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THE USE OF PIGEON PEA AS ANIMAL FEED
4. NUTRITIVE VALUE OF PIGEON PEA LEAVES
FOR BROILERS

Suchon Tangtaweewipat ', Boonlom Cheva-Isarakul '
and Paitoon Paspitsams '

ABSTRACT : The nutritive value of dry pigeon pea leaves (PPL) was determined in hybnd
strain, cultivated at the Dcpartment of Animal Husbandry, Chiang Mai University. The leaves
contained on a dry matter basis : 87.7% organic matter (OM), 24.6% crude protein (CP), 5.9% cther
extract (EE), 31.0% crude fiber (CF), 26.1% nitrogen free extract (NFE), 5.187 kcal gross cunergy (GE)
/g and 7.0 myg trypsin inhibitor (T1)/g. Mectabolizable energy (ME) and digestibility of nutrients in
the leaves were determined by the substitution of the leaves to basal dicts at 0, 5, 10 and 15%. The
dicts were fed to 4 matare broilers in 4x4 Latin square design. The result revealed that dry PPL
contained 1.37 keal ME/g DM. The digestibility of DM, OM, CP, EE, CF and NFE, averaging from
2 methods, viz. by difference and by regression, amounted to 1.2, 9.2, 4.1, 27.7, -15.9 and 44.5%,
respectively.

undado :  quimislmnonovedludosuse Wn Ao sewenediggoss Sdhfosem

70 mg Tl lanignssiAnnvviudodnimmees amlndanne wnimndododal 1hmg
$1 MBaourabunid (OM), Tadw (CP), Tnilw (EE), el (CF) weniflilmwomilosawiw (NFE) #n
DufevorweaTaquis (DM) vinwfu 87.7, 246, 59, 310 we 26.1% auiiwy dlovi o g ey
W (0-15%) eldloalidlelladiui dwim 4 M FowmnrmeswueWiuoundd  (Latin square
design) Mg Tudnmumdd s nwddizlont 1370 Maunaed/n i Sequia Tuvoiwdaa wyndii
5.187 ilourmed/nduTmguls woeniaiseldves DM, OM, CP, EE, CF wa NFE SaundosnnmwilagTis
W wosmnowony Sviwdu 1.2, 9.2, 4.1, 27.7, -159 une 445 % e,

' pwin¥aone, sasnwodond, aninododosll, Sodlwl 50002,
! Department of Animal Husbandry, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai
50002 .
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mﬁwﬁﬁwqﬁusﬁn‘lwﬁq Tidfluenwnsde fidodwgndesuazuiug Rawitodl
Hldrrsvzdomnunioun fo gl sl auasiRinoivesdised i
TWhlselvuilvaamgownsiiliu Sagivetieduq  wenvnilfsmmmBmusanioves
ﬂaiﬂozﬁwmmwmsnn%qiuﬂmf‘u‘hﬂmwﬂni’w lufhuruse  (Pigeon pea
leaves) (T SmgRudneilavil silmoseeiunlsifuumddhibiu  wazan@luemnsdninld
wantornn i difuewnaBududle  nseile 1quuﬂoﬂmaunaumm‘:mumwﬁ
uaraldoorowaudiuijoludu ATl uor Fuddmwnn (2534) WhnaRnmnlu
dasusnmatdin Tuduewre  susoldiiuewnsldileldluwedy 5% dndnald
fluawalilidintos (7.5%; Udedibic and Igwe, 1989) wsothslsfidniassnnsld
Fruzumpdiuownsdaiin  ohidmuduvesdlaun:  duds  wordlamtsvesilrmy
du  Saiweihimeunulunsedu dilavtndfflugmonslilusd 5% uifu
(fuls, 2529) dwdumsAmnidomandavedlufoueuse T3 weuees Udedibie and
lgwe (1989) fhlgriutu@dy dofemdud wntnukeerld 368, 378 uoe 429 nn/li e
daluiafiowy 4, 6 uar 8 Hlami wwddy TenFanusdululuaens Tuvauziidols
gelumuewnsda  (hsfuannn 243% W 200% wovdeloduen 248% iw
27.1% Wow 4 uox 8 Hant mwddi) dmdarlne waveme (2533) Tdnunfevee
Ugnuazszsentadia wudy mmdgnluseny 50 x 50 . unzdmidony 90 Fu Idnondn
failuaguits uarTisdunugga daifuufumadeileny 75 uar 60 u (747 vs 396
uor 145 anSwquie/ld uee 110 vs 59 wor 24 nnhbsdu/li mwdwiy) usgudmw
awnaveslueeflulflumensstudy Ao Thisduanas (203 vs 188 uar 14.0%) u
vurfidoloduin (263% vs 336 uee 355%) Weusznphasewinimsdavn 60
ithe 75 uax 90 Ju.

