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Abstract In order to investigate the effect of dietary energy level on plasma and muscle AA content of meat
donkeys, 36 meat donkeys (males) aged 1 year with similar body weights (150£25 kg) were divided into
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three groups, low energy (LEG) , medium energy (MEG) , and high energy (HEG). 12.08, 13.38 and
14. 40 MJ/kg (pre-fattening, 1-45 d), 13.01, 14.27 and 15.60 MJ/kg (mid-fattening, 46-90 d), and 13.54,
14.93 and 16.23 MJ/kg (post-fattening, 91-135 d) , respectively. At the end of the experiment, serum
biochemical indexes, plasma and amino acid content in the most longissimus dorsi, triceps brachii, biceps
femoris, gluteal muscles and muscle protein content were determined. The results showed that: 1) The
differences in muscle protein content between different dietary energy levels were not significant (P>0. 05).
The contents of functional amino acids (FAA) and delicious amino acids (DAA) in plasma of MEG were
significantly higher than those of LEG and HEG (P<C0.05) in plasma and brceps femoris muscle, and the
contents of FAA and DAA in plasma of LEG were significantly higher than those of HEG (P<C0.05). 2) MEG
significantly increased the content of essential amino acid (EAA) , branched chain amino acid (BCAA)
content as well as EAA/total amino acid (TAA), EAA/non-essential amino acid (NEAA) (P<C0.05)in plasma
and biceps femoris muscle, and significantly decreased NEAA and DAA content in biceps femoris muscle (P
<Z0.05). 3) Total serum protein content of MEG was significantly higher than LEG (P<C0.05) , but the
difference was not significant compared with HEG. Serum glucose and cholesterol content of MEG and HEG
were significantly higher than LEG (P<C0.001), but there was no difference between the two groups of MEG
and HEG, and the change rule of urea content was opposite. Serum triglyceride and none-esterified fatty acid
contents of HEG and LEG were significantly higher than those in MEG (P<C0.05), the triglyceridecontent of
HEG was significantly higher than LEG, and the none-esterified fatty acid content was significantly lower than
LEG (P<<0.05) ; With the increase of energy level, the content of high-density lipoprotein increased
significantly (P<<0.001). In conclusion, feeding meat donkeys with medium energy levels in the early, middle
and late stages of fatting can improve the AA balance and higher nutritional value of muscle in meat donkeys.
This study provides a reference for improving the fattening performance and improving the meat quality of
meat donkeys through nutritional regulation.

Keywords meat donkey; energy level; amino acids; serum biochemical index
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Table 1 Diet composition and nutrition level (DM basis)

B HERTH Pre-fatting B Mid - fatting H AL J5 ] Post-fatting
i H Index

LEG MEG HEG LEG MEG HEG LEG MEG HEG

JEURE L K,

/% Asparagus 55.18 43.34 31.35 40.28 35.49 31.21 38.34 33.7 28.66
HAE/ Y% Alfalfa 2.12 11.84 21.42 4.02 6.03 7.99 2.04 4.06 6.08
FKFHI/ % Corn silage 6.43 9.77 12.16  6.09 9.13 11.34 555 830 11.51
Fk/Y% Corn 6.07 14.85 20.29 27.12 30.45 29.73 37.41 36.5 35.71
UK/ ¥ Wheat midding 0 0 0 1.60  2.00 2.40 1.76 1.92 1.59
M1/ % Soybean meal 8.40 800 5.60 7.20 6.40 5.60 6.22 3.96 1.21
Tk FEAHK/ % Corn gluten meal 0.60 0.92  0.40  0.70 0 0 0 0 0

FAIEZEH/ % Corn germ meal 7.42 1.40 0 3.00 0 0 0 0 0

DDGS/% 1.60  3.40  3.00 3.16 3.76 3.00 3.47 2.20 3.02
% Hz /% Bran 10.00  3.90 0 3.10 0 0 0 0 0

K&/ % Soybean ol 0 0.40  0.60 0 0 1.00 0 0.82  1.26
1k 4 g K 5./ % Puffed full fat soybeans 0 0 3.00  1.00 4.00 5.00 2.20 550 7.92
1k /% NaCl 0.40  0.40 0.40 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.55 0.55  0.55
L%/ % Limestone 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.56 0.56 0.56 0.61 0.61 0.6l
BRR & 45/ % CaHPO, 0.88 0.8 0.8 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.21 1.21 1.21
TR % Premix 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.22 0.22 0.22
TR A A1/ % NaHCO, 0.30  0.30 0.30 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.44 0.44  0.44
i 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

