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At nguszasdifionsfnmdanamveniinamednlsdiuestuasUiinalivnide
autEimaadinenmveddindnlsfivesinsdisaguietulusiulivn Insfnwdnsidru 100:0, 80:20,
60:40, 40:60, Uaz20:80 warAnwinseeNsuveaUIlanselindnlsdiuesifsdusaguiasulusivls
117 91nnsAn wut wlindrlshiuesitsdtaguiasulusiuldvmniegedaudulifuios
ar 7 warfldn a, #ndn 0.27 wazdlerfiusnsdinvediianunniy vilsusunalusiy, Auandied
Tngsau uazAdaiimsaraniuiuty luvusfiddainisgaduinanas dlinAuguiaiun neined
Tnssniutuweganuniinanas kamsvageunaszamduda lasldananisliazuuuanuren
(9-point hedonic scale) anainAauned (Just about right, JAR) wagAzuuuAMIdNAunAuA
wuin gesiinlduniiesas 40 Taudnvasivansauiian lunsihluliulssdndasiliduiivonsy
voaffuslnauarldsunzuuumureulneTIgedy HansvageuAItiuNAuA WUl fifteagns
idalvumesay 80 finzuuunrunduiunauangnitgnsdun sanisiiasgsiafiuead (Penalty
analysis) wuih aadnuazdudihmestnlsduesifseuduluas dedudavediniineruiiuluiing
somssensuTI (Noteworthy) Ssmasusuuslilalinfifidnwmesdnlsfivesifidutunasusuiilo
dutameddnlsidedudariyuiy
AnenAsy: l9v1y; I%ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁagﬂ; F1lsouess; Wsnu: AaENwENIUTTAMANE

ABSTRACT
This study was conducted to evaluate the effect of broken rice berry and egg white
ratio on chemical and physical properties of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white
protein. The ratio of broken rice and egg white evaluated were 100:0, 80:20, 60:40, 40:60, and
20:80 and the consumer acceptance of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein
was investigated. The result obtained indicated that the instant porridge fortified with egg white
protein in all samples had moisture content less than 7% with water activity value less than

0.27. Moreover, increase in the addition of egg white resulted in higher protein content, total
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color difference (AE) and water solubility index while lower the water absorption index. After
adding water, the instant porridge fortified with more egg white added showed increased total
color difference (AE) and decreased viscosity. Sensory evaluation using the 9-point hedonic
scale, the just about right (JAR) scale and eggy smell intensity score demonstrated that the 40%
egg white formula was the most desirable as the overall acceptability scores and properties
were improved indicating more acceptance by the consumers. The result of eggy smell intensity
score demonstrated that only the 80% egg white formula had a higher score for the eggy smell
intensity than other formula. The result from the penalty analysis indicated that the attributes
of the too-soft endpoints of the purple color of rice berry rice and too-rough endpoints of the
texture of the porridge had a significant effect on total acceptance (Noteworthy). Therefore,
properties of instant porridge fortified with egg white protein could be improved by adjusting
the darker purple color of the rice berry rice and adjusting the texture of the porridge to a softer
texture.

Keywords: egg white; instant porridge; rice berry; protein; sensory characteristics
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Hagvuemsisdniasuldsuanudennnniu fuilaaideniiasuslaaemsidnsagy
ilesnnavannauie uazsands Taefuilandalvgiusndathlubemunin uadldlaluFosgunm
wnu Tasonsisdnfaguiilidoninning wu veniinsdnsagy nAsdisasy ensfaduiaguud
ude 1Judy (Niyomwet et al., 2018) ?jq{]mﬁ’ummmﬁﬂﬁqﬁ%%gﬂ Junaneditldnenimnisvenssialu
n3mangs ety Feilinarnlinfsdusasuiiunuimuazaenedaldesnasni (Khuenpet et al.,
2019)

wanAnsilinAsdusaguiliuomsiviunainsaio wu §11ad dnlsduestuazdnndestin
Asddaguaduiitounlwedonarlussmalne Wownasmindemssuuseniu mieldde &
s1egn Tergnmisiiusnuiiuiy (Khuenpet et al., 2019) shlsinaalinAsdsaguiivonveidulauin
3 Taglud 2560 naelinuardnadufsdfasuludssmaiyadmismanata 2 Td L uaznain
I%ﬂLLazﬂ?J'nﬁmﬁae?ﬂL%gU fnsdaladfiuty Andudesay 44 (Deeprasert, 2018) ndaduemsiiau
Ineduine dwiuvuslaadusmsidnasdonvilaadusmsiiiequain ius sz audmsu
fasonguazdieiniiu ilesmnndostiuazgeulufenmamdaruinis nidswgluiomannd
Ysunalusiudesaz 11.77 (Khuenpet et al., 2019) wazdiuluglddvenusdiludiulsznaundn
Feludnvenuzdlonuanufousziineaniludes wanysaiuarlasaiduanadsuuiasinl
ﬁqmﬂ'mmisiamﬂuwalﬁﬂ'Wé’%ﬁﬁfmﬂa‘mﬁa@qﬂ (Srikaeo and Sopade, 2010) Laz®INTUUTENIU
onsdssanildulssd Ingliiuasensdu agvilildauainnansemnsliifiswe Tuilagui
msiannlEnfifinansemsiitiusslovidesnsne 1wu Tnnauduazgnidios 1ndnlsn 1ndrmen
1zd wazldnuanlusiunaznisun (Deeprasert, 2018)

grndaindulusiuiidamnuuiansuasndumsomnsidniudesanie Tusiufifidndiumnn
fanfedayiiu Fadulsiuifnuamd Tlududuasiussdnsammsgadugsan isranisannsa

9 Y
o

ilulglsviud Tneludenasiuunalusiudayiiuegi 3.2-5.0 nfuseln@ans (Nakban, 2020) mnlu

P =
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unsvanglugnamnssuuazifuevnsdmiugiaelulsaneiuia (Deeprasert, 2018) fUheiidulse
Fofedesirtanssusemuenangulusiu iesniflelusiulusnsnisgnininaigargnidams
1o yillavhaumidn fadunisfuvsemuomsiflusiununmisadudsisndudmsugdae
(Nakban, 2020) a1ndeyaaildnarimntu Fudenldlmadutagivndnlunsianndndos e
asemnsfiiiszlevidesnsnie
Imlsdivesfiduiniiinnnnanandimaeiudseninihudmouda (Fuswe) wazdum
ponuzd 105 (usus) dmlsdluesiluingiuegrmiaiizugninanllunswanldn Tnednlsdiuess
fissningrieasdiieunsiiioniueulnlesniu fedauanifidumsiueyyadass uenanidsd
asownsInanevaeeialdun twiualsfiu unuunlelswuea Tewd 3 s1nimdn Sdudinas-
Uunansuaeiloaagaiieglusiindsheszasnsgafuthmadinitinendaduiediandes dadu
wadlusngazsuihmaludenlUlfidundamulduntusssuinaludenishas 41lsduoshifa
windsmAsuiiegs wisgminanszuumsadn axidniifeannisuantin Bend1 vareiviedn
v Fadudwiidnniy 2.5 d1uan 10 daw dadudnilinsanuinusiinasgiu (Tammatanta and
Wipusitworakul, 2016) Uanedm Fafisrmunednade Alansuaz 15-20 vv sninsiadiansund
Uszana 2-3 1 (Khwanchai and Fong-n, 2021) Jagiusuiimsléusglemiandatedrmiilusiam
Jundadaeivanvanevia liud nsléusslevianvanedriiiendadiuny (Charoenphun, 2020)
mstarumauAsTnuiamednlsfuesinauudunmdnatuauusslesivedlalatunnuzasne
gn (akkranuhwat and Kunchansombat, 2021) MsWaLNER S e adnannd 1A 1vinlsd
\Ue%3 (Tammatanta and Wipusitworakul, 2016) tJugu osnuaednvsetindnsiiansenms
ffuselond msthuaetuiedinuudssuifundndusionms aunsaadyaddinlitulae
frvdedniin Sudutagiviidinenmamidasuinig Snfadshefuneldlumnumsnsgugnim
(Charoenphun, 2020)
Toguszasdnuifedfaiuunaniazinldvnuliusslonilnaduwamwesdusiululinds
a5 Tnedduneunisinundndnavesdandunednlsfuesiuarumailivndeautifinaed
menmuedlindnlsdiuesiAsdniaguieiulusivlivn wasdnwiniseeusvvesiuilanvedlind
Isfiuesinsdisaguiesulusiulivn wefiumadenlirguslnalunisiudsemuemnsanldsn

v

aunIaluazIsng
ARy
Uanetilsdiuess uieayarne Tomnanuinseud flsd i Swiafivalon Jseina
e WleFuil 30 dquisu 2565 TengmsiAusnw 6 1eu Msu Founanuisnaes 1ad Leledii
Usgnalne 19v1imar $1alnaviunszdes waisonan dumen ean winlneunduuaziinia
eI Fennguasinfifinvosiuludmindualan

nsasENIngAv
= 1 v
nsisealdvnadiu
uldvldgananadnnuaiiusou anduiiludnluuiazein 1000 Taddnsaeien
wilmdnlnifigamadl 100 esruwaded WJunan 10 wiit Tldanends
nswseadlsdiuess
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thimlsduesivndaneniaievuasdrahanuarenn Mnduiludutudiludadiuves
Yanetnlsduesivedn 1:6 letwidn Tanufeusemusindnlii gumg 100 esasaidoa
a1 45 uii munaNegsrieliles invaneddliiuasugamad 30-40 earmwaidea Iiidudn
Isfuefiduiiothanldlunisndn 1nAsdfagusely (fauvasainisues Musika et al., 2020)

nsnseaingAvsuuiaiensuiundafaueildndsduiaguissulusavlivng

mshukeingveuwisdmiviadndasilindnlsdueifdisagy dmiuuaiseamudy
9AIAIUIA 0.5 x 0.5 x 0.5 twufitums Yludy 10 urdiaugn Tnlnavuiusnn 0.5 x 0.5 x 0.8
wuAiluas 1hludu 10 uit fumessiurun 0.3 x 0.3 x 0.5 Wwufluas Jiududurunmn 0.2 x 1 x 0.2
wuiiung nduiingAuiomedinioulihuieiae nieseuniauuy Tray figumai 60 o
waldea unseiiaianutuliiiuderas 7 (Faulasanitues Niyomwet et al., 2018)

nsinsanalindnalsdiuesinedniagy

ihimlsdesituildnaniuliandugnausnsdiuvesiilsdiuesinelivife 100:0,
80:20, 60:40, 40:60 waw 20:80 WiaLuningmaiinldumiosas 0, 20, 40, 60 ua¥80 MUEWY TN
ihludunaziluiuisdenieshuiuuugnnisiianmrgungll 120 ssagades aruiiasou 10
soustouit ssaziesrinagnnas 0.5 fadwas dusulinfiouldinuadeiedesduldidundling
IsfiuesinsdiSaguiesulusiulivn thaadindnlsduesinedusaguiasulusiuldvnesay 90 nay
ﬁ’ui’mﬁuﬁﬁhumsﬁmﬁq T6un wAdsem 41 InAvY, Fuven wazds sgsazdesas 1.5 1nia
N518U508ay 2.5, WinlnevnUusesay 1, wariisnussuay 0.5 (5ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁqumaa’3’mqﬁuauLL‘v’fasm
$ovay 10 vostniinlinsiomun) vesguslindnlsdiuesiluresenddaatin Vinuwesas 5 n¥u v
’Luiaqmmmsiyumaamamdauﬁmﬁmiwﬁ Mntuilulinsesiauanifmaeduaznienn uas
IATIRRUN AU TTA AR

ATIATIZIMAATILAZAEATN

1. AAseiUsinannuiy

mﬁmiwﬁmm%usuméhasmmaiﬁ"ﬂsi’f'laiﬁsﬁl,ua%ﬁnéwL%iﬂl,af%miﬂiauiﬂima 197815904
AOAC (2000) mmama 3g aﬂumaaamuw uwlﬂaumamauamaumammm 105 aeALwaldyd
qunszitavinmeil vihen 3 4 mmmmmﬂimmmwmu INAUNT

mmmu (%) = wl - w2 x 100
wl

g wi e dmihvessednousu (g)

w2 e Yivnvesshethmdeu (o)

2. MIATIERANBmesLeATIH

Fehegamaldndnlstiuesindisaguiesulusiulyen 2 nfu thilvldlunsuzdmivusn
F19813 Nt lUsaa a, vnsnaaeulagldiadies Water Activity, a. (Aqua Lab, model: Series
4TE,U.S.A) ¥NN1snaasd 3 i
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3. psenlSunalusiulneldiadesimszilulasiau TUshusalud@ (Automatic Nitrogen
protein analyser) (ETI'V}JEJ Leco z'u TruMac N, U.S.A) 1935 n15989 AOAC Official Method 990.03:
Combustion Method MsAesizwiisuaindsimiingiognamdindnlsdivesifduiaguiadalusiule
17 ldnugdivsmanlulasiau rnduiisogdluluniinn (Combustion tube) figmmgii 1100
psmnwaiioa neldoendiauiiiamuianslidesnin 99.97 % Uszananadesyuuneniinmes
wansraifusinalulasauisuauasaunsoruanduuinalusfulasgudowininesd 6.25 i
n15MARDY 3 41

