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Graphical Abstract

Summary
We characterized how activity patterns of group-housed dairy calves are influenced by space allowances 
ranging from current industry-recommended minimum (3.7 m2/calf ), to estimates of average on-farm space 
allowance in the United States (4.6 m2/calf ), to more generous space (5.6 m2/calf ). Using data collected 
from leg-based accelerometers, we found that pen-level daily average standing time was not affected by 
space allowance, but calves had more frequent and shorter standing bouts with increasing space. Within-
pen variability in daily and hourly standing time decreased with increasing space, implying greater social 
synchrony when space was less constrained. Motion heat maps generated using computer vision illustrated 
that calves preferred to be near the edges of the pen, and restricting space caused more uniform usage of 
pen space. These results suggest that increasing space beyond current industry practice may allow for greater 
expression of individual behavioral preferences.

Highlights
•	 Increasing space for dairy calves beyond industry practice affects activity.
•	 Providing group-housed calves with more space caused more frequent posture changes.
•	 Social synchrony in activity patterns increased with space allowance.
•	 More space may better accommodate preference for using specific pen areas.
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Abstract: With increasing use of social housing for dairy calves, there is a need to refine housing management practices that influence 
animal behavior and may affect welfare. Our aim was to assess the effect of pen space allowance on activity patterns and pen space use. 
Holstein heifer calves were group-housed (n = 6 pens; 5 calves/pen) at 14 d ± 2.8 d of age (mean ± SD). After a 7-d adaptation, each pen 
was exposed to 3 different space allowances (3.7, 4.6, and 5.6 m2/calf) in a random order, according to a replicated Latin square design 
with three 7-d periods (period 1, d 22–28; period 2, d 29–35; and period 3, d 36–42). Calves were provided milk replacer (12 L/d) ad libi-
tum via an automated milk feeder and gradually weaned over 10 d, beginning at 48 ± 3 d of age. Using leg-based accelerometers (HOBO 
Pendant G data logger, Onset Computer Corp., Pocasset, MA), we obtained data describing standing time, standing bout frequency, and 
standing bout duration. Daily pen-level average standing time (6.5 h/d; SE = 0.27) did not differ between treatments. However, with 
greater space allowance, calves had more frequent standing bouts (22.6 vs. 20.3 bouts/d; 5.6 vs. 3.7 m2/calf; SE = 0.96) of shorter dura-
tion. To assess effects of space allowance on within-pen individual variability, we calculated the coefficient of variation for daily activity 
outcomes at the pen level and intra-class correlation coefficients for hourly standing time, by pen and day. The coefficient of variation 
for standing behavior outcomes decreased with increasing space allowance, and the intraclass correlation for hourly standing time 
increased, suggesting that increasing space allowance reduced individual variability and may promote more synchronous rest. Finally, we 
qualitatively assessed use of pen space using motion heat maps generated using computer vision from video recorded of each pen from 
0800 to 1200 h on d 6 and 7 of each experimental period for each pen. These images suggest that calves preferentially used space near 
the perimeter of the pen, but space was used more uniformly when space allowance is restricted. Overall, these results suggest that lower 
space allowances may restrict patterns of activity at the pen level and reduce behavioral synchrony.

Social housing for dairy calves provides behavioral and perfor-
mance benefits including stimulating greater solid feed intake 

and supporting the development of social behavior (Duve and 
Jensen, 2012; Miller-Cushon and DeVries, 2016). As social hous-
ing is increasingly adopted, there is a need to refine management 
practices that affect calf behavior and may have implications for 
welfare. A major housing factor affecting calf welfare is space 
allowance within the pen, which may affect calf health (Jor-
gensen et al., 2017) and has implications for behavioral expression 
(Sutherland et al., 2014; Jensen and Kyhn, 2000).

