngumaaos
a¥ 6 fpgne/AUn Ttnun 6 ads tuUssdiuguamnievdasats iWeliaTiniandeuiivowegd nuisnis
Ainssigunmindeves Solis et al. (2024) way Galian et al. (2023) Insvinnsguazarsinnde (thawing) Tuth
gamgdl 37 ssmwaiea \Juian 30 i LLazﬁwmimmUs:ﬁLﬁuﬂmmwﬁ%%ya pTRdsUNsndouiivesiaead ¢e
Lﬂ%@ﬁ’jLﬂ‘i’wﬁﬂmﬂ’lwﬁg’lL%@ﬂ’l“lf’]ﬂauﬁ’smag (Computer assisted sperm analysis; CASA) Taglusinsy HT CASA |l
Goat version 1.12 tievnst sl

1. 8nsnaindouiivavunuasiaedd (total motility)

2.5&131mn¢1§au1’7‘%aﬁaaq%uwmﬂﬂ%wﬁﬂ (progressive motility)

3 uFuedslumsiiunmsesiegiuuuuizey (path velocity; VAP)

aauinadslunsiiunisesiea i faldandunimanningaiudulufsgaduan (straight-line
velocity; VSL)

S.W’JWNL%’JLagaﬁijﬂlﬁmﬂmima‘lauﬁLLUUWSGIU%W&W&”]“U?JWT’J@@% (curvilinear velocity; VCL)

6. AnadssaAIimesegininldanauiieddudunsmsiisnnusuedsiinldannsifiumna
%aﬂﬁaazﬁuumﬂm‘%ﬂu (straightness; STR)

7 aruiuedsiialdnnmaedouiuvuasslutihvesineadmsmeanuiaiedefinlfanmaiunis
ﬂuaﬂﬁaaq%uwiwﬁ'w (linearity; LIN)

8 runiandevesdiuiiegdfiunisaziinisadeud (ateral head displacement; ALH)

a '

9m’mﬁLﬂﬁﬁhﬂﬁﬁué’uﬁ’aﬁuaqaqﬁzmwLé’umﬂuﬁﬂmﬂmmwﬁﬂ (beat cross frequency; BCF)
nsinseideyanedin

N19NA@09H LT UNUNITNAADILUY quudenauysal (Randomized Complete Block Design; RCBD) 1
eyt unewortususasiaduuden (block) iesnunzusaziiianniminidounnsaiulassssuma deenadaa
sorddInsa q TunmsUssdundinsuruds iiemueuANILUsUTILARRINANLANAssEIsihdm IaneTuuden
ﬁqajuﬁ;’]vﬁyaLvﬁLLﬁuw{azﬂaﬁ q 8z 6 f0819/A%s Hemun 6 Aafe %’aaﬂaﬁwmﬁuaqﬁﬁi’mﬁm 9 M1N1534AT1EM AN
wU5U9U (Analysis of variance; ANOVA) LLazL‘U%‘a‘uLﬁUummLmﬂmﬁwdwﬂ'uaﬁ'UTuLLm'azﬂa;umimaaq Tneld
lUsunsudinsizsinadniagy (Statistics Package for the Science: SPSS 16.0 For Windows) RENG] dninveayn
NI

nanIsAnEILAz Il

namsdszduamnimindeanitesiuresmeililunsinui nuidiviineshi@onds 1.12 + 095 ua/ads
Bidodagy ATumILLY (D-4D) Windy 4D () Srumila (C50) Wiy 4C (rdrewun) fannudunsa-sns wie
W 6.73 + 0.14 Aanududu 18,144 + 1,503.10x10%ua. fnsiadoulmny ++++ u3e 955 + 0.18 % deiude
anfizaiivlddulidnunsiin oflunsifiannsodnadeidoududsld fanautfoglunaeiung Uiinasveninie
1-2 fiadans/Ass (Department of Livestock Development, 2013) finnsiad oulnavylafosndn ++++ 3o 80
Wesidud wardnsnisiedeuiilutraniunnndn 80 Wesiudtuly detluvmihdeududadneldisnisves Nunes
and Salgueiro (2011) uazvimsinAeealufnvesasiionaniidens 3 gns wudnia Osmolarity ve4 Tris-egg Yolk
7 1671 (mOsmol/kg), Tris + cow milk @1 1754 (mOsmol/ke) wae Tris + goat milk fA1 1783 (MOsmol/kg) ¢
uanslu Table 2

navesnsidasaraneideansindons 3 ans Tris + egg Yolk, Tris + cow milk ag Tris + goat milk fifisie
é’mmmsmﬁauﬁﬁ%mmaaéf@aq% LLﬁ%QiUﬂ”IW‘UBQiE’IL%ﬂ%ﬁdmﬂmi@:uasa’laﬁ’n‘%@lﬁLLﬂva’ﬁu Table 3 990AIN13
Lﬂﬁauﬁmaaaqﬁﬁgﬂ 3 nguMIVIAGRs WUTN an5130973gms Tris + goat milk TANsiAdeuisINvetead (Total motility)
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qenan (77.52+3.02 %) Wetiguiiugns Tris + egg yolk waz Tris + cow milk lnguwansinsfiuegadied Aty danead

) =)

wannil Annsiadeuitludranth (Progressive motility) ¥89g®s Tris + goat milk E;Nﬂ’j’]ﬁj&]iguaﬁj’lJﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ@%ﬂdﬁﬂ@]
(p < 0.05) FeasTorngnsianunsansannninadoulmvesiieaindinisududsldfiniignsdu 4 oradunse
dmusznovvesuaunzddnanmlunisasanmnnaiadoulmveseqiunevdsnisududaldfind sedaonadaafiu
n13nw1res Dorado et al. (2007) Ainuinnisldarsazaneiionnsindoans Trs-glucose uaw skim milk dwmiunis
wiudanidouny fegdfimandouiivdsazaethuddusyiugs Sanguansifonsiifidumduesiuszneuiinisadoud
yosogalfosaiisyansnmilesinsusuaunaesduszneudu o Tugnsednammnzay

Table 2 The result of macroscopic and microscopic quality of fresh semen

Parameter Fresh semen quality (Mean+SD)
Macroscopic
Volume (ml) 1.12+0.95
Color Cream
Density (D-4D) Creamy-grainy
Consistency (C-50) Milky
pH 6.73+0.14

Microscopic

Concentration (10%/ml) 18,144 + 1,593.10

Mass movement (%) 95.5+0.18

Motility (%) 86.27+0.34
Osmolarity (mOsmol/kg)

Tris-egg Yolk 1671

Tris + cow milk 1754

Tris + goat milk 1783

Table 3 Effects of frozen goat semen diluent Tris + cow milk Tris + goat milk extender and Tris + egg yolk
extender formula on sperm motility quality after freezing.

) Treatment
Variable Tris + egg Yolk Tris + cow milk Tris + goat milk P value
Total motility (%) 63.25+3.27° 66.32+3.21° 77.52+3.02° 0.004
Progressive motility (%) 55.75+3.18° 57.12+3.31° 60.63+3.15° 0.009
VAP (Um/sec) 73.21+2.01 73.33+2.05 73.86+2.03 0.054
VSL (Um/sec) 55.70+4.34 55.35+4.02 55.91+4.26 0.201
VCL (m/sec) 120.04+7.42 120.10+7.15 120.08+7.38 0.311
STR (%) 71.50+6.20 72.82+6.14 72.36+6.09 0.099
LIN (%) 47.19+3.01 46.08+3.03 46.48+3.12 0.121
ALH (lm) 7.92+0.11° 7.47+0.24° 7.45+0.22° 0.037
BCF (Hz) 25.32+1.36 25.81+1.06 25.74+1.12 0.202

¢ Means in the same row with different letters are statistically significantly different (p<0.05)
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desnuneudasidaadnuazduamun i eunndstumusssund wu Ymasdite aradudu
AaAdeudl wazAIN1uNTedILR (lateral head displacement; ALH) Fafmualiunsudazduduudonlunnunis
AABa RCBD LlemuauauulsUnuiinananuuanmsenzivesdnd annnanisiiaszi ANOVA wuituden]
wastaA N nes ALH ahafiduddyyneada (p < 0.05) Faungrieriugusasiilvisuuuunisiadeudiunsdiuunnsing
fu usnavesudenldgnauaunisluununimmaasves RCBD vhlamsansazaraiionnatndeusaznquiinavaass
agegnaee tnglignsuniuanAuwAnaIasEnINedn’d Tnowesiduinisndsudilusnemiin A1 VAP, VSL, VCL, STR,
LIN waw BCF lalunnsinaffumsadi (p > 0.05) uansiwis 3 gns fdnuwasnsindeuiiveseqdfilndifsiu oghdlsfinu
Arauninaed svesdiuiieqdnundevaziinisiadeudl (lateral head displacement; ALH) wu3ngns Tris + egg
yolk fifedsganingnsinauuslanazuuunzegsiifodfymisada (p < 0.05) Feoraduiusiudnvaznisineuuy
“unda” vesedilumsidonsiifiliununnnit Tnsegilugnsdsnaniimaindoulmludnvasnaudli@uiam Jai
Trensiedeuiisumningnsituuduesduszneundn

wenaNG (Alm-Kristiansen, 2023) lanuinegdladian ALH Lﬁuﬁﬁuasmﬁﬂ’aa‘hﬁzwé’mmvdlﬁq FenszuIuns
wiudsanunsnvhlininedeulmuesead “guydeiiams” uasiimauniswesdauianniu wudeitunafinulugnsld
uAsIBIN1TNNART Beaonadaafunauatan ALH yosgasfislliunganingnsidunduesdvszney ennananal
yoseganensAUsznounealiafinaglalulsiiluliunsifinadeBeruvmsiunszuiumsududs

Zhang et al. (2024) finsAnwiAefuanududuvedlduaduasiionsinadedmisdines ALH Tngnwud
Fndnildunaunsseiuriily ALH iadu willdiumnansegnafideddglunnnsdl WARANNSNARDITINETIN5IiLTes
ALH ansnsaiinlsdannsuiduiussenindaunsuazioiuesd Jsaenndosiunanisvaassuesgas Tris + egg yolk i
Tvfeqdd ALH g4 Tnefimsindeud “undentrs lilufiemae” wnndn desaliivszansammsiedeuilassiuanas e
iieuugmsitunlauazuunedussdusenoundniitissnulassanadeviuliadosnin

HansAnuiaenAdaIty (Manjunath, 2012) slduanduesiusenevlumsidensinie lesunsinwega
nhsrndludafiasughavaesiia wu Ta wng wazune Taslusiueduluuansaduiulusiulunarauminde (8sp
proteins) Yawannisgapdelusiuanideiuesd wagtestunundemeiiinainnisangamninaznisuruds (Bergeron
et al, 2004) vuziierfulusiundunazlalulusfuednaunuiuiusi (Low-Density Lipoprotein; LDL) §adiunum
ddglunsnanmioueginasiunuamegindinaararsiuds susdansdueyyadassuazansinugadn
(Farah, 1993) flenadaeanauidsmeanuiisereendintusewininfuinu mslduuuwnelunuiseidodling
fnduladesanluilumuneiidadngosde Fnfuuaensnluiumeduiignduldnng Soaiissansnngdlu
nsAsANINYDIRAR TN SBUILN UL S sararanetude

annsfnwilundaiinutigas Tris + goat milk Tshniaindeuiiamnuesiogiuasnisiedoudludreii
193109399031 Tris + cow milk D19AIINANILANA1sluBIEsENoUNITuATivsuunuazusla Tiludiunes
Tnssadandu wazviinalviuviefidudselonided evfuiiedd dsasinsdnwanasluluddianaiiiedudu
aunfig il aonadasiunisinuIves Raji et al. (2022) mst3suiileu whole milk uaz skim milk vasla ludidouny
anetug West African Dwarf wui1 skim milk fnasonmunminge wagldmnzaulunslfifuanionsdmivuneg
Tuvauzdl whole milk Winafnilusnumsindewd wayeuiidinvesedd

uanani asrusznouvesmealrladaluhusuney Suflanulndifesiuibedueadaluveuny Teeli
amnsarsnudangurenderuwaduazlestunsifuvesansnieluwadléfindt (Manjunath, 2012) nsrsandiide
ﬁ’uﬁ”lﬂuﬂalﬂehﬁ’m‘ﬁ"‘daaiﬁﬁaaq%‘wwiamiLﬂﬁauLLﬂaqmaqqquﬁLLazLLiaﬁuaaa‘[uﬁﬂszmwaﬂmv&LL%QLLazazma

Wuds Jeduiudiudnnsiefoufiveseddngaiulugns Tris + goat milk
agslsfnnu luuuunsddudssneudsduadnumnzaunitlunisuntongadalsuananudemessning
nszuIuNIwiLde lnsanglusiunduiasiealnlalaitieasmiuauysaivendouad dwalinismdeuivesedd

wiadulafiusyavsnmganindiafieuiuualauagluung
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ayunan1sAnen
413198319an3 Tris + goat milk a'dmaiﬁﬁaaq%ﬁLU@%L%u(ﬁmiLﬂﬁauﬁqaﬂdwgmi Tris-egg Yolk wag Tris + cow
milk agnsfitedAyn19ada waresidudnisndoudiludnamin e VAP, VSL, VCL, STR, LIN uag BCF léualaiunnsing
fu daue1 ALH wudnges Tris-egg yolk fAntadogeningmsiinasuulauazusung §gns Tris + goat milk Tiannm
13WL6'§@LLWWET&LLGU'LLG§Q§1’7‘QG] Fadudnuilmadendmiuinmnasiionaidouns esnsydulssansannisnas
Wisaluauias

¢ o/ ¥
nauszlviiiudau
HieuvesusaiunANNllilinayseleviviudou

AnANIIuUIENA
AR ITYVOUDUADIUUTTUIUAIY NBIUALATUINGIA1aNT FTouazuinnssy (NBWU 1731.) Usean
Fundamental Fund UsgdnUsudssanas 2568 neauanasuivendans Ideuasuinnssy umingdomalulagsny
WARAIUY @MU VeuRMEEmIAEnsuazUTEIN AnInemaniuazinalulagnisinens uninedemalulagay
usnadIuUn d1Une Anzdmmaniuazmalulad svninerdowsly Bednd uazendudiduung Smindesne Al
arussiiouaratuayudnimaaedilasinsiiduoged

nsdusnlunslsuunauvesidey
ANUARSISY auuAgiu: daen nesiing, I Wawaed, 117 AaUsIin. n1sUJURNNITe: Gnen nesiing,
Younag AnuaiaSeysoud, in1ad v1auas, Tiand Waunaed, lednual nisae, W5 wsudy, 191 Asussvin. nsildusiu
Tuniseenwuun1smeaes: Tne1 nesiing, il Wawed, 19 Asussiin. maiudeya: dnen vesiing, Yuunag fa
W3eySh, innall enaued, I Wunaed, wdnwal wivgy, W wsudu. msiwszideya: nen esiing, Yuunag
Frassnasasnd, 17 Asusia. Msudsiauarinnsaina maUsuiisuaitedeuntuarainnsnaaeduaded: dnen
Neening, Uoanas audiiaseysni, ITmu Waued, 119 asussvia. nsdadrusmnlunisi@isuunaiig: deen nesing,

A
o ¢

Younag Anuiiaseysn, nndid 1ues.
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ns@nwiliiinguszasd il ofmuindnsurivosuuasgeudafinunmuasiiuyar1auunIgIu Good
Manufacturing Practice (GMP) tteliiiamadenlysifivarnvansdmiuguilag Ineianngnsvesusasgouda ¢ gns
AfdrunauvesusLAnAaiY Usznoudie 403 A (ueiauv) ans B (n131) a@ns C (Weraw) waggns D (UeiA) 1a
nMsRnwmUINEnSueTldTeUTinuihaasy (Water activity; a,) 0gj5enine 0.93-0.96 uasdendsugaiundt 200
Alaunaed n1sUszifiuanuvevvesfuslaauandliiiuingns A dazuuuaiufimelageigalunndu Heludeq
sUdnwal @ saui wazanuduveulaesin m3Anwinisdaiundniasilunivurussguasanwgaumndiunnsiudu
szozan 30 Yu wuinslédenanafnvsenaufiuuasuaziivlionmgi 20 esmiwadea Wnansiiuinwiidga
NNMIIATIERRUA MY INAAS ATLansAn pH TailAu 7 USuna TVB-N gaandl 15.23 mg/100 g wag TBA ogil 0.45
mgMDA/kg G?fmaammma’mmﬁu%’ﬂmhjwuﬂ']ﬁl,ﬁﬁglﬁuiwuawﬁuaaﬁum%é wan A lefinurmislaruinisde
100 ¥y Usznausae wasanu 246,01 Alaunae’ lufusa 1557 n3u WA 17.28 n¥u a1slulewnsn 4.94 n¥u way
iAo 52635 fiadndu msfnwiaguldannsnatamdnsusivesuasgoudaifnunind Uasadesonisuilae
wagiiinyaanldegnsfiussansam vssaludenaradnfivuasfuiiommall -20 ssaivadea Fadunumidld
Wauladmsugusloauazn1ngnaI NI suREnaImNS
AdAey: viesuuads vesutasgeuTa nmsamnanfus nsiiingan

Abstract

This study aimed to develop a high-quality baked cheese mussel product with added value according
to Good Manufacturing Practice (GMP) standards to provide diverse new alternatives for consumers. Four
formulations of baked cheese mussels with different butter compositions were evaluated: Formula A (pure
unsalted butter), Formula B (margarine), Formula C (blended butter), and Formula D (salted butter). The results
showed that the products had water activity (a,,) values ranging from 0.90-0.95 and energy content exceeding
200 kilocalories. Consumer preference evaluation revealed that Formula A received the highest satisfaction
scores in all aspects, including appearance, color, taste, and overall preference. The 30-day product storage
study in different packaging containers and temperature conditions found that using opaque round plastic cups
and storing at -20°C provided the best preservation results. Quality analysis of product showed pH values not
exceeding 7, maximum TVB-N content of 15.23 mg/100 g, and TBA at 0.45 mgMDA/kg. Throughout the storage

period, no microbial growth was detected. The final product contained nutritional values per 100 grams: 246.01
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kilocalories of energy, 15.57 grams of total fat, 17.28 grams of protein, 4.94 grams of carbohydrates, and 526.35
milligrams of sodium. This study concluded that it is possible to create a high-quality baked cheese mussel
product that is safe for consumption and effectively adds value, presenting an interesting new approach for
consumers and the food manufacturing industry.

Keywords: mussels, baked mussels with cheese, product development, value addition
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Fafunumdrfyenisdsadin Wuingivddglugnanvnssuomanziavesssmelng egnslsiia vosuuasgdly
anmanidosianarsusens Heludussernaimaiuinuiidu uazsuuuunisuslaediddldasainsoduilan 8
Hadomanivilivesuuasiiemudssgeioniadondernnsnindes rudimsvudeunnitedunisidusunse
Fadunisadisuianssuuarulssundadmeiainvesuuain Suduarudndus s eadragan i
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AuUaontiarAMUAMYBID1IMIE19ATUNATIUNNTURDY (Codex Alimentarius Commission, 2003) @il
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dnufieddunusiniuasiinsalutulaibudfigandy uienvdwwadesanAuasidoduiavomdndust wenaumdy
madeniinaunanudofvesisaossiin lunsfiuniduilofoniuiuddmarosarfuazengmafivinm uenaini
yinveauudilinasongAnsun1suasufiiTEnINn1seu MIMEAnIeITd LarAuAIRIvINaRS NI luanIzLYLTs
(Patel and Dewettinck, 2016) nMsAnwUIsuliisurinveausfadudsdndui emgasfimunsauganaludiu
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nMenw wazn1seeusuresuslaa safmeaeunisiiusnuindndausilunvuzussquazaniziiunnsiaiy e
Baafvinuizauiian lnonsawdndarivesuiaijeudafiiauuandasdudninadafusiidsmungly
nanndlagtiu Wy nesanevennsouiimBelévialy wandusiildainnisusssasansagunuldtuiivasdauazaanly
n13uilna uenanddsléfinsmununssuiumananegradunnlunndunou dudnmsiuiagAviidauam nssuiuns
wan Mafiuinwinandaeiogisgndes lifimslddnietnafuds uazldvinisnsaiinssigdunidiesiliifnlen
AAINATEIUUTENANTENTIEEISAIEY atuil 416 FaRurtuenmandeniuusen wazemsussgnudautudides
gunouuilaa (Ministry of Public Health, 2018) faanndifian Tanuvasads uazamisaverslonianianisnain
061903199773 wARSeiTind uarTeasuAnemlunsuddularaisrailsliRugUssnounis uenanildae
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WisyarlviiuvesusasgldegnsiiusydvBammgs (Codex Alimentarius Commission, 2003)
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oonlvuue antufinauiauaztviin anduihdmesuuasgan Tdswesndn tilufuluthonmgfl 95 ssrmisaifoa
un 5 Wi dnduneiidiasdaiuunzunseu 5 it udunsenanzidonesiitdnvusfiauysellidn anduiin
dwiinthidlevesuvasg diilevesuuasgansieniuingiu Tudwiowman viin1sinda Table 1 waunaniaddidaetu
Mnduthmesuasgiinieuliluagniad fudunauidiumisivunisuginuemiufeuldlse Mozzarella cheese #31
Dairygold asuunesusasg thlveufigamai 200 esrieaiia umw 15 Wl

wlsvesuuaigeudanseuuslng

Table 1 Baked mussels with cheese - ingredients

Ingredients Weight in grams
Formula A Formula B Formula C Formula D

Green mussels 100 100 100 100
Allowrie Premium Pure Butter 45 - - -

Blue Band Margarine - 45 - -

Allowrie Compound Butter - - 45 -

Allowrie Salted Butter - - - 45

Minced garlic 15 15 15 15

salt 2 2 2 2
Dairygold Mozzarella cheese 50 50 50 50

N13ASITHIUANMIUAT NN waznsEaNTuvasduilng
- @USITheasy AUsinanindasy (water activity, aw) FeLr3eatn water activity
- dnwazideduda (Texture profile analysis) Solneldindasiineiioduia
- Usaaanudiu (AOAC, 2000) thfegsldaslunsusmianuduiinsudminudueu dilvevlugey
gumgdl 105 esAueaLdea wus-6 4lus theanaindeuldlilulagaaudu Ydesiislisunseisgangivesnivus
anasvifugamgiivesudadanisuendousoseutaulduariweshminiiduiiaesafsfndedulsiiu 1-3 fedndy
MsANUIINANT AR
Uiy Gosaslasthmiinden) = nasaniutneshessneustuarudsey (n¥u) x 100
hwingegadusiu (n$u)

AsIATEEuIUsINalusiy (AOAC, 2000)
s aTzEuUsaslusiu (AOAC, 2000)
AsiaTzRUsunandn (AOAC, 2000)
- Msamszsvsunaaslulawmsn (AOAC, 2000) nsmusuiaasiulansn wilean 100 aufIenanasIsl
sywinedinas anudu Usinadlesy Usinadusiy UinandulouasUsinandn

n1snAgauN1sEaNTuvauilan
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swnndeyaifuslag Fadinuuasisnisan Kingwascharapong et al. (2022) Ingldgmaaouiiiunisiindusium 10 au
Aflorguinnin 18 ¥ fgvamudeussuazlifiussifnsuiesdusznoulundndnsinesuuasgouda Semanimsi
vesuuasgouTaazgnuszifiunseensulunudnuae 6 du leun dnwazsing & ndu ndusa savd uazAuYey
Tagsu 728735 9-point hedonic scales (AgLUW 9 = maumnﬁqm, AZWUY 8 = TBUUIN, AZLUY 7 = ¥aUUIUNAN,
AZLUY 6= YOUIANTDY, AZLUY 5= Laee), AxuuU 4= ldveuidntes, Axuuu 3= ldveuuiunans, Asuuu 2= liseuwin,
Azuuy 1= laivourniign) fMedrawanfusinesiuasgoudaszgnussglufewarafniidiiaseu uazasgninausliag
THavdu 3 wan Wudeunudiedns lasfinsdudrdunisinaus udaziogisazgninaussdionasinegiu 3 i §
neaeudeshutidusniegoga Tasannenmageuarinnelifesiifinisdnuasinlifiosadonmsnaaou fegh
Aflzuuunissenuvesiuilamunnnit 7 azuuu dadndufedsiildunisseniuanguilan
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TaUnshain ifuinuniiguvgll 5 esriwaidea wazussalugalwdlndidu luanzqyinia Wudnwifigamad -20
saAngalgeaLd usnwiduaan 30 Tu vn1sd udIeg19uIRI9T AT B N 015 way 30 Tu
TneshnmsdianeginenisamdnsusUingueswansusitouwassvimaiving msdenegiviinalulpsauiiugu
Aszneldwanun (TVB-N) Tngld33 Conway’s micro-diffusion method (Conway et al., 1933) A1A1M T UNTA-AS
(pH) MFARTEvimUsHInIalnlausiniy (TBA) (Pearson, 1976) LavllAsIeVAMAIMILATUINT FITINITNAFDU
nsgausuveuilng

MsIATEiUTINURAUNI SunasgIuNan Auelyuyy adufl 314 T wa. 2553 AmunaMn1NY3eNInTgIu
wdnnaeidouly warisnslunisnsraiinszrivesomsdugAuniduosmesusssa (Thai Industrial Standards
Institute, 2010) 1#ail $1u7ugAUV3S (Total Plate count) diadlaiiiu 1x10* Telatisesaegne 1 nfu Escherichia coli
Ine3Bufidu destfoandt 3 nfusedegne 1 nfu Gaduays deslidiiu 100 lalatsesiogne 1 nsy
N133LATIZAAIARANGINNNEAR

AMsIaNUNSNRaeaduLu Completely Randomized Design (CRD) Lﬁa"?Lﬂ'ﬁ’lzﬁ%’aﬂ,ﬂamdmamwuazmﬁ
VAADS 3 91 N1TNARBIINUHUNAABILUY Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD) Lﬁaﬁmmzﬁaaﬂamwixmm
duialaglilusunsuduiagu spss Tagldlusunsudigagy SPSS (IBM Crop., 2020) deyaiildiaszianuudsusniag
14 Analysis of Variance (ANOVA Two-way Anova kaglU3sulfiguA1IAaLANm195EnINenguae3s Tukey’s HSD i
sziumnudesiufesay 95

= a 4
NANT1IANYILASAVTITEU
nsAnwIRIAUsENaUNILAiLaENINIBATNINRENAMeITRBLNaIfauTaNnaNUSlnA

'
a

AUsnahdasylundndasiomsiaudidydenuamiazergmaivinw iesmirdassdudit e
f?’]ﬁzgﬁﬁLLmIﬁmmﬁamLﬁamﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘%mmﬁu,asmm%zyLﬁuimmanﬁgéum"?é MnnsAnEIANUSINadasy (a,) 104
veBuLALauTat 4 grsnandn fauanslu Table 2 nudredinanafigaeseaing 0.93-0.96 Tasliuansauuanss
oyl tEd1AYN19adA (p=0.05) LLam‘LﬁLﬁu’iﬂmu’%mmﬁfﬁaizﬁlﬁqmdwmz:usy‘ium3§1uﬁm§umﬁmﬁmﬁﬁmw§aia
w¥ouuslaadimuualildiAu 0.70 muuszniAnsensInnuasLarannsal w.a. 2551 (Ministry of Agriculture and
Cooperatives, 2008) Anwardanariinanauandavesdrunaumdnililunisudn Inslomzuearisaadadudy
wAnSstanthuslaanfiinunssurumandssukuud iy dwaliiivsinasdasylugag 0.90-0.95 davinlvianswaid
msdssrionndendouiazsiunszuiumslinidound (Chanakot et al,, 2022)

Table 2 Effect of formulation on water activity (aw) of baked mussels with cheese

Formulations Water Activity (ay)
A 0.94 + 0.0°

B 0.96+ 0.01°

C 0.95 + 0.01°

D 0.93 + 0.03°
P-value 0.22

Mean + standard deviation.

(a-c)

Different letters in the same column indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).

Values with the same letter © are not significantly different (p=0.05).
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MnuamsAnwdnvziloduiavemosuasgouTaiinans Table 3 wuiildfimuuanssfuogieddoddy
N9adA (p=0.05) AIALUTS (Hardness) 9855119 0.79-1.67 N Fsuandlififiudnndndnsifanujuseduuiunans
dosnnsupanueiiodnviliranuudaiutu luvaedian cohesiveness uag springiness anas (Paredes et al.,
2022) mIeusetaoadmanelasainoddusiuludonosuasg lnefafiasaesandlufududesinsssiadule
Tusiu vilvidodufauAsuutaslu (Lucey et al, 2003) A1 cohesiveness fiogsewing 0.38-0.54 UsupndsAnuaunen
Tumsinwlassaduneluresdadug lnsarudoufauazaruianguiinruduiusesnudauss aildtduansi
wAn A Ssassnawaysalvedlassaialdd dauen springiness figesening 2.87-3.65 Usvenfannuannsalums
Auglreawdndasing deerainnlaseairsveslusiuiidinsaudangundsnisugegn (shiwatari et al, 2013)
dm¥ur1 summiness Ly chewiness Tiagsening 0.86-3.27 uansimandnsifaumiedlussduivnzay dwmsy
pnIngaTiuauieu Wesneglutiafeatundnsusiidideyuuddsnsauiangu e ldmdmdousts
\Aulumradignssnag lifimnuuenseiusgielifoddgmeadflunsnadnvazoradumszesdusznoundnves
WA fausingrsfevesuuaiifiguanifiugiuadetu uagisnmsugsdimiloutuinlildnansuridddnvusdodua
TndiAesTsaonadosiunisfinuives Di Monaco et al. (2008) iwuinaruuds Anudeuin uazmuUTzUIsERNTD
vungldegrauiugt FsaenadesiunanisAnunifinuina hardness uay cohesiveness finTuasinanauInniian
springiness Afin3WUsHUg nsAnwAerTunandaeindednimaununanddiidiuin msinsed texture profile
(Awuds mMsBanig wasaudoufin) vowwdnsueidodniifeniasudeduiiviesin dwasenadnusni
monmiiuaneisiy mslinnshideduiavomansurommzauandiifuinsgsandsaronaiudsunuases
Tassadalusiunasamdnyusnisneniweg1efifod @y (Cheng et al, 2014) nan1sAnwiiasandsaiuuuali
Fsnan TnelannzeeneBensiien hardness Wag cohesiveness fanuduiusiunszuaunsugsanivililusfudou
anuavassasednuaeiioduialaesay (Kanpairo, 2023)

Table 3 Texture analysis of baked mussels with cheese in 4 formulations

Texture

Formulations -
Hardness (N)  Cohesiveness Springiness (mm) Gumminess (N) Chewiness (N-mm)

A 1.67 + 0.19° 0.54 £ 0.07° 3.65 £0.19° 0.90 £ 0.08° 3.27 £ 0.36°
B 1.32 + 0.05° 0.41 £ 0.05° 3.33 £ 0.02° 0.52 £ 0.05° 1.80 = 0.17°
C 0.79 £ 0.04° 0.38 + 0.04° 2.88 £0.28° 0.30 £ 0.02° 0.86 + 0.04°
D 1.28 + 0.24° 0.40 + 0.06° 3.34 + 0.06° 0.51 £0.11° 1.68 + 0.34°
P-value 0.79 0.60 0.64 0.92 0.99

Mean =+ standard deviation.

(a-c)

Different letters in the same column indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).

Values with the same letter @ are not significantly different (p=0.05).

NMTIATIEYRIAUsTNRUMALATivRIHNanTMTIios LA U 4 ans (A, B, C uay D) Asuansly Table 4 wuin
fiisandsruiduiiunndistuogisiideddymeada (p<0.05) Iegns B A ndwugeand 272.94 Alaunaes
s9909A0gns D 268.76 Alauaas3 gns C winfu 254.52 Alaunas’ uazgns A sanil 244.57 Alaunae3 Jsaonados
funwalvudSunadeduiiiatu 15.61-19.12 ndu wianlafuasliuansnetuedefldoddynieadn (p=0.05) fay
ilosnnlutulindsau 9 Alaunasiseniuiloifisuiulusiunazaflulemsailiiiiies 4 Alauaaeinensy dmiu
aefUsznoumaaiiay o Tiud Tusiu (15.74-20.84 n31) aslulewnsn (4.87-9.37 n3u) 11 (2.86-3.38 n31) wazAITy
(52.01-55.51 ndw) laupnssfuoenaiifoddmeadn windasii 4 grsfsdauamdnsunislndifssiu auily
s¥AU 52-55 ndu fedideutegedmiunansusiou feoradwadeengnisiivinuinazauuasndeniagadaine
\losanwdndneiomsdulungfien water activity gandn 0.93 Fudesonsasyvesuuaile Sad wazsld (US.
Food and Drug Administration, 2022) fstundnsusidaisfuinslugumaiifunioududaiionuaunisaiyves
U3 wanfeivosuvasgeudais 4 grsdneglunguemmsilindsnuuiunansivge (244.57-272.94 Alaunanise
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Table 4 Chemical composition of cheese-baked mussels with 4 formulations per 100 grams

Formulations

Chemical elements P-value
A B C D
Total energy(K cal) 24457 £ 0.71° 27294 + 1.66° 254.52 + 0.46° 268.76 + 0.61° 0.03
Total fat (g) 15.61 + 0.35° 18.90 + 0.09° 17.12 + 0.08° 19.12 + 0.01° 0.35
Protein (g) 17.22 + 0.01° 20.84 + 0.11° 15.74 + 0.11° 17.64 + 0.18° 0.79
Carbohydrate (g) 8.80 + 0.11° 4.87 + 0.08° 9.37 + 0.03° 6.53 + 0.07° 0.65
Ash (g) 2.86 + 0.09° 3.38 + 0.13° 3.02 + 0.06° 3.97 £ 0.01° 0.77
Moisture (g) 55.51 + 0.09° 52.01 + 0.03° 54.75 + 0.08° 52.74 + 0.06° 0.94

Mean =+ standard deviation.

