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Abstract

This study was to evaluate the effects of using distillers dried cassava pulp (DDCP) from ethanol
production on growth performance of growing Thai Native goats. Twelve Thai Native male goats (14.28+2.60
keBW and 210.5+69.97 days of age) were used in a randomized complete block design (RCBD). The
treatments were the three levels of distillers dried cassava pulp (DDCP) in the concentrate mixes at 0%,
20% and 40% of diet DM. All animals were fed rice straw ad (ibitum as roughage. The results showed that
total dry matter (DM) intake was not significantly different among dietary treatments (538.95, 550.80 and
511.91 ¢DM/d; P>0.05). Increase in level of DDCP caused decreased linearly (P<0.01) and quadratically
(P<0.01) in dry matter digestibility (66.36, 65.69 and 59.60 %) and organic matter (OM) digestibility (67.27,
66.59 and 60.65 %) and were lowest in goats fed at 40% DDCP. Ruminal ammonia-N (NH;-N) concentration
(12.29, 12.31 and 15.84 mg%) was highest in goats fed 40% DDCP and showed that with increasing level of
DDCP in the diet caused increased linearly (P<0.01) and quadratically (P<0.01) in ruminal NH;-N
concentration. Moreover, total volatile fatty acid (TVFAs) linearly decreases (P<0.01) (85.03, 83.16 and 75.1
mM/) reflecting increases in level of DDCP. Bacteria [2.25, 2.24 and 1.98 (x 10" celVml)] and protozoa
[2.07, 2.07 and 1.84 (x 10° cel/m)] populations also decreased linearly (P<0.01) and quadratically (P<0.01)
as the level of DDCP increased, but, goats fed at 0% and 20% DDCP were not differ. Average daily gain
(ADG) (74.51, 72.77 and 60.15 ¢/d) was decreased linearly (P<0.01) as the level of DDCP was increased.
Moreover, Gain to Feed ratio (G:F) (0.14, 0.13 and 0.12 kg of gain/kg of DMI) decreased linearly (P<0.05) as
DDCP increased in the ration and were lowest in goats fed 40% DDCP, but at 0 and 20% DDCP were not
differ. It could be concluded that DDCP inclusion in concentrate for growing Thai Native goat at 20%
without any negative effect on growth performance.
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1. 89AUSZNAUMALATV 9D SNINADY
ansueuildlununnasinfiiie vihaus
dlethluiinszinesdusznaunaail (n151991 2)
wu SlUsAuMeu (CP) 2.1%, elefiliazaneluans
wonilidunans (NDF) 64.5%, \ielefiliiazareluans
WeniBunsa (ADF) 46.1% wazdniu (acid detergent
lignin, ADL) 9.2% AUDIMNTVU NAINATIATIZALY
gnsomsnaass wudllusAuneiu (CP) 16.3%,

16.3% uag 16.2% &M3UgATAIUAY, 8RS 20% DDCP
way 40% DDCP muddu elndlAesiuseiuiimuan
1571 16% CP dau NDF fAwinfiu 16.7%, 17.3% uasz
18.9%, ADF fAWYINAU 8.8%, 9.4% waz 10.6% Waz
szsureadniufilaainnisinsizsien ADL fanvinfu
3.7%, 3.9% WAz 4.4% AIUEINU Sw1e NDF, ADF uaz
ADL Tugns 40% DDCP difnasnitnngnsidntios dau
andudvzndedaduamnioainnsyuiunisuan
evuea (0DCP) fivhanldlumsanurluaded wuindl
Anadsvaslusiuneu (CP) 9.8%, NDF 40.2%, ADF
20.5% tay ADL 4.9% fua1RU

Table 1 Ingredients of dietary treatment containing in varying amounts of DDCP (%DM basis)

Dietary treatment (DDCP, %)

Ingredient 0 20 40
DDCP 0.0 20.0 40.0
Cassava pulp 49.3 38.3 6.3
Rice bran 20.0 14.0 10.0
Soybean meal 14.0 11.0 7.0
Palm meal 7.0 7.0 7.0
Molasses 6.0 6.0 6.0
Sulfur 0.2 0.2 0.2
Urea 2.0 2.0 2.0
Lime stone 0.5 0.5 0.5
Salt (NaCl) 0.5 0.5 0.5
Mixed mineral 0.5 0.5 0.5
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

