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Effect of plant extracts supplementation on intake, blood metabolite, milk
yield and composition in early lactating dairy cows
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undnge: M5Ideliinguszasdiiionwinavesnsiasuansatnainiivse nsiuld asiwunusladluidon Usuauay
oaAUsznevestiun lilauugnuauiiiarodenlsadlaindidou (>87.5%) Swiuiliumae 30.4:4.2 Yu S 15 i
TNURUNIIARBIMUUEaLYsalluuden (RCBD) Inelyaladinsaduuion uwudladu 3 ngu ldud T1 (nguaiuew), T2 (ngu
AlFsumaiatuansatnanulng (FAN+®) sedu 20 n/f1/u wae T3 (nquilldSunaiaiuansade FAN-® sy 18 n./f/fu
suduansatndulzan (PINEX®) iy 12 n/f/3u Tnsnauuemns laynnguldsuemanandifa Aillusfusedu 15% 3
Fralweaniin uazndraluemnmveu wunnsiuldlugdinquitsaslnvuzvedlangu T3 fdngsgn (P<0.01) ogrslsiinu
naAsuuasimiing arududuues BHBA NEFA wag TAC ludfuadlannnaulaiuandisiu (P>0.05) Telungu T3 4
wﬁumiﬂmﬁuiuﬁi%"mqaﬁqm (12.34 ng/ml; P<0.01) Miasuansatnaniiwlddmanousinaning wilafildsunisiasuans
arfnasulng (FAN+®; T2) fidefidudlosiunugeniinguaiuay (P<0.05) diussdulusfudiuultudingy (P=0.09) usinsn
lasturda €15 Tubusfunltuanas (P=0.07) lulanguildsuasasudonisudioutunduauau (T2, T3 VS T1) uansly
Fuhmsiaiuansar FAN+® uag PINEX® Tustmstheiiunishuls wlsindu sufesdussnouroniula

Aday: tauy; auulng; Tusiiiay; wlslniiu

ABSTRACT: The purpose of this research was to investigate the effects of using plant extracts as dietary supplements
on intake, the level of blood metabolite, milk yield and milk compositions of dairy cows. Fifteen crossbred cows
(>87.5% Holstein Friesian), with average of 30.4+4.2 days in milk were used in a randomized complete block design
(RCBD) with batch as block. Cows were randomly assigned to one of three treatments: T1; no supplementation
(control), T2; 20 g/h/d of herbal extracts (FAN+®), or T3; 18 g/h/d of FAN+®combined with 12 g/h/d of pineapple
extract (PINEX®) as on top. A total mixed ration consisting of 15% crude protein was provided to all cows, with corn
silage and rice straw as source of roughage. The T3 treatment exhibited the maximum intake of dry matter and
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nutrients (P<0.01). There was no difference among treatments for body weight change, serum concentration of
BHBA, NEFA, and TAC (P>0.05). However, the serum serotonin levels of the cow in T3 treatment were the highest
(12.34 ng/ml; P<0.01). The inclusion of plant extracts did not affect milk production. Cows that received T2 treatment
(FAN+®) showed greater milk fat percentage compared to the control group (P<0.05). The plant extracts
supplementation increased milk protein (P=0.09), while decreasing C15 fatty acids (P=0.07) when compared to the
control (T2, T3 VS T1). This study found that feeding FAN+® and PINEX® to dairy cows improves feed intake, serum
serotonin level, and milk composition.

Keywords: dairy cow; herb; bromelain; serotonin
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(food safety) vosiuslan daudsdndudedinmsfnwasasumadendus wu asadaaniiy, Wslulefin uaznsluledn

onaununslidenufduslnglidmansenuranuninvedndueianndalifeitaes a1sainniiy (plant extracts) 195y

auauladuegiaunn Wewindnaaniilunsiugdund fusyyadasy wazdun1ssniau (An et al, 2020) n13ldans
afpanfigluemisdniimeandesdusuiinisfne wiasddldiduiiunsvnarsunndn a1nns@nefiniuun arsadnainiia
waNINAVslunseuRdun3e Sanansauiuuginismdngeslunseinggiau ann1sudesuiaiTounszan uagiiunansn

Tudn P80 (EL-Essawy et al., 2021)
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Yaduunaniviviansainainiieliuszansnmlunisndandniifeides Ao a1599ngmd (secondary metabolites) &

Wuansusznouanzfinuluiivusazsia a1seangrsiardiinainnszuiunstidaassiiielifivaiunsausududiiu
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Faandau (lsatl, 2556) Imamiaaﬂqwﬁwmmyuazuwm%wmsiaﬁmiﬁmL’Syaqﬁmmwﬁm INASANTEIULNUTT 1S
iesuansadaenite 1wy Fuunsiadiled uazgduea sedu 350 un./f/Fu wie e 1.2 n/M/3u refiunisiuldueaing
Wlaznanani e aiUsE AN Am Lﬁ'aqmﬂmmmmmiumaEiaalﬁsuaamimmﬂmasw@a%u (Wall et al. 2014;
Gastelen et al, 2024) drunsiasutnsiunenssveanlng (lnuea 40.6 n./nn.) sedu 2 un./éa/Su vdendulng (Inuea
77.7 1n./n) sedU 20 0/ BaslumadiisuSinamandniusroty Tsfusaglatuun esinfignilunisuiuuss
aunsglunssimgsulazdmadsoUsensamvesnividnges (Abd El Tawab et al, 2020; El-Essawy et al., 2021)

wanINUNsIESUansWanlaueed (flavonoids) s¥u 50-150 1./f/3U Freiiun1siieyyadasiarduasusyuugiauiy

q

£

(Kekana et al., 2020; Zhao et al., 2023) MeN13n5EAUNTINNUIYTAY Nrf2 9993719018 Mietediunsdunsigiansiu

auyadasey (Zoja et al., 2014) vilvigunmvedlauudavu diuansannndulesa (usiiaw) seau 7.4 n/fy/3u anansaiiy

