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Abstract: The paper conducted a research on the effect of 15 kinds of feed additive of China herbal

containing Astraglus ,Angelica and glycyrrhiza etc. on cow milk yield and quality. The result showed following:

in different stages of lactation, feed additive of China herbal made milk yield increase. When adding feed
additive of China herbal, milk yield at earlier peak and mid stage of lactation increased by 12.2% ,24.5% and
3.4% .Because of feed additive of China herbal, contents of milk fat and free fatty acid decreased, but protein

content and content of solid-not-fat increased slightly with small flictuation in physical index. Thercfore when

feeding cow with feed additive of China herbal, physical and chemical indexes of milk were normal, by assuring

healthy ,safe ,uncontaminated and natural milk.
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Tab.1 1The composition and daily feeding scale of feed additive of China herbal

Pl 3 A Bt i Bl (%)

R R WEE¥E 15.0%

ettt : LAt £ 2F 24.1%
RAWAAEILE RELUBERBITNT AR HMELE FRTR L 60.9%

o QTR 2 5E AR LR A2 ) AL — WA BN RR AL 2men 387, LRI ER VR AU 15 M

12 REHFHEFER

R G aae ity FRG® BEEEER
A% LHES IR E O il T B4 2 A&
T, 1 R AL EIETOK RS DA K RIAE AR
TE2S R R B B2 RE R, RIMR AC bt S AR PR A B AR 4
4 b iRR S BT , I RAM 4 LB RIER
HELZHRINN 150g, R4 75¢ FEARIRI G IRE
H5 RN,
1.3 BREEFKE
A TRERIS M HET R T REE  EAR
RRAEFFEOFMET , EEE M IEF FR SR
TR,
1.4 PEAFRREMAS R

R ZEBR NN Z AR B R 4 RS
Y ZHE SN EANE A ZREAIIGER
EH, PEGEBRINMEAAERSNATE
e DifE MR ERARRLENE R K
W A NE R REAOETEME N
Sk, SHiERSHYRMA L L SAEEF ZE
AR B X — &R, 2R
KOKARRER L2 (ERE LERIEA XA
P R TTEEYE DRRA B REHERE BRI,
1.5 RIEHEEDR

A FE7E IS A3k T A T BE R4

W4 FRE/DMR, #HATT R 35d HiRE,

1.6 REMEERSHE

1.6.1 RIAEREE WERTATTE (milk
production) . RR5 (fat), EEM (protein), FLEK
(lactose) . 2 T ¥ & (total solids,TS) . FEETYRE
(solid-not—fat,SNF), FF¥EM (citric acid) . FE
(density) . 3% 2 A5 15 BR (free fatty acid,FFA) 1% €
AR (acidity) o

1.62 YHEERIRERMNENE:  (1)BAEERE K
B AT B e R R Ghub R R L4 B =B A TE
HHiT sk, BURE (BRI FIUE U560 BT ) I B R # 4T, TI
I 3R, KB FRARAT— 1T,
LUR IR 8d JEBUEE, T2 4H T3 HIEBYIHE 3 K,
B — KT AT — KT, LU ARG 15d R
B XF BR 4 b LT A R 4 A BURE TR B8 Bt 1]
5 T1 HAHE] WFLEEH | P A I 4 BURE IR 3
ErtEl 515 12,13 AARE, (2) B4 L8R
B R, SARBYIFE ERBEER B E S,
ERRE R PR T30 S 25 3 6 — IR M 5 28 A 4 4
B 100ml #55EAE BRSSP, G kP43 —
ANEEGTRS N1 3E UE A, BURIDHE 4 ch S i 1y
51, (3)FHRE R BRAE K RIS A TR IO A DK AR
FIERIB AT 1 (0~4°CYRFE , il E T8 4R A,



A C T A

v T % REF TERAHBRNABE A REAS e R BRIR

39 : AGRICULTURAE
BOREALI-SINICA

2 HEREAN

2.1 SREERMAX DS RO W

ME 1 TR, NP B2 RS IR &
A WRAR =P EIA BriRE , & I FUAT A X
FXF R = B3 BB W 5 . LA S b
AW E P, R EEHRE, PREARMA
BHF—( %5, 413 B LITRE) 1BrE od,
REH g e BARE 7.96%, B (X,
HE EW BTAE HEEMERER, =&
1215 10.99%, AR F HHRERIFHEF KL,
FEXHRABPERE P REGRMA P E
KRARLIMERER, 7T ER SRR # 5
HAXMNEEN, WEIBRHET S5 WIE,
BERARBVIFHR AN, TRAET NNE%
RABGRRHA MBI ; Wtk FEFFMERED
FREAE, LRSS EERANTRE T
Vit R BT UM Bh A A 382 A BE SR U 03 4F 72 0
P R BRI E R BA L, AT LLX —RT A
YRR,

2
]
&
R
BRaN  ueen BATR
HEuN
B SBRNHS:AHBARER
Fig.1 Comparison of average milk production per day for the

experimental dairy cows
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Fig.2~7 The influence of feed additive of China herbal on

chemical indexes of milk quality for dairy cows
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Fig.8 The influence of feed additive of China herbal on physical

indexes of milk quality for dairy cow
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