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Abstract

The purpose of the experiment is to study the effects of earthworm antibacterial peptides on pro-
duction performance and serum antioxidant indices of Chai-chickens. 36 chickens which were 15
days old and had similar weight were selected, then randomly divided into 4 treatment groups:
the control group was treated with normal saline, earthworm test group was treated with differ-
ent doses of antimicrobial peptides (test group 1: earthworm peptides 2 mL the 2 times dilution,
test group 2: earthworm peptides 2 mL diluted 1 times, test group 3: earthworm peptides 2 mL).
36 Chai-chickens randomly divided into four groups with three replicates per group and three
Chai-chickens per replicate, the experiment lasted for 3 weeks. The results showed that: com-
pared with the control group, the amount of oral antimicrobial peptides of earthworm significant-
ly improved daily gain and feed weight ratio of the chickens, but there was no significant differ-
ence between each experimental group (P > 0.05); the feed gain ratio was decreased (P < 0.05);
the serum antioxidant capacity improved. Therefore, taking the right amount of earthworm anti-
bacterial peptides can improve the production performance and serum antioxidant capacity of
Chai-chickens.
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TRIG A B BRI T M 0 B A S A = ik R A ML S AL TR AR AR . BB 15 H IR E R/ IMRIE 4
36 K, BENL 4N AEEA . X RAH DR K, I D IRA R ERE s ik (R 14 2 mL
RSS2 AR, WRBe24: 2 mLEUmIBI AR LR, WAI34: 2 mLAIRISI BRR) . AN E
52, BNES3RY, RRHAA. REERRY: SXRAMK, DRERRMImE TERT R &
SEMEMEAREL, ERRRAZFZERAREP > 0.05); THMRIUTE 5 REIGBHE L8 E fE (P <
0.05); FFEIRE TS MIETIEALAE 1. BIRE, SN AR A B ) M s e 8 A v 4 e 34 A 7 ik RE A LI 1
FALRES .
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1. Bf

AR, PRAEVI R 251 R R B SUE AT, K 2 A i S il o R 2 e = ik
S8 RSP AL, 25 8 S AR B RIS R R B . BRI, BRI LR 24
W RN 5 A 2 ) — B KR, sl 5 F R R TR, Rl 2l A& BTy 56.5%, He
FILUAE] 71%. BRICZ AN, BEEBSh A, QAT W& 4Ed R AL EL BIRGEAER L2 MIEITR,
WoR BERM1]. BRAh, WIS IR S A RIS e . 2T TR B SRS TR . R
W51 % PAY PR 2B PR R SR B R R AR, AR R = I BRI 22 B B . P Ik (antimicrobial pep-
tides) R AE VG F26AF T, HZIMI ARG A XU AN S A A E509 F F F B A R S 14
Jit, RS R R I EE AP [2]. X RPEME RS R AT R . SR
A, BERRIBUREEEAT R R DU s . B W R R D RE S U B RV

B PUR AR TRV TR AN O AR B3N T2 k. BRTE R, PUR AR B R e R IEAR
RSB vR R EE 7, LR S2 BB SO R AE N AR N, B LA Py e £ pROX SR BT R /iRt
105, Heb MO ARF R, 5 DUE e T & R A BRSEAT LL, SR KA A2 LE 1gM B 100 2 £5%[3]. [Ali,
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P RO E AR AR 26— B 2k .

