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Abstract

The aim of this study was to explore the effect of feeding earthworm powder on the antioxidant
indexes of Chicken, and to provide experimental basis for the development of new protein feed
resources. A total of 120 chickens were randomly divided into 4 groups, 5 replicates, 6 rats in each
group (0 g earthworm), test I (2 g earthworm powder), test group II (4 g earthworm powder) and
test group III (6 g earthworm powder). Pre-feeding test is 7 d, and the formal test period is 30 d.
The results showed that the activities of superoxide dismutase, glutathione peroxidase and total
antioxidant activity in the blood of chicken were increased by 6.2%, and the content of immunog-
lobulin G (IgG) increased with the addition of earthworms. The increase in the amount of IgG in-
creased significantly, but there was no statistically significant increase.
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1. 5|8

M E HITT 3 EX SRS BT R AR M R E, i BRI BT E S PR R R OR LBk BN T & B
L. ShIsAME AR, 1 HLBEE bR BRI . SRS BRI & 4T,
PR SR I, 45 NSt R A DS AR 36 FDA HA Mo ik, AL
 RTA AL W BHT (Butylated hydroxytoluene). BHA (Butylhydroxyanisole). PG (Propyl Gallate)s TBHQ
(Tert-Butylhydroquinone) % A\ A4 ) A48 B (il i) OB AT 175 A AE T, AR AT e 1 hn o
TRBERAH AL T I e OB B B 1].

i ] P T R IR B AR T R B A ST B B AR, AR S S0 s sl 4 B A Ry
Z—# SOD iHPEFIAH] 3000 FAr/sefe s, tm T Kps, BEERER SOD KIEE: R 5 AKiMmE xR
RBO%, AL YEIRENRAL R, shIRIER SOD AMAE R Z W, R AT BINLZ AR L
N2l S3—J5 T, Mol SR, AR, v PrEAL Y IS R R A S R . ARG IS AR ST A
MRG0T SeXS A AR RE . HUAGTERESR AR AN S AR PR AOREMR, Dy 8 A B ARDREBE IR A T A M TR B A 4

2. R EE
2.1. el

WL R R 2 BT I EE SRR AL A R H I B AL T
UL MRS S PTG
2.2. RERE T

BRI 30 FESEPEICAMEEERS 120 R, BERLA N 4 41, G415 RS, B 6 R, Wi 1 4L,
WAL AL RE RO BG 0 g, 2. 4 g F8 g WIIHY. A0l E R G0 ek AL B
FACEILA 1), B HSREROK. WIRNY 3 A, 5T RII05 1| FGT Hib). 552 B4 Hi) K5 3
FA(SL FI), 5 FACRE T ABHLN | SR AT B LR, 34 5 L3
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Table 1. Basic dietary composition and nutrient level

= 1. ERERERREFRKFE

JEEMLAL EH (%) BRI g
B S 64.25 R BE(ME/kg) 11.75
B 23.00 A 5 (%) 18.01

N2 6.00 FHR (%) 0.44
kiiby) 3.00 AR (%) 0.94
DL-FE& M 0.15 415(%) 0.92
ey 1.30 B (%) 0.41

BEREES 1.00
frih 0.30

S TRk 1.00

W 1% E A TURRAE T MR ME VA 11000 1U; VD;22001U; VE 10 mg; VK3 0.5mg; VB, 2.0mg; VB,6.5mg; VBs3.0mg; VB
0.01 mg; ™R 0.55 mg; JEFiEE 30 mg; AEYE 0.15 mg; 2 10 mg; Fe 100 mg; Cu8mg; 10.7mg; Se 0.3 mg; Mn 80 mg; Zn 40 mg.
HAE AR 85, AR ATIME, HARE IR T RAE.

2.3. MiEmEHIEIRNE

RIGMEE 1 2 A 3 R RATMR 12 h L B IERS, SR LG 45 0037, 3 A7 T 20
i, 20 CIRIRIRAT . BEAEALER(SOD). At H k-1 A PI(GSH-Px) i A MARH(CAT) K P
1L fiE J1(T-AOC) ¥R HAH B B I S (ELISA) BRI, s dc Byt B i Tl g . ABBAR{XAE 450 nm
PRI SE MLIE FEA RO B2 (OD MB), @i 22 Hilbr v fh 2k 115 SOD. GSH-Px. CAT & TAOC [k,
FAL(U/L).

