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Effects of Grain Processing on Feed Efficiency for Beef Production
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Department of Animal Science, Dong-A University, Pusan, Korea

Abstract

The studies had been conducted to evaluate the grain processing effects for ruminants on starch digestion, body

weight gain and feed efficiency since 1970. This research deals with experimental results on chemical structure, gela-

tinization, microbial starch digestion in rumen, intestinal starch digestion in rumen, roles of protozoa, intestinal starch

digestion of bypass starch, limits to starch digestion in small intestine. The grain processing has different effects on

digestion, weight gain and feed efficiency when different grain sources and contents is used, and the quality and qua-

ntity of roughage is different. The economical and efficient method of grain processing should be selected considering

weight gain and feed efficiency enhancement than digestibility.

MoB

REEe] AuAdes A8 s BRI T2 cel-
lulose$}t #¥po.2 A= BRI T50] ¥53 ¢
gyt Ao e &g BESE FdEe) A% Fvka

den wy ZHALRS 60~70%E AR Ei

ol &&9 FHEAT WA tke] Fa st &
o},

Owens SV¢] FFeo] 713 Wyl mel L449 Ha
sl 23lg0] 88~98% 2 ol7t loH Zinn¥E &
Fo Wy ARG 71~89%F & Atol7t
At Ped FHY 7ol wet dgel wEyet
UMY Adhgel E Afol7t AHLE FFHY A
o] $EEE ¥Y & A& AFRHY 13 ER vt =3
Buz .

¥ o R

t Corresponding author

126 / A 933) x|

Bl 1miEet A1t

59 B &3 o B9 ded Fv 2549
ShE ot 20% 9 B AR Ao 9

aL

il

& bl

y endosperm) Foll& Hio] FAF o] dhet o] oFrk
o

do

b4

3

A KAk MiLFL(starchy endosperm)ollis 25 &
2 Fof glo] &459 Foole 71% FE, Bl
dol&= 64% B, d¥ol= 45% P= FElof glok
&L amylosedt £x=%o] a-1, 6 2% o-1, 42
© 2% amylopectin® 2 FAH o] 3leH amylose® TE
%ol o-1, 4248 Hol Atk amylosew TEY HHE
300~400°/™ #2&& o 60,0004 %0l amylopec-
tine &A% 200,000 F=olth ALY amylosedt
amylopectin®] micell 2 A E 3 QT o] micell& LBE
oz widsted gEb ot ol B go] 1Y

=
=
H

w



U &8 SEAEY] 7FEE S FAES

318 amylose®t amylopectin® ¥ 47} £ micell?] B E
o] 1ERYo T H el Hol xgdly] 44 "ok A
79 7t5Rd B4RE
cosidase”} T,
LHFY dEe v e IAY Aol
of Aastake FFE7L o Wt e EHe §& F
o024 ot 2¥S B3t L5 44 A Hrk
Hel, 9 dw Fo Bpe Askgo] A9 100%°lu
Sehtebol M= 7}%} Bol AHEHE SFge £ o f
&2 86~98% 4l °|5 MIEFL FolT prolamin §HEo|

a-amylase, p-amylase, amyloglu-

lm] y_al 59~64C& o7t

Armstrong®’ o] HES ZF7HAA] ALY #iLEE
H &S S50 S 7 A & A5 #ifksle vE
& 16% 0l Z7]H}Hx 31 48% 7} fiLE™
o ASde 57 713*]% 16%, 3714 Ade 40
%7 s BAedle F714 e 16%, F7
urA A ] Ao = 40%7} WLEo2AM F7]o o8 %Xﬁq
o} g AElE FAlOl stodok #ifbEle Blgo] A ok

R
o
m\m

SEEL 235t

Owens §V2 AR 7}l zold] weh o]
59~86% 7t ¥HEulol A 23HE ¢ ‘jrl‘“ﬂ dyrHo g 7}
T8 Bol EFE Adhgo] Erh WEo] ¥REAUA &
she b WA Eo] HE YR £ 5]1 o Ee] JES
EugoR BaHi oAl HuA AUHVFA) o2 ¥
atu] o] VFAT #3898 s Fitd F4dnh

