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Abstract

The present study comprise 5 experiments, as follows:

Experiment 1 was conducted to evaluate the effects of feeding 3% of total feed DM
of oil rich in omega-3 FAs including none oil (control), linseed oil (LSO), 1:1 w/w linseed oil
and fish oil (LSO+FO) and calcium salt of linseed oil (Ca-LS). The results found that feeding
LSO+FO significantly increased t11-C18:1 and C22:6n-3 whereas C18:0 was decreased. The
ruminal acetic acid content was reduced at 4 and 6 h after feeding (P<0.05).

Experimental 2 was carried out to determine the effects of applying 3% of total
feed DM of oil rich in omega-6 FAs including none oil (control), soy bean oil (SBO), fish oil
(FO), 1:1 w/w SBO+FO. The results revealed that FO and SBO+FO application significantly
reduced the ruminal concentration of C18:0 but increased t11-C18:1 and c¢9, t11- C18:2
contents. Supplementation of SBO and SBO+FO reduced molar proportion of acetic acid at
2 h after feeding and significantly decreased ruminal pH.

Experimental 3 was conducted to investigate the effects of adding 3% of total feed
DM at different ratio of LSO and FO including 2:1 w/w LSO+FO, 1:1 LSO+FO and 1:2 w/w
LSO+FO. Addition of 1:2 w/w LSO+FO significantly increased ruminal C20:5n-3 and C22:6n-
3 (P<0.05). Additionally, 1:1 w/w LSO+FO significantly increased the concentration of t11-
C18:1, however, there was detrimental effect on reduction in ADFD (P<0.05).

Experiment 4 was carried out to assess the effects of supplementing 3% of total
feed DM at different ratios of SBO and FO including 2:1 w/w SBO+FO, 1:1 SBO+FO and 1:2
w/w SBO+FO. The results revealed that 2:1 w/w SBO+FO significantly increased ruminal t11-
C18:1 at 2 and 6 h post feeding and increased the ruminal C20:5n-3 and C22:6n-3
concentrations. However, 1:2 w/w SBO+FO significantly decreased the molar proportion of
acetic acid at 4h post feeding. The degradation of DM, CP, NDF and ADF was unaffected by
oil addition.

Experiment 5 was conducted to investigate the effects of feeding different levels of
1:1:1 w/w SBO, LSO and FO including 2%, 3% and 4% combination oil. Feeding 4%
combination oil significantly decreased the ruminal concentration of C18:0 but increased
ruminal t11-C18:1, C20:5n-3 and C22:6n-3 contents at all h after feeding. Additionally, it

also increased the molar proportion of propionic acid and ammonia nitrogen concentration.



It can be clearly concluded in the present study that health beneficial FAs or their
precursors can be reasonably obtained by the addition of 1:1:1 SBO+LSO+FO at 4% of total
feed DM.

Keywords: omega 3 fatty acids, conjugated linoleic acid, fish oil, linseed oil, soybean oil,

bio-hydrogenation, fistulated cattle.
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nanfausiandn e nsewluwnasddyvensalaiu Omeea 3 fedunisuilan
nanfasTandnfineaseivinduldsunsalusiu Omesa 3lnonslasu Omeea 3 luladuld
mﬂmiﬁiﬂﬁumﬁﬂe‘?}qﬁiwmu’iﬂﬁﬁa;:IﬁL??ﬁmuiuuﬂawm:ﬂﬁaLgaaﬁaﬂwiﬁ'] delafildaziingn
lufiu Omega 3 g¢ uaziinavinlvisnsrdIuvensnlydu Omega 6 v nIaluiy Omega 3 ¢
ni1 2 dalafigusedlnauazemstu dualumsifinuSunameansalasiu Linoleic acid
(18:2, n-6) wazganU3naunsn Linoleni cacid (18:3, n-3) Asdswalionsidiuveslusiu Omega
6 ¢ NIRldU Omega 3 Qa%uiﬂaé’mwmwaﬂmﬁu Omega 6 fia NTALUITU Omega 3 AT
ffouniiluemns 4:1 Razminowicz et al,, (2006) uiluanimveadiodlnetiunisyuleifuiould
15T U UNSNIIUAUDMNTUEIUIUNIT7, %n‘[wwﬂmﬂuéfué’mﬁmmﬂﬂ%uﬁmvquﬂﬁ

sodnuUladiau vz au iy



M19199 2.1 uansunuvvtiveansaludiu Omega 3 FEUNUIMTEUUA TN

FLUUTNNY UNUMNNE3TINE1V8 Omega 3 Usglewlduguam

ATUANAIIIMULETDA UFumnudiuien SnwsEAUAIUAY
Honliund

muaumsudshueaden  anlemafnaudenlunaonidon iszuulvaieu
deonuazn1slraves
Fondaul

munlasndwelsdluden  ananududuredasndwelsdluben  anglasndwelsaly
\Hanga

Ufumswihilvesmann  vilivaenidendinimeuauasivy lsAriala

\Han

Ufufamemadiuresidla  dhlidannaduresiilafity 15A1iala

UTun1soniay AANTENLEY YadnLauaIy
AnUnAvested

a P a a
LAEIVDINIIEHAUNG

DIAUITENOUVDIANDILAE

WU ALDIDENNLN L AUTITID

nsrUIUMITIUSUAL

EEANIE R RG PTG NITUIUNTTUIUANITSEUS 333
Tumsnuay Jawin

MIUANMTSAIAULAENNS  ANASENIINAVNUNNTOWOINENT  qUAINIBIENEAG

novaussweaniiduiluse  1Redesiuie

Uszaman

Usumsvhwthilves syt fivesgiuiuite SrUUQiANY

Qiifuiu IAIER

Usumswdnwdsunszgn  thgadnwsnansegn ANIENTLANNTU

Usumnuledugau aralaroBugAuAty Uuthaluden

(Holman,1998)



Y

nstasue v sndluiuladuda (Unsaturated lipids) n1sususzuunsidesdninuy

dUY3H NMSAPIUUSTIUTIR 10U LRBImIsngunuMsiassnlsmansyiiviaznanasylaain

o A

\wandig (Simopoulos, 2004) usnantnsldigiiunslugveudanazinduiiniunisare

WA @NSOTIBRNITAUVDY YoInTAluty Omega 3lalguniu

2.2 mssasulvaiuludndifeadataznisilasuniasvasnsaluduniglunssswnznain

nsuluduludnifsndediyauszasdiiaiinndsuluomisuas nsiiunsaludiun

a

fiuselovisoduslaaudegslsinunisadulaiuvrzdmadsauungdunidnglunseimnzmdn

9

lnsundlulanlasungranaglasuluduneglusuves Galactolipid w38 Galactose $3uiU 2
fatty acids wagduiumenusieanas (Van Soest, 1994) uallavinnisiasuladulasianiy
lusfuniiesnusenauvesnsalusduludusimaigsmunis (Poly unsaturated fatty acids; PUFA)

WetiuesAlsznauvenIaluiuaisenidinazifinlymneU sednsninn1sndnuesdn iy wa

Weavlunisndingevemisaislunszimizndn lnen1slian activity ve39dunsdnay

9
(%

Cellulolytic Bnvisnsiaduidiuduanmguilsvesnisiia Acidosis (Moore et al.,1986) fatiu
nswasunsaludiulidudiansen Jsuszaulagmunduaiveivhlifansifiuguninves
nand e ludndlaen 8nvadinsguiunis hydrogenation sndnuanenisinaniunsaluduansy

S v o

gMiluandudaalaan (nnd 2.1)

=3

o

Jwvhlniidnidevangiuliaasseasuludulusuwuuiilildvewvaduluiuneglusy

v
o

winuduniinisuntesadulaesssuvifarnudaiu Linseed Sunflower seed (Uusiu

(Doreau et al., 1999). w38 Wasulviuliliazareluanzanudunse anlunszmnznsn

& A

wiaNisenin Tunastasuladuinfiesausenevresnsalusiuaige1iag Rumen protected fat

daasiegaunsdnelunseinzudinlaensslaaButyrivibrio fibrisolven \Jugauvsdulianilan

9

a6

Suwansevuillaenisiduiivuasnsalafiuangendegaunidfonisvilinlasadidemnududuy
LUy liwadunnineddsiuiuveaiiussguinminlsfezBadiauduiivunnuingu (Harfoot
and Hazlewood, 1997) 3siliqaunsdwaniisnudesiniasnuesainnisiluiivinenisay
a LY a LY I3 o a Y] 1 [l < o 4% ’5’ L I a 1 G|

dounsalvsiuladuanlunsalodudun wasgalsnay nrsvinbidsulafinnseesaans vse

Tguslevilunssimnendnanunsaunnlatgmainanlalaenisldluiunseidunegluslves

Tosiulwanu nsldwdafigundusisds waznisldundulaininuaut® Hydrolysis sty

[
o o A

o A ™ = Y} o a
AFLLNENUNLDIUITIUNEUNUUILUIINAY AIRAIT1N 2.2



RUMEN
Esterified Plant Lipid
lipases, galactosidases
phospholipases
O - Linoleic acid

(c9, c12,c15 - C18:3)

Linoleic acid

(c9, c12 - C18:2)

C

isomerase
Rumenic acid

(c9, t11 - C18:2) (c9, c11,c15 - C18:3)

reductase
Vaccenic acid < (t11,c15-C182) C
(t11 - C18:1)
l Reductase
C18:0 Stearic acid C

TISSUE

c9, c12 - C18:2, c9, c12,c15 - C18:3

c9, t11 - C18:2 (CLA), c9, cll,cl5 -
C18:3
A9 desaturase
t11 - C18:1

A9 desaturase

C18.0 ——» 9 -Cl18:1

Awd 2.1 Juneuvaanisasuidasnsatusiulunseunsveineazluiilods

(Jenkins, 1993; Drackley, 2000; Mele, et al. 2008)




1%

d' dl C% C% d{l o a %; U a = o U
9199 2.2 Msiddsuvesnsaladulunssinenindlevhnisiasuidududauagiidulan

Fatty acid profiles in Rumen*

Reference Treatment
C18:0 (C181 (C182 (183 EPA DHA
FO NR 0.64° 075 085 0.82 0.89
Loor et al.
LSO NR 0.84° 0.85°  0.95 ND ND
(2005)
SFO NR 0.80° 0.92* 0.83 ND ND
Control 39.4° 11.3° a16* 1.27° ND 0.69°¢
Kitessa et
Tuna oil 484>  8.66° 232° 084° 1.08 9.94°
al. (2001)
Protected Tuna oil  6.72° 11.9° 430° 1.25° 1.37 5.67°
Control 54.48% 13.39° 554 048  0.03 0.10°
Doreau
+fish oil infused
and 7.88°  36.02° 2.56 0.25 0.33 0.51°
rumen
Chilliard
+fish oil infused
(1997) 46.197  12.9° 4.38 0.44 0.77 0.42°

duodenum

b and € Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05)

vwue FO = Fish oil LSO = Linseed oil SFO = Sunflower oil

MIIT 2.2 Kitessa et al. (2001) évinsieduthiulaminuaglufularinudivi
1nUayun (Ca-salt of Tuna oil) ﬂma%uﬁ'lﬁuﬂammLLaslsuﬁuvLmchummmamzé’w'eN
dewdsuifisuiunduilliviinisiaiuasandesiunismaasses Stearic acid Doreau and
Chilliard, 1997 way Lm'aEJ'leﬁm:uﬂ1iLa%mfwﬁumﬂﬂmﬁgﬂiw‘fﬂﬁszﬁwm Oleic acid
Linoleic acid anaseg1adied1dun19adadienainginnis Hydrogenated nsalusiufiviinis
La'%mﬁamﬂm'il,a%uifwﬁulu'gﬂﬁLflut,wmﬁmwaﬁqﬁﬂﬁﬁms Hydrogenation tay
Isomerization IngUn@lunszimgninvinliinsalufufifidnuau gnns Carbon atom 18 atom
fuintuiilosainnisiiag Stearic acid Wasuudaslnsadunisudflildsiliszfures
Complete Hydrogenation ﬁ?uaﬁw‘f]ué’aﬂﬁ%’umiLﬁi’hlﬂmﬁ'auwawam%w%é Group B
Bacteria #9n13¥11911anABY0993UNTE Group B Bacteria o1aiAnanauidufivues EPA

waz DHA Aluld Famsiluiwilldlavilidiuiudseansvesqdunidnguilanasusluvinla

o
N 6 v

ﬂi:ﬁmumimﬂiul,%aééumﬁumﬂuuﬁﬂLLUaﬂlﬂiﬂamiLUﬁsm DNA vaawada (Kitessa et al.,

2001) Failoluknasuad EPA hag DHA @11150an5enUva4 Stearic acid b9Rn1s19n 2.3



A15199 2.3 nansnsalvsiunivaculuddaldanvadanlasunisasuaietiniulan

(mg) fatty acid duodenal flow in steers receiving fish oil

Total
References Treatments
C18:.0 C18:1 (182 C(C183 TVA EPA  DHA fatty

acid
control  152.7% 20.4° 7.40° 3322 425° 027° 0.14° 396
Kim et al.
( ) FO23% 1151° 21.2° 7.64% 371° 732° 048> 039° 404
2008
FO 6.9%  58.9° 14.4° 340° 208 83.4% 0.83 1.01° 305
FO 959° 269 27.6° 89° 144 65 34° 667.1°
Loor et al.
LSO 398.5° 34.0 37.6° 24.0° 9.4° 1.0° 06° 1065°
(2005)

SFO 346.0° 362 51.8° 11.0° 106° 2.8° 22%® 966.6°

b and € Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05)

nwue FO = Fish oil LSO = Linseed oil SFO = Sunflower oil

21NR1571997 2.3 nstasuinsulatdenisiuaniuvesnsalusiulddadldidnnuin 3
ausaiNsEfuTaIvaccenic acid anulugdldanlaiuyiasneuves Kim et al. (2007)
wag Loor et al.(2005) wazanszauvad santananludnefuIinnisasuunduii Stearic acid

[J

psAUszneUvednsaluiulidudsiiduiuiussguinazdeiianudufivuesqaunislaenisly
Butyrivibt finansynusioqdunde EPA wag DHA thifutandurio fribisolvent uazoraluildsu
mshaulueaduesgdunddlifinisinuialudesiiliinsiasunsaluduladusuiu
Vaccenic acid (Kim et al., 2007) uiogslsfnudsfiinisounsidlaliusfnineradululsa
98uvsd C. proteoclasticum Tyanunsawdsunias Vaccenic acid 1u Stearic acid dunn
drunsinariiuwes EPA uay DHA lUSsdnld@nifinanntudniuainnmsiasuingudands
Huundavesnsalusiu EPA uaz DHA SeilviivSunamsinaduiiuanndu udogrdlsin
N32UIUNNT Hydrogenation ¥84 EPA tiag DHA ETQLﬁuﬁa‘gUhﬂ@f (AbuGhazaleh et al., 2002)
ma]Lﬁulﬂlé’dﬁﬂﬁﬂimﬁu%ﬁmﬂfqﬁuﬁﬁﬁmmsa Hydrogenate léiosaniisruanves Carbon
atom ﬁqméum%‘ﬂzjmmm Hydrogenate Tdunsalusfududale (Whitlock et al., 2000)
nslditulanafuhiuaudaanunsaannisiin Complete Hydrogenation légnsaanunsa

Wiunslvanuves DHA &egn Hydrolysis islunseimizndn fawmsei 2.4



M15190 4.2 Mm3lvaruvensaluduluds Omasum WevinisidSuaudalugunuusinaiu uag

dudasiuiuinaiulan Tudmdmedag

Fatty acid flow into omasum g/day

Reference Treatment C1s: DH
C18:0 TVA C18:2 (C18:3
1 A
5.368 ND
Crushed linseed . 356 425 17.7% 21.8°
6.342 ND
Extruded whole linseed 26.0° 410 202° 338
Sterk et al,, @
2012 Formaldehyde-treated  6.331 ND
326 520 163 155°
linseed a
0.148 1.0
DHA + Linseed oil 92.2° 574 10.7° 4.6

b

b and ¢ Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05).

91na151971 2.4 11514 Formaldehyde-treated linseed Liiaviinns Protect lallwiAn
nsgesaatenielunszinigndnidseiuves Linolenic acid Addlai3auifisufunisld
Crushed linseed waz Extruded whole linseed Lfio391n Formaldehyde-treated linseed
fuliigesaarsnislunszmnzninudusetalsfinuiinisdesaarsunsdiusinliissfuves
Linolenic acid fi#n1 Crushed linseed uaw Extruded whole linseed uogslsfiniunis
\in Complete Bio Hydrogenation Fududulumuunfiannusunames Stearic acid wAnAng
910514 DHA+ Linseed oil #3 DHA (inenanlufiviigsuagshatoiwadvosqdundgiilaian
Complete Bio hydrogenation 7isdssesiuned Stearic acid @usyiuves DHA filwaniuluds

Omasum LAA1NAS7 EPA wag DHA finsHydrolysis Aisnanulunszinizmin

2.3 nsifiuszAuves EPA waz DHA lunBadasidniideagas
TngUndnmsiasuisiulauidniineasesaunsaiiussduuds EPA uay DHA Tuwandn
mﬂﬁmﬂﬁmé@ﬂlﬁ (Cant et al., 1997; Chilliard and Doreau, 1997; Franklin et al., 1999;
Gulati et al,, 1999; Kim et al., 2008) ustognalsimuiiodnslasulsinamenitulaiinee
danaliidisziuves EPA fitfeeas Suina1nnns Biohydrogention vas EPA waz DHA fiuansig

AULAZAITAIATIZLAL AL AUNFIEN ILANAIIAUY
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n-6 n-3
CI8:2n-6 CI18:3n-3

A -desaturase

|
I

C18:3n-6 C18:4n-3
I Elongase l
C20:3n-6 C20:4n-3

|
I

A -desaturase

C20:4n-6 C20:5n-3

|
I

Elongase

C22:4n-6 C22:5n-3

"

A l‘d\.‘.\JlllI.l.‘-L‘ Elongase
C22:6n-3 C24:5n-3
_\"-dcsatumscl
C24:6n-3
s ~oxidation l
C22:6n-3
o

a o ¢ o o a Aa o
AN 2 2 ﬂig‘U’JUﬂqiaﬁLf"’ﬁ’]31/1ﬂi@lmuua’]ElEl’]'37\]'7ﬂﬂi@lmuuvLiJaN@?V]ﬂﬁﬂu’Ju

AsUaueLnD 18 avaeu Twilowie (Maia et al, 2010)

Yo o oA QA ! a = o ! v
nslgunduvanluleauunuindanuluiiviegdunidnelunseimizndnuedadinala
USunaveslududiuuanas (Franklin et al., 1999) 98un38 Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens 79
AuvsgRmvanvhnufgvesiunsilisuiUawansaludunielunssmizndn Maia et al.
(2010) lemudndlevinsiasuiduniiesdusznauvesnsaludulidudiegassinliqdunid
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens finsavauvedlviungluwadiiivunniudaiinaidaaudonnuauysal
c o § v s a = a ] Yy v = a a A
YoULATINIGARANNITHAN FI EPA Uag DHA Jnasonssuiuni1steauaidelinisvaniiaes
nszuaunIsnananlegld Protected fish oil usagnslsinunlafinisldunases Linolenic
acid Tumsdauasiet EPAwaz DHA fan il 2.2 lngunasiiosdusenauves Linolenic acid
1 Yoo v a o 3 @& a ! 1 < a a d‘ <
aggalaunvaanuazndnduinnuandudaudegielsinuuseansninveanisiaewdy EPA
waz DHA diegiiseiunilosninnisiilalasunganiinlissauresaudunsa arsnigly
n3zLnnEnngauILaysEAuYes Propionate M1avdINaAlAiinszUIUN1T Bio Hydrogenation 7
dinannduduiudadinisldlvdunaeguuuuiteiiusedues EPA uag DHA Bnvianisldundiu

NaLLdUAUFINNTIIN 2.5
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UUUAUFAMNDBIAUIENDUVDINTA

Fatty acids profiles in ruminant products (%)

Reference Treatment species
180 (C18:1 C182 C183 TVA (C9tll EPA DHA
He etal,  Control Beef 834 375 125 0.38° 0.80b 0.55b 0.03 0.03°
2012 LSO cattle 890 377 131 085 237a 1.36a 0.03 0.05
CL 14.25° 21.68° 130° 0.87° 131° 05 NR 0.8
Sterk et EL Dairy  14.94° 2333 129° 083° 063° 0.35° NR 0.07
al,, 2012 FL cow  13.49° 1860° 2.12° 3197 1.06° 043° NR  0.10
DL 6.57° 10.32° 1.14° 0.46° 320° 145 NR  0.07
Nodi et Control Beef  15.88 31.02° 3.17° 0.87° 856° 1.78 026 0.06
al,, 2007 LSO cattle  16.10 30.56° 2.59° 135" 632° 126° 028 0.07
Control . 1351 4566 532 027° NR NR  0.23° 0.46°
Bu
Kook et FO 1347 4585 533 028 NR NR  0.57° 1.15°
al.,, 2002 Control ] 1135 4588 371 053> NR NR  056° 0.13°
teer
FO 11.06 4626 379 1.21° NR NR  1.22° 245
Control 1252 249° 286° 059 233 NR ND ND
Kitessa et Dairy
PTO 430° 18.8° 3.44° 054 847° NR 047 1.01
al,, 2001 goat . .
uTO 726°  330° 347 032 5093 NR 031 1.12

b and ¢ Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05)

ND = Not detected; NR = Not reported; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = Fish oil; ESB = Extruded

Soybean oil; PTO = Protected tuna oil; UTO = Unprotected Tuna oil; CL = Crushed

linseed; EL = Extruded whole linseed; FL = Formaldehyde-treated linseed; DL = DHA +

Linseed oil
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A13199 2.5 N1SLENAUAANIBUINUUAINIUIUAITINAVUIHUAUAANDBIAUTENBUVDINGA

Tosiulupdnsuiandndfetdes (7o)

Fatty acids profiles in ruminant products (%)

Reference Treatment species
c18:.0 Ci181 (182 (183 TVA  C9t11 EPA  DHA

Control 9.38% 16.47° 3.14° 0.8  1.21° 060 0.05¢ 0.02°

Donovan N N N ) 5
t FO 1% Dairy  6.98° 14.52° 240° 0.36™% 307° 158 0.22° 0.06

et al.
(2000 FO 2% cow 443 1137 203 024  6.08 223 032° 026
2000

FO 3% 4.03° 10.89° 235° 022 469 190 0.40° 0.20°
IFOMA Beef ]

Control 96.14 26.34 215 62.0  79.1 NR  31.0° 06.0
(1996) cattle

LSO 76.13 8434 2.08 02.1 483 NR 380° 06.0

FO 65.12  36.29 2.06 61.0 294° NR 540° 10.0

LSO+FO 33.12 8330 2.13 760  354° NR  37.0° 120

b and ¢ Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05)

LSO = Linseed oil; FO = Fish oil

Ne5197 2.5 Tusiearuzes (Kitessa et al., 2001); (Donovan et al., 2000) WUIINT
suthifulan oggsannInansziuved Iiednaditoddymsadia Fainainns Stearica acid
é'Ugﬂﬂﬂihydrogenation w09 C18:1 %38 Vaccenic acid Ty Stearic acid 31nnaves EPA
LaZDHA (Kitessa et al,, 2001) d@uszfures EPA uaz DHA Mifiuduinainnisidiodnflasy
WEIUDY EPA uaz DHA anunsadiilazaudinandnliudosnslsfinuu3uiaves EPA 928mn
nsmswasuldagaslunandn (Transfer rate) oendn DHA Tasain EPA & Transfer rate agfi
d@7U % 9.7DHA a3l Transfer rate asﬁ 9%3.20(Donovan et al,, 2000) @un15k Linseed
oil vi3e Linseed (ilgsaguifiganuiisysiunes EPA liluansailoiiouiisuiungueeulnsa
Fudunasinnszuaunis Bio Hydrogenation 7 EPA filenialauildsunlatadusznay
117191 DHA 8niislusrsrudulaiilasungrandedwiladsunadadiu Acetate fo
Propionate qas?’fuuaz pH Qﬂsﬁuﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬂ Bio Hydrogenation ﬁLﬁm%u

dud3inmes <9, t11- CLA fifisduinanmsiilasuansaadulunisdansies CLA
fAvVaccenic acid Lﬁﬂ%ULLazﬁﬂﬂsLﬂgﬂuLﬂu c9,t11- CLA Tu tissue ¥38 mammary gland lag
Enzyme Delta9 Desaturase (Griinari et al., 2000) uaaenslsiniu Tun1smaassves (Donovan
et al,, 2000) wag (AbuGhazaleh et al., 2002) Tnaunfinisesiiuusunames CLA %Lﬁ'uﬁugq
ilednilasuumasman Linoleic acid dslu vinuivinsiesuinsulaiuasnuinsssures 2CLA

Windu ngunfuntuyaiazgn Hydrolysis deenin wilaenaluluiiduainiivaziinig %50
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Hydrolysislaisndn ) % 90Byers and Schelling, 1988) wasudufilinsuuidninnsalasiud
191u2U Carbon atom 22 - 20 atom ﬁugmﬂ%uuﬂaﬂ%ﬂizmumi partially oxidized

%50 Hydrogenated 19ild 1w Carbon atom 18 atom w38l uaduiluudainilevinisiesy

1%
o

tnifulansiufuuvasues Linolenic acid ansnsadiiuseduues EPA wagDHA 1¢ (Whitlock et
al., 2000) wuLieniu (AbuGhazaleh et al., 2002) Tas1891931580UD9 Vaccenicacid Tu
thuniiBnanfstudy dowdsudieuiungy % 120Control msl#uves Vaccenic acid 1y
Fndudeainanmaasunasesdusznouvesnsaluiuain Linoleic acid w3e Linolenic
acid s (Harfoot and Hazlewood,1997 ) ?Nﬁmié“uﬁwgmdﬂmiLa‘%mfwﬁuﬂmaml,a%mms

Nam CLA wag Vaccenic acid Lﬁm‘ﬁu (AbuGhazaleh et al., 2002)

2.4 Conjugated Linoleic Acid (CLA)
n1suslana CLA lunyedanunsaannisifalsaneliumlalagulsaduibeniiilogasu
Anti-diabetogenic, Anti-atherogenic, Immunonmodiulation, Anti-obesity and modulation
I~ ¥ = a v Xy a [ '3 v € dy dy 1 1
of bone growth 1Jusiu g1 CLA uyedlaaglasuanudniunaindnifendeslaediulvg
Wulauuuszanal 75 % (60-62). F9CLA AlasuAalusiuainile annuudusu wasgelsAniy
USuauued CLA MinTulnesssufuuiNeeySunuNuaedaninuaoIn1siiotNeInesnanng
U‘%ImLﬁaqmmwﬁfuqmdﬁﬁ’]Lﬂué’fawﬁ%ﬂmﬂwmmL.%wﬁwum CLA Tua1vng
9, t11 - CLA WU isomer nilsves fUSual CLA 75 §990% lasiidaisonansigin
Ingynusvasnlunsnsvednuusiiivelvtanuduiusiunseingndniiasain Rumenic acid
nsalatiurtatianunsaodunsizilenielunssinizudinlag Isomer ¥89 CLA tuiiviane lsomer
LU c7,t9- CLA, t8-c10-CLA, c9,t11-CLA, t10,c12-CLA tay c11c13-CLA d@aulug) isomers
994 CLA inulue1us As c9,t11-CLA TFausay isomer U84 CLA 32IAMUTUNIIEAUUNUIN
nsvineuluilelte 1wy t10,c12 — CLA Jasfunswaui@ives adiposity wag c9,t11 — CLA

Az fUInNsIingIuILYes preadipocytes Tu adipocytes waganlasnalweslsn (il 2.3)
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(Chung et al., 2005)

NIRRT Ip et al. (1994) wuindewadu CLA 0.1 Weodidusd ( n$u 015.0
CLA/Su) Tuewnsifisswesionisannisidaiiosonlutiiiuy (Mammary tumor) lumyBnits
CLA @31508An5UN3n52218989 Lobuloalveolar Tusieaniug (Mammary gland) VDINY
#28 wonand co,t1l - CLA anunsavimtindiduansedunziss (Anticarcinogenic) 8
Wosidud wingslsinunisiint uuos 85t10,c12-CLA Tuardenaronananidunisaya
Tushluhumdenisazaulutulundwdle 10, c12 CLA isomer Wudhdudsnsuansoonvas

Stearoyl-CoA Desaturase (SCD) gene expression Fanmd 4

cis-9,trans-11 CLA, uM trans-10,cis-12 CLA, uM

0 5 20 40 100 0 5 20 40 100

il 2.4 Stearoyl-CoA desaturase gene expression @8 CLA isomer c9,t11 wag t10, c12
(Chung, et al., 2006a)

RINAMA 2.4 t10, c12 CLA isomer U Isomer Aifudsnisuansoanaas Stearoyl-
CoA desaturase AaUUAITUANLABINITIMBIMNSNTBIAUSENBUYBY 110, c12 CLA B3BANShA
9IMINANNTOFUATIEN 10, c12 CLA Faonaiiintulalagnisiasuesnd CLA agluaims
1 ¥ I~ %
oguaITuUAY
in15@nwn13Bio Hydrogenation vosnsalagiufifig1uiu 3uile Carbon 18 Atom
1988.¢.@UAANT¥UIUNTIEIonagaTnefansaluiuvilala Tu A Harfoot uay Hazelwood la

Juungdunidlunszuiaunis Bio Hydrogenation sanidu G ngulaglidadn 2roup A waz
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Group B Bacteria lngldmauarunsalunisivasunlasnsaladuduinasilay Group A ag
&13130 isomerization wag Hydrogenation nsalatiulidudafifidnuiu Carbon atom 18 g
Wunsaluduladudduddundaies (Monounsaturated fatty acid; MUFA) @3 Group B

@IU90  HydrogenateMUFA nanewlu Stearic acid (C18:0) I§danmil 2.5

¢is-9, c1s-12 C18:2 c15-9, ¢15-12, cis-15 C18:3
l Group AAB

cis-9. rans-11, cis-15 C18:3

l Group AAB

Geoup A

trans-11, ¢is-15 C18:2

vaccenic Acid trans-15.and ofs-15 C18:1

Geoup B l
€180
Steark Acid

WA 2.5 LARWNUAINITYINNUTBRaLN3E 2 nqulunszuIuns Bio hydrogenation

(Harfoot and Hazelwood, 1988)

2.5 mawasuuvasnsalufulneadunsdanslunsziwaznsin
ma%’@msmmsmaaﬂmazLnﬂé’aﬂuﬂsmwwwﬂﬂwgﬂﬁuLU%"sJu WAZNTLUIUNIT

Hydrogenation VsELaz AR U UM NG Atrans-10,cis-12 CLA uawtrans-10 C18:1

LATISI89IUIN Bifidobacterium, Propionibacterium, Lactococcus, Streptococcus Way

a

Lactobacillus wenldanumaseingg annsondn t10,c12 - CLA \iofigdun3snguimaniily
nszinnendn feudazdifie wdnteeninny 91a1inns¥UIUNNS Hydrogenation laglaniznns
FUATIER t10,c12 - CLA Tunsgimgniin Tuvaued Propionibacterium, Streptococcus Wag
Lactobacillus Lﬁuaﬁuw%ﬁﬁaguimﬁluﬂsmwwwﬁﬂ dlelaldsuomsdu Uenkins et al.,
2008) @savdsnariliAnnananues t10,c12 - CLA iolaladduomnstudsivluanunisaiila
IFFuomsudiinnisiudeuntas Hydrogenation pathway fidswalifinsiudsuwdas t10
C18:1 uaz CLA isomers infouls animal tissue Avldiiteduaszsidu cLA luioide t10
shift’ Tu Hydrogenation pathways $aufumsifintuvestrans-10 C18:1 luilodeoifusued
fansdsuwlasiidudeulu Hydrogenation pathways lunsgawnzusin Hinrichsen et al.

