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Abstract

The study was aimed to determine the effect of field corn husk total mixed rations (TMRs) toward
the beef production. Group 1 was the control fed with Napier grass and concentrate diet, while group 2 and 3
were field corn husk with corn grinding and field corn husk with cassava as based component with minerals
and vitamin premixed, feeding twice daily for 4 months. The final weight, dry matter intake, weight gain,
average daily gain, and feed cost per gain had no statistical significance among three groups. However, feed
cost per gain in group 2 and 3 were trendy lower than control. Thus, the field corn husk TMRs might be daily

feed, and allow for decrease feed cost of beef production.
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