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THE USE OF PIGEON PEA AS ANIMAL FEED
2. DIGESTIBILITY OF LEAVES AND SEEDS IN RUMINANTS

Boonlom Cheva-Isarakul '

ABSTRACT : Digestibility of dry pigeon pea leaves (PPL) and pigeon pea sceds (PPS) was deter-
mined in sheep by differential and regression methods respectively, with rice straw (RS) as a basal
dict. It revealed that PPS contained higher nutritive value and palatability than PPL. On dry matter
(DM) basis, both feeds contained 198 and 20.0% CP, 7.3 and 2.3% EE, 232 and 9.6% CF, 6.0 and
44% ash, 43.7 and 63.7% NFE, 61.0 and 51.7% NDF, and 294 and 17.5% ADF. The trypsin inhibi-
tor activity in the seed was 3 times of that in the leaves (19.5 vs 7.0 mg TIA/g DM). Their digest-
ibility were 502 and 72.2% DM, 52.7 and 73.3% OM, 510 and 65.1% CP, 458 and 34.4% EE, 30.8
and 280% CF, 0 and 84.2% NFE, 473 and 758% NDF, and 0.5 and 382% ADF, respectively. With
increasing level of PPS intuke from 200 to 800 g air dry/day, DM intake increased from 30 to
36% live weight. Digestibility of most nutrients also increased with the exception of CF, ADF and
EE. Digestible encrgy (DE), Total digestible nutrient (TDN) and N-balance of sheep fed solely PPS
estimated by regression method was 3.2 keallg, 71.1% and 6.3 g/d respectively.
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NFE 0 uny 84.2%, NDF 47.3 uns 75.8% ube ADF 0.5 uwse 382% wud iy dlelunelduoadnmunnfiu
Suwm 200 dhe 800 ndu/Tu Susefiuerfnd fmgutlEfaduem 30 W 36% ik neold
weoslnmued inuafAun nosdisdednouse onfudols v ur ADF wisemwesld (DE) umeuion
Lnuedoold (TDN) moonawmmadiu lanenvewneiidudnd neumaihe wrusdvast afeiiw o laold
auneeneelidy 32 Flounoed/n®u, 71.1% we 6.3 ndu/Tu wud .
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ﬂtummwmunauowmsv’i‘duﬁ‘mmmsmmunzawmﬂ'fu'lin’imwu}uuwfm
dudduilesnmmdndafiliiviuethena® Taonwieetddueee 10 Tshuan
in 38 ldwewadnntinonwlumaiSegiueiiobnig  Fhifiodsifiennsuein
Thiluo e g tﬂamﬂmmmaufhurlnamvuﬂfnﬂmmqumnwéw v
W1 unﬁﬂqm;mﬁaﬁuq Wliun  ielrunselsifiuiensdafidedeihseannwau.

SmeuseiiuAyiileeiionts  doeinnldiuennidafléd  osend
Tusdugaialudiuvasluuaebn il Aafa Tl dufufuoumnans danselfus
Wl wiluds  Fumn foulgnduuwanhemdaiveugeusuysdeosiv - g
Mosfunmswedomidu  ilodvends uazeWifhuemwnauyd Tulsemeinouanduuil
g1 sravildlfndeudiuenmhs.

togluilnsfnndadaniufgondullimnefumsiWidibelowt o dag-
Usgatadoineg  gawsudau nniilsdulu luseswdefoiidovasvnsiaquita 20 uae 21%
awddy  Fuivuridurdorl swediflumndandes  widlasniuives iaunalsenns
whu TsBulguawhifiin fo fdadmvesmmordTuiiuduegluanwhisma S
futanm Uy low IdvedTusiu 9w Trypsin ung Chymotrypsin inhibitors 11hudu
uanv1m{b‘ai.'me‘t’ae‘m'h'hhz'lwﬁ‘lﬁéwuax'luﬂtﬂa'luqaﬁnohu Faiblhiaunsadhe
1]1:1011'411&ininwmmi‘mﬂuwi’uqa‘lﬁﬁﬂxiﬁ11ﬂd1ua1m1‘amﬂmiau (Falvey  and
Visitpanich, 1980a, b; Visitpanich et al., 1985; Tangtaweewipat and Elliott, 1989,
dradalon Frwddsenn uaamr 2534 uny RanTINant unedheddsena 2534).

