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1. RIMEHETRENTE
1.1 HEBTEBENRR

B AT RUEAZ2R > FirR— ol
HEARERFRBEENA R > OIREREHAEY
et a Rl - SR —EBREEENIBIE &
EHERNRGERRSE T AERKIEEY
(water soluble carbohydrates » WSC) ~ §7 %) & =X
(Dry Matter % > DM%) ~ & & BE (Buffer capacity »
BC)  P&FR ~ JRE ~ RE ~ AE ~ MEWE > LT
BT AR SREEREY

(1) AR KB &) (Water soluble carbohydrates »
WSC):
EYHH WSC Al AMAEBEER » Eiag
HEE > ZIRENNR & FEEYEE TR
WSC B2 FIgNAKZE 10-20% ; EAK 3-10%24 >
I B &2 REYMRERSNEZEMEE -

(2) 4&7&5E (Buffer capacity »BC):
EYHRIEEB (Crude Protein »CP) & &8 BC
EATFALLAIRIIERIME » BC 2 pH FFEAVAE
10 #EEEsR » BC s 0 BRLERTFEF pH BT
FREIVSEIFLEZE » AN BEPRTT o Lok » 5%
%84 (co-efficient of fermentation » FC) Bl 5T
&SP EES o FC=DM%+8WSC/BC >
FC<35 A7 ; 35<FC<45 A ; FC>45 A&fE o FC
NEETZERE > ERN2SEYPNERIL
F&E (Lactic acid bacteria) 1 > SEHHIEY S BT
BRISETEREE—» WESEER—FLRK -

(3) MY -
a. ALBEEAE
EIBEE DR 10° cfu/g BEERF » BIfF FC>35»
HEE BT REEC - BYELBREHZEAF
FRRFE FEREREZYEERAE (DM
35.8% ; 2/3 milk line) > BIAEZ B N FERF AR E
REMMEREE  ABRSNEESESHNE

K3 T IRE > BYREFMTSANEMME
MTErEsTNRE - S—FHE > ABRESE
AN CEERRILE > FRET S 2
&R pH TBE EMIPHIHE E (Clostridia) 1Pz
K& 8 (Enterobcteria) K SEMNMEME R »
EIRTFHHRY o

b. & 48 (Clostridia):

DARFRRERFENM Y REMBVEL £ > RS
RETEEETRANEREQE  ERSITHN
mE NEREEEON

c. BIKE B (Enterobacteria):
EEMEMESITBETEELRRT EREE
HE - BIKEBETEIER » A MmKE
EYERREBNRERESE _StRERE &
REME TR  E8RK FRERNEEEE
M| B9IELK o

d. BES8E:
EETEBENMREEITRE  FEREMA
AR EBESRBERAEE  EABHBETEMY
AT RE o B¥ RIS 10° cfu/g DM B > RhBAIGIES
(B ET IR o BER B EDAMEIRAEE YR
BEARSIAgERRENEt > BRI AR
MWESHEIN BB SKE (Candida) AR S
(Saccharomyces) > B &R pH E£F o pH EF
BEMNELHBLER  SRBRBENMAREREET
KRy R 01 o

A ENNMEYELEEESFREEE
BEEBA  AEMHAPVERNEEERE
WSC ~ BC 3¢ DM REIREE » BEES B »
EMERFPNIEEHE > JiResITmEER
I o

1.2 HLEER AN I0E A

BIFNAINEBERE AR IEBRREIE o
IR EREEYRINEIR R A LIRS M= ] LU
MEEEE > SRBRENEER/ N TESREEY
ERERAENGERREY « @B RRNALER
EiE 10° B 10°cfu/g B> LA ERAESRERE
arsh> =B HARIREE E K2 HLEE » P& pH > B
EMENEX  REBEYMNEEBE - Kung' B
AINEZ 1x10° cfu/g B E > RINERF 2-3 FrIA
RBARE » E21RES52 1x108cfu/g BE > BIRE88
RNER o
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MBS EETmE

BfE » 8K TR - WENRBRYEERILEE AR
o BUTEBIERER :

