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Abstract. The effect of using different levels of yeast culture as a feed additive to sheep rations was
investigated in two trials; the 1** trial was to determine the nutrient digestibility. N-balance and feeding value
of the experimental rations as well as rumen fermentation, using 3 fistulated rams distributed in a 3 x 3 Latin
square design to 3 different rations [basal ration (control, C), control plus 4g yeast/ram/day (C4) and control
plus 8g yeast/ram/day (C8)]. Each feeding period consisted of 3 weeks (2 weeks as an adaptation period prior
to 1 week of sample collection). Animals were fed separately in individual metabolic cages. Rumen liquor
samples were collected before (Oh) and 1, 3 and 6h post morning feeding during the last 3 days of the
collection period. The 2™ trial was to study the lamb performance. Twenty-four growing lambs (14.6 + 1.3
kg) were divided into 3 comparable groups each was fed one of the above mentioned diets for 4 months.
Weekly feed intake, and biweekly body weights were recorded. Growth rate and feeding efficiency were
calculated. Results revealed that the addition of yeast improved the digestibility of DM, CP and CF leading to
an increase in the nutritive value (TDN, DCP and ME). Nitrogen balance as well as the total VFA in the rumen
was also improved with the addition of yeast at the two levels used, however, differences were only signiticant
between C8 and the control group. The ADG of growing lambs was increased by 13.8 and 30.2% in groups
C4 and C8, respectively over the C group, however, differences were not significant. It could be concluded
that YC be used at the level of 8g/head/day in order to have better performance. More studies, however, are

still needed especially with small ruminants (sheep and goats) to throw more lights on the effect of YC and its
mode of action.

Introduction

In the recent years, the use of feed additives containing bacterial and yeast cultures (YC)
has been increased. These probiotics are live microbial feed supplements, which
beneficially affect the host animal by improving its intestinal microbial balance [1]. They
have been used as growth promoters to replace the widely used antibiotic and synthetic
chemical feed supplements [2-5]. Lactobacilli and streptococci are the most commonly
used genera of microorganisms in the production of probiotics [6, 7]. Saccharomyces
cerevisiae (as live YC) reported to balance the energy and the acid-base metabolism in
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dairy cattle, resulted in a significantly higher milk production [3]. No literature, however,
are available about the effect of YC on the growth performance of sheep and/or goats.

An increase. in bacterial numbers recovered from the rumen is the most reproducible
effect of dietary yeast supplementation, and it has been suggested that this increase is central
to the action of the yeast in improving ruminant productivity (feed efficiency, milk
production and composition) [8, p.317-353]. Yeast has been shown to provide nutrients that
stimulate the growth of certain rumen microorganisms (probiotic effect) such as the lactic
acid-utilizing rumen bacterium Selenomonas ruminantium [9, 10]. S. cerevisiae stimulation
of rumen bacteria depends on its respiratory activity [11] which allow it to scavenge O,,
thus protecting the strictly anaerobic bacteria [12]. Its content of malic acid [9, 10] has little
to do with its action. Yeast also provides vitamins to support the growth of rumen fungi
[13]. The presence of respiring yeast, therefore, would be predicted to be beneficial to the
rumen microflora. Yeast culture was reported to have positive effects on nutrient
digestibility and rumen activity [14,15] while it had no effects on other studies {16,17]. The
present work was carried out to study the effect of adding YC at graded levels to sheep
rations on their feed utilization and productive performance. Rumen fermentation
parameters were also determined in order to clarify some of the yeast mode of action.

Materials and Methods

Two experiments were carried out in order to determine the efficiency of yeast-
supplemented rations in feeding sheep.
Experiment 1: Digestibility, N-balance and rumen fermentation:

Three Naemy (local Saudi Arabian breed) rams (40 kg avg. BW)ina 3x3 Latin-
square design were used in a digestibility trial to determine the nutrient digestibility, N-
balance, feeding value and rumen fermentation parameters of the experimental rations. The
basal ration (control, C) contained a mixture of barley, 25%; wheat bran, 25% and good
quality chopped Rhodes grass hay, 50%. The chemical composition of these ingredients is
presented in Table 1. Treatments consisted of a YC-free basal ration (C), and the basal
ration supplemented with either 4g (C4) or 8g (C8) of YC/ram/day. Animal’s requirements
were met according to Church [18, p. 209-222]. Yeast culture (Yea-Sacc, product of
Alltech Biotechnology Center, Kentucky, USA) was included in the ration by simple mixing
with wheat bran just before the morning feeding. Animals were kept and fed in individual
metabolic cages allowing a separate collection of feces and urine as described by Maynard
et al. [19, p.283-338]. Animals were fed twice daily and water was available at all times.
Animals were adapted to the rations and cages for two weeks as a preliminary period
(during which the exact feed intake was determined) followed by a collection period of one
week (during which the feed offered was restricted to only 95% of the exact feed intake
during the preliminary period to insure no refusals). During the collection week feces and
urine were daily collected quantitatively and were sampled for analysis. Chemical
composition of dry matter (DM), crude protein (CP), ether extract (EE), crude fiber (CF),
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nitrogen-free extract (NFE) and ash for both feed and fecal samples as well as total nitrogen
(N) in urine were conducted according to A.O.A.C. [20, p. 125-142].

Table 1. Chemical composition of the feed ingredients used in formulation of the basal ratio (% on DM

basis)
Item Barley ‘Wheat bran Rhodes hay Basal ratio*

Dry matter, DM 93.20 90.41 91.10 91.45
Organic matter, OM 96.94 93.89 85.51 90.50
Crude protein, CP 11.44 13.04 8.07 10.16
Ether extract, EE 2.21 3.00 1.23 1.91

N-free extract, NFE 78.76 65.90 4422 58.38
Crude fiber, CF 4.53 11.97 32.00 20.05

* Calculated based on composition of barley, wheat bran and rhodesgrass hay.

For the rumen fermentation study, animals were fistulated prior to the experiment.
Rumen liquor samples (100 ml) were collected by suction through the fistulae during the
last 3 days of the collection period before the morning meal (Oh) and 1, 3 and 6 h post-
feeding to determine the production of volatile fatty acids (VFA) and ammonia-N
concentration. Rumen digesta was strained through four layers of cheesecloth; pH was
immediately measured using a hand pH-meter with glass electrode followed by the
addition of 2 ml H,SO, (50%v/v) to retard ammonia loss. Samples were frozen for
subsequent analysis for ammonia-N according to Al-Rabbat er a/. [21], and total VFA as
described by Warner [22].

Experiment 2: Growth performance of lambs

Twenty-four growing Naemy lambs with an average body weight of 14 + 1.5 kg
were used in this experiment. Animals were divided into 3 comparable groups (8 lambs
each) and randomly allocated to the three diets (C, C4, and C8) as described in the 1%
trial. The experimental rations were formulated to meet the requirement of the animals
according to Church [18, p. 209-222]. However, to have more pronounced effect of YC
on microbial protein, dietary protein was minimized to the least requirements (10%). Dry
YC was mixed as mentioned in experiment 1.Lambs were group-fed twice daily at 8
am. and 3 p.m. In the morning meal, only half of the calculated requirement was offered
to the animals to insure the complete consumption of YC, while in the second meal
rations were left before the animals to eat ad lib. in order to measure feed intake.
Drinking water and mineral licks were available all the time. The amount of ration
offered was changed every two weeks according to body weight changes keeping YC
levels unchanged. The feeding trial lasted for 4 months during which live body weight
was recorded every 2 weeks while feed intake was recorded at weekly intervals by

subtracting the refusals (if any) from the amount offered. Average daily gain (ADG) and
feed efficiency were calculated.
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Statistical analysis
Data of the digestibility, N balance and rumen fermentation parameters were
analyzed by ANOVA for Latin square design according to Gill [23. pp.132-140] using
the model:
Yig =+ Pt Aj+ Ty e

where Yy is the dependent variable, 1t is the overall mean. P; is the effect ot i'" period.
A, is the effect of j" ram. T, is the effect of the k™ YC supplementation and ey is the
residual error assumed to be normally and independently distributed. Due to the repeated
measurements of the rumen samples within each treatment. the above mentioned model
was used as a split plot Latin square to analyze the data of rumen fermentation (VFA and
NH:-N).