(2006) s1891UNTINSNaTTUNIRUTENINIRIRUTENBUYRY trans-10 18:1 Tulvduluilialie
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waziasidunlusiuluiile fausiin 10 C18:1 azlifinadudlasnsadanisdunsieivdiuluile

(Lock et al., 2007) FadsomsdiesgiiTouifisuiu t10,c12 - CLA uaglelowesdug voq

CLA
Ry
o8
Ry

% on-12-18 2 Beowe acd)

pd : \
[ Butprreomn e ] » acnes
e G a1 ARD Oumenic acksl MRS raos 12182 e S0 G 1210 2
l Z Z 1
[ Py ——— sl
' P #
Ry
Ry
:"m;‘;‘n o 1098 1 oY YU 1 ond 18 l* O
\Ts ——Jummﬁm] ~ ” {
\ R Ry
J/,/ ‘jj =]
L]
|l° (simanc acd) |m 180 10-C-00

AN 2.6 wansn1siAsuLUaensaluliuvesadunie Butyrivibrio.spp, B.proteoclasticus

e P.acnes (Mckain et al,, 2010)

B. fibrisolvens mmmL‘U‘ﬁIUu c9,t11 - C18:2 way contaminate t9,t11 - C18:2 1ag
amy’iiﬁ‘%wﬂé’f t11 - C18:1 %aaﬁum‘%éﬁmﬁm t11 - C18:1 ABwWIn Butyrivibrio spp. 3 strain
wag Clostridium proteoclasticum 2 strain anwagiaganuiunsalutiu c9,t11 - C18:2 uag
£9,t11 - C18:2 (Mckain et al., 2010) Fsaznuléin nandavdndiintuasilu t11- C18:1 fian
PNANSHIGU H10,c12 - C18:2 uaw t10,t12 - C18:2 FalademeFosiamanssnusenisiadey
YosqaunIdmaasuutasnsalusiu Linoleic acid uag -linolenic acid (uandlunini 2.7
LLazmwﬁ 2.8) agslsfinny B. fibrisolvens 1IANNAINNTALUNTEUIUATS isomers 91A CLA
waadu C18:0 fiflesqdunid P.acnes fiannsadsudy 10-0H-C18:0 iunandngnaving

(Scollan et al,, 2001; Bauman et al., 2005)
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30 + r 1.8 0 Growth
® INA
O <is-9, rans-11, ex-15-18:3

= trans-9, trans-11, cis-15-18:3

cis-15-18:2

Fatty acids concn (mg/l)
(wu og9) Aysuep leando

A cis9, rans-11-18:2

trans-11-18:1

Incubation time (h)

AN 2.7 ANUAURUTIENINANUTNTUYINA LU 15193y UeIgaun3e B.

fibrisolvens annsalasiis A-linolenic acid (Maia et al., 2010)

25 - 24,2
T 5 O Growth B. fibrisolvens
20 1 & Oeeng [0
= : o _
E ; L 0.8 % O cis-9. trans-11-18:2
c 15 - 1 =2
s\e : 8
o (06 2 A traps-11-18:1
= . 5 -
S 10 A . 2
£ a -04 &
g 0 E

0 1 2 4 6 8 10 12 24 48 72

Incubation time (h)

AN 2.8 ANUAURUTIENINANUTNTUYRINIA LUsurDN15193 0y UeRauN3e B.

fibrisolvens nnsabuiiy Linoleic acid (Maia et al., 2010)

a Y . . . I a LY I a
nsiasunUasnsaladu Linoleic acid uanspiuiluiwussnsaludusonisiasyuss

[

Woauv3d B. fibrisolvens \inunauwadaluad 1Wusuld lnensedluadnazgnivdewdu 10

o—

' '
a

CLA Fa3umiannnszuiun1sgadu Dienoic acid uasfinsiUdsundasiuilunsea Vaccenic

(Maia et al., 2010) 189U UVBITURAUNSY B. fibrisolvens wuinsaluiu O Linolenic 3

@ a 1 Y% . . 1 a a a aa
ﬂ’NNLUUWHNWﬂﬂ’Nﬂiﬂ"LGUNu Linoleic lngtanizognedslunuaiise Gram uan N13A214
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=

sensitive sensalviuliidusiusye S59duvi3d B fibrisolvens. fimsvhaiusie Linoleic acid
dewsatudoud wu.it 2 daunnsiasaues Linolenic acid NWUINRAUNIHATeYEInIie 3.9
wandlidiuisenudufivwesiaosnsalutu 37 (nwdl 2.7 uaznndl 2.8)

Methyl ester dsnartilifanssasiusinan CLA uay C18:1 gniuunuedtulneqgaunies.
fibrisolvens Wag B. proteoclasticus wudndiihilunssuaunis Bio-hydrogenation 8814110
TaiawignsiUdsuesavsenaunsaluduann t10,c12 - C18:2 18y t10 - C18:1 Vieaunsn
WasuwUas t9,t11 - C18:2; c9,t11 - C18:2 1Uu Vaccenic acid fudunandnndn 15osu
AF¥UIUNT Bio hydrogenation 98194590157 B, fibrisolvens ILUINAIILAINTO Tz R e
NaNARTALS C18:0 Famuiilesq@uv3dB. Proteoclasticus wag P.acnes Mndn C18:0 Taviin
lelasiaudnllusiusyguesnsalusuiilidumlvinaredunsalusuiidusainnsvihaues

wulwyl reductase AINNITIANTIN 2.6

A15197 2.6 mimﬁauLLUaaﬂimlmﬁuiﬂaaﬁw%é B. fibrisolvens, B. proteoclasticus Uag P.
acnes (Mckain et al., 2010)

Bacteria Substrate Product
c9,t11-C18:2 t11-C18:1
t10,c12-C18:2 t10-C18:1

B. fibrisolvens t10,c12-C18:2 t12-C18:1
t10,c12-C18:2 cl12-C18:1
t9,t11-C18:2 t10-C18:1

t10-C18:1 C18:0

B. proteoclasticus t11-C18:1 C18:0
c9-C18:1 C18:0
t10-C18:1 10-0-C18:0

P. acnes t10-C18:1 10-OH-C18:0

c9-C18:1 10-0-C18:0
c9-C18:1 10-OH-C18:0
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A19199 2.7 nszuaunsiasunlasnsalusiunielunseimneniinainnsalesiu 18 Carbon atom

Fatty acid concentration (mg 1)

Fatty Acid
Reference c9,t11 - C18:2 t9,t11- C18:2 t10,c12 - C18:2
substrate
Initial Final Initial Final Initial Final
C18:0 3.39 2.76 3.05 2.43 3.41 2.88
t10 - C18:1 - - - - 0.21 11.52
Mckain et al.
t11- C18:1 0.22 30.64 0 3.22 - -
(2010)
c9 - C18:1 1.53 1.55 1.18 1.21 - -
cl2-C18:1 - - - - - 3.57
C18:0 4.15 3.66 3.01 2.95 4.24 2.70
t10 - C18:1 - - - - 0.52 13.84
t11 - C18:1 0.37 31.25 0.05 2.54 - -
Boeckaert et al.
c9 - C18:1 - - - - - -
(2008)
c9,t11 - C18:2 26.60 0.39 1.70 2.26 0.21 0.18
t10,c12 -
- - - - 18.09 1.39
C18:2
C18:0 3.32 2.91 3.46 2.58 3.33 3.05
Kep[er et al. t10 - C18:1 1.54 1.25 - - - -
(2009) t11 - C18:1 0.42 40.05 - 3.63 - -
c9,t11 - C18:2 20.06 0.40 1.75 0.84 0.35 0.22

19 Bio-hydrogenation sua\ﬁ)‘auw%é B. fibrisolvens nonsalusiu c9,t11 — C2:18;
t9,t11 - C2:18; t10, c12 - Q) FduanImagy 2:18Mckain et al., Wu11 (2009 B. fibrisolvens
anunsaasunsalusiu cis- c9,t11 — CUSuN 2:180.22 mg 171 vJu ¢11- C18:1 USuney 30.64
mg 17d@1uN3A Stearic acid 18:0 9auwse B. fibrisolvens %aﬂuaﬁuw%’é Group A laia@anse
Waswdu C:180 VLG?féﬁﬂﬁLﬁmf\ﬁuw%ﬁ Group B Wity 19 B. proteoclasticus, P. acnes i
annsawasunsalotiumn t10-18:1 way t11- C18:1 Widu C18:0

Tnonsaleiulududiifisiuiu Carbon 18 atom Inendnfie linoleic acid wae
linolenic acid LileH1uA1191UY8Y Group A bacteria Ingadunigdiwan B. fibrisolvens,
Micrococcus sp. and R. albus léjmawamqmﬁ’lEﬁ,umiLﬂgﬂuLLUaﬂﬂiﬂlmﬂuﬁa Vaccenic acid

Faduansdedulunisdaunsiest c9, t11 - CLA Tuilagadaduiuninmnaiunsaiiuseauuag
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Vaccenic acid lunseimguinl@fanuisaifiusesuaes c9, t11 - CLA Idduiu mnaunse
fudan1svinanunesqdunis Group B bacteria e iiun15¥i1aus9AunIs Group A
bacteria AanursavinliiinsalasuiiAeafu CLA Tdninduiduiy dadunistddsiuidl
99RUsENOUTDY EPA Lay DHA aufunnasues Linoleic acid aunsaifinssiuues Vaccenic

acid nelunssnzminlasanisen 2.8

A1519% 2.8 NaURINIShYLNAIUDY EPA way DHA san1siUasunlasnsalysiulu

ASELNIEIAIIN
Treatment Fatty acid profiles in Rumen*
Reference t11-
C18:0 C181 C182 (183  c9t11
C18:1
Control 0.82° 0.15° 0.22 0.21 - 0.13°
Microbial oil + Fish oil .
0.62 0.69° 0.86 0.22 - 0.24°
1:1
Jal¢ et al.
Microbial oil + Fish oil
(2009) 0.83° 0.78° 0.88 0.18 - 0.26°
3:1
Microbial oil + Fish oil
0.94° 0.82° 0.67 0.17 - 0.32°
5:1
Vlaeminck et Algae - 6.403  0.296°  0.144°  0.234°  0.023
al. (2008) Algae+DHA ! 4308  0.451° 0220  0.432°  0.023
Control 20.6° 6.8¢c 5.6C 4.8¢c 0.2 -
5 mg DHA 10.4° 11.0a 7.8b 5.9¢ 0.2 -
10 mg DHA 103°  9.4dab 7.9b 7.6b 0.2 -
15 mg DHA 102°  9.2ab 9.2a 7.3b 0.3 -
Abughazaleh 20 mg DHA 10.3° 7.9° 8.1° 8.4° 0.3 -
et al. (2004b) Control 18.7° 7.4° 6.4° 7.0° 0.4 -
5 mg EPA 12.6° 11.3° 8.0° 7.7° 0.4 -
10 mg EPA 111> 102° 8.8° 8.4° 0.4 -
15 mg EPA 11.4° 9.7° 9.4° 10.0° 0.4 -
Control 33.52° 261° 9.20°  15.07° 1.64 0.09°
Abughazaleh Fish oil 2301  456° 7.92° 9.12° 1.56 0.26°
et al. (2002) Soybean oil 36.30° 4.61° 7.94°  10.71° 1.65 0.18°

Soybean oil + fish oil ~ 31.55°  4.39° 7.28° 9.31° 1.45 0.21°

b and ¢ Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05)

* Jal¢ et al., 2009 and Vlaeminck et al., 2008 reported in mg/incubation unit
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1NM1599 2.8 Jale et al. (2009) Tavinisiasuinsulaeleiniuain Microbial saufiu

1% '
o w

Wdulan aunsafinszauwes Vaccenic acid laagnsitded1Agniseda (P<0.05) dslunsly

oY

(%
o Y

15ua1n Microbial saudvigiuvaludadiy Seanansisaanusunsauvesnsalady 1 se 1
Fafuns Stearic acidalusfududald nsanaswesnsaluty TuAaduannis Stearic acid
finsiauanaswiiliiing Stearic acid 1w Vaceenic acid visuvesqduvidfazivaou
vaccenic N9AUYBsacid qa%uuaz ) anas Stearic acidGulati et al., 2000) @epAdRIIUINY
NPaDIVes Abughazaleh et al. (2002) Fvhnsiasuthdudmaes diuan wavinsfulaaay
sfuthsudmdsuanmainmsldisiulatanins nanseduves Stearic acid waziiusesy
183 Vaccenic acid I¥agnsfitfoddmeadin (P<0.05) doiFeuiisuiunguiilfitududos
SIRNGRANEIE

dwsunanisnaasives Viaeminck et. al. (2008) wannafiligonndosfusensly
F195uTa Viaemincket. al. (2008) leldfamsiasauiu DHA dupsziildanunsaifiuszfuaes
Vaccenic acid I#f 1flssanninluamse 1esfilsziures DHA uay EPA aglusssuvdaslavinlor
AnauiUAsuwlasmevaccenic acid WANANAINNISIAABIUEY Abughazaleh et al. (2004b)
diotuanisveassuiouiisunuinnishd EPA vise DHA a@nunsawfiusziuaes Vaccenic

'
o w =

acid uazansezAued Stearic acid lweg1liludAny FelulagiunisfnAum Pathways 909
. S oV i Y a £ . L, = A ° Aa ao
n13 Hydrogenation tudsliifinsauny n1siisduves Vaccenic acid JdnaisAnauiiinidy
laAnflagu inannsdudiGroup B bacteria U149 1Ana1nn1svauvesgdunsdniawlanty
Tnemsvhaufiunnsosvesgadlugdunsdidudiu wazdlainisdnwnsaludunluanulugs
o Y @ A A = Vo1 o oA a £ = ! '
aldidnienazanunsaveuledladnsaluduinifinduazinisivan muuaglign Hydrogenate
nuaty wudnslauniulansinduuraves Linoleic acid vivlviinasvaniuves Vaccenic
acid waz c9, t11 - CLA ludadldaniiuunniudlewssuiisuivnguiladlalduntudaisiuda

m‘wﬁ 2.9
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[=C18:1 111
N . l .
a1 *CLA

Flow, % of linoleic acld intake
Py

0 T - o= -

Canola Canola + Fish Corn Corn + Fish
Dietary treatment

AN 2.9 wandnsivaruved Vaccenic acid wag c9,t11-CLA T lddnilavinnnsle

osdulvaauad Linoleic acid saufutinsiulan

NN 2.9 wansnsivarunsalusuiduassedulunsdansieh co,t11 - CLA
W38 Vaccenic acid wuinnisléiiansaufuundswes Linoleic acid vilsiiiszsuwes Vaccenic
acid InarulugsilAdnusisnsannguitlildirtuatededioddymeada Tnodinisl
warailuuadinisdsuuansalatu Linoleic acid Tukdu Stearic acid Tunssumgusth
vendilianusudsuudasidnuadslusunaaesildlddituuailunisuduugenig
Hydrogenation ¥11#iins Formed Vaccenic acid Junazlnarulugdildian annwanis
yaansn1sld Canola saufuinduUan WikanteduyTunuues Vaccenic acid gandnnisld
Frilnesuiuinulan uwieghdlsfinnunded canola wa rilneitldldldisfuuatsaumuin
seAUrBe Vaccenic luglddn dnlnailsyaunisluaniuves Vaccenic acid ﬁqqﬂﬂﬁ Canola
{93970 Linoleic g9 daudnalnaiiusuiuves Oleic acid TUTu10uved Canolaacid g9
Falnedeilonmalunisdeuldidu wnni1 Tne Vaccenic acid Linoleic @135 Isomerize
wagHydrogenate 19l# Vaccenic acid @iu Oleic acid tufeq Isomerize Wiosegnaien 8n

vapuluiivves Linoleicacid #g9n31 Oleic acid 33iin13 hydrogenate #igendn vinlv

1%
o w

vaccenic acid fvinstddnilnagand uwdlsldundiuvamauvinlvisesduves hydrogenation

¥ '
=

anas 34ldnagavinede vaccenuc acid Wisundu dvsumsiasundasnsalusuaiaduiil
msinanulugidl&@anuansnatu

A vSunsiiuUsnaCLA lundndusidafinsndesanualudnefunistdindulan
anunsafiusesures Vaccenic acid dlunssmnzvsinuayivaniuludadlddnldifuunniy

|3 =

1PUNTLUIUNTHWATIEY €9,t11-CLAT WiadninaTu Vaccenic acid H1unneanléanuwalay

Y
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gninludanseifidedemululauiasgnludnameidl Mamary gland daunidlaiipagly
Faups1zaiit Tissue Tnoanilvglu Adipose tissue usdaimaossznniuld enzyme ey
IuﬂﬂﬁLauﬁuﬁS@jLﬁﬂmﬁ ~ 9, t11CLA tfufe enzyme Delta 9 Desaturase delild CLA
(Griinari and Bauman,1999) wawasnisiasutnsudandowiy Fadudsiduldls cLA
JAbuGhazaleh et al., 2002); (Kitessa et al., 2001); (Donovan et al., 2000) WU3INNTLEATU

v '
(% o w A

diuuaniuduiduniiesdusenauved Linoleic acid 9ga9a1u150aATEAUYDY Stearica
loegelidedAyn19adsn Fainainn1s8udenis acidhydrogenation 04 C18:1 %38©
Vaccenic acid T0u Stearic acid 91nnav0d wag EPADHA (Kitessa et al., 2001) Wiulaann

NANIINARBIIUAISI9N 2.8 NTlSEAUVDY vaccenic acid WINUNNTU d@USeAUTad EPA wag DHA

'
a

AfuduAnannsidiodnslasuumames EPA uag DHA awnsawilUasaninananldumonis
TsfmuUSunames EPA azdnsinisnisilasuluasaulunandn (Transfer rate) foanin DHA
1n831n EPA & Transfer rate agjﬁ @31 % 9.7DHA 3%l Transfer rate agj‘ﬁ ) %3.20Donovan
et al., 2000) druUSINAVEs 911 - MiAmTuAnnIRlETuansadulunsdunTess CLA
fie CLAVaccenic acid winduuazdiniswaoudu co,t11- CLA Tu tissue 58 mammary
gland Img Enzyme Delta9 Desaturase (Griinari and Bauman,1999) uaagalsaniu luns
(AbuGhazaleh et al., 2002) TagUnfAnsagifinusunawes CLA %Lﬁmﬁuguﬁaé’mﬂé’%’mmm
194 Linoleic acid Fsnsiadutifulawagnuinsedues CLA iy Tasunfinsuanazgn
Hydrolysis Teanin Hydrolysis uilaerhluluisuaniiwaziinng %s50ld@nd ) % 90Byers
and Schelling, 1988) wasdafuiilidnsruuddainnsaluduiifisruau Carbon atom 22 - 20
atom ﬁugﬂLU%SULLU@QI@SHi%U’mﬂ’]i partially oxidized %30 Hydrogenated il 17U
Carbon atom 18 atom w3slyl uaduiuudadniieiinisiasudiiuvaisuivumases
Linoleic acid @snsaufiasesuves Vaccenic way CLA la (Whitlock et al., 2000) §ann519i
2.9
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P a %:1 LY & 9; 1 [ ! . . . !
A15799N 2.9 LAASNATDINITLAIUUINUUAINIBUIUANTINNULMAIUBY Linoleic acid Av

29AUTENaUVRINIA T Ul UNAN A U9 INdRNTLAB LD B

Fatty acids profiles in ruminant products (%)

Reference  Treatment species
C18:0 (181 (182 (C183 TVA 911

Control 10.44° 16.12° 2.61° 054> 1.02° 0.40°
AbuGhazaleh FO Dairy  8.11° 15.08° 2209 0.85% 234° 0.88°
et al., 2002 ESB cow 12.14® 1885% 452° 0.87%° 241° 0.87°
FO+ESB 9.94° 18.15% 3.49° 087° 206° 0.80°

2b< and 4 Showed in column were significant different (P<0.05)

ND = Not detected; NR= Not Reported; FO=Fish oil; ESB= Extruded Soybean

Msiasy Linseed oil %1% Linoleic acid 3o mstesuthsulanfiesedaferamnsa
ann13 @unsaLiinsysuTes DHA wananaindasineasatldainnisdansieiann Linolenic
acid lagnseuaUn1s Elongation ag Desaturation wulAgaiuni1sly Protected linseed oil
waeglsAnun1sLasy Protected linseed oil azifinszduaes Linolenic acid Tunandnle
unndnsld Linseed ilailgvinnns Protect wiszduaes DHE fldiiniuinainainuananse
Tunsavauiifidniuassnsnisasunlas nsasuisiulananunsafiusesuves EPA uas
DHA lolaensaluiu wilnazgn 2Hydrolysis Tupszmnsndndosunnidlaioudisutunse
TosulsdBushudindu

wnaewes Linolenic acid #ie nisiasudhdudaniissedradsraunsaannis
Wasuwlasesdusznevresnsalufulidussmundadondunsalufudusléidunisifiusesu
984 Vaccenic acid LavanszAuuee Stearic acid N15aRseAUYBY Stearic acid @u15avinlA
33é’fusuaﬂﬁuﬁuﬁmﬁﬂumﬁmﬁm%mﬂé’m’iamaﬂiéfﬁﬂﬁﬁmmﬂaamﬁwia@u‘%lmmﬁu Snwanis
Winszdures Vaccenic add ilesimslvaniulugianldidnazgnoaduuazdsludse Soazivuly
lauumse unzun Vaccenic acid avgnasluda Mammary gland wazdaasiziidu CLA Tng
Delta 9 desaturase wWuiigniulale uilulaieazdslud adipose tissue ufiinlauuuazle
iloaxil Fat deposition Aumnsineiy usidrlvajazunnsefudl De novo Synthesis daudila
Fuanensfrananseandindtendty Usinamuanntesves CLA ?’fuagjﬁumsé’/ﬂé}’uﬁ’uﬁa
Vaccenic acid TiiUSnanfisanndunsel nsiasuisiudansiuiuisiusinsuanunsatiiy
SEiUVD4 Vaccenic acid 3ail#iiusuames CLA Wiuduiduiu fognalsAnunszuiunis

Hydrogenation wasisiulal wsonszuIun1s Hydrolysis vestnsiuuandsliilunuidainlu
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nsvinzmnanunsaasunlansalutiuiid Carbon atom wnnd1 20 Atomld Snvisnalnly
i iinldanuaisaing fe nslugudagiunis Vaccenic acid Group BBacteria ol
yensil azluasunuaslasaaiiave DHA wie EPAslulanaves B.Fribrisovent 1innsg
¥auiiaulanly enafeiinisdanseililéds Vaccenic acid Wisanniy deluvazddaly

@1315085U"Y Pathways of EPA wag DHA lauudn sdestunvinisaneluased
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unil 3
N13LAA ruminal bio-hydrogenation was fermentation AdUdAUBIRDNTTLETY

1duNi omega-3 fatty acid aggesaunuindiudanluaimislaiznssinig

3.1 UNANED

nszne 4 i Iy 4 ngunismeass TuununISMeaeeuuy 4 x 4 Latin square design lavn
fldsuemsduiiiilusiu 14% USuim 4 ke/d uazvined1n 2.4 ke/d ngun1snaass
Usznoudae 1) nquatunx 2) nauiaiutiidududa 3% of feed DM 3) nuiaiutiduiuda
iwﬁuﬁﬂﬁuﬂm 9371471 1:1 w/w 3% of feed DM 4) ﬂa:mLa'%m calcium salt of linseed oil
3% of feed DM flszuznisnaasday 21 Ju oy 7 Tuusnvaasazdiadusvezuiud nanis
neasmuUINMSEsuTiuaanTuiuTua andnauluansues acetic acid Tueamanly
Aszinzvn naensieng 4 uay 6 91las (P<0.05) agslsfinny linwuniuumnansves pH,

DMD, CPD, NDFD, ADFD, dnduliansusd propionate kag butyrate

3.2 uni
a LY o & dy -'-194'/ IS s 1 A a .
HAnSuNdnIiAILa0d0IAUTENBUTBY SFA BEEd INS12INHNIAANTEUIUNTT bio-
hydrogenation Tunsziwizndn 1fiesaingdunidlaiiasu UFAs 1u SFAs (Scollan et al,
2001) N15LAAATEUAUNIS bio hydrogenation tinainatsidnilasulusiunseuduni
I3 Ao i ] ¢ a a ¢ A a a6 Y]
99AUTENOUVRY UFAs Nilnadentagadvendunsd Tuvaenadursdnetenudeaiunuesain

UFAs Tpaufia H - atom Ty UFAs uazilasulpssad1aves UFA Tuiu SFA (Jenkins, 1993)

2 ¥
6 o & a A

SFA Tun@nfouside 1LAe2L00lNaNIENUTNAUADUN1NUBINY Y NANTINUVDY SFA
ROAUFUNUSVBIFAEIUVBY high wag low density lipoprotein cholesterol dsnaliitin
coronary heart disease (CHD) (Hu et al., 2001; WHO, 2003) Tutlagtuguslaaiuunliaiy
auﬁlwiammﬁqmmwmﬂﬁu Laziiansiivernwanefiazudlalami Tnsewznsandndau
YeanInbuiy omega 6 #o omega3 NMIAINRAILTOI DHA waz EPA lundasdnmidn] dnlnwy
enansTunumddylumstauusugansaluiumailusdnsusidn s Tnglilviinansenuse
NANANER

MsLiinesfUsENaUTes omega-3 FAs @wnsavnlglaenisiasutintuiidiosddssnou

299 omega3 FAs Tuo1msdnd axvinlniinisazay omega-3 FAs Tutilouazluun laldanunse
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I 1%
v = Y o

FUAI12%% omega-3 FAs lagfiunidniled AIluInedn1sa1ne s dnsiuaudnlsenaume
a-linolenic acid (ALA) Fanszurunisniglusienisanunsadeuluidu eicosapentaenoic
acid (EPA) wae docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) Fadu n-3 fatty acids ﬁwuiufwﬁuﬂaw EPA
uay DHA 9 ntnsfudan aunsnane1n1suan wazgaedloaiu heart disease way arthritis
ogalsfina 1Wlolald3u omega-3 FAs 9aunEdlunsumngninagilasulassaiavesluiu 49
3unnsEUINNSTAN bio-hydrogenation nsyuaumsiamsaUsuasulaenisld oil seeds,
rumen protected fat %58 combination of oils Wiodudenszuiumsi wassuludenssing
d1uane uazdaAs1zY omega-3 fatty acid family lwiaide nsnsindoslunssimnzifuds
gy lelaldsunsiasutntuariinansenusenismindeslunszinizudn waswandndas
FaduidldvnisAneinanisiaiutfufid omega-3 FAs 0gg4 donszuIUNIT bio-

hydrogenation wag fermentation Tulal@iznseinng

3.3 aUnInluazisns

3.3.1 §RIVAABILATDINTNARDY

AsAiiunisnaansndadlemndunsniu the Ethical Principles and Guidelines for
the Use of Animal #iutnlng National Research Council of Thailand T#lawangnssine 4 6
TuwNuNIINAABILUY 4 x 4 Latin square design lannealasueinistu 14% CP Ussuna 4
ke/d wazn19917 2.4 ke/d ndumpansUsEneaudae 1) nquauax; 2) nduiaduiitududa
(LSO) 3% of feed DM; 3) ngutasy 1:1 w/w drstuaudagaufuinsiulan (LSO+FO) 3% of
feed DM; 4) ﬂfcj:uLﬁ%ﬂJ calcium salt of linseed oil (Ca-LSO) 3% of feed DM d@3utsznaulay
asfUsznoumaaiivesestusazshainilldlunsmeaesesatuandilumsnd 3.1 Tuvue
flosAusznavvasnsalefuvetomsuazinduuandiluased 3.2 Tanndaldsuiednedase
uazgnuendsluneniien wazliewnsmunguvaass szeziia1nsvaass 84 Ju (4 ¥2ams
nAas) Ymsveassas 21 Ju lng 7 fuusnvesusazdiaduszezUuiudidiiuems auee
7 Yu dwsunisinumegseamailunszinsninuaz@nyinistesaaisvesemisiagldgaly

AR

3.3.2 N19@38U Calcium Salt of Linseed Oil
vn13w3ea Calcium salt of LSO aes precipitation method (Garg, 1998) Inaiins
USuildewdniios dumaunisviiusenaudng rau acid oil 100 ¢ fui 1 dns Aulidfudu

1987 5 W19 1AL 11% NaOH U311@5 200 ml 7@ uRauul hot plate wWionAuAUIUATENY
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nsnludiuaraeegauysal lunuendifousy foe 9 Wuasazaty 20% CaCl, 981991 9 N
N1suen calcium salt waddamedusedn Juihdmiiuain calcium salt #1u muslin cloth

B4 calcium salt Tusesils waztAusnuildealy

3.3.3 NM5AUAI0E19

Tufugavnevesudazsisnismaass (21 Ju) ¥hnsifiudiegis ruminal contents 7
SzezIa1 0, 2, 4 waz 6 Fluandnslienms Ussuna 450 ¢ tneldiedasinu fistula s
Fuan 4 90 Tunsznzmsin dhamasdiidndu vinnsiu ruminal content Bnduwdls ud
fUns09KTU cheesecloth 4 44 111 ruminal fluid U311as 100 mlfnasluudagsiiegng ¥
n137AA1 pH (pH meter model UB-5, Denver Instrument, Germany) 210 rumen fluid @iu
silesiud 119819 rumen content Bndiuwiisussgadlugananain Mauutufsaunsed
ihlugsfasfilfinig disegsiiivinaundunnassmaidnfudnedoils dufusogadu

v Usennad 200 ¢ wiklangamgll -20°C

3.3.4 MsAaTenluiiasuuanis

3.3.4.1 N1591AT1EMDIAUTENIUNINAR VRIS

yhmsdsemnsneuiunn fuiioduamsiuldinguis dufufegiomsduaias
2 Yufisteru euliusiigamgdl 60°C WWusvoziamn 48 Flus oduganimmaaes diegn
9 WINoUL LA NaNTINAY duifiudaegisiuny Liledias1e%i1e38 proximate uag
detergent UAFIDEIIHIUALLATIVUIN 1 mm wardlAs1gviesalsenouniaadl dry matter
(DM) Atrsesilagoulu hot air oven flgaimadl 60°C szpzinan 48 Falius dau CP insnzvisne
75 Kjeldahl method (AOAC, 1995) d@15u ether extract wnszsilagld petroleum ether Tu
Soxtec System (AOAC, 1995) Iu%mzﬁ fiber fraction, neutral detergent fiber a ¢ acid
detergent fiber 31A5129M1U3TN1509 Van Soest et al. (1991) fautasdmsuinios Fiber

a

Analyzer 3AT189lAENTHLULATEY muffle furnace Mgaundl 600°C seEElIaN 3 TLu9

Y

9IAUTZNOUNLANTIBUUUNUF LY final DM

3.3.4.2 MSAATIEN fatty acids Tuemns

¥msatansalatiuainemsty v deuauda tutan wag Ca-LSO aiianns
fifnuUasues Folch et al. (1957) way Metcalfe et al. (1966) 1115 homogenize F79814
USu1au 15 ¢ AU chloroform-methanol (2:1) Usu1as 90 mliduiian 2 w1l (Nissel AM-8

Homogenizer, Nihonseikikaisha, LTD., Japan) #a431n1u homogenize iazf19819 $90AY


http://ajas.info/journal/view.php?doi=10.5713/ajas.15.0546#b1-ajas-29-10-1432
http://ajas.info/journal/view.php?doi=10.5713/ajas.15.0546#b1-ajas-29-10-1432
http://ajas.info/journal/view.php?doi=10.5713/ajas.15.0546#b35-ajas-29-10-1432
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chloroform U3u1as 30 ml 1uiian 2 wrdl uendieenalu separating funnel Lfu deionized
water U31195 30 ml waz 0.58% NaCl U311as 5 ml wendugiuanves fatty acid methyl
esters (FAME) us39asluvasannass Uany iivinuilifguugll -20°C auninagsia
methylation 13el fatty acid methyl esters (FAME) a1333n1s7ieSunelng Ostrowska et al.
(2000) na17f8 1d extracted oil USuas 30 g aslu reaction tube fitted 71i teflon-lined

screw cap UW1A 15 mlifial 0.5 M sodium hydroxide Tu methanol Usuns 1.5 ml Uagn

a =

aufoufigumadl 100°C iuian 5wt iwdndusze Adlilnbuiiguuagites Wiy C17:0
internal standard (2.00 mg/ml in hexane) U51195 1 ml wag boron trifluoride in methanol
U3ums 2 mlIaudeudl 100 °C 1luiian 5w wenduszey WAy deionized water
31105 10 ml aneansazatsaslu centrifuged tube AWM 40 ml LAy hexane USNMs 5 ml
\fievinsatn FAME %1115 centrifuge @15avanedl 2,000 g, 10 °C Juiian 20 wad wdasn
thu v hexane layer lsfusamilo sodium sulfate wazdnpasly vial Wilednseiaiorses gas

chromatography (GC) (7890A GC System, Agilent Technology, USA) fiRnda 100 m x 0.25

mm x 0.2 Km film fused silica capillary column (SP1233, Supelco Inc, Bellefonte, PA,
USA) gaumgiives Injector uay detector WAy 250 °C $nwnseiugmmaiives column #i 70
°C \Junan 4 il wdntues q dia ludhs 13 “Candt auil 175 °C Shwnsedufl 175 °C
Wunan 27 unit dew 9 iingumgiludns 4 C/undt aufla 215 °C SnwiszAugamailil 215
*C1iunan 17 wii Aoy iingngiilugnsn 4 °C/undl aufls 240°C Snwnsedugangiii

240°C {Wuran 10 w1

3.3.4.3 N1SAATIEH fatty acids Tunsziwiznain

Fnsatansalausiuann rumen fluid anasnsfidauUadeinues Romeu-Nadal et al.
(2004) W rumen fluid fidunnseanlidfuegnsd Usuins 20 mlaslu centrifuge tube
U9 50 ml Winansazany dichloromethane — methanol (2:1, v/v) Usunas 27 ml asluu
avviaannNAaad LWwEduNaNansavantadusreziian 15 w1dl uay centrifuge ﬁqmmﬁ 4°C
waE 2500 rpm Wuszeznan 8 undl wmtndulsuims 8 ml adluusazvasannass weidn
afadunan 15 wifl viin1s centrifuge Bnassfigaumndl 4°C wag 2500 rpm LHuszezLian 8

w7 Ywnondruuuvasansazaelvilauinyian 819 oreanic layer sagansavaedusds sodium

a

chloride USunns 8 ml lgansazansliitnfiu centrifuge Bnasiiguund 4°C waz 2500 rpm

9 Y
[ '
a [ =

I3 a a | Y a ' .
Wusgezian 8 ud Yiustendruvuvesarsazarslilauinandnasenils 619 organic

q

fraction a<lu separating funnel LaznNI8INIU 1PS paper (Whatman, Maidstone, UK) i
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anhydrous sodium sulfate Wagin dichloromethane U5u1015 3 — 5 ml HIUNTEAIYATOI 1N
ansazanglusfuasly conical flask Adatineinuda sewwe dichloromethane 1 rotatory
evaporator a¥ldansafmdudu vliukedn q aeldine nitrogen Yininvedlusiuduanils
9ntmidn conical flask wdsafnausetiviin conical flask Aouafa iusnunlusulsd
grumnil -20 °C auninaziiaszinsalusiu edesnisiinsgsinsalusiulivihazaiedie
dichloromethane (3%, w/v) u&a3iasgsiviuidneinios gas chromatography (GC) (7890A
GC System, Agilent Technology, USA) fiasa 100 m x 0.25 mm x 0.2 Hm film fused silica
capillary column (SP1233, Supelco Inc, Bellefonte, PA, USA) qmwgﬁma\‘i injector ha e
detector 9gfl 250 °C fnwrsziugamaiives column # 70 °C 1unan 4 undi Fsaniuiiia
grunnftulusng 13 “C/undt auis 175 °C Shwnsgdugangid 175 °C Wunan 27 unft e
Fiutuludng 4 °C/undt auils 215 °C Snwsedugamgdil 215 °C Wunan 17 unit udufiuty

Tudnsn 4 °C/Andl auds 240°C wazsnwnseaugumgin 240°C WWuaan 10 Wil

3.3.4.4 NN5LAS1IEH volatile fatty acids waz ammonia nitrogen

3LA1¥NT ruminal volatile fatty acids (VFA) wag ammonia N Tu@a9819 rumen
fluid Tmgway rumen fluid Usuas 20 ml Ay 2N H,S50, USu19s 5 ml WAL YLI9UNINDY
F4A5129i91 VFA way ammonia N iledesnislnsiei ﬂ?é’haéwLLsziLLﬁﬁﬂmazmsJﬁqmwgﬁ a4°C
G centrifuge i 3,000 rpm Wunan 15 undl i supernatant 1UAAs18¥1 ammonia N 1oy
75 Kjeldahl uag VFA fauiASey GC (Hewlett Packard GC system HP6890 A; Hewlett
Packard, Avondale, PA) ﬁﬂ(??\iéf’m 30 m x 0.32 mm x 0.15 Km film fused silica capillary
column (HP_Innowax, AB 002, Agient, USA) qm‘wgﬁ‘um injector ey detector 250°C SnwN
sefugamgiives column # 80 °C 1lunan 5 i Mé’ﬂmﬂﬁ?mﬁmqmmﬁﬁﬁﬂué’mm 10 °C/
Wit uils 170 °C upzifisdulusng 30 *C/andl aulls 250 °C Snwisedugamgdil 250 °C 1By

1387 5 U9l

3.3.4.5 N19%1 degradability ¥89 DM, CP, NDF waz ADF

UADINITTULALW IR IUALHLATIVUIA 2 mm FIUSUNITN in sacco ruminal

disappearance Faiog19uALaIUTEINMN 5 ¢ usTyadlugiludeuniisngy 47 tm vuin 8 x
11 cm dgeludauiiussyiiegisemsinlunseimigndnveslalanznssinizuias i
8821381 0 (pre-feeding), 2, 4, 6, 12, 24, 48 (concentrate) wag 72 h (rice straw) WoAsUu

AnuanuszezIal Wgdluaausanainnseinizndin waianduun wazvilviwvisngamail
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65°C (Huiran 48 Falus ndsandaimiingausazgauda ermnsaruiiudesinlum DM, cp,
NDF uay ADF n153La3512%1 NDF uaz ADF T#a3ad ANKOM200 Fiber Analyzer au3Snsi
a8unelilag Van Soest et al. (1991) wagly sodium sulfite (10 g/l NDF solution) wag heat-
stable bacterial amylase (2 ml/l NDF solution) Tun153tAs1¢% NDF wag ADF @n
degradability (CPD NDFD and ADFD) mlagihdeyalavusiigameluluszozinansng 4 1t
Usziliulag NEWAY EXCEL (Chen, 1996)

3.3.5 MIAATILINeEDRA
UNTBYATIMUANNTATIENATANUUHLNITNARDY 4 x 4 Latin squares design lagly

o w

ANOVA procedure of SAS (SAS, 1996) a3uumana190e19lded 1Ay seninngun1snaass

o

o v A

Uszifiulne Duncan’s new multiple range test ldsgauanuiitodrfei p<0.05 (Steel and

Torrie, 1980)

3.4 HANISNAADY

3.4.1 99AUTZNAUNIALIVDIDINNTNAADY

druUsyneu asdUsynaumaall wavesdusznevvesnsaluivluemsildlunisnaaes
wansl3lu Table 3.1 waz 3.2 ssfusznaulusiulu Ca-LSO Aauthei (70.4%) einiiosanssu
Blun1sw3eu (Table 3.1) LSO fidndiuves C18:3n-3 gqﬁ'qm (53.67 9/100 g fat) Tuguedi FO
Hdnduuey C22:6n-3 qqﬁqm (37.25 ¢/100 g fat) nmlugiu C18:1n-9 (29.42 ¢/100 g fat) uag
C12:0 (22.76 9/100 ¢ fat) WWunsalviundnluemnsdu Tuvasd C18:3n-3, C16:0 waz C18:1n-
9 1Wunsalusiundnlu Ca-LSO (35.94, 31.32 uay 20.81 ¢/100 ¢ fat m1uasu) nsalusiundnly
W mlaun C16:0 (45.67 ¢/100 g fat) (Table 3.2)
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Table 3.1 Chemical composition of the experimental diets.

ltems Concentrate’ LSO FO Ca-LSO Rice straw
Dry matter 934 96.3 92.2
% of DM
Ash 8.7 29.6 15.3
Crude protein 12.6 2.4
Ether extract 4.0 100 100 70.4 1.3
Crude fiber 17.1 34.9
Neutral detergent fiber 39.3 72.4
Acid detergent fiber 16.5 50.3
Acid detergent lignin 3.4 10.5

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil

1kg/lOO ke concentrate: 30 dried cassava chip, 4 ground corn, 10 rice bran, 25 palm meal, 15 coconut
meal, 6 dried distillers grains with solubles, 0.5 sodium bicarbonate, 6 molasses, 1 dicalcium
phosphate (16%P), 1.5 urea, 0.5 salt and 0.5 premix. Premix: provided per kg of concentrate including
vitamin A, 5,000 IU; vitamin D3, 2,200 IU; vitamin E, 15 IU; Ca, 8.5 ¢; P, 6 ¢; K, 9.5 ¢; Mg, 2.4 g; Na, 2.1
g, Cl,3.4¢S,3.2¢ Co, 0.16 mg; Cu, 100 mg; I, 1.3 mg; Mn, 64 mg; Zn, 64 mg; Fe, 64 mg; Se, 0.45 mg.

