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Simple Summary: Long-distance transport in the global swine industry is more the rule than the
exception. We tested the impact on the rates of temperature change and air enthalpy on the stress
response and muscle pH in pigs subjected to long-distance travel from Spain to Portugal performed
in the summer and winter. We found that winter journeys are more adverse for the animals because
during the journey, abrupt variations in rates of temperature change and air enthalpy caused a
marked physiological stress response and effects on the meat pH after 45 min. These results indicate
the need to develop new environmental control strategies that mitigate abrupt temperature changes
during travel to attenuate the biological cost of such long-distance transport on the animals.

Abstract: Current legislation in the European Union places limits on live pig transport according
to outside temperature, but less is known about the effects of sudden changes in the thermal
microenvironment in trailers, particularly during long-distance transport. In this study, we measured
the temperature and relative humidity inside livestock vehicles carrying 1920 Spanish finisher pigs
(live weight 100 kg and 240 animals per journey) during eight long-distance (>15 h) commercial
journeys to slaughter from northern Spain to Portugal in the summer and winter. Here, we report
the rate of change in the air temperature (◦C × min−1) and air enthalpies in the transport vehicle
(kg water kg dry air-1). At sticking, blood samples were taken for to measure cortisol, glucose, and
creatine kinase (CK) as stress response indicators, and the meat pH after 45 min and the pH after
24 h were also determined. The rate of change in the air temperature and enthalpy was higher inside
the livestock vehicle during the winter months and was positively related with higher cortisol and
glucose levels and lower pH after 45 min (p < 0.05). It is proposed that the rate of temperature change
and air enthalpy represent useful integrated indices of thermal stress for pigs during transport.

Keywords: pig welfare; long-distance transport; enthalpy; thermal stress; meat pH

1. Introduction

Pig production in the European Union is increasingly industrialized and special-
ized [1], with the EU being the second largest pig producer in the world, with 24.1 million
tons of pork produced in 2019 [2]. Spain is one of the most important pig producers in
Europe and almost a third of national production is exported [3]. To maintain this high
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level of competitiveness, the pig sector depends on road transport as one of its strategic
components in the European pork supply chain [4]. The high demand for pork meat in
some member countries has stimulated intracommunity trade involving the long-distance
transport of live pigs [5]. Even under favorable conditions, long-haul transport can cause
different degrees of stress to animals, ranging from discomfort and aversion to death [6].
Extreme ambient temperatures during long-distance journeys are considered as one of the
most important risk factors for dead on arrivals, non-ambulatory animals, skin lesions,
and carcass downgrading, especially when microclimate conditions are outside of the
optimal thermal comfort zone for pigs [7]. These thermal conditions may be complex and
result from the interaction of several factors such as external climatic conditions, heat and
water production from the animals, ventilation regimes, distribution and flow rates, and
additional external sources of heat and/or moisture [8].

The temperature humidity index (THI) forms the basis for calculating ventilation
on farms [9]. The Livestock Weather Safety Index (LWSI) is derived from the THI and is
widely applied across species, as described by Eigenberg et al. [10]. The LWSI has been
related to mortalities during pig transport in Denmark [11]. Barbosa-Fihlo et al. [12] have
compared using enthalpy with the Black Globe and Humidity Index (BGHI) proposed by
Curtis [13] in the assessment of thermal comfort in broilers. Enthalpy was deemed the
better index and the same authors [14] later applied an Enthalpy Comfort Index (ECI) to
poultry during transport, reporting that hostile thermal conditions are well predicted by
this index. Enthalpy, a concept that combines temperature and relative humidity, is the
heat energy of the air and is the major determinant of the dry and latent heat loss to the
environment. It can be calculated using simple tools (i.e., a thermometer and hygrometer)
and mathematical models [15]. Advances in this area will underpin improvements in
handling and the transport of livestock, especially under more extreme climate conditions.

Current legislation in Europe: European Union Council Regulation 1/2005 [16] defines
temperature limits during the transport of livestock on journeys over 8 h in duration.
However, the legislation does not specify any corresponding limits for humidity or water
vapor content in the air. Similarly, there is no consideration of the effects upon the animals
regarding the rate of change of the thermal conditions. According to EC 1/2005, the upper
temperature limit for the long-distance transport of livestock on long journeys is 30 ◦C
with a tolerance of 5 ◦C, meaning the absolute limit is 35 ◦C. Although integrated indices
of temperature and humidity are used extensively in other areas of animal production
to predict their impact on production and welfare, this approach has not been applied
to animal transport in the European legislative context, and few studies have considered
the potential application of enthalpy as an integrated index of thermal load. In this study,
the aim was to develop and compare psychrometric charts as well as rates of change in
the temperature and enthalpy from long distance (>8 h) journeys carrying pigs across the
Iberian Peninsula from northern Spain to southern Portugal. In addition, the potential use
of rates of change of temperature and enthalpy as non-invasive indicators and their impact
on blood stress indicators and meat pH in pigs were evaluated.