(a-c)

Different letters in the same column indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).

Values with the same letter @ are not significantly different (p=0.05).

Table 5 Sensory test scores of cheese-baked mussels with 4 formulations

Formulations Appearance Color Aroma Taste Texture
A 7.50 + 0.53° 7.40 + 0.70° 7.00 + 0.67° 7.40 + 0.79° 7.40 + 0.52°
B 6.70 + 0.48° 6.50 + 0.53° 6.50 + 0.53° 6.40 + 0.52° 6.70+ 0.48°
C 7.40 + 0.52° 7.30 + 0.48° 7.10 £ 0.74° 7.20 + 0.52° 7.20+ 0.42°
D 7.20 + 0.42° 7.40 + 0.52° 7.10 £ 0.57° 6.10 + 0.88° 7.10 £ 0.57°
P-value 0.35 0.04 0.12 0.008 0.53

Mean =+ standard deviation.

Different letters in the same column

(a,b)

Values with the same letter © are not significantly different (p=0.05).

nsAn¥InNIsnuineIAMMwYeIHaaiuYiInvesutafeulaluan sz zau
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v vo

]
=

indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).

g3 lasuniseusuanduilaruiniian Sadugasildsudmdanun@nuidenudnwagnisnienin nuad

warYaTIINGT N1sANYINITIUABULUALAT pH vendndasivesutaigeudanwanslu Table 6 Meldnsussauas

9

a [

BEUNANUNITLA

q U

AUUNNIE 119 2 998799

(g

U

usnufiuananeiu 3 35 laun nisiiusnulaeussyludrenatafinnaniivuas ussqldgalndlniidu
aufigamgil -20 sarwaldva uazussyluvanuiaUniaingniiuiigamall 5 esrwaded

Wuan 0, 15 wag 30 Ju nuszeznainsiiusneniluanent pH egeiitedidamieani (p<0.05) Tuiui 15 uay 30
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viesuuasfouTaiussglurnuilndainiigumgil 5 ssmwadoa ernrundunsassiivuliuanas fewiniu 4.24
way 3.14 luvasiivesunasgeudaiussludrenanadinnauiiuuas usselunsindlwidugaginie iufigumgil -20
psmwaldoa iy 7.12 uay 7.06 Tutudl 15 uazdid1vin 7.08 uag 7.04 Tududl 30 auddu Tuduil 0 lifiaanw
uansnsuegudAyM1saiia (p=0.05) Geaenadesiu Thanakrich (2020) finaninsiiusnwifgumndunifonuds
GU"JEJET‘Ugﬂﬁﬁ]ﬂi'ﬁwuaﬂL@ul%ﬂLLﬁmﬁu%%Ej vilvinunwuemaninusinail was Wongwichian et al. (2019) fis1ga1uinnis
‘U‘i'ﬁ*’\]ﬂﬁUﬁU’]ﬂ’]ﬂSU’JEJaG]ﬂ’]iL‘UaEJULLiJanNLmJLLauﬁd’JLﬂﬂumﬁﬁﬂm%@’]ﬂﬁﬁ%uLaLL“ULL‘Uﬂ wansAnwiuandidivinniniy
$nwifigaumpiudidonudssuiunsussafimngauiian pH Adnimafuinuigumgiiiu

Table 6 pH values

Day
Baked Mussels with Cheese
0 15 30
Packed in opaque round plastic cups (temperature -20°C) 7.10+0.02° 7.12+0.02° 7.08+0.07°
Packed in tightly sealed glass bottles (temperature 5°C) 7.12+0.50° 4.24+0.23° 3.14+0.04°
Packed in vacuum polypropylene bags (temperature -20°C) 7.18+0.03° 7.06+0.09° 7.04+0.13
P-value 0.07 0.006 0.008

Mean + standard deviation.

(a,b)

Different letters in the same column indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).

Values with the same letter @ are not significantly different (p=0.05).

nsiUAsuuUasesUTunm TVB-N (Table 7) iuuaaLLmaaq'aU%aﬁ'Lﬁ‘u%Jﬂ‘wﬂ,uuiiﬁ;ﬁmﬁmazamwmaﬁ’uﬁ
aunguan 3 Jade Ao gauvndl wdaussydue wagszoznailumsiiuine Jsaeandesiuauideves Bekhit et al
(2021a) fioSu1831 TVB-N Lﬂw"fsuﬁﬁ']ﬁz:giumﬁmmmmmﬁamﬁmaﬁuaaLﬁaﬁmfﬁLﬁms‘ﬁuMWMﬂ13LﬁU§ﬂww waydl
AwdusUTadesne 1wy ssezinan oumgll uazusIsTaset (Bekhit et al, 2021b) navesgamgiisonIsdsuulas
299 TVB-N LLamﬂﬁLﬁudﬂmﬁLﬁU%ﬂmﬁqmmﬁ 5°C dawalan TVB-N iisduegaunnann 18.23 me/100g tfu 40.98
mg/100g Tufudl 30 vuzfinnfuinuflgamgd -20C A1 TVB-N Wiuduifissdntes siifosngmgifiadudese
nsvhaureseuleineluidedniuazninivlnvoniunididesaaslusiu wanasusznevlulasiouiissiveld
9ONN N13ANYIVDY Bekhit et al. (2021a) Buduin nsvuileuvesuuaidonasnafuinufigamgfldmnyan Hu
HadudrAivinlviuTun TVB-N iindusgiann TnemsfinuniussydusiqyyinauansUssansnmiaigaluns
AIUANAT TVB-N TaglvanBuduil 12,56 me/100g wasifiadudy 17.11 me/100g Tuiuit 30 %&ﬁf’]ﬂdﬂﬂﬁﬂiiﬂuﬁw
wanamnfiunas ndnnsiidenndesiunisinuives Goulas et al, (2005) fifnwvesisas wuih vssafasiagyinie
wazussyAneivdadauUasussenaaansadnengnisiiuinunasezasnisidoaansldfininnisussquuuialy
iesnmsanuinueendiauiiliannisiivlavesgauridiidedldonndiau (Goulas et al., 2005)

Table 7 Total Volatile Basic Nitrogen (TVB-N) (mg/100g)

Day
Baked Mussels with Cheese
0 15 30
Packed in opaque round plastic cups (temperature -20°C) 13.50+£0.07*  14.21+0.06  15.23+0.04°
Packed in tightly sealed glass bottles (temperature 5°C) 18.23+0.04°  30.67+0.08°  40.98+0.08°
Packed in vacuum polypropylene bags (temperature -20°C) 12.54+0.09° 15.62+0.13° 17.1120.12°
P-value 0.78 0.015 0.009

Mean + standard deviation.

Different letters in the same column @

Values with the same letter @ are not significantly different (p=0.05).

indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).
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¥ '

USmnansalnlounsdnin (TBA) Wuidtarudiuiifedulundndust 1nuaveansinen TBA vasuanasi
vesuuasgevTanussgluvssyfariuaraniiefinnatu wanads Table 8 nudilutud 0 Tuvssqstasi fis 3 sliauazyn
an1ignsifusnunduaron TBA 991 TBA LS uduog 7 0.53 -0.69 fadnTuuilatadladsdonlany
W oszezinainiaidusnuiuiud ua 1 TBAwuTwmesunasn sudavssyludaonaradnnaufivuauas
vsslugalndlnidugnnie Liviigamgd -20 esrueados Tuultuanaudnios Tuiuil 15 a1 0.55-0.57
fadnsuunlatiadledsenlansu uazluiudl 30 a1 0.45-0.53 fadniuuladadleddenlaniu Fsflnruunndisegied
Toddayn19adf (p<0.05). Fern TBA flanaslugrsineremsfiving e1adlesanarsdalavadles daduansidu
asfUsEneulosiuresnninuiseeendinduredluiudlumuiiuansdu wu eendinuilesoenies asusenou
arsvetia ninflnddn Wiy mslulawmsn vieasdusenouvesdadled viliAnujisen cross reaction Fuduanive
1% T8A Tuszminamsifiusnuniiandudulutiesresnamdwaranas lugasinevesnisiiudnw (Yuangyai et al,
2023) lurniivesuuasgeudaiiussalumnuidaradniuinuiigungfl 5 ssmeadoa Tutufl 15 Jauiuluegi
3.15 fadnfunlatadledroflanfuuasfiutugaaeluiudl 30 egil 5.74 fadnsuulatadleddenlanu osna
TBA Wusviinsinnsidedeaanmyesluhilundniost e TBA 0.1-03 fadnsunlatadladdenlansy nuiiluiu
fnsideudeidnios usiih TBA fa1unnnin 3 fadnsunlatadledsenlaniu fualviguilaasuiinauuvanUasums
Uszamdudasoomsleusddrdaiuinndt 7 fadnsuuladadledsenlansy lufuiinisidenamnineg1sguuss
(Lohalagsanadet and Kachenphakdee, 2011)

Table 8 thiobarbituric acid (TBA) values (mgMDA/kg)

Day
Baked Mussels with Cheese
0 15 30
Packed in opaque round plastic cups (temperature -20°C) 0.55+0.02° 0.57+0.03° 0.45+0.06°
Packed in tightly sealed glass bottles (temperature 5°C) 0.69+0.03° 3.15+0.04° 5.74+0.22°
Packed in vacuum polypropylene bags (temperature -20°C) 0.61+0.06° 0.55+0.04° 0.53+0.09°
P-value 0.40 0.009 0.038

Mean + standard deviation.

(a-b;

Different letters in the same column ®® indicate statistically significant differences at the 95% confidence level (p<0.05).

Values with the same letter © are not significantly different (p=0.05).

NAN15ILATIZAANINNNNRATIINGT (Table 9) nudn wosuuasgeuTafiussqludtonaradniivuauazda
gryniasegalnalniay awnsafuinufigumgil -20°C 1Wunan 30 Tu Inglinunsieigiiulaues Total Plate
Count, Yeasts and Molds wa Escherichia coli A1qaunIgfinsanuegluinnsiunnsg uasmnsgIunan Ssiguy
atfuft 314 (w.@. 2553) (Thai Industrial Standards Institute, 2010) Arwunls f\hmuqﬁw?é‘ﬁwm faglaiiy 1x
10° lalatlsia 1 N3 Escherichia coli fioatiaenin 3 siod0819 1 N3U Yeasts and Molds fadluiiu 100 lalatise
e 1 ndu Tadudrdniidmasonanim liun nseuaunszuIumInda msdmdeningiu mssnwigudnuasly
anuiingn n1ssieussatasinouussy weemaiuinuigumgiivh Ssthedudinisaiyiiulnvenaunis Tums
psafudm rdndasiiusselumaniuazfuinuiigumad 5°C Wua 15-30 u SUSugaunidiAunusiunnsgu

NnMsiesginuimdarnsemansusivesuiafeudaiiAuinuluaniizuruds (Table 10) wui
Tuv3inas 100 n¥u Wndsusn 166.01 Alauaaed Tnedndsnuainloifuandu 77.13 Alowaaed luuiemua 857
n¥u uazluiudud 5.08 nfu Faduluiuiisasuilaeludinadieauduugiihvesesdniseunsiolan (WHO) e
Jostuanzluiiludengauazlsaala ognalsfnu Weduinanuimamianieuilaa (70 n3u) nuiwdsay
segiiliies 50 Alauaas’ Tusulusiu wuinduiina 17.28 n3use 100 n$u way 4 n3udendmneuilng Ssied
oglussduigadeifiouiunansusionnsialy vugieflulansauasloevsedd 4.94 uaz 233 n3ude 100 n3u
iU uenandsamuuiinalefengeis 526 3 fiadnsu Fenrsiarsanlasiamzdmiunguduilaafisitanis
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U3lnande USunaiussindu 4 wu weaideu (137.14 fiadnsu), s1amdn (14.98 dadnsu) uazlnuvai@eu (81.11
fladnu) egluszauiivisiasuadisszuunszgnuasnisivaiowladalidusged ndndasidddnduuadlusiiv
AU NATISsavResesmudmiudusmisitmisemsiian uimsuilaalulinafinemusiieniuaunissy

ledunazlofey

Table 9 Table of microbial count

Types of

Baked Mussels with Cheese

Packed in opaque round Packed in tightly sealed

plastic cups glass bottles

Microorganisms

(temperature -20°C) (temperature 5°C)

Packed in vacuum
polypropylene bags
(temperature -20°C)

DayO Day 15 Day30 DayO Day15 Day30 Day?O0 Day 15 Day 30
Escherichia coli <3 <3 <3 <3 <10 <10 <3 <3 <3
(MPN/¢)
Total Plate Count  <2.40 <2.40 <2.40 <2.40 7.57 9.20 <240 <240 <240
(log CFU/9)
Yeasts and Molds  <0.70  <0.70 <1 <0.70 3.67 8.53 <0.70  <0.70 <1

(log CFU/9)

Table 10 Nutritional analysis of cheese-baked mussels stored under frozen conditions

Nutrient Amount per 100 g Amount per Serving (70 g)
Total Energy 246.01 K.cal 50 K.cal
Energy from Fat 77.13 K.cal 0 K.cal
Total Fat 1557 ¢ 0¢
Saturated Fat 5.08 ¢ 0g
Cholesterol 71.13 mg 5 mg
Protein (%N x 6.25) 17.28 ¢ dg
Carbohydrate 494 ¢ 9¢
Dietary Fiber 233¢ <lg
Sugar 0.55¢ <lg
Sodium 526.3 mg 125 mg
Vitamin A (1g) Not detected 0.00 (M)
Vitamin B1 Not detected 0.00 mg
Vitamin B2 0.20 mg 0.00 mg
Calcium 137.142 mg 37.03 mg
Iron 14.975 mg 0.39 mg
Potassium 81.111 mg
Ash 252¢ -
Moisture 66.69 g -
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nsFsunsaeulfiinislunsiuunusdseneuiiudubesiideutdudoulunisaeuresenarsduaneyiny
wazfiFoudnnuinnliamnsaduunusisifie Seuluivduiidesedovinuznissuunus mswmundonisSeuliGeu
drlatumeunmssuunuisenslimeluladreufinnes unasteifiulssansnmnisSounsaeuiudGeugatiagtuld
ATl fnguizasdifioisuiiounnufinelauas sz ansnmmadouisenineismadsudaelusunsuduunus
(Mineral Classification Program; MCP) uazn1slaluinadiagaususznauitu (Mineral Model; MM) Tun1siSau
MaUfURnITIvInermansnsauresldnseAuuSyy1ns avivinuasmans nqudiegiaduidndiuiu 85 au
wisdungu MCP 39 Au uazngu MM 46 au laedanguiiegrsnunyiseu ladasizianudndiu 4 du Ao dunis
Fuunuslegndes nsdwunusidie anuianeladsnsisey mnuiulslunisiuunusidlethlulfluewan dens
AAT121AT Chi-square (%) waziATIzRAULUTUTIUTIN (ANCOVA) ”Lumsvd%auLﬁwmaﬁmqmémﬂ%ui (AzlUY
o) HaRINNTATIINUTTERsImasurhlfanuAniiuresFous 4 d1u ldfimnuunnsstuosieideddy
M9adif (P > 0.05) WARZWUUADUNAISEUINNITSEUMEY MCP HnguuuaauginitegeildudAynieada (P = 0.031)
fetunsFeuriiaesislifienuuandnanssuivesiFou willadonaduguinisous
AdARY: NsTwUNLIUSENRURN N1saaun1AUUR UssansninnisiBews Wsunsudnuunus lnadiag1aus

Abstract

Practical instruction in the classification of rock-forming minerals is often a complex task for many
instructors, and numerous students struggle to classify minerals when applying this skill in subsequent courses.
Developing learning media that utilize computer technology to guide students through the mineral
classification process is expected to enhance instructional efficiency for current-generation learners. This
research aimed to compare student satisfaction and learning effectiveness between two methods: the
computer-based Mineral Classification Program (MCP) and Mineral Models (MM), used in a Soil Science
laboratory for undergraduate students of Agriculture Program. The study employed a quasi-experimental
design using intact groups of 85 students (MCP group, n=39; MM group, n=46). Four aspects of student
perception (accuracy, ease of classification, satisfaction, and future confidence) were analyzed using the Chi-
square test (Xz) and learning achievement (post-test scores) was compared using Analysis of Covariance
(ANCOVA). The analysis revealed no statistically significant differences in student perception across all four
aspects between the two methods (P > 0.05). However, the ANCOVA results showed that the MCP group
achieved significantly higher post-test scores than the MM group (P = 0.031). In conclusion, while the students'
perception of both learning methods was comparable, the use of the computer-based MCP significantly

enhanced their learning achievement.
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AovmesSianmnsnaninamg vinue LagngAnssuvesyaainslddie (Hussein et al, 2021) wagdieUsenda
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Tunir main.c dwiunti output TUsunsuRzamanAnINenmLaziaiiveswsiazdnuas (Figure 1b) lnaAnu
wissdduandnuusilureusuisdnuazianzazasmudduiuiisoidosiu sussunmsiinureddusunsude
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Output

Does the mineral have metalic luster?

Metalic press 1
Non Metalic press 2

b) The output page displaying the commands

generated by the program
Output

Does the mineral have metalic luster?
Metalic press 1

Non Metalic press 2

1

What is streak color?

Black press 1

Red press 2

Yellow press 3

1

Is it magnetism?

Yes press 1
No press 2
1

a) The programming code used for mineral It is ***Magnetite!!!

classification
c) The output page presents the correct mineral
name.
Figure 1 The workflow of the program consists of: a) the programming code used for mineral classification, b)

and ¢) the output pages generated by the program
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WmsuszliudszansmunisBeuianniseudiglusunsudmuunusuazannlunadlagnaus
1. uuuAeUnIy MNTEN33euiia 2 38 Fednuseluil
1.1 vilviduunuslagnees (Correctly mineral classification)
1.2 lrduunusladne (Easily mineral classification)
1.3 muflswelasiedSnisaau (Students’ satisfaction) lapdiaude 1.1-1.3 Uszidiudussaupzuuu 1-5
azuuu 1 (Lidiufoeg1ede) auil 5 (e
1.4 szduaruiiulalunmssiwunuslueuiandeisnisSeuiilddu (Confidence levels in mineral
classification) Usziiuiduszdu shiladuunuslel (Yes = 5 azuuw) laiualla (Not sure = 3 Azuuw)
Fuunladld (No= 1 Azuuw) uddnududesazesnziuuandunugidenusazsziu
2. NaAERUUABUNBULALHAISEUUHUANT fiedodoulniieniu
3. Jiesvideyaniaadsielusunsu SPSS Statistics 21 software (IBM Corp., 2012) Litat3sutiioy
UsgdndamnisiseunisiSeuainseduanuiuvesdifow Aien15inseianuduiusseninedianusidangusening
ABN1sARULATNIINTEINBTBIATLUL (rating) AIENITIATITIAT Chi-square (Y°) dmsuAziuLABUNDULALIRLTEU
Aaszianuulsususin (ANCOVA) lngldnzuuunsuasuiduduussamiignaiugy (covariate) uaziiouiioy
AAMNLANA1ITIBAR635 Least Significance Difference (LSD) fisestutiuddty 0.05

HaN1sANYILAZIATAl
Foyavhluvesimeunuuasuamidsinussiutiyaest 2 S1uou 81 au T 4 Sy 2 Au wad 5 S1udu
2 au vuaAnwmdngnsivnermansiudin a1vnivinuasaiand wmave 38 au nands 46 au lilssyine 1 Ay
{Reudnlvgfinsnads 2.00-2.49 uay 2.50-2.99 Snnuegvar 31 Au Heumualiinedoun1ssuunusniaUfiR
N3 Aauanaseazidenlu Table 1

Table 1 General characteristics of the 85 survey respondents

Total MCP MM
Characteristics
n= 85 n=39 n=46
2 81 (95.3 %) 37(94.9 %) 44 (95.7 %)
Year level
> 2 4 (4.70 %) 2 (5.10 %) 2 (4.30 %)
<2.00 6 (7.1 %) 3 (7.7 %) 3 (6.5 %)
>3.50 6 (7.1 %) 4 (10.3 %) 2 (4.3 %)
GPA 2.00-2.49 31 (36.5 %) 13 (33.3 %) 18 (39.1 %)
2.50-2.99 31 (36.5 %) 14 (35.9 %) 17 (37.0 %)
3.00-3.49 11 (12.9 %) 5(12.8 %) 6 (13.0 %)
studied mineral yes 4 (4.7 %) 2 (5.1 %) 2 (4.3 %)
classification no 81 (95.3 %) 37 (94.9 %) 44 (95.7 %)

nMadsuaesidhlianadsnnuiiilunsiiligFouduunusldgnios WaunsuAumnaliduunuidie e
fawoladoitnsiFeu uazanusivlulunisidsdeulvldduunusluouanliuansnsiunsada (P > 0.05) wansly
Table 2 fiFousnawesinidesisnsaeuinrumzauuarnouauasiansisuiTemuetegudl JaUsadiun1sius
nndulndideeiu egslsinuuiimanaadilissiuudilefasandeyafunuing3ouisTunametwussiuunis
LustulalunsduunusldgndosasAninliannsoduunusidluouen (Figure 4) fFounguisndudadldsuns
fnsannsSeuameyana ielriinrusiulalunisduunuslignies
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Table 2 Student’s response on their perception of MCP (n = 39) and MM (n = 46) learing methods

Students’ response Correctly Easily Satisfaction Confidence
X 1.40 0.16 5.31 4.51
P value 0.844 0.997 0.257 0.341

P o

5835 MCP daiauauuzingUassadfnuasisoude mddlusunsudunwsinge faudesigientvilve

U q U
o Y

P2 wig3oudsidnean liselunisifoud Ssaenndostuauideves Suwannatrai et al. (2022) wuinindAnuilne
dunnidgyinu mwdingutuiiugiu uastszneviuidieddninengeuaranaumesuas (Duchesne et al,
2021) wueieu3s MM lifidetausuuylag

dmsuAzLLUNIABUIINNSFousaesds (Table 3) wudiasuuuaoudeueulifinnuuandratumsada
syieitmsaeu (P = 0.717) Wedmualiazuuuneuseuiduiuusiiuiignauay nuiazuuugeundsdouiizuuy
geluandeudou waslimuuanisogaiiduddamisadail P = 0.031 TasnsidouselusunsuduunusvilvgiGous
AzuuLdaUVdITougandt sieineudouiasuuuliunnsratunnaadi donndostunaidoves Al-Awaysheh et al,
(2024); Kulik and Kulik (1991) wuinnnslddenisaeudiianndrelusunsuneufiames Tinadnéfimuazivszsansam
1nNINIBMsEeuLUUIANTlEE face to face Tedvaalusunsuduunuslunisli feedback Viuitlidessoasuniy
vselifassanavinnsnsiavesasy PglidnSouiteRanainvemulewiu AaN15IS8uIwUL active (Taxipulati
and Lu, 2021) deandesriu Fyfe and Rittle-Johnson (2016) wuininiild3unmsmeuiuiuiisinzuuuasundaFeougs
ningumuauedsiifuddy wifFoudunduiifugiuauition a3l feedback wuuiufidaonisasuuuy face
to face lureaififiFousruumnenaaghivhdmdelsiviuna Jududediavesdsnmsousslunaiiogiaus msy
HiSeudnssenugaeulviuderadnsn1siuun

100.00
i MCP 1l MM
80.00
(0]
5 60.00
(O]
(%]
J |
> 40.00
o~ 26.09
20.00 l
2.17
0.00 0.00 I
Yes No Not sure

Figure 4 Confidence levels in mineral classification: MCP (n = 39), MM (n = 46)

Table 3 Mean score of Pre-test and Post-test for MCP and MM

Pre-test Post-test
Method
X SD X SD
MCP 58.97 18.89 89.23° 15.79
MM 57.39 20.91 81.74° 15.10
P value 0.717 0.031*

X = adjusted mean; SD = standard deviation; * = statistically significant at 5% level
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Yardlong Bean (Vigna unguiculata ssp. sesquipedalis )
and Cowpea (Vigna unguiculata)
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Abstract

Nowadays, determinate-type yardlong bean cultivars are limited in number and still exhibit some traits
that do not meet market demand and consumer preference. The objective of this study was to investigate the
genetic inheritance of plant growth habit and seed coat color as a foundation for selecting determinate-type
yardlong bean lines with improved yield and pod quality that meet market demand. Three crosses were
conducted using yardlong bean as the female parent and cowpea as the male parent, namely YSd16xYsd01,
YSd07xYsd08, and YSd46xYsd01. Segregating populations including P, P,, F4, F,, BCP,, and BCP, were analyzed
using the chi-square (Xz) tests to verify the expected segregation ratios. The outcomes showed that for plant
growth habit, segregation was observed in the ratio of 3 indeterminate : 1 determinate, while seed coat color
segregated in a 3 black : 1 brown ratio. These results indicate that both plant growth habit and seed coat color
are controlled by a single dominant gene, with segregation in the F, generation in accordance with Mendel’s

First Law. Furthermore, the dihybrid cross analysis of both traits revealed segregation in a 9 indeterminate-black
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seed coat : 3 indeterminate-brown seed coat : 3 determinate-black seed coat : 1 determinate-brown seed coat
ratio, which is in accordance with the theoretical expectation. This finding demonstrates that the two traits are
controlled by genes located on different chromosomes and assort independently, consistent with Mendel’s
Second Law. The findings of this study provide essential baseline information for the selection and breeding of
determinate-type yardlong bean cultivars with growth characteristics and seed quality that are good for market.

Keywords: Mendel’s law, segregation, yardlong bean, cowpea, chi-square
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Tugndadl 2 (F) $1uru 160 Fu wuhdidnvuemasiydvlavesddusuuies 122 fu uazuuumy 38 fu fovinis
nagouAilaauaas datlaaunsiviniu 0.133 (o = 0.715) nansnsvanefvesdnvar s yivlnveEduLUUAes
sonuuunmAtmanng 3:1 Wulunungueauuea Tugnuaundumud (BCP,) dwau 120 fiu wudiidnvanis
mf,uLmﬂmmmmuuwLaawmm warlugnwaundumvie (BCP,) 913U 120 diu wuhildnwaznsiasyiulnvesa
Fuuuudes 66 fu warkuuy 54 fu dovhnmsmasousilaguens Selaaunaioity 1.20 (p = 0.273) HANINTFAY
fhussdnuuzmiataiiulavesdiiuluuidosdouuurunuaiaiaine 1:1 Wulununguessing (Figure 1)

druguan YSd07xYsdos Tugndaii 2 (F) $1uau 160 du wuhiidnwarnnasyifvlavesdfuuuuides 118
fu uaztuUM 42 i ilevinnisvaasunlaauan$ dldlaauaisviidu 0.133 (o = 0.715) nansnszaefvesEnYME
maasaiulnvesdiuLuUResdanUUrmuAAare 31 Wuluaunguesuues lugnuaundumus (BCP))
$1uru 120 Fu wuhildnuarnsaigiulnvesdduuuidiosiaun wazlugnuaunduvmie (BCP,) $1uim 120 ¢u
wuhiidnuuenassyivlavesdidusuuies 59 du uasuuuiu 61 fu Wevnismasoudlaaunas delaauans
WU 0.033 (p = 0.855) mansnszeivesdnuarnIasuiulnTes L UURB e LUURII AT 111
Hulumanguesisiina (Figure 2) wazean YSda6xYsdo1 Tugndafl 2 (F,) d1uu 160 fiu nudifidnuwaznisiadayiula
vosdduuUUAey 111 fu uazuuuy 49 fu ievhmaeaeudlaaund falaauaivinfu 270 (o = 0.715)
KanTINsEefvssdinuny naiuiuinvess LR deuUI AT 3:1 Wulunungueasia Tu
gnaundumual (BCP,) 1wy 120 fu wudhilidnuuenasiyivlavesddusuuiesimun uaslugnuaundumme
(BCP,) $1uau 120 fu wuhiidnwarnaasyiilavessiduuuudes 70 fu wasiuuny 50 fu Wevhmaveaeudilaa
we felaauaniininiu 3333 (p = 0.068) nan1snszatefesdnuurnsyRulavesdFuLUURsYHOLUULAY
Armanane 1:1 Gulumunguessuuea (Figure 3)

Figure 1 The segregation pattern of plant growth habit traits in the yardlong bean cross YSd16xYsd01 a: P,
(YSd16), b: P, (Ysd01), c: F, (YSd16xYsd01), d: F, (segregation ratio indeterminate 3 : determinate 1), e: BCP, and f:

BCP, (segregation ratio indeterminate 1 : determinate 1)
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(d) (e) (f)
Figure 2 The segregation pattern of plant growth habit traits in the yardlong bean cross YSd07xYsd08 a: P,

(YSd07), b: P, (Ysd08), c: F, (YSd07xYsd08), d: F, (segregation ratio indeterminate 3 : determinate 1), e: BCP, and f:

BCP, (segregation ratio indeterminate 1 : determinate 1)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 3 The segregation pattern of plant growth habit traits in the yardlong bean cross YSd16xYsd01 a: P,
(YSd46), b: P,(Ysd01), c: F, (YSd46xYsd01), d: F, (segregation ratio indeterminate 3 : determinate 1), e: BCP, and f:

BCP, (segregation ratio indeterminate 1: determinate 1)
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MnnanisAnwnandidiuilugniad 2 (F,) veai 3 guau Svanisnszneivesdnuaemaaiaivinves
Sunvuidossouuunaludnsdn 3:1 liunnssandnsdmnguivesuuaastrafideddymaadi (o > 0.05)
wWuieiulugnuanndumme (BCP,) Afinsnszaedailusnidiu 1:1 Swanisfnuaduayuaunigiuindnuuns
\WiydulavesdduresinilinengnauausieBunishumis waiimsieveauuuisuauysal dmsulugnuanndum
wsi (BCP,) wasiia 3 guaw nudddnwagnsaigiulnesdduuudesiomelngliusngduiiinisesyivlnwuy
vy dadulumumaiinamane Wesmnmanaundulumiuduiiduiugiios Saiilulnduuy homozygous dominant
(Table 1) nansnwiaenndesiuaumes Hughes et al. (2020) AR iusnTsIvEIENWALATIgwludUNg Tu
gt 2 (F) Tnemuindnuaizdugafudnunsiau uazdnvazduradudnuasdos finmsnszaedaludandiu 31
Wuieaiy wazdnisfnwiufnainnsneiaes Kongaimun et al. (2012) ﬁv‘hﬂ’1$mamzij5351ﬂ8ﬂﬁ14§jﬂﬁﬁ'1
wazdvjiugiileAnuusuiimeitugnssy Tugndadl 2 (F,) uagszanns BC,F, wudu Stiwi0.1 vilasTailwausisd 10
\Hudundniimuauanueiavesdailne
nsENEVEANINUgNsSUYRsAn Bz FUAanduuAn

AR YSA16xYsd01 gndafl 1 (Fy) $1uau 60 fu wuihddnuasdiudeniudadsianun lugndadl 2 (7))
112 160 fu wuhidnwarddenduudade 117 fu wazdtiea 43 du Wevhmamedevenlaauaii derlea
uASnU 0.30 (p = 0.584) nan13nsEAEfTBsdNvarAIUAeNTuLEndm e dthmamuemavine 3:1 Wulua
nnvessna Tugnuasnduvnusl (BCP,) $1uau 120 diu wuhildnwasddenfumdeds 67 #u uazdina 53 fu
devhmnaaeudlaaunf dalaauaivintu 1.633 (o = 0.201) namInszefvesdnvuzduAenvuidnddsiod
hnanueiaaming 1:1 Wuluaungueasuna uarlugnuaundumsie (BCP,) $1uau 120 #u nuiddnwued
Waentudndsviaman (Figure 4)

Table 1 Observed offspring segregation ratios, value of Chi-square test (XZ) and the corresponding p-value for
indeterminate and determinate plant growth habit for F;, F,, BCP, and BCP, generations of Yardlong bean

