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SUT %g%sagrki ewes were randomly distributed into three equal groups to investigate the impact of feeding a
mixture of salt tolerant plants (MSTP) with addition the protected fat (PF) or yeast (Y) on productive performance
of Barki ewes. Ewes were fed one of the following experimental rations: Groupl: Berseem hay (BH) + (CFM)
without any feed additives as a control, Group 2 and 3: A mixture of salt tolerant plants (MSTP) composed of
50% Atriplex nummularia and 50 % Pearl millet (Pennisetum glaucum) + CFM with 30 gm protected fat or five
gm yeast/h/d, respectively. The results in the palatability trial showed that rations contained MSHP recorded
lower feed intake values than the control group (BH). Values of dry matter intakes indicated insignificant
differences among groups. Water metabolism criteria demonstrate that, the tested feed additives (PF or Y) had
no effect on daily water utilization. Ruminal pH and some blood measurements were within physiological and
healthy ranges. Body weight of ewes in the present study were in the normal range of Barki ewes under similar
conditions. Results of milk yield showed insignificant differences among groups. Lambs performance (Birth and
weaning weights) didn t exhibit any significant difference among different experimental groups. The better feed
conversion as Kg DM intake/L milk yield was recorded for ewes maintained on (MSTP+PF) in comparison with

BH group. Economic efficiency of experimental rations was almost similar among groups.
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INTRODUCTION

Animal production sector in Egypt have some
challenges, especially in arid and / or semiarid regions
such as, (i) availability of such lands to be cultivated
with conventional fodder; such areas are threatened by
salinization or desertification (Qadir et al., 2008), (ii)
degradation of rangelands in many parts of Egyptian
desert as a result of high evaporation rates,
overgrazing, low erratic rainfall and long drought
periods (El-Shesheny et al., 2014). iii) shortage in feed
stuffs and scarcity of irrigated water are the two main
factors controlling the sufficient animal production
(Ibrahim et al., 2018). iv) high costs of transporting
feed to the border governorate, (Helal ef al., 2018a).

As a result of increasing salinity of soil and scarce
of different available water in areas of the world, some
new prospects had been made for increasing livestock
production, (Masters et al., 2007). Cultivation of salt-
tolerant plants or halophytes in lands that suffered
from/or influenced by salinity had extra benefits such
as, significant social and economic potentiality,
prevent salinification and economically produce more
available forage crops to meet nutrients requirements
and confrontation feed shortage and high feeding
costs, (Fahmy et al., 2010). There are numerous
fodders can be cultivated under saline conditions, and
historically, they have been used as green fodder for
grazing livestock and being
involved as components of mixed rations to replace
traditional roughage (Masters et al., 2007).

Cultivated halophytes (Atriplex species) and salt
tolerant plants (Pear! millet) have the advantage of
tolerating high salt levels under saline lands and have
economic potentialities under harsh conditions, (EI

Shaer, 1999). Also, the vegetative yields of halophytes
and other salt-tolerant plants species could have great
potentialities, particularly as sources of livestock
fodders (Anon., 2009) Several attempts have been
used to utilize and enhance desert forage resource that
enhanced their acceptability for sheep in such area
(Abo Bakr et al., 2020a).

One of these procedures is feed additives (e.g.
yeast or/and protected fat) which are added to animal
rations for rapid growth, improving feed efficiency,
increasing animal productivity and/or healthy animal
status. Daily ewes feed requirements increased
dramatically during late pregnancy and early lactation,
so using protected fat in ewes ration becomes more
common practices (Schmidely and Sauvant, 2001).

Adding protected fat to diets of lactating ruminants
could cover the high energy demands during early
lactation (Antongiovanni et al., 2002). On the other
hand, fewer studies with lower information are
available on fat supplementation for small ruminants
than for that of dairy cows (Chilliard et al., 2003).
Casals et al. (2006) reported that the information on
the effect of Ca salts supplied for dairy sheep under
practical conditions are not enough available. Yeast
supplementation to ruminant rations may improve
feed intake, milk production, animals weight gain,
improve digestion and animal ruminal fermentation.
On the other side, yeast supplementation can be
leading to an improvement in the productive
performance of dairy ewes, (Masek et al., 2008).

Barki sheep have some advantages which favored
them as an important source of cash revenue as well as
having adaptability to desert climatic conditions,

Issued by The Egyptian Society of Animal Production (ESAP)


mailto:salahabobaker@yahoo.com

88 Abo Bakr et al.

beside that they can survive on nontraditional forage
(Askar et al., 2016).

The aim of the present study was to evaluate
addition of protected fat or yeast to ewes rations based
on salt tolerant plants on their productive performance
under desert conditions.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Experimental location:

This study was carried out at Ras Sudr research
station, located at South Sinai governorate and belongs
to Desert Research Center, Ministry of Agriculture
and Land Reclamation.

Experimental Animals and feeding trials:

Thirty Barki ewes were randomly distributed into
three equal groups (10 animals/ group) and housed in
separated shaded pens. Group feeding trial for ewes
started at late gestation period (4 weeks pre lambing).
Concentrate feed mixture (CFM) was offered to
animals according to their physiological status (Kearl,
1982). CFM was offered to cover 70% of the daily
requirements (as a percentage of live body weight) of
ewes at late gestation and only 50% during the early
lactation for all experimental groups. Ewes were fed
one of the following experimental rations: Groupl:
Berseem hay (BH) + concentrate feed mixture (CFM)
without any feed additives as a control ration named
as (BH). Group 2: A mixture of salt tolerant plants
(MSTP) composed of 50% Atriplex nummularia and
50 % Pearl millet y(Pennisetum glaucum) + CFM with
30 gm protected fat (PF) /h/d, this ration named
(MSTP +PF). Group 3: the same MSTP+ CFM and
with 5 gm /h/d from dried baker’s
yeast(Saccharomyces cerevisiae); this
ration named (MSTP+Y). Experimental feed additives
were mixed with a small amount of CFM and offered
daily before feeding. chemical composition of

protected fat (calcium soap) in given in Table (1).

The palatability trial: After the fourth month of
gestation, the same thirty experimental ewes were
used in a palatability trial to justify the tested ration's
palatability compared to Berseem hay. All roughages
were offered ad libitum and the refusals were daily
collected and weighed to determine the actual daily
roughage intake of experimental animals. Palatability
trial was made to observe palatable of mixture of salt
tolerant plants and continued until the daily roughage
consumptions reached a constant level.

Feeding trial: Thirty Barki ewes at late gestation
weighting in average 36.6 kg aged 3-4 years old were
kept indoors and allocated to 3 dietary treatment
groups in a complete randomized block design, which
extended later to another 6 weeks of lactation. Daily
feed intake and the refuels, if any, were daily weighed
and recorded. Animals had free access to water
throughout the experiment. Newborn lambs were
weighed at birth and biweekly intervals thereafter, for
6 weeks (rearing period).

