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ABSTRACT

The weaning period is a critical stage of life for piglets, it is often
associated with reduced feed intake, little or no weight gain, insufficient of enzyme
production, change in intestinal morphology, diarrhea, morbidity and death. The addition
of organic acids to diets for pigs has been reported to solve these problems. Therefore,
this study aimed to investigate the effect of supplemental formic acid in the form of K-
diformate and butyric acid in the form of Na-butyrate on digestive health and production
performance of weaned pigs. A total of 96 ninety six 21-day-old weaned cross bred
(Duroc x Landrace x Large White) pigs (48 castrated males and 48 females) with average
initial body weight 8.11+ 1.3 1kg were subjected in Randomized Complete Block Design
(RCBD). All pigs were randomly divided into 4 treatments with 4 replicates pens per
treatment (6 pigs per pen). The experimental diets were 1) basal diet (control), 2) 0.3%
formic acid, 3) 0.1% butyric acid and 4) 0.3% formic acid + 0.1% butyric acid. All pigs
were provided feed and water ad libitum throughout the experimental period. The
results showed that feeding weaned pigs with all organic acid diets showed no effects on
growth rate, feed efficiency and feed intake compared to control, but in weaned pigs fed
formic acid combination with butyric acid tended to have greater feed efficiency than
other treatments. Butyric acid can improve villi height in jejunum and ileum (P<0.05).
However, organic acids had no effects on pH change, microbial populations
(Lactobacillus spp., Bifidobacterium spp. and E. coli), fecal characteristic, volatile fatty
acids and ammonia production in various parts of the gastrointestinal tract. The results
indicated that formic acid (K-diformate) and butyric acid (Na-butyrate) had little effect on

digestive health and production performance of weaned pigs.
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1.1 anudrdgyuaznuvaslyniniside
le’ a % 1 1 P [ 3
2MaIMNIIUNSEEEN IV sEmAlnein smwieg1wailios lidnasidu
MIPUINIT ug N3N waznisdesiulse WawiuysednSaimniswdn n1sugiuugn
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' o < a = a o a
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virlfansdaussnugnisadqiiulngalu (Franco et al, 2005; Dibner and Buttin, 2002;
Geary et al,, 1999; Lu et al,, 2008)
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o 1% = &, o adg v a |
dnvarlassairamianil anudunse (PKa) seauildiaiulugnsemns diuuszneuees

[

Togavluansemns 818gngnINvgIu Lazanslunsiun1siuasuwuas pH (buffering
capacity) Tue113 (Dibner and Buttin, 2002) FwllauazAnauifveinsndunidlananalily

A15199 2.1 Ieensadunsdaruisausuaninaianuidunsa-arsludl&dlwia6nin 6.0 34
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Huanmitlimungauiunisiatyuesaunidnelnyld (Biagi et al, 2007; Piva et al., 2002)

Feanmuwinaeuilmanzauiun1sesyvesqduniddiulungiaiaudunsn-as aglugaa

< <

U

Uszanas 6.0 89 7.0 wazaiusansylad naiaaudunsn-anaaaussuin 4.0 AlLans

NYazduA Il UAI9N 2.2

A1319% 2.1 wiauavanautAvenIndunsd

Acid Chemical name Formula MW pKa
Formic Formic Acid HCOOH 46.03 3.75
Acetic Acetic Acid CH;COOH 60.05 4.76
Propionic 2-Propanoic Acid CH,CH,COOH 74.08 4.88
Butyric Butanoic Acid CH;CH,CH,COOH 88.12 4.82
Lactic 2-Hydroxypropanoic Acid CH;CH(OH)COOH 90.08 3.83
Sorbic 2,4-Hexandienoic Acid CH;CH:CHCH:CHCOOH 112.14 4.76
Fumaric 2-Butenedioic Acid COOHCH:CHCOOH 116.07 3.02
HMB 2-Hydroxy-4-Methylthio Butanoic Acid CH;SCH;CH,CH(OH)COOH 149.00 3.86
Malic Hydroxybutanedioic Acid COOHCH,CH(OH)COOH 134.09 3.40
Tartaric 2.3-Dihydroxy-Butanedioic Acid COOHCH(OH)CH(OH)COOH 150.09 293
Citric 2-Hydroxy-1,2,3-Propanetricarboxylic Acid COOHCH,C(OH)(COOH)CH,COOH 192.14 3.13

fian: Dibner and Buttin (2002)

a

a ! < ! ° 1 a a6
M990 2.2 “U’Nﬂ’]’mL‘UUﬂi@I—fﬂNﬂW‘Vii‘Uﬂ'ﬁL’ﬂ]ﬁQJfUENQGUVIiEJ

LuALSY A1Fnan ANVZEY ARG
Clostridium perfringens - 6.0-7.6 8.5
Escherichia coli 4.3-4.4 6.0-8.0 9.0-10.0
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 4.4-5.6 6.6-7.0 8.0-9.0
Salmonella sp. 64.0-5.0 6.0-7.5 9.0
Staphylococcus sp. 4.2 6.8-7.5 9.3

un: 3ynFu (2538)
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N6 o=

fignfenieriunalnnisvhaesnsaduns Sdlasasuiided 1) an pH lunssmizemnsuas
Slddrwine 2) Uuasulsyunsqduvd uay 3) tiunsgeslduadavuy (Ravindran and
Kornegay, 1993; Partanen and Morz, 1999)
2.1.1 wavasnsndunidraarnuunsa-areluanld
msgeslusiulunsumnzomsdesondoeulediuudy  Fueuluifnaimas
gonulusUresUUBluau (pepsinogen) madsuanUuluauluduliduaninldogn
sl pH 2.0 usiinTuldoenedn 9 7 pH 5.0 F¢ 6.0 Tngasuiuduwhauldfluaniogi
Hunsa (pH 2.0 8¢ 3.5) warmsanuazanateg1esanisai pH qaﬂdwﬁ Tugnansssesgauy
(suckling pig) M3svdsasnsa HCL Fwn nsafiintuluszozillnendn 9 lannisvinauees
wuaiidglumsniindeshmauaalnaaniuaudllu@unsauaniin  nstiuewnsuds (solid
feed) avannsaLanRnluNTEMIZE WS Laznsedunsnas HCL Tunssimngenvns uslumis
anudusiauds Vsnaemaidesns (creep feed) Tignansszavgauuivldreudneies uay

fUsuaiuwlslumueyvesgnans (Peadar et al,, 2005) wasn1suguy Wedladeviane o

' £%
o 1 o

ESUTIMAY WU ANNANNTRIUAIIAINTA HCL NI8winey nsviatiniawanlag wazn1snuy

:
91wnsuis dewavinld pH qﬁulﬁ %ﬂimﬁaumnqqﬁﬂ 5.0 LLazﬁﬂ%qqagjLsn'w‘j/tﬂuiwmm
vanefu nslimsuunsieinauaalnaduduszneulugnsomsgnansagyiligdunde
finsvingesuaskannsauaainduiuseidedluld n1suds HCL anfntuldfmugnansugiu
WowSeuiiisusugnansszergeus Sciopioni et al. (1978) T1B9MINNSIESLNTATAIN 1%
aunsnan pH lunszinzemnsnn 4.6 Wu 3.6 daunisiasunsayunin 0.7% a@1unsaan pH
9 4.6 \Ju 4.2 drunsiasunsnetiuvsd Wy ninlalasrasin wsensnneanesn wuingm
Mgewisand pH Tunszwizosly  wilifivalunisivaussouznisaSadivln wie
Usgansnmniswasuemns (Metzler and Mosenthin, 2007) n158AAN  acid-binding
capacity lupmsvesgnanivetunagyiilinisgesomnaudeditu uidmn pH Tunssng

91MIVINANIURMEULARUTNERzYI o mnsinsteslianas  wazemsiilignees

Y

(%
v 1

(undigested feed) iAnnsusingosiigldduiineuniu wasvlignansiioads sauvisen pH

fgaddaaialviqduvidnolsaadnuiulaldfse (Canibe et al, 2001)
agdlsinuenuansaveansndunsdlunisand pH Tumaduemnsves

qma%uaﬁﬁuﬂﬁwmaﬂszma uduin A1 pKa v09n3adun3d Ussivvesingavluems

W NANNIUN WAEKSEIR A8vindlen acid-binding capacity @4 (Kim et al., 2005) &s¢n pH,



acid binding capacity (ABC) wag buffering capacity (BUF) 9833ngauainnsuseinneng 9
Jeusuen pH WilE 3 uaz 4 Muandlilunsned 2.3 TnemhlunsidSunsadunss avtediu
anudunsalunsznzenmsvasgnansveguuld mnnssuTimenasiae Kil et al. (2011)
fhnsnunuteyanmidediu 17 vnuneass wuinsndunsd 19 yinniiaman 25
¥ila awnsaan pH TunszmnzemsididlewSeuiisuiunguauasilaeiidiade -0.17 (SE =
0.06) (57991 2.4) Taedl 4 uneaesiinsnduridaninsaandn pH adldesnadifodfyn
adh Tuvariinuidedy 4 linuanuuaneiomnsada Seun1sanen pH TunTZINIZ 11534
felaidonau Snfsarmanninvesnsadurddlunisan pH vesnssmzatmsodldlituagiv
sedupnadunsavetemsifissesnaios onaitidududuivitoshe dmsunisan pH
Tudlddnrie  auihdnareudiaulsusiunnginitlunssimzes T Yun  (2005)

