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Effects of Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 Inoculation on Fermentation Quality
of Napier Pakchong 1 Silage by In vitro Gas Production Technique

and Ruminal Degradability
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Abstract: The aims of this study were to evaluate fermentation quality, chemical compositions and ruminal
degradability of Napier Pakchong 1 ensiled with or without Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951. The grass was
harvested at 45 days of maturity. The silages were divided into 2 groups i.e. Napier Pakchong 1 silage (control)
and Napier Pakchong 1 silage inoculated with L. plantarum BCC 65951 at 10 CFU/g fresh grass (LAB). The
samples were collected at 21 days after ensiling. The fermentation quality was evaluated and chemical
compositions were analyzed by proximate analysis. Detergent fiber method was employed to determine fiber
compositions. Ruminal Degradability was determined using in vitro gas production technique. Ruminal fluid was
obtained from 4 rumen fistulated Thai native cattle. Gas production was recorded after incubation at 2, 4, 8, 10,
12, 24, 48, 72 and 96 hr. The evaluation of fermentation quality showed that the concentrations of lactic acid,
acetic acid propionic acid and ammonia nitrogen were significantly higher in LAB group when compared to
control group (P<0.001). From the result of the chemical composition, control group showed significantly higher
dry matter contents when compared to LAB group (P<0.05). Moreover, gas production at 2 hr after incubation
was significantly greater in LAB groups (P<0.05). However, differences among groups in microbial biomass

yield (MBY), metabolizable (ME), organic matter (OMD) and short chain fatty acids (SCFA) were not significant.
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Based on this experiment, it could be concluded that the inoculation of L. plantarum BCC 65951 as a starter
culture for the fermentation of Napier Pakchong 1 led to a decrease in dry matter content and increased lactic
acid, acetic acid, propionic acid and ammonia nitrogen concentrations and faster ruminal degradability during

the first 2 hr of incubation.

Keywords: Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951, Napier Pakchong 1 silage, in vitro gas production technique,

Thai native

UNAREa: fj“mqﬂ?:mﬁ‘umma‘ﬁﬂwﬂuﬂ%\ifﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂm@mmwmmﬂn avAlsznaunaaiiuaznistaasanslu
nszinzguaaanlafiintdas 1 faduuazlaiidu Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 lneisinnssia
e deiingas 1 ?imq 45 §1 wilveanidlu 2 ngunAaes Ae ﬂZ\jﬁJ‘ﬁl 1 ngdmsdefihnges 1 veinuuy i L.
plantarum BCC 65951 (control) LLﬂzﬂ@;N‘ﬁl 2 peyudedindas 1 winuuuRN L. plantarum BCC 65951 lu
1Bunns 10'CFU sianfumtnan (LAB) dlandimsindlszeznsmsinly 21 54 ﬁmmﬁ’mﬁﬂﬁiﬁmﬁLm’]zﬁqmmw
An9vsTn aeAtlsznauniaaillngdd Proximate analysis WaA1AszsiidialalneiA® Detergent fiber method WA
Anmzinistasaaialunszmnzgulagds in vitro gas production technique tnelfaasmarainnssinizginm
ﬂjfaqiﬂﬁyw,ﬁmmxmzmwmﬂﬁj druau 4 57 Tneinsaesnaiilungn 2, 4, 8, 10,12, 24, 48, 72 az 96 Flag 41N
NSANHIATUNINNNTUNN WU Ennungauansn nanezdsn nentnadiletinuazuentuible-ulnsianues LAB 49
N9 control agielad1ATYNNana (P<0.001) anAtesAlsznauntsadaasajuadasiingas 1 vadn wudn
runnunguiienas control fiAngandn LAB asineliiadnAtymeafin (P<0.05) uanani iR aguaniiedu
Tudalind 2 704 LAB 4401 control (P<0.05) @ﬂﬁﬁi@ﬁmmﬁ‘mm‘ﬁuﬁﬁﬁLﬁmmmwﬁﬂ AwasNL s Teiml
1% nstiegl¥esBuiedig uazLBanmnanlzsfussme 1 il pasuansineiuneadin (P>0.05) Taansdnmess
faguliannnsVi L. plantarum BCC 65951 lunejnuudlefihnges 1 vain sl Bannsaquittanas uazdedna
Wivginwindnsauansin nenezdan naatnsiletin uazuenbuilie ulnsiaugs anvatiinstenaanelunszmaz
guingng 2 Faluan i andan

