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Effects of dietary pigments from Monascus-Fermented durian peel on the
production quality of Chinese edible frog (Hoplobatrachus rugulosus)

cultured in cement ponds
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341 Lﬁa?iyuqmmi'Vlﬂaaawuimumﬁiﬁ%mmmﬁ%u PM lunnsedu 18nsin1siasayiiule Snsuanide uardn
Assenne Tiwand1enaadf (p>0.05) winuundildsuomnaiasy PM fissduiosay 0.25-1.0 fardfiTalaan
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YAAIUAL (L*=33.66+0.57; a*= 4.56+0.24; b*=20.08+0.21 uazUSunaualsitueed 16.56+0.52 lulasniu/niu)
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nsENUReNsAsYAulaLazNITENmY
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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate the effect of pigment from fermentation process of Monascus sp. with
durian peel (Pigment from Monascus; PM), in the diet, on the yield quality of Chinese edible frog
(Hoplobatrachus rugulosus) cultured in cement ponds. The frogs were fed at different levels of PM in diet:
0 (control), 0.25, 0.50 and 1.0% for 12 weeks. The experiment was done based on a completely randomized
design (CRD) with 3 replicates. At the end of the experiment, it was found that frogs fed PM supplements
at all levels had no effect on growth, feed conversion rate, and survival rate (p>0.05). The frogs fed PM
supplements at 0.25-1.0% had significantly higher skin color values, measured as lightness (L*=38.66+1.42-
42.52+0.84), redness (a*=9.45+0.37-11.12+0.47), and yellowness (b*=36.60+0.59-41.57+0.67), and higher
carotenoid accumulation in the flesh (24.53+1.03-36.24+0.87 |lg/¢) than the control (L*=33.66+0.57; a*=
4.56+0.24; b*=20.08+0.21 and carotenoid contents of 16.56+0.52 Lg/g) (p<0.05). However, an increasing of
the value tendency was in accordance with the level of PM supplementation in the feed. It was also found
that after discontinuation of PM supplementation for 2 weeks, the skin color of frogs was not different from
the last week of PM supplementation (p>0.05). Therefore, supplementation of pigment from the
fermentation of durian peels by Monascus sp. in the feed could increase the color intensity and carotenoid

content in frog flesh without affecting the growth and survival.

Keywords: Monascus sp., Durian peel, Pigment, Hoplobatrachus rugulosus

UNUI

Auw (Hoplobatrachus rugulosus) Wudaiiaafilssurnuaulaunntu Tnensulssudldnnuunidudaitin
ﬂuﬁwﬁaﬁﬁmméwﬁmmmwﬁwawismﬂ 1ul w.A. 2565-2570 (Department of Fisheries, 2021) osnnuun
Hudnifidesie aunsodeddlunnanmiesdiuvenissmalne wiyivlng Wnandsdu amuilos numuste
anwindey awnsadmgladneuazlisnnnas (Saman & Thiammueang, 2021) LﬂuLma'ﬂmmiIﬂiﬁuﬁﬁﬂzumw
Hufitenslna aunsaideaduedwdnuarordnaduld afaneldlituinunansdidodfiduegied uiidesnnlu
gty Aduvesdnihimdunadnuasniiiduslnesuiuasdwmarieyadmasvomdniog Tnsdflansunie
aenndesiuarumaniwesfuslnadinldsumsonsuuareraviliannsademgentld (Song et al, 2022; Liu et
al, 2024) geARdpsfuANLFBINSYRIRART e wlulsemelne Anuinnuuddaamdaduiimaseunie
Avdomesanduil foamsvesmaraunninuui faAmdaduddmiedideanan (Yaowanarat, 2016) faifu
nsUfulgsnanmafveanuuiaiudnmadenuilsiinsdiedaaiulinuninageduasassanudssnsves
fuslneanndein