Milk yield estimation:

The total milk yield (TMY) was biweekly
determined, starting from the second week of lambing
till the six™ week of lactation, using the hand-milking
procedure technique after separation of lambs from
their dams. Lambs were separated from their mothers
at 7.00 p.m on the day before measuring milk
production. In the following day, lambs were weighted
and left to suckle their dams till satisfaction, then kept
away from their mothers until 7.00 pm, then the lambs
were weighted again before and after night suckling.
The amount of milk consumed by each lamb in the
morning and afternoon was calculated by the
difference between weight recorded before and after
suckling.

Table 1. Chemical composition (g/kg) of calcium soaps of fatty acid (CSFA)*

Item g/kg Item g/kg
Total fat 840.0 Linoleic acid 79.8
Myristic acid 12.6 Ash 110.0
Palmitic acid 369.6 Cat++ 9.9
Stearic acid 42.0 Moisture 50.0
Oleic acid 336.0 *cited from Younis et al., (2012)

Lambs Performance:

Newborn lambs were ear tagged and their birth
weight (BW) was recorded within 24 hours after
lambing and at two biweekly intervals thereafter, till
early weaning at 6 weeks of age. The lambs were left
during this period and fed (if any) with their mothers,
in order to estimate lambs growth performance
average daily gain (ADG).

Metabolism trials:

By the end of the feeding trial, metabolic trials
were conducted using nine adult rams
(44.58£1.71LBW and 2-3 years old) to estimate dry
matter digestibility and daily water intake. Animals
were fed in groups for 3 weeks in shaded pens and then
fed individually in metabolic cages for 21 days (14

days as an adaptation period followed by another
seven days as a collection period). Total feces were
daily recorded and 10% of the total feces were daily
taken and dried to estimate dry matter digestibility.
Daily water intake was also recorded during the
experimental period.

Analytical procedures:

Dry matter (DM), crude protein (CP), crude fiber
(CF), ether extracts (EE) and ash of feed ingredients
were determined according to A.O.A.C (2005), while
carbohydrates as nitrogen-free extract (NFE) were
calculated by differences. Cell wall constituents of
feed ingredients as neutral detergent fiber (NDF) were
determined according to Van Soest (1991). Gross
energy (GE cal/g) of feed was measured by bomb
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calorimeter (IKA, model C 200, Staufen, Germany),
using benzoic acid as a standard. pH value of rumen
fluid samples was determined at 0.3 and 6 hr. of
feeding using a digital pH meter.

Blood Sampling:

Blood samples were collected at the end of the
feeding trial from the jugular vein of ewes (three in
each group). Blood samples were analytically assessed
to determine some hematological parameters,
including count of red and white blood cells (RBC's
and WBC's). Hematocrit value (Ht) and hemoglobin
(Hg) concentration in the whole blood were also
assessed. Means of corpuscular hemoglobin
concentration (MCHC), corpuscular hemoglobin
(MCH), corpuscular volume (MCV) values were
calculated (Patterson et al., 1960).

Statistical analysis:

Data obtained in this study was statistically
analyzed by one way of variances according to SAS
(2004) using the following model; Y; = p +T; +ej;,
whereas; Yj; = experimental observation, p = overall
mean, T; = effect of treatment, e;j = experimental error.
Differences among means were compared by
Duncan's multiple range Test (Duncan, 1955).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Chemical composition of experimental feed stuff:
Data in table (2) showed the chemical composition
of concentrate feed mixture (CFM), berseem hay (BH)
and the mixture of salt tolerant plants (MSTP). As
shown, CFM contained acceptable percentage of
nutrients for sheep nutrition, it was nearly similar to
those obtained by Helal, et al., (2018a) who reported
that, values of OM, CP, CF and NFE were 89.20,

14.72, 12.27 and 59.06, respectively. Chemical
composition of the tested roughages (Table 2) showed
that BH contained higher CP, NFC, NDS and GE than
MSTP by 72.42%, 9.02%, 8.89% and 8.83%,
respectively. Generally, the percentages of NFC for
experimental roughages were within the lowest range
(20-25%, NFC, Wheeler, 2003). On the other hand,
MHP recorded higher CF, Ash and NDF than BH by
10.70%, 26.01% and 8.31%, respectively. This result
was in agreement with El Shaer (2010) and Fahmy et
al., (2010) who reported that halophytes and salt
tolerant plants had higher concentrations of ash and
CF, it was also noticeable that the mixture of
halophyte plants contained lower CP value (7.18%) in
comparison with BH (12.38%); this meant that
feeding small ruminants with mixture of halophyte
plants needed to be supported with one additional
nitrogenous supplement to cover their daily protein
requirements as recommended by Kearl (1982).

Palatability results:

The results of palatability trial are illustrated using
a Figure (1) which indicate that, the minimum
roughage intake value during the first three days was
that of ewes fed the third ration (MSTP+Y) followed
by the second (MSTP+PF), while ewes fed BH
(control group) recorded the highest roughage value.
This finding might be referred to that ewes in the
second and third groups were less adapted to
halophyte plants (nontraditional roughage). This result
agreed with those obtained by Ahmed et al., (2015)
who pointed out to lower intake value from halophytes
than BH during the first week of feeding. By the
beginning of 2nd week, dry matter intake (DMI) of the
different tested roughages started to be constant for
different groups.
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Figure 1. Roughages intake (g/h/d) for ewes during palatability trial. BH: berseem hay; MSTP+PF: mixture salt
tolerant plants plus protected fat; MSTP+Y: mixture salt tolerant plants plus yeast.
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Table 2. Chemical composition of CFM and experimental roughages (% on DM basis)

Items Experimental rations
Concentrate feed mixture Berssem hay Mixture of salt tolerant plants
(CFM) (BH) (MSTP)

DM 91.54 89.43 89.82
OM 89.5 87.93 84.79
Cp 14.03 12.38 7.18
CF 11.42 31.67 35.06
EE 241 2.31 2.21
NFE 61.64 41.57 40.34
Ash 10.50 12.07 15.21
NDF 58.27 49.57 53.69
NFC1 14.79 23.67 21.71
NDS2 41.73 50.43 46.31
GE3 (cal. /g). 3986 3177 2919

INFC (Calsamiglia ef al., 1995): Non fibrous carbohydrates% = 100 - (CP% + EE% + Ash% + NDF%). 2NDS:
Neutral detergent soluble = 100 — NDF. 3GE: Gross energy (cal. /g).

