38790y TWIZIFd (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2024) 21(2): 108 - 118

PRAWARUN

LY AJ & AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL
Uy o
~4lecuL""‘“p’

https://1i01.tci-thaijo.org/index.php/pajrmu/index

UNANIFY

n1stasudmindanmanndendeaalutiaudasussauznisuin uazanunIweInvasli
¥

VRGRERIGEY

Al 98ing! wigvun dunsgadu® uaz indad Uszlwoes!”

twdvuneluladnisuanand aazmaluladgaamnssunisinyms univeraemaluladyivusnanyiueen Ingnumiuny3 ennaiyIAvang
Jandadunys vssinalng 22210

2 Fmdmmans ansinnsmanSuaTINeINsTIIYIR W Ingidemaluladsrmanans Susen wauiuimsy Suneatsiv) Sminvay3
Usemalne 20110

dayaunaiy

UnAngs

Article history nsfnnnsesuhudnTanwanidenieluifuseaussaurnsndauasaunmenvedlauien
Fu: 13 fgungu 2567

uile: 6 @A 2567

anwad (Uszgnei x idesnaw) Mlaneaes 120 ¢ wiadu 4 nqu Ae nguiaSuinintinimanidendinn

TuhAudiszdu 0 10 30 uas 50 Tadans/ans Mwnumsaaeuuduneluudon Mnn1sfnwInuinguliadu
AaUSUNSATiN: 26 fueneu 2567 o o 4 ¥ 4 A ma A P - . o ¢
. . win@anmannidensieanluiniy 50 faddns/Aas Gunansiuldiadenasanisnaassiidiginimavinuud
Anueeulall: 15 nanu 2567 X . . o e ¥ . . v o4
(P < 0.01) uaglinuliosgnuayengsening 43-120 Fu wag 14-120 fu AldsudminTanwanudendsaaluiim

AdAty ) ‘ .y , Y

inianm Aisgetu 50 daddns/dns duszAnsnmnisieusmsiign (P < 0.01) nquitlasuinndnFinmainiddensiseg

\Eengenn Tuihdufisysu 10 uae 50 faddns/ans Tilesiduinisedsonlneinfenaennisnaaegsgn (P < 0.01) nauiiasu

O A Umsin@anmaniiendisnaluinfudduyuatemsaenisiiuuinign 1 Alandu gendngualvau (P < 0.01)

N P a4 o P I SV P P
waznsasudmindinmanildendenaluihdudwaneminddin wWesidudein 1Wesidudfudiudauss
Weasudihnindesn wWesdudiwiinues wWesidudumindu wWesidudimdniu luduludesios (P < 0.01)
wWesidudmihminUn uaziesidudiminuazae (P < 0.05) lnenguiladumimiininmandentnalutidia
a s 2 o o 13 ' ' v & A 3 o oa & ) T A o
fwesdudlatudesiosininguaiuan (P < 0.01) dlu nsiesuimdn@anmaindeniimeluiifudsaise
aussourMIHARkaEANA e INvedliuilosgnreay
o a a L o o da a 3
NI Tsavfuaziloduland (Das et al., 2018) wariasrusznauvas

svuunsuaslatfeUsznaudie 2 ssuundn fie svuu
nsideanAnaly Fasmuadmnglufinsnansiuauannuay
59190 wagszuUNsARMadendilianudifyduatannm
dnfuazanudafuniee ms (Narinc et al, 2015) Tagwuin
syuunsnanliienadeniivanssruuseiu 1wy M3y
Udoudasy uarsyuunsiasauuduviad (Scientific Committee
on Animal Health and Animal Welfare, 2000) nsuslnaiie
VLdLLaslszﬂfiﬁuLﬁaaLﬂuﬁﬂwNLﬁaﬂwﬁaﬁm%ﬂﬁimmd%L%"aﬂ

guamuaziduiienuvanenmssuids Wesnnillelnfiudios

“Corresponding author
E-mail address: tipwadee_pr@rmutto.ac.th (T. Prapaiwong)

