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Effect of the Inoculation of Sugarcane Silage with Microorganisms on Feed Intake,

Milk Yield and Milk Compositions of Lactating Cows

v

sulyd nesdor’, 191 YN, nAns BuRsey’, A naszna’, stvdny yulwyadinanl’, aywed 29dmnd?,
o ¢ v a' 3 4 ¢ aa ) ¢ o gox

LE1IaNYed LgURUUDI”, ’s"j.Uiim Hagnang y ’ﬂi%u ﬁ"dﬂ@li%f‘]a?\iﬁ e UINAA LA1AIDANUS

“Tanachot tongyoy!, Kitja Mukthang!, Tossaporn Incharoen!, Wandee Tartrakoon!, Thanatchasanha

Poonpaiboonpipattanal, Anupong Wongtameel, Saowaluck Yammuen-art’, Suban Foiklang®, Wirot

Likittrakulwong? and Norakamol Laorodphan?®

IAUNYASANARS NSNEINTETIUMALAZALIAGEN L INENdETAT
ZAuginaluladnisinunsiare1s dvninendesudgiiyasinsiy

*AuzlnEnIAEns unnIne1auidesln

*auzdmmansuazvalulad uninendoudld

'Faculty of Agriculture, Natural Resources and Environment, Naresuan University
“Faculty of Food and Agricultural technology, Pibulsongkram Rajabhat University
*Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University

“Faculty of Animal Science and Technology, Maejo University

v
= a

unAnga: NsnnasdnsIliitngusrasAiafnwinavesnisiasudinadunsdludesndn deusununisiule wandn

q q
s

s wazasdusznavtunluleun Tasvmsdnslulausiuggnnasleadlaingidou dwiiniade 4004205
Alandu S1uauduliunieds 122+3 34 §1udu 20 62 MuLKUNITNARBILUUuUAnaNY Tl (Randomized
complete block design) wusnsnaaeseeniu 5 nqu nguay 4 st ﬂfjuﬁ 1 lasududlnangdn (Con) ﬂq'uﬁ
2 I§sudusevsiniilisinsiaSusegdunie (sS) naudl 3 lasududesnsindifinisiaiuseqaunie Lactobacillus
plantarum fisefu 1X107 cfu/g (LP) ngudl 4 lé¥ududesviiniiinisiaiusegdunie Lactobacillus fermentum
fisysu 1X107 cfu/g (LF) LLazﬂﬁju‘ﬁ 5 lﬁ%ﬁuﬁawﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬂﬁuﬁwﬁgauﬁé Saccharomyrces cerevisiae #i5z#u

1X107 cfu/g (SSC) Tannngunisnaasdlisuemisdu 16 wWesidudlusiu Juaz 6 Alansu 91nnsmeassnudn

valo v

Usnaunsiulditinguitsvesenmsvenuvesngudlnemiin (Con) snnnimnngunisnaassegisiifdidgdmis
afd (P < 0.01) UmnamsAuldsmi Tmguisamnnaulaiunnd1siuniadd (P > 0.05) wardatiundu uas
oadUsznouthundy 18un lusfuun Wk thaauaelng vesudsldsuluiy uarveudsiomavedlaunildsy
oWNIMEIUT 5 gy lausnenafumsadi (P > 0.05) nuanaaesagUldiinislifudesndnis 4 ngu amnsn
1\ duundsmgAvemsmevldlaslagliidssanssnudeviiunisiuldluguaguis Vsinaunisuanuus
padisznouthuy uasfununiswanlulau

