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Effects of Inoculation and Wilting on the Preservation

and Utilization of Wheat Forage

C. C. WILLIAMS, M. A. FROETSCHEL, L. O. ELY, and H. E. AMOS

ABSTRACT

Wheat forage was harvested at an
early head stage of maturity and ensiled
in 12 900-kg experimental silos at three
percentages of DM (20.8% for direct-cut
forage and 27.9 or 39.3% for wilted for-
age) either with or without application of
a lactic acid bacterial inoculant. The ob-
jective was to test the efficacy of the
inoculant to alter silage fermentation,
preservation, and nutritive value of
wheat forage ensiled at different mois-
ture percentages because of wilting.
Wilting enhanced DM preservation and
decreased fermentation end products. In-
oculation made the fermentation more
homolactic but did not enhance DM
preservation. Silage rations (80% DM as
silage) were fed at 1.8% of BW/d to six
ruminally and abomasally fistulated
steers (350 kg) in an experiment with a
Latin-square design and a 3 x 2 factorial
arrangement of treatments. Digestive
responses to silage diets were not in-
fluenced by inoculation. Intake was
depressed with direct-cut silage rations.
Wilting improved fiber digestibility and
was associated with changes in ruminal
contents and fermentation end products.
Wilting appears to be more effective
than inoculation as a postharvest
management tool to improve small grain
silage.

(Key words: silage, digestibility, wheat
forage, wilting)

Abbreviation key: DCWS = direct-cut wheat
silage, LAB = lactic acid bacteria, WSC =
water-soluble carbohydrates, WWS1 = wheat
silage wilted to 27.9% DM, WWS2 = wheat
silage wilted to 39.3% DM.
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INTRODUCTION

Wheat silage is widely utilized as the cool
season component of double-cropping systems
in southern dairy operations (7). Based on fiber
composition and digestibility, harvesting wheat
forage at an early head stage of maturity op-
timizes both its agronomic yield and nutri-
tional value for lactating dairy cows (3, 4, 8).
At this stage of maturity, wheat forage is diffi-
cult to preserve as direct-cut wheat silage
(DCWS) because its high moisture content can
cause excessive fermentation during ensiling
(4). At present, wilting or various additives
have been used to control fermentation and to
enhance preservation of high moisture cereal
grasses (12, 17).

The efficacy of an inoculant to preserve
silage of direct-cut small grains depends upon
moisture and soluble carbohydrate content at
harvest. Inoculation improved preservation and
digestibility of DCWS harvested at early head
stage (23.0% DM) but was not effective on
silage at a higher, 41.6%, DM percentage (12).
Concentrations of fermentation acids were sub-
stantially higher in high moisture DCWS,
which demonstrates its greater capacity to fer-
ment (12). When water-soluble carbohydrates
(WSC) are adequate, high moisture content at
ensiling may accentuate the usefulness of an
inoculant to improve forage preservation.

Wilting of high moisture forages prior to
ensiling usually enhances preservation (2, 18)
and intake responses of cattle fed silage (20,
27). Wilting creates an ensiling environment
that is conducive to a restricted fermentation,
and the resulting silage is typically higher in
WSC and lower in fermentation acids (18).
Inoculation, however, provides microflora that
hasten pH decline by competitively excluding
epiphytic bacteria, which presumably are less
efficient at converting WSC to lactic acid. At
present, little information exists that compares
the effects of these postharvest management
procedures. Therefore, this study was designed
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to identify the effects of wilting and inocula-
tion with lactic acid bacteria (LAB) on the
preservation of early maturity wheat forage
and its utilization by Holstein steers.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Silage Preservation

Wheat forage (‘Stacy’ variety), harvested at
early head stage of maturity, was ensiled as
DCWS (208% DM), wilted to 27.9%
(WWSI1), or wilted to 39.3% DM (WWS2).
Wilted forage was harvested with a mower
conditioner and allowed to lie in a swath for
either 6 or 20 h prior to cutting with a forage
chopper. During wilting, forage was raked
once or lwice, depending on the extent of
wilting, to facilitate drying. The forage was
ensiled in 12 900-kg concrete stave silos (2.0
m high x 1.8 m wide); two replicate silos were
assigned to each of six treatments, consisting
of three levels of wilting and two levels of
LAB inoculation. Large plastic bags for round
bales were used to line and seal the silos. The
inoculant (Pioneer brand 1174 water-soluble
silage inoculant; Pioneer Hi-Bred Microbial
Genetics Div., Johnston, JA) contained specific
strains of Lactobacillus plantarum and Strep-
tococcus faecium (minimum total LAB, 3 x
1010 cfu/g). As recommended by the manufac-
turer, this product was applied as a liquid at
the rate of 2 ml/kg of wet forage containing
1.5 g of inoculant/L of nonchlorinated water as
silos were filled and packed. This application
rate provided 1 x 10 to 1 x 105 cfu/g of fresh
ensiled forage.

