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Prevalence and Risk of Clinical Mastitis at Home and Abroad

HE Wen-juan', LIU Yun-xiang’

(1. Betjing MRD Technology Development Co. , Ltd. , Beyjing 100091 ; 2. Zhongdi Dairy Group Co. , Lid. , Beijing 100028 )

Abstract ; Mastitis is one of the diseases causing the greatest economic losses in dairy production at home and

abroad. The author summarized the occurrence situation, pathogenic bacteria and economic loss of clinical mastitis

in dairy cows at home and abroad, which will provide scientific basis for improving dairy farm management and

strengthening mastitis control.

Key words: dairy cow; mastitis; pathogenic bacteria of clinical mastitis; economic loss



