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Ultrasonic technology for bull breeding soundness evaluation (BBSE)

Witsanu Paisanrungpana Janyaporn Rungruangsak' Jullachat Chapanya?
Abstract

The aim of the study was to assess the correlation between breeding soundness using
ultrasonography of the testes and semen quality in dairy bulls. Twenty-five Tropical Holstein sires
at the age of 2 - 7 years from Lumphayaklang frozen semen production research center in Lopburi
province, were used in this study. Semen was regularly collected weekly for six successive weeks,
one-week interval. All bulls were measured for scrotal circumference, scrotal ultrasonography,
and fresh semen quality such as volume, sperm concentration, sperm motility using computer—
assisted sperm analysis (CASA), percentage of sperm abnormal morphology, and percentage of
sperm viability. The correlation analysis was performed to analyze the correlation between scrotal
circumference, age at measuring, semen quantity and quality as well as ultrasound evaluations.
Moreover, multiple regression analysis was used to predict semen quality characteristics.
The results showed that focal point, as a measure of fibrotic lesion in testis, had low to moderate
negative correlations with semen quality including sperm concentration, percentage of sperm
viability, percentage of sperm abnormal morphology, and sperm motility (r = -0.19 to -0.52;
p<0.05), but it had a low positive correlation with sperm abnormal morphology (r = 0.21; p<0.05).
Results from multiple regression analysis revealed significant negative impacts of focal point on
most of semen quality characteristics. Focal point, combined with age of bulls and scrotal
circumference were potentially useful in predicting some characteristics of semen including
viability, motility, progressive motility, and integrity of plasma membrane. However, predictive
ability of the regression models was limited (R squared, R* ~ 0.28 to 0.35). In conclusion,
ultrasonography technology is a useful technique for bull breeding soundness evaluation (BBSE)
due to its ability to detect and characterize testicular pathology, particularly testicular fibrosis.
To increase prediction accuracy of models for predicting semen quality, further studies with larger
sample size and other candidates for predictor variables are required, which would be eventually

used for breeding soundness evaluation and culling decisions of bulls.

Keywords: Breeding soundness evaluation (BBSE), Prediction, Bull, Ultrasound technique

Registered No: 63(1)-0208-099
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Cartee et al., 1989; Yimer et al., 2001; Gloria et al,, 2018) sfamiwmaaiﬁﬂ (fibrosis lesion)
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A1sns2aUsEiudmEAemAlindans191In
thweRufidwestiiufioauiuasharuazeausnsamzuazdaliuis MHaadansiens
MUsasune faredassansigndiduluus B (B-mode) A2ud 7.5 MHz (Honda electronic;
HS1600V) Mstnsulduuuiudaume Sufinamenerfiemauuasm (ongitudinal plane) wasfima
WY (horizontal plane) TagduiinnmawAdsaE 3 AW ntuthlvAinsgsianuduresnm
(PI) ATUSLATUAATIERANUTNYDININ (Image J, U. S. National Institutes of Health, MD, USA)
M11A5N15U83 Tomlinson et al. (2017) Iy Pl USLIMEMMEaTgNIAlAENITINANNAUYNTA LUK
AUy ﬂa’mﬂmau 10 Hadluny um%‘wmmaa Pl (P total) U99NINULABLALIUL IINAINAYTANIY

W81 (Pl vertical) wagtiuav1149 (Pl horizontal)

AuA1AzLuuTeglsa (focal point) FaluAtpruuuseslsnainnisinauinaesseslsa
USNUSUNEINNNAIE8ans19178 (fibrosis lesion) MAnTuusiuseslsalunmuagiuuady
AZLLUALYUIAYBITBELSA (Table 1) A1 focal point AMUINLAIINNATINVBIALIULAINYATOLLIAT

Usingriavuatunin

Table 1 Scoring of testicular fibrosis lesion (modified from Barth et al., 2008)

Point Criteria
1 fibrosis lesion size <2 mm
2 fibrosis lesion size >2 - 5 mm
3 fibrosis lesion size >5 - 10 mm
4 fibrosis lesion size >10 mm
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3) mmvﬁwﬁusuaﬂaq% (sperm concentration, x10° cell/ml.) Sasheiedes spectrophotometer
(Accucell photometer, IMV technologies, France)

4) ﬁiﬁmuaq%ﬁ%mﬁﬂé’ﬂgﬂwm (total sperm, x10° cell) ﬁwmmmﬂwa@Jmmaqﬂ%mmummm
Wuduvedndd

5) $31n154A8 pUTiassnsIN151AE eudi LUT1emid (motility and progressive motility, %)
’3’916738Lﬂ%laﬁmiwﬁﬂmmwﬁé%%a (computer-assisted sperm analysis: CASA) (The IVOS Il CASA
system driven by software version 14: Hamilton Thorne Inc., Beverly, USA.)