Access to freedom of movement and sufficient space for dairy 
cattle is of societal concern (Cardoso et al., 2016) and minimum 
space allowances for dairy calves are increasingly legislated 
worldwide. The EU requires space of at least 1.5 m2/calf (for 
group-housed calves <150 kg; Council of the European Union, 
2008). While less prescriptive, state law in California requires that 
veal calves be able to “turn around freely” (California Department 
of Food and Agriculture, 2018). Recommendations for space al-
lowance are greater than these minimum mandates (e.g., 2.8 m2/
calf; ADSA, ASAS, and PSA, 2020; 3 m2/calf; EFSA Panel on 
Animal Health and Welfare, 2023), which appear to be reflected in 
on-farm practices for managing group-housed calves (e.g., mean 
3.1 ± 1.89 m2/calf with groups of 11 ± 7.2 calves in a survey in 
Ireland; Barry et al., 2020, and 4.6 ± 2.0 m2/calf in groups of 17.6 
± 9.8 calves in a survey in Minnesota; Jorgensen et al., 2017). 

When group-housed calves are provided more space, they play 
more (≥3 vs. ≤2.2 m2/calf; Jensen and Kyhn, 2000) and are more 
active, spending more time walking and standing, and less time 
lying (2 vs. <1.5 m2/calf; Sutherland et al., 2014), which may con-
tribute to locomotor development. Further, individual variability in 
activity patterns and pen use may be subject to the space provided 
to group-housed calves, and lying space may affect synchrony 
of rest within a group of cattle (Færevik et al., 2008). Behavioral 
synchrony is considered a natural, motivated behavior of cattle, 
and it has been suggested that increased synchrony may imply im-
proved animal welfare arising from sufficient resource availability 
(Stoye et al., 2012; Keeling et al., 2021). In group-housed dairy 
calves, much research to date has reported pen-wide averages in 
calf responses to housing factors, overlooking variability within 
the group, which may provide a more nuanced perspective on be-
havior and welfare.

The objective of this study was to assess effects of space al-
lowances, representative of today’s typical and increased space 
for group-housed calves, on activity patterns and within-pen 
variability in socially housed calves. We hypothesized that space 
allowance would alter activity patterns but we did not have spe-
cific predictions as to the direction of specific effects on standing 
time or standing bout frequency. We further predicted that space 
allowance would affect calves unequally, potentially increasing the 
within-pen variability in activity patterns and decreasing behav-
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ioral synchrony as stocking density increases. Our secondary ob-
jective was to descriptively examine pen use at different stocking 
densities. Although limited work to date has assessed how group-
housed dairy calves use their space, some evidence of preference 
for secluded areas (e.g., see Gingerich et al., 2020) suggests that 
all space may not be perceived equally.

We enrolled 6 pens of group-housed Holstein heifer calves (5 
calves/pen; 30 calves total) at the University of Florida Dairy Unit 
(Hague, FL). Calves were uniquely identified with radiofrequency 
identification ear tags and weighed at birth. Calves were initially 
housed in individual wire pens, allowing visual but not physical 
contact with other calves. Following colostrum bottle feeding (4 
L within 6 h of birth), calves were provided 8 L/d of pasteurized 
waste milk via teat buckets in 2 daily feedings.

At approximately 2 wk of age (14 ± 2.8 d of age; mean ± SD), 
calves were moved to group pens (5 calves/pen). All calves within 
a pen were moved into the pen on the same calendar day, with an 
age range of 4.6 ± 1.4 d (mean ± SD) within each group. Birth 
weight (37.2 ± 7.0 kg; mean ± SD) did not differ between pens. 
Pens were deep bedded with sand and located under an open-sided 
barn (36.6 m long; 9.1 m wide) equipped with overhead fans for air 
circulation (no additional ventilation). The barn contained 8 group 
pens (3.7 × 8 m, with 28 m2 of available space), oriented in 2 rows 
of 4, with the same layout (varying orientation depending upon 
the location in the barn). Each pen contained one fence line at the 
exterior of the barn, and one at the interior of the barn. Fencing 
between pens was wire mesh, which permitted visual contact be-
tween adjacent pens. Each experimental group, as defined below, 
was housed in a different pen. All pens had ad libitum access to 
water and pelleted calf starter (22% CP and 2% fat; Ampli-Calf 
Starter Warm Weather, Purina Animal Nutrition LLC, Shoreview, 
MN) and 12 L/d calf milk replacer (28% CP and 15% fat with 
Bovatec and Clarifly; Southeast Milk Inc., Mayo, FL) fed through 
an automated milk feeder (DeLaval CF1000X, DeLaval, Kansas 
City, MO), which was located at a corner on the interior side 
of the pen. Calves received a weekly veterinary exam and were 
monitored daily for signs of illness by farm and research personnel. 
Only calves that were clinically healthy at the point of entry to 
group-housing were enrolled in the study.