4. MINATILNANE

Jaszsiand Ineldiadesind (Hunter Lab, Color Flex EZ,UK) #F111M531U white plate A9
AIANHETIN (L¥) WU 94.16 Anduas (a%) Wi -0.81 wazAduies (b¥) winiu 1.46 yin1snaaes
3 61 SBuRaAATNEATIN (L) Aduns (%) wazAndmdes (b%) Tinszilagldinedne 2 uuude 1y
nslindnlsdiuesinadisaguiedulusiuldvniuazlindugy Miegsmslindnlsdiuasinedusagy
isulUsAlII UM 25-30 n3u gaumgiishesiioamiivies (Ussunas 25 °O) uazthiognawdldn
Asddasuiasulusiuldnn 10 ndu iiiuthdou 72 Sadans (Usunani$euhifunnioge) gamgl
100 osraidoa aulidrty seaugangisetsiigumgines antudiuamaeuuAnneE
1593 (AE) naus

e/ (L)% (a2 )+ (o0
L* a* wazb* AeA1Anuaing Adunsasdide uasAndmae swardinGuvessethaiuliandosas
20, 40, 60 Laz80
Lo*, ag* uae bo* AeAnauaing Adunuardiden uasAdndewardiniuvesinodaiulianies
ay 0

5. ANSAATILIANUNLIA
3Lﬂiwsﬁﬁwmmwﬁm‘lmaéﬁ’qﬁ’aashami%mﬁ'nlaﬁua%%ﬁamLsaiﬂLa%miﬂiau"Lszjﬁun 35 NS4 LAY

a

W3 250 dadfing (Ysunanseuindunndieene) gamall 100 semwaigua ugumniinlegia
anasdia 60-65 °C antuilUTiAseinieAIes Brookfield viscometer 1in R7 (faeg1alinfiugy
Wisldvnifesag 0 waz20) 169adn R5 (egreldndusuiiuldunifesas 40) T6iain R2 (Freeldn

Augudnldrfesas 60 uazs0) ngedunerirumniiniinnauiiseu 40 seu/and vin1snaaed 3

6. mﬁmﬁmmumsmmum (Water Absorption Index, WAI)

mimmumi@muunmiﬂmmmamm Anderson et al. (1969) mimammhﬂsmﬂimuai
%ﬁaﬁ%?%ULa%mIUiaulﬁjmn Ul 2.5 N3y LamﬁWﬂﬁuﬂ%uwmi 30 Hadans mﬂuummiﬂum 95
it i 30 Wil thdwiiatuwiuiundsiaeingy 5 fadans mﬂuuuﬂﬂﬂum'wwmmm
59U 6,000 soUsoud tTuLan 15 YRl LLEJﬂN’]ﬁ’Jiﬂﬁ@’]UUUE]E)ﬂ LLavumaammumam‘wsammum

L‘V?ﬁ’e]"LUGIN'UWWUﬂ YNN1TAADY 3 621’] mmmmmumi@m%m FIENNT
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WAI = dtinviaeanyusieaniaungnay - Umtinraeavyuiies x 100
VLR LERNIEHTY

7. melasesiduiinisavanet (Water Soluble Index, WSI)

ms¥ndviinisazaniitiaseinaisuns Anderson et al. (1969) vilnedanalsndnlsdiues
%‘Iﬁqﬁu%sﬂl,a%uiﬂiauiﬂjmn USunas 2.5 ndu fininduusunms 30 fadans tiluiusissiieugs
39U 6,000 iaumamm Lﬂunm 15 U7 mmﬂaaﬂumaaamuau manwamwnu 105 9491
walea authminasi Yaimtniier i vhnsmeass 3 91 duwmmfsEinsazatet 9nauns

WSl = dhwmtnaiuiazaneule x 100
Y1PINFIDE1SUAY

N1INAFBUAMAINNIUSTE AU

nsfnwgnslindnlsdiuesinsdisaguiulusiuldvnidusinnsensumnniian vilneldy
naaeuTlUs1uIu 30 Au W3oufegmdldnAsduseguiaulusivlian 5 n¥u (WUSuainduyn
foehg) WutFeugumgll 100 ssruwaidea USinal 36, 35, 30, 25 uax20 fadans Tuiregaiiuly
aferay 0, 20, 40, 60 uax80 Muddu A Tudewanainuudeusunn 2 eeud wiomidan 1d
siadegnalagldiavgy 3 vdn vnndsniedsliinaaeuvneilindonmgil 60-70 esmiwaldea
vhmsnaaeulneld 3 33 deil

Wnmegeulagldaina 9-point hedonic scale Tagliazuu 9 = Guaumﬂﬁqm, 5 = 1289,
uay 1 = liveuuniian Useilududnwaurusing & ndu sawd dofuifauazanuveulagu

Wnsneasulagldainainainuned (Just about right, JAR scale) 5 s¥fu vinn1snaaau
Anudnwase Tiun Finsvesinlstiuess @issewiuly direeuly wedl Anaduly uasdiady
wnly) ledudaveslsn Garluann gl wedt neruly uasmeuannly) wezaruduniinuedldn
(Woeluunn teeld wed w1l wazannliuin)

Brsnaaeulagldanarmiudy 5 seiu Inevinmsussdiuiunaulivnvemansdisi 1=1sf
nduam 2=naumudniies 3=nauantiunats 4=nduanaunn 5=nauaunly

ntu Amdengmslinfuguiifiazuunnuseulnesugean tiluvssfiuwuamidunis
dndulafiunsuiuudnuasvesdnsusilhduiiveniuresuilan sndulasldnmsinse
wuufiuead (Auadefianas) ie Penalty (mean drop) analysis (Wangcharoen, 2013) N15AUIN
VATAUUUNUDRF Feauns

Mean Drop = ALadgANY0ulAg5IN095EAUT liNeF -ARAuANAINYTOUTAETINYD
FLAUNDR
Total Penalty = Mean Drop x $euazUssminauvessauilines

NNSAATIZANIIEDA
]NLLmumi‘vmaaﬂLLUUﬁNﬁ@JUim (completely randomized design) @msUATIZELTRANS
AEATNLATIATNAaeY 3 91 LLau’JNLLmumwmaaﬂquauauuammeﬂ,u‘uaaﬂ (Randomized
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Complete Block Design) @m5un1suseifiunisdszamauda 31asizrinnunususiuneadfneis
Analysis of variance waziSsuifisuauuana1aesAwadedies Duncan’s new multiple range
test (OMRT) lngldlusunsuneufiamasdnsagy SPSS

1A5IN153ITBHNIUNITNAITUIATEETTUNITITHIINAULNTIUNITATEETTUNTITeTUN Y WE
U AMgduusmslonansiavil COA No. 469/2022

HAN1MARaLazIaTal
NsAATIZIMAATLAZNEA
1 o < o & a al 1 Y 1 . a a

nuanIInaaeInydl kabinfsdniagiasulusaulivnmneieng (Figure 1a) duTuam
Autueylurisiesas 5.11-6.00 Fsluunnssiuseefiedidgn1eada (0>0.05) waziduldaiu
Wnsgrundadarigaamnssuldnisdniagy wen.) (Ministry of industry-TISs 315/2005) fifavunaly
' Y & a v ~ = ~ a a . W I A oa ' 9]
71 deadanuduliiiuiesay 7 WewSsuisuusunaldusiu (Fisure 1b) wuddiegsiifisluvnides
ay 0 JUSualusiusesay 11.14 FelnalAesniunares Khuenpet et al. (2019) s1891uilandnalsd
wessiwdusasuiivinalusiusevar 11.48 wasidlofuluvnasly Tngluldandlusiuiosas 9.7-
10.6 (Deeprasert, 2018) yilnUTunalusAuliuLINIuog19HTydAYNI9EdH (p<0.05) Usualusau
vowrldnAsinilsdivesidusaguiasulusiulinnimndiogns eglunaeinnasgiuanavinssuningdoe
WnAsdusaguiinvualilusfudedivesnitdesas 8 lneumin Wefinsanel a, veanaldnis
o & a al 1 . ! & < o & a al 1 o 1 a1 v
dusaguiesulusiuliny wansly Figure 1c wudwaldnfsdiiaguiatulusiuldvnimndegsdiintdeos
N1 0.6 \fleA1 a, #1131 0.6 vlieadunidnganisiaigiivlnaunsaiiundaduelilduiy
(Khuenpet et al., 2019) wazidulunuanasgrundadusignannssulinfadniogy @ue.) (Ministry
of Industry- No.1068, 2015) imuuallin Jusunuundase (aw) liiu 0.6

0 20 40 60 80
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N W =Y w [

[

(a) Moisture content of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein powder
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(b) Protein content of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein powder
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(c) Water activity of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein powder

Figure 1 Moisture content (%); (a) Protein content (%); (b) and water activity; (c) of instant rice
berry porridge fortified with egg white protein powder. [* Means with different letters above
each column indicate significant differences (P<0.05); ™ not significant (P>0.05).]

dlofiansandd (L%, a* waz b¥) Guaqmﬂ%ﬂ‘ﬁnlisz?l,ua%ﬁaﬁn%gﬂLa%uiﬂiﬁulsdsunl,t,az‘l%ﬂﬁu
5U (Table 1) wudnileifslivnauniu viliarauadng (L) veswdldndilsdiuesinsdiiaguiay
Tusfuliamuaglinfuguiimmmuaiafistuegaditoddymaadn (p<0.05) esndmlsdiuesii
Ahadudoduliendmarildidauaiaiuiu duaduns (29 tewmslindilsdivessag
dfaguiesulusiulivnuaslinfugy Sleanasegneiiiuddymaada (p<0.05) ilesandnlsdiues
fansueulnlvedudussdusznevdadussaingvieansdunafiaing oiduldvnifidvnadlds
danaviilifen a* anas Anfndes (b vesndndilsdiuesiteduaguiaiulusiulden faufindu
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ileaninnisldanueulunsviuisedlinfsdusagy villmAsuiiser waansa (maillard reaction)
sewirahmasadiiludnlsdivessmulusiuiiluly shlniinduinnatulundnsas (Deeprasert,
2018) sstfudloifisnBanadlemnanfasiteda b* Wty luvnsiisdndes (%) veslindugy wut
fidnanaseg19iTed1Ayneada (p<0.05) 1lwdan ﬁsuaaﬁaasmqm%mﬁLﬁ'mau‘fﬂaniﬂ Famanis
VnassdenndaItuLITeres Niyomwet et al. (2018) fifnwiieafusnsdrniivanzauvesinlsd
wesisoth i Wedudlushegidgndilsdiueds ildendindes (b*) anas Lﬁ'aﬂmsmﬁmmm
wand1adlanesin (AE) GummiﬁlﬂmﬂiﬁuLuaiiﬂnammﬂLaiuiﬂimuvl,wunLLaUIaﬂﬂuiﬂWU’n le

(

Usunaldumunntuainnuuana1sdlnegsiuay Nﬂ']LW&I‘UU@EJ’NZJUEJ&']F]&W!'NﬁﬂW (p<0.05)

Table 1 Analysis of color (L*, a* and b*) of non-rehydrated and rehydrated instant rice berry
porridge fortified with egg white protein

Sample Color of instant rice berry porridge fortified with Color of rehydrated instant rice berry porridge
(egg white egg white protein powder fortified with egg white protein
%) L* a* b* AE L* a* b* AE
0 40.88 + 0.01°  8.08 + 0.01° 6.50 + 0.01° - 29.96 £ 0.01°  6.80 + 0.02° 4.72 + 0.01°
2 43.62 + 0.00¢ 7.85 +0.01° 7.23 +0.02¢ 284 +0.01Y 3544 +0.00° 527 +0.00° 4.52 +0.01° 5.70 + 0.01¢
0
a0 4733 £001°  6.58 +0.01° 7.82 +0.01° 6.75+0.01°  3724+0.01°  4.14+0.01° 4.44 +0.01° 7.76 £ 0.01°
48.74 + 0.01°  5.95+0.01¢ 7.90 +0.01° 826 +0.00° 3959 +0.01°  3.19 +0.01¢ 4.35+0.01° 10.29 + 0.01°
60
80 5274 +0.00° 453 +0.02¢ 8.12 + 0.00 1249 +0.01° 4271 +0.02* 261 +0.01° 432+001° 1344 +0.02°

a-e Mean values and standard deviations with different letters in the same column indicate
significant differences (P<0.05).

dofimsanmanumiinveddnfusuitidndiuveslduniiuaneiu 5 szdu (Table 2) nud
fhegaislduniesay 0 Saeuniingsan TasnsidsunUasenuniavedinAuguiuey fu
USinaunazauavesesilaauarorilameduiidludnlsdiuess (Khuenpet et al., 2019) Wleusuna
Fnilstivesianas ilannuniinanasednafitedfaymnisedn (p<0.05) uenanidmuiniieusuna
Tudaduililindusuliammiiatosas esn Weiululderidleiumnudougesyhlilusiu
WnN1SIE @ INEITUYIR (denaturation) Laglinn1ssaNaan Ui lilusAunnagnou (aggregation)
(Akkouche et al., 2012) deravlviiloysunaildvifiuty nandueissdinuintosas (p<0.05)

