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UNANED

ﬂWsﬁﬂmﬁi’mqﬂszam(l,ﬁaﬁﬂmam‘ﬂizﬂaumqmﬁLLaza’liﬂisﬂaumumuzﬁmuﬁu (condensed tannins)
Tuiwawnsdng S1uu 11 wila Usznouais iy unnszaenidiy na1ymnatus v nau vy Tuuauiii Tu
nszau Tunun Tunade Tunsedummn lueu uazluasian wunivensdnififlesaussneunaeivugiuinguns
(% DM) vosfivunazviindanuuanasiussrsiifodidnydmneaia (p<0.01) UsinalusAuneugeaaie lunsyiu
(27.95%) 038911 Town Tun1unl (24.93%) luazian (18.18%) luvalew (17.319%) weywau (15.00%) Tunszaumnn
(14.08%) eyt (10.93%) Tunaas (9.09%) warlunauningiy (5.80%) muddu luvasiimsluauiduiivsina
wiiwaauaranluiwaglaagsiian Inefianmniu 70.51% uag 60.15% auddy anmsfng wua Avormsdnidly
Tumsinwiifiosndsznoumanil laun afuvaa Arluwaglaa wardndu eylursiivmnyaunenislylsslomivesing
{RerBes Usinauansusznaunsunuamiuvesiivunasedefinnuuanasiuesaitod @yl weada (p<0.01) NaT LA
ssynasusznovnsusuaunuivlulunaiegegaviu 559 g/ke DM soasnio vaunnszaenifius (4.46 g/kg DV)
w:gyuﬁu (3.66 g/kg DM) Tunsau (3.56 g/kg DM) mﬁmmmm (3.27 o/kg DM) Tuthautisiu (3.17 g/ke DM) Tuazian
(2.93 g/kg DM) Tunutl (2.42 ¢/kg DM) may i (2.11 g/ke DM) Tunszdiunmn (1.62 o/kg DM) wazlunsdiu (1.33
g/kg DM) M1UA9U

AdARY: a3AUsENRUNINAL ARUAUARVILEL WY mMTdN

Abstract

The objective of this study was to determine the nutrient value, chemical composition, and condensed
tannin content in 11 forage species, including Brachiaria subquadripara (Trin), Thysanostigma siamensis J.B. Imla
Mmelina bengalensis, Paspalum conjugatum Berg, Oil palm frond, Leucaena leucocephala leaves , coffee
leaves, banana leaves, Acacia mangium leaves, mulberry leaves and Azadirachta indica A. Juss. var. The result
shows that the chemical composition on a dry matter basis (% DM) varied significantly among species (p<0.01).
The highest crude protein content was found in Leucaena leucocephala leaves (27.95%), followed by coffee
leaves (24.93%), Azadirachta indica A. Juss. var leaves (18.18%), mulberry leaves (17.31%), Ommelina
bengalensis L. (15.00%), Leucaena leucocephala (Tephrosia) leaves (14.04%), Paspalum scrobiculatum

(10.93%), banana leaves (9.09%), and oil palm frond (5.80%), respectively. Oil palm leaves exhibited the highest
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levels of neutral detergent fiber (NDF) and lignocellulose at 70.51% and 60.15%, respectively. The chemical
composition of NDF and acid detergent fiber (ADF) and acid detergent lignin (ADL) contents of these forages
were within ranges suitable for ruminant utilization. The condensed tannin content varied significantly among
the various roughage samples (p<0.01). The highest amount of condensed tannins was found in banana leaves
(5.59 g/kg DM), followed by Brachiaria subquadripara (Trin) (4.46 g/kg DM), Paspalum conjugatum Berg (3.66
g/kg DM), mulberry leaves (3.56 g/kg DM), Thysanostigma siamensis J.B. Imla (3.27 g/kg DM), oil palm frond (3.17
g/kg DM), neem leaves (2.93 g/kg DM), coffee leaves (2.42 g/kg DM), Thysanostiema siamensis J.B. Imla (2.11
g/kg DM), Acacia mangium leaves (1.62 g/kg DM), and Leucaena leucocephala (1.33 g/kg DM), respectively.