24. BRGIT RS

RIS EHE H Excel AbBE, 25 R ULPIMEREZE R R . KA SPSS 15.0 Gt A 3T IR R 5 £ 547,
LSD V=T Z EH A, P<0.05 BRERIBEFKT, P<0.01 #REFEWEEZEKT,

3. ERESH
3.1. WEUBIH 3T LERS I F AL I ARAOR N

%3 Eor, R 1 IME SOD M0 MR E 1%, 2.7%, 1.5%, 55 1 & ILiE SOD 147 Bt & 4.3%,
5.0%, 7.3, %, X5 3 JA LG SOD H#E 5 5.1%, 4.4%, 6.0%. X541 SOD 18 B 3 i [a] () 2 K45 59 0 i
B, (HRRAGEE X B I & 0 3G SOD {34 hn it 5 hn B 2 .

e 2 MRy X e 23 Bt IK-id E AL Y EE(GSH-PX) 52, R56 1, 2 & 3 &, 1M GSH-PX [
5 BN 1.0%, 1.4%, 3.5%- 3.8%, 0.2%, 2.7% A1 1.3%, 4.1%, 6.5%; P& RIGH AR, XF
HE R 5 B0 2 1) 2 B H K- 1o SR A B (G SH-PX) (1935 A5 38 4 388 0 P 7 385 o A T e ] P 7 K s 9
B 55

23 HTEIR X SR I A A S (CAT) R s el P 58 Sl s A [ B[] FHAS [ e 2H 1 i 48U A U (CAT)
B BEEN.

2 3 WA SN S P A AL RE JI(TAOC) 2, [ RIS IR (] FRIHERS 0l 2 AN 530560 4H 1 B B 4
HLEEJI(TAOC) TG 1A B HT N A A, 37, 44 F1 51 HEHRLE T 5 B35 0.1%- 0.9%F1 6.1%, ik
59 10 A A e H K1 S AL Y s (GSH-PX) & =34 1 6.2% o

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2017.77061 477 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2017.77061

ERW %

Table 2. Effect of earthworm powder on antioxidant content of Chicken

%% 2. WSS RSB E A IRR S AR

TiH o B 21 Re 14 R 11 H R e
37 Hilk
164.54 + 6.15 166.05 + 8.21 168.98 + 15.76 167.04 +5.92

AL FE(SOD)(U/L)

At H k-2 E A Y (GSH-PX)(U/L)

i E L EBF(CAT)(U/L)
RPTEEE J1(TAOC)
44 HiEg
A YELEF(SOD)(U/L)

2 W H k-1 4 A 1B (GSH-PX)(U/L)

i EAL AR CAT)(U/L)
MPrELEE J1(TAOC)
51 Hig

A YA ER(SOD)(U/L)

A W H k-1 S AL B (GSH-PX)(U/L)

600.47 £46.80
50.05 +6.58

6.67+0.28

166.16 + 17.44
615.51 £24.34
51.82+2.79

6.72 +0.25

169.46 + 6.96

632.62 +£20.38

606.62 = 51.94
48.15+5.71

6.47+0.37

172.98 £ 15.51
638.67 £32.43
50.54 £3.71

6.63 £0.32

178.17 £17.92

640.56 +30.91

608.75 +38.85
50.94 +3.86

6.50+£0.26

174.47 £ 6.26
616.75 +£28.21
52.09+1.24

6.62+1.07

176.94 +£2.51

658.30 £35.11

621.46 £22.71
48.42 +£2.18

6.68 +0.60

178.33 +£7.34
632.19 £33.12
51.75+3.79

6.78 +£0.30

179.58 + 14.86

673.32 £44.29

T EH M EBF(CAT)(U/L) 51.93 + 1.81 52.5+2.16 51.31+2.90 51.1+5.30
SPTEILEEJ1(TAOC) 6.79 +0.34 6.77+0.22 6.79 +0.50 7.21+032
Table 3. Effect of earthworm powder on immune index of Chicken
72 3. HHGIHAXT5EE o AR AR AT LN
TiH o 20 R4 T4 a4 RIS TITEH
37 Hikg
JER R 2 0.41 +0.08 0.42 £ 0.05 0.42 +0.03 0.42 +0.02
HIREESREL 0.17 +£0.03 0.18 + 0.04 0.18£0.07 0.18 +0.05
Jifq Jle K 0.25+0.07 0.26 +0.08 0.26 +0.04 0.26+0.13
GIEERE A G (IgG) ng/ml 658.77 +52.78 729.68 + 90.48 662.99 + 6.70 680.01 + 85.37
44 Hi
JUR P 4 0.43+0.14 0.42+0.10 0.44 + 0.06 0.45+0.07
EIRFEFR AL 0.17 +0.05 0.20 + 0.04 0.18 +0.06 0.19 +0.03
g Jl e 0.25+0.05 0.26 + 0.05 0.27+0.12 0.27 +0.04
B ERE G (IgG) ng/ml 699.29 + 103.13 719.55 + 49.78 722.92 +62.16 692.41 + 95.88
51 Hig
BRI K 0.45+0.12 0.45+0.09 0.46+0.15 0.48+0.14
P AV it 0.18+0.07 0.18+0.03 0.21+0.05 0.19 +0.06
Heq JiE 4 0.23 +0.10 0.26 +0.05 0.27 + 0.08 0.27 +0.06

SRR E A G (IgG) ng/ml

678.82 +102.94

745.72 +£38.44

744.03 £93.00

774.42 +£34.82
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3.2. HEHEP RS R IR R RIS