DDCP: distillers dried cassava pulp from ethanol production
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Table 2 Chemical composition of dietary treatment

Chemical Dietary treatment (DDCP ,%)"

composition (%) 0 20 40 Rice straw DDCP

DM 91.4 90.8 90.3 95.8 91.6
................................................. PODM..ee e

oM 92.2 91.8 91.4 92.6 93.1
Ccp 16.3 16.3 16.2 2.1 9.8
NDF 16.7 17.3 18.9 64.5 40.2
ADF 8.8 9.4 10.6 46.1 20.5
ADL 3.7 3.9 4.4 9.2 4.9
Ash 7.8 8.2 8.6 7.4 6.9

"Level of DDCP = 0%, 20% and 40%

2Based on analysis of composite feed sample; DM: dry matter, OM: organic matter, NDF: neutral detergent fiber, ADF: acid detergent fiber,
ADL: acid detergent lignin, AlA: acid insoluble ash, CP: crude protein

Table 3 Effect of levels of DDCP on feed intake and digestible nutrient intake of goats

Dietary treatment (DDCP, %) Contrast*
[tems 0 20 40 SEM P-value L Q
Feed intake (¢DM/d) N=4 N=4 N=4
Concentrate 11413 109.85  84.69° 6.48 0.04 0.02 0.24
Roughage 42482 44095 42721 14.44 0.71 0.91 0.43
Total intake 53895  550.80  511.91 14.04 0.21 0.22 0.19
Total intake (%BW) 3.25 3.27 3.23 0.08 0.93 0.80 0.77
Total intake (g/kgBW"") 6552 6605 64.26 1.58 0.72 062 057
Nutrient intake (g/d)
oM 498.61  509.16  473.01 13.01 0.21 0.22 0.19
CP 2753 2117 2269 1.02 0.03 0.02 0.15
Digestible nutrient intake (g/d)
oM 33549°  339.28" 2867 10.89 0.03 0.02 0.08
MCP 43.61° 44.11° 37.27° 1.42 0.03 0.02 0.08

SEM = standard error of the mean, *Orthogonal polynomial contrast L= linear and Q= quadratic, MCP (microbial crude

protein) = 0.13 x kgDOMI (ARC, 1984)

2. Ysunaunsnulfednsdase

USuraun1siulauesenisiu e1msuenu wagusune
nsavldtaun (113197 3) nudrseduves DDCP Ll
nasaUsInansAuldaue (538.95, 550.80 wag
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widlofiansandelSunanisiuldvesemstu (114.13,
109.85 way 84.69 gDM/d) Tnendlewfinszdiu DDCP T

AMTEITNYAITNISITU 310

Volume 15 Number 2 JULY- DECEMBER 2018



Prawarun Agr. J. Volume 15(2) 2018, Pages 305-318

91VNTMARBIAIN 20% UM 40% wuinTunanisiule
91msvestuanatiunuuidunss (linear, P<0.05)
Taenguitlssu 40% DDCP fmnansAulsomsves
Fusindmnnguegaiifoddayn1aada (P<0.05) B
Dulvlumadenduiudsinansiuldveddsfuveu
fi 27.53, 27.17 uar 22.69 ¢/d flanaadunuuidunss
(inear, P<0.05) AuS¥&U DDCP Fitfiuauy Imaﬂaq'uﬁ'
163U 40% DDCP sndmnnguegeiitoddnymisais
(P<0.05) weilaluaneinaiuseninangy 20% DDCP wae
nauAUAN @nUTunsiuldvedlavusiidesldves
Bunieing (OM) e 335.49, 339.28 uay 286.7 ¢/d
nazqAuvEElUsAu (MCP) 3y Ao 43.61, 44.11 uay
37.27 ¢/d dwiugnsaiuny, gns 20% DDCP uag
40% DDCP snuadiu Inenuindusunanisiuldanas
\unuuidunss (lnear, P<0.05) Tnenguitld3u 40%
DDCP fivSanmunisAuldsnitnnguogisiidoddny
N19adf (P<0.05) vz ilaifunnsnsfusznitangy
20% DDCP wagnguaiua