Keywords: Chemical composition, Condensed tannins, Forage
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ﬂaqﬁumsL?ﬁumﬁmﬂﬁmL?iyaqﬁmmmmagmwu Toganusadmeentaidu 2 wuu fio MsidsawuuBulss uagns
Fesuuulassuas fiwemnsdaidvainvatevin orfieu neynudes wydull narevasdu wWuau Suduiiverms
Fmfivgnies wagfivemsdninawemusssund fivewnsdnifiuiu viefiwomsdmnudes enfiwu vign
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¥ilavefive1sdn] wazsrernansfiuiomandn wazddiusinuasaeuaudunuily funnanstuunazeiadiv

a1susenaumswauawnuiiy daaaudflunsdudinmsaiyiivlnremensinatlussuumaauemsvesdniiag)

o a

10a4la (Butter et al,, 2001; Max et al., 2002) usnaniinislaivemisdmiiiarsusenaumsuauasnuiy §aaunsa
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annsianesdalulala (Li et al,, 1996) a1sUsenauauauawWNUtY ManTuluive1mIsdn @aunsaiuUseansan
mslwadeuredlulasiau (nrecycling) lwgnsemnzuadn waziiun1sndsiate Fadunisifiau3una lycoprotein
azidulsslevunenszuiunsuinlunszimiz i (Krause et al, 2003) a13UsnaumpuAUALIUTUAINN IS UEINS

WwigAulnveRiunsunaunduasieniimu (CHy) Ingasiinadudilnensne methanogens n3aiinan19aeunanis
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vdInsasyiulavedlusiads Meiliiesann rewnuawnuiiu Sumdnluanaia wasliateiuszvaslalasiau 1n
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AU TOUNINTUGIUaavRRaWNTY waslndudinsinnuveteulsulugas Jansiinufisevailasyae
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ananzmsfaunaiuuiiasanensiinanmiziFeunszanla (Cherdthong, 2012) fivemsdnififiansusznounou
WuALLiU N weUszinn 2-4 Wesidum asdulstlevunednifendes gyinideTdiuunfaiiaziinisinem
oanUszneuMaAll waz Uiinuasusgneuasuiaudunuiy Tufivemnsdni daduuumdumsideniivemmsénilu
msldssdnifendes tioannansenuiiamanisfiounaumisu uazaannfelsaneSlussuumadueimsluniande

dmaAededlaluaunnn

2. 35n15NAaB

2.1 NMTINURUNITVIAABILALNTHUAIDENINY
mi‘wmaaﬂ,uﬂigqﬁyvl,my’mmwuﬂ’lwmaaqLLUUﬁqluauqiiﬁ (Completely Randomized Design; CRD)
Usznounay 11 nqunmass 9 4 91 laun uarunnszaenidu vy yunaus wyndu i Tunssiu 91gnsda 60
fu Tunun Tunate Tunsgduimn Tuvieu uasluasian engn13in 80 fu uagluthauthiuilengnisdin 30 fu Taevin

mMsguiiufsenUSnawaiufisneseuiyas Jaminunsessssusy
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a 4 s =

2.2 MIIATILHBIAUILNBUNAY
deesiivilaundasiznesnusenumaadl Tnefiudieensuszann 500 n5u wuseanidu 2 @ a1
Wuneufigngdl 100 esmwaided iwian 24 93lus wefnwiminguus (Dry Matter, DM) @auii 2 thaneud

gl 60 asrnwaided Wuvan 72 Falus thlvuamuagunsawin 0.2 fadluns iuiigdu -20 esmiwaided 1iese

q U

3
a

AinszresnUsznoumaaiivazUsinaasaeuuudunuiy n1sinzrosnUsznaumanivszneunie 'E“quLﬁa
TUsiumenu (Crude Protein, CP) uawian (Ash) anu3anisues AOAC (1995) @aumsiasizimesalsznaumaaiives
dolefiddy Tawn uifawaa (Neutral Detergent Fiber, NDF) anluiwaglaa (Acid Detergent Fiber, ADF) uagandiu
(acid deteragent lignin) Mu35v04 Van Soest et al. (1991)
2.3 MyeneidsunuasUsenounauuaudunuiy (Condensed Tannin Content)

mMsinszndSunaEnsUsznounswauduwnuiiy (Condensed Tannin Content) ¥laen1sifieneara
Usums 20 lulasans nauduaisazats 1% vanillin Usuas 50 lulasdns wazansazans 25% H,50, USu1as 50
llasing ndusanaslmantu idbluiidelnanUjisefigungiveadunan 15 uiit fanmaganduuasmsiados
AANGULEY (Spectrophotometer) fmnuenindu 760 wiluwes TaswSeuifisuiuatsuinsgiuaundu (Catechin)
38 HCl—vanillin method Tnefauasannisnisves Singleton and Rossin (1965)

2.4 nM3nseidaya
Jins1enveyalnein oy afi laa1nn15MAABILIIN1T3ATIENALLUSUTIU (Analysis of Aariance,
ANOVA) sl TINAB W UTALALY AL (Completely Randomized Design, CRD) Tngltlusunsy Proc GLM (SAS)
waziSeuiisuaad ssemnmImuunaae3s Duncan New’s Multiple Range Test (DMRT) a3 ae9 Steel and

