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Study on Effect of Nutrition Value of Silage Maize in Cold Region
ZHANG Ya-long
(Heilongjiang A gricultural College of Vocational Technology, Jiamusi 154007, China)

Abstract: Based on the research of silage maize Longfudan208, this article studied the influence of different har—

vest dates on the nutrition value of silage maize in cold areas. Results of the research showed that as harvest date de—

layed crude albumen, crude fiber decline in silage maize, and crude ash increase. Changes of crude fat were not clear.

From analysis of dry matter accumulation, the best harvest date northern cold area is 40 — 50 days after pollination.
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Fig.1  Crude protein distribution percentage in organs and

whole plant crop in different harvest date
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Fig.2  Either extract distribution percentage in organs and

whole plant crop in different harvest date
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Fig.3  Crude fiber distribution percentage in organs and

whole plant crop in different harvest date
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