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A STUDY ON THE EFFECTS OF PRETREATMENT
AND TEMPERATURE ON LYCHEE BY DRYING

Singhanat Phoungchandang '

ABSTRACT : A Study on processing metbod to solve the ploblems of keeping an cxcessive
amount of fruits such as lychee in the growing districts in the north of Thailand. The method
wcluded processing technique and storage. We proposed 1o study drying mehtod to store the
excessive production of the lychee.

The lychee were pretrested by different blanching methods prior to drying under the
three temperature levels of 60°C, 70°C and 80°C. Pretreatments did not effect on the guality of
dried lychee. Quality evaluation by sensory tests and storage life showed best quality for lychee
pretreated by blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution. Sulphuring and drying at 60°C and
the Munsell system of color notation of dried lychee and storage for 6 months changed from
yellow-orange of 7.5 YR 6/10 and 10 YR 7/10 to orange-yellow of 7.5 YR 4/6 and 7.5 YR 6/8.
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Table 1. Sensory scores of color, flavor, taste, texture and general acceptability

of dried Lychee.
Quality* Color Flavor Taste Textare General

treatment acceptability
1 340 323* 3.60° 370 3.43%
2 3.33" 283 3.10%° aaame 330
3 343 333 337* 363" 3.67"
4 377 3.40" 3.17%%¢ 343 337
5 3.40° 347" 347 2.83% 3.40"
6 327 3.36" 3.13%¢ 3.27%%¢ 3.20%
7 301 3.66" 273% 28 293*
8 3.33° 2.90* 2.53¢ 270 2.50°
9 293 297" 2.90% 2.63° 2.63°

. 1 = Blanching in boiling water and drying at 60°C
2 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution and drying at 60°C
3 =« Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution, sulphuring and drying at 60°C
4 = Blanching in boiling water and drying at 70°C
5 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution and drying at 70°C
6 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution, sulphuring and drying at 70 °C
7 = Blanching in boiling water and drying at 80°C
8 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution and drying st 80°C
9 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution, sulphuring and drying st 80°C

L Values within a column with no common superscripts are significantly different (P < 05)
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fowgut  doiledorunimnummeeiiusu  nsean wudn sl uaeddondn
09 (Meyer, 1973) Fssmihmai i widu chqmuqil'luwwﬁ'xﬁuyﬁu
s bRt wesewnsutufaniuhl  iromduneluewnisemeeenndeniu
usnonitemnseeuiediag (nsfl uaeygeine, 2532) Fuflunabioamiwese et
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Table 2. The Munscll system of color notation of dried Lychee at 60 'C and
storage for 6 months.

Storage time Treatment 1* 2% 3
(months) replication

0 a 75 YR 7/10 7.5 YR 6/8 7.5 YR 6/10

b 10 YR 7/8 75 YR 7/10 10 YR 7/10

c 75 YR 6/10 75 YR 7/8 10 YR 7/8

3 a 75 YR 4/6 75 YR 4/6 75 YR 6/6

75 YR 5/8 75 YR 5/6 75 YR 6/8

c 75 YR 6/6 75 YR 5/8 7.5 YR 6/8

6 a 75 YR 4/2 7.5 YR 4/2 75 YR 6/8

b 75 YR 4/4 75 YR 4/4 75 YR 5/6

c 7.5 YR 4/4 75 YR 4/4 75 YR 4/6

*# 1 = Blanching in boiling water
2 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution
3 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution and sulphuring

Table 3. The Munsell system of color notation of dried Lychee at 70 'C and
storage for 6 months.

Storage time Treatment 1e 2 3
(months) replication
0 a 5 YR 6/6 5 YR 6/10 5 YR 7/10
b 5 YR 6/8 5 YR 6/10 5 YR 6/10
c 5 YR 6/8 5 YR 6/10 5 YR 6/12
3 a 5 YR 4/6 5 YR §5/4 5 YR 5/6
b S YR 4/6 5 YR 4/6 5 YR 5/4
c 5 YR 4/6 5 YR 5/4 5 YR 5/6
6 a 5 YR 3/2 S YR 3/2 5 YR 4/2
b 5 YR 3/2 S YR 3/2 5 YR 4/4
c 5 YR 4/4 S YR 3/2 5 YR 4/6

* | = Blanching in boiling water
2 <« Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution

3 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution and sulphuring
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dwududisiunisantusrasawlafvnlansenladimnasun fudueduuoe
ouusil 80 peruwaidos wlinmevuherilidiviownsfle 25 YR 5/8 fla 25 YR 6/4
Weeynafiudnndudu e fouuadty TovdudovussznBouiiudiwaieudude
Fufmntuu 6 @eu  wenenilfawuirdudyonm it unseuniiigungd 80
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Table 4. The Munsell system of color notation of dricd Lychee at 80 'C and
storage for 6 months.

Storage time  Treatment 1* 2+ 3%
(months) replication
0 a 25 YR 6/14 25 YR 6/12 25 YR 5/10
b 25 YR 6/10 25 YR 5/10 25 YR 5/8
¢ 2.5 YR 6/10 2.5 YR 5/10 25 YR 6/4
3 a 25 YR 4/8 25 YR 5/6 25 YR 4/8
b 25 YR 4/6 25 YR 4/6 2.5 YR 5/6
c 25 YR 4/4 25 YR §/6 25 YR 5/6
6 a 25 YR 4/2 25 YR 4/2 25 YR 4/2
b 25 YR 4/2 25 YR 4/2 25 YR 4/2
¢ 75 YR 4/2 25 YR 4/2 25 YR 4/2

I = Blanching in boiling water
2 ~ Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution
3 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution and sulphuring

uaedliithedy  avldgamgigdunseunts  wihilnnlddamvadlnoonladili
it nf@ounladilifienny §iduuweaialdod ey aninw Wi iiesn
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m’fuﬁwaﬁuuuuuﬂﬁqmmﬂ 60, 70 ung 80 ovafugaSud saugndlumianai S
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Lﬁmmimﬂaﬁnnanhhi'nmiwﬂwuﬂqﬂ'qmuqﬁ 70 uor 60 DauvmBed WAL
il pasndameNasenledifiugafisemsiouay sudtumsdunmuiigilegi
wisdawhlaonseandimdu.
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Table 5. Residual sulphurdioxide after storage at room temperature for 1 month.

Treatment* Residual sulphurdioxide (mg/kg)

I 170.6
136.5
128.0

1 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution, sulphuring and drying at 60°C
2 = Blanching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution, sulphuring and drying at 70°C
3 = Blunching in boiling sodium hydroxide solution, sulphuring and drying at 80°C
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muﬁ'uiqﬂwé’uﬁmmsaudam'snﬁnqﬂwﬁuﬁmﬁa
Wbl Fowrd !

SUITABLE VARIETY OF PERSIMMON FOR INTERMEDIATED
MOISTURE PERSIMMON PRODUCTION

Pairote Wiriyacharee !

ABSTRACT : Four varicties of persimmon, all astrigen types, could be produced to intermediated
moisture persimmon such as Hachiya, Nightingale, Ang Sai (P3) and Niu Scin (P4). In addition, the
astrigen persimmon should be treated by carbondioxide before production in order to reduce soluble
1annin. Fresh persimmon being suitable for intermediated moisture persimmon production should
have 17-18% total soluble solid. The weight lost of fresh persimmon was 37-54% when the process
was over. Intermedisted moisture persimmons were composed of moisture content (30-44%), total
acidity as citric acid (0.08-0.44%), reducing sugars (34-41%) and sulfurdioxide (21-135 ppm). In
terms of sensory cvaluation, the best variety for intermediated moisture persimmon production was
Hachiya. Also panclists accepted the finished persimmon which was produced from Nightingale, Ang
Sai (P3) and Niu Scin (P4). Additionally, raw matcrials must to be treated before production,

unWade @ gredfumm 4 e Dol wiamei uowBndhuganduiuidd e Fuf Hachiya,
Nightingale, Ang Sai (P3) uor Niu Scin (P4) TougrmSuawdans 1 TN T0RA T DM e TRy
Trmenmvesraw Sy lasonlad somAnawmiiuitoenold dovdtei osdniugonduiats swse
nyamaonawrignwiaaite el widwagrmBuftastenniiivesudsiionn wiitonmimonwiovos  17-
18 ot nrwdnthgrudiitauaud o nnlnevonasfonoe  37-54  Tnedino udhduBafousiqrioleoor  30-44
prsudunminnmdnfirumedwindonos  0.08-0.44 wwminadioves 34-41 usedurodlanonlud  21-135
dahdntn hekunudiosmesfiTlonsmbafasigondiitaks v sgrndue e

e Hachiya wenewidefiewiufiug finoveufugueniu o Wuf Nightingale, Ang Sai (P3) uow
Niu Scin (P4) mﬂuﬁﬁmﬁwﬁoﬂmnmnzﬂmﬁou‘w.

1 e imownowisama v oBme v, ecneoniowd, s imnSudodli, @oddwl 50002,
Department of Food Scicnce and Technology, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University,
Chiang Mai, 50002.
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AN

gy (Persimmon)  Mhuwellifooum  Swdlumsena  Ebenaceac oty
genus Diospyres ﬂa@wnwmnﬂuﬁummu’lu’lam{ wu  gowduadnn (D. virginiana)
gnwitienwiy (D, Jos) uogwiunlssum D. kaki iludu durufiadlosiulutiseme
fuaetseefiu  dvdulusemenfuignfumeneoile  wugnwiviugndao
ol (D. glandulosa) Wuferloun (D. rhodocalyx) viufaringau (D. malabarica)
Wufiiuivn (D, dasyphylla) usevewdues (D. schmidtii) 1ihadu.

lenagnwivesuds  onagnifuitesdnuiuiunsdy  ionoiluudaiitioan
uri wires W flsmhe (Astrigen) vawugisawn (Non-astrigen) Wufitiahe
dlonnd s Tignexilsdel dwnndesniniSInndadoasiudunounisaeanushenion  ilowa
qm&uﬂ\wﬂaumﬂu dlonatiy 3w e wuf Hachiya, Tancnashi, Nightingale,
Hong Suc, Xichu, Ang Sai uog Niu Scin fudu dwiufilssniunsevlishe iy
mldion Wurivuf Fuyu fludu.

Taoi gt udnesinnfnlenudald  Satouven  3nseu
Whauvs  daiuitvehaiiu i §iilgu nwliieoitn #nlgnm‘ludwmﬂmvmm{
Tmoudhogn  Feiuludewu isadnt waen whadeu et wnSlonld el
fauninignwdurinsulsgifuniafausignwdui sl e htyidiiessniu
qemeiiBueann st unsluTadnssdee s atan e lianfdugnwiuly
wlnn1dumuaernfidunmimnioddwerumns  dunseansdadhgnwiuends
hemthami3lnedailmdniofigaun  Snfadumswemwdafusignniy el
aaunlunrdeendniwsanbune1éBndan  (Seow er. al, 1988).

mmnamngqﬁ“mmsﬂwvmm’1gnwﬁuaw\’€uﬂnﬂmmlmwmﬂ'wﬁmwin
ihgrniuiata il nwildmnesuesdiuitosvesfidlon  Juiluusamdun
Wan winduaignwduiwdiluou e,
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i fgnwduition wmmon sBagnwduiuie
ginsaluazritnimaaed

NsATsu IanAy anwdudiwndlumsmaasndelifuganduiild¥ueningn

wana ifovun 7 @b dal

. #@wWuf Hachiya (Treated)

d@wWuf Tancnashi (Treated)

dwWuf Nightingale (Treated)

gwwuf Hong suc (P1) (Untreated uoy Treated)
#wWuf Xichu (P2) (Treated)

#wwuf Ang Sai (P3) (Untreated uar Treated)
twWuf Niu Scin (P4) (Untreated uog Treated)

N s LN

Fetulunameoosndsit Swvsnmmoeutiu 10 Ameces Teollgnwiumeud
w9 an‘mmmmmwul‘immi'n uasW‘m#unoumamvwmhnmﬁ'\m‘:
YRADI.

nnu"‘ﬁm'mﬁaqnw&’uﬁwﬁq dgnwdugefiiiinnugn  (Maturity)  Vsganw
fovar 80 wxﬂuqnwﬁumﬂlwwﬂwﬁmﬁmnwh’uﬁouﬂe‘l&fluod'nﬁ Toueerin
mﬁmﬂanm'ma#hizmma'tw%auaﬁmﬁu‘lﬂaam&mnmwuaﬁnﬂu’hn uatilnvani udveon
fiou thxi'luan&'mhmfw"nﬂud’mﬁ‘mnswﬁmsmmwdm’hvnmﬂﬂm Soluble
tannin @ Insoluble tannin Tau3Enusiglugimand@niidadaof e iueulneenled
(uinrmanesi T meassnsdmenssifldSagiuilisunsndinsaanushamaae
nﬂamdsgmﬁuwﬂuuﬁ’ugnwﬁuﬂohum':avmunlm).

qnwﬁuﬂﬁ1m16maanu51wﬁw11]amx]ﬂanehoﬂmlonmmvi«‘u":‘lvﬁamﬁﬁ
Faumoavides uldiiadionmdnulen xmummﬁmlﬁﬁmnmﬁnﬁwmnﬁﬂﬂd an
Fofedd e nmdminiifsodudsdsenoy Tannin 10 @Saudanasnauunmvue
agowmaudw i rdunnimsnaumandn - dumewaisidoiudsiy smiu
seitwagnwiu iy udou v fiqungll 45 ewrusadus ww 16-24 dhlue uds
Syt (Sulfuring) Inoldfeuduedu 10 n¥u dodeuiidvum 1 gmued
ams s duililedesnssiuasiieufunely Tuvasieuniowald Jesfufite
sondmduvemall  veinnawigidylnveudeqdunid Teomwigyonide Bl
\helowiisienmiiiAnandusiaddeiuts  asonsuesiunsifiedimiaurinagnwiy
W Tauludumouilseinissuniuun 20 wail,
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datWiugreeiwnevludoutihilgungdl 35-45 seuvadud auldgnwdvils
wh  @alusgwiansevmsinathmdagnwiviowsewagnwiuldaudins e 2-3
piwiofu  Teudimeiiatnlumaihbiodmolugnwdy  Teoingnwdusenneindeuuds
el igumgdonin 6-8  dhlue v uif owadusiuandail enaduuen
vilimsemveni gy anlfywinsiie Case hardening aldifhuadned Wi niene
ssifumounsuiueiudnafaiowiiviumsnda 1 Su ieshidalsnianaudionu
sewianinde mamenssierlsnantuniseuats 5 Su udninnusglumeueildzen
(¢hmu'numafluqqmsngmmw@qﬂqmmwmuﬁu%’nmﬁ#u) prn a1
qunniien (szane 10 ssusadod) wu wn I SEn nEmgnwduRats Faudadlu

WAMIWA |

Soluble tannin

Unsoluble tannin

Persimmon > Selection f—s Soluble tannin Cleaning &
— R
transfer usc Peeling
co, method
Y
First stage drying
(45 °C, keeps 16-24 hrs.)
Sulfering

Second stage drying
(35 - 45°C, until the products finished)

l

Dry persimmon product store at low
temperature

Soften and Pressing,
Water balance,
Sulfering

(if necessary)

Figure 1. Dry persimmon product processing.

14



muiuignnlvﬁmummdm mﬁuwlvﬁmﬂ

AR R ILERTA LREILEY gnwﬂuﬂwﬁcfman‘ld 10 #wehaveii T imT eI
w3 Wu audu (Moisture) Finanatonefafiounie®edn (Total acidity as
citric  acid) 1Ruaufimndiad  (Reducing  sugars)  uneBnudaeslneenTad
(Sulfur dioxide) mWwiTwes AOAC (1984), Miller (1959), Pecarson (1976) uax
Toad founediindna (2533).

psnageym i lszamduia  maeseundel sfummadeunuseuune]
uﬂmﬁ'ﬂdauinﬁm%gwﬁuﬂwm udwdiling (Colour) nau  (Flavour) 369
(Taste) 5ﬂ8mmdﬂﬁuﬁﬂ (Texture) uagAWiuy (Overall acceptability) Tauiwiiatne
1 10 $hetamimanegeusy Teonsieruuuaua ey ludnuaedie vowsoe
v Tevinamaeruunseldun  Hedonic scaling method Famamenosduadeilarld
Juilamiall 12 viw vinrmegeusazileidiud@and s (Gatchalian, 1981; Institute
of Food Technologists, 1981).

RE R ERTA AR ﬁaqnﬁ'ﬂnnn‘nmaawzﬁw'umfhmﬁuunuinﬁmmu
WRIEN Uae N Eedey  F-test  Momwznmadeun e bz iy Snune

@199 vowwaanud lauld Star-Pack Package (Walonick, 1987).

WanInAasas el

t'mwﬁuﬁaﬁimwmpaaﬂmw‘mhzmm‘!aow 8190 + 004 Pewrmuiunia
Whaene (pH) e 499 + 0.10 dnBunmniaianadaiounadainfniiu fouay
0.097 + 0.029 mﬂwmmwwﬂaﬁmw{:ﬂﬁ&m Uszuudsone 176 + 0.5 Yuw
vomagnwﬁuunmmﬁuoanhﬁuaq’ﬁua%nﬂuimaaqnwﬁu Fahinindaus  85-200
niy 'e1nm1mnam§qﬂ'mﬁ\iwzﬁW‘Mxﬂuﬁi\‘ﬂumsﬂqiﬁagnwﬁuﬁmuwaudomsﬁ1
el gnwdiftatedanalnugniainudeses 80 1tufe rvwoaudsilozanei I
Wavue (Total soluble solid) Fewnsilenbseamdovar 17-18 %z'lﬁqnwﬁ’uﬁ'wﬂaﬁﬂ
aunwi HedldiEnsdanenndfivesegnwivud  Almosiideanvdo sy,

SIANanTINAaR SR d I T nNagase 1l nwawduiswteozivtu Wl
Sesid dawe 41 B9 61 (In 1) -ﬂcqnwﬁu&uﬂ'ﬂzﬂﬁmﬁ’mﬂu $ovax 17.60-
27.80 vmﬁ'mﬂ‘tmndm1nnun115m11::MNmﬂmamﬂnﬁwﬁgrmﬁuﬁquﬂwmﬂuvmw

A2
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Table 1. Weight ratio between fresh persimmon and intermediated moisture
(IM) persimmon.
Varieties Fresh persimmon IM persimmon Ratio
(8 (g) (%)* Fresh : IM fruit
Hong Suc (P1) 1,500 265 17.67 6:1
Xichu (P2) 3,400 790 23.24 4:1
Ang sai (P3) 2,100 510 2428 4:1
Niu Scin (P4) 2,500 695 27.80 4:1
Nightingale 5,000 1,040 20.80 5:1
Tanenashi 5,000 880 17.60 6:1

as percentage of fresh fruit

Table 2. Chemical results of IM persimmon.
IM persimmon Moisture Total Reducing 802
varieties content (%) acidity (%)" sugars (%) (ppm)
Hachiya 37.91+0.24° 0.44+0.01 44.09+0.14 37.50+3.53
Tanenashi 34.86+0.13 0.11+0.03 43.57+0.47 22.50+3.53
Nightingale 33.67+1.03 0.23+0.01 45.20+0.84 21.00+1.41
Hong Sue (Untreated) 34.34+0.44 0.29+0.01 34.38+0.44 38.00+2.83
Hong Sue (Treated) 30.30+0.18 0.20+0.03 41.79+0.45 135.00+7.07
Xichu (Treated) 44.44+0.76 0.11+0.01 35.35+0.13 98.00+2.83
Ang Sai (Untreated) 30.71+1.64 0.09+0.01 41.16+0.35 37.50+3.53
Ang Sai (Treated) 35.66+1.77 0.08+0.01 44.78+0.09 45.00+7.07
Niu Scin (Untreted) 3691+0.86 0.14+0.02 4091+0.73 40.00+7.07
Niu Scin (Treated) 35.16+0.15 0.16+0.02 5297+0.01 40.00+7.07

s mean + standard deviaton

as citric acid
v1fman11mmam’nn#u-umnanﬁ'mdqnwﬁuﬁwﬂwzagﬂuhﬁwnz 30.30-
4444  Froensringnwiudennniledosar  40-54 oA IRl ndadusigaiu
wneiludnuuesdadusifals  (Intermediated moisture  persimmon)  wnniuilu
ndwduaiots dlovenmmdudindn Tymihitssdonyie mahidlownnidosuae
Aoiadiendundonaumwynmdntustewitnnufuinntd  (Davies er. al, 1976).
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aengnmdustin wmsmon T wdagnvdui ks

aruidunsatamifnfoufunsednielusdndausigonduiauk  craglushe
Sovar 008-044 uidwgjoraglushedovor 008-029 Tusndmausigrmdiiaued
wany 9N wAuf Hachiya seinufiunsaommdoushegs (Gouay 044).

anwduauisils@sansindoi fiihnasnrushaud srildmiwadRadden
ar 3535-5297 umﬂuﬂ\i1M11gnw5uﬁquﬁa?ﬂaummnawﬁuﬁﬂ'ﬂ'\u-ﬁ'unaunma
aushmunfounndneeilnimalaod mnniquwi’uﬁauﬁeﬁuﬁammnawﬁuﬁ
Wi i sannud e aduqnwﬁuﬂquﬂaﬂnﬁnmnmuﬂui Niu  Scin
(Untreated) ffimiwnaddnd devar 4091 + 0.73 miﬂuﬁ:‘r'mﬁu%ummqmmﬂ
fdouar 5297 + 001 fudu (meil 2) unedwWuf Niu Scin dsBunasima
Fafu e umiwgnwﬁuﬂwc%rmmﬁuﬁﬂuq 9y Hachiya, Tancnashi
uag Nightingale dlovmsshunisasnnusheud.

