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CONTEXT

PROFILE

PORTUGAL

FARMER
Inés Barracha — Sociedade
Agricola Felizardo Prezado

INNOVATION

Improvement of the grasslands through liming
and by clearing bush vegetation

MAIN DOMAIN OF THE INNOVATION SOIL TYPE FINANCE/INVESTMENT
Improvement of plant protection Loam Mid

AGROCLIMATIC AREA MANAGEMENT MARKET
Mediterranean south Ley farming Local-rural

CLIMATE TECHNICAL SOCIAL

Moderate rainfall Easy

Full-time farmer

All contents of this document are expert opinions of the G4AE Scientific Technical Working Group


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=NlKy2J21mE8
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Introducing legumes

Organic

Forestry management
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relevant

Funded by the European Union. Views and opinions expressed are however those of the author(s)

only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or European Commission . Neither

the European Union nor the European Commission can be held responsible for them.




e IsIrrigation Necessary for Pasture Growth? e Evidence of improved animal welfare e Demonstration
e Depends on regional climate: In temperate

regions, well-managed grasslands may not e Information about the organic fertiliser— e Adapt the grassland seed mix to local
require irrigation, while in arid and influence on herbage production and particularities & needs
Mediterranean areas, supplemental quality and animal performance. Also soil
irrigation could be needed to ensure characteristics. How much lime? When is it e Decide ifirrigation is needed,;
consistent pasture growth. applied?
e Soil type matters: Sandy soils drain quickly
and may require irrigation, whereas clay e Best grass seed mix

soils retain more moisture.

e Alternative water management: Practices
like rotational grazing, cover cropping, and
improving soil organic matter can enhance
water retention, reducing the need for
irrigation.

e Animal Welfare as a Social Advantage -
Access to natural grazing: Allows for
species-specific behaviors, reducing stress.

e Novel Organic Fertilizer — Composition &
Cost
Clear Legume and Grass Seed Mix
Composition;

What is the increase Iin grassland
productivity
What is the increase in animal production
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COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS

INVESTMENT COSTS
Total initial investment costs at start up:
e Initial authorisation costs (e.g. sanitary, veterinary, etc.)

e Initial advisory costs

e Initial buildings and machineries
e Initial certification costs

e Initial working capital (personal qualification, marketing and promotion, etc.)

ON-GOING COSTS

On-going advisory costs low

On-going certification costs
On-going buildings and machinery costs low

On-going working capital low

BENEFITS RELATIVE TO ORIGINAL SYSTEM
o Economic
Reduction in energy consumption (electricity; fuel consumption)
Reduction in input use (fertilizers; pesticides; feed) etc. mid
Payback period
Product value added
Additional farm income through agroecological/agri-environmental payment schemes high

o Environmental

Animal feed self-sufficiency increase high
Biodiversity increase mid
Improved nitrogen cycling
Soil regeneration
Animal health and welfare improvement mid

o Social

Workload reduction

Engagement of young generation
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