wan13lEAuNse Bacillus subtilis Wulwslulafnsadnwaznisduailunssmwizgian
nsgapaanglunsuwizguvasingfivamsdniuazdulssansniseesldvasinvus
lulaile

[

I5eAnd veuwss” a93ua uiundes? 155a 81ames? $1lws wndd? Jjun ynsen?
UNANED

1w

MsvanesEtianUsvasdiiiofnwnaveansliaaunis Bacillus subtilis illnarodnumzms
Fueillunszinnzgi msgesaaslunszimnzgiuuvesingivemsdniviading o sadedudseans
nseaeldvadlnruesIe 9 INUNTNIAGEIRUUARY (switch-back design) 71 2 U&an 3 923013
NAABY WAz 2 Awinaed fie (1) m3ld B subtilis adlilafuluSnT 2% V83913 (ANUTLTUTES
9auN3Y B. subtilis WU 1 x10° CFU (colony-forming unit)/fiadans) waz (2) nsbkild 8. subtilis
(nguauay) Tnelflagnaauuswisumadiianznssmnzuasldvonuunnssiuiu 4 i nan1smnass
wuin Tanguiilesugauniafiaanudunse-ana anududureaenludelulasiou anududuves
nsnludussivedrenazinuingdunsganveanadlunseimiz pauliuaneng (p>0.05) Aulalungy
AIUAN uBNINT NMsdesaaglunssmzguvesingiuemsdaiv 13 vin uazdulsyandng
goulavatlnyugsng 9 AutuduYeIeyYRugHasu (purine derivatives) lullaaniy wagnisazay
lulpsiaulusanevestaisasngulsiunnsnaiy (p>0.05) ogdlsiiam nisldqdunddilinisdes
aanelunszneguuvesndamdes (p=0.0771) $1astden (p=0.0982) maiumslnanusianaininsii
(p=0.0581) wazd avinszalala (p=0.0985) 53udsArududuvesnsalufussinad e s
(p=0.0582) fuwaltfugatu agulé aausslovimedunafiussansnmduoimsdninnms
wesaildqaunadinslulefin 8 subtilis Aflanuidadu 1 x 10° CFU/dadans Tirulaludng 2% veq
Ve sfinunaglflafuewnsluszduiionisdsedn (aldfugduniddiuu 4.02 x 10° CFU/
f/3u) Selaidaiau

AEAsy: Bacillus subtilis Insluledin nsgesaanslunszimegiuu dudseansnisgesle

wneidaudvIns: 65(2)-0214-011
Y ddniauneimsdnd nsuuadnd g.unened e.lesunusnil 2.Uvusnil 12000
7 gudideuariauninsgiuemsdndifendes n.inse 8.4 2.u0uKAY 40260



Effects of Bacillus subtilis as a probiotic source on ruminal biochemical traits,
ruminal degradability of feed ingredients and digestibility of nutrients

in beef cattle

Jeerasak Chobtang” Ornvimol Kaeokliang? Wanna Angthong” Ramphrai Narmseelee?

Patima Butcha?
Abstract

An objective of the present study was to evaluate the beneficial effects of using
Bacillus subtilis as a probiotic source on biochemical traits in rumen, ruminal degradability of
feedstuffs and total-tract nutrient digestibility. A switchback design with 2 blocks and 3 periods
was used. Two treatments comprised (1) cattle received B. subtilis at a rate of 2% of feed
intake (1 x10° CFU (colony-forming unit)/ml) and (2) cattle did not receive B. subtilis (control).
Four male rumen-fistulated Brahman cattle were used. Results showed that the biochemical
properties (pH, ammonia- nitrogen and volatile fatty acids) and microorganism counts in the
ruminal liquid did not differ between the two treatments (p>0.05). In addition, there were no
significant differences in ruminal organic matter degradability of any feedstuffs and total-tract
nutrient digestibility (p>0.05). As well, urinary purine derivatives and nitrogen fates between
the two treatments did not differ (p>0.05). However, there was a tendency increase in ruminal
degradability of soybean meal (p=0.0771), rice bran (p=0.0982), low quality pangola grass hay
(p= 0.0581) and ground Thapra stylo (p=0.0985), and total volatile fatty acids (p=0.0582) in
cattle received B. subtilis. In conclusion, the beneficial effect of B. subtilis as a probiotic source

(4.02 x 10® CFU/d) on feed efficiency is not pronounced.

Keywords: Bacillus subtilis, probiotic, ruminal degradability, digestibility
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nsldansiasuenmsdnivssinnydunsgidinnlinelsausdeiiudseaninmnisidons
daluazavnmuesdnd vse yauvsdinsluledn lasuaufisnunniu lnamgludninssimnzied

| o &al a = a | a a a o s Ao w
bYU QﬂﬁLLazamﬂﬂﬂ I@ﬂﬂaUWﬁﬂﬁW§1UIamﬂﬂgsﬁﬂ?Ja\‘ll,ﬁillﬂ'ﬁlﬂ5€UWLG]UIC°']SU@Q?W]']Nqumqﬂﬂa‘lﬂﬂﬁqﬂ@l

