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The objective of this experiment was to investigate the effects of substituting corn starch (CS) with barley starch (BS) on the growth performance, nutrient digestion, rumen fermentation, and bacterial community of fattening Hu sheep. Seventy-two Hu lambs with similar initial body weight (BW, 29.70 ± 1.70 kg) were randomly assigned to four treatments, with 18 lambs per group. The four experimental diets have identical starch contents but with different starch sources as 100% starch from corn (BS-0), 33% starch from barley and 67% starch from corn (BS-33), 67% starch form barley and 33% starch from corn (BS-67), and 100% starch from barley (BS-100). All lambs were reared in individual units and fed high-concentrate diets (85% concentrate in diets based on dry matter [DM]). The experimental period included 7 days for adaptation and 63 days for data collection. Sixteen ruminal cannulated Hu sheep were divided into 4 groups and received the four experimental diets to determine the dynamics of ruminal pH. The average daily gain (ADG), and BW gain of lambs linearly decreased (p < 0.05), whereas the feed to gain ratio linearly increased (p < 0.05) with increasing dietary proportions of BS. Digestibility of DM, organic matter, neutral detergent fiber, acid detergent fiber, starch, and gross energy (GE) decreased (p < 0.05) with increasing dietary BS contents. Ruminal mean pH decreased (p < 0.05) with increasing proportions of dietary BS, accompanied with linearly increased (p < 0.05) time and area of ruminal pH below 5.80 or 5.60. Increasing dietary proportions of BS linearly decreased (p < 0.05) the molar proportion of acetate, but linearly increased (p < 0.05) the molar proportion of propionate. Sheep of the BS-0 and BS-33 treatments had a less (p < 0.05) relative abundance of Selenomonas ruminantium than that of sheep of the BS-67 treatment, but a greater (p < 0.05) relative abundance of Ruminococcus albus than that of sheep of the BS-100 treatment (p < 0.05). In conclusion, feeding a high-concentrate corn-based diet for fattening Hu sheep improved the performance and rumen fermentation parameters when compared to the barley-based diet.
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INTRODUCTION

Using cereal grain to increase the dietary starch contents is a commonly used strategy to improve the performance and feed efficiency of sheep (1), dairy cow (2), and beef cattle (3) under the modern intensive ruminant production systems. Attention should be paid while choosing cereal grain during diet formulation, as the ruminal degradation rates of starch from different cereal grains can be quite variable. For instance, the degradation rate of starch in corn was lower than that in barley after dry-rolled (4, 5). The lower degradation rate of corn starch (CS) compare to the other sources of starch in diets could decrease the risk of subacute ruminal acidosis (SARA) in high production ruminates (6, 7). Corn grain is an important energy source and is widely used in the ruminant livestock industry in China. However, the price of corn grain raised nearly 50% in China from 2020 to 2021, resulting in a dramatic increase in feed costs for ruminant production. Therefore, it is important to study alternative cereals such as barley or wheat to replace corn, so that to decrease the feed costs without affecting the performance of ruminants.

The barley grain that has a high content of crude protein (CP) but lower metabolize energy (90% of corn grain) than corn is commonly used for the substitution of corn. Surber et al. (8) found that replacing corn by barley increased the microbial nitrogen synthesis rate. However, the ruminal degradation rate of barley starch (BS) was greater than that of CS, which potentially increased the risk of SARA for dairy cows and beef cattle. This was supported by Emmanuel et al. (9) that the ruminal pH of lactating dairy cows decreased from 6.8 to 6.3 when the dietary barley proportions increased from 0 to 45%. Yahaghi et al. (10) also reported that the ruminal pH of lamb decreased from 6.39 to 5.8 when the substitution rate of dietary barley for corn increased from 25 to 84%.

The combination of grain sources differing in the rates of ruminal fermentation may affect the growth performance of ruminants. Haddad and Nasr (11) found that 20% barley for the lambs had a higher final body weight (BW) (34.3 vs. 32.2 kg) and average daily gain (ADG, 186 vs. 164 g/day) compared with the 10% group. Yahaghi et al. (12) reported that substitution of corn with 30% barley improved ruminal pH (6.05 vs. 5.95) compared with the substitution of corn with 70% barley for lambs. Johnson et al. (5) reported higher digestibilities of dry matter (DM), organic matter (OM), CP, neutral detergent fiber (NDF), and starch for the barley grain treatment (85.94% of diet) compared to the corn grain treatment (84.96% of diet), or the combination of barley and corn group (42.72% corn and 42.72% barley of diet). These studies revealed that the varied proportions of the barley and corn may change the content of rumen degradable starch and finally affect the rumen fermentation, nutrient digestibility, and performance of ruminant.

In the present study, we hypothesized that the substitution of CS with BS could decrease the ruminal pH and change the bacterial community of rumen, which might affect the nutrients digestibility and performance of fattening Hu sheep. In addition, we also intended to find out a feasible combination of corn and barley for fattening sheep production based on the performance and economic consideration.



MATERIALS AND METHODS

All procedures were approved by the guidelines formulated by the Biological Studies Animal Care and Use Committee of Gansu Province, China (2005–12).


Animals, Diets, and Management

Seventy-two male Hu lambs of 3 months of age with similar initial BW (29.70 ± 1.70 kg) were randomly assigned into four treatments (18 lambs per treatment). The four experimental diets had identical starch content (25.5% of diet, DM basis) but varied in the percentage of CS replaced by BS, and were: 100% starch from corn (BS-0), 33% starch from barley and 67% starch from corn (BS-33), 67% starch from barley and 33% starch from corn (BS-67), and 100% starch from barley (BS-100). The experimental diets were offered as pelleted total mixed ration, the cereal grains of which were grounded through 4 mm sieve before pelleting the diet, and the formulation and chemical composition of the experimental diets were shown in Table 1. All lambs were raised in individual pens (0.65 × 1.50 × 1.10 m), fed ad libitum, and had free access to water. The experiment lasted 70 days, with 7 days for diet adaptation and 63 days for data collection.


