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1 ESFESHMMBRNhEFRKS
1.1 $EHEY

FEAR B A B TR I & i s 32 B L
B R DL RS SRR S s, B A ) L
BB NG A A RS = R 5.43% .
5.70% F1 4.485% , i 2 = T 7L (4.84% ,4.57%
3.065% ) , [R) B A) FL P R T 2R AR A R L S AR
R S re &R A R S AR T E R DL KL
HERKABUOTAERAAMR S EYE T W
FLO L HR A KA R SIS XA R AL (R
24 h ) A A BT LR ORUK 43 % 43 )ik
5] 9.86% .7.89% .3.28% 1.21% , 4i =2 A 4iE
FERARCUKBHAY MEEERWETG24 h
PR3 38 5 i L, - it s 7L 1] 4 8% 3% ¥ A1, 1L 7L
WS B LA Cui RIS 1~
7 d WELE T M e B, 45 R R O bl
5 I} (1) 19 4 % 320 ¥ R AU, AS AR RS T 1R % = 3K 947
TR H T IR I G B, i T DL 4
A=A i 3 R 43 3 32 B WA FL A A A 5 i Bl 0
LIS ] A HERS | 7= g 1 2 W 38 0, 45 288 = W TR )
B g W AR, (0 0 T A LR T 7 L T

He %X 2 A4 R dEd  H B DL R E
HEFEA B A H R AR < B A 2 A 2% 38 i i Y i
W H 7= R 3% A IR AT I 5 JR & B, b R A 2R
Z2 58 i P Y 4% FLBE B IE FL ( fat corrected milk,
FCM) BifpifE AL =R B & m T EES b i o
P B VA AR 2 (72 7= dk, B v g 1 | 2
FB FUE ML IR 43 5 = 0 W 35 25 5% BkAh, o )
SRR AR 7 v 22 AR RN R 7 R 1 ik B 4.82%,
T S A (3.99% ) AV m U H IR N R4
(3.68% ) , MV JpRR A1 35 IV J iR ( conjugated linole-
ic acids, CLA) & & & T =%, Guo %" i,
YEA-fE 7 b T BT AR D AR BT FLOBE ALK 23
SRS R 157 ~ 184 g/kg . 55 ~ 86 g/kg . 42 ~
64 g/kg .33~58 g/kg Ml 4~9 g/kg, Ifij 71
A A B0 114~ 120 g/kg 25~35 g/kg .30 ~
35 g/kg 45~50 g/kg Ml 7 g/kgt M Hiv R A e
W4 5T | N 07 A0 B T e T A T
Wi, A b T s R 7 AR s DR
R FLGE & R T A 38 e AL AR LK
Oy SR, W IR AR RS RV A 1
AT 2 00 LA AR A G 4 b IR 7 RN B R
R U o g I T oo S 0 R K
TR=&(F&1D,

x1 ELMHEMBEANDENFERASSE

Table 1 Nutrient component contents of fresh milk of yak and other mammalians %
U Ttems FE4 Yak'" gpE Cow!™ Bk Camel ™ 1% Goat' ™
F#) 5t Dry matter 17.1 13.3 13.2 12.1
JIg I Fat 6.5 4.0 4.5 3.8
JE NG Wi 44 Solids-non-fat 10.4 9.0 8.6 8.9
M i Protein 4.6 3.4 3.5 3.4
FLB# Lactose 5.2 4.8 4.4 4.1
HLR 3 Ash 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.8

FEA- s g Wi le & w b A 2= 15 A4k, 0 H4E
2R A 0 FTAE W5 R ( saturated fatty acid , SFA) 7% i
(58.63%) W F MK T 3 H (61.77%) .7 H
(62.30%) F1 11 H (64.92% ) , $X 1 B4 A 1 ARG 5
fi% ( monounsaturated fatty acid, MUFA ) F122 A I
fig Wi 2 ( polyunsaturated fatty acid, PUFA) % & 7E 9O
A5, k5] 33.90% M1 7.33% " . i T
o L DX R R 1) AR S IR R AR KA
9 90~120 d, Herp 7 F BOes AR W) vy, 9 s
mn B, 11 A MR IR I 3 AR B R, 90 A

