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Nutritive Values of some Legume Tree Forage Species Determined

by In Vitro and In Vivo Methods *
Pimpaporn Pholsenl/ Rumprai Chaiteingz/ Taweesak Cheunprechal/

. .3 . 1/
Tomoyuki Kawashima™ and Watcharin Boonpakdee™

Abstract

The nutritive values of legume tree forages i.e. Leucaena (Leucaena leucocephala)
leaves, Erythrina (Erythrina subrumbran) leaves and Pigeon pea (Cajanus cajan) leaves and aireal
part were determined by in vivo and in vitro methods. In vivo method was carried out by digestion
trial in sheep, and legume forages were fed in combination with a standard ruzi grass (Brachiaria
ruziziensis) hay at a ratio of 1:3 at approximately maintenance level. The results indicated that in
vivo digestibility of Leucaena, Erythrina and Pigeon pea were 58.9, 64.9 and 38.6% for digestible
dry matter (DMD), 62.4, 79.6 and 67.5% for digestible crude protein (DCP) and 11.62, 9.85 and
7.29 MJ/kg for digestible energy (DE), respectively, while in ruzi hay the DMD, DCP and DE were
54.3,65.8 and 9.75 MJ/Kkg, respectively.

In labolatory or in vitro methods, the nutritive values of forages were determined for (1)
chemical compositions by proximate, detergent and enzyme analysis, (2) dry matter and crude
protein digestibilities (DMD and DCP) estimated by nylon bag technique and (3) DOM and ME
estimated by gas production technique (DOM and ME). A relationship between nutritive vulues
within legume samples determined by in vivo and in vitro methods were studied. There were many
chemical components that found to be closely related (p<0.05) to in vivo nutrients digestibility.
These included NDF, ADL and ADIN as well as organic components analysed by enzyme. There
were some correlations between DMD determined by nylon bag technique and in vivo DMD and
DOM similar to between DCP and in vivo DCP. There was no direct relationship between DOM or
ME estimated by gas production technique and in vivo DOM or ME. Howerver, when compare the
values of DMD, DCP, DOM and ME determined by in vivo and in vitro methods (by nylon bag and
gas production techniques), the closely values were found in ruzi grass sample while amoung

legume samples the values were quite different.

* Research Project No. 41-0714-063
1/ Khon kaen Animal Nutrition Research Center
2/ Petchaburi Animal Nutrition Research Center

3/ Japan International Research Center for Agricultural Science (JIRCAS)
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1. doutlsznauniand Taena

1.1 Proximate analysis 1un ANTw TUsfwveny Eele i o waz luinsaunsidnunan

ANN38289 AOAC (1975)

1.2 Detergent analysis #iun neutral detergent fibre (NDF), acid detergent fibre (ADF) ua
acid detergent lignin (ADL) ANNATU Goering L& Van Soest (1970)

1.3 ADIP (acid detergent insoluble protein 138 ADIN x 6.25) %ﬂLﬂuﬂ?mmMiauﬁmmwﬂmLﬁlﬂ
lem1A5a84 Licitra Ay ALY (1996)

1.4 Enzyme analysis AN135783 Abe uaz Aty (1979) taeldidulaftianuandouaesduvading
aanifludausine feilie
- OCC (organic cell content) Aedaurasduriaingigneeslneadulad Amylase uaz
Pronase fafadfludauicios e
- OCW (organic cell wall) ﬁfamummﬁuﬁ‘ﬁmqﬁmﬁwﬁwmmiﬂ'@ﬂﬁwLﬁiﬂfnﬂAmylase

WAY Pronase

'
o P A [ % o

- Ob (organic b) ABdILIBIBWYITEIRONUARNAIAININ OCW unelaadiedulasd Cellulase

q
1

- Oa (organic a) Aadausas OCW Wteelfdine TdainnisAunINgmAs Oa = OCW - Ob

2. Bunulnausisiasls

2.1 mi‘wmm@uimu:ﬁ'ﬂ'@ﬂimﬂﬁ'ﬁuﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁma? (in vitro methods)
2.1.1 mampasunistenlalaedaldneluaeu (nylon bag technique)
NINTNARAUAINATIBY Orskov WAZ ADLE(1979) Tmﬂmﬁqﬁq@mql@ﬂuqﬂu@iﬂu (UM
21993 58 TuAsaw) dnihngeudaiinllqulunszmnzgwuaasdaanznszinag w0 4 8 12 24

uay 48 alie AanNtuANigeentIdN auui uay deiiwin saniatiennsimaelugeinly
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Amnzdf Talshu

