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MERNWGRIEYFRE L, FTEGH Y. ROMBEEG, Hf, Ho (Pisum sativum) 20 R
SEEY . MERNBO 'R E —5o AT HEESY, (EARMNEEHITRS . B =R
HXRINER PG ERR X . O ERERT, &/ARE, tESIRN. OREEE
W, BHRSE. Koo i EETEE0ERTE . 05 KA A e O i s 5 e i o

g THEG. KEHD. WO RMLHTE, S TrHBofstarHmo 2 s
R S A, T2 AT ARG, HEFRMFEY B RINAET . AErEE a1 oAl
R AR WS GIL S X A AL AR

1 BHOWMrEENHOE OnERKRLS R EREE, 20204F; MEKSGITFE, 20204F)

2018-20194F 2019-20204F 2020-20214F
FREE AR (FAET) 1463 1753 1722
WARE AR (2D 1,431 1,711 1,690
HPEE (/A 250 248 251
e (Fi) 3,581 4,237 4,250
s (i) 3,270 3,700 3,400

INERE A B KR ks O AR [, U2 iaDeh o O A 2 T E . 15 K2020-20214 15 5.
FEETTHARI425 I, Ha AN EE R AR S AR & R ERI, ANEEK20204F 38 O H & 27934077
W, FEHORRE. S EMEE (R .



FOMEARSENEN S BN, B T2 . BB G (R OB E) ZH
HIE SRR 22 ARV . HoAhs SRR S TR rTBE A A2 5, AN X i S — (S o5 7oy B e ek i
SHI—/NEBTy, AUkl O R E AR bR . R S SRR . AamEHNE
FAMERHEE 2 TR RIR, R TR B C R FEIE SR E. XEHRSTE SRR TEIRI. 5%HI-F
PR S T ER AR REE . BB, B RK S & & EORIE T .

#*2.1 WRBENE RS (REEFZHREZNS, 20124)

RS (%) FEE (JEFE) P FEE (T
T 881

FEA 222 252
FLAE 12 14
ek 435 494
K5y 29 33
FHLEF 2t 6.2 6.8
BRIE e iR e 4t 6.9 76
SRNERYREEAR 2 12.8 141




TR LB SR | 202 VR T AR

E=IiviIE=R-9 7

BEERMFEARE. T SmaEaEmRyr, uio s mEMmEERiss . ETmiiteE, B
OHPEEEE RS 225, 2%. HE shYim o H BRI R E (R22) , HEMNBEEH
P RIR S

WEEADAEANKREAANE, 255 8EAM107209870-80%. HEHEKEERIHER, 2K
EHERBEENEEH. BERERFERSIKER (300-400F@E/RW) MiwaskEs (150-
170 FE/R W) ZHRk. WO RHER (5-80FE/RW) M. & EMEIE . &k B E 1A
BEERAN. AEAFESWMEAR, —MEM N2 RERNBRKIAER (25FE/RW) , 5
— R/ EER (6FERD) « HERHASESERRNEERAMEZAEN (Tomoskozid:
AN, 2001%F; Boye# A, 20104F; Mertens® A, 2012%F; Lam# A, 20184) .

HORLTRR2ERSERS, THEHRR. BEaRNFTE2RNEE (5822) o sGHMERE
Yi—kE, BEEAERERSENEER S EHNR. REhn (R 32" ) NERRSE
FIFDE IR S f o, R SRR L5 BC (T A Sh ) Tl fet REAR U th S B A B R -1l

2. LRIEIFERELLH] . T B BN R AR IE EEBA R BB D BB R e . L2285 T
FEM B Al i BB ETH (LR

2.2 (RGO LR o LR PR ) B e

R FERSE (%) HEA K ( EigtREEA R (%)
HE A ERF
Hfl: 22.2%)
JFAE - T ¥ P
15 2R 191 21 8.60 90 87
HER 053 059 239 82 82
FRRAR 0.94 1.04 423 81 77
SRR 156 172 7.03 81 76
i R 163 1.80 734 85 85
HRAMR 0.21 023 0.95 77 73




el ok o R AR Ry

F22 kO AR S RN SIETYE & B = R R (22)

RER RERSE (%) HEBR A ( [ fabr HEE LR (%)
L B AR

Bk - o OO 2220 o 8 -
%%@%ﬂ}“ 052 057 234 73¢ 68
MR
INRIR 0.83 0.92 3.74 76 78
BER 0.21 0.23 0.95 69 66
TN 1.03 114 464 78 72
N MR 0.95 1.05 428 77
REAMR 256 283 153 82
PR 0.31 034 140 68 65
BRI 3.87 428 17.43 86
H&ER 0.95 1.05 428 79
IR 094 104 423 97
228 105 116 473 79
it 2R 059 0.65 266 78

§%9. bRHIK 7> &5
PEEEZKMRE

‘AMINODat® 4.0

EEEFEMREZNR

=N
==
Ul

(20124F)

(20124F) HAR =R HI-FHE)E




ok S B FE S | 2020 R TR

A

B ARLRIYT S e 2% (JERE, SEEERAFFR R 22012640 E) o FRHoT ABRT IR 4L (L
FALMPEWRRALA. BRI A 2 5 BRI A R 215%. MORMURIIRITRAAI 2
VAT R 70 0 7 IR TR IF130 2% M148. 4% o MR (n-3) MNEIHAR (n-6) i EIEIIRIN9.1%
F139.2% (Ciurescu® A, 2018%F) .

R &

G HIRAKICED DATER AN T, TR EF &2 840~50%, LF4ER T3 & E10~20%. #23

SR G K SRR . JEM H B FHEM A SR AR . BiEiEmNEHEm S8R S
(35~65%) , 18iEfiEmSEMPIEEM SERT/NEME XK. HRER, BIHELIEHEENHE

G YRR L AR R, RIS INIEIRRIE G (Herwig®E A, 20194F) .

