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ABSTRACT: The experiment was conducted to study the effects of protein levels in concentrate on feed intake,
nutrient utilization and growth performance of Thai indigenous male goat. Sixteen goats, 3.53 + 0.52 months old,
with average body weight (BW) of 820 = 2.65 kg, were allocated into 4 treatments under a Completely
completely randomized design (CRD) for 104 days study period. Treatment diets consisted of pangola hay ad
libitum supplemented with concentrate containing different crude protein (CP) levels (8, 10, 12 and 14% of DM,
respectively) at 2% of BW as dry matter (DM) basis. There was no effect of CP levels in concentrate on the
amount of hay, concentrate and total feed intake, including digestibility coefficient of DM, organic matter (OM) and
CP (P>0.05) among groups. Increasing CP content in the concentrate significantly (P<0.05) increased amount of CP
intake (4.49, 5.23, 5.86 and 6.56 g/kg BW*"/d, respectively), N balance (1.71, 2.29, 3.02 and 4.56 ¢/d, respectively)
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and blood urea nitrogen (3.71, 4.38, 6.07 and 8.81 mg%, respectively). Increasing CP content in the concentrate
resulted in linearly (P=0.01) increased average daily gain (ADG) of goats (20.83, 31.48, 30.56 and 40.28 ¢/d,
respectively). The results of the present study indicated the optimal CP level in concentrate for Thai indigenous
male goat (3-6 months old) fed with pangola hay ad libitum was approximately 14% DM. In addition, the results
of the regression of crude protein intake (CPI) on ADG showed that goats required 3.13+0.31 g/kg BW’'°/d to
maintain their BW. The estimation of the CP requirement for goat BW gain of 1 ¢ was 0.39.

Keyword: dietary protein levels; Thai indigenous male goat; growth performance; nutrient utilization
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USanas 2% veniuing Tngliuas 2 ade adtay 1% veainings lunan 08.00 u. uay 16.00 u. TuiinuSuamnsivle
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Table 1 Ingredient composition (% fed basis) of concentrate with different protein levels

Protein levels in concentrate (%)

Ingredient
8 10 12 14

Ground corn 94.05 89.11 84.16 79.21
Soy bean meal 295 7.89 12.84 17.79
Dicalcium phosphate 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Salt 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Premix 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Total 100 100 100 100
TDNY 77.88 78.01 77.99 78.03

YTDN = 40.3227 + 0.5398 (%CP) + 0.4448 (%NFE) + 1.4218 (%EE) - 0.7007 (%CF) (Kearl, 1982)
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mssiusaulusiu Tneld33 Orthogonal polynomial selusunsu SPSS version 16
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dm¥uoaRUsznoumanilveso i sTuislusiuLanseiu 4 sedu Ao 8, 10, 12 wag 14% WUl Uszneudie
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n33AMs (uni uagae, 2553) grsewnsfildlunisAnwaded Mnndadeaduunadusiu uazdnlnauaiuunds
&y Sesgdulusiuluemmstufstumuinasesnindaviesiifistulugase s

Table 2 Chemical composition of concentrate and pangola hay (% DM basis)

Protein levels in concentrate (%)

Chemical composition Pangola hay
8 10 12 14
Dry matter 86.13 86.17 86.36 86.33 97.43
Organic matter 91.97 91.72 90.94 90.75 93.00
Crude protein 8.96 10.97 12.88 14.99 4.30
Ether extract 3.21 3.23 3.31 2.14 1.09
Ash 8.03 8.28 9.06 9.25 7.00
Crude fiber 3.15 3.49 3.71 3.94 3391
Neutral detergent fiber 35.27 35.26 38.14 40.15 83.49
Acid detergent fiber 5.60 5.42 6.63 6.54 51.74
Acid detergent lignin 1.85 1.62 1.37 2.49 14.02
Gross energy (Mcal/kgDM) 4.03 4.04 4.05 4.06 3.97
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A (2552) Tafinvmaessziulusivluomanandiadeaussoammasydvlavounsudedlneoy 3 Weu fs 1 9
TngliungldsuomsnandnsaildngdnSouraduemsveu Afllnvusfidesldsin 66% wavseaulusiusaiu 3

S¥eU (10, 14 way 18%) wuin uneilasuevnsnaudnsalusiu 18% donsinisiasaivlaeie 8.3 nAlwmdnuuwnusdn/
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Fu Tiwannafuneadftuunedldsuemnand5alusiu 14% Jediasnaasudivlnede 6.9 n/twnumuedn/Su
uiigendn (P<0.05) uneitldsueminandnsalusiu 10% Feiidnsnisaiaiviaeds 4.9 n/Ahvinmunuedn/iu
aehdlsfnu SrsnsUasusmsluimtindveung 3 naw (9.83, 7.01 wag 5.79 auaisu) lidanuunneieiu
N9@dd (P>0.05)

