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XEK F T OMKBRE HrE AvF ARYWE FRH R E
CE AR K2 BBl 24 R B, dE s 100193)

O E ARG EBERA I RE ARG AT EBM A E KRR Ao R E ok kAR
Hod RN R G e AR, BIC1S kR E A (730,404 11.19) kg 89 S MM A AL b 34, A4E 6 Sk 4
SRR AL (CON £8) 4 " B sl A 4% , a4 (E 4D e A b 4 ey A sl B iR m 0.4 b &, & 2 4L (10E 48) i A 4% 3
B RBERAOd, LA FFRAHT7Td, EXH42d. EREAN - DEARTFERAZNEN 04U B 6 TARERGA
o R BAR(P<0.05), R Anit & 7 S8 4. 0% ¢ b G A W £ R E R ZFH A (P>0.05), )R T Ring
HABE0.4% 4936 5 T LR 24 4 E G 69 AWK 4L 5 (P<C0.05) , B A 42 & P b 2k 4 oF Y A WL 3H Ao 2 0 A 4
(P=0.089),iFMat & H AL 0N B EITERSEZNEFLELEZHM(P>0.05) ., AR T RIWA LA T
PP 0. 4% 89 b B 3 b HL ik A AL S IR AR R B EH e (P>0.05), T 2 B3 4R & ALK 6 3 A B KAk
A (P<<0.05), F ot & 7 F B 4. 0% 84 9k B #F o iz £ AL 3547 £ B F %o (P=>0.05) 124 F # B AR HUIk 04 4 Adl
B KR H(P<0.05), L E MM PAEMLOY G FTRAFA KM ArEANHILE fhiFALIEHFL
R vh A2 fe A e KRB TR A R @, R E A A H SR P R e ik B e a2 R AR T
4.0%. B, EEFRAEFZPHREMEA AN I B RIMRKT TERBEIDEEN TR TALRGAFETKH,
KER o WA AR KOAMHLE; ik A AN

MESES  S823.9+2 MEHS  1007-4333(2026)01-0115-12 XEERERRD A

Evaluation of the tolerability of zeolite on angus bulls

LIU Saige, LI Ning, HE Junxin, Hu Xiaoxuan, ZHOU Zhiyu, ZHOU Zhenming,

MENG Qingxiang, WU Hao’
(College of Animal Science and Technology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract This research aimed to evaluate the tolerance of beef cattle to zeolite by examing the effects of adding
different levels of zeolite in the diet on the growth performance, apparent nutrient digestibility, and blood
physiological and biochemical indices of Angus bulls. Eighteen Angus bulls with a body weight of (730. 40%
11.19) kg were selected and randomly divided into 3 groups, with 6 bulls in each group. The control group (CON
group) was fed a basal diet, the effective group (E group) was fed the basal diet supplemented with 0. 4%
zeolite, and the tolerance group (10E group) was fed the basal diet supplemented with 4. 0% zeolite. The
experimental period was 49 days, including a 7 day pre-feeding period and a 42 day formal period. The results
showed that: 1) Adding an effective dose of 0.4% zeolite in the diet can significantly improve the growth
performance of beef cattle (P<<0.05), while adding a tolerance dose of 4. 0% zeolite had no significant effect

on the growth performance of beef cattle (P>0.05). 2) Adding an effective dose of 0. 4% zeolite in the diet can
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significantly increase the apparent digestibility of crude protein (P<<0.05), and there was a tendency to increase
the apparent digestibility of neutral detergent fiber (P=0.089), and adding a tolerance dose of 4. 0% zeolite had
no significant effect on the apparent digestibility of various nutrients (P>0. 05). 3) Adding an effective dose of
0. 4% zeolite in the diet had no significant effect on blood routine, serum biochemistry, and serum immune indices
(P>0.05), but can significantly improve the antioxidant and anti-inflammatory capacities of the body (P<<0. 05).
Adding a tolerance dose of 4. 0% zeolite had no significant effect on blood biochemical indices (P>0.05), but
significantly reduce the antioxidant and anti-inflammatory capacities of the body (P<<0.05). In conclusion,
adding 4. 0% zeolite in the diet of fattening beef cattle had no negative effects on the growth performance,
apparent nutrient digestibility, and serum biochemical indices of fattening beef cattle, but had negative effects
on serum antioxidant and serum inflammatory factor indices, indicating that the tolerance dose of zeolite added
in the fattening diet of beef cattle was less than 4. 0%. Therefore, in practical production, a supplementation

level of 0. 4% zeolite is recommended, which can effectively enhance beef cattle production performance while

2026 4F 55 31 %

ensuring animal health.