AdAT:  Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 vt 1uiadiindas 1 wdn n1suanuialunasnnaans

TA e

AU gtlvaamguain ieliTifsawadns I achanaiiien
qummmm@uwmmwmmmmmﬂu@mam

v = I's 1 = o rai
ney e findes 1 iduiganunsdndn mm@mmymmwuQmmwmmﬂummmmﬂ%ﬂ
fandgnunn Wesandanfiuwazludeuu inliila  wanedsznis Wu HANTUNUMNIZAN UUAY
gauiu uarluidsasguiAmetnaus nudr ugn ansiulawanfiazaneinliiqge naenauuuafiBengm
witlesthnges 1 Aenenssin 45 U H9Rnuie 22.33%  nIaLANAN (McDonald et al., 1991) N3xLauNTMsin
11351 9.16% wazlusiy 3.17% (Yammuen-art et al., azfndudinvizeBalueg TULUAT BENLAANIALANFN
2016) winsiastyiiuinasiaenvnadn il ARAANITURUNT NP HLUAT FERNAANIALANGN
=2 o gy o , o o = ~ o 6w o s = My
gana A lidnsemnsdndldasinanenaenyisl aslhiinaginlinszuaunismsiniadaduanysalld
nafivnwanigemsdnnEsnniiullugg il 281939A159 (Weinberg et al., 1993) LazEanuNInan

146



NAUBINTTIETH Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 AAAMATNANTUNNURY

newdlesingas 1 wln InedgiauisludasljiRnisuasnisdasaaialunssiwzgiau

a A 1 o %
nsgrydeinguzansivalusendnansyununisudn |y
a v Aa A a a aa % a
Anfine uuANFenkaRnIaLanAnN HanE lunsuan
Wavwdn Aa Lactobacillus plantarum N1 5L&F N
L. plantarum 16.18 x 107 cfu slansu asluncnlae &
uann Ll sRu gandnguinlaiidsn An 10.63 £0.75
Weauiy 7.70 + 0.51 (Arasu et al., 2014) LWAZANN
NMIANENALRINTLETH L. plantarum 1x1 0°CFU sia

a Y o | ] ' 1% - B
nfu aawugnaaninmanstes|flnens in vitro gas
production technique W91 nNLdId L. plantarum Y
pann i aUTuIMqaunIdNiina nnisusin
(microbial biomass yield) @]dﬂfﬁ’m@jmmn\i V&3 (47.3
Weudy 43.7 a@nFu microbial DM/100mg truly
digested DM) (Contreras-Govea et al., 2013) A9 U
uanslimiulddnniadia L. plantarum Tunegwsin
Ml uninaesesdlsznaunisaiiuaznistos
aaN8 TUNITINZINUATY BaNAINENSANE HuNIg
wangiulalula wudnlanldiudnatnaninlungun
14 L. plantarum sauf U Enterococcus faecium \il1
o & = a a Ao ,
AumainiaasyAulnNAnIINguAILAN (Feliner
et al., 2001) aginglsianuludszmealnadalinns@nm
VANBNITD L. plantarum WaKARNToMNIAR TN NaE]
ldunnyn @9 L. plantarum BCC 65951 1] 11 @
LA FENNARNIALanANTIAALAen IHanEaaanmng
Anfuininanulsunalng Tnadudiugimanssu
aa 1 a % ¥ 1 v

wazmalulagdannuiennd tnaaauudadnilusiv
dl” dld = o n!// = :/l d!/d =
dendaunne AeiulunisAnenluaiaia
TrgiszasAiiadnsaunInnimadn asdlsznay
nMuaduaznistasaanalunssinizginuaa
wefinges 1 Arnuazld@y L. plantarum BCC
65951

L4 ada
adnsaluaglaans

mawFeuda lunAseilideqquid
L. plantarum BCC 65951 Admaanliaindasanns
&nduain lneAudiugdmnssuuazmalulagdon
WA nnsrauBud eniiaemdiudu 10°CFU/
fi0dans Bunns 10 Tadans Aetninae i (NaCl)
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0.85% 15unns 10 Ams el lEdud aridpnadindis
10" CFUAaAART ndsa Nt aan 1 d1 fun
wiuadludrfiduuialinnns 1,000 Alaniu ARNLARN
Wi el lE AL ddives@efilE windu 10’ CFU
ARNTUUIYN Tneazildnadouiildfud ofidaany
Windiu 10'CFU 10 Hadans sia uty1am 1 nlaniu
(Mayr-Harting et al., 1972)

mawmsEevan Aano adlafingdas 1
87] 45 U ViaunpTuazilszann 2-3 wiums us
wegreanidu 2 ngu luudaznguidsznaullfae
3 A

naudt 1 weidafingdes 1 walnuoylal
AN L. plantarum BCC 65951 (control)

