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BNESE PR AL R 22 7 Sllgia W R BRI
H (IZIY R LRI SlnEF AR IR
R P
Z2am', &, REW, ¥ OE', EBK @&’ LA BEKY EZIR REFET, ame
(1. LW BRI X FHHAFFR, LELF 030801; 2. PEARLAFRILREFLRLEEHNZH, LT 100193)

W E. ARG ERAHAM I E (Feed Conversion Ratio, FCR) 5 A ik 5 LMy £ &,
By R & M 6 TR Aok o R B Rk e R R B AT AR IE . SRR 44 5k 188 B R A A6 A 2 A
¥, 1R¥EFCR B85 A &4k #4020 (High FCR, HFCR) Aefk4a#t 44 % 4 (Low FCR, LECR) , K
A 16S rRNA M 5547 4 iy M S S A dh % 481, FF5 FCR 34T X BT, 45 R AW T Chaol #84U4), &
IR H S5 B2 e S A 09 Alpha $HHE R ¥ 2 . A4 = 24554 (Principal Coordinate Analysis,
PCoA) %RAMW, 2ARMHEMANERENELELIFZFEZF. IHEZHOBCHBASTRRAA RS £
# /% (Uncultured Prevotellaceae)  #AFH 11K % % H & (Uncultured Bacteroidetes) « & B3R A AR5 £ H
J& (Uncultured Ruminococcaceae) %k X 4R & /& (Clostridium sensu stricto) . @it LEfSe £ #7, HFCR #1
¥ y- EHE R K 3EFHA B (Uncultured Gammaproteobacteria) < ¥ S AR H & SLAF B AR 3EIH & (Uncultured
Lactobacillaceae) % ¥ & %% % %, LFCR AN 2 % % &7 5 & KK # B (Alloprevotella) . 43k # &
(Streptococcus) « FERRAMASRXA BT . TEoit—F B+, KT, B¥ET. 2l
RN mABEEMALEY R, AV EFTRKARK. £/ 85 (Faecalibacterium) « FERKEAH A, EH
JL5 FCR A ik, ABTRBFT RAFZH% S, IKFCR AL Mg AmBAEH, BHTEFTERKEHAA
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hE5SHS: S828.2 XHEkFRIRES: A

A SRR TR E S RO A SR EEHAT, 2024
EREFENFEDE 5706 75 ¢, HEKEFEOELG)
237 58.4%. TEFRFELRES, TARRAZY 5 IR AR
60%, J& APk ISR R A = MR S P A & E R
Sm B, R, EEiabE AR R R E ., RIS
frllodr, A k%02 (Feed Conversion Ratio, FCR)
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T PFNAERSCR ) — D EZHRIR. BiE B ahAREOAR H
REF, SRR IS RS O, (EEE I L
AAFEINCEFEAT L e DR RN, B IENAATER
H RN RRE S FCR & PR 90, Hitl, ARF5 R
16S rRNA Jll FF £ R 93 it @ AR AL R AR IR B R AL 5
MR R BB INE Y, TRpEERARES, If
HRRHESWEEEENIR, DA ESAE RN E
TOR AR BT R LB ST H

1| HE5RE

11 BAERIE A 5 B R T 7 ) B IR A 1
— IR 5T 1, EIHE 207 Sk R RF S B RE CUAE HAM
30 kg JTiE, E 105 kg Z55R, PRI 100 d
A, HMIREHE R & & (Feed Intake, FI) . H
W4 #F (Daily Gain, DG) . FCR. {7 FIH % . 16S
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rRNA LK 550808 7] TR R R4 58%  (European
Nucleotide Archive, ENA) F3KHY, HijR45 A PRI
EB18070 Chttp://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/data/view/PRIEB1
8070) , 5 /E > 25 B0 (Operational taxonomic
units, OTUs) A 1870 1>, FERJE13E] T IEmERE
YIRS 49 4. (KHE FCR X BT MMEETHE, #hit il
FCR #5122 Sk & & HFCR 4, [Al A% B FCR
1A 22 SKFEE LFCR 4.
1.2 A EEE ) R 1B S vegan & (ver2.6-4)
(1 diversity BRE T BB J8 /K S (O T A= M BE 75 () Alpha
ZRErE, FIHAAEM YIS (Bray-Curtis Distance)
AT E AR DHT (PCoA) , B R EZIIEK
RSN, W2 G EMAEYEE#RITESR
ST, i AW /KRS (Spearman) AH M o Wil &
B EACE 5 A KR AR S . SR MBI 4 #r
(Linear Discriminant Analysis Effect Size, LEfSe)
J59%, fiiEH LDA (Linear Discriminant Analysis) 1Y
BERT3IWEE, HTHE—PHTIE. BITRS T
(Redundancy Analysis, RDA) , F{# FH5245F & HE
FIKEEE (permu=999) KIF(LZE AL, Hik.
FI. DG. FCR Y&,
1.3 5Tt 55007 {87 SPSS 29.0 FREN 44 s F A
Bt T o, SRISESE £ FREZENEXEN. @
o ¢SS EAREIN P ERTIFEGZE RN T EE.

