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REEHRYNERGEEEER MFTHAESE.
LR BE /1 K G 2 H BE HY R i

WRE B BRI &k EEE OB
O BEM BHK BEK R

(Lpu i el K 2= sl P E SR s i, AR 61113052 0411 EAE Py ial el PR |, BB 611130)

O E, ARBRFARZEART AR S X (DA) IR R E MR hF R T 4F KA

PCHE J1 R T TR HURE 49 % v

W3 ~5 16 REHMAG KK Z AR 40 K, 2 F G-I A 2

20, 5 R Ay xR (R b ) Ae K B3 B0 (A AR A +200 mg/kg DA) , A41 20 A E A, A
FTH 1 kERK, KB 114d, EREN . SxrBasat 1) 48 PR e DA B &3 miT 8% 64
AHEARG TR (P<0.05), M FH EFH EETRAATFTHEMAEANKEY LT F £2F (P>
0.05), 2) 4 PRI DA BB E R etk 85 d B iF 20 (P) ML EHAXRF-1
(IGF-1) 4% (P<0.01) , B %3 w4k 35 #= 85 d #9 5 Mk % (E) #2 9% % (LEP) 4 % ( P<
0.05) , 3) 44 P iFHm DA MR E R B F 3 mdedk 35 47 85 d B 09 o if % E 3K E 8 G(1gG) 4
F(P<0.01 % P<0.05), 4) 44 7 Kim DA 2 23 AndEdk 35 F= 85 d B4 09 fu ik A8 B AL
B (SOD) &M (P<0.01) , 2 %38 hndedk 85 d 89 fo 77 B AL AALAE /1 (T-AOC) (P<0.05) ., % L
Pk A4 o s m DA VT BB dEdRFF 69 S g 4k B T A O E KT 3 R ALK A AL A

71 Fa R AR

KEIE: K85 F ket WAL, Lk

& 5255828 SCRRARINAD: A

RS B BEHE R0 5 TR A 7 A0 s B VDA G
Bifi 7 6] PN 0 o T P R AN R R Y R
S| A 3R E R A KA TR T,
H Bl 20 0 B4 B PR AT R R H 25 5 th, 2 &
BRI 8 IR M 2 U A e (RS, PR G, AnAe] A A
WO BR A 1Y) BB PR BE 2 S B S A AR T DR R
AR AT RS R SR IE R T K,

Wi 7L 3N ) ) BB B SZ AR N Rl N O3 W R B8
() e R 45, DAAE BE 20 B 00 O BB IR I 0 & S
B B — AR N AR Z VR [ IR R (E) |
R R IR RS EE T B4, Hd,H
P ELFNNG 853 WA E 7 2h 0 1 B hE FA W b R
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e MRS b ) SR B FL Sh
E %54, R ILRE SR N E Z R85 & & B 5k
o EREIGHEN . BRT, A 9 DA X 5B E 5 1 fig
FRZ I LA K iaE , (B R i 5 1 45 Hh 78 DA
Xt S B A B 1 FWE M |, A G HAE LA
W ANTE AE 5 Ak, BT 00 AS [] 30 ) v ik %) AN [) A= 328 iy
B, AR ACR WA — 2, IR, A8 i 56 40058 1 78
T AR FRES N DA, F 5% G G Uik B 5 A PR e
HME SR YA KR ILRER o, B 7E
i DA WA BRIIBEIT 52 B R, Sy ole st RS Y
B BE BT S S B d

1 #RI5H%
1.1 KA
DA A 10% , i U )1 E 1EAE YRk BR 2

Al
1.2 RWiEit 5il R MR

I T PUIAE T e iS5 2 RO A BRA
AR & AT, R R 0T, 3~ 5 i A
I R ARE AT R x K 00 40 3k, 2242 )5
BEBLS R 2 21, 3 5l Sk xof B 41 ( L Al 4R B ) AT DA
24 ( FERL R L +200 mg/kg DA) , H:4H 20 N EE
BAEE 1L, I 114 d, X B2 AR
FERE I M T K — SR Y S A AR R DA S0 A 4
(1) DA B A0 B2 AR v i) oK Al ) AR T
Z:7% NRC(2012) & iR B} 0 85 5 75 28, H2H i Je
BRI R 1, A WY 8k A &t