Adafimanadutin (WA) wazrdaiinisazanet (Ws) veswdddndsdnfaguiasulusiuldnn
(Table 2) mﬁszjﬁmiq]ﬂsﬁmfw (WAI) L"ﬂuﬂ'ﬂﬁLLamﬁammawmsﬂumsamsﬁuﬁwaaami‘fu GRMGRELD
nsazaet (WD) Wurfiuansdsuiinalndudnanlsfluomisiiazanetild Tasasgnudesann
osfUsEnoutedmdinasuiunananiasd ey fuTuinmesasiiosansunld (Khuenpet et al.,
2019) MNNANITNARBINUIT mﬁsﬁﬁmﬁamﬁuﬁw (WA vessireguiulivifesay 0 r1dviinisgn
duth (WA gegn esnludnlsduesiiaslulamsmduesddsznaudeiuminioufigumgiias
arufourzluvinaneiusylelnaussninlinanavowutl dwarilitlsdvestausagaduild
fAnddegndu Wevinadmlstiuesianas ﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬁﬁuﬁms@jm%’uﬁw (WAI) anasagnesitiodiAgnig
ahf (p<0.05) @aAAADINUIUITBTDY Niyomwet et al. (2018) ﬁ'VLﬁVTWmiﬁﬂmmﬁﬂ’mmamﬂ%ﬂ%’n
Isdiuosiisdnsagy Tnsfnwinavesgungiiingnnas NaTeInILLEITaUNTIVUTEIGNNAS UagHATDS
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Hadodrmssrisgungifingnnas wasanuseumanyuvesgnnaadutiadefifinasorduiniagn
Fuih 91nnsmaaes wuih endwdinsgaduth (WA) vemsinlsdiuesitanfiuty wWennudisey
nvyuYIgNNANLar g RAgnnasgetu fleann iensinlsdivesTiiuniudougs stuse
1@I®3LauimdﬂﬂuLaﬂasuml,t,ﬂmﬂﬁ’law dwarhliutilindnlsduesiannsadniuiuasgaduiils
1Ny Adiinisazatet (WSl) aamiﬁmmmmﬁﬂLaiuiﬂmuiéusu’n NHANINAGBINUI FI0ENS
fidslinn fevas 40, 60 wars0 fmdwimaazateh (W) gandndegsiinldvniesas 0 uav20
Huraunan anudougedama dlilasaaavedindrilsduedd fdnvandundednden fuives
sumeaudniidnvunieuuarudulidnuun Sunau dnlasasvedlianasdvunauasiiuia
yosounAfidnuarFeu Wafinuimailianuiniu edeinisazansdn (ws) Fedangeduagaed
Hod1AgN9ai@ (p<0.05) @onAaseiuIIUITBees Vargas-del-Rio et al. (2022) landansldlnuas
Anwdnsdiuvetiiunssiolivnd msLﬁuﬁwmaﬁima@iaﬂmauﬁﬁmqLﬂﬁmamwuasﬂmauﬂ’@ma
Tasuinsuagnanerdluvesaslaln wudr adwiinsazatsuh (W) vesmdlalinndaegrsiidngands
Soway 80 1losanuavesgumgiilunisiudis dsarhlsivuineyninvesinegadnas Megsdadl
fuiiduiaaniu miazawﬁﬁﬁmqﬁu

Table 2 Analysis of viscosity, water absorption index (WAI), and water solubility index (WSI) of

instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein powder

Sample (egg white %) Viscosity (cp) WAI WSI
0 18466.67 + 305.51°  647.15 + 19.28" 4.25 + 0.13°
20 10333.33 + 57.74° 547.81 + 10.11° 4.62 + 0.22°
40 1553.33 + 20.82° 439.97 + 8.91° 6.63 = 0.20°
60 575.67 + 4.16° 04338 + 6.06° 6.93 = 0.68°
80 117.67 + 15.5° 419.73 + 5.58° 7.26 + 0.10°

a-e Mean values and standard deviations with different letters in the same column indicate
significant differences (P<0.05).

n1MAgaUNISUSTEMAUNE

NnHanRABURuNIYNIUsTamduatuguilaaialudiuu 30 au Aifldesegislindu
sUfisldndruvedlivndiunnsneiu 5 spdu (Table 3) wuiiazuuuauveulasTmvesgasiAnlyvn
fovay 40 geniiazuuuauveulaeTITesgnsIuY eniu gasidulivndesas 20 egreludiAy
N9adi (p<0.05) WlafiansanAzuuLmNLTRUFUAAENWAILAIIUIIAZIULANNTRUA AN YA
Usng & uaniileduiavesgnaifulivniosar 20 wazdo luiunnsaty egrdlsfinuasuuuniusey
sundunasamAvesgnaiislivniosar 40 geniazuuuvesgasiinlivniesas 20 ety
y3adii (p<0.05) usnandiidiefistsanazunumududunduam wuit gaaduldamiosas 0, 20,
40, 60, 4AZ80 TIATLULANUTUAUNAUANIWINAY 1.27+0.64, 1.330.55, 1.20+0.41, 1.67+0.96, Waz
2.17+1.02 anuanau Wneinaaeulviazuuuansiiulivniesas 0, 20, 40, uaw60 agﬂuizﬁuhiﬁﬂﬁu
A3 Sitesansifuldvnsevay 80 ﬁﬂzLLuummLﬁﬁméﬁuﬂﬁumamﬂdwamﬁuﬂ Imaa”luisﬁuﬁﬂéuma
éintloy ammmimiaaav 60 uaw80 fulhzivinallsiugusiaziuunnuveusudesnitgns
duldrmiouas 20 uazdo mumaqmﬂmiLmulwnﬂimmmmwamaaﬂwmyﬂimg nausa uaziile



NTANTNVATUALDIMNT UFD. 2(1): 1-15 (2566)

v W

duiavedldnAugy Ay n1sfmdengnsidnAuguiivangalunsiluimunse loun ansdulavn
$ovar 40 mszuenIINdinzuuUANITEUAUNAULa TAYIRgINIEnsRuluvSeray 20 uaiduiy
gusnivsunalusiuganiansiuliviiosas 20

Table 3 Sensory characteristics of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein
evaluated by 9-point hedonic scale

Sample

( hite %) Appearance Color Flavor Taste Texture Overall preference
egg white %
0 5.10 + 1.69° 547 +1.91® 517 +1.21° 4.00 + 1.70° 5.20 + 2.12% 5.27 + 1.68°
20 6.20 + 1.19° 577 + 1.77° 527 +1.20° 480+ 137> 567 + 2.09° 573+ 1.31%
40 6.00 + 1.55° 570 + 1.53° 6.40 + 1.38° 5.70 + 1.90° 567 + 1.67° 6.37 + 1.45°
60 530 + 1.37° 533+ 129"  567+179° 530+ 172° 4.90 £ 1.75% 557 + 1.48°
80 517 + 1.46° 4.93 + 1.44° 510+ 1.69°  5.47 + 1.94%° 457 + 1.87° 5.23 + 1.48°

a-c Mean values and standard deviations with different letters in the same column indicate
significant differences (P<0.05).

nansnageuAuAMMsUsEamduiavedlinilsdiuefiAsdusasuiasulusiuldun ves
gusiiulivnTesas 40 Inen1sveaeureds 9-point hedonic scale $3u7UTE 5-point just about
right (Table 4) wum fnnaeudslnaiuuaureuadsdudvesinldiuess edudaveddn way
awduniiavedlin Inefinzuuunnuveuiadseglutag 6.52-6.94

NanadeUAIMER Tnenausinisinnsanmmuiifieglussiuweduinnimiewiniuies
az 65 lideainisusuusednuug(Supanpayak et al., 2020) AINNANITNAFBUAIUNDA WU
e uduszysuautuniinuedlin linesuiuuss ilesan fidaamefsesas 83.33 luvaedisy
Fvasimlsdivess unsilofutavedldn daanumerisosay 53.33 Ssrsfinauiuuinudnuases
REREN

Table 4 Mean and standard deviation evaluated by 9-point hedonic scale and degree of change
scale (just about right scale) of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white protein with
40% egg white

Direction for improvement (%)

Attributes Greatly Slightly Just- Slightly Greatly
decrease decrease right increase increase
Color of rice berry 0.00 6.67 53.33 40.00 0.00
Texture of porridge 6.67 23.33 53.33 16.67 0.00

Viscosity of porridge 0.00 6.67 83.33 10.00 0.00
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mMylnnziuuuiiuead (Aadefianas)

iesangnsidulivniesas 40 dazuuuniuveulaesimeylusyfuveuidntosfwouu
nane Faldnisiiassiuvuiiueadiil eauuuimiafinasdnaulausudsmdn fusilvldSuasuuy
mwmauqﬁu IAgUHANINAADUINUINTIAINYOU 9 0 (9-point hedonic scale) wagnsusuiiiy
Tneldunnsamed (Just about right scale, JAR) 910 Table 4 wFuiniALadefianas (Mean drop
value) uay ffueafiaviun (Total penalty value) fauanslu (Table 5) Mnuanadeusenisinaina
ANUNDALALNANITVIAADUINUIATIAIINYOU 9 30 WU

sudvestnlsfiuess eelussiulined esananufivesiuslnawiniu Sevay 53.33 uay
Tazuuum oUW 6.88 Avesinlsdiuesifiseuduly fanadeiianasviniy -0.71 Aiildeg
Tugag 0.0 83 -0.99 wansidvesialsdivesifisowiuly Sanuduius funisensusiuesuin
(Very slightly concerning) wazdaasdnilsdiuasd Mduiuly danedefianauiifu -1.88 ﬂ'wﬁlé’ag’
Tugae -1.5 89 -1.99 wanein dvesdmlsdiuesinduiuly  fanuduiusiunissensusinuiunans
(concerning) lofiansanefiueadiviovus nuin dvestalsdiuessfiseuiuly defiueaiioue
Wiy 0.2840 Aiildwansliiiiuin dvesimlsdiuesifiseuduly Snaseniseeususiu (Noteworthy)
Tuvariiavesdnlsdivesanmduiuly Sanfiueadnamamiafu 0.12564 wazlifinasoniseoususiu
(No effect)

suileduiavedsn agluszaulained Lﬁaamﬂmmﬁmm;:iﬁimwhﬁ’w Jowaz 53.33 uaglv
ATLULALYEUWITU 6.94 ioduavedsnilasiuluuasneuiduly daedefianaiiu -1.14
uaz-1.08 mudu aitldeglutag -1.0 fa -1.49 uansih edudavedinflasiiuluuasneuiiuly
fuduiusiunseensuTIntes (slightly concerning) definrsandfiueaiinmun wuin ieduda
vadldniiauiiuly dafiueadidmunwindy 0.1900 Ailduanddiidiuin dedudaveddnfiaziuly
Liifinasion1seensusan (No effect) luvausdl (iedudavedldniiveruduly dfiveadvanuasiniu
0.3240 wagiinasion1suaususin (Noteworthy)

AANvuzAuANNtuninvedldnAugy egluszduned uaslvinzuuuanuveuminiu 6.52
(Anudfiszdunefifesas 83.33) mmsﬁwﬁmaﬂ%ﬂﬁugﬂﬁﬁasLﬁuiﬂ fifadefianasinfu 0.15
LEAR9I mmsﬁwﬁmaﬂ%ﬂﬁugﬂﬁﬁaaLﬁuiﬂ fanuduiusiunisveusuTindasuin (Very slightly
concerning) wagauduniavedinAuguiituiuly fiauadsfianasviniu -1.02 afilsoglugag -1.0
4 -1.49 u,am:i'] mmsﬁwﬁmaﬂ%mﬁuaﬂﬁ%’mﬁu% ganuduiusiunisyensusiuies (slightly
concerning) dlefiansandrfivoaiinaun wuin muduviiavedindusuiitesiiuluuazduiuly &
ANUDARTNIMUAYINAY 0.0150 Laz0.0680 MUAIAU mwimmmﬂwmmw anutuniinvedlindugui
HeaiAuluaztuiuly lddnanen1seeususiu (No effect)

nsfidvesimilsfivesinsouiuluuasdoduiavediniineuifuly egluseaulsined duna
fensteunsuTIn fa wmslumsianngnsfidslivniesas 40 T AU hum e ULy
Famsuulsgnslildigniiidhmesinlsduefifidutu lnenmsfiuUiinametilsfiuess uay
dofutaveslinmsusulitidedudaiiyudu
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Table 5 Mean drop and total penalty of instant rice berry porridge fortified with egg white
protein with 40% egg white.