Lines/Crosses Plant Growth Habit e P-value
Indeterminate Determinate Total

Recurrent Parents
YSdo7 (Py) 20 . 20 - -
YSd16 (P,) 20 - 20 - -
YSdaé (P,) 20 B, 20 B} -
Donor Parents
Ysdo1 (P,) - 20 20 - -
Ysd08 (P,) - 20 20 - -
Crosses 1 :YSd16xYsd01
F, 60 0 60 - -
F, 122 38 160 0.133™ 0.715
BCP, 120 0 120 - -
BCP, 66 54 120 1.20™ 0.273
Crosses 2 :YSd07xYsd08
F, 60 0 60 - -
F, 118 a4z 160 0.133™ 0.715
BCP, 120 0 120 - -
BCP, 59 61 120 0.033™ 0.855
Crosses 3 :YSdd6xYsdO1
F 60 0 60 - -
F, 111 49 160 2.70™ 0.100
BCP, 120 0 120 - -
BCP, 70 50 120 3.333™ 0.068

ns = non-significant at 0.05 probability levels
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dAaugNaN YSda6xYsdo1 gniafl 1 (Fy) $1uau 60 du wuihddnwarddeniundaddioun lugndad 2
(F,) $1u3u 160 siu wuhddnuwaeddoniuwdaden 117 du wazdthena 43 fu dlevhnsmnaeuslaaue? fielaa
uASiIRY 0.30 (p = 0.584) mansnszanefvesdnuzdUdenviusdndmeeiinianiumaaming 3:1 Wyl
nnvessaa Tugnuasnduviual (BCP,) $1uau 120 du wuhildnuasdudendumdeds 55 #u uazdina 65 fu
lovhmsmeaeusnlaaua$ fienlaauasiviniu 0.833 (o = 0.361) nan1snszaeivesdnyue AWdenumdndsisie
Fhmanuaiaemne 1:1 Hulumunguesaung uarlugnuaundumme (BCP,) $1uau 120 fu wuiniidnvued
WaenWuudndsiiavun (Figure 5) wagguau YSd0TxYsd08 Nnusswinsiidnuazdiudonyuudadimarianun
Hosmnifususiuaziugrotiufonviumdadthmalsiunandnaiy (Table 2) Mnwamsdnyuandtidiuitlugndadl 2 (F)
Y0¥ 2 Auan Tnansnszneivesdnuuzdiudenudnddedtimaludan 3:1 lduandsandmnaumnuives
wiaaegeliddynaad (p > 0.05) Wueaiulugnuaundumual (BCP,) idnsidn 1:1 Fawansfnwnaivayy
aundAguidnua Adenumdagnauguinefuvishumis wasfinsdeneauuusiuauysal dwiulugnuasndy
w1 (BCP,) vasia 2 fuay wuihiidnvasddeniumdnds i Tnslivsngdufifiddeniumdniiinia g
dulmumaiimanine esanmsuaundulumiugweifivdeoniumdndsn deiidlulnduuy homozygous
dominant aanAdasruILITBues Kongiaimun et al. (2012) fvihmsuausewitedaiing1niugnisiuasdmusiugin
diefnwunuiimaiugnsss Tugndadl 2 (F,) wasussring BC,F, wuhildnmdmvesiiudensiuudadssedima 3.1
warluuszng BC,F, fidonviumdadsniomn uasunuiimaiugnesussaduayuidnuasdivdoniumdagnaiugu
sheBuniaiumiadne uazaonadosiu Benchasri (2011) ivhnisnanszninainiing1n wagdmiuiifiudoniumind
ynuazds wuigndadl 1 (F,) fdensumdniud aenndesiu Xu et al. (2011) AvhasAnwunuiimisiugnssa
vosdilngnlagldiafomuneluiana SNP uaz SSR wuidnwazddeniumdngnaiunuimefuvilsiumis Sieguu
Taslalonuniedl 8 wasfimuduiudidsuanduiuiinuaudnuardnen uonani wuiddonfuudainasonis
Frumudelta Mungbean Yellow Mosaic India Virus (MYMIV) 91n91133w0 Kumari et al. (2021) fivmanuduig
yosdBonfuiudarodnuaeing 1 lneneaeuanaeiusiivdoniuiudnds iwa wardentusdnaesd nud

v

Waeniuwanaeadanunsasiuniunsszuin veedelasa Mungbean Yellow Mosaic India Virus (MYMIV) 1¢iiign

1

(e) )
Figure 4 The segregation pattern of seed coat color traits in the yardlong bean cross YSd16xYsd01
a: P, (YSd16), b: P, (Ysd01), c: F; (YSd16xYsd01), d: F, (segregation ratio black 3 : brown 1), e: BCP, and f: BCP,

(segregation ratio black 1 : brown 1)
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()
Figure 5 The segregatio(r?)pattem of seed coat color traits in the yardlong bean cross YSd46xYsd01
a: P, (YSd46), b: P, (Ysd01), c: F; (YSd46xYsd01), d: F, (segregation ratio black 3 : brown 1), e: BCP, and f: BCP,

(segregation ratio black 1 : brown 1)

Table 2 Observed offspring segregation ratios, value of Chi-square test (Xz) and the corresponding  p-value
for black and brown seed coat for F;, F,, BCP; and BCP, generations of Yardlong bean

Seed Coat Colors )
Lines/Crosses .4 P-value
Black Brown Total

Recurrent Parents

YSd16 (P,) - 20 20 - -
YSd46 (P,) - 20 20 - -
Donor Parents

Ysdo1 (P,) 20 - 20 - -
Crosses 1 : YSd16xYSd01

F, 60 0 60 - -
F, 117 43 160 0.30™ 0.584
BCP, 67 53 120 1.633" 0.201
BCP, 120 0 120 - -
Crosses 2 : YSd46xYSd01

F, 60 0 60 - -
F, 117 43 160 0.30™ 0.584
BCP, 55 65 120 0.833™ 0.361
BCP, 120 0 120 - -

ns = non-significant at 0.05 probability levels

MItneNenNIeRUgNIINVasANYaLNSRSYRuInvasEdl wasddanduwaa (dihybrid cross)
PNMIANEINSINenendnvauznsiasyivlnvesasuuansliliuidnvusdesludnvuziau dudnvuy

' <)

uudnuazioy vuzfidnvazdidoniundedindudnvasinuy wasdihmadudnvazdon dednwnisaienen

i
anvauzniswsyiulavesddiusardildeniuuianseudu (dinybrid cross) luanan YSd16xYsdol gndait 1 (Fy)
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v
o o

117w 60 fu wuihddnvuzniaesydulnveshidusuuidesuarifiudenfundndsisiomn Tugndafl 2 (7)) $1uau
160 #u wuihddnuugnisasydulnvesdusuuidesuasifivdenfunindsi 89 fu maaSyivlavosdiruuuy
AesunzdAFondudadiima 33 du nmasyiulavesddunuunuuasdifdentundeds 28 du uazns
Wiyiulnveshfunuuruazidentusiniina 10 fu Wevhnsmnaeualaauend daleauesiviiu 0.440
(p = 0.931) uanaiNIsaenenanvaENTRsYRUlnved uLas Ao an dulumudasdiunnming 9:3:3:1
wan1snszedndulumunguesuung gnuaundumual (BCP,) 31uau 120 fu wuhdidnvaenisaiyivlavesd
FunuudesuaziiduGoniuiudndsn 67 du uasmasyiulnvesdifunuy desuarifiudenuudadina 53 fu
dlovhnsmaaeudilaauads Sanlaauadsivindu 1.633 (p = 0.201) uaneinisatenendnvaznsasydulnvesd
Funvuidosuasiidiudeniuudnds uasnmaaiyivlaiveshidunuuidesuardddonduudadhmaduluni
dasdunnning 1:1 nanisnszaedululunungueuuea wazlugnuaundunivie (BCP,) d1uau 120 fu wuidl
Snuazmaadguivlavesidunuuidesunsidiudeniusdnds 66 fu waznansyivlavesdfuuuunuuayia
Waenvudnden 53 du evinnsnaaeudlaaumd felaauadsiviniu 1.20 (o = 0.273) uansimsiienendnuue
naasgeiulavesddudesuardiduRenuued uazniaiasydulnvesdfuuuuntuas A onfuiudede
Julumudnsdunamng 1:1 manisnszaesadulumunguesuuea

ANEN YSAA6xYsd01 gndait 1 (F) $1u3u 60 du wudnfidnsaznisaiydvinvesdiduuuuid o
wagiiAuAenvuidndsiianun Tugndafl 2 (F,) $1uau 160 du nudlidnsuzmsisagiuinvesdduiuuiiosuas i
Waenviuwdndd 78 diu nsaTgivinvesdidusuuidosuasidFonviumdndiina 33 du nsaTauiulavesd,
FunuuunasdiduFentusdade 39 fu uarnnaigivlavesdduuuasidiudentundadina 10 du e
MnsvagauAlAaLAls danlaalAswiny 4.60 (p = 0.203) LaAIINNITINEVEAANYAMENTIaTYRUlATEIA AULALE
Wieniuwdadulusudasidweianung 9:3:3:1 nansnszaeiidulumunguesuuea gonaunduniui (BCP,)
41U 120 Ay wm"]ﬁé’ﬂwmxmuﬁ@@ﬂmaqa"ﬂﬁmmuLﬁyaaLLaxﬁﬁLﬂé'aﬂﬁumﬁﬂﬁﬁw 55 AU LazN1aLsLRUlAeY
SfunuudesuariAdonduudadthoa 65 du Wevhmamageualaauas farlaauaiiviiiu 0.833 (o = 0.361)
L.L.am’jﬂmiz:hsmamé’ﬂwmzmna'%z:gnﬁuima%ﬁ’w@fuuuuL?ﬁuaaLLazﬁﬁLﬂaaﬂﬁmuﬁmﬁﬁﬂ LAZNISISYLAUIATOIEIAULUY
Bosuariiddeniumdadhmaidulumusnsdmaanng 1:1 sanisnsznesaduldamungrenuueng uazly
gnuaundumie (BCP,) $1uau 120 fu wuhildnwasnsaiydulnessdunuidosussdifiudonvumdadsn 70 fu
wazmsaiyiulnvesdduLuuuLaziddenumdnds 50 du ievinsnaaeuailaaunf felaauadsivinty
3.333 (p = 0.068) LLam’i’lmim&J‘wamé’ﬂwmzmiLﬁzylﬁuimﬁuaqé”]@fmmuL?ﬁyaaLLagﬁﬁLﬂﬁaﬂﬁ:umﬁmﬁﬁﬂ WazAIT
WihulavesaduLuunakariiddeniuudadanduluaudnsdwaanung 1:1 wanisnszareduduluaungues
wina (Table 3) 9nnan1sAnwuanddiiuilugndail 2 (F,) vowhs 2 guan nudmamanszateivesdnuuzns
Wiydulavessduuuuidesuasidudeniundads maasgivlmveshduuuuidesunzifiudentuudadina
nssyiulavesadusuunuwariddeniuudndsn waznissyivlnvesardusuunuaziddeniuuand
dhmalusnsan 9:3:3:1 luwandnaandasdrunguivetuunasgived1dgnieada (o > 0.05) Fawan1sdne
aduayuauuRguihdnuasisassgnauaulneBuiinseguulaslilsusieg uazdinsdrgeuesduuudasy dauduly
maungdef 2 vesuuna Wudeulugnuaundumul (BCP,) fifimsnszaeivesdnvaznisaiyiiulnvesdiduuuy
Aesuawdidivdentuidads uaznsiapivlavesdduuuuidesuasifdonvumiaithng uargnuaundumme
(BCP,) ﬁﬁmﬁﬂszma@héﬂaqé’ﬂwmzmsm%iylﬁuiwuaqﬁwﬁuwuLgaaLLazﬁﬁLﬂﬁaﬂﬁmuﬁmﬁﬁw UaZNISLSYLRUTAYO9ET
Funuuny uaeliAFonduidadsivasis 2 guandulunusnadumanny 1:1 liusndsandanadiunguives
winaegsliduddgynieada (p > 0.05) Buduidnvaznisasyiivlavesdidu wasdudeniuwdaiinisanenemdu
daszrnniu

nuansfnwkandliiuindnvugnisesagivlavesiiu wardivdenuudadudnvusidugnaiuaudie
Bunilsiumis wasssoguilashilousiag Insdenendudasesioty Saduloyaddydmiviniuussiugiieldlu
mMsnausuMsAmdendiingus LT ALEnnssmuaNdosIsYBInaT A uaﬂﬁ]’1ﬂ551%15{11%@143114%3@??1%%
nsUszgndltiaTeaneiidule (DNA marken) Tunsuuussituslusunan
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Table 3 Observed offspring segregation ratios, value of Chi-square test (X2) and the corresponding
p-value for indeterminate and black seed, indeterminate and brown seed, determinate and black seed and

determinate and brown seed of phenotypes for F,, F,, BCP; and BCP, generations of Yardlong bean

Phenotype
Lines/ Indeter-minate Indeter-minate Determinate  Determinate
Crosses and black and brown and black and brown  Total X vo}j-ue
seed coat seed coat seed coat seed coat
Recurrent Parents
YSd16 (P,) - 20 - - 20 - -
YSdaé (P,) - 20 - - 20 - -
Donor Parents
Ysdo1 (Py) - - 20 - 20 - -
Population 1 : YSd16xYSd01
Fy 60 0 0 0 60 - -
F, 89 33 28 10 160 0.444™ 0931
BCP, 67 53 0 0 120 1.633™  0.201
BCP, 66 0 54 0 120 1.20™  0.273
Population 2 : YSd46xYSd01
Fy 60 0 0 0 60 - -
F, 78 33 39 10 160 4.60™  0.203
BCP, 55 65 0 0 120 0.833™ 0.361
BCP, 70 0 50 0 120 3.333™ 0.068
ns = non-significant at 0.05 probability levels
a3Unan1sAne

NMIFnvINIsaeneamsiugnIITesinuMgnIsRsyAulnvesd iy wardiudeniuudnlugnanszning
%EJﬂamﬁ’Uﬁ"awgmaaﬁga 3 guay Laln YSd16xYsd01, YSdO7xYsd08 uay YSda6xYsdol uarldnannisvaaeuniseadia
laaueng (2 dwdunedevauysmuainsnsearediludasiig 4 liun ui (P, vie (P), qﬂ%ﬁ 1(Fy), auﬂﬁz“j"aﬁ 2 (F,),
anuaundumug (BCP,) waggnuaundunine (BCP,) a1nnansiiasiziAllaauaIsvain1saieneanaiugnssuves
dnwamsisyiulavesdiiu namsieesialaauaislugndai 2 (F,) vesguay YSd16xYsdol a1 g% wihiu 0.133
(P = 0.715), AK&Y YSAO7xYsd08 A1 Y Wiy 0.133 (P = 0.715) uag AN YSA46xYsd01 A1 Y * winfiu 2.70 (P =
0.10) namsnszaefesdnuay s yRuTnvesddulusnsaw 3:1 (How : wa) warlugnuaundumvia (BCP,)
YBIANAN YSA16xYsd01 AN X% 1infiu 1.20 (P = 0.273), Akau YSAO7xYsd08 A1 Y i1y 0.033 (P = 0.855) uag
ARAN YSAA6xYsdO1 A1 Y Wiy 3.333 (P = 0.068) nan13nszangfivasanumznsiasyiulnvesdiuludnsidy
111 (Aos : W) lduwnne199ndnsdiunguvesuunasd WIUud1Ay19adn (p > 0.05) waAIIIFNBULATS
\wiydulavesddugnausuieBunilsiummis ffinsaevenuuuisuasysal

nsaenenvaiugnIsIvesdnuasAlUAonuwdn nansTiegianlaauaislugndail 2 (F) vesawan
YSd16xYsd01 fn X 1wirfiu 0.30 (P = 0.584) Uag ANes YSA46xYsd01 fin X i 0.30 (P = 0.584) NaN13NTLINLM
Snwaisdiudeniumdalusnandiu 3:1 @ : &hnna) wasgnuaundumu (BCP,) vesguan YSd16xYsdo1 a1
Wiy 1.633 (P = 0.201) Uag guay YSd46xYsdol A1 (Wi 0.833 (P = 0.361) Han1snszanefidnuaediudeniy
waaludnsa 1:1 @i : ﬁﬁﬂma)"Lu'Lmﬂ@hamﬂé’mwmumwﬁmmLuumaasmﬁﬁfsﬁﬁzymﬂaﬁa (p > 0.05) KAAII
dnuwazddenviumdngnausuieBunilsiumis Ainnsdevenuuuisuaiysal



King Mongkut’s Agr. J. 2026 : 44 (3) : 0269076 11

nsanenendnvarn1sesyAulnvesdIfu wardnyaeddeniuwdandoudu (dinybrid cross) wuinlugn
1 7 2 (F,) finsnssanedludnsday 9:3:3:1 (Gruuuuides - Wasnuwbnde : ddusuuidos - Wionvusded
hna : Sdunuuy - Wasnumdedn : ddunuuy - Wisnduwdaduima) uandiiduindnuueisangn
munulasBuiinsoguilastalousag Snsdenendudassiotu fadulunungdedl 2 vesuuna WuReiugnuas
naumug (BCP,) uavgnuaunaunne (BCP,) Anuinnszanesivesdnvaesaeniuluausndiunaang 1:1 &
\Hudeyaddydmiuinusudgeiugiieldlunsnausunisdndon aeftusmailneiugyuifiddenduiudansanna
AruFeInsvematn uenanianusaldidugiudeyadmiunisussyndldiedomunefiduie (DNA marker) lunis
USuusaiugluewmanlidneae

LG 7
naUssleviliudou
iduvetszmaiunanuiliinausslewiviudeou

AnAnssuUIENA
YoUUANNUARINUNIIINUMTIMESeulY Nlinsaduayun1siideluasell veunaavwdn wivedy
walld AlldRunlunsunzuan wasiudeyalunuidensal

nsiidausaulunisifisuunanuvesiidey
AUAATEL ey auuRgIu: gn vsaveneas, evfing tuaned. MsUfURNTIde nsildusaiunis
9ONLUY MINAABY NMavadeu n3esiiedn FBmsiiudeya uas criteria: qwm Jusnvrneans, o1find Tumasd. ms
Faivdoya Malnszideya nsulsne: gun Jusa9AgIans, 017nd TupTed.  MTININEINsaiNG N1SUEAINTT
Wisuieuiudeaguvisensdanui vienquiiu: g Jsnegeans, wausou dusuun, Fiadnd Inadnued, iy
WEuA9A, 91108 Tun19A. nstidusdlunsdsuiuatuunau: g JYsgeneans, 91908 TuaeA. n15L9nns
atfuayueiosilo WeaUfiRns uazagiuat: gum Tusivageens.
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uNAnge

nMsfnwiliinguszasdiiieAnydadeiinadonisinduladeloaniuugsirninenlivesinieailewinei
aelilasanns Social Lab KMITL Tnglduuuasuamiduaiesdielunisifunusndeyanniinveaiioadsnd s1um
100 Au Aiasgidoyaseaiinssaun Iiun arwd fesas Aeds wardrudsavunnsgu sufmsinsgionnos
Wian wamsAnw My greuuvvasunuidumanniignosas 52 fergegsyving 15 - 28 U fevay a6 Tnendu
tvieaflsrnnniviedonazglsludndruvindu dmiuszdunrmddyuestafvduiszaunenisnaindisinasonis
dndulaife wuiregluszduann Tasdunisdaaiunisneiauddgunnige sosasmifedundndoe a1 way
donuiisnsmine nanmsiessidadeiiiinanenisinaulade nwudadedueny (p < 0.05) wars1A (p < 0.01) &
Svswasonsinduladessaltoddynieada nansinudlifuindusznounisaisliaruddnyfunisesnuuy
AanssudaaiunisneiivainvatouazivszauiungAnssuveninvieaiie i mueiunsiauindndusilid
mnulansiuiusanA #u uazanuazmnlunisuilan saudanmsimuasaflagiiounnufuriuazaonadosiutas
orguasngutimue wiewiansdasmnelugaueidndsnouasivsseniafagn tiodulemalumsfndulade
fdndey - lorinduuzaiag nsdadulade drudsvaunenisaann uzshaiwnenls

Abstract

This study aimed to examine the factors affecting foreign tourists’ purchase decisions regarding Nam
Dok Mai mango ice cream under the Social Lab KMITL project. A questionnaire was used to collect data from
100 foreign tourists. The data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, including frequency, percentage, mean,
and standard deviation, as well as multiple regression analysis. The results indicated that 52% of the
respondents were male, aged between 15 and 28 years (46%), with equal proportions of tourists from Asia and
Europe. The overall importance level of the marketing mix factors influencing purchase decisions was high, with
sales promotion ranked as the most influential factor, followed by product, price, and place. The regression
analysis revealed that age (p < 0.05) and price (p < 0.01) significantly influenced purchase decisions. The findings
suggest that entrepreneurs should prioritize the development of diverse and appropriate sales promotion
activities aligned with foreign tourists’ consumption behavior. In addition, product development should
emphasize distinctive taste, appealing appearance, and convenience of consumption. Pricing strategies should
reflect perceived value and correspond to the target tourists’ age groups, while products should be distributed
through accessible and attractive points of sale to enhance purchase decision effectiveness.

Keywords: mango ice cream, purchasing decision, marketing mix, Nam Dok Mai mango
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A1

HagtusamalneMiasdysvanunsaiuazanuidssdaisiunnmauasuwadlusgdulan Tasans
angfusIuNIuLATYsAa NEN wazanmgienniaiidwansenudouszinalngegstaiau neldunuiamn
\swgRaLardsALUVianA atufl 12 (n.a.2560 - 2564) Meldevsenansnsainsanuduudimansugiauasudeduls
pe984Bu (Office of the National Economic and Social Development Council, 2017) sjasiun1simundaniaguu
yumnasiazauingeulifiunumiinnndy lnsnsdaasuuasimuinnduudvomusunasnaunisiisnuios
atvayunsdadalamiagusuludiasiui Sminasdansvssavarudnialuduiamisgueu sufuloviode
atfvayudnaiudedamiagury inwnsnsluiiud dnandannaninnuasiddededasanizaziag aivarnuaty
meviug fdeldssnusanafldsunisiinddluiassinessme nandndenannddudesinuliinuam Jaonds uas
Ifumsgiunisiuses aeldunuimundminagiiams (Chachoengsao Provincial Office, 2020) §1unonasaioud
fufifldugnuransssana 3,280 13 lnsdmanniduandnvesiamiasusufugnussnuamluiuanasadou @
wanAnalvgSmieanelulssnalugluuuremaanduifeusinafuuasnagn dslunisdeeantuiinnudgm
uzshsfilalldguninuazinnsgu forgndminiuieadu ssesnsanudlivangan nsiaundvesiawandeliauysol
sauA LA Q@Lﬁaﬁmﬁﬂ Hudu é'z’iqﬁzymwmdwﬁﬁ’amwmﬂiLLaxr;:Jaiqaaﬂﬁﬁinawuﬁuﬂﬁymtﬁmﬁ’u (Tanchiang, 2022)

anrtumaluladnszaomndniaumnsainnszds Iiianndudiamudmnedelinssiuanudomnisves
magsia Snidsiosasneinuzuasyszaunisaiinfenldamannsailunamadsudiuusraunsaivesass fay
39iilassns Social Lab KMITL viewaaieusyuu lnglddaliindnvinazennnsdasiuilaoidendminandans
sunonaondou Wuilufitmaneievlasinsdsusdmivindnw Tneidesduinidouasindnuiuisdauain
angimaluladninnuns Idadluifutoya Au 1 nanda saenaunisyansaeuniy dudanisduduianssuly
nsUszneuedn uwasdamisng q Minwasnsuszaudam wu nandauglild s1annen wandadulnds uay
1511 deveananan (Matichon Online, 2022) 1A34n15 Social Lab KMITL 3 aifulufinauinuasnsggnuzsiag
Tusinenasadou Siminazidans lumsiauguamaandauzinlildnsgu Weudtymvessandnsiaimne
wandndulnds uarnaiindeveswandn Tasnisfudouzdiniesadrslnadunuunisifiuyae Taglddngnm
u¥anssueinids dndnwiuazena3d lunisudsgtusiaslumaduiuy sonun 3 wdafel ldun tuzi
loiaesuzaig uazleaniunzaing itedadmiglusiosannsioly (Dangintawat, 2022) JavRaguvuiuanuzsitsnnnin
#uanasudou suneraeadou Sminasidun Idsudedulasans Sodal Lab KMITL ewaunenszdunsutedu
vosuanfusivemainuaslussduviesdulunisuusgundndusianuzaing 99 2 Tu 3 Uszneulude lowmesuzaing
lorn3uuzaing uazthueang Tnefifiosud lownosusiing uaglomniuuzaag Akunmsdndondundndusiiunludas
Tumsaayarsunandusiuiinunsns uazsuuinnssuyalsnunieunedesinsndeuiidmivuussUnaliivaiouly
flyyaAfings (High Value-added Tropical Fruits Products) gynlasanislssnunussunaliiad oufiuinsgiuaina
Anfiun1slaalasanis FACTory Classroom Agdanssudans anidumalulagnssaeuindndinuvmsainnszys
aeldmsafuayuvesdninnuiiiensiannssideasughofiavaans Tueen (EECQ) Mlugnsmansdifyvesnis
fimuUszing Mdumafunelduarduasuquandiavesssaey lnadunsiauriuiinsouaqu 3 fanin fo
FminaziBamsn vay3 uazszens (Dailynews Online, 2025) Fudulasimsaeioafinesenunainlasnis Social Lab
KMITL wandnusilomn3uszaing 3umsdnidenglassnisrosenveymlasanisuinnssy wssunaliivaieusanifiugs
dmdumszifonasghanianeTuoen lneditunounaznszuiunsudadilidudou Uszneusunmsiineusudisadniios
inwasnsIvansananloaniuuzieonuldfnuies Inefinssuiifies 3 dunou Ao mathidousahadeulsl whld
whdudenuddlugumgifianyay wasuuneinaisasussde Jagtuleandunzandugiuuud anmsowuihuld
MNLUTUAFUATe “0589” 91nUTEM 038 Tisiguslsn $1a (MGR Online, 2017) wazhususdudde “Healthy
Berry” 1nlsanamsv1sy (Thakolsri Farm, 2022) wiinasdigusenaumslugsianisilernIuueiviiadanan e
aududesiinsuivaudiiduleaniudenaliudfubonuds waedslifnsfnsuissuiafediunanmananain
vosloanTuuzaing Afunguduiinvieailediiend Fanuddeiiniuan wu e Chimwiset (2023) Anwifios dadodidl
wasemsdinaulatonansusinguleansuialullvleansunaldl uasidunguiuslnawlye wuiReatuiy lsam et al
(2024) Anwluawiznguaululszina Sinanna fauldeindnsustlonnTungaitsanlazinig Social Lab KMITL
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whiAnwinguidmneimualy fe dnvieaiisvnsemafeziiumadunvieaiiedlulssmalne warlusunaniilonia
nandusiloAnduuzaing azgnaseonifiedadminglumsUssiva

1nfinanudisiu §asefadaruauladnviiededfinadenisdnaulad oleaniuuzirninenlives
dnvieaisrvnsani meldlasinis Social Lab an1dumelulanszaesndudrnammsaianssds (KMITL) i
mMslassissiuanuanudfyresdasediulszaunisnsaainiidnasenisinduladeleaniunsshainenldves
dnveadisrymdmdiiumadunveadielutssimelne wevhanudlangfinssunisdendendnsasilorniy
uzshiluvunvesnmavieaiivndsemsuas fausssu Inslamizugsiainonlidadunaliifisndnuaiuazdnonm
manInangs suazithlgnisadimnuddadediodumandssmelngluowan Snisdaduuumanilduns
a¥ulemanigsiauasifindaauannsalunsussiuvemdnfasloaniuuzsnainonld nanisiduilfazdutoys
Beuszdndfiannsaluldussneunisivuanagnsuaruuimanisddugsivesiavisgusunguinanuzaiis
AN fuanassdeu s1nenasdou Sminasiduns rudsddiduuumislumsianiuazusuugenanim
wanfurilornduuzishaenliliaonndestuaufosnmauazaruaanimesfuilnaluowianoguddusdely

ABnsine

UsEnsuasngunlegig

Usggnafilflunisidoaded 1un snademadidumadiunvieniismderindnendueglutszimdlnglutag
FENTLADUNIGURUADUNGBAAY W.A. 2567 smuJuﬂamL{]mmwaﬂ‘miﬂiamimmmﬂswmmwmmsmamlﬂmﬂam
AINa7 Lua&mﬂlumwmmuﬂivmﬂiml,uuau feurunanguitegnsanansasunldangnses Cochran (1977) 4
seiummdestiufesar 90 Farnmsdunlduianguiiedistusisiuau 68 au ogslsfinuiiaiuauindeie
yostoyanazannrunanedouiioraiiatuninnafununadeya §3ds3simunuianguiegiaimduduiu
Viedu 100 AL nsAmdeNnaNAieg19ldITNTdNLUULNZAY (Purposive Sampling) ﬂa'mhaijaé’faaLflumaﬁiN%ﬁﬁLau
madvisaiismiowiine dueglulssmalne Imsmm‘wummimusuamaiut.wmamwmmuﬂma iiloeinen
Luaﬂmmﬂuwwmmuﬂmamm‘unmmmLmumwmmLiJumuaummmaaww uanani §3seldutanguiaegie
ooy 2 nqudey dun dnvieaiivavnieils S1uau 50 au uazdnvieaiisaviglsy S1uau 50 au Tnglilfivua
Fosindudymivionniiuiidenifiuiy wielvaunsnd fandusesldesnafismenandulumunsevssaziaaii
uug lneddaiusunndeyalurdiseniafiounwsuiufoungening w.ea. 2567

n1ssusudeya

fAdelduvuaeuau iuedesdielumafununudeya Tasuuvasunuusesnidu 3 dw dwil 1 dadvdu
yARATEsIAIR TiuA e 91guay WWenA daufl 2 srumuddyresdadudinusraunanisnandiinadens
Fadulade wazdiudl 3 madadulade lnedud 2 uardaudl 3 SnvasuuuaeunduuuuIATIEILYTEINAT
(Rating Scale) 5 5¢fu MuLUUIBAASVaINa (Likert Scale) Tnefvuaseiuauiugas 5 sedu Aideadiduanuan
fiagnlumiesiian wuvasunuldriiunsrurunsvagoummisansaduion (Content Validity) Tnefidermgy 3
viru Tiun filsamgmediunsuimsgsia filvamngiunsiauinds st wasfidomnasunsiaunsnees
lousziliuanatinnuaennded (Index of Item Objective Congruency: 10C) 1@8quaaummsﬂummeﬁﬁmmxaﬂu
nsildlgiungudvane lneadvlianuaenadedia1sening 0.8-1.0

nsessvideya

nsilesideyavesnqudiede (1) doyadiuyanaiinszsilasnisuanuasanuiuaziosas (2) sefu
anuddyrestidudulszauminmsnanadifinadenisdindulatelinseilasaifdiadouardrudsnuumasgiu (3)
Hadviifinaenisinaulatoleandunzanshnenlsivesintenfiswmiinmeilasadinisanaesnan (Multiple
Regression Analysis: MRA)
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loAnsunzahuinenldvesinviesitearnd udadu 5 seau Tased
AzLUULAAY 4.21-5.00 ineds madndulade mm‘ﬁqm
ATUULLRAD 3.61-4.20 vaneds nsfnaulade win
ATUULLRAE 2.61-3.40 Maneds msdnaulede Ununans
AvuULRdY 1.81-2.60 v nssnaulede oo
AzLUULAAY 1.00-1.80 vineds masnAulade tosiian

Han1sAnIUaEITal
dayadiuynnavanguiiegi

210 Table 1 Hans@nudoyaiugiudiuyaraesinreaiisarsmniddnauladoloaniuuzinsinonld
Ael#lA59n13 Social Lab KMITL wui1 ngusegrafumanouniian (Fovas 52) IndiAssiumands (Gooay 48)
agviouliiuingAnssunisuslaandnsasiomisuasvomnuiionsvisaiindlilddinegiamemalamands dq
aonadeafuuAanginssufuilnadiunisviondoafissydn medidvdnadenisinauladolussdusin Weifteuiy
wsegsladulszaunsaluazauwlanlnaivesduen (Kotler et al,, 2021)

ludnuengy wudtngudiegrediulngjegluyiteny 15-28 U (Sesar 46) sosatunAayteny 29-42 U (Segay
38) uandlffiuhineafieandufofunas fovhnuneusudungudmnevinvessdnsustleanTuuzhainonld 4
W ududi ddnvarvesainuituas (modern local product) wagiiuuszaunisain1suslaa (experiential
consumption) nansAnuiaenadesiuauideres Cohen et al. (2014) finvindnviesiiiorTonuuanliaudidny
fugmsviesiudiiondnual annsoazvieusndnualvesuvaioniir uazinzdmiunmsulstiuussaunsalinude
Fsawooulatl luusunvesdsemalny aenadesiunis@nyives Phromnimit (2023) wuin fuilaafisnlduinnsiu
TemnFumdillounsdlfinuiiu Molto innflanfionny 21 - 30 U fevaz 42 sesasnie 31 - 40 U Fovay 30.4 muddy

uananil dndrutinvieafinnmiviedewasglsuiiviiiu Gesas 50 de 50) avtioufadnonimuoswansius
lomn3uugsirsimenlilugiuzAudinumsuussuidsaiassdfiannsaneuausssatouvestinvoaiisranuainans
Faussau nslawznsinaliiundeuiidusndnvalvessemalneniaundundnsasiuinnssy eaoandosiu
wARAN1SYIaTiBnda01ms (food tourism) Aid3emsTiesdudunumddasenisadrsnmdnualuasUsyaunisal
Msvieiien (United Nations World Tourism Organization, 2017)

Faifu nansAnwideyaiugiuduyanalundaissteduduin mswaundnsusTleanduuzaasinenld
meldlasans Social Lab KMITL msgatiunguiinvieailsrfomisanuas foraunousuanianaineidouasglsy
Tneufunsdeansfusndnual anuudanlul uagUszaunsainisuilne ilewiuadenisiaduladouasiiuyad-liiv
dudinuasinglutiunnisvieadiendeainsassdoadadiu
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Table 1 General information of the sample group

