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C- 3 0] FOWATIE, BECHEAI Y5 2 2EELMETH L. — IS, FLAEAFICHER
THWATDOFENS V. PATOFEAEFRIE, RSN TV DI, EE, S B FEH, WToHEs
B LIlEAEN D, BATIEFERNLBEEIKRE (, ARRPBEIMBEEOKT, WKEORMER . B
TE N, BATICLEE R BRI ROBENRE T, IEW RBBERETNTERL Lo IKEOKRITH Y,
FLA T, WITORRDIZE AEDTORKTH A, Wi, ZOBEICE Y g (AR %, Bk
JEM 7 &) IR (BRECHESE, BEMEGREE, WROSUREE, BIMUE, BREILA L) B NhA. BT
EORTHE, RACKY, EELTE (B XK, KR AHIRS, EYTw L B0 E)
REEDOMA 2 EOEBICLE L 7O AIBRGEA ML AREICE 25, SO0, BATIRBIYEAED
KEAFHTHL520HHE4DHE) EELRATWVE. 45 (NGRRHOLIL), 28t RiENE
R, BRI OGRS, Ein, A, Swgl, fiE, ik FE, Sz 0L ORTFHSES L
FERDOFRAED B VIIBATORBICE L. AT, FHEHOR LS, S, FLFEICBT 2WATE & ORI
DIEE) A0 % ED D EREF 5 5

—x—7— K, AT, BR. fERRET, B

FLeic
FOWATIX, EEMRCEAICKE A5 2 HER
REETH D, — M, JLFOHNVAELE L WITO
BENL . IV A OV FERSS T TFZE (n
=362) Tit, WITORERII%THo7 [1]. F 72,
RHEBBH BT LBREF (n=1843652) DWATIZL
R EIH 2% ThHo7z VI HELH S [2). L4
2B BBATORAERFE, WATOHESERFEINT
Wh Rk, HAE, FHEI, BB BHLLICL)EESD
N, BBEEF20~50% L BVEERSREIN TV
[3-5]. F7:, FLFOBATIIRENLRELRIKE C (6],
AEDOET [7-9] RHIBEMOKT [10-12], Wik
o [12, 13] 24 <. BATERTAE, MARICLD,
EH2ATH) (FER & 24517, ) RSN, #EeT
Wl BEEANOBBRHOBRE L L OERICLER SO
T AFFICEMEA NV ARE525. 20720, HITid
YR OREAFAUTH L5 20HMEF»OE) LS
bRTWwa [14]). BATE L, BTICLELRERHERRD
BEEAIEE T, ALY IEHW 2 BHERETHTE %L
Lol KEOBITH Y, FLFTIR, BWITOFEEDIZE

A EDEEDOFFE T 5 [15]. 43t (P53 ACH 0 Z4L)
Y IAEER R, WRIT OB MY, El, R,
mwhgL, ik, MRk FE, Bk E0E L ORTFHH
5L, WATORBUCES. B, €ORREIIC X ) K
T (HERZ M 25, BERTREM 2 &) & JEreagett (3 i i 85,
WY, BEOUUEE, BN, BKZEILA L) (A
5 [16]. LA OO h TRELSEH VO, BERE
i ¢ (Digital dermatitis), #EC{EHB; (Sole ulcer) &
O'E#9% (White line disease) Tdh A [17]. AF T,
HPEROMENS, FLFICBITAHITE L UBRO5
H) A %D DEREF % S 5.

1. %K (Stall)

R R RBAR= AR FITHRMET B 720120, Xy F
(FER) (& MR EE & SEUREM & EYk
Wk, ARE %D, Pl R e BEEARER] (12
~ 14B5[) ZMERL, Lo TV AEEMZHS . Lo
TWAHEHZES T LA, FHOWATY A7 2 FiR S
HLEELRRA Y P THDH [18]. FEBE, FRILEFH DU
F (I JEC M I <2 B K T B D S ) A 7 R D B T & AV
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LNTwW5 [19].

