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unAnta

An®n13ld silage ﬁuﬁnmniéﬂﬁluﬁmmmuﬁﬁiwﬁuﬁi@mwﬁm wulnvesdangndnsnu
(Clarias gariepinus) winl&lignense@iain 8% nasinaziBenasiy silage Rszsi 10% 20% 30% uaz
40% (RB10, RB20, RB30 itay RB40) LLZ\]%N@Nﬂ'}ﬂﬁI/’)Lﬂﬁ'ﬂ\‘lﬁﬁ‘zﬁu 20% 30% 40% az 50% (SB20,
SB30, SB40 uaz SB50) Lﬁyﬂmm@ﬂﬁ%@ﬁu 31uan 3 90 G1az 30 fa (minFudueds 16.05 n5)
7281219810889 60 Ju Inglfa1nisddagidaignidueiuisaauau (Contr) Lﬁiﬂayuqmmimmm
W40 ﬂm@nﬁvﬁﬁu‘ﬁ' Aeakaga1ms Contr Siminiia ansIn19Re AU TAAWIE (SGR) 44090
LAY ﬁmmmﬂﬂ?ﬁummﬂﬂuﬁfﬂ (FCR) AN aenalusdAtynieaia (p<0.05) WRaudeuiudani
Agafnge s silage Naw $18u188ANNITAL (RB10, RB20, RB30 Az RB40) uaz 81113 silage NaxN
AndASeLNaTEAy 1un SB30, SB40 WAz SB50 AMNANGL (p<0.05) wtlalupnanefuLanTaesdae

8711113 SB20 (p>0.05) fRs1santesilarnnganisaaaslduansaii (0>0.05) szaulismuluiiallan

] £2 (% 1
A a 1

Waguganimaaaswudn ldlFiunansenuainamameaas (0>0.05) uaszaulasiuluileilanniaes
Aoeanung silage NANNINOANRDIYNITAL (SB20, SB30, SB40 Uay SB50) HAsndnatiasafion
A | A e o o aa o & o % o &
2N9gATBUBLNHEANATYNINATA (p<0.05) nsnaaasaTfiagilidn arunsalinindamasuan
. E% a a dgj o o . . .
silage 1514tiu 20% luniswanansiaentangnawsii (Clarias gariepinus)

Adnary: 1410 nnsuwain anen,nea citric, by-product

Abstract
Experiments were carried out to investigate the effect of silage from chicken intestine
blended with rice bran or soybean meal in the diet on growth performance of African catfish (Clarias
gariepinus). Eight experimental diets containing various levels of rice bran (RB10, RB20, RB30 and
RB40) or soybean meal (SB20, SB30, SB40 and SB50) were mixed in liquid silage and a

commercial catfish feed was used as a control diet (Contr). Triplicate groups of 30 fish (initial
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weight: 16.05 g) were fed daily at 5% body weight for 60 days. Significant higher (p<0.05) in weight
gain, specific growth rate (SGR) and lower feed conversion ratio (FCR) were observed in fish fed on
Contr diet compared to those fed rice bran inclusion in the diets (RB10, RB20, RB30 and RB40) and
some soybean meal inclusion diets (SB30, SB40 and SB50). However, the growth performance was
similar in fish fed Contr and SB20 (p>0.05). No significant differences were detected in survival
rates among fish fed all treatments (p>0.05). The carcass protein content were similar in all
treatments (p>0.05). Lipid contents in fish fed soybean meal inclusion diets (SB20, SB30, SB40 and
SB50) were significantly lower (p<0.05) than those of the rest diets. The study demonstrated that up
to 20% of soybean meal could be incorporated in silage diets of Clarias gariepinus.