Data of growth performance were analyzed by ANOVA for completely randomized
design according to Gill [24, pp. 287-303] using the model:

Y,j =ut T, + Cij

where Yj; is the dependent variable, p is the overall mean, T; is the effect of the _i”' YC
supplementation and e;; is the residual error assumed to be independently and randomly
distributed.

Duncan's test [25] was used to compare the treatment means.
Results

Results of experiment 1 (Table 2) revealed that the digestion coetticients of DM
(P<0.05) and CF (P<0.01) were improved with animals fed the YC at both levels used in
comparison with those fed YC-free diet, while difference regarding CP was only
significant between control and C8; differences between the two levels, however. were
not significant. The dietary treatment had no effect on the digestibility of EE and NFE.
The increase in digestibility lead to an increase in the feeding values (Table 2). Total
digestible nutrients (TDN) increased from 64.75% in the control group to 67.79 and 70%
in groups fed 4 and 8g YC/head/day, respectively. Corresponding values were found for
digestible crude protein (DCP) being 7.04, 7.35 and 7.66%. The improvement in TDN
and DCP were only significant (P<0.05) for C8 group in comparison to C group. The
calculated metabolizable energy (ME) being 2.34, 2.45 and 2.53 Mcal/kg DM,
respectively. Differences
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Table 2. Digestion coefficients and nutritive value of the experimental diets as affected by the addition
of yeast culture

@

Experimental ratios®

Item Control C4 C8
Digestion coefficients (%)
DM 65.31+0.85° 70.62 + 1.02° 73.72+ 1.07"
cp 69.34+0.87° 7238+ 0.96"" 7542+ 1.19°
FE 64.28 +1.28° 65.68 +0.97 0549 + 116"
NFJ 7547+£1.31° 77.23 + 1.63" 7950+ 1.47°
CF 5428+ 086" 6251 = 0.96" 6338 % 0.74°
Nutritive value

TDN.%' 64.75+1.42° 67.79 4 1.34 70.00 + 1.33"
DCP.%’ 7.04+0.09° 7.35+0.10° 7.66+0.12°

ME (Kcal/kg DM)? 2341 2451 2331

ah

Values having different superscript within each row are significantly different (P<0.03)

"B Values having different superscript within each row are significantly different (P<0.01)
“Control = basal diet: C4 = control + 4g YC/h/d: C8 = control + 82 YC/h/d

"IDN = total digestible nutrient.

“DCP = digestible crude protein.

 MIZ = metabolizable energy ( calculated assuming 1g TDN=3.6135 keal: Church [18. p.315]

Rumen ammonia-N concentration of sheep fed different levels of YC is illustrated
in Fig. |. Before feeding (at zero time) ammonia-N was almost equal in all treatments:
the maximum values were found at 1 h post-feeding being a little higher with the control
group. After the first hour, ammonia-N concentrations started to decline linearly to reach
the minimum at 6-h post-feeding. Differences between treatments within each sampling
time were not significant.

ac
ac4
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Ammonia N concentration (mg/100 ml)

Time after feeding (hr)

Fig. I. Ruminal ammonial N concentration as affected by dietary yeast culture,
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Concentrations of VFA as affected by the dietary YC are shown in Fig. 2. The
lowest total VFA values were reported before feeding for all dietary treatments. At 1h
after teeding, sheep of group C8 (with the higher level of YC) had the highest total VFA
concentration followed by those in group C4, whereas sheep of C group was the lowest
one. The same trend was observed at 3 and 6h after feeding; differences between
treatment  within all sampling times after feeding was only significant (P<0.05) for group
C8 in comparison to the control group. The total VFA concentration at 3h post-feeding
was the highest (P<0.05) of all sampling times. The increase in total VFA concentrations
post-feeding lead to decreases in the pH values of rumen liquor, especially at 3h (Fig. 3).
However, no significant differences in the pH values were found between treatment
groups.
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Fig. 2. Rumina totall VFA production as affected by dietary yeast culture.
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Fig. 3. Ruminal pH values as affected by dietary yeast culture.
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Results of the nitrogen balance are presented in Table 3. Sheep fed YC had more,
but not significant, nitrogen intake (NI). That was due to the more feed consumed in
these groups. Fecal N significantly (p<0.05) decreased with YC-fed animals due to
more digested N (DN). Urinary N was increased with YC groups. Nitrogen balance
(NB) was higher (P<0.05) with sheep fed YC supplemented diet at the C8 level
compared to that fed YC-free diet. Group C4 had an intermediate nitrogen balance
value and did not differ significantly than the other two groups. Nitrogen balance as a
percentage of NI was better with C8 group (24.23%) followed by C4 (22.76%) and
the least was the control group (21.53%); differences were significant (P<0.05).
However, when NB was calculated as percentage of DN, differences between dietary
treatments were diminished.

