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Numlber of straws produced in an Al (artificial
insemination) center are dependent on sperm
concentration that is usually measured by a photometeron  _ - 28 ‘. M
the fresh semen. The aim of the present work was to - AT ' ’
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evaluate how precise is the concentration obtained by the [ 7Py ‘il* |
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photometer, in comparison to other existing techniques. e

| | | Materials and
Evaluation of concentration was evaluated both on fresh semen (on 3 highly concentrated I\/Ietlhods

ejaculates), and on commercial frozen straws.
Repeatability was assessed by calculation of CV (Coefficient Variation).
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The results obtained with the
nucleocounter were closer to the
theoretically values predicted by the
30000 000 - photometer, and were not

Frozen straws

From a price value
and repeatability
point of view, the
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