3. Anuausalunisaasla
anuansatunisgeslavadlnruy (15199 4)
wudrauauisatunisgeslanaludiuvesinguis

(dry matter digestibility)Ae 66.36, 65.69 Wag 59.60%
LLazﬁuw%"&J’Tqu (organic  matter  digestibility) A®
67.27, 66.59 wag 60.65% Feanasauuuidung
(linear, P<0.01) tazuuuldulAsniasass (quadratic,
P<0.01) muszdu DDCP Miiutulugnsens lnengu
lé¥u 40% DDCP dmnuannsnlunisdeslddnimn
nquegraifeddgydmieada (P<0.01) udlungu
AIUANLAZNAL 20% DDCP lyiunnsinefiu

4. AUTIONINNITIEYLAULN

efiasandnsinisayivlandeneu
(average daily gain, ADG) (157971 4) Wudﬂﬂejmﬁiﬁ%'u
5¥6U 20% DDCP waznguatuaulaiunnsiaiy (P>
0.05) vauginguillé¥u 40% DDCP F6n51n3
\winAularefusnimnngueesiidodWaydmnaaia
(P<0.01) fio 74.51, 72.77 wag 60.15 ¢/d lasanadlu
ANWULLUULEURSS (linear, P<0.01) YonaNLamnu
Samnmsasaiularousinauemsiild (Gain to Feed
ratio, G:F) fi® 0.14, 0.13 uag 0.12 kg of gain/kg of
DMI amasuuutiudunss (linear, P<0.05)

Table 4 Effect of levels of DDCP on digestibility and growth performance of goats

Dietary treatment (DDCP, %) Contrast*
ltems 0 20 40 SEM P-value L Q
N=4 N=4 N=4
Digestibility (%DM)
DM 66.36 65.69° 59.60" 0.43 <001 <001  <0.01
oM 67.27" 66.59° 60.65" 0.42 <001 <001  <0.01
Body weight (kg)
Initial weight 14.35 14.79 14.22 - - - -
Final weight 1882 19.17° 17.83° 0.29 0.04 0.05 0.06
ADG (g/d) 7a51°  7277° 60.15" 1.93 <001 <001 0.6
Gain to Feed ratio (G:F) 014 013" 0.12° 0.005 0.06 003 042

SEM = standard error of the mean, *Orthogonal polynomial contrast L= linear and Q= quadratic, ADG = average daily grain
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5. NARANEATINEAINNTZUIUNITUIN
NamamqmﬁﬂWﬂﬂizmumwﬁﬂ (mswﬁ 5)
ANan15TAA1AMILTUNTA-A19Y89UB AL 1A3N
nsvmnendn Ao 630, 6.48 WAL 6.56 TawuInilAn
Ay auuLduRse (inear, P<0.05) waguuuLdulAs
A89ae9 (quadratic, P<0.01) MuTE6U DDCP Pt
Taewuinnguitlésu 40% DDCP fianandunsa-anags
ndmnNgy iuetAeIfusEAUAINNITNTUYBY
wonlande-lulasiau  (NH-N)  Tunsziwizwiin fe
1229, 1231 uaz 1584 me% Femuiniudumuuy
W@umse (linear,  P<0.01) Lay LuuldulAINIa9d89
(quadratic, P<0.01) muszeu DDCP gy Tngay
Widrernarandunsa-as (pH) wazsziunududu
vosuenTude-lulmsiou (NH;N) Tunguitlé3u 40%
DDCP qm’jmﬂmjmashqﬁﬁ'gﬁﬁzy?jamqaaa (P<0.01)
Tunnsetudnuiussuresnsaludufissmeldine s
‘17?&‘1/11191 (total volatile fatty acid, TVFAs) feo 85.03,
83.16 uay 75.1 mMW/L fdnwagasanasduuuu
Eunsa (linear, P<0.01) iafiusziu DDCP 910 20%

1 40% Tnonguitlé¥u 40% DDCP  fisziuaiy
WudusnimnnguegnaiidedAaydmaada (P<0.01)
usingy 20% DDCP wangueiuRuiisziunadudud
laiumnsinaiiy (P>0.05)

