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Abstract 
Live weight and body condition are indicators for dairy cow’s (Bos taurus) health, milk productivity and reproduction. 
Live weight and body condition are defined by genetic and non-genetic factors. These factors are dependent on dairy 
cows growing and welfare. The aim of research was to analyze body condition relationship with milk productivity 
and live weight. Data were collected from 49 different breed and lactation dairy cows. Research location was Latvia 
University of Agriculture Research and Study farm ‘Vecauce’. Data were collected from October 2013 to January 
2014. Body condition score of all cows decreased from 2.8 ± 0.05 to 2.5 ± 0.04 points in research period. Milk yield 
increased from 35.6 ± 0.79 kg in the 1st recording to 40.9 ± 1.12 kg in the 2nd recording. Milk yield decreased in 
the 3rd recording (p<0.05). Fat content was the lowest in the 2nd recording (35.5 ± 0.09 g kg-1). Protein content was 
significantly different in the 1st and 2nd recordings (p<0.05). Somatic cell changes were not significant. Body condition 
decreased of older lactation cows, but milk yield increased at the same time. Milk yield was significantly the greatest 
in red breed group, compared with Holstein black and white cows (51.1 ± 3.21 kg vs. 41.4 ± 0.78 kg; p<0.05). Body 
condition score significantly affected live weight in such body condition score groups: <2.5 points, 2.75 to 3.0 points.  
Effect was not significant on live weight in body condition score 3.25< group. Milk productivity and quality traits 
were not affected by the body condition score (p<0.05).
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Introduction

Metabolic processes increase if milk productivity 
increases. It promotes an increase of metabolic stress. 
Milk productivity and reproduction traits decrease 
then. Indicators, which characterize dairy cows 
metabolic processes, are body condition score (BCS) 
and live weight. It is very important to evaluate the 
changes of these indicators. BCS is a visual parameter, 
which characterizes backfat thickness. Dairy cows 
cannot intake enough feed in an early stage of lactation 
and the result is a negative energy balance. According 
to other researchers, BCS and live weight start to 
decrease after the 30th lactation day (Banos et al., 2004; 
Bewley et al., 2008; Yamazaki et al., 2011). Locker S. 
et al (2011) found out that BCS is the lowest from the 
40th to 80th lactation day. In this period BCS decreases 
to 2.45 points. According to previous studies, the 
risks to become ill with milk fever, ketosis and fatty 
liver increases if BCS is greater than 3.5 points after 
calving and the loss of BCS is great. BCS has been 
researched since 1970. Researchers started to search 
for BCS relationship between animal health and milk 
productivity (Roche et al., 2013). BCS is defined by 
genes, and heritability coefficient of BCS is average 
(mean h2 is 0.26). Genetic correlation between BCS 
and mastitis is negative. The risk to become ill with 
mastitis and metabolic diseases is greater for thinner 
cows (Loker et al., 2012). BCS is a visual indicator, 
but changes in BCS are related to changes in blood 
content. Glucoses and triglycerides decrease, if BCS 
decreases. Cholesterol content increases in this case 
(Mouffok et al., 2013). BCS has higher influence on 
milk productivity and reproduction traits for high 

yielding cows compared to low productivity cows. It 
is explained with metabolism intensiveness of high 
yielding cows (Pryce et al., 2002). 

The aim of research was to analyze body condition 
relationship with milk productivity and live weight.