Tz et e wnadeSifudedtdiny  Feililowndatifeadod
yiuniilunswed i Wiowsefenseerllufiiuinid  iwhidenhadesnann
Tlsdusnmtn  wanenil yaundfiisansedenfiolldd  uaeioawimusehawss
Avluansldvawiiaind .

finvaftnufisgusmaansveshuf e swoenalgn  uozn SRRy
@orlune  uovaoe, 2533) mmlgndudousweyde¥afawnedy  (Whiteman  and
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Norton. 1981: Akinola et al., 1975; Wijnberg and Whiteman, 1985) wlammitiluda
yeuspandifluonidniifoudes  (Parades et al., 1986, fAmylnueiel woed3, 2529;
Brown ef al. 1988; Park et al., 1989; g3 uazfarlnne, 2531) wuin Idwadive
guns (Swdaleavdeddsenn uaamy, 2534) ot lsfidoyainuaifunumisennsves
Tuuazmdaduzuseddogdousnaiia JwhmahnsAnndndenldueslneurluly
soriuda Teuld33wwasrne  (Diffcrential method) uariBlumsonney (Regression
method) awddy  Tesldviedafiuennsgu  Heise g dgndosmuniuniiusis
e welunmsldidusieeioll dndedidly ues/vlondinufue e udueguda.

ginIaluaz BN 1 IMaad

dosnuaunaudainanes sen uargUnsdifesyhnmesesiuialaonss a8
vmsmeassiuungund Teomieeniii 2 naneoes fe

m'maamﬁ 1 wmsterldvesinwursineg  Tuludurusylauitvwadns  Idune
dnflwduiidmon 6 ¥ Apatudoilunss Metabolism cage #iliviosfuyauneilee
usneenaniuldnge  WungWuvhailuennsgmday 100 i/ eI ldFulud
vvuszuadud WisrweauBaluden 5 nfu/d/Su wlmimessseeniiuszue i,
(Prcliminary period) 14 Ju uagszoufiuveya (Collection period) 10 .

Tuiurus e ndudueussihlgnlunas  Taolsvufgnmauiinadouuasdadon
wuf  TeoseitiloReli Sl muﬂﬂnogﬁ'luﬁ'monmnﬁa snuus ludu g
Uiz 2 useeuuied ifuldniedeuTdleoTive.

duimmtnfunededofu 3 u  deduduuarduganiimaaes Tenune u
ar 2 ads N 8:30 uar 1530 w. TuFnFnmennsfii annsiivde TufinBau
gaﬁemﬁdwaenﬁ’uaz 2 adariouonnansdahl :jmﬁuﬁwu"mgms 10% ¥iluy
udls difdarldvmildnsedueiu 18 N 15 wa/Su sesfulidedeaiunisgeyde
Tlanon  fufimBnuildaneiuoreis  quiviein  10%  ududsszaylinasants
wooutwidefiudieiieyn  duifuietnennsihi  sasyanlineviesfleneumani
fin Yaqui¥s (Dry matter, DM), 11 (Ash), Tls#u (Crude protein, CP), Touslin
(Ether cxtract, EE) @ols (Crude fiber, CF) a8 Proximate analysis (AOAC,
1980) R lulnusuluyouneildad e Snrwiinoleiotsdeimeasiunaged
Tulmion  usnwniin s diesehmBinamiugod (Neutral detergent fiber, NDF)
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ude afﬂunmg'hﬂ (Acid detergent fiber, ADF) T3 Detergent method (Goering
and Van Soest, 1970) SwiedvmBuiuwdsu  (Gross cnergy, GE) T ldindoa
Adiabatic bomb calorimeter, IKA-C400 uagdnaeyvmfGuss Trypsin  inhibitor
activity (TIA) Tat38989 Kakade et al. (1974).

susenBunalnsurilield  (Digestible nutrient) wpsanraages (Whe +
fhuvuse) uarnstesldvedluiuvusy Teuldgns

