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The effect of dietary Lysine/ME ratio on the lean percent in Berkshire

Tooru SANO Hisashi MORI Tomohiro ARAKANE Sadako MATUBA and Kouken OKUDA
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(100%) (180%) (100%)

Lysine/ME



117

15
43 62 5.2 63
8.2
62 63 122 123
2 1 2 1 2
83.58 83.11 75.00 79.17 78.765 < 72.74 71.78 83.225 46.40
14.00 14.00 16.20 20.00 20.00 25.00 14.00 7.50 17.00
2.00 2.00 2.00
2.00 1.60 18.00
5.00 1.00 3.80 2.00 6.00
7.00 5.00 10.00
33 1.60 0.70 1.10
2.50
0.20 0.20 0.20 0.30 0.30 0.50 0.10 0.10
0.10 0.33 0.27 0.45 0.20 0.37
0.02 0.135 0.09 0.19 0.12
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100 24
2.5cm
(CAT.NO.Y100A047A ADVANTEC)
2,400x% 60
20g 70
30
60
24
24
kg 70 30
cmx  cmx
NPPC
(CM2600d MINOLTA) D65 10
30 CIELAB
(CM2600d MINOLTA) D65 10
CIELAB
0.5
HITACHI -5000
Scheffe
( )
43 62 514.5+ 91.8g 514.0+ 8.0g
463.2+ 64.6
468.1+ 32.6 600.0+ 53.0 373.0%
23.1g
43 62 1.89 1.86 2.33
1.63 1.79 2.42
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43 62 63 122 123
514.5+ 91.8 753.8+ 38.4 681.1+ 66.7
514.0+ 8.0 672.8+53.0* 768.2+ 31.9
463.2+ 64.6 793.3+ 47.6 °  730.3+ 47.1
468.1+ 32.6 © 605.6% 30.7 658.1+ 38.8
600.0+ 53.0 ° 615.1+ 41.6 660.0+ 30.4
373.0+ 23.1 °© 684.5+ 17.8 605.2+ 49.2
+
0.05
Lysine/ME
43 62 63 122 123
1.89 3.17 4.44
1.86 3.09 4.58
2.33 3.30 4.36
1.63 2.92 4.24
1.79 3.20 4.53
2.42 2.74 4.35
62 122 T-Cho TG BUN
BUN
Lysine
Lysine
Lysine/ME T-Cho
62 122
126.3+ 9.4 147.0+ 18.4 129.0+ 4.7
128.3+ 7.4 126.3+ 5.5 134.3+ 3.5
130.8+ 11.0 150.8+ 7.9 138.8% 14.2
126.0+ 22.7 110.5+ 10.3 109.8+ 8.2
124_8+ 10.4 120.8+ 10.4 105.0+ 5.8
130.0+ 11.2 123.5+ 5.9 111.5+ 17.6
+ mg/dl
Lysine/ME TG
62 122
37.8+ 7.8 41.5+ 5.1 29.3+ 5.6
36.3% 4.7 64.7+ 10.8 44 .7+ 3.5
46.8+ 4.4 55.0+ 12.9 33.0+ 15.0
26.3+ 9.0 55.8+ 10.6° 25.0+ 3.4°
28.0+ 5.0 64.5+ 17.3° 23.8+ 6.8°
51.5+ 8.7 24.0+ 7.0° 40.3+ 8.5
+ mg/dl

0.05

119

Lysine



120 Lysine/

Lysine/ME BUN
62 122
14.6+ 2.0 23.3+ 3.3 16.9+ 0.5°
13.8+ 2.6" 22.1+ 1.8 20.8+ 1.9
21.6+ 1.3 21.7+ 2.9 17.6x 1.4
14.6+ 3.5" 15.4+ 0.8° 12.1+ 2.2°
23.7+ 2.3° 22.1+ 3.1° 17.1+ 0.8°
15.1+ 0.9" 15.8+ 0.8° 16.0+ 1.2°
+ mg/dl
0.01 0.05
10
( ) 3.0+ 0.4cm 2.5+ 0.3cm 3.1+ 0.3cm
1.7+ 0.1cm
3.0+ 0.3cm 2.1+ 0.3cm
() 34.3+ 3.7cm’ 34.0+ 2.6cm’ 1.5+
1.3cm’
41.0+ 2.6cm’ 32.0+ 2.2cm’ 35.5+ 3.1cm’
Lysine/ME
Lysine/ME
Lysine

