MSHITAAILNNLANFRS N, [y

KKU Veterinary Journal

ISSN 0858-2297

s
dnouwnormdas ua.
KK Veterinary Journal

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Influence of manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) powder on production performance, feed

intake and hematology in beef cattle

Thawatchai Pimcho', Thitima Norrapoke", Tanitpan Pongjongmit', Nukoon Kanchan', Worames Poosamart'

7Deparz‘ment of Animal Production Technology, Faculty of Agricultural Technology, Kalasin University, Kalasin, Thailand 46000
‘Corresponding author E-mail: oreo99@windowslive.com

Received 16 June 2021, Revised 27 September 2021 Accepted 25 October 2021, Published 15 December 2021

Abstract

Obijective: To study the level of manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) on production performance, feed intake and he-

matology in beef cattles.

Materials and Methods: Five female brahman crossbred beef cattle, aged 1-2 years, mean weight 240+40 kg, were
plotted in a 5x5 Latin square design experiment to compare 5 herbs formulation of manila palm powder supplement.
Control group received concentrate diet curde protein (CP) 16 % (no manila palm powder was given). Treatment 2
received 1 ml of lvermactin deworming per 50 kg weight of cattle. Treatment 3, 4 and 5 were supplemented with manila
palm powder 1%, 3% and 5% of concentrate, respectively.

Results: Beef cattle fed all 5 treatments found that feed conversion ratio (FCR), blood urea nitrogen (BUN) and hemato-
crit (Het) were not statistically different (P>0.05), while beef cattle fed with treatment 5 were highly voluntary feed intake
when calculated in percentage of body weight and gram/metabolic weight. In addition, the average daily gain/head/
day and feed conversion ratio (FCR) beef cattle fed with manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) powder and Ivermactin
were higher than the control group (P<0.05).

Conclusion: Manila palm powder can improve production performance, voluntary feed intake. The supplement by
manila palm powder can be used up to 5% of concentrate in beef cattle, and improve voluntary feed intake, FCR and

average daily gain/head/day.

Keywords: Manila palm powder, production performance, beef cattle

Volume 31 | Issue 1 | 2021 61



KKU Veterinary Journal

UNANNIAE

ANBENRUVRIUNINUIRANG (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) AaUsz@nsninnisuan Usuianisnu
16 uazAlamingruaslatiia

s3ade Wuwlad', §Ann uslna”, sUARUS wedaling', yna wiuauns', asius pawnsa’

‘araunalulagimsuandss Ansmalulaginiainsms snanenaan@ug niaug Lsswealne 46000

*dilseusussnina Bina oreo99@windowslive.com

Q 1
UNAMEIR
o ¢ A = o o a a a a Iy ! A a
WnUseaen NeANHTTALTRINATNINUIARINN LTI saLs@nBnInnITHan 1Funaunsniuls wazenlaimnana1aasla
Bk
s s a d’j o 'S o o = o o =) 9:: o dl a o
a0 auUnsal uazignis Mlaleaneiuggnuanussflis el a1uou 5 6 a1y 1-2 T dwiniade 24040 Alaniu
NUHBNINARBILLL 5X5 ARFaana INaFaumsuayulnsanuanuinuaansie 5 gluuy laun nquasuan 145y
81911373 T1l551% 16 % (I lAFUNNNNUIALN), NFRAWLY 2 Ta5usnananans Ivermactin 1 Raaans siaunutinia so Alansy,
VITALNUTN 3 LETNUNINUIAKNS 1 % TDIBNUNTTL, VIFFALNWYT 4 LETHUHINUIREN 3 % UBIDIUNTTU LASVIFALNUYN 5 L33
PUINUIREN 5 % TBIBIUNTT

v '

nansin Taieildsuenmai s vamwinud sasnnuaeuesiiiduimin, Agdelunszuaiden wazdun
WA3A TLRANLANANIAUNN9EDR (P>0.05) TN TA e R UNM? VTR 5 HfFununnsiulagega Teniladn
Tumineefifusiing uaznsushmin  wunuedn u@nmnﬁﬁmmmm’?ﬁmLﬁu‘immﬁlﬁ/ﬁq/{u Lavdmsnsany
avnsWiflusiwin veslaildsummanuaans uazen lvermactin HANGININGNAILAN aEiNNHTIIANATYN9aDA (P<0.05)

a1 wannnuranaInlfutlgealssAnsnmnisndn Wiunmnisiuld Tnensnnuausannnsallane s % 1ese1mns
y ST ane o Y ot
dululadie doeiintFununisfiuld uaznisilasuudlasivinuas FCR AT

