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Abstract

Experiment I. Six male crossbred (Thai Native x Anglo Nubian) goats (average BW 33.5+1.7
kg) were randomly assigned according to a 3x3 replicated Latin square design to investigate the effects
of fungal treated oil palm fronds into three groups. Three diets containing 30% of oil palm fronds either
untreated (UOPF) or treated with Lentinus sajor-caju (FTOPF) with or without urea (FTOPFU) were
offered ad libitum as total mixed ration. There were no significant differences (P>0.05) among treatment
groups regarding DM intake, ruminal pH, NHx-N, total ruminal VFA concentration, and molar proportion of
butyrate and other VFA, except for molar proportion of propionate (Cs), and the ratio of C,:C5 at o h—post
feeding were affected (P<0.05) by treatments. Rumen microorganism populations and N balance were
similar among treatments (P>0.05), while digestion coefficients of nutrients (DM, OM, CP, NDF, and
ADF) were dffected by the treatments (P<0.05) as compared between among the experimental diets

with the control diet.

Experiment Il. The objective of this study was to examine performance, carcass traits, and
muscle chemical composition of goats fed fungal treated oil palm fronds diets into three groups. A total of
18 goats (18.7+2 kg of initial BW) were randomly assigned to three groups. Three diets containing 30%
of oil palm fronds either untreated (UOPF) or treated with Lentinus sajor-caju (FTOPF) with or without
urea (FTOPFU) were offered ad libitum as total mixed ration. Goats were slaughtered after 90 d of
study. Hot carcass weight, carcass traits were recorded. The area, Warner-Bratzler shear force, and
muscle chemical composition were determined. Fungal treated (FT) level did not affect final BW, DMI,
ADG, and feed efficiency (G:F). Similarly, carcass characteristics, and muscle chemical composition were
unaffected by dietary treatment.

In conclusion, the fungal treated oil palm fronds could be included in the diet of total mixed ration
at 30%. Thus, this study suggested that FTOPF with or without urea could be a beneficial alternative

source of roughage for ruminants.

Keywords: Oil palm frond, fungal treated oil palm frond, nutrient digestibility, growth performance,

carcass characteristics, goat
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srzuwsniudal [Ffinnsugnuuuiiunissin edudnisugnidunisfiinssusnsnadadanassud 16
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m:mﬂfmL%mim%iuﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁmﬂgﬂL‘ﬁuﬂ%\ﬁLLiﬂéT\ﬁLL@im;Tﬂﬁ@ummwT@ﬂmw 2 Tnanay
a1seAing quas ddnandgniduadousn Wel e 2472 Taadgnidiuliseiuiiaaniinaass
g9ABTNd BNNENIAD TINTAFITAT LATAnIinAnTINNGT FINTATUNYT (352 WATADLE,
2548) Lmzﬁmﬁﬂ@Jﬂmﬁuﬁnaﬂ’u@amﬁﬁwLﬂuﬂ%’q wsn?l Sandansd uavaga el w.a. 2511 NI
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N5LANYDBNGINTABUT Tannels o FINTAYUNT §318H TTHee 1191 959 F9281 wAznga L
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Undnndudufenszgaunda (Pamae %38 Arecacede) uiFBafiunznd1g 490 BUNWIAH
uazaalaun Wnieludesfen aanaandiude Wusuusnaanduans #aAanHABnsiar LazAen
o A 1 o | I v a o . @) = 9 o .
fflyaguenivAuazAen LngTumumﬂfmu (monoecious) tuRTNaNTINFIBY (cross—pollinated) T
wrinzsiuazindananifisznnn 10-15 gapen Hangifiuifientssain 24-30 Weunasainugn uiay
FuliinansUiduan 15 a1y wiasnaigfluninilszunnd 15-20 Alaniusanans $991uu ¥ase
Winguiuatnisdgn uarengeesndn dauna Anadiunzatsdsznausaafitumeans denzans
WATWA (fruitlets) Hilgexnod 1,000-1,300 WAfiaVaNg uAazNALIyNaUFAIEILABN (meoscarp layer)
LaYEUNLa (endocarp %aa shell) mﬁTuﬁLﬁmwm (kernel) UNANHIAUTNTZLUUSINLULY fibrous root

system TnggnifiauyianamadoyaauuanenseiuIndRofu anuanUszanod 2 wns
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Undniuiianfuiafieanss nsensrueniifleideaeigenirasslatsean a6ueNageti
20-30 m5 1He81gH1NNI1 10 T Pl 9zinnely (frond w38 oil plam frond) THuANASULS AATWT
59U8BA (crow) U519 40-50 19 Tngaziinnsadmnslunddssunondeuas 2 ne Fadudnmoe
° a ~ ' o o . . Ao o v A a
Fumnzilsndauluusazineaasfinuniely (rachis) ununety (petiole) Fawiaaasdinafivunn uazdily
dpe (leaflet) Uszanns 100-150 ¢ Winludsznauamatng) TuiliusUawnnadnalungniag uiarludes
#19U9¥HId 60-120 LEUALNAT NN 3.5-5 LUALNAT WATLNUNINUIRN1EEU (oil palm petiole 58

stem) HANNE1Y 130-230 UAMAT (Figure 2.1) Bl TAUNILNENNA19LUTENDL 12-20 1oufiunS

Oil palm tree _» Frond
2

it
“2 Ai;&%ﬁg%&b
—ae )

L Léaf:- J“{Mﬁ\?l\hnn

«—Petiole (Stcm)ﬂ:(

Leaf ""“”m”””“’ !

Figure 2.1 Anatomy of an oil palm tree and oil palm frond (OPF)

Trunk

Fertilized female fiowers
turn into a cluster of fruit

#3: Ishida and Abu Hassan (1997)

Undndudnfsdudiniifdengdudssnm 25 U daduiadniuiisusouwdaguiiiundnsdot

viafiiuemnslaenss uaznanass [@aug wu nnstutadusindu (ol plam frond, OPF) ansnsainli

4 2 !
o AA

[ o g d;, A’lj o I'd ¥ o @ o ' 0 o
uamnsdadifsaaes Tn1sdanisaaulnduingu mwmﬂi%mmmmmffum@ummnﬂm 78
4 ,dl & Y] 4 4' ' o & 1 = Py o/
A9 RUAEINZaNs %aTmﬂmTﬂmwmm%mummmmanﬂﬁ 15 49 favii Tuusazfanasiinisdn
ysluthdnesanagnstias 2 nelusiadu visamiu 44 nelusials Welidnsinisgn 22 diusals (3
5% WAYADLY, 2548) a1NNITANEIATY UATADY (2546) 31897147 910U LU A NUNETW was
wminguegiuangues i Tnasmmamnsly uaziminludndsihdufiudunouisdudlsfanguin
344 (Table 2.1) AINAIFINUIIHIAENN TULIEN LL@ZTUﬂ’]ﬁNﬁﬁﬂ’]ﬂﬁZ%d’N 3-18 1] funineay
UzH04 9.53 way 2.06 Alansumelu sxansu Faifuamsreufiiddnan ndnsudndifsnias
\HaRarsaniuiivgnundn wasnanfsvisdssmanudn fUSunoafia@uann 3,714,967 §1uls
Bl .. 2555 1w 4,148,168 dmls Tl w.. 2557 (@ninenussegianisinums, 2557) AnAiwans
Wunanans (Haasnnsluidusinduay [Fisennnd 2,190,232,704 nastusatl (Table 2.2) a1ndaiaa
FINan AAdNaziNanA AN TULUN S NHNTHaRAUSTH D 20.87 1AW (HIrEnaalsNa 9.53
Alansusianisly) (Islam et al., 2000) Uszneuiuluilaqiuiufilgniidainiutunialinidens
2 oY o P Aa 2L v A ~ P s ¥ o
NINTU VI FNanas [HnaiinIndudon 2oiei Tuusemanna@aiinanaas Faaenaelulngusing

Ugzu1td 26 I UFUFaT (Wanrosli et al., 2004)
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Table 2.1 Estimated availability of oil palm frond (OPF) classsifed by age of oil palm (kg, fresh weight) in Thailand

Total weight of OPF Total weight of frond Total weight of leaftlet
Age of oil palm  No. of OPF
Total Average/frond Total Average/frond Total Average/frond
(Years) (Fronds) (kq) (kg) (kqg) (kqg) (kg) (kg)
3 18 59.4 3.3 45.0 2.5 14.4 0.8
4 18 75.6 4.2 59.4 3.3 16.2 0.9
5 24 112.8 4.7 84.0 3.5 28.8 12
6 15 130.0 5.2 97.5 3.9 32.5 1.3
7 48 283.2 5.9 211.2 4.4 72.0 1.5
8 78 546.0 7.0 421.2 5.4 124.8 1.6
9 33 293.7 8.9 231.0 7.0 62.7 1.9
10 39 401.7 10.3 315.9 8.1 85.8 2.2
1 12 144.0 12.0 114.0 9.5 30.0 2.5
12 33 415.8 12.6 326.7 9.9 89.1 2.7
13 9 116.1 12.9 92.7 10.3 23.4 2.6
14 18 237.6 13.2 187.2 10.4 50.4 2.8
15 3 39.3 13.1 31.2 10.4 8.1 2.7
16 6 78.0 13.0 61.8 10.3 16.2 2.7
17 3 39.3 13.1 30.9 10.3 8.4 2.8
18 6 78.0 13.0 61.8 10.3 16.2 2.7
Average 22.69 190.66 9.53 148.22 7.47 42.44 2.06

o

An1: AHY WATAUY (2546)

Table 2.2 Distribution of oil palm area in Thailand in 2012-2014

Year Region, rai Whole No. of OPF' Yield of fresh Yield of OPF,
Northern North- Central Southern kingdome, rai OPF, tonnes? tonnes DM®
eastern plain
2012 8,945 36,628 321,623 3,347,871 3,714,967 1,961,502,576 18,693,120 821,869.6
2013 12,364 44,765 330,360 3,379,848 3,767,336 1,989,153,936 18,956,637 833,455.5
2014* 35,825 77,849 378,530 3,655,964 4,148,168 2,190,232,704 20,872,918 917,707.5

No. of OPF = Total area x 44 x 12.

Total yield of fresh OPF per year = Total area x 44 x 12 x 9.53.
SFresh OPF = 41.9% DM boasis.

“During Juanuary to September 2014.

i ddneATEgianisnens (2557)

F9539 N9 WU F R TR s T e T E M UIR AR A g e Aeineziil
Wil TATUATy N9 IARARNE NI TNENY INgvsenannaniiunis s lamiannnanass

v A = 7 ¢ ¥ o ¥ L 1 A ! ¢ ¥ o oa 9 4
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2.2 nstilszlamianmetutdniiutudnfideades

2.2.1 AmuAmslnamy uazilasuiifinaseasdisznaumanfizamneulrdasing

nralutdaningi nansfedaueamnsluiomn daznaudonuses (eaflets) uazummnsly
(petioles) AMNFUUNEHHTH FaBendn oil paim frond (OPF) s Tutdnsindudedunanasslian
aaamnganLgnUIdaningi sz tuthdinsudaugjazgnansfialingasn videansialua
Uhdn Tnelapeliqanvadindessanatszinas 6 Weandsaznatediulls SawawanslFintelulds
waaanrin R @Rl deqiugminun Miuuwmasemnaeiudmiudndiaen
@osataundrishulazne uazsnsszme Tasannzlugasiinnauaaueimameny

snmsnegmurmslnmzesmetuldiiuilsfulsrinn 4.2-6.25 wasidud @e
Te 44.8 1We518ud 161 4.7-6.6 a5 (Ishida and Abu Hassan, 1997; Khamseekhiew et al., 2002;
Zahari and Alimon, 2003) o4 27 Abu Hassan et dl. (1995); Abu Hassan et al. (2006) 51891441
afsznaunielnauzananisUidninTuan (fresh oil palm frond) seneaudaallsfiu 2-6
wesidud ey 38.5 Wefidud wiswad 78.7 iwedidud anlwwaglad 55.6 Wasidud 1 5.2
wedidud aslulansaiiazanslidne 20 Wedidud wasndsmiliazlomild 5.66 wnzqase
Alandusinminuie vinusaaaiug@ds (2549) Aareemdn nsTuthduandlusiniosas 5.2 dou
Tnmugdne dnfidntndidasiu agrelafinin gaudmnslnsuraaiuusivagfunansilade wu ang
199116 uazynsTulduins angfufuifien aaadluniadu dadaesslutuununisty augay
anugofnesiu wazanwerna Wudin sginaelutrdudniulssnandandnguits Tuafu i wis
\wad Anluaglas uazaniu WA 31.1-39.6, 4.2-6.3, 3.2-10.0, 60.2-69.5, 45.5-55.6 Uaz 22.5-
47.4 WoSEud auady (Table 2.3) GpsAlsznaunaniilaeanizlussin wisesd anbusaglas

(2
o o

WRTANAN 9ziuulslUandantsznauaasnislufa nastudiduuniwianisluariusnaonda e

mnndmetuhdniisingautindusen Wesendaufinulueniugaiifiviunoudelasnniign uazd

@

Tusfiusngn vauzdt TugapUdnsini (leaflets) #luUsfnman 11 Wosidud gendmnsTutdumniu

o

uana i tudestdnrnBaduumasmnsneuiddnanngeannsafifiuemnsdndineades

sziuBanalusfingendnsziunaindissnisiianisasedn (6.25 wasdud) ludndiAnabes

(Playne, 1972) BAARBITUI1891HIBY Oshio et al. (1990) Misnea1udn TugesUduinduilussiu uay

TosugandmmsTutdnsingg aosdt molutdunn uazludestduiiufimaglas (celluose) o

(2
@ o

ﬂd”uLaﬁLSﬁmﬂm (hemicellulose) #9334 TasAnmniz utae g nnsna v asa1risranui &

Ananngeansnsaiiiivevnsdndineaae i
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Table 2.3 Chemical composition of oil palm frond (OPF) (% DM basis)

Composition® OPF! OPF? OPF® OPF* OPF® OPF® Napier grass’
DM 39.6 38.2 31.1 - 36.4 - 31.6
OM - - - 94.70 - 95.7

CP 5.1 5.3 4.2 6.3 5.8 4.7 6.2
EE 3.3 2.7 2.0 - 1.2 2.1 1.9
Ash 10.0 8.2 4.7 5.3 6.6 3.2 6.8
NDF 60.2 68.7 69.5 67.6 - 78.7 -
ADF B54.1 54.6 - 455 - 55.6 -
ADL 47.4 22.5 - 26.6 - - -
Tannin - - - 8.5 - - -
Ca - - - - 0.6 - 0.36
P - - - - 0.09 - 0.14
TDN - - - - 35.1 - 41.6
IVDMD® - - 35.6 - - - -
ME (MJ/kg™) - - - - 49 5.65 5.94

finn: finutasenn ‘adane uazAni (2549), A5AuE uazAni (2551); Jishida and Abu Hassan (1997); “khamseekhiew et .
(2002); ®Wan Zahari and Alimon (2004); Alimon and Hair Bejo (1995); "Mohd Suki (2003)

8DM = Dry matter; OM = Organic matter; CP = Crude protein; NDF = Neutral detergent fiber; ADF = Acid detergent fiber; ADL =
Acid detergent lignin; TDN = Total digestible nutrient; IVDMD = In vitro dry matter digestibility; ME = Metabolizable energy.

danBauiisussdsrnaunisinguzasmneidnaniuiue e uafingu wu naeling
wudndidnnisdes Faeuinen uilndideerunistos Faasmneding (Abu Hassan et dl., 1991) 2ouzit
Tussngendn uazdudundnsustndidssdund1uniles (Mohd Suki, 2008) B liFudnetuLdx
s pnumanzanamnsoihanidumasmanenudmiudsdnddondos uardndiuRaug
(herbivores) T4 pginalafimna lafierannuasidudlnmsiidanlFiaan (TDN) wazniatanFunsinguii
(in vitro dry matter digestibility) #annslutdnsinsunudnfiandandnenn TaentsTudndasinu
wesidudlnanefdonlisan waznisdonlFaasinguite Wiy 35.1 uay 35.6 iwafidus audndu
(Ishida and Abu Hassan, 1997; Wan Zahari and Alimon, 2004) agsziiveraniilnsusAdes lisan 51.4-
52.0 wWafiiud @raun, 2544) Talnmusiidanlfsansi ﬁﬁ?ﬁLﬁmﬂiymmﬁﬁufﬁﬂmfo”f@filﬁyml,ﬁym
T&mLﬁ'm‘%’mfiﬁuL‘ﬁ'ffﬂa‘jm‘aLmnﬁqLﬁu@gmmmmLﬁﬂ%ﬁ fndazfavsannaunieamiannssie
aNSRTAENSS Wenenis wﬂffuﬂﬂﬁmﬁqﬁuﬁmmﬁuﬂﬁzL*wqx;gmumu (long rumen retention time)
yinlidnannisnaniupanainnssnizgndias (Fazdt, 2529) inlrdndaunnstuundminguiangn
Wi litipsaaiinsanfiomaduegnazinie

wanand Usnimnesaninfiiniladudndnlunisuedaesmnmnisgos foeeemig o9
Akmar et al. (1996) 197030 Ut daninsusiUFnouanau (ignin) uazdan (silica) g9 vinliigasen

nelnmue waznistaalfanas A9il d1fnisadaetaniueanasaasvinisdas THRANTN (WA,
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2
[ o

2539) st ninimeluldusrnduaandiun1slSudgenmnin e si Ui uuougdnistu
UndanHTU9dn (oil palm frond silage) W1 TUFAA (oil palm frond pellet) AazgaeifinUZuNsn157U s
wazrnstioa Fuaslnsueudnsli (Islam et al., 2000) B Abu Hassan et al. (2006) 318997 N13MaTH
azyinTinisdes HiAndulszannm 45 Wasidud wenenil nrsndnnisUiduansaniugide 3
wediiud axvhirlsfuindudn 12.5 Wesidud nages(d 44.20 wWedifud dountandnnieids
ansouiugBe 6 waiidud azvinlilsfudinduin 20.89 wWesidud uinisdealfezanasmie
35.80 Lle3ifius (Abu Hassan and Ishida, 1992) mssindinuiy oiggn (2552) Aifnemneluldungi
o o ¥ P [ ¢ @ o (= I3 a &V ! 2 &
ninFanAuNINUIMNaTsEau 0, 2, 4 uar 6 Wasdud nudrdAearmandn1InAnuia ATl
' (% a (4 ! o a (% 1 1 o aan ° % '
Andmantananuiia uazArdnenniunisnaauialdunndnaiunieadif (P>0.05) §195uAn
BuvBeingiides Fuswneluihduiniuinsandunininanafissdy 0, 2, 4 uay 6 Wasidud winiy
32.30, 33.42, 32.93 uaz 36.08 LWosifng auady (P>0.05) uaswaseuiiigszlamilFoawmnsty

o/

Undudndumdnganiuninuimnaria 4 v windy 4.75, 4.93, 4.86 uaz 5.33 wWnzqasiaflansy
mY)
)

WS AN (P>0.05) vinnaaiieaiulBnnmnisfinldvasinguits nistduselemilfvnclnmme
naztaunansniunsznnz g wazdmiuanna ilnsauresunsgnnasiuilos e -usslnayiden
50 Wasidud wudnluansneiuniea@f (P>0.05) wanannii Bengaly (2002) WudrnNTHnIeUn &
sintuvand Taantaisdnsnsedugainlinnsdes Fifistn wosan vinliiusznnanziuesasaglas
uazsfimaglasfinizfuAniinanas aanndesiunIanAaedzes Paengkoum et al. (2006) 71918915491
AmNEINIan M stes Tieasinguie wasduraednguaswnadurindmdndlaeniatiianuseiugs
gondinguaauan (mMerdaiainiivndlnanisfediasisadugs) Aeiu Feamnsalivnsludady
sinsiuan wiin dannsildnsnsedngaduumasnmanenuTudndla

2.2.2 l,l,mvmm‘scf%ma?umﬁugﬁﬁ’ugﬂLm‘ushee] finamnsinfiasanans

mstiszlemiannymsluundanindi b i nmsAneadannifunaium Wosndadfen
@nsfiransasnsatunnstistlemianfiremssiasineg (emmanew) Tgs Tnsandufanasy uay

A ¢ o |

Lfrﬁufeﬁﬁ?lmﬁgﬁuw%éﬁﬁﬂgﬁiuﬂﬁ:LWﬂ:gLuu Tmmgﬁumﬂmmﬁﬂ@mmﬂm%TuTmmm%qmuTmm@gTu
svasinaugnasladliiduwimalinanadion wu nglag vidamulag TnerAdsneg avndunglaa
vaamulngargnuniniunszimizgmuagnsansa uargnaansedlUidunsalngda (pyruvic acid) wie
Twgiam (pyruvate) Baifiugianansitdndnyluniadanansinan ladufiazme s Uszunos 60 weofidud
"ll@\‘iﬂ"l’j{TUTEILﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ@tgﬂL‘]JéﬂuLﬁuLﬂuﬂ’iﬂfﬂﬁu’izLﬁﬁfﬁ (volatile fatty acids, VFAs) o
NANARgAYiNe (end-products) ﬁziﬂﬁiy THud nsmez@@n (acetic acid, C,) nsadaAA3m (butyric acid, C,)
n9alnsRaafia (propionic acid, C;) LWNAN WarnIAINaI3A (valeric acid, Cs) (alwanan3a (isovaleric
acid) wazlalwfiafin (sobutyric acid) sranutinaudluSunntion Sedniazgaduniuniionazinigg
wieTdUsTenlialu dmsuunamrenisimsUndasisiunn idusmisludadifaades e Tn

uny fag 3 uwuu [
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wuudt 1 WAnan Tnessnuaanluaen wherinni i@BNEasamnsdu
wuudt 2 WiAulusunin Tngrimaadudunasiunazuauniandndewi U Hideednd
\aBnFenmnTin serufimenzan Tuns i dansnaeednd Tulade Tawn uns wiaunzwindy