nuniawannsalumsdeudiald TasmawdeuddiRernmehousuiuressedfiadluiomilaiidend
wadiin (Chromatophores) Bdluwadisindiisening (Pigments) vanewila annsaviasuazvenedls vhlvissaingd
nsnsEefReTIdiuluuIasng  veRwmt nenuuasimsidsudRufienevauswetiadusng 4 wu uas
gaungdl Aty orsual wieudiuinisnaeiandng (Park et al, 2023) fetfuiioneuaussaudoansvesiuilng
msUSulzsRunmEveRmnuunTinuasnlufedldiuie mathAumileasesiiufuieUssanm 7 Yu deuduwe
agynlinulid@vaes (Wongkhan, 2016) miﬂﬁﬁaGﬁ’aﬂdnaamﬁaﬁmmﬁmS'mmﬁﬂmiammmﬁamLﬁadamaeia
Afaludniaziuihaniiuun laen1sa auammuﬂgﬂﬁmmauauaama‘wwawsaaunmaau (Mire et al,, 2023;
Radovanovié et al, 2023) ogdlsfinuAsdifunsdsudiovoanuuiresmililddmanseuenuamasionu
wardianugannlumeidinu maasumsiaduemsdsnuunomidumadeniuiralalumsusudsdvesnu
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Monascus sp. L‘ﬁ‘L!L%aS’lﬁﬁﬂﬂsﬁumﬂmigﬁm%ﬁ (Wong & Koehler, 1981) fiailiilaesniasayavadsansavan
3 & loun &11a 09 (Monascine hay Ankaflavine) @ @1 (Rubropunctatine Lag Monascorubrine) WAL & LA
(Rubropunctamine wag Monascorubramine) (Chatterjee et al., 2009) UoNAINATAUAD TNULUAAATIAIUNITOAT
13973 9 1wy ansluunladu 1 (Monacolin K) ifananifiduystlovidesisne iuasiisanseiunaeisanesea
asanszRuAURUADe asiuUiiseeendindu sudsastdesiunmaiauzidald (Gao et al, 2013; Agboyibor et
al, 2018) Tnesilueulddrduuna semnsves Monascus sp. (Eadmusik, 2014) Wis189A TR puminE U
Monascus sp. ansnsananduuianmdefi sneninnensvainvateeiia wu wWasnduazy (Wang et al, 2002)
F9917lna (Babitha et al, 2006) NN USaE (Silveira et al, 2008) N1noU (Silveira et al, 2013) WARYYY
(Velmurugan et al, 2011) wazwanni3au (Sranta et al, 2012) 1Wusiu %’ﬁL“T;Jumiszhaamﬁunuiumwam Dunsidia
waaliifureadeiuasninduintdliifnusslod a1sdan Monascus sp. uenanagldluemsdmiuuslnauds
feenusarhluldidumassdludnd Wi duassfly uazlily Inensiaiuansafinanlng Monascus sp. 300 fiadniu
soflantu luewnafuessflvdmalvinunwiveudedsdidgean (Safari et al, 2025) dnlulrlydudmalfliundd
duuuarannsnaiuansdan Monascus sp. Wgeaniaiatas 6 (Suwanpost et al,, 2025)

TunsruaunsuwdsgundsugenvhliiAsezanivdennidsusiuausnnauludae veswardnaedutlgm
Aauandon sudemsgadesusznasnniulunsiide mafuyadweserandenyFouiadudmened ey
Tuilaqou ddliftesusilmAnyssloniaan uevantigmauasdonvintu uwidaanusidulumsthinvesdedn
#18 (Charoenphun et al., 2020) ﬁN"mmﬁmmwmmﬁlumﬁﬁﬂmLﬁmﬂﬁ'au%zmmﬂﬁaﬂnL%&Juiﬁl,f’luwﬁmﬁ’m%
ERN Panansathnduanlduselosdls wu i’aqLﬁ?;laLwﬁamﬂmﬁamqﬁau (Saueprasearsit et al., 2020; Muisee &
Janthasit, 2021) ussafusiewnsanUdenyFou (Ninlanon et al, 2021) 11 0umsieauusduianaeulndndiond
(Nguyen & Nguyen, 2025) saudadudruasulunindaeionsuasinvdiens (Mungmai et al,, 2023) wavdaiinany
wenefiovszndlidslenianudenysudenadesdniih wu fnmshudenmFeuliaiyluewnsania dea
Tiumdadvsinaswiudadesundlionadeldsuidowuafidouu 3 42l ueedidnudadonunsganiingud
ilFsuiasuudenniou uvennnivinauwadisinidensnuasAanssurhinlelvdaiviinagelundsnnldsude
LUATILS 8 LLamﬂ,ﬁLﬁudWﬂmﬁaﬁmsmauauawiaqﬁﬁuﬁuﬁLﬁ'wﬁyu (Pisuttharachai et al., 2025) Laggaiis1earuaIg
L‘flulﬂlﬁlumﬂ%mﬁaﬂnL%'au‘umLLﬁa‘wmLmuﬂmmﬁﬂuqmsamﬁL?iymﬂmlu (Cyprinus carpio) Fawuin anusanaAwN
IaesTosas 25 lngyrandunuatamsailanlaniuag 1.42 um (Lommetta et al, 2016) wenaniluiden
Nissulszneumeieiivaglaadevas 13.09 wardiniusesay 15.45 (Brown, 1997) wmwnzunnistuildiduingiv
dmdumansidsatesduridiiondnasiidumaaiiluownsdn] wu mslfivdeny3ouningdunidluemaiss
anssseziu-Tu WU mavawuesaLSagURewdenndsuntnieray 70 lunsyugns Wiliandveadoung
snnngumuAy Taeansownsuazituilsltuldesld (Polsa et al, 2021)