Keywords zeolite; tolerance evaluation;

physiological and biochemical indices

RGP AR R pr s Yo i) B i Z KA R
A B ) S5 AAT LS 43 0 SR TR 22—, x4 B
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T RE 22— o A AR R ) 2 A el LA e B R
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MTaanmmR ELETTHE LFEMREE A
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HEHLAAR KT B 57 W T W e DA K B s Bl i AR e
REHAEEE L.
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Hg ik 1590 B9 NH. ™, 30 1 07 I B4 2% BR
il 7 LUR 2R A sCHE M 2= AR Ah o e m] DL
ALLIE PR B N R BT OF 4R s Bk /R A
BT R AP A A B EEE

Bl Wy s 52 P VAP 38 3 i R L€ I 48 = A
Ko 52181 B A P AR R a8 A R S 0L i
o AU A T BE 6 AR A5, X 5 S ) Y e 20 v A A
A BRVEH , 24 32 W 0 50 R A T e,
RN Z XY W 2 B T A
JS7 T P A 8 2 A [l R L KT A2 5 e B T T B A
B o AR BT 5 4 BR R JRORE R RL S i 77 &
& A0 Sh YT 32 PR 4 B AT ), Xl e
PR 2 v 0 P T S it 52 PR AT A 3, 5 v R o
£1 (4. 0% DM X LA HT A A4 A9 AR R PR BE R 20 R
T AR SR LI A B A AR A5 A B 2 T, S ik A A A A
A 4 O P B B — R Y AL R

1 #MREFE

L1 R

AR A RO RR, REFEL
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emission spectrometry, ICP) , iy b 5% 35 M £ A AifF 5%
B FEA T K
1.2 fRAFREIEIT

AT 5T AR AL 5 52 E THHO R A R 2 7] ik

17, 0T A g 56 35 4045 B A Ol R 27 1K 5 3 ) 1
MEGYX BRI E A&ZN SIS
Aw82405202-1-01) , 12k 46 & 7 ™ % 422 B v [ Al K
AN AT AR T N P AT o A AT A A B A R B
A i W22 R T PR AR Y B v HEE R Ol 0. 43896

*1 BAEEUGHIREE )
Table 1 The specific composition and content of zeolite CTYy B, % 08 30 50 bRl 46 19 7T 4 AR 4 A
mg/kg WFFEHE 0. 400 1 0 A RO L 4. 006 R AT 32 50 &
i - Wi H P eI 18 Sk fit B AR D0 RATF R T AT ((730. 40+
Item Content Item Content 11.19) k@) ML A WA 4= BEHL 4> 340, T4 6 3k
AL 383 570 4 Na 14 767 A BEA A R 2 I NASEM (2016) " b i i 41, %%
i Ca 19 580 —_ 47510 T AR 2H B B SR K UL 20 X BRZH CCON 4D 4]
% Fe 9 396 - Lo MR L b AR, AT R4 AE B AL R R R R D B S
K 54 255 0.4% CHHy BUREAlD Wh A1, T Z HE I 4. 0% CH 4
B Mg 2177 i 182 R A . BRI 49 d H P BUR M 7 d L TE I
fik Mn 729 e 136 142 d, B KA I 2% (0800 1 16:00) , (UE 4= 1L
F2 BHMFERABREFRKE(THRERM)
Table 2 Composition and nutritional levels of diets in each group(DM Basis)
i H ISR IP
Item Zeolite supplementation
0 0.4% 4.0%
T KR JEORHZH A/ Y6 Ingredient
4Bk £ K F I Whole corn silage 43. 20 43.03 41.47
F K FE5 A Corn stalk 14.80 14.74 14.21
£ K Corn 26.02 25.92 24.98
M1 Soybean meal 3.15 3. 14 3.02
i K1 Cottonseed meal 6.74 6.71 6.47
T % %045 Dicalcium phosphate 0.90 0.90 0.86
/75 4T Sodium bicarbonate 0.50 0.50 0.48
3 Salt 0.90 0.90 0.86
TR B Premix 3.79 3.77 3.64
A1 Zeolite — 0. 40 4.00
AR 3% 43 41 % Chemical composition
T# /% DM 51.37 51.46 52. 36
B4 g/ (MJI/kg) NE 1.04 1.03 0.99
& F /% CP 11.52 11.48 11.06
HLIE Wi/ 2% EE 2.83 2.82 2.72
PR BRI AT 4E/ Y% NDF 34.03 33.90 32.67
TR PEUR W £F 4/ Y0 ADF 20.48 20.40 19. 66
5/% Ca 0.50 0.49 0.47
BE/% P 0.49 0.49 0.47

