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ABSTRACT 222D O

T 9= X
The calving-to-first-service interval is crucial for dairy herd productivity. However, factors influencing this & % g % 5
reproductive parameter remain understudied in modern dairy systems. The present study aimed to investigate the & s i = >
determinants of the calving-to-first-service interval in Danish Holstein cows, focusing on parity, age at first £ £ 5 s >
insemination, age at first calving, gestation length, gender of the born calf, and calving season. Data from 699 cows, 2 z G é r
managed on a single farm in Southwest Denmark, were collected and analyzed to identify risk factors associated % %8 S %
with the calving-to-first-service interval. The mean calving-to-the-first-service interval was 87.6 + 23.7 days. The ) % ] § —
present results indicated that parity, age at first calving, and calving season are key modifiable factors that affected g o o O
the calving-to-first-service interval of the investigated Danish Holstein cows. The final multivariate linear regression § § E

model, which explained 13.7% of the variation in the calving-to-first-service interval, identified parity, age at first
calving, and the gender of the born calf as significant risk factors for the interval. Parity and age at first calving were
negatively related to the calving-to-first-service interval. Male calves were linked to an increased calving-to-first-
service interval. Gestation length and age at the first artificial insemination indicated no association with the calving-
to-first-service interval. Focusing on key factors such as parity, age at first calving, and gender of the born calf can
improve reproductive success and profitability in dairy herds.
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INTRODUCTION

The reproductive efficiency of dairy cows is a key factor influencing the profitability and sustainability of dairy farms
(De Vries and Marcondes, 2020). Among different reproductive performance parameters, the calving-to-service interval
(CSI) serves as a crucial indicator of a cow's readiness for rebreeding post-parturition (Recce et al., 2021; Temesgen et
al., 2022). The CSI can significantly impact the calving interval, influencing milk production cycles and herd
productivity (Hossain et al., 2021). A long CSI can delay subsequent pregnancies, reduce the number of calves produced
over a cow's lifetime, and potentially lower milk production (Bonato and dos Santos, 2012; Hossain et al., 2021;
Temesgen et al., 2022). Conversely, a short CSI can help in maintaining a consistent milk supply, thereby supporting the
economic viability of the dairy operation (Hossain et al., 2021). Improving reproductive efficiency is crucial in dairy
cows because delays in returning to reproductive activity not only reduce lifetime calf production but also disrupt
lactation cycles, causing economic losses (Wiltbank et al., 2011; Dung et al., 2025). Understanding the factors that
influence CSI provides valuable insights for developing management strategies that enhance reproductive performance
and sustain long-term herd productivity (Dung et al., 2025).

In dairy herds, the CSI can be affected by a range of factors, including cow's parity (Kim et al., 2009; Ali et al.,
2013; Hossain et al., 2021), age at first artificial insemination (AFAI; Ali et al., 2013), age at first calving (AFC;
Watanabe et al., 2017, Softic et al., 2020), gestation length (Motlagh et al., 2013; Atashi et al., 2019; Senbeta et al.,
2024), and environmental factors such as season of calving (Kim et al., 2009). Younger cows or cows in their first parity
may display different CSI patterns compared to older, multiparous cows (Softic et al., 2020). Furthermore, the interaction
between the age at AFAI and calving season may influence the CSI through their combined effects on ovarian activity,
estrous expression, and the effectiveness of reproductive management strategies (Lima et al., 2010; Temesgen et al.,
2022). Understanding these relationships is crucial for developing effective reproductive management strategies that
optimize herd fertility and increase milk production yield.

The present study aimed to identify the influencing factors of the CSI in Danish Holstein cows, considering parity,
AFC, gestation length, gender of the born calf, and calving season, using a multivariate approach.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Ethical approval

The present study was conducted utilizing farm records of Danish Holstein cows on Holdan Argo farm, located at
Tyrholmvej 7, 6230 Radekro, Denmark. It did not incorporate any experimental manipulation or direct intervention with
live animals. All data collection and analysis were performed in strict accordance with established ethical standards
governing the use of animal production records in research at the Vietnam National University of Agriculture.

Study population

The present study utilized data from 699 Danish Holstein cows, which had previously been used to investigate the
factors associated with conception rate (Nam et al., 2025). The investigated cows ranged from first to fourth parity. All
cows were born from January 2017 to September 2021. The animals were milked twice daily, with the first milking
session starting at 3:00 a.m. and concluding at 11:00 a.m., and the second milking session starting at 3:00 p.m. and
ending at 10:30 p.m. The documented calving interval was 394 days. On average, each cow produced about 36 kg of
milk per day. The cows were housed indoors and fed alfalfa hay throughout the year. Estrus detection was carried out
using pedometers, and insemination with frozen-thawed semen was performed once per estrus cycle. Vaccinations
against Escherichia coli, Coronavirus, and Rotavirus (Bovigen® Scour, Virbac, Ireland) were given before the cows
were dried off.

