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Introduction
Animal welfare (AW) has been defined by the World 

Organization for Animal Health (WOAH) as the broad term used 
to describe how an individual is coping with the conditions 
in which it lives. An animal is in a good state of welfare if it is 
healthy, comfortable, and well nourished, safe, able to express 
innate behavior and not suffering from unpleasant states such as 
pain, fear and distress [1].

In the last 15 years, there has been an increase in studies 
designed to characterize animal welfare in several animal 
production systems, especially those in which production 
systems have intensified greatly, damaging the welfare of 
animals, such as pigs, poultry and dairy cattle [2-5]. 

All these studies, as well as those that included milk cow 
welfare, resulted in on-farm protocols based on environmental 
and animal parameters to evaluate and to get better animal 
welfare, although in practice these protocols were criticized for  

 
how expensive it was to carry them out. From these conclusions 
different investigations and revisions were carried out with 
the purpose of simplifying the evaluation of AW [6,7]. In dairy 
production, one of the ways of rapid evaluation explored was to 
study whether the indicators taken from the data collected from 
the farm software served to estimate AW [8,9]. Other ways were 
evaluating in the field few environmental indicators or animal 
based measures, that by their relation with others, the only use 
of those welfare targets simplified the task of qualification and 
the costs that it implied [9].

One of those welfare targets selected was mastitis [8,10], 
which are recognized as the most frequent pathologies in dairy 
cows throughout the world [11,12]. Mastitis has a great impact 
on the well-being of dairy cows due to the pain and discomfort 
they cause, but they are also important because they cause 
negative effects on milk production and composition [13]. In 
the same sense, milk somatic cell counts (SCC) that indicates the 

Abstract

The aim of the present study was to determine the prevalence of dairy cow mastitis in the Northwest of Argentina and to estimate its 
validity as an animal welfare (AW) target through its relation to the cow’s cleanliness, milk somatic cell counts (SCC) and productive losses. The 
prevalence of mastitis and the degree of udder cleanliness were observed in milking cows from 16 dairy farms in the province of Salta (Argentina) 
during the rainfall and dry seasons. On the other hand, records of cows with 2 or more parities with clinical mastitis (n=34) and cows without 
mastitis (n=27) were acquired from farms with database; in addition, cow calving to calving interval (CCI), number of services per conception and 
cow end (earlier culling or death-euthanized) were recorded. The annual subclinical mastitis (CMT 1, 2, 3 as positive scores) and bulk tank SCC 
prevalence were high: 48.5±17.9% and 558.7±238.1 respectively. A positive association between CMT prevalence (r2=0.29, p <0.002) determined 
from the degree of cow udder cleanliness were obtained. The total number of culling or death-euthanized cows that had mastitis (65.4%) was 
higher (Chi 8.3, p<0.004) than those recorded in cows without mastitis (25.9%), showing a higher probability of occurrence (OR= 5.4). Also, 
cows with mastitis needed higher (Chi 7.7, p <0.006) number of more than 2 services per conception (mean=4.14) than healthy ones (mean=2.2) 
and an OR of 7.0. A lower number (Chi 2.56, p<0.10) of cows with mastitis (mean=15.3%) had a CCI of less than 400 days than healthy cows 
(mean=34.6%) and with an OR of 2.9. These results demonstrate the value of mastitis as a measure target for on-farm AW assessment protocols 
under Argentina´s Northwest dairy systems.

Keywords: Animal welfare measure; Dairy cattle; Mastitis; Milk production; Argentina´s northwest

Abbreviations: SCC: somatic Cell Counts; CCI: Calving to Calving Interval; OR: Odds Ratio; CMT: California Mastitis Test; AW: Animal Welfare. 

Journal of

Dairy & Veterinary Sciences
ISSN: 2573-2196

http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650
http://juniperpublishers.com


How to cite this article: Víctor H S, Gabriela M M, Emiliano A B. Mastitis, a Health- Related Indicator of Dairy Cow Welfare and Productivity. Dairy and 
Vet Sci J. 2017; 4(5): 555650. DOI: 10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650.002

Journal of Dairy and Veterinary Sciences 

presence of both clinical and subclinical mastitis was reported as 
a good indicator of BA in the report of the European Food Safety 
Authority [14].

