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Introduction 

Climate change and carbon neutrality have become key 
topics in extensive livestock industries in recent years as man-
kind attempts to meet its commitments to restricting global 
warming (United Nations, 2015). Initial impressions are that 
extensive livestock systems involving low cattle stocking rates 
over large rangeland areas are inefficient and produce more 
greenhouse gases (GHG) per harvested animal compared with 
intensive systems. Extensive livestock enterprises are often lo-
cated in dry geographical areas with increasingly inconsistent 

rainfall, making them vulnerable to the impacts of climate 
change (Huang et al., 2017). Changing and more variable cli-
mates require producers to adapt their management practices 
to remain sustainable and increase enterprise resilience (Rust, 
2019). In these environments, understanding the relationship 
between nutrient availability and animal performance is vital.

Key constraints to mitigating the effects of climate change 
in extensive livestock enterprises are the sheer scale of oper-
ations, their low input management strategies, and the logis-
tical inability to collect production and environmental data 
on a regular basis. However, the advent of the precision tech-
nology revolution has provided a wide range of opportunities 
to capture high-value data in these extensive livestock enter-
prises. This is being realized in intensive livestock systems 
(González et al., 2018) and cropping enterprises (Shafi et al., 
2019; Oliveira et al., 2020) but is yet to reach its full potential in 
the extensive livestock sector.

Advances in the genetic potential of beef cattle, and the in-
corporation of Bos indicus breeds, have extended the reach of 
beef enterprises into more marginal agricultural regions. The 
question now remains how we can utilize these cattle to gen-
erate profits for producers from these highly variable rangelands 
through precision livestock management (PLM) while at the 
same time conserving this fragile ecosystem. Subtropical and 
tropical grasslands account for a substantial portion of the 
world’s available arable land. Humankind must continue to im-
prove sustainable food production systems to feed the world’s 
projected 9.8 billion people by 2050. Our objective is to identify 
the major advances in PLM technologies that allow mankind 
to achieve this outcome.

The scope of PLM
PLM is not a new concept. It has allowed the beef producer 

to progress from being paid dollars per head, to dollars per 
kilogram carcass weight, and from locating cattle via the sound 
from a cowbell to the use of Global Positioning System (GPS). 
Although PLM has developed over time and greatly increased 
productivity in intensive livestock systems, the next gener-
ation of PLM technologies, such as on-animal sensors (i.e., 
“smart-tags”), off-animal sensors (i.e., walk-over-weigh), and 

Implications

• Precision livestock management (PLM) technologies 
will allow producers to learn more about the limits to 
production efficiency on their enterprise. 

• From this information, producers will be able to make 
more assertive decisions to improve enterprise efficien-
cies and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

• PLM technologies will allow producers to access new 
markets and incentive programs which will increase en-
terprise revenue.

• Leveraging PLM technologies will increase the envir-
onmental sustainability of enterprises, ensuring produ-
cers retain social license to operate.

• Future software will need to be capable of integrating 
the multiple data streams being produced to maintain 
on-property financial and environmental resilience.
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remote sensors (i.e., satellite imagery), will provide opportun-
ities for extensive livestock industries to significantly increase 
the granularity of data and allow management decisions to be 
based on a greater diversity of more informative descriptors 
of production efficiency. Reductions in labor requirements also 
cannot be discounted. PLM technologies provide livestock en-
terprises with high-resolution and high-frequency data streams 
which are currently difficult or unrealistic to obtain in exten-
sive systems. PLM technologies also exist for the physical man-
agement of cattle in extensive systems. Commercially available 
management options include automated drafting, virtual fen-
cing, and drone mustering. These technologies are also likely to 
be beneficial through labor reductions. However, in this article, 
we focus on technologies that increase the granularity of pro-
duction system information to inform management decisions.

Berckmans (2017) suggested that PLM technologies will 
deliver increased efficiency and sustainability in livestock pro-
duction while also improving welfare outcomes and enabling 
traceability of product along the supply chain. Despite slow pro-
gress over the last decade, demand-led innovation has seen the 
formation of numerous AgriTech businesses that supply PLM 
products into the extensive livestock marketplace, suggesting a 
potential period of industry emergence and maturation.