50, 50, 30 way 30 LasidEud auanaL

¥
ra o o

wuudi 3 HAulugUamnananaia (total mixed ration, TMR) Tagsinnnetndunnduan wis
minnansaniuingRusineg BufiugUuuuiivsnzan dadansnsariUlElsslamilfaa
Abu Hassan and Ishida (1991) ynnsfinesaniandnnelulndasiniugioenn nnWinna uay

= ! 1

gEusn AN ineewsTuldsidontn Tasfinteudidasiduin 4 gduoude 1) nnslulads

sinsfumsin 2) msTur@usei 94.1 Wedidud nindandui 5.9 wWesidue 3) msludusuii 913
wasidud mitndandui 5.8 Wesidud uazniniinia 2.9 wesidud uay 4) msTudusinii 92.2
wasidud miingandisin 5.8 wWefidud uazgide 2 wWesdud WaznznanlunaminUszann 6 Wau
Tulafuasdazmamniaieriug Kedah-Kelentan e wudniasnnsniafiulivasmnsTouidusing,
ninI9 4 9UULY windy 2.6, 3.8, 2.8 uaz 2.0 Alandudadu aandandy Huand1efun1eada

(P>0.05) way Abu Hassan et al. (1993) S189THNATEITLALNIE V19 UL HUNHWnndanTUa1nS

P

Funtsniniialunanundudunanuaasniavaans fedade waslaus wudinisEnaety Unds
ﬁnﬁmﬂ%’ﬂmﬁﬂuﬁmﬁsﬁ%mﬁq FeAU 50 WWasidEud HAANLANENTM (P>0.05) LAHIMINANAASS
dl o s ¥ o % AI 4?/ AI N ¢ @ & o a' o s

1092 AUNIS WU ANHT AT TIANDY 204s YN0 waziadifud miuanadasedunielutigun
PITUATNIANTY FuUBuosdauasHuana19iud atdvaeTul T nasdu 30 wasiFud

(P>0.05) daunnsAnunstanasTutdnsinbmiintulaus wodnsinnstnnsTutdasisimandisysiu
30 Wesidud saufuainnadn 70 wWesidud TﬁmNﬁmﬁmmﬁﬂfiﬁmjuﬁfﬁ%umqﬁﬁuﬂﬁzﬁuﬁﬁﬁu F
nauAlASUMdNsEAy 50 Wasidud anndishs wudwnsTourduiiuliinadeguninansusTaus
dolituszezens danluunsnudn nastinteduddmindundnfisssiu 30 Wedidud uazemsiiu 70
wasidud Tnifandn (82 gikg) nguaAniiiaeluvianed (81 g/kg) (Schrader, 1994)

2guzdi Dahlan et dl. (2000) AnerantsdnsTuddaminiuan nasTulrdamnimsn uaznng
Tuhdulfudndaluemnsunssatiiaemiaiidd uaznisdesliveslnme Taelignsainis 5
g3 daznaudasnietutndusiiiuan (D) nlulrduisiumn (0,) msluthdmindumsinnandu
MR (D) Mtut@intusaia (D,) waznnsTudnsinTduran NN a U ENsiT 3180
Wisndamdss nandimia Usanty gi8e wisiguan waznda (Nach Tugtaimanandnsagudn
Wnngaie (D) Taaunsfild5ua1ms D, D,, Ds uaz D, Trsuomstulugemvnsunsdafiaads
UBnnas 1 weddwfuasimiings wodsununtsiulieesaundsingiman uaziBaaniaiuld
109 115AUIINIINHAYDIUNT (HSUD1MS D, uay Ds qmdmwzﬁfﬁ%’ummﬁ D;, D, uaz Ds B98N
SaNF N IeadR (P<0.05) uansidiudnnssmdantelutnduing Sedenassauanadulmnel

1%

UNEHHITUAARY LAZAITHAUIUHNIDIDIMNTIANTY AR Aufdetn dmsuniatas Faaslnme
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WUGN WA (A58 D, uay Ds Tugﬂﬂmma’fumzﬁmﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬂ uwazems D, ugilaaevnstulngds
sinsudadin fuesidudnmsdenliraslnmeitndifeiu uwigsndulasidudnisdenliraslnmusaag
uneilisuanma D, Tugtraensluthdmiduandy tiuasuneiilF5ua1mis D lugtvannsly
UrdusinsugandudngauunasTafiu FmgAuunsandsnm uazdndin filafidudnistenliansing
Wity Bundedng Tuafusm ussdnbaraglaafind 29, 15, 68 uaz 89 iasifud mudadu e
WisuWeuuwneR EsuntsTulrdusiiuan sy wenani wWesidusnisdes el nausuunsi
TA5ue1119 Dy s’—]’%pﬂdﬁmﬂ%L%mﬁmw'@ﬂfﬁﬂmfﬂ%m'sﬂmmxﬁfﬁ’%’ummﬁ D,. D5 Wa% D, fiau
Khamseekhiew et al. (2002) nisinunnisdes Fanslnsue uaznszuaunsminiunszmnzgmuees
TaudlaafilFsuncluinduihiuandusadinuaziadudad saan (Arachis pinto) Tuenansaw 80:20,
70:30, 60:40 waz 50:50 WUBNs 1.5 Wasidudaanining wudnsesuwesluily —ulnsaulu
nazmnzgwueslaf FsumstihduifusadusndaEudadanni 50 weosidud 91.9 fadnin
Tulpsiansadng) fegendnlafildsuneluinduiiandusnifiaadudafanandi 20, 30 uaz 40
wWasidud (43.6, 74.2 uaz 88.9 AadAnsnulnsaudedns AN dL) a1l dAynieada
(P<0.05) WBnNa1N% sxiudAaeafingu dunalinsmlaiufiszmednsionaaluzsamanann
ATLNNTFINY HAHUANFNNIUNETR (P<0.05) TnaTafilgsuneTuindusihiuandusmdaa@u
Asaian 50 wladidus :ﬁ‘a:ﬁuﬂﬁﬂfﬂﬁuﬁi:mﬂdwﬁy’wumTwmmmmﬂﬂ‘qu:gmuqqqm Fia 69.2
AnAlnafDARnT 20427 Islam et al. (2000) 18197491 no TN dnsing (OPF) wazn19tU (petiole) 2849
Uhdsiiiuiidalogendnty (eoflet) uazidnAsnansly (midrb) aesurdusingi vinlinnsdes livasing
WY wAzNTIBRARBENAN BanaEnaaRauHazey 40 Wadidud Fuludantunielutidusiii
andudaifin azdaalinnadonlfansinquits uaznilsgaduaaislutdudidudnfiagedn
(Khamseekhiew et dl., 2002) iflasan qawnddiunszmnzgunlFEsulnasuinduaindafsonn
qum?ﬁﬂizmumiwﬁﬂsﬁummwﬁ:gmmﬁmfﬁﬁ%u &% Wan Zahari et al. (2000) [#Ans1U5H104n19

&

Auld uazniatenFrasnslutnduindudofin mstutdiainandy nstulrdusdidmein uas
yetutndnsistomsinsanduleAenlansan e (sodium hydroxide, NaOH) Tulasagnuan Tnanas
masﬁumzﬁ‘uﬁqﬁuqmﬁhm fuemistinludnsndan 25, 40, 60 uay 75 wasidugd wudn Usnnmnis
Auld uaznnstinsliansinguisaasammanand instulhdifmingandulnfeslanson fodsid
gondnawnanaaiitinnslulduidusndy uazammmanasinslulndudinimin uazdBsnnins
Auldrasinquisnsamanandilivnsludaidiuanduiidnandon 25, 40 uaz 60 Wasidud g9
e mnananiitinisluhdeihdminfidnadaniadu winisdes [Frasinguied A indideeiv
atinalafinn Usnnnnisinlfvesinquisaasanmnanand timisluirdasinfuanduazanaside
dnadanraseluldinduanduligrsainiadinin TasFunnntsinlfeosinguisiasomis
waniitinsTurfusinsiuandudnandon 75 Wadidud anas 58 wesidud Wofieuduuianonisi

THepsinquiivassamanani inludannTuandufisnangon 25 wesdud uananfinssmadin
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ma"f‘uﬂ’12534‘ﬁ’mﬁ’uﬂv:ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ%mmm‘aﬁﬂﬁmﬁmqLu}”‘mLﬁufﬁu Lwizv'\iN@ﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬂfﬁmﬁmLu}”ﬂmmm
dl o Il @ dy o =3 o dl

Lum@’mﬂmqmﬁfmmufumuwwxgmmmw YINUDALINY Islam et al. (2000) ARNHINRYBINTS
wiln waznssmdasenistilss lenilfeeclnmzanmictutdunnis unegnuanituies Tnal¥
ystulndsnTi 3 guuy Ae neluddnsiniuandy netuldudnmin wagnieluddunniy

o Y =4 % v o [ o =4 a a ¢ @ 3 ¥ v o ] dkta/o/

anfundadaia WunelFsuamnstuamdmasnulanin 1 wesiusdaasinminga wudnune [§ay
N RNHNTUEARY WM AN lUUNE NN maalsynnd 50 wasifusd dauunei Hsunng
Turguintusalafunis Ul g il aalssunnd 10 wWesidud lnaudniainisfuldaasnistiy
U RN T WD UN T [F UM U E MsnsTuandy e U8 NNTHneTn LA LN S NuNSuamLia
A1 29.69, 33.62 LAy 49.62 NSNABALANSHUIMHNNWILUAAN ATNAFU lasnI19amdnas s
AN sAuRFrawme Ul S uin ey 67 wWasidusd eaefinnaminiinysunonisfiulfians
meTuUndasingTutazinos 13 wasidus Seunsi EsunsTutnduniniuensin Sdulseaninisdasls
1p9lUsRnusan (66.39 wasiiud) uazdnluaglas (33.98 wWadidud) gendmsTudidaningiu
sULLUANT uazdnsyAnsnisden (faesinguity (52.65 wesidus) gendtunsdFsunielulnds

g

sinstuandy (46.77 wWaSidud) wiliunnsnsarnuneiitdsunietutndusiniiumsn (50.96 wofidud)
ﬂ'quﬁuﬂ‘a:ﬁw%{mﬁﬂ@ﬂfﬁﬂmﬁw‘%ﬁimqﬂmLLW:V‘T’@ 3 ngu luansinafumeadin (P>0.05) uaneni
UBnoudmguity Auvidedng Tushusan uardnlugaglaaiides T aasunsAlasumnsTutadaing
s afirngendaunsd FsumsTuladaiidfuguuousueg fag Hassim et al. (2013) Ansanastimely
Undumsiniuunasamnaneufiszdiu 0, 100, 200 uay 300 ndwAlansntugUdngui Tnanasin,
damdns (n-6, n-3) iinnanlainliaads Tugrapmatudidagudnda uaslumnsTulrduigumn
Tudnandan (40 n3uAlansnTuguinguie) wing fu wodaseduainians 4 gns Usnimnasinla
Snanasyifivle dnEnmnHuanseii wazssaune iU E i Tinansan Uit mae
sriusingg Tifinasantaszanansasnn n-6, n-3 tulaiundnaile uauiladeloiunsuns a1nns
9u99ndiBR Dahlon (1996) adn sxdufiimunzanaasnis sl duindumsnnasfuamnsiv
Tugtuuamananaatula nsxde uny uazune winfu 50, 50, 30 uaz 30 wWasidud anansy
donnnsinuntulszmalng Usefivg uavans (2551) [RANYNLUENN w3l uaznnsges (4
ragvnsTuldaingduan wazmsTulrdainduminganduniniinna wazgideseaudieg Tnalduns
arwanuasInayden x Aufios wudiUaunonafnlfvasinguit dnarandnnstosFonsingui
BuvBedng uazwioadrasunsd F3umeluladuinie 4 suuou Tiuensinei (P>0.05) usdungdi
TrsumnsTulndasinfmsindanduninmitna 2 waesidud wazyide 3 Wadidud fduUszaninisdes
Thanslussin (75.76 iwedidusd) ndidestuunsAlasumnsTudadausintmen wazuneiFsunaelu
Undaninduminganduniminna 2 Wesidud (64.21 uaz 64.73 wasidud audndv) usdgendiunedi
Trsunnelutadusiniuan (55.02 wWadidud) e NATYF1AYNINFTF (P<0.05) Agnudnu

nsAnNYe9niggn uazAne (2552) Anwnnistinieluidasiduminsandunininanadissdu 0, 2,
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12
4 A

4 uaz 6 Wodidud Winundsamianeuidssunsiuggnuasuidose -usslnydeu 50
wesidud uanadsemnstiudilusfiusan 15.03 wesidud Tusziu 0.5 wWefidufuesimings nanis
neaaanud Usanauntaulintetuthdanindfmein uardasantnnstesliaasinguie duvdeing
Tusfingan wlswad uarAnburaglas sasunsfides foamnsTuladniuminganduniniiniai
YU 0, 2, 4 uaz 6 WasiEusia 4 ngu Tiuansnsiu (P>0.05) inasisaduniafinenuas §uf uaz
Aty (2555) fiareeiudn nrstimasTutrduinfundndandunindiniafiazdu 0, 2, 4 waz 6
wesidud Dilamudesnefiaduomisinluaziu 0.5 wWesidufrasimings wudn nqulafilisy
ysludusinfmdinganiuniniianafissiu 2, 4 uaz 6 Wadidud fusumunisfulisangendala

o

ngnAUAN (0 Wasidus) widnUszansnsdes (il nvEvams Tuansieiu (P>0.05) arndaya

1%

agUdrnstEnnrinmaminsaniunsTuldnsiniuiisziu 0-6 wWasdud GifnaseUsnnnisiul

De

matieald nstiuszlenilnmme uarnszuaunsminTunssnizgumesslafufies n1snunTuasel

=

Wl uvinuesifganudunisAneiaey Abu Hassan and Ishida (1991) way Dahlan et al. (2000) #
1 4‘3} =S dl v o/ s %/ % % '3 %/ % o/ 1 o/
7997997 uWNEARE 9N AE e [ Sun s TuUNFuuTRsATn warn1eTuU AN TR T NdaN Y
ANNUIRNATITEEY 15 Las s ﬁﬂ%mmmiﬁufﬁﬂmﬁuw%ﬂf?ﬁq (53.8 Az 51.5 nSuAaAlansy
HIHNNWILAANFRIADYY ATHATAL) HUANANTW AR (P>0.05)
qAUNT (2555) ﬁﬂwﬁﬂﬂﬁT%Wﬁunﬂﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁuwﬁﬂwﬂuﬁummi%ﬂugﬂLLuumm‘awﬂum%@
LANFNNAY 4 5281 Aa Wy luLg N nnaNdanTua1atulugnga1dau 80:20, 70:30, 60:40

4

uaz 50:50 Tnetugmeanmiananiada (TMR) ngas fluUsfusandazanos 14 iwefidud Resuneiug
grwaniufias e -uaslnyiten 50 wWasidud wudianssanmnnssiaudulneesunsilizuamng
NENIEE (TMR) gaaft 4 idaannisasadulngendy unsAlisuems TMR gnsf 3, 2 uag 1 windu
67.06, 50.61, 32.75 UL 24.44 NFH/F1 ANAIRY (P<0.01) YiupaiReafudnEaszann unengui [#3y
a3 TMR gnsft 3 uay 4 fuwlesifudladusanTuanngends ngudt 1 uaz 2 mwddy (P<0.05) 910
manaaasasLilidn asnsal¥onns TMR ifidndauansmnsTuindaiifmdnnassonduemsto b
169U 60:40 FTEZIANALIUNE 180 T4 azlinanauuninnniign e1aifiessnann Usinoudeluds
agunms TMR ﬁ"f%mqﬁfumzﬁuﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬂLﬂumemm‘mmuwé’ﬂqq (>60) Alaseadnequsiniu
agnamilauiu Fedenalinisdindoasany (degrade) 1099ANYAd Iunszinnzgnin Suavintionnis
Fastinagunazmnzandiuuundins¥omnaneusiingu fedsnanszvustenta sz lemilogy
rasdndiAsades aaandasty Tania (2556) T1891udn metutrdudniuanansainn i duumas
graneEunAWIgn tuasiinaiuawaaulE winnsTuundusinsiesiTusfiudeudinesin sk d09
deofunlutduiiuadrifeafilnsusiliifies uaznaslutrdasinfuminasisogneon s

' o 1%

Ugennod 35 Wasidusd (ﬁmﬁuﬁ’mquﬁ\i) ndiayansnanadinadiu Fefinraneume UL g uunsunen

inltamdfulimanasUuuy ww nmsimslundusinsfeih lUminneuudad i lutideedndnan

Bes wananl FeiinnslinsluldnindumdnUnantueimisintugnssmisnanaia (TMR)

Te9MUNNFATERTUTNANY ] (399 “NAYD3 fungal treatment son9toeFaalnmue NTEUIRNITATN LATANTTONTNNITHAS

VBIUNZYUW” UL WA, 2559



15

soamiansin i Enandaniunisisdueuleddosdoly (forolytic enzyme) ilan1stasaaisidaly
(lgeng904 wazdWiend, 2555) fwdn

NMI5904 wazAnLY (2557) Anmnnialivnsluthdasinfundniduumasemnanerunasdy
amnaiutigUuLLeMNTHANLEET (TMR) 9aniunnsidsionlmiinanannidasanaiug Aspergillus
spp. BCC 274 Balsznaudionianledlmuauua (xylanase) lHINgAILE (b-glucanase) LHAGLAT
(cellulase) WHMWIWA (mananase) Uz [3ad (amylase) 1x107, 9x10°, 2x10°, 1x10° umz 2x10° gis/
Alansu Tnelhiouled 4 s26u fla 0, 2, 4 uaz 6 nSu/Alansudaguits Tnel¥dnaanaamiclulids
sdnsumiindoaniain 60:40 szduTuafingan 15.40 Wesidud uazlnansiidaslison 55.67
wasidud Tnunzgnuanund-fudasing 50 wWedidud wodiemianandnafitineluudasing
viinduumasemmaeuiaBaenlsdazdiu 2, 4 uaz 6 nSwnnSaquits Adnanmtunsdesaaizaes
amnsgendnamnsnandnFaEeulEifisTAL 0 nfunn daquite iessneinnnsiaEue el

'

= % o % ¢ @ g o e A g o
ﬂ'?Vi’TﬁN’Z\TNLZ\I‘WNLLHQTHNW’W?ﬁLﬁ@‘iL‘h’%CﬂNuﬂ S Z\]ﬁ%ﬂ’?ﬂ’]‘iﬂﬂ@\i Tﬂ?—_lLﬂuTsﬁNVIN@ﬁI"V’TﬂL%ﬂ‘j"IZ\T"IEIWHﬁ

9

Aspergillus spp. Wwenladdesdalyazieaaslassaiureataly vinluedidudmisead luaimig

ARRI

2.3 msﬂ%’uﬂfgaqmﬁiﬁma‘[n%uwmmmsmmu

2.3.1 %%ﬂqsﬂ%'uﬂia@ﬁwﬁswﬂﬂuqmmwcﬁﬁ

o A 1

nsinnetunaniniuddnnsges f wazgnmslnauzan fadiuglassadndnsonis

o @) o o o g A A =2 v a [ ' ¥ o o & o
RN NLRBINITRETUFINIUARIALID DY 'W@mﬂ?hlﬂ'ﬁﬁ’illﬂ’i;\‘i@mﬂ"IWﬂ@\‘JTUﬁ’]Z\]NHWNH PINRU ﬂ@fyuu

2 2
g o A

vinlnauzananidndineadesFnenendsuugnmnineeslurdihduieibdadtuludnsing
THnnTn uazl#suanse1m19g98u Ibrahim (1983) na1991 Hnanednnsfiannnsasinuntilunig

UsulgsammnanguannIngnieinana1neemg Yannniniatiu uaznistdes i Soutseanid 4

= ad ad a ad =Y ad =
A 1) IWBNWNILAIMN 2) TENITNWIAH 3) TTNIAX-NTILATN LAT 4) TENNAININ

f=))
=)}

s

1) 38N19N9NYATIN (physical treatment)

=

Wunnsusulegmnnemnsrenulaenistiiniesilanadieg Welfiifinniswasuulas
AENURN9ATULAZNIEATW 19W N19uHT N19AL N1Tue N1sBafia N1sfinnIsile nseulewn uas
& v , & ! ° o ¥ ! Ay
massneuas Windu nsudinezdasunistadaansaananan (oxdate) sanluldiunsaan usifidade
An azinlilnausiiazaali (soluble nutrients) gey e ldas [HAN1sANUIN194U N13uA uaznIs

