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ABSTRACT: Three experiments were conducted to determine the effect of protein addition to high
moisture sorghum grain silage (HMS) daily supplemented to calves at a rate of 1% of body weight
(BW) grazing low-quality pastures. In exp. 1 addition of sunflower expeller or a protein ration to
increase crude protein (CP) of HMS from 7.1% to 12% increased average daily gain 56% compared
with calves fed only HMS (0.39 and 0.25 kg/a/d, respectively). Calves supplemented with protein
sources were more efficient than calves supplemented only with HMS as feed conversion
numerically decreased from 6.0 (HMS) to 4.5 (HMS + sunflower expeller) and 4.1 (HMS + protein
ration). In exp. 2 CP of HMS (9.1%) was increased to 15.5% by adding sunflower expeller, urea or
combination of both. Protein supplementation increased ADG and final BW (0.20 kg/a/d and 196 kg)
compared with only HMS (0.03 kg/a/d and 176 kg). Protein source had no effect on animal
performance. In exp. 3 CP concentrations in the supplement had a significant effect on ADG when
increased from 8.9 to 16.1% (0.32 and 0.50 kg/a/d). Performance of calves fed either 16.1% or
20.8% CP supplements did not differ possibly because energy was becoming the limiting factor at
the highest CP concentration level. Rib eye area and fat thickness were not affected by treatment
although supplemented calves registered 7% and 10% greater values in those variables, respectively,
than un-supplemented animals at the end of the experiment. The addition of protein sources to HMS
increased performance of calves grazing low-quality pastures.
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INTRODUCTION

Land use has changed in traditional livestock operations driven by an increase in economic returns of
agriculture, dairy and forestry sectors reducing the total land under beef farming. To achieve acceptable levels of
production and keep the sector competitive livestock producers supplement grazing cattle. In recent years it has
become more popular the use of high moisture sorghum grain silage (HMS) as supplement due to the increased
problems of availability and price variability of dry feed grains. This supplement is defined as the grain harvested
with 22-30% moisture, ground and conserved under conditions of anaerobiosis in silo bags in the producer’'s own
farm (Fassio et al., 2009).

The use of HMS in intensive beef grazing systems based on high-quality pastures (i.e. ryegrass, legumes)
increases animal performance due to the high level of soluble carbohydrates available for rumen fermentation
(Alvarez et al., 2001; Abdelhadi et al., 2005). However, when HMS are offered to animals grazing low-quality
pastures ruminal ammonia concentrations are very low leading to decrease microbial crude protein synthesis and
growth (Chase and Hibberd, 1987; Sanson and Clanton, 1989; Sanson et al.,, 1990; Bodine et al., 2000). This
situation is becoming more common as beef farming depends more on extensive low-quality pastures due to the
advance of dairy and agriculture in more fertile lands. The addition of an adequate amount of ruminally degraded
protein can alleviate the deficit of nitrogen believed to result from feeding high-energy supplements with low-quality
pastures increasing beef cattle performance (Del Curto et al., 2000). The current serie of studies were designed to
determine whether the performance of calves grazing low-quality pastures and supplemented with HMS could be
improved by different sources of supplemental protein.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Three independent experiments were conducted at the National Institute of Agricultural Research (INIA)
Experimental Station located in eastern Uruguay (latitude 33’ 14’S, longitude 54’ 15'W) during the period 2009-
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2011. The Meat and Wool Research Program of INIA approved all operational and ethical procedures involving
animals. At the beginning of each experiment calves were treated for internal and external parasites. Health status
of the cattle was recorded periodically based on fecal egg counts to determine further treatments. In each year
calves 8-month old continuously grazing low-quality natural pastures (2.4-3-2 calves/ha) were assigned to different
supplementation treatments. Supplements were offered once daily from Monday to Sunday at 09.00 h at a level of
1.0% of body weight (BW) on a dry matter (DM) basis.

In exp. 1 the study was carried out from 1 July to 8 October 2009 (100 days). Sixty four Hereford x A. Angus
calves averaging 188 + 14 kg of body weight (BW) were randomly assigned into 4 supplementation treatments
without replication. Treatments were: T1) control without supplementation, T2) 100% high moisture sorghum grain
(HMS), T3) 78% HMS + 22% sunflower expeller (SE), T4) 78% HMS + 22% commercial protein supplement (CPS).
Composition of supplements were (DM basis): 7.1% CP and 12.8% ADF (HMS); 29.6% CP and 22.8% ADF (SE);
31.1% CP and 32.8 ADF (CPS). The CPS had a maximum level of urea of 6.5% according to label instructions.