Table 3.2 Fatty acid compositions (¢/100 ¢ fat) of concentrate, rice straw and oils used

in the experiment

Fatty acids Concentrate  Rice straw  Linseed oil Fish oil Ca-LSO
C12:0 22.76 6.44 291 2.18 ND
C14:0 7.84 8.15 0.35 4.37 ND
C16:0 16.76 45.67 22.76 27.84 31.32
C18:0 2.49 0.12 0.21 6.18 1.45
C18:1 n9 29.42 24.92 14.90 12.43 20.81
C18:2n6 17.07 11.75 2.72 1.68 4.19
C18:3n3 0.29 ND 53.67 0.91 35.94
C22:6 n3 ND ND ND 37.25 ND
Others 3.38 2.85 2.48 5.16 6.29

Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil; ND = Not detected
Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0 + C23:0
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3.4.2 msnuldlnvuzuaznsnalugiu

mﬁmaam%gaﬁaaﬂLLUULﬁafﬁ’ﬁﬁ’mmiﬁﬂé’mmﬁuLLazW'm%’nLLasz@mé’ﬂdaummi
fusteretni 60:40 (DM basis) lalunguaruaufinsauls DM uaglusudeenilelungudu 1
ogailifudAayeada (p<0.05) Tuvaziilalungu Ca-LSO Auld DM snnninlelungudu 9 4
Huresnanmsdivausansiuldladussaiangunnaveaes deEmsy Calso
aedUsznauvesluii 70.4% ns7ieglilglasiu 180 ¢ 990 Ca-LSO Foasu Ca-LSO S1uaw 260
g luens (Table 3.3) msduldluiuliunnsnsfusgninengunmsmaaesiiaialoiu urawiing
Auldlusuganinguauauegsiifioddynisedd msfuld FA udazvdiauansneiuilosnin
hifufiiufiesdusznaues FA wnnsnafu (Table 3.3) iledummsiuldues FA uiasadn
Tafild3unnsiadu LSO uay LSO+FO Tuawns Auld €12:0 snnndlalungueueuuaglailésy
Msiasu Ca-LSO Tuowns Talungu LSO Aulél C18:3n-3 mnndilalungudu q msauls
C18:3n-3 vdla LSO finndrtiuiiownan LSO fiesdusenouves C18:3n-3 aggs dulail
|@5UN5IE3Y LSO+FO Tuowng finnsiule €14:0, C18:0 way C22:6n-3 annnilapu o Tuveug
7 Iafilésunisiasu Ca-LSO Auld C16:0, C18:1n-9 uaz C18:2n-6 unninadu 4 tafildsunns

WE3U LSO+FO finsfiula C22:6n-3 unnninwsigluihdulaiiesdusznaues C22:6n-3 agad

3.4.3 nsalvsiulunsziwizndin

712, 4 wag 6 TAlusmdannsliens ruminal content filsanTlalunguaues Taildsy
Mslady LSO waglaildiumsiaiy Ca-LSO fmnududuves €18:0 mnndladiléfunisiasy
LSO+FO (Table 3.4) nsinTuves C18:0 Whinananmsiianszuiuns bio-hydrogenation
93 C18:1n-9, C18:2n-6 waz C18:3n-3 Tunszimzmsinvedlalungumunau Tafildsunisiass
LSO uaglafiléfunisiatn Ca-LSO Tunndalusiiduiaognsvasnisifesns ruminal content 7
Iganlafildunsiada LSO+FO awdl C14:0, t11-C18:1 uay C22:6n-3 wnninlalungudu 9
(Table 3.4) M3wedu LSO saufuthifutan ansnsadfia trans 11 C18:1 Iéoehaann 7 6 Falus

PAINISIBIMNT
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ltems Control LSO LSO + FO  Ca-LSO SEM P-value
DM intake (kg/d)
Concentrate 3.74 3.74 3.74 3.74 - -
Rice straw 2.21 2.21 2.21 2.21 - -
oil - 0.18 0.18 - - -
Ca-LSO - - - 0.26 - -
Total 5.95¢ 6.13° 6.13° 6.21° 0.003 0.001
CP intake (g/d)
Concentrate 455 455 455 455 - -
Rice straw 54 54 54 54 - -
Total 509 509 509 509 - -
Fat intake (g¢/d)
Concentrate 148 148 148 148 - -
Rice straw 29 29 29 29 - -
Oil - 180 180 - - -
Ca-LSO - - - 183 - -
Total 177° 3572 357° 360° 0.001 0.001
FA intake (g/d)
C12:0 34.27° 40.68° 40.44° 35.44° 0.170 0.007
C14:0 13.49° 14.56° 18.172 13.93¢ 0.063 <0.001
C16:0 36.86¢ 78.90° 83.47° 95.28° 0.168 <0.001
C18:0 3.58¢ 4.09¢ 9.46° 6.37° 0.019 <0.001
C18:1n9 49.02° 77.43° 75.21¢ 88.72° 0.240 <0.001
C18:2n6 27.67° 33.48° 32.54° 36.26° 0.134 <0.002
C18:3n3 0.4134¢  97.04° 49.55¢ 66.23° 0.035 <0.001
C22:6n3 - - 33.53 - - -
Others 5.63¢ 10.28¢ 12.68° 17.32° 0.029 <0.001
Total 177° 3572 3572 360° 18.67 <0.001

SEM = standard error of the mean’ Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0 + C23:0

b \Within a row, means without a common superscript letter differ
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Table 3.4 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on fatty

acid profile in fistulated cattle (¢/100¢ fatty acids)

Fatty acids Control LSO LSO + FO Ca-LSO SEM P-value
Pre - feeding
C12:0 6.94 7.86 7.58 6.82 0.534 0.745
C14:0 4.88 5.74 5.94 3.95 0.292 0.175
C16:0 2489  23.33 24.02 24.18 0.629 0.200
C18:0 5783  57.75 57.42 59.94 0.654 0.298
C18:1n9 3.85 3.62 3.66 3.80 0.066 0.586
C18:2n6 1.61 1.69 1.37 1.30 0.146 0.590
2 h after feeding
C12:0 7.57 10.35 12.63 9.65 0.628 0.120
C14:0 3.62° 5.96° 10.33° 5.75P 0.282 0.002
C16:0 31.08°  20.04° 38.89° 21.52° 1.303 0.011
C18:0 52.14°  48.66° 9.83° 47.21° 2.231 0.004
C18:1n-9 1.84 4.53 2.35 2.38 0.611 0.394
C18:2n-6 2.17 2.37 P57 2.86 0.258 0.357
C18:3n-3 0.43¢ 2.01° 1.24° 1.51% 0.088 0.008
t11-C18:1 0.55¢ 5.72¢ 14.71° 8.88" 0.460 0.010
9, t11-C18:2 0.58 0.10 0.48 0.17 0.081 0.176
9, c11-C18:2 ND 0.08 0.31 0.07 0.040 0.114
t10, c12-C18:2 ND 0.15 ND ND 0.044 0.847
C22:6n-3 ND ND 7.64 ND 0.376 0.002

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil; SEM = standard error

of the mean

abed Within a row, means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 3.4 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on fatty acid

profile in fistulated cattle (g/100g fatty acids) (cont.)

Fatty acids Control LSO LSO + FO Ca-LSO SEM P-value
4 h after feeding
C12:0 3.58°  7.02 11.33° 16.25° 0.717 0.007
C14:0 574> 475 10.19° 6.60° 0.203 0.001
C16:0 41.55°  19.17° 41.13° 19.04° 0.732 0.001
C18:0 44.23>  53.32° 11.47¢ 44.08° 0.861 0.001
C18:1n9 0.67°  6.07° 6.06° 7.78° 0.302 0.002
C18:2n6 3245 2.64%° 1.47° 2.88° 0.176 0.053
C18:3n3 0.12° 1.76° 2.22° 1.75° 0.085 0.002
t11-C18:1 0.84° 478" 11.29° 1.59¢ 0.240 0.001
9, t11-C18:2 ND 0.07 0.09 ND 0.031 0.517
9, c11-C18:2 ND 0.07 0.12 ND 0.035 0.512
t10, c12-C18:2 NDP 0.39° NDP NDP 0.012 0.001
19, 111-C18:2 ND ND 0.14 ND 0.040 0.478
C22:6n3 NDP NDP 4.51° NDP 0.367 0.016

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil; SEM = standard

error of the mean

3bed Within a row, means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 3.4 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on fatty

acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100¢g fatty acids) (cont.)

Fatty acids Control LSO LSO + FO Ca-LSO SEM P-value
6 h after feeding

C12:0 4.36° 9.01° 7.23% 7.98° 0.445 0. 050
C14:0 4.29 4.93 6.95 4.35 0.407 0.149
C16:0 16.659  18.68° 28.14° 22.02° 0.340 0.001
C18:0 15.16°  54.85° 8.53¢ 45.65° 0.613 0.001
C18:1n-9 2.13°  4.85%® 6.81% 11.07° 0.943 0.070
C18:2n-6 2.23% NDP 0.93° 4.30° 0.463 0.067
C18:3n-3 NDP 0.42% 0.28% 1.03° 0.133 0.122
t11-C18:1 55.17%  7.26° 39.06° 3.51¢ 0.724 0.001
9, t11-C18:2 ND ND 0.12 0.07 0.021 0.148
9, c11-C18:2 ND ND 0.12 ND 0.021 0.152
t10, c12-C18:2 ND ND 0.11 0.09 0.039 0.558
C22:6n-3 ND ND 1.69 ND 0.100 0.018

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil;

SEM = standard error of the mean

BBWithin a row means without a common superscript letter differ.

3.4.3 15NN agluNITINIZNIIN

7 2 slumdnisleenms pH, NH5-N, acetate, propionate, butyrate Wag acetate:

propionate ratio WlasunansenuannnngunIsneaed (Table 3.5) viusadeniiu ruminal

pH, ANUWUTUYDY acetate wag butyrate LiunnsiuTERieNguNIsNaaes ludalusin 4

wdanshiens 0819lsAn 1 ruminal NHs-N veslafilasu LSO+FO 11nninladu  ag1all

Ted1Ayneadil (p<0.01) dndiuluaisves propionic acid vadlanlasunIsiasyu LSO+FO &3

nlanlasunITETy LSO way Ca-LSO aenslltadAgnieads (p<0.05) uslinandisainlalu

NALAIUAN AILY acetate: propionate ratio YaslATIlATUNTIETY LSO+FO Fewndnlalung

DU 9

1 6 Taluandanslens nsiasudiuriaeig 9 Liflnade ruminal pH, ANULTLTY

2899 NH;-N, acetate uag butyrate 8819l5AnU A15LESH LSO+FO @runsauiindnduluais
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994 propionate 98 19NTUAIAYNINEDR (p<0.05) WHdU1I0aA acetate: propionate ratio

pg1slltBd Ay 19ana (p<0.05) (Table 3.5)

Table 3.5 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on pH,

ammonia nitrogen (mg)/L and volatile fatty acids (mol/100 mol) in fistulated cattle

ltem Control LSO LSO + FO Ca-LSO SEM P-value
Pre-feeding
pH 6.35 6.36 6.35 6.34 0.032 0.833
NH;N 8.12 7.48 8.92 7.63 0.673 0.321
Acetic acid 72.43 73.48 71.35 72.68 1.512 0.723
Propionic acid 17.53 16.63 17.51 17.17 0.863 0.704
Butyric acid 10.04 9.89 11.14 10.15 0.732 0.783
A:P ratio 4.13 4.41 4.07 4.23 0.482 0.642

2 h after feeding

pH 6.48 6.43 6.40 6.41 0.023 0.251
NH3N 12.61 11.49 11.13 13.11 0.634 0.512
Acetic acid 70.24 71.60 68.99 71.99 0.488 0.212
Propionic acid 17.97 18.52 19.54 17.84 0.414 0.412
Butyric acid 11.79 9.87 11.46 10.17 0.135 0.072
A:P ratio 391 3.92 3.59 4.09 0.098 0.306

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil; A:P ratio = acetate:
propionate ratio; SEM = standard error of the mean

BBWithin a row means without a common superscript letter differ
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Table 3.5 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on pH,

ammonia nitrogen (mg/L) and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol) in fistulated cattle (cont.)

[tem Control LSO LSO + FO Ca-LSO SEM P-value

4 h after feeding

pH 6.03 6.03 6.06 6.04 0.032  0.293
NH;N 4.67° 4.52° 8.01° 4.80° 0.091 0.001
Acetic acid 72.83 72.33 67.86 72.56 0.372  0.055
Propionic acid 16.28° 17.77° 19.532 16.96° 0101  0.018
Butyric acid 10.89 9.89 12.61 10.49 0.359  0.159
AP ratio 4.47° 4.14° 3.48° 4.34° 0.013  0.002

6 h after feeding

pH 6.31 6.33 6.32 6.30 0.064  0.363
NH;N 4.98 3.61 4.69 5.02 0.402 0473
Acetic acid 72.94 73.52 68.93 73.61 0.363  0.052
Propionic acid 17.01° 16.71° 18.72° 16.25°  0.102  0.017
Butyric acid 10.05 9.78 12.35 10.14 0.364  0.170
AP ratio 4.28 4.48° 3.69° 4.62° 0.030  0.012

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil; A:P ratio = acetate:
propionate ratio; SEM = standard error of the mean

BWithin a row means without a common superscript letter differ

3.4.4 n1s8pedaey DM, CP, NDF waz ADF

A15LA3U LSO, LSO + FO way Ca- LSO Liifinansgnuse dry matter degradability
(DMD) v@30mstuuagvineda 71 0.02, 0.05 and 0.08 fraction/h outflow rate iloiU3auiiey
flunguAIuAY (Table 3.6) readily soluble fraction (a) Y@@ YaslAlunguAIVAN LSO,

LSO + FO way Ca-LSO fianviniu 28.57, 28.40, 27.65 uag 30.40 % auaisy asluiiniiy

o w 1

wansaiuegelited1Aynieata eg1dlsinnu a fraction veasemsTUTAEINTIVEINIIT7
(14 - 15 % readily soluble fraction (a) potential degradable fraction (b) Y8301 TULAY
Wetnlilgnnsenuainngunisnaaes (Table 3.6)

dmfunsdesaarslusiuresonmsdu nswasutfulidinase readiy soluble

fraction (a), potential degradable fraction (b) whae effective degradability 7i out flow rate
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0.02, 0.05 and 0.08 fraction/h 1ile1U3suifisufunguaIuAy (Table 3.7) @91 neutral
detergent fiber degradability (NDFD) wa¢ acid detergent fiber degradability (ADFD) ¥4
Wstfinawuientiu (Table 3.8) na1afe NDFD vaen99177 out flowrate 0.05 fraction/h
fAwinfiu 0.28, 0.27, 0.29 wag 0.28 lunguaiuau LSO, LSO+FO wag Ca-LSO Mua1siu uaz
ADFD wa4m1349127 out flowrate 0.05 fraction/h SA1L¥AfU 0.21, 0.21, 0.20 uag 0.22

A1UARU (Table 3.8)

Table 3.6 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on dry

matter degradability (DMD) of concentrate and rice straw in fistulated cattle

ltem Control LSO LSO + FO Ca-LSO SEM P —Value

Dry matter degradability of concentrate

a 28.57 28.40 27.65 30.40 0.967 0.723
b a6.77 45.57 46.85 46.60 1.367 0.976
a+b 75.33 74.30 74.50 77.00 1.443 0.863
c, per h 0.086 0.102 0.094 0.072 0.011 0.721
dg, 0.02/h 0.66 0.65 0.66 0.67 0.010 0.978
dg, 0.05/h 0.58 0.58 0.58 0.58 0.009 0.834
dg, 0.08/h 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.52 0.009 0.970
Dry matter degradability of rice straw

a 14.73 14.20 15.27 14.63 1.287 0.416
b 58.23 58.42 58.40 57.57 1.653 0.453
a+b 72.96 72.62 73.67 72.20 1.588 0.475
c, per h 0.021 0.020 0.021 0.023 0.003 0.159
dg, 0.02/h 0.38 0.38 0.37 0.37 0.010 0.745
dg, 0.05/h 0.26 0.24 0.26 0.24 0.007 0.624
dg, 0.08/h 0.22 0.20 0.21 0.20 0.008 0.826

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil
SEM = standard error of the mean;

a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;

b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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Table 3.7 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on crude
protein degradability (CPD) of concentrate in fistulated cattle
ltem Control LSO LSO + FO  Ca-LSO SEM P -Value

Crude protein degradability of concentrate

a 17.73 17.20 16.27 15.63 1.287 0.416
b 58.23 58.42 58.40 60.57 1.654 0.766
a+b 75.86 75.62 74.67 76.20 1.588 0.742
¢, per h 0.021 0.020 0.024 0.020 0.004 0.159
dg, 0.02/h 0.38 0.38 0.37 0.37 0.010 0.745
dg, 0.05/h 0.26 0.24 0.25 0.24 0.007 0.624
dg, 0.08/h 0.22 0.20 0.21 0.20 0.008 0.827

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil; SEM = standard error
of the mean; a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential

degradability of the component; ¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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Table 3.8 Effect of linseed oil, fish oil and Ca-Linseed oil supplementation on neutral

detergent fiber degradability (NDFD) and acid detergent fiber (ADFD) of rice straw in

fistulated cattle

ltem Control LSO LSO + FO  Ca-LSO SEM P -Value

Neutral detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 13.51 14.05 13.80 13.23 0.358 0.723
b 64.20 64.80 64.55 64.65 0.980 0.989
a+b 77.71 78.85 78.30 77.88 0.628 0.811
C, per h 0.015 0.013 0.015 0.018 0.002 0.109
dg, 0.02/h 0.41 0.40 0.41 0.41 0.011 0.918
dg, 0.05/h 0.28 0.27 0.29 0.28 0.008 0.343
dg, 0.08/h 0.24 0.23 0.25 0.23 0.007 0.333
Acid detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 5.35 5.15 5.30 5.55 0.185 0.262
b 54.35 54.35 53.55 52.75 0.873 0.778
a+b 59.70 59.50 58.85 58.30 1.025 0.961
c, perh 0.013 0.016 0.014 0.015 0.002 0.351
dg, 0.02/h 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.35 0.003 0.535
dg, 0.05/h 0.21 0.21 0.20 0.22 0.007 0.808
dg, 0.08/h 0.17 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.008 0.986

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; Ca-LSO = calcium salt of linseed oil SEM = standard error

of the mean; a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential

degradability of the component; ¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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3.5 39150INaN15NAABY
3.5.1 29AUZNAUVDY fatty acids Tu ruminal content
Wawasy LSO squiu FO TunsAnwnasallesrusenauwed ruminal C18:0 anasagnedl

v o w o w

Soddaymeann luvasfiesdusznoures C16:0 uay trans-11 C18:1 nduogaiidaddam
ani Tadenndoariu Doreau and Chilliard (1997), Kitessa et al. (2001a, b) and Loor et al.
(2005) finuwanisnaassniioutu Wuiinsiuiueg19n3naeinedn ruminal microorganism
239 unsaturated 18 carbon fatty acids 1 C18:2n-6 wag C18:3n-3 WIUNNNTLUIUNT bio-
hydrogenation n15ta3y FO fnalw C18:0 anas luvaefiiiu trans -C18:1 Tunszinizndn
(Jenkins et al., 2008) TunszuIuNI3 bio-hydrogenation fuuafiSeiisidos 2 ngu nguwils
411158 hydrogenate 18 C UFAs 1Uifu C18:0 agalsfiniu n1siasy FO azluusuildsu
nszuIunsilnensdudeldliuunilidewdeu UFAs Tuidiu SFAs Uenkins et al., 2008) Loor
et al. (2005) Funanuwduiuin C16:0 vy Wowdy FO Tuons dlewSeuiieufiunsasy
sunflower oil (SFO) wag LSO yiusiAsIiu Kitessa et al. (2001a) L&@3u protected tuna oil
waE tuna ol WuIAIELTuYes C16:0 Wadulunszimnzniin abomasum waz cholesterol
plasma lipid ag19lsAnu lainuanunanatseg1siidedrAgnisadfves free fatty acid,
ohospholipids way triacylelycerols Tu plasma lipid musssuviudriisulaniiedussney
999 docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) Wa g eicosapentaenoic acid (EPA) n15t&@33 DHA Tu
nszanzminanunsausuLUAeu fatty acids Tunszimizuinedisuin n1stilalasu c22
polyenoic fatty acids @ u1saLfiudndauaes trans 11 C18:1 Iumzmwwﬂﬂﬁlﬁqﬁumm
AbuGhazaleh et al. (2002) lopysigeruidinisagan trans 11 C18:1 Tu cultures Inwdinig
azauqﬁulﬁaﬁﬂma’%u DHA .uﬂ‘%mmqqsﬁu ueN9NHl AbuGhazaleh and Jenkins (2004) 51
nuntleuiuin fanuduiusidauinseninaseaunisiasy DHA uag trans-11 C18:1 agnslsh
A llanunsaduunumasued trans-11 C18:1 18 nsalasiy trans-11 C18:1 1uunasdrdeylu
nsduATIe €9, t11 C18:2 (CLA) TwiflaiBodnd n1aiau DHA Wiveyiusues trans-11 C18:1
wagdudanisiia biohydrogenation 484 oleic kag linoleic acids oSy DHA fisyeu 1, 2,
3 1130 4% (AbuGhazaleh and Jenkins, 2004) Wanl§a51841UBNI1 stearic acid anas Tuyn
7 DHA culture fisgeziianus 24 431us Doreau and Chilliard (1997) wnes1s31uli91 total
C18:1 fatty acids Lﬁu%uil’m 13 10U 36% uag stearic acid aRa391n 54.0 Wde 7.9% lu
duodenal contents wiewesy fish oil Tunssimnzunsi wenanil Donovan et. al. (2000) La3
fish oil fisEAU 0, 1, 2 wag 3% TulaSauy Wars1891U total C18:1 isomer, trans-11 C18:1,
way cis-9, trans-11 CLA it 1ilolaS DHA S93fu 20% MannTmIASARaLATESU 3% DHA

Tuveuei stearic acid anad INNANISANYINTLAIAUIT NISIANTUVDY trans-18:1 Tastane



a4

trans-11 C18:1 ﬁ?um\‘lﬁuluwma 9 N1TNAAB Fvasy DHA Tuvauriinasie stearic, linoleic
ua linolenic acids tulsirpsnsafu n1siadu DHA TuosdniiAsados Yuibunagnsd
FaansiiiuesAdsznevesnsalutuiiivsylevluddasunisluiewazun sgrslsiinm
polyenoic fatty acids Lwdwﬁawdamaﬁaﬂizﬁw%ﬂmmawwmﬁw’%ﬂuﬂsswawﬁﬂ (Kitessa
et al.,, 2001b) lula LSO Tuenmsiiiu trans-11 C18:1, cis-9, trans-11 CLA wag C18:3n-3 7
duodenum (Doreau et al., 2009b) luvazd FO denaliinnsinacuves trans-11 C18:1,
C20:5n- 3 way C22:6n-3 L‘ﬂ'umﬂ"ﬁu (Shingfield et al., 2003; Kim et al., 2008; Lee et al.,
2008) ‘171”'@ C18:2n-6 way C18:3n-3 aANT bio-hydrogenation ¥83 C22:6n-3 ek Tazay
trans-11 C18:1 in vitro (Chow et al., 2004; Wasowska et al., 2006; Boeckaert et al., 2007)
Fkfuindunauves LSO uaz FO dwaliiinislwaniuues C18:3n-3 uay C22:6n-3 tiiuwn
Tu uareaLfinaNsFINaeveInsTUIUNIG bio-hydrogenation oA C18:1, C18:2 way CLA
niounadusialy Shingfield et al. (2011) s1891uUARIINITETY LSO Tuemns iy C16:0,
C18:0, trans C18:1, CLA wag C18:3n-3 91 duodenum luvauedl FO Lfiunnsivaves C14:0,
C16:0, total C16:1, trans C18:1 ustam C18:0 91 duodenum

3.5.2 Ruminal Fermentation

nswasuiuliinansznuse ruminal pH (Table 3.5) nanisnaasatuiensuldine
1891Ul3 (Fievez et al,, 2003; Beauchemin et al., 2007) Doreau et al. (2009a) wandlyiiy
Tlinseed oil lifinansznusosuuuunsndngeslunszinizain uanainil Harvatine and
Allen (2006) wuz1ina1n15lY saturated Waz unsaturated lipids dnaties wselifited1Ayme
msnsingeslunssmizniin eg1alsfiniy Messana et al. (2013) s1euitludaifldsulos
INDIMNTEER (60 g/kg) 9¥an rumen pH (p<0.001) sleriulasuti Shingfield et al. (2003)
wud1 pH anasegsdideddymeadfdoeiudidular iosin DM anas ogdlsfniu Tunn
ﬂEjllﬂ’]iVlG]ﬁEN‘U’eNﬂ’]iﬁﬂw’]ﬂ%ﬁdﬂf ruminal pH Sn¥15¥AUBLTENING 6.03 uay 6.54 4 pH s2U

Uaglifinansenuegradidedidgse ruminal fermentation 5AU pH A1ana7l 4 FINUINFINTT
191911115 (6.03 - 6.06) luvaugNtlusduy o vaen1sliernis pH fAwinnii 6.30 lunnngu
NINABDY

1918971131 ammonia nitrogen HuwUsIHoNWA18UNY U STAUNITIRDINIT AT
govaarsvodlusaulunszinizndn wagaaudlun1slie s (Neveu et al,, 2014) ammonia
nitrogen egnldiiiensdauasiest amino acid waz microbial growth uaglifinansgnuain

- % ~ g X - - . o

ATLATUUINU NITANYBATIUNUIT NI5LEIU LSO+FO 9wl ruminal ammonia nitrogen Tu

T8 9 UBINTITIH011T (4 FuendIn191e1119) (Table 3.5) U518 UNANTITNAADY



a5

Wi sasuTsudaiiia NHs-N (Keady and Mayne, 1999) Wonani Msfnway
sreuNansnasdlinsety ndnde iy wazan NH-N lotaSuumnasaes €18:3n-3 Tu
kN (Zhang et al., 2008)

VFAs WWunanannnszuiunismingegveanuafiiselunszinizudn Bergman (1990)
WU31 VFAs grldilundsanudmsulais 80% nsenwASeinuIdnaruluandues propionate
ity Tudalued ¢ war 6 udanaslienns dwald acetate: propionate ratio anas
Shingfield et al. (2011) 134 LSO waz FO wissagnuien winasusuiulusnsduiiviniu
LarTIEILI NsEsy FO Usuilasunszuiunsudngeslunssmnzudn Tdndiuluanives
oropionate 1MAn37 acetate Tnedndruluanives butyrate liasuudas msanwrountig
5189791 FO lifinasie fermentation characteristics 11 growing cattle (Lee et al., 2008;
Kim et al., 2008) usifiudnaiuves slucogenic: lipogenic precursors Tunszsmneniinvesla
wegney (Shingfield et al., 2010) iululdinsasuntasguuuunsusingeslunseimy
nifndianuduiusiunaves FO denisdealdlavuzlunssimiendn wasiudsuwlasusewing
vosgduvaslunspimenin lumsdnwiedsl maaty LSO luownshifinanssnusieguuuunis
windeslunszimeniin Seaenndesiusenueuntdailula (Doreau et al, 2009a) Tunns
VAaDIPU 5 N15LE33 LSO (Ueda et al., 2003) 39 linseed (Gonthier et al., 2004) fiseeu 3
fa 4% uenwidennluiulueims awnsafivdndiuluaisves propionate 1nnin acetate
&% FO wWasuwtas ruminal VFAs Tuwausdt 15O Biua sefunsiasundasnszuaunsush
gouiiosnnnisiady LSO+FO ﬁ?mf]uwammﬂ fish oil

nsfnwnstiannsnazUlddn nsiadu linseed oil 91wy fish oil @13n30an stearic

v 1 o v a

acid lsegnsditudnAtynsadia waliin palmitic way trans vaccenic acid Tunsginzminagng

a v

EGR

[

n19aEd@ N19LETY linseed oil 1A fish oil @1113aLA% ammonia nitrogen 8143l

HodrAgneadflutaluesyinu 9 wasn1slie s uagiindadiuluaisves propionic acid wel

an acetic: propionic acid ratio 8g9HTEEIAYNINATH

3.5.3 n1seagaae DM, CP, NDF wag ADF

DMD, CPD, NDFD waz ADFD laiflnansznuanmsiasunnsfulunsdnwiaded @
AOARRDINUNITVIAADIUBY Toral et al. (2009) ﬁi’lmmfjfmma'%mfwﬁuﬂmﬁ 3 way 10g/d Tu
o1sunglaifinasie DMD CPD uay NDFD ilew3suiilsuiunguaiuay viusafieadudiu
Keady and Mayne (1999) wuirmsiaduisulanlslfinasionseesld fusasimsasundas
susvunsudingaslunssiniendin nafinusvesnsEsuiiudiiisenuinannisdesls

fnansznu wseusinseafiunisdesldiiels (Wachira et al,, 2000; Sinclair et al., 2005)
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Vargas et al. (2009), Tun15@nw in vitro, Tudinl¥insiesusnsiudude 50 ¢ Tuemslad
nansznusia nseasld OM, NDF uaz CP Svaenadesiusiasiuves Jalc et al. (2007) fildwy
ALLANAIITBINITEOEAA1S DM 3o NDF ileiasu C18:1n-9, C18:2n-6 %38 C18:3n3 Tu
91115 Tun19ms9iudnu Huws et al. (2010), Patra and Yu (2013) lay Yang et al. (2009)
s maadiniiguil C18:2-n6, C18:3n-3, C20:5n-3 waw C22:6n-3 agjas azlufivae
nadvesgaunIdlunssinizndn lnaaniz fibrolytic bacteria waziinalunisausianiseos

aanglunszngvsin tneniy NDFD

3.6 d3U

A3LEsy linseed oil S fish oil A1526U 3% of total feed DM andndiuluanives
acetic acid luvasmarlunszmzndnfidalusil 4 uaz 6 wdsnasliemis egnslsinu Ay
uduves t11-C18:1 uay C22:6n-3 Wity Tuvaed C18:0 anas ilaFeuifisuiunguns
VAaBIdu 9 ﬂfjumﬁmaaaﬁLa?mﬁwﬁuhjﬁwaﬂiwwia pH, DMD, CPD, NDFD, ADFD dnaaulyl

s . P = = Y] ! M A W
81389 propionate LLay butyrate Lll'?]LUﬁEJULWEJUﬂcUﬂfj‘llﬂ’J‘UQNV]vLﬂJLaillu’]llu
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unil 4
N13LAA ruminal bio-hydrogenation was fermentation AdUdAUBIRDNTTLETY

1uNi omega-6 fatty acid aggesaunuindiudanluamislalnznssinig

4.1 UNANEd

[ 1

NOUIEaIRveINI IMAaRIRTItiieAn¥INaveINT ST NNTUNT omega-6 FAs agdssia

ruminal bio-hydrogenation wag fermentation lulalaignszinig Ingldlalznszinig 4 ¢

v )

Foilu 4 nquNITMAaBe TULNUNITNABBILUY 4 x 4 Latin square design lanndAalasuaImis
Fudiilusiu 14% U3 4 ke/d wazanadnn 2.4 ke/d ngunsmeassznause 1) ngu
ArUAN 2) nualutsTufimAas 3% of feed DM 3) nauiaiainduduvdossmiuindudan
993182 1:1 w/w 3% of feed DM 4) ﬂEjiJLﬁ%iJ calcium salt of soy bean oil 3% of feed DM
fiszagn1sneaetay 21 Tu lag 7 Juusnuounazdrnduszesusudi nan1smaaInuiinig
suhdulawesifunananaududures C18:0 Tunssmnegwiin WawFeuifeutungy
AIUAN WaENguTlaTa soy bean oil udLiiNBIAUTENOUYDS C20:5n-3 Way C22:6n-3 aeslsf