2. Materials and Methods

A total of eight long-distance commercial journeys from a pig finishing farm located
in the town of Campanas in the autonomous community of Navarra in Spain (42.69 N,
1.65 W, and 575 m.a.s.l.) to a EU licensed abattoir at Vila Franca do Rosario in the Lisbon
region in Portugal (38.97 N, 9.25 W, and 88 m.a.s.l.) were studied. The distance for all
of the journeys was 936.5 km with an average duration of 14 h and 30 min. Campana’s
climate is Cf2b according to Köppen–Geiger’s climate classification; warm and humid with
cold winters and mild summers with rainfall throughout the year, except for two relatively
dry months. The annual average temperature is around 12 ◦C with an average monthly
temperature of 5 ◦C in the coldest month (January) and 20.9 ◦C in the warmest month
(August), attending to the typical climate data [17]. Pigs were carefully handled during the
pre-slaughter period: they were handled at unloading and in lairage using plastic paddles
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only. They were loaded and unloaded by the workers hired by the farm and the abattoir
and were kept together in familiar groups during transport and lairage. All procedures
were conducted in accordance with the guidelines for the ethical treatment of animals in
applied animal welfare studies [18].

2.1. Study Description

The eight long-distance journeys monitored the transport of a total of 1920 Spanish
finisher pigs (240 animals per journey) in the winter (n = 3) and in the summer (n = 5). All of
the pigs were Large White/Landrace × Duroc pigs with a mixed group males and females
who were six-months-old (with an approximate average live weight of 100 kg). Pigs
were off feed for 12 h before transport. Loading was usually conducted at approximately
05:00 a.m. by three farm operators, avoiding mixing between unfamiliar pens. The farm
operators went to one pen at a time to drive the pigs toward the loading platform using
plastic bags and plastic boards. The loading procedures lasted approximately 2 h per
journey. The animals were loaded and transported from Campanas (Spain) to a commercial
abattoir in Vila Franca do Rosario (Portugal). This journey duration is compliant with the
overarching transport regulation, EC 1/2005, which prescribes a maximum journey time
for adult pigs of 24 h when undertaken on higher standard vehicles and with constant
access to water. For each journey from the farm to the abattoir, members of the research
team accompanied the truck to ensure and verify that the journey met the objectives of the
study. All journeys always took the same route and had the same lorry and driver.

The vehicle that was used was an articulated lorry with a tractor unit (MAN, Munich,
Germany) towing a trailer (Carrozzeria Pezzaioli, Montichiari, Italy). The trailer had three
floors with six compartments per floor (each compartment measured 220 cm long × 245 cm
wide and 84 cm high), giving a total surface area of 5.39 m2 per compartment and an
average stocking density of 0.42 m2/pig). The total loading capacity of the truck was
about 27,000 kg and was equipped with suitable drinking systems with nipples to provide
water during the journey. The trailer had both natural and mechanical ventilation systems,
which consisted of twelve automatic fans per floor or six per side. The fans, nine in each
truck, were 225 mm in diameter with a 11,700 m2/h flow in compliance with EC 1/2005.
The trailer had a hydraulic controlled elevator for loading and unloading and provided
anti-slip floors with incorporated side guards.

2.2. Enthalpy Assessment

Data on temperature and relative humidity were collected inside the livestock vehicles
during loading, transport, and unloading using Hobo data loggers (Hobo H8 loggers, Onset
Computers, Bourne, MA, USA). Prior to loading, two loggers were placed on the lorry at
the same level as the pigs in the middle floor of the trailer, and the loggers had an inside that
was specifically designed perforated metal tubing to let air in while avoiding contact with
the animals. Sensors were pre-programmed to record temperature and relative humidity
at regular 5 min intervals and were fitted and removed by a member of the research team
before and after each journey. Approximately 20 mm of wood shavings were placed on
each floor of the vehicle as bedding.

