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Effect of Bacillus subtilis Supplementation in Diet on Egg Quality and Serum Antioxidant
Capacity in Geese

wBUNY) ARz iing
Nutchanat Khamtanit

AAIVIFIIANENT ALBNUATANENS UNNINIRERUATIVENH

UNANYD

Bacillus subtilis {uqgdunsgiuslulefnfifiunuivlunisteusuvaunagadnludld duasunmsdosuas

9
(%

n1sliuselertansenns Siunstlisannznsenaneandiatuludnitn Feeadwmananunimluuasanias
M TINeeed@n iUn dununiiiiingussasdie@nuwinaveanisly Bacillus subtilis lwemnsienun nliuay

fneamansinueuyadaseluviiu lnefnwiainena1sauidediuiy 3 alu ARnuisenined a.a. 2020-2022

2

=]

Fadlnsldseaunsiaiu 2.5 x 107 uag 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 8115 31nnnTaasendeyanuin msiasulusgaui

[

4971 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 09113 aesfinaAunuUdentiuazan T-AOC geninszauiainii egaslsiniy

Y

=3

= = A o a ¢ & a a a i |
LumfmﬂmiﬁﬂmwmmaLﬂi’lwL‘UumnaiufqauwiEﬂummﬂmﬂummmmum ﬁ]ﬁlmaﬁmmaiﬂwaﬂmmi

9
a o

\&3u Bacillus subtilis lalaenss 8nvianisidlussivnguiuluonvdmaliqaunsdviminiduwrasemnsves

' [
a

Yafinludnld dawadeaunagadnle Aulu AIsiasunseauvensiasy lneseaungeuivuiliulvinadndy

'
v o

PN 1 Il o & 1% = = PPN J A A Ly ! o
ILAUNNININ LLG]EJ\‘i’fﬂ’]LﬂuG]@\‘liJﬂ’]ﬁﬂﬂ‘U’mmﬂ’sjiJﬂ’JUQﬂJLW@EJTJEJUN&@?JNGUG]LQU

ANEA

v

: Bacillus subtilis ¥nu ANy a1siueuLadasy



unin
vinu (Goose) \udnidnluisd Anatidae \HunilsludniUniBendvdfianusaaiayadldanmas
wAnSut IduA osi T suwazausnatd fu Tutu sadsnsdwheduiuiug neluthgtulssnaiu
dutsznai fsununadssiumniaelulan Taslud aa. 2021 Fufdrnuinimsdondonded
Usganas 570 §1ud Aaliuannnindesar 90 veantswdnvituialan (Zhu et al,, 2025) Inglamizvinuau)
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Wiyiudidlenrgusvanm 6-8 Weou uazdongfivmnzaudensldiduno-uiiusdoue 8-10 Woululy lng
annsalinandnldneilosssunn 3-5 U wiviililiadouszann 30-60 vesdesadel Insiufiduasugia
vrauganusalvlylagedis 60-80 wewial (FAO, 2022) FaunssnsaulnTuL e ISR aLLite
auayuaussnuznsliuasannlyTeddny wihgnsomsiuguilfluigtuesdasewnafismoniy
ANNABINITLAIIAgNElUTRULAZUSE 9 widlldedinsulseaninmnisgaduiasnislduselevives
a1501%13 Iesannzlutasnisiileseiiios Sein1sAnwinmsasulusiviefnluenms wu Bacillus subtilis,

s

Bacillus licheniformis \Wetieatiuauuauninaild aunnly waganiugansinuenyadassvasinuneukiliug
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TuslulednAeqauvadivinfitiousuannagadnludild duaiunistes nsgaduaisensns uaziasy
QAN uvesdniUn Bacillus subtilis \iuluslulefnfivleifinuszansamnnsidenms Bacillus subtilis Tu
omsdnidnesngrivdniiunalndfyiidenleatuganinly Tiun afaeuluiviviegos phytase way
proteinase Tuingivemns dwalsiuraieuuasvlearesangnivediulasiairadedouresiivgniandosuay
andunaTldldRTy WunsavaunaBouuasrleanaszlunszan (bone formation) 9ntuagitiliiAanisvas
parathyroid hormone (PTH) 910 parathyroid gland ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂizéjumiamEJﬂiz@JﬂU%L’Jm medullary bone
1ny osteoclast ammﬁaﬁamz@jmdﬂﬁﬁ]u hydroxyapatite (wpaifeniunloann) Sonnszuaunsiiin bone
resorption a1n1ju osteoclast azthupaBeunazroamndlulunszuaidon unadouarluaiaudonls waz
wealngniveananiume wliauganisliussnunademdionisadraudentafidu (Bougouin et al, 2014;

