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Rotational grazing in extensive grazing
systems: increasing the number of
paddocks  and decreasing the paddock
area to promote a more efficient
grassland use 
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Produce hay to reduce the amount of
off-farm feed purchase, to enhance
forage quality and increase food self-
sufficiency in times of shortage of grass
availability on the pastures 
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Generic information/not
relevant
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Too high fencing costs   

Lack of possibility to increase the number of
watering troughs

 
Virtual fencing (alternative way of fencing
to that implemented on the current
system) is currently not allowed everywhere
in Europe and depends on national
legislations (e.g. Germany not yet allowed).
NoFence systems have recently been
established in Spain, Norway, UK
(https://www.nofence.no/en/)    

Impact of increasing animal density in the
system (soil, trees, botanical composition of
pasture) 

Use electric fences instead of wood fences
 

Use virtual fencing to save fencing costs
and increase utilisation efficiency per
paddock 

https://www.nofence.no/en/


INVESTMENT COSTS

Total initial investment costs at start up: low

 Initial authorisation costs (e.g. sanitary, veterinary, etc.) low

 Initial advisory costs  low

 Initial buildings and machineries low

 Initial certification costs low

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

ON-GOING COSTS

On-going advisory costs low

On-going certification costs low

On-going buildings and machinery costs low

On-going working capital low

BENEFITS RELATIVE TO ORIGINAL SYSTEM

Economic

Reduction in energy consumption (electricity; fuel consumption) not applicable/not known

Reduction in input use (fertilizers; pesticides; feed) etc. mid

Payback period   not applicable/not known

Product value added none or low

Additional farm income through agroecological/agri-environmental payment schemes not applicable/not known

Environmental

Animal feed self-sufficiency increase high

Biodiversity increase none or low

Improved nitrogen cycling high

Soil regeneration  high

Animal health and welfare improvement mid

Social

Workload reduction  none or low

Engagement of young generation not applicable/not known
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https://youtu.be/aW3nQIqDlwA?si=hqLvucRdAwsfCZWr 

https://www.agrovete.pt/pt/noticias/artigo-sobre-a-gestao-do-pastoreio-na-revista-ruminantes 
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