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Abstract

Introduction: Ketosis is one of the metabolic diseases that causes economic loses in dairy industry. The evaluation of
BHB and NEFA is a specific test for subclinical ketosis which shows the higher blood level of beta-hydroxybutyrate
(BHB) and non-esterified fatty acid (NEFA). There have been applied the Near-infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) technique
for detecting subclinical ketosis, however the studies of this technique are needed for supporting the accuracy of the
analysis and screening tests.

Objectives: The aims of this study were to apply the NIRS technique to measure plasma BHB and NEFA of dairy cow
by generating the appropriate equation to predict the relationship between the laboratory BHB and NEFA results and
the NIRS results, and to investigate the prevalence of subclinical ketosis in dairy raising area, Udon Thani province.

Materials and Methods: blood and plasma samples of 102 post-partum dairy cows (5-60 DIM) were collected. The
plasma samples were separated and divided into 2 parts, for laboratory BHB and NEFA analysis and NIRS analysis by
using FT-NIR and DLP-NIR. The appropriate equation was generated to predict the BHB and NEFA level.

Results: The prevalence of subclinical ketosis in pots-partum dairy cows was 5.88% (6/102). The statistical analysis to
generate the equation to predict plasma BHB and NEFA level, by using FT-NIR waz DLP-NIR, demonstrated the R value
were 0.98, 0.90 and 0.98, 0.84, respectively.

Conclusion: The results of this study showed the moderate relationship between the laboratory and the NIRS BHB and
NEFA level and was able to apply in the research. The further studies and data collections is necessary for improve the
accuracy of blood chemistry analysis by using NIRS technique.
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A9eNa UaUUN nade waltde, Us1dUgen naanad, AT 2291

a1 wARANIARE A TIAE uaenatiTTsienss I 41000
“gryamInenaaniuazmalulagnise g anzmalulag snangnaassi)ensanid 41000

‘Hilseniusssnuna 8ud. theerakul_nil@yahoo.com

Qs 1
UNnAmea
° Ao A = ak A, ¥ a = a s o A '

uniin saplndadunilslulsamaumueddunneiiiarugadenarsegialunisaeslaun saalntauuylivans
81117 (subclinical ketosis) Alade lnen1snsasesunudNdueean s lansandaniem (beta-hydroxybutyrate; BHB)
waznsn lusludase (non-esterified fatty acid; NEFA) Tunszuaiaan dnisilszgnsfldmatiaifiasaurseainineaindl (near-
infrared spectroscopy; NIRS) lunnsasadnnsaslsanladanuuliuansainis adslsfinudaganisdnemaiia NIRS lu
AsmgaasnnIedlsadlndduuyliugndannig mumf;fmmmmﬂwmumuu‘lmﬂmmmuuummﬂmu

Toqulszasd iNeszynildinaila NIRS Ustiluszdy BHB waz NEFA Tunanaunlauu tanadreaunsfimanzassing
ANNANNUTTENINNAT BHB waz NEFA annisngaaneviestfimnisfsauiiausn BHB uay NEFA aannnsdnsziisian
wAtA NIRS wazAnwaugneeinisialsaalndauuyliuansainisTunuiiaesiaug Aamingnssntl

a6 aunsal uazdgnis iudetuaenaNuHlATALNITETMAIAREA (5-60 F14) AWMU 102 A3 uLiFatanatan iy
2 dau Lﬁfamq@mqﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁLmﬂw’mm BHB waz NEFA uwaziiassidaamaiia NIRS Tasldiaias FT-NIR uaz
DLP-NIR Lﬁ@ﬁﬁ@g‘@ma%’ﬂmum@ﬁmmmmﬁ'@ﬁﬂmmzﬁum BHB uay NEFA

uan1sAnEn nuaNgnaesudlasauairseniulsaflndauuuliuansainig 5.88% (6/102 6a) aAnnisamszidaya
N9ADA WUFn AunNsTEY AT UaNs BHB was NEFA lunanasnidtassianniasadiesas FT-NIR uaz DLP-NIR
A1 R WL 0.98, 0.90 LAY 0.98, 0.84 ANNAIAL

G LANNIANENT WAnuduugIeqAn BHB uaz NEFA ANNMIAIANWIBILIRNTUATAINNTIAIEIRaE NIRS Tu
szfuthunans Geannenthantlszgnefldlunisfnenisels v nafnAserelasdaninniudeyafiadia e

e NgnAeuiug lunsimaziaaiisne lwdsstaanisdszgnsfldmatia NIRS

P

Adnan: Wesaunseanlninsalnd, wen-lansenddonim, nealuiubase, Tauu
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Tﬂuuﬁmﬂmwuﬂﬁ'wdw (transitional period)
UALIAUNUAIAABATEZIIN AIUNINTNALNANIITANAA
WAYUTUAL (negative energy balance) ilegann 3 tTade
wan- I AudRIM IR IWludieunsen
wazdenaangn Antsiuldanasludosniaunaanuazdas
wisnaandntes uarldsemnmasnulaifeme fiosan
Tagacldndrnulunisaiieinu ((Rukkwamsuk et al.,
1999, Ospina et al., 2010, Rutherford et al., 2016) %ﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁ
nazansanasuiiuay azfinnsaanalasiu (ipolysis) a1n
Badelulgilunsalasisasy (non-esterified fatty acid;
NEFA) Tusnamadngnezuaidanunldiiuumaanasanu R
Tunnazuns NEFA Twidesaziindfjiseniseand lad (oxi-
dize) Inenaaasiu (hepatocyte) visadsaanlugiluasansilss
nevlatnlusAumunusius (very low density lipoprotein:
VLDL) aginalafimia Selrsvavnlasudnsuarsrasudinaan
ﬁmf;muQ@wz\'fmw,ﬂu@uLmzﬁmﬂwwzﬁ’ammﬁ@mﬂﬁ
NANARBLNININ Az AL AL NEFA Lﬁuqq%mmlﬁumw
gaunsnvessuluniseendlad (Herdt, 1997, Adewuyi et al.,
2005) FaaziinuilufisrelTa s (hepatocyte toxicity)
Tmmj’ué\imm’&mLﬁu‘immmmm‘ﬁu waznaliinaniaglusiu
azauusL (fatty liver) AuuN (Li et a., 2020) FaszdUTeq
nsalasiudasy lunsyugien i AuANa N0 NS
aandlad azgnasina Taaulasiia (Acetyl CoA) wAenuiy
#3A 191 (ketone bodies) 1A a2 imu (acetone) axdlney
FuAN (acetoacetate) waziumilansandooanien
(B-hydroxybutyrate; BHB) Lmzﬁizﬁu@q%ﬂummmLﬁ@m
(hyperketonemia) TAB@1N1TOAIANLAINNITHTUTR AR
Tnuuedldlueamansinee 109919008 gy shiTaanaz
(Dervishi et al., 2021, Enjalbert et al., 2001, Ospina et al.,
2010)

