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Chemical composition of rice straw (% DM basis)

Chemical composition (%) “Chemical composition (%)
Dry matter (DM) 96.7 Acid detergent fibre (ADF) 34.1
Organic matter (OM) 81.6 Acid detergent lignin (ADL) 3.5
Crude protein (CP) ' 4.6 Celtulose 352
Ether extract ' 2.3 Hemi-cellulose 30.3
Ash 18.4 Acid insoluble ash (AlA) 13.0
Neutral detergent fibre (NDF') 644 Nonfibre carbohydrate (NFC) 10.3
wenen < 1. NDF® uas ADF” AeFnsinianideanud (ash free) thamougnieaiail

ivsrzrediafiuags

2.NFC =DM - Ash - CP - EE - NDF

Whedailfiuidedng (OM) 81.6% T IndlAendufl  Cheva-Isarakul and Cheva-

Isarakul (1984, 1986, 1991) uazlatey (2529) seuly witlfhquits (DM) gefle 96.7%
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guTa9TUTad (NDF) ez ADF 199W19En winriu 64.4% uaz 34.1% Fatna
ETRATU MDY Filslamn NOF umenosedildvindndneandan vnlilnddaem
Fonseca et al. (1998) asneauliRe 67.5% 2 AFniBneenudatuiu S mFUANARTILTIE
IN&AEaL?  Cheva-lsarakul and Chevadlsarakul (1986) uaz &y (2529) THmendlsfe
3.3% UAY 3.0% RNAIAL AU cellulose 78 aosndaels e uaes Doyle ef al. (1986) Ao
ot/ 30-51% WAkt Ernnd hemi-cellulose garvin Doyle et al. (1986) Bmuendifie 6-28%

meewLsneumnastaahdnausnenTidbasacnmaseaiiseniiade ferdes
wanetlszm Wy 1ile Wi drdowzesluuazansiu FEnsfuRsouazmaifiuing
maenauiladetu ] AINANTARIAREN L1 1 Bsnauied HIUNNT ANUANANI TV

uazn17litle 1flusiu (Cheva-isarakul and Cheva-lsarakul, 1984)
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2. Saarheznfidainnla (voluntary intake)
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Dry matter intake by cows and sheep of diets containing different levels of ice straw

Dry matter intake Cows Sheep

% RS intake 60.67 5514  40.92 r 71.51 5671 42.66 r
g/day . 7002 7745 8762  -0.9958 776 987 1008  -0.9169
%BW 1.60 176  2.02 -0.9965 3.74 436 460 -0.9762
gikgW" ™ | 73.32 8127 9332 -0.9954 79.75 93.49 103.45 -0.9837

wineivm © Saenzanarhaiormadhinnaeesinguiisanhainandniisiasngulifuti

@l 12 asshehilesaddniemhedmeaBeiuidanasenstihuges
awnsigau @:ﬁ'\'lﬁ‘iﬁmmfi'mquﬁﬁﬁu‘lﬁtﬁu’ﬂﬁuﬁ’ﬂu‘iﬂLLﬂ:Lm: esniflumsdiatno
Pufhalslmiraafuyiad yWinsdet 83 emnsdesenammedue it witeiied
lugmuﬁ@:ﬁummﬂmit%’ﬂm”lo’w’ Rl dn e s l#unau (McDonald ef al., 1995)
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Tnildngandunafintiey usAvanarfhiey mefj’luﬁaﬁﬂwﬁwﬂu@mm‘wmﬁ?@a fndazivg
awnsltiasndiflefividingdn amemadue s Bunoe Ty seandeeiy
TIENUTBNLTYADN (2531)

fvELIsa S regression wacdnin@vismasidnila (RY measmiaBnnsSnguime g

wnuliidevinung e launs regression ugmali s 13

& [ IA T hd
p919v 13, UnndnguieniuldsssirsiralulauazunsAnnaminaunimosnes

Dry matter intake of rice straw as predicted by regression equations

Cows Sheep
R regression equation DMmi R’ regression eguation DM
g/day 0.9917  y=10974.8-58.23x 5162 0.8406 y=1338.3-7.76x 562
%BW 0.9930 y=2.55-0.014x 1.16 0.9529 y=576-0.029x 2.90
aikgW" ™ 0.9909  y=116.18-0.63x 53.23 0.9676 y=126.5-0.664x 60.07

Tneily Ae thnmewnsidndiuld (nn) uaz x Ae Bunnmhaalugrsenns (%)

1 L Qr o 2 i 1 . A

nRLAANUssRviamasisAula (R Henge uameinanms regression nakalsg
Mfayalumnswd 12 Tanuuiudigs  amnsatisnldvmneBunadnguiinuly
o o . o i a | '
e R mnedinaRenet@en R Suliswmmnauniasondn el x w100 wud
Yiunudnguisnasednantaazinlddadwing 1.16%uusn  uar 5332 nan®™®
TlnAAerTiLN Chevarlsarakul and Cheve-lsarakul (1984) Tisedl dowAndsnandluunzgarinta
7D 2.90 uAT 60.07 FNNAWIL T9ganin Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-isarakul (1984) Wisesmils

