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Extended abstract

Background: Food and nutrition are undoubtedly the most important topics of discussion in
today's world. Increasing population and efforts to meet the nutritional needs of the next
generation necessarily require effort and pursuit in various fields of agriculture, animal
husbandry, and related sciences. Small ruminants are especially important in rapidly improving
the nutrition of the world's growing population. The advantage of small ruminants is short
generation distance, faster growth rate, and greater adaptability and tolerance to environmental
conditions than large ruminants. Cereal straw is one of the most important food items used in
ruminant nutrition. Cereal straw has high levels of lignin and silica, both of which play an
important role in lowering its digestibility and nutritional value. The use of ordinary straw in
animal feed is common in Iran, and in fact, farmers are more inclined to use straw due to the lack
and high cost of forages such as alfalfa or corn silage, although they are aware of its low
effectiveness in the production of livestock products. One of the methods to increase the
digestibility of wood products is to increase the nitrogen available to the microbes that break
down the fibers. The nutritional value of cereal straw can be increased by processing and using
urea as a source of ammonia. Conventional processing of grain straw with urea in the country is
a costly, difficult, and time-consuming method. The use of a machine is essential to facilitate or
eliminate some of these operations. Lime has also been shown to improve the usability of low-
quality forage sources by increasing nutrient availability for rumen micro-organisms. Based on
our knowledge, few experiments have been done regarding the simultaneous use of lime and urea
in the processing of wheat straw and its effects on the performance of fattening lambs. Therefore,
this study was conducted to investigate wheat straw processing by different methods and their
effects on the digestibility, NDF degradability, dry matter intake, and performance of Qezel
fattening lambs.

Methods: This experiment was performed on 36 fattening Ghezel lambs with an average weight
of 30 kg and 3 months of age in a completely randomized statistical design. Experimental
treatments included a control (feeding with a diet containing unprocessed wheat straw), feeding
with a diet containing 5% urea-processed wheat straw, feeding with a diet containing 5% lime-
processed wheat straw, and feeding with a diet containing 5% urea + 5% lime-processed wheat
straw. Dry matter intake, weight gain, feed conversion ratio (FCR), DM, OM, CP digestibility,
fecal score, and blood parameters were determined in the experimental groups. The uNDF content
of raw and processed wheat straws was also measured with the standard method.

Results: Wheat straw processing with urea or lime led to a decrease in feed intake, but processing
with a combination of urea + lime did not affect the total feed intake. In the first month of the
fattening period, considering a 2-week adaptation, feed intake showed large fluctuations among
the experimental groups, which was partly related to the nature of the feed and the kind of
processing and partly related to the disease of some experimental animals. In the second month,
feed intake showed a more stable trend, and the control and lime + urea groups presented more
feed intake than the other two treatments. The consumption of feed dry matter showed a
significant decrease in the two-month period in the treatments of straw processed with urea or
lime compared to the other two groups. In accordance with the fluctuations of the consumed feed,
the weight gain of the lambs also showed a fluctuating trend during the 2 months of the
experiment. The total weight gain was not different among the experimental treatments, but the
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control and urea + lime groups had considerable, — however, non-significant, more weight gain
than the other two groups. The FCR showed no differences between the experimental groups. The
diet containing straw processed with lime + urea had the highest digestibility of organic matter,
NDF, and ADF. Similarly, this diet, along with the urea group, had the highest digestibility of
crude protein and fat. Blood glucose was significantly affected by the treatments, and the urea
and lime groups contained lower blood glucose than the other treatments. Blood protein was not
affected by the experimental treatments, but blood urea nitrogen was higher in the urea + lime
group than in the other treatments at the end of the fattening period. During the first 20 days of
the fattening period, the fecal score in the lambs of the control treatment was higher than in the
other treatments, although no difference was seen between the lambs receiving straw treated with
urea, lime, and the combination of urea + lime. During the second and third 20 days of the
experiment, the fecal score was not different among the treatments. Processing straw with urea +
lime significantly reduced the amount of undigested neutral detergent fiber (UNDF).
Conclusion: Wheat straw processing with urea + lime led to the highest level of feed and NDF
digestibility. Despite the higher weight of the lambs and more feed intake, the performance of
fattening animals did not differ statistically. It seems that more research should be done in this
field.
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CsS 845.5 1958.6 1466.5 156.5 987.4 -216.0
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UN 2335 909.2 -187.1
ANTE(1) - 183.8 909.2 -208.9
ARH(1) - 1526.9 170.5 908.5 -213.0

