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WaLlSETINTARUYF H L UNTELNIZT LN UTDIUNG

Effects of Supplementation of Dried Kratom Leaves (Mitragyna speciosa (Korth.)
Havil.) and Yeast (Candida tropicalis KKU20) in Total Mixed Ration on Feed

Intake, Rumen Fermentation, and Microbial Population in Goats
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Abstract: This experiment aimed to study the effects of 2 levels of yeast (Candida tropicalis KKU20)
(Y; 0 and 0.5 g/kg DM) and dried kratom leaves (DKTL; 0 and 4.44 g/kg DM) in total mixed ration (TMR)
on dry matter intake, rumen fermentation and microbial population in rumen of goats. Four goats with
an average live weight 20 + 0.13 kg were randomly assigned according to a 2x2 factorial arrangement in
a 4x4 Latin square design to receive four diets, T,= OY-0DKTL, T, = 0Y- 4.44DKTL, T, = 0.5Y- ODKTL, and
T, = 0.5Y- 4.44DKTL, respectively. TMR was given on an ad libitum basis. Based on this experiment, goats
receiving 0 g/kg DM Y had lower total DMI (kg/d) (g/d and g/kg BW *"°) and propionate (C,) (P<0.05) than
other treatments, except for molar proportion of acetate (C,), and the ratio of C,+ C,:C, were higher among
treatments and goats receiving 4.44 g/kg DM DKTL had lower protozoa populations (P < 0.01) than those
receiving 0 g/kg DM Y. Whilst NH,-N and rumen microorganism populations (bacterial and fungal
zoospores) were similar among treatment (P> 0.05). Based on this study, 0.5 g/kg DM Y incorporated with

4.44 g/kg DM DKTL in total mixed ration could be efficiently utilized for goats.

Keywords: Yeast, Candida tropicalis KKU20, dried kratom leaves, rumen fermentation, goats
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unARga: miﬁﬂmﬁﬁfiﬁlqﬂa‘:mm’uﬁ@ﬁmmmmmmm?mﬁmm’(Cand/da tropicalis KKU20) (yeast, Y) 2 52611
(0 waz 0.5 nfuranlansninguis uarlunseyvianuis (dried Kratom leaves, DKTL) 2 35A1 (0 wAY 4.44 n3use
Alansudmguis) TuaninsuangnssansaFumunisniuls nszusunamdn warilssansqauvsdlunssimnzgiuu
g0auny IneAn luunstnminieas 20 + 0.13 Alansy TnadavEmansui 2 x 2 wianeBaaluusunimaaes
WU 4 x 4 SgFanziu ungldfuamnanangaananiiflsssufa uazlunssianuds lugasanuns 4 gas T,= OY-
ODKTL, T, = 0Y- 444DKTL T,=0.5Y- ODKTL wae T, = 0.5Y- 4.44DKTL ANa1AY T unelAsue1nsuaN
mmmmmqmm NANIINAABINLI WNE ﬂ@w”l.mmmmm (0 g/kg DM Y) fAnfununisAvldvanue
(g/d and g/kg BW 7
uazdndouaasasiimnuazsaniudoninsalnsiloiungandn (P<0.05) uay n@mmmu 4.44 glkg DM
lunszviauuis llﬁ’]ﬂi‘wﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬂﬁlaﬁ’]ﬁ]’]ﬂ']’]LN’aLﬂ?‘ﬂUW}HUﬂUﬂ@NV}VLN Lmﬂummammq (P<0.01) 70Uz
AuanTitle-lulnsian uazdssansqaunae (LupiiEe waztsznsavesidesn) e luuansniu (P> 0.05)
mnmmiwm@mﬁmﬂiﬁdﬁ awngnldiast (0.5 ninsieilaniudnguiiy) sandvlunszvianuis (4.44 niusie
Alansudnguia) TuemInangnIsaNTaene

) LAY mmmeummnm‘lﬁwm‘iﬂLummﬂq’m@mu (P<0.05) amquumﬂ FLEY

ARty Ba6 Candida tropicalis KKU20 lunszviasuis nszuaunisusdnlugian ung

unin llstadalunszmnzgwula@ansag (Cherdthong et

al., 2019)
faqiuinidasuinauinise unsdnd neeviad (Kratom, Mitragyna speciosa
Iianuanladnmansgiuamnanulnaiianan  (Korth,) Havil duftafiudlesaeslszinalng uas

