k4
agﬂwmmwmaummz

TREITEROLE

o Tnovi lalvesTnuuilignniausnuas Tmusdi Wgminudamanoada lifiany
UAnFIRUMEER (P>0.05) Hariminusnaaen ﬁ]ﬁﬁﬂéﬂf@ﬂﬂ‘liﬂﬂﬁﬂ@ FTAUAZUUUUDS
S'Nﬂ1ﬂ£§ﬂﬁﬂ1!ﬁ3§u1§ﬂﬂ1iﬂﬂﬁm Pinemsfuemmimiinugte nasdSnams W §q
SanmumneefITI0eTives Sakaguchi et al. 2004) nutlfiams tfumes i idgnads
Ll’iﬂﬁi'if}’alﬂﬂu&lﬁiﬁgﬂ&l1!.1%’31’?31’18?153\‘1 (30.0+0.8 vs. 42.0£1.5 AN/, MUEIFL; P<0.01)

dwsudnalzneuhininafuesdudluiy sy daauanlng uazvewds
vty Tiflaamuandaefy 2=0.05) Tulnuaieosngy ravansfinyAsetundetl
annsaarvureaffafildurigudnatining 10 . Gluiﬂunﬁiﬁgﬂﬂgﬁtﬁiﬂﬁﬁiﬂuﬁﬁ
"lﬁqmnuﬁ"mmc:ﬂg@’lajﬁﬂ’nmmm"ﬁﬁ’umaﬁﬁﬁ (P>0.05) Feflanundonfafl Beam and
Butler (1997) l8fninmansyduTnveaeadiialuTnnusnnasanuiwmswmureadifad
yuia > 10 w1, oy 3 dilaviudenaon wazTundenaenfia1usnnTIaNL DF (25.1342.46

14
vs. 21.25£2.15 Tu; P=0.26) uenantiudanuiiery vuaved DF uazdanmanigiu Taves

o oo 3 3 - ) S tel g o 4
Woatifadwanoadifallving 10 v, sunaedly DF nvinalugiga taznlesibudves -

a ) @ Iy ore 1w & 1 I - sq ¢
mafaguhuud v lifiamuumadedululauuieastngy  adelsianiulauuilige

2 !

’ AL RAALIAC Ak - 2 . v
AIWIAUNUIUATUNDAAIAINDENTT IAUNT IHgNURMa1wA3e (P<0.01) UANUTOANDDY
il Staples et al. (1998) AlamsAnriRoadumstenmvesreadifauuslvlulnuy

@ v 1 1 A a yi o a 4 A o
wasnaealdssaud  lulawusnnaeanounsziimyan linfumnifatusznuniuread
= 1 A‘l ‘o b = = a o Aae o = s/ 3
fannd 4 aau msumsnsydy leveseadi@anidnonmen luluTauunlgnads

Ay g Ag ¥ Y & o
mtl'mnﬂaﬁﬂuuﬂ%gnmsmiwmama {1.09 +0.12 vs. 2.03£0.06 m&./’m; P<0.05)

1 d a A [ a a a

youdumguinawetleadifandnnguuisliaaeansnanes  wudwmveseaiifa
T ] b 1 W 1 o
wndigalungui 2 Ndlulauunignaiausn @5.02%) uasilgnuudinaienss (42.84%)
v 1

sesnainfeszdureatifialungud 3, 1, 4 ung 5 mwddu sag liflauandrsdudaudngu
=t = g ¥ W o1a 1 ar e o e 1 ar 2
1 1 8 s Tulavieasngu wililianuuandsdulumsadaveslondifialuudasszdy e

MATIWNUYDE Lucy et al. (1991) #ildhnsfdnnlulnssuzndsnasalutiasnvesms i



25

uuﬂduﬂﬂaﬁzﬁaﬁwﬂmﬂwqﬂﬂmmﬂ 10-15 3. cﬁqummxmﬂmamﬂmsﬂﬂuﬁuﬂsau ue
ﬂquummuﬂﬂaﬁmauaawqmmmﬂmUﬂmﬂumsﬁﬂyﬂumauﬂ‘aﬂaaamawmm@

>15 Hil.
HEATIRHHRY ﬂﬂ't‘iafm‘ﬁ”ﬂﬂﬂ’)’mﬁm‘ﬂwﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁiﬂu P4 ﬁl?ﬂcﬁiﬂﬂjﬂﬂiﬂuﬂiﬂﬁﬁﬂq

=

ﬂmﬂﬂUmﬂ'mﬂisumaﬂmw 5, 42, LA 90 NAINADA wmalﬂuumﬂa mgﬂmwmﬂﬂm
ﬂvﬁQﬂawﬂquTﬂuuwiwQﬂﬂsquiﬂmmvaum 12 vidanaeaiis .91 vs. 0.61 w1Tunsw/