BIEFE (REE/IMELFAE) RITFI (WIEEFAE) RO ELFAEM T BRI B 7% T ph A4 e
7, TE140~2605L/ A IS ELFEh, 20620-0050/ /4 7 ATV HEIS LR . 501 2856 2%(K%
SR, V3%ERE. O0%AN TR, 23% KIRHIRIL. THAEATTENE. T M (T A W Sh U 25
A TEHIRH -
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#*23 kBG

KL E YR

D%y FHEME (R © FHEE (T
TEM 406 449
e s A e 0.02 0.03
TERE 13 15
i 0.9 10
UGN 23 26
FEALE 17 19
AR 57 6.3
BRRERVRE AR 189 209
RRVEVR R AT 4E 6.1 6.8
RIFiZE 05 05

FEEIEH H ToshflYada (20104E) . Adamidouf A (20114E) . Dahl&E A (20124) . Ciurescu
FEAN (2018%) MWt iRE

2 FE95RHIK I &



kg S B FES | 20200 R TR

A= M W ot

BOPSEEENTYFEMN, S8 N04~118% (TR, HivER) , HIKEH
(039~045%) . # (0.10~0.14%) H1%5 (0.08~010%) . F¥KE, ¥ 0.0097%
Bk, 0.0042%Mf. 0.0041%5%. 0.0012%%H. 0.0011%4%. 0.0009%%i }20.0004%H . HIT-# o]
BRI T8 BE. BE. FSINIRIN, B PIRIN A ESHERR. A E S EER, 7EHE
B IERR B RERE S iH LR . HETHE R 4 E RS BN TR D, MERIIEREE, £100
T TR0, 132 it (44EEB1) MoBZERiZEE (B2) » 1005w Tib 37501012
LR (ReichartflIMacKenzie, 19824F; Dang® A, 2000%F; Sandberg, 20024F) .

REE
SR, B AR A BRI . XS R, B S 2806 TR/ AT AR IER

MACETEE (AMEN) |, 7ESETARIT, O &2419T R/ ToeifhE (NE) , fFERAER,, Wod
1330 TR/ Tt EFRE (NEg)

BGOSR R I BOA Tz, HEEEM & THM SRR . B s O ReeE (ERE) i
RTEK (672TR/AFT) , S/ (412TR/ A7) MRE (2327TR/AF) MHZ. REEA]
{HILRE (DE) EUACHRE (ME) FCHIFETRF S Rk s SRR RE, WIR DS R IA R B G RE &
BN RS b, w2 7E g N bt ) o U C LIRS PR R BB B S B . 14 RE R G AE SR A L LI
PO R IEHREE S B, 8 7 TRk i I 0 S s i 4 Y AR R A RE

F AR B O R IE R RE N 2805 TR/ A Fr, @R IR R R MAHBEL N
3800 TR/ A JT. BRAREMFHIRNEMIR AT RE E RHE R RER /K, 75 WIXE DR o6 5 ] T~ XS
Fro B IR S B0 LA RAIER A RE PR E AR . HEFMEHIN T T ZAE
SERTER AR, M S INE & DRk b B 38 SR EL RIS 0E 7 RTREME . TaPRHIn X R IE R W
BRI H LRI 2 WA IR & R o7

fEA R, o A RE R (B T A A 2ROk . 0 L R BRI R 7E R B A AR R B
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2.4 RO IR

D%y FEME (FRE) ¢ FEE (FYE)
AMEn (%#&) * 2805 3100
DE (J%) ®© 3504 3871
ME (%) ® 3240 3580
NE (J&) ® 2419 2672
TDN (R&zh)) < % 78 86
DE (R&zh¥) « 3470 3834
ME (R&#)) © 3080 3403
NEG (R&zh)) « 1330 1470
NEL (R&zh¥)) « 1810 2000

2CiurescufE A (20184F) ; b EEERMARENZE (20124) ; ¢ MEXFEMBEOITILIER (2003
F) ; d 5%k GEITE

AMEN: RARIEFRMACIEAE;
DE: wJiH{tAE; NE: {#8E;

TDN: T4 fb 554y NEG: HEEEEHE;, NEL: WILIAHEE



TR LB SR | 202 VR T AR

PUE TN T

IREL GBI M GRHEYA DL, B8O TS 7R N S SR R E L B H N . AT (R
25) o khed SRR RIS N T A B BT SRS, ERR S A TR IER
Mg SAME AR e MO, EETE S A BT A B AR

L Py R X el Ak o ) FB A T A R - S K N, S ER I BT AR, A I L h M A1
MR, BRSNS KRN, x5 EABERIEK . 58S B E B K & X
Bk

FrEEME R S A TER, FILEEVIRER . IR FR(RFS. BE. BFRIARE. R et
FH R TR il R i KR 8 L PR AR R RV 7R R RN . R & sh W 9 B A E W RE P AR R R I, A
PIEOR B R BRI AR, M ER BT [ & 3P IAR/N (HumerAllZebeli, 20154) o HT /2
—MZWmRAEY, SHABSEAR. TIREFEERMREGRIELIRE. BT e YL
ZB-120000 . MRS A A TEMMON T, BTSRRI, AR 4= EaE ki
AP

%25 FEHT LA AIEER AR A R AR R ESTE 7R R &8 (Adamidouf® A, 20114)

FEERET ( (E N S oM "o [EES
72/1007%%)

J DM JE g2 DM JE A2 DM JE k2 DM
R B ] BT ) A1 0.24 0.27 132 1.46 0.19 0.22 133 147
ETA 1.0 12 03 0.4 2.8 32 19 21
BT 07 08 01 01 11 13 04 05

2 $%9. bEHIK I &

SRS, Mk G RTE SR X S A = R RERTE TR BUR AR IR, NAZ AR O
SRR ] o



el ok o R AR Ry

EE%?&\II/iFK'II%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂf’ﬂﬂrﬂ #2262 P FhE F D RHERHR FE RS . it G R E
Qéﬁ?é*ﬂﬂlﬁé, Tﬂfﬁ*ﬁj\/m\%ﬁ RE B IR ML S M RE . TRt E DR ZE O G KA
tt, RElia 2RI, FA4SERS.