=i o ' ar ¥ a v o= I Y ‘

msAunzlunimesesiiiua g < fdsavisiudedifesed s lduanndala

e, =t ! v =t < " . a |
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Digestibility coefficients of nutrients and energy contents of diets containing

different levels of rice straw fed to cows and sheep

Dig (%) Cows Sheep

RS:Canc 70:30 5545 4080 T 70:30  55:45 40:60 r
DM 6225 6757 7337 -0.9996 5698 6072 67.25 -0.9435
OM 7000 7397 7885 -0.9992 66.00 67.42 7295 -0.9348
cP 6416 7312 7973 -0.9998 7215 7285 7530 -0.8825
EE 6850 7620 7920 -0.9791 6425 7072 7485 -0.9996
NDF 66.55 6852 7121 -0.9999 6193 50.85 6345 -0.4886
ADF 61.47 6440 6501 -0.8870 §5.15 5208 57.43 -0.5741
NFC 8355 86.40 9067 -0.9856 7582 8015 87.28 -0.9675
TDN 62.98 6855 7518 -0.0984 59.25 6242 6935 -0.9744
DE(McallkgDM) 248 282 347  -0.9999 238 257 292 -0.9380

wineivg  fndauneannde wazawnatiilumsnaitiudngougese e iRy

wmsdnuaanmesesBresinsie whadnlumanam 15 Tae 75 regression 1
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HatidanadaiL Brnnevninul wasiuseanaayden (2531)
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Asedl 15 fapacaasinmeannvneting nsdeglsimamednlugrsansuszaunisaaney

Percentage of nutrients from rice straw, digestibility of the diets and regression quations

Nutrient Cows Sheep
DM % DM from RS 69.67 55.14 40.92 71.51 56.71 42,66
Digestibitity 62.25 67.57 73.37 58.98 60.72 67.25
Reg eq. y = 89.25 - 0.39x (R*=0.9990) | y = 78.56 - 0.29x (R*=0.8902)
OM % OM from RS 66.24 5202 3716 | 68.18 52.80  38.87
Digestibitity 70.00 73.97 78.85 66.00 67.42 72.95
Reg eq. y=90.07 - 0.30x (R*=0.9985) |y =81.39-0.24x (R*=0.8775)
CP, % CP from RS 27.85 17.45 10.33 | 28.38 17.85 11.02
. Digestibility 64.16 7312 79.73 | 7215 72.85 75.30
Reg eq. y=88.78-0.89x (R°=0.9996) | y =76.46 -0.16x (R°=0.8052)
EE % EE from RS 47.78 33.6é 21.56 50.10 34.38 22.97
bigesiibility 68.50 76.20 79.20 64.25 70.72 74.85
Reg eq. y=88.77-0.41x (R*=0.9586) | y=84.02-0.39x (R°=0.9988)
NDF % NDF from RS 85.05 75.90 63.22 | 86.00 76.22 64.53
Digestibility 66.55 68.52 71.21 61.93 50.85 63.45
Reg eq. y=84.69-0.21x (R°=0.9999) | y=67.95~0.08x (R°=0.2176)
ADF % ADF from RS 91.49 85.84 76.51 92.20 86.05 77.75
Digestibility 61.47 64.40 65.01 55.15 52.98 57.43
Reg eq. y=82.03-0.22x (R°=0.7679) | y=70.12-0.17x (R°=0.3410)
NFC % NFC from RS 34.81 2699 1640 42.03 2747 17.73
Digestibility - 83.55 86.40 80.67 75.82 80.15 87.28
Reg eq. . y=9523-0.30x (R°=0.9715) | y =94.43 -0.46x (R°=0.9368)
TDN % RS 69.67 . 55.14 40.92 71.51 56.71 42.66
Digestibility 62.98 68.55 75.18 59.25 82.42 69.35
Reg eq. y=92.34 - 0.42x (R°=0.9968) | y = 83.54 - 0.35x (R°=0.9495)
DE % RS 69.67 55.14 40,92 71.51 56.71 42.66
Digestibility 2.48 2.82 317 2.38 2.57 2.92
Reg eq. y=415-002x (R°=-0.9998) | y=3.69-0.02x (R°=0.9664)

winawe y Ae duilsrdvantedetlfueclnmuzlugmeaims (%)
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Flatin Bunadnmus luhdiafamiuesazuesinmuniiug lugnsens () fu
mmiﬂﬂﬂ%’ﬂmﬁwwﬂu@mmﬂmﬁfu 7 (y) leFuaummenes (regression equation) e
MuneAmadies ifuasndsnuaaashedn wudﬂﬁﬁﬁum@ﬁmﬂmﬂummﬁ 15 /zulfdngums
g E R Avismaisadla (R NN g p gL B g N Taeynzetndislunstieds

fvisuluuns AnnsdeslFulmniuiursiuvadnliugneenadupaaiy wlda
ANRUALS (r )‘Lummﬁ"] 14 upsAndlsRvisnnasisanla (R N 15 asnrnladintios)
Dawrainm TunstieseLlsnounriimed (NDF uss ADF) FEFinsmdasdien