Cow cleanliness is an important animal based measure of 
dairy cow welfare and to ensuring udder health and hygienic 
milk production, beside other problems like reduce skin 
thermoregulation and itching [15]. For these reasons also the 
cleanliness degree of the cows has been selected for on farm 
welfare assessment protocols of dairy cow welfare [16-18].

The dairy basin of the Lerma Valley is characterized by a 
daily average production of 21.5±5.3 milk liters/cow based on 
Holstein cows, mostly managed under systems that complement 
the use of pastures with corn silage and grain supplementation 
[19]. Under this type of systems and within a project that 
contemplates the study of dairy cows welfare, in order to 
elaborate a simple on-farm welfare assessment protocol, precise 
and according to the dairy production systems of the region, is 
that mastitis was studied as a welfare target.

Therefore, the aim of the present study was to determine the 
prevalence of dairy cow mastitis in the northwest of Argentina 
and to estimate its validity as a welfare target through its relation 
to the cow’s cleanliness, milk somatic cell counts and productive 
losses.

Material and Methods
The study was conducted at the dairy basin, located in the 

Lerma Valley of northwestern Argentina at 1050m a.s.l. Rainfall 
in this temperate valley is concentrated in the summer (rainfall 
season), with a dry period from April to November. Mean annual 
rainfall is 800mm and mean temperature is 17 °C (maximum: 36; 
minimum: -6), with relative humidity between 20 and 80 %. 

Sixteen dairy farms (38% of the dairy basin) of a mean of 
190.2±88.4 cows in milk were visited two times during 2014 and 
2015. Samplings were programmed according to the climatic 
characteristics of the Lerma Valley, visiting the farms during 
the dry season (May-September 2014) and the rainfall season 
(January to April 2015).

During the dry and rainy seasons individual milk samples 
of each mammary quarter were collected to determine the 
prevalence of subclinical mastitis (Ms) and the somatic cell 
counts (SCC) level from the bulk tank milk. In addition the 
cleanliness degree of a sample of cows of each dairy farm was 
registered.

The prevalence of Ms was recorded using the California 
mastitis test (CMT) according to Schlam & Noorlander [20], 
taking a milk sample at random of 80 mammary quarters 
per dairy farm. With 1, 2 and 3 scores of CMT as positive, the 
prevalence of Ms in each dairy farm was estimated. The SCC was 
determined using Fossomatic- 90 equipment.

The cow cleanliness was estimated since 59 to 73 cows per 
farm [20] selected at random by inspection of dirt areas (faeces/

mud). One randomly selected side of the cow body and behind, 
only including the udders, flank and back (upper legs and lower 
legs, hind quarters and tail) of standing cows one to two hour 
before milking was visually assessed [20,21]. An overall score 
clean (no dirt or minor splashing) or dirty (an area of separate 
or continuous plaques of dirt) cow was calculated from the mean 
of the scores of the three sites [22] and then the farm prevalence 
cleanliness. 

On the other hand, from the dairy management software 
“DIRSA” of three dairy farms (the only ones registering mastitis 
in their software) two groups of cows with more than two 
lactations were compared, a group of cows (n=34) recorded with 
previous cases of clinical mastitis and a group of cows (n=27) 
with no records of previous clinical mastitis. Beside, in the cow 
group that suffered mastitis, differences between control milk 
yield before and after the occurrence of the clinical mastitis was 
observed. Furthermore, cow calving to calving interval (CCI), 
number of services per conception and cow end whatever the 
cause (earlier culling or death-euthanized) were recorded and 
compared between WMG and NMG. The variables were analyzed 
using simple linear regression (Pearson), ANOVA test, chi-square 
and odds ratio (OR), by the Info Stat program.

Results
Table 1: Mean and standard deviation (SD) of somatic cell counts 
(SCC*1000), California mastitis test (CMT) with only the scoring 1, 2 
and 3 and 2 and 3 sampled during dry, rainfall and total seasons.