XY PLAD LMD TR WIEEICHNRT,
75kgD A H 2 A%<y b LAD LICEW5E, AE
IHEBAEERI SR e ), S—F 7 (B EIcd
D, B2 2 HERICOETIE > TV AIKEE) OBFRA
/Y L72[20]. Solano® DWFFETIiE, Xy FOPEIHE,
FHI X, HhF o XIHRT, BONXy FTIE, HEA
B ASE FICE A o 72 [21]. Espejob (2006) %, it
TAVHDT ) —A = VFEETHEINTVA53DE
WILFEICBWT, BITOREICHEZ5 2 5R0F%A
X7z ERRP) % 34T (Locomotion score : LS>3, 5 &
& [22]) oFEAFIX, FI9246% T, 33% 1 5573%
ERERENBD LN, EREOMMEER T4 3~
74 a >~ A3 7 (Body condition score:BCS) LI#HiZ,
Ny FORMAPEELZRTF L L TRIRE N, BBoXy
Fix, =7 FLAICHXRTHEICHEITOREI KD o 72
(17.1% vs. 279%. P<001) [4]. Th o5 DWfZEE, X
R ORM R A A OP@tE 2 oA L, SR R R
DFEIERTHILERELTYS. BITHICHEE L
RSBV T, w7 FLATIE, BITH KR TI-
TV B %), BEARMAEL 25, —Fh,
DXy FTIR, ¥y PLATREDOLN L) BRFERTD
T N7 B ] 0 BE R R0 A A IRE ) D 45 AR (X FR O H e o 7.
EEZOX, BICHAND Y, i EASAEBHZEITFIC
EoThH, oy FIF#EESEHVOTERWALE
gL Tws [23].

FROTHA Y 2 GET HBRICIE, RELRFH, Lo
LHICHBAL, BYTHILEZEBL IR LW,
MHENAH D ETHENE, FIRIBICAEL T T,
ERIAICMIEL, ZOBWTHIZILT, RECHEE
MTAH Ihb0—HoMlEx HET 5 FKROKEHT,
R R S A TR D20, BADEHEV, oTW
LEEMARL 252 LT, BRORBE) A7 DVEL %5
[24-26].

2. @& (Flooring)

WMEEDRM S £72, FOIEELRBITRAY) v 7OWiIE
WKEETHA. FEILPLREDLVIE @M EBEIT 5
T —AbP=VEETIIFICEELZILIRETHS. ¥
AAN=NDEFHKRE/ VT 24 DWETIX, M4 Ab—
WEDHT7)—A P VTREEINTWSLERTHIRD
BENE o7 [27). FRMFILLY, Fni-hT 5
DI, BOEPVEMEZ L WIFE. A5 OWETIE, 3
YY) = MED 7)) — A b= VRS S B~ B &
#7282 A, 1 HOREEAEE ] (2 12.30F [ A 5 1095 ] (2
WMozl bb ST, HBHAaTIdFH LA (28], 7
ANVT7 7 FOWIFETIX, BBEHICHEXTT7Y)—A b=

F&ETi, BRRMLBEITCEE ZBEROBENS o /2
[29].

a7 — bOKRIZFO ARG BITICLE R B 57
#TEx$ [30], HoTLEH 720, @Y LENLET
brrEZLNTWS [18]. LAML., av2)—FKE
O AEY R i, BROBERERD DS KHHW
M D5 A TRNCERRE 2 BT (LS> 3, 5 sk [31])
DFEEREFTRIETH, ZBETL %, #IENT S
1) = MERT201%, $OZHDa > s ) — MKRT274%,
WOHBa ) - FPETHROEL, 406%Tho 7
[32]. MOWZETY, AN > 2 ) — FRICHART,
WoHbavys)—bREFTOZRIDTY YY) — MNRT
WBEHBRBOBRB) A DVBEL BB LMW RENTVS
[331.

TARTIE, 3 2)— MRICRTHETHEORY v
THES [34). T/, ars)— bR (TOZEHLEL)
ICHART, TARTIEASFOIRLE) A7 H¥E < [35].
B B L o AT R OSBRI BIFTH o 72 [36].

