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TG R FH AN P REALIX A . g e B
R E[(50.81 = 1.53) ke]. Bk (530G ) . W&
[(2.15+ 0.05) kg - d']. WL HHA[(125 + 2.51) dfH ik
B — SRR S L RS0 H, BEDL IS4, AR
105, BHERNNELE . KA 25051
0 (XHHR) | 9%, 18%. 27%FN36% Tyt ik 1 1]
Mo 70 d, RKEE A0 d, 1EEH60 d.
1.3 REIAIR

AR I FH S S R B PG A8 JRSH TR SR
Pefit, S A TLAE FR AR AN E IR B0 Hh R B 4
REBESYIE T SRR A e i s e o 2400,

SERSE A R AR 2GR R S . SR (Hg)

0.15mg - kg, 4% (Cd) 002 mg- kg, 3 (F)

021 mg - kg, £% (Hs) 0.17 mg - kg”'. #f (Ph)

0.60 mg - kg™, FIEXTALE0.068 mg + ke . XTHRAFO
mg * kg, BT IRE R DA AR MR S TEAR
HE, SEREESRRE R TR (DM)

92.35% . MLE M (CP) 6.62%. HLEW (EE)

5.53%. HL£F4E (CF) 14.48%. 55 ( Ca) 0.07%.

W (P) 0.07%. HHEPRKEYE (NDF) 39.03% . &
PEVE SR 4E ( ADF) 20.78%. 156 FE Al iR M 2 %
NRC (2007 ) "Ll = 4RI S5 Am AR 41 5 7% LU = 34
FLIASC PR VA THCH] . AR 25 LR R KT 2
AR — SR SR, Al R R 4 B N 9% . 18%

27%MI36% M E R, [RIB IR 4& Tk . BRI RORL A
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1 KBAREREARN S REFNREE

Table 1 Raw material composition and nutrient content of the experiment diet

TiE FRERMAKTE Apple pomace level
Items 0 9% 18% 27% 36%
J5Bl Raw material

+% Corn (%) 28.60 25.70 23.50 21.40 19.30
K1 Soybean meal (% ) 14 13.50 13.30 12.70 12.40
##%k Wheat bran (%) 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
E 75 T25 Dry alfalfa hay (%) 48.40 42.80 36.20 29.90 23.30
£1#5 Limestone ( % ) 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35
Wiz 20455 CaHPO, (% ) 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15
£Eh NaCl (%) 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50
TR premix (% ) 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
41 Total 100 100 100 100 100

" FEIKSE Nutrient levels’
IH1LEE Digestible energy (DE, J + kg') 10.52 10.95 11.15 11.24 11.30
HLEE T Crude protein (% ) 13.50 13.45 13.47 13.46 13.48
MR A AT 4 41.26

41.28 4131 41.38 41.37
Neutral detergent fiber (%)
PR MR 29.49
29.50 29.46 29.37 29.58

Acid detergent fiber (% )
£E Caleium ( % ) 0.42 0.39 0.45 0.47 0.41
# Phosphorus (% ) 0.38 0.35 0.34 0.36 0.35

FRRA A T %4 FPer kilogram the premix content: VA 117000 IU, VE 150 mg, Co 11 mg, Fe 550 mg,Cu

250 mg, Zn 650 mg, Mn 750 mg, Se 10 mg , I 35 mg.

HACARE R T FAE, A2 LR E/E, DE was a calculated value,while the others were measured values.
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IR F P g A AE R, XA
HPEATUR R AR o 0 HORBCAAS fA] 77

IS A 45 H 07:00. 12:00L4 % 16:00% B TR 4 H
# ( Total mixed rations ) & AT MM, HHX
K, B H R A IS BRI O, T SR e
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1.5.2 FnF AR 54 R0 E R N A KD sk
PR, O AR HERLI R, RIAR L
=SEBRPE R x (0.4+15 x SEPRFLIER ) o I 4E
WGt oI FLARDL

TR0 IE R0 N A R A LR R 2E R, R
FEPRR AL 2 2 U LB =2 54 5 43 591 210 mL,
P TR 2 B R B A i 78 TR A T I A 217 E %
FRER BT R, Sr B RE AR U 4 & R AR ) Bk i
A PRI E o e LR . FLER TR L
W%,
1.5.3 Fep ALK Ao 2 eI i 5558 |
59F60K, HLLUAE3AZEE, B RILAE3 R, HiK
W 4E 3 FE 150g, I i MR 100gff 2% B A
10mL10% M # ER B T A, —20°CHR A, HIRA
W IKA11: (Acidinsoluble ash)™ i & 3% Hg 24 I 5
IR %

