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MD) MEFHEARIMNE R (IVNDFD IVADFD) 3-8 HoX R A i Wi E8 i, 45 R0 BR i K™= < KT 200
ml AR BURRL 8 BRI R G R TR A e oK W7 R e SR R SR SE ORBERT U
NG 2 SREFE, A KRG R R R SRR B RS SIE R  A (KT 3 h) RS F R SRR T R R AR
(/INF 10 ml/h) IVDMD 5 s R G 4 (85. 41% ) , FedR R s fIHEEAERT 2 S F5FF (56. 85% ) s AR AE TH AL R HE A4 1T 5 1Y)
WR R TR W E K B F KRB 5T BRI RS, IVNDFD YR T 60% | i J9 KRG 2 (92, 42% ) s TS AP 365%
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Nutritive value evaluation of unconventional feeds in south China agricul-
ture region using in vitro gas production technique

TU Yuan-lu, MENG Mei-juan, GAO Li-peng, BAI Yun-feng, SONG Qian
(Liuhe Animal Science Base of Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China)

Abstract: To select unconventional feeds suitable in south China agriculture area, thirty-two unconventional feeds
collected from Nanjing and its surrounding areas were evaluted for the nutritive values to ruminants by measuring cumulative
gas productions in2 h, 4 h, 6 h, 8 h, 10 h, 12 h, 17 h, 24 h, 48 h, fermentation parameters and in vitro digestibilities
of dry matter ,acid detergent fiber and neutral detergent fiber. There were nine feeds showing maximum gas productions a-
bove 200 ml, which were soybean hull, corn bract, corn bran, orange peel, broad bean pod, apple pomace, sorghum hull,
rice bran meal, and corn stalk, from the highest th the lowest. Among them, four feeds took longer time to start gas produc-
tion, which were soybean hull, orange peel, apple pomace, and sorghum hull and two feeds, orange peel and apple pom-
ace, displayed lower gas production speeds. Soybean hull had the highest in vitro dry matter digestibility (85.41% ) and
corn stalk had the lowest (56.85% ). The top five feeds with higher fiber digestibility were soybean hull, corn bran, con

bract, orange peel and garlic leaves, with neutral

7S B 5 :2015-01-16 detergent fiber digestibility all above 60% . For crop there
EEWA JLAE LR A FRHES T H [ CX(14)2103 ] ;47 are seven different kinds feeds including rice bran meal,
Bl (4elk) %75 (2012030504 ) hull, corn bran, orange peel, apple pomace, corn bract
TEE A IR (1983-) , 2, DU, Wi+, By BF 9L 61, FEMNFE R and broad bean pod owning high nutritional values suitable
BEFEERIIGE, (Tel)13851804073 ; ( E-mail ) tuyuan- for ruminants in south China agriculture region.
lul110@ 126. com Key words: in vitro gas production technique; mis-

BIAEE : 20, (Tel)025-84390204; ( E-mail ) Blinkeye@ 126. com cellaneous meal; crop stalk and husk; unconventional feed
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— LR, B Ol A i AR AR AR IR
AR BRI T A, HLe 2 AT T4k
AP A BRSBTS, SE I 2 & A
AR A5 22 35 400 A3 A AR B RLARDRL ) 5 37 B B
it SR A 2 SR 5 W GRDRL IR 43 e Y T
R Z— U AR MR &, DB [R] AT g
BURDRHRr 22 AR K R, B X AN ] X 8
T A i A 5 B ARDRE 98 U5 A 85 57 M BV A2 0
2L X H A AL 5 E SR 73T, BRHE AR X B)
Pyt PR RE A AR I M, FHAR PIE I 52 2 it 9%
HLIGHE [RI 0 KA [ PN S B iR AR R
FAPRSN =S8 At A0 e T e b X
ACHEAN ATA A 23 Ff AR5 ML R 57 B
T E PR, A R BRI AR AME T T A
7E FHAE 10 FRRLEDE S SOM 2RO A 5 R
JRGARE R R SN S R o AR B R AR XA HBA:
AL RS R GET R D A SR AT A
P AR AR B A 32 A AR &R BE IR A Menke
PRANRES W R IR RS R
TR PR VE R T 4E (NDF ) R 1 3 Tk 41 4
(ADF) By SME A3 0 8 IR EH AT,
B R T ELAS M DA A AR ML ARDR TR B AR