¥ B kg R B &4 : 15 mg Cu, 65 mg Zn, 28 mg Mn, 0. 7 mg 1,0. 2 mg Co,0. 3 mg Se, 6000 TU 44 % A, 600 IU 4 Z D MAT IU A ZE,
Note: Each kilogram of the premix contains 15 mg of copper (Cu), 65 mg of zinc (Zn), 28 mg of manganese (Mn),0. 7 mg of iodine (I),0. 2 mg
of cobalt (Co),0. 3 mg of selenium (Se), 6 000 international units (IU) of vitamin A, 600 IU of vitamin D and 47 TU of vitamin E.
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A R FROK .
1.3 NEEREFIZE
L3 ViR SR oy it Ak hoRL 2R (1 (CCPD & it iy U
ES M GB/T 24318-2009" i1 J5 ¥, KIS I (EE) &
B E 2 B AOAC! /Y 7 8, vh M Bk I 41 4k
(NDF) il iR P 7 % £F 4k (ADF) & & il 2 2 18
Van Soest %" 1Y 7 2, 45 (Ca) & & (0 2 2 8
GB/T 13885-2017"" ) J5 % , B (P) & & (9l 2 2
M GB/T 6437-2018" ) Jr ik .
L3.2WAA KRR 20T 1ER 55 1 R
42 KR 8 4R AT R IR il sk iR E . ER
K R, R R AT IC SR A AL R R, R
08:00 1 16 : 00 F5 AL AT , I PU 431 R 4 45 21 3 36 4
fif 2R A R CTMR) IR A ¥ 51 5 F 65 CHEAH
PET 48 h, W& T 9 i & &, Tt 545 Ak 5 28 &
RIT Pk & & DML, #4504 K Mg 48 Ar it 55
NS

- H B (ADG) = (R WK -] i A D/
IS N &

TR AL R (FCRO=TY IR & &/ P H i E,
1.3. 3 MR IEXREH 40~42 K, 5
K 08:00 F1 16: 00 $5 #4iy , HI /U 53 125 2R 4 & 2H 1 56
4 R A B (TMR) IR A Y51 )G T 65 “CHt
R PET R R A O L 3R A i, PR
SrRUIE AR . E R 42 KR AT, B R4
B TG TS gy ) 2 AE  n A A R [ L, T 65 Ot
F BT 48 b Ry R JE b O TR AR A U Ak

R M & FEE DM . CP.EE . NDF \ADF & &1
W5 6] 1.3, 1, ) K K S rp R A 1 K 43 CATAD &
AN E S I GB/T 23742—2009 % /g 5 3% . &
NS I
G(%)=100—100X (E/F) X (A/B) (1)

.G TR R AL, Y0 E M F 1) KAl
ZEfE T ATA i, %05 A RN B kg 2 4 A R b i 97
Gy, Yo
L3 4 Mg AE#mA g EGL 5 42 R R W
i, % 56 A HE A7 R AR R ORI . R Sk 5 AR
EDTA E 25 HrE % K% 5 mL I , 2% 18 B8] 12 &)
Je F 4 CH B ARAF , FHF I 5 B AE A5 0 00 2 5 3 5
23 LA R 4E 10 mL I3, 3 000 r/min(4 C)ES.Or
JEHC W R L5 mL B AFE T — 80 CLR- A7, JH T 1fiL
Al e B AR B R E R T AR AR I o I TR
Az B A AR 38 AR A E b s R R R A R A
FELZA ] 52 % o
1.4 HESITHW

Jir A ik 56 BCHE R Excel 2019 ik 17 %% 3,
SAS 9.4 #k 47 B W ¥ J5 2 43 Hr (One-way
ANOVA) . 4 DL BME £ ¥ E AR fE R (SEMD £
RN, P<0.05 AR B E , P<0.01 hZEFWMEH.

2 ER50M

2.1 HAXNAFEKEENIZIE
RS SN 1R P D G P S o ol S Gl =14 OB - A R
L3I 0 K& 4H A 44K 5 (P=0. 895) Al

R3 BENAFERERNZM

Table 3 Effects of zeolite on the growth performance of beef cattle

AR oK .
T H Zeolite supplementation Byfihn kiR P
Item SEM P value
0 0.4% 4.0%
WIh A /kg IBW 730. 40 723. 60 738. 67 11.195 0.895
LK NRHE /kg FBW 776.00 778.00 787.33 7.324 0.839
S H T/ (kg/d) ADG 1.09 1.30 1.15 0.102 0. 389
TR R/ (kg/d) DMI
0~21d 16. 70 17. 04 17.13 0. 209 0. 696
21~42d 15.41b 16.81a 17.08a 0.201 0.001
0~424d 16. 06b 16.93a 17.11a 0.148 0.010
ik AL R FCR 14.73a 13.02b 14. 8a 0.153 <<0.000 1

T RATAR T RS ) 3R 22 7 B 3 (P<<0. 05) . Tl

Note: Different letters in the same row indicate significant differences (P<Z0.

