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unfnge: nsnaaesnSsisidunisiiednuinavesemsdniilsriduannilulefnduasdululefndiiasude
wiwvelsiiSaauswdeisluemslily (Trimmed asparagus by-products: TABP) siedssansnmmsgesidves
Tnvug nsnlufuiissimediesin dunislulddu was Sgvingrvesdrldidn tnslnlvarowus Hisex brown®
81 35 dUAM 91U 560 i gnaAstngnIsTANGUNITNARBILUY 2X3 UnAnaiSEas iUV nIUAAIUAY {(2X3)+1}
melfusunmsmaassuuuguanysal (Completely randomized design) fiUsznausie 2 Hade uag 1 vidnsudnugy
Toun Jade A Ae mswasuluslulednd (0 and 2 nSusanlansy) Uade B Ae seaunswaSuvas TABP (1, 3 uay 5%)
Tnsustagvanuudd 4 41 (n = 20) HamanAnes wuh Tavisnasauszwing Hade A uaz B desruaugdursTuldsy
(P<0.01) Bnvis mudn nsdesldmesluiugelunagiimafinarunfeedadaussiiuiiiovedadavesdldidn
dauglodtiu (P<0.01) Wllflasuluslulednd 2 nfusedlansugeningulaldilésulusiulednd o n3usie

Alan3u wenantiseAunisiasy TABP Yreifiunisdeslavesduvsuing (Linear, P<0.01) nsnluduisemedinasiy
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(Linear, P<0.01) mmﬂ*ﬁwmaﬁaé’aumﬁuﬁﬁaﬁuaﬁaé’aﬁuaaéﬂﬁlﬁﬂﬁauaiaﬁﬁu (Quadratic, P<0.01) 198 538La3n15
wunslulefnduazdululefndlusmsdmalimnuansalunisdeslsveslavuy Yaunsdlulddu nsnlusiud
semedesin uarliguinevesdléidnfintuesideddgidessufisusunduaiuay (P<0.05) feaguves
msAnwiitiiiuinsesudululefindain TABP fisvsu 1% sauiuldsiulefndluemsldledmuannsaly
msnaunsteglauariaainevesaldidanveslnly

o o w v

AdnAsy: 9nsdndflaidu; wiluledind; Fululefind; mialinss; nsteuls; wazenmslnla

ABSTRACTS: The experiment was conducted to determine the effect of functional feed of prebiotic and
synbiotic by supplementation of asparagus trimmed by-products in laying hen diets on nutrient
digestibility, volatile fatty acid, cecal microbiota, and small intestinal histomorphology. A total of five
hundred and sixty 35-week-old layers (Hisex brown® randomly divided into {(2 X3)+1} factorial in
completely randomized design with two factors and one control. Factor A was probiotics levels (0 and
2 g/kg of probiotics). Factor B was TABP levels (1, 3 and 5%). Each treatment consisted of 4 replications
(n = 20). Results showed the interaction between factor A and B on cecal microbiota content (P<0.01).
In addition, higher ether digestibility and increasing villus width and surface area of duodenal villus were
observed (P<0.01) for birds fed 2 g/kg of probiotics group than for those fed the 0 g/kg of probiotics
group. Furthermore, level of TABP was significantly increased organic matter digestibility (Linear, P<0.01),
total volatile fatty acid (Linear, P<0.01), villus wide (Quadratic, P<0.01), and surface area of duodenal
villus (Quadratic, P<0.01). Overall, supplementation of prebiotics and synbiotics in diets caused a
significant improvement in nutrient digestibility, cecal microbiota, volatile fatty acid, and, small intestinal
histology compared to the control group (P<0.05). The conclusion of this study suggests that
supplementation of synbiotics from 1% of TABP with probiotics in laying hen diets can improve digestion
and small intestinal histology of hens.