Tusfunazlusiuuy esanlusieulignsdueulwififinuaiunsalunistisgesaisemns (Contreras et al,, 2009) ¢

v v
§ v o = ANt Ao 3

wiuldinnsiasuansannaniivluemsdnidmainatssunazinulasadssnedn’ dadunisdnuinsaiiddlingussa

Wefnwimstasuansanaaniividaiseengnsngu Inuea Aminasea giuea uavlusiiaudenisiuld arswunveladly

anlsiniu USU1auar99AuseNauYasinuuuedlAsLashsNYaINISs ALY

AnsAne

nsaynIdeludnd
miﬁmsmﬂ%ﬂﬁiﬁmﬁumiﬁmimwaaﬂmzﬂiiumiﬁﬁuqLLamim"ﬂLﬁumsm'aﬁmﬁﬁamumﬁwmmam‘%a

umAngIdeinuaseans 1audl (ACKU65-AGK-025) Tnefiszaziiduauseninafion natnu w.e. 2564 fenuniiius n.a.

2565 o4 AMINIITU 818N YImae Ymin any3
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R INAADILAZINUNITNAADS

ns@nwiluadedldlauugnuan Aflarsdonlaaalainiidouninndt 87.5% inindusudunaasaads
478.6717.22 nn. drsumstiiud 2 Sruaufilfuuieds 30.4+4.21 Yu warSinanhunduduads 21.76+0.66 nn./Su
w15 f Massunveassuuguanysalluvden (RCBD) Inefiynladn3nluuden lagnuuadu 3 nqulnedu nquaz
5 41 I naudl 1 (T1; ngumuam) naudl 2 (T2) esunsiaiuasadnayulng (FAN+®) 52y 20 n./f/Fu uagngui 3
(T3) Tasunsiasy FAN+® 26U 18 n/f/3u saniuansanadulzaa (PINEX®) sedu 12 0/ seaunisidiuansannain
Foillunsinunned LﬂuizﬁuﬁLLuzﬁﬂmU%ﬁwQ’wﬁm e FAN+® 1Hunaniteinienisan (FAN+Fa) dnwaziJunsaziden
dum flansatinnenuann sesausiv (horseradish) flanseangndddnie ngladlutan (glucosinolates), Il (thyme) a3

o v A

pangnsanAyAe lnuea (thymol) warA15IATea (carvacrol), waglnsen (basil) a1seengndfyfe gIuea (eugenol)

o
v

(Manghebati, Chateaubourg, France) @u PINEX® iunansiueinienisan dnwvasidunsasidendiinageu dasadnain
Fuvrsn Tdun Tusdiau (bromelain) @ 5¥/U 50 cdu/me. (Eunjin International Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Chungnam,
Korea) Tauamaaaslasuanmswaudnsa (total mixed ration; TMR) AifllUshiu 15% waslnwusiideslssau (total digestible
nutrient, TDN) 70% fld7lnavsinkaznistniduinasenmsnenu (é’mdamaa%’niwwﬁﬂsiamﬁniugﬂﬁmﬁﬂamwhﬁu
95:5) lnensindldlunisneaes Idannistedinnaninuduuduminlutanesaeunindussosnan 21 Ju uasi
dnaurasormstusioe ey 60:40 Tugumnuamileutunnngy (Table 1)
msdeslannasLaznsIanIs

IﬂumgﬂLﬁysﬂuiiaﬁauuwﬁm AonnlakuURNTafEI9uIn 3 x 4 u. Taneassldunsiiaduliniiides (foot
and mouth disease, FMD) wuulntsau (type A, O uaz Asia I) wagymseenedreudmaass fiazernliiunaonim
TWemsuuuiuduit (ab tbitum) Suaz 2 A% 198N 6.30 uay 16.00 u. ¥NTESHATLESHA 5 AAIUIBNITINUUDINIT
(top dressing) 7 131 o1 1909m nTunaonn1snaaes wnissaunlanaaosiuay 2 a9 1981 6.00 uay
15.30 u. szuzUsudlannass 14 Tu uazdszagnsnaans 28 Ju
mstuiindaya nsiiudtedne waznsinszinaad

TuiinUsinansaulduesemnsludaySulaginmsdahminemnsimaevewsas fuludfudaly Womusua
nsfuldnetu 'v‘hmisﬁ’af’mﬂ’ﬂiﬂﬂ'aul,%'m‘1/7’1mimmaamazi’uqmﬁwwmmsmam deAnwinisiudsuuasasnimingy
sewiennsveae wasyhmstuinUsunahunisaldluraaaidh wazU1809YN TUARDANINARDA