As a general evidence, rations contained MHP
recorded lower feed intake values (during first week)
than the control group (BH). The lowest intake for
(MSTP+Y and MSTP+PF groups) might be referred
to their high ash and fiber contents (Attia-Ismail,
2015) or/and due to the lower crude protein percentage
in salt tolerant plants, which might decrease roughage
intake (Abo Bakr et al. 2020a).

Voluntary feed intake and digestion coefficient of dry
matter:

Concentrate, roughage, total DMI and digestion
coefficient of dry matter are presented in (Table 3).
Values of DM (concentrate, roughage and total DMI
g/h/d) indicated insignificant differences among
groups. The present results of intake are supported by
the findings of El-Waziry and Ibrahim (2007) for
ration supplemented with yeast, and Ebeid er al.
(2007) also, pointed out to insignificant differences in
DM intake for rations supplemented with protected fat

compared with the unsupplemented ones, and as a
general evidence, ration contained MSTP plus yeast
recorded the highest DMI intake wvalue than
(MSTP+PF), while (BH) group (the control) recorded
the lowest values. Similar results were obtained by
Kewan et al. (2021) who observed a slight increase in
DMI for ruminants supplemented with yeast as
compared with the control ration. Data of DM
digestibility in the current study did not differ
(P<0.05) between both the two types of feed additives
(PF or Y) and that of the control. Similar results were
obtained by Ghoniem and Atia (2020) who reported
that there were no significant differences in DM
digestibility between rations supplemented or
unsupplemented with protected fat, while, Helal et al.
(2018b) pointed out to lower DM digestibility for
ration contained mixture of halophytes and
supplemented with Propionic bacteria compared to
control.

Table 3. Dry matter intake (g/h/d) and experimental rations DM digestibility (on DM basis)

Items Experimental rations +SE
BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y
Concentrate intake (g/h/d) 378 381 394 23.72
Roughage intake (g/h/d) 463 466 478 29.82
Total intake (g/h/d) 841 847 872 53.53
% Digestion coefficients of DM 56.64 47.89 52.37 3.43
Crude protein intake from concentrate 53.0 53.5 553 3.33
Crude protein intake from roughage 57.62% 33.46° 34.3b 2.96
Total Crude protein intake 110.622 86.96° 89.60% 4.30
Total Crude protein intake/ kg LBW 24.86° 19.40° 20.2° 1.18

a, b means at the same row with different superscript are significant at (P<0.05).

Results herein, were consistent with those
previously obtained by Askar et al. (2016), who
reported lowest digestibility for ration based on
halophyte fodder in compared with high quality
roughage (BH), which might be attributed to its
highest fiber content and lowest CP concentration, for
the former which might have turned to negative
digestion impacts. CP intake from CFM for different

tested rations indicated insignificant differences
among groups, while ewes of the control group
recorded higher (P<0.05) CP intake value from BH
than the other two groups, this may be referred to the
high CP content for BH ration compared with MSTP
(Table2). The same trend, was also observed for the
total CP intake (g/kg LBW) were showed higher
(P<0.05) value (26.9%) for the control (BH) than
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(MSTP+PF) group. Generally, values of total CP
intake (g’kg LBW) ranged between 19.4 g/lkg LBW in
MSTP+PF group to 24.86 g/’kg LBW in BH group.

Water utilization:

Water metabolism criteria are shown in (Table 4).
Data demonstrate that, the tested feed additives (PF or
Y) had no effect (p<0.05) on daily water utilization
(total water intake, fecal, urinary, the total water
execration and water balance). Generally, animals fed
control ration (BH) showed insignificant higher

drinking and total water intake (ml/h/d) than those fed
the other two tested rations (MSTP+PF and
MSTP+Y). Such result was in corroboration with
previous findings by Abo Bakr ef al. (2020a). On the
other hand, animals fed ration based on BH (control
group) recorded insignificant higher water balance
value (2257 ml/h/d) than rations contained MSTP and
supplemented with different feed additives (PF or Y)
by 25.7 and 20.2 %, respectively

Table 4. Water utilization (ml/h/d) as affected by feeding rams on different roughages and feed

additives

Items BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y +SE
Drinking water 4101 3812 3888 411.58
Feed water 90 90 93 5.77
Total water intake 4191 3902 3981 413.51
Fecal water 394 462 423 39.72
Urinary water 1540 1646 1681 363.33
Total water exertion 1934 2108 2104 333.71
Water balance ml/h/d 2257 1794 1877 194.47

Higher values of water balance were recorded by
the control group (BH) which might be resulted as a
consequence of higher water turnover rate and/or
digest flow (Araujo et al., 2010). However, yeast
group (MSTP+Y) showed the lowest water balance
than BH group, this matter might be referred to that
yeast have anti-oxidative stress effects for animals
(Hyun-Sun et al., 2009). As general evidence, it is
worth noting that, adding PF or Y to rations contained

MSTP resulted in lower insignificant water
consumption, and this result was acceptable as
advantages to mammals raised under desert
conditions.
Ruminal pH:

Ruminal pH value is one of the most important
factors, which affect microbial fermentation in the
rumen and in turn influenced its functions. Rumen pH
at 0, 3 and 6 hrs. post-feeding on BH, MSTP+PF and
MSTP+Y groups are given in (Table 5). Data showed
that maintaining ewes on resulted in MSTP+PF

treatment decreasing (p< 0.05) ruminal pH values for
3 hrs. post feeding as compared with the other two
groups. In an agreement with our results, Behan et al.,
(2019) reported decreased ruminal pH wvalue for
animals fed rations supplemented with protected fat
compared with the control. pH values at 6 hrs. post
feeding indicated similar significant decrease (p<
0.05) in sheep fed ration supplemented with yeast
compared with that of the control. These results agreed
with the previous results of yeast supplementation
(Kewan et al.,2021). Decreasing pH values in yeast
group might be explained by releasing the yeast
extracellular metabolites, including organic acids, in
the rumen (Shurson, 2018). And as a general evidence,
results indicated insignificant differences in average
pH values among different experimental groups,
which agreed with the findings of Bin Kim et al.
(2020) and Behan et al. (2019) who reported that there
was no change in ruminal pH value due to
supplementing animal rations with protected fat.

Table 5. Effect of experimental rations on ruminal fermentation (pH value)

Items BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y +SE
0 hr. 7.84 7.58 7.49 0.10
3 hr. 6.79* 6.59° 6.89° 0.04
6 hr. 6.852 6.60% 6.47° 0.10
Average 7.16 6.92 6.95 0.07

a, b means at the same row with different superscript are significant at (P<0.05).

