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Table 1 Basic nutritional composition of sheep and other species milk* '

28 B8, Bl B B 48 A WLy 4 K2 5% 9
Eal% 4.50~6.60 3.20~4.00 2.80~3.70 4.38 3.26
A& W 1% 5.30~9.30 3.40~4.50 3.40~4.50 7.73 3.80
$UHEI% 3.90~4.90 4.60~4.90 3.90~4.80 4.79 4.30
TR B % /% 12.00 9.00 8.90 9.50 10.36
K1% 82.00 87.80 83.20 83.18 86.50
BB % 18.50 13.80 12.50 18.00 14.00

EE R BRRIAT I MR R A BB L R A
ANIg WIS A S 1 B 1 IR S YR AR KA M
WAL 540 WFEH R EES  BFEVIRE
F B HORL AR KN F I E R AR 05 22 8] (40
150 nm<43 245 180 nm< 11245 260 nm) , T4
15 1% B 1RSSR P B JE AL A S R A, Bk
RS, SEOLEMEMRAREES®RZE, &
1M, R /N AR B 1 1 T 11 s o T 4 o 2
5 LB 11 0 R 2L B T 084 o R s R U R b
SRR R IE B L LU= 5 T3l A Y 5 M ) 4% 45
¥ 2 il & T I it R FLIED,
HEFLEEA T8 h B-FLEREN oA A
B ERREA MEAEA AREA TR
A il 0 5 T S5 2L I, v B-FLIREE 1 L
HEAM 46.70%, E4FEGM FELEIEEA, H
B-FLEKE M /a-FL VA U LLAE = T4 5 B-FL
HREA/a-FLHEFE (3.91~6.65 vs 3.09~
3.3 4R rh FLAR R LR ER R 1 2

FrTaslanbesl, 5AFLAMFLBE A MR
EREF SR, R0 E Al iR R A

e AR W T B LA T AN R T T 45 SR 0
P FLIE B OO I R URR 4R SR AE 65 °C/30
min B E &M T, 4 15% 0K EEALTEA
xR A RS R A 2.3% Kk AR E
USI SRS, BT I A o FL I SR R 4 W L A W R
L= 0% 2L 2 e 4 VA TR A R | VTR
T 1 IR e i 1)
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Table 2 Comparison of main protein composition

between sheep milk and other species!”:"7-22!

28 A%, Bl R WL F A

F8/g- (100 g)™! 5.5 3.4 3.7

%% /g (100 g) 47 3.0 24
ag—B & G 1% %R G 6.7 39.7 5.6
a-B K 1% SR G 22.8 10.3 19.2
B-B& A /%% 8% a 61.6 32.7 54.8
K—B& & 8 /% % B & G 8.9 11.6 20.4
BILE & alg- (100 g)™ 1.1 0.6 0.5
B-3LREG/%NENLETEE  46.70 51 47
a-La & a/ndLEEE  13.50 20 27

hFAEAINENLFES 6 6~7.5 5~22
Lk kB lg-kg? 0.7~0.9 0.02~0.5 0.02~0.3
F Ik SLEk & G lg kg 0.5~0.7 0.15~1.0 0.15~0.5

P A K MAP34 . 4= 4T Bk 6 Baco, ¥t W K

CATH2 B 1L P XTI 55, B AT 7E By 18 F1 G 528 HIL

Hl G B AR TS T L S TR Y 4 A

2 A 2R B AR R WA e R 22 5, FEB

TSR SRR R YT A0 TR A0 B 43 Ak ) i A
] g KA AN R Dy R0,

FL G W K B 28 2 FLAR 07 Bk (Ml fat
globule membrane , MFGM ) I T %2 1) £f i #5543, 24
di MFGM Jfi & (1) 25%~70% , 15 SFL&E 1) 1%~
492 2% A SE W MEGM 25 AT 558 Rl H
o R LA VB FLAR A | S I AU/ A
L FLEEE R IR MLE A M EAE, 54
WANLEGA L, S FLEEE R B E O
MUC-1, 75 g 3 25 502 3@ 11 GO (Gene on-
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EEEMMAG ST AT iy gk
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FA 5 H YR FLIE A MEGM 2 4 41 % S A= 21
TG PE 0 X358 A R o3 BT LU
1.2 K&
2R TR 5 i (6.99%) i T4 W% (4.09% )
L EY(4.07%) o 45 W3R W5 Bk-F Bk 42 29 4
3.50 wm, /N T 405 (4.55 wm) , K F 1l £ 45 (2,75
wm) 2l TR W ERRLAR 50N, R AR K, S R
T B AS G B L R, PN b 4 2 5 i o e
A5 R 7 R LU A9 A v, S5 ) 1 ' R Dy g K S, )
T/ L R A s, 0L, 5 2R AR L 4 2
I A AR A RRCR B ™, H AT OC T4 S W5
i e R N D AR N i 1= L 2 (T
1 T FLAR A I W7 IR 1% 32 5t 4% (M fh BB ) AR B
(ARSI LI 20 ) R B (B i) S W &R
) 52 M 392 i 3 1Y) 4 S 0% i o A AR A 0T RE AT
E—E RS 54E 0L YA L, 48 20505 5
e —E 2 R R (R 3),
1.2.1 Hil =B MAs R 40 Hh —mRd
B A AR ARL, T AR SR A PR T =R (Cos
Cao) Ttk AR B T T =8 (Cae~Cosa) 7 IR
T4,