05). The same below.
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A2 RAS U R4 R E 35 0 B 35 22 5+ (P=0. 839, ik
55 43 3AN AL B H B O B 25 5 (P=0.389),
O~21dATYRRERITEE 2R (P=0.696),
21~42 d A7 R R 32 20 T ) ook B A B T
Xf IR 20 (P=0. 001) ,0~42 d 4 %5 40 Rt 52 20 T 4 o
FERBESTNHEAP=0.01),0~42 d 3% H
) ek A S0 W 3 T X R R 32 4 (P<
0.000 1), i 52 £ 55 %F BE 41 f Bk B AL 08 22 57 R I
F(P>0.05) . Ub B AR i A7 8500 5 BP0, 4%
Mk A T DL R m AR AR K RE . S ) R
AH B DR oS i i 52 50 s ED 4L 096 B Wk A X 1A 4R
AR PERETC B R
2.2 BAXNFSRIBELENZ N

o] KR v A I A X 3% 3 2 LT Ak 3 1 5 e A
F AR, 25 41T 9 5T 3 W 1k % (DMD) (P=
0.561) A ALY R LR (OMD) (P=0. 493) |2 P
PRI LT 4 £ W 16 F (ADFD) (P=0. 568) KL i 2
WAL R (EED) (P=0. 775 L F 2 % . SR
AL 32 M EE A R R (RN AR (CPD) i

F T IR AN A2 41 (P=0. 043) , [a] i} AT 48 5 vh
PRI AT 42 AL R (NDFD) i #a 3 (P=0. 089) .
it 52 25 FH A R0 20 22 1) 46 32 43 R Ak 38 24 T I 2 22
S(P>0.05) . d W] AR s A 2800 5 B 0. 496 1Y
WA ] LSS R R AR 1 RO R, B BT R
TR VR R AT HE R AR A R S BAL A EL R
R H VA IR 32 7500 82 B 4. 0 %6 13 43 X 45 35 43 T 4k
RIC W E W
2.3 BANMEEEENISRHOZME

o) R S AR LR A B (5 M AN 3 5 BT
TR HE 42 K, 55 X0 BRZH RN AG S M L, T 32 2 v [
20 0 4 o B 5 BRI (P=0. 048) . 4% 4[] HiAth 45 A
R EZERP>0.05) FalAR A im0 6 13 A4
TR B B 52 M0 G 26 6 TR L IR 5 42 K, 441 1] 4%
I3 A AL bR 38 00 38 22 5 (P>0. 05) . Ui AR AR
RN G R0 0. 4 %6 B A XoF PR A 119 10 FLAG B TGtk
FR L TR AZ R R 4. 0% B9 1 B T A
A (18 v Tea) 200 L T (T o ) R v S s A X % 1L 3 A
UK AR PHTES AN

R4 BAWNESRWHEULZHZNE
Table 4 Effects of zeolite on the apparent digestibility of nutrients
AT RN .
WA Zeolite supplementation By fprifi i PH
Item SEM P value
0 0.4% 4.0%

YR/ % DMD 53. 81 59. 66 58.10 2.087 0.561
ALY/ % OMD 55. 52 60. 61 61.79 2.099 0.493
PRV IR AR E N AR / % NDED 53.27 64.23 53.94 2.382 0.089
P M R R A 4R AL %/ % ADFD 58. 30 56. 45 53. 90 1.583 0.568
HLBE W5 M L%/ % EED 74.08 78. 80 77.94 2.678 0.775
MEAMAZE/% CPD 56.73b 66.47a 53.98b 2.018 0.043

o R T R I A X L Y B S8 R B I R e 3R 7
Fiows IR B2 42 KA, 45 4 18] I 35 e e 35 bR 2 6
FHEF(P>0.05), 5 X AL A H , i 32 41 HL A7 AR
IgA K F- 1 # (P=0.063)

o] R v S 0 A X I 48 AR R B 5 e A
FTHR R 42 Kt i 22 4 St /AL RE S (T-
AOC) (P=0.001 2) . it % b & B (CAT) /K F
(P=0.001 2) . 58 A 1k ¥ 2 AL il (T-SOD) 7K F
(P<C0.000 1) H 35 1% T % 18 4 Ay sk 4l , 79—
(MDAD 7K °F # & 3% & T X B2 MA &4l

