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Fable 1: Use of supplements, form of forage used and use of forage as milk enh
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_Variable Frequency

Offer supplement
Yes 108
No 14

Trees as feed supplement

Yes 113
No 9.0
Form of forage use

l'rees

—_
RS

[}

Shrubs

Both 78

Use forage as milk enhancers

Yes 61
No 6l

Percen%

88.50
[1.50

92.60
7.40

26.23
9.84
63.93

50.00
50.00

Table 2: Plant parts used and form of utilization of bro

wse species as milk enhancer

Variables frequency

Percentage (%)

Plant parts used
Leaves 57
Stem barks 2.0
Form of utilization

Fresh 48
Dried 11
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A & e —_— AME FREQUENCY  PERCENTAGE
] -"'"{;\” Bore “,‘““U — .‘"'“
> ‘“\l“ ' 2.‘ S— l ‘,’ T,.é PO e SO
Chediva NA :
ponti! 40 7K
hose) Dorawa NA R
. 2“ l .h‘\
Durunm NA
) 3.0 2 4%
| periant Farar kava NA alile
,'Fi: \al. = 50 4 ”
‘ ja digirarad Kuka Boboo
; l-{:ll'-""m ) 9.0 1.3
2 it cinaceus  Madobiya NA %
‘P.’fr ct . E 6.5
g i raurifinia Magaryva Bt ;
angiférd indica Mangoro Mango ‘o i
MtE J P D
| ogeius leiocarpus - Marke Chewing stick tree 39 31.90
. al.
- uierd senegalensis  Sabara NA 5 A
-1.3
| pymarindus indica Tsamiya Tamarind indica 2% 20.49
- \foringy oleifera Zogale Miricle tree 3 145
 [hava senegalensis Madaci Dry zone mahogany ~ 2.0 L63
' NA Lagoro NA 1.0 0.81
:. NA Tsamiya biri NA 10 0.8
L Psidium guajava Gwaiba Guava 10 0.8
NA=Not Available
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