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STORAGE LIFE OF CUT CHRYSANTHEMUM
AND CARNATION

Danai  Boonyakiat ' and Tongmai Patchaiyo °

ABSTRACT : Tiger, Pink Westlandand Horiekijn chrysanthemum and Red Corso carnation
were slored at 4+ ¢. Chrysanthemum were then pulsed in the solution of 75 mg/l citric acid,
25 mg/l of AgNO_and 3.5 percent of sucrose for 24 hours. For carnation after storage flower
were pulsed in the solution of silverthiosulfate (STS) for 24 hours. The results showed that
vase life of both chrysanthemum and carnation varied inversely with storage time. Chemical
solutions slightly prolonged vase life of chrysanthemum and carnation.

unfinie . mencugwon Wug Tiger, Pink Westland wax Horlekiin wazmanadiudu Wig
Red Corso ifivinenfigungfl s tenBos wdarmblaimenugwinrluudluessesofivszney
#au citic acid 75 un/m AgNO, 25 un/Mes  usxibmiarain a5 wedirud w24 $3lus udn
llnuvuludnbizih doaumonmdiduii wiovnidudneudSeiliufluesasarn silverthiofate
(STS) Wlutinustlludnbizih  dsingh ognaiinesinssaneniug wonssadouduas sands
fuszosas fiAiudine umnﬂvfaummnmmmunowmaﬂnuﬁmmnunmwwvmaznﬁuuh‘lﬁ
Winvien.

" reteRten, asinemiemend, W Ing ¥ o, fualwal s

* yofitlezenmavens, Tunacinmmamend, s ing dodnday, Sodlv s
" Department of Horticullure, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mal University, Chiang Mai o200,
* Royal Project Foundation, in Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai 500,
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AT

mufuinmieenlifeuindgregsfalifanenlutlagiuan  iwsizuen
VN ENIen ugui T UKEnsa AR NN AR I YeIRAIALEY  HaaInuy
Innenliifsmuesn s rsssnainlugasmeminen q vn vl ederiane was
sz anfoiudodgeing g maenmin uin nmafuinedasennuBevin
vasnenldussineazduiim  fenafoanrvesutlananns  luameugunafu
nwnonliseraannilindsoslugevuns el flunanenenlilutounsanlugas
wi1¥nlA (Coszezynska and Rudnicki, 1988)  wusnyinsiunisdenentailyfinalse-
mmfusrdosruamnen i S aennwe fisstunnsissnisvesnain Aafunts
uinssesoudiigmdmaladueid - Taownn it Bnsduine fifszsan
Yl messmenlindonnfuinsffiourifusessn  SailsdnfiRoadestiuann
wandoandafufinafiddyfignfie guugfft (Lutz and Hardenburg, 1968) sauilede
fiadestiunenlilaomssfie  dnwasmoiugnisvsesenls  Asfunsfinenegnns
i fimnzasesmentieisloniegiilifnnenon  esvinazdudeysly
fiudilszneugifviarmdfiuinmeenldl i lusawlauss i lauas vl inenlaifs
naflnmnwd  wlilwinassnedeysfinaAuegmadiuine@eguin  uelulssine
Invdoyafanaralnmewizrosmenlilummougs  Safsiudangnluanweandent
winldvndisdsiosnn  nvmaaesfiSaTaguUszssfifosnitasneigninduine
fimnzausssneniugnnmaradinduuaiuifalgneglunsastures yafslnsnas
a9,

aunsnluazitniamesas
YA

nenvugymsiinnents  Wug Tiger, Pink Westland unz Horlekijn
i A Fnvnmudiinsoineesfigebunuetlusewiy  udamslneravieniy
nflaruvdafiudior Taranmmvess aasineesemond svinedoseslns vshyen
1400 W. wiyvInUITINENLiaslundsInIZAIMININ 51X 98X 26 TN, Wi lAy $nen
TwisaBuvesysfitlnrsniaveas folgomnf 441" LeoBe (hwann o, 3, 6, 9, 12, 15,
18 e 21 % udamenbisonyinvisadssndninlviens e . Soawfludnliz
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egnfiuimnsssseniugwomasn iy

wiousiuoanfl $stvneusiau Citric acid 75 un Ams AgNO, 25 unes uszsimanay
aswedirwd ww 24 §3las udaeiluinuviiludsziluean som 1 8m wdai
Thiulwiesefusssanni qunaficls 2" oo asawmalnodanmnoninessnen
Salfinaurinadntudnwocsosnenfivunegnisiinusiududofl Ao sonondeflluivlios
NN 0 wedivud uasltnente urlunsdiWug Pink Westland winnBuseniase:
finvumegnisfinueiu,

nrnmsesnfafllArumunimesssuuy  Split plot  Tnlviaarlunnfy
Fnwudlu Main plot gawmildmanfliidu Sub plot Tnousinz38nmnlizneusian 3 4
Fnz 3 gomen,

MTU¥Y

finlienmenandinu Wu§ Red Corso fugnlugudwnniunmmsfigabunums
wznenfllinimrgndu 1 wiadnlusandn  ymfusudanfsnunisdufios yofs
Irasmiavens  Tnoanviesdiwaanbsan 150 . Weanfatmenadiuduursyasiy
NABIMITABININ 51 X 96 X 26 wu. wdnlUhiuinelwisaiusesysaslnseniimens
Boflgongf 441’ oson (nszeziom 0,2 4 6 8 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20 uny 22 u
wivinfuinmmufinowuacsuds  Snenmdudwsniinusfiluissyvteudly
aIszew Silverthiosulfate (STS) %ardunyin NaSO s un/Am wowriy AgNO,
75 wn/Aes Wik 26 e udaedmntinesiulwinlnh v luviesmnensfis
WIsTTNTR uarguvgfioly 24" cviSue Tufinwantannasslnufanmnoniweenuss
ognfinusfiu  Selinmasvosnenfivuneignisiinesin  sefinBunonBes dulies
unnindananvieriunenvin,

Inonwussnimasssuuy  Split plot  Tnelviaa Bldlunadtdne i
Main plot daunisldm el Sub plot urnz¥nmlizneudiae 3 41 8 5 nen.
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NAENITNARDY

TETEPL

Yug Tiger (fefiudinm o w ronugwnfiogniiinusfiusufign fie
78 T feflmmuensamesditfusignatinustusssmeniugwe Safiudneum
3 6 9, 12, 15 16, 18 uor 21 U ewnmiinusfinsosmeniug i rsafiuineug 21 Fu
wonsunlofins 47 Swrnlh  (naefl 1) Sneseeenwdmniduineuwdus 2
il “sx08nenSasavinmenin® menufina urifionsnmiy AlvineranldBn  usiie
diuineow 18 Y eonfiMeunuazifes  Wethwudluuizdvlesnngaen
awsaneilAdnion Sedudaneni®nimnenliion.

nildonaed Pulse aon ww 24 #alus mansnBregnatinufusesnen
wywnn ¥in 49 T iy 63 Tuld Selinaunnminstunisdin (mned 2).

Table 1. Vase life of chrysanthemum after stored at 4+ celcius at various times.

Vase life (days)
Storage time
(days) Tigr  Pink Westland  Horfekijn
0 7.8 a. 82a 50a
3 6.0bc &é c 45b
6 43e 50d 3.0¢
9 50d 5.0d 20e
12 57¢ 88a 23d
15 6.2b 63c 3.0cC
; 18 5.0d 7.2b 121
21 47 de 39%e 1.0f

.Odummwmmmnlmaimmdgiﬁwdﬂm.
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sgrafudnnaosseniug wonsaze ki

Wuf Pink Westiand e ynmiiinusfinsesaeniugaananaenin 8.2 ™
MoAutnews 0 Fu w39 aduine 21w ewnsiinusfiuseaneniugy-
wefhAudnETs 3 6, 9, 12, 15 uax 18 Iu (1Iu 62 5.5, 8.8, 63 LAY 7.2 u nwudfu
odune s o Jullvosmontau®ans niusenuaslulion wiannfiuineum 15
$u fefiuines 21 3 aenscOinsoziowiiasies  wilufoliovles (rraaft ).

wnnfifasznaudaunin Citric acid, AgNO, wastenaniie  manInbe
pwgnstinuyiunn 55 Ju udw 7.0

Wug Horlekijn swgmaiiuinenyssneniugvnn Wug Horlekijn anayvin
5 Fu WoduinEn 0 Fu wlaifins 1 A afiudneuu 8 uas 21 T nia
snAuinE s 9 T4 Beontufeng.

andSuasien sl gnisiinuiminiioofie vin 25 w Satinuafinlu
dzudu 3 n  fetinusfulnouslueonnfines,

poniugan Wii  Pink Westland  neumvasriomsaffluslafiniinen
v e Wug Tiger uas Horlekijn vnzenefinsniniaeignstinusfiuneniugyinn
¥iug Pink Westland TAwmtlizanm 17 Su lusnisfinug Tiger uaz Horlekijn fia7y
fnuyaRautuAoy 1.4 uay 05 u muddvu.

Table 2. Effect of chemicals on vase life of chrysanthemum and camation.

Vase life (day)

Treatment Chrysanthemum Camation
Tiger Pink Westland Horlekijn Red Corso

Tap water 49a 55a 25a 42a
AgNO, + Citric acid+ ¥wmn  63b 7.1b 3.0b -
STS - - - 57b

" Colurm means with different lettering are significantly different.
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MUY

sgniiinusfusesnonadiudu whwndutussosiasmafuine luvieadu
Tnewusmenadidulisunmiudneluiesdulongntinusiusudon fle 7.8 Su
waznenmiindufifogniitiueiududion (27 ) fo senfiiuineluvioaduuudiyn
(2 W) (m7efl 3)  anwsssmenadiudurntuitnUnfvdsnfudnelusioniu
wWin 14 T Tnov®ensuonfafuingwm © 3w RnonszBmunnuasiUisenon
wlttll fdnwocAeadeiluudluinzshse il ieninnuas fssmsen i Auang.

nmildmand  STS wuin cnmntleognitinusfusin 42 u iu
57 TR Boirsfuarnafiiodfyrondn,

Table 3. Vase life of camation variety Red Corso after stored at 4+1° celcius
at various times.

Storage time (days) Vase life (days)
0 7.8 a.
2 68a
4 6.3bc
6 58cd
8 52de
10 47 of
12 ¢ 45¢af
14 4.7 of
16 431
18 33g

20 32¢g
2 279

" Colum means with different letiering aro significantly diferent.

201



pgnduinmeosmeniugrsaze Tiudu

agUuaziarsninansnesas

own11{Jmnh’wnaanon'hi1:nnao‘lmﬁmﬁufnunﬂm:u:nmmuiu
wii ikl wgunnfin asfugefiny FafiwrdwaznaenaAuinenenls
wiluenwgomngfin  wrsuawnaltensaw  (Senescence) vosnanlifanafndula
otined 0 uasenfles  Sasswcliegnmiinuinsesnenlifiiuinenluvioniuanss
(Faragher et al, 1986) novinnranaassed sl neniugsneiug  Tiger fiogy
nAUInE s 912 Fu aeniugwinmiug Horekijn  flegmauiudnenlizam
36 Fu uazeneriiduiug Red Corso Segmafuinenszanm 610 S viedlne
Tnmunwessnenwisvinisonyinviesfiuine, Yszneuffiuegnisiinuyinenaaum
dizsinn 45 u ueivier  Inewaluowgnafiuinesesmenliuras 1ianiounas
vingrzunnsrsiiuoenly wanamasesndstdazuaneinaliyinauees Lutz and Hardenburg
(1986) T W swymsiinusfiusesnenugunefilissymeiugenaulls 36
fnv Agawg o2 sBon  Tusaefl Coszezynska and Rudnicki (1988) 37097%
Jegmafiuinenssneniugwneriug White Spider flengfis 6 T flgang® o1
sl uozanasvlin 4 Tu figang® 510" tralon Balunamesesfiwudineniugy
smusnzcnewuilagmafiuinenesfiudae.

Tundlessmeniugwn wuin  defuinesnislanesandufiegn
HnusfusunifiAvingussesaanffunat  enszfinenmafilénenlinasesnn
nemInIveIaNtn feeaesfinisuanenliiiofin  Ailvigmawsesneniuntg
Viudneenafiwlt)  Halew and Mayak (1979) 77897 flafpvatigneental 19w
ganfenin gane qevgl um ¥Anvedfiu waEnITIANIIN swxfwansznulaoms
renmnweazeynItinesiusasnenlsl  Staby et al. (1984) Fnwflamafiuinween
sy 16 cwRsg  Salgnlnoineent 14 0 wudt Serwdtunnniuadgmmni®
Tunsfudnes  wazegdiinniwnisdgnuszniadaniamdafiufioafonnzauees
inmmnusazeenaiull  favzaonaliAnnnuansislunmanflunmduine.

n e fifelregnisiinesfiundsnnnisfuinmeoniugwan - s
evfiuiu  saoBeegnistineyiulainnndin fe 13 16 05 war 15 W dwmiunen
wyweiug  Tiger, Pink Westland, Horlekijn wazmoneiiuduinug Red Corso
iy B MoufpuduailiefRatuudos iy Mor ef al.  (1989) 14
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Twwd naldonedl STS Minewwasndemafuinenennmaruiug  Gabriella
onnInBaegnistinustiulithzana 27 Sunfu wnanasesflildl e mngnionnts
divtnenflimanolinnuduinmalionefiresnlendinaduing  whnImeass
ﬂ\:m'io‘lxﬂuamnnms:nnnnnauq'liumnﬂﬂnmqn‘nﬂnuﬁuﬁammﬁufﬂm
INTIZONN AN B I T M s n RN TN Ye L e BB ua i vezdonsliyuaunas
Ronaawansneniifndnals,

WNE1981989

Coszezynska, D.M. and Rudnicki, R.M. (1988)." Storage of cut flowers. Hort Rev. 10 : 3562,

Faragher, J.D., Mayak, S., Tirosh, T. (1986). Physiological response of cut rose flowers to
cold storage. Physiol. Plant. &7 : 205-210.

Helevy, AH. and Mayak, S. (1979). Senescence of postharvest physiology of cut flowers,
Part 1. Hort. Rev. 1; 204-236.

Lutz, J. M. and Hardenburg, R.E. (1977). The Commercial Storage of Fruits, Vegetables, Florist
and Nursery Stocks. USDA. Agri. Handbook 6e. 94 pp.

Mor, Y., Johnson, Y. and Faragher J.D. (1988). Preserving the quality of cold-stored rose
flowers with ethylene antagonists. Hort Sci. 24(4) : B40-641,

Staby, G.L., Cunningham, M.S., Holstead, C.L., Kelly, JW. Konjolan, P.S., Eisenberg, B.A. and
Dressier, B.S. (1984), Storage of rose and carnation flowers. J. Amer. Soc. Hort,
Scl. 108 ; 193-197,
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msdnsms sz lemianuileindnlumehend

wames  ledud '

UTILIZATION OF BUCKWHEAT FLOUR FOR
MAKING COOKIES

Phuangtong Jaisanti '

ABSTRACT : Buckwheat grains were steamed for s minutes. The hulls were then removed
by soybean grinder and sieved away. The buckwheat removed hulls were grinded by 0.2 mesh
sieve size Hammer mill before packing in polyethylene bags.

Five different percentage of buckwheat flour for making cookies was 0, 20, 30,
40 and 50 percent respectively. Chemical and acceptability were determined and it was found
that cookies comprised protein 7,06-7.75 fal 34.30-34.91 carbohydrate 52.22-54.25 and fiber
0,41-0,93,

In sensory evaluation, it was found that the buckwhea! cookies were not different
acceptability significantly in thickness, cripsness, sweetness, odor and also overall
acceptability. However the panelists prefered buckwheat cookies which were produced by
use of 40 percentage of buckwheat tlour.

undate . nvwdadnn Gasdetn®n s W wdseniBensenfaoednslifv Soybean
grinder Heul&enaendopnszdsinluumiwilodmndnsunuuy  Hammer mill 160Snnuilse
Whidnoar &5 Tawdhwidn 1aaylugs  Polyethylene ehngentn il Sludiiusssum oo
resoainfl  ssamadainInluMaadenes o, 2, ., © wee uITyadlugs  Polyethylene
sfinifiul iflgungfivins (a6 9) Alumzvivosfthznaumae®  wudmnfuIvalusfudonss

" noegmavnInnee, v v dntoslwy, nslwi soeno,
' Faculty of Agro-industry, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai som,
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7.067.75 Uhinollvdiudovar 34303491 Uhnandlulaimniose: 2225125 wasifuninnievas
04108  uarymnmifnynsesdusssuwiamndoninslufinruuansstustneilod Ay
offluf A vy AnTey A nlw wasntsesdusan  udssfinauuenesfusdefivy
ffgmantifszdunateduionas 95 (P<.0s) Tudnluasnanfu (efassonaoesdulunn
fnmaenuinAifldullsintnumdooey © swilugrifiifign  w1vlusfu ledu waznongs.

AU

nin (buckwheat) ¥miufiwnizna Polygonaceae ¥fmmdly  Fannild
izlemivclfinfoufufigfens 0 wlewiudaidupounlon  mobusdslzney
fawin uily Bulmatdin unz Olly embiyo wimiinInfliSen®awledhmoudy
folgrlvuouie®e tid thzne®u Qiu Bwls  udamznsnlgnegialumusau
e 9 woslan wiu Ussinmoeriu avigendng aum uts ussinlo  Wugfitow
Ugnfl 3 cowug fle Common buckwheat, Tatary buckwheat usz Notched w¥e
Winged buckwheat wilszinmmwiyaudnifesgnaeiug Common buckwheat %3
tsznaudaovug Japanese, Silverhull uar Common gray mnwug Tatary (née
wudanimowugiu g Yadufiinfuindu Duckwheat, Indianwheat vl Ryewheat
(Douglas, 1982).

