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Introduction Methods Results and discussion (continued)
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Treatments randomly aSSIgHEd to pens (2 pens/treatment): Fig. 7: Average daily gain significantly changed over time with the Fig. 8: Feed efficiency significantly changed over time with the
Control dlet (CT) 50% bar|ey Silage, 39.59% dry rO”ed bar|ey' treatments, but no changes were found over the 56-d feeding period. treatments, but no changes were found over the 56-d feeding period.
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10% canola meal and vitamins/minerals supplement. cig. 2. Fight speed device used to measure cattle temperament > No significant treatment effect found on dry matter intake (P = 0.86) or cattle
Control diet + Sweeteners (SW): From Lucta, at 1 g/kg | : : temperament (P = 0.26).
Control diet + Mix of basic tastes (MX) : From Lucta, at 1g/kg Results and discussion Conclusion
Feeding behaviour Results suggest that the use of flavouring agents had multiple effects on the feeding
120 * 25 behavior and feed efficiency of newly received feedlot cattle, although there was not a
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fixed effects, Pen as random effect and Steer as subject E-mail: mustaq.ahmad @usask.ca