=) 1%

09U A pH geauludldidndrrenardiu deligngnsvguuiunse K-diformate

Y 9

Turazuynaedu q TuwuauLana9eelte Ay NEns AItuNaTeININBUNSInD
AT pH AU NNAAINABENINNATINS TN DIMNSEeEfeY  Tnensadalvsndunuim
drAglunsilfsuudasdneneane o Tudldvesansuinniinisan pH (Galfi and Bokori,

1990)



A5t 2.3 A pH, acid-binding capacity (ABC) wag buffering capacity (BUF) qumqau

21587 (ALRAe + SD)

Ingredient N pH ABC-4 ABC-3 BUF-4 BUF-3
Milk
Acid casein 1 39 0 200 0 222
Sows milk 2 8.1+0.04 481+1.0 650+70.7 118+0.8 128+14.8
Whey powder 9 6.6+0.31 434+99.9 714+149.3 168+36.5 199+39.9
Milk replacer 4 6.7+0.22 579+54.6 892+97.8 214+38.1 240+40.6
Skim milk 3 7.1+0.20 756+59.6 1105+108.7 242+29.4 268+35.4
Rennet casein 3 8.1+0.06 1426+35.5 1929+76.9 348+4.0 379£11.1
Cereals
Oat flakes 1 6.7 72 180 27 222
Wheat 12 6.9+0.12 108+14.9 194+15.8 37+5.0 50+3.7
Pin head oats 1 55 81 239 56 97
Barley screenings 1 6.7 104 240 39 65
Maize starch 6 7.0+£0.78 91+45.6 202+58.5 29+11.4 51+13.5
Maize 8 6.7+0.24 111+£35.8 254+53.1 41+10.6 68+11.1
Barley 14 6.6+0.18 113+14.3 266+43.1 43+3.6 73+10.5
Flaked maize 1 7.6 240 424 67 92
Corn distillers 8 4.4+0.17 96+38.6 438+42.9 262+75.4 317+56.3
Pollard 12 6.9+0.29 292+20.6 572+24.0 100+12.1 146+14.7
Root and pulp products
Sugar 2 5.8+0.06 23+8.4 98+11.8 13+5.2 36+3.5
Cassava 1 55 167 393 110 156
Beet pulp 1 6.0 191 480 98 163
Molasses 10 6.1+0.08 399+37.6 790+45.5 190+19.1 255+16.9
Citrus pulp 13 6.8+0.08 373+25.4 873+49.9 138+8.1 232+12.2
Vegetable protein
Milo distillers 1 4.1 14 276 174 256
Beans 1 6.8 275 473 98 125
Palm kernal 9 5.9+0.10 250+38.2 485+51.5 132+23.2 167+20.2
Peas 10 6.8+0.11 278+24.0 515+43.1 98+9.8 134+12.7
Lupins 1 6.2 337 645 156 204
Maize gluten 15 4.4+0.07 114+19.7 571+79.4 334+73.1 424+71.4
Full fat soya 10 6.9+0.28 480+43.5 823+62.2 166+13.9 212+16.8
Sunflower meal 11 6.7+0.19 482+52.7 852+91.4 180+14.7 231+16.4
Sycomil 1 7.5 622 959 180 216
Rapeseed meal 12 6.3+0.11 498+49.3 945+65.2 215+20.5 284+21.2
Soybean meal 12 7.1+0.06 642+51.1 1068+74.0 210+18.0 263+20.2
Meat and fish meal
Meat and bone meal 1 6.6 595 920 214 243
Fishmeal 10 6.7+0.37 738+219.3 1457+334.5 285+96.8 404+105.9

flan: Lawlor et al. (2005)



A15197 2.4 wavesnsmauvsdnermulunsa-ae (pH) luemsuavdedey (digesta) Vs

ananIvEuL
Acidifier Inclusion,  BW, Change in pH, unit? References
% kg Diet pH  Stomach Ileum Cecum Colon
Citric acid 1.0 5.4 -0.69 -0.12 -0.57 Burnell et al. (1988)
Citric acid 1.5 6.3 -1.52 0.10 -0.06 0.09 -0.22  Risley et al. (1991)
Citric acid 1.5 55 -1.52 -0.25 -0.07 -0.17 -0.04  Risley et al. (1992)
Citric acid 1.5 7.4 -1.51 -0.33" Radcliffe et al. (1998)
3.0 -2.16 -0.50*
Fumaric acid 1.5 6.3 -1.52 -0.43 -0.05 0 0 Risley et al. (1991)
Fumaric acid 1.5 55 -1.72 -0.20 -0.34 -0.20 -0.17  Risley et al. (1992)
Fumaric acid 1.8 5.7 -1.40 -0.72% -0.04 0 0.08 Roth et al. (1992a)
Fumaric acid 0.5 -0.31 -0.54 -0.09 -0.21 Bosi et al. (1999)
Fumaric acid 0.6 6.0 -0.80 0.38 0.42 0.05 -0.07  Roth et al. (1992b)
1.2 -1.26 0.53 0.27 0.01 -0.08
1.8 -1.69 0.52 0.51 0.40 0.33
24 -1.77 0.05 0.60 0.21 0.41
Formic acid 0.1 6.3 -1.46 -0.67% -0.01 -0.11 -0.22  Eidelsburger et al. (1992b)
K-diformate 0.3 8.7 -0.08 0.19* 0.42* Yun (2005)
0.6 -0.12 0.31* 0.15
0.9 -0.23* 0.05 0.05
1.2 -0.34* 0.11* 0.43%
Ca-formate 1.8 6.3 -0.72 0.18 0.07 0.10 -0.01  Eidelsburger et al. (1992b)
Na-diformate 1.8 5.7 -0.02 -0.29 0.02 0.02 -0.09  Roth et al. (1992a)
Benzoic acid 0.5 7.5 -0.12 -0.19 -0.18 Kluge et al. (2006)
1.0 -0.12 -0.19 0.11
Benzoic acid 0.5 5.0 -0.25 0 -0.30 0 Halas et al. (2009)
HCl 1.4 5.7 -1.44 -0.28 0.10 0.13 0.09 Roth et al. (1992a)
Blend® 0.5 -0.50 -0.33 -0.08 -0.17 0 Bosi et al. (1999)
Mean 6.2 -1.13 -0.17 0.06 0.04 -0.01
SEM 0.25 0.14 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.04

fiun: $1alme Kil et al. (2011)

LA * L@ IULANANINI9@DAN P<0.05

? nswAsundasen pH Wue pH Adelugnsiisuemsiasunsndunidausie pH Tugnsnguaiuay

?Blend = 20% fumaric acid + 10% citric acid + 10% phosphoric acid + 50% triglyceride
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2.1.2 NAYDINTABUNIADUTLYINTYAUNTE
anMenszlnizewnsilan pH a1 azdiunumairylunistesiuluaiiisens
LsAlunmafiuemng (Maxwell and Stewart, 1995) Lagdi8AIUANANTIFYBINNAAUBIMTINA

a PN '

Sodulavesgaunieniusslond Wy Lactobacillus egslsinnugngns

v 9

WA mIUNSa
vensiniqduvidnelsaaigdvlnnniAulnd Wy coliform  uazlid1uuqAuvdqd
Usslemd W Lactobacillus wae Bifidobacterium amas wsisiennainan pH lunszimne
o1vnsiigaAull uazmaifinynaesitlignges sudhgalddning enaluaumniivi
Tiaunsdlumaiuemisliauna (Partanen and Mroz, 1999)
ﬁﬂﬁ%’ﬂlﬁ@i’jaamﬁgmdwmiLa'%:uﬂsm@um%ﬂlummiqmaqma wioan pH Tu
NITWIZoMNT hassduasumMsaTyiiulnvesawEeniiusslowd uavangdunidnelsa
(Partanen and Mroz, 1999) uanaini nanaaadlu in vitro wuin nsndurideniinalngmse
somstunaunid  Tneawizesnabslugdunidnelsadilsio pH WU coliform  uaw

a

Clostridia waldiinansynusiaadunseniiuselewd Wy Lactobacillus a814lsAnLUNAGDY

q

a

dwlvgfisruslae Kil et al (2011) wuiflonAdodesdnesfinuanuunndn1eada
soaunidlumafiuewns  (meeil 25 TumefudunisiaSunsaduvisdnduiinaan
Lactobacillus %so l\actic acid bacteria Tudnldén (-0.3 loglo CFU + 0.16 SE) wavanld
ey (0.6 logl0 CFU + 0.16 SE) warAoudnafinuuususiu e coliform way £ coli 39
foyaiisriaviliendenisesuienaiineuinauandsiuimand dmsuaidelusunan
msfnwluseiudiliena (molecular technique) Ie@nwimulinuazUiinauesqaunid
haglinafidaugniosuasisugind@Bn1suuudais  (conventional culture method)

