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Abstract The forestomach of ruminants and camelids does
not only allow a differential excretion of fluids and small
particles but also a differential excretion of small and large
particles. The question whether larger particles of different
size classes are also retained for different time periods, or
whether simply a particle-size threshold exists above which
all particles of a size higher than this threshold are retained
in an undifferentiated manner, has not been addressed so
far. We determined the mean retention time (MRT) of
different-sized large particles (10 and 20 mm) in three
banteng (Bos javanicus) on two forage only diets, grass and
grass hay. We used cerium-mordanted fibre (10 mm) and
lanthanum-mordanted fibre (20 mm) as particle markers,

mixed in the food. Average total tract MRT for large and
very large particles at the grass diet was 58 and 56 h and at
the grass hay diet 66 and 64 h, respectively. Very large
particles moved slightly faster than large particles through
the gut of the banteng. Three interpretations are possible:
Very large particles are resubmitted to rumination sooner
than large particles; ingestive mastication of the particle
markers could have reduced the difference in the size of the
particle markers; alternatively, particle retention may be
governed by a threshold, above which all particles of a size
higher than this threshold are retained in an undifferentiated
manner. In order to test these possibilities, experiments with
fistulated animals would have to be performed.
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Introduction

The forestomach of ruminants and camelids does not only
allow a differential excretion of fluids and small particles
(Lechner-Doll et al. 1990; Clauss et al. 2006) but also a
differential excretion of small versus large particles (Heller
et al. 1986; Lirette and Milligan 1989; Cherney et al. 1990;
Lechner-Doll et al. 1990; Schwarm et al. 2008); in this
process, the selective retention of different-sized particles is
not so much a function of particle size per se but a function
of particle density (Lechner-Doll et al. 1991). This sequence
of excretion, with the shortest retention for fluids, followed
by small and then by large particles, gives rise to the
question if density-mediated excretion is a function of
particle size in general, or if a particle-size threshold exists
above which all longer particles are retained in an
undifferentiated manner, irrespective of their size. To our
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knowledge, this question has not been addressed experimen-
tally with forage-based markers. Here, we report the results
of a study we performed with a wild cattle-type ruminant, the
banteng (Bos javanicus) on the differential excretion of large
(10 mm) and very large (20 mm) particles.

Materials and methods

Two feeding trials were performed with three banteng at the
Zoological Garden of Berlin. The animals were fed mostly
grass during the first trial and mostly grass hay (soaked in
water) during the second trial (ratio of grass to grass hay
feeding days was 6:1 and 2:5 during the first and second trial,
respectively). For a detailed description of the animals, the
diets used and amounts ingested, the duration of the adaptation
and trial period, the faecal sampling regime, the marker
preparation and the analytical procedures, see Schwarm et al.
(2008). In addition to the 10-mm particles (mordanted with
cerium (Ce)) reported in that study, hay particles of 20 mm
length were prepared by grinding dried grass hay through
20-mm square perforated screen (Retsch catalogue no.
03.647.0062) with a retsch mill (SM 2000, Retsch, Haan,
Germany). After removing dust and smaller particles by dry
sieving (by hand) and incubation with neutral detergent
solution, particles were incubated with 27 g lanthanum (La)
per 50 g particles in 800 ml distilled water (lanthanum [III]
chloride hydrate, LaCl3*H2O, Sigma-Aldrich 61490). After
mordanting at 37°C and washing with tab water, the fibre
was dried at 65°C. The marker dose applied was 0.2 g/kg
BM of each mordanted fibre marker; the marker was fed to
the animals in a small amount of soaked sugar beet pulp and
was consumed completely within 10 to 60 min. After the
marker feeding, faeces were collected continuously from the
individual animals, noting the time of each defecation. After
wet microwave digestion, faeces were analysed for passage
markers by inductive-coupled plasma mass spectroscopy
(ELAN 6000, PerkinElmer Life and Analytical Sciences,
Milano, Italy). The mean retention time (MRT) in the total
gastrointestinal tract was calculated according to Thielemans
et al. (1978) for the two large particle markers. Results are
displayed as mean ± standard deviation. We used only
descriptive statistics because the normality presumption for
parametric tests cannot reliably be tested with very small
sample sizes.

