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Progress of Researches of Plant Active Substances Regulating Methane

Emission Mechanism in Ruminants
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Abstract: As feed additives with natural harmless and bacteriostasic activities, plant active substances are consid-
ered a new type of methane inhibitor. The effect, mechanism and existing problems of plant active substances uti-

lized as ruminant methane inhibitor were reviewed in the paper, which aimed to provide reference for the application

of plant active substances as methane inhibitors in production.
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