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Introduction: Today, the increase in the world's population, especially in third-world countries, has caused an
increase in the demand for livestock products, which will subsequently require more livestock products and more
food resources to meet these needs. The use of waste from factories of agricultural transformation industries in
feeding livestock helps to make the cost of breeding more economical. Since cotton by-product is considered a
product of cotton ginning factories, it can be said that due to its nutritional value, its use in animal diets is to avoid
wasting this huge source of feed. Cotton by-product contains 86.9% dry matter, 12.3% crude protein, 57.7% NDF,
12.2% ash, 1.7% calcium, 0.31% phosphorus, and 1.06% net energy. The results of the studies showed that cotton
waste can be used as a source of protein in the diet of fattening animals. This study aimed to assess the effect of
feeding different levels of cotton by-products on performance, degradability, rumen fermentation parameters,
microbial protein, and microbial population in fattening lambs.

Materials and methods: In this study, 24 male Afshari lambs with a mean weight of 30+0.7 kg and a mean age
of four months were used in a completely randomized design with four treatments and six replications for 90 days.
The experimental treatments included: 1) a diet without cotton by-product (control), 2) a diet containing 33.33%
cotton by-product instead of alfalfa, 3) a diet containing 66.66% cotton by-product instead of alfalfa, and 4) a diet
containing 100% cotton by-product instead. Hay was based on dry matter. The cotton by-product used in this
study was obtained from Mahosh cotton ginning factory located in Razavi Khorasan province, Neyshabur city,
Iran. After entering the test site, it was chopped and then mixed with alfalfa in certain percentages; it was
consumed by experimental lambs. Growth performance traits including daily feed intake, daily weight gain, and
feed conversion ratio were measured during the experiment period. To measure ruminal fermentation parameters
and bacteria and protozoa populations, the rumen fluid of the experimental lambs was taken from the rumen on
the 90™ day of the experiment, three hours after morning feeding using an esophageal tube. To determine urine
purine derivatives, the total 24-hour urine production of each animal was collected in a special container under
the metabolic cage on five sampling days. The number of three fistulaized Afshari sheep with a mean weight of
about 5042 kg and a mean age of approximately 11 months was used to estimate the parameters of degradability
of dry matter, crude protein, and NDF.

Results and discussion: The growth performance results showed that replacing 100% cotton by-products instead
of dry alfalfa increased feed intake, increased daily weight, and decreased feed conversion ratio (P<0.05). The
results of ruminal parameters showed that the treatment containing 66.66 and 100% replacement of cotton by-
products instead of dry alfalfa had the highest concentration of total volatile fatty acids, acetic acid, and acetate to
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propionate ratio (P<0.05). There was no significant difference between the experimental treatments in the amounts
of purine excretion derivatives and microbial protein production. The use of 66.66% of the substitute cotton by-
product instead of dry alfalfa in the diet increased the total population of rumen fluid bacteria (£<0.05) but had
no significant effect on the protozoan population. The results of meta-measures of dry matter degradability, crude
protein, and NDF showed that there was no significant difference between experimental treatments.
Conclusions: The general results of the study showed that replacing cotton by-products by 66.66 or 100% instead
of dry alfalfa in the diet improved the performance, increased the bacterial population, and concentration of total
volatile fatty acids in the rumen fluid of fattening lambs. The use of cotton by-products can be a suitable substitute
for alfalfa in the diet of fattening lambs without negative effects on growth performance and rumen fermentation
indices.
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Table 1. Chemical compositions of cotton waste
used in study

Chemical compositions Amount
ME (Mcal/kg) 1.26
Dry matter (% DM) 86.90
Crude protein (% DM) 12.31
NDF (% DM) 57.70
ADF (% DM) 49.24
Lignin (% DM) 22.48
Ether extract (% DM) 5.44
Ash (% DM) 12.23
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Table 2. Ingredients and chemical compositions of diets containing different levels of cotton by-product instead