dufiuiegiemns TMR vnassiidnisdsuseveesingiv itethindinszfessusznaumanilneyssan
(proximate analysis) Lgin puaiy Tusaunaylasiu (AOAC, 2019) Usinandelefiliavaneluansavaneidunans (neutral
detergent fiber; NDF) wazUSunandeledildazarsluaisavarediiunse (acid detergent fiber, ADF) m1u3Sn1sves Van
Soest et al. (1991) 31AT1EH NIUS UIUNSI9T1USINA8LAS 89 bombs calorimeter 5u Pan™ 6200 (Parr Instrument
Company, Moline, USA) nseuana1sulainsed lulyidele (non-fiber carbohydrate; NFO) 91nd@un1s 100 -
(%CP+%EE+%NDF+%Ash) (DePeters et al., 2000) LLasﬁm’meé'quw%Lﬁamﬂﬁum (net energy for lactation; NE,)
1n@UN15 (-0.12 + (0.0245 x TDN (%)) (NRC, 1989)

nsivdegiudenluiugavinevenisnass Tnefuaniduidensiine (usular vein) vaslanaassieuie
oS Y3uas 10 wa. ldluvaenifiuidesilifiansdesiunsudsimonden mfaliudminnnsuendsa (serum) freipdos
Hunies (centrifuge) fin1357 3,000 soURBUNT (rpm) UL 20 WAl LLazLﬁuﬁqquﬁ 20 pernwaldud Wiedinsz
TLAS18% Non-esterified fatty acid (NEFA) @11735 enzymatic colorimetric method Tmel% Randox NEFA assay Lag
ALAS129 Beta-Hydroxybutyric acid (BHBA) @1135 Randox D-3 Hydroxybutyrate (Ranbut) assay (Randox Laboratories

Ltd., UK) na 9910 auf A1 581 enzymatic colorimetric reaction 8 1uNas 384A5 83 eppendorf Biospectrometer®
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(Eppendorf Co., Ltd., Germany) TtAS18% AN NT UV0 L9 L5INT U (Serotonin) @ 28 Bovine Serotonin/s
Hydroxytryptamine (5-HT) ELISA kit (MybioSource; MBS735013) kagdias1gnianaaiunsadiueyyadaselagsiu (total
antioxidant capacity; TAC) A28 Bovine Total Antioxidation ELISA kit (MybioSource; MBS2611917) a'ﬂuwaﬁ'wm?'m
SPECTROstar® Nano (BMG LABTECH, Ortenberg, Germany)

Audeghaiunvdanriar 1 adimaenszeznainismaaes luileduarursvesnisinu feas 60 ua. uaziiu
@13 Bronopol (2-Bromo-2-nitro-1,3-propanediol) 0.02% fJesfunisiindeveniiuy Wewluimseiesdussnouves
thuslngldiedas MilkoSonic Ju SL60 uazdiaesileaninizadlutiuulagldiafes Lactoscan SCC (somatic cell counter)
fregraihuRvieureluduasii 4 vesnsmeassl3uing 300 va. iethludmssiesddstnauvesnsalusiulutuade
35115 gas chromatography lawarialudunuisves Hara and Radin. (1978) waxieses Fatty acid methyl esters (FAME)
MaAs989 Morrison and Smith. (1964) wazthluAnsiesiaeiaias The Shimadzu GC-2030 (Kyoto, Japan)
NFAATIERdaYANISEDA

thifeyaiildannsinuuniiesesisuununisveassuuuduanysainneluuden (RCBD) Tneiiyplarir3ailuuden
Tﬂﬁ%’aagaﬁfmﬂ’ﬂﬁa, USinanusnagsuiutulwuus udunniiasigdanunlsusiug (Analysis of Covariance) Y1115
Anszinaveansiulivesinguiuaslnvue Vsinawaresrusznouiuunalumanisada Y; = by + by(BW) + by(MY) +

bADIM) + A, + B, + W, + (BxW), + ¢, I8 Y, Ao Andainafildainudent i (i=5) nivumsil | (=3); b, Ae intercept; b,(BW)

v '
°o v o a

Ao AFUUIEAVENIT0A008URIUIRTNFIETUAY; b,(MY) AD ANFNUTZANSNIT0AN08Y8IUTHIAUUNUNLENAY; by(DIM) Ao A

Doy

duuszdvSnsanaesvesiuiuiuliundusiy; A Ao Bndwavesufiond i; B, fie Bvdwaveasniuudn j; W, Ae Bnsnaves
TLHLLIRINITATUAATY; (BxW), FiD BVSNATINVOIWINLUUALALTEELLIANSIETUAITESY Ua e; A AUAAIALATOUY
Yowhienaae ij nsiesginavesnsilisuudasenivingy arswunveladlunssuaidenuaresiusznouvenin

Tygfuluiug aulaean1sada v = by + by(BW) + by(MY) + by(DIM) + A + B, + e; 1ag Y; @D Adunedilaanudend

s
<

(i=5) V3MAUUET j (j=3); b, Ao intercept; b,(BW) Ao AnduUsyavEnsannegvas NG sIAY; byMY) Ao Avdulssans
nsonaegveIUSINauLBLRY; byDIM) Ao Aduussandnmsannssvessawiuldunsudy; A fe Svinavesudent i
B, A SVRNATEWRNWUGT | uaz e; fig ANUAAIALAADUTIILIENARBYT | SIS IsiRaTeInsESuasESY (T1 Vs
T2, T3) wagdinszinavesnisiasuansadnayulnsiunsiasuansadnayulnssiudvarsadadulzsn (T2 Vs T3) 68735
Orthogonal contrasts wagl3euliisuaadsvesngunaanidieisnis Tukey multiple comparison test TagldTusunsy
#1593 SAS (SAS Institute Inc., 2021: SAS OnDemand for Academics) laiwunszdulidfaiiszdu P<0.05 uagsediu