Key word: chicken viscera, fermentation, citric acid, Catfish, by-product
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TuTaqifunisaesdnsundsgaaimnssuinliianinzuanfenidennanas inenansnnsuiang
dargnusdaulianmsdngrFagisaunvlélian eanfiununisuan fnliivinsainniuneuae
a o Iy & A A 9 v P = o &
WatTyuduinemsnsfunzidestlaissduned InfiAss H9189uns@nennismsiniAsemaeann
Tsssugmanunssy 1w 1lwandnd wsaeludnd wimieian 14ian 1y silage arun1dlunnsiaes
Uanldunaraaiin Allan et al., (2000) naaaslidiasaslulnannlseanudnunas \@salan silver perch
Jagu wudn Uananunsndesiaseslulnld 83.3-92.1% neluiasesluli 8k 60.3% ludi 18.2%
nanazdilunaniuasutian Jayathilakan et al., (2012) Na1991 by-product AnNgRaMnNssxLladn ian
Taaansanmnsdndty wu nenezilu Snmfuuazusons armnsathundidulselamilunismiziaes
&ndrinlé aeelaimunnsld by-product annTseanudnunazln wu nasrinlélnaaunldiaeslandana
WHiAanaR 19t w1zl by-product Usenavudng aas s auln uazresdeinnAnaluanlé
Gisbert et al., (2012) naassldlilsaiulalaslafarniamaanainissnudiuazgns wusnaiuisn iy
wiasTdshunnluanmnidesilan Githead sea bream 16 12% Inglugsnansznusaniaasoyauin

o :/I =® o ¥ 1 % o Y :/J o
aiu nmeAneuuanislunislFulgenunnl&lnansaanisudndaanse souvianisiliuilgs

v ¥ a o a v & dl U dgl o [ | a a a a
AaNTTRGaeNsETNIRgAUaM9dRT e L lunnsiaestagnaniiuseilszansnmnisasnyiduls
LazAUNINT aaANaN a9 ieaInvnFy AUl &1 ADINOIRNHANRALLAZ AAKANTENLINY
Awondennisansnnsginnziaednsinluiinulnfines wazanulasaiufiiugreundoves

a
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aUnsaluazign1sian
NN5LmsaN Silage
inl%lRannaundninuiedmandau 1 fe 1 erlastunisniniles Wedianiinaaedlfin
audu &R TuEwEn damanaRniite Tladeay 20 nFu A propionic acid 0.5 Naan5u/Alansu

@ A

2 1
faaiun19in@asn uaz Ethoxyquin 250 Raaniu/Alaniu etlasiunismduiiu (Fagbenro uaz

' |
¥ o a ¥ A

Fasakin, 1996) 1#innan citric 1ilfiaandindgu 8% Uadlaeslfiiianisminiguuniiies iensy

al

FLULNAINIINAAEY 30 FU AN silage wi’ﬁﬁfqmmﬁ 30 aspAalEaa Wi 30 WA Lﬁ@mmﬂﬁﬁ?mmq
A3 Tl EY 1150 pH 294 silage Wi 6 dnalmiAeslunisieiun (Ungsethaphand et al., 2017)
NFINUHUNITNANDY WATNITLATENDIUITNIARDY

TNUHUNIINAADY ULFHAAEA (CRD) 41191 3 i1 HBReMNIMAREIS L 8 qn7 (Table 1
uaz 2) IneldanwsdrSagilanmnidn (sfiu 30%) Galdanluduwaslisfiudueniseoun
(Conrt) dausunsan 8 qms 14 silage Eannniamin 1 lAandaanae citric 8% HARMAINARBITT]
15w 29.22% - 40.04% Tnanduiuinazidan 4 s2AU 10% (RB10) 20% (RB20) 30% (RB30) La
40% (RB40) memm’mfﬁmﬁm 4 9201 20% (SB20) 30% (SB30) 40% (SB40) waz 50% (SB50) 1
dounaui B lUSdadan tesuaiile anuivlufeufiguunil 35 asaiaadaa dszanns 6l 13
mm%”umﬁfa@gﬂa:mm 10% u39981MNINAaes lugenataanudaiuine 5lugud guugi —20°

ANATALTER MADATININAIIBINIINAADY 60 T

Table 1 Proximate composition (% dry weight) of dry chicken intestine silage after mixed with rice brand

