194791 9AINWTZI304 PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL(2021), 18(1): 64-74

4 ' v

2 A &
7, &

4 &

,
L) by
Yy >
N »
AGricuLTo®

PRAWARUN

AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL

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

UNANUIRY

a ¢ Y v O yé’.’: 1 < 1
ﬂ’]'ﬁ'ﬁLﬂ'i'w‘l’iﬂ?']llL“Ull‘ll‘LIﬂ5ﬂ1°ll§JUVI5$WiEJ1:WVN‘VI§Jﬂ AZAIAMMULUUNTA-AY

AINVBINAL LUNTEWIZNANVDILAUULINENTLNNE A28 HesDuUNLsaaUAlasalny

Feena Hauun'” quade Wanlve! nwun ¥13lAns? uaz AN 29Un?

tgdvunailanisanaunve auzimalulad umineraesivanenssiid ennewdes Samingnssrd 41000

T inermansuazmeluladnisems paumelulad umInerdeivigenssiil ennewles smingassiid 41000

dayaunaiy

Article history

$u: 21 ngunaw 2564

wile: 27 weunay 2564
PaUFUNMSATLN: 30 Woun1AN 2564

Ffiieaulal: 28 Sguieu 2564

unfAnga

Adfiny
nsalvsfuszmels
mnunthinsasie

ilgssunnsaaialnsalnt

mMs¥nA1Anudunsa-a1e (pH) wazaududuveansalutiusswmeld (volatile fatty acid; VFA) Tu
0 . & ad 0 a wa Y &

YINAININNTZWILNIIN (rumen fluid) 1HudTumsgrunmeiesUfiRnsildidadunsanuiu

nsnlunszimnzndnlulaug nsAnvINHIUNIUITIIN1TA29580U VFA 91ndneg1eanss Tagld

wadalysdunsnaualnsalny (Near-infrared spectroscopy; NIRS) Tinani1s@nwiiiedie

>
o

ilUldiensdmaeila nsfinwniidingUssasdifieyssiduanuduiusseninanududures
VFA ¥iauun (Total VFA) wae pH anvesnadtunssiwnizndnainn1snsianiesiesujiainis fu
ANULNTUVDY VFA wag pH 3nn1sussendldinada NIRS faegaveavaiainnssinigniinlauy
o & 6 a ' @ a o § v a o g o

nugnaulsadlainiideulannssimeninuasinderiliiinnnenssmnewindunsa $1umu
128 fegns laeifiunng 2 Saluavdsliewnsdu $wau 7 afy/3u aaeeszeziianisding 16 Tu
as9n U fURn1sviaududy Total VFA wagan pH laeldin3e9 Gas Chromatography-
Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS) waig pH meter WUUNARUIY AMUAIAU LazinAdiemalia NIRS
Py % o ' = ' ' a v v '

Wieassaun1siunean nan1sAnwInuin ALadeaududuyes Total VFA WagA1 pH N15A513
MeRaUURNTS Wiy 105.82 mMW/L (105.82+39.74) ka 5.4+0.44 AUEIRU NISHATIEHEINI
anRvhueAUduduTes VFA Lavan pH mewadia NIRS daanduius (R) winfu 0.93 uaz 0.85
mud1du n1sUszandldivada NIRS Jiasieinnnududunes Total VFA wazA1 pH 9ndaee1

= P a aa = o o o 'y

yaavannszngndn deoinlumaiiafififnuindetesyaiuunarslunmsihluldussTovusu

au & o & v o a g A a A qva ¥y 4 o o &
N13739Y WNT\]'ILUUGWENNWWLﬂU“UEJJ;IJaLW@JLG’INL‘W@IWNQ?W&JQﬂW@QLLlluEniﬂﬂEN‘Uu

Ui

nIgaNEndn (rumen acidosis) BANVEMENT AINTEAU

MsNananLazn1sieIslldanmdasiulas iz auy

lauuilvinandngeinaziinlsavieauiauninig
WLNUBATN (metabolic disorder) NdINanNTENUARDATLH
naNan LU LAt (milk fever) 1sadla@a (ketosis)
v A a o ' .
ANITATTLNIZUVLARDUNARNLIAUY (displace abomasum)

Aglatiuunsnludu (fatty liver) waznnazaudunsaly

" Corresponding author

E-mail address: theerakul_nil@yahoo.com (T. Nilnont)