In exp. 2 the study was carried out from 26 May to 14 September 2010 (111 days). Sixty four Hereford x A.
Angus calves averaging 172+14 kg of body weight (BW) were randomly assighed into 4 supplementation
treatments without replication. Treatments were: T1) 100% high moisture sorghum grain (HMS), T2) 75% HMS +
25% sunflower expeller (SE), T3) 86.7% HMS + 12.1% SE + 1.2 urea (U), and T4) 97.7% HMS + 2.3% U. Composition
of supplements were (DM basis): 9.1% CP and 6.3% ADF (HMS); 34.7% CP and 32.7% ADF (SE); and 285% CP (U).

In exp. 3 the study was carried out from 24 June to 4 October 2011 (102 days). Sixty Hereford x A. Angus
calves averaging 143113 kg of body weight (BW) were randomly assignhed into 5 supplementation treatments
without replication. Treatments were: T1) control without supplementation, T2)100% high moisture sorghum grain
(HMS), T3) 97% HMS + 3% slow released urea (SRU), T4) 94% HMS + 6% SRU, and T5) 75% HMS + 6% SRU + 19%
sunflower expeller (SE). Composition of supplements were (DM basis): 8.9% CP and 5.9% ADF (HMS); 35.0% CP and
25.1% ADF (SE); 140% CP and 1.35% ADF (SRU).

Analytical procedures and measurements were similar for all three experiments. Pasture height and
availability were registered for each treatment every 28 days by clipping 10 random 0.1 m2 quadrants in each
treatment at ground level. Forage samples were dried in a forced-air oven at 60°C during 48 hours to estimate %
DM and forage availability. The nutritive value of feeds and pastures was estimated following the standard
procedures performed in the Animal Nutrition Laboratory of INIA and reported by Fassio et al. (2009). Each year the
sorghum grain was harvested at physiological maturity (28-32% moisture), grounded and stored in the absence of
oxygen in pressed-silo bags (60 m of length) using a commercial grain bagger machine. Bags were hermetically
sealed for at least 21 days before feeding.

Protein supplements were thoroughly hand-mixed with the high moisture sorghum grain when it was
extracted daily from the silo bag and then the combined feeds were delivered to the animals in the feed troughs.
The quantity of supplement provided per animal increased gradually during a 2 weeks habituation period until it
reached the level of 1% of BW per day. This period of adaptation was not included in the analysis of data. Animals
were weighed early in the morning without previous fasting every 14 days to adjust the amount of supplement to be
delivered in each treatment. Fasted BW was registered every 28 days to estimate average daily gain (ADG). In
addition, calves were evaluated for rib eye area and subcutaneous fat at the Longissimus dorsi muscle between the
12t and 13t rib by the use of ultrasound performed by trained personal during experiments 2 and 3. Feed
efficiency of supplemented treatments was calculated as the kg of supplement (DM basis) per kg of added gain
above the performance of control calves.

Variables of body weight and average daily gain were analyzed as a completely randomized design using the
GLM procedure of SAS (SAS Inst. Inc., Cary, NC). Treatment means were compared when a significant (P<0.05) F-
test was observed using LSM test.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In each experiment treatment had no effect on herbage mass, sward height or chemical composition of
pasture so data is presented averaged over treatments (Table 1). Natural pastures species are the main source of
feed for ruminants in Uruguay all year around. Uneven seasonal growth and availability of pastures can be
compensated through the transfer of herbage mass from high (spring) to low (winter) growing seasons but at
expenses of lower quality. In each year average pasture allowance was high (>2,000 DM kg/ha) but low in nutritive
values, as reflected by its low CP concentration, high proportion of dead (dry) forage and high concentration of
neutral detergent fiber (NDF). Animal intake was limited by the low quality of forage as NDF is negative associated
with forage intake (Holecheck and Vavra, 1982) and the low CP concentration supported the concept that protein
supplementation is a major factor in natural pastures grazing by growing cattle.

