2138196 IWTLIg0d PRAWARUN AGICULTURAL JOURNAL(2021), 18(1): 75-79

4 ' v

2 A &
7, &

4 &

,
L) by
Yy >
N »
AGricuLTo®

PRAWARUN

AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL

https://li01.tci-thaijo.org/index.php/pajrmu/index

UNANUIYY

ananuvuwiuimanganlunsidesnuulunsedeludaganunn

wiinlna Junzyns'” g3l uiuduns! wnsd dula? Taudinn a3dh? suassa Inassan?

819765y WU LA Q5T LA

g 3vunaluladmsinses aazveluladnisinyns unIne1aes19umaIsnIu enunaies SaminumarsnIu 44000

ZgwrIvunusmans AazmaluladnIsinugs un)IneIaesIvigumIasnIu eunawles Swiaumiasaiy 44000

dayaunaiy

Fu: 30 wweu 2564
uile: 21 wounian 2564
ARUSUNSATIIN: 27 ngun1Aw 2564

fifiueaulay: 28 Tguieu 2564

o '

unang

AdAy

auw)

BEELA]
9311155998178
shsmsuaniido

YAUATINAUMUY

)
U Aaw

nMeteediiiingusrasdiiiofnudnmanumuuiufingaudenisiasnuulunse S fnw
NARUMNMIURDNESAULR wazdnIINITIENMIY ImEJLgaaﬂuluﬂix%ﬂmmqwun FENIN
WWeunnsiay 2563 Safleununiitug wa.2563 Tagldgnnuunionun 3,000 # wiseenidu 4 4n
N15NARRY Yay 3 %1 Usznoudesnsanumuuiuiisssu 100, 200, 300 way 400 Fron1919
AT INNIANMUI FRsAUTLLTILBInUURem SR TaRadensiABsnuTlun sz
L"gﬂﬂquun Tagvilvnsasgiulameiuiin uazauenidii suvdnsnssennie
Sasnsuaniile wardnnisninasadvlaededetu fanuunndsegnefideddamisada
(P < 0.05) Madssnuuitsnsrrumuutu 100 fsomsauns Fiian ilosmnnuuniidhmin
Taeinde WU 68.29+8.45 n§u A1LE1a WINAU 8.28+0.30 loufuns Tandsnsnsseame
wag Snsnisnsiaiadvinndsdeu lnewdewiitu 64.00+4.35 Wesidud waz 1.05:0.13 nu

safu muddu dsdunisAneluaSallliduiinisdesnunlunseddutiggun sasany

oA o o =
NUUUNTZAU 100 AINDAITINUAT NNZENNER

Unin

H o o = a Ao w a A =
uTWUﬂLLVNLLaﬁNﬂiﬂ@&‘ﬁNIuWﬁ’]ﬂmﬁ@ﬂ%u@ Ae VLa"?JuLLa%ﬁ

o

a s ¥ 1 [3

AU (Common Lowland Frog) figednem1aniidn ylsledu sauviedeilinnfiunazussin ldun sammdn 2.1

q

Ranaru gulosa (Wiegmann, 1935) 1Judniaviiuinag iy

un MseiInegnuds Ua muviosun uazusianunadliengeg

wunsereuslunufgunnunlvlulsemalnenulavesyn

v
v ¢

e nuundedudniunfiddgvnaasugiadnelianianiey
& o < - & a a
wnzideazuilnaduems Wesnnnuiduemsnidlusiu

ge ludusin dlusfugatia 83 Wedidud ludu 5.8 Wesidud

" Corresponding author

E-mail address: jantabood@hotmail.com (L. Chantabut)

TJadnsusia 100 ndu wazluen®u 2.0 Tadnsuse 100 N5y
(Danietal,, 2018) 31N@RANANITHAEANUUT WUIINIT
WNgLRganUULANTUg19un Taelul w.a. 2556 dnandn

91U 1,782.67 fiu Hyarn 115,746,970 UM (Department

oy
a =

of Fisheries, 2015) NAUANT W.A. 2554 TilNanans1UIL

= '