uffdrilagiuasnutn Monascus sp. ansandnduuTagmiefiamemanunsldvanuasein uddlaiuang
sweumanslfansafindnldves Monascus sp. Wneiidenni3euduuvasemsuazndsan fafunuideidsd
Ingusvasdifieusvgndldasainannnnszuiunsmindonydsumdetising Monascus sp. iteldiduasiasly
pwnInuw Ssmadrasdulsrlenidenmnmiudmliuinuu doyannmsideedadandusumadenddides
dnfthanansmiluszgndlfiflefiunanmuandedudliuinuasnsiold
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Wy 10 Fu waswisuduasuviuassaledidesififlanududumiaiy 1xX10° alesretadans wioldidundie
iFend suaeiug nuounesndliarerawssiulfidud uruia 05x2.5 wufwng vilueuiigamgd
55 arwwaldea wiu 1 Au ndudaddeny Foufeuuiaudamin 100 n¥u ldmamizdsauun 16 eoud
Wensazanenglaarnudiduiosay 2 U3Uns 10 dadans LLé’qﬁwlﬂezhL%aﬁammﬁ 121 pewaded Uy 15 Wi
RGO Taﬂmmaﬂimm 10 Jadans uﬂﬂumammu 30 peALTATYd Wl 12 Tu Lﬂuaiwuaimaﬂwam
LﬂaaﬂstauLLauLauiaauLﬂaaumnamuﬂuaLLmLuaiuaunmmwuﬂmeu mmsawlé’lﬂmmawammu 121
peAwAlBd WU 15 Uil LLmaUT‘wLLM&LLauumiwLﬁumaauLaam Imaaﬁammamlmmﬂwmumumammaamuw
floarUssneumanadl ell TWsiudosas 9.30 lusfudesay 0.96 Aududesas 6.12 naneuiosas 27.73
Wnsewaz 6.06 Aslulamsnioeay 77.56 uasliUSinuualsiiueen Wwindu 223.364+0.73 lulasniu/nsu

2. MSHSNUNAADY
Vot linaaesdsanuiluvefiundnanvwiaduniugudnans 1.12 was 9w 12 Us Jwseglulsaioudadl
MaA1ARH WiagUaliuulilANgeRnivy 5 iwuiung uagdndmsuliomnsuuin 0.10 suns Ussdusiazue

3. MSAIBUARINAADY

dninmansiildlunisdnuni fe annuun (Hoplobatrachus rugulosus) 8¢ 45 1 AT ud
21.72+0.56 n¥u fieanamnsuntludminasdans nsuvanmnuliduesiuiunadelmivarommnaes
(ewnsvdiadeaiuyamunu) Wunan 2 §Unsi neudadeniamznudifanmauysal ulauss warduamennaes
$1unu 12 Ue 9 ax 50 f (AT 50 Fa/ms1asing) dunuvaass (Fesay 10) MNUAATYANNTNAADILNTI
Yvindnenadasdsluiimeton 2 fummis (31 ME 4002, Mettler Toledo, Switzerland)