=

Torrie (1980) fiszRuauLdasiu 99%

3. NANTSNARBILAZIATUINE

3.1 mifnwesAUsEnaumManll
Auaslnguggssiiresdm sy 11 vla laun vgunnszaeniiu vy ugidu g
Tunseiu e19n13in 60 Su Tunus Tunane Tunseiummn Tuvaeu Tuasia (e1m3d 80 Tu) wasmdludtauiiiy
(91gn"138A 30 ) SlesAusznaumanil loun Taquus (OM) Tsfiumeny (CP) lusiu (ether extract, EE) 11 (Ash)

wifawaa (NDF) dnluiwaglaa (ADF) uazandiy (ADL) fauansly Table 1

'
v a

ginveaivemisdmillunisfinwiasedfiemusznauiiiduinguuns unnansiusensfivedAydwmisada
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v oA

(p<0.01) Tnglununiinngsan 91.77% DM vaugdilunszAuiinimgaimiiu 26.17% DM ileUSeuifisuiufivernns
Fmwiadu Fsonadumnelunssduiifunnduaiuson lniviimeudugs uenandusinalusiuneiuds
uanAnsfue i tuddnd mnsadd (p<0.01) Taslunsedufiviunalusiuneugsaafe 27.95% DM dsganan
578971989 Hung et al. (2013) Ainuanlunsedudlusfuneu 24.4% unsnaiandisieaulag Kraiprom et al.
(2017) Fe189121n 588U (Leucaena leucocephala leaf) flUsAuMey 30.31% %ﬂawaLﬂumiwﬁwmqmﬂﬁu
Awardaaiuvesluuazdinui wannrsdu misludia uuhsuuiualsduneusigamidu 5.80% DM
dowFeuiiisuiuiivemsdmuiadu arulusiuneuaesluasian (Azadirachta indica leaf) wuanfianiy
18.18% DM @ s@onnasafusieuyes Taethaisong (2018) 7is18auanluaziandvsuialusiuneu 18.83%
101 7.78% wifaigaa 41.72% wazdluwaglaa 31.52% TWsfuveruveslunueu (Acacia mangium Willd. leaf)
flannifu 17.31% dennaees1eeiu Sawnongbua et al. (2022) fs1eeuanlunueuivsualusiumeiu 17.84%

o

QU 82.80% uazia 14.45% lunsziiumm (Acacia mangium Willd. leaf) SlUsAune Uiy 14.04% DM
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Fagonnasafiuseauves Lerdsuwan et al. (2016) Anuannseiumnnilusiuneny 14.83% vy nauiivsina
0gNEANIAY 16.21% DM TasUSinanazvoufsuiinaussniitoglufivewnsdni anuntieaauaranluaglas
msluthautiiuiinigegamiiu 70.51% DM uay 60.15% DM awgdsy Uiuiavewmidseaaigeenadudnuauy
nangnwenans vaswnsluuiauitui fidaarurendologinifivormsdaisiadu Tnsnwlufididnwuruds
vlnUnamesniasan dnluwaglaa uardniu gamifivemsdmviingu namIleTzidennaosfussnulag

=

Ishida and Abu Hassan (1997), Khamseekhiew et al. (2002) wag Zahari and Alimon (2004) 95z Tuthasninsiu

a

flasAUsEnouniaTaa 67.6-69.5% 101 4.70-10.02% anluiwaglad 45.62% wazdniiu 22.52-47.35% Tuvausil

'
v a

USuradnfuvesunseiuinnuunnnisiueensiidoddnd mneais (0<0.01) w1y 18.35% DM uneenslsiniy

17

o oA

USinaundagan uardnlueaglaaveslunszudalnaifestu fo 36.12 uar 27.17 %DM sudiy Vinalusiueny
‘UEJWQIWLS‘L! (Ommelina bengalensis L.) (15.00%) leﬂl,ﬁu (Paspalum conjugatum Berg. \eaf) (10.93%) waﬂum’luiﬂ
(Thysanostigma siamensis J.B. Imla) (8.59%) W& wmj wNASEIBNWIU (Brachiaria subquadripara (Trin.) Hitchc) (8.45%)
fialnalAesfuseaulds Chucha et al (2018) m3fnwelinvasiizermsdng uagmslysnenananuazaaaima
Tnyugvemgiuilos 4 ¥ila nuaUsunaldsfiuneruremgidy ey wiu mﬁwqmmiw LaTMEUNNTEIONRY
fengmssin 70 ulmglalayomnifu 15.00, 10.94, 8.93 uaz 8.31 %DM MUAIRU MHANTIATIEINUI BsAUsENDY
maedivosiivormnsdnafienuuanastu Fududnvuzdnidmiuamnmdnruinauaresndsznsumaaiveag
Tunsou Tnsauusnasfudananidutudadons 1 i ¥a0glunsdn mﬂ%ﬂa anuiivgn anmgiiennia uaz

fanaey (Tikam et al., 2013)

Table 1 Nutrient value of native forage plants

Chemical composition (%DM)