The wheat forage was harvested, wilted,
and placed in silos over a 2-d period. At each
percentage of wilting, four silos, two replicate
inoculated and two replicate control silos, were
filled approximately 3 h after the forage had
attained the determined DM in the windrow
and had been chopped. Silos were filled, and
the inoculant treatment was applied to
22.7-kg increments of forage entering the silo.
One inoculated and one control silo of each
replicate were filled simultaneously. Weights
of material placed into silos were obtained
during filling, and representative samples were
collected and stored (-20°C) to provide esti-
mates of nutrient inputs for measurements of
DM recovery. Silage was stored for 322 d
prior to the digestibility trial.
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Digestibility Trial

Six Holstein steers, with a mean BW of 350
kg (SE = 28), were surgically fitted with rumi-
nal and abomasal cannulas; the steers were
used in the experiment with a 6 x 6 Latin-
square design and a 2 X 3 factorial arrange-
ment of treatments. The steers were fed 1.8%
BW/d of a diet (DM basis), consisting of 70%
wheat silage and 30% concentrate (85.0% corn,
14.1% soybean meal, .90% trace-mineralized
salt, and .51% Cr03). Steers were fed concen-
trate and silage twice daily at 12-h feeding
intervals. Steers were allowed to consume their
concentrate before the silage was fed. Steers
were confined to stanchions to facilitate collec-
tion of samples and measurements of in-
dividual orts. Except on sampling days, steers
were released for 2 h/d from their stanchions
to a loafing area. Steers were cannulated and
managed under guidelines approved by the
University of Georgia Animal Care and Use
Committee.

One silo replicate, representing each silage
treatment, was fed during periods 1 to 3; the
second silo replicate, representing each silage
treatment, was fed during periods 4 to 6. Each
period consisted of 12 d and was divided into
10 d of ration adjustment and 2 d of sample
collection.

Representative samples of silage (200 g/d)
were collected as silos were emptied, com-
posited by period, and stored (-20°C) for sub-
sequent laboratory analyses. Ond 11 and 12 of
each experimental period, fecal (200 g) and
abomasal samples (250 ml) were collected at
4-h intervals. On both days, steers were pulse-
dosed, via the rumen, with 120 ml (.1667 g/ml)
of Co-EDTA. Ruminal fluid, sampled at 0 h
and every 2 h after dosing for 12 h, was
strained through two layers of cheesecloth and
analyzed immediately for pH. The ruminal
fluid was frozen and stored for later analyses
of NH3 (10), VFA by GLC (26), and Co by
atomic absorption spectrophotometry (28).
Upon thawing, abomasal samples were freeze-
dried; fecal, green-chop forage, silage, and
concentrate samples were dried in a forced-air
oven at 55°C to constant weight. All samples
were air-equilibrated, ground through a 1-mm
screen, and analyzed for NDF and ADF frac-
tions using a sequential procedure (23) and for
CP by Kjeldahl N x 6.25 (5). Concentrate,
fecal, and abomasal samples were analyzed for
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Cry03 (15). Abomasal samples were analyzed
for AA (1). Thawed silage (25 g) was extracted
with 100 ml of distilled water in a commercial
food blender at high speed for 2 min, filtered
through four layers of cheesecloth, and ana-
lyzed for pH and lactic acid by GLC of
methylated esters (16), and for VFA and NH;
as described earlier. Aqueous extracts of
thawed samples of green-chop forage were
similarly made and subsequently assayed for
WSC (11).

