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gnsnAgmney Yroniniudu 33 Alansu & auammimaaqmaammmmﬂ 90 Alansu w12 /1 wiangueeniu 3 nguq 4 m
Imalmummiwmumuia%mmm;mﬂu 3 26U Aw ﬂamn 1 nquAuAY awnsfidladusziuund (control), ﬂaam 2 937l
szduladus (low lysine) LLamaw 3 mmimﬁvmuvl,asuum (high lysine) mamwmamwmw ﬂimmmmimummu 99317
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w3giulnsoTu amswmsmaauawmimuma LLavmuwumamwsmammﬂmwmeu (1kg/U ) umuﬂeu’mau umuﬂsmmau
Weduden auemen fuiviiniedy ueresmurletudunds Selsiuanshefunada (P>0.05) usvasziignsngui
195uem1s low lysine 3id marbling score gnd1 (P<0.05) gnstuynngunisnaaes muuasiﬂmw mslélafuluewsfiseity
0.66 Wag 0.52 L‘LJaiLﬂjum’iummiamawwuﬁﬂwm 1 Tutheding 30-60 uaz 60-90 Alandu Ay Teviliinsavay
I%NULLWSHIUﬂaWNLualﬂﬁﬁGUU
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ABSTRACT: The objectives of this study were to determine the effect of lysine levels in dietary on carcass characteristics
and meat quality of Phuphan swinel. A total of 12 barrows with initial body weight 33 kg were divided into 3 treatment
groups with four pigs per treatment, raising from growing to finishing period, body weight at 90 kg. The dietary treatments
were consisted of control diet (normal lysine level), low lysine level, and high lysine level in diet, respectively. The
results showed that feed intake, average daily gain, feed conversion ratio, feed cost per weight gain (baht/1kg), hot
carcass, chilled carcass, dressing percentage, carcass length, loin eye area, and back fat were non-significant difference
(P>0.05). However, in low lysine level group was highly marbling score (P<0.05) than the others. The results from this
work suggestion that should be use low lysine level at 0.66 and 0.52 percentage in the diet of Phuphan swine 1 at body
weight 30-60 kg and 60-90 kg, respectively. It is optimal levels for increases the level of an intramuscular fat.
Keywords: Phuphan swine 1; carcass characteristics; meat quality; lysine

