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Effect levels of herbal curcumin supplementation on rumen ecology and digestibilityof

nutrients in beef cattle
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Abstract

The present study was aim to determine the effect of
herbalcurcuminsupplementation on feed intake, nutrient intake, nutrient digestibility,
rumen fermentation and blood metabolites in rumen of beef cattle.Three, rumen

cannulatedbeef cattle were randomly assigned to 3 experimental rations in a study
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with a 3 x 3 Latin square. During the 7 days of each experimental period, cattle were
fed concentrate 1 percentile of body weight which supplemented curcumin power at 3
levels of 0.0, 0.1 and 0.2 in concentrate. All animals were fed rice straw treated urea ad
libitum.Results show that the supplemental herbat.curcumin in the concentrate was
not (P>0.05) affected feed intake, nutrient intake and nutrient digestibility. Herbal
curcuminsupplementations in the concentrate werenot (P>0.05) influenced rumen
ecology. The pH and.the concentrations of ammonia.nitrogen, total \VFA, acetic,
propionic and butyric acid in the rumen fluid did not (P>0.05) affect by.the levels of
herbal curcumin supplementation. It,canbe concluded that supplemental
herbalcurcumininat 0,0.1 and. 0.2% in diet was not affected on nutrient intake, nutrient

digestibility,rumen fermentation and blood metabolites of beef cattle.
Keywords: herbal curcumin, rumen-ecology, nutrient digestibility, beef cattle
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Treatment

MQAY 1 T2 T3

Nt ed 50 5.0 5.0
NI BLMF 22.0 22.0 22.0
JudUenag 57.0 57.0 57.0
813e 3.0 3.0 3.0
nnena 7.0 7.0 7.0
NGk 1.0 1.0 1.0
Auzau 0.3 0.3 0.3
lauraideuneaina 0.7 0.7 0.7
WasnuesUuy 0.5 0.5 0.5
L3510 0.5 0.5 0.5
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ToyailftamansimsliaszinnuiUsUsuwuy analysis of variance (ANOVA) #ag
TUsun3ay/SPSS version 17/ W3suifisumnsiandnariadsvestioyarneds Duncan’s New

Multiple Range TestNszauaIaNiosiu 95 1esiius
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afiusznoun nalivete MstuwasWIIRIneS 8 Ua S duivesinguiny) dauand
Tupnsnadl 2 wudilawesinguiie 8850 tiag 57.50 [Woiifuiuazdumiding95.00 waz78.13
Wesidus TUsiumeru 15.10 as 850 Wasidud lasiu 2.52 way 2.14 Wedidus Weledill
avaneluansazeneTiiunan 27.65 waz 7816 Wesiusuandelefibiazarsluaisazansi
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Chemical composition Concentrate UTS
Dry matter (%) 83:50 57.50
............... %DM...............
Organic matter(OM) 95.00 78.13
Crude protein(CP) 15.10 8.50
Ether extract(EE) 2.52 2.14
Neutral detergent fiber(NDF) 27.65 78.16
Acid detergent fiber(ADF) 8.20 48.30

UTS = Urea treated rice straw
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nudnsasueiudy lufnadenisiulfidewseuifisusunduitlaiaiy Saunnsiasy
Vorlaphim et al. (2011) wudanrstasamiiugu 0 1-wesidust fuuTduvilsnsiuldrug
NIWIMLUABY (1151971°3) uaridliUTinainsiulsvessmsueso e uLaze I stuly
smhowesiduiiwiing e uwnndistunsada (B > 20,050 msfuldimualumiae
Wesdushmingihiiliunnsieiuogsiinnutedada. (P >70.05) Tunng nInwud waznsy
siontansuiniings”” it lifanuuanetsiuseiiodaRey (P-s 0.05) waznsniuldves
onaveuwasansRuldenuan fudelansuthminda” " laiflnnuusndredulumsada (e >
0.05)