RO Y 1 R O W AR v T R R R A
Bett 55 I 5T & B, for Hr 4H 15 4= 45 SFA MUFA
M1 PUFA & &3 5910 62.09% .26.16% .4.81% , i
FRTHE R 708 F2 R 00 B 45 i 19 45 S8 R Wi R &5
T, Cui 251 A 6 76 A [R5 3K 00 48 4= W R 0 A7
AT IE & B, BE A IR T, W SFA  MUFA FlI
PUFA F it i 2 b, & i 3 & 7 i i e 2k
Wy, TEHEA Wb, BT SR Wi b CLA &% & ik #
21.7 g, BTGB 2 65, ZIEY 3 507
CLA REEA B 1k 8 i AU PR s 19 & A | TR) B 38
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A7 D80 A A D TR 75 Lk B0 K o AR AR A LA B 3
SR LR DI RERIVE I o e A R AR 7L 3 4 0 o
i R Em LR 2, AT 4EAR C ML R
E &R, —E R LE T U B AT BRI
PUALRE ) i E R A MGEAED S RBES T
WAy, e A R NRRX T YA R B 5 2
PR AT TR D SR I M 4 A R = R, 5K P i
SFUIIE T A B, AR AR H4 300 mih i R IR

bR CMYgEER ENSRESERTIULEN,
X AT BE S T RO AR A R v R
R C 4L R E I HE A , M4EE &R C g
ZEE HA P AAAER e 4 5] DL LA
PLEALRE T) ., LA AW h o P T R & &

B ES MR A B G DL OO T R AR B AR
SR ESTHERRMSY.

x2 ELMHMEANMENFELERSE

Table 2 Contents of vitamins of fresh milks of yak and other mammalians g/ kg

i H Items YR Yak!! Wy Cow! ! 112%£ Goat''®! 432 Sheep!"*
4t/ &R B, Vitamin B, 347.1 450.0 680.0 800.0
44 % B, Vitamin B, 1799.6 1 600.0 2100.0 3 760.0
4t/ R B, Vitamin B, 3 455.9 800.0 2 700.0 4.160.0
44 % B, Vitamin B, 848.4 3 200.0 3100.0 4, 080.0
44 % B, Vitamin B, 474.8 420.0 460.0 800.0
4 E A Vitamin A 444.6 378.0 555.0 438.0
4/ % C Vitamin C 34 460.0 9 400.0 12 900.0 41 600.0
4k % D Vitamin D 39.5 0.5 0.6 1.8
4k/£ & E Vitamin E 985.2 1 000.0

1.2 EHBPD

1 50 R T 125 ) o8 A A T 0 5 A 2 R 1 XL
R R, S SR (A R T R Rl X AR B
RBEFEA TR Y h Ty BT AR D5 B FLBE OB
Ay FIRE 2 ) A 143.0.53.7.54.4 23,4,
8.6 g/LAl 4.21 MI/L, 5 & §54H I, 4E 4 R W5
KEBIE 5 WA % B AR R R AR B I5 7 AL
Wi D AL, S TR Kt #E b IR
105 R B 2E W 53 it B T TR , LB i e (b R FLTR L &
MR OS5 pH B, WhA- RS h T ¥ st s i
BB AL LK 3 & BRI RE 4 0 R 123.0
38.5.34.7 .34.2 8.0 g/L # 3.01 MI/L, H i T#
J55 BB W7 B 1 BTRREL K 43 i D K RE B I T4
AR FLME S S TR (R 3),
AR P LA T 1) 57 S 5 /0, A S W il XL AR S T
Z B Z AR PR e & BUFLBE B S K 1
N FUBH S W IR o 3 B 1 R 5, AT 51 & S AR
RUREIR i AR LR BR W 7 o AR P A R L
WE it DR F FLAE AN TR 32 FEAR T 75, 4 2R TR 15
WA BR YA o5 T B AR e 2 AR 4F B 5 i
YE AR 47 5 1 % T T 0 S L R /K P AR B, 3 E R
TES AR TS &R, 70 R 21.6% Fl