Keywords: functional feed; prebiotics; synbiotics; asparagus; digestibility; and laying hen diets

unin

pmsdnidnlugauaeneUjiiuzSuduniendsaind 2006 Aannwglsuusznimeniannisld
EJ’]U@%’JU%SLHE)’]WH@’WELWQE}ﬂﬂmﬂ’]ﬂ’]ig@mLLagﬂ’ﬁ(ﬂﬂﬁ?ﬂ@ﬂﬂ’]ﬂﬁ%ﬁuﬂuLﬁ@ﬁmﬁﬁa’]ﬁ]ﬁﬂwaﬂ‘iszGiE]EEU%Iﬂﬂ
(Abdel-Wareth et al., 2019) ﬁy’ﬁmiaaﬂLLUUgmsmmié’mﬂuﬁafﬂqﬂ’uﬁuaﬂmnﬁaaﬁmudﬁﬁiﬂSzjuﬂﬁmwmmm
Foan1suesdad (Nutritive function) ATMALAATEMINAlATLE (Nutritive balance) wagifiaifinanssnnmnsHan
a9 LA (Hoffman-Pennesi and Wu, 2010) fiﬂ%smﬂ'ﬁawwﬁﬁmié’qﬁmﬁﬂﬁqﬁqmimammmiﬁmiﬁﬁﬂmamﬁaL%ﬂ
wihiinioemnsdnifladdu (Functional feed) Tunisdaiaiuauninvesdn (Gaggia et al, 2010) saudsdiniii
N19a353M8181¢ (Non-nutritive physiological functions) 19y Frefinszuuniduiulsa n1sUsuygaszuy
M3TULDII9NE Lazn1sEuEsINSY TR sedeing iy (Vermeulen et al, 2017) saisansiasa
aWnsda (Feed additive) Aifienldiflonanevnsenmsdniilaiduiivareviin wu wilulefndviinlodlnueanilsd
(Oligosaccharides) lo@11135 (Dietary fiber) WUslulafinddnanuuailiselungu Lactic acid bacteria nsalusiu

o

Lidudidetoungulownn 3 asdrueyyadase Il uazindows \Jusiu (Ahmed et al, 2014) uenanddadl
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Snnilamadeniiunaule fe Fululefind (Synbiotics) 3e a1siasuilinainnisnauwasnauntinfisening
Wsluledndfundlulefing (Pandey et al, 2015) iiensduaiuianssuvesuaiiSefifiussloviluioniuiv
a5 NMsannistanUdesuenliniy NsiNsRIINTION WayNSHALIALTTONINNSHARVEIE (Dibaji et al.,
2014; Markowiak and Slizewska, 2018) %@ﬁﬁmmamu’%é’aﬁgﬁﬂ‘mmmLﬁulﬂiﬁumﬂ%ﬂidwﬂmﬂiﬂiiuiaaﬂé
30 WeqAunIsiidin (Live microorganism) Wi el lun1sndndn s wWu wuailiFe Lactobacillus, Bacillus,
Streptococcus, kay Pidiococcus BHUMA199 fsEdu 10-20 nfuseflansulugnso1nns (Khalifa et al, 2019;

Pourakbari et al., 2016) sabsdafuaziios1vinnnee Wudu (Tao and Tan, 2007) 31n51891U03 Ahmed et al.

¥
'

