n1sldlalalealnuaanilsaluamisraaussanwn1sNanvaIgngn Ve
(The use of chitoligosaccharide supplementation in diet

on growth performance in weaned pig)
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MAINIENIPNENT AUTINEATAIENS UN1INENRERUATIVE

UNAnED

fumwnatuiiingUsvasdifienumavesmaitulelnledlnueanlsfluenmsdeaussnnm
MsKanvasgnansnguy Ly ssiuniukaAnwienasnifinmsiiug 17 adu Faustl) e
2535 - 2560 Beiimsiadulalaledlnuunalsflugnsenmsgnansvieiun engads 21-28 Ju iy
0.003 - 2.0 n3usieilaniue1vs wamsdnw wuin maasulalaledlnusannlsdisydiu 1 - 2 nfy
seflansuenns fuadeaussamnmssdnlugnansvenuy vilkensmaaiyiiulnndesessety

v

Usurunsiulasedisetu Useansannsiaeinis wsednsinisiasuoimsidutinntdndifvu

Tvikauana1eiuegaildudAgmeadia (P<0.05) Walisufunguaiuau asludsugthiiasunsedu

1 nSumanlansy

Adaey: lalaledlnuanailsd aussannsedn angnIveuy



UNUI

ﬂ@%ﬂﬁ’]ﬁ%ﬂumié&l%ﬁmﬁ fe Mygaydegnanslutimdmgiu iflesangnansvds e
fAnanzanueion MR asEN NG YEIgILNIINIIENT  (Environmental
stress) ¥nv89819113 (Nutritional stress) szuUupiidufufianas (Immunological stress) LAz ¥
syuvgosomsiidlianysal vilvignansdeune snarnsiasnyivlnanas uasfnidelsaldhe
inunsnsIainmsldenu §Tugiaiuadiiluemnsénd (Antibiotic growth promoter) ileteuAlutiam
MININIAMsUNGMEIUN (W3Te wazaue, 2558) lulsewenauannnglsluazansgowsnlad
wmsmsinaldansdugainniesuitugnauaduesdnd deduldinslitanildanssmna
denaunumsliuitoug Weteufuussssansmmmananlugnansngnus (Zhou etal, 2012)
lalalealnuannAnlsd (Chitooligosaccharide, COS) Wuamsieda@iug (Prebiotics) Failuoyitusnils
voslalnmuiiatnldarnivdonudeesdnrithsmnduasy fasiluomsdn idudnmadenn e
inaula Wesmnlalaledlnusaanlsd danuauselunisazaeigamiuaedanuniammilel
gufinaantilun ey SuaunavessuuNaiueIms Aadulaiensild uasanansadueanms
Haany (Wan et al, 2017) anUSuuidogdunidinelsaludld annsiinanseyyadasyluead uas

L3

n3zAuMITUYesszuundiu i lida il dnsnmaasywulauaggun minadu arunsaldunuen

=

Uftugluemsla (van and kim, 2011) edesiulalinmsasadivlanenveinvesgnansvetuy
satiudunatuiR g Ussadiiefnudnavansasy lalaledlnueanilsanseaudiedluems

Aeaussanmwskanvesgnanneundmniuliiluteyadewuliiugiauls

wslulefind (Prebiotic)

w3lulefind (Prebiotic) Hunslulawmsmanoduiileglusssmmni un toalnugnanlse wasln
auganlsd Wy muaalaledlnuaaailss duydu wselaledlnueanilsd (Fructooligosaccharides,
FoS) wuldvialulufie iy $17a18 ndae newidten sldisa il uazdad Wy Sramevesdnilal
anunsagosuazgedunlUldluszuuniafuemisld Saulnier etal. (2009) 1891w wWilulefinddy
o1svesgaunIdudinafisiustleviludlddn niedonin Tslulednd (Probiotic) 1#uA wuaiiiFelu
nqu Lactic acid bacteria \iuanInu@ada (Lactobacillus) war JHlawuadiise (Bifidobacteria)
QAunIdmaniaraninsodesnslulefndnivinmud ¥y dufunslulefnddeiusdlondlumsnszdu

mMssydulaiuTnuveiusindvselosdandnnuveaunidfnelsalusnednd auiseld

NawuENU T



nalnn syt ukazUselewdns lulefnd
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a 1 a