10 Lysine/ME

) )
() (my (em (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm’)
65.5 95.6 81.0 70.5 36.4 5.5 3.0 4.0 20.3 34.3

o

0.9 0.6 1.4 0.6 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.4 1.3 3.7
65.0 93.0 80.1 72.5 34.6 5.3 2.5 3.8 20.0 34.0
0.7 2.0 0.6 0.9 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.2 2.0 2.6
65.3 96.6 79.7 71.2 36.5 5.4 3.1 4.1 18.3 28.5
0.3 2.2 2.1 2.4 1.3 0.6 0.3 0.5 2.2 1.3
66.9 95.4 83.6 74.3 34.0 4.0 1.7 3.1 23.8° 41.0°
1.1 1.8 2.5 1.9 1.8 0.5 0.1 0.6 2.9 2.6
66.1 96.9 83.9 74.8 34.8 4.7 3.0° 4.2 18.8 32.0°
0.6 3.0 1.8 2.3 1.0 0.5 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.2
66.0 98.8 82.6 73.0 34.9 4.0 2.1* 3.3 23.3 35.5
1.7 1.8 1.1 1.4 3.7 0.8 0.3 0.5 1.0 3.1
+
0.01 0.05
11
62 10.2+ 0.7cm’ 8.4+ 0.6¢cm’ 6.9+ 0.7cm’
122

20.1+ 1.2cm? 16.4+ 1.3cm? 15.4+ 0.9cm’
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62 122
9.2+ 1.4 19.0+ 3.0
8.2+ 1.5 18.1+ 3.2
8.8+ 0.9 18.0+ 1.4
10.2+ 0.7" 20.1+ 1.2°
8.4+ 0.6° 16.4+ 1.3°
6.9+ 0.7° 15.4+ 0.9°
* cm
0.01 0.05
12 122 1.6+
0.2cm 1.4+ 0.1cm 1.8+ 0.1cm Lysine/ME
62 0.6+ 0.1cm 0.7+
0.1lcm 0.5+ 0.1cm
122 1.0+ 0.2cm 1.2+ 0.2cm 1.0
+ 0.3cm
12 Lysine/ME
62 122
0.6+ 0.1 1.6+ 0.2
0.6+ 0.1 1.4+ 0.1
0.6+ 0.0 1.8£ 0.1
0.6+ 0.1 1.0+ 0.2
0.7 0.1 1.2£ 0.2
0.5+ 0.1 1.0+ 0.3
* cm
10 13 14
67.3+ 0.9 73.2+ 2.8 64.5+ 4.3
71.9+ 4.1 71.1+ 2.4 67.2+ 0.9
2.5+ 0.3 4.0+ 0.2 3.0+ 0.4
1.2+ 0.5 2.7+ 0.8 3.2+ 0.6
0.36
-15) )
) 2.5 . )
. -12) )
2.2 2.8
5.6+ 1.3 2.5+ 0.4 3.1+ 0.6
45.0+ 1.2 49.1+ 2.3