(P=0.003 4>, 5 X} HRALH L, A3 20 4L fni 52 41 4%
I H ik 3 E AL Wi (GSH-Px) K- 35 2% H (P>
0.05) , A R4 F S 52 2 Z (8] #H Lt , A 2240 GSH-Px
W 3 T A2 240 (P=0. 019 2) 5% 414 1L,
A B A T-SOD K F o #F & T X B4
(P<C0.000 1) 6 B 4a] AR vh o8 i A 28000 2 B 0. 4 %
)k A B T AR B BT A A RE T T A2 ) e D
4.0% By A 10 35 FEAR T ALK B9 P A AL e

) R R T T A X I Y R E PR F 48 AR Y 5 TR
mFE 7w, IS 42 K Af, it 2 41 IFN-y(P=
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Table 5 Effects of zeolite on blood routine indices

o as ok

HH Zeolite supplementation SICLRLES P

Item SEM P value

0 0.4% 4.0%
M40 %/ (10° /1) WBC 129.87 125.95 116.43 5. 058 0. 554
I L4440 B 4 %/ (107 /L) LYM 63.55 65.13 67.01 2.161 0.826
rf [a] 20 Jifd 45 X8/ (10° /L) MID 22.10a 21.30a 16.71b 1.079 0.048
20 i 45 XFE/(10° /1) GRA 19.03 13.37 16.46 2.248 0.653
WREARA E 43 e/ % LYM 57.00 64.05 64. 50 3.096 0.569
HR ORI 43 e/ Y6 MID 13.18 11.97 12.48 1. 004 0.896
BG4 L/ % GRA 29.82 23.98 23.02 2. 340 0.465
LT %L/ (102 /1) RBC 6.41 5.66 5.93 0.167 0.178
MM/ (g/L) HGB 108. 50 99. 33 97.83 2.606 0.201
SR LT g AR /I MCV 40.02 39.43 38.07 0.603 0.424
Sy Hf 418 F f i/ pg MCH 16. 82 17.67 16.52 0. 355 0.415
21 41 Jfd 5% FE bR i /. RDW-SD 13.67 14.42 12.17 0. 509 0.190
2140 M 56 B AR S R B/ Y% RDW-CV 23.43 23.12 20. 20 0.731 0.137
1 /MR %/ (10° /LOPLT 1071.2 1022.8 1612.4 143. 300 0. 204
/MR /(L/L) PCT 0.729 0.651 0.838 0.082 0. 670
S5 1 /ANRAR L /L MPV 6. 850 6.633 6.383 0.138 0.407
/N Y A 5E )%/ % PDW 6.617 8. 400 7.100 1.395 0.878
x6 BHAXMFEMLIERNTME
Table 6 Effects of zeolite on serum biochemical indices
AT BN T .
I H Item Zeolite supplementation A bR P1H
SEM P value
0 0.4% 4.0%

WA ARG BE/(U/L) ALT 48. 20 42.74 38.98 2.435 0.316
RITA DR AL/ (U/L) AST 114. 94 113.01 109. 28 5. 088 0.910
MR TP/ (/L) 73.31 74.68 74.32 0.910 0.835
M/ (g/L) ALB 32.45 33.77 32.00 0.437 0.239
HEH/(g/L) GLB 40. 86 40.91 42.32 0.838 0.748
WLUEF/(pmol/L) CREA 112.76 110. 33 105. 15 3.127 0.626
JR % % /(mmol/L) BUN 4.16 4.85 3.92 0.217 0.199
SE [E B/ (mmol/L) TC 3.55 3.68 3.25 0.134 0.426
Hm =5/ (mmol/L) TG 0. 206 0.174 0.192 0.008 0.261
23 I8 A/ (mmol/L) GLU 4.915 4.692 5. 002 0.068 0.157
FLER I Al /(U/L) LDH 1315.5 1323.7 1 356.78 28. 630 0.841
AR 1L 35 2 11/ (mmol/L) FMN 3.057 3.071 3.123 0.036 0.757
B PEREEREE/(U/L) ALP 97. 64 98.01 118.29 5.611 0.239
MH4T 2 /(nmol/L) TBIL 4013.7 3448.4 3405. 1 199. 579 0. 405
B 2T % /(nmol/L) DBIL 763.72 769. 89 716.03 50. 219 0.910
[ 3% B 2T % / (nmol/L) IBIL 3250.0 2678.5 2800. 6 208.107 0.526
45 /Cpmol/L) Ca 2351.7 2364.7 2344.5 25.781 0.955
#/(mmol/L) P 2.235 2.191 2.095 0.049 0.525
¥k /(nmol/L) Fe 25170.0 29611.0 29703.0 1159.3 0.195
#4/(pmol/L) Cu 21.85 22.39 26. 38 3. 560 0.631
£ /(pumol/L) Zn 14. 26 14.71 15. 87 0.518 0.451
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0.025) \IL-6 (P=0.018) . 4 i C & hi & H (P=
0. 019) ¥ Ji fh 3 75 % R 4 AT 5% 41, TNF -o(P=
0.001 2) [ 45 % J5 (P=0.007) . C JZ % & 1 (P<<
0. 000 1) % B bt 25 v T X R R 204 . 5 0 IR
HAH, ARAMHZHIL-10 RELSFARE A