ARNATY: MunuIans, Uszdnsniwnisuan, Tadle

62 Volume 31 | Issue 1 | 2021



UNU

TuilaqifunisiaesTaileludszmalnaldfinns
Wanwnannineasnssaeaslilgnisaeailunnfudegsia
UNTU VUTREITUNTENIVNERTRATaUNTD] Tasins
Uadnd Faiumbanunsuiesaumnan TaRulaunsdadsa
TinAangunanlaliaiuga (Boonprong, 2015) #anunisad
aquiu(hieungAaNIa 2563) TayaaINNguIseLATEgAA
nsladnd nsndadndscyilsruunisnananlaiile
- | Ao o o a & N o
T 2563 AATINANUIN 1.224 AIUAINNTUAINTINUAS 2.09

di a a a a' dg' v oA I
%lilpsannilss@nsninnisnaminna ladsinlauna g
& c e a & | ) & Aaa o
AU wazilafidusanniinae daunisdeeanianileNaamll
2563 (1.A.-A.A.) VAU 205,460 A3 AAAIAINTILAEIITL
veeduaaeray 15.02 deaanluana 61% (Agriculture M
and Cooperatives, 2020) wsin1aiaeladnwutloywisine 7

oay X . o o -
mldnsasalalilsvauninugisa iy lsanenglussuy

- - 4 eay &

nauavIlulyuuis v linanananas lulaiie
MlFAuNIngINanas $9n1enaNLiAueIuIsdng
(klinthong, 2002) wengluntaruavisiafiszunalulne
o wensluldilusy (Liver fluke) wendluldlunszinng
(Rumen fluke) Waznessanan (Nematode) (Worasing,
2007; Uanpromma et al., 2006) doulunjiduinmmnangsg
tiagl snanANg AvNdnla Tneaniznislienananens
szarmuiilsunsy (Gritsanapan, 1994) N3RuagINIWERT
Ineannznisananasnnelu deldansialidudaulvg
(Narathimat Provincial Livestock Office, 2006)

nsldasuinslueunsdndinaniaesdanlundl
q’fmqﬂﬁ?:mﬂ’l,ﬁlfaﬂi:ﬁumiﬁuummiﬂ'@ﬂmmi FNEUAY
UITNIBINITLIALEL MMAANENT wazdiutlgenssuaunig
vt lunssimnzgunaugu deayulne wiazafinacianseen
qm%(ﬁzﬁ’]ﬁm‘l,umil,ﬁluﬂizaw%nﬁwiuﬂwﬂﬁ?’mww WAZNIT
5m:wmmimmLﬁmmzﬁ“m“llmﬂmifa@ﬂqw%rﬁmuaguvl,wmx
Lﬂuminﬁﬂqﬁﬁ'@q'sluﬁﬁwmfaﬂqw%(ﬂd?’mm@mqumi
VNUIBNIZLILTRITNNIENAETTUL WFDRATINAIEEN
qw'ﬁrmwmq saluudzeamstiudanisadniulnges
qauvisdnaln Lmﬂummuﬁmﬁuﬁﬁm@‘l,umifafaﬂqw%rtﬁ@
113951908 ?ﬁqmmmﬁwLLunmjumia@ﬂqw%fﬁziﬁﬁryiuﬁm
ayulnsldiieanitoyuiicluiaqiuuaslueunanaeg
3zneun1Inane 1 sdnd LnaiuAINABINII189RAA
memﬁunumimﬁmmié’umnm@ (Veitchia merrilli Becc.)
29 Arecaceae Lﬂu‘?‘ii"ﬁﬂlu% Adonidia palm, Manila palm
wae Christmas palm. (Dransfield et al., 2008) PUINUIAT

