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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to investigate the optimal conditions for extraction and modification
of dietary fiber from dried cassava pulp (DCP) and cassava distiller’s dried grains (CDG), and to
evaluate the effects of modified-dietary fiber supplementation in broiler diets.

Experiment 1: Study on the conditions for extraction and modification of dietary fiber
from DCP and CDG. The extraction conditions of dietary fiber treated with NaOH solution (2,
4, 6 and 8%) were studied. Fourier Transform Infrared (FTIR) was used to determine dietary
fiber components. The results showed that the optimal condition for extracting fiber from DCP
and CDG were under treated with 6% and 4% NaOH solution, respectively. These conditions
yielded the highest contents of total dietary fiber (TDF) and insoluble dietary fiber (IDF). The
results were associated with the semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra integration and
principal component analysis (PCA), with clearly separated spectral distribution. Study on the
optimal conditions for modifying dietary fiber derived from DCP and CDG treated with cellulase
and xylanase ratio at 0:0, 9:3, 36:12 and 72:24 U/g substrate. It revealed that dietary fiber from
DCP was more efficient than CDG. The cellulase : xylanase ratio at 36:12 U/g substrate
possessed an optimum level of modification dietary fiber from DCP. This condition generated
the highest reducing sugar (D-glucose), total sugar and non-reducing sugar (D-xylose) contents.
In addition, it also enhanced the Lactobacillus and Bifidobacterium populations, SCFA and
lactic acid concentrations and reduced the pH value after 24 hours of incubation.

Experiment 2: Study on the optimal supplementation level of modified-dietary fiber
from DCP (M-DFCP) in diets on nutrient digestibility and utilization of broilers. A total of 84
twenty-one-day-old, male broiler chickens were allotted into 4 groups, with 7 replicates of 3
birds per metabolic cages in a Completely Randomized Design (CRD). Four dietary treatments
consisted of control and 0.5, 1.0 and 1.5% of M-DFCP with mixed 0.3% titanium dioxide (TiO,)
as indicator in all diets. Feed and water were provided ad libitum throughout the experimental
period. The excreta were collected in the last three days of the experimental period (at 26-28
days of age). The results showed that the inclusion of 1.0% M-DFCP in broiler diets can
enhance dry matter, organic matter and fat digestibilities, but showed no effect on nitrogen
retention.

Experiment 3: The responses of broilers to M-DFCP were studied. A total of 336, one-
day-old male broiler chickens (Ross 308) were allocated to 4 groups in 7 replicate pens with
12 chicks each in a CRD. Four dietary treatments composed of control and 3 M-DFCP inclusion

levels: 0.5, 1.0 and 1.5%. Feed and water were provided ad libitum for 42 days. It indicated



that the M-DFCP can be used as dietary fiber in broiler diets without reducing productive
performances. The inclusion of 1.0% M-DFCP in broiler diet possessed positive effects of
enhancing gizzard function, reducing abdominal fat, increasing cecal LAB and Bifidobacterium
spp. populations, enhancing SCFA and lactic acid concentrations, and reducing ammonia
production. However, the M-DFCP showed no effects on serum total immunoglobulin and
lysozyme activity. Moreover, the M-DFCP showed the potential effects of lowering cholesterol
in serum, meat, and liver of broilers. In conclusion, the optimal inclusion level of M-DFCP in
broiler diets should be 1.0%.

Experiment 4: The responses of laying hens to M-DFCP were studied. A total of 32
laying hens (ISA brown) were placed in individual cages and randomly allocated to 4 groups
with 8 replicates in a CRD. Four dietary treatments composed of control and 3 M-DFCP
inclusion levels: 0.5, 1.0 and 1.5%. Feed and water were provided ad libitum for 20 days. The
excreta were collected on days 8 to 10 of the experimental period and then were measured
for nutrient digestibility and retention. The results showed that the inclusion level of 1.0%
M-DFCP in laying hen diets showed no negative effects on dry matter digestibility, organic
matter digestibility and nitrogen retention. However, when M-DFCP was used at higher level
(1.5%) resulted in decreased dry matter digestibility. In addition, the inclusion of M-DFCP at
1.0-1.5% in laying hen diets had positive effects on gizzard pH reduction and SCFA
concentrations enhancement, while it showed no effects on cecal microbial populations and
ammonia production. In conclusion, the optimal inclusion level of M-DFCP in laying hen diets

suggested to be 1.0%.
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yadlgamnsdmivensdnifuiaulafenanassliangaamnisuninnuns Wukanassldain
gaamnssududvevaslusuveanindudiuesnas (cassava pulp) wazn1nsiulen1uea (cassava
distiller’s dried grains) @sluwsarUazdiviuinninfudUzndaussaa 2-3 §1udu wazniniiu
levueatszanal 1 Susu dufunisadaloomsnnagivisaeswdadiadudnmadendiala
Jesnuanaosldna id NsPs iussusznauiigedsdiulngsznavdeiwaglaa uazluuay
(Kosugi et al., 2009; Jorjong et al., 2013; Choct, 2015; Wan et al., 2015) Qmauﬂﬁ‘uaﬂsmmiﬁ
Tluommnsdniartueg furiinvaslvems Tassadis sadusznouvasansnediues (polymer chain)
LATSEAUYBINITETH Choct (2015) 189131 NSPs azgneensenisvsinvesdunas Tag NSPs 7iil
aewodluesduniefuninluanamasgnnindeslasgdunidludldlddnimedmesarsen
wiegslsimuanmsnursdeyaiiomaudulllilunsifieuluidesaaeiuss NSPs euuuse
aunwleamsmnmnifudvsndasmniuenueatulifinmeaeuneumidisldhnisduain
enansmiAdsluingivovnsdaivinduil Iag Ravn et al (2017) :enuinmsdeslonmslusiin
aal¥iauenivesaienediues (deeree of polymerization, DP) 7iduasainezs1dluleuay
(arabinoxylan) 1uezs1Tlulglaledlnudnailss (arabinoxylo-oligosaccharides) Wu3ngauv3EaN
Fi (caecum) wadlanunsoviingesuarlivsslonildfTudmalifinnUdsuulanssansqdunie
wazdnisndnnsalufuaeduiifiadu die199duldldinnisgosaarsiusy NSPs Tunindfu
dgndauaznnifuemueameiouluiasdumnmanddumsiivaunmuesdeemsld
Frtumsidensedsajutiufisdnemmismaatauasnisuulganmamiedauladeeims
nnnfudends waznnduteviueaildannlssundatudiends uazlssnundnieniuea
delilnmaudfneaudmiuliidunaaduluemnsindewsslnly Tnefimsfinvinavesloewns
fadale sonsgeslduazmslivsslonildvedlaruy aussougnsadn MIvaLIYeITTUUMALAY
93 MeAvANRRLAAaTen MEUAsuuanssrnsaAunSlugy madensalusiumedy nauani

[y

wazuesluily AmedueiilnGden uaznmeuauevelauiy
1.2 TngUsaedvan1sivy

1.2.1 Wislins1udNsnsans wazmsaawdasleaimsannindudiuzrdaazniniueniuea
Tegluguwuunmugaudmsuldluansasuluemsiidewarinle

1.2.2 WisAnwnavesnisiasuleansnanalaluanvisiniiesenisegaslanaznisitusylew

Tavodlnruy aNTIOUYAITASYLAULR LagNIIHAILIYOTEUUNIAUDINIS



1.2.3 Wiednwnavesmsasuloomsiadalaluemsinlinenistoslduaznnsldusslond
Igvadnruy Mmswasuudasiminnszmnzun

1.2.4 slimsuisnuauifvedeemsdeUiinuneiaaneson

1.2.4 WielnruisavedlsewnssomaiBsuuasssringqgdunss mandnnsalufuaedy
nsaLanRn wazmsiussnvewenludeluliilouaslily

Y

1.2.5 Welinsuisnaandavesleamnssermaduaiivedain wazgiinuiu

1.3 YBULYAYDINTIVY

ity aufisefnumisneimngandmsvade uasdaudadleaimsainninu
dusnduarniniueonuen Wieltidulvewnsesiluewnsinideuarlnly Inefinwnatenisgos
lauaznsldusslonilavadlasue aussauzn1sngs anvuedugIuINgIVBIILANIMS N1sasay

a

AOLAALRDIRA N1TaBuLUAUTEYINTRaUNTE MInaansaluiuaiudy nsnuanda wazienluile

¥
a Yy v [

AT uaivadlaiin wazn1snevauesveiiAuiu lnsaanisinauinlaainnisfineideiay

q

Y
anunsathldussyndldluanavnssunisudndaitnla

1.4 MUY FUNAFIY WATVTONITBULUIAIUANVBINITINY
Tyomsfiataldainnindfudends uasmnsfueniueameiinsiimnzautiazaunsold
Huansiasuluewnsindeuazlilald Tnonstdleemslusesuiimanzauazlddmwansenusonis
goolfuaznisldusslondldveslnvuy aussousnmsndn (RuAUAMKANER (aAnTTayay
asaa A

ABLAALWRTER) WiNUsEyINTaunsdniuseleviuazanydunidnalsaludiu wunsudnnsaludu

angduLaznIaLania ann1skanuesluly Bnviadiazaunsoduaiunsvinuveaiauiule

1.5 UszlewifiilédFuannnsise

1.5.1 lfosdnnuslunsadnifielildandsloomnsnsinuasifmnzandmiulfi duasiasy
Tuewnslndauaslild uenniosdaruidlddamlfifufiugiudmiunmside ewmuins
afalpnsiianudumzdeld

1.5.2 iumsliuseloviveamanasslivionandnsanangmanvnssusiudUsvds uazidu

nsassyarniinvesnniuduzndauaznndiuieniuea
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=b.

Un

L%

a A v
LRNAILASITUIIENLNYIVDY

2.1 Te@m1s v3e dietary fiber

o a « a . . s A Yy A \

Aflgnuves “leemns wse dietary fiber” Aeaslulawmsnussinnlassasrandudiulsenou
Yosntaadiivdfosiusznoulu NSPs wazdniu lnvdiulsznoundnues NSPs Nfleglunilagad
fwdulvguszneuimeiwaglaa wasnedudnalsailildiwaglaa (non-cellulosic polysaccharides)
w8nF19 9 (Choct, 1997; Dhingra et al., 2012; Knudsen, 2014) lopwnsasaslulamsafivunanis
gogvadoululumaiuamsvesdnitn (AACC, 2001; Jozefiak et al., 2004)

5EUUNTILUNUTELANYB988195TNa8 U BA2SN15IwuniduNeausuag1anineIng
AaN15IUNUSELANYRILYR1TANNANEINTALUNNSAYA18YT et lee1nsaunsasILUneanta
[ a 14 1 Ql' H 1 £ a .
uaewwila laun leemsiazaneun 1w lud-nguau (B-glucans) AR (pectin) NanAlakiLLLY
(galactomannan) uagfiu (sums) uagleamnsnluazaten wu waglaa wwiliwaglaauiawiln waz
antiu wonantinedudnalsaudazvindslidnyaianigiaunsaldduunasdusenauvadleamis
AoIAUTENoUVBINBUBLLDS (monomer) kagUsglnnueenusy (bond linkage) (Dhingra et al.,
2012; Staffolo et al., 2012) n153uunUsEnnvasleamsinemaianisananleraulyd wazaiswall

fananalAluninig 2.1

Sample

Removal of starch and sugars

v
Starch and sugar
free residue

= Nonstarch polysaccharides (NSP)

Glucose
Lignin Uronic acid

H

Rhamnose 3

Fucose .

Cellulose .

g . Xylose H
Noncellulosic polysaccharides (NCP) ———— MR n,:,mm i
Rhamnose NCP | Galactose } T~
Fucose Glucose : (D
Arabinose Uronic acid 3 ™3

Xylose E

Soluble | Mannose :

é

A 2.1 MssuunesrUsEnauvesleoms (Choct, 1997; Knudsen, 2014)



uwnasloonanuldluingivemsdninaneuia 1wu Sty fvmszgads gnnidn wifavad
fluuazniagadiad Hudu MedluTngAvemsdnivsznaudeaslulawmsanansvin dun velu
winAlsA (monosaccharides) laudnanlse (disaccharides) loalnudnanlsa (oligosaccharides) way
wedudnalse (polysaccharides) Fedminszimisiienanunsodesueluuinailse uazlaudnailsdls
(Choct, 2015) Tuvauziiledlnudnanilsd waznedudnanlsdazgndeslnensminuesgduvislusyuy
MUAUDIMITAIUFIUNENI oluTiuvesdniUn (den Besten et al., 2013; Regassa and Nyachot,

2018) Tnaunasvadlgamswazlassasiamaaivadeaimsaawandlilunisien 2.1

2.2 unumazAuaAyvadleamnsludndUn

L2 o

Tuednleensluingivemsdnignimduamsiuvdedadeiidauinamsdesldvelvuy
(anti-nutritional factor) wilutlagtunisAnwiAgafunsastloemsluemsdnidaldsuainy
aulanndu Womnanaudidaiiivedeemnuarunumiiiivsslevideguninvesdng Fsns
Tilsemnslussiuingauazsisduaduiauiniseseozlunmaiuenns madneuls was
nsgeslnvaalnsurludnivn (Mateos et al., 2012; Jha and Berrocoso, 2015) Iag Kheravii et al.
(2018a) $1891UIINIAMVUAVUINDUNIAVBIDINIS UazasAUsenauvesleamsiugnsemsdnin
sganunsausuugsgunanld msldusglenilavatlasue wasUssansnimnisnan
MnAmauRTssiuesleeslfiunundeddniduandietu Taglsewnsiiazaneti
ﬁ@mauﬁﬁiumiﬂﬂ%’ufﬂﬁ wasfinasonsifinanumiln (viscosity) vasdsgan (digesta) Tuniuiu
0193 Bedsnalvidnainslvariuresensdias Snvieviliasdoslduaznsnaduasemsanas
wmszauniinvetewns utesslsfnuleawnsfiazaeianiAanismingesldnlaegaunisly
ymaduemsaine dusulsewnsitliarasiidogaduinliasiauauiinesfuniiouna
(sponge) Wlnlaifirnuniiatheiiugnsinslvenuwesems wazleemsitilazarethaziiunum
dfgyiemaiauInszmzUatasifiuemainsalunisun waganvuineynAvesesneuiily
Tudléidndudedenslivsslovinesinvus lnonszmgundilifunsiaulvudusduazdnase
NNSATUANEATTINGIVDITTUUNIAAUBIMT LU NTUAILaEN1TTUMYDINTHNIZUA NITAIUANNTT
\Aeufiviemslvadoundu (refluxes) 183013 uUs¥AnBnmnvdsanslumafiuenmsiansn
lalasaan3n (HCL wazioulesdinudu (pepsin) Feaziinnslduseloviildveasenmis (Svinus,
2011; Mateos et al., 2012; Kheravii et al., 2018a) Iammiﬁﬂmauﬁaﬂé’ﬂaﬁ’uw%‘luiaaﬂl,ﬁaqmﬂ%

Ligngeslagoulailumaiuemsvesdnidnasgndsinulud@iu eduwrasansenmsinding

dusugaunsdniiuselewd 1w Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacteria spp. dualiiin1sndnnn

q
[% '

loffuangdy wagnsauandnliinugeeailignisusuussaninuingey (A pH anag) Y0amnaay
2IM3EINYNE LasUuaunan1sasaiulavesgdunsdlumaiuemisls einefgaasteduasy
gunmvasaldludnitnla (Montagne et al., 2003; Jha and Berrocoso, 2015) Tounalnidulule

vospauTRgativedleamaauandliluani 2.2



A19199 2.1 uraswedlyensiazlassasiemaaivedleamsviamg o

Category

Monomeric residue

Linkage

Sources

Cellulose

Arabinoxylans

Xylan
Mixed-linked [3-
glucans

[3-glucans

Mannans

Galactomannans

Glucomannans

Arabinans

Galactans

Pectin

Inulin

Glucose

Arabinose, xylose

Xylose

Glucose

Glucose

Mannose

Galactose, mannans

Glucose, mannans

Arabinose

Galactose

D-galacturonic acid,
L-rhamnose, L-
arabinose, D-xylose,
L-fucose

Fructose, glucose

R-(1—>4)

R-(1—>4)-linked xylose

units

R-(1—>4)-xylose
R-(1—>3) and (1—>4)

R-(1—>3) and (1—>6)

R-(1—>4)
R-(1—>4)-linking mannan
chains with a-(1—>6)-
linked galactosyl side
groups

R-(1—>4)-linked mannan
chain with interspersed
glucose residues in the
main chain

a-(1—>5)

R-(1—>4)

a-(1,4) D-galactomannans

R-(2,1) D-fructosyl

fructose

Cereals, legumes,
oat hull, sunflower
seeds, sugarcane
bagasse, plant cell
walls

Wheat, rye, barley,
oat, rice, sorghum,
corn

Wheat, wheat brand

Barley, oat, rye, rice

S. cerevisiae, C.
albicans, seaweed
Coffee seed
Locust bean gum,

guar gum

Sugar beet pulp,

lilies, irises

Cereal co-products
such as wheat bran
Sugar bean meal,
sugar beet pulp
Fruits, chicory, sugar

beet pulp

Yam, rye, Jerusalem

artichoke, chicory

fian: fauvasan Choct (1997); Sinha et al. (2011); Staffolo et al. (2012); Lam and Cheung (2013)



uonanilleewsdadiunumaaylunisannisazauluiu wavaslagnesealulileln (Saki
et al, 2011) Wewnieleardnrranisgesuaznisgaduvedluiunsensiaainesoausianeaildian

(nmd 2.3) Bnviadadnvanenisganduvenitg danalsanedeswdniinnaunuduuning lngld

ﬂaLaaLmaiaaLﬁumﬁ?ﬁu (Menge et al., 1974; St-Onge et al., 2000)

Fiber, coarse particle or whole grain

/\»

1‘ Gizzard size and grinding action ‘ 1‘ Cholecystokinin in the pyloric region ‘
1' Retention time in gizzard ‘1‘ Muscular contraction and gut refhix /\
A ; i .
|" Pancreatic secretion Gut reflux
1‘ Retention time in crop - l
" Retention time in proventriculus

l l Re-exposure of digesta to
HCL and digestive
enzymes in proventricuus

1" Retention time

| 1‘ Fermentation in crop
i | ‘|\ HCL and pepsm m proventriculus
T Lactic acids and SCFA \ l
T oH

$ Improve nutrient utilization and absorption

Seeding beneficial bacteria \‘

‘|\ SCFA 1——b Improve gut health

. i -

Energy source —————  Improve bird performance

AN 2.2 AauandRgantinvedleems (Kheravii et al.,, 2018a)

Bile satt
o 4 |
AN 2.3 UVIUWVI“UENLSJEJIEJG]@ﬂ’ﬁa@ﬂBLaﬁm’e}i@a

fian: https://images.app.goo.gl/BtNYhxMSty91P8Ve9

2.3 29AUSLNBUVBI LIS IUNINAUAIULHALAZAINLULENIUDA

[

Hud1Ugnds cassava %39 tapioca (Manihot esculenta Crantz) Lﬁuﬁﬁmﬁiwgﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁ’m@mm

Uszinelng waniluiianiinnuddyluededniie Sassmalvetududivosnsndndudsnds

lungiinaee TuwdazaunsandndudUenaslaussann 21-30 a1udu nandaidudlendaan



srgnignszuiumsudsgUidundasdaeisng 9 leun Sudu Sudade waludUsnds uaznisude
. A g.j dy a % o’d‘ 1% o 1 d" 1
NRUMARNUYTOLEURA YiiNdndunnlnannswUslagninluldlugeamnssudeiiewialy
1 1 [ (% Y% o 1% Id Y% o (% a A A
wigalsiniundaainnisuussududvendadundadudendagioniueassininimaense
nanaeslaldunindudivsnaanas nnduieniuea (Useuad 2.0-3.0 wag 0.74-0.95 d1usunel)
o & oo a a 9 ¢ ] ¢ wa
Aetidauuanudnlunsiiunsldusslevivemanaselaivarianaaaudfvedduaims tnenis
nmnifudrvzudazniniueusaunldiduingfvdmsvanaleeims
NNITIUTIMENA1INUIININdud Ugndsazninduienueadllnyugnaiioag g
wanalilun1s199 2.2 lngesAusenaumslnvuzvssnindudilenasiazniniueniueasziiny
wsusauduegudadenateusens Wu nszviunsana aeiugvesdudivends wagisnis
waﬂgﬂmaqmwmm (Chavez et al., 2005; Jorjong et al., 2013) %ﬂaqﬁﬂwﬂaudauimgsuaa NSPs
lunmnsiudlendareloamnsililazansin wavsenaumeiiananan loun lolag (xylose) nMuaning

o

(galactose) wazuuulua (mannose) (Chauynarong et al., 2015) mwﬁagaamﬁuiﬁdwﬂ’amﬂw

a

drlzndauazninduenusatudvinandelenadaiazannsaiunldluwawesingiuiaiy

q

A5aNALeDMNS e

A15197 2.2 asAUsTNaUNILALveInInTiud 1 UrraILag NN uleNIUea

Components (%) Cassava pulp Cassava distiller’s dried grains
Kosugi et  Rattanachomsri Chauynarong Jorjong et al. Wan et al.
al. (2009) et al. (2009) et al. (2015) (2013) (2015)
Starch 60.60 61.19 - - 15.79
Crude protein 2.50 s 1.87 7.94 3.70
Fat - - 0.33 1.29 -
Ash - - 10.22 24.08
Crude fiber - - 13.85 28.69 -
Non-starch
28.10 23.00 5 - -
polysaccharides
Glucan 19.10 - - - -
Xylan 4.20 - 2.38 - -
Arabinan 1.40 - 1.29 - -
Galactan 0.50 - 4.06 - -
Mannan 0.70 - 0.45 - -
Cellulose - 15.60 - 31.81 25.75
Hemicellulose - 4.60 - 13.69 5.01

Lignin 2.20 2.80 - 11.30 8.69




Yagiunisldunadloamsanmanassldvesgnamnssunuasduwnamiadanilasuau
aulaegranndmiuihunldluemisdnl dwdunanaselaanninduduznduazninduieniuea
a1l uunasleomsniivssloviluowiraldnindnssuiunisane wazdauladleemsiveylu

=i = v & a < I3 o Ao oa &
susvuimagaunselalluledlnudnanlsd annseurunsadailiiewadunsanuaniienis

dawndeuwiuudlunsiiuyadivewdndaueisnaae

2.4 mMsanauazn1saaLUasleaInis
Wnsadaleenisiivateds laun 38m1aedl (chemistry methods) 38119018070 (physical

a

methods) 35n13arinneeulesl (enzymatic methods) 35n151498WN38 (microbial methods) wag
n19l35619 9 32UAU (mixed methods) Fsnsainusazisaziinanssdlsznoy LazlAsIasauns
lygmsnuandnaiu anvanisaauwdadleamnsuienisusulasiaiivedeemisaiunsayiguiuls

Aunmaadleomsls lnadaeg1e3snsadauagmadawdasleomsauantlilunisned 2.3 uay 2.4

A15199 2.3 A5nsanaleais

Extraction methods Examples

Chemistry methods - NaOH was used to extract dietary fiber from cereals.
- Alkalis was used to extract arabinoxylan from wheat bran and rice
bran.

