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Abstract: Zinc (Zn) is an essential nutrient for cell functioning in plants and animals. Biofortification is
a promising strategy for increasing grain Zn concentration in rice, but its loss during milling process to produce
polished rice has not yet been evaluated. The objectives of this study were to: 1) evaluate the effectiveness
of Zn fertilizer applications on grain Zn concentration and 2) determine the effect of polishing process on
milling quality and grain Zn loss in San-Pah-Tawng 1 (SPT1) rice variety. The experiment was laid out in 4 x 2
factorial in a randomized complete block design (RCBD), comprising with four Zn fertilizer treatments, 1) no
Zn application (control); 2) soil Zn application; 3) foliar Zn application; and 4) foliar micronutrient cocktails
(Zn, |, Fe, and Se) applied at flowering and seven days after flowering grown at two locations, 1) research
station, Chiang Mai University and 2) San Sai district in Chiang Mai province. Results showed that foliar Zn and
foliar micronutrient cocktail increased Zn concentration in unhusked, unpolished, and polished rice compared
with the control. Moreover, concentration and content of Zn in rice grains can be affected by the location.
Zn concentration in paddy rice, unpolished rice, and polished rice, as well as grain Zn loss in the research
station was higher than the San Sai after the polishing process. This experiment indicated that foliar Zn

application effectively enhances grain Zn, but also increases its loss during the polishing process.

Keywords: Foliar application, soil application, foliar micronutrient cocktail, zinc accumulation

Copyright @ Journal of Agricultural Research and Communications. All rights reserved.

189



Journal of Agricultural Research and Communications 42(3): 189 - 203 (2569)

undnga: dangd (zn) idusimormsfisidunensvhaureseaaisiivuazdng msviasndsngdiduni
Iuﬂiymﬁwﬁzyﬁgﬁuimjmmiﬁumﬂimm %QﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬂG}ﬁdﬂ%ﬁiumgiﬂ‘gﬂLﬂULLu’JWNﬁLUﬂ’]iLLf?lsUiTiylﬂﬂfﬁlﬁﬂéﬂl
’Luﬂziwjﬁimﬁgnlﬁu ﬂﬂimmaaaf‘:ﬁi’mqﬂsxaaﬁLﬁanxL:ﬁu 1) Uizﬁw%mwmaﬂﬂswmumﬁmmsﬁmé’nﬂvﬁ
Tuguuuuang i nomsazausndensdlumdatn uay 2) naveamsdndnenmuamnisinduaznisgadesin
dangalumdaurndeniugduiines 1 Tnsdaganimmaaesiuy dx2 factorial TULHUNIYIARBILUUANALIYTAL
Tuuden (RCBD) Usznaums msammiijaamsa 4 n35u35 fie 1) lﬂa‘qaaaﬂza (nssuBAIUAY) 2) Iaqsmﬂua
nsdu 3) nuysdangdnislu way 4) wusdengdnislusaudusinemsdu 4 (lelefu wan uazddidon)
Taonu 2 afefiszarnonuiunasdsnonu 7 Yu luflufivgnneaes 2 fiufl laun 1) wameaesandide
wAngdoideddvn uag 2) wannwasnssunedunsis Smiadodu nan1svaaeanuln nsnudangd
msluuagnmanudangdnslusautusineimssy 4 vlnanuuruwasynusdangdlusdauadon
P1Na09 warr11v utudefisuiunstauey uenanidmuranuiivgninaneauusuess
Fanedlurnaden 91inaes wazrnun laseniivgnuiameassanidisetanuuuruvessindangd
Tugniden 119080 ware1917 Tludenisgydsuiiusndinedganiudasdunsievdain uiu
nszUUNITng nansveaesitiniiun nmaudngAnislumsifiuauauturessadanedlu uiauila
ognailUszAnanin usnsifisduvessndsngdoanesgadslunnnssuiunstadlulSunnisuiat

