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This study examined the effects of different intravaginal apparatus types used for estrus cycle 
management in ewes, as well as the timing of their insertion and withdrawal on vaginal pH and 
reproductive performance. Additionally, this study aimed to investigate changes in VER levels 
during estrus and anestrus in Kıvırcık ewes. A total of 90 Kıvırcık ewes in the estrus period were 
synchronized using fluorogestone acetate (FGA) sponges and controlled internal drug release (CIDR) 
protocols ranging from short (5 days) to medium (9 days) up to long-term (13 days). Additionally, 
350 IU of equine chorionic gonadotropin (eCG) were injected intramuscularly when the FGA and 
CIDR were withdrawn from all the groups. Vaginal pH samples were taken on the days of vaginal 
apparatus removal (days 5, 9 and 13), as well as the first day of estrus and anestrus. Vaginal pH 
increased more markedly in ewes treated with FGA and CIDR when compared to those in anestrus, 
especially in the medium and long-term treated ewes, which had a pH value around 7.7. Both 
medium and long-term protocols had a high success rate for estrus occurrence, with all the tested 
ewes entering estrus. However, ewes in the FGA medium-term group presented the earliest estrus at 
32.8 hours. Although statistically non-significant, the CIDR protocol resulted in numerically higher 
results for multiple birth rate, fecundity and litter size. The electrical resistance of vaginal mucus 
was measured during anestrus and immediately after estrus detection. VER values were recorded 
to be lower during estrus. VER values between 200 and 300 Ω might be indicative of estrus in ewes.
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Exogenous hormones are widely used in the Turkish sheep industry for estrus 
synchronization and superovulation, providing farmers with a high degree of control 
over flock mating timing and ensuring higher reproductive efficiency [Kusina et 
al. 2000]. In order to induce estrus in ewes during the non-breeding season, the 
administration of progesterone is the preferred method and results in prolonging of the 
luteal phase in these ewes. As a result, they are synchronized and after the cessation 
of hormonal treatment the ewes enter estrus simultaneously. Fluorogestone acetate 
(FGA) sponges or controlled internal drug release (CIDR) are commonly utilized for 
estrus synchronization in ewes [Rowe et al. 2009, Souza et al. 2011, Zohara et al. 
2014]. In traditional estrus synchronization, FGA or CIDR remain in the vagina for 
12-14 days, simulating the life of a corpus luteum regardless of the stage of the estrus 
cycle or the status of the ovaries at the time of apparatus insertion [Menchaca and 
Rubianes 2004]. It is observed that ewes enter estrus within 24-48 hours of receiving 
an equine chorionic gonadotropin (eCG) injection, generally following the removal 
of the intravaginal apparatus [Wildeus 2000, Swelum et al. 2015]. It is reported that 
during the withdrawal of intravaginal sponges from the vagina after 12-14 days of use 
generally purulent or haemorrhagic vaginal secretions are observed, resulting in low 
pregnancy rates in ewes [Martinez-Ros et al. 2018]. This is believed to occur mostly 
as a result of intravaginal sponges remaining in the vagina for an extended period 
of time and absorbing vaginal secretions, keeping them stationary [Al-Hamedawi 
et al. 2003]. This causes unnatural secretions or infections by altering the vaginal 
environment [Martins et al. 2009]. Moreover, in addition to its effect on the fertility 
of ewes the presence of vaginitis violates animal welfare principles. On the other 
hand, some studies have concluded that the application of progesterone-impregnated 
vaginal sponges for short periods such as 5-9 days is sufficient for successful estrus 
synchronization in sheep and goats [Viñoles et al. 2001, Fonseca et al. 2005, Ataman 
et al. 2006, Doğan et al. 2008, Özyurtlu et al. 2011, Machiya et al. 2012, Oliveira 
et al. 2016]. In recent years, independently from the type of intravaginal apparatus 
used, estrus synchronization methods have evolved to carry out shorter applications 
including durations of approximately 6-7 days [Cox et al. 2012]. It was reported 
during these procedures that CIDR provided a higher pregnancy rate than sponges, 
while also inducing higher progesterone production rates [dos Santos-Neto et al. 
2011]. Moreover, it was reported during these short protocols that follicular response 
and ovulation could be better managed, acceptable fertility rates could be obtained 
and expenses could be decreased by reusing the intravaginal apparatus [Menchaca et 
al. 2017]. However, it is known that vaginal apparatuses frequently used for estrus 
synchronization alter the vaginal environment and contribute to the development of 
vaginitis [Suarez et al. 2006, Martins et al. 2009, Manes et al. 2010, Gatti et al. 2011, 
Oliveira et al. 2013, Manes et al. 2015]. According to Nakano et al. [2015], FGA 
significantly increased vaginal pH in all ewes whether it remained in the vagina for a 
short or a long period of time. Manes et al. [2010] observed that FGA decreased the 
vaginal pH, which normally ranges between 7.0 and 7.6. In another study Manes et al. 
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[2016] stated that the vaginal pH increased to 7.97 in ewes that showed signs of estrus 
following FGA treatment. Martinez-Ros et al. [2018] found that CIDR had no effect on 
vaginal pH, which was similar to that in the control group (6.8-6.9). While some studies 
reported that after the use of vaginal apparatus in ewes the pH level increased and the 
fertility rate decreased, because excessive alkalinity negatively affected spermatozoa 
viability and the fertility rate was higher at pH levels below 7.0, other studies reported 
that the optimal vaginal pH level should be between 7.0-8.5 to protect sperm viability 
and mobility in the ewe [Quinlan et al. 1941, Nakano et al. 2015, Manes et al. 2016]. 
Additionally, it was stated that when the vaginal pH was acidic, sperm mobility 
reduced, resulting in decreased fertility and significant economic losses [Al-Hilli 
and Ajeel 2015, Rasad and Setiawan 2017]. The primary factor limiting reproductive 
performance in many herds is connected with failure to detect estrus in a timely and 
precise manner. Estrus detection in ruminants is often challenging due to short periods 
of standing estrus, silent estruses, shifting dietary regimens as well as environmental 
temperatures. Efficient and accurate estrus detection is essential for successful mating 
and pregnancy. As stated above, estrus synchronization is an effective management tool 
that has been successfully employed to enhance reproductive performance in ruminants 
[Kusina et al. 2000]. A satisfactory conception rate is only possible if mating occurs at 
the correct time relative to ovulation. The onset of estrus is characterized by increasing 
levels of estrogen. Increased estrogen levels result in higher sodium chloride (NaCl) 
concentrations in the vaginal mucus, resulting in a significantly lowered electrical 
resistance [Fehring 1996]. In other words, during the phases of the estrus cycle the 
hormones estrogen and progesterone cause changes in mucus and in impedance values 
[Rezac 2008]. The variations in vaginal electrical resistance (VER) values associated 
with the estrus cycle correspond to its phases, providing critical information for efficient 
and effective breeding [Malakar et al. 2017]. The measurement of VER is a useful tool 
to detect estrus and ovulation, as well as determine the optimal time for mating [Gupta 
and Purohit 2001]. When applied correctly and effectively, vaginal resistance could be 
a very viable indicator of estrus [Yamauchi et al. 2009]. Nevertheless, considerable 
variation exists within and between female animals [Řezáč 2008].This study aimed 
to determine (i) changes in vaginal pH caused by the different types of intravaginal 
apparatuses (FGA and CIDR) used for estrus synchronization and the duration of 
their vaginal application (5-9-13 days), (ii) effects of the different types of apparatus 
and the duration of their vaginal application on the estrus response and reproductive 
performance in ewes, and (iii) changes in VER values during estrus and anestrus in 
Kıvırcık ewes.