Rice brand (%) RB10% RB20% RB30% RB40%

Proximate composition (% dry weight)

Moisture 7.49+0.30 7.13+0.11 7.30+0.08 7.42+0.05
Crude protein 34.37+0.01 32.65+0.02 30.93+0.02 29.22+0.03
Crude lipid 20.83+0.02 20.22+0.04 19.60+0.06 18.99+0.08
Fiber 7.05+0.01 7.38+0.01 7.7240.02 8.06+0.03
Ash 6.32+0.01 6.85+0.03 7.38+0.05 7.91+0.07
NFE 31.43+0.03 32.89+0.06 34.36+0.09 35.82+0.12
Gross energy (Kcal/Kg) 450.72+0.76 44417+0.15 437.62+0.23 431.07+0.30
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Table 2 Proximate composition (% dry weight) of dry chicken intestine silage after mixed with soy bean

Soy bean (%) SB20% SB30% SB40% SB50%

Proximate composition (% dry weight)

Moisture 9.56+0.17 9.47+0.15 9.58+0.16 9.44+0.14
Crude protein 37.67+0.09 38.46+0.14 39.25+0.18 40.04+0.23
Crude lipid 17.75+0.08 15.89+0.12 14.04+0.16 12.19+0.20
Fiber 6.64+0.03 6.61+0.05 6.58+0.06 6.54+0.08
Ash 5.90+0.01 5.95+0.01 6.01+0.01 6.06+0.02
NFE 32.04+0.14 33.08+0.21 34.12+0.29 35.16+0.36
Gross energy (Kcal/Kg) 438.59+0.52 429.24+0.78 419.90+1.04 410.56+1.30
AR INARDY

liqnilanandawsriu (Clarias gariepinus) shwminiade 16.05 n3u Tnetgniatsninliiusia
e 18 dalug ﬁ@ueﬁuﬁul,l,m%ifmﬁn@mnﬂmﬁmﬁwﬁﬂﬂd@ﬂmLﬁyﬂq%qmmwmuuu 30 f9/LiD
TutiaduuinaniudnAudnas 1 wes ma‘ﬂ-gﬁ”ﬂ 100 Am3 Lﬁymﬁfmmmimuqmﬂuwm 7 Suiveli
danFuanin neudulfiemnmmaaes s 5% seaiminga/du Suaz 2 AK (09.00-10.00 . uaz
15.00-16.00 1.) UFuiBanasanmsiilf NN 14 U Lmu'ﬁmfwmmLmﬂmmzmﬂﬂmf?u Lﬁﬂayuzgmmi
NARDY ziuﬁqmiwﬂmsﬁ”mz 35 ‘Lut.wiam;mmmmmL‘W'@?Jme:ﬁmﬁﬂ?mﬂumqmeuﬁ:ﬂﬂm e
nsenaaulandag MS222 80 Aaaniuans luhiiiinnsliennnAnaesnan (CCAC, 2005)
nsaAsIzatAlsznaunILAR

Apsziinasdlsznaunieailuainimasas LmzﬁfaﬂmLﬁlﬂayuzgmmiwmm Tnedgnng
Farielild Az lilsiulag micro-Kjeldahl, 1583 dichloromethane extraction A1: Soxihet
method, l,ﬁl'aslﬂ P83 fritted glass crucible, i1 Tmennguenlu muffle furnace 550 a4ANLIa LT e 4
WAZAINAL Tnansauuiislugas 105 aspmaidas AIX35N19799 AOAC (1990)
mMsnsIaRauAnaNi A

mmm‘uQmmwﬁ”ﬂumifmmmmuﬁ@ém%ﬁmmxnﬂ 14 54 awaiadunimanes Tiu
qmugﬁum dissolved oxygen (DO) ﬁfnﬂtﬂ%m oxygen meter (YSI Model 59), Total ammonia WA
AlaelE spectrophotometer (Hach DR/2000) @214A1 pH P TACTIGTGELS pH meter (Schott-Gerate CG
840)
msiiuuagdiaszidagamulsz@namnuaznisiiuie