Buadnsueivord = hnainvueituenvhaunyluiseuee - Tnsuziituesn
Tuya

% nstenldwoslneeluludnsusy

- Tnwugddesidiiose v Sy - yripulanviie X 100
Tneuginusnluiuzusy

snaaesil 2 wimaderldvadlnsusine  TuafadumusdouiFlddunnoacen
Huns'ﬂmﬂaawm{lmﬁuii 10 & doslunseiadenuy Metabolism cage uhansmanas
soniflu 2 n¥s udanfaniungseniiu 2 nduq o S dh 1w 2 maveasaihuuny 4
niy Mudaznguldfurisdnauiiuenigm  (Basal diet) sazlaiuruszumiuemns
B fu #aiiAD ndu 1 = 900 + 200, ngu 2 = 800 + 400, ngu 3 =
700 + 600 upgndu 4 = 600 + 800 NF/HI/Tu.

yhetfdiflusheamiion  sudhoious b 2-3 s dundesiu
Wi wdedueusyifldiiugoedunnesdinsfodiofuf  Hunt ueiueeuniswun 3
uu, M msléuegum: nafudetise s dadalsdudw  saen1ylneed
pafsznoumanil  shwdniunmesesit 1 Teevihlushadeuiuaey 2352 s
figuu 2533.

natuammstenidvesnsusludneusy Tav Regression equation ldiges Y
=a + bX o Y = &:ﬂwﬁnimsdw‘lﬂm’bmﬂugmwmﬁ'mﬂ. X = 1B
Tneueitung v ndusuodonndh % vaslnvupiuluannaione, fuomm %
matenldvadlneusluduruse (Y) Tooumudr X Tudunn = 100.
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WanIINaasILar I Il
Manaaesi 1 msmnsdesldvesluiuzuss TasdEuwadns

asdsEneunuail safiseneumanivesluduzuszuarvhaiinedidlums
nanaai.  nRoudoiluducuee  Tunsediu upznidaduzusrununaaosu  wdnalilu
a1 ossiulEn  lufhuswssdgudimeeaganie Tooih R lnwueiliiu
Uwlpaife duniddeg Tusdu Tl mSTulmmmiidesidiiw (Nitrogen free extract,
NFE) geniwhe willidelo (CF) smfuwod (NDF) uaednluiwaglad (ADF) sniead-
dszneumanivesluduruseififlunmecsnisi i lndifisetuil - Aeclen  soveme
(2533) Wswsn widhlsAudnilunseiwdmioo uaeilauwad aconsudnluia-
@ ladgandnunn wenonidssauindfusiuwieveuin uillluiu wh delo uorash-
Wsenovwoswdawad (NDF, ADF) uaewdsaam (GE) gnin,

Table 1. Chemical composition (% DM basis) of pigcon pea lcaves compared to
ricc straw, dry leucacna leaves and pigeon peca seeds (PPS).

Pigeon pca leaves Leucaena®/ Rice'/ pps'/

i 2/ leaves straw
DM 96.7 34.1 89.1 96.9 87.5
cpP 19.8 21.1 243 50 200
EE 7.3 72 8.8" 23 2.3
CF 232 256 1.2 36.5 9.6
NFE 43.7 40.0 455" 358 63.7
Ash 6.0 6.0 8.3 20.5 44
NDF 61.0 - 284 779 51.7
ADF 294 - 16.5 55.5 17.5
ADL - - 84 - =

AlA 1.] 1.7 - 14.5
GE (kcal/g) 5.1 - - 3.7 45
TIA (mg TIl/g) 70 - - - 19.5

" Walues investigated in this experiment

- Fresh leaves and tops (Awr T uoveae, 2533)

Vo fudewna (2531)

" Cheva-lsarskul (1982, unpublished data)

73



TNy 8(1) : 71-86 (2535)