Uninetulelaluanwnfenmdn - swsougnldualumudliongol
finssgathizann 0312 wmy TuiuguWaly  szeenmenwdavinlgnld 35 #mvi
wavanfiufioaldnelu 90 S (HouriAnfdiudiiut o v 8w dvBung waznae
wiuthmaneufissfiufio.

nalihzlond tninbzneufseme ity wirwlunmBoy Woowedo
wazdmuiys Yolivnunlomildvenoms v 168Tan Sosdnd (uAwnguitu wes
1lunaumwnd.

Tumatlanedldidaiuduglein (Kasha) wiouswdaliiuuilolinm
fiusiho®iudin anfl uwwfn suutls Twudlne dulour wosfu v winlouse
Wufifuutlnnvesmugiu  dnvosinfowduuznd  weidlodugnuds  (lodudoesla
Wil
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Twmawwndluuezaensesininduunssesizfiv $ahznsudae Ravonol
glucoside 1¥¥nwmiliidiulonsauunniafiunwdulofngs  desfudwBonialuds
(Arteriosclerosis) TimBarinalivign (Hemorrages) uazlsnfiimvinnisgndulutesyios
wonvinfiadnuddslfiiuesvaeiuuss Resolvent (Chopra et al, 1956).

szneinolégniamesoslgninininfiufunien  dwneilann  unsfud
e dunoveames  Fawimlzalwl  Teoeoinweamond  avInodostoalua
Wuffithumasenlgn® 6 Wuf (wemewug Common buckwheat 5 Wuf wavmuWug
Tatary 1 Wug Jun¥e Iwate A, B, C, Chinano, Tingchao uwae Kud chao mwdndu
aviu IntnSadoliduftiinvesnulng usslimsutimaldvaslont s q Aialazonn
Tdslomildfonmalnaunsivednd  AovsslomivadonirSadufimlafisein
e wTvisesndssfiunilansesmilng  TnInf8nwochfie Infufivendy  Aadu
Wlithwmanesiuilaintnudwnuignf  fevaiunsdaetuinofArlmini il
Mo tyzlomd,

Tagusvaan

1 Refesmamauinnouiaininfieusossutiuudan®luntinegnt
witlunin¥osufivesiy

2. (fefiosmanuiinmensmamslnsionisvennfifliulainInnoney
wansinafiunnAflfuilin8dawnnionyiiia

3. (fefinn s lERelminnldlvinm bz lomi.

gUnsnluaziinimaans

1onmvudain®n 1$0nnAug Shinano s Mlantu Gt ¢ nfa #n
wnuinBoviofufisonhhuneguaulaihf  Anfuasuunizdefolibiedndy
Welwdaflafifdmnnnes Tnoffenfanstlizanm 050 ¥ wm 5 wft foeen
Aauunizds  Aalifofufigunglvies  (Rebiudnuvrfnfioilostulalvifesindu
Wefsnmafiulivin v dlduenienySensendaiedeslifuin  Soybean grinder
fnlznoudeMalznutu 2 fwm usklisesindvineomnsiunsiatn®n e
WARIN ALY T IEM I Aufazumdntndvuen  Benfissunnesn  Heden
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pONALNIEAY

wdnaliBnefantandonfu fuaulvigvesitsununs.

wlndmnInusufliumnussaoaruinsinaaeninedy  $atudn

fnwozvsandniinInfunnieuBenoenud s O ndowalouindnu ol
Gonn i wedirwdvssndnnInudavinueni eneenudavlf S unidonar & Taw
fomin dldumduuiledamedasunuuy Hammer mill swazunsssuin 0.2 SaBian
Iowuilafopnzuniatonutls usTyuilalags Polyethylene failngalviain tAulludii

sranm i Rednmgmnwessutls  reuflassinmasesinent.

2. manesosnenfildnesesyn 5 fer  usasaotnevsldutladntin
wazulonElutnnfunnmatiu - fowdusousotu q sl ol

Mo 1 M8 doosr 100 TRidwHed s Seufioy
faethefl 2 ldudlodnin foray 20 wewfiuuileen® douas 80
faoafl 3 Tdudladnin foosy 2  wowAuutlend deses 70
foiefl 4 lduilaindn domsr 4 wewfuutliend Jouss
Moot s ldullefinn doos 0 wenduuilen® fowas s0
Aaiugrannfiusinsianissulumagesdod
Table 1. Cookies formulation
Quantity (gram)
Ingredients
Fomuaa[ Formulae | Formulae| Formulae| Formulae
1 2 3 4 5
Wheat flour 1000 800 700 800 500
Buckwheat flour - 200 300 00 500
Butter 400 400 400 400 400
Shortening 75 215 275 275 275
Icing 550 550 550 550 550
Eggs 4 4 4 4 4
Baking powder 3.95 3.95 3.95 3,95 3.95
Salt 225 2.25 2.25 2.25 2.25
Vanilla 1 1 1 1 1

207



nfnonalivssleninnudaninlun i

Wnsvenfiusiasdsinoninlewiufe  Jevuuilvieniyain infie W 1Y
faufiu Aosmuazinorafanedosnmwd iy w5 wf lidwcless #
Widuatium 10wl Ilsfnodlidiu 5 wfl Touilofsenl dnmailvidw oo
fulantu  Anladlumuvinnf  naasluonfinileiulsuda wiiieufigung 150 -
v viuleun uas 100 sarmmon Avdulvens wow 20 wif SeenansLn
rzunza Aaliliin uasylage Polyetylene gass 200 nd wiinfnlngs shawmnmey
nIwendy uazlinavigois e i laruans.

3 malnmzvimangd  dwiladn®n wilin® wezenfl s #aerne
Unsviesivizneumandl Tnolinsvimlisu Tein esluloesn nn o was
nwfu mwiBies AOAC (1084).

4 manaseuntseniy  Swlnfmrianf W s feine nemeunIEeniy
Ine M Bnadmszavdade VEnameufdugutlandaly 3mom o an FnTImegey
ﬁ'aun'n'Mémuousuun’aznuuanﬁnum:wauanﬁmﬁﬂli!ummman wis Ideal (I)
UMEMNNSLLUY  Horizontal wsrtszfunsesfanefunugfiluuwdwens  wda
\'nmmmﬁm1uaumouda:nimaoum::wmﬁm:uumooﬁ'mma uwaA1Y8y  Ideal
WRemnuunneing Snwoenne q seannfl Tuud®  mwmun mawnsou ANNN
nfu nInBu wen seeaduIaN (Wiriyacharee, 1920)  dimyafildviatinszvinae
Luluuazmuﬁuemummpu uaziIneaey  Ftest.

NANISNARaILaISDL

HAN T AT IR

VInRamIlinIviesidsznounsnfvesuilsinInfitsndnneveoniUion
() uezudoinInflailitloriowuenilsen (2) WlruAsufuulon8flinen  Tnoflow
Utnalatu ledw adlulenan waznn WuianBsufioy wueilaininyand (1)
futhnabbimannniuilmsfe S3evas 116 JownnfouioinTneinf (2) Aol
Joonr 12 aauilinBSTU A sionss 9.8 UBinolyliussauilainineting (1)
wilinniwibe$fe Qdonay 324 I fioutlindInetinfl (2) Mo S5enss 276
fuuiho 80U el sdusonas 091 Unamilulemvseuiainineting (1) we
vooniwilanininefinfl (2) ussuilom8fe Siensr 70.11 fivinInefinfl (2) uas

208



MM 8(3) | 04212 (2536)

wilhim Bzt tnn dluldmnfliuensofufie S5enn: 7596 sz 764 mwdnAy
fviumnsesuiliinTngfiefl (1) wazulotninefinfl (2 Ut ndluuenmofiy
warfiunniudalife Hevar 298 uar 3.10 mwiAy  amuih8fiRosiovay 0.74
(wonrrnezvuamsl lumefl 2,

Table 2. Proximate analysis of buckwheat flour and wheat fiour.

Buckwheat flour Wheat flour
Steamed graines thteemad grains

Protein 11.68 +0,08" 11,12 4 0.04 9.38 + 0.0
Fat 324+ 008" 2.76 + 0,08 0.91+ 0,00
Carbohydrate 70.11 40,18 75.96 + 0.46° 76.47 4 0.18°
Fiber 2.98 4 0.04° 3.10 +0.2¢° 0.47 +0.27°
Ash 1,52 40,06 1.34 + 0.08° 0.36 + 0.0
Moisture 10,46 4 0.07° 5714028 12,13 + 0.04°

1. Analized from animal husbarxkry department, Chiangmai University.
2. Mean and standard deviation within colurmn with different superscripts differ significantly at P<o.os

fvdunsnafinsvissfsznoumanffinouuiainin  wWsufoufiugnfl
gnif 1 Teofloenallsfu ledu erdflilawwan weenn s foufiouwuin
anfigeafl 4 uszgesfl 5 Sliafwlaiuenenofuuszfunnigefl 1+ Ao Qdenas 774
uax 7.75 swdodu  geafl 1 il sfuionss 7.0 Yannladugrfl 4 sxQunnages
A1 gmfifladwioofiogmfl 2 wozgmfl 3 Unamdlulowmangeafl 1 sxfunndn
gnifl 4 luvosfigeafl 2 Svleoflgn Uhnanangesfl 3 szunndgmafl 1+ Aefiienns
058 Insnanfiageifl 4 uazgrafl 2 (anIlenzviuondldlumed 3).
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Table 3. Proximate analysis of developed cookies (Percertage)
Buckwheat cookies
Formulae Formulae | Formulae| Formulae | Formulae
1 2 3 4 5

Protein 7.0640.0 7.3340,16° | 7.5040.08° 7.754+0.04" 7.7440.08"
Fat 345040,18° | 34.3040.07° | 34.1540.08 | 34.9140.06° 34,6040.09"
Carbohydrate | 5425+028 | 2224028 |262400F | 52.9040.06% 53,0840,07°
Fiber 0.4140.03" 0684007 | 0934001° | 0704004 0.5840,01°
Ash 0.8640.01° 09740.0F | 1.044004% |  1.1040.05% 1,1340,00°
Moisture 2.82+40.06° 4484002 | 3744008 | 2.6340.06° 2.9140,01°

1, Analized from animal husbandry department, Chiangmai University.
2 Mean and standard deviation within column with different superscripts differ significantly at P<acs

HANSNAADUNITUDNI U

VINRENIAATIEN RN TInANe U IEoN LTSI TN AN 9 AU WU
anfiflduilonineends 5 #aere fe doues o, 20, 20, © uer 50 wwliuenmng
prnafitipinfgrentfludimua i wmnTey A NRM kesnIBeniuI
whirzfinwuansnsetaftpindgmonttfssiuntedn s (P<0.0s) Tudinmluas
nInfiv.

Twdnlvzwuingeifl 2 wezgeafl 4 Sdnwowflingffiningnitu q fless
OtvBesned SuonanaNseuyinfy 105117 daugmafl 1 uasgeifl 3 gEuteuTens
wofluszduweliseifvlaadudnies  Sinanwmeuyinfu 073088 gmfl 5 ez
WhigmfiglisoufigaecifvBosnds  fienanwteurauinoge fio 139,

TufiuniinBusewuiy gesfl 1 uasgeifl 4 wnludeniigeiBu q 960
ENGATNTOLYIRU 100115 gasfl 3 unzgeafl 5 senBindiesesann daugefl 2
nmnBuszsowionnfie srifnfrnadnioofiiananvsouriafy 180 (Ran1InIEv
wemalilumanaft a).
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Table 4. Sensory evaluation of cookies with different characteristics.

Recipe Colour  Thickness Cripsness Sweetness Oder  Swallow  Overall

acceptability
1 0.884029° 117402 1104035 0994036 0634031 109405 4504223
2 1054031 1204036 1264053 0974026 09402 1904118 5644205
3 0.73+0.48° 1104044 0924056 0794048 0724000 1.664078° 6414189
4 L1740.44° 1104046 1.0040.54 0864028 0774043 11540.45° 5304248
5 13940.65" 0954051 11240682 1024041 0724020 1.48+1.10° 6.8042.12

Note : 1. wmoganerdpmallststormywddqn
2. Mean and standard deviation within column with different superscripts differ significantly at P<o.os
3. Ratio = 1.00 is the best attribute (ideals)

fgUnamsnaany

vinnammsesinnfiudaintnuends s aeina winfinsnlwdesns
veadulunn o Enwocudanudt  anfifludaininumdens: © (grafl 9 suiugm
Adldfini uslonSoufoufuanifliutontions: 100 (grsfl 1) Yiwadudm
nu 8 AanIey waznanfu welaifinunndeiu usedgamagfanelumeud
ndeuadnanefuldin lunreurinfuse i iRddnwn Indfisefunn  wiheedfiu
Tiwm 20 W FadunahenfflfudoinInaetuutlnBsssaoRunmnevslyigs
fu Troewirlisfu leiu wsenn lihtdluinInshznoudaoninezQlufidn iy
roienefisionns 74 TuvocfuilnBfifivsions: & (Net protein utilization score)
Snaeledufiiniudosionie viu nisdlwadnfasztananssdu Cholesterol Twudwulion
warilosfiudwlionven  nnlueiaininsesaoantigmlinvemn  desfunmsfieuzds
uinldlvg  saoonlediludwlon (James, 1e8)  Fefluiloininflinenfinandu
wilainiInfiflandnriowusniifen nyaflausnyineziilyiiudninn Inesfianilviioie
maseni/Senlusasly  favsancailunrsvinemsissasdae,
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WAMIWIRUG, nunfiwd.  (2228),  nislinrsvidoyataUlsnamanmWonafinendugs 1 e
fnsenoed s o doSoslwl, wi 89,

Yundnvo, iy, (2513). afAIBUevuas ouRsHI WD, wIazum, Wil 164166
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UTILIZATION OF FULL FAT SOYBEAN IN POULTRY
DIETS 2.BROILER

Suchon Tangtaweewipat, Boonlom Cheva-Isarakul and Jitra Klinhom '

ABSTRACT : The efficient use as a protein source for poultry of full fat soybean (FFSB)
treated under various processes i.e. steaming under pressure 40 Ibs/sq. inch for 5, 10 or 15
minutes or roasting in a baking oven at 180" ¢ for 20, 30 or 40 minutes or extruding was
compared with that of soybean meal. Eight hundred straight run broiler chicks (AA 70.7) were
randomly allotted into 8 treatments of « replicates, fed with rations containing either kind of
the above mentioned FFSB for & weeks (Wks 1-7). The protein content of the diets for chicks
during 1-3, 3-6 and &7 weeks was 21, W and 17% respectively. The result revealed that
steaming can destroy 76-82% of the trypsin inhibitor activity (TIA) in soybean, particularly that
at 15 minutes, while roasting can get rid of only 13-28% TIA. Chicks fed with roasted FFSB
had an enlarged pancreas and showed inferior performances to the steaming and the extruding
preducts. Steaming should be at least 10-15 minutes in order to obtain the comparable
performances to those of the extrusion or of the soybean meal. The extruded FFSB showed
the best feed conversion ratio. This might be due to the very fine particle of the product.

" metedeomom ancionemamsed sy inodnSoalvy, Bodlwe s,
' Department of Animal Science, Faculty of Agricuiture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai soe0o.
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undate : niliudatuvlesflusmnsefnd oty (Fulfat soybean, FFSB) weinlusiwwuon
sl sy q s miteidlafififuasdu © vssdmieta whwom 5 0 ues 15w
naniudoumniliAfigumg@aidiug 180" ¥ 1w 20, 20 uaz o wifl viammsmwetondndngn
WU Aumaldmndanties Woolridouuunazinn Wafioie 707 $wou a0 3 wiseening
guidn 8 ngu nguer ¢ §1 (Aodosfoemmmanesffduiznouses  FFSB wfiesna 1 S
Wwaey & Mayi Taograsvautissoniddn 3 seoy WiflusRwazéu 21, 1 uar 7% ugaslreny
o, 36 uas 67 Buai mddiu  douwsdsendiazlonedlsivusediAuthuteld FFSB
Tue s sshngimiatemsntoinaomsfudmings (Trypsin inhibitor activity, TIA) flouvan
(r6a%) Tamewmdoliianta 5wf wvlie TA #dnon Indiivefy  FRSB slndndnyees
W nmsutainavie TIA dinuasenn Tnoeollfifios 2% oindu uadoluidiodlrids
Al rsomwnaaimainitetuasindrgroineilvidy  (Poos)  wasdoinividusouson
ngfuindian &y FRSBwfiefladwnm s wift nastguiuledilifing wifi ANty
fuidn 1015 w0 mwrInn e Isdelimeynnguesunnlinintavios wasnguflls FFSB ¥fin
Bringn  Tnongufllidndniaeclvivetvnmnldowaffign  fswfesnnnaiBniisted
AlvfnondiedadnacBonun,

AU

vinnfinandntunBoanvludizing  wleldlaweAosfiuniudesns
wilanfonnuystuacdnd  nenuAeinefantafifiigwmedimniages  Yyuiades
afdaunsugnuesin T nmBeinenIndUgniunlissueslssswedinilue
ndte  ihunnlvigosinigslinndaasesduuvaalisfustiantdoluammdnd  fos
sunfunmizdwiunufigeiu  Sufesvinnindavleafinauws  mdliadndanlios
uematnieyin Wl A lnomrolnolifesinlusiunaadmddunnlsssunen (Ao
wrtindetanioavathdysun oA lvinsosreimntilisslomive s
e (Antinutritive factors) TmsawzensfuffanIn®u (Trypsin inhibitor activity,
TA) $ahBoennlusdeduvlaclu (76 mg/g air dry, AmTidanl uerSizBmzn,
25) (9w natilley (Dry heated) wiofls (Steam healed) iilwin  een3lafik
mzuasnIfIna A wwissldnsdeufinamn: (eavndtlvinaadensienly (Under
processing) vzauvlie TIA go wednid (Over processing) niliufszlomives
w1 Inmaweninesflufidwidy tw wnlsleflu  (Methionine) la%w (Lysine)
wifldvionns (Hayward et al., 1906; Renner et al., 1953),
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niavuslatuvlesluiunieusuy  Dry roasting IndlvilgnvgQfiadn
62 18° Whwaa 85 Wil Uingan TIA ansavlie 3.9 mg/g sample  $avinluine
Inluszozrioulsliflasdu 15% dadlrlalslh 20% (Leeson et al, 1960) urinidives Porter
and Britton (1974) luadndirwetoadndvin (Extrude) flgamnf 13’ yiniiudn
windludiunnudlaliodlride  wudmiilvinmmulsuas iz 8ntnawnaslsevsden
nimngufilinndunsonstudoleingnd  Fididasvnnrudoudlsiundiigmem
oInvinann TIA Tvun  wazAadonoadewszdusonsadslumssaniiiddilwadn
grvnanlilhednafisdntaw (Carew ef al, we1) oindlafimw dilviidndafinay
fugslurosflinruiondan samzzionussgamafng  Fmonuees McNaughton
and Reece (1980), Mcnaughton ef al. (1981) uny Hafez ef al. (1983) udu
mahdedaludsanlvnsdouinan TIA 16394 sensintilssArtawnraiiss
TIA ffuagifurinaaniams (pH) Bnfion 1w nflasdnd flgamn® o” ¥ # pH
66 (wan 1 Falus TIA vamaunle 7.6% uaslvien Protein efficiency ratio (PER)
goan uwitiwfin pHiu 9.5 wliiamfafins 25wf Tnogmnmlusfiuianas (Johnson
et al, 180) fwiunailufuiooizezindme 0 fu eyusieulsuavEan IRy
wieduudwtnafaliiluo wmrsgnrzosiewndwn  tingiilflhned  (Feutuamghy,
2518 ; fpamolnlind, 2:28)  dounsenRoounU®u (Pepsin) unzviindnSeyBuntoda
Tmnzun sl (mawygsing, 2s20).