PiF Ik (Antimicrobial peptides, AMP) I 78 24k T 20 42 80 -4X4], 1980 4FHH Boman %5 M 36 E K
i v 4> B 45 B K AT 2% (Cecropins), XS M RIMAIPIEK, TIREAE (Nature) A T HEAIER
Fr31(Steiner, H.4%, 1981) [4], JFUEHIRUIRAE B ORIR Sy it B HOME Al . X — R BLS1E T AT T B
HOR IR G R IR JE SR, I B BT 2 MAS [B) A g SRR BT B Ak & 3, o SR d e i) andropin (Sa-
makovlis, C.Z5, 1991). drosocin (Bulet, P.Z5, 1993)#1% % 1) apidaecin (Casteels, P.Z%, 1989). abaecin
(Casteels, P., Ampe, C.%%, 1990)LL K& IR¥k I acanthoscurrin (Daniel, M.L.53§, 2003)&:., FE& DX —f 7T
FRE B R4, B anmiiizh ¥ i T AR VS PR S B B B IRS , KHAL T B AR SRR T
FREBRRe s o W R EMPUR KR, & B & s s el A AL S B 58 B iz 1)
magaininsm. YT g 554 dermaseptin. 2K H B[ bombininh LA H A ) melittin #H 2% ik (Michaelc,
Agnes, .55, 2003)5[5]. WS IR 1ORE KSRV . RS R IR I T dolabellanin 470 K .
[FFE, EMTFLENI R T KB X SR PERR, BRAPURETETESL, 8 B 2 P HAR T TH i I DI Re .

g RV H RN CH, 783 AT O AR BB 88 R o BB IR FE B A A i 5
RHAE T RESS S AE VAN MORR S5 K, s RURAR ST AE R A A1 . ZEGRDRL sh A It B IR 40 T A & 77 A2
M 254, JETGH, Jobk B AR ABLERNA NI 6] [7].

ARG 0 L AE SR R P AR I AN [R] B A5 R B sl 470 01 0K, U5 L0 808 A 77 1 BE R LTS 70 S A HR B 1)
WM. LAV R, BURIKEAREIMIIIR G JELZ IR, £ —REOyEE NI ER B A,
R TR IR AE SR A = o 1) S FH RO AR TE /D, R il ot SRS T AR AL e AT 48 A 52 i 77 T8I 141X 56 i e 4
EE D> sl AWFFAERT AR SRR b, A SR B ORI FE 57, W EAH [ AR IR 26 A T R 2608
BT,  H 2 0w A SEXS T IR SR bR L AT ] 470 B JDROGT XS A 7 e ML e AL
TRARIIREIE , g — R DT AR NI A A S0 bbb s e e T 456 A ) w47 4k
2. REMBERHZE
2.1 WEHHR

T 5170 TR AR R RV (BRI %:) . IR B i ], AE /K IR0 24 h, A HC I Y iz iiE b e L5 R4,
HHTHEAKEZE, HIERRTALAKS, MAZEEFF 0.02 mol/L. pH 1 6.0 FRERR 2522 A il
JAALZUGREL T, A5 CAEAS R 42 3~4 h, JKMEILIES 3000 r/min #.Cr 15 min, U LB HK
W, MBGA ) 10 438, 3000 r/min B0 15 min, B EIER (SR BB R), T4 g B0 4L 20,000 r/min
B9 10 min, 43 B b T VA ] R IR R o
2.2. RERYIREE

IEHL 15 H SRS R/NMHIT RS 36 K, BNl N 4 4, FHIANESE, FHES 3 A, WK
ARG F AR, B HREANTOK, EHIAERE SRE, W ERES, REEEANTEE, &I
TEIE, A, DORRRFEAMER .

2.3. Wt

SR, ARG OMR 2 mu/d FAEREE K, REE 1 40N BT E Ik 2 R, RS OK 2 mu/d
(Ml K 2 REM R, RS0 2 AN Fe e K 1 AR R AL, R RS IR 2 mL/d Rl ik 1 AR i
56 3 A sl e A AR R A, A NG IR 2 mL/d sl RS

BN 3, 38 1 RIFUReR 2y, &8 RA 3 K, A AESZIEE 1. 2 f1 3 AR EEBEHLIEE 1

()
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2.4. EREBREMKREFKE

LML 2 NS H AR T AE IR, e RE R B S 5. BBEY DY SHE .
2.5. MEHIR

2.5.1. EFTM4RE

RIASTERI T 4G 55 7 B 58 14 HAIEE 21 HiS R TS IEARE, BRICEFERE. Bk
R UABET 3, SR E . R E L IZET R4,

BLEE = 1RFRHA A Bl FE AR v TRDRL & (kg)/ [F) 13 2 (kg)