VnaudamefiesenledfifatusnnaseTudweiu  Tusewinnniegnwiy
Rty Hgeseasfidoosiulduaviouns oemsumatuilon s inidogdunibfioiin
wfiunagnwaudalug naonsud oy wlusidnuuedinnnguewantaditutl
dosns  wiwamameasshinudamefineon ledlundnimaignwiufuiednlueas
21.00-13500 dwludwdiw (ppm; mg/kg) hummz‘lugnnﬁuﬂauﬂa%ﬂnmomm
viuf Hong Suc (P1) fenaannushearudiiinBuadaesineonlsdiiousn
R miu‘l-aﬁmmﬂmmﬂa\mw'hﬂﬂd‘lummnfumuﬂwm«mzmumunmquu
mwm’hﬂﬂmﬂaﬂaaan‘hﬂmﬁmﬂuﬁuwm%maﬂaan‘lvlﬂuna‘lﬂuﬁﬂﬂuﬂ‘w1m
gegohifiu 2500 adndusieilaniy (wiewldfonns wa2522) arwnlesanolunm
Wwdaduareiter Wusndmsenueileibiunuindodload - doveTlnoen’ed
uardoIndvegnanndladliiiludaaudrdudwoanumaldaiy uddn sy
Wanamiull @il srandsegimouszerhaamsldilsiuser Tuiiwlu dene
Sniane e e Thiamine TunBndasindn usodelsimmdwnndnslduniull
pwiinniuucEsiiuriueavie  Jahlianiudiinoosiuilanadld (v, 2524)
Fafudasfaftnrseeildamaflnonnlodlundntuaignniviionts  aoslldnlasana
30 fadnfuviefilaniy énmammamgnwiuﬁ'mﬁmwﬂui Hong Sue (Treated),
Xichu (Treated) iWviowshannhl aanhnsasBinaaduduseunsmuniuissdu
un‘muﬁuﬁuq Hefivungau 1muwwgnw§uﬂamkmuﬁui Tanenashi uag Nightin-
gale.

vinNanInAsesMasdsrd il (Sensory  evaluation)  Tnuldinadeu
Suil 12w Tmmedeunruseusendndusignwiuiunieiindasnduiufene
7 wwiuf Yoyedwandumanedl 3. war # 4.
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Table 3.

Sensory evaluation of IM persimmon for colour flavour and taste

IM persimmon varieties Colour Flavour Taste
Hachiya 8.17+0.94* 7.83+0.72* 7.58+0.51°
Tanenashi 4.424231° 6.50+1.31" 7.08+1.24
Nightingale 7.50+1.00" 6.17+1.34° 6.75+1.21°
Hong Sue (Untreated) 6.00+1.41° 5.25+1.60° 5.08+1.38°
Hong Suc (Treated) 6.33+1.43" 5.33+1.82° 4.08+2.10°
Xichu (Treated) 325+1.71° 5.75+1.21° 5.83+1.64"
Ang Sai (Untreated) 6.50+2.02° 500+1.41° 3.58+2.304
Ang Sai (Treated) 6.92+1.24" 5.75+1.71° 6.42+1.88"
Niu Scin (Untreated) 6.08+1.50" 5.25+1.71° 4.75+1.60°
Niu Scin (Treated) 7.00+0.95* 6.75+1.05" 7.42+0.99*
Note : 1. use 12 general panclists

2 mean within colomn with different supercripts differ significantly at P < 0.05
3. large score means better attribute than small score

mnnnmsm«nmnﬂuqau*\:aujuﬂnmiauanﬁmdgnwﬂuﬂaumuwui’ui
Hachiys, Nightingale uag Niu Scin (Trcated) ﬂﬁnumz!ﬂnnndinﬁgnwﬁ:ﬂauﬂeﬁw
vuftug  navfedmnanuseuluud@ndadusiviiy  7.00-8.17 dmgnwivfatee
wuf Tancnashi uax Xichu (Treated) fdnwmrdtitinnglifiaododmomduilon fedl
dinanugeuiidoudnei (325-442) warsnasnRouiougnwdufankeii ey Tisu
maasnushaeeilinaueanddlueidhlnnguewdatuslod wihlod digmeada (P
< 009 Toumwwgnwiuifaukeewuf Niu Scin (maefl 3) grwdufanteiindnen
dwWuf  Hachiya dhignwduilatsiiaiigaluninduvemdaiudt  ([ddmnanuvey
Wiy 783+0.72) dagnwiuiaukaowu§iflindusesaunfie Tancnashi, Nightingale,
Xichu (Treated), Ang Sai (Treated) uag Niu Scin (Treated) nanfeldnanIUYeL
niuwmEndmsivhiy  575-6.50  snmsnBoudiougnwiuilateiiniunseanaushe
wﬂn?;uﬂuamiumngnvaiuﬂwﬁaﬂ‘lﬂdmnnmnwtmadnﬂd’mhﬁmnaﬁa P <
0.05) 'lamumzqnwﬁuﬂaummuﬁuﬂ Ang Sai uar Niu Scin (wyinfl 3).

qnwﬁuﬁiuﬁcﬂuﬁnmnd‘mﬁuﬁ Hachiya, Tanenashi, Nightingale, Ang Sai
(Treated) um¥ Niu Scin (Treated) Wugnwiuflukefilsda@didilgn ndafe Jwna
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masouluudsdn@lugas  6.42-7.58  thugnwivfunkiiwdaendowuf Ang  Sai
(Untreated) flnusoiluBessdydilifien (3.58 + 2.39).

qﬂwﬁuﬂwﬂaﬁuan‘mawﬁui Hachiya, Tanenashi, Nightingale, Ang Sai
(Treated) wo® Niu Scin (Treated) nﬂuuﬁnﬁmﬁgnwﬁuﬂwmﬁmmmﬁ'm
fiqn Ao Janomavevdnuazilofuliflugie 600-725 dugnwiuilunteiindasndn
viufduq uoniles W fedu selinuseuinuuyil ofuiiiisesann  usilidne
fioudhad (4.08-5.42).

wnanSusignwiufahefindmendwiuf  Hachiya, Tanenashi, Ang Sai
(Treated) un¢ Niu Scin (Treated) tﬂuqnw&’uﬂauﬁa#ﬂmwﬁumuﬂaﬁw follaina
autiouiiv - 6.50-7.25 ﬂvumwﬁuﬂmﬂaawﬂuﬁ Nightingale uax Hong Suc
(Untreated) siimmflousiuiisownan Teunvwrgnwiufwuleo®uf Ningtingale
frunugannnil (633 +  1.50) mgnwﬁuﬁenﬁoﬁnﬂnnnmﬂuﬁmmﬂmwb
wﬂmwﬁummﬁﬁn‘i1gnw£n3auﬁqﬁuim'mzhuﬁuﬁ"lﬁ‘l‘nm*nud'maduﬂd’udﬁm
maadd (P < 001) TumwwewWuf Ang Sai uox Niu Scin adralafien gawduils
uaiiw@nenaoiug Hong Suc fsunisasnmehedidniiouaiidningnwduis
useowu fithiannusheed wilhlod digmeddd (P < 005).

sndnwaeiie vewdadusignwiuiiantafs 10 oo sehyidgawdvde
ﬂ‘mﬁui Hachiya, Nightingale, Ang Sai (Treated) ua® Niu Scin (Treated) i
ﬁuﬁﬁﬂumsﬂwumwamﬂuqnwﬁuﬂcuﬁa'lo\'ad‘nﬂqmmwﬂﬂuhuiﬂﬂnan nau
sdvd  Anvueilodude  woraawilousay thuaniuﬁeuﬂaﬂnﬁm'mmuﬁui
Tanenashi feailvusndd  wililgnidesdinguewdadusideiinweoudnuuey
Fndrfiroudeen (442 + 231) ndAeiiddeudhaiiudi miadwinniieiiud
IMADIUM,
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Table 4. Sensory evaluation of IM persimmon for texture and overall acceptabi-

lity attributes.

IM persimmon Texture Overall acceptability
Hachiya 7.25+1.14* 7.75+0.45"
Tancnashi 7.08+1.16* 6.67+1.67"
Nightingale 6.50+1.31% 6.33+1.50°
Hong Sue(Untreated) 492+1.98" 533+1.67°
Hong Suc (Treated) 5.42+1.73° 4.50+2.58°
Xichu (Treated) 4.42+206° 4.75+1.76°
Ang Sai (Untreated) 5.33+1.92° 4.17+2.33°
Ang Sai (Treated) 6.67+1.97" 6.50+1.57"
Niu Scin (Untreated) 4.08+1.68" 4.50+1.78¢
Niu Scin (Treated) 6.00+2.66" 7.00+1.54"
Note : I. use 12 general panelists

2. mean within column with different supercripts differ sigoificantly at P < 0.05
3. large score means better attribute than small score

dqwan1inaasy

anwiudnawwuf Hachiya, Nightingale, Ang Sai uae Niu Scin ithiauiug
ﬁﬂmmmwmﬁwﬁmnﬁmﬂuuﬁnﬁm-ﬁgmﬁuﬁwm'ldsﬂuathei usdaansN YU
mun'nnan'nwhnu1ﬁau1wz1ﬁqnwﬁ’uﬁwﬁdi‘rﬁnumvﬂﬁ n{m{u fivdowns a2
Hvyvosdulnned aillsdfigneiia.

fadnssanlszn e

Witovaveuna Insanwmeiinmeyes e Sagiy uawendifiaflu
Ml uorgmd v fudor holumsieswimand acensuduilanithina
jadelumammdoudummine w Tanaiidae,
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RATIO OF JUICE AND STRAIN OF YEAST FOR
STRAWBERRY WINE PRODUCTION

Pairote Wiriyacharee ' and Chanhom Somsaguan '

ABSTRACT : Strawberry juice was prepared and devided into three parts ic. the ratio of
strawberry pulp and water were 1:1, 1:2 and 1:3. They were also adjusted in total soluble solid to
20" Brix. The system was fermented by three kinds of yeast such as Saccharomyces ellipsoideus,
Saccharomyces burgandy and Saccharomyces sake. For this experiment, it was found that strawberry
Juice, prepared for the ratio of 12 and fermented with S, ellipsordeus for 1 month, comprised total
soluble solid (4.67 « 0.10 "Brix), pH (3,62 + 0.08), 1otal acidity as citric acid (0,29 + 0.03%), alcohol
(7.36 :+ 0.06%) and tannin (22243 + 8.65 ppm). Additionally, the panelists accepted the product
which was produced by use of the ratio of strawberry pulp and water (1:2) and fermented with
S. ellipsoideus. It was also tw be high quality in terms of colour, body, clearing and overall
acceptabilty

uniiade : ﬁ'mauunﬂcm&mﬁmbu 3 Wdm Ao dendnullosaneiieionsealy 10, 12
w13 wosbmain A awswdidlom ok Wity 20 e wdndluyndad g W vaviod sodiabod
3 wwwuf fie Saccharomyces cllipsoideus, Saccharomyces burgandy Wow Saccharomyces sake MBI
waonawriTudwdnolwels 12 Tenhn i sudlofioda et Saccharomyces ellipsoidens b
amvoe T wivowdifor el WonoavSo 467 + 0.10 pavrnAnd wisomenldom 1 Weu uaedn
mmdummiuin 362 + 008 armdunsmisnmaadiouowdeindoses 029 + 003 VRuusenored
Tovoy 756 + 006 umdifiwwmiiin 22243 » 865 bl wenw RSN nfols
winlfua wiomaeifle¥ed i weld 12 warldde s ellipsoidens  Tunvadn  Bandwsfousiwend 11
punwialudnitong e moala wen i afonida,

o Ine wosmSuoem halafin e, messmmasged, ndmSnSodlmi, @Wodlmi, $0002.
Department of Food Science and Technology, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University,
Chiang Mai, 50002,
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UHUNINAABY  myddunteil Wnamunsmeseaiu 3 x 3 Factorial design @
tswnowdn 2 Telu Ao Aedouveniwallunzduwufuoided  Iaoilumniimeans

sl

Tadu A = Hndruvaaiwaly
a = 1l (il ssmraruaddonniee)
a, = 1:2
a; = 1:3
odn B = @wiufvosdad
b, = Saccharomyces ellipsoideus (SE)

b, = Saccharomyces burgandy (SB)
Saccharomyces sake (SS)

o
]

o\‘ufumsmaam%ﬁ'%nhsnaﬁw 9 Rmwass (amadl 1) Tuudaedmenss
w1 2 T i 18 wiaweans fidosdanton.

Table 1. 3 x 3 Factorial design for this experiment.

Treatments Ratio of Juice Strain of Yeast
(Pulp : Water)

ab 1:1 S. ellipsoideus
ab, I:1 S. burgandy
ab, 1:1 S. sake

a,b, 1:2 S. ellipsoideus
a,b, 1:2 S. burgandy
a,b, 1:2 S. sake

asb, 1:3 §. ellipsoideus
a,b, 1:3 S. burgandy
33b3 1:3 S. sake

24



¢ 4 2 v (R ST IO LTy ¢ -
dadnndima Biua: mougveouan 19uan 1 nionseies

MIATINAAIRINBS  ddesee 12 Rlandu FndeonivRednianed 9
Alan¥y d Wi eraw usesandlu 6 e oy 1.5 Alanfu siansewoiusor
dnandihdondodhiudnieontu 3 g TaudBmadil

goil 1 dwseweddmil 1 wwdutnianses 1.5 @as (1) Tudawd 2 @
et meuReIty  wiinuapndaendui 1

yil 2 vidmseweddmil 3 vwuiianaes 30 Bas (12 Tudwd 4
nen upade iy uiihauareisondmd 3.

goil 3 dwmseweddmil 5 wwaufiionses 4.5 dns (1:3) Tudwdl 6 1
Nt o uiiheuozaisendud s,

winrdw segnuiweveenitiudn 3 ddes leldmacestuidoied 3 awu g
(aiamm 18 wisuwans).

fdwonedudorgn (18 witevaned) wifumauna il 20 oeniing
uorduhuma@uy e ludalnd  (Potassium  metabisulfite) 100 ppm  #anely 24
dhlus  TedhwdetadsinioglTadh),

MaAsundedad ot 3 awwuf  @Re  Saccharomyces  cllipsoideus,
Saccharomyces burgandy Wo¥ Saccharomyces sake gnmw‘lua'mnma'aé‘uh;ﬂ
(Nutrient broth) wdfufiisiwiangInafovae 2 WDt AU Aages -

o rvmduiagl 8 nau
na b 20 n3u
dindu 1 ans

Ymawded 30 ewnsaidua wau 48 471w uirSuduadhuiansawedi
winyP3hedu dwoandenar 10 vanidmsewedluudardadu.

il doudeiadudordowu flud aeseeiud shhhnswiindigungli 29-
30 owtwradud Wunm 9 i Tuudar Tubiihininseinaeidue: Saqungl o
nsefaiufl 9 wesnamdin innsedhiit  uerwiindieluBniidnwawedeuduium
w1 deu  vimnenegnawiiiia  sarSieneiomaed  wlsuimedeunisdiu
Used miuda.



VAN 8(1) : 22-30 (2535)

NIFUATIZHN BN Tusewirenawdin 9 Su Guuandeiud 9) sevhmslinred

dwneg deilde WBinmvewdsfioraeinldfomm (Total soluble solid) mamuiiunin
dusne (pH) puhunsaaefniflounsadein (Total acidity as citric acid) 1Bue
upanesod (Alcohol) aniifwes AOAC (1984) war Pearson (1976) WSansiunuiin
(Tannin) swifveslwlsed FBwend (2535).

nFnagaumsdlsEamduda  dinamadeumadiudsedmduddvesnia
Fudluinuuedisng, nduuersdend, e, ald, weearaifiousn Teoldd
nagodu Tl Smou 12 v nameass 2 afy Tudeiaudioatiu Taoniall
aruuy | A 5 Feeeunufllnumneit azuuu 1 hiveway aruuu 5 weLAN
fign mzuuuves 2 ngﬂuudnzﬁnumwmminzﬁwumvhmsm%mﬂu-ﬂagmﬂadmﬂa
mydnaewdol) (Gatchalian, 1981; Institute of Food Technologists, 1981 uay
Larmond, 1977).

T U IEAnauazulana ﬂagaﬂd’ommmnam s insedmedti
Analysis of variance Moy Stepwisc Regression Analysis Tovld Stat-Pack Package
(Walonick, 1987) dﬂ%ﬁuﬁﬁmﬁsﬁ Stepwise Regression Analysis WIS
Coding fail dedawniweld 11, 12 wer 1:3 Wiy 1, 2 wer 3 ewdwu
doudoiadawiuf S. ellipsoideus, S. burgandy uat S. sake Whiilu 1, 2 uae 3
awieuuiu  drna il (0-9).

Wan1Inaanas Il

\i‘wﬂnama“iﬁmﬁuuﬁmwmq}uﬂu-uawaau'\‘io#ﬂ'mnnasmuﬁ"\xﬂa«‘u1ﬂu
1967 + 033 ewhuind pH dseanm 3.40-343 upzauthunsaaaRniiounse
Bw3nildnlushsdovar 02-05 dlainaminld 9 Su wui swrwdhinsmiludsanag
suszuzna eI infifudueiihtvd wyme@d (P < 001) Fwhwrouday1dR
dumalieadl 2 deesefudhufuimudunsefomefiisuewszoenoniiinms
winfiudu (el 2) uanmm{t’hﬂmmoed‘mn‘lﬁx‘iﬂnaﬁaﬁmﬂmﬂummfawmm
fivamsawadande ndnfe Bulensinmmseneiinnehla (1:3) Sahlisnudiunm
Fawumamasnniniu  FespthdiFondunrmruihinsetome i 2

AnnBiavewdaimaninazranod df e WL ARRIR L IEIE RTINS
wiinet uildeddymas@® (P < 001) naomuindwt':mn‘lﬁummuﬁuﬁvﬂax#aﬁﬂiﬁﬂ
nadsn IR ven Finuvewdefinzaoitdfsvueedaiinddigmedd (P < 0.05)
(w3 2).
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Table 2. Response variables cquation during strawberry wine fermentation.

Response variables Coded equation R R?