Huuazdeimindanluwsiaznszds ynv 14 5 pasanimasesluusaznimaaes tindieyanls

12
o A

TFutBuimnisliamng uazAuamumensing o sl
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n. angnnaasALIRANNIg (Specific Growth Rate; SGR) (%/31)

v 1 v U ] 1
=100 x (Ln muﬁnﬂ@%ﬁ@ﬁuqmmmm@m ~ Ln ¥usindaniaBunimaaed)

SIS UANAAD
7. fwuﬁnﬁﬁm'ﬂ{uﬁ@@yuzmm?w Aaad (Weight gain) nfu
= ﬁwﬁﬂﬂmﬁﬁ”uzﬁmmwm@m (n§u) — dhwindanfieSunimeaes (n5N)
A. 8M9198M (Survival Rate) %
= (f%qmuﬂmLﬁlﬂayuqmmimm@m /ﬁmmﬂmmﬁ@éuﬁummm@fm) x 100
4. @j“m'mw,l,@mf:@ (FCR)

¥ = a o & o A a & o
= durinaasaimiilannu (ngy) / TutnUannivaau (NIN)

NI5ALASIZRNNADA
a - A = | | = - < a
APNTIAINLLTUII (ANOVA) lNAANHIAINNLANFNNUDILAR VIR NS ANl e

ANLRAETRYITALNUS TA8ATUad Tukey's test NTzALINEANATUNINEDA p<0.05

a o a
NALAZIANTUNANIGIAE
\Hain Silage NlFannisuindaenag citric 8% liuandngaveuisdns lHun s1avigunuas
nndawaes Weanudzaanlunaiuineuaztin il aglfamnsuanifseaullsivieas 29.22% -
40.04% T4 Gupta et al., (2013) 32141 Ua1ansinw (Clarias batrachus) HAauFeInN19TU 55 30%-
o , o A A o | Y o a o
40% uanaINREINLIN NIHANTIAZLBEATIIZAL 10%, 20%, 30% WAz 40% dAanalifszalilsfiu Taiu
warwasusan luasnannnIzAuanas Lazdsdenaliiszail NFE wale wazifiniaauluynszau
(Table 1) %l sedazidaaisyauldsiuuaslesiuninda silage
o ) Ay y o« v - o A A o
N5 silage NEann1sminAaansa citric 8% luuannindawmassnsesiu 20%, 30% , 40%
waz 50% N lildeamnsuannillsnugenda siage lunnszdl (Table 2) 9% vaznIndamaesi
o P . g e A o o qu Anea o o o
szalilsRuganadn silage uananiinisuannindowaesdwinliiamnsnani idssauladuuasnasanu
9915N9 silage TunNIEAUBBINITNAN
A | o v & &4 A o . <
winfiansn Tuwdaesarntlasadsfiunisluilevsesmaqaunsdlu silage Wi Russell and
Gould (1991) 31N WINRAUVTENAT A TR lua i sdaulnnjazgnaduanldsan pH Tuanusiszau
AN9n 4.2 Tunueadeniy Cai et al.,(1995) wudnnisliings formic 2% lunsvsinlélnanuazanin
Q411170918188 Salmonella TEne T 8 Tu AszAU pH 3.8 ws Middelton and Ferket (2001)
1 v . v v 1 o o 1 dl v 1 o
91897191 N9l%nsa phosphoric Audisdiusteiumingnla emsuan pH et luszau 2.0, 2.5,