(Mulligan & Doherty, 2008) AMzAILTUNIAlUNTELNNE
nidnuuunadsundu (SARA) Wundldulsarieauiinuni
manunvedduinulavesuazneliiinaugydenia

wswgialunisifealauy dauuingnasianululauy

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.2021.8


mailto:theerakul_nil@yahoo.com

T. Nilnont et al. / PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL (2021), 18(1): 64-74 65

v

vdanaeniioglurifuvesszeznisivun (early lactation)
Wesnnifuszezfiinisasuudanislemsanszes
Wn3auu (ewnsndsaus) unduennsszezaaenudely
un (o1 ndseugy) waslafinnsAuemsnniuiiely
waitestuaudonistunisldnandntiuy donald
nszinizudnUsuilaiunaziinnisazaunsnniunn
(Plaizier et al,, 2008) TudszmealneiisnguauYnNves
anranudunsalunssimgninuuuiadeundululaug
nasAaon 30 waz 50 Ju Sovay 42.6 waz 42.0 AINEIRU
Tuiluiiwisulauusineiios Sinveuniu (Jarassaeng
et al, 2006) uagnuaugnlulauurdinaeATENIN 3
6 &Un 9 owaz 20 fs 25 Tuiluiivhslauudminuasusa
(Inchaisri et al., 2013, Inchaisri et al., 2014)
amganudunsalunssimigudn nannsasas
283n573UN3E (oreanic acid) 1y nsnluuiiszinels
(volatile fatty acid; VFA) laun nsmez@ia (acetic acid;
C2) nsalwsioodn (propionic acid; C3) wag nsadaNsn
(butyric acid; C4) lasildadrunisasisuszuiuiosay
70:20:10 Auddu Feeaiudsunvaslunudnuazues
91Tl (Seymour et al., 2005) wagnsauwanda (lactic
acid) MLAnannsgosaflulainsalaegadnlunssiny
nin lagn1sazauveinsainainauliaunaseninanis
a$1ansnannszriunsudnfisnnduly waznisidanse
Tnonshluldvesgadnuaznisgadunsaainnszimevsing

anad (Nagaraja and Titgemeyer, 2007) Tnensadransndi

a

wnduAnannsiuunasingiuanslulansaiidosldie
wu wls Sy TuuSinasnn dwaliqadniidesanns
aslulansniinsdsunlaniiusiuaudu wWu wuaiise
ﬂEjﬂJ amylolytic amylodextrin &g maltose - utilizing
(Kotarski et al,, 1992) s2uAUn15lATUDINITHEIU
(roughage) wioUSinaudeleluommsliifivwe Fadsmase
15AEIERs (mastication) warUSinamsndsniaedadu
Tlwle (luprdueiun; -HCO,) Aiddyesnisanainandu
nsalunszaesin (Owens et al, 1998) Saufunsifiniu
YoeuuAfiiefindansauaniia (lactic producing bacteria)
W Streptococcus bovis inldiinnsazanvasnsaLiiudu
(Nagaraja & Titgemeyer, 2007) d@sualsninnnazanudu
nsalunszimiznsdn Meuuudeundy (acute rumen
acidosis) LLﬁzLLUUﬁGLﬁSUWﬁu (sub-acute rumen acidosis;
SARA) (Gabel et al., 2002; Kleen et al., 2003; , Plaizier et