[ o =

Adnfny: n1snudenidly nislayenieiu nsnudenslusiuiusinemnsdu msavausndngd

[

Al fidsnzdazauogluyis 155 f 30.8 Tadniu/Alaniu

(Laenoi et al., 2015) LLamﬂﬂgLﬁuﬁNﬂ’;ﬁwaJmm—

JyINITuIAgasnewns iy dangd  uwlsunuvessadenzAluiugunilne Tnsrmuisany

lolofiu wmn wazddidon aswmanetszwinslan  sugivsinadnsdnounsundunsaeiusinumn
1nn11 2,000 a1uau Teenisiedangdidunis  Sdenzdqe darursadmnduuasiugnssulu
Tutymmdnddmansenunolssanslaniesosay n1sUfulseiugundensdgln wotanedlyssey

31 Tnganigaenedalulseinanadaniaun (Kumera LIANUNULATIUUTTUIMIIUIULIN NISLNUFINEE
et al., 2015; Prom-u-thai et al., 2020) 1% 89310 Tundnwnnedsn1sdu 4 wu n1sdnnisde Judu

é’aﬂzﬁﬁmmﬁwﬁ’mﬁa%wmaﬁgaﬁmmiw%mﬁLﬁuim 33nnsilasunnuauls 1osananunsailaesns
miﬂ’mmﬁuaﬁwugﬁ?{mﬁ’u AN UYDIANDILAE st uaryUsendnsuUsranal (Khampuang et al.,
wulsaieng 9 sl nezeieneendadu (Prasad, 2023)

2017) Immwmammmimmammmuamaiuma nssuaumsiulevlesifadu (biofortification)
9 fi1 14 fadnsu/iu muaammmmaamsmmama \dunszurunsifiuauamslasuinisuas U3
flunuegwazing (Senguttuvel et al., 2023) muu maaaﬁmwﬁiﬁméﬁ?u Tngianizesadssndanyd
Asiiuanu LT ansalufivemsndn wu 82 (Senguttuvel et al, 2023) Ingnslanjsdsngdmaiu
917813 v1lne warlnsemzegneddduana Sadu wagnsnunsluduisnsnilafiannsaaadunis
F5nnanil sl anunsaunlavgminsadensdly  avausgdingdlusdeumitansadulsslesima
Uszannslanlaesnadussdnsaim (Khampuang Immmw{arzgﬁimlﬁy Fawvrnduisnsidiusg
etal,2021, Sheibanirad et al 2023; Suganya é’mxﬁ”luLmﬁmynﬁ'mmsﬂﬁﬂmyaEJ"Nmm%‘aLLax
et al,, 2020) T1ENUNBURUTHUIN mamwuﬁlm fluszansam lnslawizesnad anrswuy onidlud