Exp. 1 evaluated the use of two protein sources, either sunflower expeller (29.6% CP) or a protein commercial
supplement (31.1% CP), mixed with high moisture sorghum grain silage (HMS) to increase CP concentration from
7.1% to 12.0%. Average daily gain (ADG) was increased (P<0.05) by overall supplementation compared with the
control group (0.34 and -0.08 kg/a/day, respectively) (Table 2). Calves without supplementation were 18% lighter
(P<0.05) at the end of the experiment compared with supplemented animals (182 and 222 kg, respectively) as the
intake of low-quality pasture does not provide sufficiently digestible energy to meet the animals’ maintenance
energy requirements (Hunter and Vercoe 1987; Dicker et al., 2001). There was a greater response in ADG in
treatments with protein sources compared with only HMS supplementation (0.39 and 0.25 kg/a/day, respectively).
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No difference (P>0.05) was detected between sunflower expeller (T3) and the commercial supplement (T4) as
protein source for ADG. This result confirms that supplementation with protein is necessary to optimize production
in ruminants consuming low-quality forages (Bohnert et al., 2002; Moss et al., 2003). The improvement in animal
performance may be related to increased concentration in ruminal ammonia as a result of greater nitrogen supply
resulting in a more favorable environment for rumen microbes and increased forage utilization (DelCurto et al.,
1990; Ludden et al.,, 1995; Koster et al.,, 1996). The amount of increase in dry matter intake seems to be
associated with the level of protein in the forage as well as the maturity of the forage (Kunkle et al., 1999). Calves
supplemented with high moisture grain plus protein sources were more efficient than calves supplemented only
with high moisture grain as feed conversion numerically decreased from 6.0 (T2) to 4.5 (T3) and 4.1 (T4).

Table 1 - Mean (£ SD) pasture allowance, sward height and chemical composition (%DM) of the natural pasture

for each year

Year

Item 2009 2010 2011
Pasture allowance, DM kg/ha 2,649+1,124 2,827+1,419 2,2351+926
Sward height, cm 10.8+4.9 10.745.4 6.0+2.3
Green to dead forage ratio 36:64 39:61 28:72
Crude Protein (CP), % 7.8t1.5 6.410.5 7.911.3
Acidic Detergent Fiber (ADF), % 44.9+1.6 50.7+2.0 46.2+2.8
Neutral Detergent Fiber (NDF), % 74.312.2 72.0+1.3 64.6+5.6

Table 2 - Average daily gain (ADG) and feed efficiency (FE) for calves grazing natural pastures and fed high

moisture sorghum grain with or without different protein sources (media + SEM)*

Treatment 2
ltem

T1 T2 T3 T4 Prob.
% CP in supplement3 - 7.1 12.0 12.0 -
Initial weight, kg 189215 182214 192214 190213 0.25
Final weight, kg 182215 206b15 2274 23214 <0.05
ADG, kg/a/day -0.082+0.03 0.25+0.02 0.36¢1£0.03 0.42¢1+0.04 <0.05
FE4 - 6.0 4.5 4.1 -

1 Means within a row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05). 2 T1: control without supplementation, T2: 100% high moisture sorghum grain (HMS),
T3) 78% HMS + 22% sunflower expeller (SE), T4) 78% HMS + 22% commercial protein supplement (CPS). 3 CP: Crude Protein; supplement offered daily
at 1% of body weight (DM basis). 4 Kg of supplement (DM basis) per kg of added gain above the performance of control calves

Table 3 - Average daily gain (ADG), rib eye area (REA) and fat thickness (FT) for calves grazing natural pastures
and fed high moisture sorghum grain with or without different protein sources (media + SEM)*
Treatment 2

ltem

T1 T2 T3 T4 Prob.
% CP in supplement3 9.1 15.5 15.5 15.5 -
% CP from urea 0 0 22 42 -
Initial weight, kg 172a+4 1722+3 172a+4 1722+3 0.92
Final weight, kg 176215 195b+4 197b+5 192b+5 <0.05
ADG, kg/a/day 0.032+0.02 0.20°+0.02 0.220+0.03 0.180+0.04 <0.05
Initial REA (cm?2) 24.32+0.9 23.72+1.0 23.72+0.9 23.92+0.6 0.96
Final REA (cm?2) 27.82+0.9 27.62+1.0 27.32+1.0 28.12+0.9 0.87
Initial FT (mm) 2.372+0.06 2.362+0.09 2.442+0.07 2.572+0.09 0.21
Final FT (mm) 2.632+0.06 2.772+0.12 2.622+£0.06 2.472+0.07 0.10

1 Means within a row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05). 2T2: 100% high moisture sorghum grain (HMS), T2) 75% HMS + 25% sunflower expeller (SE), T3)
86.7% HMS + 12.1% SE + 1.2% urea (U), T4) 97.7% HMS + 2.3% U. 3 CP: Crude Protein in the supplement offered daily at 1% of body weight (DM basis).

