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Abstract
The objective of this study to evaluate the potentiality of feed supplement

prepared from essential oils mixture (EOM) contained each of 0.06% clove oil, peppermint
oil and orange peel oil and organic acid mixture (OAM) contained each of 0.11% fumaric
acid, lactic acid and citric acid, mixed with prebiotics prepared from raw bananas (Pre) at the
ratio of EOM+OAM:Pre 1:1 (EOP) with and without probiotic supplementation. Two
experiments were conducted using 21-day-old Duroc x (Large white x Landrace) weaning
pigs in Completely Randomized Design. A total of thirty six pies were divided into 3 eroups in
the first experiment. The control diet was the diet without any supplement compared with
the diets supplemented with EOP 0.5 and 0.1%, respectively. There were better of productive
performances (P< 0.05) of the pigs fed the diet supplemented with EOP than the pigs fed
control diet. Inclusion level of 1% EOP had the best (P<0.05) for weight gain, average daily gain
and daily feed intake than the others. The suitable mixture of EEO-OAM:Pre at the ratio of 1:1
at 1% inclusion level in the diet had potentially be used as feed supplements for weaning
pigs. The second experiment, a total of 50 pigs were randomly allotted to 5 treatments. The
dietary treatment included a basal diet supplemented with none (control), 1% EOP, 1%
EOP+ Enterococcus faecium 10° CFU/ml (EF), 1%EOP+Lactobacillus acidophilus 10" CFU/ml
(LA) and 1%EOP1+EF+LA. The average results of pigs for 6 weeks of experimental period
showed no significant different (P<0.05) of productive performances. However, the pigs fed
diets supplemented with EOP+LA, EOP+EF and EOP+LA+FA had better an average daily gain
and feed conversion ratio than (P<0.05) the pigs fed diets supplemented only EOP and
control diet. Salmonella spp., Escherichia coli and Coliform bacteria could be reduced from
the anus of the pigs fed diets supplemented with 1%EOP+LA (P<0.002). In conclusion,
suitable composition of feed supplements for weaned pigs contains 1%EOP plus
Lactobacillus acidophilus 10’ CFU/ml and should be supplemented at the first week after

weaning.

Keywords: feed supplements, piglets, essential oil, organic acids, prebiotics, probiotics
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AaAude3E Duncan’s New Multiple Range test (Steel and Torrie, 1980)
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21 ﬁ:ﬂﬁuwaaj‘i:mﬂ (essential oils or volatile oils)

diuneusave uvsamadtugudiy findunassdarziy - annsnssmeldied
gamaiiung dhanfanin afinldandausneg veeiiv Wy men a wia u i 3 s
Bmslildindaiimenssveldud matiu. mawifn - wiensad Fevsildiunnitanlume
msfnAemsatadiedlorn (steam distillation) (Burt, 2004) TisMeUNIITINTINLEUAAILA
WinasiUsznauveninfunesmeviinggg Imﬂaaﬁﬂizﬂawé’nﬁﬁmmﬁwﬁmmmwgﬁa g1
aqUlilae  Bauer et al  (2001) msiwsEMiovesrUssnaudnsevildlaeldiades
chromatography and mass spectrometry ug'li}’uwam:z-maﬁaaﬁﬂsxnau'uaamn?ﬁmS] 1INWE
919NN 60 UiiA (Senastore, 1996 and Russo et. al, 1998) TnuilasAusznoundnusean
85% YoniuveuTAvY fmdediudiuuszneviiiiegdiuaution  ssdUsznauiisiasduszney
\uiluea (Phenolic component) ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@mamﬁ’ﬁL‘T’Juaﬁéﬁuﬁﬁ"atmﬂﬁL‘%EJ (Cosentino etal,
1999) miméﬁ‘f‘!’ 19U geraniol acetate, eugenyl acetate, trans-cinnamaldehyde, menthol,
carvacrol, thymol, geraniol, eugenol, p-cymene, limonene, Y-terpinene Wag carvone Wy
7 (Bauer et al.,, 2001)

2.1.1 nuwg (Clove) fidoinenmaniin fueenia caryophyllus (Spreng) Bullock &
Harrison %@ Syzyeium aromaticum- (Linn) Merr & Peny. (Syn) w38 Caryophyllus
aaromaticus Linn. (&R, 2526) Iuﬂan@mﬁ'aﬂ'}maﬁ’msﬁﬁwﬁwamsmaaE“J' 14-20 % (duws
, 2536) %&Ui:ﬁﬂauﬁﬂﬂ Eugenol 75-85% uay Eugenyl acetate 8-15 % (Bauer et al., 2001)

%301l Eugenol 24.37 mg/g Way Eugenyl acetate 23.54 me/s (Lee and Shibamoto, 2001)

£
= or =

JussAussnaumdn uenanidall oL was 3 -caryophyllene  uag caryophyllene oxide
Feansvon phenol ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂ eugenol  (CygH,05) wiadamaadl 1-allyl-4-hydroxy-3-
methoxybenzene #3a 4-allyl-2-methoxyphenol %38 phenal, 2-methoxy-4-(2-propenyl)
FenniuFesaz 70-90 vasUSunaninfunans e Nanvauziluvsuvardindsssous i
iilan 254 °C uazmmAITIIE 1.0620 (25 °C) (amwng, 2529) Sgnadudaimaasyves
L%’Bﬂﬁ@uﬂ’lmﬁl‘umiiﬂﬁ‘ﬁ (va3FnM, 2539; 13UNg), 2544) wazdonuaiiEomnliensa (acd
fast) MuuUATIG g ouRdAunsIUINLAZLNSIAY W 1@olsaluvoss Tsatinlifid Wonuss
wazwuansludld (@nihausuznssunsaissuguyag, 2538; TR, 2520)

| WASUNS (2505) 578971170 ﬁwﬂuwamsmumnﬂannwqummsaﬁuBgamsw%cgmmr?;a
Pseudomonas  aeruginosa, Salmonella sp.; Escherichia coli, Enterobactor aergenes,

— < = 2 - s ws
Vibrio cholerae wag V.parahaemolyticus $naudu 33% wasiaududu 30% a1ansa



a4

v
.

fudamaaiyvende Shicella spp. 1én species Haiiileaandns eugenol  ssidndnurg
nsguumsavarevesluiuiidiovuiead (cell membrane) waaiayAuNIIMIIY Osmotic
barrier anas favanenishaeseily Tnevilvieuls] wazlusiudug deanmly wadds
gnviany uanmnﬁé’aaﬂmmé’ug’qﬁaﬂﬁtﬂummmaﬂiﬂnawnLngaulﬁ ieldmmudiudu 1:
8,000 fi41:16,000 lae#i eugenol was eugenol acetate @308 WS Trichomonas
vaginalis Eg\‘lﬁj‘uﬁﬂL‘i«‘lﬁl’ﬂ@ﬂ‘iﬂmn‘lﬂ’)ﬁﬂﬁ’w (514, 2544) Tunrsihunldluau Taunldlunisusa
sa ndn helumsdesens Tuan uwivesdariaaile wiies anmsynidenfiinninnsyesli
auysal  figuiannistiufavesdildhliornsviniiosanas sindoslsaiivuasiouuniise
wanwsiln  wudelsalnvond  Deailaldiiey udy uneIn19ads (19@3 uasnzooy,
2534) uenmnigaiineimAvonadyinendmnmng dﬂﬁ'}ﬁumm‘@ finuanAnidudalunis
fudaqaunddelsa dlenaaaulusieaufjiiants (Arora and Kaur, 1999; Moreira etal, 2005;
Wannissorn et.al., 2005) uaﬂﬁ]ﬂﬂﬁé‘f@f}ﬂmauﬁﬁﬂua’l'ﬁﬁuﬁuﬁﬂﬁ’m (Lee and Shibamoto,
2001) wavdudnies wazmsadas aflatoxin Ifodheauysel Meudiudu 0.5-1% (Gowda
etal., 2004) |

Main et. al. (2001) l¥nadeuravasnistidsiunmg Tugnsdn ievauny asuf
Fuz 19U carbadox, mecadox waanslgnsivamsitiung 21 Su wuin ety
MUNgH 05 % USuussmsninasaiulaiindnilawdudg carbadox 50¢/ton W&y
dfunumglussduiinniu fe 1 uaz 2 % fluwnhfuvih linrsfivemslsvesgnsanas o
m‘sﬁmﬂﬂﬂﬂfii'ﬁ']ﬁuﬂnuwg’lummsEjmmsﬁnwﬂuawaz&@’aﬂdaw uoNIINi  MnMain
LU%‘UULﬁUWﬁM'e:]qwfﬂﬁuwamzmaﬁﬁﬂizﬁm%mv@ﬁqm Tumsiadaluemnsgnans Tagldainsiu
voussmynnung axlaivien wazdsszwmidSaiuansadulusmsgniveiun fisvdu 5
laddns doamns 1 Alaniu wuln ﬁuﬂizﬁméﬂﬂiﬂaﬂlﬁfyaﬂmuﬂugnqmw}wu fnualifiitu
dlewaSusmhiunensamens 3 uiln LLaﬂﬁ:ﬂﬁ‘lmaM‘jf‘dmﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ’l'iWEJ Winadnigalunisanainis
voudslugngns (NwuEY WazAmY, 2546; Tartrakoon etal, 2003a) wdaanuulddnu
'axé‘fuﬁmmzammﬂ'ﬁ'l‘?i‘if'lﬂummu@ Fufl WazAmz (2506) sreenudr Hsviy 2-5 Tadans da
8113 1 dlaniu daglinmuinvieadslugnansanadldegeiiuszansnm

2.1.2 dz5zumi %38 peppermint (Mentha piperita Linn.) @wuiild Ao Tuuwks 1
nduselevhagliiufuenssing 0.7-15%  FaUsznaudas menthol 50 - 60% Lfu
arUsznauvan  Usslemivenisiuasssuml wut Tussndusuaremslumangsineg 14
Wueduan gaedesenns  wianvios sindielsn ssfuernisindsvesnsamizamsnasald
(nssmsayulwsifionsiinues, 2529) Fuwide $nwiiin uAomsinderasndnile (auge

£y

1 q‘ L1 L2 25 :.; 1 '
2542) Tuaowaamwaqumu ﬂiznaumamiaaﬂqwﬁ AN WU methyl acetate,

2

renthone, cineole, limonene, phellandrene, pinene wag B—caryophyllene (Price, 1993)