21.5% , Whils A IETR 53 5] 7 B 2 TR 7 5 1Y 40.9%
40.8% ", 5L E G Wi BR 240 A% 7F 4 4 fif 4
S5 h Jo A B 25 5, TR i T & A R P
A= AR G T 1 I TR 4 R A 5% Wil R R, AT TH £ BR
T ARG 07 R 5 A e IS R A
MR e B2 LA W) Roc £ & B AL,
HREgEER A BERE AR COTBYSTY
73 R

2 BEHHMAMBOPHRSED S HEE
HAR K BEW S C W ABRK DL, Ek
e ok 5 v 2L TR T RN R B T A R A FH DA B — 2R3
%) TG P 2 R A AL il 1 75 K I s e g ol o B
bR A XU T 1R AR A R AR A R
B2 Bm B RKm HE J1 8058, B T8 WA #5
HMEAFAEVE 2 BUW I, TR 2 BUR A A S ER
i JE SO A ) 2 9K I 0o R o 2L R R O
{14 TR R0 A1 B ) o i s o, LR KRR b HAR
REEGL o, W W LR W R A LR AT W R
( Lactobacillus) .. ¥K % J& ( Lactococcus) | 5% BK 7
J& ( Streptococcus) . W ¥ 1 J& ( Bifidobacteriu) |
HH & 2k W J@ ( Leuconostoc) . i BR 1 J& ( Pediococ-
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cus) WERTE & ( Enterococcus) BT [CH &8 ( Weis-

sella) 70

R3I BN EFBRONDFRNTERYREE

Table 3 Nutrient component contents of yak fresh milk, kurut and yoghurt

i H Items

FE4RBEYY Yak fresh milk!?"™>

4 MY Kurut™ U4 TR A Yoghurt:'%’%]

+49 & Dry matter/(g/L) 183.8 143.0 123.0

A& Wi Fat/(g/L) 71.5 53.7 38.5

2 H i Protein/(g/L) 50.4 54.4 34.7

FLBE Lactose/ (g/L) 49.9 23.4 34.2

MUKy Ash/(g/L) 8.1 8.6 8.0

fit & Energy/(MIJ/L) 3.82 4.21 3.01

FLBR Lactic acid/( g/kg) 1.7 11.1 19.3

pH 6.48 3.92 4.19

2.1 $EHH F SR J2 e FE 4 TR W R 7F 47 4li 4k 35 57 1 16S rRNA

T X AR 7 KO LA TR IS AR g N T8 0
J5 B B A A S 275 b O v R 46 € 2 4
BREECR Z2 T RS, K A A R 4 B (0 4
BRIAY BN, 5 RIETE R E— R
Wi o AR, HE A AR i 5 v A g R ( PL IR TR R T B
W) FoE B0 H 1A BT RO T T
WO PR R R E R E EAE T
FORH AR R A TR WG, SR K i B
o TR 23 78 TGV B )5 B AL, st 02 100 7 o 1k 1Y
e n] L2 20k H o
2.2 REHERT

F T 7 80 SR R R AR S IR A% 5t R IR B
A PR AT v sl A A ) A R LR A B 2 S R —
SE YRR Zhang 2510 X V5T X A R K
FELR IR HEAT S A W AH o3 BT I 2 B, L2 v -F
Y& k5] 9.18 1g( CFU/mL) |, W R T & & ik 5]
8.33 1g(CFU/mL) , 45 RUFFIEXT >k [ 74 5 LA
KV V8 75 96 R R B 10 iy A 2R &k BEYE 2R R
WhHEAT S0 W 20 180 A 2 B, 10 4 it vh 1 i A
Yy 2T IR R RN B TR TG T AU SR F) 107 R0
10° CFU/mL,, W5 i ik 4l 1k 35 5% | 38 %6 5 15 3
15 BRFLBR A, £ 7 8 PRFLIRIK TR A 7 BRFLIRFT 14
[l Ft 38 43 6 %52 8 MREETE T, Chen %51
AT FEAFSE AR A SR A R W AN 5 W AR IR 5
(fermented Mongolian cow milk, FMCM ) % ¥ | 4E
AR AP v 3L R TR AN I B TR A R 40 ) 3k B (760
0.71) lg( CFU/mL) F1(6.48+0.81) lg(CFU/mL) , &5
T FMCM 8, (A5 58 4R R 03 B AT — 2 4L
PR RIBLEIGCRE 77, Sun 28 X I ML X () 143 £}

