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ABSTRACT

The weaning and separation phase remains one of the
biggest challenges for cow-calf contact systems, but a
gradual process that better mimics the naturally occur-
ring reduction in milk intake has not yet been scientifi-
cally investigated. Therefore, the aim of our study was
to compare behavioral and physiological indicators of
distress in 3-mo-old dam-reared dairy calves (with pre-
vious full-time cow-calf contact) weaned and separated
either via gradual reduction of contact time with the
dam (GR; 1 wk of half-day contact, 1 wk of morning
contact, and 1 wk of fence-line contact before complete
separation, n = 18) or via 2-step weaning using a nose
flap (NF, 2 wk of access to the dam with a nose flap, 1
wk of fence-line contact before complete separation, n =
18). Behavior was recorded 1 wk before (or for lying 3
wk before) weaning start and during the 3 wk weaning
and separation period with direct observations on 4 d/wk
or via accelerometers (locomotor play, lying behavior).
Blood and fecal samples were taken twice per week from
weaning start until 3 wk after weaning start. Calves were
weighed weekly. Statistical analysis was conducted us-
ing (generalized) linear mixed models. Over the whole
weaning and separation phase, NF calves showed a
stronger decrease in the number of lying bouts, amount
of locomotor play, and ADG, as well as a higher increase
in TMR feeding time compared with GR calves, whereas
GR calves vocalized more often and showed more
searching behavior than NF calves. Also, the neutrophil:
lymphocyte ratio of NF calves was elevated on d 3 af-
ter insertion of the nose flaps compared with baseline,
but showed no change for GR calves on any sampling
day. Overall, results point toward a favorable effect of
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a gradual weaning strategy on reduction of weaning and
separation distress in dam-reared dairy calves, but the
method requires further improvement from the protocol
used in our study.
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INTRODUCTION

Weaning and separation distress is one of the biggest
challenges in cow-calf contact systems as reported by
87% of farmers practicing cow-calf contact across Eu-
rope (Eriksson et al., 2022). For the calf, the weaning
and separation process is not only associated with loss of
milk as main nutritional source and loss of contact with
the dam, but often also with the loss of familiar peers,
mixing with new conspecifics, and changes in physical
environment (Weary et al., 2008; Lynch et al., 2019).
These multifactorial stressors can result, among others,
in reduced weight gains (Haley et al., 2005; Sweeney et
al., 2010), a strong increase in vocalizations (Haley et al.,
2005; Loberg et al., 2008), increased pacing and seeking
behavior (Enriquez et al., 2010), reduced play behavior
(Enriquez et al., 2010), and reduced lying times (Haley et
al., 2005; Budzynska and Weary, 2008), as well as neu-
trophilia (O’Loughlin et al., 2011, 2014) and an increase
in cortisol levels (Loberg et al., 2008; O’Loughlin et al.,
2014) in abruptly weaned calves. Because separation
from the dam further induces a pessimistic judgment bias
in calves (Daros et al., 2014), indicative of a negative
affective state, the aforementioned behavioral and physi-
ological responses to weaning thus reflect that calves
experience distress, in the sense of stress that adversely
affects an animal’s welfare (Moberg, 2000), during the
process.

To reduce the weaning distress, different methods have
been investigated in the past that separate the loss of the
milk from the loss of social contact to the dam. These in-
clude for example weaning via 2-step separation, which
means that suckling is prevented with so-called “nose
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flaps” before permanent total separation (Sirovnik et al.,
2020), as well as fence-line weaning, which allows partial
physical contact to the dam without suckling (Sirovnik
et al., 2020). Beef and dairy calves that were weaned
with nose flaps showed reduced behavioral reactions
(Haley et al., 2005; Loberg et al., 2008; Enriquez et al.,
2010) as well as reduced physiological reactions at the
time of separation (Loberg et al., 2008) compared with
abrupt weaning. Thus, nose flaps have been proposed as
a low stress weaning method for beef calves (Haley et
al., 2005) and are also considered as an alternative for
dairy cow-calf contact systems (Sirovnik et al., 2020;
Schneider and Ivemeyer, 2021; Barth et al., 2022). The
major advantage of 2-step weaning with nose flaps is the
high practicability for farms because, in contrast to other
weaning and separation methods, it requires no modifi-
cations of the barn (Barth et al., 2022) or adjustments
of on-farm routines for animals or personnel. Addition-
ally, farmers value the lower number of vocalizations by
cows and calves during weaning with nose flaps not only
as a sign of reduced distress, but also because frequent
vocalizations during weaning are emotionally challeng-
ing for them and lead to additional worries that others
may mistake these as an indication for mistreatment
of the animals (Waiblinger and Hebesberger, 2023; S.
Waiblinger, University of Veterinary Medicine, Vienna,
Austria, personal communication). However, the use of
nose flaps results in diminished weight gains compared
with abrupt or fence-line weaning (Boland et al., 2008;
Enriquez et al., 2010; Wenker et al., 2022) and can lead to
severe nasal abrasions and open wounds with or without
bleeding and secretion (Lambertz et al., 2015; Valente
et al., 2022), which potentially even initiate pituitary
abscesses (Fernandes et al., 2000), and leave nose flaps
questionable with regard to animal welfare. Thus, there
is a need for further improvement or implementation of
new weaning strategies.

One possible approach is a gradual weaning and sepa-
ration method, in which the cow-calf contact time before
permanent separation is gradually reduced. To date, this
weaning method has not yet been scientifically investi-
gated; however, a gradual reduction of contact time could
also be a promising weaning and separation method for
cow-calf contact systems for several reasons. First, it
resembles more the naturally occurring reduction of milk
intake during natural weaning, which is typically a grad-
ual process in which the number of suckling bouts de-
clines significantly with age of the calf over the course of
several months (Reinhardt and Reinhardt, 1981). Second,
Weary et al. (2008) suggested that during the increased
times that cow and calf spend apart before weaning, the
calves are potentially able to habituate to the periods of
separation and increase their intake of solid feed, which
eases the transition at weaning. Third, gradual weaning
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is commonly used as a standard procedure for artificially
reared dairy calves, either by diluting the milk or milk
replacer with water or by feeding the calves less often
or with smaller amounts of milk during the end of the
milk-feeding period. These practices showed that gradual
weaning leads to reduced vocalizations (Jasper et al.,
2008; Bittar et al., 2020), increased lying times (Scoley
et al., 2019), as well as increased starter intake prewean-
ing, and can alleviate part of the compromised postwean-
ing weight gains compared with abrupt weaning (Khan
et al., 2007; Sweeney et al., 2010; Omidi-Mirzaei et al.,
2015). Therefore, a gradual reduction of the daily cow-
calf contact time might cause less distress than weaning
with a nose flap.

Accordingly, the aim of our study was to compare
the behavioral and physiological distress responses of
3-mo-old dam-reared dairy calves during weaning and
separation either via gradual reduction of contact time
between dam and calf or via 2-step weaning using a nose
flap. We hypothesized that a gradual process would ease
the psychological and physiological adaption of calves
to being separated from the mother and thus predicted a
lower weight loss and fewer distress-related behaviors,
that is, less vocalizations and searching behavior, but
higher lying times, reduced number of lying bouts and
more play behavior in gradually weaned calves compared
with using a nose flap. Also, we expected that gradually
weaned calves will react with less pronounced changes in
hematological parameters and lower cortisol levels to the
weaning and separation process compared with calves
weaned with a nose flap.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Animals, Housing, and Feeding

All experiments were performed in accordance with
the German Animal Welfare Act (Federal Republic of
Germany, 2020; animal experiment number V244—
51520/2019, MELUND Schleswig-Holstein). The study
was conducted from November 2019 till March 2020
with 36 dam-reared calves at the Thiinen Institute of
Organic Farming in Germany. All calves were of the Ger-
man Holstein breed, but belonged to 2 different herds (19
horned: 8 female/11 male calves, 17 genetically polled: 8
female/9 male calves), that were kept in identically mir-
rored parts of an open-sided freestall barn (see Wagner et
al., 2012 for a scheme of the barn). Calves stayed about
5 d with their mothers in an individual calving pen and
were afterward kept in a calf section with full-time ac-
cess to the cow herd, including their mothers, until the
weaning and separation process started. For calves that
were born during the grazing period (from August until
mid-November 2019, applies for all but 2 calves) this
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included also pasture access with the cows during the
preweaning phase. After the grazing period ended, the
calves were kept completely indoors in a separate calf
section of 96.5 m* which was directly connected to the
cow section via an automatic transponder-controlled
selection gate. Calves were free to enter the cow sec-
tion and suckle their mothers the whole day except for
the milking hours (0515-0830 h and 1530-1845 h) and
during times when cows were feeding, because calves
had no access to the milking parlor and the cows’ feed-
ing area. Consequently, the cow-calf contact was always
initiated by the calf.

In the calf section the calves had ad libitum access to
water, hay, and a TMR composed of about 63.6% grass
silage, 30.0% corn silage, 6.2% concentrate feed in the
form of coarse grain, and 0.2% mineral feed, which was
provided freshly once a day in the afternoon. Addition-
ally, calves had access to a concentrate feeder (Forster
Technik GmbH, Germany) with an allowance of 1.5 kg
concentrate per animal and day distributed in portions
of 50 g. No additional milk was fed from buckets or
an automatic feeder to the calves besides the milk that
could be suckled from the mothers or other cows. The
calf section was equipped with an automatic calf brush
(Schurr Geriatebau GmbH, Germany) in the walking area
(rubber-coated and concrete floor, 71.9 m?) as well as 2
straw-bedded lying areas (12.6 m? and 12.0 m?). In addi-
tion, the walking alleys and cubicles of the cows (490.0
m?) could be entered by the calves as well. Group size of
the calves was dynamic and varied from 15 to 23 calves
(horned herd) and 14 to 20 calves (polled herd), due to
new calvings or regrouping of fully weaned calves into
the youngstock barn. In the calf sections of both herds,
the number of study animals that were simultaneously at
any stage of the weaning and separation process ranged
from 2 to 7 calves. Thus, in addition to the study animals
there were always other younger calves present. Group
size of the cow herd varied from 45 to 49 cows (horned
herd) and 43 to 48 cows (polled herd) throughout the
experiment.

Experimental Design and Treatments

All calves were about 3 mo old when the weaning and
separation process started. The calves were randomly al-
located balanced for sex (male/female) and herd affilia-
tion (horned/polled) to one of the following 2 treatments:
The nose-flap calves (NF, n = 18 calves, 8 female, 10
male) were weaned and separated with a 2-step method
using a nose flap (Quiet wean, JDA Livestock Innova-
tions, Canada). Calves were equipped with the nose flap
for 2 wk, allowing them whole-day contact with their
dam without suckling. After these 2 wk, the NF was re-
moved, and the calves were kept in the calf section for an
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additional week, that is, they were not allowed to access
the cow barn but had fence-line contact to their mother
via the selection gate and the pen boundaries. This still
allowed visual, auditory, olfactory, and limited tactile
contact with their mothers without suckling. After this
3-wk period the weaning and separation process was
completed by moving the calves to the youngstock herd
in a different barn (Figure 1). In the gradual reduction
treatment (GR, n = 18 calves, 8 female, 10 male) the
weaning and separation took place by gradually reduc-
ing the daily cow-calf contact time. For this purpose,
access to the cow section was controlled automatically
via transponders on the calves’ collars. When the wean-
ing and separation process started, the cow-calf contact
time was reduced from full-time contact preweaning to
half-day contact between milkings during the day (~7 h,
about 0830 h to 1530 h). During the evening and night
the calves had no access to the cow herd. After 1 wk of
half-day contact, the cow-calf contact time was further
reduced to ~3.5 h from the end of morning milking until
noon. Following this week of morning contact, the GR
calves had one more week of fence-line contact with
their dam, like the NF calves, before they were moved to
the youngstock barn (Figure 1).

The weaning and separation process was always initi-
ated on the same day of the week (Tuesday) and started
for half of the calves in both treatments at 12 wk of age
(exact age of calves: NF,,: range, mean £ SD; 8389,
87.8 £ 2.0 d, GRy,,: 83-89, 85.0 + 2.2 d at weaning
start) and for the other half of the calves at 14 wk of age
(NF 4y 98-102 d, 100.0 + 1.3 d, GR4,: 97-103 d, 99.2
+ 1.9 d old at weaning start, n = 9 each). This was done
to counterbalance the fact that, due to the nature of the
treatments, the complete milk loss happened at treatment
d 0 for calves in the NF treatment, but not until introduc-
tion of fence-line separation from the dam on d 14 in
the GR treatment, thus with a 2-wk delay (Figure 1). By
staggering the starting age by 2 wk in each treatment,
calves with similar age at weaning start, at milk loss
(NF 44 98-102 d, 100.0 £ 1.3 d old at milk loss; GR,:
97-103 d, 99.0 £ 2.2 d old at milk loss), and at introduc-
tion of fence-line separation from the dam were included
in both treatments (details are included in Supplemental
Table S1, see Notes). Consequently, age of all calves in
the NF treatment ranged from 83 to 102 d (mean + SD
93.9 + 6.5 d) and age of all GR calves ranged from 83 to
103 d (92.1 = 7.6 d at weaning start), and this age was
later included in the statistical analysis to best reflect the
existing variation.

Data Collection

For assessment of the calves’ distress responses to the
weaning and separation process a combination of physio-
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logical and behavioral indicators was used. All sampling
types and time points are given in Figure 1.