4. NSA3PUDNTNNADY

omsildlunisvaasadusmsdavdnoui fisziulusiudosas 35 msuanormsnaaosiidunsanels
LLNuﬂ’]iVlﬂaENLLUUEjiJaiJUUiﬂj (Completely Randomized Design; CRD) Usgnausig 4 YANTNAGDY Lwiagsqmmimam
¥ 3 4 il

mmwmamﬁ 1 ganunu (liaSueansd), %;mmimmaaqﬁ' 2 @5y PM Tuserusesay 0.25, mmimamﬁ 3
&3y PM TuseauSeray 0.5 wa ﬁqmmimﬂaaaﬁ 4 @331 PM luseausesay 1.0

UringAvemisaaansly Table 1 walidfundtd e osdnemsiin nsduiuieg e vaaes
WetlUdnseiUiinaansennsmaisues AOAC (2000)

Table 1 Composition of feed ingredients, proximate analysis and cost of each dietary treatment
Levels of PM in diet (%)

Feed ingredients

T1 (control) T, (0.25) T5(0.5) T4 (1.0)

Feed ingredients

Corn 19 19 19 19
Rice bran 19 19 19 19
Soybean meal 31 31 31 31
Fish meal 31 31 31 31
Vitamin C 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
Binder (powder) 5 5 5 5
PM 0 0.25 0.5 1.0

Fish oil 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
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Proximate analysis

Protein 35.26 35.43 35.99 35.44
Fat 5.84 6.37 6.37 6.03
Moisture 10.67 8.67 9.73 9.83
Crude fiber 3.60 3.39 3.30 3.38
Ash 12.49 12.64 12.50 12.38
Carbohydrate 35.74 36.89 35.39 36.32
Cost (Baht/kg) 40.13 40.47 40.83 41.51

5. N5 WiMnaaes

Temsvnansiuas 2 A%a (08.00 u. wae 17.00 w) lushsiteay 5 vosimindareiu ndwndsnude
9IMNINARBIUATU 12 dUnv Faeganisliemveaes Lwié’amlfagaqnwmammmﬁqmﬁmﬁ’usqmmquiaiﬂgﬂ
2 FUaoi sewinenmsmeanaEssdinsiasuietlulennasisnsdoray 100 ‘1/1ﬂ’a’uiu"thLéfj'ﬂfiauslﬁmmﬁfjamﬂ

6. Mmsvuiindaya

dunusevaz 10 mmwiazﬂam%’aﬁmﬁmqﬂ 1 2 &Unn9i eussdiumaasyiln Uszneude dmindadle
Augansvaaes (n) dwminifsduadedetu (¥usotu) Srmmansadulasune Govas) warianaudsuuad
USnauiavladnumas (Posterior) 18981dneI3esing (3 Chroma Meter CR-400, Konica Minolta, Japan) Wievnen
yosdluszuu CIE (L, a*, b¥) Tneilanumunevesnadilafe A1nnuaing (L) fAngaunefidinauaing wazdlang
vanefeaienuiiv Adiden-uns @) §udu (@) wdudide dau a9 wduduas anbhdundes dudu (09 az
Hudthidu daw (+b) andudimdesnndargaunefeiidy uimndaimnedsdou uasueninitufinuTum
ownsitlflimnveusasaflemnnsnuanis duhnunuiiviediedmummssenme (Gosay) uazduiu
Frograiieusnaasinniitevluinssisnauelsivessluionu fe3d Spectrophotometry (Kanokrung &
Watanadilok, 2016) Imaﬁqmsﬁiﬂi’ﬂumsﬁmmwnﬁﬁma%m’w 9 e

uwmilingavine — Wwmidnisusiu

UminiiuRdesoiu (ADG; g./day) = ——
AMUIUIUNRYY

In shwidngavie — In dwidniSudu

dnTInsasAUlad NI (SGR; %/day) = %100

o o o &
UIUIUNLRYY

Y siuninuiudusiisuiauduaanismeaes

ansINISHantle (FCR) = —

LI

umiihruieduganimaaes — dminyudeFudunmaaes

Iununuiwderamuniloduganisnaaes

N1359AM8 (Survival; %) = x100

o a0 & o4 4
FIUNUNURDYLRLIBLIUNTNARBY

7. MIAATRRTaYAVNNEEHA

UBYARIUNTTENNNY NTATYAULN WALAETDIMNYANITNARBINNIATIENAURUTUTIU (Analysis of
Variance; ANOVA) fiosmanuuansnansana uasilsoudiouamuunnsneesaiadesieda Duncan’s new multiple
Range Test fisviuanundotudosas 95
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8. 9385531n15338Tudnd

n9isensdlldsdunsvenareygnaliduiunisifeludninaans laviiluoynnlddn U1-05306-2559
wagldveaudAlididuniadvuarlddnifonumaineimans uminerdomaluladssusnang Tuean
IDHRMUTTO-ACUC-2-2023-017