1Bk

1.1 #

A H LR PR ER A VT 958 rE R T s X
B SR 5 IR T 120 CER ST A
At 10 ~ 15 min, FJSRBEE R 65 CHE 8 ~ 12 h,
] 1 0 ML = ST S W1 = S 1 Ry B E /A A
T BT RO R 40 B, KRR N FEFTE
FORFERF | GREFF A 38 S5 AR LRG3
K HILIRE LN BB A= 76k B WA Im 2 i
B A 8 5 7 A T T T R T ) RS )R AR
DDGS J& K AFAT Y S B2 A PG 2o 72 v o A 1Y
KREEFREA Y, >k F e B0 T 5 TR R A A Pk
PR Sl R R P, ok A BT SR RS
R BB SN T MUPRE MU T2 R AT
BEAL T2 U85 A U8, W A VLR ) 5 S R
AU T R K SR e R R T S R A
Y 2 B I BT 5 B i 1 RO F L R R
R T 2RI ok A e TR T R
KB R ORI AR U R SO S Y R

it , ) 1 A 2 T PR B BB T s KRR Sk 1 1 T
RN T SR KM IS ORI A3 9 25 0ROk SRR R
FIVLI A8 SRR, 43 31 2 R RN S AT A4 T s 7 )
a7/

1.2 RENZit 5igE

1.2.1 RER4 o AR BUERE 1 g 1
HREEEY 5 3 ANEE, ARG SR e s
A bRUET B, DG S S VR bR T 5
1.2.2 BH&RREE  BEFE 2 L@ RF R,
TR AR A NETE B A 1) AT 2% LU AR SRR
A SRR R AR 5 W

1.2.3 3/ kw9BeE R Menke'” A7 HE L B
N TR, PR N T 590 R IR 9« 1 (A
E) Y ELBIER G R BE R

1.2.4 FZ&EME (a0 O ABCEE i By 57
W 100 ml, F3CE B ERAR G 55 7546 h I IR 35 R
#£2h4h6h8h 10h 12 h 17 h 24 h 48 h %K}
() 5 IR IR, PR SR LA = SO, AR S 2
ZIFECEBU S Bl . RRARSNE SR 48 h 5 I
JHECER A VKK H R L K T

1.3 MEREREITER X

1.3.1 FHERmoME K E R H
T (GB6438-86) 5 KL & 1 1y I 7 R A BIL G 2 ALk
(GB6432-94) ; LK 43 9 T 7 R FH 5 38 v K AL 72
(GB6438-92) ; TR PEVEIRLT 4 (ADF) | Hh e i £F 4k
(NDF) B9l %2 K FH Van soest £F4E53#T1k

1.3.2 #sbFasan g R E = MEmRSK
FEAE -2 FME AR A

1.3.3 FASHAFHRFEFE R F I E] S
7R, R Gompertz 1517

GP=ACXP{ —exp[ 1+be/A(LAG-t) |}

Kb, GP IS E] ¢ 1977 iE (ml) ,A R

KA (ml) b Fom =R A (ml/h) L LAG
FRRIN L T =SS IS 1R] (h) e SHBRILHEL, 0 %
AFEA IR (h)
1.3.4 tRsbdEteE IS R AWK kK BEW &
10 000 r/min.L> 10 min J& , 325 FIH R, ® A5k
Bt 24 h J5 BRI, THE AR SN T 8 5 A6 R (1VD-
MD) ,ZJ5% M Van Soest %50 J7 0 %2 NDF & &
I ADF &4 A4 NDF 1162 (IVNDFD) Filik
4k ADF JH1LZE(IVADFD) .
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1.4 ZitoHh

K SAS9. 1 B TS 5307, 2 8 LA (P<
0.05) , Gompertz 8 S 5l )1 % L WS HGE 1L Ori-
gin9. 0 B AE LMk A T 23045, 41 56 40 # ok
SAS #f4 CORR ik,

2 ERE550T

B 32 TR MR I R 3 28 — M
I AL 2R SERPRAFIORBION s OO VRIS AT |
It AL FRARGAT N R TORREAF 3 E
LRGAF AL = AR A S R
B RS ORI SE
2.1 AREBEHMBERBS

H13% 1 a] DL, Zop 2SR RLER (1 5 22 S K
ZFRRIHLEE F1 (CP) & iy RBDRHL R 11 3% e

250

200

150

100

FEAGE (ml)

50

KMESTE] (h)

1 ZAHEMASNEEE 48 h I RRSE (GP) STk
Fig.1 Dynamic changes of gas production of miscellaneous

meal feeds after 48 h in vitro fermentation

K2 BEMENEITSSH

Table 2 In vitro gas production parameters of miscellaneous meal

1%, £F4EZ (ADF NDF) & = #1025 400N, K4y feeds
BT KT 9% T
R1 FEXNEREFKT (RTEAM) 2R 117.15£0. 50c 5.31=0. 16h 1.15+0.03a
Table 1 Basic nutrient levels of miscellaneous meal feeds ( air-dried- S 160.00+1.07b 10.27+0.98a 1.39+0.41a

basis) KK 203.67+0.18a  10.69+0.54c  1.39:0.30a

) N F) 5850 AN Rl INE TR R R 22 53 W3 (P<0.05)
el e (m/% i I‘JﬁJx&ﬁj}aTIjJJ SRR 5 (P<0.05)
(%) (%) 2.3 AREEBIFMEEINEHER