2.5.2. MFMEILIBR

) Iﬂlﬁﬁénn%ﬁl—ﬁfﬂ%

TR0 AR, 2 PR B i e B IR 00, R A R SR, i s R DGR 1ML, RN 10 mil BS.Oo IR B 30 min,
1M B AR EERE , £5 I BT H S A 3000 r/pm B5.0r 15 min, WA RO L2 G, KB E BAMNOE O
H oy, IS T—20 C IR TE & I A AL B b

@ IEHEATEI N E

RIS MDA I E {8 F 75 2 40 A4 B ) AR A A s A AR IR R &, I 77 3 m) Bt
B, 23 N 5 % Ak PR 2 I3 B R S A DB A B 25 DR DRI S B L o AR A R AT XS S A AL R

2.6. BiEALIE

IR EHE H Excel Har AL EE, KA SPSS 17.0 Giil- #4741t 434, LSD idtir £ EIb:, 458
PLPIE £ FrifEZERIR. P <0.05 R RIBREKT, P<0.01 FRzERIENREZEKT.

3. B{RE S
3.1. HEBIFTE AR SEAG A P4 BE R RZAT

7 3 MGt Rnrkn, RIGAHE S HIEE ., FER R, BRI E M. RIGH T HIGE
E TARZA(P < 0.05), 49 HISILHEZ, WKIGH A 2R A REP >0.05); I0dH R HiEk &2 E KT
XTHEZH (P < 0.05), iR 36 2H 2 [8] 22 57 AN 2 2 (P > 0.05) o ARES B B, 158 3 418 Lh B K T XS HEZH (P < 0.05),
R 1A, W56 2 4, R 3 4URIE L HIBRK T 4.95%. 4.33%. 8.67%. R4 3 41V H 1 & w1 Hifth
FACFRAH, RLE LR T AR, Rk, ARIGHE T, S90S AR 2 mL [ ] AR v R AT

3.2. WEBIFTERAR S ME M E L IsHREI RN

B2 4 nR1, (EXG AL ER(SOD) /KT /7 T, 37 H &I 4 5%t B2 AH Ll yd 1 3 o, (H
1A, A2 HEZFALEEP>0.05), ¥ 3HEFEZEEP <0.05); 44 HIRAKAHM LN RAZRE
#(P < 0.05); 51 Hid Il 5x A0 L 22 il 2, BB SEXS IRA 2 5 DU IR B 5145 SOD i i
EW0R. SR BE, R 1A 5 2 58 3 45 XTI b 2 e Al e 3 (P < 0.01), 43l T 14.27%.
14.41%. 20.14%.

%5 HulR Bor, EXSAEH K - i E LR (GSH-PX) /KT, 37 k5 44 HHE I SER9 38 (b A B
(P >0.05), {H 51 H#EHISEXS GSH-PX A 1 W& 42 (P < 0.05). I EM A A e m, HERA
HE(P >0.05),
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Table 1. Basic diet formulation

i1 BERhERETS

J 2H 1(%)
oK 64.7
£ S 5
SENFAH 2
BEH1 2401 4
MmEREH 1
KREH 22
TV R 1
NaCl 0.3
Table 2. Basic diet nutrition level
7= 2. EALHREFRKTE
BIKF
Rt HE(MIIkg) 11.7
HLEE(%) 18
£15(%) 0.8
R (%) 0.6
R (%) 0.9
HE(%) 0.3

Table 3. The effects of the earthworm antibacterial peptides on growth performance of Chai-chicken

7= 3. M EBAIT SIS E K RERIRNE

T H Xof HE REE 1 4 R4 2 41 e 3 4

35 Hikg

SP-35) H 4% 1 (g/d) 12,91+ 1.09a 12.79 £ 3.62a 13.62 + 1.25° 14.27 £2.27°

HH#ERHE (9/d) 39.56 + 1.70° 37.63 £2.23® 35.80 + 2.0° 36.63 + 4.10®
L EE 3.04 +0.12° 2.80 £0.12%* 2.82£0.20® 275+ 0.45°
42 Hi%

