
4 ways to cope with increased
feed prices

by Inge Heinzl, Editor,  Marisabel Caballero, Global Technical Manager Poultry, and Ajay Bhoyar,
Global Technical Manager Poultry, EW Nutrition

In the last few months, the prices for feed grains and oilseeds such as soybeans have been
climbing to multi-year heights. In part, this can be explained by high corn purchases by China
and increasing export duties in Russia. The most significant cause, however, are weather
events in producing countries: Just in the last year, droughts in the USA, Canada, and France
raised the price of wheat by 40 %, the worst La Niña climate event in 91 years and the drought
in China’s biggest corn-growing area made corn about 100 % more expensive, and soybeans
carry a 40 % higher price tag because of dry conditions in Argentina.
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These events are a stark reminder that for global agriculture climate change impacts are already a reality.
High feed costs are an enormous challenge for the whole agricultural sector and sustainable strategies
need to be adopted to enable a more efficient use of resources, both in the short and long term. This
article explores possibilities to cope with the current situation. Through understanding the positions of
farmers, integrators and feed millers and using targeted feed additive solutions, we can achieve a
responsible use of resources that makes animal production more resilient to feed price increases.

Feed cost issues? Always start
with this
The first question producers need to ask themselves is always if there is any step in the production process
that could be done more effectively. Similar to biosecurity programs, the basic steps seem self-evident,
but to consistently implement them in the complex on-farm reality requires regular checks.

Feeding as “exactly” as possible
In case of high prices, the feed raw materials should be used as responsibly as possible:

Protein and energy content (but also other components, such as minerals and vitamins) must
meet the requirements of the animals – age and production phase are decisive for the
calculations.
Given variations in raw material quality, it is important to exactly determine nutrient contents to
avoid over- and under-supply. For this purpose, technologies like the near-infrared spectroscopy
(NIR) can be used.

Using locally available sources
In the initial stages of price hikes, it is often possible to resort to locally available sources, e.g., using
sunflower or flaxseed meal to replace soybeans. Unfortunately, with increasing demand, these feed
materials will usually become more expensive as well, and might not be suitable alternatives anymore. In
general, however, it is worth using a maximum of local ingredients: they are often cheaper and less
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susceptible to transport and trade difficulties.

Feed additive solutions: use what
is available in the best possible
way
Once these first measures are exhausted, it is time to draw on industry solutions to derive maximum value
out of the available feed ingredients. Let us consider four approaches that improve feed conversion and
feed quality, adjust feed composition, and optimize feed production processes.

1.   A critical goal: improving the feed
conversion rate
The most direct way to better utilize feed is to improve the animals’ feed conversion rate, with the help of
the right supplements. Different product groups contribute to this aim in different ways.

1.1 Phytomolecules fight on different fronts
Phytomolecules are well-known for their antimicrobial effects against pathogenic bacteria (Zhai et al.,
2018). Phytomolecules shift the balance of the microbiome towards the beneficial side (eubiosis instead of
dysbiosis) and promote gut health. A healthy gut is able to digest the feed and absorb the nutrients in an
efficient way.

Another value of phytomolecules is their digestive effect. They stimulate the secretion of saliva, gastric
juice and digestive enzymes, and favor an adequate gastrointestinal motility, which leads to improved
nutrient utilization (Jones, 2001; Mendel et al., 2017).

In trials testing the phytogenic Activo product range, supplemented animals showed the following FCR
improvements compared to non-supplemented control groups (Figure 1):

Figure 1: FCR improvements for animals receiving Activo

1. 2 Enzymes improve nutrient availability
Even a corn-soybean meal diet is not fully digestible for monogastric animals. However, when feed prices
increases, producers likely need to include more alternative ingredients in the diet that are much less
digestible. Typically, these ingredients are rich in antinutritional factors such as non-starch
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polysaccharides (NSPs), which can cause detrimental effects on gut health.

