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Abstract

This experiment was conducted on 156 cows of Frisian race in Deir Ezzor
cows station to study effect of season and stage of lactation, and udder
health quarter on somatic ¢ell count { SCC ) in milk as well as the relation
between somatic cell count and daily production of milk along with ils
content of fat, protein and lactose.

6240 samples of milk were obtained during the lactation season from the
different guarter of the udder, where the somatic cell count, and percent of
fat, protein and lactose in these samples were determined.  Results
showed that season and stage of lactation, and the udder quarter has
significant effect on the somatic cell coumt of milk, and the relation
between milk production and the somatic cell coumt was negatively

signmficant. Whereas the relation between milk content of fat, protein and
lactose was non- significant.

Raising average of SCC in milk samples ( 157 x 10" ) cell \ ml indicated
existing several cases of subclinical mastitis . Also, the results showed that
average of SCC in the back quarters was superior to the front ones. From
the results, the SCC can be taken as an indicator to the udder health 1n
cows and this test must be done regularly in the cattle for the early
prediction of the udder health condition.

Key Words: Somatic cell count ; lactation season , lactation stag ; udder
health, milk cows.
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