B ZH RN A2 2 22 [RDAH B, A7 804 TL-10 MR B 3
F it 52 4 (P=0.025 . FAI-2L8EER
(P>>0.05) Ui B4Rl AR rh s A3 2% 5 B 0. 496 1)
Wb B T OHLIR TR RE T, T AZ ) R
4.0 (A 02 18 T AL Y 2R RE B .
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Table 7 Effect of zeolite on serum immune ,antioxidant and inflammatory factor indexes

A3 K- ol
I H Item Zeolite supplementation T S PfH
. P value
0 0.4% 4.0% SEM

YA k5 bR Antioxidant index

BPUEAREE T/ (mmol/L) T-AOC 0. 744a 0.714a  0.645b 0.013 0.0012
Sl AR B/ (U/mL) T-SOD 164.02b 179.19a  153.08c 2.896 <<0.000 1
fiffitfffigiit%@@g/<[J/Hﬂ‘) 212. 22ab 233.06a  174.97b 9.104 0.019 2
i EAL B/ (U/mL) CAT 6. 862a 7.157a  4.155b 0.402 0. 000 3
N % /(nmol/L) MDA 3.516b 3.604b  4.153a 0. 094 0.003 4
RAE A FH5 45 Inflammatory factor index

FHE y/(pg/mL) IFN-y 49.94b 47.38b  62.40a 2. 554 0.025
Jir 83 R FE K T o/ (pg/mL) TNF-a 60. 75b 55.09b  69.00a 1.804 0.001 2
20 Ml A % 2/ (pg/mL) 1L-2 33.09 32.13 39.59 1.575 0.104
FL4R A %6/ (pg/mL) 11.-6 76.10b 76.15b  93.66a 3.115 0.018
H 41 A % 10/ (pg/mL) 11.-10 26.77ab 28.83a  21.39% 1.324 0. 049
W45 225/ (pg/mL) PCT 18.41b 18.76b  22.70a 0.678 0.007
C B # 1/ (pg/mL) CRP 92.99b 78.40c  143.78a 7.151 <20.000 1
Fei i C RS 4K M/ (pg/mL) hCRP 31.23b 28.00b  40.43a 1.989 0.019
HfE f5 48 Immune index

B ER & A/ (mg/dL) TgA 3.515 3.331 3.281 0.422 0.063
HRERK A 1 M/ (mg/dL) IgM 6.882 6.822 6.844 0.163 0.990
PEFRE 1 G/ (mg/dL) 1gG 187.23 179.83  198.54 10. 099 0.771
#MA& C3/(mg/d1L) 0.641 0.662 0.483 0. 047 0.210
#MA C4/(mg/dL) 0. 092 0.109 0.058 0.010 0.124
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3.1 BAMNEKMEREMRIELERNEZ D

WA FL A s BTk 22 L 25 4 D B R R 1Y ok
W o 0 B A A M g, A LRI LA B O H A Y B
TLANKT Ca® Al Mg*, 4e 590 1 1995 % K e e
pH B o , 42 5 3% 40 76 8 W 3 b s 38 3 R A0 1k
R HE LT Y B A B, W9 ER R T 5 DS A,