6) aq%ﬁ%ﬁ‘m (sperm viability, %) Usziliuainn1sgeud eosin-nigrosin (Dott and Foster, 1972)
Tnonsthideanusuna 50 Tulasans weufuddon eosin-nigrosin antutiidefinaufuadeundy
U3 7 pl adesasuunszanaladuasdisliuia 0adidinasgniunieldndesganssmiuunlaifauas

a o

(Nikon, Japan) duagddnuau 200 fa Aifiaswens 400 w1 (400X) ngeadnkified Wuilueaddad
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AAE 100 WAIMTAIE 200

aa

YouazogdnTIn (% sperm viability) = oadlsifind X 100
200

7) mmauyﬁaiﬁuauﬁlam:’maq?l (functional integrity of sperm plasma membrane) A4
auysalveadevfueaiialaenisld Hypo-osmotic swelling test (HOS test) AMu35ues Rota et al.
(2000) ¥ilasnsrauidoUTaIa 0.1 ml futhen HOS solution U3anas 1 ml. ﬁqmmﬁ 37 99A1
waldea dafialy 40 undl 9 nduthdaunan 0.5 ml waufy HOS solution 7ild 5% formalin sy
ntuthdunaudngaun 7 ul. emasuunsEandlan UaNuAguHLUNTLINUIE LAATIVAILNADY
anssaviadauas Mdswens 1000 Wi (1000X) sudiuegd 200 i fegdlinauInmeazsiue
freadnvuidueaidfidanuauysaivendevuwadey Auiniosazmiuanysaivead ouogd
Tagthduuegdmaazshusediiuls aasne 100 wdmnssme 200

JovavANUANYTNUDNEaYLEET (% sperm plasma membrane integrity) = addude X 100
200




8) paaANAUNA (sperm defects) 1¥i5n13dawdnuy William’s staining #1138n15v81 Williams
uazAnulasnieIsued Lagerlof (Kavak et al.,, 2004). WlawnnsnentndeUsuna 20 ul. B9UULHY
nsvanalasudaaiios vieq ek wazhlvaumemlnanezfsweanssesaniuudalaniy
absolute ethyl alcohol 3-4 419 waguylu 0.5% chloramines solution 1-2 Y19 AUNTININTD
mucus vualasmualy drsluthavenauariu 96% ethyl alcohol anntugougaed Carbon fuchsin-
eosin 2-10 w1l A1sluthazeranazduliua andunsadendasqansset light microscope
fdsuene 1000 191 (1000X) waginsnTagusiseseqiludnsiifiinisdoud Tnetueadsiuiu
200 §1 Annfosaveqdinund TasthdnuegdfiaunAfidruididuld ause 100 udamnsie
200

JovavogInAUNG (% sperm defects) = agRNHAUNRTIAIWII X 100

200
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= Ll 1 a a

ToyaNUuiingnasIvaeuANgnaes wasdntayaniadauni (outliers) eanainlnddoya

Y Y
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n15AATIERdayaneata

AnsgriiduusAvsanduiusseninsdnuuensmeniuaso wus 1dun e1gvesenus
o Jufiusogns dusounsdumy uazaudnuurvosindoaniadeTunuuazaunin uazads
wUUTIaRsANN1IaRRENYAN (Multiple Regression Model) Lilaviunsamuaimindelnglddnums
yamenwuasrenus 1iuA egueses IuseUTmy wazATiussulsanmadindansiund
(focal point waz P) n1siasizinisanaeedanmaandunsdnwianuduiiusseninedudsdase
vanefusulsn ieAnwindfuusdassilatheiismiuiueviensnsal nioeSurenis

Aundsvassulsnule Tngi@eunnuduiusluguiuuvesaunisiaasil

Y=o+ L1 Xi+ BoXo 4.+ BiX + €,

e

Y Ao A1YBIRILUTANY

Xi Ao AvpsuUsdasEd i ( =1,.K), 1ag k fip S1unusuUTPase

Bo Ao Andulszavsnisannoy (regression coefficient) ¥asgaRALAY Y (intercept)
B fio AduUszAvsnisannesvesiauUsdasy X

€ Ao APuAaIAwEeY (error or residual)

Inaila Stepwise lun1sidendiudsdaszlunisasvaunisanney dmsudnvazamunm
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(model performance) lagW 21584191071 overall p-value, overall F statistics, R squared (R?),
adjusted R squared (adj. R?) kag Bayesian information criteria (BIC) wonani 1@l nsUseiiiu
AMEIRLTUATIAEAILUTVRIMUUTIaY (multicollinearity) Ingna1nan Tolerance (Tolerance =
1 - R?) Bevsuandaseiuaruduiudiuvesiuusdasy mnen Tolerance fietosnd 0.1 Usuandn
1Ugu1 multicollinearity si'?uqul,t,sﬁ #1nA1 Tolerance dAaun11 0.2 LansdUgyniseaunin
(Brace et al., 2012; Weisburd and Britt, 2014) N153LATIZUNATAAIMUAAIAIIULANAIDE 9]
TodRauiiseudesas 95 (p<0.05) MTUswnTU R commander version 3.5.2 (R Core Team, 2018)
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1. A15ASIUSLUUDUNEANALADANTIV1IN

nsldmalindansiwniniusnasung WeUssliuauanysalvasseuuduiugines Nduwa
NIENUADAMANYULUBIUILYD AI8EaNTIHIRLMUA B (B-mode) AUE 7.5 MHz Juiinnnane

AANIUILIILAZVIN NITIATIZRANUTUVDINNENUWTUAT Pl vertical waz Pl horizontal

[
=

Swfumsinvnauegeiiintuuiinuseslsauasudasaniunzuun focal point lileduundnua
n151An fibrosis lesion Ma33ues Barth et al. (2008) Feuvsdnuwaznisiinseslsneenidu 5 ngw
naannsUssdiuneRuglaomn 25§ nudnwagniafinseslsa 3 wuu Aeseslsadntes (mild)
91U 18 67 U1unana (moderate) 91U 6 f7 UagJULST (severe) 3113 1 613 (Figure 1) wailyl
wulpfidumgunilifisoslsa (normal) uazseslsAfifidnuayTuLTIN (very severe) N15@NMY
Aertumsdansrsnddumsludninarssin oufidniiAendomwuiaibn Wy wng nudia Pl
ANMUANRUSAUANYZIDULAAVY seminiferous tubules (Powe et al., 1988 ; Evans et al., 1996)