Table 3. Nitrogen balance (g/head/day) of sheep as affected by dietary yeast culture

Experimental rations™

Item Control C4 s
N intake (NI) 18.86 +1.23° 19.38 + 1.54° 20.06 = 1,97
Fecal N (FN) 578 £0.14° 5.34+0.08% 493 +0.10°
Digested N (DN) 13.08+0.16° 14.03 £0.16" 15.14 + 0.25¢
Urinary N (UN) 9.02+0.10° 9.62+0.08" 10.27 + 0.14¢
N balance (NB) 4.06+0.04° 4.41+0.06" 4.86+0.08"
NB/NI. % 21.53+£0.25° 2276+ 0.26" 2423 +0.33¢
NB/DN, % 31.04+033° 3143£030° 32,10+ 0.36"

¢ Values having different superscript within each row are significantly different (P<0.05)
“Control = basal diet; C4 = control + 4g YC/h/d; C8 = control + 8g YC/h/d

The effect of dietary YC on lamb productive performance is presented in Table 4.
Lambs had an average initial body weight of 14.5 kg + 1.4. The final body weights
were 29.8, 31.6 and 34.7 kg for C, C4 and C8 groups, respectively. Average daily
eain was 126.7, 144.2 and 165 g/d for the same respective groups. Dietary YC
improved the growth rate by 13.8 and 30.2% at the levels of 4 and 8 g/h/d,
respectively over the control diet; differences however, failed to be significant. Lambs
fed the treated groups consumed more feed as DM, TDN, ME, CP and DCP. Due to
the group feeding system used in the present study, data of feed intake and feed
efficiency were not statistically analyzed. Lambs fed the YC treated diets utilized
their feed more efficiently (Table 4).
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Table 4. Performance of growing Naemy lambs as affected by dietary addition of yeast culture

K

Experimental ratios

Item Control C4 (&

No. of Lambs 8 8 8
Ave. initial weight

(kg) 146+1.5 143+1.2 149+ 1.4
Ave. final weight (kg) 208+23 31.6£27 347423
Growth period (day) 120 120 120
Ave. total gam (kg) 152=12 17313 19.8=1.3
Ave. daily gain (2) 126.7 +£19.6 1442 +21.3 165.0=13.3
Improvement. % - 13.8 30.2

Feed intake/lamb/day

DM (2) 849 890 015
TDN (2) 550 603 040
M (Keal) 1989 2180 2314
CP () 86.3 90.4 92.9
DCP (2) 59.8 654 7001

Efficiency of feed utilization

Kg DM/ke gain 6.70 6.17 5.55
Ke TDN/kg gain 4.34 4.18 3.88
PER* 1.47 1.60 178

#PIR= protein efficiency ratio = g body weight gain/g protein consumed
“Control = basal diet: C4 = control + 4g YC/h/d; C8 = control + 8g YC/h/d

Discussion

Yeast culture has been observed to improve the digestibility of most nutrients [26 -
32): that was the case in the present study (Table 2). Robinson [26] reported that
supplementation of YC in the diet increased net digestion in the forestomach. particularly
of fiber leading to increase energy output. Earlier work [33] found that yeast increased
the initial rate of forage digestion in the rumen. The increase in digestibility. especially
for CF. may have been due to an increase in the population [ 11, 30] and/or activity [28,
34] of rumen cellulolytic bacteria. Proteolytic bacteria counts were also stimulated by
yeast culture [35].