A developing market exists for PLM technologies in miti-
gating the impacts of climate change in extensive livestock 
enterprises. Government organizations and industry bodies 
are increasingly developing policy that moves toward carbon 
neutrality (Alves et al., 2017; Slade, 2018; Red Meat Advisory 
Council, 2020). These policies either incentivize carbon reduc-
tion or penalize GHG emissions. PLM technologies can lead 
the way under both incentive and penalty scenarios through 
improving production efficiencies, automating access to carbon 
abatement schemes, or increasing market access through 
validating climate positive livestock products.

Sustainable Production through Resilient 
Livestock Enterprises

PLM technologies allow for objective and more frequent 
observation of traditional performance measures. Using PLM 
technologies, there is potential for producers to know the lo-
cation of their livestock (Bailey et  al., 2018) or be alerted 
during dog predation events (Manning et al., 2014) using GPS. 
Producers can measure how their livestock are performing 
using walk-over-weigh or partial-weigh technologies in real 
time (Menzies et al., 2018; Cantor et al., 2020), and any disrup-
tions to performance can be investigated using accelerometers 
to assess physical activity which may be indicative of disease 
(Tobin et al., 2020), birth events (Chang et al., 2020; Fogarty 
et al., 2020), or even to monitor rumination behavior (Wolfger 
et al., 2015) and predict feed intake (Greenwood et al., 2017). 
Supplementary data streams that provide environmental infor-
mation are also available for integration (Fogarty et al., 2021). 
For example, multispectral imagery can estimate the amount 
of available forage at varying spatial resolutions (Handcock 
et al., 2016), and weather station mesh networks can provide 

information to predict pasture growth at the sub-paddock level 
and alert producers to risk periods for heat stress. Past the farm 
gate, on-animal sensors can provide information on the impact 
of extreme heat or cold events during transport and lairage 
(Rashamol et al., 2019). These technologies are a reality now, 
and commercial devices are becoming available for incorpor-
ation into extensive livestock enterprises.

The greatest value from PLM technologies will be real-
ized when combinations of data streams across a property 
and supply chain are leveraged to inform decision-making. 
Research is yet to generate models that could be incorporated 
into commercial platforms, but increasingly, authors are noting 
their potential (Tedeschi et  al., 2021). Through analysis and 
predictive modeling, integrated PLM data streams could pro-
vide producers with an information-dense online interface that 
offers real-time data pertinent to maintaining a high-efficiency 
enterprise, thus reducing GHG emissions.

PLM data streams with interpretive modeling could monitor, 
forecast, and validate livestock productivity and feed base avail-
ability at a sub-paddock level. These data would inform day-
to-day management, accurately estimating viable stocking rates 
and providing rapid alerts where interventions such as pad-
dock movements or supplementation are required to maintain 
sustainable levels of productivity. Forecasted production data 
could also alert producers when livestock are approaching exit 
weights, ensuring producers are not penalized for missing speci-
fication or maintaining livestock unnecessarily. The removal of 
individual animals not achieving production specifications from 
extensive beef production enterprises will assist with enter-
prise profitability. Using the phenotypic data captured through 
whole-of-system and supply chain monitoring, producers could 
select for highly efficient and resilient livestock within their en-
terprise. These data could also be incorporated into genetic 
evaluation platforms to progress the genetic potential of the na-
tional herd. Traits that are difficult to capture in extensive en-
terprises such as reproductive performance could become easily 
accessible, and new traits, specific to PLM technologies, such as 
grazing distribution preference would become available (Bailey 
et al., 2006). In effect, the incorporation of PLM technologies 
into extensive enterprises will provide producers with the op-
portunity to assess whole-of-system performance and use the 
captured data for benchmarking, identifying GHG emission in-
efficiencies, and increasing enterprise resilience.