Parameters Dry Season Rainfall Season Total Seasons

SCC
Mean 422,0 a 695,4 b 558,7

SD 164,3 224,7 238,1

CMT 
1,2,3

Mean 38,4 a 57,9 b 48,5

SD 16,8 13,5 17,9

CMT 1,2
Mean 23,9 a 42,4 b 33,5

SD 13,1 12,1 15,5

Different letters indicate significant differences (p<0.05)

Figure 1: Lineal regression between CMT (scores 1, 2 y 3) prev-
alence determined by udder cleanliness prevalence degree of 
the cows (y=24.6+0.43*x).
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Figure 2: Lineal regression between CMT (scores 1, 2 y 3) prev-
alence determined by bulk somatic cell counts (y=21.0+0.05*x). 

The prevalence of CMT and SCC values collected in the rainy 
season were significantly (p<0.006) higher than those collected 
in the dry season. The arithmetic mean and standard deviation of 
the season samples of CMT 1, 2 and 3 and 2 and 3 scores and SCC 
are show in Table 1. A positive association between CMT (1, 2, 
3 scores) prevalence determined from the degree of cow udder 
cleanliness (r2=0.29, p<0.002; Figure 1) and general cleanliness 
average (r2=0.19, p<0.012) were obtained. Mean differences of 
5.7 liters/day (p<0.12) were attained between control milk yield 
before and after clinical mastitis was acquired. Also, a positive 
association between CMT (1, 2, 3 scores) prevalence determined 
from the bulk somatic cell counts (r2=0.25, p <0.009) was 
obtained (Figure 2).

The total number of culling or death-euthanized cows that 
had mastitis (65.4%) was higher (Chi 8.3, p<0.004) than those 
recorded in cows without mastitis (25.9%), showing a higher 
probability of occurrence (OR= 5.4) in animals with mastitis. 
Also, cows with mastitis needed higher (Chi 7.7, p <0.006) 
number of more than 2 services per conception (mean=4.14) 
than healthy ones (mean=2.2), showing a higher probability of 
occurrence (OR=7.0) in animals with mastitis. A lower number 
(Chi 2.56, p <0.10) of cows with mastitis (mean=15.3%) had a 
CCI of less than 400 days than healthy cows (mean=34.6%) and 
with an OR of 2.9. 

Discussion 
The discipline that studies the AW must take charge in 

addition to its study, of its promotion and in that line develop 
practical and regional adapted protocols for assessing AW and 
then propose specific solutions to dairy farm owners and staff 
and finally the consumer trust. In that sense and with that 
purpose is CMT studied as a practical measure to evaluate the 
prevalence of mastitis and consequently to have an AW measure 
to obtain the best and simple protocol adapted to the dairy 
systems of the Northwest region.

The use of SCC of bulk milk to predict intramammary infection 
at dairy herd level is a useful method, where leucocytes increase 
in response to bacterial infection, tissue injury and stress. The 
individual SCC is at least less than 100,000cel/ml in a healthy cow 
[23] and at bulk milk SCC levels of 200,000, 500,000, 1,000,000 
and 1,500,000; the corresponding percentage of infected 
quarters has been estimated to: 6, 16, 32 and 48% [24]. Then, the 
relationship obtained between bulk SCC and CMT ensures and 
confirms the validity of the diagnostic data on the prevalence of 
mastitis and confirms that it is a good methodology under our 
productive conditions to be incorporated in the AW assessment 
protocols and provide information on lost productivity for the 
dairy farmer. An Italian study showed a better animal welfare 
score with a lower bulk tank SCC and that in dairy farms, with the 
worst welfare score, SCC values were higher than 345,000cells/
ml [25].

In the dairy basin of the Lerma Valley and in general in 
Argentina, CMT monitoring is not performed as a routine 
mastitis diagnosis and its implementation in the on-farm AW 
protocols would be useful information for owners and in addition 
to disseminating and promote its use. On the other hand, the 
time spent in perform the CMT of 80 mammary quarters is not 
important, only varying between 30-45 minutes. In addition 
the utility of Ms Information data by CMT in the AW protocols 
is potentiated since in only three dairy farms cases of clinical 
mastitis were recorded.