Tsanlndalulaun dunildlulsantaumuedds
(metabolic disease) ine WifinAnugayReniupAssgiase
nemsnagiaesiauaiuatinenan (Gordon et al., 2013) T9a
o o a a aa A a p~ o
Alndaidumnuindnaniepdtiaiinaannniaznisisssiu

o 2 X o4 oa .
a9AIIUlUNTEUALINNGITY (hyperketonemia) @finluua
Trsznzudsnnannininzannanasuiiuay (negative
energy balance) insqryideanasnuiiasaniinisanglaa
uaznasauazanluseng il lun1saFrauiun (Herdt,
2000, Rutherford etal., 2016) unlaiinlsadlnddazinam
BHINDINNIANAY AT UNAARS UILRNTNINANANY TS
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Wuganas usiu (Baird, 1982) Tsndladalulaun wilnnu
Anaureiniugneantidy 2 WUUAS LULWAAIAINIT
(clinical ketosis) wazsuUlugngeInig (subclinical ketosis)
o A a Ao A = = = .
wlaniAanInzAlnTaazNa1sAlAULeR (ketone bodies)
U 1 = = =
loun anseza@lnu (acetone) #1902 inaz@mAN (acetoace-
tate) wazansiusinlansanddafiien (B-hydroxybutyrate;
BHB) 441ulunszudldnnuazainisnnsmany A ududy
209819ALAULE A LA U8 a9s97] 28959NTE LU U
tTaanae 11w (Dervishi et al., 2021, Enjalbert et al., 2001,
Ospina et al., 2010)

= o o o -
ann1sAnEIANgnaedlsaninga lussAunn sy
1 al = 1 = 1 al
wun lanAtatauuulduansainisiianugnuinndnlsaals
TAULLLUAAIBINTT (40% WAT 5% RINAAL) (Oetzel, 2004,
Suthar et al., 2013) wazlsanlndauuuliuansainisdad
ANAATy ludreInsgadaniaasgia taaneliiin
ANgIYdeAnLTY 6,000 LMslasn ANgARTIRATWAY
MAAINNITAFINUIUNAARY ATINANYIIAUTANAS UATAT
FnEneUaiWNTY (Gohary et al., 2016) TINYIRAIN
@enliAnlsasundniauuazingnenauaIpaen 1Adx
BENNANITN LN TWTARRUR AR (Suthar et al.,
al = 1 o
2013) Isadladauuuliugansannis Snnululaunluszes
1-2 lAAUWINTBIN"T WU (Andersson, 1988) TngiazmuiAau
AnuNNgALlszuiui 65 ndaraan (Gordon etal., 2013,
Suthar et al., 2013) H3auANgNIBINIIAATIARHTA
\ A Ao a =
wunldugasanislulaunluvanafiuinalan enfdu v
awisnintie viae st vidtewdnld vaduening easinsias
A a s A a Ao A '
fduaus vathelda wumngnuedisaaladauuylivan
81N17LTATAUNVRIAADA 24.1% (8.3 — 40.1%) (Brunner et
al., 2019) uazn1sAnEsEmAlnanUANENIDINAA
T3pAlnta 12.5% Tulesaunsces 2 danvdspaas (Prom-
kot et al., 2011)

N13ATIRANIANNLTNTULEY NEFA LAz BHB D847
Hanuamnzlunisasmadansaaniazanganasnuiuan
wazlsaAlndauuylinansannislulaus (LeBlanc, 2010, Li
et al., 2020, Dervishi et al., 2021) IneusilafifulsnAlnda
qzilAn BHB TuaeaANinndn 1.0 mmol/L (¥3aN1nndn 10
mg%) Taeianuunitu wilafifulsaalndaunlsiugnannis
wazwilafiflulsnAlnTauuLuandannig azilAn BHB lu
\@8A 1.0-2.9 mmol/L (10-29 mg/dl) WAaZNINN31 3.0 mmol/L
(11NN91 30 mg/dl) mNAIAU (Oetzel, 2004, Zhang et
al.,2013) LAZNILNTNIT AN ﬂmwﬁQQﬂuLﬂu@uéqﬁmqquLﬁu
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119949 NEFA Tuiaeniaay Inalsefuanududuninngn
0.3 mmol/L (Cao et al., 2017, Liu et al., 2020, Shen et al.,
2020)

AnsAnERNfUARNTNase ARl E auyy L]
wangaIN1slaen1InsaanteesliAnisilsviiud BHB
Tudenlaun udsunsgulunismmaitiadelsnalndalu
Tannediestfjiimnas Teun naldieTes Liquid Chromatog-
raphy-Mass Spectrometry (LC-MS) (Wu et al., 2020) waz
R999UN72A L NEFA Tunssuaiannnismaiia gas chroma-
tography/mass spectrometry (GC/MS) (Zhang et al., 2013,
Liu et al., 2020) 398554 N1A9ARANTINNNANALRTE Y
vWisulaunlneanismsaaniszau BHB luidenlaanistlszenst
I%Lﬂ%?lmﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂimﬂmf(electrochemical meter; Precision
Xtra®) (Zakian etal., 2017) unzgamsaadaiagLlitldudnnis
8498 enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) ;394
wiszsy BHB Twidenlaunianunsonsaaluviafuld dedl
ANle (sensitivity) 85% WATRAIINANNY (specificity)
94% (Voyvoda and Erdogan, 2010, Macmillan et al., 2017)
¥t arunsonsiadanseslaadlndslurihfulaunlnanis
AeamnzFLRlALLUeR luTaaa IAsnLamdIAaen Tﬁﬁ@q'
Tut94 2 iAeuusnTaInts Iy Failussesfinsanuansa
Tmuua?ﬁy‘luﬂmmf;:mn%m waznuANgnueslsnnlnga
wuulduansanislulaunszey 2 ieuusnaasnisldu
WiNAL 25% (Simasatitkul and Supaluckbunlue, 1998) uay
20% (Rukkwamsuk, 2005)