Ruminal contents were completely emptied,
weighed, thoroughly mixed, and sampled 6 h
after the morning feeding on the last day of
each period to measure ruminal liquid and DM
contents. Samples of ruminal digesta were
divided into two subsamples. One subsample
was placed in a forced-air oven for DM deter-
mination as described. The second subsample
was stored under refrigeration at 4°C for ap-
proximately 48 h for subsequent isolation of
ruminal bacteria. Clarified ruminal fluid was
collected for isolation of fluid-associated bac-
teria. The ratio of diaminopimelic acid to N
concentration of an isolate of bacteria as-
sociated with ruminal fluid was used as a
reference to estimate bacterial protein content
of abomasal samples (1).

Results of the digestibility and silage
preservation trials were analyzed statistically
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by using ANOVA for a 3 x 2 factorial with the
general linear models procedure of SAS (24);
main treatment effects were partitioned into 1)
wilting, 2) inoculation, and 3) their interaction
(wilting % inoculation). When an interaction
was significant (P < .05), differences among
least squares treatment means were determined
by comparisons of single degrees of freedom.
Because of repeated measurements, ruminal
VFA, pH, and NH3 were analyzed as a split
plot in time (25). A nested interaction term,
steer X period x (wilting x inoculation), was
used as the error term to test the main effects.
Wilting effects were also fit to a linear model
using regression procedures of SAS (24). Si-
lage fermentation end-product data were also
analyzed as a split plot in time. However, a
different nested interaction term, silo replicate
X (wilting X inoculation), was used as an error
term to test the main effects.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Effects of inoculation and wilting on recov-
ery of DM and non-NH3 CP are reported in
Table 1. Wilting improved recovery of DM by
6.0 to 14.2%, and this effect was linear. For
each percentage unit of DM attained during
wilting, an additional .73 percentage units of
forage DM were conserved. Recovery results

TABLE 1. Effects of inoculation and wilting on recovery of DM, corrected DM (CDM), non-NH3 CP, and the top layer
waste (DM basis) of wheat forage ensiled in 900-kg silos.1-23

Uninoculated Inoculated
Component DCWS WWS1 WWS2 DCWS WWS1 WWwS2 SE
(%)
DMa 83.2b 82.7v 90.5b 73.8¢ 84.6b 88.7b 2.7
CDM2 88.9b 86.4b 93.1b 78.2¢ 88.8> 91.0b 28
Non-NH; CP4 89.68 91.5f 91.8f 91.7f 91.6f 92.8¢ 3
Top layer waste? 373 3.48 4.13 8.83 5.06 3.67 1.6

Linear effect of wilting (P < .05).

beInteraction effect between wilting and inoculation means in a row with unique superscripts are different (P < .1).

dMain effect of inoculation (P < .05).

efgInteraction effect between wilting and inoculation means in a row with unique superscripts are different (P < .05).
ITabular values are least squares means, each estimated from two observations.

ZPioneer 1174 inoculant (Johnston, IA) was applied according to manufacturer recommendations. Wilting treatment
consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and 20-h wilt ensiled at

39.3% DM (WWS2).

3CDM = Recovery of DMj corrected for losses of volatile components that occur when oven-drying at 55°C is used

for DM determination.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 78, No. 8, 1995
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for wilting were consistent with those of previ-
ous research (18). However, the DM recovery
of DCWS silage decreased 11.3% with inocu-
lation. Contrary to these results, previous re-
search has shown improvements in the preser-
vation of inoculated DCWS ensiled at this
range of DM (12). The DCWS in this study
was ensiled at 20.8% DM, that in the previous
study was ensiled at 23.6% DM. Changes in
DM recovery were related to the amount of
material lost in the top portion of the ex-
perimental silos, and DM recovery was cor-
related with the extent of top layer waste (r =
-.70; P < .05). Silage DM content was deter-
mined by oven-drying samples at 55°C until
weight was constant; this procedure underesti-
mates DM because of volatilization losses.
Recovery of DM, corrected (13) for volatile
composition of silage samples, is reported in
Table 1. Correction for volatile losses in-
creased DM recovery overall by 4.5% but did
not change the treatment response with wilting
or the interaction between wilting and inocula-
tion. Although DCWS silage contained more
volatiles than did WWS2 (Table 2), corrected

DM recovery of DCWS was increased only 2.6
percentage units over that of WWS2. An inter-
action occurred between inoculation and wilt-
ing on non-NH; CP recovery. Recovery of
non-NH; CP was improved by inoculation for
DCWS and WWS2 by 2.3 and 1.1%, respec-
tively. Wilting improved recovery of non-NHj
CP from 1.2 to 2.5%.