Materials and Methods
Research location was Latvia University of 

Agriculture Research and Study farm ‘Vecauce’. Data 
was collected from October 2013 to January 2014. 
Data were analyzed from 49 dairy cows. By a breed 
factor dairy cows were grouped in 3 groups – Holstein 
Black and White (HBW, n=12), Red breeds (Latvian 
Brown, Danish Red, Holstein Red and White; RB, 
n=30) and milk breed-crosses (F1 HBW×RB; XP, 
n=7). By lactation cows were grouped in 3 groups 
– the 1st lactation (n=17), 2nd lactation (n=12),  
3rd and older lactation (3rd<, n=20). Cows were 
kept in a loose housing farm. Cows had at libidum  
access to total mixed ration (TMR). TMR ingredients 
were 20.0 kg grass silage (Leguminoseae, Phleum 
pretense L., Lolium perenne L., Poa pratensis L.,  
Dactylis glomerata L.), 20.0 kg maize silage (Zea 
mays L.), 1.0 kg hay (Leguminoseae, Phleum  
pretense L., Lolium perenne L., Poa pratensis L., 
Dactylis glomerata L.), 6.5 kg grains (Hordeum 
vulgare L), 2.0 kg rapeseed meal (Brassica napus L.), 
2.0 kg sunflower meal (Helianthus annuus L.), 2.0 kg  
soybean meal (Glycine max L.), 0.5 kg sugar beet  
pulp (Beta vulgaris L.), 1.0 kg molasses, 0.2 kg Biotin 
plus, 0.15 kg baking soda, 0.08 kg salt, 0.07 kg living 
yeast, 0.07 kg chalk. BCS was evaluated 3 times for 
each cow in milk recording days. The 1st recording 
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was on average 14 ± 0.66 day after calving, the 2nd 
recording was on average 47 ± 0.57 day after calving, 
3rd recording was on average 80 ± 0.63 day after 
calving. Body condition was evaluated in 5 points 
system (1-thin, 5-fat). Live weight was measured 
at the same time. Live weight was measured with 
a special printed tape (with values of live weight). 
Measures were done at heart girt.  

Recording data was collected from Agricultural 
data center database from the heard recording data.  
Monthly control milk samples were analyzed for 
fat, protein and somatic cells count. All of these 
parameters were analyzed in accredited milk quality 
laboratory SIA ‘Piensaimnieku Laboratorija’ with 
FOSS instrument CombiFoss FC.

Somatic cell count was calculated to somatic cell 
score (SCS) by formula:  

 
SCS=log2 (Somatic cell count/100000)+3 (1)

  
Dairy cows were grouped by BCS in 3 groups – 

the 1st BCS group from 2.0 to 2.5 points (n=94), the 2nd 
BCS group from 2.75 to 3.0 points (n=47) and the 3rd 
BCS group from 3.25< points (n=6).

For data analysis SPSS and MS Excel software 
were used. For traits characterization mean values 
and standard error, minimal and maximal values 
were used. To examine BCS, live weight and milk 
productivity changes according to recording time and 
BCS group, ANOVA single factors were performed. 
To analyze breed and lactation influence on these traits, 
ANOVA Two factors were performed. Bonferroni test 
was performed to determine significance. The factor 

was significant if p<0.05. Significant differences 
were marked by different letters (a;b; c and A;B;C) with 
superscript. 

Results and Discussion
The mean live weight after calving was  

639 ± 8.76 kg, but the lowest live weight was on 
the 47th lactation day, analyzed live weight changes 
in 90 lactation days. The lowest live weight was  
612.6 ± 8.84 kg. Live weight increased in the 3rd 
recording on average by 9.0 kg, but BCS decreased 
if compered changes between recordings. Mean 
of BCS was 2.8 ± 0.05 points in the 1st recording. 
BCS decreased to 2.5 ± 0.04 points in the 3rd 
recording (Table 1). A change of live weight was not  
significant, while BCS varied significantly when 
compered the 1st and 3rd recording (p<0.05). 
According to researchers of the United Kingdom, 
BCS characterized dairy cows reproduction traits.  
The lowest live weight by the UK researchers was 
found in the 12th lactation week (average 84th lactation 
day). The UK researchers found out that mean BCS 
Holstein cows decreased from 2.60 points (after 
calving) to 2.39 points (Pryce et al., 2001). We 
obtained similar results. In our case the lowest BCS 
was on the 80th lactation day. Somatic cell count is an 
indicator of udder health. Somatic cell count was from 
99 ± 32 to 219 ± 104 thousands mL-1.    

Foreign scientists concluded that the lowest live 
weight is from the 10th to 50th lactation day. Live 
weight increases after this period. BCS changes are 
similar to those of live weight (Berry et al., 2011). We 
obtained similar results. 