weilaafauneaalningalnl (near-infrared
spectroscopy; NIRS) I%Mﬁ/ﬂﬂ’liﬂﬂﬁ‘@jmﬂauum (absorption)
d‘ 1 |1 . . o A
pe3pauLHan i (incident) Tuavaanvidaluiananes
= o a ] v dl
AN3azANETRTAY uawBuWI It Wlng (near Infrared) 7
1 lwmaiiall HAane1apanludag 780 — 2500 W lwums
(nm.) Teilselmflunisilszgnslldlunismasinnilunn
2e9NgNATTU (functional group; -CH, -NH %198 -OH ) UAY
AnwlassaFaluanals nsAnsinaun Annsiseensfld
wAtiA NIRS Anmniesuganindnduinau laud ns
‘ﬂ‘a‘:ﬁ‘qﬂ prldLATR4 Fourier Transform - Near Infrared Spectro-
photometer (FT-NIR) lunnsmsarnnsesisanlndauuy’ls
LAAID1N1T LTAUNTIAEN1ITATIANLATIZWFR DL 191U
PIANNENTULR9a13A IMULEA (De Roos et al., 2007, Van
Knegsel etal., 2010) Msuseensl lmaiia NIRS Tun1smana
a - v o ' Ao a Ao = |
Azt NTuesAAN lann ludsulauy anudnd
o A v & ' Ao A A A
AN LN B eanalun 3daTuuA AR Talin ey

Lviwﬁuﬁ'%nﬂﬂuﬁfmﬂﬁu“ﬁmqmﬁﬁn (Yawongsa and Sukhon-
tarad, 2018) wazn1sMmATA NIRS JaANNd NI U12941T
BHB ludisulauunnszazaaansliusndqaning Geuanis
= , g o = > o
AN®11UaT9n @a1u1s0sann1sannisAne luldanules
d‘ £ U £% a e
\Ha9a AN IENTUL8IENT BHB A1NN19msaan1eietjin
AU ANTUNEa nwmAtiA NIRS HadulnatAearii

nstszens inaila NIRS Tunisdseifiuuazinung
A1 BHB uaz NEFA lunguilszannsudlesaunszey 5-60 41
PAIAADA aviNanasansaalsnflpdauuyliugnaainig
Tunguilszansudlasaunszey 5-60 Tunainaen dailu

PP = o [ a o A
sraziANNAesLazinNLgLFENIIN9NAlsAA AT ALLL
Tiugneannis azidulsslomilunisssiiuaniunisnilse
= = 1 1 o
Aladauuuliuanseinislunguilszanslaunmnainaan
anwnsnlideyaniilulsylamiaiuayunisiiadalsn uas
, a A A aa o o A ,
doenisipzesiialunisitade isanlndanuylingnaainis
Tunuiiaeslaun Aaiu nsAnetaRdngUsvasd Ae e
ANHIAMHANAUFILUINNAT BHB uaz NEFA Tunanaxnla
FAUNTZEE 5-60 TUNRIARAN mﬂﬂ’wmm@mqﬁa\iﬂﬁﬂﬁmi
wazNIAIITRIEIATIA NIRS UAZNEANHIANTNTE
a al = 1 a o

manalsadladauuyluinansainislulpsauuszes 5-60 S
naapaan lununanalauy Inanistlssiiue BHB way
NEFA 'ﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁli"}ﬂﬂ’]\‘iﬁ@dﬂﬁﬂaﬂ’]i

980 aulnsol wazdsnng

TAuN

unlpTAUNITEE 5-60 TUNAIAAEA ANERUTANNAN
TaaalminTiden Turnfulaunasanensnsmedes lwan
ﬂméjﬂ\ﬁmummﬁwfmqmﬁﬁﬁTmﬂﬁﬁuquﬁq@ﬁ'wﬂ?xmm
Taannlunsineil Fnndaeanistlszanaritanis
Zi’ﬂi"mmmm (sample size for prevalence survey estima-
tion) (Dohoo et al., 2010) fArANTNAIANT (expected
prevalence) 12.5% (Promkot et al., 2011) a1Na1U
tszannslaaenluiviissanns 1,000 FQ fiszdumnuide
ajvu (Confidence interval) 95% LL@:ﬁﬁﬂmmLﬂﬁl@uﬁﬁmmﬁ
16 5% Tmai 1413w sl Epilnfo version 7.2 (Epi Info™, CDC,
USA) nnaRnEN AN TRa s el AN L uTaL
ANNAMENTINNNTATTUNLTIUUAZ NSRRI BN
WNENANART NUINENFEINTI]DATINL ANABTINIUITATIEN
UsruN M ERT189AMIENITUNTAREUNTR 1ATT AS
0543.7/358
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NITLINUAIBENILAB A

RISALARE A AR N IABAALTI ALY
(coccygeal vein) adluvaamiuidennianstieaiunisuda
faaaaenTila Ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid (EDTA)
naeaiURaaNNaITeenunsudasaaean AN Twen

N R G N
NANANIA2ELATEILTULIAEN NAHLEY 3,000 9aUARUNILTW
al =3 a o
1A 10 W7 unatgnnldluuass lulasiafauis 2
HARANT AU 2 NABA UazIUINEAaELNNNgMAT -20
°C asansiiAszineiestumnisuaziiasziion
waila NIRS sl