Table 1. Ingredients and nutrient levels of experimental diets.
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Data and Sample Collection

The amount of feed offered (4% of body weight, as feed basis) and refused were recorded to calculate the dry matter intake (DMI) every 21 days. All lambs were weighed before morning feeding on day 1 and day 63 of the fattening period to calculate ADG, and feed to gain ratio (F/G). Feed and orts samples were collected every 21 days and mixed to determine the chemical composition. During days 51–57, 6 Hu sheep from each treatment were selected randomly to determine apparent nutrient digestibility, with 2 days for adaptation and 4 days for sample collection. Feces samples were collected from the rectum of sheep at 0700 and 1700 h every day and were dried at 65°C and grounded through 1 mm screen. Approximately 25 g of fresh fecal were placed in a brown bottle and added 10% HCl immediately to save the nitrogen.

On day 64, 10 sheep from each treatment were euthanized to collecting rumen contents after 3 h feeding in the morning. Rumen fluids were collected and filtered through 4 layers of cheesecloth and, with the filtrates divided into three portions in 10-ml sterile tubes and stored at −20°C for the determination of volatile fatty acids (VFA), NH3-N, and lactic acid. After filtration, 4 ml of rumen fluid was mixed with 1 ml 25% metaphosphoric acid to determine the VFA. Rumen contents were mixed thoroughly and stored at −80°C for the bacterial DNA extraction.



Analysis of Diet and Fecal Samples

The DM, OM, ether extract (EE, method 2003.05, AOAC International, 2000), and CP (Kjeldahl method 988.05; AOAC International, 2000) of feed, orts, and fecal samples were analyzed according to the procedures described by AOAC (14). The NDF and acid detergent fiber (ADF) were determined with α-amylase treatment and the addition of sodium sulfite (15). The starch of feed, orts, and fecal samples was analyzed using a commercial assay kit (Jiancheng Bioengineering Institute, Nanjing, China). The gross energy (GE) of feed and fecal samples was analyzed using a calorimeter (IKA-C3000, Isoperibol, Staufen, Germany). The method of acid-insoluble ash (16) was used for the nutrient digestibility measurement and calculation.



Measurement of Ruminal Fermentation Parameters

Collected rumen fluid samples were thawed on ice, centrifuged at 2,500 × g at 4°C for 5 min, and 5 ml supernatants were subsampled. Thereafter, the subsampled ruminal fluids were used for VFA determination by the gas chromatography (TRACE 1300, Thermo Scientific, Milan, Italy) with a 30 m × 0.32 mm × 0.25 μm silica capillary column (FFAP, Agilent Technologies Co, Santa Clara, CA, USA) as described by Zhang et al. (17), using crotonic acid (19.36 mg/g) as internal standard. The concentration of lactic acid in the ruminal fluid was analyzed following the instructions of the lactic acid determination kit (A019-2-1, Jiancheng Bioengineering Institute, Nanjing, China). The NH3-N in the rumen fluid was analyzed following the method of Zhang et al. (18).



Bacterial DNA Extraction and PCR Amplification

Rumen content samples were thawed, and 200 mg of each sample were used to extract the total microbial genomic DNA using an E.Z.N.A. Stool DNA kit (Omega Bio-Tek, Inc Norcross, GA, USA), following the instruction of manufacturer. The obtained bacterial DNA samples were used as templates for the quantitative real-time PCR. Primers used in the current study were based on published literatures (Table 2). Relative quantification analysis of the microorganisms in the rumen content was conducted following the method described by Li et al. (19) with using a Bio-Rad CFX96 Real-Time System (Hercules, Bio-Rad Laboratories, CA, USA).


Table 2. Primers used for quantitative real time-PCR amplification primer of ruminal bacteria.
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Measurement of Dynamic Ruminal pH

Sixteen ruminal cannulated Hu sheep were divided into four groups (BS-0, BS-33, BS-67, and BS-100) to measure the rumen dynamic changes of ruminal pH. The experiment included 27 days (7 days for diet transition, 14 days for diet adaptation, and 6 days for data collection). The ruminal pH of each sheep was continuously monitored for 96 h from day 22 (0700 h) to day 26 (0700 h), using an industrial electrode (IP-600-9PT, Jenco, CA, USA) with a pH transmitter (692, Jenco, CA, USA). Data were recorded by a paperless recorder (SIN-R5000C, Hangzhou, China), as described in detail by Li et al. (6). The ruminal pH data for each sheep were collected every 30 s and averaged every 1 min. Ruminal pH data were calculated for every 24 h period as the mean pH, area, and time spent under the pH of 5.8 or 5.6, respectively.



Statistical Analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using the SPSS 25.0 software (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) with diet as the main effect. The results of performance, nutrient digestibility, rumen fermentation parameters, rumen bacterial number, and ruminal pH data were presented as the means with their standard errors. The linear and quadratic effects of dietary BS among treatments were analyzed using polynomial regression. The comparison of different groups was performed by one-way ANOVA, followed by Duncan's post-hoc test for multiple comparisons. A significant difference between treatments was declared when p ≤ 0.05, and the trend was considered when 0.05 < p < 0.10.