[y

AN AUTNTUYDY t11-C18:1 wag c9,t11- C18:2 Tunssiwizniin inTueg19ldud Ay

adf LloEsu soybean oil kagidunean A1stE@TLUItuI IR DlartuIMaDITINAUEN LU

Uan andnaiuluaisvad acetic acid Tuvaanadlunssinnendin #aIn1syienmis 2 92549 el

Windnaquluaisves propionic acid 5¥6U ruminal pH anaseg1siltod1Ayneada Weiasuy

' '
LY Y] CYY) A

UNHUDIMAA DAL UITUNUMADITINAVUITUUAY ASasuUIsuUaiL ruminal ammonia
nitrogen a4 T131991 2, 4 wag 6 BaaNseIMs aealsnad nsiasuituliinase DMD,

CPD, NDFD wag ADFD Tuns@nwn in situ

4.2 YN
a a Y s dnl’ v Q' ‘g Q' YV a v
nsuilaandnduailesazunlaindumunisiiuvesussunsian wasguslaaliaiy
aulavaziinlagalnvurluanmsnusinaluwsas iy (WHO,(2003) nsalusiuduswniy 30-35%

[

YoanaaunUsinalulseimagnavnssuvatelseina wazunaswesnialuduluamnsidfgy

d' £4 Y o oA a o L4 a o ¢ & ® v A Y

Ngalawn Wiy Kansdoueiuy naaduaiie wansyiy waguiiulad
ns@nymsudinsunndilddnidusunuulaanuiluenarstisnuaudfves c9,

t11 CLA fan1s@tuuzise wagnsaulsanasaidenfiudu (Ip et al.,1994) nsalusiu c9, t11

CLA Dusyiusvidnves CLA Tuludfudnd ffits 75 83 90% ve3 CLA Miavun Nduasnziain

vaccenic acid Tusgaulileitie (Demeyer and Doreau, 1999) wazddoaniiayin "rumenic acid"
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WszANe NN dITUS fud lAe 09 (Demeyer and Doreau, 1999) @1UNandN1S
frulsndruves CLA Wosnatneyius t10, c12 CLA dseyiusiiuuysluloiuuy uazliing
wuindlannnd 1 wde 2% ves CLA vanun datu wdnsasiemnsfiunandniideades dalid
Finswasionanisdiinedelusiulusname lefuaznsnluiuluninSusldouasnanSusiu
Juagfutngivomsdnt ssdusenaunslaruzvesermsdnd suunisdesnIms uas
AsTUIUMIANg o Mieaulusdns
Usglevilvasnmsiasuladuluemisvedinenagnitinlagasgluiinaludeaudenisndn
goelunszinizniin lnglaniznisanionssuvesdunidlunszimeninidosivaglaa
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens \Juqaunidndniivadesiunsuiuiasunsaluiuvesgdunisly
nszznsn (Maia et.al, 2010) Maia et al. (2010) wuiniile UFAs gnydnllundaead
403 Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens Aziiun15TuRILemTwwad dwmaludiaudonnundusives
wad Maia et al. (2010) figauinnisgaideninuudausweseadiinainnalnanudufivees
PUFAs uagfigatiiennuliduigsasnsalesiluihsuan nanifio EPA way DHA faudy
fivgeseqauvidlunszimievsin tieflovanmudufivues PUFAs indeteeiian wazld
Todulundsinu aunidlunseunzninduszansanlunsduaUladudnlussdusznouly

v ca

wad wazvdnauduiivvesiusze wonantuainssuiunisundnlunssinizndnidl

o w =

AnudAgilelalasunisiasuiduluoimisnizazinansznusonandndnd aetu ANy

a o

QQIJ s A a a qoj o aa (3 1 ! (%
U @qﬂi%ﬂflﬂL‘WEJ‘LJ53Lll‘L!N’ﬁ‘?JENﬂ’ﬁLﬁilIU’uJu‘VlﬂJENﬂ‘UiSﬂEJ'U“U’eN omega-6 FAs EJEUJEﬁﬂi'JllﬂU

1giutanme ruminal bio-hydrogenation wag fermentation lulalaznseinng

4.3 9unsnluazisns

4.3.1 dainaagiuaznislienis

nssiuntsnnassaSsilasniliunisnn the Ethical Principles and Guidelines for
the Use of Animal fiutnlng National Research Council of Thailand T#latangnszine 4 ¢
TULANUNINAGRIUU 4 x 4 Latin square design lavndalasuammsty 14% CP Useunn 4
ke/d uaznl13911 2.4 ke/d naumARBIUTENBUME 1) NdumuAx 2) naualutsudundes 3%
of feed DM 3) nduiaianinsiuuan 3% of feed DM 4) nauaSuinsudndossauiuitulan
§h91d7U 11 wiw 3% of feed DM laynsiithliAussnsdassuazgnidestafeluson uay
15U IMNIINUNGUNARDY N1TMARDINTEELIAT 84 TU (4 FRNINAGBI) WHATYINITVARDI
szazan 21 1 lae 7 Juusnveawsastinluszesdsui audie 7 Sudmsuiumediuas

fAnw in sacco disappearance



a9

4.3.2 NM5AUARLDENY
WiaUseilu fatty acids Tunseimngvsdn wagmsvaingaslunsemnymin dunaunisiiu

feee NMsiuSneiieds warn1sinan pH Wuwudeatuluuni 3 (hde 3.3.3)

4.3.3 N53ATRluieIUfuRnng

4.3.3.1 M5IATIZHDIAUTZNBUNILALIYVD9DINS

MMSAUMBE198INTLAYNMTILASIEMRIAUSENBUMBATveIeIMS WuuReaiuly
unil 3 (e 3.3.4.1)

4.3.3.2 N159LAT1H fatty acids Tueums

FupoumsLeIeNfIBE1 LAY IR fatty acid Tuems wileufuluundl 3 (Fhde
3.3.4.2).

4.3.3.3 N159LAS1H fatty acids Tunsziwizudn

AswSeufetanaznshaszvieg e nrarlunszzvin wileusuluuni 3
(D 3.3.4.3).

4.3.3.4 15915129 volatile fatty acid Wag ammonia nitrogen

ANSIATIEY ruminal volatile fatty acids (VFA) uag ammonia N Tu rumen fluid 18u
wudeniuluund 3 (e 3.3.4.9)

4.3.3.5 N19¥IN1388aa189Uds DM, CP, NDF uag ADF

ASASENMBE19DIMSLAYN1YIANSEREEaY DM, CP, NDF way ADF tJwsiuieniu

Tuundi 3 (4e 3.3.4.5)

4.3.4 NSIAIITIEDA

UNTBYATINUANNTATITRATANUURUNITNAGDT 4 x 4 Latin squares design lagly

a o

ANOVA procedure of SAS (SAS, 1996) A2ULANA19DE198TEEN

1Y

FEMINNGUNTNAALY

ﬁll p<0.05 (Steel and

a o

Uszliiulng Duncan’s new multiple range test ldsgauauiitodn

Torrie, 1980)

&y
&

4.4 HAaN1TNAADY

4.4.1 23AUTENAUNNLATVBIDINITNAADY

safUsznaunLafivese sty Wi soybean oil (SBO) wax fish oil (FO) 7ildflu
Msnmaesinandlilu Table 4.1 drupsAusznaunsnlutiuvesensty wedha SBO waz FO
Adlunisvaaostuandlilu Table 4.2 nsalvsiu C18:2n6 Wunsalusiumanly SBO Uszuna

44.74% of total fatty acid Tuvaiz#l FO fidndiues C22:6n-3 uay C20:5n3 gsiian (30.42%
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and 7.93 of total fatty acid aud1av) Tue1misUudl C18:1n-9 (29.54% of total fatty acid)
wag C12:0 (22.74% of total fatty acid) unsalusiunan dwsunsaledundnlunnsdnlawn
C16:0 (45.77% of total fatty acid)

Table 4.1 Chemical composition of the experimental diets.

ltems Concentrate  Soybean oil Fish oil Rice straw
Dry matter 90.2 100 100 922
.................. % of DM.....cceevvunee.
Ash 9.2 16.1
Crude protein 13.6 2.4
Ether extract 3.6 100 100 1.6
Crude fiber 17.4 39.2
Neutral detergent fiber 40.1 74.3
Acid detergent fiber 18.5 51.3
Acid detergent lignin 39 11.1

1kg/lOO kg concentrate: 30 dried cassava chip, 4 ground corn, 10 rice bran, 25 palm meal,
15 coconut meal, 6 dried distillers grains with solubles, 0.5 sodium bicarbonate, 6
molasses, 1 dicalciumphosphate (16%P), 1.5 urea, 0.5 salt and 0.5 premix. Premix:
provided per kg of concentrate including vitamin A, 5,000 IU; vitamin D3, 2,200 IU; vitamin
E,151U; Ca,85¢ P,6 ¢ K 95¢ Mg, 24¢;,Na, 2.1 ¢ Cl,34¢;S,3.2g¢; Co, 0.16 mg; Cu,
100 mg; I, 1.3 mg; Mn, 64 mg; Zn, 64 mg; Fe, 64 mg; Se, 0.45 mg.
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Table 4.2 Fatty acid compositions (g/100 ¢ fat) of concentrate, rice straw and oils used

in the experiment

Fatty acids Concentrate Rice straw Soybean oil Fish oil
C12:0 22.74 6.35 0.43 2.17
C14:0 7.78 8.21 1.09 4.38
C16:0 16.58 a5.77 13.74 28.02
C18:0 2.52 0.08 5.26 6.09
C18:1n-9 29.54 24.77 33.87 14.44
C18:2n-6 17.17 11.32 a4.74 1.69
C18:3n-3 0.21 ND 0.35 0.93
C20:5n-3 ND ND ND 7.93
C22:6n-3 ND ND ND 30.42
Others 3.46 3.50 0.52 3.93

SBO =soybean oil; FO =fish oil
ND = Not detected; Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0 + C23:0

4.4.2 msnulalnvuzuaznsalugii

nsfnwafsdoonuuuliianisiuldemnstunazihain wasauaudadinemis
Fusanad1ail 60:40 (DM basis) Taftldsunisiaduintuinisiuld DM wae fat gendndle
Wisuifisuiulalunguaiuau msiasauniiiuil 3% of total feed DM Anidutisfuiniu 180
o/day fauandly Table 4.3 nstuldnsalufiuliunnanefuseninadefildsumsasuiu usas
snnilalunguauauitlildiaduiiu egslsfiny nisfuldnsalosuudasdiaunneieiy
desnihifufiaiufiosduseneuvesnsalutuunndiefy (Table 4.3) ileviinisduamnisiu
Ignsalusiu Tailé¥uomsiiadu SBO aginsAuld C18:1n9 wag C18:2n-6 annninladilasu
onslunguAIuAl NauTlEia FO uagnguiliaia SBO+FO nsauld C18:2n-6 unvesladi
1650 SBO 1leaann SBO Hesdusznouves C18:2n-6 aejgs ladilssuemsiiiaia FO agiinis
Auld C14:0, C16:0, C18:0, C20:5n-3 waz C22:6n-3 wnndrlalungudu q sadins1e FO &
09AUTENOUBY C20:5 clt C22:6n-3 agg Talunguauauiinsauld FA deeninladilésunis

wasuunTu snzdinmsiulalusutaenin (Table 4.3)



Table 4.3 DM, CP, fat and fatty acid intakes of experimental cattle.

ltems Control SBO FO SBO+FO SEM P-value
DM intake (kg/d)
Concentrate 3.73 3.73 3.73 3.73 - -
Rice straw 2.21 2.21 2.21 2.21 - -
oil - 0.18 0.18 0.18 - -
Total 5.93P 6.13° 6.13° 6.13 0.004  0.001
CP intake (g/d)
Concentrate 507 507 507 507 - -
Rice straw 52 52 52 52 - -
Total 559 559 559 559 - -
Fat intake (g/d)
Concentrate 134 134 134 134 - -
Rice straw 38 38 38 38 - -
oil 180 180 180 - -
Total 173P 3537 353° 3537 0.003 0.001
FA intake (¢/d)
C12:0 32.999  33.79¢ 36.92° 35.36° 0.160 0.001
C14:0 13.60°  15.58° 21.50° 18.54° 0.005 0.001
C16:0 39.859  64.60° 90.31° 77.46° 0.001 0.001
C18:0 3.42¢ 12.89¢ 14.38° 13.63° 0.002 0.001
C18:1n-9 49.20°  110.20° 75.23¢ 92.71° 0.020 0.001
C18:2n-6 27.419  107.97° 30.48° 69.22° 0.011 0.001
C18:3n-3 0.28¢ 0.91¢ 1.96° 1.43° 0.001 0.001
C20:5n-3 0.00° 0.00° 14.27° 7.14° 0.001 0.001
C22:6n-3 0.00¢ 0.00¢ 54.76° 27.38° 0.001 0.001
Others 5.99¢ 6.93¢ 13.07° 10.00° 0.002 0.001
Total 172.74°  352.87° 352.87° 352.87°  0.070 0.001

SBO =soybean oil; FO =fish oil
SEM = standard error of the mean’ Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0 + C23:0

abed \Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ
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4.4.3 nsalvsiulunsziwizndin

n15La3u SBO, FO wag SBO+FO finavilvimnuiduduves t11-C18:1 7 2, 4 uag 6
Hlusmdanslitens (Table 4.9) Infilé3unsiadu SBO waglanguauauazdanuidutuyes
C18:0 lunsziwzusinuinnintafildsunisasy FO waz SBO + FO agnaditudfynisads
(Table 4.4) Tunndaluandsnisltenns luvgilafiléfunisiedu FO uag SBO + FO sl
uduves C16:0, C20:5n-3 uag C22:6n-3 ganinlalunguaunuuazlaiildunisiady SBO
(Table 4.4) pgn3lsAniy Aududues c9, t11- C18:2 Tunszmnzminueslafilasunisiasy
FO winfuveslalunguauay usiesninlailé3unisiadu SBO uag SBO + FO msieu SBO

wag SBO + FO an C18:0 Tunsewmneniinedaunn ivntilumanisiiemnsiumsfinyassll

4.4.4 nswdingaglunsziwizudn

MsLasy SBO we FO luemis aunsaan ruminal pH egnafituddaynieada 1o
Wisuilguiunguanuau uagnguiléfunsiadu SBO + FO Adalusil 2 h wdsnslkens
Tuvauzdl AP ratio sninguAIUANLATNGUTLE3Y SBO + FO (Table 4.5) o Faluefl 4 uag 6
aen51991913 ruminal pH lﬁgﬂﬂizwumﬂmimﬁmﬁﬁﬁu

ANSANYIATIL WUINNISHASY SBO kay FO @1u1snandndiuluansueas acetic acid

=

pgslltpdAyn1eana 7 2 Talusmasnislienmis (Table 4.5) uaindadiuluans propionic
. 1 a @ o W aa ) Q{I . ¥ a goj C% ra

acid egaiidud@AYNI9Eds o Talush 4 uag 6 nasnslrenms mstasudulilinanseny

#9 ruminal volatile fatty acids tag A:P ratio pgalsinu nsiEsy FO Tuens anunsaliiy

ammonia nitrogen Tu rumen fluid % 2,4 0az 6 YINNRINST DT
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Table 4.4 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil

supplementation on fatty acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100¢g fatty acids)

Fatty acids Control SBO FO SBO + FO SEM P-value
Pre - feeding
C12:0 12.91 12.58 13.07 12.47 0.155 0.413
C14:0 9.18 8.80 8.83 8.50 0.262 0.884
C16:0 33.89 34.44 34.69 34.66 0.142 0.754
C18:0 38.76 37.51 37.15 38.73 0.363 0.367
t11-C18:1 1.45 2.19 2.00 1.73 0.102 0.365
C18:1n-9 2.49 2.88 2.65 2.28 0.389 0.833
C18:2n-6 1.31 1.71 1.60 1.63 0.243 0.984
2 h after feeding
C12:0 7.42 6.62 7.13 7.85 0.275 0.382
C14:0 5.84 5.06 6.04 5.90 0.503 0.322
C16:0 34.21° 18.37°  33.09° 26.73% 1.411 0.045
C18:0 48.04° 28.70° 6.47° 8.28¢ 1.194 0.001
C18:1n-9 1.45° 7.24° 8.94° 8.46° 0.707 0.044
C18:2n-6 2.19° 5.52° 1.69° 2.11° 0.341 0.042
C18:3n-3 0.48 0.56 0.55 0.58 0.025 0.222
t11- C18:1 0.37¢ 18.84°  22.88% 26.72° 0.670 0.001
c9,t11- C18:2 0.00° 9.132 0.00° 9.25° 0.125 0.001
C20:5n-3 0.00° 0.00° 1.31° 0.56° 0.071 0.005
C22:6n-3 0.00° 0.00° 11.90° 3.55P 0.617 0.004

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

abed Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 4.4 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil

supplementation on fatty acid profile in fistulated cattle (g¢/100¢ fatty acids)

(cont)
Fatty acids Control SBO FO SBO + FO SEM P-value

4 h after feeding
C12:0 3.53P 6.04° 5.75% 7.30° 0.338 0.046
C14:0 5.64 5.40 5.77 5.71 0.474 0.986
C16:0 41.33° 20.53¢  34.15° 28.47° 0.957 0.003
C18:0 34.13° 29.99° 8.03° 7.68° 0.780 0.001
C18:1n-9 1.21¢ 6.41% 5.15° 9.46° 0.477 0.007
C18:2n-6 3.20% 4.58° 1.07° 1.31° 0.362 0.044
C18:3n-3 0.11° 0.57° 0.66° 0.56° 0.044 0.025
t11- C18:1 10.85¢ 21.59° 2572 29.41° 0.821 0.001
c9,t11- C18:2 0.00° 4.88° 0.00° 5.97° 0.291 0.002
C20:5n-3 0.00° 0.00° 1.16% 0.75P 0.029 0.001
C22:6n-3 0.00° 0.00° 12.53 3.36° 0.201 0.001

6 h after feeding
C12:0 5.36° 6.74% 8.81% 11.14° 0.773 0.086
C14:0 5.40P 4.45° 8.05° 6.98° 0.309 0.017
C16:0 21.65° 21.91° 33912 30.27° 1.154 0.012
C18:0 48.17° 37.97° 7.40° 8.30° 1.920 0.013
C18:1n-9 2.03° 4.82% 5.04% 6.99° 0.454 0.051
C18:2n-6 2.23° 1.80° 0.96" 0.97° 0.116 0.025
C18:3n-3 0.06° 0.61° 0.65° 0.78° 0.032 0.002
t11- C18:1 15.10¢ 16.96™  24.56% 29.43° 1.146 0.020
c9,t11- C18:2 0.00° 4.73° 0.00° 1.83° 0.064 0.001
C20:5n-3 0.00° 0.00° 0.57° 0.26° 0.016 0.001
C22:6n-3 0.00° 0.00° 10.05° 3.01° 1.151 0.063

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

abed Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 4.5 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil
supplementation on pH, ammonia nitrogen (mg)/L and volatile fatty acids

(mol/100 mol) in fistulated cattle

ltem Control SBO FO SBO + FO SEM P-value
Pre - feeding
pH 6.94 6.87 6.89 6.93 0.019 0.238
NH;N 8.92 8.99 8.81 8.87 0.093 0.747
Acetic acid 67.63 67.77 67.97 67.64 0.771 0.273
Propionic acid 16.64 16.57 16.86 16.87 0.576 0.181
Butyric acid 15.73 15.66 15.17 15.49 0.772 0.391
A:P ratio 4.06 4.09 4.03 4.01 0.094 0.119

2 h after feeding

pH 6.92° 6.76° 6.76° 6.88° 0.016  0.027
NH;N 14.52° 15.18°>  19.23° 15.74° 0.380 0.024
Acetic acid 64.93° 57.06°  55.94° 62.58° 0.528  0.006
Propionic acid 20.96° 27.84%  28.69° 23.05° 0.376  0.002
Butyric acid 14.10 1510  15.38 14.37 0.262  0.294
AP ratio 3.10° 2.06° 1.96° 2.72° 0.038  0.001

4 h after feeding

pH 6.66 6.58 6.78 6.51 0.054  0.345
NH;N 5.68° 5.64° 8.27° 6.93% 0.334  0.048
Acetic acid 62.64 64.79 63.75 64.27 0.290  0.136
Propionic acid 23.62 22.18 24.07 22.07 0.558 0.448
Butyric acid 13.74 13.07 12.18 13.66 0561  0.674
AP ratio 2.66 2.92 2.69 2.92 0.070  0.355

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio
SEM = standard error of the mean

BWithin a row means without a common superscript letter differ
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Table 4.5 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil
supplementation on pH, ammonia nitrogen (mg)/L and volatile fatty acids

(mol/100 mol) in fistulated cattle (cont.)
ltem Control SBO FO SBO + FO SEM P-value

6 h after feeding

pH 6.72 6.52 6.54 6.42 0.053  0.299
NH;N 6.09° 6.50° 8.74° 7.68% 0.247  0.048
Acetic acid 66.94 68.48 63.67 64.03 1336 0476
Propionic acid 23.63 20.13 24.35 22.13 0.681  0.198
Butyric acid 9.43 11.39 11.98 13.84 0.735  0.251
AP ratio 3.05 3.40 2.63 3.02 0.092  0.111

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio
SEM = standard error of the mean

3BWithin a row means without a common superscript letter differ

4.4.5 n138agdaany DM CP NDF wag ADF
nstasuunsuluemslunisAnwiasellludnansenune readily soluble fraction (a)

waz potentially degradability fraction (b) 204819159 ukaL 1917 (Table 4.6) Wiio¥iinIs

aad

AUl effective degradability ldnuadnuunns1segedldudAynisadainn q out flow
rates (P>0.05) ¥NU84LA83AUAY crude protein degradability (CPD) 9849191159 readily
soluble fraction (a), potentially degradability fraction (b) wae effective degradability i
out flow rate 0.02, 0.05 kag 0.08 /h lignnsgnuainnisiaduiniu Weidsuidisutung
AIUAL (Table 4.7) d2u neutral detergent fiber degradability (NDFD) tag acid detergent

fiber degradability (ADFD) weswadnfiliilgsunansynuannasuiu (Table 4.8)
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Table 4.6 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil

supplementation on dry matter degradability (DMD) of concentrate and rice

straw in fistulated cattle

ltem Control SBO FO SBO+FO SEM P -Value

Dry matter degradability of concentrate

a 23.58 23.70 22.55 23.18 0.926 0.109
b 52.82 52.50 50.75 51.11 1.472 0.305
a+b 76.40 76.20 73.30 74.29 1.328 0.273
c, per h 0.045 0.043 0.042 0.045 0.012 0.315
dg, 0.02/h 0.67 0.67 0.66 0.67 0.007 0.923
dg, 0.05/h 0.60 0.60 0.61 0.62 0.005 0.636
dg, 0.08/h 0.59 0.59 0.57 0.58 0.004 0.500
Dry matter degradability of rice straw

a 19.50 19.30 19.90 19.53 0.260 0.206
b 40.24 40.33 42.37 41.40 2.538 0.809
a+b 59.74 59.63 62.27 60.94 2.284 0.850
c, per h 0.021 0.025 0.017 0.030 0.003 0.482
dg, 0.02/h 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.43 0.008 0.197
dg, 0.05/h 0.32 0.32 0.31 0.33 0.005 0.304
dg, 0.08/h 0.28 0.28 0.27 0.29 0.004 0.105

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean
a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;

b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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Table 4.7 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil

supplementation on crude protein degradability (CPD) of concentrate in

fistulated cattle

ltem Control SBO FO SBO + FO SEM P -Value

crude protein degradability of concentrate

a 29.34 29.23 30.23 30.07 1.233 0.134
b 61.53 61.83 62.20 61.87 0.986 0.194
a+b 90.87 91.06 92.43 91.94 0.248 0.278
C, per h 0.223 0.230 0.207 0.198 0.008 0.435
dg, 0.02/h 0.86 0.86 0.87 0.87 0.003 0.636
dg, 0.05/h 0.80 0.80 0.81 0.81 0.005 0.826
dg, 0.08/h 0.74 0.75 0.76 0.77 0.005 0.700

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean
a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;

b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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Table 4.8 Effect of soybean oil, fish oil and soybean oil combination with fish oil

supplementation on neutral detergent fiber degradability (NDFD) and acid

detergent fiber degradability (ADFD) of rice straw in fistulated cattle

ltem Control SBO FO SBO + FO SEM P -Value

Neutral detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 12.65 12.73 12.30 13.60 0.289 0.363
b 55.75 55.47 56.43 54.45 0.522 0.437
a+b 68.40 68.20 68.73 68.05 0.586 0.464
C, per h 0.017 0.017 0.015 0.019 0.002 0.472
dg, 0.02/h 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.40 0.013 0.713
dg, 0.05/h 0.27 0.27 0.26 0.24 0.012 0.756
dg, 0.08/h 0.23 0.23 0.22 0.25 0.003 0.125
Acid detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 12.13 12.30 11.05 10.15 1.141 0.271
b 50.25 49.27 53.75 50.95 8.605 0.357
a+b 62.38 61.57 64.80 61.10 9.075 0.384
c, perh 0.021 0.021 0.019 0.020 0.005 0.230
dg, 0.02/h 0.35 0.35 0.34 0.36 3.848 0.344
dg, 0.05/h 0.26 0.26 0.24 0.25 1.154 0.125
dg, 0.08/h 0.21 0.21 0.19 0.20 1.230 0.129

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;

b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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4.5 3150lHAN1INAABY

4.5.1 nabusiulunszwnzudn

9m31113 hydrogenation L‘ﬂlm%ul,ﬁ'a degree ¥®9 unsaturation Lﬁu%u (Harfoot and
Hazlewood, 1997) wuaiiSelunsumgniniieatosiunszuauns hydrogenation S1uun
pandu 2 ﬂfju A uag B 914 metabolic pathway fdeados (Kemp and Lander, 1984) Tu
nsdlfl PUFAs gn hydrogenate agsauysal wuafi3evis 2 ndu funuimddey wuafie
group A UsenaudieuuafiiSefiaiunsa hydrogenate PUFAs Ty t11-C18:1 &aldun
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens, Micrococcus sp. Wag Ruminococcus albus WUATILSE group B
loun Fucocillus dd1usiulunis hydrogenate C18:1 wag isomers iy C18:0 nanan
FINA19UINTEUIUNT bio-hydrogenation fia t11-C18:1 waz C18:0 (Abughazaleh et al.,
2002) nsui ¢11-C18:1 Tumsinwiadel Wunauannsiasy soybean oil wa fish oil 3
1@3u soybean oil %38 fish oil WiuAMEduves t11-C18:1 WoiUpuiiisufunguaiugy
A uLes t11-C18:1 Safiusntuiiewdsy soybean oil $2uAU fish oil ¥MusUALINU

[

Toral et al. (2010) w34 sunflower oil lWewns waswui t11- C18:1 uduegrafideddy
Meadn PududuTfistures t11- C18:1 vaieafuanududures C18:0 flanas 91nn1s
L@3% fish oil Lansdan1sLAA bio-hydrogenation ﬁiﬂiamgiiﬁ (Loor et al., 2004; AbuGhazaleh
and Jacobson, 2007; Fuentes et al., 2009) Mstimduvesnnududuves t11-C18:1 Wiowasy
dtfulunaunainnsiiiussiunsiasuves C18 UFAs iduansmadues t11-C18:1 uanaing
naesuhiularluewsiifiesdusznauresemstuegas Tnedl EPA uax DHA toundt 25%
W3suLiisuiu linoleic acid 910 sunflower oil fiuszansnmlunisifiunisluaniuves t11-
18:1 ilo¥nwnsEFuUMSENASIZA cisd,-trans11-C18:2 Tudeuadraiuveslauy nan1smaas
iBusudeya in vitro fwansfianisiaiu DHA Wsuileuiu soybean oil finsavau trans-
18:1 Wiy Tnatfiududs 6 Wi 98439fUn15LE30 DHA (AbuGhazaleh and Jenkins,
2004)

MUz Suasunszuaumsiaedudsliliuuadidewasy UFAs Ty
SFAs (Jenkins et al,, 2008) safinulunisAnwuadsd msiesutiulan westhsuanauti
famdes aneududuves C18:0 vusadientu Kim et al. (2008) 1a3u fish oil A1526U 2.3%
uaz 6.9% Tulamagneu uazuandlifiuin mnududuves C18:0 7 duodenum anasdy
GunsadlewSeudisusunguaiuan uenaint nsiesu microbial oil $aufu fish oil Tudadau
A9 9 @1u130an C18:0 Tunszmzniiniruliednu (Jale et al., 2009) AbuGhazaleh and

Jenkins (2004) dnenunisiUasukuasianeasdnauad FAs 1 ruminal batch culture Lilawasy
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DHA n15t&@331 DHA a@1unsaam C18:0 LLﬁZETUE?Qﬂ’]i bio-hydrogenation ¥83 oleic kay linoleic
acids \ilwa3u DHA fisediu 1, 2, 3 w3 4% DHA

nswfintues ruminal C16:0 Tulaflgsunisiesy FO Wunaunannsauld FAs sl
wiszly fish oil Usgnaudiey C16:0 Aauv1eae (45.77 ¢/100 of total fatty acids) hE
W3guiiauiu soybean oil (13.74 ¢/100 g of total fatty acids) lataeiisteauinusaneiu
(Kitessa et al., 2001a) 7ivhnn5ia3a protected tuna oil waz tuna oil W& MUIIAILLTLTY
289 C16:0 lunszimiensdnifia®u Loor et al. (2005) 1a3u fish oil sz 2.5% of total feed
DM &34 sunflower oil 7isséiu 5% of total feed DM uag linseed oil 752U 5% of total
feed DM Tulauwsug Holstein uazsissuinlafildfunisadmifulanfiniududures
C16:0 ganiudleSieunitsuiuladldsunisiata sunflower oil wa linseed oil

Tl sunsiasuidudarasiinududures C20:5 n-3 way C22:6n-3 lunszime
wnilaiisuiiisuiulaiildsuemsmuauuazemsiiasunndfudundes nnluiu PUFAS
wanlutifutanfie C22:6n-3 uag C20:5n-3 (30.42 and 7.93 g/100g of total fatty acids
Audnsu) Loor et al. (2005) 1e9ruinnnstesutinudarlule aunsafinanududuves
C20:5n-3 uay C22:6n-3 lunszimgmiin luvasiimsasuinsuaudawasinfunmuny Juliny
nsalathumaniflunssmnemin vhusaiienfiu Kitessa et al. (2001a) ¥nsiaSa tuna oil uas
rumen protected tuna oil Tuung waznuindaauiduduues C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 lu
nszmzndiniindudiowisufieutunduaiuau Dohme et. al. (2003) 184 Wi80TIN13
lipolysis lae bio-hydrogenation 484 DHA in vitro Lﬁﬂ%ﬂu ruminal batch cultures Wan1s
inssiumsasinisulaaunsaandesifusuecis lipolysis iag bio-hydrogenation 7l 24
H2lua 8151115 lipolysis anadan 83% viu 58% wasdns1n1s bio-hydrogenation anas
910 >90% 1Ju <30% torasutiudaniinen 12.5me t8u 125me da culture
AbuGhazaleh and Jenkins (2004) WulgutAganu3n DHA aqnieluain ruminal batch
cultures faghe rumen fluid ¥esla Holstein Tasiasifusiues DHA figapmeluann culture
anasan 60% wide 7% leszduves DHA Tu culture WisTuann 1% 4%

§wSU ruminal ¢9, t11-C18:2 Wie rumenic acid MsAnwASsinuI nsiasuigy
Sndes uarthiudundednduihiuua ansafuanuduiuiu dewieuifeusundy
muammzmjmﬁm%mﬁwﬂuﬂm Abughazaleh et al. (2002) latpesieauliiguiuii c9, t11-
C18:2 lunszimzniniinduegrefidfoddynieadn ewasy soybean oil, fish oil uaw
combination oil Tua13 Jalé et al. (2009) shnswaSuinduiiflesdusznoures C18:2n-6 o)
avsruduihiulafil C18:2n-6 Tudadiusing 1 waswuihnmadiudadiures C18:2n-6 aunsn

W €9, t11-C18:2 1P uLdunss
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4.5.2 nmsnaingaglunsziwiznsin

nsAnwefetinuinnisiasudsiulasasisudaviesan ruminal pH N15ANMYI
Fruaunamu Yanu amsievzia wasthifuadnavilinsAuldnguisanas (Wright et.
al. 2003, Donovan et. al, 2000, and Whitlock et. al., 2002) f94%71 Amorocho et. al.
(2009) Funanuirnisiuldifistwilowsy catfish oil Twemnsdu Shinefield et al. (2003)
wuindlerasuihiiutan ruminal pH anas FeduiusiumsiuldTnquisiianas agslsfinnu Tu
nsAnwasetl wudn ruminal pH anasiiesanldsrianmsiuldormstunas e Nevel
and Demeyer (1996) wugihi lulafild¥uinduilesdusznoutes C18:2n-6 aggs ruminal
oH anasan 6.8 1u 5.2 Amorocho et. al. (2009) 57697131 rumen pH anas Wloiaddy cat
fish oil Tuvauzdl Boeckaert et. al. (2008) 51897 N154&54 DHA algae luifiname ruminal pH
dowssuidisufunduaiuau uanaind Latham et al. (1972) uansl¥ifudn rumen pH
anad WuNau1InsEAUv lipolytic activity lunszinnguiinanas wazn1siia bio-
hydrogenation 483 UFAs Tunseinizmiinanasniey

Ruminal ammonia nitrogen Uuwnaslulasiaudinsunisasyivlnvesgaunidly
nszmnevln manisveasslunsanuadsinandidfiuinifularaunsoannnuiduduves
ammonia nitrogen lunszinizuiin 48aAdaatu Zhane et al. (2008) finuin NH,-N Tu
nszlnzndnanased9ltd1AYNSan Saduihdudansusuiduiiduurames linoleic
acid Tuwng Tumenssiudiy Gudla et al. (2012) Binuamuwans1auas ammonia nitrogen
Tunszingniin Woiasuhifudmdeshufuiifuuat wWisuifsuiunguauauitlailsiass
vidtu