HRE T RS IR TR 24T Cay, Ciow,s
C12;09C14;0,Cl6;0 *ﬂ ClS;O,CIS;lg Eﬁ% IJj 75%U~J;E/‘J
SR TR & ¥, Sinanoglou SEPWIESE & B, 4 -
B PR AN TR, 00 1%, Kb O R
(Co.0) (29% vs 1.6%) MR (Cyo) (2.6% vs 13%) .
L8R (Cro) (7.8% vs 3.0% ) F A KR (Cho.) (4.4%
vs 3.1%) .3 = T AR5 3 L g i R X 4R S 05 0%
% 118 R €0 XU e 25 LR, 3 mT ke 5 51
HRSE Y ELSE | DY A S v B R B g D TR %
Gy w5 b B M BRI, S MUIA SR R RE B, AN 4
AR AL R BRAL 51k AR s I 2% 3 R R
P B R B0 PRIk 48 2 2% R 4t 1 R 1) e
SO BB B R R B B OO R ZR AR R
K, S — AR ERE

4 25 TR Y 22 N TR0 R B T R T2 A I T R
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Table 3 Compositions of fatty acids and triacylglycerol

in cow, goat and sheep milk (% )13 %=1
28 2%, ] WL ]
fig s B2
Cao 3.90 2.18 3.51
Coo 2.50 2.39 2.90
Cs.o 1.50 2.73 2.64
Cioo 3.20 9.97 7.82
Cio 3.60 4.99 4.38
Cuao 11.1 9.81 104
Cis.o 1.20 0.71 0.99
Ciso 27.90 28.20 25.90
Cis1 1.50 1.59 1.03
Ciro 0.60 0.72 0.63
Cis.o 12.20 8.88 9.57
Cis.t 21.10 19.30 21.10
Cis.o 1.40 3.19 3.21
CLA 1.10 0.70 1.60
Cis.s 1.00 0.42 0.80
Cao 0.35 0.15 0.45
b = B
Cas.0 0.06 0.49 0.72
Cas.0 0.57 1.23 1.60
Co.0 1.13 2.47 2.52
Ca.0 2.56 4.06 3.63
Cauo 5.95 6.20 6.03
Css.0 10.80 9.40 9.64
Cs.o 12.50 12.10 12.80
Cao.0 9.87 12.60 12.00
Cao 6.87 12.50 9.02
Cuo 6.47 11.60 8.08
Cus:0 7.32 8.10 6.77
Cas.o 9.12 5.84 6.67
Cso:0 11.30 5.85 7.63
Csp.0 10.00 4.92 8.43
Csao 4.99 2.01 448

45 2 h SR HE IV I RR (CLA) & B T H e I 4 8)
YN 3 H AL B0 AR (CLA) & BEZE T 224k A i
T, EEREPCIA SERE S TASE
(12.8% vs 0.54%), X521 4810 £ fal Rk i
BRKKERS, HEP 06 5 o3 210G
iR 1) H A (6/@w3) K F L2 15 (2.68 vs 9.35)R130
w6/w3 JE iR L6 GBS , B A R T RGO M 4
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JiE A58 P KU BRARLY w6/w3 H R 1/1~4/1,
MAE KT S B, &gl L PR T AE | SE
FE B S8 M0 1 kA,