Physical methods - High temperature, high pressure, ultrasonic treatment increased
the extraction rate of arabinoxylan.
- Micronization, ultrasonic, microwave, and extrusion cooking
treatments had reduction effect on slucose breakdown rate and
adsorption and avoid increased in postprandial blood glucose level.

Enzymatic methods - Dietary fiber extracted from defatted rice bran using thermal-stable

a-amylase, and alcalase had glucose dialysis retardation index.

Microbial methods - Wheat bran soluble dietary fiber extracted by solid fermentation
with fungi.
Mixed methods - Dietary fiber extracted by shear emulsifying assisted enzymatic

hydrolysis had excellent physicochemical and functional properties.
- Ultrasound-assisted solvent method was used to obtain dietary

fiber from corn pericarp.

fisn: Zhang et al. (2018)
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A15199 2.4 A5n5ankUaslen1nns

Modification methods Effects

Micronization - Micronization processed dietary fiber enhanced the soluble

dietary fiber content.

Multidimensional swing high- - Ultrafine bran dietary fiber increased the content of

energy nanoball-milling soluble dietary fiber and decreased the total phenolic
content.

Enzyme - Cellulase and xylanase increased the extractable

arabinoxylan and soluble dietary fiber content of dietary fiber.
Enzyme-micronization - Enzyme-micronization reduced the water and oil holding
capacity, but increased the swelling capacity, cholesterol and
sodium taurocholate absorption capacity of dietary fiber.
Chemical methods - Chemical reagents increased glucose adsorption capacity
and a-amylase inhibitory activity of dietary fiber as a result

improving the ability of insoluble fiber.

fisn: Zhang et al. (2018)

2.5 wavasnsiasuleasaenisuandniUn
2.5.1 HavadlyaIsRRENIIaUZNISITYLAULN

Mnmsnunenasnuinsifleamnslussiuiimnzauanszdumsiaunszuy
Mafuems duaiumsinuresednayiifeadesiumsaanduled wagnisdesemns Gwihedian
zvrvdasuaLTIauEAIsLs A UlnesdniUnla (Gonzalez-Alvarado et al., 2008; Sarikhan et
al., 2010; Mateos et al., 2012; Kras et al., 2013) lnenavoini1stainleoinisnoaussausnig
wiiulnvesliieduant3lunsiedi 2.5 nanisAnwumasedeomsiasalussu 3.0% lu
lrdloftony 21 way 42 Yu uwiaduloesfiazareinanningm$on warlsewnsiiliazaretiain
Waenduvdes uaziddend il nuimsasuloomsiiavatetn warllaranetnawisauiiy
UsyAnsamnisBeuoimsvesindeldiniinguaiuay (p<0.05) Famaiaduloemsitliazaen
Mndentnldn wasdendandedulidefiony 21 u (ewnsnquarvauiiviinandely 2.5%)
annsaUfuUsssnsmnsduln uazUszdnsamnsiuasuemsld (p<0.05) Tngliifinanseny
semsnuldidevesliile (Gonzalez-Alvarado et al., 2007, 2010) Feaonmdaatun1snnanives
Jiménez-Moreno et al. (2009) uaz Sacranie et al. (2012) wuirnsiiemnsinidefinauloainisii
lazaneihaniudendnlen 3.0% awnsaiinUssansnmmsiasyiulavediidels venani

Jiménez-Moreno et al. (2011) $1897UI1IN15LESUUABNNY 2.5-5.0% (2 m13nduauAuduTuIn
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o o aa

\Boly 1.6%) vinlilnileliussansnmniswdsuemsuanaeainnguaivaued9idedAgnisad

o

(p<0.05) lnensiasuiudondadisedu 5.0% dewalilddefdnsnsaiyivingaan (p<0.05)
aonndestunisiasuleewnsiiliazaretanuanaesldveamdn Sasfaindiand wuindnanis
WSaivle uarUsyavsnmnsiasuemsatuluudunss (p<0.01) Iulﬂ'l,‘iﬂ:amq 42 U (Rezaei et
al,, 2011)

uananiinisasuleonmsfiazaneiiainnngni$in uarloawnsildazatstan
Waondl8nfiszdusng q nuimsiesuleewnsainningniitn 2.5% dalildideiiony 18 fuf
UszAnBamnisdsuemsagaideiTeuifisuiunguaiuau (p<0.05) agndlsfinunisiaiu
lgomsisaasvianuldinansznuresnsnsiasaivineds uaznsiuldiedsesliiie
UJiménez-Moreno et al., 2013) Ingn15MAaesad Incharoen (2013) 91891315l mnsiaLie
sawdunsiasuleensitldarareaunsaiutssanawnisaigiulaanniinguaiuey
(p<0.05) MNMIVAEBINsEs AT ITissy 1.0% (ewnsivsunaniele 5.1%) dwalilided
hwiing wagdamnsuanidefninnduauaupeaiituddameadn (0<0.05) urpghdlsfiniu Kras

@ d'

et al. (2013) dvhmsfnugnsomislidedfissdudelom wagsedudologs (gnsomsiibele
7.7%) wulrdefldsuomnsiifseduidologednavilisyaninmninudsuoimsanatunneig
Nnnguiildsuemsseduidolon (p<0.05) ilesnidelofiguiuluiinariilinsiuldanas Tne
Jiménez-Moreno et al. (2010) Menuingasemnsfiivsinamesielefigiinasonisanszansnm

nsviuveseulesl Tavienisdesls waznsgadulasuylumadueims

2.5.2 navaslgamsneniseaslfvasinyus

navadloevsaenistesldveslnvurluliieuansilunsd 2.6 msasuloemnsi
lazaneunanudendnlsn 2.5-5.0% ladnansznuneniseooldvesd ks uazansdunsd
(p<0.05) uaﬂmﬂﬁé’adqmaiﬁﬂﬂisjaaiﬁ%ﬁmﬁ%jaﬂ’i%ﬁam‘%EJULﬁauﬁumim%ﬂammiﬁazmaﬁ'ﬂ,ﬂ
damansenunenisgeslavesudiuazlusiu (p<0.05) (Gonzalez-Alvarado et al., 2010; Jiménez-
Moreno et al,, 2011, 2013) $15591nN15MAABIYRY Jimeénez-Moreno et al. (2011) 1d¥n1sAns
nstesudendaiieluunawesdeomsiiliazaneiluemsliie wuinmsasuitsesu 2.5-5.0%
dsnalinstosldvadlusiuity (p<0.05) usagnslsfinu Kluth and Rodehutscord. (2009) wuin
sefuvenaglaa (loonsiiliazansin) Aduiulugrsomnsiiide (emsfidols 3 uas 8%)
nansgnusion1sgadelusiu uaznsnoziluludldidndrudansld Vedmaesumagladluyiind

wniullazdmansenusienisgadslusiuvedlnilodiudula
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A19199 2.5 wavesnisi@suloomsreanssaugnIsRsyRule

Age BW ADG ADFI FCR

Treatment References
(day) (9) (9 (9)

Control 21 - 31.7° 43.2 1.37° Gonzalez-
3.0% oat hulls? - 33.4° 44.3 1.33°  Alvarado et al.
3.0% soybean hulls* - 33.4° 44.6 1.34°  (2007)
Control 42 - 55.0°  88.0%° 1.592  Gonzalez-
3.0% oat hulls - 60.0° 90.0° 1.49°  Alvarado et al.
3.0% sugar beet pulp? - 56.0° 85.0° 1.53°  (2010)
Control 42 1,915 - - 2.10°  Sacranie et al.
0.25% insoluble fiber 2,084° - - 1.96°  (2012)
0.50% insoluble fiber 2,073 - - 1.94°
0.75% insoluble fiber 2,147° ! . 1.93°
Control 18 - 30.0° 41.2 1.37%  Jiménez-Moreno
2.5% pea hulls - 31.2° 41.2 1.32°  etal. (2011)
5.0% pea hulls - 34.5° 45.9 1.33°
7.5% pea hulls - 31.1° 39.6 1.38°
Control a2 - 62.4" g 1.86  Rezaei et al.
0.3% MIF® A 64.1° - 1.85°  (2011)
0.4% MIF - 64.3" - 1.85
0.5% MIF - 65.3" | 1.79°
Control 18 - 31.0 43.2 1.40*  Jiménez-Moreno
2.5% oat hulls - 31.0 42.3 1.37% et al. (2013)
5.0% oat hulls - 30.5 41.6 1.36%
7.5% oat hulls - 30.0 41.9 1.40°
2.5% sugar beet pulp . 31.1 41.7 1.34°
5.0% sugar beet pulp - 30.6 41.6 1.36%
7.5% sugar beet pulp - 28.6 39.8 1.39°
Control 42 1,964° 85.05 2.14°  Incharoen (2013)
0.5% rice hull meal® 2,009° - 85.25 2.12°
1.0% rice hull meal 2,120° - 85.38 2.02°

5 Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)

* Linear (p<0.01)

insoluble dietary fiber

2 soluble dietary fiber

> MIF = micronized insoluble fiber (by-product of wheat)
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A1519% 2.6 wavesnsiasuluemsaensteslaveslnaug (apparent digestibility, %)

Dry Organic  Starch Crude

Treatment References
matter matter protein

Control 73.6% 78.3° 96.6 73.9%°  Gonzalez-

3.0% oat hull! 75.0° 78.0° 97.1 76.32 Alvarado et al.

3.0% sugar beet pulp? 72.8° 75.8° 96.3 72.7°  (2010)

Control - - 90.2 75.9¢ Jiménez-Moreno

2.5% pea hull! - - 94.2 82.1° et al. (2011)

5.0% pea hull - - 93.9 79.3

7.5% pea hull - - 93.6 76.2°

Control 71.4% 75.0%¢ 90.7° 74.9 Jiménez-Moreno

2.5% oat hull 73.4° 77.3° 96.6° 76.1 et al. (2013)

5.0% oat hull 73.1° 76.6% 96.1° 76.7

7.5% oat hull 68.9° 72.5 97.3° 78.9

2.5% sugar beet pulp 69.3" 72.90cd 90.6° 77.5

5.0% sugar beet pulp 66.9 70.7¢ 91.4° 76.3

7.5% sugar beet pulp 67.5¢ 70.9¢ 92.5P 76.2

ab.¢ Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)
insoluble dietary fiber

% soluble dietary fiber

2.5.3 uavadleausnadnuIuUEYInIRaunsy wazn1snannsaludiuaeduludng

navosnstasdluemslulitlonednunudsesinsaunsdlugiy wanslilunasim 2.7
nsiasuleemsillazalsuiainudentnalen 5.0% dnaaenisaniiuiu Clostridium spp. Wag
Enterobacteriaceae (p<0.05) (Jiménez-Moreno et al., 2011) A9AAARINUNNSNAABIYBY Shakouri
et al. (2006) wuinmsiauigaglaa 3.0% luemnsiluavinlyl Enterobacteriaceae anas (p<0.05)

| 1 <@ A 1 %:’ A v &Y 1 1 a o
wingslsinnuleamsildazaieinanldentilon wazwagladlifinarenisildsuuuasdium
w99 Lactobacillus spp. Tud@iu Ing Kalmendal et al. (2011b) s1891uileermsiliazaisinain
v A U £ s o o . . 1 a o o W aa

nAMuRzTulinuduRusiun1sanduIuYes Clostridium spp. agalitd1AgyN19ana (p<0.05)
wanslunIni 2.4 Fiaenndesiun1TnAasIues Montagne et al. (2003) loonsiliazarvuayly
Juansasdudmsunisndn wazangufnisalvaanisiialsadilddnaula uenanilfinaviilidiuau
v94 Coliform wag E. coli lualdluadiuduanas ualiiinansenuiuinuiuves Lactobacillus spp.

[

nsndingeeidaleveqdunidludiulananinidAymensaluivaiedu Jaasmartiavdnninenis
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éﬁgﬂiﬂsﬂﬂﬁuau%a Salmonella LLangﬁjgﬂﬂﬁLﬁﬁiyLaUIGl‘U@QL%@ E. coli (Hetland and Svihus, 2001;
Lopes-Lutz et al., 2008)

nNNeaesvad Dunkley et al. (2007) mMsusinloomnsudianng q Sawtudegaund
Tudfusonsudnnsalafuaisdu wuinnsminloemsilasig 4 aunsordnnseluduaeduls

Ty a

uwansnafiutanandlilunmi 2.5 Bamsudnnsaludiuaneduasiued fuianssunsvinvesgdunsdly
N o ' < = = Y 2 Y = o &
Fruuazundsvadleanns lagleemsannindunaes wWhsndumdes wazdailan daduunidy
loomnsnliavaneuianunsandsdunsaluiumeduligian fie nsnezdfin nselnsiilelin nsnadaiisn
waznsalelytaiisn auafau (p<0.05) lag van der Wielen et al. (2000) s1891131lg81m133290
TgUsglevilag Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacteria spp. Bainludnsuannsauania Laznsn
luduanedu Fegonndesiu Donalson et al. (2008) s1891uIINsiNTUVRINIAOETRANTUNALAIN
maniingesiagladlaeideqdunid wu Bifidobacterium waz Lactobacillus spp. lu@iu agnalsh
auleamnssiasng o Lifinadeniswasunuasussannsgaunsdnivseloviuiinasenisdud wse
TAUI9N15L93 A UlnveuT RaUNTEnNolIA LUBIIINANAINITaluNTgREaaulyIITYes
a Aeda « a o S X o gy a ° 1 S v & a a«
aunIgNAiUselevd wazndnnsaluduatgduaiu inliusiadldlngdl pH ddewaliiyeqdunsd
nelsaliaunsavenadvsonsdugiuls delulnilleniiaugauszainsgauniddniaseiedaasul
doidavamiiald esnnmsndnnsaluduaigduasdignsedunisnevauesagiinuiululala

(Huang et al., 2004; Dalloul et al., 2005)

A1319% 2.7 wavesnsiasuleemisnednuiudssuinsyausglualdvaidndnu (logy, cfu/g)

Lactobacillus Clostridium Enterobacteriaceae

Treatment References
spp. spp.

Control 9.8 5.9¢ 8.4° Jiménez-

5.0% oat hulls 8.6 1.2° 5.9° Moreno et

5.0% sugar beet pulp 10.0 6.2° 8.4° al. (2011)

Control 10.10 - 5.74° Shakouri et

3.0% pectin 9.21 - 7.58° al. (2006)

3.0% CMC 9.08 - 8.25°

3.0% cellulose 9.39 - 5.96°

25 Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)

CMC = cellulose, pectin and carboxymethyl cellulose.
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BClostndimspp
OLactobacillus spp

®E coh

logl0 cfu g intestine
.
2

(20 HF-SF( 1P HF-SFC 200 HF-8F( 0% HF-SF(C

A 2.4 waveslvanmisldazansiireduiulsennsyauvsglumaiiuens

fia: Kalmendal et al, (2011b)
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S| HI Bl Al WI GI CI A9l A8l A7l NFI SI HI Bl Al WI GI CI A91 A8l A7l NFI

Feed substrates Feed substrates
Butyrate Isobutyrate

- -
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- 3
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4 s

= : s

3 : 8

S dl p 8

SI HI Bl Al WI GI CI A9l A8l A7l NFI

Feed substrates Feed substrates

Feed substrates: SI = soybean meal, Hl = soybean hull, Bl = beet pulp, WI = wheat
middlings, Gl = ground sorghum, Cl = cottonseed meal, Al = 100% alfalfa meal, A9 = 90%
alfalfa + 10% commercial layer ration, A8l = 80% alfalfa + 20% commercial layer ration, A7l

= 70% alfalfa+ 30% commercial layer ration, and NFI = no feed + inoculum

A9 2.5 Ysunaunsalusiuaneduainnisvsinemsweele

fiun: Dunkley et al. (2007)
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AT HUNTSIVY

nsEnwIdeasaliduns@nwimaniiglunisans wazsauwlasloairisainnindudilenaa
waznIndulenIuea Wiatnandusloa s e luldiduaisiasulusimisindowazlnly Taenis

naaeawtseany 4 msveaeg fail

3.1 mweaa 1 nMsAnwvmsaiauasaaulasleanmsnnninsiudlsnduaznindueniuea
gy s A ¢ adq (Y [ o/ o LY
nsnaaetiilinguszasdiiefnyimisnisain wasnisdaudasleonsannindudends
waznndueviuea Wendnleormsndaumuigaud msuldiduasasuluemsdnililouay
aly anmsAuaitenaisnuinlearmsnazatsdwazloamsiliazareuinneiiinuaudfines
duasunmsvhaulusamedailafvy Auiuleemsnadalaluasillazdindloemnsiassuiiney
dmsunssuiudTulsavseanuUadlgamsuuavyinlvleeomsiianenediwesnduas tielvd

'
faa

lassasieivangay wasiieden1sningeslnewegauvsdniivseleviluniafuemsvesdnitn

3.1.1 NISHFPUNINAUAIULHAIRALNINAULENIUDA

ihnndudusndsananusenapamnssundadasy 310 Jminuassvdnn waznin

Y a

JULEIUDANUSENINELNIUDE W3IBS INA (UIVL) FINTAVBULAY 11YINITOURAINDUNAT

9 U

a

55-60 °C unaan 48 2las nduihnsuslfazidearun 1.0 Tafuns uanfiulifigumgf 4 «C
Tnevhnsinsievesdusznoumaadl 1aun anudy Tusiu Tty uasidn aaidues AOAC (1990)
Fmwszivsinalonsmu (total dietary fiber) lsamsitazaneni uazloemmsitldazaneni
Imaﬁmmaauiammsﬁ%wm (total dietary fiber kit, K-TDFR-100A, Megazyme International Ltd.,
Wicklow, Ireland) asfuUsznaumaaiivasmntudends uaznmnsuemusadildlunsvaaossaans