Table 1
Live weight, body condition score (BCS) and milk productivity changes in recordings (n=49)

Trait
1st recording 2nd recording 3rd recording

xsx ± min max xsx ± min max xsx ± min max

Live weight, kg 616.6 ± 
7.47 496 721 612.6 ± 

8.84 478 750 621.3 ± 8.39 486 742

BCS 2.8 ± 
0.05 a 2 4 2.7 ± 

0.05 a b 2.0 3.5 2.5 ± 
0.04b 2.0 3.5

Milk yield, kg 35.6 ± 
0.79 a 23.6 47.5 40.9 ± 1.12b 22.8 56.4 40.4 ± 

0.92 b 21.1 55.0

Fat, g kg-1 45.4 ± 
0.09 a 31.6 62.9 35.5 ± 0.09b 24.3 50.5 39.2 ± 0.11c 21.9 55.0

Protein, g kg-1 33.1 ± 0.03a 29.6 40.2 34.1 ± 0.03b 29.9 37.7 33.9 ± 
0.03 ab 28.2 39.9

Somatic cell score 2.5 ± 
0.22 -0.1 7.6 1.8 ± 

0.22 -1.1 6.9 2.0 ± 
0.28 -0.8 8.43

Somatic cell count, 
thousands mL-1

154 ± 
50 12 2422 99 ± 

32 6.0 1513 219 ± 
104 7 4317

a;b;c; – traits with different letters significantly different by recordings (p < 0.05)
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Milk yield was significantly lower in the 1st 
recording (35.6 ± 0.79 kg) compered the 2nd (40.9 
± 1.12 kg) and 3rd (40.4 ± 0.92) recording results 
(p<0.05). Other scientists found out that correlation 
between milk yield and BCS is negative, respectively, 
milk yield decreases if BCS increases. Correlation 
is positive between milk yield and live weight. It is 
due to the fact that cows with greater live weight can 
intake more feed (Berry et al., 2003). According to 
results of foreign researchers, negative energy balance 
period is from calving to the 9th week of lactation. Milk 
yield increased to the 6th week of lactation, but BCS 
and live weight decreased in this period (Gross et al., 
2011). We found out that phenotypic correlation was 
negative between milk yield and BCS (rp = -0.150), 
while positive correlation was between live weight 
and milk yield (rp = 0.191). 

Milk fat content was significantly greater in the 1st 
recording (45.4 ± 0.09 g kg-1) compared with the 2nd 
and 3rd recording, but protein content was greater in 
the 2nd recording (34.1 ± 0.03 g kg-1).

Data was analyzed from different lactation HBW, 
red breeds and cross-breed cows. Significantly greater 
live weight (643.8 ± 7.15) was in the 3rd< lactation 
HBW cows group. Live weight of HBW was the 
lowest in the 2nd lactation group. We found out similar 
trend also in red breed and crossbreed groups, too. 
The greatest live weight was found in red breed 3rd< 
lactation group (690 ± 29.49 kg; Table 2).

BCS was the greatest in HBW 1st lactation and 
cross-breed 3rd < lactation groups (3.0 ± 0.13 points in 
both groups). According to previous studies, BCS is 
greater in the 1st lactation if compared with the 2nd and 
3rd lactations. BCS decreases after the 4th lactation to 
the same level as in the 1st lactation. This process may 
be affected by cows’ age (Kadarmideen, 2004). 

Milk yield was significantly greater in all breed 
groups for the 3rd < lactation dairy cows; the greatest 
milk yield was 51.1 ± 3.21 kg in red breed group. 
We found out that milk yield of older dairy cows 
increased. Foreign scientists got similar results, milk 
yield of older dairy cows increases. This tendency gets 
stronger if dairy cows have high genetic potential to 
produce milk (Short et al., 1990). Genes are factors 
of breed, respectively, majority genes, which are 
responsible for milk productivity traits, are located in 
the 14th chromosome.  Milk productivity depends on 
these genes polymorphisms and interaction (Grisart 
et al., 2001). Genotype, which is responsible for high 
milk yield, is mostly in Holstien cow’s genome. This 
genotype encodes lower fat and protein content in 
milk (Thaller et al., 2003).