N19MT2aNI9Ral JURANI5AATIZUANNLT NI
2Aa9 NEFA wwaz BHB

NINTATIAINATIEWMNTLAL RN BHB Lay NEFA lu
NANENLNTATALNT TR 5-60 SunaIAaan (Duffield, 2000,
Herdt, 2000, Jorjong et al., 2014) N39aalf1iRn1g faeds
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) Tmﬂﬂlﬁlﬂ%m
8m1UF Olympus AU-400 (AU400 chemistry analyzer,
OLYMPUS CORPORATION) s #esdfjiAnislsanenuia
And ATULARIUNYEAIART NUNINLIAUTDUULNL

nsudananisnavaniaiealiRnag ivua i ud
TANAIAADANTISZAL BHB TUNanaun 1.2-2.9 mmol/L (Oet-
zel, 2004, Wang et al., 2016, Brunner et al., 2019) vi5ai
521199 NEFA T10aaaN1nN9113aLiniL 0.26 mmol/L (Asl
etal.,, 2011) Wulsarlndauuyliuganaainig

N15ALASIZUADENNNANANILASAUN AELNATNA
NIRS

vhdnatnadenluvaeniitiansiasiunisudeiauns
1@eATHA EDTA WAZFMeE1NaNan NNAmmsinaamARia
Hesaunsaailnlnsalnt ile3inszivnaoudurivdans
aulnmasunazAailliuaan (BHB waz NEFA) Inevinnsmnama
AT W AEAAINTINANARTILAZANNTRENTINANART
AN173AINITUUFIN A LA LAz ILTANN NAnengde
mAlRIagsTNIAREA1Y INeURTauLAY tnadiATneT
et uAnnuazNangn AenAreafaunsaainngs
ng 2 Lﬂ?l@\‘i Iaun 1) Lﬂ?lm Digital light processing near
infrared spectroscopy (DLP-NIR) ﬁﬁﬂmmmﬁaffmﬁ’m’]?@.m
NALLASTIANNENIARL 900-1,700 NM LAY 2) \A384 Fourier
transform near infrared spectroscopy (FT-NIR) ﬁ@mmﬂﬁ
f‘a”mrﬁhm?@mﬂﬁuumﬁmmmqm?\'u 1,000-2,500 nm. IAg
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mednANsgAnALLAsLsazFaatazinnstindandaniu
@iy (path length) Lmﬁmmmmmnﬁum\iﬁa@ﬂwq@z 2
pfy itevnaslsznetlusatnauasinaunisinenny
indures NEFA uay BHB lusetng Iaavinnstiuiingn
A uTe NEFA waz BHB 7ildannnisnsnanisas
ﬂﬁﬁﬁmmﬂum’mLﬂnm”uma@mﬂﬁmlmﬁ%”mnmi
AAziaae NIRS

NSAATIUTDNANNADA

al a 1

enuANgnaasisaaladauuy liuansainislu
TPTAUNTEEY 5-60 JUUAIAADA (HIeiL BHB %38 NEFA lu
WANENN >1.2 mmol/L 138 >0.26 mmol/L Axasy) tneld
ADPLTINITNUN WTeURgUANRAYANITNT W I9e BHB
waz NEFA lunanasn luusdlpsaunssey 5-60 Sundanaan
1 1 dl a = = ] o 1 a
seudnanguniinlsaatadawuulduansainisiunguing
FNERENNTATIZINNNEDR student’s t-test TaeldTalsunss

SPSS (SPSS for Windows Version 20.0)

AuualiFauLlsdase (independence variable) Aa
TAENANITLATIZHAINNTAANAUBUAIAIDENINANANNARE]
MATIA NIRS LARLLARET LazdauLlsany (dependence vari-
able) AR BHB way NEFA A1INN3IATILIN TR 1R
n1s anmi ihdayaailaninainnisinasiiaatinuaen
LAZWATANT NIAF19ENN1TUIANENAUTLAZITUZ AN
AN NTUI99803 BHB waz NEFA lulden anddnmsy
NNIAANRLULAT oﬁ”@ﬁ%mﬁmm:ﬁmimmﬂﬁﬂﬁqﬁm‘ﬁqm
119471 (partial least squares regression; PLSR) L‘Wlfﬂ
wANHANRUSITNINANaI ARFuNNIRANALNAY (Fouls
Bas2) fuAtAuITNIUIes BHB waz NEFA n1avieal iR
N7 (Fawdsmnn) IngAanTeuIannAl AndinlesAviaandurig
(coefficient: R) Af ANdNLsrAnsanduiugsendnadniild
mnmﬁLmﬂzﬁmqﬁmﬂﬁﬂﬁmiﬁum‘ﬁ"l,ﬁ”mnmiﬁwmm
AoginATiA NIRS LazA1 Root Mean Square Error of Cross
Validation (RMSECV) A A1ANRANAIANIATFIUIBIAN
LLmnﬁiNi:WiNmﬁié’mnmﬁLmﬁw’mqﬁmﬂﬁuﬁmiﬁu
Anfildannnnsvinunadamaiia NIRS Iiflunnatlunisdn
WRANANNNT (De Roos et al., 2007, William, 2007; Sukhon-
tarad and Yawongsa, 2020) 1 lds1nsu unscramble version
9.7 ﬁﬁmiﬂé”‘uLwi\ﬁfmﬂ@mﬂﬂmé”mﬁ@@mmmuﬂsﬂmumm
faya
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NANISANE

FTALANNITNIUURIRNTF BHB waz NEFA aanms
psaaneUaiianis uazanugnaaslsarlnda
wuuliuansannislulpsaunszas 5-60 AUNRIAREA
TuRuiiAnun

ANIANUS WAL atin s AR UL e AL
fantnalunsineased Winalunnsdmdenuslasm
ieifusetnaden Ae wlAdnuuszes 5-60 Sundsran
annzAuae N Epilnfo version 7.2 (Epi InfoTM
CDC, USA) 1mwmumamqLLuTmmummﬁﬂu 144 60 vt
fusilraausiidn e Wunga faneinalunnsAneni Ae ul
TATAUNTZEY 5-60 TUNAIARRA AU 102 FA TABVINNNT
Fusesnadenluuslrnundsrann S119% 102 fa e
A3927LATZHAHLTNTLIB9A1T BHB waz NEFA ludeg
UfiTAn19daea ELISA wudn arwiduduiadsaes BHB lu
wmfammmﬂ@um@mq WAL 0.6 mmol/L (0.60.26) LAz
A9 NEFA Tunanasngusaeng windu
0.07 mmol/L (0.07+0.06)