a a1

oA nmstiuduuqduvissfiamaztismunuqduvidfinelsaluszuumaiuovisvesdnd (Fuller,

1989) ﬁaaLﬁuUizﬁw%‘mwmiﬂaam‘miu,a mmm%mmimmi (Vieira et al., 2014) wazyigLiy

mwmmmu (Reid, 2008) mmmaamamﬂmsmm%a 1’337’0‘14 gAYy, 2550) d1UTUITTUUNITHER

dnivReades aum,g wag 151 (2558) S1euin mslddunsdinsluledndislvinisdeslavetens
aau Tussuunmsdesaus mﬂmaumsﬁwﬂﬂammaiﬂﬂumawamuwuumesuu (Vieira et al., 2014;
Sun et al., 2013; Peng et al., 2012) warthansumadlmnAnlutuL (Xu et al, 2017) oehals
A nalnmsvihanuiidsadensifiudseansamnsnandn fazunnssfulumusil awazanoiug

a

agaum’%‘eﬁwﬂuiaaﬂﬁmﬂ@iwﬁu (Fajardo et al., 2012)

Bacillus subtilis WDusuafieunsuuindideuthu g dulnslulefnioinadyduing,
ansnmzdsdld vlddodensndndanisdn uaslinisadrsavasfinumuninsadangund
(Vegetative cell) (17394 wazaz, 2550) Linelsmnadnd (Souza et al, 2017) fawdindalainsiu
nalnnsvieuegiauidn wislsieauin msld 8. subtilis Sreifinuszsansnmnnsgosuaznsgady
13013 HuANANnaveIALYEFlusEUUM AR T LA iuNARAuAzAMAIMINLY (Sun et
al,, 2013) Manhar et al. (2016) 57891131 3NN1MAaasluaIUfURN1SAUNTE B. subtilis AMS6
ansaiumstesaanoivaglaals egslsAnu doyanisldadunid 8 Subtilis Tuuszinelne ol
fovun Fau nsAnuiiingUsrasdifieAnvinavesnisldadunsd B subtils Afdossuy
dradInenlunsemiggiuy n1sgegaatslunszimigiuuvesingauemisdndsdanig q
uazdulszAni nnsdesldvadlnrugdn q sufinsussfiuFinugdunisiusiudlnasonain
NILLNENLIN

gUnInluazisn1maass

da1uNAiuN1Ina99
ANIUNITNAARITANEIToLAT A UININTFINOIMITANTLAEIE Y A, IINTE 0. 1Bd A
YOULNU TEUINUADUNNTIAN 2562— HUNAL 2563

N9 19UHUNITNAGDY

MIUNUNTNARBIUUUARY (switch-back design) 1l 2 Aammaasa Ae (1) Msldqaunid 8
subtilis \iulnslulefinaane1mslusng 2% vesuSuaewnsiinu huinan) dadusasa
Augiveadndue war (2) nsldldqdunidinsluledn (hquaiuaw) ldlaneass 1uiu 4 da
wazdl 3 Yran1Immans (period) Tnglunsazdrsvesnsmaaosazvietu 18 Su eilitoannanndned
91932inNBNTNAVRINTIERUNISluY N ITVIAaeIneunt Yansveaeddl 21 Tu Taglutis 14
FuwsniluszerUiudvesdninazyie 7 Ju Wutaiudeya



v ¢

AN INAADILAZAITINNS

Mladognuavussisiumadidnnaznssmzninuagldvionuunnsduan 4 & Tad
dmindiade 637 + 56 Alandy wldlanaasseonidu 2 uden mutmingvesda S1uIuvdenas
2 71 ABUNISNARBY 2 dUA19 vinnsanene1sniglunazneueniaraniniiiy ADsE Aodlalumen
Henwunn 1.5 x 5.0 msaunas neiiiazennldiunasaan

Aedladsastuduiasuiiilusiu 17.10% waglidnlnandouiinniinddlsiu 6.71%
Fuewnsuenuludadiuemsiuseamsuenuwiniu 40:60 (aethmiinusia) Taldsuomms Wwein
W) ludna 1.1% veshwidngs Sadussduiilaazldsulsfugeniissduienssssinidniion
(ﬂmzﬁwmé’f@ﬁﬁmmgmawmiéfﬁiﬁmLgaqsuaqﬂszl,wﬁlm, 2551) Tnauwuinshianmsdniidu 2
o9 azwihe fu lunan 09.00 u. wag 15.00 w.

dwsulanmasenguiileu 8. Subtilis awnnsnaniedRdunIdiuemnsdniudnilulia
Auiui lneadunsd 8. Subtilis o lusUvesnaiddnuINFUNIVAU 1 x 10° CFU (colony-
forming unit)/Aadans wasdesnmanaassidriauimunislionstula fe telunguitldsu
auvissinslulednazlésugdunid B. subtilis lushsnads 4.02 x 10° CFU/f/3u

nsAneINsgesaanslunssinizsuuvesingiuamsan

Anwinisdesanglunszimzgiuulagldinaiagiluasu (Nylon bag technique) nuisves
@rskov and McDonald (1979) M ingAvemsmsdnisiuan 13 ¥iin feanunsoutsoonidu 3 ndu fail

naudl 1 TmgAvensdniniduuvastusiiuil 3 s19ms ldud (1) mndaundes (2) $1aziden
uay (3) nMnUrdutiafy

