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He TR S 15 TR 43T W A S & BE RO SZ N

& F, 5%, KzM, KRR
CRALR L KRS MAH R, BRITHARE  150030)

HhESES: S823 SCERARIRAD: A

B OE: AR CRTNEE R RS FRI RN R R, EALRE &Y, RINFEEEK
Y69 /R & 2 0.00, 0.30, 0.60 #= 0.90 g/L. Z4kIFKEEE 3, 6, 9, 12, 24, 36, 48 A= T2 hit & *
AE. £ 24 BT &, Bl REERN L pHAE, THRFHEXE, BAREHRAZASAGKE, B
WEDRABHANKE, FREISFRBERE, Z2RE: E24h0FHE 5, NEFEZRD T EERKT B
B pH{&E(P<0.05), #& % T 4RIk = A= (P<0.05), 4RI T4 i /4 %k % (P<0.05), ¥ &K M 8 by B2 22 (P<0.05)
Fo 225 K B (P<0.05), 12 3 T 31578 § M4 4 09 403 i 28 308 (P<0.05), 7 F41K T F 42 * ¥ (P<0.05),

{ast BB EMRCAL (P>0.05) EXH I FHh. 2 LR, MINEEERMAEG K EB TR KBS
¥, BATBEMEVRABLEMN, HEAE R R OF R TR A A

XA M EESRY; BE KB W KO

o e R IR E A K 2ihs, HAE R 5 A U REA L, B RO, SRBURSE DI
M, HR B b I AEER sy (RERR . BB R 2R (HH B AR M2 BAE AR, (& S
A% PR 7 ARSI A b B R TRUA J o TR A B 4 SR 02 e M B HRRE ) I TR 2 B 22 N Tk I
AR, A RER, B, 2. MRS DIREIER Y, AT T R e R i &
R FEUEHT, AN TR RS TR RE N 4R i A A B, 3R ERMS AR AR 7 e, o5 B o ).
J35h, STt DR T TR R R SR M D RENE IO R S I AR R RE S BT RE A R
MmO, Jf ., s E AN R B AR AT, T ARG PR TR, R SR E) B A 4 ] S
WA, HEInsIE A PR B, e b XS g B DRIE, M TR T TR A I R
ORISR 198 B A IR AR R AR IR 10 o RN, 90 B R IR Y 5 S B v W9 A P P BE A AT B
PRI, AR H A2 T 7e 3 T A 2 5 SR W A A N K B RO RE R, DR M T B 1 SR D AE W5 71 A e o
PSP i £4 B AR L At AT Sl S

1 MR5ERE

1.1 R

M TG B35 754 (Acremonium terricola culture, ATC) W H S IEE TS AW TIEE R AR . HuIiif
LR vl e R R B R b T 90 5 A 4 [ VROOURE B2 A 1) 1) K3 TR OB B TR RN R, &
26.84% & T (CP). 5.00%4F4E (CF). 3.06%fH 5/ (EE). 4.04%% k4> (ash) Fl 61.06% 5%
B Y (NFE) [T-4) 51 (DM) Al . He Dhae il s & 5 70 il o« HUALIRR 84.50 g/kg L 2 4 44.60 g/kg-
B E 0432 g/kg. HiEE 0.597 g/kg. M FERE 218.1 g/kg.
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1.2 RIEFER

PRAN R BRI ARG B SRR A RY), YWANRA FIEE 1-mm . RKEHH B RIUE 3 kiR 600 kg
T A WA TR IR B I e aer TR 4 o R AAI AT 2 AR 3 SkUAR IR BV, SISTIRAG, WAt
W HRRAC 7 5 R IR R . BT R RS R R (R RERD : B 78 2.41%, F3 27.21%,
TAKFN 20.47%, 2K 22.95%, DDGS11.16%, /N £k 4.98%, A1 9.15%, £ 0.96%, R E4Y 0.23%,
25 0.16%, FUEEl 0.32% (4T HiRk &4 4.56 g 81, 4.59 g %4, 12.19%¥, 60 mg 44, 2000 000 1U %
A2 A, 3450 000 IU 4E43 D). KEHHLL 5: 5, HRTPEHAMEN 15.31%, SR 52.96%, R
PEVEI AT 4 26.55% (FH))5i3Eht).
1.3 Rt

