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n134AY Lactobacillus Tudmlnandnseaunindlnandnuazaussaninnisasyiulavedeie lng
FIVTIUALANYNBNATIVINTIIUIU 3 aUU faudt A.A 2019-2022 NINTSLHY Lactobacillus eseeng
e LazlAnsuAuTiindu ALUATEAU 1.1x10°, 1x10% wag 1.2x10° cfu ¢-! laewuinsiAx Lactobacillus
nnsvaulifinadeaiaudunsa-ag, wavAaueuludenlulanu uwilinavilidadiuveinsauaniinuas
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latlandessietnilnandnindnisiiuuagluinisiiy Lactobacillus nnseau dUsuiunisiula n1s

WigAule wazUsedninimnisldenmslauansieiu adeiudsagulainnisidiy Lactobacillus fikasio
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vindadumadenniaununsns lnefisinieds 2.50 vim/Alaniu @Edniamnemsdnd | 2566) $12lne
sdfldsu arwaulasndulugiusundsomamadenlumaudlutgmnisaunausimsluragguds
Frlwaningaeuia audmislasumsdmivlade Tnsnistieuiulgamsgesoims iuaunwilu
91NAYDIDMTINT Uavan FunuNIHaReISETnTaILMsdR], 2560) wuIdlusiu 7-9% v 3-
4%, wazdleloUszunn 10-12% 39 fanauiifivnausumadedaide fuhaduamamdasuinisves
o1sneuuazansunuuidnlnandnazduunasemsi famamastasunisgedmivlade wd
nszurumavsinlaiauysal vliiAansgapdeasormsuasdnaaine Jedismsuitgmeeniaiiuans
we3u 1wy Loules], nsauaniin LaznInesdin LagnsiAin Lactobacillus \udndSnils daeisanszuiunns
i uagliun1sHannsauanin ¥agan pH veadnlnandin viligdunidniiAansuindoliaiunse
wigiulald venand deusaegninfuinuwasdestunisidouanmaesdnnlnansdn nsihu
Lactobacillus 3sann1sgayde Inwuzuagyinlidilnanindaunmasiiuasiiodludsdadonsuangsdu
NNATEVEI Nair et al. (2019) wudn n15RY Lactobacillus spp. Feanan pH wag Wfiunsgege1nsia
Ju Tnslaniznnsges DM, OM, ADF wag NDF msfusmsseesidudvesimindaluladedildsu s
cerevisiae anauanies (Nair et al., 2020) uaﬂmﬂﬁmilﬁu Lactobacillus hilgardii tae Lactobacillus
buchneri lumsnsdnwuinfiuanuasiivesininandnluaninefifoondinuldfitu n1sdn Lactobacillus
Farrvanlulnsaulusmsuazifinuszansamlunisidensns (Nair et al, 2022) n15ifiy Lactobacillus
sufuouluilnluslafadmuinfiuanunsivestmlnaninléd lnsnsandiuudaduazing Uiuusse
adsvosinnandnogisavsnm duiuingusrasdvaamadoumideife enumudoyaieu
A9y Lactobacillus Msdfudgsnanmensdnd wedudnennislinandslulede wazudlaigym
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Nair et al. (2019) vin1sAnnsiAy Lactobacillus Tudluandn lasidlszeznainimeasy 90 Tu
Tnefinsnaass 4 ngunismaass leun (1) nguitlidfinigidiy , nqudl (2) 1 Lbuchneri, L.plantarum
1.1x10° cfu g-' (INOC1) ﬂﬁjuﬁ(?})lﬁm S.cervisiaestraain strain 3 1x10%cfu ¢-! (INOC2) LLazﬂEjm‘ﬁ(d)L@m
L.buchneri, L.plantarum, S.cerevisiae strain3 1.1x10°+1x10° cfu g-' (INOC3) wunaratdunsadunng
w94 L.buchneri, L.plantarum (INOC1) fialdusnangain ﬂij:uﬁlﬁm L.buchneri, L.plantarum, S.cerevisiae
strain 3 (INOC3) LLGiﬁMﬂﬂ’iﬁﬂzjumsiﬁmiLam Lactobacillus spp (Table1) Turauzfiauves Nair et al.

