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FululefndsssumAaniudenTnlA (Natural symbiotics from cocoa husk silage, NSCOS) tluansiasufindgnainnig

- T v o o o v - y oy
udeninlindnsauduimingduniduaninfivenedonnlunguudesuazamsadinléiduasiaiuluemsdnila
oo Horw A = - Cos i v sy .
AT IngUszasdiiiefnyinaveanisasu NSCOS denandnuaznaunnlalulnly Ineld Inldmendis areuglsduusl
918 50 dUAM 913U 144 1 MeusunIveassuuvduanysal lnewudlildlldsugasemiiuandieiu 3 ndunnaes dell
nguil 1 ensaauaulUsiiu 18 Wosldud ngudl 2 e1ms ArunuiasuUFeninld 2 wWesidud wasnguil 3 ersnIunuEsy

AdnAy NSCOS 2 wesidud vinismeass 60 Tu 91nmmeasswud msiasudenlnlAuaynisiasy NSCOS ladswadauSununisiu
Fululofindossuyii uazUiamandnld (p>0.05) suziisnsnmsasuemmaduuinledashaalullfiadu NSCOS (p<0.05) mgosld
wWaeanlald voeTnguita Buniding wazidelofidnufiutu vaziishsdiesdn HL ratio franas (p<0.05) luldldiasudoninliuay
FUTIOUNISIIHANES 1&3u NSCOS aaunwlaludiuves Arwgdliuns uagA1 Haugh unit fiauiiatu (p<0.05) luldldfasu NsCos idewFuiiou
ALY Aunguenuauuaznauiasuddoninld uandiifiuindululefndsssumadldandentnld NSCOS awnsaldifuaulu
lnly o1sllald Tnsdwmaisosnsmsdsuswnadulduasanninle
unii 555U lnglnsluledndsssuvAdugdunidinulu
{jq]qlﬁummamldisgjLﬁamm”ql,ﬂuqsﬁaﬁsumaﬁqLﬁmq sysumATiaunselduansiasuluomsudiinaliinUselowd

nfanarldsunsdauaiuanaiaigedredaiiies Taglylndu
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Binaudrieindulusiuiifinagniguslanaunsadndslsn
yutu FoiliunarUiinunsuilnaliliduge vl lvde
Fndudniimsugiavesszmalng delunisnandesddafs
wanAnlifigauazsmdmesuiauauamlliis g wite
noUAUBIANUFeINISYRIUSLaA agtlsfinny uenainU3unn
anusisnsuilnafigauudrduduilnadsiosnsuslnelalidis
AuNNARY A danarviliinensnsidednlisnduses
wannmadeadelildlaunsolinaraniiguaramunmluinge
mslfansieuiassavsamnsndsluguuiuures Sululefind
(Symbiotics) nanafe Lasusiuiusyninanslulednd (Prebiotics)
warlnslulefind (Probiotics) Wnensidensweiuluguuuudululednd
ansnsafiasEAvsammsvhauesiwsluledndls
Fululefndsssuand (Natural symbiotics) WUUNSHARENS
wunanszrinaslulafndannunassssumaTiuiulnslulednd
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Ao19nednd JegauvFdfinulusssumaiivarengy wu nau
QAuvIdiinannsauanin (Lactic acid bacteria) 91N51891LYD
Srakaew et al. (2021) wuin Lﬁ?iyaa;auw%él,l,aﬂaﬂﬁisuﬂmaﬁmam
an Tunghudesuazanusaliiduansasuluemsdnifiina
Bavnsenslnananvedliile (Chaiwong et al., 2023) 31
doyauandbiiuiinisldyduniduaninainlungudes
anunsoldidulnslulofndsssundld wngdinilulednd
5957 Ao ansensgaunIsinulilufivsssunA Younes et
al. (2022) wuin wWasnlnlddaduansiasunslulefind wazds
awnsalfidutngdvluemisdndld luidennalnldd
osfUsznavvaslnrusialusiu lufu uazailulewnsm way
v19duve9ais lulaasadung uaesladinuganilan
(Oligosaccharides) uay wARY 6.1-9.2 A3 i 100 N3uinAg
wis Famumusiemsgeslunsumzennsydsigaaludildidn
warlnanlugdlddmineuazgnuingeslneqdunsdviodu
a1501mM15v0998un3 lud1ldIvgy (Kemperman et al., 2010)
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wonantusdasindfiuea wu walauess wnuilu wasd
ansddadu 4 fdussduszneudnuaneviin wu Slelusiiu
(Theobromine) ansUszneumaniiavamwansosdnilugumsan
msdnauaedunumlumsimeiegdunidnelsalutemaiiu
813 (Chungsiripom et al., 2022) feiy WaenlalAvasiianly
Wuuvas nslulefndsssundle
Fululedndsssuvrfanniudenlnldndn (Natural
symbiotics from cocoa husks silage; NSCOS) Wunsngin
wWaenlnldswuduaduniduaninaintungwundes dawavil
nauvesUFeninlininiinnumeseuIouasilusiufiugatu
Tnewdeninlfuiedllusfiunde 6 Woddud vazdiudeninld
wiinfilusfiu 10-12 wWesidud uaznud ddwauqduniduaniin
a4x107 CFU/Radnsu Feazrilildnilulefndsssumfnnuden
InlagudulnslulefndsssuvAaniduniduanin andeya
Wosduuanddiiiuinanunsandndululefndsssuyiian
Waenlnldndnld waru1vvaruisaldiduaisiasuiiu
Uszdnsnmnisudnuaznaninlvluln vl egrslsfinu deya
Fanamdwian1sdnvmeassdmaiiinluddniUnlasangla
19 fafueniafoadsifajuiudnmnavesnmsliasasudulule
ﬁﬂéﬁﬁmmﬁﬁwﬁmmﬂLﬂﬁaﬂiﬂiﬁwﬁﬂiuzﬂmaﬂ NSCOS 7o
Uinaumslinandnliuazsufmaiiiatusonunwldluldly

