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Characterization of bulk-tank raw milk quality at farm level in Central Thailand
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Table 1 Quality grade for milk standard in Thailand

Quality grade

Traits
Low Standard Good Premium

FAT (%) < 3.20 3.20-3.60 > 3.60-4.00 > 4.00
PROT (%) < 3.00 3.00-3.20 > 3.20-3.40 > 3.40
SNF (%) < 8.35 8.35-8.50 >8.50-8.70 > 8.70
TS (%) <1230 12.30-1250 > 1250-12.70 > 12.70
SCC (x10°cells/ml) > 500 350 - 500 200 - < 350 < 200

Source: Thai agricultural commodity and food standard (2005)
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Figure 1 Distributions of milk fat, milk protein, solid not fat, total

solid and somatic cell count in different milk quality
level; (L = low milk quality, S = standard milk quality, G
= good milk quality and P = premium milk quality)
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