of alfalfa hay

. Dietary level (%) of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa
Ingredients 0 3333 66.66 100
Alfalfa hay 12.63 6.31 3.16 0.00
Cotton by-product 0.00 4.16 8.32 12.63
Wheat straw 5.80 5.80 5.80 5.49
Corn silage 10.01 10.00 11.00 12.00
Soybean meal 8.70 8.89 8.96 8.90
Corn grain 15.00 15.72 15.05 14.98
Wheat bran 15.38 15.38 15.00 14.00
Barely grain 27.10 27.46 27.30 26.90
Sugar beet pulp 3.49 4.39 3.49 3.30
Vit and min supplements” 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.60
Salt 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20
Calcium carbonate 1.00 1.00 1.03 1.00
Chemical compositions
ME (Mcal/kg) 2.70 2.71 2.69 2.67
Dry matter (%) 81.92 81.71 80.93 80.69
Ash (%) 8.53 8.60 7.90 7.88
Crude protein (%) 14.40 14.32 14.37 14.36
Ether extract 3.40 4.10 4.12 4.19
Neutral detergent fiber (%) 34.17 34.07 35.80 35.67
Acid detergent fiber (%) 2391 23.70 21.91 21.80
Calcium (%) 0.76 0.78 0.88 0.85
Phosphorus (%) 0.46 0.47 0.43 0.41

* Each kg of the vitamin—mineral premix contained: vitamin A (50,000 IU), vitamin D3 (10,000 IU), vitamin E (0.1 g), calcium
(196 g), phosphorus (96 g), sodium (71 g), magnesium (19 g), iron (3 g), copper (0.3 g), manganese (2 g), zinc (3 g), cobalt

(0.1 g), iodine (0.1 g), and selenium (0.001 g).
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Table 3. The effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on growth
performance of fattening lambs

Item Dietary replacement level (%) of cotton Contrast
by-product
0 3333 66.66 100 SEM  Pevalue —  Quadratic

Daily feed intake (g/d) 1760P 1790P 1800°  1890° 13.1 0.003 0.022 0.241
Initial weight (kg) 30.60 30.50 30.70  30.30 1.31 0.332 0.441 0.620
Final weight (kg) 51.25° 52.00°  52.60° 56.22° 0.62 0.031 0.041 0.253
Daily weight gain (g/d) 227° 234b 2427 2822 3.01 0.045 0.021 0.231
Feed conversion ratio 7.742 7.65% 7.442 6.68° 0.14 0.002 0.001 0.120

b Values with different superscript letters within a row are significantly different (P<0.05).

SEM: Standard error of the means
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Table 4. Effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on ruminal
parameters of fattening lambs

Dietary replacement level (%) of cotton Contrast
Item by-product

0 33.33 66.66 100 SEM  P-value Linear  Quadratic
Rumen pH 6.51 6.76 6.59 6.71 0.14 0.575 0.436 0.510
NH3-N (mg/dL) 791 7.26 7.36 6.86 0.41 0.746 0.678 0.597
Total VFA (mmol/L) 88.56°  90.30° 92.13*  92.55% 1.08 0.033 0.022 0.244
Acetic acid (A) 57.18> 5818  60.10°  60.28° 091 0.031 0.021 0.218
Propionic acid (P) 23.50 22.95 22.10  22.12 0.51 0.211 0.326 0.245
Butyric acid 1.41 1.67 1.70 1.73 0.53 0.125 0.226 0.136
Isovalric acid 4.14 4.54 5.25 5.31 0.43 0.190 0.182 0.198
Valric acid 233 2.95 3.09 3.11 0.46 0.220 0.231 0.317
A/P 2.44° 2.53% 2.71* 2.72° 0.06 0.042 0.033 0.228

b Values with different superscript letters within a row are significantly different (P<0.05).