Lﬂ@ﬁmimwmmm’ﬂmﬁm (cut-off point) 284961 BHB
(>1.2 mmol/L) 38/ NEFA (>0.26 mmol/L) lunnstidlsn
AlatauuLliuanI8INIg (subclinical ketosis) WLANNTN
waslsnAlndauuyliuansenisluudlpsaus winu 5.88%
(6/102 #) Taeualadaunnguiilulsndlndauyliuang
annsfimnududueases BHB Wik 1.21 mmol/L
(1.21£0.03) ANGY4A (max.) WAL 1.25 mmol/L mﬁ%wqm
(min.) WinAY 0.27 mmol/L uazfinnuiduduiedsvas NEFA
Winrl 0.25 mmol/L (0.25+0.12) A4 YL 0.38 mmol/L
fﬁhrﬁl’wzgm WiNAL 0.02 mmol/L) TuansirnududueatTeg

BHB sLunfojuLLﬁTﬂ?muuﬁimﬂuImmm% (nquinf) den
WinfiY 0.56 mmol/L (0.56+0.13) wazAud e A0
NEFA fl@"ini 0.06 mmol/L (0.06£0.05) iaul3eiiie
ARt Ted BHB uaz NEFA lumandanaedusilein
uNgzEy 5-60 Junainaan seudnanguiiulsadladauuyls
uwansansiunguung wudn nquiiulsadladauunliuans
ansiANeA BHB uaz NEFA Tunandunannndnuslan
quLng aenaliedAty (1.21 vs 0.56 mmol/L WAz 0.25 vs
0.06 mmol/L AMNAIAL, p<0.05) AMNIINTUIBY BHB LAz
NEFA TunanaunTazaunsses 5-60 SUNAIAaan LazAINm
N0 lATAUNIZEY 5-60 Fundenaanninnlsaalndauuy
Taiuaneenn s LALTRNE LaRIRanngeT 1

Namﬁmmzﬁmsnmn@ﬂﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁf@ﬂﬁqmmadqu
(partial least squares regression ;PLSR) Lﬁ.aﬂ%’ﬁa
ANNTYNUILANULTNTUADIRNS BHB waz NEFA
lusratrananguauslasaus

HANNTIATITYANANTUEIRAALLUNATIN99 0
NAULAIFEWATLA NIRS wazAIAMNIdNTuLe941T BHB
uaz NEFA Tusetnanataunaesulasnus aann1smszi
WANFANFIBENIANUIY 102 Frating Aaersad FT-NIR uAx
DLP-NIR A21NEN9ARY 1,000-2,500 nm. WAY 901.54-
1,701.37 nm. AINAIAL NINN1IALATIZUNNTAANALLAS I
FratianataNLAaTAIaEng S1uau 2 A% (2 %ﬁ) il
imgu@ﬂ'mLﬂﬂm”mmi@mﬂﬁuummnLrﬁlm NIRS UAaziFsRs

QIUIU 204 FBENY

N198519N WA UINILAINYNFADITAIANNNS
(calibration curve) TN HAAIATNANAUFIZNINNL

ANSINN 1 AHNINTULIRAL YR BHB waz NEFA (mean+SD) Tunanauuilpsaunsels 5-60 FUNAIAREA LATAINN
fnaeunlpIaunfialsnflndauuuliuaniainig (cut off BHB >1.2 mmol/L) auau 102 faluiuiAnm

HANFILATIZINNRL iiRnng

NANAIBENT AMNTN(%) BHB NEFA
BHB (mmol/L) . NEFA (mmol/L) .
min.-max. min.-max.
NN 0.60£0.26 0.20-1.25 0.07+0.06 0.01-0.38
nquAlATALLL
Tuansanis 5.88% 1.2120.03* 1.20-1.25 0.25+0.12** 0.02-0.38
nguilng 94.12% 0.56+0.14 0.27-0.87 0.06+0.05 0.01-0.25

*UAPNAHNIWANFINNRE W ANATYNNEDR (p<0.05) WFaLifiauAl BHB szudnengualadauuulaiuaniannis iy nguilns
HUARNANUANANNBL NN AATYNNEDR (p<0.05) WFBLnLA NEFA sendnanguatndauuylduansaanis iy nguilnf
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X uazinu Y Inanivualiunu Y iusauds8ase (indepen-
dence variable) A NANTILAINZIANIRANAWLAFIDEN
WANAHNEREILAa NIRS UsinzLAses uazivunlsfunu X ifly
fuilsmna (dependence variable) Ag AYNHIENT U89 BHB
uay NEFA '1'71'3Lmﬁ:ﬁmqﬁmﬂﬁiﬁmiﬁqﬁ% ELISA AW
aneu Taewudn mmﬁLﬂm:ﬁmimmm@ﬂﬁﬁﬁqﬁﬂﬂ?{qmm\i
ﬂ'fau(PLSR)mﬂﬁhmﬁ?@]mnﬁuumﬁqmiwwmmmﬁ’ffmLﬁﬁlm
FT-NIR Tinsmzesannisianspnudunisssnansailnm sy
NNIAANALLAY LAY BHB Az NEFA fainsnzinnaties
ﬂf]u“ﬁmimmmmﬁzgm &T\umm\ﬂugﬂﬁ 1