Also, Kewan et al. (2021) who pointed out to
insignificant differences in average ruminal value pH
for sheep fed control or experimental ration (yeast or
ZADO). As shown in (Table 5), ruminal pH values
before feeding tented to be decreased after feeding;
this result agreed well with the findings of Bhatt et al.
(2013). Generally, the mean values of ruminal pH in
the present study ranged between 6.92 to 7.16 and was
within the range reported by Abo Bakr et al. (2020a

and b) who reviewed from numerous studies that the
normal ruminal pH value for Barki sheep (fed MSTP)
ranged between (6.18 and 7.17).

Productive  performance of ewes
experimental period:

Changes in live body weights for ewes fed
experimental rations are shown in (Table 6). The
obtained results indicated generally, insignificant

during
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difference in ewes weight among different tested
rations, all over the different gestation and lactation
periods however, there was a little insignificant
increase by about (1.1%) on the average weight for
(MSTP+PF) compared with BH (control group)

during pregnancy. Similar results were previously
observed by Younis, ef al. (2012). Also, Kewan ef al.,
(2021) found that the weight of ewes fed rations
supplemented with biological feed additives did not
differ (P< 0.05) among groups.

Table 6. Effect of different tested rations on changes occurred in live body weight of Barki ewes during

experimental period

Items BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y +SE
Initial live body weight (LBW) 36.5 36.37 36.92 2.34
Avg. LBW during pregnancy period 47.85 48.39 47.44 1.94
Avg. LBW just before lambing 49.87 49.20 49.84 2.09
Avg. LBW after lambing 42.18 41.90 43.26 2.03
Body weight loss just after kidding 7.69 7.30 6.58 0.65
Avg. LBW during lactation period 44.67 41.38 42.42 1.64

Similarly, Helal et a/. (2018b) pointed out to in
significant difference in ewes body weights for those
fed salt tolerant plants in compare with the
corresponding ones fed with or without probiotic and
the control. Practically, and under desert conditions,
these results demonstrated the potentiality of such
halophytes' mixture to fulfill pregnant animal's
requirements which resulted in maintaining pregnant
ewes in good body weight status during gestation. In
general, weights of ewes in the present study were in
the normal range (37.18 kg to 49.57) of Barki ewes
which was recorded by some other authors (Ibrahim et
al.,2018 and Helal et al., 2018b) under similar
physiological, nutritional, climatic and geographic
conditions.

Milk yield and economic evaluation for the

experimental rations:
Results of milk yield during different weeks of

lactation are shown in (Table 7) which indicted
insignificant differences among groups. However,
average daily milk yield was slightly insignificant
increased for the control group ewes by about 4.6%
and 17.7% compared with MSTP+PF and MSTP+Y,
respectively. The higher insignificant daily milk yield
(ml/h/d) for ewes of the control group might be related
to type of roughage intake (BH) compared with those
maintained on salt tolerant plants (MSTP groups).
Similar results on lactating ewes fed halophytic
(supplemented with probiotic) were obtained by Helal
et al. (2018c) and Bianchi et al. (2018) who illustrated
that, adding protected fat to ewes ration did not have
any significant effect on ewes daily milk yield
compared with the corresponding control group. On
the contrary, Ibrahim (2014) clarified that Barki ewes
fed halophytic silage had higher average daily milk
yield than ewes fed traditional roughage (BH).

Table 7. Effect of different experimental rations on experimental ewes milk production

Items

BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y +SE

Avg. Milk Yield (ml/h/d) during first three weeks
Avg. Milk Yield (ml/h/d) during second three weeks
Avg. Milk Yield (ml/h/d) during the whole period

524 512 446 25.72
660 620 560 53.54
592 566 503 33.49

Contrarily, Ghoniem and Atia (2020) pointed out to
higher (P<0.05) daily milk yield for lactating ewes fed
ration supplemented with protected fat than that of the
control ones. In general, the average milk production
in the present study (503-592 ml/h/d) were within the
normal range (510-720 ml/h/d) of Barki ewes species
which detected by other numerous authors (El-Hawy
et al., 2019 and Helal et al., 2018b) under desert
conditions.

Lamb's performance:
Birth and weaning weights of newborn lambs in
different experimental groups are shown in (Table 8).

The average birth weight of lambs didn’t exhibit any
significant difference among different experimental
groups and ranged between 3.68 to 3.99 kg/h for BH
and MSTP+Y, respectively. The present results were
consistent with those of Titi and Obeidat (2008).
Similar results were also shown in lambs weaning
weight indicating insignificant difference among
different tested lambs groups, Mohammady et al.
(2014) and Ibrahim et al. (2018) didn’t find any
significant difference in lambs birth and weaning
weight for Barki lambs born to ewes fed salt tolerant
plants in compared with those maintained on berseem
hay.

Table 8. Growth performance of suckling lambs born to ewes fed different experimental rations

Items BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y <+SE
Average lambs birth weight (kg) 3.68 3.81 3.99 0.15
Average lambs weaning weight (kg) 9.83 9.34 9.38 0.28
Average daily weight gain (g/h/d) 147 a 132ab 128b 5.06
Average live body weight gain (kg) from birth to weaning 6.15a  5.53ab 53%  0.16

a, b means at the same row with different superscript are significant at (P<0.05).
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However, results obtained pointed out to
significant differences (P<0.05) between lambs born
to BH and MSTP+Y ewes group in average daily
(g/h/d) and total LBW gain (kg/group). Lambs born to
the control ewes group recorded higher (P<0.05) gain
compared with other tested groups. The average daily
weight gains for different experimental lambs groups
ranged between 128 and 147 g/h/d, which coincide
with the published records of daily weight gain value
(150 g/d) for lambs born to Barki ewes fed
untraditional rations, but being lower than the values
recorded for lambs born to Barki ewes fed traditional
roughage and CFM (160 g/h/d) according to the
recommended allowances of Farid et al. (2005).
According to lambs performance results, it was
concluded that, lambs born to ewes maintained on salt
tolerant fodder during pregnancy and lactation could
achieve moderate and normal healthy live body weight
and daily gain without any dietary deleterious
influences on lambs performance.