wwaltiudi 0.05<P<0.10

nan1sAnYILAzIRNTl
29AUTENIUNIAN V9019

IngAviiliuazesdusznoumaniivesenmaasaandlu Table 1 9nn1sAnw wuiseiulusAuvese s TMR
WU 15.30% ety ADF Wiy 17.69%, NFC iy 36.28% way NE, 11U 1.60 Mcal/kg Faduseruiifisaweiuniny
Fosnsdvdulauuiiivandntinuy 20 Alanda/su Glsatl, 2564; NRC, 2001) druveadely NDF fisesu 38.40% LHusesud
qaﬂj’]mmﬁmmimaﬂﬂumzaziﬁumﬁ NRC (2001) wuz1h1 91n51841183 Kanjanapruthipong et al. (2010) fifnwnaves
oly NDF Tuemnslaunszey 21 Yuneunaon fg 35 Yundsnaen lnodszduveniels NDF winfu 28.9, 32.1 uay 34.2%
vosinquits Tuts 21 Jureunaen wagndsannsaasaazldsuemsiifissiuveadels NOF windy 23.2% vosinguis
wuhnsiuldvesiaquidulasseziaunananasmusydurondels NOF luommnsfigstu uazdsmalfseduros NEFA uas

BHBA ludsuveslaszernounaonuazndsnaoniigiu duantlaumnddnnraugandinuluay wwdeaiuieanuves



U s 52 atiufl 4: 684-698 (2567)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2024.xx. 688

Kanjanapruthipong and Thaboot (2006) NAnwwavesszsuidels NDF aanmsidvsinduimnase sweiu Allszduide
1o NDF Tuewns 23, 25, 27 uag 29% vesingeunia lulaszeylviun umade 55 Tundinasanuil Msiuldvesinguisanas
WeuTuaweudely NDF Tuamsgeliu uagiseiuves BHBA M1gadu siutanisanadvesuSunaiuuiazysunanuandiu
Togiun 4% dsdulaunilasuewnsiiigely NOF igaiuld e1adwmarenginssunisiuenms msvidndeslunssinz g

LATAT NANANUDILALL

Table 1 Ingredients and chemical composition of the experimental diets

[tems Diet

Ingredients (% of DM)

Corn silage 38.50
Rice straw 1.50
Concentrate" 58.50
Limestone 1.30
Premix 0.20

Chemical composition

Dry matter (%) 68.43
Crude protein (% of DM) 15.30
Ether extract (% of DM) 2.08
Neutral detergent fiber (NDF; % of DM) 38.40
Acid detergent fiber (ADF; % of DM) 17.69
Non-fiber carbohydrate (NFC; % of DM) 36.28
Energy content
Gross energy (kcal/kg) 3,899.52
Total digestible nutrients (TDN; %) 70.00
Net energy for lactation (NE,; Mcal/kg/ 1.60

Y Commercial concentrate (21% of CP) comprising soybean meal, mung bean meal, corn, cassava, rice bran,
molasses, vegetable oil, dicalcium phosphate, monocalcium phosphate, salt, vitamins, minerals, and urea

¥ Data from calculation

nshulfuaznmaisuutasiwindavada

310 Table 2 nsiasuansarinayulng FAN+® seau 18 n./f/3u sauduansadndutzsn (PINEX®; Tusiiiaw) seeu
12 n./f/%u wuindvdwavesudeniinaneusunanisiuldvesinguimazlavue (P<0.01) dulangy T3 du3unanisiuls
vosTnquitsuwazlnaug 1éun Tusiu ety 1ele NDF uaz ADF saufannslulawmsmitlillsdelogefian wagdfigalulangu
AuAw (P<0.01) agslsinuszeziaIveInsidsuasasuLazBvdnasinveInsEdsuasasuLazszezatlunsasulids
densiuldvesinguisuaslnvuy (P>0.05) daunguiildSuasatnainiiy (T2, T3) wuinmansiuldvesinguiauay
Insusdindudlondsuiieutunguauau (P<0.01) Fsmadsundasmesnsiulddaruiedastunsdesldvosoims

Tnsiamgegegdulauusseslinandn (Silvestre et al,, 2023) Jaansafinayulnsiiaseangws (secondary metabolites)
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wiu Tnuea giusauazriailiuesd Wudy Senvrzusulsassdninmeesnisdesldvesansomsludniieades fenns

Sl ssaunavesfiuvsdniglunseiniz iy (An et al, 2020; El-Essawy et al., 2021) aannaeafiusigaruves Wall et al.

= a =

(2014) Mvhmsiaduasainaniiy Afledusanasduueudlenduasesngs Nseau 350 wa./Tu (Aelauy 16 /1) Wuand

U
£

USmnumsiuldvesinguitaiigelu uenantnguildsuasataauulnsiutuasatndulzan (T3) wuirSununsiuld
vosiauisarlnvunfivtudowioudoutunaguldfuameansadaayulng (T2) msfuldianuiedestuguamues
yafuanmvesdniiAsndos (Gouvea et al, 2022) Falusiiauansasufinsdunsgianslusamunauiu Aduasde
msonauusaldle (Chakraborty et al., 2021)

ihaindveslaundeunaassuarduannisveaes suludedmdndfiuasuuuas (Table 2) vaslannngall
uaneneiu (P>0.05) iiawFeuiisulauussrinenguaiunuuasnguitldsuasadaainiia (T1 vs. T2, T3) nutildimiing
wagiminffivasuuasssriamasedliunnetuneada (P>0.05) Tdsniaisuifivuvedanguillésuanzarsad
ayulwsiunguillssuansataayulnssufuasadindulzse (T2 vs T3) wuinidmindauagdmiingafidsuudassswing

naaadliwandsiumeaia (P>0.05) denndadiusigaIuves Silvestre et al. (2023) hnmsiasuidunensyinenileIuea

Wuansoengrondn Niszau 1 n./f/u lulauassegliun (§wouiuldug 88 Tu) nunlidmanensildsunlasweaimi

o

(29!

