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Research progress on the preparation of alfalfa hay and silage
and their applications in the ruminant diet
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(College of Animal Science, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018, Inner Monglia, China)

Abstract: Alfalfa hay and silage are high-quality forages that can be stored for a long time. However, the difference in
nitrogen composition and lactic acid bacteria fermentation products between them leads to differences in nutritional value.
This review summarizes the research on alfalfa hay and silage in animal feeding, and finds that the effects of alfalfa hay or
silage on ruminants production performance, rumen fermentation characteristics, meat or milk quality and methane emission
mainly depend on three points: 1) The quality of alfalfa hay or silage. The feed intake and intestinal digestibility of alfalfa
were affected by its preparation quality. 2) Combination effect with other feed materials. Rumen degradable energy nitrogen
balance can improve rumen fermentation parameters. 3) Replacement feeding ratio. Low proportion of the same mass
replacement feeding has little effect on the ruminants. The research progress in the preparation of some alfalfa hay
(harvesting, drying and feeding) and silage (additives, bactericides and packaging) is also presented in order to provide

theoretical basis for the efficient utilization of alfalfa.

Keywords: alfalfa; nitrogen composition; rumen degradable protein; ruminants; milk and meat quality; rumen fermentation;

preparation progress

RS AEA: 2022-10-12 $EFHE: 2023-03-30

HEWB: W HBX RSN B L iR H (NMGIRT2322); M52 HARIE ST H (2021MS03009)

B—1EH: WO (1999-), B, AEEEEHA, WL, FENFEHYIAESE R, E-mail: 18686197338@163.com

BEES: A8 (1969-), & G liKk), WEREHIFMERAN, #3%, M, ETENEHMAEEERPA . E-mail: nrh0123456@hotmail.com

http://cykx.lzu.edu.cn



1M L

S HAE TR T AU ) SR S AR S & 34 DR R R R 219

Corresponding author: Narenhua

EI 18 (Medicago sativa) 5& % FE G RHEY), &
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L ] ORI 02 f R R IS e 7 =, AT
S S A @ R N = S P o S L [ I 1
2017 & 2020 5, HE P EHE R EER S, N
355 75 t 49 5 400 75 t, Herh O MURLAL 57 A 4 5 AL
JRE 5 120 75 6 60 /3t HAth 220 75 ¢,
TR % DL B A D4R A o B T R A T
FATIRAFAEA A, 2020 FFE 5 TR F L EIS 124 Ji t,
2021 FE AR B ORI E 159.61 /5 t, 36 B A5 K 5 Kk
HE T TR TR R, B AR T
FALRA R, K2 E0B 8 H B T I8R5
M, (HPIE R A w e B g, & 7 E S AR
R 7 N R IR A

HE THESEANRAA T, REMED K
B, HEASES, A ERMEFEY, SHERZH
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fiber, peNDF) "', T 5l i WEL WG | 1O S 4 A R I 2, K
R E W AR, TR A A A (H
5 K Eg, HF MG R =g /g FR ik 171
T3k 24.95% R 16% #2471, FHL 1) o g 57 45 T 22 4
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S 2 B A T T 4512k 30.93% 1,

H g B & DA AR E R S, B2
B IR URAT ST B, AR SR AR 7 R S R 5 At 4]
IRHIEAT TR, 0 e U L I I 9 R 24 1
HRE &M AA G, b3S E ks X, 5
EA Y A A F R, ME E (crude
protein, CP) 7K fi# 7= 4= 9k & H & (non-protein nitrogen,
NPN), B & 75 75 el ',

T HIAEFF 3 N E 1S E H R IRAE T, A
I e 1) 7 2O TR BB R A — (- F AR 3 450
UAE 30%~50%, 78 75N 5%~20%) ", EART
Ve TR B R, A 1S IR 4 B 2R
FIG A W 0 Jo et LA 1) 52 g 3 B0 HL 0 4 T vk
TGN TE, T, KGR T EHAE T HME
T b i o O QRS IR E 22 5, LR A R X
AR B R B AR e LA o A
ot HE TR R, S SR AR 40 U gk g DA AR FE 2

1 HAETRAEEFME SR

E g W H TR E G R R, B
1 T B EOR NI R, T E S O E R
R 77 AL L 43 A LA %, 3T T BOL AR E R
Ji K P A % BG4 1R (7 1). FE2JE CP. NDF AR
M P 5% 41 4 (acid detergent fiber, ADF) 1 AJ ¥ i%, 43 1
0, 3w Ol O S A R g R L,
K& T 5 A7 Y 25 TR AL, AR B B R R A R, T
Wy VR, 5 T R B A A
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Table 1 Comparison of the nutritional value of alfalfa hay and silage