TFHe MEEEC] wax cuticleZ TAH0 7] wlEol
B A Eo] FRYFY JYRE ot od
Rz EHo] AU Fejr} Hep ) Uuiyoz %
FUEe ol FFo 3
ot o8 B2 okel RS A3 Qi ol F
7 ool AEUY EAste HEe uiE gudz g
2o gl ?El hard wheat®} 725 @ o] g4yst
™ soft wheat?] A$ole 2 H%7} tha
baheh, whetA #Tar Ao oigh oldEe] AT Bol4e

u
#

.

|

I e *ﬂi‘f}«l Fr9 8 24 2
A folahA & & olv vEe B Ha Bl
wekx B Atel7} Sich
AE-& amylose 43 P B it F2 T3 24
*3**5101 YN AEL WA EA ARH oA
Jo 2 LHEV} 23 o] &H7E gt w39
EJ AEZF @49 20~25% 7} WAE £7
2 §Hdso] AgUelM 43t FHh
HRule) adlge AT LRVIT A3 s
et T5Z E45 =Y A7 AA Hof 39 R
23] &o| Z7l5H Hed wel Astgd YAt £9
Ho] WEFE Z7HEUT. £4E SFre PEAWAA
v‘i'-°l 18% 245 23tH oy 71
T 235

BN
il
" o

Mo ne
)
fé_

ON

3180 %}ﬂ &4 ol ARF
1—]57} ofg| 2] 7] WEolui® &
9] 50%7F AFEA] HL3

CEERLEEEERRE Y

>
i
ol
i
2
n:2
2
o
m& o

2
R
oo
2
oXx V
er

¥ e $£E& 7HEe ARSA HE Hl%bﬂ"é
& gaE Bdy % E 4% T35 o] 84&

2 2 reconstitutiond W =7 9%
TE AHES -‘E ol AfHIH §459 B4
}7u 4% 202 reconstitutiondttigts E oo
A ols 45 EW“’éQI gz Frke

oy age aBge 379 ABHES ¥4
gollinl 58 27199 Hely 99 gl we A

Tl M= acidosis7} AHEE 9 & EAE )R Hohlo

11, 12, 13

2

Acidosist A% 232HH A7 glucosed] A #Ho]
glucose”} VFAR @ashs $xHt} ¥y 442 9 glu-
cose”} BHE=2uoll ZHEo] W3 Hulel streptococcus bo-
vis7h 48t o] f4ke] YAl BobHA pH7E A3t
HY gt njdEo] Fof EA Hu FHE f4do] &
dus FoEE gd9 pH7F Bl 7HEo] acidosisE

Korean ]. Life Science, Vol.5, No.3 (1995. 8) / 127



FALsHAl Fope,

Owens® Kim®' o] 433k 250 9Jahd Algate] &
FEEe S5 2AEY el wel dex e
& W ZALEERA EAF Pz By
o de HEYU Eoser)

'—v_l‘_)f:é_ =]
A7 2.9% ZA] ool

TG SR R WEE Aol A "o
L2 HFo] Eob uhEe Wulke] slelekAl Hn o
o] ThA] whztg oz FHAYTIE IR 2R BFa
gt & @Fo] A4 W7t HE 23 g
aE FFHsH Hol E5o wjdsA) foh
A4HolA A= 2,000~4,000ume 54 o 5

of e HEL 248 Iz FHale HFo] wdEA

SIedl % ol e 71 2334 Hof gt e

278

N
_,>:,
=il
1o
e

i E23
o2
k1

roH A

~N

o
N,
4
Ju
do
4r

o 4> o
1o
jinA
2

o lo
(E o
e o
3
of
B
1
i
]
[t
X

rn‘.
B
o
oft
::"
A
k1
il

SR bl Bl go) 23

&f‘%‘)ﬂ AA o] Foj2 A Huf 1
EWH—’ A= HEmE tsted S48 2
o W Azl Holrze M3 vy g ]
Mol Jdte] AARL AEHol & viEe] B
A oM B ¥ JYa7t FEHA
e} B3Ol = bacteria Bf7%9l ‘”‘"k‘é} Al 53 *&]
ddef L3tAAE M &
o HuFPL o) L4
AEAE 59 e
AAI717] wjg-olths,
Hh291 protazoat® H&—’—’E%LHPJ HELZE Hasdte
h—ﬂgl AEnzt 3