(2020) Y sAnwINISAYN Lactobacillus spp lutmilwandin lnedsseznainisnaass 120 u leaedl 2 nqy



n1snaaesliun (1) ngualufinisidy , uwag nquil (2) iy Lhilgardil, L.buchneri 1.5x10° cfu g-* (INOC)
wuBAnulunsadusng M 2 ngunismeaes (Table2) Jsaenndosiuatu Nair et al. (2022) inmsfinw
N5y Lactobacillus spp Tudnilnandn lnediszeznainsmaaes 120 u leell 2 ngun1svaaed lawn (1)

ﬂ’gjmmﬁﬁmslﬁm, ﬂ’q'tu‘ﬁ' (2) ¥ Lactobacillus hilgardii, L.buchneri, P.pentosaceus (IC) 4.0x10° cfu g-!
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Table 1. Chemical composition, fermentation products, and microbial populations of fresh corn
forage and corn silage inoculated with Lactobacillus spp. or Saccharomyces cerevisiae strain 3 alone

or in combination during ensiling in minisilos, and upon aerobic exposure (AE)

ltem Silage after 90 d of ensiling (cuf g-*) SEM®  P-value
CON INOC1 INOC2 INOC3

pH 3.78° 3.98° 3.79° 3.89% 0.024 < 0.01

NH; -N, mg ¢! DM 1.09 1.15 1.08 1.22 0.056  0.35

LA:Ac ratio 3.91° 1.56° 4.62° 2.28% 0.186 < 0.01

LAB 8.60% 9.332 8.57¢ 9.19% 0.136  0.05

CON = Treatments included corn silage with no inoculant, INOC1 = corn silage + L.buchneri + L.plantarum 1.1x10°
cfu ¢!, INOC2 = corn silage + S.cerevisiae strain3 1x10* cfu g-', INOC3 = corn silage + L.buchneri + L.plantarum +
corn silage + S.cerevisiae strain3 1.1x10°+1x10" cfu g-', SEM’ = pooled standard error of mean, pH = Measure of
the acidity or alkalinity, NH>-N = ammonia nitrogen, LA:Ac = ratio, ratio of lactic acid to acetic acid, LAB = lactic
acid bacteria

Source: Nair et al. (2019)

- wanluteululasau (NH; -N)
Nair et al. (2019) wuiwavewexlutiesion1svdnvasnguiia INOCL , INOC2 uag INOC3 cfu-g!
Ldnuanuuandtadeisunguitldiiy nsnaaeslugieszesioat 90 Tu msiuiingy INOC2 Aenguilly

HARTIAR (Tablel) PeapandaaiuuYes Nair et al. (2020) n1sifin Lactobacillus wudnnguinlaiids uay



nguAN INOC cfu ¢-! naveswouluiflesonsuiin iwnndsiudlefieuiunguillaiiia (Table2) uagaiu
94 Nair et al. (2022) wuimavesnmsidunenludedonsvinnguiidu IC uay 1B cfu ¢! laifianuunnsng
fudleifisuiunguiilsiiiu (Table3 ) 99nA5ANWIY8 Nair et al. (2019) uandlyiifiuinn1idy Lactobacillus
Tudnlnamstn msiduiings INOC2 cfu ¢ TinadTian ognslsfinia Muck et al (1996) MI3anasasAIAIL

Wunsa-snalutnlnandn dawasonisanasveausinas NHs -N cfu g-!