ZHEH 25.90 15.04 44.22 13.48  91.70 i3 3 nl i, T¥) AR SME AL R (IVDMD) |, 3
o 28.70  15.76  36.56 9.66  90.46 FURKMIOR 22 5 8 B 2 B 3% W358 T 2 M
KR 27.29 12.09 15.94 12.44  91.35 (P<0.05), NDF &AM 4L 3R (IVNDFD) #1 ADF

2.2 AREIZEBIZMBEID L BT

F P 1 AL KA 48 h 1Y EA RS (GP)
i, R B d e, LR R SRk, 2 R e A,
FHICHE IR ARSI =S LR IR B, T L iR
PIAHEE 22 A0 |, BV DRkt [ i & 198 7S, e 01 il
R five K2 e <

S5 G RAN K BEF RS (R 2) 4T, B EcR
PR (A)  RBEM B s, LM 27.3% , [
AR 73. 9% , = 22 5 W3 (P<0.05) 5 7=l
(b)), ORI ARG A AT, Y B T 2ROk
(P<0.05) ; KBEAE i B[] (LAG) =F ¥ KT 1 h
HERARE(P>0.05), ZHMM CP &EmAmT
SERAFIRMIER , (0 A 2 I TS8R AR AR, 16
B ORRTR P R R R IE R S HHE AT R 2 IE
e,

PRSMFAL AR (IVADFD ) {8 2 ORI fi i, ROB1 FIR
FARAIE

R3 RMENGBIMNELE

Table 3 In vitro digestibilities of miscellaneous meal feeds

NDF #AMEAER  ADF (RSNEALR T BiARsNE %R

AR

(%) (%) (%)
Z R 45.10 28.63 59.46+1.27b
M 31.01 13.66 66.95+0. 36a
KAEH 31.05 15. 14 66.81+0.03a

[R50 R G AR RING PR R 22 53 B3 (P<0.05) . H TR EEM
3AEE St Mo S Kk B I vk AT FRAUAE I %E 1 K ADF Al
NDF {8 & &, U IVNDFD 1 IVADFD K347 25 S V4007
2.4 ARRBEEYET . ETHEFTRS
AT T 20 MEYIFEFF et i, Hob
F& 7 AR SRR INZFEFFRN 2 A S AP ) B KRS FT
MHEA & ERE, ZE MR, & IR BT
10. 00% , KFEFEFT | GARGFT  EORALH /NG FF AR
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EASEBR, Y/NT5.10% , 85 554K (3. 16% ) ,
T AR SR N REFE T 09-72 e, T 21 B
I, M AHZE 1. 80 A 2 52 A F K RS AT A A
B AT TP PEVR IR AR 4 (NDF) & i, 77 09-72
INEFERT B i (T4.75% ) T AT i Bl /N 22 RS FF 8
FR PRI A Y S E N 67.08% ~T74.75% A7 5% Hik
(71.43% ), KFEREFE I T RFEFE TR A I
A SRSFT TR T IR TF 55% , fe EE SRR
SRFTH MR A S AR, DT 40% s TR VEUREF

R4 AR, ERENELREFTKF (KTEM)

Table 4 Basic nutrient levels of crop straw stalk husk ( air-dried-basis)

Y it A Te iR (46.37% ) , /NEREFF K, T A
AR RN EREF R BRER RS ESTE RN
41.52% ~45.97% , GAEFF OKFEFE A T AL AR 7
Forat AEERE B R A YR T 36% , &
KAt 2 | = R FTRAR, /INT 29% |, #r HL e AR, X
N 14.99% s RO, E WAL B ZERE K FERSAT A6
AR M, IR T 10% |, Herp B 04 A e B e
KE]17.09% ; W& ik, BRA e AR GRS &
F90% , feim b E R (K 4) .

YERIFE Rl 3Ee PRI (%) TRVEBEIRZT4E (%) AN (%) RSy (%) TR (%)
IKFEREFF 67.53 41.67 5.04 12.61 90.04
T 13 T 67.08 42.06 4.92 9.04 90. 94
T 16 TEFT 73.22 45.97 4.10 6.02 91.89
T 1T T 73.81 44.73 3.62 6.91 91.51
T 19 T 72.93 44.03 3.27 5.20 90. 96
T 09-72 FEFF 74.75 42.53 5.05 6.68 91.34
ik 6 FREFE 69. 14 41.52 4.04 8.02 90. 84
T 21 AT 72.97 45.52 3.25 5.28 91.72
7B 11 SREFF 51.20 28.65 8.14 6.34 91.45
HURHSEAERE 2 SHEFF 48.26 24.72 8.01 4.14 91.61
oKL 58.26 27.46 3.94 2.29 94.43
IR RFEFE 60. 65 36.39 7.27 7.49 91.85
ZE 33.76 21.26 15.74 16.29 90. 36
SRSFF 55.97 42.33 4.86 5.75 90.75
Kzt 50.53 39. 14 7.10 11.29 87.75
AEHE T 50.22 36. 66 7.80 11.33 90. 69
HIAEAE R 57.00 39.80 8.60 17.09 92.08
o 71.43 46.37 3.16 5.02 89.72
RS 39.06 19.46 6.97 7.26 94.41
e 32.42 14.99 12.69 4.69 91.91