Fafia FauisnisanauInaaInIeing wudnina AR AuNIeEnlENINTN #9un195 N9 HS9A

¥ 1
= A

wnawn N3 tEleundeusansavinlinstes Faasamnsgeduiisseninmsaaadarnsgaglas uas

wiimaglas usazlifinisaaneiusransdniin (Bednuel, 2543) daunnsinenlunisTuddudnsiu

| [
Y A

Bengaly (2002) wudnnssimsTutndnsiniundadlagnisiedinausingeinldnnsgoe (Hidndn

[Hasarnyinliiusynnsinnziurssnaglas wazisfiwaglasiiiniziudniuanas seaadoaiunis
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NAAEIABY Paengkoum et al. (2006) 191891141 Av naInisalunstas Hansinguii uaz
Aundsdngramasnduindiriadliagnistfaaussiige gendanguacuan (metduineuiilin
Andlasniafiodiasuasiugs) atalafinmn A8niamandishivmnzaniias ilusziuinumans vdansy
AN ievannnisdanisdentinsenn wazrr¥91age (lorahim, 1983)

2) 38n19N19LAR (chemical treatment)

diunisusugenmnmlnenistianani Tasasnfiildhnsnistuiadiu 3 ngu Ae nan
g uazdaaandlnd (Doyle et dl., 1986)

1. nanfililunnsiinAInistos (Fuasmnaeny Thud naadafiainia uaznamnde b
Tngnanazlalnsladisfisaglaatunimad vinliliianasnnun uazuneadsdavinliiuezaemndns
anfin uazaslulamsnuanean 9 Doyle et dl. (1986) vinnsAnunTunteding wudvinlnnedinasisn
nstleeFAsTW uaz Saha et al. (2005) AN N5 EnsAgaRaBnB Al 1% (vv) pretreatment 31
Hrawudnnasios (HiRnte

2. finefiltunaifinAnnstias tansamnaveny Taun Todeslansan (o waadenlansen
Toef 90 wazuanludde fiudu Jackson (1977) innsAnuntunnsding THsneamdnsngezyinU§Asen
ﬁuWw%me%ﬁﬁTﬁLmuﬂmfﬂmwuﬁﬁvmmdwLsmgﬂﬂﬂ 2 Tuianadendaas uazdneazdas
ysaLasuInUAussdsnguaasnany lsineensfisaglastiidwinna lslasnglaa uazimala
Wlow uazdesnguerdiavevsfisaglaatinaieifuwinanalalan (Crosthwaite et al., 1984) il
danilsznavansinradiinnisaauda inliaauadannanidnfUduis uazdasFanntu vinlinag
Hnfidnniadanlinnndn daunnslFludeslansentlodlneinnazyinlinistdes s waznisiulions
Nrstinafinnniu mazesazdaslianinainisaazans liuniu wisvinlinsdudatuszndng
Anfiu 138NqN phenolic AU AT AN AINET% (lorahim, 1983) N3l uAaLEeN (aasen o g
#raazfinUAsenndnlnfenlgnsenlas aeieciinsliunadenla-nsanlodsaniulasanlonsen

Tofiavintiszazinanlunisminguas (Doyle, 1982) n15ldgBe-wanluilauneding Wadndfnmng

o P

fra71fig3adinly gieazgndealnaenledyiios (urease) annqanunaddusnlaflofy

¥
aaa o/ o

arsueulnennlad wonluiflnesinugiseduinliuenlndenlansanlss dadudnadnluvinans

o

Wuszazndnaniniduiuiraglas winidwaglas uazgduwdddiasnanltivszlmistnuenTufe
TaevinIgAseniunsafile (keto acid) annnnstiesaansnslulansn Fifunsnoziily Ssazgnastodiu
Tusfnasqaunadfegndestunasmnzwiuazan indnnsonlsionsdndne duunaelusinaes
dadstalu (lorahim, 1983) danlunsundusingiis Abu Hassan et dl. (2006) T1emdn namEnysLIndy
andanfugde 3 iwesidudasintilusfuRntundn 12,5 wWosidud nisdonld 44.20 wasidud
unueil nnansnnethduandaniuyde 6 weidudeyinilusufisdudn 20.89 wWofdud usinis

daslFavananan 35.80 wWasidud (Abu Hassan and Ishida, 1992) uag Diaz et al. (2013) ARAEANT4
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° v '

% alkaline peroxide U5SUaAIN (pretreatment) 1819w ud1nistas [HANTN winisUSuaaIns1diag

aaafiaing 1 fisAnflededunsnsanaaaifioranndifieinfiduemiadadias

5. fneandladf i unnsfindiniates Faesaimaney Tiud frsaaesu uazdamadln-
annler usn Tnedeendlndesfinayinliinszszndnaniy uazansTulamanunnda Weifinnis
doslfvnsinaglas uarefisaglasus bfinasonisantUsuimeesdnin uifinnsnudntianinly
aaefiifiadndingeainavinlianiuszas ligetulne llanusfgaasdinegnidanansaniu
W38 phenolic group fiudanLsznaLweLEad vintRanAuuanssasnutenwaglas (lorahim, 1983)

fmderaenisliansail Ae nnsasuge n1sfiRuanAe n1sgoy e lnausfiazaisdny

a ova =}

aslulanse uazERimaglas (WBnn, 2539) Bnvivanafidumsasodnd wazfufufeu aasnawus
naanAuRswaIndenv Miinuaniz[#

3) A5N1TNWNBATN-LAR (physico-chemical treatment)

v
Y o ad

Winnnsusudgenmninemnaneiuleenistiiadsna uardsnaaisaniulaeialUudanwndn

a < £

ANafNINnNINNI15 1998 WA anilaiesasaifian Auadanm, 2530) TaeAR N lEun n1suaniedg

U

a

sonfiunnstiledealansantsd nsdnfianisinadandunistilnienlangonled wazniafesandy
nat¥lmAenlansanted Wi nem uaznisurenfuniafiafuiinasesasdinalidngu ¥ial
aaafiamanyin Az livadvin donaliranistostiRaau A8nsTianand e gidedandunis
safarasneinafindasnistenlifdn wazanuseuluszmdtnisdnidinaztne iy Suaaada
duwenliifly dannnsl¥nnasaudandumsliaaniisaiug sziiinguazasmaniioidoljizemng
wiliAnStuinlidnnseosligedu (i, 2531)

4) F5n19N19%0IN (biological treatment)

A nsdsudennninaesinsinnlneMeawad iusssuend Ussinn wafliBedad 51 wis
\ou (% (Ibrahim, 1983) @gﬁuw%éﬁfuﬁﬁumﬁﬁﬁmmmm‘mﬂ'ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁmuﬂumjmmL%ymﬁ Class
Basidiomycetes § 3 Zj N A2 white rot fungi, soft rot fungi Wa ¥ brown rot fungi (Cowling, 1961;
Gilbertson, 1980) @17y 3 ﬂ@jmﬁy white rot fungi L‘ﬁumjuﬁﬁﬂﬁ:ﬁw%mw%mﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁﬂfm (lignin) uae
aUsznevsylsundin (aromatic) ﬁ'wy qaﬁ@m (Cowling, 1961) u@ﬂ@’mﬁyl,%@’i’] Class Basidomycetes €19
asngadsnantugaglas (ignocelluose)Winanendulusintiiinamisaesdnd#andas (Romeo,
1983) naifingArassnmisvaulnedesangs white rot fungi (HfinslEiuateninsang

4 = & Aa ' A o v YA A A 4
TG‘I%ILQ‘WWZL‘M@NQ@ Plurotus L‘]J‘IAL‘WWWNWJWNNWNW‘iﬂTuﬂW‘iEI@EIﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂTﬁ‘l’]NT&lLﬂq%ﬁsﬁusﬁﬂu\fﬂﬂ (ARENIA

1 ¥
(%3 Al

warilyeyn, 2533) Wiwwaniimeuinaglas (cellulose) wazaniu (ignin) FaniHuNsMIZRAMANTHA

TisnfngessuUgnmnnnew wenanildeidaqumnz Hatneninemnns amnsalivangunuynyiiei
@ 2 v oA & L &
Junanaselfernnisineasnssy uazgaamnssnanduislaganiznneing wenaniifinana
Plurotus Seanunsnnldauasafiunidulaseulunnsdinainaneduansdunddhlnseuls vinth

v
=

dnadaneesasBunad nlnsiangedn dawalinnsinaiqmnmiidiuanuldion Undiasn, 2548)
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Rahman et al. (2011) AneinsUsulgepanannsniunistesaans Faswmsludidaniulae g
white rot fungi Wu 310 Zj N white rot fungi 9 ¥R @ (Ceriporiopsis subvermispora, Pleurotus ostreatus,
Phlebia brevispora, Lentinula edodes, Pleurotus eryngii and Trametes versicolor) HAITNNIHII0E D¢
anfiuldgegn uazildnanmlunisifisunandnnsn lufufiszma [Feannnsinenlu in vitro gas eginelsf
o Ay °o o A o v a o/ <4 .
a1 deifindnimfsaiuszazinaniunisaselalaitlunszuaunismdnuuueimisude (solid state

o

fermentation) a9 nFANNI9gay IR 2BIBUNTEIRG (OM) uarasfsenaunie s snazanesin (d

q

o

(neutral detergent soluble, NDS) wazvinamAanuainisnluntsaans (Faasdnin (Raj et al., 1989;

Singh et al., 1990) wanand fi’ﬁu@gﬁ’umﬂﬂ’uﬁﬂmﬁmq BMNIIRLIITD LAZANTNYBINITINILAD
@ (fiugu (Singh et dl., 1990)

2.4.2 nalnmstaasatafniiulag white rot fungi

nalnlunisgesaansdnineesdinsudasrinasunndeiuesny uilnensruaunisanuda
fanunizadnei Inelunistesaans@nin white rot fungi aznanienles 3 ¥fia o LiP, MnP uay
glyoxal oxidase (GLOX) Tneenilafiannuinisvineusanii (Figure 2.2)

Tnatususuusnienlsd GLOX azvindindituniananlglaswuedeanlofdmsunisrinemy
289 peroxidase wiaazdl Lip iuenlasingnlunszuannisgeslaseasneiiuiiu non-phenolic 289@niin
ion N"Ju‘ffi v aromatic nuclei £ N oxidized Tuu aryl cation radical %G 99N faluruaunis
fragmentation Tauenan veratryl alcohol %@Lﬂu secondary metabolite ﬁfl‘lﬂﬁflﬁﬂ‘jzﬁum‘m?jw LiP ey
iugiananslunnsasdneiiszq (charge-transfer mediator) 1on{wsl MnP azn@n Mn3* #aiilagn chelate
ax¥iniindl oxidize @15WaN phenolic @153z Mdn9UATE 97T dliphatic waz aromatic fiazgn
metabolize stalagg1auiuafuenlnennladuazin @aoyen, 2546) Gawarasufidanazdangin
deszauanufiunsadiamanzan (Uazsnu, 2536) Tmm%ymﬁmggm (Pleurotus eous) 9=@N1I0E D

¥

Fagruliidestuanmaruiiunsaseiidunans (pH 7.0) waeetugag pH 6.5-7.5
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oM ) OH
a~ L'gnin oeroniaase +H40q O -
Manqanese pm-run. -FH-IDT*MﬂE o ° ll many
@ %‘nmuucn
QChH4 HPi sponta
eOus)
Q0 “Enzymanc

. 2 comBuslign
'-\ Lu:nm - =

OCH, Calian ragical
OCH,
Varairyl aicongl

Figure 2.2 The system of lignin digestion of white rot fungi

ﬁlmz Krik and Hammol (1992)

manasasfsafiumsTiia Pleurotus TunnsUsulgsnan mansranans lnaniainEnsud
sianaedndussmalneiiaqingeffesmnn nansfnesidosiu Sednuel 2543) Tinaaasliiia
w191 (Pleurotus sajorcau) Tunnstutqsansnmasmajulnud il A dnszanannssas (4l
unz wudmeudnd R anunsiatunnsusulgenannd Al srans nissdas luasaundedeg
Tusfiugan wilswad uazisaglas ndusinvdjaudnunf 5117, 16.14, 29.43 uay 25.21% (fiu
54.87, 33.32, 31.40 UAY 28.68% AINATFL WAz UNGiasn (2548) 3ne9nmddin Pleurotus vinHms

@

#1addrnistes Heesinguitegeln wazdsanisafinnisdes [feesduniedaglunieFndas

|
a

atslafinu dnsransniadoslifiArtuenafmnuusndiudvesifusia uasEuiomason e
WARIINEIERUE DR AL zEaTii AvnuAn19TU (Phan and Sabaratnam, 2012) WAEARTH
ANILLIZAIADERARINIS (substrate specificity) vaaafadaluuasfiausiazein
TnsaguUannianaaaienasazdinlidn taqiidulazmalnedshidsumnandad Fainn
metuduiiuinunafisalaeAsnasganam TasaniznisdinaindosonsgRunddn
neasudeudndAsudes Mt eAnufiinafinandmielnme natesld wazansannn
manan manesasiiufiunimasssusnifinisfnuifeadunisnaanisluUrdainfinun e
AosrmnsTnaug Tnsnnstinianindasrasgaunidiuniandn dadinaadas TnantsAnunasyinly
UlLUPD9NNT NS Tiia T [Ftayatignies wesidedefaliinunsnafidssdnddundes
Tuszmalneanananiinanismeaesd Ui unstmunduunssamamey e ugaaimnasy

mandndndifadesFedraiugusss wailussansnmse i Tueuan
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a o o

¥ v
2.4 UNUVIBITARYISH RaNISHALNATHBINNS (AR AL BB

9

¥
1%

AR A e IR TLAZNHINTI AT HIRNIZE TaaRArnanTo g ey e

arnemnaidinle (dietary fioer) Sadnsviallnemmnnzdnsbidsadesaunsa s lomlls Tnaonde
e s aniuresRwadeonduesunazimizgam THud wwailids (bacteria) Tuslnda (protozoa)
LAZIEE 7 (fungi) %a?umzmwgmu ﬂ‘azﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁqmﬁmmLmﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfywﬁﬂmmﬁﬂﬂ 30 ¥Ha
(species) wazdnaudinduoglugng 10°-102 inadsaRadansvavasmasiugwmu dluslads 40 9fin
(species) HAnaidindin 105-107 iradsiafindAnsrasnaamalgiun waziidosn 5 1ii (species) HAan
dindutinandn 10° waddeAafansrasmanunazinizgmy Sanuduuafidefiunuim waz
pasdAayanndaluslngn uandesidednan weaeuiRYssnstesaaeansiialy n1andnnn
Tastuazmalivianun uaznisdanszigannadiussin nanlufezmelEiommnazgnaaduniumi
vosguniindoninauszann 85 Wedidud etifuumdmanaeendsem douqRuwddlusiu Taii
uazanflulmpsmaasqauyiadaannandanuesneuzrasamnsfivie sxranineansinnszmizgisy
W gnIaANBI NI TEINES Tnsanngiianldidn enisdasaans uwazn13gadnEusadn e (U
(Ghorbani et al., 2002)

uana1nil aunddlunsznnzgunisasnsaliasTumiannunasluatiusneg Tnswmizatiig

Ay

Feaunan #ulnsianil (iTElUsAuWA (non-protein nitrogen, NPN) Tnaiq@unadazyinelfidtaanan

a

melunszmnzgmmiianufiunsa-ang (rumen pH) msnzan fe aglugae 6.5-7.0 uazilaomgie

9 k1]

e

@

29NN 39-40 BNANTAIEYE VN lEeuuATiaY TUSladauazi@ns) au1Toina 1l ifat195amisa
LAZIAHNICANADNITHBYDINIT (INET, 2533) 91NN19918971%289 Satter and Slyter (1974) w41

@) ' 4' v [ = [P
uﬂﬂ@fmmwLﬂuﬂﬁm—mesﬁuﬂﬁmwwgmwmmz@m uda sxAvLeN lx Luﬂ—TuTmﬁL@uTuﬂﬁszngLuuﬂu
AYNANATYABNTITRNSWINYBIAUNEIRaY Besziuiimanzaneg tugas 45 mg% 9w Song and
Kennelly (1990) wudnsziuuanlafla—ulnseuiimunzaunasegiugas 15-20 mg% fieznalifia

a

ﬂ‘a:mum‘zﬂ'ﬂmmsﬂLmzﬂﬁ:mum‘iﬁqLﬂﬁﬁ:ﬁﬁgauw‘%ﬁmﬁuﬁmmmu

2.4.1 LuLmua?ﬁwm‘fﬂsﬁﬂunszwagmu

TUsAnluanisinusznauday 2 9% fia 1) TUSANWI (true protein) 434 insulin, globulin,
albumin k&g keratins LWFAN way 2) Tulngianann iy lywi (non protein nitrogen, NPN) ﬁﬁgﬂﬁlﬂu
a198wAe 1Wn naauefiludasr nnflandan wlnd (amide) WK (amine) uazgFy uaziiuansaiin-
vadl 19w wonlndonnanlsd uazuenludflondamn ugu (wo1, 2533) Befldmannisdesaans
UANFNTIH WLIIE1T non—protein nitrogen (NPN) ﬁﬁmqm‘mmﬂﬁqﬁqm

FennstiesuarnismsnlUagNInsansUsrneU ulnsewesdnsAnaan (Figure 2.3) (Aifln

peptide n3auadln wazuanluily saainiiuazfinissatasansauefiludiunilelagnszuaunig

deamination Tapandedulzianngdwnad Filuuenluils uaz Ol-keto acid (1161, 2533) udaqauYad

vassadndiasaninliU sy lanidunssiilingduEdllsfin wen (2533) nanadn 80% weslulnsian
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o’

BIAUNS ﬂmLﬂ‘ﬂ”ﬂﬂﬂmisﬁmt,@ﬂmuﬂ dudn 20% Mnsauafilulaumnss dau Ol-keto acid 819
gnaaissiasie il LW@?ﬁTumﬁmwm‘sﬂ‘axﬂ@mw] WanLIuunaIWaseTH 1 acetic, propionic, butyric,

iso-butyric uaz iso-valeric 1{ufn

E Carbohydrate CHg + HoO
Large Peptides Qligosaccharides
Disaccharidas H co
. Monosacchariges 2+ 2
Small Paplides
Amino Acids
N—— ] e S S
S, ;’ doie 2 g p S ¢ CeliMembrane ¢ ’ T
| ;
Amlno Acide NH ﬁ
ADP ATP Sy NHg  Monosaccharldes NAD  NADH,
NAaD
ADP
ma) NAD ADF’ ) <~N
ATP ADH2
Mlcroblal ADP Volatile
Proteln Fatty Acias

Figure 2.3 Utilization of protein and carbohydrates by rumen bacteria

‘ﬁm: Nocek and Russell (1988)

2.4.2 LIHUNUDRTHUDY m’%‘fufﬂtmm?umz PNTSILAN

Tudndiannaes mslulanandauingdengdiugieecndudnaslan avgneeslnaqfumada

u

aglunszmnzgunliiduinanaTuanaies wu nglas viomulna Tnarnddsneg arnifunglaa
vaamulngargnminiunszmizgmuagnesania uargnasasziUifiunsalngia (pyruvic acid) wia
Twgiam (pyruvate) Badiusanansiidndnyunsdansisinan lauaz el Uszunm 60 wofidud ae
ﬂ?ﬂUTﬂLﬂﬁmﬁﬁ@ﬂTﬁﬁgﬂﬁN@@Z‘QﬂL‘Uéﬂutﬁuﬂuﬂ’iﬁfﬂﬁuizm%fﬁ (volatile fatty acids, VFAs) @i
NANARgAYINg (end-products) ﬁﬁ'}ﬁiy THun namasz@fia (acetic acid, C,) nsadafidm (outyric acid, C,)
n9alwsReafia (propionic acid, Cs) LHWMAN (Figure 2.4) WAZNTAINATEA (valeric acid, Co) (8 lwa1a13mA
(isovaleric acid) wazlalnfiafiin (isobutyric acid) a1awutitoudluusuanios Sedmdazgadumrnnd
ﬂi:qu:gLNuLﬁﬂT%szmﬁﬁi@Tﬂ INNITANEINLLN ﬁﬁmngﬂLﬂz‘%ﬂuLLﬂmaﬂN‘mm‘“zq TBIRINT

Aoulls uazwanidnlassadnevnsnlsmadily Wu maglas uazienluraglas azgnilfeuuacdn

=h_

qn
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STARCH CEL&ULO’SE F’EC:!'INS HEMICiELLULOSE
i

i
3 I3
Maltose ! Xylose (; other pentases)
i i
Selioblose Galacturonic -
acid Xylulose P
Glucose lucose
Xylulose P, Ribose P
~

Glucose -1-P v

3
L]
Glucose-6-P Fructose P Erythrose P

Fructase-6-P
Fructose P Triose P

Fructose-1-6-P /
oihydrolx yacetone;F Glyceraldehyde -3-P

(21)

V 1.3 di-P-glycerate

{2H)