(1) pH ERAHEHNNEE > EFITmE

(2

—

BERZAZBERYEZE ) ANEYILRER
D41 BY pH 7£ 4 i@ ~ 8 1@ ~ 12 BHNIAAIMNAVAER!
LSRR ; AINAERMAB S 2SN AARMAVAR
Bl [ERFEEB AR (B 2L 3L BS B 0 EE B ZRAE R E Y
R o EE (Panicum maximum) FINEY)HLAE
HMEEEZRE (L rhamnosus) & BET pH &
DHIZ 4.21 M 471 B BEABETH 5.30; AINE
BlRA AR S ERMERER - TRIEY o KE
AINERIBREITS > LEIESKBERAER]
B pH#&E R & & Addah” 8 McAllister
Hristovl'd 72 R ZE AR I FLBE B ol B B 1S AR LRV AL
R AR KAMIBEEERNEARATET > &
—TEEMERESENEREN pH> KABEE
RESGHENIABERS » BIBRINEI I SR
B & &2 5 B K B L M 4 (Neutral
detergent fiber » NDF) ~ & % # # (Acid
detergent fiber » ADF) B3 UK EAKH ADF
NDF FEZIABEAEEIRREER 2 Fafh/bT
Bl LUK B AR BE AV B2 P52 o (B E B AR AR
FERABERANNE IS MEir @B NI E—
Qo

EENLKEENIRTT

Bolsen?! $5H FLEE BN INE o] LURFHEZ Y E Bl
1.3% BEBLHENGDMIZNT 1.8%° B TS
KB EABITERBABREYILUNFIERENER
IRFHEEEE AR o Muck F1 Kung?! [ClEEXXERIEE
BESITHN pH BE > HP 60% BHXEIREIRAR
KRR > £ 35% BISCERPEzE LU ERIgm » 2
HEREMILER

1.4 FEHERETEH

SINBRER LERERENNE NET - B
BT > AHETRAZER > BITNBEREEE
R RRAEAVIRRSBLR IR - 455 2 EREAVEIR ©
IERFF R B 455 REE SR RERE RISFEAEE -
B pH L7 BESBIREMGEEERS I
o, ER T FERE LR N E - BN T EEE
BEEEZRZHENERLLALEM - AT FIrELIEY
E&o

B E—ERZINEIMENYE - ZRVEREAE
B P AU BRAE A R L BR ARSI » HP XU ERIRE
(L. buchneri) AR - ERREBERRERE > K
ST RAERNIBIE 0 BATEENERERS 0 B
EREILIMHNFEEEMBERTE KBS EK
BITAERR - REENBRZA - REHEL > AR
ERERARL TRESE2E NI EBENENTFERE
EMEamFEE » B2 Broberg?® FEHIFTEFITH
WMEDIERRTERABEYI-KLEXR
(38-hydroxydecanoic acid) 5] L 0 | 8 7~ B & B
(Pichia anomala) > EIEZRE (Aspergillus fumigates)
BIBES WA (Penicillium roqueforti) » £ » #HF
SEBVBEIRE S o LBE R IS IBIEINAESEN
SHIEMERATEREN -

2. ZEETHRSBMAEETZE

AINEYIERNRBIRE BN T REETEERR
MEBINFET > THEEKFEZMEIVHIEE « BHY)
BHEX -RBEE BERLEME BERSIE
0.23Kg/ & » #BEFH) 0.072Kg/ & ~ B5FH 0.035Kg/
X5 INEF I HR B N R B B R HIAS
L BINRBEERE M RINE R NS TOEEESE
WEREER P9 FUEYRIRIEEBIEET
BRSNS EYTE -
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MuckB EEER T HL A B A BT Al B A B BT 1R/ B AVE1E »
BRBREREITRD T REBNEEMBELHIEZ LA
FFEE B E MEMNESL - BRARG B AR EIE I
3.6 & / MEFS BT ¥ o Moran A Owenl®? Y4BT LU N
7.5% BZYERER 11.1% 8IS - FHEABHER
ZERAFEMIBEBYILERT B RESITEHE
FEMRIFOMER > BIFZMEHIERNE 59.4%
I E 641% F 64.4% ;B ¥ & H 16 X 1
60.2%DM #27+%) 64.9%DM F1 65.0%DM > BFHKE
= 638 (7 DM/ k) 187+ 885( 7= DM/ X ) A 928
(d DM/day) © T Kung 1 Muck? [C]g8 T B 25 RAISUER
FR28% EIXBE ~ 53% (ERBIBE « 47% TAELAIR
FRIIEERFE ©

3. 5w

BT RS EEEEAER & “’LE& SESAI
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