AmasiaeFandnmiesing o) wasndsnuaewhdndhdauazuns uandWlusnandd 16
%ﬂa&aium’mqﬁl&’mma‘tmuﬁmmmmmnﬂﬂiumﬂ:ﬁ 15 Toeilien x Wit 100 Boveneemain
Selrmethananvhdmiesndin fm y AssaimesiesBuednme s siundl
seduieinghilpliAvint 59.61% vanspddielaliR Awieinganrhding 100 wise

aziinstiasiFuednfing 5061w Theu

P = ' - o
AN 16, Kurlss@nsnnrdeniduelnmusuasndaaeaednlulplasunzAanuan

RIMNAHNFOANDL

Digestibility coefficients of nutrient and energy content of rice straw

predicted from regression equations

Nutrient Cows Sheep Nutrient Cows Sheep
DM (%) 50.30" 50.04° ADF (%) 60.29° 52.64"
OM (%) 50.61" 57.77 NFC (%) 65.10° 48.45°
CP (%) 0.11° s0.86° - TON (%) 49.90° 48.66°
EE (%) 47.59° 44.80" DE (McalkgbM) 175 1.82°
NDF (%) 63.37° 59.77°

a, b Means in the same row with different superscripts differ significantty (p< 0.05)

s 16 azdiuldimhsdinaiinnseien Buesimuiieidhdauscuns ndiRerriife
5= 50% AeAREEATL Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-Isarakul (1984, 1991) ‘WAseenuld

A9 51.2% WAz 49.0% FNNAGL
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matiae Buadtrmeadbhdadnbnjedhetas 5065% andiu CP (0.11%) uaz EE (47.59%)

s DR

Inanissesduasduriaesmoia ln&Aeeius Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-tsarakul (1984)

q

Peailing 59.2% Tanefmasesifinas NDF waz ADF (63.37% UAZ 60.29 % ANHAIL)
fn97# Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1984) 1dseandd¥Pa 71.0% usz 67.9%
nstieellfuss CP lulafidisngn Aol 0.11% i Tnnifsesunziirdeudnegs
Aafhifndanorunzenatms s sud s dvanmndla  atnelsfnadeyed
SpugafTEaase Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1984) Awudnnistiosiduas
Wsmnludnfinasedidn unz  uaznssite dAAsauieaun waneinURnnllasiuly
shadiudnh iesndiueentuys mstineiad Buasdmiaruasdnmesing 4 reshedng
Turaemmesawe uentieantladeneshinewsFinanuée Jefusmsndninasna
AEnmmaseafihasiinadioe Tenanzaensianmaaasiidnsmnednoduie st
AINMANGIN *] G1ERE regression Farh R nlifmhadinfesesnadenliing

TDN 18redafianululn windu  49.92% aqlndAeaii Cheva-lsarakul and
Cheva-isarakul (1984) Tonemil5ie 50.2% uwigan it Potkanond ef al. (1987) el 46.0%
dviELAn DE reshadlulaiinlne e e uaaedimes Ao 1.75 Mcalkg Telndidoaii
Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-isarakul (1984) aesemiliae 1.9 Mcalkg A1 TDON Tuunziun iy
sninta Tusnaziien DE hunzgandala usennal A iAot

FeninAn TON 3ALnen DE, ME uae NEL snngauntsiianslae NRC (1988) 167

sauana ¥ lumnsan 17

al , o | | o o .
e 17, Inrustienlfsu uaswdsnutes lBndnlnonss uazwdanusion 14
wRsswLelat wasnianugvianAmana I lnaustios 1o
TDN and DE measured directly as well as DE, ME and NEL (Mcal/kgDM}

calculated from TDN

In vivo Calculated from TDN
Animal TON (%) DE DE ME NEL
Dairy cows 49.92 1.75 2.20 1.77 1.10

Sheep 48.66 1.82 2.15 1.72 1.07
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DE 1avhdimannnisameananan TON Tuleuasinsvinii 220 uas 215 Mealkg fnasi

HagandnATNInaTIAe 1.75 uas 1.82 Mcallkg ATNAAL

JaFau@anuAl DE, ME Las NEL Tudmdia 2 ahia HiRtuamuangn TDN Wi

A Inddearuunn leaunzidendtuladniias
o 1 e/ Qu =t GLQJ [ a g
4. Msvnwamsdag lataznasnwinlaiio lFunztndanaass

e FoufendulsrAninsdenFaeaTnmussine whednosswinsdad 2 oiin
(P37 16) wud'ﬁﬂLLﬂszzﬁm?ﬂaﬂ%’mﬂﬁmqLLﬁmﬂ:‘Emu:‘é"'uj ant vy IndiAseiu
uiunsEidanlsRvimsdes Bredsugendnta  dndlaiimsdedussnnsulammiisn
fhifele (ADF) uscdndbikdels (NFC) BRnduns (P <005) Trenrieaiit Heaney (1960)
Worpamil¥inTagnsnsadesomnenunman e ldEndung

