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T T PRDRR AR A TR A TR S Y O B T e

TES? OB SRR L2 OFWH 2 B BEREY O CRER

(LI RAA RN R B B ACE EEAFFLAT, Trd 2501005 2L AR A B RERGIASEE
H SRR E, BrE 2501005 3.l ZRE AR, TrR 2501005 448 TR IIX & 4L

HBEER, M 253000)

O TR EBR R (SARA) RYIF R ILIEFARCEIER, MR WA E K
FERR I T AIVE F R 4 R8T E AR I E R R, HUAOE I 1M AR AT TP SARA. H
il 22 B0 7 3 2 CAVE O 5 3 4 A S M 4 Wl PR H b T LT 5 MRS 40 S R B AR 2D o AR
SN I T ARDRR R A YR 0 A R S WA R T REAT T R T SRR, LA A T SARA
RS E R
KGRI MRV WA WA LSRR E R PR
2K 5. S823

W2 k% B R % (subacute rumen acidosis, SARA ) F& il 3L 5 I 2 L 1K) A48
PIRU2o BRIG R B R Z A0 R AN 5| A TA) Ve DR B OIS | 20 e R 5 - 8 2 0 L1S-S14
SARA LA NI B I AE IR LFYE R T AL, T AR A R A AR R 0 9 A4 MR T T RN TR
B AR B G2 vh A 21 70%~90%U7, T LLA b MR B AT 7 B2 Y 30%~40%18), i id i
PRI SN A K AT T SARA & WA B 35 1 — /> E R

P AR A 4E LU 2 A8 7= BT SARA A RSt —, HIERAKYE 2 AR 45 Tt
Wy FELNEE B, LW 2T R VR R 4 W 2B TR v R1Rg 1 R, T 2 O 9 AL I B 1
SR 53 A R TR B4R B MELVER 3 AR\ g e Ak R 1 A 153 M B DA B AR AR 2T 4 75 3 T )
SRR . WBRA BrR MEVEIR 4 4 (physically effective neutral detergent fiber,peNDF) 45

2T YE R B IR RSP E S S AT LR B A A AR 2 SR IR e 00, I T AR
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b2 BRI BRI AT 4E (neutral detergent fiber, NDF ) 5 & A4 FH % b (¥ B0k A/
5 RN A2 RN, TR peNDF 3 954 RELg G 2 AR 15 W pH. B2 MA2 A JLAR I FE R A
(EAHSCHIE FEEE SRANR — B, BUE peNDF 55K BN R -5 90 A CDAR RS 8 A0S TR hnts). X
UL S B4 A S5 IR Y 5 A A2 A PR R B T (A5 P M 5 L ARV 73 AR 55 A5 R R B =2 TR AR
R R A HT I T 45 R AE AR 43 B, BR | 78 B N pH TS ZY () e 1141,

ARSI 7 SRR A A TR 4 2 43 () SCRR IO , S53R 1 MBS 43T 1 32 B 52 Ty
i TR ZH RN T 2 W Y 53 W 1 5 ] LA R EL R VS B0 5 R A AR DG R UM DA AT
SARA ALK B B S ik 4l
1 4Bl G AR SR P 0 o 7 v

W 53 WA R R R AT . RAFRE (BEARE WA ) 3 B BRI 55 W5
YL o O BT HROE 32 B E B R e AR B AR R A A R, IR B e R BRI R 4t
T o FR Y 43 W TR AR AR R] % B B 73 WA T 4 5 R R
L1 SR MR 7 WA 2

Py RAE R AR T, DR WO A A W AT SRR VR S A ) s 1,
MG, KR B ARG, RERE U0 BUHERE A BN B O ER S,
IR SR B IR K BEAT DR DAORRRET 8 P9 AW T B A 0 R0 1 O B A1 P9 A s [l 8 1
JE T (R LT £ IR AR RS BN K2 50 om (KRS i @ AT, &R AT R AR i i
19 em WG RBIAI, &JE R EEAPRSRERI. §b T8k 2% 3) HAF## 2D 5 min
JE MR, f R AR BB A TE DT I LI R A . SR RErp, B3 S R A B %
fiBE 1) R HL B IR B B, DA SR SR i 58 (AR PET ), R 2RISR 2 min Y WS4 IR
M4 arE, (BG5S min J5 BERAE, R 6 k. RELES, R4 ReEMEHN
H . KM Maekawa SFUIR 77 HROR Gl A M 0 i B, A T

KRAEMER 7> W (mL) =KERFHEE (9 -PIfFREE () .