ﬂ@;uﬁ' 2 i adlafindes 1 weinuuLFs
L. plantarum BCC 65951 #iaa aidindin 10'CFU Aie
niuucnan (LAB)

nldusinlane 2 duu %u‘lw,ﬂuq\ﬂmmﬁwm
200 lupsau Lmz%uufamﬂuqqmmau Tneiussquein
n9az 25 Nlaniu naanliiuuu mmfuﬁﬁmi@mmmm
penlun elifanmeandiau dageliuiugag
iIanng

@:uﬁqaﬂ'wmﬁwﬁﬂﬁmqmwﬂﬂ 21 duay
ﬁgmmﬁ 60 avAnraiFes waan 48 Falua ileld
lunsimmzsiesslszneunianluaznisunnistae
aanelun iZLWWgLM‘L&Tm #3% in vitro gas production
technique sia il

N153LASISUADININNTUSIN vhsetinad
lHannnmasetlULdAf29819aL 10 N5 AwAT1EH
ANANLTUNTA-ANS (pH) AMNATNNTU99 Bal et al.
(1997) I@F_ILW%I‘@\‘I pH meter fiia Denver 71 UB-10 11N
FatNlULAnRqat19ay 50 N5 TUAAseiBunn
nemlasusyine ld (volatie fatty acid, VFA)
dsrnaufae nsneas@mn (acetic acid) ngalwsiiaiin
(propionic acid) kaznsalafisn (butyric acid) tnel4
Lﬁﬁl\m gas chromatography (GC) aju Shimadzu GC -
148 Lazan A UiNNunIaLanfmn (lactic acid) lag
LA dil 2 3 high performance liquid chromatography
(HPLC) §1 Serial 1110 d2un193iAszviuanly Wlel
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luTms1a14 (@ammonia nitrogen, NH,-N) TinfaasiNai
wiTnan 10 nu Tusuiuansazanansaiiuzdy
Wi (H,S0 ) 01N 15U7RT 100 NARART NTRIEU
f1919019 2 Fu udatinans? 1B ldndudasiateq
Tecator Auto-Kjeldahl analyzer meflnnenlansen
16 (NaOH) AanNdindiv 40% lusadululngian waz
MARNNINAiNLN ImIndaensainae (HCI) A
Wiufis 0.1 N (Chen et al., 1994)
nnsAnE1IaIAlsEnaUNIwAN Aaasing
fmmiﬁ'@:uLﬁuﬁﬂﬂﬁmmzﬁmﬂﬁmm AR (dry
matter, DM) @uﬁ"&lffmq (organic matter, OM) TalsFin
#8111 (crude protein, CP) lusiu (ether extract, EE)
wazifialaveny (crude fiber, CF) AN1A% Proximate

analysis (AOAC, 2000) Awaszifitie leidunsisitag

(neutral detergent fiber, NDF) a n it a @JI@ 4 (acid
detergent fiber, ADF) @an il (acid detergent lignin,
ADL) B 1% 7 3 Detergent fiber method (Van Soest
etal., 1991)
n1suIn1sdaalalaal s in viro gas
production technique: Lﬁummmmmmixl,wwgmu
maqiﬁﬁ”w,ﬁ@uwm’g ﬁﬂqﬁmw:mmwxgl,uu (rumen
fistulated Thai native beef cattle) ANUIU 4 A0 a1¢ 8-
101 vhwniniade 249 + 31 Alanu AlEFuanm sty
Juay 1 Alanfu wazamsuanuilug udn Ny
il NINITAULIBINAIRINNITN TN BTN a Ul
AN AN NS AYANe buffer Tiseall
(Blummel et al., 1997; Menke et al., 1979) ﬁummzmﬁ
rumen liquor buffer 471191 30 RaAaRs AvluMALATI
FaatinsmnTasUALUALINS 1 HaAmAT Uszanns
200 fiadn¥u i1y incubate figmuvn i 39 246
adea S uARAT AN 2, 4, 8,10, 12, 24, 48, 72
uaz 96 Falu mmfuﬁﬂmﬁﬂmmﬁmﬁ”mw% AT
AL AALURIAIRLNAINANNT P = a+b(1-e)
P Ae ANnssanednlETidaanansnaii (%)
A Ae AnistesdansvesdauiiazanelEiud
(%)
A8 ANnnstesaans1esdauR laiazane us
gnunsaiansuineias iR (%)