Table 2. Chemical composition, fermentation products, microbial populations of fresh corn forage

and CON or INOC cornsillage ensiled in silo bag.

ltem? Silage after 120 d of ensiling (cfu g-1) SEM? P-value
CON INOC

pH 3.77 3.78 0.023 1.000

NH; -N 1.07 1.07 0.022 1.000

LA:AC ratio 3.64° 1.85P 0.130 < 0.001

LAB 8.50 8.65 0.090 0.940

CON = Treatments included control diet with uninoculated corn silage, INOC = corn silage+ L.hilgardil + L.buchneri
1.5x10° cfu g-', SEM” = pooled standard error of mean, pH = Measurement of acidity or alkalinity, NH>-N =
ammonia nitrogen, LA:Ac = ratio, ratio of lactic acid to acetic acid, LAB = lactic acid bacteria

Source: Huaxin et al. (2020)
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Nair et al. (2019) WU’j’]Na“UENﬂ’]iLaSJﬂiﬂaz%aﬂLLaSﬂimLaﬂaﬂﬁiamiﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁjmﬁ@m INOC2 cfu g-!
uag INOC3 cfu g-! wuinlifinnmuansnsainngudliifin udansnsannguiifin INOCT cfu g-! Fanga
INOC2 cfu ¢-! Tnafifign (Table1) luwa#la1uves Nair et al. (2020) nguiliiiy INOC cfu g- findnu
uAnAsnnauTtlaLAy Fsnuinszeznatlunismeass 120 Ju il INOC cfu g-! findn (Table2) dslsl
donAdesiuITL Nair et al. (2021) Wuinnguilids IC uag 1B cfu-g' laiflarmuansnsannguilaiiiiu wingu
filfin IC waz 1B fuwildufiananidlewisufisuarnnguilliiiy (Table3) fufufsagulddnniady
Lactobacillus Tudnlnansinasiduiings INOC3 cfu ¢! usisgslsAimumsmilsfeszoznainismaaes
wavanadendilflunisaaes Wil wag Any., (2558) WU Lactobacillus F2eLfisn1sHan
nsauanfnludnTnaviinuasinisusuupnuautivesnsdesonslulaide uwiflinunafiuduvensnoy
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Table 3. Chemical composition, fermentation products and microbial populations of fresh corn

forage, and CON, IC, and IB corn silages ensiled in mini-silos and upon aerobic exposure (AE)

ltem Silage after 90 d of ensiling (cfu g-!) SEM? P-value
CON IC IB

pH 3.84 3.86 3.84 0.021 0.480

NH3-N 0.71 0.73 0.74 0.032 0.390

LA:AC ratio 4.93 4.51 4.89 0.290 0.060

LAB 6.49° 8.37° 8.13° 0.202 < 0.001

CON = Treatments included control diet with uninoculated corn silage, IC = corn silage + Lactobacillus hilgardii, +

L. buchneri and + P. pentosaceus + (xylanase + B-glucanase) 4.0x10° cfu g-!, SEM® = pooled standard error of
mean, pH = Measurement of acidity or alkalinity, NH®-N = ammonia nitrogen, LA:Ac = ratio, ratio of lactic acid to

acetic acid, LAB = lactic acid bacteria

Source: Nair et al. (2022)

- wupfBEnguNNAANIALAAAN (LAB)

Nair et al. (2019) wuiweauuafiGensauandnludnlnavsinnguiidu INOCT uag INOC3 cfu g-! &
Afuansnsannguitliindenguitlinadiign fie INOCT cfu ¢-! Fdlsiaonndesiuues (Tablel) Nair et
al. (2020) wuinnguiliiin INOC cfu g-! laiflanuumnsnainnguitlaiids (Table2) ursuves Nair et al.
(2022) wungulin IC uay 1B cfu ¢-! arfiuanssfuileiisuiunguitliifn nquillviadigade IC
(Table3) Tag LAB finasionsvinuvesioulesl Nsereko et al., (2008) dsluilnalunisifiauszdnsnimnng
goeidely Ribeiro et al. (2016) WuI1 Lactobacillus anansarfinyununsauandnludlnansinle us
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Table 4. Performance parameters of growing beef steers fed corn silage inoculated with