nnfndutsdudisinueauivsfsdmisnuldloet  seznisgould
voshidzusdaiddoaliivdeliile dwmdmgeldifiuswnsdminsevnenu dwu
il SavhumsAnndgudmalnsuansveshuiusuuudyeineg  deifluniduiu
fawafserihAdfuevsd#astn uar/vle Faflsznmiue 1un4uﬂq‘$mmmm$mdo‘lﬂ.
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Hnimeans Fallwaridon dwolil

v wasauldilseTowl (Metabolizable Energy, ME)

Wiiilanaaasits 4 #xandn aioslunsuuudadn auw 35 x 45 x 50
wu.  Welidue wnsiildmnauveslud s o wnsgasnBouidivy  (Basal  diet,
dmibsznouudasiiluaeil 1) 4 ¥y fo 0, 5, 10 uar 15% Kwdndlumnad 2
Fwuunmesamn 4 x 4 avduduedd (Latin square design) Irusioe¥2108ni oy
awnsethaduiiwasnnailnoldluan Fegdmomiwewdarnis  Tinsannseiinwmandy
yoficween ulvseoznamaneseeniiu 4 ha dhear 9 fu Teolu 5 Tuwnidiuazoe
ViukvedlilhineBufvewnmases  uardiudwersiingldugasdulieananiiene
wunduydl e iufinmwsBnaennaituluudes i defunannuiiandvasld
uwioedr Tusewinfuil 6-9 iussfudeyavssnmanes  TauiufimBunaawnsi
fiu uoeyaiidsoenuyniu flioan 8:00 wor 15:30 u. yalifurwlduudesiu 1o
Wit udududoiud dafurusunsy 4 5u ﬁwgusanmgoﬂ‘o‘lﬁqquﬂﬁm e
solforaw  Sldoonbena 6 dlue emtusguedblidaiu S eyl
qungil 65°C Wunm 72 dilus wdasunieeuks fudindiwntnuks seerusuty
AR WA M (Gross cnergy, GE) #uindas Adiabatic bomb calorimeter #o'.
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Table 1. Composition and nutrient contents of basal diet.

Ingredients Chemical composition (% As fed basis)
Calculation Analysis
Yellow corn (89% CP) 7334 CP 17.00 17.87
Rice bran (12% CP) 5.00 GE (kcal/kg) NA 3628
Soybecan meal (44% CP) 1324 ME (kcal/kg) 3100 NA
Fish meal (55% CP) 7.00 CF 342 492
Oyster shell 0.70 EE 423 421
DL-Mcethionine 003 Ca 0.86 NA
L-Lysine 0.19 P (avai) 0.38 NA
Salt 025 Meth. 0.32 NA
Premix (Embavit ) 0.25 Lys. 085 NA
Total 100.00
NA =« data not available
' Vitamin & mineral premix, May and Baker products, Rhone peulenc group, France.
Table 2. Composition of four experimental broiler diets.
Experimental diets
1 2 3 4
Basal dict (%) 100 95 90 85
Pigeon pea leaves (%) 0 5 10 15
% CP (by calculation) 17.0 17.2 174 17.5

dwduennmanosts 4 gas Mdduieinens Welineshnd GE uoy
paflsenoumalnwuedug wufiu,

AR ME duanndwise e lowidusng  (Apparent

metabolizable energy, AME) augm :

ME = (I x GE) - (E x GE)
1
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da 1 = Bwnmewniitu (Feed intake) Anufluniuinquits

E = Wunayald (Excreta) finithiniuinquils
GE, = wisminweewns (Gross encrgy of feed, keal/g.DM)
GE, = waarmmuwona (Gross encrgy of cxcreta, Keal/g.DM)

sintutivunds ME Mdsnananeaswdarges hishdunrionoes  (Linear
regression analysis) Womenziusn ME vedludhususediug nfvuioufiudy ME vas
Tudurssiduanidnnmumuioniguvestuiususudozsedy  Taoldauns