(Kil and Swanson, 2010)



M19197 2.5 NaveInInduvsdieUsernsdunisludldvesgnansveiuy

11

Acidifir Inclusion, BW, Changes in microbial counts?, log 10 CFU

” e References

Stomach Small intestine Large intestine
Total® LAC*  Coli® Total® LAC*  Coli® Total® LAC*  Col®

Citric acid 15 55 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.5 0.5 -0.3 0.2 0.3 -0.1 Risley et al. (1992)
Fumaric acid 15 55 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.1 Risley et al. (1992)
Fumaric acid 1.8 5.7 1.8 08 -7 -07  Gedek et al. (1992b)
Formic acid 0.6 6.0 0.2 0.2 -1.0°  -08"  Gedek et al. (1992a)

1.2 07 03 ‘150 -13*

1.8 -0.6 0.8 -1.1% -1.3%

24 -0.2 -0.1 -1.1% -1.1%
Ca-formate 1.8 7.4 0.4 0.2 0.3 -0.8  Torrallardona et al. (2007b)
Na-diformate 1.8 5.7 -0.8 -0.2 -0.9 -0.9  Gedek et al. (1992b)
K-diformate 1.8 01 01 -06 08 07 03 06  -1.1  Canibe et al. (2001)
Benzoic acid 0.5 7.4 -0.1 -0.5*  Guggenguhl et al. (2007)
HCl 1.4 5.7 -0.4 -0.3 -04 -0.2 Gedek et al. (1992b)
Blend® 0.4 6.7 -0.3 -0.6 Metzler-Zebeili et al. (2009)
Blend ’ 1.1 4.9 0.0 0.5 -0.3 0.5 Namkung et al. (2004)
Blend® 2.1 4.9 0.0 0.3 -0.3 0.3 Namkung et al. (2004)
Mean 5.9 -0.2 -0.1 0.2 -0.1 -0.3 0 -0.6 -0.6
SEM 0.24 0.43 0.44 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.16 0.16

fiu1: 919lee Kil et al. (2011)
LA * LERNEIAULANANISERRAT P<0.05

a o

2 pswdsuudassniugdund (log,CFU, colony forming unit) = $1uiuqaunsiiialugnsfisuemsiaiunsnduniday
sheanslunduauauiisuemmshildiadunsndunid

3 Total = total anaerobic bacteria

4LAC = lactobacillus or lactic acid-producing bacteria

>Coli = total coliform bacteria or Escherichia coli

Blend = 35% formic acid + 35% lactic acid + 20% citric acid + 10% sorbic acid

"Blend = 23.1% formic acid + 13.3% lactic acid + 12.4% acetic acid + 0.76% phosphoric acid + 0.76 citric acid

8Blend = 51.7% lactic acid + 29.0% formic acid + 17.0% acetic acid + 16.0% phosphoric acid + 0.85% citric acid
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2.1.3 mswunisdelaveslnaus (improvement in nutrient digestion)
mMsEsunIndunIgluems funumdAglunsiunisdeslavedusiiulag

=) 1

nsnezililugnivenuy  Llesannseduvidtisan pH  lunssnzemsuaiiunsvgs
ulwsiiuuiu uenaniinsaduriddadousnnisinariuresoims Mnnssmzomnsluss
Slddndnduliinas uagnssdudavdaeulsianduseu dwalvinisdesldvaslsfuuas
Tnvuy 314 9 a%{u (Ravindran and Kornegay, 1993; Partanen and Morz, 1999) 31nn13
nUTIeNMsuMAaafgIiumsdesldvedusiu Tay Kil et al. (2011) Fawanslunnsied
2.6 wuihmsiasunsadunidluens aunsaifiunsdeslfuedusiuade 1% (SE = 0.42)
dowsuifeutunguauay  lnensaduvidimariiinaiunistesléauuuandieaaia
uazlsiunnsnensadia lnonsaoslinuazindevesnsamesiin fUszAnsnmgsgalunisifiums

doglpundlusiu



13

M19197 2.6 NaveINIABuYsEraAINsteslaawiwazlUsAulugnansveuu?

Acidifier Inclusion, % BW, ke  Changes in ATTD, % References
DM Protein
Citric acid 1.0 8.7 -0.7 0.3 Falkowski and Aherne (1984)
2.0 0.1 1.3
Citric acid 1.5 7.4 -0.2 Radcliffe et al. (1998)
3.0 -0.4
Fumaric acid 1.0 8.7 -0.2 0.6 Falkowski and Aherne (1984)
2.0 0.1 1.8
Fumaric acid 1.5 8.2 -0.2 Radecki et al. (1988)
Fumaric acid 2.0 8.1 -1.8 -1.0 Thacker et al. (1992)
Fumaric acid 1.8 57 0.6 0.9 Eidelsburger et al. (1992¢)
Fumaric acid 1.5 9.3 -0.1 -0.2 Gabert and Sauer (1995)
3.0 -0.5 -0.9
Na-fumarate 1.5 -0.8 -1.6
Furmaric acid 1.0 52 -0.8 -1.8 Blank et el. (1999)
2.0 -0.1 -0.8
3.0 0.4 0.0
Formic acid 0.6 6.0 0.9 2.6 Eckel et al. (1992)
12 1.4 3.4
1.8 n5 4.4
2.4 15 4.4
Formic acid 1.25 6.3 0.2 23 Eidelsburger et al. (1992a)
Ca-formate 1.8 6.3 0.8 1.9 Eidelsburger et al. (1992a)
Na-diformate 1.8 5.7 15 2.9 Fidelsburger et al. (1992¢)
Mean 7.1 0.2 1.0
SEM 0.41 0.19 0.42

fisn: $1alae Kil et al. (2011)

AN * LRt anInLuAneNaINsaanT P<0.05

2 ATTN = Apparent total tract digestibility (M3goaliuuuszun)

5 mswasuutas ATTD (%) Wuweddusnsiiuiurdeanamwesnstosldveduiuaslvsiuluemsi

fnsiaRunsnduvsdiuieuiisuiunguaiuny
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2.2 nsanasiin
ca & a AN caa a a a px: ]
NIANDINALTUNIABUNTEVNNUTZANTNINGIER Junumalesaunaneusenis
! a N6 a A A oo = a a - T a6
LANFNAINNTABUNIEYlABY 9 Ao U51A1gn AUszAnSamlunisenerseydunsdnelsaas
swufedssemale wazdledasiunsuuouretalsaluanisnie (Blanchard, 2004) N15h4
nsanlesiinlugiusnaztunisldlugunsanesindase wiludiwmas q dnsldlugdindoves
¢ a | Y = a cs = P | | P =

nsanesin LWy JuiuLAaLY LaRey Reelnuwna@eu tHesandenenisiulazinisseive
anas IINNITIUTIBNATNISIESUNIANesinlue M TaNgNIvg Ul wusEAunsAnesing
nagauasulueIMIsansinnuluuwys daud 0.1- 2.4% (Gabert et al., 1995; Overland
et al. 2000; Mroz et al., 2001) Iag Overland et al. (2000) s1891uIASLESUNSANDITANTY
3Uv04 potassium diformarte (Formi) 38U 1.2% @m1snan coliform Tuailddiudu
a1 (jejunum) wagldnss (rectum) vo9aNI3U-Yuld 59U89 Mroz et al. (2001) 518971479
nswasunsanesiin (K-diformate) 586U 0.9% Wway 1.0% lugnansveuy awisaan pH
Tug & dndrudu ndsannliiue1nis 65 $alug @ Fevrier et al. (2001) NAFBULESUNTA
Wosiin (K-diformate) 152U 0.9% waz 1.8% Wuatausaan coliform wag Streptococcus
lunsemgoms wae coliform Tulpaeuld wilifinasie Lactobacillus luanldvnau

drSunavasnsiasunsavesinuazinasveansanasin HRANTTOULNNS
WIAULAvRNENIEILY B9lARINN1TTIUTINBNAITVRS Kil et al. (2011) Asuanslumsng
P ' &a v ) P | a a '
1 2.7 wuinsaresinlinadeudnausuniusieaussaugnissyRulnvesgnansrguy lny
TinansludsuinuaziBsausodnsinisasgiuls  (ADG)  Usiauewnsniu  (F)  uay
UsEANSANAITI0195 (FCR) tnenisiasunsanasinlugig 1-2 dUaiusnuean1snnas 4
HaluNITUTUUTE ADG, FI wag FCR Wsluszavinmatudssinn 17.6%, 7.3% wag 8.7%
MUEAU  luraeinsiasunaenYNImeaes  gnansilausauen1sasaaulaiuTuies
Bnteuwintu 1ae ADG, FI way FCR TUseanSa iy 4.9%, 1.6% Wwag 2.6% A1uaisu
drumsiasunsanesiinluguinde wuitludn 1-2 dUanviusnvesnismeass indevensanes
Inlifinavseinaiiaude ADG (-0.1%) waz Fl (-4.3%) WeiSeuisuiunguaiuny d@i
FCR  flUseAnSn vy (4.7%) usegralsianundeveansanasiin  dnafeaussausnns
WIAULIYRIRNEN IV UIRABAY N TNARRINANIINTANBSHNGas 1ny ADG uaz FCR i