RESULTS

The final BW of sheep had a tendency leading to a linear decrease (p = 0.09) with increasing dietary BS; while the BW gain (BWG) linearly decreased (p < 0.05), with lower BWG (p < 0.05) during the experimental period in BS-100 than that in BS-0 and BS-33 (Table 3) The DMI did not differ among treatments; however, the ADG linearly decreased (p < 0.05) with increasing dietary BS contents leading to a linearly increase (p < 0.05) for F/G. Therefore, lower (p < 0.05) ADG but greater (p < 0.05) F/G was observed in BS-100 than that in BS-0, which had similar BWG, ADG, and F/G with BS-33 and BS-67.


Table 3. Effects of dietary barley starch proportion on performance of fattening Hu sheep (n = 18/group).
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The apparent total tract digestibility of DM, OM, NDF, ADF, starch, and GE of feed linearly declined (p < 0.05) with increasing dietary BS proportions, whereas the digestibility of CP was not affected (p > 0.10) (Table 4). There were no differences (p > 0.10) in the digestibility of DM, OM, and starch among BS-0, BS-33, and BS-67, which were greater than that in BS-100. The digestibility of CP was not affected (p > 0.05) by dietary BS contents. The digestibility of NDF, ADF, and GE and the digestive energy of feed were the greatest (p < 0.05) in BS-0, intermediate in BS-33 and BS-67, and the lowest in BS-100.


Table 4. Effects of dietary barley starch proportions on nutrient apparent digestibility of fattening Hu sheep (n = 6/group, %).
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The concentration of VFA, NH3-N, and lactic acid, as well as the molar ratios of isobutyrate, isovalerate, and valerate were not affected (p > 0.10) by the dietary BS proportions (Table 5). The molar proportion of acetate linearly decreased (p < 0.05) while the molar proportion of propionate linearly increased (p < 0.05) with increasing dietary BS contents, so that a linearly decreased (p < 0.05) ratio of acetate to propionate (A:P). The molar proportion of acetate and A:P in BS-0 and BS-33 was greater (p < 0.05) than those in BS-67 and BS-100, whereas, opposite results were observed for propionate. The molar proportion of butyrate tended (0.05 < p < 0.10) to be lower in BS-67 and BS-100 than in BS-33.


Table 5. Effects of dietary barley starch proportions on rumen fermentation parameters of fattening Hu sheep (n = 10/group).

[image: Table 5]

The quantitative PCR analysis showed that the BS levels did not affect (p < 0.10) the amount of ruminal Prevotella brevis, Ruminococcus flavefaciens, Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens, and total bacteria (Table 6). The relative abundance of Selenomonas ruminantium and Ruminococcus albus increased (p < 0.05) and decreased (p < 0.05) linearly, respectively, with increasing dietary BS proportions. The relative abundance of Selenomonas ruminantium in BS-67 was greater (p < 0.05) than that in BS-0 and BS-67; while the amount of Ruminococcus albus in BS-100 was lower (p < 0.05) than that in BS-0 and BS-33. The relative abundance of Fibrobacter succinogenes quadratically (p < 0.05) changed with diet BS proportion, with the relative abundance of Fibrobacter succinogenes tends (0.05 < p < 0.10) to be lower in BS-67 than in BS-0 and BS-100.


Table 6. Effects of dietary barley starch proportions on the relative abundances of rumen bacteria (n = 10).
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The ruminal mean pH linearly decreased (p < 0.05) with increasing the diet BS content proportions, with lower value in BS-100 than that in BS-0 and BS-33; however, the maximum (Max) and minimum (Min) pH value were not affected by the dietary BS proportion (Table 7). The time and area of ruminal pH below 5.8 or 5.6 increased (p < 0.05) linearly as the dietary BS proportion increased. The time and area of ruminal pH below 5.8 in the BS-100 and BS-67 were higher than that in the BS-0 group and had no difference with the BS-33 group (p < 0.05). The time and area of ruminal pH below 5.6 in the BS-100 group were greater (p < 0.05) than that in the BS-0, BS-33, and BS-67 groups (p < 0.05).


Table 7. Effects of dietary barley starch proportions ruminal pH parameters.
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DISCUSSION


Growth Performance and Total Tract Nutrients Digestibility

In the present study, the experimental diets were formulated with identical starch content and had similar GE, and were pelleted under the same condition, which explained that the DMI of fattening Hu sheep was not affected by dietary BS contents. Similarly, Li et al. (6) also found that the DMI of the dairy goats was not affected by the dietary wheat proportions when the contents of starch and CP were similar among treatments. In addition, all lambs had similar initial BW, which intend to have similar rumen volume (20, 21). Therefore, it also resulted in similar DMI among treatments. The BWG and ADG were decreased, while F/G was increased in BS-100 group compared with BS-0 group with increasing dietary BS, which was inconsistent with previous studies. Petit (22) reported that changed diet grain from corn to barley decreased ADG from 362 to 332 g/day for Suffolk and Hampshire crossbred lambs. Haddad and Nasr (11) also found that increased dietary barley from 61 to 81.4% decreased the ADG from 186 to 148 g/day, and increased F/G from 4.6 to 5.2 for fattening lambs. In this study, the declined ADG and increased F/G were mainly attributed to the decreased total tract nutrients and GE digestibility when the lambs received high barley diet. These results indicated that total replacing corn grain with barley grain had negative effects on the growth performance (ADG and F/G) of fattening Hu lambs.