3. B#HI% (Heat abatement)

7 2)ATiE, BO#EDLYIIMITT, HAROKSE
AT 5 [37]. CHIEEMLV—X T F=Y A
(Sub-acute ruminal acidosis : SARA) DY A 7 #%E £
HILE, BIBMARC LI ENFERELTEL
H5NTW3 [38]. E— PR MLRICBEENZEE, K
BICBIT 275 (RALB) 2R L THRERETIFELS &
L., MREAEZ 5. FHUEE, BiCB0T 5880
AZHHEZ ) ZEALRFEE LS . Ml o LR FE
WD E BREEAA S EDT VNGV A%F| &R L,
MEOpHIZ 7 IV 71 ) IS (RET VAo —2 X)),
FRABENC R P~ O B OPEME AN L, 1irh o 3 j
BRIRFE KT 35 (R#E7 & F— &) [39). Mg
DERFIRIIE—HNOEEL 7 IV ) HEREETH 5
720, FORWPIE, W= ATV F—Y ADOFEREL 5.
SARAL B ¥EROBEM IR ZZHS NIZShTniw
A, SARAICE DB L7 E—BHBEAO LAY I /R
IYRMFI YR EDPMBIZRAL, BROHEREE %
FlERIFEEZLNTYS [40].

Fide— PR MLAD DS &, HEEAEEEI S D,
VB AR %A, CookbDFETIE, 7Y —A b=
WHEEIZBWT, mEETEE (Temperature humidity
index : THI) 7382 % % &, # WK (THI=
56.2) (AT, RIEFRMAS1 B 3EEHNE 2 2 L L
Twh [41]. Thig, F2HEAL T B LD 7o
TWABKDHH, BELRDOENRBN-OEEZEZLNT
W5 [42]. 2L T, KM OERAS, K i< H
IR OSAE) 20 ko5 [19].
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RIZBDBATRAEDHIMIOWT, RiEIKEHSBES
LTwaEn)HiEdH A, SandersH i, MK (BZ%
WCEE4 Y A ER R L HAREOHE SRR AR Y
bz, AT, @IS 5 WIBEEOBEFEIC &
0, BFEKAHE C o 72KEE X MK (Thin sole) & I
T K) BLUEMKAEETE C % 8BRS
(Thin sole induced toe ulcer) DFEAAEIIIMT 5
EExHELTWS [16]. FEELHIZ, HOoEEELE—
FAPLARROGEH Y AT L (IAMRYYT—) HF
5 LTWADTRZVWALEZELTWA., MMOWET
b, MENSBOONIHIZ, LVEDOKFERIELT
B, BEOEENAEETEIZVWALEEINATVS
[43].

4. HI#% (Hoof trimming)

EMR KB, AE/NT ¥ 2AOFERCHELEN % Hi
DRMFERICEETDH 5 [44]. HRIKT b4 2 B OHIF 1L,
L DORBHERFICLERTRTHLEEZ 5N 5. Man-
ske &5 DWFFETIE, 4 1 [\ HIH (2 A TH 2 [l o Fi B
i, B MR ORA ) A7 KT S, AT
DRELBLTHIEEFWHLMIZLTWS [45]. —4,
WHHERMEL o TV HDN, HIEIC L %#H] (Over-
trimming) AEE TR A2METH L. o7z AMH
LTLEH &, BWEAHL 2D, SHICITHREE
fEmMEDTEM SN T A [46). KoflerdRFZEIZ & 5 &,
B 08 B & UK ORIE L B S M/253D 4D )
L, mbEZOLN) AEE (490%) &, BEHITH o7
[47]. 4O, AR BRBE R ORI PEFL S —
7—F TOWHHL L) ZBETIHIR A 1T% o 7258,
BHIHEHIIEI DD B,

HFRE A < H &N T &7 ‘Dutch Method™ 1,
304F LA_LHiT 12 Toussaint-RavenZ & 1) $##08 S L7z kv A
A4 S OERMEEFETH Y, A D KB
75mmicHiz A T & EHESE L T B [48] A%, WEAEDH
T, 7ommidETEL LW HEDLDH S, Archerb
1, RIWRA YA 2 HAEF6BHD EM DOCTHEHRTE & 1T\,
B DAHMBLE PEHE & O BT & T A RERE & B A S
HAHEROMERS E LA, BHEOE XA
SmmU b (+HLBEDES) LAasHlExHB L.
NS4 KM OWE, HBEA75mmTYIMWI§ % & 4 %,
80mm T Y Wr 4 % £52%, 85mmT &) 3 % £98 %,
90mm TYIHT 3 % £ 100% D475 5 mmbh L o & i % e fr
TETW —H, P4 LEOSE, HiBE%75mm
TYMW4 5 & 3%, 80mmTYMW35E17%, 85mmT
I35 £66%, 0mmTEIET$ % £95% DA% 5 mm
DEDOBEAHRTELI EFHELNE R o7 [49).
BRELFOBHI AT L (IAMRYY TR E) I

L0, BoKGFERNFHTEICBV TR, HEDERN
MES 2720, WEICLDVAIP—RBE LD L
(16] EHEL72EBY TH 5.

