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ORI AR B ok 2 A% JE B AR R B . XN T ROK
BRI 2R A R R AR Y, R
S EL AT o i L E R A T R s A
PO R AR AL o K 32 B/ 32 48 W00 5 1 2o 200 o
WhA-J8 B N A EE R B B AW AR A WA
f F  AH 2 i R 28 PR 5L 8 T KL R %L ( coarse
dry rolled ) &b B J& JU) ] ¢ A 3 F /& % . Sadri 25
TR 5% 22 W R 22 (1 Jim 2 b 3507 56 47 24 988 5 bR 100
A P B B4 R R 5 A R TR R B
Silveira 2" F 55 6 W7 — & FE B b, GRDR 3 4 ot
Jei & RN R g R e U3 B U R A AR R

I8 R UE R R R R AR S I A sh e S

R BE U AT 5E, 2R LS PR JBE i R I 1]
BT D W ick i o T W W A G R i o TR
STt o AU T R B (grinded ) AR
AFIPRLIE /I AT 1 5 8 B A T 1 PP B R R X
SRR TR K TR b SR W ke A Y
o BLRTT 15 o Uk W 3 A5y K il A R i,
% ( grounded ) & i K A JE B3 A R ik AR B T
JERER) T TORE Y. ST R FE s B W e b o
SR HAD S fE SR PR, U Yang 2510 4 Kk AE N
AR B JE R AR R A AR Al R R e AR
TE WS I At S R AE PR R T McGregor 48 31 AR 58
A SCRAZR IR B 598, 15 SR 0 AL P FT A9 45 1)
R R S A B SRR R Z — o

R1 AYKIERINTITTEXES SRR

Table 1 Effects of sources and processing methods of grains on rumen starch degradability
A ‘ ik \ e T R
i T B gy R B
Items Processing method Starch/ a/ % V) HORE 3¢ P i
(% DM) c¢/(%/h) ERD/ %
K24 Untreated 23.6 5.9 59.7
BERE Grounded 33.8 5.5 67.9
W% Cracked 20.0 5.7 58. 4
ok ZRV5JE%L Steam-rolled 0.3 4.1 2.7 33.8
Corn FKIYE S Steam-flaked a 12.7 21.6 80.3
4% Pelleted 38.7 5.9 68.5
FH % 4b 7 Formol treated 29.6 3.8 56.9
178 High moisture 86.8
RZALFH Untreated 51.5 35.0 91.3
X BERE Grounded 46.0 38.7 85.9
KA FFHL N
. W% Cracked 57.8 1.0 6.0 50.3
Barley grain
ZRVRINEL Steam-rolled 29.5 10.9 70.6
H 43 Formol treated 39.7 26. 4 84. 4
/J\?%*Hl. F 240 ¥ Untreated 67.6 60. 4 32.9 93.9
Wheat grain
B
K24 Untreated 44.6 49. 4 19.2 87.8
Garden pea
=¥ Soybean meal 32.0 31.3 12.0 76.9
il EKFEEF Corn gluten meal 17.1 56.2 11.9 84.9
H [215] .
AN IR
By-products 67.6 78.2 23.8 93.7
yP Wheat by-products
Wi Brewers grains 5.4 77.0 17.4 89.5

ERD =a+bc/(c+k,) o 3N, ERD JYER A BIEMRAR (%) ,a N ERy PRIE M5 (%) b g TEd i A8 i & 4>
(%), TEAE TR TEAD IO 3 (% /h) K, W AMALHE SR FH (4% /h) o

ERD =a +bc(c+k,). In the formula, ERD is efficient degradation percentage of starch (% ), a is fraction of starch disap-

pearing immediately (% ), b is middle and slowly dissappearing starch fraction( % ) ,c is fractional degradation rate of potentially

degradable starch (% /h), and k, is fractional passage rate (4% /h).
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1.2 #H%7#%} peNDF

