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Table 1 Starch ingredients in different feed !
T = P AL TE ¥ G2 AL TE R Btk vE STERY
14} Feed Dry matter Rapidly digestible Slowly digestible Resistant Total starch
content(DM) starch(RDR) starch(SDS) starch(RS) (TS
E >k Corn 93.7 37.1 15.6 25.2 77.9
E % Sorghum 93.6 29.2 13.9 36. 1 79. 2
K3 Barley 93.7 24.9 12.1 18.2 55.2
/NFE Wheat 93.0 29.9 7.3 13.6 50. 8
TP FE Brewer’s grains 91.9 40. 1 18.5 29.2 87.8
/NFE ¥y Wheat meal 92.6 38.1 29.0 1.7 68.8
K& #3 Barley meal 94.5 37.7 30.6 1.2 69.5
£13% & Barley flour 86.5 2.4 8.2 24.6 35.2
/N 5. Lentils 91.4 8.8 9.5 25.4 43.8
F K FEH Corn starch 88.0 71.8 22.6 8.1 102.5
I 44 B YE #y Potato starch 91.6 27.2 3.3 66.9 97. 4
R AR EAE A B . R R UE B G 1Y e id pH (E MV R AR RS 2R 22 B E M., Weud-

J& 6.6~6. 8. 7EFLBEHEA B IS . M RE A i O A
B H BRI B B TH AT R i i L (E AT LSz 3]
R B s K . o3 oh s B B LR R BE S iR R 2
SRy AR AT 5 3R A7) 42 fih 81 R 4 B P
o 4% 2 A B S . DR B T T AR AL
TN T R T ALV PR o T8 BEAE TR . By
il 22 ZF A 2 O S o IRBRMRG . R TR o
A FRABIHRG SLAE /) i 73 U6 B AR 3R o A% BRI A 1t A 1
RO R TR R AN A Rl R R 22 2
il R T P L A TR B 2 70 i 9 Bl . Rogel
ST R B A W o VE D I A SR L CER A VE B
AR N TR .

1.4 ZHH R E & H A R T a

L4 1 SR BORL /N B/ SCREVE RS LE BRI i T
b Rl S A B B Y 25 S T R B0 DR R D LB/ Sk
TEMY A& 5 LR e 4 AR R WA E 22 5. K
ARG K B0 K Moy TR 7K fife 38 2 1 13 T O
TR B DR /N 2 W) T A58 7 S 3 B 30 T 2 W g X 35
(¥R . Zobel ™ W7 K BL AV BHIE b i ELBEVE M &
R L AL M BB 22 . Regmi S5 AIE 52, (A5
T A SR A1 L BB T 4 5 A5 e Y B T 55 A 1Y
i 3 9B R TR U B B TR A ) e T L T A A
5 I R i WUBCHF T 9 A2 1 . Zhou S5 BFFE & 1 »
TR A L/ SBETE By L B G T B A RE Y
FENER A ] PRI K A 2 3 i T
FEAR o R AET IR S B/ S HE VE R LR 6] 1
ARG R BRI AF XS XS i I AR R MBS 0.5 h

