ERT for Cow/

Calf Productio__

M

40
35
30
25
20

Avg EPD (lbs)

15
10

5
04

1989 1992 1995 1998 2001 2004

-BU WU 4 MILK AV

2007
Birth Year

Genetic
Trend
for
Growth

4/20/12

am
'CENTER ror GENETIC EVALUATION

o
s e ey

\
\\

Milt Thomas, J. E. Rouse Chair

5 _ Genetic
Trend
=W for
40 " Growth
/—.;-—'—‘ "™ Traits
o | Milk
Y

‘THE BUSINESS BREED

American Angus Assoclation
201 v, S s, WO 150 P, 103005100 -l g 8182235700

1%t calf heifer
rebreeding (Re-
HPG) and STAY
(12yr;n=
511,953).

Fertility trait
genetic trend in
RAAA and ASA.

g0 . ®ReHPG =STAY

60 -
% 40
20 4
0+ ] —

RAAA ASA

20 | —RAAAHPG
15 | =——RAAASTAY /"
ASA-STAY
210 -
=]

g

R :
X XN

Quandary

THR/WHR
vs
production-

fertility Traits

Vs

measures of

reproductive

physiology!




Relationship of Cow Size and Pregnancy Rate
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Trends in Asymptotic Age and Weight
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Summary and Conclusions

1.Cow size is dynamic across years.

2.Environments impose limitations on beef
production systems (especially weaning weight
and pregnancy rate).

3.Slight opposing trend among cow size and
pregnancy rate.

4.Trend for early maturity appears to coincide
with improvement in young cow fertility.
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