Material and methods

Location and experimental conditions 

This study was conducted during the non-breeding season (June), at the 
Agricultural Faculty Application and Research Farm at the Uludag University in 
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Bursa, a province in Turkey’s north-western region. The farm was located in the 
humid lowland tropics at an altitude of 100 m above sea level, at 29°E longitude and 
40°N latitude. Average minimum and maximum temperatures in the region are 3.2°C 
and 30.7°C, respectively. 

Animal management

This study examined a total of 90 clinically healthy Kıvırcık ewes aged 2-3 years, 
weighing approximately 50-55 kg, and having given birth at least once. All ewes 
grazed on pastures from 07:00 to 18:00 h. During the mating period (4 weeks) and 
the final period of pregnancy (6 weeks) the ewes were administered concentrate feed. 
Depending on the condition of the grassland, it included hay (400-600 g/head) and 
a concentrate feed mixture (300 g/head) consisting of 57.5% wheat, 15% corn, 25% 
sunflower seed pulp, 1.3% marble powder, 1.0% salt and 0.2% vitamin-mineral given 
at the same times, each divided into two meals. A mineral salt stone and drinking 
water were available ad libitum.

Estrus synchronization

Ninety ewes were randomly assigned to one of two groups undergoing separate 
synchronization methods. Group 1 (n=45): Estrus synchronization was conducted 
by implanting CIDR (Controlled Internal Drug Release), (Intervet, New Zealand) 
constructed with silicone elastomer impregnated with 0.3 g natural progesterone. 
Thereafter, ewes were randomly assorted into 3 groups varying in progesterone 
administration durations: short (5 days-D5) (n=15), medium (9 days-D9) (n=15) 
and long-term (13 days-D13) (n=15). Group 2 (n=45): Estrus synchronization was 
performed by implanting intravaginal sponges impregnated with 20 mg  fluorogestone 
acetate (FGA), (Chronogest/CR, Intervet, New Zealand). Additionally, 350 IU of eCG 
(Equine chorionic gonadotropin) were injected intramuscularly following the removal 
of the FGA and CIDR. Estrus was detected using a vasectomized ram starting 12 
hours after apparatus removal and then every 12 hours thereafter (12, 24, 36, 48, 60 
h). The acceptance of the male by the female was considered to be the commencement 
of estrus. Following estrus confirmation, ewes were exposed to proven fertile rams. 
The care and usage of animals were approved by the ethics committee of Bursa 
Uludag University and were in accordance with Turkish laws and regulations (License 
Number 2015-12/05).

