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Fig.1 Scanning electron microscopy of fiber degradation of

buckwheat straw ( the front on the left hand; the
contrary on the right)
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Application Situation of Feeding Enzyme Preparation in
Ruminant Production

WU Shuang ZHOU Yuxiang® JIA Rou YANG Wanzong
(College of Agriculture, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750021, China)

Abstract: In recent years, with the efficient development of animal husbandry and people’ s attention to food
quality , enzyme preparations have been paid much attention because of its safety, non-toxicity, no residue, no
drug resistance, no pollution and other advantages. At the same time, a large number of studies have reported
that the addition of enzyme preparations can improve the nutritional components of agricultural by-products,
crop straws and other low-quality coarse feed. In addition, the feed conversion rate, average daily gain,
slaughter performance and economic benefit of animals were increased. This paper summarized the application
of feeding enzyme preparation in the production of ruminants. [ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2020,
32(7) :3005-3011 |
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