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Early Weaning

More than an emergency alternative






Body condition score
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Nutrition and Management of
Early-Weaned Calves
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Year Winter grazing >

2000 1.89 £ 0.04

2001 2.08 £ 0.06

2002 1.35 £ 0.07

2003 1.60 £ 0.06

2004 1.73 £ 0.11

2005 2.15+0.10

Average 1.80 £ 0.07




Calf Performance
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Effect of early-weaned heifer management on
age at puberty

Age at puberty, d



Treatments

BG
ADG, Ib 1.70? 1.692 2.40°  0.080

Suppl. Intake, Ib 3.5° 5.12 11.3>  0.15
Feed cost® 0.41 0.60 2.26 ===
Value of gain’? 383 380 540 ----

Return* 320 288 337 -=--
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Figure 6. Effect of early calf weaning on the acute phase protein
response folloiwng transportation and feedlot entry. Pooled SEM =
1.92 and 0.75 for ceruloplasmin and haptoglobin, respectiveluy. *P <
0.05.
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Day of calving season
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Ryegrass CP, % DM

Linear; P < 0.01






Effects of early- versus normal-weaning age on
calf feedlot performance

(Arthington et al., 2005)