Determination of vaginal pH

Vaginal pH was determined using pH-indicator strips (Merck KGaA, working 
range 6.5-10.0). The speculum was inserted and the indicator strips were held against 
the vaginal wall for a minimum of 3 seconds. The ewes’ vaginal pH was determined 
during estrus and intravaginal apparatus removal (on the 5th, 9th and 13th days).
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Determination of vaginal electrical resistance values

The VER values of ewes were measured during anestrus and after estrus detection 
by inserting the probe of an electrical heat detector (DRAMINSKI®, Poland) into the 
vagina as instructed by Theodosiadou and Tsiligianni [2015]. The average value of 
three consecutive measurements was recorded.

Reproductive parameters

The parameters calculated following the FGA and CIDR withdrawal were estrus 
response (percentage of ewes in estrus/total ewes treated), lambing rate (percentage 
of ewes lambing/ewes mated), rate of multiple births (percentage of multiple lambing/
total lambing), fecundity (number of lambs born/total ewes mated), litter size (number 
of lambs born/ewes lambing) and survival rate (number of living lambs/number of 
lambs born).

Statistical analysis

The Two-Sample T-Test was performed to compare VER values during the 
anestrus and estrus periods. While applying the Chi-square test to the data, ewes 
which gave birth to twins and those which gave birth to triplets were grouped together 
under the category of multiple birth. The model used in the analysis of variance is 
given below. The following linear model was applied for vaginal pH;

                          yijk = µ + Ai + Pj + (AP)ij + eijk

yijk– ijk-th observation; 

µ – overall mean; 

Ai – fixed effect of the i-th method (i= FGA, CIDR); 

Pj – fixed effect of the j-th period (j= anestrus, the 5th, 9th, 13th days 
and the day of estrus); 

(AP)ij – fixed effect of the method by period interaction; 

eijk – effect of random error. 
The Tukey test [SPSS 16] was used to conduct multiple comparisons.

Results and discussion

In this study the vaginal pH mean was determined to be 7.5±0.04. The effect of 
the method, the period (application duration) and the method x period interaction on 
vaginal pH was found to be significant (R2=63.9%) (P<0.01). Table 1 contains the 
means, standard errors and results of the multiple comparison test for these factors 
and their levels. The vaginal pH was found to be higher in the CIDR (7.8) group 
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than the FGA group (7.3). As indicated in the column ‘Mean’, the difference between 
the periods covering both methods is significant (P<0.01). The change in vaginal pH 
depending on time for the FGA and CIDR protocols is given in Figure 1.

  As can be seen, pH increased until the 9th day with the insertion of the vaginal 
apparatus. The difference between the ewes in the CIDR group and those in the FGA 
reached a maximum on the 9th day. Later, on the 13th day, a slight decrease was 
recorded. However, during estrus the vaginal pH reached 8.0 in the FGA group and 
8.4 in the CIDR group, with an approximate pH increase of 1.3 and 1.7, respectively. 
These results indicate that CIDR-treated ewes had a greater increase in vaginal pH. 
In this study the vaginal pH, which was acidic during anestrus, became neutral within 
5 days and turned alkaline within 9 days with both the FGA and CIDR treatments. 
This is consistent with the findings reported by Nakano et al. [2015]. In contrast, 
Swartz et al. [2014] determined that vaginal pH was close to neutral in ewes treated 
with short and long-term CIDRs. In this study it was observed that CIDR increased 
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 Table 1. Averages and standard deviations of vaginal pH changes in 
consecutive periods across two methods 

 

Period 
 Method  Mean  FGA CIDR  
 N x (SD) N x (SD)  N x (SD) 

Anestrus  45 6.7 (0.46) d 45 6.7 (0.41) d  90 6.7 (0.43) c 
D5  15 7.0 (0.60) cd 15 7.1 (0.64) cd  30 7.1 (0.61) c 
D9  15 7.5 (0.63) bc 15 8.4 (0.51) a  30 8.0 (0.72) ab 
D13  15 7.3 (0.41) c 15 8.2 (0.59) ab  30 7.7 (0.67) b 
Estrus  45 8.0 (0.47) ab 45 8.4 (0.54) a  90 8.2 (0.54) a 
Mean  135 7.3 (0.73) a 135 7.8 (0.91) b  270 7.5 (0.04) 

 
abcdValues in rows (or columns) with different letters differ significantly at 
P<0.01. 
 