Blood parameters
Hematological parameters:

Hematological parameters of ewes fed different
experimental rations were presented in (Table 9). As
shown, different parameters indicated (P<0.05)
differences among different tested groups (MSTP+PF
and MSTP+Y) in compare with the control ewes (BH)
group in different blood traits measurements. It was
also noticeable that ewes fed MSTP+PF (group two)
had significantly (P<0.05) higher RBC, Hb, MCH,
MCHC and Ht values than the other two groups (9.33,

10.89, 11.70, 41.50 and 26.20. The higher (P<0.05)
estimated values in RBCs and Hb for ewes of
(MHP+PF or MHP+Y) groups might be attributed to
a haemoconcentration status, due to the lower total
water intake (Table 4) which coincide with that of
(Abo Bakr et al., 2020a). Generally, the total mean
RBC counts range for different experimental animals
ranged between 7.15 to 9.33; such result agreed with
those reported by (Egbe-Nwiyi et al., 2000) (6.30 —
8.29). The higher (P<0.05) increases in Hb
concentration (in MSTP+PF group) are really
associated with good health immunity and being an
obvious indicator of good nutrition status of the
experimental animals (Tambuwal et al., 2002). The
higher (P<0.05) MCV value (29.88) was recorded by
ewes maintained on ration supplemented with yeast
(Group 3). this result agreed with those recorded by
Abo Bakr et al. (2020b), who reported that adding
yeast increased the average MCV blood values. The
higher (P<0.05) values of MCH and MCHC were also
assessed in ewes maintained on rations supplemented
with dietary protected fat and yeast. Awodi et al.
(2005) demonstrated that higher values of MCV,
MCH and MCHC are very important indicators in the
diagnosis of anemia and also served as a useful index
of the capability of bone marrow to produce red blood
cells. The average total mean WBC counts in this
study ranged between 9.80 to 12.60 and was agreed
with the findings of Holman (1944) and Egbe-Nwiyi
et al. (2000) who cleared that the total WBS counts in
sheep ranged between 11.86 to 16.17.

Table 9. Some hematological parameters recorded for ewes fed the different experimental rations at the

mid suckling period

Items BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y +SE
RBC 7.20¢ 9.33¢ 7.80° 0.04
WBCs (10-3 Cells/mm3) 12.60° 9.80° 12.33° 0.05
Hb (g/dl) 7.80° 10.89* 8.86° 0.04
MCV (Fl=literx10-15) 28.00° 28.00° 29.86° 0.11
MCH (pg=10-12 g) 10.96° 11.70° 11.33b 0.05
MCHC (%) 38.50° 41.50° 37.60° 0.17
Ht (%) 20.40° 26.20° 23.60° 0.10

a, b and ¢ means at the same row with different superscript are significant at (P<0.05).

The higher (P<0.05) value of MCV (29.86) was
assessed in ewes maintained on ration supplemented
with yeast. This result agreed with those obtained by
Abo Bakr et al.(2020b) who reported that adding yeast
increased MCV values. The higher (P<0.05) values of
MCH and MCHC were recorded in ewes maintained
on ration supplemented with protected fat. Awodi et
al. (2005) demonstrated that the higher values of
MCV, MCHC and MCH are very important in the
diagnosis of anemia and also serve as a useful index of
the capability of bone marrow to produce red blood
cells and are very important indicators in the diagnosis
of anemia. The increased hematocrit values in the
present study might be related to rations experimental
additives, besides the lower total water intake (Abo
Bakr et al., 2020b) and lower pH values. This was an

inconsistent with the results obtained by Vieira et al.
(2012) who suggested that, lower pH value tended to
cause splenic contraction due to the action of
epinephrine hormone which lead to an increase in
hematocrit value. Such interpretation might lead to
conclude that, feeding a mixture of halophyte plants
did not result in any harmful effect on animal's
immune system. On the other hand, Helal et al. (2017)
demonstrated that feeding salt tolerant plants of
mixture resulted in a significant decrease in RBCs,
WBCs, PCV%, Hb concentration and MCHC, MCH

(pg)-
Productive performance and economic evaluation of

Barki ewes fed the different experimental rations
Barki ewes productive performance:
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Results of intake for ewes during the lactation
period are presented in (Table 10). The obtained
results showed that intakes from CFM, roughage or
total dry matter (TDM) differed slightly and indicating
nearly similar values. This result might be related to
the no significant differences in ewes average live
body weights during lactation period (Table 6). This
result agreed with those obtained by Bianchi et al.
(2018), who noted that there was insignificant
difference in daily feed intake of different groups with
or without protected fat, also Mahrous, et al. (2019),
who didn’t observe any significant difference in
TDMI for dairy goats fed rations supported with yeast
as compared with the unsupported ones. The better
feed conversion (the lower values) as Kg DM intake/L
milk yield was recorded for ewes maintained on
(MSTP+PF) in compare with BH, while the worst was
the corresponding group raised on (MSTP+Y). The
present result herein, agreed with those recognized by
Ghoniem and Atia (2020), who recognized better feed
efficiency for groups consumed fatty acid
supplemented ration as a result of their lower DM
intake, but higher milk production, besides an
improved digestion coefficients value of the
experimental rations. From another point of view, the
better feed conversion ratio estimated as average ewes
MY/kg LBW of weaned lambs was (3.93L/kg) and /or
(2.23 L/kg) as MY/ kg weaning weight gain during six
weeks suckling period, respectively, (Table 10) was
achieved by lambing group of ewes raised on salt
tolerant plants and supplemented with yeast (group
3)Feed conversion ratio estimated as daily milk
reared/average weaned lambs gain(kg) in our study
ranged between, (3.92 to 4.29 L/kg, while that of Titi
and Obeidat (2008), the ratio of milk consumed
(suckled) to lambs daily gain for the control group and
those supplemented with 3% protected fat ranged
between 4.54 to 5.05 (kg/kg), respectively. Moreover,
Helal et al. (2018b) reported that the milk feed
conversion ratio for the control was 4.07 and improved
to 3.95(L/kg) for lambs fed ration based on salt
tolerant plants and supplemented with probiotic.

Economic evaluation:

Economic efficiency of experimental rations is
presented in (Table 10). The average daily feed cost of
concentrate was almost similar among groups,
however, the cost of roughage in BH group was higher

by about 2.7 and 2.5% compare with MSTP+PF and
MSTP+Y, respectively. The higher feed cost (BH
group) of daily roughage intake/head was due to the
higher cost price of BH (3000 LE/ton) compared with
(1250 LE/ton) for MSTP, hence (BH) group recorded
the higher cost of daily feed intake (8.06 LE/h/d) in
compared with the other two tested rations. This is
mainly referred to the higher cost of BH, which was
negatively reflected on the total daily feed cost of the
control group and led consequently to higher feed cost.
Abo Bakr, et al. (2020c) reported that economic
efficiency is real affected by some other factors, such
as cost of feed ingredients, daily dry matter intake,
animals weight gains which might be consequently
reflected on the net profit returns. Investigating
economic efficiency (Table 10) pointed out to
insignificant higher total gain in BH group (the
control), while the higher cost of PF supplement (0.9
LE) was due to protected fat supplement negatively
reflected on average return income. This result is
consistent with Abo Bakr et al. (2020a) showed
feeding sheep on salt tolerant plants.

led to higher net revenue (%) than animals fed BH
under similar nutritional condition. According to the
available economic data (Table 10) it was observed
that the average feed cost/ewe/group was 338.5, 288.5
and 266.2 LE, respectively for different experimental
groups allover 42 days suckling period. Total income
(LE/ewe/group) as a result of kg. live body weaned
lambs/ewe/group all over the same productive period
was found to 884.7, 840.6 and 844.2 LE, respectively.
Such net income, resulted in a net revenue/ewe/group
as 546.2, 552.1 and 577.9 LE/ewe/ group, which
represented approximately equal income in compare
with the control ewes group.

