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Study of somatic cells count (SCC) in pregnant cows milk (early stage, late
stage) and in non pregnant cows milk (estrus phase, diestrus phase)

A. S. Abood
Collage of Veterinary M edicine\ University of Baghdad

Abstract

Eighty cow milk samples collected from different areas of Baghdad, included (40)
samples from pregnant cows, (20) samples in early stages of pregnancy while (20) in
late stage of pregnancy.

Another (40) samples were collected from non pregnant cows, (20) during estrus
phase and the final (20) samples collected from cows in diestrus phase .All samples
submitted to microscopical examination investigated to somatic cell count (SCC). The
mean of SCC from early stage show (580.000) cell/ml, while the SCC from the late
pregnancy gives (6.870.000) cell/ml.In the estrus phase of non pregnant cows, the
means of SCC appear (4480000) cell/ml, while (960.000) cell/ml in the samples of
diestrus phase.
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It was concluded that many factors were affected of the SCC in the milk evaluation,
depending on the physiological condition, and schedule the period of milk production,
in addition with the pathologica condition of udder.
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