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W E. ARBRSEENAARER(ZFOEMREAE)THAGHEEF A KR oif i
RENEAFAR R B EALES T m, B 60 kK E[(41.35+£0.63) kg | — 5 694 3
ASTRT IR AR AU AR 5 AN AR 12 k(A 3 Sk BEF 9 k), ATERZL(CON 41) 49
R KA R EHFM(L-Z0P ) P A R G F M (M-ZnP 4) F= 5 7 2 & 9 4 (H-ZnP
20) f 445 P 5 A e 261.44.522.88 .784.31 mg/d BG4 (444 F4 S T 40.80.120 mg/d)
FACEELL (ZnO ) £ 24 F Fohm 232,11 mg/d RALE (442 S T 180 mg/d) , B4
KRATFA4~7 BBF BB F LA, X 14d, £E2%&W:1)5 CON 2848k, M-ZnP 41 |
H-ZnPZLi#e ZnO L #) FH A T ok LA KR E G G(1gG) 4% 4 M H bk it &L ¥ B
(GSH-PX) ERIA A R HAL TR EHZH(P<0.05), 2)MEFEGE R MBI M E@EIEHE
BEL&ME KR TH(P<0.05), % IgG 4% GSH-Px F A 444 FERELEMEAGH(P<
0.05) , kA —B(MDA) A 22 X LM TH(P<0.05), K LA FaGTRGEFEK
Pk AN A BB, RV BRFMBEEAL  RELEFELT, EARBES T, 844

Y5 9 A m 522.88 mg/d B O (L EMY T80 mg/d) A E,
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BRI 180 mg/kg, FIIBESE & BL, 458
A 2 A AR A b S AR B R A RS R TS
PLEF 44 H 14 & (average daily gain, ADG) ',
(AR, FIMRE AT D)4 B 2 1 N ) BERR GB Re T B
M 3 35 v, PR P B BE R Th g S A
GEAWT, BF AT LARE 0 ASE 4 Mt J | LU 55 S0 5 4%
L, S 5HME RN, R Bk B 20 e BR R A
MRE ST $R e e D e ' o BhAh  BEAEHLIA
PR — B BRI A

VP LA R 0 B 8 R TG AILEE S S i
] £ 1Y — b B A B0 G 5 B AR AL RS
Mo SEg AL LA L, & AR A
R 5 i 3 BT g T A 0 2 R, AT AT A R
R R R B s g DI T R sh
S A 5T 2 4R vh TR G TTHLRE R BLBE, A OQ
HEBEX B T AR B R E B R, AR
9 5 TR ST ER 11 B AR AR AR B X B AR A ST S A A A

KAEBE TG 15 00 HT A A 1R BE | 52 D AE LA R i
I PP o T R S RS, O R R AR R R
TRl % rp A Bk IO T (3 LB AR

1 #MRlEFR*E
1.1 RIS

A BE, 4l BN 96.64% . AR, 4l E K
15.30% , LAR 545 B 2 VR CHLER il 45, 25 o
327,
1.2 REHY 5L IER

KT 2019 4F 12 H £ 2020 4F 3 AEIL L0
A JE PR R FP A R AT, BEE 60 Sk AR f
B AR FE A AT R AR A S A A AR R B AR
bRy A v SE PRI R R H R A0, R R
BRI R A F PR & A BR 2w DR 532
A7 I BURLDIR B 2R FF Bk, TR ERE S A 3 1 57
KFEWLER 1,

R1 FEHMRFDIERKE(TORERM)

Table 1 Nutrient levels of starter and milk (DM basis) %
I H Items F 2k} Starter Wi H Items A1475 Milk
T¥ i DM 89.04 F.E M Milk protein 3.25
HEHE CP 24.45 FLAg W Milk fat 4.02
HAEN EE 1.68 SEEY TS 12.56
HLUK Sy Ash 7.75 JEARFLIE /& SNF 9.15
bV £ 4 NDF 12.20 FL¥% Lactose 4.91
FRYEVE TR 4T 4 ADF 4.85 % Density/(g/mL) 1.03
£ Zince/ (mg/kg) 179.00 % Zince/ (mg/kg) 3.35