Results

Without exception, the resulting marker excretion curves for Ce
(10-mm particles) and La (20-mm particles) indicated a
simultaneous processing of the two particle-size classes
(Fig. 1). The mean retention times for Ce (10 mm) did not

differ distinctively from those for La (20 mm; first trial, 58±3
vs. 56±3; second trial, 66±7 vs. 64±8; Table 1). However,
the very large (20 mm) particles were always excreted slightly
faster (1–3 h) than the large (10 m) particles, and it can be
speculated that with a larger sample size, this tendency would
turn out to be a differential excretion of large particles.

Discussion

Bothmetals, cerium and lanthanum, have a similar atomicmass
(139 and 140, respectively) and thus, an effect of marker
density on marker excretion appears unlikely (but could occur
if different proportions of the rare earth elements were actually
bound to the fibres). This assumption was confirmed in a pilot
study where both markers mordanted to hay particles of the
same length were excreted simultaneously by three roe deer
(Albrecht et al., unpublished). Therefore, only two different
interpretations remain to explain the result of a similar excretion
of large particles. In this study, the animals were fed the marker
and ingested it themselves; therefore, ingestive mastication
could have reduced differences in particle size to such an extent

Fig. 1 Excretion pattern of a banteng (B. javanicus, animal 3, G) for
10-mm particles (mordanted with cerium (Ce)) and 20-mm particles
(mordanted with lanthanum (La))

Table 1 MRT of 10- and 20-mm particles in the gastrointestinal tract
of banteng (B. javanicus) on a grass or grass plus grass hay diet

Animal Diet MRT (h)

10mm 20mm

1 G 56 54

2 G 61 59

3 G 56 55

1 G+H 60 57

2 G+H 74 72

3 G+H 65 63

G grass, G+H grass plus grass hay
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that a potential actual difference in the retention of different-
sized large particles in the forestomach could not be measured;
however, in cattle, ingestive mastication contributes to a lesser
extent to the overall particle-size reduction than rumination
(McLeod and Minson 1988). The influence of ingestive
mastication could only be ruled out by the use of experimental
animals that are fitted with a forestomach cannula, by which
the markers can be inserted directly into the forestomach
without ingestive mastication (e.g. Lechner-Doll et al. 1990).
Whilst differences between small (2 mm) and large particles
(the 10-mm particles of this study) could be demonstrated in
the same animals (Schwarm et al. 2008), the probability of
ingestive particle-size reduction could be a function of particle
size, and hence, the larger particles of this study might have
been more likely to be affected by mastication—which would
explain why their retention time was always somewhat shorter
than that of the 10-mm particles.

On the other hand, the very similar excretion pattern of
different-sized large particles could indicate that in ruminants,
density-dependent particle retention is not a continuous
function of particle size, but a process governed by a
particle-size threshold: Small particles are retained in the fibre
raft by the “filter-bed effect” but can become disentangled
from the mat by sedimentation and filtration during repeated
contraction cycles of the forestomach; in contrast, larger
particles above a certain threshold will themselves form the
fibre raft by entanglement. Only after having been resubmitted
to mastication (rumination) from the fibre raft, these larger
(10- and 20-mm-long) particles are reduced in size so that they
can filter through the remainder of the raft (Beaumont and
Deswysen 1991; Lechner-Doll et al. 1991; Poppi et al. 2001;
Hristov et al. 2003; Faichney 2006). The findings of Kaske
et al. (1992), who found no significant difference in the
rumination and excretion of 10- and 20-mm plastic particles
(of varying density) inserted into the rumen of fistulated
sheep, support this possibility.

The results of this study would only have been conclusive
if, similar to the difference between 2- and 10-mm particles
(Schwarm et al. 2008), a difference between the 10- and
20-mm particles would have been found. Given the lack of
such a distinct difference, the results might indicate—
similar to the findings of Kaske et al. (1992) in sheep—that
above a certain size, differences in particle size are of little
relevance, because all particles above that size are subject
to entanglement in the raft and rumination in a similar
fashion. Actually, the slightly faster excretion of 20-mm
particles than 10-mm particles could also indicate that very
large particles are resubmitted to rumination sooner than
large particles. These new hypotheses would have to be
tested by experiments with fistulated animals.