Fadlauduiusiunisaseeallaense (Arteaga et al., 2005)

Mild fibrotic changes (score 2)

Moderate fibrotic change (score 3)




Severe fibrotic change (score 4)

Figure 1 Fibrosis score of bulls evalued based on Barth et al. (2008)’s method

nsfnwlundedldnisussiusunedomaiasanmendaoiiies 6 dUavidnsety
WiefnmunsiasuunUasdnuazninia fibrosis lusume uavuUsdnuazseslsnnuANLTULTIVES
n15iin fibrosis F9n13UszAduan grey scale N manTEIdiuaINIIRemLNIUABLLUAY
voawadnneeg lusumzlded1esoiioaarsiniia (Chandolia et al, 1997) Westuglauudldly
nsfnulunsatiduneiusiigddaunanindouduiduiiagtu (active sires) Feanunsandntndold
FonuundvienmninuazTuin egndlsfiou nsmsanudnunrseslsefiuvinaduny Tussdules
f93UK34 (mild to severe fibrosis) Yauandn MsUsslusgunzsgwmailadans1g1inaiunsals

dmiuussdliuanuanysalvesiaiuglaieinlugnssnviwas desiutymeauanuldauysaliiu

2Na

Ypsnanuglafilindnugeududldognewiuiag

Yo ¥ a v 6 a v = 6

win1sldwatdadansig1intunisusziiudunslavzdivszlovilunisnsianiseslsa
PN dy A % 1 [ a o 4 a %z’ dy ¥ a 1 [ 1
Milleiadunzvesianuglandauisalinandnundolanuungd ag1elsiniu N1suUIAsLLLYDY
soglsnbilafimsTavsenisuvanguidan JunsdnduaziunlagldinaeinngUsedu Faonavili
Aldfinnudiungy ldanunsauvidnuagseslsalaegiegneies Ay nsAinwasell §dulaviing
WAIU1ISN1sAUINATLUUTIBlIARE 19azLd e (focal point) TauanLUasa1n3I5999 Barth et al.
(2008) FeamsavrgiinANLiuglunsinseslsnannsidmaindansienas wazaunsatluly

Tunsmenuduiusiuaunnvesdndesely
2. UayAnnABaNTIMIUT

Table 2 LAAIAARALTINTIUUIVOITNBUENINIEAMNBlA USuuLarAunINILTe
wazA pixel intensity ay focal point AMNAINAIYAIBNATASANTIBIIAUI IS NTUDINBLAUY
lnenalafildlunsAnuluasafiidnaiiovesony Ussunn 4.3 U (2.4 - 7.6 U) druduseuisduns

fAnaduwiihu 38.4 cm. (32 4 48.5 cm.) Inenuitvenugiongtey eilidusouiidumetasni

a

WorugoguInNndn dmsunuanvuzvesd LY oanlus uUTIIM (USH1ns Aududueesegd

aaddaa [ ¥ a

wagduueadInsaulavioiun) wazaununm (SevaruetegddTIn Auauysalvendeivedd

q q

9adinUNd 8n51N1sAReUT wagdnTnsindeunlutiami) lneansiunuindameglutiwnnsgiu
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YW o ug M a1u1saur lundaund oudud b (sWnssa, 2552) Fadud siiarnnisallivay

Wesnnvieiuglaiimariiluneiusnldlunsiaiweiiondnindoududslutagiu

dnsuaiivseduldnnmaiadansendudnasune nuiiarnnuduresnndldain
ANDE BYBINMEABTANIILUIR IUAZULITI (P total) fAaAsUsza) 414.5 intensity/mm?
(294.6 &9 537.7 intensity/mm?) dauazwuusoslsa (focal point) 1A 1428 sUszu1 97.8
(70 ¢ 132) (Table 2) Willdwumsanwiseslsaiisams wuufiiinsmaunuseslsadenziuy (focal
point) Tnensnwdiuannasdunsiinunfeaiuanuduiussening e Pl way Snvasdenienin

WU 918 1138 ANIIINRLINTIY

Table 2 Summary descriptions of range of bull physical characteristics, semen quality

and quality, and testicular ultrasound evaluation of bulls (n = 25)

Parameter !

Mean + SD Min Max

Physical characteristics

Age of bull (years) 432 + 1.56 2.43 7.60

Scrotal circumference (cm.) 38.41 + 5.09 32.00 48.50
Semen quantity

Volume (mL.) 513 + 231 1.50 13.00

Concentrations (x10°/mL.) 1057.23 + 523.48 60.00 2533.00

Total sperm (cell/ml) 5030.44 + 2914.06 496.00 14880.00
Semen quality

Viability (%) 74.47 + 16.76 8.00 93.50

Plasma membrane integrity 75.93 + 17.17 4.5 96.00

(%)

