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Effects of yeast fermented cassava peel replacing rice bran on In vitro gas
production kinetics and degradability
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undnge: WisndafudusvdndumundennnssuiunsUendensiudusvdnouiiasinluadauddulsenuud iy
devdenivinannn WumsimwvdeldusihliAnusslovinazandununisuandnlasnsnindnedas iteifiunnei
TushureaUFendratudsnds manaassiliingusvasdiflednymaresnslfiudondafuddendminBadnaunusndn
Aovauraninndauiasarauasalunisdesaaelilunasnnaas ¥NTNUEUNTNAGRILUUENENYTAl (CRD)
Tnsudsngunnasseanidu 4 ngunisvaaes naun1Tnaesay 3 91 liun dndiusrdnsedendrsiudusvdmingas
(Yeast fermented cassava peel, YFCP: Rice bran, RB) fi® 100:0, 90:10, 80:20 uaz 70:30 AINE1AU NANITNARDINITLY
Waendsfudusvdmiingadvaunusidng wuind a @witazansldiui) An b @uitliazans) d ¢ Ensnisudnuia)
wazA1 (a+b) (Ananmnisuanuiia) veannguvaaeslifinnuuandanisada (p > 0.05) Msgosdaevedinguiiasn1s
govanguasduvieinglunasanaaadudalusdl 12 uay 24 vdinsun wuibifiaruuaneiunisedd (o > 0.05) 91nwa
maneaesasUlidn amnsaléfendafudUsndmingadvaunusidnilete 30% Tuansems wandiiuinudendiadu
dlzvdmiindadiidnanmiiissnedmsunisladuingivemsdnile

Aandgy: LWasndudamindad; nisdesaaiulalunasnnaaes; saumansnisuanuia

ABSTRACT: The cassava peels from the cassava peeling process are washed before being utilized in large-scale
cassava starch production to extract starch. Because washed cassava peels are high in carbohydrates and protein,
it's a good method to use leftovers and lower the cost of animal production through fermentation. The aim of this
investigation was to examine the impact of utilizing yeast fermented cassava peels in lieu of rice bran on in vitro
gas production kinetics and digestibility. Four experimental groups were created inside the trial group in a completely
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randomized design (CRD). Washing yeast fermented cassava peels instead of rice bran at ratios of 100:0, 90:10, 80:20,
and 70:30 percent were the three repetitions for each experimental group. Results revealed that the values of
washed yeast fermented cassava peel rather than rice bran were discovered to be a (immediately soluble
component), b (insoluble part), ¢ (gas production rate), and (a + b) (potential extent of gas production) were not
significantly different among all the experimental sets (p > 0.05). There was no statistically significant difference (p
> 0.05) in in vitro dry matter and organic matter degradability at 12 and 24 hours after incubation. There was no
discernible difference in any level when rice bran was substituted with yeast fermented cassava peels. It seems that
yeast fermented cassava peels may be a viable substitute for rice bran. Nonetheless, research on the level of dairy
and beef cattle's utilization of yeast fermented cassava peels is necessary, as is an economic return study.
Keywords: Yeast fermented cassava peels; in vitro degradability; ¢as production kinetics
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Umasiidiedld 660 ml ihmsehemuazsauasluringUrmfitinsissuasazaediie suasussime s aemhudly
10 1.1

nwdsuesvaaes tagtfrgRuemmstiusnanaugns sinstaiminemnsuluun 0.2 ¢ wasrhatun
Huermavaaesiugiulutiina 0.3 ¢ nudndiue1msdusiosImveu (concentrate, C 40: roughage, R 60) T2 ¥u
0.5 g WUTTIatluYINTWIN 50 ml Ungnensuazaseumentozgiiillevlviain vnnsussgvearainnnszimendnuaia
Tunamiedeslasviniivionommeassliudoenainguu wdwhnslaoondiausefiwaniueulaeenlasimumaane
geiineifudneunsiiugnens wiewieiidudiundliifioszusena wieutuiuldnszuandnemanainuuin 60 ml ga
YDUMAINNNITZIZIIINENUSHIQ 40 ml anvIngUTukarussyatluvinviiedeslngldiduunsinumisgnens (vhnns

penaveAsusulaeenledeanieu) naanniuihmiisgesndudduusnugungin 39 ewwaidya

Table 1 Feed ingredients of the diet used in the experiment

Rice bran: YFCP ratios

Ingredient (kg)