ATAgaLANANAUTIR9ANTeadaaaiLantagld non linear regression ANty
ALFINuNstiatdanaasimguituasllsAulunssmnzguandnsuznstiasaana o 1d
ANN"T oza+tb(-e°) lnefi  p- haBuunstesganafngn t  diua, b uay
fudnadiles  a - WuBunudiuidesaanaldiud @ 0 999 b — WhuBuaunistiesaant
Tunsemng gy uay o - ludnsniseiesaaeues b QAN a, b WaY ¢ TuReERINNg
TanuaesemsaINnIsnzgmL (k) Jdssiduifiinunnstessaanaedes  (Effective
Degradability, ED) nel¥aun1s ED = a + bolk + ¢) laeld k fawidu 002 'hr
ﬁmumiﬁtﬁuﬁmmmﬂmmummmm@mmaﬁzLWﬂzgmuﬁi:ﬁuéwa\ﬁ‘w (Webster, 1992)

212 mmegaumaten|frasduieing uasndsnuilddetandly (VE) lhedinnsda
UFununt (Hohenheim Gas Test)

MNINARALANNATURS Menke WA Steingass (1988) TnedntBunnfaiifatuiien
arsHLNluanIaranraamad lunsEwILgaL (rumen fluid solution) ﬁ@mmﬁ 39 %1 WU 24
T LAUNANLTN RN (uﬁw’mﬂﬁuﬂ'fﬂmﬂLi_l?‘ﬂ‘uLﬁﬂuﬁuﬁfmﬂwmrﬂﬁﬁmuﬁq) TS
doutlsznaumnaadl wnAuanENIinstenlAaesduvisadng (DOM) waz ME Tneldannis

DOMg (%) = 16.49 + 0.9042 G + 0.492 CP + 0.387 Ash
MEg (MJ/kg) = 2.20 + 0.1357 G + 0.057 CP + 0.0286 (EE) (EE)
e G 1 Bunaufng (mi/200 mg DM feed) @91 CP Ash waz EE Lutliunnd (g/kgDM) 289
Tlshuveny 180 waz losis Auas
2.2 nsinenTnaueidenl§ludninnaas (in vivo)
nnsmageuluunzaeundd s 6 i 1neds Total collection  taelFunsRuda

NARAUTINAUNN9T Tuema1 1 : 3 TFNuseAUANTaTN (Usznnnd 1.6% 1a9uniinga) Tned

a

1%

Ha
AT 4 ARTANUAR

D

£ =
T1 — BeUNgIRLIALA

L1l

D

T2 - 03 uay NIehiu

a

D

T3 - MEU::’]?GI] AZ NAINRNN

a

1
o

T4 - UON9T LAY DaNzuay

a

b

uwneynFvazldFuusemnueduey 1 %1eve1msn i tnadanimaaeuuL Latin Square H 4 199
wiazdaatlsznaudnssrezaanliudnd (preparation period) 9 41 svaiziAudaya 5 1 99u 14

Tusazdaaunzuaazs e suatuissasalli
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unzsind
1 2 3 4 5 6
°]]"N‘17‘1I 1 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2
°]]"N‘17‘1I 2 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3
°]j"N‘17‘1I 3 T3 T4 ™ T2 T3 T4
611"3\7’71' 4 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1

MAUIIUNZAUNTNAAEY NNITFATULNE thenwend uazdaiimin wiasimaaaeli
wneiuamsnldnaasaina liduaaiues Tuszaziudeyanesusazdos vinnnsiunndeya
pasiallil
- fnunisivens TaadAuauainatmsiliiuazanunsiivae (13) aesuwnzynaougadu

WianTNguAaatineIMstinNneL NarInui uaztihandirasidauilsznauniani

LAY WASITU

901 o dla/ | o o o < dl ]
- dwtinga way Jaanay vesunsiduean Wumadanedy Inaviansiuddaicslunmusild

n3ainaa (6N HCI) 30 wa. iadululnsiauluilagnne  dyaieuuaNauuiesi 60 c” e

tninuia nienisguenetinayauarilaannziuas 10 % wazileduganimaasdluudazdos

indetisyauazilaginzaasusasdunnmuiuiumadn e ldidusaatedmiuameei

! = o '

dnutlsznaumiuail uay wasusall

ANUIUAUAN N INTUTIasaNN T luLAA 4R Aesialiil

1. unulnusidasldansinguie aunsadng Tlsau el aflulawmm uazwas-

) Ineldgms

Usnnaulnmusitanls (%) = Bunlnguginu - 1Bunlnaurluga x 100

Bunnulnausiinu
2. Tnguziiderfaau (total digestible nutrient, TON) Ineildgms
TDN = digestibleCP + digestibleCF + digestibleNFE + 2.25 x digestibleEE
Taei digestible CP, CF, NFE, EE luilBunnifidesldaas Tlsau dele lulnsauwsidnunsn
waz 11 muanAL

3. waaun sy Tamils vise ME Auaniingldges

ME (MJ/kg) = na%91uluamsinu - wasnuluya — wasnuluilaay — wasnulufinadimu
131ueMN99NY (1.0.)
TnemAnaasny @udsenily M) lwenmns  ya uasilaan: ldainnisdmasilasld