HolMe e Edha }‘312‘4“ §HH Czerkawski'®’
£ protozoaE *ﬂﬂd FEANE FFAETE HEYHl
Atz 78%l vl3] 83% 2 N ARAQ LEVE
oI 2 protozoad AAT TEAAN AW L3t ¢
LHE AE 283 BAE g1 stk
Protozoa7} %2 AAX e Yol methane®] 44
Fol B TR ke vl g wopAy g
A protozoa®] &7} oA o] EE &) oe] ¥k

iﬂ,

il -IW 1—>

128 / A 9}83]A)

=
e e AE APt dojue Foe A7)d wet da
W g B2 A3 HE MBS o)&dhe 5o 3o
o 2o

28 238 Y B

HER7Eol A 2 HE 238 EHE 43
5~17%0]H 2% FFsles HEFY 38~88%7 &
g% & Gty AR 7k AEe g w4

of olgte] HA RaH 7} wEo
so A ZEA G 5o gt HEo] gy
im#} Owens”'& YAE7} 500mm ©l8ke] ¢z}
of obF Hd1 ek i Ao HR &
719 A2 S ws 88% & AT 9}
W Aghgol A7 47%, 54%, 56%
& < 23l8o] 38% 2 Y

rlo

ii.ﬂo,p
—{)éx

lo i 4 2
=
o

o,

o]

2 omo rfr f{r Ao m{n
jn
ol)l

::
¢

e

£ do tu
2
Fx
=)
£
ﬁﬁ—{r
md
O

2,
59
14
O
2
ook
o2k
o

HE

rir

Aol 08 Bl 2o

Hzl

5“?3 i%“ﬁ ”T‘Z— %
27 amylase®] #H] F-

2w
3L

2 amylase

X Z10

pH'®' 3 maltase®] ¥%

4 2ol B4R Eedel 29Rd F40 5 2%
Aol FHE YA 277 6 A Aro] 2R v

Bzl ofa) VFAZ A7gst7] Wi olgke ofde] gl

2] amylases #golut 4% Hutollo Fujgl A
o8 AEUWHY o1, 4 glucose 23S 7FeEalste] mal-
tosett trimaltose® 443 a-1, 4 glucose AE T o-1,
64%] Eol = 949 dextrin® 448 9k 3
4 amylaseoll 3 A7 ol Hof Jov} 2% Hutel
amylased] tiatdw ¥ A7t gle AHo A% amy-
lase= #AFAA TAHA zymogen FEZ AT A Eo
AdEol dehrt Had of AP ol adorw ¥
AT #7% amylase? #8132 FEo] AYy Alg AR

o) 05]6]:% tﬂ-.‘:[ﬂ Cary oo

5% amylase $40]

Russel 5'"E 2449

gAo] =kt sged 31 5



H & SEALRS 7HYY T SHES

817 amylose®t amylopectin® ¥ 217} £ micell®] B
o] 12RYo R H ofkyol Hof agletr] 44 ok A
7o 7t ELhRE
cosidase”t ATH.

TRE9 AEL e o A Z2FHA AU
of Astaid X7l oHE Wt dud EHe T F
oz oyt %S st 438 A s "k
, 8 A 9 B

a-amylase, p-amylase, amyloglu-

B, 9 23kgol A9 100% oI
st e 71 Bol AMEEE S45e £49 ol
&2 86~98%d °l5 MiEF. Fole prolamin §Fol
S AR 2 o889 # dqle] gk

of2}7tx] FF9 amylose FHS S549 FE 29%,
9] A%l 25%7) amylose°]f‘1 TR AEY WL
o e 2rv 949 A% 62~72C F49 FS

9,

EIP
67~77CE H&§ Holn HEL 59~64C 2 *7&

Armstrong®’ o] ¥R F7PA A AL ©
Blga &4 Ae 7] A ¥ A Wikse HE

& 16% 0L Z71MEA e E 3l 48% 7} #ifkH £
9 Afde 7N s 16%, F7IMHA e Alde 40
%7} #ikE £ Aole VAP E 16%, 27
stz g Aol 40% 7} LR o2 A S7lo 23 dAe
o} AA2|E FAld shojol #ifLElE Bl&e] HA "k

BRI A5

Owens 5V ALR 7F3WHel Aelo] wz} o]
59~86% 7k WFEsiUlel A AglE ke YvkEoz 7}
FE 25HE0] wrh Hio] whEelAM &
ﬁ}‘ﬂzwi njdgo] dEYte] BA Hal o] Eel RS
Ergoz BaEn oA 8 HaH(VFA) o E £
3 o] VFAE WYY S F3lo 4k