3u lnainisirun M idudounanlue ursdnd  wwalde (Babu et al., 2008) NanmaszidunladEumy
(Kholif et al., 2017) iNanaNIAEaN1 e Tue Tudsnddian Anuludderiaidudnng usediaen

lugnannssun1snandnd iasandnismsany  aenddwitenmasseaniudefunan 411130
A3nnANaINansUfTous uazatsiuqaunadly  HuTR AR lunguan Avnauge Augananysnl uas
HARATUITIedRT 1 nitrofurazone, nitrofuratoin,  wAAUIUNANN nesviaNluNaNN @13 AAINNAN
chlorampenicol, dimetridazole, rinidazole, furaltadone LL@@rm@faﬂmﬂa:n@uaﬁmﬂu‘lmmnﬁqm (Bunsupa,
uae furazolidone lutialn uavgns 1lusu Aesdu  2016; Sangsanit et al,, 2021) sznauaaansuns-
py a dl £ ada = . . S . .
WNAUAN L@mma‘lsnmﬂgﬂmuﬂuqmmvmﬁm lafiu (mitragynine) aw/Taladln (speciogynine) Laz
AIUARART N1IANHINIF1INIAABNAINEITNTIN R Inuuuiiu (paynantheine) s (Orio et al., 2012)
~ o aa , P o o ~
Wwaldnaunuandjdous iy ayulng (herbs) Tnagnslunalatiudluansilsznauuaninunnige
Lazd1TaiARINNT (plant extracts) A4 AINH- aelulunsevien (Kikura-Hanajiri, et al., 2009) waz
andu wazlasuaauaulast1annn (Knan et al., WULTNNUNNNIRNIE Mitragyna speciosa (Shellard,
2016) ffaquiuinisAnmiarsainainayulng  1989) lunslatiuarnnsneangnsnaszamaou-
899U AVALE A W1 aun Wanzanalas adv- N84 (Chittrakarn et al., 2010; Kumarnsit et al., 2007)
du nrlaf uarlung iWusdu wudn anaesnann Jasswamdasnseiulivinauliuiuau ananis

ayulwsarnsadoaiaumin Uss@nsninwnngld WHAHAT LAYAY N wWausinalul3u1umn (Babu
Uszlomiarageuis uazlAmuninillana (Yusuf et al., 2008) Tmm"l,ﬂuﬂuhﬂiymﬂuﬂ@uﬂummu
et al, 2014) uananni F98 18190198 aAUsTTNT NANILAATA Lummnquﬁmvmummﬂuimm
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(coca) Winanaldunuiy Tusrsanesnldly
nazviandaaanvirauiainiainies in vireiaads
fludu wenannil dainisnenifeatuanseanans
WL ﬁ'miLL@@m@@ﬂm’wmmﬁmﬁﬁqméﬁiﬂﬂﬂm%
iy @eile uavanslunatlaiiu (mitragynine) ‘ﬁﬁqwaﬁr
undam (Department of Medical Services, 2017)
gas (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) v u
NBAA TN 3AN T NN 1 e s
Waremsdad dnnsAneed1cunsnanavialan
dowlue) Wil adasfudqedss@ninannnald
amsludndiAuaiaes wudn fnaseilnAingn
2BINTUNITINUIUAN HUE AN NNV UTITILIN
TneldnsvdulszansuuanFaainontesaniy
Fale WA uazuuATi Gestanan tiedudsunas-
st lamfannamnaidaly wazlfullganszuaunig
ndnlunszinnzginn lnewaisanainydsuannis-
Faps i auvadllsiufl gy (Wallace and
Newbold, 1993) a1NN1991891U289 Abd E--Ghani
(2004) Wu9 AU ITESN R8T a6 6 nusiasa
Aadu v‘fﬂﬁuwxﬁm@mamﬁmuqqnd’m@iumuqu
(P < 0.05) WindFuaunasfuld futlgeaniseey
aa LA lUNITINNEINUY WaTdIEaANITRANTA -
LL@mﬁn’lumuwwzgmu‘ﬁ'Lﬂur;’ful,wlmmjlﬁmmm
Tunszinnzgiuu (Pradhan et al., 2021) agnalafian
fa6 S. cerevisiae §9lANNNAINITDANNTATUAY
NANLTHIUN1INAA AN 5T 99 (biomass) 11
AMUIULTAS Wiamas 1eAu uazanflulainse

W annn12AN®199 Suntara et al. (2020) &

918191191 &6 Candida tropicalis-KKU20 11
nsznnzgmuilui asfdAnannlunisuanans-
Fannan1nndn uazarnnsnlaesieuladinagiaa
iedenaanaliunodalasig Iummﬂmﬂmw
dewduuiflaudu s. cerevisiae uanannil das
Candida tropicalis-KKU20 dpifusiasdlungw
Crabtree-negative @ e 141 i AMANT R i
dsz@nBnmaaiuaiunsnlunisdasldnesingui
(6.9 1lafidus) AR NAN U LLLAT Y oA
latufiszimeldhan e waviefidusldsiuly
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WnnieuBeufiauiu S. cerevisiae Taunsn 1
winue s launWug Thai-Holstein Friesian
165 (Suntara et al., 2021) atinlafinn dayanis-
Anmnisldlunssviansannudasislagat1eandn
Tneaniznisiasulunseviansauiugas Aaiiu