18.2780 + 0.3400 (Ratio of juicc) 09425 08884
+ 0.2000 (Stain of yeast) - 09791 (Time)

Total soluble solid

pH = 29101 + 0.4619/(Time + 1) 0.7547  0.5696
Total acidity = 04019 - 00502 (Ratio of juice) 06702 04492
(as citric acid) + 00128 (Time)

devinsviinnsy 1 @eu waumingihiismsewediidiBunavewdsitavay
51%wn4ua@ﬁuﬂwd1u§m1ﬁaﬁwﬂﬁ’ubﬁqmwﬁi (P < 005) ndvife Hadmiiy
wald (1:1) SmouuandrduBrmvesweudiorawidendaduimell (12 e 1
3 (el 3) unnﬁmmmmfammtﬁmmumﬁuﬁun@ﬁuﬂaﬂvuﬁwa‘lﬂaﬂuﬁu
flo Heddwali® 151 Seodiunsefawes (Gevar 035 + 008) usvBunaunuiiu
(25876 + 31.78 ppm) v et owe i 12 wee 13 edaiifedigma
@8 (P < 005) Swdndlumarad 3.

Table 3. Chemical values for strawberry wine after @ month fermentation.

Factors  Total soluble pH Acidity* Alcohol Tannin
solid ("Brix) (%) (%) (ppm)
Ratio of juice
1:1 490 + 017" 362 + 004 0.35 + 0.08 7.66 + 026  258.76 + 31.78°
1:2 467 + 0.10° 362 . 008 029 + 003" 756 + 006 22243 + 865"
1:3 472 2 018" 352 .02 026 +» 002" 768 + 015 16839 + 1461°

Strain of yeast

S. ellipsoideus 470 + 021 3.67 + 0.04 030 + 0.03 775 + 020 216,11 » 4790
S. burgandy 483 5 015 34T + 0.23 0.32 + 0.09 754 + 0.16  217.50 » 49.60
S. sake 463 « 0.20 3162 + 003 028 » 003 706 &+ 001 21597 + 3879

* us citric acid
¥ Mean within column with different superscripts differ significantly (P < .05)
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P IMadeun e U AR aeiAID sin Tt dnsaiueImedusra sl
Tududnuurditnng ndu uovsded gl el sagealionsn wuh Hadu
Wy anda it dnadenndnyurataihlvd Wigmaatid (P < 005) (it
4)  onudinuaieniuuazsdeAve ndndusl dwmm‘c'uimmﬁuiﬂ'lﬂunmhhﬁ#a
3 wwwuf Tlilovolnumedng  vewdadudion ethalafian Interaction sewing
Fad i wa Wusrsoiufvesdedadiinaden il vasuedathlud wigmedia

0.05) (w131af 5.).

(p

Table 4. Scnsory cvaluation results of strawberry wine for some attributes.
Factors Color Flavour and Taste Body Clearing
Ratio of juice
1:1 326 + 069" 268 + 058 272 + 0.54° 253 + 0.71°
1:2 340 + 0.74* 261 + 051 258 + 051*°" 360 & 072"
1:3 268 + 0.58° 243 + 075 238 + 069° 303 + 062°
Strain of yeast
S. ellipsoideus 3.00 + 075 2,67 + 063 2,66 + 0.57 3.10 + 0.74
S. burgandy 308 + 0.74 243 + 0.68 250 + 069 321 + 0.87
S. sake 326 + 0.72 262 + 054 251 + 053 285 + 0.77
* Mean within column with different superscripts differ significantly (P < 0.05)
Table 5. Consumer acceptability for strawberry wine.
Factors Acceptability Interactions Acceptability
Ratio of juice Ratio of juice and
1:1 276 + 0.58" Strain of yeast
1:2 308 + 0.73° 1:1 & S. ellipsoideus 271 * 0.62°
1:3 276 + 0.59" 1:1 & S. burgandy 271 + 0.66°
Strain of yeast 1:1 & §. sake 288 + 048°
S. ellipsoideus 296 + 0.60 1:2 & S. ellipsoideus 325 * 0.58*
S. burgandy 278 + 0.71 1:2 & S. burgandy 320 + 072"
5. suke 288 + 004 1:2 & S. sake 2.79 + 0.84°
. 1:3 & S. ellipsoideus 292 + 0.51°
1:3 & S. burgandy 242 + 0.56°
1:3 & S. sake 296 + 058"

* Mean within column with different superscripts differ significantly (P < 0.05)
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andnyaedinng m;ﬂimsm&nﬁmﬂvﬁmaﬂw%m'w fifmd i
wold 11 wax 12 ojnﬂmﬂnmaun'lnn‘i'\anawﬁ'ma‘lﬂﬁ 1:3  adailoddgma
#oa (P < 0.05).

drunwlduarn sy uvesdadusthfidmemweinud Adadauid wald
1:2 r}uﬁmﬂmwvum*hﬁahu\':mm 11 wae 13 adwihlvdfignedtd (P
< 005 Teofidnanzuuunrusauluidesuldusenuiiovudiu 360 + 072 uay
308 + 0.73 awawu.

doRvisandensfivunutiwudniy  Sadaviowaldd 12 Tauleide
Saccharomyees ellipsoideus ﬂmwﬁuu‘nuﬂﬁniwnn‘h’héaﬂu&maﬂuiﬁuq ating
Wuﬂwﬁtymmﬁaﬁ P < 005 Jeilanomuiiousnihs 325 + 058 Fwshildinade
sradiad ol wall Tinsdevelhnand 12 mmespiiissed niu eenaudnume
duq Bovins wamidowiudoy 111 erefunmsduniesingiuld Jaduimnzauen
nmeandi wolvedqidmade 12 FuthiFad i W unsondaliidasone?1é
athallqunw  TesihBucueanesaifesay 756 + 0.06 autlunimhunaiy fedeo
ar 029 + 003 asonvuiBuaumiiivihunannlene 220 ppm ity

diwanimaned

Junwdahitgasewed Adidnnudwygeisisinsiiia do doswasdadom
fiwalifsedeundon thuﬁnwa»zmuﬂu{mmﬂdﬁunuw‘h}ﬂn‘nnﬁﬁmu'mnhﬂm's
waothalafian  dwesnsiihilswsenaiindadgonmueednoaudlouge  Anoshidadn
vwellifu 12 uazsiinTonld Saccharomyces ellipsoideus.
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SEED BORNE FUNGI OF BASMATI RICE VARIETY
AND TREATMENTS FOR THEIR CONTROL

Chatree Sittigul ', Sombat Srichuwong ! and Soraya Tarungsri :

ABSTRACT : Seed samples of Basmoati rice variety from Chiang Rai, Mac Tang and Mac Hea
were examined by Blotter method to detect for seedborne fungl. Sixteen species in 12 genera of
fungi werc oblained from the test. The most (requent species found were Aspergillus  spp.,
Trichoconis padwickii and Penicillum spp. tespectively. Within the 16 species found, there were
some important seedborne pathogens, for instance, Bipolaris oryzae, T. padwickii and Fusarium
moniliforme. Hol water and chemical sced treatments were proposed in the test for controlling
seedborne fungi. In hot water, there were included of 3 ranges of lemperature treatments (50-53, 53-
56 and 56-59°C) und 3 dipping durations (5, 10 and 15 minutes). At 50-56"C in all dipping
durations, no satisfactory results of growth inhibition of important seedborne pathogens were
observed. Only one treatment when dipping the sceds in 56-59°C water for 15 min, resulted in
climinution of a1 least six species of fungi. But bhot water n the same treatment did reduce the
percent of germination as high as 62%. Four fungicides namely benomyl, captan, MCB + mancozeb
und mancozeh with 2 levels of concentrations were used for seed treatment in the study. MBC +
mancozeb 0.5% was proved to be the best when compared with the other. All tested chemicals were
good for improving the percentage of sced germination.

uniade - M yIsaeTey WRe WsBed ovufu e W T Bloter  Taot whed wodavaneon
Wuro wikmy wewidle wudmioom 16 wie 39w 12 genera @oivnrn  War  Aspergilius
spp., Trichoconis padwicku e Penicillium spp.  # oy lﬁnﬁd Ve TamRear isdaldud
Bipolaris oryzae, T. padwickil ww Fusarium moniliforme IunmEeen il 1inamoy  wraded ik Tou
wowldo ndngnasdin e Sador Wi fuads  nautoielud douldgangil 3 awufe 50-53, 53-56

" mwdanlaefe, essmmomond, avieded@sdbel, @udbel 50002 .
Department of Plant Pathology, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai
50002 .
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woe 56-59 wadiing usavgrongiiudodaluoo wef kel 5, 10, oy 15 Wil aldideumrin fqungl
$0-56 i wduwnole 3 smenn Bieamenrdmadyvesderiddgiteonfuodald  Swduguagd
56-50 (v omanwe 15 wiil Snelumefinaeigvesder) 6 wie ulu Treatment il asen
wowdnworna e 62% dwiunowegeuriuadl 4 sfialdud Benomyl, Captan, MCB + Mancozeb use
Mancozeb AdmTwonnisiu 2 ey op/Win MCB + Mancozeb Fomadtn 0.5% ednin manin
auniiatiadu wermeiie 4 siiesbmb i nanusaiean .

A

S fnsnasaiiudvousiionits afluasena Indica (hovnasuons
ndnslne, 2530) TuwdariutieeyluiwmeGudy (gniwalwyod uor wiy, 2530) e
T il u3sensu i ol umesesdudiyinuaanstuSoradodmi - sazdmm
tan  (asmamea,  2530) ﬂwﬁummﬁﬂnnwwd\sﬂm‘mlgﬂ“hﬂuuuﬁedwq walu
menan sernnee ueenifivawile  (negns, 2530) Nuuamnhqﬂuimm‘ﬁﬁ'd’m
Tunjdals il s,

mslgniifufuimndi Igwifieafile ddnoowimilemmosiiade
i’m’luuﬁamgn Wuddoiivenasiniue  waeww  wulwmoeadne s (Fusarium
moniliforme)  guiiiuduwi  unzdoriineassinaduilwes wulsnlugadimna
(Bipolaris oryzae) unﬂmmﬁnﬂ"uﬂnﬁﬂﬂﬂda Curvularia lunata, B. oryzae, F.
semitectum oy Trichoconis padwickii  uaeflaanfineassdgwism  wulanlwl
(Pyricularia oryzae) Tuszvzusnns (33semne, 2530) t#aummaﬂma’m #inan
ufusarsedelfundeld  wedotwdedlidornudoutiiign  ewiihhelidud
mnonveundinanas (Imolchim, 1983) wieduulnsemsigauin dundidudnuoy
douusn ngnided i iiundeeld  wieeesusdgduTndninind agiuriou
wnudadin lueeiu §lasuiludasesisgaunwusauioiufriou Wetlostuidonilane
Whhmowdedrniounisen  uardwoamugyduiiesnnlmlussoend  uarluinias
vgnvialy  mammaesnieil i equsdsifodmneiia uazrRnmvsadoriidmnivuda
I finand  sagdiinabaturiia.

gunal wariinnImaasy

Aumaneeeskoudidon Jquieu 2530 SuReunuaviug 2531 finmedanTniy
auzinuasEed o inedodosbnl  Teodulmoeiie  senBuriuvesdleaiideniu
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vusdadn 200 wie v 3 whdandmuwssdeunideniideuniivude
ANMIFIUVEI International Sced Testing Association (Chidambaram et al, 1976)
Fwiiwwadauunseawdu  (Blotter method) IWiulaing 25 wladevennsidos
e 1 wwm  dwwineadaudWudenwlduds Near Ultra Violet (NUV) 12
dilusfutumnda 12§l dqungiios wiwmudouw 7-8 Su adaedng
wladumme  uerdwunviiavesderfisigunumianild  Stereo  microscope  Law

Compound microscope.
nsiesfuidao s naauiuaidn

ydwdavufluindou  Tesmisdudetiavdadninnfariadensumin
weans ol luuhivdouTauuqgumgiivesilu Water bath i 3 sediudle
50-53, 53-56 uor 56-59 ewlivadud uwdacguuniudwialuoawinsiufe 5, 10
wr 15 winwdwy  whaildiuimoug  (Control)  udflufinfiussy Beaker
quwniung  wiwnusudeluifguugive  ududuudaumateunendiedie
ar 200 wia S0 200 wisihwzuuneewdudiudemoldugs NUV  afuify
awille 12 dilue Aguwnddes wismiu 7-8 Yu viwethaudaiammuassune
iwmwﬁwmam#mﬁuﬁmuuwﬁn.

wgnwdavudomaall  Tudedu foniSsernmedeuagnuded od i
4 «lim ud Benomyl, Captan, MCB + Mancozeb uoy Mancozeb Totldiasmaw
wWudusassndl 2 seiufle 02% uee 05% (dudeiufdn 1 Alandy sgndoues
Wil 2 wer 5 ot wwdd) wismbuiwdediegnananiiuds e Control
treatment W ruunEAanAn it hhiudeneluss NUV  afufumde 12
dilue Fgmuplundvdermivadainfld 7-8 . TelwSermse werduuneiie
woadoniliolguuidn uaznrimeceandeil wisihpthautied9nyn Treatment Thng
dw  ilenedeunmeanlaud  Between paper ﬁuwﬂﬂ‘li‘lu{xmz (Incubator)
quugil 25 ewniwaidud mudu 95% wensu 7 Tu hudanarenaefisudn
on.
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WanINaasLaz Il
AlomiiaaunfuudaNuianmni

mssnvdeudonifenfuniaufimnmndte 3 wh wudernudeu
niuwda 10 wiie andaialose uor 11 sfleendwsuiuee  uarduauivuy
Jawdaduhnl ke 3 uie wuderveme 12 genera  uardunInuisbonaslden
INIWUN genera WUl 2-3 species 19M  genus Curvularia § 3 species 19uf
Curvularia lunata, C. geniculata uat C. pallescens @8 Bipolaris un¥ Fusarium
usar genus WU 2 species Hivdousiax genus WU 1 species (Table 1)) Woriwm
wdawufuniigefio Aspergillus spp. mAoks 3 uwinleanm 17.0% ungitvintoudiga
1Wuri Nigrospora oryzae wuiina 0.22% miniu Aﬂmxﬁwlﬂuumﬁnﬂuﬁﬁmw‘m
fowiadoarouandodml  wriwdedu fondssoeilideauwueslind it digRnunify
wie 3 sliadwiuldud Bipolaris oryzae (Brown spot) wustww 12% Fusarium
moniliforme (Bakanac) 10% uag Trichoconis padwickii (Panicle blight) wnfia
as%  lawufihianeinduneuiunaliwudenduimpedlinlugadioamoes  daude
nnvhuaniiflewuli Buaidennnios 1% sinfu dwuwiaiufansuneuiung
uorduaulifturaiowude F. moniliforme tsvane 3% uorhivude T. padwickii
wdawufonns 2 wiwesSoriadudlml (Table 1),

donildwgis 3 wiledandn Ou (1985) ywrwd eviuudewu il
@0 B. oryzae #mnfumlallive d’um\"nhﬁxﬁsﬁummmﬂuhwﬁmmms Seed-
ling blight uar Conidia vam#sdquﬂuﬁq#umuud’unﬁﬁndﬁammmuwhm‘lﬂ
hulasgnwdssntndwlddn  viedmtowilsnendildi  Conidia  Fidmduiu
sundil it iifluuwdves Secondary inoculum usnemiuTanlugadimaildeily
Fund  uaedudnilidyduiiuddouseas  bvondaifldanas  uardnnudedalu
wanlgniedade  udasemveslauudaeeibiguam  sord wninvesardav
anaaday  Tunidlueslsnneadneny fidews (2522) Twewiwssaunlunnimiie
wonhseme dnfuideiimntuwdein ou (1985) ndvinnnnmlasiifiuin Teodn
swidvRndoRurzuroaneon  soreenfidgmdet sendaniedaitidedehidn Weriuule
dniildeliwing funfribisigiuanssusaeimavesim  dundrereweroufieeinm
dhenlgn  wiedusmevegionsudsssaifiuifivouser hiflinaefadane wonvmiu Ou
(1985) #isldwandniude T. padwickii Fantduudain  deriTuiweseihude



Forritwea sl o fmnR  wen e s

dniiinrmssenanas Wbludanin Mnueeludoanit usemeludge wardoildanne
Whvhaw Endosperm vasuualddan dweiligaunmunuufennns Tunrmanesdel
WoriwuudazeiiaiiBuaifuandieiu  deiddedoilifvideamawadng  Tduriviufin
amwiadousuquugll - uasnrudnluuawneiituivuey Bmafusnnmiaiuiiy
Trufude  dmdedummuasTmadanisiidfguissiiansowsuuwdaluBunuig
Imolchin (1983) ndmienwitennvINdnwvEITImiug lﬁwﬁuwuuwﬁw\ﬂﬁdmhﬂu
wlnsesnaensunseisieseuznaduiio:  SuibidedelufundeluBnugs.

Table 1. Fungi and their percentages detected on secds of Basmati rice variety

derived from three sources.

) Seed source

FUaBAL dpoties Chiang Rai Mac Tang —Mac Hca .
Alternaria tenuis 0.00 1.50 6.50 2.66
Aspergillus spp. 17.00 2.00 32.00 17.00
Curvularia lunata 1.50 13.50 5.50 6.67
Curvularia geniculata 200 15.00 0.00 5.66
Curvularia pallescens 0.00 2.00 1.00 1.00
Cladosporium spp. 0.50 1.50 4.00 200
Bipolaris oryzae 12.00 0.00 1.00 433
Bipolaris hawaiiensis 0.00 2.00 0.00 0.67
Fusarium moniliforme 10.00 3.50 3.00 5.50
Fusarium semitectum 0.00 3.00 1.50 1.50
Nigrospora oryzae 0.00 0.50 0.50 0.33
Phacotrichoconis crotalariae 0.00 0.00 200 0.67
Phoma spp. 1.50 0.00 0.00 0.50
Penicillium spp. 14.00 1.00 10.50 8.50
Trichoconis padwickii 45.00 0.00 0.00 15.00
Verticillium spp. 400 0.00 0.00 1.33
Mcan + SE 6.7 + 29 28 + 1.1 42 + 20

Germination (%) 95.50 94.50 90.50
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niTasfuidadasiiaaanfusdadnfufnania

uswdanufluirfou doudiariufuirdoudqungl  unesrvenaiivns
i wu7‘wqquﬂga#qﬂ'lummmmﬂ‘ﬁa 56-59 ewusaidud uorsTsEA WM 10
ey 15 wait g hideiiRenfunsdiacendddnniige wWude T. padwickii aaas
wn 625% sunseiwmehivudenigiuuuaiens udqmuqﬂ\msi'ﬁfauﬂllﬂ'ﬁu uoy
seozno et uauilnadonlofisudmuenveuudeothusiudn  #Hedadu  Tu
Control treatment  wifnsen 91.5%  useiilonBrufoviuniusiuiehui douflgungd
56-59 sfugoidnd um 15w iblnlefaudneenveuniaanauniomios 34.5%
oiniu (Table 2. une Figure 1.) P G v Agarwal and Sinclair (1987) ndnn
waifsvean sl daulunidndefimnfusdadwaoenmildun 1) e
sonvasBaanay 2) aﬂumsmnﬂwﬂﬂﬂqmuqﬂmmﬁ'naﬂ uazgnlumMIivuanaiu
mausdiiwennnz  3) Undniamlumsidalmeehideiunsldaunil 4) ownkents
Uiie s) wumsidadeuuwdalamideuildslivrunida e 6) Wmmansomde
W@ i Nuialdwm.