unin

* Corresponding author: Pakpoom@snru.ac.th


mailto:Pakpoom@snru.ac.th

KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL SUPPL. 2: (2021) 2

saal

ansiudondududniflinunsdndonnusssumfhlnAnsnumsusssiusitdnnulaney Sanuannsolunis
wigvlaluanwiidnslédfuemnsiifiaunmen Saamumudelse ansaududadrfuanmuandedld wagannseld
Ustloianewnsiill egmuriesiu 1wy iviisdnvidonanassldainnisinuas (e, 2555) uazansiudiosdadng Joiaiy
ftusldiss wumerugnsiuilemosiulidnuasiiavie THanan uaziidnvasaaamiiedid (vasupen, 2007) uazanunsold
Usglovianemsifibologsldfiningnsvnanisin nuseanmiadenuaziunulsaldd Jamnzanfiazthludaaiuuiinuns
segoslugiuvunisdesiidumsldomsimldieluriesiu vioimsiananassldannisinuas (mede, 2556) uenainil
ﬂuaﬂﬂmmiwmmﬂwmﬂ lfﬂ:umiwmmamawwuﬁnmﬂuﬂ W.A. 2545 Imammfﬂ’mmiwauwuﬁiumw ﬁﬂiWUﬁLmJEJ“Zﬂu X
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soaninwandouldd fideunsn (guédnwguiusuilesnannsyaes, 2555) Yagtufingunumsnsilésunisaduayuas
WusgnInI 1 vesguifnunsianngniu sudeunanwszsvii dminanauas SsudgmiSesandniifisa1vieiini
nnasinaasialy shlfinuasnadidesiiilsannisuenanansi fafuuuimisnisenssduaussonmnisnanuazasng
arfiuvesnsgu 1 Weduneldlifuinuesnsdidesanslaenisnuuumeniawdngniamnings 1y manangnaingem
fieniludo mAlayRs N ‘vf[mLuauuuawsJ"L‘uuuLLmﬂ’Lunmmuam LLaummimmmmuaaﬂﬂummwawu NI
MsfnwINaifinanssnn Ik uazauaiievasans tnoifiuse slwitumsrlundruds wussulodulusmsinass
miauauiwﬂuﬂa’mLuaﬂuaaqﬂi (Apple et al., 2004; Hyun et al., 2007; Zhang et al., 2008; Kobayashi et al., 2012) L#
ognlsfimunsfinwaussoammandanarauamiiolasmadiussdulasumsnlundmiolugnsvesussmalnedusddoya
nsfnw3delainntn é’aifuﬂms;zﬁ%’sﬁaaﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂmwasumisﬁuvl,a%uﬁiaamiiamwmﬁmamaaqml,ﬁ'al,ﬁmﬂaﬁhLLawmsé’w’U
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ANAUAT VNUNUNITVIARIMUUFNANYSD] (Completely Randomized Design; CRD) Usenausme 3 v3naiud 4 av 4 91 ansae
IguevnslunsasyImaus §ail vinuudi 1 ownsidlsesuladuund (Control lysine, CL), vi3nwudd 2 anmsifiszauladu
i (Low lysine, LL) wagn3nmaudii 3 mmsﬁﬁizﬁﬂa%uqﬂ (High lysine, HL) awnsildlunsnaasssmunliiisysulusium
ANUABINITYRIgNTIUTT B TU-YU MuALUE1ves NRC (1988) wagndanuildussTovdldnuduugiiues NRC (1998)
szaulafuluomsmeaes wiweniiu 2 ﬁUinzmmﬁmﬁmﬁﬂmaaqﬂi Fothsiniin 33-60 waw 60-90 Alandy il

91N INAARINGY control AnAuimseauladulueims muAkuzdves NRC (1998) Hszauladuluamiswindu 0.95
way 0.75 wWosidus mudiiu

91MIMAABINGY Low lysine AnAuinssuladuluovnsinindiuugtiues NRC (1998) 70 Wosldud fisziuladu
Tuemsiniu 0.66 uag 0.52 Wasidus mud1iu

9N IMAARINGY High lysine Anduaszauladuluemsgaindiduuziiives NRC (1998) 30 wesidud fszauladu
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ailaisngt 2 Falus dfunisadainuvdnassenusiuesdninaasuazniuaudeszuvaasguvestseindad andy
yhmsAnudnuagen saitves gn3ni wasany (2506) Idud dwiindidin diutnein gu dwidnennibu emmuvedluiiy
dunds uagduiinddadodu vnsuusnlifgungd 3 esmiwailea Wuszerinan 7 Yu thiudiwvesnduieduuen
(Longissimus dorsi) uTdins1znmamie Téun msvssiiutinaluiuunsnluinndudovuiuiinidavosnduiioduuen
ivmwmvmﬂ%‘imq%ﬁ 13 uay 14 lngfvuaagiuuseauladuwnsn (marbl ling score) wazAndLio (meat color) naAsNsves
NPPC (2000) ﬂ’m’]‘iﬁwLaEJ"LJﬁ“’WJ’Nﬂ’]iLﬂUiﬂH’I (drip loss) ﬂ'lﬂ']iamLﬁﬂu’muﬂi”%’l’]ﬁﬂ’liﬂi\i (Cookmg oss) Imammumu
ﬂamLuaauuaﬂLﬂuiﬂamaauwummumﬂivmm 10 x 15 Leufiuns vutszana 2 wufns daiwiinndudousasdutiuiin
AwinEudu hiudeldadugegyayiniaudadiaioswssagyyinie anduildulusiainiuguenmgi (water bath)
Tnoisudunanfigamgdl 75 ssrwaiea uiu 50 uii maf\]umumammﬂf\mmwumaﬂiumm 70 pviaidd mmwmiﬁ]
dlofikunsvilsanudaluvilmdy Tneugilvid vasuyssanas 20-60 wfl mauumLuaaaﬂmﬂmLmeumuﬂmuLuammu
navilian udrdummesifudnisgadetmiinseninanisusnaniinisues Berge et al. (1993) uarAussiar LD
(shear force) Imammamq‘zjumawmwumaumsmLﬂamummiaf,uLaamwuﬂiumwmiﬂﬁqmmLﬂmuiﬂamaaumumimaiﬂu
fadanuniemvesdulonduiolifivune il 3 WuRwnsuasdfuiinidnvesuatudeUssinu 1.25 wufuns
Mnduthiudeluiadussiniudefeniorinarunjuvesie (instron Model 1011) Tnefnnuansondulonduiion
78n15%04 Van Oeckel et al. (1999) %’ayjaﬁlé’mﬂmiﬁwmmé’ﬂwmsmﬂ LLazﬂmmwﬁa LUAmTeRAInNLLUTUTIN (Analysis
of variance, ANOVA) wazhUSauiisu auuans1aseninednad elaeds Duncan's New Multiple Rang Test (DMRT) #ae
TUsunsu SAS (1996)