Another disadvantage of NSPs is their “cage effect”. The water-insoluble NSPs cellulose and hemicellulose
trap nutrients such as proteins and digestible carbohydrates. Consequently, digestive enzymes cannot
reach them and they are not available to the organism.

Here is the point of attack for enzymes that enable a complete nutrient utilization: Making these
substances available for the animals increases the energy content of the diet and, in the end, improves
FCR. An example for laying hens receiving wheat-based diets can be found in Figure 2: Axxess XY, a
xylanase, significantly improved feed utilization by the hens.

Figure 2: FCR in layers receiving Axxess XY, compared to control group (kg feed / kg egg mass)

1.3 Antioxidants maintain energy content of the
diet
Corn Distiller’s Dried Grains with Solubles (DDGS), a by-product of corn distillation processes, are used as
an alternative to corn. In DDGS, the starch content is removed, but fat is concentrated, reaching about
three times the fat level of corn. This is the reason why the energy content in DDGS and corn is similar.
This makes DDGS an attractive ingredient for monogastric diets; however, fat,  especially at hot
temperatures in the summer, can be oxidized. The resulting rancidity and the accompanying destruction of
vitamins, pigments, and amino acid leads to a decrease in the diet’s bioavailability and energy content and
to poor feed conversion.

The use of antioxidants can stabilize DDGS and other fatty ingredients in the feed, maintaining nutrient
integrity and availability. Figure 3 shows the performance benefits of using antioxidant product Santoquin
in pork finisher diets in the USA containing 30% of DDGS.
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Figure 3: Performance results for pigs receiving Santoquin (trial with Midwest pork producer)

In  poultry production, the use of DDGS is not as common as in swine. Antioxidants, however, can still help
to protect the nutrients, maintain the energy content and improving FCR. The results from an extensive
2015 field study for broilers fed a diet without DDGS (shown in Figure 4) showed a net ROI of 6.7 to 1.

Figure 4: FCR in broilers receiving Santoquin, compared to non-supplemented control group



1.4 Organic acids improve intestinal processes
Organic acids, or acidifiers, can improve the gut microbiome, feed utilization, and gut health in production
animals. The gut microbiome balance is aided by lowering the population of pathogenic bacteria
susceptible to low pH, such as E. coli, Salmonella, and Clostridium.

Organic acids also directly attack pathogens by entering bacterial cells and changing the internal pH.
Commensal bacteria such as Lactobacilli and Bifidobacteria survive as they can tolerate lower pH
conditions. As pathogens constitute nutrient competitors, eliminating them improves gut health, which, is
the most important precondition for optimal nutrient utilization.

The acidifying effect of organic acids furthermore favors digestion and nutrient utilization: for example, for
weaned piglets that not able to produce enough HCl in the stomach, a low stomach pH is important for the
activation of the proteolytic enzyme pepsin. Besides a non-optimal use of nutrients, undigested protein
arriving in the intestine leads to the proliferation of undesired pathogens, decreasing health and
performance.

Organic acids, therefore, improve FCR directly, by promoting nutrient utilization through the stimulation of
enzymes, and indirectly, by enhancing gut health.

2. Improving feed quality
Feed quality is not only a question of raw material quality. Feed additives play an important role in
ensuring feed safety and enabling optimal utilization by the animal.

2.1 Mold inhibitors preserve the feed’s value
Molds reduce the nutrient and energy content of the feed (table 1) and have a negative impact on animals’
growth performance (table 2). Active water is the crucial point for mold growth. Compared to bacteria,
which need about 0.90 – 0.97 Aw (active water), most molds require only 0.86 Aw.

Mold inhibitors contain different ingredients. Surfactants bind the free water, so that the moisture of the
feed persists, but the active water important for molds is reduced. Organic acids, as already mentioned
before, have antifungal properties. Together, they reduce molds and prevent the degradation of energy in
the feed.