Blussei 3.1

a ¢ a ) o o Nt
M1919NM 3.1 @ﬂﬂﬂi%ﬂ@‘U‘Vl’]ﬂLﬂll‘?]@flﬂ']ﬂllﬂﬁqﬂg‘waquaﬂﬂqﬂﬂJUL@un@aWIﬂUﬂqu]ﬂa@Q

Compositions (%) Cassava pulp Cassava distiller’s dried grains
Dry matter 93.79 92.26
Crude protein 2.30 10.14
Crude ash 1.87 16.58
Ether extract 0.22 1.02
Total dietary fiber 17.36 21.47
Soluble dietary fiber 2.29 3.09

Insoluble dietary fiber 15.07 18.38
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3.1.2 msanauaznisaaudasleannns
N1599NKUUAITNARBIE IS UANYIman1Izlunsana waznisaaulaslen1nisann
nndudgndanazninduieniuea lagldununismaasawuuduauysal (completely randomized
design; CRD) Nsnaaaiusaznauil 4 51 nsadaleewnsidunisfnumsesuan g i uves
ansazanelaioulonsenles (NaOH) Tiszau 2, 4, 6 uaz 8% dwsumsaauladleamsifunsine
mansdvetouleiiwagiaa (cellulase) : lwanua (xylanase) finsndau 0:0, 9:3, 36:12 uay
72:24 wire/nuvesasiafy (wansl3lumsned 3.2) ihdeyaiildurieseiiiodonaniogi

winngaulunsuanteamsarnsulvlunisnaasssaly

M15197 3.2 dnsduvesoulsinldlunsusulsdlassainsadawdasleonmsainnindudiusnas

WAENINIULDNIUDA
Enzyme Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4
Cellulase!, U/g substrate 0 9 36 72
Xylanase?, U/g substrate 0 3 12 24

! Cellulase, activity: 1,200 U/ml.
2 Xylanase, activity: 1,000 U/ml.

n3anale115AnlUaa1n35n15U89 Daou and Zhang (2013) Iaeiidleg19n1ngiu
dugndmdenniuemuealiatndearsazaneladonlansonladisedusng 4 (2, 4, 6 wag 8%)
warmdaudivenainiaeg19aeteulasiusani-ezluiag (a-amylase, EC 3.2.1.1, Megazyme
International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland) a1n1unnaznauleamnsgigioniuea (ethanol) 95% (v/Av)
LAZNIDIENAIDY1BBNAINETTAYANY NT1TTEa19l881IMTMBLENIUDA 75% (V/V) LlBvuea 95%
(v/v) uazadlau (acetone) awdidu thiegafildlusuliusiefigamad 55-60 °C 1Junan 12
Falus Feazldnansasiiu “leomns wie dietary fiber” 9Mnduunfograiietiluiiasizs
Y3ualgemis wavvinisussiuleamsmismaianissinsudnesudunsusaanlinsalay
(Fourier transform infrared Spectroscopy; FTIR Spectroscopy) Wagn153tAT1E1R0IA UTENOURAN
(principal component analysis; PCA) Lt e sfmidansefuresansavarslaieulansonled
wnzanlunsanie

nssaLlaslgemsannindudivsnasuazniniuieniuea laguisegisluaialy
o3 (Benszdvansazansluioulonsonlesiimunzanlunisadn) ndauneunisidnutiseandae
wulsivean-ezluaa %Q‘I/T’]ﬂ?i@qfﬂLL“LJ@QI‘EJE)’]W]iﬁIVLGﬂ@EJI”E?L@HI"U&]L‘U@QLaﬁ (cellulase; EC 3.2.1.4,
Megazyme International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland) waglaoaiug (xylanase; EC 3.2.1.8, Megazyme

International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland) fensdmuAnAeTY (0:0, 9:3, 36:12 Ay 72:24 KUI8/N5Y
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Ye3EsHIL) vnsgesdeouluifuszozian 10 $alus anduannznoudBlenLea 95% (V/v)
LAYNTDILENAIDEIBNIINATALAY IABA19NZNBUVBIAIDEAIBLENIUBE 78% (V/V) LBn1uea
95% (v/v) wazerdlnu auadiu theegsiilalueuliuisiigumndl 55-60 °C Fsagldnaninsiiy
“Typrmsnaulas wsa modified-dietary fiber” mntuunfegailiiinsziosdlsznaunis
wil wavUszdiunavesleamsaaulasiilémsnissiassnszuruniswingeslunasanaaes (n

vitro fermentation) wievinnisAaiananeimnzadluliuusaunmeedleemis

3.1.3 msaeszileanmsuazlvamsaauuag
3.1.3.1 msaaszvidsunaleaims

rsegnsleomisiianalaainnindudivznds wazninfuleniueanie
arsazansluioulansonladfinududy 2, 4, 6 waz 8% wvhn1siesizdmusunaleenis
s leewnsiiazaeii warlsemsiliavaneth neldgameaeuloewnaianun (total dietary
fiber kit, K-TDFR-100A, Megazyme International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland)

3.1.3.2 NM59ATIZlEsABImALA FTIR Spectroscopy Wazn153tAs1ei PCA

Yrsegnsleomisfianaldainninsiudvsnds wagninduleniuoas g
asazanelaioulonsonlesfinanududu 2, 4, 6 waz 8% m’i’ﬂmaﬂﬂﬁmmé’wLﬂ%w\lﬁsﬁwmuﬁ
Wosudunsusnaualasinlndines (Fourier transform infrared spectrophotometer; Tensor 27,
Bruker, Germany) amﬂm%’msgﬂmmi’oﬂﬂa Attenuated total reflectance (ATR) - FTIR spectroscopy
LATATIATURE DTGS detector ¥msIsIwsifiaineamenInay 4000-400 cm?, resolution = 4 cm'?,
scan time = 64 A%y Faroum AT zifegnsweninIsaunL backeround Aowiewnaudssuniu
ﬁaaﬂummﬂswdwmﬁmiwﬁ T gonduas OPUS 11e59u 7.2 (Bruker Optics Ltd, Ettlingen,
Germany) lumsifiudoya uaznsUsziliunavesainnsudunsise (FTIR spectra) vanasudiles
Wieswideyaieldlunsdiun uazSsuiiisuanuuansinassninenguaunniuveslgenmisan
nsafnaeansazanelaiodlonsealesfisefusng 9 (2,4, 6 uaz 8%) Tnevini5iaa saUnnsy
Sunsusavesloomsusazuin (4 ngunuasazanslafeulonsenludildlunisaaes luusas
nawit 4 91) anduinismiiuilddie (ntegrate) vosaunadudunsnse wazdnadusnndiu
YoauiRinveufariindeiuiisauimundndu 100% vosiufinanun Tnetiannueganauluns
Suunanadudunsusaveddgamsaaanslilunised 3.3

N133LA51%9 PCA lagaunnsudunsnisnvedlea1nsazgnusesiiananie
gas w25 Unscrambler X 178591 10.5 (CAMO Oslo, Norway) @ snauni1suszuianaaunasy
FunsuIAazgnUiuMEIsnsudasAeyiussudufiaes (2" derivative) Tngld38msusuiEauuuy
Y1IngAlnRg (Savitzky-Golay method) uarUsulrundmeniginallansusulin1snselIuuUHan

(Extended Multiplicative Signal Correction; EMSC) 211 u3911n1531A518% PCA Taunaves PCA
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PzUsziliumuduiusuulnuesnUsznaundn (Principal component; PC) Z9UAASEIAINARIEUTD

ANULLANGNYDIF DY

= ° | = ° v a
A157197 3.3 nMsmuuagANeAaulunsIwunaUnnsuduNssaveslyeInIg

Wavenumber (cm™)  Assignments Reference

3000 - 2800 C-H stretching (aliphatic compounds) Oh et al. (2005);
Lammers et al. (2008);
Abidi et al. (2014);
Pouzet et al. (2017)
1680 - 1600 O-H bending of adsorbed water Oh et al. (2005);
Abidi et al. (2014);
Pouzet et al. (2017)

1595, 1514 C-H deformation of lignin Lammers et al. (2008)
1500 - 1300 C-H bending (crystalline versus Oh et al. (2005);
amorphous structure of cellulose) Marques et al. (2006);

Abidi et al. (2014);
Ying et al. (2017)
1260 - 1200 C-0 stretching of hemicellulose Corredor et al. (2009);
Abidi et al. (2014);
Cheikh Rouhou et al. (2018)

1160 - 1035 C-0O-C glycoside in cellulose, Corredor et al. (2009);
C-0O vibration of crystalline Abidi et al. (2014);
cellulose, C-O stretching and C-C Ying et al. (2017);
stretching of cellulose Cheikh Rouhou et al. (2018)

1000 - 980 C-0O and ring stretching modes, Lammers et al. (2008);
C-O0 stretching of starch Abidi et al. (2014)

960 - 800 Vibration of the pyranose ring, Lammers et al. (2008);
glucose ring stretch Corredor et al. (2009)

3.1.3.3 Apsiileansaaulas
167398 19L8017M15AALUAIIINAINT U ULUAS WaENINTULeNIUBATIH 1Y
Usuusemeieuludignguad : lanua (0:0, 9:3, 36:12 way 72:24 ¥U38/NTUYBIATAIAL) W1IN13

APTERUTIUUIMIaTLA (total sugar) 1ne35 Phenol sulfuric acid method (Dubois et al., 1956)
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NATIERUTIUINI83AD (reducing sugar) 1ae35 DNS method (Miller, 1995) laaiusgutiigusiu
arsazangnglad wazansazangleladunnsgiu (D-(+)-Glucose 299.5%, Wag D-(+)-Xylose 299%,
Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA) 91AHUAIWIirnIUS Uit Ieaueusfag (non—reducing sugar)
= & %z’ Ao 1 1 a [ '3 a « &= J 1 = va & a a
Futumandneglunquledlnuinailsd uasnedudnanlsndnininiinsiinuaudadunslulefn
Sg v A

TAga1L15aANUIALANNARI9IUSUIAUUIANANINUA kazUSUNUIRNASATRILENNSHaT

Non-reducing sugar = total sugar — reducing sugar

whdregaleormsaaudasainmindudvenas wazninduieniueaunyinnig
Ansziviinalewnsitan loewnsfiazaeth uadleewnsilliavaneih eeldaameaouloens
‘ﬁgﬂ‘wm (total dietary fiber kit, K-TDFR-100A, Megazyme International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland) SAUDIYIN
AsMARBUAILATANIALUNTTENN (water holding capacity; WHO) uagaruansnsalunsduisiy

(oil holding capacity; OHC) M1135984 Yaich et al. (2015) uELNS

WHC (g/9) _ weights of water adsorbed (g)

weights of sample (g)

OHC (g/9) _weights of oil adsorbed (9)

weights of sample (g)

3.1.3.4 mandinlunasnnaaas

nisInasInsruIunsudngasleninis warleamisdanlaslunasanaasdl
Haviae 9 NANNNIVAREY 9 a4 1 fawansbilumsnsd 3.4

N3ANINIITRINlUNanAaaIRALUaI91nI5N13983 Dunkley et al. (2007)
uaz Donalson et al. (2008) Tngiuseghsdsdos (digesta) 3ndiuvaslalyaeiugnianisi oy
50-60 dUaai ldlunaeniusetsiiiunsilseingelse (autoclave) vuin 50 fadans (4deos
meluszevna 15 wiivdmnmsdiuieng) mntunhasdesnndtunadiidiu wasiludoans
fuansazanetimesneamauuulildoandiau (anaerobic phosphate buffer) finaidudiu 1:3,000
(wAv) Wiewseduiide (cecal inoculum) Taeseminenswieudoadufsasusulaeenles (CO,)
adluansaraevilonaeanaionuayliegluanmeilisandiau (anaerobic) nsmeaeunsviin
Tunasanmasdinedaiietie 250 dadnsu laluviauia (vial) vuin 10 fadans Adsanide
Mntuduindefnouliusinm 5 faddns adurnud waefimauisufisunatunguaue

(control) Mlifnslaleamsasluiidomes vnsiAusegraiaiana 2 129 As 9 0 waz 24 Halug
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paansUY Felunisuusiegemasinliannenelurawiilsoandaulpensiuiivansusulaeanlan
wainsUanvanliniy wazihlUunluguudenaamall 37 °C \Junan 24 Halus

nsivtaya neguiiudiegiediuau 1 Gaddns Tuudazngunisveassi 0

a

way 24 Fluandsnisuy tludumies (centrifuge) MA113L57 10,000x g ﬁqmm:ﬁ 4 °C \Junan 10

a

it Wuimneduladuuu (supematant) lgamngll -20 °C iiteseTiasgiiviinansnlusiuasdy
waznsauaninsely wenandvinisTnad oH V8310819 In15UNT 24 F2lus wazinsfiu
Foe199n 1 Nadans mmnﬁfw%mm%@@ﬁuﬁé (Lactobacillus spp., Bifidobacterium spp. haz
E. coli) $remailanisiioanadaedns (dilution plate count) Tnsldsadouuemsiidadenianiy

(selective medium)

d. U 1 6 Y] 1 d‘ =2 U
A19199 3.4 lganmswazensiaruvesaulydvesieg1anidlunisanwnisninlunasnnaasg

Treatment Dietary fiber source
DCP!? CDG?
Cellulase : xylanase (U/g substrate) 0:0 0:0
9:3 9:3
36:12 36:12
72:24 72:24

Control (cecal inoculum) - i}

! Dried cassava pulp

2 Cassava distiller’s dried grains

3.1.3.4.1 nslnnzinsaluduaeduuaznsauanin

JinsrzdmuSunansaluiuaedy laun nsnezdin (acetic acid)
nsalwsilatin (propionic acid) wazUansn (butyric acid) LagiATIERMIUTUIUNTALAARARNIL
FBn59es Mookiah et al. (2014) msiieudeglagiilunsesiesnsondudaedsiagnsondy
Tuasuruiagngu 0.2 lulasiwuns (nylon syringe filter) uonsireg1seaniluassdiurnisifinans
1nsgunelu (interal standard) asluusazdaeg1s An d-methylvaleric acid (Alfa Aesar, United
Kingdom) dmsunisiiasizinsnlusiuansdu uay fumaric acid (Alfa Aesar, United Kingdom)
dusunsiasizdnsaania mudisu 9ndutanimseiasmedautalasunlans il (gas
chromatography; GC, Agilent 78908, Agilent Technologies, USA) Taaldaaduil CP-Sil 5 CB (0.32
mm x 25 m fused silica capillary column) wagld flame-ionization detector (FID) t{Jusansiain
TnaSeuifisufuansunnsgiunieuen (external standard) fie nsalusuansdunas (mix Volatiel
fatty acid C2-C7, Supelco, USA) uazdiisuuanatan (lithium lactate, Alfa Aesar, United Kingdom)

AMSUNTIATIZINTA T UANYEY BALNIALAARA ATUAIAU
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N13AINANNTNTUgAY1BUBINTAladua1ed Y LagnInLania
ARLUAININITN1589 Donalson et al. (2008) TAgAIUIUINNNAAITETRINANUIUTUN 24 T34

WaL 0 TALUe ANNSULNUVADANAADINILANNITAI

Net short-chain fatty acid production =S ;24— S (t o)

Net lactic acid production =L o — Lo

WO, S (o 4T S (o) AD UsHaunsalusiuaedu (mM/ml) 91 24 F2las way 0 Falus auaau

L ¢ 20) 482 L ¢ o) AD USNsunsauansia (mm/ml) 91 24 92109 way 0 F2las auasu

3.1.4 MsAATIRVTaYANINEDA

‘Li’wsﬂ’aagjaﬁllé’m?miwﬁmﬂ'wmmufdﬁ‘dmu (analysis of variance, ANOVA) a1l
LHUATTIAADILUUANALYTAl WazdinTigrinnuuandsvesanad sluldazngunismaasslagis
Tukey’s post hoc test Inglalusunsuai SPSS 1esdu 18.0 (SPSS, Inc., 2010)

meAnesiteyaluinded 3.1.3.3 finsmsiias ey Orthogonal contrasts LaAsLile
Wsuusisd 1) loownsannniudiends vs. loenmnsainninsiueniuea 2) leemsfiadald
nnndudends vs. lsomnsaawvasainnindudivendmenisidoulsdivagiaa : laaua
way 3) leomsfiataldainninduieniuea vs. loemisaaudasarnninduleniueasionisly
wulwliwagiad : loaua

n153As1gviveyanisvinlunaennaasg (Fadedl 3.1.3.4) §n150157 A2
Orthogonal contrasts dewUssuiteudsdl 1) naumuAx (cecal inoculum) vs. lvgrmsanningdu
drugndnarnindueniuea 2) leemisainnindudivenas vs. lee1msainninduieniuea 3)
Toomsfianalaainninsiuddznds vs. leamssaulasannindudivzndasonisldioulad
wagiad : lwaiua uag 4) loewnsitaelsainninsiuenuea vs, leensfauuasannnifuleniuea

mensitouleiiwagiaa : lvaua

3.2 N1snnassil 2 n1sAnwInaveslyanisaatlasluainisinilenanisdaglanaznisidusslavd

lavaslnvug

[
a o

nsnaaesliiingUssasdiiofnwmnseauimunvanvedleemisanulasienisdegliay

mstguselovulavaslnsuzlulniie

3.2.1 maassuleamnsanudas
nswseuleormsiasidentdanznisana waznisdauladleamsimanzaunan

INNIINAABINA 1 AB N1SANALYDIMITIINNINTUANUENaInle dsazanslatfeulansanlanialy
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i 6% uagrunsiauasiaeioulssivagiea « leaniua Asieaiu 36:12 mise/nSuvesanshadiy
Falgnansondu “leamsdauasainninsiudiuznds wie modified-dietary fiber from cassava
pulp (M-DFCP)” T,mEJﬂmm'%mf[,ammiﬂ%’jﬁ:ﬁmw%’wummsuaamsaﬁ’@lmmjsﬁu wagldiouledingm
9na1n3su (industrial grade) laun weav-ezluiaa (Ena1n Bacillus subtilis, SinoBios, China)
waguad (Waman Trichoderma reesei, SinoBios, China) wazlwaua (Wamann Trichoderma reesei,
SinoBios, China)

Ingyin1simsssiesalssneumaaiivesleatmsaaulasann nmnsduandenad loun
Aty wazluty audsees AOAC (1990) uarmsitastewlulasiaudaeds Dumas combustion
technique A3Azwae AOAC (2006) Sididiiaszsimusinaloamsion loevnsiiazaretiuaz
Tge1m57i L avanoun T,mawsq@maaulammwgwm (total dietary fiber kit, K-TDFR-100A,
Megazyme International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland) wazni1s3tasiziuiuiangalalodlnuganilsa
(cello-oligosaccharides; COS) wazlalaladlnuanailsa (xylo-oligosaccharides; XOS) TneldinIes
lasaulasunlansin (ion chromatography, Dionex ICS-5000, Thermo Scientific, Waltham, USA)
ANLUa991135n15999 Yong et al. (2013) asAUsznouniaaivasleainisanulatainnindu
duzndsdeoulsdivagaa uarlsaiuaiidnmaiy 36:12 nne/niuvosmssaiy Aldlumvanes

fananalilumisnen 3.5

A15199 3.5 DIAUSLNBUNILALIVD9bED1MNSARLUAIAINNNTUEIU L AN Tl UNISNAaDY

Composition (%) Modified-dietary fiber from cassava pulp
Dry matter 94.14
Crude protein 1.70
Ether extract 0.19
Total dietary fiber 28.07
Soluble dietary fiber 2.22
Insoluble dietary fiber 25.85
Cello-oligosaccharides 2.47
Xylo-oligosaccharides 16.26