Data collection

Data of the investigated cows were collected from the dairy management system (Denmark), which was kept on the
farm’s computer. The essential sample size was calculated using GPower 3.1.9.7 (Germany), based on a linear multiple
regression model (fixed model, R? deviation from zero; Faul et al., 2009). An effect size of 0.053 was estimated based on
a priori R? = 0.05. Based on a power analysis (a = 0.05, power = 0.95) for a model with six predictors, a sample size of
400 was determined to be sufficient. The collected information included birth date, AFAI (days), AFC (days), as well as
the insemination date leading to the previous pregnancy, dates of the most recent calving, first service after that calving,
and the gender of the born calf at the most recent calving. Based on this information, the collected data were used to
calculate the following parameters, including AFAI, AFC, gestation length of the most recent calving (days), and the
most recent CSI (days). Data were collected from August to December 2023.

Based on parity number, cows were divided into four categories, including Parity 1, 2, 3, and 4, as these categories
naturally represented the distribution of the dataset. The length of the most recent gestation was classified into < 275
days, 276-280 days, and 281-292 days. The AFAI was grouped into three categories, including 365-400 days, 400-430
days, and over 430 days. The AFC was categorized into five groups, including 646-670 days, 671-700 days, 701-730
days, 731-760 days, and over 760 days. The classification of gestation length into three categories, namely short, regular,
and long gestation lengths, is based on the mean value of 277 days. The grouping of AFAI and AFC was conducted
using monthly intervals to investigate whether variations of approximately one month in these reproductive events
exerted an influence on CSI. The calving months were divided into four seasons, including winter (December-March),
spring (April-May), summer (June-August), and autumn (September-November). Roughly, the average monthly
temperature spanned from 1.96 to 4.75°C in winter, 8.99 to 13.16°C in spring, 16.39 to 18.45°C in summer, and 6.56 to
14.99°C in autumn.

Statistical analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Statistics, Version 22.0. The association between the CSI and
different independent variables, including parity, gender of the born calf, gestation length, AFAI, AFC, and calving
season, was assessed using the Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-Whitney U tests. For significant results, post hoc analyses were
conducted using Dunn’s test, with the Bonferroni correction applied. Subsequently, a linear regression analysis was
employed to construct the most explanatory model for the CSI, which served as the dependent variable. The independent
variables included parity, gender of the born calf, AFAI, AFC, recent gestation length, and calving season. The modeling
process involved initial univariate analyses to evaluate the individual influence of each factor, followed by multivariate
analyses using forward stepwise selection to build the optimal model. The variance inflation factor (VIF) was calculated
to check for multicollinearity (Kim, 2019). For all analyses, including one-way ANOVA and Student's t-test, a p-value of
less than 0.05 was considered statistically significant.

RESULTS

Calving to service interval in different cow groups

Parity

The CSI decreased significantly from Parity 1 to Parity 3 (p < 0.05; Table 1). The mean CSI in the first parity cows
was 96.3 £+ 19.4 days, and that in the parities 2 and 3 was 86.2 + 21.8 and 72.2 + 25.1 days, respectively. Cows in their
Parity 4 exhibited a CSI of 96.9 + 43.9 days, which did not differ significantly from that observed in cows of parities 1,
2, and 3 (p > 0.05). The findings related to Parity 4 should be interpreted carefully because of the small sample size.
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Gestation length

The gestation length did not significantly impact CSI (p > 0.05; Table 1). Cows with gestation lengths < 275 days
had a CSI of 85.7 & 23.1 days, while those with gestation lengths between 276 and 280 days had a CSI of 89.4 + 24.4
days. For cows with gestation lengths of 281 and 292 days, the CSI was 86.7 & 24.9 days.

Gender of the born calf
There was no significant difference in the CSI based on the gender of the born calf (p > 0.05; Table 1). Cows that
gave birth to heifers had a CSI of 87.7 = 22.0 days, while those that delivered bull calves had a CSI of 87.5 £+ 26.8 days.

Age at first artificial insemination

The AFAI did not influence CSI (p > 0.05; Table 1). Cows inseminated initially between 365 and 400 days exhibited
a CSI of 86.7 £ 23.6 days. Those inseminated within the 400 to 430-day period had a CSI of 87.0 & 24.2 days, which was
not statistically different from the cows inseminated after 430 days (CSI: 92.2 + 21.2 days; p > 0.05).

Age at first calving

Cows with AFC over 760 days exhibited a shorter CSI (81.3 & 28.6 days) in comparison to cows with AFC ranging
from 671 to 700 days (87.7 + 21.6; p < 0.05) and cows with AFC ranging from 701 to 730 days (89.6 + 23.5; p < 0.05).
Pairwise comparisons among the other groups revealed no statistically significant differences (p > 0.05; Table 1).