3.0, 4.0, 4.5 Ua¥ 5.0 1 W41 N9zAU pH ANTN 5.0 A11190ALAN fecal coliform uuadiie ld
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sz@nsnnnisiasaiulnuasdaianawsnu (Clarias gariepinus)
m@mimm@mwud’] aNiassfaaanuns SB20 Nusz@nsninnisiasoydula laun wimin

ann ’]EI uwumwu @mmmimﬁ?mmuim%‘wm (SGR) ax FCR VLNLLmﬂﬁl’N@’]ﬂ’ﬂ’]‘Wﬁ"ﬂ@WﬁﬂL@ﬂ

e o o

d113a31 mﬂummimmu (Contr) agnaRiiadAtynI9aa (p<0.05) writlanfiiaeadagnnng Contr &
Use@nsnmnisiastyiiuls Anan 'ﬂ@'mL@mmﬂmmmmﬂu‘wma@@mquuﬂmmmmm“ B (p<0.05)
atinglafimu shmseatealanlunimaaeenien lduansnafi (p>0.05) lunngnsauis (Table 3)
sLuﬂ%“Vlﬁ]@ﬂﬂﬂ%\iﬁ”ﬂ’]?ﬁﬂﬂ’lﬁlﬂﬁvﬁ‘ﬁuﬁLgyf;l\‘iﬁ"ailﬂ’l‘vﬁ? SB20 {imﬁﬂqm’ﬁ’m, siwinia, §097
nswastyuTnannig (SGR) uay FCR lduansngainamnsmauan inszdaignawsiuaiunsnld
waslilsRuanndawmaadlda imorou Toko ef al., (2008) ganAdediy Fagbenro and Davies (2001)

91897191 @1Rn nndamaesmaunulantulugrsanmnaiaestaigndwiiuld 20-40% lneliding

a

@asianisasnyiula wilunimaseaniell nsldnandamaesludnnngs 40% ndudanaliidand
o a o a = g oy P \ -

ansnsasnyiulnanas Wasainniamaaesaiailignsainisi liilanduiduesdlsznan Tugeas
21113 Inadluinsuiundn Uanwduunasingaueiunsdndniansemisasuiiauninndunas

= v & A oA A P~ Ao Ao I Y
Tﬂ?muqqﬂmmquﬂzv\lﬂmuﬂﬂu L'W?'VJNﬂﬁ‘ﬁﬂ:ﬂiu‘ﬂ@qLﬂuﬁ?UﬂquLLﬂgLﬂngﬁﬁJmqﬂﬁqqﬂmﬂﬂﬂ']?mﬂ\?ﬂ@q

asua lanfidszdnanmnisasyAuTafa (Gaylord and Gatlin, 1996; Gupta et al., 2013) @anARAY
i Oke et al., (2016) Fi1z91udn nslE & linaunuladulugasemsided arandwsiududl
Ananrinldiiu 30% ‘Emwmwmmulwﬂ"mmﬁa;qLﬁuiﬂ@:zﬁ'mmaﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂﬁm wulnvesilan Inaanng
atedvlugmsannsildfivanduduesfilsznen mnzasfitunmnsnezdiuihinsufauauga
Fagbenro and Fasakin (1996) fisne91uan iToywiaasnield Silage FlFannniemiindaansalunisiaes

lanAa Silage 7 lAazdidinnmunsnazity tryptophan A1 Astidnanialunisinlunaunuilaniluy

v v
v a A

dunihdanmndn dss@nsninnisiasgifuinaesilanignadwsny luntmaaesa il duualily

o o

A4 v _a o ocsloy . K aa
Z\]ﬁ@QLN’BLWNﬂ?‘NﬂMQ[ﬁlf]‘ﬂ‘l_l’ﬂ’]ﬁ'ﬁ‘ﬂﬁl']ﬂ%m@uﬂu Silage LasanANaeINNUEAIATUNINENR (p<0.05)

Wenanludnsfige 1y Uanfidsefioaannis RB30 uay RB40 Hilss@nsninnisiasauidnlasindnilan

o o

MAaseA88111s RB10 waz RB20 at19liad1Ayn19ans (p<0.05) ﬁqﬁmmvmwmu%m%ﬁmiu

]
° =

ﬂmmmmuml‘wﬂ‘%mml‘.ﬂammqﬂummmmm TansAiiunoniele e finay (Table 1)

uﬂﬂmnuﬁ\iwudﬁ ﬂmm@mmﬂmm? Silage N@mmu@ﬂmlmﬂi:ﬁu (RB10-RB40) H1lse@nsnn

o o©

nsasginInAInglafidesdiagauisatuan atsllad1Atyneaia (p<0.05) danAdasiunig

NAA8IY Giri et al., (2003) Wu3NaAngnuaw (Clarias batrachus x Clarias gariepinus) MaeNHag