PYRUVATE
Oxalo-

acetate
COz+ Hy (aH)~]
- v
Propicnyl CoA _Succinate
€Oz | PROPIONATE
Acetyl CoA Succinyl CoA
Malonyl CoA CoA Methyl-matonyt
s Coh
Acetyl CoA
Aceto-
Coki
acetyl CoA R
(2H} Acetyl CoA
B-hydroxy-bulyry) Acetate
ACETATE CoA Lacty! CoA
H,0 H20
Crotonys CoA Acrylyl CoA
Formate 1
{2H) {2H)
O. H <
& 2\. o 2 Butyry) CoA Propionyl CoA
CH, Acetate 2 Acelate
Acetyl CoA Acetyl CoA
BUTYRATE PROPIONATE

Figure 2.4 Outline of the pathways of carbohydrate in the rumen

ﬁm: Preston and Leng (1987)

uananiseiufanrsuaulnaaniad (CO,) WATNMIEH (CH,) WazAIINEBUTUTTNIM 20%
(ME) 89unassuiindnfiiugl ATP arnnsyuaunisndniunszmnsgmugnifedngUszasdnan 2
Uaenne
v @ ' o v ¢ _a S o
1) Wiwunsmdsomlunissdnaaadqaumsd

o =

2) Wl aInav9IuiNani15m 1993w Nocek and Russell (1988) nanada dafieninnis

1
S o ©

Fapgzillsfiuasqaunadiiddn e nasem foiu ownslaudsiosilnauendsaunqdunad
atafisane uasindndamfimanzaniuieezsininsdunmailusiuiussininmgegn
2.4.3 MsRaATzhqaurEdllsiu
qawiadlusinlunszmnzgudanamsieinnanuaniilu uazumAifannniades aans
Tusfuvdananitegtugudas: adnelafinin wuduesbudeinyudauagnieln nazmnzqueiu
uwnasulasiaunaniunisdoinsngdlusfineuii Al-Rabbat et al. (1971) 99899491 61 WS dudaas

qawnadlUsiusnanuenlaile uay 39 Wasidudnnannnsauendily uaziuing sdnelsfins
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Maeng et al. (1976) 91841497 Fadaufimnizanszndtsuanluifly uaznsauanfilulunisdansne
qaunadlsfiude 75 wWasduduanludde -lulasauw way 25 Wesidudnsauenflu-Tulnsian
waNaINH WA ATP fidnd (H3u Gelfiannnstensaraaslulmnsalunsannzgumfiiindnilads
d! dld o o ! o/ g _a = a a = a dl 1 dl 2
vififauaAtysenisdanszieaunadllsfin qaunddlsfulegndesaatafinazinizads uaz
3 v & a ! 'S a APy A a S oA 2 '
anlAAn aziinasesdlsrnauzssnsauand il Wosinq@unadfinanainnsnlunisliunas
Tulasauiiuansneiu wessduasneiiduqanridlustnluead aass (2541) 5189109150004

a " o

Tulpaianluq@nunaduinty 36-49 Wediindlusiiu 39 85 Wesiduduasimnnazaglugiaaslusfin
wt TusfiuTusinqaunadifulussiundnnnings Tnelisladofinnsdeslffndwuaiite uddnen
biological value (BV) aaslusfiuaasluslnda uazuuaitideazliunnsinaiu usidamaufiuen net protein

utilization (NPU) wudnlusladaslrngendnuuniiise

a o

2.5 1 8NN19 LLRLITUT f:lﬁLﬁi’:l’J‘il"ﬂﬂﬂ’]‘i‘lJ%J‘U‘lJ‘g\‘i LLﬂZﬂ"l‘a'LﬁN@mﬂ’]W%@ﬂ@’lﬁ’]‘i‘ﬂEI"I‘UTﬂf:Iﬂ"liﬁﬁﬂ
¥ ¥

2 a a ¢ @ s A =]
mﬂ@q@uwsmﬂumms FIILAEILD DY

Tumsinenqaunadeneg sntiunisiinamen visamnmiituemseuiedueinis

¥ 2
04

&9 Tagianie e lu U usinsss

o o/ =}

W AefipasanflefionenainngnesqAunadfiazinnndndenti
wisnzaN e s agesaaeAniinlige uazinsgy deaslulnnseinsfigauinfiaadululfine
aalnruslunnisdad (W lHnnTige warqdunddevdecliifiufudann nadadnd uaz
% = 3 o = dl 1 [N % fl’ 1 P=3 = o
annuanden Snisanansasiwndsrgndtilaefinsruaunisiidneligeann dumen Tnanguedunad
7RpntE Ao nguiiafinli SediaansaiinUsunadusinlifuemnsnenusnnaudnsias
navaaasfigafiunistidin Pleurotus TunM5U5UUsRmMn WIBINaNaDE [AN19n15inEATUAT
dnnaesdas ilszmamatiaqiudsdtiesnin nan1sinundesdin Sednuol (2543) lEnpasctdia
w1 (Pleurotus sajorcaju) TwnnsUSulgeRnin nassmgiudnudasi A anUszansnnstes [Hiu
unz wugdmgrunnfitiinunsinlunisSulgenananiiandndszansnstes Hassduniadng
Tsfiugan wlarad uaziraglas Wnduwannagrudnun 51.17, 16.14, 29.43 uaz 25.21% 1w
54.87, 33.32, 31.40 WA 28.68% MINANWL UATUNEIaa1 (2548) 3188 uddia Pleurotus ¥inrinneding
= 1 $% o/ v 42, o/ lal 1 % a = o/ VA %
fiAnnstiealfuasinguitsgetin uardsaunsniinnistien Faasdundedng s (fandae
Dorado et al. (1999) YINANSANEINISUENNNLLLY solid state fermentation \uiaan 60 1 fing
L%ﬂﬂz\ju white rot fungi 4 ¥R@ #8 Phanerochaete chrysosporium, Pleurotus eryngii, Phlebia radiata uag

a o [}

Ceriporiopsis subvermispora WU3N9AWNAEN 4 5RANINITONAALEW 78T Mn2+ peroxidase Faflaaw

|
=

andysiontsasuulaslaseaderesdnfinlunneding uazwudn Pleurotus eryngii siasAnfinligefign
W8 Pleurotus eryngii Wwax Ceriporiopsis subvermispora Tﬁﬁiﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬂﬁiﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁ@;ﬁ uazsasaaeanil
THaam3aTugas 30 Suusnssnisnitn aaandesiusieenees Punj (1967) Flfinfiulsdana

Pleurotus 3 4 8 P. ostreatus, P. cajus Wae P. florida sinunedinanudn aaunsngesaatsdniu
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wazanU3nmiendnfiulunnednall a1n 6% mae 3% uwidn1sguyiRessAlsznaussinguid
50% waztamusIesnandn @ainluana Pleurotus sp. asnsavinlintasios (Funstineafifsduann
40% 4 60-65% (Zadrazil, 1984) u@ﬂ@ﬂﬂﬁu Wudﬁﬁy@ Coprinus sp., Pleurotus florida, Pleurotussajor-
caju waz Sporotrichum pulverulentum snxnsafinlUsARTHiuN19E9 wazsndasTunnsmsdnuunuie
(solid state fermentation, SSF) Tasfiszsznigvsiniiunan 14, 21 uay 30 51 Taswudinaeding uazans
ﬁ@ﬁﬁm‘aﬁuqaﬁu (P<0.05) uazBifinasarmstoals Wisdnafiingaud@e Pleurotus sajor-caju THen
Tusfingage (P<0.05) Uannouaniiu uazanluimaglasanasidntios (P>0.05) WHaninifiaan 30 4
(Usem13, 2536)

Hadder et al. (1992) naassnntsinadunan 30 54 TnatiE@e white rot fungi 3 29im Ao
Cyathus stercoreus ATCC-36910, Pharerochaete chrysosporium BKM W& Pleurotus sajor-caju 357 11
aandnuuuwislaet¥donaesly wazaduaesnaeding wudadn in vitro dry matterdisappearance
(IVDMD) LﬁN%uLﬁu 49% WAy 46.3% Lfiﬂsf“gﬁl,%@ Cyathusstercoreus (Cs) ATCC-36910 was Pleurotus
sajor-caju (Ps) 357 ANNANAL

daunnafnennistddasntunnaninnieTundasingu Tnemnwnztulssmalnadeiisnda
Chanjula et al. (2015) THAnEANT5I93ayAELTR Lm:@mmm\ammﬁﬂmmqsﬁumzﬁufﬁﬁuﬁwﬁﬂﬁfmL%ﬂ
91 91UAU 6 ¥H@ (Pleurotus ostreatus, Pleurotus djamor, Lentinus squarrosulus, Schizophyllum
commune, Lentinus polychrous, W& Lentinus sajor-caju ATHATAL) WL L%/’ﬂ‘m Lentinus sajor-caju
(LSo) axanadayFAndnguang (P< 0.05) wansinid vinbiuaunaesanbusaglaaanas uass
B aulUafuiad (P<0.05) WAz NIna UAZADLE (2559) AnbnaTesazALN TUUANnTmeiniZe
37 (Lentinus sajor-caju, LSc) e mnsnanATUFIY (TMR) 52611 30% FaU3unmn15ARH Laziuunue
Tavilunszuaidanuns TmﬂT%LLW:zgfmmﬁmﬁm—u@ﬂﬂ@wﬁﬂu 50% LWAE WU9M3zALYeae iUl ds
SnomTnidesvi 4 sviu GifinasieUsunanisin i AYBNIRG U USsnaunisanlfsesiimin
§a (% BW) uazniafulFnsusanlansuiminuuuesdn (g/kg BWO™®) (sifimanuumn@neneadin (P>
0.05) WBNIINHNLI ﬂ'ﬁﬂfJ"I:NLﬂuﬂ‘iﬂ—@‘h@?‘l&ﬂ‘i:m"l:ﬁgmu glucose, insulin, beta-hydroxybutyrate
(BHBA), BUN uazen PCV Talflaansiumnsinemnsadidl (P> 0.05) s1nnafinunidenisidansnsnagulidn
sl TuUngusinsimsni@esnfiszdy 30 % WanansznuseUsNmn1sAulE uasmunue lavilu
ReAUNE ¥ueafieafuni1sAnE12e9 Fazaeli et dl. (2002) 7ilEnnmsAnE3eufieunasesnisld
WrsdnaaAninidasmawnnedinaad @svau 0-30% DM) WudnHAAHuAnA1esUSu1mnIs
Auldasndaes wazniadanlivaslnmzile finssduresnsinaaaninidesn atnslafinn ngudl
TH5use@y FTOPF uanndn 20% fusalinusuisinisfuldanasuslsinanunnsnaduy a1q
Fpannan ndv warsaEiviinansesmstulndushsmdndes IndAeetiuseewees Fazael
and Talebian Masoodi (2008) #ivinnnsAnmanistndnaaandinigasnenasfuifisonanan (spent

wheat straw, SPWS) NALNWANINE19878 (0-30% DM) WLIIN15 1% SPWS fisedy 20% (Ninasie
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Usasn1aAulAaesinguie uazLAanon1sAulians DM, OM, CF, ADF uag NDF usinnsti SPWS
N1AN91 20% WUINHUSNIN13ARTE waznnsdes (Freslnauranasadiie@foyieadia (P< 0.05)
o9anniinan uazaazn® snfin 204zi Adamovic et dl. (1998) 31891371 MFANLENBsBINeE9
AN a7 (fazau 17% DM) TinaseUsnisnisinld winudnnisivnsinamansinidesnd

326U 17% fuavinlidnsanisadeydvlndesuanasetnaitiaddnydmeadi (P< 0.01)

1
a oA

wanNanH gafini9de19AuNI I un i Ny sz anBnm TunnansTn LRZAMAINI
8719119 Tne Streeter et al. (1982) nsinWsinaanadiag e Pleurotus ostreatus San iU @auLAT St
Erwinia carotovara wudnAnnisdee [isann 32.7% i 47.7% (P<0.05) Singh and Gupta (1979) Ta
8 Lactobacillus planarum sstusaunanzasinsiratundiunan Tagvinasminduasn 35 54 wudd

fUBnIMaINIALANANANAIN 1.6 111 2.18% warnda [@rusze (HiAnan 3.6 1w 6.54% 594

qAuBewg el THun dad Seaansalfifiuunadanfinliduedwad i dasandiu fung ing

9 U

%4 class ascomycetes au1sata3ey v tuannfifesndian uazliisandian dadiduunaslusiu
uaAmAndia Jlusfiudszinn 40% spadminuisesdad uazit3innensnesiuladugs uslu
A9 BNEad WeMNRRIARN1TIiATBIanUITENe 20% 289 crude protein nitrogen THEFFANNAN

damaes nucleic acid Bed B nAWIuesdnd enafinilgminisiisessssiuginuadnatu

A9TUALABA (Charline, 2000) BIFINAADFUNINIBINA

TngagUannnisasnaenasasdinlidn aunsnld@eqaunadene antiluniafingmen

(%
-

vaanmn iU msneuieduemisdndineaded ad1elsinie Jeqinlusamalnadalis

| |
= N

smmaaastaiilFfnsiEnisTulduiniuiidunisisngmatlagdsnismisgann Tnsaniznisly

v 12 ¥ 1
P=3 = o o = =

maniingesrasqawEdnmaassassudndieades doll efneidinsiingmamielngue

e &

matloald uazansanamnIanas naeassiadunimeassusnfidnisnefestunisnanly
Uit uaznlulrdiiniiiouniafisgmurmislnne Tnesnistinaindessesqannadh
manandpdirsaaas TnansfnunasintusUuuuansnnsldemads vaieWilsdoyatignias uaz
sindedarieiinunansfiassdndifendesulssmamesmnsminanianaaosd U unaaimmn
diuunasamnaneny e lilugaamnasunisnandndieadediesnaiugUesm uasluszansnm
salulupunnn Bnviaie W Adoyafugmiasinlugnisimminisldus Tominatuudusigg
HnmainaasrlngAsniandanmlueimisnanasudan niaimisnandniagl (ota mixed
ration, TMR) drnfuiasslaiile Taun nszfle uny wazunssialy Tnedanyfigiude nislinasly
qaunAdTungs white rot fungi asnsaLRNAasAIslaTIL uaznnstias Haasnte U dinigey

WeinmsEdngauiliumumdeninisineasdueinnsdndliodehiiss@nsam wazl¥soniu

[%

moALENT IugUuuUaNMNINENATUATM (TMR) Ad9aLindss @B nnszUaunIamsdniunssinizg

1%

[N URZNINARAASANID DN ANNAHAR UAZANNTWIBIHE Wazuna N TaUIR (A lneTamis

A fluviasdin
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uni 3
ad o a a v
TEANHRNI9ITY
MaAANNIATaASIH Namaasswivesnidunimeassdesy el Fdayanndnglszacd
FeluusdarnanaansfisnaaziBaananaes lngunwaunisisenialilasen1s “wazas fungal

treatment Gi@ﬂ’lﬁiiﬂf:l?ﬁ‘ll@\‘liﬂ’ﬁuz NSLUIRNTITRNN LL@SNNiiﬂﬂ’lWﬂ’TiNam’ﬂ@\‘iLL‘WZ"Q‘H” T@]il

HaiuluEesnisild uasmunomneMnsluhdasinfdindndas @an ugrsonmsunaila oy

v v
! 2 o A

o A X - o X X aa A
am1sfdegwiestiulunisfianandnuesdadinendes Tnenisfnuassilfifianssunisideuns
@ v v ' o &

saniilwindadasy fufl

3.1 nMsAnunsties (s uazaunaulnsiauluune

1. UNHATTNAREYS LALNFNVIARDY

W UHNUNITNARBIULIL X3 TRINRLFUNYINEMANYIRTH (3x3 Replicated Latin Square Design)
Tnafingunaaa (treatment) inpmnsnaass wailu 3 gas sl

a1aAaasl 1 (T1: nguAUAN) a1vnsUsenaudiaanisluldrdnsuiilndn (untreated ol

palm frond, UOPF)

¥ v
o o o/ =)

mmiwmmﬁ' 2(T2) 9 TUUIENUN uﬁmﬂﬁqmﬁmq (fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPF)

21119MAa897 3 (13) nTudduiiufindnéiaeiinansandug e 1% (fungal treated ol
palm frond with 1% urea, FTOPFU)

Tunanaaes Bulsszaznainianeassesnidu 3 dasniamaaes (period) Instuusiazdamnis
naaBdlEnan 21 9 unenaanwndalFsuiiadelunimeansaunsuynngueng

2. ARINARDBY URTNTIANTT

Tunzgawaniudeana 91uau 6 da fongnaeiszinos 12 Wau Tnsunsfhimindamas

g 1 @

33.5+1.7 Alansu udUsudndneudniunaaasl@iiinisdagidianeiinisusnuaznislu
(vermax) §m31n13THen 2 Radansseminga 50 Alansn uasiinlmnfin Ad (AD.E) $R1n13tHen
2 AaRART fBANA3 uﬂﬂmﬂ‘i‘:Tﬁﬁﬂm‘zé‘mf‘?ﬂéﬁmﬁ@ﬂmﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁmGiﬂﬁziﬂﬁiﬁﬁLm' Tadulspnauan
g

3. NS HBAISARIIARDY

1. 3r8eUSudmd (adjusting period) IMN1TFNARINARBIATNUNUNTTNARBIULY 3 X 3
Replicated Latin Square Design Tagdmdazlfiuanniamungamaaasiduingn 14 5 amnsfitilunis
naassiiuamnananasUsan (TMR) fifldndauamnsiudeanmnsneny (UOPF, FTOPF uwas FTOPFU)
70:30 Tagtinialutdamindusuununimaaes graamnsduiilusiuneiy 15 wesidud Taagns
mm‘ia‘j‘izﬁuiﬂﬁmmimm ATUATNAINABINITYBIUNE AN AU 2D NRC (1981) UNEyNAIgN
FstunandafienlEsuninisetnedassy Wevinn1sdaniusuianisiuliedsdasy (voluntary feed
intake) Trguwtanisiianseaniiu 2 1nan e Faadliamnsiaan 08.00 u. wartasdie Wiamns
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% l [ ° <& % v v <o d' a = & I
1981 16.00 1. Iestun1a iamnagaedn vinnnase v () wasdanmisiivan (waadin) was o
Unevinni9deannns i (i) wavdeammnafvide (naadn) Wesi lUniUsnnon1sdiulEuusazin
o o = Aa 4' @ 4' = & 9] & % a a v o1 %
Tﬂf-mﬂm‘sﬂvmuwmmmmmmiwsﬁwLmzmmﬁwmmmmmmuwnmu UsN1ounisanlfdadu

Auanilegns

ﬂ%mmmsﬁuﬁai@%’u(%“mquﬁq) = A5 IAEREA (TRQUIY) — amanRanad (Tnguii) +

2 [ s 2 =l < s 2
T’J"I‘Vi"ﬁ?‘VWI@JHLﬂ% ('Wlill,l,‘l’i\‘l) - ATNITLNNDABULEU ('Jﬁ'IQLL‘VI\‘l)

Ko o o oA A ¥ o o a 0 L8
Tm:muﬂmag?uﬂiwqmewummmm%}mummLfm’] LRTHNTINTIATTHNECBIABWUIVING

H (Fn-1fin) uazinanazenaan ludaadynu

Table 3.1 Ingredients and chemical composition of experimental diets (% DM basis)

Experimental diets

ltem UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU

UOPF' 30.0 - -
FTOPF - 30.0 -
FTOPFU - - 30.0
Ground corn, GC 45.0 45.0 45.0
Soybean meal, SBM (44% CP) 7.3 7.3 7.3
Fish meal, 55% CP 0.4 0.4 0.4
Leucaena leave meal, LLM 7.0 7.0 7.0
Palm kernel cake, PKC 7.0 7.0 7.0
Molasses 21 2.1 2.1
Dicalcium phosphate 0.4 0.4 0.4
Salt 0.2 0.2 0.2
Mineral and vitamin mix3 0.7 0.7 0.7
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Estimated nutrients (%)

Cp 15.0 15.0 15.0
TDN 76.0 76.0 76.0
Cost, bath/kg* 10.2 10.8 11.4

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea.

SMinerals and vitamins (each kg contains): Vitamin A: 10,000,000 IU; Vitamin E: 70,000 IU; Vitamin D: 1,600,000 IU;
Fe: B0 g; Zn: 40 g; Mn: 40 g; Co: 0.1 g; Cu: 10 g; Se: 0.1¢g; I: 0.5 g.

