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1 (% DM)
Table 1. The chemical composition of feed raw materials (DM %)
Compostion ME"
Feedstuffs DM CP Fat NDF ADF Ash NDFN CHO NSC SC  (MJ/kq)
Wheat straw 92.05 04.42 1.27 82.11 57.71 08.54 1.30 85.95 05.14 80.81 04.69
Corn 86.30 08.70 3.24 13.07 05.46 01.69 1.36 86.37 74.66 11.71 12.35
Wheat bran 89.61 16.23 3.07 27.41 11.92 04.12 2.32 76.58 51.49 25.09 09.00
Rapeseed meal 94.08 27.22 8.54 39.41 33.50 16.78 9.18 44.00 13.78 30.22 12.18
Soybean meal 89.91 39.67 5.63 18.35 15.76 09.04 6.38 45.66 33.69 11.97 12.81
Bone meal 96.51 - 1.54 - - 65.06 - - - - -
Urea . 281.0 - - - - - - - - -
* DM ,CP,Fat ,NDF ,ADF ,Ash ,NDFN CHO , , ,
) ) 'ME (1992)
) 65 , 500 ,
1.2
2cm , .
1
1.3
1.1 Close (1986) ME =
1.2+0.13W(MJ/d) , W ,
: (o/ dr ),
, 1.1
SC: NSC SC:
NSC , ,
2
1.4
28kg 18
6 3 3
1.5
6 SC:NSC 6 , ,
7 19 , 12
13 Cr NDF 40g, 4 , 10g
40gCr- ,

Cr
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Table 2.

2

(%)

The compositions of the concentrates used in the experi mental diets

Feedst uff ( %)

Nutrient level

Premix ingredients(g/ kg)

Corn 036.0 M E(MJ/ kg) 10. 66 FeSQ: ® 7TH.O 031.2
Rapeseed meal  020.0 DM ( %) 90. 03 CuSO: ® 5H0 001.5
Wheat bran 019.0 CP( %) 32.9 ZnSOs ® 7TH.O 017.5
Soybean meal 017.6 UDP/CP 19.52 MnSO: ® 5H.0 007.8
Urea 004.0 RDP/ CP 80. 48 (19%K1) 017.0
Bone meal 000. 8 UDP/ RDP 00. 24 CoCl> ® 6H.0 001.0
Salt 001.6 Ca( %) 00. 44 874.0
Premix 001.0 P( %) 00. 58 * 050.0
Total 100.0 N SC( %) 42.03
SC( %) 17.38
NDF( %) 21.30
ADF( %) 13.82
HC( %) 07.48
CEL (%) 08.79
* UDP RDP ; :Va 5400 I1U;Vos 1080 IU;
Ve 18000 U ;Vks 5g;Ve1 2g9;Vez 15g;Ve12 0. 03g;Ves 35g; 25¢g; 0.5g; 0.2g
3 SC:NSC
Table 3. The design of randomized experiment with different SC and NSC ratios
(kg) (g/d) (g/ d) (g/d) SC:NSC
Groups  Sheep No. Body weight Wheat straw Concentrates Corn starch
Supply Supply addition
1554 33.2 600 250 0
1 1553 24.2 500 200 0 3.7
1559 22.9 450 180 0
1500 30.6 600 250 24
2 1552 25.0 500 200 19 3.4
1556 22.0 450 180 17
1520 34.0 600 250 48
3 1551 22.6 500 200 38 2.8
1558 21.0 450 180 34
0154 34.6 600 250 72
4 0153 24.0 500 200 57 2.6
0159 22.0 450 180 51
0100 32.4 600 250 107
5 0152 24.8 500 200 86 2.4
0156 22.4 450 180 77
0120 35.6 600 250 143
6 0116 22.9 500 200 114 1.9
0151 21.8 450 180 103




