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Nano-Selenium ;: Nutritional Characteristics and Application in Chickens

CAI Chao WEI Yanhong YANG Anqi
(College of Animal Science and Technology, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China)

QU Xiangyong "

Abstract; Nano-selenium has the advantages of high absorption rate, high security, high antioxidant capacity,
and the range between nutrition dose and toxic dose of nano-selenium is significantly wider than that of sodium
selenite. The toxicity of nano-selenium is lower than that of selenomethionine, and its toxicity is currently the
lowest of all selenium supplements. This paper reviewed the latest research results on the nutritional characteris-
tics of nano-selenium and its application in chickens. [ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition , 2013, 25(12) .
2818-2823 ]
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