Sperm defects (%) 10.19 + 9.63 2.50 57.50

Total motility (%) 69.28 + 18.17 6.00 91.00

Progressive motility (%) 43.74 + 13.88 3.00 68.00
Ultrasound evaluation

Pl vertical (intensity/mm?) 419.89 + 53.49 266.67 589.33

Pl horizontal (intensity/mm?) 409.01 + 58.98 289.75 611.75

Pl total (intensity/mm?) 2 414.45 + 47.76 294.58 537.66

Focal point 97.81 + 13.29 70.00 132.00

10



! Each bull was evaluated for their semen quantity and quality as well as ultrasound
observations for 6 times, 6 weeks in a row
2 Pl total = average of pixel intensities assessed from vertical and horizontal planes

of testis

3. ANFUNUSTLNINANBULNINBAIN LAZAMNINLILTDYRIWLA

311 Table 3 KANTTILATITVAMUTUNUS TENT19 Pl wag focal point iamMUEN¥MEYDY
Woiug USunaudiie wazamunmuLYe Inenudl angvesienugiazidusauisduneianudunus
Tuidauan uregluseauuiunais (r = 0.501, p<0.0001) laganyoyanuinilee g il uu1nTu

fwnldunidusourdunsasiiuuny (aagfuiunstlongiosad LdUTaUITUNTILANAY) Uag

s

linuaruduiusseninadusevassunzuas aiivszidiuldanimaiasansiend (Pl uag focal
point) a8slsfinu wuindusevisdams fauduiudlussduiiudnvurgunmdidoads
USunad (USuns r = 0.21, Anududuedsdd r = -0.22) Lagldsnunmnnanuuzeniuiosazagd
HAUNG (r ~ -0.20 04 -0.21; p<0.05)

Kan1sAnwIANEITUS sEnInadnuaEIanIBam uazaunwtndelula daudunls
uanENAUTLAILANI AN Tnsdulngual lduseusdunzdanudunuslultauiniuusnims

waTAULTUTUYBIDEI (Bhuminand et al,, 2008; Ahmad et al., 2011) uagaigla (Ahmad et al,

[y

2011) gnfde8nay Latif et al. (2011) SI89UINEUTDU mmﬁmmé’uﬁuﬂuszﬁuqﬂﬁ’w%mm

(%
1y

(r = 0.72) wazaududuvesead (r = 0.72) lulaidewugfiuiies 01y 15-20 Wiou Bhuminand
et al. (2008) AnwrlulAuuLaL NUANMUFURUSIULTIUINTEMINUFUTOUIDUNE AUUSUINT AN
uduvesedd udainasesluu testosterone uanani msfinuilulaiussnadu 128 &
Ta Ahmad et al . (2011) wudh dhveinga @useuisdumy 1 Pl 5mEsUsuns uasmaududues

AT UMINRNY UiAMAINULYE laun Snsinsinfiounvetedd anuauyTalvatltarlegd uas

L3 ral [ Ly 6 o o U av v = [ -&J‘i!
anuanysalveseglaslonlulinnuduiusivenguedla dusunailaainnsdnwluasaiddany

Anuduiusludsavluseiuasenitadusevisdunsladuaun nd e (ANUTNTUYeI0E

Sovareadiidin AnuaNYIAlvLEerLegd Snsnismdeuiiiasdnsiniswaeunluinminvesesd)

9

(Table 3) @13ULWAHANIAINNTANBIANDILUINTY FATWUITTNNAINNY 1T UTOUIIBUNE ILUINTY

wazengnldnuiiendnennfeuteuy dwalinun ninieanadls duneiuglanenadsley

v (% '
A A

(AMugIdusaUImztosndy) enagnldnuniliuy dnienndnladdinsmaunndninlaignldau
WUUNI (81911nn71) egslsiny Tedaiudiitesniulunsdinlalasuanudemenuiiin

v I~} =~ v (3 I 0 = = = o 1
gungNaNUgNIINIen NI alsaluszuuduiiug laliadsisogvesla deagyilliny
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ANUFUNUSTEN IO RaTAMNIMUILYD YTeR1alANudNTUSTUSEAUM FaunuannIsAnyly
k24 Y v 14 <

Aall 9l eravihmsiiudeyaldadniiufuiieAumanvginesteslulssnul wu suusesiuy

wialnawelsu vise ToyadunMifgttesiunisinunie sumaiuvuadiegnldlunsinweie

Tuduvesaivssiuldnnmediadansenduinasune wuii Pl Sanuduiudidaunly
seRUsAUeguRIioRus ( = 0.18; p < 0.05) wilinuanuduiusiunmdnuazvesewus was
Snvnuzannmihderaininuuwaramnm FsamsAnuidulUluienmafeiusanmsinwdeunt
108 Arteaga et al. (2005) wu3n Pl lalfiannuduius fudnvaznini liainsansienas (normal
testicular ultrasonogram appearance) LLazﬂmmW‘fﬂL%}aiuimﬁjaﬁf’]mu 16 2 Tomlinson et al.

[
[

(2017) neuilanuanuduiusserine Pl fu auamidela egislsfinn namsdnwluadsd
LANANNINANTANYIIU AU mEITUSTEMINg P ﬁuammwﬁ%%a (Arteaga et al., 2005; Brito
et al., 2012; Kastelic et al,, 2012) nsfnwilulaitlesuau 152 falas Brito et al. (2012) lémeen
31¢i1 echogenicity (A1 PI) danuduiusiunisainaedd (sperm production) kag3us1aasedd

[ 7
Y

(sperm morphology) Tulatllodnuau 152 1 visdnuanuduiusnlidesainauslusdazngunaass

Brito et al. (2012) laeSuiedn msAnwauilinuanuduiussenin Pl v aanmiiela

~ 1y = ~ 1% ~ | a YY) s 5 & 8 v oA
EJWLUEN%J’H]’mGL?JﬂW‘JLUiEJUL‘I/IEJU“UEJ;\JJ@LWEJW’NL’J@WLG]EJ’JﬂUﬂ‘UﬂW‘JLﬂULHL“UEJI@EJI@JLHU?JEJQ@GIEJLUEN