100:0 90:10 80:20 70:30
Cassava chip 56.00 56.00 56.00 56.00
Rice bran (RB) 20.00 18.00 16.00 14.00
Yeast fermented cassava peel (YFCP) 0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00
SBM 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00
Urea 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Premix 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Molasses 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Sulfur 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Salt 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Total 100 100 100 100

nsiufediuasmsiaTziesdusznaumaadl

deoldudendraiudusndmindadud vnsguiviedlaefuioges 500 ¢ vin1suusiaogaems
oonidu 2 dw duusn thleuiigumail 100 ssrnwaidea Wuna 24 Falu tilewniaqusks (dry matter, DM) wazdud
2 ¥lUeudl 60 ssmwadea 1unan 48 dalua il evi IRt iwas UaR1UAZUATITEIA 1 mm wdIunT ATz
asAusznoumuallann Jnguire, 1an (ash), lusiu (ether extract, EE), WWsAunenu (crud protein, CP) a1135989 AOAC
(2000) Sinszmiolefiavansluansazareiiiliunana (neutral detergent fiber, NDF) uazifielefiazaneluasavanefidunsn
(acid detergent fiber, ADF) @1135n15984 Van Soest et al. (1991) n1sAnwiaauaansvonIsndnuia (kinetics of gas
production) AAWUasIsN15U09 Menke et al. (1979) MIN1TiANANAALAE §2l19 0, 1.5, 3, 6,9, 12, 24, 36, 48, 72 uax
96 MuIFN15v84 Foiklang et al. (2016) uazvinsandufinUinauia dethawandauiadldunmeainsd duiiazaeld
Vil (a) daudiliiazans (b) Smsnsnanuia (o) uasveuafisifnenw msnanua (a+b) Taelilusunsuduiagy fit curve

WIDBSUNYAUAIANSVRINISHANLAAMIULUUIIABIANN1VBY Drskov and McDonald (1979) ¥nA15inAINTSEaeaa1avad
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“mquﬁd (in vitro dry matter degradability, IVDMD) LLasmieJaaamwaaﬁum%ai”mq (in vitro organic matter degradability,
IVOMD) wanniegsemmnsitldlunisvaaemdanuufidalusd 12 wag 24 vnvhnisnsesmsiivaeilvauliuisiinisds
hwiinuazitluniigungdl 550 ssmeadea 1Wuna 2 dalus whdedin dhanfldlumuummsgeslivosngusis
wardUNILINgMLITVeN Tilley and Terry (1963) figanis
IVDMD (%) = [ﬁmﬁﬂ’a“mqt,l,ﬁnﬁm’fu - ﬁ’mﬁﬂi’mqLLﬁdﬁmﬁawﬁnmiﬂu] x 100 / ﬁmﬁ'ﬂi'mquﬁﬁﬁuﬁu
IVOMD (%) = [witindunieaqiusiu - dmiinduniengimdevdansual x 100 / dndnirquiadusiy
nmsaanzideyanieadn

AAT1EAAMULUTUTIULUU Analysis of variance (ANOVA) @nulliun1snaassnuy CRD lagld Proc GLM flg
TUsuNsumaadi (SAS, 1998) WSsuleuAwaaevInuudaieds Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test NA@BUAINLANGIY

V9ABRT p < 0.05

Nan1sAnwILazIal
29AUsTNIUMBASivaLUFond1siud Uz na LN B an
nMyinseesUszneumeaiivesudenarsdiudevawidnganluios§umins wud IA1inguns 95.71% LUshu
Mo 6.46% Bole NDF 20.97% 1iele ADF 18.05% uazidn 9.17% vesinqusis (Table 2) awgilesdusznaumaniives
Wasndaudsnddidmaaiely NDF way ADF flndfsstuerafurasnnisifivsiusiudenaaiudUsndaniul3ley
nanuy s svinliuissemsisludisy wagminuan Aeuvinisvsin udegndlsinudsmansaiiunuamalasuims
16 Tngtanizegeddaonsifinusunalusiuneu dreandoloseouiy Wefisutunisssaures J953n8 wasamey
(2555) vmsiaseilnvurveaudondratudivzuds wuin fauiu 67.0-74.1% TUsiu 2.12-3.06% foly ADF 21.0-
42.0% 1Boly NDF 32.0-66.7% vasnquits wazidethinvhmsuiuusnmamilnsusligaiudsaliudondaudsnds

mindadarusarduwnadusiunadanladmsudnimeidos @onndaafun1Is189uvee Chemler et al. (2006) lé