TunsdiftfesmsinesnsdesFrednausuasimnibdadie Wnn fuimases
s dlaehAnsteslfvednmchlaussuns lugrsanadiisdnssdusing 4 fu
wnaFeaumeoenan aslfaunislunsdisesihguits Swiseden Tdsfiv TDN waz DE
Faugeal¥lumanai 18 e x Whinmstealduaclnmus viiandernluuns was y i
Foameinneliiia asshdddnaunisvsisen (R gann uasdeoshendnihasanansold

Amnesosinedu 1 semhednaiivnnimssasiuunzile Wansyinmaasasiulalaesssid

Fn979R 18, aunimnsAnastiesldrasinguiis Suritedng uazTusiu neesauinms
dotlfruuasndardes ldlulalngdriidanuns
Prediction equations for digestibility of dry matter (DMD) organic matter (OMD)
and crude protein (CPD}as well as TDN and DE for cows based upon sheep data

Ratio of rice straw : concentrate Regression R
70:30 5545 40:60 eguation
Cows  Sheep Cows  Sheep Cows  Sheep
DMD 6225 5898 67.57 60.72 73.37 67.20 y=-583+118x 09139
OMD 70.00 66.00 73.97 6742 78.85 7295 y=515+1.01x  0.8290
CPD 8416 7215 73.12 7285 79.73 7530 y=-256.2+447x 0.8502
TDN 6298 58.25 68.55 8242 75,18 6935 y=-399+1.46x 0.9741

DE 2.48 2.38 2.82 2.57 3.17 2.92 =-0.40 +1.22x  0.9743
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5. nasendaa laninlalasassnaziaiuIiman TDN

iatinAn TON A uanedn DE, ME waz NEL Tneliasunisit NRC (1988) Iiausly
wBauifeududl DE Aaleesssteusniunasilval ufaduanthidn ME usz NEL

valunsdinaslruazuns Tideyaduanalilumnesai 19

= o | % ar o ar =
A59R 19, wasugesld was U lad LATHWANIUGNE mmﬂmﬁm‘luﬁlmmmﬂ:
AAaTn TDN WinyiuAtan DE
Digestible, metabolizable and net energy calculated from TDN compared

to those from DE

Cows Sheep
Energy Calculated from average Calculated from average
TDN DE TDN DE
TDN{(%) 49.92 49.92 48.66 48.66
DE (Mcalkg) 220  178%  1.98 215  182% 198
ME (Mcal/kg) 1.77 1.32 1.55 1.72 1.39 1.56
NEL(Mcal/kg) 1.10 0.85 0.98 1.07 0.89 0.98

*Direct measurement

quindlFinAn DE, ME uas NEL #immuonsann TDN Hangandawlsiannigin DE Wemse
Y/ =i 1 -3 4‘ © ' -=; & qe(-'-%f ] el' ] ] o d'
vislunsdivadlpuazuny  athelsfimy Warhawidann 2 AatimmAiaie wUdATWAILA
™ i | o
Irannlauazunzfa Indaeariuunn

1 v

anmsinistesFuasinmuzdauluy hdauacunsiimindAeeis  BnvieAwdsau
i IFanmsdnunauezmainlaenssludndia 2 deonvdlisneiy daiiRmesgdléd
unzanunan Edusumaslalunsunnsdeslduazindn DE uaz TDON vesvheinaineds

;2

regression 16 eenslsfdtealillilduunemutewnsynaliamszaiadamuulsdeon

iinganaiinuazAuAIaNIse (Schneiderand Flatt, 1975)
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6. ﬂ&lan%Tmim%maawwfﬁﬂufﬂuaztmz

st Bunlinnawtuyauasiiaanassaslauazunsnlduwshafue et

Tudnmdausing ) ieAuuraugalulnsiaw andauanslunnmei 20

=l «J Lras ] i o ] o’
v 20, aaahdnnau hdaussuns U wnstEvhdissine
Nitrogen balance of cows and sheep consumed diets containing different

proportions of rice straw

Cows Sheep
RS:Concentrate 70:30 55:45 40:60 70:30 55:45 40:60
N-balance (g/day) 29.24 55.72 111.45 1.1 4.8 59

1 14 14
quilddn A1 N-balance  Wrdusmsssiveeemnsiulugrsennsidhiauazun:

L2 T
qr ot A

- o Y 0§y =« = o PRI {
WQUL'L%’B\?"Q']ﬂﬂ’]?L‘WN?:mU“ﬂﬂ@‘aqmqﬂuﬂ'\‘hﬂ“ﬂﬁum?ﬁﬂuﬂ?:LWq:ngﬂqTﬁﬁtﬂﬁmTﬂmuLWNﬂu

1
2

dneinnsmesTulignaeiniud lifnunty fvihldinmearadlulnsaugan
e o y .
Gl N-palance 1vemsvilszneufiaemhadinuazennstlbsimmndansing - e

AuMITEnELREYLEIAN N-balance BlelFmndinaiesesnaBien Fanduaadhenmdm 21

=l h7 ei o
Asaan 21, aunaulnauremiilulauazunzhAuuanaunisnane
N-balance of cows and sheep fed rice straw as a sole diet as predicted

from regression equation.

