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Effects of Dietary Protein Levels on Digestibility,
Blood Metabolites, and Production Performance of

Lactating Dairy Goats
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Abstract: Eight 75% crossbred Saanen dairy goats (BW 50 +3.0 kg) with 60 +10 days in lactation were randomly
assigned to a Switch-back design to evaluate the effect of 4 dietary protein levels in concentrate i.e. 16, 17, 18
and 19% on digestibility, blood metabolites and production performance. The goats were offered the treatment
concentrate at a ratio to milk yield at 1:2. Ruzi grass was given on an ad libitum basis as roughage. The results
revealed that total DM intake, milk production and milk composition were similar among treatments (P>0.05),
whereas CP digestibility and milk urea nitrogen increased as increasing dietary protein levels in concentrate
(P<0.05). It could be concluded that the optimal level of CP in concentrate should be 16-17% for dairy goats

without altering feed intake, milk yield and milk composition.
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Wi waglfsudadquanvnsdiuseBunaminundln 1 e 2 wan1maaeanudn 1BNn1Aule NakAn waz
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uwne (goat, Carpra hircus) udnddesiny  TdsAulueuisiimandrAnyisdesdadnd waznis
vl uniniasing o 2edlan Insannzeeweslunoy 13nyreeqAwrEdlunssinIzgN (McCarthy et al.,
S a > o @ o oo A Ao 9 A , = = o o
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@nnianndrAgmaassgiamnzidnaninlunie ssweld uasdaunseiaduisdlusAngednilusienis
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= = = o & P ] ' a o o A o o o ~
wnelnITHAR wazn s3lnaiinaw ilesannd 491 nsiussAuTdsRunmnnzanazia lidauad
ansemedndynidsrlumisonyed uaslnniantd  wandngelu Aviu GrdndliFuliinaameazinasie
wanglsznianaund e wu fdmiuuacussns dsnnisiuld Ussdninimnisldeuns naenau

1 a o 1 3 =3 o =3 =2 ° v | a 1 =3
gandn Ansalastuaralidu wazdaladuawimdn  negedy wazinllaradunandn eeslsfinin
axnsngasaansuaznaglfing (Murry et al., 1999) mumwm@ﬂmmnmmuiﬂmu‘lummmum
fifsnnlisiiuaiin o -casein fasndunlaashiin - wan@s LL@Mmmwmuuluuwwmummmmm vy
iiAnnnsustus (Clark and Sherbon, 2000) wanannii  nsAnmnafsiaedisaguszasfileAnmavsnaaes
TusAudaiayninruiaanasdes uasinldld  szAvllsmuluansdiuseiunninianuls nstaels
dszTamdlidnanduule aniedidamantifiduen  wunvelailudes wazesdlsynatmestinunluuny
(nutraceutical food) #g atslsfimu Aifadevane TauNgNUANT LY
UsznsnianinasanaNAnTIuN BN uaz

¥ | & a L4 a
Ao i wWug 8Tuwlnl Teuaznens ennsuas adnsaluagiang

o (=1 v | o o o dld

n17aman19 ufu InaarnisfluiladadAyni

BYINAFABLEINUNANAR ﬂmmwmmﬁymmmx War  ARIVIAABY LAUNITVIAADY WAZMSIFZENDING
ﬁunumwﬁmﬁ’mu wizAausesns  40-70 NAADY

wWadidus mmﬁunummamﬂ”ﬁum nsliamnsune lunzgnuanidangniuulszuim 75
ud Ingannzusungseas lHuNAfaal g AN wesdusf dminieds 50 +3.0 Alaniu Swous i
‘llmu:@;\iLﬁmwaﬁumrmﬁmmﬂméwmﬁimmm ualivinuamug (day in milk, DIM) 1e 60 +10 u
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Tnedninnialazunisarenandnieludo wagdmi
AD,E fiaudinnaaesaenaiios 1 4Uai Anslupands
Peneniiu A1uu 8 Aen meensveny ansiu
wazii g fumiin vanaguune WSV
FNNUALNNINARBIULL Switch-back design Taerlf5u
pwnsdiufifllefiua szdu Ae 16, 17, 18, uaz 19
wedidusd muandy Ineeminsdiunngmeiiingussing
ATNANINFABINITIBILNEATNATLUET1289 NRC
(1981) (mmﬁ 1) NN1INAABY 3 199 14z 219U B
sznavfoaseezdfusa (adaptation period) 14 4%
LATTZLNAADY (experimental period) 7 Ju Tnelu

szzlFum il uvd g Tanuundiaf daafy
mslianmnsiunudadauresenstiudetin 1:2
Fuaz 2 A%a e 07.00 wax 16.00 W1ANN 1inneda
Bunnienmni i wazanvnafimaelutaadi uas
ﬁﬁfmLﬁumaqnﬂfuLﬁauﬂiﬁuﬂmﬂﬁiﬁiﬂﬁ waztiuin
BrnninudlEannunsunusazsa Gafnana) lu
AU LazARULEUNIUARBANIINAREY eVl
AUFuIunsIfenstiuluiudnl douluszes
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USusn wiaatiun e svenLi W ae e 90
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Table 1 Ingredient and chemical composition of dairy goat rations (% DM basis)

