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wNEIIRA Syansalndy’ wedsdu Wuglaan?

msfnwmaveanslilumiouniinluomnsinluiieny 19-30 dUai LileAnwnaves
nsltlundaundnawnueIMSER IHaaUTIONINNITHERN AMAINLY KATHANDUWNUNILATYFAA
TUNUNITNARDILUUWITEULTIBUUTEYINT 2 NdY (group comparison t-test) Tu 1 niignaass
Usznauseld S1uau 560 T 691 Aweaestsznaudelild 2 nquilldsuermsfiunnsisiy
Tnonguit 1 16emnslaly 1009% nguit 2 1o1mnsiala 95 % naniulumiounsinlaglilumiounsin
Fud dsdldlalulssdeussuuilauuuddesfiuyfsunay svaziainiamaass 12 &Uans
fudunsnaassiiguiidouasingeiusdniszens 253009 sEuhafeusunaL 2560- Tunau 2561

wud1 ngunldlaiasuuaznguinasulundsundn Jaussanmnisnanludunaniele
wazntnly lauand1siuneada (0>0.05) wanlalylugng 1-4 daviusn wazday 5-8 dUan
1 % 1 a v o U aa 1 U % 1 o 1 U U U U o 1 U
UANAINNUBENUUEEIAYNI9EDR (p<0.05) AU 11.18 NIUMNAINDIU NU 10.83 NTUABAINDIU
waz 42.56 nTumasraiu fu 41.81 nfusdadsiolu aua1su dulszansninnisiasusinig
(feed conversion ratio, FCR) Us@nSa1wn1stolusiu (protein efficiency ratio, PER) k& ¥
Uszangnmmsldngaau (energy efficiency ratio, EER) Tunnaisengnguitlulmasunniinguilesy
Tunsiouniinag19iidedAgyn19ats (p<0.05) AN NTBIlUAIUANY VoI 2 nguliunnsnaiy
1 a o o w aa Y Al ] | 1 d' a ] C% e 1 1 d'
agadltdudAnyn19ada (p>0.05) snviudliunsnuinlunguiasulundeundnazidunaniingud
lulaasulundsuninegsiltodAgyn9ads (p<0.05) W1AU 8.83 Azl LAz 7.83 AZUUL d@1mSU
HANDULVUNINATEFA Lakn dunuatomsdenananly 1 e wagsglaiaundesunuaiaimis
waNA9AURg NTTEEIAYNI9EDR (p<0.05) WU 20.81 UM AU 21.65 U Wag 68.96 UINABHY
fiu 64.54 vmnsefi Tunguitliliiasusasiasulumisundnuasiasulunteundn muddu nefni
siveleiviniuie 2 ngu
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Effects of dietary ensiled mulberry supplementation on

production performance, egg quality and its economic returns in laying hens
Yanisa Ratchadapornvanitch! Jirasin Phunsoda®
Abstract

This trial was conducted to compare the result of supplemented feed with
ensiled mulberry on production performance, egg quality and its economic returns in laying
hens at 19-30 weeks of age. The group comparison t-test was used, one experimental unit
consisted of 5 hens with 6 replications. Treatment was composed of 2 groups of laying hens
given different 2 feed: group 1, fed with 100% layer feed and group 2, fed with 95% layer feed
supplemented with ensiled mulberry ad (ibitum. Laying hens were reared within an open
house system, floor covered with rice hull, for 12 weeks. The experiment was carried out at

Rayong Livestock Research and Breeding Center during December 2017 - March 2018.

The results revealed that production performance such as egg production
and egg weight were not significantly different (p>0.05) but egg mass during the first 1-4 weeks
and 5-8 weeks were significantly different (p<0.05): 11.18 vs 10.83 and 42.56 vs 41.81 ¢/hen/day
in unsupplemented ensiled mulberry group and supplemented group, respectively. Feed
conversion ratio (FCR), protein efficiency ratio (PER), and energy efficiency ratio (EER) in
unsupplemented ensiled mulberry group were better than supplemented group (p<0.05).
While, egg quality were not significantly different between both groups (p>0.05), besides yolk
color score in supplemented ensiled mulberry group was more darker than unsupplemented
group (p<0.05): 8.83 vs 7.83. Its economic returns such as feed cost per 12 eggs and income
minus with feed cost were significantly different (p<0.05): 20.81 vs 21.65 baht and 68.96
vs 64.54 baht/hen in unsupplemented ensiled mulberry group and supplemented group,

respectively, assumed that the price of egg was the same between both groups.