Bomb Calorimeter  @2unasanulufiadimulauiainnislszanninising ldaunisaaa Blaxter Lay
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Clapperton (1965) CH, =1.30 + 0.112 D + L(2.37 -0.05 D)  Ingifi CH, funassuainiing

1
a

U (% of gross energy intake) D iflutSunnunasanuneesals (% Digestible energy, DE) uaz
L fhalunouenvnsing (dry matter intake)

nssideyanieatfvesrnisteslfaasemnsusiazgnslaeld General linear model
(GLM) Tulilsunsndiagd  Minitab (1989) anduAamAnstesidresiausaziaann

pdavaasiauarAtAINLANsTasnstias i aeuliileunsAunggdieenaman  uazilenu

NNANT

MSANENANMNINNUEsEUINalnTusndaglnann1snagaulumidnd nuAlaannnis
nagauluvasdisng
o =) o o ¥ . . . 1 1 dl 1 4
NnsAnEANNENRUSIaald Simple Linear Regression seninaminusides s uas
ME #ldannismegerludnd funandinszildlaedsnisluiesdjimnas Wdud deudsznaunig

= { 1 ¥ as! o & ¥ 1
LAN ﬂ”lﬂ’]?ﬂ‘ﬂﬁli@"ﬂ”lﬂﬂ]ﬁﬂ’]?flﬂﬂ’]sﬁ LS mﬂfﬁq\ﬂm@u

NANISNARDILAZIANGDL
1. daulsznaunawni

a A

NANIIILATIZI AU T AU AR LA lUANNT 1 WLINERTe 3 aliadEFuslileRulu

' 1 v
o ' a o

JeAUgINIY 20% widanzuazarifiuallsiuandadadu Bnvieeel ADIN - Tailudaues

' [ ' v !
v a A

Tulnsiau (Tdsin) Nldannsnldusylamiligandidnau  wenaanildedigielavis CF waz NDF 71

'
J J ¥ o

Aaudage TauansirinuAtAeudsindndedn Geeaasilunezionzuasidoueessulu
wnineluanENnsyiy waznasaslusdonlunay Auluwing A uSunsstiu wazneauand wil
AeifFunullsmunlndpesiu (26-27%) winasawaziitialangendnnsziulszanaauingn aia
iealeneny NDF uay ADF - dquntn gawuaninnin wAewdinag Tnadillsiugans 9.97%

o o a e a as Y & o—ilz dl a .

duFunsemsvidaudseneunnanilnedsnsidulodiii  WeRasainann Organic
cell content (OCC) uaz Organic a (Oa) FailudaundseuindndaunsadasliluiFunnigs
(Abe Az Nakui, 1979) Wudnasuaniiunumnaes OCC uar Oa Ngandndnaw doulu

- o - do v o oy o
NIEnU UaztaNzuazlFuUN INARENTUW LazgandIuangT (A9199 1)
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a a e ~ ~ o oalo o el .
F1919N 1 N@ﬂqﬁ‘rJLﬂﬁ‘qguﬁquﬂ‘izﬂﬂquqLﬂNﬂ'ﬂ\?Wﬂ@qﬂq?@mTﬂiﬁjWﬁ@@U ImﬂrJﬁ proximate,

detergent WaE enzyme analysis

918NN AATIZF NauN9dnT
wongd AL NAWAN  DANTUEY
Tmquike 91.92 93.32 92.12 91.19

Proximate analysis (% 2849RRWI)

TsRuneny (crude protein) 9.97 27.21 26.71 23.64
win (ash) 8.80 6.77 13.52 6.94
Lé’ﬂﬂ‘wﬂﬁ‘u (crude fibre) 30.14 13.16 26.27 33.10
lasTu (ether extract) 1.51 4.98 3.06 4.75
Aslulamen (nitrogen free extract) 49.85 47.89 30.44 31.57

Detergent analysis (% 843517UI)

NTlLTA (NDF) 61.03 26.80 40.27 61.10
antuaglaa (ADF) 31.88 12.65 26.93 34.72
ANty (ADL) 4.67 5.81 5.26 12.46
ADIN (g N/ kg DM) 0.56 1.53 0.94 2.94

Enzyme analysis

Organic cell content (OCC) 21.84 43.77 39.78 36.72
Organic cell wall (OCW) 69.36 49.46 46.70 56.34
Organic a (Oa) 9.54 2.82 10.24 7.61
Organic b (Ob) 59.82 46.64 36.46 48.73
OCC + Oa 31.38 46.59 50.02 44.33

2. manamauilFanailnausisasles

2.4 mamageulnausiitesldlneAalusaslfiRns (in vitro)

