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Table 1. Chemical composition of experimental diets ingredients. (%)

Moura et al. (2020) Cardoso et al. (2021)  Bezerra et al. (2021) Lima et al. (2019)

Spineless  Manicoba Spineless  Tifton  Spineless  Tifton hay  Spineless Tifton

cactus  hay cactus hay cactus 85 cactus hay
DM 9.2 90.1 14.2 88.5 10 91.8 25.1 83.3
oM 88.1 93.8 88.7 91.9 81.3 96.3 91.8 924
Ash 11.9 6.2 11.2 6.8 - - 8.2 7.6
cP 3.6 10 3.4 8 5.9 7.6 4.1 12.0
EE 1.5 2.2 2.2 1.9 1.7 1.7 2.3 3.6
NDF 26.5 56.7 26.7 68.8 26 74.5 17.6 74.2
ADF 10 35.1 10.4 36.3 15.1 35.6 13.1 38.6
NFC 56.5 24.9 56.7 13.7 47.8 14.4 - -

navasn1sldnszusamsiivuiulugnunzdaUsunanisiula

Moura et al. (2020) ¥innsnaasafiugnunze1unndiua (Santa Inés) il 7 lailévimsiy Tagnns
naaosldnszuaunyslsnuiu ( Nopalea cochenillifera (L.) Salm-Dyck) 4 széiu leikn 0, 200, 400 wag 600
n./nn. Anquitsvesnszusaneslinudlugaseninauduiaienawnmauiausileu) (Manicoba hay)
wuiSinunisiuldnevaussanandudunss (P<0.05) wuinisedu 600 n./an. SnquisUSunaiaansuad
Audlusotminga (DM intake (%BW)) anas ilaFeudisutunguanunsdldldsunssuaamsslfiu
91915 (P<0.05) (Table 2) sapnAdpsiuTIEeNUTeY Cardoso et al. (2021) NsnaaeiugnineugHay
FUM1BLUA (Santa Inés) wer tnenisvaaaslinszusanyslinuiu Miuda (Nopallea cochenillifera Salm
Dyck) 4 sty T 0, 150, 300 wag 450 n/nn. Saquitsvesnszussmasiinuslugnsensuaudisaile
NALNUVE U SNGY (Tifton hay) wuiinsldfsedu 150 uag 300 n/nn. Tquitswesnszuosnesly
mnlugasensnauduiaimanisiuldgaininngugnunzilildunsyuoaneslimnuduensedisdl
oddnymneadf (p<0.05) vaugdisedu 450 n./nn. Tnguisasnszusanysisnunulugasemisnaudiisa
Uinamsiulsanasiagliuandnanngugnungilildsunsuoansslinunndueims (P>0.05) (Table 3)

FaFpAAS 03 UTI8IUVEA Bezerra et al. (2021) N1snaasiuuny inee Wugnauwun18iua (Santa Inés)



lngnsneaadldnszuaanyshivuiy 4 seau lawn 0, 241, 519 wag 753 n./nN. INUAIUDINTEUBLNYSLS
wulugnsemsaauds o enaunungfuisiingy (Tifton hay 85) wu3nUTunmnisiuldmevaues
o dudulds waymslifisydu 241, 519 n/nn. Trguisvasnszuatngslimnulugasommsunaudnsa
fiszfunsligefian vnigfisedu 753 n/nn. Tquitsueanszueamuslivualugnsemsnandniauiua
msfuldanasuazliuanssanngugnungdlildsunszusanyslinuuduems (P>0.05) Fadaudaiy
518911994 Lima et al. (2019) ¥nsnaaesiugnuneiney lagnisnaassldnssusunyslivuiy Baiana
(Nopalea cochenillifera salm dick) 4 sgéiu lan 0, 150, 300 wag 450 n./nn. 5quLLﬁwaaﬂiwaﬂLW‘Uﬂ§
vusilugmsensuaudrSaiiionaunumahuainidy (Tifton hay) wuimnsefuveansyuaamsi3mnaly

ansomsHaNdIVeIGNUNE

Table 2. Body weight, weight gain and feed convertion of lambs fed with spineless cactus in

replacement of manicoba hay.

ltem Spineless cactus levels (g kg DM) SEM P-value

0 200 400 600 L Q
DM intake (g day™) 11348 11844 1146.0 10228 0.03 n.s. n.s.
DM intake (%BW) 4.4 4.4 4.3 3.8 0.09 0.037* n.s.
DM intake (g kg'*%") 99.3 999 97.6 87.3 211 0.042? n.s.
Initial body weight (kg) 20.9 20.9 20.5 21.0 0.52 n.s. n.s.
Final body weight (kg) 30.8 333 33.7 31.9 0.64 n.s. n.s.
Body weight at slaughter (kg) 28.3 29.5 30.0 28.4 0.58 n.s. n.s.
ADG (g day™) 210 263 259 231 0.01 n.s. 0.043!
FCR 5.5 4.4 4.6 4.3 0.17  0.0038? n.s.