CS: Compound symmetric, AR(1): Autoregressive, TOEP: Toeplitz, UN: Unstrutured, ANTE(1): Antedependence, ARH(1): Heterogeneous

autoregressive.
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Figure 1. Effects of experimental treatments on the group intake of Ghezel lambs during the 1% month of the fattening
period (as fed -kg)
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fattening period (as fed -kg)

039 S 5 Lol (91,3 Jlos 53 ooy gy (B0 STy
Sal L o)gl b 0ad g9l )3 Jloss g 20l jlow 5l jdy Sal+
Sy B pan ol Jdo s &5 sy 0 Hlaias 25 254y
odle puan cublB il Sal + o9l b omd)ai)é o5
Joto ol s wlel (0 Joso) canl o390 o) Sizs
ool Jaio oy it Jlasi o) > ADF 5 NDF s s
e &y pld caSls jo plie dlge (g8l LialS” Jdods o
Bpas ,d dogi B 4G .canl 03,5 oslamwl o] 5l (o i
2 opgl+ Sl jlag )5 STyB Bpao iyljBl Ly, «S1ss
Uinlejl ped ole b Bpas GlS L 9 Cadu slaazin
825 2> 63 sl el &S5 0l (V5 ) slaSi3) 35
ogMe Syed B puao llwg aSTa 3l (eolaidl ool 4 ol
Ol wled oo i |y pls 3 Shos iy Sl &S el 2

ohlS S5 slaely 5l (o Slogel b oS (59l Jos

in o8 I35 0y > (95t slo JaSe ool
Trac'h et) ol HEUS lgseis by ol Gpae 5 Sl
5298 gy ol ) plosl sl ol 3o (@l 2001
Lo 5 o35 oy ol 3l dalyey | SThos (oudd oy
CublB ili8l dawlgdy 5 a0 iuli8l Moy VO JIY.
(Owed (Drskov, 1988) e 0 e 3 Slas dgup0
2 o8 dlgs 5l eslazwl a8 5,8 455135 (Lindberg, 1981)
bwgi gl B pae 5 el ilodlil cuw Shgs 6)sl,8
oS’ (B pan Suis o3lo (a0 b 408 (slapunsdS g S
Ol &S L2l L 55 ol adllae gl s o] JI olge


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/rap.2024.1459
https://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1459-fa.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/rap.2024.1459
https://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1459-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-05-04 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/rap.2024.1459 ]

J90m 255 93b] nSo (gzg dewo (bl drox c0dljenme uen ¢ B pme e ¢ 1P i e low

AT Ji8 a5 ilay oy 3 Slas O-‘ S oslitwl y3U 5 calises (gla g, b puiS ol L;»i;é

slajlos (g Q1N Sllog gy (¥ 5 V) (slasis)
Salb 65913 slo jras cuils Glass (2581 5 259 Cile
ol oy 5log)S S ab o)ldl 15 5 S &S igS plan &S
Shgs Sl b golow 4 Mol Jdsay g atin > jlos
w2lge pilez atin 3 58 05 GBI ol Jliday 5 (B ae
» & (Rath et al., 2001) _gsbio Lialoj] (¥ JSi3) 13
oS 4 Jl.uyvi b oodds d)ﬁi)-é oS ‘6)91)5 o9 oS ] "j
» oS ‘5)91)5 a8 ol lis b eoldiwl oyl b ol ‘5)9])53
5 S (blie > .ty (6,8 oy gy o9 il
sl &8" W5)S" 4o )liS (Dayani et al., 2011) Ko
(Lo Yo g Ve e o) iy ol 5050l b o..\ésd)gi)é ols” 5l
b 6yl gan sobdr (6lg oy )y LRI o