To clarify the mode of action of YC in the present study, ruminal microbial activity
was evaluated as pH and concentrations of ammonia-N and total VFFA. The concentration
of total VFA was higher (P<0.05) at all sampling times with the group fed 8¢ YC in
comparison to the control group. Sheep fed 4g YC had an intermediate value and did not
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differ significantly than the other tow groups. The control group (YC-free group) was the
lowest. Total VFA was increased in all groups with the advance in time reaching the
maximum activity at 3h after feeding then declined (Fig. 2). This may have been due to
the increase in the bacterial counts and activity [11, 28, 30, 34, 35] and the stability of
the ruminal environment [36, p 1-47]. Similar trend was reported [37]. Addition of YC to
the ration had no significant effect on ammonia-N concentration or pH of the rumen fluid
within all sampling times (Fig. 1&3). Others [27, 35] have reported similar results. The
differences between our results and other published data [17, 27, 35] may be attributed to
differences in the quantities used and/or different strains of YC. Newbold er al. [38]
reported that some strains of yeast are effective whereas others are not. The ability of
different yeast preparations to stimulate the viable count of bacteria in the sheep rumen
appears to correspond with their ability to remove O, from rumen fluid [11]. The amount
of O, entering the rumen of sheep daily was calculated to be in the range of 11.5 38
liters through saliva, food and diffusion of the blood of the host animal [11, 39]. Oxygen
is known to be toxic to anaerobic bacteria and it inhibits the growth of rumen bacteria in
pure culture studies [40. 41] and the adhesion of cellulolytic rumen bacteria to cellulose
[42]. The presence of a respiring yeast, therefore, would be predicted to be beneficial to
the rumen microorganisms.

Nitrogen balance and metabolism was found to be improved due to the inclusion of
YC in the diet of sheep in the present study (Table 3). This may have been due to the
increase in N digestibility (Table 2) as well as to a better utilization of the dietary N.
Proteolytic bacteria count was increased [35] and the flow of non-microbial non-
ammonia N tended to be higher for cows fed YC [27].

Regarding the effect of YC on lamb performance it was found that YC non-
significantly improved ADG. Results of growth pattern agreed with those of N balance.
TheYC was found in other studies to improve milk yield in dairy cows' [27]. Others
reported no effect with dairy cows' [26] or dairy ewes and goats [17]. Feeding YC
increase the mean group feed intake; differences, however, were not tested statistically
due to the group feeding system applied in the present study. Others [32, 34] reported
similar results, while [17] reported no effect of YC on DM intake. Therefore. it could be
recommended that YC be used in feeding the growing lambs at the studied levels in order
to have better growth performance. However, more studies with higher YC levels as well
as with different animal breeds are still necessary for greater clarification.

Acknowledgement. The authors are grateful to the Center for Agriculture and Veterinary
Research. College of Agriculture and Veterinary Medicine. King Saud University. Al-
Qaseem Branch, for funding this study. Thanks are also due to Prof. H. A. Youssef for
ruminal fistulation and to Mr. 1. O. Suleiman for the skilled technical assistance in the
execution of the experiment in the farm.



18]
(91

[10]

[

[12]

B.M. Ahmed and M.S. Salah

References

Nunes. C.S. “Microbial Probiotics and Their Utilization in Husbandry.” Rev. Portuguesa de Cie. et..
89. No. 512 (1994). 166-174.

Higginbotham. G.E. and Bath, D.L. “Evaluation of Lactobacillus Fermentation Cultures in Calf
Feeding Systems.” J. of Dairy Sci., 76 (1993), 515-620.

Brydt, E., Bata, A, Lasztity, P., Vajdovich, K. and Nagy, G. “Eftect of Viable Saccharomyces
cervisiae on the Ruminal Fermentation, Acid-base Metabolism and Milk Production of Dairy Cows.”
Magyar Allatorvosok Lapja., 50 (1995), 543-548.

