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Utilzation of pineapple waste-in complete ration for weaning cattle,
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A feeding trial éas carried out to compare the performance of
wveanners from daify crossbreed #s affected by the levels of pineapﬁle
vastes. The designs of the experiment was to use a levels of pineapple
vaste eg. 40, 60 and 75 % with protein sources* supplied to neet the
requirement of the animals. The result has shown that the-piﬁeapﬁié
waste could be used up to 75 % if adequaLe prétein éources were supplied.
Daily weight gains, were 0.75, 0.65, 0,52 and 0.43 kg/h/day ior the control,
&0, 60 and 75 % respectively. |
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. Cost ~{ Control 1 .
Ingrgdiénts» B/kg |Ration 1 Ration 2 |Ration 3 | Ration 4
% % % \ %
Rice bran, fine 2.85 45 22.5 12 -
Broken rice " 3.70 15 7.5 - -
Corn meal 3.00 30 . 15 - -
3oybean 0il meal 7.90 10 8.5 10 10
Luccaena leave meal 3.50 - - 16.5 13
Pine-apple‘braﬁ - - 45 : 60 75
Urea 7.70 - 1.5 1.5 2
. Crude protein tBy cal.)| = 13.35 13.89 14.68 14,57
Feed cost (Bath/kg) - 17 3035 | 2.16 1.83 1.57
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@able 3 Average initial wéight, growth and feed intake of weanners fed

on the test rations. (limited supplementation feed, dry basis)

Rzation 1 Ration 2 |Ration 3 |Ration &
Parameter control

lumber of animals 5 5 5 5
Final weight, kg (average) 184.8 162,.4 170.2 172.4
Initial wei;ht, kg (average) 154.4 130.2 144,0 141.6
. Total gain, kg 30,40 32.20] 26,20 30,8
Duration, days 9 | 90 %0 90
average daily gain, k§ 0.34 0,.36. 0.29 0.34
Daily feed intske (kg/h/d) ,

Roughage 3.595 3.36 3458 3.73
Concentrate 1.7§ 1,76 1.76 1,76
Total 5631 5012 5034 5.49
Dialy feed\intake (% bewt.)

Roughage 2,30 2.58 ‘2.49 2.63
Concentrate 1.14 135 1.22 1.24
Total 3.44 3.93] 3,71 . 3.87
Fecd conversion (feed/gain)

Thole feed -+ 15,62 14,22 18,41 16,15
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UTuw 1Qﬂﬂ1dﬂu7ﬂﬂl9©ﬂ1ﬂuﬂﬂﬂﬁ0ﬂuﬂﬂlMﬁﬂﬂ 3. 55. 3. 35 3.58 Waz 3 73

N, lnq/qv

e 2 30 2a 58 2 49 uas 2. 63 % 1794 u U.f uas lﬂ@ﬁﬂT?NMQﬂﬂQﬂﬁ?

| ]
uavﬂﬁiﬁTL4TA ﬁﬂtﬂuuwuunuuatwﬂnu 3.44.3,93,3,71 Uas 3.87 % U.u.M2 @t e
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Tablec &

Avgrageﬁlnltial weight, growth and feed intake of steers

fed on the test ratiéns. (ad libitum supplementation fee&)

(ary basis)

B “|Ration 1 Ration.Z Ration 3 Ratfﬁn,4

Ferameter control | o
Number of animals 3 5 5 5
Final weight, kg (average) | 263.7 231.2 222,2 216.1
Initiel weight, kg (average)} 189.2 165.4 176.4 173,0
Totzl zzin, kg 7405 65.8 51.8 43,1
Durstion, days 100. 100. 100, 100. .
Average daily gain, kg 0,752 0.65° 0.52b 0.43b

Daily feed intake(kg/h/d)

Roughage 3466 1.90 3.36 3.68
Concentrate. 4,66 5012 4450 3.82
Total 8.32 .| 7.02 7.86 7450
Fced cost (concentrate), |
ﬁath/day 15.61 11,06 8.24 6,00
Dialy feed intake (%bewt.)

;Rqﬁghage ‘ 5:%1.93 1.15 1,97 2,13
Coﬁcentrate 2,46 - 3.10 2,64 2,21
Total 4.39 4,25 4,61 4434
Feed conversion (feed/gain) ‘

“lhole feed 11,09 10,80 15,12 17,44

a,b Mecns on the same raw with different superacripta differ (P ,01)
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