Physiological Assessment

ADG. Calves were weighed once per week between d
—21 and +21 relative to weaning start with a commercial
cattle weighing scale (Patura Wiegekéfig, Wiegeset S1;
accuracy £ 1%). All calves were weighed routinely every
week starting from birth and were thus accustomed to
being moved onto the weighing scale.

Fecal Cortisol Metabolites. Between d 0 and +21 rela-
tive to weaning start, fecal samples were collected twice
per week in the morning at about 0730 h (+60 min). A
minimum of 5 g of feces was collected by rectal stimu-
lation, homogenized, and transferred into a commercial
fecal sampling tube. Sampling tubes were immediately
transferred into a cooling box and placed within 30 min
into a freezer at —20°C, where they were kept until fur-
ther analysis. Analysis of fecal samples in the laboratory
followed the established protocol (Palme et al., 2013)
with an 11-oxoetiocholanolone enzyme immunoassay
(EIA) because this EIA was shown to be superior for fe-
cal cortisol metabolites (FGCM) analysis in calves (Vogt
et al., 2023).

Hematological Variables. Because O’Loughlin et al.
(2014) emphasized neutrophil number as a robust bio-
marker of weaning distress in beef calves, blood samples
of calves were taken twice per week between d 0 and 21
relative to weaning start. Two milliliters of blood was
collected via jugular venipuncture always by the same
qualified experimenter into EDTA (K EDTA)-coated
sampling tubes (S-Monovette by Sarstedt) and kept
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refrigerated at 8°C until daily collection by a courier.
The hemogram was determined on the same day by an
external medical diagnostics provider with laboratory
services for veterinary medicine (SYNLAB.vet GmbH,
Hamburg).

Behavioral Assessment

Direct Observation of Behavior. Direct observation of
calves’ behavior was done always by the same observer
on 4 consecutive days per week between d —7 and +21
relative to weaning start. All areas of the cow and calf
section were visible to the observer at all times, except
for the calves’ lying and feeding area, which were ob-
served via video recordings. Recorded behaviors are de-
scribed in Table 1, although locomotor, social, and object
play behavior were combined into “total play behavior”
afterward. Observation times included: (a) 2 h follow-
ing morning milking, (b) 1 h before the start of evening
milking, and (c¢) 2 h following evening milking. These
times were chosen because cows and calves were accus-
tomed to being separated and reunited around milking
and thus showed the most activity during those periods.
Observations after the end of milking (a and c) started
in the exact moment the cows and calves were allowed
to reunite. Becuase there were 2 herds for observation,
the observer switched between herds every 30 min, thus
totaling 2.5 h daily observation time per calf. Observa-
tion start was alternated between the horned herd in even
and the polled herd in odd calendar weeks and was also
swapped each day within a week.

Video Analysis of Behavior. Analysis of TMR feed-
ing time and brush use (Table 1) was done via video

Day relative to weaning start:

NF Treatment Full-time cow-calf-contact

GR Treatment Full-time cow-calf-contact
Weighing X X X
Fecal samples
Blood samples
Extra health check X

Behavioral observation
Lying time measurement
Locomotor play measurement

-21 -20 -19 -18 -17 -16 -15 -14 -13 -12-11-10 9 -8 -7 -6 -5

X X X
X X X X X X X XX XX XXXXXX

Move to
Weaning start youngstock barn
| 1
4321012345678 9101112 1314151617 18 19 20 21

Full-time contact with nose flap

Morning contact
(0830 h to 1200 h)

X X X X

X X X X X X X

X X X X X X X
X X X X X X X X
X X X X X X X X X X X X X
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
X X X X

Figure 1. Overview of the weaning and separation process in the 2 treatments, sampling types, and sampling time points. NF = calves weaned
with a 2-step weaning process using the nose flap (n = 18); GR = calves weaned by gradual reduction of cow-calf contact time (n = 18); half-day
contact = cow-calf contact from 0830 h to 1530 h; morning contact = cow-calf contact from 0830 h to 1200 h; fence-line contact = partial separation
from the mother by pen boundaries; weaning start (d 0) = weaning of calves started at either 12 or 14 wk of age as depicted in Supplemental Table
S1 (see Notes); behavioral observation = sampling time points of video and direct observation; extra health check = detailed health check done by
the experimenter in addition to the routine health check that was done daily by the barn personnel. The crossed-out “milk” label marks the day of

complete milk loss for the calves.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024



Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES 5946

Table 1. Ethogram of behaviors accessed by direct or video observation

Behavior Definition Recording rule' Mode
Vocalization Calf produces a clearly audible sound through the mouth (Loberg et al., 2008). Continuous (freq.) Direct
Searching behavior Calf is moving parallel to, within 1 m of, the pen partition up and down, or Interval Direct
standing with its head through the selection gate or standing beside the pen
partition (radius 2.5 m) with head elevated with eyes and ears focused in the
direction of the cow’s section and scanning (adapted from Loberg et al., 2008;
Enriquez et al., 2010).
Suckling attempt Calves attempt to nuzzle the udder but did not obtain milk (because of nose flap or  Interval Direct
cow rejection; Enriquez et al., 2010).
Locomotor play Calf is galloping, jumping, leaping, bucking, or buck-kicking (after Jensen et al., Continuous (dur.) Direct
1998).
Social play Two calves are standing front to front, pushing, rubbing, or butting head against Continuous (dur.) Direct
head/neck without force, often including rotating head movements (adapted from
Jensen et al., 1998).
Object play Calf is butting water bowl, hayrack, or bars in the pen, standing up. Or calf is Continuous (dur.) Direct
butting straw or rubbing head, throat, or neck in straw, kneeling down on the two
forelegs (Jensen et al., 1998).
Sociopositive behavior Calf is sniffing, licking, or rubbing against another calf (Loberg et al., 2008). One-zero Direct
Rumination Chewing after regurgitating boluses of feed (Enriquez et al., 2010). Interval Direct
Mounting Calf lifts its front legs from the ground, supporting itself on another calf; the act of =~ Continuous (freq.) Direct
an animal raising the anterior part of its body generally onto the posterior part of
another animal (Solano et al., 2005).
Cross-sucking Calf sucking any part of another calf (Hepola et al., 2006). One-zero Direct
TMR feeding time Calves’ head is placed through the feeding rack (marker: ears in front of the rack). Continuous Video
Brush use Calf having physical contact with the brush with any body part while being Continuous Video

(automatically) brushed or scratching itself against the brush (adapted from
Horvath and Miller-Cushon, 2019).

Continuous = continuous behavior sampling; interval = scan sampling every 3 min, one-zero = one-zero sampling every 3 min, with 1 denoting the

presence of a behavior in that period and 0 denoting the absence of the behavior in that period; freq. = frequency, dur. = duration.

observation on the same 4 consecutive days when direct
observation took place, using Jovision Infrared Network
Cameras with Jovision NVR System Software (Version
2.0.1.49). Cameras automatically switched to infrared
mode when light conditions were not sufficient for color
mode anymore. For better identification of calves during
the infrared mode, photos of the calves’ individual coat
patterns were used. Analysis was conducted by 4 different
observers for TMR feeding time (Cohen’s kappa, Kryr >
0.91) and 3 different observers for brush use (Kgrush use
> 0.88; one observer—with part of data for 4 and all
data for 3 calves—had to be excluded due to too low
interobserver reliability for brush use) with the software
BORIS (Friard and Gamba, 2016, Version 7.9.22). All
behaviors were recorded continuously in intervals of 6 h
(night: 0000—-0600 h, morning: 0600—1200 h, afternoon:
1200—-1800 h, and evening: 1800—0000 h) and specific
intervals on days of treatment change were subsequently
deleted from the dataset (i.e., the night interval of d 0 for
NF calves because the nose flap was not inserted until
the morning).

Automatic Assessment of Behavior

Concentrate Feed Intake. Output from the concentrate
feeder (Forster Technik GmbH) was automatically re-
corded with Forster CalfCloud Software (Forster Technik
GmbH). Daily allowance per calf was 1.5 kg concentrate;

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024

however, in the course of the experiment it was frequently
observed that calves other than the intended recipient ate
(parts of) the portion. Therefore, a precise allocation of
the concentrate intake per calf was not possible and con-
centrate intake was not further considered for analysis.
Lying Behavior. For assessment of lying times and
number of lying bouts 28 of the 36 calves (14 per treat-
ment) were fitted with an accelerometer (Hobo Pendant
G data logger, Onset Computer Corporation). The 3-axis
accelerometers were placed directly above the metacar-
pal joint on the medial side of the left hind leg and tilted
by 90° to allow for a better fit to the calves’ legs, such
that the y-axis was parallel to the ground and the x-axis
was perpendicular to the ground pointing downward.
Data loggers recorded g-force and degree of tilt of the
x-axis at 60 s intervals from d —28 to +21 relative to
weaning start, with d —28 to —22 used as the habitua-
tion period. The accelerometers were replaced every 14 d
due to limited storage capacities. Data were downloaded
using HOBOware software (Onset Computer Corpora-
tion, Version 3.7.17). Recordings at the time of fitting or
replacement of loggers, that is, between 0700 and 1000
h on respective days, were omitted due to their potential
nuisance effect on the data. The degree of vertical tilt (x-
axis) was used to determine the lying position of the calf,
such that readings <120° indicated the calf lying down,
whereas readings >120° indicated the calf standing up
(adjusted from Ito et al., 2009 for tilted logger position).
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Afterward recordings were edited with an event filter,
which converted single outlier readings (e.g., a single
lying event that was preceded and followed by a stand-
ing event, or vice versa) to the behavior that preceded it,
as these were potentially erroneous readings of lying or
standing events (Ledgerwood et al., 2010). From these
data, total lying time in percent per day and the number
of lying bouts per day were calculated.

Locomotor Play. For automatic assessment of loco-
motor play, 28 of the 36 calves (all but 4 identical to
those calves used for assessment of lying behavior, NF
= 13 and GR = 15 calves) were fitted with a second ac-
celerometer for 9 h (0800 h to 1700 h) on the medial
side of the right hind leg on days —4, +3, +10, and +17
relative to weaning start. Loggers were set to measure
g-force of the vertical axis (x-axis, as loggers were tilted
by 90° again) at a rate of 1 Hz as previously validated by
Luu et al. (2013). Readings were exported with HOBO-
ware and analyzed using the peak acceleration method
(GroBbacher et al., 2020), that is, counts of acceleration
peaks from the data logger determine the counts of play
events of the calf. For validation, 30 min video sections
(from continuous video recordings in the calf section)
were selected in which the calves showed locomotor play
(running, bucking, or single kick) during the times the
“play accelerometer” was worn (available for 16 of the
28 calves). Then a Pearson correlation was calculated for
different upper and lower threshold values of peak ac-
celeration between counts of observed play events from
video and counts of peak acceleration measurements
from the data loggers. Our data showed the best results
for peak threshold values of >+3.0 g and <-2.0 g (r =
0.92), which was used for further analysis. Thus, our data
are reported in counts of peak acceleration measurements
(CPA) from HOBO-loggers per 9 h sampling period for
peak threshold values of >+3.0 g and <-2.0 g.

Statistical Analysis

Exclusion Criteria. Data points from collection days at
which calves showed clinical signs of ill health or gained
access to the cow area during periods in which they were
supposed to be separated from their dam (named there-
after “illegitimate access”), for example, GR calves dur-
ing the night in the half-day phase, were excluded from
analysis as described in the following paragraph.

Hllegitimate Cow-Calf Contact. Video monitoring of
the selection gate where calves entered the cow section
was used to examine if any weaner calves obtained il-
legitimate access to their dams, for example, by forcing
themselves through the gate along with younger calves.
The percentage of time a calf entered the cow section
from the total time it was not permitted in the cow sec-
tion anymore was calculated per 6 h interval (morning,
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afternoon, evening, night) to account for the different
permission times in the course of the GR treatment. An
error score of 0 was given when a calf had 0-2% of time
of illegitimate access with its dam and an error score of
1 was given when a calf had >2% illegitimate access to
its dam per interval. If an error score of 1 was given for
an interval, the calf automatically obtained this score for
the subsequent interval as well, because we expected
calves that had just suckled their dams to have a lower
motivation (or vice versa less distress) to enter the cow
section and were thus not representative for weaning
distress examination during that period. For physiologi-
cal indicators (except ADG) and automatically measured
behaviors, the highest error score of the 4 intervals from
that day was used for correction of data. For weight
gains, which were measured only once per week, the 2%
threshold was used as well, that is, calves that entered
the cow section for >2% of time illegitimately within a
week were not included in ADG analysis for that week.
Only observations with an error score 0 were used in all
analyses.

Twenty-one of the 36 study calves entered the cow
section illegitimately (6 NF/ 15 GR calves). On average
(£SD) these 21 calves illegitimately entered the cow
section for 18.66% =+ 18.12% (median: 13.5%, range
0.28%—-86.4%) of time per 6 h observation; however,
this was mainly due to 5 prominent calves (all from the
GR treatment group). Within the GR treatment group the
majority of observations with illegitimate access was
recorded in the third week (55.61% of occurrences, 13
calves), followed by the first week (23.98%, 13 calves,
11 calves identical to wk 3) of the weaning and separation
process. NF calves could only enter the cow section il-
legitimately during the third week (100% of occurrences
of illegitimate access, 6 calves).