RIMER T-7))50 (DM) & 8N 1%, FERE £ DM X & [ #8500 20 A TH, SR
R U AR AT AN A SRR

KA MR WERE (mL/min) =RELEFEER W E (mL) SRERE (min) .

1.2 A WERR 5 b %
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PRI TG vk B0 I 24 MR 53 WA S A AT M 5 5 22 B FE BB S 2 M 4 Aol 23 5 R £ e
T3 U TH AR [F] 1619211,
1.3 PRI 43 WA

0 7 A S5 PR 3 3 56 P P Y 2 5 0 SR Y - A R R P AR [ U5 T
Keoe BN AT, BRI E B . WA WA MR LAZY 30 s 1 IR A S IR 5 S
WA, A T#ED Smin 5, FIFBCEER B 5 min N AR IFC R EE,
[E]R% 2 min J5 AR, HORAE 4 kU, AR BRI S AE R T A U
PREMER 3 WE . (mL/min) =RALFE 104 HEER 7 & (mL) ARERE (min) .

R B RS, A S min P R A SRV 3 A ME FEAR K FLAEH 2% 5 iR
B 5%, Jiang ZLULE Cassida 25071 [ Maekawa S50 SRl E Xl i 77 4T 7 1Ak
B, —RREEES: 2 MR R E S, (809 5 min 5 EEYCE, HRES K, it
SRR I WV R T AR (mL/BD) - SRS, WERIESK 5 min P W2 7 R RV (1) B 4, [R) B 2 min
JRESIET, sk 5 WK, RSB A R Y AL O/min)
PREHEE 73 WA #E (mL/min) =R REER I EE (mL/KD) <55 O /min) .
2 AR RS W A R 3 A T S
2.1 MR WA

AN TRV SR PR 5 A SR PR S5 M Y 70 T 36 1 AR A 31 B 93 71 9 166~246 mL/min Al
91~152.1 mL/min (58 1) o SR MEVR 73 o F2 55 PR SN R 70k 26 A AR T LR 1.1~2.7
S AN TEAIF 0 5045 38 (4 2R B R S5 MR AR 3l oK 26 2 B K, L[] — P 9 I 1 SR 2 LR JE M A
G T AN S R ZE B S A W T RS o SR MRV 43 A R 2 SR TR AL DM S
VR 2 5 TR B (RS o F) — B T P9 AN TR DR AL B, SN B PR A R A R, [ B )
/D ECE N AL DM 2 MR R, 2 0 TR 3 R R R0 A 18 R M YR 3 A R AN 52 T K 2
F CRELPRARLSRIE . HLARTRIURL A /N ) 5 (g J5E DR 21221 5k 9 A0 [ A3 3 FH 1 B i 97
ARV} AL AR 1 BL0022231, DL Maekawa ZEUORIHIE FE 48 o, 45 2F R Bk bk} ik
HRNFEREF NN 3 A5, AFRA DM &G HER & O R & RZEH I 26.9%, FUHR 2 IHE
WO WH T AR BEA, R T AT FR R S5 AR T 1 AN 52 KR AL 1 S

Cassida S50 7R )R 2 M 73 WA T % 151 T Maekawa S50 Jiang S6RHRIEFIME, AT REMY R



77 By Cassida SR F I RORE DR L BB i (60% 1 70%) , Wi idad n 1 £ pA B M
78 SUAELSKAERR E IR BB E . bR SCRAR I 3 O N OIS IR R LG RO SR
79 TARHEURL R /N BORS TRDRERTREL GR35 0 SRR 00 5 2 W8 -0 P B2, {490 2ol Y 43 T o
80  FEZUANRLE A A AN T AR N