Hinlsedninnadould nisdevldveslnyurdieg wlufuusriidnlnn i
Differential method Tinimmmanailiflvufusfinenadlu ignwmmaniiin - x Auidos
TouSTle AIA  udeinely  (Aerlnee  uoeeuz, 2533) pgnaliumnadt 2.
wuimsien 1dves Insuedw Iwjlndifivatiuvie podunnsteridveshisiudsluduewy
fienganinviheedaiidodwie Filtosnlufuvueilbsdugindy  Sedhoihigaunid
’lumztmagmu‘l"fn’lu’innun“an111ﬁsulauhunzdaumms'l‘6n'h INMIAU IR
muwmiathﬂﬁuuamﬁmaﬂﬂﬁumﬁmﬂomﬁu\uﬁ?wmmm Tudasn 700 :
100 pfu/fa/fu wirt Banahkdufldddeadu 197% vesgmions vurdiiloune
Aurhafveiade W lihfuios  48%  mimiu Naduil donndoaiuToauuns
Cheva-lIsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1990) fwrh  mwiibihaifulesieuifudu
Wiineelnomue@uluguus Natural protein, Multi-nutrient block wianmaujaudavha
dngSuia S lsinaonIdae s Ty sAuddu

Table 2. Digestibility coefficients of nutrients in pigeon pea leaves calculated
by differential method and digestibility of rice straw.

Pigeon pea lcaves Rice® Leucaena

a b straw leaves®
DM 50.2 65.6 48.6 60.8
OM 52.7 = 539 63.6
CP 51.0 694 16.7 61.5
EE 458 63.8 438 427
CF 308 46.1 60.5 443
NFE - 774 50.0 76.3
NDF 473 - 498 359
ADF 0.5 - 490 -
TDN - - 43.1 62.8

Values investigated in this experiment by differentisl method
’ Determined in cattle by AIA method (Awelniee wowaoue, 2533)
s Cheva-lsarakul (1982, 1986 ; unpublished data)

atindlaftdwydn nstesldvaslnsueden Mludurusednilumeiu wlhity
fa 2 witeil wa@uawgnﬁv&uﬂouﬁuu%ﬁuh&ﬁuaﬁuﬂn1u Fsloruitoanenly
furusrihBurnidelsuarsnl uvadgenilunsefiu waduil Tuua i wedeandesiuns
neoodlulrilovoskamTiviant uaedheBasena (2534) fumedu e dndsld
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Ustlowit (ME) swduidieafivlunseiiu Mﬂaﬁwgwwmmnﬂm’fm;sznmwﬂmm
udr  Urngin ‘lﬁiﬁm1mm%qaau1maz§nﬂm&{omnmwnmﬂ'miu'luﬁwzm'lu
gaie iﬂuﬁupu1'mmﬁaeanmn\uﬁmmﬂmuiwﬂum&«w‘!ﬁhs%qﬁﬁ
nitlunsedudues,

Slndvineriduesufusuefidoinmmacesilinid - Aaclnee  uos
ame (2533) weml Falerwilasnenmuuendaesiinfion siiavesde’
neaes vieeruileann Associative cffect %maﬂdﬁmuiau'l‘wﬂnqauﬁwﬁm}ﬂuu
Wdwifuwaiisanvnmfuiufsgiuedaila Fuaduil tnwitunidivesdniife
Boafflé.

Ve wnsfiauld  fowmtnd uarBunmeaiiiu Weewne e 1éiuvhs
Waevmgu (100 ndu/#/ i) wBudarluduzuszuka (700 n¥u//i) dudesliiu
e 3 wn‘hs161'1011‘1ﬂu81uzuamﬁuvl'm'h1ﬂuaﬁ1‘1ﬂunzﬂ\iwﬁnimﬂ'uﬁu
dindan  Andnaiiuny ldRuvhadiiosedadio Farwarniniwnindaana.

Table 3. Body weight and feed intake of sheep fed 100 g rice straw (RS) plus
ad libitum dry pigeon pea leaves (PPL).

Avg SD
Initial weight 30.1 37
Final weight 312 40
Dry matter intake (DMI, g/hcad/day) 750.0 232
% BW 25 02
g/kg WO73 579 38
from PPL (g) 653.1 212

from RS (g) 96.9 0

mludauseBuvisng ﬂﬂmﬁﬂﬁunsﬁdwﬁ'm"nﬂuﬂu pariinyieule
wosTUsduaduil  donndostunameonswesdedasene (2531) Wdlunsefiwifurhalu
ILAVUR ﬁuuﬁ'mm'"\muﬂmfmﬁnﬁuavmuiau‘lﬂm’hlﬁuwﬁﬂuawéﬁu.