S {E Measured values .,

1.3 REEITSRFEE

P AE B AR [ (41.3520.63) kg ] —%
{14 55 Ao 30T 4 82 2F 60 Sk, B ML 43 i 5 A4, A4
12 k4 Hop 02k 3 3k B4k 9 Sk, X RR4H
(CON £ ) ) W 2 4%, AR 57 &% 25 11 B¢ 4 (L-ZnoP
) R AL (M-ZnP 4H) RO ) 4 1 B
2H (H-ZnP 4 ) 76 4= W 43 5IES I 261.44..522.88
784.31 mg/d | M BE(BEE A Y T 40,80,
120 mg/d) , A AL 5F 4H (ZnO 4H) 75 4= 0% vh s
232.11 mg/d FALEE (BES /AR Y T 180 mg/d)
MRYEHL AR A KRB, F 4~ 7 H IR 7= 5 i A g4
Sy BV SR O OF e 4R MO B Rt R IR T 2 RE R
BFRMEY, 3 Y (06:00.14:00.18:00) , 5K 1.5 L;
T FF kS B KIS 2 ¥ (06:00.,18:00) , A K

4L, BAFHBYOK, BHREFER, & Hid%
REMEN, KW 14 d,
1.4 HEXESERNE
1.4.1 RO FIF R

B AR A AR W R T B RLEE B, —20 T IRAE
F FFL A 20 B4 ( MilkoScan™ FT6000) il 5E 4=
W B R LA FLAE DT L FLBE B R ) (total
solids, TS) JF A5 #L [E & 7 f& ( solids non-fat, SNF)
i, R MU A R T R g6 Y (ICP-
OES) Ml & 4 W5 A JF £ kL b 1Y B 5 &8 (GB 5009.
268—2016) . W & JF & ¥t T % I [ AOAC
(2005) ,777% 930.15] HEH B[ AOAC(2000) ,
J7 5 976.05 ], KL i [ AOAC (2003), J5 ik
4.5.05] KK 5 (GB/T 6438—1992) & &, JF &
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Bk P U R A A RN R MR VR R A 4 5 i S I Van
Soest 457 B AT E
1.4.2  ARKMERERIZEE 5L

e th A J 14 H i SR i 28 I FR TR
PIHE, il H AR R R E R, TR
S H SR &4 (average daily intake , ADFI) FlUR| 8
k. (feed to gain ratio, F/G)

R R, B R W 2 ORERELA IE TE 1
B0, UL I X e A 1 2S48 A7 PF 4, OF i+ B 2 f 4
B, VPorbndE Ry FEME IE R R AT IE 0 4 R
B AL, 1 40 BTSSR A OB K45
TEEIL,2 40 EED R REE A IE K
FEMZEID,3 40 MR EOHRE AT .

ZEMB R = 2P oy 2 A/ AR SR
1.4.3  MEFE AR EE S HRAn ke DUl

FEREAE 14 H % o 1Rl FTE A7 300 0 TR I, 3k
A A i) FH LT A R O R A A R AR ML TR RE T Y
10 mL, Z & #E 10 min,3 000xg 4 CE.L>15 min
J& WA I AL, —20 CHoRAFAH

ML 3% H % % Bk 5 H A (immunoglobulin A,
IgA ; 7 i 4 5 JYMO0099Bo) % 5k & 19 G (im-
munoglobulin G,1gG; /= §h 45 : TYM0009Bo ) Fl
PEEK 1 M (immunoglobulin M, IgM ; 7= /i 4% 5 .
JYMO0031Bo) & & % JH B 5% f 2% W B I 22 (en-
zyme-linked immunosorbent assay , ELISA ) i , i 5
BT RDUHE R S B FRZS W), I 7™ 4% 4 e 4
PEUL B HE 47 00 %E . 1L 9E N — 8 (. malondialde-
hyde , MDA ; 7= /i 4 5 : A003—1) & & K 48 E k¥

7 b 1§ ( superoxide dismutase, SOD; = it 4w 5 :
A001-3-2) 4 Mt H k& %8 fk 4§ ( glutathione
peroxidase , GSH-Px ; F= i1 45 : A005—1-2) 15 4>k
FHBCS e 92 15 D 2 00 65 ) F g ol A T
FRBFSE BT, JF 7™ 4% 4% FEARAE BB SR A7 I 2 FE
W 6 B R Y040 2 I BB i 45 1Y ( Tecan infinite
200 Pro, Tecan 2\ ) , B0 H)) M %E .