“Metabolizable energy (ME) = TDN x 0.04409 x 0.82. (NRC, 1981).
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'8 1

2. szazifiusiaagng (collection period) izﬂzﬁﬁmﬂguuﬂ‘idLNVIﬁﬁTUﬁG‘ﬁN (metabolism crates) 11
maUsudRd s mnAaatunsadunat 2 Juusn uazlugae 5 umds vhnisfiusaedeeng ya
wazilaanasfnsiatuiugas 5 uresudazgaan19maass AABNMERULLLTMEA (total collection)
(Schnieder and Flatt, 1975) wazvinn1sifiuassmansinnazimizninuazidan inil 21 (Tugadine)
IDIUFAZENNTNARDI (WNFHDMN3 AR INNGNNABIm BNt SuRS ualHiRes 90 wasidud
291 Buoun AU Erionna lugassz e Sudng Welidndmasssfiuemmanuamudnsaniiciue i
NANNARD

4. maiudiays wazmsiiufIeeng

4.1 mMafiufetineens

duifufantvamisnanaUdunalaA dansiaz 3 Fufnseiu veamnaniti (d-1h)
wazpwngiide (F-1fn) ndsenduinllenfigomgd 100 asradue Wuaan 24 alue e
ﬁﬂmmmmﬁlwﬂﬁmquﬁq Tagsimnusunisiulieasdmiluudasiu LLmﬁﬂmuwﬁwmjuLﬁ‘ummwi
ALAWNITVIARDY LLﬁQﬁﬁfﬂﬂuﬁqmmﬁ 60 asrades Winan 72 $alne uasitlUuasiuazungs
210 1 faAmAs Weni UAmssimesdszneuntond wu Faguite (dry matter, DM) TdsFlumeny
(crude protein, CP) 181 (Ash) ANAEN19289 AOAC (1995) uazaLAT1ii neutral detergent fiber (NDF),
acid detergent fiber (ADF) tag acid detergent lignin (ADL) AnxA5n15289 Van Soest et al. (1991)

] ¥
4.2 MFFIEIRUNTRINARDI

| |
= o/

Fuimindasnaasaiiusium 3 asstuusazdasniannassiensedt 1 Fetendnaunaass
Hugnenendnsras Sudninaassdaemanaseddt 1 59a5f 2 nasannUSLARduazasindnddunss
s UATN UAZASIT 3 NEIAINIEEANITNARDI IUAAZEINTMARES fie nAIeINITLSIDE1IUNNSS
wnsluddy vinnnsaniiudin m@ﬂmuﬂ‘izﬁqLﬂ%mwmmLﬁ'@@m'ﬁmﬁ'ﬂumeﬁmﬁﬂﬁwm
AR INAAD

4.3 MSTANAZASEHINUAIBL192BIUARITINATTNISAEN (rumen fluid)

guifudaadsasmanlunsziniznidn (rumen fluid) 2e9dndnaaasusazngunAansfiiagn 0
uaz 4 Falusresniatiamnsresingaringansusiazazaznaaas Tanasniati stomach tube $9niv
vacuum pump U3H1e4 100 wa. Hundaataansiiungn-dreviuiilag ¥ pH meter (HANNA instruments
HI 98153 microcomputer pH meter) UATVAIANNIN useBamaIannnssnnzsnasmdu 2 dau e

fawii 1 iUl TzHol 40 ARART BN IM H,S0, 91491 1 RaRAATA8289MA9INTHNW 10
fAaadns Wongantainaesqanad siluthumies (centrifuge) asmanuida 3000 sousiamit i
A1 15 1t iU aNIEdIsTila (supernatant) iUTHsEHADs 20-35 Aadans i luifuTugududs
gomnfiazanos 20 asraaides e [UAnazsiuenliie -Tulasi9s (ammonia-nitrogen, NH;-
N) Tn ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ’iﬂ@%u (Bremner and Keeney, 1965) Tmﬂsf%’m%m KJELTEC AUTO 2200 Analyzer (Foss,

TECATOR) wazaa9wialdndanniiasir[Udmsnssinnnsa lasuszmea (fvianua (total volatile fatty acid,
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TVFA) uaznan (usiussme Eiade liud nsmez@fin (acetic acid, C,) namlwsReain (propionic acid,
C) waznsmdafidn (butyric acid, C,) Tnel¥1A399 HPLC (Hewlett Packard) 1sznausing water 510 pump
(Millipore), UV Detector 210nm., ODS reverse phase column (5L, 40x250mm) AALUaIAIN3EN19289
Samuel et al. (1997)

daud 2 Vin15guiiy 1 AaAAn5 LAN 10% formaldehyde 9 AaAans o TUns99sTy
U5291n998UN34 (total direct count) THun wuatidy (bacteria) 15 lndn (protozoa) Laz@asn (fungi)
Tmeil¥ Haemacytometer 231@ 400 %89 (haemacytometer H2W1A 1A x 879 x An = 1x1x0.1 mm) lag
ynsiunuafide 20 teadnluunonzuseyn Tagdy 2 sufeviAaien1aisnisaes Galyean
(1989) daluslndauazi@osminniaiiu 1 9eelng) Tagvinnsiuimun 25 geenans Tevinieiulus
Tndauaz zoospores tunnsriutindasqanssend (Olympus BX5TTRF, No. 2804492, Olympus optical Co.
Ltd., Japan) Trnasenese wafiBauazdesnMnnasmans 400 win (40x) Tuslpdalifnasmens 100
Wi (10x) ¥nneiiu 2 91 gRgataiemaAnsasesssssing

4.4 mMsguNusIatfen

Fudaatnden Maan 0 uay 4 Fluessnistinmiseasiugaiinsrasudazazsznaaes
Taaifiuanniduidennnvejusiameas (ugular vein) U3u1ed 3 wa. Yanannfiiianniay (heparinized)
WatlpamilFidenufosa naseniusiundumies (centrifuge) finanaiSasay 3,000 sausewit %
19&1 10 Wiiluazifiugan plasma T@I’ﬁu’ﬁuum@qﬁqmwgﬁ ~20 eAITABYE WDIETATIE i aTAL
g5e-nlmsianlu@en (blood urea-nitrogen, BUN) (Crocker, 1967)

4.5 msguinusisadilaanz

mafiutlaanashuasdndagunnsasmsnluads Tagvinnnsifiufiadeii 5 lugasgavinauss
srazifiudnatnalindnafuuuniomnn Tneldmarafinaunang 5 ans Fefinngunaasnnely
vufananafinanesasiuilaaitzaanniaan aaufinnsadandn 1M H,S0, Tudndan 1M H,S0, fin
flagnnz 1: 10 Weiunedsiilnnauluiiaszuas 50 pH savilaanziidiagssdng 2-3 el
mqlmﬁ@ﬂ‘zﬁmmf«gz‘iw’%ﬁﬁ%Lﬁﬁfﬂﬂmﬂmﬂﬂmwuﬁfuﬂﬂqu yinnnasaUBuaaana T [ uusas
Fauazvinniagaufulivszanos 10 iwefidudansiiasazimun e lUsandudud 2, 3, 4 uaz 5
wdiniagudnasiszanns 5 wesidud udnildduuieeiinnma 3000 seudown? win 15 und
Fuanazaals nasaniiu shlvAnssinusanablaseulntiaaazniaisniszes AOAC (1995)
WeaARszimaasanna lpsiau (nitrogen balance) sief)

4.6 MsguINUAIBL9NA

Euvinniafunsenduniafuilasias Ty 5 Sufndedulugesineaesnimaass
ABnafiuuuusionse (total collection) Tnavinnagifulugasid 1aan 06.30 w. Tnaniaduimiinga
s nafufinnsnsyadeagfnmasnsainsasiiaany doufuiinisagaynadidifuuag

WAL 2 dau Aa
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1 { & o ° { o { A g

A9t 1: 1fulayannd 100 n3u N laudt 100 asrwaes Wunan 24 49lus 1iNeAnans
minguisesyanduaeaanu iuudasdu

[l 4 & £ ¢ @ < ¥ o & | o o & 2 A

Aaui 2: 1HulFlsenn 5 LﬂmL%umﬂmmwuﬁﬁﬂwmmsﬁmmamu P lAuT37 —20 agan

o & I 53’ o/ 9 o & ~ cgl 1 ' ] 1 cil & £
AN VITN19AUEHHEeRASTY 5 QHLLZ\]’JM’TH@VNMN@T‘LAU‘W’]M‘V]L‘VI"Iﬂu“ZI@\‘iLLG]@:ﬂ@NVI@@ﬂGVILﬂUT’JN’]
v ¥ o o 1 & &< s 3 o | @, o
ﬂqﬂTmLﬁﬂﬂu inaguiuanass 5 wasiduduazinluaud 60 avasa@aadunan 48 $1lus waa
AUNTIRLWIFRY LR [UuARIuezLNT9TWIa 0.1 Aadimng Was [UAlrszinasdlsznauniaadl
1 = o/ a '8 '3 a c!l o o 1 v ad

EURYITUN1TA9Y NI a AU naUNNLAS IanT et [UAua Nt as [EauAsnngae

Schnieder and Flatt (1975) faaunasie s

matias[FaeeTnguis (%) = 100 - 100 x (Wnringatsuuk)

WNWHRNIDIBTINNSANRUSU LA

nadesFaaslnme (%) = 100 ~100 x (%lomusluya x sivdnyaSiuka)

% Tnaneuannig x HIMInNaaIa1nsAANLS LA

5. M3AATERiayaneatia

ﬁﬁ%ﬂg@ﬁfﬁ@qﬂﬂniwmmﬁmmuﬁLmﬁﬁxﬁmmq’mLmﬁﬂ‘mmmu Analysis of Variance
(ANOVA) ainHUNKRNI9ARa8y 3 x 3 Replicated Latin Square Design Tael% Proc GLM wazi3euiiiey
m’mLLGmGi’N‘Ll’ﬂ\Wi'ILﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁjmmmaﬂdﬁ'zﬂﬁ% Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (Steel and Torrie,

1980)

3.2 mMaAneIn1sasyAulaluune
1. ARINARDILALAUNTTNAND
3 ‘ﬂej o v 1 dgj =" Y O o/ %j o/ o/ Ail

NISVNARBIASIH mmiﬁﬂwﬂmﬂmmz’gugﬂwmwummme_jmmu 18 A9 (WINHNALRAY
18.7+2 nn.) lagyinnigiagsuns waandaifigasniin e uan 18 Aan N luAanilsnein 519819150a
aMWNIMEIUUENEeNaINiW uidndoanidu 3 nguvaasy (treatments) NGNNTVAABIBENNAY 6 41
T3 18 #n lagungyndafsunisaianendnietusauas dadudeeiulsainuazindesuas
mw’gmwm%mﬁﬁﬂﬁuﬁ B89 1NATA IHTEMINNITNAREY HUNUNITNARBILUL Randomized complete
block design T@ﬁﬁmjwmm (treatment) 11aNTTENY (ATHSIRRZEYA S 3.1)

2. NFIANITUANAINARDY

ynsuUsudndnenEaemmaanaiaduasfugnsomnsdiuean 15 5w TaeTRlHsuamns
= @ & Y & A o v Y |
mzumwmszmuqmmmwmmmawl (ad libitum) Tmmm%fmummimuﬂqmmm
M7 I UN 19 AaeIduaI R TNaNATUAIN (TMR) ISl dadauatnisiusannnianaiy (UOPF,

FTOPF way FTOPFU) 70:30 %1n139aU3nnmiannnsiiasldiuusassu (voluntary feed intake) Tnads
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8197 wazamafindernalugeadn uaztanduresiudall vinniaaansuin 90 du ufin
Usnnaemsiiunsinaasnsrazinainimaaes Tnedeiiminevisfimae udnlu udasiian
FnaamnuinaninainlFE luusazdy falminuasiuiinnswdsuu aseesimingaunsyne 2
#ansd ilevidieyanAnasinidnainiaei auiuln Weoasudmunieiinisguunenguas 3 @
sinsndrunas Tnsaaomnaunsdimaan 24 Falue Fslinfianrenuads uazvinnistunazaon
fin9q 2099719018 wilvmneandu 2 dou ﬁWﬂﬁ%’\iﬁmﬁﬂﬁmﬂqu wdasihsndausouuuang laggin
wivgrnidudaudnauialng 8 8 daw THur Aa (neck) 21 (leg) Wadu (oin) §lAs9 (rack) ha
(shoulder) w3 (shank) an (breast) wazwiiad (flank) wdadsimmindausineg emmIlesdusdann
ANNADNTUBIGNDNIA (2537)
5. dimayaitvinunfnen

3.1 Sminfiseasses (Average daily gain, ADG)

= W gaving - Wi Eudu
SN TTRE
3.2 ﬁmﬁﬂﬂﬁmﬁﬂummmﬁmﬁﬂ (Feed conversion ratio, FCR)
= WU DINN9
W34 i
3.3 Uan1un19iulA (Feed intake, F)
- UBMee 97N — UBnnoiemnaTiide
3.4 (s 1dudann = 1434 %70 X 100
Wi J7in
4. NFUATNLEDYANIFTH
G T NI BRI RA AR AW aY Y HI N fwﬁﬂq&]ﬁw dminsiauis fna1nnie3eyduln
Usasn1aAuld dmsingnn daninedeazntelusineg daninanfidauss Araammnaes e,
waa Toshugaatins Audindndnilodu Aruseiaruie Tnan19asnziaannudssan (Analysis of
variance, ANOVA) BINHULKRHNTTMARBILLL Randomized complete block design uwazilaauiiigumans

UANANYBIANAREIBINGNNARBIAILAD Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (Steel and Torrie, 1980)

7. gaRfivinn1snaass muﬁuﬁ”@ga

1. NNAAUNE NTARTIARIANEAT ADEVITWEINTTITHINR NNNAVEIRYRIZRTUATUYIS TNEUNUR
A e 90110

2. Na9UJURN1TIAIITAAUAIND NIRRT NIATTIFRIATTAT ATNINYINTFTITHINR

NMNANYNALAIIAINABENS Angiamnaa e 90110
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3. T99nanamNT&ng PRI ERIMERS ANENSNENNTTTINIR NN ANEFURIIATUATUNS
Angaania e 90110

4. NAREINNITIANITARFANY AENTNEINTFITHEIR NNNINLIRYFIIRINATUNS ANYIA
A me) 90110

5. AONHATERNNATNINARMEH I AMLNENEINTTITNIF NNTANNFHRIRTUASUNS
Agaania ey 90110

6. HavUfIRN931ATAANNINDINNT NIABTIANENAERSNN3BT9NT WAL LNTUINTT At

ANUFNFRNS LAZIVIAILIAE NV ALEITATHASINS AVEailnaii 94000

8. SLYLLIRININISITY

FLYLIRYIINIGITY ARIAN W.A. 2558 — AU W.A. 2559
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unh 4

HANISNARDY WAZITITOI

aenesasit 1 nsfnuinistan i nszuauntain wazanaaulnsauluune

4.1.1 893U seNaUNNAR2BIDINITVIAREY

HANNAIATIZADS AL NBLVN AR UENgRTBNMNTHENLEST (total mixed ration, TMR) AT T1ANS
neass fszneudssininaue nndandes Tunsenn nnidetusdaundusini uaznasly
Un&usinsumdin uazlindnidas (Toble 4.1.1) wudnfidadsasdngui (OM) Tushumey (CP) uaz
Tusts (E6) TndiAssiu TaeilusumenuagTugeg 15.12-15.35% uazlusiunghutas 3.42-3.98% vl
1ti199% (ash) ngs FTOPF uaz FTOPFU fengendn usiniisirad (NDF) anlwizaglad (ADF) uaz@niu
(ADL) fensinndn Taesidnagtudas 43.89-46.33, 23.19-25.79 uay 10.01-12.27% Awddiu spnn
uANFEEY CP, EE, ash Uy NDF uazeaMlsznausing anaiiiasanann annausnsnsresdngiveinis
dnditindnduaznaulugnaaimis uazdadauildtugns Tasanwaz OPF, FTOPF waz FTOPFU 7ilH

WEsuieuTunmeasspssifiasdusenavaadn Tustu uazanadalafuansnei (Table 4.1)

Table 4.1.1 Chemical composition of the experimental diets, oil palm frond (OPF), and fungal treated oil palm frond

(FTOPF)
Dry matter basis, % Dietary treatments' OPF FTOPF FTOPFU
UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU

DM? 95.29 95.21 94.94 52.43 50.83 50.54
Ash 5.30 6.12 6.19 6.49 7.40 7.24
oM 94.70 93.88 93.81 93.51 92.60 92.76
cP 15.12 15.30 15.35 4.62 7.24 7.58
EE 3.98 3.83 3.42 1.99 1.87 1.89
NSC 3 29.27 30.15 31.15 2.88 11.69 15.15
NDF 46.33 44.60 43.89 84.02 71.80 68.14
ADF 25.34 24.79 23.19 70.12 57.39 56.58
ADL 12.27 10.60 10.01 25.17 2413 24.01
Hemicellulose 4 20.99 19.81 20.70 13.90 14.41 11.56
Cellulose ° 13.07 14.19 13.18 44.95 33.26 32.57

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = fungal treated oil palm frond with
1% urea, OPF = oil palm frond.

2 DM: dry matter; OM: organic matter; CP: crude protein; EE: ether extract; NSC: non-structural carbohydrate; NDF: neutral
detergent fiber; ADF: acid detergent fiber; ADL: acid detergent lignin.

% Estimated: NSC = 100—(CP + NDF + EE + Ash)

4 Estimated: Hemicellulose = NDF-ADF

® Estimated: Cellulose = ADF-ADL
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ann1TRaziesAlssnauntaafiaasnielu gt lingdn (untreated oil paim frond,
UOPF) nsTutndasingudinsindng @asn (fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPF) uazyns TN §unsd
‘lﬁﬂﬂﬁ’)m%@ﬁﬁ‘i’luﬁ/u%ﬁﬁ (fungal treated oil palm frond with 1% urea, FTOPFU) Wu41 HATLANGINTTH
ot FTOPF uaz FTOPFU flanlnmuzungmdnquivisznaudaeduniadng wivaad anlunaglas
uazAniusnndn OPF wifidnudn uazlafiugendn sfinasdmislnmizuas UOPF, FTOPF uaz FTOPFU
Fumnseiulneanisniiogad $9n19ana9wes NDF Wy ADF 81993ii89n191niZa9 18181308y any
wilsad (cell wall) dietiduunserasnnduen Wesen@esmuisalasuandlulamesi biazanein
T (insoluble carbohydrate) 1iumsTulamsniiazaneut(¥ (soluble carbohydrate) el AaiAananaan
gpaandlulsnsaiiazanein(§ (soluble carbohydrate) wazazanen i (insoluble carbohydrate) T4
OPF T¥ aenA&asfius1e911289 Singh (1990); Fazaeli et al. (2004) Fafiudaslaaianizat NDF uay
ADF figefandaming uBsauiuusunounisinld uazniseos(# Tupmnssasdad (Hort and Wanapat,
1992) a04zft USnnns uazaninnaaslusinfigeinasarsunnisinld uaznisinilisslomieg
&nd wazenansznuse lneusA i SuFaennusuisnisfulianfezsdona BilnsuA i suanlusag
peing(afiny N1sEaaaangns NDF uay ADF ?lmL%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂqqmLmﬂ@mﬁuﬁuﬂgﬁuwmﬁﬁ@é’ﬂ 12U 1e
28918891 (Jalc et dl., 1996; Zadrazil et dl., 1996) ¥ANNI1HW F918914N138AR9289 ADL Tun1edinng
aATIVENFFae@as0 P. pulmonarius W% P. sajor-caju (Moyson and Verachtert, 1991) WATLAAN TN
ﬂ’m"l‘iﬂﬁiﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁu?uﬂ’m%%fﬁﬁdﬁ@ﬂLW]TT‘LI 61.7% il Tionnnaglas (N7 wazwanduns, 2551)
u0uzdt Anlusfnaasngs FTOPF uay FTOPFU qendangs UOPF faii nnsideiinfiuasn
(Lentinus sajor-caju, LSc) msﬁ%l,ﬁ'@Lﬁuqmmwmﬂfnfrﬁ?ﬁﬁ’u OPF iwdupmsdmdanusafislussin
1% 14.02% TnelUsfniiistuenaiiesann nslesilssneuiiiuamduenzesinsinyi iimminess
wrstinagaunitonaluFeintidndaunasllsfingsdu uaneint iWasianunsaidsuaiseiunad
Tulpsianlniylidiuanstunadiulasauld inlhdndamasauadlnaaugsdu aonndesiy
57897289 Ragunathan et dl. (1996) AinudnBunadlusfinlunnsdnainge AINA A ADININYBIBINNT
90U Fanpfestiun1afnuIas Fazael et ol. (2004) 51899191 Wsdinaaafvansdsna dasansnan
\fin CP Lﬁ@Lﬂ%ﬁULﬁﬂuﬁ’umjumuqu FNBUREATLNNTANEIZ0INTR WATMIATWNS (2551) inaaes
Tvnsdnanitnacadofinsfinsneg Tunnedng 13 oia Hunan 28 3u nudfnggmuaiansaiis
Usalusiulumngtingann 4.2% u 6.3% uazannandesaninbmnedingligefigauiniu 61.7%
vouril Wedasiraglas dedndanngaliduunasanndssnnly widoisfioaglasdniien
WBNAINHW NUF1Te Coprinus sp., Pleurotus florida , Pleurotus sajor-caju W& ¢ Sporotrichum
pulverulentum sxnsiinlUsARTH U9 uazsmdesTunmamtnuuwis (solid state fermentation,
ssp) Tnsfiszazniandnidiunan 14, 21 uaz 30 u Taswudaneiing wazrudondluafugedn

o v

(P<0.05) uazliilnasnnisdoa(d daunnedinafiviingaends Pleurotus sajor-caju WianTuUsRngagn

a o/ o

(P<0.05) (52613, 2536) aaAANaIALI189142a98940 0] (2543) A19718974N15 TR AWI9RA
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&8930 wudRnAmAeinguzassudnls Tnafinusundusfiugeundnunf 3.95% (v 8.38%
wazan1saanUFunoutsledoniiiuniunsd wisnnsaan Bundninifidniies (Karunanandaa
et al., 1995) aeslsfinn AosAmlnTuzeaTuiuiladasineg ww angasieiisianvinuis douees
= A 3 A % o % PR o/ ' o & o
fy pondluniafiuifien nsredne Tedawandenfitanndeay gania n1sdmfuinen uazann

