
 

 

 

In intensive pig production conditions we find animal welfare problems 1,2,3 . We need to assess welfare in a practical way, 
increasing the efficacy of index and taking action to find solutions  4,6,7 .  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
              Photos 1, 2, 3 and 4: tail-docking, castration, cutting of teeth and fighting in weaning 

 
The aim of the concept of the Ergonomy of breeding is to create optimal and ethical conditions of production, considering 
the animal as a worker that has to be in the best conditions to obtain the best results. In this method, a multidisciplinary team 
of experts work to achieve the reconciliation between animal welfare and performance. They use the most recent methods 
not only to assess animal welfare but also to diagnose and propose to the breeder possible solutions of their problems, to get 
a better production, a better welfare and a better image. 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

a IRSEA Research Institute Semiochemistry and Applied Ethology, Le Chêne, Quartier Salignan, 84400 Apt, France 
  

b Facultat de Veterinària, Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, 08193 Bellaterra (Barcelona), Spain 
  

Corresponding author: m.marcet@group-irsea.com 
 
 

Míriam Marcet Riusa, Patrick Pageata, Cristiano Ferrarisa, Héloïse Barthélémya,  
Xavier Mantecab, Déborah Templeb, Eva Mainaub, Alessandro Cozzia  

 
INTRODUCTION 

 

 

 
There are two types of index. The first one, called 
ErgoBreeding® Quick Assessment, has the objective to give 
some quick tools to the breeder to evaluate animal welfare in 
the farm and the support to improve the level of welfare.  
Only accessing to the web (ErgobreedingWAT software), the 
breeder could include the requested parameters of his farm 
(regarding environment, health, eco parameters, behaviour and 
performance) and obtain a report in a real time that propose 
solutions to solve animal welfare problems, in the case that he 
has it. Afterwards, the breeder could repeat the evaluation to 
verify the improvement. 
 
The second one, called ErgoBreeding® Full Assessment, has the 
aim of going in depth in the evaluation, not only to stabilize a 
high level of welfare and production but also to increase a low 
level or solve some important problems, giving the complete 
advice of the experts to get it. 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
     
This approach is in the process of validation in the case of fattening pigs, following the example of the protocol of laying hens, 
which is almost finished. Currently, the Quick Assessment audits are being collected and analyzed in order to improve and 
finalize the method. 
 
This method underlines the importance of the evaluation of the performance indicators within the other Welfare indicators. 
Besides, it highlights the  implication of different figures in the evaluation and monitoring of animal welfare, making a 
diagnosis of a situation and proposing solutions. The animal and the breeder work together and we have to find their welfare 
to insure an ethical production, economically sustainable and respectful with the species 7. 
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DISCUSSION 
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Photo 5:  ErgobreedingWAT software 