®1 ERARAMREFRKE (RTFEM)

Table 1 Composition and nutrient levels of basal diets ( air-dry basis) %

Ui H Items

YR AT Barly gestation

WTEURE ] Later gestation

JE#l Ingredients

E K Corn

M1 Soybean meal (44.2% CP)
%k Wheat bran

fi1}) Fish meal

B A4S CaHPO,

R4S CaCo,

ik NaCl

LML R 4L L-Lys « HCI
Y R TCR TR R
Vitamin and trace element premix’
411 Total

32K F Nutrient levels®
H1LAE DE/(MI/kg)

ML H BT CP

R R Lys

£5 Ca

EWE TP

A RUWE AP

)

61.35 65.30
13.20 19.25
18.80 6.75
1.50 3.00
1.50 1.70
0.95 1.00
0.50 0.60
0.20 0.40
2.00 2.00
100.00 100.00
12.55 13.10
14.51 16.89
0.61 1.08
0.95 1.09
0.81 0.84
0.53 0.61

D e A Z AR TR BUR R N BT 5L R LR At Vitamin and trace element premix provided the following per kg of diets:
VA 11 023 IU, VD, 1 653 IU, VE 44 1U, VK 4.4 mg,VB, 6 mg, VB, 40 pg, Mifi# nicotinic acid 55 mg,iZ & pantothenic acid
33 mg, MR folic acid 9.9 mg, A=# &K biotin 0.22 mg, FALNEFH choline chloride 550 mg, Cu (as copper sulfate) 30 mg,Fe (as
ferrous sulfate) 165 mg,I (as potassium iodate) 3.0 mg,Zn (as zinc oxide) 165 mg,Mn ( as manganese sulfate) 40 mg,Se (as

sodium selenite) 0.25 mg,

2 B IR R A, 2 B ERDRH SO B 2 R R 9 B0 #4731 55 . Nutrient levels were calculated values calculated

by the values in Chinese feed database.
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31 &

1.3 AFEE

i) R4 BRI G E R T 14 4 R 4 ) 5% A B A
HERAT 08 & Rl WG S, TR I, & IR
FEHIAE 20~ 25 T, w5 ) 5 K WL Z2BEE 1) ft
R RO, T4&K 07.00 1 15:00 JE17 MH
BE IR 1~ 35 d AR AT IR AT IR 2.0 kg/d, {E IR
36 ~85 d 1AM AL IR TR 2.6 kg/d, #E R 86 d 241
0 4 W AR R O 3R 3.2 ke/d, EH HIROK . IR R
BCAR S8 I, 37 BRI F PO 55 5% 2 0 Uk <, SRR 1) 5%
TFRRA AL, 76 W 7= W 1 8K U UR B 5% i A o
Wy
1.4 NEBRKFZE
1.4.1 ZFtkRe

WEYREERE AR W0 I 12 h P, 30 % H 2
REFE b 58 ST E B IS AT B B SRR B B R T B
R SR R AR R AR MR
1.4.2  [fiEAfbFs s

TR 35 F1 85 d B2 4 UL 6 Sk B % 4T
H KR 1ML, 25 IR E 30 min J5 3 500 r/min %
> 15 min, #2507 , 73 50K I 4R 0k 35 .85 d A9 I
1 EZ2M (P) JE 3R (LEP) JREBRFEA KK T-1
(IGF-1) R BREH A(IgA) HIEREH G
(1gG) M4 ME(GLU) \H il =Fi (TG) | &b IH [ B