Hi T B 15 7 W8 N B3 51 0.00, 0.30, 0.60 A1 0.90 g/L. J8 B Gl U 2L Ak iritng,
A A BN AR . 2 BIFREL 13.2 g K SRES, 10.0 g PUZK S fbER, 1.0 g /N/KE LSS, 8.0 g /S/KE
b8k, 4.0 g RFRE L, 35.0 g BEREMN, 5.7 g BERRE —8N, 6.2 g MERRE 4, 0.6 g MiMRE:, 0.1%J]K
L 4 mg SEALE, I ZEIEK)E 35 1000 ml VAT, HI SR (pH 18 6.9). 108 B LT LA
1:2 IRELBIR ST . K% 200 mg P HAERAAR B IR AN 100 ml G484 . #lE 30 ml A TR B . 7E 3.
6. 9. 12, 24, 36. 48 1 72 h & Wf ] S Hd k= <& 1E 24 h A, 20 68 B pH fE, &
AR FE (NHa-N)FHE K g 7 R (VFA) LA K8 B A AR B R B AT 7 T
1.4 tEmmEFE
1.41 EFHRKFERINE

HRHE AOAC HITEI AT T/ (AOAC, 930.15). HE M (AOAC, 976.05). #lK% (AOAC,
942.05). F5FE S E (AOAC, 935.13) MMl K AT 4 AUk g 7 & B i e MR bkl o B K dl kel
JRERIEARY O, skt 4t (NDF) FIERPETR G 4E (ADF) &R 4E Van Soest (17775, KH
M (Ankom200, EEZFBEAFD ST, mERR, HEE, REZENEES SR
ROAR % (R OB B4 AL 5 model-8800, H A HITACHI A #]) #EfTMllEl, &I & 5K
4 E R IERE T (model-8900, H A HITACHI AR #H4Tll5E

78 24 h ISHIE) A, BUREER, VUELPAR L pedF B0, SEEDIIE IR B pH. BURE B AT 10 mL B0
b, N 25% R BERE 1 mL, JCT-20°CHIVKAR , ARIE B VA FIT NHa-N FIIK RS
1.4.2 JEHW pH BNE

K H Starto-rius Basic pH {5 Meter PB-20 242 & it
1.43  J8 B NHs-N [ &

J8 W NHa-N R 5 5 26 L i A T 5
1.4.4 3 8 VA IR EE K 5E

FAM A (S EH GC—2010, H AWM 2 5 B i a8 R AR RR I & .
1.4.5 I8 B AR YDA B R 2 E I

Jo B P 5 DNA $RBCR H IR BRBE -t/ i dk = L keE (CTAB) 418, X )5 ) DNA ¥
T TE UG, T-20 CHFIN o B EANAT WL 43 66 B T1-D i A HE B 5 DNA (13 RSB, 3 £ ODasonm
55 ODogonm ELABTE 1.6~1.8 2 [a] . i 1L % 6 52 B PCR 5 VAR B Vi HH 4 B 4 75 VR G 1 (Prrevotella)
)8 B EKB (Ruminococcus flavefaciens). 408 B EKE (Ruminococcus albus). F=HEFFR 22 IR A 1

(Fibrobacter succinogenes) . ¥ £F- 4 ] &5 & (Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens) . -5 ¥k 4 ( Streptococcus bovis )
TRUERMBEIARR MR (Succinimonas amylolytica). FEENHE B AT (Ruminobacter amylophilus), J&iH
(Protozoa) il Jx 43 H # i (Selenomonas ruminantium) HAEX & & HEATRI, 5142 % Khafipour
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LRERF S, AR 1. 9tE R PCR BT S ABI 7500 #4%¢ % 5 & PCR X, Real-time PCR
SYBR Green [ RT-PCR &I H KIEFE LA 56 E & PCR 18 N A2 A:95 CAZH: 7 min,
55 C 1min, 72 ‘C 3min, 35 ME¥; 72°CEEAH 7 min.

RGN REIEHA (CO, TR EFREIMESEE, AT

HARB A & & (%) =27 (CLHmaCtsi L qo0l3l,

%1 B#r&E#R PCR 519575
Table 1 Primers used for RT-PCR detection of microbial species

Target species tested

Forward primer

Reverse primer

psyce]

Total bacterial primers
R E R IE
Ruminococcus flavefaciens
R B R
Ruminococcus albus
FERIATR 22 KA B
Fibrobacter succinogenes
TR T BRI
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens
A BERRTE
Streptococcus bovis
LT UNE]
Prevotella
VTR R R L 1
Succinimonas amylolytica
RAEHTH S
Selenomonas ruminantium
WEVERHR AT
Ruminobacter amylophilus
JiR