NaveInSEsHTTuUaIse VFAs wudn dndauluanives acetic acid anas luvaued
Fndnuluansves propionic acid Wintuiidalusd 2 ndinsliens Tsaenndosiu Gudla et
al. (2012) m3anasesAududu acetate Waduifuluenms NUIIAINRANANY TV
DNA @13 cellulolytic bacteria (R. flavefaciens, B. fibrisolvens and R. albus) anaslunsel
Pdommsisidndiuonmaneudn (Martin et al,, 2002) Amorocho et. al. (2009) 578911477
cat fish oil am acetate to propionate ratio Feaonndosiu Lee et al., (2008), Keady and
Mayne (1999) lag Kim et al. (2008) difulandSudeunssuiunsusingeslunssmnzmin
danalsy molar A: P ratio amas msanweunthiisnenuinisulanldinasdednvar s
goslunszmeninuedaiitduasaiuln uifindadiuwosansaadu slucogenic: lipogenic
Tunszimendnvaslamegney (Shingfield et al., 2010) Lﬁulﬂlﬁ’jﬁﬂ’lil,ﬂgﬂuuﬂmgﬂLL‘U‘UﬂWi
wihdeslunszimeznsinilanuduiudfunavesiifutarrenisdesldlasuzlunsamnzmn

waznsasuLlatUsernsvesgauvsdlunseinievdn Toral et al. (2016) w@suindiulaiuay
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1%
o w [y 1

Utunueyiu nuaansaliudagdiuluansuss propionic acid eg1siitd1ANNana e
Souleuiungumuay Tuvaedl Jale et al. (2009) teSutiuniiesdusenauved omega 6 FAs
aggsludndiusing q nudremnsimasudidusiududndudaniiidadiuluaisves propionic

acid udu Turaedngdiuluanives acetic acid anas WaSouiisuiungualuay

4.5.3 n1358o8dans DM CP NDF was ADF
MsAnwYASIENUIN ATIETY SBO, FO wag SBO + FO liflnansgnuse DMD, CPD,
NDFD uwag ADFD @s@anadasiunanisnaasives Toral et al. (2009) Masutsiulansiusu

LY

drsfufiduunasuos C18:2n-6 luwny Evandro Maia Ferreira et al. (2015) i@3ussfudani
56U 2.5, 5 WAy 7.5 o/total feed DM lugnung waznwuin DMD, CPD, OMD way NDFD i
wansnsfuegreltedfynieada Fadsteeuduilinaiiueaieaty (Lee et al., 2008;
Shingfield et al., 2010; Toral et al., 2009, 2010) Oliveira et al. (2007) Lﬁ%Nﬁgﬂﬂﬂug‘Uﬁum
windundes warihifuduvies ignifuduihifuduvdesfinaludausonisdeslfidole
o uenansysuvedluiuudy wndsiiuwsnifuiinasonisdesduasnandndaiiguioat
Patra and Yu (2013; 2015) Wu1i121n136@33 long chain fatty acid annsadudanalnuasns
\An methanogenesis 1¢f uago1aUuIUAsuszvINTRAUNTE uagoadnalianNanAnL Az
fnuanas lnglufinansgnuisaunensyuiunisudngeslunssinnzminuaznisdesaaslu
nszwgwsin uenannil nsAne in vitro wes Szczechowiak et al. (2016) Wudn N5LESH
dsfudmdesswiuinsiuanliideaanenisdosaans DM, OM waz NDF agndlsfnny nsiasy
SBO + FO awsasiiu CP degradability agnsfiifedfanieadf Evandro Maia Ferreira et al.
(2015) wuzthi deiTilasuoTmsiiasainifudamass 40 o/ke DM asranuAududuves
ruminal ammonia aasandIeuifisuiudnilunduaiugu madununaduiiosuislddnen
Lﬁ@%ﬁﬂﬁiﬂiaugﬂéaaiuﬂﬁzwauﬁﬂa@aq wiou 9 AunTanasvesnisteulalusiulu total
digestive tract arududures ruminal ammonia wintwdudunsadiossiuisunaudisiu
Uanluemsifindu drsnnmsnawnuisiudamaesdeisudanludiunamndistusildns
wigivlavesgaunislunsemngninanas amnsnesurgldinisifiuturesaududy
ruminal ammonia tu 1ilesanninisldusslawyd ammonia lunszinnzndndinsunis

a

WIAUlAveRAunIdana

4.6 d3U
A543 fish oil wag SBO + FO @131150aAANUNTUYae C18:0 Tunsengndn 1l

Wisuiisuiulalunguatuausaglanlasunisasudnduiinies wiaiuisasiuaududy
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483 ruminal C20:5n-3 uag C22:6n-3 (P<0.05) wana1ni Usfudandssuazifunau sy
e t11-C18:1 wag c9,t11- C18:2 lunszimmzmiin (P<0.05) Mstasuiudandos
Lazihsfudmdssiufuitularawnsaandadiuluaisves acetic acid Tu rumen fluid # 2
Fluamdanisiiems uiiivdnasuluansues propionic acid @3u ruminal pH anas (P<0.05)
deesuifudundewaziiiuduvassanfuiifulan msasutsularanansaiiuay
Wudures ammonia nitrogen Tudalusdl 2, 4 waz 6 ndnslienms egrslsfiniy nsiasy
dhsfudalaifinasio DMD, CPD, NDFD uaw ADFD luns@nwn in situ (P>0.05)
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Uil 5
N13LAA ruminal bio-hydrogenation was fermentation AdUdAUBIRDNTTLETY
UduNi omega-3 fatty acid aggesaunuinsiularludnsndrunuanseiu

TuamslARNZNTZNNE

5.1 UNANLD
faqusrasduasnisnaaesndsiilensideunavasmalaiutnduaudadmiuinduan
Tudnsrdaurg ) #an19LAn ruminal bio-hydrogenation uag fermentation lulalaiznszinig
Tngldlanznseinnzdiuau 3 67 Tuunun13nAaediuy 3 x 3 Latin square design lavn@aae
Iasuomnsdu WUshu 14% Ussunas 4 kg/d wagnnadna 2.4 ke/d nqunaassUsenausy 1)
ieSushAuAn Ut uUaNeRs AU 2:1 w/iw fisEsu 3% of total feed DM; 2) a3ty
audnsruiuinduuaisnsndiu 11 wiw fiszu 3% of total feed DM; 3) L@3utinguaudn
srufuthdulandnsndau 1:2 w/w fiszsu 3% of total feed DM ustazaasnsnaaaslubaunis
MAaBY Latin square design dsvagiian 21 d lae 7 Juusniluszezusudia nansvaassnui
nsasuituaudnTinuitulandnsdin 1:2 wiw 7 3% of total feed DM inanandudi
W99 C20:5n3 wag C22:6n3 lunszinizminog it dAgn1saia (P<0.05) WBNNHNIESY
driududnsaufuisuladnsdin 1.1 ww iinanadudures t11-C18:1 pg19ltud1ALY
n9add ldnuauunnaeg1eiidedAges ruminal pH, ammonia nitrogen wag volatile
fatty acids eg13lsfinu 7 6 Falusmdinislionns dnanluansves propionic acid Suwwiliiy
g ululadilasu 2:1 w/w LSO+FO Taitld%u 1:1 w/w LSO + FO fiuaifausie ADFD
(P<0.05) wilsidswasia DMD, CPD waz NDFD (P>0.05)
5.2 unii

U990 Awugdlunisusiaansaladulidudiviin omega-3 d1vsunywduu

'
a

Tngtaniy C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 laifinduain 0.15 18w 0.65 g/d (Kris-Etherton et al.,
2000) ﬁ;zil,%uwmmwaﬁaﬁuﬁmamu‘iﬁ'mw ﬂimlmﬁuﬁﬁa@uﬁﬂﬁ (Scholljegerdes et al.,
2001) wazesrUsynavluideifondranie (Mandell et al, 1997; Scollan et al., 2001) Tula
o 6¥unansznunanesiussnouvesnsalutuly full-fat safflower seeds inaalua1ms
msltonsiifilufuitesdusenauves long chain poly-unsaturated fatty acids (LC-PUFAs)
agas anansagaeiinAdudues LC-PUFAs luiiiela (Mandell et al., 1997: Scollan et

al., 2001) LLazﬁmmaﬂIﬂuu (Lawless et al., 1998; Whitlock et al., 2002)
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nan1snaaesluundl 3 wuindadauves ruminal PUFAs iy Tusaisiidndiuves
ruminal SFAs anas Wewasuisuaudnsiufuisudandisssu 1:1 w/w at 3% of total feed
DM 13 utiisufunisiasutnsududn u3e Ca-linseed ol A1uLduduros C18 PUFAS
lngamig C18:2n-6 waz C18:3n-3 anad ns1zgn hydrogenate LUy C18:0 wioufiuass
41563na19 1 conjugated linoleic acid (c9¢11-C18:2) wag vaccenic acid (¢11-C18:1) &+
Lﬂuﬁmwﬁuﬁdﬂﬁmmﬁﬂﬁw (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997) Dohme et al. (2003) Wu3n
mna%uﬁwﬁuﬂm%ﬁdwammi lipolysis Wag bio-hydrogenation 984 C20:5n3 ey C22:6n3
dlewseuiieufiu C18:2n-6 Fvaenadasiunanisvnassues Gulati et al. (1999) Han1sNAGeT
ﬁmmLaaaﬁuﬁgﬂwﬂuﬂﬁwmaaa in vivo fidswalifinnsuinnisinariuves EPA waz DHA U
FagldEndrudu (Wachira et al, 2000) nnsiasuthsiutalulausnansldifiuindnnsiiutu
989 c9t11-C18:1 way t11-C18:1 Tuashusznauvestiu (Donovan et al., 2000) nslusfy
waaduasinansiitinaninns bio-hydrogenation C18:3n-3 uaw/wie C18:2n-6 Tunszimiz
it waiidesanludsiulandesiiusenauues C18:2n-6 uay C18:3n-3 Wpadntion Jads
amyagmléﬁWmiLa‘%mﬁ:’]ﬁuﬂmmmmé’ugﬂmilﬁm bio-hydrogenation ag19auysaives
C18:2n-6 uay C18:3n-3 iu91aunaseudilaildanntidulanlé (Bauman et al., 1999
AbuGhazalehet al., 2002; Whitlock et al., 2002) Astasuuulangau A udis
23AUsENaUTaY linoleic uag/v3e linolenic acid agas wansliiiuinduisnnsiifiussansam
SLumaLﬁjﬁ%ﬁU“UEN c9, t11-C18:2 Iuﬁﬂuu (Donovan et al., 2000) AbuGhazaleh et al.
(2003a) I¥asul4h nsasuemslauudeinduUarsmiuiidunnunasdu ifesdsenou
¥4 linoleic 1138 linolenic acids agge 1iunagnsiduszavsanlumsiiin 9, t11-C18:2 CLA
Tuiuy deduinguszasdvesniameaedlunssdl Wetssiliunavesmaiaiutisiududag iy
drsudanludadruunnsrafululaenznsyiniy de ruminal bio-hydrogenation wag

fermentation

5.3 gUnsaluazisnis

5.3.1 AN INAADILAZNNT IHDINNS

nsaflumsnnasnsailasiiunisang the Ethical Principles and Guidelines for
the Use of Animal fiutnlae National Research Council of Thailand 14lanznseing 3 67

luwnuN1INAABILUY 3 x 3 Latin square design lanndalasueinistu 14% CP Ussunn 4

1%
a ! [y o

ke/d wag1a?13 2.4 kg/d naunmassUsznaume 1) wluddududnsiuiuindiulaidnsdiu

(%
U a = ! e o

2:1 w/w 156U 3% of total feed DM: 2) iaSutinsiuaudnsiufuintuaisnsdiu 1:1 wiw

£ 1%
LY 0o W a a 1 v o w

N8RV 3% of total feed DM; 3) L@SUUILTUAUFASINAVUITUUBEATIEIN 1:2 W/w N15HU
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3% of total feed DM WAaz929n151Aa0lULNUNITNAGDY Latin square design Hi5z8g1a7

1%
v a o

21 d Wae 7 Suusniluszezuiu layndafiunlinuegedassuasgnidesianeilunen uaz

lpfuammImunguvaaas

5.3.2 ASINUA2DE1
WiaUseilu fatty acids Tunsemnvsin wazmsvsingaslunseimngnsin dumsunisiiu

fvEe NMINUShwiied1s warn1sinaAn pH Wuwudeatuluund 3 (e 3.3.3)

5.3.3 Msaasenluiiasu)ianis

5.3.3.1 N15ATITHRIAUTENBUNINLALIVE 18IS

MSRUAIBE19 1A NTIASIERRIRUTENB U BATve eI Wurueaiuly
unl 3 (Fde 3.3.4.1)

5.3.3.2 N5ILASIEH fatty acids Tue1s

FupeunsIELieE1LATNTIATIE fatty acid Tuoms wiloufuluunit 3 (Fade
3.3.4.2).

5.3.3.3 NN5ILASIEH fatty acids Tunsziwgudn

AswSEufaganazn1shasziiegwennallunszinsudn wileusuluuni 3
(U9 3.3.4.3).

5.3.3.4 N159LA51%H volatile fatty acid wag ammonia nitrogen

N5ATI¥I ruminal volatile fatty acids (VFA) wag ammonia N lu rumen fluid tJu
wudeniuluund 3 (e 3.3.4.9)

5.3.3.5 NM1sUINS8a8aa1avas DM, CP, NDF waz ADF

NS5 UUAIDE19DMTHAANTUINSEREEaNs DM, CP, NDF wag ADF iJuduideadiu
Tuunil 3 (hde 3.3.4.5)

5.3.4 ASATICHEDR

ﬁﬁa%aﬁmmuﬁmeﬁaaammmumimam 3 x 3 Latin squares design lagly

a o

ANOVA procedure of SAS (SAS, 1996) A2ULANKN9DE198TEEHN

[

FEMINNGUNTNAALY

v o

Usziliulay Duncan’s new multiple range test Tdszauauiiiydn

Torrie, 1980)

Y
Foyfl p<0.05 (Steel and
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5.4 HANTNABDY

5.4.1 99AUTENBUNINLATVRIDINITNAADY

pwdUsznaumaaiivesewnstu Wsdn dhiududn wasthiua fdlunimeaes
wanalilu Table 5.1 omnstulsenaumeinguina 89.6% LUshu 14.1% uagludu 3.7% dw

mauwia TusAu wagludu voeheadnilanviiiu 88.7%, 2.1% uay 1.8% mxaau Undiuildd

parUsEnauvedlatiu 100%

Table 5.1 Chemical composition of the experimental diets

ltems Concentrate  Linseed oil Fish oil Rice straw
Dry matter 89.6 100 100 88.7
.................. % of DM...coivieence.
Ash 8.2 18.1
Crude protein 14.1 2.1
Ether extract 3.7 100 100 1.8
Crude fiber 15.2 40.6
Neutral detergent fiber 40.1 76.1
Acid detergent fiber 20.4 53.2
Acid detergent lignin 4.9 17.1

'kg/100 kg concentrate: 30 dried cassava chip, 4 ground corn, 10 rice bran, 25 palm meal,
15 coconut meal, 6 dried distillers grains with solubles, 0.5 sodium bicarbonate, 6
molasses, 1 dicalciumphosphate (16%P), 1.5 urea, 0.5 salt and 0.5 premix. Premix:
provided per kg of concentrate including vitamin A, 5,000 IU; vitamin D3, 2,200 IU; vitamin
E,151U; Ca,85¢ P,6 ¢ K 95¢ Mg, 24¢, Na,21¢g Cl,34¢;S,3.2g¢; Co, 0.16 mg; Cu,
100 mg; I, 1.3 mg; Mn, 64 mg; Zn, 64 mg; Fe, 64 mg; Se, 0.45 mg.

asUsvnevvasnsaloiuluemnsty Wit didudude wasdhdulen waadilu
Table 5.2 nsnlasfu C18:2n-3 Wunsalusfumdnlu LSO (53.67% of total fatty acid) Yrsfuvan
(FO) Hidadiuves C22:6n-3 war C20:5n-3 awan (30.42% uaz 8.03 of total fatty acid
muaau) Tue sty nsalusiu C18:1n-9 (29.58% of total fatty acid) way C12:0 (22.72% of
total fatty acid) Wunsalusundn Tuvasfinsalutundnlunedg fe C16:0 (45.70% of total

fatty acid)
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Table 5.2 Fatty acid compositions (g/100 ¢ fat) of concentrate, rice straw and oils used

in the experiment.

Fatty acids Concentrate Rice straw Linseed oil Fish oil
C12:0 22.72 6.31 2.90 2.15
C14:0 7.80 8.25 0.35 4.40
C16:0 16.54 45.70 22.75 28.01
C18:0 2.50 0.15 0.22 6.10
C18:1n-9 29.58 24.74 14.90 14.40
C18:2n-6 17.19 11.35 2.73 1.73
C18:3n-3 0.25 ND 53.67 0.93
C20:5n-3 ND ND ND 8.03
C22:6n-3 ND ND ND 30.42
Others 3.42 3.50 2.48 3.73

ND = Not detected; Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0 + C23:0

5.4.2 msnulassausznaunanuasnsalusiu

nsAnwafailldeanuuuiiiesidanisiuldomsduuasredn uazauaudndiu
omstusiseaveliogi 60:40 (DM basis) (Table 5.3) faulayndafuensdu vhedn
wastsuTias e

nsfnwAs UM udndusnidulandiunsiuls C14:0 (16.56, 17.78 uay
18.99 ¢/d), C16:0 (83.54, 85.12 wag 86.70 g¢/d), C18:0 (7.30, 9.06 tag 10.82 ¢/d), C20:5n-3
(4.82, 7.23 uae 9.64 o/d) haz C22:6n-3 (18.31, 27.47 waz 36.62 o/d) \udunss luwauefinns
andnaruvesuaLEn ann1shulE C18:1n:9 (75.22, 75.07 way 74.92 ¢/d), C18:2n-6 (31.46,
31.16 uay 30.86 ¢/d) way C18:3n-3 (65.29, 49.47 uag 33.65 ¢/d) (Table 5.3) pegnalsinu

n1snule total fatty acid laiumananariy
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LSO + FO at 3% Of total feed DM

ltems SEM  P-value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w (1:2 w/w)
DM intake (kg/d)
Concentrate 3.58 3.58 3.58 - -
Rice straw 2.13 2.13 2.13 - -
Oil 0.18 0.18 0.18 - -
Total 5.89 5.89 5.89 - -
CP intake (g/d)
Concentrate 505 505 505 - -
Rice straw a4 a4 a4 - -
Total 509 509 509 - -
Fat intake (g/d)
Concentrate 133 133 133 - -
Rice straw 43 43 43 - -
Oil 180 180 180 - -
Total 356 356 356 - -
Fatty acid intake (g/d)
C12:0 37.32° 37.08° 36.87¢ 0.001  <0.001
C14:0 16.56¢ 17.78° 18.99° 0.001  <0.001
C16:0 83.54¢ 85.12° 86.70° 0.001  <0.001
C18:0 7.30¢ 9.06° 10.82° 0.001  <0.001
C18:1n-9 75.22° 75.07° 74.92¢ 0.001  <0.001
C18:2n-6 31.46° 31.16° 30.86° 0.001  <0.001
C18:3n-3 65.29° 49.47° 33.65° 0.001  <0.001
C20:5n-3 4.82¢ 7.23° 9.64° 0.001  <0.001
C22:6n-3 18.31° 27.47° 36.62° 0.001  <0.001
Others 11.07¢ 11.44° 11.81° 0.001  <0.001

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean; Others = C8:0 + C15:0

+ C20:1 + C21:0+ C23:0

2t \Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ
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5.4.3 nsalydulunszinizndn

i 2 Faluemdanslvioms TadildFunsiata 1:1 w/w LSO+FO at 3% of feed DM i
dndmves C12:0 Tunszimzningandn (P<0.05) 1adu o Tuvazdilafilddumsiaia 1:2 w/w
LSO+FO at 3% of feed DM i&nduves C22:6n-3 lunsziwmiznsingsiign sesasunldunlad
1#3un5Lau 1:1 w/w LSO+FO at 3% of feed DM aazlafildunisiaia 2:1 w/w LSO+FO
at 3% of feed DM f1ud"du (Table 5.4) 71 4 F2luandsnsle1vns dadruves C18:1n-9t Tu
nssingningsiigalulafiledfunisiad 1:1 wiw LSO+FO at 3% of feed DM saasnlsiurla
fldunsieta 1:2 w/w uag 2:1 w/w LSO+FO at 3% of feed DM muddtu Tuvaziidndu
w93 C20:5n-3 war C22:6n-3 lunseimizudin TafildSunisiady 1:2 ww LSO+FO at 3% of
feed DM 2zganinlafild3unsiada 1:1 w/w wag 2:1 w/w LSO+FO at 3% of feed DM 9813

HdedAgn1eada (P<0.05) eg19lsnanu 91 6 alusnasnisiiens lufiauuanmaieass

dnaruvasnsalusiulunszmnzugn

5.4.4 msvsingaglunsziwiendin
N134E3HN LSO+FO nndnsndiu lilinanseynusia ruminal pH, NH-N, VFAs uag A:P ratio

Tunndalusndenistienms

5.4.5 n158agaaty DM CP NDF wag ADF

Iumiﬁﬂwm%ﬂﬁ readily soluble fraction (a) ez potentially degradability fraction
(b) veaingquiite s tunannet liwansnsiuedaflidedAgynisada annnisiasy LSO +
FO ludndnusng 9 7 3% of total feed DM 91nNaN1SNAGIFINE 111l calculated
effective DM degradability lduansnsiumie ( P>0.05) (Table 5.6) og1slsinnu effective DM
degradation vaan1ad7 out flow rate 0.02 /h Fwwilifuanas ewddy 1:1 w/w LSO + FO
(P=0.069) (Table 5.6)

AsLasu LSO + FO Tudadqusng o lufinansgynuse crude protein degradation 494
91TV ‘1711‘1/Jﬂ out flow rate (P>0.05) (Table 5.7) 8814¢lsfinu rate constant of potential
degradation fuwilduanas (P=0.073) Wlewasu 1:1 w/w LSO + FO lue1wns (Table 5.7)

N15L@sH 1:1 w/w LSO + FO am ADF potential degradability 993W13%17 (P<0.05) e
Wiguilguiunsiasu 2:1 w/w wag 1:2 w/w LSO + FO (Table 5.8) agnalsnnnu ldwuaau

WANKINIYBY ADF tiag NDF effective degradability ﬁnﬂ out flow rates (Table 5.8)
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Table 5.4 Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on ruminal fatty acid
profile in fistulated cattle (g/100g fatty acids).

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM

ltems SEM P-value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w
Pre - feeding

C12:0 5.54 5.91 6.80 0.183 0.193
C14:0 5.37 6.92 5.96 0.150 0.329
C16:0 32.38 32.01 31.86 0.292 0.380
C18:0 50.16 48.94 49.09 0.529 0.599
C18:1n-9¢ 3.66 3.12 3.43 0.093 0.265
C18:2n-6¢ 2.89 3.08 2.85 0.216 0.875

2h after feeding

C12:0 4.80P 5.232 4.79° 0.090 0.041
C14:0 4.82 5.66 5.93 0.473 0.181
C16:0 25.59 28.13 29.44 3.854 0.564
C18:0 7.68 8.07 7.17 2.044 0.871
C18:1n-9t 29.27 28.78 22.04 4.419 0.285
C18:1n-9¢c 6.69 6.06 6.57 0.954 0.773
C18:2n-6t 1.28 1.13 0.84 0.143 0.120
C18:2n-6¢ 7.41 572 5.30 1.139 0.260
C18:3n-3 4.43 4.29 4.71 0.115 0.399
c9,t11 C18:2 1.94 0.42 13 2.640 0.800
t10,c12 C18:2 0.86 0.43 2.28 0.718 0.155
C20:5n-3 1.31 1.57 1.11 0.328 0.410
C22:6n-3 3.92° 4.51° 8.52° 0.323 0.045

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

bWithin a row means without a common superscript letter differ.



75

Table 5.4 Effect of Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on ruminal fatty

acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100g fatty acids) (cont.)

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM

ltems SEM P-value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w
4h after feeding
C12:0 5.10 5.25 4.82 1.193 0.908
C14:0 5.97 5.13 5.63 0.844 0.573
C16:0 30.04 27.19 31.73 4.023 0.506
C18:0 8.62 6.80 8.23 2.435 0.683
C18:1n-9t 26.95¢ 36.43° 31.04° 2441 0.039
C18:1n-9c 5.38 5.33 a4.67 0.469 0.316
C18:2n-6¢ 4.53 2.75 1.00 1.552 0.204
C18:3n-3 4.11 3.56 3.71 0.170 0.181
c9,t11 C18:2 1.31 2.02 1.39 1.131 0.740
c9,c11 C18:2 1.38 0.00 0.00 1.383 0.500
t10,c12 C18:2 2.53 0.00 0.00 2.530 0.500
t9,t11 C18:2 0.00 0.00 0.62 0.620 0.500
C20:5n-3 0.26° 0.55° 0.83° 0.114 0.049
C22:6n-3 4.00¢ 4.99° 6.33° 0.185 0.040
6h after feeding

C12:0 a4.79 5.08 4.24 0.355 0.187
C14:0 6.05 6.22 4.47 1.413 0.416
Cl6:0 29.39 31.32 33.18 1.425 0.158
C18:0 8.91 7.45 7.92 1.661 0.624
C18:1n-9t 37.13 35.92 37.26 4.074 0.967
C18:1n-9c 3.35 3.95 3.96 0.286 0.186
C18:2n-6¢ 4.50 3.34 2.75 0.747 0.189
C18:3n-3 0.59 0.47 0.36 0.480 0.856
C20:5n-3 1.58 1.57 1.54 0.231 0.969
C22:6n-3 3.71 4.68 4.24 1.181 0.661

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

2 \Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 5.5 Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on pH, ammonia

nitrogen (mg)/L and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol) in fistulated cattle

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM

ltems SEM P-value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w
Pre - feeding
pH 6.87 6.89 6.87 0.052 0.988
NH;N 11.68 12.44 11.20 0.272 0.358
Acetic acid 64.70 64.60 64.80 0.486 0.986
Propionic acid 22.90 22.40 22.47 0.310 0.773
Butyric acid 12.40 12.90 12.73 0.173 0.529
A:P ratio 5.21 5.03 5.18 0.107 0.619
2 h after feeding
pH 6.54 6.51 6.62 0.017 0.223
NH;N 22.82 23.64 21.98 1.042 0.826
Acetic acid 66.22 63.96 66.80 1.804 0.805
Propionic acid 23.05 24.87 22.79 1.458 0.831
Butyric acid 10.73 11.27 10.41 0.471 0.795
A:P ratio 2.97 2.58 2.99 0.294 0.776
4 h after feeding
pH 6.46 6.33 6.41 0.037 0.484
NH;N 8.13 8.12 8.38 0.254 0.895
Acetic acid 64.53 66.90 65.18 1.169 0.732
Propionic acid 23.92 21.73 24.19 1.052 0.644
Butyric acid 11.55 11.37 10.63 0.298 0.525
A:P ratio 2.76 3.09 2.71 0.170 0.669




77

Table 5.5 Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on pH, ammonia
nitrogen (mg)/L and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol) in fistulated cattle

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
ltems SEM P-value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

6h after feeding

pH 6.50 6.44 6.31 0.063 0.572
NH3N 6.71 5.46 6.23 0.413 0.522
Acetic acid 66.95 65.03 64.19 0.565 0.322
Propionic acid 21.15 23.20 24.09 0.285 0.096
Butyric acid 11.89 11.77 11.72 0.281 0.965
A:P ratio 3.17 2.81 2.70 0.051 0.114

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio

SEM = standard error of the mean
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Table 5.6 Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on dry matter

degradability (DMD) of concentrate and rice straw in fistulated cattle

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
ltem SEM P —Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

Dry matter degradability of concentrate

a 24.73 22.50 22.23 2.754 0.442
b 43.53 43.20 43.50 2.098 0.997
a+b 68.28 65.70 65.73 2.342 0.648
c, per h 0.195 0.146 0.209 0.025 0.126
dg, 0.02/h 0.63 0.64 0.63 0.010 0.878
dg, 0.05/h 0.59 0.58 0.59 0.010 0.882
dg, 0.08/h 0.55 0.54 0.56 0.010 0.868
Dry matter degradability of rice straw
a 16.07 15.03 16.27 0.552 0.676
b 50.33 49.50 a7.87 1.764 0.855
a+b 66.40 64.53 64.13 1.372 0.794
¢, per h 0.017 0.021 0.024 0.002 0.457
dg, 0.02/h 0.43 0.40 0.43 0.002 0.069
dg, 0.05/h 0.30 0.29 0.30 0.003 0.388
dg, 0.08/h 0.26 0.24 0.26 0.003 0.366

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean ;a = the intercept of
the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".
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Table 5.7 Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on crude protein
degradability (CPD) of concentrate in fistulated cattle

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
ltem SEM P —Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

Crude protein degradability of concentrate

a 22.39 22.47 23.17 2.004 0.131

b 55.98 55.80 52.47 1.125 0.202
a+b 78.27 78.27 75.63 0.659 0.360
C, perh 0.308 0.280 0.324 0.032 0.073
dg, 0.02/h 0.76 0.74 0.75 0.010 0.756
dg, 0.05/h 0.74 0.72 0.73 0.008 0.600
dg, 0.08/h 0.73 0.70 0.71 0.008 0.521

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean;
a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;
b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of '0".
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Table 5.8 Effect of different ratio of LSO+FO supplementation on neutral detergent fiber
degradability (NDFD) and acid detergent fiber (ADFD) of rice straw in fistulated

cattle

LSO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
[tem SEM P —Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

Neutral detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 12.33 12.07 12.63 0.506 0.883

b 52.28 51.40 50.33 0.371 0.973
a+b 64.62 63.47 62.96 0.395 0.864
c, per h 0.020 0.018 0.017 0.001 0.693
dg, 0.02/h 0.37 0.38 0.40 0.003 0.128
dg, 0.05/h 0.24 0.26 0.26 0.003 0.269
dg, 0.08/h 0.20 0.21 0.21 0.003 0.103

Acid detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 5.57 6.87 5.60 0.262 0.272

b 43.17° 37.90° 43.83° 0.416 0.046
a+b 48.73° 44.77° 49.48° 0.225 0.023
C, perh 0.059 0.058 0.045 0.001 0.079
dg, 0.02/h 0.37 0.35 0.35 0.005 0.261
dg, 0.05/h 0.28 0.26 0.25 0.004 0.182
dg, 0.08/h 0.23 0.22 0.21 0.003 0.103

LSO = linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean ;a = the intercept of
the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b".