Accessing New Revenue Streams and 
Retaining Social License to Operate

Carbon abatement programs
Livestock systems are responsible for approximately 15% of the 

global GHG emission (Gerssen-Gondelach et al., 2017). Abatement 
programs provide opportunities for producers to increase income 
through management and measurement of carbon emissions and 
sequestration within their enterprise. One example of this is offered 
through the Emissions Reduction Fund (ERF) in Australia (Clean 
Energy Regulator). The ERF’s beef cattle herd management project 
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incentivizes high-efficiency livestock production through regular 
monitoring of livestock growth rates and comparison to a standard 
growth rate (Department of the Environment and Energy, 2017). 
The method emphasizes the production of faster-growing livestock, 
which in turn will produce less GHG emissions during their time in 
extensive production systems (Mayberry et al., 2019). The current 
method for capturing project production data requires livestock 
to be weighed up to four times per year. Although most weighing 
events will typically coincide with other management interventions, 
there is scope to increase the frequency and ease of data capture 
with validation using PLM technologies such as walk-over-weigh or 
partial-weigh systems. Incorporating integrated PLM technologies 
into beef production systems can support decision-making to re-
duce climate impact on-farm, improve efficiency, and subsequently 
achieve levels of production that qualify for ERF incentivization. 
PLM technologies often have preexisting database infrastructure 
that would allow fast and secure transfer of performance data to 
carbon abatement schemes, giving multiple producers rapid access 
as part of their service.

Meat and Livestock Australia predicts that approximately 
US$60 million will be invested by 2030 on initiatives to capture 
revenue from carbon credits alone based on their key perform-
ance indicators, with a benefit:cost ratio of 13:1 as the potential 
investment return for each dollar (Red Meat Advisory Council, 
2020). Key constraints to accessing these incentive programs 
are the difficulty for producers to register and subsequent regu-
latory on-costs. In some incentive schemes, carbon credits can 
be aggregated across multiple enterprises. Aggregation can be 
undertaken by a third party more capable of the regulatory en-
vironment, reducing the access barriers for producers.

In contrast to substituting traditional measurement tech-
niques, opportunities exist for PLM technologies to become 

the key measurement tool for carbon abatement schemes. As 
previously described, high-resolution PLM data could be used 
to inform key measures of enterprise efficiency and employed 
to estimate subsequent carbon emissions where other types of 
measurement are impractical. Key metrics such as pasture in-
take (Greenwood et al., 2017), animal activity (Chang et al., 
2020), liveweight, mortality, and reproductive performance 
(Menzies et al., 2018) could be used to calculate an individual 
animal’s carbon emissions index, with benchmarking and 
carbon abatement amounts being calculated daily. A simplified 
diagram (Figure 1) summarizes the concept of adoption of 
PLM in conjunction with GHG abatement programs.

Reducing economic barriers to trade
Livestock industries must address the issue of GHG emis-

sions or risk losing market access and social license to operate 
(Ramirez, 2018; Red Meat Advisory Council, 2020). Access 
to new markets through branded products such as paddock-
to-plate, grass-fed, organic, and high-welfare certification has 
increased product value for some producers. Climate-smart 
animal products have begun to enter the market and indica-
tions suggest that demand will increase for ethically sourced 
products (Le, 2018). The North Australian Pastoral Company 
(NAPCo) has launched a carbon neutral product, “Five-
Founders” (North Australian Pastoral Company, 2021), while 
the Brazilian Agricultural Research Corporation (EMBRAPA) 
has promoted the system-wide concept of “Brazilian Carbon 
Neutral” beef (Alves et al., 2017). In contrast, in Canada, the 
government announced a raise in tax for high emission prod-
ucts, such as beef, as a stimulus for consumers to shift their 
consumption to lower emission alternatives (Slade, 2018). 

Figure 1. Summarized approach of data from precision technologies’ integration in carbon abatements program. Abbreviation: IoT, Internet of things.
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Consumers demand high transparency along the supply chain, 
and PLM technology could act to validate certification claims 
and provide consumers with access to end-product emission es-
timates from across the supply chain, with particular focus on 
extensive livestock systems (Alfian et al., 2017).