v
=

AdAey: Seendn; WagAun3d; dan; nandnuiuy; asAUsznaulIuy; lausEauy

187



NIANTERNINEANT NUTEYAYINTANIA AR TUIYA AN 11

N 4 aduiiay 1 (2566) uil 5-8 nInnIAY 2566

ABSTRACT: The aim of this study was conducted to determine the effect of the inoculation of sugarcane
silage with microorganisms on feed intake, milk yield and milk compositions in lactating cows. Twenty
Holstein Friesian cows, average initial 400+20.5 with day in milk at 122+3 days were randomized complete
block design. The experimental diet was divided into 5 groups follow by: corn silage (Con), sugarcane silage
(SS), sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus plantarum 1X10" cfu/g (LP), sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus
fermentum 1X10" cfu/g (LF) and sugarcane silage with Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1X107 cfu/g (SSC). The
results showed that dry matter intake of roughage was highly significantly than than the other groups (P <
0.01). Total dry matter intake not significantly different among dietary treatments (P > 0.05). Milk production
and milk compositions (milk protein, milk lactose, solids-not-fat and total solids in milk) were not significantly
different among dietary treatments (P > 0.05). In conclusion, sugarcane silage can be used in roughage for
lactating cow without any negative effect.
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Tilaunsiuggnuasleadlniiniidou (Holstein Friesian) 112 20 72 Uhwiiniads 4004205 Alansu
S Tulsuniade (day in milk, DIM) 122+3 Ju mLa?ﬁmamaufmmﬁwaﬂﬂa%iﬁ 278.63+2.56 Ueafne 15
fu waedunuamesvaaas Rl ndu Con = 1.8 vwisaRlandy, nau SS = 1.5 umsedlandy, ngu LP = 1.72
umsenlaniy, ngu LF = 1.72 uwsailandy, wagngu SSC = 1.82 umseilaniy, $1A1we = 3.33 vmdeilansy
waz31A10M15TU = 11.50 undeilansy Mununisnaasuuuguuienauysal (Randomized complete block
design, RCBD) Inevhnsduleliusias ngunismaaesdisiuanliunadonguasii q fu Wynnduogluyn « @1

(block) wusmmeaeseendu 5 nau nquay 4 91 tnelaewraznguldsuwrasommsvenuiiuansneiu fell ngui 1.
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98un3d Lactobacillus plantarum (LP) fisefu 1X107 cfu/g, naudl 4. dudeeniinidnisiaiudiedunid
Lactobacillus fermentum (LF) 9 53#U 1X107 cfu/g kaznq ui 5 dudoswsind fnsiasusv9aunie
Saccharomyces cerevisiae (SSC) fisziu 1X107 cfu/g Tannngunsneasslisuomstussaulusiu 18 Wesidud
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feyaitliuiinisinseimainiuudsusiu lnednseianuudsusiu (Analysis of variance) Ay

LLmumsmaaaLLUU?jmﬁaﬂaugiaﬁ (Randomized Complete Block Design, RCBD) haztUTauliisuanuuansgwes

Aadedieds Duncan’s New Multiple Range test sglUsunsu Statistical analysis system (SAS, 1988)

Wan1sANEwILazIaTal
= a s 3 a o Y
INNSANYINANITIATIENBIAUTELNDUNIUATVBIDIMI SR UNITNA ML UA1TNAaY (Table 1) Wuindu

a

Fnlwansouilovsin dusesninilildiatugdunid dusesviiniiinmsiaduseqdunid Lactobacillus plantarum,
Fudeeniini n151a3uf1898un3 S Lactobacillus fermentum uagdudoanaini dnsiaiud199aunid
Saccharomyces cerevisiae i Inguwis Wiy 44.07, 37.81, 32.76, 34.98 uay 25.01 Wosiudnuasu JUsuiu
TUsiuveuwitiy 9.95, 3.71, 5.60, 5.42 waz 9.37 Wesldudmudiv Feiudosnsin dusuainguits 37.81%
Tusiumeny 3.71% Sennidudinlnandin (Con) AfiuTinaiaguits 44.07% uaglusiumeny 9.95 % wenani
SoomindlusAudnidesemnsdnindnil digneduazany (2555) Me9ui Suinalusiuneuminiy 6.3% uag
faflendnindesviinaingiesuues Tomoyuki et.al. (2014) Aseauin Seswsinfiengnisdn 4 e fMusiuney
14.2% anadunainanengnisiavesdos iiesanmsindesluraseny 120-165 Ju wui Musdugauaziimseon
Iegluszdviinoimng aghdlsiinu esinmuiteaded 48esflongfiuiies 120 Ju wviniswiindaviliien
Usinailusiuvenuiidndies wWuifsafusenuves dasdouazany (2562) finuin deveny 12 iieu Avhumiind
USunadlUshumnenu 4.15% Soefinunszuiuniswiingas Saccharomyce cerevisiae Wuszeziaan 7 Su fiusuna
Tusfunenugetu denrdasiunismaneves MEunsuaniioRs (2556) inuiinuamdasuzAtunseduiinm
Tusiumeuifinty Sadiq et al. (2014) w1 Sad Saccharomyces cerevisiae Wuqaun3guinnisiiiuTana
Tushumeluadadlnsndeiussanu 47-50% vestmiinuisdsdmanoniafiuuiualusiulumsvingas Tuvae
fusinaudelevenuanas andfiuldingu ssC fusinalusuveudisdunnndiingy SS, LP wae LF anaiiesan
naw SSC #ieu Saccharomyces cerevisiae $amfunmnimanazgide Inidlienameiuivualusiuiigedu
aenAdpItUNSTIBuTes Seiluaznssams (2561) inudinsiady Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tunednvin 1wl
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Table 1. Chemical composition of rice straw, concentrate and different types of silage used in the