mﬂ&uﬁﬁﬂg@ﬁqLLﬂa‘EmzLL@:ﬁqLLﬂmmm
3Lmqw"mmmﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁqﬁ@mﬁqmmqmu (partial least
squares regression ;PLSR) Lﬁ@m"’qmumiﬁmmmmlﬁu
41989477 BHB uaz NEFA lusnatneanatanudlazaius
Taefian AN UdNRUS 189NN LT 2 38 anAn
fulaAvaavduiug (correlation coefficient; R) LazANA
NAANIRTFIUTUNGNATI98NN"T (root mean standard error
of calibration; RMSECV) N’Z\lﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ‘ﬂ’]‘iﬁ/\md’] anlnpsudsin
N15UFULAIAREAT 2™ Derivative AN ANF1MSUNT
¥uneiAadduans BHB uaz NEFA Tagigunnsildvinung
AvddugNs BHB waz NEFA Tumangun istasnesiann
\A389 FT-NIR 1A DLP-NIR A1 R wiri 0.98, 0.90 LAY
0.98, 0.84 ANNAIAL WALHA1 RMSECV winfiu 0.34, 0.05
UAZ 0.01, 0.04 ANUANAL (AN319T 2)
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T3paAtnda lulaunidun1azanuiadnAniauuny
pATH (metabolic disorder) ﬁwuimuuquqmﬂmmiﬂuu
LT 9razuieuy (dry period) svaivulAgudng (transitional
period) szeIzARBARN utaszezusnaadnnslsiun (Duffield
etal., 2009, Promkot et al., 2011) 3ax1msgulunisitiady
Isanlntauuyuliuanse1nislulaun Ae nNImIaMITTAL
BHB Twiaan Tnaldqasia (cut-off point) A1 BHB 1naviza
WiNAU 1.2 mmol/L (BHB > 1.2 mmol/L) UsalsnATARALLL
laiuamsannislulaTaun (Oetzel, 2004, Wang et al., 2016,
Brunner et al., 2019) elunnsdneni wuAHgNIadLN A
IAUNTZEIY 5-60 SUMAIAREA NEIAN BHB >1.2 mmol/L Wi
5.88% (6/102 #) TannitiaselarAlndauLLlaugnsannisg
Tneldqnsin (cut-off point) A1 BHB >1.2 mmol/L Aaaaly
Lazilnnusngsens g AlAd ALY laiuanienng
97% Uaz 82% ANNANGL (Mahrt et al., 2015)

a Ao A '
Horaaunuaaugnaeslsaalndauunliuans
s = = =
2N UNANIATAUNLIZNN 40% BUENANgNTD31IAR
Tnfauuuuaasainiswungulasauuilszann 5% atngls
figa poNgnInuazulsiuauegiuusasi i uazluing
WisuamsonuaNgnueslsaaladawuuliuanseinsga
74 80% (Jenskin et al., 2015, Brunner et al., 2019) Intina
= g = o A a o o
nMsANEH wuANTNeslATAUNTAIAaaaNNalsAR InTa
. Ji g = Py
wuuldugnsenisTulaniundnm (5.88%) I lndlAesuay

- Y
174 T ¥
K=-0.9% A o
= RMSEC=0.06 2
: &
g "4 |
)
L} &
- B4 &
: ¥
= LR
5 & - # L
‘! ] | gﬁ*
B -tr"iiF
i
24
- L - L - L] - L - L
2 4 [ 8 10 12

Actual BHBA {mg/dlL)

0.40 -
1 [n=204 B o
035+ | R=0.98
RMSEC=0.01 o

= 0304 8
_E' ]

0.25
E ] g8°

20 4
; 0.2( . 8
—
Z 0154
E ) 80 o
=010 o o
% ] Sﬁeg

0.05 gg
= l gga 9

oo0od B

-0.05 +—p—r——vF-—"T—""—"T—"—"T—T—"T——T

L) L] T
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.35 0.40

Actual NEFA (mmol/l)

0.20 0.25 0.30

5UN 1 nalannduiusssndsanlnaiunisganauuassngiaTas FT-NIR waldidunswlunisnsaasuaugnees

a al

(calibration curve) 289N1385194NN13911118 AN (calibration) 284 BHB (A) way NEFA (B)
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AN51991 2 HATLATITIN AT AN NANRWETEUIIANERNTYW BHB uaz NEFA lunananiunlaauuniaies
UfuiFnIs AunnsdisziidaaiaTas NIRS: FT-NIR uaz DLP-NIR Aaedsn1siiasnzuinisonnesnnadtioagaunedon
(partial least squares regression ;PLSR) a1U3U 204 fiaagid

n15YiNueAT BHB

n159uEA NEFA

28n15UsuLma
” FT-NIR DLP-NIR FT-NIR DLP-NIR
Alnmsu
R RMSECV R RMSECV R RMSECV R RMSECV

TN Fuusa 0.91 0.74 0.91 0.73 0.86 0.03 0.89 0.03
3% Smoothing 0.82 1.04 0.71 1.11 0.82 0.03 0.78 0.04
A3 1st derivative 0.97 0.38 0.90 0.79 0.98 0.0 0.91 0.03
9% 2nd derivative 0.98 0.34 0.90 0.05 0.98 0.01 0.84 0.04
93 SNV 0.83 1.01 0.95 0.64 0.89 0.03 0.92 0.03
A3 MSC 0.83 1.01 0.85 0.74 0.89 0.03 0.92 0.03

AAPRBIALINTIANUAY Vicente et al. (2014) ANNI9ANEN
a a = ] -Qi 1
AnianzAlndauuy ldnansa1nisluszazilasudne
TAUN (transitional period) WAZIZUZURIARDA WUAIINTN

1890719z InTa Ul 2 mNg WAL 9.2% (8.9% — 34%)

nnsanadalsaAlndanuylduaninnnislusesu
A1Fu TnennsmIaaseAuANNITNTLYee BHB luiden Aqsl
waninusinsAnaanngurnat1stATauNaLudawnun
winnzaneatszanslasaunlunnfu arsiaenngulasauw