26 RO S HMEREE RS (FEAS) R (EEEZMRZNR2012F4RE; EEERT

199444k )

B (FEAES) el et 5 SR 451 Fx
T¥ 88.10 88.79 88.12 88.31
ﬁ?h;'Erz xfgj)? /% 2709 2230 2249 3350
N(E%()JF R/ 2419 2148 2143 2672
HHEH 2217 4390 2716 8.24
FAET 12 124 130 3.48
KT 4t 6.16 6.60 855 198
Koy 286 6.38 343 130
TER 4346 189 39.22 6255
H R AT 4 12.84 9.82 13.29 an
PR M TR AT 4 6.90 6.66 1033 2.88




FEH S HD N 000000000008
EEER AN RS

B OB R R IR AR R AR . TS, K. EER. g (BUt) Fmody
FEF H s m . XUk a e (MRIUS4. 6465%) « HORkGEN (S0 EH95359%%) .
BEmOEE (5853165%) . GOy (§425%) Mol (F4265%) CERAMELER
K36 719834 AR &) HLuEm A kR

XU ERK R A R B O A o I E AR =753, KRR R R . KA R EE:
PESRENE: . FREIREGEMIBR MEIREGE:, 1REVG M F T Bt 5 Sy el g . XU i e i o
BRI URE,  FEARARE /NI K SORE 23 B B BRI M XL 5 K VA PR B A EEFE AR

b AR, HOTHEEZMEB/N. EEMMF, KERREUEMTUE 7RR T AR S, A
sraifEE, HXGEEEEMH (Vogelsang-O'Dwyerd A, 20204F) .

B KL Al TR L. BEE e EZENH TR EBERANIEE R, R MaER. BREbR,
BIHITER . B AR sy EEAE A A TR A & i T (RRAE (o 2P3LRE. K
SBERIBEAENE) REledtie A& i, RV AE TS ZL4E (Schneeman, 20014) . Bt
YELRERR = PROKBES), SEANAENT, PR E& B (ToshHllYada, 20105 AN) o B EZF4EtLR (R
BV MR R

XI5 SR 4 B B S R o

F31. K3 2R3N FLIRGIEH (PPC) HIE SRR, AR RFITUE 77 K T hor
o PIOHRAECRG 7L EAR, 2URIARERER, RN TEEY R, £8%
EEKFE IR R (FUB k)  EVER . WHEERSE SO ERR . B IRAE A S R
b, EARGEMRS, BERSERS, GaEAEARWERER . BREEEARKS, BEiK
FHERE R E BRI A o e TR G, (%33) |, (BRI ok Y B R A 1) P -5
o I, AR eI A TS %A = R 9 R e B I E S R T (A




TR L AE R | 2021V RBH T LR ¥

#£31 XuEBHEIRAEEHNERKS (GunawardenaE A, 20104F)

£ % JERE (%) @ ForE (%)
TER 107 11.82
HEH 46.5 5138
FLAT 4t 0.92 101
el 258 285
K4y 487 538
5 0.08 0.09
ok 0.75 0.83
%9 5% KK &

14



FEED PEA FRACTIONS USED IN THE FEED INDUSTRY
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FEED PEA FRACTIONS USED IN THE FEED INDUSTRY

#3.3 Rk L kg = A NHUE 7B T4 (Gunawardena® A, 20104 )

PUEFRETF (32/1005%8) JE e FHB
Ly 075 0.83
P £ I 1 [ T % 0.45 05
21%9.5% K53 .

XU TE SIER IR R i O S R R P . 3. 4. F3. 5RIFRS. 6 B E RS E. &R
IR BFIUVE R TR . TEMIRAGDIINTER & 2145168, 9%, EHABISET. 56%, ARl

0. 5b4%, BEIAITEM 2= HM3T. 3%. IRAHIEM S TR AEKEIE M, 7T T T KIEm e

(Gunawardena®® A, 20109F) o 7EMWFLEMERIRIRIRIN20%X % 38 Sk 48 iE A2 R 3/ N 2 RETE B
FEWT S TGE RS R DL (Thingnes®E A, 20134F) .

3.4 Xk O kg S = (Gunawardenaf: A, 20104%)

EFREF (3/100%) JE A T
TEM 689 76.1
FEH 756 835
FHET2E 0.86 0.95
FRAERT 0.54 059
W5y 119 131
75 0.030 0.033
i3 0.15 0.16

§%9.5% MK 7 & .



FEED PEA FRACTIONS USED IN THE FEED INDUSTRY

35 Xk CikGEIEm 2 ERA S (Gunawardena® A, 20104)

RER JERE (%) ® TR (%)
R 0.55 060
HE 0.17 0.18
R 0.29 0.32
SRR 0.49 0.54
=R 054 0.59
AR 0.07 0.08
KNEAMR 0.33 0.36
R 0.28 0.30
BRR 0.07 0.08
AEN A 034 037
=Y 033 036
RERIR 0.86 0.95
PR 0.14 0.15
BRMR 140 154
HamR 036 0.39
5 0.32 0.35
Ik =R 0.20 0.22

2459 5% [ 7K 53 & Bk
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#36 XEkB Sk EANDUE 7R T (Gunawardena®: A, 20104F)

PUEFRETF (32/1005%8) JE e Tk
Lisy 0.20 0.22
i £ I ] PR -3 0.05 0.06
129 5% IR 5 & .

e R i AT B 2H o O 25 A

Tl AT B L A BAS R o BEAR K o JRlt /D Gk o a2 1 P ek st B AR O L (PR el ik AR - 1A

I, A b S P . DT R A XA A R ORI T 5

BOREARS IR S, EHSEBEES, ATDASmEIE sk, mORK. SREEN
ORI & o T AU IR R ) TR R W RO S o S A TR

A S0 PASE FRTE Y IR IERC 7T b, SR A S (RAI AR EC 7T, O B — R iRt EUREE 202047
2H Z202V IR N0 A2 G ik, MR E 37 o0 FI B8 Pl RHEBHMATAS (S S G . s A& it
BARMT:

BIMEE = (ERMIEX80%) + (THIUNFE X27%) -




] *LE%EAQ’EEI ¥ 50000000000
Ho e S HB Y
A4S

SR EAOLFE AR EDEEER . BTEYE AR s, TR Tl Y & R R R
TR BT, B, RESEIFEDEAERFERER . BmafERmEs, TMRERE
TR IR 7 TR OB S T oK RE R RORE . TR @ bt s N 9 L/ 30 L B I, 20T R
TRt R TR, HE TS N L

S 5 o] MR 5 L ) {1 T SR T

S SRRSO BRI E, BAERE R TIRN20T30%M B, IR &
R PERE O . #24. LR ARYE AR T 45 FAHEA RSB IR R B8 A8 EEfo

HR, ERAEEAYIER T, fJAER SRR RN20%M 5 8 EA MK &4~ MaE. 2017
F, ProskinafllCerina?E BRI AT T H B G Al &2 S AR R —38 0 K G a1 1453 B4 10%F]
20% ) LLBI7E PR R i Ok A R R S 2R AR A B S, DM EM, SERERA, WhN20%5 568
MO EE, PRERHEEEER, BRIRA A, RATE SRR s S 2 T 17 .