Dirtiness evaluated from soiled parts of the cows has a 
significant impact on AW evaluation [26] because in our systems 
indicate the presence of mud, which is a serious animal welfare 
issue during the rainfall season in Argentina´s Northwest region, 
affecting animal hygiene, causing stress and increasing lameness 
prevalence [19]. Dirt on the udder is strongly associated with 
the development of rates of environmental mastitis, increases 
the pre-milking cleaning adding time to the milking routine 
and increases the risk of poor milk quality. Barkema et al. [27] 
showed associations between bulk tank SCC and management 
practices, detecting in dairy farms with low SCC (<150,000) in 
which significantly more attention was paid to general hygiene 
than the higher SCC dairy farms. In the same way the present 
results also confirm those previous observations, showing a good 
relationship of the prevalence of CMT score with the cleanliness 
degree prevalence and giving even more validity to the need to 
evaluate the Ms as AW target in future protocols.

This study exposed more productive problems in that cows 
that had registered with clinical mastitis. In that sense the 
present results showed associations between cows who suffered 
clinical mastitis and higher probability of culling or death-
euthanized cows (OR=5.4). Some previous studies concerning 
the association between SCC or mastitis and any of the adverse 
effects that produce death-euthanized, showed more risk of 
mortality in the first 100 days of lactation of that cows with an 
increase in mean SCC of 100,000cell/ml and OR=1.16 [28]. Under 
a Danish study evaluating the performance of register data as 
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predictors for dairy herds with high lameness prevalence, Otten 
et al. [29] identified bulk tank SCC as a significant predictor for 
lameness, indicating a probable association between SCC and 
foot disorders. Beside, at an investigation in the dairy farms of 
our Northwest region Suarez & Martinez [19] showed significant 
correlations between 1, 2 and 3 CMT score prevalence and 
percentage of total (r=0,43; p<0,015) and severe (r=0,50; 
p<0,004) lame cows. 

A survey carried out in dairy farms of the center region of 
Argentina showed that clinical mastitis of the transition cow’s 
result in a decrease in milk yield of about 435lt/animal during 
the first 3 months of lactation [30]. Also, this study showed that 
cows that suffered mastitis had more reproductive problems, 
probably caused by the close relationship between mastitis and 
various diseases such as metabolic and mineral deficiencies 
problems, reproductive failures, immunodeficiency states and 
chronic stress due the human-animal relationship [31,32]. 

Conclusion
These results demonstrate the value of the registry of 

subclinical (CMT) and clinical mastitis as animal measure targets 
for on-farm welfare assessment protocols in the Argentina´s 
Northwest dairy systems, since on one hand it is related to the 
environment parameters of the dairy farms through the degree 
of cow cleanliness and on the other with productive factors and 
general health of dairy cows.

Conflict of Interest
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests on 

the writing and publishing of this manuscript.

References
1.	 Webster AJF (2001) Farm animal welfare: the five freedoms and the 

free market. The Veterinary Journal 161(3): 2249-2347.

2.	 Whaytt HR, Main DCJ, Green LE, Webster AJF (2003) Animal-based 
measures for the assessment of welfare state of dairy cattle, pigs and 
laying hens: Consensus of expert opinion. Animal Welfare 12(2): 205-
217.

3.	 Webster AJF, Main LE, Whay HR (2004) Welfare assessment: indices 
from clinical observation. Animal Welfare 13(1): 593-598.

4.	 Gudaj RT, Brydl E, Lehoczky J, Komlósi I (2012) Dairy welfare in Hun-
gary and in the United Kingdom vs. National and European Union Leg-
islation. Biotech Anim Husbandry 28(1): 11- 24.

5.	 De Vries M, Engel B, Den Uijl I, Van Schaik G, Dijkstra T, et al. (2013) As-
sessment time of the Welfare Quality® protocol for dairy cattle. Animal 
Welfare 22(1): 85-93.

6.	 De Vries M, Bokkers EAM, Van Schaik G, Engel B, Dijkstra T, et al. (2016) 
Improving the time efficiency of identifying dairy herds with poorer 
welfare in a population. J Dairy Sci 99(10): 8282-8296.

7.	 Sandgren CH, Lindberg A, Keeling LJ (2009) Using a national dairy 
database to identify herds with poor welfare. Animal Welfare 18(4): 
523-532

8.	 De Vries M, Bokkers EAM, Van Schaik G, Engel B, Dijkstra T, et al. (2014) 
Exploring the value of routinely collected herd data for estimating 
dairy cattle welfare. J Dairy Sci 97(2): 715-730.