experiment (as % dry matter).

Treatment
ltem Rice straw concentrate

Con SS LP LF SSC
Dry matter (%) 86.61 88.82 4407 3781 3276 3498 2501
Crude protein (% of DM) 6.71 18 9.95 3.71 5.60 5.42 9.37
Ether extract (% of DM) 0.77 391 1.32 0.09 0.39 0.05 1.39
Crude fiber (% of DM) 31.64 10.49 3546 3936 3893 4184 3566
Ash (% of DM) 16.75 13.20 1285 1281 1333 1222 1173
NDF (% of DM) 45.30 26.33 68.10 66.74 7049 7553 64.72
ADF (% of DM) 36.69 17.90 4257 4283  46.04 49.26  40.38

Con: comn silage, SS: sugarcane silage, LP: sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus plantarum 1X107 cfu/g, LF: sugarcane silage with

Lactobacillus fermentum 1X107 cfu/g and SSC: sugarcane silage with Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1X10" cfu/g

m3finwuinansiulaninguiis (Table 2) nuiUsnunisiuldvesemveusiuiuni nguiaves

o w a

nay Con @aN3Ngu SS, LP, LF uag SSC o 1adlwuddgvneadd (P < 0.01) e1adumsizarnemismeaeslungy
SS, LP, LF way SSC fszdiuifeloge Swinliiomnsiinruminumnnnindwasienmglunssimnzgiuu Tneidoloasly
$rfinmsAuemns ilviuinansiulsuedlaanas NRC (2001) les1enuidelelusmnsunnazdmalsiuiunans
Auldanas YSuunisiuldvesinguiavesnayu Con gendngy SS, LP, LF uag SSC ageiidudAgyvneada (P <
0.01) o1afuwaunainngu Con fifmgquitsas Fwihliimsiuldvesinguias sgnslsinuunanisiuldvesing
wissemindlulaundildsuemmaaemnnguiismetuaudesmslasusvedauiifiming suufud
Tfun wandmnsuazosidudladuun Sadullufimmaieaty Susnsaiuesane (2562) B9 Vs
AuldvestnquitadlaazAuldinnlugnsemnsiifienudusiunnningnsomsiidardiugs Usinanisiuldus
WsAuusuaunsiuldvedlusiulungu Con dAnvinfu 2.11 ke/d ?faqmdm&jm SS, LP, LF way SSC fisiAvinfu
0.98, 131, 1.27 waw 1.97 kg/d Ay (P < 0.01) iunamnannngy Con fusunanisiulfveseimismeiuiias
nimanguuazdaiiusinalusiuneuganimanguuazunnniuiualusiuiiaaslasuvedausdliug 9.52-10.41
Alansuromrety demslasuusinalusiusdneios 1.16-1.57 Alansusetu (NRC, 2001) Usunamsiulaaes

