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The studies were conducted on groups of fattening pigs aged 3 to 5.5 months,
which were kept in four sectors with different air cooling systems. For observation we
used the animals assessment technique presented in a Welfare assessment protocol for
pigs. It is revealed that the indoor air cooling method at temperatures in the control
sector ranged from 19 to 26.6°C does not have a decisive influence on the suite of welfare
parameters of fattening pigs (Fatting young pigs. in spring and summer periods closing
parenthesis. Cooling method based on air inflow through underground tunnels provides
a good level of ventilation, reduces the concentration of harmful gases, and ensures lower
humidity as compared to control. At that, it reduces the incidence of cannibalism in pigs
(P<0.05). The reduction of animal fouling in sectors with a high content of harmful gases
with some reduction in temperature (by 0.8-1.5°C) and increase in relative humidity (by
1.3-4.3%) is possibly due to the inhibition of general activity of animals. The authors
revealed also the effect of animal feeding (wet and dry feeding systems) on the animal
fouling intensity (P<0.05). The incidence of cannibalism in pigs was decreased in the
farm with dry feeding system (P<0.05).
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The main reason for the reduced
utilization period of highly productive animalsis
that their welfare conditions at the industrial
complexesare not suitablefor those formed during
the evolution of animal physiological
characteristics* > 8. Maintaining a comfort
environment for pigs, aswell asfor other domestic
animals, is essential for their overall welfare and
the productiveness™ 16,

New European technology standards in
the pig breeding are set by EU Directives (91/630/
EC, 2001\93\EU, and 2001/88/EC). Improving the
product quality in pig farming isdirectly associated

* To whom all correspondence should be addressed.

with reduction in the number of stressful situations
in production process and provision of thewelfare
conditionsfor animals'.

Animal welfare is defined by many
characteristics: appearance of the animal, its
behavior, health status, as well as animal
management and feeding conditions. At that,
welfare of animal cannot be fully assessed on the
basis of just one of these indicators>°.

Assessing the welfare of pigs according
to the European welfare assessment protocols
includes parameters such asthefear of human, the
condition of the body and extremities (fouling and
the presence of wounds), as well as technological
parameters, etc?.

The aim of this work was to determine
the effect of technological factors (air cooling



726

system) onthewelfare parametersof pigsraisedin
the conditions of intensive production.

MATERIALSANDMETHODS

Studies were carried out at two zero
grazing pig farms (zero grazing ) in Baden-
Wurttemberg, (Germany) in the period from
February to the end of August. Tests were
conducted in groups of fattening pigs aged 3 to
5.5 monthsand weighing from 36 to 118 kg. Group
sizeinthefarm #1 ranged from 15 to 22 heads per
pen depending on the size of the pen assuming 0.7
m? per head. The hogpen was divided into 4 sectors
with different air cooling systems. Each sector
contained 125 heads (6 pens). The hogpen had
grating floor. Pigs were fed automatically three
times a day with the aid of slop feed.

Sector 1 (control) had no air cooling
system;

Sector 2 was provided with air cooling
system based on the cooling wall, which was made
of cassettes to enable evaporation of water. The
cassettes were packed into arigid stainless steel
frame. Lower part of the frame was provided with
water drainage sump, while the top was equipped
with tube having holes for water supply. Water,
outflowing from the holes, flows along acorrugated
sheet from top to bottom, wetting the panel. Dry
warm air, passing through the panel, partially
saturates with the moisture and transforms into
cold and wet air.

Sector 3was provided with system, where
cooling of theair took placeduringitsflow through
the underground tunnels. It was continuously
flowing into the hogpen through the perforated
floor of the central passage.

Sector 4 was provided with mist system
for water spraying several times per hour
depending on the room temperature.

The group size in the farm #2 contained
22 heads; the hogpen had grating floor; pigs were
fed automatically with dry feed three times a day.
The air cooled while flowing through the
underground tunnels. A continuous supply of cool
air to the hogpen was carried out through the
perforated floor of the central passage.

Due to the fact that the ambient air
temperature from March to end of August ranged
from +9 to +36°C, the observations were grouped
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into two periods. In the first period (spring, from
early March to late May) studies have been
conductedinsectors 1, 2, and 3, whilein the second
period (summer, from Juneto end of August) tests
werecarried out in the sectors1 and 4, aswell asin
thefarm #2.

To assess the animal welfare, we
considered condition of the skin covering, ears
and tail of the animals®, as well as the general
management conditions and fouling of the cage.
We used animals’ assessment method presented
in a Welfare assessment protocol for pigs? with
some modification to optimize the data processing
process. We studied fouling of skin covering and
its general condition, as well as the ears and tail
condition using a special assessment scale.
Determining animal fouling

* clean (0) —nofouling;
* slight fouling (1) — less than 25% of the
body is fouled;

* moderate fouling (2) — from 25 to 50% of
the body is fouled;

* heavy fouling (3) — more than 50% of the
body is fouled.