B 77> Nutrition fact
BAR  ypn PoE R
Foge PR pw o omme ww SRR RREOBIEE o mew
- ample o ik ey ey i VEAT )
finishing . Dry Crude  Water soluble . Ether
thod size | atter/ rotein/ nitrogen/ Rumen Neutral Acid Sugar/ Starch/ extract/ Ash/
metho % FM I(), % DM o (%P degradable  detergent  detergent % DM % DM 9% DM % DM
’ ’ ’ protein/% CP fiber/% DM fiber/% DM 0
Efa T35
Alfalfa hay 5925 91.7+23 19.5+3.5 405492 13.7+£24 40569 33.8+58 6.67+2.13 200£1.11 256+0.62 11.0+1.6
EfaH I
Alfalfa silage 1453 381485 195+26 61.7+£9.7 158+2.5 41.7£52 363+45 245+£1.62 1.18+£0.81 3.27+0.44 13.9+2.7

Bl LR 2 R RS R AR RS A PR A RN 4R (. FM:  BEY)RSERE: DM: TWIREERE: CP: MlEO&E: TERF,
The data were provided by Cumberland Valley Analytical Service, located in Tangshan. FM: fresh material basis; DM: dry material basis; CP: crude protein content. This

is applicbale for the following tables as well.
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Table 2 Comparison of nitrogen composition between alfalfa hay and silage

7 3 s HPEGRGR AT AE IRVEVER AT AE . IFEEIER KER FEAR
TR OMEA . ‘ : SR
Forage . Neutral Acid detergent Free amino Water soluble Non-protein 275 SCH#ik
LS Dry matter/ Crude protein/ NH;-N/ . . .
finishing (2k —1) (2k 71)DM detergqtllt fiber/ ﬁlgler/ %Totle N acid A/ nitrogen/ nitrogen/ Reference
methods gke gke (gkg )DM  (gkg ) DM 7° %Total N %Total N %Total N
i 15
Alfalfa hay 862.0 183.0 479.0 1.3 8.0 14.00
s g [19]
A
Alfalfa silage 880 209.0 449.0 7.8 29.2 47.00
EE T
Alfalfa hay 875.0 226.0 461.0 350.0 0.8 59 20.60
o e [20]
SRy
Alfalfa silage 26 185.0 434.0 331.0 10.9 44.4 61.90
EE R
Alfalfa hay 853.2 181.9 383.4 286.1 24.83 22.73
s [21]
A I
Alfalfa silage 405.3 201.2 377.4 290.3 42.78 42.28

fil He 5 (¥ CP &5 B i, H PG CP M4 2 k. &
FE R & & (NH;-N) %5 NPN b7 58 /5, 38 % EL R T
W) R B TR R 2~ 3 %, BRI A TR E KA
N HUJR AT R R (2% CP), B KRB 7S
A B A X T (JEURL K A B I — A
AE RN, TEAR ) (5 2). B E R T B
I 1 5 e CP KSEIE A 96, K2 Ui 5 b & 7
TERIT I FRMFAE Y 22 5, (B S BT R A

2 HAE TR I RO R4 3 A
RE B 5 M

T 5% T B 8 T 5N 04 R S & s P x H AR
PR RIBE LA R A G — . SAME TR E A

TEAL, BREFEEHM TR ENER S 2R
%z, A 4EpD, 55 A, N E R T E S
RS T R RE A 1.24 5. I AE T
A 7.75% DM H & T H AR R Y4 30 d KL, &
W 2B 4y A= W) )i K & & (dry matter intake, DMI) $& /5
T 8.2%™). Beaychemin %" {#i F§ 10% DM # # +
HEREEEVFERYE 21d 5 R, 954 DMI R
B 3 kg-d ', ARAKEFEAL 15 kg I 25% DM B 75 T
T ARCE TE 0 M AR R I, A MR AE T B )
- DMI #2& 2.5kg-d ', {6 DM. HH I (organic matter,
OM) #1 NDF & WL A6 2K T 18 M2 B 18 5 I 1 95 4
(3 3) P LU BTG R, 10%~25% 15 7
W RE S TR S 4 R B R BRI

x3 BEETEMSDARN NS B RIWHEL R
Table 3 Effects of alfalfa hay and silage feeding on total apparent digestibility of dairy