Concentrations of silage fermentation end
products per gram of silage DM were affected
by inoculation and wilting (Table 2). The con-
tents of lactic acid, acetic acid, isobutyric acid,
total VFA, and NH3 were lower in WWS1 and
WWS2. Decreased NH; accounted for in-
creased non-NHj3 CP recovery and preservation
of 3.0 to 4.3 percentage units of protein in
WWS1 and WWS2, respectively. Higher con-
centrations of fermentation acids and NHj3 in
DCWS indicate that fermentation was more
extensive. Marsh (18) reviewed the effects of
wilting on silage fermentation and nutritive
value and reported that pH was higher, and
fermentation acids and NHj3 were lower, for
wilted silages. These changes indicated that
fermentation of wilted forages was restricted

TABLE 2. Effects of inoculation and wilting on concentration of silage fermentation end products.!

Inoculation? Wilting3
Item - + SE DCWS WWS1 WWS2 SE
pH 4.064 3.92¢ .026 3.78¢ 3.92b 427 032
(mg/g of DM)

NH; 2.63a 2.33b .08 2.95¢ 2.374 2.114 .10
Lactate (L) 54.53 58.58 3.63 81.50¢ 54.374 33.80¢ 4.44
Acetate (A) 20.75F 16.358 1.68 26.99¢ 18.09¢ 10.58¢ 2.06
Propionate .76 .61 .11 85 47 74 .14
Isobutyrate 470 .29 .05 72 .184 244 .06
Butyrate 1.64 .85 37 131 147 97 46
Isovalerate 23 .16 .03 26 .14 18 .04
Valerate .19 .10 .04 .16 13 13 05
Total VFA 24.04f 18.378 2.03 30.2%¢ 20.484 12.84¢ 2.48
L:A 2.90 3.78 37 327 3.08 3.66 A5
L:VFA 2.508 3.39f 32 292 277 3.15 .40

abMain effect of inoculation (P < .05).
cdeMain effect of wilting (P < .05).
f.8Main effect of inoculation (P < .1).

Tabular values are least squares means, each estimated from six observations for inoculation effects and four

observations for wilting effects.

2Inoculation treatment consisted of a control (-) or an inoculant (+). Pioneer 1174 inoculant (Johnston, IA) was applied

according to manufacturer recommendations.

3Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWSI), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2).

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 78, No. 8, 1995
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(18, 19). Similar results were reported by
Froetschel et al. (12), who observed that fer-
mentation was restricted when direct-cut wheat
forage was ensiled at a higher DM content
(41.6 vs. 23.6%). The concentrations of fer-
mentation acids and NH; were similar for
DCWS, WWS1, and WWS2 when these meas-
urements were expressed per gram of water
(data not shown), indicating that acid accumu-
lation per unit of water present was not altered
by wilting. Forages ensiled at higher percen-
tages of moisture typically required a greater
accumulation of fermentation acids per gram
of DM to become stable (19). Stability was
reached when the concentration of fermenta-
tion end product per unit of silage water be-
came sufficient to inhibit further microbial ac-
tivity.

Inoculated silage was .14 percentage units
lower in pH than was uninoculated silage (Ta-
ble 2). Acetic acid, isobutyric acid, and total
VFA were decreased with inoculation by 21.2,
38.3, and 23.6%, respectively. Inoculation in-
creased the lactic acid:VFA ratio by 35.6%.
Although lactate concentrations were not sig-
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nificantly different, inoculation with LAB ap-
peared to promote a homolactic fermentation.
However, this effect was minimal compared
with that observed in past research (12). Lactic
acid concentrations were increased by as much
as 25 mg/g of DM in DCWS harvested at
23.6% DM at an early head stage of maturity
(12).

Inoculation increased preservation of forage
protein. Inoculated silage contained 11% less
NH; than did the control (Table 2), which
equated to preservation of 2.5 more percentage
units of CP in the inoculated forage. The lower
NHj content of inoculated silage also explains
the greater recovery of non-NHj3 CP that is
shown in Table 1.

Compositional analyses of wheat forage be-
fore and after ensiling are shown in Table 3.
Only the effects of wilting are presented in
Tables 3 and 4 because inoculation did not
influence compositional analysis. The DM
content of the forage ensiled was 7.0 and 18.4
percentage units higher for WWS1 and WWS2
than for DCWS. The DM content of the result-
ing silage was 5.5 and 17.0 percentage units

TABLE 3. Partial compositional analysis of wheat forage before and after ensiling as influenced by wilting.!