nquil 2 FngAvermsdmitiuuvdemndaaudl 3 s1en3 liud (1) dnlwaun () Suduun
wa (3) mndudUynasan

ngud 3 YmgAviiduunadsemsvenudl 7 s1ems 1dun (1) neunslnausfeganinuiy
nans (@1gmsinannndn 45 Su wiliiAu 60 $w) (2) nefundlnanukananing (@1gn1sinuinniy
60 F) BednurSeunuduug IS nsivauks (hsudednd, 2544n) (3) nguudesvsinergnisen
60 Sudmnsumuduuzihismsvihmgmiin (nsudadad, 2544%) (@) Srlnandeuilnninenysini
szeviuy 50% (Fndoiniuneingivemnsdniludmiaveuuny) (5) Wit Eadeandud
Smieludmiaveuni) (6) ludwimszalalatuiifiongnisein 45-60 Ju Sawsumuiuugiies
nsuUrdnd (25530, ¥) uae (7) nszdutu dadhlunssiusumy

dusegnemgRuemsderiainag 500 nfu ntuulsiesseandu 2 diu dawd 1 than
UpR AN IfiTzIue 2 fadwes dmsuldlunsfnvinisgosaaelunszimizgaulaoimaia
veougiluasy uazdruil 2 uakumzunsaRdsTUIn 1 fadng dwsuldlunsiesginani

dmsunsAinwnsgesaans didegrvingAvetmsdnivseann 5 niuldlugaluasu (33
yun 35-45 lilasiuns) 1uin 8x13 lwuiung sauingsliuuuudnilleuiigumgil 60°C uw 48
s uwdadathmin anduilundouadunssmzninvedlaniznszinie $1uau 4§ auusuns
naaos lngiFuvgougdludenlutag 2 Jugavnevesnsvaaedulsiazdie oasu 48 Halus thgslu
ousanIINNIEMIE LA e Az nils iAo SN ssg S Raaniugeoonty
yum ndutiluaufigamgll 60° C wu 48 Falug udadaimidn thninfimdeluiiesesivian dag
WLAZIINNI5Y0e AOAC (2016)



nsnuduUszAninistasldvadinvus

Usziflududszansnsdesldveddavuang q vesomnsdnilagldnilovadilidoaasly
N3gN3IY (undegradable neutral detergent fiber, uNDF) Jushuad (Velasquez et al., 2018)
duiuegayalaeds grab sampling Tuaz 2 a%s 9 az 200 n3u lutasian 10.00-12.00 u. uaz
15.00-17.00 u. \iuyaseiondunar 5 Wulutisgavevesnamaassusazdag tyaiiiulilung
wiegrumgd -20° C fleovgaianssumesqaunid WoAuaansvasadluusaziammeassiiyalaus
azAuAgNLAa TN mﬂﬂduLLﬂQﬁauwﬁﬂUaUﬁqmmﬁ 105°C w1y 18 F2lus Lilevinguits way
druivdevnneuiigumgll 65°C w72 Falug udrhunuasiuazunssfidguune 1 fadiuns
wisogseeniiiu 2 d duvisdmiliiengiesiusznoumanidndnmilsdmiuldmannds
wadiligesaaelunszimizgiuunuisues Velasquez et al. (2018) Tngnsihdieg19e1m5dn
wazsideg1eyadnildgaludou (Orskov and McDonald, 1979) uaalungeulunszinizlaaiey
nsznzduine 15 Yu mnduiidedafivdelugsludeusmieantaead (neutral detergent
fiber, NDF) #1175v83 AOAC (2016)

nsAnwAgatinazduuaunTE lunsEiwi i

AUMBE19UDIMAINNTTNETUUILTUEATNEYBINTNAADITB AR YN TNAR Dl UY IS
Aoulwoms (0 F9lug) LLamaamﬂummi 4 Flus I@EJ’JﬁLﬂUIG]EIG]N"\]']ﬂﬂiuLW%iLﬂJw\I’mV]’N‘VIE]
LUUDTIT FUINUAIBE1UDLMAIINNTENIZTMY 100 TaddnT maﬂm&ﬂ%mmamq 2 du 91niy
thluSauarinsgsiameduniised

(1) Fannadunsa-ae (pH) lngldiegnsweamnarannnssmegiun 20 daddns In pH Viudl
Fewa3aein pH

(2) wesennsaludussmeiewazieuludelulasiau lnglddiegsveanaiainnssmies
WUTIUIU 30 Hadans LWunsagaia3n (H,S0q) Ansdudu 1 Tuans 91uiu 1 dadansneusunn
HI0819wamaINNNTEINIEIILY 9 Taddns ilevganisviiauesqdunid uddahludumies
(centrifuge) #28A11L57 3,000 SeuUsau?l 1Wutaan 15 uil iiueanizdlula (supernatant)
Juau 15 faddns tluiulilugue -20°C Wesedaszsimnsalusiussmedieieniosuialasu
TN # (Shimadzu GC2010, Japan) wagdasizsiteslutielulasiaunuisnisues Bremner and
Keeney (1965)

