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Effect of Urea Treated Rice Straw in Combination with
Fermented Ground Samanea Saman Pods on Quality of
Rice Straw and a Reduction of Aflatoxin B1 (AFB1) Level
Using In vitro Gas Production Technique
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TsinfmegSouazinaueiuaniin - fanusansolumsteslfmnnniwheimsindeinamguanin
atuied (P < 0.05) sunsSnawaesviamendu (ppb) 1u1§1yuumﬁmwﬂuﬁ 0516 uas
24 talug ficmansemudaTuemstuiingn (P < 0.05) wa:ANuuUsUsInBoIMIanaeBes
asamendumelundnuun Wenailumsuuiindu

maAn :  Wed; gi3e; Anaws; exvmmendu
Abstract

This experiment aims to determine the effect of enhancement quality of rice straw contaminated
with aflatoxin B1 (AFB1) by treated with urea and ground Samanea saman pods fermented
(GSSF) on rumen degradability using in vitro gas technique. The results showed that when
fermented ground Samanea saman pods with lactic acid bacteria from yogurt drink, 0, 3, 5,
7 and 14 days, the number of total bacteria by microscopic count increased over the period
of fermentation (P < 0.05). The dry matter content as in the range 48 - 49 % (P > 0.05) and
protein were increased by the number of days fermentation (P < 0.05). The amount of
aflatoxin (ppb) after fermented rice straw with 5 % GSSF only was decreased with the number
of days of fermentation (P < 0.05). The crude protein content in rice straw fermented with
2.5 % urea and 2.5 % GSSF of 5 and 7 days of fermentation were higher than 5 % GSSF
(P <0.05). The rumen degradability in beef cattle using in vitro gas technique of rice straw
fermented with 2.5 % urea and 2.5 % GSSF were higher than fermented with 5 % GSSF
(P < 0.05). The amount of aflatoxin (ppb) in rumen fluid after incubation at 0, 5, 16 and
24 h decreased with increasing incubation time (P < 0.05) and variability reduction of

Aflatoxin in treatment when the incubation time increases.
Keywords: Rice Straw; Urea; Samanea saman pods; Aflatoxin
unu

manamUsulgsAmameasrheirliAsunmsarildlunae 9 35 Wy meldismemenn
Tnemsdu mslilsmaniilaemsnsinde ssdamlad i3e vieismoedann wu mslidmn
Famw vhwsindan [1] - [3] drdiAeaidendudninguuisiianuindosroanaideaiosan
sswivudenluingivownsdnd  uazansadoumsimmminumohusdeilelfsuis
HARDRENMRIAT uazNaEEMOATEERa [4] - [5] Aawthdn iPegesesddnemwlumsminin
nseanneaNa Iy Tnagaunsdlunszwizndinnnu [6] - [7] ualuussmasiiwmg 9 aflatoxin
AdoduiymaAgdmsumsnaniug Tnedanswasuidueuius aflatoxin M1 (AFM1)
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Tt [8] unzanmnsasdonaiFelufogusTnmhuniiimstuileures aflatoxin wenaNtuL?
aflatoxin susanvlalunats 9 gUuvvluemsdnd laun aflatoxin B1, B2, G1 ua: G2
fo aflatoxin B1 (AFB1) lusfifivnummodanmuazanuiufisreuyusduazdnd Tnamm:
maduasneuxnse [9] - [10] s1sivezNamMonTuaTaMNaIsUUYRANALIHEAINMUNIY
Tsamifnlsaunsndeulineg wu Tsavnuusnauluula  wiezldsuinguilimnsa$opifmum
Ihothadiud [11] Foriuiniimssamsemnsiin fezsinsaasanilammsuniuiiosnamsse
aflatoxin Mo nan Aspergillus [12] Tuemsdnd fauwamoemsinimindammald
Tumstsudenanmennsdnd doduuwssingiviihaflumsnimiufinnamannae 91193
(Samanea saman) \ufignszqaiazianils Foduliaunnlngiiueylaemliludsandlne
wasUszwmmeniou sennenuazAndnludasgauds TasludnameitesAusnevidumbmage
sudeiilusauduosdvsznevuiis:iv 18.1 % [13] - [14] ualddmainfduunssseowdaou
uazlusAuluemmsdnioounsnas  sumansasnslaemlufimaivinnmgs wililafiu
dunmuuud - mathinauginuauasimimsininamgismiumsligSoieuslosamsnm
mslids:loaivasrein uazdeiosiusunsennmaludoua:amendy Jadumsaiie
mudenlwiuinensnslumsiusinsamlumaiods ns:le dni mafinmaseiEingUszaos
WefinwnaresmsiimamMweasvhsimuudous:viamendu Bl (AFB1) megSauaziinnuei
uanin (GSSF) aadszansnmmsseslalunsziwizndnlaeds In vitro Gas Technique