100 -

W-*’_]

Conot 5 10 15 5 10 15 5 10 15
50-53°C 53-56"C 56-59°C

Figure 1. Effect of hot water treatment on percentages of seed germination.
Treatments included of 3 ranges of temperatures (50-53°C, 53-56"C

and 56-59°C) and 3 dipping durations (5, 10 and 15 minutes).
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ngnwlanufdvmsial Jdninwesdand 4 ﬂaﬂ'ldnqnmﬂmﬂaﬁiﬁa
muvigueudorumda wuit MBC + Mancozeb finudusiu 0.5% vinlinloSiaud
vaax#mwﬂ&nmﬁumﬁammmnﬁ:}n (Mean + SE = 07 + 04) denfBuudoufums
nieiinaug wor Control sowmaniduri Mancozeb #inududn 0.5% CRITRE LT i)
Weiidnufundaldna 100% W 4 9ila (Mean + SE = 16 + 0.7) dwiu Benomyl
Tuden  05% DiedvdnwadgelunsemBuaude T. padwicki  Teommawuide
05% winiaanilngnie denBouiiuniy Control treatment wudesiiail 45%
mildaunilagriuiie Agarwal and Sinclair (1987) aqpfl¥in dhunnfiseiSado
dmnfuwdalidua 100% wenemiu Benomyl Fawselddostudesitdauiuwse
Twn 100% Gnwaweiin o Widu Aspergillus spp, F. semitectum ud¥ Phoma spp.
wildnunuide B oryzae Whidiiies wensamedewiluBnaflndiduty
Control. @  Captan Iid@fudornesiiasudiu uiihledvinwiade T
padwickii fiousein (Table 3. 1unw'limw\ﬂaqnmhlﬁomhdnn Agarwal and
Sinclair (1987) nd fu3ifhewin toendo uarldnamiumamdadodulngiide
TRUYIRTT, O unzﬁaﬁwmi‘ﬁﬂmﬁudav‘iadnmanmﬁa (Seed protectant) #w Faerew
JoaiuTsmudanin (Seed decay) uaglin Seedling blight ﬂlﬁmwmimﬁmﬂuoq‘lun“u
vl ndilsendhualwaiudauss udeen el

Agarwal and Sinclair (1987) Twamnsldmmnidfldngnuiaiufdntii
Captan 0.25% udt Mancozeb 0.3% wuminiflunsesiuriida Tsn Seedling blight i
ifinemdle B. oryzae Wothsihlsz@ninw REUBNT MM Captan 025% uar 1%
Organomercurial  0.25% ﬁ’qﬂundm‘enhﬁumwﬂaﬂeqmm wle  Fudornilens
i ungin it lsnwdanitounssen  wiolnlaunimiensenld (Premergence or
postemergence damping-off) Tunrvenasndsil damiie 4 sieliineibanms
senvosudaonns  udlumanssduniuithinevesnissenddstwidenSoufoudy
Control (Table 3.).

38



Worianfoded NS wen s

0L8 0S8 068 S'L8 598 0L8 006 SL6 S'Es (%) uonwurwiod padg

LO¥9'1 80%€T PO+LO LOFEL TP+p'Ss €9+69 YIFET P19 TS+E01 4S ¥ umsly
€1 o€ Sl (54 (4 ST 01 Sl 00t ‘dds wnppionIap
82 a3 S'1 Sy SPE $'SE S0 ol oSy nuysnmped Suoooydns |
00 S0 00 00 00 00 00 00 ST 'dds swoyq
00 S0 00 00 00 00 00 00 $'1 WPINWIS WiIesn|
00 S0 00 00 §T Sy Sy Sy St SWIOJIIUOW WNIIESN{
o€ 0s (4 SE ST Sl Sl 0zl 0zl sezA10 suejodig
00 S0 00 00 00 00 01 02 01 ejeun| ElIEfnAIND
$'S S'S 00 00 Sl Sl 00 00 $'S ‘dds snjjiFsadsy

%S0 %TO %S0  %ZO %S0  %ZT0 %S0  %T0O [onuo) sarads [eduny
qazoouepy qazoourw+ )W ueyde) [Amouag juaunedly,

‘sapliduny jo spury
IUDI3JIP M PaIeall 19)ye Aj9URA 20U HBWSRE JO SPIIS U0 peio9ep sofejusoiad syl pue soads eSung g 9Iqul

39



IManwRI 8(1) : 31-40 (2535)

1IBNATONN

weprs, fsdnR. (2530). romlgnawfumoRlumding. iwogae . 2(23) © 41-43.

Aoy, MR, (2524). msuwisenm om0 i gueslnd R digluibemine D we. 2523 AN
el deduliow onneu-Sigonse wly 146,

S amonanBnalw, (2530). SnmeR A Talmivesy au ) wmIger I, 2(23) ¢ 35-40.

WmIMe, Raw. (2530). awwwvaswasmrRhaleowine.  shrneewnend  on e Smnwma-
e, 72(2) ;i uRen L0 - L

aiilwyed, quiid. wow wy, Twyed. (2530). SnnmnRdRu§RRROINEY AAN. 58(5) © 375-378.

Agarwal, VK. and Sinclair, J.B. (1987). Principles of sced pathology Volumn II. CRC Press Inc,
Boca Raton, Florida, USA. 168 pp.

Chidambaram, P., Mathur, SB. and Necrgaard, P. (1976). Identification of scedborne fungi. The In-
ternational Seed Testing Association. p. 176-177.

Imolehin, ED. (1983). Rice scedhorne fungi and their effect on sced germination. Plant Discase 67:
1334-1336.

Ou, S.H. (1985). Rice disesses. The Cambrain News (Aberystwyth) Lid., Great Britain. 380 pp.




Eranwas 8(1) : 41-49 (2535)

Journal of Agriculture 8(1) : 41-49 (1992)

My lFaaniifununeiifuien Numuwas
Wi duudy | uae men dradi !

CHEMICAL APPLICATION FOR DROUGHT
RESISTANCE IN ARABICA COFFEE

Narit Yimyam ' and Pittaya Sruamsiri '

ABSTRACT : Three chemicals, ic. ZnSO,, KNO, and Adecnine were applicd on Arabica coffee
(Catimor, 1662) to increase drought resistance. The chemicals were sprayed to coffce irees after they
had been exposed to complete water stress for 5 months. It was found that coffee trees sprayed
with ZnSO‘, KNOI and Adenine at a concentation of 0.2, 7 and 001% respectively had higher
growth rates, both in terms of plant height and stem diameter, than those sprayed with distilled
water. Furthermore, the chemicals had induced higher stomatal conductance, leaf water potential and
chlorophyll content in the leaves. Nevertheless, proline content in the leaf showed no significant
difference between control and chemical ireatments.

UNAAZD :  winmammandldell 3w fun we i uRecam ) wmuuls T ZnSO,, KNO,  ube
Adenine Tt afletudun wreniifmeiufmiund  wed 1662 SagnTuan muriausdy wc_niﬁmioﬁu
W S @on wu i veilevess rediuoen e s Wi ZnSO,, KNO, uwoe Adenine fnauuindu
02, 7 ume 0.01% wwdwiy nvildeumiiand s WEns mrasgin lavo s urifad s wgauandui-
quine i wwdadonnn i n plet wdned ek wenemimanddoiiin ndaveninly  wowriving
voniTulmoonsinasliRediy ma i uma A ARS8t aidlate vy (Proline) Tuly
srliunnw 1afundShlod g wed® (P > 05) Tusewiok 2 md.

" AR, asmmmomod, iodnedndodbnl, dodlal 50002,
\ Department of Horticulture, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai 30002,
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“ne3
THNNINAA0I

smavmesstusumuseniihauwugmiduelived 1662 Allewpleie 3
9 dgnnmaudeonlgn 2 x 2 W o doiinesounsmiigeyuahafon eududhnl
MauNuM IMaaBULduiuystl (Completcly Randomized Design, CRD) §5ddn
or 2 du wiskumuresniiu 8 ngu urnenguar IWumsndiunsefiu Tamintavu
malimng 15 Su flusozine 3 @eudedeiu TauduRoudiuil 30 woeSnwou 2533
fefuil 15 quawiuf 2534 muniideieluil

1. Wudausi ndu

2. viudu ZnSO, Wiudu 0.2%

3. viudw KNO, i 7%

4. viudw Adenine Wiuu 001%

5. viudw ZnSO, Wawiu 02% + KNO, iindu 7%

6. Wudw ZnSO, Wi 02% + Adenine Wadiu 0.01%

7. wudm KNO, Waiu 7% + Adenine iy 0.01%

8. Wudw  ZnSO, Wi 02% + KNO, Wudu 7% + Adenine udiu
0.01%

nsiuiindoyamiseeniiu 3 SnurdonsnfBouminstnmuomdeuvesnlameaes, N3

Wiy Tnvasduniu  uarwaRnasunsmeuduBIN NI ine.
WanInaasaz NNl

arsdasuulasanwadeuvsluilainaany gazNansENUTovildedn
v

winenede  wuiheudusdasrditgannTaoswizeinabalusiudou
fuwuilunnoudeiiigs 1,600 uEm %" Tuvnrdlguuglonergads  26.5-300
ouuaadud unvguunilluseilin 33-34 asusadud dewﬂﬁajuﬁuniwﬂnwﬁxww
sudonafanaeiuds soensdimbnluvesn e Kumar (1979) Sawuh
gunpdonwiionneauezayaewize 20-25 sahuwaidod A wiuug 600 WEm %™
nﬂmdunmq«ﬁu‘wﬁ‘ezﬂnﬂmmqﬁemﬂﬂ'wmqmuqﬂ‘lu uneriaWifiadnmitdun
Photoinhibition uag Chlorophyll Bleaching uanmnﬁqquﬂg&nﬁu'hlwﬁﬂﬁwmmn
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A I e e T uRen vl

AeimBalnd Wy aeiuasuingWilssaweeB i liennsdueneflainlaiiu

anasdsaridnavi It uedguduTnanadld filwelelalefiu  (Cytokinin)  iieedl
qmduﬁ'ﬂums'hu'lﬂmunﬁauthumsmmﬂmﬁmdwm 1R

HaN3ENUYoITIIMANadon RS yAY Iavesdun

vinmmaeamuinile ZnSO, wia KNO, ynsdaviuiuesiiEasn
wingduTn s wgeaeaullandneiuedeiitod WigmoseGa uspedliunnimsiy
Adenine favu (vl 1A) T ZnSO,, KNO, unt Adeninc s iideIn
aﬁmxiukﬁdue\’mdumquﬁnnmﬂ'u (mwil 1B) uaz5n'nmmwm1u‘luunnmmu
uagiiindhnnnsleindu R avnetailsdwgma@a (il 1C) vmpaiihined
W 3 vﬁnmmmﬂw‘lﬁunwﬁﬂﬁn‘m’mﬁmmﬂnﬁﬁm1m1'l'iu1nauuu TRUTSTRU RN
At aniludoryiia i Wseyuwen TudSunoludunuw@ndmudnd - Suoleei
mansenufudnesduaiiesnqunndgueraaiy ndnfe Zeso, daldnedilluod
vagnewitee e ludunamudanueigudula Machskmer (1986) wuindangdiilu
sigfsuilulusuaunsdunied  Tryptophan FautumrdududmTunadanaed
(Indole acctic acid, 1AA) unt IAA iesfifusendusiiowilsiiiudmnlunaedy
@ule  wenvnilsmdanedimuqunsahalibiu  uoenmerdludild wedudhiod
veeneudan @efuimgdined (Zn) sedheinumbedniawees Ribosome e
Funvsanrehlsdu wlidnzvmi worguagligs (@3u@s, 2531) waves KNO,
damsm’scuxau’lmmd’ud‘:utiwzmmnmsmulmmwﬂumﬁémﬂuuauﬂumﬁﬂunauﬂ
diiguasiteiisedilumsednduln Faeresefusoauvasiuiiniun  (2525) #nddn
Tlosowihusmiisuiiu - seeydosnsldhuaBumgs Favwit srifhuaadusenaudie
woanwerdu, Tusiu, Tnewled sevsefhmuneiia dwhuaduudatiuoiteney
digllu KNO, Haimaeniifunusave araddou ﬁeﬂunuvaujvnwmﬁ (2525)
ﬁna111mﬂaﬂ'ﬂﬁu'lﬂuamﬂomﬂudu1ﬂmmu11uﬂqmmm':mldaawawsahmﬂwu

dwiu  Adenine sedwluvnumasielliu  drnoauveviasenn  (2528)
wui Adenine fnsasafiuwon Purine wilawildlunsailondan (Nucleic acid) EN
aunssusdwululuanaves DNA uag RNA weneniL Adenine Haauinunaelswad
Tilwgnvihawlddw Faaeedninwasmsdaereiuaivin - Fansemns
Steponkus (1981) ﬁwuiw‘luuwgu‘l«ih‘lnﬁuﬁaaqﬁ’uhaa Adenine @UNIOBEADNTIUA
vaslugguihignnuldguwnlgeld.
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(A)

Growth rate of height

(B)

Growth rate of diameter

o .
L50,,, + RAs)

(©)

Rate of leaf drop

caalvel  XaS0, KNOy Adeslee TasQ, IaS0( KNGy Jall
Bty Addsias Adoska RO,
Y diine

Figure 1. Growth rate of Arabica coffee tree with 5 months chemicals sprayed
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voui M luitdil imeseriniinsdlevennlutsoniwariinsfunesureihioonioe
#a0mens  Kumar  (1979)  Swinms@inenaufuwu e snsdanseiusefudney
mau’?*ﬂud’unwﬂmﬁn‘\u3ﬂvmﬁﬂn6~.mu':ﬂu'lu wuin  dlarindussinululidnda
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fa =20 1 Sarnsfunswiudacanaavde 75% vosdasning widderdndvestitiu
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Figure 2. Effect of chemical on stomato conductance and leaf water potential in
the Arabica (Tl = control, 'l': = ZnSO4, 'l" a KNOJ. T4 = Adeninge,
Ts = 7.nSO4 ‘ KNOs. To = Adenine, T, = KNOJ + Adenine, Ta =
ZnSO, + KNO, +Adenine)
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Table 1. Content of Chlorophyll a, b and proline (mgfw™') in coffec leaves
with 5 months chemicals sprayed.

Volumn
Treatment

Chlorophyll a (1 x 10%) Chlorophyll b (1 x 10°%) Proline
Control 2.531b 6.371c¢ 26.89
ZnSO, 4.044a 8.457ab 5441
KNO, 3.772a 9.068ab 76.19
Adenine 4.356a 9.293a 68.89
ZnSO4 + KNO3 4.351a 7.540b 71.11
ZnSO, + Adeninc 4.087a 8.076abc 30.80
KNOJ + Adeninc 3.824a 8.611ab 52.72
ZnSO, + KNO, + Adecninc 4.520a 7.810abe 5323
LSD, o 0.826 1.7033 NS

il i ZnSO,, KNO, uax Adeninc wrlivinhidunuwihBanahbsiu
unmn'hjmnﬁuﬂ#mna’umhaﬁﬁ'um #1993 WuYes Hanson (1980) fiwuinlu
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RuianailnadeauTsBushudu  willgadrieeglusedmilainiu  wndnundoaveain
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Trolsdufwwhludgnwdandn  Aspinall and Paleg (1981) swamieediumse
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maeafuaupanndnznivadonedninmas dwdunundaiiuAeitdudsiiiialu
waldouguiu  TemaismRadgnivvnunswenTuadudnarddudeenth iUlé
wnnduidlansemuiugnizedon  SoihhhRuavedTysi fwy liuandafuedaitod Wy
MR Aafind i,

dnanimaany

LInNanInaaee a1l sanduagnudutuinmnzdudwium iy
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COMPARISON OF PERFORMANCE OF MANGO CULTIVARS
FOR DEVELOPING SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE
IN THE RAINFED UPLANDS

Tavatchai Radanachaless ' and Adisorn Krasacchai '

ABSTRACT : The integrating of mango into the traditional soybean on the farmer's field in the
Chom Tong Land Reform Project arca, Chiang Mai was studied since 1989, The purpose was to
identify the suitsble mango cultivars by comparing the performance of 16 commercial cultivars
under the upland rainfed cooditions. Results of the first two year (1989-1991) indicated that mango
generally had a rapid growth. Particularly, the Pim-Sen and Nong-Sang cultivars, while Kacw-Hua-
Chook and Salaya grew with the relative low rate. The highest number of harvested fruits per tree
in the sccond year was obtained from Chok-A-Nan cultivar. Higher mortality ratc was found in
mango planting on the termite mound. Occusional storm also damaged by uprooting the young trees.
Other production constraints found during the first two years were gummosis disease infestation and
insect damaging by green weevil (Hypomeces squamosus). The cffect of the integrated mango tree
on the traditional soybean production as well as the impact of this on-furm resesrch on the
expanding of multipurpose food tree growing in the surrounding ares were also discussed.

undada :  nofoonmignashamma il odosiilogdudludedtin  unulosvounens il
T mifipiuRommonanhvemes Sadwdualvel K we. 2532 dedsGon g w
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Wi usewufrinsuss susimigutenusesudmo e T adTalunaetitdgn e naanin

AR, sy wd, v i dndnaiml, Bedlwi 50002,
Department of Horticuliure, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai 50002.
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TIROUNWRT B(1). S0-68 (2535)

Canopy width (cm) Canopy width (cm)
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¢.l  Nam-Dok-Mai ¢9 Kaew-Lucm-Rang
¢.2 Kaew-Hua-Chook c.10 Salaya

¢.3 Nang-Klang-Wan c.11 Chao-Khun-Thip
c4 Pet-Ban-Lad ¢.12 Man-Kom

c5 Pim-Sen ¢.13 Kiew-Sa-Woer

c6 Nong-Sang c.14 Chok-A-Nan

¢7 Rad c.15 Og-Rong

c¢.8 Fah-Lan ¢.16 Tong-Dum

Figure 1. Canopy width of mango trees which integrated into the traditional up-
land rainfed soybean in the Chom Tong Land Reform Project arca,
1989-91.
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Table 1. Growth rate of stem diameter, height and canopy width of the 2 ycar-
old mango trees which integrated into the traditional upland rainfed
soybean during 1989-1991.

Growth rate of

Mango e
cultivar Rep. Stem diameter Height Canopy width
(mm/month) (cm/month) (cm,’montb)
1 Nam-Dok-Mai 8 1.68 444 5.62
2 Kacw-Hua-Chook 8 125 3.82 428
3 Nang-Klang-Wan 8 2.14 559 5.19
4 Pet-Ban-Lad 7 1.54 564 5.30
S Pim-Scn 7 252 707 751
6 Nong-Sang 8 2.30 6.70 703
7 Rad 8 1.96 5.88 5.27
8 Fah-Lan 7 1.77 4.16 6.05
9 Kacw-Luem-Rang 8 1.52 352 5.03
10 Salaya 8 1.15 1.67 5.64
11 Chao-Khun-Thip 7 1.75 571 508
12 Man-Kom 8 1.52 594 5.49
13 Kicw~Sa-Woer 7 195 547 5.53
14 Chok-A-Nan 8 1.72 383 484
15 Og-Rong 8 1.59 395 506
16 Tong-Dum 5 1.79 6.55 5.59
Mecan 1.76 5.00 553
F-test * * *
CV. (%) 41.24 35.18 31.86
LSD(0.05)
nl n2
8.00 8.00 0.74 1.75 1.75
8.00 7.00 0.76 1.81 1.81
8.00 500 0.84 1.99 1.99
7.00 7.00 0.79 1.87 1.87
7.00 5.00 0.86 2.05 205
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Table 2. Mortality rate and percentage of falling trees because of storm of the
two ycar-old mango trecs grown in the Chom Tong Land Recform
Project arca, 1989-1991.

Mortality
Mango Number tree - Falling
cultivar observed First-year Second year Total tree (%)
1989-90 1990-91

1. Nam-Dok-Mai 9 - - - 2 (22)
2. Kaew-Hua-Chook 8 - - - 1 (12)
3. Nang-Klang-Wan 8 - 1 1 5 (62)
4. Pet-Ban-Lad 7 - - - 3 (42
5. Pim-Sen 7 - 1 1 342
6. Nong-Sang 9 - - - 6 (66)
7. Rad 14 : 2 2 3@
8. Fah-Lan 7 - = -5
9. Kaew-Luem-Rang 9 2 - 2 2 (22)
10. Salaya 8 - - - 3 (37
11. Chao-Khun-Thip 7 | 2 3 4 (57)
12. Man-Kom 8 - - - 6 (75)
13. Kiew-Sa-Woer 7 - - - 3 (42)
14. Chok-A-Nan 8 - 1 1 4 (50)
15. Og-Rong 8 - 1 1 2 (25)
16. Tong-Dum 5 - - - 2 (40)

Total 129 (100%) 3 2%) 8 (6%) 11 (8%) 54
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Table 3. Causes of mortality of the two year-old mango treces which integrated
into the traditional upland rainfed soybean during 1989-1991.