NaN1578

1. NawaanWSLa‘%uaﬁsﬁaqnnsxmumwﬁnwmL%'asﬂuLLuaﬁauuLﬂﬁanvgL'%'auiummwiamssaﬂmml,az
N5 AL IAYRINULN

NATNARBIALINULUIR BN TTETH PM Tusesudawas 0, 0.25, 0.5 uag 1.0 Wuran 12 dUast wuin
nuuluyngansvnaesdaniadedmiingagaiine (FBW) shsnsaiyiulnedsretu (ADG) Snsnzasayiule
§1mz (SGR) Snsmsuaniile (FCR) waznssenmeldunnsnafumadn (p>0.05) (Table 2)

Table 2 Growth performance, feed conversion ratio (FCR), and survival rate of Chinese edible frog

(H. rugulosus) fed diets containing pigments from Monascus-fermented durian peel (Mean+SD)

Levels of PM in diet (%) P-

Parameters
T, (O T, (0.25) T5(0.5) T4 (1.0) value

Initial body weight (IBW) (g/frog) 22.07+1.62 22.33+1.40 21.32+1.26 21.17+1.32 0.085
Final body weight (FBW) (g/frog) 204.62+10.69  216.09+43.69  231.13+9.74  237.87+35.06 0.901
Average daily gain (ADG) (g/frog/day) 2.26+0.85 1.90+0.81 1.89+0.45 2.20+0.70 0.884
Specific growth rate (SGR) (%/day) 2.44+0.29 2.21+£0.49 2.28+0.23 2.42+0.29 0.756
Feed conversion ratio (FCR) 3.0+£0.3 3.2+0.2 3.1+0.1 3.1+0.4 0.945
Survival (%) 54.67+4.62 47.33+27.30 42.00+8.00 47.33+13.60 0.765

2. uavaenstasu PM Tuammsdeanuduvasdimdenuun

AENSINULATU PM waneingiu 4 seau wagyinisduinandiiviavesnuumn q 2 dUav wanswualiy
nsAsuuUamesAImINaIN (L) Aduns (a%) uazdndes (b%) vesfiavanuuda Figure 1 Geandnnd (Fudl
AraanensngaUaludUa Y 4 uazAAnndifistunudduressinamslianiutursfesresnaniss
Vimuﬁuadwﬁﬁaﬁwﬁmmqaﬁa (p<0.05)
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Figure 1 Trends in the skin color parameters (L*, a*, b*) of Hoplobatrachus rugulosus fed with diets
supplemented with PM at four different levels for 14 weeks. Different superscript letters within

the same week indicate significant differences among treatments (p<0.05)

ndrnlFemsitlidnsaiy PM lunsdssnuunuszesna 2 et wdvhmsduiasduuimdes
AuwBnatanuin nuunilduomnsiasy PM lusesudesas 0, 0.25, 0.5 wag 1.0 Amfavesnuiiaduaayiniu
4.55+0.35, 10.35+0.46, 11.13+0.66 Uaz12.46+ 0.56 mua1su dadwmdoaindy 20.15+0.53, 38.61+0.61,
40.57+0.79 wag 44.57+0.90 A1UEIAU LazdlAIAIINAIINYINAY 33.76+0.98, 39.47+0.96, 43.27+0.85 wag
45.59+1.70 audfy wan15IATIEineaRAnyIT Advndvesiavifanuunitldfuansdganinyaniuauetig
HdsdAyn19aia LLazﬂ"]ﬁnﬂﬁLﬁuﬁua&J'1aﬁﬂ’aﬁwﬁ“zy,mﬂaﬁﬁmm"ﬁwaw%mmmiﬁﬁLﬁuﬁfuﬁaa (p<0.05)
(Figure 2)
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Figure 2 Skin color values (L*, a*, b*) of Hoplobatrachus rugulosus after 2 weeks of PM withdrawal. Different
superscript letters within each color parameter indicate significant differences among treatments
(p<0.05)