Faenssalungy Mentol wag limonene fipniantiAlunisdudouuaiiGouiu Baver etal,
2001) %1 Wannissom et. al. (2005) nadaunui fz"wﬁ'uwam:;mamﬂasmmﬁmau fiqws lu
ﬂ'rsé’uégqn'mﬁzpﬁmaL?;aﬁ;ﬁuw%'ériaiﬁﬂwmﬂ*ﬁﬁm 7094 salmonella spp. ﬁqﬁ'jui'mqﬂszaqﬁ*um
nadenlithiuneussmenazsmiiine m'ﬂﬂLa‘%nqw%fﬁun'qu’!.uﬂﬁﬁiaﬁmqﬁuw'%'éﬁ'tﬂu
Tnudauvile Lﬁ'a‘lﬁmmmamﬂ‘%mmmﬂﬁfﬂﬂumuwgm‘lﬁ iesnninsunumgiisiaumendy
wiindug Inquszasddndruniisde matisdesems waginvanmszuumaiuewns taeli
ansiuemnslduniu wiensedumsiuemslé
2.1.3 thifufindu Orange peel oil ) Wudsiuitadaldandendy dniu
fudsmnuveslne T9einemanidn  Citrus  reticulate. Blanco ufitluned Rutaceae
uienAudueilntu saama ugurda (Gitrus timon (linn.) Burm.£) dathufmenssunediainle
MnfuzuTEIlEde lemon ol a£19350uBY diuveauiiataeinlunsune 1§35
e TuduassinsiuitleannuaenazUsznaude citral 6 %, limonene 70 %, pinene 15%, [3-
pinene 22% uag Y-terpinene 12%  InsasAusznaundniilaae limonene Taiduansiiil
AuanRfuTouuATiSe (Bauer et al, 2001) drudrsiivasliiAnnaunagsd fie isometric
citrals, neral and geranial (Weiss, 1997) Ehwuaaiiﬂﬂuﬁaé’uﬁﬁfﬁagaagjhlﬁuﬁ vhifudu (Bitter
Orange Ol )  Wutfumenszieiitvaindennagnlnglildanudeusindy (Citrus
aurantium L) Faasusznevanilng Yevar 90 finuluiaiu uwan terpine  laun d-
limonene, cymene, cajeputene (@, 2540) daufiisneanily Wsufiady (Sweet Orange Oit
or Orange OIl) iluihsiuritinneluieanarnvaseninn 18 ndu Citrus sinensis (Linn) Osbeck.
w38 Citrus aurantium var. sinensis Linn. flasdusznevluiniulndifssiuiingnluuds Aedl
terpene 7ilu limonene 1ihudnilng) Ussanm 90% dauaziiulddn thiuannudenduasil
asUsznaud Ry 2 drufe limonene nnimifdmidouuadizels uasil citral Fuvaeludas
waanﬁmgamawmmms‘lﬁ %9 Caccioni et. al. (1998) I#iaszvimansiusznauluiiuven
vineludivmseadu (Citrus Fruit) dwlvay Fa3en Citrus essential oil Wyt 1nndn 90% 1
limonene HAIRU Steuer etal. (2001) Fipsenly grapefruit uaz orange uazn il

monoterpene UY3unaunn szlinsauualunisinudassnnamulise (Caccioni et. al., 1998)

2.2 n39duN3d (organic acids)
a o« 3 < = o a
nInBuvsdUsznaumenisuauasdu (C1-C7) nuldlpoyalulusssund  Teodu
druszneuvestivuaziilawednd  uywduardaiawnsandansndunidlaainnizuruniswin
o I a = ° | @ ado w
mslulawmsafigeshildlaeqdunidnmeludldlvg - dnvasmamenmuasiaiinddyveansa

DUNIIAIUANILURIGTIN 1 uaﬂi]'1nﬁnsm%uw%'ammmsnaq’lugﬂmé’ia‘uaﬂmﬁau Tdupdideay

= = ' a a scla ¥ et = ' = ! [
nIvlAaLgedl E[.Uﬂ'Ju’UﬂGﬂ‘iﬂauﬂiﬂﬂu&ul‘ﬂﬁguwaqﬂsﬁuﬂ LLG]az‘tiufﬂLLﬂﬂﬂNﬂuquLaqaLLaz



=4 = ar I = =i l’a’! =
anunevaeil  NIRBunIdanusaeengndnaiuLuatseNelueMITUETTEUUMIAAUBIMS
vosdnd mandniladuemsiaSunsadunidasyilissdu pH lussuumaivemsanas 49
) e @ oo w g £ = a o = = =
sziu pH Wuladsiddglunismusumsiasgdivle wasuSinavesgaunidlussuumaiy
a3 ludnvesdunigmiulnuasasylanluseiu pH Mdunansdananslunisned 2 fau
A o o ° a.  aed g & e P w =
Waun1sanavessziy  pH dnugduEdiitulneniiazdiviuiaanas uissdu pH Nanaa
Ve e o v -~ a acd ¢ i Y <

rasogdunssniulssloniiies Weswnyfunidnidulssloniaunsonudessiu pH fian
sinadle

mslinsndunidiaduluemisgnslainisdnyimivateduiuda euselaminiedu
gunmvesans lnswrnglugnseyiion nindunsonld 1 citric acid, fumaric acid, propionic

§ . . . . - el & v v g v !

acid, lactic acid wag malic acid wssvnNunsavallNaunu ganulnlitaluniaulinme
UszAnSnnnsuanvesdns (Kirchgessner and Roth, 1988) @3 Roth and Kirchgessner (1995)
BNUI NIABUNIE Yiwii 3 aguldun msdudsuusiiSedeiiveansaies msvinli pH
lunsgtnzanas uaganmsiialiios) uasmsasneansie

mwdsdAgnlidmivAnviguamusmiaiueisuesgnsie YSinames coliform
uag lactic acids bacteria #nguusanalitindunsiesiagns lnewavzlsavioads luvugingy
v Husslevusednd Wasvnannsandn lactate vl pH  Tuszuumaliuemisaasia
UBNINUGUAWD I lactic  acids  bacteria — nthmduiniizusanis Tuniseadiunis
colonization vesauMsgnalsa lasaws coliform bacteria TumaRusmsdiuguasdng
9140w 49 Knameborg et al. (2002) Anwimsldnsadunid 6 wlia ldun nse fumaric,
benzoic, butyric, lactic, formic waznim propionic T,maL‘TJumﬁﬁnmwaGiaﬁgéuw%'a"lusxw
maiuemsans luiesufiAngs wuli coliform bacteria Wianunsaaaylalunssmne 7 pH

4.5 TngUsgdnsnmusansadunsdisssasuaininaluties 1 nsa benzoic, fumaric, lactic,

butyric, formic uagnsa propionic MUARU WANSA benzoic wag fumaric Ailkasanisan

Tnuawes Punssnisslen fe lactic acid bacteria #8 usnsavilnduiinawuiy wites
i1 Faguiieafumenuues Sutton et al. (1991) Fawuin mistdda fumaric acid luewnsgn
gnavamenun ynlidnauved lactic acid bacteria Tunssiwisuazdldidndrusiuansuivas
imsfinyinmslinsadunidiaduluemisgns wuihieusuusdszansnmmsldems
LLazﬁmiwﬂWSLﬂ%mLaUmeaqqﬂ's (Falkwoski and Aherne, 1984; Giesting and Fasting, 1985) a
Scipioni et al. (1978) wuinsieiu ditic acid 1% luemnsgnseny 42 dUat awnsoan pH
Tunszimizann 4.5 Wi 3.5 16 Wwdeddu Edmonds et al, (1985) wuinnisiasy dtric. acid
w3e fumaric acid 71 1.5 % Tugnansvdmenaiml a1y 28-32 u dredunsliusslenilives

9713 @alvrarsuiontu Radecki et al. (1988)



Partanen (2001) lAsusaumaamiddes wounniiisrfumslinindunie luemsans
Aimsifaninanu asuliin msiadunsedunid luswnsansudiun uavgnsyu Winadise
UsgdnBamnisuanldun dnsinisidaivia uazuszaniammsldemnsadu msiinens
Vioaduvasgngnsanad Tnensnduneaieuldfuunnléud formic add, B irmaic acid, citric
acid, propionic acid, potassium diformate waglaugsiinli31 Tunalfjoa msldnsaluenms
asldsingt 10 nduw/ens 1 Alandu wie sndh 1% ielilidwansenuiensfvemisly
veedns Ml n33EMS uasAmy (2546) waaeslIouiisunsldnsa fumaric, citic uay
fumaric + citric Tusedu 2% lusmsanansweun wuan msldinse fumaric $aufv citric
ateay 1% fwwnlivesduusyavinisdeslivaslnsuslugns mmmauwlulmaw Kagngud
@Suomsifinaasunsadunid silalavianilsedraion

=] ¢ el a

ﬁaﬁumﬂ'ﬁ’mmuﬁam’mmﬂﬁﬁwm ziuln nsadunId AlivszaNsa W slan1svia

a Eh

wﬁ’wﬁmLmuUﬁ%quﬂumsamfﬁ'ﬂmumaaigauwasmLﬂuimwﬁ'ua;ﬂi fie fumaric acid Turngiians
luiluasie lactic acid bacteria Fadugaunidiiisslonidunszinsatania viliansuouas
1% fafumsiatunsn lactic nludasludruil veelinaiils vasdieniu nisléng dtic e
uszasdlumsiiunslivsslamivesemns lasangemsidesUszneudoe ity mnda
\a81 39 phytate Wussdvsznavey G1 phytate  ilavdusaiulusiu Lazussm lnetaniy
vipavloda uasussindu daiisiearudn naa ciic  drolinsldusslsniveslanuzsineg ity
Burnell et al. (1988) wui nisiasunsadasnluanmsnidnilng madandesiudauszney
gnsesiisnsmseiativln uasdnsmadsuemmsiduimindafinhemisiiddnimg nins
Wiee wastmaaudiuszneu ﬁgqffmmﬂumqwamﬂﬁ Ravindran et al. (1993) 1891
1 nse@nindufiaisielaud  (chelating  agent) ﬁfu"mLﬁuﬂ'ﬁ@m%'ml,iﬁm’hﬁsuuﬁﬂé'
uaﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁTuﬂ?awé’\awdqﬁjuqﬂqn‘mzﬁ‘lfuﬁuﬁl,ﬁuaxauLﬁ'ﬂif_ﬁl“’ﬂﬂLmz-iqwé'amuagjﬁaa fuavinlv
dnsmsSadulndy uazfnAuLATen (Fenten et al, 1985) dnfunaasunsndaindaiu
“ansiinan” (intermediate) Tuipdnslpsaiuendan Fududwiidierisundmdanuvesgn
ans suanmMsiAn nszuNsnglaliledilda (eluconeogenesis) wavlalulada (lipolysis)
I ilvisameanshigydouvamanudsosnnily

ﬁ’aﬁumsﬁﬂwﬂuﬂ%ﬂaﬂfﬁaLﬁarﬂ%' nsn 3 wila lewn fumaric acid, lactic acid was citric
acid Tuinquszasdviledio Anvidunanivmnzanvesnslddnmeamslinsaduniduansvin
wieuansiddaluomsgnansvdameng wazjnietaSugs iidmeussnelaldsuns
nagouldIIANgasionsiasiluemITans 9N TIBIUTES Tartrakoon et al. (2004) upaLiiy
wnliufideudhataaudn deldnsnuilaiende citric acid 2% wSuluemsgnansvenailn

Ussdinsnmnisldomnsvosgnansangn wazilawaiuiniuniung 25  fladansiemns 1



= as [ @ S5 e " @ a v 5 = a o
Aland sy ditric acid 2% wuidasnsiiavieadesman Tusueiussansnmnisldoms

liuansmenudisldnsadiesetraiey wazinlidSuerlsiagluaing

2.3 wslula@a (Prebiotic)

a o a oo o ' o ¢ o as
viinvawuaiiiFelussuumaiuemsvesgns Madunguilivsslovidmivguam
= = 1 LI U = = = o £ = = 1 M v 1
v niues Senlungulngdn nquidunididunsisinsauania dedaulnalaun
Lactobacilli, Bifidobacteria, ﬂfcj‘.u‘ua\i Streptococci vuiy (Gibson and Roberfroid, 1995)

AtindvessynsaunEdnguiiduassinsauanfinsenan Wunadiuguniwansluany
v 2 o LAY = = el s

i lneynznsnseAun s anvesssuuiifuiu wasanUnameinguiordunidinelsa
dlosnmsirdusesiuiduini: duiiuninged veavaduiadildidn (Bemet et al, 1993)