BIRIKP

DE/(MJ/Kg) 12.08 13.38 14.40 13.01 14.27 15.60 13.54 14.93 16.23
HER/% CP 14.53 15.06 15.06 13.02 13.04 13.17 12.48 12.67 12.72
KGRI/ % EE 5.69  6.43 7.13  6.06  6.50  6.97  6.47  6.95  7.32
NDF/ % 66.38 65.99 61.35 56.05 54.66 51.73 55.31 52.63 51.10
ADF/% 37.90 38.41 36.54 31.19 30.85 28.72 31.95 30.29 27.02
§5/% Ca 1.33  1.38  1.44 1.48 1.45 1.43 1.36 1.40 1.45
/% P 0.56 0.57 0.51 0.61 0.60 0.57 0.57 0.61 0.63

1 4 HUR R4 . Fe 10 mg, Cu 5 mg, Zn 15 mg, Mn 10 mg, 10.12 mg, Se 0.07 mg, Co 0.06 mg, VA 1500 IU, VD 3 600 IU, VE
3000 IU, VK 4.46 mg, VB1 0.08 mg, VB2 1.9 mg, VB6 0.2 mg, M 4.5 mg,D-7Z 2 3.7 mg, VB12 0.012 mg, 4 ¥ & Biotin
0.056 mg, M2 0.51 mg. BRDERIFFMA, AW NI, 20 LECG={LE4 MEG="h it A M HEG=FfEd. FH.

1) Per g of premix provided the following: Fe 10 mg, Cu 5 mg, Zn 15 mg, Mn 10 mg, 10.12 mg, Se 0.07 mg, Co 0. 06 mg, VA 1500 IU,
VD 3600 IU, VE 3000 IU, VK 4.46 mg, VB1 0.08 mg, VB2 1.9 mg, VB6 0. 2 mg, nicotinic acid 4. 5 mg, D-pantothenic acid 3. 7 mg,
VB12 0. 012 mg, biotin 0. 056 mg, folic acid 0. 51 mg. Nutrient level values were measured except DE. 2)LEG=Low energy group, MEG
=Medium energy group, HEG=High energy group. The same below.
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Table 2 Amino acid composition of diet (air-dry basis) % TAA
1~45d 46~90 d 91~135d

AA LEG MEG HEG LEG MEG HEG LEG MEG HEG
Asp 9.99 9.38 9.05 8.71 8.43 8.38 8.31 8.17 7.79
Thr 4.26 4.31 4.40 6.46 6.26 6.40 5.36 4.30 4.32
Ser 4.67 4.61 4.59 4.58 4.56 4.55 4.61 4.66 4.65
Glu 18. 60 18. 20 17.77 18. 14 17.74 17. 64 18.17 18. 24 18. 14
Gly 4.58 4.45 4.47 4.29 4.36 4.38 4.35 4.46 4.48
Ala 5.52 5.85 5.97 5.65 5.75 5.76 5.78 5.92 6.11
Cys 1.24 1.28 1.35 1.35 1.42 1.44 1.46 1.53 1.57
Val 5.00 5.13 5.29 5.11 5.29 5.30 5.36 5.49 5.56
Met 1.87 2.04 2.16 1.88 1.98 2.01 1.97 2.07 2.17
Ile 4.30 4.17 4.03 3.86 3.78 3.75 3.74 3.68 3.55
Leu 8.52 9.02 8.89 8.58 8.46 8.40 8.51 8.49 8.58
Tyr 3.34 3.25 3.01 2.92 2.72 2.67 2.69 2.57 2.45
Phe 5.75 5.95 5.99 5.84 5.93 5.90 6.04 6.05 6. 00
Lys 6.79 6. 44 6. 36 5.85 5.81 5.82 5.67 5.72 5.57
Pro 6.99 6.65 6.67 6.63 6.65 6.66 6.75 6.84 6.74
His 3.25 3.29 3.40 3.09 3.20 3.23 3.16 3.28 3.35
Arg 5.34 5.97 6.59 7.07 7.64 7.70 8.08 8.53 8.96
TAA 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00
EAA 45.08 46. 32 47.12 47.75 48. 36 48.52 47.89 47.61 48. 06
NEAA 54.92 53.68 52.88 52.25 51.64 51.48 52.11 52.39 51.94
DAA 47.13 47.18 47.37 47.08 47.33 47.31 48.11 48.92 49.23
FAA 32.45 33.19 33.25 33.79 33.84 33.74 34.75 35.26 35.68
BCAA 17.82 18.32 18. 20 17.56 17.53 17.45 17.60 17.65 17.68
LAA 8.66 8.48 8.53 7.74 7.79 7.83 7.64 7.79 7.74
EAA/TAA 45.08 46.32 47.12 47.75 48. 36 48.52 47.89 47.61 48.06
EAA/NEAA 82.08 86. 30 89.10 91.38 93.64 94.25 91.88 90. 88 92.53
Z A s LEG IfiL 3 % Lys (P=0.033) fl LAA (P= 5, A A B
0.037) %% T MEG,HEG 5 X WA LR #F %5, 2.2 AEAREEAENAHFINAFCPEAAS
His 5 ZAH I o ) K BE f 7K 7 XF i 3% v oAt AA % EWRID