gndnilidearsiugnisnisduidesnndusualutush
(Ganabadi et al., 2009) swtadefiaumuiuiy saviReses
UnmnnanaedinneiaeBmadsauutiesdu SuduiiFesns
vosf{uslng dawaliidolifwilosdsagenindolivaly
2-3 i1 (Ritchoo, 2019) agglsAny ldﬁyul,ﬁaqqﬂmauﬁms
WiyAulng vasiidnsurmeusnuazamnilelndiAs iy
Inftudosiahandudnmadonvilditugusinald (Suwanlee
& Salagham, 2018)

v ¢

Jmdndinmduveavaiildainnisudiniisnsadn ity

Online print: 15 October 2024 Copyright © 2024. This is an open access article, production, and hosting by Faculty of Agricultural Technology,

Rajabhat Maha Sarakham University. https://doi.org/10.14456/paj.2024.43



W. Waramit et al. / (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2024) 21(2): 108 — 118 109

WeanienInudInia wiauNIgsssuvIANAnT unatgvile
FNIEIRNRINTNY gosluuiiy ansuseneuiadnlaneadiy

LavLwasanivalesin A1stulamse TUsAY nsneydly

a

waztoulwyl (Ghaly et al., 2013) Ingluthvdn@in nilgdunidn

A a <) '

TUseAnSnmu3edidu (effective microorganism, EM) \ungu

]
a wa

duvsgiiflquaudfuanaiaiu fie 1) ngulesvimidimidu

q

-2

fasanistesaasy 2) dunidnguduasierivas inuad

o

dumasgviansduvsdliunianmiin 3) RAuvsdnguiliiuvuiunis

q
v

o & & o v a9y : a & vy & a A«
win Faduinszdulinmsdesaaeifintuldunniu 4) 9aun3s
nqunssiglulnsiauaineinia wieldiaguinudnansiidu

Usglegumonisiadgiaule 1y lUsAunazasdunigdu

N 6

uay 5) aunidnguaiiensauanindevitvminilunisded1uiie

suavuuaiSeiiulny (Chantsavang et al., 1998) Inedqu
Tngiuadunidlunquuanlaufadauazfad (Higa & Par,
1994) wonani Kromratanaporn (2012) srerum sl
Fanmludniidend sslneldiminganin 1 dausetn 1,000
du (1 1 1,000) awnsatresinUsyansnmlunisgesomnsle
Wndu uenaNddnidn ans wasdnfiAendeadildsurngn
Framedeainavenensiasuluimieluemseziiaany
Frumulinang o laa lnganzlsassuunauaue s fvan
ANUASEAINNNSTLE 1A R T kazN151UE BuLUasvean N

BINFA

a a g

Chantsavang et al. (1998) Anwin1siasuaauniddion

wazinannsndniivayulnsdegduniddiouluddulula

nsznsiugensivesiownes tneldqdunsddidunsailaainnis

a < 1 o

ndnigayulnsnegduniddidus

q
v

Ydan 1:3000 WUl

N e @& a =

@SugaunsgBiunarinnmsndniivayulnsimeduvsdsioy
ludhfudnasieaussan nnsndnauazAunIngInveslnnseng

(P < 0.05) g/19l5An1Y Jaiwai et al. (2012) Anwnisiasui

o a a

ndndrnmaninindidedroaussausn1suan AuAINEIN

uazAunuNIsHanlAfuliaewhsuinunsnsludmindssse
wudUsame s Ay hmindadiiudy JseAnsaimnns
Wasues uazamwnliiuandsiunsadd (P > 0.05) way
Prachachit et al. (2019) Anwiwanisiaiuminganinaind

nearglasuazgnisluluinaudeuss@nsamnisudauazaunm

a a

sinvasliiie Wuﬂwﬁmﬁﬂéqumﬁw hwilndidiutu Sanns
Widuln UsgAnsamnisitasuenms wasdvinandnvedli
lolsiunnsinsfuneadia (P > 0.05) udnguiliadamsindanm
nimzarslasuargnlluludhdniszdy 50 fiaddns/dn
1 &n3 fdnsnaidessenfindinguauny (P < 0.05)