The total tract digestibility of DM, OM, and GE decreased linearly as the BS increased, which was mainly due to decreased digestibility of NDF, ADF, and starch in the present study. Haddad and Nasr (11) reported that the NDF digestibility was decreased with increasing dietary barley proportions. Leddin et al. (23) also found that increasing the amount of dietary wheat from 0 to 36% reduced the digestibility of NDF and ADF. The reduction of NDF and ADF digestibility in the total tract was usually associated with the decreased ruminal pH (24, 25) because the dramatically reduced rumen pH would inhibit the activity of cellulolytic bacteria in the rumen. In the present study, the ruminal mean pH decreased with increasing dietary BS proportions, and the time of ruminal pH under 5.6 in BS-33 BS-67 and BS-100 treatments exceed the threshold (3 h/day) of SARA suggested by Zhang et al. (26) and Castillo-Lopez et al. (27). The low ruminal pH decreased the number of cellulolytic bacteria Ruminococcus albus, and furtherly resulted in the declined digestibility of NDF and ADF in these treatments. The total tract starch digestibility was not affected when substituting corn with barley up to 67%; however, starch digestibility decreased when total CS in the diet was substituted with BS (92.28 vs. 90.50%). The reason for decreased starch digestibility in BS-100 could be the sharply reduced ruminal pH, resulting in subacute rumen acidosis in the lambs, which thereby limited starch degradation in rumen and intestine (28, 29). However, several studies indicated that increasing dietary barely grain improved the total tract starch digestibility because of its high rumen degradation rate (5, 30). The inconsistent results among studies were likely due to differences in diet treatments, dietary starch contents, and experimental animals. For example, Johnson et al. (5) reported a greater starch digestibility for barley-based diet than that for corn-based diet at a dietary starch content (ranged from 55.4 to 62.25%) was reported in beef cattle. The current results indicated that partially substitute CS with BS could decrease total tract fiber digestibility for fattening sheep, and total substitute CS with BS would decrease both fiber and starch digestibility for fattening sheep.



Rumen Fermentation

Although the digestibility of NDF and ADF was decreased in diets containing BS, the concentration of total TVFA (TVFA) was similar among treatments. However, the fermentation pattern was different greatly for diets mainly containing CS and BS, with fermentation switched from acetate to propionate as the dietary BS contents increased. These results agreed with Li et al. (6), who observed that replacing dietary corn with wheat (0, 17.5, and 35.0% of DM) did not affect the concentration of ruminal TVFA because of similar starch contents among treatments. Meanwhile, Johnson et al. (5) also reported that the proportion of ruminal propionate was increased from 42.17 to 46.51 mol/100 mol as the ratio of barely increased. The increased molar proportion of propionate was consistent with the enhanced relative abundance of Selenomonas ruminantium, which is reported as starch degradation bacteria that produces propionate (31) in BS-67 and BS-100 compared with that in BS-0. On the contrast, the decreased proportion of acetate in BS-67 and BS-100 groups was attributed to the reduced NDF digestibility (32). This was accomplished by ruminal cellulolytic bacteria that decompose the fiber part of the diet (33). In our study, the lower relative abundance of Ruminococcus albus in BS-100 than that in the BS-0 and BS-33, which was consistent with the result of acetate.



Rumen Bacterial Community

It is well accepted that ruminants intake high starch diet could reduce the abundances of cellulolytic bacteria due to the decrease of ruminal pH (34, 35). In the present study, the ruminal pH decreased with increasing dietary BS proportion, and the duration of ruminal pH below 5.6 exceeds 3 h/day in BS-67 and BS-100. The lower ruminal pH in the BS-67 and BS-100 indicated that sheep were experiencing SARA (36), which led to a decreasing amount of ruminal Ruminococcus albus. However, the dietary treatments did not affect the amount of ruminal Ruminococcus flavefaciens, Fibrobacter succinogenes, and Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens. These results are different from those results of Khafipour et al. (36) and Li et al. (6), who reported that these bacterial populations declined when the dairy cow and dairy goat received a high grain diet. The mainly cellulolytic bacteria, such as Ruminococcus flavefaciens, Fibrobacter succinogenes, and Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens, were believed to be sensitive to pH (37); however, the amount of these bacteria was not declined with increasing dietary BS.

In the present study, the amount of Selenomonas ruminantium was improved with the increasing of dietary BS proportions, while the amount of Prevotella brevis was unchanged. Tajima et al. (38) found the quantity of Selenomonas ruminantium was dramatically increased 3 days after the diet changed and was double numbered on the day 28, while the amount of Prevotella species was increased in 3 days and approached initial values in 28 days when the cattle switched from a diet containing 21% grain to a diet containing 82% grain. This study indicated the Selenomonas ruminantium could adapt to the high grain diet, but the Prevotella brevis showed a short-term adaptation to this type of diet.




CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, feeding a high-concentrate corn-based diet for fattening Hu sheep improved the performance and rumen fermentation parameters when compared to a barley-based diet. Increasing dietary BS levels linearly decreased ruminal mean pH and increased time of pH below 5.80 and 5.60 that resulted in a higher SARA risk. The recommended substitution of CS with BS in the diet is 67%, which can save feed cost without compromising the performance of sheep as well as NDF and starch degradability.



DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The original contributions presented in the study are included in the article/supplementary material, further inquiries can be directed to the corresponding author.



ETHICS STATEMENT

The animal study was reviewed and approved by the Biological Studies Animal Care and Use Committee of Gansu Province, China (2005-12).



AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

XM collected the sample, analyzed the data, and drafted the manuscript. WZ, TR, ZZ, TG, FaL, and LG collected the sample. FeL presented the idea of this manuscript, supported the funding, analyzed the conclusions, and revised the manuscript. All authors contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.



FUNDING

This research was financially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (32072754), and the Natural Science Foundation of Gansu Province, China (20JR10RA299).



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Dr. Guo Yang of the Northwest Institute of Eco-Environment and Resources, Chinese Academy of Sciences, who kindly assisted on the experiment site.