VlEa 578.87 fiu fiyamn 29,202,600 U wananuslam

U

Online print 28 June 2021. Copyright © 2021. This is an open access article, production and hosting by Faculty of Agricultural Technology,

Rajabhat Maha Sarakham University. https://doi.org/10.14456/paj.2021.9



L. Chantabut et al. / PRAWARUN AGRUCULTURAL JOURNAL (2021), 18(1): 75-79

melulsswrnardsiinisdseonludsnnalsemne laun goens
FUu unade dealus wesifu diuaanazandzeuing
nuleuieinens 4.0 ladundiunumlunisdaasunag
Wamszuunsinsaedn i deliinunsnsanunsausuld
uinnssuniomaluladidunviglunisiiunandnandunu
mwmﬂirﬁmwL?ﬁymﬂudauimg'ﬂﬁzauﬁzgmﬁ'mmimwu?iym
AU Ruadu nanei wazvaneth lunsimzidssnuunle

lanandnnaaaned laun n15wIgides N1981UI8 wagns

v
|

s Tutaggrun dduenidfediudunisesszuuns
iAo Tutasane nslenizmsidsenulunseds
AN {]aqﬁumﬂwwﬁuﬁ}??mﬂumhimaﬂimwwL?TEN
I¥naensisd Tasiamglurismgrunnuuasiifalifuems
wagliifinsnauiugansdd inumsnsTanganinmigides 5o
ineidssBnsoulutsgiuresddaly iesnidsnulugis
99U fi8nsinssenmen Uszneuiuidutasiiinisuns
sruinvendelsn datuauided Anwidnsanumuudud
wondsiulunisdsanuulugaggvun ednwidnsinig
WEivle Sarmsseamevesnsiassgnnuuilunseda il
WusruumamasnuuAsussTiansamnzdssls

naanYIIy

B33y
UBIUNITNAABY
doanuurnvuaazinalunszdevinaiuiinue
wAluladnIsinens NNNINeIREIIVAQUNIAIIAIY BILND
ioe Jamdaumiansaty Tuglagauud sendnaihou
UNTIAY 2563 BUABUNUAINUS W.A. 2563 LALIUHUNTT
wmaamuuajmugsaﬁ (Completely Randomized Design ,
CRD) Usznaume 4 ¥an15nAaes (treatment) 3111 3 %1
(replication) Usznausie
1) Yaregnnuunduiu 100 Mnemsiamns
2) Yapegnnuindnuau 200 Msen1s1amns
3) Udoggnnuundiuiu 300 FfenIT1aAS
4) Yaeegnnuundnuiu 400 Msennsamng
EEHURIGEN

1) LASHUNTETIVUIN 1xL LUAT 31U 12 nSeda

o v ' a

o IS < ¥ o ' H ¥
nsrduiiedudondvdyn wiiilunduvetilagldian

HAlVAIIUAMUUENTETY WaZyUATUE

= o

Iyendndndyy

76

nsydafieUosiuauin Tauiulvislunsedaielignnuld
Jusiny

2) wisugnnuun Yignnuu 81y 1 ey fdvuin
Tn&idssiu thanusulidntuanmniadedunszds vhns
fadatmiin dewedestmadion 2 fumis Yannuenadeu
NINAGDN

3) nsligmsgnauun lunmsmeaesiiensnulvg
Faduomsdindnaguiilusiu 30 Wesidud Tremns 2
adusiofulumeudn uazmoubu Tasdeemslvinuiiu 10 %
yosininga mstufinownsinuiulundazyanis
naaewniu vn 9 7 Juasiinmeihevareiansedainu

nmaAvdeya

1) maasnyivln Tasmsdaiminuaginnnuenives
annuu JaaueindealaginanzsesUIndwInag
NOUNNIVIARBILAENAINTNADIVDIUARL YNNI TNATDN

2) $nsimssennie Tusiuaugnnuunivdesisusy 7

50ANELELDAUFANITNARBY LNBNI8ATINITIBANY

(Everhart et al., 1975)

9951715599878 (%)

annuwwmaesen (53) x 100

IugnnuNUdesiaua (57)

3) gmsinswaniile JuiinUsuruenisitinuiiu

Pavua @ru1msNnuAWastuIm Al RaLa TN

Ce

winem1snimdsluldazyAn1INaaes wagiin1sds

v v
o %

WmingnnuunaualuwiasyanIImaaes lienAEns

nMsuantile (Ungsethaphan et al,, 2011)

gmTINIsUanide

YSinaemwnsiignnuuniu (nn.)