Fig. 1. Changes of vaginal pH in the FGA and CIDR groups depending on the periods. FGA – fluorogestone 
acetate, CIDR – controlled internal drug release.
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vaginal pH significantly faster than FGA did. In an earlier study FGA was found 
to increase vaginal pH to a greater extent than CIDR [Martinez-Ros et al. 2018]. A 
high vaginal pH was associated with the observation of purulent and bloody vaginal 
secretions in 80% of the ewes when FGAs were withdrawn. Moreover, in the current 
study vaginal pH was alkaline during estrus as well. Similarly, Suarez et al. [2006], 
Manes et al. [2016] and Rasad and Setiawan [2017] found that the ewes’ vaginal pH 
values showed an increase during estrus. Rasad and Setiawan [2017] reported that 
this increase was a result of the physiological changes associated with the rise in 
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estrogen levels in the blood during estrus. Moreover, 
in this study the vaginal pH values in the ewes in the 
CIDR (D9) and the CIDR (D13) groups on the day 
the apparatus was removed were as high as those in 
estrus. Even while both CIDR and FGA increased 
vaginal pH in the current investigation, this was not 
observed during the withdrawal of the apparatus. 
Hence, it can be concluded that this discrepancy 
resulted from the breed’s susceptibility or the farm’s 
conditions. Quinlan et al. [1941], Błaszczyk et al. 
[2004], Khalifa et al. [2010] and Martinez-Ros et 
al. [2018] stated that vaginal pH decreased during 
estrus. In some previous studies it was reported that 
the decrease observed in vaginal pH during estrus 
coincided with the ovulation period, induced by 
LH release [Błaszczyk et al. 2004, Khalifa et al. 
2010, Martinez-Ros et al. 2018]. On the other hand, 
Mahmoud [2013] stated that vaginal pH did not differ 
greatly between ewes treated with FGA (6.74) and 
those in the control group (6.80) during estrus.   

Although the estrus synchronization protocols 
resulted in a 2-hour reduction in the estrus duration 
in the FGA group, the effect was found to be 
non-significant  (Tab. 2). The rate of the ewes 
experiencing estrus for different durations as a result 
of the FGA and CIDR applications is given in Figure 
2. According to this, estrus rates in the first 36 hours 
were calculated as 77.8 and 62.2% for the FGA and 
CIDR groups, respectively. On the other hand, all 
ewes participating in the D9 and D13 groups entered 
estrus within 48 hours in both protocols. However, 
when the apparatus remained in the vagina for 5 days, 
estrus in all ewes was delayed until the 60th hour. 
As a result, regardless of the fact whether the ewes’ 
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estrus was synchronized using CIDR or FGA, it was concluded that the apparatus 
needed to remain in the vagina for at least 9 days in order for all ewes to enter estrus 
within 48 hours. Thus, the risk of vaginal secretion and infection, which are typically 
encountered during long-term synchronization protocols, is likely to be minimized. 
These results corroborate those of Hashemi et al. [2006] and Moeini et al. [2007]. In 
contrast to this study, Moradi et al. [2012] discovered that the rate of ewes entering 
estrus was significantly higher in the FGA group than in the CIDR group (P<0.05). 
However, in numerous prior studies it was determined that ewes in the CIDR group 
entered estrus earlier and remained in estrus longer than those in the FGA group 
[McNatty et al. 1988, Fukui et al. 1999, Zonturlu et al. 2008, Swelum et al. 2015]. 
Hence, these discrepancies can be attributed to animal care and feeding conditions 
playing a role in the success of synchronization, ewes’ body condition scores or a 
range of environmental stress factors. 

In this study both treatments had a positive effect on estrus synchronization of 
Kıvırcık ewes during anestrus. In addition, all ewes gave birth to healthy lambs. The 
influence of the type of application on multiple birth and survival rates were found to 
be non-significant (P>0.05). However, it was observed that the multiple birth rate in 
the ewes in the CIDR group was 18% higher compared to the FGA group. Although 
it was reported in some previous studies that alkaline vaginal pH decreased fertility 
[Nakano et al. 2015, Manes et al. 2016], it was observed in this study that the high 
vaginal pH during estrus did not adversely affect fertility or prolificacy in ewes both 
in the FGA and CIDR groups. Since the slight secretion observed during the removal 
of the apparatus reverted to normal until estrus in all the ewes, it did not cause any 
fertility problems. Similarly to these findings, also Peek and Matthews [1986] and 
Eggert-Kruse et al. [1993] discovered that the survival rate and sperm motility 
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Fig. 2. Estrus values indicated by the FGA (fluorogestone acetate ) and the CIDR (controlled internal drug 
release ) protocols at different periods of time.
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decreased when vaginal pH was acidic and that the optimal vaginal pH value for sperm 
motility in ewes is between 7.0 and 8.0. On the other hand, it was determined in this 
study that the effects of the vaginal apparatus types (FGA and CIDR) on reproductive 
performance did not differ statistically. However, CIDR provided a higher multiple 
birth rate, fecundity, litter size and pregnancy prolificacy than FGA. It appears to 
be possible to increase fecundity, perhaps through improved sperm survival and/or 
fertilization rate as a result of a more favourable vaginal environment. This result 
shows similarity to those obtained by Zonturlu et al. [2008], Moeini et al. [2007] and 
Knight et al. [1988]. On the contrary, while some studies reported that reproductive 
performance of ewes treated with CIDR was higher than that of ewes treated with 
FGA [Swelum et al. 2015], others report that reproductive performance of ewes 
treated with FGA was higher than that of ewes treated with CIDR [Moradi et al. 
2012]. However, the current investigation discovered that the fatality rate in the CIDR 
group was approximately 10% higher. The fact that birth weights of multiple-birth 
lambs are generally rather low and these lambs cannot grow sufficiently due to lower 
milk and colostrum consumption may be contributing to the high fatality rate.   