(2014) waw Jeong and Kim (2014) wuh Tuslulefndanmnsniiyifiulnuasdudadogdunidinelsn nsefussuy
iduy uagvimihilndn metabolites LitogfudsuierhaeuuniiZunalsn (Park et al, 2016) Suiilugnsdaady
qunInuesdnd nsuiuUTnansiuld Ussdviammnisléeng uagaussnnwnananuesdnigedu (Cengiz et
al,, 2015) uanmmﬁé’aﬁwmEJmﬁ%’aﬁag'ﬁm%mﬂ%’ﬂszi%ﬁmmmwmﬁaﬁquqmiLﬂwmﬂuﬁmm6] Junslulesnd
dmsuliluomnsdnd wu wWaendule wWiendu nnw mndumsasad mnnedi marduthiu uagnnuzidewme
Dudu (nanssanazanaf, 2557) sildsdfimasugiadnndadadfinnmaulaieiuanmdunsivlofnduay
Funundngadesainldfuarmionuilnatdulssmawaznisdwonludmmsemea nd1ife mioldin
fatinspuaunmandsmislinddildaunmiftedasriondssusesimafaudomis Wi Ssdamal e sy
Lwﬁaﬁy\‘imﬂﬂismumiﬁmmq (Trimmed asparagus by-products: TABP) 97121110 minuanstgUsyloviliay
migliifuvdeianaisslirosliunuaulauasiinifnuideroudisios lnsananuideuves Slavin (2560)
$1091u77 velefiFsflarsnguigaunu (Fructans) Ao Buydu (Innulin) waz Wigalaledlnusaailsd (Fructo-
oligosaccharide: FOS) #slasaadrssanandmdunslulofind (Huang et al, 2015) ﬁgﬁﬁwﬁalﬁw%l’nﬁw;ﬂLmuﬂizmm
0.5 14 2 % (milnuvie) nviadnlsaunudnsesiiazanlunnvemsliifsdadudmmdeiisnnnszuaunisiaus
Anuduuszann 25 % (wiinan) (Viera-Alcaide et al, 2020) ﬂ'1mwu%’aﬂ'awﬁﬂsﬁiﬁﬁuﬁmmauﬁﬁmaﬂ FOS wag

'
a ' a

uudurensiunIsnangeslnvuslurieni1se1nns nsiuIUILYBY Bifidobacteria Way Lactobacilli Lag

Y

)

v
LYY =

N3dudsRaTwnelia Wi Salmonella spp. Way Escherichia coli (Boguslawska-Tryk et al., 2012) 93 FOS wae

Suyduddinasonislduselovildlnsuzuardnsinisivaiiureseins (Shang et al, 2018) nsimunszuuiliae
auvsdluriemuduemns nisadnnsaluiufissmediesin (Yang et al. 2016) nMsiawIssUUgnTuvesaldan

(Xu et al. 2003; Sugiharto, 2016) SeUUHANAY (Shang et al., 2015) uAzANTINNNAIINER (Nopparatmaitree

et al,, 2014; Zhao et al,, 2017) i sdaluanauaudinlaasuvedlysiulefnduaznilulofndainnueoldnss

) '
o A=t Ao € A 1 =2

19U N15NAABIASINIATTNUTTAIRNaYIANWINaTDID1NSARINenTUaINNSES UnS tulefngd (N154@5u TABP)

q q

@

wardululefnd (N15wasy TABP shufuniswasuluslulednd) saufenavesseauvaanisiasy TABP Tuavishnla

AaUszavsnmmstosldvedlnuz aunsdludnu nalafulissmedesuasfigyinevesdldian

WBmsfinw
1. N3ANUUUNINARBNALERINAADY

nsnaaesndsildlaldmailoansiug Hisex brown® a1y 35 #Ua% $1uru 560 &1 MdBauUNTITU
melulsaSeusvuilaneldaninwindousssuyifnarduidigununismaasshuuguanysal (Completely
randomized design) 1ngiin153ANGLUN1TNARDILUY 2x3 WNANDLIEATIUAUNTMUUAAIUAY {(2X3)+1}
Usznaudae 7 nivmud (6 ninmudaoudiudu+ 1vinwudaiuay) waduninuudas 4 61 samfemun

28 Mhennasd Wednwnaveslade A e mshiliasuldsiulefnduwasnsiasulusluledngd 2 nSuseilansuewis
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TneTusiuledndsuildlunisnaassiusenaudie Lactobacillus acidophilus 1.0x10*° cfu, Lactobacillus
plantarum 1.0x10 10 fu, Pediococcus pentosaceus 1.0 x10° cfu, Streptococcus faecium 1.0 x10%° cfu,
Saccharomyces cerevisiae 10x10° cfu, Bacillus subtilis 1.0x10'° cfu, Bacillus lichenifermis 1.0x10%° cfu, way
Wude (Carrier) auasu 1 Alanu) uavdade B Ao szduveinisiasy TABP 1, 3, uay 5 % lugnsenis
Tne TABP #lflunismeassafaidldainnsnununnnensnafugnuiolindsaneiusuuiiedeiululasenis
AINNTEIIVUTZAIRNUNTENS SNNBYEE TIMTANTIYT