T2 DA IEIREIEE AR

(TC) . =% % l5 £ 1 IR [ i ( HDL-C ) AL %% B iR
1 H [E BE (LDL-C) & &, B Pt A L g I (T-
AOC) , # A 1k ¥ B fk. i (SOD) | i 4 1k & i
(CAT) AWt H Mk A A i ( GSH-Px ) ¥ 1 S N
T (MDA) s, I I T 2 G R S b
R & 0 [ 0 Bl I AR R R A BR A A
I3 e A AR AR A S&$5 BRI FH 7] 80 H 7 T
R T RS
1.5 HERITESHH

fifi H Excel 2007 X 7 4 1256 B8 01790 25 8
BRI 25 2R DR Sk B R St B, R A
SPSS 20.0 F AT M ST REAS ¢ K6, 45 R LIS
HEAREZ TR, DL P<0.05 b 25 5 5 25 ) T s o
P<0.01 2= 51 2 3 FI AR

2 & R
2.1 DA XWEIREFEEAE R

ik 2 frows, 5B ALA e, DA 4755 w0
A % A AT A R N (P<0.05) , WA
FEIEEZER(P>0.05) ;53 SAFEE M 1.17 3k,
BIEATEOE N 1.50 3k, (H 25 53 35 5K 1k 5 K7
(P>0.05) .

981

Table 2 Effects of DA on reproductive performance of pregnant sows

WiH popiEEl PSR4 L P1{E
Items Control group DA group P-value
%5 1% 14 Number of live piglets per litter/3k 10.50+1.52 12.00+2.19 0.198
FACHE AR T Number of stillborn and mummified piglets per litter/k 0.83+0.41 0.50+0.84 0.401
% 551F%% Number of weak piglets per litter/3k 1.00£1.26 0.83+1.17 0.780
584740 Number of viable piglets per litter/3k 9.50x1.05* 11.17+1.17° 0.027
%5 B4 Number of total piglets per litter/ 3k 11.33+1.21 12.50£2.17 0.277
W) 5 E Weight of piglets birth per litter/kg 13.04+2.22° 16.54+1.90° 0.015
WA AR Weight of individual piglets/kg 1.25+0.18 1.40+0.20 0.195

AT B B AR A RN FRERIR 22 57 B35 (P<0.05) , ARG FRERR 22 R B 3 (P<0.01) , EFRERR ZER AL

#H(P>0.05), &,

In the same row, values with small letter superscripts mean significant difference ( P<0.05) , and with different capital letter

superscripts mean extremely significant difference ( P<0.01) , while with no letter superscripts mean no significant difference ( P>

0.05). The same as below.

2.2 DA MIFIREIEMFE W IBRH G
2.2.1 DA XL YRFEHE I35 13 2R & & 0 =2 0h
R 3 s, SX A, DA 4 UE8R 85 d

BEXE WM TE P A IGE-1 S Bl B FE RN (P<
0.01) , ¥ 35 F1 85 d AU MLV E Al LEP % i I &
W (P<0.05) ,
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®3 DA XMEIRFHEMFHNESENFI

Table 3 Effects of DA on serum hormone contents of pregnant sows

WiH XJ HE 4 pNGA Y L P1A

Items Control group DA group P-value
TR 35 d Day 35 of gestation

Wi % E/(pmol/L) 133.26+23.64" 167.47+24.99" 0.035
Zi P/ ( pmol/L) 2 850.18+314.14 2 967.24+246.01 0.489
¥4 % LEP/(ng/mL) 1 538.36+194.14" 1 838.49+264.31° 0.049
R EREA KN F-1 IGF-1/( ng/L) 7.83+1.10 8.35+1.11 0.429
Tz 85 d Day 85 of gestation

Bt ZE E/(pmol/L) 141.91+21.07* 165.85+15.62° 0.049
2 P/ (pmol/L) 2 691.88+230.66" 3 095.45+136.10° <0.010
% £ LEP/(ng/mL) 1 505.48+162.85" 1 788.10+208.82" 0.026
RS FE AR K T -1 IGF-1/(pg/L) 6.89+0.30" 8.72+0.69" <0.010

