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ik 44 AZBRIT, T E AT RIS, )
AP (4F AERNLEE) T LA GIN LR 1T
Hordp B 3 B I 7 & 18 7 L 7 8 HL ( Haemonchus
contortus) &R YP [ 4 Z Y)Y e E ) GIN Z—,
EFEREFEER AN E NG, L E A
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B, BBRENIS, REECKFETFL%
AE gk B, s )Y 9N DL K 4R
U R R R R T 30% ~60%
PR HE WL F AT LA LA o — b 7 320 27 A 2 L
ENPEAT M 20 B GIN B 75 £ 218 2488
AT GIN 1Y 3 1 8o B9 W B i B, I ek 2
Xt GIN £ KA MY R ABEA S o6, 248 &
AT DATEAS R3S K F B B W b it i B0, B A
SIIEHE I HAF  EYE VR AR GIN 2 HE & &
PR E IR s E AR R i 3 e
I 2R A A T 9K Bk 2 A T B R R A
TR AR

XA GIN T 2f 3 A9 R B 4E AT RE 2 38 i
2B WA R K AT IR, o i v B W R K
ST R A R E D 2 M R R T
Fox %" YBFFE M AL UE L T 1L B W & KT
HREREAZ R A OCFR, 1] E 1R o s 4
7 B8 5& hi Mk ( omeprazole ) [8] $22 2 i 9 YR 17 B
WK RGBT FE T 40% ,
HS Y YA 2, GIN YR}, 18 F AR
W S ) v A R ILRE PR Ok 3 A A R A T
B 230 W) T B W R KT I AR
GIN &Y I PRI 12y TH

x1 R (4 BFEMLUF)RELNBERELR

Table 1 Commonly GIN in ruminants ( cattle, sheep and goat) '*

ERee A 4 EES ITES
Parasitic position Cattle Sheep Goat
W SRS I 0 22 2 T TR 1M oF 2% FRI Il A 42
Haemonchus placei Haemonchus contortus Haemonchus contortus
B H TR 30Tl G £ e Ty g O
Abomasum Ostertagia ostertagi Teladorsagia circumcincta Teladorsagia circumcincta
E R B E R BRI LR ICERL &
Trichostrongylus axei Trichostrongylus axei Trichostrongylus axei
eI B IR £ He I B IR 4 He
Trichostrongylus colubriformis Trichostrongylus colubriformis I IE [ 2R
JithFL AR R H7 G R AR 2R Trichostrongylus colubriformis
Cooperia oncophora Cooperia curticei 2E SN £
NG A TS Y RNEH ETES LS Nematodirusfillicolis
Small intestine Nematodirus helvetianus Nematodirus battus G 4 0 2k
2k 94 LR Nematodirus battus
Nematodirusfillicolis RUIE A 314
ALY 21 3128 1 Nematodirus spathiger

Nematodirus spathiger

L IEE R A (SR 1 HHE L4548
Oesophagotomum radiatum Oesophagotomum venulosum Oesophagotomum columbianum
K HICLk® FHE L2515 4 [CE R A
Large intestine Chabertia ovina Oesophagotomum columbianum Oesophagotomum venulosum
R AR h

Chabertia ovina

Chabertia ovina

55 8 WA E AN EL AR I 9449 i 5 IR B 9 P
M A I LS e A R R R, B e
KRBT 52 B 8 W R A4, B e AR R Rl L
2 1o I 5 B S R P ) 2 RS s, ST I
T 4 e 28 0 20 A ) — T R AT 4 DR £ B

