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Table 1 The incidence of recessive mastitis in cow

1 41 Group 1

24 Group 2 AL Control

2537 BD 2535 AD

L Sk Ky ) 3k £

253577 BD

53t J5 AD 253577 BD 25t AD

. 18/ 31 15/31 26/ 32 24/ 32 16/ 30 17/30
Positive/ T ested
RWiH) % Morbidity 58. 1 48 4 81. 3 75 53.3 56.7
BD. Before dipping: AD. After dipping: the same below
#2 HHWRABRFHAREFBIRR
Table 2 The incidence of recessive mastitis in the udder regions of cows before and after dipping
141 Group 1 24 Group 2 A4 Control

25T BD G AD

2y BD

it AD 25377 BD 2yt IG AD

1P 2L <7 o i L 1
Positive/ T ested
KA H G M orbidity

28/ 124 25/ 124

22 6 20. 2

56

4

/128 50/ 128 43/ 120 45/120

38 39. 1 35.9 37.5

F3 PAEBEIE AP RMMEERY T

Table 3 Changes of SCC in the cow milk before and after neat dipping

x50 Jj/mL

5 Cow 9237 0524 0523 013

FLI% Udder region A D A B C D A B C D A B C D
2t 1 BD 505 32 19.8 522 17 24 24 26 362 246 32 44 4 106
2t AD 221 21 0.80 1.33 0.84 057 247 23 6.1 3.3 23 623 7.79 0.77
45 Cow 012 9220 024 0529 0563 0528

FLIX Udder region A B C A D A C D A B C A D B D
23 BD 24 1.6 L3 L2 27 41 82 67 03 1.0 2 25 16 .17 245
i f5 AD 30 1.6 1.O8 0.6 3.0 32 241262 23 1.4 3 075 063 .02 1 36

AL B, C D A BIMREZE R, Ze 05, A, AR HLIK . R

AL B, C and D mean front left udder region, back left udder region, front right udder region and back right region respectively. The same below
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#(P< 0.05), L#% 4.
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28 0 KI5, 25T Ja NAGase BTG 122 7 AN 12

F(P> 0.05), (RAHKTA T RIS, 1S,

F4 HIHAFEAH LDH T

Table 4 Changes of LDH activity in the cow milk before and after neat dipping

U/(L * min)

445 Cow 9273 0524 0523
FLIX Udder region B D A B C D B C D
4 BD 1076. 92 41. 02 256.41  974.36 51282 1692 31 666. 7 1076. 9 512 8
25 AD 620. 27 17. 40 107. 69 148 72 769. 23 410. 2 217.9 128. 21 641. 03
-4 Cow 012 024 0529 0563
FLIX Udder region A B C A C D A D
253t BD 769.23  1102. 12 142503 307. 69 1856. 41 2402. 23 666.7 52338
2t AD 641.3  1087. 18 1261. 8 1282 1076. 92 1579. 49 153. 8 410 21
F 5 THHEIEFLHE NAGase BT
Table 5 Changes of NAGase activity in the milk before and after dipping U/ (L * min)
F 45 Cow 012 9220 0529 0563 0582
FLIX Udder region A A C A B C A B D
240 BD 30, 21 5. 24 5. 02 53. 38 39. 24 3895 7. 47 25. 83 44. 20
ik AD  29.78 0. 26 7. 87 5. 38 42. 89 36. 98 14. 03 33.7 27. 15
445 NO 0524 0523 013
FLIX Udder region A B C D A B C A B C D
2y il BD 20.25 8258 3502 3436 7.47 1862  10.09 2.9 7305 616 4524
Ziitt i AD 277 258 523 3239 9.27  10.27 16.56 322 2584 2321 5201
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Table 6 Influence of dipping on the milk yield in cows kg

A5 Group 25 1 BD i AD

141 Groupl 15.0X8.6 15.6X9. 6
24 Group2 14. 6 £10. 2 15.7%12. 4
A AL Control 16 1+9. 4 60%t12 2
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The Clinical Observation of the Chinese Medicine Teat Disinfectant for Cows

MA Bao-chen', Qin Zhuo-ming®, LI Jiarrji"" , LIU Xiwu’, LIU Curyan'
(1. College of Animal Science and Technology , Shandong A gricultural University, Taian 271018, China;
2. College of Veterinary Medicine, Yangzhou  University, Yangzhou 225009, China;
3. Institute of Animal Husbandry and Veterinary in Qingdao, Qingdao 266000, China;
4. Institute of Poultry Science, Shandong A cademy of Agricultural Sciences, Ji’ nan 250100, China)

Abstract: Ninety-three cows were separated into 3 groups. 31 cows in group 1 were treated with idophor by
teat dipping. 32 cows in group 2 were treated with Chinese medicine teat disinfectant which were made up
of cordate houttuynia, safflower and alum by teat dipping too. 30 cows without dipping were raised as con-
trol The practice continued for 35 days. T he result showed as follows: Both Chinese medicine teat disinfect-
ant and idophor could reduce the incidence of clinical mastitis (P> 0. 05) ; The recessive mastitis incidence
of the group 1 decreased from 58. 1% to 48 4%, and the divergence against control was remarkable (P<

0. 05). The recessive mastitis incidence of the group 2 dropped from 81. 3% to 75%, and the divergence
against control was remarkable (P> 0. 05). The udder region incidence of the group 1 was not remarkable
against that of the group 2 (P> 0. 05), and the incidence against control was significantly remarkable ( P<

0. 01) . The Chinese medicine teat disinfectant could decrease remarkably both SCC and activity of LDH (P
< 0. 05). The activity of NAGase was not changed significantly ( P> 0. 05). The Chinese medicine teat dis-
infectant did not affect the milk yields.

Key words: cow; Chinese medicine; teat; disinfectant
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