154 f & A g Aqrnl 2 WL HAT, RE10
mLZ S S KO, LR I R e [
5000 r + min" 50010 min, W ML T -20°CLRAF,
i FHUV=-2102pCSAYZL AN AT W3 60T (i
T TR A BRA W) M B E . IREA . #H4
Wi AH Y = BR A5 M A A AE bR . SR AR G
FE ML AEAFE bR, RS B At rh A A Rt
PR
1.5.5 8 B i pHAL M 2 7E I IE iR 28 LR ES
60K =, I B W R LRI HE R (=
1) 96 WA Tp HAE I A o I (S Ry b VR A
AAFA PR F)AE = (1 pHS-3 R pHAE T
1.6 #HELE

S H1SPSS 15.04¢ it 8 4 it 47 43 M, R
Duncanik 17 2 Fb i, 5B LD “FEIE + brifE
27 WAFR, RAMG LT BEERLE, L
P<0.05 K225 53, P<0.01h 2% Fh i 2 HIMhRE

2 BERE5SH
2.1 TREERE K TR LT BB

R2 FEFEFREKFEN KRG EHFLERERS N
Table 2 Effects of different apple pomace levels on lactation performance of Guanzhong dairy goats

I FRERMAKTE Apple pomace level
ltems 0 9% 18% 27% 36%
TY R
Dry matter intake 227+0.61 231081 2344081 2384081 235081
(DMI, kg « d™)
PN Milk yiel 159+0.10Aa  1.61 +0.10Aa  2.22+0.61Bb  2.16+0.15Bb  1.63 +0.13Aa
dMY, kg - d7)
AKEE S R
4%Fat corrected milk 158 +0.10Aa  1.59+0.10Aa  2.17+055Bb  2.09+0.15Bb  1.57 +0.12Aa
(FCM, kg + d7)

E: AAAHMRFEILFTHEEATEFARLE (P>0.05) FEADEFHELATEFLH (P<0.05) , FRXEF
FEHETEFMEF (P<0.01) ., TH£FE ., Note:ln the same row,values with the same or no superscripts mean
no significant difference(P>0.05),while values with the different small letter superscripts mean significant
difference(P<0.05),and with the different capital letter superscripts mean extremely significant difference(P<0.01).The

same below.

20T 40, BEFSEREACERII, il 9%, 36%2H 4 B B 37.34%. 36.48%. 38.22%
F R 4% IEF T RIERE R FTHE (P<001) , 18%. 27%4LH7= it . 4% IEFL ™5
RS, RO 18%4 W 4% EFL  MHEZESFARE (P>0.05) , RSN TR E
PR, WO, 9%, 36%4 5 HE39.62% . EREAER S, ZRAEE (P>0.05) .

37.89%. 3620% ( P<0.01) , 4% EF =0, 2.2 AEERB/KETEBTLFEDSREEN
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Table 3 Effects of different apple pomace levels on milk quality of Guanzhong dairy goats (%)

=] ERBHFMAF Apple pomace level
ltams 0 9% 18% 27% 36%
FLIE® Milk fat percentage 399+0.35 395+023 386+0.54 3.78+0.62 3.75+0.33
FLAE 1% Milk protein percentage 2.78+0.09 282+0.12 293+0.12 2.89+0.15 2.81+0.09
FLBIK Lactose percentage 4.42 +0.09 452+0.04 4.67+0.13 450+020 4.48+0.18

F5.40%. 3.90%. 1.38%. 4.27%, LW HAD
4 5.66% . 3.32% . 3.78% . 4.24%.
2.3 AEFERBAKEXTXHPLEFSRTWELE

skl

HIZ3AT A, BEE A AR, S
RSN E i (- eSS SR IER- 210k %I
ZEFARE (P>0.05) 5 MFLEAE, FRREL
HEEHE LT PEBE, HESARE

(P>0.05) , HH18%2H iy FL & 11K b HoAth 2H 43531l
R4 ARFERBKEINXBPILEFSRMEL R0

Table 4 Effects of different apple pomace levels on apparent digestibility of nutyients in Guanzhong dairy goats