4.3 wa%mmnﬁ?mﬁu%’uﬁiaﬁnﬁ%wﬂﬂuni::quzgmu

IINHaNAaeINYI) seivALilunse - mswesyetnaslunssimazgiuliiaay
WA AAISEER (P > 0.05) Tnuwdlalasuamnsiia 3 vinuus Tnanguaun fawfaBuviuty
0.1 woediduf uazngueiiuiu 02 Wesduslupimsduliniaieves pH Wity 6559, 6.51,
6.43 muadiy (13197 4) 1lesandmiveaedlasuanidadauese s tuuaz el
ANY donnaeINIsAN®IuBY Castillejos et-al. (2006) TuvaoanaeInuINTuons e
weuluensiteiUouiisuuliai wudiszsuemdiunge = ssliwnnafunguiilaiiety
nN5ANYITeY Benchaar et al, (2007) ldvhn siaSunuvonssiveiiatnaandiy 4 viln T
MagANARBY NUINATTesTEAUATUnsa ~ dreliunndrsfudlonIguiunguiliiady
Wanapat et-al. (2008) sasuiinisiasunglasug 100 nsuseTulsifinasoanudunsn — Ang
lunseamneguvedla Vorlaphim et al. (2011) SBMIIRASIVELT 0.1 A 0.2
Wesitudlifnadenmdunse = sslunszimngguiuvesia Ingnainmidunse - fs ves
voumanlugsuiuiegluszsivunafinlmannssurunsndndulvegand fanamanzay
siomsvihnuesAuvEdnguTdeaItaglad (Rasnd3Inins, 2541)
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[tems Treatments

T1 T2 T3 SEM P-value

Voluntary dry matter intake, kg/d
Concentrate 3.7 424 3.68 0.198 0.302
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Roughage 439 512 470 0.414 0.565
Total 8.16 9.36 8.38  0.604 0.473
% body weight

Concentrate 1 1 1

Roughage 1.08 1 1.29 .12 0.013 0.546
Total 2.08.. 2.29 21120 1.0.123 0.605
g/kgBWO'TS

Concentrate 4400 | 45.29 43.957 0.905 0.585
Roughage 51.22/ /54:79 5375 2.266 0.603
Total 95221 /100,08 97.70 " 5.126 0.618

T1 = control; T2 = concentrate + 0.1% curcuma; T3 = concentrate+ 0.2% curcuma

SEM vislne/fis Standard error of mean (A3 I3AAIALARUNINTTIY)

1757977 4
waveInTassaulng semudunse A weulndelulasiou uaznsnluiusainelave

vouvaIlunseinzgialuln

ltems Treatments
T1 T2 T3 SEM P-value
Rumen pH 6.59 6.51 6.5 0.040 0.459
Ammonia-nitrogen,
me/dl 5.73 7.49 7.38 0.270 0.444
Total VFA, mM 94.5 106.7 99:1 6.33 0.193
Acetic 68.4 74.6 73.8 5.19 0.452
Propionic 16.1 129 16.1 0.91 0.129
Butyric 11.7 13.7 1.7 1.26 0.228

T1 = control; T2 = concentrate + 0.1% curcuma; T3 = concentrate+ 0.2% curcuma

SEM vianefis Standard error of mean (AUAAIALARBUNINTFIY)

I v

Arpudutuvasenlide - lulasulunssmizsauvedalasuamms 3 v

s ludenuwansnsiunisads P > 0.05) lnediszauwauluide-lulpsauludiluei 0 8
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ANRAUVNAY 4.46, 6.23, LAY 6.77HARNSURDATANS AIUAINU WALIILUIN 4 1Ay 7.01,
8.76, WAz 7.995adnTudaLATENT MINAIFUAILRRLNG 3NTNUUATA1DETENING 5.73-7.49

TadnsureLndanshudanuwansaneiu (P > 0.05)M1519% 4) 1ie9andsununisiulaves
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vowenlade - lulnsied Tugwuiitbidaniswdngaunidisaiiananarsdiuiiiog wui
otfluszdu 5.60 7 7.00 " dladnsusrandang annmaassiimeaududuosenluie -
Tulnsiay fidfedlusyfuunaiinlninnsyumnsusin dulusghaniaenadesassiunis
$1897UU9 Wanapat et.al-(2008) 5109 uiInsiasunzlasne. 100-pduae ulilinanaainiu
ntuveauentsnile-lulasiou Tusumdlewsouiieuiunguiiliiada Lans1aa1nn155891u
%84 Vorlaphim et all (2011). 51esiuinnsiasuuiinugiy 0.1 uay 0.2 wWesidusinavilsen
rtiduveaueilie - lulpsiou lussuanaioSeuiouiunduauny