5789171 Fagavitaainnszuaunisndndan S. cerevisiae lyiduarunanlusmisdnifauautfidunslulednd

(Prebiotics) Fsgauvsdlunszimnzanunsailuluduunasemsls wazdioiiuinnuaunienivsslosdlussuumaiu

q
v

a1nsvesdnd daldlunsruiunmsdesemsminaisiulawmsauazidely susiivaadanfiiiuduilegndesaatsayle
a1semslusiuiinAuiie wenanildeiinan1sAinwives Syl wag wsams (2561) Aldvinsiinun nslddad S. cerevisiae
N1t aiNAAINIlAYUEYaIe I ngad Tnengud 1 nquAuAN Naud 2, 3 way 4 Wistnvdingad S.

cerevisae Tudagau 500 g: 500 ml; 1,000 g: 500 ml Waz 1,500 g: 500 ml aua1su wuanUsunadusauneruve sl

N o o

nawd 1, 2, 3 wag 4 Wiy 1.38, 4.65, 3.92 uar 3.80% Uug L inguis danuwansineiu egralidudfynieads (p < 0.01)

o 1 a A

Mua1Au wenanil dmudinsauaainluvietnninswiudadlungud 2 dansauaniingaign fe 2.85% vaingui

q

= ' |

uaznuingumaaesil 2 19 UnandeBariiangaiiansiniu 0.9 x107 cellml wandlsifuindndiuntsvsinshed gy
fadlungumaaesd 2 (500: 500) fiaumngauienisUuUInun i minlngewnzmsRudadulusiuneny
asluleinsniidesdne uaznsauanfin uonndeadl nansfnwIves nsadnd wazAme (2560) AldAnwIanRTamIHaY
dnfaguuuumiindsanugns wuingasonsuaudidaguuuuninfifiudondaiudusudsdndau 30, 40 waw 50 Uiy
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Table 2 Chemical composition of yeast fermented cassava peels and rice straw

ltem YFCP Rice straw
Dry matter (DM) (%) 95.71 89.2
—————————————————— % of dry matter-—---—---—--—--
Crude protein (CP) 6.46 2.4
Neutral detergent fiber (NDF) 20.97 87.4
Acid detergent fiber (ADF) 18.05 55.8
Ash 9.17 14.1

Note: YFCP= yeast fermented cassava peels
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dlgvdsdneBad fqvslunsiufsennaisanudeusswinnisaanefivesansdundd naninudeniudusvdanduna
10 Ju vhlflavuzlasanizlusiudu 11.2% Tu D (10.80%), C (8.98%) uaz B (6.81%) auadu dmsugdunsslunsziny
suu wennil nan1sAnwIves Anfia wavame (2565) AldAnwauAslnurvonURendudUsvdan wut Aringuis
Tusiu lusfu 181 Hole NDF wavifiole ADF Ao 24.78, 4.43, 0.73, 10.59, 34.52 Wag 26.30% TAQUIT MuaIGU Faunnang
9INNITBNUTD Wiel UavAnlg (2553) Tlds1eauin msldiudentudendsgaiu 40% vesinquits sravilsitlsziuves
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NDF wae ADF Tuu3snaiige
ARamansnMInaauis uazAaNuaasatumstarazatglivasinguie uazn1sdesazaneldvasdunieing
AaamansnIsHanuia a1 a (@aufiazangléviui) a1 b (@wiliszae) uazan ¢ Easnsuanuia) Fadueild
aunsiitelilunsuvamnmnevesadildannisinulngiBmaiansudnuia Inonaveanisliudendefudusndamiin
gadvaunusitnrevaumansnsuanuia nuinlddinase A1 a, b, c kag a + b laglufinuusnaiamisads (p > 0.05,
Table 3) lngan a nslaildendreiudnUsnaasindasmaunusitiiludagiude 100:0 90:10, 80:20 wag 70:30 HA1NAU
-1.58, 0.29, -0.12 uag -0.05 auadiu A1 b insldudenadratudvznd e ndadnaunusisludagiuiio 100:0, 90:10
80:20 uay 70:30 A AU 125.22, 124.18, 108.65 war 126.61 amdrdu Tuvaziian (a + b) fid1egszwing 108.52 -