6. Uszrnsyaumadlunssiwiendn

nnsnTatiulszensaunisvluduees
Uszmnsuuaiiise wazUssanslustadannveavadly
nszimzmin (1399 5) wuhiiusznnsuuadite Ae
2.25,2.24, 1.98 (x 10" celVml) uazuszannsluslada
fi9 2,07, 2,07, 1.84 (x 10° celVml) Fsanasiiauuy
Wdunse (linear, P<0.01) kagldulAsingsany
(quadratic, P<0.01) ®1u3zAU DDCP Ffintu widle
Wiguifigusenindlungy 20% DDCP uagngumIuAy
wuilalunnenety Tasfingu 40% DDCP fiuszansits
Tuduves wuaiiSe uasluslnsdh sndmnnguegned
TodfyBanneadn (P<0.01)

Table 5 Effect of levels of DDCP on rumen fermentation and microbe population of goats

Dietary treatment (DDCP, %) Contrast*
0 20 40 SEM P-value L Q
ftems N=4 N=4 N=4
pH 634° 648" 656 0.01 <001 002 <001
NH,-N (mg%) 1229°  1231°  1584° 0.10 <001 <001  <0.01
TVFAs (mM/) 85.03°  83.16°  75.10° 1.30 <001 <001  0.10
Bacteria (x 10 " cel/ml) 2.25° 2.24° 1.98° 0.01 <001 <001  <0.01
Protozoa (x 10 * cel/ml) 2.07° 207° 1.84° 0.01 <001 <001  <0.01

SEM = standard error of the mean, *Orthogonal polynomial contrast L= linear and Q= quadratic , TVFAs= total volatile fatty acid
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1. 99AUTZNBUNLANVDIDNMTNARADY

NAYINNI9ILATIZHOIAUTZNOUNINLATIVDY
anmaaed WeRansandaSnandelefiliaransly
answiendifunans (NDF) wuingms 40% DDCP firngs
niwngasiantesfie 18.9% Fadunainain DDCP 4l
sefU NDF  Aioudnege lotfiuSuna oocP lugns
ol NOF Sszdugetulugnsonnsnulude
1A89INNANITIATIZANILARNUI1 DDCP HszAu NDF
Aoutnegs Ao 402% uawiilusiu 9.8% Anind
Sriroth et al. (2012) sneulifedlusiueglugie
Uszane 11-14% dufisiesulae Phonsean et al.
(2016), Pornjantuek et al. (2015) wag Laorodphan
et al. (2013) Aadl szAu NDF Useuad 49.7% uazdl
TUshudszanas 56% fafu Saldifiud esduszneu
maafivesninifudUsndsiivdeninnseuiunisudn
womueadiniuuseinalnedaliatuudsusiugs
(Sriroth et al., 2012) feifenafunainansiudsvds
Aaruansssuaeiug engnsiiuiien uazunas
fiugn uenani Tudruunsguisnisudnieniuea
veusarlssuiinans1aiy sausteisnnsinifivie
widefildndannduuenieniueasenids Jaunfived
Araugs Fadnifuneduiilauds wasudesliian
msviuauiululsunaning Wunaiuu lagldsdae
mm%yuuazﬁwmsmﬁgﬁuﬁaﬁmmzau foaLinng
wiinye wWude wazgadessdusznoumaaiifiiy
Usglovilufian Tnsianglusfiuveny

2. Ysununisnuldegnedase

dlofiansanusunansiuldegidasy ludiu
Y9901159U Tnsnuindloiusssu  DDCP 1Ufi 40%
deraliusunanisnulaveseinisiuanas vinues
WertuUsuunisiuldvesidsfunerunudeyaly
Tumafientiu Aeanasnusesuifiuguyes DDCP lu
gns1ms demaliuSuanslasulavusidesldly
dduvseing (OM) wavdSuamsdunsenydunsd
TUsfiu (MCP) anasmuundndae dudunauiainns
\finsefu DDCP  viligmsomstinmsinugasivlid
AuLAus denndesiusIBaues Srroth et al.
(2012) Findloaslulawnsafilaiidulaseadns (non-
structural carbohydrate; NSC) @9 wlsuazthmadau
Uil 15 atufl 2 nsngnau - Surau 2561