. o o4 Cea e 4

naIPa8n 5-60 TU TuungulrraunniAEegalunig
NnlsaAlnTauuyluinandannig Saniun1siansndngnu
293lATAUNNNAY BHB TuidennininA1qasn (BHB >1.2
mmol/L) s funilszanslasaunian BHB ludangenadn
ANqARA (BHB >1.2 mmol/L) H&Rdaunnnndn 15% 299
tszanslrraunrianue arunsotsaneTyuiaeslsnalnga
wunlduansannisluszaunnsuls (Duffield and Bagg, 2002)
TnelnN9AN =T WU AREIUelATALNNAITT Y 5-60 1
UAIPABATNNAY BHB lulaengendiAnqasn (BHB >1.2
mmol/L) WU 5.88% TaLiTqnUseannslaATauNsTey 5-60
JUNAIAA8A N UNANENNINATsAR AT T AUNE AN
A NN AN kaztsTInlATAuNs T 5-60 Sunaanaan
dy d‘d 1 dl 1 a £ d‘l
NunAnE TRAMNLEEFADNITNANIIZNILNIZ LT ARD U
AapuutlanazialsAR IRTA UL WAAIBINITWATEANUNUN
AARINNNNT TININENUINNTATAUNUAIAADAN AN BHB
NNNINANRAFR (BHB >1.2 mmol/L) 3 i1 Lis@anTawmaniy
TANNIA AN TNANIIEN TN E LA A LR AR UL LAY
a al al ] = 1 dld 1
\inlaAR IATALLLLAAIBINIFINN AaUlATAUNNGNNTAT

BHB lui@annnninAansn 2 winasiannui@esaniang
Wunanas (Duffield, 2000)

Hevssiuaugnaestsadiatauuyiiugneenis
TagWansnAIqasnA N duaae NEFA (NEFA >0.26
mmol/L) lunandu1aealaTauNszes 5-60 JUNAIAAEA
dam 102 i lunnsdnEni wudn TAsaunszey 5-60 Fu
wisPRRATIRI AL NEFA luman@ununnninviewinu o.26
mmol/L AN 2.94% (3/102610) dalPRaunsey
5-60 FUMAIAADATINAN NEFA Tunanaun >0.26 mmolil i
3 fai ulasauniiedlunduiifnlsaAlrdauuylsduans
81N17 (HzAu BHB >1.2 mmol/L) daulmsauuszes 5-60
Tundenaenlu an 3 sanguilifialsadladauuulluand
8113 1A NEFA 188191 0.26 mmol/L (0.02, 0.21 kAL 0.23)
N19WANTELAN9ARA NEFAZ0.26 mmol/L Junstisinsiia
Tsanlntauuyliuanseinislulaun Jaanule 82.54% uaz
AANAUNZ 91.89% (Asl et al., 2011) seiu NEFA Tu
wanganaeslaLLTTax AANATIULAN (positive energy
balance) AalAuLTTls<AL NEFA lunanasn FAsndn 0.2
mmol/L wazilmunEszAu NEFA 11nndn 0.7 mmol/L Tu
FLTUAIAADA %m%ﬂmmmawﬁammﬂmﬂﬁ” (Adewuyi
et al., 2005) ﬂWiﬂ_iq%mqmmqawﬁammﬂmu (negative
energy balance) a113014FANqARRYB99EAL NEFA Tu
WANANT N1NNT1 0.57 mmol/L (NEFA >0.57 mmol/L)
(Ospina et al., 2013) NN9RNEAE WU TA3ALNILES 5-60
Fundanaan fA1eAY99 NEFA infU 0.07 mmol/L
(0.07+0.06 mmol/L) TneidlAngeqm 1infiu 0.38 mmol/L 13
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| = o o o =2 d’l 1
nlAsAuNUAIITEE 5-60 TunAsAnan TunisAns a0y
anpanasuiuauainnisldqnsnn NEFA > 0.57 mmoliL
o . o .
Fennzannanasuiuauinu lunfulauulsemelne
dniiaaInnIsaanIsRueImInasuludadaui g
anfuszaunslinananvealaAIAul (Rukkwamsuk, 2005)

AnnsAnmsesuANNdNduaes NEFA uay BHB
Tunaranlaunluszdurf e ldidueqesialunis
FNENNIAANIEN I AR WA AR LIS (displace
abomasum) lsAA1AT4 (ketosis) NENAYNENLAL (metritis)
WAZN19ZINAN (retained placenta) Taan uuaLNUTiszAL
NEFA Tulpuunasaasn winfdu 0.57 mmol/L wazn1uum
WNEU9TsE AL BHB WAL 1.0 mmol/L nanisAanswudn T
Wiszey 30 SUndIaARIIAN NEFA > 0.57 mmol/L azfl
AMNRENAENSIRANIIEN T INEL AR URAR WIS Tsn
AlETA NTNAgNANLAL WAZNIDZINANN WML 1.8 1N e
wReuieniulasnunvdsnaanialdn NEFA mndninosii
frvue uazlAuuvdanaaniiiAn BHB  >1.0 mmolll Az
AR ARNTAANARINGNY WNAL 2.8 Win e fieuy
TAUNTITAN BHB Andinauef #9annnnsdneni wudn 1e3n
UNTZLT 5-60 TUNAIARBA AU 102 5 ezt NEFA Tu
NsANEAT SRRt 0.07 mmOl/L (0.0740.06 mmol/L)
TneiiiFngage wihriu 0.38 mmol/L el NEFA sindwnaust
(0.57 mmol/L) Mnea Getediannshiflannadaesenisiin
nsvmnzutindeuiiasumnis salada NzuAgNENIAL
LAZNNIZINAN

N19UIANNANAUTTRITZALANLTNTUTRY BHB
waz NEFA lusiasnanananudlriauusses 5-60 Sunasn
ABAINNIIATIANINBILT RN (ELISA) wBeuisuiy
NNIMIRRATIEHAemATIA NIRS Taansai1eannisyiung
AN NTUa8Y BHB Laz NEFA Tunatann Tnanansunmn
R #flAd11nd 1 uazA1 RMSECY AifiAntias denanis
ARSI NADTRATANNIIUNE AN NTeY BHB Laz
NEFA Tusnatinenatanulinznunsses 5-60 Sunasnasn
WU @l AuTiEiunnsULRsdn AR 2" Derivative HAnnu
WMNNZANEMTUNNIINUNEANLTNDUAT BHB Laz NEFA
Tneaunisildvinunaanududugns BHB uaz NEFA u
WANANNUAIARALAIZEY 5-60 SUNAIAADA PALATIZIAIN
\A389 FT-NIR 1Az DLP-NIR HA1 R wiri 0.98, 0.90 LAY
0.98, 0.84 MNATFL LaLHA1 RMSECV WiniL 0.34, 0.05,
0.01 BAZ 0.04 ANAAU %QLﬁfaﬁmamqmwﬁuﬁuﬁ(R) B
ilunaeflunsvinng A duiusIessuntsia i
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ANNMTIATIEAFIBEAAEMATIA NIRS AUAEN17A9aN1
Ve JURAN"? wudn A1 R1e9ANidnduans BHB uaz NEFA
TUNANENNTIALATIZANNLATEY FT-NIR Wag DLP-NIR (0.98,
0.90 UAT 0.98, 0.84 ANNANAL) AwsnldilentsAAnses
(screening) lfas19@un13NUNEAN (calibration) e ldiite
aF19ann13 U A lun3AnENse s (William, 2007)