UseAnSnnATuUINNGUAIUAN USeal 5.1% uag 5.7% Mua1sy
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MNN 2.7 HavesmsEsunsanesinlazindevesnsanesinlue iy AeaNsIauLns

WIAUlAvegNgNINEg UL

Change in the first or Change in the entire
Source Initial Inclusion, second week of experimentz’B, %
BWY, % experiment™, % References
kg ADG, ADFI, FCR ADG, ADFI, FCR
S 8 8 8
Formic acid 6.0 0.6 23.4* 159 5.5% 20.9* 14.2* 5.5% Eckel et al. (1992)
1.2 31.4% 159 12.6* 22.2% 12.7* T.7*
1.8 29.0* 9.5 17.2* a7 3.6 0.8
24 11.4 -1.8 11.6* -15.1* -12.0* -3.7*
Formic acid 6.3 1.25 11.3 3.8 6.3* 7.4 1.7 5.5% Eidelsburger et al. (1992a)
6.0 0.5 -0.2 -4.1 3.6%  Manzanila et al. (2004)
7.3 0.2 -1.0 0.2 -1.2 -5.8 -4.9 -0.9 Kil et al. (2006)
Mean 17.6 73 8.7 4.9 1.6 2.6
K-diformate 6.4 0.3 4.4 2.0 24 8.5 2.0 6.3 Yun (2005)
0.6 -2.5 9.8 8.0 5.8 -0.8 7.5
0.9 9.4 3.5 6.6 124 1.2 11.9
1.2 -12.5 -12.5 -0.5 1.6 9.1 12.5
K-diformate 7.5 1.2 18.9* 10.9 7.4% Kluge et al. (2006)
K-diformate 7.8 0.5 9.6 0.6 10.6 Li et al. (2008)
Ca-formate 6.3 1.8 2.7 1.0 1.8 -1.0 -2.2 1.2 Eidelsburger et al. (1992a)
Ca-formate 10.0 1.5 3.1 -6.8 10.9 -9.4 -4.7 -4.5 Pallauf and Huter (1993)
Ca-formate 7.3 1.2 312.5% 19.4 241.0¢*  Bosi et al. (2007)
Na-diformate 5.7 1.8 0.3 -1.9 1.9 2.8 -2.0 4.2 Eidelsburger et al. (1992¢)
Ca/Na- Torrallardona et al.
diformate 6.2 1.8 -6.0 -10.2 6.1 1.8 1.6 0.0 (2007b)
Mean" 01  -43 47 5.1 0.3 5.7

fisn: $n3lew Kil et al. (2011)

' BW = body weight (thwingta)

2 Wesidudnsuasuulasiiiutuiteanawonhmindiiind use (average daily gain, ADG) U3u1ad
gnsiinusetuiade (average daily feed intake, ADFI) warUszavsnmmnisidenns (FCR) Tuenmsil
sunsndursaiSeuiieuiungueiunu

360 * LARIEIAULANANINERRT P<0.05

* Auadieiidnnnlidlihaanisnaaeses Bosi et al. (2007) 1@ wiedesiuaunandeuiesguiuly
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2.3 nsnluiiuaneduuaznsansadalvan

nsnluduansdu (short chainfatty acid) Wunandngasiteiildain
nszuaumsuinvesndlulansalasuuaiidefiusnadldlng nseluuaeduusazedaiils
InnszurunITninandaiiseiuanududuiivandeiu Inedulnadunsnesddn
Tnsiledn wavdalnsn FefiAUseues 60-75%, 15-25% Wag 15-10% A1UEIFU

a

(Scheppach, 1994) nsaluiuaeduiunuimadAylun1sdudauasaluaun1ssyvesauns

Ca

fifelsn 19y Salmonella wag E. coli uananniussannsndnasulinisiadyvesqduvisai
Useleauluanld wu Lactobacillus wag Bifidobacterium (Antongiovanni et al., 2007) 11
wihilunsatuayumsaiadsnuliuasume nssdulidnmsahasadiBeyiniuinadld
Andaunans wazdldlvg) uenandudsaslunisnssfunspadalufouuazindngald g
sihiveansaluifuamedulduandlilunmi 2.2
nsndalvdnfuuvamdsnuiiddydmivisadideyiavesdldidndiurine
(Chapman et al,, 1995) waz@aldlug) (Roediger, 1980) AIUANAIMUANAAYBINTA-AI
duasuguninvesanld (sut health) ann1izalddniayu (Antongiovanni et al., 2007; Mroz,
2005) uenanistiedudsnainieenlumaduesdnifosdioun (Naidu et al, 1999)
minfinsiasunsadalvinifisinaniisaniendnld uazneliiAnysglovdungnveuy
lngdnlngnisiaSunsadalninluomnsansazasulusurvedusutilnisnvselnunaide

Talmsn losanilurends Asudensda uaziinduguileeniinsndalnin

Absorption of
SCFA and
sodium

Mucosal Mucosal
Cnergy blood
metabolism flow
Bacterial Mucus release,
carbohydrate ———————— = S C F A ———— = cellular
fermentation differentiation
Prevention Mucosal
of cell
colitis proliferation

Adaptation

10 SUrgery

AN 2.2 nEvesnsalusiuaedu (short chain fatty acids) nelualdlug

(Schenppach, 1994)



17

nnsAnwmsasunsadalnintugdvededeudalnsnluamisansveiuy

¥

wuiramsaiinaugsvesiala uazwadaivluvdnadldidndiunats uazdruvingld
(P<0.05) Fen1siiumugevasialaszdmalinisgafuaisoimsivssansnmatusiudad
mandnnsalefuaeduifintu Tagainnsnusmenasmuissdunisasunsndalning
AINARABNITINWBSAINA1IT 1P UUTEU 0.04-3% (Pluske et al,, 1997; Kotunia et al.,
2004; Manzanilla et al, 2006) u8na1n# Galfi et al. (1991) wudin1siaiunsadalnin
annsaiinyUiinaunIauania 98un3d Lactobacillus wazanlsyang £ coli dawalianlds
qmmwﬁﬁéﬁu dmiunavasnisiasunsndaln3ndeaussougnissydulalugnansveiuy
wuimsasunsadalvinlusUledeudalnsmiisedu 0.04% fnaseonsiiiaiinmemsiiny
sefulugnseny 14 Jumdmeuy (Manzanila et al, 2006) wagfiszsiu 0.08% wuiawIsa
udnsmsaiadulalugnsiieny 14 Tu vdmenld (P<0.05) (Piva et al,, 2002)
msfnunsldnsamesinsutunsatalydnidussdiuiiadls o
Msfnwasel  Sedlimguszasdifiodnwnavesnisldnsnesfinuaznsndalyinaialuemns
ansveguy lneguadInaussnuzmMsasyduln anvasya nsimwvediala ARy

1 Qll a6 1 [ a a
nsA-Ae  MsdsuuUasUsernsyaunidnalsanazlinelsalussuumaiuenms  mMndn

nsmlusiusemels wazkauluwie



UNN 3

A5andun1sIY

nsnaaestiiieAnwinaveamsiasunsanasinuaznsadalnin  Tueimsan

a a

ans Juszeznan 28 Junaanmamgnuu laevinsiananaussauznisiasayiule dnvue

ya Mewudala nswWisuwlamnsa-ae nswdsuwdasussansydunsdnelsauazline
lsnlussuumaiuens  lagvinnsesiatuie £ coli, Lactobacillus  spp.  wag
Bifidobacterium 70 digesta Y9INTLNILDINNT ﬁwiﬁLﬁﬂLLasﬁwlﬁlwﬁg LLazﬁoﬂﬂuuaGU@\‘iijﬂiﬁ

Fung sadensuannsaludussvels waswenludelugnsneuy

3.1 dnNnang

[

Tdgnsgnuan 3 a1eiug (93am x waumsy x arsalam) neruniieny 21 Ju
dmindaade 8.11+1.31 Alansu S1uu 96 fa wlnlumedneu 48 67 uasiwede 48 o
! ! 1 [ Y 174 Y = Y Y v ! 1
wingnguwuseenilu 4 91 ey 2 1uazinendes 2 91) 9188 6 67 qugnansasiunuae
naadlagiin1sdadmdngnansnndl wWerinnisedsdmdndlvlnadesiu 1dununs
naaeLuudnluudenauysal (Randomized Completely Block Design; RCBD) tnglo1mns