\ﬁmmmmsﬂunzﬁumunummd Faie 25% vewminwnings wie 579
nSu/nn.  (nmtnda)07s daﬂuﬁwﬂganﬁtﬂam1ﬁmlwudtﬁmwmﬁm &1 Cheva-
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Isarakul and Cheva-Isarakul (1985) swswihildnleuim 2% woaiwnind i
1%5010;30::11a'muvm1maﬂu'lomw'lu'luﬁ"wzuuzﬂ'qhnmziuh!unzﬂuomt%
Crabtree and Williams (1971) wari awnsdudifsdu 19.1% sunsonsefulduneiiu
vhatToniilhlsfn 39% WuAuld adelsfiwuin Banaenafungfivddand b
dnindeld lunsedueuvhes  @udasege, 2531  wWalWldulunseiuuueiiu
athauy  (Fedasena, 2529, YeyalildnRuw) fetwiteanyinarniiuvedud
rupoy  Sefindudidniorwhifuine el sUiuianaavilauds  (Preliminary
period) fisutlvsonfiudoyavisfinn 1Rana TIA HunglWuonlufueusylunmanaass
dvidu 46 nSudyu eonimBnuiind@ilunmessnninsdendveuuded
wruse Too 3 Tddunsonoan (aaai 4.,

mManaansil 2 nrsHnasteu dve undaduzuas las 3t 14dauns
nANBY

peflsEnoumanil  asfienoumanivesennsit e wladweuszun
(PPS) uazwhada (RS) Woufusilumorudu  sarvesudaduwdes ustmalumeil
4 seoh i iudeiueune v indfosiuned udui'm'hﬂwzqnﬁv'lmﬁ"z'ld 1
Sauwdos uardr@dwn ﬂ%mm'hlﬁu\u81nzuazgan*hﬂ1nhaﬂ:w*um 5 w1 wenvn
ftslnwurduu  Buniiteg  mlulmmidenidie  uaewlsrumugandmwhedin

uiithBanaudely musad (NDF) ungdnlwignglag (ADF) anin.

Table 4. Chemical composition (% DM basis) of pigeon pea seeds, soybean
seed and rice straw.

Pigeonpea seceds Soybean Rice
i Malaysia  India Visitpanich seed  straw'
(Gohl, 1981) et al. (1985) (NRC, 1984)

DM 875 89.0 918 88.3 920 93.6
cp 200 234 202 23.1 428 44
EE 23 0.9 1.9 1.6 18.8 20
CF 9.6 10.6 6.2 8.5 58 354
NFE 63.7 60.8 67.7 619 271 41.1
Ash 44 43 40 49 55 17.0
NDF 51.7 - - - - 74.5
ADF 17.5 - - - 10.0 528
ADL - - - - - 48
Ca - 0.14 - - 0.27 -
P - 045 - - 0.65 -
GE (kcall/g) 45 = - = - 38
TIA (mg Tl/g) 19.5 - - 294 - -

" Values investigated in this experiment
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B Invurvouudadurusrlunmenesii Indifssiumonussanndidoun
Sudn (S19841aw Gohl, 1981) uae Visitpanich er al. (1985) @iy TIA et
B 195 me Tl/g DM lndifsfusodiug Hunt swneedwade Faldiudan
faumiail udcf'm"hﬁ'mduﬂd’mdmﬁ%&sﬂﬂiuﬂﬁnmm1ﬂm§mﬂﬁuﬁ ung
Fawdmaenn (2532) fio 19.7 uar 303 mg TI/g air dry AWa W,