Wesannns lulefndiuvanuivarnuatstaziinmanidusssusenauunnen iy 3eiinaln

1
Y A

mMsvinunane s asulanail

a

1. WennsAumsasyiulnuasmsinnuvesgaunsgndusvlevillasnalntiglumsiden
91U 2 nalnfie
1.1) msunaugaiterdn (CE) wiluleindgneaslalaeieuleddninie 019 wuleyd R-

fructosidase ey [3—galactosidase
1.2) w3luleRndduiugdunsandulne viliqaunidluaunsadanzuazasdugiureanioy
ifsdbaladagnudneenty

2. nsgRugliAuiy lngenuamsluledndinufiseniu Protein receptors Unntiagagas

pifufiurengayniald SwalidnisnsedunsasiaglAuiuiy

q

3. WU uueswaddion (Goblet cell) Baduwadasrutoilanvantalddntieuntaq

MldnMsAaLe

[
v v v 6

4. nadinalumsfugazisdeseengrsduginsnaneiuduasiueuyadasy wenantl - w3

9

a 6a

lulefnddenatrsannislondreveuteqdunisilidnlulussuuisnedunisiiseyndas
pifuiulilalignldlulaglaidndu

lalaloalnusannlsd (Chitooligosaccharide, COS) fwitinlaianatiosndt 5,000 Aadu s
il 2-amino-R-1, d-glucose gnslutanaluanalndwesfe (CoHy,0N), dAUasidus Degree
of deacetylation (DD) 11nnn 70 Wasiwus uazaraulunsanauszana 4.0-5.0 (@350, 2554) 3]

gnslaseasnsluana fasy

OH
O
No H L
I~
HO H H
@ H N"‘, . | n=2-20

sumninL: lnssafduanalalaledlnueaailse

fiun: g3¥md (2554)

lalaledlnueanilss Ae Winaluanaaseidesaany ladu sedjisenaillagldnn wse

Useneulwilingldieuluilungulailulada (Chitinolytic enzyme) 1u Lafvua (Chitinase) ka



lalngnuia (Chitosanase) Auaudinlaawuveslalaledlnuannilsffie ausaazasuila wazd
Uszansanlunsgedulaunnd lalaenu dalitedrdntunsazanglunsndeu wag daumiainn

setiulalaledlnuaaailsndadyarigandt ladu uae lalaguun

dnguunazdynmaameuy

| = A v Y a & 3 o e ¢ Av X Y o Y AN = 1 oA
N1INYTUN AB ﬂ']iV]QﬂaGnuum@qq%i@u’]WUﬂWﬂﬂLﬂm%mquwEdl,aﬂ\‘luuﬂ']ﬁu@l’.} RIDOIYINN

I
L% L3

andaitudnAuunainui viegnviTlidnAuuudieieiaiviangay lagintinnsnguumall

(%
Y% 1

Q‘I al (% [l 1 d' v
VOIYNANIUUISBYN 6.8 — 8.2 Alansu 5383L'Ja']ﬂ'ﬁ‘VTEJ’]U&JGU@QQﬂE‘:Iﬂiﬁ’JiWEHUNQﬂE‘jﬂiLll’e]@']E!L@ 21-
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1% [
] o LY

28 Ju wiseumtn 5-7 Alansu Yagdumalulaglunisdesanslaimunminihduliinn aunsoven

[ '
= I

ungnansléiStuniniidimued Genimguunoutivun neludagtueaeshldduseny 10 %
FulU (Roese and Taylor, 2006)

thviinusnifin-veuu dwinusnifnduasedome s v NgNgNILINARBAM I1ig) thvith
AR nethwdnusnfafifiudunn 100 ndu vinlshaiinmenusifindu 700 nfu fadu
mngnansiwinliadhanefileniavilsihwiimenundldonn SsfemiBnshlsgndadnanas
yntuinusniAnd avdmalufsanseyuauazyu

hwiinmenuinadenmswiayfivlalueyuramnivdnngnusd madulafazinialuge
warfandymnisvzinmaesaiuln feiud siedianud dyfutiminmgiuu wndidnaen
ieswelvvinmsBassognguueenly wuignvgnuuivinadilva) Tymmiandsmenuusi maduls
Tueyunaftuuazdnadesnmnisaigiulslueyuiauazyu Pl dnsnisaelusyuisanas
venantunsfiumsiulduarmsdnmsgnansludiaaoniigndesduisiidrodiuimdnmeunld
(ammél,?:mqml,l,mma, 2558)