Sumeghy, L. “Production-oriented Veterinary Management and Its Results on the Holstein-Friesian
Dairy Farm of Mczohegyes Stud-estate Co.” Magyar Allatorvosok Lapja.. 50 (1995). 529-332.
Strzetelski. J. “Modern Principles and Methods of Fattened Cattle Nutrition.” /nst. Zootech. Inf., 34.
(1996), 45-65.

Sandine, W.E. “Roles of Lactobacillus in the Intestinal Tract.” J. of Food Protec., 42 (1979). 239-265.
Saucier, L., Cheour, J.M., Letarte, F.R. and Goult, J. “Effect of Feeding Lactic Acid Bacteria and
Fermented Milk on Specific and Nonspecific Immune Response ot Mice Infected with Klebsiella
prewmoniae AD-17 J. of Food Protec.m 55 (1992), 595-602.

Wallace, R. J. and Newbold, C.1. Probiotics for Ruminants. In: Probiotics: The Scientific Basis. R.
Fuller, (Ed.). London: Chapman and Hall, 1992.

Nisbet. D.J. and Martin, S.A. = Effect of Dicarboxylic Acids and Aspergillus orvzae IFermentation
Extract on Lactate Uptake by the Ruminal Bacterium Selenomonas ruminantium.” Appl. Environ.
Microbiol., 56 (1990), 3515-3518.

Nisbet. D.J. and Martin, S.A. “The Effect of Saccharomyces cerevisiae Culture on Lactate Utilization
by the Ruminal Bacterium Selenomonas ruminantium.” J. of Anim. Sci., 69 (1991), 4628-4633.
Newbold, C.J., Wallace, R.J. and Mclntosh, F.M. “Mode of Action of the Yeast Saccharomyces
cerevisiae as Feed Additive for Ruminants.” Br. J. of Nut., 76 (1996), 249-261.

Rose. A.H. “Yeast Culture, a Micro-organism for All Species: A Theoretical Look atIts Mode of
Action.” In Biotech. in feed Indust. Lyons, T.P. (Ed.). Nicholasville, Kentucky: Alltech Technical
Publications, (1987), 113-118.

[13] Chaucheyras, F., Fonty, G., Bertin, G. and Gouet, P. “Effects of Live Saaccharomyces cerevisiae Cells on

[14]

[15]

[16]
[171
[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]

[22]

Zoospore  Germination, Growth, and Cellulolytic Activity of the Rumen Aaerobic Fungus.
Neocallimastix frontalis MCH3.” Current Microbiol., 31 (1995). 201-205.

Holtershinken, M., Kress, V., Rathjens, U., Rehage, J. and Scholz. H. “Effect ot Orally Administered
Substances on Ruminal Fermentation Patterns in Cattle (in vitro). Deutsche Tierazt. 1Wochen.. 104, No.
8 (1997), 317-320 (Abstract).

Roa. M.L., Barcenagama, J.R., Gonzalez, S., Mendoza, G., Ortega, M.E. and Garcia. C. “Effect of Fiber
Source and a Yeast Culture (Saccharomyces cerevisiae (1026) on Digestion and the Environment in the
Rumen of Cattle.” Anim. Feed Sci. Tech., 64, No. 2-4, (1997), 327-336.

Chiquette. J. “Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Aspergillus oryzae, Used Alone or in Combination, as a
Feed Supplement for Beef and Dairy Cattle.” Can. J. Anim. Sci,, 75, No. 3. (1995), 405-415.
tadjipanayiotou, M., Antoniou, 1. and Photiou, A. “Effects of the Inclusion of Yeast Culture on the
Performance of Dairy Ewes and Goats and the Degradation of Feedstutfs.” Livestock Prod. Sci... 48
(1997), 129-134.

Church, D.C. Livestock Feeds and Feeding. Corvallis, Oregon: O&B Books. 1977.

Maynard, L.A.. Loosli, 1.K., Hintz, H.S. and Warner, R.G. Animal Nutrition. McGraw-Hill Book Co.
Inc. NY, 1979.

A.O.A.C. “Official Methods of Analysis.” Association of Official Agricultural Chemists. Washington
DC. 1980.