Key words: mulberry, laying hen, production performance, egg quality, its economic returns
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mMsNesuvasingiumadeninmig fadudnuilsiadeisinnuddylunmands
\iandunuAeImsiigeis 70 %nsAnuidenazimuinisliingivemsdnianninensly
sTUUINEAsNTIN Manuastisldnenmluiesiu (local feed stuff) dwpaduingauiimlsingly
Vinedu

Tunieu (Morus alba) Taevlldduemanueulyn Tneglusinanindu daainis
0191399 IneUsznoudeTusiugea 22.6 % anslulawnsn 42.28 9% lusiu 4.57% Ay 6.55 %
Fola 24.03 wannsahuldiduunadusivluemsdnsldndminssmsiomasdninsamzs
(Deshmukh et al,, 1993; Oviedo et al., 1994; Panja, 2013; Al-kirshi et al., 2010) Tuusgin Alne
msUgnuieuagiiiedidusialsludieduomanueuly wargnifteniuma fdumstilundeu
ulifuuwndsemsialuiinensnssedes Fududnuimadeniifinuuraulalaefiniuund
seruhannsolflumisuduesdusznavlugnsowslaldldszana 6-10 % dulunismaaos
adsilsiinguszasdiiteAnyinisTdlundeunaunuuvadlusiuluonmslily deaussaniwnisuan
ANNNITLATNANDULNUNINATYFAD

fumiou (Mulberry tree) fifedneneansiie Morus alba Linn. #9336 Moraceae
mleudaldinduiiviedou (Sub - Tropic) widnunsatuluwaulaudeuiing Wls Fduussmealne
annsndgniunsouuazadauivlaldd fdnvurddudulinuwnnans o1gvans? ddusmss
Snuwarlunieuiluidnvusarsunan wazveulundniduluifiersenadu A1ue17 Omidiran
(2012) 991U asatnnlumisulauauifdudenuaiielévareeiin WWun Escherichia col,
Neisseria gonorrheae, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Proteus vulgaricus, Staphylococcus aureus,
Streptococcus faecium W@ ¢ L%} 951lAuN Aspersgillus niger, Aspergillus tamari, Fusarium
oxysporum, Penicilium oxalicum Bsaeandesfunuantivesnsldluvsoulumsumdunulusio
Asnulsafifeatosiunsindge Wud Fessas ldRmde Tsafanids IWanmsinde nsinde
Tuy \usulundeufinuamiddnrusuararsaiunaesiafidulssloviuandoroninaiagivle
v03d0d dewalidniguamsannisiderufiue lulumisuniearsadnainlumisunuitlansly
ﬂaq'mé’amaasjﬁ laun Calystegin B-2,1-Deoxy ribitol fagomine, Nojirimycin, Zeatin riboside @15lu
ﬂﬁj:u Wa1lausen Lawn Albafuran C, Astragalin, Aromadendrin,Chalcomoracin, Kaempferol,
Kuwanol, Kuwanon, Quercetin, Quercitrin,Moracetin, Morin, Rutin Wagaislunguauisu Tawn
Bergapten, Marmesin, Scopoletin, Umbelliferone, Adenine, Amylase, Choline, Crocarotene,
lsoquercutrin, Succinic acid, Trigonelline, 3n18ut8, 308U T, 30 8uT 2, 38U, L35 MuARTLY
;nalea,wnudiu Wusu Tulunideuny Bioflavonoid wazans Glycoprotein, Moran A (Anen, 2554;
ql3m1d, 2556) way1-Deoxyno-jirimycin %ﬂﬁﬂmauﬁaaﬂﬂjﬂmﬂmﬁaﬂ 31 Gamma amino - butyric
acid Favannusulafinuartiefiunsasyiln §f Phytosterol Freanluiuluden usnanduly
Tumisufiansiueyyadassvarevintrsniousadanmsianeveseyyadasy Togvdiiusedu
Alidufufassavsa s e iiduiuluvyneaes warilnaantiannnzgiiliiu (Bharani
et al., 2010; Devi et al., 2013.)


http://library.tni.ac.th/ULIB/searching.php?MAUTHOR=%20%E0%B8%88%E0%B8%B8%E0%B9%84%E0%B8%A3%E0%B8%A3%E0%B8%B1%E0%B8%95%E0%B8%99%E0%B9%8C%20%E0%B9%80%E0%B8%81%E0%B8%B4%E0%B8%94%E0%B8%94%E0%B8%AD%E0%B8%99%E0%B9%81%E0%B8%9D%E0%B8%81.

liwvanstudamslilnvuglulumiewanti-nutritional factor) 19 @ (Omar et
al., 1999; Sanchez, 2000; Saddul et al., 2004; Srivastava et al., 2006) lulunsiouiaisinn-
uelsfiu (B-carotene) fianunsagniddsuidulanfueldludadnd uazilueulnila (Xanthophylls)
Faduumdwesansafindmsuliunduvesdnitn (Moller et al., 2000; Srivastava et al., 2006)