MIIANFULALANUNUMUUYBIGNANT NAIRINGNANTUETULUNILQNUENINAL WAz ALY
wazdnansiduminlndiAsstuogseiu Inedsans 10-20 #2 laaasiAu 20 62 msizagyilians
e AANsusDIILar iRy dwalinsuigdulnluldldaiiae msdanduanslmiuiasads
winnsevinligndesliaenadesiunginssumsegsuiudunguuesgnsuazladulumunnudesms
yosans AagyiliAnnaideronslinandnvesansluvansaiiu Insiamzesdwinliifnnsediu
Fadunavinliansifinnueden luosnAuoimsuarerafinuinune Aadiilduuddnayinlians
WinAulniacariusyansnwmsldennsiias msdangulrisuuansunniful Uagyinlide
YosgnainANduauinnedinzgn e uld livusaias dwilirenanysninszgnsasdume
liduiuarorahlfgnauisialdfuomauaihlifissme msizdodudedatuanssunenviandu
laile (@3350u1, 2557)

AMuAuABAoudaT gnansiiunanaentiisdfuviestsiufumniou sz ilanuduiaeiu

Nndu Ineuwlgnsuazgngnsanansaduitaiuwas AU undulazannwInaedlngsouRIus LN Inia
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(Horrell and Hodgson, 1992) wnanshifiauduaeiuindeunadsuienafinnsnediusening
gnsluAunefukazuenssthlugmsuinduania vivliangnsseunes ns1mMsasayiulnanaduae
Anttalsaladny FalinsldendfPusasuasiilueonisdadluseduia deausaundam

mMIngamsunaaguule

navasnsidlalaledlnuwaailsnemsdeuszaninmnisnanvasgnansngiuy

mslénanfusilalaledlnuennilsdlumsmanuasiugsladuiuduasunnin Wesnnms
wanlalaloalnugnarlsdlsinannitu fesdinsnisuanuag mamuaunswasiialsz avsnm oghdls
Anulsfimsyihidouas Anvieyavelalaledlnuenalsrdeionsidumsiaiu dnih samsaTadiuln
dwfuiiy uardnd Funwnsnsanansa @enldndn fasinnlelaledlnuenalsditeduu s loviluma
manwaslusuuadaildidudunaluonsdnidiens fupiduiuezdunsissmaaiaivlames
dmisinee wu ans e la Judu

Yan and Kim (2011) Anwmsiasulalaledlnuenailss Tuemnsseaussanimmsuanlugn
ansvigu (SoAxeaiafeixuaudisn) $1uru 80 f vhmmenandienty 21 fu Tnethuinidudy
Ay 5.97+0.46 Alan3u szoznamaans 35 Ju Insutsgnanseondu 2 ngumsvnaes Ao naud 1
mmiﬁugm (NENAUAL) WawnguTl 2 La‘%ulﬁimiaaiﬂLLsaﬂmli@“lummiﬁugwuﬁszﬁu 0.003 N3usiD
Alansue1mis nudn snsnisasivlnmissnedidety Usuimeinis inusdedideu way
UsgavBanmmsldenns veangumuauuaznguiiaiulalaloalnuennlsd laifaanuunnensiunig
Teddynieada (P>0.05) Wesnnerafietesiuseiumaasulalalodlnuen e lsdfldlunsnnaes
wiagn3lsfmunisnaassves Wang et al. (2009) nuimsiasulalaledlnuenailsdiisesu 5 nduse

AlanSuamsiviuansyu ludwmasdoaussougnsasgyduleuiv

Table 1 Effect of Chitooligosaccharide on growth performance in wean pig. (0-5 week)

Dietary COS (g/kg)

SEM P-Value
ltems 0 0.003
Initial BW (kg) 6.1 58 0.46 NS
Final BW (kg) 20.1 19.9 1.15 NS
ADG (g) 400 400 15.7 NS
ADFI (g) 771 714 33.2 NS
G:F 0.519 0.56 0.028 NS

Probability of contrast: *P<0.05
ADG: Average Daily Gain, ADFI : Average Daily Feed Intake, G:F : Gain Feed
Source: Yan and Kim (2011)