Number of dead tree

Cause of mortality First year Second year
(1989-90) (1990-91)
Planting on the termite mound 2 2
Storm perturbation - 5
Unknown 1 1
Total 3 8
HAaWAA

fugahsdmou 13 Wufenfome 16 Wuf Adenabithe  (vueeuen
Vazana 5 wu. Auhl) Tudidi 2 @oney 2533 - nsngey 2534) ueahadauIng
dwon 11 Fufldenabivhuiugausnshadeunuaiuf-annow 2534 daeedioh
dnfanaluggauninfusinouvesnamiionouun  shofufufuis  Tenodud
ungil wonly  Wudasnatuneshazae  Snsdeseishiiouiufoudinios uaed 2
voufdurintanmeiu  uoewuowss Fudaentsfhuiufintnlavieivariundauonluifou
wnen Fadniniugiug douduen Woudw weevosh Seaglundguinnaddelil
ariaanaivhuoonlug i 2 meil 4. TugaaiuduTuusioeiuiindanalu
W 2 Swounvdenaluwioyiu sefitmavdoaguudivmnduie uoenondmndovas
v e §R s audoiomeluoiupiug - Jufiudeyaiirusanering
Sudl 12 puaniud - 26 Doguonu 2534 sk I ndguiu fitinadenaldiTes
Aamaindad e siu ddesododudlidensudi 2 Whunust 1theneudueiaten
2 wuf fle whaagn (3:) weeranon (3:1) thumjuﬂ'uﬁimammfu (Ramdoen
Auildnsanonun) Wi Tonetud (18 wa/iu) endos (11 wa/du) unesiwenhl (10
wo/du)  viugidnodlunduionaldd  donnefdnriRenannudesdan van iy wlaid
w3l Tl wumaiitos  Gandsonduifenatonn)  uluanwineu
o wha It Wuflenotud (13 ma/fu) dowenll (9 wo/du) uazendes (8 wa/
du)  adelafew idefmiiunanden doudianiu g i'awo\'mmhu'miuﬁxlqnfqmau'|
@ dodmunailduiuiawaiwud udons wietu flanodudiinaniaa fod
fgelungu (7 wo/du) eirsihiudWiymenda.
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Table 4. Fruit bearing tree, fruit set, harvested fruit and mean yicld at harvest-
ing of the two ycar-old mango trees grown in the Chom Tong Land
Reform Project area, Chiang Mai, 1991.

Masango No. tree No. fruit No. fruit  No. fruit Mean yield
cultivar observed bearing tree  set/tree harvested/  fruit/tree
tree
1 Nam-Dok-Mai" 9 3 9.67 9.00 3.00
2 Kaew- Hua-Chook” 8 6 6.17 467 3.50
3 Nang-Klang-Wan" 7 1 400 3.00 043
4 Pet-Ban-Lad® 7 2 1.00 0.00 0.00
S Pim-Sen® 7 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
6 Nong-Sang® 9 1 1.00 0.00 0.00
7 Rad® 14 3 8.33 4.33 093
8 Fah-Lan® 7 3 7.00 333 143
9 Kaew-Luem-Rang® 7 4 8.50 6.00 343
10 Salaya“ 8 6 517 4.50 3.38
11 Chao-Khun-Thip® 5 | 9.00 2.00 0.50
12 Man-Kom® 8 3 2.00 1.67 0.63
13 Kiew-Sa-Woer® 7 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
14 Chok-A-Nan®* 7 4 17.75 13.00 743
15 Og-Rong" 7 3 11.33 8.33 3.57
16 Tong-Dum® 5 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mecan 1.76
F-test *

: cating preference: ripe

L processing mango

caling preference: green

[ 4

nnTwnuiing i Aot luduiledafvawoncentl  wrin
vufleneviud (Giiuidou, 2528) wepehawn (dlw, 2533) st fiiRanonina
yerwndslusondl ddiilufineuo ol wu Al aadeaiufunsiuinnnen Tuifen
figuwon  fuwou  sazvgeiinaud woddl 2533 uenwiiellannisdenonauninive
el arindudlwmilu@ouunsey  (2534) uvim:iwumﬁmauanqmownmﬁa
doavufudoindla Suaumod unenme (2533) e ininfudmedseiu futfuuii
wufwmin uafinwuidimsdenenuag oot wdniou fuufin dauiiwenldiiasn
dhudufin  (Vogasw, 2523) 3muﬂm1amanuaﬂmw1ﬁ&udd’uqq.
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Table 5. Severity' of the gummosis discases on the mango trees which inte-
grated into the traditional upland rainfed soybean in the Chom Tong
Land Reform Project arca, 1991.

Severity (score 0-5)

Mango Rep.
cultivar 17 MAP® 18 MAP 19 MAP 20 MAP 21 MAP 22 MAP
1 Nam-Dok-Mai - 1.00 1.25 0.75 1.25 0.50 0.75
2 Kacw-Hua-Chook 4 025 0.25 0.25 0.00 1.00 0.00
3 Nang-Klang-Wan 4 1.00 1.25 1.00 0.67 0.67 0.33
4 Pet-Ban-Lad 4 0.75 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S Pim-Sen “+ 2.50 325 325 325 1.50 1.50
6 Nong-Sang 4 0.25 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
7 Rad 4 0.25 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
8 Fah-Lan 4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.00
9 Kaew-Lucm-Rang 4 125 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.00
10 Salaya 4 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.25 1.25 1.00
11 Chao-Khun-Thip 3 3.33 433 3.33 1.00 3.67 3.50
12 Man-Kom 4 0.50 0.50 025 0.25 0.25 0.00
13 Kiew-Sa-Woer Rl 3.50 4.00 225 0.50 0.25 0.00
14 Chok-A-Nan 4 0.50 0.75 0.25 1.25 225 1.50
15 Og-Rong 4 1.25 2,00 1.00 1.00 1.25 0.00
16 Tong-Dum - = - = - = ~
Mecan 1.19 1.42 0.97 0.74 092 0.57
F-1est » ﬁ . - * *
LSD (0.05)
nl n2
“ <4 1.40 1.48 1.53 1.27 1.55 1.00
4 3 1.51 1.60 1.66 1.37 1.68 1.08
n 0 : no symptom 1 : slightly 2 low 3 : moderately
4 : scvere 5 . very severe

MAP . Months after planting
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Table 6. Damage scverity caused by green weevil on the mango trees which
integreated into the traditional upland rainfed soybcan in the Chom
Tong Land Reform Project arca, 1991.

Severity (Score 0-5)*

Mango Rep.
cultivar 19 MAP" 22 MAP
1 Nam-Dok-Mai 4 225 0.25
2 Kaew-Hua-Chook 4 025 0.00
3 Nang-Klang-Wan 4 0.50 0.00
4 Pet-Ban-Lad R 0.25 2.50
S Pim-Sen -4 325 0.75
6 Nong-Sang 4 2.50 1.00
7 Rad 4 1.75 0.75
8 Fah-Lan 4 2.00 0.00
9 Kaew-Luem-Rang - 0.75 0.50
10 Salaya “ 1.25 1.50
11 Chao-Khun-Thip 3 0.67 0.00
12 Man-Kom 4 0.25 0.75
13 Kiew-Sa-Woer Rl 1.50 0.50
14 Chok-A-Nan + 0.25 0.25
15 Og-Rong 4 1.00 0.00
16 Tong-Dum - - -
Mean 1.23 0.58
F-test » *
LSD (0.05)
nl n2
4 4 1.59 1.26
4 3 1.72 1.36
s 0 : no damage 1 @ slightly 2 : low 3 : moderately
4 : severe 3 overy severe

MAP - Months after planting
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Wi 2 1unumqﬁw\'hunanammﬁmwam'luuﬂmmmmﬁwﬁ'm'iwﬂmﬁﬂ
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SoftailnsuwdnIzewetnamuiu  ilasenldFusuludugg mrunumm'hhlgnﬁ"xmam
dauvmealaiau faedosomumuguirisdmivunbaiiunaswizeuiv.

Table 7. Yield, yield components and crop residucs of the upland rainfed
soybean® cultivated between rows of mango trec in the Chom Tong

Land Reform Project arca,1989-1990.

First year (1989) Second year (1990)
Item =

Without With Without With

mango mango mango mango

Yicld kg/rai - 169 120 178
Plant [rai - 42916 36,000 36,800
Pod/plant - 22 22 21
100-sced weight (g) - 12 13 12
Crop residucs DM (kgfrai) ~ 137 240 218

B Soybean cultivar : CM 60
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3. dw%m\’unun*nuﬁnusﬁw‘\u#uﬁ 5 15 Fufluwumuiidonsasleundoves
immansluituiifandrs  waedgniudasnlwane 25 dusield wielwosdgn 8 x 8
wes udaddumeil 8. sldvoiidudusmiusenainten  soeddreiilluiduan
dudildioiifuduaniy  dulmjeziuiunoulueiafon  dwvwihuinmign
wrihanniayiduitufidonsonfu  doddidugmnnndn 6,300 um uasiiinildiu
sepdugagnieviiomn  uorwimnignesdesdussrmdnrinyinn defmiTuyosi
A 5,500 U Meneai) 1cdamnznudmmm1ﬂgnﬂvﬁm atalafieunsednd e
pramasds 1 T 3 Wi 2 Tevswwildieiduiue  Sevvderonienn
1,400 ol TwueueiivandaiiidluadDi 2 Heogluseduiann Tipaweiiseiiteon
daaeilu v ldneuumfivanusedidla.

Table 8. Input costs (Baht /5 rai) of 128 mango trees which integrated into
the upland rainfed soybean in the Chom Tong Land Reform Project

area, 1989-91,
First year (1989-1990) Second yecar (1990-91)
Item N
Cash Non-cash  Total Cash  Non-cash Total
Land preparation 680 320 1,000 - - -
Grafted material 2,816 - 2,816 - - -
Planting 780 1,159 1,939 - - -
Pot burrying 1,696 520 2,216 - - -
Watering - 2,230 2,230 - - -
Weeding - 880 880 810 1,890 2,700
Fertilization 240 440 680 473 220 693
Tree supporting 128 - 128 147 220 367
Total 6,340 5,549 11,889 1,430 2,330 3,760

wanszauden I susBRulgnuzaing

nwﬂumﬁwmimﬂm‘lmi‘li’i1'1ﬂmun1]18tmﬁcnuf«uzﬁu‘lﬂmﬁaunmumu
fuduwdaslumlaswsanyasns #awuedl 2530 (Radanachaless, 1987) manlaanBe
Wouu fuziaalufagiiu daunasiunundouunlasiieduluuaanywanuuii
du dufauoiﬂmulgn‘h‘s’nanmam'luﬁ"'xmﬁmmn‘ﬁu (Radanachaless and Timm,

64



mnfinudouiuguniatoRannmanumsuvBuo U uTisouo s

1991) wuimzﬂvq'lﬁlﬂm‘iuaﬁkummm'méu wninlinesliadug  Temawy
o uniiiu Aefline 8 un e lanmiudwousn  (Radanachaless and  Krasacchai,
1988)  athalsfiamnisvo it iswsandrriutualavessrinmahudamadeuuu
Audliouasns Hwfumawnle douew uavuanidoun i fuinumansedisieiiesdi
a4 Tidufw el 9. AivheiudnamaheignaundmfuRedugnageu 1
muusauInae  suididnadnenduenlull 2532 (an. 1989) TaomuAiuen
68 utlas (w¥aidow) i 118 wledluddewn athalafiwwlul 2534 (A 1991) i &
uﬂwi‘lﬂuﬁﬂgnuzﬂmﬁu#uhﬂémmwﬁe s wnmlasinunduonaundefios 78
wilas mqﬁi'mwmlnqﬁﬂgmwa)'Nanm'ldtfmﬂuxmmmﬂwmd’ui’u@ﬁdﬂu
ﬁu'nﬂq:u'm Tmmwwﬁuaﬂmﬁuﬁﬁmmgn‘muﬂdeuq au lmanseiuiiuuosueaing
W i 10% wasiui) Tussilihludmeewihafoudonny - fuowou wosll
2534 Faoendosty Radanachaless and Krassechai (1991) #ldawarmineinewes
inmmanalu feeuiiiasinaga@odeudnagaluDusnwdalgn upedlnerwiigeydoduugsing
@anidovay 80 (Radanachaless and Timm, 1991) duvepitafinumandaulwsgjiden
Nuzxiwgoyﬂulmﬁmmguf’u humaesheindu g ldnmseneadaiinmgnds
Tiinamdsuwqugniidwe updudhigningdidandrseledn  inuwsnadhe i liguiuns
Whlaua dafunsldiemuiiinmgindy 7-8 b (fene 20-25 ym) Fesriluzagale
wnnin mﬂuﬁiqﬁumulgn'rmﬁw'mﬁﬁaﬂﬂnmﬂﬁ'aumn'luduﬂuﬂqﬁ' ;

Table 9. Total growing area” of mango trees (rai)® and types of propagating
materials used by the farmers in the Chom Tong Land Project arca,
Chiang Mai, 1989-91.

Planting material Total
Year = (rai)
Grafted  Seeded Both  Total
1989 5 63 - 68 160.0
1990 8 109 1 118 3750
1991 9 68 1 78 3000

Data was surveyed during August-September of cach year.

"1 ral = 1,600 sq.m.
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THE USE OF PIGEON PEA AS ANIMAL FEED
2. DIGESTIBILITY OF LEAVES AND SEEDS IN RUMINANTS

Boonlom Cheva-Isarakul '

ABSTRACT : Digestibility of dry pigeon pea leaves (PPL) and pigeon pea sceds (PPS) was deter-
mined in sheep by differential and regression methods respectively, with rice straw (RS) as a basal
dict. It revealed that PPS contained higher nutritive value and palatability than PPL. On dry matter
(DM) basis, both feeds contained 198 and 20.0% CP, 7.3 and 2.3% EE, 232 and 9.6% CF, 6.0 and
44% ash, 43.7 and 63.7% NFE, 61.0 and 51.7% NDF, and 294 and 17.5% ADF. The trypsin inhibi-
tor activity in the seed was 3 times of that in the leaves (19.5 vs 7.0 mg TIA/g DM). Their digest-
ibility were 502 and 72.2% DM, 52.7 and 73.3% OM, 510 and 65.1% CP, 458 and 34.4% EE, 30.8
and 280% CF, 0 and 84.2% NFE, 473 and 758% NDF, and 0.5 and 382% ADF, respectively. With
increasing level of PPS intuke from 200 to 800 g air dry/day, DM intake increased from 30 to
36% live weight. Digestibility of most nutrients also increased with the exception of CF, ADF and
EE. Digestible encrgy (DE), Total digestible nutrient (TDN) and N-balance of sheep fed solely PPS
estimated by regression method was 3.2 keallg, 71.1% and 6.3 g/d respectively.

unfiado @ W deslRvedluulsuoraded nmwmliunsTas T wes s mm oasoon wi W
Tl ndradueragm wnhngh  alellgosimsemussasiaiuonndily  Tasillmasine  fn
iThudonnrves Yagu - Tiu 198 woe 200%, Twhu 7.3 une 23%, dols 232 we 9.6%, Wh 6.0

ue 44%, mflulammiideol&iw (NFE) 437 um 63.7%, slased (NDF) 610 uoe S1.7% woeBnlu-
woglan (ADF) 294 une 17.5% wiafavihmen 1lehiselowilivaalii (Trypsin inhibitor) awninly 3
o (195 feufu 70 el Tequiy)  nsdeoTiveslneluluussadeividelife  Ymoule 502 uoe
72.2%, Buniiten 527 uow 733%, Thdu S1.0 uor 65.1%, luiiu 458 uoe 34.4%, deln 30.8 use 280%

! awindwoue, assnweonoed, o iedmdnalwl, @odlwi 50002
Depariment of Animal Husbandry, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai
50002 .
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NFE 0 uny 84.2%, NDF 47.3 uns 75.8% ube ADF 0.5 uwse 382% wud iy dlelunelduoadnmunnfiu
Suwm 200 dhe 800 ndu/Tu Susefiuerfnd fmgutlEfaduem 30 W 36% ik neold
weoslnmued inuafAun nosdisdednouse onfudols v ur ADF wisemwesld (DE) umeuion
Lnuedoold (TDN) moonawmmadiu lanenvewneiidudnd neumaihe wrusdvast afeiiw o laold
auneeneelidy 32 Flounoed/n®u, 71.1% we 6.3 ndu/Tu wud .

AN

ﬂtummwmunauowmsv’i‘duﬁ‘mmmsmmunzawmﬂ'fu'lin’imwu}uuwfm
dudduilesnmmdndafiliiviuethena® Taonwieetddueee 10 Tshuan
in 38 ldwewadnntinonwlumaiSegiueiiobnig  Fhifiodsifiennsuein
Thiluo e g tﬂamﬂmmmaufhurlnamvuﬂfnﬂmmqumnwéw v
W1 unﬁﬂqm;mﬁaﬁuq Wliun  ielrunselsifiuiensdafidedeihseannwau.

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

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

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

finvaftnufisgusmaansveshuf e swoenalgn  uozn SRRy
@orlune  uovaoe, 2533) mmlgndudousweyde¥afawnedy  (Whiteman  and
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nageolvesludneussusadeludn i ulies

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

ginIaluaz BN 1 IMaad

dosnuaunaudainanes sen uargUnsdifesyhnmesesiuialaonss a8
vmsmeassiuungund Teomieeniii 2 naneoes fe

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

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

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

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

Buadnsueivord = hnainvueituenvhaunyluiseuee - Tnsuziituesn
Tuya

% nstenldwoslneeluludnsusy

- Tnwugddesidiiose v Sy - yripulanviie X 100
Tneuginusnluiuzusy

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

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

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

WanIINaasILar I Il
Manaaesi 1 msmnsdesldvesluiuzuss TasdEuwadns

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

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

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

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

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

" Walues investigated in this experiment

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

Vo fudewna (2531)

" Cheva-lsarskul (1982, unpublished data)
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Hinlsedninnadould nisdevldveslnyurdieg wlufuusriidnlnn i
Differential method Tinimmmanailiflvufusfinenadlu ignwmmaniiin - x Auidos
TouSTle AIA  udeinely  (Aerlnee  uoeeuz, 2533) pgnaliumnadt 2.
wuimsien 1dves Insuedw Iwjlndifivatiuvie podunnsteridveshisiudsluduewy
fienganinviheedaiidodwie Filtosnlufuvueilbsdugindy  Sedhoihigaunid
’lumztmagmu‘l"fn’lu’innun“an111ﬁsulauhunzdaumms'l‘6n'h INMIAU IR
muwmiathﬂﬁuuamﬁmaﬂﬂﬁumﬁmﬂomﬁu\uﬁ?wmmm Tudasn 700 :
100 pfu/fa/fu wirt Banahkdufldddeadu 197% vesgmions vurdiiloune
Aurhafveiade W lihfuios  48%  mimiu Naduil donndoaiuToauuns
Cheva-lIsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1990) fwrh  mwiibihaifulesieuifudu
Wiineelnomue@uluguus Natural protein, Multi-nutrient block wianmaujaudavha
dngSuia S lsinaonIdae s Ty sAuddu

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

Pigeon pea lcaves Rice® Leucaena

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

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

atindlaftdwydn nstesldvaslnsueden Mludurusednilumeiu wlhity
fa 2 witeil wa@uawgnﬁv&uﬂouﬁuu%ﬁuh&ﬁuaﬁuﬂn1u Fsloruitoanenly
furusrihBurnidelsuarsnl uvadgenilunsefiu waduil Tuua i wedeandesiuns
neoodlulrilovoskamTiviant uaedheBasena (2534) fumedu e dndsld
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nmisoldvaslud numusadeiudn i o

Ustlowit (ME) swduidieafivlunseiiu Mﬂaﬁwgwwmmnﬂm’fm;sznmwﬂmm
udr  Urngin ‘lﬁiﬁm1mm%qaau1maz§nﬂm&{omnmwnmﬂ'miu'luﬁwzm'lu
gaie iﬂuﬁupu1'mmﬁaeanmn\uﬁmmﬂmuiwﬂum&«w‘!ﬁhs%qﬁﬁ
nitlunsedudues,

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

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

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

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

from RS (g) 96.9 0

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

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

mManaansil 2 nrsHnasteu dve undaduzuas las 3t 14dauns
nANBY

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

uiithBanaudely musad (NDF) ungdnlwignglag (ADF) anin.

