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ABSTRACT A survey was conducted   in four mandals of Chittoor district to findout the feeding practices adopted by the 
farmers. Information was extracted from100 far-mers by a pretested questionnaire. 36-48 % of the respondent 

farmers were feeding Paddy straw and 12-32 % were feeding Sugarcane tops and leaves, Paddy straw and Groundnut haulms. 40-52 
% were feeding premixed cattle feed and 48-60 % feed ingredients.  Further, 53-60 % were feeding 3 kg or less and 40-47 % more 
than 3 kg per day per animal. 48-60 % of the farmers were feeding  grains in combi-nation with other ingredients mostly Rice bran 
and Groundnut cake. 62-75 % of the respondent farmers were feeding 3 kg and 25-38 % more than 3 kg. All the farmers (100%) were 
feeding Green fodder to their animals. 80-92 % of the respondents were feeding upto 20 kg per day per animal.

INTRODUCTION
Majority of Indian farmers are small and marginal farmers and 
a great number are land less labour working in the agricultural 
fields. Feeding of dairy animals was one of the important com-
ponent influencing the milk production. The feeding of dairy 
animals generally depends upon several factors like economic 
conditions of the farmers, herd size, marketing facilities and 
environment of the place, etc. small holders generally manage 
the dairy animals under extensive system with low inputs and 
low production. The quality of the animals were mostly non-
descript and crossbreds were very few. The crossbred animals 
require balanced ration in required quantities for meeting the 
nutritional requirements for high milk production. Taking these 
facts into account, a study had been carried out in four Man-
dals of Chittoor district to find out the feeding practices of cattle 
adopted by the farmers. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Selection of Study area: A Stratified Random Sampling Tech-
nique was used to select the study area.Four mandals namely 
Nagari, Putalapattu, Vayalpadu and Yerpedu of Chittoor district, 
Andhra Pradesh, were selected considering four Animal Hus-
bandry divisions which were spread over to different directions 
of the district. The nearest mandal was Yerpedu which was 
about 20 km and the farthest was Vayalpadu which was over 
100 km from Tirupati. Five villages in each mandal were select-
ed based upon the cropping pattern, type of cattle reared, milk 
production and utilization etc. Five farmers from each village 
were selected based on possessing cattle and buffaloes, extent 
of land etc. Thus the sample size had become 100 (4 mandals x 5 
villages x 5 farmers = 100). A pretested Questionnaire was pre-
pared to collect information from the farmers about the crop-
ping pattern, rearing of cattle and buffaloes, animal husbandry 
practices, feeding pattern, etc., The farming community includes 
small and marginal farmers and agricultural labour rearing the 
livestock mostly 2-3 number under extensive system. Though 
small in number, the large and progressive farmers had taken 
up livestock rearing as a fulltime occupation under intensive 
production with feeding, breeding and health care management 
on scientific lines. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Feeding pattern of crop residues in study area: The data on feed-
ing of crop residues were shown in table 1.It revealed that all of 
them were feeding crop residues to their animals. The leftovers 
of paddy, ground nut, sugarcane, jowar, bajra, green gram and 
black gram were serving as source of dry fodder to the animals. 
Most (36-48 %) of the farmers were feeding paddy straw only 
and a few (12-32 %) were feeding sugarcane tops and leaves 
along with paddy straw and groundnut haulms. All (100%) had 
replied that they were feeding them continuously and it was 
understood that the animals were getting sufficient quantity of 

dry fodder. However, a few farmers were feeding more quan-
tity (more than 10 kg) of crop residues. This might be for the 
high yielding crossbred cows being maintained in organized 
dairy farms. These results were similar to Obi Reddy and Prasad 
(2009) and Kelly et al. (1991). The small and marginal farm-
ers used to conserve the leftover of crops to feed their animals 
throughout the year. This was in agreement with the findings of 
Parasuram Singh et al. (2004) and Rajiv Deoras et al. (2004) but 
contrary to the findings of Wani et al. (2009). 

Concentrate feeding : The survey on Concentrate feeding was 
presented in table 1 and it indicated that among the respondent 
farmers 40-52 % were feeding premixed cattle feed and 48-60 
% feeding feed ingredients. Further, 53-60 % were feeding 3 kg 
or less and 40-47 % more than 3 kg per day per animal. The 
selected farmers (67-82%) in the study were feeding premixed 
cattle feed procured from outside and only small proportion 
(18-33%) were making it within the study area. Feeding of con-
centrates was required to obtain more quantity of milk from the 
good quality crossbred animals. The quantity fed per day was 
also sufficient to sustain milk production of more than 10 kg 
per day per animal. This was in agreement with the results of 
Mahendra Singh & Chauhan (2009) and Wani et al( 2009).The 
results of grain feeding in the study area showed that 48-60 % 
of the farmers were feeding grains to their animals in combi-
nation with other ingredients mostly rice bran and groundnut 
cake. The respondent farmers revealed that 62-75 % were feed-
ing 3 kg and 25-38 % more than 3 kgs and most of the farmers 
were procuring the ingredients from their own fields and only a 
few (13-40%) procuring them outside the study area. This was 
on par with findings of Rajiv Deoras et al. (2004) 
 