Fat content varied from 29.3 ± 0.43 to 43.6 ± 0.10 g 
kg-1 and was significantly different between lactations 
in HBW and red breed groups (p<0.05). Protein varied 
from 31.7 ± 0.12 to 34.3 ± 0.09 g kg-1 and difference 
was not significant. We obtained inconsistent results if 
compared with other scientists, because in our research 
fat content was greater for Holstein breed cows.

BCS affects metabolism processes of dairy 
cows; respectively, metabolism stresses sensitivity 
changes by BCS. The level of BCS changes can 
affect metabolism processes, because body condition 
is connected with metabolism of lipids. Metabolism 
affected dairy cows’ milk productivity (Bernabucci 
et al., 2005). A metabolism imbalance is greater for 
primiparous if compared with multiparous, because 
primiparous have difficulties to balance metabolism 
processes (Meikle et al., 2004). Fat cows were 
metabolically challenged during early lactation due 
to intense mobilization of body fat. Thin cows were 
associated with increased plasma indicators of body 

Table 2
Live weight, body condition score (BCS) and milk productivity changes between breeds and lactations

Breed Lactation Live weight,
kg BCS Milk yield, kg Fat,

g kg-1
Protein,
g kg-1

Somatic cell 
score

HBW

1st 605.3 ± 20.85a 3.0 ± 0.13a; A 31.9 ± 2.27 a 41.9 ± 0.30ab 34.3 ± 0.09 3.4 ± 0.69a

2nd 582.6 ± 8.89 a 2.7 ± 0.06 ab; A 39.9 ± 0.97 b 38.7 ± 0.13a; A 33.9 ± 0.04 1.7 ± 0.30b

3rd< 643.8 ± 7.15 b 2.7 ± 0.05b; A 41.4 ± 0.78 
b; A 43.6 ± 0.10 b 34.0 ± 0.03 1.8 ± 0.24b

RB
1st 601.9 ± 9.33a 2.6 ± 0.06a; B 34.4 ± 1.01a 36.4 ± 0.14ab 33.3 ± 0.04 2.3 ± 0.21
2nd 551.7 ± 29.49a 2.3 ± 0.19ab; B 42.6 ± 3.21b 29.3 ± 0.43a: B 32.9 ± 0.12 1.8 ± 0.98
3rd< 690.0 ± 29.49b 2.0 ± 0.19b; B 51.1 ± 3.21b; B 37.6 ± 0.43b 31.7 ± 0.12 2.7 ± 0.98

XP
1st 619.1 ± 13.19 2.8 ± 0.08AB 33.0 ± 1.44a 39.8 ± 0.19 33.9 ± 0.06 2.4 ± 0.44
2nd – – – – – –
3rd< 651.8 ± 20.85 3.0 ± 0.13 A 49.6 ± 2.27b; B 41.5 ± 0.30 32.0 ± 0.09 3.1 ± 0.69

a,b – traits are significantly different between different lactation groups in the same breed (p<0.05)
A, B – traits are significantly different between different breeds in the same lactation group (p<0.05)
 – data were not found
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protein mobilization during the first weeks of lactation, 
and lower milk protein secretion (Pires et al., 2013). 
Sirotkin et al. (2013) found out that indicators of blood 
were significantly different if compared two dairy 
cows research groups. Ca2+, Pi, Mg2+, Fe2+, Cu2+, leptin 
and insulin contents were different. These parameters 
of blood are connected with ovulation process. 

Analyzing BCS influence on live weight and milk 
productivity, we found out that BCS affected live 
weight. Live weight was the greatest (636.3 ± 7.40 kg) 
for the dairy cows whose BCS was 2.75 to 3.0 points. 
Milk yield was the greatest (39.3 ± 0.72 kg) for the 
dairy cows with BCS 2.0 to 2.5 points (Table 3).

According to Hungarian scientists, milk fat, protein 
and lactose decreased from the week 2nd to 8th. Those 
milk content parameters are affected by lactation and 
BCS and are very important for reproduction traits – 
first ovulation and pregnancy parameters (Adrien et 
al., 2012). 