al., 2008) nsziwzvinann1sUum uaznsALARRAIEYNANA

u

Fudinszuadeniinnnizsraniedunsa (metabolic
acidosis) (Nocek, 1997)
n13ns193ladeeIn1IneAdlinuesn1lgnsalu
NSELWIERITA (rumen acidosis) fnane3s lawn N15M929
Madelnen1susediuenisinund (clinical sign) a0lAs18
Fviseseauil warn1InsIavnieslfUAns Inr1Adu
Wunsa-ang (pH) vesvesnarlunszimiznsin (rumen
fluid) wazn1sinszauaudutureInsaludussinela
(Danscher et al., 2015, Stefanska et al., 2017, Mizuguchi
et al, 2020) FAEmstisnTudowhnsiuietwounan
Tunszmngninlafien1snsiaidads Tnen1sifiuiedn
YpuuaalunsEIEndn @mnsavile 2 38 A Mstanzuas
AnAiUHUNTITeaYiBa (rumenocentesis) N1SHARAS19g
Wanszmizndnanas (ruminal fistula) deanulunis
Anw13de uaznisgaiuiwiedenviaene1ms (stomach
tube) lnempdianisgaivvetmaslunszinizndnuun
4999194 (rumenocentesis) 13T 5IAUMIBE 1D MA7
Tunsgiwzudnludiuans (ventral sac) dvef As &@11150
ann1sUwouvestianesinliléen pH gl dauns
Wusnedelagldvieaannszinizennis (stomach tube)
Judsnsiiazmnuazine widesaniinsiidunisaen
vigrutasUnvaeneims feluveanarfigaiiulatinng
Yudeusuiaredeiian pH g9 ¥l¥An pH A3aldan
§1981990 9182910 N5 ELNENTA LR UR283 3 Ha AN
ﬂmmmé"auﬁqa%ﬂﬁ (Duffield et al., 2004) wagdin1sAnw
nsnsaesziunsaluiuisymeldanndiegiaingg delina
msfnwiiundedelslunisilulduselewd Jacobi et al,,
2009, Ward et al,, 2011, Lean et al,, 2013, Stockl and
Lichti, 2018, Lee et al., 2019)
fnsAnensliwetirauninsalnUdunisagulng
(Near-infrared spectroscopy; NIRS) ALas1giaAUsznaU
YOINYOIMTENTULALDIAUTENBUATULNYUL VB INTOI
&0 1wy seaulusiu ele seavlaiu sedundeauly
IngAvevsdnd S2uvaen pH Tuewsniin Fslimanis
psrzifieuyLdede (Corson et al., 1999) 1¥nsram
TspAladauuulinanseInisaInnIsnsIaIATIZA18819
¥un (De Roos et al, 2007) 1¥ns193LAs18 sz fuans
AlauludenIsuiouivdadiulutudelusauludiu
Wieadsaunisvuneseduvesasalauluwiladauungds
AaonA (Van Knegsel et al, 2010) 18A99In153LATIEY

freg1alagldimala NIRS Aa d18ABN15IATENAIDE1S



T. Nilnont et al. / PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL (2021), 18(1): 64-74 66

finnnusimilunisindn ldnaflududnazgndos
nsnsvaeuunuulidvhanesieds ldneldiAnuany
wazazaINean13lau (Stermer et al.,, 1994)

Fatu nsmsaadansesnzanudunsalunsamie
winTulaunlaensldmadiavsensosiofifinnuuaiugn
warsaasalunisnsaa wunisldmadadesdunise
aalngalnt (Near-infrared spectroscopy; NIRS) @529
seRuadudurensaluiuiisemelduazan pH ain
fhethsenvadlunszimzudn Wukwmeiaulalunis
drenafansesnneanudunsalunssimsuinuaslse
Maunuedn (metabolic disease) Tulauy msdnwniizadl
Tnquszasdiiouszondlfinadadosdunisaaualnsalnd
Tunsnrataranududuresnsaloduiissmeld waven
Anudunsa-ang nfegrseamarlunseimizudn lne
A1sMIALEUTLSsEnI1eA A ure snsa lusiud
szinela wagA1mudunsn-A1e 31nN15ATIANN
weafuRnisfumanududuveansaluiufisemeld uas
Arutdunsn-aAne 91nnnsadsaun1IinungaInnng

weimewmadadesdunsaalalnsalnd waziivewdu

D

Jayadmiunisimuiasesiiefilinsiadiasiziuazfn
nseannzaulunsalunssimizndnuazlsania

wwnuaaniunsusall

Ye/A8N1539Y
dninaaes

Tausnagiusloaalningidougnuay Tuwmidndh
(body weight) Uszunas 250 Alansu o1gUszanay 14 Wwiau
guamudauss vhnsidiafie anszmgnsinuuuaing
(permanent rumen fistulation) USIaaUdudne Wi
insiiudiegrsvesnaiainnssinizwiin (rumen fluid)
Feludrsdudunisnaasslaazgnidodlulsuiouda w
audifouazimurviesiutiunia uminerdesivdy
gnsondl Inendsanieldgmgiaanadon Tnsusnidesly
ponVARBLABIuABUNIAaEAY ffufivung 3x5 a3ne
w3 S9vonauarvethiuuenlusonides

nsfnu3deE IESufinsandiuseunnamenssuns
5T IUTIMLARIRS U SHEuar sl d R fLieums
Ingreans uninerdesvigenssrll vineiaalasinisi
1a5un1sfiansun as 0543.7/358 lagUjURn1undn
sssoussunslidniifienumeinermanivesaniise