Al-Rabbat, M.F., Baldwin, R.L and Weir, W. C. “Inn vitro Nitrogen-tracer Technique for Some Kinetic
Measures of Ruminal Ammonia.” J. of Dairy Sci... 54 (1971), 150-161.

Warner, A. C. I. “Production of Volatile Fatty Acids in the Rumen Methods of Measurements.” Nut.
Abst. and Rev., 34 (1964), 339-342.



[38]

[39]
[40]

[41]

[42]

Effect of Yeast Culture as an Additive to Sheep Feed ... 11

Gill. J.L. Design and Analysis of Experiments in the Animal and Medical Sciences. Ames. lowa. USA:

The lowa State Univ. Press.. 1.2 (1978), 287-303.

Gill, J.L. Design and Analysis of Experiments in the Animal and Medical Sciences. Ames. lowa, USA:

The lowa State Univ. Press, 1 (1978), 322-330

Duncan, D. B. “Multiple Range Test and Multiple F Test”. Biometrics, 11 (1955) 1-42.

Robinson, P. H. “Effect of Yeast Culture (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) on Adaptation of Cows to Diets

Postpartum.” J. of Dairy Sci.,. 80 (1997), 1119-1125.

Putnam. D. E.. Schwab, C. G., Socha, M. T., Whitehouse, N. L., Kierstead, N. A. and Garthwaite, B. D.

“Effect of Yeast Culture in the Diets of Early Lactation Dairy Cows on Ruminal Fermentation and

Passage of Ritrogen Fractions and Amino Acids to the Small Intestine.™ J. of Dairy Sci., 80 (1997),

374-384.

Dawson, K. A. “Current and Future Role otYeast Culture in Animal Production: a Review of Research

over the last Seven Years.” Biotech. in Feed Indust.. T. P. Lyons, Ed. Alltech Tech. Publ. Nicholasville,

KY.. (1993), 269-280.

Harris, B. Jr., Dorminey, D.E., Smith, W.A., Van Horn, H.H. and Wilcox. C.J. “Effect of Feather Meal

at two Protein Concentrations and Yeast Culture on Production Parameters in Lactating Dairy Cows.” J.

of Dairy Sci., 75 (1992), 3525-3530.

Wiedmeier, R.D., Arambel, M.J. and Walters, J.L. “Effect of Yeast Culture and Aspergillus oryzae

FFermentation Extract on Ruminal Characteristics and Digestibility.” J. of Dairy Sci., 70 (1987). 2063-2072.

Williams. P.E., Tait, C.A.G., Innes, G.M. and Newbold, C.J. “Effects of the Inclusion ot Yeast Culture

(Succharomyces cerevisiae Plus Growth Medium) in the Diet of Dairy Cows on Milk Yield and Forage

Degradation and Fermentation Patterns in the Rumen of Steers.” J. of Anim. Sci., 69 (1991). 3016-3022.

Wohlt. J.E., Finkelstein, A.D. and Chung, C.H. “Yeast Culture to Improve Intake, Nutrient Digestibility

and Performance by Dairy Cattle during Early Lactation.” J. of Dairy Sci.. 74 (1991). 1395-1402.

Chademana, I. and Offer, N.W. “The Effect of Dietary Inclusion of Yeast Culturc on Digestion in the

Sheep.™ Anim. Prod., 50 (1990), 483-489.

Erasmus, L.J., Botha, P.M. and Kistner, A. “Etfect of Yeast Culture Supplement in Production, Rumen

Fermentation and Duodenal Ritrogen Flow in Dairy Cows.” J. of Dairy Sci... 75 (1992), 3056-3061.
Yoon. LK. and Stern, M.D. “Effects of Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Aspergillus oryzae Cultures on

Ruminal Fermentation in Dairy Cows.” J. of Dairy Sci.,. 79 (1996), 411-417.

Lyons. T.P. “Biotechnology in the Feed Industry 1994 and Beyond: A Panorama of Techniques.

Processes and Products to Address Animal Production Problems Today and Tomorrow™. In: Biotech. in

Feed Indust.. Proc. of Alltech’s Tenth Annual Symp. Nottingham, England: Nottingham University

Press. 1994

Taie. H.T., Abdel-Rahman. M.M., Ahmed, B.M. and Awara, Shereen. H. “Effect of Dietary Energy on

Digestibility. Rumen Fermentation, Digestion Kinetics. Performance and Carcass Traits of Sheep.”