28 R

2.1 HFCR Z0F0 LFCR AHfE R M E R Wk 1 or,
HFCR 2H%& #) F1 5 FCR #2 2.3 = T LFCR 42, DG %

ZENLT LFCR 4.

% 1 HFCR 4870 LFCR 3EHE K Hae
k270 LFCR 41 HFCR 41 PH
FLkg 158.08+4.7 201.74+16.1 <0.001
DG,g/d 831.7+59.7 665.8+78.3 <0.001
FCR 2.13%0.1 2.73%0.2 <0.001

2.2 HFCR 20 A1 LFCR 4 718 i £ ¥ () Alpha % %
FEMER) 2 5 40 # 2 fif ok, HFCR 4H 1 LECR 4H )
Shannon. Simpson. Richness. Sobs. ACE {55/% H % 5,
{H HFCR ZH5& () Chaol fR¥4{Ik T LFCR ZH%& (P<0.05) .
R4 OTUs 7K - 19 =E B () PCoA 4y ¥, 45 & B KR,

PCoA1 1 PCoA2 7y BlIfi# ke T 13.84% A1 11.56% HYA: 5
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J&¥, HFCR A1 LFCR Z[AH —TCEEMNSE (EH D,
SEl Y 2 ZERGE R D B AR SN (B 2 5
% 2 HFCR 4270 LFCR A EMEY Alpha SHEMIEH

Ei:2an LFCR 41 HFCR 41 P
Shannon 5.16+0.33 5.16+0.31 0.9355
Simpson 0.98+0.02 0.98+0.01 0.5791
Richness 1093.59+130.94 1053.68+£107.53 0.2755
Chaol 69239.12+29853.85 53928.5+18965.15 0.0487
ACE 82892.93+33200.88  64862.33+26873.23 0.0543
Sobs 1 093.59+130.94 1053.68£107.53 0.2755
Adonis R*: 0.061, P-value: 1.00e-03 Group
0.4 LFCR
HFCR
0.2
§ 0.0
1
<
S 0.2
=%}
-0.4
-0.6
-0.6 -0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6

PCoA2(13.84%)

| BETRESEBT (OTU) MG EMEWEE T LIRS
2.3 HFCR 44711 LFCR 1 %38 i A= W 19 W) Fh AH ik 22 5
HFCR 4 H1 LFCR AHEIE/K B Y s JCH T X 5

(E2) . REZHEOEOHEESR: SHERKERARS
KB JE (HFCR A1 LFCR 45311 2% 8.71% 11 17.58%)
WAFBE R4 25568 (HFCR I LECR 4381125 16.45%
H114.93%)  FHERERIA > L EE (HFCR A LFCR
G314 15.66% F112.83%) AT H A4 255 JE (HFCR
FILECR 23504 9.66% F17.51%) Bk IR )& (HFCR
AT LFCR 4355 9.97% #16.60%) , H.rf LFCR AU%-E5
IRICE RIS B F A2 HFCR 19 2 fi5,
2.4 HFCR I LFCR JE W & £ Al pk. EJEKF
&, KW # AT LEfSe 43 7, 45 RWE 3 iR, fE
HFCR A LDA [E RT3 WER: v- LRENARREIRE
& BRER. AMFERREREE. BEEFERE

