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ABSTRACT

Dietary fiber is an indigestible nutrient in non-ruminant animals. Recent studies
indicate that dietary fiber, especially insoluble dietary fiber, can improve gut morphology,
reduce harmful bacteria in the hindgut, and increase feed intake in newly weaning pigs.
This researcihr was designed to determine the dietary fiber content in some agricultural
by-products and its effects on weaning pig diets as dietary fiber sources with various
insoluble dietary fiber-to-soluble dietary fiber ratios (iDF:sDF) and dietary fiber levels
{DF). This research was divided into three experiments.

Experiment 1: determination of chemical compositions and some physical
properties of rice hull, cassava puip, soybean hull, and defat rice bran. The results
showed that rice hull was the best source of dietary fiber and high insoluble dietary fiber
content (68.01£1.97 and 62.62+3,22%, respectively). Thus, we selected rice hull as the
dietary fiber source for experiments 2 and 3.

Experiment 2: determination of dietary fiber level in post-weaning pig diets by
using ground rice hult as the dietary fiber source. A total of 30 weaning pigs with initial
weights of 5-6 kg were weaned at 21+3 days. The pigs were divided into three groups
and fed different dietary levels for 28 days: 130 (DF130), 140 (DF140), and 150 (DF150)

g/kg. On day 29 of the experiment, one pig per pen (n = 4) was euthanized. The



digestive organs were weighed, and the tissues of the small intestine were collected for
morphological evaluation. The bacteria count was collected from the digestive content.
For the digestibility trial, 12 weaning pigs were fed with the same experimental diets as
the diets that were given in the performance trial at 4% of live body weight. The nutrient
digestibility was determined using 0.5% chromic oxide as the indicator. The resuits
revealed that increasing the DF levels improved fat and fiber digestibility (P = 0.082 and
0.074 respectively). Moreover, the pigs fed with the DF140 diet were not statistically
different from those fed with DF130 but were better than those fed with DF150 (P =
0.012). The pigs' growth performances, intestinal morphology, and amounts of £, col,
Saimonella spp., and lactic acid bacteria were not affected by the treatments. Therefore,
the DF of 140 g/kg diet was suitable for weaning pig diets.

Experiment 3: evaluation of iIDF:sDF ratio in post-weaning pig diets. A total of 64
pigs with initial weights of 6.13 + 0.23 kg were weaned at 21£3 days. All pigs were
offered diets with different iDF:sDF ratios with the same dietary level (140 g/kg diet} for
28 days: 3.0 (control), 4.0, 5.0, and 6.0 (R4, R5, and RS, respectively). On day 29 of the
experiment, one pig per pen (n = 4) was euthanized, the organs were weighed, and the
intestinal tissues were collected for morphological evaluation. The quantity of intestinal
microbes was determined by a rectal swab. The results showed that the pigs fed with
R4, R5, and R6 tended to increase their feed intake, but it remained lower than the intake
of the control diet (P = 0.070). However, the overall performances of the pigs fed the R4
diet had significantly better FCR than did the other groups (P = 0.035). For the duodenal
VH:CD, there are no statistically different between the R4 and control groups (P = 0.016)
but those had higher the duodenal VH;CD than the R6 group. The organ weights and the
amounts of E. cofi, Salmonella spp., and lactic acid bacteria were not statistically
different among the groups. Therefore, the suitable iDF:sDF ratio was 4.0.

In conclusion, ground rice hull was suitably used as a dietary fiber source for
post- weaning pig diets. A DF level of 140 g/kg improved the pigs’ ileal intestinal
morphology. An iDF:sDF of 4.0 improved their growth performance and jejunal and ileal

intestinal marphologies.
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3 wadwefily videan ulatnsaniilassainandna s uesfilssnausasniiaeadite
%q‘lﬂmmmQnﬁﬂﬂimmﬁuvlﬁnﬁﬁm?}mmnﬁqﬁmfi (endogenous enzymes) Lazanduluantd
\@naeadndls dmFuntediuesdniseunsialan (World health organization: WHO) uas
AIANITAMNTURSNNINBATUAI a2 117 (Food and Agriculture Organization: FAO)
s fnanmaes leanmns 13 AeansdsznausdiulawmssfisFaud 10 wedwefauly
waglianunsnsiasaaneldnelusidiinaesdns (McCleary, 2008) feiulaamg St
ansTifluesilsrnaumesniagadig Usnoudaaansautannsles lalnuaenflad andlu
wazdanau Ailumumlunsdadduntsienudeeierluianiasesysfuazdng idu
9338 (laxation) MEsnIsEALIRIARaEdResaaIaNmMA LA an (Tl
Fravu 1ﬂmmﬁam®um@uﬂﬂ?ﬂ?:nauﬁﬁimsaﬂé’wLLﬁﬂﬁiwﬁ’uﬁmmﬁm
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(Dhingra et al., 2012)
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1. viaglas (cellulose) (uasAlsznaundnrasniaaad uaisiisenausae
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2. Lﬂm'ﬂﬂgtﬂﬂ (hemicellulose) 1134 heteropolysaccharides Adluasdlsznay
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v b
wulnauaztiaanlas lneluanasesinasaiudasfuse B-14 glucosidic linkage
[ b 8
wileuagina wiuansdwnieiiwaglaaiiinaanangriin sauiarsTuianaidn < i
. %' sd =] =y o 9 = =i c?/ d'
|14 xylose, mannose, arabinose uaziinaraRuBNUANETIA Mialisaglasiiviadoun
H ) 4 & 4 o o o 9 1
azareinuashilazanain winfluesAlsenausessiain nald Raaszgade uazualdilaen
14
wis wudszanng 114 3 anslaanmnsianus (Perry, & Ying, 2016)
3. @niiu (igniny  ulareafradetausesnzisurdniaanagas (aromatic
19/ [= 1 = 1= = = ar :" A
afcohols) laidniduanslunguindugaanlsd uidntutuesddsznevresaivaadduians
1 &’/ a { | =y ‘i; =
wazsendnduduly vandidentosluanasegaglasuaziaivagias itadiuain
21 o’ & g j dll =3 ot -3 1% 3
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1N TeRgusazaiinfiFua@ntiuliuvindu Tuaydustinuasengsesft Wavdanauinasil
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4. wepu (pectin) 1luansnguin@uganilesd Idmisgeasily D-galacturonic
acid Useanm 30-1,000  giia Beadaiiluaisnnn analusuednailu arabinose,  xylose,
as o A 1 &
galactose %38 rhamnose \JuaeAtlsenauradniasadis uasinwinfilrzdusendnagad
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TeeuafiBelus &g uazainisngraanislnatiuaesamsluan ldifn anscazina®
NFEANIZEIMNEIY (gastric emptying) wusnnlunalsl Tnaanizdanidann 1w weilidla
= $J L L nl/ L] ar
gnuns uevinen wad? wevdu wardwuludnuazftnse)adn Ussunns 15-20% dmiulu
amnsdndnuluninaanfarsenaduuasninainiagnafiin (Drochner et al., 2004; Perry,
& Ying, 2016)
) B 5 - Moo 9
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unnnanuaning (galactose, 44%) azsiilug (arabinose, 27%) wsulug (L-rhamnose,
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Aa aimazanein (soluble dietary fiber, sDF) uazafinlalazatenia (insoluble dietary finer,
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capacity) A adumiinuazszAlamamaiianisminga (degree of fermentation) Theiq@nviael
Lz maduems deaendnlumeasiundll (Wiliams et al., 2017)
1. Iﬂmm?‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂzmﬂﬁﬂ (soluble dietary fiber; sDF)
lemmnsnguazanetnilnnantRiiuaesdunilasesiatanlusn I wailsys
‘ﬂ@\‘lnﬂ?ﬂxﬂﬂﬂ%uﬂgijﬁutﬂﬁ‘@ﬂ%"’m‘%’]’mmﬁ Lmzﬁwﬂ’niuLaqamﬂﬂﬂmmﬁ‘ 1ﬂmm?nﬂéju‘ﬁ
dotfinsruzinarrasioarmnslunaduaims salderunsed luntadueim sy
ARTNIRNTRINITHIZANMN TN (gastric emptying) ﬂifmammmﬁwmmsﬂﬂmﬂﬂ‘@ﬂﬁqma
dunnsfudanisirsusesduladesluiag ﬁﬂﬁ’mmmmurﬁm:ﬁuﬁﬁmﬂlmﬁm
"’Lﬂmma"Lun@:NﬁiﬁLm waRY (Pectin) azaTlulguai (Arabinoxylan) uay Mixed-Linkage
Glucans
2. lwemnsailaliiazarenin (nsoluble dietary fiver; iDF)
’Lﬂfﬂﬂmﬁ‘n@::Jf':ﬁﬂuﬁﬂﬁzﬂuimm%wﬁnmmmﬁ’qLeﬁ@@rﬁm nusianiudneae

=y

Tunnaiduatnsdawing laanmnsnguil 1dud aglas uilsdruniunistas (resistant
starch) Anliu uaziaiiiaglasunadon
= or L | o tﬂl [ =] A
ainvaluamsludngfufiaonuulsisuduileunaangiowug nsfiuias
< & A = o Py o e a
waraddlseneurediiieoifiaradng daudsduniuaninwaadenaainislgn dnfudagay
cj = = =y i')
Mfunanassldainnszuounisudnlugnainnssueinss nasudsluni1sudniy
Aruduiidnuaiauazifusoiaeclaaunsinamnss (Fushai et al, 2019) Garaaziden
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M1919 1 Classification of dietary fiber according to water solubility

dinaadlaatms  adilsznay Aeiung unFaNL
Tearmaaiinly (inglaa diulasaafendnaevalagadia . Aanaiia
avatin avanglushau wiazanelilunse  @adn iagnasiin 4
uri P
wligagles  dhulvdwsanloffiduasdfiliznay sy
wilwasmiwiadis Taseaiaunste
udineniugy [3-1.4 glycosidic
linkage azanslflusnedan
anflu Wuansithisneglunduafiulawm  wldanly
usiwulupniurad dlassairetudau
nusanstiasaaisinawuAfiGe
lawgiin WP \Dunedtlsznovinsiutadiyungd  uald Aadn Aomsena
ALaNEn (primary cell wall) Usznaudae D- 0
galacturonic acid #wnsoazaeld  Wagnn§iin Tharls
Bt uailgouan iinisfiaiaa
i flugnsiifgvdadlafanisunady wisaesiiinrenain
Tnauadiviwi iR 1l A9ATI AN AT
BMITUATLN VA
RN Fupszindnefiolatlasiunng #@NFAnARINWG (gum

Aetraadulnaitlfy drnands
98111 (hydrophilic) Whians Waeu

AIRY (stabilizer)

acacia, gum karaya,

gum tragacanth)

ﬁm: Dhingra et al., 2012
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(crude fiber: CF} WAZNNTILATIZNITAS (detergent fiber) d1uiunnasnulnauanag
mm?ﬁ’m&gm@:ﬁmﬁLmq::ﬁ"lugﬂiﬁmm'Lﬂmmsﬁ’mum (total dietary fiber; DF) Fausay
Fafianuusnenaii 693 (Schenkel, 2017)

1. mieneiielamy Wedieleven cude fiver: CF) sitaanaianidniedn
Weende analysis dhiAansdadulunidiemehlssnasdielaluanms Wanununda 200 9
AnAulae Henneberg, & Strohmann (1859) TasAnfildannnnsiiaszizanindalaany
viailalamu AadouRimanainmistasfaatnsdonnsaants (@19aza18nIndanin 1.25%)
uazanedan (@sazantimBoylansanlad 1.25%) daunismnmziasfeaniaufonng
Thenasus v lduds uazadalafeenannfethanay fanfimaeannnistesinlienuss
WA AN aten Ao Bunaudelaveni ssddsznaumdnaeaninilldannnstiay
futaglas anfiu wazialgaglaaunsdon neaziidndausesesmlsznauannisdinsned
dalavenulaudszunniie iwaglad 50-80%  Lafimaglas 20%  uazAniiu 10-50%
(Ziggers, 2012) 3%ﬂ’1ﬁ‘§ﬂ’]@ﬁ’]1ﬁmﬁﬂlﬁiLﬁ]ﬁ‘lﬁl“ﬁ@xﬂﬂﬂ‘lﬁ"ﬂﬁuwﬁ014®$gﬂﬁ:§'ﬂﬁ®@ﬂ1ﬂﬁu
ANTRTAN

2, mgaaszinuL ldanstzans (Detergent fiber) HunasvniBunasiale Taeld
AN9BLRN MUABN17989 Goering, & Van Soest (1970) LR atnAaiios tlaqriuld
#1989mU38n19984 Van Soest et al. (1991) FRnstianaunanieniledt van Soest
system Hun1swesddszneuvesiiasadig uiaflu

2.1 Neutral detergent fiber (NDF) Hunsinenaedilazneus s i dad i
alazaelugnsediafiiunane gaufimaeisznaudng cellulose, hemiceliulose UAS lignin
uiRBilifednfnAeasiineg oy fuansilssnatnedauiazant liluarsazansdlfunandly
uazligunsorzdrautlaludaetneaanldun

2.2 Acid detergent fiber (ADF) Wnrsasanafetnslugnsazanaiiiiunes
douilnaaia cellulose MU lignin shandwnathidn ADF

2.3 Acid detergent lignin (ADL) YFaannnstindouiianainniiBiamet ADE

o A =Y
wttunsadaFadindy dounwaassilugniiy

|
= =5

fatheavinundudenTuasrzdrandignaifunana (NDF) uazansazdnehil
AarG :9:1 o & 1 %’ ar A
guintilunss (ADF) aniuazgninluuglunsadawiadudu (ADL) Aniuinfiudeaisns

AanBunaavaiiaaglaa (hemicelluiose) lfannisiindn NDF-ADF  uazif3unn
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o ] ) I's =, 5 -=l
iaglas (cellulose) 1Harnnastindn ADF-ADL nasitasnsideedailasaungalaamasiild

)}

azarenitdunau liun waglaa wliraglaa wazdniiv widsliaseungulaanwsngud

=

i’:’ 9 -~ ot 4 | t:ii' t:iln =y A or
azanein b idunadiu Ay waziudianguas 3snasiiduntionlunislesniiuge lareeing sy
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AuSFugnsnszinazean Wy Raarmwisuau uanatnidanudnilawasTusaulinasunou

[

= '3 dydi Q L d’ = 1 = nid
ATSUIUNNTILATIEN mam@wﬂmﬂmm’mﬂmmm@u’ummmmLﬂ?’l:ﬂunqmmqmuwu
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Wrunounthge wusyiia visaumanadis s (Agyekum and Nyachoti, 2017) neudedinag
Fanmlszenflddulalarlinasuatnduudalid iteasautiouashisfuaantyl witunal
frnnaennlimanzdmsudumaumainnulszinlufasfifRng

3. naAsElaanving (Total dietary fiber, DF) WhidgnnsurifFanslaaimnslu
ansuarnARA InafiudnnisAeindnansanmshansnsndazganelussuumaeihu

e

2112 Tnaliulad annzacudlunsadng uazaniungfinlndiAusaniznisdeal

a o

1 A 1 a 1 (=
dnan1e M lEUFNA g s las aauLdug nda e wLL 1 dan 312809 (en

ar [ =

yundydmil, 2548) 3Ennslunisiiasisifuandeanmeanunsaudaldidu 2 35 Ae

7

enzymatic-gravimetric method 3935 1az I dulsiluntsdasutluasiishiunananndiaating

1
|

fafwdetnumanduaslilsin Weldémnnmilinaleems uasdniduila Ae
enzymatic-chemical method Azl ulnTunnstlaa faduazdenRefvan
(Inausaanled) Kounspanasalsididutinmadaian amidessiinnalng 1433
gas liquid chromatography (GLC) TE high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC)
dounsngilslindinsyilaedinasdad (colorimetric method)
NEWINUIAEN1I AT leRIMITULY total distary fiber i Fuann Prosky
et al. (1985) Wa3an193La e iidhuluy enzymatic-gravimetric method 7 AN uslug
waziElsABIInT Association of Official Analytical Chemists (AOAC) vian ilavniBunng
luavns (AOAC 985.25) ndeanniiidEnsilldgnimnaniag Lee et al. (1992) Tne3Emsi]
fnilAnuTiasild anaisiaduazaatunauLnaatag wana Ntz
emnsfananuds faansnsiiemeiuamaslaameiliazane (insoluble dietary
fiber) waLlanmnsfiazanein (soluble dietary fiber) léandne NI TG RO RIE
fuat1unIane (AOAC 991.43) defaaaiinsindnannsnededudanisuuda
uazudaanninistfuaniienuredluaimiseasaniznssuninisiasanisuinsgiuaung

sendnalssinA (CODEX) inlEin1sfauladfnsdnsneiiang McCleary et al. (2012)



11

2

A =y 5 i 1 1 i 'S L <o ot

fanunsodiszianiiulamseit ldanunsodealiniinluned 3 19 9 Tuana muAdiin
IA T yy b ]

arnlniliarsnguildmiuloenvnsalianiladon (AGAC 200001 way 2011.25)

PeeLANITAATIZFua9R ENaa N9 uanaliunw 3

1%

Lignin

Hemlcellidose

'l = 2 = 4 1
NN 2 ’ENﬂﬂ‘izﬂ’ﬂﬁ‘il’adqlil'ﬂ'ﬁﬁ‘iﬂlﬂqqﬂﬂ']‘i“‘)Lﬂ?"lt‘l&ttﬂllﬁﬂx‘l |

fan: Choct, 2015
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Integrated Total Dietary Fiber
_AOAC 2009.01/2011.25

Gaftacto-oligosaccharides

RaffinosofStachyose

..................
.............
-----
ar .
....

Total Dietary Fiber

(AQAC Mothod 985.29)
{AOAC Mothod 091.43) ..ot 777777 700, .

Peatin
Avabinogalactian

Cellulose
Bota-Glucan

Galagtomannan

Arabinoxylan _// ............. /

MW 3 2aLnnsiasErlaams TR s LULaaL AN (AOAC 985.29
waz AOAC 991.43) uazAsnisrmualas (AOAC 2001.09 /2011.25)

17;:4’1: Mangan, 2014

g 1 2
st leemnsrntuawiluadwislunasimunnulnguaiansg fialu
- e ~ ¥ iy ol < ; o
nyeduazdndinas leennsfazanuihinagloamnsi lazarathiredinasanismnules
- 1 1 6 ' ¥ ' .
STLLNNLAUAMITLATINNN DAL TN ed e Tnelaatuishasatainfiununnifeadseiy
mAnlsaluszuimiaiueivig Isadan lsaiuiuweu wazlsaiinanasuiaUnfvaes
=y ] ? v = = 1 5
IMVNLBRANDY (metabolic  disorders) Tuanirilaammnsainllazanaindunuinlunig
o [} =5 =y ] ar 5
maupunavinauaesd ld magaiunglaaussmiuedanvedlusiy i
4. msemzdansinduananlsdnladldutle (non-starch polysaccharide; NSP)
| = rc’i’ L= e = I3 o &1 [ =y g
Agnsaasiiiiiuniemudanisiwaei nanaslddulgdsaniunasmezflinnnaes
?:’ =y Pl g ar 1 1 I 1 2 [=3 2 ‘J 2
dma Ineldwmailalnsuninns @ Inedlasmasnsdnunisdanfaeiuladidn nanildagy
] iy
senavdnuaaglas wauaanlef@lildmaglaa wasd@niiu avnidutdananlddau
i 1
nezuqungEatAcanTm WasIAtuInIUIRNaRaeLATaY colorimeter (Southgate, 1969)
FE b3
ANTAARA IR TNzl i mamuialedlinugaanlsdlneldvmaila gas-liquid

chromatography {Englyst, 1982) waz liquid chromatography (McCleary et al., 2012)
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sxndnaudazianasunaiunadaerns g dudaauuandne i Fanns
NARBIIDY Wolters et al. (1992) Avinnsnaassinffauiiaudsnsinsmeilaatwisuuy
van Soest system \Winuiauiunisiiasmzflaanuis AOAC (Prosky et al., 1985) daifl
ABN199AsR UL enzymatic-gravimetric  WaSNTTILATIZHULLIY Englyst et al. (2007)
Fufhumsiiasesiuuy enzymatic-chromatographic luimgau 2 51ia Aa whole wheat Uaz

L

toasted soy bean Aauamnalu Table 2 Wu9IN1531ATIZH van Soest system WulHANAATTY
| earde

0. cj ya = =Y =)
pigm wananiidiainseileamisniuidsnisaes AOAC WaTiaseigandnisaimsed

A =y ~ =
WUL Englyst et al. (2007) 1#8911a10380197184 AOAC finssaniFunadniiunazidnidae

FN9149 2 Dietary fiber content in whole wheat and toasted soy bean determined by

different methods (mean * standard deviation) in g/100 gDM

Methods Whole wheat Toasted soy hean
NDF 10.8+0.2 441+05
ADF 29+0.2 31.5+0.2
AOAC — total 12.0+ 0.4 53.9+2.3
AOAC - insoluble 101+ 0.6 49.0+0.8
AOAC - soluble 1.1+0.4 6.4 +0.5
Englyst — total 8.9+01 44.8 £ 0.2
Englyst — insoluhle 7.2 + 0.1 38.2+0.5
Englyst —soluble 3.3+£01 7.6 +£0.2

ﬁm: Wolters et al., 1992

AmdNTANIINan waadlaatnng
e e o J
AnsgntEnenenwaesiaamis Hacandrdgysanisulasuidaseddeating
1 b2 b2
daa IsTLUNIURUAIINS RITIAEYAIA NMsazane AnaNTEnIsg uazaudumila
9
Y ¥ . 9
pndnralumsaraneaesloemsauatfulassaieniauail uarAnENIaNIBN N
ey " | e o | W oA o =
gaqloaus e laanwisnillnseairafluatssna dadusadiuaziien Tusluawetng azi

¥ Wwe = o 9 ) = v
ATMHATHITOATANEN Lﬁlm ELN‘ﬂm:;‘ﬂ?Lﬂ'ﬂqﬁ’]TWNLL’]J‘I.J\?“]]"N 114 LEJ'NLGHQQI@@ (I NP O TRAINR AR
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g
= ar - |

¥
dnazazanin lia wanainlidneniznenaninaesdngaviiaudiAydeayniauas

ANMUILLIY NMsdeanaznIsddaunl asrasqRundlussuuniuivetnis (Jha, &
Berrocoso, 2016}
1. AanuvuuuazaynA
1 o =y =~ o %’ ar o £ d
AHmLiugaeingay aunsalseidiuldaniawinaesingiuiiialdasly

L.

nauEinTulEuasuids Aotumnuinansenuinaaraiuliuimnini st niseeadng

b

2
wazdlaflanuduiusiFaauiuFinn NDF uazloanmsaiinlsdaraeinluingau doeveil

o o = :id 17 o %/ 61 o nici ] o
nasidmgaunilaenisganaldunn Mlvdadlasuacmishiiaoununuiiaese i sii

