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INTRODUCTION

The current scientific position on animal welfare promotes husbandry systems that allow
the free expression of the species' ethogram. For pigs, access to the open air and grazing
areas represents an added value in terms of welfare, as a place where they can express
their rooting behaviour. This study was carried out within the European ROAM FREE
programme and focused on five Italian organic farms where pigs are reared outdoors and
grazing is part of the daily ration

OBJECTIVE

The objective is to obtain information on management practices that promote animal
welfare animal welfare and to understand if and how these influence parasitic infections

In pigs.
MATERIAL AND METHODS

FARMS WELFARE: the PIG LOW app

The PIG LOW app was used to evaluate various aspects
of animal behavior and environmental conditions. This
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

From the data provided by the PIGLOW app, we observed different situation between the farms about the pigs' trust in humans due to the
different feed management. On farms where the farmer manually administers the feed (1,4), establishing a positive association with the
animal, the approach time calculated with the app was 26 and 36 seconds respectively. In contrast, on farms 3 and 5, where the
distribution of food is done automatically (silos) or by vehicles, the pigs did not approach. These results suggest the potential of positive
interactions with humans to improve pig welfare through the inclusion of regular positive activities in routine management, such as
manual feeding (Schmitz et al., 2020). This can benefit pig welfare in the short term through positive experience, as well as providing long-
term benefits in the form of stress resilience (Rault et al., 2020). Despite the higher risk of parasitic infestations in outdoor environments,
the study suggests that appropriate management practices can effectively mitigate these risks. This leads that the animals feel relaxed
and safe, without any sense of danger, which is an excellent outcome from a welfare perspective.
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