Protozoa

GAAGAGTTTGATCATGGCTCAG

CTGCTGCCTCCCGTAG

CGAACGGAGATAATTTGAGTTTACTTAGG

CGGTCTCTGTATGTTATGAGGTATTACC
CCCTAAAAGCAGTCTTAGTTCG
CCTCCTTGCGGTTAGAACA
GTTCGGAATTACTGGGCGTAAA
CGCCTGCCCCTGAACTATC
ACCGCATAAGCGCACGGA
CGGGTCCATCTTGTACCGATAAAT
TTCCTAGAGATAGGAAGTTTCTTCGG
ATGATGGCAACTAACAATAGGGGT
GCGAAAGTCGGATTAATGCTCTATG
CCCATCCTATAGCGGTAAACCTTTG
CGTTGGGCGGTCATTTGAAAC
CCTGAGCGTCAGTTACTATCCAGA
GGCGGGAAGGCAAGTCAGTC
CCTCTCCTGCACTCAAGAAAGACAG
CTGGGGAGCTGCCTGAAT
CATCTGAATGCGACTGGTTG
GCTTTCGWTGGTAGTGTATT
CTTGCCCTCYAATCGTWCT

1.4.6 REEFCERAMA g AR
REERRE (FE) IR A RIS R R%=(0.622x LR +1.092x A R +1.56x T FR)/(LIR+TA l+2x T 1) . H

Jt 77 B B AL F 5 = B =0.45% £ BR-0.275x P +0.40x T R . DA% R EREUE 3 N EE IR LE

1.4.7  RAMNE KRR 2

1E 24 h Bf[E] S, K R L2 2 50-mL B0E R, EO 3 HiE AR (B00>y, 10 7%k, 4°C), =

R ERAE. REH B OELE 65°C N 48 h, FRE, WIE RSN 5TTH % (IVDMD).
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15 HELES S

FEREMTE AR GP =a+ b(1 - exp Y. H i a N PE PR P~ S & b A v R =S &
C ONPEARE , SARFE R HTE ] SAS HIARZEME(NLIN)IE R . A 3052 ER(EGy) it H AR =a+b[c/(c
+K)], ¢RI, ko BURRE U N 0.05/h00), HdE R SAS 9.1.2 BAFH I IERS
LI FEAT /30T, P <0.05 (REREREZE, 45 KA FREMRAERIENRR.

2 ZREDH

2.1 HIRFAEEFIIHEIN TS B A

ANTFI B 8] AL AR AN P2 S B APE S B ER 2 Fioc. (6 3 hisfa) &L, FoA R Bl R 2 155 32 M s
2L (P<0.05). AT, 24 h B AU, SXTRRAIAELG, T 2555 IR s In e 38 17 A
P 0.90 g/L HE R EE (P<0.05). I PR 40 WK T X 2 (P<0.05), (H21g
WAy, RS A R ORI B T A (P<0.05).

*x2 HWINABEEFYIEIN=S 2N
Table 2. Effects of Acremonium Terricola culture on in vitro cumulative gas production

#INFE Dose (g/L) EXR
A 1] 55 Times (h) SEM P 1A
0.00 0.30 0.60 0.90 2t /¢ =%
7754 Gas production(mL/ 4 0.1 g JE¥)
3h 11.03°  10.87 8.20° 7.87° 0.56 0.01 0.0012 0.8852  0.0893
6h 18.17 18.33 17.17 17.00 0.66 0.47 0.1783 0.8196  0.4817
%h 25.08 26.42 25.75 25.75 0.69 0.62 0.6759 0.3604  0.4108
12h 30.33 30.17 30.33 31.67 0.81 0.55 0.2821 0.3804  0.8234
24h 4333> 44672 4500 46.50 0.57 0.03 0.0230 0.0381  0.2503
36h 48.75" 4825 52422 54.42 0.86 0.0026 0.0006 0.1851  0.1142
48h 5150 5033  5533% 58.00° 1.06 0.0032 0.0008 0.1075  0.1100
72h 53.50°  54.00°  58.00° 62.50° 0.79 0.0001  <0.0001  0.0353  0.4208
P52 # Gas production parameters*
a(mL/ 4 0.19 JKEY) 1.252 0.69 2,130 2,27 0.69 0.01 0.0024 0.7642  0.1466
<0.000
b (mL/ 45 0.1 g J&#) 52.57¢  5250°  60.36 64.59° 0.86 . <0.0001  0.0380  0.0175
<0.000
a+b (mL/ % 0.1 g JK#¥) 53.82¢  53.19°  58.22° 62.322 0.65 . <0.0001  0.0067  0.0532
¢ (Gphh) 0.067 00711  0.0650 0.0603 0.003 0.13 0.0688 0.1624  0.3918
AHFEEE EG, (%) 31.28>  31.50®  31.97% 33.022 0.37 0.04 0.0083 0.2907  0.8502