BORER SRS, ERRNENERNSERR, mME L o @ &R ERR . B,
WHEATIE L AR, RN C R SR SRR . S S BRI ER, a6
EEBRR. AR S MAR SR GBI 7. KA bl i A 2 R 52
TR TARH Y R RR - . B IERhERESE R AR L 5T, PG XS AE PR RE

KA FEE R A TRl g S RN E B

KE WM Falkh R ISR B (%)
et 30
ESEE] 20
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L

FOM LA TREEFRFERE. fEEFHENRE LM, EHEEENERRERS, &
FEVER R TR PR TE (LB UM . S AE R S . RN T REFT R A A e, MOt
YR KN, fEE R &R S IER, EETTIEAIEME. SRS E. BOiEm T
BIE RIS ERy, HIEERE, TTREFF(IIZE 2, IS0 e i ] S B0 e & 52>
(Sharmafs A, 20215) . AN, AR ER, WIMEIHEEME L T —E0 Nie it &
B, 28 TERMAZCE (Herwig® A, 2019b; Aftab% A, 20184E) . Sharma%: A (2021
) MREDL, 7L PG TE I/ N2 Joks Al bR g SR R R R, PO B R T R I AR
G5, WHREIEMPHBERE, (BIEiE R A R & K.

WFEE N T REXE hnyE b ks SIE s B H it RS X BMEMIE®R (LongstafffllMcNab, 1987
F) o TEMEREVN, JEEREE (Carre® A, 19984F) . FiklARA—EFEME (Conan
FEN, 19926F) . flRgERR S IEH R, RO ARFRB G R ZRZER (CarreE A, 1987

F; CarrefE N, 19914F) . JEMMBELRNFIMFICETEE (AME) o 2B, HIRREIR & O
REAFFESHEATR, BENERERICEEE (AMEN) B, GrosjeanE A (19994F) MRS
B, TEAXGAR S N g SYe Ao SR, SR RARIER WA BE 43 A 2851 R/ A Fr T4
JFURI3150TFR/ A TR 55 R pa R SN 22 Rk B BN 25 18 i AR IE R WA AR
(CarrefE A\, 19874F) .

— ALY, BN TR A0 T MR B RN T AL RN B e BB OGS 1 S I R IR A M
FelbgE, B R S HEMMA MR R M 12938 N 2040%, B 1o O @A S MR R 3 2 85%. Il L

WREFR (R I O ) AR R E A E %R (Masoero®E A, 20054E) . HFHEM LI FREHEIAAM a JEHy
BHH R (Diaz¥E A, 20064F) . FrEmORERm TR, MEH. OHREERNAELFIRE
PR EIARMIELE (HejdyszFE A, 20164F) . {HZE, R[EMRITEIREUR, SR L] FREE

FRIEILZE N (Al-MarzoogifllWiseman, 20094F) .

AT, EIFETE {0 S & B0 O A S DRk DR ik A A5 R S 0 1




FEED PEA AND FEED PEA FRACTIONS IN POULTRY DIETS

FEAEARE XS REEME A RIE. o O R A S B R AR =17 B R A B 73R ME LR
ETEY. PEHUIETE, S59MHY (Masey ONeillZE A, 20124E; KoivunenZ A, 2016

fF; WittenFE A, 2018%F) o TERIXSIARHRINGER405H B TRy ki e, oo Bk sl i1t
Wrire o S A B TP IA B R AE K MERE (NalleFE A, 20M4E; Diaz¥ A\, 2006%F; Laudadio#
Tufarelli, 20104F; Hejdysz% A, 20174F) .

TE XY Fa L R A N 40% 50 AL Bt e i Do A0 TRV N E SRR IR E NS AR K (R42) |, MEERR
(LaudadioflITufarelli, 20104F) . WFFTFRIH, 7ERXSIERHE ((RIRHIRL, 708K ) WANN120%4
RIZ KA E Oy, OB 30 DMMEEEEREAER (Nalle¥E A, 20104F) .

FrEN CRERR(R o OrP R RR . P MR EeiR e dE . BRMESRIREF4E R PTETEr S 5, M B0 Py WS el
BB O IRINE (HejdyszFE A, 20174F) . HIABL0%LA N B i O AR S A FEE RN LG
HIERHE EEBH B AR T RS AR, FEm oAk R aa (23855 ) FlEE (1415/57%) TR
T omkH R EE (25045) FIME (14675/55) , RAAREAE THIEM LIRS 7 &7
R R . B i O R A B B O T Bl 2 T B KA O B2, 55 i O EL i 58
O~1ARANBIL50%, 1FHI5~35KAHIT30%, FEO~35KAMiT40% (£43)

FA2 HHFE O ARG A ERENIE SR BUH LRI (Laudadiofll Tufarelli, 20104F)

i H R day e

F14~49K oK [ AS)
Ry (%)

Fll JBT/ INZZ AR A 7415 53.85
TR (48%HEH) 195 0
i . 0 40
L =R 0.44 0.25
DL-FHZEE 0.16 0.25




FEED PEA AND FEED PEA FRACTIONS IN POULTRY DIETS

FA2 rakr o R4 REAIE SR BUH RSN (LaudadiofI Tufarelli, 20104E (£%)

iE| JRE LGSy

F14~49K oM WY
Ao (%)

ME (TK/2F) 2889 2889
FEH 2056 20.49
TR (%) 115 115

HARFMERE (%) 0.79 078
B

RE (%) 2549 2529
ADG (7z) 50.4 499
ADFI (52) 105 106.1
FCR (5&:50) 203 2.05
FTR (%) 12 11

ME: fiiifE; ADG: “F¥HHIE;
ADFI: “FHEREH;
FCR: Tkt b2
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FA3 FEFHE G AIN EEE IS A EREFIE FRY BUH AL R AI52IR - (Hejdysz&E A, 20174F)