YA e RO R S A R B MR IR R VR
FE W BRI B, A M AR R R TR, Al
PASE 0 ol A= 0 4 3 i) 7 AR s e AN B0 S A Y
P IC R, A0 Mg Zn, AR Sy 22 Bl A Tl A9 35 1R N1
CIRVNEES S SRR L W 157 30 DRI Rt e
Wt AR AR S, X B AL L, A A
T BAA LY BRI R BRI % 25,
BAERE B3 T 4~61 1 0 5 BT 5 v ok
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VEB A g R MIE L R H X 45 R EK
Masoumi %' fil Dschaak %5 #f 58 & # , 7= )5 W5 4
Ah 30 IE BN A A R B n DM, JF B 2 4R
T ALY R M R A A A R R P
VAT ey R AL R X 5 AP 1 45 R A —
O EABE I A I E B A T AL
Wy FBR R 8 U 21 A 9 R LI AL R 1 3 AR Ak, X
A fE 5 e B kA 0 SR ORE AR /NN AR E N
W50 pHAE A [6] A ¢, 3¢ T 52 ma b A BH &5+ 22 4
PE BT R 28 M A ORI 5%, AR A0 35 32 1 3
(0 2 T 55 22, Sk A P ) 7 3 6 1 R 2 A T
E N N 2R S NG A ) T e N ARG E TS
S A N FHRCR R IF R H R i s i A 5 R A
T PR B MR RWIH AL R Z A O R 1)
i sE PRt T B Al A -

TR ) R 1096 ~40% Bl 3K I 5 1k
A= R 2R T il R 2 s R R AR Y 32
PN 2 — & e M R P e R T P R R
R R R 2 R Bl AR I R, A B Wk
i BT RS d, B R R A (Blood urea
nitrogen, BUND , Bl AL H , Fe 2 LR R I X
He RN, I b K i = 2R 2. 6526 AL
AL R B A AL TE A IR 9,
TGN NH, M NO, 3 475 Y 25 SORUK R, f&
BN W A PR A SRR X 3l W Ak RN
A R R Tk A B S 58 4 M B R
B P W BOE R i HG L S T 3 25 S HOOM NHL T JF
e M R I RE 1, Wb T AR I 4
K, HARE T sh Pt 2 AR . Sallam % B
FER B WA W A0 5 PR ER B i T A ) DRI S
¥, HUE B ONH, e B R AR, HLAART 00 1) 48 5 .
A 5T 25 W, A RO B 0 R
fe R AR T B FROUL T Ak 3 T Sz e T AR e s A i
A et Bt m s R AR 2 . 55 4b, Sigurdarson
459UH Amanzougarene 55 AIF oY 2 B ) M RS R
T AR BT, 9 B pH M T F& , NH, 1] NH, ™ 89 77 1 % 4k,
fe vk BE B ONH, 48w 1k A Y PR A A i
NH, K B 250 B W A0 W B T A 2 DA NH, 19 JE X
BRI R L W RIR B . UL, R4 B i SR
£ YU AL TR A Z G0 0 e R RH ) R o Rl DA R
AT X TG R A s /AR e BE R 4
YA E T A EE R

H A AT AR WG T 0k 40 75 4R 2B 7 B i 52
VEMY 7 TR HGE o ASBF SR K B, S i A2 5] A B
4% WA, WA FEIL T P Ry R AL 3 X AT
RE & HY T 52 500 & 0 s ok B2 W B T BRI W
JoT 45 37 41, S B B e A R i W e b, O HL 4
oy EER R ECE 4 T BB A E N E R
I I 3 Ay %) 3K o 390 280z 41 o) 5 AT 3 4% 2 RS
B 52 Bt BE 6 A 11T Ak 3R A B AR D
I 55 0 REA A L, A RIGR) B A S R TR AR
HIHALEE 9. T4AA F3 5, it 52 50 42 A b A s T A
BUE E AR BIE AR ERAR 1 2. 754 A 43 a0, T A
fif 5% 2 DM 8 SR A8 %) B4 i 2 4 = (B FCR
X R A T 2 . SR, 5 X B2 A
L, Tt 52 201 ) o A A HILA) I A SR AT BOE 3G
T A~TAASr R XA BB HY T U A 10 2 5 I B
VS 2 4 PE RE O 1 W PR BE 32 8 T I R 0 i
BG4 3 1 I 45 4 P s K Ak A 9 9 T A
U A AR T AR S5 R MR K AL A W A L
3596, % T 9 T AN A ALY AL R R S A K i
Ab W A0 ] BE W B OIE VT R A 2E TORE D5 Y L A AR
FHST XA S AT 5T B A L i 32 21 7E 5K
(L _E AL AR 0 38 A R AR = T 3. 86 1 1 2 s IR
FH—20. B, HE 450 P Bk K Ak 5 0 FORL B 0 1k
Y AT T B AR B R BEVE R B LA
Z 0 B B AL R BE A R B THE
AN 3 A 3 WY R R S A X R AN ] TR
J5T 20 43 A7 A5 e £ VR L 7240 0L 25 11 A ok
i 0 [ IS, P L3 i o5 0 T P 8 e X I 4 g
oK A& W I A
3.2 BAXMMmMAEREEMIERNZIE