(3) Uszidiuduiugdunsdlaglddieg1evesnaininnseinigsiuudiuiu 50 daddns lag
wUaiaegseendu 2 diu druusnldiiegsvesnaiainnseimizgiuy 1 TaddnsiAunesundu
(formalin) 10% Tutindo 0.9% ﬂuamwmumaammmﬂﬂﬁul,wusmu 1 dusienosunau 10% lu
Ynde 0.9% 9 @) aslusiuil LmeUlfquwqm -20° C Lwaiauummuqaumﬁmmﬁuu‘lmamq
(Direct count) Ma3aes Galyean (1989) daud 2 UssiiuUSinauuaiievianun (Total bacterial
count) wazTausutauaTiSefigasd ole (Fibrolytic bacteria) Inginaila roll tube m1u35uos
Ogimoto and Imai (1981)

n1sAneIUSNIA purine derivatives Tullaana
duiiuieg1alaane (spot sampling) lavinass Juaz 3 A%e Tugaaian 12.00-14.00 u.
15.00-17.00 w. uag 18.00-20.00 w. fasdulunian 5 Ju Tugisagarnevsinisnaasudazyiy by



nsndafia3namududu 20% (vv) ludhsrduilaamedensa wifu 100 do 1 Tadans iedudans
anpdelulasiouaniansswesndunid quinegsilaanizdiuau 20% vesdaanziivldluusiay
Fu wdrhanfvinulifigumgd 40 C ieTias1zvinnan allantoin #1838 colorimetric method
(Young and Conway, 1942) FiaseviaA1nsngsalaeldisves Fujuhara et al. (1987) wagAsizyien
creatinine 1As1¥AlaglY colorimetry (Balcells et al., 1992)

NN5ATIZANLAL]

AnsigiesdUsrnaumaaivesingavernisdnivagiiegisyale lawn nguis (dry
matter) TUsAUneIU (crude protein) lagiu (ether extract) 181 (ash) nisiwad (Neutral detergent
fiber) @nlulwaglaa (Acid detergent fiber) Anilu (Acid detergent lignin) wagdiasievia1lulasiay
Tushegstaanzlngidues AOAC (2016)

N1IAUINLAZNITIAATIANINEDR

fmnainiwesan q Ineldianmswazauniseel

(1) Anumnensgesaamevesdunisinglagldaunisded
nsgeuaasvesdunIeing (%) = 100 - [(UinadunIeingiimadelugmdsy 48

Faluy/ BB uEe ingreuta) x 100]

2) Ussiudulszansnisteslsvednauzing q ngldauniseeil
uszavisnsdenlivesinguita (%) = 100 - [(%uNDF Tuewns / %uNDF Tuya) x 100]
dusyavsnisdesldueslavugng 4 (%) =100 - [(%uNDF Tuemwns x %lavugluya) /

9%uNDF Tuya x %Lavuzluens) x 100]
Tnoil uNDF vanedie wifswaddilidesaanslunssinizsiun (%uNDF = USuias NDF
filigovamelunszimngguumdsninuauiu 15 Yu / USunas NDF Aeutsl x 100)
(3) Ussdiudiniunistuniedaainzuesialaeld creatinine 1 udausdmuisves
Valadares et al. (1999) fsil
Ysuadaaniz Gns/du) = USuna creatinine excretion (Hadinsu/3u) / Aududy
v84 creatinine lullaanie Hadniu/ang)
Tnefiusinansdunie creatinine @adniu/du) lulaaniz= 32.27 - (0.01093 x
dntingaedla (nn.) (Lazzarini et al., 2009)
(@) UssdudTuun1s9ady purines 31NAUNTY (purine absorbed, PA) TaglduTuna
ourine derivatives (PD) Tutlaamelneldaunisues Barbosa et al. (2011) fisil
U3 PD Tullaandy (@adlua/3u) = 0.8 x PA + (0.30 x BW*™)
Tnefl PA vanefis Usanmunsgady purines 91n9Auvi3s wag BWO™ wanefs vuiin
uwnuainveadla
(5) UsuiiiuUSunardunsglusiu (Microbial N) 31nUSu1ain159adu purines 3MNEaUNIE
Tneldiannses Barbosa et al. (2011) Kail
Microbial N (n¥3/lulmsiau/du) = [(PA x 70) / (0.137 x 0.93 x 1000)]
(6) UsziliutszAnsamnispadululnsiulagldaunisded
lulnsiauiigadu (n3u/4w) = lulpsauifuls ($u/) - lulasavluya (h3u/5)



[

(7) Usziiudseansamnisiiunnlulasaulasldaunisaed
Tulasiouimiuin (nsu/4) = luleswuiinuld (hu/du) - luleswuluya (05u/30)
+ lulpsiauludaane (nSu/u)]

AATIERdayan1Naiflnglsiins1grinuwlsUTIU (analysis of variance) Tngdluuuvunis
adif(statistical model) YBIUHUNITNAADILUUARU (Sanders and Gaynor, 1987) Fail

Yik = M + Block; + Cattley;) + bjPeriodgy + Periody + Treatment + €

le Yy e Andanediinainla (Cattle) fail | Tuudon (Block) 71 i luren1sneaes (period)
7 k 1§%udmnany (Treatment) 7 L uas by N84 Andulszansaunisanaey (partial regression
coefficient) dusuladadi | luudend i v03929n15MAa0s k wazdmnaes L waziUSouiisuniny
wANEINsElAvesARRs S NEmaaedngds Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test