a £ < g A c’f
wWaondsAn (mangosteen peel) anLTUTaEALRADNIINNG

Aa a & A o v @
ﬂ’]im‘l&mi%mﬂimmmﬁﬂiuwuwﬂ’lﬂmmuaaﬂ IﬂEJLQW']%"\NVT'J@

Ao

Funy3 Fadonfenadansafifidgniniadanin lnsiane
d15Usgnou ueam ¥ U O-mangostin, Y-mangostin,
garcinone-C (Gar-Q), garcinone-D (Gar-D), garcinone- E (Gar-E),
gartanin Wa g smeathxanthone-A (Widowati et al. 2014,
Gondokesumo et al. 2018) 1508, wwaul slegndu
(anthocyanins) fiqnsfusyyadasy dunsdniauteauy
uwna duszansamlunisundeawadainnisgnyianelaveuya
Sasy dudamaaiyAulnvesqdunsd (Chaovanalikit &
Mingmuang, 2007) Yonand danuansunuiy (tannins) 7-14
Wesidud Fuduasiidsanin foqndsdolsa wavauuuna
(Sakdiseata & Na nakorn, 2002) og/13lsfiana n1slduamsn
Franmluniaifiosdniddnisfnuuasideyanisiviniseansn

o v a [

WEWNS UBEUIN 39V lnyasnshtuIntndia i niudndluy

19 [

PEuLazUSIWAnAiueenty datiu nsAnwiluasaldedl
Tguszasdiiofnwinaveinisiasudmdngininainiuien
fpaluthpureaussaugnisndniasaunmenvadlinude

anuas (Usegmas x Lndesvwennn)

L3 ad a o
aunsaluazisn13Ive
SHTNAaDI NG UaENITINUAUNITNAGD

uvesesilldlifuslegnuau (Ussgyem x wRownam)
azinA 91y 13w Swau 120 f dedueenlaefiunauluizanses
fiu wudliveaeseanidu 4 ngu nauay 3 91 9182 10 i1 (replication)
ML IAasuvduNeluuien (randomized complete block
design, RCBD) Ingdavianmiwiusenounie Jadewflemnnnisieiuun
win@anwannidiensiann 4 seeiu Aw 0 10 30 wag 50 Uadans/un
fiu 1 8ns wazrmuabineduudon
Bmsnnasy

nsneaedlulsasaussuuda lneidelniiudiesg e
(Usg 1991 x MaBavnen) lupenuina 2x3 Was (AWK
167 siwiomaauns) melulsuseudnmsidainauiveliainie
wiudsumewliaenin neumsveaes 14 Ju vharuavenalsaSou

' =1 o A ol o & ° @
wazviugeelsavdlsaeunazgUnsalinagliifes uasihnsin
il 14 Ju ndwndudegnlneny 1 Ju wdidsaieurinisnn
"o v ' Yo o 1Y a o

anliielirueugu iirdudesiulsainara@auas iaenay

o o

& . & o > XA A
g vhnsdeslineaeatum 14 Ju neldewnsgnlinudesd
fiszaulushiu 20 Wesiius Welifueeiuammwwndauvadsasou
A A v o | oy |
degninfudlosgnuan e1gasu 14 Tu vihmsdugnliuiadiunay
ngunInARes Insusiaznqamnasnzldnaugnlnmeuasnedle
win 9 AU dmlndedeiiudui 9 du lnveaesldsuemsuazin

@ o . = o o o
AIALUULAIUN (ad libitum) HAaDANTITNAADY UNITVIIAYUATL

TUsunsuiagulnudios



W. Waramit et al. / (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2024) 21(2): 108 — 118 110

a g v A =~ o
ﬂ?iéﬁ]i&/i/ﬂ?%l/ﬂ?f?ﬂ’/?fﬁl’]m1/2787’]1/\7@9)