ing SEUV ST K B R [ A A REE B AE AR A Y T
AR HLAER € I AR AL T A R WA AE 22 7 T
H 32 B AR AL K XS 25 s o

14,2 kb Cab ¥ kA s e s e K )
L MBI VE T 0 #5320 1 i) S B b 228 7 AR K
AR TE A3 H AR T by (BT B ) e Ak A TE K Car
TERD) - BIVSE UTE By 1WA AE T . 7E fRDRL I L AR
L TE M I A O AT K AR R AL U TE B R o K
AL B A D A VE . TE Y K R R
JEE OB Ak B HE . WA R AR AED Y R B WAL T
i A7 8 T A 32 WL T AL - 248 & 1 6. 7 00, Il b
B4 Hr I Frgi i . F 2 H WK 1A A
Tk T Ak B i B HG Sk A Rk E A T AR L
L E AR E R m ., HAf. A K5 & T 10
RHIIn I Ak 3 X ) A B A3 T A T A5 R AL 3R B I Y
W55 . Hale!"™ @457 18 Fpfalklin 107 3, 34 H
43 140 3R AN AL P OR S R i B g R B T
S0 55 8 6 AL 490 4 4 502 5% . M
SEUR B BIIRJE W i ) VE B i 5 A W h B E A
45 BT 7 2 e, VPR By 4 S ok
227 R A5 7 AL B A W) 3L I i TR RE B TH
A TE B BRI 22 . Tricarico ZV 5T K, A TR
I 7 2 B K R I o Y€ By Bl CAS I i 580 =X
160 DU « kg ', DM) ] 4& & 14 it 8% A & #1734
T H 3 m s, & Tw T BN 580 DU /Y o
TEN IS 8 K LA AR K. Carre 25500 JE
B RIE N /NFE L E KM S (Pisum sativum ) F) 17
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2 EHEE

2.1 iy B KA Ao kR AR TER K R 1Y i S
PR U By B (Amylase) . 4% 8IS ¥ /K it O X o3k 4
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Table 2 Effects of feed processing on starch digestibility of broiler

2 o U8 B i Ca-Amylase) | 3-JE #5 il (3-Amylase) .
¥ AL B ( Glucoamylase) il Jiii 3% B ( Debranchins en-
TCEE W v 7 G R G ) TR AR AR R T
REAE 20 AN TR] B AR AR W) AT LA A S (] 6 3 6 it
(£ 3,

zyme)

un[lﬁ]
[16]

A TE Y A
Ingredient Treatment Starch digestibility/ %
/NFE Wheat 3 #3818 2 mm fiff Ground and screened through 2 mm sieve 96. 4
3 1+ ZE VR BB Ground + steamed partical 97.2
F 2k Corn #3342 mm fiff Ground and screened through 2 mm sieve 98.1
3 i+ ZE VR BURE Ground + steamed partical 98.2
Wi 5. Pea #y i i 2 mm ff Ground and screened through 2 mm sieve 91.5
3+ 2873 kL Ground+ steamed partical 95.9

£3 WMAEMRENRYERR

Table 3 The microbial source of amylase’'”

(&7

Microorganism

TE A9 2 Y
Type of Amylase

LB

Action sites

K 5L AP Bacillus subtilis

VER WAL ZF AT Bacillus amyloliqe faciens
E R ZEMATHE Bacillus megaterium
BT Pseudomonas stutzeri

FER SN Aerobacter aerogens

AL ZE AT E Bacillus mecerans

1l AR B Rhizopus delemar

#h 5 Aspergillus niger

WL Endomycopsis fibuliger

o JE M Bl a-amylase
o JE K a-amylase
B-7E Ky il B-amylase
o JE M Bl a-amylase
S 3E K B Tsoamylase

FaOW KT A2 B8 Cyclo- oo 1.4 B

dextrin generate enzyme

a-1,4 glycosidic bonds

R 2 U By a1, 4 MEEHEEL o 1,6 A H
Glucoamylase

R 2 U M) Tl a1, 4 BT i

Glucoamylase o-1,4 glycosidic bonds

71 75 W 1 i R Tl a1,6 BEHF

Glucoside transferase
o VE K i a-amylase
7] %5 5% VE A il

a-1,4 glycosidic bonds

o-1.4 BEFEE o-1,4 glycosidic bonds
o-1.4 BEH4E o-1,4 glycosidic bonds
o-1.4 BEFHE o-1,4 glycosidic bonds
o-1.4 BEFEE o-1,4 glycosidic bonds