ASMmiumMs

matnseninamasuanin (GSSF)

imawdoaihminiui 1 TaelddnndiuesnanduiuulIsinosnaamomsm
fgglivunoiy: maima : i Ae 1: 2 ¢ 3 Maatlumawin 3 fu lumsu:dndlidioma
dovhmawinasy 3 fu inhwindld sminsmduinamesludasou thndn : Anawa3un : 1h
du 1025 : 25 wimhmsAumedluiud 0 3 5 7 uaz 14 u deluiindesfunidluhnin
1A835 Microscopic Direct Count uaziliitasiziesAdsznoumoadl laua dnguins (Dry
Matter, DM) lusauseny (Crude Protein, CP) 181 (Ash) mu35n5veu [15] wazItAsIzh
Neutral Detergent Fiber (NDF) uaz Acid Detergent Fiber (ADF) mu35m3v09 [16]

mataspunndnmegseLazdnINYIUANIIN

ihetanshmssulitimunasznm 3 -5 cm wRsntuismhmanin Trefidusnou
gons 1 Alandu 111 ans WENNUIIUINI3U AFB1 (Aflatoxin B1 solution 20 pg/mL in
methanol, analytical standard, 44647-U SUPELCO) Iﬂﬂﬁmﬂmﬁuﬁui\;ﬂﬁw 100 ppb Lﬁame
futh 1 @ns waslddunangSouazAnamgsuandn Tneludmmsdaninmuity dumsi
yhethanwaniu AFBT ufanasuiussazaeieynmansindisziu 5 % woowein Tasssazae
fimsndniuidunaueosgiSouanimindnnmaion washmeninduszezom 03 5 ua:
7 Ju Tnedmiuninumuy foil
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Ufd0 = gi58 25% : dwdin 25% w0 Tu

Ufd2 = gi38 25% : dwdin 25% win 3 Ju
Ufd3 = ud8 25% : vmsdn 25% min5 u
Ufd4 = uds 25% : uwin 25% win7 Ju
FdO = g58 0% : wwin 5% w0 Ju
Fd3 = g3 0% : uwidn 5% win3 Tu
Fd5 = @38 0% : dwidn 5% win5 Ju
Fd7 = @38 0% : uwidn 5% win7 u

TnevsnsmimAnsiuuuy  Combination uazhmsssniusegnavhainiilianmsnsin
FmugEouazAnamgsuangdn ihluinsziesalszneumaadl laun nguiis (Dry Matter, DM)
TusAuneu (Crude Protein, CP) 1 (Ash) maismsaes [15] ua:As1zi Neutral Detergent
Fiber (NDF) us: Acid Detergent Fiber (ADF) m1u35113909 [16] uazyiin193tA31z0m
o:Wameondu 1ned5 Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay luguuuumsugsduiuunss
(Direct Competitive) MmeganANoy a:Wamandu (91 test/nang; Higher Enterprises Co. Ltd.)
Limit of detection = 0.4 ppb ﬁﬁuwﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂuﬁ’mm%ﬂ\] Micro Plate Reader (ASYS, UVM 340,
version 1.8.0.2, Biochrome Ltd.)

