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Abstract
weaned lambs,and screen out effective drugs with growth-promoting and immunity-enhancing effects. [ Method | 40 weaned lambs with similar

( Chongqing Academy of Science and Technology , Chongging 402460 )

[ Objective | To analyze the effects of commonly-used yeast preparations on the growth performance and anti-diarrhea ability of

body-weight were randomly divided into 4 groups,including 1 control group and 3 test group.Fubang yeast,Bailike and Zengsule were added in
the diet by mixing with the diet.The weaned lambs was conducted with normal feeding and continuous drug administration for 30 days.The aver-
age daily weight gain,blood physiological ,biochemical indices of weaned lambs in each group were measured,the diarrhea rate of each group
was counted.[ Result] The average daily weight gain of weaned lambs in each group in Fubang yeast group was the highest, which had extreme-
ly significant difference with that in control group(P<0.01).The number of white blood cells and red blood cell (RBC) in Fubang yeast group
were higher than those in other groups, which had extremely significant difference with those in control group ( P<0.01). The alanine amin-
otransferase (ALT) in Fubang yeast group was the highest ,which had extremely significant difference with other groups (P<0.01).The albu-
min (ALB) in Fubang yeast group had significant difference with that in Bailey group and control group (P<0.05).The glucose (GLU) in Fu-
bang yeast group and bailey group had significantly difference with that in Zengsule group and control group ( P<0.01).The anti-diarrhea abili-
ty test showed that the diarrhea rate in Fubang yeast group was the lowest.[ Conclusion] Fubang yeast had a good application effect for promo-
ting the growth and increasing the immunity of weaned lambs among the three drugs.
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Table 1 The detection results of blood physiological indices in weaned lambs of each group after drug administration 30 days

205 WBC RBC HGB HCT MCV MCH MCHC RDW
Group 10°/L 10%/L /L % fLL P /L %
TRIP IR 16.93+0.64 A 17.31+1.88 aA 110.67+38.08 23.67+1.15 15.70+0.36  5.53+0.25 368.67+11.93 22.67+0.55
Fubang yeast group

EEDIE: 11.50+1.57 B 13.7742.28 aA  81.33+14.57 23.73+0.55  15.97+0.71  5.48+0.25 354.00+4.58 21.80+1.06
Bailike group

R 10.40£0.72 B 11.93£0.55 bA  57.00£3.61  22.97+0.61  14.70+0.56  5.03x0.21  362.33+4.51 23.53+0.98
Zengsule group

Xt HE 41 8.00+1.64 B 10.00+0.62 bB  56.33+4.04  23.67+0.31  15.30+0.26  5.20+0.10  365.67+10.02 23.70+1.25

Control group
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Note ; Different small letters in the same column indicated significant differences (P<0.05) ;Different capital letters in the same column indicated extremely

significant differences (P<0.01)
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Table 2 The detection results of serum biochemical indices in weaned lambs of each group after drug administration 30 days

2151 ALT AST AT TP GLO CHOL TG GLU
Group U/L U/L ASTZALT g/L /L VG mmol/L mmol/L mmol/L
TEIPEEREL 25.75+1.71 A 82.25+11.59  4.26£0.29  71.35+2.39 35.20+1.68 a 37.35+2.71 0.90+0.14 2.03x0.24 B 0.42+0.10  2.55+0.30 A
Fubang yeast

group

G 20.50+1.29 B 90.75+4.65 4.58+1.58 70.53+6.04 31.10+1.16 b 35.33+4.42 0.98+0.10 2.05:£0.26 B 0.40+0.12  2.64+0.38 A
Bailike group

e HUAR A 19.67+1.53 B 89.33x1.15 4.46+0.38 70.60+4.36 32.07+1.72 a 36.20+2.33 0.93+0.06 3.25+0.37 A 0.40+0.06 1.31+0.26 B
Zengsule

group

Xf FRZH 16.33+1.53 B 89.00+£7.00 4.72+0.14  66.73+1.55 30.77+1.60 b 36.00+0.26 0.91+5.71 2.35+0.10 B 0.48+0.06  1.23+0.25 B
Control

group
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Note ; Different small letters in the same column indicated significant differences (P<0.05) ; Different capital letters in the same column indicated extremely

significant differences ( P<0.01)
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Fig.2 The diarrhea rate comparison of weaned lambs in each group
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