Health Monitoring. The health status of the calves
was monitored in detail twice per week before collec-
tion of blood samples by the experimenter. Assessment
included general condition, nasal and ocular discharge,
coughing, ear position, navel health, lesions, cleanliness
of hindquarters, fecal consistency, and measurement of
rectal temperature (adapted from Roth et al., 2009). A
calf was considered to have fever if its rectal temperature
was above 39.1°C. Health problems were scored with a
0, 1, 2 system, with 0 equaling no health problems and a
2 equaling a severe symptom (see Roth et al., 2009), for
example, fever, liquid feces or all conditions that made
medications or veterinary care necessary. A 1 equaled a
minor symptom, such as sporadic coughing or superficial
lesions. The total health score for the day equaled the
highest score the calf got on one of the single parameters
on the specific day. If an animal was scored a 2 on its total
health score (i.e., it scored a 2 in any of the health mea-
surements) on a specific day, it was completely excluded
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from analysis for that day as well as the preceding and
subsequent day. Only data for weight gain were based on
a dataset that included calves with scours (fecal consis-
tency scored 2) on single days. This was the case because
the weight measurements were taken only once every
week and single days with scours in between would be
masked by the other days. Furthermore, deleting calves
with nutritional scours due to high milk consumption
could have led to an underestimation of the ADG. For
FGCM analysis the health and error score data from the
day before data collection were used, because in calves
FGCM peak about 8 to 10 h after the occurrence of a
stressor (Vogt et al., 2023), and thus our samples from
0730 h reflect the calves’ FGCM concentrations from the
previous evening (~2100 h until 0000 h).

Remaining data points after correction for health
problems and illegitimate cow-calf contact are shown in
Supplemental Figures S1 and S2 (see Notes).

Data Analysis

Statistical analysis was performed with SAS Version
9.4 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC). An a priori reduction of
explanatory variables was done by checking for correla-
tions between variables. For all behavioral parameters
observed at several intervals per day (TMR feeding times,
rumination, vocalizations, searching behavior, total play
behavior, and brush use) the means per week for each
individual calf were calculated before analysis. Data
were analyzed according to their respective distribution
(Gaussian: ADG (kg/d), rumination (% of scans), FGCM
(ng/g), neutrophils (% of total leukocytes), lymphocytes
(% of total leukocytes), vocalizations (frequency per 30
min), searching behavior (% of scans), total play behav-
ior (seconds per 30 min), brush use (min per 6 h), lying
times (% of 24 h) and suckling attempts (% of scans);
B distribution (logit-link): neutrophil:lymphocyte ratio;
Poisson distribution (log-link): locomotor play (CPA
per 9 h) and lying bouts (number per 24 h); geometric
distribution (log-link): TMR feeding time (min per 6 h)
with a linear or generalized linear mixed-effects model
with repeated measures. FGCM data were log-trans-
formed before analysis and back-transformed using the
omega method. Vocalizations, searching behavior, total
play behavior, and suckling attempts were square root-
transformed before analysis and back-transformed using
the delta method. The (generalized) linear mixed-effects
model included treatment (GR/NF), phase (baseline
phase/weaning and separation phase), and the interaction
between treatment and phase, as well as sex of the calf
(male/female), as fixed effects. Age of the calf at start
of the weaning procedure (in days) was included as con-
tinuous variable. The calf ID nested within herd (horned/
polled) was included as a random effect. Additionally,
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the calendar week merged with herd was included as
cross-classified random effect to account for the weekly
changing group composition in the calf section of each
herd throughout the study (Cafri et al., 2015). Correc-
tion for multiple testing of several parameters (in total
14) was calculated according to the Benjamini-Hochberg
false discovery rate correction (Glickman et al., 2014;
Supplemental Table S2; see Notes).

In case that the treatment x phase interaction showed
significance (P < 0.05) or a tendency (P < 0.1) after cor-
rection for multiple testing, an extended model was run
that included the exact week (baseline, week 1, week 2,
week 3 of the weaning and separation phase) instead of
the whole weaning and separation phase as the sampling
time point. For all models, model requirements (normal
distribution and homoscedasticity of residuals) were
checked graphically. Pairwise differences of different
treatment x phase interactions (or for extended analysis
treatment X week interactions) were calculated using a
Tukey-Kramer post hoc test. All results are presented as
(back-transformed) LSM + SE. Extended model results
for variables not reported here are included in Supple-
mental Table S3 (see Notes), and confidence intervals for
the estimates are presented in Supplemental Tables S4
and S5 (see Notes).

Exceptions to this procedure were FGCM concentra-
tions, hematological variables, and suckling attempts.
For FGCM data, only the extended model with the spe-
cific weeks was run, because a comparison of the whole
weaning and separation phase was not valid due to the
different nutritional bases in the course of the treatments,
which was shown to heavily influence FGCM levels
(Vogtetal., 2023). For hematological variables, the exact
day of treatment was used as the sampling time point
instead of the week in the extended analysis, because lit-
erature showed that changes in hematological parameters
are transient and can return to baseline levels within just
3 d after an abrupt weaning stressor (O’Loughlin et al.,
2012, 2014). For suckling attempts of the NF calves, we
used the same mixed model as above, except that it con-
tained only treatment day, age at weaning start, and sex
of calf as fixed factors.

Analysis of sociopositive behavior, mounting behavior,
and cross-sucking was not possible due to a too low oc-
currence of these variables during our selected observa-
tion times. Cross-sucking was observed once in 4 calves
(2 NF, 2 GR) during the whole behavioral observation.

RESULTS

ADG

Weight gain (kg/d) differed between treatments de-
pending on the phase (interaction treatment X phase,
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Table 2. Model output of the main model for the effect of weaning and separation of calves with either 2-step weaning using a nose flap (NF) or
gradual reduction of contact time to the dam (GR) on behavioral and physiological indicators of distress'

Phase P-values (F-valueyyy, pr.pen DF)
No. of
Variable Treatment calves Baseline Treatment Treatment Phase Treatment x phase
ADG (kg/d) NF 18 1.50£0.07" 0.26 +0.07* 0.003 <0.001 0.028
GR 18 1.58 £0.07" 0.68 £ 0.09" (F 25 =10.6) (Fy7,=198.7) (Fi70=5.1)
TMR feeding time (min/6 h) NF 18 6.81+0.74  29.25+2.56™ <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
GR 18 6.51+0.71°  13.04+1.15% (Fi5=14.1) (F 93 =186.6) (Fy55=26.9)
Rumination (% of scans) NF 18 9.95+2.25 1631+ 1.76 0.74 0.001 0.50
GR 18 11.72+2.27 16.05+1.73 (F,’ZQ:O.I) (F[gg 10.9) (F172=0.5)
Vocalizations® (frequency per NF 18 0.50 +0.15 0.61+0.10 0.12 0.003 0.007
30 min) GR 18 0.16 +0.05* 3.21+047% (Fi37=2.5) (Fi128=9.2) (Fi18=74)
Searching behavior® NF 18 0.32+0.09 0.50 +0.08" 0.09 <0.001 <0.001
(% of scans) GR 18 0.01 +0.00" 3.62+£0.53% (Fi90=3.0) (Fi127=15.7) (Fi2=122)
Total play behavior® NF 18 1.54+0.26 0.19+0.02 0.01 <0.001 0.71
(s/30 min) GR 18 2.59+0.43 0.80+0.09 (F] 1u="1.7) (F90=36.5) (Fi67=0.14)
Locomotor play (CPA/9 h) NF 13 34.77+7.40°  12.17 £2.14™ 0.11 <0.001 0.007
GR 15 31.38+6.10  26.10 +4.45 (Fi19=2.9) (F14; 14.0) (Fi35=28.1)
Brush use (min/6 h) NF 16 3.57+0.68 3.77+0.54 0.73 0.67 0.25
GR 17 4.18 £0.61 3.62+0.49 (Fy;;=0.13) (Fi151=0.2) (Fi35=14)
Lying times (% of 24 h) NF 15 66.69 +0.71 62.11 +£0.73 0.47 <0.001 0.047
GR 14 66.64 £0.75 63.53+£0.83 (Fi25=0.6) (F) 245 = 86.9) (Fy 279 =4.0)
No. of lying bouts (per 24 h) NF 15 18.52+0.75*  11.50 = 0.50™ 0.31 <0.001 <0.001
GR 14 17.28+0.74"  13.89 £ 0.66" (Fips=1.1) (Fl 201 =255.3) (Fl o =37.4)
Neutrophils (%) NF 18 19.84+243  25.05+1.53 0.12 0.46 0.016"
GR 17 27.49+2.60 2474+ 1.75 (Fi30=2.6) (Fl 97 =0.6) (Fi50=5.9)
Lymphocytes (%) NF 18 71.85+£2.57°  65.76 = 1.60° 0.12 0.32 0.012
GR 17 63.64+£2.74  66.25+1.83 (Fra1=2.5) (Fl 95 =1.0) (Fi35=6.5)
Neutrophil:lymphocyte ratio NF 18 0.30 +0.06 0.41 +0.04 0.21 0.62 0.045"
GR 17 0.46 +0.07 0.40 = 0.04 (Fi3=1.6) (F1102=0.2) (Fi37=42)

“PIndicate a difference between baseline and the weaning/separation phase within a treatment.
*“Indicate a difference between the NF and GR treatment within a phase with P < 0.05.
*Individual pairwise comparisons were no longer significant or only tended to be significant after Tukey-Kramer adjustment.

"Values are expressed as LSM + SE. A Benjamini-Hochberg false discovery rate calculation for the treatment x phase interaction confirmed the
P-values in bold for rejection of the null-hypothesis with an a < 0.05, while P-values in bold and italics correspond to an o < 0.1. NF = nose-flap
weaning; GR = gradual separation; DF = degrees of freedom; baseline = last 3 wk before weaning start for ADG, lying times, and lying bouts, 1 wk
before weaning start for hematological responses, and all other behaviors; treatment phase = the 3-wk weaning and separation phase; CPA = counts of

peak acceleration measurements.
’LSM and SE back-transformed from square-root-transformation.

Table 2). GR calves gained more weight than NF calves
during the 3-week weaning and separation phase (pair-
wise post hoc test; t-statistiCyegrees of frecdom: t77 = 3.6, P =
0.004, Table 2). However, both treatments showed lower
ADG during the weaning and separation phase compared
with their individual baseline before start of the treat-
ment (GR: tg; = 7.8, P<0.001; NF: tgo = 12.9, P < 0.001,
Table 2).

The extended model revealed the lowest gains for NF
calves compared with baseline in the first week imme-
diately after insertion of the nose flap (t;3; = —9.3, P <
0.001), but ADG remained at a relatively low level for the
second and third week as well (Table 3). In contrast, GR
calves showed increasing weight gains over the weaning
and separation period with the highest ADG in the third
week, which also did not differ from the GR baseline
anymore (t;q4 = —2.4, P = 0.28, Table 3, Supplemental
Figure S1A).

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024

TMR Feeding

Duration of feeding on TMR differed between treat-
ments depending on phase (interaction treatment x phase,
Table 2). Throughout the weaning and separation phase,
NF calves spent more time feeding on TMR than GR
calves (t3; = —6.7, P < 0.001). Both treatments showed
an increase in TMR feeding duration during the wean-
ing and separation phase compared with their individual
baseline before the weaning procedure started (GR: tg
=—6.5, P <0.001; NF: t, = —13.5, P < 0.001), but this
increase was stronger for NF calves (Table 2).

The extended model revealed that NF and GR calves
each showed a significant increase in the duration of TMR
feeding with each week of the weaning and separation
procedure (Table 3), except for NF calves from wk 2 to
wk 3 (tg3 =—2.3, P=0.33). In general, NF calves showed
a noticeably stronger increase in TMR feeding duration



5950

Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES

‘JuouBII)

© UIYIIA PUE SJUSUIEAL) UDIMIDQ d[qeredwiod K[qeuoseal dIe aseq SUIPAY [EQNUSPI UL (A SH2aM A[UO S[OAS[ NDD. 10 18y} 9JON “UOIBULIOJSUEL)-50] WO} PIULIOJSUEI)-}OBq HS PUE INST,
“UOIJBULIOJSUEL)-J00I-0Ienbs WO pauLIofsuen-yoeq gS pue NS,
'S9}I[OQEIOW [OSI1I0D [BOJ) = DD ‘SIUOWIAINSBIW UONBIDII9E edd JO SIuNnoo = yJ) ‘Wopoalj Jo sa013op
= JQ ‘uoneredas enpeid = YO Furueam dej-osou = JN YoM x JUIUI)BAI) JO UOIORINUI = YoM x Judunear) pue (32am) jurod awn Surjdures = oA\ 11e1s Surueom ) 210Joq M | A[uo

postIdwon 31 SIOIABYDQ JOYIO [[& PUB NDD 10J sowi) Sulk| pue DV SO[BLIBA Oy} J0J }IE)S SUIUBOM 2I0J3q YM ¢ SB[ oY) PAsLIdwod aul[oseq YL ‘HS F NS Se passdidxo die sonjeA |
‘(S1uSU)BAI) Y10q Ul SSO Y[ JO Joom ) ‘Ojdurexa 10j ‘01| suostedwod jueAd[al
[eNPIAIPUL 10 OS[B MO[[ 0] PIIIPISUOD J[BLIBA B IOJ SUOTJBUIQUIOD YoM x JUIWIBAI) UdIm]dq suosLiedwod asimired ooy 1sod [[8) G0'(0 > 4 18 SOOUIIIJJIP JUedIJIUSIS A[[BO1)SI)R)S 9)BIIpU], ,

