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Analysis of the Relationship Between the Slaughter Rate of Fattened

Beef Cattle and the Living and Carcass Prices

TIAN Chun-hua, SHAO Cai-ping

(Animal Husbandry Management Station, Zhangye, Gansu 734000)

Abstract; This paper discusses the relationship between the rate of breeding and fertilizer slaughter and the
price of the body in the body, through the assumption of the daily price of the sale of the slaughterhouse. To pro-
mote the quality evaluation of beef cattle slaughter processing enterprises.

Key words: slaughter rate of fattened beef cattle; the living prices; the carcass prices

(455 29 11)

A Comparative Test of Different Methods for the Detection of Immune Antibody

Levels Against Foot and Mouth Disease in Xianan Cattle
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Abstract; [ Objective ] To explore middle and small scale cattle from numerous bred under the condition of
agriculture, breeding cows (refers to the production of more than one child cow, similarly hereinafter) , weaning
calf (refers to the calf of more than 4 months of age, the same below) of the disease of appropriate immune time,
detection of FMD immune, for small and medium-sized cattle science of foot-and-mouth disease immunization pro-
grams to provide the reference data, to carry out the test. [ Methods ] liquid blocking ELISA and solid phase com-
petitive ELISA were used for comparison test. [ Results ] The results of liquid phase blocking ELISA showed that
the qualified rate of antibody was 65.6% , 87.5% , 78.1% and 46.8% at 30, 60, 90 and 120 days after immuni-
zation. At 10, 40, 70 and 100 days after immunization, the qualified rate of immune antibody of weaned calves was
75% , 100% , 83.3% and 41. 6% , respectively. The results of solid-phase competitive ELISA showed that the
qualified rate of antibody was 78.1% , 100% , 100% and 75% at 30, 60, 90 and 120 days after immunization. At
10, 40, 70 and 100 days after immunization, the qualified rate of immune antibody of weaned calves was 83.3% ,
100% , 100% and 75% , respectively. [ Conclusion] From the test results, the solid phase competitive ELISA test
can only determine the antibody positive or negative, the test is easy to operate, the result is easy to distinguish,
but compared with the liquid phase blocking ELISA test results, the antibody level detection has a certain error.
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