ERBEFRMAE Apple pomace level

i H
ltems 0 9% 18% 27% 36%
T8 Dry matter 62.35+0.21 62.76 £ 0.22 63.08 £0.19 63.36 +£0.23 63.07 £0.19
& . 54.41 £0.42a 56.26 £ 0.54a 59.66 + 0.56b 59.45+0.43b  58.31+0.39ab
Crude protein
2R VR ST U
PSR AR 54.09 £ 4.55a 57.53 £2.12b 57.66 +2.10b 54.87 £3.16a 53.98 £4.26a
Neutral detergent fiber
A2 A ST U
Ejﬂﬁ{ﬁ%fhﬁ 51.75 £ 1.51 5227+1.52 52.47+1.48 51.63 £ 1.53 51.98 £ 1.49
Acid detergent fiber
5 Calcium 53.65+1.71 53.75+1.36 55.78 £ 1.23 5537+ 1.24 54.16 £ 1.35
% Phosphorus 43.58 £2.42 44.63 £2.32 4552 £ 1.39 43.85+£2.31 4351 +£1.98
I 0%. 279%F0 36%41 7 % # 6.60%. 5.08 %.

F AR H, Bl SRR K A3, e s
PR BRVEVEIRETYE . 45 . M Ib R
ZRARE (P>0.05) ; 18%A KL E WAL
K0, 9%H 5 B 7 9.65% . 6.06% ( P<0.05) ,
18% . 27%FM36%41 ML TR MIHL R E R AR

# (P>0.05) ; 18%ZH Ay Hh Uk ik 2T 4E R WL fL %
R5 ARFERBEKEXXARYILFEMFEENIBRAZIT
Table 5 Effects of different apple pomace levels on serum biochemical indices of Guanzhong dairy goats

FRERMKTE Apple pomace level

6.82% (P<0.05) , 18%ZH F19%4H (1 H 14 e 4 2T 4

TR ER AR E (P>0.05) .
2.4 ANEFEREKEX X FYLFEMDTEENISIRR

A1)

e
ltems 0 9% 18% 27% 36%
o i
A Total protein 6241550 6343+6.11 6521+525 6421435 63.19+5.14
(TP,g - L)
Y Glucose
3024034 3144045 3212043 3174051  3.19+0.4
(GLU, mmol - L) * * * * 9049
S TG T :
LRUES Triglyceride 030+0.03 031004  033+0.03 032+0.02  031+034
(TG, mmol « L7)
it .
JREA Urea nitrogen 466+0.64  474+053  4.84+0.03 475+034  4.70+0.49

(UN, mmol + L)
BEE SR AR, RS SE  ABE (P>0.05) (K5) .
FL M0 . s il = ERA R IERREAE 2.5 REERBKEX XYL FEREBpHAI M

BfE BB ETVE RS, HRmEUNERY
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Table 6 Effects of different apple pomace levels on the rumen pH of Guanzhong dairy goats

K HEE FERBERMKE apple pomace level
Sampling date 0 9% 18% 27% 36%
. *V<T\ 5 i vard 1
ﬁt_glmﬁtﬂﬁgﬁ' x 6.69 +0.02 6.70 + 0.01 6.68 +0.02 6.71 £0.03 6.72 +0.02
experiment lasted the 1 day
I IE A 60 K 6.71 = 6.60 = 6.48 + 635+ 6.25 +
experiment lasted the 60th day 0.02Aa 0.01bc 0.02bc 0.03Bc 0.02Bc

HR6AIAL, I EEISE LR, &4 HEE
WpHIEAR L 2 A B3 (P>0.05) o UG IE U
H60K, Bl SRR, S il
S W pHE 7E B0 B R A, 9%l A
18% ) 988 1 W pHAE LX) BE 4 53 K 1.64% . 3.43%
(P<0.01) , 27%FN36%4 ()9 B W pH{E H X B
4y HIM5.36% . 6.86% (P<0.01)