After a 7-d adaptation to the group pen, during which all pens 
were provided 4.9 m2/calf, each pen (n = 6 pens/space allowance 
treatment; in line with Jensen and Kyhn, 2000; Sutherland et al., 
2014) was exposed to different space allowance treatments of 5.6, 
4.6, and 3.7 m2/calf in a random order, according to a replicated 
Latin square design with three 7-d periods (period 1, average 22–28 
d of age; period 2, average 29–35 d of age; and period 3, average 
36–42 d of age). Space allowance was adjusted by blocking areas 
within the pen using wire mesh pens (4.8 m2; none, 1, or 2), placed 
in the corner of the pen farthest from the autofeeder. These space 
allowances were selected to represent the current range from above 
average space for group-housed calves, recommended best prac-
tice, and accepted minimum requirements. 

To visualize pen usage of calves on different space allowances, 
each pen was recorded by a digital video camera (Axis M2026-LE 
Network Camera, Axis Communications, Lund, Sweden) mounted 
in the center of the outside wall of the pen, approximately 3 m 
from the ground. For each group in each space allowance, we 
retrieved video recordings from 0800 to 1200 h on d 6 and 7 of 
the experimental period. During these days, there was minimum 

intervention from farm personnel, and only occasional presence 
of research personnel or veterinarians. For visually descriptive 
purposes, these data were utilized to generate motion heat maps to 
assess how space allowance affects calf movement and pen usage. 
We developed a Python pipeline to track and visualize movement 
patterns of dairy calves over time using the mixture of Gaussian 
(MoG) method implemented in the OpenCV package (Bradski, 
2000). The pipeline works by first initializing an empty mask im-
age based on the first input image. Then, the foreground objects are 
subtracted from the background using MoG and added to the mask 
image iteratively. After looping through all images, the accumula-
tive foreground image is converted to a color-mapped image in 
a red, green, and blue color model and overlaid on the first input 
image to visualize the movement patterns.

Standing and lying time were measured continuously using 
electronic leg-based accelerometers (HOBO Pendant G data log-
gers, Onset Corp. Inc.; validated by Bonk et al., 2013), which were 
replaced every 2 wk. These data were extracted to calculate daily 
standing duration, daily standing bout frequency, daily standing 
bout duration, and hourly standing duration (UBC AWP, 2013). 
Daily measures of standing time (daily standing duration, standing 
bout frequency, and standing bout duration) were summarized by 
calculating (1) the pen-level average by day and (2) the CV (SD di-
vided by the mean) to assess within-pen variability in activity at the 
day level. To assess within-pen similarity in activity at the hourly 
level, we calculated intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC) for 
hourly standing duration data, for each day and pen (measurements 
from 5 calves/pen for each hour). Variance estimates were gener-
ated from a 2-way random effects model (proc MIXED in SAS, 
v. 9.4. SAS Institute Inc.) and ICC were calculated as the ratio 
of the subject (i.e., hour) variance estimate, divided by the sum 
of the subject and error variance estimate (Liljequist et al., 2019). 
Values closer to 1 indicate complete agreement or consistency (i.e., 
similar values from each calf within the pen in the same hour), and 
lower values indicate less consistency. These data were analyzed 
in a general linear mixed model (proc MIXED in SAS) including 
fixed effects of space allowance treatment, day, treatment by day 
interaction, period, and treatment by period interaction (i.e., order 
of exposure to space allowance treatments), with pen as a random 
effect and day as a repeated measure. The variance-covariance ma-
trix structure on the basis of best fit according to Schwarz’s Bayes-
ian information criterion (compound symmetry or autoregressive 
were selected for all data). Model residual plots were screened for 
normality. All values reported are LSM. Significance was declared 
at P < 0.05, and trends were reported if 0.05 ≤ P ≤ 0.10. No data 
were excluded from analysis.