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

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

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

" Values investigated in this experiment
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ayaten el mussonssialuin o whes

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

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

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

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

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

200 400 600 800

Avg. body weight (kg) 344 35.3 356 34.1

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

- %BW 29 3.1 33 36

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

dmmatoridvesdolss (CF) unsmiuvaddmildenldon (ADF) Whahfiu
maesiudn Ao Srannadlariudaduvesduzuslue sy Falorwitoansn
Fazusedn S lmeanfivenldine  (NFE)  goandive  Sellwavinbig@undddomon
Amylolytic bacteria Wiannau uﬁmw‘l«nﬁ'uwsm'lﬂuﬁanﬁanth&ﬁuniﬂwgnﬁu‘l‘
s duwml pH  lumwmwizzanosdiae  Tinnzfumselgueawan  Cellulolytic
bacteria Jaiivimatauldvesaragladaany (El-shazly et al, 1961 uaz Dixon, 1986)
Fstonndeaify Mould and Oskov (1983/84) uax Hoover (1986) fiaqldn miacfumls
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Table 6. Digestibility of nutrients in rations with different levels of rice straw
(RS) and ground pigeon pea seeds (PPS).

PPS level (g air dry/head/day)

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

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

dwdumadeuldveslviiuilann douseRuivueauiu  Silimaneetuo
hwidmin 1By muniamdesld  (DE) uorvonlnyuzdevidiame  (TDN) ﬂ'hge’\'m
asrdufaussldiy wensnilBawuiougodvesulnneu (NB) fengatiudou il
dloananthususyihBuials@uge dloda Tiduiudufeeilinsaealulnsouwie
'iﬂﬁu'luhcnwgaﬁu.
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e 'lugmamsxﬂaﬂm&nﬁ'wcuaﬂuﬁﬁﬂwdm fu iflw Y wudwndsndad
anfuiufiugann (¢ Whind 1.0) unshishaBenuusiuinesidun avinatenldd
widInedEi.

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

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

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

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

Dig pps'/ rs? Regression equation

(%) y=a+bx

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

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

W
o
£}

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

y = Digestion coefficient of nutrient (%)

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

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

arpl

Tuuasdadveuseihlaulndfosiurlssu 20% waluillneueiiiuyse-
Towsidniuudavesiuuazdninlunseiuidmioo,
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douWigan-iathaihivd gy il edvinaterdvaslnvueiiman TnuTiwmasedndy
dtdu o Taoldidhilioraolunin  (AIA) wazsninsten e dlunsyuuaid
CERURRITY
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e 20% fwnindy ewddi.
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ey,
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NB -52 g N/#/.
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THE USE OF PIGEON PEA AS ANIMAL FEED
3. RUMINANTS AND RABBITS

Boonlom Cheva-Isarakul ' Sirituck Pornsuksiri ' and Suchon Tangtaweewipat '

Abstract :  The potentisl use of pigeon pea seeds (PPS), substituted for soybean meal (SBM) in
concentrate ration for ruminants and rabbits or directly supplemented to low quality feed, was
carricd out in sheep and rabbits. Three groups of I8 sheep with initial liveweight 135 kg was fed
ad bbium rice straw (RS), plus 500 g/day fresh para grass and supplemented with 1 of the 3
concentrate feeds at 250 g/day. There were SBM as a main protein source, 50% of SBM was
substituted with PPS, or PPS plus mincrals. Feeding trial lasted 16 wecks, followed by a 10 days
digestibility trial which total collection method was compared to internal indicator (Acid insoluble
ash, AIA) method. No significant difference was found on DM intake (3.0% liveweight/day),
nutrient digestibility, feed conversion ratio (FCR; 84, 82 and 87) and average daily gain (ADG;
589, 636 and 643 g) The result indicated the potential use of PPS as ruminant feed. The
digestibility determination using acid wsoluble ash (AlA) as internal indicator was similar 1o that of
the total fecal collection method.

In the study with growing rabbits, 30 heads of both sexed cross bred zika-Z x NZ while
were randomly allocated to 5 treatments each with 6 replicates. They were penned individually and
fed overy morning with concentrate diet containing 0, 10, 20, 30 and 40% of PPS wt 90% of their
ad libitum intake, while the afternoon feed was fresh para grass (ad lib). It was found that PPS
could be used at 40% of concentrate ration, equal to the substitution of SBM at 43%.

nwilenng, aoesweanoed, s ivedo@odlwi, $oedlwi 50002 .
Dcpartment of Animal Husbandry, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai
50002 .

85



yrstvunwws 8(1) @ 85-103 (2535)

undade - nn‘lﬁu&aﬁ'mmnﬂuuwduwnﬂuslun‘lamwumm"iuuaoa'luqmamniuhw!uhiﬁn
Bossenawin Wl fmoluunsfuendodnon 12§ wewsjiuou 6 & somindudwady 135
nn, weaenlnogulu 3 ngy Bonnenonmsuiades WE e (Wieiad)  wews]wnionTuse
500 niu/ds e dme oI lERadalsediai Fwiehil de 1) wiafldndunlouliu
unddlihin winfldoded seumunidnindanor 0% Wedouohildolednause 24% Tuen une
wilai v meumdhunddibfulm (97% wosgiens) TeolfludanTuoe 250 ndud vianadvauoe
Whrbeyed mman miluntmds oot 16 Siek ydnmiwnnvatesldvsse noonges TaoldTRdhudeye
SoomaBrudriumiie fliswlunm  (AIA)  udaldiaoln  dnlunsi et
FnfEn iR Audvn wineiuy Siou 30 ® wleenlaafu 5 ngu nguow 6 5 Bodlumeds
@ Wew i ifhunmenwledmelugrownedy 0, 10, 20, 30 we 0% TaoiWlusbadilu
o 90 %wnnfneiiu Adsdedoutue wuant wninds  danduehnholWn] ol g
uneléFue wovls 3 ger e liEmihaBne Faguil (e usedn)  Diuensoeiu (3%
wn M) Sosdeoldveslraneluo s uosdas wnln (84, 82 uox 27) woowewdarn sy
@ale (589, 636 use 643 n¥HyTu) Liumneetu umehoded newramolhhuumssveslibfuuserds
numuwudwwﬁa_smmﬁ"uﬁm 3 Mwﬂm'luwu'mahi‘uuﬂuu yiio lSumiunSounsuis Wiy
AR TR TR L SRR AR L R T ToeibEmadosm B s vl ndeold  usmnnn
sin Tuvimv o amoldodeneumWSoviy 0% vosgrovm  wowndinndundsaliluoedy
43% o bty Swanredouin lausednawamt wnlndaooasmien wonawildemy nmnn sy ldl
wele T AIA Tiwebhsrnidhyofnom,

A

mnnd’uquﬁ'\aw'nﬂqﬁﬂuﬁ'ﬂiawﬁ(y-\lmn'\wanlﬂ#duwiuqamvmnn
sorsEdunyeImToten i TagRveilelmiffchialdiuewntuuwiveouldiiu
avadad  fifhe 3amaewilaflansduoaduunndede Shisasld Tumdvosdiniifen
dmm’ﬂi’uﬂ'pmmmmuqmmmfﬂamﬁm\’mmmsﬂﬂqmmw@n'h Shimanii o
slinafu  uaznsterldvese s fuidin i‘ﬂﬁﬂnﬂﬁﬂnﬂzg«fm aul
gurnmwlimandedaidty  Taumwizatisidluganafiviaunaue NIwURRIN WG,

dueusy (Pigeon pea; Cajanus cajan) i Raaii avit aihl yoedn ey
Tumsumudinnidasdaduonndu  use/dedenmmnuqua  Wevinffnig
eI AL uansmignidfdlugnwinuueiigs aansmffuiald
Fuweiluds dwn Tuweradigaudmaennoudngs Thisfuiheana 20% ves
Joquds  @wsedounidifluewnidaiiin (Tangtaweewipat  uar  Elliow,  1989;
FwTiwmil  uor@wdmenn (2532, 2534)  udegnil@@wedunds  (Falvey  and
Visitpanich, 1980a, b; Visitpanich et al, 1985).

TudnSiduaudes  Ikilwaudmaninldestud Tluneidulujaehiddud
ueuny (Akinola et al, 1975) ylonavaedwiinmldovdatosumeiiuiidvonandavadu
i1 ussdwrimanig@dulevesdnd (Wijnberg uag Whiteman, 1985) swtsnisgnuay

86



N 198 sawmaiuo wade il e wounaw

meiiinodenoniauzui e vasluduzuesy  @Rarln  uavemy,  2533)
napnuniteridueslufueusludnfifvados  (Park er al, 1989, uardwditsena,
2534)  warmminludueuseanldifiue e uuava st (Brown et al, 1988,
Anelruei uoed3, 2529; Parades et al, 1986; @i uoxfinriniev, 2531).

Tunsedw Aduku er al (1989) Twawd Tubueusedinnmitfuganwens
Indifvariuludiudulewds ﬁagmi"ﬂuﬁn'lwunz‘lmmna unidudive  Tudad
(Cow pea) ludaemndr unglunsedu.

adaiueusedqud e vmunznmteridganinly  Taedlnwuzdwe  Aadu
fovarwesinguia (DM) Ao Tus@u (CP) 200%, Twilu (EE) 2.3%, 1 (Ash) 4.4%,
doly (CP) 9.6%, milulmasmitdeuldiw (NFE) 63.7% (Fedasena, 2534) uaednm
dovldvoilnsuelunmeiwunsunedoilde  Jaquls 754 wer 722%, Sunidieg 769
oz 73.3%, TUsdu 704 uay 65.1%, luilu 768 une 34.4%, dols 509 uay 280%
uny NFE 89.1 une 842% (Toyand, 2527, uordhwduseqn 2534) winsiuwfed
vrusran e nsdafifrudesuarnsrinodshivurooululegin  Sauthumshns
Anwnis -

1. naldiudaiuzssenaununindudosduawnsdundalsuauuisgeii
onmdBuvhedndmiuda it aidoddaon.

2. wiasesuilmneduvosdaiueusriausoldveummndavdosugase s
Sudwiunsgdwyu  Teolideliifenadudedusinniwnnda.

gUnIniaz TN IMAan

panaaesdi 1 - nAnuludadfiuaubes  desnvieunaufrdhildnaces
Taldunsiiiudn invaosmy  Teolduiunepuwnio Smou 12 8 uaeiwe] S 6
¥ v 18 W downtndudwndnieane 135 0. eeniiu 3 gy deauusdly
nononitu  anduldiuewidalsenevsovheimusleinm 3-4 i W
Wl (ad libium) uesWmghauaniuor 500 nfu (EulWluddantil 7) ledhuuwds
Iniluuezunlstu dawewnsiuIWldSudiae 250 niu TMﬁm‘iﬁ‘Nﬁuﬁ'«{ : nguil 1
nnffuvdoaiuuwadlsiu, nguil 2 wdedususrunmuiinndandes 50%, ndufl
3 Mwiadueuseun (97%) waundeunvuistg 3% ennadunngesilsiulndifivaiu
dan)senayvese wnivuudmal umsei 1.

87



IRy (1) : 85-103 (2535)

Wownstuar 2 af ne 830 uee 16:30 w. Wudeheemniwuynideu
umwmﬁunﬂngaﬁ-mu umﬂdaﬁwmﬁmmﬁadﬂunennmnﬂdaﬁuqvmsmam

Faitntndouny 3 Sudedofudeduiu  unrdugammenes uardai wnino
ungyndanilusewitsnimeanss vnsdsaiiunm 16 et e Kwedideu
nuawul  Seliguoow 2533 Taovniveaasiniednineae:s  medndanna aue
immardad wninodududlmi.

doduganiimenadlufilail 16 Fuunemanasievue hiisnsonmstos1d
(Metabolism cage) Wmadfuyn Tade uaeiiuiindoyn aneaudinrziosfiisenay
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ﬁﬁaqnﬁemamﬁsmummndnmaﬁﬁa UOEW IR MLANA WIEWI NN
Ta3% Least significant difference (Sundnwei, 2523).

Table 1. Composition of experimental concentrate rations.

Ingredients Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
Ground corn 410 255 -
Rice bran 300 300 =
Soybean meal 170 8.5 ~
Kapok seed meal 10.0 100 -
Ground pigeon pea sced - 240 970
Salt 05 0.5 1.0
Limestone 05 0.5 10"
Mineral Premix 10 1.0 10
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

* Use dicalcium phosphate instead of limestone due to the absence of rice bran, a phosphorus
source.

wonnildaldihnmafugeiion 1200 w. $mawn 20 afuniu deautilugud
wfs -20° @ iedludumivesyfinne udmnehrinashihierawlunin
(ATA) Tow38wes Van Keulen and Young (1977) iieftimniienuusiudrlunsldiii
Fnidnelu (nternal indicator) nRvudouifumsfusoyaramm.

mafauwndenldves Jaquidlae i AIA ldgas
(€, x 1) + (€, x 1)) + (Cy x 1)

+ +
L+ L+ 0

C. =

H
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Hnlsvantnrsdeuldvesiaquis (% DMD) = L —L
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L x 100

dla C; fio nladivud AIA Tuanravewun C,, C,, uax C, fla % AIA (DM

basis) Tuv v warensdu mwdwy C, fie nlofiamd AIA Tuya.

unsﬁuammmmiu&wmﬁi&dﬂﬂnzmu’lumﬁuuﬁuﬁlﬂuqaﬁqma Taw

Tofgns

% nriteulduasinquisiaeds ATA

% Recovery =

Table 2. Composition of concentrate rations for

levels of pigeon pea seed.

% naveuldvesaquitsTaTifuyatavm

X

rabbits containing different

Level of pigeon pea seed (%)

In ration 0 10 20 30 40
Substitute soybean meal 0 11 21 32 43
Soybean meal 23.7 21.13 18.62 16.12 13.62
Pigeon pea seed 0 10 20 30 40
Yellow corn 483 40.87 33.38 25.88 18.38
Rice bran 25 25 25 25 25
Vitamins-Minecrals 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Oyster shell 1 1 I 1 1
Dicalcium phosphate | 1 1 1 1
Vegetable oil 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Calculated chemical composition (% Air dry basis)
Crude protein 18.00 18.00 18.00 18.00 18.00
ME (kcal/kg) 2750 2700 2570 2470 2370
Crude fibre 6.44 6.71 699 727 7.54
Ether extract 5.18 501 4.84 4.68 4.51
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arnaaasi 2 : nsAne T unsedy Tnsedogrsuiuf@nuem (Zika-z) v
firduoudun (New Zealand White) wiowinuy ewtlszinm 8 et dmau 30
¥ Auwsluozdoadiaoreds widleoduiin 5 ngu ngues 6 ¥ doslunsediadion
ww 2 x 3 e Wdvennidudiflsdu 18% phiunangy Teolidunmves
wiafurusrdadasenoumaniiuiiidnoaulfies  Tangtawcewipat and  Elliott
(1989) watwitsediu 0, 10, 20, 30 ¥l 40% WBIAI NI Fuwdaddummail 2 Wewns
Sugr 2 Hm Taoshadenrdudniunu 9% vefineioiulfeiaduiide
liuuﬂumquazﬁ"md‘nﬁa (B lumaned 3)  dwvdudhahdlunamatn
it ijmﬂuhmhemﬂmmmmﬂuﬁﬂmﬁaznfq puwfs uarswawly eTinaet
yBnalnsurethaeudoisdunrmessmadinaves  AOAC  (1980)  iudin
fwntndafuvensedendent funm 10 He finoyaitidfame U Tz
auulssumuumumaneaswudueasn  (Completely randomized design) uagw
adunuuansesewitngy TawdE Duncan’s new multiple range test (Fumdnwain,

2523).

Muneapanazhiivhiunsede  wesvanlflidnemidal veannivdaana
nauzinyaIEad ninndudodmi Tudhafeungeinoou 2532 - fuaeu 2533

Table 3. Amount of feed consumed by rabbits at different age and weight.

Age Liveweight ad libitum 90% of ad libitum
(weeks) (g) (g/day) (g/day)
6 700-900 60 540
 / 900-1100 65 58.5
8 1100-1300 70 63.0
9 1300-1700 75 67.5
10 1500-1700 80 720
11 1700~ 1900 85 76.5
12 1900-2100 20 81.0
13 2100-2300 95 85.5
14 2300-2500 100 20.0




Al nmussdue i iR ules usensen o
wWan1InaasILaz NIl

msdne ludaidedes

pefftlaenaumani asisenoumanilves vhe whda ewnivuges 1 (9
mniavdowarmnuiiuuwddlisin)  ewmdugas 2 Odudadasuvaunuiinn
famBes 50% wlevihduBinmuudeduvusr 24% Tugeson) uwazewnaduges 3
ASfususedmmmundons)  WusnsBluanedl 4 szviuldhemsdunngaaillysiu
unzdundtinglndifivaiu Aolwana 20 une 93% waviaquisauddiy  udlliBuw
it dole ueresfilsznevveswntuvaddrsiuin Tauges 3 selluiusiuiins 25%
tloudu 105 uar 95% lugas 1 war 2 awd@u HaililosnnwdaduruayTlviiuen
Wos 23% (Fwdmsznn, 2535) wmedih wednlwe  Sufhuuvddanuiiddioiu
wgas 1 uor 2 JTludiu 15.1% uaz 4.2% awddu (NRC, 1984) Bunaudoly sl
@ad (NDF) unednhuigoglod (ADF) WuAueasyiuasiai ey ugaso s ail
ilosvnudadusunrilosflsgnoudndgs  wiheuseildiiaquie  188%  Tisdu
121%  unvosflsznouvesnitasnd 727%  ddindifvsfuiiswaniau  Cheva-Isarakul
(1989) wauriivailosisznoudind 964, 4.5 uar 74.9% mwdwo.

aussaawlunawba  snnvasesiunyiuléuvseiadudl o)
wugn 500 ndu/a/u TeodilWudentl 7 wlududwenadudtinnduvieutiu
uwddlsiu (ndu 1) dedwlatuzummaumumndavdes 50% (ngu 2) Wieldwdai
spusriwiBudindesoruisy  (ndu 3)  Tavansduyngasilhs@ulndifivsiv
b 20% duslusendadeauiunm 16 et Twadadl -

Uhnmewinula unsyondguivennatuindh Saguinbenm 12% ves
fomings Aumgnlzanm 03% fdownind sarfuvhalsnn 1.5% iwninda 1w
Wnmennaomeiiiuld dafuiagoinbana 3% donind wle 62 ndu/mn.
fmtn® 07 (et 1) Sddndifoefin B taouliiunginld  delduvharuly
naefuut 05% wesimningd (Faedasena, 2531) uargenideuneiuvhadivsetty
W@t Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1985) unenguilléfundedoususy (ndy 2
werngy 3) Suushilumsfuvhaiivdhu  wiieawuansdrsil e lidvedWgmeadan
@,
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Table 4. Chemical composition (% DM basis) of concentrate mixture, rice

straw and para grass.