Moreover, duration of the apparatus remaining in the vagina did not create 
a statistically significant difference in terms of reproductive performance in this 
investigation. In addition to some studies reporting successful short-term (e.g., 5-7 
days) sponge applications in ewes [Fitzgerald et al. 1985, Beck et al. 1993, Viñoles et 
al. 2001, Ataman et al. 2006], there are others reporting that the apparatus remaining 
in the vagina for 6 or 12 days had no effect on fertility [Khalilavi et al. 2016] or that 
the apparatus was required to remain in the vagina for 12 days for a high reproductive 
performance [Hosseinipanah et al. 2014].The VER values (Ω) measured during 
estrus and anestrus were 246.9±30.0 and 449.1±82.5, respectively. Vaginal electrical 
resistance was found to be significantly (P<0.001) lower during estrus than during 
anestrus. All ewes had VER values ≤300 ohm during the estrus period. The present 
study used the average value of three VER measurements performed immediately 
after teaser rams detected estrus and before free mating to determine the optimal time 
for mating in Merino ewes. Because mating typically occurs during this period, VER 
was determined immediately after estrus detection by teaser rams. The VER in heat 
ewes was 246.9±30.0 Ω (ranging from 200.0 to 300.0 Ω) and the VER in non-heat 
ewes was 449.1±82.5 Ω (from 320 to 690.0 Ω). The VER values were significantly 
(P<0.001) lower in ewes in estrus compared to those in anestrus, regardless of estrus 
synchronization. Similarly, Rahman et al. [2020] identified the VER values of <300 
ohm during the estrus period. In turn, Tsiligianni [2014] reported that <400 ohms of 
VER values in three ewe breeds that conceived during the estrus period. Theodosiadou 
and Tsiligianni [2015] reported that VER values in Chios ewes during the estrus 
period were <300 ohms (ranging from 267 to 297 Ω) and <400 ohms (ranging from 
276 to 362 Ω)  in Kymi ewes during anestrus. The VER values reaches the lowest 
value in sheep during proestrus and estrus [Bartlewski et al. 1999]. In the current 
study the findings support the reports of Bartlewski et al. [1999]. Tsiligianni [2014] 
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reported that cervical mucus volume and crystallization increase following estrus 
synchronization by MGA in ewes, and that these differences can be attributed to the 
electrical resistance of mucus. It is stated that there is a strong correlation between 
reduced electrical resistance of mucus in ewes and improved sperm transformation 
and spermatozoa survival in the cervix. Hence low VER values of vaginal mucus 
during estrus could be a useful indicator of successful mating time in ewes. 

In conclusion, it was determined that the vaginal apparatus used to successfully 
synchronize estrus in ewes in the anestrus period was fit to remain in the vagina for 9 
days regardless of the type (FGA vs. CIDR) and that it is likely to be used as a valid 
alternative to long-term procedures. When the types of apparatus were compared in 
terms of reproductive performance, despite the difference being statistically non-
significant, CIDR provided a higher multiple birth rate, fecundity, litter size and 
pregnancy prolificacy than FGA. Additionally, the duration of the vaginal apparatus 
application did not create a statistically significant difference in terms of reproductive 
performance in this study.  The vaginal pH varied and increased in both groups (FGA 
and CIDR) when compared to anestrus ewes, especially following the medium and 
long-term protocols. Moreover, it was determined in this study that the vaginal pH 
was alkaline while the ewes were in estrus. Breeders may choose to consider using 
vaginal pH to detect estrus and as part of routine gynaecological examinations. Lower 
VER values were recorded during estrus than during the anestrus period. All ewes 
showed VER values ≤300 ohm during the estrus period. The determination of vaginal 
pH and measurement of the electrical resistance of vaginal mucus could be useful in 
the selection of ewes for mating, even if rams are used to detect estrus.

Acknowledgement. I thank Dr. Serdar Duru, for advice in statistical analysis. 

REFERENCES 

1.	 AL-HAMEDAWI T.M., KHAMMAS D.J., AL-UBAIDI A.S., 2003 – Effect of estrus synchronization 
on vaginal flora and subsequent fertility in ewes. Iraqi Journal of Veterinary Sciences 16, 73-79.

2.	 AL-HILLI Z.B., AJEEL H.H., 2015 – Isolation and ıdentification of bacterial flora from vagina in 
normal ewes (slaughter and living ewes). Journal of Pharmaceutical and Biological Sciences 10, 
1-4.

3.	 ATAMAN M.B., AKÖZ M., AKMAN O., 2006 – Induction of synchronized oestrus in Akkaraman 
cross-bred ewes during breeding and anestrus seasons: The use of short-term and long-term 
progesterone treatments. Revue de Medecine Veterinaire (Toulouse) 157, 257-260.

4.	 BARTLEWSKI P.M., BEARD A.P., COOK S.J., CHANDOLIA R.K., HONARAMOOZ A., 
RAWLINGS N.C., 1999 – Ovarian antral follicular dynamics and their relationships with endocrine 
variables throughout the oestrous cycle in breeds of sheep differing in prolificacy. Journal of 
Reproduction and Fertility 115, 111-124.

5.	 BECK N.F.G., DAVIES B., WILLIAMS S.P., 1993 – Oestrous synchronization in ewes: the effect 
of combining a prostaglandin analogue with a 5-day progestagen treatment. Animal Science 56, 
207-210. 