viniuAn 1 ewnslaldauam (Control) (laiaf TABP wazluslulefind)

vENAUAT 2 onslalufiaSundlulefind (MsaSy TABP 1 % warldadulusiulefing)

vENAUAT 3 onslaluiasumdlulefnd (n51a3u TABP 3 % wazliasuluslulefind)

vEME? 4 ownslalueiunslulefng (nswasu TABP 5 % wazliiaSuluslulefind)

vanand 5 onsldliasudululefind (Mswasu TABP 1 % wauiaSulusiulefind 2 g/ke)

VIMuEd 6 ownslaltiasudululefnd (msiasu TABP 3 % waziasulusluledind 2 o/ke)

vianansd 7 ownsldluiasudululefind (Msiasu TABP 5 % wauiaSulusiulefind 2 g/ke)

fadvinadedldlineaesiommn 12 &ani (01y 35 F9 47 dUah) Taelnldnaaesléiuihazein

vt (Ad libitum) wazomnslaldsseslilafivsznoudedalnauas nndumdeaduiiugiulugnsois
Tnelusaunenu 18 % Amdsuldusslonila 2,850 Alawnaoisenlansuniuiuuziivos National Research

Council (1994)

2. msinansgeslavaslnvusluavisinly
nsinansgeelalnyuzaasnlumedTlaRiusd (Indicator method) @338 uee Fenton and Fenton

(1979) Tneldlvldsuemsmnaswwaslasindoonlest (Cr,0,) 0.3 % Tutaseny 43 dUani fla 47 dUai ileidng
Faid a7 vhnisduftuiaegsemanaasslalugetuautusarduivyaludisszesion 7 fu lneyaves
1aldgnussalugedisl H,50, Anududu 3 %edndululasiauluya a1uiBves Mountzours et al. (2010)
uEuAuIeE 9 IMAaRTl 4 ssmwalTauaziIeEsyail -20 ssrwalduallose ALY daunnsTinse
psrUsznounslnvur el fiRnsvinniseusiegisiigumgil 60 esmiwaiisauazunazidunudniimioeis
pnsuaryalUn T inguits Tusune1u elesau lusfusan Bundoing uas ndsnusau sauieinssyin
Usinalasiindeonlud n1aidues AOAC (1995) ileldmurmminisdesldusinguesinguiis (Apparent dry
matter digestibility) 31n@n 5 [{(% Cr,0buya % Cr,0; lua1%13) x 100/{% Cr,0; luyall n1uisves
Ndelekwute et al. (2018) way A1uInn1sgoslaUsINgUatln¥uy (Apparent nutrient digestibility) 31ngn3

100 - [100 x {(%Cr,0; Tue1915/%Cr,0; Tuya) x Gelnvurluya/slnvugluamnadll n1a3dves Liu et al. (2020)

3. msdngauvdduaznsnlusiuiissvedneTuldsy

vnsinqdunidluldduvedlild lnsvinisensmisedisifes 6 Faluailelilieny 47 dUanv
wdduantunarlily 4 fdemievaass Wilevinsifuiiegwesnadluldiu (Cecum) uagynisiinsgs
(ff’;@&h%ﬁ@%’]ﬂ%ﬂ’]mqauw%ﬁ A® Lactic acid bacteria, Enterococci, E.coli, Wag Salmonella @338 Culture
technique 1o & 14 Selective media @ 8 MRS agar + 0.02% NaH; + 0.05% L-Cystine Hydrochloride
Monohydrate, m Enterococci agar, EMB agar, k&g m Enterococci agar AMUEIAU A1U35U8Y Makivic, et al.