Feeding of green fodder: The data on Feeding of green fodder 
and grazing of dairy animals were presented in table 3 and re-
vealed that all the farmers (100%) in survey were feeding green 
fodder to their animals. 80-92 per cent of the respondents were 
feeding upto 20 kg per day per animal. This was contrary to the 
findings of Mahendra Singh and Anil Chauhan (2009) and Ra-
jiv Deoras et al. (2004).In their study the farmers were feeding 
less than 10kg.Which was mainly due to inadequate availability 
of green fodder in the rural area on account of limited irriga-
tion facilities, stocking more number of animals than sufficient 
number. Majority of the respondents in the study area (60-72%) 
were feeding green grass rather than legumes since availabil-
ity of legumes was only limited while some farmers (16-28%) 
were feeding both grasses and legumes whenever legumes were 
available. All (100%) of them replied that the green fodder was 
being raised from their own fields itself. Apart from feeding 
green fodder all (100%) the respondents were allowing their 
animals for grazing in uncultivated waste lands and forest ar-
eas as there was non-availability of well managed pasturelands. 
This was similar to findings of Rajiv Deoras et al. (2004), Dhi-
man et al. (1990), Walli (2004) and Radotra et al. (1996) but 
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differs with the findings of Mallik and Nagpal (1998) and Wani 
et al.( 2009) These differences were due to differences in Agro-
climatic conditions of the study area. 
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1. Type of crop 
residues fed
a)	 Paddy 
straw 09 (36) 12 (48) 10 (40) 10 (40) 10.25±0.62

b)	
Groundnut 
haulms

03 (12) 05 (20) 05 (20) 05 (20) 4.50±0.50

c)	 Paddy 
straw + 
Groundnut 
haulms 

05 (20) 05 (20) 06 (24) 07 (28) 5.75±0.47

c)	 Paddy 
straw + 
Groundnut 
haulms + 
Sugarcane 
tops

08 (32) 03 (12) 04 (16) 03 (12) 4.50±1.19

2.
Quantity fed 
per day per 
animal
 a)	 Upto 10 
kg. 15 (60) 18 (72) 22 (88) 20 (80) 18.75±1.40

b)	 More than 
10kg. 10 (40) 07 (28) 03 (12) 05 (20) 6.25±1.49

3.
Type of 
concentrate 
fed
I)	 Premixed 
Cattle Feed 10 (40) 12 (48) 13 (52) 10 (40) 11.25±0.75

Quantity fed
       i) Less 
than 3 kg / 
animal / day

06 (60) 06 (50) 07 (53) 06 (47) 6.25±0.25

       ii) More 
than 3 kg / 
animal / day

04 (40) 06 (50) 06 (47) 04 (40) 5.0±0.57

II)	 Feeding of 
Grains 15 (60) 13 (52) 12 (48) 15 (60) 13.75±0.75

Type of grains 
fed
i)	 Maize + 
Rice bran 04 (26) 04 (37) 03 (25) 03 (20) 3.50±0.28

ii)	 GNC + 
Rice bran 06 (40) 05 (26) 06 (50) 07 (46) 6.0±0.40

iii)	 Maize + 
GNC + Rice 
bran

05 (34) 04 (37) 03 (25) 05 (34) 4.25±0.27

Quantity fed 
per day per 
animal
i)	 Less than 
3 kg. 10 (66) 09 (62) 09 (75) 10 (66) 9.50±0.28

ii)	 More than 
3 kg. 05 (34) 04 (38) 03 (25) 05 (34) 4.25±0.47

4. Type of green 
fodder fed
i)	 Grasses 17 (68) 15 (60) 18 (72) 16 (64) 16.5±0.64

ii)	 Legumes 04 (16) 03 (12) 02 (08) 03 (12) 3.0±0.4
iii)	 Grass + 
legumes 04 (16) 07 (28) 05 (20) 06 (24) 5.5±0.64

  5.
Quantity fed 
per day per 
animal
a)	 Less than 
20kg. 21 (84) 22 (88) 23 (92) 20 (80) 21.5±0.64

b)	 More 
than20kg. 04 (16) 03 (12) 02 (08) 05 (20) 3.75±0.47
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