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


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DFCA0T8tCXE

Grazing’y
AgroEcology

CONTEXT PROFILE

] | rOMANIA

Agroclimatic Zone

Case Study: RO_04

: Continental | Continental | Mediterranean | Mediterranean
Item (Key Innovation Elements)

Atlantic

Atlantic Atlantic
Central North

Drones to inspect the animals

Boreal

North South North South

South

++

++

Acces to interent connection

Strong transferability Slightly I|rr.||.ted Very Ilmlte.c! Generic information/not
transferability transferability relevant

Grazmg 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.

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

AgroEcoIogy o the European Union




e The cost of the drone can be a limiting » Capacity to respond/identify wildlife threats; e The drone must be used if it is needed
factor for many farmers capacity to respond with lights/sounds; (several times a day, depending on the
wildlife threats or other purposes).
e The older farmers may not become familiar
with this technology

e Type of camera and its specification should
consider the needs of the farm

e Adapted for pastures free from dense
woody vegetation only
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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

On-going certification costs

On-going buildings and machinery costs

On-going working capital

BENEFITS RELATIVE TO ORIGINAL SYSTEM
o Economic
Reduction in energy consumption (electricity; fuel consumption)
Reduction in input use (fertilizers; pesticides; feed) etc.
Payback period high
Product value added
Additional farm income through agroecological/agri-environmental payment schemes
o Environmental
Animal feed self-sufficiency increase
Biodiversity increase
Improved nitrogen cycling
Soil regeneration

Animal health and welfare improvement

o Social
Workload reduction high
Engagement of young generation high
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