= Aw 1

vndeyanidnunidendunumanil vilviiiaumensnaiazdnw Gaamalunisasaninues

MIAUIMIENT Wiilgunmanan uenmilenniisantyminisiialsavieads Avgdmnizny

Wignsupssunsuuds dwihlimagaduasewnsluliusslond vesansamiooas vinligadenis

27 1
TJ s  @r = =

wswgAvegnmeluwiasl daludsdimaiteenfiuanldiatuluewnsans wiaiunms
Uaeiu uazanqdunidnolsa yiliansiadgiiulad Jalanarsiaduilegalszasddang i
“@anszauNsyiuln (Growth Promoten)”  mewdanuin nmsldansufjhugetrmsnnde
fenaidunuanvaneeens iwunsiesveadslsa hlimsinulsainlideslsne feaudous
agi3089 M3nndavasasiaiilunanin damansynusiofuilna Safimsvuldasufdusiie
Wuasiasunszdunsiatasiula Tunasemn dnfilunsinuiseswiumnlfanuaule My
mdudues nqueiumiditdaaszvinsauani Wnntulumaduens luguuuuremnsld

asasuluemsgngns evaumvasufiue Bnsadimadunldfunnedeniadaun s

9

= el

l#luzuves Qaun3diidin viediSendn Insluledia (probiotics) -~ d@ulugldud lactic  acid
bacteria §9321fis lactobacilli Uaw bifidobacteria (Jonsson et al., 1992) sienfin1sAnwyinisld
aslulainsnlunga ﬁfzhé'lumm‘%mjuaaL%@ﬂ&juqﬁuﬁéﬁﬁqLﬂiwzﬁnmuaﬂaﬂ st luly
awsgns dadendn arsvislulefin (prebiotics) milulawmsanauiandléun Toalnusanlsd
W3BL38NLA%971 Nondigestible Oligosaccharides (NDO) anslunauiiiiu NDO Tanunenane
JULUU WU Fructans (inulin and  oligofructose), Transgalactosylated oligosaccharides,
Soybean oligosaccharides, Xylooligosaccharides, Lactosucrose wazdnuane 9 vl Wugiu
msld NDO tedaluawnsans wudrdaslunsdaaiunisiadyues bifidobacteria wazan
n15193v04 Salmonella lugnans (Letellier et al, 2000) Fsdnanimnisliszlomiveatsle
sanan LilsisrinuAiouuasemsdmiu lactic acid bacteria winiy maiilddeuiulse
suguam uazUssavsnmmialdosvesansidindas demsussgndldndnsasiluommsdns

nsuaneenuTminglumanisin AIUANUNSANwIluamsA (Gibson et. al, 2000)



2.3.1. wslufinanndaedu

naed1  ¥ednenmansfie Musa sapientum Linn. Musaceae %30 Goainy

v = | 1 a o T & = 2

Banana nénatluiiwiugnlédne uazugniuunn laaawizluundeunasiouiu nandnndronu
v ™ = ar = = = v I oa U
Tayaves FAO (2003) lan Uszana 102 waasniu Ussimaniiinandnnnigaldun duide ud

‘-J = 8 1 ar i = 1 ‘ l:)l 3 o
Ussinanmannaiedsesniin sauiuuaIUseann 80%  veauSuudieenvianun dwsulu
Ussinrlnoanansaugnlavniium lnawwsdminfivalan dedimsugnndretihindusunmn
Usinamanansu duindudmiaivgnndrsiiwnnngalulssmdlne anseantl 2546 1

funnisiwrgdgnludaninfivalan 19,906 15 Slwanansin 160,006 f1

ar £

(http://www.doae.go.th/data/fruit/7.pdf) udiEnnuc muhgﬂmnné’wmmmwmwﬁﬂ

Usvanamilluiveandeiidiuisnanas YN Sotia (leannildmil nIngnyinate
visd Lilesnnlsafinuieeiin ndndaisauiininge dwits dnstaduenmsdas wie
viwdndgt wu ndasusiu uila udy avwdiSslumahndasiigndniia ndvaldusslon] 1
fisyavsnwiiaade mstndreviond sudmunlandrefumuei (Zhang etal, 2005) uils
ndaduduiiiarsieesiwng fe fisiaign iuiinndieauiand Seiiutialszann 7o-
809 vesviinuh ddlndieeiuenlaaeiivendadnlnn vieimdm Snunzvsuds
Avannnme liaunsagndeslaiieg CL-amylase tag glucoamylase NHan AR INYTT wils
Uszanal 75-84% ligndegaunszisdeduanevesdildidn (Englyst and Cummings, 1986;
Faisant etal,, 1995a and 1995b) fseauinutledslianansagndesludldidn Tanaudhia
sioguam Teiunutlawiinin resistant starch (RS) Faudaid 4 9ila 16un RS type | Wt
as wulusdasayfio RS type Iiduwtlaiinulutudfadondaoiu RS type Il Wundadidinnig
Wasuwladassasmdsanldanudon was RS type IV Hundauasidinsliad (Englyst
etal, 1992; Sajilata et.al,, 2006) laeviluuda RS dariunssuumslinudeunda IR
i3 interaction 5gwing starch polymers vl¥iinisSossnvasanslsidumdunsanniu s
\iAN1S Retrogradation (Eerligen and Delcour , 1995) Faruenvesansld Ol-polyslucans ii
AU DP (degree of polymerlization) gugauszana 20 Wudiiiauanldindl RS type Il gegn
(Schmiedl et al,, 2000) il side chain 7l G-1, 6 TElVUIABITEINE AAUNTORER RS
type I @nutledl amylopectin agann  1d Fautlandre edidnuazvesasldenves
amylopectin ¥nlannsandn RS type Il Ingldnszuunisinuanudould @9 Lehmann etal.
(2002) wurwtlslundasdafiosdusznou amylase 847 +0.19 8RS 50% wasaINE
nazuumsldmioutu 7l 145 °C agldl RS dinduiliu 89% wisemifuiumadeunaad
nadu wiluledin Tnsldeaunidaldanmaiuemsvesauiiiiquaini wuirdadiuves

'
1 =

acetate:propionate:byterate  filafio 49:17:3¢  Fauwanairfiauaudinanegunimiiiosninns
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windeuiidndiuves butyrate oggs Jadaladdn RS Wuuvasues wiluleda e ijmmnhigﬂaiaa
Tussuumaiues udihuvdsansenmsiifvesgduviddngy bifidobacterium w3 Tnslule
#in (probiotic) (Sajilata et.al., 2006)

Faisant et.al. (1995a and 1995b) Anwimsgoslfvasndlsfuiiunszuiums freeze-
dried  @slishunszuunmsldamnudou Fadandeavild 5 Tusiu dels  uas Ol-glucan
USunau 38, 93, 770 g/ke muddu Gsludau Ol-elucan Usznaude olicosaccharides 60 o/kg

uag insoluble starch 710 gke Faiu resistant starch 542 g/kg &MU 84% W03 Cl-glucan
Ligndes wazgn ferment aumualudiuvesadldlve) wanalfdiudisnsdaeSugunmiidva
MaiuamsaIudae

=

Kayisu et.al. (1981) finvnisanaudeainnalsfiusigtir wuliannsaadautllwuSans

1

o
=3

Uszanm 99.5% Whistler (1998) limunmaiiafisiuseansnm lunsuanndaninnd-eiin i
IG]EJI?’I/H’]‘SLﬂﬁﬁE]EJﬁEjﬂ Tnomsudndaeluarsazans sodium bisulfide 71 pH 3.5-5.5 1Huan 2-8
Flaa %dLaaqﬁﬁﬁqmﬁa 4 $lue Tugaviudansazany Lﬂ‘lilfdﬂﬁﬁag"luﬂé’m 19U pectinase Wag
polygalacturonase ¥ilirtiuwad unnaen Midawtgniasssenmnegluaisazars wdaan
1y n3ed Fenzunsaadn eusnienduilildutisasn wdrvnnisthuengnafanile deevld
pananulInnnalefu 20-60% %uagjﬁ’ummﬁwmné’m wenINi nde Tunmnevaeie
UBinaesuthgeuiinuunnsaiu siiiesinuunnvssaiinaneiy viladndiuseaden
fifSuaunnsiaiulufe Chiang et.al.(1987) srunsadnutlsainadiaiih (M. sapientum)
TusgduTssmusuuuu neldndrofuiens wuindormiiveands 30%  Ussneudents
Uszanm 80% TUsiu 6.4% iale 8.5% was pectin 2.5% dundreienudentiuiiuasun
luansagans 0.5 M NaOH udsarntimiunéns Juusmardumzneu unbiuialaglagamal
50 °C leiudls 70% anuuSavisusuanm 94% @9y Fichtali et.al. (1999) Waunnasadautiason
néeRuTaEen Tnauands luarsazans 0.5 M NaOH W tianyinisnsesenuasinas g
60, 80 uag 200 mesh Liisseuandslatazninaniugensen wasantuiutanaedetian
At axldudsandihana wdmantuiingedethanafuasimstiusen wdariliustaoud
Arwia 9.29% axlduthiiusans 95% Musiusnn 1%

Tudwvenudenndis  Feiiussunm 20% LfJULLﬂﬁﬂ?JE]QLSEJIEJﬁﬁ‘iWﬂﬂQﬂ Usenaunae
hemicellulose waz pectin ma#l Chiang et.al(1987) 183131 Waenndrniini Wely 21%
Wwaz pectin 5% 34 hemicellulose Nnidenndigausansefu macrophage cell Falufdta
faguamiii dadu FaidnenmilumsinaldifuaaeSugunmld (Zhang etal, 2008)

da Mota etal, (2000) TwuasUsznauvesthindiefiu Mnuateq @ewus wui
famiigegaueams gelatinization fio 68-72°C Fuegivaeiug wuitliuiaduesduszney

61-76.5%, amylose 19-23%, protein 2.5-3.3%, moisture 0.3-0.8%, lipids 2.6-3.5% Wag total
p p
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fiber 6-15% dm3us189ULes L’Homme etal.(2003) wuilundeun (banana puree) il
fructan 16% @ oligosaccharides Tundas fiarmasmu Weldaruon 80-100 °C uy 30 w7

Fructooligosaccharide (FOS). winaiamsTulaisaiifiosdussnavvestinnna 3 oiia
laun 1-kestose (B-D-Fru-(2—>1),-0t-D-glucopyranoside, GF2), nystose ([3-D-Fru- (2—>1),-
(X-D-glucopyranoside,  GF3)  wag fructofuranosylnystose (B—D-Fru-(Z—)l)q -O-D--

slucopyranoside GF4) Tamizuas fructosyl (F) Fuildiumis B (2—>1) vas sucrose (GF)
(L’homme, 2003) Fanumnludivdn waznaliivanaviin Wy ndas way waulug) (onion)
weuLdn (shallot) chicory uaz artichoke (Chambell et.al.,1997; Hogarth et.al, 2000)
ﬁaifua’lni'lmmm"mﬂ aziulaan lundiofiv venamasiidanmes FOs Wusidsznou
uda sildauves RS Atnaiauiidu wilulefalasnde ddunismeaeuluey wuindaelunis
iy bifidobateria Tuszuumaiuemsarulas (Gibson etal, 1995) dmiumsnadaunis
@3y FOSluamsgnansnetun Klein et.al(2001) wuaa fnasifiuves Bifidobacteria uavas
Usunuwes Escherichia coli Tudldlngjvesgngns wiudenfuseauves Buddington (2001)
Faldsrusmumansisensld NDO (nondigestible oligosaccharides) amwmﬁu@ﬁuw%éﬁwﬁm
NIAUAARALUIZUUNALA BN ETUs‘?&m5@%%@11@&«3514%‘%'%6‘[5%1"1\3S] dawalvissuugiidui
Tsniiadu saukensusslomiveandaaiy uaransemsaiy Sghir etal. (1998) Tr89uliin
Lactobacilli a@wnsalduszlawi FOS Iddndy nqu bifidobacteria uanaNi Mikkelson and
Jensen (2004) wum FOS ﬁwasia‘gﬂuwm‘mﬁﬂEiatﬂ,‘umaLﬁummsﬁ’mﬂmwaaqm el
UTINauuedansn butyric wazanUIuiansa acetic saudaiinUSnestan 30de uenaniisy
P83l saccharolytic activity vinlinisdesldvas NFE, NDF uas hemicellulose Tuvnadiu
mwﬁqn‘nﬁm%’u (Mountzouris et.al., 2006)
Iumiﬁ'mé'dUﬁﬁmﬂ%’ﬁsslafnu“luvmmw%aaagulws’[uﬂu sganrinranaieviny sl
mnuanbiuvis vaume ldtasunsevavalsaunalunssinzemns msiaendredv @uisa
dosfiu naiounalunssinzewns Id wszlundas ssilans Wnszdu Wheadly oynssmne
WA mucin Benu TaBLARBUNSEIVNE - $nw1 9115 Feude nisi NEBYIN @350 WA
013 Visade 10 msnzdl arsunuiiu Tnvvwnuazdsly fe lnandlevinu 3 - 4 Fouw wie 5 -
7 n3U nawimIenae wils fa aosdouldiz Auuay 4 a%e  naue s uar neuveu