ME ")"lqau = [ME swrmmihsiimesey - (% m,m#nﬁmuw x ME anvwmgmi)]
% ’S’nqﬁvmaauﬁsz&'mfuq

msmdnstenld  (Digestibitity)

mseuldvesTnsueluiueusy thnsfnunlulide TeoTinudos notl
a3 wazifuye WwiReaifumandl ME ddldndrunuds dudoinsevauaeyautei
Woulludr  wdimrehnesfilseneumanil  usedmasnntorlivedlneugluenns
usDT R Faiflufurussumuonagwluseduieg fu fio 0, 5, 10 uor 15 % Tau
s aansnstonidiling (Apparent digestibility) anwgas :

nsdouldvaslnvurlugasons -(WPinlnsugiiny - Tnvuzidusenluya)x 100
Ve Ineueiiiu

drumandmitenWvesinsurluludueuse dwoman 2 58 fe

fl. Winawa (Differential method) fuamsnnstonldveslnsugiuui
vrusERlSun e nag nusases  dauges

(ﬂh'\ulnwzﬂu'w'lﬂu)~ (bmz\fuﬂﬁ\m.m,m x

garannTziumaney % mationl dwsslnmuzluammyu

nteridvesInvuehlud s = v r
Suainsued l@Tuenluduzusy
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s stenldvasinueii@nmaumufluihuzusuiarseduannsunde 3
smiludnston Ifvaslnvue v ludwrusy Tan Tewwadns.

w. gun1Inaney  (Regression method)  fndmvindnmstes lduenFuin
Tnsurhidud ey doldunudonigusedusingg Momenziunsdesldusilnvuzie
Wi weusedug dwugas -

Y = a+ b

da v Ao fusedwinasdeniduesinvurlulufuzusy
X fo wdunmildlufuruseumdonagn (%)
a #i0 intercept
b fla slope

et danadesvesinaueulud e id e niwweds uey
gunsnansuunsun anfluinsderidvedlneureg  Tuludususe.

Wan1InNaasILar NIl

mﬁﬂ'ssnmm'umi'l'ummmmanmuas’luﬁ'mzuw

v'mmﬁwmzﬁmd’mﬂ‘ssnaummﬂ-nmmmimnm& 4 g3 uarlufurusy
HAlumsdnnadal wousmalluanwi 3.

Table 3. Nutrient composition (% DM basis) of four experimental broiler
dicts and pigeon pea leaves (PPL).

PPL substituted to basal diet (%)

PPL
0 5 10 15

Dry matter, DM 87.06 87.73 87.95 88.04 8361
Organic matter, OM 93.13 9293 92.71 92.26 87.66
Crude protein, CP 20.53 20.90 22.25 23.90 2457
Ether extract, EE 484 4.89 497 521 591
Crude fiber, CF 5.65 5.82 7.05 8.08 31.05
Nitrogen free extract, NFE 62.11 61.32 58.44 55.07 26.13
Ash 6.87 707 7.29 7.74 12.34
Gross energy (kcal/g) 4.167 4,308 4382 4434 5.187
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vineil 3 sedhulii qudmslneuevesgaiewagu (Basal diet, um
f 1 Tuuwode) Indifvsiumedidomnmdmon TaomweBuallsiu dofeiiuies
azved mquilaniiu 205 Fudodouduanwilldidndls (Air dry basis) g @
i1 17.8% Tuwgitonmainomfe 17.0% (il 1.

vnnudueuedlusau, i, dols uaewdsumnu (GE) ganiewm
o SoihlenweiiVudueuse ﬂqnuh'nNmmﬁcﬂa"ngdumnnwﬂ'mnﬂﬂu
furuszumuiioragn  Tumeessfudhuinei Wasdunid uazm3lylsmanitozaw
$w (NFE) anaudmies TeoBumSequifwesennmesosis 4 gas uarluiueusy
umnsafulinn (et 3).

atialsi@ qmvhmﬂnwwaﬂuﬁ’awmmﬂumﬂnmiﬁ oo
Tsdu wuit ShfsnmginimenueeoTived wae Swddene (2534) uovifsge
Aiwamees Udedibie and Igwe (1989) #dalufuzusvdloany 8 Hawt uoe
AorTrin saremy (2533) Aldnwrudmlusezende  uiddelufuvusedooy 4
fwt seihBnahbiuindfostumafmnedel (243 vs 246%  Udedibic and
Igwe, 1989) uenaniiludmwesdels i 31 % Fwwriilganionudusg
Hawuaiindraunhadu.