(8T=%D) ('t ="%%1) (LT="") w00 CEF LY TIT 569 8TFLYVIT  WEOLTFLSITT  CT8Y FT99LT L1 an
S¥0°0 900°0 11°0 OTLTFOOIST  SOLLFOSOPT  oLOSTFTOSST  oTL'SE FILFET 81 AN (8/3u) JNODA
(9T ="%%1) (616 ="51) (Lz="") 980 F LSTI 2q8LOF LOYI 8L'OF 691 SCL'OFSELI 4! an (U $¢ 1od)
100°0> 100°0> 11°0 8S0FSTII LS OFOTIL %C90F 20Tl LEL°0 F $S81 SI AN s1Moq SuI&] Jo "ON
(O1="5)  (se=""%9) (S0=""1) 0T'1F 6409 66°0 F 8779 LEOF 6179 ¥L'0F 9999 vl an
61°0 100°0> 670 98°0 F 0609 $8°0F 6879 98°0 ¥ 8979 IL'0F 6999 S1 AN (U $T J0 %) sown SuIkT
(s ="%0) (L9="%1) (60=""1) @06 EF VL FEIFTSIE @l 19 F S¥'ST wlSSFST6T SI an
¥00°0 1000 9¢°0 @807 F89°GI SLTFTIIT O EFILTI WSTLF99°6¢€ €1 AN (U 6/VdD) Ae[d 1010t000]
(S1z=""%) (Tre=""%)  (L8e="""1) PELEFOVST #9100 F0L°0 LES0FOET +10°0 F50°0 81 an (sueas jo %)
100°0> 100°0> 100°0> «xCT0F 060 100 F20°0 OO F 191 w€00F 10 81 AN J01ABY2q SUIOIEdg
(957 =%%1) ®e6r=""%)  (61e=""1 LI6TTFBLEL L1T°0FS80 @PCOFOTT :90°0 F 0€°0 81 an urw (¢/Kouanbaiy)
100°0> 100°0> 100°0> 100 F+0°0 FTOFTI0 080F89°€ SO0 FSTO 81 AN SUONBZI[BOOA
®er="%) (€911 ="1) (0Cce=""9) 268 T F90°81 HETFITEL oS6°0F 60°6 8S0F IS 81 an (y 9/ur)
100°0> 100°0> 100°0> F8EFIOLE 280°€ F95°0€ WDETFTSIT w€90FS09 81 AN own Furpad) YL
(Te="") (TLo="%1)  (gL1=%"4) @lTOFLOT 5910 F IS0 2810 F 90 L0°0 F8S°T 81 an
€0°0 100°0> 100°0> FT0FLTO WETOF 170 LT0FL00 LOOFISTT 81 AN (p/31) DAV
yoom NOOM JudUIIBAL]Y, € oM T 1o9M T o9M aurjaseqg SOA[BD JudUIIBALY, d[qeLIBA
x Juaunealy, JO 'ON
(10 WA 4a WNgnRA-,]) SON[BA-J DEEIN

,SSISIP JO s103edIpUl [B2IS0[0ISAYd puE [BI0IABYSQ UO (YD) WeEp oY) 0)
awn) 103U Jo uononpal [enpers 1o (JN) defy asou e Sursn Surueom dois-g IO YIIM M € IOAO SIA[ED JO uoneledos pue Surueom Jo J091J0 d) 10J [dpow Papu)Xs ay} Jo ndinQ *¢ IqeL

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024



Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES

compared with GR calves, because they fed significantly
longer from the TMR in each weekly comparison (Table
3, Supplemental Figure S1B).

Rumination Behavior

There was no treatment X phase interaction for the
percentage of scans in which calves showed rumination
behavior, but a main effect of the treatment phase (Table
2). Rumination behavior increased in all calves during
the weaning and separation phase as compared with the
baseline phase (Table 2).

Vocalizations

The frequency of vocalizations differed between treat-
ments depending on phase (interaction treatment X phase,
Table 2). Gradually weaned calves showed an increase in
frequency of vocalizations from baseline to the weaning
and separation phase (t;,3 = —4.1, P = 0.001), which was
not the case for the NF calves (t;,3=—-0.2, P=0.99, Table
2). Consequently, GR calves showed more vocalizations
during the weaning and separation phase compared with
NF calves (t43 =4.7, P <0.001, Table 2).

Additionally, the extended model revealed a differ-
ence in temporal distribution of vocalizations; GR calves
vocalized most frequently during the third week of the
treatment with fence-line contact and NF calves most
frequently during the first week, which differed signifi-
cantly from one another (t;5, = 5.9, P < 0.001, Table 3,
Supplemental Figure S2A, see Notes). This represented
more vocalizations compared with the respective base-
line value for both of the treatments (GR: tys = 11.4, P
< 0.001; NF: teg = 4.6, P < 0.001, Table 3) and was for
both treatments the time point when milk loss happened.
Introduction of half-day (wk 1) and morning contact (wk
2) did not significantly increase vocalizations compared
with the baseline in GR calves (Table 3, Supplemental
Figure S2A).

Searching Behavior

The percentage of scans in which calves showed
searching behavior differed between treatments depend-
ing on phase (interaction treatment x phase, Table 2).
During the 3-wk weaning and separation phase, GR
calves showed more searching behavior than NF calves
(ts; = 6.2, P < 0.001, Table 2). The highest increase in
scans with searching behavior compared with baseline
was seen in GR calves during the first and especially the
third week of the weaning and separation process, where-
as NF calves showed no significant increase in searching
behavior compared with their baseline in any treatment
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week (Table 3, Supplemental Figure S2B). Generally,
GR calves showed significantly more searching behavior
during the third week with fence-line contact than during
any other week of the weaning and separation process
(Table 3). Equally, the amount of searching behavior of
GR calves in the third week was also higher than that of
NF calves in any week of the weaning and separation
period, including the first week in which the milk loss
happened for NF calves (Table 3, Supplemental Figure
S2B).

Total Play Behavior (Direct Observation)

There was no interaction of treatment X phase for the
duration of total play behavior of the calves, that is, lo-
comotor, social, and object play behavior combined, but
a main effect of phase (Table 2). During the weaning and
separation phase all calves played less in comparison
with the baseline phase (Table 2).

Locomotor Play (Automatic Assessment)

Counts of peak acceleration (per 9 h), indicative of
locomotor play, differed between treatments depend-
ing on the phase (interaction treatment X phase, Table
2). During the 3-wk weaning and separation phase, NF
calves showed a decrease in locomotor play compared
with their baseline phase (t3;; = 4.5, P < 0.001), which
was however not the case for GR calves (t;; = 0.9, P =
0.82, Table 2). Consequently, GR calves showed more
locomotor play during the weaning and separation phase
than NF calves (t;o = 3.5, P =0.007, Table 2).

The extended model revealed that compared with
baseline, the locomotor play behavior of NF calves
was mainly reduced in the first and second week while
wearing the nose flap (wk 1: t33 = =3.5, P = 0.03; wk
2: t33 = —4.1, P = 0.007), but not during the third week
with fence-line contact (t3o = —2.8, P = 0.13, Table 3,
Supplemental Figure S2C, see Notes). In contrast, no
significant decline in locomotor play was observed for
GR calves from baseline to any treatment week (Table
3, Supplemental Figure S2C). Nonetheless, GR calves
showed a numerical reduction in play behavior compared
with the baseline after introduction of fence-line contact
to the dam in the third week (Table 3; note however that
this was based on data of only 3 calves, denoted by the
diamonds in Supplemental Figure S2C).

Brush Use

There was no interaction of treatment X phase for the
duration of brush use of the calves and no main effect
either (Table 2).
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Table 4. Number of unsuccessful suckling attempts with the nose flap of calves weaned via 2-step weaning'

Treatment day

P-value
(F-valuexym prpen DF)

Variable 0 1 2 3 7 8 9 10 Sampling time point (day)
Suckling attempts 9.31 6.73 0.77 2.84 1.39 0.12 0.34 0.16 <0.001
(% of scans) +3.34° +2.42° +0.24 +0.89° +0.48 +0.04 +0.09 +0.44 (Fs81=9.2)

“Indicates a statistically significant difference from zero behavioral observations with suckling attempts at P < 0.05. D = sampling time point (treat-

ment day). DF = degrees of freedom.

'Data are presented as percentage of scans (LSM = SE) in which suckling attempts occurred during direct observation with scan sampling every 3

min. Treatment d O represents the day of insertion of the nose flap.
’LSM and SE back-transformed from square-root-transformation.

Lying Times and Number of Lying Bouts per Day

Daily lying times of calves tended to differ after cor-
rection for multiple testing between treatments depend-
ing on the phase (interaction treatment X phase, Table
2). Numerically though, there was no difference in the
percentage of total lying time per day between treat-
ments over the whole 3-wk weaning and separation phase
(Table 2) and the extended model revealed no difference
between treatments in any weekly comparison either
(Table 3). However, there was a main effect of the treat-
ment phase on lying times (Table 2), because lying times
of both treatments decreased during the 3-wk weaning
and separation phase compared with the individual 3-wk
baseline before treatment start (Table 2).

The number of lying bouts per day differed between
treatments depending on phase (interaction treatment x
phase, Table 2). Compared with baseline values, the num-
ber of lying bouts declined in both treatments, but this
decline was stronger in NF calves (~40% fewer bouts)
than in GR calves (~20% fewer bouts, Table 2). Thus,
GR calves showed more lying bouts than NF calves over
the whole 3-wk weaning and separation phase (t;3 = 3.0,
P =0.02, Table 2). The extended model revealed no dif-
ference in the number of lying bouts between treatments
in any weekly comparison (Table 3).

Suckling Attempts and Nasal Injuries of NF Calves

It is noteworthy reporting that calves in the NF treat-
ment group, which wore the nose flap over a duration
of 2 wk, all showed some tissue alterations caused by
the nose flaps. Out of 18 calves in the NF treatment, 12
calves had pressure marks at the nasal septum from the
nose flap, the other 6 had injuries, with 2 calves showing
tissue bleeding, 3 calves having a purulent inflammation,
and one calf having both bleeding and a purulent inflam-
mation at the tissue of the nasal septum at the contact site
with the nose flap.

Suckling attempts of NF calves decreased considerably
over the 2-wk period while wearing a nose flap (Table 4).
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The percentage of scans in which suckling attempts were
observed showed no significant difference from zero
suckling attempts beyond the second treatment day and
all days of the second treatment week (Table 4).

Hematological Responses

Neutrophil and lymphocyte percentage differed be-
tween treatments depending on phase (interaction treat-
ment x phase) and tended to do so after correction for
multiple testing for the neutrophil:lymphocyte ratio
(Table 2). Nose flap calves showed a tendency for an
increased neutrophil percentage (tg; = —2.4, P = 0.09)
and an accompanying decreased lymphocyte percentage
in blood (tg4 = 2.6, P = 0.048) during the weaning and
separation phase compared with the NF baseline phase
(Table 2). This was also reflected in a numerically in-
creased neutrophil:lymphocyte ratio of NF calves (tgg
= -1.9, P = 0.25, Table 2). In contrast, no significant
changes in neutrophil percentage, lymphocyte percent-
age, or neutrophil:lymphocyte ratio from baseline to the
weaning and separation phase were observed for GR
calves (Table 2).

Extended models with individual treatment days
showed a numerical increase in neutrophil percentage
and a numerical decrease in lymphocyte percentage in
NF calves from d 0 to d 3, which was the first sampling
point after insertion of the nose flap. This resulted in an
elevated neutrophil:lymphocyte ratio for NF calves on
d 3 compared with the NF baseline on d 0 (tg4 = —3.9,
P =0.02, Table 5). For none of the other treatment days
did significant changes compared with baseline become
evident in either of the 2 treatments (Table 5).

Fecal Cortisol Metabolites

There were no significant differences in FGCM con-
centrations (ng/g) between the 2 treatments during the
baseline phase or the third week with fence-line contact
(Table 3). Within treatments, NF calves showed the high-
est increase in FGCM concentrations in reaction to inser-
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tion of the nose flap in wk 1 compared with the other
2 treatment weeks (wk 2: tg3 = 4.3, P = 0.001, wk 3:
t3o = 4.0, P = 0.004, Table 3). For GR calves, treatment
weeks were not reasonably comparable due to a different
nutritional basis (Vogt et al., 2023).

DISCUSSION

The present study compared weaning and separation
of calves through either 2-step weaning with nose flaps
or a gradual reduction of contact time between cow and
calf. Results showed that the weaning and separation
procedure induced a considerable distress response in
calves regardless of the weaning method, but revealed
differences between the 2 methods in behavioral as well
as physiological indicators (Table 2). Considering the
whole 3-wk weaning and separation phase, NF calves
showed a stronger decrease in the number of lying bouts,
locomotor play, and ADG, as well as a higher increase
in TMR feeding time compared with baseline than GR
calves, whereas GR calves vocalized more often and
showed more searching behavior than NF calves. Also,
a tendency for an increased neutrophil percentage and a
significantly decreased lymphocyte percentage compared
with baseline could be found for NF, but not for GR,
calves during the weaning and separation phase. Overall,
in line with our hypotheses, results point toward a favor-
able effect of the GR method on reduction of weaning
and separation distress in calves, which will be discussed
in the following sections.