Shed CudsS 5 (Bpas S (e b el (g Gl
S9y8 5 bl 0,5 uols ddllas > )by ewdiuws dlayl,
oisine s a5Vl IS 59 Sial3l Sl + 0yl L olS
oobslyr ¢S5k 511 Jgur) sl ajles ol b dwglie 5
» uﬁ)a.m 6])9> «Siis odlo l._Q).»a.a ul).m L Joy).o @Lu
o 5| sy 0y95 JS 53 Sl + o)1 g 1ls o5 (slaoy
i cul iy (¥ Jgi) (P < /o) gy Sal Jlass g 0]
o 2aity 0ygl b Sal b paiS oS (50,8 45 ) oo
Gl 0 oy )3 o Bpae Sials g (Shgs i ptals
s Ol ((ShedUhgd p egde K> B)b 511 Jou)
3] Gran > 503 e Jole ab oylil YU o a8
Ao w2l b aB JB (Shs Vb pan oS
dazee Bras gly bled dbul g 4weSs )0 dpge ouin
o)9l slass > Shgd VL s Ceblb Jdsa .ol Sy
o dse cnl 590 2 45 (28 cul g (B S ) Sal +
kol e L3 im0 (2] (S1hgs hes «Sal g o))
s @i 3 5 VL pan bl (ST il Spae
] 039yl Jl)? d)..a.n 4 U|9">

450
400
350
300
250

200

Average Weight Gain

150
100

50

Control Urea

Cnl S o w2l 5 1y el (63, Sos Jruiliy Sl o
Slyice plalejl 0)93 Job 5> Bpas SRl L3 L Sy,
Ogh lsle mie cpl ae (Vsb Bpae 0AlS e
Bl 5 4SS )3 b s bl L dlge pens 5l SIS
2l o] 5l sb Slygs G yne
09 oI

ol 4% slooy (Suan 59 Lyiulisl 4 basye (clasdly
059 il el sloads i,l55 Y lages 4o omd)gi)é Nig"
iyl el (Soli il glajles > (Suin
Sglis j pas s «llg (59 5L (ymby)ly 4 oy o0
Woy (g ateld cplalejl g9pd ) bl bajlowd (I3 sine
555 p,5 kS FFIO b YR8 5l g sles alols Lsey
o S35 slews losi jlez 53 ()9 80ke &5 (nl w8 e
8555 3 by g dlge isk y3 &S LS plen (g 39
u*’L*’l)stﬁ.UMdL‘“s)f))‘fJ}:’°):‘45)%J°Li‘°)lﬁz3'
Erae Shd (50035 plon b 8Ad meadi 025 ()
S (095 &S Sl ol 5l il cand 58 ke J30
2 By ST o9 0055 (159 oy (3009 (ol g ba)los
2 b Geelly 4 pxie dy Jhe 4 Shgd b pan
gl S99 o )l 1 05 jlas JS1> (gl S ()59 il
Ojg oRIBl )3 29290 Sglds dasles S 59 (381 5
oL (T jbges @ls (¥ Jge) Sai Sl e
lgo 181 )3 Sl + 05l ok (5y5l,5 6lS Loy 45 Aid o
bogyS plo & Cumsd yidn (1jg (1P olon ped ole
A5l gime glas yad oayd 5l wile YU yamwlyly Jg il
OVl 2als 05,5 olienay ol (wzer (¥ USS)
> &l (¥ Joaa) ol glits 55 ) U5 g o381 Oliee
Shgs pulin Spae & oo ity 2ald o jogad
i olo ;3 Slysd pl Jolaie B pao o g Cawss olo

Conl 005 g 0)9> S5 )3 (FBIgSe iy GBI 4 e

Week
——Lime

Urea + Lime

_ I3 o ooy (St 09 GRS (otalof] (slae i 53 Y IS
Figure 3. Effects of experimental treatments on the weekly weight gain of fattening Ghezel lambs
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In each row, data with different superscripts are statistically different (P < 0.01).
1- Presented averages are for three samples in each replicate during two months.
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Table 4. Effects of experimental treatments on fecal scores of fattening Ghezel lambs
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In each row, data with different superscripts are statistically different.
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