32

11

CEL
1.6

1.6.1

1.6.2
Soest

8 24

1.6.3
(10g
350

10

11
12
13
14
15
-
Cr

(

32

06:00( 30g/ ) 12:00 18:00 24:00
6 06:00 12:00 18:00 24:00
( )
06:00 12:00 18:00 24:00
10:00 14:00 19:00 23:00
06:00 12:00 18:00 24:00
07:00 11:00 15:00 19:00
06:00 12:00 18:00 24:00
09:00 13:00 17:00 21:00
06:00 )
07:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 19:00 22:00
01:00 04:00 07:00 11:00 15:00 19:00 23:00
03:00 07:00 13:00 19:00
01:00 07:00 19:00
07:00 19:00
07:00 ( )
9 , DM OM NDF ADF HC
, 10 15 ;
DM OM NDF ADF CEL HC
(1993)
NDF NDFN Ferreira  (1983) Cherney  (1989) Van
(1991) Dorleans (1996) NDF
) NDF , : 1g , 30ml 8M
5@ | (Dietary fiber kit;Sigma No:A 3306) ,
80 90 5 , , 4 ,
(1993) NDF ) )
1g ., 100ml ., 30ml 37 39
(8ooou/ 1, 0.075N ,Pepsin 1:10 000,Sgma P7000)
pH | 2.0 37 39 48 ,
,48 2ml , 20 ,
NDFN Licitra (1996)
(1993) 0.1 0.5g,
150ml , 150ml H.SOs , 200ml ) 10ml ,
30 . ; , 100ml ,
100ml 4ml 1: 6



2ml 0.5% , , , 30 , 7121
, 500nm ,dlcm Cr0s
1.7
1.7.1 G
C=Ce ™™ , Cr , G Cr
C01
NDF ADF CEL HC (OoM) / DM
NDF ADF CEL HC OM DM ,
1.7.2
CHO(%) =100- CP- Fat - Ash
SC=NDF- NDFN
NSC=100- (NDF+ CP+ Fat + Ash- NDFN)
1.7.3 Lotus SAS
2
2.1 6 SC:NSC
( 4 5)
) 5 , 5
1 6
6 , SC:NSC
, 6 DM oM
(P<0.01) , DM oM ; NDF ADF CEL
) 6
SC:NSC , 4,5 6 DMF OMF NDFF ADFF
4 6 SC:NSC ( gDM/d)

Table 4. Nutrient intake of thesheep fed with 6 different SC: NSC ratio rations

DMI NDFI ADFI CELI HCI OMI NSCI  SCI SC:NSC
Groups Wheat straw Concentrate Corn starch

1 483.33 210 0  633.97405.58 282,89 220,12 122.70517.59 109.57 392.39 3.52
2 531.33 210 20 695.72 442.31 308.53 240.63 133.48569.89 128.75 428.54 3.32
3 506. 67 210 40 690.58 424.11 295.57 230.54 127.94 566. 33 144.49 410.63 2.86
4 535.23 210 60  734.54 446,22 310.95 242,90 134,38 603.76 162.75 432.40 2.64
5 564. 67 210 90  787.89 469.05 326.75 255.70 140.97 649. 41 189.50 454.88 2.40
6 492.33 210 120 747.65 415.04 288.54 225.69 124.72616.90 211.44 401.74 1.88

* DMI,NDFI,ADFI,CEL I ,HCI ,OMI,NSCI,SCI DM ,NDF ,ADF,CEL ,HC,OM,

NSC SC
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5 6 SC:NSC

Table 5. Nutrient flows in different digestive tract sites of the sheep fed with 6 different
SC:NSC ratio rations (g DM/d)