dndsanuldnlse Toaivesludusue

deldlufwruszunuidiuamagusedudeg  (0-15%) A wdsanuls
VarTowit (ME) dfmondd saniBilumsedl 4 datongih muiufadouvedduih
uruszumu oI MAN Nl ME wesgwsannafiunahivanas uidniinisonadli
fudadaunsit Tao ME wasgmsemnaiidluimusesedy 5% diilndifosiu ME wes
I (3.182 vs 3.180 Kcal/gDM) dw ME Wegmmmﬁ'ﬂmﬂﬂuﬁ'wm
st#y S, 10 uae 15% deomns @ 3.182, 3082 uor 2.904 keal/gDM awidy Weil
ovwitasnnlufueusdidolnnn  lhRnudellugasennmesssglumuspduns
Wi urumiens Ihirusei Al ld sorarnseneuiiluiususeias
sodwumsldilselowiivesswewns  (Antinutritive  factor) 19 dradudanIndu
(Trypsin inhibitor, TI) FekenTivant uer Fndasena (2534) veid T1 WFanm 7.0
mg T/g uaﬂmm{a'mﬁaa91nmm‘hiﬂuqn6vmmaacmuﬁimﬂu Taonwzamlsle-
#iu  (Methionine) \'viﬂtﬁmmcf'lmn'luﬂ-lﬂwqa& (Visitpanich ct al, 1985) @i
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dovidy ME  wesonwnswauitifuihususrusdersedu T idaunamensiuidu
a3 (o ME wedlufueusy iy Sty 1370 Keal/gDM) Sunail
T fa:

Y = 3226 - 00186X (r = -092, n = 4)
dle Y = #iv ME wesdludhuruse (kecal/g.DM)
X = sdumiludurussluewns (%)

ndumwang sedunaiu i@y sewiut (0 dhwgend 90 % urasivhu
fanuudunuesun

ME vm'luﬁ'mm#ldnnmﬂiumiignmnmpuﬁwo\’u'lmﬁwﬁa (5, 10
vie 15%) Tiunlann (el 4, noksesgmhe) Teoldganiiildnnimm
ardusunadunse onchudoldlufueusy sedu 15% sl ME dninamenuiu
iWoudmios (1340 vs 1370 keal/gDM awdwy) naft ME voslufnrusiels
unufonsguadui (5 uor 10%) ﬂﬂ'wqﬁmmﬁmnmﬁmmﬁiﬂn upxninorilud
duthe  Temawwamlsleilu - Tlhidenewnsgmanmin  sazenalsensufiuihBunm
TI BnnsudsfuiiuSuaswdali S nnldluiureedugs  (15%) Wadoly
war TI TugmsonnsiBunugs Tuvaeiomisloiiud Safummbiin ME aans ud
pthalsfid ME  vesluiueusvdeldumudowngmsedy  15%  Wuinlndifioatueiiig
NdunIIeReu NN TITmu R zauiue,

i ME vasluswzuseiruonIflundall fewinin ME wesula dswau
PWino EmTivait uovamy (2531) @ 1.370 iWouffy 1938 keal/gDM mwdwu wail
a‘mdtmnn'hJﬁmsuuzﬁuﬂa'lugm'hdwmﬁa yalewnsidaaniafiudes i lls
Vst Towiihild  wornenwninilisereiinounsnaudugaduesnieerilTuludmuihlaonin
wia wisthalsfiay et ME wesludueueeliifiouiludowavh (Alfalfa meal)
Adolounr Tuszduindifssiu wudw ME wedlufuvusydninudmise (1370 vs
1.500 kcal/g.DM @awawiy; NRC, 1984).
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Table 4. Mctabolizable encrgy (ME) values of pigecon pea lcaves (PPL) at dif-
ferent levels of replacement in basal diet and the cstimated values

obtained by lincar regression analysis in broiler diets.