al 4 B BEEL o 1,6 5
o-1,4 glycosidic bonds or o-1,6 glycosidic bonds

o-1.4 BEFEE o-1,4 glycosidic bonds
0(’] 5/1 *fuﬁﬁ:%@ﬁz C(’] 56 *ﬁ:ﬁ:lﬁ%

o-1,4 glycosidic bonds or o-1,6 glycosidic bonds

Glucoamylase

o-1,4 glycosidic bonds or o-1,6 glycosidic bonds

2.2 EH B AE R LI R A A

2.2.1 « VEMEG o VEM B IS — Bl N DD VE KD B L LA B
LT 2-1, 4-4 1 5 19 7 =0 FPE T 3 o+ X 43
S o1, 61 B TC AL, HOAS R A A3 S K i
a1 AW K A ) 4 B A i R g C1 4 U Ry
o T TOFR R o VE R . ELEEVE R FAE o VE B 1

FITR Lt K i O 22 28 B L 22 2 = R R OR I 5
W o FAE — 20 K i Ry 22 2R B R A B . o K
it E R 1) B A0 I B SN O AR L | A 2R A e
%, Tk EAR BRI

B A W R 0 2 B AR ) AR E
2 BIAR 22 PR 3R A 82 W G v i 3 B0 L EE A pH
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. BEHA Fcid 0 I 2 A pH A L 78 3
it 17 3 dmc g o AN T K U ) T AR T A L e 3 L
pH (HE . 25 760 KT R A AR 25 A6 FF B8 T 7 1Y o U8
153 T it AR B v o B 3SR D 90~92 C L J& it
ok 7R JE A9 5 R R BT Y oo UE A I S 3 S
TELEE Sl 70 °C  Ja v il 7Y JE A 8l 5 LA DOR U Y o VE K
fiff , Fpc i i BE A 55 °C .l VEM B AE pH {H 5. 5~
8.0 W& & . 7€ pH {H 4. 0 DL F B 5 2 1% . fx il pH
fHN 5. 0~6.0, B M7 EMN o V€ 5 R
(pH fH 2. 0~3. 0), H A fiff — M AT {2 . pH {E K F
4.5 WG RG . Ak o JE M EEAE 50 C LA LA G
RAE AAE KA Ca® ' F77E SLUE R 1 7K A 7 0 WORG A7
T B BT T R Tk R
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FEWEEANL N 43 S o1, 6- BT TC R B BE
b o3 SRR AR A AR B KA 1 B SR BRI
PRI o BUAE Sy BB TR SORR Oy B-UE R . B
A WY S P 0 M B3 CSHD LR AL R B4R
BT s AR R AT R 3 L AR R ) A0 4
e H B 2 DG 2R RE A X O AR E . BUE
it R o VE K3 BV B i pH A 30 [ B A A ), — ik
TE 5. 0~6. 5, {H 3-7€ ¥ il i PR A28 PR AR T o 38
K. 70 C LA B2 RTE . KRR B-TE #) il 25
SRR AT BT R B A A R AR T 50 °C . Uk
it 1) 3 L7 B A A i AR BN

2.2.3 WiEBETER G R AR BN o 1.4
] A K Fit T A BN T T . M T U A 1 K i
YERS B-VE Ky B AH AL . DA B IF 30 i o FF 45 i AL o
1.4 W BT 2L, KA 7= ) HOR AR . B AL e &
— P2 KR o1, A BETT R [RIB 38 RE LRI Y
AL o-1,6 Fl o1, 3 BEFFHEAIWTZE . A TR R U8
R Ak 0 J i R N pH A E — 2 22 5. Bh &
14 f 3G il B R 55~60 °C L fedd pH {2 3. 5~5. 55
R 2 1) i 3 W Bl 50~55 °C L il pH fH Ry 4.5~
5.5 400 P 8 e am R EE D 50 °CL i pH fE A
4.8~5.0, DL Fax 3 o 3 B0 7= il B R (0L BT
PR A 25 . R R A S FRUE L BETE R
R B RN A p BT B A T B 9 iR A
o A RE SR RS R T AR O R 4 R
FLL N 25 i 77 BN & =B . BB T AESHZ
KW, Tolk FARMESC IR B4 . Bl REA™ -