U o @

luffuvesngu Con uay SSC fiAaininynnguegniiduddgvieeada (P < 0.01) Usinanmsiuldvesdeleneuves

o a

nau LF @3nd1ngy Con, SS, LP wag SSC agnsfituddgvneadia (P < 0.01) In3auslungy SS dA1geninvnnguus

lafiauwnndne Feaenndasiuuiuiauiuieiores Day 1-60 (Table 3) MiiinasuniuuTuianisiuldves

astulawsaiiazaeladne
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Table 2. Feed intake (kgDM/d) and nutrient intake (kg/day) of lactating dairy cows fed with different silage
types (number = 20)

Treatment P-
Item SEM
Con SS LP LF SSC Value
Concentrate (kgDM/d) 5.33 5.33 5.33 5.33 5.33
Roughage (kgDM/d) 8.33° 7.14° 6.21¢ 6.52° 481 027  <0.01

Total feed intake (keDM/d 1 - 15)  358.15% 358.08% 357.85% 356.68° 348.15° 121  <0.01
Total feed intake (kgDM/d 16 - 30)  358.30° 352.55°  352.40° 350.70° 354.90® 093  <0.07
Total feed intake (kgDM/d 31 - 45)  358.05  354.80 35370 351.28 35588 1.13 044
Total feed intake (kgDM/d 46 - 60)  360.00 35510 35345 34273  349.00 299 046
Total feed intake (keDM/d 1 - 60) 143450 142193 1417.40 140435 140930 522 043

Nutrient intake (kg/day)

Dry matter 9.66° 8.47° 7.544 7.85° 6.144 027  <0.01

Crude protein 2.11° 0.98° 1.31¢ 1.27° 1.97° 010  <0.01

Ether extract 0.30° 0.07¢ 0.13° 0.07¢ 0.30°  0.02  <0.01

Nitrogen free extract 33.01 38.31 35.59 34.42 33.80 0.42 0.05

Crude fiber 6.67° 7.28° 7.18° 7.60° 6.55¢ 010  <0.01
a,b,cde

mean within row different superscripts are significantly different,
Con: com silage, SS: sugarcane silage, LP: sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus plantarum 1X10" cfu/g, LF: sugarcane silage with

Lactobacillus fermentum 1X10" cfu/g and SSC: sugarcane silage with Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1X107 cfu/g

nnmsAnyananiuivedaliun (Table 3) wuiuSianiuy (Milkk yield) Usinasiusdiuseeulashy
(Fat corrected milk; 4 %FCM) warUSunauuinuaiiviusy sundsay (Energy corrected; ECM) ¥03uAagngunns
naaedluuandtet (P > 0.05) (Table 3) UTinasiusiads 60 u vadla3aunlundu LP wintu 11.71 Alanfusedy
fodu gendimITenuves dwmanuazauy (2549) senuihnsdnduudesainiililauivinadusivieds
7.28 Alansuseiu oratdunannainnisldseeninsuiu Lactobacillus plantarum yilAAnn1suannsalnsdi
ooinnnniuuulildliqaunid Feaenndesiunismeaures Wiasuazany (2563) ldmeauin vehmsinilasy
Lactobacillus plantarum fUSmnansalwsiestingsnimgminnguiliady Tnensalwsilednannsaasudy
thmanglaa daduumdsieiulunissdnthusmunissenuees feuazany (2508) dmsuaiadevesTua
huauFuseeulaiu (@ %FCM) 60 u wudn nga Con SS LP, Lf uay SSC Sauvinfu 13.09, 13.21, 12.57, 11.69
way 12.03 audsiu o1vevdunnldinuSunaniiug 4% FCM way ECM denndasiuusunainsiuldves Nitrogen
free extract ¥oanau SS (38.31 kg/day) (Table 2) duasTulawmsaiiaunsadesladne Sunlddniunluld
Uselomifuansasdulunisudninualdanniy (Fatma et al, 2011) Usinashusiade 60 Tuvesudaznquilaog

s

s¥nine 11.71-13.16 Alansusieddaiy eilA1g9n11n1551891uves aaewavauy (2559) Wlauuiuggnuas
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o

