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Abstract: Subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) is a common nutritional metabolic disease, which is
caused by feeding diets with excessive high-starch and easily fermentable carbohydrate to high-
producing ruminants. SARA damages ruminant health and reduces feed efficiency. Under the
same treatment, individuals showed great difference on SARA tolerance. Therefore,
investigating the mechanism of SARA variability is an important scientific issue. Aiming to
provide reference for the efficient and healthy production in ruminant production, the potential
factors including feeding behavior, absorptive capability of rumen epithelium and rumen
microbiota, might contribute to SARA variability were analyzed in this paper.
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