Determiningthe statusof different body partsof

animals

* normal (0) —no visible wounds;

* scratches (1) — availability of dry not
bleeding scratches acrossthe body surface;

* open wounds (2) — availability of bleeding
wounds of any size;

* necrosig/bitten off (3) —lack of significant
portion of the ear.

Theindoor microclimate parameterswere
assessed every two weeks during the whol e period
of research followed by subsequent cal cul ation of
average indicators. The concentration of gases
(CO,,NH,,CH,) was determined using a
multichannel analyzer providing around-the-clock
measurements every 27 seconds. Measured data
were transmitted to the computer. To assess the
effect of microclimate on animal welfare, we used
data obtained over the past month of animal
management.

Experimental data were subjected to
statistical processing by Fisher’'s angular
transformation and Kruskal-Wallis criterion
methods.

Resear ch results
Animal welfare is defined by many
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characteristics such as appearance of the animal,
its behavior, health status, aswell as management
and feeding conditions?. Failure in required
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management conditions of the pigs leads to
discomfort of the animal s> *.
One of the most important factors

Table 1. The indoor microclimate conditions for fattening pigsin the spring

Indicator Farm #1

Sector 1(control) Sector 2 Sector 3
Gas concentration:
Carbon dioxide, % 0.2+ 0.001 0.21 + 0.001** 0.17 + 0.001**
Ammonia, mg/m? 19.93+ 0.23 20.05 £ 0.2** 16.18 + 0.19**
Methane, mg/m?® 107.31+ 1.16 94.76 + 0.99** 32.87 +0.31**
Average indoor temperature, °C 19.0+0.38 19.77 £+ 0.12 20.57 £ 0.56
Relative indoor humidity, % 63.67 + 4.06 60.67 + 3.48 59.33+ 1.45

Table 2. Status of the skin covering and various body parts in fatted pigs in the spring, %

Indicator Points Sector 1 (control) Sector 2 Sector 3
1 2 3 4 5
Body fouling Clean 0 115 23.5* 0.8**
Slight fouling 1 84.6 69.8** 71.1%*
Moderate fouling 2 39 6.7 28.1**
Heavy fouling 3 0 0 0
Total, % 100 100 100
Skin condition Normal 0 26 6.7 4.1
Scratches 1 92.3 85.7 89.3
Open wounds 2 51 7.6 6.6
Total, % 100 100 100
Earscondition Normal 0 16.6 16.8 28.1*
Scratches 1 79.5 75.6 67.8*
Open wounds 2 13 6.7* 41
Necrosis/ bitten off 3 26 0.9 0
Total, % 100 100 100
Tail condition Normal 0 41.0 46.2 56.2*
Scratches 1 55.1 46.2 40.5*
Open wounds 2 39 7.6 33
% 100 100 100

Note: the comparison with the control sector; the differences are significant at the level: * P<0.05; ** P<0.01.

Table 3. The microclimate in the fattening
pigs hogpen during the summer period

Indicator Sector 1(control) Sector 4
Gas concentration:

Carbon dioxide, % 0.12 + 0.0009 0.11 + 0.001**
Ammonia, mg/m?® 11.08+ 0.1 9.24 + 0.16**
Methane, mg/m? 55.26 + 0.59 50.7 + 0.81**
Average indoor temperature, °C 26.6 +1.86 258+ 1.74
Relative indoor humidity, % 61.25+ 3.01 66.7 + 1.2
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influencing the animal condition isthetemperature
of theenvironment. Dynamicsof the pigs’ welfare
parametersis presented in Fig.1. The fluctuations
of theindoor air temperature in the control sector
corresponded in general to outdoor temperature
fluctuations. Among the considered indicators,
fouling of the surface of the pig body (torso body)
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was the parameter most strongly influenced by
the temperature change of the environment. The
maximum air temperature in the hogpen used for
management of fattening pigs should be 20°C "1,
Based on tabular data, we can judge that the
averagetemperature acrossall sectorswasslightly
above the established norm. The highest average

Table 4. Condition of the skin and different body
parts in fattening pigs during the summer period, %

Indicator Points Sector 1 (control) Sector 2

Body fouling Clean 0 1.0 24
Slight fouling 1 81.8 76.8
Moderate fouling 2 17.2 20.8
Heavy fouling 3 0 0

Total, % 100 100

Skin condition Normal 0 1.0 0.8
Scratches 1 98.0 96.8
Open wounds 2 1.0 24

Total, % 100 100

Earscondition Normal 0 13.1 24.8*
Scratches 1 82.9 71.2*
Open wounds 2 20 24
Necrosis/ bitten off 3 20 16