Attributes  Attributes  Percent of 9-point  Mean Mean drop Total Total
meaning respondent hedonic drop meaning penalty penalty
# scale* value* meaning
Color of too pale 40 6.17 -0.71 Very slightly 0.2840 Noteworthy
rice berry concerning
JAR 53.33 6.88
too dark 6.67 5.00 -1.88 concerning 0.1254 No effect
Texture of  too soft 16.67 5.80 -1.14 slightly 0.1900 No effect
porridge concerning
JAR 53.33 6.94
too grainy 30 5.86 -1.08 slightly 0.3240 Noteworthy
concerning
Viscosity too thin 10 6.67 0.15 Very slightly 0.0150 No effect
of porridge concerning
JAR 83.33 6.52
too thick 6.67 5.50 -1.02 slightly 0.0680 No effect
concerning

<|O.25| = No effect

>|O.25|= Noteworthy

>|0.50|= High Impact

# Percent of respondent who found the sensory attribute from JAR score to be greatly decrease
+ slightly decrease and slightly increase + greatly increase (Table 4)

* 9-point hedonic scale is mean of the overall preference scores from 9-point hedonic test for
respondent who found the sensory attribute from JAR score to be greatly decrease + slightly

decrease and slightly increase + greatly increase (Table 4)

GRLY

NnFns e iimaaiuazmenmuesslindmlsduosinedusaguiaiulusiuldud
fdndrulivnuwansineiu 5 seau wui miﬁ”ﬂ?{aﬁ%%ﬁ]gﬂLﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂﬂiaﬂﬂmﬁ?a 5 A79g19 fdUTuu
aradulsiAusnasgudicwuely de a, i wdlindsdisasuiatulusiulinadedivuinalden
1t lUSnalUsiy, Ausndsalneunasadiinnsaratetdianiuiu 1umms1'7i¢hﬁ‘dﬁm5gm
Fuihanas dnldnAusuiisunnsnedlnesufiutusazaramiuniinanas nanIsvadaUALATHING
Usvamduda Tnognsitlssuniseensuaniuslan liud grsidsldandesay 40 Id3uasuuumiuvey
Tnesmganingnsdug snugnaisldoniesay 20 uenanilifiofionsanazuuumiududunauni
wud gasinluvnesay 0, 20, 40, wAx60 agﬂuszﬁuiajﬁﬂﬁumq Tuﬁumzﬁqmﬁlﬁﬂﬂm%@aaz 80 &
nauamidntos ity graiinldunnfesas 40 ffuTinalusiudesas 34.91 uasiivsuailusiugs
wnnildnddsmineialufs 3 wh Snvisdaliazuuusiudundugningasdug Jamnsauiaziily
Wl Tnefuumislunsuiuusigns mldndnlsdiveifdisasuidulusaulduniiflvanies
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UNANED

nsfnwndel fngusrasdifiovroiugduiilainsunseu fiad USuiwa (Philodendron
erubescens) lng 1¥91m1580AT121igA5 Murashige and Skoog (MS) $11fiun15ld 6-Benzyladenine
(BA) AU LU 0 1 2 3 uaz 4 fiadnsusedns waz 1-Naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) A13L0u9 0 1
23 uay 4 dadnsudedns WWwaan 8 dUaii 1nsununITNeAasIkuUduanysal (Completely
Randomized Design : CRD) iamun 5 vi3mius nimauday 3 81 918z 5 tudwlunistmieenuas
#1151 wamMARBINUI1 8 WMSEAT MS TLiu BA Aanandudi 1 uas 2 fladnudedns anusadh
ihlsAnnsiiueiadevesiuugenalduniigaiviiiy 2.67+0.58 Lﬁ'aﬁwmLWﬂngadGiauuamwsqm
MS 1l NAA eandudu 4 fadndusednsanuisadninliAensiiuvesdausnldunnian iy
1.33+0.58

AafAgy: BA; NAA; WlanunsaunisAusulea

ABSTRACT

The aim of this study was to propagate Philodendron Pink Princess (Philodendron
erubescens) by using Murashige and Skoog (MS) medium with 6-Benzyladenine (BA) at
concentrations 0 1 2 3 and 4 mg/L and 1-Naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) at concentrations 0 1 2
3 and 4 mg/L for 8 weeks. Completely randomized design, total of 5 treatments, 3 repetitions
of each treatment, 5 repetitions of apical induction and root induction. The results showed that
MS medium with BA at concentrations of 1 and 2 mg/. was able to induce root number increase
as much as 2.67+0.58. When cultured on MS medium added with NAA at a concentration of 4
mg/|, induce root number as much as 1.33. +0.58

Keywords: BA; NAA; Philodendron erubescens
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A

Tugag 2-3 Ptk IdiAslsasvuiailandadumsszuiavedsafndelasalalsn 2019
(COVID-19) Useinalnefldsunansenuanlsaszuaiivudu vilfiAanmsdsuuasdnumznisld
in iitetostumsinde wu msviauiithu (work from home) fausgiiineds laiaunsnoenty
T9%Anldnaund SeinlmAnAanssuiiansnsaviaelutdnild wu msugndulsl Faldsuaaiomndy
og19un (ilesanAanssumsugnduliviliiAsnisiouransananunisalauaisaanlsaszuin
wagannIneUsERumuLiTuitonumeanld vlildnenliseduldsunudeudueeisnn
Tnslangliusgduifianvaurluddumeny Fwmiddulivssduildsuanudendesaniluiiadu
a9 Ao Alalaunsou fsd USulea (Philodendron Pink Princess) @ 10glund Araceae ana
Philodendron fideInenmansin Philodendron erubescens ‘Pink Princess” ilawnuasoutdunddlu
ildsumuisunn Wesndnsagluiidamuvainvansuazaesau vedaifluidddy dmduil
Tawnunsou fisd Uuwa fdnvasdidudos uas luduguila arnmenivedly 10-40 wwufums Tu
gou anvugddeiuznenuiidviauiddenduiioum dyndvuyanlavieseuaisdvuyaeu Au
Tugruuduns fdeufaiivinadily mavseiugldiamzuda nsdah mswenrsuasnis
wneidsaiieifle (Rattanaanan, 2021) Fsmsneidsaiededuiznsueeiusivilldfesuou
wnlusvezinainnd feuldmadamansdeadedeionsueetusindunsd msdnwide
Lﬁaﬁﬂmamamﬁﬁmmmimuammmﬁmtﬁﬂm MINAUIGATRINTANG 9 Aludafiddryunnsonts
ﬁ@umaﬂﬁm’mﬁumimwLgaatﬁaLﬁaLLastaaéﬁm (Prammanee, 2015) ﬂa’qﬁul,wﬂﬁﬂmil,wm,é‘ym
deibegninluldifumedinveneiusivlungylinonliussduogiunivats 1wy veud (Rattana et
al,, 2015) Aa1v17 (Muangkaewngam et al., 2016) nuatuny (Tibkwang et al,, 2018) w1
(Chanchula et al,, 2020) WMawunseu “wassisn” (Balla et al, 2022) Wudy dualunsnaassiiss
fiTagUszasd i efinwnavosnsvensiusduillansunsou fisd Uiuea lnsmadanism zides
Lf':aL?jai'mﬁumislsz’j’a’ﬁﬂ’;muﬂmfﬁmy@uim 6-Benzyladenine (BA) wag 1-Naphthaleneacetic acid
(NAR) Tussdupnudadusing 9 sensinieenuazdniisnvesduillamsunseuiisdusuwalily
Sruauannluszezinandudy

aunIaluazIsng
funsunmasunafinsiuuasnsveiusienamzdsaied
inioiefllanuasounsoufisd Usuea vunm 1.5 wufiues 1ldiRusuaunudian
vesufiRmamnzdsaiefoiy arvuwaluladnainums ansAaumaniuayinermans uniine1de
swigedaviny wmaseunstniheenlasldenameidsaieiiio Ms fiiu BA Aifusinauansaiy
5 5efU A 0 12 3 uay 4 Sedndudedns meidsaduna 8 dani flguundl 25+1 srmiwaidea
meldaniizuas 16 F2luedoTu mnudunasd 2000 804 11auEUNIINAABILUUE NaNY Al
(Completely Randomized Design : CRD) fiamua 5 vi3maus n3nwudas 3 51 9182 5 Fuduvos
o
- v3nud 1 ifimsdnansauaunisiasaiule BA
- VIFALUUA 2 RNEIAIVANNISISYAUL BA Asdudy 1 Hadnsusedng

a v 1 a

- VIFALUUA 3 RNEIAIVANNISIASYAUL BA Asudy 2 fadnsusdedng

a v 1 a

- VIFALUUA 4 BNE1IAIVANNISIASYAUL BA Asdudy 3 fadnsusdedng
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- VIAUA 5 IANEIAIUANNITRTYLAULR BA Aidudy 4 dadniusefing
Mniuiiiedorunn 1.5 wuiwns Mlawmunseuiisd Usugaumageunistmihsngnads

Tngldemmsmzidoaiade Ms 7idiu NAA FiflUStaiumnsnat 5 526U fio 0 1 2 3 uay 4 Jadns
HoaNS LW']”LgmLﬂuL’JaW 8 dunn ﬁammﬁ 25+1 saewaidoa meldaniizuas 16 Falusofu
mmwmmw 2000 an awLqumiwmamLLwauaumm (Completely Randomized Design : CRD)
e 5 MRS MERWUSAY 3 91 B8z 5 Suduveaiiawe

- viEakuud 1 lidnsiAnansaIuaun1sasaaule NAA

- VIFALUUA 2 WRNEIAIVANNISLASAULA NAA Anududu 1 Tadnsusedng

a v 1 a

- VIIALUUA 3 BNEIAIVANNISLASYAULA NAA At 2 Tadnsusedns

U 1 a

- VI3ALUUA 4 BNEIAIVANNISLASAULR NAA anududu 3 Tadnsusedns
- VI3ALUUA 5 RNEIAIVANNISLASAULA NAA anududu 4 Tadnsusedns
nstufindeyaillélunisinide s dnadesiuueen (8 &Unsi) Sman1ssendin (%)
uazALaAEdIuIIN (8 dUnA)
%umaumi’mLmumiwmaamaxmﬁmeﬁ%’ay‘amqaﬁ&
'mu,mumsmamLLUU?{MWSQE (Completely Randomized Design : CRD) LazitAs1z%
Yoyansadialngldlusunsu SPSS #1838 Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT) fiszfuanuidesiu

0.05

Namsmﬂaamaz"“amszﬁ
Table 1 Effects of plant growth regulators MS medium supplemented with BA for apical
induction of Philodendron Pink Princess after were cultured in vitro for 8 weeks

6-Benzyladenine (BA) total number of apical
survival rate (%)
(mg/V) (apical)
0 1.67+1.15 100
1 2.67+0.58 95
2 2.67+0.58 95
3 2.00+1.00 88.5
4 2.33+1.53 86.5
F-test ns
C.V. (%) 6.41

Mean in the same column followed by different letters were different significantly by

Duncan Multiple Range Test. ns = non significant different

NNANITNABDINGIN AN ILABIL DL aM B I TNz BB oI EaN AL BA IAnadudu

v o ¢ A a ¢ & = & a1 a
wanenaiu WWuaan 8 dav nunillawmunsouiisd Usuwanimizideauuemisans MS Nldiduans
AUANNSIRTYAUINIENIINTTeATIngegaseuas 100 uenani Table 1 wudrfiszAuANUTNTY
289 BA nnsgaulufinnuuanated1aiidudAgyneada Asvduaududuves BA 1 uas 2 un./a
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annsadniiiiinAefevesdiuiugenlaunigawiniu 2.67+0.58 8oA kaTHUTIIMITINIZIELIN
Luildiiu BA TiAadgvesdruiugentioeiigaiiniu 1.67+1.15 gan

Table 2 Effects of plant growth regulators MS medium supplemented with NAA for root

induction of Philodendron Pink Princess after were cultured in vitro for 8 weeks

1-Naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) total number of root
(mg/V) (root)
0 0.63+0.15"
1 0.73+0.31%
2 0.89+0.28%
3 0.75+0.25%
4 1.33+0.58°
F-test *
C.V. (%) 258

Mean in the same column followed by different letters were different significantly by

Duncan Multiple Range Test. *= significant different at P < 0.05

Table 2 namsnaaemdmninzidsaiodessemmsmadoniedofiviliu Naa fiaaw
aduuansnady WWunan 8 danst nuiseduaududures NAA fissduanududuves 4 un/a
annsadniliiAsaiadevesiiuusnlfuiniiganiify 1.33£0.58 91 wagnuitomsIALT
TailéiAn NAA TAedgvesduausintiesfigainiu 0.63£0.15 510

nMITeraresnsTentinvesilanunseunaziiusuiusoniilawmunsouad Usui
aﬁammﬁﬂmiL‘wwzL?;ENLf:aL?fai"guﬁumimuqmmiw%w@dm BA wuinilothundssdsems
iwzidsagns MS flaldAuasmuauninaigivlddannsentindesay 100 wiillowin BA 7
anudutugadunuindsnanisendinanamnsrduarududuresansaugunisiaiqiivla BA
annsadmihnmsifiusiuiuveswenillamunseu fisd Usuweld uwnfiaududu 1 ez 2 Sadnsuste
a0 annsodmiliiAasenldunniian uasnuindodiuaudududulud 3 uax 4 Sadnusdodng
Funugenazanas ilosnmsanuduturesansmugunisieidvlafinnifuluazyinlvieSezves
fivusazvfininsasadulnfiliduiudiu wy nsulaadiintuumeadlifinsvenevng o¥enzda
L{Tyauﬁazﬂma n1sasguesivanasuazny aluludi 4 A us1891U Sritapunya and
Chotikadachanarong, (2020) finuidlediuanududuves BA 910 1 8 3 fadnsusednsavanunsa
induiugenvasfudunianld uidedfinaududures BA 1y 4 fiadnfusednsnuitduiusen
anas Khwanduean et al,, (2015) #ildansaununisiaiquivln BA dmiliAnsenlmivesusud
(Caladium bicolor Vent) léunnfign usnannueududdmudnindinisldansauaunisaiadivln BA
fufivwindugdndefiannsadmiliAansiinvessiuiusenld Wy amaiv1 (Arunee ,2016) w33
1831 (Nontakomn et al., 2019) naYRY (Nootjaree et al., 2019) AUBAINLNLN (Nattapong and
Pimpan, 2020) fuunnd (Pailin and Phruet, 2020) daunavesnsiinsuusnilanunseufisd Usu
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wa sremaliansnzndsaieifouivamsmuaunsaiaiuln NAA naseRuaIuduassdn
iliiAnsnldlngaenndaiuauids Nontakom et al, (2019) wuinivimsanwidiudwausiniag
Tasnuaunisasgioln NAA wudiansadnilfiAasnluduuiugmivhnamedesdae
wadiansneidsaiedeld uardaonndastuuiseuns Nootjaree et al., (2019) Aildarsmuau
nsiasaivle NAA Tunstnildidnsinlundlefulasanmuaemde (Nattapong and Pimpan,
2020) ldansmununsiasyiivln NAA Sfumadanisnsdsaiodelasssuululeduonines
wuvanthnsrmuihamsadniiliAsnsius s nluduwimhdily