P17 R S MERMH 2 Total apparent digestibility/(g- kgfl) DM \
Forage finishing - AL PPERELT A PRSI HEA B
methods and the D majtzer Organic Neutral Acid Crude Reference
ratio of feeds i matter detergent fiber detergent fiber protein
100% i 75 T 5
100% alfalfa hay 548 553 408 430 665
e g [19]
100% I 15 ¥ IF
100% alfalfa silage 64 566 417 451 667
25%Ei i T 5
25% alfalfa hay 645 671 385 318 556
[25]
25%%‘ % zézm:‘: * * *
25% alfalfa silage 714 747 474 292 584

*, P<0.05. N&EMA.
* P <0.05. This is applicable for the following tables as well.
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WAL R A KR

A B 70 3R B 15 O S IR R TE AL R TR
i . Hristov 1 Broderick "' i F 4> 17 & F R 1 75 75
W B B R AR R B, W AE T A MR A
DMI 42 & 2 kg-d ', {22 DM. OM. NDF. ADF #l CP
() 22 W03 A 2 6 75 B (32 3). Grant fl Ferraretto ™"\
Vagnoni 1 Broderick *”. Holden 25 ™" %% 5L & £ 1117
M7 AN 52 DMI FIE F29) 5 R WV A2, 75 4]
W] ARG 47 24 S £ B 1) R i ek R
Tt E TR LB B KB, Oliveirv 257 %t 31 & 934 it
36 3C 7 3 AT Meta 20 M R I, 7S B B AL R TR
KEERT$E = H 1) DM & &, BRI B W A& W A&
o NH3-N ¥ B, AH 0 1)k} 2k 28 78 752 40 T T A 26
Tose e o UL b &5 50T e 2 sh ) 1 W 38 A0 5 3 10 B
#. Merchen 1 Satter °" 3 Fil 1 78 T+ 25 B I K 4 75
W R MR R T A 4 S SR R, IR E RS T
T 76 E98 B OM P i 28 30wy, AH 1] M- B ) 76 5
NnE R, SERVREAFELZE R, XY
B E T 5 R R AR R 2 TR W i o gk
AT AMETH AL

E 18 B 28 CP KR, BRI & | K.
S I e 25 P2 A P 14.5% B 15 0 S AR E B T B
Wy A B, PR WA DMI G £ =, (HE TE H I
NDF F M E AL R 5, CP R E R TR, U
HTERTEL CPEEE T ESEY. Hi%
e, B TRAE DL, nTIRARE &, dm
5% H 4 KM RE . Beaychemin 255§ Fil 45% DM (1)
HETHEEGE A4 21 d &K, i TREARY
= DMI $2 % 2.8 kg-d |, RAKEFHE 5 12 kg. Lafereniere
A 1T 100% DM 7 T 55 55 75 I 4 IR 7 I A 4
PRI, 5WMEETE S I AR B, R
A4 DML H 3 8 PR AR AR B il 4 v T
243 kg'd '\ 0.4kgd '\ 0.02 fl 493 kg. i N FIf
b d vk — 20 e R AE 9 A i A R I
B 15 54954 DM, N, NDF Al ADF & A\ &%)
mTTFEAGA, BT EAGFRE AR BE 2
RENREE B RN EE THH, W 45% DM Ll
R AE R B N NPN B2, B RE N
I R A FER, R TR R R D,

DL bW 90 25 A7 AE 22 5 0T 66 fh R 5 THD [ 0
B o — 77 TH 2 SN X E TR R U S A

PR, B TR AE I SR T B M E SRR
R, o> B T PR B A I RE AN E IR BT A
RGN o 2 — T3 T8I JU) & ) 556 23 4 F i R T
WOk 0 s R B o, A — 08 N B AE TR el
Wi BAR L (B 2= 7 O b HoA EORE B Dy
FREER), BRI AR KR HE DM
& ERE, CPKEED, K BURE, a0
AT AL R, TR AN G 135 I pH B AR, 77 A4 KR
RBEL Y (FLIR A E AR TR < NH5-N. g A
VNG SR) Somia R & &, Hah WA 1k RE K 48 e 5 22
R CP A K AL & P B e, 7 0 % e A L e K O
NPN. LR A0 A 4% % Vg 0 R AL 2%, IR R
R Rl B KT 3 T B ) 2R 1 kRl R B,