3.2.2 §RIVAABILATAIMNTNIARGY
Iglnllawes aneugsed 308 (ross 308) 01g 1 Ju W mliniadelsudu 40 NS LAes
Mo WNINARes 4 gy laun 8msgasaIuAl (control) wazgawnsiasuleansdauuasainningdu

d1gnds 3 sz laun 0.5, 1.0 uag 1.5% vhnsidesiiauiiseny 21 Ju andwinisgulniiie

1 YuABIUUNTINsEela (metabolic cage) uaglomsuaulunudeulaoonlys

INUIU 3 FIIGIY
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0.3% (titanium dioxide; TiO,, Sigma Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA) it ald1duansaaiiued
(indicator marker) lunsanwinisgeslanaznmsldusslerdlavednrug Ingulinmaassesnidu
4 nau 9 ay 7 91 seogatluniameans 7 Ju Tununisvesosuugduanysal Selideazldsui
LarenTesAuTinaeanIINAaes
Ingonsvaasswiseandu 4 nqu Ussnausie
naNTl 1 91NIgRIAIUAN
Nl 2 M-DFCP fissfu 0.5%
ATl 3 M-DFCP fisgiu 1.0%
Nl 4 M-DFCP fisysiu 1.5%
osnaaesiauasaliilssiuredusiu ndnu warlavus e mesuaiy
Foamsvedliiiie musuugsiives NRC (1994) uaw Ross 308: broiler nutrition specification (2014)

UadengnsoInaaewaLandlilunei 3.6

3.2.3 n1sUYa

nsAneniseeulavaslnuuglnedslda1susd (indigestible marker method) ¥in1s
dulniliefiony 21 Ju Ywdsavunsainisgesls Jalnazlauiuiuunse 4 Tu antuguiuiedgiya
Uszana 200 nSusiedn Wuszezian 3 Ju (Inileeny 26-28 1w) ihdegwaliiiuldluwsasas
Wuguiun Mntuhyanlalusuwiinaamgll 55-60 °C wagsaudieg19yaveans 3 Judhmeiu
nsuayawidliasiBenvuialszann 1.0 Jadwns uasdildifiusnuingumgd -20 °C wiese
a ¢ 14 o o v Yo i o g v 1 | 19
AaseimesAusenaunaail drteyauildiutuandsnunlelsylevdls wasnisdeslaves

Tnvugsaly

3.2.4 NM5ATIZINGLAL

1. AATIWAMING 1IN (gross energy; GE) luemisnaaeduazya m1uisves AOAC
(1990) TneldirsosiiasziAmEsnu (bomb calorimeter, IKA S;u C6000, GmbH, Germany)

2. WasgvinaaUsenaumaniluemmeass uazya tou ATy 1 waglu anu
T8u99 AOAC (1990) hazn193tAT1elulas1aua835 Dumas combustion technique #1U35D4
AOAC (2006) tneldia3es rapid MAX N exceed, N/protein analyzer (Elementar Analysensysteme
GmbH, Hanau, Germany) warlynsawadnis fan (L-aspartic acid, Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO,
USA) udmiuSeuliieunnsgu

3. AwngnuTinalnmidelasenledlusimmaaes uazyanuidves Short et al.
(1996)



25

M13197 3.6 d@UUTENOUVBIENTDIMITIUNITNAGDN 3.2 (as-fed basis)

, M-DFCP!
Ingredients Control
0.5% 1.0% 1.5%
Corn 54.76 54.76 54.76 54.76
Soybean meal, 44% CP 24.82 24.82 24.82 24.82
Full-fat soybean 8.50 8.50 8.50 8.50
Meat meal, 58% CP 1.05 1.08 1.12 1.16
Cassava starch 2.55 1.70 0.85 0.00
Rice bran oil 4.82 5.14 5.45 5.76
M-DFCP! 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50
Calcium carbonate (CaCO») 1.06 1.06 1.06 1.06
Monocalcium phosphate (P21) 1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12
Sodium chloride (NaCl) 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44
L-lysine 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
DL-methionine 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26
L-threonine 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
Premix? 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Titanium dioxide (TiO,) 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30
Calculated composition (%)
Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg) 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200
Calcium 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.79
Available phosphorus 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.39
Digestible lysine 1.03 1.03 1.03 1.03
Digestible methionine 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.53
Digestible methionine + cystine 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80
Digestible threonine 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.69
Analyzed composition (%)
AMER? (kcal/kg) 3,276 3,279 3,369 3,272
Dry matter 91.27 90.50 90.93 90.90
Crude protein 19.88 19.90 19.44 19.90
Ether extract 9.05 9.30 9.45 9.56
Crude fiber 2.81 3.29 3.73 4.29
Ash 5.63 593 5.89 5.83

! Modified-dietary fiber from cassava pulp.

2 Premix (0.5%) provided the following (per kg of diet): vitamin A (trans-retinyl acetate), 15,000
IU; vitamin D3 (cholcalciferol), 3,000 IU; vitamin E (DL-a-tocopherol), 25 IU; vitamin K3
(menadione nicotinamide bisulphite), 5 mg; thiamine (thiamine-mononitrate), 2 mg; riboflavin, 7
mg; pyridoxine (pyridoxine. HCl), 4 mg; vitamin B12 (cyanocobalamin), 25 ug; pantothenic acid
(D-Ca pantothenate), 11.04 mg; niacin (nicotinic acid), 35 mg; folic acid, 1 mg; biotin, 15 pg;
choline chloride, 250 mg; Cu (copper sulfate), 6.4 mg; Mn (manganese oxide), 100 mg; Zn (zinc
oxide), 75 mg; Fe (iron sulfate), 0.40 g; | (calcium iodate), 0.40 mg; Se (sodium selenite), 0.36 mg.

> AMEn = apparent metabolizable energy corrected for nitrogen.
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3.2.5 msAuaunsteald wazmsltuselevdlavaslnyus
msfnAmasnuliusElevdlausngdeuSuaunalulasiau (apparent metabolizable
energy corrected for nitrogen; AMEn) wagn1saiulnisgesla waznislausslovilavedlnwuy

AUIUNINIENITUDY Kong and Adeola (2014) muaun1sagil

- (NR x 8.22)

[ GE xcreta X Cl input ])

AMEn (kcal/kg) = (GE diet ~
Cl output

19,  GE gt %88 GE oot AD ANNANIUTIN (kcalkg) U090MWNT WATYA AIUANU
Clinput uag Cl output e USunauansusd (marker, %) luevns uazya auasnu
NR Ae Usunadlulnsiauiiiuasas (N retention) (g/kg)

8.22 fin AAsvaanduTInvedlulasiaulunsngsnd wiudnitn (kcal/g)

Clinput x CC output ] 100)
X

Digestibility (%) = 100 — (
Cl output x CC input
5o,  Clinput wag Cl output Ao USiNaesUst (marker, %) Tuo1vng uazya muddy

CC input kg CC output Ao Uunaueaausenaunialnyue (%) luomis wazya auddy

3.2.6 N5 AATIZUNIIEDA
Untayailan i1 ieseia1AuLUsUsIU (analysis of variance, ANOVA) #14
LHUNNTVIARBILUUdNANYTH] kazlUTeugumuuand133eninengulaeds Tukey’s post hoc test

Taelalusensuana SPSS 1iasdu 18.0 (SPSS, Inc., 2010)

3.3 n15nAaRil 3 nsAnwnavadlsamsnauUasresussauznisasyivla dnwuzdugiu
NYIVINIBAUDINS Uszansadunsdluniufuaivisdiuiiog nswdansalusiuaedu ns
wanuaxlandy Amneduafivadlaiin uasBinuaaiaadinasaalulilald

n31duaf el B Tnqusrasd il odnwininareanisldloemsdaudadduomsinidose
anssournaiailn mafmuwresssuumaiuemis W dmnnssmngun (empty gizzard)
dnwarmeduguingvesdld msfnwdnnulszvinsgdunieniusslend uaznolsaludiu ms
wAmnselufumedy uasnsnuanfaludiy mandauenludes nsAnwamduaivedatin uasns
novaussesniduiiluliide uenanilfinisfinwuiinunisarauroiaaainosoaluiold

9

3.3.1 N15LM58UEIMSARLUAY

v aa

Too1msanwUatannnnTua1Usnasiisnsms s uLA a1 nun15m3aule 91915 b

Fatief 3.2.1
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3.3.2 dnINAADY
dlAlowme] aostussoa 308 (ross 308) o1y 1 Ju Umiiniadeidudu 40£0.2 n3u
$1uan 336 i1 vhnsduliuvseanidu 4 ngu q a2 7 91 9 az 12 ¢ Teeldumunisvaaesuuuda
anysnl Idudazdndedunenuuudosiiuruin 1.0 x 2.0 wes Ssfunavidutansosiiu faal
03 warilszuunsldisaludfuuutven (nipple) [sveznanlunisneass 42 Yu vhnnsan

antiiluiaan 2 et lnnndalasuiedudesiulsaiamada uwaslsavasnausniauiindefieny 7

LY v LY LY a v v Yo - 1 & o
U LL@S’JF’]%‘H‘G@Qﬂ‘lﬂiﬂﬂili‘UITVlE]’]Eg 14 93U ‘lﬂlﬂi‘U‘U’] LS DIVNTRYTIUNAUNAABANTITNNA D

3.3.3 91MINAABY
onsnnaesmuasanlidssduvedusiu ndsnu waslasusiliismeiuaii
Foamsvedliiiie musuugsiives NRC (1994) uaw Ross 308: broiler nutrition specification (2014)
Fauvau 3 2901y Ao 71 0-10 Fu (starter) A 11-21 Fu (grower) wagdt 22-42 3u (finisher)
Tngewnsvaaesilduiseenidu 4 ngu Uszneushe
nEul 1 91MIgRIAIUAY

9 Y

naul 2 M-DFCP fiszsiu 0.5%

q
Nl 3 M-DFCP sty 1.0%
naT & M-DFCP fisziu 1.5%

Anseosusznoumaniiluems (mnutu i Ty waxdels) nadSues ACAC
(1990) wagAas1znlusaulaen153As1eilulnglaua838 Dumas combustion technique #1333
489 AOAC (2006) THedeq rapid MAX N exceed, N/protein analyzer (Elementar Analysensysteme
GmbH, Hanau, Germany) Tgnsawpanisan (L-aspartic acid, Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA)
JududSeuiisuunnsgiu LLazﬁwmmﬂ'%mmiﬂsaumﬂﬂ'%mmluimLauﬁgwmqmLL‘V\Imma% 6.25
Answiviunaleeimsianun leorsfiazatein uagloemsiliazaron neldyanaaey
18@1%15‘17?&‘1/1&@ (total dietary fiber kit, K-TDFR-100A, Megazyme International Ltd., Wicklow, Ireland)

AUUTENBUTDIDTVNTNNGDY baraIAUIENaUNNLATULAILEAIITUANS N 3.7 way 3.8



M19199 3.7 dIUUTENOUDIEATOIMNTLUNTNAABIN 3.3 (as-fed basis)

Ingredients Starter diets Grower diets Finisher diets
M-DFCP! M-DFCP! M-DFCP!
Control Control Control
0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 0.5% 1.0% 1.5%
Corn 51.83 51.83 51.83 51.83 52.42 52.42 52.42 52.42 54.76 54.76 54.76 54.76
Soybean meal, 44% CP 31.55 3155 3155 3155 28.05 28.05 28.05  28.05 24.82 2482 2482  24.82
Full-fat soybean 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 8.50 8.50 8.50 8.50
Meat meal, 58% CP 3.13 3.16 3.20 3.23 3.12 3.16 3.20 3.23 1.05 1.08 1.12 1.16
Cassava starch 253 1.69 0.84 0.00 2.53 1.68 0.84 0.00 2.55 1.70 0.85 0.00
Rice bran oil 2.64 2.95 3.26 3.57 3.60 3.91 4.21 4.52 4.82 5.14 5.45 5.76
M-DFCP! 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50
Calcium carbonate 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 1.06 1.06 1.06 1.06
Monocalcium phosphate 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12
Sodium chloride 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44
L-lysine 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
DL-methionine 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26
L-threonine 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
Premix? 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
Calculated composition (%)
Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg) 3,010 3,010 3,010 3,010 3,100 3,100 3,100 3,100 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200
Calcium 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.79
Available phosphorus 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.45 0.45 0.45 0.45 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.39
Digestible lysine 1.18 1.18 1.18 1.18 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.03 1.03 1.03 1.03
Digestible methionine 0.57 0.57 0.57 0.57 0.58 0.58 0.58 0.58 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.53
Digestible methionine + cysteine 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80
Digestible threonine 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.69

' Modified-dietary fiber from cassava pulp.

?Premix (0.5%) provided the following (per kg of diet): vitamin A (trans-retinyl acetate), 15,000 IU; vitamin D3 (cholcalciferol), 3,000 IU; vitamin E (DL-a-tocopherol), 25 IU;
vitamin K3 (menadione nicotinamide bisulphite), 5 mg; thiamine (thiamine-mononitrate), 2 mg; riboflavin, 7 mg; pyridoxine (pyridoxine. HCl), 4 mg; vitamin B12
(cyanocobalamin), 25 ug; pantothenic acid (D-Ca pantothenate), 11.04 mg; niacin (nicotinic acid), 35 mg; folic acid, 1 mg; biotin, 15 ug; choline chloride, 250 mg; Cu (copper

sulfate), 6.4 mg; Mn (manganese oxide), 100 mg; Zn (zinc oxide), 75 mg; Fe (iron sulfate), 0.40 g; | (calcium iodate), 0.40 mg; Se (sodium selenite), 0.36 mg.

8¢



M19197 3.8 9AUTENOUNINALIYDIGNTOIMNTIUNITNARBIN 3.3 (as-fed basis)

Composition (%)

Starter diets

Grower diets

Finisher diets

M-DFCP! M-DFCP! M-DFCP!
Control Control Control

0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 0.5% 1.0% 1.5%
Dry matter 90.23 90.41 90.71 90.89 89.98 90.01 89.87 89.98 91.27 90.50 90.93  90.90
Crude protein 23.39 22.86 22.25 22.27 21.45 21.79 21.36 22.23 19.88 19.90 19.44  19.90
Ether extract 4.75 5.38 4.84 5.89 7.27 7.97 8.42 8.15 9.05 9.30 9.45 9.56
Ash 6.40 6.45 6.55 5.91 5.86 5.97 6.01 5.96 5.63 593 5.89 5.83
Crude fiber 2.64 3.42 3.78 a.17 3.11 3.15 3.76 4.06 2.81 3.26 3.51 4.23
Nitrogen free extract? 53.05 52.30 53.28 52.64 52.30 51.13 50.32 49.58 53.91 52.11 52.64  51.38
Total dietary fiber 11.23 11.52 11.81 11.86 10.47 10.52 10.57 10.66 10.28 10.33 10.72  10.94
Soluble dietary fiber 2.60 2.62 2.64 2.66 2.49 2.58 2.56 2.49 2.36 2.34 2.41 2.43
Insoluble dietary fiber 8.63 8.90 9.17 9.20 7.98 7.94 8.01 8.17 7.92 7.99 8.31 8.51
IDF : SDF® 3.32 3.40 3.47 3.46 3.21 3.08 3.13 3.28 3.36 3.41 3.45 3.50

! Modified-dietary fiber from cassava pulp.

% Nitrogen free extract (NFE), % = 100 — (%Moisture + %Ash + %Crude protein + %Ether extraxt + %Crude fiber).

® Ratios of insoluble and soluble dietary fiber.

6¢
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3.3.4 nsnudoys
3.3.4.1 AUTIOULNIAIYLAUL
ymstufinsveing (body weight; BW) USunaevnsiiny (feed intake; FI)
nnddasivesiilundazngunisveaes iemuinsnsnsidsuemaduie (feed conversion
ratio; FCR) $msin1siadeyiiulmadesotu (average dairy gain; ADG) LLazﬁﬂ’ﬁfJ’uﬁnnﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁlfima

A [J v % dt:lllv a a a . .
LBANUIUBNTINITANY AYUTINUTEENTNINNNSHERA (productive index; PI)

uulanie (5m) — 3nurulnvanun (§7) x 100

DHINIINY (%) =
Fuulnisus ($n)

WSS aUsy RS nnsHas = S IUNAIWNAL (NN.) X 9ATINTTEEITA (%) x 100

918 (Tu) x snnsasuesiduile (FCR)

3.3.4.2 mafudetadalidieany 21 was 42 Ju
vimsdulirenay 2 i (ngunisvaaesay 14 1) fleny 21 uay 42 Fu (Ll
RoenB1913) Ynsiazidenusulatn (wing vein) Tnsuwusdonsenidu 2 d1u Ae 1) Auldly
wiaen Lithium heparin d1vsufnueiniadaeivedadio way 2) Wivldlunasn clotted blood e
Auddu Tnafuidenldvasnudmenailydenudswlunar 30 v wagthluduwdeed 1,000 x g
Hunan 15 i igaumgil 4 °C dmsuAnwgiiduiu Weifuidesudr3vihliliaay uazideaiiods
Yosies Mnbuusndruadodlutuiindoyadnvasmsdnsiingivemaiuemns W dwmidn
YBINTELINZ (proventiculus) Nsztnizun AU (liver) lusiudasias (abdominal fat) wazanlddiusig ¢
vinsduiindn pH vesdsdeslunszimnzua uagduiinanusnvesaldynduldun qlediu
(duodenum) 133 (jejunum) waglaidey (ileum) Inurnisfusied19esdldanuena
Uszanas 1.0-1.5 iwufies luansaranetiineiesindu 10% (Hunmsifuinuiidede) el
Anudnungnedugiuingrvesdld vinsifudiegiedsdosaindduldlunaeniiudesned
UsiAniorun 15 Saddns hieg1edsgonulingumad -20 °C iilesensiiaszvisely
ueninildeduganameaesiiliitenty a2 Yu ldvhmafusegradonthen oaslnn uazdulid
gamdl 20 °C lesomsinsizsinaaiisoly
3.3.4.3 AeiidoensAne
1. AmsFaadivesiain
n1sfnwIAImMeguadvedlaia loun USuuneiandnaseasiy (total
cholesterol) wazlnsndwalss (triglyceride) ludon Ineldinseensindonsnlud® (automatic

clinical chemistry, A15 analyzer) M33tATEMMUTINUNIANTUTI (total immunoglobulin; total Ig)

9
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Ingldyanaaeuduylulnaydu (Micro Lowry, Peterson’s Modification, Sigma, Product Codes:
TP0300-1KT) wagn1siasizsiusunalalalas (lysozyme) Tudsun1uisn1saee Kreukniet et al.
(1995) Wmeld Micrococcus lysodeikticus \Juwaaduansn (substrate)
2. anwasnduguIng1vesald

Tnevduifovesdldiiusnuliluasazanetinoswesundu 10% 11
NIUNTEUIUNTLAS BUAIEIAS 8 AT 8uT 1w euuuSaluai (automatic tissue processer) faui
rognaluvhnsistuile (embedding) asluudonwmisilu (embedding mold) Ineldiaiasilstuile
(embedding center) uagiidliuianwisfiuiiitudotegudatuuwimhanuiy anduiuden
Fuilorndn (section) ewaseslalaslay (microtome) Il afiranumuiaua 4 lulaswns 1h
deidefidaudnnaoslusraseiiiaid (tissue floating bath) ﬁqmmﬁ 45 °C wagvhnshnidlaiie

[y

valanmensteuilateliulefinasuualan (polysine slides) udathluilviuiangaumngd 45 °C
3

(%
a

A3ty snduihaladndeuniedeludend (staining) Tnenséeudalanmeisdumnendan
(hematoxylin) ka8ledu (eosin) (H & E stain) thalasiilaideluAnwdnumzmeduguineindos
anssAtiidauene 10 1w (Objective 10X) WioAnwimsiUasuuUamnaganieiniavesanugawes
Fala (villi height) AwdNva9AIUY (crypt depth) wazdnsausyniaugeiataduaiudn
9ATUN (villi height: crypt depth ratio) Tuald
3. ApTeilszunIaunIdlaewmailia quantitative real-time PCR (qPCR)
MNTIATIERTIUINYTE¥INTREUNTE LawA Lactic acid bacterial (LAB)
Bifidobacterium spp. Enterobacter spp. wax E. coli lushaghsdsdosandiu Tnefaudasanniznis
994 Sharmila et al. (2015) thieg1sdsgesandiuanarin DNA shegaaia DNA d15agU (QlAamp
Fast DNA Stool kit, Qiagen Inc., Hilden, Germany) Laginaan1nuas DNA fiisaau A260/A280
#184A3 89 NanoVue Plus Nano Drop spectrophotometer (GE Healthcare, UAS) 11$79¢19 DNA
AuliTigangd -80 °C wilesenisinszilutunousioly
116aeg19 DNA fimFouliludredusniinszvivnusuna DNA W
paewmaila gPCR Tneldiadog LightCycler 480 (Roche Diagnostics, GmbH, Mannheim, Germany)
dmiumanaaouldlnsiues (primers) iflanudunszdeuuaiiioiaula (115197 3.9) uagldyn
SYBR green (SYBR Green PCR kit, Qiagen Inc., Valencia, USA) 1ufiansa9ufjizen lnediu3unas
vosenslilunsviiufAzendiuau 100 lailasang Uszneuse SYBR Green Master Mix §1121 5.0
1ulps@ns forward primer wag reverse primer fiaududu 10uM egnsay 0.4 lulasans free
DNA 13w 2.0 lulasans uaztindu nuclease free water (ldlildUsunnssau 10.0 lulasdns) vh
nMsTezidiegieay 3 91 lun1svhufAsenasidaniuaua (negative control) Tneldaindu
nuclease free water W DNA ¥0a4UATILTE kazAIAIUANUIN (positive control) T4 DNA 310

a a

WoAUNIINNTFIU (standard bacterial strains) Ingiegaunidunsgrunldlunimeasil lawn
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Lactobacillus acidophilus (ATCC 4356) Bifidobacterium bifidum (ATCC 29521) Enterobacter
cloacae (ATCC 13047) wag Escherichia coli (ATCC 25922) 910 American Type Culture Collection