Milk fat decreased in research group with the 
highest BCS, and it could be the result of lipid 
metabolism. Lipid metabolism is a cumbersome 

process. Researchers of Serbia indicated the importance 
of environment conditions: high temperature and 
humidity are important factors, which affected BCS. 
Adaption process is difficult for dairy cows with BCS 
4.0 and more points. Milk yield, fat content decreases, 
when temperature and humidity are too high. Milk 
yield, fat content and protein content could be lower 
of our research in the summer time. Body temperature 
was the highest for dairy cows with the highest BCS, 
because stress level of metabolism was high when 
humidity increased (Cincovic et al., 2011).

Other researcher found out that BCS does not 
affect somatic cell count. Phenotypic correlation was 
low between somatic cell count and BCS. It could 
be explained by the fact that somatic cell count is 
affected by environment factors and udder form 
(Kadarmideen, 2004). 

We analyzed live weight relationship with milk 
yield and fat according to BCS and recording (1st R, 
2nd R, 3rd R – 1st, 2nd, 3rd recordings; Figure 1.).

Milk yield was greater in the 2nd recording 1st and 
the 2nd BCS groups and in the 3rd recording 3rd BCS 

Table 3
Body condition score (BCS) influence on live weight and milk productivity traits

Traits
BCS group

2.0 – 2.5 2.75 – 3.0 3.25 <
BCS 2.4 ± 0.02 2.9 ± 0.03 3.7 ± 0.11
Live weight, kg 606.0 ± 6.10 636.3 ± 7.40 633 ± 16.87
Milk yield, kg 39.3 ± 0.72 38.6 ± 1.06 36.5 ± 2.76
Fat, g kg-1 40.0 ± 0.08 40.5 ± 0.11 37.8 ± 0.35
Protein, g kg-1 33.7 ± 0.02 33.5 ± 0.03 34.9 ± 0.11
Somatic cell score 2.0 ± 0.17 2.2 ± 0.26 2.3 ± 0.69

Figure 1. Live weight relationships with milk yield according to body condition score (BCS) in  
1st recording: ■ live weight, kg; ▬ milk yield, kg.
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group. Live weight increased in all groups. Analyzing 
results of the 1st and 2nd recordings, we concluded that 
our results are similar to those of foreign scientists. 
Milk yield was the greatest by cows with average BCS 
value – 2.5 points (Kadarmideen, 2004). Live weight 
and BCS changes are connected with the length of dry 
period. Live weight changes were greater for dairy 
cows with a longer dry period.  Dry period affects 
milk yield and milk content (Gulay et al., 2003). 

Fat, protein and fat-protein ratio (FPR) were 
different between recordings and BCS groups  
(Table 4). 

Analyzing milk fat and protein content, we found 
out that these parameters were the lowest in the 2nd 
recording. Fat and protein content was greater in the 1st 
recording, but FPR was the lowest in the 2nd recording 
1st and the 2nd BCS groups (0.97 and 1.03). FPR 
increased in the 3rd recording 1st and 2nd BCS groups. 
FPR of the 3rd BCS group increased between the 1st 
and 2nd recordings, but in the 3rd recording decreased. 
According to scientists of Czech Republic, FPR of 
Holstein cows decreased during the whole lactation 
time. FPR value was 1.91 on the 25th lactation day, but 
on the 45th lactation day it was 1.45. Fat and protein 
content was the lowest on the 45th lactation day (Čejna 
and Chládek, 2005). FPR value was the greatest in the 
first lactation week; it is connected with milk chemical 
content (Toni et al., 2011). Optimal FPR value of red 
breed cows is 1.25 to 1.45 in lactation time (Negussie 
et al., 2013). FPR was lower of the 2nd lactation dairy 
cows compared with the 1st lactation cows (Reksen et 
al., 2002). Low values of FPR usually are connected 
with low fat content in milk. Farmers can avoid low 
fat syndrome, by feeding dairy cows on TMR which 
contains high level of fat acids and neutral detergent 

fiber. Positive effect is by linseeds that are used 
in TMR; respectively, fat content increased when 
linseeds (Suksombat et al., 2013) were used.