SF-35) H 4% 7 (g/d) 13.16 + 1.45° 13.76 £ 0.85a 14.73 £ 0.90° 14.84 +0.96°

HH#ERE (g/d) 48.48 +1.4° 4530 +3.5° 40.78 + 3.00° 45.05 + 2.5°
RLE EL 3.28 +0.19° 3.26 +0.38 3.23+0.30 314045
49 Hi%

44 H 19 7 (g/d) 13.90 +1.12° 15.46 +2.37° 15.97 £ 1.19° 15.95 + 0.96°

HH#ERHE (9/d) 53.35+1.2a 48.80 £ 2.4° 47.54 £ 2,06 46.68 +3.1°
RLE EL 3.38 +0.30° 3.15 % 0.24a° 3.22£0.23 3.07+0.11°

35~49 Hik

44 H 19 7 (g/d) 13.32+1.24° 14.07 £ 1.41* 14.73+£0.93° 14.88 +£1.13°

HHFERE (g/d) 47.37 +4.30° 43.91+3.62° 41.04 +2.49° 42.71 +5,03"
L EE 3.23+0.15° 3.07£0.27* 3.09+0.31® 2.95+0.25°

e FATEARE bR, MR T RN E R A R (P > 0.05)

3 HARAR T REROR E R B E (P <0.05); AT RFE R E P <0.01).
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Table 4. The effects of the earthworm antibacterial peptides on super oxide dismutase of Chai-chicken

3% 4. BEBIHTEIBART SRXG BB E A L BB (SOD) RIS/

UiH payicth w14 w2 4 w5 3 4
37 Hike 160.33 + 7.33* 166.44 + 6.12° 174.46 + 6.25° 178.98 +15.51°
44 Hie 161.20 +3.95° 169.38 + 2.44° 169.64 +2.72° 172.40 +5.36°
51 Hit 125.13 +18.16° 166.49 + 11.93° 173.56 + 11.34° 178.18 + 11.10°
31~51 Hit 148.89 + 20.42° 170.14 +9.01° 170.35 + 4.90° 178.87 +10.23°

e FATBERR R, MRTRERORZR AL (P> 0.05); AMATRRRZRBE (P <0.05); HIFE T BHZERM (P <0.01).

Table 5. The effects of the earthworm antibacterial peptides on glutathione peroxidase of Chai-chicken
72 5. MR AR XSG I 5E A Bt B AR -1 S AL HDB8(GSH-PX) B SN

i H XA w14 w2 4 5 3 41
37 A 600.47 + 46.80° 639.93 + 18.07° 655.43 + 19.64° 638.12 + 24.62°
44 A% 632.74 + 24.33° 638.68 + 32.43° 616.70 + 28.20° 632.15 + 33.12°
51 A 606.46 + 13.25° 611.84 + 14.20® 656.83 + 21.69" 631.01 + 16.27°

e FATBARR R, MRTRERORZRA L (P> 0.05); AMMTRRRZRBE (P <0.05); HIFE T BEERME (P <0.01),

A 6 AT, 7RI A AL S B (CAT) /K5 T, 56 4L B L 0 A v, (B2 2 R B (P > 0.05).

T BT AL, WS RaPUERE 71, 37 Hid S 44 HIES A B Z R (P > 0.05); 51 HIRIRLE
12, W5 3 A5 A 2= R B (P <0.01), 2532 m T 11.11%. 14.92%. 5K 2 45t id 4 %=
SR, R 2 A5 3 HEREEP <0.05).

4. 7ig
4.1, WEESlHTERAXTSERS A P gE AT M

PURE AR SR N Y R e R G BB RS 7y, AENUARITA S0 SR A4 55 77 T A 4% B AR A .
WERRE: PURIK A SCE ShIE S5, FRRIRTS R, $RmAGE R, Rk TEae[s]. il Hiw kB A
U PURE JJ58 . BRI LR 8 HRF Ao TR A SRR T . SN R Y i ] 47 PR e S 3 4 e
HEEE (P < 0.05), PG HFEREARIEL . HRHE R RUME HTE L, SEX8-F 5 H S m T IRA, K
H LR K.