2.5 ARIZEEUEYTEF EFTHNEIEZBIFIE

H 225 Al AL, 20 FhE YRS FF | 3850 9 3R i
KA (A) B BRI oy £ oK A | A 03
R TR 2 SR AT KERE L OR B 11
SR E AT N REFE AR I B ORA
S AR A B KRR AR RIS e, o
KT 200 ml A FKRAG 7 T8 | 5870 Fil L
ALK 2 SR, e B E & T HADEW R A

JE5E (P<0.05) , HLW M [a] 22 5% 18 3 (P<0.05) ;K
IR B 11 SRS R SRS AR 0 BS B KE R
AT, H7E 180 ml DU b, 2R A B E(P>0.05) ;
T AR/ NEZREFE A (E N 119 ~ 158 ml, Hifpr g
221 RERF I A E 2 T A S AP (P<0.05)
THE I3 A MR EFM T A& F (P<
0.05) , HeAx S Rl IA] 22 5 R B35 (P>0. 05) ; £ A ik
M A {H W35 & F I B KRR FF (P<0.05) ; 22 8k
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HICAEA: e DR RS RS AT A5 A (H8BAR, 35/0 T

K5 MEMFER, ERENEITSSHE

Table 5 In vitro gas production parameters of crop stalk and husk

120 ml, Hoip 5= 52 Mk,

YEFEFT sl esE FR RS (ml) PR (ml/h) PSSR (h)
w5 64.64+4.58m 2.68+0. 06k -0.30+0.20g
IKAEFEFF 107. 11+2.351 2.42+0.06k 8.23+0.76a
HIACLE 111.21+8. 631k 9.02+0. 19f 2.25+1.03ef
B 118.04+1.74jk 5.94+0.04g 3.46+0.98d
T 13 T 119. 86 +0jk 4.84+0hji 8.180a
B E AR 126. 15+6. 79ji 4.27+0. 16j 2.47%0. 76edf
TH 19 FEFF 132.86+3. 69i 4.49+0.30ji 5.78+0.21ch
T 09-72 FEFF 132.88+1.02i 5.07+0. 21hjgi 7.53+0.28a
T 16 FEFF 132.92+2.52i 5.58+0. 10hg 7.69+0.83a
T 17 FEFF 134.47+0hi 5.44+0hgi 7.4620a
ik 6 SFEFT 143.57+4.29hg 5.68+0.28hg 5.52+0.07cb
AGLE T 144.40+3.76g 11.90+0.47cd 1.45+0.12f
TH 21 F5AT 158.47+2.18f 6.11+0.28g 6.29+0. 40b
AR 180.77+7.79¢ 9.41+0.27f 4.97+0.19¢
HERE 11 ST 186.17+2. 64e 10.38+0.26e —0.44+0.29¢
Fm 188.1625.52¢ 13.17£1.48b 5.210.40ch
RS ARAT 2 SRS FT 203.37+6.91d 11.42+0.50d -0.59+0.25¢g
[ 224.73+0.81¢ 11.68+0. 11cd 3.1620. 06ed
wK 235.89+2.45h 18.07£0.67a 0.29+0.52¢g
E Sl 253.20+0.08a 12.61+0.71ch 1.39+0.05f

[RIZVE R AR /NS 1 3R R 25 57 i3 (P<0.05)

M5 W LE BRSNS (b) 5 A HXR
FY) I SAS AHCHESM TR b 5 A (EAFTEN .
EIIEA R FHCRECH 0. 84 (P<0.001) . &
T B4 A BRI B AR A (B 5 T 4 32,
HP= A R A% 2R 69. 8% , 22 JHE AT IV 464
TR A (E 5K RS FEARAL, (BE b 853 3 R K R i
FF o RS 2.5 F5H13.7 %, AR 54k 6 SHHFT A
{EAHE  (HH =S Rk B A vk 6 SR FF Y 2 %,
H Gompertz #5781 2 850 5 %8 5 1843 FH 5 1 43 Br 45 SR
(F6) N UL, FEFF 52 =% b 51 NDF
i ADF B il i 25 M 5C (P<0.001) , i 5 CP
SRDBEFEEMLE(P<0.05), HE 4 Al HETELY
NDF & & b E KB 56% , 1 CP & & E k4
MR 3.2 A, HOP R R T BRI