WeR Useinelng

o sildnnasuiemidonhliiianiignautunsaly
nSUWIERINUUUAUBIUNSY (subacute ruminal acidosis;
SARA)

3282NAUNIINAABY (pre-experimental period) (17
$u) Juszeznaiililauulsuisensnvaasuaznn sl
013 Tussogiifimandeudladoudigdsresnnaes dail

Tausluszognaunisnaasdlasunisiie M shuukenty

v
=1

9IMTTUAUOIMINYIU (separate feeding) Tnsluszezil
Tannasdldsuamisdu (concentrate) Faduormisdui
Usgnoutulushiy U3um 1.1 Alanduvesinguia (dry
matter) sesfronss uUsdely 2 A%t (Fuazdu) iy
YSunm 2.2 Alanfuvesinguis dedldeiu lagd
drulsznauingAuuareAusenounmuniinanida Table 1
uay Table 2 lannasslasuommsveruiluniadawuulal
1% (ad libitum) sauufithislnasaan
5¥8¥N15NAABY (experimental period) (16 Ju) 1Hu
SrezLa1TiInIsNAaeIwazLiuR1eg199 1 lANAana
alananosgninieniliAnanzanudunsalunseing
wifnuuuiadeundu Tneidnistdemstusentuemns
ey Afdndruresemsiuiigesiniunisdidauiua
91MIWEU (dndiuermsweuseaIm sty 20:80) 3la
IFsuemstuiivssneuiuannisiualagldedusznay
naadvesingfisiesiulag National Research Council
(NRC) (2001) U3aau 4 Alansuvesinguiia desronds
wiedneld 2 ads (141 6.00 wIRinT wazmewdu 16.00
WIRN) TS 8 AlanfuvesinguisroiisioTu wayld
Wisdndunnaseimsvenu Usinw 2 Alansuvesinguiis
somneiu 1nglalasulLnaImsneIURaRINALBIMNTUIU
Uszanad 30 w1¥ (Pilachai et al., 2012) dauﬂisﬂaui’mqﬁu

wazasrUsenauaall wandly Table 1

NISAUR9E19YNAIINN TN IE N IAYIAEed

lurleszernimaaes yinsiiureanalnnnsemgun
vaslanmanmniu Aeauidiuu 8 adidetu naon
SreelIan 16 YU veU9TEeEnIMnaed Inaliufeegianou
nsTwemstulatiad @lusdl 0) wazndanliernas
Fugarad lusii 2 4 6 8 10 12 uay 14 audsu
U IMSTU InsifufegisvimuiSves Wang et al.

(2016) Wngnsvesulalugasterudnd ¥nsilana



T. Nilnont et al. / PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL (2021), 18(1): 64-74 67

Table 1 Ingredient composition (%dry matter; %DM) and chemical

composition of the dietary feed ingredient.

Ingredient/Chemical composition %DM
Cassava ship 46.3*
Soybean meal 35.2%
Rice bran 17.1%
Premix* 1.4%
Dry matter 89.37**
TDN 81.24**
ME (Mcal/kgDM) 2,94
Crude protein (CP) 20.39**
Fat 5.20%*
NDF 11.92%
ADF 9.56**

*The ratios of feed ingredient (Pilachai et al., 2012),

**Calculated using measured DMI, composition and feed analyses (NRC, 2001);
TDN = Total Digestible Nutrients, ME = Metabolizable Energy,

NDF = Neutral Detergent Fiber,

ADF = Acidic Detergent Fiber
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AANFULALIDE19M18E1990U1MAINNTEINIE NN AIY

winadusdunsaalalasalnUunazased wagwnu X
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Total VFA (mM/L)

Total VFA A

Collection (hour after feeding)/Period-Day

pH vale

Collection (hour after feeding)/Period-Day

Figure 1 The overall distribution of rumen fluid Total VFA (A) and rumen fluid pH (B) of 128 Holstein Friesian dairy cow rumen fluid samples taken by

