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The daily food intake and apparent digestibility by captive red gorals in
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Abstract: To analyze the daily feed intake and apparent digestibility to forage nutrition of red goral (Nemorhaedus cranbro—
oki) and determine diet composition, from June to August 2012, 8 healthy adult red gorals from the Shanghai Zoo were se—
lected and separated into 2 groups, group I and group II, based on different dietary roughage, to compare the daily food in—
take and apparent digestibility by red goral to different forages. The results showed that; (1) The average daily food intake
of adult red gorals was (2801.44 + 245.02) g during the summer; (2) Male daily food intake (P <0.05), apparent di—
gestibility of crude fiber and apparent digestibility of dried matter and crude protein were significantly different between the
two groups (P <0.05), and the difference in crude fat between the 2 groups was not significant. Red gorals showed pref-—
erences toward palatability of the Group II diet with higher daily intake and digestibility ; therefore, Group II is the recom—

mended diet for captive red gorals.
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Table 1 Dietary nutrients of the two groups of captive red goral
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