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Table 1 Nutritive value of sugarcane silages

ltems T. Suzuki et al. (2014) Sa Neto et al. (2014) Felipe et al. (2016)
DM 21.3 27.01 18.1

CcpP 3.6 3.98 3.27

EE 1.7 1.49 0.73

CF - - -

NDF 718 61.23 -

ADF a4.5 - -

ADL 5.8 - -

TDN 51.1 - -

DM=drymatter,CP=crudeprotein,EE=etherextract,Ash=Mineral(Ash),CF=crudefiber,NDF=neutral detergent fiber,
ADF=acid detergent fiber, ADL=Acid detergent Lignin

Source : AnLkUa%31N T. Suzuki et al. (2014), Sa Neto et al. (2014), Felipe et al. (2016)
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Fig. 1 Mean daily milk yield of cows fed total mixed ration(TMR) including 0 to 20% of fodder-sugarcane

silage (@ ; n=7), and cows fed TMR without fodder-sugarcane silage (<>; n=5) (Exp. 2)

Fig. 2 Milk fat, protein and lactose concentrations of cows fed total mixed ration (TMR) including

Milk a1, %
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Milk protein, %
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Proportion of fodder-sugarcane silage in TMR

0 to 20%

of fodder-sugarcane silage ( 0 ; n=7), and cows fed TMR without fodder-sugarcane silage (<> n=5)(Exp. 2)

Source : T. Suzuki et al. (2014).



NMIANEIT83 Sa Neto et al. (2014) (3197t 2) Msldseanstnuazdralnansdnluens TMR vils
MsAuldRuwTTRuInnTy wilsyansawnisuan (Performance) TiA USunanina thusudulesiu uay
aefUsEnaUT LMtk composition) laur lushuua TUsiiu thnauanlng sesudatmun duwltuanas ogsls
Aanunisldsesmsinuazdalnavinluonng TMR yilvssavsnmmswanuazesiusynoutiualaifang

LANANNAUNIEDR (P>0.05)

Table 2 Effect of sugarcane silage and corn silage on milk composition and performance in dairy cow.

[tem CS CSSS SS SEM P-value
DM, ke/d 22.22 22.68 22.60 0.63 0.74
Performance

Milk yield (kg/d) 27.58 26.69 26.48 0.98 0.38

28.59 28.18 1.12 0.56

3.5% Fat-corrected milk (kg/d) 29.54

Milk composition

Fat (kg) 1.09 1.05 1.03 0.05 0.67
Protein (kg) 1.02 0.98 0.98 0.03 0.50
Lactose (kg) 1.24 1.19 1.20 0.05 0.44
Total solids (kg) 3.60 3.47 3.46 0.12 0.51

CS = 26% physically effective NDF (peNDF) of corn silage; CSSS = 13% peNDF of corn silage + 13% peNDF
sugarcane silage; SS = 26% peNDF of sugarcane silage (DM basis)

Source : Sa Neto et al. (2014)
21NN5ANYIVD4 Felipe et al. (2016) (AN3729% 3) wudnstaedlauusigdosninUIeuLieuiudn
Inavgdn dewan deevdinildansusauwss CaO waz Lactobacillus buchneri vilvin1sAule Usednsainnis
uae laun Usunasduy dhuudiuleiu agesausznoutiug Taun Toduun TUshuu dsnauanlea Tl

ANULANAAUNISEDR (P>0.05) o8nslsinunsidessiedaean(Fs) dvaudaisnunmiign wAnsEeewe

2081IN(SS) wart1IlnAnIN(CS) ludmnuwnna1esiunie@da (P>0.05)



Table 3 Effect of sugarcane silage and corn silage on milk composition and performance in dairy cow.

[tem Treatment P value
CS FS SS SSc SSb SEM CSxFS FSxSSil
DMI 28.7 34.4 30.5 28.7 26.9 0.62 0.590 0.057
Performance
Milk yield (kg/d) 18.2 22.1 19.1 19.3 18.3 0.55 0.342 0.073
Fat-corrected milk (kg/d) 17.8 21.1 18.8 19.2 18.7 0.53 0.244 0.130

Milk composition

Fat (kg) 32.9 325 33.8 34.2 35.2 0.32 0.326 0.073
Protein (ke) 31.8 31.9 33.3 31.4 335 0.23 0.233 0.200
Lactose (kg) 41.9 40.8 40.4 423 41.0 0.33 0.550 0.775
Total solids (kg) 125 121 128 127 130 1.1 0.605 0.026

CS corn silage, FS fresh sugarcane , SS sugarcane silage without additives, SSc sugarcane silage with 5 ¢ of CaO/kg of forage,
SSb sugarcane silage with 5 x 104 cfu of Lactobacillus buchneri/g of forage, SSil all evaluated sugarcane silages.

Source : Felipe et al. (2016)

31NAN5199 4 Felipe et al. (2016) wudnislddeevdnuazinlnandinlugnsemns TMR Tunisides

v

launsngtnlnavdn seevidn desan deemiinilda1susawss CaO wag Lactobacillus buchneri ¥inlinns
gogln 5’@1@1&%«@3@]618 NDF Tug3lnangin ﬁé’mwmiﬁiaalé’gmdwa”awﬁnﬁid Lactobacillus buchneri,
Soamiiniild CaO, Soeviinuayeeuan AUAIRY nsgeslavasansdunieinglutninandn Idnsinsgesla
qﬂﬂiwﬁawﬁﬂﬁiﬁ Lactobacillus buchneri, sasusindild CaO, dovanuazdaemnsin audidu nsdeslsves
Tasunazansulawsaildladeleludnlnenin Sensinisdesldmniidssan sesnstin soewsiniild Cao

LaLPRYNLINLE Lactobacillus buchneri



Table 4 Effect of sugarcane silage and corn silage on digestibility in dairy cow.

[tem Treatment P value

(&S FS SS SSc SSb SEM CSxFS FCxSSil

Digestibility coefficient

DM 0.697 0.615 0.619 0.636 0.675 0.007 <0.001 0.018
oM 0.709 0.625 0.621 0.643 0.685 0.007 <0.001 0.032
Ccp 0.753 0.705 0.754 0.696 0.758 0.013 0.419 0.330
EE 0.764 0.586 0.598 0.637 0.696 0.021 <0.001 0.062
NDF 0.655 0.365 0.387 0.502 0.531 0.018 <0.001 0.002
NFC 0.694 0.765 0.758 0.723 0.765 0.011 0.002 0.407

CS corn silage, FS fresh sugarcane, SS sugarcane silage without additives, SSc sugarcane silage with 5 g of CaO/kg of
forage, SSb sugarcane silage with 5 x 104 cfu of Lactobacillus buchneri/g of forage, SSil all evaluated sugarcane
silages.

Source : Felipe et al. (2016)
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