Research and Development Focus 
Moving Forward

Despite increasing activity in the sector, the AgriTech in-
dustry has many limitations to overcome before becoming 
commonplace in extensive livestock enterprises. The two key 
constraints—hardware limitations (including connectivity) 
and tangible value to producers—continue to limit uptake and 
adoption of PLM technologies. Research in the sector has iden-
tified multiple opportunities to improve the value proposition of 
AgriTech in extensive livestock industries (Bailey et al., 2018), 
but the incorporation of findings into commercially available 
technologies has been limited. Often their incorporation into 
the extensive industry has been considered at a higher, industry-
wide level with little consideration for the end user who must ul-
timately make the decision to invest in products on offer. These 
views have resulted in poor adoption and uptake by producers. 
The PLM technologies showing greatest promise will be those 
with tangible, real-time value for producers, while providing cli-
mate positive outcomes. This value could be added through de-
vices having several applications, for example preventing stock 
theft, monitoring grazing patterns of livestock, and detecting 
adverse health or welfare events. Devices need to be quick and 
simple to apply to fit in with normal husbandry procedures and 
they must be accessible for everyone, not just those with good 
connectivity. Adoption among producers is improved when 
they have access to accurate information. Considering social 
factors is also important. Therefore, extension activities should 
be targeted at well-respected producers in specific areas (Liu 
et  al., 2018). Climate change policy will continue to develop, 
and extensive livestock operations will be impacted. Dependent 
on strategies for carbon abatement, PLM technologies will 
inform graziers on opportunities to increase system efficiency or 
allow access to additional revenue streams. To do this, research 
and development within the scientific and commercial sectors 
need to focus on opportunities for climate impact validation. 
Moving forward, research should look to integrate the multiple 
data streams being produced on-property to allow producers to 
make the right decisions to minimize climate impact on-farm. 
Whole-of-system integration will increase opportunities for 
carbon abatement. To realize these opportunities, development 
should be undertaken collaboratively between scientific and 
commercial sectors, ensuring fit-for-purpose hardware, models, 
and software attractive to the end user.

Author Contributions

T.W., D.C., C.W., and P.W. contributed substantively to the 
production of this document. T.W. prepared the initial draft. 
D.C., C.W., and P.W. reviewed and revised the draft.

Conflict of interest statement. The authors declare that the 
research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or 
financial relationships that could be construed as a potential 
conflict of interest.

About the Authors

Dr Thomas Williams completed his undergraduate and postgraduate 
studies at Charles Sturt University before working as a Postdoc within 
the large ruminant health team. His research has focused on established 
and developing industries, assessing the interactions between parasites, 
wildlife hosts, farming practices, and livestock disease. More recently, 
his work has investigated novel therapeutics and point-of-decision diag-
nostic tools for improved cattle health and production outcomes in ex-
tensive and intensive systems. In 2020, he joined the Precision Livestock 
Management group at CQUniversity where he now works developing 
remote monitoring technologies for the Northern Beef Industry. His 
interests include improving efficiency and welfare in extensive livestock 
systems using emerging precision technologies. Corresponding author: 
t.m.williams@cqu.edu.au

Cara Wilson is a Research 
Officer in the Precision 
Livestock Management team at 
Central Queensland University 
in Rockhampton. Her research 
focuses on the utilization of 
AgriTech Technologies in live-
stock traceability systems and 
using these technologies to de-
tect livestock health and wel-
fare issues throughout the value 
chain. Integrating data from pre-
farm gate to abattoir and beyond 
has the potential to improve our 
biosecurity systems and market 
access. She also works as a 
STEM Project Officer where she 

develops and implements programs centered around getting children ex-
cited about STEM and thinking about careers in STEM. She has com-
pleted a BEqSci, BSc (HonsI), and PhD at Charles Sturt University in 
Wagga Wagga. Her passions are conducting research that provides prac-
tical and sustainable outcomes to industry and sharing the results with 
the wider community.

mailto:t.m.williams@cqu.edu.au?subject=


67October 2021, Vol. 11, No. 5

Literature Cited
Alfian, G., J. Rhee, H. Ahn, J. Lee, U. Farooq, M.F. Ijaz, and M.A. Syaekhoni. 