B
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C PR EMIINITURLARILIDIDINITAIU B
(fraction/h)
T A8 d2a0an (hn)
f?mﬂ?‘mm@auﬁﬂ‘ﬁ' \n mmﬂmwﬁﬂ
(m|crob|a| biomass y|eld MBY) Tmﬁummfﬂﬂ ’N‘Vl 24
me uEavidnetinsfimdeannistiesdeazludou
Adaeldlduuuilsn 1) (apparent undegradable
substrate) Tinaananiivminet By sy
ﬁf]ﬂ?‘mmmmiﬁﬂ'@ﬂmwﬂﬁﬂg (apparent
degradable substrate) mnfuﬁwz@'fsuﬁﬂ'@ﬂiﬂﬁ TSEpY
‘]Jmng]”lﬂﬁmﬁummmw NDS (neutral detergent
solution) udnrinfaeinedmaeiwauduilides
ganees19ufias (true undegradable substrate) ‘L
vinAuetaGEuduialE AN stes BT uTiaRe (True
degraded substrate) a1 n ‘qu AN 9 84 microbial
biomass yield (mg) a1N&{N19 Microbial biomass
yield (mg) = True degraded substrate - Apparent
degradable substrate (Blummel et al., 1997)
AuaAINTstiae A nesBuvizedng (OMD)
wazAInawld s lamild (ME) Inaannisuas
Menke and Steingass (1988) A9
ME (MJ/Kg DM) = 2.20 + 0.136Gv + 0.0057CP
+ 0.00029CF
OMD (%)
+ 0.0675XA
SCFA (mol) = 0.0239Gv - 0.0601
Gv = BUULAA (Naaam9) Lt 24 Falig
CP = 1RunnulisAu (g/kg DM)
CF = 1Bnoudielemeny (g/kg DM)
XA = fsunnudin (g/kg DM)
MSAATIUNNADA NINTIAzITaya
s lnenReufiaudniadnseddeys Tnaliadn
ﬁf]m?z'mmmjummmm 2 ngNadszFafiu (ttest for

156.38 + 0.8453Gv + 0.0595CP

Independent Sample) ATNUANN19U8 1 Steel and
Torrie (1980)
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NHANTTNANBILA 33@’]‘302

NNl sEiluAUAINA1INEN (Table 1)
wud1 ArA N uwngm-aAe (pH) Laz d3utunse
Tansnuesc) minngul{iE@su (control) uazneyn
Mﬁﬂﬂ@iuﬁm?u L. plantarum (LAB) T unnsnariumig
anm (P>0.05)

ney m TndiaTy L plantarum (LAB)
3nnunsauansn nenasdnn warineilaiin gendn
wejwainnga i (control) atinelildndryBemng
aniA (P<0.01) An 3.22 Wauriy 1.09, 0.13 Wauiy
0.04 Uax 0.19 WeLL 0.02% Audnd Tatliiiasann
L. plantarum i wuvu A f e lung W facultative
heterofermentative lactic acid bacteria Uana1na e
ANUNIDHARNIALANAN LAEIANNNIONAANIARST RN
15 &8 wadlanmnsanldeunsauaniinidlunsaesdan
uazinsiilafinasenaazdana T unnnsmesdmnnuas
TnsiilatingandnnguAduAwN (Hoffman and Ocker,
1997; Martinez-Campos and Torre, 2002; Whitlock
et al., 2000)

u@ﬂ@’m:ﬁmiﬁﬂwﬂuﬂ%ﬁfquudm@ﬂuﬁﬂ
fivau L. plantarum (LAB) Huenuiile lulnsiaugs
namgduinngulaiidaa (control) @ﬂﬂqﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁméq
N9ENA (P<0.01) A 2.04 WaLfu 1.48 g/kg DM waz
145,57 \Wiguriy 106.72 g/kg TDN Ansansy anatly

