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Table 1. Components and chemical composition of the diet
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Table 2. Average consumption of dry matter and nutrients (kg / day) in different treatments
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Table 3. Digestibility of nutrients (%) in different treatments
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Table 4. Ruminal pH of experiment goats in different treatments

P-Value SEM

el ol

v

Y )

<efeee) Y £10%7

£lo¥ £IYP aweSs pH

g b > plad) puS ogmo 20y YYITO + 2alS 0y =Y Jlas (A5 Logsw £V ¢ 5 9> AVO (gobs) oyliacS 20+ + (oS 0 + /0 douigy) abgle 70+ -V )l
O 48 o3l oy (6] aw wdaS S (2 9 9 M0 (IRl pAS g b g2 plel) P uges 2o YO Huald opa Ve (45 (Sl paS
(P <elo0) 3505 5929 ()3 ixe WS Mt Al g By () &S (5581 ja sla L Sle

odaldo 55 D¢y ol 039}51 s JoSo LQ(J oy & &S
Dy pols isles] gols alie a5 (A) 13,5
0 S

PAS g (3Rl g g2 Bl b pd 02 o)
Ahe @ ¥ les 3 gl olie g <8 I Gl sbo
Y)W9Aﬁm)w9)k§&|wd)t5|4§w)
Slojlos b oy leuds (P<+/+0)(0 Jodo) A o size
JoSo .(p>~/~(3) Ll (g pxe AUl o LY o)
Cos ) b o dopd b &y (g sy eI
Orzen g 3,5 o0 ol QI el g w5 L
909815 gl o(R) )1 b g 59y ¢ Eoite S
iz yp oS 103)8 oaalia (VA) olilSen 5 &5 4 (V) oS
» ks Gl ogs Bl o o > 2 ae)
9 o.)]).xﬂ 4\§u‘l> 5 39‘»@ o lio )u.o > u‘)...n
A3 Glae g ) (Sl 5 881y @ (V) o) Sen
W0,S5 sdalie gy JeSe yiul3dl
2 (292 9 Mol g g 398 Y (miig

SHS] Ljlos o )3 My b (eSgn o)
S o ol 3 S Gl mls g sy gy xe
b (eSgp 20> (S9y IS wge b g o5 (L0l
ok ol gSn) (p>1-0)(0 Jsde) el il gy
B @ Cud i p b gp chale oS cul
(V) 355 32 o sbdeSe b cod S (g
2 Ol JoSo 039531 15 b gl > Iy
Sl olyon () Sl b S 4 ed By Oliee
e ORI 86 59y 2 &5 Gl iz ) (YY)
kloh sy > b 6Sep p ol BU g 2 JeSe
JaSo s L3]S 15 Byl b, plonl d e
Cnl oS (VO V) Cbl b (B 203 2 680

asle Aol e aob 1) Lol Liljl mls wls)ls
yiow &y bayye pes LSy 30 glds oy iy i ol liie

2o 395 3,955 () S 55 g 4iljg; s Mg
Y9Ydlm)k§)a9?;_é;\>9f.\;§uoww)sﬁ,;f
o) Vosles )0 el W95 (liee o5 0D el Salejl
Sobigme cl sals s 4 Cus (22 9 9 > 86
5 9> 386 Jlad) ¥ lew )3 (Jy (p<+/-0)(0 Jgax) 45 Iy
S Gppo 2b GlPl b Mg base (22 9 b
395 )l g a8LS Hlasd g jlasd nl b g5 5)68 ) olis
2 gngn jloghe oo atwlis (p>e/-0)(0 Jou)
oSl ) Sy Gy b o dlwldd g 0dg 4SS
2 838 el e e S 2l 5 29800 ez
2 Slgngp dbj My culply il g il Hllel
o Clsngn aShl & axgi b g 4y )l aals jlogs
Pl Pl 008 jdin oyt il S5 Lol
)55 ) epir o F) 298 b Mg Rl el g
e &S Y Hlog 50 b e cdalin Jald Hled )0 b Ao
sl b o ol e aold Yias! sl ol Bls
s My ol Jele o5 a8y iy cuow 4 Sl
348 50 b Mg sy pY 5l a9 Bl gl
P dyde odalie pd Mg ol 5 abl lald Sl
Silo olyen (o JoSeo sl g 92 28B) pow o
Orized g el Mg Gl cel ap JoSe b oy
BB a5 Y Hle (YA) 9o ¥ jlas 4 Cod ped 22
3905 W95 Amli lowd 4 Com ()18 b g2 2y JoSo
bl)gyawgl‘molwdﬁwbdv)@%
Wl Hles bl OS] a8 gas U odges s g
L« sl o (M) ohen 5 Mol s by xe
oy D oD cdadle TS &,lsde uwl)sl
i ial5al a5 sdalie a5 6,8l gl o BuiS ot
B3ge5 olgie (1) ohlSer 5 3)kle rizren g jud Mg
@ ppd Bl glap e JeSe GRlEI L &S
Sed Sagls ) gl cul g 8L GBI b Mg oy