Table 4 - Average daily gain (ADG), feed efficiency (FE), rib eye area (REA) and fat thickness (FT) for calves grazing
natural pastures and fed high moisture sorghum grain with or without different protein sources (media + SEM)1
Treatment 2

Item

T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 Prob.
% CP supplement3 - 8.9 12.5 16.1 20.8 -
% CP from urea - - 30 48 47 -
Initial weight, kg 1432+6 1412+4 1432a+4 144244 142a+4 0.91
Final weight, kg 148243 174b+4 172047 195¢+5 185¢+5 <0.05
ADG, kg/a/day 0.052+0,03 0.320¢+0,04 0.29¢+0,05 0.509+0,05 0.420d+0,03 <0.05
Initial REA (cm?2) 24.7°+1.5 24.42+0.9 23.92+1.3 24.32+1.1 24.6a+1.1 0.98
Final REA (cm?2) 26.62+0.8 29.42+0.8 27.12+1.6 28.02+1.3 29.12+1.0 0.41
Initial FT (mm) 2.022+0.15 2.152+0.12 2.252+0.11 2.202+0.07 2.122+0.12 0.74
Final FT (mm) 2.072+0.15 2.232+0.09 2.3121£0.04 2.272+0.07 2.322+0.05 0.38
FE4 - 5.2 6.4 3.6 4.2 -

1 Means within a row with different superscripts differ (P<0.05). 2 T2: 100% high moisture sorghum grain (HMS), T3) 97.7% HMS + 2.3% slow-release

urea (SRU), T4) 94.5% HMS + 5.5% SRU, T5) 76.5% HMS + 5.5% SRU + 18.0% sunflower expeller. 3 CP: Crude Protein in the supplement offered daily at
1% of body weight (DM basis). 4 Kg of supplement (DM basis) per kg of added gain above the performance of control calves
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Based on the high response to protein supplementation in exp. 1, CP concentration of HMS was increased to
15.5% in exp. 2. The main objective was to compare sunflower expeller, urea or a combination of both as protein
sources. Overall ADG and final body weight increased (P<0.05) with the addition of protein compared to fed only
HMS (Table 3). Protein source had no effect on animal performance. Similarly, Ludden et al. (1995) reported that
neither rate nor efficiency of growth was improved when cattle was fed 12.4% CP diets that contained one of four
sources of supplemental protein at 20, 30, or 40% of the dietary CP. In another study, calves fed soybean providing
higher level of ruminal escape protein showed a similar ADG than those fed a urea and corn supplement
(Fernandez-Rivera et al.,, 1989). Summarizing experiments evaluating the efficacy of urea in supplements fed to
cattle on winter range, Clanton (1978) reported decreased performance with supplements containing greater than
3% urea compared to performance of cattle receiving similar energy densities but all-natural protein supplements.
In exp. 2, urea represented 1.2% (T3) and 2.3% (T4) of the total supplement on a dry matter basis. Because calves
evidently were nitrogen-deficient in the present study, positive responses to the addition of protein supplements
would have been expected form any protein source. In addition, sorghum protein is resistant to ruminal degradation
and it is likely that a large percentage of grain protein escaped ruminal degradation increasing the demand for
nitrogen rapidly available in the rumen (Merchen et al., 1987; Cecava et al., 1991). Combining a protein source high
in rumen undegradable protein with a highly rumen degradable protein source can improve animal performance of
grazing cattle (McMurphy et al., 2010). Even though early studies showed that changing dietary protein level can
affect rib eye area and fat deposition (Dartt et al., 1978; Perry et al., 1983), in our experiment both variables were
not affected by treatment with an overall increase of 16% in rib eye are and 8% in fat thickness by the end of the
experiment. The age of calves, the length of the feeding period and the level of supplementation may explain the
absence of response.