9.	 Metz JHM, Dijkstra T, Franken P, Frankena K (2015) Development and 
application of a protocol to evaluate herd welfare in Dutch dairy farms. 
Livestock Science 180:183-193.

10.	Nyman AK, Linberg A, Sandgren CH (2011) Can pre-collected register 
data be used to identify dairy herds with good cattle welfare? Acta Vet 
Scand 53(1): S8.

11.	DeGraves FJ, Fetrow J (1993) Economics of Mastitis and Mastitis Con-
trol. Vet Clin North Am Food Anim Pract 9(3): 421-434.

12.	Nielsen C (2009) Economic Impact of Mastitis in Dairy Cows. Doctoral 
Thesis, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences, Uppsala, Sweden, 
p.81.

13.	Seegers H, Fourichon C, Beaudeau F (2003) Production effects related 
to mastitis and mastitis economics in dairy cattle herds. Vet Res 34(5): 
475-491.

14.	Nielsen BH, Angelucci A, Scalvenzi A, Forkman B, Fusi F, et al. (2014) 
Use of animal based measures for the assessment of dairy cow welfare 
(ANIBAM). External Scientific Report EN-659. EFSA Supporting Publi-
cations, Parma, Italy 11(9): p.340. 

15.	Ruud LE, Bøe KE, Østerås O (2010) Risk factors for dirty dairy cows in 
Norwegian freestall systems. J Dairy Sci 93: 5216-5224. 

16.	Winckler C, Capdeville J, Gebresenbet G, Hörning B, Roiha U, et al. 
(2003) Selection of parameters for on-farm welfare-assessment proto-
cols in cattle and buffalo. Animal Welfare 12(4): 619-624. 

17.	Whay HR, Main DCJ, Green LE, Webster AJF (2003) Assessment of the 
welfare of dairy cattle using animal-based measurements: direct ob-
servations and investigation of farm record. Vet Rec 153(7): 197-202.

18.	Welfare Quality (2009) Welfare Quality® Assessment Protocol for Cat-
tle. Welfare Quality® Consortium, Lelystad, Netherlands.

19.	Suarez VH, Martínez GM (2015) Características y problemáticas pro-
ductivas sanitarias de la lechería del Valle de Lerma, Salta. INTA Edicio-
nes (Buenos Aires), C investigación desarrollo e innovación p.63. 

20.	Schlam OW, Noorlander DO (1957) Experiments and observations lea-
ding to development of the California mastitis test. J Am Vet Med Assoc 
130(5): 199-204.

21.	Hughes J (2001) A system for assessing cow cleanliness. In Practice 
23(9): 517-524.

22.	Reneau JK, Seykora AJ, Heins BJ, Endres MI, Farnsworth RJ, et al. (2005) 
Association between hygiene scores and somatic cell scores in dairy 
cattle. J Am Vet Med Assoc 227: 1297-1301.

23.	Sharma N, Singh NK, Bhadwal MS (2011) Relationship of Somatic Cell 
Count and Mastitis: An Overview. Asian Aust J Anim Sci 24(3): 429-438.

24.	Radostits OM, Gay CC, Hinchcliff KW, Constable PD (2007) Veterinary 
medicine: A textbook of the diseases of cattle, horses, sheep, pigs, and 
goats. 10th (edn.), Saunders, Elsevier, Spain, pp.2065. 

25.	Bertocchi L, Fusi F, Scalvenzi A  (2012) Preliminary observations on 
the relationship between animal welfare and somatic cell count of 
milk. Large Animal Review 18(5): 259-263.

26.	Suarez VH, Martínez, GM (2016) Afecciones podales e impacto 
productivo en rodeos lecheros del Noroeste Argentino. Revista 
Argentina de Producción Animal 36 1 SA 24: 56.

27.	Barkema HW, Van Der Ploeg JD, Schukken YH, Lam TJGM, Benedictus G, 
Brand A (1999) Management Style and Its Association with Bulk Milk 
Somatic Cell Count and Incidence Rate of Clinical Mastitis. J Dairy Sci 
82(8): 1655-1663.