5.5 397150INAN1TNAABY

5.5.1 nsalasiulunsziwizngin

nsuistuudunswesdndiu C20:5n-3 uag C22:6n-3 lunsumnzusinueslaitlasu
dfutan @ 4 dhluandensisomns Wunaayieuananiinisauld C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3
6N 9miifulan ﬁaﬁmmziﬂfwﬁuﬂmﬁaqﬁﬂizﬂawmﬂsﬂiﬂﬁuﬁgﬂaaa%ﬁmﬁagqq (Table 5.2)

nan1sneaswinuafelnulalaes1eauld (Kim et al, 2008) ngdunanuinnissasuisulan
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fiseiU 2.3% war 6.9% @1ansaufial C20:5n-3 wag C22:6n-3 WWudunse (a1n 0.27 1w 0.48
WAy 0.83 mg way 910 0.14 1Ty 0.39 uay 1.01 mg MNE1RU) ¥iueadeaiu Palmauist and

Griinari (2006) L@Sutnsiudafisesiu 0, 0.33, 0.67 kA 1.00% TuaMNSIAUN LATNUINAINY

£
=

daduwes C20:5n-3 uay C22:6n-3 ludhundfintufudunsailoddniuuaniiuty eelsh
A1 Chow et al. (2004) s1891uimsiasuintulalifnasedads lipolysis WagN13
Uanuaos PUFA uiavin wdsannisuu 24 $alus nsvanUaes C20:5n-3 waz C22:6n-3
910 TAG flifles 0.7 (£0.073) wWisuldfudeyafinulae Dohme et al. (2003) ilovinisus
C20:5n-3 + C22:6n-3 581N 1.7 kag 22.8 mg N15MAaedwae Chow et al. (2004) Wu3a1n1s
lipolysis w09 C20:5n3 WAy C22:6n3 Tuagfuseiumaiady daldsumstusuainnisdunuaes
Dohme et al. (2003) 115 lipolysis 983 C20:5n3 wag C22:6n3 zininAnadens lipolysis
L@ue haznns lipolysis 49e C18:2n6 Wway C18:3n3 fiAfistunnugiduan 0.24 uaz 0.21
w&191n 6 Falus 18U 0.77 waz 0.74 ndsa N 24 Halua (Chow et al,,2004)

nsAnwadail nsiasu 2:1, 1:1.and 1:2 w/w LSO+FO i 3% of feed DM i
Nans¥NUADdRdILYE C18:2n-6 WAz C18:3n-3 Tunszimnzmiinlunndluamdsnislfeimns
n1sAulA C18 carbon atom fiAuuana1sedsidedrdgynieaia sgnslsinin lanunns
Wasuwlaweansalusulunszimznidn lunsfinw in vitro Chow et al. (2004) wansliifiu
1115430 apparent bio-hydrogenation w94 C18:2n-6 Wag C18:3n-3 luflnansgnuainnig
wSuthdulan eghslsfiniu EPA way DHA 8asgn bio-hydrogenate \figuintioendsain 24
Falus Wisuifieuiu 6 $lus uaz hydrogenate C22:6n-3 2zi/aunin C20:5n-3 L@u® A3
hydrogenate 1 20:5n-3 WA C22:6n-3 %uasjﬁ’mzﬁumim‘%mﬁwﬁuﬂm fiszsumaiasuningy
Uanfisnaeiinig bio-hydrogenate 110 @un1s lipolysis 209 C18 PUFA laiiiunin 0.41
w&n 6 Falus Tuvauei apparent bio-hydrogenation 2z041177111 0.70 NA@N1INAABINDU
Wi nszuaums Upolysis dlunsstaunsiiens s1ia (Chow et al,, 2003) Wieaiu
N15UUN"T lipolysis nswasuifulanldiinansznusie apparent bio-hydrogenation 94
C18:3n-3 uaz C18:2n-6 waznafinuuIfne msqagmmaqﬂﬁﬂlmﬁummﬁﬁmsﬁuimzﬁu
Weiu nansdunuriueafatulunsiinw in vitro lseaulee Gulati et al. (1999) ile
Fmsvnudathesiufuindulan violdldsaututifudal daunisvaass in vivo ves
AbuGhazaleh et al. (2002) uanslfiuinlifinnuuanatsededfitodAgrotesnussnau
ruminal C18:2n-6 va3dnifilésusnisiflesrusznaues extruded soybean s fish
oil/extruded soybean yiusa@lIiy Wachira et al. (2000) $1891UlUINUAIULANAIIVD

duodenal flow 484 C18:3n-3 Wileasy linseed %se linseed/fish oil



82

AIUTuYes C18:0 Tunndaluandinistieinis Tunisfinwaseilladuansieiu

[

sEmInguvaaes WWuiuudainhdulaidudinisiin complete bio-hydrogenation Tuidu

%
[y [y

C18:0 waznansenuilTuagiuseaunsiasudidulan nan1svaaeenssilaennnediunisAn

] £

in vivo 983 Wachira et al. (2000) 15189uidinisivaniuves C18:0 Ttdldidndqusiugs

' v
a A o w a

niegnaditedfymeadalusnsiiasuituaudadioisuieuiulunsiasuiuaudn
saufuifulan msanwadeilgmuiniinisfiatues t11-C18:1 lunsziwizusin 71 4 $alug
w&an1slions Wiewdusie 1:1 wiw LSO+FO i 3% of feed DM wWisuiisufiunisiady 1:2
w/w LSO+FO ua 2:1 w/w LSO+FO thifudanduansdudamsiaey t17-C18:1 U C18:0

v
a a o

fifiuszansnm wazdsfunauseninsitududauazdfularanunsolinanan t11-C18:1
(undadadues CLA Tulasfusa) lﬁmﬂﬁqm (Palmaquist et al., 2005) Favasinsfulanse trans-
18:1 Judulds Tunauziinasie de novo synthesis vosnsalusiududunss mslddriuvan
W unsaturated C18 FAs anninsfumunzfuanansaan C18 FA Wudnse uazdudsie de
novo synthesis (Baumgard et al., 2000) Chow et al. (2004) wanslidtuinnisiindnaiuves
ihsutaluidunay viliAnensazay t11-C18:1 WnTueghiiteddads wenainil Wachira
et al. (2000) ewiiinisluariuves trans C18:1 figldEndr uduiinTy 63% ey
drsfulanluomsunsdidudadudaludiulseneu Ssdenadosiunisiiudues t11-C18:1
f9 54.9% Tun1s@nw in vitro Mva3u LO+FO fisediu 4% vinusafienfiu Donovan et al.
(2000) sNE UM RTURaTesuarAoiliowes t17-C18:1 waz c9,t11 CLA Tutua iewia
dnaauved EPA + DHA (0.3-5.78 /100 ¢ total dietary FA) Fadenadosiudnaiuaes EPA +

DHA u substrates (0, 2.5 wag 5 of EPA + DHA #® 100 g total FA)

5.5.2 nMsuaingaalunsziwiznsin

MSViN C18:3n-3, C20:5n-3 wag C22:6n-3 Tuommslaufiaifinesrusenauved long-
chain fatty acid lutiua ldenavandesdamuicdsenisls Usslevduosnsiiuloduiis
29AUsENBUYY PUFAs agadluaimsinenagnitialagnansenuileausienssuiunisvdnly
nsziwznsin Tngnisanaues cellulolytic activity vesqaunidlunssimeviin lushuiiaduena
Ael#iAn rumen acidosis Iauiiu egrdlsfiny Yymfiddaluudvesanudululdlunsiiy
C20:5n-3 uaz C22:6n-3 fia n154ia bio-hydrogenation ag1sunvaensabusiumaniily
NITINIZUNN @10150aAN15LAA bio-hydrogenation 983 PUFAs Tunsgiwgniinlanisni sl
amstuluuiunainn (Doreau and Ferlay, 1994) dswalidinisidsuiuszves trans-C18:1
Ju €18:0 Yewas nanovaussiimuisadesiunsiasuutasszansveuuniise

(Latham et al., 1972) uazanszauves pH (Kalscheur et al.,, 1997) pg19lsiniu AsAN®IATS
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i wusEeu ruminal pH Liflanuuansnsegadidoddgmaadalunndalumdsnslienms
dlellaldsuihsunauifdndausing q fu wadoradumszinssfnusinamsirensuas
nsmuAdndIuYeIesTudersinlined uazludadmuiiliviilviszdu pH Wasuudas
suazlidmanaUsyyinsveswuaiiselunseiwizmin Loor et al. (2004) wugthinluwvianealy
fiszdures ruminal pH azdsuudaslunisine in vivo e 9 fiin1sannisiia bio-
hydrogenation Lazo1atimiiuiniladuauy q 7gvlinTIv Wy Unameuiwazsasnisgey
aangveandiluoms muaIsalunSaEaNaIIAINA19Y0INTEUIUNIS bio-hydrogenation
Tunszingnsin lunsdiiliemsiislomnstuduesduszneveggs nmsfinwwyes Keady and
Mayne (1999) wuinnsiasutintutaniisesu 0, 150, 300 way 450 ¢/d luifinansgnune
ruminal pH WuLAgIAURaueIN1SANY1989 (Toral et al., 2009) Tne Toral et al. (2009) 14
@Suiunanfiuszneussifulatlusysuiiunnaneiy waznuilifnansznusie ruminal
oH Fedenadosunsane in vivo Aeunthil Mldundsveslusiufiunndieiu Sesudaingiy
Uanuazinguniunsiu (Fievez et al, 2003: Beauchemin et al., 2007) Tunisnsefudn
Shingfield et al. (2003) SEUMIRLTUES ruminal pH deasuidulaluemmstau 3
ArduiusfunisanasuesnsiuldTnguis vlinulumsfnunaded

AMULDNTUYDY ruminal ammonia nitrogen lunsAnwaseillignnssnuegied

1%
a o o

fodrdgneailaoninasuidulunndlumdnslioms aenadosfuiunnasives
Gudla et al. (2012) fiasuiduvarsinfuiiusu 9 tagsrwuIliinase ruminal
ammonia nitrogen iatUFguiiiaufunguilaildiasuthiiu vhusafeaiu Toral et al. (2009)
isuinsulaniiszau 3 ¢/d uaz 10 g/d Tuung wagliwuda ruminal ammonia nitrogen
arusnanstuiioTeuiisufunduaunu Keady and Mayne (1999) iaSutiiuuandisedu

o w a

150g/d way 300 g/d wunluliauuana el ied Ay 9Ei Ao UTLTUTDY ruminal

o

ammonia nitrogen ag13bsAnu IlaaSuandasedv 450 o/d Avnududuaes ruminal
ammonia nitrogen WisTu saduuzirimsliinansenuegeditoddymisadanennududy
8999 ammonia %130 VFA 1ingnannIsiin deamination w8 amino acids
Fneruszminniniulauaziuaudafiuanmsiulunisinvedeiliinansznuse
AULUTUTBS ruminal volatile fatty acid nan1snaassitusaieiuflaagsieauld (Toral

et al., 2009) NMsANYINBUNTIN Doreau and Chilliard (1997) Iawasutsuuarivay 1 de

al

wagasUinisiasuiniuinsedu 200 ¢/d lildawansenusieguuuunsndngeslunseimiendn
TuvazNdasunszau 400 ¢/d 9gan molar proportion U84 acetate wsLiia molar
proportion 984 propionate #ain15e1M1T 6 Faluslun1sAnwrasail molar proportion ¥4

propionate fuuilduiiadu (P = 0.096) Walalasuiiuvanludadiungs annsdnwives
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Keandy and Mayne (1999) wumstEsuThduanissdu 150 way 300 ¢/d lifimansznuse
molar proportion ¥84 propionic acid wiiilowadudisedu 450 g/d molar proportion U84
propionate Lﬁ'wﬁu Ws molar proportion U84 acetate anag NITAAAIVDIAMULTUTUVD S
ruminal acetate \JunanauauasUn@venisiasuingulat (Doreau and Chilliard, 1997;
Fivez et al., 2003; Toral et al., 2009) vidothuiiduumraares linoleic acid (Zhang et al,,
2008) winltiudatuayuauyfigiuiiin PUFAs nauansauanansalunstiudiouuadiGed
NA® acetate (Toral et al., 2009) agnslsAniy LLUﬂﬁL%EJLMdWﬁIﬁ’mﬁLWy:Lﬂu fibrolytic bacteria
wilunsnaaesndiinuinmsasudstudanlidmwansenuse fiber digestibility Fewiloufuiiu
mamimaaﬁu 9 (Lee et al., 2008; Shingfield et al., 2010; Toral et al., 2009, 2010)
uaﬂmﬂﬁf Doreau and Chilliard (1997) §451891UN158AR9UDIANNTUTUYDY ruminal
acetate Wowduhiuuan nsanaswesmududures acetate anaitdiuilrannsdunssi
de novo fatty acid lusionadiainuy Gedeans acetate 1Wuansiady (Doreau and Chilliard,

1997)

5.5.3 n1seageaane DM, CP, NDF was ADF

msgesanmeinguiswatenmsdunagshainilunmsfnuedsdldgnnssmulaethdunas
Pdndrnumnaneiy Feaenadasiu Keady and Mayne. (1999) Fvnswasuisiutandaus 150
g/d D9 450 g/d iuIﬂLWﬁ;:Imau waglinuanuLanAIueInN1sdasaatuuas DM, NDF uag ADF
Annet et al. (2008) iSutisudaniisesu 40g¢/d Tuung WUNANISNAABITULAEINY A vty
Uanldilwasiensgenaans DM, CP, NDF way ADF egslsfinny wisulandisssiu 40g/d il
waltufiududsvansnisdosldves ADF (P=0.08) nan1snaaedlidenadesiunisinulunds
finsiasy 1:1 wiw LSO + FO an potential degradability w@sWstMosliEdAYNISERA
(Table 5.8) Liu et al. (2012) s1eauinUseminsvetsuafiseiineadasiunissendslonaznis
bio-hydrogenation azmauauassie PUFA lal satunanssnuvesnisiasy PUFA sio wuafiise
TunszmneninA2579sA 52988 Urlnva L UATISBLaNIZLINNINS1UIUUTEYINTHINLA
uon9 Nl Kamaleldin Abuelfatah et al. (2016) a3U1 naasanisiududnasdioatiuayuns
Wasulszrnsvesqdunislunssmendn fannadui 2 ssfuanusnandssrinses £,
succinogenes, R. flavefaciens wag R. albus Fadu cellulolytic bacteria ﬁﬁ’]ﬁﬁﬁ?jﬂ lapgng
Hded1Agyni9ads n1stasy 1:1 w/w LSO + FO fuualuuan potential dry matter
degradability 7i out flow rate 0.02 /h (Table 5.6) wag rate constant Y84 potential
degradation 484 ADF (Table 5.8) Wialuun158m rate constant 13¥ALTINITANAIVBINT

doglgiiely (Sutton et al., 1983: Van Nevel et al., 1993) wenanil Yang et al. (2009) wu11
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Tafilésunsiasuthifuasdisiuiu cellulolytic bacteria sinth aguiiourasduanimayinly
rurninal digestibility ¥as NDF (56% v. 519%) uas ADF (53% v. 50%) sandn msanwassiflyl
wunansznulumaauvesdnduiduiiunndsiudenisgosaansves TnquitaiasTusiu s
aamﬂé’aqﬁ’mu%u 9 (Lee et al., 2008; Shingfield et al., 2010; Toral et al., 2009, 2010;
Evandro Maia Ferreira et al. 2016)

5.6 @3U

AsiEsa 1:2 w/w nnsfududnsauiuinsiudan 7 3% of total feed DM anunsauiia
C20:5n3 way C22:6n3 lunseimgnsinldegnadiodfynieadn (P<0.05) luvaed 1:1 w/w
LSO+FO anunsawfivaududuves t11-C18:1 Tunssimzuvinldegaifadfaynieada nis
Anukadsiflinuanuuansnawes pH, ammonia nitrogen kag volatile fatty acids 5¥1319ngY
Maneaes agelsfniy Aalued 6 ndanslienmsnisady 2:1 w/iw LSO+FO Suwdldiuiu
Fneniluansues propionic acid @SS 1:1 w/w LSO + FO 7 3% of total feed DM an
ADFD (P>0.05) unlifinasio DMD, CPD wag NDFD (P>0.05)
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Uil 6
N13LAA ruminal bio-hydrogenation was fermentation AdUdAUBIRDNTTLETY
UduNi omega-6 fatty acid aggesaunuinsiularludnsndrunuaneneiu

TuamslARNZNTZNNE

6.1 unAnea
fngUszasdvaansnaaesnsilifionsraeunavasnnaiuthifudavdossuiuthy
Uanfidndruuansdiaiusie ruminal bio-hydrogenation wag fermentation Tulawaisnszinis
Tngldlaznseimzdiuin 3 # 3ndu 3 NGUNITNAGBIRUWNUNITNAGBILUY 3 x 3 Latin
square design 1AnNFazlasueImiIstu WUsAN 14% Uszaa 4 ke/d waznnat1a 2.4 kg/d

naunaasslsenaume 1) idsuthdutnassniuduiidudaidnsdn 2:1 w/w Nsgau 3% of

(% '
[

total feed DM; 2) w@Suninsiudmaessmiuinsiulaisnsndiu 1:1 w/w fisesu 3% of total
feed DM; 3) s TuAutsula R 1:2 wiw AisEdu 3% of total feed
DM uhagt9n13vaa0dluLiun1snaas Latin square design fszeziian 21 d ay 7 Juusn
WuszezuSud nan1svaassnudn 2:1 w/w SBO+FO 7 3% of total feed DM @1ansaLiiy
t11-C18:1 lpognsditudAeynisadn 7 2 wag 6 Tluandinsltevng uay c9, t11-C18:2 71 2
way 4 $aluamdannsliennas uenaindl 2:1 w/w SBO+FO Safiumnududuaes C20:5n-3
way C22:6n-3 Tunsziwnzusinldegratoddaymieadn (P<0.05) n1sAnwaseifldnuniny
uananaves pH Tuyndluandsnislrenns win 2 $2lusmdsnnslsiens ruminal ammonia
nitrogen azgenindlalaiuindulailudndufigedu dndruvesihiuuafigeiuaiunsoan
dndruluansves acetic acid wiiindnaauluandaes propionic acid 7 4 H3luandanasle

9115 N3URUAANEYDY DM, CP, NDF Uag ADF ldgnnsenuainnisiasuigiu

6.2 UNii

Conjugated linoleic acid (CLA) 1Judn wnuvdanieves functional nutrients 1ias
wseiuselevinaaunmueuyLd Wy anmsiintiiesen (Ha et al, 1987) antaduidowos
atherosclerosis (Lee et al., 1994) LLazLﬁmQﬁﬁmﬁﬂiﬂ (Miller et al., 1994) IagUn® CLASs 9%
Qﬂa%fwﬁummﬁmwmuszijqmil,ﬁﬂ bio-hydrogenation ¥84 C18-polyunsaturated fatty
acids l#un C18:2n-6 %30 C18:3n-3 Tnpgduvidlunszimendn CLA fioglulutudniifeades
aansngnaaaTEilagrunszUIUNT desaturation 184 t11-C18:1 Fauansinanamdnyes

ASZUIUNIT ruminal hydrogenation (Bauman and Griinari, 2003) AsHNTuves t11-C18:1
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way c9, t11-C18:2 annsaldannisiasunngiu vewdaivtinsuiilesdUseneuves PUFA o8
g9 wAedmdes (Ludden et al, 2009) Munziu (Nodi et al., 2007) wivdudn (He et al,,
2011)

Slolaldsuihitu vieawnsiidluduedgs funouusnienis lipolysis Tnglusuflariale
31N81M1531UIUNINA1U1T0gN hydrolyze lagteulesivaswuailisalunssimiendn 819
Anaerovibrio lipolytica wa¥ Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997)
Funausslulunsaunueladlusiulunssimemsin Aen1s hydrogenate unsaturated 18-
carbon fatty acids 1Ut8u C18:0 dns1n15iiin hydrogenation Lﬁuﬁumﬂu degree of
unsaturation (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997) LL‘UﬂViL‘%Eﬂum‘zwawﬁﬂﬁﬁm“ﬁmﬁu
AT¥UIUNIT hydrogenation Qﬂﬁ%mﬂaam{‘]u 2 mju A group A Lag group B bacteria
(Kermp and Lander, 1984) §1alifinn1s hydrogenation vea PUFA agnsauysel dludos
EL%LLUﬂﬁL%EJﬁlﬂaENﬂEjM wuAfidy eroup A Uszneudieuuniiefiaiuise hydrogenate PUFA
Ty t12-C18:1 egalsfiniy wuafidy eroup B futidilunns hydrosenate C18:1n-9 Ty
C18:0

Tuund 4 nanmsneeesuandlidiivinnsesuidudirdossuiudduanansaui
Anudutuves t11-C18:1 usiaunsnanaududures C18:0 elIsuiisufunguaiun
wagnauiasuinsfuimdonfisses aiien Dohme et al. (2003) wuinisfuuatannisin
bio-hydrogenation Tunsznzninde3euiieuiuigdudaimdes Imslﬁﬁxqamyagmd’lﬁﬂﬁu
Uanlugudanisiin bio-hydrogenation 9EvANYTRlves C18:2n-6 war C18:3n-3 FlFanunas
5u 9 uaﬂmﬁaf\]’mﬁﬂﬁuﬂm (Bauman et al., 1999; AbuGhazaleh et al., 2002; Whitlock et
al., 2002) AbuGhazaleh et al. (2003a) agUdnisiaiuoslaunfedunauvosiulan
faufuunasintuduiifieadusznovaes linoleic ol aggs 1unagnsnisliervisiidl
UszAndawlunsiii co, t11-C18:2 lurius

9819l5Anu UFAs danuduiiwannnin SFAs (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997) uay

| a

§anudn PUFAs fiuansnsdudianiuduiivdegdunsglunszinzndnanesiuiie (Maia et al,,
2007) nMssasuunlue S INanansEUIUNISULNg a8 luNSLINTNL N NLANA19AY tagLanIy
Halueau (Fievez et al., 2003) naannisiasutsiuaslimiloudiu YusgivvliauavuTuiu
Ya9Uu g uUNL@sy (Wachira et al., 2000; Fievez et al., 2003; Doreau and Chilliard, 1997;
Shingfield et al., 2008) AetuinguszatAvreInIsAnyIATITiNoNITUTELIUNAYRINITIASY
901 U dld L3 . 1 1 2 EOI L% U 1 dl 1 > U

UfunilesnUsenauves omega-6 fatty acid agassaudvinrdulanludadiunisnsiuse

ruminal bio-hydrogenation wag fermentation Tulalagnseinng
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6.3 aUnInluazIsn1s

1% '
a °o v =

Woanluund 4 lansuuariinisiasudidunindessiuduinduyalaiunsaiy
AMUUNTUYD t11-C18:1 Wigu1TanAulutuYes C18:0 WawTguigufiunguaiuny
waznguiasiidudunieniissegrused daiuluniseaesduuniidenisiuseuiisuns

suiuImRssiuiiuUailudnduuansieiu 3aldlinguaiunu (none oil control)

6.3.1 N INAABILATANTIRBINNS
nsAdun1Tnaassasillanfiunisniu the Ethical Principles and Guidelines for
the Use of Animal #Uunlaeg National Research Council of Thailand TdlAla1enszmng 3 ¢

TUBKUNITNARBILUY 3 x 3 Latin square design lanndlasuaimisdu 14% CP Useuu 4

' 1%
LY Y] (Y o

ke/d wagn13113 2.4 ke/d nqunaaeslsznounily 1) i@Suidunindessiuduiidulan

oy

'
a o v W A ] (%) Y

M3 2:1 w/w 152U 3% of total feed DM; 2) b@SuUIHUNIKRABITINAVUINUYAN

[ '

oY

(Y o

9M5187U 1:1 w/w 580U 3% of total feed DM; 3) t@SUUITUDINEDITINAVUITUUAN
9MI1EIU 1:2 w/w N152AU 3% of total feed DM Wsiazaan15nAaadlULNUNITNAAY Latin
square design fiszeziian 21 d lag 14 Juwsniluszesyium lanndfuilvinuegadassuas
gnidssdadgnlunen wazlasuemInIungunaaes N1IMAABLsEEElIa1 63 U (3 93913
| 1 al [ (Y] 1 1 < YY)
NAADY) WAAZYIINITNAADINTTeZIaT 21 Tu 1ag 14 TunsnuadusazdiuduszozUsuai anu

A8 7 Judwmsuinusiegslasfnwl in sacco disappearance

6.3.2 NSLNUAQDE
WiaUseiiu fatty acids Tunsgmngnsin waznmsvsingaslunseinnevsin dumaunisiiu

fvEe MsNUSnw1iee1s warn15inaAn pH Wuwudeatuluund 3 (e 3.3.3)

6.3.3 N153ATIAlURRIUGURNS
6.3.3.1 N159LATITBIAUTZNOUNILANYD 99115
<@ o | a 4 '3 a I | a [y}

NMSLAUMMBEINDIMTHAZNITILATIENDIAUTENOUYRATITDI01T WuguReiuly
N9 3 (199 3.3.4.1)

6.3.3.2 N5IATIEH fatty acids Tuems

& a ) ' a ¢ . = ) a Y

TUABUNTIATIUAIDYNUALNTIATIEN fatty acid Tue1ms willeuduluuny 3 (Wate
3.3.4.2).

6.3.3.3 N153LAI1ZN fatty acids Tunsziwnzndin

ANSLATYUAIDY1ILATNITIATIZIAIDE19VD AR UNTELNIZNUN rdlaunuluuny 3
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(Y100 3.3.4.3).
6.3.3.4 N153LAS1Z7 volatile fatty acid az ammonia nitrogen
N5ATI¥I ruminal volatile fatty acids (VFA) uaz ammonia N lu rumen fluid tJu
wWudeiuluundl 3 (ade 3.3.4.9)
6.3.3.5 NM1snIN1seaaalavals DM, CP, NDF wag ADF
NSLA3ENFID8199MNTUAYNSUINTSERE@a1e DM, CP, NDF wag ADF tJuiduieniu

Tuundl 3 4o 3.3.4.5)

6.3.4 MTIATIEVADTA
UNTBYATIUANNTATINATANUBHLNITNARDY 3 x 3 Latin squares design lagly

o w

ANOVA procedure of SAS (SAS, 1996) anuuansvegeildedAyseninngunimaaes

o

v A

Usziliulag Duncan’s new multiple range test TdsgaunnuiitiodAgyy p<0.05 (Steel and

Torrie, 1980)

6.4 NANITNAADY

6.4.1 99AUTZNIUNIUALVDIDINITNAADY

ostudilinaasaiesdussnouvosinguiis 89.4%, TUsiu 14.1 % uazlufu 3.4 %
(Table 6.1) nsalvsuilidussrusznoundnlueinisdufie C18:1n-9 (29.51 ¢/100 g of total
fatty acids) C12:0 (22.74 g/100¢ of total fatty acids) wag C16:0 (16.63 ¢/100g of total fatty
acids) fauanslu Table 6.2 Msnasesaiaildnistriduomsvenvitiiosdusenauvesing
wirs TUsAu wazlodiu vindu 88.2 %, 2.0% way 1.4 % a1uaisu nsaladunanlaun C16:0
(45.71 ¢/100¢ of total fatty acids) wag C18:1n-9 (24.81 ¢/100¢ of total fatty acids) arY
fmdeaduunainvesnsaluiu C18:2n-6 (44,74 ¢/100 ¢ of total fatty acids) uay C18:1n-9
(33.87 9/100g of total fatty acids) undwwos EPA uay DHA 7ildlunnsinuadeilifuisiuyan
fifinsalutundnfie C22:6n-3 (30.74¢/100g of total fatty acids) way C16:0 (28.02 ¢/100g of
total fatty acids)
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Table 6.1 Chemical composition of the experimental diets

ltems Concentrate  Soybean oil Fish oil Rice straw
Dry matter 89.4 100 100 88.2
.................. % of DM......ccceeeee.
Ash 8.1 18.3
Crude protein 14.1 2.0
Ether extract 34 100 100 14
Crude fiber 14.8 40.1
Neutral detergent fiber 40.4 76.3
Acid detergent fiber 22.8 53.8
Acid detergent lignin 4.2 17.5

'kg/100 kg concentrate: 30 dried cassava chip, 4 ground corn, 10 rice bran, 25 palm meal,
15 coconut meal, 6 dried distillers grains with solubles, 0.5 sodium bicarbonate, 6
molasses, 1 dicalciumphosphate (16%P), 1.5 urea, 0.5 salt and 0.5 premix. Premix:
provided per kg of concentrate including vitamin A, 5,000 IU; vitamin D3, 2,200 IU; vitamin
E,151U; Ca,85¢ P,6 ¢ K 95¢ Mg, 24¢;Na, 2.1 ¢, Cl,34¢;S,3.2g¢; Co, 0.16 mg; Cu,
100 mg; I, 1.3 mg; Mn, 64 mg; Zn, 64 mg; Fe, 64 mg; Se, 0.45 mg.
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6.2 Fatty acid compositions (g/100 g fat) of concentrate, rice straw and oils used in the

experiment

Fatty acids Concentrate Rice straw Soybean oil Fish oil
C12:0 22.74 6.37 0.43 2.16
C14:0 7.81 8.20 1.09 4.39
C16:0 16.63 45.71 13.74 28.02
C18:0 2.50 0.12 5.26 6.10
C18:1n-9 29.51 24.81 33.87 14.42
C18:2n-6 17.14 11.47 4a4.74 1.71
C18:3n-3 0.25 ND 0.35 0.93
C20:5n-3 ND ND ND 7.98
C22:6n-3 ND ND ND 30.47
Others 3.42 3.28 0.52 3.83

ND = Not detected.
Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0+ C23:0

6.4.2 nsnuladnguiis TUsau ludu waznsaludiu

nsAnuassilifeenuuumuaumsiuldewns Tnedfanslfemnaifenuaudndan
wmwmmisﬁuﬁammi‘wmuiﬁasﬁi 60:40 w/w (DM basis) wanisnaassnuinlidaiiy
uAnAesEranguNIInaesesnshuldiguiwetemsiy  vhaim  wasemavinun
wureanunsiulalusau wazlusiu (Table 6.3)

dmsunisiuldnsaluiu fildsu 2:1 wiw SBO+FO fin1sAulé C18:2n-6 (81.84 ¢/d)
waz C18:1n-9 (92.10 ¢/d) wnninedilasunisasuloduludndiudu luvasilaiildsu 1:2
w/w SBO+FO fin1sAula C22:6n-3 (36.56 ¢/d), C20:5n-3 (9.58 g/d), C16:0 (81.42 g/d) uaz
C18:3n-3 (1.66 ¢/d) unniladilasulaiuludndindu luvaeilafildsu 1:1 wiw SBO+FO
nstuldnsalusiusgmsenanssenineladildsu 2:1 wiw SBO+FO uag 1:2 w/w SBO+FO aedls

fAnu linuanuunnaaseninngunisnaasswainisiulansaludiusiu (Table 6.3)
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Table 6.3 DM, CP, fat and fatty acid intakes of experimental cattle.

SBO + FO SBO + FO  SBO + FO (1:2
ltems SEM  P-value
(2:1 w/w) (1:1 w/w) W/w)
DM intake (kg/d)
Concentrate 3.58 3.58 3.58 - -
Rice straw 2.13 2.13 2.13 - -
Oil 0.18 0.18 0.18 - -
Total 5.89 5.89 5.89 - -
CP intake (g/d)
Concentrate 505 505 505 - -
Rice straw 45 a5 45 - -
Total 550 550 550 - -
Fat intake (g/d)
Concentrate 132 132 132 - -
Rice straw 38 38 38 - -
Oil 180 180 180 - -
Total 350 350 350 - -

SBO = Soybean oil; FO = fish oil
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Table 6.3 DM, CP, fat and fatty acid intakes of experimental cattle. (cont.)

SBO +FO (2:1  SBO +FO SBO +FO
[tems SEM P-value
w/W) (1:1 w/w) (1:2 w/w)

fatty acids intake (g/d)

C12:0 35.40P 34.92¢ 35.442 0.001 <0.001
C14:0 17.43¢ 18.42° 19.422 0.001 <0.001
C16:0 72.86° 77.14° 81.42° 0.001 <0.001
C18:0 13.33¢ 13.59° 13.84° 0.001 <0.001
C18:1n9 97.93° 92.10° 86.26° 0.001 <0.001
C18:2n6 81.84° 68.93° 56.03¢ 0.001 <0.001
C18:3n3 1.31¢ 1.48° 1.66° 0.001 <0.001
C20:5n3 4.79¢ 7.18° 9.582 0.001 <0.001
C22:6n3 18.28¢ 27.42° 36.56° 0.001 <0.001
Others 8.72° 9.71° 10.70° 0.001 <0.001
Total 350.9 350.9 350.9 0.008 0.500

SBO = Soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean’
Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0+ C23:0

2b¢ Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ

6.4.3 asaUsznavvasnsalusiulunssiwizusin

Tunndaluemdanmslioims C22:6n-3 Wutudlowasy FO Wutu uanfiugsiigalulai
IF5unsady 1:2 w/w SBO + FO. Tunauedt 2 Falumdanislenns C18:1n-9t uway C18:2n-
6¢ amaaaSJNﬁﬁfsJﬁﬂﬁzy,mﬂaﬁmuiﬂﬁiﬁ%’uﬂ’]iLﬁ%mﬁﬂﬁuUaﬂuﬂ%mmﬁqq (1:1 wag 1:2 w/w
SBO+FO) @1 ¢9,t11-C18:2 amaaasmﬁﬁaﬁwﬁ’agmaaﬁ@luiaﬁiﬁ%’umua’%m 1:2 w/w SBO+FO
7 ¢ FNuandinsliems C18:0 iintuegelitoddymeadidioasudiudaniiniu
agalsfiniy wdanislienms 4 42lue C18:2n-6c ananamglulafildsunisiady 1:2 wiw
sBO+FO Tunaueiiluladildunisady 2:1 uaz 1:1 w/w SBO+FO ldunnsnadiu 71 6 Faluands
nslifens C16:0 uaz C20:5n-3 gefigmlulafildsunisiadu 1:2 SBO+FO Tuvmeil C18:1n-9t

anaadlaasundulaniuty nsnluiurlindy 9 ldusndeiulunndilumanisiieoms
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Table 6.4 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil

supplementation on fatty acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100¢g fatty acids)

SBO + FO at 3% of total feed DM

Fatty acids SEM P-Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w
Pre - feeding
C12:0 12.81 12.23 12.41 0.177 0.516
C14:0 9.10 9.06 8.54 0.292 0.782
C16:0 34.41 33.97 34.40 0.282 0.145
C18:0 37.92 39.29 38.84 0.383 0.235
C18:1n-9t 1.99 1.89 2.03 0.132 0.917
C18:1n-9c 2.44 2.36 2.33 0.350 0.990
C18:2n-6¢ 1.32 1.18 1.44 0.036 0.189

2h after feeding

C12:0 4.72 5.05 5.00 0.426 0.515
C14:0 4.46 5.76 5.34 0.539 0.174
C16:0 24.46 31.04 27.45 3.225 0.240
C18:0 7.28 8.03 7.53 0.631 0.858
C18:1n-9t 39.16° 28.60° 29.69° 1.782 0.032
C18:1n-9c 4.60 3.78 5.63 0.576 0.194
C18:2n-6t 1.03° 0.86° 4.30° 0.091 0.025
C18:2n-6¢ 2.90° 2.58% 2.41° 0.046 0.047
C18:3n-3 0.59 0.66 0.61 0.194 0.487
9, t11-C18:2 5.38° 6.69° 2.56P 1.059 0.022
t10, c12-C18:2 2.53 1.19 1.19 0.460 0.775
C20:5n-3 0.69 0.71 0.68 0.371 0.446
C22:6n-3 2.20° 5.05P 7.61° 0.677 0.048

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

2b¢ Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 6.4 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil

supplementation on fatty acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100¢g fatty acids) (cont.)

SBO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
Fatty acids SEM P-Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

4h after feeding

C12:0 4.43 4.73 4.34 0.588 0.734
C14:0 4.50 5.84 4.29 0.673 0.175
C16:0 25.57 24.87 28.93 1.701 0.142
C18:0 6.70° 7.92° 8.14° 0.126 0.017
C18:1n-9t 36.56 40.15 39.60 2.437 0.523
C18:1n-9c 5.78 4.91 4.62 0.560 0.222
C18:2n-6¢ 6.17° 1.55° 1.89° 0.808 0.043
C18:3n-3 0.37 0.76 0.33 0.185 0.141
c9,t11-C18:2 6.86° 3.90° 0.94¢ 1.581 0.434
C20:5n-3 0.09° 0.38% 0.59° 0.187 0.564
C22:6n-3 2.97° 4.99° 6.33° 0.662 0.043

6h after feeding

C12:0 4.90 4.68 3.48 1.486 0.555
C14:0 4.93 5.25 5.31 0.770 0.824
C16:0 27.77° 31.20% 34.43° 1.392 0.045
C18:0 7.96 7.32 8.73 0.821 0.312

C18:1n-9t 46.56° 41.04° 34.06¢ 0.575 0.002

C18:1n-9c 3.80 4.07 4.94 0.659 0.290

C18:2n-6¢ 0.88 0.98 1.04 0.068 0.166

C20:5n-3 1.23° 1.42%° 1.65°% 0.083 0.044

C22:6n-3 1.97¢ 4.04° 6.36° 0.087 0.037

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean

2b¢ Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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6.4.4 nMsndingaglunsziwizniin

liwuanuuansnsvessedu pH Tunsgimnevsin Aewlviomnsuazluyndlauamdsnislor
91115 wazAUITNTUYEs NHsN Tunszmnzudnlutdalusd ¢ uaz 6 ndsnslerms sgaslsh
A1 AU UYES NHN iiindusdeditedidymisadnlulaiilasunisiasy 1:2 wiw
SBO+FO au 4alusdi 2 wdanslienms (Table 6.5) wddlwemslunds 2 $alua linuaay
wnnAsvesdnaIuluasuRY acetate, propionate Wag butyrate ag9lsinnu dndu acetate:
oropionate wintuegeivedfynisadilulaiildsunisiasy 1:1 w/w SBO+FO iile
Wisuisuiulafiléunisiasu 2:1 uwag 1:2 w/w SBO+FO 71 4 $alumdsnnsliemns dndau
Tuan$uea butyrate liumnsrsfulunnngunismaass luvazfidndiuluaiives acetate anag
adnailfedfyneana urdndruluaidues propionate tvduethdidodfymadaluled
1A5unstasu 1:2 SBO+FO danaliidnaiuyed acetate: propionate anasagsdtudAynia
add dnduluansaes propionate tntustaiiveddyniadnluladileSunisasy 1:2

SBO+FO denslHewns 6 41w (Table 6.5)

Table 6.5 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil
supplementation on pH, ammonia nitrogen (mg/L) and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol)

in fistulated cattle

SBO + FO at 3% of total feed DM

ltem SEM P-value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w
Pre - feeding
pH 6.73 6.72 6.74 0.350 0.140
NH;N 9.95 10.78 9.36 2.035 0.961
Acetic acid 65.57 64.39 66.93 0.682 0.463
Propionic acid 20.53 22.07 21.27 0.355 0.392
Butyric acid 13.94 13.54 11.73 0.804 0.583
A:P ratio 3.22 2.94 3.15 0.056 0.303

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio

SEM = standard error of the mean
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Table 6.5 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil
supplementation on pH, ammonia nitrogen (mg/L) and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol)

in fistulated cattle (cont.)