211 mamagauAINstataasrasinguiauasilshulnedsnisldneluaau

nanamagaLuandlumIed 2 %qwud’mgﬁqﬁumﬁfm:ﬁﬂ?‘mmm@ﬂ@ﬂmmmﬂﬁmq

whasnndnmstiasaaeestisiu 5@N:LLazﬁﬂ’]ifjﬂmmmfaﬁmqLLﬁa‘Luﬂiszngmuﬁﬁﬂdﬁq
'fﬁ'u“] lunnadaaian ddndi 0, 4, 8, 12, 24 e 48 2. uanfedunuuiunns effective
degradability (ED) 993RQuia WusHANe 49.05% TuuEh NIYAY WAY NewWan adl
5uns ED figelnifesiu A 67.61 uaz 66.09% muddu  deauntstenaanemasilafiu wud
nesraeifiinn ED wedlsiuraudnage 85.8% Iumm:*ﬁ'm‘zﬁuuﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ﬂmmﬂmﬁmqm}”mﬁl

In&AeiuneaInana waRBunnd ED aa9Tisfuiies 70.12%
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ai a s | o o = s v i
AN 2 N@ﬂ’]ﬁ"’.}Lﬂiqzuﬂqiﬂ@ﬂmﬂqﬂﬂﬂ\?')mqLL'VN LL@zIﬂﬁ‘muImﬂrJﬁﬂq?1“]]QQ1H@@“

g18NINALATIZIF N1a &R T

EA! NAINATY AP AT

2ap
XL

NIEREAANLVBITALUWI (%)

0 dalug 16.32 25.03 29.92 12.66
4 dalug 23.79 34.13 36.43 21.03
8 dalug 32.83 41.48 50.09 37.26
12 dalug 36.00 47.67 59.61 41.24
24 ol 50.84 65.65 68.97 52.36
48 T 65.74 79.19 73.98 56.67
a 16.40 24.60 27.81 11.25

b 60.70 65.21 48.08 46.49

c 0.0348 0.0387 0.0781 0.0870
Effective Degradabity (%) 54.97 67.61 66.09 49.05

nsslasdanereslUsiu (%)

0 dalug 49.37 25.24 59.08 31.14
4 Falug 49.87 30.42 60.89 38.87
8 dalua 63.02 39.85 74.76 60.28
12 dalug 57.57 40.46 81.95 66.22
24 ol 65.19 68.48 88.08 82.07
48 il 70.76 84.02 91.54 82.32
a 48.83 22.11 56.63 28.20

B 23.18 77.89 36.63 57.24

C 0.0555 0.0321 0.0804 0.0901
Effective Degradability (%) 65.87 70.12 85.83 75.04

WNNRWE : AN Effective Degradability (ED) Auwanulaeldgns, ED = (a+bc)/(k+c) Taei
a -Bnounsdenldn 0 dalus, b - dsununisdesaanalunssinizging, - dnsnnstienaniy uaz k -

H731N17 MANIUTBIBINIANNNITNZZNY (0.02 'hr)

[ %

2.1.2  Bundunsesngfdasls (DOM) warnasanun il lamils (ME) aannnsilszilinineg

A8n139mRN T

o

HANNINAABLLAA WA 3 Tenwuauangiasnaninggeninds etiitlasaintEunn

o Ao X . . 2 v o~ e
Aaniinaudanlungazilunaniannisdeaaanavasansiulamemaslunginasinnnnan luda

'
[ % 1

doulunguianudinfonzuasnaningteagn  uaziethfsunmufinaings saufudaulsznaumng

PENUNANUISELlTzANT] 2543 neseunsdnd nsndAdnd naznsaainemsuazannsnl w1 167 -183



176

idndssiduiuainisdenlfesdurisadng (DOM) way ME Tae ldaunisudn wudugingd

NIZU WATNEINAWATHAY DOM AlnAAeNriu waztanzuazlA1fi1gn d49uAn ME lunseiiuas

4940 7898 AUN UEI3T NOINAN LAT NTUEY AINAAL

A5 3 Bnnunisdenldves@unzadng (DOM) uazwasnunldilszTumdld (ME) NAwan

2] ! = ¥
NUFNIUNT kazdaudsznauniauailng ldaunng

ST NrauNIdms
g% nizﬁu NIV fﬁmmaz
nstletlfuesuvsadng (%) - DOMg 59.65 59.07 59.75 51.85
wasuR 9 sz lamdlE (ME, MJ/kg) - MEg 8.06 8.45 7.72 7.35

2.2 nmageuingusitasldlusadnd (in vivo)
v a Y o ' a ' Y A A ¥
annisnaaesliungAungg@iesatnaumas  wudmggidsenintusdenls (TDN)