Tngflusfudrzndegnudndesnarailuieniueasy
daalvininfmdeainnszuaruninaulnefiviildu
wazthunduemnsdaiduanduailulansadidu
1598319 (structural  carbohydrate) d@xulugaziiu
waglasdaduidelefidevaansiuaziininamigs 3
Lammers et al. (1995) 1891u ileuSunandelelu
aﬂﬂﬂiLﬁusﬁuﬁﬂiﬁaﬂﬂ’liﬁﬂ’J’]‘MWWJJQQLﬁ@L“i’JJ’léjﬂiﬁL‘W’w
dnfagAnduadwmaliiuemslddosas uonand
Van Soest (1994) T1e91ui lednildsuemsnifibe
lofifiandudussdusznevegluussunaiigeazdmalyt
Jaunsdlunszgnidngeslatosas uavdesldiiaily
nstosuuty Suinnislnariusenannnszimizmsin
$1 ildnszongldiiiuiiiomedvivermsiay
sunlulmi waz Chen and Gomest (1992) na1771
A1RAINET7 Sedananan1TANAaURIRAUYSE way
Uinagdunidlusiuiilulsslevdeddnianasdn

a

P8 FINSEUATIENAUNSIUSAY aursausediula

q

nUSHudunseing (OM) Ngasla Jed1 OM degls

q
¢ a

waneneiy MIdLATIZRgAUYSElUsAUNIUANANTY
e é’nﬁ?uLmﬂmﬁaﬁnﬂqmm‘wmsmmswamamuaaﬁ
‘L‘hmNaaf[,uqmmmﬁuﬁamﬂs{’ﬂuizﬁuﬁmmsam
Fafisrwaunsinelulauulag Kalscheur (2006) 31
idenay DDGS lugasennstusnnnin 20% wui
Truuiiusunanisildanas elunindumniiiusesy

U7 30% UYsunaunmsiulagessinniinguaiuaudneie

3. anuaunsalunisdanld
Anuanynsalunssesldinuainnsinuadal
wuianuansalunisdosldvdludauvosinguis
(dry matter digestibility) LLazﬁuﬁEﬁmq (organic
matter digestibility) anas auseay DDCP At
Taenguillé3u 40% DDCP fawanunsalunisdesls
Mndmnngu uslungu 20% DDCP laiumnassiuiy
nauAIuAY Belddeyafiaenndesiu Pormjantuek et
al. (2015) fifnwiluunsiolasldnmniiudiusnded
wideannsudatentueanuIminldlugnsenis
1NN 20% rdralinNansalunisdeslaanas
alutmguits SundeTog uarlusiu lneddayanis
Fnsnenuliinmagaserns fszdulavuziidos
aanelfaugafulngianizlusiuuasndany Jsende
nsruIunITiIeIuvesdunisiuwduluedied
Usgansam svdwmaliiinnisgeslavasinguiauay
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@

Burdeng suiaiansUanddeslnaugididnyded
Fnfiuarlugduniduiniy uazqdunidasanunsn
\innnsvesduuLardLaszidunislsfuuin
aallUde (Chen and Gomes, 1992) uananil NRC
(2001) 18LIMINDIMINEUTTINTsLeaduINnIn
vdouiiy 50% Tuly shlFTuanisiulduaznis