ML A RE LB BE B R SR T H SR
BEEE T KA1 (ICP-OES 9000, Shimadzu 2y
Al H A E
1.5 HESitH

F Excel 2010 4K {4 ] 12 56 £ 4 1k 1790 20 4k
PRI EIE R FH SAS 9.4 B A MIXED #&He JE 47
Bt o, Gt g B e A 1 B AL R 2R A
A FRR R E . R Tukey’ s il T 2 B L,
300 L3 A RN | B B 7 S0 DA KGR R AR
(M-ZnP 4 vs. ZnO #) ., P<0.05 Fm2ER 035,

2 & R
2.1 AESFEXNFEMTEEFEKERRIETS
155 B %2 i

M2 i, Az mFERE Y HRE A
FHIHREE LB E Y TR EZS (P>0.05),
5 CON 4 A H , M-ZnP 4 .H-ZnP 4 1 ZnO 411
S H R T (P<0.05) ., 5 CON Z4HAH I,
L-ZnP 241 M-ZnP 2 \H-ZnP 4 1 ZnO 4 iy 245
Kl AR (P<0.05) o Bl &5 1 BF IS 0 6 19 3
I, FEEFR AR WA KRR (P<0.05)

R2 FEIEERHEIIEES £ K FESBRA N0

Table 2 Effects of different zinc sources on growth performance and diarrhea of newborn Holstein dairy calves

2H 51 Groups P {8 P-value
A SEM
by 5% —K
Items CON L-ZnP M-ZnP H-ZnP  ZnO AL ;@ o iR
Treatment Linear Quadratic Source
Sl ST, 1 S A
IFEORRE R FR 57.24  46.11 52.83 5277 57.26 9.91 0.95 0.96 0.67 0.75
Starter ADFL/( g/d DM)
FHHRERE
979 968 977 976 981 9.28 0.94 0.94 0.75 0.79
ADFI/(g/d DM)
S H B E ADG/ (g/d) 432° 455®  493* 490° 495* 16.02 0.02 <0.01 0.19 0.93
RIE L F/G 2.28 2.11 1.94 2.14 2.05 0.10 0.09 0.24 0.02 0.41
F(HFE R Feces index 1.37*  1.07° 1.12°  1.07° 1.08" 0.04 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.43

FEATBE B AR AR /INE PR FRR Z 7 B3 (P<0.05) M X FRERRERAEE(P>0.05), F#EIF,

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

no letter superscripts mean no significant difference ( P>0.05). The same as below.
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2.2 AREEMFEFTBESFMFRERRH
A

FHE 3 nl A, &5 4 2 (BT TgA  IgM & &G
BEZEF(P>0.05), 5 CON 4, M-ZnP 4 |

R 3 AEEEN I EGATEE S ME R R IR

H-ZnP 201 ZnO H M ILE 1gG & i & TH i (P<
0.05) . BEEE ARSI, Mg 1eG & &
B REFELMETHE (P<0.05),

ap=Al

Table 3 Effects of different zinc sources on serum immune indices of newborn Holstein dairy calves

ZH %] Groups P {H P-value
H SEM
b¥ 5 e/ IR
Items CON L-ZnP M-ZnP H-ZnP  ZnO A-iE ;r&k X Fri
Treatment Linear Quadratic Source
PEH A
SILERE 54.33 52.93 55.83 56.37 56.75  6.91 0.99 0.75 0.96 0.93
IgA/ (pg/mL)
RIEKEN G b b b
.36° 72 A7 .14° 44 0.24 0.02 0.02 0.24 0.43
1eG/(mg/mL) 10.36 10.72 11.17 11.14 11.44
FPEIRE 1 M
2.51 2.54 2.65 2.50 2.58 0.09 0.77 0.94 0.24 0.57
IgM/(mg/mL)
23 AEAFEXNFETHEESFMFREKNL  ZoP 4l H-ZnP A ZnO A Y L7 GSH-Px I 1 i

=N
2 4 n] 0, 44 Z 8] 1L 7 MDA & & . SOD
HYELEFEZER(P>0.05), 5 CON 4, M-

FIE (P<0.05) . B 35 ARG N A 34 i, if
% GSH-Px T £ 52 3% &M T (P<0.05) , IfL ¥
MDA i 52 i F LM T R (P<0.05) .