REFERENCES

 1. Kaur R, Nandra KS, Garcia SC, Fulkersonet WJ, Horadagoda A. Efficiency of utilisation of different diets with contrasting forages and concentrate when fed to sheep in a discontinuous feeding pattern. Livestock Sci. (2008) 119:77–86. doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2008.03.001

 2. Dias ALG, Freitas JA, Micai B, Azevedo RA, Greco LF, Santos JEP. Effect of supplemental yeast culture and dietary starch content on rumen fermentation and digestion in dairy cows. J Dairy Sci. (2018) 101:201–21. doi: 10.3168/jds.2017-13241

 3. Liu J, Tian K, Sun Y, Wu Y, Chen J, Zhang R, et al. Effects of the acid–base treatment of corn on rumen fermentation and microbiota, inflammatory response and growth performance in beef cattle fed high-concentrate diet. Animal. (2020) 14:1876–84. doi: 10.1017/S1751731120000786

 4. Overton TR, Cameron MR, Elliottt JP, Clark JH, Nelson DR. Ruminal fermentation and passage of nutrients to the duodenum of lactating cows fed mixture of corn and barley. J Dairy Sci. (1995) 78:1991–8. doi: 10.3168/jds.s0022-0302(95)76824-2

 5. Johnson JA, Sutherland DB, McKinnon JJ, McAllister AT, Penner GB. Effect of feeding barley or corn silage with dry-rolled barley, corn, or a blend of barley and corn grain on rumen fermentation, total tract digestibility, and nitrogen balance for finishing beef heifers. J Anim Sci. (2020) 98:skaaoo2. doi: 10.1093/jas/skaa002

 6. Li F, Yang XJ, Cao YC, Li SX, Yao JH, Li ZJ, et al. Effects of dietary effective fiber to rumen degradable starch ratios on the risk of sub-acute ruminal acidosis and rumen content fatty acids composition in dairy goat. Anim Feed Sci Technol. (2014) 189:54–62. doi: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2013.12.011

 7. Rastgoo M, Kazemi-Bonchenari M, Hosseinyazdi M, Mirzaei M. Effects of corn grain processing method (ground versus steam-flaked) with rumen undegradable to degradable protein ratio on growth performance, ruminal fermentation, and microbial protein yield in Holstein dairy calves. Anim Feed Sci Technol. (2020) 269:114646. doi: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2020.114646

 8. Surber LM, Bowman JG. Monensin effects on digestion of corn or barley high-concentrate diets. J Anim Sci. (1998) 76:1945–54. doi: 10.2527/1998.7671945x

 9. Emmanuel DGV, Dunn SM, Ametaj BN. Feeding high proportions of barley grain stimulates an inflammatory response in dairy cows. J Dairy Sci. (2008) 91:606–14. doi: 10.3168/jds.2007-0256

 10. Yahaghi M, Liang JB, Balcells J, Valizadeh R, Alimon AR, Ho YW. Effect of replacing barley with corn or sorghum grain on rumen fermentation characteristics and performance of Iranian Baluchi lamb fed high concentrate rations. Anim Prod Sci. (2012) 52:263–8. doi: 10.1071/AN11181

 11. Haddad SG, Nasr RE. Partial replacement of barley grain for corn grain: Associative effects on lambs' growth performance. Small Rumin Res. (2007) 72:92–5. doi: 10.1016/j.smallrumres.2006.08.005

 12. Yahaghi M, Liang JB, Balcells J, Valizadeh R, Seradj AR, Alimon R, et al. Effect of substituting barley with sorghum on starch digestion, rumen microbial yield and growth in Iranian Baluchi lambs fed high concentrate diets. Anim Feed Sci Technol. (2013) 183:96–105. doi: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2013.04.019

 13. Stevenson DM, Weimer PJ. Dominance of prevotella and low abundance of classical ruminal bacterial species in the bovine rumen revealed by relative quantification real-time PCR. Appl Microbiol Biot. (2009) 83:987–8. doi: 10.1007/s00253-006-0802-y

 14. AOAC. (2005). Official Methods of Analysis, 16th ed. Gaithersburg, MD: Association of Official Analytical Chemists International.

 15. Van Soest PJ, Robertson JB, Lewis BA. Methods for dietary fiber, neutral detergent fiber, and nonstarch polysaccharides in relation to animal nutrition. J Dairy Sci. (1991) 74:3583–97. doi: 10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(91)78551-2

 16. Dong LF, Li BC, Diao QY. Effects of dietary forage proportion on feed intake, growth performance, nutrient digestibility, and enteric methane emissions of Holstein Heifers at various growth stages. Animals-Basel. (2019) 9:725. doi: 10.3390/ani9100725

 17. Zhang Z, Niu X, Li F, Li F, Guo L. Ruminal cellulolytic bacteria abundance leads to the variation in fatty acids in the rumen digesta and meat of fattening lambs. J Anim Sci. (2020) 98:1–8. doi: 10.1093/jas/skaa228

 18. Zhang Q, Li C, Niu X, Zhang Z, Li F, Li F. The effects of milk replacer allowance and weaning age on the performance, nutrients digestibility, and ruminal microbiota communities of lambs[J]. Anim Feed Sci Technol. (2019) 257. doi: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2019.114263

 19. Li F, Wang ZL, Dong CX, Li FD, Wang WM, Yuan ZH, et al. Rumen bacteria communities and performances of fattening lambs with a lower or greater subacute ruminal acidosis risk. Front Microbiol. (2017) 8:2506. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2017.02506

 20. Nasrollahi SM, Zali A, Ghorbani GR, Shahrbabak MM, Heydari SAM. Variability in susceptibility to acidosis among high producing mid-lactation dairy cows is associated with rumen pH, fermentation, feed intake, sorting activity, and milk fat percentage. Anim Feed Sci Technol. (2017) 228:72–82. doi: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2017.03.007