190



navaamslddedensdnetusazmswumalusesinadinzdluwindin

wazn1sgeydevasdanzdannnszurunisdnddng

fiswnunannsanasuegluiiunsasaudensaly
Lmadﬂliﬂyaﬂlﬂﬂﬁﬂigﬁ‘ﬂgﬂ’]‘wuﬂﬂﬂ’Jl’lﬂ’liSLE‘{q’EJVlNﬁu
(Tuiwong et al., 2015; Utasee et al., 2022) 51897U
aﬁqmwmﬁ miWuﬂaﬁqﬂzﬁiuﬂzjynmﬂummiaLﬁu
s1ndengdann 214 Jadnsu/Alansu Ju 281
fiadnsw/ilansu Tunisnudns@ifiosesaion uas
26.8 fadnsu/Alan3u nnswudangdsiuiusis
siinau laun Telory wdn uardidon (Prom-u-thai
et al,, 2020) waziisreaunislndensdlugiana
w1 nslvdsngdnisluannsodi usiadansd
910 28.6 dadnsu/Alansy Wy 46.0 Tadnsw/
Alansu Tunisnudnsdifissesuiien uas 47.1
fiadn3u/Alan3u anmsnudingdsuiusguiingu
laun Tolofiu wn was@ddew (Zou et al., 2019)
wegnslsAnng auwnudensalumdauiein
aszurumsluleneRfaduauinneauludiuves
amnaes Silufisenuuudnluaiuesiastaun
fuumsdng Faduiifenlunquyuiloan suds
auwrudangaluaiuwessinndiiiunanassla
Mnnstadunnasadurnans fanunsathlulyuds
EULﬂumémﬁm%mmﬁu 9 lone
mstadiitelvlnuiansdnu Buainnns-
WMAuaTeIAWEnT1dsnuarnsmEIEn Lo
Wasnoen wislulnuanaseuazunay ndaniy
szynmﬁyamsgnsﬁ’ﬂﬁs{aLﬁaﬁwéaummé’ﬂaaﬂLLazlgLﬂu
91281590971 (Paul et al,, 2019) H51891undenya
ﬁmaasam&ﬂmw{azénummL@Jadmyﬂ’sl,l,mnsmﬁ’u
Fuaytuiugun lnonistedvinlmAnnisgnyde
é’mzﬁiumﬁmme@mﬁu%uaeﬁugﬂ%wwawﬁm nan
LargULUUYBaLAS 89TAd (Saenchai et al., 2012)
Finzdavaudusnunnluauvesenuile embryo)
\feifearaalsu (aleurone layen) uaztoulnatdsy
(endosperm) AUEIA U AsTRAdIUYB ISV
Usznaumetenusle uasiiowfeoralsu 5wl
Lﬁmmsqigl,ﬁaﬁaﬂzﬁiu{nmﬁmnLﬂuaﬁ’mauMﬂ
(Saha et al,, 2017) et AsUslaATIEsTATIIY
TnsenelasusgdengAlusinadisninisuiion
919n8 84 1Aro19lU LT EINDN DAIIUA BINITVDS

191

s1emeluunaziu luvngifisnenuinszuiuns-
TulevleAfiiaduanunsaifinnisazandans dludn
117le wnosslsiou Selufissnundnisaade
oglsluszmanisdnden dafunisveassiied
InquszasaiileUsziliu 1) UssAvBnimueanszuiunis
Fan1ssmdangAlusduuunns 9 Aenisavausin
danzdluwdnvn uay 2) navesnistadnenainin
nsdnduarnsguydesndensadlusda Turumies
wugduines 1 Avgnlu 2 Auil Ao ulameaes
a3 unAnerdeidedny wazuvannuning
Sunedune Tariadosl Taerannnmaaesi
avannsniluladureyalunsdanafiodiusg
FengAlusdavnlnismdensdgaisluaiuenn
nABILArY1II Feazyhlnannsaundymnnsuia
swdngAluvszrnsfivilanemlanely

aunsaluazdsnIg

WBNImeass
mu%%’m’fﬁwLﬁumﬁ%’auam’mmmiuay‘a
1AgTAYANITNAADILUY 4x2 factorial TukNUNIS
e uUUaLaLysailuuden (RCBD) i 2 Jade fio
Uaded 1 nssudsnnsdanisyedingd sruau 4
ns3uds Ae 1) lulasindaingd (nssuismuay) 2)
Fanzdneiu (ZnsO,) 3) ndenzdnaslu (0.5%
Zns0y) uay 4) mslndsnzdmslusuiusinoims
51 9 (0.5% ZnSO, TH,O + 0.05% KO, + 0.02%
Fe-EDTA + 0.001% Na,5e0,) uardaded 2 Ao fiui
Ugn 91w 2 ulamaaes aun wlasil 1 aaosd
wasmeaesaniide umingrdededluy (CMU)
uazulasil 2 naassiiuladnumsns snedunig
(SSF) Samiadoaluy deunazulamaansiivuin
wlasaassUsennu 20 x 30 Lwn3 (600 M1319LUAT)
naaosnsaitay 4 1 wiouduiaomyas Wugum
flanaaou Ao dutimes 1 (SPT1) Faduannius
Usuugsaselny elavrnidomuie lnevisuas
flengnsifiuiien 130-135 Ju msvgnuazquasnu
Ffunmawiioutulustasd 1 wae 2 laeugnunlu