1

Waannihdefihinodaaimege drdadfinlnadis Banannsfuanmsiy Welils
naaat it awananudaInisresinig delfiianiseanadigeseduaclusyuy
pafiuams Tasannznssinazams unnsiiupeag (Geritsen et al., 2012) d1usy
snmm@umm‘li’uﬁmmﬁﬁﬁryﬁiﬂmﬁ‘iumhu n1sndneas uazn1rdudie Teaaurneynia

2
1 e = A 1 ] ot =
Fueefurinunsisiiluunasaaslaemsuaznaniunss 19N 9a93RN AL AInNTANEN

U

294 Sangnark, & Noomhorm (2003) #1891 BN ARANUENRREITaLUAINMLLY
NAT9AD WINAATUIAARNIARE ANUUNUNTEITNYALA LN
2, @mamﬁmwﬁ’uﬁq (hydration propetties)

L ] &/ in" mﬁl 1 Y
AraNiAn AU ugnuaniATLeEnEunsradgngu (pore volume) 189

[

= i 9 o | L Ll 1 lJ
Tngiu uazifaadasiudnuuzradleatunilaaylusziunifivainns viaszudnaiive
Wrstunaaidunins e nrsiinacnduniauaznisuindas iy dadaifinase
&
UffanisiuinresingRuldin nsvuaunsen@nsine i n1sua nseuusia nasliagan

¥auiamsidndngn uazaninuwanden 1w n192AUEINNTA-AY 9RUNH ANNKIITEN

&

: o e u ¥
sz dauilnasanisilasuulastasaiaaeslosinns sontagmandfinnsdusindae

=

1] AQ =y sy ar g ar 1
(Dhingra et al., 2012) TpgiAian lFlun1stss uguiiAnnsa U 9a9dngAvAa AN1Iwas

q

fia (swelling capacity) LAZAINATNITANIIALNN (water binding capacity)

o . . . -
2.1 MInassin (swelling capacity) WunisdszidinFunsaaslaaimsilage

&
& o

1 b3
gl iularagiie sadhiduseuusnaasnisazane Inalasadrsaadlaannsazasne
finaan (extended) uaziinnianszant (dispersed) M ldRAuiNLazdrasanisidrdas
] ;3 1 1 1
aaelagdulad Fegnianitazlinuuloamsifilaseairefiiuareeiauazimendon

Wusziaenfilaouudaus iy vinglaa (Eastwood, & Morris, 1992)
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v
2.2 AMNRIHITONNTAVUA (water binding capacity) iHunnsdszitiuFunn
| v @ WMy, B & = o .
unlaanmsanunsainiulflddeuivinuia nasssugiloemsiduanshiinuands
t4 2
gavsininiiasnsmiiuinineludasinaeduansusrdasinsaadiangieaedlaainns
~l 9 n=|| %' o =3 o %‘ = 1 =y ] %'
Andine Tpalaewnshiazataundniianuainisanisdmiandlaanmsaiinlidaranein
] A A o= ] - ¥ = k3 o e = ar e;
adnagaglaauiedaniu etrdlsifuanainasiinresloainisuds fflanuanailaden
cJ ot g 1 1 = 1
Neadiasaauauisolunisduna iduAtailunsasng n1annlseq wazniTEaY
nrruUUATUsadne tu nslfaaiuFau n1sun nasidndngs Geluainlfiianag
wasunlaslaseairaaaslaaimng (Mudgil, 2017) aindaatnasanisAnenisunlaatnnsi
| ¥ aly v = . =
ayniasn e Tnenas@nsninugnieiliainnisuannedi (coconut residue) fiaum

o = o

ayNIA 1,127-550 um wudnilenneeyniaiidnas inlidagandanansnlunisgu

q
24

ﬁ’@ﬁu (Raghavendra et al., 2004} m'mmmmlumifé:uﬂn (water holding capacity)

oA

Fd
AMNMIANEN28I Ngoc et al. (2012) wudranamsaunsgatinaneing Aui ponuduiug
. Ay 8 ,
Futfunuaestwdugaanlsan bildgaglaauszaradeliluin (soluble  non-cellulosic
polysaccharides; S-NCP) (R2 =0.82, P<0.001)
a

2.3 auTRnnsazans (Solubilty) uazniniinmNdunila GRIGEGIDVALER
Usznsfinnuduiusideuanii Tedanansznusanistaauazgadugisams uaznising
' a5 = ¢ A ~ ced = P
Haused@sdeanialumiuiuanmsaasdngd narnhalnduwgaanlsdnidlasaaiaduanasna

: - ) -
vy vinglas Taotuanansalumsazaiari doulvduaeanlsfifluauedng du avsrdivlouay
fanuanunsalunasazanagands asffinisazanaimnsifaadasiunisifianeudumils
(viscosity)
3. AuanNanlun13dpIndy (Ol binding capacity)
Vﬁd' [] 1 L4 &t %’ ar i 2
WuauauiBnteuandiruainasnlunissudusdulilulasea¥aes
aAm o ¥ o cs: = @ =l o Sy o 5 &
loamns AneauiBintsd il daonuduius i luwwaieaiuaniimniedusiy laaawnsh
1 ] 1
Idanndnuazaaliiinddrpuaansalunisduindudeudnem (<2%) WenfFauinauiy
o ¢ ] 1 A o = =y

Toanunsanlaanmsaanoyivg (2-4%) TeduilngrudiaaingadesiufFuinansdniiy
(Gadhe et al,, 2018)

L. =

om X ,
ﬂmﬂuummﬁmﬂmwmmlﬂmma uanamnasauatiny nermuzlaraasng

X

= A s & [
atiaaalganisiilunsdlsenau LL@gﬂ'a‘:ﬁJ']‘lAﬂ’]?Lﬁ?‘ﬁl&ﬂﬂﬂq‘ﬁ’lﬂlﬁﬁl ENTUBALNUTUTA

L1}

A = ° 8§ b = Wl e a o
saqain AGadinain lianseneneakaeslsatnindaeuulasll denanisidaves
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ﬁj 3 =aoa ] ara
Gadhe et al. (2018) #léinnsAnmdninaresunaaymazaslaarmssennignifinig
3 1
manwaaalaarmsaniagniiiin (Beta valgaris) nannsnaaaslfiudgenunasynia
I~ & 9 1 t=s| d? o Ddg d‘ L o’ 3’;
uraldin nlfausuIwiuaateynainay A lEiRuinglulanaieanss faly
Y A:vl L o ] 9 = a o
AnwniznienianInidaeanfesnernesdadinanie tulasaFgaaalaainns duannl
g 4
AN AIHYT0 11NN ATNATNNTR TN LNNT LAZAINATNITD TN THAIRRAY
DU L ‘=j [ . . .
Anad uananidaiinani@dan Wanawuadaaiuluinidias (ashgourd, Benincasa hispida)

wazsa Lo (radish, Raphanus sativus) Andiat (Gupta, & Premavalli, 2010)

AMSWINEDLUBILIDINIG LU UUNIAUDINNT

nstagloatmnsluniaiuainiseesgns Guainnistedinanis ludndon
Y /A . - R vy
n1siAga Baldaruisiauiaayniadnas uazinliniugagiaunn Heilauinaynin
73
fenuduiusTaanseiunisiddszlanildaasansains ammsazldagniadnfiuingny
Q 97 | ] é{)g ar = 'y I A =4 [={ ql E
wlFanmsdautias uananiiaedeiidulnisyluea aadailunisFunsdenansutl
:/J a 1 -3 A o
annifuanunsazgnadesunaananmg lldsnsaimnzemsiiinisagniadfunsa
lalnraaain waziduladidddy nnaldannzilunge Tnapuidunsa-Aeeaanssinag
amngilszanns 13 anduluunansdligundeiuenmng Araudlunsa-sasag seudng 5-7
o 8 9 ]
valliuniuaouauisalunisdunsasesingauanug tedunistenmelunssimizaimg
Aeldrzeziannlezunns 150-180 w1# (N' Goma et al., 2012) amsasiiaun AeAIATIANSS
L I | 3 e o 2
Baundn lad (chymes) Wialasiindaudiaganldildnhinuiindesuasgaiuairamis azgn
2 o A 'S . ar t d' o 1 1 8r
pgniadniuindeluaifuewn (bicarbonate salt) anfudeuiiediuaiasudunsasiabii
ur.‘ i’; ar u'/ & ] (%3 8 c ¥ 4 U 1
2t 57 wananduansdnudsanndudendalssnaufadulniiean-azliiag e
mlaesa 1 nanofluinnasaidndssu ieulasidaniudeaaTdsiin wazledu wanann
(=3 & o U 95 o = =y (=3 '3 o [~1 ¢ﬂl 1 %’ t o o ey
duladnnaudaundadelinasaamanlasiannanléan edeinanalianaguazAndssu
¥ J . y Y . N
Tinaraduinmaluanaines ladugnlalasladlaoriifanfunasduladlaaandy
] s = o =, = P W oty a‘i’ 1 cil
Aauldnandnudn 2 1iin Aa NALEAAA WaLNTALYNTHAATE wananirewdnafleaunsg
dz 1 o ¥ [~ = dl e iy
IRaUAIUNTZINZAIMNS Wasan LEldnazsifansidasuutaslasaine maugniauiiAnig
nnaATwLad leawseazain (Capuano, 2017)
] ¥ A ‘J & ] o 1 { -] El i o
natlagaz@ugaiiinladindeudnganldlun Geanldngidonsuiludauifidens

~ - S B = o = w1 A o«
um?@ﬂ‘mﬁﬂﬁ‘ﬂ’m’]? LL@SLﬂu‘lfl‘ﬂg"ﬂm‘-}ﬂu‘ﬂﬁ‘ﬂEnwmﬂmﬂ’]i‘ﬂuﬂﬂﬂﬂmi‘ﬁﬂﬁ’l?m‘lﬂﬂ@@’m

nassiandaaiiuladanniadnd laauisazgnuiindasluanldlngdeuwiine (colon)
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Ienanamnilinsaluduszimedne (short chain fatty acids, SCFAs) ldun neanz8fa (acetic
acid) nealwsfiladim (propionic acid) waznseilafda (butyric acid) wazufialalasiau
asuaulneanlad uaziing (Zijistra et al., 2012) Fansalasfuszimedren s ang ey
dnAnydrnFusilednldluey TmﬂmmmmﬁmLL@x@m%umﬂ"LuLﬁ@qﬁq’Lmucy' (colonocytes)
Wlszanns 90% waldiluunaandesniliifuiedenn 1w 1) aadideydidlve 1nan
fofafluunadendenn 2)  waddulasunsadaiamaslinanafiuansdsznevalam
Lﬁﬁﬂunsmimﬁi@ﬁmﬂungima TaeeinunszuUNIg gluconeogenesis wazilan acetate
slsanns 50-70% gt 3) viadlassiauasiaadndnuiieazaendlad acetate Minda
Fansnlasurzinednes ammsnlindsusudng taulugnesuRnfiulsrunn 15% 1e9
Ao FRanIREsIientsAsan (maintenance energy) uazqnaduies Uszanm 30%
189AILFRININENTRENIA99EN Uha el al, 2019) nealashustazaiadiviing

wANAAY Aaamalis M1 3

M15149 3 Roles of volatile fatty acids in digestive system

= e =9 =9 =y e 9 =
nreazd@nn  nemlwshlella  nemiionse UNLNNRUN
v v FlunasraInasems (daued Wla
-
nAn3Ee)
1 ot A (.74 -3
v dhunaandseeesdauniaanld
(colonocytes)
v “a v AR aan1zAulunsaluezuy
NILAUAINNT
v v v aanegaduwen s nidiayniahu
AT
8
=Y ~ n‘ﬂJ t
v v v aMaEB0IaadeaRuyisdinalsn
2 ]
v GUENTIULNEGT LASANARIINTHNE TR
ERANLIT
v v Hunuwipaadesiumuniuedinaeslasihu

flun: daudasann Williams et al., 2017
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Wasanlgamisldannsogndenaanaldsndulailusruuniafiuaimisees
'3 n‘ 9 o’ ] = =3 raj 3 o 9
dndnsviwazihen fasardunismindananiqfunsdnetdaagluniufiuatwisdausine
Anlinasdagldaaslaarmsineudfuudsian Aetszuins 40-60% T9aBAINIRITRINNT
1 &
e hidrazdli utl wienae lasd vielushiu (Jha, & Berrocoso, 2016) Bausidnlaanns
[1 A 1 1 (=3 =y 3 o
azithsansinusanisees dreadulsilurzuuniuiueinisreddng urlaseaiuasa N
) i = gl A AI a:’-ij
nenanInpeslaatnissendised luniaiuanunsiiinisdasuudas Euaannasdaaly
b 1 ar o= z dl d! 9
dninlfaiiagasgananauazanaruinaedlaaiunsas amniuiielaauisinaeuiding
nEzinIzasuasan 4 azgadiniuszinanisnassia Aaugnauifveluamisuavaii
y - o X 4 -~
Walearmisiianiemeainty douignnnsoazarsiin ldasiianasazansluaasangn nnelu
nauanisnasiianislalasladniaifaniazaonudunsanialunszinazainag
o 1 - { [~1 A 3:
andnataidy Ay Faslulaamisiazateta aaunenlalasladlddszunn 7-18%
nelfianiazaanuitiunge (Arfesviaiy 1.9) dluszezinan 4 42lus (Mikhaleva et al.,
2011) ﬁnﬁmzm\imﬂmw*ﬂmiﬂmmsﬁqmN@ﬁiﬂn'}igrg@ﬂ‘luirﬂﬂwﬁqa gnfnagiadule
avnggiinazanai azfinanudunilaluniafvenisuaziiunisgoids lulnsay
d 5 tQ’ L4 G‘A o =
Fepnudunilefianunsansefunisifisdrvonaaaediiayanld uaziinnisngraanead
waatdaid 14 naifinszdulsaimsdaansefuntsudsansiilan daiunaileaniann
e 1 o o o " ; = o
dffenszndndleamnsuazniaanléifn (Zilstra et al, 2012) Helsamsindamdiganld
|4 = & 1 = 1 :’l 1 o g//
Innniladuvistenduet Aauviduaniuazanduansnguanilylamsadluaissasulunis
2
wiinelen ldflunsalasiuszmedan (Knudsen, 2001) laanasu@nnealaiussivednaasavay
4
Aumuaiursnlunisazataaaslaatmns narohalaanmrstia lilasaeiiazaruasagn
5
sinsrlpsiaendnlaanwissiinazanmin (Jha et al., 2019)

&

my,‘; ot ] cil = é} s i = = 5
wananniinsaladussmedneniiaduaannisudndesloaiuistauqadunid azaie
o = as \ = 3
antzidiunga sz UL ANeIMI A UINE AIN19ARE9T8S Banino (2012) dawudnle
R 1 k73
amnsrinnsataunliaenedlag (chicory) luawisgnssuzian (iawinilszaunn 24.8
=~ ar ] LY - | o 1 tzd = ot 1 =y 1 f,‘ 1 a9
Alanfu) avinlddfiedluyasndufiafiaufuunaslaamnsialdazanaunatiesidng
A = ar 1
&R (wheat bran) v2eunjn (grass meal) Bafluntsuanslfifutafanssunnaniindas la
=y g nll = 2 A =y 1 .
a1w15Aa AN N T AN T auRusnsdandiae Tuanisilaaunsiinliazans
¥ o . L ,.-J .
wazdaenfanBunndnguialuya vellsaunsaaglmailasulasaelaamislusenda

agaraluszuumafivaimsiauantlu e 4
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#1514 4 Physical changing of dietary fiber during transit digestive system (human model)
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TUFABUNITHDE

HARS LEBINWG

<4 o e e
nstdasuudaannintu
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B el runnd 7

msilaulnsaiieuss

#nsusenauituanliuloawis

e ‘J 3/ [
JFuwasunisldus=Teniaag
An3dsenay
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NILLWIZAUNS,
(sxt1znantlsznng 2-3
Ftug)

m pRadulninhldy

" Anfanlreanng 1-3
luszaeiasdng uaz
s2el=aTuNg
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Wuarudunilauazmaioiaa

fugananisuaaaig bl

115
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doemzanszazinafiaadng Guumnay
migasnasamnihililndnedig

mstlanllsfufanad

Al&AN (sxpizinan
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nngiat
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ar v '
YURBUNITEDE HREAD LABUNT

=] o o e
nardasundasninauu

nsAufiuaslsenauiiuea

nsusnaaulszgiungeami

anafendiaaiinisdudinnsinanunas
dulasl unenswlAtnlasgnisuii
naFuayyaiasransmalsznendl
GRS AN)

Flsiinnsdinia uyaanniy
aRRRAEAINaIAR1MTT
TLRNTAIMADNNTIRANIT WD
psluTutinnas dswaifeausannston

Taau

aldlun) (szezioan 12-  diensaludusnedu

24 $sd)

® {Ranssunnsudnelae

Tneiq@nyisel (Anfias

5-6)

daldiunnaiasnyInaLLARE

ﬂ%’wmmq:ﬁmmxﬂwifanmﬂ?ry'lﬁﬁ’u
a'ﬁuvﬁﬁﬁ \halsziamd (prebiotic
effect)
flaefiunsiatyaaeyaunidnalsa
dananIznUABLE LRGN a1
uaznglag
dumsssnsaagadidoymid g
luny (colonocytes) WarLfanIgmItIISs
waduzfiua@lun

Lﬁ'ulﬁ‘mmga wazanA iU

#9197

neesumamREUeIaT 14

{peristalsis) UWATIHNNITRAY

#nqiian

nsdanddasanslsznauiuea

@uprnudannglsd g & lug) an
saA MY IANERTaA T IAZ I
aldlugy
WumslhlstemdlFgelonmg

maluanldlug

AN Fautlasann Capuano, 2017
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o ~ .
nsasuntasaninwandenlunradiuenmsdauing danalaemsesiatFuinnas

= = = - = e ¥ [ - q]
ginaastrzansunadiFelussHun AN I99gNs NaE9n3ART L uDInIsIRN
YiunanuanGandwlszlaniadrauwnaiGelunguuannsauania (Lactic acid bacteria)
BATARSINIuLUATIGYRelsAnNg £, coli Way Salmonella spp. (Gerritsen et al., 2012; Kim
et al.,, 2012) Tngnfdrunmawidlunszmnzanmaresgnaiegilszann 10°-10° Talall

1 o’ n:l 1 a‘ £ d& 1 o i=1 ¢=|I ) or nl 1
Aanfuesdstey azfindudetudnlddnifuilu 10%10"° Talaitldanfuassdedan uay

1
=

Wi 10° 10" TalaildanfuaasdedenTuanldlng) Bnvisilauvatnuateuadans
Wuguuafi Gaannndn 500 a1ewng (Jensen, & Jorgensen, 1994) Tneutiaduuuiai Faunssuon
Uszaineu 90% lun wiediFalunga Streptococeus, Lactobacilus, Eubacterium, Clostridium
WAL Peplostreplococeus dauan 10% luwuafiGuunsuandu uuaiiGelungs Bacteroides
WA Prevolefia (Gaskins, 2001) nasudnsdaaloatirnialuniaduaivisdauing dagani
WiAsnmsaauulasaninwandanuazaugagesuuaiFane luniaunue s nnewsin
L dl = ,3 =1 % 1 =y s A
daadf aTuinasAN LN TafranAnEIENan e nTestiatated i A NN
padhamile nsavaneld Aanumaansalunisduin (water-holding capacity) WazAIINANNTE
luntsudngat (fermentability) anfaatingleatuisngy B-glucan, arabinoxylans uaz
pectins azgnelpaadiasaniFaluldfauardanldlng Tusneidelaaiinaliazatein gy
3 = 1 %’ ] ] 9 9 [ ]
cellulose W&y arabioxylans 4iinliaraun gneaset1edny ludeuitaaeanl€lug)
P 2 ﬂﬂl o’ 5 18 & cﬂl 1 =
nisdaglfuaafieladiuatduenyaesdns ieainssazianinisaset lussuumIamy
A 3 QP =y 1 o ~ ]
AMIRUIUTY AINNISRNATINAIITTUUN S ANBM ST AN ULFN iU anas
1 i
Waauiuuminga (feed intake per unit of live weight)
wanannidenuaninatesisanisianistanlfaasasannnsau felisaasifen
piali (Dégen et al., 2007)
1. prstasldraeitlsfie
d' =y dl ] A:J 1 =
dasannlganmsiimad@auudlamisnianinssudnsiag lunaduanuis
P » & o 0w a 3 g VoA a
laarmsiilanuansalunisguiings aliiaauduniinsendndmagluniaiuams
. . ' . 4
wazdanaliinisdululnsiausanniayaifindu (nitrogen  loss) Fuifludana1sAnuay
Ed o 1 ~ ]
Hlalan uazidulnd danaldnisdeslfaealisiunasnsnaziiuanas Inataniznisdan |
wuutlsnng (apparent digestibility) wazrantauisAasrafianiadarenisgadunduang

Wy o o X
anstsznaululasuluanl€idn inldBunalulnsauluyaifa@s (Degen et al, 2007)
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b I ] b
yatlannuviansaland Souffrant (2001) fasdniseesldianuneedlusfiuazanad wiaan
1 aj © o o ] ] 1
nsAnmnistiaslandaraanldidn WBuinvesleenmsnaulsiinareniseesfaaalal sy
= =J o 5
waznsaaziluiidaeanldién
2. pselasldansladuy
q‘ [ e‘:'; o 2 ar s e W
nsiinszALlaaunsluatm sdmdsin nnldnasnueasamisanas aadnsiag
QI (% 94 é’ d’ 9 dl ]
wisladulugasannisligeau ivesairanassinlue s Tenansenutaslaeiunssae
t 1 o :,/ :3 [ = ] A A %’ Y & 1 L)
mstlaaldradlaiuii Tuedivtineeddoarms namfeluamshiasaiia i azrelifin
& 1 = = gt EIJ o’ ﬂJ
anudunilndiesd lussutmafivamsuazsunaunssuauntsdladuaadlaii lansh
¥ 2
laauisaiinldazanein aznalinasivadiusesnimisifaun uazm lszazia1n1emn
Uimenaeudulellussuimafivenmeanas sandadulalunsdeslafiuaddlaniados
wiasnalafimn asfinsziuveslaarwisdiuluaidsnainl¥dnasdan ldandladuanas
(Knudsen, & Hansen, 1991; Noblet, & Perez; 1993; Freire et al., 1998; Noblet, & Goff, 2001)
| A 1 1 1 ar s i
uifiurantsnaassilaainnslillfdenananistas ldaaslesi (Hogberg, & Lindberg,
yv = } o A ] 1
2004) wananniifeiannmgiunaiuayusasesleannaiidanisdasuay s lamildaas
& A at = L) Lt
lastuaanisfilaugnadnlnauuaiBaedluniafuatnnsdowine lasuweRnilaualne
' ! . o
Dierick et al. (1990 Noblet, & Goff, 2001) B4lalidadeinmianisdesldraslufuifiu
?/ = A:l 1 (>3 9 8r 1 A [=3 & 1 ] b ar -
annyanuilAedsanaettadiulddn uidiafudatisnisteslfaadlaiuainatean 14
= ar ] 1 A o8f 1 1 = =3 =y
i ndvlalwueanuusnseidman asnanalddneafianissunouainianssueagRunae
25 v
winanatiaainnisauiuin A luszuunaaaua s tngluamisaiinssassinanuisady
& ?’} e I =y 1 %’ ‘i = 1
fuund  wazdussnnisyauinngaleamasaiinliazaneil G9a19eunalanaglsn

v v
lwammsrinasanesinasdeaananiseasaasladuninninlaemnraiialiazanssin

AFssuasdmuguanenuasan ldianuasgng
1. dnwasznsduginaniallaesdldidn
aldidn Huiflunasdes nasndedulaliazarsdands uazgais
arre1ms aldifnaesgnaidlausnifiafiannumatlizinng 2 wme Augiszanns 72
63873 WERINUENN ANEaRa Iz 3 AR 65 Lums LL@zﬂm'mGgLﬁ'u
dszannd 9 win iilu 650 Haans dnfugnslmAnduennlsznins 16-21 AT LAYAINA
Uszanns 20 @ms lenBeufieufudaniindauda gnessazgauniivihuinaesdnldidn