Wilting?
Item DCWS WWS1 WWwWS2 SE
(% of DM)

Wheat forage?

DM 20.8¢ 27.9v 39.32 9
NDF 59.84 58.6dc 57.9¢ 5
ADF 31.6 303 303 7
CP 14.82 13.5 13.5b 3
Ash 52 8.0 114 1.0
WSC4 2422 16.4> 19.6¢ 1.0
Wheat silage3

DM 19.2¢ 24,80 36.32 2
NDF S58.5 58.0 56.8 .6
ADF 338 337 320 4
CP 16.02 15.00 14.70 3
Ash 6.3¢ 9.9b 14.68 8

abcMain effect of wilting (P < .05).
deMain effect of wilting (P < .1).

ITabular values are least squares means, each estimated from four observations for wilting effects.
2Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2).
3Except for DM, all values are percentage of DM.
4WSC = Water-soluble carbohydrates.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 78, No. 8, 1995
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higher for WWS1 and WWS2 than for the
DCWS. The moisture content of the silages
was 1.6 to 3.1 percentage units lower in DM
than the moisture content of the initial ensiled
forage, which reflects losses of DM during
respiration and fermentation and production of
water during the respiration phase of the ensil-
ing process. The WWS1 and WWS2 forages
were 2.1 to 3.2% lower in NDF, respectively,
but this difference was not apparent in ensiled
material. The CP content was 8.8% lower in
wilted forages at harvest and 6.1 to 8.0% lower
in the WWS1 and WWS2 ensiled materials.

Ash content of WWS1 and WWS2 was
54.3 to 133.5% higher, respectively, than that
of DCWS. Ash content was increased during
wilting, because of raking, which incorporates
soil into the forage windrows. The Nutrient
Requirements of Dairy Cattle (21) lists the ash
content of early vegetative wheat silage as
7.5%. Bolsen and Berger (9) field-wilted wheat
forage at boot and milk stages prior to ensiling
and reported that ash content ranged from 11.0
to 17.1%. Some of the reported (18) effects of
wilting on silage composition are likely related
to ash incorporation during the wilting process,
as was the case in this experiment. Expressed
on an OM basis, no differences occurred in CP
content because of wilting (Table 4). The NDF
increased 3.1 to 6.8% with wilting when silage

WILLIAMS ET AL.

NDF was expressed on an OM basis. The ADF
content of WWS1 expressed on an OM basis
was 3.7% higher than that of DCWS.

The WSC of WWS1 and WWS2 forages
decreased 18.8 to 32.2%, and WWS1 had the
lowest WSC (Table 3). Differences in WSC
content of WWS1 and WWS?2 prior to ensiling
may be due to the exposure of these forages to
different solar conditions at harvest and during
wilting. The changes in WSC from wiiting of
wheat forage were still apparent when these
measurements were expressed on an OM basis
(Table 4).

The composition of the ensiled forages and
the silage fermentation end products did not
provide a clear explanation for the negative
effects of the inoculant on DCWS or the ab-
sence of effects on wilted silages. The mean
WSC content of the forages ensiled was 5.0,
4.6, and 7.7% (as-fed basis) for the DCWS,
WWS1, and WWS2, respectively. The WSC
content (per gram of forage, as-fed basis) was
reported by others (14, 22) to be minimal in
supporting an acceptable fermentation. The
DCWS silage was more extensively fermented,
as indicated by its acidity. This result indicates
that the rate, rather than the extent of fermenta-
tion, was limited by the high moisture and low
percentages of WSC in DCWS and precluded
the effects of the inoculant as reported (12).

TABLE 4. Partial compositional analysis of wheat forage and silage as influenced by wilting.!

Wilting?
Item DCWS WWS1 WWs2 SE
(% of OM)

Wheat forage3

NDF 63.1b 63.7° 65.42 4
ADF 333 330 342 9
CP 15.6 14.7 153 4
WwSC4 25.5¢ 17.8¢ 22.1¢ 1.0
Wheat silage3

NDF 62.4° 64,30 66.62 .6
ADF 36.80 37.3 375 4
Cp 17.1 16.7 17.2 3

sbcMain effect of wilting (P < .05).

