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(Effects of application of pine bark in TMR diet on growth

performance and carcass characteristics of meat Goats)
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linsznadudnaglunuiniasanan Pinophyta washsdnia
Wudndad1 Coniferophyta u3a Coniferae Suiflunitelu 13-14 uuan
Tunrsdadrsiuzataurdnsis sudnagluiginminfiswdanldao s
H52vu59udnttlugiimu(cone) Wdangnaudruluallddvisuaqu

auluaazndrunudalsgnitdailusasdaiiinunuiuanninegazgn
Juilrgruiniudrsarvisniluaudusudnitdaridaniumaiuiu
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wnuiiniivdTnauazlsunauiinuidaly (Barry et al,1984)
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Teble1 Chemical composition of pine bark

pine bark %

2012 2020

DM 83.6 91.9

CP 1.20 1.30

NDF 78.6 76.6

ADF 721 70.1
Lignin 21.3 -

nan1s llfangndulugnsaivinssiadnsin1sisgidiu Tnuasuns

Nav1uIYaUad Reynolds et al. (2020) 1gdunzanwaniug Kiko
(BW 36.9+2.5 nn) angdszunat 8 wadssifiunavasnisidilianan
AU TAN1TNAAIYi1 2 N3auud wneldSuaruisnand
Usenaualasouis 30%uaiudviuasyningid uintaugiu (AuaN)
uar 30% wdangndu unglasuatviswdusgyneg 1 lu 2 wia
(30%BGH diudiuifisudy iwaanguidudu 30%) 7 1.2% wav

BW uwsvnuadaaafuna1lusvgln unninaasuwsilauidsy



iwdangnauasdsuldangnadu luunne1edu(P>0.10) lun1su3ina

aavlivaaliinaIuavdanmdasnuvuIdauad Miller et al. (2015)

Anmul BW changes, kg

Figure 1 Effect of pine bark in TMR diet on growth performance

of meat Goats
Source: Reynolds et al. (2020)

wavuddaaag Miller et al. (2015) Iunsgnnaniug Kiko (BW
28.0+1.0 nn) a1aszunos 9 aulialsufiunavasnislsildangn
du Taan1snaaany 2 nSatud (control) AANY 70% tazW1vai1g
d18 30% (T2 ) waaies 70% uazildaanandud0% a1uisiisiaraaig
WWudrunauuaseyng 85% wasuaiiuiviuasinni 15%1n
n1sdn Linun1sidouudaiaglu DMI was ADG Taasanl

wanEiAw(P> 0.10) Tun1suaTnauasuiviisaniing?



Table 2 Effect of pine bark in TMR diet on growth performance

of meat Goats

Level of pine bark in feed (% )
SEM P -value

0 30
Initial BW 25.8 26.8 1.34 0.62
Final BW 31.4 34.1 1.46 0.48
ADG g/d 76.8 97.0 10.3 0.68
Grain mix 1187.3 1206.7 55.0 0.92
Total DMI 1407.4 1431.2 60.5 0.96

BW = body weight; ADG=average daily DMI=dry matter intake;G:F ratio= gain: Feed intake ratio

Source: Miller et al. (2015)

2t 15An N wav uiduuay Reynolds et al.  (2012) ‘lafuwne
anWaNWuS Kiko (BW 27.5£1.04 nn) angdszuoe 5 @auiie
Ussiliuwauavnislgilfangnaulnanisnaaay 3 nantuud(control)
W9211d1830% Laztfandu 0% (T2) Wvan1d1815% waziddandu
15%(T3) W19T18180% uasildanau 30% lun1siasuildangnaudi
5¢6U 0,15  uar 30%luarrrsuns lifinuunneislutiiuing o
Bususasunziindigaiiofuuwr Tinindu ( A= 0.06) uas
ADG ( P= 0.01) wnduihudsduiialfiuldannauiindulugns
21115



Table 3 Effect of pine bark in TMR diet on growth performance of

meat Goats

Level of pine bark in feed P - value

(%) SEM

0 15 30 Linear Quadratic
Initial 274 275 27.3 1.04 0.97 0.91
BW.,kg
Final 349 37.0 38.0 1.29 0.06 0.89
BW.,kg
Grain 1107 1143 1311 47.7 0.001 0.029
mix,kg
ADG 91 114 129 7.28 0.01 0.89
g/d
Total 1279 1320 1509 54.0 0.001 0.30
DMI,kg

Source: Reynolds et al. (2012)

vtun1sldildangndulugnsainnsnscau 30% aaluiing

Wane19NN15 L lduldangnaugidinisa’la la lugnsainisunsus
lifinasiaans1n155 LU e



nan13 lgdangndulugnsainissadnaissinuavune

naviuIduuay Reynolds et al. (2020) udavliiriuinnisidsu
iwdanduns=au 30% lu a1ndu dintfu uassudiuginuasune i
WaNENAUNIe (P> 0.10) Svdanmdavnuenuldauad Miller et al.

(2015)

Table5 Effects of using pine bark in TMR diet on carcass

characteristics of meat goats

Level of pine bark in

P - value
feed ( %)
SEM
0 30 Diet Rep Diet x
Rep
HCW 20.8 21.5 1.51 0.66 0.8 0.55
CCW 20.1 20.7 1.50 0.69 0.53 0.42
Shoulder  3.17 3.34 0.24 047 0.55 0.52
Brest 3.00 3.16 0.25 0.51 0.52 0.4
LMA, 15.4 14.9 142 0.74 0.42 0.49

mm

Source: Reynolds et al. (2020)

navuddaaay Miller et al. (2015) udavliininnisidauiddan
dunszay 30% 1u winau sintdu uasgudiuginvaIune Lluanen

AUN(P> 0.10) Tun1sudTnaaaiuvivsasin



Table6 Effects of using pine bark in TMR diet on carcass

characteristics of meat goats

Level of pine bark in

feed ( %) SEM P - value
0 30

Fasting BW 31.4 34 .1 1.5 0.30
kg

HCW ,kg 14.1 15.4 0.71 0.18
CCW kg 13.2 14.3 0.66 0.21
Carcass 6.51 6.92 0.63 0.59
shrink, %

DP 44.8 45.3 0.79 0.31
LM area, cm?2 9.40 9.70 0.39 0.59

Source: Miller et al. (2015)

219 150N Wavuiduuay Reynolds et al. (2012) anuaussininwei

Vinn1snaaaslinisiinduaasnunuiisalialaanisiinilaangndu
el llfinasiaanyalrsIndu



Table7 Effects of using pine bark in TMR diet on carcass

characteristics of meat Goats

Level of pine bark

in feed SEM - value
0% 15% 30% Linear Quadratic
Fasting BW kg 32.7 335 352 1.13 0.17 0.78
HCW ,kg 159 16.5 16.8 065 040 0.85

Cold carcass
15.3 159 169 0.52 0.06 0.80

weight, kg
Dressing

48.7 495 48.0 1.31 0.63 0.47
percentage
LM area, cm 8.22 834 814 0301 0.87 0.72
Loin, kg 066 0.72 0.66 0.026 0.90 0.12
Shoulder, kg 3.3 34 3.7 0.14 0.14 0.69
Brest, kg 0.50 0.51 0.63 0.02 0.01 0.15

Contlor (0%PB), 15%PB, and 30%PB on an as-fed basis Number of animals was 8,7,and 7in control,

15% PB, and 30% PB diets, respectively

Source: Min et al. (2012)

vtun1sldildangndulugnsainnsnsczau 30% Iaaluiing

Wane19INN15 L ldldangnaudydinisa’la la lugnsainisunsus
Tufinasiaanuaizain
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