Groups Sites DMF OMF NDFF ADFF HCF CELF
1 Duodenum 380. 70 305. 07 231.96 162. 82 80. 52 122.78
Rectum 209. 40 176.91 174.08 129. 16 51.98 094. 34
2 Duodenum 358. 00 344.90 266. 20 176.33 88. 39 124.33
Rectum 226. 06 198. 53 190.91 132.77 58.14 098. 38
3 Duodenum 426. 82 366. 08 277.64 187.92 85.24 132.74
Rectum 248.78 215.91 198. 02 142.12 58.91 105. 21
4 Duodenum 276.55 219. 65 169. 56 127.71 41.89 090. 90
Rectum 142. 49 122.99 112. 62 079. 48 33.16 057.52
5 Duodenum 299.75 244.38 195.63 148. 67 46. 96 108. 66
Rectum 145. 99 127.92 112.71 081.78 30. 93 059. 50
6 Duodenum 325.89 269. 74 197. 86 142. 87 54.99 100. 74
Rectum 189. 32 164.51 145. 64 104. 09 41.55 076.53

* DMF ,OMF NDFF ,ADFF,HCF CELF DM ,OM ,NDF ,ADF ,HC CEL
6 (g/kg.OM1/d)”

Table 6. Nutrient flows in the duodenum and

rectum of the sheep on the basis of organic matter intake

Groups Sites DMF OMF  NDFF ADFF  HCF CELF
1 Duodenum  735. 6C 589.40  448.15°  314.57° 155.75 237.2T
Rectum 404. 57 341.80° 336.33°  249.54™ 100.43° 182.27"
) Duodenum  723. 49 610.97  474.56" 314.48" 157.97 218.71°
Rectum 412. 48° 357.20° 344.90°  239.36™ 105.54 177.17"
3 Duodenum  756. 37 648.19  492.14 334.03 151.09 237.65
Rectum 436. 78" 378.76° 348.36°  249.29™ 103.80 184.55™
A Duodenum  458. 05" 363.80° 280.84°  211.52°° 069.38“ 150.56"
Rectum 236. 00 203.71¢  186.53' 131.64° 054.92° 095. 27
5 Duodenum  463.43° 377.82° 302.87"  230.38™*072.48" 168.58"°
Rectum 227.85 199.50  176.04 127.83 048.20° 093.17
6 Duodenum  538.02 443.37  326.40%  234.99%% 091. 41 166. 39"
Rectum 320. 26° 278.00° 246.67° 175.87* 070.80“ 129.31°
* (P>0.05) , (P<0.05) ,
(P<0.01)
HCF CELF 1,2 3 , 4 5 (P<0.05)
, SC:NSC , )
) . ( 6
4 5 ) DMF OMF NDFF
SC:NSC , , SC:NSC
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2.2 6 SC:NSC DM OM
NDF ADF HC CEL 7
7 . DM OM NDF ADF HC CEL 4 5
, 1,2,3 (P<0.05; 4 5 DM OM NDF ADF HC
CEL ; SC: NSC 1.88 ( 6 ),
DM OM NDF ADF HC CEL 7 , 5
DM OM NDF ADF HC CEL 4 5
DM OM NDF ADF HC CEL 4 ,
(P>0.05) , DM OM NDF ADF HC CEL
, SC:NSC 2.40 2.64 ( 4 5 ),
SC:NSC 2.64 2.40, DM OM NDF ADF HC CEL
: ( NSO,
, NSC 27.5% 29.4% (
SC:NSC 2.64 2.40) ,
Hungate(1966) Lamb  (1979) ®rskov  (1986) Highfill ~ (1987)
Rode (1985) 4 ( 24 % ,38 %,
58% 80 %) , DM  ADF 38%
; DM  ADF 38% Nelson (1989) ,
DM NDF ; , CEL ADF
Stokes  (1991) , NSC 38% 31% 24% ,
NDF 31%NSC Flachowsky  Schneider (1992) ,
; ) DM
Castrillo  (1995) :
, NDF 300g ,
100g, 450g  600g
(NSC) :
,MacGregor  (1983) DM NDF HC
CEL Brink  Steele(1985) :
, NDF , Chase  (1987)
, , HC CEL Khalili Huhtanen (1991)
( ), :
Doyle (1988) Ortigues (1989) :