Body condition is an, important factor which 
affected milk productivity and reproduction.  Dairy 
cows cannot be very thin or fat. Incomes of dairy 
business decrease if cows are thin or fat because 
BCS affects milk yield, reproduction. Lactation gets 
longer, but daily milk yield decreases and the period 
between parturitions becomes longer. Farmers cannot 
grow next dairy cows – heifers (Kashfi et al., 2011; 
Mushtaq et al., 2012; Jaakson et al., 2013). Feed for 
high productivity dairy needs to be balanced. Body 
condition does not decrease to feeding cows with 
balanced feed (Tamadon et al., 2011). Body condition 
is a trait with good heritability by a sire. Making a 
selection, the body condition is a trait by which 
farmers can select sires. Body condition needs to be 
in harmony with milk productivity and reproduction 
(Kadarmideen and Wegmann, 2003).

Conclusions
Body condition score decreased from 2.80 ± 0.05 

to 2.54 ± 0.04 points in 90 days after calving, live 
weight increased from 616.6 ± 7.47 to 621.3 ± 8.39 
kg, but milk yield was the greatest in the 2nd recording 
or the 47th lactation day (40.9 ± 1.12 kg per day).

Body condition score of the 1st lactation of Holstein 
Black and White was 3.0 ± 0.13 points, and it was the 
greatest if compared with red breed and cross-breed 
cows (p<0.05). Milk yield was the greatest in red breed 
3rd< lactation group (51.1 ± 3.21 kg; p<0.05). Body 
condition score significantly affected live weight, but 
other traits did not affect (p<0.05) it.

Table 4
Fat and protein content changes according to body condition score (BCS) in 1st recording

BCS group Recording Fat,  g kg-1 Protein, g kg-1 Fat-protein ratio

1st BCS
1st 45.6 33.3 1.41

2nd 33.2 33.9 0.97

3rd 38.1 34.0 1.09

2nd BCS
1st 45.0 32.4 1.39

2nd 35.3 34.4 1.03

3rd 38.4 34.8 1.10

3rd BCS
1st 39.6 36.1 1.10

2nd 37.7 34.0 1.11

3rd 32.3 33.0 0.98

References
1.	 Adrien M.L., Mattiauda D.A., Artegoitia V., Carriquiry M., Motta G., Bentancur O., Meikle A. (2012) 

Nutritional regulation of body condition score at the initiation of the transition period in primiparous and 

Solvita Petrovska, Daina Jonkus

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN BODY  
CONDITION SCORE, MILK PRODUCTIVITY  

AND LIVE WEIGHT OF DAIRY COWS



105Research for Rural Development 2014, volume 1 

multiparous dairy cows under grazing conditions: milk production, resumption of post-partum ovarian 
cyclicity and metabolic parameters. Animal, 6, pp. 292 – 299.

2.	 Banos G., Brotherstone S., Coffey M.P. (2004) Evaluation of body condition score measured  
throughout lactation as an indicator of fertility in dairy cattle. Journal of Dairy Science, 87, pp. 2669 – 
2676.

3.	 Bernabucci U., Ronchi B., Lacetera N., Nardone A. (2005) Influence of body condition score on 
relationships between metabolic status and oxidative stress in periparturient dairy cows. Journal of Dairy 
Science, 88, pp. 2017 – 2026.

4.	 Berry D.P., Buckley F., Dillon P., Evans R.D., Rath M., Veerkamp R.F. (2003) Genetic relationships among 
body condition score, body weight, milk yield, and fertility in dairy cows. Journal of Dairy Science, 86, 
pp. 2193 – 2204.

5.	 Berry D.P., Buckley F., Dillon P. (2011) Relationship between live weight and body condition score in Irish 
Holstein-Friesian dairy cows. Irish Journal of Agricultural and Food Research, 50, pp. 141 – 147.

6.	 Bewley J.M., Schutz M.M. (2008) Review: Dairy body condition scoring. The Professional Animal 
Scientist, 24, pp. 507 – 529.