) [
AINF LUUAN

4.1.2 U‘%mmmsﬁu&'@qLLﬁﬂTﬁmiw%mz warlsnisntsnu e lnyuzaInaInis
s ¥ o A o v ¥ = g @ A . .
INNITANEY HAVBINN LU F NN NFae @857 wisdawWinfulasn (Lentinus sajor-

caju, LSo) Tugmasmnananiaiatsznaudsagasi 1 fe gastinisludiduuidi (UOPF) wingns

=

ATUAN gATT 2 AD N9 LU R NN S 981 Ea51 (FTOPF) was gnfl 3 Ao N9 LU R NHNTHT

1% o

nanfegas1saniug e (FTOPFU) siaudunaunisfiulfvionun (Tanguiie) neiidadudunouais
(kg/d) wazAauUasidudaasinminga (%BW) niansudaflansuuinsdnununuadn (gkg WO™)
2BIUNYNNGN (Table 4.1.2) wudlfAnuuansineii (P>0.05) ufidniFunnainisfinlsviaunzangs

FTOPF uaz FTOPFU gendnngs UOPF Taensanmuntsfulaismnasidegtugas 0.992-1.095 Alansy

[% 2

! o/ 1 o/ 3 a o/ 2 a 4 a =4 o/ a o/ -4 a
AALUINABAIND I V]’]ui’NLG‘IEI’Jﬂ'LI‘ﬂ‘iNWMﬂ’W‘iﬂu\tﬂﬂ@\‘iTﬂ%u:Z (EHW‘SEJ’JGIQ T‘U‘i@]u WNINLTARN LLﬂzﬂﬂI‘H

Lmzﬂ@ﬂ) WL THAAIHLANE19TH (P>0.05) aMNHANTITIAAAIASIRLEAS AW 81797 ety

| '
A= CA= o v

UngusinsTuiinenéaedasn ez UL SN Nﬂﬂ’mL%@‘E"l‘i'mﬁ‘i_l%L%HTMZ;WI‘?@"IWYENNNLN%@

2 v !
4 L=t 02

AOIUNE LAY 30 1a51Fud NANasaUBN10in19ARlFEIING F9id N9 15719 UL S NHN AN

Faedasnugaspmnsandinendss araduuwmimiisfienafindnaninns Ennslundasing &

o/

mgAuNanans [F7Nnwinstiunalé

Table 4.1.2 Effects of diet on feed intake of goats (Exp. 1)

Item Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®
UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

DMI (kg/d)

Total DMI, kg/d 0.992 1.051 1.095 0.10 0.38 0.66

DMI, %BW 2.98 3.14 3.33 0.18 0.18 0.37

DMI, g/kg WO 71.69 75.64 79.79 5.28 0.22 0.45

OM!I, kg/d 0.930 0.984 1.053 0.09 0.28 0.46

CPI, kg/d 0.153 0.171 0.191 0.02 0.07 0.22

NDFI, kg/d 0.462 0.476 0.507 0.04 0.44 0.49

ADFI, kg/d 0.246 0.253 0.260 0.02 0.60 0.77

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond with 1% ureaq,
FT = Fungal treated.
2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

5 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4.1.3 AMHFINISOIHANSHaY (S LarlSNIanTsHKiauaslnuueiitias (& KanIs
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wmmmqsfumzﬁmﬁqﬁuﬁmﬁﬂﬁwL%ﬂﬁunqmﬁ@qmqﬁmﬂmLﬂ%@ﬁiﬂé‘f’wﬁzﬁw%mﬁﬂfmffﬁ"ﬂm
Tnouy uwazlnauzsaniidos lHoasuns (Table 4.1.3) wudndwuszansniastles lheaslnaus (DM, OM, CP,
NDF, ADF uag ADL) §Aansunnsnafiv (P<0.05) Taengaidi (30 FTOPF uaz FTOPFU fidngendangud
%50 UOPF anusit dnuszAnsniagesfraadnlid anuuansneiu (P>0.05) Tasdndssavdnistlas
THapednquits Aundedng Usiinsan (ol wiumad anluaaglas uazaniiu fenogturas 69.33-
73.06, 70.67-74.57, 73.50-78.18, 74.13-78.30, 56.61-64.66, 35.77-43.47 & ¥ ¢ 23.50-29.33
Wasidud anandu Sedndssaninisgesfeaslnmusiifineradunastainnisaeudnsanees
adlulemaniiazanain (i (soluble carbohydrate) wazazaewn (W4 (insoluble carbohydrate) T FTOPF

PN

Fepanpriunantsfneilunneing (Tan et al., 2002) 8annd1W arediasenn @asamnsotasani
(lignin) aananiusyAnusaglas vinls FTOPF uaz FTOPFU Snntssian e inguiegedu
viupaiReniuniafnunlumnsdinfinud fiaesdesaniineansninezan buaaglaa vinlinag
Hnfidrnnstosliansinguiegedu (Undiasn, 2548; Karunanandaa et al., 1995; Zadrazil et al., 1995;
Zandrazil, 1997; Dorado et al.,1999; Fazaeli et al., 2004) aamA&asiUNITANYINseae (W in vitro
WAL in vivo A (Fozaeli et al., 2004) LaLN15ANENYEY ((Zadrazil et al., 1996; 1997) Weilu FTOPF &
nsfnEnaNl sz ANSnstes T Tudadndiaannn adnelsinin nan1sANEIASIREaAASDITL
nNsAnmNYas Marwaha et al. (1990) i5n89mdn Wrsdnadinsingnaida P, sajor-caju WUINANUST AN
nnssinnldanslnmue (DM, CP, CF, ADF uaz ADL) Tugnlausiand@ifingedn (P<0.05) anuzil paarin
$nuffusne9ruees Walli et ol (1991) #idnunTula Holstein Friesian bulls (8501931991570 @057
518913 Hfinasie DMI, DMD uaz TON anaifiasnienn daanuupnsineiuiuedfunaneilade wu
%ﬁm‘amt’%@’iﬂ LLN:@'}W}’?L@W?J\‘JL%@ Wlaaging (Jalc et al., 1996; Zadrazil et al., 1996)

200t UBnnasnnaiulieesinausiites (6lua1mns (DOM, DCP, DNDF waz DADF) wudn(H
ATNUANANST (P>0.05) uafuma s fingy (Table 4.3) FeaanadasiuUsunansiula Weeenn
anvourlrseademnenianinees OPF MWaem Wesnainnszuawnismsinuunemisuds (solid state
fermentation, SSF) Tnei@esn snnndntiu dnUszandnisdeslfoas DM uaz OM ffinduezgaaifis
UBaaunnsininquisFatnsdaes aanndastiunisAnuiuay Fazaeli et dl. (2002) ARnuIna N
ramsitnidastuenis TMR udlaus woddasnantsindnquitsldasnsdaszaas DM il
WasLfeuiunguaunn wazetnniaRsanmdsaii s lemili (Mcolid waz Mealkg ME) widn
fArnuumnsineiu (P<0.05) Tnungafili3u FTOPF uay FTOPFU &6 Mcalkg ME gendnnguail(#3y
UOPF wnuzfl 9ndnengsl FTOPF way FTOPFU Tilumnsinaiu TaednagTutag 2.51-2.65 Mcalkg &9
& iAseTunaesnnuii Wuselon B fid1uans wazieanedanaudosniseosunsiie lunis

Wigyiule (NRC, 1981)

4.1.4 N@Nf?]ﬁl‘ﬂ"lﬂﬂi%ﬂ'luﬂ'l‘iﬂﬁﬂ?uﬂiz NTSILNY WRSE 158 —fumeu?uﬂsz UNLADA
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a @ ' .
4.1.4.1 aRJH (temperature) ﬂqwtﬂunsﬂ—mwmﬂmmmsfuﬂimwwgmu (ruminal

pH)

¢ & o A - 3y 4 ! a ! )
HAEBINS TUUNEN TR N faa@e s Tugasemianana3asogomnd uazaAtaasiiu
N3A-AN (pH) (Table 4.1.4) NaiAzLLaBIgMR unsznz gD Tuusiazgaaan 0 uay
4 Faluanaansienng uazAefnsan wudndiaauuansieiu (P>0.05) Tuudazngudii3ugns

27119 lnadAadesoneesgomgi unszsmnzgunaenineasd (39.16-39.33 °C) Suilusziufiung

37

memmmmGiﬁmﬁ‘v?fmmmwﬁuwﬁﬂum:mﬁ:gmu (38-40 °C) (Van Soest, 1994)

Table 4.1.3 Effects of diet on nutrient digestibility of goats (Exp. 1)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®
UOPF  FTOPF  FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU
Apparent total tract digestibility, %
DM 69.33> 73.06° 72.22° 0.39 0.03 0.58
Ash 48.97 50.72 49.73 0.64 0.21 0.38
oM 70.67° 7457° 73.69° 0.39 0.04 0.58
CP 73.50°  77.50° 78.18° 0.80 0.01 0.64
EE 7413 78.30°  77.11°  0.33 0.05 0.52
NDF 56.61° 64.66° 62.49° 1.31 0.02 0.43
ADF 35.77°  43.47°  40.81° 1.05 0.05 0.41
ADL 23.50° 27719 29.33% 0.94 0.38 0.80
Digestible nutrient intake, kg/d
DOM 0.658 0.735  0.776  0.06 0.16 0.58
DCP 0.113 0.132 0.149 0.01 0.03 0.13
DNDF 0.262 0.309 0.316 0.03 0.14 0.83
DADF 0.088 0.108 0.106  0.01 0.17 0.72
Estimated energy intake®
ME Mcal/d 2.50 2.79 2.95 0.26 0.16 0.58
ME Mcal/kg DM 2.51°  2.65° 2.62° 0.02 0.03 0.80

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil

palm frond with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

41 kg DOM = 3.8 Mcal ME/kg (Kearl, 1982).

Yiausafgatudtasfinnsn-ane vie pH aalunszimizguussunsuusiazdasiaan 0
waz 4 luandan1siens uazAnafesan WudAn rumina pH EAMNLANSNTU (P>0.05) Tuus

aznguil H5ugnsn1nis lneddmidasanssnansiiunan-Ane Aewiinensil (6.48-6.53) uaziiin
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'ﬁ:@?’uﬁmmmwi@mﬁﬁwmmqﬂ@juqﬁuw%éﬁﬂ@ﬁmwLﬁ'ﬂcfil (cellulolytic bacteria) LaznTEiDEUD
Tu5f% (6.0-7.0) (Hungate, 1969)

4.1.4.2 Auanlafis-Tulnsiaw (ammonia-nitrogen, NHz-N) uazszaueie-lulnsian
Tunszuai@an (blood urea nitrogen, BUN)

Anmndinduresszsiunenlude-lnsan (NHs-N) nelunszannzgmn wudnatueslufie -
Tulnsaunelunazimnzgiuiingn 0 uay 4 flumdonislianmis wazdnafesan wudilifaos
uANFITTH (P>0.05) (Table 4.1.4) firag lunouriundtuune Tnefidafasanuas NH;-N aglutag
19.52-21.43 mg/dL vimaaifgfuAaansdindiuasyBe-hilnsenlunasumdon (BUN) fiaan O uas
4 FaluandsnnsTiemng uazAnadssasnudnifiansuansineiy (P>0.05) Tnufidindesanans BUN

ag/lugag 17.69-20.65 mg/dL

Table 4.1.4 Effects of diet on rumen fermentation of goats (Exp. 1)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT  FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Temperature, °C

0 h-post feeding 39.00 39.33 39.00 0.19 0.50 0.26

4 39.33 39.33 39.33 0.32 1.00 1.00

Mean 39.16 39.33 39.16 0.25 0.78 0.63
Ruminal pH

0 h-post feeding 6.63 6.62 6.71 0.09 0.95 0.74

4 h-post feeding 6.42 6.36 6.25 0.07 0.54 0.79

Mean 6.53 6.51 6.48 0.06 0.72 0.70
NHz-N, mg/dL

0 h-post feeding 18.57 19.06 19.05 0.54 0.85 0.75

4 h-post feeding 20.47 20.47 21.43 0.27 0.25 0.99

Mean 19.52 19.76 21.43 0.36 0.49 0.81
BUN, mag/dL

0 h-post feeding 17.68 18.98 20.84 1.76 0.64 0.74

4 h-post feeding 17.69 21.63 20.45 1.87 0.53 0.84

Mean 17.69 20.31 20.65 1.63 0.58 0.95

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.
2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4.1.5 szﬁumﬁmﬁuﬁummﬂgﬂﬂﬂ (glucose) uazU3nasIfAlaRaUAISAUNE (packed

cell volume) Tunszumaan
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v 1
-4 U%U A

rﬁhmﬁ@ﬁmﬁwmﬂm'ﬁ'wﬂwGh\m mm‘mﬂﬁmwmquﬂ%mm‘mmﬂﬁm FIBIANA
FmSugEAINand uazszsulnaunnIsIasdndia mmqmﬁu%uﬂmﬂﬁm (glucose, Glu) hazUanIng
Winlafinunsdausin (pack cell volumn, PCV) Wingiu nglamiuunaindsswiianAmyaesdndyneiia

1 & o g d,, dy [ & [ 4' o 1'% o & ¥

NINATIT THNWQLWEIQLﬂﬂdﬂQTﬂNLﬂuﬂﬁ‘deGlu (precursor) fidgnAny IwN1sFIATITIiIAIaLaA LA
(lactose) waznAtEasaa (glycerol) %@T@ﬂﬁﬁuﬁ’miﬁmmﬁﬂ@ﬁﬂmﬁﬂmiﬁﬁﬁw WATNT ANANAR

HAEBIN W UUEN TN N Aae @esn Tugmapmianania3asaAng LA (glucose) uazAn
PCV NIz UAADATHLARZEIN1I87 O WAY 4 B9 ININAINIS a9 LazANaagsaHnLdn HE AN
wAnenafin (P>0.05) (Table 4.1.5) Tnaflidadasanansnglaa uazdn PCV aglugas 82.80-84.66
mg/dL uay 30.66-31.83% AINaRL Benglaalunszuaiden unsAnuiaselifid1eghunosiuni
W B 50-75 mg/dL (2.77 to 4.16 mmoliL) (Kaneko, 1980) vinuaidaafiu@n PCV fiseanulag Jain
(1993) 318197431 A1 PCV fiunRzesunyagiugag 22-38% @afn PCV wapAdnlna3a (hematocrit)
& o oAAo o ' 2 APy~ o = a £3 ! o ¢ A o
dudwilfiddyedrmileiliineds MIDUTRUANNANUFIIB99 98U UazgEawandL daesiu
41 dnsRauRadnfresidannaad Taeninan PCY anndnailnd dndasiainisaaslanlainens

a A

(anemia) Tnnemsaiudinumandn PCV gendndnunf dndaziienniszeslsalwddesidle (polycythemia)

FUAAIINNITFENITARDALANTNINRAUNG (Jain, 1993)

Table 4.1.5 Effects of diet on blood metabolites in goats (Exp. 1)

ltem Dietary treatments’ SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF  FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Glucose, mg/dL

0 h-post feeding 84.00 81.50 80.93 1.72 0.56 0.91

4 h-post feeding 85.33 85.00 84.66 2.64 0.83 0.90

Mean 84.66 83.25 82.80 2.27 0.47 0.91
PCV, %

0 h-post feeding 32.00 33.33 32.66 2.59 0.61 0.77

4 h-post feeding 31.33  28.00 31.00 1.41 0.52 0.37

Mean 31.66 30.66 31.83 2.00 0.79 0.54

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil
palm frond with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.
2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4.1.6 mwﬁuﬂ”wmnswﬁﬁu‘ﬁs::maTﬁmmwmmmsfunszmﬁ::gmu

4.1.6.1 AL NG UABINSA 2 NW ATz (H
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wavassluUndmniuiindindaeides ugraamianaiaiasia A aomidintinaasnsmluiy
sumalEviansa (total volatile fatty acids, TVFAS) saNaTEAUANNENELanInInnERA (acetic acd,
C,) NIAlwsRaadia (propionic acid, Cs) NsATaTBA (butyric acid, C,) WaLfNTNEWM (methane, CHy,) T4
UWARZEI9980 O UAY 4 F9luemaen s e uazARALTaH (Tdble 4.1.6) AINNNTNARBINUAN
A AT waInsm iLTisyme [Eieinn nsnez8Ra nanlnsfiesiia nsadafisa uazdnaamn
109989N3ADRRARDNIAINTREDAA TUN19ARBIRRANRALTENIN 74.05-79.23 RaRINARDANS
68.14-70.20, 19.18-20.95, 6.33-6.76 WoSiEuduninsnmiuiisz e (Fionun uay 3.39-3.78
AEL wudmnenfauuansnei (P>0.05) aniiu nguilisu FTOPFU flnan 0 daluandanis
Wiamig ﬁﬂ'ﬁmwL‘ﬁu%uﬂmﬂiﬂTWﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂ@%ﬁﬂdﬁmjuﬁfﬁ%’u FTOPF agnefliiadnmsy (P<0.05) usilx
UANANIIINNGNATLAN (UOPF) nuzit nam (asiudie (isobutyrate, isovalerate and valerate) uazdnaay
yosnan asifiszmelifingn 0 dlumdsnnsTianns wudingaitlisu FTOPF fidnarmidindusiandn
NN T#3Y FTOPF odnsfifadndty (P<0.05) usiliunnsinsainnguatunu (UOPF) a1aiilasanenn
UBrnounnsinld nsdeslFaneanmns (OMI uaz CPI) Ussnaumsfiulianslnausiitas (i (OM uay CP)
(Table 4.2 UAY 4.3) uAraIALsENOUNINARIDIBMNST RS (RSULANANSTW (Tdole 4.1) INTIZAIN

[ %

Ad 2 a ¥ a A o a a ¥
‘VINﬂ‘iN’WMﬂ’?‘iﬂuTﬂ?IﬂGﬂu‘ﬂ‘iilfJ@q 1 ‘EN’I‘E‘L&ﬂ’]‘iﬂ‘LLTﬂ

3

dndnrnsnamludussme Eiosaingnludn g
vaslnunsiidanionsduniding uazamnsifiandlulmnaniilalslnseadags (Van Soest, 1994)
uanani ammafifiansTulanseditosaaiaFine (soluble carbohydrate) 9 wazldnlazandnistios
Thigeazifindndanrasnannsfieniatungsinizgiuugsdu (Nocek and Russel, 1988) #9aau s
vasnsmlususzme imuafsdulupmafiindsug fosnaniaslulanmidesaas e
9 atnalafinnn pandndnasnsnlaiuiissmeld uardndanansnlainufissmeiduagdunan s
flade 1wu FadanrasaslulananuasTafiu magadnansnamlaifissmeAnmnazmiz g
§91971713 18RI (ruminal passage rate) Ba9289MAd (U ngzinazazlunngu (abomasum) (Lopez et
dl., 2003) #1NN99H SeauTLANENduFagaueaInIABWnad (organic acid) Vv UNTENTFINY
FetupgAusiinasndlulanen uazBanofidndau (Heldt et al, 1999) AaIuaIMITIU LaDMS
e (Sarwor et al., 1992) WA Sutton et al. (1993) 51891197 Uasnnaulfitsaas (Fdneiadnuly
ansiudnavin s duaadniuennsinsioofatunasmnzgiugeiu anei sxduaaadnd
1p9nsnrdRnanaufiaiBauieuraasisiuenenan fauamme liianan (TVFAS) uazdnaiuaes
nanlauiissmeliaugauas 0 uag 4 daluamdonislianns wudasndualinRaduludalud 4
n&sn5 BT FEAARDITL Wanapat (2000) 918811437 TVFAS 9zt uazisqngegandsnisl
awng 2-4 el ania e tusendn uazaoid

FINNANITNATBIATIR Andindurasnsalasuszme idneimunindsrasrasmanty

ﬂ‘izLWﬁx;jmu@fﬁwﬁ'q\ﬁ 74.05-79.23 mmol/L Tn&iAeafiuanee1uees Chanjula et al. (2007a, b) 518914
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¥
A A

371 A1 TVFA 29unzgnuaniuilasmemed (Rud

g a

ae-uasinayen 50 wWadidud) dradve

e

%4799 75.00-79.20 Uay 80.87-86.57% AIHAIAL

Table 4.1.6 Effects of diet on volatile fatty acid profiles in goats (Exp. 1)

ltem Dietary treatments’ SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Total VFA, mmol/l

0 h-post feeding 58.56 65.01 56.92 1.51 0.32 0.07
4 91.30 93.45 91.18 1.73 0.68 0.45
Mean 74.93 79.23 74.05 1.34 0.40 0.1

Proportion of individual VFA, %
Acetate (C,)

0 h-post feeding 69.88 68.14 70.20 0.42 0.30 0.08
4 73.46 72.68 73.59 0.88 0.79 0.54
Mean 71.67 70.41 71.89 0.57 0.53 0.21

Propionate (Cy)

0 h-post feeding 20.09%  22.16° 19.24° 0.36 0.31 0.03
4 18.27 19.75 19.18 0.72 0.31 0.63
Mean 19.18 20.95 19.21 0.54 0.31 0.15

Butyrate (C,)

0 h-post feeding 7.16 7.01 7.66 0.10 0.30 0.04

4 6.36 5.65 5.27 0.85 0.47 0.78
Mean 6.76 6.33 6.49 0.40 0.55 0.80
Other VFA*

0 h-post feeding 2.85% 2.69° 2.89° 0.02 0.15 0.03

4 1.89 1.92 1.89 0.05 0.87 0.72
Mean 2.57 2.30 2.39 0.02 0.47 0.1

Acetate: propionate ratio

0 h-post feeding 3.49% 3.08° 3.64° 0.08 0.30 0.03
4 4.06 3.36 3.86 0.27 0.31 0.32
Mean 3.78 3.39 3.76 0.13 0.32 0.17

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

@ Means within rows followed with different superscript letters are statistically different (P<0.05).