WU a3smid (2554) Anwinisiasulalaledlnueani lsdluesmsdeaussaninms
Wiiulalugnansveuy Tdgnansanaas 3 aneiius ey veutey 21 Tu $1uiu 71 60 lag
Aouuuiafenmasunsmeaesuuuduauysal viinsdedulsaFeudadussorn 56 T ewns
ndudl 1 18ud emnsiugiuesunsnesdindudu 1 Weddud dusundunnaesd 2 v 4 Wuemns
fusruasulelaledlnueaatlsdusunm 0.075,0.150 waw 0.225 niuseAlaniue1mns ngunAaesdi 5
AonguillaluenufTaug 0.110 nfuseflaniienms Hansvaaes wui SasmIiydulneiede
Hetu USnaensiitusesseiu uazUszdvsmmmsldenms vesnguaiunuuas nguiladalels

Tedlnuwaalsa luflanuuanansiunisilodfgynisaia (P>0.05)

Table 2 Effect of Chitooligosaccharide on growth performance in weanpig. (1-56 day)

Dietary COS (g/kg)

SEM P-Value
ltems 0 0.075 0.150 0.225 Antibiotic
Body weight (kg) 36.65 3595 4374 3827 40.62 1.18 0.19
Body weight gain (kg) 31.37 2872 3802 3239 34.77 1.28 0.18
ADG (g) 0.56 0.53 0.67 0.57 0.61 0.02 0.17
ADFI (g) 1.15 1.05 1.15 1.11 1.07 0.03 0.65
FCR 223 2.09 1.65 1.96 1.73 0.07 0.06

*PMeans in the same row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05)
ADG : Average Daily Gain, ADFI : Average Daily Feed Intake, FCR : Feed conversion ratio

N: g3¥n (2554)

Zhou et al (2012) Anwmsiasulalaledlnuanailsnluemisreaussaninnswantugngns
ngusiug 1gnans 3 aneug (woudisaxeesalsxqTon) 120 i IngldiniindaEudueds BW)
71 7.10+0.48 Alan3u nénumileny 21+1 Yuldnanlumsvaass 42 u uvsesnidu 4 ngumsneaes
Tnengui 1 193y neuT 2 sy aiue Ty NNl 3 uay 4 isulalale
Alnugaailsdluemnsiiseiuanududud 1 uag 2 nfuseflan3uemmns muady (Table 3) wuh
msasulalaledlnuenanlsrluomisiusedu 2 nfudedlansy dnadednsnmswiyivlnndesnsiu
wazUszansnwmsldemnsaninguiiliedulalaledlnusnnnlse wivmaemnsiirulelsiun g
fuoehsiitfuddnmisadalunnndunismaaes (P>0.05) amafiuinamsiuldlbiwnnsadesannle
Tnledlnueanlse WunsluledalidmarionnuinAuvesenms wiasnarneqdunidniusslomily
&lduazastaelvignduasomsldigatu (Gibson and Roberfroid, 1995) danades Liu et al. (2008)
Anuimaieailaledlnusanilsdlusmsansveuniieny 16 Ju lusefumiududuil 0.10 uaz 0.20
n3usieflanduenng susaifivaussouzmsaTyivindsuvintuansiaiuo Ui luemisiae

gnstungueatuay (P<0.05)



Table 3 Effect of Chito oligosaccharide on growth performance in weanpig. (0-42 day)
Dietary COS (g/kg)

SEM P-value

ltems 0 Antibiotic 1 2

ADG (g) 462° 549° 493 5148 12.4 <0.01
ADFI (g) 851 866 850 837 18.6 0.89
GF 0.543° 0.634°  0.58% 0.614° 0.01 <0.01

#®Means in the same row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05)
ADG : Average Daily Gain, ADFI : Average Daily Feed Intake, GiF : Gain Feed
Source: Modify from Zhou et al (2012)

MsfnyIves wte wazAne (2558) Anvimsiadsulalaledlnuaanilsalusmissoaussanmm
msasaivlnlugnansngun ngldgnansveiun (@Seaxansalavixuaudise) wagneu 9w 450
v o 1 = [y 1 < ! 5 ! v
77 M Ingumileeny 25 Ju uusesnidu 3 nguqar 3 91 dugnansaslumenvaasinenay 50 i
anansynnaulasuemisansmuauaziatumglalalodlnuaanilsafisedu 0.5 uag 1.0 nSuse
Alansuenms nud ansnguitasulalaledinusnailsdluemsiisedu 1.0 nsusieflansuems 4
wmtndaning Usuaemsniulduazusednsmsldemssensiasuemsiudimdndaiiu

o w a

gauunnsinaiuegeiltudrAgnieatia (P<0.05) Waeuiunguaiua

Table 4 Effect of Chitooligosaccharide on growth performance in weanpig. (0-42 day)