3 2
Useann 4-5% aeaiwindo wazanauwaadszun 1.5% aesiwinfarasgnstnfinds
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(Leerke, & Hedemann, 2012) anldi@nudsaanitli 3 dou fe adldifndandsu (duodenum)
12 1
e19UsEHNDL 4-4.5% 1B9ANNENMaNNA A1 MEENEUNANY (ejunum) udaudiiaouang
] v
nnfige Ae dsenan 88-91%  andanafieins wazanldidndaullane (ileum)
i’/ =y, =l ar =
11017200 4-5% LBIAINENITIBNA NABeIugasiinaREuINIn g 3 Ihausn
WAIAREA NUTDYNINAUDINIT srLLNHANAY UazsruLszamaeanilan1iAue s
LY i3
or as ﬁ; a’ o 3 = o’
(enteric nervous  system) Wellfanaodasiunanatlade lHun Anwasnieiugnesy
= - & =y @ ﬂ} & 20/
nsesyavduiidnelussuumaiivems wertladafoaiuuuuazuainimae ud
(Moeser et al., 2017, Wijtten et al., 2011)
-2 3
aldBndsznaudasaiaiavun 4 du Gasandauuanlydiuly A serosa
v
layer, muscular layer, submucosa layer W&z mucosa layer Toeid serosa layer W{lunils
Y . X4 4 S-S Y
Tunangnaeeanld iledefisodn duResussidudszainuivaaians daunifuiu
v Ly %o A9
muscular layer Usenaudigdundiuiiiasuuaniiluiuasineng (longitudinal muscle) Wag
> = 2w X - s vy o o v 4 o o Y
Fuluifludundruiianisaqng (circular muscle)  AuinafunIsAaeA1998 1§
2’/ 3 = g: cz| g’/ A=i| 55 g A a, ar P=l %’ A
Fusamn An 94 submucosa layer uduiidsznaudiaiia@anaa i lduiasn YAy
3 2 ¥ §
wazifutlszam dourmiviulugaiadu mucosa layer wiuihudutlong 8n 3 44 duuengn
a5 ] o w e ! .= P ¥ 4 c oo
AT mascularis mucosa GANILLWEY laminar propria TFAeR UNBAY AR KIALAEA
£ § b & 1 kg
917 unzAaNNIAas dauiulugaradu epithelial layer \{wiuiill enterocytes Feaifiudu
o é\’ d 4 Dl By ol A =
e Sansmuzadiaitiativeanllnialuanld Gandauildn 3ala (vil) Adaneveddale
ar 2] < 1 = " o Ladl A =y i
fénwouilwawaundn Gandrlulasials (microvill) nguesialaaziidouiiianagly
1 RN i o | o = cr o ¥
@3tindn ALY (crypt of lieberkuhn) inusinfainaansAanaartu gasiug wazidulad An
daflurietrasaadmmniiiin (stem cell) faudnalunn 4
1 Gl =) e ] = b [
stlfrauazANIANIBRRIT gilieuarAINgeTatiala uazinuiuted goblet
% dé'v d' 3 at d’ 1 = '3 & i o 1
cell ludstidiafidrdydeaunsotiuanivauanysaivesdnld guseaadalauls
¥ i
aanlu 5 uuuAe §1184 (tongue-shaped) siliindla (finger-shaped) 311018 (leaf-shaped)

ridged-shaped Wa% convoluted shape (Mouwen, 1971)
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>.'.'.:mmiw

s o e o @ s J
MW 4 Aansaeniemganasarsiastdian Tae (a), (b) anuuzhulaLa9
L 55 = = = -
miiaanldlan (c) Aala uaz (d) radidayniaiuanmsuaslalasiale

e

adifiayreantd (epithelial  cell) lulmadRimUNIRATRdAURLA
=

=

i 1 Al ar 5 J o
(enterocyte 3n stem cell) AiethiFnedi gnssasgaunaziisaunisudnumaditiayanld

as

sz 7 S uddwsugnslafudtasiisounisudamadiszinm 2-3 4u Tne stem cell

1
=l ]

j = Iy = X EJ .
fagAriiiazsinaunaunusadiivgaasn’y (Xiong et al., 2019)

Blam celt

Pangth cell Newoendocine ol Gablel gall Entatoayie B ocal

. d Lo - ~ ] ar
5 dnransadidayuiadrldifnging g Savaunanainigad

2 a =
AUNUA (stem cells)

#un: Gelberg, 2014
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-

aadiuinfnansnsaimufhusadidaymaiueusiiunndneiu s ofin
An Enterocyte, Goblet cell, Neuroendocrine cell, Paneth cell Wax M cell (1 5) %mﬁiﬂmaﬁ
St AuAN A 6‘1’\11‘3 (Gelberg, 2014)

1.1 Entercytes Wia the absorptive cells u?ﬂl,ﬁﬁﬂﬁ@ﬂ%u Lﬂumﬂﬁmq@q
ol bilasiala Gueaduidon fnsatadulaidlunistatuazgafugisamns dn
innzAulneands apical junction complex flsenavltéas ransmembrane protein Uag
Tuana@u anngn 40 uana ludasiignafuuurinudes arsfifiluanalugjaiunsogaiy
Amuaadaiinilldriunszanunis pinocytosis TR 101 2100 90%  TRUTRR
Lﬁ@qﬁ’\‘lﬁ'ﬁwum (Xiong et al., 2019)

12 Goblet oells  wuldweludouvedialanazadui danirfadne high
molecular weight glycoproteins WiedBuninansilan (mucins) Fatintiilasfunnesunsie
aldidnannuuafiGe ussinliuuanBagndueanuniuys

1.3 Paneth cells wu‘lé’u?l,famz\iquﬁn%mmmﬂ?‘ﬂﬁ i laluidn udidedn
Aendesiunisnauiy (phagocyte) LAZnNTAANEENT (secretion) 4 WaN cryptdins, lysins
peptidases WA lysozymes Safluusawafics

1.4 Neuroendocrine cell fantinfia¥raansuanaafia 195 serotonin,
catecholamines, gastrin, somatostatin, cholecystokinin, secretin, bombesin, enteroglucagon,
fibroblast growth factor 19 #azaaSluuBnwaIaTHe

o

4
1.5 M (microfold, membranous) cells WaaaRARNISNAIEARYRANTY

q

b

2+

TussUUn9LRAEANWIT Peyer's patches THG gut-associated lymphoid tissue (GALT) AT
e P = H = ) e M o | 2/ as ’0’ =5
naunlauRaY (antigen) sautaansfisainanalualdidn gealiiussuuninmwaes
2. nmaufanuulasdnignddnaisesqr ld@nludeanammeuy
[ A = [} = é’ !
N1 aunIEue et anysaiaziina il agnsdanylszuiu
s 1 a’ 1 i (21 ‘g ] QI —y of 1 [ 24 1
10-12 Gyt uslutiagiiufinsuenunnidolu Walfinseunisnanliiiuwigns vasueun
o = ] dl 2 A
gneas i yiunnuiATaarInnITaNngunedeny nndasuantmuandan uaznisilasy
1 2
2112 (Xiong et al, 2019) Imaiaursoudanislaunaufinguiugnsndsainueaus
aantdiflu 2 suezfe acute phase WAz regenerate phase 999 acute phase ialuszeay
flansfusnndaneun Wuszazfignsinisinemisanad uarinaidasundaslaseae

o - o =4 o =3
LAZNTINIIUIBITEULNILABBINIT Fulilaauiatnnisnteruaasaulasl waznng
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o o A 0 4w = ~ ' =
wWasuulasarwisluiud drldgannifinaanaeiusuasdenansenusanisfinaeagns
(Pluske, & Williams, 1996) a1n3189112849 Brooks et al. (2001) WUINUezu0d 10% 189

A 1 { o’ = ;/ + 1
gnafineusdlenany 28 Fu arfinasfanuantutat 48 Faluandanimmenun donals
=y ] ol 1 1 AQ o &’/ =
augerasialaanailszann 75% Wefauiuieudiun nnsvidalaunduwiederiin
: = o/ A ] Iy
annsvigasengautadiiayn L iue s ludnsfigaindanisairaaadiniiuunauny
=S = = = = 2 23) )
nggaTuansaInIsanat Jarsarmiswaelifamiafuennsdauineniniu uuwnes
pnslifuaduvisdinalse wazifinlaniazaanisiseinisienBavdandius (post-
weaning diarrhea) (Molist et al, 2014) sxaziigad (regenerate phase) AN 499 7-15 FUNNY
1 =] er o | 3 (<) 0 ar 2 q' d’a’
s gnstinnslfudasiesmsuantuiivandy aasnsodanaliaannisiiuduaes
4 =3 % LY o ] o A g mgl’ oo 28 é’ o
wrarasan llEndaunans rminaesiudeuiiinay S dutanasiuyn1sinueed
el -
dulmidngantezn® (Montagne et al., 2007)
daandanrsudruninaziinnisugaasnaeatieynisarld valiaaueiaaes
1 & 1
Fala ansauasiNANANLRIAINY wananiifawunisdasiaesiala Tafnannisadey
% ] 1:4 = ) Ed
naunulifusanisugasanaagiBioyun i uiuenng (Pluske et al., 1997) nnsueusidiagns
ar 1 A L =y 1 1
ang 21 AuAalasranaslsvuan 75% (lafeuiuainugadialadeunte)  anely
1 8
seezm 24 dolusndanameni wazudeainiiulszunn 5-8 Jundantnun Talaazaat
ml 433’ ar cj ar 1 = ] = = &
Wuaueqdu Taaduh 5 udsaannisudiunatingaresdalasaninuanuasats
] L
(VH:CD) aasanldifnaglszaans 1,5-2.0:1 Wit (Hampson, 1986)
gnswdansuenundnnunindiiatganisewuaiiGanialsn annisanage
5 . d o o | 3 s _© =
\Eulsd alkaline phosphatase dafhndula@airelag brush border luanl&idnvinmion
o =y cJ 9 = = 1 mgl/tv 1 = o b
1¥pgnsfiriainslneuuaiiunalon uanaaniidanumsnniastnsd g uinanraednld
5 & @& [ g8 ¢d| o =3 l=1 1 24 -2
dn raanteanld (enterocytes) sinuilaidnaanluianasedsisernisiazitudngiad
o o 1 g i =
warnsznaiden luanzidaaiuiiasiulilfideuuaiFunelsauaziaumiaudngnas b
8 ! 1
Tnadunuanaaduisantdarlfwdiadlan (mucus layer) Unagquag faminnilaein
dulsTlsRiagannuuefiFanala sanfalnileaasdudednldannsahvnasainnssinngy
a . A 1 1
amsuazA lEEndau (Kim et al., 2012) grsenwsidndtesuazgadalinun doudina

2 =l | AI o 4 [ < o LT A =) ]

hwuafiFonalsaarunsadindruruldetnaeamia anldiisenisizansaudeinis

Tia@andaveinug (post-weaning diarrhea)
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=y 1 L :j t A

aMnNUNIa1T0iuad Pluske et al, (1997) ldudsil=deifinadanisildeuuas

Fugnidneuaznisinmgesdnldifnudsnisudiuneaniiu 5 dada fAa 1) n1syngnaes
G| ] =, = = [ cj =y ] 1

wuanFaiala 2) AcrufislnBannanueraandsniinainnasueaun 3) NaauNAINIY

A 5‘/ i =y o
ant 4) nsulaeuulasfiennns usr 5) nawdslainlaiminaniuguninasysesdn 14
d‘ 1 ar E/ ~ =l s l=ii’
FauAastafe it a i ARl

= o= 3
2.1 AnsyngnaesuLAfiBerialsn

=

4 s v a e %’ . o O
LNﬂLLi‘ﬂLﬂﬁuufiﬂﬁ‘Ni‘z‘lJ‘Ll“ﬂ’NLﬂ%@ﬂ“ﬁ%‘ﬂﬂi"lﬂ@’lﬂL o (sterile})  MANUY

= = & 1

9ros éﬂ’ & -4 el as % = =] =
IAFuaqdunsdanuluazaninuangan vin R nMsmwre e duvied luszinmaaiu
b
AN TR ULB NI MAS AN MAINNAE (Inoue et al,, 2005) Taanfiniaresanl&dnnn
g =l o 3 & nil} P (. 1
wiinatlastunisdindiainizaeddennaiFannelea uindannavediuunLNIIUgASNTEN
A ol o ) -3 ¥ 1 A o 9
wad Waymisdnlfidnadnasnda uaznisafraaululiesldiuaiuiy Asiideeindeanld
5 =y 1 ) oal L
@nunaa dulenialfidaqdwisdnelsadadainizussiadeyifindiuonld (Kely et al.,
1992) TmﬂLﬂW’]SLLUﬂﬁG‘?ﬂlun@:u -haemolytic Escherichia coli (E. cofi) GaflunuaiGe
1 ] 93 | & = ] 25 L 1 .
nguaalsandugmgudanlunisifanguainisfieudavdavdunaadgns (post-weaning
8
diarrhea; PWD) sinwosinlfiRanasfisdalusnldidndausin inldmaasyiiuingegng
apaa yeamald (Lupp, 2017) aannisAneInieanduaaamas iy Iondes Thunades
3 =1 = = g 1 k. . 1 e
wazpas s luan ldidnansgnsndnsRimaangy R-haemolytic £. cofi yinlugnsiisinnde
waanqsneunilpduiusdsuiuaugeaaddala (r = -0.95, P <0.02) uarn1sgady
3 ‘:iq X A o ] ) £ A =y
LL’a‘ﬁ‘Wﬁﬁuqﬂ‘a"%mﬂﬁ@ﬁ’ﬂﬂﬂﬁLﬂJfﬂLﬁﬂUﬂﬂanﬁiuﬁﬂ’]ﬁ‘[ﬂm%@ (Nabuurs et al,, 1994) T4fn
qNAsHueIvIsanas naliarldlfusalaeminnisgainaisenuisudaainnisueiun i
A [=% i 8 2 ¥ o - . b
Wlannafazgaduansfiniaiasiog f-haemolytic £ coli HunTu awinlfiianishinide
(Cohen et al., 1986; Chu, & Walker, 1993}
=y = = A = o §
2.2 AuiEeUndinnenuasaaiiiandenismenu
pAnlnRRIfnanANLATE AR NSRRI LA NI AN a4
gnsudaneun gnadfinasgeinniasdgdviandamtiug dnnsulasadaesnsiiing vinld
L 1 2
ANERIBIIalaannd (Albinsson, & Andersson, 1990) VieilaauBalnffiAniuann
] ‘=§i’ A 3 [ of =3 L
nssaunguilanaifeadasiuainuainvanailade wu domfuaunisfivamisanaanda
wtun maiutheainnssediundaainnissaungulnd viaiaduiuewng Teaznan

sreaziataluiadan 4) (Pluske et al., 1997)
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2.3 MsuEuUNAnALgng
% ] 11 o %) L= =y % =y |
nunaesusigng Tddrrsiliutihusmaes (colostrum) viiasiuutng wudd
avmtlsznauaes milk-borne growth factors gailan uarasd1Anyaus) Ruasan iUy
© é 1 o [} ot 1 ¥ [ A LY
saaald1nsgns Gannsueuuinlignslllifuansudrtinnnunusduaziaswilunisiu
&721M11ANaMTuds (solid feed) agaaiuiiiules daslaansesantsimuivesaduas
! 9
anld SeansdnAnylunguilliun epidermal growth factor (EGF), polyamines, insulin Ua
insulin-like growth factors (IGF)
2.4 mslaglasiiuening
= | = R o ] =4 e!d 2
suuuresewisiinatedoigiineneassnldian naade gnahdinagle
ans gt uuufeudanaman (slurry form) iRalagandnludum 8 waz 11 udanasuduu
d' =} ar =3 dl o = o ar O ]
dauBauiisufuammisuuuda waanainermiswnidisiinisiaenzaiiaanduannda
dil 1= d' él}v = 1 dal 3 mﬂ' L] 2/
asnaudisnaman (Deprez et al., 1987) uananniifellsieiudiannisnaudanananin i
t 97 1 2
fmananasAnimAnan 1% uasliBunainisiue nsiiudy 13% (Partridge et al,
In ﬁl Egl a = Cal g
1992) uargnsnnuemsifisiau inlinnugereddalafini (Beers-Schreurs et al., 1992)

g [}
uanmnﬁﬂ’qwudﬁmamm?mmmqmNmifaﬁmﬂmmmmmm'lﬁ Wi Nkl sAuannda

wiaes visaansfimnisldlseleniaasdnausaiinsiag i lectins, tannins uaz Ol-amylase
inhibitors (Huisman, & Jansman, 1991) uaznaalasiusziuednel sy
25 maswdalalalped (Cytokines) AkamapuNIRT R Tasdn 1

Tl Senndndlunisfiuansiidlunsdeansssudnagadinaies
Tedniuluanldisn lalalafamihdlunstearssninadindenasesssuuniiduliy
mﬂﬂLmﬂﬁLﬁﬂyNﬁﬁﬁﬂlﬁ &un Pever's Parches, laminar propia lymphocytes WAZ intra-
epithelial lymphocytes %QLmaﬁLﬂdﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬁLﬁ'mﬁf@qﬁ’mzuuqﬁé’uﬁ'wuméﬁ‘lﬁ (Eison, &
Beagley, 1994) Taemudndleiradiiadena199iia macrophage gnnssdu axinliifinng
dofaadinla AruanassUifiuTy ﬂ?@ﬁqmmﬁ'ﬂumuﬁu@ﬂm@ (Lionetti et al., 1993)
atinglsfimnu Pluske ot al. (1997) IElddalauadnnsfinsasuduiugsendnanisvwda
VLSﬁTm‘meﬁ’unmﬂ‘&lﬂugaﬂmﬁmﬁﬂuﬁmwmé’\’lﬁﬁ“@ﬁ@ﬂmﬂ atinalsfinuaauduiug

seuindlalalaadiudnigidneneesdnlédalianunsaagUnalniuidals
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ANARUDIFAUVEE LUTEULUNTUAUDIMTURIENTHEUN
1. svyudinminafunsddaeneuuarndaveunedgns

&
ARUNIET IUTZUUNINAUDINITTBIGNANTUTNLT muu@%ﬂuﬂmfgsﬂa@m%a

4

i o = =l ] o 4 2r9s j = =t g 1
(sterile) WasnifanisBnanaseudnanisaanan inlignsliuidaq@unsdainuanaunds ity
Es 8
dnapannegns Ya uasionlarausigng antuiidiuainaninusndeuwazinunges
WHANHANGU (Konstantinov et al., 2004: Pieper et al., 2008) i1 l¥ssLunAue w1 sFne

by
n9aTiyaaeqauvise TagannnisAnaas Katouli et al. (1997) wudnlugdasusnaesdidmiu

= =4

d%’ = = cj 2/ =5 as = = &
FaqaunTd luszuunIuAuamisaesgngns Igtuuunasenasiugluuuqdundaas

q

wlgnaifuatnenn Seansnsafigadlddngnansldsudanfuniadngaman (first colonize)

q

Qo & 1

ki W@
nanfaudgnatas uananiidanudnyaresusignasiniuiladudidaydercuvilioadae

A

= =

AW Iun1aiAnenIsaagngns Inaainnimeassligngnsiuyaleausigns 85 niu

q

- | o

= = =y A
ey dnain lfrzuunddsesqRunidlunapuainisrasgngnadaeuudacly usslu

[ ~ g L]

waweNaziailuandnsniianizdannnauy (Sansom, & Gleed, 1981) 4aunTdng

q

2s 1 L3
weniiufluq@unsdlunguildeandiay (@erobes) wdeanniuiungsldldeandianlunig

o

< = o Y e = 8 5 = o o ar
AN9STN (anaerobes) WAIRIINGNTLAFLANANTUAINUIUMUADY AUNTEA 48 Dolaanay

=

1

= = A ) = 3 = ,

Anen gngnsaziiBuineasiuaiiGaitifeaniseaniianliunisnngedn (strct anaerobes)
=]

1
j=]

3 Z’ 1 =3
Wntudulszunns 90%  gaeauuafi@aviausn (Swords et al, 1993)  adrglsAmiu

]

e

aq@unddlurzuunisiusinisrasgngnaiudaudafianauvainuaaaesaila

=

d%’ = b‘é ar 1 Y ot e A 2 o a’
VIRaRUNT ﬂu'anmrm:mmnﬂ%mm;mqnmm faiimanninedasnuiladuang

q

anmniandenlumsinuazansandan (Ewing, & Cole, 1994)
winudeszuuiinAdeasqRunsdaIN4auLesTILNIUAUR NS L’%@fﬁuﬂﬁ
Tumnaidinenmsdausiu Wudnieludasthn nesmazammsuazanléidndaudu flfanoz
aiiunsagauaziinsipdaurinuaasemsAauinaia deiunsznzetmsuazan ldiin
Aenuaaunddlunguiinusaaniazfiflunsn idunga Lactobacili wazngal Streptococe
(s mm%’@n@ju E. cofi, Clostridia, Eubacterium, Bifidobacterium, Staphylococcus,
Actinomyces waz Kiepsiella wuldtfasninlunssimazanmisuaran iidngasusiu Tudau
dl&dndauany Telanneiliflunan #nmnisluaaeddetendandn sinlfquridd
Auauuazfiannunannuansnniu a1iddeutiazwugdunidlungy Lactobacil