3¢ gol 24

TFE SHEEREO) wax cuticle® TAE O] 27| Wil
Hh39] v Eo] FRURe YYLE & ol
Tz EAo] Aty o7} Ao ©. YrEoz =
R iEde Fie 2FC wEt YHOFE zfolrt
ot iR W ofo] AEE FHEAL Sloh ol =
7 odlor MEUd EAlste AEL R gdz Ee
#ao] 9l £3) hard wheatd] % i do] A3}
M e ¥ soft wheat?] Z$ole 1 HE7) thh
ofstt), mhebx FH HEo] g v4FY IYE Bol4e

AR e AMEHe) T 333
*«H AFE olstA & & sl 9ide 39 HH o
webd B zhol7} ek

HEL amylose 43} 7| *gﬁ"’“ o3t F2 TR LA
B zAbo] AAEY d¥ HEE A4S AFHA )y
B3} Zol 2o % W} v:ﬁﬂ o] &57x et gE4
ol wEse 485 w29 20~25%7F PIAE §7)
E2 PAE 23elA A8t FEch

drEule) 43l WHaLTe HRVIT o3 F5
3 45 =Y At A o B9 WY
2l gol F7heH Hed 9E9d L2382 YA BY
Ho] WE&FE Z7MED. £4% &5ee TFAHAA
W ARo] 18% HE AdEHIUoW F719
H He§ efe A LAY 47%FE 3
3ujol %} Wi P,
Xi’é% THE B2 YAE YA g
of B)s] Ashgol X o ol ARF
of Qzte] ZAZIL A7) WFoi> &
AE @A 50% 7} ‘5%%"“01] H] -3}
Jol| A 314 T A2 Halslof Awe o &4

z4 327

1m il

£
J
Hu
i

H

=

. o
ox
BIJaKuy

dﬂ!kﬂl

4y du
O{N
2,
i
Q@

ojN e
o
>
)
)

FEE 71Ed AREA sHE e
L35 AR E 48 A= o84S =
ng £49 3% reconstitutiond W A== %
2 GFFFE AHESle o] ATHoln &g Hedf
£ EsAU €F 2dE reconstitutiondltigte Aol
o)zt gled ol 44 UHdY &8 Fite W
the REF 48 Aol oate] gol 9% 7]

go M
4y
4
2

W AEY 238 IR AR} 2245
53] 719 AHely g wighee] g2 *}
Fo M acidosis7t AHEEY] & FAE ojFeHA ek
Acidosise A% AZZHE Y7 glucoses] A HO|
glucose”} VFAE wadle £xxt wel A4E o glu-
cose’t WEYUlol ZH o] whEAulel streptococcus bo-
vis7t ZA18HA ol f4te] o] WolHA pH7 A3
S whRg ol Eo] Eo £A HI FHE #1ito] ¥
dg FsE g9 pHrE o)A 7150] acidosisE

Korean J. Life Science, Vol. 5, No. 3 (1995. 8) / 127



FHrtatA g,
Owens$ Kim®'o] W33 #1509 oj3tH ALYt £
HEse S5t AR el wet ZetAled
& B AlERA B4 2 4G S+rE
RO FAEETE AT 2.0% 2A o]
R} HE B F e Algte] 27 ok
Fo] go} wiF9] Lutekd] vheerAl =y o
HiZzzlg o g M 7)E 7R 1R viR A
"ot & gFof a7 v =9 243 s
a2 FHstA =Hol EFe WA "k
A4l AAE 2,000~4,000ume] &5
o Sle HEL 2%4s IR FHsl FF v

O Y=
}_z] oL:Lz } -Eéo] Q)=

ojul gy, z2Ahae] 44

rﬁE"_if
mr{mﬂﬁ
(L e S T

ox

=
11{
e
=
il
A
_01‘—11
7

jitied %o
0oz

ol
=
-

=
[F o me

¢ g goias g oggel 4Y

Bedol ofste] AL

FH8 goaMd 2L %49 9
v fh3Fole bacteria §fi%0]
deo] A3lHAF M EA o

[gld
-3
=

Ot

B z]
\_Tr:

3¥H Czerkawski'®’
FEAETE HEE W
A 2T 78%011 ﬁ]st 83%% ¥R E&¥ wavt
UoiUB 2 protozoa® AAT FEoIA A 237t 2
AHE A F83 BAE 4 g sk

Protozoa’} B &dAE WEHWY methaned] 44
Fol B T2 HAh Wit vl &L wopAy nRALg
oA protozoa?] FEA7E oA o] EH Gl o]2e] Hi1}

128 / A543 A)

of

e 299k vl wet e

= o 359

steick, 2 gdzbe] Hed o
ol 9Jatd fA Lax7] W
2o galo Ashrt AHA ¢v F
olt}. Kim# Owens” & Y227} 500mm ©]3}te]
Al ol Ho}

flo I:r

fd
_0‘—1:
24
R
H
fru
br
oL
=
1o
£)
e
P>

olN

N,
T
&4

[
PN

2 oo rf Mz HAo
wy £
fr

, 54%, 56%

!

Ho
#e
22

ir
o
1o
mi
9,

§1’E°ﬂ ) & E}Oﬂ?x]w- o As)

g A9Ed 1 Z‘ZXJ’LH amylase«] w9 %' 2 amylase
Sdoll FATE o] v pH'™ 3 maltase® F51°
4 2Pl WAE Trwel Fobdd F4° 5 A%
Aol e dare 2717 6 A FHEo] A%dl
Yol oleh VFAR A/gshy] wEeolekl ool 9
2] amylasew #A%olu 4% HubellA Bujd A
o2 HEUWEY -1, 4 glucose 2FE 7HrE 38t mal-

A% o1,
HFHFQ! dextrin®= A3 €k 3
% amylasecll W AT wol ol oy A% Hute
amylaseo] tated= ¥ A7t gle dAolH A% amy-
lase™ #AFoNAM A0 zymogen HEHZ HHF AEo
el ick7t Bag W) AFHE Fotd 2Fow E

toset} trimaltose® A48 «-1, 4 glucose
64%cl 5o 9=

o
vlgch #% amylaseQ] o FE 559 AgF Alade
of ¥&g wed Clary $°02 vl&%9o s HEse
LSRG A %@A}ﬁ% FoAg 2oM #2399 am-
ylase®] 4ol 140% 2 %9toH AtaF HEFHo] =
55 amylase o] Pz Frigich .

Russel 5'"'% §449 #9%§ 59T% amylased]
Z7go] 5""“:}51 gvd #2 FEANME amylase 4



Mg BRI AEHET FALE

=7 776 unitll 4 2v] 7Y W= 1,439 unit2 28}
7o é}odt}
HlgE2 7h2e) Fo] Ago gulds HALzow F

o o A amylase ¥BiaFo] Bokoka g2,

Owens ' maltose® isomaltose?t A% WHE&Eol
Aol 9l Ao Kol maltasett isomaltase?t #3553t

234g0] W A BAE 4oL gt

Sanford“ﬁ_ A *‘EH’SMW maltaseﬂ 2 HE

n‘

%%L%t% %VW?%“ "ZH—H mal tase—zl &4
1 % £2| 99.7% 7}
Aol maltose™ FFAEY T8 % E}E} 7 F7t

S a9 FEEl wet A

2o ol§7} 57 R

ok

3} 94222 maltase

e }E}Z] 4o 2 maltase?]

e B
=]
o

4z

200 0 H
<+ U

Kreikemeier & & H499 ALY 20~60g%
FYstde W FeMe EEFe] FEE 25~5.7mM
ojleH 60g FURES W 3 -4 ic‘”"ﬂ Ty die

5.8% kil 3o

24 W e AR E]f:zcm a}aau} 24 EE
ol Az §4sAY AU FUse Hiol AR

20¢ nlmolau = siqr,

Naglol ARG AT 60gs FUHS W YT U¥
ko] 55%4 ol 23t FHEAUT dHe £
o

FE 60g FUUE W T 2ER Fad
A% vluy o ety 72y 540

A .gi E],
23p7k AaE 7] moleka ki 7%* 91 27 A A
g Yo of 35% 7 o RxEoR FEgL
k.