(http:/www.phuketjettuor.com/herbs/ba naha.htm)

2.4 _wnslulaia (Probiotic)

Tuszuumadivennsvesdnd fimmududouvessnulssvnsydunid Mieadesdaiu

o 44 2 s ar  er 13 -:!‘ dl. ] = A:!I 1 = =i
waznu LLﬁL‘Lﬂﬂ'l‘Uﬂ\‘lﬂUFi’JﬁG]'iﬂ’JU mmaumuanwummmnma‘lﬁ’ﬂﬂaﬂixmm 400 wUmn wazy
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SnnumadiauaUszana 10" wad Fednudananlndifssiuluau %ﬁﬁwuquﬂsxmns
YDIPAUVIEY NG :‘imsmﬁauuﬂaﬂﬁmnﬁaa%’uﬁig}ﬁu a9 Uade (Fuller, 2007) Lo
1. owguasdnd : gndnindagauai wandneandn iy Toudn
- 2. oy« ludwdlaud Auemnsiifimutansiaiy sinadeuszansyadunidluszuy
MAUD NS -
3. Awanden : ANMMIEBILUUSTIITR  Auan M@oY Uan wnden
vibiimuansavesgdunidiiuesduszneulussuumaivems
4. muedon o msaesdniluanmiiinmoueien  vilsidaiinsmdieesTuud
wasuwadlvamind  dinvdsarsdeiion wazdsanoyosaunIsi
ouftsznauluszuumaiiue s
5. nslder - msldewiiue vieasieiidiesoiugduniduiiin selunsaiite
oy usensydunisiaigiivinvesdnd dwatisniswasuwlasvesdunisly
sEuuMAEues salluieeaunsd Anelsame
Swnuszrinsgdunidlussuuniadivens Wunssuiunsiduden deawanms
AnEeNaMsIIUTR wavAmmdnnsansagluanInadesiivmnzay (Rolfe, 1996) Fultade
unngsdldnanluuds Wutviamugu Fadutiadeadunddios uasiladoanddnd saumanng
wistuiuaswiinuoandunid a3sinewesdnd uasiidAyRaarsemsidaifudily (Kelly
etal, 1994; Conway, 1996) lugnansuduy egileediun finasedniaulszunsyaunsd Ty
STUUMARLR WIS ANsTIMETuNey 21 Tu firmsunuvestSunugaunid seiu pH uas
Inquiia Tussuumadiuemsannnia ansfivenunens 28 Yu (Mathew etal, 1996) msiaay
YBILUATISY FpIn1T8ImMSMALMEING Y wazlnvuzdun Alssuanensidniudhll vie
\advanaeneennINwadideyvetsEUUMARELE YT SIS Beiianfidandtiniuiig
melumaiiuemis (Stewart etal. 1993)

2
ar

nsudeiiufuiieudsarsamsnisluszuumiaiuemms sadutledosaiiandn e
oadUsznavIBsAIflusruuMAiiuemMs oWnsTwEsInnstasuazaniuvesdn’ Tonina
AINIIUAUBATYDIRAUNTE (Gibson and  McCartney, 1998) Fauniduiinrielsn 93
Usimndunsie wiedwwaiesedns dnswasunladldnasmaa aniledenisuen wdu
AmuAsen nsasusinvasemsegiaiuiivule deaismnuangavessaunsaidsly mnu
wUsusludld sibitiomsimded mivadunidnelsn enisusniinuie gnsvieads uaz
nsznuImasuEule (Kurti, 2007)

ﬁ’?%i’ﬂﬂszﬁw%mwm'mém'umqﬂ'i loud dnsniaedaiivle wasuszdninmnsld
annsvEensidsuemaduiming aunsadiuldusznn 5% NnMsldasuiausiasy

o 27 P a o & 97 aa ° 274 =
Tuamisiiienszqunisaigdivle visiinavinnisldansufiue viliiniauasunases
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Jaunigluszuumaiue s wasujisensiuseninegdunsd duiidad  (Simon, 2005) M3
dosamsegiivssAnEnmuesdnd Tusgiugdunidiiondvegmusssumilussuuniaiu
o5 nslfasufimsiienssfunaesaivlavesdnlunnaitenstesiulse fnavili
dnitigunnd dwaliuszaviammsadniniuludae deiimsliludnuasiogranirsrisdy
gnamnssuNskandnitin uazgns edalshinnu msiaduansujiuzegramiiile daarinli
augaveaqAuns s lonilussuumaiuemsviaauana uasgaunisitdulnefiosd
mswaLUSuFIilefugvsasUfTauziug Ssiiazdamadedidnivazau vlinssnveins
Sutheanmsanieiaziintusely mﬂfi"mmnmnﬁa*ﬁu (Abe et.al., 1995; Pascual et. al,
1999) uon91nil MeanArvesasufinglurandnindas neliinmalivasafomaeims
siofuslaa feiuluilagiuiinsiuldasufiueiddulunmsdad luingussasditons
tpsriulsavatienseiuniaiadyiuln (growth promotor) Feffimssimidlunasshaseine

wuefilGeiinannsauaniin (Lactic Acid Bacteria; LAB) fimsldiduluslulefialueimis
wiindwSusngud inmausasiolunn agusrasddiomsnuanewns uaslivsdoidesunm
sumadinasdalumenisdaniuiuind Metchnikoff (1907) Idenuiinsslonisoguami
daulssiemsudlaminamain Fuuldvinsidoudy  Teelidedn “Bulgarian bacillus”
Jugdunse fatia Lactobacillus delbreuckii ssp. bulgaricus FadutidevinGuduiiiu
LAB waslawiisn vdsorntiun ffima Lactobacilli snlfifiugdunie Tnslulefin aghwiaiiles
napni wavlutegtulininihnduniddnvasatia anlddulnsludia dmivemnsau wu L.
delbreuckii ssp. bulgaricus, L. acidophilus, L. casei, L. fermentum, L. plantarum, L. brevis,
L. lactis waz L. reuteri (Naidu and Clemens, 2000)

nnawiisesgunmluay :nnsldlwsluledia lunawon Wndmmssmnsdnidaiu
snlirmenlomsliaaunsdiidin msuluamsdnd wienBeniuin Tnslulafia wiudetuild
fueisau Wieftazinnldmaunuaisujiug ivenmaendslunisnandninazainu

v
s & = =

Uaaadvueailednininannaiy Insluleda (probiotic) Tuarruvanenisdiusiwisdnd

= o ar v

wneie Raunididiniieiuluemisdad wWiendeaneduuSulgsaugagdunisluszuy
MU INITVNENT N1sAmBanaiinuesgdunid Lﬁ'aﬂﬁmﬁjuﬁ?ﬁaalum'iﬂ%’uam]aiuswu
maduemsIaduddifey (Kuti, 2007)  faegregdunidngudsnaniiinisinanld wu
Lactobacillus spp., Bifidobacteria spp, W38 Enterococcus faecium fiausaadalalaiily
szuumainesvesdnd wu lugns Wudu wazanunsaudedu uavanudnugdunidnelsa
Wi\ Escherichia coli. uenaniitial yeasts, streptococdi, wa £.coli filiinelsa Geuiindiiing
thanldinniigede lactobacilli tazannsauenlsiodnstios 7 win Alvnarreszuumaiuems
iWeanannsardnniananinldluliinasnn ilianmiadenlussuumaiuemsiianm

[=1 =i 1 s = 3 o oA = =
Wunsa ddwlunstasnumsiin E.coli wiinnnalsa Tae TuanzunAvesszuumatiuerns
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qn3 siigAuvdd innndt 400 siladvimihilumstesiulsa wavgaun3daiiaus e
vila fimhismnedegaunidielsnunsin fuiudaderuit nslulefn vmhindng
Fateluilie
1) Fovnaniviiintulussuumaiuems
2) desiumsiuivesdunidielsaiuwadmisdldidn Tudnvusnsudsduiu
3) massugiiquiuanizeaiy
4) andnnugauvsdnalsnludnumsmsuaaduiy
Usglowlveslnslulefin msshunsifuglidwvmilsa Fuller (2007) asUlidu 3 wwavawdn
Ao
1) INeMve9 macrophage  Tnsuaaslsiifiuludnumszuos anansadiudnenm
Tunsiimiaeidelsa
2) msismandnvessyuugiiduiu Iduinsiuduees suiinlunesuingy Tungu 19G
Laz IgM Uag Interferon (assanulasawuvulisnmiziangg)

o = & ¥ o = @ oY v a = W =1
3) WAL uauduen lawizdn vinaudaymiaildian sainauiu leA

FI0NUINEANTITeres Fuller (2007) Ameasulumy Qauneninalunisifiugh
Glﬁumuulﬁﬁﬁqm laun Lactobacillus acidophilus Wag Lactobacillus casei Iﬂ&l‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?}ﬁﬂﬁa
Lactobacillus  casei @n31 L actobacillus acidophilus, Lactobacillus bulgaricus wag
Streptococcus thermophillus %;ﬂaaafuﬁmwé’\aLﬂuﬁléuw%'éﬁ%'ﬁjuﬁaLfﬁa’[umiﬁﬂaLﬁ%m FagiTin
soalussvunaivamsasudrsduin Liwileuadunigfinnaindld et Lactobacillus
acidophilus Wag Lactobacillus casei UsNANLBINUTY N5 IAaUYSERauaY Lactobacillus
acidophilus Was Lactobacillus casei Witdndmsliwuusiiaies uenainiannisnaasy
waveansliRaunidnam 5 viln lunguedunidudnnsauanina léun Lactobacillus murinus 2
E!’]EJﬁUﬁj waz  Lactobacillus salivarius  subsp. salivarius, Lactobacillus pentosus -uag
Pecliococcus pentosaceous Iaenisiviulaanss wasnadaunsiiiie Samonella enterica
serova Typhimurium wu71 d@ureauuslnsluleda dawnsndganuanssvu nIguAain 210
msfindedaluiuaan saviimiindsvesgnainndguiliilfiasuinsluledin (Casey etal,
2007)

Tuglsy filwslulefinanvzidenly £U13 islfiadiluensdnd wasfigniudrililugn
anslé @il 7 wiie fiddenunain Enterococcus  faecium (wilusssued Tussuumaiiu
0113 2 wiiaduatesvesuuaiiseludva Bacillus (nulusssud Tuin) wasin 2 strains veq
Saccharomyces cerevisicie %so yeast (wulusssuwnd Tuwals) waziiwvilwdadoe ¥
Useneume Lactobacillus farciminis Wag Pediococcus  acidilactici - awulussuumaiiiy