(ATCC; Manassas, USA)

M19197 3.9 Inswesdmiunisiwsendnuiugdunidandiuvesinilielaemaiin gPCR

Target bacteria Primer sequences (5'-3") Annealing Reference

temperature (°C)

LAB F: CATCCAGTGCAAACCTAAGAG 58 Rezaei et al.
R: GATCCGCTTGCCTTCGCA (2015)

Bifidobacteria F: GGGTGGTAATGCCGGATG 60 Rezaei et al.
R: TAAGCCATGGACTTTCACACC (2015)

Enterobacteria F: CATTGACGTTACCCGCAGAAGAAGC 60 Rezaei et al.
R: CTCTACGAGACTCAAGCTTGC (2015)

E. coli F: GTGTGATATCTACCCGCTTCGC 50 Rezaei et al.
R: AGAACGCTTTGTGGTTAATCAGGA (2015)

4. Sinzsinsalusiuanedu waznsauanin
Tmslesziusunansalatiuanedy (acetic acid, propionic acid, isobutyric
acid, butyric acid, isovaleric acid, wa¥ valeric acid) waznsauanfalufiog19d o nd iy Iny
FauUasa1n3sn15ves Mookiah et al. (2014) w3 puf108193 3¢ perauR Ua1sazay (24% meta-
phosphoric acid 11 1.5 M H,50,) #idas1dau 1:1 FesliAnamafiveadunan 12 42Tus antush

9 Y

ansavaneiiegWlUduwiesi 10,000 x ¢ e 20 wil Meamgll 4 °C uesiudiogwalafuuy
o k% Y @ a = o [ o LY 1 o
Wilunsesmeiinseadudag@siagnsaaduluaeuvunagnsu 0.2 lilasins thasavaneieeeluyi
a I3 o g a Na A 9 a v v A
Aazinsaluiuansdu waznnlanfalaedisMswuRgIRuMTIATIRRluTeN 3.1.3.4.1

a ¢ = a 1 S o

5. Wnsziikanlaiisludedasandiuuazya

imseseivsinaenludeluniufuemsdiunie uasya Ay
815909 Willis et al. (1996) Taedsdaeng 250 daansu lalunasavaaes uaziivansazaivdiivu
ASUBASeBaY 5 (5% Li,CO,) Usu1as 50 adans wrlunaulemaniu (vortex) waztludwunien
10,000 x g tUwaan 15 wiil fgaunqdl 4 °C nuugaaisazaedula 500 lulasans ldlunaen
NAABIALEITYIA Lglan FLoLaun (salicylate reagent) U110 4 Haddns wazarslalumanlse
(hypochlorite) U3u1as 1 fiadidns waulviidiu Asisligamgiivies 30 u1i wazildinainis
AANAULAITAIINYIIAG U 685 UILULLATAIELATBY Spectrophotometer WA b LUATUI RN

YsunaweulufislagiUSeufisuiunsmanududuannnsgiu (calibration curve) vodwauluiily
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6. Ainsnzvinaiadimasealutiialinaziu
¥msiaseiUsinaunoadnesealuienthon Woaslnn uazsu
33n15989 Rowe et al. (1999) widsusnegaiie waziulnsualiasiden antudeiogne 5 ndu Tdlu
PINNUNANTUIA 250 Taddns (round bottom flask) WWnasaaslswesy : wniuea : lolalnsniuea
Tugns1d@au 90 : 5 : 5 (chloroform : methanol : isopropanol, 90 : 5 : 5) Us11as 20 Jadans uag
Wlnunadeulansenlanninududusosay 60 (60% KOH) Usu1ns 5 Jadans weilidiniulasyin
nsafauuUlnandu (reflux) Wunan 1 $alue ieasunaniansazaiesiodiaunnaieldlaiy

faunniivied WuLenwu (hexane) UsU1ns 100 Haaans wagiuuinaulsunes 25 Hadans e

9 Y

4

Whiudunan 15 wd GﬂzLﬁ‘lm’]iLLEJﬂ%wU@\‘iLﬁﬂL%u%ﬂﬁJ%@gj%ﬂUu MNSTURE1TaE A8 TUUUVDIVIN
USums 12.5 feddnsldlurasnnnas wagvilmwnalaelduialulasau (N, vinsiuaisazany
5-waavAaLaaiuy (5-a-cholestane, Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA) Lﬁau‘f’Jumimmgmmﬂu
waziarsararedlegeliiaszrdsuiunsagineseanlsmatauialasuilnnsiil (GC, Agilent
78908, Agilent Technologies, USA) Tagldnaauil HP-5 (0.32 mm x 0.25 um fused silica capillary
column) wagld flame-ionization detector (FID) tusnasiain InawlSeuiisuivaisnaiagainesoa
171013574 (cholesterol, Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA)
3.3.5 MSAATIZHNEDR

ﬁﬁayjaﬁlﬁﬁgﬂwmmﬁmswﬁﬁwmmuﬂiﬂ'nu (analysis of variance, ANOVA) a1
WHUNTVARBILUUdNANYTH! wazlUSeumeumIuwnnd1aseniengulaneds Tukey’s post hoc test
wazvinshnsesiuunltiureanisld modified-dietary fiber annninsfud1Uzndsfissdusing q faeds

Orthogonal polynomials laglalusunsuada SPSS nastu 18.0 (SPSS, 2010)

3.4 A15NNAYN 4 NsAnwINavadleaisaawUasluaInsiilusanistaslawaznisiguselovila

vaslnvue Ussynsgaunsdlumaduanmsdiuiine manaansalvdiuasduuaznsuanuanluie

nsveaesliingUsvasriefnyimssaunmunvanveslyemsnaulasdenisdoslauay

nslduselesdlavesinyus nsnevausswesuIninnszinzuaLazA1 pH vesdsgeslunszinizun
a oo

IuuUseynsyduvsenduseleviuaznelsaludiny nsndansaleduaisdu wazwenludeludiy

Ya9bnly

3.4.1 N15LA58UTgIMsARLUAY

v aa

ToomsaawiasannnniudaiUsnasdisnisms suudennuniswseulee1nisiu

Wated 3.2.1
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3.4.2 §RIMAABILATIMNTNIARDY
Iglnlvaneiugnisan (ISA brown) 81g 69 dUav 31uau 32 fa vihnnsdulnlalaguus
sondu 4 nqu 9 av 8 A 98z 1M Fesuunsanstesls (metabolic cage) wuutuiea fiszozinan
Tunsnaaes 20 Yu Mukun1smnassuuuduauysal dalivndegldsuiuaremnsedrafuiinaen
NINAFDY
IngamsneasdnUsenndu 4 ngu Ussnausie

'
oA

Nauy 1 IMTEAIAIUAN

q

'
1 =

AL 2 M-DFCP iszeiu 0.5%

9
&y 3 M-DFCP 7152du 1.0%
nNauy 4 M-DFCP 7i5zdu 1.5%
g.J/ o Ya U = v d' a U
91 IVAa IR LI SEAUYRUTAY WAL LaglarusNNeIwe A UAIY
foensvedlnly muAuzives NRC (1994) wag ISA Brown Commerdial Management Guide (2015)

Twazdungnsemsnaaesiandlilunsei 3.10

3.4.3 nsnudoya

nsfnwinisteslduaznislddssleonildvoslnvusde35ifugaanun (total
collection) Tngvinsiassllivunssnisgesldfslnagldususuunss 7 Su anthilutaeiudl 8-10
yoImInAaes vhmafuiedeatomunaildfudseenuniuay 1 ads diediealafiivldluue
azuluouuisiigamndl 55-60 °C wazsamfegayareis 3 Tuiddaeiu shnsuayaudsls
azBunmnaUszanal 1.0 dadmes wazthluiudnwfigumai -20 °C lesolinsizsimesAuszney
maaiisely

SoAuannimnaesinnisdulalingunimeaetas 3 ¢ (pelifesenoims) ndwn
Tuvinlaau wazidendiodaresias usndruaiasuiietuiinimtnuesnsswizun (gizzard) was
A" pH vesdsdeslunszinzun Mntimsfiuiegideesaindildluvasniiuiogsuunn 15

A a & o o A I3 PN a = a s 1a a a6
1aaans NUsIANLTYD u’]m')aﬁnﬂaﬂﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂUl’lW@qm%ﬁﬂJ -20 °C L‘W@ﬁaﬂ'ﬁ')Lﬂiqgﬂﬂﬁmqmﬂau‘ﬂﬁﬂ

nsmbvsiuaedu NsaLanfa wazwauluwle
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M13197 3.10 duUTENaUvedanTomslun1TNaaei 3.4 (as-fed basis)

M-DFCP!

Ingredients Control

0.50% 1.00% 1.50%
Corn 52.0 52.0 52.0 52.0
Soybean meal, 44% CP 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0
Full-fat soybean 5.42 5.42 5.42 5.42
Meat meal, 58% CP 5.60 5.60 5.60 5.60
Rice bran 6.14 6.14 6.14 6.14
Cassava starch 2.61 1.75 0.88 0.00
Rice bran oil 1.29 1.65 2.02 2.40
M-DFCP* 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50
Calcium carbonate (CaCO») 9.13 9.13 9.13 9.13
Monocalcium phosphate (P21) 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Sodium chloride (NaCl) 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.31
DL-methionine 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15
Premix? 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25
Calculated composition (%)
Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg) 2,850 2,850 2,850 2,850
Calcium 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
Available phosphorus 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34
Digestible lysine 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.87
Digestible methionine 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42
Digestible methionine + cystine 0.63 0.63 0.63 0.63
Digestible threonine 0.58 0.58 0.58 0.58
Crude fiber 3.04 3.12 3.21 3.29
Total dietary fiber 8.25 8.39 8.53 8.67
Soluble dietary fiber 1.70 1.71 1.72 1.73
Insoluble dietary fiber 6.21 6.34 6.46 6.59
Analyzed composition (%)
Dry matter 91.32 91.46 91.61 91.28
Crude protein 20.09 18.31 19.15 18.42
Ether extract 6.52 7.38 7.42 6.91
Ash 13.13 13.08 12.90 12.87

! Modified-dietary fiber from cassava pulp.

2 Premix (0.25%) provided the following (per kg of diet): vitamin A, 11,000 IU; vitamin D3, 3,000
IU; vitamin E, 11 IU; vitamin K3, 5 mg; vitamin B1, 2 mg; vitamin B2, 6 mg; vitamin B6, 3 mg;
vitamin B12, 0.011 mg; pantothenic acid, 11 mg; niacin, 20 mg; folic acid, 1 mg; biotin, 0.04 mg;
Cu, 10 mg; Mn, 80 mg; Zn, 80 mg; Fe, 75 mg; I, 0.4 mg; Se, 0.25 mg.
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3.4.4 N1FIATIZANNANLBLYRUNTE
1. Madnneiesdusznaumaailuensvaaesuazya Tun ey i uazluiu
MUABUY AOAC (1990) wazn15Aszilulnsiaunaedd Dumas combustion technique AM333U84
AOAC (2006)

2. MFAATIBRIIUINYTEYINTRAUNTE Laun Bifidobacterium spp., Lactobacillus

a

spp., Enterobacter spp. wag E. coli lui1ag19d sgosandnulaesinaidn qPCR lnadisn1s
WULAINUNITHATIEILUINN 3.3.4.3 U088 3
3. WpsziiUsunaunsabduanedu wazwouludeludieg19degasanndny Inedisnns

WULRAINUNITAATIEALUNN 3.3.4.3 U080e7 4 hag 5 MUaIRU

3.4.5 M3Auumsgesla uaznislduselevidlavelnyuy
foyassnusznounuaiivetoms wasyauiAwunMstasls wasnislduseled

Tavaslavuy Auaun1seadl

nsgeulavaIinguis (%)

17
o v

(WU vdnenmsniu — dninua) x 100

Y

YIUNDINSANUY

nsegeslavaalnruy (%)

(Wwnens x %lavugluemns) - Wminga x %lavugluya) x 100

Wndne1ms x %lavusluenig)

3.4.6 N15AATIZUNIIEDA
Untayailanavanu1iieseiaA1AulUsUTIU (analysis of variance, ANOVA) #14
LHUNNTVIARBILUUdNANYSH] kazlUSeumeumuuani1aseniengulaeds Tukey’s post hoc test

Taglaluswnsuada SPSS 1iastu 18.0 (SPSS, Inc., 2010)
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NALAZITAINANITNAADS

4.1 HaYINITANARALNITAALUAILEDINITIINNINTUAIULHAY BATNINAULANIUDALNBNARN

Toamnsidianuwnnzaudnsuiduansiasuluainisdnidn

4.1.1 ssAUsznauvaslsaisINNINsudIUzdsaznndueusafiaiadteansazane
Taneulansanlayn
NATDINITENALEDIMNTAIINNINTUE Uz nashag NN uleNIueanlua1sazatalunem
lansonlasinnududussusing 9 (2, 4, 6 uaz 8%) dousinailevnsianus lgenvsiazaneth
wazloamsiildazareindaanslslunnsedt 4.1 Tnowuitlgomnsiadaldainninsiudznds
(cassava pulp extracted dietary fiber; DF-CP) fheansazaneleieulansenladiannududu 6 was
8% Sadamatanun warloomsiilazaeingeiiandenssuifisutumsatndsansazas
Twienllonsonlasiianudadu 2 uay 4% (p<0.05) uenaninuilemsiataldanmnsfueniues
(cassava distiller’s dried grains extracted dietary fiber; DF-CDG) éﬁj’wmiazmﬂi%Lﬁ&lﬂamaﬂlﬁﬁ‘ﬁ'

1%

AMUTNTY 4, 6 war 8% HUTuuleomsiamuauazlgeinisildazatgunganiinisadnee

Y v
o o

asezangludsulonsenlanfinauidudu 2% (p<0.05) urogslsinuusunaleosnazaiguna

a o

Tulgewnsiadalaainninduduznds waznindueniusatuliudainuwansteeg1eidadifnig

o

Ly |

adf (p>0.05) nnsanadeansazatelaienlansenludfisyiusg o
nsAnwaseduanddiiiuinanneimngaudmsunisasalosmsannningu
dugnds wagninsueniueadenisatndsaisazansluioulansenlenfisedu 6-8% waz 4-8%
Ay Tnsunaseddeormsinaossiailoamisiliazansdnfuesdlssneuiiddy 91nms
FIUTIENAIHUINeTwaglaauwila Wy WA-ngual IARY aziuausadiwuneendy
Toomsfiazanei Tuvasilwaglaa waeAndugnduundulsomsiiliazateth (Dhingra et al.,
2012; Choct, 2015) %QL%aQIaﬁﬁ?uLﬁ‘Ll’eNﬁUizﬂ@UM%@Iﬂiﬂﬁ%’Nﬁﬁﬂ%@ﬂNﬁﬂL%aﬁmaﬂﬁﬁj wazilagly
nanaosldanudisndatenindudUzuds warninduoniuea (Kosugi et al., 2009; Choct,
2015; Wan et al,, 20153) 91nMsAnwIRBUnTENUINIdnasmusufinunsatnfgaisazans
Todeulansenlarfissiu 0.6% annsolinandnuazanuuiansasaavadloomsioun loormsd
avanstwarlgemsiiliaratsyn (Daou and Zhang, 2013) NM15AN®1UDY Samanta et al. (2014)
wuimsanananasylfannsinuesvasazanslafeulensenlundwaliiusunalsuauninnin
90% Feilnasenndosiulaualurudos (ayapal et al, 2013) uenanil Harun and Geok (2016)
senuihdmildfunsatassasararelnioulensenledduiidmusznouresnguauuas

AndunNeiag
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o a & A 3 v 3
A15199 4.1 YSualeensnanue loermsnazatein wagleemsiluavansuiveslesnisain

ANTuEIUE 1A waznnduleueananamgatsazatelafeulansanlon

Compositions (%) Concentration of NaOH levels Pooled

2% 4% 6% 8% SEM

Cassava pulp extracted dietary fiber

Total dietary fiber 23.60° 24.29° 27.93° 27.60° 0.57

Soluble dietary fiber 3.65 2.57 3.19 2.84 0.19

Insoluble dietary fiber 19.95° 21.72% 24.73° 24.76° 0.63
Cassava distiller’s dried grains extracted dietary fiber

Total dietary fiber 22.85° 25.12° 25.33° 25.35° 0.30

Soluble dietary fiber 2.38 2.59 2.33 2.32 0.06

Insoluble dietary fiber 20.46° 22.53° 23.00° 23.03° 0.31

&b Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

4.1.2 FTIR spectra vaslganmnsfignnainniniudiuzuasuwazninduieniuea

Tuns@nwiadaidldmnsimserannasuresluomsiianaldannindud usnds
uazNNTLENIUDA 1UaU 428 wag 434 mudiiu Feadnesudaldlunseseasunguileiy
(functional groups) vaslgemnsfatnssansazarelaioslansenlssiinnuduiu 2, 4, 6 uay 8%
Tenuingasil 1700-800 e ifurasnduiiudnvesleamnsdadasanuenaduiifunguileddy
vosmilulaiasn Feazgninanldlunsinwaglas efiwaglaa uazdniu lasaunniuveslyomnsd
afald Fawandlflunnd 4.1 uag 4.2

NANITIATITRLUUA IUS U0 (semi-quantitative analysis) vesleamnsainningduy
d1ends waznnfueniuea Iaen153ATIEN FTIR spectra vadluamsisavyilnluglvesdnd iy
yasnguilaidusdauansliluansed 4.2 lnewuialeemsanmndiudugndafiatadeaisazane
Tnidenlensonlodiiaanadudu 6% fusinamedaswairsiiduwaglaa (C-H bending of crystalline
cellulose, C—O—-C glycoside, C-O and C-C stretching of cellulose) LLaxLaﬁL%aqiaa (C-O stretching
of hemicellulose) gandnisanameasazangludeulansenles 2 uay 4% (p<0.05) usliifiaay
windeeefifedddledisuiunsatnleensannniudUsvdsheasazansladeslensenlyd
fianududu 8% (p>0.05) dusunansiaseinesinaedeamsanninsiueriuea wuiing
afmloomsnnindueniueadeasaransleiioulansenlediaududy 4% dawaliiusuna
%ﬂmm%ﬁ\‘iﬁlﬂuma@ﬁaa (C-0-C glycoside, C-O and C-C stretching of cellulose) 4111117

annevansazanglafvulansenlen 2% (p<0.05)
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nsldmatia FTIR mmmiﬁ%’auﬂaLﬁmﬁ’umjmﬁaﬁ%’maq C-0, C-O-C glycoside uag
C-C Mniwaglaa wiwaglaa anflu ull wagnglaglilsewnsiiiiunisadia (Lammers et al., 2008;
Corredor et al., 2009: McKee et al., 2016) Ingn1531As1gRAsUSuNaves FTIR spectra A8A1TLY
gL OPUS Litetndsaiunasuveuiaziiets waginisiaseimtuildfiafidiananuen
AR 3500-800 crnt wundnduduinsvesesrusznavluleemsiiataldainnindudUznds uas
Toemsiianalaarnninsueniuea Tinafind1efuesdussnaunianil fenisaia daisazans

LY

loweulansenlannisvdiu 6% way 4% nua1au Fawuidnguilsiduresaglaaas

2%NaOH
4%NaOH
6%NaOH

—— 2% NaOH
—— 4% NaOH
—— 6% NaOH

,0002|

| [ |
] /\ “ \
0001 H .
\ u \\ “ “

™
00000] ’A ks ‘I\""IAMNW\ Ny\' vﬂJ‘ / \ \M \4\/‘“ ‘ “‘\“‘h “ r‘ ‘HW

U/

1603 1420 h
-0001] 1315

| | |
“ 954 892

-0002 | 1157

é%

77

3500 3000 2500 1600 1400 1200 1000 800

Wavenumber (cm-1)