Ry
KaveInsveeiusFuiilainsunseu Red USuiwa (Philodendron erubescens) tngiada
mamzdsadodehutuminuaunmaaiyiln kamveasmuiniudsseimsmzdes
ans MS AlildiAnansaiuaunisiesyivlndsnsinissendiniosas 100 81m13gns MS iy BA
Anuddy 1 uay 2 Tadnfudedns Wunan 8 dUnsi annsatmiliAnnsfiudedevesdiuiy
goaldunTigninty 2.670.58 van Wothunwizidssteuuainsgns MS iiiu NAA Aty 4
fladnfusioans Wunan 8 duamiannsadnihlimAnmsifinvesduaunnldinniigaindu 1.33£0.58

fnAnssuUszNA
VU UNITEAMUATUAYUNTITEINANERaUmansuasIne1rmans univedessigeseay
Ny UsgdnUauuseanas w.e. 2565
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unAnEa

nsUgnusidowmainuszavdguianlsad sander iinenid ewvailiss Ralstonia
solanacearum ¥aiudelsalufuiddy Bacillus subtilis {udeuuaiieufilnddiasaauay
Tsadiendenld nawdeuaumieudatiuiuideqdunieuiting (Bio-priming) ansnsaniunulsadiv
AAnnudaiusuazaniuld deumsinuniliingusvasiifofnummaniouemundoundaiug
ugidoinade Bacillus subtilis ferusenvesudnuaznsseadinuesfundlulsaSousiiinisszuin
oslsafiendsn 1IUNLNTAABILUY Completely Randomized Design $1u7u 4 €1 Wud1 13
WS BUAUNTBULNANWUS Uz BLnAs a8 B. subtilis IliA11138NUIRTFIU (98.00%-100.00%)
msSaadlunssen 4.08-4.18 Fu uazaeniuaniwilas 96.00%-97.00% laiunnsnefiunsadia
Wosdudnssentinvestundusifomanievdinstnetgnluanmituiifineiinisszuinvesdseie:
Fenludawiil 2 wuih wWedidudnmssentinvesiundliunanmafumeain dUnsiil 4 uaz 6 wui
Woesiuin1ssentinvasdundranas aniiu T3 (100.00%) waz T4 (100.00%) Sesiduinissentin
avgnosiifoddymeedn aglihnmasiouenundeuveandnuzomeadaei una 24 $2l
way B. subtilis {uan 12 Falus dlidundusidemeaaunsansagivlialululsaseuiiinsseun
voslsadieaden eghdlsfinu msfnnildudfissnimeaeudosudmsunnaeuasenuaznssen
FAmwvirtu deflanudndudesinvnianisurmmieuensdadiioauainsolunsnuaulsad
AANALY: UTBLNA; NIINFENAIIUNSDULLAR; TsAudieaden Bacillus subtilis; Aueen; N1350aTIA
YBIFUNT

ABSTRACT
Tomato cultivation is often suffered from bacterial wilt (Ralstonia solanacearum), an
important soil-born plant disease. B. subtilis is an antagonist bacterium of controlling bacterial

wilt. Seed priming with antagonist microorganisms (Bio-priming) can control seed- and soil born
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wilt. Therefore, this study was aimed to investigate the effects of tomato seed priming with B.
subtilis on seed germination and seedling survival in greenhouses with bacterial wilt outbreak.
Completely randomized design of 4 replications was conducted. Results found that tomato
seeds priming with B. subtilis gave standard germination (98.00%-100.00%), mean germination
time (4.08-4.18 days) and field emergence (96.00%-97.00%) were not statistically different. The
survival percentage of tomato seedlings after transplanting in the area with bacterial wilt at the
second week shown non statistically different. In week 4 and 6 found that percentage of seedling
survival of T1 T2 and T5 were decreased, except T3 and T4 which had the highest of seedling
survival at 100% with significant statistical difference. This study could be concluded that
tomato seed priming with water for 24 hours and B. subtilis for 12 hours gave seedlings could
grow in greenhouses with an outbreak of bacterial wilt. However, this study is only preliminary
seed germination and seedling survival testing. It is also necessary to further study seed priming
on controlling plant diseases.

Keywords: Tomato; Seed priming; Bacillus subtilis; Bacterial wilt; Seed germination; Seedling

survival

At

uzilowmne (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill) 8¢/lued Solanaceae Duitednfifiauddy
massusiavessanalng navesuzidomasansni i uslonilivansedis feuslnanaan ua
Frugmaminsy liun undommtudu soausdoma twndoma ufu undomaaunsougnld
naenvietluvnmavesUszmelne Trinandnseldge (Ketsakul et al, 2015) agslsfinumsugnuside
welunfvszmedidanimennmasuuiouduiinussautgmilsefiviidsmaroyiinauasauninnandn
EIRINILG Immawwasﬁw?fﬂuﬁuﬁﬂqﬂﬁﬁamwmmmmu%’au%u Fonidslutamlsafiafiddyly
uzdowe fo Tsauiivndea (bacterial wilt) innilenuaiise Ralstonia solanacearum Saduide
Tselufudidndny esanamsadvharefizlduinndn 250 vlia anndy 30 Aszqa HaimAsugia
wWu wzideme win Turs 39 ergu Mdas ndre Juity sy Tasiawziinlunad Solanaceae M3
Aelsriuluogennid uarquuss Insavuansenmsiiios waemesisiunelunatliffundsman
FouuaiiEovhane (Soontarasing, 1987)

s

nsflosfutinvionismuguaneudemefiasialsadld aunsaldlnensdentdiug
AUNIU N15UgNRYINL I BN N1991N15ANTIN N15UTVUIAUAIg T eLazLAaL T sueanlyn
uenniinstlestutumainlsaifiendeaunsaliidegdunidujindlumssudadoaimglsaien
vT'89 L wn Bacillus spp. Pseudomonas fluorescens (Leksomboon and Jumpee, 2007) W@
Streptomyces sp. Wngannsavilafouslutuneunisnieuiu iietlesfulsaneunsugn w3on1sdn
Wuasuuduitlussernssyiivlnvesduity isnsisaduisnsitldvhansdanden
nsysannsmMstieaunisufinsinlifusumatanianiounmmiouiudaiuivio
nslnsudn (seed priming) ududsnisfithednasulvfivdeuud s ssosdundn wind
mwmaﬂqmazaﬁuam danaliilinandngs (Bewley and Black, 1982) uardadswmaliudnaiusasen
16’i‘luamwﬁ1ﬂmwaumm 16 (Mathre et al., 1994) ﬁaﬁ?umﬂw%umﬁmémﬁmﬁaqﬁuw%éﬂﬁﬂﬂé

(Bio-priming) FaJumailalmimesinumaluladwdaiusiisiviniaunsaauaulsafivfiinanuan
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ftusuazanAuld (E-Mohamedy, 2008) maidenlitogauniguiinsdmiunisauaslsaiionden
Lsﬁyamm # R. Solanacearum 1o lewn Bacillus sp., Pseudomonas fluorescens (Anuratha and
Gnanamanickam 1990), Stenotrophomonas maltophilia, Streptomyces setonii 8g19lsAn1UN1T
Fonlfidoraunisufinddesdsdsmmuendelunmsidenmiluioduiuie duunsfnmiie
Wenldadunsduiine Bacillus subtillis \efnwnavesnsinsudaueidewmade Bacillus subtillis
somenuesiudn uaznssendisluanimlsaFeunvasgnitviiinsszunveslsaivaden

guUnsaluaIsnIg
NSANYINAYIINSWSBNNAARY Bacillus subtilis ABAINIBNVBAINEN

nMawdeudonuafieuiing

UudanuaiiFeujingdniagy Ingldmnuituduiasdnanmdiuziissylivuaain
waniouat 18 Bacillus subtilis (U.3P Protection) Anidiuduvaade 1x10° CFU/n¥u 8msn 50 ¥y
siotn 20 Ans Uslluguuugiivios 24 Falus

MILABEUUARTLS

Fawdauzidemased gnauiug Lucky 107 (Siam star seeds CO,LTD.) fidgansazany
Sodium hypochlorite Aandudy 0.02% e 1 wift dredrethnduiiainige 3 ad fsaulfustidy
gaungivesnniidaudluasarasuriuassvoadonuafiiouding 8 subtilis wazutinduils
shie §n1 20 Sadansedwinudn 2 n¥u lubninesuun 50 Tadans Tnedaniamud il

V3T 1 (T1) wiaund

yEnadi 2 (12) uidaluihndudssige Wuna 12 $alus

yEnaudi 3 (73) uidaluindudesge Wuna 24 $alus

VEALAT 4 (T4) wisdeluansuwwiuasy Bacillus subtilis Hunan 12 Halus

VEAWUAT 5 (T5) wisdeluansuwwiuasy Bacillus subtilis Hunan 24 Hilus

wdsannstnsundannisnig dnudeisaliuislugaumgivies 1uan 24 F2lug 1h
FeghausarnInuuaageuAIIeNIIAsEIL ANWSIluNITeNYeLLdn warAuenluanInwlas
Ugn il

- NIAEDUAINNNENIIATEY

dudnuzidomausazninunssiua 4 91 41ag 50 wia naaeuausenlayds Top of
paper (TP) 2us0g13luginzadnmsen asratfusuIudundUnfindausn (first count) 5 Sundamne
uazASsaving 14 Tu vdawiz (STA, 2018) fuwaudesidudanusenvesiudn Tay

SuEafisondudunduni
ausen (%) = - X 100

FUULUAATINZITIVILR

- anudueaglunisen (Mean germination time; MGT)
WzLudanuIsnaaeuaIenunIgIu tnensaatudviudundifisenun@ivniuau
ASU 14 Tundamz Auamanuinedslunisien lay
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MGT = (o
=23

3 2 a o A
uUULaARsaNtuIUN D
FUIUTU

= a 2 v . e ' aa P v o ¢ @ w

N1SANBINAYAINITATEUNEAAAE Bacillus subtilis AaTaATINVBIRUNA1RY 4 dUavinade

Uan

v 14 1

NsinSeNiunUgn
dsnauaviieniiunugnueliomeailasunansenuannlsaiisndeveununinsliugineads

Wiz Jamdnasvan invnnsugnuziemalulsaseuvuin 6x12 was (Figure 1A) aelulsaseudiu

oA lasunnudeneannlsaiienden (Figure 1B) Ynnsiiuaungilawmannageulsaiie

1o lnedndiurossuigiriofunug1inianiueln dunavouiveeinisianvuzduinia

Wesnmsidhangvedlsa wasdndiudwuiizniuvineudinladnagsznudonveuunaiiielna

ponuluL (bacterial ooze) (Figure 1C)

Figure 1 Tomato planting areas suffer from bacterial wilt (A) tomato plant suffered from bacterial
wilt (B) and bacterial ooze (C)
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nswSeNRuUNakan1sE1eUan
3 A v Y A v v
wnzdnuzamaluniavquuuin 105 viau Tdiinueadudanlunisimie Wedunaiony 30
Tu drevgndunalulsaseulgnueiliomeaunn 6x12 wWns NuNLUaauanuuin 1.5x5 WAs se8emg
FENTNAY 80x70 LOURLLAT
N1358ATINVDIAUNG
Hududundieny 2 4 uay 6 dUanidsnelgn Awiamesidudnissendin lng

. FUIUAUNANTONTIN
nmssentin (%) = ———— x 100
UIUAUNA VLA

nsAATIvidaya

1N4UNUN1TNAaRslaeaS Completely Randomized Design 97u2u 4 1 SsiiUseudio
AIULANANVBIALRAERIETS Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (OMRT) Tngldlusunsy R statistic
analysis version 2.14.0

NANISNAABILAZ IR
a v & o sy . e ' < a
NAYBINIATHUANNTBUNAANWUGH I Bacillus subtilis Aaanusan aAsuRdelunsen

MawRsudniugie B. subtilis fenmien waranaiuedslunisien S1uau 5 vidniuus
(Table 1) wu31 AsENUIATEIU AEItuN1SIDn warAusenluannulaslidanuunnsneiu
ysadAfudaluganiuay damsondausd 98.00% (T3 wag T4) §1 100.00% (T1) fnusuadelu
n159en 4.08 Fu (T5) §ia 4.18 Ju (T1) wazlianueniuaninulag 96.00% (T3 T4 uay T5) £ 97.00%
(T1 uay T2) egslsfinunsedeuadaiusiei wae 8. subtilis Tunlfulunseniiniiudaym
AIUAL Bewley and Black (1982) $1891u77 nMaiadsuaumiouadafusiiunaifiuaudulisy
wideniug Tnensusiudeluih vioansazanefifirududumnyan lugamgdfivnngay lussezom
fiisaeriigiliadainsdsuudainssuiunsmduad wazaisine s veuude

Table 1 Mean values of percentage of seed germination, mean germination time and percentage
of field emergence.