d’ld«v o‘dll =2 a a &
nMmMAReINN IR UszatAiaAn I Nan TATNE 4
uarlunserianwisluanmsuangnasansalinim
nsAuld nezuauniudinlunszinnzgiiu AN

k7 v o v a a

dndurasnsaladuszwiels wazilsvansqaurisely
nazzginu Ineminnnsdnenluune

L4 a
AUnsaluazlionse

nswasenlunssvianuie uardaanldlunns
NS

lunseviau (Mitragyna speciosa (Korth.)
Havil) 714 1A ST ugneiugiuua oain
r;‘fm@iw ane1uuIa1s Aandnganu il
prauAsaslnaanITuLarAna INNTgNNGLANF A
dinautesiuuazdmulueanin amumisde
ANATYNAR (Lmﬁl 10/2563) WazMiNAaaAtyATaL-
As89 (1097 3/2563) uﬂum‘”mmmmum”mﬂu
2% 5 T 11MNANAZNA i mefammqwamunu
55 a9ANTATad Iy 24 49119 arntduiinllue
HUATUNTTUIA 1 HadwWAT LAUldnananain
Dnaiin duiindimin waziiuludewiudngsu
muaumwﬁu Lmz@qmuqﬁﬁ' 25 gaAIALTed
wazinununldazideaudautafly 2 dou doud
1) urraldguiteifu1f i duundsanninadu
sialil wazdaudl 2) vinnsquifuiaesdaelunsz-
Vieniedinszindiuinsaniaea s Auaa
284 Limsuwanchote et al. (2014) a1NN199184911
W91 SAeABdns mitragynine, speciogynine
LAz paynantheine (4.14, 0.59 WAz 0.26 LWasidus
ATNANAL) LL@t@’]ﬁ‘ﬂ@;Néu 1114 flavonoids, phenolic
acids, saponin Wag condensed tannin Winfu 11.24,
41,221 uaz 8.28 lafidus mNa1AL (Chanjula
et al., 2022a)



M5A15NEAT 39(3): 259 - 272 (2566)

A &

= r-a: =2 : -:911 = & o
gasn g lun sAnATail ABEARANENUG

Candida tropicalis KKU20 (C. tropicalis KKU20;

CBS 94T (U45749) ldanna1pdgndmnaran s

NNNINYRLVIULAN ABTAF NANUIULTAR 1.15 X
10" cfu/g) Am Lﬂugﬂﬁfﬂ@im Crabtree-negative %\1
IWiruntsmaaeunmanTRnsusedlddenisd
Usg@ninnlunislfifluevisdadiAeqiaeq
(Suntara et al., 2021)

AAINARDI DIVTNARDY LASLNUNISNARDY
Funzqnuananaiusiuidesuazuas
Tnayidauengieas 9 deu thuiniads 20 + 0.13
Alansu S1uou 4 /1 deldmiedesusedassanissn
mﬂ%ﬁm"mnﬂmmﬁmﬁﬁu@Lmnmﬁ”mLL@:
Tddndaasaniiu 41 NeNa8a91a 1 UATUNST
(AGO12/2022) in13guunzlnadnnTniuusuuy
2 x 2 unmeBealdiumitanaaesluununimaaes
4 x 4 Wﬁ@@zﬁu (2 x 2 factorial arrangement in
a 4 x 4 Latin square design) $iNn1sane 2 1fade A
fladausnAe N1aaINEas (yeast, Y) 2 szau loun 0
uaz 0.5 nfuseflanininguis uazilasufiansie
9ua3n lunsevianwiis (dried Kratom leaves, DKTL)
2 920 & 0 uay 4.44 nfusiedlansudngusie 4e
T usFanan s e 4 vian s fil (treatment
combination) T,= OY-0DKTL, T, = QY- 4.44DKTL, T,
= 0.5Y- ODKTL Uaz T, = 0.5Y- 4. 44DKTL uansiv
LszLLﬁimrﬁTfaqnLﬁyﬂﬂumwﬁﬁm”umiﬁnm
Annstiasls (metabolism crate) a1U9U 4 N99 H
319099113 wasTliiuR el unsanun s Aeld
AABALIAT LN NAL IAFUa1MNINANEAT9IN (TMR)
LAAIAY Table 1 HEAFIUBN VNN UARBINNTTY
30:70 nﬂqmiﬁmf;miﬁﬁi:ﬁuimuzﬁrﬂ'mmw-
ABINI9TBIUNE (NRC, 1981) ¥IN1INARS 4 194 7]
az 21 54 avtlsznaudas svaziiusa (adaptation
period) 14 91 LAZITEZNANAY (experimental period)
7 4u Iaeluszazlsuda unsldsuaunsnangns
UL el Suas 2 A Tnan 07.00 .
1A% 16.00 . N33Rt B el wazenmns
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fdenalugaadn LL@%NL@W@MH%LW@%HM
Funaunisnuls donluszasnaasaliunslasy
BIMIIAINNGUNARBLNR BusE e Sufusan
Uunmenunsilfmae e 90 Weffud 104
it ludassvaz i