(A) Average original FTIR spectra of DF-CP

1000
T

A v/ T T 1
3000 1800 1600 1400 1200 1000 800

Wavenumber (cm-1)

(B) The 2" derivative spectra of DF-CP

AN 4.1 FTIR spectra vadlyormisainniniudivsudsnannmivaisazatslenoulonsonlen

AMUINTY 2, 4, 6 ks 8%

—— 2% NaOH
—— 4% NaOH
—— 6% NaOH

i

3500 3000 2500 1600 1400 1200 1000 800

Wavenumber(cm-1)

(A) Average original FTIR spectra of DF-CDG

— 2 % NaOH
] —— 4 % NaOH

.0002

—— 6 % NaOH
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AN 4.2 FTIR spectra vo3lga1nsainniniuleniusaniananivaisazatslenonlensenlana

AMUINTY 2, 4, 6 b 8%
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M15199 4.2 MIUATIER FTIR spectra vaslgamnsainnindudiends uaznindueniuealuglves

dnauveanguilsidu (FTIR spectra integration)

[tem Concentration of NaOH levels Pooled

2% 4% 6% 8% SEM

Cassava pulp extracted dietary fiber

C-H stretching 5.33 6.22 4.52 5.08 0.38
O-H bending of adsorbed water 8.86 8.87 7.79 8.52 0.17
C-H deformation of lignin 0.66 0.79 0.75 0.73 0.04
C-H bending of crystalline cellulose 18.20°  17.06° 19.54° 1857  0.27
C-0O stretching of hemicellulose 5.40° 5.04° 5.41° 5.32° 0.05

C-O-C glycoside, C-O and C-C
25.28°  2551°  26.56° 25.69®  0.17
stretching of cellulose

C-0O stretching of starch 17.96 18.21 18.75 19.11 0.24
Vibration of the pyranose ring 18.15 17.97 16.99 17.15 0.23
Cassava distiller’s dried grains extracted dietary fiber

C-H stretching 356%° 3897 243 210° 0.25
O-H bending of adsorbed water 7.52 6.84 6.98 6.41 0.18
C-H deformation of lignin 1.03 0.68 0.81 0.87 0.08
C-H bending of crystalline cellulose 29.03°  27.30%° 27.71%* 2638° (.37
C-0O stretching of hemicellulose 5.60 6.02 5.80 5.34 0.12

C-0O-C glycoside, C-O and C-C

2057° 2258  21.95% 2228  0.26
stretching of cellulose
C-O stretching of starch 22.67¢ 2323 2436 2564° (.35

Vibration of the pyranose ring 10.03° . 9.44P 9.94°>  10.98° 0.18

ab.¢ Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

4.1.3 N15AT12% PCA
AsnszaeaUnasuvedleamsianaldainnindudlends uaznnduleniuea e
IATEAANUFURUS VB8 19TEII EUNAS Y WardSnsanalesmgasarateluneulonsenlyn
finududu 2, 4, 6 uay 8% @9 FTIR spectra @1130AAIANYUEIATIATIMILATIIAENTTEUNAY
Waﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁasﬂul,wiazﬁaasm Tnenamsinsen PCA vasluommsiiaialaainmnuduendadanans
Blunwil 4.3 wuli PC-1 waz PC-2 fe 58% way 13% muaisu dslearmsainnnsiudusmd

nannsivaisazarsloineulansenlas 6 way 8% LanalwiudiAI1uLANA1991NNITANARQE
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avsavareluidvalansoaladfiaududu 2 way 4% Tu PC-1 suansnguilsddu Ifun c-o-C
stretch (1170 cm™) wag C-O vibrations (1035 cm™) veuwaglaa wagwu C-O and ring stretching
(1000 waz 985 cm™) fanansluanasuoyiusiians (nwdl 4.38) Tuvngiinnsadnloomsann
nnfudsndadneansazansluieylonsenludfinnududu 6% wannuuandwinnisatagae
amsazanslaifienlensonludi 8% Tu PC-2 Ingnunguilaiduyes O-H bending of adsorbed water
(1603 cm™!) C-H bending of crystalline cellulose (1407 cm™!) C-0 and C-0O-C stretching of
cellulose (1089 and 1016 cm™) way C-O stretching of starch (981 cm™) fawanslilunnil 4.38
UaNINEHANTIASIE PCA vadleanmnsiatnldannntuenusasoandilunnd 4.4 Tneny
nMswasuudasesanadulu PC-1 way PC-2 Saidndau 30% waz 23% nuddu Tne PC-1 wan
Tiuinnsataleenmsanminduenueadeasazanslaionlansenlesfianududu 2 uas 4%
fiauuanansannisataseaisavarelefedlansonledinnnududu 6 waz 8% (il 4.4A) B
nunguilantuvas C-H bending (1472 cm™) C-0 and ring stretching (1000 cm™) wag vibration
of the pyranose ring, glucose ring stretch (954 cm™) FawanslFluninil 4.48 dwsuanuunnsg
seriensataleasmnnnsiuenueadeasazanelafeylansenledinnnududu 2 uay 4%
wanslu PC-2 (Al 4.4A) Taguansnguilsiduues O-H bending of adsorbed water (1620 cm™)
C-H bending of crystalline cellulose (1316 cm™) wag C-O stretching and C-C stretching of
cellulose (1078 uay 1018 cm™) fauandluanmiuoyiusiians (nwil 4.48)

NANITILATIZY FTIR spectra U99lE9IMN5A28A1TILATIZH PCA WUIAN1IEAITENA
Tyamsannniniudusnds warn nduenIueaivinzay fie 6% waz 4% audsu Tnanadns
waniilnafidenadsiunisiasizdusinaleomisaie FTIR wuuisUSuna uonainismuin
iammﬁ‘ﬁqaaaLma'aﬁLauaqiaalﬁuaaﬁﬂszﬂawé’ﬂ Feaonndosfusuideves Uthumporn et al.
(2014) $1997U18IAYIENDUNAN VDI NSPS ﬁaﬁ’mmmlﬂqmqﬁa waglaa wiliwaglad wwaiu way
antu 21nn31d FTIR Tun133tasiegst Chirinang et al. (2014) 578971471 FTIR spectra 94l881%13
MndudUzndananagasaduil 103121005 cm! Fagasnaniifugiesing (fingerprint) Yo4lna
wapalse Fauannsiasiinasne 4 uansliiiiuin FTIR spectroscopy anunsaldifueiasiioly

ASIATIENNTINGY wazwiugdmsuniIsUsediu waznsiaaauleamisie
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AN 4.3 A1 PCA 21N1571AT189% FTIR spectra 194le0111591nn ndud1isnaananna e

a1sazanelofoulansenlannanududy 2, 4, 6 way 8%
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0004  -.0003  -.0002  -000L  0.0000 0001 . 0002 0003 . 0004 3000 2800 1600 1400 1200 1000
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W 2% NaOH A 4% NaOH ® 6% NaOH ¢ 8% NaOH
(A) PCA scores plot of DF-CDG (B) PCA loading plot of DF-CDG

A9 4.4 A1 PCA 21071571AS184 FTIR spectra 9931801159100 100 Ulen 1 ueai annng

asavaslaneslansenlonNanuduty 2, 4, 6 kay 8%

4.1.4 asAusznaumaiiuazanantavasloamsuazleatmsanulas
NAYBINISARLUATlEaIMSINNNINIT WA UsaakagNInenueanlgtaulasl cellulase
way xylanase N5¥AU 0:0, 9:3, 36:12 Wag 72:24 U/g substrate aalanalilun1s199 4.3 9701

aa 6

NABINUIIUTIUINATAIE Unansvun wasinanlignifdvedeemsianalaainningdu

o w a

dUznas taznindueyueadaiuuana1siueg 19sltud Ay neana (p<0.05) NNISIUSBUTRY
ALLANFNITDIALRAETENINNFUNITNAGBILUY orthogonal contrasts WUITUTUINUINNGTAIG
K & K av aa ¢ Y] o

UINANINUA LLazmmamlmQﬂim% (D-glucose waz D-xylose) waslyarmisaaulasarnnindu
dUgnds (modified-dietary fiber from cassava pulp; M-DFCP) dAngeninlgansannnindiudivzvies
AlirunsUsulssamnnsgieuled (p<0.01) luvagileamsaawUasainninduieniues

(modified-dietary fiber from cassava distiller’s dried grain; M-DFCDG) Wi N"]LW’]?‘U%JUUEWTQEJ
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ulgainnsEAuTUTIIUEINIEIAIE Winariavun waziianailign3aidliunneneiu (p>0.05)
B IUUTLIAINNE3A9Y89 D-xylose (p<0.05) Ingsnsidiuvooules cellulase wag xylanase 9

[y

¥V 36:12 WAy 72:24 U/g substrate 1um15ﬂ%’uﬂ§318911415awﬂmﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬂwé’ﬂmmamﬁmﬁmm
1ima3aa9 (D-glucose) tnatisnun waztnafiligninag (D-xylose) WWgsluidlarUisuiitouiy
msldieulaifisnsidu 0:0 uaz 9:3 U/e substrate (p<0.05)

uanninuiunasvesleemsnnnindfudiendadiviinnulesmsfiagaisi
Toomsitliavansth warloomsemuninnniuraseddeenmsannndueniues (p<0.05) Wl
othdlsfimumsdaudadeamsanmnifudidendsieeulsifulifnadensidsuulanmna
Toemsfiazareth loomsitldazaneih wagleamstanun (p>0.05) luvafinsdnuvadeainis
mnmindueniueasetoulesianusafuuiinalsomsildazaisih uadloomatanunegied
HedAgyn19adi (orthogonal contrasts, p < 0.01) ﬁ]’mmamiﬁﬂmﬂdﬁﬂﬁﬂyqiaiuﬂWié’mﬂéwmaﬂ
Toowsnuinlsomsdautasannindfudgndsiat anuanmisolunisduiiganinleams
Foutasinninduieniuea (p<0.05) usegrlsimuaamnuansolunsduituvedeemisi
gosunaslifimuuaneeiu (p>0.05)

NavRINSANYIAN s INzaNdms UM sHAslee sInmnsudzndslaenis
Usuugalassadslifiannodiuesiiduasioeuley cellulase uaz xylanase WuNdmsdLve
uladfiuzauie 36:12 U/g substrate aansasiuusinaniiniasig (D-clucose) tmavienun
wazthaadilaigniing (D-xylose) uararuannsalunsduiluly luvnefimsdauladleamsan

aa 4

nnsfutlemuesadmerouleliildfinasonsfwesineniulsinanimasandues Dxylose 91nHa
nsmaaeststliiuileewmsainnindud sndsillasiairmeduanadidudoutioonifloomis
Mnmnfuenuea fuussannsadosaansliiiasaieiiduatdinenit faarnmsiusaenans
wuinlunnfiuenueaiiesdusznauvesdniiugelssuna 8.69% (Wan et al., 2015b) §eo19:du
arma @i lileulesifild (cellulase uay xylanase) dasaasatsnodiuofldosin Snifsnaved
nsanwludnedudiemain FTIR uansliifiviiesddszneundnuasleenmsluninsiud Usnd s
Uizﬂaw’h81@3&3%’1&L%aLﬁmsuaqL%aqiaaﬁﬁam'aﬁ'ué’aaﬁ’uﬁzlﬂaiﬂ%ﬁﬂ (glycosidic C-0O-C
linkages) wsilvamsannindiueniueaildiuusenevvesvaglaalusluuuvawan (aystalline
cellulose) Fansinidesszninsansyonsaglaaazinisidenseduseiusy lalasiou wazsewing
Tluweslunsazvialgdsdmaliivaglaailnseadiadundn wazdnnuuduss (Altaner et al, 2014)
yenani Jayapal et al. (2013) @nw1n15WA#R xylo-oligosaccharides mﬂmué”aawm'ﬂqquﬁ
Usinaneuledfild wassreznailunisvududedvddyiiisvinadeusunaninnainag dusu
ﬂ'ﬁmmmmsﬂumiafmfwﬁguﬁwaﬂﬁaé’ﬂwmzmamsjmwsuaﬂam‘mﬁsiam'mmmsaslumiLﬁu
Snwnhdadulededdyseaisingrvesssuumaiuenns mnwansnaassnsiaudadloains
nnnsfudzndasneeulen cellulase waz xylanase idh1dIU 72:24 U/g substrate wuingien

ANNALNTAIUNTENUNINAY 2.62 (gw/gs) BadlAnAanefiuaAtauanTalun1sdulvesleams
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PNAaNTIlen (2.13 gw/es) wazlUdeantda (2.58 gw/gs) Jacometti et al., 2015) uapgslsAnu
nsiSeuiguAtaMuaInnsalunsauivedlsamsuiasyinslueg fuunaswedleamis was

TuppuIn 1Y 9uQil A1 pH 1381 Wagn sviyuIea (Yaich et al., 2015)

4.1.5 navasnisdnlearinstazleanmsdanlasainnindudnusuasnaznindiueniuaal

WaanNnaay (in vitro fermentation)

nansdasinszuInnmsinluasannasivetlsemsuarluamnsdnulasitainann
nsudUends uazninduiemueadieieqdunisindesudfurodsuuac i duras
Fananslilunsed 4.4 lngnisilFouiisuanuunndiavesdlad oseninangunnasafaeis
orthogonal contrasts wuitlgemnsuarloommsiaulasainienndudiUsnds uasnmnduleniuoa
mmaaLﬁuﬁi’lmuﬂizmmaﬁw‘%é Lactobacillus spp. wae Bifidobacterium spp. iflaw3auiiau
funguauauiilifinisailoemnslunssuiunisnin (p<0.05) udlifnadensuasundas3unm
104 E.coli (p>0.05) TnglgamnsanniniudUzndsiinalunisiiusiuiune Bifidobacterium spp.
laanainleesainnnduieniuea (p<0.05)

navoInsuinleeasiazleamsdanlasainniniud1Uznas tazninduleniuea
fedeqdunidandsdosludiudeusinansalefuansdu nsauaniin uazan pH Fauandliluaag
i 4.4 nmaTeuiisuanuuenisesredgszninangunaasilagds orthogonal contrasts
wuileams warloomsdnulasanieniniudvengs wasmnduieniueaaunsafiunsnan
nsalatiuanedy (nsnozdin nsalnsilelin uaznsednisn) uarnsaLanin uazamNsaanAT pH as
mansfdune 24 Slusldiflewssudisuiunguauauiilifloannslunssuaunsmiin (p<0.05)
ToownsfnulasannmnsiudUznaseansoanal pH Lazfiunsnannsaluiuaedy uasnsawanin
laaeninleomsanulasainninduieniuea (p<0.05) wonaninuinluemsiaulasanniniy
dlsndsanunsainuSinainsnannsaloduaedy LLazﬂmLLaﬂﬁﬂiﬁqmdﬂammiﬁlﬂmumi
Usuussaaunmsnetoulesl (p<0.05) usilinuanuuaninsananluleemsildainninduleniuea
(p >0.05) sAiuUSIIUNSHARNIALNS AN waznsdaisniiisTy (p<0.05)

PnuansneaeandidiuITleensanmniudenddiussans andianileems
Mnnnduweniuea 8eluniniunisdaudadleanmsanmniudizndasaeouleduannase
miwesiimsnnaninleewnsiliiunisuiug lnensldioules cellulase wag xylanase
Adnad 36:12 wag 72:24 U/g substrate LilaUfuussqaniwlenvnsainnndudivgnds nuin
Tvomsinulasiildioululuszdufinarudiedunssuiunsudinlunasanaaendunan 24 F3lus
anunsaciunsnannsaluuaeduldaedudowieudieutuloemns iliiunmsufuus uasnga
muauilildiasiloemmsszninanssuauniusi

Tnensiiiuduessiuudszanns Lactobacillus spp. kae Bifidobacterium spp. N3

WnANLTuTeInTaladuaedy uaznIauanin SININ1TanA1 pH “dInTzuIuAIITAInluiaen
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N eal

VAa09919: e NaunsENTiUslevunsanuafis e lildoandiau (anaerobic bacteria) ludiiu
anunsaldlesimisannindudrivznas wagninduleniueatiuuvasvesansemisdnsunis
wigAule wavasanandandunsaluiuaisdu waznsauanin deanswariifinavinlvan pH anas

LazidasrensiTinvesgauvsdnvevanzlunse Wy Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacterium

a

spp. denalyiusernIaunIEvan ity aenndesiunIsnAaarad Donalson et al. (2008) Wui

LY o 1

Funsgludiuanunsandingesigaglod wavdINanan1INENNIABYTANTNRLTY UanIINTNTANY
299 Dunkley et al. (2007) wag Zdunczyk et al. (2015) s8I lunaanAasvedle 1S
INAINHUNGDY Waendundes wagdailav dedaduleemsiliavateun awnsaiiudiuiu

Uszynsgauvseniussleviuasiiun1sudnnsnesdin nsalnsiilelin nsndafisn wazleledansnle

I
LY

saudsdeladleammsiiunuinddglunisiasunlasUssannsdunsdlunisfiuems wenaind

nsaaulasluormisaioeuled cellulase Lag xylanase @11150928808@a 18N USE NSPs U943

¥ '
1% VX =

Toormsliduasls edwmaligdunidaunsaldusslosainloemslafdu §aannugivesans
1A59a574 (degree of polymerization, DP) vesleemisiidunselue1msfiian DP a1 Wetiluvinis

o ' a a6 o o ya 1 v a = a a6
'Villﬂiu‘ﬁaa@ﬂ/lﬂa@QWU’JT‘qa‘lﬂ/ﬁHﬂqﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂqﬂqiﬂwmﬂﬂaﬂiﬁﬂﬁ\TNaSLVTLﬂ@ﬂ'ﬁLUaEJ'ULL‘U@Q VDNYAUNTY

waziunisuannsaluduaiodu Jean DP dulidninadanusilunszuiunisminuesgdunsd

(Yacoubi et al,, 2016; Ravn et al., 2017) sauullafarsandeuselevinazinldgiudniUnuagnis

%4

NanTTifuue nsldieuluingnsndiu 36:12 U/g substrate Wiaslusyaviivangauiian



A13199 4.3 ssduszneumualivazauaudivedleomsannndiudiends uagninduenueaiiiun1susuusmeieuled’

ltem Dietary fiber from DCP Dietary fiber from CDG Orthogonal
DF-CP M-DFCP DF-CDG M-DFCDG P::,l:d contrasts?
0:0 9:3 36:12  72:24 0:0 9:3 36:12  72:24 1 2 3

Glucose standard (mg/g)

Reducing sugar 6.46" 6.51° 7.32° 7.92° 4.61° 4.65° 4.67¢ 4.79¢ 023 <001 <001 061

Total sugar 19.88°  2290°  26.58°  3257° 8.32¢ 8.54¢ 8.65¢ 8.93¢ 167 <001 <001 0.69

Non-reducing sugar 13.42° 1640  19.26°  24.65° 3.71¢ 3.89¢ 3.98¢ 4.14¢ 017 <001 <0.01 0.70
Xylose standard (mg/g)

Reducing sugar 3.99¢ 4.23 4.89° 5.50° 2.24° 2.55¢ 2.58° 2.66° 021  <0.01 <0.01 0.03

Total sugar 11.77°  1327° 1709  18.83° 5.06° 5.32° 5.11° 5.48° 1.00 <001 <001 0.72

Non-reducing sugar ° 7.78° 9.05° 12.20° 13.33° 2.82¢ 2.77¢ 2.53¢ 2.82¢ 0.12 <0.01 <0.01 011
Soluble dietary fiber (%) 3.23° 3.20° 3.25° 3.51° 2.18° 2.25° 2.27° 2.28° 0.11  <0.01 065 0.66
Insoluble dietary fiber (%) 2496°  25.15°  2572°  25.64° 22.22° 2277° 2320 23.16° 026  <0.01 015 0.03
Total dietary fiber (%) 28.19° 2835  2897%°  29.15° 24.40° 2502°  2547°  2544° 034 <001 009 0.02
Water holding capacity (g,/g.) 2.44° 2399 p5g® 2.62° 2.20¢ 2.28% 2279  237< 003 <001 002 001
Oil holding capacity (g./g.) 4.12 4.29 4.32 4.33 4.11 4.21 4.2 4.27 0.02 0.09 <0.01 0.09

ab.cde pMeans with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

! Cellulase and xylanase ratios, 0:0, 9:3, 36:12, and 72:24 U/g substrate.