3 BB EIR, VS M| R AN 5] 00 I A FNA [5] 70 B 0] SEXS AR A B AR M . 358 T A A A
HAE 37,44 151 HER 5380 2.4%.4.6 F110.8; 325 IRFEFR BAE 150 11T 2023 7034 0 5.8% 11.8%FH 5.6%-
R HC S AIBG AN 4.0%. 8.0%F1 17.4%. # 3 MIHURE o, ERIRMEE 2 A, w5 I A k& H
G(IgG) & & A FTFFK 1.1%, FHAh A [ AUAS [F] 196056 24 1 S % BR AR 11 G(1gG) & = 23 niass, FERINE
PIXGIN IeG S EM 2, AR RZEIRE N GIgG) & EAE 44 HERIEIN 3.2%. 51 HESEM 14.1%, HZ%&
Aoty L.

4. g
4.1. B3 Ee8 AL IEFREIF N

TR KRR, AL T — B EE R —IU R RS, (RN NS E f
(7= AR bR OR R — FhahS-Fr, HAhEERPrsE b, FEAHE SOD. GSH-Px K CAT %[3]. SOD
RETG B A B B 7 el 3, (RGBS 10 ; GSH-Px 45 (AL GSH X H,0, IR R SN, AT PAEE$
PRAF AR 25 A FI D RE SE B IPE s CAT #£— € 5% AT FREE S H202, A HIRIE TFE, fRFHLIAZ
JF e i) N PR EE S AH I I AR TG s T-AOC 15855 SHUIAME R EAEE B VIR, HiLL SOD %5
FEPUAAI TR 15 1 KRB RE T ORI AR AR, T DA 2 BT SEAE T RN 4] [S5] (FEE, s,
2006).

KA T (1994) 55 FTUE 55 1 SOl SR B b 340 22 B I & s O ): 2 R B R 40.48. 1%
N 0.012, 445 C 5 0.021. DNA 5 0.094. RNA ¥ 0.820, 3+A 17 FhaEmA 11 MIENTE[6].
BRI ] R B o B B A BEVE RSy, FRAARE, FRIREOER, SRR ANEIARS S
B, REERE AFER AU SR [ 7], SRR E TR T R AR R L, EE
LEHTEXT SOD I FE o 4R AR /I BRIE Jlas v S b s SR B ), /s SR P ) S A S . 28 I H A 41
s, A EEESS A ANFERRE R &, SOIBAM A R e, HEWTERR B B
JIE I3 AR FH AT B 2 1 R i B4 ) P8 AR K ML 2 — (8] 5K KU (1998) S5 it 1y o Xt 2l 4 1 11 4 7Y
(VAL A8 1 FH 1 SI2 56 I B bl mT 2 i3k PR 2 AHL SR JLET S BRI ARG A=, 5 IR ThREVE IR, il 95 1 AL 11 B
MR—NshE AL, BRGNS, GO EE A REER[9]. TKH3(1991)% (4 FH s $2
VIRE NIk AR /N R =i & i, O AL 25 53 35 (P < 0.05); I BER I 1E & /1N BRI p 23 e
HIKIZJEBE(GR) A A ERG(CAT) Bt H MOE SE A B (GsH-Px) S A A0 ) B3 AL B (SOD) & 14 [ 10]
AR 5 25 SR S5 7 VA T ] ] R 5 X %o R I 9 R S A B A B 2 D H DR S A P A S B A A R
TEPESE AN FFR R B3R

4.2. BIFISIG REIRIREIR IR

Hi i i EREE RN R 85 SR e T 00 3 R R BE AR R, X S e A B HEAT AR LI W] AR LA S BEAA DL o
Gupeds B TR R AR R RE I KSR ES . IR W TEAE SRR, RIS RIUOK PRI 0.5% A1 1.5% )4 18]
SERYIRT BEEA IR B KRB A RE R, JENERBERAEKKEA —ERMEEM . NARKHT T
WIS R, MR E AT B R R K Al Bou SR a3 R ML ASIA X 318 e S80S e e
B TRECA PN, BETRE R SN LIA ) G B T RNBTR .

SREA RIS, MrFREC AT et /B B A RS T S 0tk 2 TAE /S BR R S R AR e e T e
WEER . WIS G2, e RIFHI AR . AW TR, S sl A [ AR A e 2 Y S B Bk R
H G (IgG) & EAMMmEas, MERINERIENIge &M mGaANE, ERRa%IH¥E L.
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5. &t

1) A A AATY S S0 L e S A P S AL Bl A H BRI S A B AL SR A RE 0 MR35 B AN LR

FEMIHR o

2) NS b E — e R L AR R L B RS IR KK E

EHEWH

WAL R T , WAL T B B AR AR E , AR T 2 B 2 AR BT HIA(CXTD1305).

PR S Eh e SR AL s SR AR
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