HIEER(P>0.05), 4558 2% g K F 2.2.1 HTHREMFCPESAALE
MRS T 28 AA S, 6T AAF FHZ 400, A R B B K EXT i I KL CP &5 &
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Table 3 Effect of dietary energy level on AA content in plasma % TAA
W HItem LEG  MEG HEG  SEM P WiHItem LEG  MEG HEG  SEM P
P value P value
Asp 0.28A 0.27A 0.25B 0.005 <C0.001| Lys 4.81 A 4.42B 4.53AB 0.104  0.033
Thr 11.91A 11.59 A 10.81B 0.242  0.010| Pro 1.67 1.62 1.75 0.039  0.063
Ser 9.54  8.68 9.14  0.265  0.084 | His 4.70B 5.32A 5.02AB 0.121  0.004
Glu 12.08C 14.32 A 13.87B 0.149 <C0.001| Arg 4.65B 4.94A 4.47B  0.100  0.009
Gly 15.82  16.35  15.93  0.253  0.298 | EAA 47.19B 49.28 A 46.39B  0.531  0.002
Ala 5.62B 6.17A  6.32A 0.167  0.014 | NEAA 52.81 A 50.72B 53.61 A 0.531  0.002
Cys 2.77 2.68 2.41  0.139  0.177 | FAA 22.84 C 25.76 A 24.69B 0.285 <<0.001
Val 6.96B 8.19A 7.16 B 0.145 <C0.001 | BCAA 15.52B 17.43 A 16.04 B 0.244 <<0.001
Met 1.60 1.70 1.72  0.048  0.177| LAA 6.46 A 6.11B 6.25 AB 0.092  0.037
Ile 2.46 C 2.74A  2.62B 0.039 <C0.001| DAA 42.81 C 46.42 A 45.06 B 0.408 <C0.001
Leu 6.11 6. 50 6.26  0.134  0.129 | EAA/TAA 47.19B 49.28 A 46.39B 0.531  0.002
Tyr 4.13 4.10 4.05  0.110  0.853 EAA/ 89.42B 97.62 A 86.70 B 2.044  0.002
NEAA
Phe 3.35 3.89 3.80  0.102  0.375

TE : RAT & AR R R 0R 25 R 35 (P20, 05) , AN 3 AH Rl - Rk R 28 57 3 (P<<0.05) . Tl

Note: In the same row, values with the same letter mean no significant difference (P>>0.05), while those without the same letter superscripts

mean significant difference (P<Z0.05). The same below.

K 7E AR B R I (P=0.496) ; MEG ) Ser(P=
0. 026) F1 Met(P=0. 038) % 2 % = T HEG ,LEG
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F LEG (P<<0.05) , MEG 5 X W 41 8] & & % ,
NEAA 2 M 5 Z M o MEG ) Ala(P<<
0.001) A1 Tyr(P=0.00D & it . Fm FTHAA 24,
HAWAR TR F2ZER ., Cys& 7 MEG.LEG
5 HEG f k& 3% 7t & (P<<0.001) . LEG &
MEG K Val(P=0.001) ,Phe (P<C0. 001) ¥ & i &
i T HEG ,{H LEG 5 MEG [ 6 . % 25 5% . A M
I KOF X K WU A B — AA iR R A B
Wi (P=>0.05) 625 5 3% B v g Al dt /KO- 1D R 5
THRKM AA &
2.2.2 H=%kM¥FCP5AAL T