TPkt eh B IR B SN LB (%)

mH

o 10 20 30 40 50
HE (5)
F0~14K 272 302 304 305 308 300
$15~35K 1464 1440 1501 1403 1323 1319
0~35K 1735 1761 1806 1709 1707 1578
KEE ()
HF0~14K 374 397 407 425 419 372
$E15~35K 1979 1978 2166 1993 1920 1853
$0~35K 2353 2371 2580 2412 2330 2225
kLR
F0~14K 138 131 136 136 138 144
$15~35K 135 138 140 142 143 141
E0~35K 136 138 140 142 142 141

HRG

B — P E A E G AR R FEERGRDRE R ESIN E B S EL B M OB N 250% iR H, BRXSHY
HHEFER, HEERENERFERERITFAT (£44) . BN30%wm G, REFERMELSERK
(Fru-Nji%e A, 20074F) . IAN30%38 SRS SR EH ELRERR m - R E Ml s W s, HAEH
HEFEEREARNZ 52N (CiurescuflPana, 20174F) .
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R4.4 RN LG 247 76 I B XS A = RE RIS (Fru-Nji %A, 20074F)

TiH PRk AR B S s EE B (%)

o 10 20 30 40 50
B4y (%)
Tk o 0.00 10.00 20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00
A 19.43 16.79 14.23 11.60 9.07 6.53
DL-EAMR 0.16 0.17 0.18 0.19 0.20 0.21
BN (%)
GE (FFR/2AT) 4323 4251 4299 4275 4132 4203
HEH 201 200 19.8 203 198 19.3
(& YR Y
HHEPER 903 90.8 90.8 o11 90.0 899
= = E
ﬁ‘“‘i (7L 60.0 59.7 59.8 61.0 59.8 59.3
H=H) )
e (va/H) 516 473 46.4 46.1 457 431
IR S =1 I 1
REhE (/) (R 120 120 121 122 122 124
H) )
IR
ERWmE (A7) 4.4 44 43 43 43 4.4
HEpia 146 145 145 145 146 145
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K

el MR S PRk, KOS5 R A0 I ZAR IE R WA AE 73 51 R 2795 F R/ AT T BfI 3057 F R/ )T
T, (AR S5EEPEOMETMLL, AOSHTHE AR pRIEAR . FER BRI
KRMBEEIFHE RS (Palander® A\, 20064) . Zdunczyk® A (20204F) HIWFR SN, 7E/NE-
ALK AL FR S AN 3 0% 5 AN 52 M K XS PR H A2 EE RS R A BT RE -

55

JE M REA A B O MR T SR S R R L, SR TR R R
RMAEERF R A E RS (NyachotifE A, 20044F) , BHART ATERSARHHR MBI G, R W.
Newkirk{CEANE R GRMMEIEREIFR T i MBI, 4R8N, BE —MERIEEER,
AR TR . H BT A R T b e SN T EORR ST ST B R

ARk o 20 3 FE X & A AR g N A

H BT M Xk i 40 70 M R 5T iR /D . HerwigZ A (2019a) HIMFFE Bon, 74l

B & e X B S iEm = IR B =M E . HEERE TR e 2R E O IEk g
MmED, RSN REEAZHOIEN . HerwigtE NMEIEREE /D2 R ek s
JERNE, BT It . MR E TR TN, ININ25%0 SIEM i, ARG/ RS

(Herwig® A\, 2019b) . 7EAQEE/INEJE M alifb i Sie R 00 LB M 0% N 21100 % ) i #2
i, 10~20E A B XY R H = B R AE IS N6 TR 2= 4l 8 SiE M A B i K{E . 7EO~20JF i HA A,

FEER S B S e NI R BN T R RSN . N3 2%5 SISk N, ERoTEE AR AR KAE.
HENZHOIEM S EMEN, ERMN32%H S IEMm N AR R KE, REBEME B IEHIRIIEHH
fnm 22 (HerwigZ A, 2019a) .

73 $% 5% 10% 5% ELl e T oK G TR R R IR I R g SR A H oy, AR2UK)E, XS RYERF
PIFRE S H PR E R AN N, R R 24K (VelayudhanF A, 2019%) . {HTF
EENGE, EREERIET DR 0 BARRWETT, EoRGEA WURITRRE . 50 O by F o SR Y
RIEERR AN, N2 SRHORL T ot p A RE 2 (R B A P XS Y 2 7 1R RE



5 mEtm O MER T 00000

S A R R
M H]

TRl LA T S ) T Bk R A T R R . B8 2 — A OU BT BRDRHEORE, & TR, REFZAR
E B ASE R, R ARG AR . ORISR AR GEE R, REFUE R
H B P E R R R

A=y

TERCHIBE IR, RABEEAHFRER R

FREIA R REBO RIS TT AT RER, Rl 2 mardE. BB A REE . S A e iH LREE.
AR RE RIS AE S BB VA AR 95%. 99%MIN3% (EEE R RE S, 20124E) . DA
EA LR S LA H RN B RC A TR, 45 RERAT, BN SR ER N LB i 2B = VERE AT Tl
Wi (CastteldF A, 19964F; SteinF A, 20104F) o DAEREFIbRHE R iz ] 1H 1t 2 52 B 0 B iR i 1]
R, TR I EREF AR UE ] i n] AL R R S5 RE B Y TE R B R AR L MU ER = o LIS b8, [ NN S i S
1191 SY ey Gl 8

XTSRRI G 2R T 55 N AN BB AR R R TS . A A RIS (), 3 RE SE I 7R (E
MR ER 7. MHCHFRIHE T SR AR Sk B S8 2 SR & TR AR R 2
SIRAFEX KB IEERS (KiarieMNyachoti, 20074F; Thackerd A, 2004%F; Htoo%:
AN, 2008%F) . XrefRiMSekr Ao St Mgt H A E A M EZEREARE, ERoRE
IREREMB MR (KiarieflINyachoti, 20074F) . WKl o b R tREIR S AT . HETR .
REEMEERIELE (HtooF A, 20084F) .