1.2.2 iR, FEBEAASEELEAE R LB R
F W A Bk £ Bt e (PES) | Wl B 1t JIEL i (PC) | 5 P 15
22 2 1R (PS) (W AR It UL (PT) B Wi IS (SMD) | H 0
I (1 W o 2 Tk i L o 20 Wk Y ) 0 s 2271 IR
RN, AN TR 5T 5 4 1) 45 = W 8 R 4 % A7
TE—E2ER(F4), SR, 42605 58
TR, SM FiR L BRI R FL A B AR 41
BHEAR — 2, (H H B AR (0 IR 5 R 4L & AN
Zancada Z5¥ R AR SE A | 1L 5 R A W A Y
EEHB@EZH}:&IE%] CIS;O\CIG;O ﬂ:ﬂ CIS;I, HL?IJH?%
AL, @ FEUE A B S KB IIR (Co~
Cu,95% vs 2.2% ) FIEAR E i 0 &k A I iR
(Cy~C15,3.4% vs 19.6%), HN5 5 & A1 A1 F2 B

T L 2E 0 4 2 0 0 VTR LE 2R 370 4~6 591, A
WM 2E B 75 £ 1) 22 SR Mk PRI A 4 SR LA
I TR B 4 A 30 3 P T B 5 1L S 4 R A 0% 2 TR A7 A
5,

FiAk, PR RS SM Y H 5 MEGM 1 44
AT A (Lo ) 1 T FR B 45 52 S L, 1T Lo 2544 1T 55
fRERZE A, FI T AR BRI TH AL . BT & B0, 45 = 1
AL 2E 2% B [ BE/SML AR /N T 42405, Lo 1Y THI L %
B KT 405, nr g5 HER 25 A LR X T fg
2 2 24 R L2 05 G ER R T I A 53— A
BRI

JRVAPELE A R R FLIR I BRI L oy . — R
W, 2 0% Hp B 4 A 2 i 25 AR K, B TR AR Y
YR FZRBAIKE AU R 4 EF D VA Al
VD &g TR,

R4 BEDLFMMEMBELE EREARSE (%)

Table 4 Compositions of phospholipid and sterol in sheep, goat and cow milk (%

Y2, 44-45)

2, s oy oy -5
R HEN8 1% % B8 TR 0.70,0.38,0.40 0.82,0.36 1.05,0.56,0.71
PE/%# M g i 30.5,32.7,26.1 32.0,36.6 31.6,29.17,26.9
PC/%# N B JR 24.5,27.2,27.0 25.1,24.6 27.0,26.25,31.90
PS/ %o g Ji 10.6,5.0,10.7 12.1,7.3 12.5,7.65
PL/%#% ¥ B i 6.30,4.2,6.4 8.3,6.18 6.7,5.77
SM/%#% ' Big it 28.2,26.1,29.70 22.6,20.3 22.2,23.24,27.3
FUNE AP 22 BE e/ Yo Ve IR R 4.98 5.10 7.57
] 8% /mg-m~ MFGM 1.8 1.7 1.5
2] B% : 35 4% I (mol/mol ) 2.8 3.6 2.9
1.3 TR 2 BEYHEMAEREMRESHINBEEG

FLPu Y BRSNS B
/D8, Guéguen FHOFIE & B, 55 % 8 1 45
B, v RIS T AR DO S AR R
REMEAMGRBUMEE, 5495 (0.90~1.84
/L) FILE 45 (1.26~1.34 o/L) A LL | 45 25405 045 75
i (1.59~2.42 o/L) e, AT Ul 46 25 7 02 45 1) e A
FLUEET S5 A0 BS54 B T I B 1 Z RIS IR AR A
B 0 B R T AR R AR A T I ORI
CaCly, L fin /b 1) 58 7L I , gh o] I i o b £ T 4
R L2 45 P 5 G D 245 254

21 IHEH

FLBE H (Lactoferrin, Lf) HA UG | S 96 5
FIPU IR S5 PR, 2 2E 0 L &= 0.7~0.9 ¢/L,
LR 075 (0.02~0.5 ¢/L) Y 3 fi5 2, 10 & T 47 E 105 LS
B A= 9005 PE T BE VA BB 58 880 . Conesa S5P7FI
Parron ZF9F5E A B, 5 AFLAH L, 48 2605 LE XK
JAATFR O157 : H7 FIEE R o5 A 300 181 35 P 4 v o 44
A5 L A2 63 °C/30 min (I TG 4= 05 A ACEL
() LE 23 53 23 2k 25 60% F1 449 (F1-40 90 75 3% 1, HL7E
o T B L IRR A SRR T 48 E % Lf A AR e Tk
G I IS MR T AR LA, p R A
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WhJe RAF A LEOR IR, X He v 8 FR 0 (8™ i B T &
FEHEE,
22 HEWEMEK