53.18% wardifunnl ME 7.796 MJ/kg uwaztialiunsAuvairsdsaunutausiazaianudnyils

a

i
3

Punulnausidaslfaesansdaudasull TnedlaldiunsAunaingdsuiunsziu we neanans
o U dl 1 7 a é/ dl dl a v dll o al/ o
szl BunninmusndenlfdounndAngaan  TuansilsunsAunnirgisauiudonzuge nay
i lilnaugndanldinauynetdsilaimiias  dadathunawniliunainmusndes i faasdoies
Ca s . ~ J M o 4

aeianeand nudlunesnans asiitfunnlnrusides idAeudregendndaan) lwanendanzuas
Hlsunulnauzideslfraudnesn Ael TDN Wien 39.33% wlazdiiFualdsiugans 23.6% uas
JAnnseaslsuaalilsiune 67.5% (M1397 4) n19ndanskazBunistasldAaudam1ena
[HasnnanfonzuaeHTunuantuAeudngga (12.46%) Geananilidnistieslfaastialusn

WallFauauiFununisdes ldaawmniiuazdanldainnimeaasiiiunaiildainnig
NARBIBU WL

TunszduiewFaueuiun1maaeeaed  Cheva-lsarakul 4ay ADLE (1982) TIN1NNT
naaauluung seudidiBununistesnlfaesdurisadng (DOM) uazlilshu (DCP) 65.9% uas
64.8% dalnAtAsaiuANlfaInnImaansiine 64.9% LAy 62.4% ANNANAL

Tunasuany aoyde wazae (2529) senudnAnstiaslfuesinguiia (DMD) Tuunzd
\ ~ =< o o \ Hala = o
AN WNEN 49.2%  TeABuTAINdINTMAaesiniAngete 64.9% uarlutanzuay AaNn1InNeaes
2199 UsluT uazanuy (2533) Innimagaslula wudndAl DMD  65.6% TeAsudnegandinig
NeaRIaTaRAINe 38.6%

AoulunnngT AINNIINARBITBIRNBUAY LAY ALY (2536) T9NIsNAaasluuNzwLINg

AN DOM 58.6% T lnALALAUAIN IAANNN1INARBNNTINAT 57.4%
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! '
= I

AFUBNNUNATUN LYY nesfullEinunasuntienld (DE) waz ME Wigandnta
2w Tuangidonzuaziiniudeuden wazsienFauisuiunaedeyanes Kearl (1982) @9

wansiFuns ME aa9nselin (luwng) HAN 11.25 MJ/kg (2.69 Keal/g) eAaudnagendnaiilsann

1 1
1 ¥

nInAasdipeiAn 9.88 MJkg daulutanzuay § ME 8.20 MJ/kg (1.96 Kcal/g) aqAnudnagenan

She =D

NINARBINARANNEY 3.99 MJ/kg

a o A Y v a o
M990 4 lﬁN']MIﬂﬂuﬁ LL@%W@Q\‘]WUWB@EVLW UBN ﬂfngsﬁ NITOU NAINAN LATNINTLLES /MNNIT

nagauluuny
eI Mﬂj’]ﬁ nIEnu NBINAN AT
Inqueiitesld (%)

TR uia (DMD) 54.31 58.94 64.88 38.63
Buviedng (DOM) 57.38 64.90 69.93 41.94
Tusfin (DCP) 65.81 62.39 76.56 67.48
fels (DCF) 60.90 83.80 75.70 4322
a5 (DEE) 23.47 19.43 28.73 32.37
Tulnslaunzidnunsn (DNFE) 55.44 59.94 59.49 17.77
Hilasad (DNDF) 51.35 42.24 69.05 25.65
anluaaglaa (DADF) 42.88 29.09 81.41 27.63
Tnausfidesldean (TON) 53.18 58.88 60.44 39.33

1Fu0una391% (MJ/ kg)
wasusiayls (DE) 9.752 11.62 9.85 7.29

WA un Mlse Temile (ME) 7.796 9.892 8.542 3.991

3. ANNFNNUETsUINAnAYNlNgUsNdssiiulaanmsnagauludndnaaas wazain
T8 lunasl]iimns

ANANRNUSI I TN lnausRdas I faaedane 3 ol AANTYOU NA9UANY  WAZDA-
dl U o dl v aal U a e/ 2 1 a '
wruae Nlgainnimeganlulng m_|N@Mmfa’mmimmmu‘immﬂuumﬂgumma‘ 18un N99ATZY

! = ¥ { aa o &Y d‘
dautlsznaun Al mﬂmmi‘u@@u WAL ABNNTIANIT  WAASANTINN 5

q

[ !