Toadlatingiou Swutuils 1de 77:21 Ju AfivTinadusaedsedd 103 - 113 Alansude Ty Wusauan
epuazANY (2559) TdndiuemnIvenusoo Tty 40:60 Walftsufunisneaesiifidndiuomsvieuse
oSty 45.11:50.89 FeiliUTnthugeniinisvaaeses aaesuazAy (2559)
nsfnviguniuivedlafild Suemsvenunnaes (Table 4) wuiteadusenauiiiuy Téun Tutuus
Tusiuus dhnauaalea sowddinulafuuazoaudaimun vedlauudildsuommseuis 5 ngu lduandisiu
M9adiA (P > 0.05) (Table 4) luvaiilusiuusnads 60 fu vesngu LP wiiy 3.88% dengsnimnnauuslaiunnsing
funsadii (P > 0.05) Iirgsniimsnenuves digwiasans (2555) fenuiilauiliomnsne e souds
9186in 210 Fumiln dusunalvduuuingu 3.7% o1adwnsnginisiasu Lactobacillus plantarum vinldinsa
LLaﬂaﬂQGEﬁu (Ping et al., 2016) %1 Lactobacillus plantarum LfJuLLUﬂﬁL%Hiuﬂq{m Facultative heterofermentative
lactic acid bacteria usnINazAMITIHAANTALANANUAITIANTIIUABUNIALanAnITunsABEEANLH (Arriola et
al,, 2011) Fsomazdsnaliuinalutuungedu udegdlsinunmunimisuede aonndesiunsneTinaiun

nanddlu (Table 3) laanunsaldasiulawsaiianunsadesladne Tunisideuludunandnle
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Table 3. Milk yield (kg/days), FCM and ECM of lactating dairy cows fed with different silage types (n = 20)

Treatment

Item SEM P-Value

Con SS LP LF SsC
Day 1-15
Milk yield (kg/days) 13.79 13.86 12.52 12.48 12.80 0.39 0.69
4 %FCM (kg/days) 14.25 14.30 13.75 11.93 13.13 0.49 0.58
ECM (ke) 12.36 12.21 11.81 10.36 11.47 0.40 0.58
Day 16-30
Milk yield (kg/days) 12.55 12.83 11.27 11.79 11.73 0.30 0.51
4 %FCM  (kg/days) 12.41 12.59 11.45 11.42 11.54 0.36 0.78
ECM (ke) 10.79 10.93 10.02 9.94 10.24 0.30 0.81
Day 31-45
Milk yield (kg/days) 12.50 12.99 11.55 12.02 11.85 0.37 0.79
4 %FCM (kg/days) 12.18 12.78 12.38 10.81 11.81 0.48 0.79
ECM (kg) 10.61 11.04 10.62 9.56 10.42 0.39 0.85
Day 46-60
Milk yield (kg/days) 12.56 12.94 11.42 11.99 11.78 0.35 0.70
4 %FCM (kg/days) 12.80 12.98 12.42 12.20 11.67 0.39 0.87
ECM (ke) 11.26 11.64 10.77 10.71 10.51 0.32 0.84
Day 1-60
Milk yield (kg/days) 12.86 13.16 11.71 12.08 12.05 0.34 0.68
4 %FCM (kg/days) 13.09 13.21 12.57 11.69 12.03 0.41 0.77
ECM (ke) 11.37 11.47 10.86 10.21 10.64 0.34 0.80

Con: corn silage, SS: sugarcane silage, LP: sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus plantarum 1X107 cfu/g, LF: sugarcane silage with

Lactobacillus fermentum 1X10" cfu/g and SSC: sugarcane silage with Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1X10" cfu/g

%FCM: 4 %Fat Corrected Milk, ECM: Energy Corrected Milk
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Table 4. Milk composition of lactating dairy cows fed with different silage types (n = 20)