NANNSNAABILAZIN5A]

nManaaesiidunsnaaeuauyfgiuitinisléqaunsd 8 subtis \ulnslulefndnavinly
dndumesUssrnsgdunislunssmegwuradadefinmaudsundadulumsiiagdamaliiin g
dusvansamnsldonsvedadeuardmaliiyiunidlusiusnudinsavaululasiouluienie
ity
asAUszNaUMLATivasIngAvaImIand

ma7 1 wanseadusznaumMaaivese i iuay TngAvesdniitldlunismnasiliien
aeRUsEnaUMAAiinIe 9 aglurisunid IndiAesiuseauves Issanwazane (2547) uaviduniun
uazAy (2559)

M13199 1 asdUszneumaaiivesingivewnsdninlddnwimnisdesla
DM(%) CP_ Ash EE  NDF_ADF  ADL

% of DM
21IMSEMSUlANAaDY
DTV 89.04 17.14 979 689 30.14 2322 193
Prlnawsoulnmin 2703 671 493 175 6106 3122 4.02
TmgAvemnsdnidmsuAnwinisdesaanslunseinizgiau
Mndundes 89.36 4624 740 066 1657 11.96 0.50
S18v0un 89.57 1779 713 1320 9.19 500 1.23
Uity 9383 1663 459 1077 71.11 4890 14.16
g1lnaun 8713 930 1.74 541 1476 490 048
Auidu 8825 244 241 023 1330 508 1.24
MndudUenasan 2172 198 177 0.18 5484 16.67 268
vaunslnauis (Ansn1we) 83.09 413 644 142 7475 4941 820
weulnauis (AaunInUuna1e) 9231 511 707 155 7151 4422 542

Inlnanseuilnvain 2443 817 666 177 5588 3635 557



el svin
fihmszalalatu
W99

nyzuy

1584  8.64
9356 11.21
9486  3.39
9246  14.57

7.83
6.21
13.66
T.17

2.14
0.62
0.83
7.23

50.57
63.61
71.73
44.75

48.06  6.27
57.22 12.34
48.26  5.36
54.50 10.89

DM = i’quLﬁﬂ (dry matter); CP = TUsAumeu (crude protein); EE = lasTu (ether extract); Ash =
107; NDF = wilawwa (neutral detergent fiber); ADF = 5?11‘141,%@]163 (acid detergent fiber) waz ADL
= andu (lignin)

nsgaaanglunszinizguvasinghvemisdnd
nstesamelunssimgguresduisnguesinghvemsdaiva 13 oile lulavisaoingy
laiunnsinafu (p>0.05) (131971 2) sedlsfmu msdesamslunseimzsmuvesdunisinguosnin
dundes (p=0.0647) aziden (p=0.0982) vgunslnaiuanunInd (p=0.0581) uagdmimszale
Taun (p=0.0985) Tulaiilé3u 8. Subtilis Suvalifugeninlulalunguaiuas

M13199 2 Msdegaanglunszinygiuredurseingueingive1msdnd

) Lailgqdumsd SEM p-value
Fnguiduunaslusiu
mﬂﬁ;’J YGEN 99.49 99.42 0.01 0.0647
S1azdun 95.03 94.70 0.04 0.0982
nnUndanisty 81.63 82.22 0.17 0.2471
SngAufiduuna ey
41INAUn 98.03 97.51 0.30 0.4467
Auidu 97.73 97.43 0.19 0.4834
nndudUerasan 94.17 93.22 0.46 0.3912
pAuiduuvasormsveny
vgfundlnausis (aaunne) 54.78 50.05 0.30 0.0581
MeWNINAIUIAY (AN MUIUNEN9) 74.15 71.09 1.40 0.3722
e nulesumin 69.22 66.90 1.06 0.3722
1lwanain 71.26 69.05 1.00 0.3714
finsedlalaun 60.57 58.43 0.23 0.0985
19917 55.96 51.18 1.19 0.2212
Tunseiiudu 65.63 65.04 0.10 0.1588

SEM = standard error of the mean

s a IQ( )
Ysunaunisiulduazduyszansnisdealavaslnvus
lansaeenguivsununisivemsaslusiulndifeaiunstiiiasninnismaaeslinis 91n

Ysunaemsdmiuldidedalegluseduiiion1sinselin (m15199 3) lavisaeanguildudszdnsns
doalavaslnyussing o loun Tnguis (iewindu 74.28%) Bunieing (Raewiiu 76.62%) 1Usau