x4 AEHEEFHEFTFEEFMFREUIERAZNG
Table 4 Effects of different zinc sources on serum antioxidant indices of newborn Holstein dairy calves
25 Groups P {H P-value
nH SEM
, b 5% It/ IR
Items CON L-ZnP M-ZnP H-ZnP  ZnO At Qf e x . PEIR
Treatment Linear Quadratic Source
N & MDA/ (nmol/mL) 5.71 5.59 5.18 4.90 526 0.28 0.25 0.02 0.96 0.85
V=1 ﬂ: 5
BRI 62.38  65.63 66.85 67.21 72.65 3.87 0.46 0.40 0.66 0.29
SOD/(U/mL)
A BEH o S AL Wy ity b ® , . ,
. .01* 133.02* 134.01° .73 2.89 0.05 0.01 0.26 0.75
GSH-Px/(U/mL) 122.69° 128.01" 133.02" 134.01" 131.73 <
24 AEHENFEGFEEFORMETE
RENEIN 3 it @
M 5 AL, A A 2 B RS 6 B B B 3.1 AESEERX IR A £ KRR

SRELDEXER(P>0.05), 5 CON 4 M, M-
ZnP 41 H-ZnP 41 F1 ZnO 4 1Y I 3¢ 5% & & W & T+
= (P<0.05) . B 8 RS 0 i 34 n, ifn 3 B
SEERELIETFE(P<0.05), It 5 ZnO 4
FHEG , M-ZnP 21 1 100 3% 8 B 75 & 35 5 25 AR ( P<
0.05) .

Bed P HREE P H S EZ AR
PERER EE SRR, | AP EEE Tah Wik X4
BRI T R AT, A R fa e v
FAARR o, AR R b TPt om , #1E
AN B R AERAE R . DUARF R W
1 B A H AN TR 1.0 g AT i E s
SEXH G 5 e I T A AR G X R AR
YA WA RS A I 300 B 450 me/kg B (A AT
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S 33 &

e R R MR, B SRR S A 2 000 mg/kg
AALBER BT AR B A PR R AL, 5 LR
FHLE , A LRSI AT T 398 i A M &, L5 9 vT g
SE VAT S AR A 0

AGEG 20 R e R R IR R R R R AR
PCF R R] 2 35 g R R B, B S
H P A A KA RE AR T B35 25 5+

x5 TREHEMFTEFHEEFNRBETESENZN

Table 5 Effects of different zinc sources on plasma trace element contents of newborn Holstein dairy calves mg/kg

205 Groups P {H P-value

i H

Items CON L-ZnP  M-ZnP  H-ZnP Zn0O SEM - aha gjﬂ&k —I , FriR
Treatment Linear Quadratic Source

¥ Zn 1.31° 1.47° 2.00° 2.30° 2.25° 0.14  <0.01 <0.01  0.65 0.22

5 Ca 113.84 118.58 126.67 116.03 119.76 4.80 0.41 0.50  0.12 0.32

#i Cu 0.78 0.79 0.74 0.81 0.85 0.04 0.35 0.81  0.43 0.04

£ Fe 1.79 1.23 1.48 1.48 1.29 0.28 0.68 0.59  0.34 0.64

B Mg 21.68 23.49 24.53 22.66 24.82 1.68 0.67 0.60 0.28 0.90

W P 152.90 142.71 136.39 138.79 160.96 6.43 0.06 0.10  0.34 0.01

3.2 AESEEH AR E4 85 M

JE VS 2 B A AR B e L v R W, X A
(14 i B A A e AT S5 A 7 1 e S A M BB AR A
TR RE M, OC R 35 MO W 2 0 a0 45 . 100 B 82 2 TR
g e EinE b2 EH, DR R,
5 IOHUEEA Eb, ) MR BIL AR AT A R TS A XU
REAG 14.7% ") A A1 BRI 300 55l 36 1T, 45 3 A
A IEA [R] 5 1 0 B, B ML R DR B TP B TR
REAEMIETE " ST 2017 4 FH BT Bl
RS I 22 A4 A ) Hh BRE T LU R BEIE 20
BMAEFRABPHESEAR ST
180 mg/kg, A0 FL S A & & AR S H &
5 R = A B AR SO AL B A T RCR . 45
K, 5 CON A, L-ZnP 20 M-ZnP 4 .H-ZnP
ZHF ZnO 21 19 28 5 550 25 B AIG, Ui B AS ] 7] i
AR E L PR Re ek B A TS S O, SR B
AT A RS , BAE AR 25440 T, a5 2 A
()0 S JUr e 2 1 2 1 A R i I R A R A 2
3.3 AESFEEXFAEGTHIEES IiEREIERN
A