VINTWUANAI5 10U AU ITIBnTie 9 Aransoseiae TA u
windunlodld  uAtnadndafievlisenndestun il iy vteldluss
gANMNTIN L4 n1afin nafly vlensddene uuin  TunafneededSldweeam
gunsintountosflefifluisstudelfiwiunmeuvtetanings  Aaetfbigeen Tee
wintianaiuvdarnied wWisuaunsudadesegluanweds  (rwfilinantin  15%)
Wafurwsaldliou 9 TufideiudndunieUsunasuianetossussails
wiotlUsvnaflsfamednatortaifulfiodurinetin  TnolwleshGusedu © Usud/
a3t Adwszoziaowine g Au (Relfiduewslndosiely).

ginsaluazitnanenas

funlosflflunrimnoesndfsdflfvinnnfermaviosmaintaly  (udean
waneiniln  (inan 3, moaadalandnzunisionfifien 45 wn) Difesiolukon
nefimidu  wisluiunadnwfsliinamtufinmeigiuln  Tnoawizetn
aafiufontntu (MA) ufidsiluimnudon 2uny fis wuumadentu @uvsests)
weruvunwiouuy (favlesou) SroesBundBnaanaded

215



rflfuded u o sflunun mefmh v wrdeitn

fmAnsfls (Steam heated soybeans) léfisfawvuindadlihzny
fuurutndodnsgfiflon Woanfarragudionizseuindy  Audifinzuniserg-
afszp el luddlavatie weelimueduiostin yuinsestivfloussynan
FldAndtszano 100 flandy udlunvfinsnfadflandntndy/ludeftendany so Alanty
gawminfnhegaeuenuonaanyindautiafle Sianzriofvitlnlediounnindatls
ATINIUANAYONTY  TTEEVILIEANGL 2 AT rowtnetlovhiowdnnsesilnleding
IRy 9 Yewdminta (vl 28 nnsmia) ledhdewfunntuadadavindy
aretlufosavunsesds  Tnoflunsdanlidnseneonyndisflaly  nmatlslfiasium s 10
ass 15 wift feesSgomnffiudatandonntarfiu e, 95 uaz 108 1 mwdAu wi
winhautlUieisfaonifTlunensfifnasdounetizan (qumn§iinindate) 14
s 28w f Fattefiszuvis il lanszaeuiafiusausanl dlaEuslrinnaassioly.

famAesey (Dry heated soybeans) ldindessumanilouunliunmiiu
uvaslinden Shufaninnioludszne souindaldluoindonzBeun 20x28 43 g
1 fia usypwdndolddiud es Alandy dudieundiss 2 o rowiioudesiuln
grngmdingeulvinedf 8d 4 wosnetavios 0 wifl vntntutdndaflussy
Inomdloufanasing g fu fie 20, 20 win ©wfl Tnomeeeszezianfiousiulil
madaddor wazlufinaawadndalunin fyvnninsvseugunnRfidndndnn
nrreuviuuriasndy wuirfigamafiele o, 81uay 100 ¥ fesuiuindaum 20, 0uaz
0 wift sindy yinshutitlussglanzseuedulsldiwiunanacossiolyl.

mifinm luvioglfiidms  (Laboratory analysis)
sndntuviosuussadndafiinuuaunTbinsdesuuuee g Hertint

ou woamBndnyn  Soludifllidetonsan q 90 Fullfat soybeans (FFSB) wnumsy

AELNIINNIN 1 NN, WREeTsivnesdiznouvesiasusuuune e’ Proximate

analysis (AOAC, 1980) warw/Iam TIA rnAEnafid1alalen Kakade et al. (1974).

nsesvtnisifvissUinnevadndlnu-oesivg anddnomend
pozinsrTenaed a1 InodnSoalval,
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msfinnlulide (Broiler feeding trial) :

flnidonazinening uoie 707 (AA707) 87 7 S% 4maw 800 A wiiseenTay
gulu 8 ngy (Treatment) ngunx 4 47 (Replication) wrinz48uslumenuunnlensiv
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([1htn 21%) yindfuliléduemamaaesuuuns (Mash form) Ssuriseeniidy 3 1o fle
wozlieny +3, 36unx 67 Ml Makthuazdy 21, wusy 7% Tnurazgsegand#y
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nedotsalval Wwam 7 #lei Suvnfewsseuflfouiy 25 doyadudng
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tomiindu (Liver) Mutiew (Pancreas) wazlwilusesiossanfiudauvievisedoaznielus
vun (Abdominal plus visceral fat) ufinifle8uganiimasss (egld 7 #esi) n
naslnsuudnduiondlng (Jugular vein) Tnsgauuuusnine iweas@ariods yinify
smnmenelduissezseshmin®udef®in  dasdimnimoiusinnnefaffniime
Wntuudanorusodeluganiimaans  doyafllatlutierssisinawutiiiauees
widAunuuandisszniengulag?®  Duncan's new multiple range test $avislne
Yundnoon (2529).

NANTNARBINAZ I 190l

mMulsznoumalavwinmsuazfine TIA T FESB  fiiuvuiums 1y
ANUTDUUVUAN 9

ssfilszneumislnsinisees FFSB viatladuwany 10 wft vimeuiwasn
0 wift wazsfiadndngn (WSsufoutunindunles womsllumed 2
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Table 1. Composition and nutrient content of broiler diets.

nilfudatnle s fliinwnaftmialw Iuemridnion

Age of birds (wk)
Ingredients -3 36 67
SBM FFSB' SBM FFSB' SBM FFSB'

Yellow com 6119 5754 6608 672 7058 68.08
Rice bran 700 700 700 700 800 800
Soybean meal, SBM (44% CP) 19,10 - 17.30 - 12,80 -
Full fat soybean, FFSB (38.3% CP) - 275 - 20,64 - 15.30
Fish meal (55% CP) 115 1150 85 B85 75 7.5
Oyster shell 060 060 060 060 060 060
DL-Methionine 011 011 004 004 002 O
Salt 026 025 025 025 025 025
Vitamina-Mineral premix’ 025 025 025 025 025 025

Total 100,00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100,00 100.00
Calculated chemical composition, (% Air dry basis)
Crude protein 2100 2100 19.00 19.00 17.00 17.00
Metabolizable energy (kcal/g) 300 320 305 328 310 33
Crude fiber 470 435 466 434 45 4R
Ether extract 405 740 399 708 416 641
Calcium 1.7 1.7 094 084 08 085
Avai. phosphorus 054 054 04 043 03 0339
Lysine 120 120 100 100 08 085
Methionine (Meth) 050 05 038 038 03 0
Meth + Cysteine 085 08 072 072 060 060

' FFSB in each diat was a steam heated (s, 10 or 1smin), dry heated (20, 300r 40min) or extruded soybeans.
* Vitamin and mineral premix provided in milligrams per kilogram of diet (except as noted) : Vit. A 15000
IU; Vit. Do a7s0 IU; Vil Eso 15, VItKa 2; Vit. Bta; Vit. B2 10; Vit. Bss; Vit. Bi2 0.01; Nicotinic acid 0 ;
Pantothenic acid 15; Folic acid a7; Biotin 75 ug; Choline chioride 00; Iron 40, Copper 5; Manganese
60; Znce; Cobalt 1; lodine 0.5; Seleniuma.15; Coccidiostat 1,000 and Antiaxidant s
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Table 2. Chemical composition of full-fat soybean (FFSB) compared to soybean

meal.
Composition Type of FFSB Soybean meal
(% Air-dry basis) Steam heated' Dry heated Extruder (NRC, 1984)
(10 min) (30 min)
Dry matter 91.7 91.5 93.0 89.0
Crude protein 3.5 7.9 41,5 440
Ether extract 209 19.5 19.1 0.8
Crude fiber 5.6 5.4 5.2 7.3
Nitrogen free extract 27 - 29 22 29.1
Ash 5.0 48 5.0 7.8
ME (kcal/g) NA NA 3.8 22
Esential amino acid
Lysine NA NA 2.3 2.9
Methionine NA NA 0.52 0.65
Cystine NA NA 0.63 0.69
Tryptophan NA NA 0.48 0.62
Threonine NA NA 1.44 1.81
Leucine NA NA 2.85 38
Isoleucine NA NA 1.78 2.3
Valine NA NA 177 234
Histidine NA NA 0.91 1.15
Phenylalanine + Tyrosine NA NA 320 3.55

NA = Data not available

"Heated under pressure 4 Ibs/square inch
* Roasted in bakery oven at wd ¢

’ Wiseman (1087)
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nrlfininduviosaswn nafini i dwe wrdnitn

vinmaeft 2 weiulddn FFSB wiinflwezoy Slisfuininefmbninge
i 3% (7.557.9 vs 41.5% mnddy) vaflidesvnlzsnwulin FFSB vfimiéing-
nnldldndamingnidafuszoy $lunritneedalliinge 3 Afvvonadednnin
dvuesrtsznouralamieneutu g (ledu Bels NFE uasidn) ves FFSB vamug
Utinallndfisetin  adwlaffetnlaBoufoutugmimalamnnssssdavlouds
thngi FFSB SlusfuunsiBeledninindaudnilon (Uszanm 36 usy 2% mudnfu)
Tusse sl sliwnnnivansrifa $eiilien ME 189 FFSB genininda (38 vs
22 Alounned/ndn) fodmindudokiowiuntld FFSB uluewndnd  ovielnléve
wdasmwnzluifvundnd,

nlvnwionsuufuueruvis (fuazey) Aarszeziaaiig q fuRednay
TA fu wowonalilueswfl 3 donginath @uulvnasdenty) Asugunssidets
Antirlifuasatinedie o Inviosin  swsevnaw TIA 1w FFSB 1l 76% feléiamn
fufips s wift warssynalafioununduAn s Soumtu vinuSsufeutuitng
ouflgavafdou 180 4 hwan 2040 wfl meszenatunn nanafie nseuRandssd
msonee TIA Wiy 18-29% s Vetleraluofloavinnansinsessind2fla
Iudouurszafafnuminn (Urzinn 1 67)  sondeslisnofissusivinluism
navvesnals  1znsufunsuluusssafilinamiliudedTluuriss ynaosnnlilé
Sunwdenstneiafia % Leeson et al. (1989) 7703w TIA ssgmiasaoldfieunun
ebidntlidunwinufigungd 1€ ¥ wam 85 wifl ganigemnfvessdng
fldoulundaflfiingin o yflanssvnsnndngungfle e, 81 uax 100 ¥ (felfian
BUUTH 20,30 uax 40 Wifl mwdndu TIA Lndnd%sidanavBengun (404 mg/g sample)
AvinnTadealuledihfifiusedn 0 Ueudmefia arwdeunnlethoysonizyog
Wisndntudnzivdnldog ottt Selidududsefon s nasenndosfiusisaiuees
McNaughton and Reece (1980) unz McNaughton ef al. (1981) finda6193 T3
rrwunidadalusclinwisus ssemzozonussgunnfflitess.

fwiu FFSB wfadndniafivnldlumatinenndafl  1asnnmaliudngs
AunudasnwdnluiianBosmneds g mdudaedes wulenwsugefudon n Tufign
fzgniveugitingn 1 sonsimesen Sgamgfszane 156 1 Tiomegluwededlinu
o MWl FFSB sanflfanle TIA vieown TnoflvSanalndifivstiu  FFSB ¥fintladian
vasn 15 wifl (3.1vs 45 mg/g sample, mudndu) Sauuutdiffnungfidntafings
(108 %) wildiamiflouunan (msefl 9).
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Table 3. Effect of heating on trypsin inhibitor activity (T1A).

Type of TA % Destroy
full-fat soybean (mg/g sample)

Raw 55.4 -
Steam heated, 5 min' 13.2 76.2
Steam heated, 10 min 10.3 81.4
Steam heated, 15 min 45 91.9
Dry heated, 20 mir? 00 131
Dry heated, 30 min 45.4 18.1
Dry heated, 40 min 9.6 28,5
Extruder 3 944
** Sea Table 2

msfine lulndde

mieiguduTauazdsz@ndnmmsiyeims

nild FFSB Lﬂuum‘dmluua:wionmmumﬂuuﬁuqmn1wufﬂimn
duvledluomnlnidesaeny w7 fmvi Tnogaslieny o1 e Wiftuovnsings
tinidn sounndlilumanefl 4 Ysingin FFSB vty ouss 15 wifl Wiensanaw
nasle (M IgAule Unmemfity wezdnruaniinin) limsvinngunaun
durfinflolfianntls s uf wozrnouiammngulviousronwniasdndoonings
raunNetnfilvindy  (Poos)  viafloiuautlasnmMnmmstudnnvigulelag
vanzeln TIA Tufioouuazdafls s wift fonanloneudiage ol lvintguiy
lruazilszBnSmwnaldeminaine hulsafunislidmlestuyde FFSB fifslignwe
(Mitchell et al, 1972; Porter and Britton, 1974) atinalafifl mnRvrsinanizdnauan
win (FCR) woenguflls FFSB wintly s wal inalimannngunouny Tanfiihe-
SnEnmiinangudld FFSB vfineu srsfioiwmanen TIA fiffansnBelsndnd ot s
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il duded i vBo s mefed i duewradnion

Liwn (132 mg/g sample, M3fl 3) dsznoufulrftuewnldies nadulelas e
faouily FCR $slasinavinnguaauny witinfsseufoufungufld FFSB wiin
puwLt St TIA fndnen Fanafluandlumaefl s fiangir Uhnn TIA 4
Yrifhdly maonsseenmineass ngy FFSB wfafly 5 wift Sufnadndings FFSB
wQnounn (9.9 vs 28.7-353 ghird, AmAAL).

Table 4 Production performance of 7 week-old broilers fed diets containing
different processed soybean.

Liveweight ~ Feed FCR  Mortality

Diets gain intake

(kg) (kg) (%)
Basal (soybean meal) 2,04 418" 2.08" 6.0"
Extruder 211 4,06° 1.97° 2.0
Steam heated, 5 min' 1.9 3,93 2.08% 1.0
Steam heated, 10 min 204 4,09° 2.0f 5.0°
Steam heated, 15 min 2.06° 416 2.0F 5.0°
Dry heated, 20 mir’ 1.77° 3.7¢ 213 8.0"
Dry heated, 30 min 1.75° 3,78 2.15" 4.0

Dry heated, 40 min 181 3.80° 2,10® 8.0°

ABC Meane within collrmn with no common superscripts are significantly different (P<o.0s)

v

sea table 2

fwiunslé FFSB yfedndingn Usingitliansrnn wn1awdalinig
vinngafitls 10-15 Wit uef FCR AninguBur atwfivioindy (1o1vs 201215, ra el
4)  viethdeswn FFSB whndndryadenardlismwnaadeufigoann (haann 150 1)
fovsn TIA Vafouvan (manafl 9) fedililgsshineliiannl wadandnacen
ndnsuInpeHyes Waldroup and Cotton (1974) #l§ FFSB wfiasmuedoudningn
vieyantlfan Autoclave Yaffvinazlaflvinawdu Aaeszpzisfionnze el
Fslrivdelulsinguaunnen (Featherston and Rogler, 1966; McNaughton and Reece,
w080) Yousadnafiumantafneildliszeslngu wesunnszndly  Tao Fan i Imriues
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$aboazne (28) l§ FFSB wambningn SewdmanlsssmuBeatiunifneluedad
Tndlsunifinnduvliosrdmbontofomunduam 3 o Aivingusdousidnelé
unufifonunfini,

orslafifivnuemafineluefol nald FFSB sfindndngalyi FCR #indn
nauBunnngy e vfouneaiyin FFSB sindndnin Sunde (Partice size) ifin
sxBomann (Uzanm 1 wn) SwlneinnintdSnadnfisiosIndlumundos  viniiu
wugeny wudenidin q fsvin FFSB vfinflawlesufitionsmnmidunnteg  rowsin
WlifiRnsuriundon Hammer mill Tiflsvon 3 s, it %9 Mitchell ef al. (1972)
1WmI FFSB sfineufiiwndes Roast-a-Tron Aiflgumgf 122-125"y Swalsiniaden
levnsleiuly FFSB #%y  (feBsumuind-lvfoumdnes FCR veengufll FFSB
rindnininfiinandnaciBontslinafingy  oialafien FFSB sfinflauazeinineeg
dofnamssfianofulilivon 9 vedmadhuninfifi/Sonin  dou FFSB 16in
ndnge Limnsfsadulivom  iosvinazifian s fuseslyidddeniwuutuazey
PSTLER

Table 5. Amount of trypsin inhibitor activity (TIA) in diet and the intake of broilers
fed diets containing different processed soybean.