3.1 ANANAUSALdIulsznaun1Al

=

= Lo = | A o o & o 1
AINNNTANHINLINNAULTTNAUNIUANNABATNNNANNANAUTGY  (p<0.05) AUATN
tsziiulsannimagauludnd Aaszrdneidunns NDF fdu DE, ADL /U TDN Wazsyudng ADIP

1 DMD TR ANdNAusiulunieay

'
o K ]

NDF iludauaaswiiugas Tedaulunjdsznausiaaslulawmmminiuindulasaieans
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o

W Nd1AtylALn hemicellulose, cellulose Wax lignin NDF ifluansislansuy ldasniaua visn1esiu
AruAnelngue maedl wazn1anIn d@auAn NDS (neutral detergent soluble vi3 100 — NDF) @4
@ : : 5

dudounazane i luans neutral detergent muiumg%ﬂizﬂ@umﬂ nonstructural carbohydrates

¥ 1 1 ]
(NSC) léiur 1n-sna uils wag nonstarch polysaccharides aannuxnlunansznataléun pectin

o o

NSC luansdealfinauionn  waziiuunandsundAnyluaimns (Van Soest Uaz A,

1991) patiuagaani At NDF HAdduAus luneauiuAIngsanuaa DE  waz ME 18

dg/a/ = 1 1 ] a [ o dﬁldlddl o 1
uanaNigaleudn seninsdaudsenauniaaiian NDF usdsanangs Tun1sniuigan

q

in vitro digestibility ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁmuﬁiﬁmf((}upta WAz Pradhan, 1995)

1
&

dauen ADL vide anflu iluansiieludourecnlagad fdnsllanansndeslduasnudy
fiBunmugeluitgnsznade asenaimldflrudniudluneauius DoM g

dmiudaudszneumaaiiiiensflfanisnmelddulod  wudnBunnmauees 0CcC

WAz Oa AzlANANRUSEY (p<0.05) Aulsununnstiasldaes NDF luanisii Abe waz Naku

(1979) e wdnBunusNIes OCC way Oa  AzdlAnuduiusgeiuiBuinnises|fang

a o

wisedng  dautfinnn OCW wudidanuduiuslunnsaudusnisteslfaesinguisinaasy

o)

Tudns

3.2 AudniusiuANstiaaaanalneianisldgeluseu

AInnsANEINUIEINItasaaEeeiRguie 24 9alue (24hDMD)IReAEN"9 1409

o o

Tuaeu  HAnudniusgeiulunn DMD waz DOM fildainnismagasludns Tuaned 15uin

1 U
=

NN9EiRARNEIBIIM UGN 48 Falue (48hDMD) NAURPNANRAUSAL ME  Khazaal 4ay A

¥

(1993) 31ENUINANNENNUFILUI19AY DMD 1aeds 1909 AuA1 in vivo DMD azgaligag 6 dalug

q u

wsn uazazAnaslugag 12 49lue udrasndugeauanlutgag 24 Da 48 dalug

A miuFununistiesaaieredllsfulnedanislinelusen  nudiiandusiuggaiy

1
=

1Funannseasldaaslisiuludndnaaad (in vivo DCP) Wi InsnuAudNAufianizAn
AUUaanNulTNNNL effective degradability (ED)  Tuuaueii lidnumanuduiugszndns A1 in
vivo DCP fiuA1 ADIN Zawfludquues N fdesldenn

3.3 AuduusiuA Uz RulAlaeAgnnsd AR

1
=

ANNNITANHINLINAT DOM Nsziiulnedsdanig axludauduiusinamnseaiu DOM N

o & o 1

nagaUluFdnd wAnwLqn nauNANNANRUSgeiuA1 TDN  &1nduAl ME Alsziulgann

a

[

AanednfngnuInHANNANRUSQITUAY in vivo DEE Suamsdnannisiiuedldenalimuizas

1
4

Auduldiunanssnatatiugiu
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'
o A ¥

A999 5 ANANANAUES szudnenuA e InTuzaasiagnsenatatiugiu 3 atia Nlfainnig

nagaulneds el [iRnAg (in vitro) uay ludndnaaed (in vivo)

Aanmadey 4un"3
luriesdjiiRns ludmninaans Regression Probability RSD
(in vitro) X (in vivo) Y

1. doutlsznauniauail

NDF DE Y =15.0-0.126 x 0.012 0.0564
ADL TDN Y =759-2.93x 0.001 0.0353
ADIN DMD Y =782-13.4x 0.042 1.433
OoCcw DMD Y =195-2.77Xx 0.041 1.249
OCC + Oa DNDF Y=-313+7.64x 0.011 0.5254

2. 3ansldgeluaeu

24h DMD DMD Y =-43.6 + 1.57 x 0.017 0.570

DOM Y=-47.0+1.70x 0.013 0.4408

48h DMD ME Y =-10.9+0.262 0.002 0.0120
X

DCP (ED) DCP Y =0.12 + 0.892 x 0.033 0.5206

3. 38199

DOMg TDN Y =-100 + 2.69 x 0.007 0.1894
MEg DEE Y= 120-11.9x 0.039 0.5717
NDF - neutral detergent fibre (%) ADL - acid detergent lignin (%)

ADIN - acid detergent insoluble nitrogen (gN / kgDM)

OCW - organic cell wall (%) OCC- organic cell content (%) Oa - organic a (%)
24hDMD — fnstlatannaasinguiisdl 24 §au (%)