Al-kirshi et al. (2010) 1891unsldluvseudedienguszana 30 Ju thluanusis
uazumaziBeaiionayluemnslild 10 15 wag 20 % wulUSmanisiuens wawdels diniinly
wazanalfunltiuanas egnlsfinudszansnmnisldewns anusundentd uasthwiinlianalal
fimmuans1siu (P>0.05) A1 Haugh unit gatu Wiedidadauvedlumisulugnsonmsunniuliunsd
Adutudlafeuiunduamuauitliflumieuduosdusznavlugrsemns Ssnuanimeassiendn
wugthlldlundeuuiaualugasermslnluuseann 10% lngaglidwmansenudeUss@nsninnis
wAnAeARdesTU Suda (1999) Fesreauinsldlumisulugnsemsidlaiuglnidnsesu 3 6 uas
9 % faunmlduazsasnandndning/liuanrsanmsldevnsiisimielunmamsi egwls
Ao WewaSalumiouluems 15% aunmwlduaznandnazanas (Tateno et al, 1999) uslvunsdl
Aduduiominmaetulumleu

wanNt Panja (2103) s1891win mstasulumdenluemsialy 20 shlvusuna
n13fiues Bwiednld wazanaly lifinuuensrstunnaada (P>0.05) uinuinldlidlésuemis
adalumdou 0.5 1.0 uay 2.0% fuTualananesoauarlasndiwelsdluifonanas uazuanainty
wuinnsasulunieuluemng 2% yhlilsunalawawesealuliwasanasieuiy 31nnMmaass
¥99 Lin et al. (2016) fnslluseunsiefiszsiu 9 0 (control), 0.5, 1, 2 % Huan 12 dUansi
Tneusiay treatment & 8 91 Tu 1 experimental unit £l 3 61 MnmMvRaesagUlFinsldlumsion
usisEdy 0.5 % awnsaldiiu feed additive shlmifisidnawlunisianuzifuasiueyya
dassuazUTUUTauIInNINNISHENRAL AN LY

Uszaen
1) ilefnwnanslilumisunsinvaunuemsdnineaussanwnsuan uazaunnly
2) ilefnudunumIndn Lagnanauwnumaasygianisnanlaln uaztinlldlunns
duaSuinunsnssely

< ad
qﬂnsmuamsmwmam

v ¢ M 1 v A L4 o Y 1 M
dnivnanuaramisnaassdlnlyaiiud@iusn 9w 60 f wudlnle
& i o & o v = %

ponilu 2 Nguq ag 6 ABNY Ar5 61 SINenNn 12 Aen Aendildnaasslivuin ni1e*e11*gq
Wiy 1.5%2.0%2.0 wns laglvewnsinlinilusiusazndanulndifeeiunudiuugidivesany
Wugn19n15A1 Ae Wshu 16% uazndsnuldusslevdla 2,800 Alaunass/Alansuliormisaiy
LHUNNIAaBY innsnaaenduszezian 12 §Uanii naonszeznainisnaassiiazldsuemisuas
Wpnegiui (Ad Libitum) 9mnsvaasswieanidu 2 nqu #ail

nauit 1 Temslaly 100%

U dl £ U 1 U ) U ! o

nauit 2 Toenmslala 95 % wauiulumioundn (dluntdouan 95% uags

aviden 5%) leglilunieuniniui (Ussana 5%uminuisvse 20 nsuwingn/fmy/ )



TnesnlunieunazisgouiinimenUssana 20 ou. ey 60 Fu thanidusy 1 Au wulumiewdy
FudnfinaueUszana 0.5 v, it lumlouninuaufuinusnsidiu winlddsluannly
grnna Wunan 21 u iiudmdnlludisy
nstuinaan1snaaedmsiufeegnuayn1siAsIEinI il
1. 93AUsENOUNALNTULVDITNY AU IMITAN ILAL DI TNAADIIN1THU TR AY