FEAIENE I [R] (LAG) 248 IS Y99 5 1A e

G IT A7 S IR, 20 FYEMI RS AT JE5E 10 LAG
{H 25 3K K AR FF 50 (8. 23 h) |, FORAEFFIRAR
(-0.59 h), 36 I UL, FEFF JE7E 20 LE i B 7]
5 NDF &t fl ADF % i S 0% o 2 IE A DG G & (P<
0.01) , /0 fh % g th & B IR Y b 47 4 & i i
e HARON R TR IS . KBRS AT /N2 R AT 10 £ 4
Z (NDF \ADF) &, NI 146 sk, B
NDF Z s B i 22 k| i S e H LAG WK X Al
AEJEH T LAG B T 2 RN 4 4 S R b, 18 % 51
HAWHF5m A Rt — 2o, B/ [ek
IN At B LAG {1 -0. 3 h, T g
Sy R BERR K AR A 015 nT R B m K A6 & 0 B 3 v
KBRS (E b 3 S B ] 4E K 5 & B kR
K TGy K B 1T A RARAG , AT T BUE =
T AT MBI T 4R N E LR E
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R6 (EMFEF, ERE Gompertz BESHEEFRMAMERK R (n=20)

Table 6 Correlation coefficients (n=20) between parameters of Gompertz model and chemical compositions

EI kR AT 4 i 1 e R 2T 4 HEA K5y
BLiN7S o N s -0.55" -0.67* 0.19 -0.45*
FRR AR -0.74* -0.69 ™ 0.46" -0.15
S I 1] 0.59™ 0.61* 0.44 0.16

* oML (P<0.05) 5 AR B E A (P<0.01)

2.6 ARIEEUEYREF EXTHEIMNELE

20 FRYEVIREF 52 A AR SN AL 320 25 51 D
T MW BUH AL A (IVDMD) 5 77 S 45 3
AR—3, P2 g e |, =S SR SR Y
Wi R 167, M IVDMD HE4 R B HE & BT Y
SRR G FE TR R X 2 R R
TE, A5 ZEHE KRR AR 28 R AR Y il
B IvDMD {EAAR, 7 AN]SR ) /N 22 R A1 A
PR EESA 255 (B SRR R] IVDMD {8 22 57 44N
3%, Nsahlai' ' 5 H 5] — & R o 04 405 7= S Rk 22
SR/ T SR A R 2 S, BRI
— R ULRE AT 25 75 5 T AL 2R N % 4R & (B A
FEWFRFEFE WAL R IVDMD YL TR
T FRFEFFRIAEA: e, 31X — 7 i vl A& i T F
T FORFEFE RN 5 R 5 I BORFEAT A6
FERE M AR/ — AL T35, 55— O i T B KRR FE
FAEA T IS, 8620 16 T i PR oK 4k & P AR
PR AECHR 43l A DILER , T R RE S R AR 65 C AR T
BETAF P A LR 32 & JRAT FLIRR TR A5 20 TR
TEA E TR TR AE, 0 n] B S 8O = A R
ST W BH AL BRI RGN A 7 L e
BHRE B SR B SR R R BN

IVNDFD 1 IVADFD $8Fr# R —3, B KA i
BN 74, 66% F1T1.98% X — 45 R B AR E T
=5 A e A 3 R Ah T KR FEAS TR A2 3 1k
R, AR ERETARRESE N
6. 7% , A0 B2 VE R R , T KA FF 4587
DM W1k NDF 163 ADF AL R A7 LU
MRy, SAMSE S R — B, PRI KRS
FF B A2 A i AR ik, X v B 5 H
YRR SRS AL, mRFEN IVDMD 1F
20 FYEMIASEAF S oe th HEA 58 4, (B IVNDFD Fii
IVADFD YA, 435100 34. 66% F129. 55% , 15 H:
YR RAE, 6B GRS FE =Rk R,
AbF v A5 KT B AR 4R AR ABARAL, DT 35%

SEAMRAE AR SN A S ) SR AT R R OR S
FRI TR RO I R T AR

RT AEMFEF, EREBMEIMEUE
Table 7 In vitro digestibilities of crop stalk and husk

wattaee et SR R ()
oY 7.31 0.77 22.16+0. 53]
B 21.59 28.49 37.20+4. 96ih
TKFEREFE 43.77 44.35 38.32+1.41i
T 19 F5FT 49.06 46.05 38.55+0. 87ihg
TH 1T AT 51.53 48.08 40.57+0fihg
T 16 FEFT 48.59 48.13 41.32+0. 96fihg
T 09-72 FE T 43.08 42.17 42.14+1.90fihg
T 13 T 48. 64 46.93 43.78+0elg
I e 41.72 43.36 43.87+1. 0defg
3k 6 SREFF 53.29 51.20 45.15+1. 45¢fg
SRSFF 32.22 32.84 45.48+5. 53fihg
I ERFEFE 49.55 46.75 45.77+2.98fe
T 21 TEAT 57.76 57.77 47.16+0. 69fe
TEA 1 33.83 31.69 50.91+0de
IERE 11 SREFF 53.92 49.10 55.64+4. 44cd
TURPEETENR 2 SR FF 51.27 45.63 56.85+2.98cd
R 34.66 29.55 57.84=0.30¢
R 63.24 63.28 60.00+3.91¢
okt 74. 66 71.98 70.65+2.40b
I 57.03 55.67 77.34x1.07a