Acknowledgements This study was supported by grants from the
Freie Universität Berlin (NaFöG) to AS and the German Science

Foundation (DFG) to SO (OR 86/1-1). We thank the staff of the
Zoological Garden of Berlin, the IZW Berlin and the Landeslabor
Brandenburg for their engaged support. This study complied with
current German laws.

References

Beaumont R, Deswysen AG (1991) Mélange et propulsion du contenu
du réticulo-rumen. Reprod Nutr Dev 31:335–359. doi:10.1051/
rnd:19910401

Cherney DJR, Mertens DR, Moore JE (1990) Intake and digestibility
by wethers as influenced by forage morphology at three levels of
forage offering. J Anim Sci 68:4387–4399

Clauss M, Hummel J, Streich WJ (2006) The dissociation of the fluid
and particle phase in the forestomach as a physiological
characteristic of large grazing ruminants: an evaluation of
available, comparable ruminant passage data. Eur J Wildl Res
52:88–98. doi:10.1007/s10344-005-0024-0

Faichney GJ (2006) Digesta flow. In: Dijkstra J, Forbes JM, France J
(eds) Quantitative aspects of ruminant digestion and metabolism.
CAB International, Wellingford, pp 49–86

Heller R, Cercasov V, von Engelhardt W (1986) Retention of fluid and
particles in the digestive tract of the llama (Lama guanacoe f.
glama). Comp Biochem Physiol 83:687–691. doi:10.1016/0300-
9629(86)90710-3

Hristov AN, Ahvenjarvi S, McAllister TA, Huhtanen P (2003)
Composition and digestive tract retention time of ruminal
particles with functional specific gravity greater or less than
1.02. J Anim Sci 81:2639–2648

Kaske M, Hatiboglu S, von Engelhardt W (1992) The influence of
density and size of particles on rumination and passage from the
reticulo-rumen of sheep. Br J Nutr 67:235–244. doi:10.1079/
BJN19920027

Lechner-Doll M, Rutagwenda T, Schwartz HJ, Schultka W,
von Engelhardt W (1990) Seasonal changes of ingesta mean
retention time and forestomach fluid volume in indigenous camels,
cattle, sheep and goats grazing in a thornbush savanna pasture in
Kenya. J Agric Sci 115:409–420. doi:10.1017/S0021859600075869

Lechner-Doll M, Kaske M, Engelhardt Wv (1991) Factors affecting
the mean retention time of particles in the forestomach of
ruminants and camelids. In: Tsuda T, Sasaki Y, Kawashima R
(eds) Physiological aspects of digestion and metabolism in
ruminants. Academic, San Diego, pp 455–482

Lirette A, Milligan LP (1989) A quantitative model of reticulo-rumen
particle degradation and passage. Br J Nutr 62:465–479.
doi:10.1079/BJN19890046

McLeod MN, Minson DJ (1988) Large particle breakdown by cattle
eating ryegrass and alfalfa. J Anim Sci 66:992–999

Poppi DP, Ellic WC, Matis JH, Lascano CE (2001) Marker
concentration patterns of labelled leaf and stem particles in the
rumen of cattle grazing bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon)
analysed by reference to a raft model. Br J Nutr 85:553–563.
doi:10.1079/BJN2001317

Schwarm A, Ortmann S, Wolf C, Streich WJ, Clauss M (2008)
Excretion patterns of fluids and particle passage markers of
different size in banteng (Bos javanicus) and pygmy hippopot-
amus (Hexaprotodon liberiensis): two functionally different
foregut fermenters. Comp Biochem Physiol 150:32–39.
doi:10.1016/j.cbpa.2008.02.022

Thielemanns M-F, Francois E, Bodart C, Thewis A (1978) Mesure du
transit gastrointestinal chez le porc à l’aide des radiolanthanides.
Comparaison avec le mouton. Ann Biol Anim Biochim Biophys
18:237–247. doi:10.1051/rnd:19780203

Eur J Wildl Res (2009) 55:531–533 533

http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/rnd:19910401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/rnd:19910401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10344-005-0024-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0300-9629(86)90710-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0300-9629(86)90710-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1079/BJN19920027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1079/BJN19920027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0021859600075869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1079/BJN19890046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1079/BJN2001317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2008.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/rnd:19780203

	No distinct difference in the excretion of large particles of varying size in a wild ruminant, the banteng (Bos javanicus)
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results
	Discussion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