Wy, ik T 148 #RFLR B, b 52 #k)E T3l
BT I A 96 FRJE T ILIR Bk m |, T8 M FLAT
PAOR IR I D 8 S BE BR B (S, thermophilus )
Bao % FI ] 16S RNA Il 5 LA Jz PCR 78 4 6 &
IS HL VKB A H v ) 3l B Rl B ]
BLAEHb ) 88 M HE A TR W RE R AT i 8 45 2, 15 31 5L
FRFF A 164 & (51.41%) , G035 3 -+ FL AT W& ( Lb.
helveticus) 87 ®f . T EEFLAT 18 (Lb. casei) 31 £k ; FL
FRERTA 155 Pk (48.59% ) , (UG WG PEEER 1 39 #k |
FLIR FLER i FLER WU ( Le. Latics subsp. Lactis) 19
PR ER R T R 49 B, Hi - FLAT B RN g BEE BR TR
o2, Ren %6 i FH A BE 19 7 6 P9 52 iy b
X [ 38 MNMELERR WAL S FEAT 40T, &8 211 #EEL
PR T B 25 72 3 6 AN LA & 22 AN Bl A, Ho
117 #R W FLIRFF R (55.45% ) , 60 Bk 0y 18 :UFL A
B A0 )7 A (28.43% ), Zhong 2500 % [ 4K
R WA W AT AR TR W3 EAT 16S RNA Z A M43
Mrla A& B, %8 4F BR W5 H 4 A 90 2 6 7% Shannon Fl
Simpson $5 5034 = T W54 R W5 ( 2.35 vs. 2.20 FlI
0.69 vs. 0.62) , RUHEF R U H AV B ix 24
P TR R S, FEA4- TR WY rh 78.44% B AR &
TFLIRAT B I8 L 14.08% J& T4 BR 8 J& 5 1M 76 105 4 R
Wi 64.69% W kkE TR HE , 14.62% )8 T 3L
BREAJE ,10.29% )& THEBRH S .

AR Sk e 3 I e R BIE O AR &
YRR i E YR, Z e, IR M (A
T R I A BT 112 173 AN A
F190 980 ™7 Jii & EL 7 16S RNA LK F51], 4
T HI P 45 SR o0 B, A e e R 4 3 11 AN TR (]
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) MEFE R 35 AT (K 2), FEEERE
I"J( Firmicutes) FIZEJETH ] ( Ascomycota) , £t
JUAY53 AT (redundancy analysis, RDA ) 49 /> iz & 4
2K 9T ( operational taxonomic unit, OTU) # % &,
F 2R 53 AT & (Acinetobacter) (A 1
FF B 1] ( unidentified Bacteroidetes ) | L g T
J& ARFNAZIE ] (unidentified Proteobacteria) | £%
R & 12 B & ( Pantoea) A FEBEEE | (uniden-
tified Firmicutes) . N R [# J& ( Propionibacterium) .

*Firmicutes *TM7
= Actinobacteria *Spirochaetes
= Tenericutes =Bacteroidetes
*SR1 *Chloroflexi
*Proteobacteria Deinococcus-Thermus
* Acidobacteria

A

100

FEX} 3 BF Relative abundance/%

100+
99+
99+
98
98+
97.
97+
96+ .