KKU Veterinary Journal

g13391wan wasiuee s, 1Tt WanTauess, wnutiy uay
wanAaaes (Hasanah, 2016) nuinuaaazlansinuiiueg
 20.16 mg/100g (Bassey et al., 2017) dauuaanants
(alkaloid) Usznaumqe anLsAL (arecaine) WA a15lAAY
. a o & o o = a -:94’
(arecoline) a1fimausaduasAlsznaudAtyrasnamiing
NeRfUNANIENUFAaITULERea11NT Lana i arecoline
aN19nlutanisvinauaesnistetarislnan1InIe
Fin5U muscarinic (Sietal., 2004 ) 1Tl W.A. 2542 N1INAADY
Nranlafeaiuuyazininansliiiudanisvasa e
° @ o o & \ Ao o o =
anlddndausiuanunnintuat e g Ay lnaantaanly
ANBUTNTUATUIUIABNDENITALAY (Du etal., 1999 ) Ty
#1 Shan et al. (2004) 31897191 arecoline AgNEAIWN9TA
a A & P A Iy | [y
audan uwaznalnatguilevazinandasetnglnatialunis
WNsTAULed NO, 15 eNOS uay mRNA lunanasnlu

NANANN

Faviunafnsnslduavannuaanasiesdvanm
Msedn Piunninnsfiuld uazanlasisanenvedlaiienady
wuamnsiinaula wedunisin dagulneidlufesiuly
Rintlse Tl maanaiuiteiia sy @visnwlunnsuandnd uas
LﬁmﬂixiﬂmﬁﬁuﬁuﬁmL‘f':@zﬁ"m’mﬂﬁqm

[ d a
28R aUnsal Wardsns
LHUNITNARDY
TNUNUNNINARBIULLLLL 5x5 AATAANRAYL (5x5

latin square design) Tnef VTAUFATNARINTANSN Al

yiamans 1 nguaaueu Idua et CP 16 %
azlaiy 1 %BW (Wlasununnulang)

ViR 2145189990 CP 16 % Az 1851 1 %BW
waldFuendnemen3 lvermactin 1 SaAARS AotNUTNIA 50
Alansu

VMW 3 1d3uamnstu CP 16 % azldsy 1
%BW LAZLETNUNINUIAKN 1 % 2898191394

VMWW 4 1d3Uanmnsdu CP 16 % azldsy 1
%BW LAZIETNMNINUIALN 3 % 18987191594

VIANUAN 5 1FFUR1M39U CP 16 % azlasy 1
%BW LAZLETNUHINUIREN 5 % TBIBINNTT

o d

ARNAINAARY

Tdlalaanaiuggnuanusviiu Ay auiu 5
fa 81g) 1-2 U Wmniniade 24040 Nlanin Tnadndynsa

Volume 31 | Issue 1 | 2021

63



KKU Veterinary Journal

1 k% o M Yo g a 1 v =
ﬂﬂulﬂ.l’]\‘l’]uﬂmZ‘]‘ﬂ\iﬁ\ﬂ?ﬂﬂ?Uﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂ’]ﬂWﬁ’]ﬁN’]’ﬂﬂ’Nu@ﬁ 11

ADNUNYINNITNARDY

= a

1. pRNd&RINaaeIan11gImalulagn1snandmg

-

AzmnAlulaEinTNERT NAINEAUNIARLS

]

2. esdfjiRnnseunsdnd anandamalulatinng
HARART AnzmATuladnIsNEms NaneNAuNIWALE

NN9LATENRIMTNARDY

1. ANFTUNEANNINKY TasnFIENANNIN WAL
FananduLantn U luanlussesinan 3 91 udaanniiu
YNUNLANIUAZINTIIUIA 1 NARLNAT

2. Ialausavsinas lAsUa1MIRNNYITRLNWY 11T
Tuilsiuneny 16 % Talatleazlasuenuisdu 1 %BW
wazlasunnedauwmasenney Inguiaenns sy

A% 2 ATI AR 1981 08.00 1. LAY 16.00 U.

N5 19Aang

s liasdndnaaes wiadu 2 sey fatl

1. sveizlfudndnnans (preliminary period) Tayn
falgsuiazenn wazusasieulidndnunaanioan il
STTNAN 14 54 feuBIUNAAGY Lﬁ@ﬂ%“uzﬁ”m’t,lmaauﬁﬁ’
lunszmnzguuliduneivansuazaen udeanniideds
dwihuasiuiindhminiewdmases