48hDMD - mmiﬂ'ﬂmmmmffmuﬁqﬁ 48 s (%)

DCP (ED) - 13unnunnseleagaaneuealisi (Effective degradability ,%)

o

MEg - wasanui lduselamils (Md/kg) Aszilinlnedadnfing

o

DOMg - nstieslduesdurisedng (%) Mlssiliulaedsdnfing

DE - digestible energy (MJ/kg) TDN - total digestible nutrient (%)
ME - metabolizable energy (MJ/kg) DMD - digestible dry matter (%)
DOM - digestible organic matter (%) DNDF — digestible NDF (%)

DCP - digestible crude protein (%) DEE - digestible ether extract (%)

RSD - Residue standard deviation
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atlafimuianfsauineufiuninmusntes i udnd aewngd wavdons 3 aiin

AUAIDMD uay DCP Nilsziiiuflusn ED Tnendldneluseu wazAn DOM way ME fdsziiiuing

A8n139aRNg (113799 6) wudnlunains@An DMD, DCP, DOM waz ME #dsziluls avienf

¥ q

v o A I

Indasaiunnegauleludnd Aauanaeiuliiniu 5%  dauludadunuiiaziianizen DMD lu
, Y da v o o & , L A oo Ve o 1 o A Yy

Nasa Nt NA IndAeaiulugnd  dauAtaugIRANNLANANNAUNINTUAINUssRRlsAN

nanedauludnd Tnglanizatinetiasn DMD, DOM uay ME ludauziasialauansigiiundn

20%

A15199 6 1FausunantslsvituFunnlnausidaslgainnimesauludndneaans uazlneia

luieadfjiiFEnng
TRpi Tnausi naaauluwng naaayluiesliiRnig ANNLANFN
einells (In vivo) (in vitro) 9L 238 (%)
ﬂﬂ;’]g% DMD, % 54.31 54.97 1.22
DCP, % 65.81 65.87 0.09
DOM, % 57.38 59.65 3.92
ME, MJ/kg 7.80 8.06 3.39
ngenu DMD, % 58.94 67.61 14.71
DCP, % 62.39 70.12 12.39
DOM, % 64.90 59.73 7.97
ME, MJ/kg 9.89 8.45 14.58
NAIUNAN DMD, % 64.88 66.09 1.86
DCP, % 76.56 85.83 12.11
DOM, % 69.93 59.75 14.56
ME, MJ/kg 8.54 7.72 9.60
ﬁLfJN?JLLEI‘Z DMD, % 38.63 49.05 26.97
DCP, % 67.48 75.04 11.20
DOM, % 41.94 51.85 23.63
ME, MJ/kg 3.99 7.35 84.21

ANBBLNEFNERAAINANTINT 5
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1. ArameInguzaesiotiusu 3 4ta loun nseliv nesiany was fanzuge Anedau
Tuwng TnelviAusaniunangd wudn Hilsunadnguisneenlsd 589 64.9 uar 38.6% MlsAu

daeldl 624 76.6 uaz 67.5% uaznasnuindeslsd 11.62 9.85 waz 7.29 MJ/kg ANANGU

' |
&

Tuanuenegaidsunndnguis Tdshu waz wasanundesld 54.3 65.8 % uar 9.75 MJ/kg

ANNAAL

1
o A v & o

-ﬂl = =2 v o ! -dl 1 ¥ a -dl o
2. LﬁJ’ﬂﬂﬂ‘]:HENﬂ"J’]ﬂJ@ﬂJWMﬁ?ﬁZW’J’NIﬂ?MZﬁVIHﬂﬂ1ﬂ°ﬂ@ﬂﬂ1ﬂuﬁ]u 3 dilannaaauludnd Ay

nanInselilneds udesdfimnag lAun doudszneumaedl nsldgeluden  waznisdn

aAaa v o & o

UFnuing wudndauilsznaumaiadnianuduiusgeiuainrusndes 16 ludnsha NDF, ADL

LAY ADIP $93919A1 OCW 1ay OCC + Oa Mitaseilaeaa ldiawlasd

6

dournnstias linesinguiiandnaeilaaldnaluaey  wudiazilauduiug (p<0.05)

o v o

UA1 DMD DOM uay ME wulpsniuainisdaslgaasidsfuidanuduniusiusn  DCP

=)

nadeLludns  duiuAN DOM uaz ME hisuidildanndsnisdnfng  wudnaslifiaanudusiug
TaensaiuAn DOM waz ME fidlssiiuldludns udasiipanuduiusiuanisdesldaaslnausa
A8 TDN waz DEE ANAnAL

3. dleuBauifeuantnausidesldludnsmaaes fulnausfidesldlneialdn lusouuay
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% & o o a & 1 dd‘ @ adl a 1 -dl Aa oA o
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Anzipasazliuasnimeasulfiiunnsgiuineaiu. Ansfusmumadeyadussuy el

annsnibuanld il ilugudeys seldliluntaui

PENUNANUISELlTzANT] 2543 neseunsdnd nsndAdnd naznsaainemsuazannsnl w1 167 -183



182

LANA1TAN9DY

e o

grydy wilgad  Asedad dwadan Uy dAaniug etud [ansns  dasums aanawe
WAY AUNNIUA a0l 2529 . Tnauzddaslsaaslunesans. se9uLlsyantl 2529.

nasam3dnd nanUAdnd naznainmmsuazavnInl. win 161 - 166.