Lactobacillus spp. or Saccharomyces cerevisiae strain 3 alone or in combination

Treatment
item 0 INOC1 INOC2  INOC3 SEM? P-value

Number of steers 14 14 14 15 - -

Initial shrunk BW?, kg 249.4 250.5 251.3 251.6 4.21 0.98
Final shrunk BW?, kg 371.3 370.9 372.6 371.2 7.11 1.00
ADG, ke d-" 1.45 1.44 1.44 1.43 0.054 0.99
DM, kg 7.11 6.79 6.76 6.98 0.155 0.34
ADG:DMI 0.203 0.210 0.213  0.204 0.0049 0.44

CON = Treatments included corn silage with no inoculant, INOC1 = comn silage + L.buchneri + L.plantarum 1.1x10°
cfu ¢!, INOC2 = corn silage + S.cerevisiae strain3 1x10* cfu g-', INOC3 = comn silage + L.buchneri + L.plantarum
+ corn silage + S.cerevisiae strain3 1.1x10°+1x10* cfu g-', SEM? = pooled standard error of mean, ADG = Average
Daily Gain, DMI = Dry Matter Intake, NE = Net Energy

Source: Nair et al. (2019)

a5y Lactobacillus TudnTnandndeaussaniswieyivinvasiaie ( Dry Matter Intake )

Nair et al. (2019) lévhnsirdnlnandnyngasmndnluidesladleiug beef cattle 31U 57 ¢
91y 150 U 528¥ANNINARRS 90 Fu WuTmANguLAN INOCT INOC2 uay INOC3 cfu g- fiaussanis
WiaiAule (P > 0.05) (Table1) &slulufimmaisadufu Nair et al. (2020) Iévhnsrinlnemsinyngns
mwﬁﬂlm?:mimﬁaﬁuﬁ: heifers way steers 91U 40 §7 81g 250 — 300 U T¥ELIANTNAGRY 14 TU
Tnefingumsmaanass 2 nau léuA nguiliifin wag nguildin INOC cfu ¢-! wudianssanisiasayAulasien
Liunnsnsfungudilaiiis (P > 0.05) (Table2) uazdsaanadaariuauues Nair et al. (2022) l#vin1sii
dlnemsinynansnmandnluidssladeiug steers $1uau 40 6 87g 120 Fu sp8gIAIN1TMAREY 60 Tu
Tngsinisnaaes 2 ngu Téun nauilsiidu uay nguil Hiu (10 wuiraussonmseiaiiuladenlsuansafiu
nguAIuAL (P > 0.05) (Table3) datfudsagulddn wan1aifin Lactobacillus ludinandinsoaussnnis
Wsaiulnvadaiielddmaseaussansaiayivlnveddaiile Kong et al(2010) sy Lactobacillus Tu
nsudindnalnanudn mafsgAunisvinlvinisdesitu winsadguivievedadeflbunnsannnguilsl
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Table 5. Performance of growing beef steers fed CON or INOC corn sillage ensiled in silo bags

Treatment
ltem 0 INOC SEM? P-value

Number of steers 20 20 - -

Initial shrunk BW?, kg 366.4 366.3 4.68 0.98
Final shrunk BW?, kg 490.6 494.3 6.68 0.69
ADG, kg d-! 1.48 1.52 0.053 0.56
DM, kg 10.1 9.6 0.20 0.15
G:F* 0.147 0.159 0.0044 0.07

CON = Treatments included control diet with uninoculated corn silage, INOC = corn silage + L.hilgardil +
L.buchneri 1.5x10° cfu g-', SEM? = pooled standard error of mean, ADG = Average Daily Gain, DMI = Dry Matter
Intake, NE = Net Energy, G:F = Gain to Feed ratio

Source: Nair et al. (2020)

- HAN154AY Lactobacillus Tudilnandnsadnsinisiaseuln (ADG)