TIA
Diets In diet (%) intake'
-3 WK 36 wk 67 WK (g/bird)

Basal (soybean meal) NA NA
Extruder 0,07 0.06 005 24
Steam heated, 5 mir’ 0.30 0.27 0.20 9.9
Steam heated, 10 min 0.23 0.21 0.16 8.1
Steam heated, 15 min 0.10 0.09 0.07 3.6
Dr‘y heated, 20 min’ 1.1 1.01 0.75 3.3
Dry heated, 30 min 1.08 0.94 0.68 25
Dry heated, 40 min 0.90 0.82 0.61 28.7

NA = Data not available
" The whole experimental period (7 wks)
*' Sea 1, 2 in Table 2
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il fudnd vl eflasunefied wha dwe wmdinitn

mdlb’mmwmunnnnmjzmnmaadﬁthwngnaunnm:ﬁu (r13798 4) udl
lmnangy Insewizngufléfu FFSB wfiseu 1d¥u TIA tSanoannfinw unflxen
nfiosfumas 1 nanesosiefllitafy daufefi TIA #n (Kunitz inhibitor-free) e
Frxtnfifarunniousaineins BT wnwAsfiunaledwdrnee (Bajjalien
et al, 1980; Zhang et al., 1991 ; Han et al, 191).

dmindy dudeu  wezlviuluveanes

vinnagusiirinesesfieny 7 #lavi udsdsihwindy Ausew uazlodiuly
teavies (Abdominal plus visceral fat) furswiludovazsasihvindufef®in - wa
snslumnefl 8 Yingin fowinAusensesngufils  FFSB sfneufliniiseiuywin
wnningalu o aieiiindndy (02580279 vs 0.1460.12% LW) SR CRL TR IYT Ty
snfusewianniniteninpewzefintenlisfu (Proteolytic enzyme) aenaumLYY
fiugamfigninenaniaioudan TIA Tnolingudfls FFSB wlineulddy TIA Wil
Framedudanan (el §) seandssiunamfinelumyans Kakade et al. (1971)
Hledwandi TIA g (Navy bean) vi¥elf TIA duemwv (p-aminobenzamidine)
trngintuseuseamyetivgiu  uhidedumnezfbuanlsletin - usz/vle Sofu
(Cysting) NIPLLIAAG wasenndosfululrivlaflinudunioshuniadfifansd TIA
Yy Fudewifintsseoyunitutiu (Featherston and Rogler, 1966 McNaughton and
Reece, 1960: Anderson-Hafermann et al, 1992) sawni@ifiugensesiinguflli FFSB
santuazafndningalitngaamsvinnguesugy  mywtlasyn TIA Tu FFSB gn
dsnlion  Remaeeszoenrivesendefoutiungufls FFSB sfineu  wudifiuinn
dopniwan  ailiAfniild FFSB wfiaflauszafiadindngn  Auseufuulinneody
AINATIMGNAILNN.

Ffuimiinfucal sihiluissviosnnnnngufeflinndanlesunsls FFSB
sOneing 0 Winalaisnefu  onuiungudlls FFSB 1fineu 20 wfl Shwminfugegn 8w
leiilusesvisssssngununsfewilinfhzazoiooningudu q  (39f 6  wosen
pdBafiUIENYEy Summers et al. (166) Flidanlastulnemilnludwam 1 0
Linwiniinduusnensvinnguiflinindaning sl esiluiiusnsa e
nil$Euvliesty  dawmdlydilusesvissfifinacmnndudold FFSB #u vvzifin
vinewsgeafld  FFSB nngmafiladu  (wdsaw) genigranaunufilinindanies
(el 1) UnollsituwsrifemtonnnilitlomiSafansssanngauie o
sosiemy (Kubena et al, 1974) unvaszenflisliwunmunnsiadlunscti,
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Table 6. Percentage of liver, pancreas, and fat of 7 week-old broilers fed diets
containing different processed soybean.

Diets Liver Pancreas Fat'
(————— % Liveweight— )
Basal (soybean meal) 207 0.148° 2.00"
Extruder 21 0.18 2.3
Steam heéted. 5 min’ 221 0,192 2.5¢"
Steam heated, 10 min 2.18° 0.18 226"
Steam heated, 15 min 1.99° : 0.146° 213
Dry heated, 20 min’ 244 0.z79" 2.4
Dry heated, 30 min 2.18 0.266" 2748
Dry heated, 40 min 2.2 0.259° 2.57"
Males, x+SE' 2.1340, 18 0.205+0.056 2.3140.34
Females, X +SE' 2.2140.16 0.20840.055 2.4540.%9

* Means within column with no common superscripts are significantly different (Peo.cs)
' Abdominal plus visceral fat

*? See 1, 2 in Table 2

‘ No significant difference

efavnnmfnmiedafl  Bvdwasoanwrlifinarissimindy Fusen wasledu
ntsavinsunbiznitle (mrafl 6),

sunumswimdeld

' funumandelnitooeg\h 7 #avi Tndlvituovaflld FFSB wfimrne
(fly, ou wiaudndngn) v AnutunguillinindanBeslusaelrieny +7 el (@ )
WeRvroamziununiemsemafio? Inofiwuese faghuswsnalsluviesan
wasfivuerilirsiviunafuszeuiiu 1 vmMlandy 100 FFSB wiiafiouns
ouflFlunritnenedatifarinfiu o.50 uvmMlandn uvasfl FFSB smdndngn 3
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landuas 1250 v waunmslueaefl 7 dsinginewmiflld FFSB Samgeu
oo FFSB  Sutainalihfwdnininduvles wasdafieqlinefioafiunsst
navnanms TIA fan dvnpuSafady Tnoewz FFSB 1ndnirynfisimeviine
flandugegn  domaliiunuinewanenndieitioln 1 Alandy goningufflininda-
wlssuasngufld FFSB 10nfly uwrllduvunisdedningufllé FFSB sfineufiinm
wigrulnlan,

ptolsfif msld FFSB finfle minlfiasaannwesuannsoniae TIA
Vifouvun us=/vde SnsumsdndliumnezBonmdnnalufy 1w, (Relileis
wozenalnmietu o wadndagninlislonildenadudl  seiibinaeigiiulaue:
yrsAvamnildemslifnonn  FESB stmbninin dununisdefissénasin v
e liTeiiunTdtneiee TIA Whwuuiie q Sdunulige Sz
aufuwriulnem ifinTnmevaliies  Tnonvafendatanngugninenss Sefivein
WidunurtamIBagnss.

Table 7. Performance and cost of production of 7 week-old broiers fed diets
containing different processed soybean.

Liveweight FCR Cost of feed per'

Diets gain kgfeed kgwt.gain
(kg) < (Bt) >
Basal (soybean meal) 2.04 2.03 5.87 11.92
Extruder 2,11 1.91 6.61 12.63
Steam heated, 5 min’ 1.92 2.05 6.02 12.34
Steam heated, 10 min 2.04 2,01 6,02 12.10
Steam heated, 15 min 2.06 2.02 6.02 12.16
Dry heated, 20 min’ 177 2.13 6.02 12.82
Dry heated, 30 min 175 2.15 6.2 12.94
Dry heated, 40 min 1.81 2.10 6.02 12.64

" Ingredient prices (Btkg) : Yellow com 3.0, rice bran 4.0, fish meal 13.50, oyster shell 1.50, DL-methionine
¥00.00, salt 2.00, Vitamin-mineral premix 150, soybean meal 975, and full-fat soybean 12.50 for
extruder, 550 for steam & dry heated

*' See 1, 2 in Table 2
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dqUnan1IManes

vinmilfiudndunlosflusunmaimbdu (FFSB)  whvhluswsuaunts
Winradesuuuuis (o) wszuuufinaw®u (9) Tne FFSB vinoy 1Retosouswails
funmiuunsslinndesiugungfntluglvinefifl ©8 ¥ sudaizezian 20, 20 uay
0 wifl favldgungfiindntvoeauirinfy 6o, 81uny 108 ¥ mni Ay dou FFSB 10n
fh lidatefivndanlivvnbiznuusiv Sefaeshesgifion  edhAuiwndafateluodu
0 deud/mmefia Thaantls 5 0uns 5uf Sgampfiadediauvinfu 83, 9suny 108 o
rmudndy OnmiutuindlUdlunenefiddsion (s 28 wift Aenlidndaeg
Tuwnuds 10 FFSB  Yarineuuas ol dwinghuunaslsfuuas wisnunauny
ninfaniesiamunlusvalrilossey 7 dasi WouAnfugrnunuslldninda-
wllos uozgeafild FFSB wimdndnin waopllédn -

1. MWnsfleansonaie TIA 1éfndwuuey Tnonmflfiszoziam 15 wifl
TIA gninmefiouvne  savlislndifinsfustadndnga  dowiSnasuiislvinauieuls
gowe $ovane TIA TaApadming (13-29%).

2. FFSB sfinthmunnlfidusmisiiddels Tnolun lvifensReroousin-
awnanlie onciwSeflaiasaifiss 5 wifl nayiguuledstifine.

3. FFSB wfnou Lz fiveinWlidusvalndedousszozuinvents
WIguln (01g 1 #ei) willsrznzaenann Weavinfuan lvimasan wnndndooss
wazfanlviduseudyunlngudan.

s FFSB timdniniafiszAntnwmislésmsffign  whmnsioniwnys
wlind B« Lirnanin FFSB viindls,

5. nmnzmlyiulusesioseslntedeléty FFSB 1inr1e q Suudlvinf
wazeunninguflinindanses.

YDLHUDUUEIINNANTINARDS

vnnIRsmazznenfineluedad  wosefdounstinded -

1. FFSB wiinfly winlitSunadadaliuention Tnousuuume iy 9 (Ao
rfadea fiae Hammer mill Aflywmgrzunsahizanm 1 o viniduialuds evvae
amzozianimiunfylitiossuessasviain TIA ThedailizAnsaw Tnonmirimg
el FFSB Liigninaneluéian.
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2. FFSB fmaudaniBnifananitnedu  lunasdn W lfununindaniiodly
graefanun aosasldunufiunasou (w50 vle 75%) wiofuwiunsi ety
nuflelusoissesnadgula $alrifinammunweie TIA Yannnin  FetlRelvinen-
nassfurewmssllutlopuAfnrnbnduniesfi TIA i fwiuliiduomnsdnilnoess
Tnoladisavinluswsuasnmilinadounen  endiluouinnnassinislidaninssnd
AUBLIWWINRL.

ne@nssuydsene

oMW veveunman uINouas WK Inemeeduazinalulad  am-
medusoslmi Avinaumpunuiiondad.
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KINETIC OF LACTIC ACID BACTERIA
FOR NHAM PRODUCTION

Pairote  Wiriyacharee ', Lakkana Rujanakraikarn ’,
Wiwat Wattanatchariya ' and Suthaya Boonthanom '

ABSTRACT : Glucose is a substrate for the growth of lactic acid bacteria. In the study
of kinetics of those cultures in the model system, the glucose was varied to different levels
such as 0.2 %, 0.5%, 0.75%, 1.0%, 1.5% and 2.0% for 24 hours of fermentation time It was found
that the specific growth rate (u) of Lactobacillus plantarum and Pediococcus cerevisiae was
dependent upon the initial substrate. Additionally, the maximum specific growth rate (u) was
0.4525 hr' for L.plantarum and 0.3340 hr' for P. cerevisias. On the other hand, the saturation
constants (K) were 0.1165% and 0.3442% for L.plantarum and P. cerevisiae respectively. In
fact that, glucose should be minimum o.1165% for the growth of L. plantarum and should be
minimum 0.3442% for the growth of P, cersvisias. Because the growth of both cultures are
associated fermentation. The product which was lactic acid, therefore, depended upon the
growth of those cultures.
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undade mmrwosfidcduien gty TnsesfesBuntdifiubamauantnononds e nglaa
T ladutivioseanafinwsarmondanafelu Model system TnouthiflszAummdndionas 02,
05, 0.75, 1.0, 1.5 unz 20 lwazuzam 24 Falus vinmImmanswyiwe Lactabadillus plantarum uas
Pediococcus cerevisiae finn Specific growth rate (u) with@umuin uiniuse s Io IS i
uaze1 maxium specific growth rate (u ) Sy o425 $alue' waz 0.0 $alue”’ mwddy daven
Saturation constants (K) firi1 ooz 01165 war 03 fwhefo L plantarum Aesninglnalu
nmavtgitulneialoofign doeer ones dnufe P cerevisiae whnsnTinglealumyiyiguiy
Inodnnlonfign donar 03ee womifinsvinmayigulresafodsmna iy Growth assodiated

fermentation AulusBafurifieis¥u (ninuonhn) Ye¥unghiuntadgyensvadyBurds.

AU

nilifotyritudiilustndoride  ufiluzneedyentn weslu
Uayhwunfidoflszounmindslunsladufo tanfituiduntndoride  1hur
Lactobacillus sp. (Nunmi, 1966; Everson et al,, 1970; Bacus, 1984 Gilliland, 1985 utx
Gibbs, 1987) Pediococcus sp. (Deibel and Niven, 1957; Bacus and Brown, 1981: Bacus,
1984; Gilliland, 1985 unz Gibbs, 1987) uax Micrococcus sp. (Niinivaara, 1956; Nurmi,
1966 uay Coretti, 1977) Tnn lactobacilli unz pediococci lH8nwiunBnnIelHalnAow
Tuwnef micrococei TedwiInadlumsvliduluileey (Relvinnlunslssdn o,

fviulwbzindlng  inaluladnlffertgrstuil A Sunumdents
wlmovwiness  Tnoewzlusdndaviumun  Hofliwrznrminumalnoi-l1lo oo
mawinemusiane i Sfudugeninfivionaler o foyduntivanrnlusTsnnad
dwflownfiudnghu  Alidensussilunatgtuls  wazfefidutiluntiving
mantyulnbifiinfiens  usaliunsaslifnoadosrenamsen fusesgutlan
esvindassnnfnduizniludnemsy - wenvinfinrasdeluusasndafnoa o
e A ks nBuTren e Anrifn 1 nduu liieuirann wazlamrsnnaunuan
Adlunrautnld (Roulatigmikonan HGttikun wazeme (1088) 1Wl6e L plantarum
50408, 51006, 60412 Unx 61004  FauonlAvinuvuniaetrdlurisonaailuderdgnBitasiu
Timsslauvun wudn Aosdisnwingeyiuntodovun wazuonfeunnuunfits
Tuuvafifucgor St Sutnaganiumsfivinawsssnrtiannd 1Log cyde
dovumusfiviine wrisnenAf%inm Escherichia coli  etjgs wazmawwy  Salmonella
sp. utatwdinnmamin TusoefumfimudortanSitufiui B E coli #ndann
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wazmivliwy Salmonella sp.  wivinnmmareunIaLze et iSer At
uinddoliunneavnumafinineusisnn®  Tnoewizeitabsluswdeduimuass
otndlafimmiudufssiostinmaceanely  (fssvinfifsioene 9 smaefiersduanse-
nusiemANIEIIuN - KevinmInaesfiiilifowiiviates  Tnolsfer oS
vinfensn g 1 ununlifeusgrE i Aosstno i Ivinu sy wuana N
Andansnausuyinmafineany Everson uszame (1974) fiwudn o L plantarum #§
Tunaseldnsenminuds  ussfauisfusoomalunavtgtulnussainnnuantin
Wiawzsatuiunanineiniu  Aofulanafialflugufor sgntitadumm  (Mixed
starter cultures) ves (L plantarum) fukarfnueSauunfiSnrdnBu (Relilinsn Aus
Afnun 1wty

walulafnslifertgmttudunmiluslnforidovinSa Dunelulaflvad
Iirhzyndllituntiefomio i Tnsowsslnforiumu 1 Wiriyacharee (1990)
Iiftnymenes wazdnmoiufifouunfilefiomnzmmestnfomifonsns Tnomntsouss
i 2 ngulvg fle nguuunfitofieiansnuantn (Lactic acid bacteria) (Anlvifin
s fausznBurmenizesndnfurildun  Lactobacillus plantarum  (NHI 110) Wae
Pediococcus cerevisiae (NZDRI) waznguuunfidofiuSonluesmidululesy (Nitrate
reducing bacteria) \Relvifndunwunsluslinferi fin Microcoocus varians (ATCC
15306) TnelfidorSqrBiduiusmats 3 vn Tunedaums fowudn emsadus
nonnuvuald  InonBnfiavifinnleninfi - Soomwhisnluidneos defudoussd
waznBnfnrifinneondogs eorslafmanoufissfnm ol ludunssad®nantin aos
Aneufioafiuseranisosfoylunteds 2 ngw WRefiosnrimutionginTruniaely
n7ldwEevs wernariassnAurivengedngan Srioyova ez udugnluntg
Anmuasdinnnun walndoristndsnly.

gvdulumsfnend Janiutiovamaniveafouunfitofiieninuanfn a8
2 wi%d fn Lactobacillus plantarum ua: Pediococcus cerevisiae o wminialy
1#fluomaluafe De man, Rogosa and Sharpe (MRS) flgang® 20 sarnivoon
wazlfianbizinm 20 Hale T mbsguAelifansangogn FoslveAnwfodnsnaald
a3ew (ngles) szdueng g Afluewmailiuado (Specific substrate uptake rate; gs)
nninatybulngogalao IalugUiminuvissosssd  (Meximum  specific growth
rate;u ) msenyudmniseinlediogi (Specific product rate; qp) $alufitdfie nin
usehnfiflasliennidunine (pH) sesszuunnadld Tnodeyaflisstuunanislu
nafinefarfaunsUhoodaunmeding 9 Aduunssemsindigressosuefidtluns
Wiswiluninuanfnfiolild  pH sosnBRinriumiwenfisenTs.
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gunTaluaritnmeneans

mwiouomsdvade

\flosviny8undd  Lactobacillus plantarum usx Pediococcus cerevisiae
maigiulnlafluevafoafe MRS wilunanesestifiosnifnesamaeding
Timanglnalunmsigitule  weznsSowdhesnglnsliiduninuanfnsoafos
SartonevalosSefulmilnolifimanglamdudannmimngrisiosnonen  wia%s
WumsazanonglnafindafouTuilsiolunstnen Ml il seanglnalaofouanfnuntn
wunfitufanans.

ammdvade
Water 100
% of water
Yeast extract 0.5
Tween 8 0.1
Dipotassium phosphate - 02
Sodium acsetate 0.5
Diammonium citrate 0.2

Magnesium sulfate . 7 H2O 0.2
Manganese sulfate . 4 H0 0.005

Peptone 1.0

Beef extract 1.0.
misnzmunglag

Water 100

Glucose 20% of water

wemmlsafoussmasaonglamsin®efl 21 somirnBon Wwom 15
wift filiin  udaduemezaonglnssdlue vl feliiutmnglnessAusing «
LA
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varanivns for tqviuantnustniueflud v s ina

1 iUManglaedenss 02 vesevaiade
2. Miumnoinglaciooes 0s vesmalivade
3. WMnainglasdosss 075 vosomdoate
4. M9hnunglemioose 1.0 s nfoade
5. M tinanglaadaony 15 sesn ot
6. iUt mnglamioon: 20 yesemnlisade.

mawiuudouaniGudu

L plantarum  gnintunfuidwdortgntifuin  luownandosde MRS
100 Qadeslnoaludeufigama® 0 osmusnlon wou 24 Falne vl
fhweniandfinaniia 2,00 soukewfl wozdrassdfoe i loasde MRS flusinglnx
2 ofy thuonasdBnefmtunatuewnloats MRS Alasinglndlu S wmavindu
Ut wdibiviniy sAdfertaninasiom (maetesludutedumnn
Unonieviofiv) dau P. cercvisiae Ao dun aitn iSisidinafiu

IEMInaaes

tulede L plantarum v P cerevisiae U3 Stnalinsluamiases
eluitmdeas 5 ailiday unludeufignmnd 20 pormiws Sy LV RITRT T
erafetnzvivihwinesa o SanftuivfitguiuTn USadams nglnafivlie
mmmmn'ﬁmunnmﬂuumnuanlnun:mnnmﬂumnn'mdnnmmﬂﬂ 0,3,6, 12, 18 LAY
24 #3luy mwdndv.