Dietary protein level (% CP)

Nutrient composition Ruzi grass
16% CP 17% CP 18% CP 19% CP
Ingredients
Ground corn, GC 54.31 51.45 48.59 45.74 -
Palm kernel meal, PKM 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 -
Soybean meal, SM 19.69 22.55 25.41 28.26 -
Rice bran, RB 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 -
Molasses 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 -
Dicalcium phosphate 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 -
Mineral mix’ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 -
Salt 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 -
Chemical composition
DM’ 91.2 90.3 90.1 90.3 33.32
Ash 5.31 5.30 5.29 5.28 6.62
oM 94.69 94.7 94.71 94.72 93.38
CP 16.27 17.47 18.40 19.43 7.37
EE 412 4.24 4.96 5.12 1.30
NsC’ 54.99 53.84 52.56 51.61 17.06
NDF 19.31 19.15 18.79 18.56 67.65
ADF 6.67 6.54 6.43 6.12 44.67

' Minerals and vitamins (each kg contains): Vitamin A: 10,000,000 IU; Vitamin E: 70,000 IU; Vitamin D: 1,600,000 IU; Fe: 50

g; Zn: 40 g; Mn: 40 g; Co: 0.1 g; Cu: 10 g; Se: 0.1 g; 1: 0.5 g

> DM: dry matter; OM: organic matter; CP: crude protein; EE: ether extract; NSC: Non-structural carbohydrate; NDF: neutral

detergent fiber; ADF: acid detergent fiber
® Estimated: NSC = 100-(%CP+%NDF+%EE+%Ash)
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HCI mu38N157284 Van Keulen and Young (1977)
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spectrophotometer  wazatA AN N waDY
nglnaluienld3s GOD-PAP method Taeliitinen
Z%’]L%gﬂ (Glucose Liquicolor®, Germany) u'ﬂﬂﬁl’m‘ﬁ”
nnaiuyannialuwsiarsreznimeaes 3 Ju
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Young (1977) A9axN1e
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Trnuiia
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1N
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nafusaagainu a2 dugading
AasanuasLAazda9n1Imaaeslunawdn uaznau
(i1 udatiansuiinBedunadnganaesinuaiily
B luaneidl potassium dichromate 250 JaanTd
Lﬁ@?ﬂmmmwmmﬁfﬂuuLL@zLﬁuiuqmuqﬁ4 B9AN
Lsnm%mﬁ'@mﬁmmzﬁmmﬁﬂizn@uﬁéwﬁm%m
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L9197 (ANOVA) BNNLAUNIINAADY LUL Switch-
back design Tne/ld Proc GLM uazitBauiiauaans
LL@ﬂﬁhwmmL@?ﬂlﬂm@\m@:wmm’mﬂﬁ Duncan’s
New Multiple Range Test wazAnsuualfinnig
AALELEM0IN"T NI AL TLI3A1EEAR Orthogonal
polynomial (Steel and Torrie, 1980)
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arvsduidsrduldsiuge dududngauis
asfilaznavaeslasTuaangendriina iwaundideos 1
Wuunasnasanuluaimednd dusuidadidusminn
rilaas uasdnlutaglagresmngnatA indimesiu

Baunsiuls  dudszAndnmsdasla waz
Banumsiuldaasinrusfidasls
naneszAullsinlugnsaiunsiiusieiu
(16, 17, 18 waz 19 Wadus muatsu) AeFunn
nsiudnguiialfietnBaszaesunsaaungnuanusias
N Funganiduumasenameny wudnlaid
ANNHLLANGNNAY (P>0.05) v uudeaBunnnnIAL
lEa99919191e1L 811194 waztFuimnisnulé
Fanuaran AonsluFuioneds (kg/d) wazAnLily
wefifufastinninga (%BW) isanfusianlaniu
inusunuean (g/kg W) agannngs (AT 2)
TnenBunmnsiuldvauniAneglugas 1.26-1.50
Alanfudmguitssiadosiadu IndiAesaiusmauses
Ariel et al. (2005) AN HAT09ILAUTLISRY (16 uas
18% CP) 1uLwa@ﬂmwﬁ’nuuﬁi@ﬂ?ﬁmmmiﬁu%
FamuaTad01vNg HARaH 13 kg/d ilefiansoun
zﬁ“ummwﬁm?ﬂ'@ﬂim@mmqu,m (DM) 8uvizeidng
(oM) Talsfiu (CP) nnseiasilfues NDF uay ADF 284