(Turicibacter) « IRFARRINET IR (Succinivibrio) - 12
H HAR42R 5 JE XTI (Uncultured Clostridiales Incertae
Sedis XIII) . WFEHAREZEE (Uncultured Bacte
roidales) . 25 il ¥ B4 J& (Campylobacter) . 151t Ek
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100

. Unculured  Rikenellaceae Uncultured_Clostridia
Unculured_Bacteroidaceae . Others
. Unculured_Gammaproteobacteria Streptococcus
Il Unculured_Lactobacillaceae Uncultured Bacteroidia
. Uncultured_Succinivibrionaceae . Oscillibacter
Unculured_Spirochaetales . Lactobacillus
75 . Mitsuokella Prevotella
@ Succinivibrio Uncultured  Lachnospiraceae
. . Alloprevotella . Clostridium XI
35, Unculured_ Spirochaetaceae . Unculnured_Clostridiales
g . Anaerovibrio . Clostridium_sensu_stricto
; Campylobacter . Unculured_Bacteroidales
£ 5 . Facecalibacterium . Unculured_Prevotellaceae
% . Corynebacterium . Uncultured_Ruminococcaceae
g . (atenibacterium . Uncultured_Bacteroidetes
% . Unculnured_ Veillonellaceae | Erysipelotrichaceae_ incerlae_ sedis
%] _L Unculured  Porphyromonadaceae [ Anaerovorax
Uncultured_Tenericutes Roseburia

25 . Megasphaera

Unculured_Peptostreptococcaceae
. Ruminococcus

Parabacteroides
. Treponema Uncultured_Spirochaetes
. Blautia Turicibacter
. Uncultured_ Peptococcaceae_ 2 . Unculured_ Erysipelotrichales

. Fibrobacter
Unculured_Clostridiales_Incertae_Sedis_XIIT

HFCR LFCR . Uncultured_Saccharibacteria_genera_incertae_ sedis
2 BARFRBHEMARRFER
HFCR LFCR

Unicultured_Prevotellaceae
Prevotella
Streptococcus
Uncultured  Spirochaetales
Faecalibacterium
Aloprevotella
Campylobacter
Uncultured_ Clostridiales_Incertae_Sedis_XIII
Unculured_ Peptococcaceae 2
Succinivibrio
Tiuricibacter
Uncultured_ Lactobacilaceae
Unculured_ Gammaprpteobacteriq
Uncultured_ Bacteroidales

Clostridium_ sensu str'icto

-4.8 -3.6 -24 -1.2 0.0 1.2 2.4 3.6 4.8
LDA SCORE (log 10)

& 3 HFCR #A LFCR HJ LEfSe 9 #f

P B} R 5% 7% I )& 2 (Uncultured Peptococcaceae 2) HFCR JE{F HFCR Y E R T EMKT LFCR (K 4) .
fELFCR A LDA HERT 3WER: FEHEIRNEE. 2.5 RERHT AWFAEAL. BHiR. FI. DG. FCR‘—%
HIKEE. TERKREMNRYLZEE. EFHEE. MAEWBEERN R, BXERTF5EKE#

R KIS B ﬁ%ﬁfhﬁigﬂ%fu J2 W B (Uncultured T RDA 9387, HiHTHE RE S, RDAL *U
Spirochaetales) . WF—4{# ] STAMP ({51 Welch (] RDA2 5 BIfEFE T M ALY 75 2 11 44.25% F125.87%
t K56 b T HFCR 5%%[1 LFCR & Z R B . 18 (E5) , BRERIINLRETFHAERER M (&
EERERI AL RS 2. v- THREARIERERE. W 3) . Spearman HHXEVEDIT BoRdNE B S0, HIL.
EIEESE EEHFCR FHFEEZEST LFCR; ¥ FI. DG, FCRIMHXMEERAN (K6 , His
BIKREARMARSLEEE. TEARAREE. EFEEE SUEREHEEFEMAXHEGHEAKENRERER?2
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Uncultured Prevotellaceae
Faecalibacterium

Prevotell

Uncultured Peptococcaceae 2
Uncultured_ Gammaproteobacteria

Uncultured Bacteroidales

0.0 17.5-15

Mean proportion,%

Difference in mean proportions,%
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95% confidence intervals