= =

Streptococci, Clostridia Wwas Eubaclerium Wenanifigansawuq@uvddlungs £. col

q

B

Waz Bacteroides lhansiae [&Ruazanldlngaznuafwiddlunguinliildaandiau (Strict
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, o - 4 ' o d o . X
anaerobic bacteria) Liiasanniiniaadautiueesdedandn waznisaaaeusiaaeagn iddouil
' . N A - o o ° 9 = =]
vlsabiai anti-peristaltic movement °Iix1Lﬂum?mﬂfaumLLUUH@‘IJV]’}W'ISLWE)WWI?NH’]?@]m"’ﬁu
aE o mw oA o v a ~ , o P |
fau nalivRnasn 1§ lungduifnuivansausenisiasgyseauanie tnouusnFeiing
Taluant&ma)ldun Bacteroides, Prevotelia, Colostridia Wae Eubacteria \s
o ar 1 C% =3 L] = A
daufudaameundnuwudywignaiuetnisies valfinanislaauulas
-] = A ol ]
AT INLIRTE UL LANeIWI9 I NTAnIU A9 FRsnasluadnuaeIeInis sNDedana
i = = 5 1 =) =3 rd' I3 1
plaaAIYsY wavunaweNsaIsvegause d9luteedniusnaasnmsveun ammainane
mﬁfsmwmma'ﬁuﬁﬁﬂmmmi’mmn uagldnattlszyind 2-3 dlma1flFusia ansaany
1 1 13
284 Inoue et al. (2005) RUIAINNEINNAIBTBIANNTEASEURANTURAIRN 24 Tundd
] ° = = & 2 =Y = ~ o ﬂJ o
welun waNANAUULBIRAUYTHArAnAdLAY TR AUNIENAN TR UL Rt
o = o= | 1 ci o 8r =y g o ] =t = ) N
i matsuuafiFanalsavin diinanistandendaedans iduuuaiGalungy £, col
Tuyareegnalafiudeoiu donlughiluwuefiGaunsuuon desinnlildeandianlunis
R PRGOL] {anaerobes) Ll Streptococcus, Lactobaciflus, Fusobacterium, Eubacterium
Wax Peplosireptococcus dQ‘LALLUﬂﬁG“HLLﬂ?N@UWuﬁ Bacteroides WRE Prevotsila wu'lsy
AN o X FIUNE I
Useumd 10%  09bUANFaNATA9N LA N3 TN 2L At eI NI 1as L e 1Ty
(Konstantinov et al., 2004; Mathew et al., 1993; Jensen et al,, 1998)
o A 1 - =y
2. fladeninasiadnateq@uyiddlunauiuennsgns (Nowland et al., 2019)
2.1 misldendingain
n13ldedugainlugnisrasiaunduilinadusanaunainuait
2899 AUYFE wasuduIuBRIuUARITERRE (resistant bacteria) Tuszuun1uiuaImg
£ P o =
Tneinnsldensfiuaadnazeangnaiueendag wazeangraiafuwaf Guidudlsslaaivas
wupt Bardalea Mlfuuan Samilulszluaiananuiuadlldqe nazitlalan1alduunie
1 aal o é‘ i ! ]
Aalsafindrunuluunnnd fazdenasdaguainaesdnila munisAneaes Looft et al.
A 1 1 1 :}/
(2012) MR ngaTrlaIgnenauntitun wud AalunnuszauvaInuaTE
gaeqaunsluniuiuemisanaailaldelidous wananagailgBunade £ coli
. Q¥
Tugnl&i@ndaudinafisa@ngqs
2.2 ANIULAIEIA
TNITUIUNITHARGNT IUFTAUGAATUNTTH GNILHT DY SUAYIHLATER

2

PN U049 84nITFNEIUN 113 117U As UL Aan19d9AN AaANHLIAAAN BT LAY
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= = A -3 9 ar ' (=) o’ = = ar 1 L4
g399nen Guinlignavasdrunfatlyseinnisiadoiula wasdedaraninuauysal
© = 1 1 . QI ° A o &
aaeald Wealantalf@anuaiGunelsadu £, coli dnilanizuaziiuanuaunaiaan &lé
ANNIFANHIUBY Chase (2018): Santos et al. (2000) WL F2ALTAY cortisol Tunszuaiaan
Hannuduiusiuniafiuntsaugaansfidieyulaanld (permeability) vinlifintanignasiy
= = o .
ANTWHRNNULANLTE (enterotoxin)
2.3 a8189dnduareIuns
&
TunsAnEUsransqAnnsd lunAuaInIsEy angresdndlunasifiu
ar | = ] = = 9 d =) 'S =3 = =
fatlailnasalsesinsafuvisd s etaanseuuivdiaesqdunadlussuuniaiuvaimns
H ol 0 ot ! i o A
Hnnsaeunslasnaeniann uazdalsdrAgantlsznsniliasainsigns WU Wy gnah
. d o = L J
‘Lﬁ‘summi‘wLwNiﬂfaqm?miﬁﬂ?mmmma@uﬂﬂumqLﬂummiﬁmﬁ‘l,ﬂ@ﬂuuﬂm
wananinslfifiatasuiseduge (217 nfusleRlanfuainng) lueamsgnenasudiu
TneFuldamsndsannudauu 15 Au aziifiunau@euuniBe Enterococeus Hetindagns
nquiiliidelasedu (146 nfusiefilanineqmng) et dAtyneadia (4.06 vs. 4.56
log cfuig; P = 0.05) winnslfiflaletusziugendeannueuuing (169 nfuseflaniu
£ tal i ] =S A
219119) Hualiiufiuanudassaniafisanisfieudalugngns (P = 0.07) WenFuney
funguaougx (Balaguwindu 121 niusenlaniueinis) (Montagne et al., 2012) usy
AINNNIAN9I98Y Lee et al. (2016) wanaliiiudnnisldundselaafinds luainisgn
gnavdaneun deenfisqAuvidaanantdesiiiala (cellulolytic bacteria) Tuanl&uazya nns
= dl =9 %’ & n! o %’ o 2s =4
wintielariinazaneinaaniofi (guar gum) Hrzay 10% gasuminuieluaivng uaedl
‘g v . iy N . GI/ [- 74 1 1
nsldiae enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli T 48 Faluandsanuenun nansAneEwudn
gnafil¥annnsnldiainluenuns wunisiadayaed enterotoxigenic  £. coli neluanléidn
wnndnguarpnattaiiluddnieadn duderiintiduuuanGunelsafiasiadlugns
Tneiannzgnaudaveun (McDonald et al, 1999)
=] o = ar =)
yanannstlaedlaannis dalnarAneinisasseaullsfinlus1uns avdaaan
1 ] g
Tamgniaiiaamnsvieadandmeunaasgnendent suniuiianifiondia £, coli fivamn
dw o ] 5 A 2o I = ] nl' = &
Hazifiudnieenguazannisiignslifuieiinadantsiddaeuilasnasssuniliomiaas

qRwviTTluszuumainamsld (Nowland et al., 2019)
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NMEANYINIT L beanns luanmsgng
= v | e A 4 o o P
gnsilannfieanistialeluseiuiies iefnessuuniminauuaza?sinea 11
=) = 3 ‘J =y a’
seuuvnAvensifiiudnd wiilBuabunnibuldazinedaaananisldissTuailfaas
A1707WTUAZ WAL FaraneausatialefidAuuan A iusINAENTRLAZURALTDS
o :4 1 ar ] 11 Eé ar =f 9 =
alaBunnfneaiu adelsfimuibialadalidoudsnsrfugan needssLLm1A¥aIMIg
a ﬂh' =y & = 74 ﬂi
W liEn wazinadauaniugaamszuumaiuastesdnd Inatannlutlaaiundinisld
2
erfFourlugtuunrasainisaninasgiuln Lm:é’uﬂ’anwm?mm@qL%@Tsﬂ“lm:uumuﬁu
n{ o o | = & ] '
amsludaanaiddny i iemrupulsaianduselsainlugnsudameinun (Lindberg,
2014)
Hedemann et al. (2006) Anwuarasidialefidafudedngvineaesdnid uas
nandadulaiinsgngnandiunens 4 §anf tnusdniseanns 8.6 +1.4 ilandu Iamish
o ‘fd ] o L i =y o
fszduifieladreniu An 73, 104 uaz 145 nfusdanianfuainis aaunsnaaesilsenaudan
waRuduiunuastielasiaazaten wazunaudnurfiaditludounuaesitalagiio
1 io’ 1 A Srar Ad = ] = - o =y =y
Wazatein wudn gnsdldFummshiilmasiu Silfununisiusedy uazgnsnisasaiuin
1 as 1 1 23 e nJ 19 =y ] = ar 0 ar o e d”cv 1 2
pndu gendingualifus wasiildfinafuedraililad Ayn1eat i wenannidewudanisld
A o %1 =] 1 =l o ] 1 4 as
laaursaiinldazanadniiesedtaieadinaideausanisdaaldaasaisanns daids

=5

nsANEI98Y Wang et al. (2016) Gzi'q‘l,c?fﬁnmﬁ‘:ﬁumﬂvﬁmnﬁqgmﬁ% (sugar beet pulp)
Fhamaaadleessiiaazanst Tuansgnsveiiua 1-14 Ju Tnell47sd 60, 120, 180
use 240 nsupanlaniNenms uazfiiBuanuNDF windu 12,3, 11.9, 13.3 uay 16.9%
RNHANAL wurjﬁmﬂﬁmzﬁmmmnﬁ’qqm?’ﬁmﬁ&zﬁugﬁu AP HdNTUS LT s uiunag
daglAuuutlsmngaemdsnuuasllsiuludos 14 Fundamdi
Tugneiinslilearmssinldazarsinazlfuantadnunisdagiimnauaes
SLULYNIANAINT ATUNITAN 1284 Gerritsen et al. (2012) RnnsnaanauBauiie
awnenaant 3 alialuszazwdandun A 1) aamnspauNIELan (positive control: PC)
%qLﬂuzjma‘fmma‘ﬁﬂﬁ‘:n@ué’qsﬁﬂsﬁuammwﬁ 2) 81WITAIUANENAY (negative control:
NC) @alaznaudnednaundiad 20% 41061a 20% uazdolna 20% 3) mmsﬁuﬁm
fusznondas 15%  aeudelofliaranain(Nse)  annunaudnalimuasnednagnd

Tﬂﬂ’ﬂ’ﬁﬂ’]?ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬁﬁ@'ﬂl&lﬁﬂ']ﬂ (crude fiber) WAL 2.7, 2.9 Way 7.4% FNURIAL RANIINARDY

2
= 1

1 = d =y, 1 g ql Aq 1 or
FlHifuinnandsuEaloaia ldasaaiiazdasiniFunnsannisnnuradi e 0-14 51

waameuy wazdnsnisiasyiiuiasaduresgngns Tudee 07 Sundaneiug Anwrozys
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gaafiadrungulaunansiiats udyasesgnngs INSP - Andanguauludns 0414 4w
%’l ch Gﬂl CJ I ‘0’ = §r ﬁl L @ M [
wananniuamasiillFunaudialefliazateings duualdndinnisinauseadulas]
v A
azluiaa (P = 0.060) uazihinudnaednssinizamIsuINAINGHaN HBaIRIAINgNT
of er 1 A = ] ’D/ l;’ =
wenganlusasetBuautalagafinllaratein Taanisfinliuinsaaaniaiueimnsg
2 13 8
TWlnefan uanaantiarnnimasadlflaarmssialiazaieinainirdaanalae Langlois
d L4 0'/ [~3 & ar ] :J o ! ar
et al. (1987) FalfinsAnwnaudaduladanniudenlugnsildiadnaaanseiu 400
or 3 =y o ar 1 A L i cj 4 o
n¥usenlaniu Wisndaufunguilild sansfnmwudiniegnanldidnngd dawaily
2 ) 1
gurngeaiuteulngdu (+115%) uaziulfuimnimmasllsfuainduden  (+36%)
¢ FE al = = :’z ar q‘ Q (=3 =t [
wiranudadurestlsfiuiidtanas Bniadaiunsinamasndulailnagsndndos
44 kY
nslflaamnsansafiniuiu Aelaanusafissraneiuarainliscanai lugms

219112 (3% nanWagnniin + 4%  $1919417) lugnevdeeauug 15 duvinldlszanns

92
=

(Haqauvisenalsalungu Enterobacteria udldlnnjanasatiwilloddnmeas fladey
funguaouay (@outlsznaundnidundaaing 83.0% drounfiad 23.8% wnaun 13.0%
yannlnige 10.0% washlsfududuannfandes 0.2%) wananinislidelosiiadly
azaneninlugmasgnsvdaven Suulliu (P = 0.069) lunnsaniie hemolylic E. coli luya
(Mofist et al., 2009) Fedessnarafluareiuiinalfiianistedeatiioguusslugns
annAdediuanuideued Pluske et al. (2014) ﬁwmﬂ@\ﬂuzgna‘mhuuﬁlﬁ?m%@ E .coli fneiug
0149:K91:F4 Faflugnewuifiaing enterotoxin Ainlignsuantamstiaad ydeannis s
%‘iﬂﬁ“Lﬁ‘}’U’a’m’]TﬁﬁL”ﬂﬂﬁtﬂﬂ@’]ﬂ‘lﬁLﬂuﬁthuﬂJ@ﬂLéﬂiﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬂi&i@:ﬁﬂ’]mﬁﬁ Ingiazdnngldda o,
30, 60 uar 90 niudailansiemns wudansliewnsffifalesialiazananfindy
ﬁﬂqmﬁuﬁuﬁﬁmuﬁﬂﬂ?‘mmﬁﬂ E. coliﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂ‘ﬂﬂuﬂﬁ'wﬂ@ (P=0.010)
Foduannandideillisausaasinarnnsaaglddn laerwasfiaouduiusiu
NIV IUTBITEULNIUAURUNT Iﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬂﬂduﬂ?‘umﬁ‘ﬁuﬂuLﬁﬂgﬂ’]%ﬁi&ﬂ’!‘ﬁ’l? Aunsvas
dvled nazeangualuderasnafiuemsldfuunatBefdlsslomd vierlulefin

d%’ =t =l dl ] = 2 &; ng =
tramrugNiTenLaBFaftalsalussuuniaiuamsld Awanslunin 2.6 Helidelivans

1
&

[%3 i 1 o nl 1 3 =Y
fagaiifeqdestannlgnanldainnisldlaatuiswnnsnaiuiy vy adaaesloauns

o - . o
uazwaafntaslaanns Tnawifiuazmnudrfyaadlaaims
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Tloomns
{Soluble and insotuble
fiber)

a2 ™ 7 \
P = & -]
Woymufivemns  Weuuafiy
- MsfswendeiuvauuniiGe
L a A o
- JuBiayia (epithelial layer) - wuAlFenteguuutangnas
- GALT (Gut associated lymphoid tissue) Wil (ududeuuaiiFunolse)
\.. Y \. o

[
L)

]
- Futiadion (mucus layer)

A~

s or o 1 o ey ] =
NN 6 ﬂ'}'lN’ﬂNW‘Nﬁ‘a‘%%'J'NﬁQQEI%NB&’ﬂﬁl’ﬂ's‘i‘ﬁﬂ’lﬂ‘ll"e]ﬁ‘iﬁllﬁﬂ']ﬂLﬁ]u‘ﬂ’i‘lﬂ’]‘i‘

=i o
A3 Anilasaan Conway, 1994
e o o
noAudileamsgiludssindlne
Uszmdlnad Ananmlumsk@ouazulagtBudmnaniainems dansuuaniunisuin

anvnsdasutadumasasanasan tduidan olne dudardende wazdoand Amdlu

i
%

dseanns 60% donunasaastilsfiy fadamdesuaznindandas Aaidy 26% tantly
Uszanas 3% uazine An 9% (aauduAnenmsdndling, 2661)

da dufisnansgiaiidadren lrrmdlng WasannalnerEinafraduemman
wazfafhiudninensdaanduiumiirading telui w.a, 2562 Inedifiuimazgnian
sautlszanns 7097 Awls Asauaguituignilszaunns 46.2% spaituiinsinsmaienan
1a9ilesnA uaziinan@nsau 33.56 Ay Aadunan@niseuan 4.2% seauandadag

= b

sialan elnadadnfugudndinunnifludui 6 2aelan sesanndu dude Sulaflide
flapand wazBanuns (§1inenudssgianisinems, 2562a)

aumdns anndieyat] wa. 2561 Auihlgni wieemaaTaLlsznAtszanos 162,106 15
AowTunandnlszuns 42,820 fu taannawileiiiuiiinazignuaniign sesasun fe
nARziusaniBaIilaustn1ANae (E1nulATHgRANINNYRT,  2562D) foil

aoandiesnisldivaeafiedluingiuetmsdniiull wa. 2562 dAanusiaennssn 4.186-
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k) ! EY

5448 i Fafundaindeanisudnniealudseng desendantsindiuga welugd
TBUNAATUNRBIUATNINAINRDY

Audnlzuas anainassdiiniassgianininene (2562a)  Idsearudeya

= ar ° o 1 A L) L)
nsnantl w.A. 2561 Sudlendalsseu ffuiimnzlgneudssinn 8.6 duls Iaanda
3 E 4 ) & &

Uszanae 294 Anudu Welinasdgnifuddendsfiuuatilinaaudeudtininlgn 2661
dl L. 4 ar L= d!l [ 2 =l
Hssanngainiudnlondesansedios finliinennsiiusegelalunisnislgn dsznau
o &3 A e 9/:3 A o Al 3 & 1 e
fusaniunisoidanlswnu Mdnazldiundgnnaunuiy SsairnAn wazaianisalind

g t:J Qj gﬂ} | k73 = Al ¥
W.A. 2563 aziifiundgniindu 1.23% 8,809,194 1§ uazlfnandmfintu 1.83% u

=

32,004,184 fu (@anpuguanamsdndlng, 2562) Aunlan 5 dudULen Ao ATIIIANN

k1)

= = =

Aunaines Fe08 NayAuYT WREgUATITATN ANATAL
3 ) Yoo ¢ o a 9 o 8 o
anndayaiiiassiunanlfiiuieanudi A naudsegiazasdie davaes szl
dnlzuds uazannnazuaupmsulssldngauinlkinansasldainnszuaunisuilsgyl
8 ]
nawaaylAwariiBunandialoge arunsaldillwunasloarmsduiansdmsls tiun
A 14
wnaudy (Hawassliainnis@din) Fratnundy (nanassliaannisadauiiuingdig)
nniudntlends anaaatdannnisudauilafudrlengs) vazindamaas (vanaeeldain
o ,ol ot n‘) =4 =i 2| = vt:ill
nnsadminduiomaas) Tnasuasdansasuawass ldusazafinfail
1. wnaudng
] 8
wnay uuawseeldainnszuasuntsadrioiiaduilssunn 20-30% 189
NLUNUNNTERR (3B AENg, 2547; Feng et al., 2004) unaudnodieddtlsznaved
vraglaaidudoulugl 51.5% sesnannihuaiiviaglad 21% wazanilu 10% (Oliveira et al.,

Y

1 & ¥
2017) Genszuunsddnolsznetdeaduaaunan 4 duneu (asausd ans, 2547) un
] d; o ar ] A=l = ar 9 A
1.1 msiapniaren ivendngauitaniaausiee iearnuniualann
1 & o [ | Y 1
i ARRL FW N99m NEEl INARTTHTLAS Reantianmnge)
Aﬂl =4 £y [=1 b as =
1.2 mManemng ansnidaaniuiudauazayndin (Anng) vgaaanainiude
a aly pa S & a2 o - A o =
aanldfuannnsziqunnsiiAe wnal Whidaunanaraaulaanudn v NaUWGRHN Lazdqiuan
= A4 W Y el A o a o a 3
wazandoupadiondasiililevundntuuenfnasmos
1.3 matdnann Wunstdntiofndaugeeanainiugadnn uazinlidnan
' ] Yo o L o
qenlfiannnszuaunisiipe §1 fidseanns 8 - 10% tasfralaen GFadludiunsuraatiefuna

dauiudn aynd1a uarfionanaesinans uazlidnomslszanns 68-70% aasiralden
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1.4 nsdauen Wewsndradiimga fudte $r9%n eenaditiunnmanias
wanasiusnuAninnaasdofennevd wazdumassanansidnag

unavAugnsain g ldlunansgnaninssn dwiusuladnd dnlddwiu
dands f'i’ﬂmﬁmﬁuﬂ@nﬁwi‘uﬁmﬁﬂ dodwiunanfing uazioafnel dufunnsldly
18RS AN91LATHYeY Tartrakoon et al. (2017) wudra usaldunauRuUm ail
ugeeslearmsaiialiazanein anunsal4léd 3% lugmsanunsqnegu-gu tnelaidens
padmstleslfuulsnguemdsnuarilsin Awivesddsznauredleamsluunauiu

AQUAPN ANT N 5

M54 5 Total, soluble and insoluble dietary fiber composition of rice hull

LAY DF (%) iDF (%) sDF (%) Fnn
el 67.80 59.85 7.96 Tartrakoon et al. (2017)
e 59.50 - - NATINN FUGASE LazAny
(2557)
QIGICH 59,01 + 5801+  1.00%0.02 Kuanetal (2012)
0.16 .13
AT 53.55 52.63 0.92 Rezagi et al, (2014)
gdu 74.0 72.0 2.0 Jiménez-Moreno et al. (2016)

2. S
Srafainhuflunanasslfainnssiounisaiaingisndie Tasdiszneure
laanming 32.98% utilaansaialdazatann 93.84% uarlea1wisaiaazanun
6.16% FeBunnsleemsiana (Daou, & Zhang, 2014) srafmnugnann i luemag
egnsm”waﬁmuléfﬁszﬁu 10-20% Ine'liidenasiailsz@nininnissgifivinaedgns (Casas,
& Stein, 2016) uazawnenldluaimagnsguldlaliin 20% (Stein et al., 2015)
3. mnduddenas
anfuddznduilunanansliannnsruaunisaanuilaiudndenas Tnanan
SudnlendanldRodu 11.1% Gifeel wiediandad, uasdfudne  quaat®, 2550)

nandudtlzudalidfnnuilalszanng 50-60% wEalelseunn 4.6-16.1% (3381 Tngy,
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2552) Suasdilszneutedluanmsiu nnsfuditlsudeiitiunndgenunsfanan 27.40%
winflilaarmsriinliazanein 25.25% uazleemssiinazanenn 2.15%  (Pramana
et al., 2018) ﬂmLLﬂa‘ﬂmummmnﬂ’uﬁqﬂwﬁq%mgjﬁ’m?:munmm:mﬂ‘Euiaﬁmmﬁm
fuandreiiy nanstudatlsndeannsnldifluamsqneszasudvdnun|ite 10%  lug
gnsan1niiin Tneldiinadeanin widasinns uaziSunninisiuenns1aegns (YA

PNRNTNE wazAny, 2553)