195

a 1 dl Yo v dld a o 1
WNEIAUNYNNGNT IR FUR A T AU ALsNa
Tugmsanms Usngdn dudsedvanistieslfizes DM,
OM, NDF uay ADF laiusnsinafiu (P>0.05) luanssh
Audse@vinsteslfaeslsiulunguinliiuams
funfilushiu 19 waefidusd degandinguin sy

» aal a cw o 1 Ao o o
avndundlsiu 16 wefidus adnsldadAynia
A0 (P<0.05) IneiAANTLLLIUELRS (L: P=, 0.04)
munsisIuessyAullsAulugnsenms aanndes
11 Olmos Colmenero and Broderick (2006) A9NeM971
91 dulsr@nsnisses liaealUsAuii N unINs Ly
Tshivlugnsamns TnefAninaiuuuudunss (L P=,
0.01) wazdA1geqanlunguinlifullsfin 194
wlafidud aflenatiiasannt3uiinisduaes
1u‘llmmu1umu@ﬂmmvmumﬂmmafawmeu‘l,u
A ZEGULE fartududsransnsdeslidresiulnniay
L'WN“IJ‘LﬂuﬂQNVIVLQTUEWMWiIﬂ?MWQQﬂQ’1 (Holter et al.,
1982)

A A - 4
wpHaNanTn Ut ulAuaa i
tloelfirasunsauniliiuannsdiuia 4 gns wudala
WANFNAUNNATA (P>0.05) yiebianaiiasainiaunns
da y o | | o a A dye
ansniuliviana luansaiy wazadaurisdlH5u
N wazlulngan (N) Wieanamanszuun1Ivsn
melunszmnzgia

NFTUIUNITUIN LUNTHNISTINY waztuunUalan
Tuldan

1 v v o =

ArANdNduesszAuLen - lulngiau
(NH,N) nelunsemnzgiau wudniaAnean e
Tutae 16.67-21.35 mg/dl FeAuANsani usaglu
N NUNA waziunizanluunzga1uiunis
WItyAua a9 auYsy uaznsdaAIEiqAuyiaed
T1/9f1 A 10-30 mg/dl (Ferguson et al., 1993) #11ad
a o 1 v v 2
weniuaAnudindusesy Go-lulnaaulunszua
@as (BUN) f119an 0
LAZANLAALTINNLIIN AN WANFANIA Ue e 19T
WadAtyn1eadis (P<0.05) Taafiaanuduwusiulu
gﬂLLU‘Lle%um\'i (linear contrast) (P=.02, .02 way .04

o o o A A a & o

pINaIAL)  eNszAuTUsunianlugpsanmisdiy

way 4 daluanaanislianung



A5415:N1=*AS 30(2): 191 - 200 (2557)

Table 2 Least square means for feed intake, nutrient intake and nutrient digestibilty affected by

increasing dietary protein level of dairy goats fed on ruzi grass as roughage

Attribute Dietary protein level (DM basis) Contrast P-value'
16% CP  17%CP  18%CP 19%CP  SEM L Q C
DMI, kg/d
Ruzi grass, kg/d 0.520 0.534 0.541 0.546 0.01 NS NS NS
Concentrate, kg/d 0.758 0.966 0.872 0.718 0.12 NS NS NS
Total DMI, kg/d 1.27 1.50 1.41 1.26 0.12 NS NS NS
%BW 2.50 2.98 2.88 2.80 0.23 NS NS NS
glkg W°™® 66.81 79.38 76.33 72.60 5.63 NS NS NS
Total-tract apparent digestibility (%)
DM 72.50 74.28 73.80 72.64 0.82 NS NS NS
oM 74.44 75.90 75.46 74.55 0.80 NS NS NS
cP 64.92°  71.07° 7277  73.60° 196 004 NS NS
NDF 58.40 58.44 59.60 61.75 1.00 NS NS NS
ADF 52.33 53.35 53.45 54.76 1.18 NS NS NS
Digestible nutrient intake, g/d
DOM 90543  1082.21 100422 88846 9164 NS NS NS
DCP 106.51  150.11 14649 13574 1603 NS NS NS
DNDF 324.84 35649 34593 35479  16.71 NS NS NS
DADF 149.34 16430  160.20  159.67  6.59 NS NS NS

“® Within rows not sharing a common superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05)