Motion heat maps illustrating pen usage at different space al-
lowances are shown for 3 example pens in Figure 1. Descriptive 
interpretation of these visualizations suggests that calves preferred 
to be near the edges of the pen and spent less time in the center 
of the pen when they had more space. In general, at the lowest 
space allowance, calves moved through the entire surface area of 
the pen more uniformly within the 4-h observation period used to 
create the motion heat maps. In contrast, there are larger areas at 
the center of the pen where there was less activity at greater space 
allowances.

We found that daily pen-wide average duration of standing time 
was not affected by space allowance, but the frequency of stand-
ing bouts increased, and the duration of standing bouts decreased 
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with greater space allowance (Table 1). These outcomes were not 
affected by day during the experimental period (P > 0.19), interac-
tions between space allowance and day (P > 0.13), or experimental 
period (P > 0.21). With increasing space allowance, the within-
pen CV for daily standing time decreased and within-pen ICC for 
hourly standing time increased (Table 1). Hourly patterns of stand-
ing time did not differ between space allowance treatments (no 
treatment by hour interaction; P = 0.8). Standing time is visualized 
for each pen and space allowance treatment in Figure 2, illustrat-
ing similar pen-level average daily and hourly duration of standing 
but greater within-pen variability (shaded regions denoting SD) at 
lower space allowances.

Sufficient space for freedom of movement and the expression of 
natural behavior is widely viewed as a prerequisite for good animal 
welfare (Cardoso et al., 2016). In this study, we evaluated effects of 
space allowance on dairy calf activity, focusing on a range of space 
allowances meeting and exceeding current industry recommenda-
tions and standards for raising group-housed dairy calves.

Increasing space allowance beyond current industry recom-
mendations resulted in a clear decrease in within-pen variability 
in daily duration of standing time and increase in similarity of 
hourly patterns of standing time. Observations of decreased 
synchronous rest coinciding with a reduced lying area have been 
previously noted in weaned dairy calves (Færevik et al., 2008) 
and older heifers (Nielsen et al., 1997). These results also align 
with effects of increasing stocking density on synchronous rest in 
adult cattle (Winckler et al., 2015). Behavioral synchrony has been 
proposed as a measure of positive welfare (Keeling et al., 2021), 
as it is viewed as a motivated behavior that may be constrained by 
housing design or resource availability. Our findings suggest that 

preferences for spatial distribution may not be accommodated at 
conventional space allowances for group-housed calves.

Given the lack of effect of space allowance on average daily 
standing time at the pen-level, our finding of increased variability 
within the pen implies that some individuals increased standing 
time while others decreased standing time as space per calf de-
creased. These findings complement a growing understanding 
that individuals respond differently to stressors. For example, 
dairy heifers vary in response to a regrouping event and individual 
degree of behavioral synchrony is related to competitive behavior 
(Nogues et al., 2020), and individual differences in how lactat-
ing cows respond to competition are related to personality traits 
(Schwanke et al., 2023).

We found that increasing space allowance did not affect pen-
wide averages for standing time. Lower space allowances than 
those applied in the present study may be more likely to restrict 
preferred levels of activity, such as play (<3 m2/calf; Jensen and 
Kyhn, 2000) and walking and standing (<2 m2/calf; Sutherland et 
al., 2014). We did find that calves stood up and lay down more 
often when provided more space, particularly at 5.6 m2/calf com-
pared with lower space allowances. Standing bout frequency is 
often interpreted based on context; for example, more frequent 
standing bouts may reflect exploration or restlessness following a 
housing change (Horvath and Miller-Cushon, 2018). In the present 
study, it is possible that more frequent posture movements may 
reflect greater opportunity for movement or access to pen spaces 
(e.g., repositioning within the pen) with greater space allowance.