a £%

(2019) uag Giannenas et al. (2010) uazyNIswlastoyaduIugduNIdae Log algorithm §1u 10 (Choi et al,,
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2009) wenaniEegveasluldiu 1.5 nfu aangluthiiniunisende (1:1 n3u/Usunns) Ty Screw-capped
tube wazLufIBE137l ~20°C WlaseRiAszsin1aisues Khattak et al (2018) ¥misinuSunansaluiufissmedng
Tnetheghmdsmaiiidrfududedenazdumisaiionsn supernatant 1 mL us39adlu Ampulla S
0.2 % Meta-phosphoric acid udanaudegsliduilawoafuudrnuudaiudany 30 und mnduhsedas
ansazanglutumiod 10844 x ¢ w1 10 W wdwen Supernatant WA EimMUSInansaluiufissmedie
919819 MUITVEe Wang et al (2005) ¥nstasizimusunansalusiufissimedisanaisazarediogi
premataLialasuilansidl (Gas chromatography (HP 5890 Series Il GC; Agilent J & W 30 m x 0.535 mm x
1.00 micon HP-FFAP column) wagld Flame-ionization detector (FID) 1usnsiatalagvitnisandieenssiuiv
4-Methylvaleric acid (Alfa aesar, United Kingdom) Lﬂuaﬂimmigﬁuﬂwiu (internal standard) @1uiunns
Jirs1evinsaordin nsalwsiledin waznsadafisn (Mookiah et al, 2014) 91nTuALATIEHBIAUTENDUVD S

nsnlusiunsemeielneIeuiisuivaisavaisunnsgiu n1u3sees Khattak et al. (2018)

4. myinganmeinaaitdidnvedlily

vnsinganieiniavesdldidnlaly Inevinisenemsediates 6 Hrluadelildony 47 dUam
udrdusituvarlily 4 fsomiennaes efuiedrsldidnisamdiu Ao qloftu 199ty waglolden
waziiusneranindiegneanldifinluansazatevesuifu 10 % n1u38ves Awad et al. (2009)
dieseTiasgiirely anduininsdoudiensaladmiisves Gava et al. (2016) wag Indnvmzvisganiginie
SlddnTneldndesqanssmivuulduassu Olympus BX 50, 20 x optical magnification iilednanm anturiins
Wpswinnaeganiedniadildidnlaelusunsy Motic images 2.0 multi- language (Tsirtsikos et al., 2012) Wil
duinaiugeesiana (Villous height) AunI1svesiada (Villous width) uazarudnvesaiuvieenlaiuaiau
(Cryptal depth) $1uau 10 Faladedlas n1uiduas Gava et al (2016) arniuvin1sAwIniiuiiinvedads
(Villus surface area) = {()x (AMUNI9VBTATA/2) x ANUEBTIATA) WazAIANERdILNYIAINgaIaqd

AoAudnvesnsUioenlauesau nu3tves Sakamoto et al. (2000)

5. NSAATIZUNGEDA

ihdeyadiliuiiinszsiiinnuuususiuvesdeyasie General linear model (GLM) waziUTeuiioy
mwmmnm’waﬂ'wLaﬁaiwﬁmmju%’a;&aﬁw Turkey’s honestly significant test 8n¥sA1AS1¥% Orthogonal 55w
nauATUAN vs NuNIMAResdy uar nqunilulefnd vs naudululefind #2e Orthogonal contrast uananil
‘vi’wﬂ'}ﬁt,mwﬁl,l,m‘[ﬁmaﬁaga (Trend analysis) A28 Orthogonal polynomial n 1135994 Steel and Torrie

(1992) Ineldlusunsudnsagu R version 3.5.1 ma35aea R Core Teamn (2018)

NANSANE
o ¢ ¢ o a ¢ a a ¢d a v AT : a & '
LuavasamsanilanduannsliulefnduazdululefndniasusiarunialdiSsdinudavdaislusinisee
UszAnsnmnisdealdvaslnyusunnguasialy
nsnnassaseilinudninasiuvesninasusazli@sulusiulefndsaudussdunisiasy TABP
Tusmsinlasiouszansnmnisgeslavedlagususinguedlily (P>0.05) visdilnlanlasunisiasudululefind