Table 1: Nutrient loss in corn infested with molds

Table 2: Comparison of 28-day-old chicks performance fed not-infested and molded corn

2.2 Mitigating the negative impact of mycotoxins
Mycotoxins contamination of grains can occur in the field, during raw material harvesting, transportation,
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storage, handling, and even during feed processing and storage. By mitigating the negative effects of
mycotoxins – such as gut and liver inflammation, kidney degeneration or reproductive disorders – the
animals’ health and performance can be maintained. In today’s contamination scenarios, it is absolutely
necessary to use products that adsorb mycotoxins and contain their harmful impact on animals.

The effectivity of such products in animals is crucial. Table 3 shows an optimal experimental design and
Figure 5 shows the results of its application: a total recovery of the performance pays off.

Table 3: Trial design, impact of Mastersorb Gold on broilers challenged with zearalenone and DON-
contaminated feed

Figure 5: Average FCR for broilers, with or without zearalenone and DON challenge, with or without Mastersorb
Gold supplementation

2.3  Surfactants for microbiological control and
high pellet quality in the feed mill
Moisture is important. Too dry feed results in poor palatability and digestibility, and lower pellet quality.
Also moisture loss has a direct impact on production and profitability.

The use of surfactants, makes it possible to bind the moisture to the feed, reaching a larger contact
surface between water and feed particles, and improving starch gelatinization and pelleting efficiency. The
improvement in starch gelatinization leads to a higher pellet quality, a lower proportion of fines and a
higher content of metabolizable energy.

Moreover, moist steam has a better antimicrobial effect than dry steam, leading to lower fungal and



bacterial growth and preventing the production of toxins. The pelleting temperature can also be lower,
protecting the nutrients.

Figure 6 shows how the use of SURF•ACE, a synergistic blend of organic acids and surfactants, improves
pellet durability, moisture content, and mold occurrence for beef and poultry pellet feed.

Figure 6: Improvements in pellet durability, moisture content and mold through using SURF•ACE

3.   Using feed alternatives in ruminants –
partial replacement of protein feed by
urea
Ruminal bacteria are able to synthesize amino acids and, subsequently, generate a high-quality protein
out of acid amides, a group of non-proteins occurring during the synthesis and degradation of proteins.
What they require to do this is enough energy, minerals, and trace elements available in the feed (Weiß et
al., 2011). When the bacteria arrive in the abomasum and in the small intestine they, or rather their
proteins, are degraded by enzymes together with the undegradable rumen protein into useful amino acids.

With the aid of ruminal microbes, ruminants therefore partly cover their protein requirement through non-
protein nitrogen. The most well-known is urea. It is critical that the urea given to animals has a
degradation rate similar to other energy sources the animal consumes. Otherwise, there will be an
imbalance between the quantity of usable nitrogen and the energy required for microbial protein
synthesis: The urea accumulates in the rumen, becoming toxic for the microbiota and creating metabolic
disorders.

Special coating technology allows for nitrogen to be released at a rate close to that of protein degradation
of the main vegetable protein sources (e.g., soybean meal). This leads to a more constant nitrogen supply
for the microorganisms and results in maximal synthesis of microbial protein.

4.   Save costs in the production process
Besides high pellet quality, feed millers seek to maximize production efficiency. Factors contributing to this
target are the amount of fines to be reprocessed, the utilization of steam, the pellet throughput and the
energy demand. Once more, the moisture of the feed is of decisive importance. Substances can be added
to the feed to achieve an optimal moisture content. These substances bind free water by generating an
emulsion of dietary fat and the added water.

