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Objectives

Concern about animal welfare in intensive farming systems has The objectives of this study were:

increased during the last two decades. However, its assessment 1.Validate whether Copeeks equipment (Copeeks Ltd., Lannion, Francere)
remains a challenge. registered accurately pigs posture in the areas of interest and pigs overall activity.
The application of precision livestock farming (PLF) can solve some 2.Detect the critical points of the image analysis.

of the limitations of the current welfare assessment protocols. 3. Define the applicability of Copeeks technologies.

These technologies, in the pig production industry, have been
mostly used in experimental situations. External validation studies
can be carried out to develop more implementable PLF systems in
commercial farms.
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accuracy in which sensors record activity parameters. Figure 5. Activity rates of pen 3 and pen 4 (scan sampling observation)
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