To gain insight into pen space use, we applied a novel approach 
to generate a motion heat map using computer vision. Descriptive 
interpretation of these images suggests that there were pen-level 
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Figure 1. Motion heat maps illustrating use of pen space for 3 different group pens (A–C), with the 3 space allowances from left to right: 3.7, 4.6, and 5.6 m2/
calf. The black box indicates the area that was blocked (using the addition of 1 or 2 wire mesh pens; 4.8 m2) to alter space allowance. Automated milk feeders 
are located in the upper right (A and B) or upper left (C) corners of the images. Troughs containing starter feed are located at the fence line at the bottom 
of each image. With increasing motion, areas are colored with warmer colors (red at areas of greatest motion), and areas with less motion are colored with 
cooler colors (blue at areas with no motion detected). Motion heat maps were generated based on cumulative motion from video recorded for 4 h (0800 to 
1200 h) on d 6 and 7 of each experimental period for each group pen. The heat map image is overlaid on the first still image of each video (taken at 0800 h).
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Table 1. Effects of space allowance1 on pen-level average activity patterns and within-pen variability2 (with 95% CI) for n 
= 6 pens (5 calves/pen), exposed to each space allowance for 7 d in a replicated Latin square design

Item

Space allowance

F2,10 P-value3.7 m2 4.6 m2 5.6 m2

Pen-level average
  Standing time (h/d) 6.51 6.48 6.33 1.44 0.28

(5.86, 7.15) (5.84, 7.14) (5.68, 6.97)
  Standing bout frequency (no./d) 20.6a 20.4a 22.5b 7.80 0.009

(19.0, 22.1) (18.9, 22.1) (20.9, 24.1)
  Standing bout duration (min/bout) 20.3a 20.5a 17.7b 7.48 0.010

(17.2, 23.2) (17.5, 23.5) (14.7, 20.7)
Within-pen variability
  Standing time CV 17.4a 14.4ab 12.3b 6.44 0.016

(14.5, 20.4) (11.5, 17.4) (9.4, 15.3)
  Standing bout frequency CV 23.7 18.8 21.1 3.03 0.093

(19.5, 29.1) (14.0, 23.6) (16.3, 25.9)
  Standing bout duration CV 24.9 22.4 21.3 1.96 0.19

(21.2, 29.0) (18.4, 26.3) (17.4, 25.2)
  Hourly standing time ICC 0.25a 0.38b 0.51c 25.7 <0.001

(0.10, 0.40) (0.24, 0.52) (0.37, 0.65)

a–cValues within a row with different superscripts differ (P < 0.05). 
1Space allowance treatments selected to represent the range from industry-recommended minimum space allowance 
(3.7 m2), typical average space allowance for larger groups of calves per survey results, and space allowance exceeding 
industry averages.
2Within-pen variability was assessed using CV for daily standing time, standing, bout frequency, and standing bout dura-
tion (larger values reflect greater within-pen variability), and intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC) for hourly standing 
time by pen and day (larger values reflect greater consistency within the pen).

Figure 2. Hourly pen-level mean standing time (min/h; shown as a solid line) and within-pen SD (shaded region), averaged by pen (pen 1–6) and treatment 
(from left to right: 3.7, 4.6, and 5.6 m2/calf ) across each experimental period (7 d of data collection).
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preferences in regions of the pen, with calves spending more time 
near the edges of the pen. In an observational study of one group of 
dairy calves (26 calves; 2.4 m2/calf), Morita et al. (1999) similarly 
noted that calves avoided the pen center and preferred areas near 
feed and water and the wall, which was described as being used for 
lying. Although it is likely that preference for different pen areas 
may depend on a range of factors related to ventilation and pen 
design, these findings align with some consistent evidence of a 
preference in livestock for resting near the pen perimeter (Stricklin 
et al., 1979). This preference has implications for pen design and 
physical complexity; for example, Ehrlenbruch et al. (2010) found 
that goats spent more time resting near walls when provided ad-
ditional walls. Although effects of physical structures on pen use 
in dairy calves have received only limited attention, some evidence 
suggests that group-housed calves may prefer resting in secluded 
regions at certain times; Gingerich et al. (2020) noted that some 
calves made considerable use of a 3-sided partition or ‘hide’ and use 
increased following disbudding. As space allowance decreased, we 
found that pen use was more uniform, suggesting that preferences 
for peripheral pen areas (or avoidance of central pen areas) were 
less accommodated. These results describe a preliminary effort 
to use computer vision to descriptively characterize pen use and 
support further application of this developing technology to un-
derstand animal behavior and accommodate individual preferences 
in livestock housing environments. Future work may benefit from 
understanding individual animal movements as use of pen space 
may relate to individual traits, such as personality or coping style, 
and social dominance. For example, social dominance has been 
related to frequency of lying near a food source in loose-housed 
adult cattle (Nakanishi et al., 1992).