12 5T =Sk LAY CP & o5 AN Bl ) R

IR 1 A8 AR T B AR (P=0. 824) o B = 3L LK Asp
& H7E MEG \LEG il HEG ™ 4 i 3 F& A% (P<<
0.001) . LEG # Ser % it W % & T° MEG (P=
0.046) ,HEG 53X M4 [a] 7 . 3% 22 = s HEG 1 Tle
HE 5 FEE T MEG(P=0.039),LEG iX ¥ 4 [a] ¥
PRTE -1 i E SRl i G AR e N |
Tyr & i B FH AR (P=0.030) ., fil#fig K F %
=R WL HoAl AA R TJC B FE R (P>>0.05) Itk
S5 R W] H O AR A X =Sk Wb 28 AA i
IRTE S A s
2.2.3 EAUFCPL5AALE

i 2% 6 AT %0, LI CP & A 32 1 b g K7
B ¥ (P=0.617) ., HEGH Asp & B & & T
MEG(P=0.018) ,LEG 5ixX Pj £ [A] ¥ Jc i 2 22 &,
Tyr 5 2 28 #H & (P=0.014) ., MEG #J Thr(P=
0. 001 Al Ala(P=0. 004) 7 & . % & T H A4,



5 430 ZEN A s S TR AR RR R S AKX A P I 3 S LA b S R A A 5 245
x4 AREEKREXNETREKICPSAARENHIT
(RF %)
Table 4 Effect of dietary energy levels on CP and AA content in longissimus dorsi (air-dry basis ) %TAA

i H P | HiH Pfa
Ltem LEG MEG HEG SEM P value Ltem LEG MEG HEG SEM P value
cp 22.33 22.03 22.14 0.167 0.496 | Phe 5.50B  5.58B 6.29 A 0.079 <<0.001
Asp  10.02 10. 14 10. 22 0.123 0.524 | Lys 8.04 8.02 8.38 0. 206 0. 389
Thr 5.06 5.20 5.10 0.085 0.534 | Pro 1.41 1.38 1.43 0.022 0. 304
Ser 414 AB  4.25A 4.07B  0.044 0.026 | His 4.24 4.47 4.32 0.073 0.087
Glu 15.64 15.84 15.96 0. 368 0.821 | Arg 6.64 6.83 6.71 0.071 0.171
Gly 4.55B 4.64 AB 4.83A 0.073 0.032 | EAA 50.49 B 51.36 AB 52.33 A 0.496 0. 044
Ala 6.37 B 6.69 A 6.41 B  0.053 <C0.001 | NEAA 49.51 A 48.64 AB 47.67 B  0.496 0. 044
Cys 0.90 B 0.84 C 0.99 A 0.020 <<0.001 | FAA 31.32 31.78 31.37 0. 468 0.748
Val 4.71 B 4.81B 5.06 A 0.059 0.001 | BCAA 18.08B 18.27 AB  18.68 A 0.159 0.036
Met 2.93AB  2.99 A 2.85B  0.039 0.038 | LAA 10. 97 11.02 11. 23 0.213 0. 664
Ile 4.33 4.35 4.53 0.061 0.055 | DAA 47.06 47.97 47.56 0. 504 0. 450
Leu 9.04 9.11 9.10 0.086 0.833 AN 50.49 B 51.36 AB 52.33 A 0.496 0.044

TAA
Tyr 3.65B 3.99 A 3.69B  0.063 0.001 AN 102.33 B 105.65 AB  110.10 A 2.100 0.044

NEAA

RS AREEKFHE=ZLNCPTAAZENH M (X TFEAM)
Table 5 Effect of dietary energy level on CP and AA content in triceps brachiiCair-dry basis) %TAA