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4 Sum of isobutyrate, isovalerate, valerate and caproate.

&3 France and Siddons (1993) 518971497 AMANE NTMaaInTm (2w e [H91e9i9nne

nazNzgEnUNAR ANz 70-130 mmol/L uazysyRen (2541) 9189790 Anmdinduaeenan (2
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szmelidneTunazmnzgmuuazulaiugzndng 70-150 mmolll B9 manadiusAuLUGHI AWl
uazANUsEANE NN ssin [Fuasdundadmg Al (Fores and France, 1993) sanA&BIfiUANTAREIASIH
(Table 4.2 uaz 4.3) assnanAaasdnduansnsaluduszmelideiomn TuegdulEunnmnisiv
Tiviannn aoAAdasiy Sutton (1985) T1e 191 nanARnan asiayme idnesiman fanadoig
Tngmseiumnuanisalunisden fuesduniedng (OM) Tagdmnnaanainnsalunisges Fang
Buvidedng sty axfinavininianannss luasmelidefintudosiui

wanani ANENINYes C, ,C Uy Cs HANEnaNIa namnIiidnsin ErdndlEsuannng
MEIUNINeEHNSHARNIABZBRnuN it dRdlFsusNiurinasyintiatdindueasnsalnsiion

|
a a

RAANgITNLATANEINIEY Cp:Cs ARAY (RADY, 2541) ativlanain Ardindunsnan lwiussme (@

] o

$edsiuagfiuefinenns uazszezinaIn1sgunasenniue s vniaudndueesnsaledu uay

1
=

dndanvasnsaudaziaulaifion Sansaiiflunfigade nsnozdfn Uszanos 60-70 wasidusd nan
Twa-finefia Usznios 18-20 wWasidud uaznsnfnfBa dazunns 10 wWasidud (yrydon, 2541) 89
INAALIRUNANITNARDIAINGTD UDET LNEA (2533) N81997 Cp, Cs WAY Cs Tuﬂﬁ:mﬂxgmu‘ﬁ
MNNZANATTDYT Y99 65-70, 10-15 uaz 20-22 Wadiduduasnan laiussme Fdevionuauazd
Andanaeg C,:Cs 98 1N899 1-4 MMNANTY vinuaaeaiu Hungate (1969) 918191Wd1 Asdndiuaes

Cav C4 UAY Cs (WNIzINITgienA9agd7 62, 16 uay 22 iWadiduduasnsnliufiszme Fdaiomun

Y

ATNAAL

4.1.7 Swanlsyrnszasgawnadiunsznnzsislneisnisiunse (Total direct count)
mafnEUszmnsqRwadiunasmnzganuia insiudenszna (genus) 18 (species) uazin
198 (biomass) ifanABnnafias ianunsnidayasnsunagnstunisafndazansamiunazinizs
W ngnznszuaunadndaning udaddandefnainisnssensg annadlunszimnz g
&7 (Van Soest, 1994) 91nN1aNARDIH WuddmanLszInsresuUATidy wazidaanTunsnizgim

'
a1 a

2BIUNE WU R AMNUAN AUt 9 e d AN NEER (P>0.05) uaziARdnTEndng 1.62-2.45°
WAy 2.03-2.46 x10° cell/ ml ANANFU (Table 4.1.7) NANITNANBIASIHAAT INAFLITUTIBeWABImMTN
fluma Chanjula et al. (2007a, b) uwazDn wazAmy (2557) A189MMd7 Uszennsaesuuniliae uazdesn
vasunzgnnanidesmamed @uslas-uaslnayden 50 wesidud) Sannduaglurag 1.40-2.23
X10° uay 1.15-2.89 x10° celll ml AMNAIFTL Feaaandoariy Hungate (1966) 31891WINU9z9NT2B

wuaftiSe waz@insntunszmnzgim danegtugas 101°-10" uay 10*-10° cell/ ml muasiy

Table 4.1.7 Effects of diet on rumen microbes in goats (Exp. 1)

Item Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®
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UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Total direct count
Bacteria (x10™cell/ml)

0 h-post feeding 1.77 2.12 1.62 0.41 0.49 0.81

4 2.12 2.79 1.62 0.71 0.40 0.66
Mean 1.95 2.45 1.62 0.56 0.43 0.71
Fungal zoospores (x10° cell/ ml)

0 h-post feeding 2.22 2.17 1.97 0.23 0.66 0.60

4 2.04 2.75 2.12 0.27 0.36 0.24
Mean 2.15 2.46 2.03 0.08 0.43 0.07./
Total Protozoa(x10° cell/ml)

0 h-post feeding 2.89 2.49 2.45 0.26 0.33 0.93

4 2.64 2.72 2.40 0.09 0.53 0.12
Mean 2.76 2.60 2.43 0.13 0.29 0.47

" Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil
palm frond with 1% urea.
2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

INNANITNAa8I N Table 4.1.7 wudnuszznnslusladananua ifiaanuuansdteiusened
SednAnymesdn (P>0.05) TnafdAragTngng 2.43-2.76x10° celll ml Geanafasiy Hungate (1966)
51891047 UszrnslusTadalunsuimnzguudaragtugas 10°-10° cell/ mi uazfiddindianesmiaes
Chanjula et al. (2007a, b) 571871397 ﬂfi:mﬂ‘a‘ﬂmﬂi:mﬂﬁfﬂﬂm%’qLm’ﬁlmmLszQﬂNﬂuﬁuLﬁmfwﬂ
] (Mudas-uasTnamien 50 waesidud) Adndunglurag 2.87-3.65 x10° uay 2.41-3.57 x10°
celll ml MINARL 2euzdt Khampa et al. (2006) Tvinnnamaassiulaunmegnon wodifluszennslus
Tmﬁfﬁmﬁlﬁ 1.4x10° cell/ ml ﬂWLﬁ'ﬂdN’lmﬂ ﬂ"lifi"l’ﬁﬁl,mﬂﬁi"ldﬁ/u "’éﬂ Jouany and Ushida (1999) 5181913431
maEnuEaeimuniaesgivineeslsladosenndesi Russell (2002) fisnasiudn n19wasey
vaslUsladafinnniufledutls uazfitemisUsmannuiasamuiwineasuslngs uazdnannis
da881MITNINUTI9EaARY B9 Jouany and Ushida (1999) 5189141 sauauaasldsTadadued du
wmna wazutleiazas ldluennis edrelsfinan Uszannsluslndaianasiinadvinliuszeans
wuAfEANgstn inTRfinsdanssigaunddianin Taeunfnialianinzuandenfimanzanlsls
Faauiasey HA LazugsannssnnuuAiiEs wastHuuafiBeidiupmnafiaziingu Russell (2002) 5181975
41 suanlusTadafifindwinlhuuedlBaanas Wesennlusladaduin (engulf) wuATBudun g

2 |
'

TnevinluluslngaamnsatiuuaiiGafiuamisligedis 40 WeadiduduasdanuuaiiBeimuedifies)

U

agalsfinn frlugrsamisimdnsyindundn TusladaesAnmdaulanunsagenusu pH uay

Hasfuaniazauidungalunasinngnsin g (McAlister et al., 1993)
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ag19(3fimn Uszensesqdunadiunazmnzguudazsfinvesdndduadiutiadenans
Uszn19 19u sfineesamnsfidndlasy engdnd szeznantunismdndeatunszmnzsiun ananaany

v o g ! a

N3A-ANTBINTANZ LMW AINANAHEITNIN99BWrET Iungzinizging uazdnaaueesansiuse

& v | Ao A o v A A A ' . . ' A a
a9y Wngin wudramnsfifidelegevindfuuaiiBengs cellulolytic bacteria gandnamasisl
@alusn wonanilsziuees NH,-N wialsyaninmnistes (i Tnaemsisinisdealéige uavamns

Ao o ® oo a £ o A X o ®y o A A
‘1/]34N@‘V]’WT‘WNﬂ’T‘ELWN“ﬂuﬂﬂﬂﬁxﬂ‘u‘ﬂ@\‘i NHz-N Tuﬂ‘iZLW"I?JELNNLWNTIM VI’ITVT“V’]H']‘LALLUV‘WIL‘?%JLWN?IH (Song

and Kennelly, 1990)

4.1.8 arnaNaazaIInsIau (N balance) uaznsttuszlamdaasiulnsian (nitrogen
utilization)

narpsnstuduinduiindndcedos ugaasamiananasadaannanestulpaieu uag
UnaaslulraanidnfulalE (Table 4.1.8) Usingdn Uasnninnsfinliansbulnsawionsa (Totol N
intoke) Uannnunaadululnaian (N excretion) siaTugtaasniadu tulngieuntsilaanag (Urinary N)
UanmunnaiuinTnaenuluya (Fecal N) waztBanmuniaiulnsianiianan (Total N excretion) Tifiaanx

LANFENNAN (P>0.05)

Table 4.1.8 Effects of diet on N balance of goats (Exp. 1)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF  FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT  FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

N balance, g/d
Total N intake 24.58 27.32 30.60 2.50 0.08 0.22

N excretion, g/d

Fecal N 6.50 6.13 6.69 0.64 0.87 0.42
Urinary N 4.65 4.53 5.34 1.39 0.84 0.64
Total N excretion 11.15 10.66 12.03 1.23 0.88 0.39
Absorbed N 18.08 21.19 23.90 1.95 0.03 0.20
Retained N 13.43 16.66 18.32 2.30 0.1 0.54

N output (% of N intake)
Absorbed 73.84 77.50 78.17 1.45 0.02 0.66
Retained 55.06 60.08 60.59 2.21 0.33 0.93

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil
palm frond with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

ﬁ"lu@\?LﬁHQﬁUﬁWTMTﬁI‘iL@uﬁQﬂQQ%N (Absorbed N) wazi/aniosniarinifuulnganlugienis

(Retained N) WU (HT A HUANATNHY (P>0.05) wslliaiFaugusEndengs UOPF Aungs FT wudn
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Atulpsianiigngadufinanuunndnsdy (P<0.05) Tnunguil (45 UOPF fersandangs FT asnefl
AR N9aaR (P<0.05) 819HB9N191N UBHIN SRR BTN AYBI8 TN THANIASS AYHETHITD
Tunnsties s uwazusanannsinlionslnanslusmluamsunnsneiu Seussnolilnseuiune 55y
fAnuANE LU INninnsAnlFatnBasy uazauasnsaluntaton(F 104l szndnangs FTOPF
uaz FTOPFU Taiupnsingeiiu Tne Absorbed N uaz Retained N fid1indnagiuday 75.84-78.17 uaz
55.06-60.59% HHAGIL

nnamAaadnsai nudasnaeesiilnseu waznistilsleniadulaaaniddisuanty
UNEYNNEH LLNmTﬁLﬁudﬁNmmmﬁuﬂwﬁufﬁﬁuﬁwﬁﬂéﬁwL%yﬂﬁwTuqmﬁ@ﬁwWiwﬂNLN%@BJ;‘ENM}'@M
pananaare ulnaian uaznisliaslumivaslulaaen srailsenn unsnngalasululnamngs

o gas

AFIATINFHBINTITIBITNNY BIFNANSAUATA IR TR IweN Tsfle - Tulngian (NHs-N) Tunszinng
FHNIBILNEYNNAN THANANTTALAUUEN AT UNNSIe3 Y AInnT a9 aunas (5-8 mg/dL; Satter
and Slyter, 1974 %538 3.3-8.5 mg/100 mL; Kang-Meznarich and Broderick, 1981) & 1% 51U N 19

a a o ¢ a = A Y @ AP ¢ & o A
Winyiuln Lmzm‘mLqum@umﬂﬂﬁmuqqqm WAAS LRNINEIM 57 MR 89 19 T U d NN ST
mﬁ’ﬂﬁfmL%fjﬁuqmmmﬁwmLﬂ%@ﬂﬁuqiﬂT%LﬂuLLmdqmm‘mmumLmumqsﬁumﬁuﬁqﬁﬁummﬁ
#3080 wazdndanngarin s lemilin wazieenasanisrnsedn Taelifinansznuse Usuo
nsfiuld nszuaunsndntunszinizgu mammfu‘[mwu asiFUselemdzeaiulngian uas
ANTTONINVBIFRT Tunemsaiudan ddndlisululngeusnainistesdndaviinnagdniy

o 1 1% v zﬂl @) o

Tlngianlilugnenis Tu‘[mwu%gﬂ‘auammmaajﬂ wazilaanaziagas eidunisdnenauna
Tulpsianlusene dWesendndfinalnasupuacnangaveshlasaniuseme s lEsuulnsan

= o @

anemnsiulEnadian Tnalnezannisivg BapannitiaanasyinMgBommnaudngnazsnnzgium

KTl 9

T#an (Church, 1979) wazWHaN (2526) 91291W91 nazdlaf lFsulusfiuannainissindtandasnig

(%

189979018 (lmseuiigndusenan wBunodinnnndniulasewdi 45y vinWlulaseniidnduduay

TR saNasAanN1TATTITN
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asvaaasit 2 nsAnEUSNImnTs A nsesyLiule LLazqmmwmnTuuwz

4.2.1 nMsAneUsntmnsinld uazniaasyiiulnluune

4.2.1.1 Ysanmnsinlhizasannis (feed intake)

snn1aAnun nazessiudindiuiindindaatea tugrsamananiaiasioansaninnng
\WaRUDIUNEY (Table 4.2.1) szaiziaanniaguuns 90 41 TasfiminiEnduniamaaas shnin
Auganianaaes wazimindafin (i anuunnsieiu (P>0.05) Tnaddnotturag 18.33-18.91,
27.75-28.90 uaz 9.31-10.03 Alandu muaiu wanflanSsuifiaussndnenguauan (UOPF)
gttt usinfandinda e s (FT) wisnguittimaslulrdaindifindndaadiasn (FTOPF

way FTOPFU) wudn [NH A s uansneiu (P>0.05) auansy

Table 4.2.1 Effects of diet on performance and DMI of finishing goats (Exp. 2)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Growth performance

No. of goats 6 6 6 - - -
Days on feed 90 90 90 - - -
BW, kg
Initial BW, kg 18.33 18.86 18.91 0.34 0.21 0.92
Final BW, kg 27.73 28.90 28.23 0.54 0.23 0.40
Weight gain (kg) 9.40 10.03 9.31 0.40 0.58 0.23
DM
kg/d 0.718 0.716 0.703 0.02 0.66 0.57
%BW 3.13 3.04 2.97 0.07 0.16 0.49
glkg of BWO-7® 68.34 65.50 66.95 1.34 0.22 0.46
OM, kg/d 0.679 0.659 0.671 0.02 0.45 0.59
CP, kg/d 0.108 0.107 0.109 0.01 0.97 0.53
NDF, kg/d 0.332 0.313 0.314 0.01 0.07 0.98
ADF, kg/d 0.182¢ 0.174° 0.166° 0.01 0.03 0.17
ADG, kg/d 0.105 0.111 0.103 0.01 0.59 0.23
ADG, glkg WO 10.07 10.43 9.74 0.36 0.97 0.20
G:F, kg/kg 0.147 0.159 0.146 0.01 0.55 0.21

97¢ Means within rows followed with different superscript letters are statistically different (P<0.05).

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4 BW = body weight; DMI = dry matter intake; ADG = average daily gain; G:F = gain-to-feed.

Te9MUNNFATERTUTNANY ] (399 “NAYD3 fungal treatment foN19tos [FaalnTue NTEUIRNITATN LATANTTONTNNITHAS
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1
A

doRansunUiumnisinlivasamiaiannn (Tngqusta) fafiAnfiudunoiads (ky/d)
WaSusduaninning (%BW) Aadussflansusiminunuwiuedn (gkg WO uaztBunninnsfls
vaslnauzsineg (OM, CP way NDF) wudn(dflaansuansineii (P>0.05) Taguananiafuliiisnun
wazAnfinnlasiduduasimiings friaghidae 0.705-0.718 Alansudnquivdadasady uay 2.97-
5.13 iwaidEudansiminga mudndu vieuaduusunoinisinliansdunading uazlssiu
wud R Aauansnaiu (P>0.05) amueil Usnmunisfiulfonsdnluimaglas (ADF) wudndiaans
upngngi (P<0.05) Tnanguiila3y UOPF fe1gendn (0.182 kg/d) nguiiléisu FTOPFU (0.166 ko/d)
u0uzft TR ArmusnsingszndnsnguatLAn (UOPF) funguitliis FOPFT (0.174 kg/d) vinnasifieadiy
UsnAanaAnTian9nTaisad (NDF) Awudn mimﬁfﬁ%’u FT (FTOPF uaz FTOPFU) Tugmannisdl
winlinBumnisfulfivesiseadanas (P= 0.07) anseuflpswnanidansmisoazasniomad
(cell wal) pTHiTuunasansarfuen ilossnidnsamisatdsuanslulanani iazanein (s
(insoluble carbohydrate) Lﬁumﬁﬂmmmﬁmmﬂﬁﬁfﬁ (soluble carbohydrate) (Singh, 1990); Fazaeli et
al., 2004)

wﬂﬂﬂqwﬂaTuﬂqﬁuﬁﬁﬁuﬁwﬁﬂﬁQQL%ymﬂsﬁuqmmmﬁwﬂu wiasadnsin1aeaydule Alansy
svinununuedn wardpannisiwdeueiaiduimdnifiaasuns wodlifiaaaumndiody
(P>0.05) TneirnagTugas 0.103-0.111 Alansusiadu 9.74-10.43 g/kg WO uaz 0.146-0.159 Alansn
saflanu awdiy uazlifanuuandasiiy (P>0.05) ilalAsuifiaussndnnguaaunn (UOPF) fu
ANATHU FT (FTOPF wa FTOPFU) Tugnaaming Seaanadesfiusimiindaifis uazsunanisfiula

PINNAYDIUNG

4.2.2 msﬁﬂmqmmweﬁm?uuwz

4.2.2.1 29AUSENBUADITNLABILNE

Table 4.2.2 uaAIBIAUENBUYBITNMEasUns A [FSUNaTDIns TuUdnsisldindndoede
FlugRIaIInaNIE3a TngRAsNUIUNEIT 3 Gty fnminsanasena g (25.61 Alansy)
siinanngu (12.35 Alansy) uaziafifudanneu (48.20%) Tiusnsneiulunieada (P>0.05) e
WadiEudan (49.52%) In&1AeeiuI18974289 Chanjula et dl. (2015) AiRnEHazeInAEeduauly
GATDMITHENEEAANT (0, 5, 10 AT 20 Wadidud annddy) unsgnuaniudes-uaslng
e 50% i wefidudanngendt eFsuisuduunsiudesdisseming@sds uazan:
(2533) (47.8%); WA (2548) (46.56%) WAITYBUN UAZAME (2553) (46.11%) ATHATFL

HaRTNANNENTIN AINNFNIDIEIN ATinTadATaduen wazAusiiaruiioves
néwoduuenune WudniEANUANFNeiY (P>0.05) Bnti ﬂ@jNﬁTﬁ%ﬂ FTOPFU #iflAnaansenaesn
G?ﬁﬂdﬁﬂzjumuqu (UOPF) Tmﬂﬁm@gﬁwﬁ'w 56.86-59.00, 22.56-23.50 LguALNAT LAy 9.28-10.09

ANTNIURINAT AINAIAL BIAINTITIEITUIDS GNBNIA UATAMY (2550) 191897997 Unegnnasd
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AYHENATINLAAY 61,72 lEUALINAT WAL Chanjula et al. (2015) Asevnudn Tuunsganasiuiias-uaq
Tnaiflou 50% fAruenaein AENANasEIn uazRuiiniidniaduneniade 60.74, 26.99
[BURNAT UAY 12,53 MNLEHAINAT ANETL 9047l HAHENITINHINNTIAHENITINABIUNE
INFIE] (46.75) WNZIWARREY (46.81) Wazunzinaily (44.89) fianennilag Mourad et dl. (2000) uazlu
unziiflosiiseanlnaoigna (2548) Fafiprmenamn 48.17 wRnns uasniniindmdaduuen

7.89 AT MIEUFLNAT ATNATAL

Table 4.2.2 Effects of diet on slaughtered carcass characteristics of finishing goats (Exp. 2)

ltem Dietary treatments’ SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Slaughter data

Fasted live weight, kg 25.83 25.83 25.17 0.69 0.7 0.53
HCW*, kg 12.40 12.66 12.00 0.43 0.90 0.34
Warm dressing percentage, % 48.05 48.82 47.74 1.34 0.89 0.60
Carcass length (cm) 59.00¢  58.20%  56.86° 0.49 0.07 0.13
Carcass width (cm) 23.50 23.08 22.56 0.27 0.1 0.24
LM area®, cm? 10.09 9.82 9.28 0.49 0.42 0.48
WBSF® (kg/cm?) 3.61 3.18 3.40 0.26 0.38 0.58
Back fat thickness, cm 0.66 0.83 1.00 0.1 0.15 0.37
45 min pH’ 6.78 6.71 6.50 0.09 0.21 0.19
24 h pH® 5.93 5.59 5.90 0.09 0.21 0.09

Color of LM® (Longissimus dorsi)

L* 37.00 37.20 36.53 1.08 0.92 0.68
a* 12.00 11.70 10.10 1.27 0.32 0.87
b* 8.90 9.23 8.73 0.48 0.97 0.50

9¢ Means within rows followed with different superscript letters are statistically different (P<0.05).