R L 7B & B HIBE ORI THOSREILZ #H
7T, E¥sERO4 (LS=1, 5a8k [22])
DEENAEICH - EH D, HIBFE, 4 IERKR
WAEGRTOLUREMA R S T2, BRIZ
AT R L7724 (LS23) o#lEd, HIBRTD14% 55,
HIBE#%(21334% $THML . IR 2 » AREB Lok
HIBERT & 0 AT ORI EH S o7z [50). EME %
I X, BOANOBTFOREEHEPL L TWwH LV ) #
Hbdb [51]. FH S, BATH OGH % KB b AK
LTV RH05 TR, EMEZHIR X T, BT AR
SNBEMAHHDTIE VP EZEELTW5E, AW
RISEEZHIHE & 3BIER L 2 WRBRHOBRETH S
75, BB D 5 VI REATHIR THIRE 1T TV 2805
WCHAT, HIRGRG & RE AL ICHIERICB D > TW 280
CBWT, HEMROFEE) A7 BROGE,h o720V
wiEbH D [52].

5. ## (Hoof bath)

B, BEEOM %7 EoBEMRiREOT Y bo— )
ARG EMFEO—2TH LA, WY 744 %
WHICE D, BT fabrtEs e s iTw s [53].
LAL%GAs, BAREPMIZS & L HRIICH, Biahl
DFEETRH R OEPICET HA Y v 5= FIZFELEW
(54]. Higrid, WY EEL L, WIEICT 51
FHSdH B A, KTH & vkig L7-WFZETIx, #r7c 2 bks M
ROTFHIZRELS Lol ENTWD [55]. ik
AR ORI LHEA L LTRCHMOENTWD A, BE
BELE D BB R OB S, KA & L TOMAAEE
IEENTWEHEGH L. HEESIDNEIEHEZA LTS
7o%0, TREESHZ VBRI L D FOMRIIEL 25 2
ENHLMIRoTWS [56]. LAL, BWOFRE
WA, BAEASMC 25 L BROEREEIIR
FHLMIENRTWERW, 74—V S50 L 7
Treponema sppli i3 AIREES OB AN RAS, KWV LT
WFE RR VI IVTIFE FICHRTEWE & idin
vitiroCHERZ SN T 5 [57]. BBl 7 A i, ¥ —
gy b a8 (BEEORMN) (CEEH g S
LIOIBEHICEETHY), TOHRERDOLEEL
BT &% 5. Cookh L, HirHlO 7 — VIR % 27l
DEBFB-0121, KEE30mU LB G LET
HY, FEHROMEH % R/ARICT 5720 K in M OlRE %
06m, HE%028micd 52 L xHEdEL TWDB [58].
F 72, Solano® i, HERZ M 42 DFEAHN L WEIGIZB W T,
5 % Ol % T, PEFLIRFICHEEE T 4 Mg (2
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EFEFLTHIUT 2 HHEERTHE & HICERML, 2005
Wil L7z 5 LIS AR Y 5) AERT AL
THBRED T Y bO— VI LTwa [59]. g
OB B 3§ B B iy DR R & BGEE L 7o ERR S0
£ HHH, THHDORFNHERE ERICH S 2RI,
WD B GEHH>TFPiA), B o RErEH 77,
LR A B L OB ROHE S e &2 EERE
HWBLENHDHTHAS).

6. HEMLEHE (Daily management)
6-1. N> K1>% (Handling)

HEMRFONY FY) 7 72, BiROsRAEICHE
¥G2HEELRRNTTHDH. FEBIHSELBEORLE
A MLVA (BN 5 2 5THRE»ED1TH)
R RNy B 7, FoEREE, 22505
AT ERE, HICEEEZSZ5EMREIEL %5
[60-62]. F 7z, A dEFL/ S — T —~FFE I DL D &,
BB R B S N A D A, L DRV A ML A%
BLAZENIMONTEY [63. 64], NV F) » 7
AFICHCE S EEE B B, BIROTFRIEb & L0, 1E%E
DEEWHERLBWHEHOBE 2SS, AL ADD %
W/ K1) % (Low stress cow handling) A%k 5
nabrThHs»9H [18].