v
v

FunnisuUieniiganuiudiesan 3 Alansy 1

gl

aniAnuazoawaziuiuvsenuliiutubn 9 vun 1-2

q

wudns udaldasdudminauin 20 8ns unintiana
1 Alanfu Wadogaun3dsidumienisdn :inuien 8 18u A
$1ffe FIuau 185 waztavean 10 Ans nd1nY Uy
drunanliidniy vnnsYeddmsinlkain wasudnialdidu
van 14 3u dleasuimunudduenanzinldgviniethluly
Tumsvaaesdeoly
maAvdeya
naifudeyalnsantuiindminEudusasdugnues
Fninnans Sufinmsidsunlanhminfifiutuvesdninaass
nﬂﬁﬂmﬁgﬁaﬁwmmé’mwmaw%zylﬁﬂm (average daily gain,
ADG) wardns1n1sdsuenmsiiumin (feed conversion
ratio, FCR) YU U5 W ai8 %157 1 waz 019159 Lnae
WemwiamUSinaesiinuldsneTu (feed intake, FI) Tuiin
SrunuLasdshmindninaassiinne wieldmuinmsnsins
\dessen ielinaassongasu 120 Yu duliveaeaneay 1 6

NG InstevtiniiTinneusin wagthanenemsusiln

v
a °

I o o & o o % v
Awdazormduian 12-16 Falug wasaniusinisdedining
FI91899118A8111S waVAsElaeARLUaIaINIT V09
Chotesangasa & Gongrattananun (1999) uagv1A15U N
AUNINYINANLLUVAING LAkA AZWLLLNTAZIN UIMINTTIn
dandnidean dinidnudewazin dmdnedenzanely way
YINUNT wa UL 87 A NN A1STINTAY L BUINIAIUIUN

¢ & s & & o ' s & &% o
LUDSLFUAYIN LUBILTUAT UAIUAALAY LUDTLEUAUINUNUN

s & &9 o s & &% o s & &9 o
Was@usiminazlnn wWasituniivunues wWesiguauinin
Wnazaa wWosidudundndu wWesduduudniu way

v

6 @ & o C% C% 1 v
wWasi@udunnlviuluteiag

nsAATIERdaYANISATA
thdayailfuninisiiesgifionaianuulssu
(analysis of variances, ANOVA) WaglU3 g ulfigunnuuLane 19
semineAnedslundagngunisnaass 2835 Duncan’s new
multiple range test (Steel & Torrie, 1980) A286TUSUATH SAS
(SAS, 2012) FNUATLRUAILLANASYDIAILE BTLAI1NIN

v v o W aaa

wuAnsEautadAyneedian P < 0.05

o

NALAZIANTAINANITITY
nsAnwmnsasudmdndinmainidenieanluiisu

' a

AoausIurNIHanLazAun Y nvedlniudliognuanluasell

= v

fignsonmstu 3 svey Ao lifuidioseny 1421 Yu oy 22-42
W wazeny 43-120 Tu laggnsenmsvaaasiiszaulusiu 20.11
Wosidud waee1u 3,063.95 Kealkg seaulusau 16.35
Wosidud Waeanu 3,141.23 Kealkg wagseaulusiu 14.29
Wesidus Wy 3,066.57 Kealkg muddu deszaulusiiu
wazndselugnsemsduiis 3 sver Wdarnnisduimniy
AUEU1Y99 Chaiyanukulkitti et al. (1991) Panja (1999) wag
Polsiri (2001) (Table 1)
wavesmsinganmanwdensnalushiuseaussausniswan
Infhuilosgnaau
nsfinwinavesmiindanandendsealutfuste
aussournsndaliiuiiosgnaay fuwansly Table 2 wuin
Usinamsiuldvedinuiiosgnuaneny 2242 Fu Tunguillésu
hwindhnmannivdentsaaluiifiufisedu 0 uay 30 Sadans/

A5 AU 39.86 NSUATUL WAy 39.91 ASuRaTY AUaIsU

D)