1
ot

4. Andamdes
& e Y @ o 4 =
Aafamaes Wlunanaasldainnisudsgtindadamaas Tnanisuaniaalaen
T 1 &
Huudneanainwiadamaes Tanfadawdeniu Munaan 2 gaatvinssu Ae Teasuain
%’ L34 o./ = 1 L 1 = blf A & = ell Q
unfutamaaes daduunsessiadan lueivnsdnduan uaziefainnsrinuniminenms
¥ o A v 3 oy A = 5 o) Py o 8 o

ity sinundomdes s iaae 380 s wndussneesldainnssusunisaimiidy

o =

fawasddahalsrannumaticiavaeslszann 7-8% 2091Fantunsu@n (§an Munans,

q

]

A . . X o X

2546: Liu, & Li, 2017) nasnzmizRadawaasinldnindundesh el sfiufinau
& = - alf = = o’ ar di = =
agfm srnatmisaiiaasiodamaasi ruiuudlsiuilesnannilssdvE N NABINs L LINUNSHRAR
Tnafiafnndeedidnguiie 00.58%  Tilshiu 12.06%  d1ufuduesdlrznauninein
aflulawmsm Usenandasaglaatszunn 20-51% afiaaglan 10-25% @nflu 1-4% uas
AR 4-8% (Liu and Li, 2017) Badamdesarunsnldluanmsgnsvdandaun liladitu 20%
Toe/laidasiarlss@ninannisiasaiuinuesgns (Ani et al., 2013; Goebring et al., 2012)

1 8
1Bundlaannemu leemsmieliazanin uazleawnsstinasansin faandly men 6

M1919 6 Total, soluble and insoluble dietary fiber composition of soybean huli

Source DF (%} iDF (%) sDF (%) iDF:sDF

Pascoal et al. (2015) 76.4 70.7 5.7 12.4
Burkhalter et al. (2001 )1 63.8--80.7 H8.9-72.2 3.9-12.7 50-15.4

Cargill 77.3 70.0 7.3 9.6
Central soya 80.7 722 8.5 8.5
Jones-A 76.4 63.7 12.7 5.0
Jones-B 75.5 68.4 7.1 9.6

Quincy 63.8 59.9 3.9 15.4




715149 6 (M)

38

Source DF {%) iDF (%) sDF (%) iDF:sDF
Cole et al. (1999)2 63.8-81.2 50.9-722 3.9-127 5.0-154
A 79.6 71.4 8.2 87
B 773 70.0 7.3 9.6
C 80.7 72.2 8.5 8.5
D 75.3 66.1 9.2 7.2
E 72,4 66.3 6.1 10.9
F 63.8 59.9 3.9 15.4
G1 76.4 63.7 12.7 5.0
G2 755 68.4 n 9.6
G3 81.2 68.8 12.4 55
Jaworski and Stein 67.46 62.15 5.31 1.7
(2017)°
Yang et al. (2014) 66.0+ 0.2 545+ 0.1 53+01 -

WNNEILUE: 1 = five samples from four U.S. processing plants
2 = nine samples from U.S. processing plants

3 = samples from Archer Daniels Midland Company, lHlinois, U.S.
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ABAILUUNITIRY
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nsAnAseiiutianisddtaeniiluy 3 nsvease Aa
A ar of ~= 1
N1INARELH 1 MIANENANHUERNNEATHLEEIATaeIng Auwaaltanag
o o N 4 ) o
mMsnAaasd 2 nsneaaadiiamszaunsldlaamanmsnsangmivgnsndaenu
9 s = | n:‘J g ar A nll g | o
el mgAuumasloaunsilddmfenanmanaessd 1 warAnmnasainislddanisinm
9897LUUN1FURIMNT tsz@nBnannisndn nistlaldarasaisarwisiuuilsing uay
03 =] = oy A
BunautanusiFalumneinueamnsdiuing
o d r R g
nsNAAEY 3 Nnaaasiamdndinansfivanzadasatialaginliazaitmiise
] 14 b4
Balorinazanatin (DF:sDF) luamnsgnavdendnun Iaeldungslaanmeniinliazanenin
as o8/ Faa 9} 1 L =y
annTAARENImgALAINNIMAREIN 1 WATANEINARBN1TWIUNLRTLULUNUARETNT
Fugnineiresdrlfidn BuaidauuaiGelunafiuaimsdauinauazanssanm
NNIAA

o

9
TSt azBaATaINITNAABY ATl

d s L
NSNAREIN 1 ANHIANHAUSNINIENTHHASAIALITENALUNISANUDIUREILEBIUT
1, ARt IBASNITIATENAIRENY
Meadreamflunnasaaatiale aun ninsdudidzude fadnindi wnavuum
5 o & o o | e 4 o o 2 w =
wazil@endamans Tasiudnatnsanfiinsnnaiazgaieluiedu anifuuednghu
snenaraeumtiln Hammer mill 82 Retsch §34 SM 100 drumzunsagidlaaunm 0.5 fadmmg
o angAnanAaniuaziwmaluladinisinmms anndnendasaeaadnuun fwolan neuii
MFIATIEH
=\ s Ay
2. NIFAATISUANANLANINIENN
2.1 N1SWANFAQ (Swelling capacity; SC)
InAnsnaasinrasansuazunadBinle Sufn (2551) et
b2 b4 El
0.5 n¥u tdlunszuanmaeauna 50 Jaaan Wil 10 Radamns wald 18 4olua AMnTnasin

ANUITIAINANNNT Fail
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SC (mlig) = Bunsesiansinefinesin (mi)

wmindaasedus (n5)

F
2.2 mmmma‘ﬂuﬁmm (Water holding capacity; WHC)
P
= a* o 1 d =y,
Amzianuannsnlumsduinesemswasivastedialy muRanag

109 Ay uaanewnfia (2561) lddedrauds 05 nfu 1dluvseanaaes Wi 10
& 3 1 [
Nadans M9l 18 Falua dlinses wazauiignungl 105 asAwaadua w2 Falus dawn

&
o

v
Fainminanai iandndeeldgas

b3 E
WHC (gfg) =  swiinsaetng (TJen) — daninfoasnandeay (uka)

% ar o ] A &
ntinfaatinanld

2.3 msdlasianauiiiniani
vidatafituntsuaugaundessiun Buradlaainas (Total dietary
fiber: DF) laleaiinliazanerin (insoluble dietary fiber; iDF) AneaRLasziEualeaiuns
éﬁ'ﬂ Megazyme total dietary fiber assay kit (K-TDFR-200A) (Megazyme International
Ireland, Co. Wicklow, Ireland) A1135989 AOAC 991.43 (ADAC, 1995) uazffunaleaimis
ATinazan (sDF) w1 ldannuasneszudng DF uaz iDF
2.4 ANTFIATITINISRI R
ﬁﬂ%’m@ﬁ‘lﬁ@ﬂﬂmﬁLﬁmzﬁﬁ’amqmﬂmmmsmqmﬁ insmAaRe

{mean) LLﬂ:muLﬁmmummﬁ‘gﬁu (standard deviation; SD)
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= ™) [ 1 1
NNINAREIA 2 NISANHINALRITTALLEAIMNS (DFlURIMTgnsvasusuNsa
Usz@nBawnmaiadguiiule fugnidneaasiild usenisdaslavasansaimg

nsnaaastivieaniiiy 2 nanaaedsiag Aa

NSNAREAT 2.1 NYIANEIFTAIUTZENTAMNITHEAR NITRRIIHIMITINSZILLNURAY

= [ 13 g = = ~
aws Fugdvensesarldidn usslFnondeuuai Fulussuumiaive g
.4 ' .

MIMAaELN 2.2 meantFasnisdes liuulsnguessnsausresqns

A - o

FalisneaziBanfail

i o oo e & '

NSARRYN 2.1: AnwanawarasszaulaamnsluaimsgnIuaantnun
ARUTERANEMWNITHAR NISWRIUIUIMINGZLLMEAUANNG ﬁ’mgmﬁwm‘umﬁq‘lﬁlﬁn
wazlSunnidanuaidalussuumaivatms

1, &ninmaag

N1IMARBIIIUHUN1INAREILLL4NAN Y] (Completely  Randomized

Design; CRD) Tne/ldgnsgnuananuanesiug gian x @15alofx uwaidisn) 311w 30 6
5 1 cl o = ?11 %3 -:aI 9, 4
AnUAIauYnSN 8. U14eN A uAslgy nduniany 215 4 Ty Siwinisuiuaig 56
Alansu wivgnsaaniilu 3 nguT az 10 59 ABIgNITUNNIWIA 2 X 2 MITINAT UM 2
Fsansa (n = 5) inAGuazwALWINTL (11 6) gnsldfuenmisuavinadrufininaennis
naaas iusraziaan 28 du TraFaudussuuila muangungiEnfl 32°C  waranad

al

Ailpnviaz 1-2°C

NN 7 ANHUCAANBALISUIAUNARDS
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2. BTWITNAADY
ansnaaasisrAulaaiwissneiu 3 srAUAR 13025 (DF130), 14045
(DF140) uag 15045 (DF150) nfusanlanfuaiuis IntaimismeassnuaNdaday iDF:sDF
= 4.00£0.5 W1AUYNgN3 Tneldunauiy (Fadenannnisnaaned 1) waswaiuaaivedy

or =y

unaedmgAnluntsdfudadan iDF:sOF unavAuiiuunasaadlaarwissiinliazansii
= o y o [V » - ) P
wiranunauAulaadainanuazana auliuds uariaseirzasuatila Hammer mill 8%
Retsch W SM 100  dumzunssgdlaauin 0.5 NaRiums  ANEANENANGRTUAL
waluladinisinems unidngndasauanadnu Weofden Aeutianauenns d1ufum
s 2
pfusafluussaadlaameriinavanein \dhanwafiunisnisfaiaainuetUadian aamws
nanaayngnedlinguslibiatndiacudieaniseedgns auALuzinTas NRC (2012) dauiy
gnsunuiln 7-11 Alandy fuanslumies 8 Wiiuemnslugduunemisng o wimaaes
agalA A 7 Ju wingnsiulivuadeainnisuas il
3. msiiudeysuaznisiumiatiing
a R g o dl al 9 %\/ as e ?7) ar A

3.1 tuiinuamindsGusiunismaaat inninidusedlani waziwindia
2 ] 9/ 1 1 3
Augannmanes IieA M mIaNssann1srdn T dunndniaay (weight  gain)
o ~ L] 1 ot AQ L] s =
fmsnnaiaieiuinnadu (ADG) Uszunaianwisnusedi (ADFI) uazilss@nsnnnasld
27119 (FCR) tiumaduaad vaflusmaddaniuaznansanismaaas (0-28 419

3.2 thwinazwuuyagns usgdunaannimanns (28 1) Inawdailu 5
seAll (Li et al., 2018) fim 1 = hard feces, 2 = slightly soft feces, 3 = soft, partially formed
feces, 4 = loose Wa¥ 5 = watery wianastsmfbuilusueaan lugeuid gnenfinsuuiye

o | | e e o °
124 uar 5 azfasailannisfiesde amiuinarwaureniidaanisfeads sAon
r

gmeniaiafiaads (diarhea incidence) lusangunnand tneldgrsdsil (Chen et al,
2013)

Frsnmaiaviaalds (diarrhea incidence, %)

. N : »
nuueanifeadsungunismeass (0-28 )

= v x 100
RNUIABANNINUA LUNGUN1INARES X 28 TN

(3 o 1 % ] o A t 1
3.3 fushatrullatialudui 20 aaen1maass ugnsinelieneimisian

AU 1 FIRBAAN 41401 4 ABNAANGNNIINAGEY (n = 4} AINITUIURBNTIIULA 5 ABNGD
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NANNITRARDY %’mﬁwﬂ’mmzﬁqmsma;asﬂmﬁm Train9@a sodium pentobarbital 2UA 200
fndnfusarauting 1 Alanfu (Chen et al., 2013) anthafufaetrsdugouilafensy
gnatlsanns 2 wuRmms andtldne 3 dan 1dun A1lEEngui (duodenum) Anums
Uszinnd 10 WuRumsann stomach  sphincter A1 MLENEIUNAT (jejunum) AL
523108 40 LURLAT 370 stomach sphincter kazanldi@ndautlane (leum) Anuanan
D ileo-caecal junction Uszdnod 10 WURWAT wifratnsdudaiiadats formaldehyde-
phosphate buffer 10% L‘ﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁn‘lzﬂﬁ'mﬁﬂu?mﬂwmﬁﬂﬁ

34 hdintmdngl nasimavensns s AN wazdnldlvg) vasaansinanu
aranBuuiasuds

35 fnng swab Redanannaald@ndaulany s wazén 1l udeann
m@d;uﬁmﬂmﬁm?;aué’q e ldAn L AT Hunnssidaua swab Aeteamaludouiaz
fusaagns anbaininudnaquasiugsazanlniounanlsd 0.85% 1B 9 finddns
TunaanudnfEnunfsteameuda (Gerritsen et al., 2012) wefluninud v llAmmmzi
Bunnudauuaiice 3 nga 13 Saimonelia spp., E. coli Wa% lactic acid bacteria sialy)

36 Saenaonanflunsasrresiedesradldidndomlans WHeuazdnld
e fia9el pH meter B%a Eutech 71 pHTestr20

4. nAgiAIEsnesng .

41 Frunsdnedgnuinersesiilddnte 3 dou dniasinsiugan
L‘T'zfaLﬁfammum:mumsﬁqﬁﬂmnmnLsﬁﬂﬁ(dehydrate) waztin e lumn s anmiu
WldAamnuuagan9 Auuun 5 um uasdanfiad hasmatoxilin Wag eosin, AT
alasfldludesnaldndosqanted] OPTIKA §1u B-383PLi (OPTIKA, ltaly) fa
Afaaene 40 1 SrAdugeresinla (Vilus height; VH) uazas uantesash (crypt
depth: CD) mn&uﬁﬂmﬁﬂmmmﬁmmuﬁmugmﬁ‘mi@ﬁifammﬁnﬂlmﬂ?ﬂﬁ(VH:CD)

2/ 1

warfuiifloaesdala (vilus surface area, VSA) Ausnulagldgnsane Swiech et al

&

(2016) Fail

VSA = (TL* mh*h) + T (1/2 * mh)*

[
as

dl F =y =8
Lla mh = arundeaesiata (SaRnanansadmINgs)

h = ANHEIT83a LA
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A la (VH)

]

X) “;» A
i 30 s @t a3
; s Ly
Y £ i .%] éf{
SR &::'.n':g‘ P r%":g

Wk Sk
Ti o o8

AnunAngdala (mh)

MN 8 MsinAANNgEadala (vilus height; VH) roaindaediala
(villus width) tazANNANARIATLN (crypt depth; CD)

4.2 fant1ayasinnis rectal swab lunaganases inanialilaaans uaz
. v\ ; : ol X
dnaadluavisidesidawuusnie (selective agar) #ail Ve Saimonella spp. 813

g 5 , ¥
Bismuth sulfite agar (BSA) \a E.coli 19811113 Eosin methylene blue agar (EMB) WAZLTA
wuafiFanguuRnnsauanina (Lactic acid bacteria) 18119 de man, rogosa and sharpe
%I:' 1 A -~ OI/ & :’/ Q LY o

(MRS) anniu tnfigiungfl 38°C 1lulaan 48 Falan pdsannifmind A wonialadl

PR

X .
BunaesdauusizaiiRneLand luiag log CFU/G



1519 7 Ingredients and nutrient composition

fiber levels

45

of experimental diets with different dietary

DF level {g/kg)

ltems

130 140 150
Extruded soybean 22.0 22.0 220
Broken rice | 17.7 15.4 14.0
Grounded corn 25.0 25.0 25.0
Soybean meal 18.0 18.0 18.0
Palm oil 2.0 3.0 3.0
Milk replacer 6.0 6.0 6.0
Rice bran 5.0 5.0 5.0
Rice hull 3 1.2 25
pectin’ 0.5 0.6 0.7
Lysine 0.4 0.4 0.4
DL-Methionine 0.2 0.2 0.2
DCP 2.0 2.0 2.0
NaCl 0.5 0.5 0.5
CaCO, 0.2 0.2 0.2
Vitamin-mineral |oremi><2 0.5 0.5 0.6
Nutrient composition (as fed basis)
CP, % 20.86 20.72 20.66
EE, % 9.76 10.40 10.39
CF, % 4.16 476 5.40
Total dietary fiber, % 13.10 14.02 15.00
Insoluble dietary fiber, % 10.50 i1.21 11.99
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f1919 7 (A8)

DF level {g/kg)

ltems
130 140 150
Soluble dietary fiber, % 2.60 2.81 3.01
iDF:sDF ratio 4,02 4.00 3.99
ME, kcal/kg 3,418 3,429 3,391

WAEILNR): 'Commereial pectin (extract from green apple)
? Premix provided the following per kg of complete diets: Vitamin A 50,000
IU, Vitamin E 100 IU, Vitamin D3 10,000 IU, Vitamin K3 8.0 mg, Vitamin B1
6.0 mg, Vitamin B2 16.0 mg, Vitamin B6 10.0 mg, Vitamin B12 0.08 mg,
Pantothenic acid 50 mg, Niacin 80.0 mg, Folic acid 2.0 mg, Biotin 0.30 mg,
Vitamin C 0.3 mg, Selenium 0.5 mg, Ferrous 360.0 mg, Manganese 100.0
mg, Zinc 300.0 mg, Copper 320.0 mg, Cobalt 1.6 mg and todine 3.0 mg

5. N9ALATILININATA
'f“sLﬂsﬁzﬁﬁ’f@gaﬁié’mnmmﬁzﬂmimﬂﬁ%mﬁLﬂmzﬁmwuﬂ?ﬂmu (Analysis of

variance) AMNLELNNMARES LAz EeufaReuANA1TesAeRtdae3E Duncan's
New Multiple Range Test goalusunsuiiassiafindiagyd SPSS (SPSS, 2010) sz
Auasi 95%

nsnasadi 2.2 Msdnwrarassymilaannsluanmsgnandandun sa
msdaglanuulsnguadntuzaasgnsneds indirect method

mswmaaﬁm&LLmumsm@mLmuémuuysd (Completely Randomize Design)
Tneflanwnmenas 3 gas (AUNTNAReY 2.1) gnagnuanamaaiug gfan x (anfala x
WRUALET) (WAL Ao 12 Fig ANNUMALAETUNINAART 2.1 utiafl 3 g 8z 4 6
L‘gmqns’LunNLummﬂﬁmmuﬁ’mﬁm P 50 x 70 WURMAT (NN 8) BUNINARBINET
welu 1 e Lﬁﬂiﬁqmﬂ%"uamwﬁunmLgmuammwmé’ﬂulwﬂ anwdtaFuns
naaes gnsudaziinazliiuamimeany 4% apatiuiinga Wevazinaniean 7 S Tan 3

wsnifluinelfushaasgnednamsmanes usz 4 Sundsraniy wdaufiudaatieya 1493
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snnnstlatldin indirect method TaelHlnsfindananladfiszius 0.5% WuansLiviugslu
ANMNTNARD ’Lﬁqm‘ﬁuﬂﬁmsﬁmauimﬁnsﬁ’ﬂ@n%m“luﬁ“uﬁ] 3-6 veaMeARes ATty
Tarmnmmmaesdlinamilpsindeanlad Gufusatrayailayaiiddansadasfindoanlad
(Wszanosiuil 4 T8annIMAGaY) meqmﬁuﬁqmjwLﬁ@gﬂﬁ;n?nﬁumlﬂuﬁﬂnﬁ (Lsenney
Fuft 7 s8ammeaay) 'Imm&q@ﬂLﬁmﬂﬂﬁ'laiﬁm?ﬂmﬁ@u wlugnefn ﬁﬂLﬁqLLﬁﬁqmmﬁ 20°C
Wi etlasiuniasiyaeadeqiunid anthniaganeuwidignmgll 60°C udwuald
avden A liBiessininmsieninueadiduredasindoanlsd luys
wazanmsnasesluieafjiinag n1udin131e4 Bolin et al. (1952) By (TS GEVY-RAPEYON
dulsvavannsdeslfeedingus madEnIIeedeAn MIUAY LaTANeENS RWANAR

(2532) nagRIAail

nselaslfaeeansaning (%) = 100100 x (% @191 hdluaims x % Tnaugluys )

( % anmiailuya x % naurluanung)

MW 9 AnsuznsaaaInistalauuLlsnguagns
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=} = ar < « o ' ¥
n1sNAaasd 3 Mannaasiamdndiusasininsanaasdalatlinliasanaiisa
= oY ¥ . ' 3 =
\ialagflnazanan (iDFsDF) luamisgnsnaadiun  Inaldunaslaaimsailn
1 ¥ ar = a ] '
Tdazaneun (MNMIARARNTRRALAINNITNARAY 1)  UASHARANTRRIUIIAY
[y o [ L] of o =
srunmahiuas Fugrineaesdildidn Wnadawuaiiddlumaiueims
AIUN T RAZANTTONINNITERS
1. Andnmaas
Anmeaaslugansgnuandnansidan gioa x (@159l x ueuALeT) 91U
& 3 = ot a s A o =l %' &
B4 fa weuufient 21x4 Ju aanvrfuinemede noynednsa a.1iiee A, uasassd idwiin
1=I ﬁJ = ar & .
BuRuLaan 5-6  Dlaniy QNLLNNﬂ’W?ﬂMﬂQLLUﬂJiﬁNﬂNH?ﬂA (Completely  Randomized
Design; CRD) lnsiuilsgnsaaniilu 4 ngusaz 16 67 (4 dasinpan mﬁ@’u@zmmﬁmﬁﬂ
o X o E & -
i) weegnauuudesanlunananiiuauin 2 x 2 mranes fuaendu auanwanadin
2 %’ 1 =1 n% c‘i} =4 = o
IarmnsuazinaeraRnRnaaanisnaaed iweedndlulsaraussuvila  AquaNgugi
Gudu 32°C uazaraaduandar 1-2°C szazoamaanssan 28 §u (4 dilans) Walnnli
2
gnsludasdilaniiisnasanisiaes
2. BWNTNARDY
= = P 1 ' or
WMNINARDIE 4 g3 AegnaAruAN wareu1sidnda IDF:sDF uanpeiy
Aa 3105 (nquAduAN), 4+0.5 (R4), 5:0.5 (RS) WAz 6£0.5 (R6) muadu Tneaiung
naania 4 gas dszdulaamisindifeaiufae 140£05 nindedlaniuaims MHunaviy
luunaares iDF TaaunavBulddeandaneluiastu a. Aunlan thundreitannugsena
A = %J/ ° IA = . :
avlfuisianamgi 60-65°C auuha anthuniunfanaiesunein Hammer mill i
Retsch §u SM 100  dauszunsagdlaguin 05 Hadmps o AnzdvanAdniuaz
maluTaiinnsinums unianendosgusaadiuu fwngdan  dewtninanainis uazld
fayanamlsznaumnslnauzainuansBiaseilunimasesi 1 lun1sdwdnigrsennns
amnmaaaeyngpsilngusliteandiaeudieansregns MUALLLINYEY NRC (2012)
&
dnwugnedasinmin 7-11 Alansu Watmsuuvausus Tngamnsmaansazaan il
7 u fgnsiulinandesinnisnanlud anshifinemnuauaztiwineananniFununig