CONCLUSION

As a general conclusion, results obtained, herein
the present study indicated that salt tolerant plants
prevailed as a daily roughage in South Sinai, and
supplemented with some economic feed additives,
could fulfill the daily feed requirements of Barki ewes
at late gestation and early lactation (6wks.). neither
ewes health nor ewes productivity were negatively
influenced by such managerial feed regimen.

Table 10. Productive performance, Feed conversion and Economical evaluation of ewes during the

experimental periods

Items BH MSTP+PF MSTP+Y
Productive performance

Daily concentrate intake g/h/d 894 828 848
Daily roughage intake g/h/d 894 828 848
Total dry matter intake g/h/d 1788 1656 1696
Avg. Milk Yield (L/h/d)/ewe/group 0.59 0.57 0.50
Avg. weaning weight (kg/group) 9.83 9.34 9.38
Avg. lambs Average live body weight gain (kg) 6.15 5.53 5.39
from birth to weaning gain (kg/group)

Avg. Milk Yield (L/h/6wks) 24.78 23.94 21.0
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Table 10. Cont.

Feed conversion ratio

Total Dry Matter Intake (kg)/MY(L) 3.0 2.9 3.4
Avg. suckled milk(L/h)/avg. live body weight gain(kg/h) 4.04 4.29 3.93
suckled milk/ weaning weight (L/kg) 2.52 2.56 2.23
Economic evaluation

Cost of concentrate intake LE/h/d 5.36 4.97 5.09
Cost of roughage intake LE/h/d 2.70 1.00 1.10
Cost of daily feed additives/h/d 0 0.9 0.15
Total daily feed cost/ewe/group (LE) 8.06 6.87 6.34
Total daily feed cost/ewe/group/period (LE) 338.5 288.5 266.3
Returns of live body weight weaned lambs/ewe/group 884.7 840.6 844.2
(LE) 42 days sulked milk /ewe

Net revenue /h/group (LE) 546.2 552.1 577.9
Improvement (%) of net revenue /h/group (LE) 100 1.01 1.05

REFERENCES

Abo Bakr, S., K.Z. Kewan, M.S. Nassar and Afaf, A.
El-Shereef, 2020c. Utilization of Trimming Waste
of Mandarin Trees as Feed for Small Ruminants:
3. Evaluation of Growth Performance and Carcass
Traits for Barki Lambs. J. of Animal and Poultry
Production, Mansoura Univ., Vol 11 (12):555-564.

Abo Bakr, S., H.G. Helal, E.Y. Eid and El HM.
Shaer, 2020a. Nutritional Performance of Growing
Sheep Fed Silage of Salt Tolerant Plants Under
South Sinai Conditions. Egyptian J. Nutrition and
Feeds 23(3): 385-395.

Abo Bakr, S., K.Z. Kewan, M.S. Nassar, A.A. El-
Shereef and M.A-H. El-Rayes, 2020b. Utilization
of trimming waste of mandarin trees as feed for
small ruminants. 1: palatability and nutritive value
for treated vs. Untreated wastes and the effect on
animal immune status. Int. J. Adv. Res. 8(08),
1161-1179.

Ahmed, M.H., A.ZM. Salemb, H.S. Zeweil, X.Z. Sun,
A.E. Kholif, M.M.Y. Elghandour and M.S.I.
Bahara, 2015. Animal Growth performance and
carcass characteristics of lambs fed halophytes as
a partial or whole replacement of berseem hay
Small Ruminant Research. 128, 1-9.

Antongiovanni, M., P. Scchiari, M. Mele, A. Buccioni,
A. Serra, G. Ferruzzi, S. Rapaccini, and A.
Pistoia, 2002. Olive oil calcium soaps and rumen
protected methionine in the diet of lactating ewes:
effect on milk quality. Ital. J. Anim. Sci. 1, 55— 63.

AOAC., 2005. Official methods of analysis, 18thed.
Association of Official Analytical Chemists.

Askar, A.R., M.S. Nassara, H.S. Badawya, E.Y. Eida,
J.A. Guadab and M.F.A. Farida, 2016. Recovered
energy and efficiency of digestion in sheep and
goats fed Atriplex nummularia compared to alfalfa
hay. Livestock Science, 194, 1-6.

Attia-Ismail, S.A., 2015. Nutritional and feed value of
halophytes and salt tolerant plants. In: EI Shaer and
Squires, (Eds). Halophytic and Salt Tolerant
Feedstuffs: Impacts on Nutrition, Physiology and
Reproduction of Livestock. 126, 106. CRC Press;
New York.

Awodi, S., J.O. Ayo, A.D. Atodo and T. Dzende,
2005. Some haematological parameters and the
erythrocyte osomotic fragility in the laughing dove
(Streptopella senegalensis) and the village weaner
bird (Ploceus cucullatus). Proc. of the 10th Annual
Conf. of Anim. Sci.Assoc. of Nig., 384-387.

Behan, A.A., T.CH. Loh, Sh. Fakurazi, U. Kaka, A.
Kaka and A.A. Samsudin, 2019. Effects of
supplementation of rumen protected fats on rumen
ecology and digestibility of nutrients in sheep.
Animals. 9, 400; doi:10.3390/ani9070400

Bhatt, R.S., S.A. Karim, A. Sahoo and A.K. Shinde,
2013. Growth Performance of Lambs Fed Diet
Supplemented with Rice Bran Oil as Such or as
Calcium Soap Asian Australas. J. Anim. Sci. 26,
812-819.

Bianchi, A.E., V. Macedo, A.S. Da Silva and A.F.
Silverira, 2018. Effect of the addition of protected
fat from palm oil to the diet of dairy sheep. Revista
Brasileira de Zootecnia, 47 (2), 265-276.

Bianchi, A.E., V.P. Macedo, A.S. DaSilva, A.LF. da
Silveira, J.A.G. Hill, T. Zortéa, R.M. Rossi and R.
Batista, 2018. Effect of the addition of protected
fat from palm oil to the diet of dairy sheep
Brazilian Journal of Animal Science R. Bras.
Zootec., 47: €20160137.

Bin Kim, T.B., J.S. Lee, S.Y. Cho and H.G. Lee, 2020.
In vitro and in vivo studies of rumen-protected
microencapsulated supplement comprising linseed
oil, vitamin E, rosemary extract, and hydrogenated
palm oil on rumen fermentation, physiological
profile, milk yield, and milk composition in dairy
COWS. Animals. 10, 1631;
doi:10.3390/ani10091631.

