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FEE LIS R T g O 7% m FL R B I 77 LaLsIL dry (0. 000 5% .0. 001 0%.,0. 002 0% F1 0. 007 0%) Fl Mi-
cromanger H/M(0. 001 135%,0. 003 405 % Fll 0. 004 450 %) . 75 S B %8 254 F il /I TR SERL AR 55 I L I8 90 dL 4347
FLIR A ) 70 6 AR it B A 1 B AR A PEBE RN AL S s . &5 SRR W] W8 I LaLsIL dry F1 Micromanger H/M 1 i
FI R T H IR S & (P<<0.05) R TR AAS A &7 (P<<0.05), i) Flieg W HBHT 7307 515
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db A AR WA A . SR TR AR AR R R L A BE T iR B KL R RAF R K B OR R 5 W) e =R
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FIVE R 400 V8 0300 © 28 e XE 75 0 SRR A A5 210 32 0 A 9 HLEC I A 80O 42 4 » Whiter A1 Kung™® 78
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LaLsIL dry: 32 %4 M AR (Lactobacillus) >6X 10" CFU/g./NERE (Pediococcus) >2X 10" CFU/g il
2F 4 2 g A2 45 4 2 0 (BT 7 >>20 000 UT/@) %, 4 771§ 4 Medipharm USA,
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Micromanger H/M: E8 {50 A ERE (Enterococcus) HLER B (Lactobacillus) F1/NER E ( Pediococcus) s 4] 2
X 10" CFU/kg, & 7=/ & LALLEMAND SAS France,
1.3 Xt

KR 52 4 K AR B T, 8 56 4k 1% B X B8 4 (CK) L LaLsIL dry (0. 000 5% ,LD1) . LaLsIL dry(0. 001 0%,
LD2).LaLsIL dry(0.002 0% ,LD3).LalLsIL dry(0. 007 5% ,LD4) . Micromanger H/M (0. 001 135% ,MH1),
Micromanger H/M (0. 003 405 % , MH2) #il Micromanger H/M (0. 004 540% ,MH3)8 b3, F M HE 3 IREHE
FE D,

£1 RHBEFERRBEH AR

Table 1 Experiment design of L. hedysaroides silage %
AbH Treatments CK LD1 LD2 LD3 LD4 MHI1 MH2 MH3
i Amount of additives 0 0.000 5 0.001 0 0.002 0 0.007 5 0.001 135 0.003 405 0. 004 540

L4 FesHaHa

W35 0 J5ORS IS AR G 24 50 J5 i BRI Bt o5 0 v ) 790 T R0 0 S e DA S A Ol Al R AR O
R BAE R 2 200 g R HE A AU A IR 3 0 AE IRV 90 d J5 T 35 BORE 43 A 7 I % I8 o B L Ak 2% B
Sy PRSI E AL
1.5 MZR A Fe7 ik

BRI R JRURHRE | 0 2 v P K AL A 4 (WSC) L BLEE 11 5 (CP) Al 8 & (NPND 35 107 J5URE Y 2% o
A 7 R I S et

TFa 75 048 5 FEHLECE AR G 20 gu iIn A 180 mL ZEMB/K . S #k 35y A HLAERE 1 min, S5 )5 11 4 )2
20 A I PEUE AR 8 L B R AT B W AT pHOIE A (S-3C) M R VY pHE s SR R B — IR
2 40 B £ 35 0 5 225 R ONTHL — NDP' 3 SR R A 8 6 0 7 4 3 (DMD 5 SR R B EG 3 000 7 L2 P 5 (CPY 5
ZA R UTTE GBI E A AR 8 A (NPND MY SR S FG PR U 2 2k 70 0 2 vh V6 R 7 4 (NDF) | iR 1 Uk U< £F
2 CADF) F1 R M U U A 38 CADL) M 5 SR I RACIR 23 516 06 88 6 M 7 W ¥ PE B K Ab & 0 (WSO & i1 SR SHIT-
MADZE-10A R &80 AR G35 23 5L IR . LR VN PR W T IR & &t - (3385 4 : Shodex rspak KC-811 S-DVB gel column
30X 8 mm, ¥ £ : SPD-MI0AVP, i s 4H : 3 mmol/L &M, i# : 1 mL/min, #: & 50 C, 8 MK 210 nm, ¥F
Bt 5 p LU, S5 DR BPE A R T Flieg PR 7 %811 Flieg 1143 1K & J2 LA FLIR F4E & MG W7 R (VEAD S 1F
FEAE PR IEAT IS BN B . 20 D9 100 g3 RIS XS T 23 8 7 04 RE L B 23 O P (80 43 A D L R (60~ 80
48 1 (40~60 43) 22 (20~40 43 .45 (20 43 LA T)O5 A4l