=Y .73 L3 = c" o =Y = s & 9
2IMshazHaAN A UNUN wazUSunanuuzinvldinslulefa w@Suluaivisdns Aauszuna 10
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cfu/ens 1 flanfu Fedalwayidunldlugngns axdu  Enterococcus faecium (Simon,
2005) wiradl lactobacilli W Bifidobacteria fimsinanlfifiududusesann iesan fianu
A Tuszrienssuaunndnuasniafivemnsing wilaffinnunidanniigaldudaves
999 Bacillus {osvniimunmusiomwdou wazasiaegliifussesinai vinsenuves
Kurti  (2007)  n3l4 Bacillus waSuluemisans laun Bacillus subtilis 59y Bacillus
licheniformis  $aelunsuiuaunagaunid msliusslonilnvusitu uazuiuusedasing
Ww3Auln

lumawia mslvigdunigndinviemsumluladuasndunsd wuilinanlunisnsedu
mstiviminuazuseans nwmsldemas (Abe et, al,, 1995; Denli etal, 1999) ufs1Ad
Apudisgavasasinsluledafiuuiuimnisldlugns valilduenzaumaasesia Jaiing
fannmsudatugusuuihluldnanluems Taeldasideatofiiisnign Guerra and Pastrana,
2003; Guerra etal, 2005) ¥ nnsweadaulaeld  lactic acid bacteria 4 wila lawn
Pediococcus acidilactici NRRL B-5627, Lactococcus  lactis subsp. actis CECT539,

Lactobacillus casei subsp. casei CECT 4043 wag Enterococcus faecium CECT 410 nauny

j %
i & ar

asujiaugluamiagnanivdangiuy wudgaumsin 4 iia annsolifinsenluszuumaiu

'
=

smsTaggNs duAvgAuYESmartsmAuaRaliigumal -20 °C ansaiulilduunda 3
e wazidlonanlusimsgnsudafvitauugiives iiulle 8 Yu wazannnisusziiu
Usvdndmmnsuanvesgnsileaiulnsluledin 10° cfu/emns 1 afwAu WUIUIUNTERUNT
wagiulauaganuiun coliform luyaans (Guerra et.al, 2007)
aududauneluszuumaiuemsvasansusasifiuandaiu andmalisinves
Trslulediaiild udwdiuna Sansuansnaiu fomnil nasldinslulefaiiiqdunsduansq via
suiuagialinadlumajiadmiunisndngnsluseiuridu (Gardiner etal, 2004) 910
3189703 Angellis et.al. (2006) ldvinnasuenydumsdlungs lactobacilli $1uau 35 wiia 970
yavesgns uanbuvaasy luanimwuenisudnemisondia wuin L reuteri 357 uag L.
plantarum  FausingluaniwsssusaluszuumaduomisludSinannn annsonumuse

=

nszvIMsEaines nudensauazirdeslusruumaiueng wasiidnsnmilunisduds
Jaunidnelsa

Tortuero etal. (1995)  WudINILE3Y Enterococcus faecium Wway Lactobacillus
casei *daaﬁuﬁwﬁnﬁwmqm 87911NN90 21 Ty Tuwaziinsiady Streptococcus salivarius
subsp thermophilus Waz Lactobacillus delbrueckii subsp bulgaricus %qtﬂuﬁ?lﬁaﬁﬁuﬁﬁ
wanloiisn gnslirmanauaueanizludiseny 12 fa 21 Ju Estienne etal. (2005) Wuins
wsulwsluledin (lactobacillus uas streptococcus) Fiwunliulunisifiudnenmnsisyiula

Ve = el 1 ar 1 » P @ a =
aadu wazUsunmennsniula Tugngnsudmeruunaseniiwndesiuii Kim etal. (2007)
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nageulfiedndonareiusimnsauiigaues gaunidlundy lactobacilli tieranldiasuii
Inslulefnluemsgns wudn Lactobacillus sp. PSC101 Simnumnzauiian iwsizannsonu
anmnInuazinildednai nsiesy Enterococcus faecium NCIMB 10415 uaz Bacillus cereus
var toyoi tawaadnsinmsifinvieadealugnansudmetusegwiideddty uenani Bacillus

o ar J

cereus var toyoi s“f'w"mLﬁné'm']miw%zyLﬁuimzjﬂiwé'wahuu 11% agnliihivd Ay uawae
ﬂ%’uﬂqqﬂsxﬁwﬁhwm‘ﬂ%’aﬂmsﬁ%uu 8% aegaiivvdAty (Taras etal., 2007)

wiluledin (Prebiotic) vimhilunsiuuamdsnudmiulnsluledn Tunisiilng
luledauazwilulefimnlysauiu Gendr Gululeiia (Synbiotics) a19treifinsnsinisogsenves
Twslulefialuszuumaiaenns sibilnsluledrdunsonansdnonanlsioinadui (Mosenthin
and Simmermann, 2000) waﬁlﬁwé’ﬂﬂ gamilulafinurauiln Aesiadinallasy n&y (strain-)
waz wiln (species) Y84 bifidobacterial community 1nn3 L finsILve4 bifidobacteria 4y
T¥aunsdnauduansiuruas (Maxwell et.al, 2003) wiluTedaurswiinflidannsavilianms
Wasuwaswesgaunisfdeanisld nadensiisvedinslulafnfnzauannsaasaldmlun
slulednidentd fienlinuidiensienusnadldvdutans desiinvesemsitliansivfil
wa vihliliiumsiasuwasdang 1y ddumsdansiinvesingavermsdniild udwims
w3 Inslulefalivanzaufuniluleda Ssasilunisvreliduauues bifidobacteria H37uau
wnfign (Maxwell etal,, 2003) woaqUldin dnuasvastnslulofafimnzauiign arsiidnuaey
sawalui (Fuller, 2007)

1. LinslwiAnlse wagliufiv
TWisslominodnd ludnunsladnunsnii
i¥ineglauu
asluamumsiiusnm

dnsauTInus pas1alalatilelussuumaiue1uls

A A~

anmsoilusanldlussdugnemnasy

msaAnyileveaeuuszansnmwestnsiulaia SCAN (2000) Wanasiulussavdonin
WieUssdiuUszanEnm nsfinw 3 dauiiteddl P<0.05 tufinrusuiiu uazmsidums
nageuifinislaludsuasiian wasneaeuly 3 fiudl Aleuuensiaiy wazmsnadeuld
FnsfimnsaumundnnisUfiRiaiian (best practice) Tneldsnnudaiiioame s
Snudrimngan Wennaeulsyansnmnisndn sndethady lugnans msvadoudisn
tRnaunseiiaenu (creep feed) Bntasita ndameuumunszia Y 25 Alandu (Sea
sza;-:ﬁtgm‘lmsasaqu’la) WazgavneRvIsU-Yu nsEvisdalsasindad

msldlvsluledn  iewduamuudusweszuumaiuewns  Tnsmsviligaunidlu

suumaiivesiinuaunga daniudsbidndudaddnisavailaodniwwmeg  (SCAN, 2000)
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v
9 @

- = 23 5 a ' o a W ¥ <
Wasnnuadnmatasy  liwal VNNNATWALNND0N  FIUNIUNEIV g sRai UL B av99

dnd wiu nelviAamsnsziugliquiu (Matsuzaki, 1998) msmuRudalsauneiia (Tortuero,

1995)

¥ v v
2.4.1 viavadlnslulafamasnldlunisdnwiluasail

ngsl Lactic Acid Bacteria (LAB) leun Enterococcus faecium war Lactobacillus

acidophilus

9.4.1 Enterococcus faecium

Enterococcus faecium ANLN50A9T pH &4 1NN Lactobacillus acidophilus wag
aunsaaNesAuaunIdnnalsn (bacteriocing)  iduaded Jefioaildidulnslulefnluay
(Shah, 2007) @7ns1891uwe4 Jin etal. (2000) 1nna1 60% wealnsiulefalusissnain
Usznaumy viinvad Enterococci  JalgiAnwiAuaINsnves Enterococcus faecium 18C23
f(.um'iéTué'?am'ﬁL‘i'Iﬁurﬁhﬁ'umﬁ’aL?jaLﬁaﬂﬂmé’}lﬁqnqnwaa Escherichia coli K88ac uaz K88MB
AUF MsFUSNNT 90%  1iniu ield £ faecium 18C23 wnnindaus 100 CFU a4
Enterococcus faecium awnsaainasitauasimdulnslulefa iFineglaluanin pH 3.0
1nnnin 3 dalue Tuthid 1% snnda 24 $alug wazlviradlunisdinugdun3d Pollman etal.
(2005) Wuh E. faecium ansnsaassanmsinitiovesansiasssunieluead  wavnsiadaluug
wazgnans Saliiuraluntsnseduailinuiu uddivangdunsdnelsa E.coli (Scharek et.al,
2005) Strompfova et.al. (2006) naaou Enterococcus faecium EK13 lugnens lideuasans
Lﬁnﬁﬂwﬂnfﬂaqgnqﬂi uAviuU3ana lactic acid wag propionic acid Wudunntluda colon
seiu pH Wdnldidnsndanguilildiaiu samansaamu Ecoli anas uananil annnisinw
¥84 Strompfova and Laukova (2007) wu31 Enterococcus faecium EF55 AnLenann crop
vodlA ansansialupnuden 100 € w10 wi wasasilunsiiushead 20 ¢ w12
\Aou LLﬂsﬁﬂ’J'ﬂJﬁﬂiﬂ'ﬁﬂq\?EﬁlﬁluﬂWiETUé:QL%BﬁE)IEﬂ (gram-positive bacteria) 91nmswziassly
MRS # pH 58wina 7 = 9 n15wd3u Enterococeus faeciurn NCIMB 10415 luwsiansnounaon
szubiun waziadulugngns: samiaadu 3n 6 dUaw Simon (2005) agulédh Uszansamnis
nanveitazgnansliunndeiuneai dnsnsiiafiondognansudameuanasesiail
teddty mstesldvainsaesiluifintu wWuieatu Taras etal, (2006) wuitagansnianas
METINENT uazonsIMsiiavieaddlugngnivdsaasn uazaansinieudelugnanswdand
uw latie 40% msiasy Enterococcus faecium NCIMB 10415 wa Bacillus cereus var toyoi

Piwansnsnsiiavieadelugnansudmeuieteiiiod iy (Taras etal., 2007)
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2.4.2 Lactobacillus acidophilus