Table 3 Effect of protein levels in concentrate on growth performance and feed intake of Thai indigenous male

goat
Dietary protein levels (%) y Contrast”
Items P-value SEM
8 10 12 14 L Q C
Initial BW (kg) 7.88 7.50 8.13 9.13 0.89 069 052  0.66 0.93
Final BW (kg) 9.75 10.33 10.88 12.75 061 069 022 071 0.86
Weight gain (kg) 1.88° 283 275  343° 0.05 024 001 092 0.29
Average daily gain (g/d) 20.83° 3148  3056® 4028 005 270 001 092 0.29
Feed conversion ratio 14.76 9.50 10.32 8.22 0.09 1.03 0.03 0.39 0.29
Dry matter Intake
Hay
g/d 161.64 16892 16815 15826  0.84 447 080  0.40 0.98
g/kg BW */d 32.44 32.04 32.46 27.18 0.51 143 025 043 0.64
Concentrate
g/d 17801 18598 19292  220.13  0.79 1455 035  0.77 0.89
g/kg BW *"*/d 34.55 35.14 34.67 35.99 0.89 067 056 081 0.68
Total
g/d 339.65 35491  361.08 37839 090 1698 047 098 0.91
g/kg BW " /d 66.99 67.18 67.14 63.17 059 090 016  0.26 0.66
Crude protein Intake
Hay
g/d 6.95 7.27 7.23 6.81 0.84 019 080 040 0.98
g/kg BW *"3/d 1.40 1.38 1.40 1.17 076 006 025 043 0.64
Concentrate
g/d 15.95 20.40 24.85 33.00 0.06 250 001  0.66 0.85
g/kg BW *°/d 3.10° 3.85° 4.47° 5.39° 0.00 025 000 067 0.61
Total
g/d 22.90 27.66 32.08 39.81 0.08 256 001 074 0.86
g/kg BW *"*/d 4.49° 5.23¢ 5.86° 6.56° 0.00 022 000  0.83 0.69

Digestible energy
Mcal /kg DM/d 1.29 1.36 1.35 1.63 0.48 0.08 0.19 0.56 0.64

VSEM = standard error of the means, #L = Linear, Q = Quadratic, C = Cubic

b Means with a different superscript in the same row are different.



KHON KAEN AGRICUL TURE JOURNAL 50 (2): 448-459 (2022)./d0i:10.14456/kaj.2022.xx 455

nsldUsslevidldvadinvuzuazaunalulasiau
wavasszAUlUsluomstudenisliuslovdliedasuzuazaugalulpsiauvesuneiuilosiveg e (Table 4)
wu1 ungildSunduinaiuomstuiflusiu 8, 10, 12 wag 14% fdudseansnisdosldvosinguiia (77.55, 77.45,
77.75 uay 82.57% anuanu) duniedng (78.29, 78.34, 78.96 war 83.41% anuannu) lUsAuTIM (59.40, 63.40, 64.99 uaz
77.31% anudndu) olesau (52.88, 55.60, 62.87 uag 68.81% Aud1du) niiawad (56.59, 61.05, 62.06 uaz 69.54%
muaiu) Anluigaglaa (52.23, 53.03, 60.61 kay 67.78% AIUAIGU) wazlnwuyswiidosld (64.42, 65.88, 66.43 uay
69.11% muasiv) Talupnsnafulumsadd (P>0.05) uandlidiudn uneiia 4 nau Igsulusiukasndsnuiiiisesonisiiiu
uLaziInssuvedunidlunsemnesuu dewalvinisdeglavadlnyuglidunnsiei @y uazmme, 2557) sl sl

[

Uselewildvadavurvasunsiuiatnglunis@nuinsilasnndeariu Att et al. (2004) 5189130 uneiuilowilide e

Y
=

wdamgun engUszann 5 ey fildunisinlSauuuidudl wsuseemstunilusiu 130 uas 160 n./nn Fnquste
Fuusraninisdeslfvasinguits BunIetng warlusfusau luansnstulumnsadd (P>0.05) uag Park et al. (2018) 7
Meruhungiudonnind eng 5 eu lFuemnsnaudiaiifsedulusiu 13, 15 uar 18% fduUszAvsnisdeslfues
fnguits launndrstunsadd (P>0.05) ilefinnsandulsyaninistes|fveslusiusmvouny s 4 nau wuin dWuduly
sULuUdun s mszduTUsuluenmstuiifiutu (lnear effect: P <0.05) Fadululufianiafendiu Chobtang et al
(2009) fis1691u1 ungiudoslnemag 01y 8 - 12 Wou AldSvemmnandniaiidsedulusiu 8, 10, 12 waz 14% §

duuszansnisgesldvedlusfusaiintududunss (inear effect: P<0.01) ausgiulusiuiiiivdulugnses