Calving season
The calving season influenced CSI. Cows calving in winter had a significantly longer CSI (89.1 £ 24.9) than those
calving in spring, summer, and autumn (87.3 +22.9, 84.4 + 17.5, and 86.5 + 27.8 days, respectively; p < 0.05).

Table 1. Calving to service interval of different cow categories in Danish Holstein cows, Holdan Argo farm, Radekro,
Denmark in 2023

Investigated parameters Calving to service interval (day)
Parity
1 (n=284) 96.3 +£19.4°
2 (n=265) 86.2£21.8°
3(m=142) 722 £25.1°
4 (n=28) 95.9 +43.9%*
Gestation length (day)
<275 days (n =216) 85.7+23.1
276-280 days (n =316) 89.4+234
281-292 days (n = 167) 86.7+24.9
Gender of the calf
Heifer (n = 466) 87.7+22.0
Bull (n =233) 87.5+26.8
Age at first artificial insemination (day)
365-400 days (n = 219) 86.7 +£23.6
401-430 days (n = 387) 87.0+£24.2
> 430 days (n =93) 922+21.2
Age at first calving
646 -670 days (n = 66) 88.8 £21.7%
671-700 days (n = 270) 87.7+21.6"
701-730 days (n = 194) 89.6 £23.5%
731-760 days (n = 85) 88.1 £26.1%°
> 760 days (n = 84) 81.3+28.6°
Season of calving
Winter (n = 377) 89.1 £24.9%
Spring (n = 104) 87.3 £22.9°
Summer (n = 139) 844 +17.5°
Autumn (n = 79) 86.5+27.8°

Data is presented as mean and standard deviation. *> ™ ¢ Means within a column with different superscript letters differ significantly (p < 0.05). For
post-hoc comparisons, the P-values of all the comparisons were: Parity 1 compared to Parity 2,3,4 (p < 0.001; < 0.001, and 0.247), Parity 2 compared
to Parity 3, 4 (p < 0.001 and 0.880), Parity 3 compared to Parity 4 (p = 0.521), Gestation length (GL) < 275 days compared to GL= 276-280 and 281-
292 days (p = 0.105 and 1.000), GL= 276-280 days compared to GL= 281-292 days (p = 0.771), Male calf compared to Female calf (p = 0.679), Age at
first artificial insemination (AFAI) = 365-400 days compared to AFAI = 401-430 and > 430 days (p = 1.000 and 0.243), AFAI = 401-430 days
compared to AFAI > 430 days (p = 0.147), Age at first calving (AFC) = 646-670 days compared to AFC = 671-700, 701-730, 731-760, and >760 days
(p = 1.000, 1.000, 1.000, and 0.007), AFC = 671-700 days compared to AFC = 701-730, 731-760, and > 760 days (p = 1.000, 1.000, and 0.007), AFC
= 701-730 days compared to AFC = 731-760, and > 760 days (p = 1.000 and 0.002), AFC = 731-760 days compared to AFC >760 days (p = 0.099),
Winter compared to Spring, Summer and Autumn (p < 0.001, < 0.001, < 0.001), Spring compared to Summer and Autumn (p = 1.000 and 1.000),
Summer compared to Autumn (p = 1.000).
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Associated factor with calving to service interval in Danish Holstein cows

The multivariate analysis identified the most illustrative model, comprising parity, AFC, and gender of the born calf
(Table 2). This model accounted for 13.7% of the variance in the CSI among the investigated Danish Holstein cows.
Parity was negatively correlated with CSI (coefficient = -11.7, 95% CI = -13.9 to -9.5; p < 0.05). Additionally, AFC
demonstrated a significant negative association with the CSI (coefficient = -2.1, 95% CI = -3.6 to -0.7; p < 0.05). In the
multivariate analysis, the gender of the born calf exhibited a significant relationship with CSI (coefficient = 5.4, 95% CI
= 1.8 to 9.0; p < 0.05), with a longer CSI observed in cows calving a bull. The VIF ranged from 1.012 to 1.103,
indicating the absence of multicollinearity among the model variables.

Table 2. Multivariate analysis of factors associated with calving to service interval in 699 Danish Holstein cows, Holdan
Argo farm, Rgdekro, Denmark in 2023

Variables Coefficients/95% confidence interval P-value VIF
Constant 113.1 (107.0-119.1) <0.001

Parity -11.7 (-13.9 - [-9.5]) <0.001 1.103
Age at first calving -2.1(-3.6 - [-0.7]) 0.003 1.012
Gender of the calf 5.4 (1.8-9.0) 0.004 1.090

VIF: Variance inflation factor. The final model explained 13.7% of the variation in calving to first service interval in the investigated animals.

DISCUSSION

The current results revealed that parity, AFC, and gender of the born calf were the most crucial risk factors for CSI
in Danish Holstein cows.