mmﬁminn@%ﬁqdaumswammms iWietandnagasomsuazduiivosaasmdsanniaia
AunszuuMsHaNems ewlulnssesdusznovraslavuzaneg Tuemsneass fe ALy
Tusfiu oty Hele wazidn Tnedd Proximate analysis Usunauwaaideon weoanesa niuwad (Cell
wall) uazdnluiwaglaa (Lignocellulose) ma3gvas AOAC
2. Mmstuiinuanisnaassuuinisnaasudu 12 dUailasurazdisinisiudin
Uinunmsiuomsvedldlannduani uazdufindeyally Swauleun suaulsuen loamn
Su waztufindrwaulnmie Weduamussansnmnslinandsly Ussdnsamnisiuaeuerms
UszAndninnsTlusiu uagndaanu muiwaneuunumaasusiadosiu (ladosiy, uin)
Unaovnsinuserandnld 1 na (Alan3u) duvudiemssenandsly 1 Tva () eldainnns
118l (um) TeldiammnsedunuAioIms
3. MATgviRunInlY (Egg quality) Tugae 4 dUamianyinevesnisvaaes lagyi
nstuiindnwazneusntaznsluneslumeszuUNInsgIUAINIENI38S Monira et al. (2003) and
Fayeye et al. (2005) el
~ dhwinly (9 Flnelfiedertniminnanea (Digital electronic weight scale)
- AU Auevesasla (mm)inlagesiile
- shadnlduns (Yolk weight, ¢/na3)
~ #ldune (Yolk color) Fnauiduvesdlunsausives 0-15 Inafloufunndlsy
(Roche)
- A27gelUv1 (Albumen height, mm) Jalagesily Tnaugalivn weinly
wAUsEan 0.5 @al. 311U 3 90
~ il (Albumen weight, ¢)
~dhwnidents (Shell weight; ¢)
4. NARBUWILVALATYEAT
- wanouwnunaAssgiadesiu udeyadlddelumananlila uazseldan
NFVIUNANER
- UBinmevnsiinunaensyeziaInsihes
- funuAIdarandnly 1 lva (un)
- swlaanmsvela ()
- malﬁﬁmmﬁiaﬁmqummmi

11534518 9N19add Urdeyantaluimsiginisadimardvdiaavadn wag
WIBUWEUAMULANA19TEnIN9UTE¥INT 2 NaY (group comparison t-test)
5.a0uNAIuNg

(%
o

- Audidouazineiusdnisseasinuaniing sunedainuas Jminseeas



NANISNAABIRALINT

Tngauomnsdninidluniswaueimsialyazldtnine nndundeadundn duans
Tups199 1 wan1siaseviseg e stuieauuinisnuin % WWsiulieganiniduwinld fe
Uszannl 18.82 % WAIU(ME) 2,765 Kealzkg dduluvsiouniindamaing 1usdu 21.82% Aslu

A15197 2 WA 3 AINEIAU

715199 1 d2UUSZNOULAZLAZSIANYDIDINISNIAADY

gnsomslnla
QAU U9, AN 39A1 UIN/AN.
Plnavu 45.70 8.10
I1Udenun 6.89 10.00
S1azLdun 5.27 12.00
drsfuthdu 3.30 30.00
nndundes 44% CP 25.74 14.00
Uanlu 58 % CP 3.00 38.70
WasnueaUu 8.50 2.00
Iaumalaunoains 21 %P 1.10 20.00
\naevu 0.25 2.50
wilnglnla 0.25 85.00
39U 100.00 11.39

Premix: VAC MIX CHICK Usgnouaieindiute aMIU; 3andiun3 0.8 MIU; 3a13iudd.0 g Inndiuia3 0.8 g Iniu
722 g 30ul 12 0.006 g nsallARLNG ¢ wAaW@sNUNUINTILUAA.8 g; ladU AaBlsA 40.0 g NSALNEN0.2 g
Wian12 ¢ lavead 0.2 g Wuen1Ta40.0 g neeuwnad.0 g denzd32 ¢ lalefu 0.8 g FALT810.04 g @a1sauoy
AAINBIMNS20.0 g; ASUAITAL.0 uAZLANADIUATUL.00 ke

AT5199 2 WANISIATIZIDIAUTZNAUNINALVDIDINITNAEDY (% as fed)

3 a
29AUIENAUNIILANVDIDINITNAABY (on as fed)

Tnauz

WAIU,ME, Kcal/kg
TUshu, %

Tugiu, %

oly, %
LARLYEIL, %
Woanoia, %

Nitrogen free extract,%

ANNITAUIN AINNT5IATIZH

2,765
17.50 18.82
6.45 5.62
3.15 9.78
3.72
0.38

44.4

1 Aeseileenguifesasimunnisiiasigienndad driniawiemsdnd



A15197 3 aeAUsEneuMaaiveaslunsiouniin (on dry basis)

INQUAY, % sy, % 1dely, % Tosiy, % Nitrogen free
extract, %
28.73 21.82 14.53 5.76 44.07