General information Number of people Percentage

Sex

Male 52 52.00

Female 48 48.00
Age

Under 15 Years old 3 3.00

15 - 28 Years old a6 46.00

29 - 42 Years old 38 38.00

43 - 56 Years old 6 6.00

More than 56 Years old 7 7.00
Asian countries 50 50.00
European countries 50 50.00

ssuaadRyrestladeduusraumamsnaaiinadensinauladeloaniuszirninenlfvesinvioa e

910 Table 2 s¥dunnuddyresdadeduUsraunanismainiidnadenisinauledeloaniuuzahainenld
yostintoadieasani wuiilunmsiweglussduinn feade 4.11 SdliFuhdutadossammimaadunum
dydenginssunisdaduladovesinveuiivassmnfiedudaau wansideiaenadestuuuiAnues Kotler and
Keller (2016) Bsszyinisimunnagnsaulszaumsnismaafivinsaumunsoadnuaasnszdunsinalade
vosjuilnaldognsiivszansnin lasiamgluuiunvesdudneomsiidenlsstulszaunisainsviendlen uanainis
denndosfunuideludszmdlneves Chulasilp (2018) Adlfiiuinandaeienmsosiuddnisusmssanisdau
Uszaunensnainognaminzay annsadinussgdlalunisieuasniaiuainsUssaunisaldumveadendeoimsld
RRANIVERRGRT

definsanlumedunuieglussduinnimualnedosdfudal funisdaaiunisve dundestus du
MAuaziuanuidndmine Taodidueds 4.03, 3.98, 3.92 way 3.86 AUAIFY

dleRansanusagdudiliniuddy 3 Suduusn wui

aunanfue ey dgyiusasfmdududunsn sesasnAeanuazaaniunissulsenu uasddu auddu

fusian WanuddgfusiaiinualimnyaudoSeudeutunaluiomandududuusn sesaan
51ANANNINEENAUUTIN LagTIAEANUMINEENTUAMAN ANNEINU HANISANY

Fuanuiidasiming Tienuddydusudunsndusemmnaidentefiazninauts w 9nene sesaunients
Jnosduiiidusadou uasanuiidanumean sudidy

frudnasunisve WanuddyiulusTluduansan wu diuanfiveiy viorewwoy sesaunfetnsayauudy
ilauanveasnsia uazniseenysuansdudilaeifedidliveassdu uaslavaniinagele suddy

Farans@nwimuimsduaiunisneiiaiedogge uandlifiuininvesfisinadlinuddyiuAanssy
daasunisve wu Tsluduanen vesuny Yasasauudy wagniseanyswieulvinnansdy sstloraieauain
tnvieadieaindszeznarsitalunisdadulede wariuwiliunevaussioduifiaisnmaiislusyosdy Ssaonndos
AulwIAnYes Belch and Belch (2021) ﬁizqdwmidaLeﬁmmwwﬁﬁw%wa‘ﬁmamwiamsﬁmﬁﬂa%@ﬁuﬁﬂmmmaz
in3osnalunguiuslaadidalifianudndseuususd vazideddy swidelulssmealneves Thongkhot, et al. (2016)
wuIfANTIUdLasuN1TIsLarnsiaueduAneluiuilidnswasgulidudAgsenisanduladenituleaniuues

o
o v o

fuilan Gaiefuduinnsduaiunsneduiadeddgisduuiunguslnavnlneuasinvieadeasiswna

aunaniue lauddgyiusavfiduduiunsn sesaundennuasmnlunssulseniu uazddu nuaey
Han1sAnwdanamagioulnnudnuaziBsUszamduda (sensory attributes) 1 usladAyvesnisuszifiugmain
dufemns Fsaenndesiunis@neiues Solomon (2020) fiszyinsavd dnwagmanienin uazansazanlunis

U3lan WWuladeundniidmuaanufianelasaznisdnduladevesduilan wenaniifiaenadosivnuidelulssmelne
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a a

94 Bhumsaidon et al. (2021) Fanuinqmuaiwdusasd & uasidedudavedloaniuuzaidnasoniseouiues
fuilaneiideddey agviouliifiuinniswanndedasflifaunmdssamdudadfdutadoddgidusedy
vipaiuLazsEAUaINa

fusian WanudAgfusiaiitnualimnsaudoieudeutusaluiomandududuusn sesmaun
idanumngauiulinnm wazsimdanumuizauiuaunn auanu kan1sanwuandbiiiuiifusiaalyld
Jutusasiian wilimnuddyiuaudualngsiy fsaenadesiuuuifnues Zeithaml (1988) ioSureiinsius
AuAwewuslaainanmsiieuiiisussuinadsiléfuasdidondsly luvhusadiondu vuidelulszmelne
\RenfungAnssuduilnaleandaleuin Sudsong (2020) wuianumsnzanvessAdleifisuiuguamidutaduddy
fidsuarensiadulade aseuliiduinfuslaavssmlneuasdnvioniioamemnilianuddysunisiuinuealy
anwgiRgIiy

Fuanuiidasiming Tienuddydusuiunsndusemmnsidentefiazninauts w 9nene sesaunients
FnFosduiiiiussdou wavanuiifinnumeny sudidu namsidedaonadestuuuafaves Kotler et al. (2017) 7
szyInanmwIndenvesiuiuazauazaanlunsdnidudiluesdusznevdidyvesUsraunisalfusiaaluuiun
nsvieafien vasiieiudiaenadasiuiuideluusewmalveves Thongkhot et al. (2016) Wusinsdasduduay
vssgmAvesiuinadensindulateresiusinnegnadifoddty

Table 2 The level of importance of marketing mix factors that affect the purchasing decision of foreign tourists

for Nam Dok Mai mango ice cream

Marketing mix factors Mean S.D. Level Rank
Product 3.98 0.46 High
Delicious taste 4.21 0.61 Very High 1
Beautiful colors 3.96 0.62 High 3
Convenience of eating 4.10 0.63 High 2
Packaging format 3.68 0.76 High 5
Standard certification 3.94 0.89 High 4
Price 3.92 0.49 High
Reasonable compared to the quality 393 0.56 High 3
Reasonable compared to the quantity 3.97 0.60 High 2
The product is reasonable for its appearance 3.79 0.80 High a4
Reasonable compared to the market 3.99 0.89 High 1
Place 3.86 0.44 High
Cleanliness of the sales area 3.84 0.66 High a4
Beauty of the sales area 391 0.65 High 3
Orderliness in product arrangement 4.03 0.58 High 2
Convenient purchasing at the sales area 4.05 0.56 High 1
Products are always available for sale 3.78 0.79 High 5
Diverse distribution channels 3.56 0.72 High 6
Promotion 4.03 0.45 High
Sales promotions, such as special discounts or gifts 4.30 0.61 Very High 1
Interesting advertisements 3.78 0.58 High 3
Loyalty card for redeeming prizes 4.24 0.73 Very High 2
Exhibition booth with samples available for tasting 3.78 0.80 Agree 3
Overall promotion 3.94 0.33 High

4.21-5.00 = very high, 3.41-4.20 = high, 2.61-3.40 = moderate, 1.81-2.60 = low, 1.00-1.80 = very low
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Hadeiifinadonisinduledeleaniuuzinuihnenldvasinvieadisairsinigldlasens Social lab KMITL

910 Table 3 namsinssidadeiifinasenisinauladeleaniuuziinihnenldvesinviesiieaimidnels
TA33n13 Social Lab KMITL wuih 9induusBaseiionua 7 fauds fiiies o1y uaz 11an whiuiifadensdndulade
loan3uuzaainenliegadvoddynieada Tnoaunsaesureanuulsusiuresnisinduladeladosas 21.70
(R2 = 0.217) Asfiodreglussiutunansdmiumsidedunginssuduilna WesrnwgAnssunisdedirnududouuay
IgsuBvsnanntadevanedade (Hair et al, 2019) drufudsduq liun ma dywd ndndut anufidndmine uas
nsdaasumsve ldiinasonisinaulagelennsuuzirninenldveninendisarawinialgdlasens social Lab
KMITL (P > 0.05)

nansiTenuimanduladefiisnswaasaadenisinaulade (B = 0.450, P < .01) waziAnuduiusiBeuan

LVANRE ]
o v o

wansbiiiuininviesiiesisnalinnudAgiusavedesnsuuzdinhnenliilusgrann lnsamenissuitmny
WizaukarANUANALTsIUSsUgUAUAMA NLATIIAEUATTUYIDINAIA KANTISANYIAINE1IHEAASDINULLIARYDS
Zeithaml (1988) fie3uneinnisanduladevesiuilaninainnisusediy “aua17su3” (perceived value) Faduna

IINMAUTUTIEUTENINEN IAsUAUAUUNAedng uannlldsaenaaediuaidevas Kotler and Keller (2016) 713

v o

Maenduosdusznovresdnlsraumamanaindiddvinalaeassienisindulate Tnsamzlunsdauddunsde
wuuliaukuamth (impulse purchase) 1y awnswazvesmuluwnawiosiien

dlofinnsanluvsunvesUssmdlne nansisunsiiaonndssiunsinuives Sudsong (2020) FanuinAy
wanganvesrad eifisutuguamButaduddgiidmwasionisdnduladelomniulenmnvesfuslna uonaini
Thongkhot, et al. (2016) Ssszyirmaiiaenadastumsiuinmuavesiuilnaiinadonindendedudloaniuesiad
Hoddymaadd wensisewaitedusuhmaduliafendnddunguiuilaeslnewastnviea e

Turnisieatu wansidenuin ongfamudiiudideauiunisdadulade (B = -0.189, P < 0.05) nngarm
dnvieadlearanaifiengosiiuuliudndulateloaniuugsinihnenliinniinveaiisriifiotyguin wan1sinw
Fnanaeandeaiuuudndungdnssuguilnares Solomon (2020) Fsesueinnguiuslnaengesiiuulindaiy
Uszaunisallnd Juweunsvaassdudilv uasnouaussdenandnsiemsiifiendnuaiuazamdnvalifaszaunisol
(experiential consumption) anndnguguslaae1guIn

Table 3 Factors affecting foreign tourists’ purchase decisions for Nam Dok Mai mango ice cream under the
KMITL Social Lab Project

Unstandardized Standardized
No. Variables Coefficients Coefficients t P-value
b Std. Error Beta
1 Sex(Xy -0.199 0.168 -0.133 -1.186 0.239
2 Age (Xyp) -0.185 0.093 -0.189 -1.985 0.050*
3 Ethnicity (X5) -0.013 0.177 -0.007 -0.075 0.940
4 Product (Xg) 0.181 0.206 0.093 0.877 0.383
5 Price (Xy) 0.823 0.199 0.450 4.131 0.000**
6  Place (Xy) -0.120 0.227 -0.059 -0.528 0.599
7 Promotion (X;) -0.394 0.228 -0.199 -1.730 0.087
Constant 2.568 1.033 - 2.485 0.015

R = .465, R?= 217, SE.4= .81523, F = 3.632
*, Statistically significant at the 0.05 level
**_Statistically significant at the 0.01 level
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Effect of Container and Substrate Types on Growth, Yield and Fruit Quality of the
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UNANED
miAfoadsdiiinguszasdifiofnunavessiinnsurUgnuassiaaguandenisasyduln nandn uazamn
nandnvoasaeuluszuugnuuulildfunielulsadounanaiin fumaeuazldfuiuarasasanesmomsdiesyuut
LUUMEA MeuRuMITAaesLUULAnaidaluduauysal Inedidell Jade A Ao nuzdgn 2 wiie 1éud nsznremanadin
a1 uazgananadnaudun Jady B Ae Tanuan 6 qns Jeusznoudetanugnudafie 3 via liun youznin
U181 waznunend1du saivdunantanUan 2 silaludnsidiu 50:50 $1uau 3 @ns inmsveaeaduszeziaa
11 dai IneAnwin1siasqiiuln nandn wazaunmrandaveuuasulussuudgnuuulildiu nanimaasanui
awuzUgnulingenanadnanuduidessaliiuaouivhniineg Wusevissa amnuuuniile uasuTuumesudsfmunii
avaeld (Brix) gendinszanawanafindsnodeilduddmisaia (P<0.05) dunavesiagugn wulnsliyeuznin
100% wazquuzninagel1du 50:50% Wliuaeuiiniaiauiulauag gAmAMHaNARRTIan Tialudutnineg A
muile wasUiinavewdaiuniiazasld LEJEJ‘WR]’]'}TEU’]N@‘U@ﬂﬂjﬁ]ﬁ]EJi?iJ‘W‘UT]ﬂ”Iﬂ‘UMWﬂWﬂG]ﬂﬁ’]ua%’ni’mﬂU’Jﬁfﬂ
UgnyaugninngeUidn 50:509% liAnAugeiy duseuissa wasUSinavedaiomniiazaeldgegn fanuzan
dmsunsudnasulussuuugnuuulaildau
AdnAty: Nvuzdan Januan waeu nsdanitelagldldeiu

Abstract

This research aimed to investigate the consequences of container and substrate types on the growth,
yield, and quality of muskmelon in a soilless cultivation system under a plastic greenhouse. The melon plants
were supplied with water and nutrient solutions through a drip irrigation system. The experiment was arranged
in a factorial in completely randomized design. Factor A has two types of containers: black plastic pots and
white woven plastic bags. Factor B, six substrate formulations were tested. Three treatments were pure
materials: cocopeat, oil palm peat, and chopped coconut husk. The three binary mixture, each combining two
substrates in a 50:50 ratio. The experiment was conducted over a period of 11 weeks, evaluating the growth
and yield performance of muskmelon in the soilless culture. The results showed that the use of white woven
plastic bags as containers significantly improved fruit weight, fruit circumference, flesh thickness, and total
soluble solids (°Brix) of the muskmelon compared to black plastic pots (P<0.05). Regarding substrates, 100%
cocopeat and the 50:50 cocopeat-oil palm peat mixture produced the best results in terms of plant growth and
fruit quality, including higher fruit weight, flesh thickness, and total soluble solids. Considering the interaction
effects, the combination of white woven plastic bags and the 50:50 cocopeat-oil palm peat mixture resulted in
the highest plant height, fruit circumference, and total soluble solids content, indicating that this combination
is most suitable for muskmelon production soilless culture.

Keywords: container, substrates, muskmelon, soilless culture

fauivinunsenans angwalulagnisinuns unIne1dessdgsilnnssdl 2.9unys 2200
! Department of Agriculture, Faculty of Agricultural Technology, Rambhai Barni Rajabhat University, Chanthaburi 22000
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A"

wasuidedngmansin Cucumis melo L. ogllursd Cucurbitaceae Wuitwmszgaidsatufuuasing wasy
Junaldiifaruddgludamsilunaisusene iszdsamfivin nduney (Vilanueva-Suarez et al., 2004) uay
Fudunalsfifiunualsiiugaiign Tassreneazdsuumualsiuliduinfiue (Charlotte, 2007) Famasuiithun
Ugnluvsznalngldiunisusuluasdndeniusungdugnluanou uaziinsgnluvssmalneannduny
aufosnisvesguilae uenaniwaeudufisilvinaneuunumansugiareudiegs Ssdieugnlussuulsadou B
annsnUgnlufiufulaenss uievgnlunisusign (Damrongrak, 2020) udluvisauanmutiygmvedlsasiniiniian
AufwilfAnademe funananrienandnanas danisdenlinuuglgnimiuiagugnlussuuugnlalifivazeie
uidgmiFedlsasiniin A waganusarIuANANINLIRdBNUT A INTY warRivanansagaldsinetvnsldosiad
UszAvBan Jeazdsnasonandniazannmuasiild (Nuntagi, 2017) szuvdgnlutanugn (Substrate culture)
nsugniiadredunsugnlufuinniian YanugnasshmihilisnBainienesdrdunuianaiunnuiu uassnerms
iielvsngeld nmsidenianuandosiisfsnaandimanisnin maedl wagmedinmdie Uitsatta, 2019) luszuy
nsUgnlufagugnasndussuuiifinsliminuuimen Wunslidhiiussudaiussansam (Thongket, 2004) T iani
tanldasiinuantidlisafuarguindledenihanfisansansyaeslévilutanuan lalflansfidufusefie livh
UfATenfuasararssne s wasn1vusdiliugn liduundsasanvendolsruazuuas uardsannsomdalsnuay
usadls (Phatanasthetphong, 1991) nMvuzUgniduiadeiiddyedrmilslunsugniivnsdonldnivuzugningau
\dudeddny iesnnifeadesiuanimuesiagugniieg nelu Jeduiusiunisniydvlauaznisviminivessin
(Gabriele et al, 2010) AvuzUgniidenld ldun nszansfiuten nszaraedeuiesiiin nszanananadn ganaiadn
gananafinau wazgdlodunseit fausazsieddeunniafuluiunuandivesingfiviithundn vuia 3Use d uas
9101 FedawasiensiaTgiulavesiivld drutagidoulflunisugn 1éun lofiu meflav wasiinuea 1Hudu Feseime
InedsaindrianansiaUsema S51auna Uitsatta and Rasamee, 2018) 3sfinsmaasuianfivliluyszindlne
18w qeundy geuznin wasnmunendndu wethanldveunutagiidesindrandsssma Wutagiifinsssuie
uazoneldd uazdisaign diununnassaiaiingusrasdiiieAnuAnuasusugnuasaiavesianugnitdsnasie
nsasyiAule sandn wasnunmnandavesuasuluszuuUgnitlaglaldiu ilerfiununmnandn

ABnsAne

NURNUNITNAABILUY Factorial in Completely Randomized Design 91uau 2 U9y As Uady A A A1vUe
Ugn laud nszaenaradinden uazgananainaiudvnd uazlade B Ae viladanugn laun Yeuzniny 100% yeurey
100% nUsEniIdy 100% YourninauUtdu 50:50% Yuuyni1MUNENIIIEU 50:50% uaznuuzninaduyy
Und 50:50% Yu1A 2X6 N33138 S 5 91 dudunsveaesiinamaluladnisinas aningrdesvigslamesd
Tuieudsmautianaian we. 2567 aglulsaSounatafinuun 6x12x3.5 Was aanyaenalainaqulsuseuiinag
w1 200 Tunseu sudhaeeilifsiuuasimiilunistostuuasdnsivfiazidniianefiv suinatng 32 an vl
Iifunasesvasinanenasnnisvaans
nsnseNianUgnuazn1snseNAunNgan

vhmswioudasugnlnenisihiasleunduildannurdunsianuanuanlviuis wasiludiesesdugosluls
TfaziBonteuinluugi (Figure 1) uasthyougnim nuend1ndu uasgeUrdumudtiifialy 24 Falus arnifumiivis
Tnevhauuuiduianan 3 ads desngeuzninn nungnddu uasgeurduiaisunuiiu egduauan deazaet
wnaeidunsaunuiinddimad Wevhuisertueadelesou naneifundediliazats dudu deldYagugnites
wdosvnisudinneuld ieviliisliiinenisvasinuaaden wasiinennislulug Tnglwiian £C liiiu 0.20
mS/cm waze pH aglutag 5.50-6.50 outhianuldifielimnyausoninaiauivln vdsniutsaudu uazily
Tdnwuzugnu3ums 6 ans/nmauzUgn munnun1snaass nswssudundwasuiugniwin 1 778 Taetudn ug
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g 2 Falus Mnduinnzaslunseaiivy M9l 24 Talas ndnsnisusen Wvihnsgheadudielgnlaeldiinuea
Jutanuan inssailifinueaiinnudunemng liuazauiuly

q

Figure 1 Preparation of palm peat from oil palm leaf sheaths for use as a growing substrate.

Wnsnaaas

thdundiiifluas 2-3 Tu vioony 14 Tu drevgnasnsurlgn Usenouse nszanawanainds aunm 20 i
wazqawaaRnaTudu1 wun 20 19 gl Tangeusni 100%, eUnda 100%, n1uNgni1IdY 100%, Yeugniia:
Yo UEN 50:50%, YEUENTILNIUNENINIEU 50:50% wazn1uueni1adu:yeUnsu 50:50% Auuwnunsnaaes (Figure 2)
ilurdliszazdgnsendnaunn 50 lwufms svogsevinedu 40 wufuns andulnidmenuuia 8 Gns/dalu
$ru2 s/muurlgn Teeduiaouarldfumsaraesgemsiiden EC Tutag 1.8-3.4 mS/cm Tngen EC finduidos
1 anunssaiulavesiuaeu (nelasueiy 15 Ju EC 1.8 mS/cm, 818 30 $u EC 2.6 mS/cm, 918 45 Ju EC 2.8
mS/cmeng 60 u EC 3.0 mS/cm uagany 75 $u EC 3.4 mS/cm) uag pH 5.5-6.5 lagldiaiosianainiugunista-idn
Feaziunainisli aunsesydvlnvesiia n1slidi 8 adyfu Tnelindeay 60 Suril/ade Wowasuiluase
sz 57 Tu vihénadteliduides lusswirtsugninstaudsiewuiiindusdedl 1 Geodt o uasdedl 10-14 Fuly
il ina Tnsaznamnaslugaanat 06.00-10.00 u. yn 4 Tu sund1asiana 3 gn/su denaflvuindushgudnats 40
fioduns fazdenliifiosiuey 1 wa Mnifwhnsdagesluded 27 Welitumasunganiasydvlamdlunasieg
pnsluimumamaou dewfuiier 18an agynmssmnisliiduduuasy uagvhnafufsmamaeundssa
nasnnsianayszaa 45 Ju lngduduiuiuvdamasnas daansdy (Figure 3) vianstuiindeyann o duam

Figure 2 Muskmelon seedlings transplanted into various growing media and container types.

N1SN3BNAITALANUSINDINT

NSWsENANTaLAIE5 I MTgATINABY (NTUTUNTY NutriCal V1.7T) (Nuntagij, 2014) fifianadudu 200
w1 U311ms 20 @ns 69 A Usenausie CalNOs), = 4.44 Alansu way Fe-EDTA = 19.00 nsu d@uds B Uszneumiy
KNO, = 2.87 Alan3u, KH,PO, = 0.13 Alan3y, (NH,),PO, = 0.46 Alansy, MgSO, = 1.20 Alansy, ZnSO, = 4.75 n3y,
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CuSO, = 0.51 nU, MnSO, = 7.10 N34, H;BO; = 5.08 N3u Waz (NH-¢Mo,0,, = 0.34 N1 wdntuthansazatean
&1 A upe B wwanfuludeiithinog 200 803 WedormsarmenowhlUlilianududumuitmuely Tnevsuns
yosasazaedesiouiniy auldszdurinisthlnih (EC) vesmsaraes1neims 1.8-3.4 mS/cm lagen EC 11ndu
ey q sumsisyiulavesiuwasulagldindosinanisiiliii Electrical Conductivity Meter up3easinaanu
Wuduvesansazaney wazusuen pH 5.50-6.50 agldnsalunsnauidudu 10 wWesidud Tlunsusuan pH vesansavane
smomsliiadosinen pH Meter iuaiesindranuidunsa-a

N\

Figure 3 Muskmelon fruit at 45 days after pollination.

nsiiuuasinzidaya

nstufindeyaniaiadauiivle nandn uazamninnandn fail funinaipiulnarinnugeiu (asaan
druvesdduiiogmiletaguanisuatssen) auniialy (wudiues) (Faanluil 3 Tnsanundisly Yaandrudining
figavadluannveulufweuludnsunis uazarwenly wudwng) Yeandulauludaaislu) dnnudely
(3esianaslsilad (SPAD)) (Tnannludl 3 Tneta 3 gaveslunaziadedndumudoly) lnsafutoyanisiadyiule
yn  dUnsi dantinguan uazthwiinduuis (nudedu) Taefuiamsdumidefundauimin uasdunandnuas
AN WHARE Teuinutinug (nFuslena) Yaduseurssa (wuiiuns) Yannavunie (aduns) uarUiumvsauds
Hanunfiazansld (°Brix) 1diaToein Brix refractometer Tneifudayaluduaigaving uasideyauiiasizsini
LLiJiUﬂwU’eN“iTaiga (Analysis of variance; ANOVA) waziUSeunisuAaden1u3s Duncan’ new multiple range test
(DMRT) sglusunsudniagy (Sirichai Statistics ver.7.0 )

Han1sAnUaEITal

QUERERIET

MnmaFeudisusiinnsusUgnaenisugnuaeuluszuuldldfu Weduaanisvaass wudrluduaugs
yosdu arundaly auely anudenlu diviinasdu wasihutinuiaussuiivgalussuulaldau ldda
upnenaiy  eadia (P>0.05) (Table 1 uay Table 2)

duiinvesiantgniidwmaenisaiydvlndenisugnuaeuluszuulildfu eAuanmanaass Fumasud
¥ fanUgnysuznineuidu 50:50% fanugeesdiduiianedsanniian winfu 215.25 wuluas wayaugaweda
duiieedstiosiian Ao yourdu 100% Wiidu 199.41 wufluas WelFeufeunsadd wud1 avmuan1siuoeisd
tfodAmeadin (P<0.05) (Table 1) Fadenndosiuandnumsvostaguanit 2 wiin nanfe gousnindienuaunsn
Tunsduiuazsnensldd luvasiivenrduilassadeiluse deiunsssusenidlusinunn dwalidusaeu
annsanigdulaldogiavinzan aenandesfunuues Resh (2013) nanin maidenliianugniifaugassvinanisdy
ihuagmsszusemaansadfiudsyansnmlunsiesyivinvesisluszuudgnuuulldauld dadhainansdud
UgnleeldTanmuuznin 100% Suwiinanduiidiadenniig wihdu 399.25 n¥u uaznuuewiIdueUEY 50:50%
fiaedetiosiign windu 248.00 n3u WewSsuiiumeadi wuindienuuanssiueg el doddymisada (P<0.05)
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(Table 2) Fsaonndasiunmautifvesgeusninifanuasalumaiuiniuazsnemsldd wasdsllassadied
wngaNson1BAINIzYeTIn dsaliivanunsanIadulaldd (Abad et al, 2001) Fougintinuiau wuinuaeud
Ugnlufangensndn 100% Siwidnanduidnadeuniian wiidy 74.45 ndu westminanduiidaidetosiian Ao
n1sld3anugni Usznaudie nuneni1adueundy 50:50% windu 53.29 ndy lewTeuifisunieada wudn 4
AMULANANAURYliTYEAYNISERaA (P<0.05) (Table 2) waznuitanuniisly aruenlu wazanulsilureaiasy
fugnluszuulildiu wuiilddanuuansafumeada (P>0.05) (Table 1)

dofinnsandvnasaussninetladuauuzlgn uazviavesianUgnildmarenmgeuesddueasuiiugn
Tussvulalldau WeAuannisvanes wuiuseuiivgnlngldnmarafnauduilutaguousninmeundy 50:50% &
Aadginniign wiidy 220.16 wuRns uazmugesdiulidndutesiian fo gmatafinauduniildniuugnin
U 100% Wiru 191.83 wufiwns WewSsuiieuneadd wulr Sanuwandnsiusgrefidoddamneada (P<0.05)
(Table 1) wuinmasuiivgnlngldnszansmanaindd-lutaguouznin 100% fminanduiidadsuniiga wity
417.00 n¥u/fu wazdvinanduiidadotosfian Ao waouiugnineldnszarnanadndslutagenzniin;
AUNENEIEU 50:50% Wity 296.50 n3u/du ilelFeuifisuniaada wudn danuuandstuegnediteddynieada
(P<0.05) (Table 2) wagnuiiaruniidly aruely enuderly wasdmdnduuisiuresuaouiiugnluszuulildu
wudldinnuuaneeiun1eada (P>0.05) (Table 1 wag Table 2)
NANAALATAMANW

nmailieudivumausUgniidmarenaninuazamunmusuaeuiivgnlussuulalléfu WeAugansvaaes
Tuduaaames wuihainuavesuaeuiivgnlugmanafnaiudu i ninuaienadsuniian winfu 1033.72
n¥u uavihninuadidindsdesiianfo nseniawanafindsn wiitu 936.08 n¥u WewSuifisunisadn wudn e
wanAfueesfifeddym1eada (P<0.05) drudusevisamasuiiugnlngldgematainaiudvndidnadsuniian
Wiy 34.81 lwuRing uazfidededesiian Ao wasufivgnlaglinszorawanainds windy 31.65 UL e
Wisuiieunaadd wudn danuunndeiusgieived1Agveada (P<0.05) (Table 3) LLawaaum’]meuaLmau
W‘imLmaaumﬂaﬂiﬂeﬂ%mwmamﬂmuammmwwmmaumLaastmnam windu 33.02 fladwns uaziidedeten
wqmﬂa L@Jaawﬂqﬂimahmizma‘wmamﬂam Wiy 30.08 Taduns WowSsuiioumaaia wudl Sanuuandneiy
ogeitfoddymaaiin (P<0.05) (Table 3) uazrUTunmesudsimuaiiazansldvomamaou wuinuasuiivgnlngld
pmanafnaudsmivTinunewdewiomniiosans|dfanaiogean Wity 13.45 °Brix uazenadetosiigaie nsvnns
wanaRnden Wiy 13.01 “Brix WieFsuifisunmeadn wuin Sanuwananatuegaifuddymieadn (P<0.05) (Table
3) Damrongrak (2020) lésenuimwuzgniisidmasinmsazangampiganinnivusUgniduduilifviivgnes
\Winnsazaugungiseus vshusnivdmalinsearmaaindmiunlisganiuainuseulauinnigamaiadinaud
911 FeemdmaligamailutanUgnauiuly sunssnusemahauwesszuusin wasnsgeduinfusine s deual
nsasaiulnvemakavaraumindesas

dutanugniidssaronandnuazamnmusasaeuiiugnluszuuldléiu Weduaanimaaes Tudunmamea
wuimhniinaavesuaouiignluiifangensninn 100% faadeinniian wiriu 1,160.33 n¥u uardrunguiliiiiniin
wafiAiad otiesiian Aeluasuiiugnluanyeuidy 100% windu 349.75 nfu eluSsuiiounisadd wudn &
AnuuAnssiuegafidudAameada (P<0.05) (Table 2) dutdusauisna wudrianyeusnin 100% fiAedesn
fige Wity 40.21 n¥u wazlfosiign Ae wasuiiugnlngléanyeurdu 100% waznuuzniduaeUdy 50:50%
WU 29.46 way 29.46 WwURWAS MUERU WelUSeuisuneadn nudn Sauwendnsiuenaivedfynisads
(P<0.05) (Table 3) wuinaumunisvesuasuiivgninslifanueusning 100% darmmunieddnadsuinian
Wity 33.50 fadlns uazilaadoiian Ae wasuiignlagldTanyeuidu 100% Wity 28.67 fadung ieiouiiiey
NNENA WU danuuanaenuegslidediAgnieaia (P<0.05) (Table 3) wazUSinaweudinuniiazansldve
aou wuiwaouiugningldyengnirugeundy 50:50% fUsmnameaudsimuniiazansldlidnaiogean iy 15.08
°Brix wazilriadstioniign Ao wasuiiugnlaslitagueundu 100% wagnuuwdduyeUndu 50:50% wirdu 11.21
way 11.17 °Brix auasu dieseufisunieadd wuin denuwandisiusgrefitoddagnieads (P<0.05) (Table 3)
wandliiiuinanugneiindannsadamadenisaiymddunardsnaienisasanasemslunamaouldd dae
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wznindlassasieluss ssuiuavenmaldauazdianunsaguiilivangay vilvssuusinlasunieendiauiasil
PUNAUNT AUATUN1IAATINDMITOEHUTEANTAN) (Nuntagij, 2017) Beaenndasiiu Sharma et al. (2024) lasga1u
TANNLINFOUUTIUTINAMNIEAaNTIBRNUTEANS NN THUATIR LAY waznsazauaislulawmsnlunalanvy

Table 1 Effects of container and substrate types on plant height, leaf width, leaf length, and leaf greenness of

muskmelon soilless culture at 11 weeks after planting

Treatments Plant height Leaf width Leaf length Leaf
(cm) (cm) (cm) greenness
(SPAD unit)
Planting containers (A)

Black plastic pot (P) 207.83 19.44 14.17 35.4
white woven plastic bag (W) 205.81 19.39 14.67 35.52

F-test ns ns ns ns

Substrates (B)

cocopeat 100% (C) 213.58%° 19.42 14.42 35.13
oil palm peat 100% (P) 199.41° 19.98 14.17 35.90
chopped coconut husk 100% (H) 205.41°* 19.33 14.25 35.39
cocopeat: oil palm peat 50:50% (CP) 215.25° 19.00 14.58 35.02
cocopeat: chopped coconut husk 50:50% (CH) 204.50% 19.42 14.42 35.46
chopped coconut husk: oil palm peat 50:50% (HP) 202.75" 19.75 14.67 35.76

F-test * ns ns ns

(AxB)

PxC 217.16% 18.83 14.17 35.23
PxP 200.33¢ 19.83 13.67 36.80
P x H 219.00° 20.33 14.17 35.70
PxCP 210.33° 18.56 14.83 34.92
PxCH 199.00% 19.33 13.67 35.40
P x HP 201.16™% 19.83 14.50 36.17
W x C 210.00° 20.00 14.67 35.02
W x P 198.50% 19.33 14.67 35.00
W xH 191.83° 18.33 14.33 35.08
W x CP 202.16° 19.50 14.33 35.13
W x CH 210.00° 19.50 15.17 35.52
W x HP 204.33°°<°° 19.67 14.83 35.35

F-test * ns ns ns
CV.% 6.54 10.63 8.75 3.68

" Non -significant * Significant at (P<0.05)