Parity effects

Multiparous cows typically exhibit a more stable endocrine-metabolic adaptation around calving compared to
primiparous cows, which often encounter greater metabolic imbalance and extended periods of anestrus (Briano et al.,
2024). Kim et al. (2009) noted that calving intervals shortened with increasing parity, with the highest reproductive
efficiency observed in second-parity cows. This trend aligned with findings of Baek et al. (1998), who documented the
shortest calving intervals in second-parity cows, indicating a peak in reproductive performance at this stage. Moreover,
Briano et al. (2024) identified prolonged postpartum anestrus in primiparous cows, contributing to their extended calving
intervals. These findings collectively highlighted the impact of parity on reproductive efficiency, emphasizing the
extended intervals necessary for primiparous cows to resume cyclicity and complete subsequent reproductive processes
after calving. This trend may be partially attributable to a reduced dystocia rate in older cows, which facilitates uterine
recovery and reduced calving intervals (Gaafar et al., 2011). Nevertheless, older cows face an increased risk of
conditions such as dystocia, retained placenta, metritis, and metabolic disorders (Rohmah et al., 2023), which may
extend the CSI in higher-parity cows (Motlagh et al., 2013). Several studies indicated that the prevalence of these
complications tends to increase remarkably only after the fourth parity, which could explain the observed rise in CSI
after this point (Gabr et al., 2005). Inflammatory conditions such as subclinical mastitis can delay postpartum recovery
and prolong the resumption of reproductive activity (Bacha and Regassa, 2010). Ghasemian and Asri-Rezaei (2024)
reported elevated inflammatory markers such as serum amyloid A, interleukins IL-6 and IL-8 in cows with mastitis
caused by Escherichia coli and Staphylococcus aureus, underscoring the role of systemic inflammation in reproductive
inefficiency. The current findings suggest that postpartum multiparous cows generally return to estrus more rapidly than
primiparous cows, likely attributable to physiological adaptations and improved reproductive efficiency acquired through
successive calvings. Moreover, negative energy balance remains an important challenge in primiparous cows,
particularly during their second lactation, as indicated by lower plasma glucose and higher B-hydroxybutyrate and urea
levels (Cattaneo et al., 2023). These metabolic markers reflected increased body reserve mobilization and metabolic
adaptation, which may contribute to prolonged postpartum anestrus and delayed reproductive recovery in younger cows.

Age at first calving

The negative association between AFC and CSI aligns with the findings of Mufti et al. (2010) and Khan et al.
(2015). Cows that calved at a younger age (below 700 days or 23 months) displayed more substantial variation in
lifespan compared to those calving between 671 and 823 days (22 to 27 months). The negative association between AFC
and CSI highlighted the benefit of calving at a more mature age to support optimal body condition and reproductive
health throughout a cow’s life. Heifer’s calving are more skeletally and metabolically developed, which lowers dystocia
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risk, decreases postpartum disease, and eases negative energy balance. These benefits help accelerate uterine involution
and restore ovarian cycles more quickly, resulting in a shorter CSI. On the other hand, early calving has been linked to
reduced longevity (Haworth et al., 2008). In addition, Nilforooshan and Edriss (2004) found a small positive phenotypic
correlation between AFC and lifetime in Iranian Holsteins, implying that delaying calving may help improve
reproductive maturity and overall health, potentially extending productive lifespan.

Gender effects

Numerous studies have shown that the gestation period in dairy cows tends to be longer for pregnancies resulting in
male calves compared to those resulting in female calves (Silva et al., 1992; Vieira-Neto et al., 2017). This discrepancy
may be attributed to fetal weight, as male calves generally exhibit a higher birth weight than female calves, which could
potentially result in an extended gestation period (Atashi and Asaadi, 2019). Extended gestation may influence maternal
health by elevating the risk of complications and prolonging recovery, thereby extending the interval from calving to the
first breeding (Mwangi et al., 2025). Cows that give birth to female calves generally recover their uterine function faster
and return to estrus sooner than those birthing male calves (Atashi and Asaadi, 2019). This difference may be due to the
larger size of male calves, which results in a longer gestation period and impacts uterine recovery after calving (Atashi
and Asaadi, 2019). Additionally, serum estrogen levels are remarkably higher in cows giving birth to female calves than
in those birthing male calves (Ibrahim et al., 2017). Estrogen is essential for postpartum uterine recovery, as it stimulates
uterine muscle and endometrial activity (Sheldon and Dobson, 2004). Studies conducted by Gad et al. (2017) and
Rezende et al. (2020) confirmed that the gender of the born calf substantially influences uterine characteristics, including
lumen diameter, curvature, and involution rate. Specifically, cows giving birth to female calves indicated a shorter
uterine involution period, while those with male calves experienced a slower return to estrus and delayed uterine
involution (Atashi and Asaadi, 2019). Additionally, the higher rate of dystocia linked to male calves, mainly due to their
larger birth weight and fetopelvic disproportion, further prolongs the CSI by exacerbating postpartum complications and
delaying uterine recovery (De Amicis et al., 2018; Tsaousioti et al., 2024). Therefore, calf gender is a crucial factor
influencing the CSI, with cows giving birth to male calves having longer CSIs.