i H P{g it H P{i
ftem LEG MEG HEG SEM P value frem LEG MEG HEG SEM P value
Cp 20.70 20. 54 20.74 0.222 0.824 || Phe 5.49 5.42 5.73  0.155  0.347
Asp 9.94 B 10.58 A 9.32C  0.153 <<0.001 || Lys 8.29 8.43 8.49  0.107 0.419
Thr 4.98 4.73 4.93 0.097 0.163 || Pro 1.41 1.48 1.50  0.043 0.361
Ser 4.22 A 3.97 B 4.18 AB 0.072 0.046 || His 3.53 3.62 3.950 0.058  0.304
Glu 17.04 16.79 17.46 0.038 0.132 || Arg 6.98 6.90 6.94  0.117 0.908
Gly 5.48 5. 86 5.77 0.117 0.070 | EAA 50. 49 50. 06 50.72 0.199 0.074
Ala 6.82 6.75 6.67 0.154 0.785 || NEAA  49.51 49.94 49.28  0.199 0.074
Cys 0.88 0.88 0.97 0.033 0.115 || FAA 32.96 32.57 33.02  0.232  0.342
Val 4.92 4.89 4.88 0.056 0.839 | BCAA 18. 33 18.07 18.25  0.172  0.557
Met 2.90 2.85 2.93 0.044 0.411 | LAA 11.17 11.28 11.42  0.118 0.340
Ile 4.46 AB  4.34B 4.72 A 0.103 0.039 || DAA 50.03 50. 65 50.02 0.225 0.090
Leu 8.94 8.84 8.65 0.109 0.168 EAA/ 50. 49 50. 06 50.72 0.199 0.074

TAA
Tyr 3.72 A 3.63AB  3.42B  0.078 0.030 EEX/A 101. 98 100. 24 102.92  0.815 0.072
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Table 6 Effect of dietary energy levels on CP and AA content in gluteal muscles(air-dry basis) % TAA
U gE| P | WH Pl
frem LEG MEG HEG SEM P valuel  Ttem LEG MEG HEG SEM P value
Cp 20.46 20.27 20.13 0.225 0.617 | Phe 5.26 5.30 5.34 0.086  0.813
Asp 9.52AB  8.97B 10.15A  0.275 0.018 || Lys 8.63 8.57 8.56 0.107  0.888
Thr 5.06 B 5.22 A 4.95B  0.045 0.001 || Pro 1.39 1.39 1.35 0.022  0.450
Ser 4.23 A 4.31 A 4.08 B 0.037  0.001 | His 4.25 4.35 4.21 0.053  0.151
Glu 16.95 A 17.056A  16.45B  0.137  0.009 | Arg 6.9 A 6.88 A 6.68 B 0.053 0.011
Gly 4.91 4.88 4.76 0.068  0.300 | EAA 52.30 52.47 51.41 0.421 0.178
Ala 6.50 B 6.69 A 6.42B  0.056 0.004 | NEAA  47.70 47.53 48.59 0.421 0.178
Cys 0. 56 0.52 0.67 0.052  0.152 | FAA 33.14 A 33.24 A 32.22B 0.255 0.014
Val 5.11 5.12 5.05 0.042  0.500 | BCAA 19.14 19.11 18.80 0.165  0.287
Met 3.06 A 3.03 A 2.88B  0.032 0.001 | LAA 11.69 11.61 11.44 0.118  0.325
Tle 4.75 4.68 4.66 0.053  0.479 | DAA 48.39 48.04 48.01 0.299  0.603
Leu 9.28 9.31 9.08 0.079  0.097 EAA/ 52.30 52.47 51.41 0.421 0.178
TAA
Tyr 3.65AB  3.75A 3.59B  0.036 0.014 lliéi/A 109. 64 110. 39 105. 80 0.804  0.154

HAMAN LR HE 25, MEG B 3& 8 7 &L+
Ser.Glu.Met Arg 1 FAA iy & # (P<<0.05) . T
AE B K S X B WL Hofl AA B & B X EAA/TAA
EAA/NEAA B H 6] JC 2 52 0 (P=>0. 05) , 4
2 W v A% B i KOF DR B T B L 2 8
AAFHR,
2.2.4 BZKMPCPEAALE

FH 28 7 AT DR g KO I S L CP & i
G E R (P=0.132), MEG 5 HEG & F £ 5
T Ser & (P=0.003), LEGHGly & REERT
MEG (P=0.031) ,HEG 5 X W 41 ¥ &t i % % & ,
Phe 5 Z Ml & . MEG () Ala, Arg . NEAA fll DAA
R EM T H AW (P<0.05) , AP 4
W% 22 5, Val. Ile, EAA 1 BCAA 1 #& & DL &
EAA/TAA EAA/NEAA 5 3 AH K A9 78 b HL 5
HEG & #E#& T Pro &% & (P=0.010) . 1 fig it
AKX B Sk LA Al AA B 22 R OR B E (P>
0.05) . ILZs SR W], ) M v B8 &5 7K SF- ) B Y IR
JB =S WU AA PR LR B TR (B o