X Different letters within a column indicate significant difference at (P<0.05) by Duncan' s new multiple range test

waziilefiarsandvinadanszninetadunwurgnuasviinvesianugndenandnuaznuninuesasuiiugnly
szuulildfu eduannisvanes nudndusevasmavenuasuiivgnlugawarafnaudylngldyeusndgeuid
50:50% fidusouwaiandanniign Wiy 41.67 wagiidadedesiianie wasuiiugnlunszarmanafindslagly
MuNEWSIAU:gEUNdL 50:50% Wity 28.67 wuRiues WellSeuifieumaadia wuin fanuunnsiisiuegrediodidny
M9afR (P<0.05) (Table 3) (Figure 3) Avmmunievasuasy wuiuasuiiugnlngldganarainarudvnlagldtan
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Yeuzn$12:eU1dN 50:50% Jusunavesudaimuafazarsladaiedegean indu 16.00 °Brix uasdeefian fe
ganaafnaiudvnanlageunday 100% windu 10.75 %brix WealUSeuisuni19ads wudn danuuanaieiuegned

WodAyn19adial (P<0.05) (Table 3) Lil8931NQINaA@RNAUEVIYILAT AN INUINGBUTINTINLZAUNINTY LAY

mMsssuetazeInAlan anAuSouazay wazthelisnasyladui dwalinisindeudteaisemswaziieingn
ludamalivseaninmastiu uenainil msldtanuannausening YuugninuavyeUrduludng 50:50% 9193831

ANUANAATENINNTENLIMAZNTIEVIERINA i nldiaaueienaniiunioenadesiiuly Fuduiady

daglunsazauvssudsazarglunaiivimasu (Sambo et al. 2019) wagnuindmdnua wagAurULdlovs Ao
WU lddanuansnaiunieedia (P>0.05) (Table 2 wag Table 3)

Table 2 Effects of container and substrate types on fresh plant weight, dry plant weight, and fruit weight of

muskmelon soilless culture at 11 weeks after planting

Treatments Fresh plant Dry plant weight  Fruit weight
weight (g/plant) (g/plant) (g/fruit)
Planting containers (A)
Black plastic pot (P) 311.97 59.16 936.08"
white woven plastic bag (W) 313.56 61.52 1033.72°
F-test ns ns *
Substrates (B)
cocopeat 100% (C) 399.25° 74.45° 1160.33°
oil palm peat 100% (P) 259.00¢ 58.38" 349.75%
chopped coconut husk 100% (H) 274.16° 59.61° 961.42°
cocopeat: oil palm peat 50:50% (CP) 366.58% 60.45° 1115.38%
cocopeat: chopped coconut husk 50:50% (CH) 329.58° 55.83° 1006.50°
chopped coconut husk: oil palm peat 50:50% (HP) 2438.00° 53.29° 815.83°
F-test * * *
(A xB)
PxC 417.00° 75.19 1111.50
PxP 243.83% 59.55 827.33
PxH 292.83¢ 58.87 900.17
P x CP 352.67° 60.14 1004.67
P x CH 296.00° 50.35 972.17
P x HP 269.50 50.84 800.67
W x C 381.50°° 73.71 1209.17
W x P 27417 57.22 872.17
W x H 255.50% 60.35 1022.67
W x CP 380.50°° 60.76 1226.50
W x CH 363.17%° 61.32 1040.83
W x HP 226.50° 55.75 831.00
F-test * ns ns
CV.% 14.67 17.73 14.28
" Non -significant * Significant at (P<0.05)

X Different letters within a column indicate significant difference at (P<0.05) by Duncan' s new multiple range test
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Table 3 Effects of container and substrate types on fruit circumference, flesh thickness, and total soluble

solid of muskmelon soilless culture at 11 weeks after planting

Treatments Fruit circumference Flesh thickness Total soluble

(cm) (mm) solid (°Brix)

Planting containers (A)

Black plastic pot (P) 31.65° 30.08° 13.01°
white woven plastic bag (W) 34.81° 33.02° 13.45°
F-test * * *
Substrates (B)
cocopeat 100% (C) 40.21° 33.50° 14.92%°
oil palm peat 100% (P) 29.46° 28.67° 11.21¢
chopped coconut husk 100% (H) 30.77° 33.08° 14.42°
cocopeat: oil palm peat 50:50% (CP) 36.50° 32.75° 15.08°
cocopeat: chopped coconut husk 50:50% (CH) 33.00° 30.75%° 12.63°
chopped coconut husk: oil palm peat 50:50% (HP) 29.46° 30.58%° 11.17°
F-test * * *
(A x B)
PxC 40.00° 34.00 14.50°
PxP 29.17" 27.33 11.67
P x H 29.92°% 30.83 14.33°
P xCP 31.33¢ 28.83 14.17°
P x CH 30.83% 29.50 12.58°
P x HP 28.67° 30.00 10.83¢
W x C 40.42%° 33.00 15.33%
W x P 29.75%¢ 30.00 10.75¢
W x H 31.62° 35.33 14.50°
W x CP 41.67° 36.67 16.00°
W x CH 35.17° 32.00 12.67°
W x HP 30.25% 31.17 11.50
F-test * ns *
CV.% 3.27 10.99 5.81
" Non -significant * Significant at (P<0.05)

X Different letters within a column indicate significant difference at (P<0.05) by Duncan' s new multiple range test
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Figure 4 Comparison of container and substrates types on muskmelon yield in soilless culture. (PxC) Black
plastic pots filled with cocopeat 100%, (PxP) Black plastic pots filled with Oil palm peat 100%, (PxH) Black plastic
pots filled with chopped coconut husk 100%, (PxCP) Black plastic pots filled with cocopeat:oil palm peat
50:50%, (PxCH) Black plastic pots filled with cocopeat: chopped coconut husk 50:50%, (PxHP) Black plastic pots
filled with chopped coconut husk:oil palm peat 50:50%, (WxC) White woven plastic bag filled with cocopeat
100%, (WxP) White woven plastic bag filled with oil palm peat 100%, (WxH) White woven plastic bag filled with
chopped coconut husk 100%, (WxCP) White woven plastic bag filled with cocopeat:oil palm peat 50:50%,
(WxCH) White woven plastic bag filled with cocopeat: chopped coconut husk 50:50%, and (WxHP) White woven
plastic bag filled with chopped coconut husk:oil palm peat 50:50%

=
aguranITANEN
i ! !

nsugnduuasuluszuuUgnlildau wudnsusdgnildgmanainanudunidmaliiuasuiivuindaiuinlng
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& a 2 I A 2, | AW o W aa =3 < wa

aou (AnuvwLile uasUsamewdmismuaiiavaisle) sgdiduddgvieada (P<0.05) Madloralunaananaud?
P94 YeugnInTaansndulikazs1nemnsliansniuyeUdunilasiaiiduse frelinnsseuigeimauinnsniy

a a

wazdninatiuvesdadenuiuuasudiaiyidvlauaznandniigads nsldnanarainaudvnisiuiuianugnye

I3 = 9 v v % a 2 & A v A D]
W31 YeUIaN 50:50% %ﬂ‘wmmqmu WIUTBUNKR LLaxiJimm‘UmLL‘qummwazmsﬂ,mqwqm wanalviiudny
winzanveIMsNaunauTanUanifiauan Uilasuduneldnivuglgniissungenidlas

6 : 7
nauselevuniudou
Hideuveysenmaiunanuilifnaysslovivivdeu

AnAnIsUUTENA
YOUDUAMTOIANANTIANSE BNSums dunia AnsaunliauInwianug wugd wasdeduurlunismaaes uay
YevauAManYuITeLazimL unAnedesvdgstnnssd lunisaduayumuide newwide Yssdrlauussunn
2567

AsaUs U TUNTIRYUUNAMNVD LTI

v

AVIUAATISY BRNLUUNINAGRY MSUJURNMTITe nudeya Inseideyauazieuiuat: unms Indasns.
fidusulunsuiin1side udeya : fina youiasmi, unmssa niumie.
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Effect of Artocarpus lakoocha Heartwood Powder Supplementation on Growth
Performance, Anti-Inflammatory and Stress-Reducing Responses
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unAnge
ﬂWﬁ%’aﬁjﬁi’mqﬂizaaﬁLﬁaﬁﬂmmaﬁuaaﬂmﬁ%mmLm'ummm (Artocarpus lakoocha heartwood powder) &4
fodruduluresidu luemslignuauiiudiosianuansalunisdiunisdniau nisanauaion uay
UssAnBnmnisiaaivln Tneldnsmaassuuuduauysal (CRD) uldgnuasiuiiies wsnifinda 70 Fu S1uduionun
400 ¢ wiafiu 4 nquneaesndu ar 4 919 ax 25 @1 lasiinguaduau uasnguillalunsuiutsmaiisedu 0.2%
0.4% way 0.6% mamsﬁﬂmwudwmsm%mmLLfiuaJummﬁiuﬁ’u 0.4% uaw 0.6% fnafousumesinulei 0-a
daiianas ot il dymieadi (p<0.05) uslaifiuasia hwiindiade dnnmaaiafiuladeTu uasUssivsnm
n1swaBue WIS (p>0.05) Fusadamuiaion uay MITNAY NUTINMILATIRILAU WATTERU 0.2% 0.4% Ay
0.6% finaseszAunesalaaimelsufisnadluiden uasfisedu 0.2% wui1 Heterophil e Lymphocyte (h/1 ratio) 11
fign egnailifuddymnaada (p<0.05) Metumaedursunuuzmalussdu 0.2% aunsatisanauadoslulignuas
fudledld Inelsidsmansznudeaussaurninasydulauasamnimmandn dsddnsnwlunmailididuansiaduoms

sssumAvaununsldansduangivionujinglugnavnssunmndndn Unlfegededy
Frddey: nauduugya Tignuauiiudies esnaien nssniay

Abstract

This study was conducted to evaluate the effects of dietary supplementation with Artocarpus lakoocha
heartwood powder on anti-inflammatory responses, stress reduction, and growth performance of native
crossbred chickens. A 70-day feeding trial was performed using a completely randomized design (CRD). A total
of 400 day-old chicks were randomly allocated to four treatment groups, with four replicates of 25 birds each.
The experimental treatments consisted of a basal diet (control) and diets supplemented with A. lakoocha
heartwood powder at concentrations of 0.2%, 0.4%, and 0.6%. The results indicated that dietary
supplementation with A. lakoocha heartwood powder at levels of 0.4% and 0.6% significantly reduced feed
intake during 0-4 weeks of age (p<0.05). However, no significant effects were observed on body weight, average
daily gain, or feed conversion ratio throughout the experimental period (P>0.05). Regarding stress and
inflammatory indicators, supplementation with A. lakoocha heartwood powder at levels of 0.2%, 0.4%, and
0.6% significantly decreased blood corticosterone levels. In addition, chickens supplemented with 0.2% A
lakoocha heartwood powder showed the lowest heterophil-to-lymphocyte (H/L) ratio, with a significant
difference (p<0.05). In conclusion, supplementing the diet of native crossbred chickens with 0.2% A. lakoocha
heartwood powder can effectively alleviate stress without adversely affecting growth performance. These
findings suggest its potential as a phytogenic feed additive to reduce the reliance on synthetic compounds and
antibiotics in sustainable poultry production.

Keywords: Artocarpus lakoocha heartwood powder, native crossbred chickens, stress, inflammation
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At

Tu'ﬂwﬂ’uqmammwmmﬁmldqﬂmauﬁmﬁmﬁuuﬂﬁm&Jwﬁ"ﬂu@nwmﬁmé dawaiﬁgmmumﬂgmﬁmm
wwiugs Usenauduanmgiionnidluunsounazanglanfowinlilndewndyivan1iziasonainainusou (heat
stress) dufutlatvavdfyiidwansenulnensiroaisineuazsyuusenldviovesdns vlsedusesiuunnunion
Ao ABSALAALMBLIY (corticosterone) iuLﬁaﬂLﬁuqnﬁu (Nawab et al., 2018; Sapolsky et al., 2000) waztiaauly
aunavoudadenyn ngazviouruasasidruemelsilasedulnled (h/L ratio) ﬁzj,q%%u (Gross and Siegel, 1983)
amzdnanidmalfiinoyuadassuazauiaioneendindu (oxidative stress) Ylugnmsgiiduiusi n1sdniaudoss
ANTIOUYNIHARANAY UASRTINTIELRNTY (Nawab et al., 2018) iemunslsauaz i UsanSnINN1HER Q’Lﬁyﬂa
Fedndusesfiamonfuzuazedugatn egnilsinin msldednanedisdeiieseliinnrundsaiesansmndig
Tundnfamidnd Fadulssduiiduilnauasmsnuiuanudasadoemslianuddgesids Jufauummslunis
annslieUfauzuarmasaunuansssed lnsamzayulng eidnenmlunisadugiduiu ivaunaguain
& LLazamﬁzymIﬁmwumqLaummﬂmiaiﬁqaﬁmﬂé’w (Jha and Kim, 2021)

[

wgma (Artocarpus lakoocha Roxb.) 1uliiguduluasd Moraceae Miduitwuszdrduddyvesinauazwy

o
v
N =]

lvluelde dusing q vesuzmagnldlugunuluanegiseiui Insamny sz’ Ssdeidelidiulugn
(Heartwood) vesaduiiinisagauvesasngnuiail (phytochemicals) Wutunindudu nsfnwesdusznoumaei
wudknuuemagaulumeasnguilusdnuaznailiuesd (flavonoids) Usunaigs Uagtap and Bapat, 2010) lagans
ddyiinuaniiga leun eendisanomsea (oxyresveratrol) waz 1A0TAY (quercetin) Fuiduasdueyyadasyid

a

U5eAnSn1mad (Singhatong et al., 2010; Subtaeng et al., 2023) miaaﬂqwémﬁamwimmummm Tagany 1A%
fiu (quercetin) fiunumddnysieaisinervesdndiiuvanenaln nanfe wiedAuviminiduasiueyyadassi i
Anann Preundesradananudemelasnsdnueyyadaselaenss wasnsgdunisvaiureseulelidiueyyadase
Tus1an1e (Dong et al, 2020) wanand geilmuautAfnIunsdniay (anti-inflammatory) lagfisieauineiediu
471190 s]’us"jgué’umqmidqéf’zyzym NF-KB (nuclear factor kappa B signaling pathway) eﬁalﬂué’hmuawé’ﬂmaqms
AOUAUBIADNTENLEU denalinisudansdanansfineliiian1ssniau (pro-inflammatory cytokines) anad wazae
Usvaugaszuugdduiu vilidn fanunsodedumiuasnainaninwindonl#FBstu (Yang et al,, 2020)
ndoyadisiu meitedfaiumAsiianimuiuuzma Swiunmslinsgiudrindasoengningumails
uaed Taslawzimediu wildiluasiadiluewnsdnd Tnsfauufstuianseenguifndnagtisanszduanadon
M3E3TINeN anmsdniau wavdaasuaunimueslald nuAtedfdnguszasdifiofnwnavemsiaunsnuszmaly
pwnslignuaniuiiies sorruannsalunsfiunisdnay nsfunnueien st amdainineuazeesluu
wazUszansnimnisiaiauiule WeluuumdumslivsslevinnayulnsviestulunsudndnUnegadsdusioly

ad =
9N1IANYN
N13LALILATN1TIANT
n1sfnwaslilasueugalddnimenumadneimansauenaiseug il KSU-AE-056 1dlngnnas

wiesaeiugteen3d veeu3um Wsudeen3d 91in 91y 1 Ju §1uw 400 fa wiseenidu 4 nque as 4 91 az 25
&

7 1A lulSUSaUSTUUTA YUIA 1.5x1.5 AT (U7 11 A768 1 A1F19UAT) 1L 16 ABA THNUBIMNSRALAILAINY

4

e =

Foamsidiudl (ad libitum) vielneiade 85-95 niudedidety swernanmades 70 Tu neliomnslridedngagums
M3f Feszyuuaanuazienansiiundndasiinlifinsuaueufiuglugnsonns (antibiotic-free) asgiseny il
lrieny 0-a Fuani lsformsdndagulusiulsishng 21% ey 5-6 dUami Ifomslidednsagulusiulsishng 19%
warldeny 7-10 dani Iemslaidednfagulusiulaisng 17% Tusunsuuassssund IiAuems-thiiudl uazsh
nstesiulsanulusunsunistiinduvensudad
WNUNITNAADY

mmmumwmaadLLUU?fmwiaf! (Completely randomized design) Imaﬁﬂa;wmaaaﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬂm 4 ﬂa;m
fowvhmnaaed ndsumuAuLzma Surnidudeliiiluresifussmeiionglisni 5 8 duluturune 2-5
Wwuins lumnuen 3-4 u pintuiaualasieiesuauuy hummer mill $ousIUAZLATIIUIN 0.15 Tadims U
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HunsaziBen viduedeseuurisisanioufionmgfi 50 ssmwadea WWunan 48 dalus lunmasvnaesiiiouedunauty
Nz ANIUNITIATIZY Total flavonoid A2835 Aluminum chloride colorimetric method (Chang et al., 2002)
MNHANTIATIEANUAITEBNGYS 1A20BAU (quercetin) 0.39+0.01 adn3u/100 fadnfuinquiis tileldnanluudas
nauMINARDY Kl
nauvaaesil 1 nguAUAN (control)
NEUNAARaT 2 LaluraunuNga adlue1msnisesu 0.2% sothuiine g Uiiasenediu 7.8 un./nn.e1mns
naumnAesil 3 ESunsuduszna aduewnsfissdy 0.4% devntnens Usinaumediu 15.6 un/nn.ewns
nauMARDsfl 4 tedunaununzg adluensiiseiu 0.6% sevwiine s Usinanee®iu 23.4 un./nn.o1ms
nsiiudayadussauzniswdn
udeyaaussnugnaides sususniiaie 70 Fu dadudnynduansi iudeyausinaomsiinuld Tnevihns
Fsonsill uazomsiivieluusazu wAuannismeass WetludmunuSinaemsinulfiads (feed intake)
Sammadsuemadudmings (FCR) SmansiasyivlnndssoTu (ADG) vesudazngunaaes uaziiudoya
nsmevaslinnu ilegdnaniane vesusiasnduvnaes grsAuIMANTINUENIHAR 9l
Usinaomnsiinuld (feed intake) = USinaommnsiinuiiavan () ($1uiudnd x Swauturesnisvasey)
Snamaidsuomnaduntn (FCR) = Vsinuemsiifusisnun (n3u)/ dhadniilfisduimun (n3)
Snnasydulmadedetu (ADG) = whwiindaaatieniu) - duiindEuiu (WY Suuiuresnmmaaes
Sammsme (%) = (Suudnifinng/ SruudaiBudu) X 100

N13ANETARAINGINIFIUALATEN LaZNITINLEU

Anreanududuvasnasilaainalsy (Corticosterone)

fushedadenlntony 10 e ilefassialafiinesianun TaglHifudnenues 21 Wunnidudentn
(wing vein) Usunas 2 fiaddns denditivlsgnldasluvasniiuidenilifianstostudenudei vdesliidonudah
ntuthidenlutiusissficnmd 3,000 rpm Wunan 10 wiit gedala 5 ul wazifis 5 ul 94 Dissociation reagent
adluvaenlulasigufing wauun wiufigumniivies 5 uifl mudeninfn 490 ul ves 1X Assay buffer Litelsils
Sasndmnaiensduduil 1:100 udnduthmaranildfiengieruduiuesnesilaanelsu lneldganagou
ﬁﬁL%ﬁ]gU corticosterone ELISA assay mini-kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 2024) mu’“s%‘mm@jmﬁm Tagaginanaun uway
arsunsguiedenly uadlu micoplate wisndunsidueuleduazarsieditelifinufasend wdagueenn
\nduvesnesAlaamelsu fe Microplate reader fimueniadu 450 nm. gavie sruAiiduImnIdiiureInesa
Taainelsuainiaied

A3UTzLiuA19nI1d7U Heterophil i@ Lymphocyte (H/L ratio)

Audeny3unm 1 iaddns addunaen EDTA asaamelafindnen (complete blood count) Inewa3as Horiba
hematology analyzer §u Pentra ES60 wagldnisfonuariuwadilinideny1inig Wright’s stain w3e May-Grinwald
Giemsa stain #"335v84 Gross and Siegel (1983) B1umenassganssAliaaves 100x Inskenyila heterophils way
lymphocytes i H/L ratio ¥ilaensmssuay heterophils #8411 lymphocytes Ua9dn LAz F7

N13UsEUAT Erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR)

FuideaUsua 1 fadans aslumasn EDTA ndeaintiu vinisiaan ESR 1433 Westergren modified Tngiiiu
Fomaslumasn Westergren 8 1uszsza N dUULYRINAIANN VLA T ITOUULAR TR LR Fonuas ndianUdesized
dindeawnannaznawdunan 1 49lue Suiindu mm/hr (Gross and Siegel, 1983)

N1TAATIBANENNEDR

FoyaranunazgniudinsziauuUsusiu (Analysis of variance; ANOVA) uagiU3suifisuninuunnsig
Y93AL2A §5ENI19NGUN1TNAGBIFIY Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) 7iszsiuminand osu 95% lag
1UsuAsu SPSS for window version 16.0 (IBM Corp, 2007)
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Han1sAnYILazIRTTal

MnMsfAnvinaresnasuRLAuIzaluo I sRoaussnurnsi g ulnveslignuauiudesnasn
szpvian 10 #Un% wuinsasumsunusznelunnsesy lifinademadsuuanimindiadvediaiifuddgmng
aid WenSsuitsuiunguaunilunntiseny fuandu Table 1 dhsmaiasauivlnadsdetu (ADG, ¢/day) A1 ADG
Tusa9e1g 0-4, 4-6, 6-8, 8-10 uaz 0-10 dUawi wuilsiumnenadumaada Tneluraseny 0-4 dUni nawildsunis
w@3uiien ADG IndiAsetunguaduauiiA1iade 14.48-14.94 nfusiotu wWuiReniutiseny 4-6 uay 6-8 & Fail
Aady 22.58-28.49 niuseiu @alurae 8-10 dUawi ADG JAn 19.22-22.09 nfusioTu uaziilefiarsannasanns
yARDIRINA 0-10 FUai wut ADG WAeglurig 19.83-20.63 n3useiu

Table 1 Effect of Artocarpus lakoocha heartwood powder in diets on the growth performance of crossbred

native chickens

Performance Age Treatment SEM p-value
(week) Control 0.2% 0.4% 0.6%
Body weight (g)
2 181.58 200.13 182.61 182.37 5.71 0.563
a4 439.55 423.33 442.67 452.42 5.79 0.382
6 776.46 821.44 808.68 768.52 13.32 0.478
8 1,133.09 1,169.99 1,152.92 1,167.39 13.73 0.805
10 1,440.30 1,479.21 1,430 1,452.92 10.75 0.439
ADG (g/day)
0-4 14.48 13.87 14.59 14.94 0.2 0.157
4-6 24.06 28.44 26.1 22.58 0.98 0.162
6-8 25.47 24.90 24.59 28.49 0.80 0.308
8-10 21.94 22.09 19.22 20.39 0.85 0.631
0-10 20.03 20.63 19.83 20.27 0.14 0.122
Feed intake (g/b)
0-4 551.65° 566.94° 518.84° 514.16° 7.08 0.004
4-6 865.33 838.96 837.08 845.63 7.11 0.523
6-8 1,584.71 1,552.89 1,551.67 1,567.5 9.78 0.645
8-10 1,626.41 1,509.78 1,592.5 1,608.75 8.54 0.248
0-10 4,767.15 4,582 4,626.59 4,664.7 10.15 0.396
FCR
0-4 1.64 1.81 1.57 1.49 0.22 0.117
4-6 251 2.28 2.72 2.52 0.21 0.38
6-8 4.90 4.18 414 4.44 0.39 0.215
8-10 4.98 4.43 5.68 5.42 0.39 0.086
0-10 3.45 3.13 3.15 3.13 0.06 0.143

a-b means in the same row with different superscripts differ significantly at P<0.05.
ADG = average dairy gain, FCR = feed conversion ratio

SEM = pooled standard error of means

Yo mnsifuldazan nanismaassmuinlugeny 0-4 §Uai nguaiuauuasngullasuneuiulznin
JeAU 0.2% HA1USunaewnsiiuldazauegi 551.65 uay 566.94 nFusafs auddu Faaandnguinlasusedu 0.4%
way 0.6% ag1aiied1Ayn1eadia (p<0.01) n1sanasveUsunansiuestunguilaSunsunutgmnseava sy
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Paausnil aonndostumenuiinuiluiussmediarsngnuedlunguunuiy (tannins) wazaludiu (saponins) Ly
99AUs¥NOU (Jagtap and Bapat, 2010) aﬁméwﬁﬁﬂmauﬁmﬁsammLLawm (Cheeke, 1971) Fedsmansenulaensisie
ANUNAUYDI91MT (palatability) ﬁﬂﬁgﬂidﬁé’ﬂﬂﬁum&Jf“fmamaaﬂmsﬁummsaﬂw&mLLiﬂmaaﬂ15L§8ﬂ (Brugaletta
et al, 2020) aghslsinny lugi9eng 4-6, 6-8 uag 8-10 dUnn ufeAedsnaennIsmeass (0-10 §Uasi) ALade
lauanshefumeadin vesUinuemsiinuldavaussinanguvnaes (p>0.05) wamslidiuiudelnflongunniu anns
Usuidesanfuaznauvesayulnsluensléitu (habituation) dswalimgAnssunisiuemnsnduniduunilusees
soun Tnglallé¥unansgnuansefumaaiuiiuandetu

UszAnsnmmisasueadudimings (feed conversion ratio) Tutaseny 0-4 &Uanvk wudnlaynnga
nAABElAT FCR agsening 1.49-1.81 Fslsifimnaumnsinstumaada (p>0.05) wiinguiliaduseiugs 0.4-0.6% azdl
nsfuewnsanadiutei uisesnaudsuemaduthminddasdiussAnsnmifisurhiungueiunu Wudies
Tuthseny 4-6, 6-8 wag 8-10 dUai A1 FCR uansnafuegslaififoddymisadia (0>0.05) ilefiarsannwsiunaon
N13MAad 0-10 dUa% A1 FCR vesnnguegludae 3.13-3.45 Lifianuuanadsiunisadiaiguiu (0>0.05) Taya
Fanandlifiuin maesunsudunsmadisedu 0.2-0.6% lilddssansznudsaudeussansnmmadsuemadu
ihwiingueslignuauiiudies ufsdinareuiinunmsuldlurisusniion

N3ANIAARINGINATUAIUATEA N1TTNLEU UazdnIINITANY Akandly Table 2 Wud1 NTLETUNILAY
uzeilusziu 0.2%, 0.4% uay 0.6% FaliansiaredAuuseanas 7.8, 15.6 Wag 23.4 1n./AN.8WNs MUATU d11150
ansziuaeiflaamelsuvaslignuauiiuidedlfodsditeddey (p<0.05) Weillsutunduauau nafnanasiouty
gosluuneiilaawmelsufionas enaflavauiangniniaiinmuesniediu (quercetin) Faflunumdrdaluntsduds
nsviaues wnulelunianda-findvns-een3ta (hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis: HPA axis) Faduszuuuszam
doulfviendnilvivuii1iiaruaunisnevaussrenmaTon dialifannisndssesluulungy nglaneidnesd
(glucocorticoids) n3anasataamelsulula uenaind quidusuyadaszveamaodfudsisanniizarineion

v
=1

2ONTATY ?z’faLﬂuﬁa%’aﬂszé’ju‘l,ﬁtﬁmmwé"qaaﬁwmmLﬂ%'mﬁmﬁné'ﬂﬁw (Sapolsky et al., 2000) w1919
Lildvhniamienhanueiealiifatutudaflasass winsidedulsaieussuulanmeldanineniang fouds
oumgiigeandn 30-35 ssmwaldea Ansoruvansdlusiotu daduannzefenanarudounusssund dadudlade
ﬁwﬁ’aﬁ'ﬂizéjﬂﬁisﬁma%ﬁiﬂamahuiuﬁamaaé’miﬂﬂLﬁuqa%u"lﬁath%’ﬂl,w (Nawab et al, 2018) n137inan1snaans
wuilrlunguiliedunsuruuzmadiseiyu sosluunasalaawmelsu (corticosterone) anasegadifivdfaiileifisuiungs
muay Jadundngiuiinandliiiufednenimuesansinediu lunswiuugme Tunsteusamanuaienain
annwindeuldegnediuseansainas

AERSINSANATNaUTBLlaLEaALAY (erythrocyte sedimentation rate: ESR) iuiriqﬂwamﬁuul,ﬁan laifiaanu
uANASTUMNIERR sTritanaumaaes (p>0.05) Inglalunguauauiian ESR Wiy 2.50 mm/hr lusasiinguiild3unns
LEASUNILANNENALUTERU 0.2%, 0.4% way 0.6% JAWINAU 1.67, 1.50 wag 1.58 mm/hr suansu fawsaglinuainy
uanaevneadn uwidaneldinguildsunauuuzmagisniads ESR sndnguaiuay den ESR usiTansaisine
fidfnysion1ien158niay (inflammation marken) Inednduiusfuseavlusivlunarauifaund wu Triusluau
(fibrinogen) waglnayau (globulin) flagiiugeiudodnifinnuaieauiansdniau (Qureshi et al, 2015) dstu A
ESR fifuunlduanadlungunnassdsonaasiouliiufedneninvesarsoongnsluuiungmelunistisanniaznsg
DNLAULALINYIANAAYDITIINNY

nansAnwIesAUsznauealinIdeny1d (leukocyte composition) WuIAstadunsunuNzmIalus AU
upnAudIHaRodnaIuYes Lawelsila (heterophils) way Aulwles (lymphocytes) egnsfidedAymisaia (p<0.01)
TnenuinAdesazvesemelsilalunguaiuny, nguada 0.2%, 0.4% waz 0.6% Jradsogf 25.17, 19.58, 26.18 uaz
Lﬁu%uqqqmﬁ 30.17% AU (Table 2) MsTinguiaiursuAuLEATERU 0.6% daemelsilagefianuazuansing
otfiteddyannaui asviouliifiudsnismevausseniizarueioansaiTivendifindy iesnnnfinduves
wielsitafunalnnisrevauesmusssumivesdniUnillowdytuidondoavioduvantasy lummsaduday
Sovazvosdulwladlungunaassdananiegil 64.58, 67.83, 64.09 wazanawingawdeifios 52.92% nudu Tnengui
WeusEAU 0.6% TAvniigauazuandegediivddyanngudu Firenndesiunguinnuaioaiiszyin iedaiiia
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ANULATEA $19N18AAN1INTEAUNITTININYEY wnulalumarda-iydni3-exa3tla (hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal

axis) danalvidin1sndsgesluunglanesiinesn (glucocorticoids) nieaeslaainelsueenunlunsruaidaniiuiy

o o
o

(Sapolsky et al., 2000) %aaaﬂmuﬁ’mdnﬁqwéé’uﬁQLLazaﬂﬁwuqumaaﬁﬂw%ﬁ (lymphopenia) smmﬂizﬁumwé’a
iewelsflaainlansegn (Gross and Siegel, 1983) vilvdnadiuvesdsluledandadlunguilldsuasiadalulinaiias
Auly

dandamelsilasiedslnilust (heterophil/lymphocyte ratio: h/L ratio) Tagvialdn H/L ratio gnldidusil
Pipmaaisinerfiundofiolunsussdiunnizanueisasyozenludniln lae a1 H/L ratio fisn axvfeufivany
sumeiifaruauganasianuedond lurneisfigasdhdnimiundytuniueion Ssduiussunnevaues
Yoe5ruUAaNliowazssUUNANAY (Gross and Siegel, 1983) HANITVARBINUIINTESUHILAUNEMIAFIHARDAT H/L
ratio weslignuaniiuiiiosegrefidudndamieadia (p<0.01) Tnonaullésunisiedunauunzmelusedu 0.29 fidn H/L
ratio G?’]ﬁ?jﬂwi’]ﬁlu 0.293 %qLLmﬂm'Naﬂwnﬁﬁfﬂﬁwﬁ@mﬂﬂfjuﬁlm”ﬁuurmm%mzﬁuqa 0.6% 7 0.560 WaFInAIUTINS
W@Sufisediu 0.2% ansnsoaneuaienludidnldass nalndndnannsaedugldin Wedindyfuanisunivied
ArnAIEa sedusesliunnaiesludonivegluszduiiugiu shlidaduveadaidonvsinewmelsfia duh
wihiiidndsuvantaey) wazdulileddsivihiiadsgiduiueglunnzauna uwiillodnilAnanaion $19n10az
nsgRuMTIaIYBIUNY HPA axis indssesluunay nalanesiness (slucocorticoids) n3e Aeddlaatnelsy
(corticosterone) sanunanniu sesluuidgninaaisinelunisnssiulilunseanddosiemelsiiaooningnsuaion
inntulursdeniufisudinisasuasyhaneaulnled desalsiadndau H/L ratio fiugstu (Davis et al,, 2008) Faifu
A H/L ratio fisilungy 0.2% Feduduldiasoonguiluniungmetisannsvdssesluunneioauay nuauga
vossruunfduiuld Tumansatudu maedunuiussmalussdugadl 0.6% vhlsien H/L ratio Hsduoehaiifoddy

q
(2
¢ a

Usingnisalilenvesuelarenaln a1eluseanduaum (pro-oxidant effect) nanafie uddtansnguvlaliussduay
a1sUsznevfluednasdgniiueyyadasslussduanududuiivangay uimnldsuluvimadgaiuly asmed
ansansgiulvitinnisadiseuyadasy (autoxidation) wazyianeiwadle (Eghbaliferiz and Iranshahi, 2016) dewalit
sumeiianszuiunisdniavlussiuioibeo 6'2’}@msGjumﬁa‘i"wuaxmwél’waaLamaii‘?\laLﬁamauauamamsﬁmavﬁu
yilsien H/L ratio ifingetiuudinsedusesluuanuiaionazsinfiony