2 i '
v A A

sl \ilaifovas seminiferous nfinsBsuulamdinininfunmdansiennd 4-6 Uaidaas
dwmadenmnmidold Wudsiunmamasedaglfauuiuuinasuny wwnuanuduiussening
sewinean Pl uazamnimindendeaintu 2-4 §ani (Arteaga et al., 2005) Fsaonndasiunsinu
94 Brito et al. (2012) fimAnnuduiusseninee Pl uagamnwindevdsaintu -8 dUav
uiogslsAmuanuduiusildreudresn winuin Plidustsuenszesingodayiuglaaniins
GL%Lﬁ'anzLﬁuﬂmmwﬁ%%ya i 8991nn15u uT wve A testicular echogenicity w3 oA PI
v <o

AMUFUNUSAUNTITIUA ULUaI99 Sertoli cells LLﬁ%ﬂ’]iLﬁ@J%NﬂJ@Q‘UNW@Lﬁu&f’mﬁju&?ﬂﬁ’m%aﬂ

seminiferous tubule

nsfnuluadadldnuauduiusseninenguay Pl Ssuandrsainaaannisinuludng
ﬁuﬁmﬁm Wy nsaneluknefinuauduiusludannsewingdn Pl VYp99tuNeAUaY (Juca et al,,
2011) @wnisAnw1ved Andrade et al. (2011), Cartee et al. (1990) wag Moura et al. (2008) %’ﬂ%}
WASASANIIYIIALULAZNUI echogenicity Gumé’memLﬁmgfmﬂué’@ﬁ’;uimamaﬁ’umqmaumzﬁ
Wudu iesanlasuniuda dnfneiusifersuindusgnuanudeniivinusuny d1e19
Hewnanidedume (testicular parenchyma) vowiowuginuuiuinTuaseny Hudidn

9 9

dunndn wddmanisAnwiluassdaglynuanudunussendne PlanvaenanienIn (81
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v o

WAZLAUTBUIDME) WAZAMNNUITR (p>0.05) Wanudadudssansanduius () Tuuiliuiag

=

Aan1afeiuiuAIIANYIDUY NSINTUIARDE19UNTANYI01998 8 a1 TN TIVFDUNY

v aAa o o o

ANuduRusluszaunddedAgle Tunisnssdutuduan Pl wuinan focal point dAudunusiu

o

anvazUSInaLazAAMULBatgan e (Table 3) Iae focal point IAuduiusIBaUlusEiy

AAUANUTNTUYRIRER wareaITINGALs (r ~ -0.19; p<0.05) winuin dnuwaeAuNMULTe (Favar

v a a 1

9831730 AUEaNYIAITRLE0YNeET dnTINTTIARIUNILALERIINITAARUN IUTMTNY090ET) du

9

(% v § A

Tngiuan danuduiusidsauluseauuiunansiu focal point (r = -0.43 14 -0.51; p<0.0001) @1uioy
avegInaUnfuU Jaudunusifeuinluszauninuan focal point (r = 0.21) F9d0AAR IR UNE
nsAnwmanuduiusiagldavuuuseslsaiuamunIni@evad Barth et al. (2008) INWANIIANY
a11150UeTlAmnen focal point LiaEeUU AzdwalAUTIIULALAMAINULT BLASTINUE AT e
v o ea 1 [y o = [y v o 3 2 | A .
AnudunusAnvegluseaudi s seAunans fadu aziuladnAiazuuuseslse w3e focal point
annsaldidudunudnvaznisia fibrosis usnasune dmsuldlunisiwsizimanuduiug
szrinanisinseslsanazaun ndge udaddnenmlunisidududsvitune (predictor) wie

e mhwerniludainauasidnauninsiely

Table 3 Correlation coefficients (r) between bull’s physical characteristics, ultrasound

evaluation and semen characteristics

ltem Age sc!t Pixel intensity 2 Focal point

R p-value r p-value r p-value r p-value

Physical characteristics
Age (years) - - 0.501 <0.0001 0.178 0.031 0.116 0.163
Scrotal 0.501  <0.0001 - - 0.118 0.155 0.003 0.975

circumference (cm)

Semen quantity

Volume (ml.) 0.208 0.011 0.205 0.013 0.137 0.099 0.057 0.490

Concentration -0.164 0.047 -0.224 0.006 -0.265 0.791 -0.193 0.019
(sperm x10° cells)

Total sperm 0.003 0.972 -0.051 0.538 0.135 0.103 -0.185 0.024
(cells/ml)

Semen quality

Viability (%) -0.346  <0.0001  -0.201 0.015 -0.048 0.562 -0.516 <0.0001
Plasma -0.309 <0.001 -0.199 0.016 -0.004 0.964 -0.483 <0.0001
membrane
integrity (%)

Sperm defect (%)  0.055 0.507 0.002 0.975 -0.051 0.537 0.209 0.01087

13



Total motility (%)  -0.317 <0.0001 -0.214 0.009 -0.041 0.624 -0.489 <0.0001
Progressive -0.353 <0.0001 -0.211 0.011 -0.130 0.115 -0.433 <0.0001
Motility (%)