ML RHE 228 & H OB (TMR) H1 peNDF i) —
ASFERYR . Bastridge ™ BF 5t ¢ B 8 i 384 hn 93 4
KRS H T o i 2F 2 T 41 ML A 5k, O ek 3
iy 2R PR RE (IR AR RERE SR R )
ER SR T DB . Zebeli 25 32 Y 4% ML Kt
o R AR A LD 5T i TR v RL AR R £ R,
I 480 90 2 MELUERL 1 52 2 i i T P 422 725 2L Bl 5
PRI , 14 A i 7 00 5 KL ARDRL A B T 4k 5 fig
A [ G AR HORS  f RAI
U9 1 2 VR B VR AE F S, A R 1 2 0 Ak AR
FEYRERE . TR 2 M X oK T I N B
oA S 405 2 9 32 BERLARDRL A B0 Bt w TR 4
] A X e T b X A G A A D R A R £
AR, e of oK T 00 R A s E R L e LI
R O P AR X A v g T A 2T 4 L B A
WEL i 00 2 7 % e v 5 P, 2 00 2 LR LA
SR L ORI A 7 B R X AR B L R (A
R, 2 TMR o —Fh 8 B AoHL DR R U . s
T2 A AR AR B0 TR & B, HORL R T
TFIL2 i e 2 R 5 v . TMIR v A Fr R ) ke U5
BATHE HETH GRTH BEF KLY
b FE 7 T4 B A 7500 R G 5 W #% 1) NDF
(35% ~40% ) HLEE 5 (20% ~22% ) FIH ok [
FRER AT S0 5 1, WA A R — O B L
KR o
1.3 #A{R#H4EF0 peNDF il E

PR TR A S 5 4% 4 98 S S R A
B, DRI 7 1) WL e o A 2 KR A e 11 7 3
S o pOREL G A A B ) G R B, — ik
YIRS (1 ~2 em) FOHLIRDER 65 25 98 3 fL T
7 A B0 THT S WL S WEL R 3% g R S O A T
DA, S AR AR AR B R 2 MR AR T VR pH,
WA 2T 4 015 1k BE 00 R £ i A R G AL T o
SRR (3 ~5 em) FOHLIRDEF AT (2 HERE AL,
2 J5 PRI R T DAY T 4 3 A T 1A A fh 2 T AR
B B TR R AR R N A
Bt R PR, R A L R R B T 4R
TMR 350 | FAR TR 1 52 9 T 7 2 1 — 2R 51
fer ) g A 3 B AR AR L B R 2
IR A TMIR Fl W fr 03 4 1 7 S AR o Y

R AE S BR A 77 oy, %P KLGR Al TMR (s 32
PEATIN E AR R . Tafaj 25" BF5E % WA 7E I

A R TDRLARE B8 Xk e 7 473 A 98 T T A T 7 A B 5
N, 475 2 AR 2T 24 0 s R i) BL 41 4 BT RDS 1Y
Lo A WPRLEE i AL B 5 ¥ DL KRR B 1 A
HNLE TETEN o

BEAIEJE AN SE R AN R B T —Fhif
JEALAEEL  TMR (1) 88 RooRL BE () 7 o BB 47 e
AN S7. R 27 1) FUKL 73 2% i ( penn state particle sepa-
rator, PSPS) 351171 PSPS 3 A AR 41 s 4 45 151
0 2 RIS 8 B Bk At G i AT AL
&b, PSPS AL fg iz Hl TPF i TMR 173 A8 IR
BRI S R g T 0 % L 28 TMR rpaEE
FEHPHL R LA

PSPS 3 v ] 7 31 55 15 L b peNDF & &
PSPS 2 Jit 2 4% 3 JZ2 0 5~ (fLA2 2 i 19,8,
1.18 mm) FJIE &A% FLAR B R B /MK K 2 B HES,
2y 300 g fif #F B T B L2, 0 K iR 40
W RIS ) RGN 1 IR/s BUKF-Ik
DI RT 17 em, PGl f2 b oA i il B2 B
JRsh" . peNDF JEHE2T 4 1y Mk R ( 35 %2 5
RN AT LASEORE o 00 N B AR O,
PR R 8 T AR 23 2= RO I Bl DL SR
W YR 73 A Ok Y RIRE O I AR I R I ) A
RN, IRl peNDF i A] % 4k NDF i fii 2 K
FERE A IO BT 4 A2, Bk} peNDF BJ g it
T EL P i ) NDF 5 55 F0 ) B AT %5 H 5~ ( physical
effectiveness factor, pef) {9 3 FH , pef H) 70 B 7 0
( NDF A fiE ) 5 WH W} 335 2l ) #1 1 (NDF iz K] 33 e
WS 3 ) Z 0], AR T4 T3 — LA & J2 0
Ty B & a2 AL BN pef, ; = (DMyg,, +
DM, ... + DM, 14 . ) /100