Nair et al. (2019) WU’iWﬂﬁimﬁlLﬁm INOC1 INOC2 uag INOC3 cfu g-! n157Aa0IdA1I8RNIINTT
wigivladefdeuliunndafunguitliifi (P > 0.05) (Tablel) Aslulufimmaideniudy Nair et al.
(2020) WuInnguiAy INOC cfu - dammaeiapiulnsiesseulddmltunnstungunaudiluiia P >
0.05) (Table2) uazdsaonadosiuauyes Nair et al. (2022) wuinnguilidiy IC cfu ¢-! TANSARTINNG
wigdvlanodadedulduansiafunguilliidn (P > 0.05) (Table3) Aufudaasulsdn nanisiu
OLactobacillus Tudlwansinsesasnmssyivinvedaiiohidwaseusimaumsivldvedaiie aglsd
M3 Santos et al. (2017) Wud1N51AYN Lactobacillus Im’miwwﬁmhSU%’UU'gaﬂWSEJastm':?LLazLﬁmfm?
Wsivlnvadaile

Table 6. Performance of growing beef steers fed CON or INOC corn sillage ensiled in silo bags

[tem Treatment SEM P-value
0 IC

n, animals 20 20 - -

Initial shrunk BW?, kg  280.7 278.9 4.31 0.77
Final shrunk BW? kg 392.9 397.6 6.65 0.62
ADG, kg 1.37 1.41 0.049 0.27
DMI, kg d- 8.09 8.13 0.201 0.89
G:F* 0.165 0.173 0.0042 0.18




CON = Treatments included control diet with uninoculated corn silage, IC = corn silage + Lactobacillus hilgardii, +

L.buchneri and + P. pentosaceus + (xylanase + B—glucanase) 4.0x10° cfu g-, SEM = pooled standard error of mean, ADG =
Average Daily Gain, DMI = Dry Matter Intake, NE = Net Energy, G:F = Gain to Feed ratio
Source: Nair et al. (2022)

- wan s Lactobacillus TudnaTwansinaesasinisidewommsiduiwmiings (FCR)

Nair et al. (2019) ¥n1sAnnsifia Lactobacillus spp ludnilnansinsedasinisidsue msidu
dwingveddade wudingu wudnguiiiin INOCT INOC2 uay INOC3 cfu ¢! falaunnsrstunauitlal
@31 (P > 0.05) (Table1) Feldlufimmadeniuiu Nair et al. (2020) ¥innsAinwinisidia Lactobacillus Tu
Flnanindesammadsuewnaduthmindvedaie wuinguildis INCO cfu ¢! luumndnafungudi
laitin (P > 0.05) (Table2) wazdsaonndosiui1uaed Nair et al. (2022) ¥in15@n®IN15LHN Lactobacillus
spp Tudnineminsesansnsiasuormsiduimdnivedaile Wudwﬂfjuﬁ@u IC cfu ¢-! llumnsnsiu
naudilafis (P > 0.05) (Table3) fsiuisasuléin wan1sufis Lactobacillus Tudnalnavsindesnsnis
waivlnvedadiolddmasiosinansivldvedaile dwonndasiuaues Ribeiro et al. (2016) wui

o w

Lactobacillus Tuommsdaililaiinsnsnisiudsusmsiluiwming (FCR) egnsiiuddey

LY
NINUNILENATTLATEITS 3 atunaifiu Lactobacillus TudTwansindenunmdninansinuas
aussanmnaaiydvlnvediaie anmnsaagulddinisifu Lactobacillus naufivanzaufianfongudiiu
1.2x10° cfu g-! Tudmlwansinanunsaiiugaunmdalnaniinlfogsiussansnmuay aussnnimnis
wiiulavedlallofifesediinandniidnisiy warlifinsiy Lactobacillus ynsgfu fUsinmnsiu
19 n1sasgiule wazdsednsamnisideaimslauunnaneiu nsidu Lactobacillus dxananmnInyes

Plnaniln waldlinadeaussanmassgyiulavedlaile
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