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Abstract
the superovulation effects among different brands of FSH, same brand FSH with different dosages were compared. [ Result]The luteum ( CL)
number of 41 Qianbei brown goats was 14.59, the number of effective embryos was 8.39. In the group of Japanese FSH with the dose of 20.0
AU/head, the luteum (CL) number was 13.90, the number of effective embryos was 10. 21. In the group of 160 mg/head FSH from Canada,
the luteum (CL) number was 14.00, the number of effective embryos was 7.33. [ Conclusion ] The appropriate dose of FSH from Japan was
20.0 AU/head, the suitable dose of FSH from Canada was 160 mg/head, and the superovulation effect of FSH from Japan was better than that

[ Objective | To explore the optimal superovulation scheme for local goats. [ Method | Taking Qianbei brown goat as test amimals,

of FSH from Canada, but there was no significant difference.
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Table 1 The comparison of superovulation effects among different doses of FSH from Japan

A * MZAAT N 250 MZA b K 98! %L M PA 73 K 75 T4
(RENS 4 Trmake  CFRINEERC CPHENERE. IR PR RURE AR
20531 Individual PRI FIBRHEL Average number  Average number Rate of Average number Rate of
Average number  Average number . .
Group number f Tuteum /4~ f follicle // 1~ of developed of recovered recovered of effective effective
H of luteum /7 ot foflicle /771 follicle // /> oocyte // 4> oocyte // % embryos // # embryos // %
I 5 12.00 £3.00 1.60 £3.57 13.60 +6.14 B 7.80 £4.32 57 6.60 £5.27 85
I 19 13.90 +£5.82 0.84 +2.43 14.74 £+4.85 B  11.40 £+6.53 77 10.21 £6.40 90
I 6 19.20 +7.66 3.60 £4.15 22.80 +4.49 A 8.40 +2.51 37 6.80 £2.49 81
T RIS TR Eon 2 R B % (P <0.01)
Note ; Different capital letters in the same column indicated extremely significant differences( P <0.01)
x2 FEFIEMEKXF FSH BEHEIP R L&
Table 2 The comparison of superovulation effects among different doses of FSH from Canada
Sk o o AN RS m = S A 2k K VR
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20 5] Individual Average number  Average number Rate of Average number Rate of
Average number  Average number ) . .
Group number e . A of developed of recovered recovered of effective effective
of luteum /| of follicle // 4 . N e
H follicle //4 oocyte // oocyte // % embryos // embryos // %
I\ 6 14.00 +£5.21 1.17 £1.83 15.17 £5.26 7.67 £2.73 51 7.33£2.94 96
\ 6 15.67 £6.15 1.50 £1.76 17.25 +6.73 8.50 +3.88 49 6.50 £2.66 76
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Table 3 The comparison of superovulation effects among different brands of FSH

NI AR e Sk B % P 2l K Rl [ 5%
MEEC e Trpgke PRI TR PR BT ECR FISAOREC ARUIRR
24 5 Individual PR RRRALR Average number Average number Rate of Average number Rate of
Average number Average number . .
Group number f luteum /)~ £ follicle // of developed of recovered recovered of effective effective
B of Juteum /77| of fofhicle /77 follicle // 4~ oocyte // > oocyte // % embryos /¥ embryos // %
JP -FSH(20.0 AU/ H) 19 13.90 +5.82 0.84 £2.43 14.74 +4.85 11.40 +6.53 71 10.21 +6.40 90
CAN - FSH(160 mg/ H) 6 14.00 +5.21 1.17 £1.83 15.17 £5.26 7.67 £2.73 51 7.33£2.94 96
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