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Feeding Effect Comparison of Whole Corn Silage with Different

Treatment Methods on Beef Cattle
HUO Lu-man, LI Yi, DONG Li-xue, ZHENG Bai-qin, LI Ai-jun, TANG Si-ning "
( Quality Monitoring Center of Animal Husbandry and Aquatic Products of Tangshan, Engineering Technology Research Center

of Agricultural Product Quality and Safety Inspection of Hebei, Tangshan, Hebei 063000 )

Abstract ; [ Objective | The purpose of this experiment was to compare the effects of corn silage treated by dif-
ferent methods on feeding beef cattle. [ Method ] 30 Simmental hybrid cattle weighing about 340 kg were randomly
divided into three groups to ensure that the concentrate was unchanged, and the roughage was fed with corn silage
treated by three different methods, including whole plant corn silage in group I, whole plant corn silage with addi-
tives in group II and corn straw yellow storage in group III. The experiment period last 70 days. [ Result] The aver-
age daily gain of group II was significantly higher than that of group I and group III (P < 0.01), which was
17.57% and 65.71% higher than that of group 1 and group IlI, respectively. The dry matter intake of group III
was significantly higher than that of group I and group II (P < 0.05) ; The feed weight ratio of group I and group
IT was significantly lower than that of group ITT (P < 0.01). The highest breeding benefit of group IT was 14.27
yuan per head per day, 5.16 yuan higher than group I and 15. 83 yuan higher than group III. [ Conclusion] In
conclusion, the effect and breeding benefit of whole plant corn silage fed beef catile were the best, followed by
whole plant corn silage and yellow corn straw silage.

Key words : different treatment methods; beef cattle; whole plant corn silage; yellow storage of corn straw;

breeding benefit