IR Y 5 5540, 103 B W R AKCE B T & al
figid o s R B A R, S B R KRS
TR 2 B Y B9 A R, 18 x4 ok 5
GIN 1 AR B HCAA T A 42 i B W R 3 N J5 , GIN
RARUE A B A T A BRIl R, 437 AR A N Y
GIN HYHE Mt/ 43 1 ( excretory-secretory , ES) ;=4 2=
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S 33 &

e BB W R B A, B P e 28 N pH,
PRAE [ AR A 06 BT A A T A AF R Y

2 GINRBRSHBEFERSELE
21 ATEEIFEFERERNERBD

TE GIN YL a] , il TR & i YD, 1 35
WA SR AN RE T8 3 184 T % AR b 2 P 5 SBOR Bl 2 AL
g IR R, X R E EFIER A0 E A B E
GIN %G 1 1] 4 HB 4 3l 5 20 B . H Hi 58 2
FE GIN Al DI e 3310 B B 0
R AR FLH RN B A 7, LA R LA i 2 21
A RT R Yu &2 550 R B
28 W ( Trichostrongylus colubriformis) B35 FX 0N T
W38 N 2 kIR A A RN R R e O S B
HA b (I BEERR D . 15 EAUETE B
WLEE 1 5 & B A o /b, A A A it i B UL AR
JoT A fifk 1) 185 i, B 22 1% 2 BE R DA B 8 UL b R T
L R AL SUE B DL K G BN I R
s R, Wl Zb 1 L PR R B JE A A R A AR T
R R SE BON A A B AR P R R
AR K A U
22 ATEFXBHEVEREESENEFIEM

i 18 B AR, X FEE TN
R BTG R, BB EETH AR &, X 2e AR 3l 5
i 3 4 B & A s AR A BE BT AR 20% ~
50% 7 HI, B E B E A MO RER H W
GIN & AT REXT 18 F AL E T (R ) A
R E R,

i FRGs GIN J5 B Wl Fh 2 401 3 2R BT
PLR 2 ANJ7 i . —J5 1, 16 F B i HSUE &2
A5, B IE SN2 A0 Y S 2k R RE R ] Kk ik
{18 10 20 2 ] b, W R A i = % 9 Ak i BE L 54y
WHALEE T £ B AR BH A b i H 2R
WO E IR A B e MR E , TS BUE TR
PRFRALURAE | E i A L2400 J5 R T g
SRk RS CILE A4 B 67, X AT e S B0
B4 B RIE, 1EEYE Trichostrongylus colubriformis
AR B AR AR A LA AR Y i T A A i B
TR RENR b Mg A R NLZ DL R R
JZ KR WG TR YRR A0 MR T B S A, AR B
A MU G SRR AN 38 AT LA UL ) B 4 M 3 e R
FRIEIE IS, A K o B AR, AN 2 DL R oAb il T
B A B A A T 200 2806 A0 M R T R A 1

S, s EH A AR R EME, GIN
Y B T BUE B W E R ™ 2 B R 2
S . fE FEAE BT R BE AE MR LA W2 A
(87 NN 5 el 8 R € A= ) s (A =
i, GIN sk 0 5 R o 1 2 Pl o L 3 B A9 1
RSO i Mg 2 o, 45 15 =496 8 W pH I,
BHIE T 1 3= Ml b S AR A e A Y B
b, 2 1 5T TH Al 2 30 9 ] = 5 TR R /)N IR i 2
BH, RAEBL G A4 R BUE I R B
AR s P9 7K B L2 B SRy 0 7 EEL 48 S R A8 e AR RE R

bi A W IE 2H 2132 45, GIN W Il BE 7 5
Haemonchus contortus 524 F A1 = 1 — B = 2o
PRI M 26 B, Haemonchus contortus I 8 W% IfiL A]
S FCEAM AR IR, e T, T
M ARG b, B A2 LA 914l A
3,1 %% Haemonchus contortus 1 H & K 7] L) B
fi £ 0.05 mL AY ML, A28 1 R4 8% 5 000 4%
Haemonchus contortus,fﬁfﬁﬁ/i\gijéé"‘] 250 mL
M, 29 5 45 2 4 B i 9 5%, GIN DL &
M1 EE AAE R &SRR A EZOREDY YL 5 R
SRR 21 I YR I LT B A R AR 2 R
GIN B ES 729, & A Z /8 B g, REAR 2F A
B AR FHL, A TE R R 2, AR L
GRS EARG - SRt TN N i =) 3L &
SR A Y IO 20 1 T R 4 i 1 B I A A T I
M) /NIK, B J5 , GIN A ki i — 20 0 3 26 /8 Ik 47
WA

