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Table 1. Efficiency of Oestruses detection with Visual observation or HMS

No. of
Qestrus detection method Efficiency(%)
Total oestruses Oestruses detected
Visual observation 35 16 45.71

(heat management system)

Table 2. Analysis of friguency of mounts, duration of mounts and duration of estrus

Oestruses detected Number of mounts Duration of Duration of
(head) (mean £ SD) mounts(mean +SD) ) estrus(mean * SD)
35 8.96+10.40 1.7+2.1 15:07+7:00
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Fig 1. Hourly distribution of mounts
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