7.	 Cincovic M.R., Belic B., Toholj B., Potkonjak A., Stenavčevic M., Lako B., Radovic I. (2011) Metabolic 
acclimation to heat stress in farm housed Holstein cows with different body condition score. African 
Journal of Biotechnology, 10, pp. 10293 – 10303.

8.	 Čejna V., Chládek G. (2005) The importance of monitoring changes in milk fat to milk protein ratio in 
Holstein cows during lactation. Journal of Central European Agriculture, 6, pp. 539 – 546.

9.	 Grisart B., Coppieters W., Farnir F., Karim L., Ford C., Berzi P., Cambisano N., Mni M., Reid S., Simon 
P., Spelman R., Georges M., Snell R. (2001) Positional candidate cloning of a QTL in dairy cattle: 
identification of a missense mutation in the bovine DGAT1 gene with major effect on milk yield and 
composition. Genome Reasearch, 12, pp. 222 – 231.

10.	 Gross J., Dorland van H.A., Bruckmaier R.M., Schwarz F.J. (2011) Performance and metabolic profile 
of dairy cows during a lactational and deliberately induced negative energy balance with subsequent 
realimentation. Journal of Dairy Science, 94, pp. 1820 – 1830.

11.	 Gulay M.S., Hayen M.J., Bachman K.C., Belloso T., Liboni M., Head H.H. (2003) Milk production and 
feed intake of Holstein cows given short (30-d) or normal (60-d) dry periods. Journal of Dairy Science, 
86, pp. 2030 – 2038.

12.	 Jaakson H., Ling K., Samarütel J., Ilves A., Kaart T., Kärt O., Ots M. (2013) Blood glucose and insulin 
responses during the glucose tolerance test in relation to dairy cow body condition and milk yield. 
Veterinarija ir Zootechnika, 62, pp. 28 – 35.

13.	 Kadarmideen H.N., Wegmann S. (2003) Genetic parameters for body condition score and its relationship 
with type and production traits in Swiss Holsteins. Journal of Dairy Science, 86, pp. 3685 – 3693.

14.	 Kadarmideen H.N. (2004) Genetic correlations among body condition score, somatic cell score, milk 
production, fertility and conformation traits in dairy cows. Animal Science, 79, pp. 191 – 201.

15.	 Kashfi H., Yazdani A.R., Latifi M., Shirani Bidabadi F. (2011) Economic and managerial analysis of 
effective managerial strategies on prevention from ketosis in transition period in shahroud commercial 
dairy farms. International Scholarly Research Network, Available at: http://www.hindawi.com/journals/
isrn.veterinary.science/2011/605179/, 2 March 2014.

16.	 Loker S., Bastin C., Miglior F., Sewalem A., Schaeffer L.R., Jamrozik J., Osborne V. (2011) Short 
communication: estimates of genetic parameters of body condition score in the first 3 lactations using a 
random regression animal model. Journal of Dairy Science, 94, pp. 3693 – 3699.

17.	 Loker S., Miglior F., Koeck A., Neuenschwander T.F.O., Bastin C., Jamrozik J., Schaeffer L.R., Keltoon D. 
(2012) Relationship between body condition score and health traits in first-lactation Canadian Holsteins, 
Journal of Dairy Science, 95, pp. 1 – 11. 

18.	 Meikle A., Kulcsar M., Chilliard Y., Febel H., Delavaud C., Cavestany D., Chilibroste P. (2004) Effects of 
parity and body condition at parturition on endocrine and reproductive parameters of the cow. Reproduction, 
127, pp. 727 – 737.

19.	 Mouffok C.E., Madani T., Semara L., Ayache N., Rahal A. (2013) Correlation between body condition 
score, blood biochemical metabolites, milk yield and quality in Algerian Montbéliarde Cattle. Pakistan 
Veterinary Journal, 33, pp. 191 – 194.

20.	 Mushtaq A., Qureshi M.S., Khan S., Habib G., Swati Z.A., Rahman S.U. (2012) Body condition score as 
a marker of milk yield and composition in dairy animals. The Journal of Animal and Plant Sciences, 22, 
pp. 169 – 173.