Physiological Adaption to the New Diet

Calves of both treatments showed only a modest rough-
age intake during the baseline phase, when milk was still
available ad libitum, and hence reacted with a decrease
in ADG once the weaning process started. This is in line
with results of beef suckler calves weaned with nose
flaps (Haley et al., 2005; Boland et al., 2008; Enriquez
et al., 2010) as well as of artificially reared dairy calves
in which the increased starter intake could not compen-
sate for the reduced milk intake during gradual weaning
(Sweeney et al., 2010). The lower ADG of the NF calves
compared with our GR treatment over the whole weaning
and separation phase was expected because GR calves
were still able to suckle milk from their dams for 2 wk of
the weaning phase, whereas the NF calves abruptly lost
the milk and had to meet their nutritional requirements
solely from solid feed. Accordingly, the TMR feeding
time of NF calves over the whole weaning and separa-
tion phase was about twice as high as that for GR calves.
Additionally, these high TMR feeding times could result
from an altered, potentially more cautious, feeding be-
havior of calves with the nose flap, leading to a lowered
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feeding rate at the feeding rack. Thus, even if the feeding
duration differed between our treatments, the actual feed
intake might have been the same, which is also supported
by the similar rumination times of calves in both treat-
ments.

Importantly however, NF calves lacked an increase
in ADG during the third week with fence-line contact,
despite the highest TMR feeding times at that point and
without impairment through the nose flap. In contrast,
GR calves increased their TMR feeding and weight gains
during the weaning and separation process and showed
the highest ADG in the third week, which did not differ
from their baseline at that time. This might be explained
by an improved adaption of the gastrointestinal tract
(GIT) to the changed diet in the 2 treatments, including
a potentially smoother transition of the gut microbiome
from the pre- to postweaning state (Li et al., 2012; Rey
et al., 2014; Meale et al., 2016, 2017) with the gradual
weaning method, as compared with the abrupt change in
NF calves. In this regard Steele et al. (2017) discussed
that increased starter intake in gradually weaned calves
can potentially accumulate in the rumen as substrate for
microbial fermentation, creating a greater nutrient pool
to support growth. Accordingly, studies in artificially fed
dairy calves showed that postweaning weight gains of
gradually weaned calves are usually higher than those of
abruptly weaned calves and prevent the typical depres-
sion in postweaning weight gains (e.g., Khan et al., 2007,
Sweeney et al., 2010; Omidi-Mirzaei et al., 2015). In con-
trast, the abrupt loss of milk through the nose flap likely
had not allowed enough time for a sufficient transition of
the gut microbiome for an effective maintenance of body
weight from solid feed after abrupt cessation of milk
feeding. This is in line with the results of van Niekerk
et al. (2021), who reported a delay in rumen structural
development, inadequate short-chain fatty acid absorp-
tion, and reduced ruminal pH (acidosis) for up to 2 wk
postweaning in calves that were weaned in one step from
a high milk replacer diet. In addition, it has been shown
that hay consumption from hay racks is restricted by the
nose flap (Barth et al., 2015), which might have addi-
tionally reduced ruminal pH and delayed adaption of the
GIT in our NF calves, because hay intake during wean-
ing stimulates rumen development with a positive effect
on ruminal pH (Khan et al., 2011; Castells et al., 2013;
Pazoki et al., 2017) and ruminal bacterial diversity and
abundance (Kim et al., 2016) and thus affects the estab-
lishment of its fermentative functions. An impeded adap-
tion of the GIT in our NF calves was further supported
by the results of our hematological variables. There was
a tendency for an increased neutrophil percentage and
a significantly decreased lymphocyte percentage during
the whole weaning and separation phase in NF calves,
whereas we found no significant change in relation to
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baseline values in GR calves at any sampling day. Such
an increased neutrophil percentage and decreased lym-
phocyte percentage, resulting in an increased neutrophil:
lymphocyte ratio, was equally reported for beef calves in
response to abrupt weaning (e.g., Hickey et al., 2003; de
Souza Teixeira et al., 2021), but no neutrophilia and lym-
phopenia were found in gradually weaned dairy calves
fed at an automatic milk feeder (AMF; Johnston et al.,
2016), which is in line with our findings. This increase
in inflammatory blood markers can result from differ-
ent weaning stressors leading to elevated glucocorticoid
levels in the bloodstream (discussed in Burton et al.,
2005; de Souza Teixeira et al., 2021), but might in this
regard be especially likely to reflect a temporary hindgut
acidosis of the calves during the weaning process as hy-
pothesized by Steele et al. (2016). Thus, our hematologi-
cal markers may mainly reflect an inflammation of the
GIT in consequence of the abrupt change in diet in NF
calves or the better nutritional adaption through the GR
treatment. This is further supported by the reduced lying
bout frequency and play behavior of NF calves compared
with our GR calves, which might also be related to the
different energy levels of the calves in consequence of a
different speed of adaption of the GIT. Generally, calves
of both treatments showed reduced lying times compared
with baseline values during the weaning and separation
process, which is in line with the literature; increased
activity levels and reduced lying times have been fre-
quently reported for beef (Budzynska and Weary, 2008;
Hotzel et al., 2010) and dairy calves (Jasper et al., 2008;
Eckert et al., 2015) in response to weaning. In our study,
this was likely caused by conversely increased standing
times at the feeding rack, as well as increased time spent
for searching behavior in the GR treatment. The reduced
number of lying bouts in NF calves compared with our
GR calves was, however, contrary to expectations be-
cause we predicted more but shorter lying bouts in hun-
grier calves due to enhanced restlessness. Nonetheless,
our results are in line with a study by Black et al. (2017),
which reported a reduced lying bout frequency in dairy
calves following abrupt weaning. Potentially, this could
be a consequence of the energy deficit of calves during
weaning, because increased bout duration reduces the
number of necessary raisings and conserves energy. This
is partly supported by the fact that dairy cows show less
but longer lying bouts during cold conditions compared
with hot or thermoneutral climates (Lovarelli et al.,
2020). Also, the reduced amount of locomotor play of NF
calves compared with GR calves during the weaning and
separation phase supports this assumption; past research
has repeatedly shown that the amount of locomotor play
in calves decreases with a low energy intake (Krachun
et al., 2010; Duve et al., 2012; Rushen et al., 2016). The
high levels of locomotor play of GR calves in the first 2
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wk of the weaning process while still being able to suckle
milk are in line with this.

Last, we found the highest increase in FGCM concen-
trations within the NF treatment in the first week com-
pared with the other weeks of the weaning and separation
process, which is in line with hematological responses
and equally points toward a heightened distress response
in NF calves directly after insertion of the nose flap.
However, it has to be kept in mind here that the composi-
tion of the gut microbiome was probably profoundly dif-
ferent in the first week of wearing the nose flap compared
with afterward, due to the progressive transition toward a
solid diet with time. We have shown in a previous study
that FGCM concentrations in the same calves will be
higher when the calves are fed a primarily milk-based
diet in comparison to a diet based on solids (Vogt et al.,
2023), thus the high FGCM concentrations in NF calves
in the first week without milk are especially noteworthy.
Nevertheless, the change in diet brings nuisance to the
FGCM results and complicates comparability not only
between weaning methods but also between weaning
stages. Therefore, we conclude that FGCM concentra-
tions are of limited use as a marker for weaning distress,
and this should be considered in the design of future
studies.

Lack of Vocalizations Seems not Equivalent
to Absence of Distress

Contrary to our hypothesis and also contrary to the
aforementioned results, we found significantly more
vocalizations and searching behavior in GR calves com-
pared with the NF calves over the whole weaning and
separation period. For the NF calves this is in line with
the literature because a low frequency of vocalizations
has been repeatedly reported in studies on beef (Haley
et al., 2005; Enriquez et al., 2010) and dairy calves (Lo-
berg et al., 2008) weaned with a nose flap. However, in
contrast to the generally accepted view, we argue that
this low frequency of vocalizations does not indicate
that the NF calves experienced less distress during the
weaning and separation procedure, because our remain-
ing indicators do not support this assumption, but rather
reflects the different situation regarding the necessity of
vocal communication between cow and calf. In general,
contact calls of cow-calf pairs seem to be linked to the
desire to reunite and the need to obtain milk or have milk
removed from the udder because calls are often followed
by reunion and nursing events (Padilla de la Torre et al.,
2015) and increasing time spans between nursing events
increase the probability that one or both members of a
cow-calf-pair vocalizes (Watts, 2001). Also, calf vocal-
izations are likely to be linked to hunger because bottle-
fed calves call less frequently and at a lower fundamental
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frequency when fed higher amounts of milk (Thomas et
al., 2001). This makes sense in the view of the honest
signaling theory: the energy cost and risk of being caught
by predators during vocalizing is high, and thus the fre-
quency of calling must be balanced against the urgency
of obtaining resources from the dam (dicussed in Weary
and Fraser, 1995; Enriquez et al., 2011). Interestingly,
however, De Paula Vieira et al. (2008) reported a lack
of vocalizations in dairy calves fed at an AMF, even
though their nutritional needs were verifiably not met.
It might therefore be reasonable to assume that calves’
vocalizations are not simply an expression of hunger,
but more an attempt to regain contact with the dam or
communicating with a caretaker that has been previously
associated with milk provision (De Paula Vieira et al.,
2008). Accordingly, there is less need for vocalizations
by the calf when direct contact with the cow is already
re-established, which was the case for our NF treatment.
Similarly, searching behavior in this study covered only
standing next to or walking up and down the pen barrier
or standing with the head through the selection gate, for
which NF calves had a reduced necessity due to access to
the cow herd for most of the treatment. In line with this,
beef calves weaned with a nose flap showed less fence-
line pacing compared with abruptly or fence-line weaned
calves (Enriquez et al., 2010), which might equally be
explained by their possibility of direct contact with the
dam. Altogether it might therefore be stated that calves
that show searching behavior with or without vocaliza-
tions are often likely to be hungry or wish to reunite with
the dam for other reasons, but that in turn it seems not
reasonable to assume that calves that are not showing
these behaviors are not stressed and that their nutritional
needs are satisfied.

Frustration of Behavioral Needs During Weaning

Although the higher frequency of vocalizations and
proportion of searching behavior in GR calves compared
with NF calves over the whole weaning and separation
period seem to reflect mainly the differing necessity for
vocal communication with the dam over a distance, it
is noteworthy that NF calves showed almost no search-
ing behavior and vocalizations in response to fence-line
separation from the dam in the third week, whereas GR
calves reacted to this step with the highest increase in
these behavioral responses, despite the presumably better
nutritional adaption. This signals a high motivation of
GR calves to reunite with the dam, which is supported
by the comparatively high proportion of GR calves that
gained illegitimate access to the cow area over the whole
weaning period, but especially during the third week with
fence-line contact. The main explanation here might be
that suckling of the dam was still possible for GR calves



Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES

until the fence-line separation commenced, which has
been shown to lead to oxytocin release in calves (e.g.,
Lupoli et al., 2001; Uvnéds-Moberg et al., 2001) and does
reinforce the strength of the cow-calf bond. Particularly,
dairy calves that had only partial contact with their dam,
without suckling, up from birth showed little distress in
response to debonding (Wenker et al., 2022), and also
cows showed a greater motivation for calf contact in the
days following parturition when suckled compared with
nonsuckled controls (Wenker et al., 2020). Thus, the pre-
vention from suckling through the nose flap has probably
loosened the cow-calf bond in the NF treatment, whereas
the continued possibility of GR calves to suckle has
presumably maintained the bond to the dam and conse-
quently led to frustration when access to their dam was
denied in the third week. This is in line with results in beef
calves, for which fence-line separation has equally been
shown to cause increased frustration levels (Enriquez et
al., 2010). Given the comparably high weight gains of
GR calves in the third week, the high increase in vocal-
izations and searching behavior is more likely a reaction
to the loss of access to the dam per se, rather than to the
loss of milk, which is supported by the fact that abrupt
maternal separation leads to a pessimistic judgment bias
in dairy calves, even when the calves are nutritionally
independent (Daros et al., 2014). With regard to the NF
calves, it can be assumed that the inability to obtain milk
from the dam during the weeks with the nose flap had
equally caused a state of frustration in the NF calves,
because they were not able to suckle milk from the dam
despite the perceived potential for access to the udder
(Enriquez et al., 2010, 2011). In fact, exposure of fasted
animals to situations in which they previously learned
to expect food, but could unexpectedly not obtain it, has
been used as an experimental technique to create a state
of frustration in study animals in the past (Lewis, 1999;
Mason and Burn, 2011). This assumption is supported by
the observation that the NF calves in our study as well
as beef calves weaned with a nose flap (Enriquez et al.,
2010) showed a high number of unsuccessful suckling at-
tempts for 2 to 4 d after the nose flap was inserted. Such
repeated attempts to consume an inaccessible food have
been described as a typical behavioral reaction in situa-
tions were strong motivations are frustrated (Mason and
Burn, 2011). Furthermore, the severe drop in locomotor
play behavior in the 2 wk while wearing the nose flap,
which was found in our study and also in beef calves
(Enriquez et al., 2010), equally points toward a possible
negative affective state in these calves, but is likely con-
founded with reduced energy intake as discussed above.
Generally, play behavior is discussed as an indicator of
positive welfare in animals (Boissy et al., 2007; Held
and Spinka, 2011) and a reduction of play behavior in
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calves indicates, among other things, impaired welfare
such as pain (Mintline et al., 2013) or social deprivation
(Jensen et al., 2015). Because the nose flap likely caused
discomfort or potentially even pain in calves and has
potentially impeded several behaviors such as self- or al-
logrooming as well as hay intake and milk consumption,
it is probable that wearing the nose flap created a state
of frustration in NF calves, which was reflected in the
reduced play levels. In contrast, removal of the nose flap
would have caused an improved affective state due to a
relieflike effect, which could partly explain the enhanced
play levels of NF calves in the third week despite the
presumably low energy level as reflected in ADG. In line
with this, studies on other ruminants showed that the re-
lease from different stressors (restraint, isolation, shear-
ing) creates a positive judgment bias in animals (Doyle
et al., 2010; Sanger et al., 2011). Differences in space
allowance also strongly affects play levels in calves
(Waiblinger et al., 2020) but provide no explanation for
the changes in locomotor play within the NF treatment
or the differences among the GR calves, because calves
with the longest access to the additional space in the cow
section (NF calves in wk 1 and 2) played the least. Last,
the reduced lying bout frequency of NF calves compared
with their baseline might additionally hint toward a nega-
tive affective state in NF calves because reduced activity
levels have been discussed as being related to a depres-
sionlike state in nonhuman animals as well (Fureix and
Meagher, 2015). For this reason, it seems possible that
the low levels of vocalizations and searching behavior
of NF calves in response to fence-line separation from
the dam could point not only toward a weakened cow-
calf bond, but might additionally stem from the nega-
tive affect of frustration which further persisted in the
third week and decreased their motivation to enter the
cow section. Importantly however, NF calves showed no
reduction in brush use, which has been reported in dairy
cows in reaction to stressors like acute metritis, heat
stress, regrouping, or cow and calf separation (Mandel et
al., 2013, 2017; Lecorps et al., 2020, 2021) and has been
discussed as indicating an anhedonia-like affective state
in cows (Lecorps et al., 2020, 2021). The lack of reduc-
tion in brush use in response to weaning with the nose
flap in our study is contrary to our other indicators and
suggests that brush use might not be a similarly reliable
indicator for stress in calves like it is for older cattle, at
least not for weaning distress. One possible alternative
could be that brush use during weaning in dam-reared
calves could act as a partial substitution for the loss of
maternal grooming as has been suggested for artificially
reared calves by Zobel et al. (2017). Future studies are
encouraged here to enhance our understanding of brush
use in dairy calves during stressful events.
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General Evaluation of the 2 Weaning Methods