2 h after feeding

pH 6.42 6.33 6.35 0.039 0.677
NH;N 20.95° 24.47° 30.28° 0.483 0.031
Acetic acid 61.57 65.50 62.15 0.322 0.115
Propionic acid 27.56 25.86 28.23 0.221 0.134
Butyric acid 10.87 9.64 9.62 0.491 0.583
AP ratio 2.23° 2.49° 2.20° 0.012 0.044

4h after feeding

pH 6.00 6.07 6.07 0.040 0.724
NH;N 10.99 11.20 9.96 0.384 0.497
Acetic acid 67.53° 67.74° 61.70° 0.373 0.039
Propionic acid 23.19° 23.26° 27.08° 0.357 0.072
Butyric acid 9.28 9.00 11.22 0.349 0.200
A:P ratio 2.92° 2.93° 2.29° 0.038 0.032

6h after feeding

pH 5.99 6.08 5.94 0.105 0.867
NH;N 7.47 8.09 7.05 1.137 0.934
Acetic acid 67.16 68.74 64.27 0.781 0.247
Propionic acid 22.35P 22.09° 25.41° 0.198 0.045
Butyric acid 10.49 10.31 9.17 0.663 0.721
AP ratio 2.69 3.13 2.56 0.054 0.092

SBO = soybean oil; FO = fish oil; A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio

SEM = standard error of the mean

6.4.5 Msgdudatguas DM CP NDF way ADF
N13gsaa1eINgUITe99 M STULAE YNNI AUIUIINKAUINYBINTHRE AR 8 TRY

WAINEILU99 0 wae potential degradability voainquidlussesiiaiuy dAman 2 A1 Nae

Usz1liun15808aaeU991113 TUn13ANYIASIY intercept of the degradation curve at time
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zero Way potential degradability of the component luifinansznuanndngdiuaig q ves
SBO + FO (Table 6.6) ¥inuafienfiu rate constant of the potential degradability lsign
AsENUIMNMSIES I U (P>0.05) Hafinnuandenisiasy SBO+FO ludndusis 9
fiu luflnasa dry matter degradability vosa1m1sdukazn19919lunn 9 out flowrates
(P>0.05)

dwsunsdoraaslusiuvetemstu (Table 6.7) nstasy SBO+FO Tudndiusng 9
fiu lifluare intercept of the degradation curve at time zero (a), potential degradability
e¥ crude protein degradability suaﬂa’lmisfljuslwqﬂ 9 out flowrates (P>0.05)

nsEsu SBO+FO Tudndiumng o fu luflnane neutral detergent fiber degradability

wag acid detergent fiber degradability 989913913 (P>0.05) Asuansly Table 6.8
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Table 6.6 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil
supplementation on dry matter degradability (DMD) of concentrate and rice straw in

fistulated cattle

SBO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
[tem SEM P —Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

Dry matter degradability of concentrate

a 24.85 25.76 25.27 0.738 0.885
b 41.80 42.28 42.70 1.408 0.564
a+b 66.65 68.05 67.97 1911 0.633
¢, per h 0.222 0.230 0.236 0.027 0.133
dg, 0.02/h 0.64 0.66 0.65 0.019 0.847
dg, 0.05/h 0.54 0.56 0.55 0.015 0.341
dg, 0.08/h 0.50 0.52 0.50 0.012 0.200
Dry matter degradability of rice straw
a 16.23 15.20 15.00 0.320 0.139
b 45.45 45.63 43.47 0.817 0.581
a+b 61.68 60.83 58.47 0.541 0.249
c, per h 0.025 0.024 0.026 0.001 0.858
dg, 0.02/h 0.39 0.40 0.38 0.007 0.267
dg, 0.05/h 0.28 0.29 0.27 0.003 0.445
dg, 0.08/h 0.24 0.24 0.23 0.002 0.441

SBO =soybean oil; FO =fish oil; SEM =standard error of the mean ;a = the
intercept of the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential degradability of the

component; ¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of '0'
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Table 6.7 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil

supplementation on crude protein degradability (CPD) of concentrate in fistulated cattle

SBO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
ltem SEM P —Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

Crude protein degradability of concentrate

a 28.33 29.36 32.05 1.606 0.677

b 47.23 50.73 43.00 1.704 0.367
a+b 75.56 80.10 75.05 2.956 0.773
c, per h 0.254 0.285 0.313 0.034 0.181
dg, 0.02/h 0.72 0.74 0.75 0.024 0.872
dg, 0.05/h 0.68 0.71 0.68 0.010 0.429
dg, 0.08/h 0.65 0.69 0.65 0.008 0.304

SBO =soybean oil; FO =fish oil; SEM =standard error of the mean ;
a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;
b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b0'
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Table 6.8 Effect of different ratio of soybean oil in combination with fish oil
supplementation on neutral detergent fiber degradability (NDFD) and acid detergent fiber
degradability (ADFD) of rice straw in fistulated cattle

SBO + FO at 3% of total feed DM
[tem SEM P —Value
2:1 w/w 1:1 w/w 1:2 w/w

Neutral detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 4.30 2.23 2.85 0.787 0.622

b 64.03 60.27 61.35 1.724 0.703
a+b 68.33 62.50 64.20 1.395 0.393
c, per h 0.023 0.028 0.027 0.001 0.477
dg, 0.02/h 0.36 0.37 0.38 0.005 0.682
dg, 0.05/h 0.23 0.24 0.23 0.004 0.552
dg, 0.08/h 0.17 0.18 0.17 0.004 0.650

Acid detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 4.30 5.20 8.10 0.623 0.227

b 57.70 56.98 62.17 1.331 0.394
a+b 62.00 62.17 70.27 1.371 0.202
c, per h 0.034 0.034 0.031 0.004 0.945
dg, 0.02/h 0.43 0.43 0.45 0.005 0.428
dg, 0.05/h 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.003 0.500
dg, 0.08/h 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.003 0.636

SBO =soybean oil; FO =fish oil; SEM =standard error of the mean; a = the intercept
of the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of '0'

6.5 A150INANITNAADY

6.5.1 nsaludulunsziwizudin

Tunmsan Tafildunisady 2:1 w/w SBO+FO agll t11-C18:1 lunseiwiswniinunnnin
Tafildsunisiasudndiudu o laedaly t11-C18:1 [Wunandnainnisifianszuiunis bio-
hydrogenation ﬁlﬁaugsaﬁmaq C18:2n-6 Tunsziwzusin (Kepler et al., 1970) Fatunsiasy

C18:2n-6 TudSuugasyinlild t11-C18:1 Tunsziwendniiudy viusudgliu 9nwanIs
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yaanswnd Jalé et al. (2009) wandliifiuininaiuiituiifiosdusznauues C18:2n-6 oejga
nanfuthsulaniidndiunnududy 1:1, 3:1 uay 5:1 ildenududures t17-C18:1 wag 9,
t11- C18:2 lunszmnzuiiniindududunss Abughazaleh et al. (2003) $7841UIN13LETY
drfulansufuunases C18:2n-6 annsawfiuanudaduvos ¢11-C18:1 Tu ruminal digesta
devBsudlsuiunsiesuisulasufuiuiiduumdawes C18:0, C18:1n-9 wag C18:3n-3
meldannznelunssinendnun® agiinnseuiunis bio-hydrogenation w89 C18:2n-6 Way
€18:3n-3 Tuiu t11-C18:1 Fuduarsianans (Wilde and Dawson, 1966; Harfoot and
Hazlewood, 1988) nselutu C18:2n-6 azlUsuniunsiin bio-hydrogenation vessaes e
il C18:2n-6 Tunszimevsinfirnadudugs Beam et al. (2000) 5189 1u318M51A54AN bio-
hydrogenation 984 C18:2n-6 WU 14.3% /h usiazanas 1.2% /h Tuyn 9 wielasidus
383 C18:2n-6 MuiinTulu substrate Musufisafiu AbuGhazaleh et al. (2002b) 5189137
ﬁﬂﬁuﬂmmmmLﬂuﬁummaqmmﬁmmzmumi bio-hydrogenation ﬁlﬂamyjmﬁmm C18:2n-
6 Tald3u C18:2n-6 aninsudamaedludimnannn saufuisulanfidadau 2:1 wiw dansa
dumnududuves C18:2n-6 Tunszimnznslunsinwased naniseassinusafafuls
wes1eaulilag Chow et al. (2004) 3sl@nanaliin wewfiudndruvewisiuvairedisiu
munziu aududures C18:2n-6 anandudunss lun1sine in vitro egrelsinu

SEELANUY 24 FU9 ANUTUTUY C18:2n-6 lakanenany nsiasutndulantudndlruias

Y
1%

Tuemsannsaufiumududunes C20:5n-3 uay C22:6n-3 lunsuimiewsin nsAnwiadadl
wansliiiuinnsfilalasy €20:5n-3 uar C22:6n-3 luuSiamnnaunsafinanududures
C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 lunssimensing 2 uay 4 Fluswdanisiiermsesefiteddnynig
add Kim et al. (2008) ¥msiaSunnsfulanfisssu 2.3% waz 6.9% waznuinanuidudunes
C20:5n-3 uay C22:6n-3 Wit ududunsaiiosoufousunguitlilfiasinitulan eglsh
anu eefUsyneuveensalususedlutingiulan de C16:0 Famsiinududuaddunszinigndn
wiinseiarinuly 6 wdan1slienmns viueadeatiu Kitessa et al. (2001) ¥n1siady protected
tuna oil and tuna oil WarWUNMSLRNTUYBIAMTIdULRY C16:0 Tunsewmnznsn wenand
Loor et al. (2005) llasuinsiutaitsedu 2.5% of total feed DM, sunflower oil 5% of
total feed DM waz linseed oil 5% of total feed DM Tulauy Holstein wazs1eauinlad
IFsuiiulanasdiamududures C16:0 Tunsemeninginindlewieudsusuladldsuns

@51 sunflower oil kag linseed oil

6.5.2 NSTUIUNITUAN MUNTLEWIEHLN

aunIdlunszimgniindesnisanizuinneulivuizanlun1siasyaul sIuds
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9aUNANTEIINg 38°C way 40°C seauAiunsa-ang 5.5 - 7.0 (Hoover, 1986) aduiiil

9 Y

a

SvBnaNInAigaiesns1n15innszuILNg bio-hydrogenation vesnsalusiulidusAeszsiu
Anutdunsa-aslunszunznsin (Kalscheur et al., 1997; Beam et al., 2000; Jenkins and
Adams, 2002) N15.AANIZUIUNIT bio-hydrogenation Tunsznzudnenalrenisiudsunlas
Ussrnsqaunidfgninilenilasnsalufulengluemns fafirseduanudunsa-asagl
anasiimu (Loor and Herbein, 2003) lunsanwadst] sesumnuiunsa-aslunssmnemin
Liunndsfuseninanguniamaass vusadeatu Toral et al. (2009) v siasumingy
mMumzTusufuitulaludnaiusing q ldnuauun nengvesseaualunsn-A1asEnIng
NquN1INAaY nan1IAreiueRReiulmaueeld (Fievez et al., 2003; Beauchemin
et al,, 2007) e?fﬂlﬁl,mzﬂwdwszﬁummLﬁ“fluﬂsm-emazlaigﬂﬂswuﬁwmsm‘%uﬁﬁﬁu wennis
denndasfiunsinu in vivo Midunasasladuuansnaiu saumansiuuan wasitumusyfu
Tun9ms3iugm Shingfield et al. (2003) sreemanudunsa-saiutudioduiiulaias
Tuemnslaua Geesurgldiflduduiusiunsiulsinguitsianas agnalsfinm Messana et
al. (2013) ot Tudaiflssulutluomnsias (60 g/kg) amnmidunsa-mslunseimemntn
anaadudilds dessdusznovvedlatudind Latham et al. (1972) uandidiuinszsumny
Junsa-mafishdamalisziuves lipolytic activity kagn15AANTLUIUNIT bio-hydrogenation
89 PUFAs Tunszimngnsindnaslude 9dunislunszimenindnilng/lean1izainudu
n3n-Asiiin mszemidunselunsengninesiinansenudensasyiulnvesgdunid uas
Aanssuvedauleinng 9 (Martin et al., 2002; Jenkins et al., 2008) AbuGhazaleh and
Jacobson (2007) uag Fuentes et al. (2009) wugiinsgduanudunsa-mdlunssamnzniing
g9 wPIwdLAIUNITNRMYeY t11- C18:1 uay 9, t11-C18:2 fadIUves 9, t11-C18:2 Uag
t11 - C18:1 fufiudy ﬁisé’umwmﬁum@-mqﬁqﬁu annulag Troegeler-Meynadier et al.
(2003) wag Fuentes et al. (2008) tufiu N158AaV linoleic kag linolenic acids Tu
culture fifszauanudunsa-awin ilesainiAanssuresnszuiunis bio-hydrogenation
Y2998uN3ILU culture anas weilmszsziuaudunsa-mefimaziinaluidsausenis
\5eAULARIRAUNSE (Martin and Jenkins, 2002)

a N ¢ P ~ ~ ) & A A a a
dunsgazlvanluilulnsiauiion1sduns1zuinsnosilung19iUsyansninnagnis

q

a a 6

WiAulaveaunsd wenlullslulasnulunsemnendnagiintudlowasuiulaludagu

1 7R 7N
) v a = 4

Naslun1sfineasell Fdenaainunan1sAne1uee Keady and Mayne. (1999) f1vinA1siasu

Y

1%
o w

Unsulanauieseau 450 ¢/d wagnuitanudutuasaonluiialulasiaulunssinizndn
WILTU WiauAUkuzdnn nsAvsTuYanlufinansenuseneanututuveskauluialulnsiau

waznsalusiuszie latuiinaui1a1nn15iAn deamination vYa4nsaaziiluurawta (valerate and



104

branched-chain VFA) agslsfianu Gudla et al. (2012) IfaSuiudamdosausuisfulan
wazdananuibiiamnuuanssegsdtdedrdgnisadfvestonlidelulasiaulunsziniznin
de3suiiousunsliesuigiu segs q 1 Evandro Maia Ferreira et al. (2016) 51891437
EniTlasuenmsfidindudivdes 40 o/keDM azflarnududuveanenludelulnsiauly
nsznendnen WeFeudisuiunguaiua nsfunuadaiannsnesuieldindnilungunis
naaesiiinsgeslalusivlunssimzndnanas Seaenndostuinsdesldlusiunasnsyuy
mMaduesanawig anuuturewenludslulasiauanadudunsaiiofiuseduves
ihifudanludrunamidluoms fudleaduihiuaumuhfudindesfistuudndumel
n1ssgiRulavesfunidlunseiniegndnanas e1ananaladnanududuveswsuluie
Tulasinulunszmgnindiivduiuifaaniannnfiadunisinislduonludelulasauly
nssngmsiniennssadulnfianas
maaSutsfuarludadiufiadunsfinuasinuindaduluarives acetic acid Tu
nsvnzninanas Tuvaitdndiuluanives propionic acid iy Fsaenndosiusnures
Keady and Mayne. (1999) finuinnstesutsulanainsedu 150 g¢/d 9ufls 450 ¢/d @130
Winpududures propionic acid Tunsgmnznsiniduidunsa Doreau and Chilliard (1997)
uthiulatiuagile uarasUimaaSuiidulaniissdy 200 o/d laifinanszmudesUuuunis
ningeslunssiwizutn luvasiinisiasudfudaifisesu 400 o/d andndlruluansves
acetate waziindnauluaisues propionate n1saneadudures acetate lunszimnzmsin
Hunanouaussiduunfdelasuiingiuuan (Doreau and Chilliard, 1997: Fivez et al., 2003;

o aa

Toral et al., 2009) wFoundatndfuiil linoleic acid agjgsluamis (Zhang et al., 2008)

a ‘:l'

HANDUANDIA NNy UATUAYUANYAFIUNTT PUFAS 013LandnauaIn1sdudsuaiseingn

9 o9

o o

acetate (Toral et al., 2009) Toral et al. (2016) ¥hn1siasutnTutauasinsununsu waz
wansliiuindndiuluaisves propionic add iinTuseeifudfaymeeann WewSouiisui
nauATUAL Jal¢ et al. (2009) wedinduiifiosdusznavveannlusiu omega-6 aggs Sauiy
drfuvarludndausing q fu LLazWUdWﬂduﬁLﬁ%mﬁwﬁuﬁ propionic acid qaﬂd%ﬁam’%‘amﬁw
funguenuay Tuvnedl acetic acid anas Zhang et al. (2008) ¥1nsuy C18:2n-6 Tuung uwaz
wanslidiuindnmsiuduresdnaiuluansass propionic acid uidnaruluansves acetic acid
ANAY JIWANITI acetate-producing bacteria laun Fibrobacter succinogenes wag
Ruminococcus flavefaciens G cellulolytic bacteria ﬁﬁagjmﬂummwwwﬁﬂ 91390
fufislag (Maia et al., 2007; Zhang et al., 2008) AnyuNBULIATTINEN MsiUasunlas
Uszrnsvesgdunidlunszimiguin e1vdewalifinisiudsunuasinszuiunis bio-

hydrogenation waguafinuinAessAusynavresnsaluduluunuayludle (Palmaquist et al,,
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2005) WaNIINT N15ANAIVDIAINUTIUTUVDY acetate D1V bALNTTAWASIZRNTAbvsTuTumaY
@519U1UL 39 de novo fatty acid synthesis Tullloldoanas F9n15dAT1ERNADINTT

acetate 1Hua1s@s@u (Doreau and Chilliard, 1997)

6.5.3 N1sgaeeaany DM, CP, NDF wag ADF

naaduthifunaulunndaduldfinansenudenistosaais DM, CP, NDF uag ADF
Yasesiunasinetng Ssdenndesiun1sfnuuues Evandro Maia Ferreira et al. (2016) 7
ymsiasuisfudamdssuuihsuanissiu 2.5 g¢/kg FO + 37.5 g/kg SBO, 5 g/kg FO +
35 37.5 g/kg SBO and 7.5 g/kg FO + 32.5 g/kg SBO wagdananuinnisteslaves NDF Tu
nszsegndnlignnsznulaengunisvaaed wenani n1sgaelausngues DM, OM, NDF wae
NFC pasnszuumaivesildldsunansenuuiu Fievez et al. (2003) s1891u3unsi
Uanlaivhlwinnsgesls in vivo NDF WwWasuwlas Seusiiinisdesaas NDF vova uwiiely
nszimgnsimdsanmsuilugaludouiiszesinat 48 4alus axsiniy wagliumnsnefidnlaed 6
vesmsUalugdludou nsiiemsgndnifulunssmeninuiuunlivansnsinsivasiu
uazannndastumIanasuasnsiuldinguis msfuléfianasesdn iitendesasiinnuduiug
Msnstosldianasie (Steen et al., 1998) pgdlsfimu fssmunuinisuatmioily
nsfuldanasia 9 7 nisdesliusnguiiutiy Msvnaeswes Lee et al. (2008), Shingfield et
al. (2010) and Toral et al. (2009, 2010) tug1191 N1TLETU 7.5 ¢/kgDM FO 1ay 32.5 g/kgDM
SBO lsifinansymusie NDF digestibility Tuevmnsifidauuszneuvesemstueggs (Evandro
Maia Ferreira et al,, 2016) aghslsfimu tifudundoaduunawes linoleic acid waz Hristov
et al. (2005) 51891131 linoleic acid \ufinse ruminal protozoa wona1nd Oldick and
Firkins (2000) &0nawu31 ruminal protozoa anandudussuiieninulidusveslusiuly
omsiinay Tunsdnendesfumudn §19ue in protozoa waz cellulolytic bacteria anas
serannidloEsuingiu nanssnusinanonaiinnuieadestunsiuddaense was/mionaves
n137 UFAs ldindevuuieadqdun3s uenaini Jalc et al. (2007) Sdldiuinnsiaiunia
a3y (oleic, linoleic war alpha-linolenic acids) iszdu 35 g/kg (w/w) Tua misnaui

Usenaumig 80% lucerne way 20% barley liiflnansznuse DM, NDF ez ADF degradation

6.6 &3U
ANSLESUUNNUNWNADITIUAVLNTUUAMARAIU 1:2 W/W @1U15OMANANULYUTUVD

Y84 C20:5n-3 wag C22:6n-3 TunseinzuginlaeeafifodAnynieada (P<0.05) pgslshniu

sl 1:1 w/w SBO + FO agldmnunduduiiafigavisves t11-C18:1, C20:5n-3 uay C22:6n-
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3 nsfnwndsillinuauuandises pH lunndiluamdsnislfermsiidneu wifl 2 dlug
udsnsliewns uealadellasaulunssmgvinasfisduainnidleiadudtulaludnd i
299U (1:2 w/w SBO+FO) matasuinularludndiuiigeanunsnandndanluaisves acetic
acid leegaiiveddynisadn wiiindnaruluaisves propionic acid 7 4 FrlusmdanasT

8193 N15taeaa18ves DM, CP, NDF uag ADF Lignnsenumigdndiusiig q vesdduilesy



107

uni 7
N13LAA ruminal bio-hydrogenation was fermentation AdUdAUBIRDNTTLETY
1duNE omega-6 WAz omega-3 aggesauiutdiuuanludnsidunuansneiu

TuamslARNZNTZNNE

7.1 UnfAnge
“mqﬂizaqﬁsuaqmiﬁﬂmﬂ%ﬂiﬁ@ﬁﬁiawammmiLa%mﬁwﬁumamiuﬁmﬁauﬁLLmﬂﬁmﬁ’u
AON15LAN bio-hydrogenation way fermentation Tunsginizudn lolaliznseinigduIu 3
i wuseandu 3 NgunIMeatlunITINUNUNISYIAGBILUU 3 x 3 Latin square design lavn
frazldfuormstunilusiu 14% Y3una 4 ky/d waznadng 2.4 ke/d nqunismaaes
Useneudae 1) sy 1:1:1 (w/w/w) Yisfudamdes (SB0) dhifuaude (LSO) wazthsiutan (FO)
861U 2% of total feed DM ; 2) @33 1:1:1 (w/w/w) SBO+LSO+FO 736U 3% of total
feed DM; 3) 1@5% 1:1:1 (Ww/w/w) SBO+LSO+FO 52U 4% of total feed DM WAazY19A1S
naaosdiszazian 21 Fu Tag 7 Suusnifuszesusudns nanisnassnuin mswesutunaud
2iU 4% anusaanAududures C18:0 asldeselitudfynieada wianunsaifiy t11-
C18:1, C20:5n-3 Way C22:6n-3 lunszinignainla 1unﬂﬁfj"ﬂmﬁﬁﬂwmé’qmﬂﬁmms yonani
Tinuauuansnses pH lunszmnzndin egaslsiniy nsiasuinsunaui 4% asluams
anunsavindnauluansues propionic acid luvaefidnaiuluaisaes acetic acid anasd 2, 4
waz 6 Plumdenisiieonms drunenludslulnsiaud 2, 4 waz 6 Haluandenisiiennis
sty ewasuihdunaniisesu 4% wenani nstesuttunandissiu 4% Suwnltuannis
goaaansvas ADF 1 0.05 uay 0.08 /h out flow rate ( P = 0.07) agebsfinnu lanuay

LANGINNUBINT1SYa8aany DM, CP wag NDF (P>0.05)

7.2 unin

mswasulesuuenanitefiundnuluosiiuidaiidonses Senunsausudeu
psdUsznavveslusiulundndnsivesdnise Tnglaniznmafiuaauninuonanfuel i 3
S19uITuRrEmnsansERUYes c9,t11-C18:2 (CLA) Tutusune (Mele et al., 2008;
Bernard et al., 2009; Martinez Marin et al., 2011) wBNNE HnSANIBnINNLNe TN
Wispdy 20:5n-3 way 22:6n-3 luthusdafiaeges Tnensesufulanasluemis
Lwié’mwmidqr;hmhmgﬁuaqﬂimiwﬁuméﬁMﬂmmﬂﬂgiﬁ’muﬁué’wﬁagmm Kitessa et al.,

(
2001; Loor et al., 2005; Toral et al.,2010a) ag14ls5Anu ﬂwﬁuﬂaﬂugmzﬁL"f]uéhmzéjuiﬁ
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AnnszUIUN1S bio-hydrogenation lunszinsnzniin anunsasiiuanududunes co,t11-C18:2
waz t11-C18:1 Mhognann Tnsamzidiowasusantuiifuiie Tty wne Taun wieuny
(Gagliostro et al., 2006; Shingfieldet al., 2006; Toral et al., 2010a)

nuansAnuluunil 5 wazunil 6 wuin deduimunzauiianseninaiduiia
Uszneuweinsn Omega 3 Wae Omega 6 wazifutan fe 1:1 w/w waziasalu 3% of total
feed DM or 30g/kgDM 8813lsAin1u Gomez-Cortés et al. (2008) wuzihirnisiasusud
58U 60 g/keDM luemsiifldrutsznouvesemstusggs laifinansznudensnsingosly

nszensin nsanwnisasyluiuluemsdnifedeniaduwraandsnunauning taen

a

JoaleaiiNedeesnunansynuldsauveensalududenisusingeslunsginignilnuIfiarsaun
(Jenkins, 1993) ﬁnﬂ%mﬂuﬂsmwwwﬂﬂﬂszﬂauéﬁ’aagéu‘vﬁéﬁlﬂ%@aﬂ%LauLﬁudauiwﬁlj (70-
80% of the microbial matter in the rumen) in1zagivauninomsiuemistunssmgndn
(McAllister et al., 1994) wuat3glunsElWIEUTNTAUNUINUANLUATEUIUNISIULNUDATUYD
Tedulunszmngusin (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997; Jenkins et al., 2008) lﬁuﬁua'mlmj%
an hydrolyze lunsginigniin Tidunsalaffuiifinanssnune bacteriostatic was
bacteriocidal Tutssansnluduiavians UFAs anunsadidsqaunidléfingt SFAs (Harfoot and
Hazlewood, 1997) wazds@nwmumnudufiufivainuaisaes PUFAs flupnsnaiu R GINTEL
Tunssimizngdn (Maia et al, 2007) nstasutnsuluemsiinansvauesildnsafuse
nssuIuNsrEngeslunseinenln wazdslinansenuluaeau (Fievez et al., 2003)
ﬂﬂiﬁﬂ@ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬂlé’ﬁwmuﬁaﬂwamﬁmaaﬁﬁmmmuﬁq@mﬂwﬁ 5 wavunil 6 uas
fsundadaufinnzanvesiniiuifiesduszneuras omega 3, omega 6 pEjge waztEuUa
FefutnguszasdaesnsiniafaiiiiteUssiunavesssfureniiunau vy auigaens

\AANSEUIUATS bio-hydrogenation wag fermentation Tunszimizminveslaliznssinig

7.3 aunInluazisns

7.3.1 dadnnassuaznisiiennnss

AsAiunsaansnded lamaunsniu the Ethical Principles and Guidelines for
the Use of Animal fiuunlag National Research Council of Thailand T#latnznseinng 3
luuNuNIIMNAABILUY 3 x 3 Latin square design lannsalasue sty 14% CP Ussuna 4
ke/d wagina913 2.4 ke/d naunmaeslsenaume 1) iesuthsiudmaes diuaude waviingiu
Uan dndu 1:1:1 w/w/w fiseiu 29% of feed DM 2) w@3utisfudmaes dhifududa waziii
Uan dndau 1:1:1 w/w/w fisesu 3%0f feed DM: 3) ST vaes tsuaude uwagiiu

Uan dadiu 1:1:1 w/w/w N15¢0U 4% of feed DM Liaz19n15naa0dlukiuN1sNAad Latin
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square design fiszeziian 21 d lae 14 Tuusniluszezuium lannsfiuiliiusgadaszuas
gnidesdapedlumen wazlasuemsniungunnass N1snasdisresiial 63 Ju (3 439013
NAABY) WiaztnIaaeliszesan 21 Tu ey 14 Juusnvesudazdinduszezuiud any

M8 7 TudmSuiiusiedawaz@ne in sacco disappearance

7.3.2 N15AUAIDES
P a . L % 1 % gj =3
Wauseillu fatty acids Tunseimgvsin waznsuingdaslunseinemin dunaunisiiu

feee NMsiuSneiieds warn1sinan pH Wuwudeatuluuni 3 (e 3.3.3)

7.3.3 nM5ansziluiesufuinnig

7.3.3.1 M5AAT1ZHRIAUTENBUNILALIVD 949195

MSAUAIBE198 1A NNTIAS IR UsENB U BATve eI WultuReaiuly
undl 3 (s 3.3.4.1)

7.3.3.2 N5ATIEH fatty acids Tuemns

FupuNSIRELSEE1ASNTIATIE fatty acid Tuoms wiloufuluunit 3 (Fade
3.3.4.2).

7.3.3.3 NN5LAS1EN fatty acids Tunsziwizwdn

AswSsufegaznsiaTziiegwennailunseinsvin wileusuluuni 3
(Y198 3.3.4.3).

7.3.3.4 N1591A512% volatile fatty acid 1az ammonia nitrogen

N5ATI¥I ruminal volatile fatty acids (VFA) uaz ammonia N lu rumen fluid tJu
wWuieatuluundl 3 (e 3.3.4.9)

7.3.3.5 MsuINN5Eadanavas DM, CP, NDF wag ADF

NS5 UUAIRE19DMNTHAEANTINANSERuEaNY DM, CP, NDF wag ADF tJuduideadiu

Tuundl 3 (Wate 3.3.4.5)

7.3.4 N15ATIZIEDA

Udoyananunu1 AT IERaiRnILLNUNITNAGeY 3 x 3 Latin squares design lagly

a o

ANOVA procedure of SAS (SAS, 1996) A2ULANKN9DE198TEEN

[

FEMINNGUNTNAALY

a v

UszLiiulag Duncan’s new multiple range test lgszfuaauiitedn

Torrie, 1980)

&y
Foyfl p<0.05 (Steel and
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7.4 NANTNAADY

7.4.1 99AUTZNIUNNNLANYD 191N TNAADY

pnstuiililunisveaessseneuseingua 89.8 % TUsiu 14.2 % wagluiu 3.2 %
drunetndesdiusenauvesinguis 1UsAy wazludy 89.7, 1.8 uaz 1.2 % AuaRU ALAA
lupsad 7.1

drsfunasfuuvasvesnsalusiy omega 6, omega 3, DHA liag EPA dsfugmdendu
uwraswednsalaty omega 6, Usgnaumensalutiu C18:2n-6 Tudsunuunn (44.74 % of total
fatty acids) Tyvarihiuauaaduumasesnselusi omega 3 34il C18:3n-3 Hussduszneu
DEjfly 53.67 % of total fatty acids UniuUa1Usznoudas DHA 30.38% uag EPA 7.77 % of
total fatty acid Sawanslslumsieit Table 7.2 faiinisudandslduusynovvesnsaluty
o 9 Insaniz C16:0 (28.22 % of total fatty acids) way C18:1n-9 (14.42 % of total fatty

acids)

Table 7.1 Chemical composition of the experimental diets

ltems Concentrate SBO LSO FO Rice straw
Dry matter 89.8 100 100 100 89.7
.................. % of DM.....ccovuenee.
Ash 7.9 19.1
Crude protein 14.2 1.8
Ether extract 3.2 100 100 100 1.2
Crude fiber 14.3 40.2
Neutral detergent fiber 40.1 76.4
Acid detergent fiber 20.5 51.4
Acid detergent lignin 4.2 17.2

'kg/100 kg concentrate: 30 dried cassava chip, 4 ground corn, 10 rice bran, 25 palm meal,
15 coconut meal, 6 dried distillers grains with solubles, 0.5 sodium bicarbonate, 6
molasses, 1 dicalciumphosphate (16%P), 1.5 urea, 0.5 salt and 0.5 premix. Premix:
provided per kg of concentrate including vitamin A, 5,000 IU; vitamin D3, 2,200 IU; vitamin
E,151U;Ca,85¢ P,6¢ K 95¢ Mg, 24¢, Na, 21¢g Cl,34¢;S,3.2g¢; Co, 0.16 mg; Cu,
100 mg; I, 1.3 mg; Mn, 64 mg; Zn, 64 mg; Fe, 64 mg; Se, 0.45 mg
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Table 7.2 Fatty acid compositions (g/100 ¢ fat) of concentrate, rice straw and oils used

in the experiment

Fatty acids Concentrate  Rice straw  Soybean oil  Linseed oil Fish oil

C12:0 22.74 6.35 0.43 291 2.17
C14:0 7.81 8.22 1.09 0.35 4.39
C16:0 16.63 45.72 13.74 22.76 28.22
C18:0 2.50 0.11 5.26 0.22 6.14
C18:1n-9 29.51 24.78 33.87 14.90 14.42
C18:2n-6 17.14 11.40 44.74 2.73 1.70
C18:3n-3 0.25 ND 0.35 53.67 0.93
C20:5n-3 ND ND ND ND 777
C22:6n-3 ND ND ND ND 30.38
Others 3.42 3.39 0.52 2.48 3.86

ND = Not detected.
Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0+ C23:0

7.4.2 nmsnuladnguits TUshiu ludiu waznsalusiv

nsdnwased Idponuuuiflemuaudadiuvosemnstusonsdlfoglusedud
60:40 (DM basis) uazsfnnisiuldomng fafunisiuld guisomsduiaviiu 3.58 ke/d
wagn1snulainguisnatingy 2.15 kg/d ﬁﬂﬁﬁmiﬁulﬁi’mqLLﬁwmmmiﬁ%mmﬁﬁu
5.73 kg/d mspulsfguisvasommatsueildfidusnilunsduamnsaimidunen sy
2%, 3% Wway 4% of total feed DM (120, 180 way 240 g/d) mswesuifunen o sdana
Tinsfuldinquitaionun uaznisuldladu Wisduegnsdioardameadd nsiuduresnis
Auldluutammadudunsailodivsedunsaiuluduiiduildinisuldnsaloiusiasein

wazn1sUlANIA LT UNIUALALA LA



Table 7.3 DM, CP, fat and fatty acid intakes of experimental cattle.
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SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

ltems SEM P-value
2% 3% 4%
DM intake (kg/d)
Concentrate 3.59 3.59 3.59 - -
Rice straw 2.15 2.15 2.15 - -
Oil 0.12° 0.18° 0.24° 0.001 0.001
Total 6.06¢ 6.12° 6.18° 0.001 0.001
CP intake (g/d)
Concentrate 510 510 510 - -
Rice straw 39 39 39 - -
Total 549 549 549 - -
Fat intake (g/d)
Concentrate 115 115 115 - -
Rice straw 26 26 26 - -
Oil 120¢ 180° 240° 0.001 0.001
Total 261° 321° 381° 0.001 0.001
Fatty acids intake (¢/d)
C12:0 29.98° 31.08° 32.19° 0.001 <0.001
C14:0 13.43° 14.60° 15.76° 0.001 <0.001
C16:0 56.81° 69.76" 82.70° 0.001 <0.001
C18:0 7.55¢ 9.87° 12.19° 0.001  <0.001
C18:1n9 65.60° 78.24° 90.87° 0.001 <0.001
C18:2n6 42.31° 52.15" 61.98° 0.001 <0.001
C18:3n3 22.27° 33.26" 44.25° 0.001 <0.001
C20:5n3 3.11° 4.66" 6.22° 0.001 <0.001
C22:6n3 12.15¢ 18.23" 24.30° 0.001 <0.001
Others 7.55¢ 8.92° 10.29° 0.001  <0.001
Total 260.7¢ 320.7° 380.7° 0.001 0.001

SBO = Soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil; SEM = standard error of the mean’
Others = C8:0 + C15:0 + C20:1 + C21:0 + C23:0

2bC Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ
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7.4.3 nsalvsulunsswnzuiin
luyntilasndanisiiownsn@nwy msiaSuifunauisezdu 3 uag 4% of total feed
DM @11150aAANULTUTUYD C18:0 ba LaUSsurieununistasutndunaus 2% (m15199

o w

7.4) 9galsAny C18:1n-9t, C20:5n-3 waz C22:6n-3 LﬁwﬁuaEmﬁﬁfamﬂcymaaﬁmuiﬂﬁlﬁ%’u
nsiEsusunaLissau 4% luvayiin 2 daluandanislienns thiunauiisesu 3 uay 4 %
funltuanamnandudues C18:1n-9¢ Tunsemnzvsin Tafilasuihsunauiisedu 3 uay 4% az
fannuidudures C16:0 Tunssmgningeninlaildsuidunauiissdu 2% Adalud 4 vl
N15kiIT ANLLNTUYes C12:0, C14:0, C18:2n-6, C18:3n-3 Uay CLA Tunseimnzniinlign

nsgnusrgnsiasiisilunndalusivihnisiin

Table 7.4 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on ruminal fatty

acid profile in fistulated cattle (¢/100¢ fatty acids)

SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

Fatty acids SEM P-Value
2% 3% 4%
Pre - feeding
C12:0 12.89 12.43 12.79 0.834 0.797
C14:0 8.15 8.74 9.15 0.563 0.295
C16:0 34.65 34.24 34.89 1.062 0.775
C18:0 38.03 37.96 37.39 1.393 0.842
C18:1n-9t 2.01 2.20 1.71 0.531 0.610
C18:1n-9c 2.58 2.77 2.46 1.128 0.945
C18:2n-6¢ 1.69 1.65 1.59 0.254 0.881

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil;
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Table 7.4 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on ruminal fatty
acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100¢g fatty acids) (cont.)
SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

Fatty acids SEM P-Value
2% 3% 4%

2h after feeding

C12:0 15.65 14.07 13.31 0.772 0.557
C14:0 6.99 7.10 6.97 0.057 0.656
C16:0 16.25 16.96 16.71 0.216 0.552
C18:0 16.32° 13.31° 6.86° 0.185 0.004
C18:1n-9t 17.03° 20.06° 22.44° 0.081 0.002
C18:1n-9c 8.16 6.28 3.78 0.388 0.085
C18:2n-6¢ 1.74 1.66 2.33 0.255 0.587
C18:3n-3 0.68 041 0.52 0.040 0.203
9, t11-C18:2 6.94 6.72 6.36 0.105 0.274
t10, c12-C18:2 2.35 2.28 2.22 0.030 0.396
C20:5n-3 0.30° 0.32% 0.33° 0.002 0.050
C22:6n-3 7.54¢ 11.14° 18.18° 0.268 0.007

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil;
SEM = standard error of the mean

3B Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.