Solvita Petrovska, Daina Jonkus

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN BODY  
CONDITION SCORE, MILK PRODUCTIVITY  
AND LIVE WEIGHT OF DAIRY COWS



106 Research for Rural Development 2014, volume 1 

21.	 Negussie E., Strandén I., Mäntysaari E.A. (2013) Genetic associations of test-day fat: protein ratio with 
milk yield, fertility, and udder health traits in Nordic Red cattle. Journal of Dairy Science, 96, pp. 1237 – 
1250.

22.	 Pires J.A.A., Delavaud C., Faulconnier Y., Pomiles D., Chiliard Y. (2013) Effects of body condition score 
at calving on indicators of fat and protein mobilization of periparturient Holstein-Friesian cows. Journal 
of Dairy Science, 96, pp. 6423 – 6439.

23.	 Pryce J.E., Coffey M.P., Brotherstone S.H., Woolliams J.A. (2002) Genetic relationships between calving 
interval and body condition score conditional on milk yield. Journal of Dairy science, 85, pp. 1590 – 1595.

24.	 Pryce J.E., Coffey M.P., Simm G. (2001) The relationship between body condition score and reproductive 
performance. Journal of Dairy Science, 48, pp. 1508 – 1515.

25.	 Reksen O., Havrevoll Q., Grohn Y.T., Bolstad T., Waldmann A., Ropstad E. (2002) Relationships among 
body condition score, milk constituents, and postpartum luteal function in Norwegian dairy cows. Journal 
of Dairy Science, 85, pp. 1406 – 1415.

26.	 Roche J.R., Kay J.K., Friggens N.C., Loor J.J., Berry D.P. (2013) Assessing and managing body condition 
score for the prevention of metabolic disease in dairy cows. Veterinary Clinics of North America: Food 
Animal Practice, 29, pp. 323 – 336.

27.	 Short T.H., Blake R.W., Quaas R.L., Dale Van Vleck L. (1990) Heterogeneous within-herd variance. 1. 
genetic parameters for first and second lactation milk yields of grade Holstein cows. Journal of Dairy 
Science, 73, pp. 3312 – 3320.

28.	 Sirotkin A.V., Makarevich A.V., Makovicky P., Kubovicova E. (2013) Ovarian, metabolic and endocrine 
indexes in dairy cows with different body condition scores. Journal of Animal and Feed Sciences, 22, pp. 
316 – 322.

29.	 Suksombat W., Meeprom C., Mirattanaphrai R. (2013) Milk production, milk composition, live weight 
change and milk fatty acid composition in lactating dairy cows in response to whole linseed supplementation. 
Asian-Australasian Journal of Animal Sciences, 26, pp. 1111 – 1118.

30.	 Tamadon A., Kafi M., Saeb M., Mirzaei A., Saeb S. (2011) Relationships between insulin-like growth 
factor-I, milk yield, body condition score, and postpartum luteal activity in high-producing dairy cows. 
Tropical Animal Health and Production, 43, pp. 29 – 34.

31.	 Thaller G., Krämer W., Winter A., Kaupe B., Erhardt G., Fries R. (2003) Effects of DGAT1 variants on 
milk production traits in German cattle breeds. Journal of Animal Science, 81, pp. 1911 – 1918.

32.	 Toni F., Vincenti L., Grigoletto L., Ricci A., Schukken Y.H. (2011) Early lactation ratio of fat and protein 
percentage in milk is associated with health, milk production, and survival. Journal of Dairy Science, 94, 
pp. 1772 – 1783.

33.	 Yamazaki T., Takeda H., Nishiura A., Sasai Y., Sugawara N., Togashi K. (2011) Phenotypic relationship 
between lactation persistency and change in body condition score in first-lactation Holstein cows. Asian-
Australasian Journal of Animal Sciences, 24, pp. 610 – 615.

Solvita Petrovska, Daina Jonkus

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN BODY  
CONDITION SCORE, MILK PRODUCTIVITY  

AND LIVE WEIGHT OF DAIRY COWS


	RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN BODY CONDITION SCORE, MILK PRODUCTIVITY AND LIVE WEIGHT OF DAIRY COWS
	Abstract
	Key words
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results and Discussion
	Conclusions
	References