IV AR Ay 3z a5 3% 0 o AR % W 1) AR | TR
F K H0 35 LA A WA TS 00 DI RE , 3 Y i v AR B A
b 48 5 S 55 AL £t R 0 AR R AR B A e
HEAR bR 2 T PEAR AL A JR) 35 0 4 A 3R 35 A
HADREM IR ED . WAEREFSRPFEZHEER
#B T fiE 5 B0 A M JE (Reactive oxygen species, ROS)
ERN R, A RGP A L RGO F 1,
W & Af A A4 R A A Ak N (Oxidative stress,
OSOH . B AL EE J1 (T-AOC) & PEAL WL A HT A/
L RE 1 1 H 46 A 5 8 A AL W) B ALl (SOD) & — Fi
B A ARG | 2 R WL T A A KT 1Y B AR
Bt E AL R B (CATY AT LU B ALK 4 52 ROS
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TR A FE R0 5 8 B (MDA & I i &4k 19 7=
Yy, 5 20 2340 i b g R A A S A AR B A OG, HK R
T B 1 2 2 A0 i A AR R 4 . ROS i ™ A
WA b BT B T e RO Ak AR SRR AR
A HOK S — B S LR T 4R A B R G Y RE
B 1E B SOD CAT /KLU K& T-AOC F &, MDA 7K
TR SRR I A A S ALK R E R LA P
[F] 7, 484k N JBOK T 38 I0Re 23 gl £ 48 4 A 1A 5
W A R -6 (T11L-6) . T4 2 -y CTNF -y) Fl i g
WRIEIH F - CTNF-a) 7K B34 im0 TL-6 2 HA
AR 2P 9 A 4 P i L R 5 TL-10 2 B AR R et
4 TR JEL R, X8 4 A S5 Y G E RN B R
AT LRI B4 0 14 B A3 Ak, 4 SR AR VR A 5 RS
2 FE (PCT) J& MUK TE 58 5E S I il S 43 Wb iy — F
B AT Y B, 18 R 4 R Y S AR
C Jz v 8 F1 (CRP) 2 f IFE A B Ay 20k 1 B I 2R
1, HK T A7 98 i S g T e T e e
WA EA MR ITE, W Zn . Cu Fl Fe, J&
P40 4 i fo 2 16 P AR H i 3R 0 1 B AR AL Tl
() 56 A i B IR 7, T DL e ML AR i T S AL e T
il WL AR e 32 A A W B 151 . Kamr 6B 58 %
W, Zn ¥k B2 5 52 4= etk B R i 52 e 1 AL Bt 4 Ak
fE 1 5 E AH G, Cu ¥k BE ) 5 {2 A 4L g J) &2 Al
K, Cu 1 Zn 1 7K 5 LK T & AE 248 i X+ 7K F
B B 6 &R o B 5 A IE U i aE R R 0k
WS T T-SOD K- If B L T CRP K
25 JAH — B0, SR, TR 0 2 R0 a0 e A
R T i 9 B 4R Ak g 0 O W RS T i v 9
G P K, 3 BE B 45 RO E 5 Rn b 0 i oo
MR 5 HLAR BT A AR K P R BT 4 UK OF 2 IE M
K S AHAE o X AT AR R O m R E M T R
JRae O B s AN | B s sl S N (OB U )
Fe Ml Cuml & 1 7% ) i, 7= A4 7 £ ) ROS, H
VR Fe il Cu T4 T 90 4801k B 335 4 067 85 19 I
B OOVRE , PUEL T WK 0 AT B R S, B RO
TRERG, FEAR R R F R Y Ak,
W BE R JC R OF]OAE O R E RSO A9 AR £
P e AR T B AR R ORI 5 RE R o 5
Hb, 2% I8 B A H A Y T B R T 32 ) a0
A1 7] BB o B W B ALK i PR L A R
C. 44 FR E st & 40 0, an 4 B H K, & s bl i
P AL BE T 00 R BEY S T AZ A1 I B A Ak N R

SE PR 798 B 19 25 SR 45 52 ) 0 A R R TgA
KB 25 R A E

4% @

TR AN 0. 4% P T LR S A AL A
7P A KA R SOML B 1 SR LT AL R O 3 R
HARFARDL o R P AR N 4. 0% 13 4 % JIE N 4
AR PERE TR 20 SR ULIH Ak L AR A AR B TG R 2
SR UGS PA) A A LY T 4R fl B 2R E D] 98 AR AR
TR R, 2 W AE PR A 7 A AR b s n 8 A iR A2
RN T4.0%,
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