Seasonal effects

The prolonged CSI observed in cows that calve during winter may be associated with increased metabolic demands
during colder periods, potentially hindering postpartum recovery and delaying the estrous cycles. Exposure to low
temperatures increases energy requirements (Roland et al., 2016; Fu et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2023), reduces feed
utilization efficiency (Mota-Rojas et al., 2021), and disrupts hormonal balance (Fu et al., 2022; Lezama-Garcia et al.,
2022; Wang et al., 2023), thereby potentially extending CSI. Findings concerning beef cattle indicated that the calving
season has considerable effects on the duration of postpartum anestrus. Specifically, cows calving during winter months
(November to April) remained in anestrus for an average of 70.8 days, which was nearly twice as long as those calving
during the summer months (May to October), with an average of 35.9 days (Peters and Riley, 1982). These findings were
consistent with previous studies, which have demonstrated that cows calving in summer generally exhibit shorter CSIs
compared to their counterparts calving in winter or spring (Santos et al., 2009). Echevarria et al. (2001) further
emphasized the impact of calving season on CSI, with notable differences across different parity groups and seasonal
calving cohorts. The seasonal fluctuations in CSI highlighted the importance of implementing targeted management
practices to address reproductive challenges that occur during specific periods. Providing enhanced nutritional and
reproductive support to winter-calving cows may reduce the duration of CSIs, thereby fostering improved reproductive
outcomes and overall herd productivity.

Although the present study identified parity, AFC, and calf gender as the most critical determinants of CSI, other
potentially influential factors, such as nutritional status, postpartum diseases, and management practices, were not
assessed. Nevertheless, the present findings provided valuable insights into the key factors associated with CSI and
contributed to a more comprehensive understanding of reproductive performance in dairy cattle.

CONCLUSION

The present study highlighted the significant effects of parity, AFC, and gender of the born calf at the CSI in Danish
Holstein cows. The current findings indicated a significant reduction in CSI as parity increases to the third parity.
However, CSI increased in cows with the fourth parity, indicating an age-related reversal in CSI trends beyond the third
parity. These results suggested that reproductive management practices in Danish Holstein cows may be optimized by
prioritizing an appropriate AFC and carefully monitoring multiparous cows to enhance reproductive outcomes. The
present findings provided valuable insights into enhancing breeding and postpartum management strategies, which could
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ultimately boost herd fertility and productivity in Holstein dairy systems. Future studies should incorporate nutritional
status, body condition during the transition, common postpartum diseases such as metritis and mastitis, as well as
metabolic disorders, along with management practices including heat detection efficiency, insemination timing, and
housing systems, to provide a more comprehensive understanding of CSI determinants.

DECLARATIONS

Acknowledgments
The authors express their gratitude to Mr. Jacobus A.M. Broeders for his consent to the collection and publication of
the herd’s data.

Authors’ contributions
Bui Van Dung prepared the initial draft of the manuscript. Le Thi Le Thuong collected data. Nguyen Hoai Nam
analyzed data and designed the study. All authors reviewed and approved the final edition of the manuscript.

Funding
The present study received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit
sectors.

Competing interests
The authors declared no conflicts of interest.

Availability of data and materials
All data and materials supporting the present study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable
request.

Ethical considerations

The authors declare that this manuscript is original and not under consideration for publication elsewhere. All ethical
considerations, including consent to publish, research misconduct, data fabrication, and redundancy, have been
thoroughly reviewed and approved by all authors.

REFERENCES

Ali T, Lemma A, and Yilma T (2013). Reproductive performance of dairy cows under artificial insemination in south and northwest part of Ethiopia.
Livestock Research for Rural Development, 25(12): 191. Available at: http://wwuw.Irrd.org/Irrd25/11/ali25191.htm

Atashi H and Asaadi A (2019). Association between gestation length and lactation performance, lactation curve, calf birth weight and dystocia in
Holstein dairy cows in Iran. Animal Reproduction, 16(4): 846-852. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.21451/1984-3143-AR2019-0005

Bacha B and Regassa FG (2010). Subclinical endometritis in Zebu x Friesian crossbred dairy cows: its risk factors, association with subclinical mastitis
and effect on reproductive performance. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 42(3): 397-403. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-009-
9433-5

Baek KS, Ko YG, Seong HH, Lee MS, Ryu IS, and Na SH (1998). Survey on the effect of the parity on reproductive traits of Korean native cows.
Korean Journal of Animal Reproduction, 22(4): 359-366. Available at: https://koreascience.kr/article/JAK0199811922414286.page