guUnsalkaIsNsIdY
mawseasninlnuiuazdululednassadoinasninlamn
Yuvdeninldiilaanlssundalald sunevintan
iy dhanduaniBenaun 1 - 2 wuiwes lneldiedesdu
wedaluth nduiiudentnlAkumsdundutadu 2 dawu
druusnihluanuislazunazidsanoud1luTiAsigvnn
sAvsznaumaadilann aquits Tusfiunetu Welosam lusu
323 LagLa1 MINASUDY Association of official analytical
chemists (AOAC) (1995) uavtmsealldidusmsiasudmsulalu
9m5dn T dwd 2 thuwdn NSCOS TnstwdenlnlAiduuda
wpaniu  dnifuuaiiZouaniin lnetdwsinuuaiiSeiiude
nsAkandn NaalagUsuUTINTEUIUNITHANNINITN5V0Y
Bureenok et al. (2007) ¥nsvenesfadoununiGensauanin
Imaiﬂuwm%uMmmmu 200 mm Hulkaziden Wuldasu
1 an5 Mntunsesteusitudadutinansie 20 a3 vinnsuy
mqm‘mqwm Wunan 3 T Aeuthunldvinisiesigimusunm
wuafiZensauaniniutingn wudn dsiuruedewihiu 2.02 x
10° CFU/fiadans Tnensyuaumswinthnsnaudmndiu
WaenlnlAlusnsauudontald 100 d@au vimein 2 dau (2 %
Tnethwiinan) trldminludauuudoendion wdwuliidunan
14 Yu rouduiegrsiunlieneivideqdunie wafiFena
waA@n Aae3s Culture technique lagly Selective media Aw
MRS agar + 0.02 % NaH; + 0.05 % L-Cystine Hydrochloride
Monohydrate a1135989 Makivic et al. (2019) wu31 A91u2u

AUNIOuaARn 4x10" CFU/Iadnsu uwariinsgsimnesdusenay
maadl loun Saquits Tusuneu Belesan lusfusin wagtdn
P50 AOAC (1995) Lardwiegdinesimusinalndiluea
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gun1sltdninaass Ingn1unN1TRANTUIINAUENTTUATS
fﬁﬂ”UQLLamm"wLﬁumim‘@ﬁ’m‘l,ﬁamumﬁw&nmam%
uningrdewmaluladsivasaadiuw Tusygyiaasil RMUTL-
IACUC 001/2022 lun1svnassnfsiididunisnnass a vy
naaosdnidn uninenaswmaluladsvasaadiuun U lngdn
Iidm mAaeIeguuNTIFHUIWIANTIE X 817 X g9 WU 45 x 55 x
40 wuduns lngdnsdanmsguasazlilassssuralulsasou
wuutla (231981 06.30-18.00 u.) Saudunstinaslniienn
vaontioau (1181 18.00-22.30 1.) LAIMAABINIUAITANYINAIIN
avenn sidefeningnenido BIOCLEAN uaglseyurniislineu
suiiunsmaaesdunan 14 u
AITINURUNITINRDIUAA 5O InaDd