L4

Nishiyama et al., 2021; Zou et al., 2021) Bacillus subtilis N15aA@N1IE oxidative stress %ﬂ%ﬁ%”mwu%m

v A

protease Maefinnsgeslusiu densnogiluunsia Wy histidine Wunsnesfilufid dgfigalunisviuiii
i "Ligands" titeduifulessuvedlany (au Cu, Zn 3o Mn) Fsflnruddnlunisifuamstedunisdanszsi
wasn1svinueseulsiansiueuyadase liun superoxide dismutase (SOD) tlusiu nsdaAsizii SOD gn
dunseninnnsneedilumusiaiugnTINHIUNTEUIUNTABATIE (transcription) waziUasia (translation) 8u
wuderiulusauialy (McCord and Fridovich, 1969; Fridovich, 1995)

oeslsfionu n1sAIUANATIE oxidative stress melusnenedn iUnldlddusgfunisinnureseules
AUBLYABATE WU superoxide dismutase (SOD) \ilgewilaifien uadiendeunuimvesansinueyyadasyyiln
Tyllouleaifilesuainanmssaiugie Tae Total Antioxidant Capacity (TAC) \Jusniilduansrnuanunsasiy
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yesansFueyyadasEnaudnan toid mdu C Iniiu E ualsiiuesd wazansindiluoanity Jsan TAC
azﬁaumiﬁﬂmuﬁi’mﬁ’mmmimd’lﬁiumiammilﬁma%a@aizLLazszhsJUiimew oxidative stress ey
519nedniUn (Ghiselli et al., 2000) ﬂalﬂﬁﬁﬂawmﬁwﬁmimaLawwimi’mﬁé’miﬂﬂm%ggmmLﬂ%mmmw%@
anmnaeu agslsinuwd Bacillus subtilis azuansdnenmlunsusulgsnannliuas @nan1nniseu
ouyadAsTvRIUWRLITLS uinalnnsoongns AnuaianeetHa warsERUNMBER I auTuszerg
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Tildsiaitiosdinadudssinunfaansnmsfneiiudy dedudununatuiadingUssasiidiofnwinisld Bacillus

subtilis Twownsee Aunmltuazdnen nansiueyyadassluiu

NavaINSLESY Bacillus subtilis Tuemnsreauudussvaaldaonl (Eggshell strength)

Zhang et al. (2020) Yn1sAnwIN154&3u Bacillus subtilis Twemnswe-waliugvinuaeiug Wulong
$1uu 120 2 019 46 FUAMA 715260 2.5 x 10° uay 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 9113 udwnnguiliaiuiiana
uaussveadenlelaisineiu (Table 1) vaugdl Fan et al. (2022) Mwe-wiiiugsinuaneiug Wulong $1uau 120
§7 91y 45 A Aisziu 2.5 x 10° WAz 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 81913 Wuinnsiady Bacillus subtilis jnnay
naaodlinaliunndieiu (Table 2) @onAdasiu Wang et al. (2020) We-udugrimualeiug Wulong 31u3u
120 #1 91g 46 §Uni AseiU 25 x 10° Wag 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 91713 LainuAauAn@1esenintanguvnaes
(Table 3) Hailorafunasnanaruudussoaddonldlalldtufu Bacillus subtilis Fsfiunummsdousinums
Winnsgeduuazlivszlevianussmuaaden dslassaianisinBewemdnuaaidouasveiunveadentd
Gﬁuagﬁ’uﬁﬂamwmaaLL;J'ﬁuﬁ:vimLLazmmamuﬁaiﬁuﬁ?mLL:u"vimmnﬂ’h (Nys et al., 2004; Roberts, 2010)
NavYeINSIEsY Bacillus subtilis TuarwsaenunuUdenly (Eggshell thickness)

Zhang et al. (2020) uay Wang et al. (2020) 57839131 N54@34 Bacillus subtilis AszHU 5.0 x 10°
CFU/kg 813 dwwalvirsmunveadenlafirngsninnguiiadusedu 2.5 x 10° CFU/kg 91913 dadunaann
UNUNYs Bacillus subtilis lumsiiiaszansnmnsgosamsuarmslivsylovivesunadennazleareda
Fadussduszneundnussnisaiiaddenls (Zhang et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2020) 9814l HAN1TNAAB
1 2 atfufinamundaudsiu Fan et al. (2022) finuinnisiaiy Bacillus subtilis afisesu 2.5 x 10° waz 5.0
x 10° CFU/kg 91113 laivhlnaunmiudenlaasundas (Table 2) Tnsarnnisdnwinudn Bacillus subtilis
dussunmunddenlilnefindszavsnmmsgosuaznsgaduunaieuuasleae farinunsUuaugagad
Tudld daalviilussmiissodmiunssuaunsazauuaai@ouaniueiunly uterus (shell gland) Fafiutim
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HAYRINTLE3H Bacillus subtilis Tuarmssend1ugeliun (Albumen height)

