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Teble 1. Daily Comsumption of Feed and Mugworts in a Cattle

Periods of Experiaaental group Control group

examination con* roug** MD DCP TDN con* roug® DM DCP TDN
May 1-31 15 09 208 034 1.84 15 09 208 0.29 1.84
-June 1-30 17 10 234 0.36 2.30 17 10 234 0.30 206
July 1-31 18 12 250 040 2.30 18 12 251 0.33 2.28

*  { concentrate
* %  roughage(dried mugwort)
# : roughage(ltalian ryegrass hay)
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Teble 2. Comparisons of the Increased Dody Weights between Mugwort-fed and Control Group

Groups Initial wt. Final wt. Body wt. gain  Feed intake Feed efficiency
(kg) (ke) (kg) (kg)
Experiment 100 150 50 21218 0.23
9 149 54 21218 0.25
98 154 56 21218 0.26
95 150 55 21218 025
98 160 62 21218 0.29
(Mean+S.D.) 9721216 1526+456** 5415128 0.27
Control 95 132 37 212,18 0.17
95 140 45 212,18 0.21
99 136 37 212,18 017
100 135 35 - 212,18 0.16
98 140 42 . 212,18 0.19
(Mean+S.D.) 9741072 136.6+343 392137 0.18
%
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The Effects of Increases Body Weight in Korean Cattle
| Fed on Mugwort

Chang-mo Yoon, D.V.M.

Iri Agricultural Forestry High School

Abstract

To examine the effects of the mugwort for the calf, 10 healthy Korean cattle were divided into two groups
with 5 cattle in each group. The first group was fed on mugwort for 3 months(0.9kg of mugwort to each calf
in a day first month and increased to 1.0kg of mugwort for one calf in a day for second month and fed
1.2%kg of mogwort to each calf in a day during last month) and the second group(control group) were not fed
mugwort.

In the comparison of the body weight between two groups, the results obtained were as follows:

1. The mean body weight of mugwort fed group was 97.24+2.16kg and that of control group was 97.4%
0.72kg before experiment. There were no differences statistically between the two. After one month, the mean
body weight of mugwort fed group was 113.4+2.70kg® and that of the control group was 111.2+1.30kg.
The mean bddy weight of mugwort fed group started to increase significantly.

2. After 2 months, the mean body weight of mugwort fed group was 135.0+2.64kg*™* and that of the con-
trol group was 125.211.92kg. The mean body weight between the two groups were highly significant de-
ffernces.

3. After 3 months, the mean body weight of mugwort fed was 152.6+4.65kg™* and that of control group
was 136.6+3.43kg. There was high significance(t—value: 8.33>4.0=ton) statistically in the body weight be-
tween two groups.

4. In the moulting times of two groups, the moulting in the mugwort fed group occurred on the early
February and ended on the mid of February, but in the control group it occurred on the end of March and
continued to the early May. Probably the moulting time of mugwort fed group seems to be shorted by feed-

ing mugwort.
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