2. 381ENARBY (experimental period) LLNLTIU 5 d99
N19NAREY (period) WAazdaan1Inaaed Minan 21 41 laglu
199 14 TUUIN zﬁ’m‘gnﬁﬂunwﬁm 27 3x6 AT ety
drduazinfsunounisiuldetnedasy uay m&”\imnéuzgmm
WAAZEaaN1IMAREY AzRnNdRT 28 T e RN
Ususaiuaimislna

[ 3
NTNUABNAN

o = o Y . o &
1. Tunnnsiasuuilasiimingeals Inavinnisda
umtinnendgaanimaaesuar luiugaing 1eenImaaed
dl o a a v 1 v
waldluntsAuinSuinnisiuld nasdeslduaznng
o ¥ .o
wWasuulanimrinuesda

o = o e 9 o
2. duiniFunainisifanmslaedasinmineinng
Aeulfiarinisdienunsimae (feed refusal)

3. guiiusietees Tnafivlulsunnet ey
500 N3 luwsiazyEnas 0 < 5 Sugarineesusiazdsanis
NAaeY [adtAsIziedAtlsznauniaail Taun dhguis,

w1 (ash) wasldsfumeny (crude protein, CP) mINAanIs
299 AOAC (1985) Lmﬁmmw‘mﬂrﬂizn@mﬁ'ﬂiﬂﬁdﬂﬁm
"&un e leiliiazans lusnamaniiiunans (neutral deter-
gent fiber, NDF) wazifinlefliazanslugnananiidunse
(acid detergent fiber, ADF) ANNABN718 Goering and Van
Soest (1970)

4. \fusetna@an newlienunsludalued o uay
wdnWanslududalud s uaz 6 Tuiugaineaedusiay
dannamaaed Inafiuandwaenalunjidinnee (jugular
vein) JutBunns 10Ranans uarldansiuaenudesia (EDTA)
vhanihusies (centrifuge) uazfiLdIw plasma ethan
Anszineng Falulnsiaulunszuai@en (blood urea nitro-
gen, BUN) A18A8n15224 Crocker (1967)

N5 UTaNANISAD A

i@aﬂmﬁwuM’mmswm@mmé’ﬁwm’iLmﬂzvi‘
wiAnLlslsaunneand Tneld Analysis of variance
(ANOVA) ANLNLN1TNARDN 5x5 Latin square design el
14 Proc GLM (SAS, 1985) wazlFaufieiimau AN fNae
ANRALIRIANZYINIIUAAEAE Duncan’s New Multiple
Range Test ANNATN1377849 Steel and Torrie (1985) ‘ﬁﬁ“;ﬁﬁu
AEasTL 95 %

NANITANBILAZIANGT

B9ALUTZNAUNIUANTBIRINNTTU UNINUIR LAY
aIveny AElNNImMAses Table 1 TatannnnsdiAsz
B9ALTZNAUNIAN WL1BINTTU UNINUIA LAZEIVNT
PeNURANTUIAUMENLWNGL 15.97, 4.03 UAT 2.69 ANNAAL
ialel NDF SAnwiniu 37.62, 30.66 LAY 82.2 ANNANAL e
la ADF HANWNAU 18.28, 22.62 WAT 43.9 AINATAU
ABAARENL Bassey et al. (2017) wudNuNINWIaNTLsRY
3.68 % WAYUNUNL 20.16 mg/100g

TunsfnmnAfstua sl HATeINNUIAKN
sal3nnnnInuls Table 2 IngiannnNmMAaed WUINLFuN
n13nulA2e98MIMEL UINIUANINULR9RIUNTU LAY
naunsiuldiamunsenlani lufanuuansnamiain
(P>0.05) T Bunannsuldaesevnaeny Jsunn
NINULBIBIMNTTU LLmﬂ?mmmiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂumm, e
m’ﬁwﬁﬂﬁq (%BW) LLm:ﬂi”wi'aﬁwﬁmmmmﬁn (g kg-
BWY) wudﬂnqmmﬁié’%ﬂm Ivermactin LAZUNINUIAKS
Flszsu 1,3 uay 5 wWafidus anuuansneatrediiadAny

64

Volume 31 | Issue 1 | 2021



KKU Veterinary Journal

Table 1 Chemical compositions of concentrates, rice straw and manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.)

ltems concentrates Rice Straw manila palm
Chemical composition

DM, % 90.78 91.45 86.95

................ % dry matter...............