NANISAN®EN
29AUTZNBUMAALIVDIDMNTNAADY

HAIINNITIATIZRDIRUTENOUMAAT VDI MISNAaDe wandlu Table 1 wud1 erwsvnaesiidseiuladulueims
wansnaiy 3 seduie Tivasimiin 33-60 Alandu SlusAuuayngenuilivsslomilglndideety dewviifu 15.08-15.27 way
3,265 kcalZkg muandiu wazseauladuluemsvesngy control, low lysine wag high lysine diAviniu 0.95, 0.66 wag 1.23
Woestdus mudeu Adaaimin 60-90 Alandy TlUsAusazndsnuildUsylovdldlndfsdu dawvindu 13.03-13.22 uay
3,265 kcalZkg muandiu wazseauladuluemsveangu control, low lysine wag high lysine diAwindu 0.75, 0.52 uag 0.97
Wasidud augsu

Table 1 Feed ingredient and chemical compositions of experimental diet"

Ingredients 33-60 kg 60-90 kg
Control LL HL Control LL HL
Corn meal 64.75 69.70 64.00 55.50 58.00 55.00
Cassava chips meal 4.58 0.00 4.78 12.45 9.97 16.28
Rice bran 8.00 9.40 9.00 14.00 15.50 10.00
Soybean meal 18.30 17.30 17.00 13.60 12.40 14.00
Dicalcium phosphate 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
Salt 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35
Premixed 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27

DL-methionine 0.40 0.20 0.50 0.30 0.25 0.40
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Lysine 0.35 0.00 0.74 0.23 0.00 0.52
Soybean oil 1.50 1.28 1.86 1.80 1.76 1.68
Nutritional value (%on dry basis)

CP (%) 15.27 15.08 15.16 13.14 13.03 13.22
ME (kcal/kg) 3265 3265 3265 3265 3265 3265
EE (%) 5.43 6.33 5.87 6.11 5.55 5.47
CF (%) 4.20 4.81 4.23 4.73 4.26 4.37
Ca (%) 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.43 0.45
P (%) 0.60 0.67 0.61 0.65 0.63 0.60
Lysine (%) 0.95 0.66 1.23 0.75 0.52 0.97
Methionine (%) 0.65 0.47 0.74 0.52 0.45 0.61
Feed cost (Baht/1ke) 10.36 10.02 10.41 9.75 9.64 9.92