3 itig
3.1 AEFERBKFXPPLFEBILIEERF

WFLPERE R LA E BRI (ZureR)
Z—, TR A BRI R R AT AL
WRE SR P I A E R R . AU S
AR R E T RE R R e P L
Wit o AL AE " AR i B A 20908 R BE 3
PURE=REWI LIS i . RPIE R, AR
HRS 2093 5 1 B 2 75 it = 1 7L P 08 er BT A 2 11
FEWL R, TS N 35% 00 S L i RE A 0
Edwards %" DA Ry T R s s R re gt s i 3 LS 1
WA= . ARIRZE R BN, TR SR K
- A 189 F127 9o} T i 25 4 18 5 R % L = 1) 7= 7 o
49K EFL 7 5, TSE R K- 9% 13695 Xt
PRI EN (P>0.05) , W] H B A OE R RS
FB KA R TR IS R g 1L =E 7 Wi, AR
FRARTAFR AT, $EmAsrals, X5 Lk s
FEAR—B, rHT I R AT BB TR AR 5 IR KT R R 3R
B —FEOLT, SEREIKT R 18% 0 M & 11
FTH IR EAE, IR T =0,

3.2 AEFERBAKEIXHILFEARRMZM

FLIRZ . FLER R DL R UM S L o )
BARAR, LR 1L S R A 4 P AL A5 1 H
o BB B, S L AR AR R s i S
SEX T, BRI . BES . AERRRE . K4y
RS TC R EF W AR RS R B SR T

BRI R E R E R PG R 2 RE W 1L 1
MIFLE . FUAR . FUBPRZLIETE 92 00 W25 5 ;
PRI LA, fop WA R TR R 10%
20%. 30%LA e 35% M- R xR FLIE % . AL
F1R DL R FUBE R AT B 50 5 Bae 5" R 1R
R TR T 399% 1t 8 S SR ot ey 30T 4H 43 2 B LS SR
BEW , ARG, B R AT, e
PILFEFUE R R TR, FLEARMILER 2.
IR FREE, AR AFIER . JLEAR,
FIMERZ AR, AR ORI KX e
WHILAEZLA IR, 3 AT BE -5 A4 IR 1) B R P o
K SR B IEAR — 30 54
3.3 NEIEREKEXMEFMULFEFSRIELE

Al

TR SRR PSR LA R HE I A R B
I R R R R A I OR R P R R AT 2
(NDF) FHRRVEVRIREF4E (ADF ) MRV
BT 2 58 3 W R 47 2 2R A L A
3525 DR TR KO A — B, LR LA e
BEFYE MR B 2 25 5, Hop IRl
F18%A AR R WTH A &, A B R AT g
SRS A A T R AR B 1R N AR
VEff, MG AENER, B T EARFIHE,
TR S T O WILE R, X SRR RN
S I B 4 B T DU IR A R 25U v
SEBVAN 7N TRy AN, 7Pk AR DL AN G ETES
— 3 SR KN 18%2H B P PV A T S LY
feRdm i, bR R ] BRI R s A AR T
PRV TR R, fiE TORLER e i
AL, XA RS SRR S R KO
F 189, HH R 11 R v 1 Ok VA £ 4 2 UL T A 3 1%
(U NS e N P O SR ) O B ) | I 2 38
T EEETEIHALIE N RIS R R], AR IRAANRE TS
WAL
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ERIN, DA P S SR X ey BT A A 1 0 T
PR RN A3 HIh R G B R AT R ST R
B, AR R B N 10% . 20% . 30%LA K 35%11)
TSR X A A M R T, I AR
I HH =88 AR 5 PR R A I 50 . A
g BR[O (T i N1 N 1 AN 1| R MR
SRR E IR B AR EAR, 5 R RE—
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H B AR SR A G, e 45 41 57K
SEIEAAHIE] DA ol 03 AR AR AR R AR KT
HARX A RE

L3 PR 3R AR S WA o 2 1 o A O A 4
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PTG CHE B T HRSE, DI REAIR T & R R ™
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IR, ULBHIERL I REER 5 G P L L SRR R T AR
JR AR .

3.5 ANJRISE S i KT X O R g L 208 W pH I
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(P>0.05) 5 {HIR5S iU 55 60K & A 57 Rk i 45
202 U B R pHAE A0 HR 2 5 5 P AIK (P<0.05)
H 9%, 18%2H i Jg B pHE 7E BRAE IR FE 2 1N,
27%A IR pHAE A T HIAR R B . DR SR 5
I T S P Il AR B Wp AL, ANTITSE M 196 5 Ak

AR RLET 4E R i A

4 L5 TR PO [R)SESR A AT Al AR i e )
R W | 4% E L™ B A I LV REFE Ar
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