81 N [V 5 18] SR AR R S5 MR YR 7 Vb TR e AF AR B K 28 S IR SR R AT 2, R D MR 2H B A [
82 b, EFRESEMIMGRFN. FRREB I A O, Cassida SR, WIS 8 FHMRE
83 MEVR ARG 4 G 48.7%(129.8 mL/min vs.173.0 mL/min), X8 0] G2 6 FL F
84  WHHE RS K SARA [N Z —. Maekawa Z5P4A1 Bowman 2525 L, 4877 4 (R 4K JEL
85 VAN HAEFILAIA LA BN 29.5%M1 17.6%. BL4F, Bowman Z52UEK I, L4 HIRE
86 MRV N UAEFRELHI A 15%

87 AT T LB 5 2 M 73 T R (R V2 I N 00 5 77 2 A 4 ST A JUE 1 e
88 VR A F G S ML) WA AR I EUAELAE SR B AT S A AR [R] ) PR R 2 b o R T IX — 1R
89 UL, P IR BRI S B R B A S 2 B (¥ LI AR 3 T 2 SR Al B 2 Y 3 WA TR R
90  Bailey SEUIHI Seth SR TR I, WA (1) S 24 M YR 43 WA T ZE AR SRR 1) 2~3 % o FAl M
Ol ARl A e 25 Ml A W R A AR RIS 1) 2.5 A5 US). - Cassida S5 U7HE I 0 K R B4 B0 45 70 i 15
92 i, JRAMER S UAHE 2 IR B W TR LA I AR 1.8 LR BATIR, RAMER
93 SRR B TR E MR AR, R A MR N MR AR AR . 5 R 1 — LU T B R E
94 IR MEIR G WA 55 SR B MR 43 Ul R AR AH [RIUO21 o A S A S 22 R 43 Vb PR R B HL 5
95  VETEIEAKHA LI,

96 Rl ARGS9 2 e AR S5 I MR 3 T 4 FR) 5
97 Table 1 Effects of different diets on saliva secretion during eating and resting in dairy cows
7 7 N7 g‘
BH YK BRI AT ERD R R A& s
References Diet composition (DM basis) Eating/(g Eating/(mL/  Eating/(mL/ Resting/(mL/min)
DM/min) g DM) min)

2VRE HARTAME Total mixed ration were fed

Cassida %17 30%AHE 7 70% K TRl AR 56.0 3.36 188 152.1
40%F K F I:60%H Tkl 534 3.11 166 150.7
Mackawa £[16] 40% K H I:60%F5 1k 76 2.97 210 105
50% K3 H W 50% K TR 68 2.99 196 100
60% K3 F W:40% K& IR 73 3.57 246 91
Beauchemin!??! 20% B 75 2 75 7 20% K -5 60% ¥ 1} 53.60 3712 199 -
30%E 15 LTI 10% KT 5:60% 45 bk} 63.7° 2.73b 174 -

20% B 7 2L T35 7:20%58 T 5L 60% 5 1A k) 70.6* 2.65% 187 -



30% 1 7 LTI 10% 50 T 526 0%4 il k) 58.5P 3.69° 216

Jiang &2 A0% R TR 600k Tkl 90.5° 2.14¢ 192.4
50%FH 1Ak} 50% K 1A ) 78.0% 2.580¢ 197.0
60% 1A R} 40% K 1R 68.6% 2,98 201.2
70%FH 1R 30% K 1R 57.0° 3.442 194.6
RV RVRUHL G 53T B3 M. Forage and concentrate were fed separately
Macekawa Z(16] A vl 1992 1.19° 221
KEH 63b 4432 253
Beauchemin(?? KEFI 48.42 4.4° 213
EHiE P TEE 57.1 3.40 194
HiET5 56.8¢ 4.0 227
KFETH 35.5b 5.6° 199
Beauchemin 523! KREFI 53.72 4.15b 223.0
R R 56.3 3.40° 191.4
EfE T 51.20 4.34b 2222
KFETH 29.6 7.23¢ 213.9

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

F—R5. FAEIRE AR R REEZER (P<0.05) . NEME.