a, b, ¢ d [T BRI 7R 5 8P < 0.05).
*a=RE A DB =R OB a+ bR U EGe= M U

2.2 MINMABEFIRT 24 NEHESNE K TN L BEEFRHIS T
M TG AL EE RS TR PRI R R AR S FI R LR 3. EX RRALARLE, ST E s R A In £k
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VESR & TSN IBUH KRR, LR, IR, TR IR, 0.90 o/L 25 (P<0.05). &
M, RIGAHLENERRR TR E pH H (P<0.05), ZFRHJEE/RELGIFIF fi~ & (P<0.05). Huliiffl&: =Y
X ERIN R B R bR A B2 (P>0.05),

®3 HWIRASEFRYIX 24 NETEINER RN K EEHERRHI RN

Table 3. Effects of Acremonium Terricola culture on dry matter digestibility and fermentation indicators after 24 h in vitro

incubation
#INFE Dose (g/L) ExR
TiH Items SEM P fH
0.00 0.30 0.60 0.90 it ./ =%
IVDMD! (%) 46.96° 51.860 55.042 55.13 0.71 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0054 0.6753
pH 6.85% 6.830 6.81° 6.80° 0.005 0.0005 <0.0001 0.1151 0.8783
2. (mmol /L) 33.15 33370 35.70° 39.53 0.68 0.0006 0.0001 0.0298 0.8477
PifE (mmol /L) 12.21b 12,730 15.69 15.882 0.73 0.01 0.0028 0.8285 0.1533
ST (mmol /L) 0.57 0.67 0.58 0.60 0.05 0.59 0.9814 0.4929 0.2555
T (mmol /L) 3.93¢ 4,200 4.91° 5.892 0.24 0.0017 0.0003 0.1750 0.8637
FEE (mmol /L) 0.81b 0.69° 0.85" 1.03 0.06 0.01 0.0108 0.0207 0.3253
&EE (mmol /L) 0.59 0.64 0.66 0.79 0.04 0.06 0.0121 0.4284 0.5040
K 2.74 2.63 2.29 2.50 0.14 0.20 0.1308 0.2843 0.2378
BEIRELB, (%)
28 68.482 61.120 62.220 62.320 1.32 0.0159 0.0184 0.0222 0.1475
5] 25.22 23.32 27.34 25.04 1.36 0.2942 0.5815 0.8855 0.0788
5T 1.17 1.22 1.01 0.94 0.10 0.2110 0.0715 0.5568 0.3561
I’ 8.12 7.09 8.56 9.29 0.44 0.1420 0.0568 0.2235 0.4808
5 1.68 1.26 1.47 1.63 0.10 0.0694 0.9102 0.0210 0.1685
A 1.21 1.17 1.15 1.24 0.08 0.8371 0.8370 0.4126 0.8224
RIER 0.75 0.76 0.77 0.76 0.004 0.1214 0.0841 0.2319 0.1641
CH,e? 27.13° 24.17° 23.91b 24.87° 0.53 0.0101 0.0183 0.0062 0.5537

a, b, c Al d FAT AR TR ZER B2 P <0.05).
LIVDMD, KA 3.
3 CHye, IR R BRIEE R LTS B b=

23 MBI 24 NHE B ALY EE R R ORI

& 4 FURA R TTOGHYIRR B BRI SRS R RGN, SR E B PCR 145 R ELRITH
FOTEHE R B T I GOl PRI, 13 G PRI, R IRECI, WOV BRI A, VBV
FF BRI BRESCR (P<0.05), {HRFE(E T P BEIIRR LR FF A MIRY BB AR (P<0.05), RP3
ERE B BEW (P>005).
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* 4 HINABIEFYIX 24 N EHEE EMEN ER R ENFE

Table 4. Effects of Acremonium Terricola culture on relative population sizes of microflora after 24 h in vitro incubation