4.2. BEBIHTEIBAST SRS A S S AL EAREI RN

TER IS R, AIRTE R T — B R R —— R RS, ERHUANEEA A B
B[P A RE B R REE — PSP, Hrh R P, 3 245 SOD. GSH-Px /2 CAT %%, SOD fig
TR AA 7 B3, R % 21040 GSH-Px BRI AL GSH X H,0, I R N, AT DA F {4
P M B2 A RO D RESC B IAE s CAT FE—E 55 FREE 4R H202, A HIKFE TR, LRI DAL
T8 R N PR S 20 I IR AR TR T-AOC 1555 S MA@ AR FEAAE B B VIR, MLl SOD %5k
PRI T 035 1 S S B RE D AR IR b, AT DA B 2 BT T B R/ (%, 2006) [9].

5K 24 5 (1994) S 78 1IF BA 4 1 s M il SR B A U B B (Od): ZIRE ARSI 40.48.
M2 0N 0.012, 442K C 5 0.021. DNA 3 0.094. RNA v 0.820, F& 17 P MM 11 Fh Ll R
[10]o F oM %6 Mgl rh 3R B 7y 25 LA 29 BTG VE R 7y, AR AT VARG, AR RO R, A5 R RS R 4
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Table 6. The effects of the earthworm antibacterial peptides on Catalase of chicken
< 6. WSSl AR S8 M E A5 S AL SES(CAT) IR

TiH payicth w1 A w2 4 w5 3 4
37 Hi 5159+ 1.17° 51.81+1.35° 56.30 + 3.86" 54.47 £ 4.36°
44 Hi 51.81+2.78 55.83 + 2.06° 52.09 + 1.24° 55.08 + 4.05°
51 Hi 49.84 + 2.15° 50.32 +1.82° 51.56 +1.19° 51.81 +0.82°

e FATBERR R, MRTRERORZR AL E (P > 0.05); AHMTREIRER E#FHP <0.05); HIFETRIZERME# (P <0.01).

Table 7. Effect of the earthworm antibacterial peptideon on total antioxidant capacity of chicken chicken serum
7= 7. BB ERART RGBS 24 E L AEFI(TAOC) IS/

TiH XA w1 A w2 4 5 3 4
37 A% 6.18 £0.57 6.76 £0.37° 6.50 +0.26° 6.66 + 0.34°
44 R 6.46 £0.21° 6.62 +0.32° 6.85 +0.63° 6.93 +0.26°
51 H#% 5.45+0.26° 6.72 +0.41¢ 5.99 +0.49% 7.20+0.32°

e FATBERR R, MRTRERORZR AL E (P > 0.05); AHMTREIRZER E#EP <0.05); HIFETRZERME (P <0.01).

BEA, RERREERERE AT RS . X TR R B AT R AR R,
HERAEXT SOD BT Ie Fh/b BE(2012) % R IRLA TSR /N B s 1 S ) S U0 I, /IS BRIt v 0 3o A
S B I B, AR A A VS A RS RIRE RS (O R, S ont R LA L3 G2 2 L,
IS 4 11 B 0BG R AU P P TIT B 2 R 2 B 0 1 g 2K L) 2 —[11] 348 2 (1991 ) 2% {e Fi e
B4 B A 05 U A RS RRUIRE /N BRUFF R S8 e I B, OIS R BB (P < 0.05): 3 At 1F 3 /) BRI
R B H L SR B (GRY) i AL ZU(CAT) A Bk H it S84k W i (GsH-Px) B 4 Ak 1 5k il (SO D)3 1
AR 5 L I R I 08 R 3 rh R R AL B AL 2 B H B S B R A B AL R IS 3
HARRREE M. TR AN S EREP < 0.05), Fraibie s, Fit, ISR irE b
T BT DA E — 5 PR o SR ) 5 40 SR Ak B
5. &g

ARG GE T FE T, IR FE I B M 06 R R (R S 1 A P R 73 I B R 0 LA e A P S 1
AR s 45 S A 2 il ] T P B 2 B
H&e&mE

WALE A TR 400 H (ZD20131095) . kb 5 22 Bt 2 A H ] P (CXTD1305), #hE 7= 5k Rk
S bR AR AR
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