Table 4 Effect of protein levels in concentrate on nutrient digestibility of Thai indigenous male goat

Dietary protein levels (%) Contrast”
ltems P-value SEMY
8 10 12 14 L Q C

Nutrient digestibility (%)

Dry matter 77.55 77.45 77.75 82.57 055 1434 0.21 034  0.66

Organic matter 78.29 78.34 78.96 83.41 054 1402 0.24 032 0.70

Crude protein 59.40 63.40 64.99 77.31 0.10 2819 0.02 0.33  0.51

Crude fiber 52.88 55.60 62.87 68.81 0.13 2.71 0.02 0.74  0.80

NDF* 56.59 61.05 62.06 69.54 0.28 2.40 0.07 0.75  0.65

ADFY 52.23 53.03 60.61 67.78 0.14 2.76 0.03 0.53 0.76

TDNY 64.42 65.88 66.43 69.11 0.43 1.01 0.13 0.77  0.75

YSEM = standard error of the means, %L = Linear, Q = Quadratic, C = Cubic, NDF = Neutral detergent fiber, ADF = Acid detergent
fiber, TDN = Total digestible nutrient

wavassdulUsiuluommstusoaunalulnsauvesunsiudiosing e (Table 5) wut Uiinalulasauiiune
Iﬁé“umﬂmmiLﬁmﬁuiugﬂLLUULﬁumiﬂmmzﬁu‘lﬂsﬁuﬁLﬁuﬁﬂummﬁu Tnsunsilasunguiaasuemnstuiiiiusiu 8,
10, 12 uay 14% SUsunadlulnsiauiilasu 4.10, 4.80, 5.47 uay 7.13 n./Yu Liuansnesiunisada (P>0.05) dusulsunu
Iuimmuﬁiuaaﬂmmua (1.65, 1.73, 1.56 waz 1.61 n./3u) wazlaany (0.73, 0.77, 0.89 wag 0.96 n./3U) YosuNI 4
naw laumnsnefuneadi (P>0.05) iefiansanaugalulnsiau wuh Wutuuudunsmusssulsiuluesdufidude

Tngunglasunauisasuomnstunilusiy 14% Jaugalulasiau (4.82 n./3w) liuanseduunglasuemstuniilsiy
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O Y aa

129% (3.02 n./4w) usiganinungléFuevnstuiiusiu 8 uas 10% (1.17 way 2.29 n./4u muddv) egnsiifuddymisad
(P<0.05) Tuvauziviunalulnsiauilunggaduld (59.41, 63.41, 69.52 war 77.31% auandv) uazUszansaimnnsly
Tulnsiau (41.64, 46.97, 53.00 way 62.91% mua1du) liunnsnsfunisadia (P>0.05)

dmduanududuves gi3e - lulnsiouluideauny (Table 5) wuin fdfintuniuszFulusiy
Tuemnsdu (P<0.05) Tnsunzdilasuonstuiiilusiu 14% fanududuvesyde - lulasavluidengaiian (8.81un. %)
5998911 unelaSus st undlusausiy 12, 10 uag 8 % (6.07, 4.38 way 3.71 4N.% ANE1NU) lngseauvesyisy -
lulpsiauludeaifisduuudunssmussdulusiuiifindulueimsdu (inear effect: P<0.05) etaududurosiie -
lu‘lmmﬂ,uLﬁam’jﬂumé’uﬁuﬁﬁ’uU’%mmiﬂiauﬁﬁulﬁuazszé’fvLLaaﬂmﬁa—"Luimmuﬁmamlé‘luﬂiuwwgLu‘u (Preston et al.,

o a a6

1965) lelUsAugndesaasazldufanenluidonazgnadunidiluduasziidulsfuvesqaunid Tnsufauenlude
dnifuazgnaadudisunazgndusenlasianeslusuvesyFe szivgFelussneannsainlilaensamsedululasiaulun
aadvdediy weldusseaululnnadludon Ssanmnsoldamududuresgde-lulasauludenduiisdnmslivsslond
vadlulnsiau wazTinalulasiuiiauld (us, 2533) edanududuresgds - lulasauiigduden eradosnd
dndruvemdnutiosniundslusiu vhlfnsgadulusiugnisuaieniutu luvasiivindndiuresndanudiunnnd
wnaslusiu gisannszuadonazgnisnduanlunszmzguuiedluadradulusiudely (NRC, 2001) TnssyfugiSe-
lulrsiaulunssuaidonunslunisfinwiaded aenadosfusionuues wiyaun (2550) isenuiuneiudodnomar o1y
Uszaa 19 ﬁié’%’méalué’wﬁum@mmeﬁwiwmum 0, 25, 50, 75 wag 100% lua1mnsIu iauﬁuwzﬁ’wwﬁl,l,ﬂwﬂﬂé"ml,ﬁq 4

a

vavgiSe-lulasiaulunszuaidon aglutig 8.34 - 14.10 1n.% ldusnaneiun1eada (P<0.05) v4il Bennis et al. (1991)

an

€

lag & uazany (2554) na1731 Aseaululasiulunaadnivsunaaluwneniiongtes wagaziiuvuliownsionguin

