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e Broiler is placed on it’s back in a V-shaped cradle (max 5 min) pasture pasture Live birdweight Carcass weight
e Latency to righten (sec) was recorded, with longer latencies
indicative of greater levels of fearfulness. e Birds from open pastures were more fearful than those from silvopastures
h e Birds in both treatments had stronger legs (longer latencies) than
Leg strengt. commercially-raised broilers (mean latency of 299 sec in birds with ,
Latency to lie test(LTL) (Berg & Sanotra, 2003) balanced gait) (webster et al., 2008)
e Broller is placed in 1-3 cm of lukewarm water (max 10 min) . .
e Latency to lie down (sec) was recorded, with longer latencies Max. coop temperatures were lower in silvopastures than open pastures
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e Feed intake: weighed feed on days 1, 15, 23, 25, 42 Silvopasture 9> > 0 Conclusion
e Feed conversion ratio: feed consumed (kg) / body weight (kg) | | |
e Weights (kg): individual bird weights on day 42 and cut carcass weight e Birds from silvopastures had healthier footpads and hocks compared to Broilers in the silvopasture system showed improved welfare
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