Item Con SS LP LF SsC SEM P-Value
Milk composition Day 1-15

Milk fat % 3.67 3.67 4.02 3.28 3.64 0.12 0.46
Milk protein % 2.82 2.70 2.87 2.67 2.78 0.05 0.75
Lactose % 4.53 4.42 4.56 4.44 4.65 0.05 0.67
Solid not fat % 7.58 7.94 8.27 7.92 8.20 0.13 0.51
TS % 11.73 11.59 12.31 11.23 11.84 0.18 0.45
SCC (10% cell/ml) 209.25 247.25 87.75 133.50 144.25 39.68 0.77
Milk composition Day 16-30

Milk fat % 3.48 3.39 3.58 3.32 341 0.10 0.96
Milk protein % 2.62 2.68 2.84 2.65 275 0.04 0.45
Lactose % 4.66 4.51 4.56 4.54 a.77 0.05 0.55
Solid not fat % 8.00 7.91 8.12 7.88 8.20 0.08 0.70
TS % 11.46 11.30 11.72 11.23 11.38 0.16 0.90
SCC (10% cell/m) 211.25 312.50 69.00 145.25 112.00 46.05 0.53
Milk composition Day 31-45

Milk fat % 3.40 3.43 3.81 297 3.50 0.14 0.49
Milk protein % 2.62 272 2.78 2.60 2.74 0.05 0.76
Lactose % 4.63 4.38 4.52 4.56 4.75 0.05 0.32
Solid not fat % 7.96 7.81 7.98 7.86 8.11 0.08 0.83
TS % 11.39 11.28 11.83 10.86 11.65 0.20 0.65
SCC (10% cell/ml) 313.50 106.50 86.50 180.25 82.00 36.99 0.24
Milk composition Day 46-60

Milk fat % 3.66 3.53 3.97 3.58 3.47 0.12 0.78
Milk protein % 2.80 294 293 2.88 295 0.04 0.85
Lactose % 4.70 4.79 4.59 a.57 a7 0.06 0.72
Solid not fat % 8.29 8.22 8.25 8.23 8.44 0.08 0.92
TS % 11.95 11.75 12.23 11.84 12.18 0.17 0.91
SCC (10° cell/ml) 266.75 342.50 84.25 160.00 126.00 53.06 0.57
Milk composition Day 1-60

Milk fat % 3.61 3.52 3.88 3.32 3.50 0.10 0.61
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ltem Con SS LP LF SSC SEM P-Value
Milk protein % 271 276 2.87 2.69 2.79 0.04 0.70
Lactose % 4.63 4.51 4.55 4.52 a2 0.04 0.57
Solid not fat % 7.99 7.97 8.16 797 8.23 0.07 0.76
TS % 11.69 11.50 12.06 11.33 11.73 0.16 0.71
SCC (10° cell/ml) 293.35 274.00 72.50 161.75 107.00 42.69 0.40

Con: com silage, SS: sugarcane silage, LP: sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus plantarum 1X107 cfu/g, LF: sugarcane silage with

Lactobacillus fermentum 1X10" cfu/g and SSC: sugarcane silage with Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1X107 cfu/g