2.2.2 DA XIEIREE MG REREA S EN
A

mERAT A~ XA L, DAL YR35d

FERE RIS 1gG S W& B (P<0.01) , iU
85 d W IMLYE 1gG & B &N (P<0.05)

R4 DAMEIRGEMFREIKERSENFIT

Table 4 Effects of DA on serum immunoglobulin contents of pregnant sows pwg/mL

=] Xf B4 pNGE Y GE PH

Items Control group DA group P-value
TR 35 d Day 35 of gestation

TRERRE A A IgA 28.92+6.18 28.11+4.84 0.806

R ERE N G 1gG 310.15+16.93* 424.28+20.63"° <0.010

ITY% 85 d Day 85 of gestation

RPEBRE A A IgA 31.00+6.42 33.75%4.74 0.418

S ERE N G 1gG 273.00+42.02° 377.94+87.92° 0.033

2.2.3 DA XF 4 W B 55 M35 B 48 A6 AR gt A o6
i AN

w3k 5 o, SR AH LG, DA 4T 1R 35 #1
85 d PR R IMLE SOD T M 3534 i ( P<0.01) ,
IR 85 d FY LY T-AOC & 3 ( P<0.05) ; 1fij
M5 AR O bR TG e 35 22 55 (P>0.05)

3 i g

52, DA 15 —Fifiy E B A 8530
FIEPERE A TRk, XA B AR B gE & B, TR
YW AT 30 d El P JE 7 d 7E RO PO
0.005 mg/kg DA, AJ & & 3 AT 4% 19 900 A= 55
WG 20 d B, TARERSES MFo LB, THE
%15 1 AT U i 0 E AR TP N 6 mg/kg DAL BE
B A ECR B, A g b )RR s

DA ] i 35 AT R i) A 65 o AN S (AT, S AT
ARG EE A —50, SxFBBLIAH L, DA 411055
FFEL(12.50 vs. 11.33) Fl & 36 A7 0 (12,00 vs.
10.50) A H I, (B KA 5] /K F, Ren %%
MR IR, T B 5% 4F Uk 85 d JT #A 76 ) ke b s
8 mg/kg DA, ifEPE AT 45 o4 A4 B I & 38 0, Reh-
feldt 7 T B B5 4 IR 85 d 243 I 76 T M A3
DA, & IBERE 0 77 A7 B AT H5 09 55 B R A E 8
AR HERAREE, RS R RN, T
U R 74 d 20 3L FE R TR N 15 mg/ke
DA, JF A X BESE 0 BEAH P g = A B s, L
AR R RR R th T2 B R 2R
i a) 3238y 2 RS T A Y AR BT BE KL DA VSN
R P2, HETA S DA X3l S5 1
REIREAE ] R E 5 HEA E M M MaEn



4714 o ¥ B F

% i 314

VARl R e S R /% S R (ER

DIDLHIS AN S, 5 Bt — 22T

R 5 DA MEIREREME T AL RBEXIF IR R0

Table 5 Effects of DA on serum antioxidant, related-metabolism indexes of pregnant sows

e Xt B KR A PMH

Items Control group DA group P-value
Y7 35 d Day 35 of gestation

RYTA kEE)) T-AOC/(U/mL) 6.65+2.34 7.2242.21 0.676
HE LY L SOD/(U/mL) 59.52+3.16" 66.04+3.69" <0.010
i E AL &l CAT/(U/mL) 10.62+3.52 12.61+4.35 0.402
A E Ik E LY EE GSH-Px/(U/mL) 1 139.48+133.49 1 239.69£229.07 0.376
N % MDA/ (nmol/mL) 4.07+0.86 4.84+1.23 0.238
4B GLU/ (mmol/L) 4.61£0.25 4.79+0.23 0.246
Hl =M TG/ (mmol/L) 0.35£0.18 0.37£0.15 0.825
AUHH E B TC/ (mmol/L) 2.85+0.49 2.78+0.62 0.823
=% RS & A B[ B HDL-C/ ( mmol/L) 1.80+0.22 1.88+0.39 0.682
AP B2 )5 2 11 JIH [ B LDL-C/( mmol/L) 1.28+0.13 1.20+0.12 0.293