The objective of exp. 3 was to evaluate the response in animal performance to increasing levels of protein in
the supplement. Supplementation with only HMS (T2) increased final body weight and ADG by 17.5% and 6.6
times, respectively, compared with cattle in the control group (T1). This improvement in animal performance
confirms the results obtained in exp. 1 showing that energy supplementation becomes a viable alternative when
the primary objective is to avoid body weight loss in low-quality pastures. In such conditions overall intake of
digestible energy is increased even though forage intake can be decreased by grain-based supplements (Lamb and
Eadie, 1979; Chase and Hibberd, 1987; Sanson et al., 1990; Moore et al., 1999). Final weights and daily gains were
greater (P<0.05) for cattle fed supplements with 16.1% (T4) and 20.8% CP (T5) compared with those fed 8.9% and
12.5% CP (T2 and T3). Performance of calves fed either 16.1% or 20.8% CP supplements did not differ possibly
because energy was becoming the limiting factor at the highest CP concentration level. Additionally, supply of key
limiting amino acids may not have been increased enough to elicit a response in performance when CP was raised
to 20.8% (Merchen et al., 1987). Feed efficiency for cattle in treatments T4 (3.6) and T5 (4.2) was improved by 30%
and 19% compared with cattle fed diets containing only high moisture sorghum grain (5.2) confirming the results
obtained in exp. 1. Ultrasound variables were not affected by treatment (P>0.05) as it happened in exp. 1 although
supplemented calves registered a rib eye area and fat thickness 7% and 10% greater at the end of the experiment
than un-supplemented animals.

CONCLUSIONS

The addition of protein sources to increase the high moisture sorghum grain CP concentration from 8 to 16%
significantly increased the performance of calves grazing low quality pastures and daily supplemented at 1% of
body weight. The utilization of sunflower expeller appears to offer no improvement in performance compared with
urea at such levels. As practical recommendation the threshold of 16% CP in the sorghum grain should be reached
using the available protein source most economical to accelerate the growth period of calves in extensive
conditions.

REFERENCES

Abdelhadi LO, Santini FJ and Gagliostro GA (2005). Corn silage or high moisture corn supplementation for
beef heifers grazing temperate pastures: effects on performance, ruminal fermentation and in situ
pasture digestion. Animal Feed Science and Technology, 118: 63-78.

Alvarez HJ, Santini FJ, Rearte DH and Elizalde JC (2001). Milk production and ruminal digestion in lactating
dairy cows grazing températe pastures and supplemented with dry cracked corn or high moisture corn.
Animal Feed Science and Technology, 91: 183-195.

Bodine TN, Purvis HT, Ackerman CJ and Goad CL (2000). Effects of supplementing prairie hay with corn and
soybean meal on intake, digestion, and ruminal measurements by beef steers. Journal of Animal
Science, 78: 3144-3154.

Bohnert DW, Schauer CS and DelCurto T (2002). Influence of rumen protein degradability and
supplementation frequency on performance and nitrogen use in ruminants consuming low quality
forage: Cow performance and efficiency of nitrogen use in wethers. Journal of Animal Science, 80:
1629-1637.

Cecava MJ, Merchen NR, Berger LL, Mackie RL and Fahey C Jr (1991). Effects of dietary energy level and
protein source on nutrient digestion and ruminal nitrogen metabolism in steers. Journal of Animal
Science, 69: 2230-2243.

286

LCRCICRGIEWELE Rovira, P. 2012. Addition of protein sources for calves supplemented with high moisture sorghum grain silage grazing low-quality
pastures. Online J. Anim. Feed Res., 2(3): 283-287.

SRS EYATDIG ETLIGEEEEES http://www.science-line.com/index/; http://www.ojafr.ir




Chase CC and Hibberd CA (1987). Utilization of low-quality native grass hay by beef cows fed increasing
quantities of corn grain. Journal of Animal Science, 65: 557-566.

Clanton DC (1978). Non-protein nitrogen in range supplements. Journal of Animal Science, 47: 765-779.

Dartt RM, Boling JA and Bradley NW (1978). Supplemental protein withdrawal and monensin in corn silage
diets of finishing steers. Journal of Animal Science, 46: 345.