Findings from this study have implications for understanding 
calf activity patterns in future research. There has been consider-
able interest in characterizing how activity patterns relate to health 
status in group-housed dairy calves, yet studies to date report con-
flicting findings (reviewed by Costa et al., 2021). Our observed 
effects of space allowance on posture changes, individual variabil-
ity, and synchrony of activity may explain inconsistencies in how 
activity patterns respond to disease, as well as other internal and 
external factors, across different studies. A limitation of this study 
is that it may not generalize to larger groups of calves seen on some 
commercial farms (e.g., dynamic groups of up to 60 calves fed by 
an automated milk feeder; Jorgensen et al., 2017). Like the present 
study, much behavioral research to date has been conducted with 
smaller pen replicates (e.g., 4 calves/pen; Jensen and Kyhn, 2000; 
Sutherland et al., 2014). Effects of management factors on behav-
ior and performance of group-housed calves may well depend on 
group size, as increasing group size yields more effective space for 
a calf to move within but may increase competition.

In summary, our results suggest that increasing space allowance 
for group-housed dairy calves beyond current on-farm practice and 
accepted recommendations affected activity, by increasing stand-
ing bouts overall and reducing within-pen individual variability in 
standing patterns. These findings suggest that increased space may 
support synchronized patterns of rest, at preferred proximities or 
locations in the pen, and reduce individual variability. Our findings 
also suggest that individual calves respond differently to chang-
ing space allowances. We encourage further research to evaluate 
whether more generous space allowances may better accommodate 

individual differences and preferences, thereby improving animal 
welfare.

References
ADSA, ASAS, and PSA. 2020. Guide for the care and use of agricultural ani-

mals in research and teaching. 4th ed. American Dairy Science Association, 
American Society of Animal Science, and Poultry Science Association. 
Accessed Jan. 26, 2024. https:​/​/​www​.asas​.org/​services/​ag​-guide.

Barry, J., E. A. M. Bokkers, I. J. M. de Boer, and E. Kennedy. 2020. Pre-wean-
ing management of calves on commercial dairy farms and its influence on 
calf welfare and mortality. Animal 14:2580–2587. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1017/​
S1751731120001615.

Bonk, S., O. Burfeind, V. S. Suthar, and W. Heuwieser. 2013. Technical note: 
Evaluation of data loggers for measuring lying behavior in dairy calves. J. 
Dairy Sci. 96:3265–3271. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2012​-6003.

Bradski, G. 2000. The Open CV Library. Dr. Dobbs J. Softw. Tools Prof. Pro-
gram. 120:122–125.

California Department of Food and Agriculture. 2018. Animal Care Program 
HSC 25990-25994. Proposition 12, Farm Animal Confinement. Accessed 
Jul 11, 2024. https:​/​/​www​.cdfa​.ca​.gov/​AHFSS/​AnimalCare/​.

Cardoso, C. S., M. J. Hötzel, D. M. Weary, J. A. Robbins, and M. A. G. von 
Keyserlingk. 2016. Imagining the ideal dairy farm. J. Dairy Sci. 99:1663–
1671. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2015​-9925.

Costa, J. H. C., M. C. Cantor, and H. W. Neave. 2021. Symposium review: 
Precision technologies for dairy calves and management applications. J. 
Dairy Sci. 104:1203–1219. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2019​-17885.

Council of the European Union. 2008. Council Directive 2008/119/EC. Ac-
cessed Jul. 10, 2024. https:​/​/​eur​-lex​.europa​.eu/​eli/​dir/​2008/​119/​oj.

