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Abstract N ine Inner M ongolian W hite Cashmere Goat w ethers aged two years old and
installed w ith petmanent ruminal and duodenal cannulas, were used to study the effects of
different inorganic S sources (sulfur, sodium sulfide and sodium sulfate) on S flux and
retention of N and S The results show ed that N intake and retentionw ere higher for sodium
sulfate group than those of sulfur group and sodium sulfide group (P< Q 05), but therew as
no significant difference (P > Q 05) in apparent digestibility of N among the three
treatments S retention and apparent digestibility w ere significantly lower for sulfur group
than those of sodium sulfide group and sodium sulfate group (P< Q 05). Sodium sulfatew as
aborbed mainly in the intestine, whereas sulfide was absorbed and utilized both in the
runen and intestine Sulfur were mainly digested and availed in the rumen and the
duodenum. Biological value of Swas lower than that of sodium sulfate and sodium sulfide
(P< Q 05). Thepresent results suggest that sodium sulfate is a good source of S used asa
supplement in the dietsof InnerM ongolianW hite Cashm ere Goats comparedw ith sulfur and
odium sulfide
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