6-2. #ILEFRE (Milking time)

fifEA S A NDEN (FA A=) vs. 7)) —A b=
Wovs. By b) X1 HOWFLREE (20 vs. 3[0]),
RYDOEHEHAN—T—FTOWRMREICEDY, 1THDH
LTEMEADO 72O IR SN D RERIEKE (5% b
7)) — A b= WAEETHES NS HRILFIEL S RICAT
DINIIEEMZETIE, 1 HDO ) HTHEALDOZDITHHK
SNAHEEMIE, TH25% OFHETHH1605, Ef725%
DEMETIHIGTH Y, RELRENDH DL ENFHL NI
ol FoHEAOLOICEEEMAN Y MRS LT,
WATOFAE) A7 k@O LAELRETFTHDLZ EHVHL
el otz [24]. PEFLRERMIE 1 RV 47 ) OINETFEL
IS A ZTTBY, BILRHARWIZE, SRELTW
5 R OHERA L TV A REM AL o7& v ) i b &
5% [23]. F7:, Endresid#KERGiC & 528 A LIZHH
DIzOFERMEST Z201E, 1 H605 AR AR L Tw
% [18].

6-3. RIB®E (Stocking density)

FONEFHAA M= VEEBZ S &, HREAREH 2%
K%, Ab=—VONTRZLTWSEHBIZRER 25
[(65]. 7V —R b—NEEIBWT, FEEE (FERH
WA A4 OINEES) HICFo 1 BB BgET 5

&, BETIHFIZLL TV 40HE1E, FMEEEA100%
T109 %, 113 % T120 %, 131 % T144 %, 142 % T
165% T o 7= [66].

7. BHi% R (Early detection)

WATORMIZE R & B o BRI ESE, BiRx EAEfL S
BROWEDICLEETHL. T2, BITORRET CICE
LA TIE, BRO)AZ LIRS [67]. LAL
RS, —HAFHOEHEE I L DWATFORFER
WA 5 kK. Wellsb DRk Tld, EHEZ AL
HLTWVABATEOBEBICH LT, EBIZIZ25/E0E
HERRE 2 34T 2R L Tw7z [68]. £ 7:, Espejob D
WETH, HHEOLE L TOWABITFO31MEDF A
WATREIR 2 7R LT/ [4). BIOEE T, BRI 22 B
FANFEHRLTH S, RRICEBSIND £ TOPRREIL28
HToho7: [69]. ERRMZEATHAEELTHS, 448
M AP GRS S -3 7T EIARRE CTHhH o 72 & v ) #Ht
HEbdHbH [67]. WATEZHWT T 2 EMEDE N, HHEH
WCEBEABSET AN B4, BN ICREF 2R
L&D & BEMoMENLR EH, BWATH ORI
HWHPELBEDDEEZLNS.

8. HKFEIKAE (Nutritional status)

WA, o1 HOKRME S (Time budget) %%z
B, ALY, Xy KLY FE THROLTWY RIS
A AN D (23], fETw L — RIS, BT
MWRBIEL TV ERFECRBS AT BT, I,
LTV EDHRICHRET L) A2 HVI L%
DR TIMINT WD, 7 A1) B T b1
% Tid, BCSA25LLTF (5 [70]) o4, BATIC
BT DY AIHEL b EERITTVS [4]. FA
Y TITDNFETD, W W FLI IZBCSA®3.0
Fi (5 & [71]) 4L, BATRWIKD ) A 7 H3%E
FHLMESNTWYS [72). Randall®id, #WEROK
KRER, 7k 4 M OBCSOBE T2 &d, ZDHRDOM
T8E) A7 2BOLEREFTHE EHELTVD
(73], HE¥EICEWERERAERIC L, KETE O T O A MK
e % B8 & A7ZEFERRL (Digital cushion) & I’
NBEAMATAE L [48], HATHEICIE, LT 5 KEH
2 IkDB 7 v va vl LTOEREEES>TWS,
Bicalho & (X 8 & I W{E 2 Wi iE 2 W T, KWV AY A
YA F ORI OIE S ZfllE L, BCSRBMOIELE, W
AT =T L O E R (74, BERAMOE S
BCS& A # R IEOHBBMRICH 0, BiERIESH 2% &,
Fi B AR OREE ) A2 EL %A T ENHL R
ot Fi, BEMOES X, SEICH AT
WE, FIRBRI200 ISR OML DI EARES NI Z
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DEALIIBCSO 7 it DAL [75] £ b—F, L Twa.
SrIREEOBCSIE, etz OBCSIE T R 7L, & B
DI NTKE R EEAY 5 2 5 [76]. #Y) 2 BCS(3.0-3.25,
58k THthzMz 5T EiE, BITOFHICERS T,
TR A FE DA S b EELFHERORA, Vb T
H5 ) BEAEATD) A7 RF LT HHEID VD
Gearhart 5 &, #ZFLFFICBCSAY4 Ll b (5 fiE) D4k
SREDORRBOFRIE) A7 HEL R b ERELTWVS
(77]. ZOFICOVWTIFBLMIZEN TV R WS,
B PAEE S 2 AR & IR, SRR A T
FTOMNL LI w,