msfinsmsteala lunszinzguulaeds In vitro Gas Technique

imsgaiudegssesnailunsamzinladlaiznsamnzildsuemsnevae
wotuuulifuded uazemstu 12 % TWsiu 7t 1 % vesimings @edlurendnien ua:
fhazewnlidussennm Tnsimsduiuiidaluei 0 wasmsliens sdsantiuin@Anm
matesld Aauasmuisoe [17] wazimsuuiim 035 8 16 24 48 uaz 72 Falu figanad
39 °C UM ITARANAALASNLINIAI 7 DOUNITUN URIAITWARRALATLIAILILWIAT
ANussnlumstaslamusumsves [18]

M UATITATONRN IR A

ihieyaiilAanmnAReINTiATZRANLLUSUS MUY Analysis of Variance (ANOVA)
muRUMInARasuuy CRD Tagld Proc GLM [19] wazwSsuiisuanuunnmosasaiaie
posiladenaaos 1ned5 Duncan’s Multiple Range test [20]

WRNTIFUURINITAINA

wanmanininamgiuandn  wodidevmanamimdnluiun 0 ymsivideuuaiiGeii
BYNINAMIENABIaNTTAT NUTMTANTNAIMAY 20 x 1012 cell/ml Aomna1of 1 widaaniu
wuhfiSmIuAunIafiniumuszezamasmangdn uasimafiuAleguasogaeluiui 14
Trenudmsiiniusosiuaugdunismniign (P < 0.05) uazdonanudl dWevinsmin
fnamaiun Aoudiud 5 Wuiuldefinduauetoguuse drenadenndesiunenudy 9 Anuh
fis19Usznov (Secondary Compound) luwaua:ianzasdngugs wu Pitecolobina tluiszam
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povasoanaosn (Alkaloid) unuilug (Tannins) wgdIwilug (Saponins) dstsznavlulasiau
(Nitrogenous Compounds) nglalea (Glucosides) 13@ud (Resines) unzd1dtaa (Mucilages)
[21] - [23] iereneliAnnauau WoszezaTlumsndndiniy uenaniuuwdmuhdnangs
finmAmalazuzgosnansminniduomsdaiifeandeslfesoduszinsam [14], [21], [24]

m3wA 1 Total number of bacteria cells counted of GSSF by direct count using a counter

chamber on 0, 3, 5, 7 and 14 days of fermentation

X10%  0day 3day Sday 7day 1l4day SEM Pr>F
Bacteria  2.00°  633*  25.66° 2533  47.22¢ 3843  0.0001

¢ Value in the same row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05), SEM = Standard Error
of the Mean

aniinsmnieiudefinsananmsen 2 demhmaiuieginamgsuandane iy
gaamaniin wuhidnamasualignaossmenonun viliminguisiicmosglugio 48 - 49 % ua:
wuAldsAminiumusuniundneseiivedAn (P < 0.05) s19uliee1nmsiiug uoes
FIRUNIE [23] uaztodwannasUsznovifiogluinengs wu wnuiing uazuouTniiud
Lisunumaindusesuuainse wiludiusesdes [25] lAvmsnanenmzidonios
Aspergillus flavus Tnemadedeiisnsusznevnnwdendiesiin 1Hud Hydrolysable Tannins,
Flavonoids uaz Phenolic Acids wudia@wnsaandisesvamendulads 99.8 % Tausiooiud
Lﬁaﬂmﬂmia%aﬁmzﬂaﬂm'iﬂ'i:ﬂa‘umﬂ'wﬁtﬁﬂﬂmmumiﬁwmu (Oxidative Stress) zovizadHRT
ilifmadudolumssouacacae:iamenduzendon sumesflsznoumaniion 1 luiuanaoi
Musda (P> 0.05) Tnedsiweud Anawgdimlsaueylunio 14.0 - 24.7 % [14], [26] - [27]
AunussunuiiuddeglusAuiinauninduuuaiisagommanadalé [28]