goalaanaa

4. AUTIDNMNITLIEYLAULN

AUTIDAINNITLATYLAULA nmsinulunds
Jwuin Sasnsiasaivlnndesetu (average daily
gain, ADG) ﬂuaqmjuﬁlﬁ%’maﬁu DDCP 20% halumnsing
fufunguaiuau uinguiilédsu 40% DDCP Tdnsins
winivlase Tushnimnnga wenanidmuindas
masaiuladeysunaemsild (Gain to Feed
ratio, G:F) anadnuutduLdunsa (linear, P<0.05)
Fduimsifiusedu DDCP 910 20% 1Ty 40%
dwalisnsinisadgiivinanas Feunnen9ain
nsAnw lae Pornjantuek et al. (2015) fisre9ui
ﬂmﬁumﬂﬂuqmammmzijamﬂ 10% Ju 20%
denalionsinisaTgAvlnanas @1Us189UT0 9
Maynard (2015) la@nw1n1sld DDGS Tuamisung
wuin ngudild¥u DDGS  wInndn 30% T8ns1nns
wigAuladninguaauay fatudlofinnsmnanin
nsfnwadsienearlimauaatuayuldiungly
naudléisu 40% DDCP tuifusanmnsAuomstuld
i Tnedeusiinavanunsefvensveuldun Safide
Wreusia Aiflusunaldavugsn Tasameilusiuneny
LW 2.1% 1ummzﬁﬁLﬁaiaqﬂimaﬁmimmﬂszﬁu
NDF 64.5% 3sdanansenusionsgesle ims1eqaunid
Tunsewnzudin dedldnandosaaneunu SuAnlnvusd
dniarlgsuiieatransasaivlgdes steilamnsa
Fsanldndnsnmasuivinseusunaemnsild
(Gain to Feed ratio, G:F) Tungu 40% DDCP fig 0.12
Alanduseamsildsu 1 Alansy Tunanyindaiau
pwnshaun waanansathlvasemsasydulaladesy
wonandunaslusiu uazaslulownse Sudesiisng
mMstosaaefiuszanuiusesaunasey JaunIdiay
amnsavinulaegreliuse@ndam uaziinnisudn
1nYuze0nN19E1L N INDRDNITLASYLAULS Lazvee
F1uaure39AuYEE aTnsduaTeidunislusiu
Fannauge (Maeng et al., 1997)
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5. HAKAAFATINEAINNTZUIUNTULIN
HAKERARTIIEINNTLUIUNITNLN wuTmaAaN
Wunsea-ane uaganudutuneslsnie-lulnsiau (NH,-
N) luseanarannssimizmin wisTunusesu DDCP
Fifiua Tngiae pH, NH;-N wag TVFAs Iuﬂduﬁlﬁ%’u
20% DDCP uasnguauauilaliwansnaiy agalsh
muranulunsa-aslunngu fodneglutisunie
ogludasuszuna 6 FelndiAssfusioaruves
Pornjantuek et al. (2015) fisnesulifefidainudu
n3n-arseglutag 6.3-6.8 dmuunsideilésunniu
dUzudafivdeainn1snaneniuea @ Phonsean
et al. (2016) enu uladledildsuemswannin
onueaniingdas daraudunsa-rseglugag 6-7
wonanifaiisnenumainnisin mnudunsa -
\Rertpsiulsransnmnsiauresgdunid Tnednd
UszAnsnmgeanansandnnsalufuiiszimedneligs
#e waziinalvszaumamnudunsaiindulunasenn
agslsfimudniesziinalnaivauanudunsaly
ﬂiswawﬁﬂiﬁagﬂuﬁzé’fwﬁmwaué’hﬂﬂ'ﬁ@m%ﬂm
Tofufissimedeiion Uiy uudmdanudmsus
&nisalu (Volden et al., 2002) @yuA1anuiuduuea
worludle-Tulnsiau (NH,N) lunnsinwnadsiinuing
Andfinduiiofinsifiuszsu DOCP an 20% 1T 40%
FemudenAdeItusIB9IUTes Pornjantuek et al.
(2015) luuneilefildsumnsfudrUsndimaesin
nsudatevuealugnsemsnandnianinnin 20%
wuiwenlude-llnsiuesifisfunuuduldsidsaes
wiiodndidreglutisund Teedalndidusiusieau
M Tunseizmindanuaesnisuauluile-
Tulmsiau ilensiasquaulavesduviduszinmu 15
mg% (Wanapat, 2000; Song and Kenelly, 1990) d7u
Preston and Leng (1984) lasn91uan wonluiile-
Tulasioudl 238 me% Jusydufiinisdaunsizv
QaunIslushugiian wonanidisesilag Erdman
et al. (1986) Tweslufe-lulasiauil 1725 me%
Huseduiiinsteslsvesinguitsgedign @ Kolver et
al. (1998) Wwmguandmnsiiiuiuiiuenlaie-
Tulasuduwnadulasauiiodludunszinsaesd
Tuswwiunsafle (keto acid) ladiulsznouveusad
9aun3d wazvdvulugdunidlusiudmivdnd
i lUldUselomisely egralsinuiiisyaunenlude-
lulmsiay gaAundiqdunideslivsslovildaziin
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nsazay dwabinianudunsn-ag luresnaiain
nszineiiniiugaAussiuiivangautenisinnues
Au3d wardadusunserogaunidae nansenui
wsoifloandsfdnilunaidenn Ae Usinalavugi
Juusglewidmiudidnisvanas Inefaudiddniies
wfinalnmuaulvtiuenlude-lulnsiauegluszdud
wanzaufiensgaduiingnszuadeniodsudy
gi3odadmnuidufivanas uazdusenmaiaany widh
fiszfuiigaiuludnifezlianunsaduesnleiviuis
reliAndunsesiofd@n il G Preston et al. (1965)
31891u71 seauwenlutle-lulasiau lunseunendnag
fmnuduiusiuasiusedveieludon (BUN) lngdn
worluile-lulnsiaulunseimendings BUN azaeniu
U dauszduanudidureansaluiuiissmeldine
smﬁy’wm (Total volatile fatty acid, TVFASs) fiwuan
nsfnwiafadl wud anaudeifinsedu DDCP a0
20% 19u 40% Inenguiilésu 40% DDCP fisziuay
uduiiniinangy wdlungu 20% DDCP uazng
Arvaniarliuand1efy F991nn015Anu1v0 4
Pornjantuek et al. (2015) wuin luunziie Aldsunin
fudgndsfivdeannszuiunsuanienuea Tugns
91NN 20% Avedudunsaluuiszivels
fesmimuaazanas wazlifoyafisrsanulilag
Volden et al.(2002) I1enqauv3dvinanuiiussansnn
geannsonannsaluiufissimedieligeng fuduna
wndnildiuemmsidseiulnvugivimzauTsdaua
TAndadediddayene ﬁLﬁmwaﬂzw%mmLLax@mmw
donsiaTyuaiiindiuiuresgdunid uonani
Sinclair et al. (1993) uag Witt et al. (1999) na1
nMstiinessuugduridesiinaiiunndnnsalusiui
semedne Feaztduundslasanifuou (C-skeleton)
dmsvaiagdunisslusiudadunandniigndn funluly
Usglowd eiduudmdsnuuazlusiusely