L= linear, Q = quadratic, C = cubic; SEM = Standard error of the mean (n = 6)

uiArAana1aet luwnusidnA luuny daenadesiy
Lloyd (1982) e seduLnFres BUN luune
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|
=
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dgl % o v o v v A
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a <
LANNNUY
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NARDS Wudﬁﬁmm?ﬂ'ﬂmmzﬂmiumzmLﬁ@m WATAN
Hunndadenuasdauudu (PCV) Tdunnmnenu
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(hematocrit) Lﬂuﬁmﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁﬂgﬂﬁhwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@@fﬂ 199
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(mi’mﬁ 4) LLﬁdﬁaxﬁuiﬂa‘ﬁusluzgmmmﬁuﬁ 17
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1NN 4, 3.7 uaz 13 wefidus muansu Inaden
AungA-pngetflutag 6.53-6.78 lefansnins
AHERIIENLINeg e 1.27-1.43 TnfiAesiy
1ENULRY Wasiksiri et al. (2010) UazIRFILAUAN
INHATUAZEVNIWITNR (2551) T0INLLNERY A
WANNTN 1.028  AINANSU T EnsanEAnlad
upnengiues weldadAtyneala (P>0.05)

Table 3 Least square means for rumen fermentation characteristics and blood metabolized affected by

increasing level of protein of dairy goats fed on ruzi grass as roughage

Attribute Dietary protein level (DM basis) Contrast P-value'
16% CP  17%CP  18% CP 19% CP  SEM L Q C
NH,-N, mg/d| 16.67°  18.30"  19.02®  21.35° 085 002 NS NS
BUN, mg/dl 16.91°  19.71%° 1934  2172° 095 004 NS NS
GLU, mg/di 63.14 67.51 66.48 6589 209 NS NS NS
PCV (%) 28.10 28.45 29.67 3051 115 NS NS NS

*® Within rows not sharing a common superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05).

'L = linear, Q = quadratic, C = cubic
SEM = Standard error of the mean (n = 6)

197



5415:n1*AS 30(2): 191 - 200 (2557)

Table 4 Least square means for milk yield and milk composition affected by increasing level of protein

of dairy goats fed on ruzi grass as roughage

Attribute Dietary protein level (DM basis) Contrast P-value'
16% CP 17% CP 18% CP 19% CP  SEM L Q C
Milk production, kg/d 1.50 1.92 1.73 142 0.24 NS NS NS
3.5%FCM, kg/d2 1.93 2.55 2.36 1.90 0.31 NS NS NS
Fat yield, g/d 79.44 104.13 99.57 82.01 13.27 NS NS NS
Protein yield, g/d 66.87 84.00 76.87 66.25 11.11 NS NS NS
Milk composition
Milk fat, % 5.28 5.44 5.75 570 0.13 NS NS NS
Milk protein, % 4.44 4.36 4.42 4.61 0.10 NS NS NS
Lactose, % 4.26 4.00 4.37 437 0.16 NS NS NS
SNF, % ° 8.83 8.93 8.68 8.56 0.19 NS NS NS
TS, % N 14.10 14.37 14.42 1425 0.13 NS NS NS
pH 6.61 6.53 6.58 6.78 0.19 NS NS NS
Specific gravity 1.40 1.33 1.27 1.43 0.08 NS NS NS
Total ash 0.80 0.89 0.71 0.78 0.09 NS NS NS
MUN, mg/dl 15.83°  18.93"°  20.37" 2255° 151 0.04 NS NS

“® Within rows not sharing a common superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05)
L= linear, Q = quadratic, C = cubic

SEM = Standard error of the mean (n = 6)

?3.5%FCM (fat collected milk) = (0.432 x kg of milk/d) + {16.23 x (% fat x kg of milk/d)}
*SNF = Solid-not-fat

*Ts = Total solid

G NIATFIUAUAUNBATUAZBINNTUNNTR
(aulaw]). unasdioya: http:/acfs.go.th.pdf.
seFullsRuvanzan gl ounia 16-17 Frudle 5 unmaw 2556.
wefidus ilesanbifiuansznusioBinmnsiuly  qnedl AiTena quid fesnedlnana anifesh
NANAR uazeIALlsTneLTaN  uaztanese ﬁ@qw%r WAT WLENT AUNIIT. 2556, BYNENA
AHABINNITIBUNETAUN Btinglafinn AvgarldT wa3dununisliienuisseliunnuay
nsfnseluszduieaiudammsnisiaios avfUsznaumainfizeainuaung. ansans
f791N1TAADA ﬁquﬁmwnmamamﬂmw: it NERT 29(2):107-116.
UEINUNTBIGNUNG UATQINIWUNUNE (s afttassns fluas Ty dugin Sudand vadasla
WAz BNTF UABINTS. 2554. WANITHENIN
LANANFANNBY Welumdahdniuiulugasemsdiusde
nstiagls uaztinminenlunszmnzgwnes
NIATFIUFUANNEATUATBIVNTUNNTIR (HBNT.6006- WNE. 29ANTINLAT 27(1): 87-99.
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