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3. BIFEWIFALIgGHRREE (77/E3-5 h)

ELISA IgG (0 to 3 h, mg/ml)  IgG estimation
Brix % (average + SEM) categories
<20 145+1.8 Poor
20 to 24 43.8+2.3 Borderline
25 to 29 50.7.22.1 Adequate <
=30 78.6 8.4 Very good

\ Hr g2
AN y=5.83x - 96.30 (BR32T, Hi Sun, USA)

(Hasan et al., 2016)
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