6. Uszynsdunidlunssiwiznsin
Usernsqgduniendludiuves wafide way

TusTnsda wudranaenusedu DDCP fiifisdu wls

wansafiusendndlungy 20% DDCP wagnguAIuAy

o o
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Taewuiingy 40% DDCP  fiUsszwinsvisludiumes
wuAiidy wagluslasda dndwnnduegeditiuddnds
AR (P<0.01) :ndeyaiinusinnaduldlsin ms
Whgavaaelnvusrosgaunsdlunssimisninvesune
fild¥ugnsemns 40% DDCP fiUsz@vBammsnitlu
uneAli3ugnsdug IservdamalAnlavugiliauysal
\iganasion 15laTy wazve18duIuveadunIs 39
Herrera-Saldana et al. (1990) $189WIamMINgn3
IF$uemnsifiunamdsanu uaglusiuifidndudly
Ustlewillaldaugaduasdanaliydunidlunseineg
wiiniinnsidndesaanefiviaszansam waziinnis
YanUasslaruranee 1wy wnasweslasiasvou (C-
skeleton) wazuadlulasaudedududmivaiamad
wagMIvgesuuesAuyEailhiaugatuy Sedemald
mMsveneduresgurismluiian

a5Unan153e

Han13naaednsalazuladiune uiudiny

dleslnemaflunguilddugnsemsduifiningy
dgndafivdoannisnanieniuea (DDCP) fiszdiy
20% flanssnainnisuanliuandsiuiunguitldu
gnsaiuAl laefiarsalainysuiunisiule
AuEInsalumstesld nandnaavneainnsruIuns
nin Yszynsgdunidlunseiniendn wagdnsnig
WigiulawdsdeTudiliuandieiu Faidouuziin
nsld DDCP Tusedulaiiu 20% Aesgiufianzan
oglsfinunisifelundsilfifieadoyaursdiio
mawamaﬁmﬁ%’aﬁmﬁuﬂ Tuewaniiieadeatiunisly
DDCP Tugmsemsdusioanssanmnsuandun sauds
Wamngitunssiniendn nadaguain seuudunug
AuNMYINKAZNNSEaNTUYeUslna Famsiinisfinw
Windudnsieluluewman nszuenanazidunsiiiv
YaALAMNERTIANNLTISIEARAUYUNISHARTRIUA
\nunInsBndiy uTstianuanszufeAInden
Mnamudoriaifiagdifinuiniuegianaialy
suAndulnddmiudssmelnedndaey
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