M3 2  Chemical composition of GSSF on 0, 3, 5, 7 and 14 days of fermentation (% DM)

Chemical composition (%DM) 3 day 5 day 7day 14day SEM Pr>F

DM 49.58 49.25 4834  49.11 9.87 0.9664
ASH 4.26 5.66 6.02 5.66 1.82  0.4446
CP 10.22* 12.34*®  14.22® 16.76° 1.92 0.0025
NDF 51.00 48.33 43.00 42.66 59.16 0.5044
ADF 39.33  32.00 31.33 3333 11.00 0.0640

¢ Value in the same row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05), SEM = Standard
Error of the Mean. DM = Dry Matter, CP = Crude Protein, ADF = Acid Detergent Fiber,
NDF = Neutral Detergent Fiber
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M3 3 wuhUSinazesesamendy (ppb) wasmsunvheismAuTensin Tuiui
35 ua: 7 lunauimsingamius:nihogSouainnmgduanin Smanasmudmouiundniing
(P > 0.05) TaefinguivindsdnaneIuaninegadeiiaanamudiuiuninfiugy
athafitiadfy (P < 0.05) ammaAnmluasainug aunidonemsninansaany3nm
yovaznamendula TﬂﬂﬁhuwﬁﬂuﬁuﬁaﬂﬁjuLmﬂﬁmm%ﬂ wuAse (Lactic Acid Bacteria, LAB)
desnndungugduniailiidungu Starter soomansinlunmanaansasoil Aseziiuliam
srvzasezimmenduanaemudIunin uaznauintinmeinamgsuantiniiesetoie
sansnanasiamendulAdingu il Lactic Acid Bacteria (LAB) sansaduiuazwaimenduld
Taelfiwmafia ELISA waz HPLC lumsnaseuiSinamese:wamentuiligndulae LAB [29]-[31]
wenNLUTIBIUBeY [32] - [33] nud pH fnadeanusunsalumssd s suunvelad
(Metabolite) was LAB lumsiflusstiugndes (Antifungal) Tnea:fivssamsnmiiitesi pH o
FomsnaesiiAusonAfesiuTinan e TususesminmuiisigSodudunalumsnsin
dodiamnsinlaesdundtezlinanamiuuenlnds uszwenludioslonsonled [34] Dofinmauin
dumoilst pH erageninauivsinfmehnsinesnadies [30], [35] - [36] Tnesieouzes [37]
wuANuudsusslunmsdviveswamendusesuuaiizanuinnuiedesivlasesiones
Peptidoglycans uazziinzave:iluiiiuesAdszney sansmudndusesiiugasoes LAB
Afimanoanuannsalumsduivesnamendu [38] Twnuifianmduiu 10° CFU/MmI
fiszansamlumsanassesmenduatnodneu  waznuhgaunssmansainduiunenduldnous
Flusd 1 vesmavsinuaznumsanasessdnunatnsing 24l [39] nahmsana
vovesamenduinanmslinalnmsdumeiusslnneuniu AFB1 Tne LAB us:msldnuauin
Hydrophobic Pockets vuntisiganuasuaitzy [30], [40]

m319% 3 Concentration (ppb) of aflatoxin after incubation with fermented rice straw

3 day 5 day 7 day SEM Pr>F
UF 53.85 45.24 35.25 18.74 0.0531
F 49.332 34.91° 20.25¢ 13.66 0.0102

¢ Value in the same row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05), SEM = Standard Error
of Mean, UF = QIEEJ 25 % : GSSF 2.5 %, F=urea 0 % : GSSF 5 %