 21. Van Soest PJ. Nutritional Ecology of the Ruminant, second ed. NY: Cornell University Press. (1994).

 22. Petit HV. Effect of whole and rolled corn or barley on growth and carcass quality of lambs. Small Rumin Res. (2000) 37:293–7. doi: 10.1016/S0921-4488(99)00118-2

 23. Leddin CM, Stockdale CR, Hill J, Heard JW, Doyle PT. Increasing amounts of crushed wheat fed with pasture hay reduced dietary fiber digestibility in lactating dairy cows. J Dairy Sci. (2009) 92:2747–57. doi: 10.3168/jds.2008-1504

 24. Yang WZ, Beauchemin KA. Physically effective fiber: method of determination and effects on chewing, ruminal acidosis, and digestion by dairy cows. J Dairy Sci. (2006) 89:2618–33. doi: 10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(06)72339-6

 25. Zebeli Q, Dijkstra J, Tafaj M, Steingass H, Ametaj BN, Drochner W. Modeling the adequacy of dietary fiber in dairy cows based on the responses of ruminal pH and milk fat production to composition of the diet. J Dairy Sci. (2008) 91:2046–66. doi: 10.3168/jds.2007-0572

 26. Zhang S, Albornoz RI, Aschenbach JR, Barreda DR, Penner GB. Short-term feed restriction impairs the absorptive function of the reticulo-rumen and total tract barrier function in beef cattle. J Anim Sci. (2013) 91:1685–95. doi: 10.2527/jas.2012-5669

 27. Castillo-Lopez E, Wiese BI, Hendrick S, McKinnon JJ, McAllister TA, Beauchemin KA, et al. Incidence, prevalence, severity, and risk factors for ruminal acidosis in feedlot steers during backgrounding, diet transition, and finishing. J Anim Sci. (2014) 92:3053–63. doi: 10.2527/jas.2014-7599

 28. Owens FN, Zinn RA, Kim YK. Limits to starch digestion in the ruminant small intestine. J Anim Sci. (1986) 63:1634–48. doi: 10.1016/0168-1591(86)90122-X

 29. Rotger A, Ferret A, Calsamiglia S, Manteca X. In situ degradability of seven plant protein supplements in heifers fed high concentrate diets with different forage to concentrate ratio. Anim Feed Sci Technol. (2006) 125:73–87. doi: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2005.05.017

 30. Silveira C, Oba M, Yang WZ, Beauchemin KA. Selection of barley grain affects ruminal fermentation, starch digestibility, and productivity of lactating dairy cows. J Dairy Sci. (2007) 90:2860–9. doi: 10.3168/jds.2006-771

 31. Mizrahi I, Wallace RJ, Moraïs S. The rumen microbiome: balancing food security and environmental impacts. Nat Rev Microbiol. (2021) 19:553–66. doi: 10.1038/s41579-021-00543-6

 32. Noziere P, Ortigues-Marty I, Loncke C, Sauvant D. Carbohydrate quantitative digestion and absorption in ruminants: from feed starch and fibre to nutrients available for tissues. Animal. (2010) 4:1057–74. doi: 10.1017/S1751731110000844

 33. Hua C, Tian J, Tian P, Cong R, Luo Y, Geng Y, et al. Feeding a high concentration diet induces unhealthy alterations in the composition and metabolism of ruminal microbiota and host response in a goat model. Front Microbiol. (2017) 8:138. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2017.00138

 34. Brown MS, Ponce C. H., and Pulikanti R. Adaptation of beef cattle to high-concentrate diets: performance and ruminal metabolism. J Anim Sci. (2006) 84:E25–33. doi: 10.2527/2006.8413supple25x

 35. Mickdam E, Khiaosa-Ard R, Metzler-Zebeli B. U., Klevenhusen F, Chizzola R, and Zebeli Q. Rumen microbial abundance and fermentation profile during severe subacute ruminal acidosis and its modulation by plant derived alkaloids in vitro. Anaerobe. (2016) 39:4–13. doi: 10.1016/j.anaerobe.2016.02.002

 36. Khafipour E, Krause DO, Plaizier JC. A grain-based subacute ruminal acidosis challenge causes translocation of lipopolysaccharide and triggers inflammation. J Dairy Sci. (2009) 92:1060–70. doi: 10.3168/jds.2008-1389

 37. Nagaraja TG, Titgemeyer EC. Ruminal acidosis in beef cattle: the current microbiological and nutritional outlook. J Dairy Sci. (2007) 90:E17–38. doi: 10.3168/jds.2006-478

 38. Tajima K, Aminov RI, Nagamine T, Matsui H, Nakamura M, Benno Y. Diet-dependent shifts in the bacterial population of the rumen revealed with real-time PCR. Appl Environ Microb. (2001) 67:2766–74. doi: 10.1128/aem.67.6.2766-2774.2001

 39. Duarte AC, Durmic Z, Vercoe PE, Chaves AV. Dose-response effects of dietary pequi oil on fermentation characteristics and microbial population using a rumen simulation technique (Rusitec). Anaerobe. (2017) 48:59–65. doi: 10.1016/j.anaerobe.2017.06.013

 40. Denman SE, McSweeney CS. Development of a real-time PCR assay for monitoring anaerobic fungal and cellulolytic bacterial populations within the rumen. FEMS Microbiol Ecol. (2006) 58:572–82. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6941.2006.00190.x

