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A Corrigendum on
 Association Between Recycled Manure Solids Bedding and Subclinical Mastitis Incidence: A Canadian Cohort Study

by Fréchette, A., Fecteau, G., Côté, C., and Dufour, S. (2022). Front. Vet. Sci. 9:859858. doi: 10.3389/fvets.2022.859858



In the original article, there were mistakes in Tables 2, 3, and 4 as published. Data alignment problems were present in these tables. The corrected Tables 2, 3, and 4 appears below.


Table 2. Impact of bedding on the cow's mean lactation linear score estimated using a generalized linear mixed model using the data from 15,161 lactations of 11,031 cows from 20 recycled manure solids (RMS) farms and 60 straw-bedded farms.
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Table 3. Impact of bedding type on the risk of a DHI test with a linear score >4.0 in 11,031 cows from 20 RMS farms and 60 straw-bedded farms and estimated using a generalized linear mixed model.
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Table 4. Risk of acquiring a new subclinical mastitis as function of bedding type estimated using a generalized linear mixed model applied to 43,546 pairs of DHI tests from 11,031 cows from 20 RMS farms and 60 straw-bedded farms.
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The authors apologize for these errors and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.

Publisher's Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.
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$Confidence interval of the incidence ratio (IF).

T Stell age and herd size were centered on 5 years and 100 cows, respectively. The intercept, therefore, represents the cow’s log risk of acquiring a new subclinical mastits for a cow in

a 100 miking cows herd that had renovated its stalls 5 years ago.
+Coefficient represent an increase of 10 years.

‘Coefficient represent an increase of 100 cows.
Feputative confounders.
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TStell age and herd size were centered on 5 years and 100 cows, respectively. The intercept, therefore, represents the cows’ mean LS for a cow in a 100 milking cows herd that had

renovated its stalls 5 years ago.
*Coefficient represent an increase of 10 years.

#Cosficient represent an increase of 100 cows.
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