Bonato GL and dos Santos R (2012). Effect of length of calving interval and calving season on subsequent reproductive performance of crossbred dairy
cows. Acta Scientiae Veterinariae, 40(1): 1-4. Available at: https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/biblio-1456976

Briano C, Meikle A, Velazco JI, and Quintans G (2024). Metabolic and hormonal profiles and productive performance in primiparous and multiparous
Cows grazing different forage allowance in late gestation. Theriogenology, 227: 68-76. DOI:
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2024.07.007

Cattaneo L, Piccioli-Cappelli F, Minuti A, and Trevisi E (2023). Metabolic and physiological adaptations to first and second lactation in Holstein dairy
cows. Journal of Dairy Science, 106(5): 3559-3575. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-22684

De Amicis 1, Veronesi MC, Robbe D, Gloria A, and Carluccio A (2018). Prevalence, causes, resolution and consequences of bovine dystocia in Italy.
Theriogenology, 107: 104-108. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2017.11.001

De Vries A and Marcondes M1 (2020). Review: Overview of factors affecting productive lifespan of dairy cows. Animal, 14(S1): s155-s164. DOI:
https://www.doi.org/10.1017/S1751731119003264

Dung BV, Thanh MT, and Nam NH (2025). Effects of age at first calving, cow’s age, parity, and days in milk at first service on the number of services
per conception in Holstein COWS. International Journal of Veterinary Science 14(1): 90-94. DOLl:
https://www.doi.org/10.47278/journal.ijvs/2024.211

Echevarria L, Huanca W, and Delgado A (2001). Identification of constraints and implementation of corrective measures for improving the efficiency
of artificial insemination services in dairy cattle through the use of progesterone RIA, 121-127 (No. IAEA-TECDOC--1220). Available at:
https://inis.iaea.org/records/h89y8-j4878/files/32032363.pdf?download=1

Faul F, Erfelder E, Buchner A, and Lang AG (2009). Statistical power analysis using GPower 3.1: Tests for correlation and regression analyses.
Behavior Research Methods, 41(4): 1149-1160. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3758/BRM.41.4.1149

Fu X, Zhang Y, Zhang YG, Yin YL, Yan SC, Zhao YZ, and Shen WZ (2022). Research and application of a new multilevel fuzzy comprehensive
evaluation method for cold stress in dairy cows. Journal of Dairy Science, 105(11): 9137-9161. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-
21828

787


http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/11/ali25191.htm
https://www.doi.org/10.21451/1984-3143-AR2019-0005
https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-009-9433-5
https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-009-9433-5
https://koreascience.kr/article/JAKO199811922414286.page
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/biblio-1456976
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2024.07.007
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-22684
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2017.11.001
https://www.doi.org/10.1017/S1751731119003264
https://www.doi.org/10.47278/journal.ijvs/2024.211
https://inis.iaea.org/records/h89y8-j4878/files/32032363.pdf?download=1
https://www.doi.org/10.3758/BRM.41.4.1149
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-21828
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-21828

Dung et al., 2025

Gaafar HMA, Shamiah SM, EI-Hamd MA, Shitta AA, and EI-Din MT (2011). Dystocia in Friesian cows and its effects on postpartum reproductive
performance and milk production. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 43(1): 229-234. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-010-

9682-3
Gabr SA, Shamiah SM, and Abu EH (2005). Factors related to the incidence of retained placenta in Friesian cows kept under Egyptian conditions.
Journal of Animal and Poultry Production, 30(11): 6521-6532. Available at:

https://jappmu.journals.ekb.eg/article_238437_6da266bdb6a99dfc18c6422a02b98efb.pdf

Gad BA, Mohamed MM, El-Azab Al, Sosa GA, and Essawy SA (2017). Ultrasonographic monitoring of uterine involution in postpartum buffalo
cows: Uterine involution in buffaloes. Journal of Advanced Veterinary Research, 7(4): 93-99. Available at:
https://advetresearch.com/index.php/AVR/article/view/268

Ghasemian SO and Asri-Rezaei S (2024). Inflamatory markers in cows affected by subclinical mastitis due to E. coli and Staphylococcus infections.
Archives of Razi Institute, 79(6): 1319-1328. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.32592/AR1.2024.79.6.1319

Haworth GM, Tranter WP, Chuck JN, Cheng Z, and Wathes DC (2008). Relationships between age at first calving and first lactation milk yield, and
lifetime productivity and longevity in dairy cows. Veterinary Record, 162(20): 643-647. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1136/vr.162.20.643

Hossain MS, Rahman MA, Bari FY, and Bhuiyan MMU (2021). Factors affecting calving to service interval in crossbred Friesian cows in a large dairy
farm. The Bangladesh Veterinarian, 38(1-2): 33-41. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3329/bvet.v38i1-2.63675