IUﬂ’liﬁmﬂ’lﬂ%ﬂ‘ﬁ’)’NLLNUﬂ’]iV]ﬂaENLLUUQINﬂﬁJyJiEﬁ
(Completely Randomized Design; CRD) Taelunisneansnsadl
T¥svevnamnass 60 Ju Usznaudae 3 vivaud q az 4 9
(F117u 4 nwiesn Tasussalinssas 3 @ swwthay 12 §) 14
dorinpansitonun 144§ Tneinsduvinansliiudiisinua
Plufiuinneglulsadoudiontu lnsAuavunvesinegis
A1135N15984 Neter et al. (1996) TagNINUUATANULANFAS
fugail

nINuET 1 Ao qmmmiﬁﬁiﬂiﬁu 18 Wasigud
(@n3nauAN)

vENUAT 2 A grsemsmuauasdentnld 2
Wesidud

NINLUUG
Wesidud

7l 3 A9 §A59IM1IAIUANLATH NSCOS 2

o sdinaasaiiliuanmafunuusiazngunaaes lng
THom33UuUURe (@1vswasied) Awulidlusiuvenu 18
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WIS MUALUEEUB National Research Council (NRC) (1994)
W@mmmswamLaﬂrﬂEJLwiazqmﬁmmLmﬂ@mﬁuﬁé’w?‘mmuﬁ
Tngd1ulsynouYeI9191snaass uandly Table 1 Tunsla
osanIneassdnlilnlulasuemsuuuinie (Restrict feed)
Taofunaumnailivssann 110 niuinquiisdedsdetu Tne
wueslwemslunrazudu 2 an Ae lumeuldian 7.30 .
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Weaneuagiilinunaonaiian
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Table 1 Experimental feed ingredients

Iltems Kg/100 kg

Fish meal (60 %CP) 3

Full fat soybean 5

Soybean meal 22
Broken rice 5

Rice bran 10
Corn meal a2
Rice bran with hull 4.8
Premixed 0.3
Salt 0.3
Dicalcium phosphate (P21) 2.5
Lime stone 5.0
Plant oil 0.5
DL-methionine (99 %) 0.2
L- lysine (99 %) 0.1
Total 100
Price (THB/kg) 15.8

aussauznsuanlvvealnly

Aedalduunsaiunss 9 ax 3 ¢ Wi Tnaussausnns
nanlngldnananun 60 Su tufins uulesesu wazduinin
winly ihdeyaunAnuanssaugnndnvelily (Hen-day
production) tuidnlaeds (Average egg weight) Usunouaiala
994 (Egg mass) [Egg mass = (average egg weight x hen-day
production)/100)] #1135v83 Zhao et al. (2004) Ragab et al.
(2012) wag Lokhande et al. (2013) ¥Mn1sanvuiinUTuIa
grmsiliasUSunaemsimae WeruwamuSuanisiy
16 (Feed Intake) uagduLfiuemsimdeyn q dUasives
Faaansnnaes waduassdiu druusninluouiigamai
100 ssmnwaidua iothaildluiinszimusinainguiives
asnaaet Mntwhmfldlumuntsinunsivldlnednsde
wiagthainuis warormsBndunisilusuiigumndl 60
sarnwaila @Saudnhluumiunsunsawa 1 fadwns die
Ansizimaiudsenaumaaivedavugang 9 laun Tnguis
Wsflumenu olesau lodusi wasid muiSues AOAC (1995)
warAuInIA1Aslulemsnd sould e (Nitrogen free
extract, NFE) 91n@n15 NFE = 100 - (% A0 + % lusiy
et % Belesan + % losusan + % 18 wasAuaumn
UssAnsamnsiasuemaduled 1 Alansu (Feed conversion
ratio per 1 kg of egg) (FCR = feed intake/egg mass) M35 UD
Hu et al. (2011) Lokhande et al. (2013) wag Nopparatmaitree
et al. (2014)
nslauselenilaveslnvugluomslaly

msiaTeiansiduselevdlavednsugluomslnle
meluaidnd (In vivo) Aeisnisnageunisidusslovilasiu
(Total tract nutrient utilization) laald @15y ﬂ% (Indicator
marker) fia lasiindoonlen (Cr,05) 0.3 Wosidud lue1ms
vnaes MUITues Fenton & Fenton (1979) Tnewiielnlunaaas