DelCurto T, Cochran RC, Corah LR, Beharka AA, Vanzart ES and Johnson DE (1990). Supplementation of
dormant tallgrass-prairie forage. Il. Performance and forage utilization characteristics in grazing beef
cattle receiving supplements of different protein concentrations. Journal of Animal Science, 68:532-
542,

DelCurto T, Hess BW, Huston JE and Olson KC (2000). Optimum supplementation strategies for beef cattle
consuming low-quality roughages in the western United States. Journal of Animal Science, 77: 1-16.

Dicker RW, Ayres JF, McPhee MJ, Robinson DL, Turner AD, Wolcott ML, Kamphorst PG, Harden S and Oddy VH
(2001). Pos-weaning growth of cattle in northern New South Wales. 2. Growth pathways of steers.

Australian Journal of Experimental Agriculture, 41: 971-979.

Fassio A, Fernandez EG, Restaino EA, La Manna A and Cozzolino D (2009). Predicting the nutritive value of
high moisture grain corn by near infrared reflectance spectroscopy. Computers and Electronics in
Agriculture, 67: 59-63.

Fernandez-Rivera S, Klopfenstein TJ and Britton RA (1989). Growing Cattle Grazing Cornstalks Growth
Response to Escape Protein and Forage Intake by Growing Cattle Grazing Cornstalks. Journal of Animal
Science, 67: 574-580

Holechek JL and Vavra M (1982). Forage intake by cattle on forest and grassland ranges. Journal of Range
Management, 35: 737-741.

Hunter RA and Vercoe JE (1987). Reduction of energy requirements of steers fed on low-quality roughage
diets using trenbolone acetate. British Journal of Nutrition, 58: 477-483.

Koster HH, Cochran RC, Titgemeyer EC, Vanzant ES, Abdelgadir | and St-Jean G (1996). Effect of increasing
degradable intake protein on intake an digestion of low-quality, tallgrass-prairie forage by beef cows.
Journal of Animal Science, 74:2473-2481.

Kunkle WE, Johns JT, Poore MH and Herd DB (1999). Designing supplementation programs for beef cattle fed
forage-based diets. Proceedings of the American Society of Animal Science: 1-12

Lamb DS and Eadie J (1979). The effect of barley supplements on the voluntary intake and digestion of low-
quality roughages by sheep. Journal of Agricultural Science, 92: 235-241.

Ludden PA, Jones JM, Cecava MJ and Hendrix KS (1995). Supplemental protein sources for steers fed corn-
based diets: Il. Growth and estimated metabolizable amino acid supply. Journal of Animal Science, 73:
1476-1486.

McMurphy CP, Sharman ED, Cox DA, Horn GW and Lalman DL (2010). Effects of implant type and protein
source on growth of steers grazing summer pasture. Proceedings Western Section American Society of
Animal Science, 61: 100-105.

Merchen NR, Darden DE, Berger LL, Fahey GC Jr, Titg¢emeyer EC and Fernando RL (1987). Digestibility and

nitrogen balance in lambs source on performance of growing steers and nutrient effects of dietary energy
level and supplemental protein. Journal Animal Science, 65: 658-668.

Moore JE, Brant MH, Kunkle WE and Hopkins DI (1999). Effects of supplementation on voluntary forage
intake, diet digestibility, and animal performance. Journal of Animal Science 77(Suppl. 2),: 122-135.

Moss RJ, Chopping GD and Thurbon PN (1983). Supplementation of dairy weaners grazing tropical pastures.
South African Journal of Animal Science, 13: 6-7.

Perry TW, Shields DR, Dunn WJ and Mohler MT (1983). Protein levels and monensin for growing and finishing
steers. Journal of Animal Science, 57: 1067-1076

Sanson DW and Clanton DC (1989). Intake and digestibility of low-quality meadow hay by cattle receiving
various levels of whole shelled corn. Journal of Animal Science, 67: 2854-2862.

Sanson DW, Clanton DC and Rush IG (1990). Intake and digestion of low-quality meadow hay by steers and
performance of cows on native range when fed protein supplements containing various levels of corn.
Journal of Animal Science, 68: 595-603.

287

LCRCICRGIEWELE Rovira, P. 2012. Addition of protein sources for calves supplemented with high moisture sorghum grain silage grazing low-quality
pastures. Online J. Anim. Feed Res., 2(3): 283-287.

SRS EYATDIG ETLIGEEEEES http://www.science-line.com/index/; http://www.ojafr.ir




