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ABSTRACT

Generally, silage making by farmers using old or unknown forage age results in low
nutritive value in silage especially protein content. To solves this problem, there are many
ways to increase the protein in silage by using additive such as urea and yeast. In this research,
the purposes were to determine important chemical compositions and quality of yeast-added
silage by comparing between silage without yeast and silage enriched with 3% vyeast, 3
repetitions per group, 6 bags of silage for each replication, a total of 18 bags. By using two types
of grass for silage making, namely napier grass cv. Pakchong 1 and ruzi grass in a ratio of 1:1 with
21 days of ensiling period at a farmer’s dairy farm, Pak Chong, Nakorn Ratchasima province. Dry
matter, crude protein, pH and organic acid contents that indicates the quality of silage; lactic

acid, butyric acid and acetic acid were collected and statistically compared by T-test at 95
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percent confidence level. The results of the study found that yeast adding resulted in a higher
total protein content of silage than without supplementation (P<0.05). While other parameters,
including pH and organic acid contents, were not different comparative with no yeast
supplementation.

Keywords: yeast; silage quality; crude protein

At

et (silage) vanedls msthitwemsdnindauduiimnzauihaniusneluanmiill
floondiau wisliiAnnsnannszuaunminlaggaunidlusssund lnsamanisensdniinng
Wasuuvastiesitgn dsulfifuomednilutugquisiivinuaauiivan (DLD, 2006) Aellnuniwaes
nemintuegfunanetafoddny 1dud vlinvesii msdenfiviifiusinathmagannninfesas 6
wleifuonsaunisiinsyvinanseuiumaniin fiefidenhminifielfiduemsdaifinaevia 1wy
F1lna w38 uasvguudes Wudu enguosiivvuzdaminasegluiadiinandngs liunvieseu
Fuly seduarturesiivnisogsewineiosas 65-70 wavarue1veviouRivasinviedUlRHuTy
duq Uszanm 3-5 wuiwns (DLD, 2004) wimausildanunsamiteilmnsaudmsuinnmnsnmie
FesmsifiununnmsminvesiivvdeTanymanisinunsdus sududesdnisldansfuusslunavsin
(silage additives) qm%‘"&lmﬁ"mﬁﬂﬁw’mu’lﬁmnﬁmwﬁmdn Im&Jﬁi’mﬂﬂivmmﬁaﬂivﬁuﬁaﬁu5’n
ST NN &mmﬂmaamamwmmwmuammmﬂ wisilnvuzlsivajvsin LLaVLUummmummmu
W nauRAuMEETaiansauanfia asiad ould sderngg vioenuaiuarsdug wu nntma $
azden wazende LWusu (Muck et al., 2018; Kabploy et al., 2019; Kongjak and Umpuch, 2019;
Wilainetra and Umpuch, 2021) @1%5uii L‘ﬁyaﬁﬁmiﬁﬂmiumﬁmﬁﬂ LU Streptococcus bovis,
Propionibacterium acidipropionici, Bacillus species wag 8an (Muck et al., 2018) Tnevialunisld
Famauadlulundgminduldreaduisivhiu lasiamgegrsdenguitvilfAnm sidouanimuesve
wifnifloduiaoinia wieghslsfmuiiBadiursinoniivslovinsdiivasuiieldsudsqaundd vl
nemifndeme wazn1stoudoadluemsdnilaense (Direct-fed microbials, DFM) (Muck et al.,
2018) Tugdvoamsliduluslulefndludmiifsndondlofiudszavsnsldomsvosdng saonauld
diaiulavuglunamdnlasianizlusfiu (Polyorach and Wanapat, 2015) &afinaneesuidedly
3§m§5 1 Savage et al. (2014) AnwNavey Saccharomyces cerevisiae 31U 3 ﬁwﬁuﬁﬂumi
wifndalne wudh Basiaanuaneiuslifinasenssuumndnuioauadendognoinimiteuiu
nauitlailélade