SEM standard error of the mean, L linear, Q quadratic.

Source: Moura et al. (2020)

nngnunenguitlilasunszusanyslinuanduemns (p>0.05) (Table 5) aagulainnislénsyuaanysls
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Table 3. Body weight, weight gain and feed convertion of lambs fed with spineless cactus in

replacement of Tifton hay.

ltem Levels of inclusion (g/kg) SEM P-value

0 150 300 450 L Q
DM intake (g/day) 952b  1074a 10772 992b 25.50 0.18 0.02
ADG (g/day) 208b  251ab 267a 2653 7.880 0.01 0.75
Feed conversion (DMI/BWG)  4.68a 4.3dab  4.10ab 3.76b  0.11 0.002 0.752

Body weight at slaughter (kg) 27.db  31.9a 31.6a  30.1ab 0.702 <0.001 0.03

SEM standard error of the mean, L linear, Q quadratic, DMI dry matter intake, BWG body weight gain.

Source: Cardoso et al. (2019)

nan1sldnszuaanaslinuulugnunssednunsein

Moura et al. (2020) wuinnsldnszueanystivuuluemsdnsaguvesgnuns Aiseau 200, 400 was

600 n./nn. Tnguisveensyueansiivunlugnsemnsnandsadmalimimineniduiuiu lnglidag
nsznusenunilolukivesenuyuiazdveaile Weadouifisudunstdnguiadlaumaunuiu
91913181U (P>0.05) (Table 6) LazapAAaBIiUTI8IUYBY Cardoso et al. (2021) wuin1slgnTzUaLNYT
Iwuluomsdniaguaesgnung Asedu 150, 300 wag 450 n./nn. Tnguiaresnszueneslinunuly

o @ ) vy o < a | a ] & & oz v

gnsomInaNd s dwalvdmdnenidu nandnwngu ey nandnendu Wndududunss (P<0.05)
lngludanansenunenunmisluwivesautuuasdvesie wastiuUSuundutiouradulugin e
wWisuiisuiunsldnauieindudueimisnenu (Table 7) uavaenAdpiiusI8914989 Bezerra et al.
(2021) wumislinszusansslinuuluemsdniaguvesgnuny Aisedu 214, 519 uag 753 n./nn. 10y
wisvasnszuesnysmnulugasomsaudiidmaseunineniuuasiimingnSouinduguas
avauludunglunauilouasiiuanuviosweaile nslddmansenudonunimile Wy ANNYNLALEYDS
& = a = o Y v Y a o & = IR Y] v
We WawSsuiisuiunislaneg uiaindussidueimanenu (Table 8) Fsagulainnisldnszuaanasls
WNUATEAU 150 - 753 g/kg DMupinssuannasisnunlugasemsnandiavesgnunsyelinands

wngnuazivdndmiiuduuaslldwansenuienunmiile



Table 4. Body weight, weight gain and feed convertion of lambs fed with spineless cactus in

replacement of Tifton hay 85.

ltem Inclusion of spineless cactus SE P - values
(g/kg DM)
0 241 519 753 L Q
DOM intake, g¢/d 620.2 934.4 926.8 733.3 65.50 <0.05 <0.01
DCP intake, ¢/d 127.0 187.4 1725 141.8 10.17 ns <0.01
ME intake Mcal/kg 2.85 4.2 4.2 3.2 0.56 ns <0.01

DOM: digestible organic matter, DCP: digestible crude protein, ME: metabolizable energy, L linear,
Q quadratic.

Source: Bezerra et al. (2021)

Table 5. Body weight, weight gain and feed convertion of lambs fed with spineless cactus in

replacement of Tifton hay.

