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Table 1. Least squares mean of milk yield and composition, changes in BW and BCS of cows fed

with or without live yeast (LY).

Treatments'

Parameter Control Live yeast SEM? P-value
Milk yield (kg/d) 35.56 35.67 0.38 0.77
Milk composition (%)

Fat 3.02° 3.18° 0.06 0.02

Protein 2.43 2.43 0.02 0.96

Lactose 4.54 4.48 0.05 0.08
MUN (mg/dl) 17.60° 16.20° 0.46 0.001

Treatments: cows were fed either a control basal diet (control) or supplemented with 4 g of LY.
*Standard error of means.

*"Means within a row with different superscripts differ (PB0.05).

Source: Dehghan-Banadaky et al. (2013)
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Table 2. Effect of Saccharomyces cerevisiae Fermentation Product supplementation on dry

matter intake and lactation performance in dairy cows during.

Parameters SC supplementation (g/d) SEM P-value
0 120 240
Milk Yield (kg/d) 20.8° 21.3% 21.5° 0.19 0.04
Milk composition (%)
Fat 4.55 4.65 4.54 0.085 0.34
Protein 3.44 3.44 3.41 0.029 0.63
Lactose a.77 a.74 4.80 0.019 0.18
MUN (mg/dL) 15.5° 15.3° 14.6° 0.21 0.02

*“ Means within a row with different superscripts differ (p<0.05, n = 27).

Source: Zhu et al. (2016)



Table 3. Effects of supplementing a yeast culture product (YC) on lactation performance and

feed efficiency parameters in mid-lactation dairy cows.

Treatments' P-value®
Item CON YC SEM?
Milk yield, ke/d 37.3 36.5 0.70 0.32
Milk composition
Fat, % 3.88 3.90 0.11 0.88
Fat yield, ke/d 1.44 1.42 0.05 0.74
Protein, % 3.15 3.17 0.04 0.61
Protein yield, kg/d 1.17 1.16 0.03 0.77
Lactose, % 494 491 0.04 0.91
MUN, mg/dL 9.66 9.24 0.38 0.35

'Cows were assigned to a basal TMR (1.6 Mcal/kg of DM, 14.6% CP, 21.5% starch, and 38.4% NDF)
plus 114 g¢/d of ground corn (CON; n = 20) or basal TMR plus 100 g/d of ground corn and 14 ¢/d
of yeast culture (YC; n = 20; Culture Classic HD, Cellerate Yeast Solutions, Phibro Animal Health
Corp.).

2Largest SEM.

*Trt x T = interaction of treatment x time (week). None of the parameters had a parity x treatment
effect (P > 0.20), and all parameters had a time effect at P < 0.01.

Source: Halfen et al. (2021)
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