9. NX14+t*2') 71 (Biosecurity)

EGMERR B O T L, DIRG9 & FEE B H
5 DRARLHIEN T O F/NMRICHIZ 5 2 L ASER
%ARA Y bTHA. Oliveirab iz, 7 ~—27 D39 D
BRI C B W T, 82608HDFLA D H A L, Bk
M REDFEE) A2 O LRFERIEL /2. MAT —
Y 2a7 (78, 79] #HWVWT, MlAh5MAIDFHEN
RoOLNEEHEES L, WMOBBISRED 2w
& (M0) ZBatEE L7-. rofE, 1EDNICHA
L7BAEA VD Z &, BilEHO R A #EA S T
BmWZ E, EERPMOBHTHMHNTNE I L, o
BORHTHER LR LA L TWAE I &R ED, MK
M RDFEE) A7 &b H A BRINBE T (BEH 25
DRA) A2 E@mOLEF) & LRI, T B
WEFEML TOROWHIHEES DRV &, #EORIR%E
HIRTAHEN LRV L, RO HEEHO R —
AN I N TV RWT &, BRI AE ) Bl % b
DIFETOE->TWBH I L, YA AHKREVT LR
EDHERE M S DFEE ) A 2 o APIEEF (BN T
DIZ{) A7 2@ L EF) & L GRIEN [52]. A€
R YRR BT 2 B RO FEA L, BOHM
HDHVIIHSGHTHEFTRENAF 2 F 2 7 14 DEF
ICKREREEERILTVDE I EAREE N,

BBbWIZ
WATIZEERTH Y, NKTHE. BEITORENSZN
BTk, EEROARL S TEHYELOBE,»S S, H
WOEHERBETLENHLTHA ). KRarto—
WKHENEEWTH 5.

B
AEOHERZ L TV WL B ERFOHED <
AEEIE LB L BT ES. 72, FORHICET
Btk B IERRPBEOREE G A TwWicinwiey 7
0.7V -Za—M)Yay (FxnR0) 4120
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ABSTRACT Lameness, defined as an abnormal gait that usually results from pain associated with
disease or injury to the foot or proximal limb, is a significant multifactorial disorder that is one of the
most important health and welfare issues in cattle. Dairy cows usually have a higher incidence of
lameness than beef cows. The wide range of reported prevalence of lameness reflects differences in
various factors, including the method of determining lameness, housing, nutrition, seasonality,
environment, and management. Lameness is accountable for serious economic loss, such as decrease in
milk yield, poor reproductive performance, and increase in culling rate. Foot disorders account for most
cases of lameness in dairy cattle and are often classified as infectious or noninfectious based on their
etiology. Digital dermatitis and foot rot (interdigital phlegmon) are examples of infectious diseases of the
foot. Noninfectious claw diseases include sole ulcer, heel ulcer, toe ulcer, white line disease, and sole
puncture. Lameness limits the routine activities of cows, such as getting up, lying down, walking, and
eating, because of unbearable pain, leading to undernourishment. The examination and treatment for
hoof disease cause fear and stress in cows. Therefore, it is said that lameness deprives cows of five
freedoms (basic principle of animal welfare). Calving (hormonal and metabolic changes). systemic
inflammatory diseases, local infection, trauma, age, nutrition, high milk production, hygiene, facility,
season, and genetic factors are involved in the onset of lameness. This review article summarizes the
risk factors associated with lameness and hoof diseases from the perspective of herd management of
dairy cattle.

——Key Words : dairy cattle, lameness, hoof disease, risk factors, management
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