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*  Cows were identified in the pen with visible pain response in MO BM1 WM2 #M3 EM4 mM4.1
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group than in treatment group. CS-1 group showed least pain.
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EMO M1 mM2 mM3 EM4 mM4.1 * Higher odds of cows demonstrating lameness on day 0 of
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Lesion was bandaged and the bandage was removed at day

Lesion size by treatment on different follow up days Lesion change by treatment on different follow up days

3 following treatment.
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