2017. Integration of RFID, wireless sensor networks, and data mining in an 
e-pedigree food traceability system. J. Food Eng. 212:65–75. doi:10.1016/j.
jfoodeng.2017.05.008

Alves,  F.V., R.G.  Almeida, and V.A.  Laura. 2017. Carbon neutral Brazilian 
beef: a new concept for sustainable beef production in the tropics. In: 
EMBRAPA, editor. Brasilia (DF, Brazil): Brazilian Agricultural Research 
Corporation (EMBRAPA).  https://ainfo.cnptia.embrapa.br/digital/bit-
stream/item/167390/1/Carbon-neutral-brazilian-beef.pdf

Bailey, D.W., M.G. Trotter, C.W. Knight, and M.G. Thomas. 2018. Use of GPS 
tracking collars and accelerometers for rangeland livestock production re-
search. Transl. Anim. Sci. 2:81–88. doi:10.1093/tas/txx006

Bailey,  D.W., H.C.V.  Wagoner, and R.  Weinmeister. 2006. Individual 
animal selection has the potential to improve uniformity of grazing 
on foothill Rangeland. Rangeland Ecol. Manag. 59(4):351–358. 
doi:10.2111/04-165R2.1

Berckmans,  D. 2017. General introduction to precision livestock farming. 
Anim. Front. 7(1):6–11. doi:10.2527/af.2017.0102

Cantor,  M.C., C.H.  Pertuisel, and J.H.C.  Costa. 2020. Technical Note: 
Estimating body weight of dairy calves with a partial-weight scale attached 
to an automated milk feeder. J. Dairy Sci. 103:1914–1919. doi:10.3168/
jds.2019-16918

Chang,  A.Z., D.L.  Swain, and M.G.  Trotter. 2020. Towards sensor-based 
calving detection in the rangelands: a systematic review of credible be-
havioral and physiological indicators. Transl. Anim. Sci. 4:txaa155. 
doi:10.1093/tas/txaa155 

Department of the Environment and Energy. 2017. Carbon credits (Carbon 
farming initiative—beef cattle herd management) methodology determin-
ation 2015. Canberra (Australia): Department of the Environment and 
Energy: Australian Government, Federal Register of Legislation.

Fogarty,  E.S., D.L.  Swain, G.M.  Cronin, L.E.  Moraes, D.W.  Bailey, and 
M.  Trotter. 2021. Developing a simulated online model that integrates 
GNSS, accelerometer and weather data to detect parturition events 
in grazing sheep: a machine learning approach. Animals 11(2):303. 
doi:10.3390/ani11020303

Fogarty, E.S., D.L. Swain, G.M. Cronin, L.E. Moraes, and M. Trotter. 2020. 
Can accelerometer ear tags identify behavioural changes in sheep asso-
ciated with parturition? Anim. Reprod. Sci. 216:106345. doi:10.1016/j.
anireprosci.2020.106345

Gerssen-Gondelach,  S.J., R.B.G.  Lauwerijssen, P.  Havlík, M.  Herrero, 
H.  Valin, A.P.C.  Faaij, and B.  Wicke. 2017. Intensification pathways for 
beef and dairy cattle production systems: impacts on GHG emissions, land 
occupation and land use change. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 240:135–147. 
doi:10.1016/j.agee.2017.02.012

González, L.A., I. Kyriazakis, and L.O. Tedeschi. 2018. Review: Precision nu-
trition of ruminants: approaches, challenges and potential gains. Animal 
12(s2):s246–s261. doi:10.1017/S1751731118002288

Greenwood, P.L., D.R. Paull, J. McNally, T. Kalinowski, D. Ebert, B. Little, 
D.V.  Smith, A.  Rahman, P.  Valencia, A.B.  Ingham, et  al. 2017. Use of 
sensor-determined behaviours to develop algorithms for pasture intake by 
individual grazing cattle. Crop Pasture Sci. 68(12):1091–1099. doi:10.1071/
CP16383