0,2,4,6,8,10, 12 and 14 hrs. after fed for 16 days period.
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Figure 2 The comparison of rumen fluid pH values (mean) and Total VFA (mean) in 16 days period of the study.
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least squares regression; PLSR) Wieadsaunisiiune
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Table 2 The statistical analysis of rumen fluid Total VFA and pH values
using FT-NIR analyzed by partial least squares

Spectrum Total VFA pH values
modulation R RMSECV R RMSECV
None 0.89 0.73 0.76 0.43
Smoothing 0.81 2.04 0.72 0.43
method

1" derivative 0.87 0.38 0.88 0.11
method

2" derivative 0.93 0.43 0.85 0.35
method

SNV method 0.88 1.01 0.88 0.03
MSC method 0.89 1.05 0.85 0.34

regression (PLSR)

d5U uazadusena
amzaudunsalunszimzninuuuiadoundy
Aannnsavauvesnsaludusyme liddemaliianudu
n5a-AglunsEgrinanas (Owens et al,, 1998) 3515
vstameaudunsalunssmsninuuuiadeundudign
gausu Aon13TnA1AuIdunIn-a1 (pH) vosdaaga
Y9UNAIIINNTEIIENITA (ruminal fluid) Fad3Ensifiv
Frog19uarn1simuaadaisuudsy (threshold value)
vasmaadunsa-ae lunstmuannsidunsauwuuis
deunduiiwananaiu wu menudunse-sswesweuman
Tupszimnznindiivlaeniseiznssimendniumeada
F89793U3904@31YU (rumenocentesis) #i5¥#u pH 5.5
(Krause and Oetzel, 2006, Stefanska et al., 2016) A%uA
fiszdtu pH 5.8 TuABnsiiuaingaaiuans (ventral sac) ves
AsELnEndnlnemse (Beauchemin et al,, 2003; Krause
and Oetzel, 2006) @u Fleming et al. (2020) n&1271 A1
pH 7lusdnnaz SARA lulaun Aedosnimsewiiu 5.5
(pH<5.5) WHuszeziiatediaties 4 4alus (240 und)
(Fleming et al,, 2020) Taglunis@nuil wudn e pH lu
YounaInInNnITwIEndn fiflen <5.5 wulusseznisdne
Suil 78 12 uaz 13 (lusdl 0-8 wdsiue st Tuil 15
(Fluaft 0-6 wdsAueMTY) waziuil 16 Faaeandaariy
nsuiudues total VRA ffiuduludiefudentu Tagen
Total VFA Sluusldndfis@uluiuil 6-7, 12-13 uaz¥uil 16
U9ITLYTLIANANYI %agﬂwumaamﬂﬁm%umm VFA
TndiAvsuazvasnnaosnun15An®I999 Fleming et al.

(2020) FadArnsaltvTuszmelaanunaziinIuluiun
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Figure 3 The calibration curve of rumen fluid Total VFA analyzed by

partial least squares regression (PLSR)
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Figure 4 The calibration curve of rumen fluid pH values analyzed by

partial least squares regression (PLSR)

11-12 uaz16-18 V095x82N15ANY 20 U (Fleming et al,,
2020)
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warAAdunsa-Ae memada NIRS maNnuduiusiy
BnsnsI9mnsgIunaiesUfUiRnng Jawanisaiisaunts
Funganududuveansaluiufisemels wazaraudu
A5A-A19 TUFAIBE19A88 19984 UNAIINNTLNIEALN WU
ana¥ufinun1susuuss (modulation) Tnen1sanadn

wususruvesdeyaaunasunisaanfulanignisaiing

adaa

aun154uy PLSR Ingd3 2™ Derivative 1Ju387fiA31
wangaudmiunsihueeanududunseluiuiissmeld
wazAnILdunsa-ane F93Snsuuudsteyaaunady 1
JafReaunTninAeiAlsENeUNILATINARTINiUTaYa
aunasumaganauuas uagannsaUssduamaad vl
113983 UIANNKYTUTINTRTayaU ST uAImM ATl la