P15 peNDF F 847 2 U5k, Jitk— d#
7 PSPS 115 19 1 8 mm fifi I+ 5 L fnt'e
BT B R 19 .8 A1 1. 18 mm §iii YT ¥ it Lt
A SR A NDF £ 43 51153 51 > 8 mm 24
A R P PR UE TR 27 4E (peNDF ) | >1. 18 mm JZ
Py A RO PR VR TR £F 4 (peNDF | ) s 53k 03t
oW B 7E 8 (peNDF gy ) fil 1. 18 mm
(peNDF>1.18-NDF> ffﬁ%i NDF ﬁﬁ)ﬂfo E—/l\jj‘/ﬁif
735 TMR it peNDF & it I SIAER , N8 7890 %
JE T AN [ADRLBE v NDF & i 2 (8] fF fE /Y 22 50 {H
e, BT LRLE 2 Fhy ik #25 E 2 1 iR KR peNDF %
", H. peNDF il peNDF ., 1o f9 355 58 Jin 5 |
B FH SR  Z T A A e S )z .
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ia JHIT5 peNDF |, o J7 i, Al B 45 4= 75 B B
R TMR B, Hth 29 19% B ) M T 9 it
(4.1 kg /d peNDF_, 8% 6 g/kg BW peNDF_, ;)
FHF A4 F59% 8 pH £E 6.0 1 Mertens™’
i T3 peNDF | o J7 5, W 3 296 22% 1)l A
TH 5 (4. 4 kg/d peNDF, ;) J& FH oK 4E 7 B 1)
pH 7€ 6. 0, Zebeli 25" ff 53 & H i pH 5 1l 4
peNDF _, ,, K R I 45 1 = Z [A] £ & (quasi) £
PER R , iz 1B i idE (asymptotic ) bR £ 75 7 5
& pH 5 Al ke peNDF _, |, Z [A] 5 7k ¢ 52, 153 Y
Tk peNDF, \, K#)8 30% K}, 88 H % pH 1] ik
6.2,

A 479 B IEH D Re frifs oK 1 peNDF [ fe fE &%
32 S O T AR R R I R M, peNDF 3 179 Bk
Z— B ANBE T 75 TR A Fh R R FE R N R Y 22
S OUHOR MRS 2% B S S EUE B W
pH X1 4t peNDF [z it 3 A — Bk, [F] i peNDF
XTIE R T AN AR T 1 RE A S ) AR R R AT AR
A1, peNDF A5 4= fa) 4 th RDS 5 3 19 °F- 17 3¢ &
T ZEA L VAN
1.4 {31R peNDF #1 RDS §) £ & X &

T # peNDF 5 RDS [ 35 o] i 25 5 4 9
SRR VA A P M BE A0 Silveira 2 BF Y £ W
peNDF ] 5189 B Wik pH A 7R B, 1525 LA AT JH
AEVERY o SRR, DA 52 e A S B 1, R B AT R
fif ik K AL A PRI 42 = W5 2F Xt peNDF (1% 75 5K . It
A, Yang 25" 15 2 W 4] WAL BE 45 R R AR AR R AT
WUAE VER I AL BB AL, 40 3E K T IR 1 A BN
HEATIH AL, XA AT BEAR 5 2R 90 ' R vh BE 1 K AR 3R
Zebeli 251" {55 F WA AR peNDF 45 2t 598 1
AR R A (R R R B R Z (R R IEAR G (r = 0.5,
P <0.001) , KB Y 5 i fa #R peNDF & & i, 7l il
PR I R A R UE R B T R (H, O T
i peNDF 25 it i1/ )N iz Hh e A3 53 66 ik 1) 2 70 e
Z A ) 56 R 38 5 AM0EE — 2B WE 5T, DLW SE 93 28 VE Ky
FiERL Y e A AR 2R

A AR A 98 1 R b BE B kAR R R TE
3 FEDEL %) R FH 22, 78 0% A )RR 4 e R U
M2 —MaRiEE, B2, X7
oy IAIRE T B0 i 1 I i S50 R4 v ) e A IR
T AR ARA R, T 52 30 W /N W v 5 il Ve #
(I P CL R o Matthe 26! R I BERIAT 5
HITE AR TP A I T 1.3 kg/d 3988 ' T A T A