Treatments Germination MGT Field emergence

(%) (Days) (%)
T1 (Control) 100 4.18 97
T2 (DW 12 hours) 99 a.11 97
T3 (DW 24 hours) 98 a.14 96
T4 (B.S. 12 hours) 98 4.17 96
T5 (B.S. 24 hours) 99 4.08 96
F-test ns ns ns

CV. (%) 2.45 2,177 3.63
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= I s v . e A aa v v
NAYBINITLATYNAIIUNIDNLUAANIY Bacillus subtilis #RI2AYINVDIRUNAN

N3ANYINaVDINITHIBUAIUNSBNEATUTHY B. subtilis fienssenTinvasiunduzile
wamevdinievgnluanmiuiifinefinsssuinvedsaiiendon Wuna 6 &Uaid nud lu
Al 2 Wesidudnissentinvedundnldunnnaiunieda we T3 waz T¢ Fadunmseiouniy
wlendndet (unan 26 $3lus waz B, subtilis Wunan 12 Falus fuwldulvdundrsendinly
anwiisimsszuneveslsadiondengean (100%) ludaid 4 way 6 wuin wWeslduinissendinues
sundnanad Ing T3 (100.00%) wag T4 (100.00%) HesidudinissentingianetaltudAgvnsada
Mahmood et al. (2016) 9189131 Msia3enaNunioumdniuglagldqaunisiinmduisnsia
Bmilsiiannsoteliudedanuend wenldegrsainaues waglddundfiuduss Fansndey
anumnfousdaituslngliadunidannsavliadunidifiusuaulssnnsfiivesudariunsui
Y3085 aNY ImEjmiLm%‘smmmw%'auLuﬁmﬁuﬁ:@h&JLmﬂ‘ﬁL%'aa’m’ﬁal,ﬁmi’wmm’m 10 14 10,000 1911
1% (Callan et al., 1990) Favilrnsinssuanunsenwansie B subtilis Wuran 12 $2lus Sualidu
néiFAnsengean lurnefimasieumnumieudaet iuna 24 Slusdnaliiundifinsengegn
Liiunnsefumeadnfu nswseunnundeuwdndae B. subtilis Wunan 12 Falus veiifiosannis
w3snAumdondet annsadnilidunduduse uaransnsanuseanwwandoniilivnzald
(Fakthongphan, 2016) agnslsfinu Jadefidduesiznisutudeiuih vieasazans Ao 9ol
wazszazIalunIsut (Kaya et al,, 2006) szoziauazguvniifvanzantielviudaianusen sen
e (Bewley and Black, 1985)

Table 2 Percentage of tomato seedling survival in outbreak bacterial wilt in greenhouse

condition.
Treatments Percentage of seedling survival (%)
Week 2 Week 4 Week 6
T1 (Control) 80.09 78.09 b 78.09 ab
T2 (DW 12 hours) 80.87 7247 b 63.86 b
T3 (DW 24 hours) 100.00 100.00 a 100.00 a
T4 (B.S. 12 hours) 100.00 100.00 a 100.00 a
T5 (B.S. 24 hours) 97.83 97.83 a 9131 a
F-test ns * *
CV. (%) 10.84 8.24 9.67
GEIL

mawssuAUnSauwAn Uz amAmadeLUATiSe B. subtilis wazi Yiwduasuliude
Twnltusenlangy ldundfianuudase Inaniswseuanunsauvesudausilomanme B. subtilis
& o ¥ I3 o ° vy P & a a = Aa
Wwnan 12 92l wazid Wwan 24 92l ilaaunauzidawmeanusaasgaulalululsasound
AsszuInvalsaienldedlen agrslsimu nsAnwiliduissnisneasuilasdudmsunagauainy
PNwaENIsIenTInitu SilanudndudeadneinswSounnundonveudaiiaanuaunsatunis
AuAulsARNY
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NUBUNBASIT1IEIE 3 0UUBUUN Tenebrio molitor L. (Coleoptera: Tenebrionidae) 1Hu
wasAsugiafiddyreaniald lunszuiumadsusameadefifntufeyavomusutensidmand
Feannsnthunldussleviuandudemeaieneldlifunwsnadwemhiu nqguszasdvoiniside
5Lﬁ@"3meﬁmaawmaﬁmmﬂyjawuaumﬂfﬁnaﬁ wasfnwanudululdlunmsihyavueuuensn
Franduldusslevidmiuduledunidlunssuiunisudnnena1iises annslnTsiyanusulen
$18mE3 nusmoimsiws stgvdnlulasiau (N) weaesa (P) uaslwunadey (<) whity Sevas
4.24 4.86 uag 2.27 Bun3eing (OM) wihiu Sawar 57.93 dnsrdiuasveuselulasiau (CO/N) wiriu
9:1 Al (EQ) winfiu 7.06 wag pH Wity 5.71 nnsfnwiuSeuiisunisugnaniiies 4
n33938 Msldeiedl (T1) yanueunensinand (T2) yald (73) wazlalladeiedl (T4) wuin anaiSesd
Ugnlaeldsnyauensndnnad aunsafiuifvmandnnenanidesndausn lutufl 62 ndsnsugn
uaz 66 Yu Andednnunenvesijoiadl (T1) yavususensidnad (T2) yald (T3) uaz ynarunm/lil
Tde (Ta) Wity 10.3323.57 10.17+1.74 6731172 waw 2131237 aon/fu tndinannon iy
9.3713.64 8.11%2.43 7.4811.81 uay 4.7511.05 nsu/non Uay tduUNUAUINa1IABN LWIFY
6.5610.91 6.1140.54 5.8310.50 uay 4.7710.42 lwufiuns audu wazn1sldyanueunensitng
ad dwiuduleduisslumsugnasnanibeddyinaliiunnsiisiunaadatunslélewns (P>0.05)
AdAey: veuduIINUUBULENSITIENE; MaTesdunsy; nsldusylevy; mnaudulule

ABSTRACT
Mealworm, Tenebrio molitor L. (Coleoptera: Tenebrionidae) is an important economic
insect in southern Thailand. Waste of insects in farming process is frass or excrement which can
be utilized and increased income for the farmers. The objectives of this research were to analyze

plant nutrients of mealworm frass and feasibility study on the utilization of mealworm frass in
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the organic marigold production process. Results revealed plant nutrients were macronutrient
and micronutrient. The primary macronutrients were nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P) and potassium
(K) were 4.24, 4.86 and 2.27%, organic matter (OM) was 57.93 %, carbon to nitrogen (C/N) ratio
was 9:1, electrical conductivity (EC) was 7.06 and pH was 5.71, respectively. The possibility of
organic marigold production was compared with 4 marigold cultivation treatments; chemical
fertilizers (T1), wheat bran weevil manure (T2), chicken manure (T3) and without chemical
fertilizers (T4). This study was found that the first harvested marigolds flowers was on the 62™
day in mealworm frass treatment while the other treatments were on 66" day after planting.
The average number of flowers of chemical fertilizers (T1), wheat bran weevil manure (T2),
chicken manure (T3) and control/no fertilizer application (T4) was 10.3313.57, 10.17+1.74,
6.7311.72, and 2.13%2.37 flowers per plant. Fresh flower weight was 9.37%3.64, 8.1112.43,
7.48%1.81, and 4.7511.05 g. per flower and flower diameter was 6.56£0.91, 6.11%0.54,

5.8310.50, and 4.77£0.42 cm, respectively. Data analysis of average number of flowers, fresh
flower weight and flower diameter of marigold on mealworm frass and chemical fertilizer were
not significant different (P>0.05).

Keywords: mealworm waste; organic marigold; utilization; possibility

At

A12L303 (marigold) Tagetes erecta L. Lf’Julﬁmaﬂmwgﬁﬁ]ﬁ'ﬁﬁiyﬁ&J@Jﬂ@dmmsfd’mﬁw
melulszina Lﬁmmmﬂuﬁﬁjﬁﬁqﬂdw Wiyiulagy aenflvunalveg Tinandngs Msveziandu fo
aniFesannsaiiuiieinandnvdsninugnifies 60-70 Ju anunsavgnuasifivifeinandnldnasnd
danalilnumsnsanansafinuntisszogianmsugniasmaiuiedld uenanandessdulinend
UQﬂLﬁalsz’fﬁm%’uﬂizé’u anues uaglglumaniadiAgeie Lan ﬂmgﬁummﬁauLﬁaqﬂﬁﬁmaﬂlﬂm
g miuuilaa videiFuninlineniuld (edible flower) mauslaelineniioidiueims wandasionms
W@3uauAM uazensHlaidu (Functional food) Apamsiiuszneufieansdidqmioaisesngnii
lilFffesmmuamdasunmsiuguitfuusslosidesame uidifldunedeunavanaudssly
nsinlsAse FesnsvuamnunazANUfaIsTReIMSIMENiitInnT e eeiilas AshdrTides
Ailsddlunniliaenunduoms aseadulinendnvianisidouuudssuidundnsiusi
iesanaenanibesiiansusulnilad (Xanthophyll) Faduanslidnguualsiiuesd Afassnaaluns
\uasthssanen Jesfumnudonvesaeuszaman wagaslunguilailiused (Flavonoids) e

Jueed (Terpenoids) Auadin (Phenolic) waziunualsiiy (B-carotene) 1 uansdusuyadasy
(Nattakit et al., 2021)

msUgnanidesvidoliinen el miuiluemsiaduguamuioomsilaidudsiises
Ailsfaduegds Ao manndsvesasiailunssuiunandn Jearsiadildlunszuaunmsndalaun
WEGH
wigivlnvesfirdndudesldsusnemnsluiadifio monazmnzaudwzannsalinandniil
@mmwmwmmdaﬂquﬁaﬂ%ﬂaLﬂﬁLﬁaLﬂuLmdqﬁmmmﬁﬁw%'Uﬁ% Sﬂﬁgqmﬂﬁffﬂamﬁa&msiaﬁm

Wuszeznauudwalinudennsy wazvhlvfivseinnsesydvle msivesdevsevoundenla

wagansiniinndndngity luvaenasalidwansenuivguamgusinauwdluvusiaeanulunis
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nmsviadaduldusslenidmsuduledunigiogrunsvais Usznoututaguuuuasdiund
unumlunsdudniiasvgio Jaduundsemsmadenuielsfiumaden nieemsival (Novel
food) dmsuuyuduardnifuuliiufstuedeeios Tagiiunaiauuasialanilyariunnndt 400
aumTegansy wazA1an13alInlul 2570 YaA1NISRAIATR90 T IUSAUINNUNAILEIRN 2,067.9
auwsyyansy (Trade Policy and Strategy Office, 2022) denalvilunssurunisuaniinveddy Ao
yavesuuasfianunsothuliusslonidmivduleliuiiy Snvisdadunsanesliduaug (Zero
waste)