In the same column, values of the same study with different letter superscripts mean significant difference
(P<0.05). The same as below.
22 MRS IAE

25 4 JME 3 W A R AR AL T L A 180~284 L/d, HirfRfr . A MR 2t A rh iy e
WA M2 24.6% 41.9%F1 33.4% (K 2) . Maekawa 25U I, 32w bl HORL AR
FUAG S 25 185 0 R A R 2 MR e Wi i, L [ B O 3 AR T PR B VR 7 b i, BUAE 4 R VR 7
WRETLRELN. FFEH, Jiang SRR IR G MER /3 Wb & 0 BN FIRT, R SRR 53
WERA AR S, U MR 2 5 B T0 B A . 2 RS B e T RRORE AR L A8 52 1 I 4y
A WL WG BT 1) SR WA YK 70 00 ok 2R I 2 v T AR S R VR 2 A Sk 3R, (UG A R WA 43 e B T .
SO 5 SR R R P RE I 5L DR, 8 v TR RROREL DR L A8 o R 73 T8 FR) 184 00 ARG T4 R
WY 43 b S /D, I B2 5 W 58 7 VE A R 3RO A 1R 22 BT 5 . Beaucheminl?21:
% A SR B MR Wb AT A B, SR AT A R 24 B 8] 5R F Beauchemin SO0t 2 (a4
(B0%ETE T-E:70% A5 1Ak 81%E & T 5. 29% A5 1A kh AL B N 45 5, SR M i 43 Y i3k 28 T
PR SR 43 4 3 2R 4 591 5K FH Maekawa 2506V Cassida 2507145 5L, 5 22 Wl 75 43 A 3o R 4% AR
JEEER 3 U TR AR 1.8 A HEAT Al AR, 45 AR I BB TRDAURE T k) L 4 v, R R B S 4 I [
N 2.2 M 1.2 hd, SREMER >R INZ 41.0%, (HMER ;i S RSN 8~12 L/d,

SR 73 A R 2 o M VL0 A I 4% . BEEE SR A Jiang SEPUHE—BAIESE, WRRLIARLEE



116 Bl 40%EINE] 70%, MERR 5> W A IE N 16.6 L/d, SREMER 7 Wb & 24 b5 HER 43 Wb S = 11
117 7% 22 ERTIR, WA 4 R MR R 43w 5 52 PR RRUORE DAL LU A5 AT R0RE RS /N BTS2 IR /0N 5 58 e 4

118 il B MR THE B St B 1 n] e A2 TR IE 12 0BT SARA I E 2.

119 22 ANV TRIRRONT W A 4 R M VK 53k PR 5
120 Table 2  Effects of different diets on daily saliva production in dairy cows L/d
SR TR (YRR _ . 4 . KB Total
KX Eating o A2 Resting )
References Diet composition (DM basis) Ruminating production
Cassida Z[17) 30%HHE T I 70% 4% Fi ks 67.8 - 164.56 232.4
40% KT 2:60% 1% Tk} 59.1 - 161.0 220.1
Maekawa 5516] 40% K2 75 H2:60% K5 1k} 52 105% 73 230
50% K F 5 I 50% K vkt 54 100° 68 223
60% K2 I:40% 4 Fik} 60 143 53 255
Beauchemin?2 30% 17 15 T B 70% K A} 1 55 107 111 272
81% 17 15 T B:29% Kt bk} 1 77 126 80 284
30% 7 1 T B 70% kG Tk} 2 36 71 73 180
81% I 1 T HL:29% K5 Tk 2 51 83 53 188
Jiang %211 40%FH 1A} 60% K 1Al 53.8° 79.9 98.6 232.4
50%HH 1Dk} 50% K Tl kL 62.1% 87.0 87.6 236.7
60%HH 1k} 40% K Tl kL 68.3% 93.4 84.6 246.3
70%HH R} 30% ks Tl kL 72.7* 93.6 82.7 249.0
121 VIR 4> WA S Cassida ZEU TSR IR B ME 4> WA 2R 5 . Saliva production was predicted using
122 the value of saliva secretion rate during eating and resting in Cassida et all'”),
123 VIR 43 W 2 Maekawa S5 U010 R SR I 40 30458 %41 5 . Saliva production was predicted using
124 the value of saliva secretion rate during eating and resting of in Maekawa et all'¢],