1 <

wazdwuuiud Wuwan 28 Ju wenandduitnisvaassnesudisssezgnaian (Umdn

Useanad 25 Alansy) ednaussaugnisiasyivln

3.2. 215NAABY

Jummaaeuiasunsanesinlugy Kdiformate waznsadalninlugy Na-
butyrate lngszaunisiasunsanesiin waznsadalnin Ae 0.3% wag 0.1% MUY DINIT
neaesiauamuadlilsziuvedusfiunasndinuiitu auduugihues NRC (1998) Tng
osgnansmeuauanslilumsed 3.1 dauemnsansidnuanslilunissil 3.2 Tngemns
naaesfilivsznause

N 1 : mmiqmﬁug’m (control)

naudl 2 : ownsERunIAlasin 0.3%

naudl 3 : ownsEBunIAdalvin 0.1%

naud 4 : ewsEsunsAnesiin 0.3% + nsndaln3n 0.1%
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3.3 nsinudaya
1) Anw1aussauznIsasYAule
FamtnuarUIunae v situynduas auduganisvaass ey

AMNAIMERTINITISYRULR wazUszansnmnisldonns

2) ATLUUANYILYAYDIENT
nsduneanuaeyavesgnIniunaeansides  laginaeinisiviaziuy

[ v =

fiansandiell dnvazyaiiing 5 52U Ao 1 = wiad; 2 = G3; 3 = Unf; 4 = uds; 5 = uldann

3) Anwmsasuwlasiszrnsgdunsdlunsawizarnsuazanld
\Wleansony 28 Tunameuy guananinguar 4 a1 inlvignansaigeagiaaiy
ntuAuiaeeng digesta lunseinzonms alddndiuiu nans wagving wavaildlng n1s

Aussgntuneusesitednsnsuietdesiunisyuleudsgaunidainlueinie uy

3

'
a wa )

fegrsianuatuiuds didmioslfuiRnisiiensiatiulszvinsgaunsd

¥
(Y IS

Tun1sinaingdunsd Feii081e digesta 1 NSU 1383719208197 LNTB

3

a

0.85% USuau 9 1adans 399¢laA111L38979 (dilution) 1Ue9AY 1:10 ka¥i1N15:3991984
d1euay 10 1 aulaseauNanIns wadvinluidesuueImisiasaliafnaananie (selective

. =~ (Y A a A ea v Y Aa Yo Zj o o ' CY ‘:QIJ
medium) adinianaun3dndemnsiiasylawiitu lneunfsg1weinainingiatuie
a9 9 Tuemsamalull

v

E coli 1auslue1nsideaie Mac CONKEY — Agar (MCK agar) Usluguy

Y
[

Woitanumgdl 37 °C iunan 24 dalas

Lactobacillus spp. Gosluemisiasade Lactobacillus MRS Broth (MRS
Broth) Usiluaniwlieendiau figaumgdl 37 °C Wunan 48 Hilus

Bifidobacterium spp. dedlue miside e Reinforced Clostridia agar
usiluannl¥eendiou igamndl 37°C Wunan 48 Hilus
dleldszornansundenuiinaniuiuds mnduisiudeanaudsaden

W wulszrnsaunsd lneduulalaililvunzaunlsegsening 30-300 lalail

4) fAnwin1suantanlutie n1sUasuRUaINIA-Ae wasnsabulussmela
o w ] d' <@ % % [y d' 1 a =1
g 19nulaande 3 uinrinisiasuwlainsn-ang nsuanwauluile
waznsalvsusssls FeUSunaweaulaiednniuiSnns Willis et al. (1996) leedisiaeng

0.25 n5U Wuansazane Li,CO; 31uu 50 faaans wilutumdes (centrifuge) 91An3ns?
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30,000 rpm tHunan 15 wifl nndugeansazanedndla Swau 0.5 Geddns Tdluvaendh
Wl lnenengueglidsazaigfnusnYeuaennasy Wi Salicylate reagent 911U
4 Taddns Wwedhe vortex MudaEE1s Hypochlorite s1uau 1 faddns weideiaies
vortex Mslifgumaiivieadunan 30 undl thluianisganduuas (absorbance) feiAdos
awalasinlnfinesd (spectrophotometer) fianueindu 685 uiluwns drunsaluduseme
1§¥anaisnsues Zdunczyk et al. (2005) ddldnsanesinatnnsalotduain digesta waz
asviaseaIanalasulans il (gas chromatography, GC) lunisusniazasiadey

Usunansalusiusemelalunmazsin

5) Anwdnwaznieganieiniavasanldian (Morphology)
Tdgnansfguanyaieaiude 3 lnaiiudieg1a9nnszinize1nis a1ldan

Y 9

dausy Na1e wagvine wazanldlng wWethluindAinuadiala anudnvedwadaiy A

| =

newediala wavdndiuvesnnuadialadeanudnvesadnsy Faildunoussll
Auidedeandilddndidumsnsinansvesdnldidnudavdruliiiannue
Usvanas 2 wuiung esduunuliy uasdesseddiiinsduiasuiuidudedeveialaly
fonifian insreonaiinansenuviliialagnihaneld andutianesaniwluansazats 10%
Tileswosundu (@sazans 1 ans Usznauluseestamlanfidaninududu 37-40% 100
fadans, luneulalalasiaunedws Tululawse 1.683 nsu waglalufeulalnsiaunean
woulensa 5.836 n5u) Lﬁaéfaﬂﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂma‘“ﬂwmwquamsﬁmﬂ (histology) W lUsi1u
nsrulunisiaeldin3es Automatic tissue processer m1u33N15v8aNTY (2529) 11
nszanaladifideefifondiasuudlufinuniendonanssmisdmets 10 wh (objective
10X) M138N15704 Hartke et al. (2005) Lﬁaﬁﬂmﬂmﬂﬁlammaammamsﬁmmaammgq
Jala AnunIeweiale ANNANYBLYAaASU WATANUIMNIEAAINTBIAIINENTIALARBAIY

Anveanwaansy

6) N1599A1 Acid binding capacity (ABC) waz Buffering capacity (BUF) Tua1uns
MoMIvaandinAl ABC wag BUF a1u3dn15uee Lawlor et al. (2005) lng
thewnsfiusasiden 109y 0.50 N3 naufutngy 50 fadans naugae magnetic stirrer
Funan 2 Falus ndsanniuiildSnen pH felA3aeiansn-a (pH meter, model UB-5

Denver instrument, Germany) wasanniuinlulawmsnaivansazaie HCL 0.1 N Trlaanefa

9
¥

pH 4 (USunau HCL Ailawmsvidszana 0.1 i 10 Uaddns) Juegivviaingiivemisdnd ndld

Useanad 3 Ul 811 pH dsudaeetuiinusunu HCL Aldlunislawsn dhaalaaiuamum
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A1 ABC uag BUF lagd ABC Auisann wialiianaves HCL 0.1 N/udaluanaves HCL 0.1
N #ldlunslonsm Raddns) dmw BUF Awimann ABC/pH isudiuraunislamsn — pH

gnvNenaINIsamIneIe HCL)

3.4 MINATIEINILAT
Aasgimesdlseneumaniiluingivuaremnsdnd (anude lUsiu

sty ele uraldey waseanesa) muisn1sves AOAC (1990)

3.5 115ATILINEDA

UayanlauninseiniA1AuwlsUsIU (Analysis of Variance, ANOVA)
mmmﬁmaaqLLUUdmluuﬁaﬂamgsd ( Randomized Complete Block Design, RCBD) iae
a ¢ = = ! \ | a ] ] aal , .
AT EUTEUAINULANANTENIeA LR TENINaNgULAgTS Duncan’ new multiple
range test lneldlusunsudnsagy SPSS (2004) n1sAnwiaseilldununismaaswuudy
auysalluvden WiefnwidvSnavesnagnoukasineidy usnnnisdwesniinisfinuliny
AULANANTENIIWNA AauNIThanmaluund 4 Felalinnsuanidninaaininavesans

NYIUL

3.6 #01UNIIN1TNIARBS
1. veslUamslnvumansdnienmsiasesile 10 AudintodleImemansuazinalulag
WIngaemAlulagaIus

2. nuans WsuuvIngndy unningdemalulaggund

3.7 52831981MN1 AR
Tdszaznalunis@ne 1 U Inelduainmaunguniay 2556 — Aueneu 2557
s a o = = by a wa o s A
a WhiuuvInedewmalulagaiuni wavviesdjufinisemnsdnd (F10) e1esaudiasesile

Weneanswavinalulad uningtaumalulaggsus
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A1319% 3.1 diudsznavvedingiuiarlnyuryesgasemisgnsngiun (midn 7-15

Alansy)
ltem Treatments?
Control T1 T2 T3
Ingredients (%)
Broken rice 46.41 46.41 46.41 46.41
Full fat soybean 31.30 31.30 31.30 31.30
Fish meal (60 %CP) 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Rice bran 423 3.93 4.13 3.83
Skimmed milk 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00
Salt 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55
DL-Methionine 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15
L-Lysine 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
Monocalcium phosphate (P21) 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65
Na-butyrate 0 0 0.10 0.10
K-diformate 0 0.30 0 0.30
Premix 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Calculated composition (%)
ME (kcal/kg) 3,392 3,384 3,390 3,381
Crude fat 7.16 7.12 7.15 7.11
Calcium 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80
Available phosphorus 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72
Analyzed composition (%)
Dry matter 91.61 91.39 91.57 91.30
Crude protein 21.98 21.95 21.98 21.94
Crude fiber 4.54 4.51 4.53 4.49

'T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-
butyrate
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M15719% 3.2 dulsznevvedingiutaslnvuzvesgasenmsansidn Wil 15-25 Alanw)

ltem Treatments?