SCRGIER, e R B EE AR e CACR RAF. 3G HIPTE SRR T IR T RN R AU AE
BIHMCR, £ R LIRS 7B OSSR R . EEMEGHRER, MEKEEE—

K, L (WHEMPEIR) BEvaikih e, SEBm OSBRI . (B2, MRMRERHA
—2, TWEHITEZR . RIEAERINARIIIRER, ERS. IFPAUR S AR B kb
ik RN 1 AL

5.1 FEE R A pe e A IR EE A

¥ b alkk b ISR BB (%)
W44 20
K E A 40

R 20
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L

TEMASEGRET,  BE—MET2. b2 K3 KL TR, BRI S 20 R 8 T AL 07 A e
O LA T8 AR . B IRM30%E 542K . 3282 k80742 KAL1EM M (4 HIf8F1035
K BAFCK NSO MK IR ) MR B O DS, TeR P KERIgS, Rt E L RE &
BEE FEARE RN (MontoyaflLeterme, 20M4E) o MBS SKRE, FEEhD i B
I TEA5 . BEOXAE AR E R /N TH00/Ck i w ook, 724 KB B R RITRLE600
RIS S

PR PR R PR (A AR I B s e, RS REEE. |ARAEMEHARIER, REaXm
VERTRZ —2tE. B, EREDEGESH, HEESR (70~757C)  Z&7AHlkL (80~85°C) B HIZ
FHE (M5°C) LEMIEY, A1 05 i A W& i e it (IR R R F i Ao i O i
B B - IE 7R 1.6 2 50/ Se w1 GATE 1 A FE Al _E IR0, 8-112& 5 /ve . (IRIRHRIIE N T AEE(H,
PR M TWER 2R . ARR. SRR 22N EEmEAR (Hugmand
N, 20214E) . FHA0%M 3 S A 30% 0 SRR 10% 8 Tk ik, {RIRFPRLA G 50 T % a i i
AR MERE (Hugman®E A, 20204F) . fHR, HiEHE (110~135 C) H5KN THo4HMH,
BRI H S E M E A FERMEARE S (Tusniof A, 20174) .

MRS, ERERERIYMNEBEELR = E R AR S RE R, HR SRk —80, H
RIFTRETE T o O T BEERT ., HEEERE/NT/NESRE . EB /N R R AR R bR
EHBH AR S Wr T E =Y FUE /2R (HargreavesHllSauer, 20114E) . AIRE23ATHY

KRR PAsw O B A o A ME— B RN, A2 BB A s i ) 2 2R IH L3 (Dadalt®
AN, 2016%F) . MR, TEE20%E M O T (IKE65~13AT) Tk A s N Sk i RETE = 1A R
BAKMEF R HI%E (Brooks® A, 20094F) .

FEONLX B G IHRE MRS R G RARS . AR LS. sh AR DRI
SN ZE S A ] BEE s B Ve REZE o T BEAE — IR ST X B TR, AR5 2 40 4 e ek o
LA ELHTHIS20R -
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RT3 S A
BERAETHSMBER SRR, FAEPERRT, R TS ARmEes], Es o 0a o] fERh ik
YA TR L B RE B AR BORTE

FENCHRE S, WP SRR F A TR RE AT [ i AR R DL S, R I A0%38 ., 58
EHRAR BRI, 450 RERE S RYERRA s . L H R BEE 5 S N Ee
HuREnm % (Landeroff A, 20144F) o [RIAE, FERCTT PR [R5 BRI bR HE A iz ] TH fL A =2 R Y
UL, MA0%tARtE S O LECRML) (W& ek B 302 R 10%/ )N 22 AN S M- £ H 14
H (%52) . fEHugman® A (20204F) HIRTFTHY, B8 ORI FNI RE £ A Al iH (L RER/ N T Ok
R REEANIPITHILRER, BT EIZRZ AR R s Sk rh B RA S RER, Mol REE M E
I, FAEFE HREEIEMN, S5 R, WS SR E R RIS .

5.2 TEERHR AN N AN g SO g 28 (45 2 R AERERISE MY (Hugman#: A, 20204¢)

=)

TiH

SBM AL Cold-P Steam-P BE
o (%)
N 56.77 475 475 475 475
[SiE| 30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KhnTwg 0.00 40 0.00 0.00 0.00
RiEHIRE# T | 0.00 0.00 40 0.00 0.00
SEISHIRB Y. | 0.00 0.00 0.00 40 0.00
At =1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 40
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5.2 TERRHA AN AR TAIN T8 S W 2B A B R MERERSEI . (HugmansE A, 20204F)  (%%)

i

ByiE|

SBM FmL Cold-P Steam-P BE
B (%)
Eiﬁff F 2393 2393 2393 2393 2393
f/mfjf% T 2342 2173 2165 2175 2161
HEH 26.45 19.4 18.74 19.25 19.27
FHRERT 345 255 226 250 230
TEH 3389 30438 2728 2903 320.8
PR IR AT E | 953 949 96.8 946 105.9
FRVEVERETYE | 461 429 525 485 59.0
FEIHREE (W/K)
FI~TR 528 562 567 562 598
FT~14K 528 562 567 562 598
F14~21K m9 153 1203 193 1162
FI~21K 813 853 882 857 876
FEIHMGE (W/R)
FEI~TR 331 339 333 357 401
FT~14K 594 506 538 499 526
F14~21K 738 738 721 764 710
FI~21K 554 528 531 540 545
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5.2 TEm R RN AN 88 G Wi 2 4 £ R PERERUS2 IR (HugmanE A, 20204)

=)
WiH
SBM FmT Cold-P Steam-P FrHE

R

H~TR 062 061 058 063 068
H7~14K 074 0.60 061 061 059
HE14~21K 0.66 064 061 064 061
F1~21R 068 062 0.60 063 062

— AN
gﬂ'@ (4 217 21 211 213 214

PR (AR A AERRAEL. 215 iz Al i ik
735 bR Al EAE AR R . 3.9 e b E R n] i L AR . 3. v A (| i ] i fb e =R
6.9 5T b [ml iz AT I AL 4 2= R M 5.9 T A fE [ml i vl Y Ak S = IR

NE: {$fE; NDF: miMEyeiferde; ADF: BRMEveiRerdt; SBM: TOHl;
Cold-P: {Kig#lkr; Steam-P: z&i5HHL




FEED PEA AND FEED PEA FRACTIONS IN SWINE DIETS | 202 1 4= L r ol 45 7

AR E NS R

BOREMA A KB G R A AU E B ER A REEIEORE,  DURA7E P EthiaRER S L T, /A
HL PR H BB BRI 38 S A A TR R N L] . Stein®E A (20064F) INWFRB/R, BEEIE S I
EEBIRT PAARI66%, HIATOUE RN . FEANER, B SR SEPRIRAN EEBI L AR08 /T T-20% H140%.