H o S yy
quuﬂgﬂﬂUquﬂUiﬂ(ﬂﬂJ

4) dwinifisadesoTu (daily weight gain) misendu

NTUABIU

Uwiinnugaving - dmnnuisuey

sragIameaad (Ju)



L. Chantabut et al. / PRAWARUN AGRUCULTURAL JOURNAL (2021), 18(1): 75-79 7

NTIATIZTEYA
1ne7N15UTE L UNATDIAIUNUILUUADENTINS
w3gAule dnTTen Snsmanile tminifiuedesou
1a883LAT18MAULUTUIIULUU one way analysis of
variance uagiU3suLfisuaauanAuesAade TN
naaoilaeldds Duncan’s Multiple Range Test (DMRT)
(Gomez and Gomez, 1984) szfumuidasi 95 Wofidud
Tagldlusunsumsufinimesdniagy SPSS for windows

version 13.0

NAN133Y

NNFANWINATBITAI AN LTIz aNd D
mil,t?‘;umﬂuuﬂuﬂix%ﬂwdwqwma IEWINLADY UNTIAL
2563 faifiou nuntiug 2563 fisgfumumuLiuiiunnes
fu TeunszRusnTauuwiuiiszdu 100, 200, 300 waz
400 FIFDATITINUAT WU Lﬁaiﬁuqmmwmam M31AY
wuulunisdssnulunsedslugasgguunn G8ms1nns
WigAuln dutmtin mnuen nsinssenme §nsins
waniile wagdnsnisaiaiiviadety Aunndretuiian
WANEAUNNEDH (Table 1) (P < 0.05)

1 mysiasuaule

nssRUlmhvtnuazAINYIYRIGANUWT NES

o

TUSEAUAMUAUIUUTALANFAAY 4 SEAU WU U1uTn

v
v a =

LRAYADAIVAIFUAANITNAADS HAULANANUNED A

q

(Table 1) TuyAN15nAaBINENIIAIUNUILUY 100 A7

v
o ' Y

faansauns Suvingeian fdauvindu 68.29+8.45 n3u

RIANUNTITEAUDMTIAUNUIBUUATEAU 200, 300 WA

Y

400 AABANSINUAT TAINAY 55.24+10.50 53.49+6.29

v
a

Ay 48.51+6.30 NSU MIUAIAU @INSUAIHENINAIFUEN

q

N13nAaedluYAN1INARINgnIIANLILLLLARY 100 M

v '
° o a o

fonT1auns Juividngenan dduvaiu 8.28+0.30
WURIAT F9989NTEAUSAIIALVLRILTISZRU 200, 300
uag 400 FFoAISIUAT AAWNAY 8.21+0.55 8.04+0.29
WAy 7.39+0.30 wuURLUAT auasu (Table 1) (P < 0.05)

a"guﬁmwmiLLamﬁaﬂJaqqﬂﬂum Iuﬂ;mmiwmamﬁ
§asiAnumuILLiy 300 fademsnawas dlAdigawindy
0.58+0.08 $83A91NTISEAUSAIIAIUMUINLLY 400, 200 Wae

100 FRamMISIBUAT ANVAU 0.67+0.09 0.68+0.15 uag

0.90+0.11 AAIRU drudnsnsiasgLAvlandensiuves

annuun ddasinisiasgiiulaiadeseiuvesgnauun

y ]

Y

tm1AY 1.05+0.13 0.84+1.66 0.81+0.09 way 0.73+0.09

nfude iU wudnsesAulafiaunanAe un19ai e

(Table 1) (P < 0.05)