218MAABY 6 U1 YIn1sdulnynaaedIuIu 3 N33 Aevsn
s Wmeaeumsldusslenildvedavuy Tnsusaznsssesitu
Fudnsstsaaifivya waeditliilemnsdunivense
Irlivnaedlunssazgnaulildsuomameansii 3 gns Tagluus
azgnsasnausglasiindeante (Cr,05) §1uau 0.3 Wosidud
Tt dUAWT 7 uar 8 vasnIvaaes lnsuustmaanseendu
2 $alpetasdi 1 futieududns (Adjustment period) Wi
7 Ju 929t 2 \Judrafiudiese (Sampling period) 18uiian 7
Fu lnoiflensuszoziiand fmunvzguiiviiegsenmsuay
Hethyaves lnlifldsuomsmaassinanlasindoonlud Tu
dumasiiegyaazynisivadugufviifiadaaniurns
WWUNIATATITA (H,S0,) AU LY 3 Wasidusd muisves
Mountzouris et al. (2011) Aouidled199mTUazAI9E194a
wszimAtesAUszEnoumaail laun Tnguis Tshunenu
Wolosaw Tofusu uasidh suddiangimuimalasindesn
lgsimuisuns AOAC (1995) anduhiildunduaameins
Tduselovdlaanslnvuz a1uisves Sharfi et al. (2012) 4
aung

mslusslevilivasinguiis (Apparent dry matter utilization) =
(% Cr,05 luga - % Cr,0; Twems) x 100
% Cr,0; luya

msldusglevdlaveslamug (Apparent nutrient utilization) =
100-[100 x (% Cr,05 Tuowns x % lnvurluya)
% Cr,0; Tuya % lnyugluems

myinlaginingrveslnlyuazesrusenovveinsalyiuliubon
Jaalafininevadbnlunarasrusenaumaniiluion
Tngluiugavnenismaassiinisensmsiiliussunn 12 4alus
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uwdadulniviitevaassay 1§ $1uau 7 dadenInuudiieiiu
fegradenlnazidenlnuinadn (wing vein) faay 2 Nadans
Wethuiarnududuressadonunsdauuy (hematocrit; Het)
A adanuag (Red blood cell; RBC) AL atd anv13 (White
blood cell; WBC) windanvviaigmnelsiia (Heterophil; H)
way dulwles (Lymphooyte; L) it et lumdnau H/L ratio ¥
F5ulUAnsevianelaamesoa (Cholesterol) uay lnsndiwolsd
(Triglyceride) Ineld1a3 sansa91d ondmlwalA (Advia 120, Bayer,
Tarrytown, NY) @2838 enzymatic colorimetric method (CHOD-
PAP method) #1335 Zhou et al. (2010)
nsinnanmvaslylnuazesdussnouniuedlulyll

Tuts 5 JugavinevesnsmaassdUnnin 4 wagdunnif
8 yimsifiumeeslalndiuiu 1 eseulunsazuiienaass
W ovinnsiaganmnianienmueslyld de dminle (Egg
weight) AunuIveaUdenla (Egg shell thickness) ArAvWUUE
v83luns (Yolk color) a3ugeluuns (Yolk height) Aaugaly
917 (Albumin height) wag11#1 Haugh unit Tneldias aein
ANy (Digital egg tester) YT ANRETE NEARTEPHT GRYIER
IWlifgaumnsl 20 ssmwaldoa Lilethdsinesdusznauma
nilveslinuisues AOAC (1995) Lazmalaainasealuldlayly
cholesterol assay kit (Beijing Biological Technology Co.,
Beijing, China)
MsUATILYToYaN WA

Toyaildainnisnaassianuagnirusauuasin
A1z ANLUTUSIU (Analysis of variances; ANOVA) a1

WHUNTVIRBUVANENYTA] WaslUTousuAILANA19YeY
AadeluusazyEnuusinaassdieds Duncan’s multiple range
test OMRT) Tngldlusunsunieaiian (SAS, 1998) Inannnuman
Auuanesegitddniisedunnudetiu 95 wWedidud

NALAZITAINANTTINY
09AUTENOUN ALY 5011 TNAASN

NMIANYINUI EATOMITNARBIGATATUAL FATIATH
waenlnling uazgasiady NSCOS flusiueds 18.1 17.9 uas
18.0 wWesidud Hidelesiade 7.22 7.54 uaz 7.43 Wesidus
flasfusiuads 5.01 5.04 uay 5.05 Weodifud 1diedy 6.45
6.47 waz 6.45 Wosidus waz NFE e 63.2 63.0 waz 63.1
wWesidud muddu andeyadnanuanddiiiuitesduseney
vmmﬁmmzﬂmmmsﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁlﬁmﬁuuazaamﬂﬁaqﬁuﬂ'ﬂﬁ"l,é’mm
nsAuladlaglusunsupeuiaees Wasnlnlauisdlusfusiu
elosau TusTusiu 1 NFE wasdSunalndfiueasiu witu
7.03 23.8 6.52 7.60 55.1 Wesidua uag 61.2 nfuasilaniu
Toguiis auandu FululendsssuyAain NSCOS WUsiusau
elosau Tusfusan 18 NFE wasUsunalndfiueasiu wiadu
12.4 18.0 6.94 6.5 56.2 WoslGus waz 58.4 niuseilaniuing
wie mudsy venandudmuindululedndsssurdann
NSCOS fU3unaupduvsduanin 4.01 x 107 CFU/Tadnsu wang
Tu Table 2