7.96e-4
4.11e-3
5.07e-3

0.010

p-value (corrected)

0.017

0.026

-5 0 5

HFCR LFCR

4 BREHERERH

FCR
pef FI

0.2 DG
L
o
©
S 0.0 Group
&
3 Hrck
~

0.2

i
04
-1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5

RDA1(43.21%)

B 5 MEmBEEEMSEM. B, FI. DG,
FCR §J RDA & 47

£ 3 ARTESH (RDA) HEFHESHERKITE (RD

A+ RDA1 RDA2 r Pr (>r)
P AL -0.9974 0.0728 0.5049 0.0017"
H i -0.7150 -0.6992 0.0345 0.485

FI -0.9965 0.0841 0.3695 0.002°"
DG 0.9721 0.2345 0.4281 0.0017"
FCR -0.9925 0.1223 0.3767 0.002""

T * L3 P<0.05, ** L3 P<0.01, *** fl3 P<0.001.

(r=0.463 9, P=0.001 5) \ FREFPIAKE = J& (Uncultured
Clostridia, r=0.413 0, P=0.0053) ; fAfHY% (I E AW
EVRICHEE (r=-0.530 8, P=0.0002) . EHHEXICER
RAEEE (r=-0.5119, P=0.0004) . FITHEE (r=-
0.509 9, P=0.0004) . 5 H 74 Bk H
KRB E (r=-0.436 7, P=0.003 0) . 5 FI 4%
FIBE A% ERCEE (r=-0.482 2, P=0.0009) . F&AT
B (r=-0.4528, P=0.0020) . &5 kK & RLR 4
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KEFE (r=-0.444 1, P=0.0025) . 5 DG IEAHXMIE
WEKINEE (r=0.5121, P=0.0004) . EITEE
(r=0.464 1, P=0.0015) . WERICER RS LEE
(r=0.4229, P=0.0042) . 5 FCR fAtA*MEAG % H

IRISEEE (r=-0.557 4, P=0.000 1) 4 5)E (1=-0.513 7,

P=0.000 4) . MEIRICE PR LEE (r=-0.455 3,

P=0.0019) .

3% g

RWFRERTT T & B B i it 5 FCR 1)
KFR, H IR L 7 (A P B e W TR R
HAMRF ST b % B s I FCR /MK I8 A= B %
EREMEEE R, IELE AR REEERELA T, K
fF 5% F1, HFCR ZH 1Y Chaol #5%% @ 3 X T LFCR 4H.
Tan %5 " {F 58 4% 19 58 45 W 1 4= ¥ ) HFCR 11 LFCR 4y
HTiZ R Alpha ZREMEIRECE BE £ R . AR EHE
o 16S rRNA JFPFl A A R 5 K &0 i (Residual Feed
intake, RFD) J&M17EBEHE, &3 Alpha ZFEPETE &
X RFI A 2 2 52 P R IE W 9T 18] AT BEDR RE AR o
WL R WAV RESEEERER.

PCoA T, fEJE/KF I HFCR 4471 LFCR ZH7E
BRI RSB AL, (B EARRAE YRR
R HARN FEEEAERE FCR th A A 2s (b, X a]ER N
fig XA ISR BE T o i AR ST HE s i ik
YRR TR KSR 2 BB Z BEE: 7 Yang % U 1Y
W, Mg S RREN 3 NMEE Y ERIKE
& FLERTH BB e R E . Xiao & MR AIL, N
LEHEPSEREN 3 NESEERICHE. HXEE

FOsHEE



IZEIESiD - Genetics and Breeding

S S E L3888 Q88 588K ELEBESEB=EgEZ g
5 5 2 =23 5 9 905 &5 5.2 1282258835 528 B 5 2 9 5
2 = = S 3 S = = 9z s =2 g 3 £
z = s g = S E g5 258223 2 ]
SR 829 =c8=2%322° 2 2" 25455 £ 2% 3§k
mmo—o.x:gcT)E‘-E\-EOoOEmafﬁugoo:
= s 5 5 2 5 © S 3 2 s s 2 =35 £ s 2 =
g g = > 52 S :
g =25 SEs8S5SEEg2EBE2E Y S 28~ ~ £ 51
L R == s 2 3 = 2 3
= g3 8wz3g << £Eg2%¢g R = © = 530
=T o5 B2 S5 §E ¢ g &
9] < 23 7 = o e

T 58 °

= 2 2 9 = s

23""3 2 2

2 23 3 = 2

58 % ER-

= 25 o z

3 5}

= R

P z

z

m

ma

5}

epon

=

2026 F % 62 & % 02 Hf

* 3K P<0.05, ** {83 P<0.01, *** ft3 P<0.001.