Proc.of Internat. Conf. in Anim. Prod. and Health in Semi-Arid Areas. Al-Arish. Egypt. 1-3 Sept.

(1998) 351-365.

Newbold. C.J., Wallace. R.J., Chen, X.B. and MclIntosh, F.M. “Ditterent Strains of Suaccharomyces

cerevisiae Differ in their Effects on Ruminal Bacterial Numbers in vitro and in Sheep.” /. of Anim.

Sei.. 73 (1995), 1811-1818.

Czerkawski, J. W. “Methane Production in Ruminants and its Significance.” IV'orld Rev.of Nut. and

diet., 11 (1969), 240-282.

Loesche, W.J. “Oxygen Sensitivity of Various Anaerobic Bacteria.” Appl. Aicobiol.. 18 (1969).

723-727.

Marounek, M. and Wallace, R. J. “Influence of Culture Eh on the Growth and Metabolism of the

Rumen Bacteria Selenomonas ruminantium, Bacteroides amylophilus. Bacieroides succinogenes and

Streptococcus bovis in Batch Culture. J. of General Microbiol.. 130 (1984). 223-229.

Roger. V.. Fonty, G., Komisarczuk-Bony, S. and Gouet, P. “Effects of Physicochemical Factors on the

Adhesion to Cellulose Avicel of the Rumen Bacteria Ruminicoccus flavefaciens and [Fibrobacter

succinogenes subsp. Succinogenes.” Appl. Environ. Microbiol.. 56 (1990). 3081-3087.



12 B.M. Ahmed and M.S. Salah

OV FYIy ) 3eliS5 r¥) sISY) & i) BNl L] 8 o) Bl s
F AN D ey g

e A s 390 5 UB et OIS
Sl i o bl CLally de), N A e i e L)
3 g G Gl o5 ol Iy ael, I 2L Ol g /@/—J‘;L{/‘M

Do pradl oy M ASLadl =) EAY .o =il ezl 2

(= evy [ava el By osvexs 1y 2 el

Lol 34 @l Ol 15 pedh e a2 Ol yrs BLo) 5 Al ) Ol 8 ol ol asils
eSS W by oo 5 2 015y 3, SU Ol e e s el o¥las o3 S5V
o 058 Al dade e ool Gooles 3o blpdt cpde L Y XY U el (B de g
Al el e e Ay 8 i 158 5 e L) Bliae s s Il Riion ey o5 Dl paddl
§ el 5l g y2 5 28 AU ey B 5248 (g Bke J 5T ¢ i e e E 58 IS 0SS ey
30l e 5 VBN ALY IS 3 SO ol ol e Ll ¢ LeS s op ) olie e b ¢
el el 2, SO o eyl Al STy el T, Y)Y i 035,80 JSYI 13 g ol
O Wi oand @S VE 05 da gt Laal e (e s Bl odis alisenad ¢ i 231
el B detden iy ol SN s (e Ole gegt e (O Sl g IS0 cole seg
NSEUER S Y NN RUTPS{PIR EV JCAURCSSUNY: S URW e gl S Ut O 5l s I

S 3 LSl gl Y e

L goe et (L;.( JL;J‘YU (ﬂ}-‘ BTN PR tIERFRINY (q..,a.‘..] | oMalae ¢M§ Jl ‘:uL:,Jl Q)L':i
PSS SPENE S PRV e L3l Lea) ‘ﬁ\.&]ﬂ Jl Lg;i Le Lo el 3D Jl s ERRH WP

O3 i et e pdadl ool ALl 88U (5 g2 5l o gaga (S s ¢ AS K piage



Effect of Yeast Culture as an Additive to Sheep Feed ... 13

LA Sl bl ¢l e Jos at s Ul sl oYl sl il 2SIl s s
e BB iy el e el B g JE el OleS sl peidl oV ulae i LS ST Bl
Sham I ol 3 &yl gy J1 35 @) Sliaeillada (S35 03 et L] Slall Gl




	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