Table 2 The chemical composition of experimental diets, dried cocoa husk and NSCOS

Experimental diets

Items Dried cocoa husk NSCOS
T1 T2 T3
Moisture, % 9.40 9.42 9.48 82.8 79.1
Chemical composition (% of DM)
cp 18.1 179 18.0 7.03 12.4
CF 7.22 7.54 7.43 238 18.0
EE 5.01 5.04 5.05 6.52 6.94
Ash 6.45 6.47 6.45 7.60 6.50
NFE 63.2 63.0 63.1 55.1 56.2
Total polyphenol (g/kg DM) - : - 61.2 58.4
Lactic acid bacteria (10'CFU/mg) - ) ) - 4.01

NSCOS=natural symbiotics from cocoa husks silage, DM=dry matter, CP=crude protein, CF=crude fat, EE=ether extract, NFE = nitrogen free extract.

wavesnrsiasudululedndsssuvidoinidaenlnlivinge
qussauznslvinananlulnly
msinaussaugnsinandnvesialy wuin nsiesy
wWaenlnlAnsiaznisiasudululefndsssurifain NSCOS lai
dawareuSinansiulduaziUasidudnananlidotu (p>0.05)
TnefiAnadevesUsunansiuld 109.1-109.6 nfusatu uay
wandnly 77.6-77.9 Waesiiud audidu vaisdl nsiaSudulule
Andsssurian NSCOS luanmsialudiuunlduvilsiminld
Lﬁmqqsfu (p=0.07) aghslsAnuldianuunnaiemisadd (p>

0.05) WelssuiisuiunguaruAu wazdwavinlisnsinis
wWasuomadudminlifiaiian (0<0.05) iewfisuiunis
wTudeninlineuargnseomnsatunl deawavinlidunu
Ao MIsRaNSIikaNanty 1 Alansu anas Auandlu Table 3
e UsunanisAulai el unndraduluudazninud
Wesanlunsdnwiadedfinislkermsuuusifalaginun
UsinansliomnsUszana 110 nfutaquiissiessietu thwiin
Tefuualtududululaleildsunsesudululefndsssuani
971 NSCOS wauriivsunanisiuladianlaunnanasud adanals
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dethandnaesanmadasuevnadudminlidasian
Fawwnltunsifistuveshminlduandiduinlnldldsulnvue
Tunsatraeslrunntudsiinnuasnndosiuainisldusson
Fvoddasusiigatululnleflasunnasudululefndsssumi
910 NSCOS wandlu Table 4 & sdawalnensasowusliiudi iy
qﬁumaaﬁmﬁﬂiﬂumswmaaﬂﬂ%ﬁ NARINANIEINTADD UMY

Tnensiasudululefndsssuy1fann NSCOS fd1unanvos
9aun3duanindsdadulnslulefndiidnasonszuiunisdey
n3gedu uazUsinunanantigely aonndestusenues
Cabuk et al. (2006) waz Zhang et al. (2012) fiwuin n15iady
qauniduanindwnariiviiinisgeslaveslilugs nandnliuas
hmiinldfifngedu

Table 3 Effects of natural symbiotics from NSCOS on productive performance of laying hen

Treatments
Items SEM P-value
T1 T2 T3
Average daily feed intake (¢/day) 109.6 109.2 109.1 1.44 0.78
Hen day production (%) 775 7.4 779 2.15 0.59
Average egg weight (¢) 54.1 53.9 56.0 1.56 0.07
Feed conversion ratio (kg feed/kg egg) 2.02° 2.02° 1.98° 0.03 0.05
Feed cost per 1 kg of egg (THB) 30.3 30.6 29.9 1.85 0.10

2 Mean within the same row with difference letters are significantly different at p<0.05, SEM=standard error of mean, T1 = a control diet (18 % of CP), T2 and

3 = control diet supplemented with 2 % of dried cocoa husk and NSCOS, respectively.

