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/The AHDB Sentinel Herds Project provides an annual overview of udder health parameters in a cohort of wem
recorded herds, with reliable clinical mastitis records and regular individual cow somatic cell counts.
The distribution of herds reflects the national population. 95 herds supplied data for 2021.

Udder health parameters were calculated using TotalVet and compared with 2016 figures using the Wilcoxon-
Rank test (Table 1). Clinical mastitis indicators for 2016 and 2021 were compared with Maximum Advisory
Rates (Figure 1).

Using linear models incorporating the effect of vield, udder health parameters were compared for herds

Qﬂilked two or three times daily or using an automated milking system (AMS) in 2021 (Figure 2). /
Table 1: Udder health parameters for 2021 and comparison with 2016 Figure 2: Model predictions of clinical mastitis and
* significance of difference by Wilcoxon signed-rank test p<0.05 SCC parameters for herds with different milking

frequency assuming constant yield
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Figure 1: Clinical mastitis rates in 2016 and 2021 for 90 farms -
in relation to maximum advisory rates for lactation and dry period
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Key Messages

» Clinical mastitis metrics and some somatic cell count metrics have improved between 2016 and 2021.

+ More herds were achieving clinical mastitis rates below the maximum advisory rate in the dry period than
in lactation, with progress in both parameters since 2016.

+ In the Sentinel Herd cohort there was no effect of milking frequency on clinical mastitis rates or somatic
cell count parameters, once yield was accounted for.
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