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[3 1] Effect of cow brush on cortisol levels in cow

Control Treatment

(ng/mL) (ng/mL) p-value
2 weeks 21.6 = 11.7 30.8 + 18.8 ns
4 weeks 334 = 374 222 +£ 119 ns
6 weeks 27.1 + 14.1 42.0 = 18.7 ns
8 weeks 19.8 £ 129 26.5 + 154 ns
p-value ns ns
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(p<0.05).

[3 2] Effect of chain on cortisol levels in growing cattle

Control Treatment

(ng/mL) (ng/mL) p-value
2 weeks 45.1 £ 29.8 324 + 15.3° ns
4 weeks 18.0 £ 12.0 263 + 20.1° ns
6 weeks 19.7 £ 13.7 18.8 + 10.0™ ns
8 weeks 303 + 15.5* 9.8 + 6.4% < 0.05
p-value ns < 0.05

*BMeans in rows with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.03).
“*Means in columns with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.03).
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