(1dowiniu 73.55%) lusiu (wlewiniu 91.45%) niawad Aoy 66.90%) anluwaglad (nde
WU 56.68%) wasndsiu (aewiiu 75.38%) Tiuaneet (p>0.05) (15137 3) nan1snaaesly
adsilaonadosiu Souza et al. (2017) AlF@nwmansliqaunis 8. subtilis C-3102 ludna 3x10°
CFU/AU waznudn msldadunidgainanlddielinisdeslavesinguis dunseinquasniaead
dnduidlefsuiunslaléqaunis Tuvmed Sun et al (2013) 91891031 nsldRaun3s B Subtilis
natto lugns1 1x10" CFU/AY/3u luemslauwldviilinisgesaaelugalugaau (in sacco) vaeing
wiafiuuusivilinsdesaansvesmineadananiesannisliqdunisinavlidnauwasianssy
vosuafiSeTidoaioly (fibrolytic bacteria) anas

dnsumanaaosiinisldadunid B subtilis g (p>0.05) fes1uau cellulolytic bacteria
Tunszimnzgmuidanudululdfnnsdesldveadeloniontaradliunnmaiunslaldgdunid
wazUsinmunsldRaunds 8. subtilis lunanaaeadl (4.02 x 10°CFU/f1/u) Yosninuunmnsld
FunIFlunsAnwdesuds 7 wag 250 i1 muay

ee

lﬂ. a a ¥ U a Q‘ 1 ¥ 1
A137199 3 Usunamsiuldveslanaassiazdulszansnisdealavaslavuzsing 9

ERELEIGEL) Tgaduvsd  Wldqduwsd SEM p-value
Snquitetaulel (Alansu/i) 7.45 7.43 0.0043 -
DNTUY 2.89 2.89 0.0010 -
P1lnangn 4.54 4.54 0.0000 -
aUN3E B. subtilis 0.02 0 0.0000 -
Wsklumeuinuld @lansu/su) 0.81 0.81 0.003 -
MNTTU 0.50 0.50 0.001 -
1lnangn 0.31 0.31 0.00 -
qAUN3E B. subtilis 0.005 0 0.00 -
Fulszandnisgesls (%)
Trguitg 75.17 73.39 0.71 0.3356
duneing 77.47 75.77 0.63 0.3151
TUsAumeu 75.52 71.58 1.18 0.2608
Tosiy 91.77 91.14 0.10 0.1491
AR 67.85 65.94 0.59 0.2683
anluwaglod 58.48 54.87 0.74 0.1853
WAL 76.15 74.60 0.67 0.3554

SEM = standard error of the mean

anwaenedadlunsEiniiau
Avnsdaeaiiuagdunugaunisanvesvanlunssimgguuvedlasnouuasndsnisliong
wandluangedl 4 Iﬂﬁgmaqmjuﬁm pH AN uTuTswanludsuaznInlusiuseedewidnmig o
lalupnsnei (p>0.05) IaaAn pH ﬁu’qdauLLawé’qslﬁmmsﬁuaﬂﬂﬁu’qaaqﬂfjmagﬂuszhwﬂas?faﬁmswdw
6.0-7.0 (@rskov and Ryle, 1998) luviusunediu aududuvesienluieiiaiey sening 6.27-
7.41 8a8nSU/L0TENS G?fqagﬂuﬁzmmﬁ Ao 5-13 Aadn3u/ndans (Boucher et al, 2007) Tnavialy
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AnuntuvakenliislunseimnesmuagldlunsusslivUssaninmeeslulasauluimsnazgn
Tduazildaudulusiuvesgdumss (Broderick and Muck 2009) 39zuUsiunIuALEINIIAIUNTS
gnuiindeglusiuvesermsusazyiia (Eardman et al., 1986)

a13197 4 anudunsn-nne Ysinaweluilleuaznsnluiiuszsmedigluvearainnnssimzgiay

1882880 T99duvsd  ludldqdwn3d  SEM  p-value

AnuLdunse-Ang (pH)

0 tlusreuliomns 6.22 6.19 0.02 0.5255

4 Hluanddliomns 5.91 6.09 0.10 0.4238
warladalulnsiau (NHs-N, Sadnsu/ndans)

0 lusreulens 6.27 7.41 0.42 0.3136

4 Hluawddliromns 6.86 6.24 0.30 0.3954
nSARLERN (Acetic acid, Hadlua/ans)

0 tlusreuliomns 46.22 44.30 040  0.1886

4 Fluandsliomns 64.20 61.85 1.70 0.5178
nIalwsilatin (Propionic acid, Jadlua/ans)

0 tlusreuliomns 7.51 6.51 0.34 0.2929

4 Fluandsliromns 13.97 12.20 0.85 0.3888
nsnUa91sn (Butyric acid, Jadlua/ans)

0 tlusreuliomns 7.58 6.88 0.29 0.3427

4 Hluawdsliomns 14.32 13.29 1.05 0.6232
nsAIasn (Valeric acid, Jadlua/ans)

0 tlusreuliomns 1.39 1.18 0.09 0.3689

4 Hluawdsliromns 2.63 2.24 0.14 0.3162
nsnlusiufisymednenaun @adlua/ans)

0 thlusrouliomns 62.70 58.87 0.32 0.0771

4 Fluandsliromns 95.11 89.57 0.35 0.0582

SEM = standard error of the mean

Peng et al. (2012) @nw1n15lddunsd B. subtilis natto luan1nuis (solid state) Iy
Taualudns 3 wae 6 n3u/ia/Tu uaznuin Tafldsuadunidis 2 daa Sanududuresnsalngd
Todnivduudfienududurosnsaesdfnluresvalunssmzgaanandedisudulailalésy
8un3d uonanil Sun et al. (2013) 1891 Tadld¥uRAun3s 8. subtilis natto Hulnslulefin
Tudns1 0.5 x 10" - 1.0 x 10" finrmnduduvesuenludelulnsalunszmegiuganinlailsle
$URAuNad Auuanssvesiindn fuarszdunienududuveanislidunidonnasndutiadovand
yilinanIamaaeslunne1saInTIeIunIImeUaLawaN 1A u AN slusBauTes Sun et al.
(2013) wag Peng et al. (2012)