125 3 TR VR U AR MR S AR G HIE FUATAE AN AL

126 3.1 1A peNDF $8irA71E R BR 1

127 TR peNDF Xof 9732 NE G 2 A8 15 Vi pH I RE IR I I # s . —SeRF e R I, $
128 {APH peNDF 2 5 55 2 90 5 /1 MEL WG5S AN 4R THR B pHI2728). i Hofth— L6 i 70 R I, 1ATHR
129 peNDF &5 & 56t 45 4= ML 5 Sl RURE 15 Vi pH G 2 35 5 W (29300, % Bff 70 45 SR 22 1) 1 4 05 S5 A
130 peNDF oKl 8 T 95 A= TR EC i ) 5 KUE FR P HR03), X TT e peNDF 4845 H 5 LU T &
131 WREEAR: 1D AFEBFFENE peNDF (77EARRE, QSRR HRimie, 2R
132 LA T . Murphy S5 BUiE I FEACTT @ RDRHIBURL R /N ) 9 5 v R IRV 45 RAN S —

133 2. 2) WERIER peNDF & & 5 CFhRTA4R peNDF & &7 EZ 7 . Heinrichs EB2HESL, 16
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FRIFSERR peNDF & &2 4R A FUR I TANR A& L Z M2 .
3.2 MR Gy UA S H IR B ) OC R AT R g — P R AL

5 £ NELVERE ) B 75 L S W L MR Y 43 A AL A4 1 1) A 953  ME « Maekawa 2509171 Jiang %%
CURHF TR I, FEPRORE GERE LG 51 (384 I Sk 2 B4 RUE I CRAE+HI2) W TE], HAS M Y
. AN, Maekawa ERUNTIE I, JRAE G A R N 8] 225 = T (821
min/d vs. 720 min/d) , {H4x R MER 7> WA CEE B3N (252 L/d vs. 227 L/d) - Bowman %%
(2SV/E G Kot o 8 o0 T4 25 6 LA B 3973 24 6 R Sk EL WG 30 AR W Y0 433 Y S R B 9 P R B, 3204
R Al WL WG R AN 52 VAR P B 00, (L) KRR 0 27 4 A 2L 1) 4 R a4 0l e B 2. 38 v e R 4L
CRISINETFYEZREG) 5 L7 4= 5477 2 Z 18] (¥4 R R ELIGR I ) 0 S22 2 5, (H A R MR YR 53 T4

3.3 MEVRSMUAVEE VR

SZ MR E 5 VR BRI, A7 5% B G VR 4 o R o A R W (K B T 20, AT 1)L
i SCTR 02 2 A ST AE W 24 A R R 4 Wb T R R DA K S 2 5 R B e R M VR 3 Ak A 7]
BRI AR Bz b o 03I P HE PR PV 5 B S Bl 7 24 R Y18 53 Wl 14 7 9 BB AR TR N IR TR £ 4
TEVRFRE P PR 58 rh A P i SO R o A7 MR 43 8 1Y T 2 7 125 75 B AE AR I E 7 v ik — 2B
AT R JE -
3.4 MR E B ZEMEE T T BRI A

AR 2T S o) Wl A 1 8 2 1 RE 0 ) S0 T AR A IR T o PRV 5 1 3 ) TS o A e LR AR
B IR SRR IR KA AT 2, A7 06 BEAE R SR FC v 45 A MRV o WA i, % T KR 4 X i
B R RE T R
4 /N

05 24 AR 3 T 23 AR DR R 5l B 32 R RROREL A ek L 81 RRSORE K /N B S LS ) 5 7T e 52
R R 53 0 5 7 ¥ Y PR 1, AR 9 5 B 3 — 25 A 40 A MLV 30 5 AR 3 22 T ) O
R, BT SE S R M 3 WA TR AR AR BTV
EE BN
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Abstract: Subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) is a prevalent metabolic disorder in dairy cows. The
neutralization of salivary secretion on ruminal acid production is an important way of maintaining
rumen health. The regulation of saliva secretion by body is an effective method for prevention of
SARA. Most studies mainly used chewing activity as an indicator of evaluating salivary secretion,
few studies evaluated the saliva secretion directly. Recent studies on regulation of saliva secretion
by dietary pathway were reviewed in this paper for the purpose of providing references for

prevention of SARA.
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