Au Banuingiuuazesdlsznaunialnaureesemsnaaasudndlu Tablo 8
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a &5 2 = ar 3
3. mMstuAndayalaznIsinunIasing
8 1 U v ¥
3.1 thfindmdnifleBuiuneaas uiminsedUand uasianingaittaes
Z’I l='j = 1 o | b4 o =
NINARRY AN Bune1msfgnafiuuAazdu e NI9AIUIMIANITDATHAITHAR
s 1 g ar =J al é/ o’ = =5 1 % cilq ] -2 =

un Amdnfdisdu ansnisasyiuianady Burnmannsiinusedu uazlsc@nsnimn
naasuans iedladuazaaannismaass (0-28 )

3.2 HeRuganmaaed (Tuf 28 18an1snaaeq) Iiuset1yagnsiagdinag

a9

& o’ | ) d 1 & o J
swab a1nnarswinlaglfuldWudrantounisilsdndeudn wisann swab  udnqu

4 & I ) 1 A 1
fudraasluasazaretamennanlsd 0.85% Uiunns 9 Hadans Taussq lunanaudae

1 2
=

mstlasindaund anuIan1sUed Gerdtsen et al. (2012) WeasiansAassiniiuoud
wuRTIEE E. coli, Salmonella spp. W& lactic acid bacteria el

33 fudratradedeluiud 20 1eanimmanes duans 1 doluwsazaan
Taeiguinuou 4 pansanguniamases (n = 4) Tagldsaeinne dnsndainin uasin
Myt RnlAENIsAA sodium  pentobarbital 11A 200 faanfusatiming 1 Alanfy
(Chen et al., 2013) anniuiufatdudnuiialioanneatsznm 2 uhnms 7es
S8 3 dou L8un anl&idindandiu (duodenum) Aumieilszanns 10 1mufiuAsann
stomach sphincter 81&LERAUNATT (ejunum) FNMIeLsEH0L 40 EURMRAT AN
stomach sphincter iarani&iingdaudane (ileum) Auvieniaudiaileo-caccal junction
dszanod 10 uRuns anntaugfaatnly formaldehyde-phosphate buffer aasdiudu
10% Lﬁ'fal%’l,uma‘ﬁnmﬁmgquﬁwm%ma"q’lﬁ \&n

34 thiniuinfu nszinnzaims anlddn wazanldlun) uazdamanuein
gesd &8N Tondrewiamnuazenateuinldaiamin

4, N1FILATIZYAIRENY

4.1 FiraEnayaa1nnag rectal swab MiTUluusaanAses dninliAean
wazinsasluengAE e nuLS WY (selective agar) #44) da Salmonella Spp. 8IS
Bismuth sulfite agar (BSA) L%ﬂ E. coli a11s Eosin methylene blue agar (EMB) LL@:’,L:%Q
LLUﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬂn@:umﬁmm‘mmﬂaﬂ {Lactic acid bacteria) Tdaru1s de man, rogosa and sharpe
(MRS) a1ntiu ﬂuﬁfqnmgﬁ 38°C flunan 48 dalus wéeannihuinnfuduanialad
BrnnedanuaiFeRAnmnaadlumiog log CFUG

4.2 msfAnudngiuinanaasanldidn tdaatheiudauiledefiudlu

. ¥ o X X 4
AT NEIUNTZLIUNNTANNeBNAI NS (dehydrate) wazinduilaitialidaly
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5,1 ® & 2/ 2 = o
WAL AN lURR AR 91 89BN 5 um uazdaufnad haematoxilin WAL
o 4=£ Ly 1 r
eosin udathaladildlldeanneldndesqanssris] OPTIKA §u B-383PLI (OPTIKA, ltaly)
Faefndeaang 40 i (40X) dmannngerasiala (Vilus height; VH) asundrdala
%
(villus width) uwazm2INdnaeanslyl (crypt depth:  CD) A9N1# 3.2 A1AHULANN
hd = 1 ) 5 JQ =
Auadndauaugaradinlasient uanaesadtyl (VH:CD) wazfiuhiinzadiala
(villus surface area, VSA) Aruanilneldgnazas Swisch et al (2016) Tnasieazidan’ly
nadiluduRaafun1mmaaad 2.1
5. NI9ILATITRNIEDR
} 74
Finseidaysilsz@niannisn@n dngawinengesanldidn wasiFunouan
| A 4 =l =Y '3 . i
wuAR By Aldainnisnasedlagagnisdastziatanilsdaau (Analysis  of  variance)
=l ] 3 dl 9 =] ,
ATMLNUNISNAABS WAL FHUFHUAMRUANIN98ARRA2895 Duncan's New Multiple

range Test Arellsunsfmmziaindnsag) SPSS (SPSS, 2010) ssdvmruidaiu 95%
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1919 8 Ingredients and nutrient composition of experimental diets with different ratio

of iDF:sDF
iDF:sDF ratio
ltems
Controt 4 5 6

Extruded soybean 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0
Broken rice 28.7 10.2 20.7 27.2
Greunded corn 18.5 35.5 23.5 16.56
Soybean meal 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0
Paim ol 3.0 35 4.0 4.6
Milk replacer 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Rice bran 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Rice hull - 1.0 2.0 3.0
Lysine 04 0.4 04 0.4
DL-Methicnine 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Threonine 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
DCP 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
NaCl 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
CaCQ, 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Vitamin-minerat premix’ 0.5 05 0.5 0.5
Calculated Nutrient composition (as fed basis)

CP, % 18.22 18.15 19.05 18,96
EE, % ' 7.78 8.65 8.85 9.97
CF, % 2.99 3.91 4141 4.41
Fotal dietary fier, % 10.88 13.69 14.15 13.82
Insoluble dietary fiber, % 9.17 11.01 11.85 11.93
Soluble distary fiber, % 3.06 2.69 2.30 1.89
iDF:sDF ratio 3.00 410 815 .6.31
ME, kcallkg 3,362 3,346 3,360 3,365

WHIELRE: " Premix provided the following per kg of complete diets: Vitamin A 50,000
U, Vitamin E 100 IU, Vitamin D3 10,000 IU, Vitamin K3 8.0 mg, Vitamin B1
6.0 mg, Vitamin B2 16.0 mg, Vitamin B6 10.0 mg, Vitamin B12 0.08 mg,
Pantpthenic acid 50 mg, Niacin 80.0 mg, Folic acid 2.0 mg, Biotin 0.30 mg,
Vitamin C 0.3 mg, Selenium 0.5 mg, Ferrous 360.0 mg, Manganese 100.0
mg, Zinc 300.0 mg, Copper 320.0 mg, Cobalt 1.6 mg and lodine 3.0 mg
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a o . & W
AUV INITNARBY LN UL DY
1. Ansmeseslugns i miaeddauasnagauannsdnd anrilddouasiinavsy

=

flamaun AnszinERIAERT NFRENNTBITNTIRUATAINIAAEHN HMNANLNREILISANT M. Tadina
a. Janes a. Runglan
2. AmmzdesflrznaumaeiiuaznieninaasaminasatiasdnnRuunauge
o s HoaUfiAnnsevwisdnd anszinemsatans  niweinsssendid uarBeuanday
NWANLNREUIIAT
=l = o [ 2 = & =
3. wirsnunauAudniuldnanammaaes i angdnarmaniuazmalulag

=, [ 5 =l - 5 ‘:Eq
nsinuas Nnangndemaluladsgaeaadnuun watuhnenlan
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und 4
HANIFIAE

AANITANHIA NHUZNIEINENTHRASNINLANUBILUA 92D baR W TE ARG )
a’ 1 -:{' n=’1) (=1 g ] ‘dll | 2 [
et ldlunmaaasil Wusadwildmusruainguauariifigseansnng
Usznavdan nnTud@itends 2110 7 fete unaudu auau s fAoatng Sainunsiy
A1u0U 10 Fradtdne uardadamaed 41u0u 3 daating hatlaadullliianinsrasauis
& 15
aynAlaRaAuANTRNISMEAH IR nAL FAaiunaunsiinmeitindng Auiaunann

UAHINALUNTIIUA 0.5 HARINAT NauNITIATZd

m1319 9 Physical properties and chemical composition of various dietary fiber sources

{mean + SD)

Extracted rice

ltems Cassava pulp Rice hull - Soybean hull
n 7 5 10 3
Physical properties
Swelling capacity {mL/g) 4.48 £0.71 3.80+0.88 5.17+0.63 8,37+0.71
Water holding capacity (g/g) 347 £049 2.34+0.20 3.6811.07 5.3610.45
Chemical compeosition
Dry matter, % 89.65 + 0.71 94.26 + 2.19 90.87 £ 2.52 89.96+ 019
Total dietary fiber (DF), % 2926 +0.11  68.01+1.97 32.04 £0.96 55.74 £ 3.46
Insoluble dietary fiber 26.37 £ 233 §2.52+£3.22 30.53+0.38 58.24 + 211
(iDF), %
Soluble dietary fiber (sDF), % 289+223 5.49 + 4.24 1.61+0.58 7.50+1.34
%iDF (of DF) 90.12 91.93 95.29 88.59

=y o’

ann1sagelAMANLENN1ennIedingAy Asuandlu me o uilaily
1 14
anuantTRinswassio Badomdesdidngeqe Ao 8.37 Nadansdaniu sasarnfedainiig

AMNEBAUZUAY WASUNAURL WAL 5.17, 4.48, 3.80 NARAAIABNTN MANAAL R1UF
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9 %’ =Y cl.» =q = al = o v o al %’ o
AINAINNTONITENNY HodauBasllAngelign An 5.36  niu/nfu sasaaniiginingy
ANTUANUEZVAY LAZUNAUAY WAL 3.58, 3.47 WAZ 2.34 N3/NFU ANNATAL

Q o = -] 1 =y 1 1:] N
dufunisiiassdandiunndaanmanudn unaumu ﬁﬂ’]L‘ﬂﬂﬂ DF, iDF uae sDF

1 e chnl

4 s & =1 o’ 1 { ot
Wil 68.01, 62.52 WAY 5.49% muandy Guiluingaudiian DF gegadlan/Fuudieuiy

(1

| '
ar L=l e oas

o ' A . ) ar
TagAuau sesasunReRatandesiiAady DF, iDF waz sDF Wi 65.74, 58.24 uay

%’udl t:l

7.50% FNURIAL SERRNNTUNANIRAY DF, iDF uway sDF winnu 32.04, 30.53 WAz 1.51%

[ a0 o 3 =i o ] ) i .
AINANAL daunndudiiindeliAedauans DF ffign Ao 29.26% waziladiadt iDF ey

1
A A

sDF Winfy 26.37% was 2.80% muansu Tailafinnsnmdndouaad iDF aifeuiumi DF

1 e = A - A a % ‘n’ ar -
W&o aznudnimgAufildadousnt iDF NAnfigaAaiaiaid Wit 95.3% edaania

9

ANITANUEMRS LNAUAY nasRafnwASY A1 90.1, 85.8 WAz 84.3% RNNARFU

8 1
Fahuflafiansnenunn OF  ludegRuudawudaunaviy HuFuinlaaiunsgs

'
o = =l G

g - . 4 :
fign Aadndanihuingaviiduuvasasslaems e ldlunmmasessaly

[y =| ) L) '
HANISANMINANBITEALLEa WIS (DF)  fusnsranuluatmwisneilsed@nsnw
= Qs =y o o 2 1
naiaayiule Augudnerueedldian wsznisdesliuaaisains

1. sg@nsarnnisiaseyiuis

1 ]
= 2 =l

=g o T Aa ¥ o W i P =t
qnantgluntenaaasafaliiminGudweds dunndnsiunisann nad
14 1
wmtinedemindy 6,06 +0.46 Alaniu udasdlaniusnaasnisnaaas (0-7 Ju) gnsynngu
= %’ a’ n:il ql o = = ] ar t:'J:: 1 a’ < o
Huminiiy dmsniaasiulnaadi e shnusedy uavilss@niniwnisaan
] 1 o’ = e & ar A o
TlumnAnafumneadi (P = 0123, 0121, 0.644 uaz 0.189 muaAL) Tnagnsi laFy

leiamnsfiszay 140 nfudenlaniy Suuolduidnsninasyiulnuazlss@nsniwnisuae

Andngnenasan (P = 0.121 uaz 0.189 miuadu) drwiuilsz@nininnisadgduls

q

reJ [ r::l o ar u—‘dl o’ A a
Tudilandii 2 (8-14 dw) d1anai 3 (15-21 Ju) dUm9i7 4 (22-28 ) LasiNamuIn

b ]
o o = o

9
Usz@ninannisn@nlaasounudigneneaanngunisneansfunminifisn dme

q

1 L
(- [ |

nsaseuRulasadu uaziBunaeiwsinusdeduliuansraiunieata uinsignslungy

ki

it = -

s as nj as | e o 2 1 = = oo a oA 1 1
PleFussiulaacmisi 140 nfusanlandi funhilidiasiilss@ninawnsuanandnngua

(P = 0.308) Auanaly M99 10
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m1914 10 Ingredients and nutrient composition of experimental diets with different ratio

of iDF: sDF
DF Level {g/kg diet)
ltems 30 140 50 SEM P-value

Initial weight, kg 6.04 8.05 6.06 0.11 0.998
Final weight, kg 13.41 14.28 13.90 0.38 0.781
0-7 d;

Weight gain, kg Q.77 1.23 1.17 0.17 0.123

ADG, g/d 110.00 183.57 152.15 26.49 0.121

ADFI, g/d 159.14 188.43 193.79 26.51 0.644

FCR 1.51 1.14 1.33 0.14 0.189
8-14 d;

Weight gain, kg 2.08 1.89 1.73 0.27 0.215

ADG, g/d 297.86 270.00 228.67 11.79 0.216

ADFI, g/d 334.50 316.93 341.21 3.29 0.823

FCR 1.14 1.31 1.58 0.02 0.206
15-21 d,

Weight gain, kg 2.24 2.30 2.45 0.30 0.739

ADG, g/d 292.14 346.43 350.00 48.49 0.739

ADFI, g/d 469.29 442,71 466.43 46.27 0.218

FCR 1.82 1.44 1.42 0.22 0.483
22-28 d;

Weight gain, kg 2.45 2.81 3.15 0.15 0.674

ADG, g/d 350.00 395.00 407.14 21.08 0.674

ADFI, g/d 640.00 028,57 657.14 34.70 0.861

FCR 1.94 1.60 1.42 0.20 0.170
Overall {0-28 d);

Weight gain, kg 7.54 8.23 8.50 0.67 0.730

ADG, g/d 263.54 294,00 299.96 25.25 0.730

ADFI, g/d 400.73 394,16 414.64 26.41 0.873

FCR 1.57 1.34 1.40 0.09 0.317

Diarrhea incidence (%) 0.28 0.11 0.06 0.04 0,308




56

2. nissiatlauaslnmus
s F | t:\] e nld Qs ] % :’1
a1n me 11 ugaslfiiudngnsdiliiuetwsilszAulaamnsuansnaiui
anungu lddarariaAnistenliuinilsngaeandan (P = 0.167) uazlusiiu (P = 0.320)
1y e
=]

o

wifaiRiun uansaileldfummsiitszduleawnsifiniu dwiusinistes i
dangaadlaiiu wazidelaven duflunliufiudu P = 0.082 sz 0.074) legnsldsy
asTifiszAilaeinsgedu (P = 0.082 uaz P = 0074) TaamstasiFaaslafumesgns
mjuﬁiﬁ’%’ummﬁ DF130, DF140 uaz DF150 iy 38.99, 48.71 WAz 41.38% daupinng

daaldvaadialanay windl 44.92, 48.93 WAL 56.26% MINAGHL

#1519 11 Nutrient digestibility (%) of weaning pigs fed the experimental diets with

different level of dietary fiber

DF Level (g/kg diet)

SEM P-value

130 140 150
Gross energy 79.80 78.14 64.95 0.83 0.167
Crude protein 80.30 77.3b 67.82 0.84 0.320
Ether extract 38.99 48,71 41.38 0.55 0.082
Crude fiber 44.92 48.93 56.26 0.58 0.074

3. dugnuanenuasdrldian
nsfsziiu leannaslugneatmsgnandavau Lildsnasiadnigninanang
&l&Fndandn uardounana Tansn VHCD  dasdaldidndaufurasgnaillffuanmns
DF130, DF140 4ag DF150 11 1,78, 1.88 uag 1.76 muadiu daudn VH:CD 18481 ldidn
dounanaiflu 182, 203 uar 1.84 madndy adaelsimuniaiinszfusaslaainiad
wntiudenasannugarasiala uazan VA:CD pavanldidindouding (P = 0.074 uaz

P = 0.062) Tnemnngeradialalugnsnguiildfuamnengs DF140 flacugeaesialag

NgpRe 34470 LUm sa9adnAegnsiléFueinis DF150 uax DF130 (335.04 Lm uaz

=

© o 1 o 1:2 lA i 4=J o
267.41 Um mNANd) doudr VHCD aesdtlfidndawinefigeiiganagnsnlaiuanmns

9

DF150 1A VH:CD gafigm sasaannmanguiléifuatwng DF140 uaz DF130 (2.37, 2.12

WAY 1.94 RINATAL)
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M15149 12 Intestinal morphology of weaning pigs fed the experimental diets with different

levels of dietary fiber

DF Level (gfkg diet)

items SEM P-value
130 140 150
Duodenum
Villus width, lLm 56.25 52.67 56.25 2.08 0.757
Villous height, JAm 296.93 306.97 325.22 21.86 0.693
Crypt depth, Um 171.23 165.88 185.57 13.82 0.627
VH: CD 178 1.85 1.75 0.15 0.881
Villous area, mm? 55.08 53.58 61.04 3.50 0.720
Jejunum
Villus width, LLm 50.52 54.45 51.06 0.98 0.219
Villous height, JAm 293.26 39522 298.65 26.51 0.195
Crypt depth, Jim 169.85 179.15 161.68 13.01 0.557
VH: CD 1.83 1.98 1.85 0.12 0.422
Villous area, mm” 49.01 62.31 49.21 3.04 0.144
lNeum
Villus width, llm 47.95 53.02 57.66 1.76 0.413
Villous height, Jim 267.41 344.70 335.04 2711 0.074
Crypt depth, Llm 137.94 164.08 142.52 12.18 0.293
VH: CD 1.94 2.10 2.49 0.12 0.062
Villous area, mm’ 42.50 60.85 52.75 3.84 0.178

4, WWINT898A9Z04TLUILNIUAURINT
g o i eJ © [~3 ar ] ] ] as =y
dwliniadaeaagneisianisifivdasdrdddasnuansesiunicas Tasd
%‘ o A = [ L o’ ]
dnwiiniede 18.86 flandu (P = 0.545) a1n M58 13 waaslifiiudnszduaadlaatmish
::xl é’ 1 % ar o ] [=3 [-] 1 m’l’l 1 1 a’
Wnaulidenainninaassin nesmnzenwns an l&dnuazantdlun) vl ldwumnuuansnenu

14 + &
ngRRszMInangunaan uisziugeslaavnsiinaseriningesdnlidnidaiautimiin
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a1 (3.64 VS 4.05 uaz 4.34 Wesidudsaunmilnga suansu)

#1519 13 Organ weight of weaning pigs fed experimental diets with different levels of

dietary fiber

DF Level (g/kg diet)
items SEM P-value
130 140 150

Body weight, kg 17.27 19.34 19.89 0.954 0.545

Organ weight, g

Liver 470.00 540.00 531.25 24.53  0.567
Stomach 128.75 147.50 137.50 7.08 0.657
Small intestine 707.50 840.00 722.50 35.98  0.399
Large intestine 358.00 370.00 362.75 30.70 0.990

Organ weight, %BW

Liver 2.72 279 2.67 0.07  0.874
Stomach 0.75 0.76 0.69 0.02 0477
Small intestine 4.10° 4.34° 3.63° 0.06  0.012
Large intestine 2.07 1.91 1.82 0.15 0.836

WHEILND! *® means values with different superscript letters in the same row are

significantly different (P<0.05)
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1 a 1
Fifhalsslemifa Lactic acid bacteria Mialuanléi@ndauding 1dRa uazaldIne) Asuanalu

n17e 14

19149 14 Large intestinal pH and bacterial cell count of lleum, cascum and colon of

weaning pigs fed the experimental diets with different levels of dietary fiber

DF level (g/kg diet)

items SEM P-value
130 140 150
pH
lleum 7.14 6.99 6.86 0.11 0.696
Cecum 5.66 537 543 0.13 0.722
Colon B2 5.87 5.61 0.10 0.264
lHeum
Salmonella spp. 7.90 7.62 7.72 0.04 0.235
E. cofi 7.40 7.48 7.72 0.13 0.466
Lactic acid bacteria 7.55 7.30 7.16 0.21 0.495
Caecum
Salmonelfa spp. 7.66 7.36 7.18 012 0.208
E. coli 7.65 7.43 7.22 0.08 0.161
Lactic acid bacteria 6.92 7.06 7.06 .19 0.869
Colon
Salmonella spp. 7.60 7.51 7.43 0.15 0.830
E. coli 7.55 7.34 7.63 0.09 0.403
Lactic acid bacteria 7.08 7.08 6.75 0.32 0.697

o . o] ¥
uan1sAnEEadau IDF:sDF fmansanlugnsaimedmsugnsuasveus
1. Usz@nanrwnisasgiauin

aMn Table 16 WminBuduiadnsasgninaaediiu 6.13 + 0.23 Alani
(P = 0.999) ludaniusnudsnenuy gnanguasuauiuualiiufuainsgefign sasaunna

nil e ¥ = [ |A
gnsildfuanmmngu Re, R5 uas R4 laefitiunmnisiuanwissiaduagi 254.78, 243.27,
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236,52 WAE 216.34 nFusadu muandu (P= 0.070) luanshdnsinisieigifula
Fu shwinfdia uazlsyansniwnisudn lflaansuansnefunieadd (P = 0524, 0.150
uaz 0.290 muatsu) Taalsr@vinawnsu@s ludilandusnudeneunsasgnenguaduga,
R4, R5 Wz R6 11iu 1.20, 1.13, 1.18 uaz 1.36 ANAIAL
dwsunanisAnenludUaifl 2, 3 wez4 dndavueas iDFsDF lufluada
ﬂszﬁw%nﬁwnﬂﬁwammﬂqqrm'%ﬁﬁM?ﬂnﬂﬂﬂ?quﬁuTmﬁﬂﬁiaﬂ?uﬂruﬂquﬂ@ﬁﬁuﬁﬂﬁu
uazﬁﬂuiﬁﬁﬂﬁmlﬂﬂqJBﬁMﬁuLﬂ@ﬁqqsnynhzaw%nﬁwnﬂsmammﬂﬂméﬁﬂqswma@q0}28'%Q
wudn UsrAvBnmnisuanvesgnanguildtuaims Ra- filszvanannnanisr@niang,
nuBuatnsThidE M NaRR (P = 0.035) AewinAu 1.37 ugnefignangapunm, Rb
waz R6 Hilsz@nBniwnisudnviniu 1.57, 1.55 uaz 1.51 Auaml é’uﬂmmmnqmmﬂu
Sfunliiunsfuermnsiitioandingua (P = 0.145) Aelaie 459.75 nfusiadu Wand
gnINGuAIIIAN UATANTNEN RS WAz R MM 540.35, 471.37 Waz 477.42 nfusladu