NAURS L. plantarum TaRuSinnsdensznunnsvsingl
N7 proteolysis protein N7 mmmmgﬂiﬂiﬁmﬁ@
a31quanluilaszndnanisndn (Phiri et al., 2007)
Imamwwammlummmwmummumimm non
protein nitrogen UsE NN ILUIUNIMITANANT U
(Adesaji et al., 2010)
FleAnuesiszneumanilaamdimin
(Table 2) wua1 wegwdaiingas 1 madn (control)
H1Bunnuwesinguite (DM) gandueguadesihnges 1
wsin Fedw L. plantarum (LAB) aginsflfudniynng
a0A (P<0.05) Aa 16.42 + 0.53 MaLL 14.89 + 0.79%
ATNANA U Vlzqf:fmmﬁmmmnmﬁ AT s
WUARGENAANTALANANR NTELIUNNTE REAANE
unndInguArLAn Aeiinnsnaniteantamandy
dananWidnguiisanad (Basso, 2013) uaziwinlidn
Wrnoudeleasmdiuuduiindes 1 win s
L. plantarum (LAB) ﬁLLm‘EﬁmmMﬂdwaﬁmuL%ﬁF
Ungas 1 uKn (control) me”m@@uwmmwmqmu
snnaudnnsmdseulnd desganaiielalusyminanis
wun (Ni et al., 2014)
FleAneesiszneumanilasmdimin
(Table 2) wua1 weguadladindes 1 win (control)
Hifunauaesinguiis (OM) gendaveuudesihndes
1 3TN Teinl L. plantarum (LAB) eeinsiilednAtyna
alR (P<0.05) Am 16.42 + 0.53 WaLfL 14.89 + 0.79%

Table 1. pH value, lactic acid, volatile fatty acid and ammonia nitrogen of Napier Pakchong 1 grass

silage with or without Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 inoculation

ltem Treatment SEM P-value
Control LAB

pH 4.37 437 0.033 0.990
Lactic acid (%) 1.09° 3.22° 0.478 <0.01
Acetic acid (%) 0.04° 0.13° 0.014 <0.01
Propionic acid (%) 0.02° 0.19° 0.028 <0.01
Butyric acid (%) 0.09 0.04 0.013 0.097
NH,-N

(g/kg DM) 1.48° 2.04° 0.088 <0.01

(g/kg TN) 106.70° 145.57° 6.158 <0.01

LAB: Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 inoculation, TN: Total nitrogen

*°: Means along row among treatment with different superscripts are significantly different at P<0.05
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ATNANA U quﬁy@qmﬁmm@fmﬁﬁg CROEITEY
LWUATNFENARNTALANANNNTZLIUNTE DL AANY
uANNdNgNAILAN AeiinnsuARtiieenunandy
danannliidnguiisanad (Basso, 2013) uaztiiulian
Lﬁmmﬁlﬂlwmmﬁ’]mﬂa%ﬂ’mﬂim 1 m¥n T
L. plantarum (LAB) fiuuatiinanasndua wudes
ngas 1 18N (control) mexdnﬁuvﬁﬁﬁ AN
wnauiinnmsaeulnT deaaanedelelusemdng
navian (Ni et al., 2014)

ANIsEiatdae lUNITINIZZNUE WL AN
Lﬁmmuﬁ"mmﬁuﬁmﬁ 2 gamgudefinges
1 viaTn g L. plantarum (LAB) gandnue)udles
dndas 1 wadn (control) agineldadAtyneanf
(P<0.05) A 2.68 + 0.24 iaLfiL 1.95 + 0.20 Aadams
iasannnnsaangluda 2 daluausnshudlunfsdae
aaneesdoufiazaneldding i aslulainsmsite
11/55% (Menke and Steingass, 1988) Feaannfeeiy
Bunns andlulansmi lifllasaa%149 (non structural
carbohydrate, NSC) Tune 1sinaaenga LAB i

uuatinge A lianunsnaauialininnd A
uaaslu Table 3
@ﬂ"]q”l,a‘ﬁmuﬁmm@auﬂﬂﬁﬁmﬁyumn
nszuaun1Iudn (MBY) m@mm’uwﬁmmﬂmm 1
wain@ i Buuazve s niiesu L. plantarum BCC
65951 ldTAuuANF1aiuN19ai A (P>0.05) Aa
7114 + 364 WMeILTL 67.85 + 441 TAANTN LAz 55.08 +
6.75 \Waufiu 50.38 +6.96% of true degraded
substrate uanaNREanLAN A a1 e Tl
(ME) msﬂ@a@mmm%uﬁﬂffm (OMD) uaziFunns
namladuszimald (SCFA) aawmidjuudefiindas 1
wsdn Teial L. plantarum (LAB) waz vemadledan
199 1 N (control) A ANUANANAUN1AD A
(P>0.05) %daﬂmmﬁﬂdﬁumﬂmumm Ferreira et al.
(2013) 189 udn nadtudwdelifiuasia in viro
DM digestibility luv ) 1 e § yailideaannlu
nszUaLMITNRTIN AL WES LAB Anansntas
deagans|fiftesdinfiazaneld uilianunsadaatiet
waglaa 1% Adliiuaanisdesaanaiinaiuly
nszzguulél (Chen et al, 2016; Yuan et al.,, 2015)