nsIuAaE1e N1sAtATIEiaAlsEnaunIaAR
WAZMSAATIUTAYANNAD A
tufinnnsulasunasiminaesuns Tag
Fodminneudgasntmmaaes warludugaing
WAILBALTINIINANDS (fj“uﬁ' 21) guiiuFaeting
ammanadldaufignunil 100 aspnsaifas
e 24 Falu Lﬁ'@ﬁwmmmLaﬁlﬂm@ﬁmquﬁq
Tneiundfumndiununisiuldesdmnd luusazdu
%ﬂdquuﬁwﬁuLﬁumnLwi@:mwmmawmm'au
ﬁfqmmﬁ 70 vrnaidea Wunan 72 $atue ud
ualiazIBEANIUATUNITLAA 1 AARLAT iBse
AAznNe9AUsznauNI9LAR (DM, ash, CP kag
EE) m131A5n17989 AOAC (1995) LAALAIIZWAN
flalel NDF, ADF uay ADL Ansi3Bn13984 Van Soest
et al. (1991)
duinusaat19ramad lunIsNI g
(rumen fluid) m@qzﬁ"mq‘wm@ml,wi@zmjuﬁwm 0 WAz
4 daluavasnnsliennng 1neaanasld stomach tube
fauAy vacuum pump Tudugainavesusazssey
NAABILTNIOL 100 HA. HNTRgUUNE AAnNTu
nea-A9iuit laeld pH meter (HANNA instruments
HI 98153 microcomputer pH meter) Mzﬁmn{iu
wLNTBUMARINNITINI g Baaniy 2 dou Fal
doudl 1 ‘&u@:mﬁuﬂi:mm 30 NAAQMs AN 1M
H,S0, a1U0% 3 HaRAMT Lﬁwqmﬂﬁiﬁﬂmumm
ﬁgauﬁﬂrﬁﬂﬂﬁumém (centrifuge) AMEIAINNLEY
3,000 sausawnd Hunan 15 Wi L ewnzdau
1a ( (supernatant) ) 1¥Uszuntu 10-15 Dadans mvl,ﬂ
LL‘HLL%QW@MMﬂNﬂ?”Nﬁm 20 eaATaLTE Liie
sannsAATenwanluila-lulnsiau (ammonia
nitrogen, NH,-N) Tmﬂﬁ‘%m?mﬁ"u (Bremner and
Keeney, 1965) Tael4iesaq KIELTEC AUTO 2200
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Analyzer (Foss, tecator) U84 WMAanD ﬂ'&'quwﬁdﬁﬂ
WA imszsimanadudunselasiusz e ldian
(total volatile fatty acid, TVFA) uazdadauaa
nanladussmeléAd1 Ay 1dun nsnesdan
(acetic acid, C,) nsalws#ilaiin (propionic acid,
C,) waznandafiin (butyric acid, C,) Tntldiaas
High Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)
(Hewlett Packard) Usznausae water 510 pump
(Millipore), UV Detector 210 nm, ODS reverse phase
column (5, 40 x 250 HAALNEAT) ANNART A AuLlag
a7n Samuel et al. (1997) uazdauii 2 NNIeguIAL

1 f1a@dms AN formalin 9 Aaaans e Uiy
dszansqdaunse (Uszannsuuaize Tslnda
LL@;‘i@ﬂ@fﬁ%’ﬂiﬂ) F0E3 TN UMNAINITNNFUD
Galyean (2010) Tnaldndn3qanssmil (Olympus
BX51TRF, No. 2804492, Olympus optical Co. Lid,
Japan) m‘u@u@mimmnmsmmmmmr;m’mLmﬁ“w
n1AN L7991 (ANOVA) AMNLHUN1INAA D
4 x 4 apFaariu Ineld Proc GLM (SAS Inst. Inc.,
Cary, NC) LB EUAMILANAN T8 9AN A
1RINGNNAARIA28TE Duncan’s new multiple
range test (Steel and Torrie, 1980)

Table 1. Dietary ingredients and chemical composition of total mixed ration (TMR), pangola grass hay (PGH),
and dried kratom leaves (DKTL) fed to the goats during the trial
Iltem TMR' PGH DKTL
Pangola grass hay (PGH) 30.00
Ground corn 36.17
Soybean meal 22.73
Fish meal 0.50
Leucaena leave meal 4.00
Molasses 5.00
Dicalcium phosphate 0.30
Salt 0.30
Mineral and vitamin mix’ 1.00
Chemical composition, % DM (TMR)
DM’ 87.95 91.00
Ash 5.03 3.65 4.10
oM 94.97 96.35 95.80
CP 16.20 5.88 20.10
NDF 48.17 82.04 44.48
ADF 24.27 45.19 27.30
ADL 4.42 38.00 8.26
EE 2.27 1.31 1.70
GE (kcal/kg DM) 4,475.04 2194.09 4,634.60