Control T1 T2 T3

Ingredients (%)

Broken rice ar.17 ar.17 ar.1v ar.1v
Full fat soybean 30.00 30.00 30.00 30.30
Fish meal (60 %CP) 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00
Rice bran 11.82 11.52 11.72 11.12
Skimmed milk 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00
Salt 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
DL-Methionine 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15
L-Lysine 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26
Monocalcium phosphate (P21) 1.60 1.60 1.60 1.60
Na-butyrate 0 0 0.10 0.10
K-diformate 0 0.30 0 0.30
Premix 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50

Calculated composition (%)

ME (kcal/kg) 3,362 3,352 3,358 3,350
Crude fat 7.78 7.75 7.77 7.75
Calcium 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.70
Available phosphorus 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67

Analyzed composition (%)

Dry matter 91.18 90.91 91.09 90.83
Crude protein 20.04 20.01 20.03 20.07
Crude fiber 5.22 5.19 521 5.17

'T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-
butyrate



unil 4

NALAZITUNANITNAAD

HATDINITHESUNIABUNISsipauTIaUENISRsAUlvoEanNINEUN  Uavans
@n lakanalilunnsned 4.1 waz 4.2 Taegnsiilasuemsvnaens 4 @ns fie 1) gasaiun

[

2) nsanesiin 0.3% 3) nsaTalvsn 0.1% waz 4) nsanesiin 0.3% waznsaTalvsn 0.1% i
msnsisAuln Usunansiuld wazUssavsninnislidenns ldunnsnsegnsditdedney

Meafatunnyeey (P>0.05) tneluansveguy dawindu 306.5, 315.1, 322.3 uag 309.6
n3usody; 550.6, 538.1, 526.8 uay 507.7 niumodu uay 1.81, 1.73, 1.68 uay 1.64
AIUEU (11579 4.1) wazdwiuansian JAwindu 525.2, 430.0, 526.0 waz 520.7 n3use
T; 9247, 8883, 921.9 uaz 971.7 niwsedu war 1.87, 2.08, 175 uay 1.88 Mwa19U
(AN1971 4.2)

Tngnmsan faudfiinisansfildsuommavaaosis 4 gos eeflaussousnis
Widulafliuanamsad®  (P>0.05)  usegnslsAmunuinnsasunsadunidanunse
dqudSudnnmsasdvladeiy  wasUszAnsainnisldemnslugnansugruulafniingy

a v

muAn (19 4.1) Teslamzegsdslugnansvguaildsunsadalvdndsnsnsasyiuls
Aofugenitnguaruaulszana 5.16% dmsuluansidnnuitnsnduvsdiunumesutieiey
Tumsiiivanssaugnmsaioydls fifteslunduiiasunsndalyinviduidsnsng
WigdulauazdsyAvsnmmsldesindngueugy Tnerdnarufindudu 0.15% was
6.42% MNLEY

PNNTTIVTILONENT  HAYBINISLETUNTADUNS DR OENTIOULNISISQYLAULR
vosgnansnguuargnadn  dndnalnlunuanuuansnmeedd  wazdnnunadlugg
dariusnuteduaminaomdamvgiun lag Kl et al (2011) lévinissausiuenans
MAdeiAnvmave s unsareTinlussgngnIMEtuy wuiinsanesinlvinadeuiig
wUsUTIUAeaNsIaUENSRTYAUlATRIgNANIVE UL TnelinansluBsunuasisausio
ADG, FI uaz FCR Tngmsasunsavesiinlutag 1-2 dUaviusnuesnsnnass dwalunisiia
ADG, FI uaz FCR Uszanal 17.6%, 7.3% way 8.7% sudwu Tuvazfinsiaiunasntasns
nages gnansilaussougnnaipivlanfstuiondntossidu Tns ADG, FI uway FCR
st 4.9%, 1.6% way 2.6% Mua1nu a@iu Lu et al. (2008) lavinisAnwinisiasunse
Tlvinluglefendalnsniissdiu 0.5% waz 1% Tuomnsgnansvenuy wuiifissiu 1%
anunsaufin ADG, FI uaz FCR 19 usildwumnuunnsnadananiisesu 0.5% luvaeil Biagi et

al. (2007) sneaunmsasulafendalmsniisedu 1, 2 uaz 4% Tuemnsgnansneuundu
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seevlaan 6 dUaw lilinalunisuiinaussousnsasyiule lnvasuudd Wewinnsnsunsd

Lilatinalaensmanisnszduaussaugnisasyiulnvesgnsneguy

roUsgdvinmmands  Fuegiudaduausiume Wy ylauarseRuveenIndunenly

AINUNAYDINTADUNITY

N

520213 lUNTVIAGY ANATNYBIDIMS UATNENT LavszuuauAuianisluviisu usu

M1319% 4.1 NaYRINITHETUNIABUVSTIURINNT ARaNTIOULNITAS AUl VRN TNE UL

Treatments! Pooled  P-value
Control T1 T2 T3 SEM?
No. of pigs 24 24 24 24 - -
Initial BW (kg) 8.11 8.11 8.13 8.14 - -
Final BW (kg) 16.69 16.94 17.16 16.81 0.30 0.95
FI (g/d) 550.59 538.09 526.78 507.74 16.04 0.81
(-2.27%) (-4.32%) (-7.78%)
ADG (g) 306.50 315.14 322.31 309.58 14.59 0.98
(+2.82%) (+5.16%) (+1.00%)
FCR 1.81 1.73 1.68 1.64 0.04 0.53
(-4.42) (-7.18) (-9.39)

' T1 = 0.32% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean

M151991 4.2 HaTBINIIEINNIABUNIIlUIMS doausIauzNMIYRUlATDIENIIAN

Treatments! Pooled  P-value
Control 1 2 3 SEM?
No. of pigs 18 18 18 18 - -
Initial BW (kg) 18.31 17.90 17.49 17.67 - -
Final BW (kg) 23.09 22.46 23.05 23.20 0.24 0.93
Fl (g/d) 924.70 888.30 921.90 971.70 37.40 0.88
(-3.94%) (-0.30%) (+5.04%)
ADG (g) 525.19 430.00 525.97 520.69 18.78 0.26
(-18.12%)  (+0.15%) (-0.86%)
FCR 1.87 2.08 1.75 1.88 0.07 0.42
(+11.23%) (-6.42%) (+0.53%)

' T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean
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HATDINTLETUNTABUNIOUD NS oA pH Tu digesta vosalddiug 9

1 a1

uanslilumsedl 43 Tegwuihanmguildfuonmeasduudazngy a1 pH Tu
ASEINIZEIMNT aldlan @y nans wagie) i wavleaouldunnmsetiwdidudfyns
afd  (P>0.05)  sandinsedunidifumadenvilswestnemnsdnilfiasuluemsans
vghuy Wilean pH lunseimnzemns fenszdumsviianuveseulsideslusiu (proteolytic
enzymes) WU WYL PredSulumsteslavednvuslasanglusiulugniveiuy
(Ravindran and Kornegay, 1993; Partanen and Mroz, 1999) uaﬂmﬂﬁamwﬁlﬂuﬂm &l
unumdnglunmstesiuldliuuaiienslse  Tnanuludimaduemmsdiuig  (Maxwell
and Stewart, 1995)