NUBUNUDATIV 12818 WS 0WUBUUN mealworm, Tenebrio molitor L. (Coleoptera:
Tenebrionidae) Wunsanasugiafiimadssegunsnanslunield itelddmsubuomnsvesdniin
Fn U0 wasdeiiana LﬁaqmnﬁiﬂiﬁuqmazmmmﬁwmLﬂuLma'inauwmme’l,ummié’mﬂé’(Kanok,
2013) My fumueuNeniinadiieduumasesdng veudeiiAnlunszuiunsndn fe ya
vosmuou daduunassinemsifdvesiiy (David et al, 2020) awnsavhanldidudouazdsualinig
\wiydulanazsandslndidssiunslddeind (Kunwanlee and Maneerat, 2021) 519emnsfiwiilsann
yauasiieuuananstuduiuensildlunisides (Poveda et al, 2019) Jagtiugidelddinisnan
ansomnslddmiuissueuteniinadluvenjoinaftelddmiuidumiefowumasish ya
vowuauueatnadiduresdefiAnnnnadsuazineideiingninduiddiunandesen
dieldUsslemidmiudumasenmsia Tnqusvasdvosmsifoiifieinseismensfivanveses
\dearnnszurunsndnnusunensidaadluiesUiuinins wazdnmenudululalunisudanen
A RBUNIIMELATUDULEATIT NG

gunsnluazdsnis

nsAaisImeIMITEIINvaLdelunsTuIunsHEAURUNaASI1ENE

thesdenieyavueuiindennnszuiunisudanusunoniiinad funeidodasldgns
91STINARTAEUIENARLIUN TR Sycanus collaris (F.) wazuasivini ey wdauenile
dostunsuutiouresusuazdnuduensiimand lnldmeunsssounaned auin 10 wuy (Fusiu
Audnatamv1e 0.51 dadluns) didregayanueutens1tanafinien Y 500 niu dagud
UFTRMTAAEinas Annnenssssuna uminetdoasauniuns iledinsizsisinevnsvdn
e WNIT0 Wazqasiddydniuit nduihdeyadildunuieudsuiuannnsgulesunas
MuUsEMANTIATINEINYAS 1309 “rvumnasidedunis” wa 2557

msfnwanudululdluntsuinaenaiFedunsd
nsnweuuldlfifensndnnonanidestagliyanueuseasiinadidules (51me1mns
i) Wisuifsuiunslieiiinumsnstinisld Ae Jewadl Jeyaln uazlaldansiadl (control)
Aun1ugnanises s wlasdjuan1sn1advnnsinn1sdngiie AugnineINIsIsunIR
wIngdeaswaiuaiuns Ingnanmialug lneuEuNITNAaeILuUduaysal (completely
randomized desigh, CRD) Usgnaunae 4 n35u3s Ae Jewadl (T1) yanueunens1t1iand (T2) yald
(T3) uaz yamuan/lildles (Ta) Busndunslaemnziwdanidedumanguuug 104 gy Wunan
14 Yu pnifudedundradunszansugnuunn 8 ir Anaudueieldlilunszanauds nssuds T1 W
{oiailgns 16-16-16 Wlaami3eseny 4 uas dani uazans 8-24-24 laenit3eseny 7-10 dansi uaz
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n33w3% T2 uar T3 laeludnan 55 nfu/su/dunt uwiagnsaudsvh 3 61 wiagdldiunases
U 10 AY 1‘151’%L.wiawuﬁmﬂ%y’qLLiﬂué’W’mﬁﬁmiéﬁ&Jﬂaﬂé}’uﬂéﬁm’;ﬁmmmvawLfJunm 7 U uay
1‘1/11Jsmﬂaﬂmmummammaama 10 dawi Guiintoya Fuusnuesnsifiuieanands s1uunen
vhweinan waz R uAugnaen AAuAsldludazads Audeyaiduszesiian 20 ’;uuanmnaw
Ugniduan 60 "LJ']‘ZJEJJJﬁVﬂWJﬂLﬂi%%WN@JLLiJilJi’JuVlNaﬂmfﬂ’JEJ Analysis of variance, ANOVA i
sedumEesTy 95%

NAN1MAABILALIRNTA]

N153ATERsMeMITNYIINYaLdsTunTEUIUNITHANUaUNEAIIY1 818

PNMTIATIRIT WM MTAYAINTR Rl unTEUINNTHENURUNBASITIEE (Yarueuwen
$19719813) TngauduJuRn1sinseinans AugnIneINssssuyi wudl yavueutens1iIang 4579
o srgudnlulpsiou (N) Weanesa (P) waslnuvaideu (K) Wity Sovax 4.24 4.86 uas 2.27
519309 MA312 upauen (Ca) unniliden (Mg) warluiden (Na) whitu Jevaz 0.54 0.91 uax 0.04
wazgasIAiy A3A59 5 viln Ao wdn(Fe) wuanflavn) Aoules(Cu) danzd(Zn) uarlusou(d)
WU 140.1 130.30 10.52 waz 119.73 ppm Aud1fy Audu Wiy Seeay 8.44 dunieing (OM)
whiu Sevar 57.93 snsrdruasussiolulasiau (C/N) wiriu 9:1 Anastlnd (EC) windu 7.06
uaz pH Wiy 5.71 Fseiilageninsemansuinnisinums Fea “Avuanasitedunis” w2557
(Table 1)

nsanganadulyldlunisudanananiFedunid

PNMsANwIUTEUTiBuNIsUgNAISes 4 n3suds Ysenaume mslddewndl yanueuuens
F1and yald wagllateownd wui aaFesiivgninglitanyanensiinmd aunsafuifemnande
ponadesasausn lutudl 62 n&an1sUgn wag 66 Tu lelivenssnissu Aadesiuiunenves
Jaiadl (T1) yavueunens1t1iad (T2) yaln (T3) waz yaaruaw/lildde (T4) windu 10.3313.57
10171174 6.7341.72 waz 2132237 aen/du Wanidnanaen windy 9.3743.64 8114243
7.4811.81 uay 4.7511.05 nSu/nen way LduN AU NaIn0N AU 6.5610.91 6.1110.54
5.8310.50 way 4.77£0.42 Wwufiluns swadiu dethdeyauiieswvinamsadianuin msldyanuey
weasinmataduveandonnnszuiunsudausuueasiinma Weliuandetumaeadatunis
14Jewall (P20.05) (Table 2)

Tunszurunmsndnuuasisiifuveandefiindudnlg) Ao yavosuuas danstiganuey
wonsrimandulivsslevdideliiAnnsmuisuvesagmamanuandudssndudniesadunis
Yrwanvey (Zero waste) islsmeldfinmaiyavesiassiatiunldusslond uasnuh yavesmusu
wonsinadUsEnauiie smemsfinisnaudn 519309 WarqasIA (Poveda et al., 2019; Houben
et al., 2020) LLavumﬁmm’lmUuﬂaaumawuUsvammwTunWisnﬂmmimmLmuim LaLNAIY
nunuliiuiy wuanznsmueds wazdnihnisasisanuwdusdiduiiy (Poveda et al, 2019)
uaﬂmﬂﬁﬂwslﬁgaﬁuauuamﬁwiwqaﬂﬁLflua'quﬂiaﬂau‘lui’aqwaﬁm%’uﬁﬂuaﬂﬁma faanunsadioiiia
anuanunsalunmsilulasaululdselond anusinaueailendifogluiaguan 1uflogenduves
8un3d (Nogalska et al, 2023) MnmsldyanusunonrinandiitedulslunisugnaniFesmuin



MFATNYATLALDIMNT 152D, 2(1): 29-35

$ruausendedu dntnanuanduihuguinansuesaen fatlndlAssuarlaiflenuusndeiuneadfity
nslddoind Feaenadosiu Kunwanlee and Tewee (2001) nu3inisldyanusunensiiniana
anusabinandafisuvindunisiddeniilunisudandnneaniudin-u.e. waznistaledadayanuou
un Jedndinyaiein uaslodadiayanuouunmauiurleaa Iivandndnoiusunusid 1 lauansag
futunslidewndl waznsnisalddefiddiuusznevveyaunas ¥reifins1ne I sndn waziii
duvsdingludu Fadunsusulassadremulisdu (Prachwanee, 2021)

Table 1 Plant nutrition of mealworm frass from laboratory compared with organic fertilizer
standard of DOA

Plant nutrition DOA organic fertilizer Mealworm frass

standard

Macronutrients
Primary (%weight/weight)

- Nitrogen >1.0 4.24

- Phosphorus >0.5 4.84

- Potassium >0.5 2.36
Secondary (%weight/weight)

- Calcium - 0.54

- Magnesium - 1.32

- Sulfur - NA
Micronutrients

- Boron - NA

- Copper - 10.47

- Iron - 140.10

- Chloride - NA

- Manganese - 130.30

- Molybdenum - NA

- Zinc - 119.73
pH 55-8.5 571
Moisture <30 8.44
Organic matter (OM) (%) 220 57.93
ocC 33.68
C/N ratio <20:1 9:1

EC (ds/m) <10 7.06
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Table 2 The 1% harvested flower, number of marigold, average number of flower fresh weight,

and flower diameter on different fertilizers

1** harvested No. of marigold (flowers) Flower fresh Flower
Treatment flower Vi M + weight (g.) diameter (cm.)
in ax M TSD

(Day after plant) eans (meanztsd) (meanzsd)
T1 66 7 19 10.3313.57 a 9371364 a 6.5610.91 a
(Chemical)
T2 62 6 13 10.17%x1.74 a 8.112.43 ab 6.1120.54 a
(Mealworm frass)
T3 66 1 10 6.73%1.72b 7.48%+181b 5.83310.50 b
(Chicken manure)
T4 66 1 4 2131237 c 4.75%1.05 c 4771042 c
(Control)

F-test * * *

* Different letters within the same column was indicated the significant different at P<0.05

GEIL
N5t1veandeNNTEUIUMINEALIaWS oyakuasaiagarayldUslovd yanueusen
$rimaalisnesfivnsuiisavan 519509 warsmiEsy Tufsamdunsn-as (pH) uaza1ns
i (E0) fmnzausenmilulivsslovivesiiv msilulflumsudnnenaniFesiissansam
Wiguindunisléleinduazannsaiunlddmivdusmemmsiniienimannenaideduszuy
un3d
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mﬁ'lL‘wEJEJ‘%LﬂumﬁwﬁWmamémﬁiaﬁuﬁqq wui@fﬁdiﬂmﬂmﬂ%’lﬂuﬁmmmié’mﬂugﬂufuwmf"]
muszezaIMRAuRsnzay winnlueigvieduusznouvesiuillamsolldusslovdls
onananeifumwvg defiuduiefureinanannaiafiiusinaunn MsmuuInansIanistite
ihlulduselenidesadudsivhanla Ssaonedosfunmanasugianuudds wilsludufonisihuni
mindanimdeldUsslesinieninnens dedu nsAnwiedelTed fnguszasdifiofinyg o
Wewurenhmindinmitlgannsminvgudesuasruingn eldun UnauuafiGenomn uay
Araudunsadisiiengnisniin 2 seoy TAgN9UNLUNITNARDILUY independent t-test LUaN1T
npaeseaniu 2 nau nauas 6 11 nqudl 1 nun 21 Fu ndudl 2 i 28 Tu MneansAn
wudn dmsineaesnay SUsmauuaiiEeranuauaneiaty Ao 22.5x10° uaw 5.76x10° cfu/g
auadu (P<0.05) Turausdinnudunsasmsldunnsnaiu Ao 4.11 wa 4.42 auddu (P>0.05) Fudu
Padlndidsstuannudunsassvesnimdindanmiluildfuludagiu aniensilueeiesalae
nMsnageulsEansnmamaaiivarmenmessimindanm Swmsefiunisieiisliiiausslon
iy wezhandudnuuammildumslivsyleninnveanielimamaneasiieliiinveadetos
fign dnslden uandrdnssvrunsusanmiiovnduanldlu Tumensnuasdely
AANARY: Yvsindanm: e ules; wwinan; nsiuildusslevudlu; wwsughatad

ABSTRACT
Napier grass is a high yielding grass commonly uses as a forage in various ways according
to the appropriate harvesting period. But if at the age or plant components of cannot be utilized,
it may become agricultural waste as well as leftover vegetable scraps from fresh markets that
are plentiful nowadays. Finding simple ways to manage the agricultural waste and align with the
BCG economic concept is interesting. One of them is to make bio-extract for agricultural use.
Therefore, this study aimed to study the basic properties of the bio-extract obtained from

napiergrass and fresh vegetable wastes, namely a microbial content and a pH value at two
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fermentation periods. The experiment was planned as an independent t-test. The trial was
divided into two groups with six replicates each. Group one; fermented for 21 days and group
two fermented for 28 days. The results showed that that the two groups of bio-extract were
different in the total bacteria content that were 22.5x10° and 5.76x10° cfu/g, respectively
(P<0.05). Whereas the pH content reviewed at 4.11 and 4.42, respectively (P>0.05), which is
close to the pH value of general bio-extract used today. Extending the results by testing the
efficiency of the bio-extract both chemical and physical should be continued for more benefits.
Finally, it seems to be another way to take advantage of agricultural waste to create zero waste,
reuse, recycle and upcycle in agricultural sector.