No. Iltem
DM CP Ash NDF ADF ADL

1. Brachiaria subquadripara (Trin) Hitchc leaf 69.00%"  8.45' 9.08" 57.47°  29.45™ 9.97¢

2 Thysanostigma siamensis J.B. Imla \eaf  61.66° 8.59" 9.63" 5331°  30.49" 3.68"
3 Ommelina bengalensis L. \eaf 87.00° 1500  16.21*  40.14° 2656 = 2.08'
a4 Paspalum conjugatum Berg. leaf ~ 88.42%  10.93° 6.11f° 50.92°  34.11% 6.25'
5 Oil palm frond 70.09%  5.808 5.518 7051 60.15%  12.63°
6 Leucaena leucocephala leaf 26.17"  27.95° 6.33" 36.12"  27.17°  18.35°
7 Coffee leaf 91.77° 2493° 1053  5450°  3351° 5228
8 Banana leaf 74.92°  9.09 7.31° 53245 21.08° 6.15"
9 Acacia mangium Willd. leaf 86.61°  14.04° 6.27" 50.45°  30.03™  10.18°
10 Mulberry leaf 81.90° 17.31°  14.34°>  47.45°  29.07™  7.28°
11 Azadirachta indica \eaf 65.14"%  18.18° 6.28' 4332"  3817°  16.18°
SEM 1.42 0.45 0.24 0.49 4.72 0.10
p-value <0.01  <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Note: Different superscript letters (a-g) within the same column indicate significant differences at p<0.01.
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3.2 @rsusznaumsuaudunuduluiyemsan

Table 2 wansUSunaasusenavreuauaunuiuluiisemsdns 11 ¥ia lnsnsiasiznaisszney
ﬂaumuél,muﬁwﬂvast'%'m@@ﬂﬁuLLaa (Spectrophotometer) finmueTIAA 760 wiluns wunUiinaasUsznaunauy
mu&muﬁumaﬂungwgqﬁqmwhﬁ’u 5.59 g/kg DM winsseensfituddbaeada (p<0.01) sosaunie mﬁwuﬂmsaaﬂ
i 4.46 g/kg DM vayudiu 3.67 o/kg DM Tusaiau 3.56 g/kg DM My 1ymenusn 3.27 o/kg DM vsluthauiify 3.17 g/kg
DM wazludzian 2.93 g/ke DM mudeiu Tasansuseneuaswaudwnuiuainluazsnifin1siniinis@nwives
Taethaisong (2018) %ﬂﬂEJmu‘lﬁummmaumuéwuﬁﬂﬂuazLmﬁywLﬂ%‘lmamﬂ?ﬁ‘uuanﬁmmanﬂﬁu 550 W1luLunS
wuanluluagian 100 n$u dreweudunuiiu 10.66 N1 WA¥IINN1TIIBIUYRS Kirtikar and Basu (1980) axinly
Uszinaduiedvsinamouaudunuily 32-3d o/kg DM Hanannnailulunsedu enuandusuna 15-18 g/kg DM
donnaosiuAnu1ves Srisakham (2009) inuanarsusynevneumudwnuiululusiuniuazian 100 Ny mafy

7.90% DM 'SﬂﬁnmﬁﬂwﬂaUﬂaumuéLmuﬁﬂﬂuazLmﬁﬂ%mmqnﬂﬁlﬂvmsﬁu (1.37 g/kg DM)

Table 2 Condensed tannins content in native forage plants

No. ltem Condensed tannins (g/kg DM)
1 Brachiaria subquadripara (Trin) Hitchc 4.46°
2 Thysanostigma siamensis J.B. Imla 3.27°
3 Ommelina bengalensis L. 2.118
4 Paspalum conjugatum Berg. 3.66°
5 Oil palm leaf 3.17¢
6 Leucaena leucocephala leaf 1.34'
7 Coffee leaf 2.43f
8 Banana leaf 5.59°
9 Acacia mangium Willd. leaf 1.62"
10 Mulberry leaf 3.56°
11 Azadirachta indica \eaf 2.93¢

SEM 0.81

p-value <0.01

Note: Different superscript letters (a-g) within the same column indicate significant differences at p<0.01.

4. &3y

WYemsdmINg 11 vl wua1An Teguuns (OM) Tusiuveu (CP) 101 (Ash) wilaiwaa (NDF) nluivaglaa

(ADF) waz@ndiu (ADL) Tiupnasiuiusgueiiavesiemisdny engnisiiuiies wasnistays laenssiufiusunn
lUsAuneIUgean 27.95% DM wilsiwaa 36.12% DM anluiwaglaa 27.17% DM uazilansusznaumsulauawnuiy

1.34 g/kg DM Fsanunsarhuilaidunmasomnsneuaunmg wazdusinaasaousauawnuduidnimeadoduse
ilUlwUszloaule
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