Cows Sheep

Regression equation RS Regression equation RS

N—ba]ance (g/day) y=223.2-2.86%, R°=0.9570 -62.34 y=13.45-0.17x, R = 0.9193  -3.26

- aufulfidnAn N-balance Tuflusiuandiafnaluinaaundndazanl il
o e - 4 = N 4 e o S v ol o
WL A FanaaRnaLyis unriaalauazuns Ineluunsiawingy -3.26 N4 Talnalmeariy

1 rusien] (2535) UAz Chevarisarakuland Chevarisarakul (1991) Bimenmdbiie -52 uae -10n/Ad il
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Ma7iFn N-balance PraLuanvintian g @eilngan naRe ddliFuiunneg

Wi wed LMW Fedintessaullsfiafediedaliimenntd (yufex, 2535)
k74 |2 1

sondunsdiRuansidledmdidruvhdhafhewnastifesedaie drdasiifululnana
Lifemauinudiameeseny widieFemwnsiududios Aagalinnausaihon
o o
Fauaad um1371an 20

Fvzlule ilAn N-balance 1eamhadimvindL -62.34 /AL BeliARRGLNNNTILNY

Feanlafninsiannndy JaddlmauhemesnEitha Bunnigand
1 2/ 2/
7. mygassarnzasiuinluwgawlealsgeluaan

derimhadnalageluseuluslugunpeddafiszazionising - My udaiundw su
o o 9 o el e o ) v o « ey 2 a o e o
1 wimquie sasdwiuingiviesy  wiAsonanuefimeiRguusciuy e ingmngl

¥ FauanalTlum1s N 22 wazn i 11

d 1 & & ar <y o i i HL i
s 22, AnefausiimguituarBunisedmninellfdaluasing

Dry matter and organic matter disappearance (%) at various incubation fime

Incubation time (hrs)

4 8 12 24 48 72 96

Dry matter 18.33  21.08 27.75 40.13 51.25 57.97 61.42
Organic matter 13.98 17.05 2475 38.28 50.32 58.54 62.98

asdilizasun (@8 F9 vhadhassgndessaneesindd 4 desnilinousd
doe/lfnetiian Tuwenadasiuen NFC Wi 10.3% ueiqui vanenrisadhaaanaioe
"lﬁ@‘ﬁuﬁ'{?ﬁuﬁ'\m?ﬂﬂﬂﬂmﬂwm’m uﬁ’qmﬂﬁuﬂauw‘?‘ﬁfa:L?"uﬂﬂﬂﬂmﬂmuﬁﬂaﬂmﬂ
Srmmatietaseass AUzt fetenvam wiRsusidmA biaunneies

asnellEan fehclegag 72-96 Falug AN reieeigaaRIBNAN
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® DM Degradation (%)

: )
Degradatmn ( AJ) B OM Degradation (%)

70
60 T B ¢
50 1 @

40 1 f
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0 : i I I i
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Dry matter and crganic matter disappearance (%) of rice straw at various incubation time

8. Degradation characteristic Basvezanmaitansluaa

ﬂﬂl o [P 2/ = = o é dlnlz 1 o t
devhaimguisuazdwdeingimnelufidalueing o Ao a, b, ¢, A, 8

uaz L IneldTsunsudnisast NEWAY 6A 19 ) dauandlilusnaad 23

= ' ' | o
AR 23, Anastessantuaaednandninendluseu

Degradation characteristic of rice straw incubated /n sacco

a b C L A B A+B
-------- (%) (% /h)  (hrs) -(%)
Dry matter 11.2 525 0.031 3.9 17.2 46.5 63.7

Organic matter 6.5 59.3 0.030 4.0 13.1 528 659
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amansaziiulddn lunnmeaasinaddnidinisazaneld (A) Wiy 17.2%
' . o 4 andng
2 IndiAn T Fonseca ef al. (1998) Teamel¥An 15.0% wsigandiil Shen et al. (1998)
uaEndrnd 2541) BimermdlRe 10.0% uas 9.75% MladL ugarimhdna lum e sers Tl
donocantige enenafesfinmmiammiistiuie: lfdmuiiiingnd 2 e

.L’ si'd . cdl 9 ar © 4 L ai = Ll rq‘ o 1
usnaninsAtldounaaeifigaioin e sntuszazioaPqRuiEtiuy NI st AaNe
idung SmlEAN L aandn? ienndnend (2541) ez Fonseca et al. (1998) TennliRe 5.7
way 4.7 9T ANATAL

Fmstlasgansuedn i ilszanausisunsnfanssuaummintesls (8) 1ewhedin

' .
] (=

TUnENARESTINTL 46.5% TaRandnTianadnen] (2541) 1Hmneauliae 50.1% wWnves

2
e el g o

Lpei e lunmesesnieiiidouasaiaadiaunndey|fegties - uiliesuiy

A1 A TReuingesenaauadneiu AminldAnnstiealigugm (A+8) IndiAesiy
L7 H 1

dadnenl (2541) uenantiAERIMstiatase (c) Tedufitanenn (B) Adny
el . e . L e - = "
awnsTRszasnaeylugansieusgneistaaesniu befmwnemeghgunanu Ae
figmamsinsesnanngn (outiow rate) s axiflamagndetmaelisnn wsfluanmad
= ' . ) o o ol o - o o
awnstiszeomeglugind (etention time) 4iin Apteenlszanns 24 e Falidlusztizioniniy
avnsiauas it lumstietaans (effective degradation, ED) gt asgnmeiataaelpind:

i P I Al’ di o @ L 1o

wﬂgﬂwimwnmmmaﬂmmﬂmmmmm‘mumﬂmmmﬂwaaﬂnmnyuu windu - 0.02,

0.05 ua 0.08 fractionh TnaldlsunsudniSagl NEWAY aldirndauanalflunnaai 24

A 1 A fnd & o '
A1519 24, m'mmmsn'lum:‘aaﬁﬁmmjﬂqw'l\'i'ﬂ”wmm':Wm?'lmmm:mumﬂ

Effective degradation of rice straw at vanous outftow rate

Qutflow rate (fraction/h)

0.02 0.056 0.08

Dry matter 43.4 31.9 26.7

Organic matter 421 29.1 234
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2 LR
ar

A1 outflow rate wevewnRzulnisdlneiiAeaus 0.01 T 0.1/, Melituagiy
tladeuaien1e o AN NNENTWIENE WNILAZLE N UeWNTATW (Orskov, 1992)
FaufiL Orskov et al. (1981 #13158 Orskov, 1992) s muAn outfow rate TeNEINSIBIASTT A
e ifiszdumadin windy 0.02 Au. Turtusionnsuaa i 2 winvesssiusmsadn
WL 0.05 /3. RANeNIRANATE 3 190 4 tiNURersAUAnsTw Wit 0.1 /. B9lnAAeN
AU¥ Orskov (1983 talme Orskov, 1992) T eun outflow rate vedlauniiog ugaausn
TRINNT PN FNHEIMNITRAS 16-20 NN, WindL 0.1 £ 0.09 /4.

1 k% : 73

Tunsianstunan £D siaaden1ds=siiu outflow rate Awmnzan lunisdnunafanls
Hanslmum sz uAT9Tw AaTiiAn outflow rate NifAe 0.02 /. ugmadwrsdinaden ED
PRITRQ UYL 43.3%

dji} ] or =] 1 cll ] ] = ] a9

UWBNANAN outfiow rate SailtasiaNTURENIUAAT ED aeamvnsusinsatinsingiudiae
i ED 9eeinquifalulunsstiui outflow rate 0.02, 0.05 uaz 0.08 /N, Wiy 64.0,
54.8 UAY 48.6% BRI (@ndnwnd, 2541 - dayaldiBRRias) Tunnefuamhedinlums

L2 73 13 I
ANEIATIITL 43.4, 31.9 URS 26.7% mNady  auimdlidniiesn outflow rate Waendlil An ED
gamhdinariinuaaurannninedunssfiv Tnenndaeiiisenuaes Orskov (1992)
Ananalidn anvnsiildouniszane sl (A) g9 uididoufitansnn (8) i mawaenen outfiow rate

=] 1 ) Lr A £y [ o e 19 [ 2
arilnasiorn ED e snzdisannmngnssnizginaainnstionss e hidufluses

= s T ar ::o == 95 1 .‘l’ = o L 1 -a‘ r_?{ ]
seqAuriIttiansane Aeduiautianusazet lugsnanuiud i linstiaugaeifindu fAn ED
Rafeuudasidinnin uenannilewnsfildawiidessinen asfiiBunailnausiiquyidd

. 8 9 o o &y . - X @y o qu . P

sunneiesaneBitey  Sulufudienseced lugunafndud biinhnstlesaanefisiu
+ 4 L] ar 3 i i 1 0' H E) &
A1 ED RsfReuladhinnth usnanilamniilidauitesennm s Bunnulnmeiqauied
: 7 1 174
arnsniaseanelities sauitlaudiennsareg lugwiiinad (outlow rate anRa) A1 ED fias
i ] ar o 4 J ] 1 1 ot 1 GI

weenaladbinnidn  honawsfdhuemnldnitierenngs  wilimdnmmstiesane () i
mafaeniiLlaedn outflow rate asiasiadn ED 10 vistnmz@nanan outflow rate azvialyl

3 £ 7 1 2 k4
smnzey lugmuliiumian qfwiddilenatesaasléiuiniu A1 ED Aufindu doewnil
wradoddlidelasnndtlunsstiu Wesglugunumian axinlfiefwirdanunmeesaay

IFEnanlunsztu A1 ED Raasuasnnndn
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1 2/ = o el AL A =y
9. NITKINIEA ﬂlﬂ‘ﬂ‘a\‘l a%wimmqua:waam%fﬂ El’]ﬁ’)ﬂﬂiaﬂﬂblmﬁ