Ash 10.69 12.04 6.38
oM 82.28 95.18 93.62
CP 15.97 2.69 4.03
EE 6.48 1.33 1.78
AlA 2.99 11.63 0.88
ND F 37.62 82.2 30.66
ADF 18.28 43.9 22.62

Table 2 Effect of manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) on voluntary feed intake

ltems T T2 T3 T4 T5 SEM P-value
Rice straw intake
kg 3.91 3.90 3.96 3.99 3.98 0.005 0.9565
%BW 1.19° 1.49° 1.52° 1.40° 1.49° 0.001 0.0006
g kg 'BW*™® 50.51° 59.97° 61.05° 57.48° 60.38° 1.286 0.0032
Concentrate intake
kg 2.62 2.60 2.61 2.59 2.62 0.0001 0.348
%BW 0.80° 0.99° 1.00° 0.91° 0.98° 0.0002 0.0001
g kg'BW*™® 33.90° 40.01° 40.34° 37.40° 39.75° 0.2334 0.0001
Total DM intake
kg 6.53 6.51 6.57 6.58 6.60 0.005 0.9607
%BW 1.98° 2.49%° 2.52° 2.31° 2.48% 0.002 0.0001
g kg 'BW’™® 84.41° 99.98° 101.39° 94.88° 100.13° 1.98 0.0003

abed

Values on the same row with different superscripts differed (P<0.05)

T1= control; T2= receive Ilvermactin 1 ml / 50 kg BW; T3= manila palm powder 1 % of concentrate; T4= manila palm powder 3 % of
concentrate; T5= manila palm powder 5 % of concentrate; SEM= standard error of mean

N9EDR (p<0.05) Lﬁ'mﬂ?‘ﬂmﬁmﬁmzﬁummu iasann
INAANNINATHANTIININUNUTU LazuaaA1aass(alkaloid)
AMNN13518289 Khuttiyo et al. (2014) lavinnsAnsaanis
ldansarauaaniaaassanisasyALlnLaran LN
douguinenesanldluanssrazeyting wudnfunuens

fRusiam Bunnesinweaasefredy liilasuuan
ANAUN9ADA (P>0.05) T Wongnen (2019) lé%1nns
ﬁm:mmmmﬂ’m,m?m”mqauLma'umuﬁwi@maﬁmL?';j/fawm%
FananluwnenudnnsaTnwasnuiuluunslddanasie
Bununisiuld dnsnisaioiula Sasmsuantile uaz
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Table 3 Effect of manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) on growth performance efficiency in beef cattle

ltems T T2 T3 T4 T5 SEM P-value
Average dairy gain (kg/d) 0.47° 0.58° 0.54° 0.57° 0.58° 0.003 0.0001
Feed conversion ration 11.92° 9.7° 10.01° 9.96° 9.74° 0.0123 0.085

* Values on the same row with different superscripts differed (P<0.05)

T1= control; T2= receive lvermactin 1 ml / 50 kg BW; T3= manila palm powder 1 % of concentrate; T4= manila palm powder 3 % of

concentrate; T5= manila palm powder 5 % of concentrate; SEM= standard error of mean

Table 4 Effect of manila palm (Veitchia merrillii Becc.) on blood urea nitrogen and Hematocrit concentration

Items T T2 T3 T4 T5 SEM P-value
Blood urea nitrogen, mg/dL
0 h-post feeding 10.12 10.56 10.22 10.20 9.86 0.02 0.31
3 h-post feeding 11.16 11.98 11.44 11.48 11.10 0.04 0.21
6 h-post feeding 10.96 11.66 11.20 11.28 10.88 0.04 0.34
mean 10.75 11.40 10.95 10.99 10.61 0.03 0.24
Hematocrit (Hct), %
0 h-post feeding 26.70 24.30 26.00 23.80 25.20 0.65 0.40
3 h-post feeding 19.80 21.80 26.10 22.00 19.60 1.22 0.08
6 h-post feeding 26.50 23.40 24.10 24.30 23.40 1.1 0.59
mean 24.33 23.17 25.40 23.37 22.73 0.37 0.25

Values on the same row with different superscripts differed (P<0.05)

T1= control; T2= receive Ivermactin 1 ml / 50 kg BW; T3= manila palm powder 1 % of concentrate; T4= manila palm powder 3 % of
concentrate; T5= manila palm powder 5 % of concentrate; SEM= standard error of mean

Y asuuag (P>0.05)
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