TE R R B B, LA, TE B 7E /N v I i T
P WAL AR A A R A N (B SR X R A TR
TR W B 1 G B 00, o 25 v S M A T R R
NG 2 Th i A Y A g R . R, B 4
WAL N B3 - 1 7 0 2 W B A5 1) RDS 2545 FR &
IR E A, DR E A 98 iy N R TE I
ERAL MRS B, I R 2T 4t R i R R R D REAS
T AT

AR TR AL 153 TMR H 2 15% 354
5 RDS R AR PEHies B 20 RE 1E A 1k 8 b £
MIARIE . fHJE, RDS & &2 5 18 75 #F 17 4 1E Bk
TiE M H peNDF 5 5, TMR H1 44 i ‘B, peNDF
5 RDS 19 Eb BT AE A F 1E 8 B ) 05 4= W R 9 3 %
mER 1 J iR, #% TMR 44 h peNDF _, , 5
RDS [ L] i 5 = 0498 B N pH, H 2 I C R
TP R R, MBI AL R B TMR 54 th
peNDF _, .5 RDS [l 5t ok 1. 45 £ 0. 22 [}
A9 U pH 4ERETE 6.2 ,3X 15 Zebeli 45" 738
()34 & T pH JE A .

- e AR v peNDF F1AT R i filk 7K Ak & 0 1
& ,TMR 1434 peNDF, 5 RDS LL#Y I3 {5 W] 1
S AEAE, AT R TE W A (e R AR AR BRI 2 | AR
JIEER I IR T 1. 45, SRS haAE i  , i8
AL AR H R MER, R A LLE & RDS 4
Yy (K 22 80 /N 22 ) ) R hy R il 4 BRI 4T ] A
kF,

2 {A#R peNDF 1 RDS #)F&xf 478 B il
pH F14& = 1EBERI RN
2.1 fA4R peNDF 71 RDS #) % x5 ik pH )
Al

TRDHRLISE o3 (908 T P 1 A2 I R I e 2803 2 PRI
BUACIS 2 3 P G0 R T 3 0 A 7 A RE 1Y) 5% i A
' RE R pH 2R o AR i B K
P2 pH Xt B UEYIX R R 8 Al L OR
BT AR o EEAE . R E W pH &
24 hiA kAR B B 22 R B OK LG YR
B

19 7 4 A R B ARORS BB EL ] (T W o 2
i) >45% i, B pH W FRREHTHY 6. 6 22
ez K B W 5.3 8 5.0, °F 49 pH 7 6. 0 1§
6.2 AR T P 1 BE — i A) BE pH K T
FIACE LA, pH AR T2 2 {H 11X — BLI [ A] i
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24 %

RS S RE R R, IR B R A kR R R
(SARA) ,SARA 2[R 04 4 2F 451k 1 . T4 5t
R (DMI) 77 Wy i AR 26, HL 5 4% i B
- 48 FIF i S5 AR 359 s 05 1 2 2 3, A I 5 R 6
(4 B PE RRE R . SARA S E WA e, th T
2143 A6 7 FARDIE R 2T T 48 1R R 2% T
iRz B . Zebeli I RF SRS T W
95 R pH P 3 AR 4R 5 2T 4 R A TR B
SARA B pH f F5 22 18] 0 1808 B IE %
HREH T SARA , w7 0528 H - 24998 8 Wi pH L
T 6.16 (K T 5.8 BRI AR T 5.24 h/d,

2 BT E WA WAELHT L o 4R R
FL 2 B & B SRR . 94 H
W pH 5L i ) R E AR K R TR

W pH AEFFAE T 6.2 (H % P 3{E) B nf BH Ik
FEWRAEFUNR A T . MR DL A R
R T K A SRR AR R B, W34 H - 2409 9 pH T
6. 1 H S LL EREN (HEm s BEE S T
s T80 ) Sy JE ik 45 K2 1), peNDF |\, 1 it 42 /5 2]
30% ~32% R E W pH 5T 6.16. ML T AKFI:
SRLERE TR A PR A A5 5 LRSS ie
RIMEE SR . MR, 205 28 R R Hp s i ok 22 B i,
98 5 W pH AR (ER L L, 2
7 pH X F6. 150, 38 1 3% fin 4 k2 o peNDF & &
WAL M., R, DL B 25 R IESE T 0% B % pH
s W54 SARA () e A E BLHLHE T peNDF £ i fl 4%
VIR LA B IR I A R o