HRAME AL AR T 2 B E 55 1 20 TEGE 0PI S N PR 32 B 28 P OBORIVRE B R IR 1 = 1 Lo TG 8 iR 5 5
FEW IMAKE NG AE 39 CHER B35 48 hs 58 2 28, W BB AL S 3R 24 WU 0 W T4 9 o PRk 4 & 4
PR P U % 1 A FOML AR ARSI AR
1.6 ZIEHH

YRS 7 = F F Excel B4 kb 38 36wl B3, ] SAS(statistical analysis system, 12. 0 i) #AF A GLM
(general linear models) 2 5 X BB AT 22 FI L2 EHLE .
2 #ERESW
2.1 RetHABTHF RS

TSR AR I A A 1 BT SRR MR RRAE ML 1 i A LA 2R BE (RIS TV MR K AL B )
(£ 2),
2.2 KPR T ABRRBESRR

G ERL 75 W % B i B 45 R R (3R 3D, HXTREAE L, o LD2 Ab ¥R pH {E WK T X IR (P <
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0.05).%%fm LDL, LD3 FI LD4 &b B f) pH {E AR T xF BAL. H 22 55 A 3% (P>>0. 05); if A %5 /il Micromanger
H/MALFEZH Y pH A B E KT X IR (P>0.05) . %341 LalsIL dry #1 Micromanger H/M £ % £ 4b 35 . FLER &
B R F I (P<<0. 05) ; ¥ I LaLsIL dry Fl Micromanger H/M #% 4k FL2H ) £ B2 & & 8 35 I8 T 0 I 4l (P <
0.05) s NIERA LM /D, 5% BEZH A L N R & it 22 ¥R 1 25 (P>>0. 05), %l LaLsIL dry 1 Micromanger
H/M £ 40 BT IR 3% 4 2 35 A T X BRAL (P<<0. 05) . %SAim LD3 b PR A SRR & & 1 25 5 T X B4, LD4 Fl MH3
KPR BR & B TR BN LB FEZ R (P>0.05) ;%0 LaLsIL dry fil Micromanger H/M 4% 4b 3 2H 19
BAERG R L FHLT XA P<0.05),

£2 ORMERTERELSE RS ME

Table 2 Chemical compositions and buffering capacity of the L. hedysaroides

i H & [ Crude protein IR A &S BCA A HE B Non-protein AP A F Water soluble 2% P fiE Buffering
Item (CP) (% DM) nitrogenous/total nitrogen (NPN/TN) carbohydrates (WSC) (% DM) capacity(BC) (mmol/kg DM)
%1 Content 15. 37 15. 14 4.17 452

3 AMPRFERANNEBRR

Table 3 Fermentation quality of L. hedysaroides silages

W pH (i A 8 i TH Ry B BR

Treatments  Value  Lactic acid (LA) Acetic acid (AA) Propionic acid (PA) Butyric acid (BA) Total acid (TA) ~ Ammonia nitrogen/total
(% DM) (% DM) (% DM) (% DM) (% DM) nitrogen (AN/TN) (%)

CK 5.33 a 0.48 d 1.03 a 0.05 0.19 a 2.06 b 14.86 a

LD1 5.14 ab 1.19 b 0.61 be 0.02 0.05 b 2.21b 10.59 b

LD2 5.08 b 1.15 b 0.49 ¢ 0.01 0.03 b 1.86 b 12.17 b

LD3 5.13 ab 1.91 a 0.75 b 0. 00 0.06 b 3.37 a 12.31 b

LD4 5.24 ab 1.94 a 0.74 b 0.01 0.07 b 2.85 ab 12.56 b

MHI1 4.99 b 1.76 ab 0.67 b 0.01 0.05b 2.50b 12.57 b

MH?2 5.07 b 1.03 ¢ 0.57 be 0. 00 0.01b 1.95b 11.68 b

MH3 5.03b 2.07 a 0.46 ¢ 0.02 0.04 b 2.14 ab 11.19 b
trdElR SE - 0.13 0.12 0.07 0.01 0. 00 0. 14 0.25

T R RS FNE T8RRI 8 5 3% (P<<0.05) . R,

Note: Means with different letters in each column mean different significant(P<C0. 05). The same below.