AR 3 atu 1dun Zhang et al.,2020; Fan et al.,,2022 wagz Wang et al.,2020 WuUI1N13LaTa
Bacillus subtilis iszsu 2.5 x 10° waz 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 819115 Liinalalumnsinaiu eidunantann Bacillus
subtilis laAendadlasnsstuamsdsiunmsdunmesilion mnegdunideiadviuihddulslulefnlussuy
yadiuewns lildundsasonmdniildaidusiulianlaenss lnonszuiunsairssayivluviotilvdes
anfensneziluainownsiduansdadundn %‘;mWmﬂiﬂiauiuqmmmﬂﬂé’mmﬂémﬁuw%ETL@Q (Roberts,

2004)

Table 1 Effects of Fe and Bacillus subtilis supplementations on egg quality of geese.

Treatment

Fe (mg/ke) BS (CFU/kg) ES (N) ET (mm) AH (mm)  YC HU

40 2.5 x 10° 5.026 0.484 15.68 2.45 118.85

60 2.5 x 10° 5.069 0.494 15.90 2.60 120.15

80 2.5 x 10° 4.981 0.465 14.90 2.40 119.35

40 5.0 x 10° 5.032 0.519 15.73 2.50 121.85

60 5.0 x 10° 5.098 0.540 17.20 2.70 122.55

80 5.0 x 10° 5.065 0.504 15.55 2.65 118.93

SEM 0.15 0.02 0.74 0.11 2.98

Main effect

Fe (mg/kg) 40 5.029 0.502 15.70 2.48 120.35
60 5.083 0.517 16.55 2.65 121.35
80 5.023 0.485 15.23 2.53 119.14

B. subtilis (CFU/kg) 2.5 x 10° 5.025 0.481° 15.49 2.48 119.45
5.0 x 10° 5.065 0.521° 16.16 2.62 121.11

P-value

Fe 0.239 0.274 0.122 0.384 0.164

B. subtilis 0.233 0.020 0.202 0.215 0.083

Fe x B. subtilis 0.587 0.957 0.607 0.719 0.282

25— means in the same row with different superscript are significantly different (p<0.05)

Abbreviations: BS, B. subtilis; ES, Eggshell strength; ET, Eggshell thickness; AH, Albumen height; YC, Yolk color; HU,
Haugh unit.
SEM = standard error of mean

Source: Zhang et al. (2020)



NaYIN1SLEsy Bacillus subtilis Tua115AoA1 Haugh unit

mAses 3 atiu 1w Zhang et al,2020; Fan et al.,2022 way Wang et al,2020 WUIIN13LET
Bacillus subtilis fisedu 2.5 x 10° wag 5.0 x 10° CFU/ke 819115 Winalalunnsinadiu Bacillus subtilis laifiunum
Retestununmlilaenss Srsludsanugslivmiliuandnaiy Seiilidemadenunmueesdiszneuves

a15emstuly (Silversides and Scott, 2001)

Table 2 Effects of Zn and Bacillus subtilis supplementations on egg quality of geese.

Treatment

Zn (mg/kg) BS (CFU/kg) ES (N) ET (mm) AH (mm)  YC HU

25 2.5 x 10° 497 0.42 13.93 2.40° 110.78

45 2.5 x 10° 5.03 0.45 15.63 2.68 116.48

65 2.5 x 10° 5.03 0.42 15.13 2.63" 111.50

25 5.0 x 10° 5.04 0.47 16.30 3.13% 120.05

a5 5.0 x 10° 5.04 0.48 16.38 3.53° 119.48

65 5.0 x 10° 4.92 0.42 14.38 2.48° 114.10
Pooled SEM 0.06 0.02 0.96 0.17 4.83

Main effect

Zn (mg/kg) 25 5.01 0.44 15.11 2.76 115.41
a5 5.04 0.47 16.00 3.10 117.98
65 4.97 0.42 14.75 2.55 112.80
Pooled SEM 0.04 0.01 0.68 0.12 3.42

B. subtilis (CFU/kg) 2.5 x 10° 5.01 0.43 14.89 2.57 112.92
5.0 x 10° 5.00 0.46 15.68 3.04 117.88
Pooled SEM 0.04 0.01 0.56 0.10 2.79

P-value

Zn 0.582 0.071 0.427 0.016 0.573

B. subtilis 0.895 0.088 0.328 0.003 0.225

Zn x B. subtilis 0.355 0.380 0.293 0.018 0.744

2b¢ = means in the same row with different superscript are significantly different (p<0.05)

Abbreviations: BS, B. subtilis; ES, Eggshell strength; ET, Eggshell thickness; AH, Albumen height; YC, Yolk color; HU,
Haugh unit.