agnalsfmuannnissenuves Kil et al. (2011) Fsldinssunamanuisde
Fiertestunsiasunsnduridsen pH lugnansvenuuaInvate 9 unaaes wuitlag
dwlngddlnanlidulvlufiamafontu Tag Roth et al. (1992) wudinsiasunsa
WosanTisesu 0.6%, 1.2%, 1.8% waz 2.4% aawalie pH lunszimzenus anlddndauing
My warlmaouiiudu luvasdl Eidelsburger et al. (1992b) esmuinsiasunsavasin
S¥AU 1.25% @ansnan pH lunseinigeins anlddndunneg was@nule Fevrier et al.
(2001) Trwuinsignansiue sy Kdiformate 0.9% uay 1.8% ¥inlvid pH Tu
nswzeng  wavlpaeuanas wilifnasensideunlas Lactobacillus #@aenMIiu
93 @ Galfi and Bokori (1990) s1831uinsadmdniiunumddglunisasuntas
dnwazing q Tudldvesansinnniinisan pH Ssanaausaveansadunidlunisanen pH
1‘14‘1/11@Laummiéuaqé’misﬁuagjﬁuﬁa%’wmwszms Wiy yHaNTABUISY AN pKa veInIA SEAU
nsndunidiiain vinvesingAuenms (Wanfusiun ¥liaussnn) uazAANUEIATAYaTE
tesluems (dietary buffering capacity) Wugiu (Kim et al,, 2005) nuamsnaassil
fawsinensfiaiunsemesiin uaznsaweslinsaufunsadalnin fien pH Aindnensgns
AU wavansasunindalnin (P<0.05) wrlinuanuunniewesdn acid binding capacity
wag buffering capacity (P>0.05) luenminaasiudaznay Fapn acid binding capacity wax
buffering capacity ﬁuaammimaaqaQ”Lummsﬁﬂﬂaﬁaam%’uiﬁ (M523 4.9) Ta Karvelis
(2014) nA1vineIMNTNENIVEUNAISIAN buffering capacity Weenin 650 mEg/kg il

angnskiidesanisiinenisviends
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A15197 4.3 NaYINISLESUNTABUNSTLUDIMT HednEULAUITUNIA-ANT UBIFILDE

(digesta) Tunszmizems uazalddiumng 9 vesgnIneuy

Treatments’ Pooled P-value

pH Control T1 T2 T3 SEM?

Stomach 4.02 4.09 4.11 3.73 0.29 0.77
Duodenum 5.17 5.02 5.28 5.47 0.43 0.90
Jejunum 5.53 5.63 6.18 5.17 0.29 0.14
lleum 5.70 5.96 6.03 6.30 0.41 0.78
Cecum 5.62 5.36 5.39 5.49 0.09 0.23
Colon 6.34 6.35 6.33 6.21 0.14 0.87

1 T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean

A919% 4.4 NaYBINITLEINNIADUNSTLUDIMIT MDA acid binding capacity wag buffering

capacity 1ugmmmimaaq

Treatments! Pooled P-value
Control  T1 T2 T3 SEM?
pH 6.49° 6.25° 6.52° 6.32° 0.01 0.001
Acid binding capacity 586.70 578.07 620.34 570.65 9.34 0.45
Buffering capacity 252.92 279.35 268.60 256.64 4.38 0.32

vaewe: *° Misnwsiieglunnifodfunaneiueteiidfnmeada (P<0.05)
' T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean

HAUDINSLERUNINBUNIElNeMS  dednumrganieinavesanldidinuesan
ansvigunlsuandlilupsed 4.5 Taewuin maasunsadalnin waznsadnlnindruiunsa
Wosln  anwnsaiwnugeedialaludléidndiuagin  (P<0.05) luvaigiinisiadunse
wosfinifissanaierlimaliunnssnnguaiuay (P>0.05) uenanininaiunsadalvind
anunsauiuaugevesialaludiuledonse (P<0.05) dmsumnudnueseiy arwniisiala
wavdnadiuvesmuadialadenudnvessvludldidndiugleftn wyly wavlodeulad

ANULANAaTY (P>0.05) luusazngunismaaes



28

lngnmsi  nsadalvisnanunsadinanugwedialals  Mallillesainnsa

a o

Tlmnduumsdmdsnuiiddydmiuadideyivesdldidnduving  (Chapman et al,
1995) waganldlvg) (Roediger, 1980) AIUANAINANAAVDINTA-AN AuaTUAUN NVRIA b
(gut health) annzaild@sniau (Antongiovanni et al., 2007; Mroz, 2005) uonaniifatae
Fudinmsiinidesenlumaduosdnfidosdioun (Naidu et al, 1999) Tng Lu et al. (2008)
Anwmsiesulofondilnsmiissdu 05% waz 1% wulhmseEdufisedu 1% awnsaiii
ausTauenIsasRiuln anuawediala wazdndiuvesrnuadialarennudnveusanasy
(villus height : crypt depth) fig1ldifnduglofth 1yt uarladenls uonanidsauns
an TNF-a uaz IL-6 TudSula leglelalad (cytokine) ludSudunuindrdglunisaing
ARRuAUTELE (Kramer et al, 1995) safsmuaunssnauiidlduasidoyniisld Tuvasd
Tonel et al. (2010) Anwn1sidsunsatalyin 2 uvds Aensadalvsnluguveandelyfiey
TnunaBen uazueaiBon uaznsndalvinlusuvednfondilmem wuinsndilvinds 2
was lifalumsifiuanugsvesialaludugledtinaziagiy udnsadalvinlusuveande
Toifon Twuvadon uwazuwea@on aunsadinnugwedialaludildduledonvesgnans
veghuallel @ Biagi et al. (2007) laimupuuansnavesdnuazganeiaavesdldiilewdy
lowweudalviam Kotunia et al. (2004) Tesudnnisidsunsalowendalnim duaviiliaiy
awosialalugledtiuanas uaziiumnugsesialaluegiuuazleidon msnevaussesnin
Slvndensimuneadvosdilddouirsinrnuunndstuluuiasaumanes sisdenadiamg
wananededy Wy uvdwarsyduesnsadalviniiedy viauazaunmyesingiuiidu
dudsznevluemns nufsenguesgnansiliiaimuinisvesdild muunfudinnialaiinng
fafid  avdewalignansiusyAvinimnsdesuarnisgaduonsity  lununaaesi
fudwavesnsndalvsnseanssaurnssgAulnluusnasiueselitdudAgnieda  us
ogslsfimusninsissiulnvesgnansvenalunguitldueaaiunsadalvin l
mnlihiganiingunaassdu o

HATRINSESUNIABUNIdluems  dedszvinsdunsdludlduazyaves
gnansvieuuldiandlilunsed 4.6 Ineduaulssansedundd £ coli, Lactobacillus spp.
uway Bifidobacterium spp. lunsginzeivs aldidndiuving Fiu leaeu wavluyaans
veguuiildsuanImaaeduidazngy e hiwnndsfuegiaiifodfameadd (P>0.05) 91
NIFTIVTINDNANTINUITY  WUIIHAYDINTABUNITABIUIUIAUNITLUTEUUN AU NN TVDS
ansAeudalimuiuuUs Gedek et al. (1992) s18swinmaaiunsanesiinissiu 1.8%
damalvid i coliform luglefiugatu Tuvmsdisiuau Lactobacillus wae coliform Tudifu

wazlaauanal wavdIuIu eubacteria Tudfiuanas Wawsuiisuiunguaiuau Maribo
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a

et al (20000 FwnuNMEEINIAvleinfisEiu  0.7% daraanUseynIqaunsd
Lactobacillus ludlédian an coliforms lunszinizemns uazandadluynadiuresmnaiu
9113 Fevrier et al. (2001) s1891uIINsgnansfiuensiasy K-diformate 0.9% uay
1.8% viliiA1 pH 911U coliform Wway Streptococci Tun1siwize s wag coliform Tu
Tnaouanas udlsifinasenisidsuntas Lactobacillus maeamIaiiueIs @ Kil et al.
(2011) FwvhmsnusamavensndurisiediuulszvnsgaunidlumiAdesn q wuiil
mATefssdutesinuanuuanimsadadesdunidlumafiuems  Tumansstudia
nsiasunsndun3diinavinli Lactobacillus Tudnldén (-0.3 loglo CFU + 0.16 SE) uaylu
aldlng) (-0.6 logl0 CFU + 0.16 SE) anad hazAsudeiinanysusiuseduiu coliform uag
E coli Gsfayaiidrta shlvieindenisasunerafiroudrunnsatumed fafunuided
Anwinavesnsnduv3s feduiuUszvnsaunidlusunanotadedliinadanisdlinana e
Anvinadundd ueliaiianugniowuazsiuiniinimmafeiinsdai

(conventional culture methods) (Kil and Swanson, 2010)