28.	Thomsen PT, Houe H (2006) Dairy cow mortality. A review. Veterinary 
Q 28(4): 122-129. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11352481
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11352481
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000002/art00005
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000002/art00005
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000002/art00005
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000002/art00005
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2004/00000013/A00101s1/art00013
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2004/00000013/A00101s1/art00013
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ufaw/aw/2013/00000022/00000001/art00010
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ufaw/aw/2013/00000022/00000001/art00010
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ufaw/aw/2013/00000022/00000001/art00010
http://www.journalofdairyscience.org/article/S0022-0302(16)30453-2/abstract
http://www.journalofdairyscience.org/article/S0022-0302(16)30453-2/abstract
http://www.journalofdairyscience.org/article/S0022-0302(16)30453-2/abstract
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2009/00000018/00000004/art00024
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2009/00000018/00000004/art00024
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2009/00000018/00000004/art00024
http://www.journalofdairyscience.org/article/S0022-0302(13)00802-3/abstract
http://www.journalofdairyscience.org/article/S0022-0302(13)00802-3/abstract
http://www.journalofdairyscience.org/article/S0022-0302(13)00802-3/abstract
https://www.narcis.nl/publication/RecordID/oai%3Alibrary.wur.nl%3Awurpubs%2F493118
https://www.narcis.nl/publication/RecordID/oai%3Alibrary.wur.nl%3Awurpubs%2F493118
https://www.narcis.nl/publication/RecordID/oai%3Alibrary.wur.nl%3Awurpubs%2F493118
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21999569/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21999569/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21999569/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8242449
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8242449
https://pub.epsilon.slu.se/1968/1/Christel_Nielsen_kappa.pdf
https://pub.epsilon.slu.se/1968/1/Christel_Nielsen_kappa.pdf
https://pub.epsilon.slu.se/1968/1/Christel_Nielsen_kappa.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14556691
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14556691
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14556691
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=FR2016210244
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=FR2016210244
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=FR2016210244
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=FR2016210244
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20965336
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20965336
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000004/art00026
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000004/art00026
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/contentone/ufaw/aw/2003/00000012/00000004/art00026
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12956296
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12956296
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12956296
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13416088
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13416088
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13416088
http://inpractice.bmj.com/content/23/9/517
http://inpractice.bmj.com/content/23/9/517
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16266020
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16266020
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16266020
https://www.ajas.info/journal/view.php?number=22480
https://www.ajas.info/journal/view.php?number=22480
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20133045664
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20133045664
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20133045664
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10480090
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10480090
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10480090
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10480090
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17205832
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17205832


How to cite this article: Víctor H S, Gabriela M M, Emiliano A B. Mastitis, a Health- Related Indicator of Dairy Cow Welfare and Productivity. Dairy and 
Vet Sci J. 2017; 4(5): 555650. DOI: 10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650.005

Journal of Dairy and Veterinary Sciences 

29.	Otten ND, Nielsen LR, Thomsen PT, Houe H (2014) Register-based pre-
dictors of violations of animal welfare legislation in dairy herds. Ani-
mal 81(12): 1963-1970.

30.	Corbellini CN, Busso Vanrrel F, Grigera JM, Tuñon G (2007) Las enfer-
medades de base metabólico-nutricional en las vacas lecheras. IDIA, 
INTA Ediciones (Buenos Aires) XXI 9: 159-165.

31.	Dobson H, Smith RF (2000) What is stress, and how does it affect re-
production? Anim Reprod Sci 60-61: 743-752. 

32.	Ivemeyer S, Knierim U, Waiblinger S (2011) Effect of human-animal 
relationship and management on udder health in Swiss dairy herds. J 
Dairy Sci 94(12): 5890-5902.

Your next submission with Juniper Publishers    
      will reach you the below assets

•	 Quality Editorial service
•	 Swift Peer Review
•	 Reprints availability
•	 E-prints Service
•	 Manuscript Podcast for convenient understanding
•	 Global attainment for your research
•	 Manuscript accessibility in different formats 

         ( Pdf, E-pub, Full Text, Audio) 
•	 Unceasing customer service

               Track the below URL for one-step submission 
        https://juniperpublishers.com/online-submission.php

This work is licensed under Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 Licens
DOI: 10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650

http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25075533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25075533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25075533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10844239
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10844239
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22118080
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22118080
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22118080
https://juniperpublishers.com/online-submission.php
http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JDVS.2017.04.555650

	Abstract
	Introduction
	References