Table 2 Effects of plant extracts supplementation on dry matter and nutrient intake, and body weight change of

dairy cows
Treatments P-value
[tem T1 T2 T3 SEM Trt B W TrtxW  T1VsT2, T3 T2 Vs T3
Intake (kg/d)
Dry matter 21.43<  2329°  26.312 0.473 <0.01 <0.01 0.260 0.884 <0.01 <0.01
Crude protein 3.28¢ 3.56P 4.032 0.072  <0.01 <0.01 0.260 0.884 <0.01 <0.01
Ether extract 0.60° 0.65P 0.742 0.013 <0.01 <0.01 0.259 0.883 <0.01 <0.01
NDF 8.23¢ 8.94b 10.102 0.182  <0.01 <0.01 0.260 0.884 <0.01 <0.01
ADF 3.79¢ 4.12b 4.652 0.084 <0.01 <0.01 0.261 0.883 <0.01 <0.01
NFC 7.78¢ 8.45P 9.552 0.172  <0.01 <0.01 0.260 0.884 <0.01 <0.01
Body weight (kg)
Initial 468.09 486.30 482.61 18.851 0.830 0.037 0.571 0.818
Final 457.15 481.70 479.15 22113 0.772 0.057 0.495 0.658
Body weight change -10.94 -4.60 -3.60 8.536  0.858 0.012 0.597 0.514

¥ Mean values in same row with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)

Y T1 = Control; T2 = FAN+®; T3 = FAN+® + pineapple extract (PINEX®); B = block; W = week

dsunualadlunseudiian

o & . 2 N P & ] a 4
mazauﬂawammuwuau (negatlve energy balance) LUu{jiij'WlWUbLﬂUaEJINﬂ'ﬁLaENIﬂL&Ii%EJSI‘V]N@N@L‘] L3N

a

nswisuwlamisassinewassruvgesiuuniglusninie dwalinisiuldvesinguisanasdiinegldsueimsegrunui

o o

bilaunlasundenuliiismenonisaiieliuyg Famdnuivnlutulzgniae aienisaatgunaand s uaganiaday

2943519018 oA Toduuaglusiu lnedadeianunsausd laun n1sanaswesseiunglaalunssuaiion siudesedu NEFA uaz

BHBA 7ifiadiu (Uyarlar et al, 2024) szduved NEFA fiu1nnin 0.72 mmol/L wae BHBA fiinnnin 1.2 mmol/l Usuandisla
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umAannzaunandsnuduay (Ospina et al, 2010; Zhang et al, 2020) AnMsAnwIENUIIaTILUelanludfu
(Table 3) ldldsudnsnasinuiian (P>0.05) druszay BHBA waz NEFA vaslannnguileiliunns1aiu (P>0.05) lned
AaAEves BHBA 11U 0.43 mmol/l wazAniadeves NEFA iy 0.26 mmol/l ieiFeuifisulaunssninanguaiuny
LLazﬂdmﬁlﬁ%’umiaﬁ’mmaﬁﬂu (T1 Vs. T2, T3) wuinsesiu NEFA uag BHBA Tuddulndidesiu (P>0.05) warldnunnnuunnss
Y9332 NEFA Wag BHBA Tudisuidleiuisuifisulanguillisuamzasatnayulnsiunguildsuasatnauulnssuivans
anmdulzsa (T2 Vs T3; P>0.05)

seiuasiueyyadassiiavanoglunaranuazveavarluinme umniwesiivdfeanius faunasewing
auyadaTzhara1siuenyadasy (Gundelach et al, 2020) AAIUAINTTAR WU AdATEIAYTIN (total antioxidant
capacity; TAC) ﬁqﬁu%LLamﬁqa%aSaizﬁaﬂaaLLaz‘UwaﬂﬁﬂmmLﬂ%ﬁjﬂmﬂﬂﬁﬁ%maaﬂ%m%’uammwuﬁu (Roche et al.,
2015) nmsnwassiinuiiszdu TAC ludduedaumnnayliunnsaiunmeedn enadunsgnisinuil Tauslallisy
Hadufidsmadedogunin wu nsdanisemnsildldnuniwuazamiuazeinvesnenvaaes iufu uagnsiasuansann
neunayulnserafiuTinuesaseengrsnguiidsnadioasinuoyyadass 1wy Juumeadleduazgiuea Tusziudia
AUy 91091837384 An et al. (2020) Maduansaradunneadles g3usauas Capsicum oleoresin fisefu 50 way 80
wa./nn.e1ms Tuungszeyu nulseauves TAC lunszualiion (20.32 uay 18.17 U/ml mud1siv) gendinguaiuay (14.70
U/ml; P<0.01) ilesanFuuweadlesuazgIuea 1uasnauitdalnsnussivinmih lvdidnnsouunoyyadaszuasiiiums
nuveaeululansitueusadase 1wy gileseenlynfaiiame (superoxide dismutase; SOD), ngalsloutuaseendina
(glutathione peroxidase; GSH-Px) waga1sad (catalase; CAT) Asnalyiseau TAC qﬁu