2 Orthogonal contrasts: 1) dietary fiber from DCP vs. dietary fiber from CDG, 2) DF-CP vs. M-DFCP treated with cellulase

DFCDG treated with cellulase : xylanase.

®> Non-reducing sugar = total sugar - reducing sugar

: xylanase, and 3) DF-CDG vs. M-

o



a

A15199 4.4 Uszansadunsy Lactobacillus Bifidobacterium Way E. coil (log CFU/ml) masduduassnsalusivaedulaznsaianin (mM/ml) waza1 pH %ag

q

ANSVINLYDINS MUINADANARBD Y

ltem Dietary fiber from DCP! Dietary fiber from CDG'
Pooled Orthogonal contrasts®
DF-CP M-DFCP DF-CDG M-DFCDG Control?
0:0 9:3 36:12  72:24 0:0 9:3 36:12 72:24 °EM 1 2 3 4

Lactobacillus spp. 6.30° 6.21° 6.21° 6.29° 6.38° 6.42° 6.21° 6.00% 5.53° 005 <001 098 064 020
Bifidobacterium spp.  6.14° 6.16° 6.10°  6.08" 5.96% 5.91% 5.93% 5.80% 5.70° 0.04 <001 <001 078 042
E. coli 4.96 4.92 4.73 4.97 4.94 4.79 4.76 4.81 4.63 0.04 006 040 050 026
Short-chain fatty acid® (mM/ml)
Acetic acid 3558 5772 69.23*  78.83" 34.76% 35329 5228°¢ 532" 3469 305  <0.01 <0.01 <001 005
Propionic acid 824  16.61°° 1876 2057 8.14¢ 1372 1524  1531% 7.18° 0.87 <001 <001 <001 <001
Butyric acid 2.27° 3.52° 3.63° 3.74° 2.24° 3.05% 3.07% 3.01% 1.11° 0.16 <001 001 <001 <0.01
Lactic acid* (mM/ml)

7.77° 14.54°  20.97°  39.52° 6.68° 6.54° 7.10° 7.50° 5.82° 113 <001 <001 <001 047
pH after 24 hours the in vitro fermentation

6.80° 6.73° 6.72° 6.66° 6.85° 6.84° 6.85" 6.85" 7.03° 0.02 <001 <001 <001 078

ab.cde pMeans with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

! Dietary fiber extracted from cassava pulp and cassava distiller’s dried grains treated with cellulase and xylanase at ratios, 0:0, 9:3, 36:12, and 72:24 U/g
substrate.

Z Control = cecal inoculum.

®> Orthogonal contrasts: 1) Control vs. dietary fiber from DCP and CDG, 2) dietary fiber from DCP vs. dietary fiber from CDG, 3) DF-CP vs. M-DFCP treated
with cellulase : xylanase, and 4) DF-CDG vs. M-DFCDG treated with cellulase : xylanase.

* Net production of short chain fatty acids and lactic acid were subtracted the baseline (time 0) from 24 hours samples.

LY
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4.2 navasleamsaawlasluamisinilasenisdaslawaznistdusslevdlavaslnvus

4.2.1 wavesleamsaauuasainninsiudusvdsluamsrenisgaslauaznsldusslovd
vaslnvusluliiile
navasnsgosliuaznmslivsslovdldvasveddnrurluliideldsuloomadaudas
AT Uendaiisesu 0, 0.5, 1.0 wag 1.5% fauansliluaisedi 4.5 Tnenuinlidefilasy
omnsiasulomsiaulasnnnndudusndsiisesu 1.0% fnadonsgeslsvesdauis nisgosld
vosansBun3s wazmsdesldvedlusiugaiian (p<0.05) Fanstesldvedlusufianiutunuudunss
musziuresmaatilsomsdaulaminmnifudendafidintulugnsonms (p<0.01) uenandld
deilasuluomsdautasanmnifud svdafisedunng  lugnsomnsiulifinanssnusonisazay
vaslulnsiaudloiSsuiiivuiunguauas (0>0.05)
Imaaqﬂmua%ﬂammiﬁmufdaqmﬂmﬂﬁ’ud’mwé’ﬂummﬂdn’fsﬁssﬁ’u 1.0%
annsndiednaiulinisdenld uasnsliusslovdldvadavurluliidefity fwadldaonedostu
nawaLnvenszmzualuliidedldsuemaaiuloematauUasannindudivsnds esann
ﬂizwaumﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬁ’aﬂumwﬂmmﬂﬁﬁmumLﬁﬂaﬂ (Classen et al., 2016) ¥lslniinn1seae
warliuselominnnlaruglddty venanidsdinenuileemsansanszduinderna wagninds
ulwidmiudosomstetisdaaiunisgesams uaznnsgadna1so1ms (Mateos et al, 2012)
wardnagennd 0aiun1sAnYIves Adibmoradi et al. (2016) 1g91uIIMIstasudont1IU5IaE
1.5% uazildendnn 0.75% ddlemmsaetundaivlsewnsiliazarenr ansnsousuusenistesls
vosdauiuandluliide SnftnaaiuuBonudanunstu 3.0% luewnsdausafiuamdsny
THusslenildsngluldiderions 9 uay 21 Tu udlifnadeniseeslfvosduis ansdunid uas

Tulesiau (Kimiaeitalab et al., 2017)

A15199 4.5 Navedly nisaawlasarnninduailsnaslusinisinienanisyselanaznishy

Uszlewulavaslnuug
ltem M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control
0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM  trend
Digestibility, %
Dry matter 66.91° 67.06° 68.76° 66.88° 0.23 NS?
Organic matter 72.72° 72.77° 74.06° 72.52° 0.18 NS
Ether extract 76.97° 76.24° 78.98° 78.01% 032  <0.01
Nitrogen retention, % 68.14 67.05 68.65 68.12 0.35 NS

&b Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

! Not significant
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4.3 navaslea1n1IAaLUaraaNITaULNITRSYLAULA AnwazdagIuINgIvaININAUINT
Uszynsadunidlumafvemnsdiuring mandansaludiuaedy niswaauauludy Amnieduad

vadlatin wazUsununolaadinasaaluiialn

4.3.1 wavaslvonsdauvasanninifuduzudsluansiiieresussauzmaaioyivin
dwiineturzvasmaiuawns uazdnumemeganieinialudldian
navesnsasuluomsiaulasanmnsfudvzndcluomslidefisysusiag 9 $®
aussournsasgiiuladaanddilunsed 4.6 Tnenuinisiasuleemsdaudasainningu
dendslunnsedu (0.5, 1.0 wag 1.5%) Tldifinansenusenvmiingy msauld §asinnswasu
91915 LLazé’mﬂmsm%@LﬁUImLaﬁlwiai’uéuaﬂldLf@lunﬂﬁaﬂ (p>0.05) Snvnadiardaiinsnanlyl
uanssfulolSsuflsuiunguauny (p>0.05) sgdlsAinamavesnsiaiuloomsdauuasan
nnsfudUsndluormsiaidossau 1.5% dmalian pH lunszmizunanas (p<0.05) waz pH S
anasuuudunsaileseiulsomaiiuty (p<0.01) uenaninmsasuleemsiaulasainnindy
dugndiluemnsliidofissdu 1.0 uay 1.5% fuadematiiuiminveanssmizualuliidefiony 21
waz 42 U (p<0.05) Famsiasulvomssaulasernmndudzndeivlifnansenudetmdnues
nszy fU wazdldan sidseusnvesdildnndiunediide (p>0.05) uddsiiunaulafonis
wsuloomsdaulasanniniudvsndsluemsliileanunsaannisazaulotugesiadulmilold
wazlufudesieafiusinadanaswuuidunsinusyivresnisasaloemisdauasainningdu
dzndeiiinty (p<0.01) Fauandlilumsnad 4.7 maiesuloamnsdaudaminniniudUsndad
seiuss 4 Tuomnslaidodednunemeganisiniavesdldibn (39 4.8) wuilidwanseny
AeMsiUAsuuUamIganeinavesnugiala AuAnveswadaTy LArANAILYEIAIN VDS
Talasouinveneadnivludldidnduagiuveslnide (p>0.05) wdagnlsfnuainaanis
neasswuirssfuvedloomsiiinduiuualiuiisrdmaronisananugialaludlidnd g
MnnsAnuessuandiiuiinsasaloommsiaulasanninifud e ndsiisesu
1.0% Tuewnsliideannsausulginisdesldvesasemnsiaglidmansenude aussousnisnae
wazdiaunsaduasumMsRauITansEzUn warannsavaluiutesteveslideld dansinu
Lﬁ'mﬁ’umasuaﬂ,aa'nm'im'aammuzmm%aglﬁuimsuaqifiLﬁuaﬁué’aﬁmaﬁwmﬂwmaﬁgqﬁmﬁuagjﬁu
yiinvatleamns Iassasisuagseaunsiilugansamis (Mateos et al., 2012; Adibmoradi et al.,
2016; Sabour et al,, 2018) dmSuAn pH vasnsznzuaiianadiuliiieilasulsomsiaudasain
nndudlgrdtonainainvasaag wu leemsausadeasunisdnvesiuailisuasiinase
MefinnsHEANTA s EdULaZNSALAARN (Classen et al., 2016) ¥i3pdn15Has HCL aghanssu
geufiduiiutulunssmsuaylvadounduinlunssmizun (Kheravii et al., 2018b; Makivic et
al, 2019) wenniminvesnsznruaintululAdeflasuomasaleevssaulasannin

Y

fudUgndsonaliosninesdlsenevvesleomnsilidazanstndegluleownsdawdasainningdu
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d1Uznds (25.85%) flanunmuiazldinaiuiulunisuadvilinssmsuaiauinisiiiananumu
yoatfinduiodu FsdenndasiunisAnueuntiifiuanddidiuinnisasaloemsildazaieth
Mmmﬂﬂ'lﬁammmLﬁ'mﬁmﬁfﬂLLazﬂizéjumivTNmsuaﬂﬂsszwum wazauAuNsivadounduves
IS IUITUUNLAUBIMNS (Kheravii et al., 2018a; Jung et al., 2019; Makivic et al., 2019) fauan
maasuloemnsdauvasanmindudendsazlidmansenudonsiasunlamiganisiniaves
Slddndrmagiy winsdninafulussduiigeiueasdsmalvinuenivedialaanasld osnn
Usinadeomsiiunniiuazluidendvhatsvarsvesdalald Tae Incharoen. (2013) 51891439015
sulyomsvialdazarsihinudendnluseduiig (2.0%) duavilvauenvesialalugild
anas uin1sldloemsaniddendn 1.0% sulsifinansenusoruenvesialaludild eenslsfinng
maasuleemslussiuiivnzaursdisduaiunsnsgvdensiiusuuead asun v il

nsasseadlvailugeyrialdviliialagedu

M990 4.6 mavaamaEsleenIiaLUasnmntudUzndsluomnsinilionsaussourmMaasyule

Item M-DFCP
Control Pooled SEM
0.5% 1.0% 1.5%

Body weight (BW), g/chick

1-21 days 826.5 821.7 830.2 816.7 2.73

21 - 42 days 2,5771.2 2,569.8 2,581.7 2,587.0 18.30

1-42 days 2,577.2 25698 2,581.7 2,587.0 18.30
Feed intake (Fl), g/chick

1-21 days 990.4 998.6 992.3 976.7 3.35

21 - 42 days 3,009.0 29704 29235 3,005.2 23.53

1-42 days 3,999.5 3,968.9 3,936.7 - 3,981.9 25.42
Feed conversion ratio (FCR)

1-21 days 1.26 1.27 1.26 1.26 0.00

21 - 42 days 1.71 1.70 1.67 1.68 0.01

1-42 days 1.58 1.57 1.55 1.56 0.01
Average Daily Gain (ADG), g/d

1-21 days 37.46 37.22 37.63 36.98 0.13

21 - 42 days 82.81 83.24 83.40 84.33 0.74

1-42 days 60.41 60.23 60.52 61.22 0.44
Productive index (PI)

1-21 days 296.38 29140 299.75 294.09 1.40

21 - 42 days 249.24 250.33  249.99  249.27 2.67

1-42 days 389.29  388.07 396.82 388.82 3.09
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d' a L2 U o U U dgj U U
A15199 4.7 wavesnisiasuleamsanudasannmintiudilsudsluatmsiniensan pH UBINTELNIE

UAUIMUNDIYIEYRIMNIAUDINS waznsazau vt uteIYa

[tem M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control
0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM trend

21 days of age

Digesta pH of the gizzard 2.05° 2.04%  201%® 1.91° 0.02  <0.01

Relative weight, ¢/100 ¢ of live BW
Proventriculus 0.55 0.55 0.56 0.56 0.01 NS!
Gizzard 1.62° 1.65"¢ 1.74% 1.77° 0.02 <001
Liver 2.20 2.23 2.26 2.39 0.04 NS
Duodenum 1.11 1.10 1.11 1.12 0.02 NS
Jejunum 1.44 1.45 1.45 1.47 0.02 NS
lleum 1.38 1.36 1.38 1.38 0.03 NS
Abdominal fat 1.26° 1.16% 1.10° 1.08° 0.02 <001

Small intestinal length, cm/100 ¢ of live BW

Duodenum 3.49 3.38 3.55 3.47 0.04 NS
Jejunum 5.76 5.96 6.16 6.44 0.10 NS
lleum 6.17 6.20 6.14 6.21 0.08 NS
42 days of age
Digesta pH of the gizzard 2.22° 2.21° 2.13% 2.04° 0.02  <0.01
Relative weight, g/100 g of live BW
Proventriculus 0.37 0.38 0.35 0.35 0.01 NS
Gizzard 1.22° 1.27% 1.35° 1.35° 0.02 <001
Liver 12.64 12.86 13.68 13.66 0.27 NS
Duodenum 0.67 0.68 0.69 0.69 0.01 NS
Jejunum 1.15 1.15 1.14 1.16 0.01 NS
lleum 0.96 0.93 0.93 0.90 0.02 NS
Abdominal fat 11.65° 9.55P 9.14° 9.13° 030  <0.01

Small intestinal length, cm/100 g of live BW

Duodenum 1.27 1.22 1.23 1.23 0.02 NS
Jejunum 2.46 2.49 2.52 2.51 0.03 NS
lleum 2.49 2.54 2.57 2.57 0.05 NS

ab.¢ Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

! Not significant.
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d' a U U o U 1 dﬁl ! U
19199 4.8 wammmuasﬂammimmLLanmﬂmﬂmumﬂwaﬂummﬂﬂLuamaaﬂwmzmwama

Amealudildidndruagiu

[tem M-DFCP
Control Pooled SEM
0.50% 1.00% 1.50%

21 days of age

Villus height (um) 1210.65 1378.15 1210.25 1046.77 35.45
Cryptal depth (um) 180.77 186.09  217.47 170.82 8.18
Villus height: crypt depth ratio 7.36 7.89 5.67 5.66 0.41
42 days of age

Villus height (um) 853.35  980.36  1008.02  770.39 25.02
Cryptal depth (um) 88.81 91.40 79.21 73.08 3.93
Villus height: crypt depth ratio 10.05 11.15 11.17 9.01 0.42

a

4.3.2 wavaslwomnsdaulasnniniiudevdsluamnslndadeuszunsgdunas uas
nswannsaluiuanedu nsauanfnuazueuluideludsu
navesulsErnsgaunEdludfimesiiidefildsuemaaduluomisdauuasain
nnsfudUgnds daanslilunmd 4.5 lnenuifleemsdaulasainnniudendannsoi
Sruaudseringes LAB Tudiuuesliidoldvisansdaseny (21 uay 42 $u) uay LAB fuSanaufiaiy
LLUULé’umuﬁma‘%ﬂammiﬁmLL“LJaqmﬂmﬂﬁuﬁ’wwé’ﬂuqmmmiqﬁu (p<0.01) B3 313
Toemsfautasnnnifudendaissdu 1.0 uaz 1.5% Tugnsevnsdsmaliiiuianm LAB umnsing
NNFuUAILANBE1NNEd ATy N19EdRA (p<0.05) d1m5UTWIU Bifidobacterium spp. lud@fiuveaaln
deflony 21 Tu wudnmaiasuleewmsfaudasminmndfudUsvdsansafiuduiulsernsves
Bifidobacterium spp. Wl (p<0.05) uardnuiutuwuudunsdowduloemsdauasan
ndfuddendilugasemnsgetu (p<0.01) udegslsfmuilinunnuunnieinanlulddedion
42 §u (p>0.05) wenaninsliemsiiilefiasueloomsiaulasannnifudsndaiuliiing
sonsiUdsuutasinulsernsues Enterobacter wag E. coli (p>0.05) Iu"LﬁLﬁa"Léfﬁy’qaaw'qu
navosnmsasylsamsiauUasnmnitudendsuewnsiddedeusinaveanseluiiy
e wansauaninnasdesludiusuandtilunsed 4.9 Tnewuihmaaiuleemsdaudasin
mnifudUendsfiseiu 10 uae 1.5% dwadenisifiutuwwesufinunsaludumedu (exdin Insiiledn
niisn leleaisn uagleloriansn) waenseuanfalulrideriony 21 $u (p<0.05) wardivGnauiiuty
LLUULﬁumqmmzﬁwmmam%ﬂammsﬁmLLUaQﬁLﬁu%(uluqmmmi (p<0.01) seslsfimululaiiod
01y 42 Ju maafuloewnsdanvasnminiudvsvdshifnadenisudsunUawTamesnsaluiy

aedu (p>0.05) winsiasuleomsiauUasainniniiudUsrasnszau 1.0 uag 1.5% awalidusuie
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nsnuarfagstuidoiFeuiutundueaunu (p<0.05) saudnsauanfafuTinaiigaduiuuiduns
mmzﬁ’waaﬂ'ma‘%ﬁlaaflmié’mLLanmﬂmﬂﬁuﬁwﬂwé’qﬁluqmawmiﬁLﬁmﬁu (p<0.01) uananiinuiy
Tyewnsfaulasnmniudsndsiiasluomnsiddennsssuinadomaannssdaueslndeludsu
uazyals (0<0.05) FsmasdnuesludefiUiinuanauuuidunswnuszivresnaaiiloomsdautag

MnMndiudenasindulugnsomns (p<0.01) Awandlilunng 4.6

8.0 -~ 8.0 -
g 70 4 5 70 A
g 60 | S 60 A aa a
c Z %
= 0 50 4 a 0 50 * %
L o o *
[SIEANN g >
S 8 40 3 % a0 A
T E g 5 N
s 2 30 4 S £ 30 4 »
= > 3 2 L
O Q. 9 .
8 g 20 A £ 8 20 - N
© © iy
o 1.0 4 8 1.0 A "L
\;n on o
Qo <
2 00 = 00 B
21 g2 Age(day)
8.0 -+ 80 -
BT N g7
2 o - bR £
[ 6.0 4 o "‘ Lot o w 0] 60 4
_ & so | oSS 2 50 =
% %ﬁ "‘ :-::- :“ = E :-::- :-::-
S &8 40 4 e o ." S € 40 4 | aor
O < "‘ Lot “ W 3 B B
Q 5 "‘ EEY e w < L L
] 2 20 4 ',‘ e w = 30 i i
IS . < S S < *
o > o "‘ ey 5 “ Qo EY EY
8‘ "‘ e w : 20 + 2
:;) 20 A "‘ :-::- w g ~ :.::. ,.:,.
s} o BN S = B B
S 10 g - Ry & 10 4 | v
%/\ -" ?‘{?‘ ...‘.' = ?‘{?‘ ?‘{?‘
= OO -.-" : ?‘{?‘ ..." : OO e : o .
21 42 Age (day) 21 a2 Age (day)

Control 0.5% M-DFCP Bl 10%mDrce B 1.5% M-DFCP

25 Means with no common superscripts are significantly different at p<0.05.
* Significant linear effect at p<0.05.
A9 4.5 wavesnisiasuleenmsanndasannnindudidsviadlueiinslnilo ned1uiudsesins

aunIdludiuvealniie

mnmsinwlunadituansiifiuinloemsdauamnmnsiudevdiiseiu 1.0% lu
a’M’]‘ﬂﬁL’fﬁ]ﬂ’lﬂ’liﬂﬁﬂLﬁ%ﬂJﬂ’l‘iLﬁ]%iyLaUImsuaﬂ LAB wag Bifidobacterium spp. iunnsudanselou
audu uaznsauaniia wazaunsaannisuanuenTudeludiy IREHG Tnodufingruiuudinle
pnsilunumddglunsidsuasesssansadunidluszuumaiuemis wazansunlulay
(ﬂiﬂimﬁumaé’ju waznsawariA) (Rinttilda and Apajalahti, 2013; Regassa and Nyachoti, 2018) N5
Lﬁuﬁyumaﬂf\fﬂmu LAB way Bifidobacterium spp. g1aul pannanleemisanwUasannninsiy