1a.; P<0.05) Swdulufudt 5 uaz 90 nSaanea lNUANUIANAI19YY P4 ‘luiﬂunmﬁm

ngu

Py
URHIUIDEN 2

Frunz Taea “alupelnuui lasu Talsunsy Ovsynch iag Ovsynch+hCG 910
ﬁﬁnm‘luﬂﬁm wmmmumwmaiwaﬂ {parity) ﬂsmmmuu (milk yield) F¥AUAZIUY
2reme @cs) Tifiamuandisiulumeada (0>0.05) o Tnuaaesngy HannnTsAne
undedl Taunfadoangy luwummmnmwawmﬂ preovulatory follicle (14.07+0.75 vs.
14.20+0.49 13s.) wasnn M4 Fuges T GnRH daufidee wazuuaved CL Tuiudl 5,8, upz 12
’mﬁﬁ'aﬁmummﬂﬁmﬁﬂu maamuéﬁmﬂmsmﬂ lAfineuauosde GnRil Fausnuazdud
404 6 UOANNHEATINS serin TAnaaDITAAY S0%
Bofamsanuiterdunnududuyosees T p4 wunmngndamng i 12

nSanasniionTaondui 1dTumsiaty heg fiszay P4 gandnguil Al 1B uend lun hCG

athalsSa Taunfldsa hCG ¥R 3,000 U Tududi 5 nasdmuanamauho WolHina

msanlindsnaudieunazmilenilad1e accessory CL Hiyseduvessnd luu P4 Tugne
14 1]

Lspusamsaanesiildifiudasimanauia HOTAADATINIAYVRINIBOU (Santos et al.,

¥y ] 1
2001) LL’ﬁ"Nﬁi]’!ﬂm'iﬁﬂyﬂuﬂ%ﬂﬁwﬂ‘lﬂuﬂquﬁlﬁiu hCG JM3HnS 13U accessory CL

a 8 =L

Ghnfnlsq 12 3189

mﬂﬂ'qum 23714 ¥un151a51 hCG (0.8320.11  vs.

hCG sedu 3300 TU Tuduii s wamaniousnnniinguiili 1Sy neG (187 vs. 089
p<0.01) SadanalihIfszduarnduduves P4 1uslﬁmaﬂﬂuumﬂ’;ﬂﬂuunqw AU T
31 heG TS 12 nisimuanawTRELSY ualiiiinanesasNsHALAR (conception
ates) T huft 33 Fundadmuanamaifion (83.33 vs. 100.00%; P-0.42) Feflamuaoandes

#UT109719e Hanton et al. (2005) lﬂmmsﬁﬂymaﬂsmmmwmmaaﬂuu hCG 4419

1.830.13; P<0. 01) ﬁﬂﬂﬂamﬂmwmmm Santos et al (2001) US4 CL 1uﬂanmﬁm R



26

o o a4 w o o o o o A 4
1,500 1U/N Ghﬂﬂ‘l-éll HAHAUINYUIUN 5 WUIUN 12 ﬁmm’c‘rmﬁﬂmmu P4 LW&J’Q}'\‘I‘I}uﬂ‘J’I

UL gl o T o1 | =y &
ngud 1 ldiaTu (6.242.7 vs. 4.91.3 Wi Tuniuma,; P<0.01) ud lilinadesnsinsnauda 49

o/ L] e & = o A &
ﬁaﬂymzwuzﬁmmwam‘sﬁﬂywm Howard et al. (2006) llG"fs{‘I’l'If]”I‘SL’CT‘Zill GnRII 1uiuf 5 g4

dygednlufud 13 ndsdmuanamfisnden/Sonfundul 1871593y GnrE
(2.0440.48 vs. 1.6440.46 W 1unSu/va.; P<0.05) e luiiNadodasn1sHauda (26.75 vs.
24.3%, AUAWY; P>0.05) FelANuuAng1991n Sterry ot al., (2006) AmsAnytiulauu
Taifhasoumsifiuda (anestrous) Tnoia3y GnRi Tufudt 5 ndamadionln Taun wuiidas
msa‘?aﬁmw‘\;mz;raﬁunéwmﬁuﬁﬂﬁ‘lﬁ%’uﬂmﬁ?ﬂu%’uﬁ 33 ndstmuRmINaUoy (51.8 vs.
37.3%; P<0.01) La¥31891Y8S Santos o al. 2001) AiSasImIWeAnlutufl 28 niwe
Fouvnenguit I8Tumatesy heG geile 45.8% Fannndingudlllfiodu koo Awuifies
38.7% tisy (P<0.01)

ﬁm%’uﬁhmmﬁgﬁﬂmimﬂ‘la}mﬂ?}q%aﬂﬂuw@amﬁq 2 ﬂﬁcjm’mmiﬁﬂyﬂuﬂ%ﬂ
fA0929 2430 FaTuande 1850 GnrE Fuitens (1224 §2) so0AY29IA1 30-36 1AZ18-24
T amddn Sadlnuandnedeliieddgmieada @<0.0s) Fsfinrmaenndesiy
31991184 Pursley et al. (1995; 1997) wu‘ﬁumawmmsmﬂ‘himﬂﬁqﬁﬁﬂ 2432 1 Tuands

19 GnRi Wufioresves lalsunsy Ovsyneh TuTauuszozdidaliuy