Tutlagtu figdunsdluiia Lacctobacillus 3Nt 56 species @9 Lactobacillus
acidophitus Wusiiadisimsuugilildluemsaunniian Lactobacillus acidophilus dssn
wWiydulalddngamiigaldda a5 ¢ wiwigiulaldifianiigumai 3540 ¢ Tuanmnse
99U 6.4-4.5 nwsm’%mul,ﬁuiqumaqlﬁa pH 4.0-3.6 AWMU RDANIMNIAT 0.3-1.9% pH 7
wanwauigafa 5.5-6.0 (Cury and Crow, 2003; Shah, 2003) Lacctobacili 1Husiinves
'ﬂ5uw‘%'éﬁﬁnﬁnwﬁwm’t%’ﬂuiwﬂu‘laﬁﬂ'lummsgﬂfgﬂwshuuijaemnamﬁg'}uﬁ'd’a 8un3d
ﬂﬁj:ll‘ﬁ amwm’lﬁﬂsziwﬂaaﬁaéqﬁuﬁm’iﬁﬁumﬁaag (Tannock, 1991) Usueuwea lactobacilli
AMETIUIA Tusgfuwiinvesamisiignaiy (Kause —etal,  1995)  nasvadaunsld
Lactobacillus - Miinnasifdaslunsusinlas laodaliiiinmsAnuenyiialuamsgngnsvgu
wuin hrodfiudannsidydvln anmsiatiends nstedldvendeleniiu ualiiiuralugns
Yu (Hale and Newton, 1979) dw3u Lactobacillus acidophilus \uiuaiiGeunsuuan #
aunsaviuialdiluansdunidnfinnududeu aunsadauanldainssuunaiduermsvesau
wazdnd wazannsld Lactobacillus acidophilus Idanananyavesiodnstiade udnadulu
4ns wulndeaalalaawesealuidanuazluliulsziom low density lipoprotein %38 LDL
(Danielson et.al. 1989) Tunsia3u Lactobacillus acidophiluslusmisansueguu Aifluanlaa
WinanstaSauiulniidfiqn (Polmann etal, 1980)  a1n31091uves Fuller (2007) 90
wan1sidevadevluny yaunidiinalunisifiugidrunuldiian 16w Lactobacillus
acidophilus wag Lactobacillus casei mﬂﬁﬁgﬁuﬁémamm Lactobacillus acidophilus wag
Lactobacillus casei Wadinimslviwuuadinien annisnadeu Lactobacillus casei strain
Shirota %ui‘]uﬁaL%yamam‘aﬁflﬁi%'ﬁm%’umwﬁﬂuﬂuﬁswmqLﬁumm‘rvaqqﬂ‘i nuinslvig
nn 6 Pl Dreliamnsaufinuasmududuauioldis (Ohashi et. al, 2004) 9:1n9189UT09
1191 (2550) Lactobacillus acidophilus Induqaunidaiimsliiduarsiaiudausnniian Ty
813En SMmMsnadeu Lactobacillus casel stomsnsvfuaiiduiuvesgnsilasuiadu PRRS
wudnladfiwavin g Aududisiy uoidasialiimidnifismesansindanguitliadulnslulofia
(Kritas and Morrison, 2007) WARINSI89URBUNINT WUIENNIONTEAU innate immunity Tu

Y (Galdonado and Perdigon, 2006)
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o
Unv 3

A5N19AINNISI8
= o - = o)
3.1 Fomsanilunisivg

udndusituduildaniunenssnouaznsadunid wazwiluledn (Primary
Product from Essential Oil, Oreanic Acids and Prebiotic; EOP) finsiudadiunasssaunis
Tdimsnzan 9nran1539e vowsnsite mevaniedindnon mussdn st uduans
duemadainnssaNYd (nuidesudssimusudn U 2551) adszneusny 3 daunan

wan

1. ihumeuszing (Essential ofl; E) IWundhunanveniuiuniumng vhifufiadu ua
isfugzssumd a8ag 0.6 nd/envnsdnd 1 Alansy (Tartrakoon et.al. 2010) iy
WONTLINETA 3 gilmnyinsvienueunialasldinaila Encapsulation Lﬁaﬂmﬁumiizma
vy Gamavieruesilnentsuaaniuiumense e funadnuuse idnuvhus
shemdBahwiuTiudes (Spary drier) mifﬂﬁummwmngﬂﬁaﬁmli’maf[,u vinlnan
n155Eme Snwannmninszarsluemisliigy wazduiinergnisifivin (Murda-

Pagola et al. 2009)

1) nsaBun3d (Organic acids; O) launnsaihunsa nsndnsa uaznsauanin
ag9ay 1.1 N3u/emsdnd 1 Alan3u (Wandee Tartrakoon et.al., 2010)

2) wiluleda (Prebiotic; P) dudluwila Fructo-oligosaccharide (FOS) fiin3es
lranudanane 5 ndu/esded 1 Alansy (mansidvuanasatl 2553 so

NSANUN)

3.1.1 Nvnaesi 1 nagdeudiunaudsiasuildistugdunidinsiuleia

asiaSuiitidunamisiunonsee  (Fessential oil mixture; EOM) 99nNTUNG
dzIzunu wasihdy ednas 0.06 % waznsnduvsd  (Organic acid mixture; OAM) i
Usenaudie nseihunda ninuaniia waznsndasA egeaz 011 % (Tartrakoon et al,
2010) wsluleArainnalsiu (Pre) Hau EOM+OAM:Pre (EOP) dmsd 1:1 waduly
oWNIRABY 0.5 uaz 1 % Wisuiflsuiunguiilifinmaiu gasomnsléiagaundn e
tnlwa mndawdes wasweuy Uussaulnsuglishniduusives NRC (1998) 713
urumMsvnaswvuguanysailugnveig gien x (@139l xuaudisn) ey 21 Tudwau

36 W queansuseanilu 3 ngu Tweduasmmdslunsazndusouig fu Besansuy
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nswiuiadendunan 42 fu Wemnsuaztiniuil ﬁuﬁﬂﬁwﬁ’nqni VSinauemsiignsiiu
vaduai WiednamEisTna A IHERIIaY uenantgaufinguawuasgnans e
AmnuERMIAMioNdoueIgns Mndnvarglin wasdvewadns Answideyalae
AnssimnlsUTumauEumMsnaes  uazSoufibuanuuanavesaindosngis

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

3.1.2 N15vAaesN 2 nadauduualasEunasugaunsdinslulafa

Thdunauia 3 9l (EOP) anmauiulnslulefin Fuuviiagdun3diivssansam
ATINEDUINTIBINUNTINY uddmidenunld 2 il A9 £ faecium was - uay L.
acidophilus ﬁu’a{i”ium‘;m?anﬁu%aLmﬂﬁﬁéJI%'ri‘lUIaaﬂﬁu%L%aLf“gau%egwgﬁgﬂ 2 Ween
913l deMan Rogosa Sharpe Medium (MRS, Difco) 1 au adluenmisimad MRS
U3as 500 fadans vuiigamgdl 37 ssreaiden iunan 20 dalus ontuiuniumg
oaigungdl 4 asAgaideasaananunga 3000 seuserd um 10 1 drawad 2 als
#8 phosphate buffer saline (pH 7.0) Mt AT Ivde UUSInadenuafidslnslule
fin Wnswiviinaugadlagifinsgiu plate count Meemsuda MRS Unflguvndl 37
osrneaifod Wunan 48 Hilus adlununnassesyliumandouvaiiFoFuduriiu 10°
CFU/ml anthnideuuaiielnslulefini 2 gilpuhmsvienuwaduuaiielasldinadia

Encapsulation #13135015989 Chandramouli et al. (2004)

forfu swnsmadeudadue g Inglduvasingiuemnsudn Ae 41alna wazd
wides wazmauy Wumdn Yiulilssdulagugauduiziens NRC (1998) danaumaneq
ustaznduazlaiuams i nduil 1 (ndurunm) Iuemsyuiiosedhadion nduil 2 -
5 lnfuensguiaiudag ndnsast €oP Tussiunsld 1% sauiusiinvesiwsluleda wia
Toutioniisssdeludl

nguit 1 (Control) ndumauAanslisuemsg
ndui 2 (A) gnslatuemmnagi+ EOP
ﬂfjmﬁ 3 (8) anslasuemsgIu+ EOP + Enterococcus faecium 10° CFU/m (EF)
nduﬁl 4 (O) ansliuemmsgus EOP + Lactobacillus acidophilus 10° CFU/mL (LA)

nguit 5 (D) ansléFuomagius EOP + EF 1LA

4
mMsuandIunaIvasasiasuazlinaaau asilvinisnauasunas st fvalsie
v 1 er - ' o [ = ' a ar ' ° o
laun duvdssunasidannauy Weliarsi@duudazaiinnssanesnegsahiaus wastosty

naiaUfisensiuiusgninarsiasy vaeniniunrailusnmaas
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Table 3.1 Composition of experimental diets (as fed basis)

Ingredients . %
Full fat soybean 20.00
Soybean meal 28.90
Corn 38
Fine rice bran 5
Skim milk powder 5
Dicalcium Phosphate (P 18%) 2
Limestone 0.5
Normal salt 0.35
Mineral and Vitamin Mixes* 0.25

Total 100

Chemical composition (%) from calculation

Crude Protein 2595
Crude Fiber 3.64
Ether Extract 573
Lysine 1.46
Methionine 0.36
Threonine 0.96
Tryptophane 0.52
Calcium 0.85,
Phosphorus 0.89
Avialable Phosphorus 0.50
Gross Energy (Kcal/Kg) 3,299
Feed Cost (Baht/kg) 18.50

NM3VAaasi 1; Anwausianmnisiyiiulanazyszansnwnisldoms
Wnvnaeslugn gnauauvdameuy gien x Wausiisy x a159lan) wedhueny 21
Furhwilnduduuszana 5-6 Alanu $1u 50 6 duansuvseandu 5 ngu 9 az 10 &
Inotiwaguazmadisluusiaznauduiiyiig fuynngunsmaass MUHUNMSIAEBLUUEY
auynl (Completely Randomized Design) L?iuaqegn‘muniqﬁu*ﬁ’qlﬁm 50 x 100 LguALLAT

Wuan 42 Ju vie 6 duani gnsezldSuomsuasininil ndumnasaudasnguaslisy
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omn3 Wud ndudl 1 (nduauaw) W msgnuiiosetadioy nduil 2 -5 WWsuemns
wilait 2-5 amdiiu Tapemnsiuaulilianshuasaalilihu 7 u mgnsnulinuasaail
manaulni ugnsunazngulildzuemsmeass 1 Tu 5 9in SuiimimidieGuduneass
ﬁﬂwﬁ’mﬁlunﬂq é’ﬂmﬁuasﬁmﬁ'ﬂqﬂﬁwwaamsmam i’mﬁgﬂﬂﬁiu’}maﬂﬁ’l‘iﬁﬁjﬂ'iﬁULWiEIS’S"H
Wievhmsdmnamanssonmnssangeg s2am ToyANATUAD 1L FUNUAIB ST
mna%miaﬁwﬁnqniﬁtﬁuﬁu 1 nn. uanmnﬁé’aﬁuﬁnqeumwaagmjn's Hioadnsnsiin
vinudavasgns lneguindnumziuing uasdvesyagns duiredrayaansifieviinisiinge
wilsina 1@e Salmonella spp. Wag Escherichia coli- ua¥ Coliform bacteria ¥11n1s
Anszifoyaniag Aldonnsmaaeslaeisnisiaseiauudsusiu (Analysis  of
Q_ariance) AUUNLNTINAEEY HazilsuiisunuuanaswedAiadedie3s Duncan’s New

Multiple range Test (Steel and Torrie, 1980)

N15NARBIT 2 - Anwnsdeuldvaslnvuzvosdns

mwﬁnﬂ'uﬁm'mmiwmaaaﬁ 1 9wz titanium dioxide 0.5% Liioiilu indigestible
marker d@wsUiRseirrBItiduieAumddissansmsdesldveslnsusdely (des
gnsvunadnymsgesld loeldansdam 25 @2 1aunumsveaeawuu Randomized
Complete Block Design; RCBD) galifansusiasda Auemsagiosnsnadey 1 W 5 vila

[=1

sanaiunm 5 M las 3 SusnutSuivesgnstusmsveaey uas 2 ugarie

Wudarnfugasionn dlufulifgamagi 20C i e dudanisvieuuesaunid
Annsivnalulasiau Wals faquits waslagurdu ludedvenms med1aya lu
VoW fuRin1s sudsnnsves AOAC (2000) Airsrzsidioyaniiatid Anssesdvadlavus
lnediAsterianuudsusu (Analysis of variance) wasiUSautiisuanuuansavada e