Eo HERESH

A1 SMB53, ifi K 113 A1 29 o0 B0 MR MR 28 M A B
SMBS53 FISEERE R . AW 98 & DG e WA R
KBS ERFROEAEEFEEESR, XAJsE&HET
JER SR RS TAERD R RS R R R AT S U .

AT HI LEfSe 75744341 7 HFCR 5 LFCR Z [al5&
WERCE AR ZE R . 7F HFCR b, y- WA
BREERET v TREN, FlRES P Bma L, %
MR B SREE A EHE XU E TREH, —5BR
PRI EERIREIR, REVSS ™ E s s
FHERAREREEE TAFER, A=A IR %
AHLER " AT R AB I A, R M AR RN
Rl A U BREARR YN o JE FIHUAT B B AR B 7 bl e
THMNEH, AR EHALES 1 2R RRB (Type 1
Diabetes, T1D) A RHGHA . EHliFFE &Pt 7
BN BOHEYS RAOBBR, WMRPEAT
SHTHMFEEE, FTRESSEEN1ER, EmHa
AR AR R EERRIRGL U LR R AR IR B
J& 2 B TIH R R A BE <25 SISV ER B R e ™,
5/NRFIA L RIER I R HIETIA 2 P2, JE ek
ERHE HFCR BEEE, o a4z REEiE .
BRI IE . THCEKE PR R EE 2. BUAFEE
RIS B REH P S A IBTERUR MY . X EREY
F TS Bl P B T = 9 A SR R R 7 A BT S, AT 35
FCR ¥8j1.

7€ LECR 4P, $EEKEH 5P AT B FLER W Fih >~ R
FHEAE RS T W 56 0 A REH P RAR V5 22 2,

LAORY /%S
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SN LA E = DEENRIIER, AnE b Rz An

HEaE, XA TEFRBIEYARIE, M £
FER (R B, (R B oR B R B B B TIg ek H ,
FECIENER R RE S B4 R IVERE, Rl R EE )
Vb, BB THRE AR 4R A P EEIRIK
MRS LKHEE . 7 HKREENEHRCHEEE

LERRBTHEE, HoMawiks. mafgEseR
AISERRNIER , TR, 4ERE R, A
BEERMIERER Y. FEE R HE R M E
B Y, SO B o iR B IR I BROK L &4,
(Rl M AR A AR % . S ERIRIREEE . 3
HHE. FEREE. FEHERNEE. THERICEBAR
S REIEIX 5 AN E T RE B T a4
Fi 718 (e R A B T8 2 W B IRISCRI A A, e bR
FCR.

KRR R T B AEWE% SEALL FIL DG,
FCR Z[AF/E KB, RE RS REERITMAED 5
FCR Z AKX &, {HEEWHHRE FCR 5HFE MU
B RBOE LI AL 8 . X F B0 JE R R REJR T (A}
foss . T8 EmGRHE REES RN E R . A E s
R BE N, SRS E 2R I EE, )
HEJE (Bacteroides) MBS (Bifidobacterium)
5 W RS R 5 RAEAH R MO T M S BEOHE R B
O A 5 R E A B s O = BRI
SBIRE 2 PR, FEEN FIREAAET P X
T DG 5mEMEM Z AN X R, BLEAPFRH T H

|
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WY (UAER. wmAETNRAR) AILUBE S E
AR L R 2,

445 i

K IRIRR T B R =S I i A= YR iE 5 HAa k%
R 2N E R R, &I HFCR Al LFCR /& £
ERAEARA Y P FEREER, SHEIKICEER.
EMHEE. TERNERRSLHEES FCR 23K
TG, R AT A NE A YRR S S ) A R RE R L
HieS%.
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