Tunadeaiu danalviaunisvinuiean (Calibration) ke
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21038 PLSR Useifiuamanaiilégnieainty iosan
aunsfldiuisaududunsalofiufissmels wazan
Anudunsa-ane Tusegisweumaiarnnssiniz ndnd
Lpsevisnemaia NIRS lngldiades FT-NIR fananduil
(R) 171110 0.93 wag 0.85 Muadyu wagdAn RMSECY
Wiy 0. 43 ua 0.35 muddu WeRirsanaanduius
R) el funasilunsiueamuduiudvesaunisiiadng
Fuanmsiaseiinegnadomaia NIRS fuisnisnsae
MU URnTInTgIU WU A1 R vesmnududunsa
Tusfufisvmeld wavaanudunsa-sa lushegseanan
Pnnsssntnidessianedes FT-NIR awnseulle
Wian13n919fAnses (screening) tdad1aaunisviiune
(calibration) wazldiiteadrsaunisviunglunisanu3sols
Tnge R Aflandlng 1 viowihiu 1 uazArauinnain
1751U (RMSECV) 183A1miuansinssenineaiildainnis
Jiasziniaaiifua1iilédannnisiiutedae NIRS
(calibration) fifitos Usdihaunsviunes (Calibration)
Fadreduanunsatunldlunisesureaiuneanein
SvisnavesUsdase (X) fuwusau () ideuduiug
fiuan (William, 2007)
nsAnnadiidenadastunisdneives Lean et al
(2012) lun1sldwaia NIRS wievhunensaluiudissine
Iplushegrmeanarannssmizudnlauy Fanada NIRS
T R widv 0.73 danumanzaulunisleviuieainse
lagfuiiszinelalulafiiinnisnssinizndnidunsa
Jacobi et al. (2009) wag Stockl and Lichti (2018) @nwn
nsliwasia NIRS TunisastsaunisiungUsuianisasng
nsnlasfuiiszivellunasanaass danuinlian R fwiifu
Aoy 0.94 wasiidinainiadou 4.0 edrslsfniy
Ward et al. (2011) %u31 n15tdwmadandu NIRS da21u
winzavlunsldiduaiesiioassaunsiuneUiuianse
lusfuiisvelalunasanmasuiaindadosuswiudeya
fudeszidslduinnedissandunisineiises
(pilot scale) vhlvdafiinanunannndougailofioudiuis
1IRNIFIUNRIUJURNNS weildanuinfinns@nunis
Uszgndldinatia NIRS Tun1snsialiasgrinagyinungain
Wutuvesastuailudendiodueiosdielunisasiada
n584lIAMILNLNUBAN (metabolic disease) TulAuy 19y
nMsIAEiAdNTuvesasiualansondiafiisa (BHB)

a a o v a
way @150¢81au (acetone) ludsulauunlginain

NIRS LJué 1 (De Roos et al,, 2007, .Sukhontarad and
Yawongsa, 2020)

nuansanwaunsaazuledn nisldmeila NIRS
Tun1snsr9iesigimanududureinsaladuszivela
Hevm (Total VFA) wazAraasndunsa-ans (pH value)
PnfegTesvaInNnIEeninlauy daudndede
Tusgduuiunans Fedednduiniesdofiatuisatun
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ABSTRACT

pH value and volatile fatty acid (VFA) measurement in ruminal fluid
samples are the standard markers to diagnose rumen acidosis in dairy cow.
The previous studies showed that VFA measurement in various samples
by using Near-infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) technique is a reliable to
implement as analytical instrument. The objectives of this study were to
assess the relationship between laboratory Total VFA concentration and
pH value in ruminal fluid samples of dairy cow compared to Total VFA
concentration and pH value in ruminal fluid samples of rumen-fistulated
dairy cow by applied NIRS for generating the calibration equation. One-
hundred and twenty-eight ruminal fluid samples from rumen-fistulated
crossbred (Holstein Friesianxnative) dairy cow with ruminal acidosis
induced and were collected by every 2 hours after fed concentrate ration
with seven times per day of 16 days period. All samples were analyzed for
Total VFA concentration and pH value by using Gas Chromatography-
Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS) and portable pH meter, respectively. NIRS
was used for analyzed and generated calibration equation. The results
demonstrated that the mean concentration of Total VFA and pH were
105.82+39.74 mM/L and 5.4+0.44, respectively. The statistical analysis to
predict Total VFA concentration and pH value demonstrated the
coefficient (R) value were 0.93 and 0.85, respectively. The application of
NIRS to analyze Total VFA concentration and pH value in this study
reveal the moderate reliable for study and research scale, thus more data
collections are required for higher accuracy of the analysis.
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