On the whole, results of our study suggest that both
types of weaning and separation methods caused a distress
response in the calves. However, the abrupt change in
diet during 2-step weaning with the nose flap apparently
compromised adaption of the GIT and led to a greater
energy deficit in NF calves compared with the gradual
weaning method. The fact that the high TMR feeding
times of NF calves were not reflected in respective high
weight gains gives reason for concern because it indi-
cates major impairment of feed intake by the nose flap.
Next to the energy deficit, the severe reduction in lying
bouts and locomotor play behavior in addition to the high
number of suckling attempts with the nose flap, also hints
toward a negative affective state in these calves. Because
the nose flap also caused pressure marks and partly even
injuries in the nasal septum of calves, 2-step weaning
with nose flaps cannot be classified as a high-welfare
weaning method. This is in line with recent results from
Wenker et al. (2022), who compared different separation
methods for cow-calf contact systems with varying types
of contact and concluded that for dairy calves with full
contact to the dam, the nose flap was the less effective
method for reducing weaning distress compared with
fence-line weaning. That said, it should be considered
that classical fence-line weaning also leads to an abrupt
termination of milk feeding and probably causes similar
problems within the GIT, which merits further research.

Notwithstanding, our study demonstrated that the
gradual weaning and separation method still provoked
distress and frustration in the GR calves, especially in
the third week with fence-line separation from the cow.
Thus, even if the GR treatment seemed favorable com-
pared with 2-step weaning with a nose flap, it requires
further refinement from the protocol used in our study.
In this regard, future studies should investigate the effect
of enabling a closer contact between cow and calf during
the last step of the gradual weaning and separation proce-
dure, because separation by the selection gate used for the
fence-line phase in our study provided the pairs with only
very limited visual and tactile contact. Furthermore, a
GR treatment with smaller steps will potentially be more
successful, as suggested by a study in lambs that showed
little response during definite weaning after a gradual
increase in separation time from the dam from 2 to 23 h/d
over a period of 2 mo (Orgeur et al., 1998). Nevertheless,
many small reductions in cow-calf contact time might be
problematic with regard to on-farm practicability because
this may be associated with a considerable workload as
long as there are no technical solutions such as automatic
selection gates that are both affordable for farmers and
reliably prevent unauthorized access of calves.
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An additional factor to consider with the gradual wean-
ing and separation method is that the results of the milk
yields of the dams during evening milking (Barth et al.,
2021) suggest that the calves in our GR treatment drank
comparable amounts of milk during the daytime in the
morning contact phase (wk 2) as during the daytime of
the half-day contact (wk 1) and baseline phase. This im-
plies that the calves partly compensated for the reduced
contact time by drinking higher amounts of milk during
the shortened access times during the day, but not enough
to compensate for the lost suckling time during night.
Consequently, the reduction in milk consumption of the
GR calves only truly happened by prevention of suck-
ling during the night and was therefore not as gradual
as planned, but rather stepwise from baseline to wk 1.
This is in line with results from Roadknight et al. (2022),
who compared a full-time to a half-day cow-calf contact
system and reported that half-day contact calves suckled
twice as long around milking as calves with full-time
access to their dams and that weight gains were similar
between treatments. In general, it was a prominent result
of our study that the highest changes in behavioral and
physiological indicators of weaning distress of the calves
occurred constantly at the time point of cessation of
suckling and accompanying milk loss in both treatments
(NF wk 1 and GR wk 3, Table 3). This was less clear
for the GR calves because the separation from the dam
happened at the same week and thus effects of milk loss
and loss of the dam cannot be examined separately for
this treatment. However, for the NF calves our indicators
point toward a higher distress response after the removal
of milk compared with separation from the dam and in-
dicate that the former needs to be alleviated to achieve
a comparably mild weaning and separation procedure.
This is supported by studies on dam-reared dairy calves
provided with additional access to an AMF, which were
shown to spend more time playing (Rushen et al., 2016;
Johnsen et al., 2018) but less time close to the separation
barrier and to produce fewer vocalizations during or after
separation from the dam than calves with no additional
access to an AMF (Johnsen et al., 2018). Equally, Wenker
et al. (2022) found that dairy calves that had partial con-
tact with their dams without suckling, but were bucket
fed, showed minimal signs of distress during the debond-
ing process from the dam compared with calves with
full cow-calf contact. Altogether, these results from the
literature in conjunction with results from our NF calves
underline that calves’ weaning and separation distress is
largely affected by the nutritional dependency from the
dam. Therefore, the GR method will probably be more
successful in alleviation of weaning and separation dis-
tress, if it can be ensured that calves really reduce suck-
ling times and do not compensate for the reduced contact
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time by spending more time suckling and drinking larger
amounts of milk in the remaining time.

Limitations

A limitation of our study was that no data collection
took place after actual permanent total separation from
the cow when calves were moved to a different barn,
which is a main stressor during the weaning and separa-
tion process. However, data collection after movement
to the youngstock barn would have been heavily influ-
enced by introduction into a new herd, loss of known
peers, new surroundings with different germs and dif-
ferent feed. These confounders would have left results
not clearly attributable to the particular treatment and
therefore, we limited our data collection to direct com-
parison of calves’ distress responses in the third week in
which cows and calves were kept separated in adjacent
pens with fence-line contact through pen boundaries.
This way, external factors were kept stable and we could
ensure that calves’ behavioral and physiological distress
responses were caused by loss of direct contact to the
dam, rather than, for example, an unfamiliar, dominant
conspecific in the youngstock herd. Also, this way all di-
rect behavioral observations were conducted by exactly
the same observer. Future studies that are able to control
such external stressors after permanent total separation
from the dam are encouraged.

CONCLUSIONS

Results showed that both weaning and separation
methods led to distress and likely caused frustration
in calves. However, the gradual method was favorable
compared to weaning with a nose flap in most indica-
tors, foremost allowing a better adaptation to the dietary
change. This included higher weight gains as well as a
lower decrease in lying bouts and locomotor play levels
in gradually weaned calves, indicating higher energy
levels and a potentially less compromised affective state.
Moreover, inflammatory blood markers increased in re-
action to the NF but not to the GR weaning method. In
conclusion, gradual weaning and separation is a promis-
ing method for dam-reared dairy calves, but it requires
further improvement from the protocol used in our study.
This recommendation needs however to be confirmed
regarding effects on the dams, because a weaning and
separation method must always consider both partners of
a cow-calf-pair.
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degrees of freedom; dur. = duration; EIA = enzyme im-
munoassay; FGCM = fecal cortisol metabolites; freq. =
frequency; GIT = gastrointestinal tract; GR = gradual
reduction of contact time method; NF = 2-step nose-flap
method.

REFERENCES

Barth, K., A. Bock, A. N. Breden, H. Dwinger, S. Dwinger, F. Glei-
ssner, A. Haeussermann, J. Kubera, E. Kubera, J. Kuckelkorn, A.
Lotterhos, M. Miesorski, H. Moller, J. Otterbach, U. Peschel, J. Pe-
tersen, U. Tams-Detlefsen, M. Teschemacher, F. Teschemacher, and
0. Volling. 2022. Cow-Bonded Calf Rearing in Dairy Farming. A
Practical Guide. Accessed Jul. 18, 2023. https://www.kuhgebundene
-kaelberaufzucht.de/wp-content/uploads/Leitfaden-kuhgebundene
-Kaelberaufzucht englische-Uebersetzung.pdf.

Barth, K., C. Briickmann, A. Haussermann, T. Kélber, and S. Waiblinger.
2015. Effect of a nose flap on feeding behavior of dam reared dairy
calves during weaning. Pages 139-147 in Aktuelle Arbeiten zur
artgeméBen Tierhaltung (Current Research in Applied Ethology).
KTBL-Schrift 510. Kuratorium fiir Technik und Bauwesen in der
Landwirtschaft, Darmstadt, Germany.

Barth, K., A. Vogt, U. Konig von Borstel, and S. Waiblinger. 2021. Ef-
fects of two weaning and separation methods on milk yield of dams
nursing their calf. Page 482 in Book of Abstracts of the 72nd An-
nual Meeting of the European Federation of Animal Science. Davos,
Switzerland. 10.3920/978-90-8686-918-3.

Bittar, C. M. M., M. P. Gallo, J. T. Silva, M. R. de Paula, M. Poczynek,
and G. B. Mour#o. 2020. Gradual weaning does not improve per-
formance for calves with low starter intake at the beginning of the
weaning process. J. Dairy Sci. 103:4672-4680. https://doi.org/10
.3168/jds.2019-17614.

Black, R. A., B. K. Whitlock, and P. D. Krawczel. 2017. Effect of ma-
ternal exercise on calf dry matter intake, weight gain, behavior, and
cortisol concentrations at disbudding and weaning. J. Dairy Sci.
100:7390-7400. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12191.


https://data.mendeley.com/datasets/zfxty2pxd8/1
https://www.kuhgebundene-kaelberaufzucht.de/wp-content/uploads/Leitfaden-kuhgebundene-Kaelberaufzucht_englische-Uebersetzung.pdf
https://www.kuhgebundene-kaelberaufzucht.de/wp-content/uploads/Leitfaden-kuhgebundene-Kaelberaufzucht_englische-Uebersetzung.pdf
https://www.kuhgebundene-kaelberaufzucht.de/wp-content/uploads/Leitfaden-kuhgebundene-Kaelberaufzucht_englische-Uebersetzung.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17614
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17614
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12191

Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES

Boissy, A., G. Manteuffel, M. B. Jensen, R. O. Moe, B. Spruijt, L. J. Keel-
ing, C. Winckler, B. Forkman, 1. Dimitrov, J. Langbein, M. Bakken,
1. Veissier, and A. Aubert. 2007. Assessment of positive emotions in
animals to improve their welfare. Physiol. Behav. 92:375-397. https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.02.003.

Boland, H. T., G. Scaglia, W. S. Swecker Jr., and N. C. Burke. 2008. Ef-
fects of alternate weaning methods on behavior, blood metabolites,
and performance of beef calves. Prof. Anim. Sci. 24:539-551. https:
//doi.org/10.15232/S1080-7446(15)30903-7.

Budzynska, M., and D. M. Weary. 2008. Weaning distress in dairy calves:
Effects of alternative weaning procedures. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci.
112:33-39. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.08.004.

Burton, J. L., S. A. Madsen, L.-C. Chang, P. S. D. Weber, K. R. Buckham,
R. van Dorp, M.-C. Hickey, and B. Earley. 2005. Gene expression
signatures in neutrophils exposed to glucocorticoids: A new para-
digm to help explain “neutrophil dysfunction” in parturient dairy
cows. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 105:197-219. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.vetimm.2005.02.012.

Cafri, G., D. Hedeker, and G. A. Aarons. 2015. An introduction and
integration of cross-classified, multiple membership, and dynamic
group random-effects models. Psychol. Methods 20:407—421. https:
//doi.org/10.1037/met0000043.

Castells, L., A. Bach, A. Aris, and M. Terré. 2013. Effects of forage
provision to young calves on rumen fermentation and development
of the gastrointestinal tract. J. Dairy Sci. 96:5226-5236. https://doi
.org/10.3168/jds.2012-6419.

Daros, R. R., J. H. C. Costa, M. A. G. von Keyserlingk, M. J. Hotzel,
and D. M. Weary. 2014. Separation from the dam causes negative
judgement bias in dairy calves. PLoS One 9:€98429. https://doi.org/
10.1371/journal.pone.0098429.