! Scrotal circumference (cm.)
2 Pixel intensity (PI) based on the average of Pl assessed from vertical and horizontal planes

of testis

4. sunsiesnnsindeuileginnseslsavasdums

MInnsTesgiannisannesnn g il eadsaun1suisamanuud olaold
dnwaigmsnmenmiela lHun enguamieus uay Wdusoulssameyiela uazardildannsinlagly
wiadadansiwnie taun azikuuseslse (focal point) kaz pixel intensity @uni1svinuiedinsunn
Fnwaramnmund of tiaue Wuaunisiilid1ussansamveslunadiign lunudgm
multicollinearity sewineiinusdaselulana (A1 Tolerance 1nA91 0.65) wagnnaun13vinungd
Hod1AgyN19ana (overall model p-value <0.05) (Tables 4 — 11)

waNIINNITTENURAaNNTIUIElUgULUUUNR (S1891uA7 regression coefficients) §la
iwwuaumiﬁwmaiugﬂLLUUGU@QET@JU%@%%WSQM@wmsgw (Standardized coefficients
or Beta) #9n15%11 Standardized coefficients vasusiaziuls iduviduisnsilivesdniuns
WisuliguAMudIAYn3 93rA U NS navesdnslunisiuitedandsanlunisimsiginig
annee (importance of independent variables or X’s in determining Y) agiin1susuniigussdd
wusvunglitimiiewfieadu Ao standard deviation (SD) waelunisiusuiiisudrduuszansnisg
anneszrinesfaudsduluaunislained Wy Tnefilivildssaulvddymeainvesdudsinne
Wasuwlas (Bring, 1994) A1 Standardized coefficients Usuaniie n1swasuwtasianlsniy (v)

Turiae SD wWadin1siasuwlasdiwlsynuig (X) 1 SD fauansinaa1nn1seusuamdulse@ansnig

anneumUUNATS T3 eIR UL

nsineiuasiude

aun1syhusUIasindedildainnsiinseinisonnes ALY Stepwise Hifisony
voietiug (Age) whiufifinasioysinastdestsiitoddny (Table 4) lnsorgvomelafifindy 1
9 dewaliuimmsindodiviulaeads 0317 ml awrsadeuaunisnensalluzuazuuuivld
foialuil

Usunmsinde = 3.748 + (0.317 x Age)
wazausaguaun1TneInsailuguaziuuNInggIu (Standardized coefficients n30 Beta)

samalull
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Zynasiide = 0.213x(Z Age of Bull)

s
1w a a v a

wuaunsiuelafiaduuszansnrsandulaneutemn (R? = 0.045) wansliiudn

o Y i a Y = a a - v o
AUNTYIUILAINAIAINITNOTUIEANURULYT vTen1TiUdsulUasveslsunsiiieladoutie
wanadnieinis aunsianuwiugiliinniismelunsving Jalesunfiuaien R? (@a1 0 8 1)
vodluinanassvenisnuiugilunsvingigs laeald a1 R? 1nndi 0.70 fedneglusediuge
A1 R? 5eWd 0.5 uaw 0.7 A1 fedegluszauyiunans A1 R? 581319 0.3 wag 0.5 fedegluseausm

LY '

dauen R?oendt 0.30 dadneglusediu aut195n (Henseler et al., 2009: Moore et al, 2013) Ing

A1 R2 Neusulalinsningn 0.25 usviadl AdiTuegiumans wieanviviwaasuauisie (Garson,

2016)

Table 4 HaN1FIATIEVINTANDRENYAMUUY Stepwise TunsnensaluTinsuLYe

Independent variable b? Beta” t-value p-value
Intercept 3.748 - 6.74 <0.0001
Age of bull 0.314 0.213 2.61 0.010

R=0.213; R?=0.045; F=6.81; p-value = 0.010

! Regression coefficients

2 Standardized coefficients

N19Y1UI8ANTUTUDFT

auNSUIEANUTNTUEINLAINNITIATILINITANDBENAMLUY Stepwise WUI1UUIA

[y

dusaudumzuas focal point 18nSnasaAULTNTUEER (p<0.05) (Table 5) Waza1u1snsIuY

"y
LY a =

weRunmuLelaegildudAyneweds lnawdlefuusiuedus Al a1 focal point NLLYY

a A

1 Azl dwalinnududuogianatiaginde 7.3 x10° wad Turaeiloldusoulsdunsiiuiy

1w

1 cm. ilbdaudutueaIanas 37.74 x10° was auni1sinwieaudutusadnladaiduyssadn

NDo,

ee
O

nsdadulaneudian lngaiwisaesuienisiunlsvesanututuegdldinesyesa
(R? ~ 0.09) annsndsuaunisnensaflugUasuunivlddeiolud

mﬂm‘fl'&l‘fl'uaqﬁ = 3235.11 - (37.735 x Scrotal circumference) - (7.312 x focal point)
uaranusaiduaumnensalugazuuunnsglddiolud

Zmﬂm%’u%’uaq?) = - 0.224x(Z circumference) - 0.187x(Z focal point)

naumMvihnglusuaziuumnsgu nwuinduseundunziisvinadenudutuegiaaindt focal

point 1antiee (Beta = -0.224 uag -0.187 AUA19U)
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Table 5 NaNTIATIENNITANNBENYAMUUY Stepwise Tun1snensalinududuead

Independent variable b? Beta? t-value p-value
Intercept 3235.11 - 5.31 <0.0001
Scrotal circumference -37.735 -0.224 -2.79 0.006
Focal point -1.312 -0.187 -2.33 0.021