Journal of Agricultural Research and Communications 42(3): 189 - 203 (2569)

gaund vrufeudquisu-sunau n.a. 2563 Ing
ﬂ?mmﬁmmmmaqLw{amﬂawmam Ap 1) wlas
Vaesdn1iife uinedededuy fananudu
n3A-n"97t 5.5 Auwururleanedafitiuusyloe
Tnuvadenfivanaouls uasdensanidudselom
WU 66.0, 246.0 uaz 1.3 Jadndw/Alansu mudsu
way 2) wasnuasns sunedunsie Sariadeduy
A dunsn-a1e 5.6 LAz USUIUAMLLYNTY
Weanadadidulsylovy Tnunafeuiiuanudsula
wardeneavidulsslow wnfu 113.0, 32.0 wag 0.7
findnsu/Alansy mudiy esfiRnsusiienans
mﬂimqﬁmﬂwamgLLazﬂﬁﬁmwamg AMIZLNEATANERNS
wInedeid o) Lmiauﬂa’]ﬂun’l,ul,mmﬂaﬂima
’LﬂLﬂJﬁWlJﬂi‘LJLWW”IHLLiJﬁQLW’] ¥Na1 LATEILAUNAN
Guwwm'rq 21 Yuasluwlameasiifvuin 2 x 3
wnIRoNTIuTs MoszerUgn 25 x 25 Wwufims oy
Tynunardiuan 1 au/vau ajedenzd (znso,) ma
fulusns 50 Alansuienms neunsdng 1 5u
anunsndsnudansdmaly leedenzdnnunanay
0.5% ZnSO, §as1n15wuf 500 Ans/enmns Tuszes
ABNUTULALUAIRBNUIU 7 TU Imwmiimwms-
Iaﬂ 851001 TNA NN LN oufusTInun Ao
Tulnsiau (N) Weavlea (P) waslnunai@en (K) lugu
15-15-15 §a51 60 Alan$u/enas s1uau & ads A
1) ﬂaim‘ﬁu 2) szunmq 40 TUMIH9ON 3) SYLTUANND
gedn uay 4) SyTfives Uamjuns[,uamwma’suﬁﬁw
mmaamwa L’Jmﬂmﬁ]immﬂmumLﬂumm uay
mmﬂmwawamuamsvavaﬂLm
msm‘uuumn%aua

amﬂumamamwnmﬂww 1 A9
LIRS mﬂuuam’;amaﬁm’;maaﬂ (unhusked) 125
%y thlunsmzidenmeedaanzime launauuas
IMNa8e (unpolished rice) Tnethunassludnun
mersesdngn iuan 40 Sundl Lﬁasﬁ’mm@aﬁu
meaaﬂauimwn (bran fractlons) T ‘U’]’Jﬁ’]i
Gumﬁu'n (polished rice) e uwnmsmmmfm
1A% DILBNLUUAZLNTINAY LTl BUENYINFULER
AUV UAZY1N LLﬁ%ﬁ’]u%mM’]ﬂmﬂ’]Wﬂﬁﬁ‘Jﬂ

192

laun Wesidualastisminvosnay 1 wagaur
(Department of Foreign Trade, 2016)
auegerTden 50 ndu tilunsmne
wiauazdpduenaruiiduriden 111na8e uae
117917 MnTuhuRarauvesdaluoufignmad
75 psaneaLioa 72 Falus Falmindaessd iy
0.20 N§u iATIgRATNTUTEIE N enslas
1938015 dry-ashing 108 19figumndl 535 asn
waldua w8 Talug waztharsavaredilalude
ATuLTLTRINdINgAmenTasTnnaganduniu
LENYBI0EAa (atomic absorption spectrophotometer)
LLa~L*LJ'%EJULﬁt‘mmmLsdymjyumnaﬁavawmmmu
maqmmmma Nty mmmﬂimmﬁmmﬂ aIuLLm
ay mumamaﬂmivmwumuﬂmeauma au
(dhmidn 100 Lmamawnﬂamua P15 TA)
uagALLT IR dangd (Tuiwong et al,, 2015)
wagAuINNsadsUTINsnEIned (Zn loss) 910
mmLmﬂmnizijﬂ%umﬁmé’nﬂs?ﬂuﬁnﬂayaaLLax
Usinmsmdangdluransdarnainuiimse
dneAlurnnasdumnesosas (%) feaunis
nsgeydeUSunusmdained (%) =