2.3. Slaughter

The abattoir operated from Monday to Friday (from 06:00 a.m. to 15:00 p.m.) with a
slaughter capacity of 2000 head/day at a rate of 220 heads/h. On arrival at the abattoir,
pigs were unloaded with an adjustable-slope metal ramp with an anti-skid floor. After
unloading at the abattoir, the pigs were showered for 15 in the winter or for 30 min in the
summer, and the pigs were kept in lairage pens without mixing the groups on arrival and
were given access to water through nipple drinkers. The lairage time for all animals was
at least 12 h from arrival, including overnight rest and slaughter the following morning.
At the end of the lairage period, pigs were stunned using a CO2 chamber with 70% CO2
atmosphere for approximately 60 s in a one-gondola dip-lift system. Following stunning,
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pigs were horizontally exsanguinated. Carcasses were then eviscerated and split before
being placed in a chiller set at 4 ◦C for 24 h.

2.4. Physiological Assessment

Blood samples were taken at the time of slaughter to evaluate physiological stress from
20 pigs per journey (one 10 mL tube per animal, with anticoagulant, EDTA-K3), totaling 160
sampled animals. Once all of the samples were collected for each journey, the samples were
refrigerated for 10 h until they were centrifuged at 1300× g for 10 min to obtain plasma.
The parameters measured in the plasma were cortisol, glucose, and creatine kinase. Plasma
cortisol was assessed by ELISA. Calibrators were prepared with vials of cortisol in PBS and
BSA and lyophilized at the concentrations of 0, 10, 30, 100, 300, and 900 ng/mL. For the col-
orimetric reading of samples, the blank and calibrators were performed within 20 min from
the end of the assay using a spectrophotometer (Hitachi 717®) at 405 (for concentrations
below 30 ng/mL) and 450 nm (for concentrations between 30 and 900 ng/mL). Plasma
glucose was determined by the enzymatic colorimetric method (GOD/PAP). All of the
solutions were pipetted into a cuvette and were incubated for 20 min at room temperature
(15–25 ◦C). The absorbance of the samples and the standard absorbency was read against
the blank using a spectrophotometer (Hitachi 717®) at 505 nm. CK levels were measured
using a Roche/Hitachi 717 Chemistry Analyzer (Roche Diagnostics, S.L., Sant Cugat del
Valles, Spain) with Boehringer Mannheim reagents.

2.5. pH Measurements

Muscle pH was measured on the carcasses from the 160 animals sampled during the
slaughter. After slaughter and dressing but before carcass cooling the initial pH of the
loin was measured (pH 45 min) using a portable pH meter (HANNA, mod. HI9125) with
temperature compensation. The electrode was inserted in the Longissimus dorsi muscle (LD)
between the 13th and 14th intercostal space, perpendicular to the midline of the left held
carcass, at an average depth of 2.5 cm. Afterward, the ultimate pH was measured from the
same animals at 24 h post-mortem at the same location on the carcass.

2.6. Enthalpy Models and Statistical Analyzes

Psychrometric graphs were obtained for each of the eight journeys using data collected
by the sensors placed at animal height inside the vehicles. The graphs were obtained based
on the ASBE model, which included temperature, relative humidity, absolute humidity
and enthalpy. The psychrometric data ASAE D271.2, defined in April 1979 and reviewed
in 2005 (ASABE 2006, ST. Joseph, MI, USA), were used to calculate the psychrometric
properties of the air surrounding the pigs. The temperature gradient was calculated
using the Savitzky–Golay algorithm for one dimension, tabulating the data. The numeric
derivatives were calculated using the Savgol routine in Matlab version 7.0 (Mathworks Inc.,
Natick, MA, USA). A polynomial routine was also used to test the neighboring data around
each point. The points were processed by replacing them with the value of the polynomial.
The derivatives were presented after programming the derivatives of the polynomials of
each point. A window of 21 points with a fifth order polynomial was used. After that, we
calculated and graphed the speed of temperature change (i.e., temperature gradient ◦C/s)
and the apparent temperature in each case [19,20].Enthalpy (h) is a thermal comfort index
that expresses the heat amount in 1 kg dry air in kJ and is determined by the equation as
seen in Barbosa-Fihlo et al. [21].

H =

(
6.7 + 0.243t +

((
RH
100

)
·10[

7.5t
237.3+t ]

))
4.18

where:

H = enthalpy (kJ/kg dry air);
t = temperature (◦C);
RH = relative humidity (%).
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All of the statistical analyses were performed using the statistical program SAS/STAT
(Statistical System Institute Inc. Cary, NC, USA. 2000). The data for temperature and
humidity were analyzed using repeated measures, while the data on cortisol, glucose
levels, and meat pH were analyzed using PROC MIXED. The experimental unit was
each journey. Averages were compared by the least significant distance, with a level of
significance of 5% (p < 0.05).