Duve, L. R., and M. B. Jensen. 2012. Social behavior of young dairy calves 
housed with limited or full social contact with a peer. J. Dairy Sci. 
95:5936–5945. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2012​-5428.

EFSA Panel on Animal Health and Animal Welfare (AHAW), Nielsen, S. S., J. 
Alvarez, D. J. Bicout, P. Calistri, E. Canali, J. A. Drewe, B. Garin-Bastuji, 
J. L. Gonzales Rojas, C. Gortazar Schmidt, M. Herskin, V. Michel, M. A. 
Miranda Chueca, B. Padalino, P. Pasquali, H. C. Roberts, H. Spoolder, K. 
Stahl, A. Velarde, A. Viltrop, M. B. Jensen, S. Waiblinger, D. Candiani, E. 
Lima, O. Mosbach-Schulz, Y. Van der Stede, M. Vitali, and C. Winckler. 
2023. Welfare of calves. EFSA J. 21:e07896. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.2903/​j​.efsa​
.2023​.7896.

Ehrlenbruch, R., G. H. M. Jørgensen, I. L. Andersen, and K. E. Bøe. 2010. Pro-
vision of additional walls in the resting area—The effects on resting behav-
iour and social interactions in goats. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 122:35–40. 
https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1016/​j​.applanim​.2009​.11​.004.

Færevik, G., K. Tjentland, S. Løvik, I. L. Andersen, and K. E. Bøe. 2008. 
Resting pattern and social behaviour of dairy calves housed in pens with 
different sized lying areas. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 114:54–64. https:​/​/​doi​
.org/​10​.1016/​j​.applanim​.2008​.01​.002.

Gingerich, K. N., V. Choulet, and E. K. Miller-Cushon. 2020. Disbudding af-
fects use of a shelter provided to group-housed dairy calves. J. Dairy Sci. 
103:10519–10529. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2020​-18267.

Horvath, K. C., and E. K. Miller-Cushon. 2018. Characterizing social behavior, 
activity, and associations between cognition and behavior upon social 
grouping of weaned dairy calves. J. Dairy Sci. 101:7287–7296. https:​/​/​doi​
.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2018​-14545.

Jensen, M. B., and R. Kyhn. 2000. Play behaviour in group-housed dairy 
calves, the effect of space allowance. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 67:35–46. 
https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1016/​S0168​-1591(99)00113​-6.

Jorgensen, M. W., A. Adams-Progar, A. M. de Passillé, J. Rushen, S. M. God-
den, H. Chester-Jones, and M. I. Endres. 2017. Factors associated with 
dairy calf health in automated feeding systems in the Upper Midwest 
United States. J. Dairy Sci. 100:5675–5686. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​
.2016​-12501.

Keeling, L. J., C. Winckler, S. Hintze, and B. Forkman. 2021. Towards a posi-
tive welfare protocol for cattle: A critical review of indicators and sugges-
tion of how we might proceed. Front. Anim. Sci. 2:753080. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​
10​.3389/​fanim​.2021​.753080.

Liljequist, D., B. Elfving, and K. Skavberg Roaldsen. 2019. Intraclass cor-
relation - A discussion and demonstration of basic features. PLoS One 
14:e0219854. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1371/​journal​.pone​.0219854.

472Ugarte Marin et al. | Space allowance in group-housed calves

https://www.asas.org/services/ag-guide
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731120001615
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731120001615
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2012-6003
https://www.cdfa.ca.gov/AHFSS/AnimalCare/
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-9925
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17885
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2008/119/oj
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2012-5428
https://doi.org/10.2903/j.efsa.2023.7896
https://doi.org/10.2903/j.efsa.2023.7896
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2009.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2020-18267
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-14545
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-14545
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(99)00113-6
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12501
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12501
https://doi.org/10.3389/fanim.2021.753080
https://doi.org/10.3389/fanim.2021.753080
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0219854


JDS Communications 2024; 5: 468–473

Miller-Cushon, E. K., and T. J. DeVries. 2016. Effect of social housing on the 
development of feeding behavior and social feeding preferences of dairy 
calves. J. Dairy Sci. 99:1406–1417. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2015​-9869.