2.3 RetHABTFARLF RS

I B AR 5 AR L 25 B A5 SR B (R ), 5 XTI LaLsIL dry #l Micromanger H/M % 4b ¥ J5 7
WRE ) T O G B 3 25 5 (P=>0. 05) 5 4 Ab B 1) b M U U 41 4 % i 1B 3 /T R 4L (P<C0. 05); LD1,
LD4 MH1 Fl MH3 £ 4k 2 % 2 P4 Uk % 21 4E & 5 35 1o 3508 T4 BRAL (P<<0. 05) 5 1 MIH2 Ak B 20 (1 2 1 1k 4% 4T 4
i I B (P<C0. 05) 5 45 b 3 A R 1 T A R 0T 38 3 & 55 % B A HE TG 1 38 22 53 (P =>0. 05) 11 HL 4% &b
PR AR PE VR AR T2 0 8 8 20 % Ze 4 s LallsIL dry S0 0 4% Wi J3 Ak 380 (0 B 2 19 &+ B (R T X R (P
<<0.05), HMHE A & B LalsIL dry 700 BE 035 I 35 s MH1 MH2 £ 20 38 (R 8 13 5 28T | (1
22 A3 (P>>0.05) .7 MHS3 4b #5085 5 0 % T X0 B8 (P<<0. 05) s B N LaLsIL dry &4 # A9 E 8 A
7R LB AIR T X BRI A LD A LD2 Ab $ A A 8 o R L) e AT R A S v R A 3 ) R 2
Joi % 2R (P>0.05) s MHIL 23Ry k8 1 o S0 b ) 0 25 06 T 6 B4 (P=>0. 05) s MH2 2k 35 1% AT 35 1k Btk 7K Ak
B T X IR (P<C0.05),
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Table 4 Chemical compositions of L. hedysaroides silages

Ak 3 T¥ B PR TR AT 4 FRPEGRRETAE  RRPEUE TRARR HEH FEEA G BRI KL AL G )
Treatments Dry matter Neutral detergent  Acid detergent  Acid detergent  Crude protein Non-protein nitrogen/total ~ Water soluble
(%) fiber (NDF) fiber (ADF) lignin (ADL) CcP) nitrogen (NPN/TN) carbohydrates
(%DM (%DM) (% DM) (%DM) %) (WSC) (% DM)
CK 32.47 ab 57.45 ¢ 48.93 b 20. 89 16.92 a 28.41 ab 0.82b
LDI1 33.64 a 63.67 a 50.42 a 20. 95 12.36 ¢ 17.91 ¢ 0.67 b
LD2 34.24 a 62.69 ab 49.77 ab 19.42 13.37 be 23.21 ¢ 0.83 b
LD3 33.50 a 62.89 ab 49. 26 ab 20.41 14.01 b 27.16 b 1.04 ab
LD4 34.12 a 64.33 a 50.70 a 20.79 14.26 b 26.46 b 1.06 ab
MH1 30.25 b 60.43 b 50.37 a 19.15 15. 46 ab 19.61 ¢ 1.31 ab
MH2 32.57 ab 59.67 b 45.96 ¢ 20. 83 15.15 ab 30.51 a 1.62 a
MH3 33.15 ab 64.53 a 50.89 a 20. 70 13.46 be 28.13 ab 1.12 ab
PR SE 0.26 0. 36 0. 46 0.12 0.25 1.13 0.08

2.4 FHEesFEM

T U0 RE A LR f7 B R EL B 25 R 7R (38 5) X BEAG B LR 7 B R R 1 EL BIIR T 50 %6, 1T 2R i B R
(4 B 5 F 50 %6, @ T &R & TS A 5 45 R s in 390 A0 B AL (4 LR o5 R P B 4 R 50 %6, 1 IR o R ER R Y
G T 5020 . J8 T 3L IR K e 2,