 41. Kudrnacova E, Bures D, Barton L, Kotrba R, Ceacero F, Hoffman LC, et al. The effect of barley and lysine supplementation of pasture-based diet on growth, carcass composition and physical quality attributes of meat from farmed fallow deer (Dama dama). Animals-Basel. (2019) 9:33. doi: 10.3390/ani9020033

 42. Khafipour E, Li S, Plaizier JC, Krause DO. Rumen microbiome composition determined using two nutritional models of subacute ruminal acidosis. Appl Environ Microb. (2009) 75:7115–24. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00739-09

 43. Ding G, Chang Y, Zhao L, Zhou Z, Ren L, Meng Q. Effect of Saccharomyces cerevisiae on alfalfa nutrient degradation characteristics and rumen microbial populations of steers fed diets with different concentrate-to-forage ratios. J Anim Sci Biotechno. (2014) 5:24. doi: 10.1186/2049-1891-5-24

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher's Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Ma, Zhou, Guo, Li, Li, Ran, Zhang and Guo. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.



OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t005.jpg
Items

TVFA, mM

VFA, mol/100mol
Acetate (A)
Propionate (P)
Isobutyrate
Butyrate
Isovalerate
Valerate

AP

NHa-N, mg/ dL
Lactic acid, mg/dL

BS-0

9.75

63.43%
22.43°
0.658
11.32
1.16
1.01
3.09*
2.90
037

Treatments'

BS-33

106.55

63.742
19.67°
0.463
14.66
0.75
0.97
3412
3.01
0.40

BS-67

99.55

5559

s2.07°
0532
872
083
1.34
1.85°
3.06
037

BS-100

94.75

50.71°

35.63*
1.287
10.01
0.97
1.39
1.78°
292
034

SEM

5.354

1.792
2.010
0.168
0.763
0.085
0.000
0.233
0916
0.048

P value

L

0.832

0.004
0.006
0.400
0.066
0.301
0.214
0.005
0.923
0.972

Q

0614

0.391
0384
0.163
0.440
0.014
0.835
0.620
0.549
0.725

"Dietary Berley Levels Defined by Its Proportion of Starch in Diets: BS-0, 0% Sterch in
Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-33, 33% Sterch in Diets Were Provided by Barley;
BS-67, 67% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-100, 100% Starch in Diets
Were Provided by Bartey.
@bMean in the same row with different superscripts are different (o < 0.05).
SEM, standard error of the sample means; T, treatment; L, linear; Q, quadfatic; TVFA, total

volatile fatty acids.





OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t006.jpg
Bacteria, log10,16S rRNA copy number/g rumen content

Prevotella brevis
Selenomonas ruminantium
Ruminococeus albus
Ruminococeus flavefaciens
Fibrobacter succinogenes
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens
Total bacteria

BS-0

11.46
9.89°
10.64*
10.07
9.39
9.34
16.37

Treatment'

BS-33

11.33
9970
10.752
10.21
8.29
8.85
16.34

BS-67

11.57
10.66*
9.69%

1026

8.00

9.16

16.53

BS-100

11.31
10.20%
9.20°
987
9.47
858
15.27

SEM

0.089
0.115
0.353
0.148
0173
0.132
0.079

P value

L

0.749
0.049
0.003
0.696
0.992
0.145
0.869

Q

0.622
0.112
0.394
0.363
0.009
0.855
0.445

"Dietary Barley Levels Defined by Its Proportion of Starch in Diets: BS-0, 0% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-33, 33% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barfey; BS-67,
67% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Bartey; BS-100, 100% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Bariey. *®Mean in the same row with different superscripts are different (p < 0.05).

SEM, standard error of mear

treatment; L, linear; Q, quadratic.





OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t003.jpg
Items Treatments! SEM P value
BS-0 BS-33 BS-67 BS-100 L Q
Initial BW, kg~ 29.88 29.41 30.05 2959 0210 0859 0.821

Final BW, kg ~ 47.36 46.68 47.08 4558 0.308 0.090 0.651
BWgain, kg 17.48% 17272 1698 1598° 0271 0044 0.691

DMI, kg/d 1.62 1.65 1.65 160 0017 0627 0276
ADG, g/d 277.48% 27411 26058% 253.77° 4314 0044 0.690
F/G 58%°  611®  617%  636° 0070 0025 0650

1Dietary Barley Levels Defined by Its Proportion of Starch in Diets: BS-0, 0% Starch in
Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-33, 33% Sterch in Diets Were Provided by Barley;
BS-67, 67% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-100, 100% Starch in Diets
Were Provided by Bartey.

#5Mean in the same row with different superscripts are different (o < 0.05)

SEM, standard error of means; T, treatment; L, linear; Q, quadratic; BW, body weight;
DM, dry matter intake; ADG, average daily gain; F/G, feed to gain ratio.





OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t004.jpg
Items. Treatments' SEM P value

BS-0 BS-33 BS-67 BS-100 L Q

DM 72.65° 69.89° 70.70° 64.87° 0744 <0.001 0.293
oM 7430° 7270° 7279 67.39° 0.666 <0.001 0.128
cP 7892 7841 7946 7731 0464 0457 0383
NDF 6626 60.34° 60.81° 53.58° 1.109 <0.001 0.808
ADF 46.25° 39.71° 4169 28.80° 1.618 <0.001 0322
Starch 9228° 9227* 92:84* 9050° 0311 0026 0.062
GE 7452° 70.96° 71.82° 65.59° 0.853 <0.001 0.533
Digestive 1318 1236° 1254° 11.30° 0135 <0.001 0574
energy

(MJ/kg)

"Dietary Bartey Levels Defined by Its Proportion of Starch in Diets: BS-0, 0% Starch in
Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-33, 33% Sterch in Diets Were Provided by Barley;
BS-67, 67% Sterch in Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-100, 100% Sterch in Diets
Were Provided by Barley.

ab5\Miean in the same row with diferent superscripts are different (o < 0.05).