2.3 AEEREERKFERT MFENIERHE N

81, 5 LEG Mtk ,MEG & & #& & T Il
W TP & & (P=0.009) ,{H 5 HEG JC & % 2 7
MEG .HEG i GLU #1 CHOL & # % % & T LEG
(P<<0.001) , fH MEG #l HEG W 4 8] & 22 % ,
UREA &MY Z k. HEG #1 LEG IiLiE
TG F1 NEFA & & % & % & T MEG (P<<0.00D) ,
HEG ) TG % & & % = T LEG, NEFA % & B % ik
T LEG. HDL-C ¥ JiZ Fifi & 1) ¥ fig 12 /K 7 (09 385 fin i
3P (P<<0.00D) , 25KV, LEG W FH FFAL T
GLU .CHOL # HDL-C i % & , 42 & TG #l NEFA 1Y
&, U LEG 75 3h 51 ML AR D5 9 #b 1] M R £ 7K -
HIAS 2 o
3 it

EAA I LA & A BT BT & 1Y 3 248 4 .
BCAA L4 Tle \ Leu Fl Val) i i H o ] 4838 7= 9 4k
W A T A 3 i S B LR AA S AR ARG T R T
M3 AA JE G LA BT 2 AA SRR, 2L
PR P 0T R e e A R AR AR LS
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Table 7 Effect of dietary energy levels on CP and AA content in biceps femoris(air-dry basis) % TAA
gE| PfH i H P{H
LEG MEG HEG SEM LEG MEG HEG SEM
Ttem P value Ttem P value
CP 20.58 21.02 21.36 0.257 0.132 Phe 5.36 B 5.83 A 5.59 AB 0.108 0.016
Asp 9.84 9.77 9.87 0.099 0.768 Lys 7.92 8. 14 7.98 0.133 0.483
Thr 5.18 5.08 5.18 0.044 0.201 Pro 1.36 B 1.38B  1.48 A 0.03 0.016
Ser 4.11B 4.24 A 4.20 A 0.025 0.003 His 4.11 4.07 4.13 0.049 0.687
Glu 16. 98 16.53 16.90 0.136 0.057 Arg 6.87 A 6.68B 6.8 A 0.036 0.001
Gly 5.35A  4.95B 5.12AB 0.103 0.031 EAA 51.01 B 52.48 A 51.27B 0.318 0.006
Ala 6.66 A 6.40B 6.60A 0.063 0.013 NEAA 48.99 A 47.53B 48.73 A 0.318 0.006
Cys 0.83 0.79 0.85 0.034 0.376 FAA 32.96 32.74 32.82 0.145 0.547
Val 4.97B 5.22A 4.96B 0.064 0.011 BCAA 18.67B 19.61 A 18.64B 0.27 0.023
Met 2.90 3.06 2.92 0.062 0.138 LAA 10.82 11.20 10. 90 0.12  0.071
Tle 4.59 B 4.87 A 4.60B 0.075 0.022 DAA 49.42 A 48.17B 49.10 A 0.257 0.004
EAA/
Leu 9.12 9.53 9.08 0.151 0.075 51.01 B 52.48 A 51.27B 0.318 0.006
TAA
EAA/
Tyr 3.74 3.61 3.71 0.048 0.140 NEAA 104.14 B 110.68 A 105.23 B 1.436 0.006

F8 (AMEEEKFIMFENLIBRAIM

Table 8 Effect of dietary energy levels on serum biochemical indexes

5l B Item LEG MEG HEG SEM P {f P value
ALP/(U/L) 163. 40 165. 91 168. 78 1.920 0.403
TP/(g/1) 57.53 B 60.45 A 58.34 AB 0.699 0. 009
ALB/(g/L) 26.13 27.04 27.76 0. 046 0.059
GLU/Cmmol/L) 4.64 B 5.14 A 5.08 A 0. 057 <20. 001
CHOL/(mmol/1.) 1.72 B 2.01 A 2.08 A 0. 042 <20.001
UREA/(mmol/L) 2.27 A 2.05 B 2.13 B 0.032 <20. 001
TG/ (mmol/L) 0.18 B 0.16 C 0.22 A 0.010 <20. 001
Ca/(mg/L) 1.83 1.85 1.87 0.012 0. 264
P/(mg/L) 1.63 1.62 1.63 0.023 0.910
CRE/Cumol/L) 65. 09 65. 84 64. 30 0.621 0. 228
D3HB/(mmol/L) 0.17 0.16 0.15 0. 040 0.093
HDL-C/(mmol/L.) 4.42 C 4.68 B 5.04 A 0.087 <20.001
LDL-C/(mmol/L) 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.011 0.963