FLUR A= W15V U R L3 1 220 K i S oh 7
Al e 7 B A BoA R IR AR WS MR B KB, H AT, 8
A AN R A U B A A g R A D5 5, 23 B 22 o A
A4l ACE Pt MEEmEER Ik, 540
AL AR —FE 20 S Wt 2 A Wy 396 1 I A i 2ok
I

FURT, I o T8 18 1k i A (ol A ok i il 2
MARFEYIH o ,B—, k—BE P 3R HA ACE
il 85 P T A AT B R B A R IR B, dn e 5
N o BR T LR SRS R DR | AN R b 288 14 7R

WA 1 v R4S 1T HAT — 5 A W0 v R IR
I H., Politis Z5BUFT Moschopoulou SEFHF 5T LL#E T
N[5 ) b B % eh K R I3 AR W TR A, R LA
BRI E] ACE PR 5Bk DPPH 15 4 T/
LU ITE S

AN, @AEY I AR LS T A
£ FL 3 8 A A EIK (Glycomacropeptide , GMP) |
BT K A 7 vh L 23 B R R — s T P 0 ik
B(325), MiH GMP J& e T Es il Ve 72 b, 3L
il K it w— 185 26 11 C 3 (F106-169 ) 1 2 7K i B Ak
WY, HOBEBE S 1 S 0 1 9 D A e B 200 L T 2 1Y
P

®5 BEMEYIFEK
Table 5 Bioactive peptides of sheep milk

&R K Bl R R T Ak E &R LAk
&G W FLAF A £ R WHE ACE FH a,-CN f(1-6), a,—CN f(182—  Minervini %
B R 6 B 185), f(186-188)
BEa B W i A B 4 ACE &1 k-CN f(22-24), f(43-49), (76— Gémez—Ruiz 55
86), £(28-29)
ARG B M i A B WA F K k—CN f(98-105) Gomez—Ruiz 45
[ ] FRAREGH HRELERERNEHER KEY Daroit 557, Corréa 5
WIF A MEOH EEEG 6 ACE FH B-Lg £(46-53), £(58-61), f(103- Hernandezd.edesma 5
$LiE B &G K Frk 105), f(122-125)
AR B B
LEEG mE e AR KRG WA H ACE FH KREH Welsh 41
3
LAEG  FRAABEas  4rH ACE B i B-Lg £(149-162) Corréa 161
g MAs I B K BE R M A 4 ACE #74) % B-CN £(199-204) Gomez—Ruiz 41
D2
F hAanEs KR R P A ACE 474 Meira %
EE
HFEENL ZEH B-CN £(210-220), a,—CN f(1-23) Albenzio ¥*!
S
B 45 & A ACE #7415 1 42 %, B=CN f(114-121) &k E M A s Politis £
% DPPH %4
¥ E K W G ) 2 A T F(112-116), £(163-171), f(165— Qian %169
171) Moatsou %!
2.3 REHE F A2 RE AL G, HET, CA 115 FAFL

AP R EES5E D-H# %k (Gle) .D-
L BE (Gal) N-Z B & F A 285 (GleNAce) L-#
HOHE (Fue) FIMER B2 , & 2K, 2 — M3 ARG £

R 2 1, AN FLH FLA ) 7L i fIK R 5
I3 AAT A 12~13 /L Fl 22~24 o/L, ALK FFLBE A
Jg 1S FE 48 2 b AIRERBE & U 0.02~0.04 o/
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L, ¥ 8 E M T4 15(0.03~0.06 g/L) Fl 1l £ 15
(0.25~0.3 g/1)® fiff 55 ELUE 3L, FLEE R 2 45
AL, AT 25 A2 JTHRINBES W rh SUB AT B AE K
W0 TE AR T Boudry SF7MWIESE B, AR WY
R ZROBE AT LA 5 DRI 12175 3 1) TS SR /DN B P 3
AEYIRE SCE B BEREDIRE . I L AR SR T B
196 R G W 7E B s 4 i i BB PE T, AR
WLy RGP MR 0] DA K I & F 15
INFNTIRET, HAT, 26 F48 2 7L P AR 45 4 S A
AR P2 Dy g v A T2 IR B
2.4 ZLAERAEKRE

