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Figure 3. Cell number and sccumulated lipids of mature adipocyte
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s mean + SEM. For treatments with the same letter, the d

Table 6. The effects of feeding highly enriched stearic acid on milk yield, milk
components, and milk fatly acid yield in lactating dairy cows.!

s ot 7 033 G131 s g 131 B O

Yield
Milk  Ib/id BaT B84 37 0.02
Milk fat g/ 1350 1420 70 <0.01
Milk protein  g/d 1140 1180 50 0.02
Lactose  g/d 1870 1960 20 0.02
3.5% FCM  Ib/id 840 89.1 51 <0.01
ECM___ Ib/d 84.0 88.2 4.2 <0.01
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Figure 1. The Metabolic Fate Of Palmitic Acid
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Table 2. The average digestibility values of long chain fatty acids in dairy cows.

Fatty Acid Ferlay and Doreau, 1994 Lock et al,, 2006 Doreau and Chilliard, 1997 Er\Jathli etal, 1997
C16:0 77 75 79 76
€180 76 72 77 79
Cig1 | 80 8 | 78
Cis2 78 5 6
Cias3 7 76 5

€160 average digestibility for all 4 studies is 76.8%. C18:0 average digestibility for all 4 studies is 76.0%.
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