Eandwedingan incubated U rumen liquor medium wdmiduna? 24 9l Ao

AN OMD, ME uaz NEL Tneiannnsnas Menke and Steingass (1988)  haduanslumnsad o5

=] | 2 a = a » '3 o a oo
#19199 25. ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂﬂimmEQﬂum?aqmq WA wlunuelad UATWANIUGNE AATL9RIN
Funuuna? 24 dolug
Organic matter digestibility (OM D) metabolizable energy (ME) and net

energy lactation (NEL) calculated from gas volume at 24 hours

GP (mi) OMD (%) ME NEL
----------------------- (ULTTI%e o1 ) p———
22.0 49.13 1.45 0.84

nstiaelieduieing (OMD) Aidmuammniununad 24 Sl 49.13%
elierins Chevarsarekul and Chevedsarakul (1984) B 519% WARNNIIR lorahim ef &1, (1984)
UAz Roxas ef al. (1984) An 39.8% WAY 31-42% PuARL BeinalsfmuA 49.13% Tisnngn
A FannmmasesilemanazunzToems: (in vivo OMD) FaWiniiLl 60.45 UA 56.49% Frsdnd

d A ME AManiannsdaLiunnuunanudwinil 1.45 Mealikg FelndiAes
TUFAINENENWA (2528) WSBN91189 Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-isarakul (1984) A 1.56
18T 1.8 Mcalkg ARG dawdn NEL fl&annnisdmBunniundwiniy 0.84 Mcallkg
Felnd AT UATR AN TON Tmsvnasa L i vivo Ve Wiansiiauelng NRC (1988)
i ME RlFazannndndin ME Wliidmaniannen DE dintios Mo 145 Wieifil 1.32 Meatikg

(=1 i 1 q‘ i o [ y o
suthimbaulaimanemaanulaedn Bunnung anadauns Menke and Steingass (1988)

oed el dnal A

l - = ni ] ar 2 4 &
nanlhidsnadauil AenusndssunniAndss e Foenernisg
Q wr dl = ] ﬂll o‘/ dl' o o 1 oar 9 <y = o
dwmfunnimReanmstiesn 24 falue et drguiiauaziuiadng
fidlaelldipeauviase (TOMD uaz TOMD) maamawe Parttioning factor (PF) maiidaes Bluemmel

and Bullerdieck (1997) TaFmauama¥lumnsaf 26
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ms1eR 26. nstleelfuasinquituarBurizeSPnatauiR3auaTAN partitioning factor
(PF) 1aenadn
True dry matter and organic matter digestibility (TDMD, TOMD) and

partitioning factor {(PF) of rice straw

Nutrient True digestibility (%) PF
Dry matter 52.34 3.76
Organic matter 49.22 2.88

zﬁmf’mﬁﬂma‘fjﬂﬂi@iﬁuﬁfa‘%\mﬂﬁmquﬁq (TDMD) ﬁl@hmmmmﬂﬂqﬁwudqﬁm@mdﬁ
voeavLf RIS henmstos B nlnnndntien A 5234 Wi 50.30% Frifnenaiad
arganfUidineemamgedudorinisdeslfiunwidheednmisihazgenduuninngsue
(yruken, 2541) aehalstinudrlunsiivasBuyizadng Amsteelutaidainuoniag
Tﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂfiwm;muﬂﬂﬂgﬁﬁ’ﬂmnﬁqéfw‘imn (4922 Wiy 61.45%) uazssnninAnmsiag 1§
suudesinguiing Reldinazifhdll1 FafumsmnnstesBTiuiaimeduriteing
Tnegiiaclithazgniias

AN Partitioning factor (PF) ﬁﬁmmnﬁmmﬁ’mqLLﬁaLL@:Euw?ﬂimqﬁﬁiaﬂiﬁﬁqm NA.
AUNATAN (PF oy UAZ PFoy) PNAGTL WrnilAninfill 3.76 Uax 2.88 srasnsi fritiporn
sl temTlunadmdndunuidmisenadiefinm B wnmvanesia wiluns

17 L 7
naaaanAn o RssriaRee fadeliarunmnuaniddndrsangaiias 1 idvield

. . . o/ I 1 c-%’
10. Degradation characteristic »aswsIInUT L naNIN A%
| o da & . <t
grethunnunaffeindidalesing q undeunswl wazidhauns P = arb(1e )

FuaaBenii in sacco technique TAdnFuamsiFlemaned 27 uaznmi 12

< . o .
A151991 27, Bnnungannnszusunistiataangnidiaidaluesingeg
Gas production-{ml/200 mgDM) from incubation of rice straw at various

incubation time

Incubation time (hrs) A b C

4 6 8 12 24 48 72 9 SN W (mi/h)

65 7.3 89 145 220 411 478 505 -0.22 57.95 0.024




66

Gas volume (ml)
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= | o . i o .
a2, Bnnunaiifsannnszusunistissaanezesihednaidaluewii o

In vitro gas production (ml) of rice straw at various incubation time

QAR lE9n Bnnunadn i 24 Tn& P Shen ef ol (1998) TFnsaediu
vhaiome 203 ml wiludalueh 48 uaz 96 49139 AABAAUAT a WA b FINdNTERMUTINAT
(306 URT 392 mi LAY -3.58% WAS 45.06% ANATGL) Awdudnmninfiauna (c) Ty

o
NARBILANINTIENIUAINAN (0.031 HR/TH.)