un: Aesgilagnguddeuazimnnnisiiasigiendnd dulniauiennsdnd

A15197 4 WaveInN1stEs Nl UNLIUNINARANTTANTNNTHAR

anwazdiane 2115 ln kY 2 mwsinly 95%+ P-value
100% Tunsioundin 5%
ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ’lﬁmwmaaﬂ,ﬂﬂ. 1.46 1.45 0.8046
HaNaR1Y,%(1-4 wks) 22.83 2233 0.0924
HaWdnlY, % (5-8 wks) 81.33 80.66 0.1218
nanAnld, % (9-12 wks) 90.50 89.83 0.1099
druiinla, nSa (1-6 wks) 49.00 48.50 0.2700
dmiinla), n¥a (5-8 wks) 52.33 51.83 0.0924
drandnle, N3y (9-12 wks) 56.50 55.83 0.1774
1ala, NS/ 7u(1-6 wks) 11.18° 10.83° 0.0276
1ald, n3u/f/u(5-8 wks) 42.56° 41.81° 0.0126
17819, NSU/A/TU(9-12 wks) 51.13 50.15 0.0514
thwiindAuganaans,nn. 1.86 1.86 0.9088
Usinaemnsialy+lumleu (hminuskafiay 87.00 87.09 0.8351
ASU/6/7U (1-4 wks)
Usinaemshale-lumdew (hasinusia)fin 101.008 103.174 0.0004
, NSU/AY/ U (5-8 wks)
Usinaemnsialy+lumleu (minusiafiay 108.508 111.18" 0.0002
, NTU/F/ U (9-12 wks)
UseansnnnisiUasuenms (FCR) (1-4 wks) 7.78° 8.04° 0.0391
UseansnmnisiUaeuenms (FCR) (5-8 wks) 2.37° 2.46" 0.0003
Useansnwnisiasuenus (FCR) (9- 2.128 2.21° 0.0004
12wks)
Useandnmnislalusau (PER) (1-4 wks) 0.68° 0.65° 0.0129
Useandnmnslalusau (PER) (5-8 wks) 2.24" 2.12° <0.0001
Usgdnsamnsialusiu (PER) (9-12 wks) 2.50" 2.37° <0.0001
UsganSnnnstanaasnu (EER) (1-4 wks) 4.65° 4.49° 0.0386
Useandnimnslandsau (EER) (5-8 wks) 15.24" 14.65° 0.0003
Useandninnslanasau (EER) (9-12 wks) 17.04" 16.32° 0.0004
Panadefitsnusuanssiulusanfotuianuuanssegieited Aty feneadn (p<0.05)

@

APanindeifsnusuansnsiuluonfieafulinnuusndsesnsditeddydmneeda (p<0.01)



NAYIN TN UL UNIINADAUTIANINATNER

1AiFala 5% fleny 19 dUasi nmsvaaeswuImsiadalumiowilvinandnld
duidnle Tlunnsnsfumsada i 12 dUn ussnalddae 8 dUansiusn uanAsAueY19lTuE Aty
MeddA (p<0.05) Feudimandnlduaziminlvaglivnnsafuetnedifodfyneada (0>0.05) us
dovhandunanduinals fwnumnuanuomananldtuininld vilsnaldunndetuegied
WedAgyn9ada (p<0.05) sgslsfinuuialalutng 4 §Uavigavnevainisneaesliinnnuunnmng
fun19adi(p>0.05) dAnvinfu 51.13 way 50.15 n3u/fa/Su Useansnmnisiudsueims (feed
conversion ratio, FCR A1u3aa1nU3u1aem1silesu ()/urald(e) Uszansaimnisldlusiu
(protein efficiency ratio, PER fuinaniiala(e)/Usinalusiudilésu (g) uazuszansamnisld
W& (enerey efficiency ratio, EER fMuiasain wialai(e) x100/U5ues ME #ilé5u) Iuﬂaq'uﬁlhﬂé’
dulumisunindninguiiemilunieusgrsihiiodfamnaad (0<0.05)

Chwalibog (1992) $1891U31n19°ue MU UKa18tade 1w Wus U1uilnga

]
a0

al A g o 1 a v = d' ¥ a v d' 1
aaunNilsasou wazivunly UsuiuanuaeIn1stusAunleannnaudIdeviats 91U SeAwanena

9 Y
LY 1

fu WUNRC (1994) 51891177 anudiosnisTusaululalyddhanadifiuemsuas 110 ndu fawwindu
15 % 49981913 @21 Ishibashi and Yonemochi (2003) s1ea1usudlafilifls 90 % Auerwns 110
% Foen1slushiu 13.3 % ves0193 vausdi Reid (1976) MeuinnsTilusivluemis 15.5% vh
Tnananliwaziwinlddnidlofiouivemsiiiusiu 10.0% 11.5% uay 13.5%

Mboko et al. (2010) Tes1uildladiius Lohmann iy 18-28 dUmvidesly
anndemanluandou (tropical) fiuszansnimnisildsueinis (FCR) Windu 3.42 N15ana9vas
UsyAvsnmmslilusiu (PER) Wlelésuusmalusiugatu awmmidlesanemmsiidlusfiugahlid
nsfussnvedlusiiuunniy (Ratryanto et al, 2017) e?fqmﬂmsmaam%’jaﬁiumjmﬁﬁmiLa'%aﬂ,u
mjawﬁm]ziﬁ%’uiﬂiauqﬂ%uuazﬁm PER anas Ingenvaziininiinisiusenvedusaumnniy

M15199 5 navasn1siesulundaundindanuniwly

anwauziidne 219115101y 100% 21115LAlY 95%+ P-value
Tunsiounsin 5%
drmiinle, ndu 56.98 56.68 0.5147
ANATevDla, 1. 42.25 42.50 0.0953
AueIlaald, uy. 56.98 57.13 0.0973
Atigusasly, % 74.14 74.53 0.0800
AuaalUY, L. 8.08 8.13 0.4506
drmidnlaan, nd 35.98 36.03 0.8879
drmitnlauas, ndy 12.88 12.68 0.7367
dinwdenls, nd 8.01 7.86 0.6792
dluumg 7.83° 8.83" 0.0017

Y Y .