wavasnIsiasudululednasssuyrifeinaeninlnnenisly
Usslewdlalulnly

nransAnwnudn Inleildsugasemsaunu gas
gmsidsuUdeninling wargnsenaasudululefndsssud
970 NSCOS darnislauselosilavodlusiu vy wazidn L
uANAsRUNSEdA (p>0.05) usinuin lrluildFugasemsiadu
Wasnlnling wazgnsomsiaiudululefndsssuvifann
NSCOs fnsliuszlemildvosinquits Sunidinquazidelegs
ninlAlvdilesugasmuny (p<0.05) fauandlu Table 4 wansli
wiuinmsdsudeninlinaionsasudululefndainsssums
Tugunes NSCOS finasonislivsslovidlivodavusfingety
neilifosnnludenndnlindiosiuszneuunduiiduledln
wwanladuazinadu fedaiiuemnsvesqdunidiifondn w
lulefind Fsfinauandianunsanumusionisdeslunszmzuay
anldidndrudusazlnaruluddldidndrwinewazgnld
Uselonillasgauvdaiusslon Woedunidnquiverssau
wintuardumumlunsesugduidnguiinelsnlianasil
qmmwmaaéﬂﬁﬁ%u #OnAABINUIIBIUVBS Topping & Clifton
(2001) wuirnsiasunsluledndinaviliduiugdunidngui
Lﬁuﬂiﬂﬂ‘uﬁlﬂwﬁu WU Lactic acid bacteria (Bifidobacterium
spp. Wag Lactobacillus spp.) kag Enterococcus spp. uduy
Qdunidnquilaeningoonslulefndossany saiuaziin
nandel Ao ufa nsauaniin waznsaluduiiseimediesy
(Short chain fatty acid) (n3a eg@fn nsalnsilelln wagnsndn
3n) (Nabizadeh, 2012) dswalianldduldiuiidnainendu
an11znIad blmanze on15ies i ulauaznisuusiaes
wuaiieldlny i msiuAsnssunmsntnuasUSinamense
lufufissnedherudenuduiudfuenundunsaifiatuuay
dmarian1ssusudonelsn drarodugnine1vesdild nande

finalfaugeialowazanunitewesnduduiud udsmarinle
Anuannsalunisdesliuaznisgaduveddavugluainisves
dlduiugetu (ozefiak et al, 2004) uanantuFoninlAds
Usgneusmeasnguinafiueauazsleluuiu delunuivlunis
Arun1seniauuazyinateydunsdnelsaluniud ueinig
(Kemperman et al,, 2010) v iigalulefndsssunfnniden
InlAvsdniidudsenauvesansnqulndiluea (Polyphenol) way
AUNIITTTUMAIUNGUVRILUATISBUARRNDY TINMY N13IATY
wWasnualnlifiunsmingmiuduviduanin dwarivllaly
Iosuansnagu wilulefind ndfluea wavuuaiiSeuaninidally
sumedailiiiiinagauidngudnanluviomaduems
dsnalaonsaoguninvesdilduaznislivsslovdldvodnuugi
Aty aonndesiusBauYes Bai et al. (2017) $1897U31 N3
@3uuuaiS e nannsauandnlue1visaiunsoif udiuou
9aunidnauvesnuaiiieiinannsauaninludld nadana1
danaviliuszrinsgdunignelsalualdanas duasioniy
udausaazaunmesdldin dusdunszuiunisosuaznisgn
Fulavurldddu vnzilansusznoulueada (Phenolic
compounds) a1ntUdenaasinliuagiudonlnldmin 9adu
ansusznaunguvemnslulefind ansuszneungudsnaniiunum
Tunsueyyadasy nssduniduiu wasnsedunisuduigos
luremadiue1ns udiddmanonisteelauaznisgadulnsue
qqsz‘fyu (Qingming et al,, 2010) e upsiasudululednd
sssuvinnFeninlivinnAauselonianisfiqdunisd
i luaranesAuseneudrdgyluguvemslulednd Indil
uoauagvlelusiufinuluudonlals doyadosubummmalyi
Ansgesldvasinguite Sun3diag wandele daufugedulu
lrlvildsugnsemsiaiuidonlnling uazgnsomsiasudy
lulefindsssuwifiain NSCOS
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Table 4 Effects of natural symbiotics from NSCOS on nutrient utilization of laying hens

Treatments
Items SEM P-value
T1 T2 T3

Nutrient utilization, %

Dry matter 74.9° 76.2° 77.8° 0.19 0.02
Organic matter 85.4° 86.9° 87.8° 0.18 0.03
Crude protein 78.2 78.7 78.8 1.08 0.43
Crude fiber 21.4° 29.9° 30.4° 0.48 0.05
Ether extract 89.5 89.0 89.1 3.01 0.45
Ash 30.2 29.9 32.6 3.06 0.74

5 Mean within the same row with difference letters are significantly different at p<0.05, SEM = standard error of mean, T1 = a control diet (18 % of CP), T2

and 3 = control diet supplemented with 2 % of dried cocoa husk and NSCOS, respectively.