gv ] 1 :» = = lg 9 Aﬂl -2 ¢ q; Q
wenansanuIn o 4-8 Faliiunafsutiasitinsnnithimomsenisinnuue
= = ﬂ\l 1 4 1 ] as ell :J &% =y = ar 5 .3 2
spwadlunsBugiosdmMdevenn windeninluim 24 ui mafiaunascinGi uasasing
wdafalued 48 auAsuianrdindadiilined 72 SessaznadingngauriTtenadangans

dnufigeenuauda widsuwidnfdesBily GwennfosiunaiPans Hndluaeu
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Q oy o Y e 2/ o a
11. ﬂ']‘i‘ﬂ']%’]ﬂﬂ‘iﬂd’]ﬂ&')ﬂqLlﬁﬂﬂﬂ%lﬂﬁ]'lﬂ%ﬂﬂ%ﬂq{lvl%ﬂﬂ% LAaZIHnIA

USuawng

anmsthen a, b was ¢ Tashedldannmeliageureuuadisin Fnnunanineiu
s e Buneimguitnuld (DM uasi Bunnudnnuiiian lanladu (DDMI) - maanns
multiple regression AELINsiTRwATiANs huraLaeTae Shem of af. (1995) uas TunTiluns

Adam Bunnsunaiisuslng Bluemmel and Orskov (1993) Wikasauanlumiansi 28

<l o e o ' i o
Anse7 28. UsnneimpuitePiuld 1Bunneimguidesidndndldiuaewiednn
fAuanianAmateasatnend luseuuazdnUinnnung
Dry matter intake (DMI) and digestible dry matter intake {DDM!) of rice

straw predicted from in sacco degradation and in vifro gas production

In sacco degradation In vitro gas production
a B c DMl DDMI a b c DMI DDMI
—————— (ml)--—-  {mi/h) {(kg/day) w—==-{ml)----- {ml/h) (kg/day)
17.2 465 0.031 333  2.01 -0.22 5795 0.024 340 1.87

annsvmaneias Eanetasgaaannatiageluaeumidy  Tnanansaiiuvhedn

1% 3.33 nnJ/du uasinnuisdadAAlFFUminL 2,01 nn/Au SdlndlAssfuAivinnalae
v 1
T BNnung Ap Wil 340 Use 1.87 NN IR uazAmaTiganiismimend (2541)
Eee W aunisReafiuinune (0.2 nn./As ey -0.4 Nn/Au mauAEL) athalstimarndiangntl
o 9 r NNy <2 Y N o o
SidnndAranmmeasiLsndn lnens lunsFAnEnARTAS 5.16 NN/ UAT 2.59 NnU/du
& ] '

FrvisisAnnanAT Chevarlsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul (1984) SEANMNIVARBITLISHER IR
LAGNGIENNTIIRd Shem et al. (1995) us Bluemmel and Orskov (1993) Tgualiill

anensonianiF e BanndmuiidindBusa Bannsguiiees Bndnilasy
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12. wasswidnaosanadailsznaum-iail

. [ o - . N
A TDN Pimonmnmiammsissdlszneumawiifiawihaennm Tnaasums

Theoretically based mode! uanaiilum1199 29

A 1 a . o o >3 =Y
597 20, InTusties gy naseusionld wisuwmuualat uasnwdsugnE
= e P .
gasn A LR nesRLssneunamiilag theoretical based model
TDN, DE, ME and NEL calculated from chemical composition by

theoretical based model

Chemical composition and energy Theoretical based model

CP E EE E NDF E NFC E TDN  DE ME NEL
CFP EE NDF NFC

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) -—-{Mcal/kgDM)--

46 423 23 290 644 4557 103 1001 657 256 20 12

- L e . L i
FHeFrudauaindsendumnsei 29 Uar 19 wudl A1 TDN fIAuamann

e . ) 1 AV ar . v
89l a=naumaesiFnia Theoretical based model HAngandWhaANNFdRIlnemss  (in vivo)
LAZEINGNIIENTIBN ] (BNBNe, 2528 WA Cheva-lsarakul and Cheva-lsarakul, 1984)

>
o e ] =J . [ [ o L) ] = [ =
FravhsTBTaeR Theoretical based model Sedidbiimimnl manzasynlitliigafunnudhai

] [ &/
13. a';;ﬂﬂ'maw'm‘lm\hamfa
] o \ :’, 'v a] [ ar
dletindn TDN, DE, ME  Uar NEL yuidalngmsuasiamomannisinfiainung
1 :J § 1 "3 2 o ] 1 [ =J
sunAedas de lElgAmarudwiunhedng wudildadauandlumnsed 30 Aa TON

Wiy 49.29% LA DE, ME WAz NEL MU 1.98, 1.50 waz 0.91 McalikgDM A& 6L

d 1 i 1 o ] o o ar =
A19199 30, AugRetadinourtieeimu wismaienlH wasmuurusled uasndamegyd
spwhaivhlauasunid Aot B alnemsuasinim Bunnuna

Average TDN, DE, ME and NEL of rice straw determined in both animal

species in vivoand in vitro

TDN (%) DE (Mcal/kgDM) ME (Mcal/kgDM) NEL (Mcal/lkgDM)

Cows Sheep Avg invive Gas Avg invivo Gas Avg invivo Gas Avg

49.92 4866  49.29 1.98 - 1.98 1.55 145 150 098 0.84 091