ANLATAL

#1519 15 Growth performance of weaning pigs fed experimental diets with difference

iDF:sDF
iDF:sDF ratio
itermns SEM P-value
Control 4 5 6

Initial weight, kg 6.14 6.13 6.13 6.12 0.1 0.999
Final weight, kg 15.74 15.54 14.85 14.96 0.29 0.355
0-7d;

Weight gain, kg 1.68 1,35 1.40 1.26 0.05 0.150

ADG, g/id 211.61 193.45 200.00 179.46 7.39 0.524

ADFI, g/d 254,78 216.34 238.52 243.27 65.49 0.070

FCR 1.20 1.13 1.18 1.36 0.04 0.290
8-14 d;

Weight gain, kg 2.63 2.66 2,32 2.51 0.07 0.265

ADG, g/d 375.71 379.76 331.62 358.04 10.87 0.519

ADFI, g/d 458.93 402,68 43214 420.54 12.34 0.472

FCR 1.22 1.08 1.30 1.17 0.0 0.335
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M1514 15 (Aa)

iDF:sDF ratio
items SEM P-value
Control 4 5 6
15-21 d;
Weight gain, kg 2.39 2.34 2.11 2.18 0.10 0.762
ADG, g/d 341.43 334.28 301.43 311.43 14.90 0.901
ADFI, g/d 624.88 534.96 529.21 540.50 18,94 0194
FCR 1.83 1.60 1.76 1.73 0.05 0.348
22-28 d,
Weight gain, kg 3.04 3.06 2.70 2.90 0.1 0.662
ADG, gfd 434.28 437.14 386.71 414.29 15.53 0.662
ADFI, g/d 822.84 686.04 697.62 705.36 28.90 0.320
FCR 1.89 1.57 1.81 1.70 0.15 0.167
Overall {0-28 d); :
Weight gain, kg 9.64 9.41 8.53 8.85 0.22 0.314
ADG, g/d 344.28 336.07 304.64 316.07 8.02 0.314
ADF1, g/d 540.35 459,75 471.37 477.42 13.65 0.145
FCR 1.67° 1.37° 1.56" 1.51° 0.02 0.035

WHELUG): *® means values with different superscript letters in the same row are

significantly different (P<0.05)

2. shwinuasedeeslusznumaiuansiasdugidnevassldian
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0.331, 0.356 WAz 0.607) AaLEAILN ANF1¢ 16

f1519 16 Organ weight and small intestine length of digestive system and in pigs fed

the experimental diets with difference iDF:sDF ratio

iDF:sDF ratio
iterms Caontrol SEM P-value
4 5 6
Body weight, kg 19.22 18.50 18.32 18.92 0.21 0.477
Small intestine length, cm 1,440.0 1,502.8 1,395.3 1,443.0 4593 0.899

Organ weight, g

Liver 517.5° 4900  455.0° 505.0° 872  0.043
Stomach 175.0 192.5 172.5 202.5 434 0411
Small intestine 10226 9225 855.0 8950 2675  0.171
Large intestine 545.0 490.0 502.5 4925 1092 0586

Organ weight, %BW

Liver 2.69 265 2.48 267 0.08 0.388
Stomach 0.91 1.04 0.91 1.01 0.04 0.331
Small intestine 5.32 4.99 4,67 4.73 0.18 0.356
Large intestine 2.83 2.65 2,74 2.60 0.09 0.607

UNEILUE): > means values with different superscript letters in the same row are

significantly different (P<0.05)
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Ansuan L&@ndaunand (Jejunum) nsiindngauaadlaammnsillazaneia
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M15149 17 Gut morphology of weaning pigs fed experimental diets with different ration of

IDF:sDF
iDF:sDF ratio
items Control SEM P-value
4 5 6
Duodenum
Villous width [tm 88.69 78.64 78.34 88.27 2.66 0.339
Villous height, Jtm 326.89 293.99 255.13 256,26 10.21 0.083
Crypt depth, LLm 146.52 11447 134.34 142,46 6.09 0.292
VH:CD 2.23" 2.57° 1.90% 1.80° 0.08 0.016
Villous area, mm’ 181.51 142.79 115.95 126.27 10.11 0.113
Jejunum
villous width, LLm 81.98"  88.22°  21767° 8155 15.61 <0.01
Villous height, Ltm 359.13 280.40 286.98 317.56 10.99 0.092
Crypt depth, Llm 141,78%°  127.50"  14941°  110.67° 3.13 0.004
VH:CD 2.48° 2.31% 1.92° 3.02° 0.08 0.004
Villous area, mm’ 198.91 141.42 271.49 165.80 18.30 0.061
lleum
Villous width, Ltm 80.61 81.35 72,77 72.30 15.61 0.500
Villous height, ttm 218.57 225.29 205.98 235.06 10.95 0.817
Crypt depth, [tm 131.90 119.59 132.65 119.47 5.09 0.675
VH:CD 2.23 2.06 1.77 1.87 0.07 0.196
Villous area, mm’ 89.96 97.42 77.61 91.93 6.90 0.828

WHELAR): “* means values with different superscript letters in the same row are

significantly different (P<0.05)
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M15149 18 Bacterial count by rectal swab test of pigs fed the experimental diets with

different ratio of iDF:sDF at 29 days after weaning (log CFU/g)

iDF:sDF ratio
items Control SEM P-value
4 5 B
Saimonella spp. 524 512 542 5.68 0.24 0.694
E. coli 560 564 5.71 6.02 .24 0.817
Lactic acid bacteria 512 553 5.20 5,26 0.18 0.720
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aaan1sRuR RN ulusensduanisnudaannnasvedauidudann diasanddanfiuen
& 1 o - OI 1 ul/ aldl 1 3|
wasnnsnenun dnnuiluvanisiuamean Inglewazluded 48 daluausninadnilu
=) = o U = = [ = 0 =3 1 - éﬂ’
daataa3ng i inliinasansznudsauiudugdnanrseanléldn denadanisfinige
N9EAENAZNITAATHAI TR WS waznnasiiulmaesgnetzinvisananasnunn (Dong, &
Pluske, 2007) watsnunaaaenisifinseiulaenwiratnisodenasaldunuinisnuamis
-8 :"/ c’l} c-l c{lq & = o dl 2 .24
PR4ERT MAUNIPRNTBIUTHINBIMINTU WazBRTINITETALLE tNeodediulsuin
anfinunninfBanongsglaauasiafivaaglas (Adibmoradi et al,, 2016) anfaatiadu
NNINARRRY Gerritsen et al. (2012) Anudinislineaudaanlsdn i lduileriinliazaneun
(insoluble non-starch polysaccharides) Iaein1stdFuunavdtnldnnaniurradinaandsydu
t g
15% danalfiliBunanisAuatmsunnauludladusnudanenun uazainnsAneaed
Superchi et al. (2017) 1#ldanglaaidgnt 1% Wuwwdsredleaiis wudrinlidFanm

ar

= ar = = [ = 2 q‘g 1 = e o
n1fiuatmns ansnasiaTgiRuindady astlsednininnisldanisnduetnelitiodnAny

D

a’

NNETR UATAINNIINAARITEL Hanczakowska et al. (2008) Anmnsuasauaaglagisss
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0, 0.5, 1.5% uUax 2.0% 114@’11»1%‘%143“114 (Basal diet) Wudn @ﬂ?ﬁ‘l@\%w@giﬂaimxﬁu 0,
0.5, 1.5 uaz 2.0% demsmsatuiulndedugandinguaouguetineildedAnnieain Ao
190, 187, 203 uaz 210 nfusladu mus1Aw atldlafmuniammaesiseiuaedaamslsl
danansenuAaauss AN INN1IRARTAETINYBIENT Al a AR B ALIUN AR BINANLAY
1 nasldunaudial8maaunszuaunis 2 was 4% (Mateos et al., 2006) unaudialan 2%
(Kim et al., 2008) unaudaldn 5% faudurnedneend 10% (Gerritsen et al., 2012) vige
Stabilized rice bran 10% (Herfel et al., 2013) AouunlidanasasasinisasAuiouas
ANITONINNTUANYBIGNS

yONAMNINTNAReIAE LT sfumaslaatmslidinadanisianis
Haadaresgnenaannisnaaes aanadasiun1sAnEe8Y Pluske ot al. (2014) il
afialiiazanenin Tnansldiraglaqannuldenlsifisziu 0, 80, 60 waz 90 nfuradlansy
a1 Whiszaizingn 2 Flaidudanisueiu 13JﬁqNﬂﬁﬂ’Lﬁ*msLﬁmﬁmtﬁﬂuﬂ:fﬁmquqﬂﬁ‘ﬁ

7

aaldenineiannisiiands Lazn1TnaAaeled Yu et al. (2016) Aanisldunasdinghueedle

& 19

] o A oA nlz =4 2 24 3 g d' 1
AIWITUANFIIING L],ﬁ]LLﬂ TUAVENA WINUNAB unaud1el8m nnndnaniualy LLﬂxLEI’BLlN

o
- 8 1

(bamboo meal) dagAvisuauatunzunNIwIAgiEa 1.0 fadns dawdmnaguemg
Witlszay NDF IndiAeaiu Ao 14.2415.2% whiauiiisudunguaouay (NDF = 11.9%) Ha
mampaasrusEnsnsfinfieade hiflionuansnaiu uenannilsnamnaniadesdads
ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂf’imﬁ/‘]_iﬂﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘%ﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬁ‘zﬁuiﬂﬂﬂﬁ%‘ﬁi@lﬁ‘u’]EIAL"%@LL“]JF!ﬁE‘f_lﬂ@:u E. coli, Salmonella
spp. WAL Lactic acid bacteria TussiLnAuenIsdouing sneldis plate count Aag
selected media agar%ﬁﬁ‘hiwummLLmnai'meﬂ?*mm’%mﬁuﬁﬂ‘imwumqLﬁumma‘
ﬂlmqﬂ?ﬁﬂuéﬂﬁtﬁnmuﬂmﬂ Whauassldlnnjaesgns (Table 14) Geannuanfensas
mﬂ‘gmﬁmfmﬁuﬁuéﬁi@ﬂ?mmém'ﬁuw‘?%mfmLﬁumms Tmmmqﬁmﬁﬁﬂ’umuim
nnsAnE9m9 Montagne ot al. (2012) Tngmudnnedmnaesiifinsganivnafia niadia
sydumadlaatieann 121 1l 169 nfuseilaniu lidwmareninfiafiauduvasgns uwdd
wndluanmusndeaiiiganfuialila (Lihanuazerauazsindenauingnadiaes)
nneldssduloemsd 160 nusieilansy Huualiudaanniafiafiesdaainidang

o ) ‘=4 o’ g - A
Enterococcus TR4GNIVEINENUN (P = 0.07)  T9N1INASBITRNAdRLinIeg11Ainah

=k 2

b b
finssidesaeiensihdenaumsnanes wazinannazanaanilutszamndulusendng

% ¥ o o e .
nyaasd eradaaiBuinddaluaninninaaslulseGeu A ldaninaseessaulaanuns
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Lidsnasansasdmmmafianisiasdavesgns wfdaiivanaamddeinudanisidlaes
lusziviigeinltannisfiaadelugniudanenum 4w n1sfineaes Hanczakowska et al.
(2008) Ains\HigaglaciBqnafiszdn 0, 0.5, 1.5 uaz 2.0% ’Lummﬁ‘ﬁugm U191
qnifiianisfiaadeanss aan 25 i widewles 8 o nazanefidusnnsdngnaiia (lid
e LR UNINATR)

dalFezsunastileammsfusnsaniissdy 140 nfusterlansy luemnsgns
RRWEUN wazt AN Bnsnarasdndon iDFsDF luauns (miwm@mﬁ 23) Tnevinnng
°nmafa\ﬂuzgnmthuulﬁmmsﬁﬁﬁmdamm iDFsDF Tis2#y 3.1 (nguALAN), 4:1, 5:1 LAY

1
= =4

61 1luszgsi0aq 28 Su nudndrdat iDFsDF fuualtiinldfiuraianvsinuanaaiia

¥ o '

Faufungueatau (P = 0.070) usidhfansnsendnagnsiildfuanmis R4, R6 uaz R6 .

1
=

t d n::l . A‘ °© |n ] 9/ QI &
azifiudndlafingadan iDF:sDF  WNTu HuusldusinlFunaieiwisinudaduiis
uaziilaf wnsrRvinnnisantesgnInsansrazioain imaaed (0 B9 28 uudanas

1 1 A < = = 1 1 A 1
welun) wudn gnefildfuenismaans Re frz@ninannasudnandingubuating
Sludn@ynn9diiA (P = 0.035) Tearnnanisnaseasananaaziiniddrdndiuaes iDF:sDF
danansznudedsz@nininnisnansesgnsvdandruninason 198113 NANMYNGAT

8 O LR L ¥ =l [ % ?/ =y & -=ild
IFAnidiauAmelnausind ety Auivasaniaainnislsslagdsesansamniil
& 1
avnuuansaii lnalnAntlaiugyufienanisAnenaed Pascoal et al. (2015) fiwudd
ar :J at A [ 1} r A a’ Aal
gnrang 21-35 AU AlfFuarmatitligaglaaiuuvdeses iDF Pszdl 15%  douiin

2 d L ! C'J a’r i ,
dsvAninmnasidanms diadauiungad ifusamsgrsniiemdaendy (citus  pulp)
Fafluuvasres sDF fiszsy 9% Tasasmnsmasasdnnailkilssduans OF Indimeaiuy

@ 8 1 1
(921974 21.73-23.94%) waiarnnasiansalaaldlfivanadoninfivszivaadlanmeilal

14 i Y 1

azanein Mlffiunnstetfaeslaansaliaazatoiigeln uasinlitdsedninmnisld
ok
aWMTNATY
3. wagadleatmsaanisdaglawuulsinguadlnnus
g o

nsAnnstaslFaeslnausafeilldddnasAnmuny indirect metnod Tnglsl

gnalFudlunsadaupaadmiuAnedinisdenld (metabolic  cage)  Tnasrazied
2 [ o :3‘ !;v tallﬂi [ %

ansnaaed Usrnaudaaszazifuda Segneazlifuemmesesniiszanaaslaainng
wanATai (DF = 130, 140 waz 150 nfudeilaniuetuns) Wgnsiuamisifiunn 4% aaq

@ 1

Smiingn wWiussazoat 3 4 wassrasiudiadng 4 Ju lealdlasfindennlad 150

P PP

0.5% hwanstedluamns wasifiuyagnaiididsoveslasfindeontad thyagnsuiauuds
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agiaszinaadiduaadiasfindaanlas uasAinmsiBunndnsunfeAruansinan
nselasliaaslngus (%) annnnsnafeiinudisesuaedlaarmslidsnadanisdan |4
gaandaanuiasltlsfiu uatlunliudeadanistanlfaasladu (P = 0.082) Laziielaneny
(P =0.074)

ANIENUNISIRE R UL nafiuszFuredialluenns denainle
nsldsslemifldaasanranuisaunnas (Raj et al, 2006; Stanogias, & Pearce, 1985;
Sciellour et al., 2018; Zijlstra et al., 2012; Lindberg, 2014) dusuniseiaelfiaasiilsiuwas
nFanufdusaafu lagainnisamatanasnidndinasden liangnesre sndaneinum
dwiuTusiusan agfiszann 37 B484% uazndranuinetissning 47 §o 87% (A
findonlug, 2553; Medel et al., 1999; Jung et al., 2003; Wang et al., 2016; Yu et al.,
2016; Wu et al., 2018: Ao, & Kim, 2019; Ma et al., 2019) Asutidauanasiinem aiaiiaslaing
AN sad Rraanisdesidaesllsiuiarndse wiilesfinssiuaadlaanns
nstiaglfashliiunaznaarimuiidiafeanas aanadaaiunantanidse ildualilu
WHINLRLAR SNFANRLN9N N ARBIT8Y WU ot al. (2018) ﬁnmnqﬂ%magiﬂaﬁqwﬁr
5.1% wmmutgﬂ«i’miwm’LummsmuquﬁLﬂu semi-purified diet Wudntsteniduag
WEIIIUAARY 5.32% (P < 0.00) uazllshiuanas 1.91% (P = 0.493) LA¥N1IVARBIURY
Schedie et al. (2008) mﬂmudmﬁﬂﬁmaqimLL@:Enﬁu’Lummsqnwﬁ’wﬂf\uu nlEnng
deeldaadlilsiuanas -35% duilafiansnnesdilsznanisaimsesunandie wuda
unandaiiaglasdluasdilssnenanfigauszann 3267% waraniiu 1881%  (Ma'rf
et al., 2017) HaNAIN Wang et al. (2016) wm’qLﬁ'aisﬁ'nwnﬁ’qgmﬁfﬁﬂugmmm?zgm‘ﬁﬁﬁ
WeuLRszRY 240 niudeRlaniuawns wnlinastienidaasilsfiuanas 9.11% (P < 0.001)

2 ) 1

= =] o A¥ 1=y 174 ar &' P W o
Wedlauiuemsgararuauilifinasldnandagnaiin anmginalfdnisdealdaes

1
o’ =1

= - o P o o =t
WsAuanad ilawnanszivlaamsiisagu vlinmdaaesarsAnnauacillsnungn
o i X W L v o @ W e @
aanamnantdundu tneawizloarwstiisldazanaiy Ansziunavdadulasdanfudeu
. gw =, [ = = =y
(Langlois et al., 1987) wananilfismainainniednasnisgedusesidsaueaznsnasil
Aelualdidn (Mosenthin et at, 1994; Leterme et al., 1998) saatladeinaniivin i
o =l $ ' 9+ 1 a4
n%‘ﬁnu‘iﬂa‘mufa'anmmu@u’mmu (endogenous protein loss) uazgdana liniseas lduyy
= =]

slsngaedlilsiuanas AntladauiiafenissunoulanhlsfiuaingBuviadluszuumiauiy

ansdauting InansifinsesureslaatmisdanalilsiuannuuediFa (bacterial protein
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ﬂ\l .3 o L= (Y4 té) k1 dJ hd t ¥
mass) {inau fnlkdnsduaanaedulnsaugein destfidedwamnistesldannnng
\Rudaatnaya Anisteslfaasidsiurianas (Jha, & Berrocosa, 2016; Bindelle et al,
2008)
yananinisinseiuaadlaans ann 130 nfudanlanfuiy 140 nfu
[ ) [ L 1 ot ta‘ 3 1 l‘-'] AI ol % =] ar ar
dafitaniu finldnnsdesldeasluduindu uhdeWinseay DF iy 150 nfusailaniy nau
=] 9 o v4 1 |23 L% dl 1 1 ] o
fuualtdusinlfnrsdasldanslaTusnas T9ainnirmsaatang rnuinAinistas lduy
D A 2 v -
Usngedlasuagszudn 63 B9 78% lugrsanmsifidalwauaznindamasuiiuingfiu
Wan (corn-soybean based diet) (Medel et al., 1999; Zijistra et al., 2012; Wu et al., 2018)
A nuvidansniand Dégen et al. (2007) lFafunadnnasfissediuandlaanmslugnsaivng
saldmonudnduaeandsuiias s lidaafinssfuntsundeaaslasiu vazainnasi
2 :4' ] 9 ¥ o q' é’ 2’ d' nI/ £=1 & «!5' =
wnunnisdegldaedlauiivauiueisiiasunarnnisudaduled neats waznsa
= é‘ d ﬂ\] ¥ o I Qs 4
lelnsaaeianandu WeiliFusnloamislugesiindy daavinlinisdesaasluiunnm
{Hetland et al. 2003)
o ar 1 W dl' :’/ = LY 1 =y d‘ Z c’i’
ansunisties lraaagaladuilnouduudsiinndngnsainissilnay v
Aeafatuvanailads wu 9iin 5o vazasdlsnaunazinsaairanianianinaasle
2
angaiiailn MlipassutAnienieninsedlaamisudazsinilannuunnnadi Ins
A ] A o5 - %3 l‘J =y or =y [-%3
wheniseinalfaasdinlalugnstnfudaagnuszunni 40 19 60% (A1 Winiassiud,
2553; Noblet, & Goff., 2001; Bindelle et al., 2008) AnNan1TANEINLIIAN2t e Faag
nd = 2 o:\l é’ :’J -a‘ ar g dl )
dalafuws iyt Weafinszauredlaainistiu anaiiaanianifzunnimainlugns
- \ = 1 A A X s oae ko
a1g deiluundesaslaainisaiinazatatiluanmsvasashiingu nalinnsean laans
A‘d Ql ¥ ! = ’Q’ = Qs 1
dialefingedu Galaamnsaiinaranesi iy unafiu awunsonindesuazlfdscslanling
= = & =) 2 Ld 2 ] o = ?J’ 1
qauvsgneluniaRuetmsdawing s lfnastlae lfaedlsamsriinazaaiminndnle
awnstiialdazaain vy waglas vraaiinaglea (Noblet, & Goff, 2001; Zijistra et al.,
1 | 1 5
2012} WAZANTAN®ITB9 Pascoal et al. (2012) Wdlafiuseiuaaslaamiriinazaian
A ot L% 1 )
annAmlaanda (citrus pulp) AirzAv 9% TugnranmnsgnIudsuenus (sDF = 4.26%) inld
Ly ' 2, 1 1 2
nsdaldeatdlaaunstiinazanesin WNIY 10.80% waznisdanldaafialaveuifingu