'TMR diet was divided into four treatments depending on Y and DKTL supplementation level: T1 = Supplemented 0Y-ODKTL, T2 = 0Y-
4.44DKTL, T3 = 0.5Y-0DKTL, T4 = 0.5Y-4.44DKTL (g/kg DM in TMR) *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:10g; Se: 0.1g;1:05¢g DM = dry matter;
OM = organic matter; CP = crude protein; NDF = neutral detergent fiber; ADF = acid detergent fiber; ADL = acid detergent lignin, EE =

ether extract; GE = gross energy; TMR = total mixed ration; PGH = pangola grass hay; DKTL = dried kratom leaves
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NANISANBILAZIANTDL

ANNNTANEINATREAF Lazlunsevian -
wife wuan ldiBnswadonaeeszaudan wazly
m‘xvi@mLLﬁwi@ﬂ?mmmiﬁu"Lﬁﬁ“\muﬂ‘l,ugﬂmm
g/d uaz glkg BW*™® (Table 2) WARANNUANANITY
(P <0.05) 1945261 Y Aat3ununsAuldianun
Tugdaes gid uay gkg W e Taeseay Y 0.5 niu
siaflanfudmguits SArgendfiawFoudianty
neuiilaliadu v (P < 0.05) wasilAngegalungs
FLa3u Y 0.5 3au U DKTL 4.44 (P < 0.05) 814
Lﬁmmnﬂ@iumﬁi“umam?uﬁZWT(C. tropicalis
KKU20) @1:190 Lﬁumiﬂ@mﬂd@ﬂL@uibnﬂm@@ma
(releasing cellulase enzymes) ka :ﬁQﬂL‘W'uﬂ')’m-
arnnsnlunistesliaesdnguia (Suntara et al,
2020) #48AARBIITLNTTANE1T84 Stella et al. (2007)
9189791 NTLETNE AR S. cerevisiae N lFLFUN
mmuimmmmmuwmu uaz Habeeb (2017)
91897097 HER AT AN KT AT ST
AuUnRlEiuanuslaeanie 5-nucleotide WAz

glutamate danasad3ununisiuls waznifasas

wudedldse@nininlunisnsefunismiauaeg
a = 4 J a A r?/
qauNTe L wanaintd nnsasuasialugduuy
wInlnemse uaznsusdnAudRgAue I R TUAY
dndiAaaes wuddaewnlsz@nananlunis-

tlagEinle NIUAUNIINEN LATINNAT IR AWYITE

Tunsemnzgwuin idnslasuqaunadllsfiunnau
(Arowolo and He, 2018) a4z 13u1aun1snuls
a4 lnTu (OMI, CPI, EEI, NDFI tiaz ADFI) Wuqn
a 1 v o o = o .

JarlndAeeaiu n1uesAgady Chanjula
et al. (2022a) NANHATBINTFLEIN LN LY BN WFs
(2.22 - 4.44 n53) WU Usuanisnule Aqanu-
gausnlunisdesls warnsruaunimnluwney
FAANTU hazn1ndsnlunszyian i luwnen
TfndasaausnnInnInasy AL e avAlsznayl

& L duse

297N WAZAUATNLLS WU NgNT IHF1 DKTL
YA 2.22 uaz 4.44 N3N HANgINIINgNaU | ulan
Tl ANUANAN9AU (Chanjula et al., 2022b) g1
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NN93184 114184 Dias et al. (2018) ANEINALRINTS-
L@INE A (yeast culture, YC) luanunsszauaaautls
pin (lowstarch, LS) uaziilags (high starch, HS) g
NTTUAUNIININ LazANa1NNTa lunseaela 1y
TAUN NUIINTLETN YC Aansdeelsaeeldsinly
TATlAtaga88M"s HS 13udae YC Anuanuna
TunistleeldAndnguasuan 10 laidinasie
ANdnunsnlunseesliaeglaTas waran-
Tuiraglag waz Garcia et al. (2000) 1dAnuwua
YRINTATNEAR S. cerevisiae WATANTINILUT Y
(monensin) AANTZUAUNITNNN LATAIINAINITD
Tunnseealdluune wusn nnnasuassaniuans
Tuwu-dulueunsliinasdenlannainisalunisg-
daelfrasinguis uazuiivgag adnelafimnu Kim
ef al. (1992) wudn Weasudasflulaunaziiy
ANaN1nlunnsteslAuea CF, ADF uay NDF
wenanni WelEudasTidansunn 4 nfusesasia
Fu gunsofinanuaunsnlunistiesidaes DM,
OM, NDF a2 ADF 2839n1nNeidaina (Paryad and
Rashidi, 2009)