IgG IgM IgA J2& [z B HLAA 52 928 T g 1) o 224
br, om0 5B MR %O G, Hr,
IgM TEHLIAR S g2 FUR YL B Je B s TgA i B kR ES
) O ATl S N /T el S 1 NS
SRS R 2 R ERE A, 1e6G MR
PER) FE UK, ELEAETME S, B AP
B PO R A R B R A R 5T

R, FACEEA R T4 R B A I 1gG & i, 48
e e ohge ' L HAA 1~14 H 44 H 4
WA RGBSR AL B, I35 H 1gG L IgA K IgM
i R ARPER I I RN T LA R R A
WA W SRR A HE T AR RS . Al
IS AN ] 550 4 28 1B R AR AL B 2 4 e T B AR Il
IeG & 1, Ul B 85 B IR A A T 32 1 2 40 A
b)) 98
34 AEHFBEXNFETHFEESFDFIREN
it ok

YLK A L™ AR S T bR R R AL T Eh AT
i, AL AZ 2] [ B 5 R 2R B 3 A1 i
BEREIR 51 & AL 3, 77 A K| R A 3, 5
SR YR L0 Z2 AN RN RR D7 R L Sk 7 AR R BT i
A=Y MDA, LA, MDA & 8 1 3% ) B ALK
PR T o A Ak Y AR R TRD 422 i A A A5 1 Y AR
P HUARTEAE G Tt A B R, AR AT
TEETHIR B RN IR RS, FLP A LA
SOD #il GSH-Px %177 Wei 25 #iF o8 K L, Bl &
T AR ST B R Y I, B4R LT SOD i PR
PEFF 0TI MDA & s 2tk TR, (R  f R
S INAT LR AT A 854 & 0l % SOD Fil GSH-Px
PR, B IR A5 4% & 1 s A B0 EE BRI T T AL
BRSO ORI 25 AR W, 5 CON 41 L,
M-ZnP 20 H-ZnP 24 Ff1 ZnO 4 ¥ 1. 7E GSH-Px ik
PR T, HLREE B RS e 03 48 4Rl
5 GSH-Px ifitE &2 b F & METH i, 3 MDA % &



6 T TAE AN TRV IR BT A Ay ST HELE A 2 VR BE LY S e BT AL AR AR DL S LR B T RS BRI 3339

R E LR T B, U AR R R A R R A
A AL ie
3.5 AEAEEMFENTEESFNRMETE
SENZMN

T AR 22 Jip T W AT, v i 43 i T R e TR
W AL ¥, R O I S ol T R Y R AT S I ]
MR BRSSO . A PLISCER JT R I R R T
MU ICR N 1.8~4.0 f5, LALLM EITCEE Y
BIUAAR W2 AT isk 75 v A Bl il 5 2 B 2 At
FOE B G Y s &, A AL E TR A J 4%
Bl 38 WA ) B, vy g o 38 2 R R | IR B At Ak
B L E Y AT 2 I i 2R R B i
B i A RS I O A 2R A R R R
90.15 &Y 130.15 mg/kg FEH X M2 (50.15 mg/kg
BE) AT EG, 3R R E N 5 LA AT
FHARL, A3 56 45 S % B, M-ZnP 41, H-ZnP 41 Al
ZnO 419 I %% B & & 53 & T CON 40 Ml L-ZnP
20, OBl A AR VBRI 3 IR R R
FEMT R, EAEE S, H-ZaP 41109 I 3K £F
SRR AT Zn0 4, 75— ERE E R E
1A A R 2 48 fb A, T B B S B AL TR A

