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In Mozambique, ruminants are raised
mainly by grazing in natural grasslands,
and especially in the dry season,
shortage of feed causes nutritional
deficiencies and milk production
declines. Fermented TMR (Fig. 1)
prepared using locally available feed
resources is rich in nutrients and meets
the nutritional requirements of livestock.
TMR feeding improved the intake,
digestibility, milk production, and
profitability of Jersey dairy cattle (Fig. 2).
Therefore, this TMR  preparation
technology is expected to contribute
toward improving milk production in
dairy livestock and enhancing the
livelihood of local people.
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Fig. 1. Ingredients (left) and
chemical composition (right) of
fermented TMR.
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Fig. 2. Performance of dairy cattle fed traditional feed and fermented TMR.
*Means of five cattle differ significantly (p<0.05).
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