ﬁ'msmﬁmﬁ'nwauﬁwmdou?qni'ﬁuﬁu

m:uﬁ'uumuhmn;m::wiua‘mnqanluum (Absorbance) fuiwnin
uts (Dry weight) wvouwa : Oulmfe L plantarum w3e P. cerevisiae 1/3qnid!
witnalAnalua mraloaSodd v i adonns s il vivunludoufiguingd
20 sarmisfoo ua:s’nmqwmvmﬂoﬂﬂu'&’nnmﬂmmu'[mmda'lu]ﬂmon'nuw
$lhdunnsgantuung (Absorbance) Tneilfindes Bausch and Lomb Spectronic 21
spectrophotometer fia9nunanliu 00 wilwars ol Faotnafang? 1 Nellng
wynievishaningu 4 Qoffes rieutitlyin ynduindnieknsaaniuenrs
2,000 30uriowIfl Susvadanuuesn sameneufilalueudl 100 LRI RIS (TS (7 Iy TR R
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athavisr 3 Falnonuihwiineznounefl  cinTmuamInmERNTIZI R INIRANEY
wmaruiwinuvisvesas  Tndlihwitnuvisse s duunuuaneslfna e gufls
Woumhwiinuisveaaals,

MR IEImani

nmaaeats 8 ngusrgnanAleiesnInlinzviniang fle Awndamidu
nimilueng (pH) Amsdunisisvunfiecfivunsauanfn (Total acidity as lactic acid)
uavianoimadfad (Reducing sugars) mwi8yes AOAC (19e4), Miller (1959),
Pearson (1978), Wirlyacharee (1990) uss T3e¥ ffu uwsrifinfine (2538, 2535) uaxdn
fomaigitulrssaselaonisinnsguluglsesiimaganfuunsfinaumaniv - so0
vwalwans (Pirt, 1975),

NANITNARDILALIINL

vinnmnesesfinennyigibuleees L plantarum  Tugusesdmilnuvisfl
whunTadniuimaieiiluemalvate (Model system) wuitnayiguln
witumafindsansnilihhzinm & #alue fAnnwsndunglnednues 075 wazdngn
damflizdugenaniivatunsfifiocan Wl iszanm 8 $alus unswuinte L plantarum
nsoigitulnldnnfudlsruufilouese s Sluddfenglen  Tuszsuf
isfwlofoufioauioatu  (nmwd 1) Sueafisafusieuduninfimunidefn
Wounsusafnfove o fntuiasduseanglnmnntusutiu  (mwfl 2)  uazen
anmduninde (pH) ssislflunmsiuiwio tusniefmun (rwdl 3 Teofl
nudniunglaedonsy 20 swioan pH sdldth 37 Twaaifine 2¢ Faluarimiu
Favzannarindannniugag 6 #aluauan vn a6 1w 544 dviugluuuntaviniaoge
L plantarum $englujiluuy Growth associated fermentation $swanufisniniindis
Srrnaeianledoe (nanwanhn) (uldnalaorssfiuninyigyoasayiuntd.
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Dry weight (mg/ml)
35 ~

— — Ao S )

10 15 20 25
Time (hours)

~ 0.2% Glucose 1 0.5% Glucose * 0.75% Glucose
*1.0% Glucose > 1.5% Glucose * 2.0% Glucose

(=]
o |

Figure 1. The growth of L plantarum in term of dry weight (mg/ml) during 24
hours in model system (6 levels of glucose as main factors).

% Acidity as lactic acid

Time (hours)

*0.2% Glucose 1 0.5% Glucose * 0.75 % Glucose
*1.0 % Glucose 1.5 % Glucose * 2.0 % Glucose

Figure 2. Totalacidity&ladicacid(°/o)d'angasdﬂng24hoursinnndelsystem
of L plantarum fermentation (s levels of glucose as main factors).
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pH
7
8
5
—— - ——-@
4 — — %
‘3
0 5 10 15 20 25

Time (hours)

= 0.2% Glucose 1+ 0.5% Glucose * 0.75% Glucose
* 1.0% Glucose > 1.5% Glucose * 2.0% Glucose

Figure 3. pH changes during 24 hours in model system of L plantarum fermentation
(s levels of glucose as main factors).

WoAvsanldme e (nglew) veuse L plantaum  wuinflszéu
arsdniunglamioney 0210 Ww W L plantarum manaolrsemsléifiouvun
molwam 12 Flwwnssanidin (nwd 9 eRvmonfinrmninyigitulnges
odsnanamuinsstudngszor Stationary phase fesvindodAnesmemaks
na iR Mgt ufusrnIeveasad venindadnAnrifiondng
$u i nanuontn eazailu SaosnntussSradifinmoatyseate L plantarum
il wazanmifivaalusyer Exponential phase wuinflszAunaindusesnglng
197 veflrih Specific growth rate (u) uensinafiulifie Sewilu 0.285 0.369, 0.401, 0,398,
o.418unY 0.5 §alus" Anrwiindunglneionas 02, 05 075 1.0, 1.5 uaz 2.0 MwAHL
(nwf 5) wemsliAuiBanmininsssn eI SNAuNn A7 U Avznnfudan uas
vinnidsneey  Doubling time  fadwanfifelulumafiviwmawmedidu 2 o
wWuIfinn 243, 1679, 1730, 1.736, 1.657 Lad 1.62 Flwmnddu dufe A sy
wasewntviwnn Sualife L plantarum viguulnléfudae.
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% Reducing sugar

2

o 5 10 15 20 25
Time (hours)

= 0.2% Glucose +0.5% Glucose * 0,75% Glucose
* 1.0% Glucose ™ 1,5% Glucose + 2.0% Glucose

Figure 4. Reducing sugar changes during 24 hours in model system of L plantarum
fermentation (s levels of glucose as main factors).

Specific growth (u)

0.5

V) S A———
0.3
0.2

0.1

0 05 1 15 2 25
% Glucose (So)

Figure 5. Specific growth rate (u) of L plantarum in model system
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wanTIveaBIRIng s (1wl ) meandesfiusuniIuamn NN RuFIE 19
u fureasainiusesnsevataiu (So)  lunmifinemaigyeswunfitoluazuy
nmwiinlas JMonod fiwuairn u seutlsdulaomssfiunsduiusesniiomisotnsle

atnovfefiuduuasfogifinlugrma kel (Mond, 253).
u=u_. So
K, + So

wrABLAdwsian 13 MIM AT Meximum specific growth rate (u ) uwazA7 Saturation
constant (K) $auuSemmuntafisnanalviagiugonnaSadunssef (nwfl e).

u = (K/us . ¥So) + Vu_

intercept = Yu_
slope = K/um
1/Specific growth (1/u)
A ,
|| Bl tt: SEETPTETS DOPRRPPSE POSPUCPIS SREppe) S PPt
2

' e T TR L
s . 4 2 0 2

1 /% Glucose (1/So)

Figure 6. Maximum specific growth rate (u ) and saturation constant (K) of
L. plantarum in model system.
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nnnalunwdt 6 wudian Meximum specific growth rate (u) Reiniu
04525 #7049 unx Saturation constant (K) Snvioen: o.11es $amuoaawinge
L plantarum  fesmatinunglemrinfivissss 01165 (Aelflunsvtguulelalinds
wilsses Exponential phase weufefondnn  Setinumnglamiooning iy
ulavdousnninusafnlaofedonanniliilionse  Anhduszuufidsenslig
naedsnsnuaafnyine L plantarum sefssfytumenis e nglematnaiorionas
0.1165 & w¥uAn Specific substrate uptake rate(gs) viodmin IluTmnglanes e
fomnefotinanglen Mfe L plantaum dwow 1 Sedndhilflilwass 1 $alne
wuidllisnfigalnololudaluefl 3 vemn q mowaduiu usefinadunanesd
franslinanaan (mraef 1) ®uen Specific product rate (gp) wWisdimnianing
whnficrilufidfonsnuanfnunade L plantarum  SavaefiadSuanninuanfefise
L plantarum 7w 1 fndndy sisfuluom 1 dalue wualeingelutasuanvesns
wiln yinduszanadluinlveft 6 snsnraminuazssAnguBnadsludaluef 2 wasvitues
iatudfna s sudunglnm e 0nsin e 1 anln Surisnfao guiy (3 efl 9).

Table 1.  Specific substrate uptake rate (gs) and specific product rate (gp) of
L. plantarum during 24 hours.

Time (hr)

% Glucose 3 - 2 18 24

9 (e P®|e |l Pl o

0.20 070 011008 010 |[-006 011]| 006 008 |00 008
0.50 €0.14 015 | -O.M 0.12 [-0.12 012 | 0,11 0.10 | -0, 11 0.10
0.76 0.6 017|014 014 (015 015|014 013|014 o012
1.00 €015 018|018 014 (-0 017|015 015|016 014
1.50 025 019 |-014 015 |-019 019 -021 0,19 |-0.21 0.20
2,00 03 019|017 015 (020 019|022 02 |02 0.21
Note .G = /Y, (% glucose / mg cells / hr)
®= .U (% acidity / mg cells / hr)
Yo Csll yleld (mg oells / % glucoss)
X-X)/(S -8)
= Pmmaweld (% acidity / mg cells)
= (P-P)l(x-X).
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fwviumasigitulewes P corevisiae luewafiate (Model system)
wunforidigeas Exponential phase Twaamizan 62 #alus wResvmiusiing
Stationary phase $aflufli¥anairfinrmninsunglnads (fesziig Stationary phase
Vdnifienuindunglesgs (amfl 7)  Fivsafoafuindunamfanngote
Wiruniruanfn S fifaoufutudrisfusesnglnmntusuin  (nwfl 8) uaszen
nnadunieeny (pH) il lumemssfuinfutinoinmfonan (mwfl 9) nan
Fefinausudunglangenniinandy pH adléfls 40 vin pH udu 67 T 2 $lue
winuszwuingliuuntandinvende P cerevisiae ¥nerlujiluuy Growth associated
fermentation (ukefuntiwiinees L plantarum

Dry weight (mg/ml)
2

1.5

0.5

10 15 20 2
Time (hours)

= 0.2% Glucose 1 0.5% Glucose * 0.75% Glucose
* 1.0% Glucose 7 1.5% Glucose * 2.0% Glucose

o
il

Figure 7. The growth of P. cerevisiae in term of dry weight (mg/ml) during 24
hours in model system (s levels of glucose as main factors).
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% Acidity as lactic acid

2

0 5 10 18 20 2
Time (hours)

- 0.2% Glucose 1+ 0.5% Glucose  0.75% Glucose
- 1.0% Glucose > 1.5% Glucose + 2.0% Glucose

Figure 8. Total acidity as lactic acid (%) changes during 24 hours in model system
of P.cerevisiae fermentation (6 levels of glucose as main factors).

pH

7

8

s b

4 —*—' ""
e——

3 — . A L

(0 5 10 15 20 25
Time (hours)

*0.2% Glucose 1+ 0.5% Glucoss * 0.75% Glucose
* 1,0% Glucose ¢ 1.5% Glucose * 2.0% Giucose

Figure s. pH changes during 24 hours in model system of P.cerevisiae
fermentation (6 levels of glucose as main factors.
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eRvranrildesoms (ngles) seade P cerevisiae wuinflizéu
pmdniunglesiona 0210 fu o P corevisiae maninlfnmevmildifiouvn
molwasn 8 Flwsuinsemamin (ol 10) wazifeRymanfionsnmadgiuln
soafodang s wuinzdudngizer Stationary phase  iflesviniedfinsessio s
Fansarlvigernmytguladuindugernamoseass  wanvinfundurifife
w9 L9 nInuanfn (Horzmiluutasn$ussSusiufininsiyvease P.cerevisiae
wild  wazanndnanluize: Exponential phase wuin flizdumaduiuses
nglaaeing q 286 Specific growth rate (u) unnenafulufe ety 0144, 0.215, 0.245,
0253, 0260 unx 0286 #alwy' Smomudndungleacionaz 02 05, 075 10, 1.5 uaz 20
madku (nwdl 1) wemeliiuinin U ssuilsAulaeessfiusndniusesm
paduiufflugrsewns woewuiufe P corevisiae i u  Andseafe L
plantarum wazynnr¥ainan Doubling time $aiwan ffelflumafaiuasaniy
2 Wi WUIISIRY 4826, 3.226, 2.826, 2.745, 2.573 Ut 2.9 Falwemwudndu wIonIWI
pmdniusssr e tuivnn Sualifo P cerevisiae v iguulnlAiiafudan.

ptslsfmananInasssfana amenndesfunTIfineees J. Monod nafiu
rmmmaauunﬂﬂtﬂm;uunwuﬁnﬂcmunnﬁwmmm Maximum specific growth
rate (U ) uszein Saturation constant (K) 16 (M3, 2s3) Fanamamfl 2

% Reducing sugar

- = 0.2% Glucose +0.5% Glucoss * 0.75% Giucose
* 1.0% Glucose > 1.5% Glucose * 2.0% Glucose

Figure 10. Reducing sugar changes during 24 hours in model system of P.cerevisiae
fermentation (6 levels of glucose as main factors).
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Figure 12. Maximum specific growth rate (u_) and saturation constant (K,) of
P. cerevisiae in model system.
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vinnaawfl 12 wudaen Maximum specific growth rate (u_) S
03040 ¥7luy" uas Saturation constant (K) firiienas 032 fomnonwine
P. cerevisiae fiesnmmnglnmviviuienss osse (Relflunanigutulelulfeds
wilsves Exponential phase weafedinina fsdnainglemiooniinnytyfuln
wiondnninuanfnlnofossndnsndulililumyssl  Kadulwszuufidesntslvg
nmeaninuanfnaine P corevisiae vxfinsfitfuaienioafie nglew ainavienieuns
0342 fwius Specific substrate uptake rate (gs) viedmaniliuumnglnaves
fo P. corevisiae wuinfisnnnfligaludalusf 3 soamn 0 aouadndn  vimbusanas
sozazifySusnadiludaluafl 18 (rmafl 2) dauen Specific product rate (gp)
ywnnfdnnsisdedior uddfensauanfnsoaute P cerevisise wunfinriou
Franafflugasusnsantimin uivafniBnefluannmwingl 24 #2lwe  wenvind
wuirdlwzuun Inin@utaa s sndungInauAnunAsefinsnsedanie o
wnfanwiu (M3l 2).

Table 2. Specific substrate uptake rate (gs) and specific product rate (gp) of
P. cerevisiae during 24 hours.