Hi GIN B T30 8 i kA4 B2 1 &
R 2 R A Y 52 ) T RE R B TR 3 B
()1 5 R B AZ F (0 45 1 3230 43 1) AR 2R 11 0w L A4
FHLIME & 2 3 615 . Bermingham 25 4238 | &%
Y& Trichostrongylus colubriformis =11 — 38 . vl
-V LA i 25 M55 96 15 485 A 2K 1 R o B R
(fractional synthesis rate, FSR , RV if 12 ¥f [6] v 2 B
Fetp NG ZUE B b ) & | R B I ) PN B b
PRICEIERR B AR T Y ) P 8 i, 3% ]
KA W2 W H LU B TE 5 M T8 0 Ik 2 485 9l T
G, T AR I AU R AT R T A
Ji7~F- 5 WL FSR 3 iy Ji DA T — e B 928 S5 7 1) Jid
Bl a] HeSe [l g ~F- T UL AN 9k B 45 FSR 3 hn % st Bl
XU R IR B EN AR R E LSS
TEBFRE RS AR TS EVUAE B R

L
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23 ATEFXBHENZEREZINEFEM

GIN JE YL 5|2 11 ' iz 18 A1 A o % J2 1 = A g
SR — 53, 3% AT RE A — i B PEAIL I, g &R
G R IR E B R T, R R TR SR B ]
VP2 N FRROE R X — A =i i, K
A UEHE 2R W, GIN B 32 295 3 1 & Th2 Al
20 A 3 1 G SR (G5 S AL o A B A
H MiE I B2 41 MY (intestinal epithelial cells, IECs) /A~
AU A 78 77 W i) 40 J T L T 3 A S
S A & HE E AR ] TECs ) B ik 4 480 1) 24
JL DR, G e R 3 5T bk L A B (thymic stromal
lymphopoietin, TSLP) . H 41 fifi 4/ 2 ( interleukin,
IL) -33 Al IL-25, 7£ i3 3 % 42 HRi% 5 (19 Th2 14
e R B AR, TSLP {5 5 76 XF 2 A= Ui HE
JF R R S BEVE S TL-33 18 8 — R R & 1,

T Emwi SR RRY
d .

L
t

ESF=4]
Eﬁiﬁi\//;%” Sau
BB < T pekani

] : :—.%I“M‘i" ° o }
PR P
; E uulz
L RRIECs G4

B 4 /

TR S

\ IL-4

idgegd

>’ e
Ty —— '* N
: WKL A

~
ey e
S

REVSS Th2 AL | W8 o0 200 i I O 40 i | I Wi
41 g AN 2 U5 bk L 40 i ( group 2 innate lymphoid
cells, ILC2s) 734 2 U2 {fd X 3K R 27 A 1L TL-25
i P ILC2s a5 T R4 1 Th2 B G 2 i Hh
M IR T Th2 R 0 200 i Bl 30 4 o 3 82
0B TL-4 (IL-5 IL-9 F IL-13 % 449 6 92 I
N, BB A A AR AN )AL Y A 5 2K AR 1 (im-
munoglobulin, Ig) —IgA | IgE Fll 1gG, IgA Fl IgE
TR I 2 U 2L U s 1% J 308 2R B e . 55 YRR AR
1M 1gG == 2 7 JE e 3h 49 1 1l 375 Fp A ) 2007 55
A I AFTE W TRl PR KL 20 i | I TR R 40 M | L 2
JH AR &40 L %) 7 5 AT Ak DL S ARIR 20 B 3 2E 1Y
PG 5 GIN M5 Y fo 8 40 i I B4 7 T
K1 TR,