a1n Table 3 WU31 A1AINLTRNIA-ANY
nglunszimnzgiuaaung wudn luiansnadon
29952 AUNTETNEas Az lunseia N uie wAwy
mwumm&i’mﬁu (P<O0. 05) YRITEAUNTETNE 46T
fisefU 0.5 Wu91 AeAaesAITunsARIg
zgqmﬁﬂqu"l,uimLmummmwummmmq
ad# (P<0.05) lnaflAladasanansaauiily
n30-A19 Aaud1eash (6.70 - 6.80) Faflusesud
mmmum'ﬂmiﬁwmummn@imﬁum’?ﬁiﬂ@ﬁmw
Lglﬂslﬂ (cellulolytic bacteria) uazniselaaaasllsiuy
(6.0 - 7.1) (Firkins, 1996; Firkins and Eastridge, 1994)
mm‘v‘ﬁ'ﬁmmmﬁLL@”mmmﬁwﬂ’ummmLL@uTuLﬁﬂ-
Tulnsiau (NH -N) Wuan VLN&J@'J’]NLL[?]HW’NH‘LA
(P> 0.05) #aflAnAaud19mi (38.4 - 39.01 aaf-
Wwad@aa) (Zicarelli et al., 2007) Fafuszduiilng
Nuaum e uAT NH,-N ”Lummmmm%aﬁmﬂu
FsTimEnzan 10 - 30 mg/dl (Ferguson et al., 1993)
gnvdunisasgiiulnresqaunsduasnisdainsel
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qauvadTsfuuay Preston and Leng (1987) 918901 W94 5 - 25 mg/dl iHuszAUNMNNZANABN1INNGNY
41 supudutuesuanlntelulnaau (NHAN) 2e9qduisdlunssmnzgiuu

Table 2. Effects of feeding combinations of yeast (Y) and dried Kratom leaves (DKTL) supplementation on

feed intake and nutrient intake in goats

Y0.0' Y0.5 P-value
Item SEM?
T1(DKTLO.O) TZ(DKTL4.44) T3(DKTL0.0) T4(DKTL4.44) Y DKTL YxDKTL
Total DMI, g/d 751° 771% 774%® 830° 1998 004  0.10 0.12
DMI, g/kg BW*™  72.63° 76.56%° 78.26% 80.73° 1.93 004 0.4 0.11

Nutrient intake, g/d

oMl 709 728 731 784 19.02 0.08 0.11 0.40
CPI 122 125 125 134 3.19 0.08 0.10 0.40
NDFI 362 371 373 400 9.60 0.09 0.10 0.39
ADFI 182 187 188 201 4.82 0.08 0.10 0.39

1T1 = Supplemented 0Y-ODKTL, T, = 0Y-4.44DKTL, T, = 0.5Y-0DKTL, T, = 0.5Y-4.44DKTL (g/kg DM in TMR) ’SEM = Standard
error of the mean. *°Means with different superscripts within the same row are significantly different (P < 0.05). DMI = dry matter
intake, OMI = organic matter intake, CPI = crude protein intake, EEI = ether extract intake, NDFI = neutral detergent fiber intake,
ADF| = acid detergent fiber intake

Table 3. Effects of feeding combinations of yeast (Y) and dried Kratom leaves (DKTL) supplementation on

rumen fermentation characteristics and VFA concentration in goats

Y0.0' Y0.5 P-value
ltem SEM®
T,(DKTLO.0) T,(DKTL4.44) T,DKTL0.0) T,(DKTL4.44) Y DKTL  YxXDKTL
Temperature, ‘C 38.46 38.93 39.01 38.95 014 008 019 0.10
Ruminal pH 6.70" 6.73" 6.82" 6.80" 003 004 089 0.61
NH,-N, mg/dL 2554 2750 28.04 27.99 253 057 0.71 0.88
Total VFA, mmollL. ~ 67.24 70.20 76.02 73.10 504 029 099 0.58
C,% 64.35 58.80° 56.25" 55.83" 0.98 0.01 0.02 0.04
C,% 19.64° 2429 27.11% 29.77° 1.46 0.01 0.04 0.52
C, % 13.75 14.31 14.27 11.73 070 019 020 0.06
C,+C,C, 4.06" 3.21° 274 248" 022 001 0.05 0.24

ij = Supplemented OY-ODKTL, T, = 0Y-4.44DKTL, T, = 0.5Y-0DKTL, T, = 0.5Y-4.44DKTL (g/kg DM in TMR) SEM =
Standard error of the mean. *° Means with different superscripts within the same row are significantly different (P < 0.05) DMI
= dry matter intake, OMI = organic matter intake, CPI = crude protein intake, EEI = ether extract intake, NDFI = neutral