1.56% WanFeuiauiunguacugu (sDF = 1.60%)
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4. uauaIn bt lganuisAan sRAIUNSELUNIGAURIMTURT AU UANEN
o 9 £ Y] '
gaes ldianuasgnsuaIuEIun
AINHANIFAN I ATIHNLTT HANUNGD4aT 929897 U LN AN UITULAY
Y | i e, A Y o 1
adtazifaadesvaagnafléisn iDFsDF Rszdu 4, 5 uar6 wWhauiWauiunguauny
. ' %’ ar o ° [~ 4 1 A %’ Y
(IDF:sDF = 3) wudniinwtinaeadiy nesimnzamns s ldidnuazanldlug) Weamouuivings
t ) . A al ¥ ot Y (=) as at
liineuauatsiadnagdou iDF:sDF MANaY (RauAussAn DF=140 nfusiantaniulndiftai
] i A [-%4 ‘:1[ -5 ] ot s 1
yngns uiileliamasesiilluamsssdunsedusafiufie 130, 140 uay 150 niwsie
1 1 g
Alansy iuszasioan 28 4w Gdemeinuy) wuda Waiuszaulaanwisduilu 150 nfuste
- s L 9}%’ L% o [=3 dj = g L ] e 8 ot qn:\d‘ dl'
Alansu f1lEinminaesdn L idmilaiauiinidnfranasatndvpdndAnyn1eads daiila
WL nwinTa9adt LA UUN ARBANBURTN ALLERY I #1919 19
Ha v oo ¢ o A | =
AMNERNINARELT LHLTINY s2Auaadlaa nisiiAnsnamrani il Azuiilasang
anaasaasfitigndasiunistdesaiung denndesiunisAnenued Nepomuceno et al.
A o i s 1 ot
(2016) Tnednelugnsfi LAFuanwsTilsediaas NDF usnsnafiy fie 8.5, 10.5, 12,5, 14.5
1 8
uay 16.5% lugraanmns iang 42 54 wudnseauaes NOF vintiuininaasdn léidnanas
1 g 1 v
8% (P = 0.847) WazANUMINIBINIUNIZANMIT 24% (P = 0.0001) UazifuiIndinaas
aldlin) 18% (P =0.0283) TamaunisaaiuduiudaadsFunns NDF  waztianidinaes
ATZIRAZENINT AB Y = 0.0091X + 0.7225, R = 0.86 Lavaunisanudusiugsendneifunn
2 2
NDF uaztimtinaesanldlue fa Y = 0.0144X + 1.5135, R*=0.84 umuinuaaantgidn
i 2’ = e F A ar 3 =
Panasiin e lflueniddeees Skba et al. (2005) lvgnendutinuuiueIwis
n L3 A i ar
AuAN (crude fiber = 3.79%) winudfauiuemnsidveiun (grass meal) Niexdu 10
WAz 20% (crude fiber = 5.35 WAZ 7.66%) WLAHAMENKATAINEN298981 IAIRNAAAY
| = ) cJ 2 [ ] ] nit:i o
et EeniAansalldsn enaavinasdpeiudnsinisnasinasdansemnsifisziulaansgs
Ly 2
Bandngmeaaninn Mo lidundnuiderasa ldnmunliden (Goll et al, 2002) wazann
918974184 Gerritsen et al. (2012) nnsldgnsveuuRnemsidunaudialinnaunng
9, = | n] ] %’ n:l o . . a 173
F1968 Whaunalaatmisildazanain Hsvd 15% (15% INSP; crude fiber= 7.4%)%1 14

=

c-‘ll = ,o} or  or |£ A:d = ar dl 24 [
NTSIWIZATWITENALNELUUIVUN m’meﬁ}u Lll’ﬂL‘Vlﬂ‘]Jﬂ‘]Jﬂ’m’]‘j‘ﬂ’J‘UﬂﬁJﬂﬂﬁ‘a‘iﬂﬂiJﬂ'}?_lﬁﬂ.l‘W‘]i

a

9 ¥
Slunan (0.89% uaz 0.76% aaaiwinsia; P = 0.004) uazmnmingadldidn uazanld

o

Tuaiilefemitwinfaanas Wafsuiuerwisaougu (liaonuuaniiamieadi)

A1un13AnEU8s Ma et al. (2002) wudgnafinuamisgasNiinand 5% wazgaaninan

=i [ 1

o %’ L ar g | A
N1FTIE 5% HimTinraaiuanas (656.7 uaz 634.0 ni) Walauiunguacsuaualiaims
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d'ﬁ:lv = o 2s n!l = [ ’ul o o ﬂI
wmmqmwamﬂwwiwm-mﬂmm@m (778.0  nfu) dansinwidnaasadeaazan

o ¥ [=] o 1 e 1 o ] 1
nsziwzane s lEien wazanldlngy Lilaanuunnsreiuseudnanguynaans

#1519 19 Comparison organ weight of this result with previous research in weaning

pigs (% of body weight)

Sources Liver Stomach sl -arge
intestine infestine
Experimental result
iDF:sDF 2.48-269  091-1.04 46/-473  2.60-2.83
Dietary fiber level 2.67-279 069-0.76 3.63-4.34 1.82-2.07
Previous research
Ma et al. (2002)' 2.9-3.2 0.8-0.9 4.55.7 2.0-2.5
Pluske et al. (2003)" - 0.8-0.9 54-6.5 1.4-2.3
Nepomuceno et al. (201 6)3 2.65-3.42 075097 460506 1.61-1.94

WRHEILUE: " studied in weaning pigs fed corn-soybean based diet (control diet), 5%
wheat bran and 5% sugar beet pulp for 28 days after weaning
? studied in weaned pigs fed 6 different fiber sources (DF level ranging from
27 to 300 g/kg diet)
* Studied in weaned pigs (42 days of age) fed corn-soybean based diet with
NDF level at 8.5, 10.5, 12.5, 14.5 and 16.5%
uanannsmaaatiugnsuda ludndmanasaiaduflina|nd Aoty Wy
mnm?ﬁnmluméwm@mﬁiﬁ%’umuﬁsﬁﬁ@xﬁﬂﬂmmiﬁ 257 nfwseRlandi iwheuiiey
fummsilezdtilantwnsin Aa 56 nfuienilaniu s deruTinfasansznaz
& ldvan 1&die LLa:ﬁﬂlmmgmmn@ﬁ‘lﬁi"ummﬁ:ﬁ’u’Lﬂmm@zﬁaﬁm@qndﬁnziuﬁié’%‘u
anusTRsTMileamsin (Zhao et al., 1995)
m&ﬁmﬁmﬁnmm@é’m:ﬁLﬁm%’mﬁ’um?sifaﬂum@m%um@mms lneannz

a ] o = ﬂJ (=1
ATSINICATUITRA Sﬂ’]i‘g a9 L‘ﬁ'ﬂ\‘]N’W’]ﬂ@ﬂi&fﬂd:ﬁﬂ’]\m’!ﬂﬂ'}wLLﬂﬁ‘ﬁuﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂiﬂﬂq‘ﬁ']ﬁ“ﬂ LY
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& ar ~ ﬂJ 173 i ar ar ] [
asptsznavaasingaulfidunnaelaainag wlunantainnisdFusasenaruiueeg

q

arrasfiagnsies M lHARsiueMININTu (Raj et al, 2005; Skiba et al., 2005) 17a

unmﬂﬂﬂqumnﬁm@mnﬁmﬂlmmmsnummsmumu ({loz mg Bt uarAuy
X

2561) dqumwnmmm‘lmuq_mmnsnmummmnmsmurm*q]msnu‘imﬁﬂiﬂsmqw@ﬂﬂ
é 2 aj ar ] ¥ = - =i rﬂi o 1 A =

a3 Fuuninuanassanldlug uazainfianssuaesq@uvisd ianisdealngusiivag
=y . ar lé o oIJ

NNLBBENUIsR (Skiba et al., 2005) ThdeanilsznisuiiaRanisinerlunimas

v nl/ = [~ o‘n:l é‘ dl rar ch n:sl éi’ -3 L
a198m1ae an wazidulainuinduiadndlasuainisiile e aifinau v lieduas

o e as | .3 .
ARgiumMstlesuazmageduansaimsiianaligfiu (Raj et al., 2005)
fwdumadaudnigndnenaesanldidniiu aanniedneafeiignsudamgiuy

1 F

P o , ! o ' o
Aldsunmnfidndauand iIDF:sDF uansiaiufe 3 (NGuAILAN), 4, 5 uaz 6 11 Huually
wlidndausns VH:CD uazanugaasialaluadléidndausduanas (P = 0016 ua

2
ot 1 - A ar 1 ar
0.083) u@ﬂ@qﬂﬁﬂ’]ﬁ‘lﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ’]uﬂﬂ‘L‘.’ﬂ’m’]Tﬂﬁﬁ‘zmﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬁiﬂﬂ”ﬂﬁ%‘umﬂl}]’Nﬂu A4 130,

1
=

140 way 150 nfusanlaniy nlsidndq VH:CD ’ummi&‘mﬂdquﬂmﬂuLLuqiuuLwaﬁu

(P = 0.062) awiwinlszRnsnmnasuAntesgnafiuueliufing sz laenmaiy

X
A

14

(P

0.317) ganadpafiunAansaizes Hanczakowska et al. (2008) MafiNA NGRS
Falauazdndoi VH:CD ﬁﬂﬁqn?ma‘ﬂ'faﬂua:msaﬂ%uma‘mmﬂé’ﬁ%u LazdeNansia
ﬂmmmwmmammmﬁm{ﬁﬁlqmnnwmumu%’mﬁaﬁmmu VH:CD ludqsanenisifiudaating
fndidasfunisnaansrasd@de (a1ggqns 49 H) IedldEndauduildr vH:CD  ag

5e1dn9 1.1-1.8  §nldidndaunanafidragsendn 1.79-2.77  wazanldidndaudeiidnag

L1}

$LUIN 1.62-3.60 (Adam et al., 2019; Li et al., 2018; Lu et al., 2008)

i
=

{ngannnsAneans Vente-Spreeuwenberg et al. (2003) T hiliudnaoNga
senlaanatludnld@ndiufuuesdaunate ndsannudnua 7 54 (P<0.001) luanii
AoAnTesER N TuMA NN (P<0.001) Fapnngeaasialadimnaduiug
Beuanfudiuaeiwisian warnimineuraaduleifaiannuusfiaes (brush-
border enzymes) WAZANNNNTANI8Y Hanczakowska et al. (2008) WuIN AHGIUBS
Falaludldidndauding Iunfq'uqmﬁiﬁmﬂiaﬂiumm@ﬁuﬁ’luﬁ@”ﬁu 1.5 uay 2.0% (339
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Bnvianngeasddala Harnduiudidaeniulfunainisfivemnsuaziianuduiugide
auRuARIINsRaas@evdameinuNEndae (Vente-Spresuwenberg et al., 2003)

5 aarasmsldleanmssanisdSinandauuaidelussuuniaiuainuis

dausing

arnnnsfinsnldAnsfegesnimaaatie nianaaesiignsléiuaiusfia
Jodauaaq IDF:sDF uAnsinaf A2 3 (NENAILAL), 4, 5 Wax 6 1 (N15mARasT 3.2) uas
nnsnaaeslignsilldfuemitezdusadlaamsunndisiuia 130, 140 uag 150 nfusie
Atansu Wuszazinan 28 du (maansnu) Winaiia plate count Tagld selective media
agar TneAnwdeuuaiice 2 nguie SauuafiGeiifuls leningunannsauanfin
(Lactic acid bacteria) wuafiGunguiifhuanmeassateadalugnsvsnmie Samonelia
spp. Wwaz £, coli (Beers-Schreurs et al., 1992; Jha, & Berrocoso, 2016; Lee et al., 2016;
Sun, & Kim, 2017) uasnguilaesieuuafiGangu Lactic acid bacteria ifluuunfiGedil
wihfisnangasassrunfinaiaasuuaiFuluniafivems uasulmnistiesiudnld
wazueiuiaesdauuniGadalsn (Denev, 2008) amnmisinmassiinusmerziuredls
ANMITUALEAAU IDF:sDF laidaradash Burnuuaiice £ coli, Salmonella spp. WAL
Lactic acid bacteria  (blfimnnumnenannsatim) datladufitnasosuannasdngautes
wuafiGalunraivenmelnanailaseidu ang dasszaznisiadeydiule Aumiszeamnaiy
psTifufesa uarlasanzeteiaiauardnunilasairadaenns fauupiiide
% iluansfadudnsunissndas (Montagne et al., 2003) daneliRnannsidiunes
wastanpuRLATiBangunelan Tagleeengy iDF smnsaiantsuiindasaineing
Tudouing 194N AUeINNg ’Lummzﬁiﬂmudsnaju sDF aziian1susingasaingganiga
13 1nuan I danuru (Freire et al., 2000)

leawsilguaaiRiduinslulefia fedasiuniasdgrecuuniiFanduid
dselmiluszuimiasiuaning wungs bifidobacterium Wz lactobacili 1aeIngs Jactobacili
unnafGeinuinnludildidin ansfuuafiGangs bifidobacterium WuuuafiGefiny
unnlugalflig uenaniiloanvnsdeiinaduninaigaeanuaiifaralsn (Chen et al,
2013) aInnisAnE1aad Molist et al. (2009) HAnwlGunamaswuaiideainyagns
faenafia reallime PCR 1a9gnsilifuannsiitsznaudoslaemmsngs iDF (1d1aand
8%), sDF (nngm$iin 6%) wazld iDF sauiiu sDF Aeldiidaand 4% fiuningmfiin 3%

eJ [ & & t o Qo . | o 1
fever 15 Sundandiun vinl¥dauauass Enterobacteria ansatiianBFaniiiaufungs
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ATUAN s figruauaes Lactobacill Taiuansrafunieadin TaanadastuFunnees
n@mﬁqﬁ‘?ﬂ'ﬁ;ﬁuﬁlgmﬁ@ﬁmﬂ%’mmm:r%ammgma‘ Awmnaiaaailunsavasnsaiiofize
’ﬁqmﬁ’ug’amwﬁrymm Enterobacteria L6 dapAf@diun1snaAanssas Chen et al. (2013)
FAnenBunoudenuaiiGedeninaiia real-time PCR wudagnawdsenuaiilFianmsil
$rdnanaiszay 10% lugasanung SanavaliBunoude £, cof luddlnalanas uazidin
annuiie Bifidobacterium Wiefaufunguaaugs luansiuuafGungu Lactobacilus
Tifinnaiaeuas wazannnisinmnaes Pluske, & Kim (2014) wudinaslilaamisain
wood cellulose 7efU 0, 30, 60 Iax 90 nsupanlanTua1wIg ’Lu@nmmm‘uﬁwﬂmuﬁié’%ﬂ
ﬂ’lﬁ‘ﬂ"]ﬂlﬁﬂ Enterotoxigenic £. coli WL mmmmﬂﬁmzﬁumﬂﬂﬂmm:‘mﬂ wood
cellulose @mananBannide E. col ﬁﬁmfanmqaﬂ@ﬁé’uﬁ 9 wdanel 1wl LaznisAnin
naRuszAL99 NOF uemnsgaeluanmssineaiiafildun Sadnoand Rafaindes unay
fra18n nanuaduileluaiaingi wandelill (bamboo meal) TauszduTatgAzAILAN
wazgastifnumalaanmstiiagineg W 11.9 1ay 14.2-15.2% wasAnsmBumuuniiGe
Faewatia realtime PCR lyaqnaf 28 Suvdameiniu wud1suiiaes NDF uisalal
danaradiurniuaiFangs Lactobacilus  spp. wa v Bunaiad Gestavan (total
bacteria) luya weifurmuansuuaiFangy Bifidobacterium spp. ‘l,unfsiu?ﬁ%%ﬁj’mmﬁl,ﬂu

) =] 1 1 t:'il nﬁl . A
wiaslganwsiiiffuanmanndinguay Failusan1andsuiaians arabinoxylan AWLNIN

Tusrdnaand Wuundsanisueawaflianas Bifidobacterium spp. M IRHTTuN AN

q

| (-5 1 A
Jlaauiungua (Yu etal., 2016)
el ifuansesuaedlaannng uarsineslaanis luifinaseFunos

WeuuafiGangu Lactobacili navdanlnajiinadanisambBuione £, colf lunuiuemns
[ 7 TS
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} 2 2 2
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& 1 r
BunoudsuuanFanane Tnaannnis@ne Montagne et al. (2012) inl#¥nnsiRNsLAI89
o 1} = o’ ar 1 -5 1 é’
lwanunsann 121 W 169 nfudeiTaniu wdsannudiue 5 Fu wuuwslidudnifFunnTe
1 A ar 1 A a o 1
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ar ] 2y s i 1 d ] :il s A
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o ” | o o 1 {
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nstAsT el unalaatung (Total dietary fiber) AR MFIRI AOAC (1995)
1. gunsnl
1.1 fininainesge 1im 600 HaRanRs
1.2 Filter crucible 1A 50 faaans taadin1seew crucible Fil
121 wnanulan 525 °C dwdu ieiansazaradoareutinunld
122 (iadnenfiu tuaug cleaning solution 2% Uik 1 Falus
1.2.3 ANRIANETEIARQE deionized water wandnasng acetone
Uu1oud 15 ARRART 1%

=

124 G Celite® 1.0 ndi arntiusinleyTianmni 130 ° aldiwiin
Al
1.2.5 i‘gﬁ’oiﬁ@ulu‘im@mmm%u tszanay 1 dalaa tafiniamiindon
1.3 Filer flask
1.4 ‘gmﬁuammqmﬁ
1.5 fa"mﬁwmuauammﬁ
16 Lineds
1.7 favanfeu
1.8 WANLHA
19 winsdnanuiiunsamng (pH meter) HiBUAFALANEININTFIU pH 4.0,
7.0 uag 10.0
2. @9iAil
2.1 qadilad Megazyme Total dietary fiber K-TDFR 100A (Megazyme
International Ireland, Co. Wicklow, lreland; cat.no. K-TDFR-100A) Usznaudan
2.1.1 Thermostable c-amylase (Megazyme cat no. E-BLAAM)
2.1.2 Purified protease (Megazyme cat no. E-BSPRT)
2.1.3 Purified amyloglucosidase (Megazyme cat no. E-AMGDF)
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mw 9 garanlmd Megazyme Total dietary fiber K-TDFR 100A dusidiaszlamnns

2.2 Ethanol, 5% v/v

2.3 Ethanol, 78% wizauineld 95% Gthanol 41w 821 UndaRs ;Raanely
SanduliliBanns 1 anslu volumetric flask

2.4 Acetone, reagent grade

2.5 Deionised water

26 Celite®, analytical grade (Megazyme cat.no. G-CELITE)

2.7 Cleaning solution tizenilvfatjlugtaasansazanamnuidudi 2%

28 @9azant MES/TRIS buffer, 0.05M pH 82 iedaninsazant 2(N-
morpholino) ethanesulfonic acid (MES) (Meagazyme cat.no. B-MES250) 19.62 NFu ey
tris(hydroxymethylyaminomethane (TRIS) (Megazyme cat.no. B-TRIS500) 12.2 A5 11&13’1
& 1.7 ans U5 pH LA 8 Foe 6.0N NaOH Al Bunasdnstinndulifls 2 ans

29 @858t HOI0.561N ienlagazans 6N HCI 93.5 fadams luiangy
Wlddunms 1 ame

3. A3n9unAn Total dietary fiber (DF)

3.1 Feimiindaetnadszinns 1.0 + 0.1 n¥u gluiininevaags tanin 2 i

fa 1 Aeeing waziedan blank dwitaiu lifaslddaating

3.2 ldansazany MES/TRIS 5u10d 40 Hadans
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3.3 Badules] Thermostable a-amylase 131060e 50 lailns@ms Saininad
FranzgRilanvaans dlddulu water bath fgniigil 98-100 °C 1fhuaan 30 1l
3.4 deasuaan thiininefeenann water bath senHifuiignimgivies d1q
nznandredninesine deionized water 13104 10 Hadans
3.5 \Rsduled protease Funns 100 Wlasdng Tadhuazgiitinnnanss
i ldiaili water bath ﬁqmﬁq%‘] 60 °C 1fhuiaan 30 wnf (s LQﬂﬂLﬁ@@mﬂQﬁm@a water
bath @fﬁ 60 °C)
36 \iieAsLNen 11Naanann water bath iNE13RZANH 0.561N HCI Funed 6
Andans Uiy pH "Lﬁfafgjﬁ 4.1-4.8 Fnagnsazant 5% NaOH wiea1sazant 5% HC
37 Audulast amyloglucosidase 13n104 200 lulasans tadininafsioe
rallaaviaetd daludinlu water bath fianiugil 60 °C ifliaan 30 w1
3.8 118anann water bath 1Y ethanol 95% 15301 225 Radans ane 1y
AnAENERTRmMARFRIY 1 dala
3.9 iilaAsulnan nsaanznaudat filter crucible LAZIANTANKOYRINTA i
#1n19AT8Y LAY ethanol 78% 15unnd 15 fiafans lu filter crucible Wazgpann ﬁ’qam’é‘m@m
ALYTYINA fiadns Celite®
3.10 MN1edeamenauion
3.10.1 sthanol 78% 1110 20 ieaARs A1 3 A5
3.10.2 ethanol 05% 3snos 10 adans Aniaw 2 A5
3.10.3 acetone 15704 10 SABEAT A1 2 AKS
3.11 thnanmenewli filter crucible lalau 1 fu fiqaumgd 108 °C falddulu
‘Eﬂ@mmm?%u Thfinviawin
3.12 10 filter crucible NUSNIREBTIBLIN wa blank iUwitBunnads Tasiun
ﬁqmmﬁ 525 °C wtt 5 4919 arnudnuanm B o (B, MJ, ) anntiwi filter
crucible S17igas W Bunalusiu doeia Kjedahl method (Crude protein = %N *6.25)
(Bproleln' mgprolein)
3.13 AnuansunAnlaanwie9au (Total dietary fiber; DF)
DF (g/100g) = [((R1 + R2)/2) = MGqn = Mger, — B/ (M1 +
M2)/2)]*100
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R1/R2 Residue weight (mg) of each replicate of sample

Residue weight (R) = (crucible +Celite + residue) WRIBL — (crucible +

Celite)
B (Blank, mg) = (B1+B2)/ 2—B penm — B ass
B1/B2 = residue individual blank value (mg)
B proten = Protein (mg) in blank; B ,,,= Ash (mg) in blank
MY oten = Protein (mg) in sample residue ; mg
= Ash (mg) in sample residue
M1/M2 = sample weight (mg)

4. f‘iﬁms‘fiLﬂmw“lﬂmma‘mﬁm”l,s.iazmﬂﬁq (insoluble dietary fiber; iDF)

41 iqnnsdamzivilauiunisineek DF aulisdia (7] ndenndasdioy
amyloglucosidase RUATLILIAMNAT HIHINTBY Lmzﬁwé’wﬁq%’@uﬁ@mmﬁ 70 °C 1iunn
10 SARART S 2 AXY

4.2 FWNINPLNAUAIL

4.2.1 ethanol 78% 13110l 20 TaAAAT A1149% 3 Asa
422 ethanol 95% 15104 10 DaRAAZ 411601 2 A
423 acetone tinnd 10 TinRANT 411499 2 ARG

=

43 thfadaufignmgil 103°C fuiy ﬁa‘lﬁLé’u‘LuTn@mmmﬁu udin
i

44 Vnfmaging 1 90 fuwsFunasy Tmanmmﬁfqmmﬁ 525 °C LIAN 5
$nlue uastndaatinaan 1 e lAmseinntBanntisiugaedR Kiedahl method (Crude
protein = %N *6.25) _

45 FausnuwntBunn ioF Tnaldgmsidaniunisinssilunn DOF

5. AuanuNnsaes (soluble dietary fiber; sDF) = DF-iDF
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