Source: Fan et al. (2022)



NaYaINSLESY Bacillus subtilis Tusnwnsaedvaslaune (Yolk color)

mAses 3 atiu 1w Zhang et al,2020; Fan et al.,2022 way Wang et al,2020 WUIIN13LET
Bacillus subtilis isssu 2.5 x 10° uaw 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 813 Winalduansneiu seifunasnandvesla
ustiudufuegUinnuazaiinvesuelsiiuosdluomsfundn vawdl Bacillus subtilis laiffunumingglalls

Dunraswesniaingansdunsonsazauualsfiuosaluliuns (Surai, 2016; Karadas et al., 2016)

Table 3 Effects of Mn and Bacillus subtilis supplementations on egg quality of geese.

Treatment

Mn (mg/kg) BS (CFU/kg) ES (N) ET (mm) AH (mm)  YC HU

10 2.5 x 10° 4.284 0.47° 16.13 3.65 119.90

20 2.5 x 10° 5.085 0.48° 15.23 3.55 112.20

30 2.5 x 10° 5.122 0.49° 16.25 2.90 119.78

10 5.0 x 10° 5.078 0.52° 14.57 3.03 112.48

20 5.0 x 10° 5.029 0.51° 15.23 2.83 118.30

30 5.0 x 10° 5.126 0.52° 16.18 2.63 120.18

Main effect

Mn (me/ke) 10 4.681 0.49 15.35 3.34 116.19
20 5.052 0.50 14.71 3.19 115.25
30 5.124 0.53 16.21 2.76 119.98

B. subtilis (CFU/kg) 2.5 x 10° 4.830 0.49° 15.52 3.37 117.21
5.0 x 10° 5.074 0.52° 15.32 2.83 116.98

SEM 0.47 0.06 2.49 0.74 9.54

P-value

Mn 0.093 0.514 0.536 0.271 0.615

B. subtilis 0.160 0.039 0.855 0.079 0.941

Mn x B. subtilis 0.092 0.628 0.629 0.804 0.417

In the same column, values with the same small or no letter superscripts mean no significant difference (P > 0.05),
while values with adjacent small letter superscripts mean significant difference (P < 0.05), and values with alternate
small letter superscripts mean significant difference (P < 0.01).

Abbreviations: BS, B. subtilis; ES, Eggshell strength; ET, Eggshell thickness; AH, Albumen height; YC, Yolk color; HU,
Haugh unit.

Source: Wang et al. (2022)



NAYaINTLE3U Bacillus subtilis Tuamnssasn T-SOD (U/mL)

1NN15AN®IVDY Zhang et al. (2020), Wang et al. (2020) wag Fan et al. (2022) WuI1n19L@3a
Bacillus subtilis iszsu 2.5 x 10° waz 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 819115 Winalyiuwmnsineiu nasenanansaeSuie
¢4 Loulesl superoxide dismutase iueulesitugiufisamednildmuauoyyadaslussiuiead maladu
Bacillus subtilis F3Tunumtudnuuzd1sann158N159119UUe0 U RIRINE1ININNTINITNTLAUNITAT1993E

dinfanssuveteuluilaense dawalia T-SOD luunnd1afiuseninangunaaeis 3 NMsine

Table 4 Effects of Fe and Bacillus subtilis supplementations on serum antioxidant capacity of geese.

Treatment
Fe (mg/kg) BS (CFU/kg) T-AOC (U/mL) T-SOD (U/mL)
40 2.5 x 10° 8.30 297.72
60 2.5 x 10° 11.91 327.37
80 2.5 x 10° 13.24 345.52
40 5.0 x 10° 14.12 378.20
60 5.0 x 10° 19.11 364.89
80 5.0 x 10° 15.90 329.41
SEM 1.36 28.62
Main effect
Fe (mg/ke) 40 11.21° 337.96
60 15.51° 346.13
80 14.57° 337.47
B. subtilis (CFU/kg) 2.5 x 10° 11.15° 323.54
5.0 x 10° 16.38° 357.50
P-value
Fe 0.022 0.949
B. subtilis <0.001 0.181
Fe x B. subtilis 0.308 0.294

25€ = means in the same row with different superscript are significantly different (p<0.05)
Abbreviations: BS, B. subtilis; T-SOD, total superoxide dismutase; T-AOC, total antioxidant capacity.
SEM = standard error of mean

Source: Zhang et al. (2020)



Table 5 Effects of Zn and Bacillus subtilis supplementations on serum antioxidant capacity of geese.