De Paula Vieira, A., V. Guesdon, A. M. de Passillé¢, M. A. G. von Keyser-
lingk, and D. M. Weary. 2008. Behavioural indicators of hunger in
dairy calves. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 109:180-189. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.006.

de Souza Teixeira, O., M. Kuczynski da Rocha, A. Gil Sessim, E.
Dezordi Sartori, Y. Machado da Rosa, M. C. Muniz de Oliveira, J.
Abud Lima, M. E. Andrighetto Canozzi, J. Urdapilleta Tarouco, S.
de Faria Valle, C. McManus, and J. O. J. Barcellos. 2021. Weaning
at 30, 75 and 180 days: Comparison between immune responses of
beef calves. Res. Vet. Sci. 138:53-61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc
.2021.06.002.

Doyle, R. E., A. D. Fisher, G. N. Hinch, A. Boissy, and C. Lee. 2010.
Release from restraint generates a positive judgement bias in sheep.
Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 122:28-34. https://doi.org/10.1016/]
.applanim.2009.11.003.

Duve, L. R., D. M. Weary, U. Halekoh, and M. B. Jensen. 2012. The
effects of social contact and milk allowance on responses to han-
dling, play, and social behavior in young dairy calves. J. Dairy Sci.
95:6571-6581. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2011-5170.

Eckert, E., H. E. Brown, K. E. Leslie, T. J. DeVries, and M. A. Steele.
2015. Weaning age affects growth, feed intake, gastrointestinal de-
velopment, and behavior in Holstein calves fed an elevated plane of
nutrition during the preweaning stage. J. Dairy Sci. 98:6315-6326.
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2014-9062.

Enriquez, D., M. J. Hotzel, and R. Ungerfeld. 2011. Minimising the
stress of weaning of beef calves: A review. Acta Vet. Scand. 53:28.
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-53-28.

Enriquez, D. H., R. Ungerfeld, G. Quintans, A. L. Guidoni, and M. J.
Hoétzel. 2010. The effects of alternative weaning methods on behav-
iour in beef calves. Livest. Sci. 128:20-27. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j-1ivsci.2009.10.007.

Eriksson, H., N. Fall, S. Ivemeyer, U. Knierim, C. Simantke, B. Fuerst-
Waltl, R. Winckler, C. Weissensteiner, D. Pomiés, B. Martin, A.
Michaud, A. Priolo, M. Caccamo, T. Sakowski, M. Stachelek, A.
Spengler Neff, A. Bieber, C. Schneider, and K. Alvéasen. 2022. Strat-
egies for keeping dairy cows and calves together—A cross-sectional
survey study. Animal 16:100624. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.animal
.2022.100624.

Federal Republic of Germany. 2020. Tierschutzgesetz. Accessed May 27,
2023. https://www.gesetze-im-internet.de/tierschg/TierSchG.pdf.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024

5959

Fernandes, C. G., A. L. Schild, F. Riet-Correa, C. E. G. Baialardi, and
A. L. Stigger. 2000. Pituitary abscess in young calves associated
with the use of a controlled suckling device. J. Vet. Diagn. Invest.
12:70-71. https://doi.org/10.1177/104063870001200114.

Friard, O., and M. Gamba. 2016. BORIS: A free, versatile open-source
event-logging software for video/audio coding and live observa-
tions. Methods Ecol. Evol. 7:1325-1330. https://doi.org/10.1111/
2041-210X.12584.

Fureix, C., and R. K. Meagher. 2015. What can inactivity (in its vari-
ous forms) reveal about affective states in non-human animals? A
review. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 171:8-24. https://doi.org/10.1016/j
.applanim.2015.08.036.

Glickman, M. E., S. R. Rao, and M. R. Schultz. 2014. False discovery
rate control is a recommended alternative to Bonferroni-type adjust-
ments in health studies. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 67:850-857. https://doi
.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.03.012.

GroBbacher, V., K. Bu¢kova, A. B. Lawrence, M. §pinka, and C. Winck-
ler. 2020. Discriminating spontaneous locomotor play of dairy calves
using accelerometers. J. Dairy Sci. 103:1866—1873. https://doi.org/
10.3168/jds.2019-17005.

Haley, D. B., D. W. Bailey, and J. M. Stookey. 2005. The effects of wean-
ing beef calves in two stages on their behaviour and growth rate. J.
Anim. Sci. 83:2205-2214. https://doi.org/10.2527/2005.8392205x.

Held, S. D. E., and M. Spinka. 2011. Animal play and animal welfare.
Anim. Behav. 81:891-899. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2011
.01.007.

Hepola, H., L. Hanninen, P. Pursiainen, V.-M. Tuure, L. Syrjild-Qvist,
M. Pyykkdnen, and H. Saloniemi. 2006. Feed intake and oral be-
haviour of dairy calves housed individually or in groups in warm
or cold buildings. Livest. Sci. 105:94—104. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j-livsci.2006.04.033.

Hickey, M. C., M. Drennan, and B. Earley. 2003. The effect of abrupt
weaning of suckler calves on the plasma concentrations of corti-
sol, catecholamines, leukocytes, acute-phase proteins and in vitro
interferon-gamma production. J. Anim. Sci. 81:2847-2855. https://
doi.org/10.2527/2003.81112847x.

Horvath, K. C., and E. K. Miller-Cushon. 2019. Characterizing grooming
behavior patterns and the influence of brush access on the behavior
of group-housed dairy calves. J. Dairy Sci. 102:3421-3430. https://
doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-15460.

Hotzel, M. J., R. Ungerfeld, and G. Quintans. 2010. Behavioural re-
sponses of 6-month-old beef calves prevented from suckling: Influ-
ence of dam’s milk yield. Anim. Prod. Sci. 50:909-915. https://doi
.org/10.1071/AN09136.

Ito, K., D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2009. Lying be-
havior: Assessing within- and between herd variation in free-stall-
housed dairy cows. J. Dairy Sci. 92:4412-4420. https://doi.org/10
.3168/jds.2009-2235.

Jasper, J., M. Budzynska, and D. M. Weary. 2008. Weaning distress in
dairy calves: Acute behavioural responses by limit-fed calves. Appl.
Anim. Behav. Sci. 110:136-143. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim
.2007.03.017.

Jensen, M. B., L. R. Duve, and D. M. Weary. 2015. Pair housing and
enhanced milk allowance increase play behavior and improve per-
formance in dairy calves. J. Dairy Sci. 98:2568-2575. https://doi
.org/10.3168/jds.2014-8272.

Jensen, M. B., K. S. Vestergaard, and C. C. Krohn. 1998. Play behaviour
in dairy calves kept in pens: The effect of social contact and space
allowance. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 56:97-108. https://doi.org/10
.1016/S0168-1591(97)00106-8.

Johnsen, J. F., C. M. Mejdell, A. Beaver, A. M. de Passillé, J. Rushen,
and D. M. Weary. 2018. Behavioural responses to cow-calf separa-
tion: The effect of nutritional dependence. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci.
201:1-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2017.12.009.

Johnston, D., D. A. Kenny, A. K. Kelly, M. S. McCabe, M. McGee, S.
M. Waters, and B. Earley. 2016. Characterisation of haematological
profiles and whole blood relative gene expression levels in Holstein-
Friesian and Jersey bull calves undergoing gradual weaning. Animal
10:1547-1556. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731115002438.

Khan, M. A., H. J. Lee, W. S. Lee, H. S. Kim, S. B. Kim, K. S. Ki,
J. K. Ha, H. G. Lee, and Y. J. Choi. 2007. Pre- and postweaning


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.02.003
https://doi.org/10.15232/S1080-7446(15)30903-7
https://doi.org/10.15232/S1080-7446(15)30903-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2005.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2005.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1037/met0000043
https://doi.org/10.1037/met0000043
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2012-6419
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2012-6419
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0098429
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0098429
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2021.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2021.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2009.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2009.11.003
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2011-5170
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2014-9062
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-53-28
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2009.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2009.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.animal.2022.100624
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.animal.2022.100624
https://www.gesetze-im-internet.de/tierschg/TierSchG.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/104063870001200114
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12584
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12584
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2015.08.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2015.08.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.03.012
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17005
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17005
https://doi.org/10.2527/2005.8392205x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2011.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2011.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2006.04.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2006.04.033
https://doi.org/10.2527/2003.81112847x
https://doi.org/10.2527/2003.81112847x
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-15460
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-15460
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN09136
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN09136
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2235
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2235
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.017
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2014-8272
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2014-8272
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(97)00106-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(97)00106-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2017.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731115002438

Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES

performance of holstein female calves fed milk through step-down
and conventional methods. J. Dairy Sci. 90:876—885. https://doi.org/
10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(07)71571-0.

Khan, M. A., D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2011. Hay
intake improves performance and rumen development of calves fed
higher quantities of milk. J. Dairy Sci. 94:3547-3553. https://doi
.org/10.3168/jds.2010-3871.

Kim, Y.-H., R. Nagata, N. Ohtani, T. Ichijo, K. Ikuta, and S. Sato. 2016.
Effects of dietary forage and calf starter diet on ruminal ph and bac-
teria in holstein calves during weaning transition. Front. Microbiol.
7:1575. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.01575.

Krachun, C., J. Rushen, and A. M. de Passillé. 2010. Play behaviour in
dairy calves is reduced by weaning and by a low energy intake. Appl.
Anim. Behav. Sci. 122:71-76. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim
.2009.12.002.

Lambertz, C., P. R. Bowen, G. Erhardt, and M. Gauly. 2015. Effects of
weaning beef cattle in two stages or by abrupt separation on nasal
abrasions, behaviour, and weight gain. Anim. Prod. Sci. 55:786-792.
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN14097.

Lecorps, B., D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk. 2020. Re-
grouping induces anhedonia-like responses in dairy heifers. JDS
Commun. 1:45-49. https://doi.org/10.3168/jdsc.2020-0023.

Lecorps, B., A. Welk, D. M. Weary, and M. A. G. von Keyserlingk.
2021. Postpartum stressors cause a reduction in mechanical brush
use in dairy cows. Animals (Basel) 11:3031. https://doi.org/10.3390/
anil1113031.

Ledgerwood, D. N., C. Winckler, and C. B. Tucker. 2010. Evaluation of
data loggers, sampling intervals, and editing techniques for measur-
ing the lying behavior of dairy cattle. J. Dairy Sci. 93:5129-5139.
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2945.

Lewis, N. J. 1999. Frustration of goal-directed behaviour in swine.
Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 64:19-29. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168
-1591(99)00025-8.

Li, R. W., E. E. Connor, C. Li, R. L. Baldwin VI, and M. E. Sparks. 2012.
Characterization of the rumen microbiota of pre-ruminant calves us-
ing metagenomic tools. Environ. Microbiol. 14:129-139. https://doi
.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2011.02543 .x.

Loberg, J. M., C. E. Hernandez, T. Thierfelder, M. B. Jensen, C. Berg,
and L. Lidfors. 2008. Weaning and separation in two steps—A way
to decrease stress in dairy calves suckled by foster cows. Appl.
Anim. Behav. Sci. 111:222-234. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim
.2007.06.011.

Lovarelli, D., A. Finzi, G. Mattachini, and E. Riva. 2020. A survey of
dairy cattle behavior in different barns in Northern Italy. Animals
(Basel) 10:713. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10040713.

Lupoli, B., B. Johansson, K. Uvnids-Moberg, and K. Svennersten-Sjaunja.
2001. Effect of suckling on the release of oxytocin, prolactin, corti-
sol, gastrin, cholecystokinin, somatostatin and insulin in dairy cows
and their calves. J. Dairy Res. 68:175-187. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0022029901004721.

Luu, J., J. F. Johnsen, A. M. de Passillé, and J. Rushen. 2013. Which
measures of acceleration best estimate the duration of locomotor
play by dairy calves? Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 148:21-27. https://doi
.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2013.07.004.

Lynch, E., M. McGee, and B. Earley. 2019. Weaning management of
beef calves with implications for animal health and welfare. J. Appl.
Anim. Res. 47:167-175. https://doi.org/10.1080/09712119.2019
.1594825.

Mandel, R., C. J. Nicol, H. R. Whay, and E. Klement. 2017. Short com-
munication: Detection and monitoring of metritis in dairy cows us-
ing an automated grooming device. J. Dairy Sci. 100:5724-5728.
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12201.

Mandel, R., H. R. Whay, C. J. Nicol, and E. Klement. 2013. The effect of
food location, heat load, and intrusive medical procedures on brush-
ing activity in dairy cows. J. Dairy Sci. 96:6506—6513. https://doi
.org/10.3168/jds.2013-6941.

Mason, G. J., and C. C. Burn. 2011. Behavioural restriction. Pages
98-119 in Animal Welfare. 2nd ed. M. C. Appleby, J. A. Mench, 1.
A. Olsson, B. O. Hughes, ed. CABI Publishing. Wallingford, UK.
https://doi.org/10.1079/9871845936594.0098.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024

5960

Meale, S. J., S. C. Li, P. Azevedo, H. Derakhshani, T. J. DeVries, J.
C. Plaizier, A. M. Steele, and E. Khafipour. 2017. Weaning age in-
fluences the severity of gastrointestinal microbiome shifts in dairy
calves. Sci. Rep. 7:198. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00223
-7.

Meale, S. J., S. Li, P. Azevedo, H. Derakhshani, J. C. Plaizier, E. Khafi-
pour, and M. A. Steele. 2016. Development of ruminal and fecal
microbiomes are affected by weaning but not weaning strategy in
dairy calves. Front. Microbiol. 7:582. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb
.2016.00582.