uannil Ok et al. (2006) ivhstrvdingalasuvadu 4 nguneans fo TaildBad 148ad S
cerevisiae, Humicola grisea, Way Candida glabrata wuinn1siasudas vinlian pH anasinde
Uszana 4.3 waglsiunenuiiutwiningulallddadvdanisiin 20 Yu Tasalsiuneruiiutu
Yovay 38-41 dwdumsAnwluvssmalngaznidululuieanmaiulusfuuas fuusens suaunsmiin
Tunsemnzgmulnensnandadadluluemnsdnd Sedadidombhunlfiduumdeingiivensdnife ane
‘Wuﬁ S. cerevisiae (Polyorach and Wanapat, 2015) Phromnoi et al. (2021) Tg8asvunils (Baker’s
yeast, S. cerevisiae) vinduansavatauaznanasluiannenisinunseneg wu wWiendeu dulzsn
wagi19d11 wudh Wekunelungmdndinduegadnnuisutunguitlildladedas wagar
wansinssudiulddaaudendnls 7 Su Wuideatunsineives Bourapa and Kullama (2018) 14de
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S. cerevisiae wanlunstaduludndau 1 sie 1 Judndrunmunzauiian wasvilinuiu 30 Tu wua
seaulusiulunsdmntudlemsuiungunlilagadiguiu Matinnslduselenianiivesdnives
nERsNTuNAstealafiviengundwalilavuglifisane dslaeniluinwasnsdindmaengannivy
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Homstn orafudnnilaiSmafiunuamlavuguesomsdnild ideiialinguszasdiiiod nwwa
vaamsldganasunineUsunalusiuiasaunnlaesiuvemegmsin

gunsaluazdsnis

naumaassuaznsvimgmin wangumaasadu 2 ngu Usznoude nquil 1 liiadudad
waznauil 2 weBufan 3 Wosidud wiasnduihdiuau 3 €19 az 6 gaq av 1 Alandu s uwIuiemun
36 04 1dua)n 2 vlalunsifensin leun vefuudesuintes 1 uagngi13d esarnidungni
inumInsUgnuasd wesmusTsuA uastulfidsdaunveansusnariniy sunevinges fandn
ups519AN FadunlasivgiilinsveguesiivusussliuainanugansevindigsUszana 2.50 s
way 70 wudsslungiulofintes 1 wagvasd muddu mevimgudinilagiiuiRomgi
Fefntes 1 wagvghsdnsiulutisiuiounaay danduieedssdunglnduturuiaidn
Mnduduiedvgisaeswiafiuamiedlimnauagniad fulusnsd 1 de 1 iewieunis
wanfudunauduLarUsTglugavsinuunn 1 Alandu sely