Y Control = lysine control, LL = low lysine, HL = high lysine

MnnsAnymasomavessyiulafulueadeaussnnTwsHARTBsEnTIERLS WL 1 Tignstmiin 33-90 Alansu
wandlu Table 2 Ail§suemsnnass 3 qmﬁsi’mﬁ’u Aanay control, low lysine wag high lysine wuin drminghifisunaon
mi‘wmaawmamiu Laumnanaiumeada (P>0.05) nqu control Huualily ﬁmﬁfﬂﬁuﬁﬁuam’iméuﬁuq Anaasiming
Wiswesgnsngsl control, low lysine Wag high lysine wnmJ 56.52, 56.48 Wag 56.50 Alaniu mua1iu Luaauammiwmaaqam
nau control, low lysine waz high lysine fhminndeiiu 90.45, 90.36 ua 90.20 Alansy mumwu umuﬂmwmu nann
sveziaMIvaaedlut9qnsTuUesNgy control genIngudu o umunauammimaaa LLavumuﬂwmeumaamvavmi
naaestsgnsgulunn q Jadevenisnaaes "memmumaaam (P>0.05) Tugnsyu wui dominiudy ‘Lﬂ‘Vi‘LJﬂﬂ‘L!Ejﬂ Yot
Fafiintu svevnaildly mades wazdnsInssgAvlane iy ldunnaesiunisadia (P>0.05) @onnassiu Hiroyuki et al.
(2012) MeuianInguitldiue1mns lysine control (8.90%) wagna low lysine (5.40 Wofidus) SuUsuanisiuld daning
Adiutu Tiuwansneiu (P>0.05) LLavmaamﬂaaaﬂmmﬁuaa Hyun et al. 2007 ‘1/1swmmaﬂﬁﬂauwimumms low lysine (0.50
LUaiLsuum) ua high lysine (0.70 Wesidus) mumuﬂauam dhmifnfaidiuiy Wesiduden anumunlafudunds way
Wumuuwm‘uaau laiunnsneiu (P>0.05)

Table 2 Effect of dietary lysine level during the finishing phase on growth performance

ltems Control Low lysine High lysine SEM p value
33-60 kg

Initial weight (kg) 33.93 33.88 33.70 1.729 0.995
Final weight (kg) 60.24 60.29 60.41 0.131 0.679
Weight gain (kg) 26.32 26.42 26.71 1.725 0.987
Experimental period (d) 43 a4 a4 3.738 0.959
Average dairy gain (kg) 0.62 0.59 0.61 0.031 0.860
Feed intake (kg/d) 1.94 1.97 1.93 0.031 0.816
Feed conversion ratio 3.18 3.33 3.19 0.207 0.853
60-90 kg

Initial weight (kg) 60.24 60.29 60.41 0.131 0.679

Final weight (kg) 90.45 90.36 90.20 0.132 0.432
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Weight gain (kg) 30.20 30.07 29.79 0.150 0.196
Experimental period (d) 48 52 48 4.997 0.830
Average dairy gain (kg) 0.66 0.58 0.64 0.600 0.681
Feed intake (kg/d) 2.67 2.73 2.70 0.067 0.810
Feed conversion ratio 4.29 4.74 4.44 0.576 0.858
33-90 kg

Initial weight (kg) 33.93 33.88 33.70 1.229 0.995
Final weight (kg) 90.45 90.36 90.20 0.132 0.432
Weight gain (kg) 56.52 56.48 56.50 1.669 0.999
Experimental period (d) 91 96 92 8.360 0.892
Average dairy gain (kg) 0.64 0.59 0.63 0.045 0.700
Feed intake (kg/d) 2.32 2.38 2.34 0.051 0.730
Feed conversion ratio 3.75 4.07 3.84 0.369 0.826
Feed cost per weight gain (Baht/kg) 37.70 39.97 39.06 3722 0911

MmNy mesomavessyiulatulusmrednvarnuasaunndevosgnsateugnniu 1 uandy Table 3 7
lasup1msnnass 3 gmﬁﬁmﬁ’u A® N control, low lysine k@ high lysine Wuin 5mﬁﬂmneju, ﬁwﬁﬂmmﬁu, Wosidud
910, ANLen, Anunulatudundaeds, fuiinisaiieduuen, LU@%L%uﬁmiqﬁyLﬁaﬁwmLﬁaqﬂi waztUosigufnIg
aydeihanmsiugn vesgnslunnisnisdialaiunnsreiuneadi (P>0.05) winuiie marbling score Tundnanifovesansnga
low lysine #A189031 (P<0.05) ngal control wag high lysine AadiAviniu 4.53, 2.88 wag 2.50 AUAWIU @BAAaeINU Zhang
et al., (2008) ‘17|"ﬁ’1mmd’]miamU%mmla%u’LummaLLazizé’umsmmﬂmmqmﬁ’]maamsmim%iﬂm ylinsazaulagdulu
n&niloqnaifingatuegnefiteddmeada (P<0.05)