[R5 AN TR/ NG TR R 25 5 3 (P<0.05) . B TR R
3ANEE L AN Rk B T AR O FRAUAE I E 1 W ADF Al
NDF {8 &, A IVNDFD F IVADFD K 34T 25 S 43
2.7 AERBREIFREERARMPNERERS
AN iR T S ek 22 S R M TR B
IV AR =), SREFE JEse R L, — S 7K
B, BRI 2RO, AR 8 WL, AREN R
HEMERE CP & B AE 4.90% ~22.38% ,DDGS ) CP
i, AU KO 25 R AR S A E R e
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(1.76% ) A BSR4 E KT 20% ;NDF
T SREFFIESEIA U ARAR, (H 2 KT 34% |, B>

R8 REFREEXENEREFKTE(RKTFEM)

Z45 (63. 80% ) ; ADF & 25 ek, i ok i B
18,40 10. 26% | I K G e, b 46. 64%

Table 8 Basic nutrient levels of residues of industry byproducts( air-dried-basis)

[ O rh P AT 4 R PR TR I £ 4 HEA KAy T
AR A (%) (%) (%) (%) (%))‘
DDGS 34.52 15.37 22.38 8.64 88.12
i 62.65 33.55 6.65 21.38 91.96
NS 56.42 43.38 11.21 21.40 92.17
LISy 52.50 33.81 17.48 12.66 92.50
FLit 63.80 41.52 4.90 2.66 92.34
A 45.85 32.62 7.96 1.76 90.12
&+ 50.33 28.03 9.05 1.93 90. 19
K 62.56 46.64 8.09 4.21 90.58
WE oK A 40.27 10.26 19.58 6.16 91.82
2.8 REHERE RS LR H I LR 3507
| 300
it . - . . ’—g 250
H I 2 TTOL, R G R oK B ) R R < 00
(GP)YBiws  REEHE B AE 0 ~ 10 h KT J & Bkt e 150
FE I8 K e HoAS 80 H7E 10 h 5K Y R = 0
T R s MR GP B IR, A I e, oL8

FERFE12 h JE AL R, BERARTEO~12h 1Y
PR R TR R AL R 6P K
PR B S S i (R R BEAE 12 h 5 S A &5
H, GP AU v 1 RGP RY | 3 B AT ke K AL S
W 5 R B Ay e R G e R (R RE K |
NGy RS T PE IR AL G W88 43 1) AR, AT
GP BN,

MR 9 AT LIE H BS oR ™ S E (A) KT 300
ml A KTz ,200 ~250 ml A 3 A 7 Al
W K B, Hrp g R OK RIS T R B T
W (P<0.05) , KT 100 ml (94 FLH A2 il
KA DDGS, H o B K Al DDGS 22 5% K . 3 (P>
0.05) (HM#H 3% = T 348 MUK Bk (P<0.05),
MEPEAE AR, PR (b)), AR AR, K i i
15, MR RO R ) 1. 8 A, T B4R Hh 2 BUARAE T
B A B 5 WEE K B AT, (7= SR IUN B &
KW 60% ., K IEIE I [H] (LAG ) , £5 f) b} ] 22 5 458
KA ER SR G EH LAG (AR K (4.52 h) 3¢
Wt AR R RT3 h o 3w T AR AR

R (h)
—+— DDGS; —a— il —o— A, < WY —— i
—e— R o 1 —e- Kl e WERTORH

2 AEREIFREEEEINREE48 h B9 GP ST L
Fig.2 Dynamic changes of gas production of the residue of in-

dustry by product after 48-h ir vitro fermentation

(P<0.05) , 5 KGR AL, B B K KB AR A BEAK
A LAG h 1. 49 h, BEFML T KE (P<0.05) .