A15199 4.5 navesn1sEsunInduYsdlue1ns sednvuzganiginalualtdianvosgns

PEYIUY
Treatments' Pooled
5 P-value
Control T1 T2 T3 SEM
Villus height (um)
Duodenum 668.96 530.21 463.30 472.62 198.67 0.96
Jejunum 442.89° 482.10° 673.75° 605.39%° 41.36 0.04
lleum 336.39° 417.52% 531.63° 445.41%° 46.67 0.01
Crypt depth (um)
Duodenum 142.39 145.30 139.06 139.79 33.07 0.87
Jejunum 134.46 130.94 184.82 14757 22.45 0.24
lleum 113.43 154.60 157.84 142.21 25.47 0.48
Villus wide (um)
Duodenum 164.02 110.26 137.85 139.44 54.80 0.96
Jejunum 135.96 124.20 154.38 105.54 9.88 0.08
lleum 131.60 160.16 169.59 125.44 23.99 0.47
Villus height : Crypt depth
Duodenum 4.69 3.65 3.35 3.39 0.83 0.80
Jejunum 3.29 3.70 3.65 4.11 0.37 0.67
lleum 2.97 2.72 3.38 3.14 0.37 0.60

vewe: > < fdnusiieglunanferfiuunnisiuegsiifoddgmsedia (P<0.05)
' T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate
? SEM = Standard of the mean
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M13NN 4.6 HAaTeINITEsuUNIABunIdluemis seuseuinsqdunidlualduavyavasansveiuy

Treatments Pooled P-value
Control T1 T2 T3 SEM
Stomach, log CFU/g
E. coli 6.14 5.57 5.66 6.05 0.44 0.55
Lactobacillus spp. 6.20 6.31 6.19 6.33 0.40 0.85
Bifidobacterium spp. 6.38 6.60 6.62 6.95 0.37 0.38
lleum, log CFU/g
E. coli 6.11 6.18 6.52 6.31 0.17 0.34
Lactobacillus spp. 7.10 6.51 6.67 6.83 0.31 0.84
Bifidobacterium spp. 6.52 6.21 7.02 6.84 0.34 0.76
Cecum, log CFU/¢
E. coli 6.33 6.36 6.12 6.17 0.30 0.63
Lactobacillus spp. 7.04 6.48 6.75 6.65 0.26 0.76
Bifidobacterium spp. 7.21 7.32 7.06 7.28 0.41 1.00
Colon, log CFU/g
E. coli 6.66 5.95 6.16 6.14 0.25 0.35
Lactobacillus spp. 7.17 6.48 6.84 6.98 0.23 0.70
Bifidobacterium spp. 7.32 7.06 6.87 7.28 0.40 0.96
Feces, log CFU/g
E. coli 7.45 6.83 6.28 6.71 0.71 0.97
Lactobacillus spp. 6.49 6.41 6.36 6.55 0.62 1.00
Bifidobacterium spp. 6.51 6.42 6.43 6.50 0.57 0.94

' T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

2 SEM = Standard error of the mean
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dmudnwazyavesgnaneunildiuemaiunsndundd  leuandlily
M3 4.7 Tewuinansidnvazyalivnnsiusgnadidedfamaada (P>0.05) ddlia
udefummsnannsalasiussmelduasuenlandes  flualiuanmonsadcudioi
(3t 4.8) Tneiadnuazya mnawaansaluiussmelfuasueslude inaaonadasiu

a

IuUsEINTAUNIE £ coli, Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacterium spp. tunssinig

v

9115 anlddndiwring I wasluganlinumnuuandrsneadd (P>0.05) auunfnsaluiu

CY

AedU WU NIARzdRn Inshiladn wardinsn Wunandaiineduannssulunsuingas

'
falal

aslulawnsn Taeqdurieiiusslevivinadlddning nanluduaeduiunumiiddose
&f lunsduaasmununisaiouesgdunidnelsa Wy Salmonella woy £ coli
uenantudanansnduaiiliniaaiyrendunisfiivsleniudld Wy  Lactobacillus
wag Bifidobacterium (Antongiovanni et al., 2007) ﬁmﬁwﬁiumiaﬁmwmm%ﬁﬁ‘Wé’wm
TWudsenme  nszduldlimsahawadideyiiivinadlddndunas uazdldlvg
uenntudsglunsnssdunseedulefuasindngald duwenludefndndulusld
uazlugavesdnd  (AnannszuaunsumuedtivesgauiEnidulnylussuumaiuems
WU E. coli, Clostridia spp. way Enterobacteria spp. Hudu

INMITIVTINBNATINIY NUINSLEsUnInBunIdsaansuannsaluiy
sewels waghauluomautnalinuwUsusiu 1wy YHavensndune agans wagTseulIa
Tunsmeaes Wudiu Franco et al. (2005) AnwinisidSunsndunidsuiu lagldnan
WosinswAunsanesuiin (FOFU) (1:1) nsavesinsaudunsauansin (FOLA) (1:1) uaznsn
wWosinswAunsauandin  (2FOLA)  (2:1) WisuiWlsufunguamuay  waznguiladunse
WosHiniiigsetafed vin1senans 6-8 Tu vadliomnsnaass wui pH Tunseimnedimgaly
nguliain FOFU @ Lactobacillus swnliianaslungy FOFU ilenSeuliisuiiungu
muAL way FOLA usliifinalunisidsuuuas coliform lngnsnez@@nimanas vaurfinga
Tnsilefin wardalvin fdndwiigstulungy FOFU WaSeudivuunguaiuay FOLA uag
2FOLA dnludldidn wuin coliform flegslungumunuillewSeudioudu FOLA way
2FOLA uaznsadalvidndangeaslunguiliaiunsawesiin Tuvaedl Biagi et al. (2007) Anwn
maaduladondilnasnissdu 1%, 2% wer 4% lugnsvdrusduna 6 &awi wui
TideudlmsvlifnasionisiasuuUaszvnsqgdunid  clostridia, enterobacteriaceae
ua lactic acid bacteria wadluwiltufiasfiunsndauonlude lununeassilinueiu
wanegla o 9nmsEsunsanesin waznsndalvin Wunen 28 Ju ndwnsugun we

Usznsqaun3d nsaluduszwmels wasueuluile oraduldldinnsiauwdiusn o veq

anldvesgnansveuuinganizaunauainlinsnsunsduanina liiviudn

q
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M990 4.7 HaveINTsiEsuNIAdunidlugnsemsanIneuLsiednvazyat

Period Treatments? Pooled  P-value
after weaning Control T1 T2 T3 SEM?

1 week 3.18 3.14 2.93 2.86 0.18 0.45
2 week 2.25 2.82 2.25 2.46 0.23 0.31
3 week 2.14 2.32 2.07 2.21 0.18 0.66
4 week 2.00 2.14 2.11 2.25 0.14 0.57
Average (1-4 weeks) 2.39 2.61 2.34 2.45 0.08 0.36

inwouzyailindl 5 seiu Ao 1 = wiay; 2 = ;3 = Unf; 4 = udy 5 = wdann

271 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

3 SEM = Standard of the mean

M13199 4.8 HaveINsESUNIABUNIdlugnsomsaneuuiensHannIaluiusTvelalay

wouluiley
Treatments! Pooled P-value
Control T1 T2 T3 SEM

Volatile fatty acids, pmol/g

Acetic acid 64.09 63.24 6224 61.08 043 0.32

Propionic acid 29.27 29.88 3140 32.37 0.62 0.65

Butyric acid 6.65 6.88 6.36 6.54 0.24 0.95
Ammonia, /100 ¢ fresh digesta

0.24 0.16 0.21 0.22 0.02 0.17

' T1 = 0.3% K-diformate; T2 = 0.1% Na-butyrate; T3 = 0.3% K-diformate + 0.1% Na-butyrate

2 SEM = Standard of the mean



U 5

unagl

5.1 #3UNan15Y

NAMsAnwIilonInaveInsiaiunIadunIdnesiin (K-diformate) 0.3%
nsaTaln3n (Na-butyrate) 0.1% waznsanesiin 0.3% samAunsadalnin 0.1% luemsee
aussourmsieTyiAule dnvazya mswaudala nMswasundadnin-re madsuuas
Usernsqdunds nasdansalutussveld uazuenlade Tuansveuy asuldsd

1. gngnsngunilaiuemsiaiunsn dunidynngunismaaess T6nsnns
Wwigiule Usednsaimnisldemig wasUiuianisiueimsialdunneneivemisans
AuAu wauwdldudngnansvdiunildsuemisaunsanesiniuiunsndalnini
Usgansnmnsldemmsiniingudu |

2. mawRunsadalin anmnsafimuiialaludiuvesnisifinaugaialaly
alddndrunansuazdiuvinevesgnansngiuula (P<0.05)

3. MatasunIndunddliifnalunsasunamnufunsa-ans vesdedon

Uimﬂﬂifqﬁ‘u%%ﬂ (Lactobacillus spp., Bifidobacterium spp. Wag E. coli) fnw¥uzya n13

wannsaludiusemeld uazwonlanily Tumaduemnsdiusing q vesansnguy

5.2 UalaudLuL
a ¢ a | ) ¢ o | = g
nInBuNIdeIaLanIHaifnegnansiuyie 1-2 dUarvindanisguy Fadu
an12NIngs eea1NNISWasULUAIIMIT ANINIINABN AIUATEANIEIAY WasdNalv
Ana1Nsiaviaady Aslurindasnismageuanatifivensndunsdlidniay o1adesin

WA 9 Tur9szezIa179INa17
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