Yunwswdngdlurninass — dsinusiednsdlurimstaun

Uinasadengalurmnaes
X 100

nsAATIERdaYANISEDA

31,@5131/?65%amqaaﬁimiﬁ’imiwﬁmm
LLUiUiau%wama (analy5|5 of variance, ANOVA)
LLa“’LUiEJUWlEJUﬂ’J’]ZLILLGIﬂG]NS‘”M’)’Nﬂ’]LaaEJ‘UBQLma‘“
55133 10835 least significant difference (LSD) 7i
seunIdesiu 95% Y;QEJI‘LJiLLﬂimﬁ’]L%QEU SX for
Window 13835 9.0

NEN1INAEDY

anududuvessiadansdluiwaadialden

d1na99 wazd1I12
IINNTIATIZRANLLUTUTIUNERS WU

mmLmﬂmﬁasuaqmﬁmmsﬂaﬁmzﬁ LLazﬁuﬁUQﬂ&ia



navaamslddedensdnetusazmswumalusesinadinzdluwindin

wazn1sgeydevasdanzdannnszurunisdnddng

mmLsuywuywammé’m:ﬁﬁﬂumﬁmmynL‘Uﬁaﬂ
91Na89 uarrnastarTlusimietugduli-
foy 1 aa"mﬁﬁaﬁﬁmmnaﬁﬁ (P < 0.05) LLG{IJJ‘WU
Ugamwuﬁﬁmimmamsmmiﬂamﬂ Auavanui
ﬂaﬂmmwwuwuu%dﬁmmﬂ d (Table 1) lng
m‘awummamﬂuaamaimmmmwumaaﬁm
Fanzdlur1Udon 919na89 LAYY1I91 AU
30.1, 19.7 waz 113 dadnsu/Alansy Jeunnan
msu’?ﬁmimuqmyaﬂas 42.3, 188 wag 9.7
audiy manudangdnislusniusineimsdu 9
alﬂNalv?ﬁﬂ’s’]m%ymmyu%@\‘lﬁ?ﬁﬁjﬁﬂ Fluyrdden
911N8 09 UALT1IVIY WA 32.9, 19.1 uaz 108
:uaaﬂszu/niamu MUY & 9UnnIINTINATANS
mvﬂmaaaz 45.6, 16.2 uar 5.6 auaddu Tuvasd
lm"wummLmﬂm'wuaqmﬂaﬂaﬁmsﬁwﬁuﬁa
m’mL%Mﬂh%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬂzﬁh%ﬂLﬂﬁan 917Na 04
LAZYIIUT LﬁaLﬁauﬁ’UﬁUﬂisﬁﬁmuam yonani

FamuANLLANANITBIANTUTIUGNABANLITLTLTBS
sdangdlurmidon 11309 uaze11 lngam
‘1/1‘UaﬂLLUanﬁﬁENﬁﬂ’lu’J"\]‘EJEJWJ’]NLGUVWZT"LHJEJJ‘S’IM
FangAluradon 119n309 WAEY129717 1N
27.6, 19.8 uag 11.1 fiadnsu/Alansu aud1iu g9
nulasdunaedidanuauruvessindansdly
P1uUE0N 112009 WAL 1IY12 AU 213, 158
waz 9.8 HadnFu/Alansu aua1dy
Uunasgdanzdlumaadnaudon drindes uaz
419917

a
o
o

WUAIIWUANAIAYDINNTTANIS Bdan
wazamuiiugnaoUiinasndensAlunnunileaiug
Fulinos 1 luaiuvesr1uden 11na 09 uay
Y19Mesdlfuddyneadn (P < 0.05) unlany
UfduiusamszmanmsdanisysdsnsAuaganud
UgnaeUiinaisadans@luidn (Table 2) Tagniswu
FengAmsluassalmiugdulinos 1 fu5uas

Table 1. Zn concentration in unhusked, unpolished, and polished rice of SPT1 variety with four