3. Results

In the eight journeys that were studied, there was no mortality or non-ambulatory ani-
mals. There were five journeys that corresponded to the winter season (January–February),
and the remaining three occurred in the summer season (June–August). Table 1 summa-
rizes the average temperatures and relative humidity for each journey. The average inside
temperature during winter journeys was 13.8 ± 3.9 ◦C (CV = 28.3%) and was 28.9 ± 4.1 ◦C
(CV = 14.0%) in the summer. Figure 1 shows the changes in temperature inside of the
truck over time for both the summer and winter journeys. During most journeys, the tem-
perature increased as the transport progressed, with two journeys in summer surpassing
30 ◦C. Figure 2 shows the psychrometric graph for each journey, with more data points
for the summer journeys in the upper right quadrant (higher temperatures and higher
water content in the air). The average humidity for the winter months was 5.5 g water/kg
dry air and was 9.8 g water/kg dry air in the summer. Figure 3 summarizes the speed
of temperature change or gradient for the summer and winter journeys. The average
speed of change for the winter months was 11.8 H/min−1 and for the summer months,
it was 12.8 H/min−1. On average, plasma cortisol levels (±SD) were significantly higher
(p < 0.05) in the winter (57.8 ± 11.7 nmol/L) than in the summer (28.8 ± 4.3 nmol/L).
Plasma glucose was also significantly higher (p < 0.05) in the winter (309.7 ± 37.9) than
in the summer (60.2 ± 26.6). CK exhibited no significant differences among the seasons
(p > 0.05) and averaged 4887.3 ± 2649.1 U/L. The pH (±SD) of the LD muscle after 45 min
was significantly lower (p < 0.05) in the winter (6.08 ± 0.24, range 5.29–6.56) compared to in
the summer (6.24 ± 0.24, range 5.33–6.8). However, the pH after 24 h was not significantly
different between the seasons (p > 0.05) and was 5.56 ± 0.13 (range 5.34–5.94).

Table 1. Average temperature (T) and relative humidity (RH) inside (pig level) and outside the
livestock vehicle during each pig transport journey from Spain to Portugal.

Journey Season Tint (◦C) Text (◦C) RHint (%) RHext (%)

1 Summer 20.6 24.3 66.9 52.3
2 Summer 29.2 29.3 38.2 38.8
3 Summer 29.7 32.9 34.7 37.7
4 Winter 13.7 15.1 76.9 72.5
5 Winter 16.4 15.2 56.9 57.2
6 Winter 11.6 6.8 36.4 57.5
7 Winter 12.6 9.7 52.9 56.9
8 Winter 14.6 19.8 52.6 44.7

Tint: inside temperature; Text: exterior temperature; RHint: inside relative humidity; HRext: exterior relative
humidity.
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4. Discussion

Since the beginning of the 20th century, pig production has continued to undergo
massive intensification and specialization in most industrialized countries, leading to
larger and fewer farms and abattoirs with increased distances between them [22]. Long-
distance transport has been reported to be physically, metabolically, and emotionally very
demanding for animals [23]. Thermal stress is one of the key factors that can exacerbate the
effects of long-distance transport on pig health and welfare [24]. In this context, the current
study shows that winter transport is thermally more unstable, with abrupt changes in
temperature and enthalpy compared to during the summer. These microclimatic conditions
have a clear impact on animal-based welfare indicators such as cortisol and glucose as
well as on pH after 45 min, but this difference disappears between the seasons after 24 h.
Overall, the results suggest that enthalpy during transport can be a useful non-invasive
indicator of animal welfare.

Thermal stress is defined by the inability to maintain a constant body temperature by
behavioral and physiological adaptation alone. This inability can result in heat stress or
cold stress and, in extreme or prolonged cases, welfare consequences can lead to multi-
organ failure and death [25]. The European Commission [16], has established a maximum
temperature at which livestock, including pigs, must be transported on long journeys
(i.e., 35 ◦C), but there are no accompanying limits for relative or absolute humidity. The
thermoneutral zone of 100 kg pigs is centered around 20 ◦C [26], but the results from the
current study show that temperature variations during transport vary much more widely,
from about 5 to 35 ◦C. The coefficients of variation and gradients in the relative humidity
and enthalpy were also high, especially in the winter, suggesting sudden shifts in the ther-
mal environment around the animals. The results from the physiological parameters and
the meat quality measurements suggest that pigs subjected to sharper enthalpy gradients
had poorer welfare.
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The enthalpy ranges reported here are similar to a previous study by the research
group that analyzed long-distance pig transport from the UK to Spain [15]. The psychro-
metric graphs underline the large differences between winter and summer journeys, with
higher temperatures and lower humidity in the former and the opposite in the winter, as
also seen in Seedorf et al. [27] and Lucas et al. [9]. Psychrometric graphs are not commonly
used to model the microenvironment around livestock during transport although they
can be used to calculate the absolute humidity and thus provide a better idea of the effort
that animals need to make to lose heat to the environment. Indeed, the THI index can be
graphed onto the psychrometric graphs themselves to designate danger zones. Using GPS
data, we could then backtrack and find where along the way the thermal microenvironment
may be more challenging on-board.