Inclusion levels (g/kg DM) RMSE P-value
0 150 300 450
Dry matter intake (kg d*) 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.1 0.19 NS
Daily weight gain (g d')) 206 220 225 223 51.9 NS
Feed conversion ratio (g ¢) 6 6 6 4.8 0.29 NS
Initial weight (kg) 24.4 23.9 24.1 224 3.08 NS
Final weight (kg) 374 37.6 38.1 36.3 3.69 NS

Source: Lima et al. (2019)



Table 6. Carcass characteristics Physicochemical parameter of lambs fed with spineless cactus in

replacement of manicoba hay.

ltem spineless cactus levels (¢/kg DM)  SEM P-value

0 200 400 600 L Q
Cold carcass yield (%) 452 a7 a7 495 041 <0.0012 n.s.
Cold carcass weight (kg) 12.8 139 141 141 0.30 n.s. n.s.
Cooling losses (%) 5.5 a.7 3.9 a.4 0.41 n.s. n.s.
Cooking losses (%) 37.9 39.0 308 327 142 n.s. n.s.
Neck (kg) 0.8 0.8. 0.7 0.8. 0.10 n.s. n.s.
Shoulder (kg) 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.3 0.03 0.030° n.s.
Rib (kg) 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.1 0.03 n.s. n.s.
Loin (ke) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.02 n.s. n.s.
Leg (kg) 2.0 2.2 2.2 2.2 0.05 n.s. n.s.
pH? 5.9 5.7 5.9 6.0 0.02 n.s. >0.001"
Shear force (N)° 16.6 206 186 176  0.52 n.s. 0.002?
L*(lightness)® 36.9 383 384 397 0.73 n.s. n.s.
a* (redness)® 15.3 15.6 15.1 163  0.32 n.s n.s.
b* (yellowness)® 8.0 8.1 7.3 9.0 0.37 n.s. n.s.

SEM standard error of the mean, L linear, Q quadratic,  longissimus dorsi, b semimembranosus.

Source: Moura et al. (2020)



Table 7. Carcass characteristics Physicochemical parameter of lambs fed with spineless cactus

in replacement of Tifton hay.

ltem Levels of inclusion (g/kg DM) SEM P-value

0 150 300 450 L Q
Hot carcass yield (%) 47.2b 48.7a 49.2a 49.3a 0.314 0.01 0.26
Cold carcass yield (%) 46.1b 47.6a 48.0a 48.3a 0.319 0.01 0.31
Cooling losses (%) 24 2.2 24 2 0.077 0.19 0.51
Cooking losses (%) 25.7 26.9 27.5 29.0 1.547 0.48 0.95
Neck (%) 111 11 11.5 111 0.136 0.64 0.66
Shoulder (%) 15.8a 13.4b 13.0b 13.5b 0.371 0.01 0.02
Rib (%) 15.5 15.5 16.2 16.3 0.177 0.06 0.81
Loin (%) 9.8a 10.1a 9.7ab 9.4b 0.100 0.04 0.07
Leg (%) 32.0 31.2 30.8 31.3 0.220 0.16 0.20
pH 5.8 5.7 5.8 6 0.053 0.32 0.39
Shear Force (N) 20.8 21 21.0 20.9 0.548 0.93 0.91
L* (lightness) 37.3 37 37.0 38.4 0.450 0.43 0.36
a* (redness) 15.6 15.8 15.1 16.6 0.323 0.44 0.29
b* (yellowness) 6.4 6 6 7 0.242 0.43 0.18

SEM Standard error of the mean, Contrasts: L Linear and Q Quadratic

Source: Cardoso et al. (2021)



Table 8. Carcass characteristics Physicochemical parameter of lambs fed with spineless cactus in

replacement of Tifton hay 85.

ltem Inclusion of spineless cactus SE P - values
(g/kg DM)

0 214 519 753 A L Q
Hot carcass yield (%) 41.9 465 475 498 0.67 <0.05 <0.05 n.s.
Cold carcass yield (%) 40.5 452 462 485 0.65 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
Cooking losses (%) 32.3 31.0 399 306 141  <0.05 ns <0.05
Neck (kg) 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.05 <0.01 <0.05 <0.01
Shoulder (kg) 1.1 1.5 1.5 1.4 0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Ribs (kg) 0.9 1.2 1.3 1.2 0.06 <0.05 <0.01 <0.01
Loin (kg) 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.04 <0.01 <0.05 <0.01
Leg (ke) 1.9 2.6 2.6 24 0.09 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
pH 5.1 4.8 a.7 4.8 0.11 ns ns ns
Shear force (kg/cm? 14.7 15.7 15.7 16.7  1.13 ns ns ns
L* (lightness) 37.8 376 386 368 057 ns ns ns
a* (redness) 14.2 136 131 13.6  0.29 ns ns ns
b* (yellowness) 7.8 9.1 8.0 7.8 0.28  <0.05 ns <0.05

A: control (0 g/keg spineless cactus) versus treatments that contained spineless cactus, L: linear

effect of spineless cactus inclusion, Q: quadratic effect of spineless cactus inclusion

Source: Bezerra et al. (2021)
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