Mintline, E. M., M. Stewart, A. R. Rogers, N. R. Cox, G. A. Verkerk, J.
M. Stookey, J. R. Webster, and C. B. Tucker. 2013. Play behavior as
an indicator of animal welfare: Disbudding in dairy calves. Appl.
Anim. Behav. Sci. 144:22-30. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim
.2012.12.008.

Moberg, G. P. 2000. Biological response to stress: Implications for
animal welfare. Pages 1-14 in The Biology of Animal Stress. Basic
Principles and Implications for Animal Welfare. G. P. Moberg and
J.A. Mench, ed. CABI Publishing. Wallingford, UK.

O’Loughlin, A., D. J. Lynn, M. McGee, S. Doyle, M. McCabe, and
B. Earley. 2012. Transcriptomic analysis of the stress response to
weaning at housing in bovine leukocytes using RNA-seq technology.
BMC Genomics 13:250. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-13-250.

O’Loughlin, A., M. McGee, S. Doyle, and B. Earley. 2014. Biomarker
responses to weaning stress in beef calves. Res. Vet. Sci. 97:458—
463. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2014.06.003.

O’Loughlin, A., M. McGee, S. M. Waters, S. Doyle, and B. Earley. 2011.
Examination of the bovine leukocyte environment using immunoge-
netic biomarkers to assess immunocompetence following exposure
to weaning stress. BMC Vet. Res. 7:45. https://doi.org/10.1186/1746
-6148-7-45.

Omidi-Mirzaei, H., M. Khorvash, G. R. Ghorbani, B. Moshiri, M.
Mirzaei, A. Pezeshki, and M. H. Ghaffari. 2015. Effects of the
step-up/step-down and step-down milk feeding procedures on the
performance, structural growth, and blood metabolites of Holstein
dairy calves. J. Dairy Sci. 98:7975-7981. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds
.2014-9260.

Orgeur, P., N. Mavric, P. Yvore, S. Bernard, R. Nowak, B. Schaal, and
F. Levy. 1998. Artificial weaning in sheep: Consequences on behav-
ioural, hormonal and immuno-pathological indicators of welfare.
Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 58:87-103. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168
-1591(97)00140-8.

Padilla de la Torre, M. P., E. F. Briefer, T. Readera, and A. G. McElli-
gott. 2015. Acoustic analysis of cattle (Bos taurus) mother—offspring
contact calls from a source—filter theory perspective. Appl. Anim.
Behav. Sci. 163:58-68. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2014.11
.017.

Palme, R., C. Touma, N. Arias, M. Dominchin, and M. Lepschy. 2013.
Steroid extraction: Get the best out of faecal samples. Wien. Tierar-
ztl. Monatsschr. 100:238-246.

Pazoki, A., G. R. Ghorbani, S. Kargar, A. Sadeghi-Sefidmazgi, J. K.
Drackley, and M. H. Ghaffari. 2017. Growth performance, nutri-
ent digestibility, ruminal fermentation, and rumen development of
calves during transition from liquid to solid feed: Effects of physical
form of starter feed and forage provision. Anim. Feed Sci. Technol.
234:173-185. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2017.06.004.

Reinhardt, V., and A. Reinhardt. 1981. Natural sucking performance and
age of weaning in zebu cattle (Bos indicus). J. Agric. Sci. 96:309—
312. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859600066089.

Rey, M., F. Enjalbert, S. Combes, L. Cauquil, O. Bouchez, and V.
Monteils. 2014. Establishment of ruminal bacterial community in
dairy calves from birth to weaning is sequential. J. Appl. Microbiol.
116:245-257. https://doi.org/10.1111/jam.12405.

Roadknight, N., W. Wales, E. Jongman, P. Mansell, G. Hepworth, and A.
Fisher. 2022. Does the duration of repeated temporary separation af-
fect welfare in dairy cow-calf contact systems? Appl. Anim. Behav.
Sci. 249:105592. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2022.105592.

Roth, B. A., N. M. Keil, L. Gygax, and E. Hillmann. 2009. Influence of
weaning method on health status and rumen development in dairy
calves. J. Dairy Sci. 92:645-656. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2008
-1153.


https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(07)71571-0
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(07)71571-0
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2010-3871
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2010-3871
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.01575
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2009.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2009.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN14097
https://doi.org/10.3168/jdsc.2020-0023
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11113031
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11113031
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2945
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(99)00025-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(99)00025-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2011.02543.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2011.02543.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.06.011
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10040713
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022029901004721
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022029901004721
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2013.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2013.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/09712119.2019.1594825
https://doi.org/10.1080/09712119.2019.1594825
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12201
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2013-6941
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2013-6941
https://doi.org/10.1079/9871845936594.0098
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00223-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00223-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00582
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00582
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2012.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2012.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-13-250
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2014.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-7-45
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-7-45
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2014-9260
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2014-9260
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(97)00140-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(97)00140-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2014.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2014.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2017.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859600066089
https://doi.org/10.1111/jam.12405
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2022.105592
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2008-1153
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2008-1153

Vogt et al.: WEANING METHODS FOR DAM-REARED DAIRY CALVES

Rushen, J., R. Wright, J. F. Johnsen, C. M. Mejdell, and A. M. De Pas-
sillé. 2016. Reduced locomotor play behaviour of dairy calves fol-
lowing separation from the mother reflects their response to reduced
energy intake. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 177:6-11. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.applanim.2016.01.023.

Sanger, M. E., R. E. Doyle, G. N. Hinch, and C. Lee. 2011. Sheep exhibit
a positive judgement bias and stress-induced hyperthermia follow-
ing shearing. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 131:94-103. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.applanim.2011.02.001.

Schneider, C., and S. Ivemeyer. 2021. Separation and Weaning of Calves
Reared in Cow-Calf Contact Systems. Accessed Jul. 18, 2023. https:
//orgprints.org/id/eprint/42549/1/CORE_Organic_practice abstract
ProYoungStock EN.pdf.

Scoley, G., A. Gordon, and S. Morrison. 2019. Performance and be-
havioural responses of group housed dairy calves to two different
weaning methods. Animals (Basel) 9:895. https://doi.org/10.3390/
ani9110895.

Sirovnik, J., K. Barth, D. de Oliveira, S. Ferneborg, M. J. Haskell, E.
Hillmann, M. B. Jensen, C. M. Mejdell, F. Napolitano, M. Vaarst, C.
M. Verwer, S. Waiblinger, K. A. Zipp, and J. F. Johnsen. 2020. Meth-
odological terminology and definitions for research and discussion
of cow-calf contact systems. J. Dairy Res. 87(Suppl. 1):108-114.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022029920000564.

Solano, J., A. Orihuela, C. S. Galina, F. Montiel, and F. Galindo. 2005.
Relationships between social behaviour and mounting activity of
Zebu cattle (Bos indicus). Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 94:197-203.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2005.04.004.

Steele, M. A., J. H. Doelman, L. N. Leal, F. Soberon, M. Carson, and J.
A. Metcalf. 2017. Abrupt weaning reduces postweaning growth and
is associated with alterations in gastrointestinal markers of develop-
ment in dairy calves fed an elevated plane of nutrition during the
preweaning period. J. Dairy Sci. 100:5390-5399. https://doi.org/10
.3168/jds.2016-12310.

Steele, M. A., G. B. Penner, F. Chaucheyras-Durand, and L. L. Guan.
2016. Development and physiology of the rumen and the lower gut:
Targets for improving gut health. J. Dairy Sci. 99:4955-4966. https:
//doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-10351.

Sweeney, B. C., J. Rushen, D. M. Weary, and A. M. de Passillé. 2010.
Duration of weaning, starter intake, and weight gain of dairy calves
fed large amounts of milk. J. Dairy Sci. 93:148-152. https://doi.org/
10.3168/jds.2009-2427.

Thomas, T. J., D. M. Weary, and M. C. Appleby. 2001. Newborn and
S-week-old calves vocalize in response to milk deprivation. Appl.
Anim. Behav. Sci. 74:165-173. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168
-1591(01)00164-2.

Uvnids-Moberg, K., B. Johansson, B. Lupoli, and K. Svennersten-Sjaunja.
2001. Oxytocin facilitates behavioural, metabolic and physiological
adaptions during lactation. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 72:225-234.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(01)00112-5.

Valente, T. S., L. R. B. Ruiz, F. Macitelli, and M. J. R. Paranhos da
Costa. 2022. Nose-flap devices used for two-stage weaning produce
wounds in the nostrils of beef calves: Case report. Animals (Basel)
12:1452. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12111452.

Journal of Dairy Science Vol. 107 No. 8, 2024

5961

van Niekerk, J. K., M. Middeldorp, L. L. Guan, and M. A. Steele. 2021.
Preweaning to postweaning rumen papillae structural growth, rumi-
nal fermentation characteristics, and acute-phase proteins in calves.
J. Dairy Sci. 104:3632-3645. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2020
-19003.

Vogt, A., U. Konig von Borstel, S. Waiblinger, R. Palme, and K. Barth.
2023. Fecal cortisol metabolites reflect transport stress in 3-month-
old dairy calves pre- and postweaning: A pilot study. J. Dairy Sci.
106:2124-2136. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-22341.

Wagner, K., K. Barth, R. Palme, A. Futschik, and S. Waiblinger. 2012.
Integration into the dairy cow herd: Long-term effects of mother
contact during the first twelve weeks of life. Appl. Anim. Behav.
Sci. 141:117-129. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2012.08.011.

Waiblinger, S., and D. Hebesberger. 2023. Cow-calf contact rearing in
pasture-based dairy production—Farmer’s motivations and expe-
riences. Page 4 in Book of Abstracts of the 56th Congress of the
International Society for Applied Ethology, Tallinn, Estonia.

Waiblinger, S., K. Wagner, E. Hillmann, and K. Barth. 2020. Play and
social behaviour of calves with or without access to their dam and
other cows. J. Dairy Res. 87(Suppl. 1):144—147. https://doi.org/10
.1017/S0022029920000540.

Watts, J. 2001. Vocal communication between cow and calf during visual
separation and reuniting, in an extensive pasture environment. Chap-
ter 7, pages 135-190 in Vocal behaviour as an indicator of welfare in
cattle. PhD Thesis. Department of Large Animal Clinical Sciences,
University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon, SK, Canada.

Weary, D. M., and D. Fraser. 1995. Signalling need: Costly signals and
animal welfare assessment. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 44:159-169.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-1591(95)00611-U.

Weary, D. M., J. Jasper, and M. J. Hotzel. 2008. Understanding wean-
ing distress. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 110:24-41. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.025.

Wenker, M. L., E. A. M. Bokkers, B. Lecorps, M. A. G. von Keyserlingk,
C. G. van Reenen, C. M. Verwer, and D. M. Weary. 2020. Effect of
cow-calf contact on cow motivation to reunite with their calf. Sci.
Rep. 10:14233. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70927-w.

Wenker, M. L., C. G. van Reenen, E. A. M. Bokkers, K. McCrea, D. de
Oliveira, K. Sgrheim, Y. Cao, R. M. Bruckmaier, J. J. Gross, G. Gort,
and C. M. Verwer. 2022. Comparing gradual debonding strategies af-
ter prolonged cow-calf contact: Stress responses, performance, and
health of dairy cow and calf. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 253:105694.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2022.105694.

Zobel, G., H. W. Neave, H. V. Henderson, and J. Webster. 2017. Calves
use an automated brush and a hanging rope when pair-housed. Ani-
mals (Basel) 7:84. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani7110084.

ORCIDS

Anina Vogt ® https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6896-2244

Kerstin Barth ® https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7070-6445
Susanne Waiblinger ® https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3565-4306
Uta Konig von Borstel © https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7313-1197


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2016.01.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2016.01.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2011.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2011.02.001
https://orgprints.org/id/eprint/42549/1/CORE_Organic_practice abstract_ProYoungStock_EN.pdf
https://orgprints.org/id/eprint/42549/1/CORE_Organic_practice abstract_ProYoungStock_EN.pdf
https://orgprints.org/id/eprint/42549/1/CORE_Organic_practice abstract_ProYoungStock_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani9110895
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani9110895
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022029920000564
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2005.04.004
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12310
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2016-12310
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-10351
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2015-10351
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2427
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2009-2427
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(01)00164-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(01)00164-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(01)00112-5
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12111452
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2020-19003
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2020-19003
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2022-22341
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2012.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022029920000540
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022029920000540
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-1591(95)00611-U
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.03.025
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70927-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2022.105694
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani7110084
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6896-2244
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7070-6445
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3565-4306
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7313-1197

	Can a gradual weaning and separation process reduce weaning distress in dam-reared dairy calves? A comparison with the 2-step method
	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Animals, Housing, and Feeding
	Experimental Design and Treatments
	Data Collection
	Physiological Assessment
	Behavioral Assessment
	Automatic Assessment of Behavior
	Statistical Analysis
	Data Analysis

	RESULTS
	ADG
	TMR Feeding
	Rumination Behavior
	Vocalizations
	Searching Behavior
	Total Play Behavior (Direct Observation)
	Locomotor Play (Automatic Assessment)
	Brush Use
	Lying Times and Number of Lying Bouts per Day
	Suckling Attempts and Nasal Injuries of NF Calves
	Hematological Responses
	Fecal Cortisol Metabolites

	DISCUSSION
	Physiological Adaption to the New Diet
	Lack of Vocalizations Seems not Equivalent to Absence of Distress
	Frustration of Behavioral Needs During Weaning
	General Evaluation of the 2 Weaning Methods
	Limitations

	CONCLUSIONS
	NOTES
	REFERENCES