Zn treatments (control, soil Zn, foliar Zn, and foliar cocktails) grown at two locations

(CMU and SSF)

Zn concentration (mg/kg)

Treatment Unhusked rice Unpolished rice Polished rice
CcMU SSF Mean CMU SSF Mean cMU SSF Mean
Control 20.2 155 179 b 17.6 14.5 16.0 b 11.6 8.8 10.2 ab
Soil Zn 19.1 12.8 159 b 19.0 135 16.2b 10.4 8.7 95b
Foliar Zn 35.8 26.3 30.1 a 222 17.3 19.7 a 11.7 10.9 113a
Foliar cocktails 35.4 30.6 329a 20.4 17.8 19.1 a 10.9 10.7 10.8 a
Mean 27.6 A 21.38B 19.8 A 158 B 11.1 A 9.8 8B

Effects by analysis of variance

Variable Unhusked rice

Unpolished rice

Polished rice

*%

Treatment (T)

*%

Location (L)

TxL ns

*% *

*% *%

ns ns

The lowercase and uppercase letters indicate the comparison among Zn treatment and location, respectively. Statistical

significance: *, P < 0.05; **, P < 0.01; and ns, not significant.
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Table 2. Zn content in unhusked, unpolished, and polished rice of SPT1 variety with four Zn treatments

(control, soil Zn, foliar Zn, and foliar cocktails) grown at two locations (CMU and SSF)

Zn content (mg/100 grains)

Treatment Unhusked rice Unpolished rice Polished rice
cMU SSF Mean cMU SSF Mean CcMU SSF Mean
Control 56.4 46.7 516 b 39.9 34.4 369 b 22.1 18.9 20.5b
Soil Zn 54.6 39.3 469 b 41.8 32.1 369 b 20.7 18.0 19.4 b
Foliar Zn 103.6 77.3 90.4 a 50.3 41.1 45.7 a 24.1 233 23.7 a
Foliar cocktails 100.5 89.4 94.9 a 45.7 42.5 44.1 a 22.4 23.2 229 a
Mean 78.8 A 63.28B 443 A 37.58B 22.3 20.9

Effects by analysis of variance

Variable Unhusked rice

Unpolished rice

Polished rice

*%

Treatment (T)

Location (L) **

TxL ns

*% *

ns ns

The lowercase and uppercase letters indicate the comparison among Zn treatment and location, respectively. Statistical

significance: *, P < 0.05; **, P < 0.01; and ns, not significant.
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Figure 1. Zn loss under milling process in unpolished to polished rice in Zn treatment (a) and location

(b). The lowercase and uppercase letters indicate the comparison among Zn treatment and

location, respectively. Statistical significance: **, P < 0.01; and ***, P < 0.001.

Table 3. Milling quality of SPT1 variety with four Zn treatments (control, soil Zn, foliar Zn, and

foliar cocktails) grown at two locations (CMU and SSF)

Husk (%) Bran (%) Head rice yield (%) Broken rice (%)
Treatment
cMU SSF Mean CMU SSF Mean CMU SSF  Mean CMU  SSF Mean
Control 20.7 21.1 209a 9.0 73 82ab 637 64.6 642 6.7 7.0 6.9 bc
Soil Zn 22.8 19.6 212 a 7.6 9.2 84a 64.0 63.4 63.7 5.0 7.0 6.0 c
Foliar Zn 21.6 17.8 197b 66 81 T7d4bc 644 644 644 6.7 8.5 7.6 b
Foliar 21.2 18.4 198b 6.1 76 69c 645 645 642 88 9.4 9.1a
cocktails
Mean 216 A 19.28B 7.4 8.0 64.0 64.2 68B 8.0A
Effects by analysis of variance
Variable Husk (%) Bran (%) Head rice yield (%) Broken rice (%)
Treatment (T) * * ns *x
Location (L) *x ns ns *
TxL ns ns ns ns

The lowercase and uppercase letters indicate the comparison among Zn treatment and location,

significance: *, P < 0.05; **, P < 0.01; and ns, not significant.
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