A Panadfniisnwiuanasiululoafsaiudauianasegeildedfydmisada (p<0.01)



Havansiasuluntaunsindenanwly

ﬁ]’]ﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘lfl@aENWU’J"]ﬂmﬂWWGU’eNHﬁgﬂ 2 nauliusnsinsiuegaivudAgyniaia
(p>0.05) LmalmmﬂuﬂawLaiﬂwmawmLmnmqmﬂﬂawlulm wsulundsunminet1elitdodfgy
N9@0R (p<0.05)

Romanoff and Romanoff (1949) s1esuindnunsvedlilugaueddsdivhmn
Useanad 50 n5U AUNTIG 4.2 [URWAS ANET 5.7 wwuilung daavigusiald (shape index,

S Useunaw 74 el Sl= (AnunInevesnealy / Anuenveanesky) X 100 Inedisngauinlunian
Y | | P & a0 Aa 1l v oA | ) ~ '
Autigusnsesligeaviisunssdunass drulundamdvilsuianedlumaziisusien

Ehtesham and Chowdhury (2002) $1891u31n15ide1mmsidissaulusiunay

U 1 v a v ¥ 1 1 U 1 1 1 d‘ Yo d‘d = =

wasuuansiuiinalinunivetlaunndeiuy  Ieglalinquitlasuemnshiilusiuasasiianig
nwedlinnnInguinlasuamsiusiuei

3591 (2537) s1891udveslULanUdsunlasnustne11g a1ensidindunn
Tnglanziladusulnsila (xanthophill) azvilildunsddidudn Famaainnismaasensaidnuiinis
sulumlaunsinyinlalduaaududy  wanainlundoumindidedusulnsiauin

M1319% 6 HAYBINTLETUIUNNDUNINFDNANIUUNUNIUATHFND

anwazdianen 21mshala 100%  @1m1shnla 95%+  P-value
Tuvidauniin 5%
USunue1nsinu (81m1s+lunsey, 8,302.00° 8,440.83" 0.0001

UINUNLA)NADATLYLLIAINITLAYS
NSU/60 (1-12 wks)

AunNuAIIMIRaNaNEnlY 1 1, U 20.818 21.65" <0.0001
(1-12 wks)

selganmsviela,um (1-12 wks) 163.52° 161.98" 0.0236
seldiamuasedunuaoims, v/ 68.96" 64.54° <0.0001
(1-12 wks)

AUIISIANANEIMNSALANSHAaY 11.39 U Tundsuminilansuay 4.00 U

@

FoyBavneada (p<0.05)

o

Panpdsniisnuswanaiatuluwanedtuianunnaseg1aitodd

°

AB A dao " w = v oA ' ' o o
ﬂ']Lﬁafﬁ/]llaﬂwiLLmﬂmqﬂﬂUIHLLﬂ'lLﬂﬂqﬂullﬂ']"lllLW]ﬂﬁ]'NaEJ’Nllu GRIEDE] Q'VI'NaﬂC‘] (p<0 01)
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navasnsiaulundeundindenanauununieAsegna

Inldnguitlyiemsuniuas nauiiadalumsiouvsinduinaemsiing. dunuy
Aenstemsudald 1 Ina seldainnisneld uasmeldimuadeduyuaiomnaonszeznis
L??aqLmﬂsmﬁ’uasmﬁﬁaﬁqﬁfgmwaﬁa (p<0.05) AU 8,302.00 AU 8,440.83 n¥u/F1, 20.81 AU
21.65 U, 163.52 iU 161.98 U Lag 68.96 AU 64.54 UI/A3 AINAIAU mjmﬁl,a%uiumjauwﬂﬂ
dofuanalunmloufiintnufasdsemunniemsllivildumunduiiedulunougen
wagAnummueldaiiui 2 ndu winameesinaeslumioundndaiunisadisyaail
Iiflosnnluvsieuilansiifiusslovlazvinlineldsamnnilimlviadumadenliinunsnsidl
msUgnlumiuueguddeduasulivgnunntuiielfiaduluamslila

dyunan1Innay

N3NAABILULLUTBUWEUUIEINS 2 NgY (group comparison t-test) sewinslnly
nauitldsuomangudl 1 wog 2 T 6 1 Tu 1 whevnaesiild sisuiliviun 60 61 Fmnaes
Usgnouse awnsfiuandiaiu 2 ngu taenguil 1 Temnslald100% nauil 2 1demnslaly 95 %
waniulunleuninlaglilumiouviinduivihnisaassililieny 19-30 & asunanismaaosld
ail

