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The effect of adding baking yeast to cows'
feed on the quantity and quality of milk

Abstract

This experiment was conducted at Al Mukhtaria Station in the
northeastern countryside of Homs in March 2021 over 60 days, with
the aim of studying the effect of adding baking yeast on the quantity
and quality of milk produced by Holstein Friesian cows. In this
experiment, twenty-four cows were used during the third milking
season, and they were randomly distributed into four groups, each
group included six cows. All experiment cows were subjected to the
same feeding and care system followed at the station (concentrated
mixture, forage), and yeast was added to the concentrated mixture to
the animals of the first, second and third experimental groups
according to the quantities (12-17-20) g/cow/day respectively, while
yeast was not added to the control group. The results showed that
the addition of baking yeast led to a significant increase (P<0.05) in
the quantity of milk produced during the last two weeks of the
experiment. That is, this significant increase (P<0.05) appeared
during the second month of the experiment in the second and third
experimental groups compared with the control group, and without
any significant differences (P>0.05) between all experimental
groups. The third experimental group, which a 20 g of yeast was
added to its diet, achieved the highest production during the
experiment. As for the studied milk components (percentages of fat,
protein, lactose, and dry matter), there were no significant
differences (P>0.05) between all experimental groups.

Key words: Holstein Friesian, Milk, Feed additives, Dry baking
yeast.
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