4nIaMINNATEER 10% WAz 20% Huwminganinsuasinminiia gendntlanniaesfionannunsgns
NUF10z1BaM 35% LAz 50% Benalitd1Atyn eaa (p<0.05)
TunnueaAenfy ma‘m@umﬂﬁqmﬁm‘luﬁmmm 40% WAz 50% (SB40 waz SB50) nnldidan

9/

ANANINY Tun19n m@mmm N‘ﬂﬁ“"a‘ﬂ ﬂ’]‘Wﬂ’]'ﬁ‘L@im LﬁlUImﬁ]’]ﬂ')’]ﬂ@ﬁWL@El\iﬂ’)ﬂ@’]ﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂﬂl@ﬂﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’)

q

o o a

wmaesluERIIA 20% (SB20) aginaildadnAtynieadia (p<0.05) TngniInaunIndavansludnai
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geiuudiazinliifszaulusfiuluemsgeiu uifdaalifitiunuanslulansnuay dingeduiduiu
(Table 2)

uitinaziinemeaediugnein annsalinindawaesduundstlsiumauwmudantudanlanlé
waneaia Giri et al., (2000) 91897497 Ua1an#A1u (Clarias batrachus) HAaN@119n lunnstias
A5lulamsn R TnenuiFunnieuled camylase Wanligeluiienueunsiianiiulansngs
Fagbenro and Davies (2001) 3184711497 mmmi%ﬁmnﬁqmﬁm‘wmLmuﬂmﬂu‘tuqmawmiﬁyﬂqﬂm
AnaWsiule 20-40% T lidsnadasionisasy vl used1slsfinu lunismeassaes imorou Toko
et al., (2008) WL {T\ﬁmﬁ%mfﬁﬂﬁmlumﬂ%mnﬁqmammmLmuﬂmﬂuiumi@”mﬂmQﬂﬁvﬁﬁu o8l
wudmslinindawieslulsinnigaiulute 60% azduaausieninasnyfiulnzeslan veimenzd
Buransaeiluiisudulimsmelunindamaes seandesiv Fagbenro and Davies (2001) 7
IE9IUIN mﬂﬁmmﬂfnmﬂﬁvfgmﬁm‘wmLmuﬂmﬂuluzﬁmmmaﬁ”mﬂm Tnelailiidena@asionns
winyiuTnaaslan andusiasmunsaaziiy methionine 1inlilugmnsannis Gupta et al., (2013) i
21841491 gnUAaIANAIU A gedanemsiiliandudluumasiusiufidmin L‘ﬁlm@]\‘]ﬂfi’] uaz FCR
ndh guanfidesdaemnsnldlian Tl uaznndwdeaduunaslisiu

asflsznaumaailuiiialan

v '
3 A

= a o J & = = 1 o
HIMUIRLITUIUNINTSL I asAtsznauniaailluiiladanuanseiuidunaniainilzuing

1
a a

dl VYo [ a a | 1 o o & dal
21997 155U dnsnsisaiuTneslaluusazdaeds dngauiidussdlsznanluemnsiaesilan
WAZANALTENAUN AN LAZA17D11113 181N FLAENU AN (Degani et al., 1989; Imorou Toko et al.,
2007; Imorou Toko et al., 2008)