L% 85 d Day 85 of gestation

MPrEbEE S T-AOC/(U/mL) 5.30+1.07° 7.57+2.08" 0.039
HBE LY AL SOD/(U/mL) 62.00+4.52* 71.34+4.68" <0.010
ik &l CAT/(U/mL) 17.65+2.66 18.97+4.40 0.543

A H kit S AL GSH-Px/(U/mL) 1 322.35%181.92 1 461.97+211.66 0.249
7 Z# MDA/ (nmol/mL) 3.60£0.71 2.94£0.63 0.118
%8 GLU/(mmol/L) 4.59+0.35 4.88+0.50 0.275

Hil =8 TG/ (mmol/L) 0.57+0.16 0.69+0.11 0.160
MUHEEE TC/ (mmol/L) 3.67x0.59 3.75£0.68 0.819
Fe 4% B i 25 (9 BH [ 9% HDL-C/ ( mmol/L) 1.18+0.37 1.42+0.27 0.235

{2 5 I8 4 14 iH & B2 LDL-C/ ( mmol/L) 1.050.44 1.27+0.35 0.373

WF5E R W], DA Wl 51K B 2 4R35 4 1 45
B R Fr i — 20 A — 1 B A, AT AR P R
BRI — LA A TR X AL T4 R
B Ll ok 1, PR ST 2 R AT R 1) S A
HT)RE 32 2202 3CHRFHE O AR T S FLIR 1 Kk
FU LB AL G R AT R 0 R b AR
L HS 5 ER 0 E RS R" ) AR, AR
HI N DA AT S AT IR 85 d BRSO P &
i OUEIR 35 F1 85 d W IMLYE E % i, X R B DA ¢
SRR ) S TR e 5 AR B IR KA G
IGF-1 e HIAUAR A K & B 7 e & k% E 2
FEHT BEgEHE AN E T LU 4L LR 2
M A AR ST R, AR R R I DA T 5
IEdR 85 d B4 AY I IGF-1 & &, X 5 4 f
W DA AR R /A AR I LV A2 KK (GH)
IGF-1 & R A58 45 1 M — 3, Wang %' 4
LTS, A HEVEAF R LA T 3 DA RE S 4 = HEal

15 IGF-1 &, 80X s 45 B 19w VI ML AT A 3
# (HATHES DA HA Bk JA A KB
Kt AN, LEP B S A R Y IR iR & A
IR R HEHREEEM . ARG, DA 414 Ik
35 M1 85 d B MY ML LEP & & B TH i

HUIA 9 5 98 Js 7 55 3 ) fedt e %% D) AE O, Dl
I3 G BRER 11 2 I W PE M LA e e 1)
REM Tk 2 — . AR 45 R £ W, DA 44Uk 35
185 d B1AE A L5 1gG & B0 A 2 T,
XU AL R P R N0 i DA K 38 5 B 1) £ 92 T
A EEA/EH, Zhao % HF 5T 2B, Tl AR v 4 T
ANFEFE Y DA 0] 2 35 5 58 /N 4R [ IS 1gG Al
IgM & f ki B 4E Y A AN R R B T e AR
51 0.5 mg/kg DA J& , K BUAT ¥4 00 Ha Bz R0 o R
R, AT T R I e AR S
DA A $i = 8 XS (14 JEL L i 50 B 3k 92 i € 41 il
(ND-HI) ifR K-, AR50 45 5% 5 5 5T 45 5%
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JUAALRE ST B S BEDLRE A