Handcock,  R.N., D.L.  Gobbett, L.A.  Gonzalez, G.J.  Bishop-Hurley, and 
S.L.  McGavin. 2016. A pilot project combining multispectral proximal 
sensors and digital cameras for monitoring tropical pastures. Biogeosciences 
13(16):4673–4695. doi:10.5194/bg-13-4673-2016

Huang, J., H. Yu, A. Dai, Y. Wei, and L. Kang. 2017. Drylands face potential 
threat under 2 °C global warming target. Nat. Clim. Change 7(6):417–422. 
doi:10.1038/nclimate3275

Le, B. 2018. Cleaning our hands of dirty factory farming: the future of meat 
production is almost here. Aus. Q. 89(4):30–35. 

Liu,  T., R.J.F.  Bruins, and M.T.  Heberling. 2018. Factors influencing 
farmers’ adoption of best management practices: a review and synthesis. 
Sustainability 10:432. doi:10.3390/su10020432

Manning,  J.K., E.S.  Fogarty, M.G.  Trotter, D.A.  Schneider, P.C.  Thomson, 
R.D. Bush, and G.M. Cronin. 2014. A pilot study into the use of global 
navigation satellite system technology to quantify the behavioural re-
sponses of sheep during simulated dog predation events. Anim. Prod. Sci. 
54(10):1676–1681. doi:10.1071/AN14221

Mayberry, D., H. Bartlett, J. Moss, T. Davison, and M. Herrero. 2019. Pathways 
to carbon-neutrality for the Australian red meat sector. Agric. Syst. 175:13–
21. doi:10.1016/j.agsy.2019.05.009

Meat Industry Strategic Plan: Misp 2020, Including Outlook to 2030. 
Canberra (Australia): Red Meat Advisory Council. https://www.mla.com.
au/globalassets/mla-corporate/generic/about-mla/misp-2020.pdf.

Peter Wynn is an Adjunct 
Professor who holds a PhD from 
the University of Sydney and has 
developed a career in teaching 
and investigating limitations 
to the productivity of grazing 
ruminants and pigs at Sydney 
and Charles Sturt Universities 
after periods of research on 
wool and growth physiology 
with Commonwealth Scientific 
and Industrial Research 
Organisation and on the physi-
ology of stress at the  National 
Institutes of Health Bethesda 
Maryland. In recent years, he 
has led an Australian Centre 

for International Agricultural Research program to support extension 
services for small-holder dairy farmers in Pakistan. 

Diogo Costa is a Senior Research Officer at Central Queensland 
University. His passion for agriculture and livestock led him to study 
agronomy at the University of Sao Paulo (USP). His involvement with 
research started there and continued to develop over the years with a 
Masters at USP and a PhD at the University of Queensland. Over the 
past 20 yr, he has developed extensive experience in a research career 
focusing on cattle production in grazing and feedlot systems. He is 
currently working on a project looking into the use of cutting-edge 
technology for sensing calving and calf  loss. Gathering data to help pro-
ducers address perinatal calf  mortality remains a significant challenge 
in extensive grazing landscapes, and his main goal is to evaluate and 
enhance tools and systems to provide this critical missing information, 
working directly with producers to identify their needs and deliver prac-
tical solutions to the livestock industries.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2017.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2017.05.008
https://ainfo.cnptia.embrapa.br/digital/bitstream/item/167390/1/Carbon-neutral-brazilian-beef.pdf
https://ainfo.cnptia.embrapa.br/digital/bitstream/item/167390/1/Carbon-neutral-brazilian-beef.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/tas/txx006
https://doi.org/10.2111/04-165R2.1
https://doi.org/10.2527/af.2017.0102
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-16918
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-16918
https://doi.org/10.1093/tas/txaa155
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11020303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anireprosci.2020.106345
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anireprosci.2020.106345
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2017.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731118002288
https://doi.org/10.1071/CP16383
https://doi.org/10.1071/CP16383
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-13-4673-2016
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3275
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10020432
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN14221
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2019.05.009
https://www.mla.com.au/globalassets/mla-corporate/generic/about-mla/misp-2020.pdf
https://www.mla.com.au/globalassets/mla-corporate/generic/about-mla/misp-2020.pdf