A1gandnguilasuuinin@ininainidendenaluuiaud

pmd)}

50U 10 waz 50 Jaddns/ans (P < 0.01) Usunanisiulavedln
fludlosgnuaneny 43-120 Ju lunguitldsurmnganiwann
WaentaaaluthAuiisesu 0 uay 50 fadans/ans daify
60.49 n3usiatu uar 61.01 n3usio¥u mudiy dergeniingu
¥sudmdndinmandentaaluduiiszdu 10 wes 30
fiaddns/am3 (P < 0.01) a8slsfimy Usmmnisiuldlaeiade
naeanTIAaesaInauTldTu NI nUdenstanely
dhiufiszsu 50 faddns/ans deuvindu 57.31 nsurefu
fusuanisiuldganiimaniynuud (P < 0.01) Faladesing q
fidsnalisinunsiuldlunguildsuindnanmaniden
ﬁmmsl,mfﬁmﬁﬁhqqﬂdﬁﬂ%@ﬁ?ﬂﬂiﬁﬂ&jummmwLﬁaqmﬂiaﬁma
Y099IMIT STUUAISHE 89 wavdaden1ed swandoud u g
(Merennungba et al, 2024) Taevi2lumauden1501%157
Lﬁmﬁudﬂwaiﬁé’mnmsw%ag@uimmﬂs'z’Tu Inilefiuemsiiiudu
i el saneseaud 09N 15T T NuarAINEEIND NS
Tnewunladeiifvuslgieudeinsemmsinniilailedii

uALdn (Rahman et al., 2022)



W. Waramit et al. / (PRAWARUN AGRICULTURAL JOURNAL 2024) 21(2): 108 — 118 111

Table 1 Ingredients and nutrients composition of diets

Ingredients of diets

Ingredients (kg)

14-21d 22-42d 43-120d

Maize 44 40 40.5

broken-milled rice 15.5 16 17.5
Rice bran 9 8.75 9
cassava chip 0 12.25 12
Soybean oil 1 0.5 0
Soybean meal 16.5 11.5 8.5
Fish meal (55 % CP) 8.5 75 6.5
Oyster shell 2 1 25
Di-calcium phosphate 0.5 0.5 1.5
L-lysine 2 1 1

Salt 0.5 0.5 0.5

Premix 0.5 0.5 0.5

Total 100 100 100

Crude protein (%) 20.11 16.35 14.29

ME (Kcal/kg) 3,063.95 3,141.23 3,066.57

Sannavasuemadudninveslifudesgnua
91938919 43-120 Tu wazengseving 14-120 Ju Tunguitlésy
dhafndinmandendsaluidufiszdu 50 faddns/ans
Wiy 2.66 uaz 2.67 fensndnguiildsudminganinain
Lﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁﬂ@@iuﬂfwﬁuﬁixﬁu 0 10 uay 30 dadans/ans (P < 0.01)
(Table 2) QAunIsTUsEAVBAMaIINNTuLUARGsLN TN
(Department of Agriculture, 2003) leiwn nau Lactobacillus
waz Bacillus § 99 8un3e Lactobacillus 1 arunsadud
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botulinum el usgsfuazdnaiunisldusslovivesomis
nszgunsasgiiauiulsaludld uwag Bacillus a1unsoasne
ulydgisgoslusiunazits 1Wu amylase protease hemi-
cellulase ﬁﬂﬁmmitﬂm%mlﬂi%ﬂsziwuﬂlﬁqqsﬁyu (Kaewmanee,
2010) Insunumvesdunidnaud vzt inie funtsszuy
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maduems Milinisgeswarnisgaduemsiluunfiuasdl
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Lactobacilli mmsa&TUEj”uwa%Wﬂ'aIiﬂ U Salmonella spp.

uag E. coli la (Boguslawska-Tryk et al., 2012) Iﬂaﬁgauwgéﬂﬁjm

Lactobacillus @sNIONAANIADUVIFE LU NIALAARNLAZNTA
as@in WuAy wavaninsandn Bacteriocin Bacteriostatics

wae Bacteriocides Favinntndilunisdudadanalsaluvianiafiu

112

819113 b8 Salmonella Campylobacter wag E. coli Wudu
(Nabizadeh, 2012; De Maesschalck et al., 2015) a9t uLdialn
naaeslasuuningdanimainildensdenalua udavinli

