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Table 1. Comparison of conception rate on pregnancy diagnosis method in deer

No. of Conception rate (%)
Farms inse(rininated - i C
oes rasono- : « s Conc.
graphy Rectal palpation | Ulta & RP (>1.9ng/ml)

A 15 46.7 40.0 33.3 66.7

B 19 68.4 63.2 579 100.0

C 14 92.7 571 571 -

D 13 84.6 84.6 346 84.6
Total 61 72.1 60.7 57.4 86.8

*Ulta & RP : Ultrasonography ¢} Rectal palpationlA] 25 gJAlez #AH A
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