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FEILOS SSUSY - SEHUSL YEstip - RQYAE - SHE Y|+

B oEge gy 29A9Y $354 455t A28 % Ty 24}
209%, 1343)9) $3¢ Frhsted AR o] WAL ANGEY Bad Az
A22 7] A8 AASHAT F 200 FFY ZARE FISHARAA F7

sto] dWrzAE, ADF, NDF, Ca, P ¥ TDN 5 B4 Az ojg3gon, o
& ©7|2 DMD, DM], RFV % hay gradex 203 A&3s9d.

FEHE ZAIE Y CP §F2 17.35%(alfalfa hay)~2.70%(barely straw)2 10% o] &}
7} & 14%23 YEE T NDF $H8F2 47.50%(sugarcane leaves)~90.16(barley ‘straw)Z
70% oldo]l F 9F oAt AEALFEL 66.39% (beetpulp)~51.23%(rice straw) ©] <]
o, RFV—‘.:— 57.50(barley straw)~125 7(sugarcane)°} 1t} Hay grade:= 15 &0)
sugarcane leaveso| Q1T 35 Fo| 4%, 45F0] 4F, 55F 1F L poor £Fo] 10F0]
At

o] el A3 Hol ALY ZAIRYUL UREE Zuwld ko] Y, Hea
Ao gFo] wgton, AEAERE W HolUth B o] Ax
o 15H0 1F02 2AHAL, 106F0) poorsF o2 P7}hso]
z9 dAHoz Fo| Hojyg & £ AU
Key words : Roughage, Chemical composition, Dry matter intake, Relative feed value,

Hay grade

34, OfdS =8
I. OPMO} XXjO MAM, MM

2AS4° - 0l - 0@ A

SEHER Z‘%s—‘fi’-f . —?‘-_—g—g ECH%: S= o5
£ =2 3FEE SHAA A9 511141 R YAt oA E E=Yste] okAls)
2AE 24%te 7leS MEsy]l A /‘l 2e AT AEd TAE 2FL
SEF 13F, k2T 2%, k43t 2FL 3150]9&‘4 °l-e>~ ofst 2FL2 31F
< THSA2Y AT A "331’—‘4%"6‘-% a3t 18%F L AEstod FAE4
O AEe bz e #PERRA, gz AF 32X, 5.‘*} opExA H 9
=4 ORI xR T Ay 4Xg 4B oR 437 ANFSAT. kY EA 9 3
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UHT ha F AEAANZE(FA otz R] 6,688kg, 9 =AL obA3t2A] 7,240kg)
B E2X(8,592kg) L HE AF 22(7264kg)ol vl3) e T o] QY THP<0.05).
EZ FF2@~59) FE, Aol 9 HEN Fo| NEHy ARt 8Y7A A
zHdon, WEE, Hido|, 433, BANH L ALAOL)AA At A%
Hut. ofdstel AR QoAME %*&01:*85}7} 39~T4F /M 2 2 AkopAl 8t
11-1205/m'ol] ¥} ¥ AF{E YeEtWlth upebr] F4F oflglxx]o] 2o AMR
Eo} A EHAIZE %—% GFsHA FA7] A E Ao B 2FY HAun £
E xe TAY #grI 4 dAEg & 5y A, o xR FEAL B

EREAG GMEAE ERzAd NN GFINEE AT S ATt
Key words : Native wildflower pasture, Introduced wildflower pasture, Anthesis

characteristics, Botanical composition, Fauna

35. Oh8%t & N9 O|0 &3t A3
M. OPMSAX XRQ AFRJIN, M4 L 4K O[20) ot &1

2S2° - 0l0lE - OjEA
|

2 =T oMIEE =4 2AA AdE 2R[Y AIRIIA, 2 € duyx
o84 = WHEY A HAFAT 2/ gAY ES BPEFRA, FHx
AT EdxA], T4 opAstxA o A2 Agste] 3EF¢ v o
HAl sampleg AFHstd EHsAT. TG dxANLY 8F(HYF 49HE)E T A
St #YETGEA 9 ofMg XA A xFo AELEE, AENAL,
2ol84 R oyA ol 84S HrEAT. GRS BYPE} 2F{FIF opAs
Fol vls) =g d FFeo] T3, HF4 §FNDF, ADF, lignin)o] W& Age
ATk B, FAARMstEA ] 2FIF HFAb oSl ER 9 xFo HE| zuwy
Fage wotov, A4 FNDF, ligninge 22 Hoj 3, IVDMDE =& ?iOl
O ASHAFE BFEFEFIE oFAG 2T v8 FAdHog ET(P<0.05), i
vivo 2318 % %2 Holth Aiol & Yo Aol 2HY AL Jdr
T2 F(59.5%)% R EF(620%)E F A FAHQA Aole AAHA
SFTHP>0.05). A x| o] &-&ell 1o 7tAagldRoM ng &48 U E =
UASHEE BPE27(60.8%)9 oFAIZF(63.10%)2 F
Aol A HA & 3hH(P>0.05).

Key words : Wildflower pasture, Chemical composition, Intake, Digestibility, Nitrogen

utilization, Energy utilization, Korean native goat
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