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% ureq, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4 HCW = hot carcass weight.

5 M = Longissimus muscle area, cm? from Longissimus dorsi.

8 WBSF: Warner-Bratzler shear force.

" pH measurements taken at 45 min after slaughter

8 pH measurements taken at 24 h after slaughter

°L* values are a measure of lightness (higher value indicates a lighter color); a* values are a measure of redness (higher value
indicates a redder color); b* values are a measure of yellowness (higher value indicates a more yellow color), by CIE = Complete

international commission on illumination (Hunter color flex).
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danAn Ay [9sdmnds wodnGiftaatsuansneiu (P>0.05) TnafidnagTugas 0.66-1.00
a o a [ ' ) ' 1% & o A =
EHUALNAT VINUFLNUAIAHLITIRNTA-ATY (pH) 2B9NATNIHDANBINUNENLNAIRNT 45 W7 uay
24 #3139 Tnevinn139men pH 289ndniiiaduuan (Longissimus dorsi) ﬁ‘l.l%L’JMﬁZ‘lﬂ"i'Nﬂ‘jzg]ﬂ%Tﬂ‘N%ﬁ
12 U 13 wudnfAauuansnediu (P>0.05) 9e9An pH Tnefid1ndvegTudas 6.50-6.78 waz 5.59-
5.93 puady dadurfiun@ludnd (6.0-6.5 uaz 5.6-5.8) (Koohmardie et al., 1991) In&iAzefiy
3729711289 Webb et al. (2005) i uAiaasiunsn-anednil 24 Faluanasmng v3e pH gaving
289Uz WAUT Boer, Cashmere, Criollo males uaz Spanish does &Anag TuEavsz1dng 5.7-6.19 B9 #4
4 ' [ % o ¢ 1 ' @) ' % & ' @ a

39A (2529) 31893 nAsendndgnain Armnnaifiunsn-aArelundniisaranasagneing annss
Uszannd 7.0 udaazanasgqn pH gaving s3ming 5.3-5.7 naluszaziaan 24 4alus 91nnavaaes

1%

) NNﬂﬂd%ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬂﬁuﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ‘mL%@‘i’]sﬁuqm‘j@’]‘w’]‘iwﬂNLN%’VI@J@W%Wﬁ(ﬂ'E}ﬁ’? pH YBINANHID
funen Bedanadiulieinadile iflanunransd@n uazanun ( pale soft exudative, PSE) (pH < 6
PHs) ‘Vi’%ﬂﬁﬁﬂ@é’] (dark firm dry, DFD) (pH >6 pH)
Lﬁ@ﬁ@’]‘imqN@ﬂ@d%ﬂﬁ?uﬂ’]ﬁu‘jﬂﬁuﬁ‘wZﬁ/ﬂﬁfmL%ﬂ‘i"lsfuqm‘iﬂ’m’]‘iwﬂmLN%’WI'@V?i"Iﬁ?JﬂQ
NENNIHD FUNBN (Longissimus dors) 189UNE WUANIHARARBANE L*, o* uay b* 19ndinifiouns
upngingfi (P>0.05) TasfidndayTutng 36.55-37.20, 10.10-12.00 uaz 8.73-9.23 AuaIRL Fesin
19189714889 Lee et al. (2008) fisnemudn Anfnesndnsifloduneneunsgauas Boer x Spanish
faesTnlssdenulaglisuamnafiunnsinediufidn® (L, o* uay b¥) aghutiag 39.81-43.57, 9.54-9.89
waz 11.09-12.45 @INA1FU uay Chanjula et al. (2015) 9189739 AnRIDInEN i pdunD BN
anwandas-uaslmyden Sdrdoglugng 37.75-30.95, 11.85-12.61 uaz 10.15-11.34 Awdady
2oz WANTANEIASIH Wudn Fend L §9n91 uAHAA a* uay b* FAN9197894289 Solaiman et dl.
(2011) 197897997 AR (L*, a* uaz b*) ?JmﬂﬁmLﬁ@@"i’uuﬂﬂﬂmuwsgﬂwﬂm Boer uazuny fAding
28.05; 29.91, 16.21; 17.35 Uaz 15.44; 16.82 ATNAIFU 2819 (3AAN AHUANFYaIA1ATILAR T
nénsflafimnudninsAutiadananeiarnng i Wug 01y we wlaemaidn i iendsiiaenn
FIUFINGT VBIT19NY ﬂ%uﬁm’ﬂﬂﬁmé’mﬂuTﬂTﬂﬂﬁu (myoglobin pigment) ﬁﬁ@{fntﬁ@éf’mfi ARDATN
annazaniiunan - uazaniaznisgadeinassndnsidednd (@ud (Lawire, 1991; Warriss,
2000) %4 Dhanda et al. (2003q) 194D LszﬁmmfjﬁﬁLLmTﬁuﬁhﬁ'q\mdﬁuuw:ﬁmqﬁﬂﬂ yiai
wmazungiifengunnndinisly uarazanoan@ienliainfigandunsitongiasndwidedeid

Winndn aepafeetiunsAnentuung ARNEIHATEIEERITIENIWYBY Sanudo et dl. (1996) H1NNTTmw

! v ! v 1
aA A o o/ ! A A o o/ 1 o

Beriain et al. (2000) wudn uneiidiiningingeesifeasndnuidlaaaindiunediinsingfindn

wmsziaangnfifiiimingnfiniuesidinanndiniuaes myoglobin unduileiRindusiag vinTia
299 HadNTN WBN9INH ANMNUANANITBIENERUTNLIY UNLgNWaN Feral x Feral WAz Saanen x Feral
e a* (12.4) GINTUNGANENAUGENT (10.3-11.8) FIUAT L* UAT b* WUINGNNAH Boer x Saanen &

2

A1V 2 ¥iln gefiga (Dhanda et al., 20030) uazdtye (2543) s1a91udrAraaninnaa-snaly
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nfnnefinaiduesdagaas(figuiu ddranmiunsa-aeingn 5.8 vinlilusfugedeanimiu
v & o ®y & . ¢ v g v

ATEHHN VinWiA® myoglobin Masanansadndniiadag

FINNANITNARDIASIT HNUAITHUANFAINIBIATRIHANITINENENAUDI NA2BINS WL AN
Wi ndae1dasn tugnsaMIsNaNIESe uazNguAUAN (UOPF) 819iflasann unsnaassiony

v A o [ 1 o & = 1 o o | dy

In&AesINIIzENgn F9sTH A9 HANAIINaIMITVIAaBIaINSUATRTBIES (LF, a* WA b¥) LAY
ATzuanITIlasRLlanaei undnifadasnnendsdndenaiiuilessUnd fei 59 lHasnasnann
NUDINATHIHDWNE

4.2.2.2 89AUSZNAUDITINTLILNE

v v
= < o A

\HeRansnnasdlUsznaneeseneuesuny Tun1sAnEASIl wudiunsis 3 ngu AlHSUNg

A =)

¥ o A

Tt RainsTuiinsngae@oan (Lentinus sajor-caju, LSc) filafidudasdusznaveassnenieg Wud i
il 179 viale Usagannasnad fnu ngelaan (9 fU W@em SomTaaNesATn STUUNIAREINIS
Tosulutoavins uazloiuiuln wudnllunnsinsiuednefloddamnead (P>0.05) (Tddle 4.2.3) Tneid
ﬂ"‘ILQZL%ﬂLVi"Iﬁ/‘LI 8.24, 10.35, 0.18, 2.91, 0.42, 1.37, 0.19, 0.54, 0.26, 1.60, 4.03, 0.97, 2.1, 0.70,
0.85, 0.45, 1.46, 1.88 U8y 3.10 Wadidud auandy snssft n1sfnmnasel nudunedlnadidudans
il uaznszmirgwn uanensiuad el Ay neatia (P<0.05) Tmmw:mjuﬂﬁ%u UOPF AN
q\iﬂdqmjuﬁfﬁ%’u FT (FTOPF Wway FTOPFU) %@Lﬁ@lmﬁﬁsﬁi’mu p1afiuiladeluatnsvinlvanas

4.2.2.3 99AU5ZNDU URSHARINTINNINRAVBILNE

Table 4.2.4 WAAIBIAUTLNBLYBIFTINANNNITHAUAIEINULUUEINAYBITDIUNT [F 51Ty
Undnsinsuiindndaados (Lentinus sgior-caju, LS Tugmaamnananiada wudunsi (430 UOPF
uwaz FT (FTOPF wa FTOPFU) Sidmaanaasduazion (loins) #4ElAT9 (rack) 14 (shoulder)nnsasin (fore

'
A a

leg) an (breast) uazA® (neck) (Humnsnaiulunisadit (P>0.05) InafiAnanad udas 9.15-9.48,

[ g

8.52-8.68, 9.45-9.66, 21.11-21.86, 12.38-12.63 WAy 6.94-7.04 Wa5tEud AMNAIAL 8NL3% VIR

a !

(hind leg) uazazlnn (chump) AiftAasuaAnasiueg1fidodfAyn19Ran (P<0.05) Tnanguii 5y

FTOPF #AN2191&9 (%) gendnngudng uaznguii (#5u FTOPFU Hanazinn (%) gendingudueg
AANANTL BednaauTInaNaTDIUNgNNaN N9 AnEAssl TnfiAssiuntsfinunsesandn (2552)

PRy ] & = ' & v A o a Y A =
VITEITUIN LLW%W‘LALN@GVIU@@‘HLLVI%L@NT%LLU@GﬁQj’IWfNLLV“IVIVI”(NNLN?N@WW’I’?’H%WNTU?@%?QN 14

g [} o/

wWadidud fdndaunasduazan (10.13 wWasiFus) 20949 (21.13 wasidud) avlnn (6.91 1wasidud)

fn@lnse (10.38 wWasdus) na (8.63 wafius) 11w (19.73 Wesidus) an (10.54 wasidus) uas
Aa (10.52 Wafidud) mudiy aoiefl gnaned uazanis (2550) 91897590 unzgnuandasiiud
ANUBIAINAD A FlAT an ude Weau Ruvins uazaedy 8.22, 24.07, 8.65, 9.29, 7.77, 7.33,
1.99 UAY 29.02% ATNAAL UATFUNT (2555) 318911447 LLw:z_gﬂwmﬁLﬁmﬁfmmmﬁ TMR #fidn

o

adauranasTuUadundn (OPF silage) waza1m158% (80:20, 70:30, 60:540 Az 50:50) Wud1f
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ARAIEIME 2ET AEINN BN AB WAZIATIN Wi 11.49, 24.65, 6.81, 6.99, 6.76 WAz 19.30%

AINAAL

Table 4.2.3 Effects of diet on body and gut composition of finishing goats (Exp. 2)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Body and gut contents?, %

Head 8.42 8.19 8.12 0.45 0.66 0.91
Skin 10.64 9.97 10.43 0.73 0.64 0.54
Tail 0.17 0.18 0.19 0.02 0.52 0.57
Shank 3.15° 2.83% 2.75° 0.10 0.05 0.61
Heart 0.41 0.42 0.44 0.02 0.64 0.55
Lung 1.32 1.23 1.57 0.13 0.66 0.13
Spleen 0.20 0.18 0.19 0.02 0.70 0.64
Diaphragm 0.33 1.03 0.26 0.45 0.60 0.30
Kidney 0.27 0.25 0.28 0.02 0.89 0.30
Liver 1.71 1.53 1.64 0.13 0.47 0.57
Blood 4.10 3.94 4.05 0.20 0.67 0.72
Penis 1.16 1.13 1.02 0.06 0.31 0.29
Rumen 1.75¢ 1.50P 1.520 0.08 0.01 0.79
Reticulum 0.27 0.28 0.25 0.01 0.90 0.10
Omasum 0.27 0.28 0.24 0.01 0.32 0.03
Abomasum 0.37 0.38 0.38 0.05 0.96 0.99
Small intestine 1.08 1.08 1.51 0.29 0.57 0.36
Large intestine 0.85 0.99 1.01 0.18 0.53 0.93
Visceral fat 3.06 5.1 2.99 0.93 0.43 0.18
Kidney fat, % 3.72 3.35 3.83 0.80 0.90 0.69
Pelvic fat, % 0.50 2.20 0.66 0.97 0.46 0.30
Heart fat, % 1.02 0.75 0.55 0.22 0.23 0.54
Gallbladder, % 0.41 0.46 0.62 0.1 0.40 0.37

9¢ Means within rows followed with different superscript letters are statistically different (P<0.05).

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4 Body and gut contents = as a percentage of fasted live weight of goat.
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Table 4.2.4 Effects of diet on carcass composition of finishing goats (Exp. 2)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Carcass composition*

Loin, % 9.15 9.48 9.26 0.19 0.41 0.47
Hind leg, % 22.37° 24.92° 21.55° 0.30 0.08 0.05
Chump, % 8.07° 8.49° 9.19¢ 0.10 0.05 0.05
Rack, % 8.61 8.52 8.68 0.44 0.98 0.80
Shoulder, % 9.66 9.45 9.53 0.15 0.54 0.81
Fore leg, % 21.11 21.35 21.86 0.78 0.63 0.67
Breast, % 12.46 12.63 12.38 0.45 0.93 0.72
Neck, % 6.94 7.01 7.04 0.19 0.75 0.91

¢ Means within rows followed with different superscript letters are statistically different (P<0.05).

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean (n = 3).

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

4 Carcass composition = as a percentage of chilled carcass weight

4.2.2.4 Qmﬁhma‘[n%mms AT AN RV N AT NY I BUNE

aosAnaslnrunisraaiaunzudazngunaaaslisunsluladudiufindnaaaidas
(Lentinus sajor-caju, LSc) TWgnsamnsuasiada (Table 4.2.5) wudnlifiaannuansineiu (P>0.05) 784
Anquiia 1 Tdatiu uwazluiu Tnefidadoag i 26.15-26.35, 1.52-1.59, 22.06-22.12 uaz 1.41-
1.72 Wasdud anuandu vinuesfeafuAuaai@en (Ca) urznaanasa (P) wudnHianuuansteiy
(P>0.05) Tmﬁﬁhmﬁﬁﬂgﬁuﬁw 0.10-0.11 waY 0.62-0.69 Wasidud auna1fiy uansiviun1T M9
Tudsiifintndasdasn TSJ@‘W%W@GI'@@mﬁﬁﬂ’wiﬂ?ﬁu’mﬁ‘i‘ﬂﬂ\‘iL‘ﬁ/ﬂLsz a9ifl949n N19nAaD
ﬁ%gqﬁl,l,w:*vgﬂﬂzg'mﬁﬂ%mmm‘aﬁufﬁﬂm@mmi walisulnauetndifeardiu wazL UG Aeafi

snn1snaaesi dr % Tusfin WAZLANGININ989IUYBY Beserra et al. (2004) Ag18975447

1% !

Tusfin uazidnilounsiiginiiony 8-10 wew fluUsfin uazifingng 20.7-21.9 uaz 1.1-1.1% AMMAIAY

v
a0 1

usidl % Tusfusiandn (1.5-2.7%) a0usit % TusuiiAnunasdfidngandnsssnecininedey (2552) 7
5189791 unzgnuasuaslnayien 50% x Aniilas 50% wazunsiuilosiladu 135 uay 0.90%
ANAIAD Bspanuansiaiiunaennemmaaesiiunnsinsti Usnaimimnsfitiu eny uazme
davantunamaassilliunzgnnanuoslnayiden 50% x Mudes 50% madilinaw Usninnns
azanfanludoFefidngondiuneiuilos 89 Evan et l. (1976) 189107 Feiugunsunnsinoniug

g

asippsdUsznouvaizeaiioun: lnadndiugsinssyme nindndgnuanaziniaavanlaiuge

9

>

¥
o & o o

AdAR IR AULEBY (Xiong et al., 1993) uaz Tshabalala et al. (2003) 31897447 WUGHNAFDAWAIN
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cgl 1 v ci‘ o/ 3 g A o/ 1 ra a é 1 o/ (ci’ A
LHBLNS @’Tﬂﬂ’]‘a‘ﬁﬂi&l’ﬁ/\lﬂ’)"lﬂ@’?ﬂLuﬂLL‘Wﬁ‘WHﬁUﬂ‘E NT‘HNMZSQﬂ’J’WLL@]NTﬂ‘iW%W’TﬂQ’]LLW%W%@WMLN@\?

]
=

WaW3n1 2euzil Sheredin et al. (2003) $189MWTIUNEANTUBSTIBYW 56 T1 J(2siugendnfiangyu 28
Fu usidi T sfulndiAsaii aoazil Schonfeldt et al. (1993) 318191W37 ungHFUDS uavinfueslngd &

WasiFudannngu wazllsfulndifeen

Table 4.2.5 Effects of diet on chemical composition of Longissimus dorsi muscle of finishing goats (Exp. 2)

ltem Dietary treatments' SEM? Contrast, P-value®

UOPF FTOPF FTOPFU UOPF vs. FT FTOPF vs. FTOPFU

Nutritional composition

DM, % 26.35 25.62 26.15 0.31 0.31 0.30
Ash, % 1.59 1.53 1.52 0.08 0.58 0.97
Protein, % 22.06 22.11 22.12 0.16 0.80 0.96
Ether extract, % 1.48 1.41 1.72 0.1 0.59 0.13
Calcium, % 0.10 0.11 0.10 0.01 1.00 0.56
Phosphorus, % 0.67 0.62 0.69 0.04 0.86 0.35

¢ Means within rows followed with different superscript letters are statistically different (P<0.05).

! Treatments: UOPF = untreated oil palm frond, FTOPF = Fungal treated oil palm frond, FTOPFU = Fungal treated oil palm frond
with 1% urea, FT = Fungal treated.

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean.

3 Compares the effects of UOPF with the combined FT treatment.

NN B9AUsENBUNARAuAnseiue e iunailasinanWugnIss JULDUNI 50K
8115 91y uarRauandenfidns(isy Tnaezinanausuasiiviudntiunsaranliulundnuile wia
Tasuunantunduiile Fuaused, 2529; Swatland, 1994) wananil szULNTARSTUANSNT W NasE
AouAmslneuzasiiauny wanedey (2552) 3189790 sruunisiAssuUUUsEEe Tnsunsgnides
= o/ v a o Y ' & A a ¥ ¢ @ g ¥ o o
nalulssBou dandimAnayananlfinedafing uaziaduammnsin 1.5 Wediduduewsiminga
Wisuifeuiunisdesuuufislszdln Annaslassidnfumdgnauayanluudas 8 Faludi uay
a 1 @ ¢ © g ¥ o o 1A ! 4 a % &
WW3NAEe1TIN 1.5 wWedidudaasiindnsa wudndnasessdUsrnauniauaiiaesndniile lag
AnsfnEnunddeduuen ndnuilloazlnnuazndnilamanudn nsidssuuulsediniannures
o & o ] = a6 : g = P g a A =
adHedunanunnduai lUsfusindin1adeeuuuislsedln nnsidssuuulsrdnfinaaan l9ud
arae (i LazU3uNuABlaEABTea NINNTInITAswuLvUsdin Tudauresnduiloarinanudn
g A A ~ o P & ] A s ! 2
nsRssuLLlsEdiniinesaauiiavas Flunduilannnndt uifinelaaieeseasindIn1sIaeEN UL
fatszdin uarndruiflama nudinisdesuuudsedinfiaatiulundauiianinnda udilussiusnndg
dy ti! a dy a a zil v 1 ra 3 J
A9dssLULAYTiln n1siReswuulsstinfireaaneuiiazana (funnndn uiiraaamasaaningn

& = a
R ENOLIRNIFRR

Te9MUNNFATERTUTNANY ] (399 “NAYD3 fungal treatment foN19tos [FaalnTue NTEUIRNITATN LATANTTONTNNITHAS

VBIUNZYUW” UL WA, 2559



54
uni 5

ﬂfgﬂwﬂm‘mm@m

n3ANET NaYB9 fungal treatment fanistdos Haaslnaus nszuanniandn uay

a dl ° ! o/ = o/
an9TONNNIINARYaIUNsyI ez (Uguimanetunisiawmalulademisuns Taeerfanimis
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