SEM: Standard error of the means
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Table 5. Effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on excretion of
urinary purine derivatives and microbial protein synthesis

Dietary replacement level (%) SEM  P-value Contrast
Item of cotton by-product
0 3333  66.66 100 Linear Quadratic

Allantoin excretion (mmol/day) 990 941 970  9.73 0.21 0.211 0.245 0.198
Uric acid (mmol/day) 0.41 038 040 039 0.04 0.651 0.579 0.621
Xanthine and hypoxanthine (g/day) 1.33 1.46 1.23 1.48 0.15 0.301 0.295 0.328
Purine derivatives (mmol/day) 11.2 9.07 1066 11.4 1.08 0.400 0.474 0.372
Microbial protein (g/day) 4575 4593 46.01 46.22 1.29 0.147 0.155 0.142

SEM: Standard error of the means
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Table 6. Effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on the population
of ruminal fluid bacteria (Logio/mL) and protozoa (Logs/mL)

Dietary replacement level (%) of

Item cotton by-product Contrast

0 33.33 66.66 100 SEM P-value Linear Quadratic
Total bacteria 7.97° 7.69° 8.602 7.69° 0.27 0.035 0.021 0.041
Total protozoa 6.16 5.96 5.12 5.16 0.221 0.060 0.059 0.067

&b Values with different superscript letters within a row are significantly different (P<0.05).

SEM: Standard error of the means
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Table 7. Effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on dry matter

degradability (%)
Dietary replacement level (%) of cotton SEM P-value Contrast
Item by-product
0 33.33 66.66 100 Linear Quadratic

a 25.19 25.13 24.88 24.94 0.81 0.951 0.842 0.910
b 51.89 51.17 51.64 51.16 0.46 0.926 0.898 0.946
a+b 76.05 76.27 76.49 76.07 0.29 0.785 0.649 0.713
c 0.039 0.040 0.038 0.038 0.03 0.061 0.052 0.069
ED

k=0.02 58.22 58.80 59.08 58.42 0.32 0.513 0.475 0.569
k=0.04 50.56 50.77 50.79 51.53 0.37 0.899 0.729 0.819
K=0.06 45.23 46.11 45.35 45.21 0.50 0.123 0.213 0.129

a: Rapidly degraded fraction (%), b: Slowly degraded fraction (%), a+b: Potential of degradability, c: Constant rate of
degradation (h-1), ED: Effective degradability of dry matter (at 2, 4, and 6 % out- follow rates (k)).
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Table 8. Effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on protein

degradability (%)
Item Dietary replacement level (%) of cotton by-product SEM P-value Contrast
0 33.33 66.66 100 Linear  Quadratic

a 25.73 26.73 25.43 25.53 0.51 0.954 0.789 0.829
b 47.54 48.08 47.92 48.13 0.25 0.736 0.642 0.710
at+b 73.28 74.82 73.37 73.68 0.71 0.995 0.836 0.924
c 0.052 0.054 0.054 0.053 0.01 0.121 0.236 0.129
ED

k=0.02 60.85 61.58 60.13 58.94 0.95 0.543 0.459 0.519
k=0.04 52.90 52.90 53.10 52.58 0.31 0.181 0.178 0.189
k=0.06 47.44 48.54 47.90 47.57 0.45 0.832 0.762 0.863

a: Rapidly degraded fraction (%), b: Slowly degraded fraction (%), a+b: Potential of degradability, c: Constant rate of
degradation (h-1), ED: Effective degradability of dry matter (at 2, 4, and 6 % out- follow rates (k)).
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Table 9. Effect of including different levels of cotton by-product instead of alfalfa in the diet on NDF
degradability (%)
Dietary replacement level (%) of cotton by- SEM P-value Contrast
Item product
0 33.33 66.66 100 Linear = Quadratic

a 15.44 15.13 15.84 15.42 0.75 0.615 0.589 0.675
b 39.30 39.04 39.02 39.54 0.30 0.981 0.823 0.929
at+b 54.75 54.18 54.87 54.97 0.31 0.653 0.571 0.603
c 0.053 0.051 0.051 0.051 0.01 0.051 0.059 0.061
ED

k=0.02 45.56 45.24 44.02 44.23 0.64 0.799 0.642 0.719
k=0.04 39.64 39.61 39.51 39.23 0.54 0.678 0.563 0.624
K=0.06 34.03 34.56 33.25 33.96 0.62 0.866 0.754 0.810

a: Rapidly degraded fraction (%), b: Slowly degraded fraction (%), a+b: Potential of degradability, c: Constant rate of
degradation (h-1), ED: Effective degradability of dry matter (at 2, 4, and 6 % out- follow rates (k)).
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