, SC:NSC

, Brown
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7 6 SC:NSC (g,%)"
Table 7. The digestibilities of some nutrients in the f orestomach, hindguts and whole digestive tract
of the sheep fed with 6 rations with different SC: NSC ratios

DM oM NDF ADF HC CEL
Groups  Sites DMdiges- OMdiges- NDFdiges- ADFdiges- HCdiges- CEL diges-
tibility tibility tibility tibility tibility tibility
Stomach 39. 95 41.06 42. 81~ 42 44° 34.38 44, 27°
1 Hindguts 27.02 24. 76" 14.27 11. 90 23. 26" 12.9Z
Digestive tract 66.97° 65.82° 57.08° 54, 34° 57.64 57. 14"
Stomach 43.67 38. 9f 38. 72° 41. 77 32.47 48.07
2 Hindguts 22.97 25. 37 16.71 13.88 22. 43" 09. 82
Digestive tract 66.59° 64. 28° 55, 43° 55. 65° 54. 81 57. 89"
Stomach 37.97 35. 18* 34.25 35. 93" 33.22 41.65
3 Hindguts 26.21 26. 94 19.17 16.22 20. 78" 12. 94
Digestive tract 64.18*  62.12° 53. 42 52. 18" 54. 00 54, 58
Stomach 62. 35° 63. 62° 62. 00" 58. 93" 68. 83" 62. 58"
4 Hindguts 18.25 16. 0P 12.76 15.51 06. 5¢' 13.74
Digestive tract 80. 60 79.63 74.76 74. 44 75.33 76.37
Stomach 61. 80° 62.22° 58. 09° 54, 24° 66. 63" 57. 22"
5 Hindguts 19. 47 17.83° 17.56 20. 3¢’ 11. 18 19.15
Digestive tract 81.27 80. 05 75.65 74. 62 77.8T 76.37
Stomach 55. 61 55. 66 51. 22 49. 49~ 54,51 54, 24
6 Hindguts 17.97 16. 54° 11.87 12. 60 10.17 10. 1T
Digestive tract 73.58" 72. 20° 63. 04 62. 09" 64. 68° 64. 35
* 6
Johnson (1991) , oM ,  NDF
ADF ,
, : pH :
3
(NSC) , SC:

NSC 2.40 2.64 )
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EFFECTS OF DIFFERENT PROPORTIONS OF
DIETARY STRUCTURAL AND NONSTRUCTURAL
CARBOHYDRATESON FLOW AND
DIGESTIBILITY OF FIBRE INDIFFERENT DIGESTIVE
SITES FOR SHEEP FED A WHEAT STRAW DIET

TAN ZHi - liang
(Changsha Institute of Agricultural Modernization, Academia Sinica, Changsha 410125, China)

L UDe- xun, HU Ming,NIU Wen - yi, HAN Chun - yan ,RED Xiao - ping,
Naren ,LIN Shu- [i
(Inner Mongolian Academy of Animal Science, Huhhot 010030, China)

ABSTRACT

In this paper , we used 18 Inner Mongolian sheep fitted with the ruminal and duodenal
cannulae as all experimental animals, and studied the effects of 6 different ratios of dietary
structural carbohydrate (SC) and nonstructural carbohydrate(NSC) on the folws and di-
gestibilities of fibre in different digestive ste for sheep fed a wheat straw diet through the
continuous infusion technique of labeling digesta, 6 different ratios of SC and NSC were
3.52,3.32,2.86,2.64,2. 40 and 1. 88, respectively. The results show that when the range of
dietary SC and NSC ratio is 2.40 2.64,it is beneficial to the degradation and digestion of
dietary fibre in the rumen and hindguts of sheep ,and also the fibre digestibility will be im-
proved in the whole digestive tract of sheep.

Key words: carbohydrate ; fibre ; flow ; digestibility ; sheep ; straw