3 EAE T COR T e MR R R A A A
SR

AR E FRANE T i AR E N
P03 R FORE S e o fR AN LRI S BB, B
—E B M. w55 AT R E R R B
8 T A B R 1S AR B A 1 FE B TE 7, DM
NDF Fll ADF [ T i 5057 (% 4). 236D
HANMRI A AR, BT 5 CP A MM MERT
o VLU A5 I rT HE R B DM ORI 4T 4 1) F% i
K, (HXF CP A7FE AR FIRZ M o 4% K 1% 15 5 B2 (volatile
fatty acids, VFA) & Jx 4 3 ¥ ) & % g & ok K .
Getachew 2577 Uk 41 R B AR B0 % T, 17 78 B2 (0 4 3
BEELE FE I3 7 1 MI'kg ' DM, DM W 1b % &
TEEFW, BHE T HE4M VFA fl NH;-N iR EH
mTEI MR, 7R & A 2R/ R LK
THEGES), HUWF AR ERE T EREE ST CP &
BEE. MEYES T AMEMEAS R, HW
HE R AN E R 24 h JFIMETE TERELR, 5
EE B A AEL, EAE T A CP A R i R
R PV NH3-N ¥R A, A V204 55 o T B 44 2 (9 1)
B, R E P CP TR AE 2%
i 987 5 TR AR A . B AR MRS, A i b
R B A B BORES . T RS 5
P FRAEBEE WA BVPE T B TR AE I B
fif %5, 8 B M4 72 h J5, E & T % CP. NDF #1 ADF
B E R Y T A . Calberry 25 1Y
10%DM H i HF I BEREHE T EERN 425, BE

7
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Table 4 Rumen degradation rate of nutrients in alfalfa hay and silage

S LTVEN 969 B FA% % Rumen digestibility/(g-kg ') DM P
Condition Forage finishing FHIR Hh PR T 4 R LD 4T 4 HEA Reference
method Dry matter ~ Neutral detergent fiber ~ Acid detergent fiber ~Crude protein
thshoan  FIAE TR Alfalfa hay 825.0° 495.0
Invitro 24h I Alfalfa silage 785.0 490.0 3]
thotagn  FifE T Alfalfa hay 692.0 513.0 496.00
Invitrod8h  pyaestp Alfalfa silage 709.0 551.0 513.00 BT
teshon  ETETE Alfalfa hay 665.6 433.6 511.70 855.8
Invitro 72h ez Alfalfa silage 712.8 439.1 523.80 847.8 B8]
JFALREFRT2 h B TEE Alfalfa hay 656.4 561.8" 5541 833.0°
In situ . ) [39]
cultivation 72 h EI & # " Alfalfa silage 623.5 462.6 450.5 702.8
#5 BETEMSRARN RSsES LS BN
Table 5 Effects of alfalfa hay and silage feeding on ruminant fermentation parameters
BEIE 1}§]fﬁu?‘jﬁ5/ﬁ|u§§ J8 B R ¥ 2% Fermentation in rumen P
Condition Forage ﬁmshmg methods and F/ANHy  $ERVERGNIER Volatile  Z&NH;-N/  Reference
the ratio of feeds pH (mLh")  fatty acids/(mmol L) (mg-dL )
fHh24 h E ST 5 Alfalfa hay 34.80 23.40
Invitro 24 h prassep Alfalfa silage 30.40 21.50 B3
thstoan FiE TH Alfalfa hay 30.04 26.51
Invitro 24 h s i Alfaifa silage 28.52 27.59 1Al
i shagh B 15 T35 Alfalfa hay 120.00 21.50
Invitro 48 h 2520 Alfalfa silage 119.00 21.80 7l
g 100% % T 100% alfalfa hay 6.44 12,5 127.00a
Feeds 10004 45 #17 100% alfalfa silage 6.65 11.7 117.70b a
g 10%EfE 55 10% alfalfa hay 6.27b 6.57 97.10a
Feeds 100, k75 1167 10% alfalfa silage 6.47" 556 79.80b ]
e TS%EAE R 75% alfalfa hay 6.12 10.3b 137.00
Feeds 5o, 2516 75% alfalfa silage 6.14 138 147.00 7
g 10%EE T 10% alfalfa hay 5.97 143.40 3.23b
Feeds 1 0o Bras #5167 10% alfalfa silage 6.18 133.30 4.80° o
e 25%ETAE R 25% alfalfa hay 6.60 100.00
Feeds 950,757 87 25% alfalfa silage 6.47 109.00 2]
pme 23%ETTE T 23% alfalfa hay 6.30 12.6 128.71
Feeds 560, B 75717 26% alfalfa silage 6.36 10.7 125.04 2]

pH 25 0.2, & VFA T [, 28R WM T IRRWKE  FEHAN BETERNREARZ, £ 8 hiE
S HIFFAE 8.8, 5.0 M1 3.2 mmol- L. LA EWFAAE R i WIS I K, W 72 A2 B 2 T W UG A 4 TR R 2 Bk
B, B s F IR BUEACIE 5w 7L CPRYIKIE N BRI TS 0 K R B A VFAIRE