6.	 BŁASZCZYK B., UDAŁA J., GĄCZARZEWICZ D., 2004 – Changes in estradiol, progesterone, 
melatonin, prolactin and thyroxine concentrations in blood plasma of goats following induced estrus 
in and outside the natural breeding season. Small Ruminant Research 51, 209-219. 

S.O. Altincekic  



85

7.	 COX J., ALLENDE R., LARA E., LEIVA A., DÍAZ T., DORADO J., SARAVIA F., 2012 – Follicular 
dynamics, interval to ovulation and fertility after AI in short-term progesterone and PGF2α oestrous 
synchronization protocol in sheep. Reproduction in Domestic Animals 47, 946-951. 

8.	 DOĞAN İ., KONYALI A., TÖLÜ C., YURDABAK S., 2008 – Different estrous induction protocols 
during the transition period in lactating Turkish Saanen does following AI. Acta Veterinaria Brno 
58, 259-266.  

9.	 EGGERT-KRUSE W., KÖHLER A., ROHR G., RUNNEBAUM B., 1993 – The pH as an important 
determinant of sperm-mucus interaction. Fertility and Sterility 59, 617-628. 

10.	 FEHRING R.J., 1996 – A comparison of the ovulation method with the CUE ovulation predictor in 
determining fertile period. Journal of the American Association of Nurse Practitioners 8, 461-466. 

11.	 FITZGERALD J.A., RUGGLES A.J., STELLFLUG J.N., HANSEL W., 1985 – A seven-day 
synchronization method for ewes using medroxyprogesterone acetate (MAP) and prostaglandin F2α. 
Journal of Animal Science 61, 466-469. 

12.	 FONSECA J.F., BRUSCHI J.H., SANTOS I.C.C., VIANA J.H.M., MAGALHÃES A.C.M., 2005 – 
Induction of estrus in non-lactating dairy goats with different estrous synchrony protocols. Animal 
Reproduction Science 85, 117-124.  

13.	 FUKUI Y., ISHIKAWA D., ISHIDA N., OKADA M., ITAGAKI R., OGISO T., 1999 – Comparison 
of fertility of estrous synchronized ewes with four different intravaginal devices during the breeding 
season. Journal of Reproduction and Development 45, 337-343. 

14.	 GATTI M., ZUNINO P., UNGERFELD R., 2011 – Changes in the aerobic vaginal bacterial mucous 
load after treatment with ıntravaginal sponges in anoestrous ewes: effect of medroxiprogesterone 
acetate and antibiotic treatment use. Reproduction in Domestic Animals 46, 205-208. 

15.	 GUPTA K.A., PUROHIT G.N., 2001 – Use of vaginal electrical resistance (VER) to predict estrus 
and ovarian activity, its relationship with plasma progesterone and its use for insemination in 
buffaloes. Theriogenology 56, 235-245.

16.	 HASHEMI M., SAFDARIAN M., KAFI M., 2006 – Estrous response to synchronization of estrus 
using different progesterone treatments outside the natural breeding season in ewes. Small Ruminant 
Research 65, 279-283. 

17.	 HOSSEINIPANAH S.M., ANVARIAN M., MOUSAVINIA M., ALIMARDAN M., ZENGIR 
S.B.M., 2014 – Effects of progesterone in synchronization of estrus and fertility in Shal ewes in 
nonproductive season. European Journal of Experimental Biology 4, 83-86.

18.	 KHALIFA E., AHMED M.E., ABDEL-GAWAD A., EL-ZELAKY O.A., 2010 –The effect of 
insemination timing on fertilization and embryo gender in Zaraibi goats. Egyptian Journal of Sheep 
and Goat Sciences 5, 271-281.

19.	 KHALILAVI F., MAMOUEI M., TABATABAEI S., CHAJI M., 2016 – Effect of different progesterone 
protocol and low doses of equine chorionic gonadotropin (eCG) on oestrus synchronization in 
Arabian Ewes. Iranian Journal of Applied Animal Sciences 6, 855-861. 

20.	 KNIGHT T., HALL D.R.H., SMITH J.F., 1988 – Effects of immunisation with polyandroalbumin 
(Fecundin), pasture allowance, post-mating shearing, and method of synchronisation on reproductive 
performance of Romney and Marshall Romney ewes. New Zealand Journal of Agricultural 
Research 31, 243-247. 

21.	 KUSINA N.T., TARWIREI F., HAMUDIKUWANDA H., AGUMBA G., MUKWENA J., 2000 – A 
comparison of the effects of progesterone sponges and ear implants, PGF2alpha, and their combination 
on efficacy of estrus synchronization and fertility of mashona goat does. Theriogenology 53, 1567-
1580. 

22.	 MACHIYA P., SARMAH B.K., CHAKRAVARTY P., BISWAS R.K., SARMAH B.C., DEKA B.C., 
2012 – Reproductive performances in goat following synchronization of oestrus with progesterone 
impregnated vaginal sponge and gonadotropin. Indian Journal of Animal Research 46, 258-262.

Effects of different estrus synchronization protocols in ewes on reproductive performance



86

23.	 MAHMOUD G.B., 2013 – Physical and chemical properties of ewes cervical mucus during normal 
estrus and estrus induced by intravaginal sponges. Egyptian Journal of Animal Production 50, 7-12. 