SeuBeuieanmaiia FT-NIR fiu DLP-NIR lunns
¥untaudduaes BHB uay NEFA lufinmnil wud ua
nsiAszvmsatifannisldinaiia FT-NIR §A1 R genan
uaziiAn RMSECV thaendn dieRauileuiumaiia DLP-
NIR Feganadasiusaanunsld FT-NIR lunisnsaadansad
IsaAtndanuyliugnienig lnensmsamanNdnduLes
BHB luviun Faflannalanazanus g wind 70% uay
95% AINANAL IneqaLAutasnAlla FT-NIR Tun1smsme
Aladune aunrangaalaramnisa Ansaaluim uazanNnen
fmsaasnatinganuausnts n1sld FT-NIR viunedn BHB
ﬁmmgﬂrﬁ’fmLﬁmwﬂLL@xmmim‘l,%lﬁ@ﬂixl,ﬁummmiiﬂ
Alndaluszsusld (De Roos et al., 2007) MsAnenAsei
A8AARRIALN13ANE1284 Sukhontarad and Yawongsa
(2020) ARnENTAsiRn Lt el BHB g laum
#2833 NIRS IneilAndutlss@nsanduniug (R) windw 0.98
La=EiANAATALAREY 0.23 %aﬂa%ﬁwmmmﬁmumiﬁm%q
Tl LN uneAn BHB Wasulaunls wazaenndos
funnsAnE1289 Denis-Robichaud et al. (2014) ‘ﬁwumm
Fuiuganannuidudi BHB luinunile Beuifauiisss
BHB lwdenlulauu Ifmadia FT-NIR InaiflFn R winfiu 0.89
LAZADAARBATLIT 184 De Roos et al. (2007) Ainuaan
AU USTE NI H A AN FTR9ANNTATIANLAT LA AT
AR EEUATA FT-NIR 8 115LIN19m39991ANZ15 2 ALANT
acetone uaz BHB TaefiAn R winiu 0.80 AAanala (sensitiv-
ity) 69-70% WATHAMNAINNY (specificity) 95% ?ﬁmumiﬁ
sistugansaldineaududutesans BHB Tuunld
McParland and Berry (2016) laseanunisidwmaiia FT-NIR
Ainszviasrilsrnetmesinunlam e ldiluesectiolunns
g Funnsnsensliinug sasgauanududuaes
Tulsinuazlasiluiuy LAZANINZANAANANULDITALYN
FanansAnHNTdn Wella FT-NIR anansaldiflusied
‘Mdi'aﬁq%ﬁmmf;muQ@W@‘i’wmﬂu@uﬁLﬁm%aﬁumﬂﬁfu
FndananIngsnui N zauresdaumdanaenld e
ﬁﬁuﬂixﬁw'ﬁrwﬁuﬂ’uﬁ(m Wi 0.78 wanani i
Anwifeafunsldisies FT-NIR Wtlszens g lunismnea
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nssiariaslulaun Insnnsmsaasssvlusiualusmiuluinu
WNBYNUNEN12AIN 984 IAUN HANTANHINLGY N19M9IA
Anmeireaulysfunaslusiluinunsemaia FT-NIR §
ANNANAUTALENIIEN1969989 HANFNL e AnBandunus
(R) wihriu 0.65%ai laildaaninluusazarsiugniannn
UTUNNUANFA9TY (Toledo-Alvarado et al., 2018)
=2 ;d ol o o = 1 4ﬂ|

HANNTANHIY DaIHANNEATYLAYIANLN TS
& o < A A PR °
aluszAudiunany T9neduiATaINaNaINITOUIN
dszgnsldlunisAnuwddels TnanisAnuddusialiazsas
At laatnsdnuazfaInINsiudayalsEN Ao
AnaAnENHANUAWEY ] 11 N1IANHNEEN TN

A 4 o s A

ANNLNTeNaT09ATRYNe (Reliability) NNsANHINENAdaL
Wannsanasalsa (Diagnostic test) WanansA1aannle
(sensitivity) LAZAMNAUNE (specificity) e lHiAnAINN
wHugAELWINAUNIIRTIanIeieeiRinag WinacNgn
Aasuazuiugreenislszynsldmatia NIRS Tunisvinuie
AAREN TuRenuazAATtinIsuARTAUNAUEINT UaY
Waan1snwmuIgUnsninisnsadiasziineaIng
anxn3n Lt lamaefaiegsaly

naAngsNlsenA

ﬂmmuQmﬁwmﬂw?'uimuuﬁuﬁﬁﬁmfaﬂ?mﬁlLmz
srnenuni Saingmsnnil flienueans Widanu
Alunafiusetnadenuadniaansdviuianzfiuiden
uazidayaniennudnislsznaunisiay muﬁmﬁﬁmu
dogwiae TipEneuuzinldluanidduauaiaanysnd

BVBLARNS AINAsENTaE T T AT TN AN
#1173 AN IINNAINNTLALIA B LAZ L TN ABLE
AANMNITNANARTUAZADTTAENITNANARNT NUIAINEAE
malulafisguiaadany Ananaeuniy Algaanu
BYLATITIIAZALUZLEN TUN1IRIRTLATI ViRt 19dan9IA
srawmatiadiafaunsaanininsalnd

% v A o v 2 ea
1eveuAMRInINtszaiesdiFinng o
WeNLIadRTNNANeNaETa LY Tun1s WA NaLAn
Anvifeteniaieelimnas
ARl uUlsTanusiuayuaIndninegu
a o | a o =
N33/ UWNTNE (39.) Uszantludszand 2561
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