3. wavasnaiain PM TuswsdeuBinamalsiivesdsaluifonu
MnmMsieTgiUinaelsiuesdruimualudonuuinendsiuannimmeaes nuinuunildsuansad

swdiufenay 0.25-1.0 fivsnauelsiuesdsuimungenitgamuguesisdifodfamaada (p<0.05) uonani

Uinawalsivessruluionuafintumussiuve e st unugiu (Figure 3)
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Figure 3 Total carotenoid concentration in the flesh of Hoplobatrachus rugulosus fed with diets
supplemented with PM at four different levels for 12 weeks. Different superscript letters on each

bar indicate significant differences among treatments (p<0.05)
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Lﬁaﬁyua@1miwﬂaaqwudflﬂumﬁléﬁ’umsm?umsﬁ PM ‘lummiwﬂﬁvﬁuﬁﬂffmﬂ’ﬂﬁ’aamﬁm BMINNT
L3gAule amswmimmLmuimmwavu,avmssaﬂmEJhJLLmﬂmaﬂuammuamﬂmmaaam (p>0.05) Bslunsvaaes
uwmmmisammwmnumaaqadwmsaaau 42-55 mmmamaaaumﬁammsmawvmmaaamuiwmaaiusumu
AninFesas 50 WunaunanwgAnsIuAuiY (Cannibalism) 621ﬂ,uivmNmsmaaﬂmlmmmiﬂml,smsuumﬂ‘u
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Tngangnisiuiuesgdludag 3 daviusnuesnsmeass windsn 4 davirnuld Jayminisiuduesantosas
10 waddaediadntesainnisiniu Lwivlﬂﬂawqmmﬂlﬁamimaanmiﬂ,ﬂ 10 #Un ¥ Feaenpdesiunisfny
w8 Thip-Uten et al. (2023) fivhnsAnvinaresmsiaiudadfissduseiuluemsvesnisidenuuluediud
doAugnmnanomuin nuiidhrnissennesi (Gesar 51-54) ileiUSeuiivuiugamuau (Govay 72) F9019
Annndgmnsiusuesweny nuuesiuliduddinsiunuiifivuadnndt vensnissrinsmvaasslalldh
miﬂ”mLwﬂﬁuumﬂuLWiﬂxgnlﬂéuqmizazwmaan WAty Thip-Uten et al. (2021) AnwinsiaSuamsiglusaun
Tugnsemnssenisiaiydulanaznssenmevesnuin Taewuin snsinisseamesi Wesanlunsmaasslallédn
ywaveinusaznuAnnsAuiues Tunsdnwiduandiifiugn nsiasuansdenn M. purpureus TISTR 3615
fifudenyFeuduuvasemnslusziudosas 0.25-1.0 Tuewnsidesnuun lidmwansenuriludauuasiBauanse
maasaiulauarnisseamevesnuufiasddulediund Wesnommsnyanimnaesiisedulusiuminiu way
a1587l# a1 M. purpureus TISTR 3615 flilnuantAiduarnuunuelasniend (Secondary metabolites) &
aswunvelaimAsnidlifsadadasnsatunisadgivln msiaw uasnsduiugauunivesdeddin
(James, 2017) sty @158 Monascus sp. 390 A1NUADANEADAUNAADY NANTSNAAB T WANA 19U
Thongprajukaew et al. (2013) 335189131 MsiEdua15891n Monascus sp. lueshusgduisnnnindesas 0.5
damaliinisnuesiaznisiulauesuanialne (Betta splendens) anas el Safari et al. (2025) 18910
M9LESHEa15301N M. purpureus isgdiu 50-300 fadniu/Alansu TummwmﬁnLﬂi&iﬁ?\lmLLamﬂﬁLﬁuﬁmmﬁuﬁu
gsiiTeddy (p<0.05) sssmasaivlndulnguariivszansamnsldeomafinunntudionseuiieuiu
YAMIUANLATYANTNARESTILAS LA BWOAR ey wonand Wang et al. (2024) hnnsiaduansdannisviinues
M. purpureus uuaendamassiissdudesay 20, 40 uaz 60 Wuin FrsansaTInswanie dumdniliaty
ﬁé’mwﬂ'ﬁmﬁzylﬁuimai’wwmLLasé’mwmsiammagﬁu auuansetienafumszanuuansnslumausaves
Lﬁ?'juaiﬂmLLuaﬁ’a’Lumsa%’NmsSuﬁLﬂuﬂsz‘lwﬁﬁa'ﬁ"]ﬂmUquéLLazé’mi Wi Tuualadu e (Shi & Pan, 2011)
U7 (Endo, 1979) sauiansiuiiiidedn 8nsiy (Citrinin) ﬁLTJué’umiwaﬁiauuwéLLazé’mi (Bennett & Klich, 2003)
%aﬂawuaWWialuﬂWia§Nanimdwﬁsﬁuaaﬁuﬁﬁam 9 1 angluniandn a1ewugues Monascus sp. uax
wnasenmsiildvsin Wudyu (FEadmusik, 2014)