MR IR YL E SRR HXT
AeEFzh Wy IFH WA I RE S 5 UK E ® B # R
R AR 2E B Wy A K R R AT AR, HR
— R T IR N AT 5, AT AR R s A P A
T ICR Z [MJE B BRI, & 08 7= iy A
JERL T, B B AR AR S R 2 R A AR
POVERT, o 1 Bl o o0 3 & o i 3G sk > 2
SIEHAMBICE S BN R EW, B
TE T 4 R 2 1 R R B A G T
i, PRI 2 SR B A R A e AR KR g
S BB F S AN, B2 0 AR B S AR A
G, ITRERN TE T Rz 4 R 2 Bz (0 B0 35 i 2SR HE
AT HE S RS H A W IS BT AR, SR LAY
e R TP B AL T R KO A 2 A X A R L £
o], 7E W5 A AR e AN BE 2 000 mg/kg, I3 4 7
TG, AN 1 000 mg/kg AS2x 30 1M 2% 4 2 &
TR EY) FEARP IR RY, 5 Zn0 414
e, M-ZnP 249 1M 3% 4 | B 5 & X W 3 AR, 1 B
PESH BETENLAAR T A WOISORT BB AEAE TS R AE L (H
HP S A T LR T Z A I F D B A
FABLEE A R T ik — DT

4 % it

O ‘AR RN Y E A BT
PR A AL DI B R R g R, ol B A E TS
1.

@ ) A R R AT G R R A M R
i, HHRSMECR 588 i E a2 A
B R AR

@ EARRE ZMT, L5 F IR E R 55
B = it o0, 8 FER U N & DL 522.88 mg/d (&F
FEAY T 80 mg/d) MH,
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Effects of Different Zinc Sources on Growth Performance, Serum
Immune and Antioxidant Indices and Plasma Trace Element
Contents of Newborn Holstein Dairy Calves

JIN Yuhang' MA Zhu® GAO Duo' SHAN Qiang' ZHANG Yajing® CHU Kangkang® SUN Peng'”

(1. State Key Laboratory of Animal Nutrition, Institute of Animal Science, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences
Beijing 100193, China; 2. Beijing Key Laboratory of Dairy Cattle Genetic, Breeding and Reproduction,
Beijing Dairy Cow Center, Beijing 102101, China)

Abstract: The purpose of this experiment was to investigate the effects of different zinc sources ( zinc protein-
ate and zinc oxide) on growth performance, serum immune and antioxidant indices and plasma trace element
contents of newborn Holstein dairy calves. Sixty healthy newborn Holstein dairy calves with similar body
weight of (41.35+0.63) kg were randomly divided into 5 groups with 12 calves in each group (3 male calves
and 9 female calves). Calves in the control group were fed the milk, calves in low-dose zinc proteinate group
(L-ZnP group) , middle-dose zinc proteinate group ( M-ZnP group) and higH-dose zinc proteinate group ( H-
ZnP group) were fed the milk supplemented with 261.44., 522.88 and 784.31 mg/d zinc proteinate ( equiva-
lent to 40, 80 and 120 mg/d zinc) , respectively, and calves in zinc oxide group (ZnO group) were fed the
milk supplemented with 232.11 mg/d zinc oxide ( equivalent to 180 mg/d zinc). Calves were fed the starter at
4 to 7 days of age according to the growth status. The experiment lasted for 14 days. The results showed as fol-
lows: 1) compared with the CON group, the average daily gain, serum immunoglobulin G (IgG) content and
glutathione peroxidase ( GSH-Px) activity and plasma zinc content of M-ZnP group, H-ZnP group and ZnO
group were significantly increased ( P<0.05). 2) With the zinc proteinate dose increased, the fecal index line-
arly and quadratically decreased ( P<0.05) , the serum IgG content and GSH-Px activity and plasma zinc con-
tent linearly increased (P<0.05), and the serum malondialdehyde ( MDA ) content linearly decreased ( P<
0.05). To sum up, zinc proteinate can increase the average daily gain, antioxidant function and immune func-
tion of calves, reduce the diarrhea, and increase the plasma zinc content. Under the conditions of this experi-
ment, the optimal dose of zinc proteinate in milk is 522.88 mg/d (equivalent to 80 mg/d zinc).[ Chinese
Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2021, 33(6) :3334-3342 ]
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