IR Dose (g/L) ER

TiH Items SEM P fH
0.00 0.30 0.60 0.90 2tk )/ ¢ =R
R R 7.99¢ 8.76b 9.76b 11.10° 0.48 0.0013 0.0001 0.5625 0.9710
SEEREATEa 0.80° 0.75b 1.020 1128 0.09 0.02 0.0048 0.3945 0.2521
FEBR IR 2 R AT 0.092 0.06° 0.04¢ 0.02¢ 0.0003  <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0356 0.2632
TRAYE T BRINE 25.03 24.56 30.05 29.55 2.49 0.28 0.1026 0.9945 0.2963
IR 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.0003 0.26 0.2072 0.7341 0.1307
S RN 4,321 9.42¢ 12.92 15.75 0.90 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.2236 0.8171
TEVE R R AR B 0.09° 0.08" 0.20° 0.222 0.02 0.0002 <0.0001 0.6471 0.0345
4 H B 20.36 20.50 22.81 24.31 1.26 0.10 0.0203 0.5935 0.6007
T YR B AT B 0.06° 0.07° 0.272 0.292 0.03 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.8723 0.0082
Jii 0.56° 1.11° 153 1.70° 0.09 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0417 0.7296

a, b, cAld FAT AR TR ZER B2 P <0.05).
3 Tig

PRGN e SR I E Q2 2 N T R B sl g A A RN AR R OB 5T, JF B SRS K
SNBSS SRR MENRIIRR 5. 98 B CEME M 5 AE K, BA R 1 I R R B T A
OOV DA G . ASIREe s BARIRA TR I T 35 TR0 ™ R R B AP AE — 8 ST, (ER B R %
IS TR ) 4k S B ATTRLEE 21 1 M T A0 25 B SR AR 1 B MR B S BRI - R, 45 S AR 4 2R,
FIATTHEU b T3 740 25 85 TR A A1 e 1) e A PR 0 X B B 2B B R AR R i

VBN B NS 2 A6 AR, I H pH A, SEANIERVEARITRSER bR N 2 7t i Bk
VA (¥ & pH {ELTE 6.6-6.8 2 [A]12%), TjHCH (AT~ 6.4 X198 B A AT 2o 0) 8 1 S AR AR 3R 470 I
B AV A, LA A KRR ARgh, BAARE pH R NS, (HIRAKH pH
AIAE BRE E A (6.75-6.83)  TIJRE F pH AR 35 BARAIR A0 iR PR 2 B RUOM A R MR TR & B4 v o AN
T B IRV AS NI N TR B R RS EAE KRR S R, U] IR SR R T R e
TR R A R S, B TR B R IR S BORIVE R I e e . R P L B ) BRIt 2> 3
SRR LR T R iy S s S IR B P9 R R OR R, AT R o B A S R A B 2,
AR BHEE S RETRE BT AP 52U, ARk, SRR IR & 8 N A
o i RN R B AR R BB B . Lee SFRSLEIRIGIE W T A S ALY AR R IR
5900 B A ) R R B () A7 AE v FE A OGN o A, T2 B SR W RO I e 2 04 17 98 731
YT fift AN AR ZT 450 e T RN TR R AR . PRI, R B U E VDR A I T2 4R = IR R R, PR IR
FrE AR SN T R A 1 R

AT RHEBOAMER R R BRI H 20 A 50E AN B2, Rk, b R e &
X BRI R R R S PR R Be 7 BB AN 7 R RS I R e AU SE R, BRD, 7
SRR R RS A AL 0 B R A R RS R D T, (EAB TR, AIRE Y, HUTT A B B IR
IINAESE R R A R G FEAR 1 2R BE R EEGIAT R e )7 2 o R RAHEIN, AR mh e B ) P T
RES2 1T SRR L] ) A AN T A B R 0 S A T RS 2F 20 D) 1] £ FH 28 290, st T At
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FERG RPN IN T ER 1 BRI AT 1 CUR B ER T AN BRI T P BRI R 2 AT T B
AP, T BRIHIR L RFF 1 Je S A sh R N i) 2 PR R 2 — B0, B B i AR A AE B D)%
Fo ATAWIFLCZUEN], SELSRYI RS PR de 2 2 2 e BG40 ™ BEIH IR 22 AT T I AR 4G, (HAZ IR
DR AN A, — e R RIS T, R R I eI N 2 A T PR, SR T E A
UL TR, FRATTHEN L T B 35 IR W VA ORISR T 40980 B BRI AR, ST R R B AR
e

4 ZEip

ARG A 4SS SRR, M B B TR T DR R B ™R, IR B VB = A RO AR ARk L
I B B pH E. X8 B RMCEYRA — @ MR . IR BT A B 15 SR DA R 3% W5 210 B R B 7
A BRI . AR T, Rdk— D PR R M T 5 55 T 5 W88 15 A P (R L R g 44 2
PEREFIFEM o
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