92835 Duncan’s New Multiple Range test (Steel and Torrie, 1980)

3.2 anuiimsmaassifiudaya

Anvmaasdlugns w mhwideuasnageusmisdni annifidauaziineusuase
un ALENEASANERS NS NeINTETIINALaRAMIAdeY W Inendeusis AnTeimaall
wazauMalwienfiRnig AnminuasmanininoInssIRLarAuInden uwinetdo

W3 uasunTinenasmaluladsisaaduun waiuiifivalan
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= dd 1 lD’ L% . - .
dsiasuMIBIuRaNUIIURNTEMY  (Eessential oil mixture; EOM) 9nnung

deIzuil uasfidy e819ar 0.06 % UaznINDUNSE

(Organic acid mixture; OAM) 7

UsEnaume nInTunan NIaLanna LaznIngnsa 981982 0.11 % (Tartrakoon et al,, 2010)

wslulafnainndefu (Pre) wes EOM+OAM:Pre (EOP) §ns1dau 1:1 t@Suluamisviaaas

0.5 uaw 1 % wWisudleuriunguitlisinmeiaty nageudsagnivdna gien x (@3alm x

LAUALSY) 978 21 Ju U 36 M Wunan 42 Ju nansveasssauandly Table 4.1

Table 4.1 Productive performances of weaning pigs fed experimental diets for 42

days.
ltems Control EOP 0.5% EOP 1% P- SEM
value

Number of Pigs 12 12 12

Initial body weight (kg.) 5.58 5.56 5.5b 0.98 0.06
Final body weight (ke) 14.21° 1543° 1619 002 019
Weight gain (ke.) 8.63° 9.87" 10.64°  0.02 018
Average Daily gain (kg./d) 0.21° 0.23° 025" 002 001
Feed-conversion ratio 2.02° 187° 179" 004 003
(FCR)

Daily feed intake (kg./d) 0.41° 0.43° 045" 002 004
*Fecal shape score 3.44° 2.40° 218" 003 o011
*Fecal color score 3.06° 2.33‘1b 2.16b 0.04 0.11
** Diarrhea (%) 12.86° 10.16° 810 004 054

"> different letters in the same line indicates statistical significant difference (P<0.05)

*

color 1= black and color 5= yellow

index of fecal’s shape and color is: shape 1= solid form and shape 5 =liquid form

** Diarrhea (%) = (Day of pigs had fecal shape = 4, 5 and fecal color = 4, 5 in the
same day x 100)/ 42
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nHanIsvaaes (Table 4.1) anailiiesdisamaiadu EOP 0.5 uas 1% linasu
UssdvBammsndn Snuaizyagns suiamsiiemad ind1 (P<0.05) naupiuay Tnengui
e3u EOP 1% Winafininsiaduit 0.5% smnfmiinidin Sammswedyduln Uiinuemsi
Auldviotu wandbfiudn wSluledrvnndeivdadudunauiinniigauesansiady el
29AUTENOURY  fructo-oligosacharide (FOS) 68 %  4heliszandnmmsnaniian
\uLREUTIBUYBY Mikkelson and Jensen (2004) iwuin FOS finasiaguuuumswiin
doslumaiuomnsduaeusians  deinuiinmueansa  butyric  wavaaUunansa
acetic suidafiuSnumesias snde uenaniddoidiu saccharolytic activity ¥il¥in1g
goulauas NFE, NDF wae hemicellulose ‘lmmatﬁummiqﬂit.ﬁﬁ?u (Mountzouris et al.,

2006)

4.2 Mavnaesil 2: MV IuRENEsIES NS URAUNTSTnslulafia

theuramia 3 viin (EOP) lussiumsldarnuanisveassit 1 e 1% 183915 11
weuriulvisluledn - Saduviingdunidiiuss@niaim  anvgeuanmenumte  ud
Amaaninly 2 wia fe E faecium uay Uay L. acidophilus néjwmaamwﬁazﬂdmﬂﬁ%’u
o3 loun nduit 1 (nguenuau) Iisusmsgufissesiadien ndui 2 - 5 IdSues
FERUAE MEnie FOP luszdunsld 19% (mannnisneaesil 1) Safvaiinvedlns

luleda winlavsilanilwmaneolul

ngui 1 (Control) ngumvANANIIAT UMY

ndudt 2 (A) anslaFuonnsg s EOP
NG 3 (B) aﬂﬂﬁ%'ummiﬁﬂ‘m EOP + Enterococcus faecium 10 CFU/ml (EF)

3

NG 4 (@) ﬁﬂ'ﬁ[ﬂiua’lﬁ’liﬁ’nﬂ EOP + Lactobacillus oc;dophf{us 10° CFU/ml (LA)

3

nqu# 5 (D) gnslisuanymsgu+ EOP + EF +LA

msvaaeslugnignraumamdnn q3ea x Waudisg x a1591m) neuey 21 fu
umidnisuduszana 56 Alandu 9 50 @ qugnsudsesnifiu 5 ngu 9 av 10 M
Ineiimaguazinadisluwsiasngudnnuwheg Gesgnsiliunar 42 Ju lnsnamsvaassiiiie
aussanmnsiasiulauazUszavsnmnsldomisvesgnansudmeuy fauandly Table

4.2 wavenstesuazliusyluvulavatavnsneasy aanansly Table 4.3



Table 4.2 Growth performance and faecal score index of weaned pigs fed with experiment

diets for 42 days and in each week. 16239209 @ 2 Tunveaya
Items Treatments* SEM & - A, b
control A B C D 3 O
Number of Pigs 10 10 10 10 10 f‘& :
Initial body weight, kg pig" 5.54 550 570 592 546 0095 20995
Final Body weight, ke pig'1 13.80 1250 1358 1370 1280 1.11 1553
Total body weight gain, kg pig_l 8.26 6.67 7.86 7.78 734 0.20
Average daily gain (ADG), ked'  0.20 016 019 019 017 003
Average daily feed intake (ADFI),
kg pig" 0.38 032 035 036 032 008
Total feed intake (TFI), ke pie’  16.04 1332 1472 1526 1352 0.38
Feed conversion ratio (FCR) 1.94 2.00 1.84 1.89 1.88 0.25
Faecal score index .
Shape 2.65 W A T5r =965\ 2H ‘A3
Color 3.05° 298 301" 302" 296° 002
*** Diarrhea (%) 4286 21437 21.43° 1607° 000 . 9.71
1™ week
ADG, ¢ d’ 50° 51°  90° 92° 91> 001
ADFI, g pig 131 130 132 133 132 002
FCR P62’ 255° 147" 145" 145° 014
Faecal score indexq
Shape 2.96 276 304 - 306 249  0.19
Color 3.04 296 294 311 29 007
2" week
ADG, ¢ d 159 a2\ Ve A1 =t/ F o0
ADFI, g pig | 242 as—" 2 \V\o22lf #dF o002
FCR 152 166 . 158 168 162 026
Faecal score index"
Shape 2.72 260 256 237 242 022
Color 2.9 296 299 293 291 013
3" week
ADG, ¢ d” 200 260 160 175 200 0.2
ADFI, g pig" 360 310 330 345 340 0.8
FCR 1.81 118 209 197 172 019
Faecal score index“
Shape 3.29° 247 299" 303 250° 017

Color 3.19° 301 314" 300° 297° 004
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Table 4.2 (continue)

ltems Treatments* SEM
control A B C D
4" week
ADG, g d” 221 193 184 203 201 0.02
ADFI, g pig" 392 305 362 355 360 0.03
FCR 1.77 179 197 1.75 179 013

Faecal score index

Shape 2.51 229 226 . 250 226  0.10
Color 3.06° 299" 3.00° 300" 294" o011
55t week
ADG, g d" 250 220 260 214 185 0.08
ADFI, ¢ pig" 520 200" 500 460™ 420" 024
FCR 2.08 0, 192 2150, //207\\ 0.27
Faecal score index .
Shape 7A70 12080 1229° 247 | 241° | load
Color 3000 299" 3000 302°  299° 005
6St week
ADG, g d” 250 220 260 215 180 0.03
ADFI, ¢ pig” 650° 500° 5307 m 508 \\8d”T N 0.05
FCR 258" 2210 206" 274 256" 027
Faecal score index |
’ Shape 217" 208" 229" 247  211° 010
Color 3000 299" 300" 303" 299° 001

* Treatment: control, Basal diet A, Basal diet plus EOP

B, Basal diet plus EOP + Enterococcus faecium 10 CFU/ml (EF)

C, Basal diet plus EOP + Lactobacillus acidophilus 10” CFU/mL (LA)

D, Basal diet plus EOP + EF +LA

** index of fecal’s shape and color is: shape 1= solid form and shape 5 =liquid form

color 1= black and color 5= yellow

*** Diarrhea (%) = (Day of pigs had fecal shape = 4, 5 and fecal color = 4, 5 in the

same day x 100)/ 42
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4.2.1 HagUUTEANBANNSHENYIENS
i 7 - -y = Qs - 1 JJ Qs d _y
mnuaﬂ'mnﬂaaqmuﬂszawﬁmwmimamwaqqnwawmuuwmq 21 Ju masulu
v a I J & @ '3 n:i I
2IMIINWATLETUM9) L UUTTELLIAT 6 UMY HANITNAABIINATTINN 4.2 WU
= ‘-‘-’t < -J 5 s v 1 " ar - H’: s = L=
Usgansnmnsuanaasna 6 auayi Tinaliunnd1aiunieana NI INITIaLAUle

Usumemsinuld nswaniimin vailiesnain wuAuLYIUsINTelaya
Uszansamnisndnlunsasdnvildedradniau Tnslawizdan 1, 5 uaz 6 71
Uszdndnmmsudnuiessuaneaiunsiia (P<0.05) dmiudwiiazuuuyagnstademediy
susaliuansieiunieadd (P>0.05) usnzuuudyadns nauiildiuenanadu EOP saurfy
Insluleda 2 viinesdidnvazdvonaininguauniilieGuaislag (P<0.05) wastanis
\fansthematsziiulddaianguil asu EOP Sy Lactobacitius acidophilus 10°
CFU/ml uagnauiltdiu EOP  sauffu Lactobacillus acidophilus 107 CFU/ml +
Enterococcus  faecium 107 CFU/m dasmsiintdromarandinianguaue (P<0.05)
Iasianzndugaving hiflansiiinsiewanasaasanmeaes 42 1 daiululuwama
e sasa Enterococcus faecium NCIMB 10415 luwsignsnouaaan szoxliuy
uazaSulugnans saiadiy 8n 6 Unwivas Simon (2005) fiagulidn UszAvamnas
nanvaubikazgnanshiuandresiumeaia dnsinsiavieadognansudamdiusianacosned
Wed"AY [WULAEIAY Taras et.al,, (2006) WUINUILAATATINIHIEVDIGNANT WazdnIINTg
invieudslugnanswdenaan uavannisiinviendelugngnsndaveuy 1éds 40%
uﬁjﬂ'ﬂ’mﬁv MSW@AIN Enterococcus faecium NCIMB 10415 wae Bacillus cereus var toyoi
1Agy (Taras et.al., 2007)