AUzndeiinarUsznauvad COS wag XOS Ussunu 2.47 1ag 16.26% auaau daduaelasaasied
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Fuvaiiniiinsvhauadredunsluledn fadulsemsdaulasinniniudiuendsdagnld Hu
Lméawé’muﬁm%’uqauﬁéﬁﬁﬂsd%ﬁ (LAB uag Bifidobacterium spp.) d@uasulilinnisudn uag
wAnnsalutuanedy waznsauaniin a1nnsAnwdeuntifdseuiiwuafiFewy Lactobacillus
spp. kag Bifidobacterium spp. @1msaldusgloviann COS wag XOS 1 (Moura et al., 2007;
Hasunuma et al,, 2011) FsaAADINTNITNARDIVEY Walugembe et al. (2015) 918 1uingaune
Tuguannsndsuulaslsshensufuasuloemslunssuiunandin fsezdsmaliiuiinunse
lufumedufiutu wafinunanaududuresnsaluiuasduiigauformlia pH ludfuanas
wage pH Aisaglugudseledvesuuaifefifsadostunisaasvesnsngadunonlade

(Roberts et al.,, 2007) adanalinilnnuLiuturewauluioanas

d. a o U o U 1 d’l 1 a U
A15197 4.9 waveanisiasuleenmsaaulasannaindudilenadiuemsinideseusuiansalady

ANYFY LAaTNIALARRAIINEIL B TN

[tems M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control

0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM trend

21 days of age
Short-chain fatty acids (% of total SCFA)

Acetic acid 48.77°  51.44°  63.20°  63.19° 183 <001
Propionic acid 294° 398 5000  4.78® 028  <0.01
Butyric acid 2.07° 3.67° 4.13° 4.17° 023  <0.01
Branched SCFA! 0.28°  0.46™  0.74®  095° 0.07  <0.01
Valeric acid 45.94°  40.45%  26.93°  26.92° 2.17 <0.01

Lactic acid (umol/g of digesta) ~ 15.58¢ 16.26  19.46°  24.98° 0.84 < 0.01
42 days of age
Short-chain fatty acids (% of total SCFA)

Acetic acid 77.07 77.60 77.15 78.77 0.46 NS?
Propionic acid 5.44 5.95 5.87 6.22 0.18 NS
Butyric acid a.17 4.40 4.44 4.44 0.16 NS
Branched SCFA! 0.93 0.92 1.01 1.10 0.06 NS
Valeric acid 12.39 11.13 11.53 9.47 0.60 NS

Lactic acid (umol/g of digesta)  23.65°  24.29° 32532 32507 0.92 < 0.01

b€ Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.
! Branched SCFA = isobutyric acid + isovaleric acid.

% Not significant.
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250 -

200 - ar
‘\DL b * b *

150 - N ¢ ¢
a *

1.00 - b* be * -
T A A

O‘OO | | | J

Control 0.5% M-DFCP 1.0% M-DFCP 1.5% M-DFCP
—a— Cecal digesta (21 days of age) Cecal digesta (42 days of age) —e— Excreta

2b.¢ Means with no common superscripts are significantly different at p<0.05.
* Linear effect (p<0.01).
o a Y L% o v 1 dy 1 2 IS
AN 4.6 maﬁuaqmmmﬂammmmLLUaﬂmﬂmmmmﬂwaﬂummﬂﬂLuamaﬂimmuaﬂmuamﬂ

[y

dsdogludifiunazya

4.3.3 Hava9lga1nisanLkUataInNINtUaIUsa e uIsinilasarInilaiadInenay

Y

msmauauawaagﬁﬂmnu

9

a

navesmiasuloomsdaulasannndudusndsluemsindesermdainine
uaznImovaussvesiiduiu duansldlunised 4.10 Tnenvinleemsdauvasarnningy
dugndsiiatuluomnsldideiiony 21 fu dwmalifiviunilanfiwelsd uazroiaanesoaluien
ANAIUANANIINNGNAIUAN (p<0.05) wazdUTUIUAAAIULUULHUATINUTEAUYDINTSHETH T8DM1S
Fuvasnnnindudgndsiifindu (p<0.01) dwiulrdofiony 42 u nsafillsemnsdandasn
nngudvzndsluemsisedu 1.0 uar 1.5% dwalivsuiunstaaanasealudonanaile
Wisuiisuiunguaiuna (p<0.05) Genstaadinasealuideniuiinaanaiuuuldunsmnssiuyes
AsLEs UYL (p<0.01) uspgslsfinumaasaleemsfaudasanmnifudznddluonmsliie
LifinasienismevausswasUsunagiauiusiuaslalyledluasy (p>0.05)
4.3.4 navaslgassaudasannndudzudsluomsiiilessusunanaaainasea
Tuilouazdu
navesmsiasaloomssaulasanmniudzndduommsiidedousinanisavay
ﬂ@LﬁﬂL@@i@ﬁIuLﬁ/@@ﬂLLaSLﬁJ@ﬁSIWﬂGU@QIﬁLﬁJ@ﬁQWEJ‘ a2 Yu Fawanslilunmd 4.7 Tnenuiinisiasy
lvormssaulasannindudsnddluomsindeinasonisanusumnaaamosoaluieon

(p<0.05) wazpoladmeTeadusunaNanasuudunsInusEAUTRINISNlpmIsAaLasInNnIN
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fudzndslugnsonms (p<0.01) uenaniinmaiaduloewnsdaulasannindudgnddluems
lridleflsedugegn (1.5%) wuidmaliuinueowanesealuioasinnanasilansudousungs
AIUAY (p<0.05) FenataainesoaiuSinaiianasuuidunsimuseiuresnisiialoomsinudas
Pnnndiudlendslugnsems (p<0.01) Tudslvamsaaulasannindudivznaedalinasiants
anUSinunslaanesoatuiuillowaiufisedu 1.0 waz 1.5% Tugnso1ms (p<0.05) wazduTuad
anawuuudunTmusEdureamaasiloomsfiiindulugnsens (p<0.01) (nnil 4.7) Tasnis
azaumslaaoseaiianasendiiiosnnleemslvanuiedauinenis diadliiossveslutunay
polaAMaTDn viselududinsganduresii delafedindniinasoninfiunsduaszinsntng

Tngldmaiaamaseaiduaisiedulunisudn (Hemati Matin et al,, 2016; Safaa et al,, 2014)

d. a U U o U U -&J 1 1 a a
f1919N1 4.10 Nﬁ“U'e]\‘iﬂ'ﬁLﬁilﬂﬂ@?'ﬂ’ﬁ@@LL‘Uaﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂ']ﬂﬂJua’]USﬁaﬂiu@’]ﬂ’]‘JiﬂL‘Lli’] flaAnelainIngn

Y @

LLasmimauauawmQﬁ@u U

Item M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control

0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM trend

21 days of age

Triglycerides (mg/dl) 85.50°  61.50°  61.17°  62.67° 333 <001
cholesterol (mg/dl) 135.42°  12357° 121.58° 122.14° 157 < 0.01
Total Ig (mg/ml) 18.35 18.41 18.45 18.42 0.21 NS!
Lysozyme activity (ul/ml) 4.21 4.20 4.25 4.26 0.02 NS
42 days of age
Triglycerides (mg/dl) 75.42 64.00 62.50  63.70 2.69 NS
cholesterol (mg/dl) 120.00° 112.42%* 108.50° 108.10° 158 < 0.01
Total Ig (mg/ml) 18.21 18.43 1852 1853 0.22 NS
Lysozyme activity (ul/ml) 4.21 4.22 4.23 4.26 0.02 NS

b Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different (p<0.05).

! Not significant.
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B) Cholesterol in Thigh (42 days of age)

A) Cholesterol in Breast (42 days of age)

ab

ab

*h

* h

0.5% 1.0% 1.5%

Control

0.5% 1.0% 1.5%

Control

M-DFCP

M-DFCP

D) Cholesterol in Liver (42 days of age)

C) Cholesterol in Liver (21 days of age)

b Means with no common superscripts are significantly different at p<0.05.

* Linear effect (p<0.01).

¥

= a o U o U 1A 1 2
And 4.7 mavesnisiasuleenmsdautasainnindudivgnadluomsinilloseUsununeladnesen

{oon Woazlnn wazsuvedlniie

Tauid

1UU

AUDILNYUL

v

ynstguselovl

14
M LLE

gagl

UVABDNIT

4.4 wavaslganisaawlasluainasinb

=)
Ue

YNISHANLLDN AL

AUABFU LA

Lot

a

UNsd NISHANNTA

Uszrnsqa

v
U

RELS

14
N LbE

1

UVNDN1IYY

Yzuasluamsinla

UUE"

4.4.1 navaslearn1saaunlasannnin

Uselewildvaslnvuy

AWALANS

goal

YNDNNT

Ugnadluamnshnl

o

1udn

naueInsiEsNlea I sAnLUasaInnIn

1av vo

Tauselovulavasvaalnvus Adandlilunisned 4.11 Insnwunlnlailasuleenmsanwladarnnin

Syuigunu

Ud

AUDIAIIAILIIDL

1
Jasarnninduaius v

i3 LNUNDNITYDY

Tuonsuuluiinans

¢ 1.0%

0.5 ua
(p>0.05) ualnladl

[

LURAINTLAU

U
NQUAIUAL

Ludn

1.5%

L dl L
NNITHU

AL

Suleanunsg

AIUBDTUNTLE

Y
'
=

q

q

v

AUBIANTANAAAILUY

‘ILQJ
(p<0.01) Be4l3

1
(p>0.05)

LNUINAINISE DY

(p<0.05) wwnINN

VALRVIE(

NUAINITLDYUDIA L

danalyiile

lasuleaims

U9

Il
gogl

=3
[N

MiaTulugnsemis

T3

WEURNTIAUTEAUVDINISLAT Y

;%

a a6
UNTY

AUDIANT

UANANTENUABD NI

11U

lugnsemis

AUnaM TEAUAIN 9

Jagannniniu

AR

9

q

[y

SuUBUAUNaLNAIUAL

Ud

oL

warnsavauvadlulnsLau.



58

4.4.2 wavaslgarmsaaudasarnninduaiusuadluamsinlisann pH wazuivinves
ASLLNIZUN
navesn1Tasuleasdanasannindudivznasiuemisse nsiuasundasan pH
Tunsszun wazdminnsznzunvasinly Tnenuinnisiasuleatmsenwlasannniniudiusngs
Ni5eAu 1.0 uay 1.5% dwalian pH lunssimnzunanatedralifoddgyvnadifideweuiisuiungy
a0 % lﬂl % 2 L%
AIUAY (p<0.05) uaz pH Tunszmzuaranasuudunsalloseauvadlteamsiawlasainningdy
dlgnaslugnsomsiiudu (p<0.01) winisiasuleamsaauwdasainnindiudlendanseaudng o
Hulifinansenusenisidsunvasininvesnssinzualulaly (p>0.05) Awuandlilunsei 4.12
= 5 agf Y @ 1 [ U o [ 1
INNSANWIATILERLATAUI1NT I le N sARLUasaInn N uda Usnadluamishn
laAwmunzaufeseau 1.0% Nazlddsnansenunanisdeslawaznisldusslovdlnvasvaslnvuy
d' CY) o [ 1 [~ a 1 ’é q; a Y d'
\Wesnleamisannindudendsdiulngiduleomsyialiazateun Sansiasuluseauiias
(1.5%) agvibvidleomssiuwagleamnsililavaeunluansomsgaunulume tnsunavsunale
grmsinniuluaaluasinulavueg davienisdeslivaznisgadulavueg Uimenez-Moreno et
Vo < a | % a o w \ o | A
al,, 2011) unsglsinuloomssiinluazareundunuImaIAyReNITHAUINTZINIZUA TI8LL
AMNEINNSAbUNISUADINS (Michard, 2011; Mateos et al., 2012) F991NHANISANYINUINLALIT
TasvemmsiasulesmsiaulasannninduaUenasfisedu 1.0% amnsaanal pH nnelunssinng
ualsiuieiunanismaaeduliile Mllonainaintdafevesfianssunsihnuresnssinzuanign
nszaulagloamsdauwlaainnindudvendaniiosddsenevvesleamnsiiliavaneungeda 25.85%
F99719@INARBNTAUTLEZLIA I UNTUNDIMNTANETUNSLLNIZUANS BLAANA LANTS MMad aUNFUVD4
amsuTbuNsEIzUn Taudsmskannsatufiuansdureinsidngesleamslaggdumnie (Classen

et al,, 2016; Kheravii et al,, 2018b; Jung et al., 2019; Makivic et al., 2019)

A15199 4.11 NavaInsiasuleaIrsaaLlatanniniuaidsndaluaimsinlusanistaslanaznis

Tauszlevulpvaslnwue

[tem M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control

0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM trend

Digestibility, %

Dry matter 74.79° 76.31° 74.38% 71.09° 0546 < 0.01
Organic matter 77.43 79.26 78.74 75.19 0.521 NS*
N retaintion, % 43.76 43.93 44.16 39.69 1.027 NS

b Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

! Not significant



59

A1519% 4.12 wavesnisiasuluemsaauUasannninsiudrusvasliuemsinlisen pH uagdmin

YDINTLLNIZUR
[tem M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control
0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM trend

Digesta pH of the gizzard

4.10° 3.91% 3.64° 3.65° 0.063  <0.01
Relative weight, ¢/100 g of live BW (% of BW)

1.19 1.16 1.18 1.14 0.017 NS?

b Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

! Not significant

4.4.3 navaslernsaawlasainnindudenasluaimsinlddednuiulssyinsgaunsd
Gnansalusfuaedy wazwonluleludiy

Havaan1siasuloamsdawdasannindiudivesndsadnuiudseeinsadunsdludiy

vodlaly Fananslilunised 4.13 Tnenuildled g Svemsiasuloemsdaudasainningu

duzndaiuliifinasonaiudsuutassuaulsssnsvesgdunisludsu 1éud LAB Bifidobacterium

spp. Enterobacter wax E. coli (p>0.05) agdlsfimunisiadaleamsdautasnnnninsiuduzndsd

32AU 0.5, 1.0 ez 1.5% danarn LT USSR ERN (p<0.05) M3tasulgaIAnLUaIIN

a

mnffudenasluseauasan (1.5%) luansensansaduasuniswinnsalusiilelin nsaleledasn

Y

waelelwniaosnludfuveslilligean (p<0.05) BniauSinamesninesdinuasnsalnsiilofingaiidn
qﬁmwuLé’umqmmzéﬁ’umaqmsm%ﬂammséfﬂLLUaﬂmﬂmmj’uﬁmwé’ﬂuqmmmiﬁLﬁ'mﬁu
(p<0.01) usiisiinsaSuloemadaulasannindudsndmnsesutulidssadenisanUiananis
wanuevlidodleiSouiieuiunguauny (0>0.05) (3197 4.14)
Mnuansinwndsinanddiidiuiinisdnudadesnsannintudivsvdsdenals
Toemnsilen DP anas wazilesAusznouyos COS uaz XOS FaavtheduasuliAnnsmindesvos
PBunidliifuasfnanandadunsalutuasdu lnsiawizeg 9B gy Lactobacillus spp. waz
Bifidobacterium spp. az@unsaliusgloniain COS way XOS 1§ (Moura et al., 2007; Hasunuma
et al, 2011) Tnglalafilasuomnaasuloensannniudsndafisesu 1.5% wanslriiudenng
duduvesnsalusuasdu (exdfin naalnsiilefin leledafitn uazlolsrianin) annmandndosues
dunIdludiuligeian wisgalsAnuszdunsiaiuleemsdaulasmnninfudendanas
finsandsnansgnusetadodu 9 nusoumsdeslduagnslivsylovildvodlnvuy Tavagusesu

suasuleIseawlasannnInTud 1 Usnasianzau@e 1.0% Tuausinla
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d' a v v o v U o
A15197 4.13 wavesnisiasuleomisaaulatannnindudiusvaslue1msaed1uIuysesIns

a a6

Aun3e Tty Usnavesnsaluiumeduiasienluisaindesludiuvasinly

ltem M-DFCP Pooled Linear
Control
0.5% 1.0% 1.5% SEM trend
Microbial production (log10 of copy number/g DNA extract)
Lactic Acid Bacteria 6.58 6.81 6.88 6.12 0.210 NS?
Bifidobacterium spp. 6.39 6.36 6.29 6.52 0.164 NS
Enterobacter 4.70 4.49 4.98 4.90 0.145 NS
E. coli 5.08 5.17 5.12 5.18 0.135 NS
Short-chain fatty acids (% of total SCFA)
Acetic acid 65.88° 71.29° 71.60° 71.59° 0.743 < 0.01
Propionic acid 14.22° 14.57° 13.99° 17.05° 0.344 < 0.01
Butyric acid 5.32 5.75 6.02 6.07 0.226 NS
Branched SCFA? 1.36° 1.45° 1.40° 1.99° 0.094 NS
Valeric acid 13.22° 6.94° 6.98° 3.30° 0.907  <0.01
Ammonia production (mg/g of cecal digesta)
0.10 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.007 NS

&b Means with different superscripts in a row are significantly different at p<0.05.

" Not significant.

2 Branched SCFA = isobutyric acid + isovaleric acid.
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1. nan1sAnwnisananaznisaauladlee1nisannnindudilsnas Lagn1nduleynIuea
wuIanMefmunzandmsunisatalgemsanniniuduends waznnsueniuea Aensly
ansazanelaionlensenlarfistdu 6% waz 4% muasu Tnedusinaloownsiomn wagloa1ms
flsiazaneningean dsmaflaenndasiumstinsgivimaloomsdiewaina FTIR wagnslnsgy
PCA finunsnszaevasailnasunenainduegsaeu dusvannsfiunzadlunmssauladdeoims
mueuleliwagaanaylualiua wulgensanmnsudsnd diseans nmdinnitnnsiueniuea
Sandmeuluiungaudmiuuiuldlesmsnnniniiudends fio 36:12 U/g substrate lng
anmezinandwaliiusinaniinasing (D-lucose) taasieiun wazinmalisiag (D-xylose)
aafign ﬁﬂﬂ’jﬂLﬁaﬁwmimaaumwﬁﬂiuwaaﬁmmaaaé’ﬂawmﬁalﬂmﬁuauaﬁuw% Lactobacillus spp.
way Bifidobacterium spp. 161 finnsuannselusiuanodu uaznsauanin uavandn pH %an15Uni
24 7l TnagunisadaloovnsanmniudUendsseasazanslaiioslonsenludiiaududy
6% uaznisfaulasloemsseioulusiivagiaauaslvaiiuafisnsndiu 36:12 U/g substrate Ao
anmsfinzanlunsuanloatms

2. nawesnisgeslduarmsldusslondldvesmestnvurlulide nuinsasuloenis
fautasarnninsudendsluamisfisesu 1.0% fredaasunmsdosldvesduis a15dunis uas
st uenanilifinansynusenisavaxlulasiou

3. nsmevaustwedlidenelgermsiaulasainnindudidends nuinluinansenude
amiauzmm%@,@ﬂmLLaaﬁmsmﬁ'smuﬂawmagamaﬁﬂméuaqa%’ﬂﬁl,ﬁﬂahumgﬁm nsiasuleennns
Faudasnmnsudyndaitsesu 1.0% Tuownsliidoaunsduasunisvhnuusensemzun was
annsavaulaiudosies uonanidmandenisius uIuUsEng LAB uaz Bifidobacterium
spp. hudiu fiunsuannselusuansdu wavnsauanin anuSinaueslandelugfy LazUA TIU0eAn
USinamelaainesealuiden §u Lieen wasiieayinn lngagumsiasuleamisdaudasainningdu
duznddluomnslaided 1.0% daumnzauiian

4. mytasulgemsiaulasarnmnsiudUsndsluemslnlefisesdu 1.0% Lifinansznuse
nstiegldvesduis ansdunsd warmsavaululasion uenaniidedmansonisan pH lunszmnzun

[uN1sNaARnsaazaRntudiuvaslnly
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