detergent fiber intake, ADFI = acid detergent fiber intake
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AN uduaeansalasiui sy e 1d
ﬁvmum (total volatile fatty acids, TVFAs) n1elu
NILINNTZIINUABIUNE (Table 3) Wud1 T AIN-
WANFNAUNNAT 7 Imaﬁﬁ’mﬁlﬂmﬂuﬁw 67.24 -
73.10 mmol/L agielanmnu lein1991891n19@nEA
189 Ozsoy et al. (2013) lAs1819411491 ﬂ@juﬁiﬁé’u
mmiﬁm’i‘uﬁw%m’(m, 3.0 AT 4.5 lafidus)
fAAnnududuresnsalasiussme ldanunli
unzgnuangnuuiuuaiiingy lnadAnedae
at/ludaq 77.11 - 77.71 mmol/L uarn19AnE1189
Abd El-Ghani (2004) TuuwsWus Zaraibi 7 1& 5y
a1m1saTN Ao das N A NN dwes NHN Tu
mu‘wwzgmmﬁuﬁu’tuﬁqmmﬁ 3 daluandanislsy
a3 wazanalunand 6 alueudanislienvis
suziipnuiduduaeansalasussmeld o n
Wudulunand 6 Faluandanasliiennns was
Kowalik et al. (2011) AANHIHA199N13LASUE 45T
S. cerevisiae TuanvssaunUe lasaes fibrolytic
bacteria Nanssnreseuladezlulalannludes
Astulamse uaznszuaunimainlunssinzgiu
P09UNE SeuTIANd T LTean sl szme
I8vianual ANANT L lanei nsdnmlunsail
W31 dnduA19899:% 189 (acetate, C,) HaNSNA
FANUBITEAU Y WaZ DKTL (P < 0.05) bazwiqn T1 |
Fndauresezdiangeiigaadiedadn fynis
a0R (P<0.05) aued dndouanainsfilelun
(propionate, C,) TdH@nDnasan10952A U Y ua
DKTL AR AMNLANFAINTU (P < 0.05) 2943261 Y
WATIEAU DKTL IAeinudn T4 (0.5Y-4.44DKTL) &
zﬁ”m’aummiwaﬁ‘ll@l,um@qﬁqm (P<0.05) A2AAADY
1 Ahmed and Wang (2022) 7 #n =18 & s st ah
FFmFauAUINeNU (thiamine) WUF 41H19TDAARN
ArndunIn-ArslunsznzgmulunaaANAas
289UNE kazlAANTNTwaeansa lodussiue
I8ianun asiian wardndournsas@immaolneii-
Towum SAauuansnetued1eiiiadr oy damng
497 Tnanguilasnd asuien fa3nsaaiudmiiu
thiamine ﬁﬁim;\mfiwmiuﬁlu IULAN1INARBITD
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Ozsoy et al. (2013) R1&MinnsAn AT 03]
WINAREE A WUdn AN sEmN wazlngflawmn
flruuansnefunneain winguilasudandas
HuunTuifiudy aued Avaesiafiealifiaany-
LANFNSTuNNeERR usitunTuansas danndes
FUNIMARDIATIT WL AN1e9nsaTiafenlal s
ANNLANANSTY (P> 0.05) AN ltinanas (P <
0.06) lunguil T4 (T, ,0.5Y - 4.44DKTL) uanannis
Lu et al. (2016) ANHINATBINTIATHITAGLAALAY
45 M19N1TAN S, cerevisiae Aannseaels waz
nerUaUN1IMa N TUNITINNZ MW WL AYHdNdY
gasnsalasiussiveldiana azdiom uazinsfilows
ladfimuunnsneiun1eata
defansnAdagiuaedasdianuay
Dasmsialnsitlown (C,+C,: C,) wudn lildvana
fone9szAUEan uwazlunsevianuia uAN AN -
WANANNTY (P<0.05) 2849¢ALNTIATNE AT LAY
nndsnlunserianwife taawudn T1 (0Y-0DKTL)
HAgeanat 19l doan Aty n19ada (P <0.05)
aanAdaary Dolezal ef al. (2011) AANHNAT
@I NEas luenisienssuaunIsudnlauy
Wuglaaalnid uay Guedes et al. (2008) AnHINA
2RINTLATNTAH S. cerevisiae TURNMIABNTZLIU-
AnavaTn uazniseasldaaaidaladralnansinly
1A wudn nquitldFun s et anadudunes
Twa?mmumﬁ'uzgﬁu wardndiulInsTnNse
Tnsilawnanaerindinguillildsuninass
gas lngaududuaesinsilown wasdndou
aasazdianselnsilewafinidinatoa 1Ay
wasewligetn Wesaninsiilemniusy@nsnn
VBINAIUGININBETLAN (Van Soest, 1994)
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Table 4. Effects of feeding combinations of yeast (Y) and dried Kratom leaves (DKTL) supplementation on

ruminal microorganism count in goat

Y0.0' Y0.5 P-value
ltem SEM?