Ibrahim MA, Abdelrahman H, and Elmetwaly H (2017). Hormonal profile, antioxidant status and some biochemical parameters during pregnancy and
periparturient  period in  dromedary she camel. Egyptian Journal of Veterinary Sciences, 48(2): 81-94. DOI:
https://www.doi.org/10.21608/ejvs.2017.2040.1022

Khan MRK, Uddin J, and Gofur MR (2015). Effect of age, parity, and breed on conception rate and number of services per conception in artificially
inseminated cows. Age, 2(3): 19. Available at: https://www.academia.edu/download/38224556/Paper__Bangladeesh_Livestock Journal.pdf

Kim JH (2019). Multicollinearity and misleading statistical results. Korean Journal of Anesthesiology, 72(6): 558-569. DOI: https://www.doi.org/
10.4097/kja.19087

Kim BH, Lee SK, Kim IH, and Kang HG (2009). The effect of parity and calving seasons on the reproductive performance of Korean native cows.
Journal of Embryo Transfer, 24(2): 127-130. Available at: https://koreascience.kr/article/JAKO200926158875125.pdf

Lezama-Garcia K, Mota-Rojas D, Martinez-Burnes J, Villanueva-Garcia D, Dominguez-Oliva A, Gémez-Prado J, Mora-Medina P, Casas-Alvarado A,
Olmos-Hernandez A, Soto P et al. (2022). Strategies for hypothermia compensation in altricial and precocial newborn mammals and their
monitoring by infrared thermography. Veterinary Sciences, 9(5): 246. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3390/vetsci9050246

Lima FS, De Vries A, Risco CA, Santos JEP, and Thatcher WW (2010). Economic comparison of natural service and timed artificial insemination
breeding programs in dairy cattle. Journal of Dairy Science, 93(9): 4404-4413. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2789

Mota-Rojas D, Titto CG, Orihuela A, Martinez-Burnes J, Gdmez-Prado J, Torres-Bernal F, Flores-Padilla K, Carvajal-de la Fuente V, and Wang D
(2021).  Physiological and behavioral ~mechanisms of thermoregulation in mammals. Animals, 11(6): 1733. DOL:
https://www.doi.org/10.3390/ani11061733

Motlagh MK, Roohani Z, Shahne AZ, and Moradi MH (2013). Effects of age at calving, parity, year and season on reproductive performance of dairy
cattle in Tehran and Qazvin Provinces, Iran. Research Opinions in Animal and Veterinary Sciences, 3(10): 337-342. Available at:
https://api.semanticscholar.org/Corpus|D:64873621

Mufti MMR, Alam MK, Sarker MS, Bostami ABMR, and Das NG (2010). Study on factors affecting the conception rate in red Chittagong cows.
Bangladesh Journal of Animal Science, 39(1-2): 52-57. Available at: https://cabidigitallibrary.org/doi/pdf/10.5555/20123128261

Mwangi Sl, Buckley F, llatsia ED, and Berry DP (2025). Gestation length and its associations with calf birth weight, calf perinatal mortality and
dystocia in dairy cattle. Journal of Dairy Science, 108(8): 8685-8696. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2024-26044

Nam NH, Thuong LTL, Lanh DTK, Dung BV, and Sukon P (2025). Factors associated with first service conception rate in Dansk Holstein cows raised
on a farm in Southern Denmark. International Journal of Veterinary Science (in press). DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.47278/journal.ijvs/2025.058

Nilforooshan MA and Edriss MA (2004). Effect of age at first calving on some productive and longevity traits in Iranian Holsteins of the Isfahan
Province. Journal of Dairy Science, 87(7): 2130-2135. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(04)70032-6

Peters AR and Riley GM (1982). Milk progesterone profiles and factors affecting postpartum ovarian activity in beef cows. Animal Science, 34(2):
145-153. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1017/S0003356100000623

Recce S, Huber E, Notaro US, Rodriguez FM, Ortega HH, Rey F, Signorini ML, and Salvetti NR (2021). Association between heat stress during
intrauterine development and the calving-to-conception and calving-to-first-service intervals in Holstein cows. Theriogenology, 162(1): 95-104.
DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2021.01.002

Rezende EV, Reis IJ, Campos CC, and Santos RM (2020). Influence of gestation length, seasonality, and calf sex on birth weight and placental
retention in crossbred dairy cows. Ciéncia Animal Brasileira, 21: e-52881. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1590/1809-6891v21e-52881

Rohmah SD, Ratnani H, Warsito SH, Rimayanti R, Madyawati SP, Mulyati S, and Hasib A (2023). Retained placenta in dairy cows living in an all-day
cowshed rearing system. Ovozoa: Journal of Animal Reproduction, 12(2): 68-76. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.20473/ovz.v12i2.2023.71-80

Roland L, Drillich M, Klein-Jébstl D, and Iwersen M (2016). Invited review: Influence of climatic conditions on the development, performance, and
health of calves. Journal of Dairy Science, 99(4): 2438-2452. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-9901