mﬁm%'wmiaumaﬁaﬁ ﬂﬁmauéf’m 2 dou ldun daudindsfonsurBaduuntls (Baker's
yeast, 5. cerevisiae) mmammum wag maumm edway 0.5 Alani wwauliazansiiriuum 10
unit Mnfuthansaufuduiiaes Aenintna Jegide wazthazernU3un 0.5, 0.05 ua 2 Alaniu
sy Wusendrautatlunsnanlindriudussesaanny 30 i Aandunanliiiniud
MnsuvsTiuadueienl et dldlugmanainfeurunn 15 x 18 1 munssisAnuusias
nay Tdigadousuau 2 Tu Tadoutuiletestugaanainda Tidugaoinimoenanglifnniigaudild
g192a3aliu ietesiueinmeadnlunielugs IHnammin 21 Yu lensuimundadagauasdu
fhoghafiotinest Tnsduitegrsanduuulianadulitosndt 8 2 uasiuussaldgmatafinadn
Wudmuiiudedns (sdU) lnemenewiliissesnaifivwsindudiatuemetostign inenasen
ngausinlviviie auangaliwiuy Tdlunaeslnuiiugiiuds (Sengsai, 2009) terrsegsitavsings
Anmzigauimmdary w desjiRniliengiennsda mailanziguimdaruy liud Ve
WmLmﬂm&lm'ﬁmmmwmummmaaauamau M11ITVee AOAC 930.15 wazU3ualusiuveny
(Crude protein, CP) 1ne35 Block digestion »1135n15v89 AOAC 2001.11 @zumwmdmmaqmy’mm
IHun Aanudunsn-ng (pH) Yinansedunss Wiun nsauaniin nsn evdia nsndniisa feisndu
M1.35N15993 Bal (1997) (Bureau of Animal Nutrition Development, 2019) i eUfuRn15AI 19
911381 guiidouaziamnesdniunsedun doyaiildimnmenedsuaziiouiisumeann
uaneina Tags t-test Aszfuandesiudosas 95
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91831111 N (Table 1) seouldsiuneuiifatuannsliadiasuil aenndostunsdnuives
Bourapa and Kullama (2018) fis18a1uinnnslddadustnisdndnaldusinalsiuneruiuiu
saan13finuues Ok et al. (2006) uaz Phromnoi et al. (2021) Aixeauin msldBasiasuaunsn
iinsziulusAunewlunavsinadinsneg 16 Sadanesiug S. cerevisiae uonanaziduuvasemsi
Tusfununmgslnsanzesnsdaduumawesnsnesiluladuluuinnugsdmivdnidonsend &
mu”ﬁmJ%’Uﬂ§qﬂizuauﬂ15wﬁﬂluﬂszwagmuléjﬁﬁqsﬁu (Polyorach and Wanapat, 2015) n154a33
fadnquiladuomsiaefiunslivsslesdldvesomameuamuamalulssmalneldiueged
Tuduvesinquiswesvigmiinidledugansruaunisiinensasdinsgapdetiosfigluseuinenismstn
(Borreani et al., 2018) LLﬂdwmiﬁﬂmﬂ%ﬁﬁammmis’]amuwaﬂ%mm‘?mqLLﬁaLLaﬂUiawmwamzﬂw
nounsn usiloAuannimeaesTinainquislunguiliasudadiidmnninguliiaiy uiliusandag
ogsditfoddmnaaid (P>0.05) (Table 1) alinafiuuinainquitauarsydulsiune oy
1wy nstasulunsedu AerueuiIdeues Kongak and Umpuch (2019) wuin seaulusAuveanaiu
esintes 1 o1y 60 Tu windawiulunsziunasnnthena anansaldvguinfiilusiudszanuies
av 11-12 waeilfmquiiedoray 21 Weduanszernisuin vievnlduguulesorgnniduoy 6 ey
wmherahlalnenisdnemzanluniduaziasuninimangsindlafiszsulsfuedeysyann
Loway 11 fisvezmsvin 1 ey (Wilainetra and Umpuch, 2021) tJudu