Time (hr)

% Gucose 3 & 1?2 18 24

g Q9 |G P|G P& P|s @

0.20 015 011|000 008|008 007|009 008|000 008
0.50 014 o1 |02 or|-011 o01w0|-<011 o010 |02 on
0.75 02 o012|<0w 014|012 o012|-015 018|015 013
1.00 019 014|-0® 015|013 or|-06 015|017 015
1.50 028 ow |08 018|014 013|016 016|020 019
2.00 04 018|021 018|014 o01w4|-018 018|020 020
Note g o= ulY, (% glucosa / mg cells / hr)
2@ =Y, .u (% acidity / mg cells / hr)
Y, = Cal yleld (mg cells / % glucose)
= (X-X)I(S,-9
Y, = Product yield (% acidity / mg calls)
=(P-P)/(X-X)
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vnmaenfsinuiBinaesemntain (nglay) Swasedmnisity
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Pediococcus cerevisiae nanafie fuinme e matuiusndetaesmasoiy
Wulaliiie wezmsmosioslninriléuon fawuin fe L. plantarum % Maximum
specific growth rate ( u ) 114 0.4%25 ¥alwa" vy P cerevisiae Sekananaily
03340 ¥9lw" Wuftn o L plantarum snsouylguulaldnann il anfirinfu sasen
Saturation constant (K) wunflmdosss 0.1165 uny 0342 e ndndy Femaonainy
e L plantarum foanvngleslunantgitulmieeninde P cerevisiae  §wdusin
Specific substrate uptake rate (gs) ussein Specific product rate (gp) wuin
P. cerevisiae 98rmin3lingleoainnin L plantarum fuamuazaaniniunglamdy
Ao ot daudnailunasinansausePewuin L plantarum sednsléRTnoieieluga
312 Halsouwsnveniimin dan P cerevisiae windlARTnnialel s 1824 #2lnaves
naviin - SeunnersteaSevmesrin InsiawizetnsBamsamnfifnsyiguln  wee
nsEsInInuanfnfiriafuiiy wudniuieffisevinunbszgnedlflunsaBnununfiodo
neluloBfortgrituivne  SoanilunafivazosaatlunsninnIncanielviynts
Inesasusnedonantnninuanfnyn.fe L plantarum uszvswdsnnfe P cerevisiae
fomnissinamwavsa iR asisanisle.

aenIsNlsene

noig I nvesveunmuivuInInTILesa Ul WL HeT . ftinau
winInsmanisssnaluloluvan®  MamTumpmnii®io 10 o Tonwdéan,

- a
ANF#ITR19DY

Movy, Inland waz Wuwarfinline, ofy. (2sas, 2sus), Udmnmagemvnisuntaviin. A
memaniuazinnlulaBniiewmns  acgamvnITaerT s s,

Mov?, Inlanl (2508). InerenamiuazinalulaBnasmin, e Inmemssivasinnulalinise
ATEGINIANTINNENT W InedocBuslw,
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qsAnA wofman !

EFFECT OF POULTRY MANURE ON GROWTH
OF PAPAYA IN AN ACID SOIL

Surasak Seripong '

ABSTRACT : The experiment was carried out under the glasshouse at the Faculty of
Agriculture, Khon Kaen Universiity. It was conducted to determine the effect of poultry manure
application on growth of papaya plants in an acid Yasothon soil. Manure at the rates of 0, 50, 100 and
150 gmvpot were mixad the soil. The results indicated that dry matter of papaya planis were
significantly increased by the application of poultry manure. The addition of poultry manure
resulted in a marked increase in N and K uptake in plant tops. The N and K concentration in plant
tops were very high in comparison with the Ca and Mg concentration. The Organic matter, Total N,
Exchangeables K, Ca and Mg content in this soil were significantly increased with increasing the
rates of poultry manure. The optimum rate of poultry manure application in this soil was 50 gm/pot.

umdade  : nldoyalndeg o, 05, 100 war 10 nfwmizone Wutjalunanganlass dwdudgn
uzaznglwlounmeny  savsngiuzaznefninyigitulafatuseilodndgnendn  (p<0.0s)
Vhinmnngaliuisrmemmludsuzasnatosddulaged N KsCa> Mg wavmainduses N uas K
wdsazaznafingenin Ca uay Mg mddu senyintinaufsjoyelriodts@dodndigniad (p<o.os)
Smjoyalnfimnzmfinaglalvifumu Wen so ndumazoa.

" lgfmend aocineemaed s Inodovosann, Invrin 400
'Dept. of Soll Science, Faculty of Agriculture, Khon Kaen University, Khon Kaen 4002

248



ANIETINNAT 9(3) | 248 - 253 (256)

AU

Buntddmgfunuvlun i futgenoenfeie g soofulvingu couinlvmug
It afufindlAgtu  nsfensonivestudusissnniuazanantionns
wazfananeng q vosyfurIiluduflAsu Pagliai uazani (1987) 13 ool 3 inslae
yalniafiintwarionmeifnonfee sy il pHuas extractable Pyo s fisfudion
(ofworl unzquet?, 2535) FenUrzasvesntIneaesfifiAefne ool niwavesjoyaln
fisionaatguiularesnzazne Utnmees N, K, Ca uaz Mg InPuuaslufvuzaznofl
Ugniupuningaoloss.

gunsnluaritnig

vivdaetiougmelass (Qxic Paleustuits) vinuuaamaans uassisnmnlv
whdluinudrtouiwazunsanin 2 un. Fohudmau 4nn. Wlugonanapnudasilldlsln
nIvonafu nuanRvesond9AufLE8 pH, Organic matter (OM), N, P(Brayz) uaz Kurinfiu
55,0.04 %, 0.61%, 1.00%, 8z 0.45 %mwiwy lajyalrduou 4 s fle o, 0, 100uay
150 niw/mIzans tjoyslnfgoesni®ée] pH, ON, N, P, Kuaz Caivinfiu 80, 17, 1.41%
0.61%, 1.00 % unz 0.45 %nwify latjunfigns 151515 #n11 0.25 n¥anazons iujuses
fungnijofiumilinetuoiats sndligufasfunruunnuduon 1 ey e
xﬁmﬂmﬂwéﬂﬁmuﬁq:mnw.ﬂamm'nnn:viwmmmﬂ'lmamﬂ LA INIIZYIM
Utunwisme i ludufemaitnrizes wesdin (25) nrineaesliununtineaes
wuu Randomized Complete Block 417 4 1

Nan1InaaRILazIaInl
nusigidulavesdunzazne

1oyalrifeladmuRutun lvidunzaznefinim vty ula fuduaro0%oin
figmaotih (p<o.0s) SueidelalAlasjuyalnlddmiinuisiunzazne (planttops) 2.64nm¥a/
nmizone weiilelajoyslnde so, 100 uaz 150 nfwnszans M wsinusisiuusasne yinfiy
+ 3.85, 3.98uar 6.5 n¥w/mzons Iihwinuvisiuazasnowinfiy a.es, aseuns 6.5 nanIzo
mudndu (U 1) esvntuynezTasadumufis e ugeumsyanl efintaldsuyeld
wimRuirgewvnlumilaoens N uas K Savlidnaneumiososmivss *neldige
Jones unzenu (1991) 'lrhwnu‘li11u:a:nmﬁuﬂ1ﬂﬂn11uﬁum*nu1‘mqawnqe 1hun
Nus Kluiwlumfu 2.5 %uas 55%mudndy,

249



naliyuyalitiudstuniadviugnuzasne

Dry matter yield ( gm/pot )

0 b0 100 160

Manure rate ( gm/pot )
Figure 1 Effect of poultry manure on dry matter yield of papaya plant tops.

Pnnuingenns luduuzazne

nilanjoyalndnau Raun Wi Sanannelduisme vns (Nutrient uptake)
Hun N, K Ca uaz Mg IwiunzaznaRufuataioindgnatn (p<0.05) W33 1mn3
arlsuinmemadesinduladell N, K> Ca >Mg (UMl 2) uazmamndndn  (Nutrient
concentration) ve3 N, K, usz Ca lusiuuzaznofifintustafilndndgmiontn  (p<o.0s)
Wofinladoyalrigesfuty Sanudniuees Nuss Klwiuzssnefsiganin Causs
Mg muindiu (Ul 3) nafifunzssnefutanowisme maAnutno asvnijuyals
FlalumulAfinanenoiudamseouisamasensy (Mineralization) w414
Tnzwaros N uar K Ssfiiilvalaunaannlussithzneusesjoyaln Castellanos uaz Pratt
(1981) Viwuinmandinunenefeeing 9 Tubwtloveuduom 1o dnvidu oyeln
s wilAdueransenussn N sonanlisnnitjonenyfiefu g uensindl Sims
(1987) fldTormanjoyalniduunsslvis? Nundlnalfiduedoh,
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Effect of poultry manure on nutrient uptake of papaya plant tops.

Effect of poultry manure on nutrient concentration in papaya plant tops.




naldioyalmAudsiumeinviugnazazne

ansudEmaaiizesfnnalszmaviamafiuineiy

nslajeyslnidmsRauinlituiiiuon Organic matter (OM), TotalN,
Exchangeables K, Ca unz Mg tRufuerafiviuinfigniatifl (p<o.0s) (3l 1) nale
tJayaln AlvikutuUsuaurtoing (OM) Rty wiunseflisisfo g iRty
Tnuiawnz Total Nwks.

Table 1+ Effect of poultry manure on some chemical properties of Yasothon soil
after papaya plants were harvested.

Manure oM N K Ca Mg
(torvrai) (%) (%) me/10g me/10g me/100g
0.6¢" 0.0¢ 0.1F 1,39° 0.38°
0.84 0.0 0.18° 1.44 0,45
8 1.0 0.06° 0.36° 1.72° 0.76"
12 1,18 0.07* 0.44 1.78° 0.78"

Note : means within column with different superscripts are significant different at p<.0s.

dgUnamanaans

Augrolasiuwiufuisimemmafisin  naladeyslifefiuisge s g
Troanaz N uey K gdlutssatngded wzaznefilgninaiguulafutuonsfive
Ffgmendih  Uhinsmanaliuimtemsluizesnafinfuaisfitoindyniastfuas
Sosdndulagaf N, K > Ca > Mg ansudninmes N, K use Ca luiunzaznaifntuon
Ovindfigmiadif wazssAunainiuses N usr K S gendi Ca uss Mg mudndu A1
Anzvitundafufioafsiyiae Organic matter, Total N, Exchangeables K, Ca un
Mg Rsluarsfiluindgriest® fmiudnsijoyalnfimnzmdanaslalifusud 16un
50 niw/nizens
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Castellanos, J.Z., and Pratt, P.F. (19s1). Mineralization of manure nitrogen-correlation with
laboratory indexes. Soll Sci. Soc. Am. J. 45 ; 354-357,

Jones, Jr., J.B, Wolf, B. and Mills, H.A. (1991), Plant Analysis Handbook. Micro-Macro Publishing,
Inc. Georgia, USA, 213 p.

Pagliai, M., La Marca, M. and Lucamante, G. (1967) . Changes in soll porosity In remolded solls
treated with poultry manure. Soil Sci. 144 : 128-140.

Sims, J.T. (1987). Agronomic evaluation of poultry manure as a nitrogen source for conventional
and no-tillage corn. Agron, J. 79 : 563-570.

253



NITHAGNENT  9(3) : 254 - 268 (2536)

Journal of Agriculture 9(3) : 254 - 268 (1993)

namam‘ﬂmLiauﬁq'nﬂumm%'ﬁﬁa
wuefiFedwsu g lunsndaumes

Inlsmi T3oni? ', dnvan  gouzlnsnius’
Tasswd osimdvedon ' uer g ygowew !

KINETIC OF NITRATE REDUCING
BACTERIA FOR NHAM PRODUCTION

Pairote Wiriyacharee ', Lakkana Rujanakraikarn'
Wiwat Wattanatchariya' and Suthaya Boonthanom '

ABSTRACT : Micrococcus varians is a nitrate reducing bacteria which needs glucose as a
carbon substrate for cell growth and its activity. Therefore, glucose was used for kinetics study
in the modei system. For this experiment, glucose was varied as studied factor to 0.22-0,40 % for
M.varians at 4& hours of fermentation period. It was found that the maximum specific growth rate
(u ) of Mvarians was 0.253¢ hr' and saturation constant (K,) was about 0.179¢ %. However,
M.varians can produce a few of lactic acid content. As a result of this, the pH was also higher.
In the nitrate reduction activity, it can reduce nitrate to nitrite with amount of 80 % in the first
period of 12-18 hours. But the reduction of nitrate was dependent upon the nitrate level in the

system.

1mqn¢wwmunzm wn Il Sudlyn, Sndlwi soeno,
'Faculty of Agro-industry, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai sce00,
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unfinte : Micrococcus varians \uluaInSuunfitofidesninglem duemowmdwiuld
Twnrmighulsssssouasnaifsrasudan  #afu mafinesamendsosfedonasly model
system Yarimglam i dutiviodndy Taouihflackuiooes 0.220.0 Twam © ¥l voenrawilinleg
Mvarians vinnmameasawuit Mvanians fiein  meximum specific growth rate (u ) 1y 0.2504
#lue" uar saturation constant (Ks) Seinfaoay 0.79e atnalsfien Mvanans saiosfieniafie
Wounsauanialétianan  Salualvrinamaiduniese  (pH) rewdege  Swdufsminaluntio
smtznoulwmy  wudr mwerowBmdidwerznsululeesrilduntisiooas g0 w1218
Fluawrmmnananin - Fodfuiuhnumhzneulummtududon.

AU

alulafnislffortgnttuiilugrovnizudondinlutiaydn  dudn
trzauarwindvnnifesrnmanianaugunsn wsBndusilined aaunuanilunistn
wazmanIotiziunmlsendelunmudlaslfunniimanindaetssrant Inofe
WurtsAtonlfdwsortgnditudiilustnsuridde 16un Lactobacillus sp. (Nurmi, 196s;
Everson et al, 1970; Bacus, 1984; Gilliland, 1985 war Gibbs, 1987) Pediococcus  sp.
(Deibel and Niven, 1957, Bacus and Brown, 1981, Bacus, 1984, Gillil and, 1985C uny
Gibbs, 1967) unz Micrococcus sp. (Niinivaara, 1955, Nurmi, 1966 uaz Coretti, 1977) %4
Lactobacilli wnz Pediococci \iwylunTdvizinnuanfauatauunfily Fenlvidnam
WunsnfanunfafuunisuanfnfySusosiioatuiinnuiduninng  (pH) sxffanns
naansvas  pH seilWlusmiludegninmicll  Snsfecaesiiviotuudouns
w2 Tnowuingleli%e Lactobadillus plantarum 3 wiuse Pediococcus cerevisiae
wwiubifinseienamnu Fatliwaz Lplantarum swinsdenanlAlussanniaviin
8 Pcervisiae  wwmineinaaldlugamdssssntivin senvintan ey
mnfiirdilustindorluasduaandd  oansedufonmigiulnseafoyfunddala
finanIlé 1w Staphylococcus aureus (Daly et al, 1973), Escherichia coli uaz
Salmonella sp. (Hittikun et al, 1988) \{Twiiu uonvInaufsInIAAnNIALanAn
Tusdnourivlavinuds Ryosutnfirifiddgyrodnyoasingyesndndior wasmaseniy
w095t Lan Soodem e o iun TR e il wlevisesyAunts wan Micrococc
f:lundlte  Micrococcus varians TnoedanaraasSnaron aUBoulummidululng
Tug20uanveantaviin adflsfdigmaniffl P<0.0s (Wiriyacharee, 1990) Deibel et al.
(1961)  Twrwitwnsndnareafertntifefiluios 26 Fluwanvesnriniin
ldrmsenialy)  soefinasismnszdufundonn s §alus  womilvitinin  Mvanians
nanvefifsnafnfuioufigniviadesnanwundoufiduniaunty  ymhude
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noun B Arivntsely).
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eIt bwnarbiidululey  faunlvinn®luntnforifudonaainediu  oknan
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uinuu ARl Anma waadsan g,
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nnuunsminasguszniminisganfuuns (Absorbance) fuiminuws (Dry
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5 vt iiutaludeufigomanl 20 ssmmaniloy wasinnguiaeiiafievilydn
navigiulnssadoluglvesnagu Soldidurnganfuuns  (Absorbance) Tnolé
\n¥03 Bausch and Lomb Spectronic 21 spectrophotometer fis79n2 um12a84 500 wilu-
wes Yofl Maetrakand 2 1 9aflng vrgnitevisiansiindu 4 Qalling newsinluda vimiu
vafsdfanaaniluueniaafl 2,00030ukeMf SwaIdauuenn Snzneuflalueud
100 symmrason (dwaaiedisvios 3 Falus wwhwinazneunsfl siranauannaw
Fuiusszninnnganiuusnefiuininuisesss  Tnolihminuissosisaiiu
unuueuszlins i msg Al E Asuvihwinuiss s A,

MIIATIEHAMnil

MInAseaty 6 nguszgnauiiatseeninazviniand Aerinadunn
e (pH) fwsduniedavuefnfiouninuanfin (Total acidity as lactic acid) usz
Utiaisena¥fod (Reducing sugars) sn3fues AOAC (184), Miller (1958), Pearson
(1978), Wiriyacharee (19960) unx%u9? fu Funarfinfine (2538, 2535) uazinenaiyiy
Wulryeafelnonisinnwgpilugossrinaganuusefina e anliu sovliunns (Pit,
1975) & wiunaftnsamaniniauSoulumndululegy nanesesds s ngussgnauia
stivesnniRearzvivialulmivifinieny (Residual nitrite) maByes AOAC (1984).

NANISNAARILAZ I 190t

vinniineses#neninyigifiulnges Mvarans lugdvesimilnuvief
whunmEndwhmangleg Tugasiossy 02040 luemalivafe (Model system)
wunfimatgulalnddissfiunnfiuresssunumisiuensemns (nglag) (nwdl 1)
Weifloufiias o afiu Salminuissessaseyluga 0809 AadndurnedtnifiiasinT
wiln 48 $2lw Felbminuiosonssusdulnonrsfunmuiuivsonglamtni 4o
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vhilvnusaeativinsdumnfomundetafiounsauantn (1l 2) winuinde
Mvarians faamostisnanlévioonfoanlissadsoe: 0.7 s vraloaSourifud
vsnavin 42l wazAnamdunanns (pH) gavinoLszan e.6(n 1wl 3) Ao tife
Mvarians $slil s fondnlunastinninuanfelualindios saudnnaadaninuanfn wie
f1 Specific product rate (gp) wuinfun2ldumsuSownsluudass s duswsuhios
fiufle Seranasdecaamamidinfutu Ammef 1

Dry weight (mg/ml)

o e — e — 1 e I —== L
0 10 20 30 40 50
Time (hours)

" 0.22% Glucose 1 0.25% Glucose * 0.275% Glucose
™ 0.30% Glucose * 0.35% Glucose * 0.4% Glucose

Figure 1 The growth of Mvarians in term of dry weight (mg/mi) during 48 hours in
model system (6 levels o f glucose as main factors).
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% Acidity as lactic acid

0.18; - —ienia
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0.13
0.11 =
—
0
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Time (hours)

* 0.22% Glucose + 0.25% Glucose * 0.275% Glucose
* 0.30% Glucose * 0.35% Glucose * 0.4% Glucose

Figure2  Total acidity as lactic acid (%) changes during 48 hours in model system of
Mvarians fermentation (6 levels of glucose as main factors).