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/rap.9.21.46
https://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-916-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/rp.9.21.46 ]

Y WWAY 50l VY oyleds /ots Jo (ool Sladss (slowing sy

(p>el0) oy 48 elx lge 5 SV Moy 9ycnl 9 9 e 22
LBl v b gyl iz Goldy wilSdu (gl jloss ys )d puid

. _ s glayless ) (303) b SlS 5 g (59, [p)S9kS) b g5 3)55, 0 Jo>
Table 5. Milk production (kg/day) and milk composition (%) in different treatments
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Table 8. Difference in live weight of experiment goats (kg).
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Abstract
_In this research, the effects of complete replacement of barley grain with wheat bran in
livestock were investigated. This experiment was carried out using 12 Saanen dairy goats in a
completelx randomized design for 21 days, in which goats were divided into three quadruple
roups. The treatments consisted of: 1- treatment containing 25% barley and 10% wheat bran
control), 2- treatment without barley and 37.25% wheat bran and 3- treatment without barley
and 34.5% wheat bran plus 2% of Fat powder were. In the final week of the experiment, the
dietary residue was collected and weighed daily to determine the daily intake of food, and the
difference in feed in the feeder and feed residue showed that feed intake of 3 treatments did not
differ significantly. (p>0.05). Subsequently, after measuring the digestibility of the feed by acid
insoluble ash, it was found that digestibility of dry matter, crude protein, ADF and organic
matter was more than other treatments in the control treatment and this difference was
significant (p<0.05) but NDF digestibility was not significant among treatments (p>0.05).
Ruminal fluid was obtained from each livestock three hours after feeding by the Stomach tube.
After pH measurement by pH meter, this parameter was higher in treatments 2 and 3 than the
control treatment that their difference was also significant (P<0.05). The daily milk yield of
oats was measured and it was observed that the milk yield of the control treatment was higher
than the rest of the treatments and the differences between them were significant g)<0.05). Milk
samples were analyzed by Milko-Scan machine of Bashir factory in Mashhad and it was found
that only percentage of milk fat was 5|?n|f|cantly different between treatments (p> 0.05) and
treatment 3 had the highest percentage of milk fat (p<0.05). The yield of milk production among
treatments was significant, with the highest efficiency related to treatment 3 (p<0.05). Also, the
energy in milk of three treatments based on milk fat was estimated and it was found that milk
energy of treatments 1 and 2 were not significantly different (p<0.05) but milk ener(T;y of
treatment 3 was higher than the other two treatments and this difference was significant
(p<0.05). Finally, the difference in body weight of goats in each of the three treatments was
calculated at the beginning and the end of the experiment, and it was determined that at the end
of the experiment, the differences in body weight of the animals were not significantly different
(p>0.05). In general, it can be concluded that complete removal of barley from ration of goats is
not logical, and if it is decided to do so on the basis of competitive and economic conditions, it
is better to add about 2% of the fat content to the rations of the livestock. Of course, due to the
high cost of this supPIer_nent compared to barley, the cost of livestock feed has increased, which
increases the price of milk produced and its compounds.
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