Conec.1 Conc.2 Conc.3 Rice straw Para grass
Dry matter 889 88.7 894 96.4 18.8
Organic matter 924 929 93.7 80.5 87.1
Crude protein 20.6 19.1 19.7 45 12.1
Ether extract 10.5 95 25 25 31
Crude fiber 75 113 98 352 316
NFE 53.7 53.1 61.7 384 404
Ash 7.6 7.1 6.3 19.5 129
NDF 214 27.6 346 749 727
ADF 11.3 147 17.1 54.1 430

Conc. | = used soybean meal (SBM) as a main protein source

Conc. substituted S0% of SBM with pigeon pea sceds (PPS) ; the level of PPS in the ration
was 24%

Conc. 3 = 97% of PPS + 3% mineral mixtures.

~
"

Fammaiui wnineeng areaszugnnnmens 16 Mami (112 Tw) T
mansensimdodsana 62 n¥u/u éad'm"\gm'i'mms"ltuﬁu'lmui'mnmﬂvmunzﬂ
@uwuuitutne §1 Cheva-lIsarakul (1988a) Twawld (54 adu/iu) dmino uavg
rhmaedgduTnvesunyui ntndudu 265 on. AluhadBudolunsefueidly
sy 0.5, 10 uar 15% vewminnindfidvaiunm 8 fawi dedhedasena (2531)
Waweru i hiimasig@usdeiu 245, 395 uar 545 niu awd .

n’1muﬁmtﬁu1waqunz1un1mnam§f Indifvafiuunei wntnduduiseaa
20 nn. ﬂxgmd’wmwwﬁnﬁomuwimﬁu-mm'rwnn uozifuilunsrdiudaiuar
o, flwom 10 #devhnn  sdevimibiungéushauioenavuiingunn
Suwdosuor/Wlowdadususeun  wioWindadurussuanduuingiiurhslaonialu
Sa 1% weniwming duma i Sidulaldusedudnfunaldvhiiuingg
aunmududwluneiiude dednin s uaeiall  wledndnisldve
suaudiudolunsefiuuiaimiae,

Djancgara and Ranguti (1989) Tdmnumudoynaainniimaassaivis uaywy
Jamsipaune® o luvadou oo afin) wioAeiihu B Saquilaiidould (Digest-
ible dry matter) Wunglddu 200-250 ndu/Tu sriinawausion s Wi nin naee
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Wunedimasdgdvln Welivandaiutu  suiludodiduensdiudes  unedmnin
# 12-21 on AWEuwehoadedue oy sesdBudolufeiilisduge
naiu uniSe unlny wielududnlewds dudu awsnduleldiuae 35-100 nfu Tu
vardinguliidudylniualeum 20-35 nfu Feeyadanddenndaaiunimenss
il Ao VB Saquitsenldiuneis 3 neu IWuilBnaginiy 250 nfy fie = 2953,
3135 uwor 349.4 n¥u/fi/Tu wwdwy (maed 6).

Sarwanimtnuoaneits 3 ngu Tuusndnafuetheiilodiy  (nmeil )
fio iy 84, 82 uag 8.7 nﬂ.‘iaquﬂelnn.ﬁ‘wﬁrﬁv dwiuunengy 1 ngu 2 uazngu
3 mmhﬁuéﬂnthﬂu»:ﬁuunziix’n‘md"wvl‘lmﬁnqﬂmﬁu'lumzﬁum (Cheva-isarakul,
1988b)  widnwonilduvharrediulunseduuiiluden  05-15%  dwindann
(FCR = 324-179) #aﬁ'mﬂimnmnamﬂu‘luqmmaaaﬁﬂqmﬁ'\memmsqan'h‘lu
msmesesind N e ldondulsedninsdorldvasinauedneg  Tuamunaoes
e 2 (modeulduastaquils = 613-640% Wuuiy 492-480%) uaenlefiaudlisiu
mom1m1¢‘lﬁu§q§mnummmwuwmmﬂu (et 5) Fdlunammaesiiwi
Bua hbduiung WudaiiunlafaudvosTaquisifuiomembseum 12%  doufy
72-11.7% Tunrmesssdiuvhsdnlunseiunte (@nddsen, 2531) Fawdvdandrigs
A3 Milford and Minson (1968; #sdelan Devendra, 1989) Tdwawmld fo dune
Wulsdudnin 7% s siuennsidosas.

vinnsfldaiususruadunanlsnauni duwil sveaninduvdedugasans
du dwdudetifeades  wielskduiuindeunsuirmudaiue nraveniliungiv lnoes
Tudwan 1% vesiwninds Taohidelhifenadodamussonwnssdeii dunsououehi
umadenduwitsvasinuasmlunisldyfnlpmunwesse e nlugauds  Taodh
nwwansasegnihuzue WBuemnmmugan i 1§ opri e Sifaidoshides
gmxﬂm’:wﬁ’lﬁﬂquuﬁq Sudanenmsl@iulneuylifuswe  ownsdnosdenlden uae
finmninfuanld.
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Table 5. Weight change, dry matter intake and feed conversion

fed 3 different concentrate rations.

ratio of sheep

Group e Group 2! Group 3!

Initial weight (kg) 13.5%+2.1 13.5%+14 134%+13
Final weight (kg) 20.1%+23 20.6%+2.3 20.6"+2.7
Live weight gain (kg) (112 days) 6.6°+1.2 7.1%1.3 72415
Average daily gain (g)

- Week 0-6, 42 days 51.6+139 738+16.7 69.0+190

- Week 7-16, 70 days 63.10+11.2 57.1+8.6 628+129

- Week 0-16, 112 days 58.9+10.7 634+11.6 64.3+134
Total dry matter intake (DMI)

- glhcad/day 482.7"+398 508.8"+43.3 547.1"+39.8

- % BW 29403 3.0+0.1 32403

- glkgWo 73 58.4+4.2 60.8+2.3 65.643.7
Dry matter intake (g/hcad/day)

- from ricc straw 201.8+39.8 228.1+433 26484398

- from grass 58.8+0 58.8+0 58.8+0

- from concentrate 222.2+0 221.940 223.5+0
Feed conversion ratio 8.4%+1.1 82%+1.1 8.7"+1.1

(kg DM feed/kg weight gain)
Crude protein (% of DMI) 12.8 11.7 11.5

Fed with concentrate ration 1, 2, 3, respectively (sce table 1)

msinunsterlduesInwus lauiTlas biazarwluna

rm:iou'lﬁmm%’nquﬁﬂdm1m'lmm&nﬁwﬂ'hiuznm1unw (AIA)  iihudnied
mtﬂu|ﬁuuﬁuﬁﬂﬁm1m1ﬁmﬂsmgmﬁmn sgaelumeit 6. wuiwhilldends
AlA ﬂfhof*mi1ﬂdvm‘&ﬁuynﬁamnﬂuuﬁnﬂw fio 603, 599 uex 619 ifwuiy
613, 618 uox 640% dhviuunendu 1, 2 uor 3 wwiwy Fefedlu 98.4, 960 uar
96.7% wayitin®  udmaihnld  AIA Tumsmaaannmiten dnsil dnonusiudg
deandasiuoaninauiad dlunasfivets 3wy (Fheddena, 2531) v
formuiudy 966, 1028 une 103% wwiwu wanu N fsdanndaafiuionuve
Cheva-Isarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1985) #an.
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Nl nramsduo mda ifues wosndsdw

FudseAninisdould  veslnwurluewmiliuiages (e mawnune
o) vewnenguiildiuewnitu  ddldudniurwramdinndavdes  (ndu 2)
wioluwaduruse i hbfusaeniauioenafnluvewniu - (gu 3)
whivdninguilldumnivdeutiuuwdshsfuluonnsiu  (ndu 1) Tesmwwetns
falunsfivoudoly vaswiaged Fwendravnnguaiugy (ngu 1) etehivdigne
a0R (il 6).

Table 6. Nutrient intake and digestible nutrient consumed by sheep fed rice
straw, and para grass supplemented with 3 different concentrate
rations and digestibility of dry matter calculated from AIA method

compared to that of conventional method.

DM OM L& EE CF NFE NDF ADF

Total nutrient intake (g/hcad/day)

Group' | 4828" 4188" 620" 301" 1064® 2205° 2414" 1596°
1l 508.8* 4408" 597" 284" 1238%® 2290 2750°" 1738
1 547.1* 4737  629* 138Y 1337* 2633* 3186" 206.7°

Digestibility coefficient of nutrient (%)

Group 1 61.3* 657° 827 784 513" 657 485 41.5°
1 618" 661" 816° 761" S589° 641* s26° 425"
1] 640" 680" 844 682° 615° 671" 579 452"

Digestible nutrient consumption (g/head/day)
Group | 2953% 2745° 51.3° 236 545" 1445 1163 662°
1 3135 2906° 487 216"  730° 1463% 1446 738"
1 3494 3214  530° 955 821" 1763 1838" 930°
Group 1 Group 1l Group 111 Average
DM digestibility (AIA method) 60.3+3.2 59.9+4.1 61.9+2.8 60.7
% Recovery 98.4 96.0 96.7 97.0

e

Mean within column with different superscripts are sigoificantly different (P<0.05)
Fed with concentrate ration 1,2.3 respectively (see table 1)

mdenldvesTnsuzd i ngiiddutuunengy 2 uae 3 doandostiuifBuiming
ulaiiiuld Aunahtiifisdn  uardesndosfuswamans Blaxter (1962) #naadn
Beowainsdeuldidu Fatifeadosdsiuownildnndu Tumsessfudn Tuiiulungy
duinewediuannsdu (ngu 3) Snsienldleoniidn 2 ngu edieihiudigma
ai  Materwiloanenadetususyllaiih,
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Winadnsueiiiu  wenBinalnvederld MFuummlumanad 6 unen
agu 193 Tanus uneBuviiingiewun  (sauennamny sazaniii)  TuiBunaliene
fu uitesenfinbsedvinnstooldvesnduil 3 Juwabfvdndy 2 nguuindmies
Vil Runafaguls  uoruvifiequenidfiunengy 3 Wugendiy 2 nquusnedwihiy
LRUETREEATS

WPanahiduifuvewnengy 2 dndngy 3 athaihiodwignsdda Hailitos
wmanunengy 3w ldnnnn e idugasit 3 fiflsRugonigasit 2
dmton (et 4) Sohbunengudt 3 Tuhbsfugeni ndevldvedhisfuluuny
#a 3 naulidhefu e hiudngy 2 fimateulddniudmian Sufhumgiunendgu
2 WSy ThRudenldhninguiusdhaiitody.

Vnadeduiiu mstenldvedluiu s Bua lviiudendfunendgu 3 16y
swingu 2 uaengy 1 enuidvetnsihivdig Fail flonnemBnulvinve uulad
ypugridhnininlwe  uariwsldndunud.

Tumsmafiuduunengu 3 193y CF, NFE, NDF ubz ADF ginin #e39n
unenduitiualdunninguiu Srmaiurueduiudundumdinvaseniduges 3 1
B InsuedndunnniWiive  mndavBes  uaeihdaiiudamnaumiinlue iy
gas 1 uny 2 WszneuinfBunes CF uay NDF Tundainruseesilosisenoviidend
fw (@(@ofiud) Foibimsderldvaslnsueiindaluewnsges 3 finivges 2 ua 1
awdw funabiunengu 3 TWulnesurdesldgendongy 2 war 1.

dnwinfusaeSasuandwdn  nmifiunengy 3 1eilnsweyndagenin
fntorlduedlnaurdngg  and  uarléfulneugdesldmndnnnniwnedn 2 ngy
Toomwiroinadangy 1 vouenduluiin Sufuwablunendu 3 st lun sy
fwntndaldganinunengy 1 wilnruandeil sehifitod e @l 5),
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Table 7. Chemical composition (% DM basis) of concentrates and para grass.

Level of pigeon pea seed in diet (%)
— % para grass

0 10 20 30

Dry matter 93.22 94.35 94.00 93.54 9444 1857
Crude protein 24.16 2337 24.20 2386 2356  17.40
Ether extract 692 6.94 6.76 6.44 750 5.9
Crude fibre 592 6.62 6.54 7.56 808 2756
Ash 6.61 6.84 6.24 7.18 707  14.14
Organic matter 93.39 93.16 93.76 92.82 9293 85.86
asane lunszdy

NN TN Eigai e Ivese T IudmTunizd oy Fadwdad
vruseiiuuvashlsfunaumunmndavdoduansedu 0, 10, 20, 30 wia 40% wouda
Tuamail 7 dringiewnens 5 ges TlsRugann (23-24%) Taugsniwinifldsnns
fvam (el 2)  sedenedhuwnemindavfesnehariduailnaunwindneaitd
dwduimom  adalsidwuin ewnane 5 gas Tlneurlnddveiu onwfuibe ol
WFnaufisdusmmaiveiuededuussiuonn  fililasnadeiuewedibologs
uonniinghwudeiidguimsennsiaom e isfuganimehauig T e it
Cheva-lsarakul (1988b, 1989) Twaui whwuillhsdufaiiufovarvariaguis 148
wor 11.8% wwdwy uag Gohl (1981) SaviwehanihBunahls@uiuuasewin
45-154% wevimquls  Seilududnmuidauvasveuasdn s zlgndao i
mﬁwu‘lunumam\{ﬂiﬂﬁugq mmﬂmmmmﬂuuq‘;"vﬁlqn‘limeunm‘inmn’f‘mandm
dninmassvosmadvidmounn  Ssluvdnudmdandnaldijsimonyadainaenn

vawneuiiulusewinenadaniinseuand @ wlhauSslinnugeusuysdindnng,

winmaitlinaese e vnituludsd feihaBne - 9%  venfunwiiiu
Widudnuoaionings  eamedt 30 uehaid s 1@y wudasg 1
wapAszuEaRan) 10 lawi  dswngin \l%;ﬂmmmﬁnwn‘munnq‘uﬂu‘l{#am
waaanIaasfaiulFuia Saguislideiu Fairerdduwquiemniinsifensi
fvandflufinm 9% venBunadneidiuiduiinwvuevesionind  uer
dosennswilunnndumamasesdnsedyRuTeilisand et (audaddunned )
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nainoBaldfuensduluuses i Bnadndfivein  daunsdionnsduiidelodiviu
snfBnaudedurueriingy  wudilifnadenivennaesnsedin  enulhuwine
mrzdefiuemnamasedumiany  Tevenaiiwdarmgansveoeeiiuenmsldilen  usdh
prnsiwienudseiuldinn  ethdhdwyinseioveuiuemaiitwismaannniy
onIRERUWE s Fushaldennazionguildiuownowauiougusy 30 ue
0% TunibluAuennduldinnni Iuveedtunmganddlooninguiu S1 Cheeke
and Paton (1980) wwymd  enmiiwiinmgadelueglumaduensdame
(Hind gut) wosmizdw  sufhuuwdennsdwdugdurdiwoniiiuTnmedieme il
qﬁuvﬁﬁmzi1fuwiﬁuiunwaam'sﬂmﬁumni‘u i hinszdeiinseigidvisanas
wonenifeoreiimidevesizaare nidedInld.

FnaTsduiinssiwl@uiBunainddesiu  (20-22 nhy)  wdilesnnode
Frusumieatufimaiahsiu hAsuse Towviatiasbubodndu  (Visitpanich er al,
1985) uagestiubalaluy3wdu (Jumbunathan and Singh, 1981) Teenwiihumgling
winydnlnvesnszenolunguitlFuenidu iludaduvuoysduoyg fun iy nnindo
WusnngunfBoudioy  (145-164  nRoudoudu 178 nludedsiou)  uiliwy
Wiy (il 8) Faildrudenndosiurwamues Cheeke et al, (1982) fivwam
fnsesnuide Wud e sduiidastudn i Tsduh AduseTont  Snmdeldveshisiu
anne Fudouvmuuu LAy uaeBainmasigiduTnonas,

dwdunadmisdninwnaldewnaingi  Tunguill@uenmduiidude
ﬁwzuammog 40% Suwahbidy  Saruand yninteludmsiBunaewnsiiiglun
Wi ntndandeFune hifuidlunaiud windagendinguiug  FidEuwdads
urumsrdudy  HeiloreinaunendradiufemaiasAu i dse Tewd fiTlundaduvune
Fldndruwda (aadl 8).
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Table 8. Nutrient intake, weight change and feed conversion ratio of rabbits
fed diets containing various levels of pigeon pea sceds (PPS) during

10 weeks'.
Level of PPS in concentrate ration (%)
0 10 20 30 40 X+SD

DM intake 1036651522 980141443 935041092 101854907 102.81+9.30 100.10+11.88

(g/head/day)

Concentrate 62.71+12.59 57.84:16.76 53624905  6305:7.43  64.57+774 60.45:11.34

Para grass 4095:3.46 40.17+4.87  39.88+2.44  3880+231  38.24s2.13  39.65:3.18
CP intake 22.28 20.51 19.92 21.79 21.87 21.27+1.01

(g/head/day)
OM intake 247922566 239.6+18.31 234.7+1830 237941597 236.841560 239.6+18.40

(g/head/day)

Initisl BW (g/head) 995043004 988341957 8500:1440 985043310 112042106 987922460
Final BW (g/head) 2242¢5333 2100+432.4 195004472  2133:4227 214022162  2118+4072

BW gamn
g/head 1247+ 3896 111243528 110045574 1148+ 346.3 10204260 1130+ 3674
g/bead/day 17814557 1588:504 15.71+7.96 16.40+4 95 14.57+3.71 16.14+525
Feed conversion ratio
Feed/LW gain 582 6.17 5.95 6.21 7.06 6244048
CP/LW gain 1.25 1.29 1.27 1.33 1.50 1.33+0.10

No Significant differences.

dynanInaasy

s lddnimzusziiiuomsda i e

mludadwruszvamuiadai swesmndadoddugasonns  (ivunindu
Winuadaduzuslugaonns 24%) wieldwleduzuoniudmlsenouwinvase s
Tu (97% wesgmionns) blennsilasflszneumaniidulwgflndifissiugasannidu
Undiidiniwn $1 wozmnduvdoaiiuwin Tevibsfudsanm 20% veaiaouds el
Viinadleduonas  uoeilmifausod  (NDF, ADF) wudusunfunoudadueussluges
01V,
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uned Id¥uvhasrssa Bt onghanfuee 500 ndu uar IS ue s In@itdl
mndvdeafhuuvdslsiu  (ngu 1 wdeilludadusussumuil 0% waImniiwins
(ndu 2 et ueserdn  (ndy 3) fivenvmifmihu Taquidld Useanm 3%
Sawntnga’ vwla 62 nfu/nn. dwnind®7S TeuRuewnavu 12% dvnindd wih 0.3%
fiwntnda uapwha 1.5% Swmtndd unengu 2 s 3 JuwrMuifivennsfadhiBunag
uka uardu vt Yaqléganinngy 1 @mioy Tuvngiunengy 2 WhiTusdudndingy 3 edh
Thiudhwioy Fanaudely mSh lmavies Wine ustoseneymeenl svadunendy 3 WWugn
ungndy 1 arneiilud g vauiflududihchAummsiiudw.

msteoldvaslnsuedmdwfluunengu 3 Huwabivi@ndingy 2 uee | W
dwiu oaciulviiudhusobiungngy 3 Wulasuedon1d@ndongu 1 edniiiudhfy.

sanmasiydilaniovownefa 3 ngy saeanovaoes 16 Slent iy
589, 634 unr 643 n3y Tnoddarwanivnin 84, 82 uor 8.7 wwddiu.