AMNTNYBIE9AIIN

nmaaduBadlilliinasonsiasuulasmesqunmmgmsiluguanadunse-as (oH) way
USnaunsndun3s (P>0.05) Ssvgfmiinidesnguiidniadsgenindnnnsgiu InsanzUiuiansn
Sun3sifieogluseduiigann fauanslu Table 1 nan1sAnwdunand19a1n Bourapa and Kullama
(2018) fisnea1uin msldasninunsdninaldvimindan pH agﬂumm%ﬂﬂ&ﬁ'aLﬁauﬁumﬂﬂ%
Sas /1 pH vowmgminluns@nviddanviadu 4.7 Fedn pH ﬁaaaﬂﬂéuﬁ'ﬁmqqﬁy 919LAn3N
nszuILMsUsIMRminiinisidneendiausenlinuariosiaiinainnsirveaqemiin Jedawaly
fansoonBiauvasvdelugaiin eduvidilieendiaudinaaiyiiulnlagianzedsbadadinguiivinly
wgfwiiiansunide tmame waensafildnnnssuiunminasgniadnguithlulfunu desals
ouvniluaz pH veavgmiingeluuaznsnuanfinazanas (Borreani et al., 2018) ugudnAmA A
AsdvTuunsaLanfialuyeioay 1.5 - 2.5 (DLD, 2004) nTou1nninsosas 3 A1unuaived
o fuRnsiesgiemsdninaziivemsdn dwinfauneimsdad nsuuadad (Table 1) Fevgh
wﬁﬂﬁnaamf:jumwlﬂwummLLaﬂﬁﬂ Lﬂuwamﬂi’mquﬁwﬁﬂdﬂmmﬁﬁ LLazU%mmLLﬂdﬁwmaTuwﬂﬁw
esnnmghiongunn lnelunsananiafinnuddnsenssuaunasiniesangminddugesd
nsauaniaiiionsanmlusUuuumsusineedlduiu lnsnsendensauanindesiulilfAnnsdosaans
mslulewnsn udannransAnudnuinsawanielungminiviiades weioraiiosnvemng
Usinadaquisivdendmindssduatugenn Jeiliimaaianantilviatumumuluiind
WNAUAINTEIY (Table 1)
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Table 1 Means of dry matter, crude protein, pH and organic acid concentration in silages

applying yeast supplementation comparative with no application at 21 days for ensilation

Parameter Silage Average (%=SE) P-value Silage quality standard (ref.)

Dry matter untreated  16.29+ 4.46

0.557 25-35%
treated 18.30% 3.61

Crude protein  untreated 4,724 0.07

0.038 -
treated 5.1840.25
pH untreated  4.7010.00
- 3.5-4.2 @
treated 4.70£0.00
Lactic acid untreated  0.00 >3.0% Y
treated 0.00 1.5-2.4% ?
Acetic acid untreated  8.97+3.13 <0.8% ¥
0.342 (2)
treated 7.23+1.96 0.5-0.8%
Butyric acid untreated g8.19+3.47 e
0.461 <0.1%

treated 6.0110.59
Source: Y Bureau of Animal Nutrition Development (2019), ® DLD (2004)

NSALAARANEMINLUAN LS Bwanf A (Homofermentative lactic acid bacteria, LAB) &4
Tngldazifunsavdniinuinnfiaalungmiinuazdsmaliszumnudunsn-rsvememinanas
adheraniies eswndunsafifirnuusannnininesdia uasnsadalviade 10-12 wh (Kung et al.,
2018) luvauziinsnezdAnaznuinnidudifuiiaeddasannsanuldlurasfosas 1-3 veainguia
WuReafunsauanin Usnansnesdiaasdauduiuslufismanssiuduiuuiinainquisiingly
et saiSinansneydRaiiinniiuAiede Wy Seannninfesay 4 Shwulundmshiitiennady
ganninfesas 70 demalvimgiminiidnuasliuifu 1ea1nn1sviaures enterobacteria,
clostridia #3® heterolactic acid bacteria ?fawwlm”mniumwmumwﬁﬂ (McDonal et al., 1991)
nuIeng e sviingngg mmwmﬂuwuﬂwmum (Kongjak and Umpuch, 2019) wui1 Usune
nymBunIduazen pH dlslogluinasivnzay & soifu annsAnwaansauuziila ﬂmaﬁusjam
WaiulusAunenulufsninlitudadimesegiafsrotlifiome Fensfinnsady LAB iiaifia
‘U?mmﬂimmﬂaﬂLﬁ@lﬁlé’ﬂwﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂmmwmn% Wesanusuna LAB susssumAtnanacile
sveznamITinTy (Umpuch et al., 2019; Mohamed et al., 2022)

G
nslddaduunils (S. cerevisiae) l@sulunszurunsmin dnaliszaulusiuneiuvesngmdn
wanszwinmaudefuinges 1 wasngsdludadiu 1 de 1 flenfiudu wilaifnavilidn pH uaz
Usinaunsmduvidunndnaiu deieufunslaldBadiasy
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