Extreme ambient temperatures during live transport are considered to be one of the
most relevant risk factors for injuries (both ambulatory and non-ambulatory) and deaths
on arrival rates, especially as transport generally occurs when microclimate conditions are
outside the ideal thermal comfort zone of the pigs [28]. However, the results presented
here suggest that even though there was no mortality among the 1920 pigs that were
transported, some winter journeys with high variation in temperature may be pushing
the coping abilities of the animals. Other authors [29] have observed marked mortality
and carcass defects in pigs transported in the winter compared to those transported in the
summer in Spain.

During long-distance transport pigs are exposed to stressful events such as a new
environments, new smells and noises, loading and unloading, mixing with unknown
animals, deprivation of food, among others factors [30]. Elevation of plasma cortisol and
glucose concentrations are considered to be more sensitive and reliable indicators to reflect
the intensity of the stress response during transport [31]. The results showed that the
animal-based measurements of the stress response, cortisol and glucose, showed significant
differences between the seasons, with the winter being more stressful than the summer.
These physiological measures validate the results concerning enthalpy rates. However,
for the plasma CK enzyme variable, no significant differences were found between the
summer and winter journeys. Although the average values we found for this enzyme
are three times higher than those reported in pigs of a similar category during journeys
of less than one hour in the Iberian Peninsula reported by Oliván et al. [32], CK is an
important biochemical marker used to measure muscle exhaustion and fatigue during
pig transport [33,34] because of the greater the amount of muscle microtrauma and the
greater passage of this enzyme to the extracellular environment [7]. It is possible that the
high CK levels found are the result of the interaction between thermal and environmental
conditions (sensory stimuli, social interactions, density), the duration of the journey, and
lairage time.

Acute thermal stress immediately before slaughter accelerates muscle glycogenolysis,
increases lactic acid concentration, and produces a rapid decrease in muscle pH early post-
mortem while the carcass is still hot [35]. In pigs, this results in pale, soft, and exudative
(PSE) meat characterized by a lower water holding capacity. In contrast, animals subjected
to chronic heat stress have reduced muscle glycogen reserves, leading to lower production
of lactic acid and dark, firm, and dry (DFD) meat characterized by high ultimate pH and
greater water holding capacity [36]. The results show that the pH after 45 min was affected
in the pigs that were transported in the winter, however the average values remained within
normal ranges. Surprisingly, at 24 h, this effect disappeared, which possibly related to the
good conditions of the vehicles and the logistics implemented for these types of journeys.
This may be due to the fact that European Legislation provides a series of guidelines that
have substantially improved animal transport in the region [18]. It is possible that the
same type of journey, without forced ventilation, could have greater heat stress effects on
product quality [37].
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5. Conclusions

Our results correspond to journeys under commercial conditions in specialized trucks,
with a modern pre-slaughter logistics chain and following European regulations governing
pork transport. Under these conditions, long-distance journeys during the winter in the
Iberian Peninsula presented abrupt variations in the rates of temperature change and air
enthalpy. These abrupt changes were reflected in higher values of cortisol and glucose,
but not in CK. Muscle pH was affected at 45 min although at 24 h, these effects were not
observed. Our study has shown that mitigation strategies to avoid thermal stress should
be aimed at controlling abrupt changes in rates of temperature change and air enthalpy
during long-distance transport.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, G.C.M.-d.l.L., M.V. and P.B.; methodology, M.V. and P.B.;
software, P.B.; validation, M.V. and R.B.-P.; formal analysis, P.B.; investigation, M.V. and N.F.-R.;
resources, M.V.; data curation, P.B.; writing—original draft preparation, G.C.M.-d.l.L.; writing—
review and editing, G.C.M.-d.l.L., M.V., R.B.-P., M.M. and N.F.-R.; visualization, G.C.M.-d.l.L.;
supervision, G.C.M.-d.l.L. and M.V.; project administration, M.V. and M.M.; funding acquisition, M.V.
and M.M. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded in part by the Madrid Community as part of the projects NEWGAN
(P2009/AGR-1704) and MEDGAN (P2013/ABI2913) and by the UK Government Department for
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) (project AW0940).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Ethical review and approval were waived for this study
because this study was conducted under commercial conditions that did not involve additional
manipulations to those required by the European Union regulations for the transport and slaughter
of pigs, which are mandatory.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The raw data have not been published or stored elsewhere but are
available upon request.