813913018 (mortality Rate) HANISANWITNTINITALALAUAADATLLLLIAINITNARDY HUTIBATINITANEVDS
IrlungueuRuuaznguitadunaunusmslusedusingg (0.2-0.6%) lifiarauanssiunsadi (0>0.05) agslsfna
wuInguTleuRaLnuIEmafisedy 0.2% Tuulimesdnsnismemiign Welflsuiungumunuuazngudiaduly
seudu whrlinunnuuansiansadaidany uinadsnaniinuaenadosiudeyasnidiuemelsilasioduly
last (/L ratio) fimudnnga 0.29% Tesinfigaiuiu fevstnaaiuiissiuiiluesndussduiivmnzay Tunistae
WiueununIuREAILATEN (stress tolerance) WudniTn auduldlfvesnalnnmsandasmanelungui o1e
\Aadestugnivesansngnuiailuuiunzvia Taslaniy 1n1ediu (quercetin) Avasannnizanuaisasendiaty
(oxidative stress) Ingvhwithfignfueyyadassiiintunnaudoutasnszuiunsumuedd fredndensadainnis
§naULs%a (chronic inflammation) wazAMuAsmssERULE 1 0 (Dong et al., 2020) denalilndguninlaysn
uisussuaziloniasentingstuudiFoundafuanimndouiison

IINMIFNYINAVOINTATURILNULEIAGBANILATEA  NITENEY  UazdRIINITHINY  WUIINITLETURIAY
m‘mGﬂ,ua’1miﬁﬂisﬁw%mﬂumiammmLﬂ%ﬁlfﬂiuirigﬂmauﬁmﬁaqae}’mﬁﬁaﬁﬁ@ 1A8EININAATZAU  ADIALALAD
Tsu (corticosterone) dadusesluuvaniungy nglanasinees (glucocorticoids) wesdmith Idlunnszfunisiady wa
nsfnwdlfiuhnsasuilseiu 0.2% \Dusgufimnzandian (optimal level) 1umiammmm%m%a%’uﬁaqmﬂﬂzjm
fananil Andnsidemelsilastedulyiled (/L ratio) silgn uazunnssegeiifddyannguiladuszdugs (0.6%)
sagiioudsannzaunavnaadimeinngalumanseiutin nsiadalusedugsil 0.6% uwazansydusesluuls usindu
danalvidn H/L ratio wazanuau wewelsila (heterophils) Lﬂ'ugﬁu Fuawelsiadudadesvnviafifiunuimddnlu
nsnovauasieriaiealudniln  (iuthiindeedefulinsialudnidogniouy)  mafsduwesidnarily
nau 0.6% enaudyanames AnueieavnalavuInig (nutritional stress) v3eamgiisameideaunaainnislisy
aswanuailuuTinainfuly sufnasgnaunuedty (metabolic burden) dwalsifinsnszdunisainaemels
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fauazandudulledas dwsusasunismuniseniau (ESR) uagdnsnismie uwlagnuuunildunavulunguiiesy
HALALNEA uinaansETliianuuandiaeadalunisfnuil lneasuud maniuugmafisedu 0.2% ddneninlunis
Juansiadudinmiiaiuanuaunsalunisaedanuaseatudnidnliegaivsednsam

Table 2 Effect of Artocarpus lakoocha heartwood powder supplementation on stress, hematological

parameters, inflammation, and mortality rate

treatment
Parameter control 0.2% 0.4% 0.6% SEM P -value
Corticosterone (g/dL) 0.035° 0.0113° 0.0138° 0.0125° 0.003 0.043
ESR (mm/hr) 2.50 1.67 1.50 1.58 0.2 0.359
Heterophil % 25.17° 19.58° 26.18" 34.17° 1.24 <0.01
Lymphocyte % 64.58" 67.83° 64.09° 52.92° 1.43 <0.01
H/L ratio 0.413% 0.293° 0.425% 0.560° 0.03 0.014
Mortality rate (%) 5 1 2 4 0.78 0.255

a-b means in the same row with different superscripts differ significantly at P<0.05.
ESR = Erythrocyte sedimentation rate, H/L ratio = Heterophil/Lymphocyte ratio

SEM = pooled standard error of means

ayunan1sinen

msﬁﬂmﬁﬁi’mqﬂizmﬁlﬁaﬂsxLﬁumaﬂuaamiLa%umLm'u:usmmiummwiaammumwLﬂ%zylﬁuim AILATYA
L.L.asmimauauawiam'ﬁé’ﬂLaU’LueriqﬂNauﬁmﬁawaamwmmmm?ﬁyﬂa 10 #UAIM HANITNABBINUTN NMTLESUHILAY
wgmafiszdvu 0.2-0.6% lildwmasoaussouznisiasydule niluduihminfaiade dnsINIssulace iy taznis
Wasuomnaduming uilinadeuTuuewnsazan luts 0-4 dai daunsdnulafininemediuaanadon
LazMISNLEY NUIMsIELRILAUIEAYNIER Ut ansyiuneiAlaawmelsuilleifisuiunguniuny waglunguiiiaiy
malruszaluszay 0.2% fmuindishnduemelsilasoduliles (h/L ratio) silgadnsne axvioufisnnzguaind
udausauaznssniauiianas tnglidsuansenuidsavsoaussaurnsasaivlalunmsin aguldin msiadusauny
ugmafiseiy 0.29% Wuseiufineaniian lumsananueion warduaiuaugagiduiululignuauiiuios taglsl
dawansyynullisausenisiasgule Tunisldusylovidvewmamyma orvagiiarsanldsaunueuluilurieszozusn 0-4
FUai Loulmingudesidely (fibrolytic enzymes) 1u loaniua (xylanase) ieanwansgnuainidole vieliaTuns
LAuNEMAndsIn 1y 4 §Unvi Wuduly dvsunuidesely msaznsmuinunsiasuiivnzauiige (dose
optimization) Tnefins@nwnfisiuiiemiInsesunisnevaussiiazdentu Tnenadeulusziuanudutuiivavas
5891113 0.1% A4 0.3% loszyqniilsiuszansuagsgalfoausiug,

¢ o ¥
naussleviviudou
dieuveUsmaiunanuillidivseleviviudeulan

AnAnIIuUIENA
YOUOUNTEA UM ANNFENAUT AT ugavyun1sITe suussam lassnseysnyiusnssuiudy
\osnannszsvdig aundansemniausvgas aguususwning Usedideudseana we. 2568 voveunn
awivimaluladnisudndnd anzmaluladnisinwes sninerdendug Alvnisaduayugunsal 1a3eaile
Ineenans uazanuilumaidedninaans eaenaussaruazmnlunsheuiteauhlreuideddiseadsly
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mﬁﬁ’aﬁﬁi’mqﬂﬁzaqﬂﬁ'aLU%‘&JULﬁauﬂixﬁwﬁmwmiazmaﬁuWaawxlmaqLs?jyaﬁ Aspersillus niger TISTR
3254 waw Penicillium notatum TISTR 3560 sansldidonamesiadessialuninfiusmemnsudnludentnain
waln Ineldutouniundeindumdsansormsdunidiaiy sldvaasdussduiesufifnisdidunisaeld
pamadl 30°C {Huian 8 Yu nanisAnwmuindowau A niger TISTR 3254 uay P. notatum TISTR 3560 lifen1s
azanelaauingaan 85.43 fadnfusiofing wazana1 pH 17 7.03 wide 5.81 Fwhndinsmiindaedeiisiegiad
foddty (P<0.05) dwdumsianiduleviin swinsdnhutouiundeidusnniosay 2 uasiiurleamniosas
5 Safuidenaufosay 1.5 Wiswameanesagegaiintuiesay 0.93 nioudelulasiaufesay 165 uaslnunadon
fovay 3.06 Feogluinaminasgruledunidveansuivinmsinens msifvinudeninigamgivenduna 15 Ju
dwaliimsnemmdnanandniesuidsasiuinasgiu iamsifenuihnmsliideslussuundnimiuiutouiy
widefsanunsaifiaszAvsnmnisazaneeanuazaunmiavinlfesnsdifoddyiiszsunnuidoiuiesas 95 Snits
Wuwumnslumslidssleviveadensnisinuasesnaddu andunu uasdulinsredanndeudnnimil
Frddey: Furlaainls Yeviin diuthouiumiedis msdesaasansdund

Abstract

This research aimed to compare the phosphate rock solubilization efficiency of the fungi Aspergillus
niger TISTR 3254 and Penicillium notatum TISTR 3560, as well as the use of their mixed culture to enhance
major nutrient contents in compost derived from cattle manure, using discarded rice noodle wastewater (RNW)
as a supplementary organic nutrient source. The experiment was conducted at the laboratory scale at 30 °C for
8 days. The results showed that the mixed culture of A. niger TISTR 3254 and P. notatum TISTR 3560 achieved
the highest phosphate solubilization, reaching 85.43 mg/L, and reduced the pH from 7.03 to 5.81, which was
significantly lower than that obtained from single-strain fermentation (P < 0.05). For compost development, the
addition of 2% (v/w) discarded RNW and 5% (w/w) phosphate rock, together with 1.5% (w/w) mixed fungal
inoculum, resulted in the highest phosphorus content of 0.93%, along with nitrogen and potassium contents of
1.65% and 3.06%, respectively, which complied with the organic fertilizer standards of the Department of
Agriculture. Storage of the compost at room temperature for 15 days led to a slight reduction in major nutrient
contents; however, the values remained within the standard limits. The findings indicate that the application of
fungi in a co-fermentation system with discarded RNW significantly enhances phosphate solubilization efficiency
and compost quality at the 95% confidence level. Moreover, this approach provides a sustainable alternative
for agricultural waste utilization, reduces production costs, and is environmentally friendly.

Keywords: phosphate rock, compost, rice noodle wastewater, organic matter decomposition
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Woaesadusmemnndnvesiiviifinrmddnysosnnlulasiou Inedunumddglunszuaunsisaivle
waznsassandn mneweaesaduesdusznounisimuluduadoavonsad saufdesiuley Saduundswosiidule
wazo1sdue JunumdiAglunisaiuaunszuiunsuuuedTuvesiiv 1wy n1smela Msdunsiziuas n1sndnuds
Tustu uazlusiu uenaind vealefadsdmanenisiausn mseanaen n1sasie uasnisanvesta Tuiufiundou
Ausiniuinameaniedam dwalvdnslddoniiilemiusmeimstananlunaneasnssy wu lulssmaeniniuas
1udi3e Tnedmsnslianifunliniugeduewodedunguissmaidainu ognalsiam nslideindasny
woanosafigniudsudusuuuuiliasans dwalifivliannsngedululdldossivssanam uanaind nisld
Jondfnnifuluazdsmansznuiomnemsaagmsedouseszuuiing madsuulasgfiona wasnsidexlnsunes
AMAINAY (Booali et al., 2024; Ding et al., 2024) Tugraanenmssueiiniuun dindselalranuaulanslyusylowd
nydaunIdavareneann (Phosphate-Solubilizing Microorganisms: PSMs) Wi e waanusalunisid sy
woanleaitliaganoliidusuiiazanednld (available P) Tns PSMs Usznaudendy uuafiiSe uay 13031 flawwnsn
nannsaduniduazioulyinng q 1l evisararsarsussnauneamalufiu feg1adu wuaiiSe nau Bacillus
megaterium, Pseudomonas fluorescens, Rhizobium leguminosarum LLazL% ai”mq' U Aspergillus niger, Penicillium
notatum, Trichoderma harzianum, Rhizopus oryzae WHudu (Aliyat et al., 2022)

Woaveauonanagldiumniaeivhluud Ssusnglumduusiindnde Tnenalnvhluvesmeans¥alufu
Aindunmsaaefmaiinuasiaivesuslufiu wy wseswilnd (Apatite) Taufamsaarefivesdunietng iy
wiasleanesa nsvuiunsianailineanesagnUanddeseenuilusuvesasreamnlossu taun HPO4 uwag
HPO42 ™ Beanswaniisndudoszaneildnouinedulsslonidefivlunsgaduuarlslunssuiunisuunueddy
#19 9 1# (Mesa et al,, 2025; Ogbo, 2010) lufunuasUszneuvemeanesaluuuideuinaunn uidnlvgazeglu
sUflaranetildenn osneyyaneamniiazanadildtnihufAsendunisneg 4 melufu dealiiAeasuszney
soamsluguuuuiiazanelddndn viliivarliannsgadumoanedalusuildulsslonild srmesifesiidose
nsuanUdosweanesaliivanunsathlUlglFegfivssann 5.5-7 oghdlsfinn Tuthsarfitoesenan Jamnisazaneh
yoaneanesadinmuiulszdn Lffanmm/\laaL‘vxlmlaaauﬁazawﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁ%mﬁ’mﬁﬁmgu 9 lufu naneidu
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Table 1 Formulations of compost using cow dung as the primary substrate

Raw Materials Percentage
Cattle manure 60
Oil palm residues 25

Fermented soybean meal
Dolomite

Rubberwood ash
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Figure 1 Changes in the pH levels of culture medium during 8-day period at 30°C

Table 2 Phosphorus concentration in the culture medium over an 8-day fermentation period

Phosphorus content (mg/L)

Microbial species

Day 0 Day 2 Day 4 Day 6 Day 8
Control <0.01 <0.01 0.029+0.01 0.279+0.02 0.04%+0.02
A. niger TISTR 3254 plus
<0.01 26.04°+0.41 47.77°+0.28  68.66°+2.30  85.43°+0.49
P. notatum TISTR 3560
A. niger TISTR 3254 <0.01 15.88°+0.78  28.89°+0.30  42.16°+0.41  65.03°+0.67
P. notatum TISTR 3560 <0.01 6.36°+0.12  10.25°40.15  15.19°40.16  14.20+1.02

Means with the same letter in the column are not significantly different (P>0.05)
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Figure 2 Changes in (A) temperature and (B) pH during the 14-day fermentation of compost produced from

cattle manure with the addition of rice noodle wastewater under different conditions
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Table 3 Phosphorus content in compost supplemented with varying levels of rice noodle wastewater during a
14-day fermentation period

Phosphorus content (%)

Level of rice noodle wastewater (%)

Day 0 Day 7 Day 14
0 0.41°+0.066 0.41°+0.001 0.80°+0.001
2 0.40°+0.070 0.40°+0.001 0.93°+0.005
4 0.31%°+0.016 0.36°+0.001 0.59°+0.002
6 0.31%°+0.016 0.33°+0.001 0.57°+0.001
8 0.29%°+0.003 0.34°+0.002 0.54°+0.001
10 0.27°+0.004 0.30°+0.001 0.53°+0.001

Means with the same letter in the row are not significantly different (P>0.05)

Usanalulasiauuaslnuna@euludendn

Tunsfinunildmidumandaleninlagldyahmhudaufunieddusnmduiunndeiu efnwue
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Sovaz 0.62 wag 0.59 % mudAy fauansly Table 4 oeslsfna lifimuuandnameadfsening 2 Mimwudiidnw
(P>0.05) wazidevhnsisuifisuuiinalulasiaunasinumadonvosdovinusasgns nuiviunusiinnsgude
SunIdauunggIuveensuIvINITnYas (Unsgiudedunid we. 2553) (Department of Agriculture, 2010) 3
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Table 4 Nitrogen and potassium content in compost fermented for 14-day

Compost with the addition of rice noodle Nitrogen content (%) Potassium content (%)

wastewater (%)

0 1.12% + 0.025 0.62° + 0.013
2 1.06° + 0.019 0.59°+ 0.015

Means with the same letter in the column are not significantly different (P>0.05)
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Figure 3 Comparison of nitrogen and phosphorus content in compost stored for 15 days
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Aumanuatenesiugnssudutadudidglunisusudsaiugii Jagdudeyanuvainnalieniaiiugnssy
vesiinnosdu (Cucurbita maxima) lutszmalnedsdsrin lunis@nuilil Tonuszasdvssfiulssdnsamaes
i3 osminglealeaens ietiuniinssimnurainvatemisiugnssu Tassaisussmnsvasilnnesdusitugnis
19U 25 mngka SaufunsAnwdnyaeaa n133anaulagldds Unweighted pair sroup method with arithmetic
mean (UPGMA) namsénidentadomneiaaioaens il 34 in3esmne Wuaufduetiuansaauansig §1uu 93 wou
PnuaUALEueRILa 95 uay (97.89%) #A" Polymorphic information content (PIC) wag Expected heterozygosity
(Ho) 1@ewiniu 0.26 uaz 0.29 Ay Faedomang CMTpl7, CMTmCA3 uaz CMTm11 i PIC wag H, gendn 0.5
Jaduedommneiiiiussansnmgslunisduuniugnssy Tnefinnesdtuuansadviaumiiousyseming 0.57-1.00 4
Alade 0.78 matangudsdnunrvomaauniaduuneondu 3 ndy mudnvasdvesiona twiinua uarsUiiwg
dunsianguanuduiusmeiugnssuietedessnetoaoans 1 3 nau wazfungudesdifiussnygusiudu 4 1aan
nan1sItATIEsilasaiisssnnsdale 3 Usernsden wansdnuanidunisnaumetugnssy damsdanguae
\dpsmneieaeaoiiuualiuduiusfuinuugsuinma ndeyawmarduandiiiuinfinesguuiugnnadiiiam
Anwifiaurannranemaiugnssiiunans Sniuaiesneieainaens wazsuiiamumioumaiugnssuannsing
ﬁmmsﬂ%‘iumﬁmﬁmuﬂﬁuﬁ uazmsAadeniuswosfTauuanmameiusnsTL WilensuiuUsausiinnesdu
sl
Fdndy: flmes Cucurbita maxima iW3eamaneleaedes Amnumanvatemeiugnssy Tassainsuszans

Abstract

Genetic diversity is a fundamental component in plant breeding programs. Currently, studies on the
genetic diversity of Japanese pumpkin (Cucurbita maxima) in Thailand using SSR (Simple Sequence Repeat)
markers remain limited. Accordingly, this study aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of Simple Sequence Repeat
(SSR) markers in assessing genetic diversity and population structure alongside fruit morphological
characterization of 25 commercial Japanese pumpkin accessions. Cluster analysis was performed using the
Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic Mean (UPGMA). A total of 34 SSR markers generated 93
polymorphic bands out of 95 total bands (97.89%). The average Polymorphic Information Content (PIC) and
Expected Heterozygosity (H.) were 0.26 and 0.29, respectively. Notably, markers CMTp17, CMTmC43, and
CMTm11 exhibited PIC and H, values exceeding 0.5, indicating their high effectiveness in genetic differentiation.
Genetic similarity coefficients ranged from 0.57 to 1.00, with an average of 0.78. Fruit trait-based clustering

classified the accessions into three groups, primarily differentiated by skin color, fruit weight, and fruit shape.
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Based on SSR marker analysis, the accessions were categorized into three clusters and further resolved into four
clades. Population structure analysis identified three genetic clusters, indicating admixture among accessions.
Grouping based on SSR markers tended to be associated with fruit shape traits. These findings demonstrate that
the commercial Japanese pumpkin accessions studied possess moderate genetic diversity. The informative SSR
markers and genetic similarity coefficients identified in this study can be effectively utilized for cultivar
classification and for selecting genetically distant parental lines to support the Japanese pumpkin breeding
programs.

Keywords: pumpkin, Cucurbita maxima, SSR marker, genetic diversity, population structure
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finnes (2n = 40) WWuitnluaed Cucurbitaceae AfmNuddyMaATwgia faududaeglunivendninans
flnnes 3 wiln Adoudgnedsunsvarsluwniou wIydulalddluanmernireugu lfun Cucurbita pepo, C
moschata uag C. maxima (Paris, 2016) ﬂiwmﬂlmauauﬂaﬂﬁnmamﬂu (C. maxima) 1ummwumawmmmma
esaniidnuue 1/|LLmﬂmnmﬂﬁﬂmqwumawaﬂwa fio Aiilouriuniler sanff woramAmtemIsge Fehlidan
Foamsvesmaafinty (Theanjumpol et al., 2021) wuqmﬂqﬂiuﬂﬁxmﬂimLﬂuwuqﬂwsmm"lmmﬂﬂiﬂﬁuﬂqawuqmﬂiw
fidnvuradendeiu Gainmmsaseuiudmednvasdugiineiisseguieoialiamsaduunlfodedaau Fad
wnAnhiedesnefiduesntieamaseumnlnddametugnssuvesiinnesguuiugnsdluvssmalne 1osnnd
Asusiug1 9157 fUseAnsaw waglifidviwavesdauindonnieades

\SesmneLaaleanns (Simple Sequence Repeat; SSR) videin3asvnglalasusnimalad 1Wuipiaamnauuy
9352 (Co-dominance) anunsadnunateiug v danulnddanatugnssy lnslanefivddzuiugnssuuay
(Katengam, 2003) fimsunludsegndli@nwianumannuanemsiugnssy msaisusuiiiugnssy nislfiduaieang
Hrelun1sdnden wazn1sInungnuas (Amiteye, 2021) Ly {39 (Sara et al, 2024) sfudUznds (Ngorian et al.,
2022) Rapeseed (Chen et al., 2020) muiuwmnauﬁﬂmmimwGummiawmﬂLEJaLEJami awmuaﬂa Cucurbita 31U
500 ip3pevINeiiALNIN C. moschata wag C. pepo (Gong et al., 2008)

\wpsmnelealoaon fvanildgniluAnmaramainranemeiugnssuves invesiiuaumn 1wy nsfng
AMUFUNUTNIINUTNTIUVRIAUAD Cucurbita VeIHNNBINUTNITAT T1UIU 25 WS uazaenuguy 91u3u 10 Wug
wuditussunedlvg) Wugnuausswing C. maxima x C. moschata gnuamwanERtugnssuilnddatu uonanids
Wu11 C. moschata IAMUNAINNAIENIHUTNTIUEL (Kong et al, 2014) N1TIATIBRANUNAINNAIENIINUTNTIH
Y99 Cucurbita $1UIU 612 MaBiaY 1N5UIA9T e TITEIUTTINAG udeial osmneloaoaens wuide
WUgnIsU C. moschata, C. maxima Wag C. pepo manﬂwmﬂﬁﬂuﬁmwwmmmawﬂqﬂ’uqﬂiiuﬁa&Jﬂ’m%yaﬂ’uﬁqﬂisu
fsnannensUszma (Chen et al, 2021) M3ULATBIVENYLOALDADIS $1UIU 23 LA3BIMINY ATIVADUANUMAINVANY
MIUFNTINVEY C. maxima 1AL 85 MNBLaY @15aLUs C maxima senidu 2 nguwdn nguil 1 dawilvgfiau
sudaluele anssewsnt waglvuaus naud 2 Wuiusiudlosiiinanglsunans uganandgeiuiniuazylsy
nziusen (KaZzmifska et al, 2017) nM1snTIRARUANNAINTAIeNIIRUgNIsHluNUgHNnes C pepo T1u 47
Fulnd feriomnetoaoans 1uu 16 desmne dunufidue 29 uau 910 49 uauitidnvauzduneduosiin
annsadanau Ie 6 ngu Fadarmnumilouayszning 0.68 3 1.00 (Coskun, 2022) MTANWIAIINMAINMAIENIS
Fugninenwariusnssuiinnes C maxima uag C. pepo Wuindnuazdugiuinefiiisdestudnvaznaiiniiy
wsUnugsiian Jsaenndesiuiniesmneloaoaniililaniuauneduosiin 8589 Wefldud (Liu et al, 2013) M
TinidnvugnsdugiuinenazAnviauainnatenievugnssulaeldiad oanane loaioaenfvesiinnes
C. maxima Tuusginensi wuauulsysiueganiaesdnuuzadu nen na wavlu wasdnserlassasiamis
WugnssuAINzauild K = 3 Bulut et al,, 2022)
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ldldlunsduunitug wavatdvayunsdadeniugweudiianuvainvangnisiugnssugaiiomuuseansamluns
USuusaiugilnnesdgidusisluluewian

35NN

fagneilnnas

flnnasilliianun S1uau 29 mneiay (Accessions) aglunds C. maxima $1uau 25 anewan uitnresdiu
Wugnisidmnglulssmelng Squash; SQ lakA SQ01-5Q25 taedl C. pepo F1uu 1 vanetaw taud finnasgnlaiu
(Halloween pumpkin/Common field pumpkin; HPO1) ag C. moschata 37UU 3 “uUN8LaY Pumpkin; PK khag
Butternut; BT lgin PKO1, BTO1 way BT02 WusuSeuiisu (Outgroup) (Table 1)

n13Ugn warn1siudeyadnuazveing 1ngINaLNLNITIAABILUY Randomized complete block design
(RCBD) Tuusiazudanugnynumneiay $1uauaz 5 fu 91w 3 uden szezign 50 WuRwns LUUTUAS VEIRININY
nénazvinsieugnidesundiiluais 1-2 Tu luradiounnsiau 2567 w Smiadedul sihasAuiAsmandands
ponulszna 56 dUai mndurhnanfuteyadnumzse ldun dnuasdvesfiana (Fruit skin color) thuiinua
(Fruit weight) Auevema (Fruit length) wagAunIweswa (Fruit width) Imaﬁnﬁmﬁﬂwam%’mduL‘ﬁummmaa
ua (Size) Winamtandeyavunanaveamdaiugiisinng il dwiindosndt 1.00 Alansu Wuwuaidn (s) tin
1.01-2.00 Alan3u Wuwwanans (M) B 2.01-3.00 Alandy Wuvwalng (L) wazdwihunnndi 3.00 Alansu Wy
wnlngann (XL) d1dns1dunnueniienuninewera (Length : width ratio) wdaduunsusima lagninian
eun31 0.65 Inlugusismautu (Flattened/Oblate) wndiAn 0.65-1.00 Yandugusiswanau (Globular) wagunnin
1.00 $igUsewagnuns (Pyriform) (Ferriol et al., 2004; Lee et al., 2023)
N1IIANFUAILANBUTNA

ihdeyadnunzdvesiong g anuemveswa anuniawesHs wardnsdumItgtenINi3T89
na nelinziuudnuusdveaiong lawn 27 ddu a5 wardasumdes WU 1, 2, 3 way 4 auaeu ﬂw*ﬁayja‘ﬁa
5 dnwaizUiuidurunnsgiu (Standardization) udaluiaszidangu selusunsy Past 4.17 1438n159anguuuu
Classical clustering/Unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean (UPGMA) wag Similarity index tuU
Euclidean (Kurnianingsih et al., 2025)
nsafamsuanaznsiinUsunadiemaiia Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR)

iludunaneny 14 Ju S1uau 1 du wadnfdwe 1neds CTAB Uszand (Hwang and Kim, 2000) as3980u
AN MLazUSHURLEWEAIBN13Y1 1% Agarose gel electrophoresis Mnurihnmsiuemudiduvesiiduedu 10
ulunfusolulasdns wazuuTutudemaia Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) UfATenUsznaudae fidule
Usznas 10 ulunsu dnilasdni5a3u 1 win exTEN PCR Master Mix (1st BASE, Singapore) A3 DI LTy
gavine 0.5 lulasludng an1izdild 95 ssmiwaldoa 3 unfi madie 40 S8U Y89 95 s waLTea 15 Funil 50-58
osrniwaldea (Tuagfuiadomne) 15 3unft way 72 ssmiwaidoa 15 Jundt aavie 72 sseiaidea Wunan 5 il
in3omneildlunisadeude 3eamneleaeass 91 40 LA3eamny (Gong et al., 2008) ATIIFBUNANITLR
SruuRdueAIY 4% Agarose gel electrophoresis
N1FAATIZAAIATUR LSV LGN T

taudue wliinzuuy fie Usinguaudduewindu 1 uazlivsnguavfduewiiu 0 udahlviesesi
A1 Polymorphic information content (PIC) waz@1 Expected heterozygosity (H,) A18lUsinsa MolMarker version
1.0 Jahnke et al,, 2022) w¥osvtssnuanuAdiimumiiou (Similarity coefficient) #6738 Jaccard 1933n15dmnguuuy
UPGMA selUsunsu FreeTree versionk 0.9.1.50 (Pavlicek et al., 1999) waglanatiuunIn Dendrogram selusinsu
FigTree version 1.4.4 (Rambaut, 2018)
n53ATERlasaseUssyns

thazuuunsUsng islivsnguaviiduievesilnnesdiiu v 25 vneiae Jeseilasadiaszeng
fagluswnsy Structure version 2.3.4 (Pritchard et al., 2000) Tneiarn Parameter set ruadIungs (K) agluyas
1-10 v191 5 afa 14 Burn in Period $1u3w 100,000 A$3 uaz Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) 1131 100,000
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ﬂ%g& (Kazminska et al.,, 2017) Haadws31n Structure WaMIn38 Structure Selector (Li and Liu, 2018) wa33tA51¢91 ad
hoc statistic AK (Evanno et al., 2005) tieidonaduiunguuszunsges (K) Amnzauiian

Tneimuslsimegefifiindudssavianuduaindn (Q-value) snnnd1 0.77 Wusheghaiiugnssuuamslu
nausEnsEastiu (Pure accession) uazsoenaiiiien O taund 0.77 ilushegaiugnssunas (Admixed accession)
(Kazminska et al., 2017)

Table 1 Fruit characters of C. maxima, C. pepo, and C. moschata accessions, including fruit skin color, fruit
weight, size, fruit length, fruit width, length: width ratio, and fruit shape
Fruit Fruit Length:

Fruit skin Fruit width Fruit
No. Accessions weight Size length width
color (cm) . shape
(kg) (cm) ratio
1 SQ01 Green 0.58+0.06 S 6.49+0.25 12.23+0.82 0.53+0.05 Flattened
2 SQ02 Green 0.76+0.01 S 7.81+0.48 12.37+0.30 0.63+0.04 Flattened
3 SQ03 Green 0.65+0.03 S 6.42+0.13 12.43+0.30 0.52+0.02 Flattened
4 SQ04 Green 1.57+£0.10 M 9.73+0.60 16.91+0.54 0.58+0.02 Flattened
5 SQ05 Orange 1.77+0.57 M 11.54+1.93 16.97+2.15 0.68+0.03 Globular
6 SQ06 Green 1.02+0.20 M 7.49+0.41 14.22+0.76 0.53+0.02 Flattened
7 SQO7 Green 0.78+0.04 S 6.34+0.12 13.29+0.37 0.48+0.02 Flattened
8 SQ08 Green 1.76+0.13 M 11.56+0.49 16.75+0.14 0.69+0.03 Globular
9 SQ09 Green 0.60+0.05 S 6.61+0.27 12.04+0.90 0.55+0.06 Flattened
10 5Q10 Orange 1.48+0.25 M 12.72£1.17 15.29+0.99 0.83+0.04  Globular
11 SQ11 White cream  2.40+0.47 L 12.33+1.43 18.37+1.13 0.67+0.04 Globular
12 SQ12 Green 1.87+0.34 M 13.08+1.06 17.09+1.40 0.77+0.03 Globular
13 SQ13 Orange 2.09+0.28 L 13.76+1.24 16.89+0.85 0.81+0.04 Globular
14 SQ14 Green 1.60+0.22 M 9.81+0.37 17.37+1.19 0.57+0.03 Flattened
15 SQ15 Orange 1.76+0.19 M 11.43+0.43 17.04+1.09 0.67+0.06 Globular
16 SQ16 Green 0.66+0.10 S 7.42+0.23 12.37+0.35 0.60+0.02 Flattened
17 SQ17 Green 1.83+0.30 M 11.58+0.39 17.45+1.23 0.66+0.03 Globular
18 SQ18 Green 2.15+0.13 L 11.33+0.23  19.00+0.50 0.60+0.02 Flattened
19 SQ19 Green 0.74+0.16 S 7.76+0.71 12.66+1.02 0.61+0.04 Flattened
20 5Q20 Orange 1.43+0.33 M 13.03£1.56 14.68+0.89 0.89+0.06 Globular
21 SQ21 Green 1.26+0.13 M 12.09+0.83 14.41+0.76 0.84+0.04 Globular
22 SQ22 Green 1.44+0.32 M 10.67+0.59 15.47+1.62 0.69+0.06 Globular
23 SQ23 Green 1.64+0.45 M 10.68+0.57 16.81+2.42 0.64+0.08 Flattened
24 SQ24 Orange 2.66+0.45 L 16.96+4.48 18.80+1.47 0.91+0.28 Globular
25 SQ25 Orange 2.04+0.35 L 12.83+1.22 17.15+1.05 0.75+0.05 Globular
26 HPO1 Orange 5.00+1.64 XL 23.03+£3.09 23.03+2.68 1.00+0.12 Globular
27 PKO1 Green 2.32+0.29 L 12.14+0.98 18.52+0.60 0.65+0.03 Globular
28 BTO1 Green 0.82+0.07 S 13.40+1.12 10.33+£0.77 1.30+0.14  Pyriform

29 BT02 Yellow cream  0.69+0.13 S 16.81+0.46 9.43+0.50 1.78+0.08  Pyriform
Abbreviations: SQ=squash, HP=Halloween pumpkin, PK=pumpkin, BT=butternut. Fruit size: S (<1.00 kg), M (1.01-
2.00 kg), L (2.01-3.00 kg), XL (>3.00 kg). Fruit shape (length: width ratio): Flattened (<0.65), Globular (0.65-1.00),
Pyriform (>1.00).
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N3IANGUAWTNYULNA

Snwaurdvesiionn Unnlinna A1me1IvesHs AUNTIweINa waydaTdIuAIINEIHERNN B HE
(5Us9ma) veafinnes 29 nuneay (Table 1) wuindnvazdvesiong diulvgiidvesimadilier 31w 19 vuneiay
(65.52%) Avosilanaddu 1 8 MHLIAY (27.58%) AvesiinadnIue 91U 1 mnelay (3.45%) wazdveslinad
AuWEDY 1w 1 vneay (3.5%) tmiinag oglugae 0.58-5.00 Alansu fruads 1.63 Alansu Sadunavunidn
(S) T 9 MUBLaY (31.03%) HaTUINNANN (M) $9UIU 13 WueLa (44.83%) navuialng (L) 31U9U 6 Mnea
(20.69%) warnaruIAlvgiuin (XL) 91U 1 nu1eia (3.45%) AMUE1IVRING g luYe 6.34-23.03 twufilung &
Aade 11.58 lwufituns Anuniisvomwa aglutag 9.43-23.03 wufiues Ja1edes 15.73 leufiluns uazdnsidiumi
gdemunesHa aglutie 0.48-1.78 fianads 0.75 daidunguzusiamautiy $1umm 12 maneiay (41.38%) U519
HANAY 91U 15 Mea (51.72%) warFUsIHAgNLns 311U 2 vingia (6.90%) (Figure 1)

(a) C. maxima

) i Green
Green Orange\ White crei ﬂ
i :; % f ,' l;. J ¢ “u }‘.
g : = X | !
SQ03 - - sQil sQ12

Flattened shape Globular shape

(b) C. pepo (C) C. moschata

W

HPO1

Halloween pumpkin/Globular shape Butternut/Pyriform shape Pumpkin/Globular shape

Figure 1 Fruit characters of the studied accessions. (a) C. maxima fruit shape with various skin colors (white

cream, green and orange). (b) C. pepo. (c) C. moschata.

