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OVERALL OBJECTIVE

“To improve reproductive efficiency of lactating dairy cows using an interdisciplinary extension and research team that will identify and remove
barriers to reproductive success and link outcomes of basic and applied research with an innovative extension delivery program.”
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Prediction of Pregnancy Using Machine Learning Algorithms Repro Money Treatment Outcomes for Clinical Mastitis Caused by E. coli in a
Objectives Objective Wisconsin Dairy Herd

1. Find the machine learning algorithm that better predicts pregnancy status in dairy cattle.

2. Find breeding optimal decisions through cost/benefit evaluation according to pregnancy | | To improve reproductive efficiency and profitability of the dairy farms by
values, breeding costs, and days open costs. means of farmer-directed team-based program called Repro Money

Materials and Methods

Materials and Methods

Cows (n = 94) enrolled between May 2011 and January 2012 had either a mild or moderate
(abnormal milk and/or udder) clinical mastitis (CM) case and single quarter intrammamary
infection. Cases were allocated as Treated (IMM ceftiofur ) or Control.
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