a g & = dgl o o [ < a’l
Han1ssATviasAlsznauniaailuilalargndwinunianavaiadunimaaes (Table 4)
wudn unnullsfunazannauluialaigndwsiuiiaesisaaunmaasslunimaassnisi Tl
1 o 1 a o o o aa a a 1 1 % o
wansinariueene it dAtynIeadia (0>0.05) Taafitiunmllsiued ludag 12.56 -14.69% aanAReriy
a g v Ao v o o =
N13NAABITAY Imorou Toko et al., (2008) Anaaaviattaigndnsiuioaaiuisdiagy uazems?
naunulattudaanindanane 30% waz 60% wudnivTunallsiuluiietan 12.4%-14.5% Tagla
AN WAUNNADH (p>0.05) WAy Gupta et al., (2013) laasargninusaaawsn i daniu 1410 14
Uan uaznindawman iWuuvasilsfiu wudn Jilunldsfuluiialaneglutag 13.32%-13.75%
(p>0.05) Fagbenro and Fasakin (1996) 14 Silage aannisusdinlélnfnanss citric naunulanlulugns
amsiaeela1andwstil uaz Oke et al., (2016) desananawsiugiaaasn 414l inaunulantly
0%-50% Whrsuiauiuaimsdniagl Hannsmaaeesisass wudnBunumnuauuaz i shuluiialan
ladumnsnarii (0>0.05)
Prnaslainluwiledaniaasdion Silage nannindowaaslunnsedy (SB20 - SB50) HA61

o

ndlietlanNiaeasfiaeeninsAILANLAE Silage NaNIazReATUYNNITAL (RB10 — RB40) BEi19H

'
o '

UHAATYN19aDH (p<0.05) MetiiilunantanfBunaladulunindawassaininluinaziaan d9uald
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aNunAaeIinannIndawaeenl3unnladiuwnngn (Table 1 way 2) Iae Giri et al., (2000) LAY
Gupta et al., (2013) 3189141 Uagnituazinisazanlasdiuluialaninauilafiuamnsniseau
ladugelu aanndasiu Oke et al., (2016) AitasnunatuAtaiulunImaaasiulangndnsiu
o | PPV ° = = = ° ]
uanaINigmuInamsALANLaznAaes i Silage nanitavdan Aiunullsduluaiwisaindn
213ARDIN 1 Silage HANNINARIUAS (Table 1 ua 2) Aluarmn Wilameaassdinisazanlosiuly

\Watasineiu Tae Giri et al., (2003) a5unasaniuamnsnallsiuaIng e ladugandi azinig

%

2 2
azanlaiuluelangadu Ine Gupta et al., (2013) fisneunadduaeaiulunimasesiulaignii

'
a al

v 1 1
Puandinluilialaiuawisasuagudaiuainislingrdagliaian Ha1gendnainiu

o o

B11N3gAIa Nt WANAATYN AR (p<0.05) liunaanndantuiduunasllsfunanaindndly

geamnssnNanamaling1Fagy manzUantludlunnutings (Gir et al.,, 2000)
namIMAaBIRiuandliiiud s iareinisld  Silage NANTANALDIMNIART W 31
aziBuauarnndavaedlagbifdanuiusidsznerlugasemnsdaaanéviiu - Tnanisuan
Silage fusaziBaATUYNIZAL Faus 10-40% ﬁﬂﬁﬂmQﬂﬁvﬁﬁuﬁﬂ?:amaﬁmwmﬁf@m&lLﬁu‘imé’ﬁndq
UaniiaeadneevnsnaLau wazAaNansauds Silage funindwidesliluiiv 20% Tnelideuaidery
UszAnaninnisaseyiuinvaslainndndnii Lﬁmﬁﬂuﬁummimu@m wfidnisuannndamaeslu

dnangauarin il allsiiusanluamsgeauinig

2
o

AMNINUENLULANARRY

Q

AN N Tutenaaes DO aglutae 3.38-3.92 HaANTN/ANT pH B¢ luta9 7.41-7.98 Total

o

Ammonia 8¢/1ut24 0.46-0.55 HaANTN/ART (Table 4) luuansinaiuatnaRiadAyneadis (p>0.05)
LL@z@gluﬂmﬁmm:mmﬁumalﬁ?m wulnaeelangndwsii AINI1E9Iu8 Oke et al.,(2016) wATH
Bunadneniaiile waz pH VL;JLﬁummmﬂm 111/7 N ANTENTUNENENNIBITUT A LA R NG N (304
ﬁ’mummmgmmuQumﬁ:mﬂfﬂﬁqmm@qu:L'ﬁyﬂqzﬁ“ﬁ]f‘i{fﬁm (Announcement of the Ministry of