65— b — : —!
0 10 20 30 40 50
Time (hours)

* 0.22% Glucose 1 0.25% Glucose * 0.275% Glucose
® 0.30% Glucose * 0.35% Glucose * 0.4% Glucose

Figure3 pH changes during 48 hours in model system of Mvarians fermentation
(6 levels of glucose as main factors).
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Tablet  Specific substrate uptake rate (gs) and specific product rate (qp) of
Myvarians during 48 hours,
TIME (HOURS)
%
Gucosg 3 3 12 18 24 % 48
g5 G0 | Gs Q| Gs Q| G5 QP | G P |G Q| G ¢
0.220 008 0,022{-0.005 0.013 -0,007 0,012}-0.009 o.oml-amo 0,010 | -0.010 0.
0.250 0.008 0.027{-0.001 0,019 -0.006 0.017{-0,009 0,011|-0,009 0,008 | -0,008 0,
0.275 0.018 0.033| 0.002 0.01¢ ~0.005 0.018{-0,008 0,011/-0.008 0,009 | -0,008 0.
0.300 0.025 0,026{ 0,005 0,014 -0,004 0,014{-0,007 0,008}{-0.009 0,008 | -0.010 0.
0.350 0,017 0.035| 0,004 0,014 0,008 0,018{-0.010 0.014{-0.010 0,010 | -0.008 0,0
0,400 0.028 0.028{ 0,004 0,01 0,002 0.016{-0.006 0.012{-0.008 0,010 { -0.007 0.0
Note Lgs =ly  (%gucoss/mgools/hr)
2o =Ymu (% addity / mg cells / hr)
Y“ = Callyield  (mg oells / % glucose)
= (X-X)/(S,-S)
Ym = Product yield (% acidity/mg cells)
= (P-P)/(X-x)
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dvdunslieniamas (ngles) 189 Mvanans wuimnishunaiingug
drnaldnsemmfiinddiostu  duneldivindn Specific substrate uptake rate (gs)
Tuwrnzgasam (M3l 1)ussfiefyaansuiowsees st eneta (Reducing
sugar) uasuunaviing] (nwfl 49 wuilurstudvdszann 36 $2lusuaneontsnin
Unashmattufutudniorlignaandngn  Kofforniduuayinnzasossomn
hzamBudfluowafoade.

% Reducing sugar

T e—— :

e

1/\‘_ ‘_._\\"\4____ T Me— T g

[ \—K\M;H\\f:w

\“‘ﬂ\_\\_ \*

0.1 h

o - i - — e il G ity il -
0 10 20 30 40 50
Time (hours)

“0.22% Glucose 1 0.25% Glucose * 0.275% Glucose
® 0.30% Glucose ™ 0.35% Glucose * 0.4% Glucose

Figure 4  Reducing sugar changes during 48 hours in model system of Mvarians
fermentation (s levels of glucose as main factors).
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oA Specific growth rate (u) #ldsnn 1A manilugae Exponential phase

wuinffueneiafiufie S Ruthudenuduiusosmie sty (nwdl 5) uifina
vindunglaodonny 0.4 wudnen u wledmnnsiguleeats Mvanians anns 387y

dhiwzanuiuiunglamszdutensoiufnmatgtulneeate Mvarians Tnoessh
14.

oo 3lafimansn1Inaansfinusndunglasfnitosas 0.4 senndosfiv
EUNTUNAININANAUTIENI A U AuiinainiusesIo i tndu (S0) luns
Anemayigseswunfiloluszuunawinles JMonod fiwude u szusdulaoess
funandniuresmemaduiu (Tov?, 25),

uazifniinAan1IAwamme1 Maximum specific growth rate (um) uazsin Saturation
constant (K) $aufenonntadnsralvieglugusvmasadunss Al (o)

W = (K/u . vSo)+Vu

intercept = vu_
slopg = K/u

Specific growth rate (u)
02

005

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
% Glucose (So)

Figure s Specific growth rate (u) of Mvarians in model system
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Figure 6

Figure 7

varaeiena o Sgnlwm IS auun Mt oddulflunataus

1/Specific growth rate (1/u)
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Meaximum specific growth rate (u ) and saturation constant (K) of
Mvariansin model system.

Residual nitrite (ppm)

500 - —
4007 PP 0,
300 |- ,‘ > gy -
200
e -+ t—-—4 — 4 | $
100(
TS e - - - Sl —dl '
olnc 5 ' e ¥ y ¢
0 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 4445 S

Time (hours)

* Nitrate 100 ppm | Nitrate 200 ppm * Nitrate 300 ppm
® Nitrate 400 ppm  ~ Nitrate 500 ppm

Changing of residual nitrite (ppm.) by Mvarians in model system
during 48 hours (use 0.22% glucose as initial substrate).



ITIAVINMNT O (3) ; 254 268 (2596)

fowduluntmmanstiwuindn Maximum specific growthrate (u ) fSnnuilu
02534 ¥2lws" wew Saturation constant (K ) firviouns o.17% Savanuna1winwse Mvarians
fpsmshnnnglemyinfuisse: o.7e (Relflunnsdgifulalifldetintlsses  Expo-
nential phase weafefondns  edmuninglamisonindnmigitulnseafesnan
wiullalumiy e,

WeRvonmismatudin  (nglne) Adudurenmaeigiulauazniam
mnssynase Mvanans wuinfinadniunglaadonaz 022 Afinawefiunawsioants
fadin  Wldmasnudonaraluntineassfine sz insamn iR lueamdululesy
voufefanany  fevinnimassafiwuifanTndanans antufefudoranavindm
Wihzana 34 $alue widanmoiulddmaufionnbszin 8 Falwavinnwluamd 7
Inuis Mvanans s Model system fiflimaunnnefiazinfsnssufonds  fawuin
wsaulumindulileilftizanoidesas so finn q auiniuveslnfon-
Tumnfituasly wdsvndudlulnifinleny (Residual nitrite) fmsawwuszanaadn
Yoy edufimymientinsmoflusgluposihznevlulasiadu g (NO,N) %avin
nifnwisarmanives Mvanans Tuiunnsigitulnwasnasioudndorinuinfe
Mvanans osawsneininldafice SaormninlklesvidldSouglueglug lunte-
ponlen witnviuntsvinl i Tonilugranwnasusowiin Utnaninficirann Mvarians
WRoaSaulpaovlifivanerenfinluntnoonled  Ssdududesedo$ovnfudl
wiemInlAianAon L9 Lactobacillus plantarum usy Pediococcus cerevisiae §wiu
Srinancsuszneululesy wlenn Spedific product rate (qp) wWudtesiInSlageft
vemmwindamwhihhzna 2 $le dueligfiuanminle$uiunuiuiv
voslwemaviln  Model system farnaefl 2.
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Table 2 Specific product rate (qp) (Residual nitrite) of Mvarians during 48 hours
(use 0.22 % glucose as initial substrate).

SODIUM TIME (HOURS)

NITRATE

(ppm.) 6 6 12 18 24 36 48
100 0.00 1.06 48,29 289 14,09 8,76 525
200 0.04 1.04 61.44 52.94 37.50 8.3 15.38
300 0.00 1.2 67.34 84.07 60.92 40.28 2432
400 0.02 1.06 66.54 103,38 80.24 54.62 R.77
500 0.17 1.82 73.51 111.48 101.48 68.47 271

f#yUnan1neass

nmfnwsamoniseade Mcrococcus varians Faiilwen®hags wund-
Vowudfien Maximum specific growth rate (u) infiu 0.2s34 #2lue” uazfiosns
Unnainglnneraisefianlun i sigutulelaldedamtisees Exponential phasesanss o, 799
Westintlxironintnfsuninuanfeliionan wiramnuBouluwesvlvidiluleyiléts
jouny 80 atalafimlunaliUszlonivis 0 Wwszuuntaviine s fan waa s dunInsen
Taga Al AnBwmuasd sy Bossssseshileey daofuSonasls Myvarians
fianfuusntnuetruunfiuetinfy v Tl Anmun waBn Ao fidmasisans.

naanssudszne

L) GE L LIV ATGE L LT e PIUTETIRAL) R, L Pt MTE TR S R S Sy
W e namiuszinn nlaBuviarf MamTumpmniaiie v o Tonatidag.
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THE: STUDIES ON SEED QUALITY OF 5 ASPARAGUS
VARIETIES

Chokchai Chaimongkol '

ABSTRACTS : Studies on seed qualities of s asparagus varieties : Atlas, Grande, Apollo,
Ida-Lee and U.C. 157 had been conducted with standard procadure of ISTA during December
1993 - January 1994 at Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, All the s varieties contained
a good quality of both seed germination percentage and seed vigor. Only the Atlas varietly
showed a too high seed moisture content for a safety slorage in the close chamber.

uninte - nafngouwenaudewugudsliads Swau s Wug fe Atlas, Grande, Apoallo, Ida-
Lee uaz UC. 157 ldmzidwimsgmans ISTA seniafioutunny 25 fafleuunny 2537
fnmzinesmons I dotodmi  santmeasswudt  smawssasdemioliddols 5 Wug
Tianadwisiininusenuazauudusssssudneglunnri®t (ovaoniindavoaudnldvun
urlwinunonfusosndnfifuaiugifios Ao Wug Atlas Afierwfugaiuszdufivasadolunafiv
ImlwnnusOn,

matrfseou anzinenamoaed v Inedntodlyy, (Indlwe  sceon.
' Department of Horticulture, Faculty of Agricultue, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai soeoo, Thailand.
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AU

wiolleaiuAsinfifor i uszfnmamsemageBnetantls  wieli-
damwndgnidluvaofufisenzinalng venvnliudlanmalulizinnuds deiseen
wmhomalizmeisbua foussglafingumiosnusuds  wasuTsymzes  fvyiutel
nsaatuuarsoRufgnusisLisFaRunntu,

ol sowuglinaed® Thun  masonmsia nslfde wasnaowny
Soatlolle Anon (1969) wrvnemImIdafiontgniasfundfiunzvinadndesvinlaigeen
wnvugrslwguhusiaiugfiioimnnnabzme  Tanenzaiaiuggnun®l
Infevinagouszfalifivuifiminzen  (Bwas, 2535 naBenudniugvielisiade
UgnidunrsfiSedududesfinenflanmnwsssudniufillonien  iwszvnilanuiniug
Maflannn  wfwanznufianwoyioiuiussesiund  naenflananBRALRZABAN
voswandnlunuvwds (Heygecker and Gibbins, 1978 uaz Ware and McCollum, 1975).

nminnannd i inguszaediRefnm g wsssadaiugnif mislainds s
Wug TnofnwBonafuseandn (ediaudnameen weznwudutoreanin (Rels
WkdeRvmoaluntaBenudaiuifionsnzausiely).

'3 o el
UNTUUATITN1INARDS

nmvasedluissuifng  melnfisean  ausineesman s ine o
Woslval szviafeuiuaiey 25 Bafowuniiny 2537 2 uKNNTINAGEILLY  Com-
pletely Randomized Design szneudin 5 Rmenes fo waeviolisiowug Atlas,
Grande, Apollo, Ida-Lee uaz UC. 157 S wsziBornmimesosfad :

1. neveunEussandeing Ine?8 Hot-air oven Teodandnwiglinds
Wuger 5 nfa wan 4 1 dlueuludoufiqumnf 108 ssmsaiton (woan 18 Falue
Womufiwuainudavindouldlueanlvagananfuum 20wl wssiandalhmin
Aammedirudnnfusesadnnngeaded
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Tminanessnfiniug - dmiinuvisssandniug

Tminanessudnwug

2. naveunNsenyoaNdnwug  Intldnmsguntimaseuses ISTA nazvn
a 190z 100 win  Sudeliurlwidoufigavgl 50 ssmuralor  ww 30 wfl
v ludlubsssen 2§l uidumAnnfsuumzambizann 2§l
wouvianan 0 agnindadanolostud¥nes  dhameseunawseninglinszamnns
(Paper toweling) (winmwiz  ldlunaoswaneinflehOmfulifigungivies  Amzv
unztlrzfusandousnfl 10 Jundaw: wasefogminef 28 Sundawizinde,

3. namaunmuiussveaniniuilnodfiiseny (Accelerated aging test)
TndnWugfguiuiugas 40 win ldlunzunionan uiaslusaniseny (Aging bottle)
100 No88ns  Nenzunvaadlurnudatind lviefin wwanllludeufigavng « sem-
oo e nfudinslueambizinn 100% uszesion e #alue feasufiun
Wudnfldwnmniseguiamaseunsusenyufl Taonsvin 4 47 0 o 100 il 3%
nInaseLULaEMILIASUNA DAL U INANOUANIeNN TS IMYeY  ISTA

- mrinfeinineenvenufenug  (duniiednamaeigiiule
sosfugsunIznuglufunImaseunwsenyInIgm  wAn N InIIiuAund A
AENUNANN THIUATUA TMUAR N IZEE I IBINTINANELUA T INENIAIEIH  RINANTINIY
TusnAmasvaidsinissenseandnwugifl

PumAundflaen
Arfinenysundniug = wauINveIn
UM IUNR Ny
- ('3
NAENTTNARDILATINITN

vnnIvassAosssseunmnimndaiugmiolidiods s Wug wudn
nfuseandenu  vinemefl 1 dingin Seamuensitetunionde

Inufiviug Atlas Wi fifulediswinufusasadnfeuirogefio 11.10% dawiug
Grande, Apollo, IdaLee uar U.C.157 Oanaufuseandnyitfiu 8.40, 7.40, 8,05 uns 7.70
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mnddy  Tnounfudninifiinntu 46% wemnanfiulilunmus aldeiasendn.

awsonvewin (1R 1) Saaueniafiuniati Tnuviug Apollo,
ida-Lee uaz U.C.157 Mlediausinnsengs Ao 90.00, 88.50 UK 90.50% AwéfiL dw
Wug Atlas Sulefirwdnoasenszduimnansfle 80.00% uazWiug Grande Tiedirwe
Aweenimgafie  73.50% #sluntannansndafilamaroniavndvesndanouinly
raeunmseniapiadnluiidenfigomnd 20 seruasten  wasudlwbhsraum
sefn  wRavinmaseufiowyuifiadaudoglnoewizing Grande Suedirudininude
ganiiuglu n el arsvsntaindalan TS llimansaisonsiindave sndn
1hvun.

Table 1. Seedgeminddon.saedmoisturecoﬁeﬁmdseedvigorofaspamgus

5 varieties.
Seed vigor

Varieties Seed Percent seed

moistuore  germination  Germination index Accelerated aging

content (%) test (%)
Atlas 1.10° 80,00 8.9¢° 83,00°
Grande 8.4 73.50° 8.04" 78.50°
Apolio 7.4 90.00° 10.08° 275"
Ida-Lee 8.08° 88.50" 9.87" 90.50"
U.C.1s7 7.70P 90.50" 10,74 93,00

Note : Column means with different superscripts differ significantly at P <o.0s

nudussressdnlumanasosndadfléninrimaseunauiaussroadn
wWug 2 38 wudn

- audusrosndnlnettiieny (miefl 1) Saanuendisiunisadif
Tnofimislinds 3 Wug Aliawsengafiu 90% ldunwug U.C.157, Apollo, Ida-Lee #ie
93,00, 9275 LAT 90.50 AmEIALU  Mawug Atlas Tvimawsengathunansfie 83.00% uas
Wugflvinonusenigafionus Grande Winaseniinfiu 78.50% agnlafimassiinin
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wediruinnsensasdniuinisna T guasgenIundnflaléaninds
pwpdnsier  Hofwnzimennnezsiumasshiownuivaiuwdadeinunaieigio
SavzanimeniRniseasdnlatu Alvfluedirudasusen fatu,

- fefnaneenyoandn (maefl 1) Senuuanafiunotin Favziiila
Jwuf UC1s7 Sfwfinaengeniniugtu e 1074 sesnsnlAuniug Apollo uaz
Ida-Lee fie 10.08 uas 9.87 mwd Ay FmTunug Atlas Sfsfinweenivinfiu 8.90 gy
4 Wugiaudrn e tyassiudoverlunni®  Aafumainamaindavesawinlng
Wt Sautaiw it fimnzafius 4 Wugfondn douing Grande f#vfinawsendn
ynfie 8.00 oz ifegmIavndauniiugu  matnudellunideunewi
Wi sSalimsoynaoniaiindsesniinlfivan,

d5Unan1smaass

vinnmasounsawainiuguiolitots s Fug Tudimaoafurosndn
SufnawniiReafieiug Atlas Aenugeninzdufiusondogafiul wametn Kol
Sanaannasannfussasdnaslviogdlussfu +8% daulin 4 Wug Saonafuseauin
sflwszdufidasndolumafiuinelunmetn  Aunnsonuazauudussvendn
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PLANT NUTRITION AND YIELD QUALITY OF

ARABICA COFFEE |. PROBLEMS IN
PLANTATION AND HOW TO SOLVE

Pittaya Sruamsiri '

ABSTRACT : Balance of plant nutrients is one of the main factors affecting yield (amount

and quality) and problems of die-back and rust disease in Arabica coffee. Many experiments
have been conducted to find cut the appropiate method for plant nutrient management and
fetilizer applications. The results and suggestions are however not success by implication
at the farm level. Amount and timing of fertilizer application should be based on : plant
need at each developmental stage, effect of fertilizer on nutrient accumulation in leaves as
well as relation between nutrient in leaves and yield potential. Related research results will
be reported in a serie.
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Table 1. Effect of Coffee management on node number, leaf number and yield
of 5 years old Arabica coffee.