24.	 MALAKAR S.,  JUYENA N.S., PAUL S., HASAN M.M., BHATTACHARJEE J., MOLLAH H.R., 
ISLAM M.R., 2017 – Monitoring vaginal electrical impedance in crossbred cows during post-partum 
period. Asian Journal of Medical and Biological Research 3, 221-225.

25.	 MANES J., CAMPERO C., HOZBOR F., ALBERIO R., UNGERFELD R., 2015 – Vaginal 
histological changes after using intravaginal sponges for oestrous synchronization in anoestrous 
ewes. Reproduction in Domestic Animals 50, 270-274. 

26.	 MANES J., FIORENTINO M.A., KAISER G., HOZBOR F., ALBERIO R., SANCHEZ E., 
PAOLICCHI F., 2010 – Changes in the aerobic vaginal flora after treatment with different intravaginal 
devices in ewes. Small Ruminant Research 94, 201-204. 

27.	 MANES J., RÍOS G., FIORENTINO M.A., UNGERFELD R., 2016 – Vaginal mucus from ewes 
treated with progestogen sponges affects quality of ram spermatozoa. Theriogenology 85, 856-861. 

28.	 MARTINEZ-ROS P., LOZANO M., HERNANDEZ F., TIRADO A., RIOS-ABELLAN A., LÓPEZ-
MENDOZA M.,  GONZALEZ-BULNES, A., 2018 – Intravaginal device-type and treatment-length 
for ovine estrus synchronization modify vaginal mucus and microbiota and affect fertility. Animals 
8, 226. 

29.	 MARTINS G., FIGUEIRA L., PENNA B., BRANDÃO F., VARGES R., VASCONCELOS C., 
LILENBAUM W., 2009 – Prevalence and antimicrobial susceptibility of vaginal bacteria from ewes 
treated with progestin-impregnated intravaginal sponges. Small Ruminant Research 81, 182-184. 

30.	 MCNATTY K.P., HUDSON N.L., BALL K., FORBES S., 1988 – Treatment of seasonally anestrous 
romney ewes with continuous infusion of low doses of GnRH: Effects on estrus, ovulation and 
plasma progesterone concentration. Theriogenology 30, 953-960. 

31.	 MENCHACA A., RUBIANES E., 2004 – New treatments associated with timed artificial insemination 
in small ruminants. Reproduction in Domestic Animals 16, 403-413. 

32.	 MENCHACA A., dos SANTOS NETO P.C., CUADRO F., 2017 – Estrous synchronization treatments 
in sheep: brief update. Revista Brasileira de Reprodução Animal 41, 340-344.

33.	 MOEINI M.M., MOGHADDAM A.A., HAJARIAN H., 2007 – Effects of breed and progestin 
source on estrus synchronization and rates of fertility and fecundity in Iranian Sanjabi and Lori ewes. 
Pakistan Journal of Biological Sciences 10, 3801-3807. 

34.	 MORADI N., SADEGHI S., ZIAEI N., 2012 – Comparison reproductive performance in Kermani 
ewes treated with two synchronization methods and subsequent eCG treatment out of the breeding 
season. International Journal of Biological and Medical Research 3, 1485-1489.

35.	 NAKANO F.Y., LEÃO R.de B.F., ESTEVES S.C., 2015 – Insights into the role of cervical mucus 
and vaginal pH in unexplained infertility. Medical Express 2, 1–8.

36.	 OLIVEIRA J.K., MARTINS G., ESTEVES L.V., PENNA B., HAMOND C., FONSECA J.F., 
RODRIGUES A.L., BRANDÃO F.Z., LILENBAUM W., 2013 – Changes in the vaginal flora of 
goats following a short-term protocol of oestrus induction and synchronisation with intravaginal 
sponges as well as their antimicrobial sensitivity. Small Ruminant Research 113, 162-166. 

37.	 OLIVEIRA M.E.F., AYRES H., OLIVEIRA L.G., BARROS F.F.P.C., OBA E., BICUDO S.D., 
BARTLEWSKI P.M., FONSECA J.F., VICENTE W.R.R., 2016 – Effects of season and ovarian status 
on the outcome of long-term progesterone-based estrus synchronization protocols and ovulatory 
follicle development in Santa Inês ewes under subtropical conditions. Theriogenology 85, 452-460. 

38.	 ÖZYURTLU N., AY S.S., KÜÇÜKASLAN I., GÜNGÖR Ö., ASLAN S., 2011 – Effect of subsequent two 
short-term, short-term, and long-term progestagen treatments on fertility of Awassi ewes out of the 
breeding season. Ankara Universitesi Veteriner Fakültesi Dergisi 58, 105-109. 

39.	 PEEK J.C., MATTHEWS C.D., 1986 – The pH of cervical mucus, quality of semen, and outcome of 
the post-coital test. Clinical Reproduction and Fertility 4, 217-225. 