MR 4 Weinsanrinauis wuhlurheinduindafmegSouazinaugsuansin
(UF) fifegludas 49.2 - 532 % lusmiivhedunindasiinamgiuansin (Fd) fidinguiises
Tudag 53.5 - 56.5 % Gefimgendn (P > 0.05) sradlosnansuinguissesinaugiuansin
wAlusumlusAuneunui weindnfmeeSouazinnuaiuansin UFd5, UFd7 fmgond
(P < 0.05) vhodunsinfeinaug3uaniin (Fd) oililesnndgEeiudiunan Joilaiivimnm
Tulnsaueggoluninuu  wazluTnsiouduniognadunid hlflumsdonszigadsdonali
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Wuiuesmisiuneny Tudusess NDF ua: ADF fimsansemuiuninfiiessu (P < 0.05)
diofinrsanlunguees UFd widlefinsanlungueasdnamgiuamin (Fd) wuiifimdind
UFd0 UFd3 UFd5 (P < 0.05) udlduansmoiu UF7 (P > 0.05) Mstienaiiasannazosmauansi
vaveselAduwenluiionlansonladnigniidumeinarilidolovesinang3ianudeuy
sRumstmsaingesseling  swfoaidissnannsaildnnmaninvesgiuniamilidele
sansngneessmengy uresolsimuvhsimimsindeinomgiuanin (Fd) mubildgnnszny
Tnedmauiuninfiindy ieadnnnrazossiuiligngesanns:uiumsnsinzasinaiuaiun
MAlumsnsinvheing deiinosuien uazduwdaiiuRenuds SnmSnmnsaidaanmsnsin
rasdunsdorafiswaulinanedmsumsilidelusesduvhefianumm:zansemsinges
vo0aaun3t  TneilumsnasesidingUs:aodligSodeinTsiunenlurhoing . Suduinaugs
uAmITn  wazmIinduBesEaaaun3s  wWisudeudumslihminesafelumaiuysiu
WAZQALN3E [41] Teomh mamsinvhomegise 5 % aunsoinlsiuneuuazUinmmsiuls
Tudniiendos sadomslihmindanw ddndad 11, [3] PaeUsvugsnmunmvhoeiils

mswn 4 Chemical composition of rice straw treated with urea and GSSF (%DM)

Ufdo UFd3 UFdS UFd7 Fdo Fd3 Fds Fd7 SEM Pr>F

DM 4921 5046 5321 52.78 53,57 56.48 56.18 53,55 693 0.2154
ASH  4.64* 534 454 457* 492*® 581c 566° 574 0.04 0.0008

CP  7.05® 747 793¢ 833 6.32° 6.51* 6.56™ 698 0.06 0.0004
NDF  61.31* 56.18" 52.75° 44.17% 42.16° 44.22% 46.23¢ 43.66° 0.86 0.0001
ADF  55.29° 50.78% 46.27%c 4574% 4227% 4227% 42.73* 39.64° 14.89 0.0271

abede Value in the same row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05), SEM = Standard Error
of Mean, DM = (Dry Matter), ASH = Ash, CP = (Crude Protein), ADF = (Acid Detergent
Fiber), NDF = (Neutral Detergent Fiber), Ufdo = urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 0 day of
fermentation, Ufd3 =urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 3 days of fermentation, Ufad5=urea 2.5 %:
GSSF 2.5 % : 5 days of fermentation