1lAlvlungudl 1 wagnguil 2 Admaesilumieunsinlusnslaly vilvaussanm
nswdn IWudnandnld dminle Tdunndnafunieadd i 12 §Unv udinalizag 8 duanviusn
wanasiuegaiiveddgnneadf (p<0.05) egrslsinuunaldlutie 4 davigaevesniseasy
Tfiauwnnanefumneadf(p>0.05) dwsuuseansamnisiasuenms Useaniaimnnshdlusiiy

a

wazUsyansamnslindsnulunguitliliadulumiouvsindninguiiadulumioussslifuddny
N19807 (p<0.05)

2. qunnlivesnguil 1 uagnguit 2 Ansieslunieuntnlueims livilliaanimn
Iunnsrsfuegradidoddgmieada (0>0.05) widliuadlunguiiaiuluvseundinddunaniingud
lailaasuluntdounin (p<0.05)

3 HANDUUNUNINLATYEAURINGNT 1 uagnaudl 2 Tanuuandeesdifodifymnis
oA (p<0.05) agnalsfinulunmsdnananglisnainefussninnguilasylumieunsin
wazlsitedulumiountnusluma foRmsesdesmnslifiadulumisunsindesaiiganiniesan
Junsahrsyaddivvedld mnltlumiswaiuluemslilidessminglunaindunid viemain
a1 (niche market) Fsagldmmitgenirdminglunaieialy venandmslélumisuasimangay
funsidedlilivuuiasughanaiiios fuineasnssegesiiinsgnmiou uiedgnouduedn

sy Wy

AfnssuUsZNA

v o

ARYHITEVBVOUAMIIMTNNAUEITLar U JauGdnITseasdvaliiing 61ne
Uainuas Janinsreeanniiuy nHmddRnunaass anugismae wazduigainuazain
unsernasadulunIsnaes



11

LONEIIB9BY

qls¥ol inmauusn. 2556, uifsdoasulnsanlusuluden 140 vlin. Ausiadadl 2. quduinag
815715048 53 Yedoavind dTinowlunTvMNEIUAS, NTUNNY © 255 wi

59U Funsand. 2537, nMeiniAlazaITINeednIUn. I duuily, Wedlnl.

Inen Y. 2554, ansnsuayulnsive-Fu Adveslulsamalne. faviaded 1. auney
mansn1sunmduruIululssmelng, ngamme 655 v

Al-kirshi, R., A. Alimon, I. Zulkifli, A.Sazili, M.Wan Zahari, and M. lvan. 2010. Utilization of
mulberry leaf meal (Morus alba) as protein supplement in diets for laying
hens. Italian Journal of Animal Science, 9(3), e51.
doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.4081/ijas.2010.e51

Bharani, S.E., M. Asad, S.S. Dhamanigi, G.K. Chandrakala. 2010. Immuno modulatory activity of
methanolic extract of Morus alba Linn. (Mulberry) leaves. Pak. J. Pharm.
Sci. 23:63-68

Chwalibog, A. 1992. Factorial estimation of energy requirement for egg production. Poult.
Sci. 71: 509-515.

Deshmukh, S.V.,N.V. Pathak and D.A.Takalikah. 1993. Nutritional effect of mulberry (Morus
alba) leaves as sole ration of adult rabbits. World Rabbit Sci. 1:6769.

Devi, B., N. Sharma, D. Kumar and K. Jeet. 2013. Morus Alba Linn: A phytopharmacological
review. Int. J. Pharm. Sci, 5:14-18.

Ehtesham, A. and S.D. Chowdhury. 2002. Responses of laying chickens to diets formulated by
following different feeding standards. Pak. J. Nutr. 1: 127-131.

Fayeye, T.R., A.B. Adeshiyan and A.A. Olugbami. 2005. Egg traits, hatchability and early growth
performance of the Fulani-ecotype chicken. Livestock Research for Rural
Development, 17. Available source :
http://www.Cipav.org.co/Irrd/Irrrd/17/8/faye 17 094.htm, April, 22, 2016.

Ishibashi, T. and C. Yonemochi. 2003. Amino acid nutrition in egg production industry.
Anim. Sci. J. 74: 457-469.

Lin,W. C,, M. T. Lee, S. C.Chang, Y. L. Chang, C. H.Shih, B.Yuand T. T. Lee. 2016. Effects

ofmulberry leaves on production performance and the potential modulation

of antioxidative status in laying hens. Poult Sc. pew350.