Calsamiglia, S., M.D. Stern and J.L. Firkins, 1995.
Effects of protein source on nitrogen metabolism
in continuous culture and intestinal digestion in
Vitro. Journal of Animal Science, 73, 1819-1827.
Government of Ontario, Canada.

Casals, R., G. Caja, M.V. Pol, X. Such, E. Albanell,
A. Gargouri and J. Casellas, 2006. Response of
lactating dairy ewes to various levels of dietary
calcium soaps of fatty acids. Anim. Feed Sci. Tech.
131, 312-332.



96 Abo Bakr et al.

Chilliard, Y., A. Ferlay, J. Rouel and G. Lamberet,
2003. A review of nutritional and physiological
factors affecting goat milk lipid synthesis and
lipolysis. J. Dairy Sci. 86, 1751-1770.

Duncan, D.B., 1955. Multiple range and multiple
Ftest.Biometris, 11, 1-42.

Ebeid, HM., AM. Abdel Gawad, A.M. Kholif and
M.H. Abdel Gawad, 2007. Response of lactating
buffaloes for ruminants for ruminally protected fat
and protected amino acids supplementation.
Egyptian J. Nutrition and Feeds, 10(1): 67-80.

Egbe-Nwiyi. T.N., S.C. Nwaosu and H.A. Salami,
2000. Haematological values of apparently healthy
sheep and goats as influenced by age and sex in
arid zone of Nigeria. Afr. J. Biomed.Res. (2000):
Vol 3; 109 — 115.

El Shaer, H.M., 1999. Impact of drought on livestock
production: Egypt experience. Proc. of Workshop
on Livestock and Drought Policies for Coping with
Changes, FAO —Desert Research Center, 24-27,
May 1999, Cairo, Egypt.

El Shaer, HM., 2010. Halophytes and salt tolerant
plants as potential forage for ruminants in the Near
East region. Small Ruminant Research. 91(1), 3-
12.

El-Hawy, A.S., M.F. El-Bassiony, S. Abo Bakr, H.A.
Gawish, M.T. Badawy and H.A. Gado, 2019.
Productive and Reproductive Performance and
Metabolic Profile of Barki Ewes Supplemented
with Two Forms of Probiotics as Feed Additives,
World Vet J, 9(2): 135-145, June 25, 2019 ISSN
2322.

El-Shesheny, M.A., S.H. Hendawy and K.M. Ahmed,
2014. Assessment of productivity, botanical
composition and nutritive value of some plant
communities at Sidi-Barrani in North Western
Coast of Egypt. Annals of Agric. Sci. 59(2), 155—
163.

El-Waziry, AM., and H.R. Ibrahim, 2007. Effect of
Saccharomyces cerevisiae yeast on fiber digestion
in sheep fed berseem (Trifolium alexandrinum)
hay and cellulase activity. Aust. J. Basic Applied
Sci. 1, 379-385.

Fahmy, A.A., K.M. Youssef and H.M. El Shaer, 2010.
Intake and nutritive value of some salttolerant
fodder grasses for sheep under saline conditions of
South Sinai, Egypt. Small Ruminant Research, 91,
110-115.

Farid, M.F.A., H.S. Khamis, E.Y.A. Eid, R.A. Ahlam
and A. Helal, 2005. Feeding Management and the
Performance of Sheep in Southern Sinai: 3. The
Lambs Pre-and Post-Weaning. J. Agric. Sci.,
Mansoura Univ., 30 (12), 7477 — 7494.

Ghoniem, H., and S.E.S. Atia, 2020. Effect of addition
protected fatty acids in ruminant rations on
productive performance of Suffolk X Ossimi ewes
during different production stages, Egyptian J.
Nutrition and Feeds. 23(3), 369-383.

Helal, H.G., S. Abo Bakr, E.Y. Eid and H.M. El Shaer,
2018a. Productive performance of Barki ewes fed
halophytes  added  with  Propionibacteria

freudenreichii under saline conditions. Res. J.
Anim. and Vet. Sci., 10 (2):18-27.

Helal, H.G., E.Y. Eid, M.S. Nassar, H.S. Badawy and
H.M. El Shaer, 2018b. Comparative nutritional
studies of ewes and does fed salt tolerant plants
under desert condition. Nature and Science. 16(6).

Helal, H.G., M.S. Nassar, H.S. Badawy, E.Y. Eid and
H.M. El Shaer, 2018c. Comparative nutritional
studies of sheep and goats fed cultivated tree
legumes mixture under desert condition.
American-Eurasian  Journal of sustainable
agriculture. ISSN: 1995-0748, EISSN: 1998-1074
2018. 12, (1), 10-21,
DOI:10.22587/aejsa.2018.12.1.3.

Helal, H.G., F.E. Younis, N.H. Ibrahim, H.S. Badawy,
M.S. Nassar, E.Y. Eid and H.M. El Shaer, 2017.
Nutritional and Physiological Performance of
Shami Female Goats Fed Salt Tolerant Plants
During Pregnancy Under Desert Conditions.
Research Journal of Animal and Veterinary
Sciences 2017 June 9(2), 8-15.

Holman, H.H., 1944. Studies on the haematology of
sheep. III. Leucocytic reactions. J. Comp. Path.
54:207.

Hyun-Sun, Y., M. Ellis, S.E. Curtis and R.W. Johnson,
2009. Environmental  temperature,  space
allowance, and regrouping: Additive effects of
multiple concurrent stressors in growing pigs. J.
Swine Health and Prod., 13 (3): 131-138.

Ibrahim, N. H., A.S. El-Hawy, M.F. El-Bassiony, F.E.
Younis and S. Abo Bakr, 2018. Effect of Feeding
Salt Tolerant Plants Silage on Productive
Performance and Biochemical Changes of Barki
Ewes and their Lambs during the First Month Post-
Partum. J. Anim. and Poultry Prod., Mansoura
Univ. 9 (8), 337 — 344.

Ibrahim, N.H., 2014. Changes in hematological and
physiological profile of Barki lambs and their
dams fed salt tolerant plants silage during the post-
partum period. J. Animal and Poultry Prod.,
Mansoura Univ., 5 (12),793- 813.

Kearl, L.C., 1982. Nutrients requirements in
developing countries. International Feedstuffs
Institute Utah Agric. Exp. Stat; Utah State
University, Logan; USA.

Kewan, K.Z., M.M. Ali, B.M. Ahmed, S.A. El-Kolty
and U.A. Nayel, 2021. The Effect of Yeast
(Saccharomyces Cerevisae), Garlic (Allium
Sativum) And Their Combination as feed additives
in finishing diets on the performance, ruminal
fermentation and immune status of lambs.
Egyptian J. Nutrition and Feeds. 24(1), 55-76.