Acknowledgments: We thank Biurrun SL for their help in completing this work as well as the
abattoir Sicasal in Portugal.

Conflicts of Interest: The funders had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses,
or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or in the decision to publish the results.
The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Mur, L.; Martínez-López, B.; Costard, S.; de la Torre, A.; Jones, B.A.; Martínez, M.; Sánchez-Vizcaíno, F.; Muñoz, M.J.; Pfeiffer, D.U.;

Sánchez-Vizcaíno, J.M.; et al. Modular Framework to Assess the Risk of African Swine Fever Virus Entry into the European
Union. BMC Vet. Res. 2014, 10, 145. [CrossRef]

2. Livestock and Poultry: World Markets and Trade. Available online: https://www.fas.usda.gov/data/livestock-and-poultry-
world-markets-and-trade (accessed on 2 July 2021).

3. European Commission. Pigmeat CMO Committee 22 July 2021. Market Situation Europ. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/
info/sites/default/files/food-farming-fisheries/farming/documents/pig-market-situation_en.pdf (accessed on 30 July 2021).

4. Taylor, R.A.; Condoleo, R.; Simons, R.R.L.; Gale, P.; Kelly, L.A.; Snary, E.L. The Risk of Infection by African Swine Fever Virus in
European Swine Through Boar Movement and Legal Trade of Pigs and Pig Meat. Front. Vet. Sci. 2020, 6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Miranda-de la Lama, G.C.; Villarroel, M.; María, G.A. Livestock Transport from the Perspective of the Pre-Slaughter Logistic
Chain: A Review. Meat Sci. 2014, 98, 9–20. [CrossRef]

6. Voslarova, E.; Vecerek, V.; Passantino, A.; Chloupek, P.; Bedanova, I. Transport Losses in Finisher Pigs: Impact of Transport
Distance and Season of the Year. Asian-Australas J. Anim. Sci. 2017, 30, 119–124. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Machado, N.A.F.; Martin, J.E.; Barbosa-Filho, J.A.D.; Dias, C.T.S.; Pinheiro, D.G.; de Oliveira, K.P.L.; Souza-Junior, J.B.F.
Identification of Trailer Heat Zones and Associated Heat Stress in Weaner Pigs Transported by Road in Tropical Climates.
J. Therm. Biol. 2021, 97, 102882. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Mitchell, M.A.; Kettlewell, P.J. Engineering and Design of Vehicles for Long Distance Road Transport of Livestock (Ruminants,
Pigs and Poultry). Vet. Ital. 2008, 44, 13.

9. Lucas, E.M.; Randall, J.M.; Meneses, J.F. Potential for Evaporative Cooling during Heat Stress Periods in Pig Production in
Portugal (Alentejo). J. Agric. Eng. Res. 2000, 76, 363–371. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-10-145
https://www.fas.usda.gov/data/livestock-and-poultry-world-markets-and-trade
https://www.fas.usda.gov/data/livestock-and-poultry-world-markets-and-trade
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/food-farming-fisheries/farming/documents/pig-market-situation_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/food-farming-fisheries/farming/documents/pig-market-situation_en.pdf
http://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2019.00486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31998765
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2014.04.005
http://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.16.0265
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27189639
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2021.102882
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33863446
http://doi.org/10.1006/jaer.2000.0550


Animals 2021, 11, 2410 10 of 11

10. Eigenberg, R.A.; Brown-Brandl, T.M.; Nienaber, J.A. Development of a Livestock Weather Safety Monitor for Feedlot Cattle. Appl.
Eng. Agric. 2007, 23, 657–660. [CrossRef]

11. Gade, B.P.; Christensen, L.; Baltzer, M.; Petersen, V.J. Causes of Pre-Slaughter Mortality in Danish Slaughter Pigs with Special
Emphasis on Transport. Anim. Welf. 2007, 16, 459–470.