IR A R ot g S R A bk R R 57

2.2.4 JBiSCRE Bl SR RE R A T — B YD T SCRE TE
K3 0 SCR a1, 6 88 B AT DT S8 TE M 1Y R
ANEE TE R BETE Ry . a1 6 B T B T R K 1%
A AR F2EBE 05 3R . B LA JId S il 0 JH Al €
Ty T ) TC 5 00 P 5 RE AT R4 s by ) AL AR K
fiff WS W) — MRS [ T K B S 4y O S UE R
(Isoamylase) , 3 & % fiff (Pullulanase) | {fk 2% 7 25 J¥
FEf (Oligo-1-6-glucosidase) FJE #3-1, 6 %5 26 i
fift (Amylo-1-6-glucosidase) ,

R 8 T 32 408 P A 058 S 86 Ay S i o il 0 3
G2l X PIRNEE X R K T XA E R 7
TENYBEAE KM 20 Y o1, 6 BT A (E X T BE T
B o1, 6 BEH B . Ha/MEIEY) &
63-22 2F —WH L 2R VUME L 24 73 S H A W Ak Ak D T
3 A I AN BE S FE AR S X 5 22 (Pullulan) J6 AR

o B S WEALRR Dy v 20 L 2 A 2F SO0 g
DL 1, 608 B 3% 42 A 22 2F B L = 4y F 2
W SE 2T UAMEM T H/ SCHEER TR o1,6
B K AR BT SR B IR 0 T )

2.3 ZhrBgm AT BRI EW L ZES Y H AR
TN TINDE K3 TE L T4 o S W AR R BE L R DR AL
2., Gracia 55" BF 58 & B H AR PRI o VE A G L 7T
5 A AR B AR B 9. 4% (P20, 05) Gl Y
FEAL R 4. 220(P<<0. 05), 4 1E % 1 % B
o VE K53 A VRN B2 /85 T 1R X S A S S0 A T e
pIERNERE NS ER I B Ry Bl gy c PR
(P<C0.01),1H 1a B} ¥ 1k & £ % 3% W, Pavlovic
SEUONIESE, LR HOR AL AR B S 56 2 B AR AR ik
50 1 R I 5 I o U2 93 i o 4K SO S 3 A R Al
HOARAm i 1959  BHEE L T % 0. 54 %0, o TE ¥ il
AR S IAT 1) T 3 P A B R4 s 22 U AL A . Onderci
SEUVBR S R I RN oo VE S G Y K R T AT
Yok BT 21 H AT M H OB
(P<20. 05) Al RH§E AL % (P<C0. 01) KA R4y 22 WL
EF(P<C0. 01) H XML B K& g 07 19 1 A % 06 .
FHRCWR 5 7 o VE A I 1) K TR A A n A X 2 T
Ik A # S5 o AEL X U S5 s M 1o i A K R TG
ERW(P>0.05) . Al AEJE f T & S AL 18 B
PR TE 93 I 0 1 A IR o A 0 by I T £ BE o O R 1Y
TH A AR 3 32 3 R o 17 45 Jon 3 3 6 PT 9K b P 950 43
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Nutrition mechanism and application in animal feeds of amylase

JIANG Su-su', DUAN Hong-wei’, YU Feng'

(1. College of Pastoral Agriculture Science and Technology. Lanzhou University. Lanzhou 730020, China;

2. Guangzhou Vista Biotech Company, Guangzhou 510663, China)

Abstract: Starch is one of the major nutrients in animal feeds and plays an important role in animal growth.

Amylase, as a bio-catalyzer to depredate starch, can improve utilization efficiency of grain starch and in-

crease animal production. The research on applications of amylase in grain processing has great signifi-

cance, but there was a lack of information in feed processing and animal nutrition. In this paper, the clas-

sification and current application of amylase were reviewed, and the development of amylase on animal pro-

duction was also discussed.
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