2 897IM1350MM ¢
dmsudnanssennevasgnnuuitasdlunsedsly

gavund wudrdianuuandniulunieadd Tnglundasye

= o

n1snaaes S8nsin1ssenniefisasiaunuLduiissiv
100 fasoAn51911AST H§M31n1958ARNBgsTgR LAY
64.00+4.35 59989178 RTIAIURUILLLUTTZHU 200 300
Lag 400 AIRBMISILUAST HANLVIAY 54.00+5.34
43.1127.89 uay 31.16+7.50 Wesidud auadwu (Table 1)

(P < 0.05)

dsduazenyusena

nsnysaTAILLRINzaudensdsIny
wlunsedalugisgavuni ludiusieuunsiay 2563 fasau
NUAMUS 2563 naeAsuziIa1lun1snaaes gumailluYls
N5MAADY LRAYBYR 23.71£2.29 peAlwaLTud gegn 31
psrnwwaLia uazingn 19 samieaild daunuamiian
anadunsadushaedeiiavindy 7.20+0.57 gean Wiy
9.21 warsgawiniu 6.51 uarUiumeendauilazanslut
WAeiny 3.91+2.07 fladniusiodns

NATDITNTIANURUILUURDNTRIYLAULRAUUN TN

v
o v a

LAYRRAINAIFUANNITNAADY RTINTTRTYLAULALRAYRD

q

TureegnAuun UagdnInssenne lagsnsnAuvuILLLY
100 ARBAITIUAT A9RTIN1TRTEYLAULe AUt A

P1I9NTINITIVANY UazERIINITRS YR ulARARD U]

a

annuuigafige Ndealudiegeuuid asandesiy

q

Department of Fisheries (2011) 8ms1A15UaREQNN UL
Jeuvaselunisidesduveduuanazlunsede Yaseseau

AU LU 50-100 FIRDAISILUAT DHTIAMUNUILUY

Y a‘

W ilanednI1senneuInuul tesananiwnisiaesluy

=

nsededaduiuiinau wndassnuunluanuruiwduuin

uly e linuuigsunalulsawazaels azidiulan

=~ °

Weauarianagi 19 asrwaliva gamiveauiunnsing



L. Chantabut et al. / PRAWARUN AGRUCULTURAL JOURNAL (2021), 18(1): 75-79 78

Table 1. Means for body weight, body length, survival rate feed conversion rate and daily weight gain of appropriate stocking density of common

lowland frog in cage culture during January 2020 to February 2020 (Mean + SD)

Treatment Final body weight Final body length Survival rate (%) Feed conversion rate Daily weight gain
(g/frog) (cm/frog) (FCR) (g/day)
100 68.29+8.45° 8.28+0.30° 64.00+4.35° 0.90+ 0.11° 1.05+0.13%
200 55.24 +10.50% 8.21+0.55% 54.00+5.34° 0.67 +0.15 0.84+0.16™
300 53.49+6.29 * 8.0+0.29° 43.1147.89° 0.58+ 0.08° 0.81+0.09"
400 48.5146.50 ° 7.39+0.30° 31.16+7.50° 0.66+0.09° 0.73+0.09°

Note Means within the same row with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05).
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Article history ABSTRACT

Received: 30 March 2021 —— . - - -

Revised: 21 May 2021 The objectives of this study were to appropriate stocking density of common
Accepted: 27 May 2021 lowland frogs in cage culture in the winter season on growth rate and survival
Online published: 28 June 2021 rate of common lowland frogs in cage culture in the winter season from

January to February in 2020. A total of 3,000 common lowland frogs were
allotted to four experimental groups with three replications in a Completely
Randomized Design. Four experimental groups consisted of stocking density
at 100, 200, 300 and 400 individuals in 1 square meter (m?), respectively. The
results found that the growth of common lowland frogs in body weight and
body length, feed conversion, survival rate and average daily weight gain
were statistically significant difference (p<0.05). The 100 individuals/ m? of
common lowland frogs in cage culture during winter season showed higher
growth performance than other experimental groups. The average of body
weight, body length, survival rate and daily weight gain of 100 individuals/m?
of common lowland frogs were 68.29+8.45 g, 8.28+0.30 cm., 64.00+4.35 %
and 1.05+0.13 g/day, respectively. Therefore, this study identified that the
optimal population of common lowland frog in culture cages was 100
individuals/m? during winter season.
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