P wnanulduaeiwiinduns ugastlumsai 5 wud iouneld
$uduzuseiAuAu srfu e 1donas Fail il asomnnsunuiivadofusuarlumadu
awn3 (Substitution cffect) Waduildesndasfy Mulbolland et al. (1976), Devendra
(1978) Bamualim (1986) uneduddsena (2531) othalafidRunavhaiftonasitfaten
i Bunes S ey uneiu iy ﬁcﬂnni‘ﬂﬁﬂquﬂedﬁuﬁﬁqwm% ToonRuai
9.2, 119 uax 125% wouieldudnussuardudy (200 nfu/#r/u) mwddu A
‘r‘mSnQu\mﬁﬁuﬂuﬁtﬂuNmﬁmuwmngmﬂh\wwnq gandwhedalinad )
3eﬂnn1h'lﬂqsun?&'lﬁumsmmsﬂuﬂuUszlum'aoiannn's‘mxau'luuazms:ﬂ'uﬁmsmhﬂ
WA ldevsdes 1dAu Snandoufvesennaiimaduewnaditu  (Rate of
passage RuAiu) ilﬂ‘ha'lumzmwﬁwqmmﬂﬁmnﬁu war meandil deandostiy
WMDY Wongsrikeao and Wanapat (1985) unvdwdasenn (2531) Maflunaeiu
iBuvafiuenminedosaruneaudwiy  uaedadoandesiuinouees  Sicbert  and
Kennedy (1972) fiwuin muSudaviharh wleySnuardamandlua e afiu
pwnslddudn Kol osenmuudndraiiunailnsueiiilul e lowidogiu i
Tunszmzgam.

1ﬁu1m’J'nquﬁaﬂunzﬁu'l{tﬂmmvha&wﬁ‘msuumﬂuszi’udwqﬁu fiaiiu
29, 31, 33 unx 36% vewinnin®a wlewhifu 715, 76.1, 805 uoe 877 n¥u/nn.
(Hmind07  awdwy  Fannniudeblunyiuvhawdifvsedufios  (Cheva-Isarakul
and Cheva-lsarakul, 1985) wieWunziuvhadudluiuruseuls (mraail 3) uane
Tuudadwzuszuain il Hugs ganaeliduennaeununwn wu Wil
il atinedi.

Ve TIA funelé®y  dludumsedufouvusy  Taonguilldudoueussun
800 n¥u/Su wld¥u TIA @ 137 niu/Au wlaniviu 04 n¥u/nndnin®/u ueld
wWiinunzugasanRminudstals.
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Table 5. Body weight and feed intakc of shecp fed rice straw (RS) plus
various levels of ground pigeon pea seeds (PPS).

Level of PPS (g air dry/head/day)

200 400 600 800

Avg. body weight (kg) 344 35.3 356 34.1

Dry matter intake (g/hcad/day) 1009.6 1098.9 1166.5 12248

- %BW 29 3.1 33 36

- g/lkg WOT3 715 76.1 80.5 87.7
Dry matter intake from

- RS (g/hcad/day) 834.5 7488 641.3 524.5

- PPS (g/head/day) 175.1 350.1 525.2 700.3

- PPS (% of total ration) 17.3 319 450 572

TIA intake (g/head/day) 34 6.8 10.3 13.7

HuszAnnrsdonld  dulsedninntenldveslnvurdnn  wiwwdenld
(DE) unzuonlnwustionld (TDN) Tuennanagns aopnav dugaivesh Tesudouns
noaos1duvhe e el ¥adavsnaatu  usaslflumsed 6.

w&ﬂﬂﬁwd&mﬂﬁu&wmmﬂuﬁnm%ﬁu fuavi W lnyurdwingfe
Saquls Buniiteg Tihdu aflulmemidestddn mbusad woewdsnu dnmsteuldd
Au vailitosiniusuillnvurdneg gandvhedn Sehahbigiuniflunsuvorgu
gwsefudmanleens  wassanseifensailunsten1dRAu naduil goandasify
TWIMYDI Devendra (1983) uaz Cheva-lsarakul (1988) uazusaslivhidn wBunas
TIA i’im‘w‘!ﬂummuﬁaﬁ'mzuaz‘hiﬂum‘hmunwdnu‘lﬁ’mm’lnwz‘luﬂu‘hﬁmuﬂoa Taw
mwratsbilsiu  Neloreitomremintifadosminonude TIA 194,

dmmatoridvesdolss (CF) unsmiuvaddmildenldon (ADF) Whahfiu
maesiudn Ao Srannadlariudaduvesduzuslue sy Falorwitoansn
Fazusedn S lmeanfivenldine  (NFE)  goandive  Sellwavinbig@undddomon
Amylolytic bacteria Wiannau uﬁmw‘l«nﬁ'uwsm'lﬂuﬁanﬁanth&ﬁuniﬂwgnﬁu‘l‘
s duwml pH  lumwmwizzanosdiae  Tinnzfumselgueawan  Cellulolytic
bacteria Jaiivimatauldvesaragladaany (El-shazly et al, 1961 uaz Dixon, 1986)
Fstonndeaify Mould and Oskov (1983/84) uax Hoover (1986) fiaqldn miacfumls

78



nenldves i nrusuesdnlule o ide

Table 6. Digestibility of nutrients in rations with different levels of rice straw
(RS) and ground pigeon pea seeds (PPS).