55.5+ 4.4



122 Lysine/

13 Lysine/ME

) (kg)
72.9£ 0.5 67.3+ 0.9 26.7+1.0 2.5+£0.3 3.1+1.2 2.0+0.4
72.1+ 1.3 73.2+ 2.8* 28.5+ 3.3 4.0+ 0.2° 3.4+1.1 2.3t 0.6
71.1+ 1.8 64.5+ 4.3° 28.8+ 1.0 3.0+ 0.4 2.8+ 0.2 2.3+0.3
73.9£ 0.5 71.9+ 4.1 28.7+0.3 1.2+ 0.5 5.6+ 1.3 1.8+ 0.3
73.4+ 0.6 71.1+ 2.4 31.8+1.6 2.7+ 0.8 2.5+ 0.4° 2.5+ 0.6
73.1+ 0.3 67.2+ 0.9 31.6+ 2.3 3.2+ 0.6° 3.1+ 0.6° 2.0+ 0.7
+
0.05
14 Lysine/ME
30
48.1+ 0.5 1.0+ 1.0 10.1+ 0.3  48.6+ 0.9 2.4+ 1.2 10.6% 1.3
51.6+ 6.2 0.4+ 1.0 10.2+ 1.4  55.1+ 4.3 1.2+ 1.3 10.1% 2.1
55.1+ 2.2 0.6+ 1.1 11.0+ 0.5  58.0+ 4.6 1.1+ 0.9 11.7+ 1.1
45.0+ 1.2 1.7+ 0.2 9.0+ 0.7  45.6+ 0.7 2.0+ 0.2 9.4+ 1.1
49.1# 2.3 2.9+ 0.9 10.2+ 0.7  52.4+2.9 3.0+ 1.0 11.1+ 0.8
55.5+ 4.4" 1.3+ 2.2 11.0+ 2.3 56.4+ 5.7° 3.0+ 1.0 11.9+ 1.8
+
0.05
10 11 15 16
18:2 9.2+ 0.5 9.0+ 0.4
11.7+ 3.9 11.8+ 1.0 8.6+ 0.6
10.6+ 0.2
Martin ™ 18:2
18:2
" =0.73 0.74
18:2
15 Lysine/ME
14:0 16:0 16:1 18:0 18:1 18:2 18:3
1.7¢ 0.5 26.5+ 1.2 0.4+ 0.1 18.7+ 1.1 43.0+ 1.2 9.2+ 0.5 0.7+ 0.1 44.7+ 1.9
1.4+ 0.2 28.0+ 0.5 0.5+ 0.1 21.3+ 2.6 39.2+ 2.0 9.0+ 0.4 0.6+ 0.0 50.0% 2.5
1.2+ 0.2 25.4+ 2.7 0.3+ 0.0 20.4+ 1.6 39.4+ 1.5 11.7+ 3.9 1.6+ 1.4 46.1* 1.4
1.7+ 0.3 27.0+ 1.0 0.4+ 0.1 17.5% 1.1° 41.0+ 0.9 11.8+ 1.0° 0.7+ 0.1 46.8+ 4.0
1.3+ 0.1° 26.7+ 1.3 0.4+ 0.1 21.8+ 0.9° 40.6+ 1.3 8.6% 0.6° 0.7+ 0.2 50.4% 1.6
1.6+ 0.1 27.8+ 1.2 0.4+ 0.1 19.0+ 1.1 39.9+ 1.4 10.6+ 0.2 0.8+ 0.1 47.5+ 1.8
+
0.05
16 Lysine/ME
30
83.0+ 1.8 -0.7+ 0.4 6.3+ 0.3 82.2+ 2.6 -0.2+ 0.8 7.2+ 2.2
82.7+ 0.7 -0.5+0.4 7.1+ 0.4 83.0+ 0.5 0.1+ 0.0 6.9+ 2.1
83.8+£ 0.8 -1.2+ 0.4 7.0+ 0.1 83.2+ 0.2 -0.8+ 0.6 6.7+0.8
82.8+£ 0.8 -0.7+ 0.2 7.0+ 0.4 81.6+ 1.9 0.5+1.1 7.1+ 0.5
83.7£ 0.4 -0.9+ 0.2 6.5+ 0.3 83.1+ 0.8 0.0+ 0.5 6.7+0.3
82.0+ 0.3 -0.5+ 0.4 7.5+ 0.2 81.9+ 2.1 0.4+ 1.0 7.7+0.6

I+
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