Total, % 100 100

Tail condition Normal 0 54.6 66.4%
Scratches 1 41.4 30.4*
Open wounds 2 4.0 3.2

Total, % 100 100

Table5. Fattening pig welfare parametersin different farmswith the similar air cooling systems, %

Indicator Points  Farm #1 (sector 4) Farm #2

Body fouling Clean 0 0 0.6
Slight fouling 1 68.6 79.5*
Moderatefouling 2 29.8 19.9*
Heavy fouling 3 1.6 0

Total, % 100 100

Skin condition Normal 0 0 0.6
Scratches 1 96.8 99.4*
Open wounds 2 32 0

Total, % 100 100

Earscondition Normal 0 16.1 9.0*
Scratches 1 80.7 88.6*
Open wounds 2 24 0.6
Necrosis/ bitten off 3 0.8 1.8

Total, % 100 100

Tail condition Normal 0 62.1 66.9
Scratches 1 315 325
Open wounds 2 6.6 0.6**

Total, % 100 100
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air temperature was noted in the 3" sector (20.57 +
0.96°C) (Table1).
We can observe the inverse relationship
of temperature and concentration of gases (Fig. 2).
Thus, at the time of |owering theindoor and outdoor
temperature, the gas concentration sharply
increased, and vice versa. This may be dueto the
fact that during a period of high indoor
temperatures, more intense ventilation removes a
greater amount of heated air from theindoor space
together with the greater amount of harmful gases.
Compliance with thetemperatureregime
results in comfortable welfare of pigs in
thermoneutral zone and, asaresult, animalsdo not
spend energy on searching for a cool place. The
behavior of the pigs is a good indicator of
temperature conditions. If fouled pig, stretched out,
liesin the defecation zone, this indicates that the
animal isexperiencing discomfort and feeling hot.
The cooling systems used in sectors 2
ao
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and 3, did not significantly reduce thetemperature
in the spring observation period.

The lowest content of carbon dioxide,
ammonia and methane was recorded in the sector
3 (Tablel1). Highest level of ammoniaand carbon
dioxidewere observed in the sector 2. The highest
levelsof methaneaswell ashumidity wererecorded
in the control sector.

Variance analysis of the animal fouling
has shown that the air cooling system had a
significant impact on the intensity of the animal
skinfouling (P<0.001).

In sector 3 pigs had agreater intensity of
fouling, i.e. the percentage of clean and slightly
fouled animals was lower (P<0.01) than in the
control (Table 2). In sector 2 animalswere cleaner,
the proportion of clean animals was significantly
higher (P<0.05), while number of animalswith dight
fouling was lower than in the control sector
(P<0.0D).
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Fig. 1. Fattening pigs condition dynamics (sector 1 — control)

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

Concentration, mg/m3

20

10

0

A:*

NN N4
SO O R R R O
(S
EA R A S

== Ammonia === Methan

W
N N
\WQ

N4 N
RN\
«{5 ,\\\ ,\\\

= @®= Carbon dioxide

v
D

&"9
4

0.18
0.16
0.14
0.12

1 01
@ 0.08

0.06
0.04

- 0.02

0

Fig. 2. Gas concentration dynamics in the control sector (Sector 1).

Tanperaturs, “C

Concentration, %



730

Variance analysis on availability of
wounds on the skin, ears and tail revealed no
significant influence of air cooling system on the
studied characteristics.

At that, proportion of the animalswithout
injury on the ears in sector 3 was significantly
higher than that in the control sector (P<0.05),
whereas the percentage of animals with open
wounds on the ears in sector 2 was higher as
compared to the control sector (P<0.05).

The condition of the tail isan important
indicator of animal welfare®. In sector 3, the
proportion of animals with tail lesions and
scratches was smaller than in the control sector
(P<0.05).

Research conducted in the summer has
shown that the mist cooling system does not
provide temperature reduction and in addition
increases the indoor humidity (Table 3).

The concentration of carbon dioxide,
ammonia, and methane did not exceed the maximal
admissible concentration (MAC), though wasless
insector 4 (P<0.01)"1.

During the summer period, both indoor
and outdoor temperatures may be extremely high
that can cause heat-stressin animals'®. Fouling of
theanimalsmay servetheindicator of their elevated
body temperature!.

Variance analysis of the datarevealed no
significant effect of air cooling system on the
fattening pig welfarein summer.

At the sametime, significant differences

were identified between sectors in terms of
incidents of wounds on the earsand tail (Table 4).
In this context, sector 4 was more unharmed
(P<0.05).
The comparative characteristic of animal condition
intwo farmswith the sameair cooling system, but
different feeding systems and population (stocking
density?) has shown that during extremely high
ambient outdoor temperatures (32°C), such air
cooling system also did not provide indoor
temperature at the optimum level.