(TABP 159U 1, 3 way 5 % saununiswasulusiulednd 2 nSusenlansulue1nis) dUsednsaan
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ﬂWisjaaléfsuaalmﬁuqaﬂdﬂﬁl‘dﬁlﬁumam%uw%luiaaﬂﬁ (TABP #i5¥6U 1, 3 way 5 % waz luwasy
Tuslulefing) (P<0.01) Bnviads wudh maifinszdunisiaiu TABP fisesu 1, 3 uay 5 %luewnslaliudsdunsade
UsvanBamnistesldvesdunisingluomnsfifindunuuidunss (Linear, P<0.05) uonanilldldsunisaia
wilulefAnduarlnluilasunsiasudululefndiiussansnwnsdeslivesinguiia Bunietng uasndanusa

(P<0.01) saudslszdvaninnisgeslavetludusiu (P<0.05) Tuemnsasnilalunguaiuau Awandlu Table 1

2.1av0901915dadNanduainwilulefnduasdululefndMiasudsiauniualdnedaudungang
luamssiensaluiiunssmedireuazinainggaunidluldauvadlily

nsnaassnsatinudninasinvesnisesuuazllesuluslulofndsaufusesunisiasa TABP luomis
Irldsietnainerqduvsdluldiuveslala (P<0.01) Inedviswasmwesnisifiuszfunisiadu TABP fisesu 1, 3 uas
5 9% $aufunsliasulusiulefind wWSlulefnd) wie Bvdwasiunsiiusedunsiasy TABP 7isesu 1, 3 uaz 5 %
SufunisiasuTusiuleding 2 nfusenlansy @ululednd) luemisialduusdunsedensiivduvesusuna
Lactic acid bacteria #a¥ Enterococcus spp. WUULUATY (linear, P<0.01) hazkuutdulAN189a049 (Quadratic,
P<0.01) MUEIFU BnvadadanasenisanasuesUsui £ coli wuuiduldarigdsans (Quadratic, P<0.01) way
Salmonella spp. wuuidunsa (Linear, P<0.01) uenainiigamuin nistesumdlulefingd (TABP isvsfu 1, 3 waz 5 %
waz ldiaSuluslulefind) uaz naswasudululefind (TABP fisesu 1, 3 waz 5 % rudunisasulusivledng
2 nfusenlansulueinns) Tuemslaladwalilnlufiusuna Lactic acid bacteria fio Lactobacillus spp. wag
Bifidobacterium spp. 5144 Enterococcus spp. Tulﬁﬁuqmdﬂmﬁana;ummu (P<0.01) Tud9v 88U
E. coli wag Salmonella spp. sninldifonguaiuau (P<0.01) fsiinisiadunisiedu TABP fiszdu 1 % Jauiy
Tslulednd 2 nfudedlanfulue nisdenaneanisifinu3una Lactic acid bacteria fie Lactobacillus spp.
way Bifidobacterium spp. 34D Enterococcus spp. Tulddu way nsanuSuia £ coli wag Salmonella spp.
Tuldsuvedldldiian (P<0.01) fuwanslu Table 1 uenaniifinsnaassaisilinudvinasiuvesnnaiunay
LaSuluslulefndsaudussiunisiasy TABP Tuamaslaldeusunansaludufissiediosin nsnesdnn
nsalnsiileda uaznsadafisnluldsu (P>0.05) siatiseunisiasy TABP lutmsdwasionisuiuySunansalasiy
fszimedreswluldfuvesialy (P<0.01) Tnanisiiusydunisiasy TABP fisedu 1, 3 uaz 5 % Tuawmsinldde
AsuinUsInansaluuisswmsdesnluldsureslale Aiutunuuidunss Linear, P<0.01) 3nwalaldftlasu
nswasunslulefing (TABP fiszau 1, 3 waz 5 % waz Liasuluslulednd) weelnlefildsunisasudululefing
(TABP fis¥éiu 1, 3 waz 5 % saufumsiasulusiulednd 2 nfusedlandulueimis) fnsifintuvesUsuiunsa
luufissmeionunsnozdinuaznsndaiisnluldduestaligeaninlalinguaiuau (P<0.01) fauandlu Table 1
3, navasansdndilsiduannilulednduas dululeAndiasudlarumialsiSsdaudandsisluaimsse
anwazganiginavasanldidnvadlily