R=0.292; R?= 0.085; F= 6.63; p-value < 0.01

! Regression coefficients

2 Standardized coefficients

M55 TIaNNN
AUNTIUIEATN MUAT LHINNITTATIENINITOANBENYAMUUY Stepwise WU

focal point N18n3NanaAINTUTUOET (p<0.05) (Table 6) Ingfn focal point MANTU 1 AzLUY

kA 3
Y IS DA a a v Aa

dsnalvieadvivunanadlagiade 37 wad/ml aumsiwnedldiamdulszansmsdnduladeudiem
Tnganunsnedutonsiunlsvessninisindeuiiveseqdliiiosiosas 3 (R? ~ 0.03) amnsadou
aumsnensailuguazuuuAvldfieluil

2g3vianuA = 8589.19 - (37.037x focal point)
waranusaifuaumnensallugazuuusnnsglddiolud

Zaq%ﬁ"wmﬂ =-0.176x(Z Focal point)

Table 6 HANTIATIEVNITONNDENYAMKUY Stepwise Tun1snensalogInsman

Independent variable b? Beta® t-value p-value
Intercept 8589.19 - 5.02 <0.0001
Focal point -37.037 -0.176 -2.13 0.035

R=0.176; R?=0.031; F=4.55; p-value <0.05

! Regression coefficients

2 Standardized coefficients
N159U1E8NTINITIAADUTVEIDFD

auN1SUIEENTINIAEUNAINLAINNNTIATIEVINITANABENYAMKUY Stepwise WU

a 1 v a

91glauay focal point 18nSnasadns1N15iATouNodd (p<0.001) (Table 7) Wara1u15asIuiy

¥
o w a a =

weRunmULelaegilitdudAyweds lnawefuusiuedus Al a1 focal point NLLYY

o

1 pzuuy dealignsinsndeuniegivetanadlasiaiesesay 0.63 luvnsiidlslaengfiudy 1 U 9z
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daalignsnisirfouiogianatanaussuinsosas 3.1 aunisviunefladanduussdnsnis
andulalusegaun Inganunsoaiuien1siuwlsvesnsnIsnasunvesegdlnsosar 31 (R? ~ 0.31)

annsadeuaunsnensadluglazuuuaulanwioluil

Snsnnsindeuiiegd (%) = 144.07 - (3.142 x Age) - (0.626 x focal point)
waganunsaeuaun1snenIallugUnsuuuinasgulafsialul

Zam’umsmaau‘w = - 0.268x(Z Age of Bull) 0.457x(Z Focal pomt)

PnaunsvinglugUaziuLinggIu wuli focal point dnSnasiednsnsiadeuniegIuinnitee
1ARE19%9LaU (Beta = -0.467 kag -0.268 AUANGU)

Table 7 HaN1FIATIEVINITANNDENYAMUUY Stepwise Tun1snensaldnsinisindeunvessd

Independent variable b! Beta? t-value p-value
Intercept 144.07 - 14.78 <0.0001
Age of bull -3.142 -0.268 -3.81 <0.001
Focal point -0.626 -0.457 -6.51 <0.0001

R=0.556; R?=0.309; F=31.80; p-value <0.0001

! Regression coefficients

2 Standardized coefficients

msiugansnIsimdaunluiemiivesagd

aumﬁmmaamwmsmaau ’e) "U Iﬂ’fﬂﬁﬂﬂ’ﬁ’lLﬂﬁ’]uﬁﬂ’]iﬂ@ﬂ@ﬂ‘W‘ﬁﬂ&!LLUU Stepwise WU

| [y

EJ’]EJI@LLa‘“ focal point Smﬁwamaé’mwmimaawaqﬁ (p<0.001) (Table 8) kaALAIUITAIINAU

"y
o/ v a =

mmaﬂmmwumaimamq Hod1Ayn1eaia Inellosusvinunedus) asn A1 focal point LA

o

1 Azuu dawalvisnnsadouitismhueseaianaslneiadedesay 0.41 Tuvngiidlelaeeiinidy

—_

™ o P A a v o Al v 1 o a £
U gdaalvidnsnisiedeuiiogianatanaslszanauiosas 2.8 aunsvinwedladianduussdnsnig
Andulaluszaue lneaunsaesuignisiuwlsvesdninisiedeuilutiminvetegilaiauay 28

(R? ~ 0.28) annsalguaunisnensallusuasuuuaulanadeluil

ansnsndeunlut1minvesegld (%) = 96.80 - (2.809 x Age) - (0.410 x focal point)
LLasmmmL%uaumiwmﬂiaﬁugﬂﬂsLLuummgmlﬁﬁwia"LUﬁ

Zamﬂmsmaaumhlmwmmm - 0.315x(Z Age of gull) = 0.393xX(Z rocal pomt)

a 1 LY

Mnaunsiwgluglazkuuinsgu wudl focal point dnsnadednsinisiniounlutiminves

add winniegleLantios (Beta = -0.39 uag -0.32 MUAIGU)
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Table 8 HANTIATILVINITONDDENNAMKUY Stepwise Tun1snensaldnsinisindeunludam

WRNGGRY
Independent variable b? Beta® t-value p-value
Intercept 95.80 - 12.68 <0.0001
Age of bull -2.809 -0.315 -4.40 <0.0001
Focal point -0.410 -0.393 -5.50 <0.0001