. . et
h &
' e FHEAT

- \\
itk R A il
IL-13

___»IgE IgG
IgA

IECs: B Wi I 4 intestinal epithelial cells; 1ILC2s:2 RIS KM E AN group 2 innate lymphoid cells; TSLP; Jifg i 5 it
WEL A B ZE thymic stromal lymphopoietin; ES : it /43 excretory/secretory; IL : [ 40 i /1 & interleukin; Ig . BBk & [ im-

munoglobulin; TNF-y ; {8 $RFE K T~y tumor necrosis factor-y,

B1 BHELZHSBEENHEEER

Fig.1 Interaction between GIN and host

Ok 2 i W T R B Th2 R G g 76 i 32 - 2F
AR - A AR AR R A T AR, ik
WIBEFE R I, 5 A HUP5 S 19 Th2 7 £ 5 1 25 7 I
SRR 5K 49 g 1 TR AR ) S 1 AR E A8 M R 4 G
YERT, B 3 B8 M 78 Th2 789 48 i B e 2 /s B

[21,33-34]

H A ISR B, 25 AR SR 1 /N B 5 Th2 7Y 41 i
R 25 5 05 0% MBS /s AR LAY A ) R 1
M6 B Th2 B G 76 1 - 252 BT E W R AH
AR A T EmEAE Rt AR A o I
1) IL-25 FEHL A7 A H e FI e +5 7 18 N e e i 28
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S 33 &

PR BN T R o 95 2 = B
b8 AL AP0 ) A 0
AR T 3 S £ 5 (00 B AR 125 9 3% A
T R A A £
M R P o AR

3 GINBISHBEEFEARARHKE
3 BEFEBEMEYMESRREBE

B A A YA e e EE R A b R A
BEREBMIEM., &T GIN BY 18 E YRt
KA FIR G R A 3 A EEAREE: 1) A
200 L R G 7 A A SO T B IR TR R
Al 2) g AR SN, IR O 4 U — S O Y
PRI B U YRR 2 AR 3) R S
2 ES ) 4R AE AR AT S B0 E MUY R
FEARAR Y e B P B A T T R A
TR, AR L B g 27 A LRI A 52 i
8 RS FR A B T A ) 22 RE A ELE R S B
B WA Y AR e A R AR B R K 19%
B #4E 4325 58 5T ( operational taxonomic unit, OTU)
B AR B A R, 2R T Ostertagia
circumcincta W45 3 Hh AL LSS 1) DR S 41 1 %% 5 19 A
1T XS AR R TT E 5 B A A S M Y pH T
AOC A S R pH 1T i 1 32 4% i T R RO
Y 2~3 AR S T m iy pH AR R 1 b G
B, Un A BEBR B ( Streptococcus bovis) |, ' E #IE
RE S A — b 40 i 4 2 40 M 43 6 B W R Y 0
VT SIAN R Y TR A e T RE R T
GIN 43 BLAT P 15 PE A BS 7291 s 16 3 %0
P2 ST A 5 A AR 00400 (R v g AL G A
WA,

PR 0 15 32 5 A AR I R el T
REZ T B W8 A W 454 5 A & A e s, (R
T E Py REAR I 28 Al A = A 09 22 1k 2 th A W
FES 2 duny BHEAR AR ] 51 8y, 8 J2 8] 42 i X
2 HURR G 1 0 05 e 5 8 A 5 R AT A e iff o .

