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Friesian Cattle in Kharabo Dairy Station
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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted in kharabo dairy station belongs to the
Faculty of agriculture, University of Damascus to determine the
service period. 491 records for 206 Holstein Friesian cattle were
used to study factors affecting on the service period in kharabo
dairy station during the period 1983 to 2007. Data were analysed to
GLM, analysis of variance was used to determine the effect of
calving year, calving season, parity and interactions on service
period.

The overall mean of service period was 173.17+5.13 days. and
affected significantly (P<0.001) by calving year, and (P<0.05) by
interactions (calving year * calving season x parity), but there was
no significant effect for calving season, parity and interactions
(calving year = calving season), (calving year * parity), (calving
season * parity) on the service period.

Results suggested that better management, and improving the
feeding status may reduce service period to typical period
(60-90 days) and increase reproductive and economic efficiency of
dairy cattle at kharabo station.

Key words: Service Period, Calving vear, calving season, Parity,
Holstein Frieisian cattle.
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