N3INAUMBANYAILNG 31U 5 ANvae @111304eNdI0819 C. moschata nqu Butternut wax C. pepo b
Tuvauiisiogne PKO1 Sseglunguideniuiinesditu enaileanainngy Butternut H5Us1svamaiiunnsnaaingoeig
u duiinneselaiu fuavuialgninflnmosdiu

finnesdiiudnidu 3 ngulna (Figure 2) 16un ngudl 1 $1uau 2 mneiay Wunguravuelng) naud 2 $1ou
15 nuneiay wadu 2 nqudes nguil 2.1 S1uru 9 wuneiay Fvesimadiley wavuianats ngud 2.2 91w 6
vaNeLaY Fveilanaddy HavLAnans Laznguil 3 $1uau 8 vanelay FvesianadiTe navunalan warsuiauty

nsdmnguitnnesdiufednvarnaiiuualiunsinndgunudnuasdvesions tmiines wargUiima Seed
11 AuevesHa AN sTema wasivnaa favdnadenisdanquilnnes WuReafumsTangudaednune
Fugruinewesilnnes C maxima lutssmaailu (Ferriol et al, 2004) Enitan1sAnwidugiuinervesiinnos
C. maxima luUseweRu WUSA¥ALANLENIYEIHE ANLNIIIBIHA WAzt miinga fAnuvainvangas (Zhao et al,,
2017) Fsmssfunmsdangalumsiinuil Fsdnwasnadinanazasaiiluldlunsdanguitnnesldsely
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mMaiuUSinfiBue

PnMiuTaAduevesiinves S1uau 29 mneiay MelAdemiingeaoaens $1UI 40 LATEIVENY WU
34 \p30evny AlruauAiduesiuau 95 uau fvunUseana 60-210 giua Wuauiidueneduesiin fiuansai
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(Monomorphic DNA band) $1131 2 uau (2.11%) Sruiukaufiuaiededemune 2.79 uau lnawnsoavanedili
LLﬂUﬁLé‘uLaﬁ'Lmﬂm'wﬁﬁgﬂuﬂq'u C. maxima, C. pepo war C. moschata §1u3u 22 13 savune ldun CMTp17,
CMTmC43, CMTm11, CMTm239, CMTpl114, CMTm247, CMTm48, CMTm192, CMTm7, CMTm229, CMTm155,
CMTm113, CMTp201, CMTm222, CMTm29, CMTm232, CMTm134, CMTm230, CMTm35, CMTm190, CMTm252
way CMTp223
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Figure 2 Dendrogram of 29 pumpkin accessions generated by UPGMA clustering using fruit characters.
Abbreviations: P=Pyriform, G=Globular, F=Flattened.

drunTosneliuoufiduielanzngu C moschata $1uan 10 ww3savang 1dun CMTm83, CMTmMC6O,
CMTm68, CMTm118, CMTm183, CMTm20, CMTm209, CMTm54, CMTmC62 sty CMTm132 s'ﬁqm%"awmaméﬂﬁ
wansunURtBuafisumizdu C moschata Ssamnsnilulduenitnnesnquiloanaindn 2 ndu wudertunisine
C. maxima fiMuLA3 U eLeaLeae1s s uNE i UadTd (Kazminska et al, 2017) @1utA3esnung CMTmM19 Tiuau
Aouengu C. maxima #1931n C. pepo waz C. moschata Fadeaung CMTm207 wanauauiduomanis PKO1

Tnoiadeamnoeatedand 34 1adeaving Tan PIC Turas 0.03-0.62 uansliiiuiadeamnglunsdnunis
anuanssasuundlulndfunnsnaiuluseiuiiegs Tnefidadewinidy 0.26 @t H, Tutas 0.03-0.68 wansin
Uszansiildannusiaziaiesnedianumainvanenisiugnssuuanseiuszduiiage waswiniu 0.29 in3eammnediil
A1 PIC uay H, gaan Ao LA3esvany CMTp17 dAwsiniu 0.62 uay 0.68 muadu (Table 2) dauAdosmsny CMTp17,
CMTmC43 wag CMTm11 da PIC g9nd1 0.5 fednduszdnsaingdlunisdruuniugnssy wwdeidun1sdnw
LS EILNELOALEEDNS S 23 tn3eevune Tullames C. maxima $huau 85 MuneLaT (Kazminska et al., 2017)

d1uA@aved PIC WAy 0.26 Aildannisdned deilndidsaiunisdnsvesiinnes C. maxima g
WS eMUIEIOAARNS S 30 W3eeuing (PIC=0.22; Chen et al, 2021) wAdiA1sn31n15@n C. maxima §1uau
85 meLay MAs1wIuiI0g 19NN (PIC=0.51; Kazmifiska et al, 2017) uagnsinwiiinnes Cucurbita spp 91U
60 19819 INAIANZTUANVBIUTEWIALALET FIBLASEIMINELOEOd81S $1UIU 5 1A30IMIY (PIC=0.53; Nyabera et
al,, 2021) maLﬁamfmﬂmﬁﬁﬂmﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂwaaﬁ’uimiﬁﬂuﬂisLwﬂlwa T insfnwimaildsiuusegannny
uardaduiusiudoshufuaeiusdldnnnsusuuseiug
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Table 2 Polymorphic DNA bands, PIC and H, of 34 SSR markers in 29 C. maxima, C. pepo, and C. moschata

accessions

No. SSR Markers Total DNA bands Polymorphic bands Size (bp) PIC He
1 CMTp17 4 4 60-180 0.62 0.68
2 CMTmC43 4 4 140-170 0.56 0.63
3 CMTm11 4 4 90-150 0.54 0.61
4 CMTm239 3 3 180-200 0.47 0.52
5 CMTpl14 3 3 100-120 0.42 0.47
6 CMTm247 3 3 110-150 0.40 0.46
7 CMTm48 3 3 100-130 0.39 0.43
8 CMTm192 4 4 90-120 0.39 0.42
9 CMTm7 3 3 130-180 0.37 0.41
10 CMTm229 3 3 130-170 0.35 0.39
11 CMTm155 4 4 130-160 0.35 0.38
12 CMTm113 3 3 140-160 0.32 0.35
13 CMTp201 3 3 80-120 0.28 0.30
14 CMTm222 3 3 140-180 0.23 0.24
15 CMTm19 2 2 100-120 0.21 0.24
16 CMTm29 2 2 90-100 0.21 0.24
17 CMTm232 4 4 170-210 0.21 0.22
18 CMTm134 4 4 150-180 0.21 0.22
19 CMTm230 3 3 170-190 0.20 0.22
20 CMTm35 2 2 140-150 0.19 0.21
21 CMTm83 3 3 90-120 0.18 0.19
22 CMTmC60 3 3 150-190 0.18 0.19
23 CMTm68 3 3 90-120 0.18 0.19
24 CMTm118 2 2 120-140 0.17 0.19
25 CMTm183 2 2 110-120 0.17 0.19
26 CMTm190 2 2 80-90 0.17 0.19
27 CMTm20 2 2 100-140 0.17 0.19
28 CMTm209 2 2 150-160 0.17 0.19
29 CMTm252 2 2 90-100 0.17 0.19
30 CMTm54 2 2 140-150 0.17 0.19
31 CMTmC62 2 2 140-160 0.17 0.19
32 CMTm132 2 2 100-110 0.12 0.13
33 CMTm207 2 1 100-120 0.03 0.03
34 CMTp223 2 1 170-180 0.03 0.03
Total 95 93 Mean 0.26 0.29

N15ALATITAAIATUN LSV LGN T

M51ATIERANNELTUS N LN TTUYRsiNNes 119U 29 MUNBIAY INIAFBIVNNBLBALDADS ST 34
wWosng YuauAdueiammn sduuedsiinnumilou laengu C. moschata Sendvianuniiou Weutungu
C. maxima 8g5ening 0.08-0.15 & C. pepo dMmavtiauvilou Wiguiungu C. maxima 8¢5ening 0.47-0.57
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flnvesguildrdviiaumiiousysening 0.57-1.00 fidiads 0.78 ilesaniinneadufivinauduldieg
Aadeiuansfamiuranuaemeiugnssussduiunans oradeananiedeildifuiugnisén fiunisdniden
wneulneinusulseiug Sadianuduiusyaiugnssulnddaiuluuingy

feehsiifadviaumilougega Ae manetay SQO1 fu SQO3 fA Ay 1.00 Fuduwdniusainuiem
ety doyadanandliiuin s 2 mneiae Sanulnddemeiugnssugann mndeamsueneeninniuenadouda
wisamngluniamaaey Snvis 2 mneaeildaldnuasdvesiiong suswamioutu uazdmidnualndifseiu 3
anvagradneglunguibieniu $uiu SQO9 wiKANTIATIERANNAURUSIRUENTTH SQO9 dAdvianumileuiu
SQO1 uag SQO3 Llles 0.77 drumsneiay SQ13 fladvianumileuIeuiiou SQ11 fan iy 0.57 (Figure 3)
wanaflauanAasiugnssIaNATign Tne SQ13 AvesianadiTe luvadl SQ11 Avesinadeiuwn

5SQo1

SQ02  0.90

SQ03  1.00 0.90

SQo04 088 0.80 0.88

SQ05 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.74

SQ06 0.82 082 082 080 0.77

SQ07 085 077 085 088 076 0.86

SQ08 090 091 090 084 077 086 081

SQ09 077 078 0.77 079 076 090 090 0.82

SQ10 0.77 086 077 070 080 0.81 072 081 0.77

SQ11 070 071 070 0.68 066 071 066 074 070 0.63

SQ12 080 088 080 077 078 076 075 0.88 076 088 0.65

sQ13 070 079 070 0.71 077 074 073 074 078 092 057 085

SQ14 090 0.82 090 093 076 082 085 090 077 073 0.67 080 0.70

SQ15 076 077 076 0.74 095 073 072 077 072 080 066 078 077 0.76

SQ16 071 075 071 072 067 068 070 075 067 070 065 077 067 071 0.67

SQ17 090 086 09 088 073 086 081 095 078 077 071 084 070 095 073 0.71

SQ18 080 077 080 082 071 069 080 080 072 068 063 078 069 084 071 085 0.80

SQ19 076 077 076 078 068 0.73 076 080 072 072 069 078 069 076 068 093 077 083

SQ20 0.74 079 074 076 077 079 078 079 083 092 060 085 094 074 077 067 074 069 073

SQ21 077 081 077 079 076 081 076 086 081 090 066 088 087 077 080 074 081 076 076 087

SQ22 081 081 081 079 072 086 0.80 0.86 085 085 066 079 082 077 072 074 081 076 076 087 090

SQ23 085 077 085 092 075 081 089 085 085 076 0.65 079 077 09 075 073 085 083 079 082 085 085

SQ24 087 079 087 089 077 083 092 083 087 078 063 076 079 087 073 071 083 081 077 084 082 087 097

SQ25 076 077 076 0.74 067 077 076 077 076 080 059 079 077 072 064 073 077 075 075 082 080 085 0.79 0.82

HPO1 049 047 049 050 052 053 057 047 055 051 048 048 051 049 052 051 047 052 052 054 048 054 053 054 053

PKO1 010 0.0 010 0.10 013 0.10 010 010 011 012 015 011 011 010 0.13 009 0.10 0.09 011 012 0.10 010 010 0.11 0.09 0.20

BTO1 0.10 0.09 010 0.10 012 009 010 009 0.11 012 015 011 012 010 012 0.11 0.9 0.9 012 012 010 010 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.18 0.76

BT02 0.09 008 009 0.09 011 008 009 008 010 011 014 010 0.11 009 011 010 0.08 0.8 011 011 009 0.9 009 009 009 0.17 063 0.62
SQ01 SQ02 SQ03 SQO4 SQO5 SQO06 SQO7 SQO8 SQO9 SQ10 SQ11 SQ12 SQ13 SQ14 SQ15 SQ16 SQ17 SQ18 SQ19 SQ20 SQ21 SQ22 SQ23 SQ24 SQ25 HPO1 PKO1 BTO1 BT02

Figure 3 Genetic similarity coefficient of 29 pumpkin accessions using 34 SSR markers.
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vinelaY AvesiinadiTvEoddy wazgusimmanan nguil 2 S1uau 2 vsnelay AvesRanaddu HavUIANA WazgUTNs
wanau Adaduinan Il nguit 3 S1uau 3 mneiay Fvesimadiler uargusramauu Adadunan v nsdangu
wiltuaenadesiuanvazU e (Figure 4)
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ftugnssugs uasdidnsamlunsdndendnvasiduldinniy
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Figure 4 Dendrogram of 29 pumpkin accessions generated by UPGMA clustering using 34 SSR markers.

N1353LA1ZALATIAI19UTEYINT

mﬁmfjuiﬂiﬂa%fwUizmm%qﬂﬂmaazﬁﬂu wuen AK gegn Ao K=3 (56.81) (Figure 5a) Fregefithandn
anunsawtseenilunguitugnssunanls 3 Ussynsges (G1-G3) wudendumsfinwilnves C. maxima Tuuseineansi
(Bulut et al., 2022) 99nn15@nw1 C. moschata LN UPEAN G U2 100 MeLav 39U C pepo wag C. maxima
T4 10 Nu18Lay WuIIUIUYTEYINT K=5 @1u15auen C pepo wag C. maxima laeg1eay 1 nau ludu C
moschata @unsadalamdy 11 3 nau AUNINIAYDIRIBEN (Arbizu et al., 2022)
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G3 (@idu) 39 G1 Usznousie 12 mnewan fidwlngdvesimadiden wazgUTaRawlu G2 Usenaudie 7 vunglay
Aflanuuanssresdnwazaa Lay G3 Uszneuse 6 vieiay fidsusismanay duluajnavuianans wanisdangy
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udles Anviunduduiuguanmaiugnssuuientu (Reddy et al, 2022) Fsnrmditusmaiugnssuiiusing
lu Dendrogram @enAdeansdnngulaseasnauseyns lnewman | dnegluussvinsges Gl wnan Il Ineglulssyinstey
G3 gnLiu SQ25 wagiAan Il LAan IV wag Outlier Inoy luuszyInsgay G2 Tae7 5Q25 WAAINITN1TIANGY
Dendrogram lsisenadasiunisiangulassainasznns esonidusednaiugnssunan fa1 0 luuszrnsdos G2
Hu 0.46 waw fien 0 Tuvszannsdes 63 1 0.42 Ssdndulssmnsdeslundgy G2 Sniamsiinsesilassadiaszeins
wanawalun s luvnig?l Dendrogram AiATIesiszezvinenaiugnssu (Painwise distance) Sailriinanisdnngud
uanseiu Sniansinen C maxima $1u7u 85 Maelay wuiidaegs Outliers 99 Dendrogram dneguszrnsdes
(K1) wusienfunisanwndl (Kazmiriska et al, 2017)



10 MIANTNYATNITIDUNET 2569 ; 44 (3) : €0268972

A10819 SQO1, SQO3 wag SQO9 FnlunquLABITuNY Dendrogram wavlaseasnalssing Tagd 5Q01 fu
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SQ03 1usegenifiiugnssuuians Tuvazi SQ09 Wudiegaiugnssunay
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Figure 5 Population structure analysis. (a) Delta K (AK) values indicate the most appropriate number of
population clusters, with K=3 representing the optimal value. (b) Structure bar plot of 25 C. maxima cultivars
from Structure analysis.
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Frilwadssdndiduinasughofiienuddyrossemalne wivinanandnddlifismesoanudonisly
meluvszing nMadiuamumuuiuresfudemieiufienaviliininadssdn fvsiuglinandngedu muideld
Inquszasdiiodnidonitusininaissdnignuauiivnzantuanmignd Inelddadnisdadenwuufmuadninin
\ang (Restricted Smith Index) Ingdnwazyanisinuasililunisdndon 12 dnwas THuA nawdn Yaminasenineiu
adnazesunasuaziueanivy dadrunnugaindeninugeiu Wesiduddudy Wesiudduin Wesidudilnde $1uau
Hnsladu Wosifuinianssme audusdsvasiuiier aswuudnvasiu aswuudnuvagiin wesnsfnmdaiiuaein
Tngldtmlnadssdn fgnuausiuan 115 guaw uaziugnisdn 5 wug dudunisnigldaninugnd (70x15 ., 15,238
fu/ls) w queidedinliunsanssd Tugauds U wa. 2568 Tnsldununismeassuuy 12 x 10 alpha lattice $1uau 2 91
wamIlaTziny deinisdndonuuuimusdmintnemsansadadendninadednignuaufifidnuas iy
anndgnildduiu 22 guaw waziugnisdn 2 wug F1alwadssdnignuauiifan RSl qean 3 Suduusn ldud
NSX242048 Pac789 uay NSX242034 linandniads 1,603-1,633 Alaniusels Tvrsissgnineiuadnazoounasuas
Fueenlvalndaud (0) uazfisuiuilndeduuszunm 1 dndedu wansfessandnwlunisuauinasuaznisininia
meldanmugnd Smlnadssdnignuaniiiunsdndenlinandnindoganitdnaisvesnsmaaes 141 Alanusiols
uarinsmevauswnaiugnssa 136 Alansusiols wamsdnwiuandliifuin RSl anmnsalddmidendnumzddymans
dnwazndontuldodnadussuu dreliannsodmdeniugdninadsidnignuaniddnoninlunislinandngs &
dnuavnansinunsd uazanusauiuilifneldfanmugniedisiivssansam
Frdndny: rlnadssdng n1sUgnd nsdadenitug dudinisdndenuuusisusamimdniane

Abstract

Maize is an important economic crop in Thailand; however, national production remains insufficient to
meet domestic demand. Increasing plant density per unit area may enhance grain yield in certain maize hybrids.
This study aimed to select hybrid maize varieties suitable for high-density planting using the Restricted Smith
Index (RSI). Twelve agronomic traits were used for selection: grain yield, anthesis—silking interval, ear height to
plant height ratio, percentage of lodging, percentage of stalk breakage, percentage of ear rot, ears per plant,
shelling percentage, grain moisture at harvest, plant aspect, ear aspect, and kernel set at the ear tip. A total of
115 hybrid crosses and 5 commercial hybrids were evaluated under high-density planting (70 x 15 cm, 15,238
plants/rai) at the Nakhon Sawan Field Crops Research Center during the 2025 dry season, using a 12 x 10 alpha-
lattice design with two replications. The results showed that RSI successfully identified 22 hybrids and two
commercial hybrids with superior performance under high-density planting. The three hybrids with the highest
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RSI values, namely NSX242048, Pac789, and NSX242034, produced average yields of 1,603-1,633 keg/rai, exhibited
anthesis—silking intervals close to zero, and produced approximately one ear per plant, indicating efficient
pollination and good ear-setting ability under high-density planting. The selected hybrids yielded 141 kg/rai
higher than the overall trial mean and showed a genetic gain of 136 kg/rai. These findings demonstrate that RSI
is an effective tool for simultaneously selecting multiple important traits, enabling the identification of hybrid
maize varieties with high yield potential, desirable agronomic characteristics, and strong adaptability under high-
density planting conditions.

Keywords: maize, high-density planting, selection of varieties, Restricted Smith Index
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anmnfioniaszriamstgniisuiieudowudninadesdnignuaunieldaumuiudugs o gudidedials
uATATIA s Tudl 13 furau 2567 s 3 e 2568 (Figure 1) uansdnunzvesguinaniouiidiunntosinn ng
fifvsrudndondundinsilutiafounnmauuasiiviey ilvanwenudulufureudnansd uasdosiisnislihuasy
ogsasiiane guugiigigmadsoglutig 30-35 ssmwaiua vurfiguvaisianiadvegluris 18-22 sarmwaldea lag
Prafeuunauimnaufioniarouitafuusiizgaiuesseiteduioununiius - Famsafussorddyvaamsoen
poNuazNAINATYsT 2 INA drutiinamiidy wud Suddusnanlugaetuil 18 nuaius 1w 16 Sefuns wasdy
andnidntoslurasiudiouiiuiay uenaniamudiaumedesiing 10 Alawnssdedalus uiiuneiuiiiasiauedegs
11 10 Alawnsdetalus lutimeieunnsiay uastrsdufoununiius Fallnadensinduvesiuinlng lnstane
Ana/usiiinnugennriesumsiings

80.0 20.0
60.0 15.0
40.0 10.0
20.0 5.0
0.0 0.0

12/13/2024 1/13/2025 2/13/2025 3/13/2025

I Rain (mm.)

Max air temperature (°c)

----- Min air temperature (°c) «-------- Wind speed (km./hrs.)

Figure 1 Daily rainfall, temperature, and wind speed during the maize hybrid evaluation under high-density
planting at Nakhon Sawan Field Crops Research Center (Dec 13, 2024 - Apr 3, 2025)

Han1sAnIUaEITal
wansUssdiuininadssdn fgnauaumeldanimugnd wuih dnwagsnanuestnlnadssdaignuansiuou
11 991 12 dnuaizdidne (eniudesidudfudn) danuwansnetuegadivedfynisadflunaiednuaey (Table 1)
Taglinandnoglugie 738-1,637 Alansusiols 1ds 1,390 Alan3usiels vaziiiusenaendauay jusenlnuilriade
wirdudl 66 Yu denalsivisvinsszninaiusenlvunay SusennendifladsiniugudTu Fauanigiaiainisesnaeni
wiNzausien sHaLnaswazn1sAnwaaeglian eI LILTaIE
Arwgstuaisresirinadssdnignuauegd 215 wufiuns vusiierwgsiineioog 116 wufung ned
Fadumnugeiindenugaiuiindy 0.50 wansvindumisvesiineggenitAsnanididu feeradsualifuiiamuids e

sada o

nsauintdluaninlgnidanuvuiuiues Fadunisuiuusiugiionisugnvuiwiy Arsieniusnddndiuninugs

]

Hnsiamnugadiue ielfiuanuiiunwewiv uazananugaydeannisauneuiuiies
wWesiuddudulafinnuunnsiimieadd nedesidudduduadeniiied 0.7 wWesidus usuisguan/Wugd
Wesidudduduunnds 21.76 Wesdud druwesidudduin wde 11.1 wWesidud Jsiodadudedinddglunisuan

aeldanmanunuudugs Jadedensduiusiuganidauussuiounuaius (Figure 1) wazanuuduswasdifu

Welinn1sdaduiieudatunissuleas Seaenndeasiuseaures Maddonni and Otegui (2006) ANudn fas/Wugni

]

ANNgIN wazddurisingadianudssnisindusniy
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F1uuilndedu wae 0.96 in/fu FelndiAes 1 uansiiguan/siusdiulvgSansdnenmnisindnulignd
ogslsfnuunsguan/iugisuauiindasium 0.76 /iy duasidudilnide fideds 3.31 Wesidud wsunaguan/
fusgeds 18.35 weddud Ssenaduiusiuarumuuuguihlinisteweinalld dealidolsanieluilniaunld
ey

Woedduinanssmediaiadegeis 80.0 wedidud fauansiauan/siugdninadosdnidulnglidndu
winseilneglunmeia vusfiaudusierusniuisnadeegi 28.4 Wosdud uandiidiuirdinedaulgfnegly
nguiugengUunans (intermediate variety) Fsaanndaaiusnesuwes Thiraphon (1996) Aiszyindlnadieguiu
nansaganusaLiuAeldlutg 100-110 Fumdagn

SnwairUnsedu wuh avuuuedsegi 2.33 avuuu Tnediandaus 1.00 §3 4.00 Azuuy Aras/usTlAAzLLY
i (@) fdnvaurdduudause iindu uasliilsauasdvihane vnsguauiugildaziuugania 4 sfiduindumin
orufunamnanifugnssunaglutiafeunuaniusiauussau Figure 1 Snuaizgunssiln laduegil 2.32 Azuuu uans
Tdtuindinadesdn iy idnsusvestineglussduifelunans Tnsilndlenuasiiaue Audnae uarilseuas
wuasingiivhanetfos nmsaamdadutaeilin wuin azuuy 1wae 2.47 Azuuy uansIiusdlnginsAnudnUane
Hnlussdudtsununans uadslianysal TnednTnedldezuuugainidomnsuanasifslutisansin

Table 1 Agronomic characteristics of maize hybrids under high-density planting at Nakhon Sawan Field Crops

Research Center in the dry season 2025

LSD cv
Traits Max Min Mean
(0.05) (%)
Grain yield (kg/rai) 1,637 738 1,390 334 8.58
Day to Tasselling (day) 68 62 66 2.5 1.37
Day to silking (day) 69 63 66 3.0 1.60
ASI (day) 2 -2 0 1.9 116.00
Plant height (cm) 249 170 215 25.7 4.28
Ear height (cm) 142 89 116 17.5 5.37
Ratio of ear height to plant height 0.61 0.47 0.54 0.05 3.57
Root lodging (%) 21.76 0.00 0.46 ns 409.81
Stalk lodging (%) 60.00 0.00 11.1 29.09 93.42
Number of ears per plant 1.07 0.76 0.96 0.15 5.61
Ear rotten (%) 18.35 0.00 3.31 7.86 84.71
Shelling percentage (%) 84.8 73.6 80.0 2.28 1.02
Grain moisture (%) 36.10 20.11 28.42 4.51 5.67
Plant aspect 4.00 1.00 2.33 1.85 28.31
Ear aspect 4.00 1.00 232 1.32 20.36
Tip filling 3.00 1.00 247 1.19 17.16

ns = not significant at the P = 0.05 level

nsfmdenitusinlnadosdn fgnuaungldanmugnd Tafimstruadnuasmennnensiiddysium 12
Snvaziiioldlunisadns RS ldun 1) nandn adudnvasidmnevanlunisdadeniug (Duvick and Cassman,
1999; Hammer et al,, 2009) 2) PrssEwineiuadnazesunasuas usenlny AvsuonfemunumusonuaTen
wazn3Aniln (Bolanos and Edmeades, 1996) 3) dndrunmigailndonaugedu fiflarmduiusiun1sindu (Cheng
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etal, 2011) 4) WesiGuddudy 5) Wesiudduin adudedrindfysonandnnelinisugnd (Liu et al, 2012) 6)
Wesdudilnide 7) Sunuilndodu Fduiusiunandnuazsuenieanumuniudeanizinien (Edmeades and
Daynard, 1979) 8) Wosidusnszinz 9) arwiusdavuziuien 10) Snvuesunsedu 11) Snvazgunseiin Aldlu
nsUsziunmnImlagsiy (Thiraphon, 2025) uay 12) msfetudndiudatsiln ?jqazﬁaummamyizﬁ%aﬂm‘iwamLﬂai
waznsAnwEn (Borras and Otegui, 2001) Tneimunamnududulunsdadonit 20 Wedidud edndendnlnades
dnignuaniifidnenmganaznumusiensUgnluanmaumuiuiugsegisiiuszansnm

nsivuAATIMiANIaATEEAY (economic weight) Wvhiumndnume el RSl fdnduiivindentu T
seuiimmensdnidenliaenndesiuiugnssulugauad laun dosnislian nands S1uauilndesiu wavesidudnzimy
fifmmslumananuazganitaiade luvueivisissninetusenlvunas Susennendar dndruniugilindeniiugs
du wWeddusidudy Weddudduin Woesifusiinde rnutusdnunsiuien Snuuesunssiu dnuarsunsen uway
nsfnudndutaisiin msdadiiuieifianislunisay uazdmunaiainaneggamieseineiuadnazeounas
wagTuoenluudliviniuaud tendnidssdymerudumadluniswaunasaigldanunisaainnisugnnuiuiu
LU InadenAdasiUNaN1SANEIVEY Singamsetti et al. (2023) AldFvdiuuunatsdnvay (multi-trait index) Tu
nsAmdeniudinlnaniou deanusafiunandnuazanunumusiornuesalunainvatsannuiadenlsoeied
Usgandnn

nMeUssifiuanssausvasiuidninadssdn fgnuanneldaninugnd Tngld Rl Iduandituianinuanangg
Tumsdnidoniiugfidnandngauardnuuznsnsinunsiiinzausessuunisugniifianumuvuvesiugs #ants
Aereiandninadosdniiome 115 quay wasiugnisdn 5 Wus (Table 2 wag Table 3) wui finlnaidssdnd
gnuandildsunisdndenianun 24 guau/ius Usznoudae Tnlwadssdnignuanfiviusiuiu 22 quay wasiug
M3/ 2 ug fa1 RSl 53wa1a 1,016-1,144 Tnewugiidaviqenian 3 Suduusn 1fun NSX242048 Pac789 was
NSX242034 11 RSl wirfu 1,144 1,139 uay 1,097 muddiu (Table 2) Fauanadsmsiidnwasfiavansdnwarludvilng
\Bedn fgnuauguan/Musiieatu aonndosiu Nantachot et al. (2025) fisvyin d1alnadssdarignuandifian Smith
index g9 wanainTnadssdn fgnuaniidnuagasatunnudesnisiiazdnideninniian Tudunandn usilésuns
Fadeniinandeade 1,531 Alansureld Fegenindnaievesseansviaandl 1,390 Alanurels uanaieriaanu
uanAvesALadneuLarndsnsAaLdon iy 141 Alanfusels uaglierauinntilunsdadon wiiu 136
Alansusiols (Table 3) avviouliiiufsdnanimussnszuiunisdadonlunsusuuaiugdninadednignuauasls
anignd deiifednfnduiufinasiinsursdiussninedugsldosnsiissanaam

Snuazsesiililunisdnidon wWu Yrsvinseninsiuadaazesunasuaz fusenluumuin anasnineiade
UseIns 0.06 Yu widlo 0.23 Suludnnadesdnignuaniigndnien UstisssAnsnmnsnaunasiinsunmeldanin
Ugndl dudwauiindesiuifinann 0.96 1 0.99 Fwansdnshniinfifusiogluanimaioavosdninadesdignuaud
Hunsdniden dvsudnuvazsiuanuuduswosiu wu wWedduddudy uasduin Suunliuanaduiugiidaden
Taglannzen Wesiudduduiadoanain 0.46 de 0.19 Jauansfenruudauswesszuuin uaslassadsvesdiuneld
AITULILge drunudnvuriinuasude Wy mstusdavusiiuier uasedidudnssime fuulduidty
dintoy

wamsld RSl wandliffiuhmsdadondnvmeraneduansavinldndoutulunsussidundaien Tivanend
nmsfnsandnuagladnvazuiafiesegauior uasvnzaniunmsdadeniugmeldaamundendifidedinuas
AuLUsUTIUge fardu RSl SaduedosdiefifiussAnsamlunisdmieniugdnlnaidesde ifmyansussuulgnd
Tnoanusasyyiusillinanangs lnssadsdumneay wosiluszAninmnisiaiind Medlmsihiugildsunmsdadon
gnmsvsziivludusnsgudely ileBuuiadosnmvesiugmeldaniminadeuiivainvane
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Table 2 Maize hybrids ranked 1-12 selected under high- density planting using the Restricted Smith Index (RSI)

Pedigree Entry GY ASI EPH RL SL ER EPP SP GM PA EA TF Smith index
NSX242048 48 1,603 -0.43 0.55 0.03 1.73 7.11 1.01 82.8 32.7 291 2.50 2.98 1,144
Pac789 119 1,604 0.11 0.47 1.00 1.79 1.58 0.99 84.3 322 1.82 1.00 1.51 1,139
NSX242034 34 1,633 -0.57 0.56 0.03 0.96 1.72 0.99 82.0 31.7 241 2.00 2.99 1,097
NSX242079 79 1,531 -1.45 0.50 0.04 25.06 0.13 1.00 77.8 26.0 2.54 1.50 2.01 1,090
NSX242051 51 1,628 -0.04 0.55 0.04 6.07 1.07 0.98 80.2 31.8 3.00 2.00 2.48 1,071
NSX242010 10 1,598 -0.94 0.49 0.01 0.05 0.66 1.02 79.8 30.4 2.06 2.00 3.04 1,071
NSX242077 77 1,507 0.38 0.48 0.04 25.06 0.23 0.99 78.3 29.8 1.49 2.00 3.01 1,065
NSX242050 50 1,524 0.54 0.59 0.03 0.09 5.37 0.96 81.1 32.7 2.99 2.00 3.01 1,064
NSX242032 32 1,519 -0.07 0.54 0.91 0.41 4.64 1.01 82.6 32.7 2.76 2.50 3.01 1,052
NSX242080 80 1,475 -0.95 0.49 0.07 16.28 0.06 0.95 78.8 26.4 1.95 1.50 2.02 1,049
NSX242040 40 1,482 -1.36 0.56 0.00 15.71 1.61 0.96 81.0 314 1.48 2.00 2.50 1,046
NSX242053 53 1,586 -0.07 0.56 0.87 1.53 1.50 1.02 83.6 28.3 2.83 2.00 2.48 1,040
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Table 3 Maize hybrids ranked 13-24 selected under high-density planting using the Restricted Smith Index (RSI), including summary statistics and expected genetic gain

Pedigree Entry GY ASI EPH RL SL ER EPP SP GM PA EA TF Smith index
p4555 120 1,581 -0.39 0.54 0.03 0.52 1.14 0.95 78.6 29.3 1.73 1.50 2.03 1,035
NSX242061 61 1,484 -0.02 0.51 0.61 0.88 4.78 0.99 81.2 294 1.82 2.00 1.99 1,030
NSX242052 52 1,556 -1.53 0.56 0.01 0.09 2.15 1.00 82.7 29.1 2.92 3.00 3.00 1,030
NSX242002 2 1,406 0.00 0.55 0.45 8.87 244 0.90 84.1 28.8 3.49 2.00 2.03 1,025
NSX242090 90 1,408 0.59 0.53 0.03 253 11.92 1.07 777 27.8 241 2.50 2.49 1,023
NSX242046 a6 1,504 -0.44 0.57 0.02 11.97 2.02 0.97 81.2 33.2 212 2.50 3.00 1,020
NSX242099 99 1,575 -0.28 0.54 0.50 15.58 1.90 1.07 81.6 26.0 1.98 2.50 2.02 1,018
NSX242031 31 1,421 -0.08 0.54 0.12 1.06 2.56 0.94 83.4 30.2 1.84 2.00 2.98 1,018
NSX242068 68 1,575 -0.01 0.52 0.15 1.46 2.58 0.97 77.6 217 2.24 2.00 1.99 1,018
NSX242070 70 1,534 0.56 0.50 0.17 13.40 0.58 1.01 78.2 255 1.81 1.50 2.02 1,018
NSX242045 45 1,517 -0.07 0.54 0.04 18.66 0.25 1.02 80.9 31.1 1.98 2.00 248 1,018
NSX242003 3 1,501 0.95 0.51 0.82 0.49 1.79 0.95 84.8 33.0 1.90 2.00 2.01 1,016

Mean of Selected Individuals 1,531 -0.23 0.53 0.19 6.94 2.47 0.99 81.0 29.9 2.27 2.02 2.46

Mean of all Individuals 1,390 0.06 0.54 0.46 7.13 2.04 0.96 80.0 28.4 2.33 2.32 247
Selection Differential 141 -0.29 -0.01 -0.28 -0.19 0.43 0.02 1.05 1.45 -0.06 -0.30 -0.01
Expected Genetic Gain for 20% 136 -0.04 0.00 0.02 0.79 0.14 0.01 0.89 1.23 0.03 -0.27 -0.06

Traits included: grain yield (GY), anthesis-silking interval (AS), ear height to plant height ratio (EPH), root lodging (RL), stalk lodging (SL), ear rot (ER), ears per plant (EPP), shelling percentage
(SP), grain moisture (GM), plant aspect (PA), ear aspect (EA), and tip filling (TF). The bottom rows show the mean values of selected individuals, the overall population mean, the selection

differential, and the expected genetic gain when selecting the top 20% of genotypes.
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Table 4 Agronomic traits correlation among traits measured on the 115 crosses with 5 hybrids check under high-density planting at the Nakhon Sawan Field Crops Research

Center in the dry season 2025.