— 3, BAR DA 520 I S B AR 1 i B L
ANERE A IR ] DA ] GE R b AR A
Lk L 4 ) 50 A 38 s A

ARG KB, R TR N DA AT S 3 N AT
% 35 F1 85 d BRFE AV ILTE SOD &4, &E ik 85 d /Y
IMYE T-AOC o i & 34, 36 W] DA 7] 3 58 BEJE 7Y
Ve Ak fiE 1. Zhao %5 B 48 Y, 4R AR P S 0
DA fEf% i 42 = /NA A4 L T-SOD MIGSH-Px
WEPE, Lin 27V BF ST AR Y, AE 20 S 2R i FL
J W1 4 KL HP S i DA, H: Ifl 3 T-AOC ., SOD
GSH-PxFll CAT 7 144 & 3 38 i, MDA & & W 2%
FEAR, SAGA I 45 R —30, DA H AR H B3 m
Pk HAb A FE AT B4 S A RO, 20k H
FEp B N R, DA T DL 4 Bl fa] 4% 4
5 sl ) B AL T P, P AT T MR 1T RE 2
T DA AR EHMEFR st LW DA nkER
BHIE 7ACEY FNMLR GLU & 82 i A i 56
HIf R &30 DA XFBE 5% 9 38 4833 A 5 48 b = A
R

4 & it

AR B A5 T, 4 R BE RS R R RO
200 mg/kg DAR] G HIATHE 0990 AE 55 B B Ad AT 4,
WO AR URBERE 00 SR PE R, B T B MR
i, SR MR A BT A A RE ) R e BEMLAE

e
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Effects of Daidzein on Reproductive Performance, Serum Hormone
Contents, Antioxidant Capacity and Immune Function of Pregnant Sows

ZHANG Qigi' LI Yan® CHEN Daiwen' YU Bing' HUANG Zhiqing' ZHENG Ping'
YU Jie' LUO Yuheng' MAO Xiangbing' LUO Jungiu' HE Jun'®
(1. Institute of Animal Nutrition, Sichuan Agricultural University, Chengdu 611130, China; 2. Sichuan Junzheng
Biological Feed Co., Ltd., Chengdu 611130, China)

Abstract; This study was conducted to investigate the effects of dietary daidzein ( DA) on reproductive per-
formance, serum hormone contents, antioxidant capacity and immune function of pregnant sows. Forty Land-
raceXYorkshire hybrid sows with similar body weight and 3 to 5 parity were randomly divided into 2 group with
20 replicates per group and 1 sow per replicate after pregnant. The 2 group were control group (a basal diet)
and DA group (the basal diet+200 mg/kg DA) , respectively. The experiment lasted for 114 days. The results
showed as follows: compared with control group, 1) dietary DA significantly increased the weight of piglets
birth per litter and the number of viable piglets per litter ( P<0.05). There were no significant differences in the
number of total piglets per litter, the number of live piglets per litter and the weight of individual piglets ( P>
0.05). 2) Dietary DA extremely significantly increased the contents of progesterone ( P) and insulin-like
growth factor-1 (IGF-1) in serum of sows at day 85 of gestation ( P<0.01), and significantly increased the
contents of estrogen (E) and leptin (LEP) in serum at day 35 and 85 of gestation ( P<0.05). 3) Dietary DA
significantly increased the content of immunoglobulin G (IgG) in serum of sows at day 35 and 85 of gestation
(P<0.01 or P<0.05). 4) Dietary DA extremely significantly increased the activity of superoxide dismutase
(SOD) in serum of sows at day 35 and 85 of gestation ( P<0.01) , and significantly increased total antioxidant
capacity (T-AOC) in serum at day 85 of gestation ( P<0.05). In summary, dietary DA can improve reproduc-
tive performance, regulate serum reproductive hormone levels and enhance antioxidant capacity and immune
function of pregnant sows. [ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2019, 31(10) :4710-4716
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