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Table 1. Distribution of Calving Order in Dairy Cows

Calving Order ! Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th { Total
No. of Head 93 92 66 35 28 21 14 349
Percentage* 60. 39 59.74 42.86 22.73 18.18 13.64 9.09 —

* Percentage to total 154 heads observed.

Table 2. Average Number of Days from Delivery to Conception in Calving Order

Calving Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th Total
Order 93 (92> (661 (35 (28) @©39) QLY) (349
Mean 98.16 95.05 98.41 97.46 91.83 102.95 98. 00 97.41
SE 5.07 4.56 5.78 6.85 8.75 10.47 16. 06 8.22
Range 24~299 20~209 30~202 4l~180 32~205 38~217  32~206 20~217

Numbers in parentheses mdxcate the number of samples.
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Table 3. Distribution of Interval of Days from Delivery to Conception in Calving Order

Interval '
Ca(])vidng ~«_ | Below 20 31~50 51~70 71~90 91~110 111~1320 131~150 151~170 171~180 Over 191
rder =~
Ist (95) 5.38% 8.60% 19.35% 21.51% 10.75% 9.68% 4.30% 9.68% 6.45% 4.30%
2nd (92) 5.43 14.13  17.19  18.47  16.30 7.61 7.61  3.26 7.51 2.17
ard (66) 1.52 16.67 10.60  25.76  10.60 9.09 6.06 7.57 9.09 3.03
4th (25) — 11.43  17.14  20.00 17.14 14.29 14.29 2.86 2.86 —
Bth (28) 3.57 17.86  25.00 10.71 10.71  10.71 7.14  3.57 3.57 7.14
6th (21D - 19.05 4.76 9.52  28.57 14.29 9.52  4.76 4.76 4.76
7th (14) — 21.42  21.42  21.42 — — 14.28 — 7.14  14.28
o Total (349) 3.43 13.75  16.61  19.77  13.46 9.45 7.44  6.87 5. 44 3.72

Numbers in parentheses indicate the number of samples.

Table 4. Distribution and Average Number of Days from Delivery to Conception in Delivery Month

\Df%vr‘g; Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th Total
Month B o (66) (35 (28) 2D 14D (349)
|
Jan, % .68 7.61 7.58 2.86 3.57 — - 6.59
ND | ©90.89  77.57  93.40  86* 133¢ — ~ 89.00-
Feb, | % 3.47 116 4.55 5.71 3.57 9.52 7.14 6.59
ND | 74.33  §7.33  103.00  67.50  77% 10L.00 63 87.43
Mar. | % 6.45 6.52 6.06 5.71 3.57 476 14.28 6.20-
ND | 82.00  €0.f 61.25  92.€ 76 8o 115.30 85.59
Apr % 8.60 4.3 9.09 — 3.57 9.52  14.28 6.59
ND | 11263  17.75  118.00 — 35% £0.50  123.00 102,65
May | % 7.53 2.17 1.52 2.86 3.57 - — 3.43
 ND | 137.86  102.00  49* 157% 203* — — 131.67
Jan. | % 6. 45 3.26 3.03 - 7.14 — .14 4.01
ND | 134.33 11533 14150 — 115. 50 — 182* 132.07
Tl % | a0 0.78  13.6¢4  £0.00 3.57  19.05 - 9.7
ND | 98.25  106.22  118.86 12471  59% 158.25 - 117.71
Avg. | % 6.45  16.30  15.15 2.86 7.14 4.76 - 10.02
ND | 83.67  8.27  100.10  130% 89.00  96* - 91.46
Sep % | 12.90 4.35 7.58  17.14  17.86 9.52 o 9.74
ND | .67 7875 11140  92.33  98.20  9L.50 — 92.00
Oet. | % | 1280 1522 1515 1857  14.29 476  14.28 13.18
NC | ¢0.83  97.93  87.60 10533 6150 93 111.00 91.61
New | % | 1075 8.69 1212 22.86 1071 19.05 2142 12.60
| ND | 8.c0 7338 8475  8L75  7L67 8475  88.33 81.61
Dec. | % | 1075 9.78 4.55 1143 2143 19.05 2142 11.17
| ND | 102.00  102.89  80.33  75.00  96.17 9150  53.67 92.08

Numbers in parentheses indicate the numberof samples. ND: Average number of days from delivery

to conception.* One case out of samples.
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Observation on Reproductive Efficiency in Dairy Cows

1. Average Number of Days from Parturition to Conception

Chung Ho Jo, D.V.M., M.S., Ph.D. and Mahn Joong Yong, D.V.M., M.S.

Department of Veterinary Medicine, The City College of Seoul

Chul Woo Lee, D.V.M.

Korea-German Dairy Farm

Abstract

The survey was carried out to investigate the average number of days from parturition to conception

to 349 calving cases out of Holstein cows in total 154 heads observed. The results were as follows:

1. The average number of days from parturition to conception was 97.41+8.22 and it's similar during

the period from primipara to 4th calving order, and irregular during on and after 5th.

2. The average number of days from parturition to conception in calving month was observed all

through the year: the prolongation among on April and July, and the brief duration among on January
and March.
3. In the cases under 90 and 150 days after delivery, the distribution showed 53.56%and 83.91%,
respectively, and it’s about 20% between 70 and 90 days after delivery.
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