n1snaassnsailldnudnsnasiuvesnisasunasldiasulusiulefndsaufusedunisiasy TABP
Tuemisllddednumzaanisininvesdnldidniaudiuvoaldly (P>0.05) Hadldlddldsunisiasy
Fululefind (TABP fiszsvu 1, 3 uaz 5 % aufunisiasulusivlednd 2 nfusedlansuluems) Saruning
(P<0.01) waziluiiinvasiada (P<0.05) vosdnlddmglofiugnlnlsdlisunisaiunilulofind (TABP flszdy
1.3 uag 5 % wag Liasuluslulefind) Snviadanuin maifiusedunisiasy TABP fisedu 1, 3 wag 5 % lue s
Inlduysiunssionnuniuasiiuiiinveiedavesdlddiuglofif (Quadratic, P<0.05) Tafsrnugevesiada
vpsanlddloidoy (inear, P<0.05) fadlaldlasunisiasuaululofnd (TABP fisesu 1, 3 uag 5 % 320U
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Table 1 Effects of prebiotic (TABP) and synbiotic (TABP+ Probiotics 2 g/kg) in functional feed and level of TABP supplementation in diets on digestibility, cecal

microbiota, and volatile fatty acid

Type of feed additives in in diets (A)

Digestibility, volatile fatty
Prebiotic (TABP+ Probiotics 0 g/kg)) Synbiotic (TABP+ Probiotics 2 g/kg) Orthogonal contrast

Control SEM
Level of TABP supplementation in diets (B) ~ Level of TABP supplementation in diets (B)

Trend analysis
acid and cecal microbiota

of laying hens

1% 3% 5% 1% 3% 5% CvsO A* B AxBH# B AxBH##
Apparent nutrient digestibility (%)
Dry matter 76.217° 79.920° 80.767° 80.970° 80.560° 80.407¢° 80.902° 0.399 ** NS NS NS NS NS
Crude protein 80.322 80.367 83.340 81.590 82.330 81.970 84.542 0.425 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Ether extract 76.667° 79.11748 76.8028 78.28748 81.9424 80.710" 79.810"¢ 0.481 * ** NS NS NS NS
Organic matter 79.240° 81.8778¢ 84.762" 84.720" 81.610¢ 83.757/8 84.257A 0.393 ** NS * NS L NS
Gross energy 78.470° 79.635% 80.017% 80.252%0 79.572%0 81.322% 81.792° 0.292 ** NS NS NS NS NS
Crude fiber 56.002 56.727 57.382 58.300 59.617 59.617 60.247 0.805 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Cecal microbiology (Log ;, CFU/ml)
Lactic acid bacteria 12.9828¢ 12.942¢ 14.4974 1438778 14.8927 15.3127 14.827A 0.196 ** ** ** ** Q L
Enterococcus spp. 6.0008 7.2124 7.6574 7.3874 7.7704 7.507A 77474 0.121 x ** NS ** NS Q
Escherichia coli 7.847A 7.0908 7.1328 7.0978 7.0108¢ 6.637¢ 6.8108¢ 0.073 ** ** NS ** NS Q
Salmonella spp. 6.262" 4.8208 4.3108¢ 3.612¢ 4.002¢ 4.1228¢ 3.86285¢ 0.171 * NS ** ** L L
Volatile fatty acids (umol/ml)
Total volatile fatty acids 215.0428 250.0014 251.2594 259.622A 2478818 262.566" 261.3894 3.462 ** NS ** NS L NS
Acetic acid 107.4978 127.943A 128.770" 133.460" 129.2777 134.103* 135.1274 1.990 ** NS NS NS NS NS
Propionic aid 43.020 48.953 46.800 49.067 42.287 50.133 49.067 0.951 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Butyric acid 52.3538 58.953A 61.4674 62.400" 62.287° 63.467A 63.400" 0.819 ** NS NS NS NS NS

