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Sweel potato tuber contained 24% DM and had nutrients on DM basis. :- 2.6% CP,
1.4% ERE, 4.0% CF, 3.5% Ash, 88.5% NFE. These: nutrient contents of potato vine were 14,8,

0.4, 3.4, 21.3, 18.6:and 46.3%, respectively.

Sweel potato vine, being -ensiled withoit absorbant, was a low quality silage. Dry
matter intake of shécp was only 2.6% ‘body weight (BM). Nufrient. digestibility was 32-60%
witlt 43.5% TDN., When' the vine was ensiled with the tuber at 1 : 2 fresh weight, the dry

matter and the quality of the: silage werg improved.

- Sweet potato tube ensiled either without or -with rice straw (RS) at 4 : 1 fresh weight
was -a -..goud quality silage. They containéd 23 and 27% DM respectively but had low protein
(3.2 and 3.4% of DM). However DM consumption of the tuber ensiled with RS by sheep was
~ only 1:7% BW. The digestibility of nutrients was 15-44% with 39% TDN on DM basis. It is

a good carbohydrate feed which requires protein supplement.

Ensiling sweet potato vine or tuber or vine plus tuber with urea increased CP content

. and pH level of the silages: Lactobacilli supplement facilitated -ensiling process.

Potato silage which composed of tuber and vine and-ground corn at 3 : 2 1 fresh
‘weight was-of good quality with 29:8% DM and 8.7% CP on. DM basis,. DM intake of the
silage mixed with straw at 8 : 1 fresh weight was 3.9% sheep BW. The digéstil)rilit:yi of
nutrients in- the mixed material was 37-83% with 66.8% TDN on-DM basis. "I‘,h‘é-;:';!_utrient

. digestibilities of silage calculated by differences were 76-87% with 77% TDN on DM basis,

Swlcel potato vine and tuber contained 14 g trypsin inhibitor (TIA)/g DM. ' Stofage
the tuber under a shed in natural .tfopiézif condition without good treatment for 8 weeks can
reduced TTIA 42%. However it is ot re‘ctinim_euad since there was a high loss. Drying under
the sun or-in a hot air oven at 75 ‘¢ could eliminaie 50 and 60% of TIA in the tuber and the -

root-respectively.



