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Table 2. Least squares means * SEM of behavioural activities recorded in Comisana ewes
subjected to high stocking dendity (HD), low stocking density (LD) and low stocking density
with free access to external paddock (LDP).
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a, b, Means within a row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05).

Table 3. Least squares means * SEM of milk yield and milk composition from

Comisana ewes subjected to high stocking dendity (HD), low stocking density (LD)
and low stocking density with free access to external paddock (LDP).

' Effects, P
) LDP SEM  Contrast Contrast
.. HD vsLD LD vsLDP
. Milk yield, g/d 787.18b 973.09a 979.17 53.83 0.0106 0.9420
6.73a 6.66b 6.63 0.02 0.0063 0.1813
v 6.34 6.19 6.03 0.19 0.5635 0.5784
2 Lactose, % 4.48 4.57b 4.77a 0.05 0.2395 0.0033
Protein, % 5.54 5.26b 5.53a 0.10 0.0601 0.0300
. Casein, % 4.07 3.95 4.01 0.09 0.3530 0.6183
- Whey protein, % 1.32 1.23b 1.37a 0.04 0.1185 0.0434
A SCC, Log,, cells/mi 5.86a 5.61b 5.36c 0.08 0.0362 0.0261
Y 2 a, b, ¢ Means within a row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05).
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