A2 A4 A6 Tbl3 Al0 Al2 B2 B4

FEXt=E B Relative abundance/%
=
(==

FLERGE IR ER A A A 8 T Lin 50 %
WA BR R AT e 300 00 A B, 9 1Y LT A
MEKZE TIERERET IR FREE], 788 K L
2 B RN B P B G Oh FLR AT TR R A EE R B TR
(Pichia) , %5 I, JE 4= R W5 o i W 20 1 B 4 e 2R
L R R AR R R R A AR AR, H 5 5 A4 R
I 2R ER A DA B e 22 K, Ak
WA 25 RefE — e R e T Hyi A
A | IR T B 46 25 A= e

= Lactobacillus = Leuconostoc

* Kluyvera * Flavobacterium
Kocuria * Acetobacter
Rhodococcus = Lactococcus

* Enterococcus
* Luteococcus

HAh others

* Streptococcus
* Chryseobacterium
* Pseudomonas

0
B4

A2 A4 A6 Tbl3 Al0 Al2 B2

=

[ =]
(=R ]

(-]
(=]

Firmicutes ; [ B2 | ] ; Proteobacteria ; 25 &£ 1 | ] ; Bacteroidetes ; A #T % ] ; Actinobacteria ; il 28 7 | ] ; Acidobacteria ; B2 ¥T 7
[ ; Chloroflexi ; 4% %5 # ] ; Tenericutes ; %X B I | ] ; Deinococcus-Thermus ; 55 & 3R [# — 4 4 14 | ] ; Spirochaetes ; #2 7 ; Lacto-
bacillus ; FLERFT T J& ; Streptococcus : §E BR 1 J& ; Lactococcus ; FLER B J& ; Leuconostoc : W 8 ¥R B J& ; Kluyvera . 744 H & ;
Chryseobacterium . 4B FE & ; Enterococcus ¥R & ; Flavobacterium : ¥ AT 18 J& ; Kocuria . 7% 53 [C# J& ; Pseudomonas : {1 Ff
MUT & ; Luteococcus ; L FR T & ; Acetobacter ; it 1 J& ; Rhodococcus 2L 3R &

1 EHBROPHEREEI](A)ME(B) KEHEXEE

Fig.1 Relative abundance of bacteria of kurut at phylum ( A) and genus levels (B) "

® Galactomyces
® Gibberella

® Pichia

60+
40+

20

AH%F=EE Relative abundance/%

(=}

* Vanderwaltozyma
® Saccharomyces
* Wickerhamomyces

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 A7 Tbl3 A9 Al0 All A12 Bl B3 B4

Galactomyces ; M ek P - ;s Gibberella . NS s Pichia . By NSy s Saccharomyces . fr g ;s Vanderwaltozyma . I R

J& ; Wickerhamomyces ; Ji 55 U i1 g8

2 BABRBHEEERKTHEAXNEE

Fig.2 Relative abundance of fungi of kurut at genus level *”
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3 BB EEINGE

LR TR 1Y 4 2B A TR AF R 25 32 ANATTHY DG
9T B, TR W I g A TR S B AR DR UL, H v U 3
SeRR R LR R A Bt AR T A R 2R
AR A P BGE B W E T RE b i
Hh IR B S DL K 2 i B e T RE A A A AR
RN LA 37 B A SR B A I, W | 9E
Y R B AN LA K st o IR BT S | 23 3 T M AR
F (reactive oxygen species, ROS) ) K i 4 | {K
WRYER BT BEZEFIAL IR s I I 32 B — 2 0 3, i
AR AL FIBE T, 5 R, LR N &7 A
EALY) B AL T ( superoxide dismutase, SOD) 4% i
H K i 42 Ak i ( glutathione peroxidase , GSH-Px ) DA
Foad S Ak S ( catalase , CAT) 45 #2524 )l bt S 1k
Bl 1 22 40 K ik 28 ROS X HLAR p #8405, K F
GERW RS W W BA B bR T, & R L IX A
SR T ) ity v 7 7 8 BT A Ak R O Y FLR TR B
U5, BR 238 a8 5 R P T AR AR R 4 0 HE DR A A
FE R IV R b X [ SR & A 4 R
Wb LR TR R A BT S 1 (O, - ) MR BR R fe =
ik 58.8% , BUR BTt A AL H 67.3% ,1,1- K B~
2- =T Mk (1, 1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl,, DP-
PH) A 1 S35 B 35 5] 48.6% . Ding 55" i,
AT 8 D SR e IR A R W Hh i) 403 Ak FLIR T
i e O ARAS R A 28 19 B AT = 1 M DPPH H H %
THERAE T 0 FLIR T, L v 8 3L AT B 8 A I
i F17 EA B iy A BRI BR A (I BR 59% 5%
F I 54 % H E BB 1) Al A7 16 R (58% ) .
PR AR D-PE LA 2 = 2/ DU, 3
JHF T A0 003 H GSH-Px 3 P8 LA S i 3 A1 K i
SOD {fi M ik T+ .