R=0.532; R*= 0.283; F=27.97; p-value <0.0001

! Regression coefficients
2 Standardized coefficients

n75ﬁ7u7y§aﬂazwadazg5ﬁﬁ3ﬂ

auN19YUNgIeLazY010gINTINNMINNITIATIEVINITOANDLNNAMILUU Stepwise WU
91glauag focal point AdnTnasednsNIsiAGUN DR (p<0.0001) (Table 9) WazaunTaIIUAY
weRunmuLgelaeglidud1Ayneads lnawdefulsiuedus Al a1 focal point NLLYY

1 pzuuy dwalvieadddinanadnenisiovay 0.61 luvngdlalaeieiniu 1 U svdwnaliogdd

'
o

FinanasUszaniovay 3.1 aunsiweiladenduussanansindulalusesaui lnganunsaasue
N3 URUsTVRI0gINTInlATouay 35 (R? ~ 0.35) anunsalvuaunisneinsalluguavuuuaule

sasalull

25NVIN (%) = 147.42 - (3.106 x Age) - (0.609 x focal point)
waganunsaeuaun1snensallusUunzuuuinnsgulafialul

Zaq%ﬁ*‘?ﬁm = - 0.287x(Z Age of Bull) - 0.428x(Z Focal point)

nauNTIUIElugUATLULNINTEIN WUl focal point 18nEnasaeadiidinuinnineylaagis

491U (Beta = -0.428 way -0.287 AUANU)

adada

Table 9 NaM1FIATIEINTOANBENYAMLUY Stepwise Tun1snensaliegazvetag sy in

Independent variable b? Beta? t-value p-value
Intercept 147.42 - 16.90 <0.0001
Age of bull -3.106 -0.287 -0.2872 <0.0001
Focal point -0.609 -0.482 -7.1418 <0.0001

R=0.652; R?= 0.348; F=38.85; p-value <0.0001

! Regression coefficients

2 Standardized coefficients
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msﬁww?ayam/mazﬁﬁmlnﬁ

a

aunsueTesazretegInAUNANAINNTIATIENNITANABENYIAMLUU Stepwise WU

fiifie focal point idiBnEnasesesazaatoadfnund (p<0.05) (Table 10) Inaan focal point 7

q

[ " v
a a =

WNTY 1 Azuwuy dealvliogdiaundiintulasinfesesay 0.16 aun1sviuenladaduysesdnsns

Andularautiem lngaunsnesuienisiunlsvasiavavveseddnaundlaiiessosas 4 (R? ~ 0.04)

anunsadisuaunisnensallugunzuuuaulafsialuil

agnAUNG (%) = (0.161x focal point) - 6.142
waganunsaeuaun1snenIallugUnsuuuinnsgulafsialull

Zafﬁﬁﬂﬂna = 0.210x(Z Focal point)

Table 10 HANTIATIEANTOANBENVAMLUU Stepwise Tun1snensalsosazategInaUns

Independent variable b? Beta” t-value p-value
Intercept -6.142 - -0.990 0.323
Focal point 0.161 0.210 2.572 <0.05

R=0.210; R*=0.044; F=6.62; p-value=0.011

! Regression coefficients

Z Standardized coefficients
N9 TagazvenNTNY salYauoYuagd

auNIMUIEANNENYINVRAEDNRAI NAAINNITIATIANITONNDENNAMLUY Stepwise
wuinenglanaz focal point 48nSwasieauaNysalvoud0vuead (p<0.001) (Table 11) uag
aunsnsuiuiwgaunmULYe laegelitudAyneets Inedleduusyiuedus A A1 focal
. A a £ | v ¢ A v a a v A
point ALY 1 AzuuY dwalinnuauysaiveateoueailanadasideiosar 0.59 luvagiiiela
a & = ) Y  aada % o A va 1 o a £
91eiuTy 1 U szdwaliogdddinanasUssuniosay 2.9 aunisvihueiladendudsednsnis

Andulalusedudn lngaunsaesulenisiunlsveseaddvinlasovay 30 (R? ~ 0.30) @1u150438u

aunsnensalluguaziuuiulanasdeluil

anusuysaivaudaviuegd (%) = 145.97 - (2.891 x Age) - (0.589 x focal point)
waganunsaeuaun1sneInIallugUnsuuuinnsgulafssialul

Zomssyseiveadouegd = - 0.259X(Z pge of But) = 0-452X(Z Focal point)

naun1sviugluguaziuuiInsgIu wudi focal point 8nSnasenuauysaivendaviuedd

WNnIegla (Beta = -0.462 Uag -0.259 MUFIGIU)
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Table 11 HANTIATIENNTOANBENVAMLUU Stepwise Tunisnensalanuauysaivadoviogd

Independent variable b! Beta?® t-value p-value
Intercept 145.97 - 15.643 <0.0001
Age of bull -2.891 -0.259 -3.664 <0.001
Focal point -0.589 -0.452 -6.400 <0.0001

R=0.547; R*= 0.299; F=30.35; p-value <0.0001

! Regression coefficients

2 Standardized coefficients

IINNTIATIERAUNTANNBENVAMLNONINTAANAINUNYE WUTIAT focal point HBVENA

(%
v o w Y

AR NUNY DRl Tyd AT AMAIMTIUTININ (USU195ULTe kagAuluTued]) wagid

o

'
a o N

AMAN (FINIMUA TNIINITARBUNVDIRET 95 1NSIAG U LUY1M1v0994T 8aTd%7n

q q

a P

agAnAUNG uazAuaNysalveaieinegd) Welinnsananadulszdnsonnseninsgiu sl

q

1% ¥
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