Dietary COS (g/kg)
SEM P-Value

ltems 0 0.5 1.0

Initial BW (kg) 8.47+0.15 8.48+0.06 8.47+0.10 - -
Final BW (kg) 32.36+0.04°  3242+023° 3332+0.05%°  0.080 <0.001
ADG () 569.2242125 570.33+39.67 592.00+2243  16.76 0.585
ADFI (g) 37.53+0.08° 37.44+0.07° 37.82+0.07%  0.041 0.002
FCR 157+0.01°  1.56+0.01°  1.52+0.01° 0.005 0.001

“®Means in the same row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05)
ADG : Average Daily Gain, ADFI : Average Daily Feed Intake, FCR : Feed conversion ratio

AU: WITe wazAy (2558)

gonmdediiu Jin Wan et al. (2017) Anwimsiasulalaledlnugnailsdluomsaeaussann
n1suanlugngnsvgun (Laudisaxgesallies) 31U 32 d1 ngrusileany 28 Tu UintinEudu
7.78+0.09 Alansu Tdameaes 21 Ju wuseendu 2 ngumsnaeass lnangudl 1 91m15HugIU ke

ngun 2 ulalaledlnueanilsdluanmsiugnu 0.10 nSureAlanste1ms 91NN15VAERT WUINEEN



sgozanIaans nguiasulalaledlnuaamlsdfisedu 0.10 nfuseAlaniuemis T8msns
WiywulasedoTugeninngualuaNetilledAyneaia (P<0.05) diudnsinsiulasedisei
LLazé’mwm3I:Uﬁauawmslﬂuﬁmﬁﬂéf’rﬂaqﬁmmmjmmﬁmaaﬂﬁwummLLmﬂﬁhqﬁuasmﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁzy
980 (P>0.05) frunmsiadulalaledlnusaailsdlifugnansssssmdmealvnaininsasuly
mmiqﬂﬂmwz%uﬂ (Table 5)
Wesnnlalaledlnuganilsddum st linanaiianuauiRtisuivaunalussuumaiuemns
sumsvhauvesgiiduiusasanyinaidesdunidiinelsalussuumaiuemis diudlowsilal

o

ToalnuaaAlsalulSunuAwunzay azdmaliandlavnnudawse v lndniauo i siaiuunTy
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maaulalaloalnuennnlssadduluemsseiu 1 niudedlaniue1vns helvignansidnsmsaey
onaduvingiitu lelaledlnuennnlsd Sadundlulefin Fudumsemsdmiugaunisidu
Uselowisame aunsaifiufonssumar Snuvesdunismaniludldinntu muuUiinagauwss
Adulne lnemsudstundofiafumainezfuiuiiiolulfuas ey fuanuaunavesydunidnmeluli
winzam (Ross, 1999) uazdateduitelsnfidulnyeananndild (Baurhoo et al, 2007) dwasoiiudi
LaEANENNNTINATNRIMNTINEAERT Favilvidndanunsadienansewsaneg Tuldluvuaums

WSaiulalaiiudu (Awad et al, 2008)

Table 5 Effect of Chitooligosaccharide on growth performance in weanpig. (1-21 day)
Dietary COS (g/kg)

P-Value
[tems 0 0.10
ADG (g) 476.05+15.67 516.83+10.37 0.038
ADFI (g) 704.99+20.00 748.81+13.40 0.079
FCR 1.49+0.03 1.45+0.01 0.221

ADG : Average Daily Gain, ADFI : Average Daily Feed Intake, FCR : Feed conversion ratio
Source: Jin Wan et al (2017)

d3d
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msiasulalaledlnuennlsansesiu 1 — 2 NSUABAlANSUIMS LNaReaNTTONINNNSHERTUY

anansuguy vilgnsmsesydulamdededirolu Usinunsivlasedisedu Ussansninms

a v
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(P<0.05) WawguiunguAluAy satiudugihiiaSunisezdu 1 nSusenlansy
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