ﬂ%u1m1ﬂ1§uﬁ"lﬁuﬁmﬂu%ounwmmms#ﬁum‘am (vaue Wy Ly
ovITU) iy 128, 11.7 uoe 11.5%.

sl hiazawhinsaiudnidinely Tumannsdedld tdwalndifivefuns
Wiinatuyanone  Teodnuuivdnlsanm 97%.

indoyaommverpfldi  adedwrusuedanioldifiuurddysdiu - uaewds
runaumudnvilawaamniamdes 1 uordilne 'luqmmmsﬂuiaﬁumﬂm‘ld’ winld
wufunde  winwidvenawuganwin i inuess  Teolinadudesussonwlums
winudiatinela,

mslwdaduzueziiuemnsnszde

aslddaduzusenaumunndamdesluemaduvenivin  dehiiulu
Wi 90% ves ad lib weehwghaudaiwduil wud dunnlwleduewseydgeda
wiu  40%  Teeiluua iyidennavigiulaesdssdninwmslde nnsdesaadiniae
wiliwullod Wiy wonein  wladurusrdweldifiuudadsn e Tsiuumdiile
saznndavdedluawnaniviwld  Tasaaoldumimndavdedddsane  43%.
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AsWaaueuAVeAddeduad BiuWen kAT
150 loduyu luuodai
1. msulBsufisunswaaueudvedddodugeluu
Tilswamed Isululd, nszdie uaznyasu.

e widoiesors | usz vaahwn waliweriors

ANTIBODY PRODUCTION AGAINST HORMONES FOR
RADIOIMMUNOASSAY
I. COMPARISON AMONG CHICKEN, RABBIT AND
GUINEA PIG IN ANTIBODY PRODUCTION AGAINST
PROGESTERONE.

Petai Pongpiachan I and Puntipa Pongpiachan !

ABSTRACT : The current experiment aim to raise antisera against progesterone in chicken,
rabbit and Guinea pig by 11 Alpha-Hydroxyprogesterone-hemisuccinate-Bovine Serum Albumin to
which self-prepared (Conjugate P) and external source (Conjugate S) were also assessed. The
experiment were conducted at Department of Animal Husbandry, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai
University. Nine each of ISA Brown layer, Native x New Zealand White rabbit and Guinea pigs
were used. Within each species, 3 animals per group were immunized with Freund’s Complete
Adjuvant (FCA) only, FCA + 20 microgram Conjugate P, and FCA + 20 microgram Conjugate S by
subcutaneous injection at 3 points along the mid-line of the back. Number of immunization were 4
times at 2 weeks interval. The result showed that rabbits were capable of producing the antibody
better than chicken and Guinea pig. Rabbit and chicken produced greater amount of antibody when
immunized with Conjugate P in comparison with Conjugate S while Guinea pig responded better to
Conjugate S. However, there was individual variation within species in the antibody production. The

Aadndena, anwnvanaad, s inendudosini, Suddwi 50002 .
Department of Animal Husbandry, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University, Chiang Mai
50002, THAILAND.
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achievement of the present experiment are as : (1) availability of antibody to progesterone for
further radioimmunoassay (2) conjugation technique between steriod and protein for future active

immunization experiment.

undade : Whnevssmsmeasaiiupive unaiianwaauouduedd (Antibody) doduedluw -
weanedlsn (Progesterone) anlala, nswsw uae wyaun) (Guinea pig) Fwuoudan (Antigen) a¥ia 11
Alpha-Hydroxyprogesterone hemisuccinate-Bovine Serum Albumin AiwSvudiniesludosiRna wazhida
Foomidim. Yhmmmesesimaindaanie, AusOEeRIEas, wiinenduduslmi.  daineasullulalaoowug
ISA Brown 9 &3, mm'wqﬂuam'ﬁmﬁm x frduaudl 9 & uey wyeunn (Guinea pig) 9 _6\’1. usda’d
neaswdoeriiadi 3 nduq ar 3 @ AguNINRRBNLENOURIY NGNMILAN, ARAUMBuBURRU AT
(Conjugate P) waruendtoniidedonnm (Conjugate §). Asnsedulfusudiou 20 Yilesndu Tuamsazanw
PBS + Freund’s Complete Adjuvant (FCA) (daawhu 1:2) donds $huam 4 Al wenawheiu 2
e, wangin  mwwiinawdauendveddlidinnninlaliuasmgann. nzdoarlilaeUdH DD
Conjugate P 14@nin Conjugate S udivyasinweumiewdo Conjugate S 1¢@nin Conjugate P. atlafiau
Taunnynde fuserafiatiaumiiouduiiuisdmeuaowiououdiowlan Tnasefivnsdnsuaueniouun.

A1

Tusidmedlan  (Progesterone)  tilugasTuuiinoglunduaumessoy  (Steroid
hormone) duvaswaaandala (Ovary), 30 (Placenta), dtumz (Testis) yazaAauvNIN 10
diuuan (Adrenal cortex) vasdaiuu (Mammal) (Zarrow, Yochim, McCarthy * Uag
Sanborn, 1964). xﬂuaaﬂuuﬁﬂqm‘éﬂsxﬁu‘lﬁmgﬂ (Uterus) wSawioudmiuntang
a3341 ‘iﬂmﬂ'nmwwuwaamqﬂﬂi‘"fu Endometrium warerinnistiudivesdu
Myometrium (Reeves, 1987) Fuilusedluufiddelunseauquisunsfuiug (Repro-
ductive cycle) wpsdad@ndurdy. datu drdunsetasnuiudiuvesse§luulised-
wosTsuludonvdolutiuy  sufluiseToatidonaRuysedndamnsduiuidaTluud
dhpassdeumnumiuglunseemsudasmaiiuda  (Oestrus) wpsdadidpdluviy,
finwsounsluda (Oestrous cycle), asanIRensss  (Bhadslaw waliedund oy
afY@AAIeNs, 2533) uaw mIasaamInauaesitlinasnaoa. iileRosasaaeuiy
wpslisanedlsuluwardsn (Plasma) wedlafuil 10 uax 16 wvessoumuiudedidr 5
war 7 wrlunfu/ua. wagdndn 1 wilunSu/ua. lughemafuda (§redales Henricks
uax Mayer, 1977) mmﬁu'lé”iTssﬁv'iﬂ‘mﬁmaﬂm‘lu‘iwmtjé‘ﬂiﬂéwmn. 3Fnnvihad
dansniasedusesluuifluaadududnnnfe  15aloduyuluuedis  (Radioimmuno-
assay, RIA) forfuanusuwrvasfiturseninwendan  (Antigen) nazuauALUGH
(Antibody) (Antigen-antibody complex) (Dobson, 1983 uag IAEA, 1984). Tums
ﬂsm}’um‘sﬂ%‘ﬂueuﬁuaﬁﬁdaﬁmaaﬂnu‘hlsmﬁmaﬂ‘mrﬂamﬁmswﬁ RIA ttu Tuswd-
woslauwlaudshusdlisunsanseduamahueudveddldinwswiiuuewmu  (Hapten)
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foudlonda (Conjugate) Sussluanalng) 1wy Bovine Serum Albumin (BSA) idefiou
Sesrdusansedumiahueudueddvodwudliuld  (Erlanger, Borek, Beiser uay
Lieberman, 1957 uag 1959; Lindner, Perel, Friedlander uag Zeithlin, 1972
Dobson, 1983).

Qo & ﬂ"l ! Y § - - .

odu  paneaesndeiiSaliaqusvaediiasnSuuifvumsndaueudveddeodu
sosluuTusndieeslsusewine 1n, nszdw uagwyezinn (Guinea pig) efluuuama
dwmFumsWan unail asd loduyu Tuuediadalyl.

21lnyaluasiinTimaand

o inaaeaszneudan InldddeRuf ISA Brown o1y 22 e, nsede
aﬂwamwmwwuﬁ‘ﬁmﬁm fufla@uaud w13 (New Zealand White) uaz WA
(Guinea pig) ®tngag 9 @1 W 27 @ 'lﬂuasﬂssmunmamﬂufmmtn (Individual
cage) thuwummmséuaunnmmmaqsaa*ﬁuﬂaﬂ (Litter) siwazannsififiuanoanan
asneaesdutudl 13 Ruwnew 2533 ioTuil 20 qanen 2533 daludazaiiagnuiiaiiv
3 nguq ar 3 @ dudigmIinaseslsgneudde nguaIugy (Control) nrduniifuniu
@t Adjuvant 1ot ude, ﬂwﬁué”w Adjuvant + 11 Alpha-Hydroxyprogesterone
hemisuccinate-Bovine Serum Albumin %38 Progesterone-11-HS-BSA i Conjugate
¥W319 11 Alpha-Hydroxy progesterone hemisuccinate iy Bovine Serum Albumin
Suwagiol Bunin Conjugate P uagngugaieiilu Adjunvant + Progesterone-11-
HS-BSA #idedloanidtmdeliiBun Conjugate S.

nswSouueudanlditves Erlanger et al. (1957 uag 1959); Lindner et al.
(1972) uag Dobson (1983) ﬂdwﬂmajﬂﬁqﬁ . nuufedinslugud 1 asanw 11-
Alpha-Hydroxyprogesterone Hemisuccinate (Sigma) 25 1. 9% Dimethyl formamide
(Sigma) 225 wa. nnbuidy 1-ethyl-3-(3-dimethyl-aminopropyl-carbodiimide)
(Sigma) 25 un. Mukndu 25 va. @iwdiTuduniomdnoimnd (Vortex mixer,
Vortex-Genie; Jawa KS50-GE; LABINCO) w1y 20 #1¥ dauudn Bovine Serum
Albumin (BSA) 50 un. fasazaneluasazatw Phosphate Buffer Saline (PBS)
(wethpduns  uazefanddings, 2533) 25 wa. i udwaendrsaranslundosti wds
(Ice-bath) wendmnioawen (Shaker, GFL; Labortechnik M.BH. & Co.; Germany)
thunan 3 Ju m‘lﬁuaumwmzmﬁmums Dialyse T4 0.05 M NaHCO, (pH 8) 2
das 1 W wqmwnu 4° Cupglusindu 2 a3, 4°C 80 5 Su ‘I@mﬂaﬂumnaum
Su antuiiviueudnuuiefinudiuussendd (Lyophilization).
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START
v

Dissolve 25 mg 11-Alpha-Hydroxyprogesterone-
Hemisuccinate in 2.25 ml Dimethyl formamide

'

Add 25 mg 1-ethyl-3-(3-dimethylaminopropy!-carbodiimide
in 2.5 ml distilled water

Stir for 20 min

Add 50 mg BSA in 2.5 ml Phosphate Buffer Saline (pH 7.8)

v

Stir for 3 days at 4°C

v

Dialyse against 005 M NaHCO, (pH 8) for 1 day at 4°C

'

Dialyse against water for 5 days at 4°C

v

Lyophilize the retentate

END

Figure 1. Flow diagram depicted the preparation of Progesterone-11-HS-BSA.
(After Lindner et al., 1972).

Aansedualifuiu  (Immunizaiton) : w3vuseudnudwiunsedu laonawedy
(Emulsified) @sagae PBS 3.3 wa. iU Freund’s Complete Adjuvant (FCA) 6.6 wa.
Progesterone-11-HS-BSA fiSuuduies waeiidovmiadn 200 lulesndu lu PBS
33 wa. iu FCA 66 ua. ﬁm%’umjumuqu, Conjugate P uag Conjugate S @
dwu. Fiwanldnszuenfiauiania 10 va. eedsazawudifiandufiuvasaut e
fwanee ﬂ"’;’wuniwa«mnsqsﬂuﬂﬁmuni{axﬁmﬁu. anstufalia iaungunaaes
¢aer | wa. Hallungu Conjugate P uaz S leTuueudauday 20 Yalasndy
(Vaitukaitis, Robbins, Nieschlag uag Ross, 1971) TleunisutisfiaanauuInanves 3
@ Ao Wilwd, nanewde  uazdiuvine. nniufieddn 4 ead udazedovinefu 2
ot aseSousendnusimiloundwsn  @efudild Freund’s Incomplete Adjuvant
(FIA) unu.
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fmafugnetnadealu Suusnuesmmaaes  uagnne et uesu 12
dat sﬁaﬂmﬂmz@hmmsmmﬂusﬁaﬂi'ﬁw didlmenndudeaiitn  dwdy
wmmm‘mmmz\‘umam‘ﬂuw #otna@anil Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA)
2 wn/i@ea 1 wa. Wuwanein (Plasma) fuedesthugen (MISTRAL 3000; MSE
Usgimedanegy) fieush 3,000 seudeund  wmi1s  uad gawandunun lawn
(Titrate) mﬁmwmmﬁamaﬁzmwﬂusi’]av‘hﬂﬁﬁ‘imﬁumﬂuu‘lﬂmﬁmaﬂsuﬁﬁmmﬂehu
a3wdun [(1, 2, 6, 7-3H)-Progesterone, “H-P4; Amersham UK] (WeshiAodund uag
afyddIens, 2533) dSasfivunzduasawandin : PBS widy 1 : 2000.

a3¥adffsurveseudveadlywardinfy *H-P4 MU IN VUV
watliAluiund uazoRu@asnegs, (2534) Tavdefio : wel 3H-P4 il Activity ilszana
6,000 cpm, WaendiBeaNe 1 : 2000, uaz PBS luiunas 100, 100 uag 300 Talns-
das ewane. m‘i‘i’ﬁqmwﬂm s°c diunm 18 dlue wdazndldwesautadmiuiulu
iwdesifulifigungll -15° C utvaaudlusraiwdudeligainaiiegszwin 0° ﬁq
§°C mum‘zasawﬂunumméuau (Charcoal suspension) 200 lulasdas/viaeananas s
1 20 uai msqmamﬁ’am‘lumn{mmmm'smﬂuuunﬁﬂ%uqmwﬂu'l’i’m a°c fudiam
1§37 3,000 seudeud w15 ui amtuusnduvsunmadiuanailddviunmsia
wWaIuUesEs3d (Vial) Buarisazawduiawad (Scintillator) 4 wa. Folsdhudu 1n
Wundosindsd 1209 RACKBETA (LKB WALLAC : ihzmeiuuaud) s 3y i
Salail vurdruaauiiunofiau duoed Sy H-P4 iesednade? uawBonenil
91 % Binding.

HANINAADIMAL TR

wavnnnseduaIaeuduedideduse i Tuseaneslsude  Progester-
one-11-HS-BSA lwlilanuwug ISA Brown (3uil 2) dwingd1 aseeusuasiinay
s udufudaiudardy adnfe witdlugavasdaineans (a, we¥ C4 wee C7)
aovdusaueudumgn  Tuvmed  2/3  wesdainecssmeuduouiiuedied I Ie 5y
Conjugate P fimswaauondvaddluiSunugiga 4 ﬁﬂmﬁwﬁ’amsmsé’u (wa$ CS5 uae
C6) '1umux:ﬁ"lﬂﬁnﬂﬂ'sw\’u@i"w Conjugate S um*zwmuaumuaﬂumqﬂma 10 uag 12
Hlowmsnsedu Tuliwed C9 uay C8 anud ey Haitorafiuimsgin Conjugatc P
szpgnasEwimaidondsluena  (Conjugate) num‘:m‘hﬂiﬂwé’unﬂﬁunuﬁum’x
Conjugate S fifluld. drumwdauoudiveddvasnszdwiinisaevdussa Conjuagate P
N3 Conjugate S adududa (‘gﬂﬁ 3) Jeumwenszamwed RS (a) Suwda
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Parcent binding, (Bound/Total)x100

sk (a) Chicken no. C1, C4 and C7
60|
40f
20
o 4 6 8 10 12
. (b) Chicken no. C2, C5 and C8
60 |
40 | 4
20
of =t
o 4 6 8 10 12
80 (c) Chicken mo. C3, C6 and C9
80 :
40
20}
o
_20 A 1 A e 1
o 2 4 8 8 10 12
(d) Average binding
80
80
40 k
20
0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

— Control

Weeks after active immunization.

—+— Conjugated P —*— Conjugated S

Figure 2. Antigen-antibody complex between 3H-P4 and antibody from proges-

terone-11-HS~-BSA immunized chicken :
External source; (a) (b) and (¢) = individual

tion, Conjugate S =

Conjugated P = self prepara-

response; (d) = average response.
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yeudvodfswd 2 Hlavindanisnsedu uozdiingegaide 8 Hlavmdsnanizdu
Tuameinsedowed RS #Id% Conjugate S finswdaueudueddlndifveiunguaiugy
Tungu (b) nspenufile% Conjugate P (1we¥ R6) naauoudvesdlduinnin Conju-
gate S (wa¥ R9) saeiinndaueuduedigeiigade 6 uay 12 Hlanvindansedulu
nIgenuld¥y Conjugate P waz S @wdwiu Tauansaweesiu ldinnedeaeudussdie
sondiouedealinia dannueudaniwivgliumued. dmSumiasn (gﬂﬁ 4) M3
apvuduLandanln MuasnIvdwdassenns  Usensuan fnswdaueudusddaadiu
soudiuainangnnnfedudos 3 Suniansnsedu (v a uae b) Taoll Interac-
tion EWinfiaues Conjugate UAY WAz UAREAD LA mmsmﬁ’mﬁamu
duogsda Conjugate afianiia o1aeylinaudussia Conjugate Snafiawilefld Usensdl
d09 Wuawinwauduate Conjugate S 1&dnin Conjugate P. 3pmsiSouiivun1snds
woudvadidadusesluuliswaeeslsululnly, nsedw uarwAzI Aisiudana
willoufuassgaiin #ofudazsniinnuaansalunsniaueuAuaddlaiviniu uenINiY
Faaufuanulmilumuedoueudaudnde Snusemawie  Teenwrunsvaneiluua iy
Fegnaauoudavaddidiswazannninln luuagmyazn WenBeuiouanuielunsey
aﬁaﬂué"xﬁwmﬁan‘lifnwdwmﬂuawﬂwﬁnuazuaum"uaﬁe‘idw%’mmnﬁ’iaﬁugu‘iuxmam

Nuneasadail uanmm’ﬂum‘sﬁ'wu1ﬂ1'sm§uuuauﬁuaﬁﬁsﬁamﬁmswﬁ
ga¥luuTusindinalau rﬂanuﬂ%’uﬂvﬂsxﬁm‘ﬁmwmsﬂuﬁuﬁmaﬂmﬁugmuzh fatiu
ﬁug"m,zhw%’um‘:mzqﬂésmﬁﬂm'sﬁaudaasmahauaaﬂuu (Steroid hormones) fiu
Tils@uanalne Judhuaudfuivrunaaesededl  iedunlsraniawnsRuiufues
dndidue Fawasmaes Cox uay Wilson (1976) foonaidusuatuung flasnnnsiu
wdlasaudidoglufiwemsdal  (Phyto-oestrogen) ﬁ’mm‘sn‘ssiuﬁ'zuuauﬁmuﬁﬁ
Phyto-oestrogen Haptens; Cox et al. (1982) Idupudiauaila Oestrone-6-Carboxy-
methyloximino : human serum albumin, Oestrone- 3-carboxymethylether : HSA uag
Testosterone-3-carboxymethylo-ximino : HSA 1‘1&ﬂ’l‘ilﬁnﬁ'ﬂ‘:’m’ﬁlﬁﬂgﬂuﬂﬂiuuﬂxﬁ,
Kamonpatana et al. (1985) I8 Testosterone-3-CMO-HSA WhugoudulunsySuilye
A wEuysei Wi fvasnse oy dnmweniio ﬂ'sjuﬁﬂmwaug'm'iﬁuﬁﬁ;w (Subfertile buffalo)
1‘9@4‘1& ot Quirke et al. (1986) ‘m‘ﬁ Androstenedione-7-human serum albumin

y‘ﬂuuauamuﬂ‘:sdjt&“lﬁunssﬁmsmﬂaiaﬁuﬁu.
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Figure 3. Antigen-antibody complex between 3H-P4 and antibody from progeste-

rone-11-HS-BSA immunized rabbit : Conjugated P = seclf preparation;

Conjugate S

= External source; (a), (b) and (c¢) = individual response;

(d) = average response.
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Figure 4.

Percent binding, (Bound/total)x1CO
(a) Guinea pig no. GP1, GP4 and GP7
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Antigen-antibody complex between 3H-P4 and antibody from progeste-
rone-11-HS-BSA immunized Guinea pig : Conjugated P = self prepa-
individual

ration; Conjugate S = External source; (a), (b) and (c) =

response; (d) = average response.
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