T,(DKTL0.0) T,(DKTL4.44) T,DKTL0.0) T,(DKTL4.44) Y  DKTL YxDKTL
Total direct counts (cell/ml)
Bacteria (x10°) 1.53 1.81 1.82 2.11 016 013 014 094
Fungal zoospores 0.96 1.28 1.18 1.37 0.18 0.43 0.22 0.74
(><1OG)
Protozoa (x10%) 10.30° 7.95° 10.11° 7.38° 031 025 <001 0.71

1T1 = Supplemented 0Y-ODKTL, T, = 0Y-4.44DKTL, T, = 0.5Y-0DKTL, T, = 0.5Y-4.44DKTL (g/kg DM in TMR)

*SEM = Standard error of the mean.

a1n Table 4 Wudn Useansaenuaiie

iy
waziszainsadasiiag (zoospores) Tunszinng
gugasungliiANuAns1eiuet1sliud Aty
NNADA (P > 0.05) nailANedsuetssainsuua-
N3aatseudng 153 - 2.1 x 10° iaasio N adang

FINAIAL WazITasNaEsEnINg 0.96-1.37 x 10° l1as

mmmm FalndiAeei Chanjula et al. (2007a, b)
731891197 szansvenuaiiGe uaziEesnaeq
LLW:@Jnmzmwumm”lmmLL@:LL@QTMHLUWLW@@,
ﬁ@i’n@ﬁmﬁ@mdm 1.40-1.90x 10" uay 1.15 -
2.89 x 10° LIARFANAAAAT ATNAIAL LAZADAARD
ﬂ'u Bryant and Robinson (1961) as Hungate (1966)
fi1e91udn UszansresunaiiGe wazidasly
nszzgmui Atag ludaq 1010 uaz 10°-10°
IARFaNARANT ANNAAL 1usilszannsTilslnga
FANWANFA19AUYe9sE AL DKTL Tnenndsnssmy
DKTL i 4.44 nfusanlanininguis fiesndndle
WSeuiaufufiszau 0.0 nfusiedlaniuinguis
uazilAnianesszidng 10.21 - 7.67 x 10° igade
Laaans (P <0.01) AMNAAL ifleennannganslu-
A latiu virednsdszneunanTaues s wnwily uay
m‘lﬁﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂu DKTL anunsndudadszains
Tslmda (Chanjula et al., 2022a) ViauuATBeR
ﬁmmwaﬁﬁuiﬂﬁmeﬁq (bacteria associated with

£
o

protozoa) taan 3¢y

gansdatAsnsndaigag
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“Means with different superscripts within the same row are significantly different (P < 0.05)

vizan1sdanszinsailandan (Ku-Vera et al., 2020)
NueuA8iuN19AN®1284 Patra and Saxena
(2010) 9181971491 mwlm%mam’mmmﬁu&q
wuAR Feuni Ay (methanogenic) 1o wazan
TWalndaiAaadesiunisdansz CH, lunszinne
guu agnglafinny AN3ANHIATIH WuA 8 M s
wWinsaadas 2 926U (0 waz 0.5 nfusanlansy
Tnuia) warlunsevianuiia 2 921 (0 waz 4.4
nfusenlanindnguine) luemsuangnssau |l
nansenusialszainsqdunsduarinaingnly
NILLNITILNUIDIUNE

G

UMNINESH AT a6 wazlunszvianiialy
BNMNIHANGRTIN WU TEBNENATIN (YXDKTL)
satsununisnulavianum Usuinisiulauas
Tnaue nezuaunmamnlunszmnzguy uavilszanns

aa o4 A
P09uUANEE Laztlszainsalafimes turings
AN | oA A e \ . a %
Alalvasueias Anafat3uunisnule wazaanu-
Wndusesnsalnsfilaunsindinguau wdiian
DLTANWATANAIUVDIDLTLAN LAZIINAUTIN A
sialnsilalungand uaznquinadnlunseviasuis
= | o 6 LA ~
AnasalszannslilslndafdnnindnilefFauiie
Aunguilai@sulunsevianuds Ay arunsnld



M5A15NEAT 39(3): 259 - 272 (2566)

Bast (0.5 nfusianlaniudnguils) sonfiulunszviean
wis (4.44 nFusianlaniudnnuis) luanmisuangns
79u TnelddenansenusetTunainisiuls Usunn
nstulaaealnauy nezuaun sl lunszinn g
uaztlszannsresuLAT By waztlszansatefige
Wraan TN INTedndAasas agnelsfinnmAasd
mmnmluumw nraunzIaun luszasmng ]
IURIAAIE m@mmmumqmmﬁﬂwmmmu
‘lumﬂ']wwqiumfamﬂmﬂwmma:rmmm”l,ﬂ

naAnssNUsznA

AnzhadelafrarauAuANEIdEAIN-
Lﬂummwﬂiuimmmwmwm LAENTNENNT-
5351115 528127 3 (COE-ANRB: phase 3) A M4 a1i-
AuuNUITEUsranl WA, 2564 WATIR DL A
A1 TIUIANTINNTNAARATUAZNITAANT

ALENITNENNIBTINTF NWANENAUAITATUATUNT

dve o o o ay ae ¥
Plaaduayuaniui warginsalfivinlieuided
a5aganslilsaant
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