M7 5 URAIAWARAR WR:IULULIRUAEAS WUl @ el 0 esmstn ()
fimoglutag 027 - 2.67 (P > 0.05) defimsanawengy UFd wuhi a anaomaiuminiiiubu
(P > 0.05) lunaiiingu Fd ndumudt m a dindu msdunsiniiindu (P > 0.05) e1ailesain
Tunguzos UFd duiidndiuzesdnausiuanintdesniingy Fd WerdesiuasAdsznoulisiu
mslulawnsaidossamenediimalungy Fd uazdlefisnsansiuivam b dadumsmouses
gaun3Bluhsun nhienSoudieulunguaos Ufd liuanmamos@a (P > 0.05) iuihdons
Fd7 fimganndiadievlunas Fd eadullidesnnuamsindnnau ssuszneu (Secondary
Compound) #fiegluilnnugiussiiaidaunemsinusesgaunidgmuiivinuanas ua:
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diofinsanm a+b duvsuendslszansammssesliiiullumadondui b nadesonniin
3Usznou (Secondary Compound) Affegluiining3 1wy uwnuiiud uedTniud uazaisau 9
donaliuSiaudaining 9 ludalusih 3 - 5 vesmsvy uszasSuiudueg1e3m5)
Tuihlul 8 wesmstn U 1 uenaniuui iesnownsiidelegsioilimstoslAfnauin
fonAREuR [27] 00w WemmsminAwmmaesniuslas (Cassava Waste) 3200
Aibizia Saman Pod wuindlefinsiluszuy In vitro Gas Technique limuSuauAgrniiooan
nasnmstoaslives NDF ua: ADF a1 saudowaainsnsUssnovunuiug uazugUIndus
plutnenemsteslivesems

3w 5 In vitro gas production characteristics of the studied rice straw treated with urea
and GSSF

Ufdo UFd3 UFd5 UFd7 Fd0  Fd3 Fd5 Fd7 SEM Pr>F

a 1.09 0.99 0.88 0.78 027  0.34 2.03 2.67 2.84 0.6608
b 141.66* 136.01* 130.69* 151.24* 61.03° 58.79° 57.66° 122.42* 16.89 0.0342
atb 142.75* 137.00* 131.57* 152.02* 61.30* 59.13° 59.69° 125.09* 17.27 0.0363

® Value in the same row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05), SEM = Standard Error
of Mean, a = the gas production from the immediately soluble fraction (ml), b = the gas
production from the insoluble fraction (ml), a+b : Potential gas production, Ufdo = urea
2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 0 day of fermentation, Ufd3 = urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 3 days of
fermentation, Ufad5 = urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 5 days of fermentation, Ufd7 = urea
2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 7 days of fermentation, fd0 =urea 0 % : GSSF 5 % : 0 day of
fermentation, Fd3 = urea 0 % : GSSF 5 % : 3 days of fermentation, Fd5 = urea 0 % :
GSSF 5 % : 5 days of fermentation, Fd7 = urea 0 % : GSSF 5 % : 7 days of fermentation

70.00
60.00 f
'é / ——T1
& 50.00 Ve -=-T2
(=)
S 40.00 =13
.§ —=T4
g 30.00 —==T5
§ 20.00 —e-T6
_— —pT7
10.00
—T8
0.00 . , . ' . ! !
3 5 8 16 24 48 72
Time. hours

giﬁ;l Gas production during the fermentation period (ml) at 3, 5, §, 16, 24, 48 and

72 hours of fermentation
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M3 6 USimpesezWamendu (ppb) luthgwundsnsunlaeds In viro Gas
Technique TnsvhmsguAvludalueil 0 5 16 uaz 24 wesmsuy Amansomudaluenisuy
fuiinzu Taeiludaluei 0 sosmstumuh meozWamenduanamnnan Tnewmw: UF7 ua:
Agu Fd (P < 0.05) onailasninmainufiseesemsminiua:waiveniu sm‘ﬁamigmﬁaﬁm
frethgn waeglsimu nuanuulsUsiuesszAvesamenduiniumeluninmudi
deiSoudisumuiilusosmatulasamzngy Fd dadufifesfnmneely uidiewSeuiiou
yEnn Azt sresmatnwuhimanaemuiusesmsnsinhe  Wefimsanmelunguues
UFd uaz Fd (P < 0.05) Tng [42] wohnszuiumsmunueddy (Metabolism) AFB1 Taagaunsg
Tugumiuimsanasenoin 9 Tu 30 wiiusn wazndsnniubimumaReuuag Wuiedv [7]
AnwaRun3tna Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens imuanuuansmomoaanlumstes AFB1 Tagi [6]
Iivimafiuhgsmmamsliemnsluilued 0 3 6 9 ua: 12 Wiy AFB1 mnsgilvd
ANUENTUFANY 100 ppb WuMstossaeTalacHaIManTuanasuinaINIstoua1m s [4]
na1hesaenduusdiugngessaelandeslugmy  wasdsuiduezvamendnen
(Aflatoxicol) uazgnandxluszuumainenslag Passive Diffusion uaztin Hydroxylated Tugiu
wiwRewiu AFM1 [43] - [44] Tneiladedfinansznuremateses AFB1 luthgwuiiendos
NMuiATeIERN NIIMITEN) smfmLmdﬂﬂa\ﬂﬂs?1u1’7'1@7?1uw%ﬁ’l,ugumﬂﬂlﬂ%ﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬁ [6], [45] - [47]

