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Table. 1 Chemical composition of concentrate feed.

concentrate supplement ration

Components . [T éontrol ration.2 | ration.3 | ration.4
ration,l | 40% cassave|8C% cassava |75%cassava
moisture, % | 13.86 | 15.59 13,26 12,92
cinde protein,% 13,27 | 6.7 14,42 12,39
crude fiber,% 5.88  6.51 6.00 - 5.16
ether extract,% X 1.77 - 1.39 ‘1,79 1,04
s8hi,% | 7.62 9.61 - 8.28 7,20
nitrogen free extra;£,% 57,60 52,73 56,34 6089
crude protein,cal.(%) 12.9 12,3 12.3 12.3
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on the test rationse.

intake of dteers fed

P

. ! ration.l ration 2 ration, 3 ration &4
... Parameters R . o
‘ control | 40% cassava| 60% cassava| 75% cassava
nqﬁbef‘éf;animals : L5 5 5 5
“inal Weight,-ngi_- | 254.70 .{236.70 251,10 228,60
’iﬂitial.weight,gg 189.60. (176,20 181,60 165.80
total gain, K, 66.20 | 60.40 "£8.80 62.80
duration, day . 150 150 150 150
~ daily gain, K 0.43 0440 04456 0.42
Daily feed intake (Kg/h/d) .
roughage . 6,49 | 6,53 6.22 6.37
concentrate 2,05. |- 2,07 2,29 1.94:
total - 8.54. | 8,60 8.51 18,31
' Daily feed intake(% BW)
roughage 3,42 3;71 3.43 3.84
coneentrate 1.08 1.17 1,26 1,17
total 4050 | 4,88 4,69 5,01
" "Feed é5ﬁ§érsién (feed/gain) »
whole feed  19.86 | 21.50 18.50 19,79,
Cost, B/K, Feed 3,70 - | 3.57 3,50 3,52
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Abstract

A feeding trial was carried out to compare the performance

of yearling cattle of dairy crossbred with initial weight of appréximately

178,43 Kgo The experiment was arrenged in a rancdomifZed complete block

degign with & replications and 5 dietary treatments.
In a 150 days feeding period, yearling that were fed rice

straw, para graes hay and sorghum grass at a time ad 1ib with 3kg/h/day

of supplementation. The result has shown that the palatability, growth

rate and feed intake were not signifieantly difference between treatment
means.Feed conversion ratios were 19.85,21.50,18.50 and 1.9.79 for the
control and rations Having; cassava levels at 40,60 and 75 percent

regpectively,
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