68 Animal Frontiers

Menzies, D., K.P. Patison, N.J. Corbet, and D.L. Swain. 2018. Using Walk-
over-Weighing technology for parturition date determination in beef cattle. 
Anim. Prod. Sci. 58(9):1743–1750. doi:10.1071/AN16694

North Australian Pastoral Company. 2021. Five founders natural beef. North 
Australian Pastoral Company. Available from https://fivefounders.com.au/
our-difference/ [accessed August 02, 2021]. 

Oliveira, M.R.R., S.G. Ribeiro, J. Mas, and A.S. Teixeira. 2020. Advances 
in hyperspectral sensing in agriculture: a review. Rev. Ciênc. Agron 
51:1–12. doi:10.5935/1806-6690.20200096

Ramirez, J. 2018. Quantifying the impact of MLA’s supply chain sustainability 
program in contributing to the Australian red meat industry’s social li-
cense to operate. Final report. North Sydney (NSW, Australia): Meat and 
Livestock Australia; p. 1–54. 

Rashamol, V.P., V. Sejian, P. Pragna, A.M. Lees, M. Bagath, G. Krishnan, 
and J.B.  Gaughan. 2019. Prediction models, assessment methodolo-
gies and biotechnological tools to quantify heat stress response in 
ruminant livestock. Int. J.  Biometeorol. 63:1265–1281. doi:10.1007/
s00484-019-01735-9

Rust, J.M. 2019. The impact of  climate change on extensive and intensive live-
stock production systems. Anim. Front. 9:20–25. doi:10.1093/af/vfy028

Shafi,  U., R.  Mumtaz, J.  García-Nieto, S.A.  Hassan, S.A.R.  Zaidi, and 
N.  Iqbal. 2019. Precision agriculture techniques and practices: from 
considerations to applications. Sensors 19(17):3796. doi:10.3390/
s19173796

Slade,  P. 2018. The effects of pricing Canadian livestock emissions. Can. 
J. Agric. Econ. 66(2):305–329. doi:10.1111/cjag.12157

Tedeschi,  L.O., P.L.  Greenwood, and I.  Halachmi. 2021. Advancements in 
sensor technology and decision support intelligent tools to assist smart live-
stock farming. J. Anim. Sci. 99(2). doi:10.1093/jas/skab038 

Tobin, C., D.W. Bailey, M.G. Trotter, and L. O′Connor. 2020. Sensor based 
disease detection: a case study using accelerometers to recognize symp-
toms of Bovine Ephemeral Fever. Comput. Electron. Agric. 175:105605. 
doi:10.1016/j.compag.2020.105605

United Nations. 2015. The Paris agreement. United Nations. Available from 
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/english_paris_agreement.pdf [accessed 
July 30, 2021].

Wolfger,  B., E.  Timsit, E.A.  Pajor, N.  Cook, H.W.  Barkema, and K.  Orsel. 
2015. Technical Note: Accuracy of an ear tag-attached accelerometer to 
monitor rumination and feeding behavior in feedlot cattle. J. Anim. Sci. 
93:3164–3168. doi:10.2527/jas.2014-8802

https://doi.org/10.1071/AN16694
https://fivefounders.com.au/our-difference/
https://fivefounders.com.au/our-difference/
https://doi.org/10.5935/1806-6690.20200096
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00484-019-01735-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00484-019-01735-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/af/vfy028
https://doi.org/10.3390/s19173796
https://doi.org/10.3390/s19173796
https://doi.org/10.1111/cjag.12157
https://doi.org/10.1093/jas/skab038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compag.2020.105605
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/english_paris_agreement.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2014-8802