Mahrous, A.A., M.A. Amal. Fayed., A.Z. Mehrez,
A.A. Gabr and O.A. Zelaky, 2019. Influence Of
Supplementing Live Yeast to Rations Varyied In
Roughage To Concentrate Ratio On Productive
Performance Of Lactating Zaraibi Goats. Egyptian
Journal of Sheep & Goat Sciences, Vol. 14, No. 1,
P: 11 - 23, April 2019, Special Issue: Proceedings
Book, 7th International Scientific Conference on
Small Ruminant, Hurghada, 9-13 October 2018.



Egyptian J. Anim. Prod. (2023) 97

Masek, T., Z. Mikulec, H. Valpoti¢, L. Kusée, N.
Mikulec and N. Antunac, 2008. The influence of
live yeast cells (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) on the
performance of grazing dairy sheep in late
lactation. Veterinarski Arhiv. 78 (2), 95-104.

Masters, D.G., Sh.E. Benes and H.C. Norman, 2007.
Bio-saline agriculture for forage and livestock
production.  Agriculture, Ecosystems and
Environment. 119, 234-248.

Mohammady, M.I., A.H. Hammam and N.H. Ibrahim,
2014. Returns and Economical Efficiency of Barki
Sheep Fed on Salt Tolerant Plants in Sinai, Egypt.
Journal of American Science. 10(4), 134-139.

Patterson, T.B., R.R. Shrode, H.O. Kunkel, R.E.
Leighton and L.W. Rupel, 1960. Variations in
Certain blood components of Holstein and Jersey
Cows and their relationship to daily change in
rectal Temperature and Milk and Butter fat
production. J. of Diary Science. 43, 1263-1274.

Qadir, M., A. Tubeileh, J. Akhtar, A. Larbi, P.S.
Minhas and M.A. Khan, 2008. Productivity
enhancement of salt-prone land and water
resources through crop diversification. Land
Degrad. Dev. 19:429-453.

SAS., 2004. Statistical Analysis System; STAT/user’s
guide; Release 9.1; SAS Institute; Car NC. USA.

Schmidely, D., and D. Sauvant, 2001.Taux butyreuxet
composition de la matinée grasse du lait chez les
petits ruminants : effets de ['apport be matie'res
grasses ou d'aliment concentr'e (Fat content yield
and composition of milk in small ruminants :
effects of concentrate level and addition of fat).
INRA prod.Anim.14, 337-354.

Shurson, G.C., 2018. Yeast and yeast derivatives in
feed additives and ingredients: sources,
characteristics, animal responses, and

quantification methods. Animal Feed Science and
Technology, 235, 60-76.

Tambuwal, F.M., B.M. Agale and A. Bangana, 2012.
Haematological and Biochemical values of
Apparently Healthy Red Sokoto Goats. In:
Proceeding of 27th Annual Conference Nigerian
Society of Animal Production (NSAP), March, 17-
21,2012, FUTA Akure,Nigeria.

Titi, H.H., B.S. Obeidat, 2008. Effects of Ca salt
supplementation on milk yield and composition
and on lamb growth rate of Awassi ewes.
Livestock Science 119 (2008) 154-160.

Van Soest, P.J., J.B. Robertson and B.A. Lewis,
1991. Methods for dietary fiber, neutral detergent
fiber, neutral non-starch polysaccharides in
relation to animal nutrition.J. of Dairy Science. 74,
3583.

Vieira A.C., A.C. Camara and C.L. Mendonga, 2012.
Hematological and 368 biochemical profile of
sheep supplemented with salinomycin and
submitted to 369 experimental lactic ruminal
acidosis. J Ci Anim Bras, 13, 259-271.

Wheeler, B., 2003. Guidelines for feeding dairy
animals. Ministry of Agriculture and Food,
Calsamiglia, S et al. 1995. Effects of protein source
on nitrogen metabolism in continuous culture and
intestinal digestion in Vitro.Journal of Animal
Science, 73, 1819-1827. Government of Ontario,
Canada.

Younis, F.E., A.A. Zaghloul and 1.S. Abd El-Hamid,
2012. The effect of dietary supplementation with
calcium soaps of poly unsaturated fatty acids on
adaptive traits in sheep. J. Animal and Poultry
Prod., Mansoura Univ., 3,5.

cial 3 madll i aaall GRAl ae da plall Alaadial) clildl) (pe Jaglia o 313all Bl zladll alidy) ol

Ay g)_auall g lall

S daaa G ae aa Gl (P 334 (s ¢Sy gl Cha
slaaall &igag S sa sl gill g il gaad) g U] Lind i a9l g Ol gpad) Lk acid

O e A shall Ao glial) Ll (e Ll A i 48 el &y gladia e same 6 e sl (S (L Aand 85 58
:L_AJY\ de ganall A ke SOl gaaly E\;u'l\ Cude ccudall g Jaall 4l ] B EN CL:.\H @L"u&\ c\Jy\LAcBJ..}AQ\ ji FEVERA|
wo;&f\;)ﬂw\a\i@\whﬂ&;I\SSC'\S\}I\,_\JL'“J\R;)A_;A\‘(d})l'zsll)&_ﬂcQ&Lbjéiojgﬁjdidd\k}&+ﬁuﬂ\wﬁ
o5/ /o st an © sl diaadll Gl Gaaa ¥ Al Ciliae S ) Cala) o slaat s 51501 Al <l (e 720+ 5 oalall Caladl) il e 70
Jif L s s glall Aleaial) i) bgla e (o gind ) 30l o A2 L) Ay ja o yelal - r L Le gmilial) o yelal gl e
EDlgind Aluld Cle sanall (p Adila iR sl Aalad) salall e JSH JSLal) ey J5¥) g sanst) DS Fualds asus sl y20 5yl
@l Ja1s ol Ll (mmys (5 SN A seal) da 0 il | 20080 ClELaY) ey 535 jall 30l 4y sina AL jelat o) oLl
il zlaill aadall Jamall o Adal Al all b 2 ladll ol 550 €l paal dna e b 55 (6 5yl 30l S5 ol el
sl (Al 5 33N 11 (3 5) (Blasdl elal jeday ol e sanall (s Aduida (5 48 Cpll) ) =l < jedal AliLan Ao o) a5 30138 Ca gyl Ul b
313aall zlaill mllal (giie ol i/ A1 sSke dila 5ale paS) 36 Jygad Jane Jumdl a5 Al g jail) Cile ganall (e 358
Loy il 50l Lol LS S a5l s 53 o e anall (pal) 3 pal) Lgilad Cilimall 5 s shall Aleavial) il lglas e
e saaall G Ly 5 dgoliie