Vo Y

wlsindufusesluunazansdeUssamiiistostunsmevauomniensual wadnssuuaznnssud vivlvidn i5and
Arugunarauisla wagnisanasvessyiulslniuuansiennuidniatonfiAntulusneaniednfiigedu (Sun et al, 2016)
ssuvealsiniuludiuvedangu T3 fszdugegn fanadewiniu 12,34 ng/ml sesaunfslangu T2 SAadswintu 1.49
ng/ml wazsiigeiulangu T1 fianadewiniu 1.48 ng/ml (P<0.01) WetFsuiiisulauuiiléfuasatinanniiv (T2, T3) wui
sefuveaalsinduiidrganitngueiunu (P<0.01) waziflewsSeuifisulanguitldsuasaiadulzsn (T3) nuiiseiuves
wlslniudidgeaninguiildsunnasmamemsatnaglng (12) Samadinturesssduelsinduvedandy T3 e1ai0una
nnsiuldvesingquitsnaslsiufigadu (kim et al, 2011) esarniwlslniuazgninasesilagerdeniulamuiiiu
nsnogfluiildsuannistesomsuinudld WensiuldifugeduriismeldsuniUlnmuiuarsdaiudmiuns
daasrehialslniugeduna (Tyagi et al, 2020) uonaniluasafndutese (PINEX®) fusiiauiiduouleidosTusiud
ouldiduanmndoniiilunsauazene (pH = 5.5-8) Svaunsavhauldalussuumaiuenms uavenedsualdiiy
UsganSnmnisgeeuadlUsiu (Contreras et al., 2009) wazannszuIUN1s COX-2 17{Lﬂuﬂ,ﬁﬁ%mmsﬁameﬁmi?fami

BNLEAUVBITNNY demalinueseniintuannujiseieendintulusisnieanas (Neumayer et al.,, 2006)
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Table 3 Effect of plant extracts supplementation on blood metabolites of dairy cows

Treatments" P-value
ltem T1 T2 T3 SEM Trt B T1VsT2,T3 T2 Vs T3
BHBA? (mmol/) 0.52 0.32 0.46 0.059  0.530 0.387 0.486 0.354
NEFA¥ (mmol/) 0.25 0.27 0.26 0.007 0.354 0.429 0.239 0.259
TACY (U/) 88.50 76.26 72.20 16.416  0.949 0917 0.891 0.934
Serotonin (ng/ml) 1.48° 1.49°  12.34° 0.121 <0.01 0.655 <0.01 <0.01

*® Mean values in same row with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)
Y'T1 = Control; T2 = FAN+®; T3 = FAN+® + pineapple extract (PINEX®); B = block
# BHBA, beta-hydroxybutyric acid ¥ NEFA, non-esterified fatty acid “ TAC, total antioxidant capacity

USunauazaenusenauvasunuy
slvinandnvadlauy (Table 4) nuIdnSnavesudanilnaseUSuiainuuilasuseu USunainunusundsny
(ECM) wazUsunasnuuusulasdiuuy (4% FCM; P<0.01) @3un15tasuansanaiy ssagnafiasuansiasy sauviaile

wWisuileusenindanguinlasunisiasuaisadnaniiviunguaivaudvsinauiuunlasuiaiu ECM uag 4% FCM L

a a

wansnaf (P>0.05) TnsUnAudansifiuduresUSunanuuasuUstunssiunisvlduesenmnsiiiudu (Wall et al 2014)
LF91N3189IUVBS Gastelen et al. (2024) A siasuansannaniie laun Suuiuoanles, giuea uay Capsicum
oleoresin Tiseftu 54.5 wa./nn wiinuisresemns ulaszesliun Guauiuliuad 145 fu) wudmsfuldvosinguied
dnaulalledsalrusnanuadiniu uiidmdndmdinsmaassiliiniu denadasiusienuues Benchaar (2021) v
mswasufuainanlnivaylnuea fisedu 50 wa/nn.emmns lulauuszogliun @uauiuliun 62 5u) wuinlddwane
Usanasiuy, ECM uae 4% FCM wenannd Benchaar et al. (2012) iwamuiﬂmumzaﬂﬁumﬁiﬁ%’umﬂﬁmqﬁuaa fiszeu
50 wia./nn.nsuldvesinguiis lueimns TMR Afidnsduvesensduludndiuiigs (emnsiuemsmetu Wity 65:35)

WaA (0IMNITUDINTNYIU AU 35:65) luldsmanousunaiunvesla usnandn1sAneves ElEssawy et al. (2021) 9

¢ o

yhmaesuhifuenssmenldedn nuwg waglngd Aseau 2 n/fy/3u Tuungszeelviu wulddswareUsinaniud
#3usteYunasUuaniusuiuluiuud 3.5%

drupsdusznauinug wuinlusiu uaalaa ieunliisiulaty uasdounsmveslausmnnauiienilsiuansteiu
(P>0.05) $anfislalléSunansznuanndvdnavesudenuar szeranlumaiadumaaiy (P>0.05) dsquniminuslunisnu
asil flosAusznouvosiuuAuludueslutuun Wshuun uasndouuy sglunasinasguiuufvredlneves uny,
(6003-2553) pehdlsfinialangu T2 ldsunsiaiu FAN+® Sszduladuuugeniingudug (P<0.05) Famstiutuvedlusiuuy
p1Annmsiesuasadaayulnsiiunsdosldveaielevatomns damaiﬁmwémaz%wiumswaggmuqaﬁﬁu Fadu
anseadudmIunsdansgsilesiuus (Abd EL Tawab et al., 2020) @enmaninun1SANEIVBY El-Essawy et al. (2021) v
nsweuhiuvenstimenTdoin numg uazlnal fisedu 2 n/a3u luumesvorliun nudluiuigaudiedeuty
NANAIUAN dIUNISANYIVBY Benchaar (2021) fivnnsasimituaiaanlniuaginuea fisedu 50 wa./nn.emns Tulau
seovlviun (Suaufuliun 62 fu) wuirllefuusiigaiuguiu dalanduiild$uasataainia (12, T3) nuiilusiuud
wnlugeninnguaiugu (P=0.09) eraidunaanansainasulnsanansaannsgyideunaeiuazlusiuluszninenssuiunis

