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Summary: The important potential of goat production in the Northeast Thailand is primarily associated with their
small size, which is significant and to the advantage of mankind for three important reasons; economic, managerial and
biological. Economic advantages include low initial investment, the risks and marketing. Managerial considerations
favour their care by unpaid family labour and limited resource use. Biological factors include possible preference
over large ruminants, feed and reproductive efficiency, and in turn, economic use of available land for maximum
product output, enhancing the efficiency utilization of local feed resources.
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Ne128R TN AR IUeeNIRE TR
WNNsznaufaeanslsenatAaLA gL NI T
Jufuldsfu (condensed tannins-protein com-
plex) IneiansAguNeBLEHATRUNULUTNNARD
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ostasis) LATIANITULNNAIUNIY (immune) 993
AIFUNIUAANYNS (Coop and Kyriazakis, 2001)
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Tugasldndanlannalunsmadals (Min, 2003:
Waghorn and McNabb, 2003)
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WML Feanendans Anmgsnsalunsdenld  auna fmsnns unsedeyas
(%) lulpsiau  Wiyiuln
(g/d) (9/d)
DM CP NDF
mjumurfjm - 68.3 59.2 55.0 15.4 50.5 Paengkoum (2011)
(MndamAeg)
ludes Streblus asper Lour 66.9 59.8 54.5 17.0 48.0
lunsehiu Leucaena leucocephala  67.0 59.5 55.2 171 475
ﬂ@jumu@u 59.1 56.3 50.0 5.6 59.3 Paengkoum and
(mnﬁl’qmam) Paengkoum (2010)
Tunzanumea Pithecellobium dulce 56.1 55.1 49.5 5.7 62.9
lunszdiu Leucaena leucocephala  56.9 49.5 49.2 4.9 62.5
nfcjmmuau 69.3 58.6 51.7 9.9 55.5 Paengkoum (2010)
(Mndwie)
Tuazien Azadirachta indica 67.6 57.9 50.6 1.0 52.0
lunsziin Leucaena leucocephala  68.9 57.3 51.8 1.1 53.5
sLmJl,}u Artocarpus heterophyllus  64.1 71.0 - - - Paengkoum and
Traiyakun (2011)
luns=tiu Leucaena leucocephala  53.2 55.0 - - -
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(n)
Wi 1 ulsuiaudiuaesiioAfilAs (cuticle surface) 199NN Trichostrongylus colubriformis TBNNGNAILIAN
() LATATAAANGNUNULUAINGT chestnut (1) (Hoste et al., 2006)
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sz 314 (Bahuand, 2006)
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