IR R, fEPaERAHARERIE LT, FARM LaH Ew oS e A AE K E BN 4
FEMERE . MRIRZHARFIA B (ChrenkovaZE A, 20M4E; PrandiniZ: A, 2014E; SmithZE A, 2013
F; White® A, 2015%; DegolafllJonkus, 2018%) . B4, ZGFEMMXAR (FKRTH) FHk
hEB DA E (H36HmE Ao AT WM SGEABESE (H6%M B A £ KA
SR RN (£53) , GRER, OB EKEREABFREM. mE, Boxt
TR ERE. BRAARERL. BRI LB G s . VEERH, BioEERKE AR S
IR MEANEEEY T HIRE, 25 EEER S RNER R (SteinfE A, 20064F) .

P A PR TR 5E P AN SR ORI M 2 — . FRE P AR R IS R B E AR R L, A
JESEINSE TR R B AN LB BRI, JETR R IR 38 S ELBA R 6 0%, FEHIR &2 A
kS A2 5200 (Rajendram, 20126F) o 7EMRHHERN66%B CLHE M T, & & HE

BERK (SteindE A, 20064) , FABHERIR, EREARERRS T RAREGZER . &HK
i, EEREEEPRINSEEALZEENR R (Steinge A, 20064F) .

AL O B S T B I e RN L, PR AR B AERAAE LR, SteinAl]
Bohtke (20074F) 7ENSHR FCE A AT MR AT AT RN L, Z553R0, il LRETR M
RIGHRE R B R 0HEAR . geE . (e AbsER R A HE R ST Do iEs 7 REER £
HILTERIHER . ZaworskaFE A (20184F) IIMFFILE R, B CHT ol T RESe iR A LE A B IR [m]
P AL R ML E A TH L E R IH R
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#5.3 BLAINELE] (FpEMERR) WARE R A ERERMAR KRB (FRYESteindE A (2006) 1)

HRIRENDR)
KM BHIE R Ja HIE s
I hEE B sl hEE B sl hEE B sl
= = =
XTHR4H 0 0 XTHR4H 0 0 papiEi:| 0 o
4y (%)
£k 73.64 4951 3120 80.77 56.71 4957 86.95 6197 6187
= - 36.0 66.0 - 36 48 - 36.0 36.0
o 24.0 120 - 17.0 5.0 - 11.0 - -
ME (T
K/ 3326 3287 3248 3334 3261 3233 3342 3272 3272
JT)
Nisya=4
)P%;’SE' 15.90 15.90 16.40 13.70 13.60 1430 12.90 12.70 12.70
0
gﬁ?;‘;ﬁ“ 0.95 102 0.95 088 093 0.89 0.70 073 073
0
EAMR
e A 0.60 0.58 0.59 0.51 0.48 0.53 0.47 0.44 0.44
(%)
ERMEEE
ADFI (
i 1.86 1.85 183 287 2.81 299 333 3.03 3.45
NI
2\\?% ( 0.80 0.81 0581 093 0.96 1.00 0.86 0.82 086
A\
GF (&
T/ 043 0.44 0.45 033 0.34 033 0.27 0.27 0.25
)

ME: n[ftiigE: ADFl: V¥ HRZEE,
ADG: F¥JHIEE,; GF: PRHL
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MBI

AR H B B AR B s, ARRE S AL RHE R ER . B RTHISCER T, RAE SRR
2R N 350 0 R R DR e 2B 7 M B PRS2

TPt g o 20 o3 e A TR R

PR GEF AR A e A . Kok T 2AERGE S = A E Nt 2R g s, Realzshit
YR EENEFY FUE RG22 H . RS R AR (VosedE A, 1976
., Price®E AN, 19854; Owusu-Ansah#IMcCurdy, 19914 ) . FHMwm o kgiEH (10.5%) B4
SRR EAPEALL, 7E26~36 HIRIHE A K IMERE N . 1E48H IR, TalM o o ks & H A
SEMLEREE B IH AR T X IR (ValenciaSE A, 20084) o 5 —TREFE I Zor, el XL E
weaaE e (GRS ER45%) FR S EREMEREEE, ERENER. &mAR. . TYER
HIE iR IE R M 2E L ETE R S, BER AR E R IE R S . TR SR Aa ek (
ARV 73.27% ) TR A KA e R E AL R AR K TE R R AR K, I B SR
g AN R BB M B =2 A KA RIS 77 BURIE (Gunawardenas® A, 20104F) .
FEFARR AN e (20%) eI FLIHFYHREBE. FHREREENLDREE, MNEEN
R AR . B SR v DA i FL BB R R I E e R (ThingnesF A, 20134F




—_—-

R OE R £ 0000000

YTk S e RN VARE

BT 5 R F B — RO UBUSR,. BT 2r20™28% (TR MBI 43~57% (FR)
RIBERY (HeuzeSE A, 20174F) | JETIHL SOMI. TORSAMERHOEER LS. BANGTIL
ST R AIRI ., (U2, 90 58 4 A AP (e P BB R

6.1 [ sh b S R R AN LA

TR ﬁﬁﬂméﬁf%E%m R PR

WL AOUER SRR | - AT I, (e KA

i 20%

HHTAE 30%

F=filalzages 30%
o YR 1 3098 FC R T (TR,

N R 2R R ) P

WL 30% o TR )
o B S 2T P S TSN ST 1 R, T
e M T S

PSR A BRIE R R P R L . RUE RN O 2 e B s s R AR DA 4
($6.2) , (HEWFREME, FARMN TR A ARE R 0 R R 4R 0098 B 7S -9 B b i R A
BEE (GilberyZ A, 20074E) .
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6.2 AN T S AU RLER NIRRT HOPRE B R RS i ORI Yuse AR SR 5 o )

FHLER 8 S Ay

SR CP (%DM) S (%) D (%) Kd (%/hr) RUP (%)

Van Straalen#l
Tamminga, 25.0 62.0 379 48 210
19994

AguileraZ

26.8 393 60.7 86 225
A, 19924

Walhain&:

NR 490 510 200 12.0
A, 19924

TERT R B RS

SR St (%DM) S (%) D (%) Kd (%/hr) RUSt (%)

Goelema, 1999

491 522 47.8 46 324
F

Nocek
Tamminga, 426 24.0 76.0 14.1 223
19994

Nocek#
Tamminga, 418 50.0 50.0 7.1 257
19994

S = nlEtEd sy CHUE E ek thfl)

D = BTEREMRH Sy CHEASEk HEl)

Kd = FEfigsR (45/NRPRLER F Blieks )
RUPE[RUSt = i I AR R AR HEL AR 1 B L
NR: JCHHCHRIE
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AT PASR A GRn 75 EE O B ST E SR (AR B PR AT sl F RN L 2RAESE | WA/ Min i 2 3
MRLWCR (BenchaardE A\, 1994%F) . 6. 307 ii AL TR 2 TR A H9R B R R (/N IH
AR, e E AR E .