Wasiduinisidessoniuuindy

Table 2 Supplementation fermented bio-extracts from mangosteen’s peel in drinking water on production performance in crossbred Thai native chickens

Fermented bio-extracts

from mangosteen’s peel level (ml.) P-value
Items SEM
in water 1,000 ml
0 10 30 50 Sex Treatment

Initial weight (g) 34.43 34.21 35.19 35.03
Final weight (g) 1,695.43 1,687.46 1,705.32 1,673.20
Weight gain (g/h/d)

14to21d 12.68 13.01 13.84 14.10 1.01 0.56 0.08

22to42d 14.37 14.04 14.68 14.78 0.70 0.98 0.43

43 to0 120 d 14.98 14.82 15.38 15.06 0.26 0.98 0.32
Average 14 to 120 d 16.93 16.88 17.03 16.83 0.18 0.24 0.87
Feed intake (g/h/d)

14to21d 28.38 27.68 27.40 26.88 0.86 0.49 0.07

22to42d 39.86" 37.94° 39914 37.46° 0.21 <0.01 <0.01

43 to 120 d 60.49" 59.89° 58.92° 61.01" 0.22 <0.01 <0.01
Average 14 to 120 d 54.56° 56.04 56.69° 57314 0.19 <0.01 <0.01
Feed conversion ratio

14to21d 2.56 2.51 2.64 263 0.07 0.37 0.82

22to42d 2.77 2.78 2.79 2.68 0.01 0.65 0.32

4310 120 d 2.88" 2.84"8 2.76° 2.66° 0.00 0.95 <0.01
Average 14 to 120 d 287 289" 2.80° 267 0.00 0.57 <0.01
Survival rate (%)

14to 21d 98.75" 98.80" 97.50° 98.80" 0.31 0.91 <0.01

22to42d 97.50° 98.75" 97.50° 97.50° 0.18 0.39 <0.01

43 to0 120 d 98.75 98.75 98.80 98.80 0.17 0.46 0.99
Average 14 to 120 d 97.50° 97.50° 97.50° 98.75" 0.04 0.84 <0.01
Cost of production (baht/kg of weight gain)

14 to 21 d 34.57° 35.27¢ 37.29° 38.12" 0.18 0.39 <0.01

22to42d 32.67° 33.55¢ 36.47° 37.08" 0.21 0.67 <0.01

43 t0 120 d 32.90° 33.15° 37.814 38.03" 0.34 0.92 <0.01
Average 14 to 120 d 34,72 35.90° 36.28" 36.90* 0.23 0.50 <0.01

A B CD
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(8 o8 U 91T AUNIN LATLUINIINITLA 897 Lna Nz a
(Merennungba et al., 2024) éfuvlummmwfamil,ﬁ'mﬁwfiﬂ

1 Alansy MaenY9VINITNAADY FAULANF 197 Lo e 193]
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vindanmannidensinelutfsiszdy 0 10 uas 50 Sadans/Ans
(P < 0.01) (Table 3) Fsszivvaadeleluennsinfiuadensinnnves
A1 (Edmew et al, 2024) gonadasiiu Olajide (2017) Sieamu3A il
dwindssnntudueenmevsimesioniifidelogduomaes
Inioswerinfadl usidminfuszannviedeseaiarndmingn
vedlriielnenss dwmsuesiduiimiindurednfiudiosgnua
Fsudmindanmanidensnalminduiissdy 10 faades/Ans
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(Havenstein et al,, 2003; KieroNczyk et al,, 2017)
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Table 3 Supplementation fermented bio-extracts from mangosteen’s peel in drinking water on carcass composition of crossbred Thai native chickens