3

2D

U

Table 5 Effect of protein levels in concentrate on nitrogen balance and BUN of Thai indigenous male goat

Dietary protein levels (%) Contrast”
ltems P-value  SEMY
8 10 12 14 L Q C

Nitrogen balance

N intake (g/d) 4.10 4.80 5.47 7.13 0.06 045 001 053 077

Faecal N (g/d) 1.65 1.73 1.56 1.61 0.98 013 082 096 074

Urinary N (g/d) 0.73 0.77 0.89 0.96 0.51 006 015 087 085

N retention (g/d) 1.71° 2.29° 3.02% 4.56° 0.05 0.41 0.01 048 083

N absorption (%) 59.41 63.41 69.52 77.31 0.14 300 003 073 099

NB/NI (%) 41.64 46.97 53.00 62.91 0.15 355 003 073 092

BUN (mg%) 3.71° 4.38° 6.07% 8.81° 0.02 0.70 0.00  0.33 1.00

YSEM = standard error of the means in the same row, L = Linear, Q = Quadratic, C = Cubic

2b Means with a different superscript in the same row are different.

N15UF2HUAMUABINTIUTAULNDNIIANTITNKAZNISLI YRR
N3UsERUANABINISIUSALNENITASITNLATNISA3AULR INEUNTaRnRaIBudY S3WINe USunalusAusi
Anulsnagdnsnisasqiivlnmdenetu loauns Asil Y= 3.13 (= 0.31) + 0.39 (+ 0.05)X, P<0.05 Ing Y = a+bx

) Y = USunaulusiusiudniule (n/nndwdnamuwnuedn/iu)
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X = dnsinmsiseiulaassiaiu (n/nn.dininuunuedn/i)
uer  a
b

INAUNITHUTN AAAUAY Y Wiy 3.13 (SE windu 0.31) wazdiaaudu iy 0.39 (SE wirdu 0.05) laedian R®

AFAUAU Y

AU

Wiy 0.88 Feanunsoesunglain unyiudlosing WA (818 3 - 6 i) Foanslusauiionsfsedn 3.13 n/nanamiin
unUean uaviosnslusiuiingy 0.39 n. wefudvdnga 1 n./3u

Faudumzdmin 10 nn. wnldaunsiildannisaassmuinanudosnslusauseuns nuiunedesnis
TWsAuiion15isedn 17.60 n./5u wavsnndeenisiiuneitudngdin 50 n./5u unsdeanisiusiu 37.10 n./5u @
Tn&iAgaiu NRC (1981) fiwuvainin ungthmidn 10 nn. Aldsuomnslulsinamsiiuaviifonssutios deansTusiu 22 n./3u

WIBNITATITN LasABInN1siuSAY 36 A./7U Wansuindutngs 50 n./3u

The regression of CPI1 on ADG

17

6 e ¥
’é‘ 5 /
R e s—o
Z
4 3
2, Y = 3.1323 + 0.3919x
o
N R? = 0.878

O T T T T 1

0 2 q 6 8 10
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Figure 1 The regression of CPl on ADG

G
matasuenstuiiliwnunziudeosnemed o1y 3 - 6 wou lasundunslnauiauudun wudrszaulusiiu
Tupwnstuiudy Lifinaseusinaeimsiuneiuld widmwaliuTualshununelasuduysyansnisdesldvedlusiu

maiuinlulasiau/Usiu weravssonmmasiyiuTnvesuneiisdunussdulusiuiifnd Tao ungfudosvemer

IFFungunslnauiuuuidini esldduemetuiiilusiu 149% sstunsfudosvemea 01y 3 - 6 iou FosnsTusiu
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n./%u eglsfnu msfimsuszifiuarwanysalvesstameuns weliszneumseiunenavesssiulusivluemstuiid
soaussnamnseiasivle wasarsiufodweavadlugiu Wednwinszurunswiinges warliusznauniseAusiona

nslduselevilauansvyuisuvedulasaulunssimne s

AUBUAN

auzdIfoveveunseaudtnnuinuinsidonisineas (esdnmsumvy) fildyuatuayuniside veveuna
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