http://cykx.1zu.edu.cn
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{H Beaychemin 25" % DL & 78 #0108 B CP B4
FRARAS T4, HIn 10% B 15 T AR gl 5, 954
JH pHigm, & VFAEBE T T, NH;-N & &i& T
PEw, X2 T peNDF [ BFAK Ja /b 7 3k £ B ) e
W, MK TS pH, HE 1 ERM
NPN Yy B At 7R B, mEE 2N
VFA FEEE H . IEH BRI, 25% B 18 T 2 ak
55 4 VR R o R A O T S i

g BRIk, B AE K BT 4R+ f§ CP. NDF
Lj ADF W ml & i sy, B8 AV, (B34 CP 7EfUE
V) 1 /E A ¥ 46 8 NPN Al 3F % NPN (non-ammonia
NPN) £2 /K ¥ N (% 6) ™, % B 2 (A 8 % B 4%
fREE, THIE N 2%~3% CP (% 1). HH 70% DM B
i TRLECHE I R Y 4 J5 , TR 1S T I WA B
P NH;3-N., 3% NPN FIHEE A E AN R Em T
B S TR, XU B T eI R b iR e A T K
FHIEZ S, 7 E WY CLEAGRI o Peltekova
A1 Broderick ' ) i s A % B ik 0 A2 1 AE R R
T 75 0 R AV I NH B & S R R | 1R 2R (A R B
BEARE T B I NPN & &5 &, HE AR EA
A R AL, 3R E AE TS 8 0 K NPN 2 BRI
CP MHZE . K, BAD /- MIUE T HE T,

T B R S BE ECP . Lischer 2595 i, & AHK
B CP A EBE, TR CP KRS S BUR B Rk
BEEARKAR S, E& BRIy EEAE
O R, A S R . B Y
AR BRI R, BT SRS L 1 1
I, R R R MO o (B A R R S R
= ARG L 2 A RN, iR B oK (Zea mays) 5
MM 2475 REE 450, 5EHET
ARG, R L R U A AR S A R R R
5, VLIRS R R T R T A T I AR
FN St i R IR A A R — R A . T
PR AN T 45 L2 0, R B T AR AU R T R AR R
FC A 2.3 B, TF40 0 AR 26 . VFA R AR (& e
e K, B T T R AR R L R T 2%,
B 4 W FT T B 4.6% 0980 8 T IR AR U, JH LA i)
W AR SR T A R, Bk, BT
8 e e W R I v T SRR R 4 AR, AR
T eh NPN 2 5050 8 I, 3@ 24000k B & Gl L 9] v
5K N SRR R B AR R A BRI K
Y, (0 3R B B R B 1 2R 1 I 2k R T
P T o 2 1 BRI, O R A M L A8 T R R e
[¥) peNDF 7K-F-FJ87 B fe 2 F 7,

6 NIRILTHEHBETEMSNRES S

Table 6 Comparison of nitrogen composition between alfalfa hay and silage

(g'kg ) DM
E Jradk BAHAE PR Mk AAE4E B
Forape SR AK EAR FIAHR AR ANHER AER geR AER TEE 5%
ﬁnishign Total ~ NH;- Non-ammonia Solid-phase Solid Neutral detergent Acid detergent Available Total free Reducing — 3Ciik
metho dg nitrogen Nitrogen Non-Protein  nitrogen  nonfiber insoluble insoluble ~ fiber-bound amino  sugars Reference
nitrogen nitrogen protein protein nitrogen acid

HfE T

Alfalfa hay 40.2 0.17 14.1 25.0 19.1 4.5 14 3.1 6.7 17.2

g ]
SRR

Alfalfa silage 424 473 235 13.1 8.6 2.8 1.7 1.1 67.2 32.1

157 7 IR T e MR L A o B R

e o AP o] MRS £ 24 PR 25 ) AN L S IO R L
F¢ L g R0 46 4 L Cifed 25 BRI, 5
2R A R JE SR AH B, 70% DM A TR IR GG SR L
PRI A 7 H B T RIS 7 R (saturated fatty acid, SFA)
N Z AN A0 G 7 R (polyunsaturated fatty acid, PUFA)
RN, TOEAE TR B AL B S B R AN