Santos JEP, Rutigliano HM, and Sa Filho MF (2009). Risk factors for resumption of postpartum estrous cycles and embryonic survival in lactating
dairy cows. Animal Reproduction Science, 110(3-4): 207-221. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.anireprosci.2008.01.014

Senbeta EK, Abebe AS, and Gibe AW (2024). Effect of parity on service per conception, gestation length, milk yield, calving interval, and calf birth
weight of crossbred dairy cows. Archives of Veterinary Science, 29(2): 1-7. DOI: http://www.doi.org/10.5380/avs.v29i2.94325

Sheldon IM and Dobson H (2004). Postpartum uterine health in cattle. Animal Reproduction Science, 82-83: 295-306. DOI:
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.anireprosci.2004.04.006

Silva HM, Wilcox CJ, Thatcher WW, Becker RB, and Morse D (1992). Factors affecting days open, gestation length, and calving interval in Florida
dairy cattle. Journal of Dairy Science, 75(1): 288-293. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(92)77764-9

Softic A, Martin AD, Skjerve E, Fejzic N, Goletic T, Kustura A, and Granquist EG (2020). Reproductive performance in a selected sample of dairy
farms in  Una-Sana Canton, Bosnia and Herzegovina. Veterinary Medicine International, 2020(1): 2190494. DOI:
https://www.doi.org/10.1155/2020/2190494

Temesgen MY, Assen AA, Gizaw TT, Minalu BA, and Mersha AY (2022). Factors affecting calving to conception interval (days open) in dairy cows
located at Dessie and Kombolcha towns, Ethiopia. PL0oS One, 17(2): €0264029. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0264029

788


https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-010-9682-3
https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-010-9682-3
https://jappmu.journals.ekb.eg/article_238437_6da266bdb6a99dfc18c6422a02b98efb.pdf
https://advetresearch.com/index.php/AVR/article/view/268
https://www.doi.org/10.32592/ARI.2024.79.6.1319
https://www.doi.org/10.1136/vr.162.20.643
https://www.doi.org/10.3329/bvet.v38i1-2.63675
https://www.doi.org/10.21608/ejvs.2017.2040.1022
https://www.academia.edu/download/38224556/Paper___Bangladeesh_Livestock_Journal.pdf
https://koreascience.kr/article/JAKO200926158875125.pdf
https://www.doi.org/10.3390/vetsci9050246
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2789
https://www.doi.org/10.3390/ani11061733
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:64873621
https://www.cabidigitallibrary.org/doi/pdf/10.5555/20123128261
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2024-26044
https://www.doi.org/10.47278/journal.ijvs/2025.058
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(04)70032-6
https://www.doi.org/10.1017/S0003356100000623
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2021.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1590/1809-6891v21e-52881
https://www.doi.org/10.20473/ovz.v12i2.2023.71-80
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-9901
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.anireprosci.2008.01.014
http://www.doi.org/10.5380/avs.v29i2.94325
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.anireprosci.2004.04.006
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(92)77764-9
https://www.doi.org/10.1155/2020/2190494
https://www.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0264029

World Vet. J., 15(3): 782-789, 2025

Tsaousioti A, Basioura A, Praxitelous A, and Tsousis G (2024). Dystocia in dairy cows and heifers: A review with a focus on future perspectives.
Dairy, 5(4): 655-671. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3390/dairy5040049

Vieira-Neto A, Galvdo KN, Thatcher WW, and Santos JEP (2017). Association among gestation length and health, production, and reproduction in
Holstein cows and implications for their offspring. Journal of Dairy Science, 100(4): 3166-3181. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-
11867

Wang S, Li Q, Peng J, and Niu H (2023). Effects of long-term cold stress on growth performance, behavior, physiological parameters, and energy
metabolism in growing beef cattle. Animals, 13(10): 1619. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.3390/ani13101619

Watanabe K, Lewis B, Mlewah TB, and Tetsuka M (2017). Age at first calving and factors influencing it in dairy heifers kept by smallholder farmers
in southern Malawi. Japan Agricultural Research Quarterly, 51(4): 357-362. DOI: https://www.doi.org/10.6090/jarg.51.357

Wiltbank MC, Sartori R, Herlihy MM, Vasconcelos JL, Nascimento AB, Souza AH, Ayres H, Cunha AP, Keskin A, Guenther JN et al. (2011).
Managing the dominant follicle in lactating dairy COWS. Theriogenology, 76(9): 1568-1582. DOl:
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2011.08.012

Publisher’s note: Scienceline Publication Ltd. remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access: This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

= adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and
the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain
permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2025

789


https://www.doi.org/10.3390/dairy5040049
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-11867
https://www.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-11867
https://www.doi.org/10.3390/ani13101619
https://www.doi.org/10.6090/jarq.51.357
https://www.doi.org/10.1016/j.theriogenology.2011.08.012
https://www.science-line.com/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