126.57 ml/0.5 g vasinguiie wenanfldanudn Auiaazandilusi 96 vawnsuy deufananamnseaullaiisuiungy
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muAy lnediaufiaasaui 96 ilus msldfenduiudvsnamiingadnaunusitniiidadiu fe dndtusesaunmea 100:0
90:10, 80:20 wag 70:30 dAwyiniu 113.00, 114.83, 102.33 way 117.67 mud1du a1aidesnanntuilaenvesiudiusnadl
parUsznavveaioleianuisadeulddiiuniisidn Fasrdnilesrusenauvaslvduiidusidesiunisdesaatsvauiale dn
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MsAnYIve MaRnA uazany (2560) AldANY navesszRuWAsndaiudsndilugrsomsnanduiaguuuunineona
manimsuanufanaznsdosldluvasanaass fildidendsiudusvadugnsosmandudosuuuuniniidadiu 30, 40
uay 50% vesinguiis wuimslifdnamnnsled 30% shliraunsndesaaeldgaiumeandUinaufanuimuaiay
ﬁﬂst‘wmimamLLﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂdﬁﬂ@juﬁiﬂuﬁmﬁm 40 way 50% lneen a (@ufianunsodesaansladne) Ao -0.18, -0.28 uay -2.16
18, PR A1 b (USinaufasuvionun) fo 69.49, 70.69 waw 79.28 ml nuddy waza d (@nenimnskanuia) fo
71.03, 71.53 war 81.64 ml MuaIfU wazdainns@nwives Kalio (2019) 71 la¥n1sAne AMAINILNTUINITVDIUES
Tulssiuildsunmssinuaziasuseiivemsdnd anwdensiudusvds ngltinadansuaninglunaannass 1Waensi
dugndldumaninuasiaiudieaniidlulnsiougs Ao giFe (T1) Yansesituasenliide (T2), Tusudiends (T13) uazly
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Uy gafian (31.90 wag 32.20 ml/200 mg Ymqusis muaneu)

Table 3 Effect of yeast fermented cassava peels on in vitro gas production kinetics and degradability

Rice bran: YFCP ratios

ltems SEM’ P-value
100:0 90:10 80:20 70:30

Gas Kinetics'

a -1.58 0.29 -0.12 -0.05 0.567 0.89
b 125.22 124.18 108.65 126.61 4.851 0.47
c 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.004 0.34
a+b 123.63 124.46 108.52 126.57 4778 0.58
Gas” (96 h) mL/0.5 g of substrate 113.00 114.83 102.33 117.67 3.868 0.67
IVDMD?, %

12h of incubation 68.53 67.20 68.40 62.79 1.556 0.17
24h of incubation 68.14 68.14 67.68 64.44 1.031 0.08
IVOMD*, %

12h of incubation 57.68 62.09 70.79 77.19 5.046 0.30
24h of incubation 72.37 76.26 71.28 75.52 1.390 0.07

Note: 'a= the gas production from the immediately soluble fraction, b= the gas production from the insoluble fraction, c=
the gas production rate constant for the insoluble fraction (b), a+b = the gas potential extent of gas production.
2Cumulative gas after 96 hours of incubation time (mL/0.5 ¢ of substrate). 2IVDMD = in vitro dry matter digestibility. “lVOMD

= in vitro organic matter digestibility., ns = non-significant. °SEM=standard error of the means.

nstegaaevasinguiidluvaannaae (IVDMD) uwazn1sgesaangvesdunseingluvasanaaes (VOMD) Tudilausi

12 wavdaluedl 24 ndnsun wutn ladenuuanansiunisada (P > 0.05, Table 3) Tng IVDMD Tudaluedl 12 vedldiuden
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Figure 1 Effect of yeast fermented cassava peel on cumulative gas production
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