wavesnsiasugululefnasssuridoinddeninlinelainive)
lulaly

Nnuansinwmud leilddugnsomsaunu gns
maiasuUdeninling wavgnsemsiaiudululednd
535UIRAIN NSCOS A1 Hematocrit hemoglobin Fwaudia
1Heaune S1uudiadenunn uazilndenunuia Lymphocyte
Laiunnsineiu (p>0.05) winuin lddildsugnsermsiasy
Wienlnline wazgasemsiasudululedndsssuvifain
NSCOS fuwualduusunandaldonv1iviin Heterophil anas
(p=0.08) agslsfimulaifinnuunansnaiumeada (p>0.05) wle
wWiguieuiunguauau wazdmarinlif1gnsndu HiL ratio 3
Aanas  (p<0.05) sauandlu Table 5 aeslsAnuen H:L ratio
vaslilanaasduniliidiadewiiu 0.56-0.61 Falldlndifes
U HiL ratio UnfivesdnidniifiA15ening 0.33-0.57 (Jain,
1993) psanasesen HL ratio Hlunaiiounainmsnisanas
veudindonuniinennelsila silneUnfmndmslasudadn
Tndusmilnuinmnnaionssdnarilvedindenunsingy
Tnledsianhuusidadonumuiaemnelsiadngau ma
Fanariinainnisudsgesiuuuaiilaaniiu (Catecholamine) i
ninaneeunuInladwlunazsesluunglanednsed
(Glucocorticoid) finamansesmnnlndiuuenidrgnszuaiden
Wasngu Uulian, 2000) nsudssesluudananiiiuasilside
Fonvwiindulnledanas (Harmon, 1998) wariinaifiusziu
dindenviviiaienivelsilaain Hemopoietic system liiidng

nszuadonuIntu (Jain, 1993) n1sanases HL ratio Wldlyd
Tasunsiasuildentnlinsuazdululefndsssurifain NSCOS
ﬁ?uﬂwamﬁamsamawaammLﬂ%*amLLaxmiamawaaa%aams
lungudenan dadunaunanarsnguraliuesdainlalddl
AuandAluninduasiueyyadased fussdninings
(Tachakittirungrod et al., 2007) vaugiReaiuATAaNTRLUNS
Freifiunsvnuveasuluifineiteddunisiineyyadass
19U catalase ua¥ glutathione peroxidase IMNAMANTRAINAT
JedamalvianunsatisannaideiiinanoyyadassdruiAudingn
Fulugasiidniinanuaienld dsalfsruugiduiulsaves
S ihaldedadisyansamanntu

agalsfinu nsAnwiediinuingentnliuuasdy
TuleAndsssumiain NSCOS Tusumsinly lidwmadauTunm
Anududuresnglaauazlnsndiwelsdlunseuaiion (p>0.05)
waiwuIHLlUNi T uMANUIT NI UeIRBIAANB IO
1denanas (p=0.07) agalsAnu ldinnuunnaneiumeada (o>
0.05) WlanBsuiisudunguamunu fauansly Table 5 Femidly
nalntgraddunisansziuneiaanesearenisiinslulefindann
Fululodnds53u¥18 NSCOS a1adnanon1d 526U
AoLadLADTAlUTER U (Hypocholesterolemic action) wu
nsathi miﬁﬁ;ﬁuw%’sjm%mLa‘uimLLazLﬁmi’ﬁmuu'm%ummm
Frwdevaaineiadnosoanazduiinisgadununtedld
(Mikulski et al., 2012)

Table 5 Effects of natural symbiotics from NSCOS on hematological and chemical values in blood

Treatments
Items SEM P-value
T1 T2 T3

Hematological characteristics

Hematocrit (%) 29.1 28.6 29.6 3.23 0.41
Hemoglobin (g/dL) 10.3 10.0 10.6 251 0.73
Red blood cell (x 10%/pl) 2.36 2.41 2.48 1.06 0.38
White blood cell (x 10°/ul) 192.00 188.0 199.4 9.14 0.44
Heterophil (%) 35.8 34.2 335 1.03 0.08
Lymphocyte (%) 58.7 59.9 59.6 3.6 0.17
H/L Ratio 0.617 0.57° 0.56° 0.12 0.03
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Table 5 Effects of natural symbiotics from NSCOS on hematological and chemical values in blood (Continue.)