3% . Lafereniere 257 fi ) 4x 17 %5 1 7 T %k 1 7
HICERA AR, 58 EF AL, R E T
B AR B SE IR AR B Ry, 1S R R IR T B R
PUFA: ¥ A 1 F1JIE f BR (monounsaturated fatty acid,
MUFA) 18 T 38 n, X 4 R JC 5, {5 75 e 16
ML) A AR 2 9, 0% AN R #F . Pordomingo 45
W B, BEAE H A T 5 1A IR LG ] 52 1 (40%. 70%
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E A8 T E A MR E e, (24 LA TR D S R
IS, WA DRI G T TR, 25 BTk, HE T
BT I v R A A B, H 70% DM LR B 46 ] R
S BN, 70% DM BL b8 7 - B0 R A R A
PR BT R AR, B0 AR SR R, XAl e & H IR
P A5 A b B AN TRURT IS D R S A AT T e T
JUL PR Ao A0 i 75 2 O AR I AR 400 ot 3 B

TR = 4 22 6 377 5 AV IR 4y 18 B
5 PO Beaychemin 2B ] 45% DM 1 75 75
By fE T 50, 9542 B8R 11.2%, FLIEARAE
FLIE R 9.8%, (HAKE. A AEAEEERAR
Eo e REPHHEAEEERE 7.5% DM
EE T E AR YA 30 d B, B AE A D E DMI
e 1 82%, MR ERARE, ABMAEA T
W25 T 7.2% A1 9.3%. Maulfair fil Heinrichs " f§
1 26.3% F 8 7 75 I 8 AR E A T+ AR MR A R R
I, DML, TaDR} R A7 gy B G 72 5, (HALIR 248 =
7 0.19%. Calberry %"V HF 78 % B, 1712 10% DM &
1 T ECE A8 O AR E KL R
AR, (HE ST IR Y E pHiE
02, FLIRMA T AR MES . L EgREY,
EEARE ST IR &P AR R, TR
Ve AR ) KV VR A YY) R 1 B AR A R 2 FLIR
ARV — OB, i 1 ANEZ .

HA A N2 E 18 T 51 K P B KA & 4
(water soluble carbohydrates, WSC) A1 CP Lt % It” &,
A5 R S LA O I 7 R B4, Gislon 2P Y
FORDL, WhAEE FH 25% B 7 T 5 &R E 18 5 0,
TR R TR 4 (29.3 keed ) PR EA 1R R O
Fa s (27 kged ), (X TR 2> T 3B AH TR K
W, 7E W4 40% DM R T K A B £E T 5] 58 4 B AR
TMR AR EHEFEL, SHEREE, BREKES
B, PR B AN LR T, Beaychemin 2
RIIE I A= 1A AR 10% A5 T R M b S, % e
R FLIE SR . LA TP & B F 45 T RE
b5 A iy pDRE R AC B oG, ol 25% oK
(Hordeum vulgare) ™. 31% F K 3 %, 50% 19 &
KR 300% £k SR R AR e
TR S5KBENSEZWEE T REEERE B
ReECP, IRmE A EA S E, smocEALE. A&

TE. AIEREERETSCEEE T I RKE

N R FH &, (H & B AR 8 B & A K, Peltekova Al
Broderick " R — s BRY LS4, B RE T LKA
it B E A BN 34.6% CP, 15 H N 29.8%
CP, tH# 4.8% CP, % 10% DM 1 5 35 It & 1 75 T
] IS b 7 A0 5Tk R 1S 2R 0.48% CP. @ 4 1]
W 44% DM =i T 2K Al 50% DM 75 T 5 58055 I %)
72 47 R RN L RR 20 R A /N, AEKE 3% e R OK B

ot Geb R R ) R, AL R AL
EHWEERE, BRI R TEE R, &

B IR B B A R 2 B A T RS A & R FL
R EEREE 2 P, H M, 8 R
A B W 2 LR BE R TR R R R
B H & A K

A= v S0 8 R A PUFA AT B« T
O T 05 ROV P, 35 0 T 8 ) e 4 i 7L oh
I 07 13 A1) LI € AT B R 1. Claudiia 255 BT
TR, BT B, I W AR P A
SFA % & ¥ &, PUFA fl MUFA & & T [%, siia T
B, 0 B 5 I % T A 2 5 v ) S A g I TR
A VLA, T 25048 3L o IS R 2H AR o Kileawley 2551
PEH, Bk e AR I — SR RN R 1T RE 2l R
BB B AL o, 3T S BOE R R 4 4 AR
FR L2 i BRI R B R v R B, T EL B R ZE
Al RE 2 5 BUF W R ZF A B N B LT s
N 2L 81 o5 0 XL BT O R, A AR Sk R
SN B M O AR G R R AE, WA
W 0] U9 ) 6 75 4 VRS A% 45 B b s 2 0,
H AT, SR K2 15% BI2E DR R T 2 AR U hs
e AR 37 A 7 ) (L A B 3 W IR R A
T B B 5 AR AR AR, R WG L= T I R 4L
BRI A RS, 1K AT RE 0 R AN HORR A A R
2R AR S, g BRI, PR I £ oA AR
Fh A (R g 107 R 4 R, B 0 S AR A ), 8 I R
BB IR N AL, 3 TR B 0 LA P T R, H L R
ST H s ML S an o] 5 bR AT 7 i — P .