Traits QY ASI EPH RL SL ER EPP SP GM PA EA TF
GY 1.00 -0.08 -0.11 0.01 -0.28** -0.18* 0.42** 0.23** 0.35** -0.14* -0.49** -0.26™*
DT -0.21** 0.05 -0.01 -0.05 0.17** 0.02 -0.18** 0.31** -0.14* 0.06 0.11
DS 0.41** -0.05 -0.04 -0.03 0.20** 0.00 -0.15* 0.28** -0.09 0.05 0.12
ASI 1.00 -0.16* -0.05 0.03 0.06 -0.03 0.04 -0.02 0.05 0.00 0.03
PH 0.27** 0.13* 0.04 0.16 0.00 0.09 0.44** 0.14* -0.08 0.11
EH 0.70** 0.14* 0.08 0.19** -0.06 0.08 0.32** 0.17** 0.02 0.15*
EPH 1.00 0.06 0.09 0.15* -0.13* 0.04 -0.01 0.13* 0.14* 0.12
RL 1.00 0.01 0.03 -0.10 -0.04 0.04 0.24** -0.02 -0.08
SL 1.00 -0.15* -0.23* -0.21%* -0.33** 0.09 0.09 0.08
ER 1.00 0.08 -0.04 0.17** 0.16* 0.21** 0.15*
EPP 1.00 0.15* 0.03 -0.26** -0.05 -0.08
SP 1.00 0.15* 0.11 0.08 -0.01
GM 1.00 0.03 -0.14* 0.05
PA 1.00 0.18** -0.03
EA 1.00 0.46**
TF 1.00

¥, ** Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively.
Traits included: grain yield (GY), anthesis-silking interval (AS), ear height to plant height ratio (EPH), root lodging (RL), stalk lodging (SL), ear rot (ER), ears per plant (EPP), shelling percentage
(SP), grain moisture (GM), plant aspect (PA), ear aspect (EA), and tip filling (TF).
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uenanilfvlinseanduiusssninsandouardnunsnanianwnsvesitusinlnadssdeignuaunsld
n15Ugndl (Table 4) wui1 wawdn (GY) fauduiudifavandu Sruauiindedu (EPP; r = 0.42%) Wesidudnszime
(SP; r = 0.23*) wagAruduEATMHAUADY (GM; r = 0.35%) wanvingauas/ugfifsuaulindeduinn wWesidud
nemzas uasiinuturusfuifsgesinandngdluanimugnd luvnsiinandn faufmiudidauiudefifudisu
#n (SL; r = -0.28*) wWoesidudilnde (ER; r = -0.18") dnuarunssiu (PA; r = -0.14%) dnwaizgunsln (EA r = -
0.49%) wagmsAndadautanein (TF; r = ~0.26*) eddaingnuau/fugiifivefdudnsdutios Wosiduindetios
AzuuudnYrFUNSIFY dnugunssiin uaznsiawdndiudansiindos sglvinandngsluaninugnd aeandeaiy
n13Anw1999 Nantachot et al. (2025) fisgyindnlnadssdnignuauiifinandnganielddnsnisugnd asdivedidus
Manzmegl waziesidudduin Wesiudiinde avuuudnvasynsadiu uazdnvaensadlnles
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to report the findings on how Bangkok customers perceive brand image in
relation to their shopping decisions for organic vegetable brands in supermarkets. This is a quantitative research
study in which data were collected from 400 consumers. The study found that the majority of consumers were
male, aged 29-43 years, married with children, held a bachelor's degree, worked in private companies, and
earned a monthly income of 20,000-40,000 THB. This sample group had experience regularly purchasing organic
vegetables from supermarkets. The data were analyzed using descriptive statistics such as frequency,
percentage, mean, and standard deviation. The findings revealed that consumers had the most positive overall
perceptions of organic vegetable brand images in supermarkets. When considering individual characteristics, the
cultural factor had the highest mean, followed by personality, value, benefits, user, and attributes, respectively.
Consumers made the most purchase decisions for organic vegetable brands in supermarkets. All stages of the
purchasing decision process had the highest mean ratings, indicating that brand image is critical to customers'
decisions to buy organic veggies in Bangkok. Furthermore, multiple regression analysis revealed that overall
brand image perception significantly influenced consumers' purchasing decisions for organic vegetable brands
in supermarkets in Bangkok. The variables related to user, culture, benefits, personality, features, and value
collectively explained these purchasing decisions at a statistically significant level.
Keywords: brand image, purchase decision, organic vegetables, brand
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Table 1 Brand image perception related to organic vegetables in supermarkets

Ranking ltems Statistical Value Meaning
X S.D.

1 Perception of Features 4.50 0.238 highest

2 Perception of Benefits 4.51 0.219 highest

3 Perception of Value 4.53 0.229 highest

4 Perception of Personality 4.53 0.246 highest

5 Perception of Culture 4.55 0.229 highest

6 Perception of Users 4.51 0.258 highest
Total Average 4.52 0.165 highest

4.21 - 5.00 = highest; 3.41 - 4.20 = high; 2.61 - 3.40 = moderate; 1.81 - 2.60 = low; 1.00 - 1.80 = lowest.
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Table 2 Purchase decision organic vegetables in decision to buy organic vegetables in supermarkets

Ranking [tems Statistical Value Meaning
X S.D.

1 Need Recognition Information Seeking 4.51 0.225 highest

2 Alternative 4.43 0.240 highest

3 Evaluation 4.50 0.251 highest

a4 Purchase Decision 4.45 0.241 highest

5 Post-Purchase Behavior 4.48 0.250 highest
Total Average 4.48 0.160 highest

4.21 - 5.00 = highest; 3.41 - 4.20 = high; 2.61 - 3.40 = moderate; 1.81 - 2.60 = low; 1.00 - 1.80 = lowest.
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susinUaspanslugilasinsialunsunnumuaslaeiisanduiusogluszduiiunas r = 0.417) waziurnuandiiu
nsindulateuvsudinuasaanslugdesfindfislunsammumunsiaefidanduiusedluseiudmnais (r = 0.392)

agulaimnasrusznauvesnisiuinndnvalasduadanuduiusnieuiniunisdnduladsuusudinyasnaislu

aada o

glosnsifalungavmumuaseglituddgynisaifnsyau 0.01

Y v (7

n1sVAgeUaNNAgINIEINITTUT N Mdnvalns1duAduntsdnduladenusuddnUasnaislugivesunsiinluy
nysvmEmuag fideanunsaasulans Table 3 Aoluil
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fuUsdaserndafianuduiusidsuandenu Tnoadrdulszans anduwuslaiAu 080 uanslsifudn
mmé’mﬁuﬁ‘mmﬁaLLUSSaizﬁmumagﬂuizﬁvmuﬂawﬁqgwadﬁaLLﬂiaaiz‘VJﬂﬁq?ﬁqiﬂdqmaiﬁLﬁmﬁzymm*msgﬁ%’awum
fauls defuduusndannsotianldlunisadawuuiasui ensinsainisiadulad suusuddnUasaansly
gilosusiinvasusinalungammamunsle

Table 3 The relationship between perceived brand image and purchasing decisions of organic vegetable brands

in supermarkets among consumers in Bangkok

Purchasing . .
terns decision Features Benefits Value Personality = Cultural Users

Purchasing decision - 0.392**  0.417** 0.438** 0.464** 0.515** 0.513**
Features - 0.347** 0.366** 0.324** 0.373**  0.248**
Benefits - 0.451** 0.369** 0.282**  0.369**
Value - 0.460** 0.395**  0.342**
Personality - 0.441** 0.438**
Cultural i} 0.517%*
Users -

** Significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Aradanagaulevl iy 51.495 uagan Sig. A1 0.000 WesniseaudediAsy (A= 0.01) a1w1saufias
auufgrunan (Hg) wasvhnseeusuanufigiuses (Hy) Jsesungldinnissuinmanualnsduddmanenisdndula
FouvsusinUasnanslugiesunfifnlungammumuas egnafideddameadinsssu 001 Suhlvasaduauns
NYINTOUTUAURTS

Table 4 nansvnaeudvisnalnsTmveINsTuimmanuainsaudfifinenisiadulatouusudinuaonanslu

'
=

gulafundifin wudn e F (F-statistic) Wity 51.495 wagen Sig. iy 0.000 Feiantfesninszduisddnmisaiad
uuald (0.05) wandliiiudn lumanisanoeslaesiudledAgnieada nanfie fudsdase laud mssuinmdnwal
as1dudludunuandd dunuUselevd Aunuea a1uyadnain AuTausssy wagdugld awsaeiulienis
snauladeuusuiinuasnanslugesinsifnvesduilnalumngaummumunsldogsiidoddamsada nanisiese
fananhlianansoufiasauufgiundn (Ho) fissyhnmssuinmdnuainsaudliddviwadenisindulade uususdin
Uasaanslugiosiniifn uazsenduanuigiumaden (Hy) Aszyinnisiuinmdnuainsiduiiiavswasionisdnaule
FouvsusinUaonanslugiesunsifn il namsmaseudliifiui nsadausrdeasnmdnuainsdudfivnzaud
mewﬁﬂﬁiymmiﬁm?mh%aLLUiuéﬁﬂﬂaammﬂusgLﬂaifmﬁ‘tﬁmmr%u“ﬂm

Table 4 Overall influence of brand image perception on consumers’ decision to purchase organic vegetables

in supermarkets

Model ZZ df %2 F Sig.
1 Regression 4.513 6 0.752 51.495 0.000
Residual 5.741 393 0.015
Total 10.254 399

a. Dependent Variable: Decision-Making on Organic Vegetables

b. Predictors: (Constant), Purchasing decision, Features, Benefits, Value, Personality, Cultural, Users

IINWANTTAATILILY Table 5 WU FudsdaszaunsTuInmEnyalns Audaunsnesuigannuulsusiu
yasnsrnduladenusuainlasnasiugilesunsinavesiuslnaluansavmumuesldsesay 44.0 (R? = 0.440) Feag
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Tusgduuunaneroudiegs uandliiiuinuusiaosiifaunduansnesuisnisinaulauusudinuasnanslu
ﬁLUai‘m%Lﬁmléﬂuﬁxﬁuﬁmmsau YoN9INd A1 R Wiy 0.663 Usiiindaudsdasehimuniiauduiudidauanduns
ﬁmﬁuia%aimsﬁuﬁawﬁwqa YR ANANLAAIALAA BULNNTFIUYEINIFUTEANRNIS (Standard Error of the Estimate:
SEE) 1vifu 0.12086 azWeuliiiuiuuusiassdanuudugrlunisweinsalnsdnduladouvsusinUasnansly
giedinfiinvesiiuslnalussiumils

Table 5 Model summary of brand image perception affecting consumers' purchasing decision on organic
vegetables in supermarkets in Bangkok
Model R R? R? Adj SEE
1 0.663 0.440 0.432 0.12086

a. Predictors: (Constant), Purchasing decision, Features, Benefits, Value aspect, Personality, Cultural aspect, Users

Table 6 wui1 ARl (Constant) FuUseumsusnmdnuaingdudi sugaant? auusslovd sunae
Fuypdnam futmusssy wasdugld aunsaesuisiuiuanarausturesnmsfnduladeuusuiinasnansly
gulosinifinlfedreddddymeainfiszdu 0.01 fafuFaiirina (Constant) Fauuskiunissuinmdnuaingdudi
Prefunasiaduaunsduunensalidadunss Tnedadudld anmsnesuensdnduladeuvsusinuasaansly
gilodindifnlungavmuvnuesldidususunis (B= 0.230) sesaunfefuusnuinmussmausassuienmsdadula

Y 9
v
] 3

FowvsuadnUaenaslugiesinifinlungammumuns (B= 0.211) Mulsiuaudsslovidauisaeduienisdnauls
FouvsusinUasarslugiosundiinlungammamuns (8= 0.131) fusiuyadnainansassuensiadulade
wususinUasnanslugUesunfiinlungammamiuas (B = 0.130) fudsiunuantfanusoesuienisdnauladouy
sudiinUaesaslugefiniiislunsammamuns (B= 0.129) uazfuUsdnuamaramsnesutsmindulatouusus
Andaenanslugiesinsifalunsannumuas (8= 0.110) Wududvaniing

Table 6 Coefficients of brand image perception affecting consumers' purchasing decision on organic vegetables

in supermarkets in Bangkok

Standardized t Sig.

Coefficients

B SE B

Model Unstandardized Coefficients

1 Constant 1.608 0.169 9.529 0.000
Features 0.087 0.029 0.129 2.996 0.003
Benefits 0.096 0.033 0.131 2.926 0.004
Value 0.077 0.033 0.110 2.352 0.019
Personality 0.085 0.030 0.130 2.781 0.006
Cultural 0.147 0.033 0.211 4.404 0.000
Users 0.142 0.029 0.230 4.896 0.000

a. Dependent variable: Difficult decision making

lngagun1sinseinissuinmanuwalnsdudlinuaseanslugiesinsiinlunsaunnuiuas wuin augld
AUTUSTIN AuRUsElorl AuyAdnam auauaudR waginurual dvSwadensdndulatewusudinUaenans
Tugiasunsifialungannumunas lasarunsasiudueiuisanuiuwlsvesnisindulateuwusudinyasnaisiu

aad

gilasusiialungavmuuaslan Sevas 44.0 (R? = 0.440) pgelledAyeadAfiszdu 0.01 anusaasiaunis
WeINTOTIAURTILARAT
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Y = 1.608 + 0.142x,+ 0.147X, + 0.096Xs+ 0.085X, + 0.087Xs+ 0.077X,
Xq = enugly
X = AUIAIUSIY
X3 = suaalsylevl
X4 = PUYARNAMN
X5 = Aunuaudn
Xg = AUANAN

NnaMsaIsaesuIEMssUImanvalaAuAuUsUinUaeaaslugle niAnniTvEnaienssindula
FouvsusinUaenanslugiedindiin nane mssuinmdnuainsduduusudinaonaslugilesindieludugly
Fufamsssn Fugusrlend Fuyafinnn fuguanth wardugueinatenistadulatonusudinaonansly
gulosindifAnfiuanndeiy

fau annuan1sfnwmui masuinmdnuaivesusudinasamslugasinifiniavinanenisindulate
vesffuilnalungammamuas nafildfiauaenndosiunuiseves Pahurak and Taweesuk (2024) Alsivinnns@nw
\ReafuBvswavesnmdnuaiduddenisiadulatednuassaliuussulududuanadielml nedfnudmiauunyi
amsIfenuin nmdnuainnaudluifveseiesmnensivieiesmneaudndutiedeiiddvinadensinaulade
wnilan (Aede = 4.18, SD. = 0. 35) wilsinesesmnensiegliiuslnaainsnanduaz LonNLEEANLLANA1 RS
aumsuaqﬁﬂamnaummammﬁau SRENGIRN ) am/NaqmamamiaiwmmmamuLLavmquwaslamaaumium
I weNANT HamsAnwISaenAdasiuNUATEva3 Kaewtuptim and Tancho (2020) it Yadedunwdnuaiaud
fnadensinduladetnfduvesuilnalunsammamuas lnsnudn awmdnvainsidud-ludfvesqaauth e
fausssuuwazidudulsddyiidmatenisindulanisteddiu agulddn nmdnvalvemsdudddvinadun
aEJ'Nﬁﬂfaa‘hé’zyﬁiamsﬁm%ﬂamiﬁaﬂuaaﬁuﬁm iesnnamdnualifutladefianmnsandndunazivasuniamsdnaula
nsteludswanld Tnamzlunguishaniliauddydoaunw fuwldusdeduiuusudinlaonansiing
FuhgluglesinsiiadnuninuazUaends annssuinmansalnsduiuusuainUasaasiugilesusiiayinli
nuN

FuglddisvsnasomsdnauladeuususinUasaaslugesindifavesiuslnalungammamues liasdy
nauiEnaunin aseunsiilinnuddyfuomaasnasty vieyaeaiildladannden TataenndosfuuuiAnues Kotler
(2003) fiBdunein yrannmvesldazvioufisynannmuesdud shazdenlesiusatouvesiuilaa sadaguuuunns
duiuTin uazgninunllunisnununagniiiioatrsdvinadeanusinddedud nsimuanagnsnianisnaiad
yjafumseansnwdnualildlimunzay wu maiausuusudinUasnmsidenlesivitdinauilosfivadeguam
visemsdeasuusudlufuaseuaigelvsiildlornuuasndvveseisns axviliiuslaaddninuusudanansoasyion
fnuvamuedliegtna wavilugnisaduanudnfsenusus (Brand Loyalty) naemaunsinduladedilusey
817

Futmusssuiidninatenisindulafeuvsudinaonaslugesindifinvesiuslnalungammumuas iy
nslianudysunmsuanaininuasnsresiu mamedgniidedu sufamsauayuitinunsuuulne siaonades
fuamuves Phunphon et al. (2023) fiszyinnisaiisauidesilunainesduridvesinedndudostinsidoulostu
yurukazgranluiosiu SezansaaiuaieilindawssnseduliiAanisdeld dudu SameTausssulailfdu
Winsdadiasulunsfud nndnualvestnUasnansivindu usdaiudddunalnlunisadiennuuaneng
(Differentiation Mechanism) fivilususfinasaaslugesindifinddnenmlunisudstulunaaifiomans guilna
Tungamumuassiaulidesdendommzaorinisuilnadinaniauauaziaumnerodsnuuazdmandon
wnninsteriieusslomivesnueaiissosnaien

Funnuslonifdvswadensinauladeunsudinasnaslugivesindiimvosuilaalungunmumiung iy
AMUUABAABAINAISATANATY ANAIAILIATUINIT kaTAINANLNNTRIANAT danAReITULIAAYEY Odin et al.
(2001) AoFUE7 ms‘i’mm'ﬁéfmﬁuhmiﬁ‘zﬁiym?waacgﬁimﬁuagjﬁwmaﬂﬁa Tnganizdadoauanudasniouay
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A mvaIantasiiguslnnanniusldnnausslsniiaudiaue mnfuilnanssviniinsidendesinUasnas
aunsaneuauasUszlovideguamuaraiaendeldnie doudwmalidunliulumstoduasnolfAnenudnise
wusuAlufige
Fuynannmiidninanenisiadulafeuusuiinuasnansluguesunfifavesiuslaalungaunmamiuas 1wy
mnutdeiie nislalaquam anwvivasie anusuiaveusedsay wazauiduiins aeandesfuuuidnues Kotler
(2003) iszyn yadnnmvesglianansnasiouyadnamuesdudila Tnefuslansnidenuusudiiaonadestusadoy
waziitinvesaues oy mnuusudinasnmsauisaaiiayadnnwiinaniiaeuaida anulusda wagnnsi
AN URAYeUsad awInden Aazdisiaiuasianiseeniu Anuyniiy waza s nAsdonusudlusserend (Brand
Loyalty) uenant yadnnmvanusunduduaduddglunisadeanuuandiadanagns (Strategic Differentiation)
Tusmafifimudedugeesagosindifslunsammumues esndnuasamsainvansundseradinuauifniugiy
TndiAsaiu uilususfaansodenoayadnamlsiuilaniuiuazieslosiuiadinvesmnnld azdieaildiuiou
yanmsusiuaglisunsdadulatededisaes
FunuautRudnvisateiiisnsnadonisiadulatouusudinuasaaslugefiniiinvesiuslnaly
NFVRUMTUAT 1T AYVIIARLALANNAYDIN AAUANEIINTIR SR Taufaussyinsifidoreauaznanluntslda
aenndeafuLUIAAYDY Jacoby and Chestnut (1978) Aind1in AuiawTAvesnandasidsralnensionufnaluns
dufn (Brand Loyalty) ilesannguslaasinlémsiuSeuiiiounmant 019 avwasll savd wasnauamilanunsaius
¥ Sunsilunsidende mndudfiguaudifineuauosmindesnisldini fagtasationisveusuuazinlugniste
dnluszezem dau auaniRvessdnsuridiifissdudefousnifeelifuiloadondouusuiinuasnans urdudy
fugudiasuadsanuiulawasarusnddowusudldegseid adlunaiafiiinisudsdugeogreglasundiinly
NFUANUVIUAT
uazduauandudndadedisnsnaronsdaduladonusudinlasaarslugodunsiinvesiuilnaly
nsammanuns lidresduusegdladuguamm arunsendnsedndey Jadediuynna anufianelalusedusian
FATANUAULAL UFUA etlagonndesiunuues Srsnieng and Kongsataya (2023) #1747 Fuilnafifinisnsznings
wansenusugunimlusziugs snidendednuasnasuiniy esnnuesihnuavemandusildldsdadesauan
vdosamiviiy widaufunsamuluguamszesen niewiad unsfidmdnlunseydndaanadeulundeutu de
wmisunme T fidunalnidenlesseniussgdanmeluresuilaaiuamdnuaiveswususd wanduusmdndu
ThAnnstet sufamsaiuanusniveuusudinaonaslugilesindiinlfetwoidowuasdedu
ety fuszneumsiesududedianuddgiunsiuinmdnuaivomedudi esndanudeslssty
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017 asouailuailos nguausulmiildlaguam ﬁaﬂduﬁmmaﬁmmmwﬁmﬁmsﬁﬁﬂaamﬁaLLazmmmm’maaﬂﬁ
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Storytelling) iuvanevasnis easansanduazanuidesiuegesaiies nmsnsnagnslnelddeyadsdnanns
dndulaguilaadsdeidunuimeddglunisadiennuudannssiiuuusuddndasnanslunaingiuasinsiing alug
ausandnduliiAnnnudsuuainsindulansdovesiuslaludain Tnsaniznguiliauddysug vam
idesmmnndanudesiuiuusudinUasnasisimielugesiniifnfinunmuazeaaonde das vieuliii
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ayUnanIsAnen
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frevdnsnniiuszaunsallumstenieuslnadnuasamsangefindifinediedoaidouas 1 ads



10 MIATNYATNITLIVUNAT 2569 : 44 (3) : 0269072

TudhuvesmssuinndnualnsdudiiAertesiuinuasnaslugesindiin wuinguslaeliauddy
Taueglusziuinniian uwaziilefinnsanduseiuinuimnifeylussiuanniigaudedu Taun sufausssu
(ALady 4.55, S.D. = 0.229) AIUYATNAIN (ALade 4.53, SD. = 0.246) ATUAIAT (ALade 4.53, SD. = 0.229) F1u
AaUsylev (Awade 4.51, S.D. = 0.219) AUl (A@dy 4.51, S.D. = 0.258) LLa:ﬁwuﬂmauﬁa(ﬁwLaﬁa 4.50, S.D. =
0.238)

dufunisndulatenusudinUaeaaslugiesiniife nuifuilalunsammamunaslfanuddnylnes
ogflussiuinniigaiuiu uazidensniionsanidusedu wuimnduidiedseglussduinniign 6un nssudfenny
#o9n3 (Aade 4.51, S.D. = 0.225) nMsUszifiumadon (Anade 4.50, SD. = 0.251) wqﬁﬂiiwé’ﬁmi%a (Aade
4.48, 5.D. = 0.250) M3snaulade (Aady 4.45, SD. = 0.241) wazNIshEaUeya (Aady 4.43, S.D. = 0.240)

uazkaMIvAoUANLAgIY NUd1 Masuinndnualnsdud veiudld dutaussss dugadsslond du
yABNNIN FunaENTR wasduaudl SulBninaromsindulafeuusudinaenaslugiesindiinvoauilaely
NFUANUMIUAT

¢ o/ ¥
nauszlviiiudau
dieuveUsenAdunauillifinaysleviviudou

nnAnssuUIENA
vovaunniUslnainUasna1sresuanguvnumIuAsiiautswmielusudeyaidusg9f anansdusedn
Aevdlvautsmaslunsaiiuausng aunseisilianideduildnsa

nsidunlunsilsuunauvesdidey
AuARTEL ms&%amﬁgm nsildusalunisesnuuy msvaaeulrdesiien Bnsiudeya nsdaiu
Joya MATIEIToYa MILUTHA NM1FININEINTalNG waznsildundluns@eusiuaduunany: unas dimes, W
1 BeuRans aunela.

LONE1581999

Ananchaitawat, V., Teeyabun, N., Linruesee, T., Jensomboon, S., Tananchai, T., Jiranantharaporn, R., Chaimoon, W., Suyarat, S.,
Punsuwan, W., Sutar, S., Yothaitiang, W., Puanya, W., & Juntee, J. (2025). Customer journey model for pesticide-free
vegetables and longan from the Baan Pa-Hget-Tee agricultural group in Nong Phueng Subdistrict, Saraphi District, Chiang
Mai Province, from the farmers' perspective. Research and Development Journal, Loei Rajabhat University, 20(73),
79-89. (in Thai).

Chuenwattanapong, N. (2019). Factors Influencing the Attitudes and Behavior of Consumers Purchasing Organic Food

Products in Bangkok. Master’s Thesis. Bangkok University. (in Thai).

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. (2025). The State of Food and Agriculture 2025. Retrieved from:
https://www.fao.org/publications/fao-flagship-publications/the-state-of-food-and-agriculture/en.

Jacoby, J., & Chestnut, R. W. (1978). Brand Loyalty: Measurement and Management. John Wiley & Sons.

Jongkraijak, C. (2017). The Impacts of Marketing Mix, Brand Equity, and Attitude on Consumers Purchase Decision to Organic
Vegetables in Bangkok. Master’s Thesis. Bangkok University. (in Thai).

Kaewtuptim, D., & Tancho, N. (2020). The effect of brand image and integrated marketing communication on the purchase decision
of drinking water among consumers in Bangkok. RMUTT Global Business and Economics Review, 15(1), 58-74. (in
Thai).

Keller, K. L. (2013). Strategic Brand Management: Building, Measuring, and Managing Brand Equity. Pearson Education.

Khongwarin, K., & Ruesue, J. (2020). Consumer’s behavior in pesticide - free vegetables and produce consumption in Suratthani
province. Journal of Management Sciences, 7(1), 50-77. (in Thai).

Kotler, P. (2003). Marketing Management. 11th Ed. Upper Saddle River, Prentice Hall.

Kotler, P., & Keller, K. L. (2016). Marketing Management. Pearson Education.

Odin, Y., Odin, N., & Valette-Florence, P. (2001). Conceptual and operational aspects of brand loyalty: An empirical investigation.
Journal of Business Research, 53(2), 75-84. https://doi.org/10.1016/50148-2963(99)00076-4.



King Mongkut’s Agr. J. 2026 : 44 (3) : 0269072 11

Office of the Permanent Secretary for the Bangkok Metropolitan Administration. (2009). The Division of Operational Groups
within District Offices. Retrieved from: https://acrobat.adobe.com/id/urn:aaid:sc:AP:fc251a5¢c-9bf8-4a22-bf94-
b71438506193. (in Thai).

Pahurak, K., & Taweesuk, P. (2024). The influence of brand image on purchasing decisions of processed fruits and vegetables in

modern trade: A case study of Nonthaburi province. Journal of Management and Development Ubon Ratchathani
Rajabhat University, 11(2), 349-366. (in Thai).

Phunphon, T., Yongphet, P., & Nakpibal, P. (2023). Design thinking for participatory organic farming community product

development. Phranakhon Rajabhat Research Journal: Humanities and Social Sciences, 18(1), 255-275. (in Thai).

Rana, J., & Paul, J. (2020). Health motive and the purchase of organic food: A meta-analytic review. International Journal of

Consumer Studies, 44(2), 162-171. https://doi.org/10.1111/ijcs.12556.

Schivinski, B., & Dabrowski, D. (2016). The effect of social media communication on consumer perceptions of brands. Journal of
Marketing Communications, 22(2), 189-214. https://doi.org/10.1080/13527266.2013.871323.

Srinieng, S. (2018). Consumption of Organic Vegetables in Bangkok, Thailand. Doctoral Thesis. Asian Institute of Technology.

Srisnieng, S., & Kongsataya, C. (2023). Factors influencing the purchasing decision of organic salad vegetables in Bangkok. Journal

of Academic Management Science, Phetchabun Rajabhat University, 5(2), 73-87. (in Thai).

Witchachutakul, A. (2015). Segmentation of Pesticide-Free Vegetable Consumers Based on Lifestyle Patterns, Opinions on

Marketing Mix Needs, and Purchasing Behavior. Master’s Independent Study. University of the Thai Chamber of
Commerce. (in Thai).



	รวมเล่มวารสารพระจอมเกล้า 44-3
	ปกวารสารเกษตรพระจอมเกล้า 2568 ล่าสุด 44-3_1
	รวมเล่มพระจอมเกล้า 44-3
	42(3) เป็นต้นไป A4
	บรรณาธิการแถลง 44-3


	สารบัญ 44(3) 2569
	รวมเล่มวารสารพระจอมเกล้า 44-3
	รวมเล่มพระจอมเกล้า 44-3
	14-269388 Draft3 วิชาการ
	1-268558 Draft3
	2-267539 Draft2
	3-269156 Draft2
	4-269054 Draft3
	5-268090 Draft3
	6-268960 Draft3
	7-269076 Draft3
	8-267540 Draft2
	9-269183 Draft3
	10-269858 Draft3
	11-266638 Draft3
	12-268972 Draft3
	13-268839 Draft3
	15-269072 Draft3