AR Flieg 3 W AR 43 Jr 58 F0 45 Fh IR S 90 00 o IR 1) Eo ] X6 4% Ak B0 7 U o 03 P 4 459 s e 6 45 21 .
Wi Flieg 3 WARDEMPY 4307 2845 1 % BEZE 5 007 J32 R 45 o 4% i s J0m 790 45 ¥k B 17 Ak 34 ) 5 O R T oty JO 350 4 %o B
4 . Hrp Micromanger H/M [ %8 il B B 36 . 55 07 4 1% it o 6 IR AIR A e 5

RS KHAKTFENENRS ZERLG

Table 5 Organic acid in total acid of L. hedysaroides silages %
4b¥E Treatments FLER/ BB LA/TA ZR/ Mg AA/TA W/ B PA/TA T/ MR BA/TA

CK 23. 44 50.12 2.63 3.91

LD1 53. 87 27.45 0.78 2.11

LD2 55.14 23.95 0.48 1.37

LD3 57.30 22.91 0 2.13

LD4 59.67 25.25 0.32 2.21

MH1 68. 20 20.51 0. 36 1.24
MH2 52.31 28.78 0 0.51

MH3 60. 22 30.18 0.49 1. 95

2.5 RePHAT AR RN AR

IR B T A A R AP A AR 45 SR s (3 7D L LR R A BT A MW A 1 7 IEARDRL T B R B R
HRPE VR A T 4R R SN AL AR B35 T 0 IR (P<<0. 05) 5 LD2 Rl MH1 &b P 20 2 1R ¥ ¢ 21 4E AR SN AL R B35 T
X HEZ (P<C0. 05) 5 FLA Ak BEAH A9 R U U4 2T 4 (A S0 H A AR R B i T 00 IR AL A B 3 AL 22 S A B35 (P>0. 05)
3 g

IR BAL T8 T SRR, T A K A R D L OR B A R OIS DR P T A 800 ~
1006 4 3 i 7L IR T 0 AR 0 LR A e 25 s () I R I W1 A U 2 o R A v X 95 IR pHL (EL R
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A BERAIEER . AR AT R SRR, RS E pHH& . FLR & &0, TRMASAE R EZ, B
Flieg # W ARDBHYE /3 2 9000 25 o UL WA 1000 18 5 IS 500 A6 300 L 081 o) HES 1900 5 D e i e o o 6 22+ R P ML
T I ARAR AE IR ) 1 DIG 5 T AR+ B R A WL AR 14 2 T it B« a0 SR P AL 355 VS IR A A B AR S
AR

®6 REHHEBEFSEAEABK Flieg M
Table 6 Flieg evaluation of L. hedysaroides silages

Kb F Treatments FLZF34)> Lactic acid grade  Z [R5 4> Acetic acid grade T igf5 4> Butyric acid grade g4y Total grade 4 4% Rank
CK 0 0 20 20 4 Bad
LD1 14 13 30 57 1 Middle
LD2 15 16 50 81 i Excellent
LD3 16 16 30 62 K Well
LD4 17 15 30 62 K Well
MH1 23 17 50 90 ft; Excellent
MH?2 14 12 50 76 K Well
MH3 18 11 30 59 1 Middle

£ RHAETERARGOEI LR

Table 7 Digestibility in vitro of the L. hedysaroides silages %

Ak ¥ RN 5 3 Al 36 PRI A 13 TS e 0 s 2T 4k A R TR SR M U U 2T 4 T AL R
Treatments 1IVDMD IVCPD IVNDFD IVADFD