INNTANYIAUN ULALHANBULNUNIAUATHFAT (Table 5) wuhel§annsuenanEntuLAUTe IR aY
nqun1svaaeslaiunneatu (P > 0.05) &3 Day 0-15 luthuslausildsuemnangu Con f91Aady 256.26 UInste
Tdasiadu, SS H51A1 257.97 UmABfmedu, LP 151A1 235.36 Umsefineiu, LF d51A1 231.75 umsedlnaiu
waz SSC is1An 238.69 Usefasioty s1ANthuLves Day 16 — 30 fiAwinfu Con fisnan 232.81 Umsedafeiy,
SS §151A1 236.32 Ueedine iy, LP 351A1 211.67 umaedinedu, LF 491A1 218.78 uwisiesifedu taz SSC i
1A 218.77 v mdlesariatu Tamitusves Day 31 - 45 vaslauniilésuomanga Con fien 230,69 Vnsad
faty, SS f51A1 242.44 v wisessady, LP d51a1 217.92 umsiesaneiy, LF d51a0 222.19 uwsedine iy way
SSC fis1An 221.47 vwafwe Ty warTIANtLLYeY Day 46 - 60 vaslaunfléTuemangu Con fsan 233.04
UIMABRsaIY, SS 1511 240.04 UINABRIRaIY, LP 14511 215.25 unaafsady, LF 351A1 224.64 U1naas-
st wag SSC ls1An 220.55 uvmsesreiu musy TnsnasisiensudothuuRvresannsallauunsineasise
Usims e a iieuwneu 2564 e mussianfudiethundusad 1nse 1 1nndn 6 $alus Tfsian 18.50 v/
Alan$u 1n3m 2 1nnnd1 5-6 Falue Wi 18.20 vw/Alan3u sieAan e S inaeslusiu annndn 8.50 i
0.20 viw/Alansu dunalddrsarsudediusiulungy ss fsmsudeunninnguduualafauuand e
\esannunasisiamsirihusRviinisannsalasfuumnasilunssugetiuaivanmsnsieaesuusunalviuuy
TnsuUsiunssiuUiathuuasdsinu 4% FCM fifiuimaunnninguduulifanuuanssiy ilFnnsdua
sandudethuniusedlansuiusntunulugse WDululufienaiefunsdnvives asimsuasane (2561)
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'
v a

16 - 30 wag Day 31 - 45 ¥@engu Con Uag SSC dA1gandingu SS, LP uay LF sgreddedrdgdwmieada (P <

0.01) \fipsanngu Con HUsmmnisiulanaindmnnguuasiavesdudilnandniisiategn 1.80 vin/Alansu
= = o § val i = ' o i a N e - a2 a g

FailnaviliiisnanA1emisigandnguay uaglunguves SSC Tdmunauvesdad nniana uwavgise Faaadusian
wiriu 1.82 vin/Alandu Wunaviilinguves SSC Is1memnsfigsniingu SS, LP uag LF milsvesngy SS difls
WINNTWNNFUUATIUANAAY 21TBWNIINAUNUTDIDMNTNETUVRINGN SS ANTMNNGY (SS iU 1.5 umsie
Alanfu Wiguiiguiu Con Wity 1.8 vmsedlansy, LP ity 1.72 uwsedlansy, LF wirdu 1.72 uwse

Alansu uay SSC wiriu 1.82 vmselansu) dwalvingu SS Wevinauaiemsilaimlsuinndy
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Table 5. Averate milk prices (Baht / day) of lactating dairy cows fed with different silage types.

ltem Con SS LP LF SSC SEM P-Value

Milk prices (Baht)

Day 0 - 15 256.26 257.97 235.36 231.75 238.69 7.41 0.75
Day 16 — 30 23281 236.32 211.67 218.78 218.77 5.66 0.65
Day 31 - 45 230.69 242.44 217.92 222.19 221.47 6.95 0.84
Day 46 - 60 233.04 240.04 215.25 224.64 220.55 6.76 0.83
Feed cost (Baht)

Day 0 - 15 104.24° 99.47¢ 102.94° 102.80° 103.34° 0.39 <0.01
Day 16 - 30 104.26* 98.92° 102.31° 102.11° 104.16° 0.45 <0.01
Day 31 - 45 104.23° 99.14° 102.46° 102.18° 104.28° 0.44 <0.01
Day 46 - 60 104.46° 99.17¢ 102.43%° 101.20° 103.45% 0.52 <0.01

Net income (Baht)

Day 0 - 15 152.02 158.50 132.43 128.96 135.35 7.43 0.70

Day 16 - 30 128.56 137.40 109.37 116.67 114.61 574 0.57

Day 31 - 45 126.47 143.30 115.46 120.00 117.19 7.04 0.77

Day 46 - 60 128.58 140.87 11281 123.44 117.11 6.85 0.77
abcde

mean within row different superscripts are significantly different (P < 0.05)
Con: com silage, SS: sugarcane silage, LP: sugarcane silage with Lactobacillus plantarum 1X10" cfu/g, LF: sugarcane silage with

Lactobacillus fermentum 1X107 cfu/g and SSC: sugarcane silage with Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1X10" cfu/g
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