The assessment of the animal condition
has shown that in farm #2 animalswere relatively
cleaner, the proportion of slightly fouled animals
was higher, while proportion of moderately fouled
animalswaslower than in sector 4 (P<0.05) (Table
5). Thus, the effect of the “farm” factor was
revealed with regard to animals cleanliness
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(P<0.05). At elevated temperatures, animalsin the
farm #2 were cleaner (P<0.05). Obviously, thisis
due to the dry feeding system.

No significant differences were detected
in terms of availability of serious wounds on the
skin and ears. A significant reduction in the
occurrence of woundsonthetailsinthefarm#2is
associated may be with dry feeding system.

DISCUSSION

Among the environmental factors,
significant impact on the animal welfare has a
microclimate inside the hogpen: temperature and
humidity, speed of air movement, the concentration
of harmful gases, contamination of indoor
environment with microorganisms, dust level, and
illuminationintensity”&>,

The increase of temperature above
comfort level leads to reduced feed intake and
deterioration of food conversion, and
consequently, the drop in average daily gains'®.

The excessive concentration of ammonia,
carbon dioxide and hydrogen sulfide is
accompanied by high concentrations of pathogenic
microorganisms’. Air pollution not only worsens
the ecological situation, but also, as an
environment favorable to the growth of bacteria,
inhibits the animals, causing stress, functional
health problems, which lead to the culling of the
animals!, reduce growth rates, weaken
reproductive function, and increase the cost of
veterinary care®. The increase of indoor air
temperature and humidity may lead to theincrease
in the number of animals with a high intensity of
fouling. Thisresultsin ahigher risk of morbidity?
9and reduction in productivity of pigsby 20-30%¢°.
Air humidity increases when using air cooling
system by water atomi zation, aswell aswet feeding
and manure hydro-flushing®.

In our studies, the lowest content of
carbon dioxide, ammonia, and methaneinthe spring
period was recorded in sector 3 with the cooling
system based on air flow through the underground
tunnels. The highest level s of anmoniaand carbon
dioxide were noted in sector 2 with the cooling
wall. The highest levels of methane aswell asthe
highest humidity were recorded in the control
sector. Variance analysis of the dataon theanimals
fouling showed that the air cooling system during
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this period had asignificant impact ontheintensity
of skin fouling (P<0.001). Thus, in sector 2 the
animals were cleaner, the proportion of clean
animaswassignificantly higher (P<0.05), whilethe
number of animals with slight fouling was lower
than in the control sector (P<0.01) and sector 3.
Lower fouling intensity of animalsin sector 2, while
at the better gas composition in the sector 3, isdue
to the fact that 1) the temperature in the sector 2
was slightly below?®; 2) the animals activity was
somewhat suppressed under the conditions of
high concentration of harmful gases®. At the same
time, fattening young pigs in sector 3 was more
unharmed in terms of wounds on the ears and the
tail ascompared with the animalsin control sector
(P<0.05) that confirmstheimportance of the harmful
gases concentration on the incidence of
cannibalismin pigs* .

At ahigher indoor temperature, al other
microclimate parameters were somewhat worsein
the summer period. This may be due to the fact
that moreintense ventilation in this period removes
agreater amount of heated indoor air together with
harmful gases.

In the summer, in sector 4, provided with
the cooling system based on water atomization as
well as wet feeding system, the humidity was
slightly higher than in the control sector, though
not exceeding the MAC’. This did not entaile the
deterioration of the animal welfare assessment.

During the summer observation period,
almost al microclimate parametersin sector 4 were
somewhat worse as compared to the control sector,
except of air humidity (Table4). However, animals
in sector 4 were less trouble-free in terms of
incidence of scratcheson the skin and earsaswell
aswoundson thetail, than theanimalsin thefarm
#2 (P<0.05). Perhapsthisisdueto the animal feed
system (wet feeding in sector 4 provokes
cannibalism).

CONCLUSIONS

1 The indoor air cooling method at
temperatures in the control sector, ranged
from 19to 26.6°C, hasno decisiveinfluence
onthefatting pig welfareindicatorsin spring
and summer periods.

2 The use of the cooling method, based on

10.

11.

air flow through the underground tunnels,
providesagood level of ventilation, reduces
concentration of harmful gases, and lowers
humidity as compared to control. This
definitely reduces the incidence of
cannibalismin pigs.

Reduction of animal fouling in sectorswith
high content of harmful gases with some
reduction intemperature (by 0.8-1.5°C) and
increasein relative humidity (by 1.3-4.3%)
is, possibly, dueto theinhibition of general
activity of theanimals.
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