12. Barbosa Filho, J.; Silva, M.; Silva, I.; Coelho, A.; Savino, V. Behavior and Performance of Broiler Strains Reared under Semi-
Intensive System with Shaded Areas. Rev. Bras. Cienc. Avic. 2005, 7, 209–213. [CrossRef]

13. Curtis, S.E. Environmental Management in Animal Agriculture. Environ. Manag. Anim. Agric. 1983.
14. Barbosa Filho, J.A.D.; Vieira, F.M.C.; Fonseca, B.H.F.; Silva, I.J.O.; Garcia, D.B.; Hildebrand, A. Poultry Transport Microclimate

Analysis through Enthalpy Comfort Index (ECI): A Seasonal Assessment. Central theme, technology for all: Sharing the
knowledge for development. In Proceedings of the International Conference of Agricultural Engineering, XXXVII Brazilian
Congress of Agricultural Engineering, International Livestock Environment Symposium-ILES VIII, Iguassu Falls City, Brazil,
31 August–4 September 2008.

15. Villarroel, M.; Barreiro, P.; Kettlewell, P.; Farish, M.; Mitchell, M. Time Derivatives in Air Temperature and Enthalpy as Non-
Invasive Welfare Indicators during Long Distance Animal Transport. Biosyst. Eng. 2011, 110, 253–260. [CrossRef]

16. EUR-Lex-02005R0001-20191214-EN-EUR-Lex. Available online: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=
CELEX%3A02005R0001-20191214 (accessed on 2 July 2021).

17. de Meteorología, A.E. Visor del Atlas climático de la Península y Baleares-Agencia Estatal de Meteorología-AEMET. Gobierno
de España. Available online: http://www.aemet.es/es/serviciosclimaticos/datosclimatologicos/atlas_climatico/visor_atlas_
climatico (accessed on 2 July 2021).

18. Veissier, I.; Butterworth, A.; Bock, B.; Roe, E. European Approaches to Ensure Good Animal Welfare. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 2008,
113, 279–297. [CrossRef]

19. Knudsen, C.G. Livestock Hot Weather Stress; National Weather Service Central Region; National Academy Press: Washington, WA,
USA, 1976; pp. 31–76.

20. Ingram, D.L. Evaporative Cooling in the Pig. Nature 1965, 207, 415–416. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
21. Barbosa Filho, J.A.D.; Queiroz, M.L.V.; de Brasil, D.F.; Vieira, F.M.C.; Silva, I.J.O. Transport of Broilers: Load Microclimate during

Brazilian Summer. Eng. Agríc. 2014, 34, 405–412. [CrossRef]
22. Wilhelmsson, S.; Andersson, M.; Arvidsson, I.; Dahlqvist, C.; Hemsworth, P.H.; Yngvesson, J.; Hultgren, J. Physical Workload and

Psychosocial Working Conditions in Swedish Pig Transport Drivers. Int. J. Ind. Ergon. 2021, 83, 103124. [CrossRef]
23. Gerritzen, M.A.; Hindle, V.A.; Steinkamp, K.; Reimert, H.G.M.; van der Werf, J.T.N.; Marahrens, M. The Effect of Reduced

Loading Density on Pig Welfare during Long Distance Transport. Animal 2013, 7, 1849–1857. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Garrido-Izard, M.; Correa, E.-C.; Requejo, J.-M.; Villarroel, M.; Diezma, B. Phase Space Analysis of Pig Ear Skin Temperature

during Air and Road Transport. Appl. Sci. 2019, 9, 5527. [CrossRef]
25. Nielsen, S.S.; Alvarez, J.; Bicout, D.J.; Calistri, P.; Depner, K.; Drewe, J.A.; Garin-Bastuji, B.; Rojas, J.L.G.; Schmidt, C.G.; Michel, V.;

et al. Welfare of Pigs at Slaughter. EFSA J. 2020, 18, e06148. [CrossRef]
26. Kyriazakis, I.; Whittemore, C.T. (Eds.) Whittemore’s Science and Practice of Pig Production, 3rd ed.; Blackwell Pub: Oxford, UK;

Ames, IA, USA, 2006; ISBN 978-1-4051-2448-5.
27. Seedorf, J.; Hartung, J.; Schröder, M.; Linkert, K.H.; Pedersen, S.; Takai, H.; Johnsen, J.O.; Metz, J.H.M.; Groot Koerkamp, P.W.G.;

Uenk, G.H.; et al. Temperature and Moisture Conditions in Livestock Buildings in Northern Europe. J. Agric. Eng. Res. 1998,
70, 49–57. [CrossRef]