R2 TRAARARMNES~NFEELE. XREMIETENIE

Table 2  Effects of different dietary factors on rumen fermentation, feed intake and

milk fat production in high-producing dairy cow

fA ¥ & Dietary factors

VE ] Effects

>1.18 mm e JHEBEWR 3.5%
L S GRS T i
Forage Grain sources Centrate/ FP‘T%‘{)‘"E‘{% DML/ Ruminal Ruminal Milk fat/  3.5% cterence
sources % 24k (ke/d)  pH acetate/ % FCM/
peNDF _, ./ % propionate (kg/d)
FRAER +6% T 50 25.7 23.4  6.04 2.99 3.38 34.8
s -+ 5% /N B 50 26.2 21.8  6.06 3.62 3.27 33.0  Kononoff
Alfalfa hay Corn +6% DDG +5% 50 26. 4 20.7  6.09 3.26 3.31 32.9 2 (23]
wheat middlings 50 26.7 20.1  5.99 3.34 3.31 34.0
TN +7% T 40 31.7 28.0  6.30 2.50 3.70 43.7
Tk -+ 7% /N 40 31.9 26.8  6.40 2.70 3.90 47.1  Kononoff
Maize silage Corn+7% DGG +7% 40 32.0 26.8  6.30 2.60 4. 00 47.4 st [13]
wheat middlings 40 32.1 25.7  6.40 2.50 3.70 43.4
TORALRL +7% T 40 31.3 25.7  6.24 2.77 3.61 49.0
FoAFI H + 7% /N Ry 55 32.4 27.6  6.17 2.83 3.49 48.4  Kononoff
Maize silage Corn +7% DGG +7% 40 32.0 26.1  6.24 3.01 3.44 48.5 e [26]
wheat middlings 55 30.6 28.3  6.16 2.79 3.48 48.4
FRFIN + KERR +NE 50 29.6 20.6  6.28 2.02 3.69 33.7
== e N vl Ky et i
ﬁ;:iﬂage . Tz]:yiiii& 50 30.9 21,0 6.20 210  3.36  31.4 ;:?flf
grass hay wheat grain + corn 50 28.8 21.4 6.27 2.52 3.88 36.6
FORFFRL + 55 28.3 23.7  6.08 2.60 3.65 33.5
ERFIE 2% EXREAH 55 26. 6 23.8  6.06 2.66 3.66 33.9  Yang %"

Maize silage Corn +2% corn

(2]

gluten meal 55 26.

24.8 5.99 2.62 3.65 32.9
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g2

T ¥ Rl & Dietary factors

VE ] Effects

>1.18 mm . WHEm 3.5%
sl Pt e T N B R E AR, S, Gk
HL sy TR R ;Z PURIW o pim s keEsl SR
Forage ) - Centrate/  HPEVER - i Ruminal Milk fa/ 3.5%  Reference
Grain sources \ DML/ Ruminal
sources % “F 4 (ke/d) - acetate/ % FCM/
peNDF _, /% & P propionate (kg/d)
HVRERES 60 28.6 23.8 5.86 1.83 3.45 33.0
w2 TSR ERELR 60 28.8 23,9  6.17  1.81  3.44 326 Yang
Alfalfa silage Steam-rolled %[24-251
g barley +3% 40 32.2 21.6  6.46  3.19  3.84  33.8
corn gluten meal 40 34.0 21.9  6.55 3.07 3.80 34.0
K HKFHE (29% FEH)
Barley grain (29% 60 31.6 20.1 6.15 2.70 3.59 31.3
starch)
RENHRL(32% FERY )
Barley grain (32% 60 29.3 20.1 6.05 2.29 3.22 28.2
KEH T + starch)
HE T . s .
Barley j(% *%*ATL + :I'?H%{E 511V§lfa
. 22% VEH 4
silage + ( Oﬁ*}}) 60 33.4 19.9 6.19 2.92 3.51 31.2 b
alfalfa hay Barley grain + beet pulp
(22% starch)
KFZFPRL + S
24.% JEKy
( o VEH) 31.0 20.2 6.15 2.67 3.35 30.4

Barley grain + beet pulp
(24% starch)

TER 2 A AN [F] B 0 S8 i i ) R AN

Starch content was the total content of starch differing in its degradability.