, R K B ( Prevotella) 1F B 28 B it 1L 2F
G b AR AR 2 CF X E R 16.65% 3 N F)
25.35% " AW W IE R R (KR ) St
AR, B TR R A S A W, A2 F)
i N pH BY5RZUSE W . Prevotella + J2 2 sh W) 1%
HAG W B E e 22— 7R B R T
fifp i bl o 2 OCE B VE L, R0 2 7E B K41

fifeat B, D L H A PR S A D R O M, 32 AR
T8 A ARSI > 16 E9E b
Prevotella 7 FE 38 N AT fg A4 & —FACEEHL ], LA
HEIH 2 U S 80N T B AR

T Prevotella VI AN, HoAh i & & FE A BT
AR L N, Y T Haemonchus contortus 111
F45H T BA PRI GER BIRIE R JE ( Lachnospir-
aceae) M T R 9K & J& ( Butyrivibrio ) 1 8 & 1§
/UL YL Strongyloides venezuelensis B g 3 1
¥ 5 il T BAT S e IR 1 AE F B AT TR & ( Bacte-
roides) F Candidatus Arthromitus /%= 34 /il , Bac-
teroides 5% Wi 1 = 1 o 95 = 40 JF 45 il HAth (38 4
B 6 AR B3 | Candidatus Arthromitus J& 175 5 4
FEAN M 53 1k 19 7 57 M 1% S Y E Teladorsagia
circumcincta JEGL 75 F T & B8k ok 5 ( Por-
phyromonas) " ¥4 ¥ 5 £ GIN BKER T,
i £ H W B A Y AT DAYR &2 3 R A R A
X W] GIN 4 oK 1Y X 26 5 B Q3 A8 1k 2 T
Wy
32 BEFRHESRERRHEKET

HATOCT GIN 5200 1 32 2 FL e A iy i 52 ¢
D HAZ W SE R P AN B AR | o &R
RN IR AR |~ e 2R LA B 2 i A Y
WF9E 1" Rl 3R R A AN T 46 2 3 (-
reversible loss rate , ILR) #E17 75 42 2 3 2 AR i 1) 52
HFST, YR R R B 1 S E SRR
il ZE A [ 7K ILR 267 M 5 1 1 WO ML 28
Jo G it TP W AT B I TR, BRI R LR 1 R R Y
J&YE Trichostrongylus colubriformis B 4% 2 /N g
FRAR ™ WA R LR RN AR ILR 5
SR (0 20 AR HL G W B AR AR E R B AR R
HERR T ILR R T 13% ~15% ., B 4h, Yu
S5 g W) B R B R R B, 4R Y Tricho-
strongylus colubriformis J5%5 5.7 11 13 J& , 31
T A S R O N 24 % , (B AEIRYLS 18 ~20 A,
FEAN N aE 0 S8 =R WSS s % X AT BB 2 T
B 2 O AE S G B9 A TR B A B AN TR, B GIN
X 1 3 28 SR A 0 52 e 2 i J 2% Bsf 39 ) A2 A i
7%, Bermingham %7 Y 58 A UE W] GIN J8 i
XoF A 3 28 R A 0 5 i) Bk % b 40 7 A8 Ak T A
JIrANTR] . GIN FEB G 19 A [7] B B 9 B A7 7 A [R) 1Y
FERFE SEMF R, X & H B g &
MR A IR D R AR - A i 2 s e, AN, 2 ARy
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A AR T A R =R R G PR, R R B TG
SR BRSO I A0 D K LA 3 &)y B ) R
PR T 70 A i 2 SR SRR A AR 14 o ) 4

EL A B9 R AR 5 G e A G 19 B g H 2 e
iR B 5 SR AR /&7, 31X AT RE R IR R o B A R 2 B R
MFEERDZ— (5 4% ~9%) , L3 AN HLK H 21
EHFRERER S ES 2~4 15 (CEEBRIMN
EtERR I T AR AR N EA AHEAL
KA BEH K, IF B2 bt 20 A0 48 e H K& — e 41
i A B Y AR R 1 B GIN i Y 4
FAAR TP 2 g ez BR , v 3G fin i R P A i
DL K S5 B BROIR 1 40 M Y %5, 2% IR 4 A0 n e Bk
SR T AR 5 A T S 09 5 B RE 7 I A B 0K H A
FILO 4 2EIR e GIN J5, 25 1 T IR A0 A2 Bk 10 0
G e FTDRG e 25 B fin T e BH PR R U RR T SR 18
FH 8 201 1 e SR 1 01 BT 1 HE A R 1) 2 e A
AR AR T, S T IR g S 1 1 R R T b R
TR P AN, 2 50 i ) HAL S R, Wk
IR (GH R AR — S A 2 FEeitS it
PERN) BRER(S5EARMEREG R, 445 3)
A o8 20 e AL R B ) | H R (— i 2 38 )
PR A (MR N EE iz T H) FEERB
[ERES SEN