Table 7.4 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on ruminal fatty

acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100g fatty acids) (cont.)
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SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

Fatty acids SEM P-Value
2% 3% 4%
4h after feeding

C12:0 11.35 11.95 9.75 0.742 0.561
C14:0 6.88 6.63 6.75 0.294 0.938
C16:0 17.82° 19.41° 19.64° 0.053 0.008
C18:0 14.85° 7.43° 4.76° 0.307 0.010
C18:1n-9t 23.87° 24.78° 29.45° 0.263 0.022
C18:1n-9c 5.12 7.01 5.34 0.792 0.690
C18:2n-6¢ 2.98° 4.37° 3.81° 0.059 0.020
C18:3n-3 0.96 0.85 0.55 0.081 0.300
9, t11-C18:2 3.92 4.11 3.59 0.190 0.608
C20:5n-3 0.22° 0.29 0.64° 0.003 0.001
C22:6n-3 11.63° 13.15° 15.71° 0.210 0.030

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil;
SEM = standard error of the mean

3b¢ Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 7.4 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on ruminal fatty
acid profile in fistulated cattle (g/100g fatty acids) (cont.)
SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

Fatty acids SEM P-Value
2% 3% 4%

6 h after feeding

C12:0 15.73 12.70 11.90 0.969 0.408
C14:0 8.11 7.35 7.38 0.252 0.511
C16:0 18.26 19.91 19.67 0.257 0.199
C18:0 13.45° 8.44° 6.51° 0.326 0.024

C18:1n-9t 21.06° 25.97° 25.91° 0.328 0.039

C18:1n-9c 5.85 3.81 2.83 0.573 0.293

C18:2n-6¢ 1.86 2.38 3.05 0.254 0.353

C20:5n-3 0.30° 0.32% 0.33° 0.002 0.049

C22:6n-3 15.38° 19.92° 21.61° 0.089 0.002

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil;
SEM = standard error of the mean

3B Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.

7.4.4 nyvsingaglunsziwazudn

miLa‘%mﬁwﬁumaﬂmzﬁuqqamé’mﬁauluaﬁmm acetic acid (P<0.05) wsifisd@ndiu
Tuan§vea propionic acid lunndalumaanislvens dewSeuiiiouiunmsiasuinsunei
586U 2 % (P<0.05) Tuatuedl A: P ratio amaﬂaﬂﬂqz‘jﬁaﬁﬁmwwaaﬁaLﬁ'ma%mﬁ']ﬁumam ag14ls
fau pH lunsanzmiinlidsuudadaenmsiaduisiy naasuitunenfisessiu 4% dowald

ANUDUTUVR NH,-N LiisRuluyndluadanisliemis (ms1ei 7.5)
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Table 7.5 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on ruminal pH,
ammonia nitrogen (mg/L) and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol) in fistulated cattle

SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

ltem SEM P-value
2% 3% 4%
Pre feeding
pH 6.65 6.62 6.58 0.092 0.549
NH;N 16.59 14.10 15.35 1.902 0.437
Acetic acid 65.45 66.29 64.99 0.696 0.272
Propionic acid 22.31 21.96 21.88 0.885 0.836
Butyric acid 12.24 11.75 13.12 0.486 0.139
A:P ratio 2.93 3.02 2.08 0.135 0.749

2 h after feeding

pH 6.51 6.47 6.41 0.045 0.724
NH;N 20.74° 22.82% 27.38° 0.411 0.050
Acetic acid 74.65° 68.36° 67.37° 0.426 0.043
Propionic acid 16.80° 23.00° 23.17° 0.473 0.042
Butyric acid 8.55 8.64 9.48 0.180 0.268
AP ratio 4.49° 2.98° 2.81° 0.114 0.049

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil,
A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio
SEM = standard error of the mean

3b¢ Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.
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Table 7.5 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on ruminal pH,

ammonia nitrogen (mg/L) and volatile fatty acids (mol/100mol) in fistulated cattle (cont.)

SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

ltem SEM P-value
2% 3% 4%
4h after feeding
pH 6.34 6.25 6.19 0.057 0.641
NH;N 15.02° 17.01% 21.99° 0.519 0.045
Acetic acid 71.32° 66.02° 63.30° 0.133 0.001
Propionic acid 18.19° 24.06 25.09° 0.663 0.043
Butyric acid 10.49 9.92 11.60 0.719 0.678
AP ratio 3.922 2.77° 2.52° 0.133 0.048
6h after feeding
pH 6.61 6.51 6.48 0.089 0.844
NH;N 21.15¢ 26.55° 38.59° 0.484 0.008
Acetic acid 75.25° 69.89° 70.92° 0.504 0.035
Propionic acid 16.76° 20.92° 20.05° 0.425 0.034
Butyric acid 7.99 9.18 9.03 0.339 0.447
AP ratio 4.49° 3.35° 3.55° 0.141 0.033

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = Linseed oil; FO = fish oil,
A:P ratio = acetate: propionate ratio
SEM = standard error of the mean

2b¢ Within a row means without a common superscript letter differ.

7.4.5 n1sgagaanglunsEwIznin

NN91ESH SBO + LSO + FO 756U 2% quite 4% of total feed DM laiflnanssnude

intercept of the degradation curve at time zero, the potential degradability of the

component, the rate constant of the potential degradability of the component iLag dry

matter degradability coefficients ﬂJ@ﬂ@ﬁMﬁi%’ULL@sWNGﬁﬂﬁVJﬂ 9] out flow rates (P>0.05)

(Table 7.6)
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1%

nsgovaanslisiuveso1mstu (Table 7.7) ldfinansenuainnisiasuinsiunaulu
Fndruunnansiuluomsiaanznszinieg lifinisdsunuas protein potential degradability
Tunndlusiviinsfinn

Fueanietu nsiasuiunanlueimslifnansenuedgeivedrfynicadnne
neutral detergent fiber degradability ¥0319917 (Table 7.8) ognalsRmuihtunaniiseu
4% of total feed DM (SBO + LSO + FO) iy intercept of the degradation curve at time
zero (P<0.05) but uafiuualtiuan potential degradability 483 ADF (P=0.087) Unsfunaudi
326U 4% of total feed DM Huuwaliluan rate constant for the degradation (P = 0.056)
wonanigaiuwnlululunsiian ADF degradability coefficients waswad1afi 0.05 /h (P=
0.073) way 0.08 /h out flow rate (P=0.072)
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Table 7.6 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on dry matter
degradability (DMD) of concentrate and rice straw in fistulated cattle
SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

ltem SEM P —Value
2% 2% 4%

Dry matter degradability of concentrate

a 23.57 21.93 21.55 0.329 0.221

b 58.15 60.13 64.20 2.171 0.597
a+b 81.72 82.07 85.75 2.036 0.713
C, perh 0.151 0.151 0.149 0.003 0.187
dg, 0.02/h 0.65 0.64 0.67 0.029 0.918
dg, 0.05/h 0.56 0.55 0.55 0.014 0.908
dg, 0.08/h 0.52 0.50 0.49 0.017 0.738

Dry matter degradability of rice straw

a 7.40 8.60 8.16 0.346 0.493

b 47.83 44.13 40.87 1.906 0.472
a+b 55.23 52.73 49.03 2.189 0.596
c, perh 0.027 0.023 0.028 0.003 0.742
dg, 0.02/h 0.33 0.33 0.32 0.010 0.881
dg, 0.05/h 0.23 0.22 0.22 0.008 0.941
dg, 0.08/h 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.007 0.917

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = linseed oil; FO= fish oil; SEM = standard error of the
mean;

a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;

b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of 'b0'
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Table 7.7 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on crude

protein degradability (CPD) of concentrate in fistulated cattle

SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)

ltem SEM P -Value
2% 3% 4%
Crude protein degradability of concentrate

a 17.97 15.50 19.06 1.228 0.575
b 64.25 59.20 53.60 1.415 0.174
a+b 82.23 74.70 72.66 1.981 0.316
C, per h 0.119 0.113 0.111 0.003 0.246
dg, 0.02/h 0.66 0.68 0.70 0.017 0.165
dg, 0.05/h 0.62 0.60 0.64 0.012 0.508
de, 0.08/h 0.60 0.57 0.60 0.015 0.665

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = linseed oil; FO= fish oil; SEM = standard error of the

mean;
a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero;
b = the potential degradability of the component;

¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of '0'
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Table 7.8 Effect of different level of combination oil supplementation on neutral
detergent fiber degradability (NDFD) and acid detergent fiber degradability (ADFD) of rice

straw in fistulated cattle

SBO + LSO + FO (1:1:1 w/w/w)
[tem SEM P —Value
2% 3% 4%

Neutral detergent fiber degradability of rice straw

a 6.43 6.40 6.31 1.228 0.991
b 35.37 35.97 39.53 1.415 0.536
a+b 41.80 42.37 45.84 1.981 0.647
C, perh 0.076 0.097 0.078 0.003 0.434
dg, 0.02/h 0.36 0.36 0.37 0.017 0.962
de, 0.05/h 0.30 0.30 0.29 0.012 0.993
dg, 0.08/h 0.26 0.26 0.25 0.015 0.916
Acid detergent fiber degradability of rice straw
a 3.13° 3.47° 5.96° 0.106 0.004
b 52.97 46.27 61.10 2.290 0.087
a+b 56.10 49.74 67.06 2.183 0.056
c, per h 0.089° 0.062° 0.032° 0.003 0.013
dg, 0.02/h 0.40 0.35 0.34 0.012 0.317
dg, 0.05/h 0.31 0.26 0.21 0.008 0.073
de, 0.08/h 0.25 0.21 0.17 0.007 0.072

SBO = soybean oil; LSO = linseed oil; FO= fish oil; SEM = standard error of the
mean;
a = the intercept of the degradation curve at time zero; b = the potential

degradability of the component; ¢ = the rate constant for the degradation of '0'

7.5 3150INAN13NARDY
7.5.1 nsalvsiulunszinnzudin
wannsAnuiluadaddunanuiinisiaiuihdunaudisedu 4% of total feed DM
annsaanmBdntues C18:0 alunninlumdanislrens Fsedureliindunainainnis

wsuualuszdungs nunan1snaaesinueusdiu (Kim et al, 2008) WawaSuiniuyan
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fisgu 2.3% s 6.9% Tuensla dwaliiinnsluasiiuves C18:0 191g duodenum anas
970 115.1 meg 10U 59.9 mg Chow et al. (2004) S1891uLEULAgITUIN nswasuthsiuand
YU 0, 2 uay 4% Taufuiuaude wiethifumuns T aunsaannududures C18:0 1y
Eumse isvazaanuy 6 waz 24 F9lue Tun1sAnwIwuy in vitro luvasfinuidudures t11-
c18:1 LﬁusﬁanWQﬁﬁaﬁwﬁfywnqaﬁa vusdiaiiu Wachira et al. (2000) taSutsudanly
oIuny waznuiinislvaniiures t17-C18:1 WeelAdndnduiiutuedeiifoddayna
&8" uana1nii AbuGhazaleh and Jenkins (2004) ananunisiUasunlamansetsvaensa
Tugiulu ruminal batch culture 1ieLa3u DHA nn5ta3u DHA fiszdiu 1, 2, 3, wie 4% a@unsn
Wiy t11-C18:1 LLazﬁugﬂﬂﬁLﬁmﬂizmumi bio-hydrogenation 984 oleic Lae linoleic acids
LAg MNTEFUNTLATHYR DHA an stearic acid aehsfitudifynisada Tu culture Pszozine
Uu 24 $2lus nsifintuwes t11-C18:1 Fudunandnvesnszuruns bio-hydrogenation Tu
nsznEmiin inTulae group A bacteria il Kemp and Lander (1984) l@suunuundiise
ponuiu 2 ngu muvthiiasunUasnsalusiu LLUﬂﬁL’%&Jﬁ”’qaaamjmmm isomerize N3
lugfu C18:3n-3 uaw bio-hydrogenate luifiu t11¢15-C18:2 nsnlusiu t11¢15-C18:2 Haggn
hydrogenate 1mg group B bacteria lvidu t15 wse c15-C18:1 %Q%Siﬂgﬂlﬁ%ﬂ #39lng group
A bacteria T0u t17-C18:1 8819l5ARIM N5LAANTEUIUNNST isomerization wag bio-
hydrogenation was C18:2n-6 lUidlu t11-C18:1 4fina1n group A bacteria Wiy AT
t11-C18:1 fil§nn C18:3n-3 wie C18:2n-6 a1u130gn hydrogenate Tuidu €18:0 lag group
B bacteria (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997) Wachira et al. (2000) 15%1%‘1?%1 ﬁﬁﬂuﬂmm%
TUguda eroup B bacteria way AbuGhazaleh et al. (2002) lduuziiiinisiasunlasves
wuafidewmariituameliinissudaeulsinnuuafiSeiifuiifiie Wesiutuneugaiie
YBINTLUIUNIT bio-hydrogenation nsagauves t11-C18:1 lunseinizniin azdmaliiainu
Fuduwes 9, t11-CLA Tuthumedaiildsunsiasinisiuuaifiaty (Donovan et al, 2000)
MsuiinTureansAuld C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 yldilaududuaes 20:5n-3 uaz
C22:6n-3 lunszinzminidisty Wuinidaudingnsnsie lipolysis ¥89 EPA wag DHA the
#1 sudiuuginlag Chow et al. (2004) fsfuilovhmaiadudntudarluuimadigs sgvils
aududuvesnsalatuisaeafinty vusafieatiu Doreau and Chilliard (1997) vin1s3n
hifulandignszmgiin uazsienuihaunsansiany DHA luewnsiidlddndruduroda
Alasunsdnttutan 0.51% wnniladilasunisantituan 0.10% wenani Loor et. al,
(2005) @n DHA wdnsswizndn wagnudndl EPA uag DHA luanuludsdldiandusiu
UINNIINGUAIVAL Dohme et al. (2003) 518MUBATINSAA bio-hydrogenation Y84 DHA 41

M9N32UIUNT lipolysis ay bio-hydrogenation tAadulu ruminal batch cultures wsin1siiy
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szﬁwaqﬁwﬁuﬂmamLU@%L%uﬁmsLﬁmﬁy’aﬂizmumi lipolysis Wae bio-hydrogenation fivaan
Ui 26 F3luq uenannil Sterk et al. (2012) 133 DHA + Linseed oil waznuinanuiduduves
DHA #ilvasulusy omasum i deiSeuiisufunguiiied crushed linseed, extruded
whole linseed iag formaldehyde - treated linseed

Donovan et al. (2000) weSutisiudanfiszdu 0, 1, 2 uaz 3% TiulAsaul waznu
EPA uay DHA luthusifisfududunss susadeiy Palmquist et al. (2006) suThsuUan
fisEeu 0, 0.33, 0.67 way 1.00% lus vislaus LasdunANUINAN LT uYes C20:5n-3 LAy
C22:6n-3 Tuthuniistududunse WowSuhiulaniintu sgrdlsfinu Chow et al. (2004)
10w maasutTulanlifinade lipolysis Lag PUFA usazaile

gt C16:0 lunsswnzmsindiudu Adalud 4 ndsmsliemns welaldsu
ihifutalusedugadunaasiousnannnsuld C16:0 mntu ssitulanfiesdussney
Y89 C16:0 g4 (28.22 % of total fatty acid) @aaAdediU Kitessa et al. (2001a) fvinsiasy
thifudangin uasnuiharndudures C16:0 Tunssmeadinifuiu shusafendu Loor et
al. (2005) Idasutisiudandisziu 2.5% of total feed DM, TsfumunzTufisesu 5% of total

feed DM uagtslududniisziu 5% of total feed DM lulaiug Holstein wagsigauinlad

v
o w [y

Iasuinfulandanududued C16:0 gandn Wawssuisuiulanlasuindunmungfusay

¥
0 v a a

Uuaua

nsaludu C18:2n-6 and C18:3n-3 lunszimnzndnlignnsznuainynszaunisiasy
ihifunan Tunndalumdanisliorms unisdnweded fnanisnaassihusafeasulding
s1e9ulSiduiu (Chow et al., 2004) fisrsarudimsiasuidulanlyiinanenszuiunis
lipolysis uaz bio-hydrogenation 481 C18:2n-6 way C18:3n-3 uanaini lusewinensuwlyd
NSLANAI98Y C18 FA Lazdnaiuved esterified %30 free C18:2n-6 Way C18:3n-3 Tu total
C18 FA liiflmnuunnsneniusdnsddodifey Gulati et al. (1999) Funanuinsasutgulan
LifinansznusienisinnszuIunng bio-hydrogenation 84 C18:3n-3 uay C18:2n-6 wazwail
muande mMagymslivesnsaladumariifstuluuiinaniiiu lunsfine in vivo ves
AbuGhazaleh et al. (2002) wanslAiuduiieafulidiinnuuandisegrdidedifymana
989 C18:2n-6 lunszinizuninvesdnifildsuemisiiasy extruded soybean %3s
FO/extruded soybean vinusafgafiu Wachira et al. (2000) s181ulUiANNLANA19BINTS

Ivanuee C18:3n-3 Tudanldandiudu wWiawasy linseed %38 linseed/FO

7.5.2 nsvdngaglunsgwizudn
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szuufineinelunsemnzndnusenaudie anaerobic microbe S1uauan Jednilg
gain1zagiuaunine msiunseinievidn (70-80% ¥4 microbial matter lunsginigniin)
(McAllister et al., 1994) nuadilselunsziwirzndniunuindiagse lipid metabolism Tu
nszlwIzndn (Harfoot and Hazlewood, 1997; Jenkins et al., 2008) s¥au pH Tunsziwizuin
Judladewilefiarugunszuauns bio-hydrogenation lunsginigniin AbuGhazaleh and
Jacobson (2007) s1enuiimsagngluves C18 unsaturated FA Tu culture doeninltuaniig
fif pH # wana1ni Van Nevel and Demeyer (1996) é{’qLﬂmwuﬁmiamawaamiq@msruaﬂ
C18:2n-6 Tu rumen culture Wiaszu pH \Waswann 6.8 1y 5.2 Latham et al. (1972) uans
THfuinsiasueimsvesladaunainemsidaulseneuvesiivemnsdnigadueimsid
druuseneufivenmsdnis Feilvisesu pH Tunssinzntnanas dawalid lipolytic activity
LAz BH 989 unsaturated FA Tunszinngmsinandias gdunidlunszimnzvdndiulnglasie
anneffisedu pH e szaadunsalunsamgnindnansgnudenisiaiyivinues
9Aunsd wazfanssuvenauleyl (Martin et al,, 2002; Jenkins et al., 2008) agabsinu Tu
nsAnwadell nsiasuthfunan audieseiu 4% of total feed DM Lilfnansynusasssu pH
Tunszimnzugdn Toral et al. (2009) wansralwisafuiUnsAnInsel TnensiaSuningy
mupzusufuitiular waznudlifiaonunnsiwes pH Tunszinzndn sgAuves pH Tu
STl 6.7 wnzausenIHan t11-C18:1 uaw c9, t11-CLA dsluanmzwuil t11-C18:1
wag c9, t11-CLA azgnuanluuIuinuinnda t10-C18:1, 10, c12- CLA (Hou et al., 2011)
AbuGhazaleh and Jacobson (2007) wag Fuentes et al. (2009) wuzynguiisdfuindiszsu
pH ”Lumquwﬁﬂﬁzja WRUTANFINTUNINER t11-C18:1 uag 9, t11-CLA MusdheInu
Fndauv09 €9, H11-CLA uaz t11-C18:1 \iuTu Asvau pH qqs‘fu gnuulag Troegeler-
Meynadier et al. (2003) Way Fuentes et al. (2008) uiu pg13lsiniy n1sanaswes linoleic
wae linolenic acids #isziu pH s lu culture 9191inaNTneanssuves bio-hydrogenation
Tngqaunidlu culture oy w1z 7 pH 1 szflnansznuluiBsavdonisiadgivinves
@5‘14‘1/1%‘5 (Martin and Jenkins, 2002)

Tunsdnwindsl] maasunisfunandisesu 4% Winaunduduresenlundellasiay

o w aa

lunszizniinlaegelideddgnieads lunndlumdinisliemis deaenndesiu Keandy

1%
o w

and Mayne (1999) fhaFuiinifudanfissdu 0 89 450 o/d wazs18auitaududuves
wesludelunssimnsudnint ududunss navesnisiasulasiudenszuruniswingosly
ﬂiszwswﬁﬂﬁua&Jﬁ’U{]ﬂé’awé’ﬂ 3 Jady JasousnAeviinvesingfu (Wachira et al., 2000)
Yadvfiaesdoseiuvoshduiiaiuluoms (Shingfield et al., 2008) uazUszn1sgaAnIAe

dndIN090 MV UAREIMITY NMSANWIATIAIUAY 2 U9de Ae vllavenidiu wasdndu
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g mMmsneURe sty @t syiuresiiuiiasy Weiasuiutudwaliuonluile
Tulasiaulunssimendnifindu Fuentes et al. (2009) waz Ramos et al. (2009) wuzi13
seduweslindelulasiauiigaduty erafinniinsgosldlusiudindunteldsedu pH figs
waz/vse Snstesaanslusiuluemsifinty Gomez-Cortés et al. (2008) uag Zhang et al.
(2008) Funenuiuiefuinmsaiutuifesdusenoures C18:2n-6 aggs Tuung a1un9n
dinsenlundlelulasauluvesvaslunseimizngin

nsdnwluedn msiasunfudatlueimsinnuindadiuluaisves propionate
Wty Tuvasiidadiuluaisves acetate anas (Doreau and Chilliard, 1997; Keady and
Mayne, 1999; Wachira et al., 2000; Fievez et al, 2003) Falvnauiisafufunisanendei
e nsEsuTsuRaNTisEau 4% anansadiudndiuluanives propionate wsiandnaIuly
19104 acetate Tunndluavdanslionmns siusaieaiiu Gonthier et al. (2004) Sty
audafiszau 3 fv 4% luems wuindaduluansaes propionate WinAuuINAdn acetate
wenanil Jale et al., (2009) s utnsufiTesdUseneuves omega 6 FAs SaufuThulan wu
oropionic acid tiutu lusmsi acetic acid anas n137laldsuifululsuaninasd
nansznume cellulolytic bacteria Waraznan acetate LAty (Maia et al., 2007; Zhang et
al., 2008) Wallace et al. (2006) WuE1IIANUVUVUVDS acetate anas Lﬁaqmﬂmim?m
drsfudanravlvdaasuliil Butyrivibrio strains InA® butyrate H1UM 14 the acetyl-

CoA/butyryl-CoA transferase pathway Lﬁmsﬁu

7.5.3 n158aeaa‘8vay DM, CP, NDF wag ADF

difunaufisysusing 9 Tl DM, CP uay NDF degradability vesemsduuasmiig
Frddsunlas denndesiunanisnaasiues Aemiro et al. (2017) MiaSuumasweas DHA lu
9IM5UNg A5FU 0, 50, 100 wae 150 o/kg/d Wars18941u31 DM, OM, NDF wag ADF
degradability coefficients 13J'Qﬂﬂi8‘l/mimaﬁ’lﬂw7ﬂa§u Yang et al. (2009) vInn19L@33 4%
LSO, 4% SBO way 4% LSO + SBO (1:1 w/w) haznuinliiinanauszv1nsues proteolytic
bacteria, cellulolytic bacteria Wag protozoa Fievez et al. (2003) ¥msvnaedlagiasuningiy
Janfisedu 4.2% (w/w) vesnsiuldmquitaguiauazemnsdu wasnuinnasinisuuan
laidanalei in vivo NDF digestion %38 NDF degradability #d391nn1suugsluaeu 6 Falug
anas mam5'1/1@aaqﬁ/ﬁamé’aqﬁ’wamimaaﬂ in vitro (Sutton et al., 1975; Doreau, 1992;
Choi et al., 1998 and Keady and Mayne, 1999) %ﬂwudWﬁmuﬂmlﬂﬁmamwuﬁami’g‘;lig
meluves OM wse ADF lunszimnzwiin egnslsfniu nsdesdarsveudalelunszmizmin

anaanaInIsuugeluaaun 48 alus Fensaduiunanisvaasdlunisfinwinseilnnuin ADF
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o oA

degradability ﬁLLmIﬁmammLﬁaLa%mfﬂﬁuUaﬂuswwqq usufeIiY Yang et al. (2009)
F89UMTUIUUTEIINTUDS cellulolytic bacteria anas ileresutiiy msnaaeswes Hu et
al. (2007) wuwansanumen1sgasls NDF (56% vs 51%) wag ADF (53% vs 50%) Tunszinig
pdfnanas ieiafutsfufinty Yang et al. (2009) aguin nsiadaniisuiia 4% of diet DM
Tiulauy vlinszuaumsudngeslunszunznidnanas dwalianuidudunes VFA ansas
Jszansvesdunislunssmendindldsunansenuain LSO uar SBO Taslusladaiianun
way cellulolytic bacteria anas e proteolytic bacteria Windu eg1alsfmn Annet at al.
(2008) Wignunglésuindulauasnuinduualiuwinlinisgesld ADF (P=0.08) naanssuu
MapuemsLiiniy miamjﬂﬁuﬂmL%’J”]tg‘jmquwﬁﬂLﬂumseiaaammamﬁaiaiuiﬂum
(Doreau and Chilliard, 1997) Ivan et al. (2012) 51891431 U5291n5U89 R. flavefaciens
dingululauy muuansssyrinsnsneaeaansaesuieliininaneuwans sy
wazAudLtuYes PUFA Tunssimensin nisiasauiivinues R flavefaciens wiindwile PUFA
Tunszimnzndn ogfiseduin uianaudloaiunsalofumariluszduiigelu (Zhang et al,,
2008) uenanE Ebrahimi (2012) s1eeudlszannsaes R, albus Wntudlelauazungldsy
PUFA

7.6 d3U

ansnasUinmsAnuaseidléin matasudifunaniisedu 4% ananududuves
C18:0 Ifoeafitiuddnmeadn uiifinanududures t11-C18:1, C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 Tu
nsginznin Andaluandinislierms ldwuanuuansiavessedu pH Tunszmizwsin
ognslsfinn msiasudfunaniiseiu 4% Tuenms Wudadruluaisues propionic acid
Tuvauzfidnduluatives acetic acid anas 7 2, 4 way 6 luswdanisTiens wexlude
luimmuiuﬂﬁzwawﬂmﬁlmgﬂﬁu 7 2.4 wag 6 luawmdanisliievng ewaSuinsunaui
98U 4% wenani nswasuuRELTisEsy 6% Suwnltiuan ADF degradability 7 0.05 uay

0.08 /h out flow rate



128

uni 8

agunnsauuaznisinlulduselevd

= 1 [ & ) [d 1 ' = a o O X
aunsuveINsAnwegndutuduneunazilussuuegiweiloivesuidelunseill
Ingusrasdiienaglilaundansalufiundudselovineguainveduilon vislolauesves
nsalviudanaludsnauniaedy e vinisgadunasilowodnlauisatinsaludiv
& =) s Y & A o 3 [ < a [ ¢ &
wianll viselelawesvaansaludumaillUasan viedunsient wazgniniiulundndueiiile
MIDUIUN BYNTUVBINIIANYIATILSUINNITNAGDIN 1 Nandun1siveAumINAULduty
W09 t11-C18:1, asienulunisdunsiei CLA, Laznsalutiu omega-3 LLRNTUIINNNTLES

Wdududaluguuuiunnenaiu wazsiuiuindiulaiviseld nan1smeassusinguidainany

£%
=

Wutuvee t11-C18:1 way C22:6n-3 Windu luvasiinududures C18:0 anas N3y
LSO+FO addition Wnngunisneassiiassnindulifinanszvuse pH Tunssimenstn, in sacco
DMD, CPD, NDFD, ADFD uagdnaiuluaisuss propionate wag butyrate dlewssuiiauiu
naumuAuitliiasuhiy

Mneaesdl 2 sudunsilousediudn anududuves t11-C18:1, €9, t11- C18:2 uas
nselusiu omega-6 axfinduviolyl oSy SBO, FO uay SBO+FO nan1svnassuansliiiiiu
FARUIN AU TUVDS t11-C18:1 way c9, t11- C18:2 Tunseimienin Lﬁuﬁuaéwﬁﬁfaﬁﬁm
VNIEBR 91NA9LESY SBO WAy SBO+FO lunmsfiaududuves C18:0 anas annn1siasa FO
Wy SBO+FO

Asneansdi 3 sufiunisaviiessnnanisneaeslunisvaassdi 1 ensraaeuin
gt uves t11-C18:1 waznsalusy omega-3 lunszimgmifn asdsululumedifin
videlyl 1oy LSO+FO ludadrufiuansinafiu nansvaaeediifiudaauin aududures
t11-C18:1 Wisdudlowdn 1:1 w/w LSO+FO luvausdimududuwes C20:5n-3 and C22:6n-3
isduilowey 1:2 w/w LSO+FO

nneansd 4 sudunisduiiiesannanisveaed 2 Wensiaaeuin anududures
t11-C18:1 waznsnludu omega-3 lunszimizuiin azdsuliluniauinudelyd Weowasy
SBO+FO Tudndruiiumnsady nan1sveassnanslmiudaeuin msiasy 1:1 w/w SBO + FO
T audduYes t11-C18:1, C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 lunsenensdnludnaiuiinewsny nns
gasaa1aves DM, CP, NDF wag ADF im'gﬂﬂsz‘miﬂ,@amna’%mﬁwﬁuiué’wﬁauﬁLLmﬂﬁmf"fu

N1SNARRIAATINY léfaaﬂLLUULﬁaﬂmamimaaqﬁﬁﬁq@ 9INN1INARDIT 3 WAz 13

NAADIN 4 kaziIu1vinnN1sUsElUTEAUNISHES UL ALY DI UNALNYIN AT AU LT Y
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Y99 t11-C18:1, C18:3n-3, C20:5n-3 Uay C22:6n-3 11nlan Hansvaaeswuialaud1 Maasy
shifunas (1:1:1 w/w SBO+LSO+FO) fiaedu 4% anunsaufiuanadudues t11-C18:1,
C20:5n-3 waw C22:6n-3 lunszimzniinlsiogadidoddgmeada Tunndluamdsnisldemns

Feifu Fsansoasuannmsinwaieilfesisdaauit amsadfinnsalafuuas
lolewosvosnsalusuiiiulselovddoduilnaldlnonisaiuthiusas ndnfe awnsauia
trans vaccenic acid (ansaslumsdaasizsh CLA), C18:3n-3, DHA waw EPA Tunssimemifn
Taensiasy SBO+LSO+FO Tudadiuiiviniu (1:1:1 w/w SBO+LSO+FO) Baiadailuszuain
wila fagldarudaduresnsnlufumardinnsinguy msesuiduisdaiu Tudadaud
uansnetu wazluszduiiuandnaiulsifing siseinaifiondntiossonszuiuviinges uaznsges
aangvastavuglunszimizndn

PNHAVDINITANYIAG Tina1un Fauuegailédn Msiasy 1:1:1 w/w SBO+LSO+ FO
Tfrnaidudures t11-C18:1, C20:5n-3 way C22:6n-3 flvmnzay MINURANINARDILANTH
T fuuumslunsuusnunmveswandaeidn finendes sefunisiasumitufivanzas
Junilslunaney o Uady fidreUivdsanssauznisadndnd lnslany snsmaasgiiule
AAINYIN NANAATTUNLAYBIAUTENDUYBIL LY Fetiy miﬂ%’uLﬂﬁauﬂaqwéﬂwsiﬁaﬂuﬂi
welilsinsalusuiiduuselovildequnmwesuilaa Tnglinaludeay viefifisadnios s

WUz1E1I1A5AB95NN5YII e ludn IRl NaNARmBlY Lie NS 1IULUTADINAR B UANDIRBNISLIAY

1 1%
f 6 A

o A 6 Y a a o &
nsnlvdundulsslevideguamussguilnelundndueidnifeoes
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