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Primiparous cows

PMN% threshold | Sensitivity (%) | Specificity (%)
1% 69.4 594
2% 64.7 64.7
3% 50.0 73.5
4% 42.4 79.4
5% 41.2 79.4
6% 41.2 82.4
7% 41.2 85.3
8% 41.2 85.3
9% 38.2 85.3

10% 38.2 88.2
15% 38.2 91.2
20% 294 94.1
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Multiparous cows

PMN% threshold | Sensitivity (%) | Specificity (%)
1% 58.7 63.2
2% 41.3 77.9
3% 39.1 83.8
4% 37.0 85.3
5% 32.6 85.3
6% 26.1 85.3
7% 23.9 86.8
8% 23.9 88.2
9% 21.7 88.2

10% 21.7 88.2
15% 17.4 92.6
20% 13.0 92.6
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Primiparous cows

Clean CEM HR P value

Open days 143 d 192 d 0.32 0.0184

Time to 15t Al 105 d 122 d 0.42 0.0277
Multiparous cows

Clean CEM HR P value

Open days 133 d 173 d 0.41 0.0068

Waste days 42 d 81d 0.49 0.0132
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