Treatments
Items SEM P-value
T1 T2 T3
Blood biochemical profile
Glucose (mg/dl) 193.3 204.4 194.6 7.80 0.25
Triglyceride (mg/dl) 1087 934.5 9953 27.4 0.42
Cholesterol (mg/dl) 178.0 175.2 169.1 6.91 0.07

2 Mean within the same row with difference letters are significantly different at p<0.05, SEM = standard error of mean, T1 = a control diet (18 % of CP), T2 and

3 = control diet supplemented with 2 % of dried cocoa husk and NSCOS, respectively.

wavesn nasudululedndsssundoiniaeninlinenaninly
uazvesAUsznaunuadveslyly

nsfinwiafainudn maasudentnliuuasdulule
AndsTsuyAan NSCOS luammisinlylidwasioninugslivn
AunIelruns AunuUdenty (p>0.05) WANUIN NISLETH
Fululefindsssuvidain NSCOS luamsinly villaugsla
uasuazA Haugh unit SAngedu (p<0.01) Wlaisuiflouifundy
Alifansiaiu dauandly Table 6 uanslisiuinnseudalule
Andsssumfiann NSCOS Snadenmsiiuturesriaugdlaung
wagen Haugh unit dadunaainansngulndiiueatiegluiden
Inlfuazaduniduandniidudluseninanssurunisvin
aenAdeariu Chungsiriporn et al. (2022) finuinnsiasudden
TnlAouuvsii sedu 2-6 Wesidud lugnsermsiina vivlen
Haugh unit iugedy Weviausmiuadunisinslulefind iwu
nauvesgAuvIduandniinuludululedndsssumAain NSCOS
aeliuszAnsnmlunisifind Haugh unit denadesfiuvany

mMsfnwiinuinnaiugdunisinslulendngusng « 1wy ngu
vo3duniduanindnaludiunisanvesusuialaduuasy
Aaladwmesealitautnusdmatanuluiununinlinaznis
Bao1gnsiiuinw (Zhang et al., 2005)
wonanilunsdnwadsifmuinnisasuudenlaldy
nanazBululofndsssuri@ann NSCOS luemis Inlalidenase
ssrUsznoumaaiivedlvludiuvesnnutiu Suniding Tsiu
wazlolu (p>0.05) winuiduuliuinlvroaawmesoaluly
anas (p=0.08) egslsAmuldimuunnanesiunsaia (p>0.05)
WewSeuiisuiunguaiuay dauansly Table 6 Fanadanan
denndesiudeyanaveinisasuiianinlinuasdululednd
555UY1RN NSCOS waUsunumlaainesoaluldon wuindl
wwltihliuSinureiaanesoaluionanad sauansly Table 5
%amaﬁaaa’nLLamﬁqmsm%mazmﬁ@meﬁﬂmaamasaaﬁ
anas daalnensareUsinaneaamesealuliiianamulusie

Table 6 Effects of natural symbiotics from NSCOS on quality and chemical composition in egg

Treatments
Items SEM P-value
T1 T2 T3

Physical quality of eggs

Yolk color 8.70 8.75 8.75 2.12 0.48
Yolk height (mm.) 7.83° 7.85° 8.75 0.03 0.01
Albumin height (mm.) 17.5 17.6 17.7 1.05 0.56
Yolk wide (mm.) 41.6 42.1 43.2 1.93 0.1
Shell thickness (mm.) 0.45 0.43 0.46 0.31 0.62
Haugh unit 78.5° 80.8%° 85.7° 1.36 0.01
Chemical composition of egg

Dry matter (%) 27.1 274 27.6 281 0.65
Organic matter (% of DM) 98.5 98.6 99.0 1.04 0.82
Crude protein (% of DM) 20.8 21.2 20.4 2.59 0.74
Ether extract (% of DM) 12.4 11.3 11.8 1.12 0.29
Cholesterol (mg/dl) 298 252 229 20.6 0.08

2 Mean within the same row with difference letters are significantly different at p<0.05, SEM = standard error of mean, T1 = a control diet (18 % of CP), T2 and

3 = control diet supplemented with 2 % of dried cocoa husk and NSCOS, respectively.
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egg quality Group 1 received a control diet (18% crude protein), Group 2 received a diet
laying hens supplemented with 2% dried cocoa husk, and Group 3 received a diet supplemented

with 2% NSCOS. The experiment was conducted for 60 days. The results showed that
supplementation with dried cocoa husk or NSCOS had no significant effect on feed
intake or egg production (p>0.05). However, the feed conversion ratio to egg weight
was significantly lower in hens that received the NSCOS-supplemented diet (p<0.05).
The utilization of dry matter, organic matter, and crude fiber increased, while the
heterophil-to-lymphocyte (H:L) ratio in blood was decreased (p<0.05) in both the dried
cocoa husk and NSCOS groups. Additionally, yolk height and Haugh unit values were
significantly increased (p<0.05) in hens fed the NSCOS-supplemented diet compared to
the control and dried cocoa husk groups. These findings indicate that natural symbiotics
derived from NSCOS can be used as a feed additive for laying hens, with positive effects
on feed conversion efficiency and egg quality.
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