M319% 6  Aflatoxin concentration (ppb) of rumen fluid after incubation with fermented

rice straw

Ufdo UFd3 UFdS UFd7 Fdo0 Fd3 FdSs Fd7 SEM Pr>F

Hr0 91.59* 78.23" 63.50° 30.32° 44.30¢ 37.16% 28.42¢ 15.38" 29.67 0.0001
Hr5 87.39* 58.86° 51.59° 3523¢ 75.68 57.75° 47.95%* 20.48' 31.07 0.001
Hrl6 81.19° 62.64* 52.11° 36.71¢ 71.12® 67.53°> 60.14>* 53.86° 27.45 0.0008
Hr24 58.30° 27.62* 10.10¢ 2.6 62.06* 31.86> 1251 5.71¢ 46.02 0.0001

abedef  Value in the same row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05), SEM= standard
error of mean , Ufdo =urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 0 day of fermentation , Ufd3 = urea
2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 3 days of fermentation, Ufad5 = urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % :
5 days of fermentation, Ufd7 =urea 2.5 % : GSSF 2.5 % : 7 days of fermentation, fd0 =
urea 0 % : GSSF 5 % : 0 day of fermentation, Fd3 = urea 0 % : GSSF 5 % : 3 days
of fermentation, Fd5 =urea 0 % : GSSF 5 % : 5 days of fermentation, Fd7 =urea 0 % :
GSSF 5 % : 7 days of fermentation
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d3Unam e

IMIANMINAMMNERIsENIMEeysBReMIRsuLlasses3mnm  AFB1 wundmiu

gaunsgludnaugsuaninidunugumussezrasiundn  TudiusesiosAdssnaumand

wunmlsiunenvegludis 10 - 16 % Jowsumuduiuimin TeeUsnnanugusy ppb

P0:NAMINTU  NRINTUUNINTITINAVANIINYTUANINDE LA INAIAARIAINTINIUITUNALIN

MANDUTIDIATOINNIWIUTOIAUNIENGUUAAAN  TaanuNmMesAlszneumand  TsAuney

Tungunninvsn1megisedia1gonNguninAednIuTUABE ALY WAlondnI A

dnamgsuaduna 7 1 lduanmedunguindnsiudugize 0 ua: 3 U @awass@nsam

msteala dmemlunguiminmeinaugsuandneofie) wa:nuNUINUHANEALANINLTUT

Tuthlueh 3 - 5 asmsuy uaziusuluthlush 8 Z19NeNTeAUaTUINBUTY UWNUTUN

Tuilnangs wazemsimieielogatiesannhedn Jeilanamstesladlumiiluwesnszuiumangdn

ARANIINUIZMA

vevouAnUNININumAlulagnvusAadau Alalnnuaaniumside Jssdtouyszann w.e.

2556 BaURUAMEIPIITIANIAIEATUACTNANIEIIINIENIAIENT §1213T1INVIAIEATURS

WAlLIaEN501915 F12ITUTINY ANINENNTEITNTIR NINRLNALUINETITNIANDEIL

I NIAENANAT NOULATIRENIUNA TN TNARDY
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