5 ETEE AT R WX R AE HE B 5 e
A48 miE W G (CHy) HE ik b & 20l
CH, HE S & ) 40%, CH, 7= 5 BE K 1 B E AL R 1Y

Bt 1 P ARG, AR AR I TR A CH, R 71 B
T AR MR 2, MBI AR L A R, CH, D8R 7
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By, FEAEE =T — 2 A FORHRCEL ) ] A
1B F (AT BEAR KA 19 NLO, Bk U1 2R R AK CO,, B
A BRI = AN ) AT B b AT Jy, 18 hn A S 4R
RAEY =5, FEARA P A F AT AR HE b CH, 19 HER
B, TR CH, PRl S 2 4 B R A
KRR, 5CPEHEREREMMAKR, R S5A44S 5
AR L, R R A TR 3 R R CH, R R,
=T MRS O AR R T R A AR 7, T BRI
fr Z M ¥ CH, 72 &Y. Getachew 257 #E47 R [F]
FH AR B A Ah e B 56 R B, A T ER I
SRS HABBCE AR LD, P2 R . Xue 27 1
AR BRI, B fEH I 48 h Bif r2 < &M CH, 7~
EHEE TS5 & 3mL-g ' DM A 2.1 mLh ', &
HTEREARTELEHESEE S 111 mLh |, 39
EfE TR A OM B £, gt s 1= CH, ™~
=, LE ARG RN ER TR 2T EZE 5T
8. Gislon 25 WF 50 R B, A8 F 25% B 8 T BB AL
7 T I AR A I, AR R R R (413 g+d )
A3 CH, HE i #a %5 (396 g-d ), B E I3 & 7
FEAE, R AL AL I CH, HEE R E =
Fernandez %5 U7 45 [F)RE 2 B, 5 ) W 18 78 95 I 140 4
Ly = AH A, P IR AE T R 0 Ll SR A AR R
=S, NEBE AR E £, CH, ™~
N =T (SRR TR N 1 b == S S s R V2
TEMPA=YE N CHy B % 7. LRk
RERW, B TR H W23 HA CH, 1%
HERIE 1, B TEMNAESERERE T &, ¢4
YA R RS CH, P B A T ™, (HE H AR
[] 8 i) 77 SOk B A7 B 7= i CH, HE TSGR W A5/

6 i T TR R

B A T 5 A0 R B R USR], R T AN
PRI AR o 7E B A I BT B S G K (50 em). W ) )R
FE 12~15 cm. 2~3 h #f1 — IR 726 T T 186 X
A, BT A B9 ) R R AR o YL e
[F) W ] T R, R USRS AT R O R — B
T 77 1) 5 AR S mT B AL B 8] G 1) 453 2%, 7F =R 25 i 4T
ELCIC1 ) 1N RT3 O A o - S AT S
T HUBE LR A, B A bR A AR 4 A R
TN AN [8] 7] & 1 5 700 ) bl - ad B, S ST
IR 1 A (= AR DN 07 NI DU N ;o Rl i o

FRM R DA AR R B R F S E N
A ), SR K Th Rl A S A BRIE LA
IR T B BRSO B AR H TR) 262 4T 8 45 2K A0S0
SO, 4 R Ak R RS, T 70%
RAERMOKE TS, RFEEZ G E ZREEH
CE, K E & A2 e, BAA TRk, &
A D RS RV AR SR s, fEE A
(11 37 3B W K, (B R TR SR s . BT
AR AR AL, 18 0T AR B AE L T AT e A
i RE A, DL PR AR ) M0 R R R A, HE I .
WEF R I, B E T 5K o BRI DML K
PERE. I8 B KB MR ARE S oA R 520, ik nl 3
N 45 J5 NDF 19 4k %12, B 3 T 55 41k S 12
R BEAR 75%, 75 =F 1 DML, ¥ 3 H 1% # (average
daily gain, ADG) 1 flil & 5 #4542 &5, H G 0 5t
K, HEMAFETE SN BEN A= RN
S L DR, HR A R AR ) ) 5 R R A 5 e
AT ek 2 FATUBRAN S B3 2%, 1 A T 0] R I A
KL TCAT AT A R 520