Management level’
Growth and Yield
High Medium Low

Node number/plant 4537 2704 2517
Leaf number/plant a076.6" 1407.3 1739.68°
Cherry yield/plant (kg) 4378 2368 2,902
Leaf area/cherry (cn) 86.1* 64.7° s7.0°
Accumulate yield froms years/plant (kg)*  16.506° 12.601° 1.81F

Y .High - six time fertilizer application (bimonthly) and fortnightly irmgation
- Medium - three times fertilizer application (bimonthyl in rainy season) and once a month imgation
- Low - two times fertilizer application in rainy season and no imgation
- Total amount of fertilizers were similar by all the three levels

¥ Means in the same row with different alphabet are significantly different at P<o.os.

¥ Tivee years harvesting.
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Table 2. Annual plan for fertilizers application in relation to fruit developmental

stage.

Month Developmental Fertilizer used Purpose

stage

January - March Recovering Foliar spray drought resistance

of KNO, +ZnSO,

April Recovering 15-15-15 Starting nutrients
for vegetative
development and
blooming

Late May~June Pinhead 27-0:0 Development of
vegetative parts

August Pericarp 15-15-15 Full supply of

growth and nutrient source
development of
endosperm
October Later stage of 16-15-15 cover the
of fruit growth requirement of
fruits at later
developmental stage
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Table 3.  Mneral content of 1 ton coffee fruit.

Mineral content (kg)

Fruit parts
Nitrogen Phosphorus Potasium
Fruit pulp 15,33 3.67 27.40
Parchment 2.z 0.30 1.87
Bean 45,50 7.67 37.90
Total 63.10 11.64 &7

nens (2537)  1Aiemevlumunes A InEaeRmsIN Ive IR I BE AN 7]
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Table 4  Mneral content of coffee leaf at different stage of fruit development.

Leaf content (ppm)
Mineral Optimum content”
Pinhead Fruit expansion  Ripening
(May) (September)  (December)

Nitrogen 2.5-3.0 1.50 2.04 1.74
Phosphorous 0.15- 0,20 1.30 0.16 0.16
Ferous 70 - 200 192 151 106
Mangenese 50 - 100 187 208 118
Cupper 16-20 0 21 24

Znc 15~ 30 46 7 16

“MMWWWW(M
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PLANT NUTRITION AND YIELD QUALITY OF
ARABICA COFFEE 2. EFFECT OF NITROGEN,
PHOSPHOROUS AND MICRONUTRIENT ON GROWTH
AND YIELD OF UNSHADED COFFEE PLANTS

. R Dy o s
Kochakorn Pomnoi ', Manas Sanmaneechai Pittaya Sruamsiri

ABSTRACT : EHects of nitrogen, phosphorous and micronutrients on growth and yield
were sludied on Arabica coffee plant (+ years of age) grown unshaded at Khun-Changkian
Highland Agricultural Research and Training Centre, Chiang Mai. Nitrogen fertilizer at the
rate of 16-32 Kg N/ral could significantly increase both plant height and node number. Nitrogen
could also enhance yield by increase bean dry weight at the same fruit size. This effect of
nitrogen could also achieve through phosphorous and micronutrient fertilizers. Phosphorous
and micronutrients showed however no significant effect on plant growth,

D wtefveon ansinesaenaed v Inodofodlml,  seoo

T onnrmlgRmanduscoyinemani sacinsmeeed s Inedntodwl, s,

" Department of Horticulture, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai sce00, Thailand.

" Department of Soil Science and Conservation, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mal
s200, Thailand,

281



swo I meonBen ez 0

unfate  : yinnstnswsssaolulenin Weaweda wazyarmfifnenidguiulauasroniinges
munerI0i o ¢ 9 Augnogluaawnmouds sssn @ ouazudfinaunnemfigeyutafiou
Fowdmuslwl wud tollmnnluden s nn. N Seeilidununfinoaydgudylnedns
Mloddgvomth  Fafunuguarinoude soonmofunosdeld Tanfuhminessmnun
wriliifnesnnas  Iusnefiornawednunzyas e lifsonudaronayigiiulauassontn  wAsy
Wt mdinensmrmunlfvnufnafululema,

AU

Tunnlgnmunesdiuuiufigeniamflesenlszinelng  inenInadn
Wrzauilgwfinafiueniasenuissie (Die back) vdewsuviemipedin  Sasanslvifiu
fvoouss  woNBRALAZAMANIBINGHARGARY  NTIMALARNE IR MR UTN Aoamvy
NMINANN SNARETENI RS IREMTITRARNS Y oDk uvnseseInTIfenanale Ay
naAnolifussneie s wsmsedlaiigmfla  edelsfmy nrs¥enasluaaudss
noys1Bnianniflef munBnfionnze  Sedoyafidoamisdesfvisonds
wrsinunyesfulgnluyBawgfnssure siufudan,

Lampaopong ef. al. (1985) wuin s whuva  Tovesutsalgnnundud
vugurigamaflaresinoszfnwsinduwalis 10.14% Auunll pH 4565 Buntding
2.0-11.7% unzvieereimafie 7.4 ppm seglunariinin wenvindiafyasnnoniiomn
Tnofismndn 156 unamfly 2 meuns 03 wazsndanz® os ppm iy Aoy u
nmrvdgnnuni As il AnsnBngouazgunwiSsinidude niurlyanuganmuyaive sfu
Wfnenguone.

Wlmivwilusme i findiigméiriunmlgnnuduufigs  Hefliwane
snfazgutolsinmuldnnuasnaem v gnezdelandy szmolufluguny y8untd
Wil mannvugninBoudolUfunsaiefiAufioasenly (Snoeck and Jadin, 1990)
nunfgnlaolafinassAosnninlnnnluUtafunninunfugnarelfiun
(Haarer, 1) woniinfl nuvszeoumuoswerjolulrainddfiin  nafnlulasom
et Asawen vian Runonbalafls a0% (Miskiu et al., 1972) wanTznusajolulniiem
rofiununfiinuinfio  Taosonatguulemsddiu Ao uaslu  Mitchell (198s)
T WlnnsusssnAniwunendede uasn1Ifauslifin.

282



IEINNT o3) : 281253 (2506)

nunszfesnIseaneiafivooni ulrmiaunn  whluanmuilaagn
nunfdnlzautigwinuresnfldone (esvintuflitgnnuviinesddnniets
Woorelorouinogs  (flesvintwilunindn  uasfuhnoundn  wisegfiiusenlasivie
londeenlyrigs  SomuUgntfurenveluazifinniisnaznen  Aibviawduzloml
vooaednanny (Sanchez, 1976, Tisdale ef. al, 1985) unmgdAdwdudwiy
wenuoitueesfly  asonyunmavigitulnssdifiu 30 waznieeneenfang sntved
aanIznuienI ikanianuionnlulesim sz @nmdnfiganus finunfieglen
Tnevlununssfasfuroanedalulutisann 0.100.16%  ifliounififiai Ry nme
veavedn River and Martin (1988) nassafununfignludufi Available P = 26.4
ppm  wui nnfAntjevesveimvzran RunonlnlaBngly 115%  SafleAvmonianiy
ioynves Lampaopong ef. al. (1985) fiwuiMulgnmununfigenimnsiesesing =4
ri1 Available P 1fits 7.4 ppm winifu naldijowesveds®adulodinidueets waiws
anI¥f  (2:21) wuin Tunssdamdaniud 1,000 nn. AunuddssnIliveavedon
Aulsivianndn 1520 nn,

yarwmnwindgronuinuforiululnnuseesedin  wideedes
I mtaneliini  Lambat (1987) wui sndansBSlnaroriinueNn  AaBAYy
nivuasInsPanan e wln Buudn  (2534) wudn MenzBazdanfineunwud ity
nuWld  wawIens¥el  (2521) Twu nunusfigeinzumeenmanadonz Bl
Tnoawzodabongufiugnuudufiduile iz ind wszesud?  (2591) Twwn
sgmesunsln  Cufungicide setaniRslizAntamnsdanrizviusld sinlusevsssan
WRutszAvsawesstjlulroin ueniBon wasluunmfosls.

vinmerun T Wefalanaanudaionen  ssoislddnuduAsfifeaw
fasnas e vrAnaniatnauassin  yinnafuneluvets q nI@ wug new
duAvfdssnissimemannlugasmifens sunssvonsgn  felwdesdanslagnas
nesosBudumolémnwutanlgneedlng Aafu nramesesedafifonelf duunams
Avizsnnmalvijefiusiunuwetamnzmuazfuiinissaueely.

283



rmo U InsaRian ez

pUnIntuazitintmanes

Tufmmesaailuniunes 310 owug Catimor %0 81y 4 @ 79w 108 #iu
farlgnnonauis Aapszozalgn 2x2 e egfieo@iouesqudfinevnenfigoyutne-
Wiod MIuEsN INARBILLYL 2x3x 3 Factorial in split block design flyasy 2 sxfu
(+ usz ) 1w Main plot § Combination seslulmaian (N) 3 33y (0, 16 uaz 3 nn.
N3) uneweavede (P) 3 3uhu (0, 8 unz 18nn P.O/3) iilu Sub plot 32miu 18 na3a78
(Treatment) 1 3 41 urinzdlAunun 2 .

mslafu : toresweidlerfasonslonnegluize: Pinhead stage sawtjolulmaim
wuisle 3 efsluszoeimnn1ssesnaiily Pinhead (Sgwiuw), Bean formation (fiuunow)

waz Ripening (wardniuw) woesnavuyamiglinsly naziwfiouas 1 nfslnsiofiu 6 e
(mingnu-Fuann)

mslnsevomilsznaumani
msiufindeya  :  (iudeishwlatufiuminases (reulatle) (RemsaweutIann

FwewTs asvssunayiglulafiun g Anoudesasfanmianiony  waznial
uonlin ArasmeunnUSoUsssesmmemnTlilumuWluusss s aRRuIN I8 ING.

NANISNAADILASI1TnL

. auawmidvesdulgn

Tumref 1 ugneniinamonwsasmanfysstuluszfunalin 015
. MmIganz s e svnes il mansInttyesniimeses.

. prviulAdmufignmurensu)samneestl Snngeuenyscidouingd Ty

lawzataBoveavedmussl unmdon o wflaavinuarndissessnevrsviniuflaly
fusuniuwet el wanolerefiun w3 Juds.

284



ITOINENT X3) ;B2 (2536)

Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil at 0-15 cm.

Properties Sail
Physical :
Texture Sandy clay
Sand (%) 53,1
Qay (%) 2.9
Density (g/crr) 113
Poration (%) 46.6
Chemical :
pH 5.5
Organic matter (%) 5.4
Nitrogen (%) 0.15-0.18
Phosphorous (ppm) 48.0
Potasium (ppm) 253
Ferous (ppm) 10
Manganese (ppm) 10
Cupper (ppm) 0.5
Zinc (ppm) 20
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Table 2.  Effect of micronutrients, nitrogen and phosphorous on plant height and
node nurmber of Arabica coffee cultivar Catimor 90.

Increase of ' Increase of *
Fertilizer plant height node number
(cm)
Micronutrient (Kg/rai)
0 9.00° 25
24 10.39 2.4
Nitrogen (kg N/rai) .
0 6.94Y 1.8
16 10.69" 27
2 11,44 28
Phosphorous (kg P.O/rai)
0 10,86 25
8.58 2.1
15 9,63 . 27

' Incrsase within 7 months in year 4 of age

¥ Factors showed no Interaction.

¥ Means (under sach factor and within column) with different superscripts differ significantly (P<o.cs),
those without superscript were not significant difference.

witulasnenwz s iulniowfifusrodniniafunngauasuauie
vosrunmunlasdafioim Ay s s Anoavedouasyasnliuononsotranudn
manousuessesiumuiosiklrs minldedofaon  wlivcliutanjnfise 16
nn N3 Ams sevesnaneasstBuiuaures Cervellini of. al. (199) Sawuintilw
YolulenmseimlidunungaAntuld  510% wazens Cannell (1985) Sawuiselu-
Ty fAuinuavudels.
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Table 3. Effect of micronutrient, nitrogen and phosphorous on yield and yield
component of Arabica coffee cultivar Catimor so.

Fertilizer Cherry yield' Bean 100 Cherry' % Bean'
(kg/rai) (kg/rai) weight (g)  weight

Micronutrient (kg/rai)

0 756.8 145 124, 62,04
2.4 8418 162.3 131.0° 64,81
Nitrogen (kg N/rai)
0 714, 1418 126.3 55.56"
16 6.3 158.6 126.7 65.00°
® 856.4" 160.7 129.8 8.7
Phosphorous (kg P.O/rai)
0 751.4 141.4 126.9 54.7%
846.6 163.7 126.7 sa.3d
16 798.7 155.9 128.1 7222

¥ Factor showed no interaction.

Means (under each factor and within columm) with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.0s),
those without superscripl were not significant difference.

¥
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rafirnenizosAnsnTIeseAIn  SaRvsontmsfvesnsinesme vnincasluly
Weurtligmifawiemofulddolulmmn e,

unsdvesmgiemdedatuly  :  Wwsiszansaden q (Heasylgiule
wwhzatn  BuiuBinsfaesmewvniviniullefome  wasannmusnssanalung
wiasmemmifignduinlnesn mwfl Cannell (198s) lhuueldan Tusasnmsdgule
wovsliuismomfinadularsintie 95%

mafintjueaveirss s Au Banaseweretelyluan s lusasimsma e
2 (Fruit expansion) winiu  Tusae A iulnsomsziibiutnaneavedalulusnas
etnafifudnfgnsatmisszosneseods  (Fruit expansion) usrIzpewagn  (Fruit
ripening)  mawduRuEIEn I IRlnT e WeaWe s nsram T yigutulnao sAu Ry
ulefiniufiug dedowazvine NP Afalulmsusugessinlisufisdnmanigituln
mafsly lussefifle! P g Awcuridouszeonsenda  Adufivodannin Yaon
Worwednluluszursundwfiudasyjolulnnauflvtuiunud (el 4 nanfe s
aujolulrwBureaveimazBofions  fnisdliiduiofyoanin naAanesdn
nmeWladladgiulrmniy aassdlanfoscsion v RaRuaadulnnndlilulnglise
uansznurn Bnaresweidlulusmin owszsgts 2 waafaawiudurenmvty
Wulrsssnuvivinfiontiu - (Macronutrients)  wiidiniursssiosnsslmsisnlu Bann
flanniWeswedafinn (Snoeck and Jardin, 1991).

Tuduvosgamialuly : Fowanslumsefl 5 sidlAinAniounin wne-
nfie moauny ussfonz®lilunulvszozuegn  sefisonitluszevaawadumynetitg
windn  naRajolituiununislulanan Woaveds  ussyare Limsnzodanfin
Utinayamiglululdusndiale  oncislunsivessiguuonifia $ontaanuyesinee
vaintslbinsegluaziuntls TumamnansedstiinisBawuyasmBouss 1 nfs
InoléyasmnonfifiNann Fe 15% Mn 1.5% Cu 0.5% Zn 05% B 0.2% uas Mo 0.08%
Wdna 24 nnlld (6 ndameadu) Ssorvefnosduiwinnuly wenving Saeuety
Seamwiibilensgaduyasnenasion sinslsfnmatodinnsyemaldlunurssanas
wififivgluazdufflaufinis Critical level i Reuter and Robinson (1%86) 37w37l3
(m39ft 6)  wenvntl Ytim Cu Bilufisfigenn fleavinnaslé Cu-fungicide atina
CTRIT T By
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Table 4.  Effect of nitrogen, phosphorous and micronutrients on nitrogen and
phosphorous content of coffee leaf at different stage of fruit development.

Leaf-Nitrogen ' Leaf-Phosphorous ¥
(%) (%)
Fertilizer
1 2 3 1 2 3
Micronutrient (kg/rai)
o 2,31 2.48 2.20 0.18 0.13 0,13
24 2,44 2.44 2.11 0.7 0.13 0.13
Nitrogen (kg N/rai) '
0 PX -] 20FfY 178 0.16 013 015"
16 2.40 2500 222 0.17 0.12* 014
) 2. 287 251 0.17 o1 012
Phosphorous (kg PO /rai)
0 234 2.4 2.2 0.17 01 014
240 2.4 2.14 0.16 0.13* 013
16 2.39 2.43 210 0.18 0.14° 0.14

Y1 = Pinhead stage and before fertilizers application
2 = Fruit expansion
3 = Frull ripening
Sample for Analysls were leaves of pair 34 on midstem-branch
¥ Factors showed no inferaction. .
Means (under each factor and within column) with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.0s), those
without superscript were not significant difference.
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Table s. Effect of micronutrient, nitrogen and phosphorous on content of
micronutrients in coffee leaf at different stages of fruit development.

Fe (ppm)' | Mn (ppm)’ CQu (ppm) | Zn (ppm)
Fertilizer
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Micronutrient (kg/ral)
0 158 97 2 @3 Z 2 a1
24 180 "7 246 7" x 25 57 20
Nitrogen (kg N/'rai)
0 172 109 244 167 31 26 8 2
16 172 111 241 150 31 23 8 19
® 163 101 28 138 2 2 4 9
Phosphorous (kg PO /rai)
0 174 100 22 151 0 24 a7 18
8 62 105 29 47 0 = | 21
16 70 116 22 156 8 2 5 19

"v=Pimeadsta@andbdaefemﬁwmubcaﬁm

2 = Fruit ripening stage

* Factors showed no interaction

Means (under each factor and within column ) with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.0s), those
without superscript are not significant differencs,

Table 6. Comparision of micronutrient content and the critical level of
micronutrient content of coffee leaves.
Micronutrient Application of micronutrient Critical level ¥
(ppm) with without (ppm)
Fe 117 g7 70 - 200
Mn 171 131 50 - 100
Cu 25 21 16~ 20
Zn 20 19 15+30

¥ Based on Reuter and Robinson (1086).
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