PPS level (g air dry/head/day)

200 400 600 800
Dry matter intake (g/day) 1009.6 10989 1166.5 12248
- RS 8345 748.8 641.3 524.5
- PPS 175.1 350.1 5252 700.3
Digestibility coefficients
Dry matter (DM) 574 62.0 62.1 64.9
Organic matter (OM) 624 66.7 66.0 68.3
Crude protein (CP) 459 57.7 584 58.1
Ether extract (EE) 796 60.8 59.5 57.7
Crude fiber (CF) 619 63.7 570 55.5
Nitrogen free extract (NFE) 648 70.5 722 76.2
Neutral detergent fiber (NDF) 545 58.1 59.7 63.5
Acid detergent fiber (ADF) 48.3 495 46.1 46.4
Energy 60.1 65.2 64.5 66.7
Digestible energy (DE, kcal/g) 24 26 27 238
Total digestible nutrient (TDN, %)55.6 65.6 70.1 774
N - balance (g N/head/day) 0.74 225 322 5.39

wlem$lulamsnitiouldiw (Readily fermentable carbohydrate, RFC) ulifoudimise
Ainavingauniisuamiidevideloanas i insderldvesdeluanas Saminil szt
ddsiuide pH 'lu;wuoi‘\ni'\ 60 INMINARBWEI Mulholland et al. (1976) b
Gyt kst aedudneg Wit ssibinsiuldvesiaquits  (DMD)  wax
vosdunidnqildenld  (DOMI) g uiBanavhadiadiig ldusensdendves
Cellulose anawwid Sadanandesiiy Devendra (1978) Fiduvadoud.

dwdumadeuldveslviiuilann douseRuivueauiu  Silimaneetuo
hwidmin 1By muniamdesld  (DE) uorvonlnyuzdevidiame  (TDN) ﬂ'hge’\'m
asrdufaussldiy wensnilBawuiougodvesulnneu (NB) fengatiudou il
dloananthususyihBuials@uge dloda Tiduiudufeeilinsaealulnsouwie
'iﬂﬁu'luhcnwgaﬁu.
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gurlseaninnster e lnvurdnee Tudndurusrifnlandd  Regression
method dugmelilumnail 7 Toedadmveslnsueiidtunnduruszilofniu
S dvasinsueild@unnewnatomeiiu - X uopsrdunlseanintolduadlname
e 'lugmamsxﬂaﬂm&nﬁ'wcuaﬂuﬁﬁﬂwdm fu iflw Y wudwndsndad
anfuiufiugann (¢ Whind 1.0) unshishaBenuusiuinesidun avinatenldd
widInedEi.

o nnIlgdunTs  Regression Jummimoinlsrdvinistesidvesiuusy 16
Nawaw‘lﬁv‘mmmmﬁwmﬂnﬂwﬁn%mﬁauﬁmmmﬂﬂ‘lﬁﬁu Taodnamdn Y ile
X = 0 wufedoung ey Invueaniurusyan ud WU InvhuRuIa 1Y,

mnﬁuﬂssanim1dau'1dqsmm5a3'wzwzﬁﬁ‘m1m1ﬂwﬁﬁ'wv'h fueused
mstonldwoslnauesding Tudanseusnage Usanm 70% Tanilnsveuidvaslnauediu
Tunjiganvhadn okl iols uordnTwiwaglod (ADF) afindondonauile’ld
%’uwﬁﬁﬁmzuaeqqﬂu n11%6"1usuuz:"mnziau'idqqumﬁ'rmmm'lil{]uﬂmen'Azhw’iu
dntifians1da.

inauwdssmtoold (DE) @iy 32 Alausaed/niulaquifs uazilin TDN =
711% dwnihmndavdesfiafedugiaeaw (44% i) fi NRC (1984) Wawam
19 (DE =37 keal/g DM uag TDN = 84%) Moy 135 uox 154% AuaeL.