2o Akl Aol AN EregoE yE
WA g olf e thed 22 89ld IjlEnta #A 3

A}, H¥ol LU vgE ot HEHE di £
8 H2h Bol Trudol otk AUl ik |
Zloprt xshES 1g 9§ 10° u}alﬂ A7) WE-o T,
i 11]4%01) F8 el Ml & 34 pH7E

Fiev) ~7}6}7l wjFolc}, & r}

o
2 acdle A%y H¥e] Exgog J4EdE F 4
#5 Bl ol HA ¥ &% Hut AZA thabeo]
aal "FIE 9\,113}51 3}91‘:}_25 261

24 WEELe 249 §53, ¥HEF(thythmic segme-

ntation) 55 (peristalsis) o 2|3le] W &Fo] 3T E

Wed7ha Asleln) 2 EE e Tude] F4°5 £78aL
zo

Fuo) 5g Q&) Y A3 E%g 30~6

@)
[Ehd
)
n)

o YeBe A¥z o] EdAT|EE JH5Ed ule}
A4 B 7kl & 3ol gltkn sk ]%-?49] A 2%
W &Ee EHAZEe 180~2408 018 WA FHA]

7491 12~36A17ton} izl A AIZEl 8~16A17HE T
gH gorvag AU A4glaile] ojnrt Al HojAd
A AELslgo] E7E R A

AEE &S 29 1.0%% 2.2% FHFE o 2%
W A A 7ol Al ME 2409.580]2 FxpME 230
Bog AlgiFse] B&,2 N wEE ATl FHU
o s

Hr

Ao 185 FFE 10~14% 9

Owens¥} Kim®'&

BN
>
kU
b
>
m

?»_“
9”:
_&
msi
£

3 s
b
jatal
=
S
g UH‘

g oo or

L=

A~
A astid Lshgel g Z}EL E}" (£

2~
'QTTT

e 744 3‘&3; wong AFE 7kt Ay TuH
T HESES B ForA FA A L3ed w0l
6‘}\:}-10)

Streeter 5°7 %' & S5t F42 1YE pEH A
T23ES Hudded Srae 235h80] £4EY §
gHog Fomss FElde 0 3 FEdd &
2l#el atole= kil sHth

Korean ]. Life Science, Vol.5, No.3 (1995. 8) / 129



Fa
Table 1. Digestibility among feed grains (%)

Item Sorghum grain Corn  Barley
Protein
Total tract digestion 55 68 72
Starch
Total tract digestion 92 96 99
Ruminal digestion 66 73 93
Ruminal escape 34 27 7
Intestinal digestion 79 82 78
Protein
Total tract digestion 61 66 68
Starch
Total tract digestion 97 99 99
Ruminal digestion 75 84 88
Ruminal escape 25 16 12
Intestinal digestion 87 94 93
Theurer(1986)
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Table 2. Influence of density of steam flaked cornon
feedlot performance and estimated net energy
value of diets fed to steers

Flake density, kg/liter

Item

42 36 30
Live wt. kg
Initial 308 310 315
Final 465 470 462
Live wt gain, kg/d 1.40 1.39 1.32
DM intake, kg/d 7.49 7.31 7.16
DM conversion 5.37 5.24 5.48
Diet net energy, Mcal/kg
Maintenance 2.25 2.31 2.27
Gain
Observed/expected diet net
energy
Maintenance 99 1.02 1.00
Gain 98 1.02 0.99

Zinn (1990)
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Table 3. Site and extent of starch digestion with corn and sorghum processed by various methods.

Starch digestibility

Grain Processing method I Intestines Total Itestines Post Grain/gain
Small Large tract Small Large  rumimal
~ % of starch in diet — — % of starch input —

Corn 58.9 17.0 2.8 91.7 66.9 333 75.4 6.85
Whole 58.9 17.0 2.8 91.7 66.9 33.3 75.4 6.85
Cracked 68.9 12.9 8.2 87.6 46.7 55.5 69.9
Rolled 71.8 16.1 4.9 93.2 53.7 37.2 73.1 6.90
Ground 77.7 13.7 4.3 93.5 56.3 37.0 66.8
Ensiled 86.0 5.5 1.0 94.6 76.4 55.0 89.8 6.45
Steam flaked 82.8 15.6 1.3 97.8 88.1 61.9 87.9 6.33

Sorghum

Rolled 67.8 13.4 5.9 86.4 37.8 333 54.8 7.30

Ensiled 86.2 9.6 1.1 69.2 29.5 78.1 6.29

Owens? Kim (1986)
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Table 4. Effect of steam flaking wheat on rumen OM
digestibility and duodenal flow in heifers