<

Deangnmiinvieudsluanansvdmeuned eiive
ludlowin 1 wdmgrunlmi Gadedniudingidmiugnans (Hussezvesansi
aliensgapdeldnsuiszesndmen Sullennunuansq auvg  dnlnnildun
NININAIIASEADUIBININ MINITINAINI NSsdetluanmuandeilus eyl
n1sdesiuemstiuwumimsnul nesUiulugszeziading1n ssuugiiduvmilsn
Y] w oo o & W - o ' o ) was a a
doiiaunldliann aduldinsiaduansidte lundy B, C waz D yilwsnsnisiwdaiula
ar :l’ @ = 1 = " U cJ = i 1 = 1
wazanIuannunani (P<0.05) nquaiuAuLazsnguidsuavie FOP a0 afen ua
I .- o e = v i i 1 ) @ aa =
adnlsin dvllazuuuyagnandenisimguiauazdhivnndesiuneadi (P>0.05) @
donndeaiy Pollmann et.al. (1980) Anaaediesy Lactobacillus acidophilustuomnsans
neiuy Miluanlng Tinanmsiesydulaniign
o as ar 5 2 ' " an o a a
dwivludanin 2, 3 war 4 Linabiwandreiuneadd Medasnsesaiule
= da W : L 1 i o ar P =1 a =
Usunaewnsiiule sasuanmbmin wiauuanareiivy Tudansinn 5 Aemsiuesi
anas (P<0.05) vasgnsnguilauawz EOP wazUSinmemsainulavesnguaiunuiilyl

=y a o a = 3/ = J 1 < a e ' ()
wsuansEilaq ivsinumsiuldinign wiedralsimu USununmsiulddand lidea
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aghalifeddyrodnsnaeiyivln  uavdasuaniminusesnle waznmasuinsiule
v 2 vilalunqugaving drebipziuuyagnsiuduargusefiniingumuay (P<0.05)
suvianguillddu EOP sty Lactobacillus acidophilus ATLULYAaNIANEANT NG
MIUAY (P<0.05) Wuieniu wiliunnsaneadifungudug (P>0.05) uaslnaiduiionty
TugsdUawidi 4 Sunzundveaanguiliaiy EOP sy Lactobacillus acidophilus
uaznguitmsiedulwslulediasa 2 wiialunduamvine ATUULNARNIAERNINELAIUAL
(P<0.05) usdiofassusduaiii 5 uas 6 ﬂxLLuuﬂzuuuuuaqﬂ'ﬁﬁeqﬁmﬁuasgﬂéwuaqﬂejm
amieiasilnstulefisie 2 alisfnhinguiliesu Lactobacillus acidophilus - \Wigseshs
den uadludUniifl 6 vesmavaags Msiua s YBNENIANAS yaenguileulnslulofia
@0ilnfie Enterococcus faecium Wag Lactobacillus acidophitus $mituviluledia
wifuveussmsiaznsndundd fndnguauailiedumnasilag | (P<0.05) Tnengu
mupuiivSinaemsiAuldunign  (P<0.05) sesannfenquidsy  Lactobacillus
acidephilus ufuwilulein sisimerssmeuaznsndunis wialuwanesiumvaaat

nauAIUAN MIBnsIMaas vl Usinamewnsiinuls wazdnsuantinin

Table 4.3 Average nutrient  digestibility coefficient of the weaned pigs fed

experimental diets

Nutrient digestibility coefficient

Treatment*® Crude Crude Ether
Dry Matter ) ] Ash Energy
Protein. Fiber Extract

control 0.954° 0.969 0.862° 0.928°  0876° 0956
A 0.952° 0.971 0.868" 0943° 0857 0958
B 0.954° 0968 0856° 0944’ 0861 0956
C 0.955 0.970 0.856" 0.943 0858  0.957
D 0.954° 0.971 0.887° 0935 0.847° 0957
SEM 0.001 0.001 0.004 0.003 0.005  0.001

a, a

> Means within columns with different superscripts differ (P<0.05)
*control, Basal diet

A, Basal diet plus EOP

B, Basal diet plus EOP + Enterococcus faecium 10° CFU/ml (EF)

C, Basal diet plus EOP + Lactobacillus acidophilus 10” CFU/ml (LA)

D, Basal diet plus EOP + EF +LA
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4.2.2 nannuniseesldvaslnyuzvasgng _

NnuamsvnassuNMsgeglavedlasuy M 4.3 wuihmsdesldvedusiunay
wiuegnsildsuemmaassngusing laluandatumeadin (P<0.05) dwiumsgosld
vavinquitsirgalunguansiada EOP 1% (P<0.005) dewisutungudug uasmsdesls
voubelogegn (P<0.05) deanslisumsiaiuisznaude EOP 1% saufundluleda 2
il Lactobacillus acidophilus Wag Enterococcus faecium \uliisniuiinevaass
Hale and Newton (1979) naaaunsly Lactobacillus ﬁﬁﬂmamyﬁ‘&?ﬂunﬁwﬁﬂlﬁﬁ o
gelifimsdnuenviialuemsgnaneuy wulh dedudrsniseigivla annsian
viouds msdesldueadeluiivu

uintstesluulunguitldsuasiadumnnay snunauiilesuansiaiud
Uszneusie EOP 1% swifuwiluledin 2 viin nmsdeslavedluiuiniinguauauiliady
laqan wilumenduiunguitldSuansiaiuiivssnaude EOP 1% sawfumdluledn 2 wiin

navdnsagelafninguAIuAl (P<0.05)

4.2.3 wadsaUiumRdunidluszuumeivemisdaudae
MANEumegeInsmingns lnemsaney (swap) Tuduawidi 4 veans
AU Wielllagniengla 7 dlami tievinsiiaszvivdiinm We Salmonella

spp. wag Escherichia coli Waz Coliform bacteria wan1snnasinauanslu Table 4.4

Table 4.4 Effects of treatment diets on coliform bacteria, Escherichia coli and

Salmonella spp. in caecum of piglets on the 7" week of age.

ltem Treatment* SEM - Pvalue
Control A B C D

Coliform bacteria - 532" 546 6090 475 404° 014  0.001

E.coli 3727 357 375 3415 404 006  0.002

Salmonella spp. 492 525" 535> 4.40° 633 015  0.001

Bacterial number is express as log ;, CFU/mL.
20642305 \teans within rows with different superscripts differ (P<0.05)
*control, Basal diet

A, Basal diet plus EOP

B, Basal diet plus EOP + Enterococcus faecium 10° CFU/mL (EF)

C, Basal diet plus EOP + Lactobacillus acidophilus 10° CFU/ml (LA)

D, Basal diet plus EOP + EF +LA
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PNHANIVIAaes MINA 4.4 Ui Coliform bacteria Tudmmnsvtinveagn
ansanavetaiitoddiymeadia (P<0.001) Taonguilll Coliform bacteria shanRendui
iesulnslulednaesiinfie  Enterococcus faecium Way Lactobacillus acidophilus
safunsluledin dtunenssmenaznsnduvdd nauitil Coliform bacteria dhsesaunia
ﬂEjﬂJﬁtzﬁu Lactobacillus acidophilus 10° CFU/ml usinq'uﬁm‘%u Enterococcus faecium
10° CFU/ml iissiindenndudenalss Coliform bacteria gandngumuAuegaiied gy
ysadin uaznguilladuans FOP ndufinasieuuna Coliform bacteria lsiunnaneinng
AIUAX

dmivviuam - Ecoli  ludwvnsminvesgnansanasedneditisdAtynaia
(P<0.001) Imﬂﬂaﬁu‘ﬁ'ﬁ E.coli ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁaﬂduﬁm‘%u Lactobacillus acidophilus 10" CFU/ml
LLcﬂ'ﬂEji}ﬁLﬁ%MIWS‘LUIaaﬂaaq‘dﬁﬂ?m Enterococcus  faecium — Wag - Lactobacillus
acidophilus SamiuvEluledn thiuensseuaznsnBuNIsnaudmaUSINal £ coli
geen (P<0.002) nguilil £.coli shsesaundendgumuauithieSuasiaiulagae uingui
We3u Enterococcus faecium 10 CFU/mL iiienaiinfien uagnguiliasinaniy EOP wu
Usana E.coli liuansamsadiitunduaiuny daliiaunnsinagin Pollman et.al. (2005) 4
WU £ faecium annsaandnsnisinieresansisviunieluged  waznsiaalul
wazgnans elaiviunalunsnseiugiiuiy wadasagidunidnelsn E.coli (Scharek etal,
2005) fuiloailermndumimesmafivitetsmazanmundenlunmsidosiiuanseiy

dmiuusinal Salmonella spp. Tuduvmaminvesgnansanasediaiiteddyni
aoR  (P<0.001) Iﬂaﬂﬁiu‘ﬁﬁ Salmonella  spp. ﬁﬂqmﬁaﬂduﬁLﬁ%u Lactobacillus
acidophitus 10° CFU/ml usnauieiuinslulefinaesuiinie Enterococcus faecium way
Lactobacillus acidophilus Taifunilulefin tivumenszmeonasninduviindudenarils
Usuna Salmonella spp. gn (P<0.001) ﬂﬁjuﬁ'ﬁ Salmonella spp. a]éﬂiaqaamﬁaﬂsjw
muauiliasuasiadilaqae LLGiﬂﬁle“?iLﬁ%u Enterococcus faecium 10° CFU/ml \iies
vilawien uaznguilldmaniz FOP wuuSanm Salmonella spp. linansamsadfiungy
AIUAY

PNHAMINARDI MM 4.4 Tunmsiuvemasasasiasuild dousinaudeiiuls
PNVNsmIngnans Ae Coliform bacteria, E.coli wag Salmonella spp. %aLﬂuL%aluﬂﬁuﬁ
onalluaumgrelsalussuumaiuenivesans saduaimnuesemsviends wuiians
wilunauil ¢ Ao iunesssmenau+ninduvEsai ulafrmnutings sy

@ o ar

Lactobacillus acidophilus 10 CFU/ml deradasani3mandasananldetiaiteddy
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UnN 5

a3U uazdaiauauuz
Gl
.

dunameniniunouszve (€) ﬁﬂssnauﬁwﬁqﬁumqu vidhuazszumi waziniu
fadu aehsay 0.06% wazdrunaNvaInIABUYEE (0) Aivsznaudie nsaihunda nsauania
LaznIAdn3A sgay 0.11% Wenanruwilulefia (P) findnaanndledu Tudasid EOP
finl:1 luszaumsldiatu EOP luamns 1% ddnenwlunisléidnasiasulusvsgnsvds
vy Tesadusaniulnsluleda  aqlidy asesulugnansndmeniivangay A
Usznaunig EOP 1% uay Lactobacillus acidophilus 10 CFU/ml Tagszozaniiasuie

FUANUSNNAIENUL

Jatdusnus

1) msfinsAnveseslussdurhiy  inadesansuuuiony  wwannsadudunali
Tt

2) msinmsfnuisdnlunsldoiavednslulofndug  fiowirasuludaunn 9
Bacillus spp. w3oYeast
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01941 Standard titanium
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41 TiO, 0.25 g,

@Y H,504 100 ml. uag catalyst 10 e 3ilu beaker TvifauuAn a9V
beaker

idleduaulamld volumetric flasks 500 ml. &19 beaker feindu 200 ml.
uaunadluvolumetric flasks 500 ml.

Wial H,50, 100 ml. aslu volumetric flasks 500 ml.

UsuuTunsauasu 500 ml.

AnfeEN 0, 1,2, 3, 4,5,6, 7, 8,9 uay 10 ml aslu volumetric flasks 100 ml.
LN H,50, 7.4 M. 10 ml. wag hydrogen peroxide (H,0, 30%) 20 ml.
USuudinnssneihndusuasu 100 ml.
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9, hluiau3unm TiO, Meia3es spectrophotometer i 410 nm.
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wWeswuinsifiavieadeduoman = [Funuiuiignaiinisdieyas § eeuuuga sUseye =
4, 5 uag dya = 4, 5 luwdeaiu x 42 1) / 100