Keywords: bio-extract; napiergrass; vegetable waste; upcycle; BCG economy

A

BCG Economy %138 151530 tAT¥EAIWIeU Laslasugadilien (Bio-Circular-
Green Economy) #e lulnaiaswgiagniswannidsdu Wunmndaniniinermans imaluladuas
uinnssulunseiuanuannsalunmsudsduegadsduliiy ¢ gnanmnssutming (S-curves) leun
PAAIVNTTUNTATUATEINT BAAIMNTTUNGWULAETAR 8AAMNTTUAVNINUATNITUNNY Uag
gRaMNssINTYieNiBIazUIns Taginenmans mealuladuazuinnssuasiiludiofiaussansam
TiAunaniidugiunisnaniiy 1wy nwnsnsuazyuu naonsuatuayuliiiaguszneunisingn
Auduazuinmsiifiyadiingaiouinnssy (NXPO, 2023)

wavnam A ianssufiiedestuiassgiamuiou fe aunsoooniuundndudiuas
ﬂi:ﬁ‘u’mﬂ’]imﬁmLﬁ@lﬁLﬁWU@ﬂLﬁUﬁ@Sﬁlﬁﬂ (Eco-design & Zero-Waste) daasunslden (Reuse,
Refurbish, Sharing) wazlAudrAgyiunisdnnisvendsainnisnanuazuilag ﬁwmiﬁﬁmqﬁuﬁ
mumsmﬁmLLax‘U%ImLLa”aLsﬁngﬂizmumsl,l,ﬂiamwLﬁané’wﬂ‘ﬂm (Recycle, Upcycle) 3ss19a1n
szuuAsugRakUUR AL Tdunslivswenns nandn wasnsadrsweads (Linear Economy) (NXPO,
2023)

Tugrunsinunstuiededasasafuuundadnd uasdnstunaaduldfuuoeis
soilos uaznildluutansswessirefiunsnarslunvasnsniodiaulade n1svidhuindann
(Bioextract) dufuansazansidutudildannisminiawiis viednd duansilinumuaugndes
aanglnsuuniiise dudlorunssuiunisudiasldasaraeduduiimadionunaminfiauysoias
wuansuszneuninansiulanse Wsku nsnesilu sesluuuay wuadeegiludnuauunn (Samrakkit,
1999) Mstinsndanin sndszandldusglen Tudwdug wu dunisinuns dwsndanm s
ownsddey alulnsiau vieavie¥a Tunadeu uraifeu uasimedu Seamnsmiludue i$enn
nawsyiulavesiiy iununwuesandnliAdy uazdiannsaldlauasingiivld Tnsmsdamunie
Wisluduvdeth seusuanmanudunsa-ang Tuiuuaz heusvanmiasadsvesiuriiliinusiu
g uilaR PodivduunueiiGeluiu hefusrnmstesaneansduridlufuuasih Menduiiz
vidoutudeiug viewiudilelsnaifinsn uagmnaigidulavesity [Wuasivimiihfnilousesluy
Wynsgun1sfingn MaanuluwdadnynsyienseAun1siasaiulnvesiiy (Pornpisuthimas et al.,
2009) dmsuamaLTATalUrenmindInw Nobamombodee et al. (2008) IfifuTausmsegiai
wintnnuagdaseinuaudinuandy Table 1
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Table 1 General properties of bio-extract from various sources (117 samples)

Properties Plant Herb Fish shell mix
pH 3.3-5.1 3.5-8.8 3.6-6.2 3.4-8.4 3.7-9.0
EC (ds/m) 0.12-8.54 0.17-9.85 3.1-33.8 0.24-10.92 0.63-12.52
Organic carbon (%) 0.14-18.88 0.04-21.49 3.2-194 0.12-20.59 1.02-14.25
Humic acid (%) 0.03-0.98 0.01-0.35 0.03-0.18 0.03-0.50 0.004-0.42

(found 23%) (found 32%) (found 46%) (found 39%) (found 55%)

Source: Nobamornbodee et al. (2004)

~N e

dnsugauvasinuluimindanm Seiidesnts sendiau waglidosnseondiau qauriei
ogfludwiindanmAeuuafiFouars wuafiSefinudnilug WuwuafiFe wnsuuan wanduwuaiide
WInas19nTALan@n LW Bacillus sp., Lactobacillus sp., Streptococus sp., HUNUINEY DUAAY
Sunietmgiuwindvindanwainansluanalwgliiluanadnas Yanudessinemsiidu
Uslomilsuniio uastsdudimaiquesbunidnolsauteinld wwafiGedunduvesdunisiny
fUSnasnnuazvanvanefign warazanUSinauazanuvatmatsvesaetiugadlumuszaznates
NNSYIIN

vl (Napiergrass) i3 03nenaansan Pennisetum purpureum Mg 1vudessamdu
v lundouiidnuas Tumnueznadiddundeses taldusdlenlluguduemsdninenses
lﬁwmaiﬂtmuﬁ%ﬂamﬁamiﬁmaﬂ Uamﬁaﬂa’adﬂ nszde unz wny asumzduluwlas wie dhmiin
’LusﬂwmmmmmﬂmﬂummimﬁaﬂumwmLmawmam usiadmfaglasulnsuzanniionifiods
Juagfu aneiug QRETEE gosrUsznoumaaivesguulesivnnld (Umpuch, 2021) Tuduves
AautRvesvigminiu Seuideildtinmesidiaudunsadwemgiudoivminuasuiunm
wuaiise wu Aesdunsanie wefudesuintes 1 91y 6 weullongniswiin 21 waz 28 Ju Tngly
fimsAuanafuuisadly wuan feranudunsa-ig winfu 4.31 uag 4.30 auddu Falaiumneneiu
pgnsfidodrAneana (P<0.05) (Umpuch et al., 2019) Kongjak and Umpuch (2019) lanaaseniin
viudefinges 1 wintafulunsviivan wui sdhudesihminsautunssiusaznisiaad
Amnudunsasiavindu 4.08 wagdimnuuanansiuegredivedAayyneada (P <0.05) Auatanudu
nsarnwwamguledinges 1 minsautunseiuuarnintinaiiansaeg Wity 4.39 sy
‘U'%mmt,wﬂﬁL'%EJWUdmzﬁmﬁﬂﬁmqmwﬁﬂ 21 %u fiUSinauuaiide e 2.50x107 (CFU/g) \ila
LﬁmzazmwﬁﬂLﬂumqmswﬁﬂ 28 Ju flUSnaunuAiiiSe Vavun 3.92x10° (CFU/g) (Umpuch et al.,
2019) Uusiu

mndeyadindnidusumsvidmindinm uagnslivssleninnuduudesiitoyanis
tanminifteldidssdniudaniu msveaedldnghenguniidnionliusslondldlisuinasinunns
919RATY 3D LT ﬁ”nmLﬂui’mqawﬁﬂumwﬁﬂimﬁumw‘l’ﬂ (Kromrattanaporn, 2010)F swuld
ihlumunsaideunienarnaniiiovnimindinm dandudnuuammidumslivssleninnes
widolimsnanunadieliinvendetioniian (zero waste) finsldn (reuse) wazidngnszuaunis
wdsanmiietnduanldiv (recycle) lunanisinuasdeluld fadu muidedsdingusvasdiiio
Anwgaautidssuresininiinmildnnnemdvg uulesuasauing Tnsasatinse
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USunauuaiiiseianun kaserauiunsanig wieazidunuinidlunisihluld Uselovdlunie
Msnunsaely

aunsaluazisnis

aunsal

gunsaluazandmsurindwiindanin 1 dnanfidudumdenisanaaialn sunonaos
van Sinunusnil Fasznouelmwues dnniavn dnnavien dnnguand dnnaneds dmdudau
yomiguulofazlindgiudefiugiindes 1 onguszanm 6 WWeulanduanuuadeiadosdund
w3 estatiuin damfuuudenda auie 20 Ansdruau 12 &5 nantana S1uau 6 dns uwuaflide
duns1zdiuas Sau 2.4 Ans vidr 120 Ans uazfineniung

aunsal uazdandmsuiusaegns leun vingusu Jnines vua 800 faddns nassavaaes U
W eonidsadotunauuiunm 15 faddns vasaufmenans UAZVINTUYIUIA 250 dadans

gunsal uaglandmivlieseiusinauuaiise loun vingusuy dnines awn 1000 addns
Yiuw mum’m%aumuﬁa @15 Agar-Agar powder waga1s Nutrient Broth (NA)

gunsal wartandmsuinszianuiunsa-ans laun pH meter dnines awn 500 daddns
Fung wenanan (dviuldne) in3edsravia vasannasui in3een

5015
Bnsvhndinginmlunsdnwiasad 1Ensvinuansdn9de (Kromrattanaporn, 2010)

Tnadeuingausmenaudes duandly Table 2

Table 2 formula used in the experiment.

Ingredient Reference formula Treatment  Treatment

(Kromrattanaporn, 2010) 1 2

1. water (L) 200 120 120
2. molasses (L.) 10 6 6
3. fresh napiergrass (kg.) - 1.2 1.2
4. vegetable waste (kg.) 2.3 1.8 1.8
5. molasses solution (ml./l. of water) 50 50 50

6. Photosynthetic bacteria (ml.) 200 200 200
Fermentation period (day) 21 and 28 21 28

Fungudesiendesduiunu 1.2 Alanfuuazimwinan $1uau 1.8 Alandu Tdswasly
Famsfn wag Tdareniniinna $1usu 500 fiaddns ludhagen 10 Aas ldqaunidduasgina
200 findans aulidnfu wausautomelddmn Ynadsly atvnadsliludisy Deshdamng 7
Fu Tnsuvaduassnguie nguit 1 ninlfiduszezing 21 % uay nquil 2 winlfiduszozine 28
Fu TAEMUHUNTNAABILUY ttest Usznoudetudndanm 2 NaY NANaY 6 %1 (6 #¥9)
nafutieyarneg defuanszezmandnlunsasndy dieluil
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UimmLL‘ummiwwm (total bacterla count, cfu/g.) ﬁumamnuwmma“ 20 uaaami
waninduUTia 300 Saddnsuazniesusndudiuvemeaziauinfuidedivuisaesdy
mndutifinsesnwzidsatoiiemuuaiselasihsmegsiinseudnnidensiethndulasnie
#1E738n15 Dilution method T§n51n5130919087 10 -10° VUnansazanefegaiisnsnisions
U103 0.1 fiaddns asluomaidsads Nutrient agar (NA) 11013 spread plate Yuilgaumndl 37
ssrnwadoaiung 24 Salusndutusiuolalaidl danudunsasaldannsduiaegi
wifn 50 fiaddns wanfuiindu 200 fadanslurianaain wasi g laeedonudn Wunan 10
Jundl udnsesuinusdesiu thiniinseduinrnuidunsasnsneiedes pH meter Tnansifiy
Poyaniuns s iesufuRn1snans agwaluladnsinuns avingrdesviglaveansal lunse
UsUIPUUA

Teyaruilimhuiuisuiisudnadsmanuuandsvesdona 1ne independent t-test 7
sydumadeii 95 Wedidud Tnelilusunsu MS Excel

NANITNAABILAZ IR0

Mmsissuiisuszesnanlumsuintmindnmanvgudesuasauing 2 szos Ae
21 uag 28 Julasmslimgiudesorgmsdmnniidniliamsaliusslomnilismuimsinan Tiua
Msfnw fail
VanauuuaiiGenavin

MNNSANEIMUT svezansiniliud udsaliuSinauuadi S e anunanasediadl
TedAaynneadn (P<0.05) fauansly Table 2 F991n9uideaes Kromrattanaporn (2010) Wy 1
winFanmiivhnswing 28 $u ssivsinauuaiiieede 3.6x10° cfu/s Fafesninandseinmaiui
g nudedadd warldesveasuiinisiwvuaildeludutndinmanasieminnuides
Penicillium sp. Uu@auagﬂuﬁmﬁﬂ%umw Feemgeradesinnisuudeudenanenia laildiie
Mnvuaunvn faneenuiisuuiuaiiFeduegluinas dsaenndasty Buayam (2011) 16
namvEnmsvhd s R UsEavanin wut ﬁwmﬁnag”lmwsﬁ%ﬂéﬂ \utefivueiiSediuguau
wndunazymIgosaasansdunis Tavgumglazegludasszann 25-40 ssmwaidea lunsdl
veudedvsinues Umpuch et al. (2019) wuuSinauuaiiaenaman 3.92x10° cfu/e deiiuSunaudes
At minlaeemy Wesmnmsidhmindimsdunmima raensunuaiiGsdaasyiuaas
uilensedunszurumawiinlfAngitu Fadiulin lusanavsinieuaaudai Usinauwueiie
ﬁgwwﬂwfmﬁﬂﬁﬂ%mmﬁqmm FdumidedeluoafonnuidomedauuailGefianizianzas
nanIUNINAdeUUgntuivialy

Table 3 Total bacteria and pH value of different ages of bio-extract water

Duration Total bacteria count (cfu/g.) pH Value
21 days 22.5%x10° 4.11+£0.49
28 days 5.76x10° 4.42+0.60
P-value 0.38 0.00

Significant ns *

ns = means in the same column are not statistically significantly different

= Means followed by the same column are significantly different at P<0.05
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Arnnudunsaang (pH)

MnnsAnEIMUIn steznamsminfistuiiemiduasilifinasonnudunsasng wiesn
pH (Table 3) wraghslsfinmariildnuinfidgeniiAunnsgiu Ae 3.0-4.0 Wdntos uazfvinia
svaznanlumsminuuduen pH Suwnldufiafunuszesiaa fei m pH fanuduiusiusinuay
TIUIUVDILUATILTE Imaﬁmﬁﬂ%amwasﬁmmLﬂuﬂmqq (A" pH<d) m37ien pH vesthminudunse
wansEenIsAnnsTUIUNIIVTN wazdne pH vesmdnfanmiusanal 3.0 - 4.0 uAAIIINTEUIUNS
wifniinauysaiuds Taodunald arnmesfnenifueulasenled (CO,) MAnTuluriFuduuassey
AANNVBINTEUIUANSHIN (Sutthitham et al., 2004) s?fﬂamwﬁﬁﬂénagﬂmm pH Fwuldvialuainin
wiin@anmiiléannity (pH 3.3-5.1) audi Nobamornbodee et al. (2004) lés1asulilu Table 1

GEIL
Pnmsinsimindnmanmguleswesauinaniitszernamin 21 was 28 Yu wui
fusauuaTidevianuawinty 22.5x10° way 5.76x10° cfu/ml. waviliarudunsa-ane 4.11 uax
4.42 $UA1AY

daluauuy
desmndunmeassuwiadn uandunsiieneitoyadowiuogisine matluaeness
TnsmsvnaeulssavBamiudunisinems Uadnd viouuumnmuamiu denaeiiuazmeninaes
dhnndanin Sesmsdidunsdeiioliiinuselovimndu uarurasidudnuuamandsunisld
Usglomianvoaundelimenainuasiieltiisvendetosiian (zero waste) insldeh (reuse) uax
iidnszurunsuusaniwiiethnduantdlual (ecycle) lumansinumssioly
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