Besides the positive effects on pellet durability, moisture content and mold growth shown above, this leads
to a better general lubrication of the machinery: The addition of feed mill processing aid SURF•ACE leads
to a 10-15 % lower energy demand or a higher production output without increasing energy consumption
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(Figure 7), depending on the mill’s requirements. Good machinery lubrication additionally reduces wear
and tear, another important dimension of production efficiency

Figure 7: Improvements in pellet output and energy efficiency through using SURF•ACE

Producers can rise to the
challenge of rising feed prices
Rising feed costs pose a significant challenge to everyone in animal production. We are all compelled to
look for alternatives to optimize the utilization of resources. This firstly involves a critical look at the
efficiency of every step in our operations, but also includes utilizing targeted feed additives. Various
measures are available for animal producers to optimize feed conversion, improve feed quality, and resort
to alternative ingredients. In feed production, tools are on hand to optimize the manufacturing processes,
improve feed quality, and make a positive impact on animal performance. Feed price fluctuations will
continue to challenge our industry. Still, while tackling short- and medium-term difficulties, we can also
strategically build resilience – and take the measures today that will contribute to our long-term ambitions
for sustainable and profitable production.
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The Quick Take: Mitigate spikes in
Vitamin E costs

Vitamin E prices have spiked amid production issues and lack of availability. How can you mitigate the
increased cost of vitamin E inclusion?

Vitamin E prices often see severe fluctuations caused by raw materials shortages, production or
distribution issues, or regulations on some key production ingredients (such as m-cresol anti-dumping
rules in China leading to a global price spike some months ago).

SANTOQUIN acts as a preservative for Vitamin E, allowing more of this vitamin to enter the tissue where it
exerts its antioxidant effect. In addition, in the presence of selenium, another important cellular
antioxidant mineral, SANTOQUIN can help protect or spare the Vitamin E needed for proper cell function.

The Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, FAO, clearly confirms this mode of action:
“Dietary deficiencies of vitamins A and E seem to be ameliorated in certain circumstances and ethoxyquin
promotes higher levels of vitamin A storage in the liver. Repletion/deletion experiments show that in both
monogastric and ruminant animals, a diet containing an anti-oxidant protects fat soluble vitamins
throughout ingestion and metabolism. The important benefit of antioxidants most probably lies in their
conservation of essential nutrients and their improved utilization by the animal. Altogether too often, it is
the practice to use levels of vitamin E far above the animals’ nutrient requirement and the result is
economically unfavorable. It has been shown in diets designed for chicken and turkey breeders
that ethoxyquin has a vitamin E sparing effect.”
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Feed hygiene in animal nutrition is
vital – and organic acids help
achieve it

by  Technical Team, EW Nutrition

Feed safety is essential for animal health and performance – and food safety. Inadequate feed
sanitization is still  a problem across the globe. It impacts not only the feed industry and
animal producers but also puts workers and consumers at risk of being exposed to harmful
substances.

Developing a hygiene program for the whole feed chain needs to include proper monitoring of microbial
growth, as well as feed processing methods that prevent feed contamination and enable decontamination.
This  article  outlines the importance of  feed hygiene and focuses on how organic  acids help reduce
contamination from “farm to fork”.
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Corn is often contaminated with Aspergillus fungi that can produce poisonous mycotoxins

How to achieve feed hygiene
Feed hygiene requires the control of microorganisms throughout the feed production chain. However,
producers or retailers can rarely certify or verify feedstuffs’ safety due to the wide range of potential
microbial contamination agents and hazards encountered in different feed environments (den Hartog,
2003). The relationship between feed and microorganisms varies, depending on the conditions: feed can
transport pathogenic microorganisms and thus directly transmit disease; likewise, microorganisms can
also be responsible for feed spoilage and thereby indirectly cause issues (Baer, Miller, and Dilger, 2013).

Since its foundation, the World Organization for Animal Health (OIE) has established standards, guidelines,
and recommendations for toxin risk management, including for microorganisms that are transmissible via
feed. Recurring outbreaks of Salmonella, Escherichia coli, and other familiar Enterobacteriaceae are a key
concern for animal health professionals and the feed industry (Elsayed et al., 2021). However, as factors
ranging from climate change to genetic mutations come into play, feed producers are working with moving
targets; some of the most significant issues they might face tomorrow are unknown today. There are no
easy solutions to these multifactorial problems – but in any case, corrective measures need to include
quality control and quality assurance for assessing and managing the pathogenic and microbial risk
situation.