Tabular values are least squares means, each estimated from four observations for wilting effects.
2Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2).
3All values expressed as percentage of OM.
4Water-soluble carbohydrates.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 78, No. 8, 1995



INOCULATION AND WILTING EFFECTS ON FORAGE

These conditions may have been responsible
for the poor results of the inoculant with
DCWS. Concentrations of fermentation end
products were reduced for WWS1 and WWS2,
indicating that the fermentation and subsequent
effectiveness of the inoculant were restricted
with wilting. In addition, soil contamination,
as indicated by the ash concentration, may
have also contributed to the ineffectiveness of
the inoculant with wilting. More epiphytic bac-
teria were likely added to WWS1 and WWS2
as a result of soil contamination.

Some of the DCWS was not consumed,
resulting in a decrease of 8.6% in silage intake
and a decrease of 5.8% in total intake of
rations based on DCWS (Table 5). This effect
is consistent with other research that compares
ad libitum intakes of direct-cut and wilted
silages (20, 27). In their review on intake regu-
lation of ruminants, Baile and Forbes (6) impli-
cated substances associated with the protein
fraction of excessively fermented high mois-
ture silages. The fermentation end products
(VFA and NHj) were substantially higher in
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DCWS. Silage protein fermentation was
reduced by inoculation as indicated by NHj
concentrations; however, the changes in silage
NH; with inoculation were apparently not of
sufficient magnitude to counteract the depres-
sion in intake associated with the DC silage.

Differences in silage composition and in-
take were responsible for the differences in
nutrient intake that were reported in Table 5.
Only the effects of wilting are presented in
Table 5 because inoculation did not influence
feed or nutrient intake. The CP content of the
DCWS diet was 4.0 to 5.3% higher than that
of diets containing wilted silages. Intakes of
NDF and ADF with WWS1 were 7.3 and 8.8%
higher, respectively, than with DCWS. Ash
intake increased by 559 and 117.6% in
WWS1 and WWS2, respectively.

Effects of inoculation and wilting on appar-
ent ruminal and total tract digestion are
reported in Table 6. Ruminal digestion of DM
and NDF increased linearly. There was an
increase of .62 percentage units of ruminal DM
digested for silage rations for each percentage

TABLE 5. Mean DMI of silage and concentrate and partial compositional analysis of total ration fed to steers.!

Wilting?
Item DCWS WWwS1 WWS2 SE
(kg/d)
Ingredient
Silage 4.14d 4.53 4.548 1.00
Concentrate 2.15 2.15 2.15 .01
Total 6.29b 6.682 6.692 10
Component
NDF 2.60¢ 2.794 2.75¢ .07
ADF 1.47¢ 1.60¢ 1.53de 04
Cp 1.03 1.06 1.04 02
Ash .34¢ 53b 748 04
(%)
Component
DM 27.20¢ 32.40b 45.402 36
NDF 41.15 41.81 41.04 .52
ADF 23.40 23.99 22.83 33
Ccp 16.462 15.800 15.59b 17
Ash 5.48¢ 7960 11.132 53

wbcMain effect of wilting (P < .05).
deMain effect of wilting (P < .1).

1Tabular values are least squares means, each estimated from 18 observations for inoculation effects and 12

observations for wilting effects.

2Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2).

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 78, No. 8, 1995
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unit increase in silage DM because of wilting.
Ruminal digestion of NDF increased similarly.
Ruminal digestion of CP was increased by 8.6
percentage units in steers fed WWS2. Total
tract digestion of DM increased linearly by .44
percentage units for each percentage unit of
increase in silage DM because of wilting. Total
tract digestion of OM increased linearly by .85
percentage units for each percentage unit in-
crease in silage DM because of wilting. Total
tract fiber digestion increased linearly by 1.44
percentage units for NDF and 1.29 percentage
units for ADF for each percentage unit in-
crease in silage DM because of wilting. Im-
proved digestion is consistent with greater nu-
trient preservation during ensiling (12).
Differences in silage particle size associated
with wilting may also be responsible for im-
proved digestion. Even though the same silage
chopper was used to process the forages prior
to ensiling, the mean (& SE) particle size was
larger with WWS1 and WWS2 than DCWS
(DCWS, 1.35+ .3 cm; WWSI, 2.78 £ .29 cm;
and WWS2, 4.73 £ .59 cm). As a result, fiber

WILLIAMS ET AL.

digestion may have been improved because of
longer fiber retention times. Inoculation
decreased apparent total tract digestion of OM,
NDF, and ADF by 3.2, 5.8, and 5.5%, respec-
tively.