NEFA/C(mmol/L) 0.35A 0.26 C 0.29B 0.011 <20. 001
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MEG # b , HEG F&IE T B WL Arg 10 5 &2, B — 3k
LE EAA NEAA .BCAA & & LM EAA/TAA .
EAA/NEAA;LEG M T H & KU+ Ala 5
BCAA & i B =L WM Asp & =, L Ala,
Thr, Tyr L & B = 3k LAY Ser. Val . Ile. Leu, Phe,
EAAFIBCAA W &, FRALA T AR {3 5l
HAARAB—B, XA P RER A MY AT AA
S A PR A

LA BCAA & 5 LI LEG e ik, W F KT
MEG, iX $#2/8 LEG 4] K B8 it /K P 3%, 43 Glu,
Ala %54 AA BCAA 8T8 FE LR AN B BE 1 1 A
AL BEAR T LA A AA P PE . i CHOL ¥ B J
ML BE AR R, TG B2 5 CHOL &
B, AR Y R 2 — o GLU MRS 30
JUT T R A A RSOk TR R B RE o 1Y BN Al . AR
HERE/R,LEG B ZF KA T GLU, CHOL i
HDL-C By & &, TG NEFA & Th e, ok — i
W LEG 7 3l 51 MUK BE 107 9% %0 ) ki i 52 /KPR &2 o
I3 UREA 5 TP & & ] J Wk Py 28 1 5 9 AR Ptk
Bl AA B35 UREA ¥ B 52 605G 5 8 F A AR
AR 5R , TP & B TH o Leu nJ DL i 384006 25 WA 25
FHE (15 5 (mTOR D H i 8 12 1k 00 35 2 1 R
AR S A 5T i ¥ UREA % 8L o8 LEG>
MEG, 1 TP DA & Leu ) & &= 246 5 Z M, iX % B
AR B 12t 7K 1 ) AR A A5 A P 2 1 T A AR e 55 L 4
T XML R (T T A

DMI X} A v i 5T & & 7 A2 B4 52 0 . Brand
AT 26 2 B BIF 5% A5 DM Bl 4 B RE 2 /KO (1 12
1 T A . Omphalius %556 05 4 1 #F 58 o 45 H I
HE B BEAS T TAA EAA FIBCAA 19 & &, i
R 2 T B 9 e B ) AR R A KO X DML 7™ 4
FH W B CP RWIH L2 L) HEG & ik, W #F (8T
A WAL, 45 7 R 8 TR 8 A BRI CP R LT 1k
R R i T R T e B ML AR G B A Y R
A D, 58 AA O i M FEAR . Arg T8 2
mTOR i #% b8 8 BT A 0, 2 3F 8 H BT 7E 1A
DORL, 4 m ML A KR s oA — EAb A A
(I VE T o3 7= — AL E (NOD L3 B NO T4 5
RERIEDEE . AWF5EH HEG FEAL T 1l 2% A&
WU Arg 9 7 &t X AR T HEG AR K PERERR K1Y

JE PR TR) 3R] BE 5 v B K P AR (R AL AR AL T
AL R IR S A LY Hosseinian 22 iF 58 1,
e BE KO HORE 3 T v KA 10T R BT AR Ak
PRI R S, RSP A R RE ) B L
T2 1) Arg Fl T A2 80 NO % i S8 A 07 3, o8 1 i AA
A REAR . A, Tyr AT ek /N B 38 B RE, T
W T S RORE Y A SR A R AR K OE
T KRS T A B WL =S LR, R LR Tyr B9
i, PR AR I 4R T R S A A 6, IR
AT i 16 AR LA ST A A A A i — 2 R

EAA/TAA VL K EAA/NEAA L 48 K 136 B
b AA S PE R R BT R o B A Y AR
M5, HAA 1 EAA/TAA FI EAA/NEAA (1 L 4]
Oy MR AE 40% ZEAT AT 60% Lh o AN FELE K
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I3 91k 39% F165% . 40% FI40% LA K 37% Fi
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