To improve animal productivity sustainably, producers regularly experiment with modifying production
techniques, innovating feed formulations, but also exploring new ingredients. The inclusion of new
ingredients such as animal proteins, oils, and fermented products, among others, heightens the need for
strict feed quality monitoring (Truelock et al., 2020). New ingredients come with causative agents of
feedborne illnesses, some of which might be unknown (Goodarzi Boroojeni et al., 2016). Therefore, feed
and animal producers need to consider how feed changes impact feed safety and include these hazards in
their planning and risk assessments.
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Better feed hygiene is crucial
For any animal production, feed processing constitutes the most crucial part of feed hygiene management,
as it covers all treatments of the feed before ingestion. It is referred to as “hydrothermal processing” due
to the use of heat that is required to kill most of the pathogens in raw materials, feedstuffs, and compound
feed (Jones, 2011). However, whether or not hydrothermal processing will effectively eliminate a given
pathogen depends on its heat resistance. Moreover, factors such as the type of feed components involved
and water activity levels also need to be considered to reduce microbial pressure (Doyle and Mazzotta,
2000).

The new generation of feed milling equipment – besides elevating feed costs – can also improve feed
quality (Truelock et al., 2020). These technologies tend to enhance feed stability and hygiene by modifying
the physicochemical properties of the ingredients. This improves the absorption of nutrients, thereby
enabling a higher feed intake efficiency with positive results for animal performance (Abdollahi, Svihus,
and Ravindran, 2013). However, while increasing processing time at a given temperature can lead to a
better decontamination process, it can also negatively affect some nutrients’ dynamics. This includes
enzymes, proteins, minerals, vitamins, fiber and starch, and especially non-starch polysaccharides
(Goodarzi Boroojeni et al., 2014).

Organic acids as a solution of feed
hygiene risk management
Hence, while significant progress in feed science and feed production technology has already been made,
researchers and the industry are still searching for alternative approaches to supporting feed hygiene
(Goodarzi Boroojeni et al., 2016). Organic acids are a central research field as they offer promising
antimicrobial properties. In combination with feed mill techniques, they already play an essential role in
feed preservation (Brul et al., 2002). Despite their efficacy in inhibiting microbial growth, weak organic
acids are safe to handle (especially when they are buffered) compared to inorganic acids.

In addition to their preservative effect in feed, it has been shown that organic acids can support gut health.
They are not just antimicrobial agents but also acidifiers that display their impact in the stomachs of
monogastric animals (Tugnoli et al., 2020).

A combined solution for microbial contamination
challenges
To support the feed industry and animal production in light of feed safety challenges in AGP-free
production, EW Nutrition focuses research efforts on maximizing the beneficial effect of organic acids. The
ACIDOMIX range of products supports the stabilization of the gastrointestinal microflora, inhibiting
pathogenic bacterial growth in feed and water. Acidomix is an efficient acidifier specially formulated to
have strong antimicrobial effects applicable in feed hygiene programs. Various powder and liquid solutions
offer a wide range of benefits:

Strong antimicrobial effect, supporting the prevention of bacterial infections
Reducing the incidence of dysbiosis
Acidifying the feed and digestive tract
Supporting the improvement of production performance
Preventing feed re-contamination
Flexible application

 

Feedstuffs and compound feed are at risk of contamination and re-contamination throughout the feed
production chain: processing, transportation, delivery, storage, and on-farm. Thus, a holistic and
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integrated approach that includes optimized feed mill processing and customized organic acids is required
to improve the feed’s hygiene status. The positive effects are clear: feed producers benefit economically,
animal producers reap the effects of improved animal health and performance, and people get to enjoy
producing and consuming safe and nutritious food.
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