S.O. Altincekic  



87

40.	 QUINLAN J., MYTURGH S.J., DEVOS D., 1941 – The hydrogen-ion concentration of the vaginal 
secretion of Merino sheep during oestrus, dioestrus, and pregnancy with some remarks on its 
influence on sex-determination, and the influence of the vaginal temperature at the time of mating on 
conception. Onderstepoort Journal of Veterinary Science and Animal Industry 17, 105-114.

41.	 RAHMAN MD. M., NAHER N., ISAM MD. M., HASAN M., NAZNIN F., BHUIYAN M.M.U., 
BARI F.Y., JUYENA N.S., 2020 – Natural vs synchronized estrus: determinants of successful 
pregnancy in ewes using frozen-thawed Suffolk semen. Journal of Animal Reproduction and 
Biotechnology 35, 183-189.

42.	 RASAD S.D., SETIAWAN R., 2017 – Cytological characteristics of mucose cell and vaginal 
temperature and pH during estrous cycle in local sheep. Animal Production 19, 21-27.

43.	 REZÁC P., 2008 – Potential applications of electrical impedance techniques in female mammalian 
reproduction. Theriogenology 70, 1-14.

44.	 ROWE J.D., TELL L.A., WAGNER D.C., 2009 – Animal safety report on intravaginal progesterone 
controlled internal drug releasing devices in sheep and goats. Journal of Veterinary Pharmacology 
and Therapeutics 32, 303-305. 

45.	 dos SANTOS-NETO P.C., GARCÍA-PINTOS C., MENCHACA A., 2011 – Pregnancy rate obtained 
with the reutilization of ıntravaginal device dico after 6 days of treatment for estrus synchronization 
in sheep. Reproduction, Fertility and Development 23, 115. 

46.	 SOUZA J.M.G., TORRES C.A.A., MAIA A.L.R.S., BRANDÃO F.Z., BRUSCHI J.H., VIANA 
J.H.M., OBA E., FONSECA J.F., 2011 – Autoclaved, previously used intravaginal progesterone 
devices induces estrus and ovulation in anestrous Toggenburg goats. Animal Reproduction Science 
129, 50-55. 

47.	 SPSS., 2021 – Statistical package for social sciences for Windows version 16.0.
48.	 SUAREZ G., ZUNINO P., CAROL H., UNGERFELD R.., 2006 – Changes in the aerobic vaginal 

bacterial mucous load and assessment of the susceptibility to antibiotics after treatment with 
intravaginal sponges in anestrous ewes. Small Ruminant Research 63, 39-43.

49.	 SWARTZ J.D., LACHMAN M., WESTVEER K., O’NEILL T., GEARY T., KOTT R.W., 
BERARDINELLI J.G., HATFIELD P.G., THOMSON J.M., ROBERTS A., YEOMAN C.J., 2014 – 
Characterization of the vaginal microbiota of ewes and cows reveals a unique microbiota with low 
levels of lactobacilli and near-neutral pH. Frontiers in Veterinary Science,1, 1-10. 

50.	 SWELUM A.A.A., ALOWAIMER A.N., ABOUHEIF M.A., 2015 – Use of fluorogestone acetate 
sponges or controlled internal drug release for estrus synchronization in ewes: Effects of hormonal 
profiles and reproductive performance. Theriogenology 84, 498-503. 

51.	 THEODOSIADOU E., TSILIGIANNI T., 2015 – Determination of the proper time for mating after 
oestrous synchronisation during anoestrous or oestrous by measuring electrical resistance of cervical 
mucus in ewes. Veterinarni Medicina 60, 87-93.

52.	 TSILIGIANNI T., 2014 – Induction of oestrus in ewes of the rare Greek breeds Skopelos, Zakynthos, 
Kymi- electrical resistance of cervical mucous. Journal of the Hellenic Veterinary Medical Society 
65, 23-30.

53.	 VIÑOLES C., FORSBERG M., BANCHERO G., RUBIANES E., 2001 – Effect of long-term and 
short-term progestagen treatment on follicular development and pregnancy rate in cyclic ewes. 
Theriogenology 55, 993-1004. 

54.	 WILDEUS S., 2000 – Current concepts in synchronization of estrus: Sheep and goats. Journal of 
Animal Science 77, 1-14. 

55.	 YAMAUCHI S., NAKAMURA S., YOSHIMOTO T., NAKADA T., ASHIZAWA K., TATEMOTO 
H., 2009 – Prediction of estrous cycle and optimal insemination time by monitoring vaginal electrical 
resistance (VER) in order to improve the reproductive efficiency of the Okinawan native Agu pig. 
Animal Reproduction Science 113, 311-316.

Effects of different estrus synchronization protocols in ewes on reproductive performance



88

56.	 ZOHARA B.F., AZIZUNNESA R., ISLAM M.F., ALAM M.G.S., BARI F.Y., 2014 – Comparison 
of estrus synchronization by PGF2α and progestagen sponge with PMSG in indigenous ewes in 
Bangladesh. GSTF International Journal of Veterinary Science 1, 27-37. 

57.	 ZONTURLU A.K., ARAL F., OZYURTLU N., YAVUZER U., 2008 – Synchronization of estrus 
using FGA and CIDR intravaginal pessaries during the transition period in Awassi ewes. Journal of 
Animal and Veterinary Advances 7, 1093-1096.

S.O. Altincekic  