SEM, standard error of means; T, treatment; L, linear; Q, quadatic; DM, oy matter; OM,
organic matter; CR, crude protein; NDF, neutral detergent fiber; ADF; acid detergent fiber;
GE, gross energy.





OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t007.jpg
pH Treatment' SEM  P-value

BS-0 BS-33 BS-67 BS-100 L Q
Mean 6.26° 606* 585 550° 0093 0010 0.642
Max 7.02 755 688 692 0113 0701 0.268
Min 573 457 457 473 0246 0176 0.183
<56.8,hvd 371> 9.80% 11.95% 16.56° 1.414 0002 0.760
<5.6,vd 092> 586° 7.20° 13.92% 1.302 <0.001 0.674

Area under 5.8, pH x hd 21.51° 56.86% 69.30° 96.04* 8199 0.002 0.760
Area under 5.6, pH x h/d 5.18° 32.77° 40.30° 77.93% 7.29 <0.001 0.674

"Dietary Barley Levels Defined by Its Proportion of Starch in Diets: BS-0, 0% Starch in
Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-33, 33% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barley;
BS-67, 67% Starch in Dists Were Provided by Barley; BS-100, 100% Starch in Diets
Were Provided by Barley.

abMean in the same row with different superscripts are dliferent (p < 0.05).

SEM, standard error of mear treatment; L, linear; Q, quadratic.






OPS/xhtml/Nav.xhtml




Contents





		Cover



		Effects of Dietary Barley Starch Contents on the Performance, Nutrient Digestion, Rumen Fermentation, and Bacterial Community of Fattening Hu Sheep



		Introduction



		Materials and Methods



		Animals, Diets, and Management



		Data and Sample Collection



		Analysis of Diet and Fecal Samples



		Measurement of Ruminal Fermentation Parameters



		Bacterial DNA Extraction and PCR Amplification



		Measurement of Dynamic Ruminal pH



		Statistical Analysis







		Results



		Discussion



		Growth Performance and Total Tract Nutrients Digestibility



		Rumen Fermentation



		Rumen Bacterial Community







		Conclusions



		Data Availability Statement



		Ethics Statement



		Author Contributions



		Funding



		Acknowledgments



		References

















OPS/images/cover.jpg
’ frontiers
in Nutrition

Effects of Dietary Barley Starch
Contents on the Performance,
Nutrient Digestion, Rumen
Fermentation, and Bacterial
Community of Fattening Hu Sheep





OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t001.jpg
Items

Ingredients (% air-dry basis)
Barley straw

Com

Barley

Com bran

Cottonseed meal

Soybean meal

Caloium bicarbonate

Corn gluten feed

Molasses

Limestone

Salt

Expanding urea

Promix®

Total

Nutrient content®(% DM basis)
oM

ADF
Starch
GE (MJ/kg)

BS-0

15.00
36.00
0.00
15.00
6.00
8.00
0.60
12.00
4.00
1.20
0.70
0.50
1.00
100.00

91.48
93.33
17.04
44.43
13.42
2558
17.62

Treatments®

BS-33

15.00
25.00
16.00
15.00
6.00
8.00
0.60
7.00
4.00
1.20
0.70
0.50
1.00
100.00

91.40
93.15
17.08
41.54
13.04
25.59
17.42

BS-67

15.00
12.00
33.00
15.00
6.00
8.00
0.60
3.00
4.00
1.20
0.70
0.50
1.00

100.00

91.32
93.05
16.94
40.31
14.20
25.50
17.47

BS-100

15.00
0.00
48.00
15.00
6.00
8.00
0.60
0.00
4.00
1.20
0.70
0.50
1.00
100.00

91.81
93.14
1713
41.61
14.00
25.54
17.23

Dietary Bariey Levels Defined by Its Proportion of Starch in Diets: BS-0, 0% Starch in
Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-33, 33% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barley;
BS-67, 67% Starch in Diets Were Provided by Barley; BS-100, 100% Starch in Diets

Were Provided by Barley.

The Premix Provided the Following per kg of Diets:Fe 25mg,Mn 40mg,zn 40mg,Cu
8mg,10.3mg, Se 0.2mg, Co 0.1mg, Vs 940 1U, Vp 111 1U, VE 20 1U.
DM, cry matter; OM, organic matter; CR. crude protein; NDF, neutral detergent fiber;
ADF, acid detergent fiber; GE, gross energy.





OPS/images/fnut-08-797801-t002.jpg
Species

Prevotella brevis

Selenomonas
ruminantium

Ruminococcus
albus

Ruminococcus
flavefaciens

Fibrobacter
succinogenes

Butyrivibrio
fibrisolvens

Total Bacteria

Primer sequences((5'-3)

F:GGTTCTGAGAGGAAGGTCCCC
R°:TCCTGCACGCTACTTGGCTG
F:.CAATAAGCATTCCGCCTGGG

R:TTCACTCAATGTCAAGCCCTGG
F:.CCCTAAAAGCAGTCTTAGTTGG

R:CCTCCTTGCGGTTAGAAC

References

(13)

“3)

39

F:.CGAACGGAGATAATTTGAGTTTACTTAGG (13)

R:CGGTCTCTGTATGTTATGAGGTATTACC

F: GGTATGGGATGAGCTTGC

R: GCCTGCCCCTGAACTATC
FTAACATGAGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTC

R:CGTTACTCACCCGTCCCGC
F.-TCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAGT
R:GGACTACCAGGGTATCTAATCCTGTT

AF represents forward primers, PR represents reverse primers.

“2)

@

40)









OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Nutrition