2210 M A Rl 7= 0 R v 2 Gompertz 1 2 8
HEFWA WAL XR, 5 EFRIEARF, ™
SHRHERR LAG ST o B 5 B A OGOk R
A, 5HALE R TR LR, WELE %
it M AL A 3 28 S R (AR 1 B A 25 K
RO BF =R A RE B T B SR M E, &
7 R SRR A b LAG 5E SRR Z [E)
e N A RS W 7 7 N = L I
otk 2 5 KA X,
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Table 9 In vitro gas production parameters of the residue of indus-

Al B b T TR S st ]
7 ok Ak (ml) (ml/h) (h)

L7 el 63.75+2.09¢g 4.40+0.31g 0.21+0.08de
Rtk 107.95+2.67f 6.97+0.08e 0.05+0.01e
R 138.641.36e 3.600.16h  —3.030.12f
i A 148.56+0.06d 5.59+0. 46f 1.02+1.97de
DDGS 149.02+3. 86d 8.32+0.16d  0.2920.05de
SR 225.94+5.76¢ 9.00=+0.39¢ 3.46+0.42ba
T K 244.39+7.99b 6.55+0.08¢  3.28+0.21ba
WEIE EoA S 247.79+2.08b 10.89+0. 49h 1.49+0. 13dc
KEH 321.97+3.39a 19.89+0.35a  4.52%0.16a

[ B o AN [ NG P RER R 2252 .35 (P<0.05) o

2.9 AREIZEBREF=MEERANOEIMNELER

WMF 11 PR, KRG BEIR A BE &S THKEK
B A IVDMD KB W # 2 %A 3 (P>0.05) , A~
W IVDMD ¥k 2% 5 T H AR R (P<0.05) ;
DDGS IVDMD HESS 3, 56T K SER AR ; B i
AN 29.91%

MEFAERIRIME LSRR, K AR
&5 H IVNDFD F1 IVADFD Y AE % &, 70 % A
92.42% F194. 72% G5 F5 A4 sh P X K&
B8 B AL R Ik 90% LA BT R E R
JRE 5 NDF Z e/, Adi45 5 A7 458 8 A 21 4 01
PR AR A R — B, W R OK Y AR AT 4
THALRBAR T KGR 5 T 75% , - 4 B ml 344k
PRI, AL 25 4 T b 3 A 2=, L IVNDFD U
14. 61% , PR HCH " S AR

F10 REIF=RIEELE Gompertz RESHEEFMAMNEXXE(n=9)

Table 10 Correlation coefficients (7=9) between parameters of Gompertz model and chemical compositions

E I CRGRvR o PR R I 4T 4 bk | K5y
L8 N s -0.08 -0.06 -0.16 -0.49
PR 0.06 0.09 -0.07 -0.50
JE i e [A] -0.02 -0.05 -0.25 -0.69*

* FOR BEMA(P<0.05) ;™ Fort B EH S (P<0.01) ,

11 KEIF-REEROEMELER
Table 11 In vitro digestibility of the residue of industry by product

EIRY TR 7S A i I [e] s B e T

bt NDF {44} ADF {44} T Bk SH
FRA KR TR (%) HILAE(%) THLRE(%)
ML K 35.36 35.99 39.97+1.27¢
Rt 14.61 8.63 29.910.31d
N i3 35.57 27.81 40.07£1.24c¢
[ 40.17 35.91 41.84+0. 64¢
i iia 67.85 73.72 60.31+2.36b
SR 53.26 47.25 60.36+1.13b
DDGS 45.06 36.08 61.50+1.49b
IR K 83.75 77.68 84.09+1.02a
Ko 92.42 94.72 85.41+1.85a

[ Bt o A )N P RER R 22 5 .3 (P<0.05) o i T4 Edh
3AEE AN RSN TR BT 5k o A RO IIE 1 R ADF A
NDF i, 41t NDF RSN AR Rl ADF RS Ak 3R AT 2 571 53

o

3 4F i

F S e G o 072 R
M L 50 PR 0 A%, DT AT

PEEYITE SR FE b5, IR P A HLBE (OM) FILHLE H
A I B A L A TR Y S i A5 [ 77 AR S5 2R DU A
B, 2 30 i 95 8 4k A= W) 04 75 2, S Kk R Bl
IO AR R R — B 2F 4 2 i s, )4 sh P
PE YRS LA, T AR A S
HA R AN [ A U I 27 48 FL it 3 22 S AR K TRk
BT A A A YA ME AR IR R S VEE B IR M
fi.

AHIEFE 32 FhARH MR BT, BOE o
FIRT 200 ml A ZRAZE KM, AR 7 i A i
EPNER N SN AN R R W LR
FEIEH BORA M A G e R BORAE, 339
i AR S R, B SR TR S IR R TR
QRO T HABAR H AL AL, e 2R 2 3 AL AR
FOHLEE B & im (H i T HAR B AP AE DTS IR N 11
BRI, AR S E A SR L IE L, WA
RIRZARE KRBT A fim 7 SRR, R
(B R, SRR, 2 RRMI R A, X 5B A A



WIS ARSI LI B 7 R X AR MURDRH IR AR 57 4 [ 863

FAPRAN K B VERE SR AN 2 RS FR M B A 2518 —
.