Table 2. Chemical composition (%DM basis) of Napier Pakchong 1 grass silage with or without

Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 inoculation

[tem Ensled SEM P-value
Control LAB

Dry matter (%) 16.42 +0.53 ° 14.89+0.79° 0.345 0.013

Chemical composition (%DM basis)
Organic matter 90.10+1.19 89.21+1.02 0.333 0.195
Crude protein 8.67 £0.71 8.74 +£0.26 0.148 0.830
Ether extract 483+0.74 5.00+1.13 0.264 0.769
Crude fiber 33.60 + 1.01 3340+ 157 0.366 0.801
Non structural carbohydrate 7.26 £0.99 10.25+2.40 0.827 0.061
Ash - free neutral detergent fiber 7120+ 1.58 67.86 £4.20 1.008 0.098
Ash - free acid detergent fiber 47.08 +1.49 4530 £ 3.22 0.546 0.442
Acid detergent lignin 7.22 +£0.68 6.74+0.54 0.184 0.209
Hemi-cellulose 2412 +2.63 22.56 +2.11 0.697 0.285
Cellulose 49.76 £ 0.71 4934 +2.18 0.451 0.666
Lignin 263+ 1.06 405+ 1.16 0.369 0.060

LAB: Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 inoculation, Non structural carbohydrate = %OM -

%EE -

%CP - %NDF

*°: Means along row among treatment with different superscripts are significantly different at P<0.05
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Table 3. Ruminal Degradability of Napier Pakchong 1 grass silage with or without Lactobacillus

plantarum BCC 65951 inoculation

Item Ensled SEM P-value
Control LAB
Gas production (ml)
at2hr 1.95+0.20° 2.68 £0.24° 0.183 0.016
at4 hr 3.23 £ 0.41 3.83 +£0.36 0.195 0.131
at8 hr 6.09 + 0.54 7.05+0.77 0.326 0.151
at10 hr 7.06 £ 0.41 8.02 £ 0.67 0.296 0.103
at12 hr 9.01+£0.82 9.61+0.78 0.312 0.414
at 24 hr 26.79 £ 1.96 2711 +£1.61 0.660 0.838
at48 hr 39.69 £ 2.08 42.22 £ 1.19 0.942 0.227
at72 hr 43.91+2.35 47.34 £ 2.44 1.170 0.266
at 96 hr 4517 £ 2.71 48.42 + 2.65 1.313 0.278
True degraded substrate (%) 43.16 £ 2.91 45.03 £ 3.29 1.209 0.504
Microbial Biomass Yield (MBY)
(mg) 7114 £ 3.64 67.85 + 4.41 1.601 0.361
(% of true degraded substrate) 55.08 £ 6.75 50.38 + 6.96 2.176 0.449
Estimate parameter
ME (MJ/Kg DM) 6.43 £0.27 6.48 £ 0.22 0.090 0.825
OMD (%) 48.87 £ 1.65 50.78 £ 1.36 0.590 0.502
SCFA (mol) 0.58 £ 0.05 0.59 +0.04 0.016 0.837
LAB: Lactobacillus plantarum BCC 65951 inoculation
*°: Means along row among treatment with different superscripts are significantly different at P<0.05
G naRnssNUsenA

N19L834 L. plantarum BCC 65951 lune)n
widlefthnges 1 win ¥lfnszuaunisminGaaulag
Hnaliifsunudnguisanasuazuaniuieulngiau
gy uazdeanansasnengmn e 1wl 51
iasannsauaniin nsneznn uaznaalnasfiledin
g uenanniltiininsdesamevead e
thndes 1 wsin Tugas 2 dalusnAduangon uinns
i3 L. plantarum BCC 65951 lumcadlesinges 1
winldfinasianistasaanslunszmnzguu atnglsd
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