BEE NEREE LM, NEE &N E
S ANAT DB A R S s A, K
s A S I B e, Bl 2 R 2 — R A
Bl K BH ZE 55 (0.0 I RS . FELR Wb iR 7 & i e
ik 6.5% , R B8 Bk 3k 220 mg/kg , 2R 1M 98 R FY
O IS i R AR, BRI R B, A SR R T
FE AP TR 5 v 2L 1R T LA o4 R 81 B 1 T &, T 40
tE 72 RRKVE I L [ I A A 3R v ) L R R R,
Hh K P L [ P R A 2R 38 90% ~ 95 % Y FLITR 1 27
B, 5 37.5% , /K i JIE [ 5 R i 3258 80% ~ 90%
HIFLER B 30 ¥k (5 41.6% , i85 1 BR 7K ¥ 4 AH 1 p

WA 5035 96.26% 'L Ding 251 M R K BEHE
AR AT R R 1 AR I [ R A R A I R
(AR FUAT TR, I HE e A A] PR v R [ s KO 4]
R /N B A /0 BRI 358 R B e IR s A S
R I A A B B TR R D LR
[ BE R A R R 2 73.3%

4 I £

AT &S E RN EA R LR R
SR LA S AN AR W IR, LR 0 v ik A 1Y i
A FLRR I, A UBERE B L AT B IR 2, L RES
RARYUE A LA B o IE [ B 9 45 4= D RE . (HJ2,
THEA I FL R B, I FL B A T A B
N Z A A= )t o Ay A AR AR AR W e T 3 b
it e AN T e ) 2 2 BIAR R,
I, FEORUE R 855 3R W R A TR T, ML 5t
AL T Al A BN TR0 i B & Al BOR sl Al
PATSCRE B A = W i A1 b 2L O O A BUIR PR 2
g 1) A AL I DR il 2 Y T R T I R OR 2 — YT
A5 Lo Wy ifl it B T S MR, A T 48 4 1R
PR R Z ARV ST B 2 HO T P A AR
B Y g AR AR I TS 8, X T A B — 24 S A
AE 750 JIEL [ P I e 250 0o 1) T RO 75 2 — B IR N
IR GG IE , G E A% DAY A A S5 B A7 1 R R AR 4
1 B AR T 7 M A R W A X i A T X
AN i S A T AL RS A W 9 1 LA R S g T RE
S AE AL R 2 — 2P R 5T
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Nutritional Value and Microbial Flora of Yak Fresh Milk and
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Abstract; Yak milk, as the main milk source in the Qinghai-Tibetan plateau, served as an abundant nutrient

resource in the local herdsmen’ s diet, which is rich in protein, fat, essential amino acids, unsaturated fatty

acids, vitamins and mineral elements. Yak milk also is main income source of herdsmen. Kurut with the advan-

tage of higher nutritional value, unique flavor and other probiotic functions, is an indispensable dairy food a-

mong the herdsmen. This paper reviewed researches on nutrient contents, microbial flora, antioxidant proper-

ties and cholesterol-lowering characteristic of yak fresh milk and kurut in Qinghai-Tibetan plateau, revealed nu-

tritional value of kurut and its important effects on maintaining herders’ health, for the purpose of providing

references for further investigation of yak milk and its secondary products.[ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutri-

tion, 2018, 30(4) .1262-1270 ]
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