Daualnsta B, Subtilis agllvlasiuSuauueensnesdin (acetic acid, Cy) NsAlNSHLTN
(propionic acid, Cs) nsaG2713n (butyric acid, C5) kagnInLae3n (Valeric acid, Cs) AAMANATS
(p>0.05) Inlelundumuny uwiiwuliud (p<0.10) agvililafiusinunsaluiussimedievionn



11

[
Y

(total volatile fatty acids) enouuaznaslomis 4 alusdanfindu (p=0.0771 way p=0.0582
pdIFU) (397 4)

Ardndurasnsnerdin ninlnsilefinuagnindafisnuesnsneaesiifaegsening 70 6-
72.5% 12.3-13.3% Wag 13.4-13.6% auanu lnednadiuveinsnesdinginiteiuniusdndiunse
Tnsilefinfevhniunfidnties Bergman (1990) 31891 dnaduvesnsalastuia 3 siiansiidney
S¥MIN 65-70% 20-25% Uay 10-15% puddu avanilioraiaanmsilaldiuemsiuliesuay
913V UNINIRIIEUSUIUNIHEANIABETRNUIN (Moran, 2005) yinlidndiures nsnaedin
waznsalngiledn (Cx s ratio) fAngedls 5.3-5.9 dsgendAumsnzaslunszimnzmsiniiaasiien
JENIN 1-4 (W51, 2533)

ungaUNIIlunszinie gy

° o o & ' =

uuldsladuaziuaiiseluvewvadlunssimezguuvedanaanauuanslunisned 5 wa
nsnaaes nudn Usernslusiadauazsuuaiiseluvsanailunssimnsguuainianaasss 2 nawly
wAnsingiu (p>0.05) Twhuwendeafiu nsld 8. subtilis laifing (p>0.05) deduiunuafisunauild
LUs#u (Proteolytic bacteria) wupilisenguitldaslulaa (Amylolytic bacteria) wuaiisenguildide
T8 (Cellulolytic bacteria) wazuunaili3unguALTInyisnun (Viable bacteria) ag9lsinn §1usu

aa A a A Y] v g v | oAy v . oA vy o X

wuaniSefidesaaiglusiud 4 Talumdsliormslulanquitlasu 8. subtilis Tuwildiiudy
(p=0.0756) nan3ladn seaunsldadunsglunisnaassiliinadelassaiaviedadiuvesdseyns
Yos9aunidlunszinzguuvesdnidaduannanisivilinisgevaarevesingaveimsdnily
nszzgy AT ualikardneiinglunssinzwuwasUsununsduaseiydunidlusiuveda
naulduaglaldaiumsdliunnsiaiu

IuLUATIS NN INaaeslogluseAuinInugiuninIus1e91uves Hungate (1966)
FaasiiAegluyae 10'°-107 wadsediadans widwulusladrlunisnaaessiiareglunaeiung
Tuga9 10%-10° wadsoliadans (dee, 2551)

a ° ) N a
715199 5 ulvslediuazuuaiisgluvesvainnnssiniggiau

T99auvsd  lallgqdunid SEM p-value

Wslagh (x 10° CFU/Siaddns)

0 tlusrteuliiomns 7.16 6.81 1.09 0.8629

4 Fluandsliromns 7.09 7.30 0.15 0.5000
wuAfiBenmnn (x 10°CFU/dadans)

0 lusreuliemns 8.32 7.58 0.39 0.4148

4 lumdslionns 9.36 9.02 0.18 0.4208
Proteolytic bacteria (x 10° CFU/fiadans)

0 lusreulions 6.22 6.05 0.08 0.2634

4 luandsliromns 6.22 5.85 0.08 0.0756
Amylolytic bacteria (x 10° CFU/5iadans)

0 tlusreuliiomns 5.56 5.20 0.22 0.3704

4 Hluawndsliremns 6.38 6.34 0.29 0.9233

Cellulolytic bacteria (x 10° CFU/Slad@ns)
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0 tlusreuliiomns 6.60 6.00 0.24 0.2139
4 §lumdslionns 7.43 6.98 0.12 0.1143
Viable bacteria (x 10° CFU/fladans)
0 tlusreuliomns 6.65 6.79 0.04 0.1063
4 Hluanddliomns 6.90 7.06 0.07 0.2589
SEM = standard error of the mean
Ysuaugdunsdlushuuazunuadduvadlulasiau

M13097 6 uansaadudureseyiusintululaaizlannass Usinauadunidlusaunayen
unvUedduveslulasiau nan1sveass wudn nMstduazlildqdunsd 8. subtilis linavinlvining
Wntuveseyiusinsulutdaanelanaass Usunaqdunidlusiulasiuunuedduvesiulasiauvedla