GIN 7ER—N K B B BefR & 7= A — A8 1) £y
2 () kB R, T AT — B By 5
T, I AE W 7 3 R v ORI A B R A R R
A SR R 5 U B R AR 1 RS R AR
F A7 28 L3R 2 B B 80% , 4 i 3% Bz 45 48 I
SRR Ay SRR A Gly—X-Y 3 (Mo
Gly M H R, X 1Y 385 5351 0 il 2= B A il =
Fi ) LR, TR I 2 R 7E. GIN JE e 39 1) 1) 7 oK
Hhn, 54 ARRVTEES S T HE RN B
B R R 3 A i 3 A N RS A O A AR A1
Ri gt FOs 1B V- i W i I8 | 1R 7T e - S0 2 1 itk
U, Fr DR IR AR B A AL ) (A 1 HE ik 4 R
Al RER 25 S AL AR, B 4, 2 EG Il W HURE HORS
SRR I R R G A A A £k U
i HEME R RS s EARE AR R Y BRIL=Z Ak, Chi
0T B9 B, 8 R W SR R 0 1R T T A
QAo A2, ik, 72 5E GIN 2515 &
20 2 ) FE R A 1 o R A T R A (AR

4 N £

L5 BRIk, GIN X 15 3 8 1 A2k IR A
FEETARK IR, —J5 1, GIN & 5 #fid &
TR BAT kA B R B0 A R S IR = Ak
PR 5 H /b 5 73— J7 T, GIN il 3 i H 7 325
AEPEPERE | W E R IRAE e R Y B R Y
e, e T 20 1 B il MUE Y E A AU Y
EfE EEeSEARUSNAE ., HHHT GIN 82
i B TR A B0 o DT AL i AT R A
MZHARFE G 0P GIN G 0L T, 16 T8
BRI R PR A A A 5 I A W 2 Al A R
A AR e A 5 368 g A 4 TR 1 A 7 A Y O
HRALH

SE
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Advances in Effects of Gastrointestinal Nematode Infection on Protein
Utilization and Partitioning in Host Sheep

XINAG Hai'? ZHONG Rongzhen'”
(1. Jilin Provincial Key Laboratory of Grassland Farming , Northeast Institute of Geography and Agroecology, Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Changchun 130102, China; 2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences,
College of Advanced Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract; Gastrointestinal nematode ( GIN) is one of the main parasites that restrict the growth of ruminants
and brings huge economic losses to cattle and sheep industry. In the past decades, researches on GIN mainly
focused on epidemiology, anthelmintics, the structure and function of important genes that regulate the devel-
opment of a single GIN species, nutritional regulations to improve host health, and the development of GIN
vaccines, and achieved great progress. The results of a large number of feeding experiments from the perspec-
tive of animal nutrition showed that GIN infection mainly reduces the protein utilization of host cattle and sheep.
However, although there are sporadic reports on the effects of GIN on host sheep protein and amino acid me-
tabolism, there is a lack of in-depth systematic research. This review summarized the amino acid nutrient distri-
bution between GIN and the host, analyzed the internal mechanism of protein and amino acid utilization and
partitioning when GIN influenced the feeding behavior and gastrointestinal form and function of host sheep,
further expounded the host response process of physiological metabolism of GIN infection, with an aim of pro-
viding a new research perspective for the research of ruminant intestinal health. [ Chinese Journal of Animal
Nutrition, 2021, 33(6) :3132-3141 ]
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