Morita, S., S. Sugita, M. Yamamoto, S. Hoshiba, and T. Uemura. 1999. Be-
havioral investigation of group rearing calves in automatic milk replacer 
feeding system. Nihon Chikusan Gakkaiho 70:542–546. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​
.2508/​chikusan​.70​.542.

Nakanishi, Y., Y. Mutoh, and R. Umetsu. 1992. Social relationship and spatial 
distribution in a small herd of Japanese Black cattle in a dry-lot. Asian-
Australas. J. Anim. Sci. 5:183–188. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.5713/​ajas​.1992​.183.

Nielsen, L. H., L. Mogensen, C. Krohn, J. Hindhede, and J. T. Sørensen. 1997. 
Resting and social behaviour of dairy heifers housed in slatted floor pens 
with different sized bedded lying areas. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 54:307–
316. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1016/​S0168​-1591(96)01211​-7.

Nogues, E., B. Lecorps, D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2020. 
Individual variability in response to social stress in dairy heifers. Animals 
(Basel) 10:1440. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3390/​ani10081440.

Schwanke, A. J., H. W. Neave, G. B. Penner, R. Bergeron, and T. J. DeVries. 
2023. Flexible feeding: Dairy cow personality affects changes in feeding 
behavior and milk production under feed competition conditions. J. Dairy 
Sci. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2023​-24063.

Stoye, S., M. A. Porter, and M. Stamp Dawkins. 2012. Synchronized lying in 
cattle in relation to time of day. Livest. Sci. 149:70–73. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​
.1016/​j​.livsci​.2012​.06​.028.

Stricklin, W. R., H. B. Graves, and L. L. Wilson. 1979. Some theoretical 
and observed relationships of fixed and portable spacing behavior of 
animals. Appl. Anim. Ethol. 5:201–214. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1016/​0304​
-3762(79)90056​-7.

Sutherland, M. A., G. M. Worth, and M. Stewart. 2014. The effect of rearing 
substrate and space allowance on the behavior and physiology of dairy 
calves. J. Dairy Sci. 97:4455–4463. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.3168/​jds​.2013​-7822.

UBC AWP. 2013. UBC Animal Welfare Program: SOP–HOBO Data Loggers. 
University of British Columbia, Vancouver, Canada.

Winckler, C., C. B. Tucker, and D. M. Weary. 2015. Effects of under- and 
overstocking freestalls on dairy cattle behaviour. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 
170:14–19. https:​/​/​doi​.org/​10​.1016/​j​.applanim​.2015​.06​.003.

Notes
M. B. Ugarte Marin  https:​/​/​orcid​.org/​0000​-0001​-8942​-6160
K. N. Gingerich  https:​/​/​orcid​.org/​0000​-0003​-1170​-9579
J. Wang  https:​/​/​orcid​.org/​0009​-0001​-4389​-4396
H. Yu  https:​/​/​orcid​.org/​0000​-0002​-8923​-9733
E. K. Miller-Cushon  https:​/​/​orcid​.org/​0000​-0003​-1876​-807X

This research was supported by funds awarded through the Southeast Milk 
Producers (Belleview, FL) Milk Check-Off Program. 

We thank the staff at the University of Florida Dairy Unit (Hague, FL), graduate 
student Daniel Clein, and undergraduate research assistants Kate Rapp, Ashley 
Abraham, and Taylor Jackson for their technical assistance. 

All study procedures were reviewed and approved by the University of Florida 
Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC study #201909416). 

The authors have not stated any conflicts of interest.

Nonstandard abbreviations used: ICC = intraclass correlation coefficients; 
MoG = mixture of Gaussian.

473Ugarte Marin et al. | Space allowance in group-housed calves

https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-9869
https://doi.org/10.2508/chikusan.70.542
https://doi.org/10.2508/chikusan.70.542
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.1992.183
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(96)01211-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10081440
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2023-24063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2012.06.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2012.06.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3762(79)90056-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3762(79)90056-7
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2013-7822
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2015.06.003
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8942-6160
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1170-9579
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-4389-4396
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8923-9733
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1876-807X

	Effects of space allowance on patterns of activity in group-housed dairy calves
	Graphical Abstract
	References