CK 54.43 ¢ 50.75 ¢ 47.96 ¢ 43.46 b

LD1 56.63 b 54.48 a 50.97 b 45.51 b

LD2 57.83 a 53.93 ab 54.63 a 47.94 a

LD3 57.61 a 54.48 a 53.88 a 45.53 b

LD4 56.67 b 53.08 b 52.42 ab 40. 68 ab

MH1 57.02 ab 53.64 ab 53.19 a 47.28 a

MH2 58.31a 54.73 a 50.35 b 45.53 b

MH3 58.34 a 53.28 ab 50.08 b 44,74 ab
FrifEiR SE 1. 89 2.72 2.06 3.01

SR A B M LR R RS O FL R 0 L L K B R
B A TR SE) ™). 4 LI B CREAS AL L 506 7000 LR 04 AL 3 AR B A O A 5 0 s %
5 P R SR 8 0 (8 0 0 L SR A o TIPSR L (0 FURR B BCRE A5 T4 10° ANBLE™ L AR
097 6 149 LaLsTL dry A1 Micromanger H/M 2 Fi B I8 3 4 3 44y FLIR 180000 2 0E 15 P40 30 4
P 140 45 140 LI 5 0 308 3 L0 5 7 3L IR 6 D HL (L R0 0 0 0 A5 AR 90 3 ]
TS B 0 A LR W 2 AR B KT 45 A ORI T 0 SR 0 1
SRR I O LS T RO LA A IR VRN LaLsIL dry 53625 T 790 GBI FLIR & B
T 00 T AR 2R RS R T IR & B it 5 7E JEAE 48 4 (Bromus inermis)™ %35 5% (Elymus sibiri-
cus) A PG v 2 5B R DIV LaLsTL dry il Micromanger H/M AbBRFEAR 1 10642 9540 7 1
1Kk B T ARG B

Alssu %05 [0 G2 20T VI 5 T LT 4 0 B0 0 605 B0 5L 6 15 I K (Zea mays) 0 T 40 O
flg 3% s Harrison 5 §F 7 92 97 5 Fh L B 0 48 85 3045 0 5 0 A S 490 T 455 04 9 o 0 0 27 4 V51 0 1
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R AT S e ) 0 B A AL B T AR AN T 5 R 1 PR R R AT 4R A S AR R X AT RE
D] Sy T 1) 70 A 380 A0 2 B T AR K I BT AR R G A A R G O IR T AR 5 A R K i g T
T A M N 25 ) BT A0 S DR AF T K B SR 4 RT3 i 1 R S 19 50 R AR 1 R P PR R AT A T AL

4 it

4.1 RMEARFEZEFE AR pH & ZLR S =8, TRAMEAS AT w2 R ag € 005 ik,

4.2 ¥ Micromanger H/M #l LalsIL dry 403 2 it A 75 W 4RDRL A9 FLER & &2 W W 6 IR T S R %
VTR EMEASE S DA ] BALT X, it LalsIL dry F1 LalsIL dry 45 2L B2 B 28 %8 im0 (9 1
A A s 2 i R TR A A T o

4.3 RMEAR T HEF R Flieg B W RBHT 15 53 B I, S5 9000 45 5 T 0 590 4 Ak B 35 I o 5t 1 4 - 0 B
Hir LaLsIL dry 0. 001 0% ¥ B8 4 ¥l Micromanger H/M 0. 004 540 % ¥ B kb 38 i 75 045 6 & % 5 5 Flieg 45
RN
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Effects of additives on silage quality and in vitro digestibility of Lespedeza hedysaroides silage

YU Zhu' ,WEI Xin', YU Yan-dong?, HAN Jian-guo', SUN Qi-zhong®
(1. Institute of Grassland Science, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2. Nanjing
Agricultural University Animal Science and Technology College, Nanjing 210095, Chinaj
3. Grassland Research Institute, CAAS, Huhhot 010010, China)
Abstract: Lespedeza hedysaroides silage was made from L. hedysaroides alone or by adding Lal.sIL dry (0. 000 5%,
0.001 0%, 0.002 0%, 0.007 0%) and Micromanger H/M (0. 001 135%, 0. 003 405%, 0. 004 450%). L.
hedysaroides was ensiled in plastic bags under vacuum. After 90 days, samples were analysised for silage quali-
ty and in vitro digestibility of L. hedysaroides. The treatments with LalsIL dry and Micromanger H/M had
higher lactic acid contents than the CK (P<C0. 05) while the content of butyric acid and ammonium nitrogen
were lower (P<C0.05). The Flieg evaluation method of silage showed that the fermentation quality was worst
in directly ensiled L. hedysaroides, and that both treated silages had better fermentation quality than the CK.
The treatments of Lal.sIL dry and Micromanger H/M improved the fermentation quality and in vitro DM, CP
and NDF digestibility of L. hedysaroides silage.

Key words: Lespedeza hedysaroides; silage; additives; silage quality; in vitro digestibility