Table 3 Effect of dietary lysine level during the finishing phase on carcass characteristics and meat quality

ltems Control Low lysine High lysine SEM p value
Hot carcass (kg) 73.87 70.75 71.65 3.233 0.785
Chilled carcass (kg) 69.00 65.5 66.15 2.849 0.665
Dressing percentage (%) 71.86 70.15 70.29 0.469 0.054
Carcass length (cm) 82.25 82.16 83.62 1.816 0.828
1st rib fat (cm) 4.02 4.29 4.14 0.454 0.916
10th rib fat (cm) 3.90 4.33 3.85 0.343 0.576
Last rib fat (cm) 3.29 3.50 3.13 0.335 0.738
Last lumbar vertebra fat (cm) 3.00 3.68 292 0.328 0.251
Average backfat (cm) 3.55 3.95 3.51 0.248 0.419
Loin eye area (cm?) 31.15 28.29 32.15 1.774 0.324
Color” 2.80 3.18 2.98 0.439 0.830
Marbling” 2.88° 4.53° 2.50° 0.424 0.018
Drip loss (%) 5.07 4.62 5.37 0.277 0.227
Cooking loss (%) 29.64 27.68 29.84 1.495 0.551

Hunter colorimeter value
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Lightness (L*) 53.32 57.02 52.11 3.458 0.596
Redness (a*) 6.00 5.15 4.79 0.742 0.522
Yellowness (b%) 20.08% 12.82° 28.75° 2.774 0.009
Firmness (kg/cm?) 3.73 4.00 4.18 0.309 0.603
Shear Force (kg/cm”) 4.00 4.21 4.59 0.379 0.566

¥ American color score scale of 1 to 6, with 1 = pale pinkish gray and 6 = dark purplish red (NPPC 2000)
¥ Marbling score scale of 1 to 10, with 1 = 1% intramuscular fat and 10 = 10% intramuscular fat (NPPC 2000)
abe — Mean with different letters differ significantly (P<0.05)
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mﬂﬂ15ﬁﬂ‘mwmaaamanJaﬁzﬁula%uiummwiaé”ﬂwmssmﬂLLasqmmwm’faﬂuanqﬂimaﬁ’uﬁjqwm 1 anunsnasunans
naaosldead ANTIDNINNITHANYBIANINAY control, low lysine kag high lysine Wuln USunasenmsiidusety, §m31n1s
WwigLivlasiodu, 'ej"miWﬂﬁLUé"auaﬂmiLﬂuija, isaznmﬁi‘?ﬁgmLLazﬁuﬂqummmmaﬁmﬁnﬁuﬁLﬁu-ﬁu (1kg/um) fianlal
uANA9TUIARA (P>0.05) Wil eRansanamangin wuin dindneingy, iindneinidu, Wesiduden, annuenien,
Nuvihdaiodu uasaumunlosudunds faldunnsnefumeadi (P>0.05) udnuine Marbling ¥@angul low lysine dA1g4
(P<0.05) N31ndal control waz high lysine AofiAnvfy 4.53, 2.88 uay 2.50 muady suAdelundsddusulddn qnsildsy
91N3NgH low lysine tneftaztiunfidesgnsiusgwin 1 flesanilsedvlatuunsnganhemmndudunarbidmansznusio
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a

Q] LAswana, fuen FMuFiavsna wassaids Avslasnad. 2566, Madnseduturinanslasds LSQ. nerandinuns. 30:
(aUuiiey 4-6): 228-231.

wagengy o 1. 2555, MIRnwdnuasmMaiAneuasnskanTiddyesansiuidedumeans fusendsunie. menunis
Weatuauysel iierdemaluladasun3, uasswdun.

WeEgy o 81U, 2556. msﬁﬂmé’ﬂwmxmﬁ’ﬁwmLLawmﬂ'1sm§mﬁﬁwﬁmﬂaﬂqﬂsﬁulﬁaﬂumﬂmi’uaamﬁmmﬁa.iwmm
nduatuanysal annimerdemaluladasuns, uassvdun.
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