28. Fox, J.; Widowski, T.; Torrey, S.; Nannoni, E.; Bergeron, R.; Gonyou, H.W.; Brown, J.A.; Crowe, T.; Mainau, E.; Faucitano, L.
Water Sprinkling Market Pigs in a Stationary Trailer. 1. Effects on Pig Behaviour, Gastrointestinal Tract Temperature and Trailer
Micro-Climate. Livest. Sci. 2014, 160, 113–123. [CrossRef]

29. Gosálvez, L.F.; Averós, X.; Valdelvira, J.J.; Herranz, A. Influence of Season, Distance and Mixed Loads on the Physical and Carcass
Integrity of Pigs Transported to Slaughter. Meat Sci. 2006, 73, 553–558. [CrossRef]

30. López-Arjona, M.; Escribano, D.; Mateo, S.V.; Contreras-Aguilar, M.D.; Rubio, C.P.; Tecles, F.; Cerón, J.J.; Martínez-Subiela, S.
Changes in Oxytocin Concentrations in Saliva of Pigs after a Transport and during Lairage at Slaughterhouse. Res. Vet. Sci. 2020,
133, 26–30. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Wei, S.; Xu, H.; Xia, D.; Zhao, R. Curcumin Attenuates the Effects of Transport Stress on Serum Cortisol Concentration,
Hippocampal NO Production, and BDNF Expression in the Pig. Domest. Anim. Endocrinol. 2010, 39, 231–239. [CrossRef]

32. Oliván, M.; Fernández-Suárez, V.; Díaz-Martínez, F.; Sierra, V.; Coto-Montes, A.; de Luxán-Delgado, B.; Peña, R.; Bassols, A.;
Fàbrega, E.; Dalmau, A.; et al. Identification of Biomarkers of Stress in Meat of Pigs Managed under Different Mixing Treatments.
Biotechnol. J. Int. 2016, 1–13. [CrossRef]

33. Correa, J.A.; Gonyou, H.; Torrey, S.; Widowski, T.; Bergeron, R.; Crowe, T.; Laforest, J.-P.; Faucitano, L. Welfare of Pigs Being
Transported over Long Distances Using a Pot-Belly Trailer during Winter and Summer. Animals 2014, 4, 200–213. [CrossRef]

34. Sommavilla, R.; Faucitano, L.; Gonyou, H.; Seddon, Y.; Bergeron, R.; Widowski, T.; Crowe, T.; Connor, L.; Scheeren, M.B.;
Goumon, S.; et al. Season, Transport Duration and Trailer Compartment Effects on Blood Stress Indicators in Pigs: Relationship
to Environmental, Behavioral and Other Physiological Factors, and Pork Quality Traits. Animals 2017, 7, 8. [CrossRef]

35. Owens, C.M.; Alvarado, C.Z.; Sams, A.R. Research Developments in Pale, Soft, and Exudative Turkey Meat in North America1.
Poult. Sci. 2009, 88, 1513–1517. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.13031/2013.23666
http://doi.org/10.1590/S1516-635X2005000400003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biosystemseng.2011.07.011
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02005R0001-20191214
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02005R0001-20191214
http://www.aemet.es/es/serviciosclimaticos/datosclimatologicos/atlas_climatico/visor_atlas_climatico
http://www.aemet.es/es/serviciosclimaticos/datosclimatologicos/atlas_climatico/visor_atlas_climatico
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2008.01.008
http://doi.org/10.1038/207415a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5885859
http://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-69162014000300003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ergon.2021.103124
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731113001523
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24001436
http://doi.org/10.3390/app9245527
http://doi.org/10.2903/j.efsa.2020.6148
http://doi.org/10.1006/jaer.1997.0284
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2013.12.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2006.02.007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2020.08.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32919235
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.domaniend.2010.06.004
http://doi.org/10.9734/BBJ/2016/22402
http://doi.org/10.3390/ani4020200
http://doi.org/10.3390/ani7020008
http://doi.org/10.3382/ps.2009-00008


Animals 2021, 11, 2410 11 of 11

36. Gonzalez-Rivas, P.A.; Chauhan, S.S.; Ha, M.; Fegan, N.; Dunshea, F.R.; Warner, R.D. Effects of Heat Stress on Animal Physiology,
Metabolism, and Meat Quality: A Review. Meat Sci. 2020, 162, 108025. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Miranda-de la Lama, G.C. Transport and Pre-Slaughter Logistics: Definitions and Current Tendencies in Animal Welfare and
Meat Quality. Vet. Mex. 2013, 44, 31–56.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2019.108025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31841730

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Description 
	Enthalpy Assessment 
	Slaughter 
	Physiological Assessment 
	pH Measurements 
	Enthalpy Models and Statistical Analyzes 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