K AE 32 FhAEH AR R P S e, TR
BRI, T FN A 4 i RS M ROk B, t
HEZESS 1067 (HH = SRR e 1) K, BRI TR R G
PRI AR BRI, (H 8 K T 77 5 [ B A v g i
T KB T KL, Preston) B FT 45 K45 H
SE AR R AR AR AR 0 E BN R R LR AR
ERERE , KT AR & AUk 1. 8% , RIIL A 1R
R P ET AR AL R BB SR ORE B R S - fifk 2T 4
(B s s 4 HL =S A e e ) K AT BB T
FVER B A% AU 0 ~9. 4% | KIS 218, R
TR PSR R K A A B B Tk
RS2 H AR, IS T ok H R, K ik
I FARUF I T 3 8, 76 7= 105 4 RO B (ORG24
TR R R G B AN LS R Y TR R
Bk HORR IR & A AR b, R A AR T R
KU W K i 7 SR T BT R L
A8, eI RSN SR T oK #
&k DDGS  fO8 | 55 i FOKBR )35 =0, 15 1 &
K Hz A MU I T A R B, B RN
AR A TR OK R i £ A 25 S AR
REAR AT MR A, AR I50 Th BT FOK B2 = Rk,
AR TR TR TR B 5 A 48 1) T 40 o R 4F 43 Ak
SR L7 S HE s B i) 328 /N T K G, HL 8 it i
Jei, TR AR R R R A KON,
& —FP ] T B AR K S A R B i
e BURL, R ERE AL O R A
B 22 S8R, A 1 B RS2 S 5 SR 4
HAEF R A4l m T8 3L 1 E 7Y
A MR | 18 A Bk REFE AT, A s T B
T B 2 oK LR, D B A TR ik — B %
AR S S A P R R AR, 2
PAYE R AR | RIETIEA £ 5 N4 R R,
IVDMD } 69.53% , IVNDFD . IVADFD 4% 3 K
64. 42% F1 60. 83% , Wk = T A FT 45 51 . BRI HE
A5 FH 2 A P i e T A i R L A A R T P
R i A9t SE S M 9 DM NDF | ADF 1445 3% %
i 2R e T AL, AL 1ML (A S i R T
W, Horh AL 48 h NDF 8 15 % R AL N
14. 66% , S5ABIFE R 5, A s 7 ZE 5
B2 AR R = SR S A KT 200 ml 49, BR T M2

BB A, 7R AE s ] ] AR HRAE 3 h DAL
WRE R AT SERBAEL RN, FEEE
T B I8 1 45 B A I, 38 A A R H R,
MR A 7F 32 FhAEH I PR AR, B AR A
TR | (E 2T A AR ARAR P S TR [
i, FHFA%E SR RN = SORPEE T PR
2 MOPIRE B SR OME AR R SR I TR R
TR 24 h S S R R Y 2 A5 2 S AT
FELEE—F, DDGS BEkE A E i < m e AR/l ™
ik E o SN REFE T S AR B SR
H— .

FEFF Ere e i THARRE AR A AR L3R D
FR AR BT R AR B SRR, FEAR R B IR
il S A RE Y K, ASBIESE R B 20 Rk
VEVIRSFE Jé5e b, E R M8 SR i, Ho= A
ETEFTA AR OR T KGR, FEmEH T K B s
ISR e STN=T '8 RNITN. 1 L 45 5 N |
TG R B R A PR SR VR RE TV AR
A F KA SO SR E SR ME, R AR B S £
SR I B U e B fi K™ AR AR, (R 22 1 7
AR T ORI B 2 % AR 5T AR 2 ()
WK TN FORAI g —2f | 7= R
3.6 ml/h, I E KA AF] 12. 61 ml/h, 5 HE5EAR
— 3, X AT RESE B T AR A A 22 R B XE
SRAFEUCY IR T 32 FhAAEY R ) K AN SR A
PEFRME S TP R AR A3 1 BRI 1 72 h
R R AE 80% LA I, B 70% ~ 80% WY 16/E
W0 HE, BRI R 60% ~ T0% A T K 7 FF,
50% ~60% M KEFEFF,40% ~50% HIAT 7N FEFs
FF KRG T, B i 8 0 i T A W SR (H i A A —
., AE T R RS A A E] 200 ml DAL,
{HH IVNDFD & A BOKFEREFT  AE e | RS X 28
FEA R AL LT 4 i R R R AARAIG, P 25
HEFMEAREI, 58 KRERF F At
REFIZZEN A (H 27 2 TH AL REBARAE , P L8 =40
AR

AT LR 75 R SR L MR SME AR TS L, 15
R AR DX A B 1Y) 32 B R AR R B SR AN
EERIN - 2R TFORMORT AR AR, SRR, 2 R
Ak, HAy 29 Fpep, KR WP oK BoKA
M R R AR O YE SRR AR EAA BRI E RN,
T ECAE R AR DA I DCHE ) R PR AT
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