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Effect of dry matter intake for concentrate on birth weight of offspring
produced by embryo transfer in super elite cow
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CIDR®(Zoetis, New Zealand)& A3}, estradiol

, THEASH & benzoate(EB) 1 mg(SY Esrone, Samyang, Korea)-&-
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S FAFEFS AL, dinoprost Fo ¥ 36A]7Fo] GnRH
100ug(Fertagyl®, MSD, Germany) 25 FASE S
W, GnRH A} 79 % hCG 1,500 TU(Chorulon®),

MSD, Netherland)& &% FAFsFSth.
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3£ 1] Rate of dystocia by dry matter intake for concentrate at the late
pregnancying periods

Bifson Feed intake Np._ of No. o_f Ratet of
(kg/day) recipients dystocia dystocia(%)

Control 3 6 3 50.00

Restricted 1 8 1 12.50

A 14 4 28.57

[3 2] Birth weight of offspring by dry matter intake for concentrate
at the late pregnancying periods

Birth weight of offspring(kg)

Feed No. of
Division intake recipi
(kg/day) oS Female Male Total
Control 3 6 42.010.00 36.01+5.62 37.0£5.60
Restricted 1 8 31.0+4.00 34.2+4.14 33.414.33
Al 14 34.746.13 35.0.14.95 34.945.23
[3% 3] No. of dystocia by type of birth
Feed Type of birth
L intake f No. of No. of
Division n No. o
(kg/ recipi natural induction’ (?I(s)t Oif
day) ents Birth (PGF2a) e
3 3 3
Control 3 6 (50%) (50%) (50%)
Restricted 1 8 3 5" L
(37.5%) (62.5%) (12.5%)
6 8 4
A 4 a286%)  (57.4%)  (2857)

" two days after scheduled birth, "included cesarean
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