Differences in ruminal VFA among steers
fed treated silage indicate that inoculation and
wilting influenced ruminal fermentation (Table
7. Acetic acid was 1.8 to 3.1% higher, and
propionic acid was 11.8 to 13.3% lower, for
WWS1 and WWS2, respectively. As a result,
the acetate:propionate ratio increased by 14.8
and 18.7%, respectively. These changes indi-
cate that wilting may have enhanced the
roughage value of the silage. Changes in
roughage value with wilting may be related to
particle size differences as discussed and NDF
content as expressed on an OM basis. Inocu-
lated silage resulted in a decrease of 1.7% in
the ruminal concentration of acetate and an
increase of 5.8% in propionate. As a result, the
acetate:propionate ratio was slightly lower for
inoculated silage. These observations cor-
respond to the differences in ruminal digestion

TABLE 6. Effects of inoculation and wilting on apparent ruminal and total tract digestion coefficients for selected dietary

ingredients.!
Inoculation? Wilting3
- + SE DCWS WWS1 WWS2 SE
(%)
Ruminal
DM? 51.0 49.8 1.5 483 50.2 527 19
OM 58.6 56.9 1.4 56.0 56.4 60.0 1.7
NDF2 65.8 64.1 1.2 62.3 65.8 66.9 15
ADF 69.2 67.6 1.1 66.4 68.9 69.9 14
Cpa 172 14.3 26 129 12.8 215 32
Total tract
DM? 72.0 69.4 1.1 69.2 70.5 723 14
OMP 74.9¢ 72.64 9 713 727 773 1.1
NDP® 65.3¢ 61.54 14 58.9 62.2 69.1 1.8
ADFY 69.3¢ 65.44 13 63.1 66.6 723 1.6
CP 69.1 68.2 12 67.7 67.7 71.0 1.5

iLinear effect of wilting (P < .1).
PLinear effect of wilting (P < .05).
<4Main effect of inoculation (P < .05).

1Tabular values are least squares means, each estimated from 18 observations for inoculation effects and 12

observations for wilting effects.

2Inoculation treatment consisted of a control (=) or an inoculant (+). Pioneer 1174 inoculant (Johnston, IA) was applied

according to manufacturer recommendations.

3Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2),
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coefficients (Table 6). The acetate:propionate
ratio changed positively relative to ruminal
fiber digestion. The concentration of valerate
was 8.6% higher for inoculated silage; how-
ever, the biological significance of this result is
unknown. Concentration of ruminal NHj;
decreased 17.4% with WWS1 and WWS2. The
temperature increase during ensiling is greater
for wheat forage ensiled at higher DM concen-
trations (12) and may be responsible for the
decreased protein degradability in wilted
forages. In addition, lowered ruminal NHj
with wilted silages may reflect a tendency for
greater ruminal digestion of OM and microbial
utilization of NHj.

Ruminal contents differed for steers fed
WWS1 and WWS2 (Table 8). Only effects of
wilting are presented in Table 8 because inocu-
lation did not influence ruminal contents. At 6
h after feeding, when steers were fed WWS1
and WWS2, ruminal liquid contents were 6.8
to 8.5% higher. Ruminal DM contents of steers
fed wilted silages increased 19.4 to 23.9%, and
total ruminal contents increased linearly for
steers fed WWS1 and WWS2 by 8.7 to 9.8%,
respectively. The percentage of DM contents
in the rumen was higher for steers fed WWS1
and WWS2 by 7.5 to 13.5%.
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The inverse relationship between ruminal
contents and digestibility in this study was
unexpected but might have been a function of
controlled intake (1.8% BW). Other research
(20, 27) has demonstrated an intake-related
decrease in digestibility when wilted forage
diets were fed for ad libitum consumption.
These studies have shown that ad libitum in-
take of wilted silage was higher than ad libi-
tum intake of direct-cut forage (20, 27). In the
present study, increased retention of digesta, as
indicated by greater ruminal liquid and DM
contents, might have been responsible for in-
creased digestibility. Apparently, WWSI1 and
WWS2 remained in the rumen longer, thus
allowing the microorganisms more time to uti-
lize the material as substrate. As mentioned
previously, the WWS81 and WWS2 were not
chopped as finely as was DCWS, which was
likely responsible for greater ruminal retention
of WWS1 and WWS2.