Diet’

DRW SFW.
No. of observations 6 6
OM intake (g day ') 4,360 4,381
Rumen OM digestibility( %) 65.3 64.6
OM flow (g day ") 2,1360 2,207.0
Non-NHs-N flow (g day ') 984 1103
Bacterial N flow (g day ') 62.5 65.5
Feed N flow (g day ") 36.0 45.0
Bacterial crude protein (g per 100g OM 13.7 14.5

digested)
1. DRW=dry-rolled wheat : SFW =steam-flaked wheat.
Focant (1990)
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Table 5. Main effects and interactions of feed intake level and corn processing on characteristics of digestion

Main effect Treatment
Corn_processing Level of intake Low_intake High intake
Item DR SF Low High DR SF DR SF

Intake, g/d

DM 4,193 4,154 3,405 4,941 3,421 3,389 4,964 4,918
oM 3,965 3,926 3,219 4,672 3,235 3,204 4,694 4,649
Starch 2,057 2,032 1,668 2,420 1,679 1,658 2,435 2,405
ADF 333 331 271 393 271 270 394 392
N 86 85 70 101 70 70 102 101
Non-urea N 71 70 58 83 58 58 84 83
GE, Mcal/d 19.3 19.2 15.7 22.8 15.8 15.6 229 22.7
Ruminal digestion, %

oM 56.5 65.5 63.5 58.5 56.5 70.3 56.4 60.6
Starch 70.6 85.4 79.9 76.2 70.9 88.8 70.4 82.0
ADF 31.3 25.3 31.6 25.0 31.8 314 30.7 19.3
Non-urea feed N 58.6 54.7 66.9 61.6 61.3 58.3 55.8 51.0
Microbial efficiency 31.0 26.6 29.6 28.1 34.3 24.8 277 28.5
N efficiency 1.14 1.17 1.17 1.13 1.20 1.15 1.07 1.18
Postruminal  digestion,
% intake

oM 37.3 34.8 36.2 35.9 39.6 32.7 35.0 36.8
Starch 19.2 13.6 14.8 18.0 19.5 10.1 18.8 17.2
ADF 12.5 16.1 14.3 14.4 11.7 16.9 13.3 15.4
N 85.6 93.3 93.0 86.0 924 93.5 78.8 93.1
Total tract digestion, %

oM 76.6 83.0 81.4 78.2 77.2 85.6 76.0 80.5
Starch 89.8 99.1 94.7 94.2 90.4 99.0 89.3 99.1
ADF 43.8 41.5 45.9 39.4 43.5 48.3 44.1 34.7
N 68.0 729 71.6 69.3 68.5 74.6 67.5 71.1
DE, Mcal/kg 3.50 3.74 3.70 3.54 3.54 3.86 3.45 3.62
ME, Mcal/kg 2.81 3.09 2.93 2.98 2.78 3.07 2.85 3.11
NE, Mcal/kg

Maintenance 1.87 2.11 1.97 2.01 1.85 2.09 1.90 2.12

Gain 1.23 1.44 1.32 1.36 1.21 1.42 1.26 1.45

Zinn % (1995)

Table 6. Effect of formaldehyde treated barley and oat

feeding on milk composition and milk produc-

tion

Item Barley T-Barley Oat  T-Oat
Milk yield (kg/day) 159 169 171 182
Fat (%) 4.2 372 379 3.66
Fat yield (g/day) 660 627 649 662
Protein (%) 339 334 316 310
Protein yield (g/day} 539 560 535 561
Lactose (%) 488 49 494 4091

Lactose yield (g/day) 780 831 849 893

Oke%} Loercht*® &4 formaldehyde& 0, 0.5%,
1% ¥7ksted 4% 270kg =9 Angus AA$2 100%
T SAES AAS A dE 43182 98.6%, 97.1%,
97.2% 2 ¥ ol7t giglen YFFHES 1.29, 1.24,
1.252 FHYT7 Mg EUL AREEE 6.63, 7.05,
6.8524 FHe] 77} 7+ Fof 449 formaldehyde®
Aelshd RO TEE Jalstgou, AlREgoY &
Aol & obf JeFm u)X|A] ottt stk

Mc Allister §%'& F79] ¥y wAE g &
she FRYANY @ E 718 (protein matrix) ol 93l

P ol WEUT SdEd & 3559 829 in vi-
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