Treatment
Zn (mg/ke) BS (CFU/kg) T-AOC (U/mL) T-SOD (U/mL)
25 2.5 x 10° 0.30 190.73
45 2.5 x 10° 0.48 287.02
65 2.5 x 10° 0.44 249.66
25 5.0 x 10 0.55 285.56
45 5.0 x 10° 0.64 335.56
65 5.0 x 10° 0.39 217.16
Pooled SEM 0.08 35.52
Main effect
Zn (mg/kg) 25 0.42 238.14°
45 0.56 311.29°
65 0.42 233.41°
Pooled SEM 0.05 25.11
B. subtilis (CFU/kg) 2.5 x 10° 0.41° 242.47
5.0 x 10° 0.53° 279.43
Pooled SEM 0.04 20.51
P-value
zn 0.070 0.028
B. subtilis 0.030 0.142
Zn x B. subtilis 0.080 0.120

a

€= means in the same row with different superscript are significantly different (p<0.05)
Abbreviations: BS, B. subtilis; T-SOD, total superoxide dismutase; T-AOC, total antioxidant capacity.
SEM = standard error of mean

Source: Fan et al. (2022)

NAYDINTSLESN Bacillus subtilis Tuaunssaa T-AOC (U/mL)

911N13ANBIUDY Zhang et al. (2020), Wang et al. (2020) way Fan et al. (2022) Wui1 n5LaTu
Bacillus subtilis f5¢fu 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 911115 ianuifgadeafunsifind T-A0C luidealowfisutiungy
AIUAY FeaonnaesiuIUATeues Fridovich, 1995 wag Surai, 2016 fnansfiduresan T-AOC agviou

o

fednaninnisiueuyadasenunemisndnilasu lnseSurelaainunuimues Bacillus subtilis lunsusu
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aunaydunsdludlduasiiuyssdnsnmnisdesamis dwalisiniednilivsslevinnasiueuyadasylu
asbaunnTuegluaniieiagauson13AIVANATIE oxidative stress Inglidndudeaiiufanssuves

wulgiiueuyadaszyinlnvinnis

Table 6 Effects of Mn and Bacillus subtilis supplementations on serum antioxidant capacity of geese.

Treatment
Mn (mg/kg) BS (CFU/kg) T-AOC (U/mL) T-SOD (U/mL)
10 2.5 x 10° 10.14° 314.32°
20 2.5 x 10° 11.34° 300.73°
30 2.5 x 10° 12.96° 339.60°
10 5.0 x 10° 12.16" 319.00°
20 5.0 x 10° 12.31° 273.75°
30 5.0 x 10° 13.30° 358.75°
Main effect
Mn (mg/kg) 10 11.15° 316.10°
20 11.83° 287.25°
30 13.13° 349.17°
B. subtilis (CFU/kg) 2.5 x 10° 11.15° 318.11
5.0 x 10° 12.59° 317.17
SEM 8.13 55.99
P-value
Mn 0.016 0.034
B. subtilis <0.01 0.964
Mn x B. subtilis 0.312 0.661

In the same column, values with the same small or no letter superscripts mean no significant difference (P > 0.05),
while values with adjacent small letter superscripts mean significant difference (P < 0.05), and values with alternate
small letter superscripts mean significant difference (P < 0.01).

Abbreviations: BS, B. subtilis; T-SOD, total superoxide dismutase; T-AOC, total antioxidant capacity.

SEM = standard error of mean

Source: Wang et al. (2022)



GELY
PINNIUNILenasIseTiisadestunisady Bacillus subtilis Tuenmsvewinuiisesu 2.5 x 10°
CFU/kg 819115 a2 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 81915 31u3n 3 atu fiffuisewing U a.e. 2020-2022 nsiasuluseau
ﬁqqﬁﬁu 5.0 x 10° CFU/kg 81913 faeiineaumunideniduazannuannsalunssueyyadasy (T-A0C) g4
niseRuiisngy egalsinn iesanmsAnuiinndinngiiunsaiugdunidlagliinguaiuay Sl
ausaasunaves Bacillus subtilis denmunliuasdnenmansiueyyadaselalagnsy wannil mswasaly

szaufiguiuluensdwaligduvsdnataunmasansensvesgainluald Georansenudoaunavedssuy
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