4.4 nampsmaiaduviiudusonsiuldvasinsuzuasdnistasldvaslnvug

nasAmgnuTinnsaiuviuiulusimslifnanensiulivodunidieg lWsfuneny
luiu 18ele NDF wazidely ADF vesomnsiin o wnsigny naonatunsiuldlavugsam (151
7 5) d0nA&BIRUNITIIENILUDS Vorlaphim._et-al. (2011) SreUAMSES LT 0.1 uay
0.2 WesidudliTadensauleismvestnvus uaziimsAuldues 18ely ADF gsninngueiuny
wagnaufiasuforiuiusuiuaylad ddnsianuansisessiddidy (P < 0.05) uawan
msfulFueslnyuy Suniding lsfunety e (Hely NOF velafilé3usanisgnsiiasu
pzlaslifimnuuandsfulafildfusimsndurives (P> 0.05) denAdosiu-Wanapat et al.
(2008) T1gIMIsETUAzlATg 100 nTureTubifinadeusinunisiulivaslnuuy w13
Auldwas 1ela ADE Tamimnsnsiulaftasuenmanauatuauetieilfsdinn (P < 0.05)ad

[y

lasuemsny dgns dansdesld (digestion) (113199 5) Apsteglainguiuasdunieing

NUIIAMULANEANUNNEDR (P > 0.05) donAassiu Wanapat et al. (2008) 518911431713
wsuazlasie 100 nFusedulifinareusinanisgeslavasdunieing way Vorlaphim et al.
(2011)  sneumITERRuiiudy 0.1 Wesidurkiinadonisdeslasinvesinguiiuay

[

dunIeTng
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wavesnIsiasuayulnsviuTusonsiulauasmnisdeslavelnvuzvedln

[tems Treatments

T1 T2 T3 SEM P-value

Total Nutrient intake (kg/d)

OM 7.56 7.44 1.87 0.428 0.81
Ccp 1.02 0.95 1.04 0.341 0.941
EE 0.20 0.20 0.23 0.105 0.932
NDF 4.99 4.88 5.33 0.018 0.778
ADF 271 2.86 3.16 0.286 0.838

Nutrient digestibility

DM 6977 1472 71.84 2.549 0.513
oM 2T 71.35 75.84 2371 0.448
cp 65.57 63.39 59.59 4.612 0.699
EE 68.69 69.42 7097 6.073 0.965
NDF 59.41 68.08 61.70 2.246 0.200
ADF 46.89 5634 56.39 4.698 0.424

T1 = control; T2 = concentrate + 0.1% curcuma; T3 = concentrate+0.2% curcuma
b 1 dl dld U 1 > a 1 > T =7 o U aa
“anadeluwruauiionysunndeiy Sesusnd 1eiustisitedrdynieana (P < 0.05)

SEM viahefie-Standard error of mean (AIUARIRLARDUNINIFIY)

4.5 Agi3glulnsiay uazraiaainesealunalban

naveIMTtaIuIRL Ty iTRaUTImgSelulnstau (BUN)  wagmeladnasen
(cholesterol) TumanasindrvesgFolulpsiduialndidsiulpetiaadowindu 122588805y
soinTansaunsiaamesoalunsrualafinfialndidsatuioafiusening 3 ngunnassdalis

! U 1 N o o W aa
ANULANANNUBENHUEEAYN9EDH (p>0.05)
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5. #5UNaN15398
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lulnsiay wazralaawasoalunseialaiglifinauunne 19U 9ads (P>0.05)

14 a
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	3.1 สัตว์ทดลอง
	ข้อมูลที่ได้ทั้งหมดทำการวิเคราะห์ความแปรปรวนแบบ analysis of variance (ANOVA) ด้วยโปรแกรม SPSS version 17 เปรียบเทียบความแตกต่างค่าเฉลี่ยของข้อมูลด้วยวิธี Duncan’s New Multiple Range Testที่ระดับความเชื่อมั่น 95 เปอร์เซ็นต์