14

wiingae (Abd EL Tawab et al,, 2020) 8nvsansafinayulnsiigrslunisiugdunsdnnelsalunaduenms enaduaueli
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Vv
S

wanAntundiaN AT (Kumar et al, 2014) pgdlsfnulsmuarunninswesesiusenouthunilanFeudisulangu
Aldsuiamzansadaauulnsiunguildsuasatnayulnssmiuasatndulzsn (T2 Vs T3; P>0.05)
Sruauleandnaglutiiug (somatic cell count) Wusdsaddgvesdamndunsnaululauy Weind
arwduiuslnemsatusziunisinidouas masniavteadum wenainiinssniavtesduuoivdmaronnudsunlames
osfdsznouthun SuilfAnanudsmenaasughadeinunsnsgidedau (Siva et al, 2016) MnmsAnwiadaiinudi
Sunleundneadindidesiululaynnguveass (P>0.05) uazlildsunansznuaindvsnavesudenutarszezaiunsiasy
ansiasu (P>0.05) saufensisuiisulaunszninanguaiuuuaznguilldSuasadaaindia (T1 Vs, T2, T3) uaznis
WisuisulanguitldFuemzasatnayulnsiunguildfuasatnayulnssmivansadiadulzsn (T2 Vs T3) Aildnuan
uansnsressuaulenfneadluthum (P>0.05) adumszlanndfidmassndulaguaminaylfsunisdnnisniadesd
AMERR TneAnadsvesswulsnfnead (og,,) lulangy T1, T2 wag T3 Winfiu 3.94, 3.92 uay 4.06 Lwad/ua. FeldiAuen
mmgmmaafﬁuuﬁﬂwa (unw. 6003-2553) finvualidsuuleundneadlaiiu 500,000 wad/dadans donadesiu
8903 Wall et al. (2014) fivhmsiaiuasadnainiiy ifyTueauardumoudladduasesngns fiszdu 350 ua./3u
(Folauy 16 ) nuilildwasonmsasunlamesiuuleanfinesd Wiuieatusenuaes Zeng et al. (2017) fivhnsly
Tungumniin @walauesdduansoongns) nawumslingdarii fsedu 25% wag 50% wuilidssasosiundsanin

waa

Table 4 Effect of plant extracts supplementation on milk yield and milk composition of dairy cows

Treatment” P-value
ltem T1 T2 T3 SEM Trt B W TrtxW T1VsT2, T3  T2VsT3
Milk yield? (kg/d)
Milk yield 2090 2134 2190 0.768 0.321 <0.01  0.996 0.410 0.215 0.364
ECM 2338 2444 2504 0.877 0341 <0.01 0.725 0.689 0.152 0.652
4% FCM 2179 2296 2323 0.850 0303 <0.01 0.701 0.682 0.142 0.775
Milk composition (%)
Fat 4.12° 448 4.16™ 0.186 0.047 0.113 0.148 0.584 0.198 0.157
Protein 302 304 305 0.013 0237 02271 0.131 0.902 0.094 0.369
Lactose 4.46 4.50 455 0.042 0.270 0.268 0.605 0.319 0.315 0.112
Solids not fat  8.18  8.15 828 0.089 0.551 0.27r4 0.540 0.872 0.736 0.284
Total solids 1236 1271 1238 0.187 0.176 0.133 0.261 0.769 0.379 0.247
scc (logye) 394 393 406 0.178 0.880 0.953 0.243 0.745 0.789 0.625

** Mean values in same row with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)

Y'T1 = Control; T2 = FAN+®; T3 = FAN+® + pineapple extract (PINEX®); B = block; W = week

% ECM (energy corrected milk) = 0.327xmilk (kg/d) +12.95xfat (kg/d) +7.65xprotein (kg/d) (NRC, 2001); 4% FCM (fat
corrected milk) = 0.4xmilk (kg/d) +15xfat (kg/d) (NRC, 2001)

¥ Somatic cell count
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asfusznauvasnsaludulutua

ossznauvesnsaluiuluiuseinfiia1sueu 4-20 sxmen (C4-C20) nudlldSumanssnuandvsnavasudon
duasilsznevresnsaluiuluhumedaumnngudailiunnsatu (P>0.05; Table 5) dulaunnguiilésuansatnain
i (T2, T3) wudrduuiliuveansalusiu pentadecanoic acid (C15) Tuthuuanas (P=0.07) WenSsuiitsuiunguaiugu 89
nsfuldvesemnsiiiutufiduAsitostuniaasuasmesnsalesiu (Vicek et al, 2019) ilssannsAuldfifindy ¥
Tilauuldunsnlotuaissnanemsiigadu fedmalinisdunszdvosnsalufuaedusaratsnans (C<16) 30
A3¥UIUNNS de novo synthesis anas (He and Armentano 2011; Loften et al, 2014) denpdosfiunsanuiluadeizinuin
Tangu T2 uaz T3 dnsiuldvesimquiiaaglnvusiiganinnguauey uazideiSeuifioulanguiiliiuamzansatnasulng
funguitldsuansatnayulnssmfuansadadulean (12 Vs T3) nuitesdusznouresnsnlusiuluiundalnd fsstu
(P>0.05) @@nAdpariu Benchaar et al. (2012) 91eauilaunszerlyuuildsunsaiuyuea Asziu 50 ua./nn.nnsauls
yosinguita luenns TMR Afidmsnduvesemmsduludndiuiigs (emnsduomsneu widu 65:35) wags enstu:
91NN Wiy 35:65) laddsraronisilasuuatesdusznouvesnsalutuniin C4-C20