6. 3 b T o TR E AT PR R R AU CIRFEYuSE A (20026F) FIRFSHRE P44 )

Kd (i E=E S
SR L& S (%) D (%) Bl /I R ER
EBl (%)
AL 49.0 NR 20.0 12.0
Walhain% A, 19924F FEAT. (1404 KRE) 13.0 NR 18.0 46.0
FEM T (180EFKE) 13.0 NR 15.0 450
FhnT 393 60.7 86 225
Aullera®i A 1992 | wiarun L (2ofRE | o . .
T30435) ' ' ' '
FhnT 62.1 379 48 210
HEREAN T (M8 IKE F30
Goelema, 19994 baxil) 30 670 34 431
HEREAN T, (13645 L 15
A 246 75.4 2.4 53.7

S= Al sy CHE B sER Hpl)
D = {&{EfEfiRdi sy CHERHE))
Kd = FEfifR—&/ N E A Hpl
RUP = i AR AR 2 (1 Lol

NR: JoAH e
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ZIAER . AL PR e S 2R PR SN U736 K AT RECGE TR B B R s i el A e (YU

A, 20024F) , {Hu]EEXTIARHM G F Az LA SE R = . Al AZERL & TR A1 207 50% ) 56 50X
=MWk e (Anderson, 20044F) . De Boerd: A (19914 ) [IWF5YFREA, 7EBURLE R MBEE
RETE = WUk Bt e, DA UERE B e R R &

58 SLAE WS AR ekt e ) Nz

B8 ] AR W PSR DR T4 B B0% LA 8 LB IR RHRT R I k. B AU M . 3K
R RZ IR YIRS I B FLME REIR G PN (R6.4) -

IO AR SRS 2 —E O R AR %1 0% R alksh 4 5t Bt F s S A s 2L B 3 2R 1)
B e, w4 T FCREEMET AR EZER (Masoero® A, 20064F) . Petit
&N (19974E) . KhorasaniZE A (20014F) . MasoeroZE A (20064F) HIRFSTIESE T ik gh &,
XL RR A ISR BEAA RN

AT TR, ERESWAENZE (£64) . Petitd A (19974 ) $%20% kT4 5 5]
F AN o S A 205 i O A R LA R R SR, SR I = B M 2R U5 &5 a4y 7 e
. Masoero® A (20064 ) FlPolsE A (20084F) fERFFT H 15 He i o Fll g o (& w FL R HA YA
ETARIR TR KEFE R, 497 IEAL T B R AL . Khorasani®E A (20014F)
5T BARIEAE R E S AP S T EBGFEGOTER, B2, &R TRIA K ZR
R OB (REE AR T BI30%) 890,  WhrL i A% LA AR IE L= Bl T30
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#6.4 Takhu T WL A A RE S

9| j& 2z 9] FE 2
wbeE e a0 LA

WAME: A WIEME sdei CPam (a0 L& s
/[‘] A \
tew) - /R TR /R
S|
— X HEZH 0 348 105 104 | corbett
ok B SRR FA
o 11 20 345 117 a 106 | 19954
ARANL; ot FRZH 0 338 124 0.98
Wy —
AL Chis 20 343 123 101
FARRAT
W FF AL Petit
4550 T
5 /5 1997
T oM 20 336 119 102
HEHR
95%:2K;
o R
1408 LR
Hr
gl 0 344 125 116 | Masoero
AL BRI SRR FA
& 10 342 123 114 | 2006%F
0] 35.6 1 1.04 Corbett
AL BRI A SN
20 321 105 097 | 19954
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6.4 fa iy S ALY A R RERSEIE (22)

WG e To FLEE

WAME A mIfE sdetin PR (a8 T & s
I A\ \
k) r/R) R R
AR (Zk)
A R R4 0 354 125 1.05
Z=3 . SAHA &
144k 15 36 | 127 | 102 | 2008F
R
FAREAT 0 344 1.25 116
N=| <z
ﬁ;ﬁ’?*drm XA 10 355a | 124 119a | Masoero
B ANVAN by Ky
SR PN FA.
pamE % 20061
f At & 13018 10 344 122 113
RS
Late
T X2 0 258 087 | 080 | corpett
By CRALIES A
1 20 249 | 090 | 078 | 19954
0 207 | 080 | 072
X R ZH 10 220 087 078 | Khorasani
HH B NR SRR EY N
= 20 214 086 | 077 |
30 217 080 | 075
e X RREFESRITZER

NR: ToAH SRR IE
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7 T P2 o

B R A E R B BT AR, DT B FE R RT3k 40% (3£65) .« Soto-

Navarroff A (20124F) JF 17—t 5, M I7E KRB IRk 3 4 0% 00 T fot—490 J57 LB s i AL
BO. EABOMBEO, SRATHTYECREEMARIHREER . WHFTRE X B G A A
BHEYE R TR . TEIT R B2 W 5 BRI, SEBLBE O & AT A ARk b R s 8OR

F6.5 FRA0%T W5 il bR s O o SN X & RE P A A = ERE RS MR (HRYESoto-Navarro A, 2012

FHITRARE )

BB Y Ay WrEEB S
ADG (2)T/R) 169 152 163
DMl (AF7/R) 10.0 97 98
GainFeed (3a/2JT) 169 158 167

TG E R

B 1 73 I P /o )

A DAYE B B A 2R e A 3 30% A N A T4 s Ee il s o SRS i je k. — BRI AR,
PO T KRB R EN AT ERE R AN (%R66) o WISTIERH, MR O AERE A TRER
EZAFE (£67) .

BV EN TR R CUE D PELF, ERERFF THIFCRER (3%66) - MBI 30%IEH T4 B Ll
Mg oA B A AR R R AT ALTOK, BIERAR T FREEAZEN (Jenkins% A, 2011
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