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Items Green mass from sweet corn

  / Dry matter, % 19.8

  / Crude protein 9
  / Crude Fat 2.2

  / Crude fibers 22.6
  / Crude Ash 6

    
Items  Silage from sweet corn

  / Dry matter, % 20.6

  / Crude protein 11.82
  / Crude Fat 6.76

  / Crude fibers 24.03
  / Crude Ash 2.54

 %   /  In % of DM 

 1.        ,  x±SE, n =5
Table 1. Chemical composition of green mass from sweet corn, x±SE, n =5

 2.       
Table 2. Chemical composition of silage from sweet corn

 %   /  In % of DM 
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Sheme 1. Exemplary variants for ensiling
of sweet corn

 
1.   - 40%

- 60%
 2.   - 50%

 - 50%
3.   - 30%

- 70 %
  10 g  30%  

    (300 � 350 g)
 

1.   - 40%
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2.   � 50%
    � 50%

3.   -30 %
     � 70%
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Table 3. Energy values of sweet corn � green mass and silage (per kg DM)

Parameters
 

Green mass Silage

/ GE, MJ 18.28 18.55
OE/ ME, MJ

 - Van Es (1978) 9.08 9.57
 - NRC (2001) 11.09 11.36
 - DLG (1997) 9.21 9.36

 - Wei bach et al. (1990)  11.44 10.09
q 62.58 54.39

 - Schenkel (1998) 11.65 10.94
q 63.73 58.97

NEL, MJ 6.83 6.12

 3.      �     (  kg )
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SWEET CORN SILAGE AND POSSIBILITIES TO USE AS COMPONENT
OF RATION OF DIFFERENT RUMINANTS

Z. Shindarska, M. Petkova* , P. Parvanov
University of Forestry, Faculty on Veterinary Medicine - Sofia
*Institute of Animal Science - Kostinbrod

SUMMARY
  study was carried out to evaluate the waste of sweet corn as feed raw material for ruminants using

non-nutritional parameters. The chemical composition of the both green mass and produced silage was estab-
lished by Weende analyses. On this basis the energy value of the silage was calculated. The obtained experi-
mental data and calculated values are used to development of options for practical use and application of
sweet corn silage.
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Sheme 2. Exemplary variants and recom-
mendation for basic cow ration with the
partipation of sweet corn silage
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