druanututuresnInluiuring1e Tuhualdun nsalusiudus (saturated fatty acid; SFA) nsmlusulaidush
(unsaturated fatty acid; UFA) nsalusulidusaidaiien (monounsaturated fatty acid; MUFA) waznsebusiulddusuddou
(polyunsaturated fatty acid; PUFA) wadlanaassnnnguiiusinaliwansnsiu (P>0.05) aenndesiunisfinyives Silva et
al. (2021) vhmsiasusluiusazansatnaniiy (Ans21as5ea, Fuuueailes wavaludu) fiszsu 16 n./da/fu Tule
wostdsverliiuy wuilanguiilasuaisiaiulifmnuunndrswensaleiunin SFA wag UFA Weifisuiunguaiunu @
LANFANIINNTSANYIYDS ELEssawy et al. (2021) Fildvimsanunluunezssoylvun Tnoasuidunonssmeainldesn
nung waglnal fisedu 2 n/ia/Au woiTunavesnsalusfusin UFA was MUFA Tuthusgedu wifiusinames PUFA
anaudloifisudungueuau eradumaesiniunensamedinsalutuaienats (Medium-Chain Fatty Acids) #igudanns
FuAs1894 SFA HIUNNSIINANTTUIUATS de novo synthesis Ushaniefoveswadisnus (Yuan et al, 2022) uaziiindndin
99 UFA uaznsnlaluiadin (Dan et al, 2018) uen9inil nusanasyIusasadmansenusogaunislunssmzgiu vl

N3¥UIUNNT biohydrogenation vaansaluduwiln PUFA g49u (El-Essawy et al., 2021)
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Table 5 Effect of plant extracts supplementation on milk fatty acid profile (g/100 ¢ of fatty acid) of dairy cows

Treatment” P-value
ltem Tl T2 T3 SEM Trt B T1Vs T2, T3 T2Vs T3
C4:0 6.10 3.99 5.09 1306 0746  0.656 0.583 0.680
C6:0 3.65 2.77 361 0.888  0.830  0.746 0.795 0.647
C8:0 1.27 1.30 1.51 0.374 0906  0.888 0.855 0.773
C10:0 1.65 1.89 238 0514 0736 0957 0.657 0.648
C11:0 0.34 0.35 0.31 0.140 0983  0.798 0.977 0.888
C12:0 2.12 2.11 262 0543 0812 0911 0.822 0.648
C13:0 0.27 0.11 0.16 0.123 0821  0.999 0.623 0.840
C14:0 8.22 8.41 1002 0719 0481 0812 0.537 0.381
C14:1 0.91 1.14 130 0089 035  0.299 0.271 0.460
C15:0 1.43 0.93 0.99 0.03¢ 0112  0.137 0.071 0.438
C16:0 31.01 3562 3247 0331 0.125  0.255 0.110 0.102
C16:1 2.49 2.27 2.49 0.160 0776  0.797 0.359 0.645
C18:0 10.81 9.48 1005 0478 0755  0.533 0.571 0.736
C18:1n9%t  1.26 1.20 0.86 0.076 0207  0.500 0.250 0.167
C181n9c 2228 2256 2087 1570 0959  0.951 0.943 0.833
C18:2n6c  1.52 1.82 1.63  0.051 0.135  0.275 0.113 0.116
C20:0 0.21 0.18 0.18 0013 0904  0.924 0.745 0.923
SFAY 68.67 6868 7077  3.995 0.927 0934 0.893 0.790
UFAY 2929 2990 2785 4138 0946 0942 0.959 0.800
MUFAY 2749 2771 2596  4.225 0.957  0.948 0.937 0.832
PUFAY 1.80 2.20 1.87 0.089 0333  0.381 0.336 0.247

Y T1 = Control; T2 = FAN+®; T3 = FAN+® + pineapple extract (PINEX®); B = block
? SFA, Saturated fatty acids ¥ UFA, Unsaturated fatty acids “ MUFA, Monounsaturated fatty acids
' PUFA, Polyunsaturated fatty acids

G

Taszogliunildsunsiaduansanaayulng (FAN+®) uazansaaduiysn (PINEX®) Tusmsuaudnss shlsiusuna
nshuldesinquiarlnvuziisiy muddmalilutuunisiy eglsfnudeaiuasataanivudtuit 2 adavhls
seivreaslsnivluduvedauuiiviuogsdnian ﬁdﬁ?umsLﬁ%umsaﬁmmﬂﬁsumﬂﬁu'aa‘uatsmeaﬂiwm%qawﬁaqmmw

vadlaunkazUulTeIAUsEnauveiule

AUBUAN
A ITevereUA USEM lautadiad 91n waru3en fliead viu Wednd 91in Haduayusuussanadmiunis

e uarveveuam NSNSy k0o ivans Ymia anys Nlirnuewasgiaaundmiuaniunsideluasal
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