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A TWO STAGE TECHNIQUE FOR IN
VITRO DIGESTION BY SHEEP FECAL ORGANISMS
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ABSTRACT

f2umen fluid and fecal organisms from sheep for in vitro determination of digestibility were compared in
ras study 32 forage samples or fecdstuffs for ruminants were used for the study. The averages of in vitrc
ey matter digestibiliry (TVDMD) of the forage species determined by fecal organisms and by rumen fluid
were 53,32 210 74% and 52.54 r 10.16 %, respectively, and no significant difference ( P < 0.05 )between
the 1w o values was faund The determined values had a highly significant positive correlation between the
twe methods{ r=0.97, P <0.01 ). The relationship was represented by the equation:Y =1.022x — 0. 598,
where Y s the IVDMD determined by use of rumen fluid; X is the [VDMD estimated by use of liquid

sieepenston of sheep faeces. The residual standard deviation was 2. 77.
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