PM flnasiorananwesnuun Wesnmaesuansaluseiudesay 0.25, 0.5 way 1.0 Tues fwavilsana
TulnuAunwien a* warlnuAwdewdosn b* ifutunnausuAndudosay 130, 147 way 177 muddy uas
oAy 97, 106 uay 127 augsu vedledn nuwannsagadulararauindinanlay Monascus sp. 1R
1¢ waziea91ndiilaa1n Monascus sp. 1uasdngu polyketides Faduasaildansssumfiind uainns
FUATIEAMITINN ﬁqﬁuéaﬁ%ﬁmaWMWia@m%ULLaxasamﬁmﬁHﬁLﬁaLLazﬁwﬁﬂﬁ agnslsfinnu @ Monascus sp.
WAmazTusgfuanznIadeate nande iimadsadoluanmefifidauiunan -sadunans Weswinatas
WaldRuazaddunadundn uidhanmznsdeduemsiiannsfidanuidunsa-sei Monascus sp. aza31a
Aimdesuavdduundu (Shepherd, 1977; Yongsmith et al., 1994) 7 luszniranstn M. purpureus fagLUABN
n3euiu Wosadesdonydsunaraduarsdeonuiueniead shlidennissuiifunsiiauden uandonuu
¥ suemsiinansaiigos M. purpureus nandsiiddunafiutunugsiu venaniannisdunanudn dfves
nuwldsu PM ynsesuarsnindiaveanuuluyamuay aonndesiunsLiiuiurese L* egrsdifoddmeads
(p<0.05) Taefian L* vaanuuildfuemisiadu PM fiseiudesas 0.25, 0.5 uay 1.0 iiuduangnaiuauaniiu
Z9uaz 19, 31 waz 38 auadu oradunaiioswannuuilasu PM ﬁmmm%’mﬁm?mﬁaﬂﬁﬁmaﬂd']ﬁ"w,aﬂ
wenNTiTmuin nuwilasu PM *ﬁﬂ%mz:uLmisﬁuaEJﬁimasamasﬂuLﬂ‘f@@aﬂdwaﬂﬂqﬁﬂaﬁﬁmmaaaﬁ (p<0.05)
dessuiisuiuyamunu ualsiussdumsiinuldilvlusssumninaillassafrmandiunndaainasdi
HARlAY Monascus sp. W18991n Monascus sp. Hanansdanizuesianes deldanunsonuldlufivndedaddindu 1
Tngansdnan laun Tuuuadu (Monascin) slusianniiu (Rubropunctamine) waglslussnifu (Rubropunctatin)
Fauduasdindos duns warddy audiu (Carvalho et al, 2003; Mapari et al,, 2005) fatuSsnaitundsiiin
vosuplsiiuesslunsneastaisiinznaniudenySeuduadunmutvasdiiasiluewmmeaes iiesan
uelsiuesdifusininilidivaes ddu uarduns fdunsesililaouuadife 51 amie waviiy uidniliausa
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Funsehile faTumdlasuLAlsiuaeRaIND1MTINTY WU NU kavivazautwalsiuss i luilaiale (Arkin &
Marquez, 2024)

unagu

[

nstasuasdnnnszuiunIsndnvesdesiluwuada (M. purpureus TISTR3615) uulUdanyiSeuil seAy

$oway 0.25, 0.5 uaz 1.0 Wunan 12 dandi lddsmarenissenmeuaznisiasquivle uddswalidimlanuiaddan
gEuvsoduTy aufsUsnaualsiivesaluilenuiidaninnguaiuay lnessduimuneaulduniosay 0.25
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