Natural Resources and Environment: Issue 2, 2008)
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Table 3 Growth, feed conversion ratio and survival rate of African catfish after 60 days

Indicator feed formula (%Protein)

Contr (30)  RB10(34.37) RB20(32.65) RB30 (30.93) RB40 (29.22) SB20 (37.67) SB30(38.46) SB40(39.25) SB50 (40.04)
INITIAL weight ()  16.16 £0.04 16.28£0.05 16.31X0.10 16.06+0.05 15.61%£040 16.28%*0.06 16.1710.15 16.06+0.04 15.56 % 0.41
FINAL weight (9) ~ 119.11 £0.91* 102.18 £ 2.15™ 92.91 £ 1.90* 82.66 = 2.17° 66.86 + 0.36° 108.60 £ 0.41*° 105.29 = 1.76° 91.04 £0.98° 90.21 + 1.05°
Weight gain (g) 102.94 £ 0.96° 85.89 £ 221" 76.59 £2.00° 66.61 £2.21° 5125+ 0.76° 92.33£0.35" 89.12+1.91° 74.96+0.94" 74.65%0.61°
SCR (%/day) 3.3310.02° 3.0610.04° 2891£004° 27310.09° 2421+0.06° 3.1610.01* 3.1210.04™ 2.89F0.01° 2.93%0.03"
FCR 1.8810.04* 238%0.21° 32610.19° 34610.34° 34310.07° 1.97%£0.01® 2441+066° 2351003 246%0.27°
Survival (%) 98.00+252 83531+294 91.18%£294 9412288 87651294 92361%£389 9236FX1.77 9059F+0.05 89.41+294

Note: Mean + se in rows with the different alphabets were statistically different (p<0.05) when compared by Tukey’s test

SGR Specific growth rate, FCR Feed conversion ratio

Table 4 Proximate composition (% dry matter basis) in carcass of African catfish fed experimental diets

Indicator feed formula (%Protein)
Contr (30)  RB10 (34.37) RB20(32.65) RB30 (30.93) RB40 (29.22) SB20 (37.67) SB30 (38.46) SB40(39.25) SB50 (40.04)
Moisture 77621004 78861005 78.15+0.10 77511005 7876%X040 78621006 79.02+0.15 78.14%0.04 77.11%0.41
Protein 13.32+£091 1290%f215 1310%X190 1426+217 1265%£036 13471041 13.00X1.76 13.801+0.98 14.691%1.05
Lipid 5231+0.96° 506+215° 544%1190"° 531%X217% 5501+0.36° 4.11%£035° 429%1191° 482%098° 4411+1.05°
Ash 2651002% 1691X004° 1753004 1.75%£0.09° 1.73%£0.06° 1.60%£0.01° 1.69%£004° 151%£001° 1.71%£0.03°

Note: Mean + se in rows with the different alphabets were statistically different (p<0.05) when compared by Tukey's test
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Table 5 Water quality in the pond after 60 days of experiment

Indicator

feed formula (%Protein)

Contr (34.37) RB10 (34.37) RB20 (32.65) RB30 (30.93) RB40 (29.22) SB20 (37.67) SB30(38.46) SB40 (39.25) SB50 (40.04)

Temperature (C)
DO (mg/l)
pH

Total Ammonia (mg/l)

27411048 27171012 271810.39 27521+ 0.11 27.79+0.14 27311052 27.15+043 2756 £ 024 2751t 0.16
359+044 3871001 346FX022 3891+010 391FX012 338%X041 354F026 3.92%012 3.8610.01
7981026 769FX001 756*012 7721009 7651+0.04 748F012 7.41E£003 7631006 7.65F0.09

051008 0541002 046F001 055001 054F001 055%£004 0523005 049%0.04 05510.04
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