EUAY MUY WNNING 009e ez ges  aunatl. 2536, AMANYRNMINTWE (MAaIn

[=3 %

o a % | = 4
NLLNEILNAALLAI) 1. Iﬂﬁjuﬁ/}ﬂ‘ﬂﬂiﬁLL@%@QH‘U?ZH@UVI’NL@N. U?SNQ@L?@\‘IW’IT}J?Z?NVI’N

)

FrnslAdnd A 12, nandadnd nesnamanmmIuazaunnl. i 298 - 315.
dslua Anclndm  anides asouds waz nead 1@as). 2533, nislduselamianndonzuay
Wuuasasllsiuludng 1. nnawsauiuls nsliuan@s AniAmNaIg uay

FUNUNNTNAR. P1EUNANTIaea1dnd dmownne Uszas. nisdsegadannig

UUNINLNRLUNHATANAAT AFIN 28UTIN 103 — 112.

AOAC. 1975. Official Methods of Analysis (12th ed.). Association of Official Analysis Chemists.
Washington D.C.

Abe, A., S. Hori and K. Kameoka. 1979. Application of enzymatic analysis with glucoamylase,

Pronase and cellulase to various feeds for cattle. J. Anim. Sci. 48(6) : 1483 — 1490.

Abe, A. and T. Nakui. 1979. Application of enzymatic analysis to the prediction of digestible
orgsnic matter and to the analysis of the changes in nutritive values of forages. J. Japan

Grassl. 25(3) : 231 — 240.

Blaxter, K. L. and J. L. Clapperton. 1965. Prediction of the amount of methane produced by
ruminants. Br. J. Nutr. 19 : 511 - 522.

Cheva- Isarakul, B. 1982. The composition, intake and digestibility of legume tree leaves in
North Thailand. In The Utilization of Fibrous Agricultural Residues as Animal Feeds. Pp.

152 — 158.Ed. P. T. Doyle, IDP, Canberra, Australia.

Georing, H. K. and Van Soest, P. T. 1970. In Forage Fiber Analysis. USDA, ARS., Agricultural
Handbook. No. 379, Washington, D. C.

PENUNANUISELlTzANT] 2543 neseunsdnd nsndAdnd naznsaainemsuazannsnl w1 167 -183



183

Gupta, P. C. and K. Pradhan. 1993. Prediction of the digestibility of forages at different stages of
maturity by using chemical, in vitro and in vivo methods. Proceesing of the XVII

International Grassland Congress. 555 — 557.

Kearl, L. C. 1982. Nutrients Requirement of Ruminants in Developing Countries. International
Feedstuffs Institue, Utah Agricultural Experiment Station. Utah State University. Logon

Utah. USA. 381 pp.

Khazaal, K., M. T. Dentinho, J. M. Ribeiro and E. R. Orskov. 1993. A comparison of gas
production during Incubation with rumen contents in vitro and nylon bag degradability
as predictors of the apparent digestibility in vivo and voluntory intake of hays. Anim.

Prod. 57 : 105 - 112.

Licitra, G., T. M. Hernandez and P. T. Van Soest. 1996. Standardization of procedures for

nitrogen fraction of ruminant feeds. Anim. Sci. Technol. 57 : 347 — 358.

Menke, K. H. and H. Stiengass. 1988. Estimation of energetic feed value obtained from
chemical analysis and in vitro gas production. Animal Research and Development.

Vol 28.

Orskov, E. L., F. D. Hovell Deb and F. Mould. 1980. The use of nylon bag technique in the
evaluation of feedstuffs. Trop. Anim. Prod. 5: 195 - 213.

Van Soest, P. J., J. B. Robertson and B. A. Lewis. 1991. Methods for dietary fiber, neutral
detergent fiber, and nonstarch polysaccharides in relation to animal nutrition. J. Dairy Sci. 74(10) :

3583 — 3597.

Webster, A. J. F. 1992. The metabolizable protein system for ruminants. In Recent Advances in
Animal Nutrition 1992. P 93-109. Eds. P.C. Garnsworthy, W. Haresigh and D. J. A.

Cole. Butterworth — Heinemann.

PENUNANUISELlTzANT] 2543 neseunsdnd nsndAdnd naznsaainemsuazannsnl w1 167 -183