Effects of inoculation and wilting on the
efficiency of microbial protein synthesis and
postruminal flow of OM, CP, and AA (29) are
not presented in tabular form. Efficiency of
production of ruminal microbial protein was
not influenced by dietary treatments. Based on
other research (20, 27), changes in efficiency of

TABLE 7. Effects of inoculation and wilting on concentration of ruminal fermentation end products.!

Inoculation? Wilting3

Item - + SE DCWS wWwSt WwS2 SE
VFA, mol/100 mol

Acetate (A) 66.124 65.02¢ .16 64.52¢ 65.67b 66.542 .20
Propionate (P} 18.87¢ 19.974 10 21.200 18.69° 18.37% 12
Isobutyrate 1.08 1.10 .01 1.08 1.09 1.11 .01
Butyrate 10.96 10.81 05 10.22 11.34 11.11 .06
Isovalerate 1.85 1.82 .02 1.84 1.93 1.73 .02
Valerate 1.16¢ 1.264 .01 1.14 1.28 1.21 .02
AP 3.574 3.53¢ 02 3.10¢ 3.56b 3.68 03
Total VFA, mM 92.39 91.25 73 90.40 94.28 90.78 .90
pH 6.58 6.61 03 6.57 6.58 6.64 .04
NH3, mg/d] 1541 15.45 42 17.462 14.40b 14.43 .51

abcMain effect of wilting (P < .05).
deMain effect of inoculation (P < .05).

!Tabular values are least squares means, each estimated from 18 observations for inoculation effects and 12

observations for wilting effects.

2Inoculation treatment consisted of a control () or an inoculant (+). Pioneer 1174 inoculant (Johnston, [A) was applied

according to manufacturer recommendations.

3Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2).
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TABLE 8. Effects of wilting on ruminal contents, liquid volume, and dilution.

Wilting!
Item DCWS WWS1 WWS2 SE
Ruminal contents2.3
Liquid,® kg 40.114 43.53b 42.82¢ 1.00
DM kg 5.15h 6.158 6.38f 23
Total,c kg 45.25 49.67 49.20 1.09
DM % 11.548 12418 13.10¢ .40
Ruminal liquid?4
Dilution, %/h 11.39 11.06 10.51 .79
Volume, L 35.60 37.33 38.47 1.93

ALinear effect of wilting (P < .1).

bedMain effect of wilting (P < .1).
€Linear effect of wilting (P < .05).
f8hMain effect of wilting (P < .05).

'Wilting treatment consisted of direct-cut ensiled at 20.8% DM (DCWS), 6-h wilt ensiled at 27.9% DM (WWS1), and

20-h wilt ensiled at 39.3% DM (WWS2).

2Tabular values are least squares means, each estimated from 12 observations for wilting effects.

3Obtained by ruminal evacuation 6 h after feeding.

40btained by dilution of a ruminal pulse dose of Co-EDTA.

microbial protein synthesis were anticipated
because of differences in digestibility of the
treated silages. However, with controlled in-
takes, variations in forage composition in the
present experiment were insufficient to alter
ruminal synthesis of microbial protein. The
increased production of microbial protein as-
sociated with wilting, as reported (20), was
dependent on an intake response. A trend was
observed for increased postruminal outflow of
certain AA, including lysine, with the WWS1
diet. The significance of this finding is uncer-
tain because of the restrictions in intake that
were imposed.

CONCLUSIONS

Potential interactions between inoculation
and wilting to optimize preservation and di-
gestibility of early maturity wheat forage were
not very evident in this experiment. Inocula-
tion apparently altered the fermentation end
products in silage; however, the low WSC
content, the extensive fermentation of the
DCWS forage, and the restricted fermentation
of the wilted forages may have precluded ef-
fects of inoculation on preservation. The posi-
tive effects of wilting on the preservation of
wheat forage during ensiling and the utilization

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 78, No. 8, 1995

of rations based on wheat silage were substan-
tial. Wilting was effective in improving DM
preservation and was responsible for improved
digestibility. Wilting, independent of inocula-
tion, was a most effective management tool in
the preservation of early maturity, small grain
silage.
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