B AE 0 2 ) O B DA R, Bt R T
MHEEKBEMRA. HTEE CP & ER &, WSC
TR, B AR — o WA, BEEE R
R, PN AR I A A IR B bR R A R A I
RIEmH TR F LK R T 0T AR
K. B R AT R 5, nl PUs BRI pH, I8
DT KB BRI R B, AR R A R R A
F N 10 mL-kg ' HUER A 10~40 g-kg ' HEHE Y
B GER R HE T MA 0.5% 1R .
T A6 T A6 T IR 0 AT 98 v 7 I 1 B 40RO 1% . DM
. il T Ak A PUFA B, P& CP /K fi# 1
DM #1%, $2 i i em &,

T4 FLAT TR A0 Rk 5 2 00 AF 11 2 5 A 75 0 8
k. VAN EE TARER, M TERETL
AL E R AL, FRAK A4S B NH-N R, o 2=
BE A B-EHE N ERMBURMA EFNE, A HFL
(19 7L R AR A S B R BE 22 ANV R R T R L 4B P AR AL
s . CP RIA WL & Bk ik H e m &, &
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41 %

& 7 H) DM & &, F&1K pH F1 CP /K%, B0 5 I
i, BRI B, EIRPTHALE. M E VFA
WA G B A AL DhRE, ICREPFIRIR B CH, /7 & .
S IRAH 5w I B S B R
A bk kM, B R BB NE O, AR
EH W R RS S 5 R (Sorghum bicolor). HE 27 B
(Arrhenatherum elatius) "™, 5 @ %5 (orchard grass)””
FILL =1 (Trifolium pratense) "%, ¥ 27+ 5 KK
PP A . VR h & Bom i R & &
MEMED L, 5 EERGH TSGR . 1£
EfE T W H I 3 K (Astragalus membranaceus)
A& (Crataegus pinnatifida) 5% 7] FEAK A 3 66 1)
KO, TR L ) S5 P A B L T DR R

B, by e A LR A VRN A T R A
I, Wi AR e e HAESRAS IR b Y
5 TR0 AN B T 40% DM 7K, i i 2 BRI
I R s v, T B R TR A O e KU

T A R S T T A ST 2 1 A R AR T
LR 2 A R A U R T A R R AR AN i
FRARIR R, R v 4 T 4% M 7 P R RS — g e,
e I B K 43 SR G A T AR AT RO AT
Cismileanu ™ Xt 6 A i Bl & 75 3 47 L F 3 0 R B,
HfE T i DM &R, E R R AT R,
AR TR R R O, PR £F 4R N BE B i, X TT R
& LR B R £ 4 5w Ktk AR KR T R
Y& E, His DM & &b N R4 R R 7).

®7 BEETENFEFELEFRNERLE

Table 7 Comparison of the nutritional value of alfalfa hay and semi-silage

TR H R4 Nutrition facts/(g'kg ') DM P,
Forage finishing T FEA bitkani LI 7 Vix TR Y Reference
method Dry matter ~ Crude protein ~ Crude fibre  Ether extract ~ Ash  Nitrogen-free extract
E 75 T 5 Alfalfa hay 905.7 212.6 342.5 8.0 83 344.2
e . [84]
E 75 & Alfalfa silage 405.0 225.0 329.0 16.5 83 345.6

Zi LR, EAE AN WA REH
e M A ey 35 2 AT AN [ R R R T L
AELAS [R] B B 78 B 38 B A 7 AN N 7R B BE 2
ANE )5 B AR R E T I RCR T R R I

7 RE

B AFNE R IEF S e iE, THEKE
W35 8 B 2 s I AL BB R, R T AR X
TR AR RO, B A T B 2 OB R A
RWE P2 xS e B R BT AN PR R R
SE R, 9 TR A LA B R PR MR AR, B
Bt LU OO T 9 A1, — N RS TR A B

£ £ Y Ek References:

JRER, BT e DA A, R e R T AR
R TR, B IR R ORI, 5 W =X s A
P RE AN LA o 3 A0 TR . — 08 5 AR R A
JEURHI 25 2O, 5 A B A R o R 2 K
R B MRS, I EEAAL, TR A
oy o3 Aid IR B RE =AM B & AN, B
R Wbl 0 R . H AR 2R R 1 ) 2 D 42
V7 T A 4 M T I B R, fRIESR B
E ST b sh Wy 7= i o B 5 oAt e B DR i R 2
RN, T IR B WR L ) 2 3 LR S A% Bl
WAGIA b, BT S FL A DL E S
IR (RS TSR B0 753 2 AE B i 3 B 55 [ A
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