Fermented bio-extracts

from mangosteen’s peel level (ml.) P-value
Items SEM
in water 1,000 ml
0 10 30 50 Sex Treatment
Live weight (g) 1,627.56° 1,713.04° 1,663.18° 1,766.46" 188.09 0.95 <0.01
Carcass (%) 64.64° 66.63" 65.21° 66.04" 0.24 0.64 <0.01
Carcass grade score 4.42 4.38 4.37 4.47 0.16 0.57 0.96
Dressing yield (%) 73.43¢ 74.00° 75.21* 74.08° 0.20 0.77 <0.01
Breast meat weight (%) 19.82¢ 21.56" 22.19" 20.84° 0.32 0.45 <0.01
Wing weight (%) 6.68° 6.59° 7.25°% 6.75° 0.13 0.62 <0.05
Thigh weight (%) 14.25 14.73 14.19 14.92 0.27 0.66 0.07
Drumstick weight (%) 17.62" 16.75° 17.96* 16.96° 0.18 0.74 <0.01
Head and neck weight (%) 12.85° 12.31% 11.86° 12.26%° 0.24 0.27 <0.05
Feet weight (%) 8.47 8.80 8.75 8.94 0.15 0.99 0.26
Liver weight (%) 2.58° 2.85" 2548 2.63° 0.02 0.69 <0.01
Heart weight (%) 0.67 0.68 0.66 0.66 0.00 0.36 0.95
Gizzard weight (%) 3.77¢ 4.40° 4.94" 4.62° 0.06 0.35 <0.01
Abdominal fat (%) 178" 1.42° 1338 1.40° 0.03 0.96 <0.01
ABCDin the same row with different superscripts are significantly different (P < 0.01).
5 din the same row with different superscripts are significantly different (P < 0.05).
mﬂNamsﬁﬂmaqﬁﬂszﬂau%’mmaﬂﬂ'ﬁmﬁmqﬂwau ﬂémﬁ'ﬂﬁmazﬂa (P <0.05) Lﬁa&mmﬁum%‘ ‘ﬁﬁﬁsxﬁm%mwiu

aaa
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s 2 < - Y ' s 2 ¢% o &

wWasuden wWeiuddudiudauds wWedigudumiinidesn
s & ¢8 o s f8 o o s ¢8 o &

wWasiudumtinues WesiWudiwindu wWesiguiumidniuy

lvsfuludeevios (P < 0.01) wWoesi@udmimdndn wazlosidus
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Bacillus 3338un3¢ Lactobacillus Hanaunsaduguieqauvidne
1san Zj U Salmonella, Escherichia coli wa ¥ Clostridium

botulinum edusened warduasunisiduselevivesainns
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o
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q

wulydgisgoslusiunazits 1Wu amylase protease hemi-
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ABSTRACT
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Crossbred Thai native chickens

In this study, the effects of supplementation with fermented bio-extracts from
mangosteen peel in drinking water on the production performance and carcass composition of
crossbred Thai native chickens (Pradu-Hangdum x Leuang Hang Kao) were investigated. A total
of 120 broilers were assigned to four groups, each supplemented with fermented bio-extracts
from mangosteen peel in drinking water at levels of 0, 10, 30, and 50 ml/I. A randomized complete
block design (RCBD) was used, and the results indicated that the group supplemented with
50 ml/l of fermented bio-extracts from mangosteen peel had a higher average feed intake
throughout the experiment compared to the other treatments (P < 0.01). Native hybrid chickens
aged 43-120 days and 14-120 days that received 50 ml/I of fermented bio-extracts in drinking
water had the lowest feed conversion ratio (P < 0.01). The groups that received 10 and 50 ml/I of
fermented bio-extracts in drinking water had the highest average survival rates throughout the
experiment (P < 0.01). However, the groups supplemented with fermented bio-extracts from
mangosteen peel had higher production costs (baht/kg of weight gain) than the control group
(P < 0.01). Moreover, supplementation with fermented bio-extracts from mangosteen peel in
drinking water significantly affected live weight, % carcass, % dressing yield, % breast meat
weight, % drumstick weight, % Liver weight, % gizzard weight, % abdominal fat (p < 0.01), %
wing weight, and % head and neck weight (p < 0.05). Specifically, the groups supplemented with
fermented bio-extracts from mangosteen peel had a lower % of abdominal fat compared to the
control group (P < 0.01). Therefore, supplementation with bio-extracts from mangosteen peel in
drinking water positively influences the production performance and carcass quality of hybrid
native chickens.
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