LG W Bk R A 2 T H v = ER R 3 )2k
Yy i B BS B (PE, PLLPS,SM) #2215 1 |
JIE R 2R OB AR S RIS R AR KA N, FLE
0 3 R L AT 00 ) 85 P e R 500 DA P TE N I
B, D2 HILAA B 7 R 3R 40 i e 5 R A A 2 AR
BEEM, nTUS = 2 LB T R rh BRI 2R 4 LR
15 Rbe 2t b LR I ko 6 4t i S g g 4
F 5 MEGM £ 36 1t 5 B 2L W MFGM 7 7%
—E 25 SR, 48 SE W MEGM 30 il %6 IR 9%
IR E S T4 (1Cs, 51.3% vs 32.2%)™,
R AE WD PN, MFGM 9 I T RS e PR 45 32 G 1
ST K B, AL FE (> 60 °C) 2 ffi 4= 475 MFGM ZE
FWERR & A AN R R BE (R A8 1, I 2 R A 00 34
EL A 00 6 4 FHTC S A > 0 B4 n T Ak 3 25 52 ) 2L R
5 BR BB A RS P S e AR A v T AR S W
U7 BR B ) AR PR AR ], o T Ak B A 23 5 ) 4
F5 MEGM LW 1, AN TE R

3 BEYPF~mWAL

A E U R A SRR B L E R XU
Pt 225 B w90 | e 5 9 A L, JE R
T T W s e R R AT AR XU R | 5T AR
B P 8 0 0 43 s 7 S 9 R D 1 5% 4 2 7t
FHA iV B Bt AR 4 FAO (2016) B4 4811,
SERAE WU S 5N 6.8030 14 kg, 4% W
RN ER A 5 6 325 T kg, PR _E3E 4 0948
A I A S A AR B T T T
SRR T W B riAm T B R R I

HEWRGH CLA & 284 I ANIL AT,
PRI ot H: 1 4% R 475 i vh A 88 3 & 1Y CLA (0.405~

1.250 g CLA/100 g Jig7) , BAHUIERE BUIE 4T
AL FIHTRE RS 0 e e AR, 4 SR
T 5 AT T 1) A 03 M T R AR T2 0% |l SR et
H AT, 38 5 7S 048 A R RS g5 AR oo™ 5 A
RIS AN R BT A SR R R I Y RS i L
o T H I ReREE

Brutb =z Ab, H T 205 1 5 F0 e S B AR Y
Wi AR, % 1 B 49 S W R S AR AR A R, LB
R R Ik — 2PN T, phoe R 8, iR =
W URAE-27 CECE R T, AARUARE] 12 4
F TSR AT LUAE 7 H e SO S Y G RO i A
YL TR T RE S 4R 05 LR IR AR 25 5

4 L5iF

AT, =58 B e 20 - 05 i A 2 4 8 B I e bk
Lo B BT R 7 DT R 18R o> AR, UEW] T 4R
IR E SR AL AR L5 A T A g AR
Je RIFAE SR JFE b TRy mEA
ARG (05 0, 22 T Wi AR W (9 25, 9 1
e 4 S 37l KR O T 4 S W S SR T RE
TSR b A 8™ b T R 7 AT 5 IR A AT
EIRPSE RES 0 Fhs iV 8 = S ) DN
J1JE , BHR E BRATE A K- R S T 3 R (G
FErlk,

Aok, HFEYIWETE AT LU JLAS B 25 [ IF
Ji& 3 S B [ AR - A 5 R A ) R A
W F =5 Ay e A sh s E R
DIRERE AT IE s 40 SF W B0 T4k B LA 5 = 6 D)
RETEZR F 07 i B 2 REPE A, LA 9 3 3 1 4 =
Wyl B A

Z % x #
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The Composition and Nutrition Characteristics in Sheep Milk

Zhao Lili', Ge Wupeng', Song Yuxuan?, An Xiaopeng’
(College of Food Science and Engineering, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, Shaanxi
XCollege of Animal Science and Technology, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, Shaanxi)

Abstract The sheep milk is the “special industry” of goat milk industry in China, and the breeding scale and milk pro-
duction is rising rapidly. But, at present, the level of sheep milk industry in China is basically zero, and the field of
sheep dairy product processing is still blank. Sheep milk has high nutritional value. The content of total solid is the
highest among various milk sources. Sheep milk is characterized with high amounts of protein, fat, minerals and vita-
mins, and the composition and biological activity of sheep milk lactoferrin, active peptides, milk fat globule membranes
and oligosaccharides are different with cow milk and goat milk. The development of functional dairy products based on
the composition and nutritional characteristics of sheep milk has broad market prospects. In this article, the current re-
search of sheep milk was reviewed, and its nutritional and bioactive composition were also focused on. This review can
provide the scientific basis for the research and industrialization of sheep milk to guide and promote the development of
sheep milk industry in China.

Keywords sheep milk; composition; nutritional function; products; dairy product