2.2 {A#R peNDF #1 RDS H9F & x4 4 P gk At
g

SR B 1 I 7 Al S B T AR R R RN R
EHRR AL, OHLFRORLE Y RS GO SoHL
TRIARFSAC YR 20 2 S 48 L R /ISR £ 451 372
MFERR ., mREEE S Y4 R UE ™ 9 5
AErr ST VERE R LB SR, R 2 AT, & 7 )
2 ) DMI 73 B 7€ 20 ~ 28 kg/d Z [A], Allen"™’ %
8 2% W ARDRR AR IR 114 40 B RN Ak 27 AR 4 R 5% i) 4 4 1Y
DMI, {345 1] ¥ £F 4 &5 £ 5E By F 2T 2t [ i 1t | 1)
RRORLRE ORLRE 08 R L U W) L B U ¥k 32 AR Ry 1
DA B 96 8 % fik 2 PO, A 2 T G G R AT A R i
R AT I NDF 7R 98 1 b bR st i 5, i i 42 4 43
AR BT 2 0 kL, it Ah, NDF /] iz T i
DMI 1 f5¢ oy BRI S AR (B, 24988 W thim) K NDF &5 &
e s U] 2 PR DML, i >4 7] #2 7h NDF 55 5 AR,
i 3 BB R 5 SR AL 2 e i DMIT 3G,

TRIMFLRE JE 5 peNDF X 5 7 47 24 DMI ) 5% i
C AT ZHF5E, PRI B 83007 ( physical fill)
72 B TE RO, B PTG peNDF &5 4t al 48 i 475 4
DMI, {H ] i} 10 5 w5 1 4k 2% e i B2, A5 AT RE 1R
J51 5 ThAE A% DML, Allen™" BF 5% 22 W 16 A KG 1)
BT, HLARDRE X 98 B 7 A A6 W B 78 R0 AT
BRI % 28 9 DML, fy 26 2 W] WL, 24 103 2 f AR o
peNDF _, o % 5t i i, 0348 DL K 35 01 Bk 23 4
Sy FERE A R DMI oA 04525 3 A, 24 05 2 LKL
TRDRHINE A5 T8 T T80, S W0k 2 s/ 3 o 3
il f R s, DM DU e o 90 L 03 3 4 W 4 4 LA
FRAY G T WY MR N 4 T 5
FE KT (50:50) BIRA P TMR 2 il 4 b
if, % B DMI B0 7 3 kg/d, RAF I peNDF .,
SRR T 2% ™, Tafaj 251 BF 5t % B 1) 4R
B % DML f9 5% i 1] A B bk TR R U A 4L
FE RORS Gl A 2R 280, It HORS GRDRETE 98 o B R A R
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% 24 %

B A AT X R Dh B8 RNV AL i S2 , Silveira
APV N Bk 2 S R TMR F iR b Bk R
Wy, AT AR 6 L - 309 A 9 LR 9 DMIX 2 kg/d, fH
T B WA TEAS IR 0988 15 R A B B R B K A A sk
I8 AT K BAT DMI P2 A AR [l g s~ 24
FLUE 200 A R X A1 11 peNDF 435
(R E ok 2T B ok A W iF T (K DMI
2 kg/d, [ LB T 48 W R PR 1 R o 2 5%
Wi 454 DMI B R &,
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Balance between Dietary Physically Effective Neutral Detergent
Fiber and Rumen Degradable Starch. Effects on
Rumen Fluid pH and Performance of Dairy Cows

MA Yanfen WANG Lifang GAO Min
(Animal Nutrition Institute, Inner Mongolia Academy of Animal Science, Huhhot 010031, China)

Abstract: Dietary physically effective neutral detergent fiber ( peNDF) is critical in maintaining rumen func-
tion, decreasing the risk of metabolic disorders and preventing the decrease of performance of dairy cows. Ru-
men degradable starch (RDS) content is related to the type and processing method of grain, as well as the pas-
sage rate of digesta from the reticulo-rumen. In order to provide a theoretical guidance for production, balance
between dietary peNDF and RDS and its effects on rumen fluid pH and performance of dairy cows are reviewed
in this paper. [ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2012, 24(1) :20-28 ]
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