Level of PPL in diets ME of diet ME of PPL at single level?
(%) - (kcal/g.DM)
0 (basal dict) 3.180 -
5 3.182 3.220
10 3.082 2.200
15 2.904 1.340
x + SD - 2253 + 0941
100 1.370' -

Value from regression method.
ME of ingredient = ME of diet - (% basal diet x ME of basal diet)
% test Ingredient in diet

nsdeyldvesluiuzus

nadeuldweslneureeg (DM, OM, CP, EE, CF uax NFE) Tugwsonwms
wonasidludweusrumuiovmgwaesuing waudastlumned 5 dangin msdes
Tovaslnsurding  anamunmaRysesun s Ifludususelue s Filoredtosentud
weusrdifelugs  iblonnamecssiidelogedumuspdunsidluiueusduenns il
arwdannlunsterldi S ldnnndedidvesdelolugmensgm  (5.6%
CF, wyail 3) vould 456% 'lummzﬂgnmﬁmsﬂ'lﬂuﬁ":wmuwﬁmmspuwﬁu
15% (8.1% CF) douldiflns 207% wenwnierdnouneinauhidugadvenseoziliu
wares T1 Aiegiuluduruse.

nsteuldvaslneuesieg Tuludueusy dodnudnTirwedis uaritduns
aenay (Wi 6) dsingih nadauldeiniisansd® e hivandefusmin Teomwe
mateuldves NFE diiufouniiu (442 vs 448% wadwiy) Wemdonsdenidon
Feoal® wuin ety ewe  Tidlehicwrodvwi sy lowild  (@daou)
dm NFE worlviiulefiaylvani ldwodunas (27-44%) udlus@uuordsbunidldiiseloyi
Whios (4-9%) athahiww ifdeRviandindedidvesiequifs Wyt dedlddun
Wos  12%  minfu ohumqﬁ'n"nﬂ11u$‘mzuas11ﬂ-&fluthuuﬁwmmmﬂn‘l{a
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Table 5. Digestibility of four experimental diets containing different levels of
pigeon pea leaves (PPL).

PPL substituted to basal diet (%)

0 5 10 15
DM 74.73 71.97 68.32 63.17
OM 76.53 74.20 7111 66.34
CP 63.35 58.06 54.35 48.37
EE 80.08 7501 70.58 65.14
CF 45.57 36.60 36.31 20.74
NFE 8342 83.33 81.70 80.94

Table 6. Digestibility of pigeon pea lcaves (PPL) from 2 methods (by dif-
ference and by regression).

Methods
Average
by difference’ by regression’
DM 6.76 -4.45 1.16
OM 15.14 3.21 9.18
Ccp -0.70 8.92 4.11
EE 3093 2442 27.68
CF -25.69 -6.06 -15.88
NFE 44.25 44 81 44.53
Digestible nutrient ) - (Num‘enl intake from basal diet )
: at test level x % Dig. of nutrient in basal diet

Digestibility of PPL =
> Nutrient intake from PPL

Lincar regression equation (n = 4) of :-
DM ;Y = 7530 - 0.80 X, r = -0.99 EE ; Y - 8085 - 0.56 X, r = -099
OM [ Y = 7712 - 0.74 X, r = -099 CF ;Y = 4428 - 0.50 X, r = -0.9
CP .Y =~ 6272 - 054 X, r = -0.99 NFE ; Y = 8341 - 039 X. r - -058

Sl dheduligatn Taoswduiuueilig do 5% vosgmIws  (RamTiwani une
hwdasena, 2534) el ilidunsoiadse s gy Towd 6 aaldnduwd
upzauiiwiedn  ME wo'luﬁ'xwmﬂdm'm'luvsmma‘lﬁn{aﬁmdn'lﬂ' 1.500
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keal/gair dry iiudilgeniein ME whwvesluiueuefidennnfnutundasl (1,145
kcal/gair dry).

anlwanmaasy

sInmsAnmnmguimasinsunvesludueusy dahBuaastiufmindu
(Trypsin inhibitor) 15w 70 mg Ti/g Wlhidoimduivdmon 4 & Fouwwuns
naaeuuy 4 x 4 Latin square Thnadail :

1 T Buuesdundd (oM), Tsdu (cp), vl (EE), doly
(CF) unesnSlulmanilozamiw (NFE) Amifhidovazvasioquls (DM) oy 877,
24.6, 59, 310 uny 26.1% WWAWL.

2. tﬂaﬁ'h:ﬁ'mzm‘lﬂunu#qasmmspuwﬁu 0-15% idolddleons 4 #
dand wudn e dibeloet 1370 keal/gDM  (wiamivu  1.145 kcal/gair
dry) unenviderIdvedlnauziiudsil : DM 12%, OM 92%, CP 4.1%, EE 27.7%,
CF ~159% uar NFE 445%.

naanIanlazang

puelod vovounInssmse s iine-wesiu  (TG-ANP) fibinsaty
fyun1iie.
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