Mboko, H.B., J.S.Mabas and P.P. Adzona. 2010. Effect of housing system (battery cages
versus floor pen) on performance of laying hens under tropical conditions in
Congo. Brazzavile. Res. J. Poult. Sci. 3(1): 1-4.

Moller, A.P., C. Biard, J.D. Blount, D.C. Houston, P.Ninni,N. Saino, and P.F.Surai. 2000.
Carotenoid dependent signals: indicators of foraging efficiency,
Immune competence or detoxication ability. Avian Poult. Biol. Rev. 11:137-
159.


http://library.tni.ac.th/ULIB/searching.php?MAUTHOR=%20%E0%B8%88%E0%B8%B8%E0%B9%84%E0%B8%A3%E0%B8%A3%E0%B8%B1%E0%B8%95%E0%B8%99%E0%B9%8C%20%E0%B9%80%E0%B8%81%E0%B8%B4%E0%B8%94%E0%B8%94%E0%B8%AD%E0%B8%99%E0%B9%81%E0%B8%9D%E0%B8%81.
http://118.174.38.154/ulib/searching.php?MAUTHOR=%20%C7%D4%B7%C2%D2%20%BA%D8%AD%C7%C3%BE%D1%B2%B9%EC
http://dx.doi.org/10.4081/ijas.2010.e51
https://scholar.google.co.th/citations?user=B93_TRQAAAAJ&hl=en&oi=sra
https://scholar.google.co.th/citations?user=Pd6rOYUAAAAJ&hl=en&oi=sra
http://www.cipav.org.co/Irrd/Irrrd/17/8/faye%2017%20094
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;
javascript:;

12

Monira, K.N., M. Salahuddin and G. Miah. 2003. Effect of breed and holding period on egg
quality characteristics of chickens. Int. J. Poult. Sci., 2:261-263.

NRC. 1994. Nutrition Requirement of Poultry. 9" ed. Nation Academy Press, Washington, D.C.

Omar, S.S., C.M. Shayo and P. Uden. 1999. Voluntary intake and digestibility of mulberry
(Morus alba) diets by growing goats. Trop. Grasslands 33:177-181.

Omidiran, M.O., R.A. Baiyewu, I.T. Ademola, O.C. Fakorede, E.O. Toyinbo, O.J. Adewumi, E.A.
Adekunle. 2012. Phytochemical analysis, nutritional composition and
antimicrobial activities of white mulberry (Morus alba). Pakistan Journal of
Nutrition. 11(5), 456-460.

Oviedo, F.J.,J.E. Benavides and M.Vallejo. 1994. Evaluacion bioeconomica de un modulo
agroforestal concabrasen el tropichumedo. In: J.E. Benavides (ed.) Arbolesy
arbustosforrajerosen America Central. Volumen I. CATIE, Turrialba, Costa
Rica, pp 601629.

Panja, P. 2013. The effects of dietary mulberry leaves (Morus alba L.) on chicken performance,
carcass, egg quality and cholesterol content of meat and egg. Walailak
Journal of Science and Technology. 10: 121-129.

Ratriyanto, A., R.Indreswari and AMP. Nuhriawangsa. 2017. Effects of dietary protein level and
betaine supplementation on nutrient digestibility and performance of
Japanese quails. Braz. J. of Poultry Sci. v19/n3.445-454.

Reid, B.L. 1976. Estimated daily protein requirements of laying hen. Poult. Sci. 55:
1641-1645.

Romanoff, A.L. and A.J. Romanoff. 1949. The Avian Egg. Wiley, New York.

Saddul, D., Z.A. Jelan, J.B. Liang and R.A. Halim. 2004. The potential of Morus alba as a
fodder crop: The effect of plant maturity on yield, persistence and nutrient
composition of plant fractions. Asian Austral. J. Anim. 17:1657-1662.

Sanchez, M.D., 2000. Mulberry for animal production. FAO Anim. Prod. and Health Series No.
147, Roma, Italy.

Srivastava, S., R. Kapoor, A.Thathola and R.P.Srivastava. 2006. Nutritional quality of leaves of
some genotypes of mulberry (Morus alba). Int. J. Food Sci. Nutr. 57:305-313.

Suda, T. 1999. Inhibitory effect of mulberry leaves on ammonium emission from poultry
excrement. Abstracts of Gunma Agriculture-related Experiment Stations
Meeting, 7-8 (in Japanese).

Tateno, H., T. Yatabe and M. Iso. 1999. Studies on functional poultry eggs. Effects of
mulberry leaves on egg production as a poultry food. Bulletin of Ibaraki

Prefectural Poultry Experiment Station, 33:21-34 (in Japanese).