NARDILANFAU (p>0.05)

au‘ﬁua‘ﬁﬁuiuﬂamw (Allantoin, Uric acid, Xanthine a¢ Hypoxanthine) T Useeiu
U'%mmIUﬁusumagaw%éﬁwamlmuﬂsswagmu (Chen et al., 1990) M3naasdluassidunisiiy
S1uaugaund 8. subtilis Tuewnsludae 2% vesUTumewnsiiau (winan) (arunduduvos
QAUN3S B. subtilis 11U 1 x10° CFU) Taefuiunalusiulueimslisisiu Ssiinaviliuiunm
lulasauifuld sudssiinalulnseuluyasastaanzbivnndstu dealilulnsouigadaliuay
Aniulusrameliunnsnsiusg wandiiuin nsld 8. subtilis 2% lalldaaglidinsasneu3une

AUNTEIUAULTY

o v fa A ac
M990 6 EJ‘L{W‘L!ﬁ‘W']iiﬂu‘ﬂﬂﬂ’]'waﬂﬁﬂm/l@a@ﬂLLaSLMLLV]U@@“U%J“UENVLUIG]iLﬁm

Ioqduvsd  ladldqdun3d  SEM  p-value
AMULLUTUUD Creatinine Tutlaaiy @adnsu/Alansy) 1,289 1,302 256 0.9771
ANNLTUYee Allantoin Tullaane (adndu/Alandu) 392 392 34 0.9994
ANNLTUYee Uric acid Tullaaniy @adnsu/Alansu) 150 134 25 0.7438
AnudntuveseyiusiiIululaany @adnsu/Alany) 541 526 58 0.8856
Anudnturedlulasiaululaang (%) 0.61 0.53 0.07  0.8979
Usunaulaane Alansu/iu) 16.45 15.95 214 0.8998
USunaeynusiisulutaaniz (nSu/) 7.16 7.21 0.66 09679
USunaupduvisglusiu (nsu/3u) 3.01 3.25 289 09648
Usanadlulmsiauiiiu (n3w/sa/su) 129 128 0.0001  0.1560
Usinaddulasiauluya (nSu/iy/du) 32 37 0.002  0.3440
Ysunalulasiauludaang (nu/ma/ ) 100 70 0.007  0.2048
ulnsiauiigadu (%) 75.56 71.58 117 0.2577
Tulasuiiiuinlusenie (%) 091 16.18 400  0.2089

SEM = standard error of the mean



13

dyUunan1IImaasg

nsldaunsd B. subtilis ALY 1 x 10° CFU/Sadans Innulalegnaauusiniuly
9131 2% vosUSunaemisniuwaglilafuemsluseduiienisansln (selalasugduniddnuiu
4.02 x 10° CFU/s/4u) lddreiindseansnmmsidenmsdaivasnszuiumamdn yuiadndiuves
auvsdlunsuimgguuiarlifinadunszuiunisiumvedduvedulasiay asulad audsslewiou
nsiiuUszansameuemsdaiveanisldqaunsd 8. subtilis \ulwslulefndmsulailoluszau
Prasudlaifianudaau dulu Jansiinnsfnwiienanudutusasseaunsldadunie B. subtilis
< a & o A '
Julnslulednlulaielussavimanyausiely

ANANIsuUsENIA

AzEITevavaUAMUSENTITilalnauTILBunTd 910 Natuayuldunid 8. subtilis §1m5y

Tlun1sfnunidensell YauAMAMNBIEY WAL PNAINTUNNINGIFY AN satiuayuansdinld

TuN153eT R auUgNITY veuan AS.ANYNT ALY HE1uen1TAUEITeLasTauININTgIY

¥ '
a o

9 sdnlAeIDeY NIdwIsANazAINtuNALTLIY YUAMANYIQTH Banla NYeiudeya
YOUAMMTNTINWIAT o mMNSEnT audidouwasinuinsgiuemsdnimendedunisiinses

£
=

HANIALAT WaEYaUANANENTIUNTITINISAinTRwwsdninlidwusdi lunsuilunaanided

LNE1S919D4

nsuUAdnd. 2544n. e wisionansAuug. Issiuiyguyuannsainsinenswissenalne e,
faninded 1. 23 nih.

nsuUAdnd. 25440, el mgn. lnansAkuzi. IsausiyuyuannsainsinyasuiaUsewmelng 911,
faninded 1. 23 nih.

nsudadnd. 2553n. davimszalalalonansiuugih. Tsafamiyuuannsainanunsuwsissemelne
$to. fasiadedt 1. 20 wih.

nsudadnd. 25530, Hwemsdndiuga. wnansAuiugt. Tssiiuiguyuannsainsinun s seing
ne 1. Rausiadadl 5 @ifuufulse). 36 win,

AzvhLdnTanAsg AR fiReudswesUssmelne. 2551, arwdesnslavuzredaiioly
Usznelng. nsuuadnd nsensiununswazannsal,

w51 Assaaianl. 2533 Invumansdniifondes. fludndudeds. ngamme,

135001 919089 AR N TieTUNT way 138 WlYRA. 2547, ANTNANAIMILAYTUEYBITNNAURIMNT
&0, faindedl 1. lssfaniqpmuannsainisinumsuissamalne e, ngame. 37 wih

TRUNIUA LFEUARATY FITIA INANNATAY Uay dnf Wededuns. 2559. MITIUTINLAzIRviYeYa
AuAAMNLNTUEYRIIRgAvemTdRd. dtiniuomsdnd nsuuadad nsenIInyes
wagannsal. 38 viin.
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