b Means with different superscripts in the same row are significantly different (P<0.05), » & € Means with different superscripts in the same row are significantly different (P<0.01), L = Linear,
and Q = Quadratic, NS= Not significantly (P>0.05) *Statistically significant different between groups (P<0.05), **Statistically significant different between groups (P<0.01), SEM = Standard error of
mean, #Factor A = Probiotics 0 and 2 g/kg, #Factor B = Level of TABP 0, 1, 3, and 5%, #*#Factor AxB= Probiotics 0 and 0.2 g/kg x Level of TABP, TABP=Trimmed asparagus by-product
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Table 2 Effects of prebiotic (TABP) and synbiotic (TABP+ Probiotics 2 g/kg) in functional feed and level of TABP supplementation in diets on small intestine
histomorphology

Type of feed additives in in diets (A)

Small intestine

histomorphology of Control Prebiotic (TABP+ Probiotics 0 g/kg)) Synbiotic (TABP+ Probiotics 2 g/kg) <M Orthogonal contrast Trend analysis
laying hens Level of TABP supplementation in diets (B)  Level of TABP supplementation in diets (B)
1% 3% 5% 1% 3% 5% CvsO A B## AxBH# B## AxB*#
Duodenum
Villus height: VH (mm) 1.338P 1.4852 1.5022 1.4952 1.4632 1.4792 1.45920 0.014 ** NS NS NS NS NS
Villus wide: VW (mm) 0.1368 0.142/8 0.1338 0.143/8 0.163* 0.1408 0.153/® 0.002 * ** * NS Q NS
VSA (mm?) 0.572¢ 0.660"¢ 0.6298¢ 0.672/8¢ 0.744A 0.649%8¢ 0.703"8 0.013 ** * * NS Q NS
Cryptal depth: CD (mm) 0.212 0.224 0.213 0.220 0.210 0.220 0.213 0.002 NS NS NS NS NS NS
VH:CD 6.299 6.607 7.081 6.800 6.929 6.705 6.848 0.073 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Jejunum
Villus height: VH (mm) 0.888 0.906 0.930 0.920 0.933 0.940 0.930 0.006 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Villus wide: VW (mm) 0.120 0.124 0.124 0.125 0.127 0.123 0.123 0.001 NS NS NS NS NS NS
VSA (mm?) 0.336 0.355 0.363 0.361 0.373 0.364 0.360 0.003 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Cryptal depth: CD (mm) 0.1069 0.109 0.110 0.113 0.112 0.110 0.110 0.001 NS NS NS NS NS NS
VH:CD 8.122 8.317 8.464 8.118 8.340 8.501 8.411 0.062 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Ileum

Villus height: VH (mm) 0.611¢ 0.6148¢ 0.632/8¢ 0.642* 0.622/8¢ 0.639"8 0.640" 0.003 ** NS * NS L NS
Villus wide: VW (mm) 0.198 0.181 0.191 0.176 0.180 0.170 0.186 0.004 NS NS NS NS NS NS
VSA (mm?) 0.380 0.350 0.379 0.356 0.352 0.342 0.374 0.007 NS NS NS NS NS NS
Cryptal depth: CD (mm) 0.085 0.089 0.090 0.090 0.089 0.091 0.091 0.001 NS NS NS NS NS NS
VH:CD 7.193 6.903 6.997 7.109 6.978 6.983 7.018 0.045 NS NS NS NS NS NS

" Means with different superscripts in the same row are significantly different (P<0.05), »® Means with different superscripts in the same row are significantly different (P<0.01), L = Linear, and Q = Quadratic,
NS= Not significantly different (P>0.05), *Statistically significant different between groups (P<0.05), **Statistically significant different between groups (P<0.01), SEM = Standard error of mean, *Factor A =
Probiotics 0 and 2 g/kg, *Factor B = Level of TABP 0, 1, 3, and 5%, **Factor AxB= Probiotics 0 and 0.2 g/kg x Level of TABP, TABP=Trimmed asparagus by-product
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