ﬁuqu‘lu’lmxwﬁﬁwsﬁuéummzo\’wmwﬁa&mzm‘lumwms Heilidlasanen
fuwupeThl@ugs ¥ lune WSy Tusduiudu aqum‘luhmuaﬂamzﬁm"i‘mzm
Wnsethadey  daiwowlaoldaunts Regression disuilu +63 wauriilabiungfinvha
Wosethady dauin -52 nfu N/ awddiy ugayiiuusyiThlduuasnistes
Tgaiuaneivpi ke fifiansagamihlfuluienwe gumaihAdidensednifule
worWinonanld Jsdoandosfu Egan (1986) faqli BT seshmiuTuTasiou
14 Reticulo-rumen ﬁw’lﬁqﬁuﬁﬁﬂmﬁu«swﬂﬂﬁmﬁﬂu shinsteuielsAtu
unzﬁadmuﬂunmazﬂ’iuﬂqngaﬁu\u5‘\1ﬂtanu1néu dsnrahwynmonseoslludiuiiv
(Essential amino acids, EAA) faunauluenmduiludrdiansaiwanda B
faoeneduuozdoudliwdaau  Gluconcogenic  substrate uae/vi3oluTasiaudicun
wpuGounduanidfluzuuld (Recycleable N) wne e 1Wuvhaioseduduufian gy
@uhdosion ndafe 19Tuhihduhinedmiunidsedin doainsdosdansisAundeiio
doludranuanld  Feinai hiadiiwindoona waduildonndosfy  Wongsrikeao
and Wanapat (1985) fvwamdn el wnindaneudeldiuvhadadivaou
W sathaudn.
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Table 7. Digestion cocfficients of nutrients in pigeon pea sceds (PPS) and rice
straw (RS) predicted by regression equation

Dig pps'/ rs? Regression equation

(%) y=a+bx

DM 722 55.1 y = 551 + 017 x ; r = 095
OM 733 60.7 y =607 + 012 x ; r = 089
P 65.1 310 y =310+ 034 x ; r =09
EE 344 849 y = 849 - 050 x ; r = -087
CF 280 652 y = 652 - 037 x ; r = -087
NFE 842 589 y =589 + 025 x ;r =09
NDF 758 51.6 y =516 +024 x,r =109
ADF 382 496 y =496 - 011 x ; r=-073
GE 723 583 y =583 + 014 x ; r = 088
DE (kcal/g) 32 22 y = 223 - 0009 x ; r = -099
TDN (%)Y 71.1 52.5

N balance 6.3 -52 y = =516 + 0.11 x ; r =095
(g N/head/day)

W
o
£}

Predicted from regression equation when x = 100
Predicted from regression equation when x = 0
Calculated by conventional method

y = Digestion coefficient of nutrient (%)

x = Nutrient intake from PPS as % of that from total ration
r = Regression coefficient

matieodvesvhaiiwan e il deganiduadoveshedn 5 Wuf o
ﬂgnﬁu'lunmwﬂa # Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (19853 d@wdaley
Fwddaeno, 2531) T waw Hidimlsy Hatloruflunawos Positive associative effect
Fatnifeaudelfennamefivainsueetns Wy uinsouidawdaliie  wie
dounos (Fermentable N or §) iwﬁuawmﬁuﬁﬁwnmﬁu’imuzfuﬁuﬁﬂam
(Dixon, 1986) adang il ensild i sdes e svhedau niuile e Siu v e
INDIBNURD .

arpl

Tuuasdadveuseihlaulndfosiurlssu 20% waluillneueiiiuyse-
Towsidniuudavesiuuazdninlunseiuidmioo,
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mster dvesinaurde uluduvusrindifoetuvhedn ondiullsdu Fails
douWigan-iathaihivd gy il edvinaterdvaslnvueiiman TnuTiwmasedndy
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CERURRITY
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