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Antimicrobial prescription data in Danish
national database validated against
treatment records in organic pig farms and
analysed for associations with lesions found
at slaughter
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Abstract

Background: Antimicrobial use (AMU) in livestock is a debated topic, mainly due to the risk of associated
development of antimicrobial resistance. There is focus on reducing AMU in the Danish pig production, which
accounts for the largest proportion of AMU for animals in Denmark. Due to special restriction on AMU in organic pig
production, the AMU in organic pig production is lower than in conventional pig production. There is concern that
reduced AMU could jeopardize animal health and welfare, if it reflects insufficient treatment of sick animals, which
might be reflected by the prevalence and types of lesions found at meat inspection. However, little is known about the
associations between AMU and meat inspection findings in pigs from organic farms. Furthermore, excess amount of
antimicrobial product after a treatment cannot be re-prescribed in organic pig herds. The initial prescription is recorded
in the national database VetStat, but the unused amount is not deducted leading to uncertainty when reporting AMU.
The objectives of this study were to 1) describe AMU patterns based on prescription data for organic pig production
and compare with those of the conventional pig production for year 2016, 2) study the associations between
herd-level AMU prescription data and meat inspection data for organic pig herds and 3) validate herd-level
AMU prescription data in VetStat against treatment records collected on-farm in organic Danish pig herds.

Results and conclusions: Gastrointestinal indications account for the largest proportion of AMU in both
organic pig herds (65 and 54% of treatment doses for weaners and finishers, respectively) and conventional
pig herds (80 and 68% of doses for weaners and finishers, respectively). A larger proportion is prescribed for
respiratory indications in organic than conventional weaners and arthropathic indications in finishers. No
associations between AMU and meat inspection data were found. This needs further investigation as the
prevalence of lesions at slaughter was slightly (non-significantly) higher in herds with no registered AMU
than with AMU prescriptions. Only 8 out of 31 herds had recorded their AMU sufficiently detailed to compare, and
using VetStat as a proxy for AMU led to 9–88% overestimation of the actual use in 7 out of these 8 herds and 120%
underestimation in one herd.
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Background
Over the last decades there has been increasing concern
regarding antimicrobial use (AMU) in food producing ani-
mals and development of antimicrobial resistance (AMR),
due to the risk that AMR can spread from animals to the
humans [19]. A prerequisite for reducing AMU is to have
national surveillance systems for AMU, which are now
established in many European countries (http://www.aact-
ing.org/monitoring-systems/). In Denmark, the veterinary
AMU at herd-level has been monitored in the database
VetStat since 2000 [18]. Also, these data are frequently
used in scientific studies and presented in international
papers [8, 11, 14]. The primary focus in these studies has
been on AMU in pig production, which accounts for 70%
of the total AMU for animals in Denmark [7]. So far, the
use of antimicrobials specifically in Danish organic pig
herds has not been studied much, probably because the
organic pig production only contribute with 0.9% of the
total number of pigs slaughtered in Denmark [6, 12].
AMU in organic pig herds is lower than in the non-or-
ganic pig production. Thus, the organic pigs only account
for 0.2% of the total AMU in Danish pigs (Vetstat data,
unpublished). This might be because of a more restricted
policy on AMU in organic pig herds.
There have been many initiatives to reduce AMU in

Danish pig production in general, and the total AMU
measured in kg active compound has declined by 28%
over the last 10 years [7]. The Danish pig production has
a low AMU compared to other countries with a similar
intensive pig production [10]. Despite an even lower
level of AMU in Danish organic pig herds, a continued
focus on reducing AMU in pig production in Denmark
might also affect the AMU in the organic pig production
in the future. The general concern is that further reduc-
tion in AMU could jeopardize animal health and welfare
due to lack of or insufficient treatment of sick pigs. Pre-
vious studies have shown that pigs raised in some Da-
nish organic herds suffer from conditions that require
antimicrobial treatment [2, 13]. However, the associa-
tions between AMU in organic herds and the prevalence
of those diseases have not yet been studied at herd-level.
Prescription data from VetStat has previously been

used as a proxy for AMU in conventional pigs. However,
it might be challenging to do the same for organic pig
production. According to national legislation, any excess
antimicrobial product after a treatment course in or-
ganic herds cannot be stored on farm and re-prescribed
for next treatment as in non-organic herds [3]. There-
fore, organic farmers must discard excess amounts
safely, e.g. by returning it to the pharmacy or the veter-
inarian. However, these discarded amounts are not regis-
tered in VetStat (i.e. they are not subtracted from
original registration) why prescription data might not be
a valid proxy for the actual use at herd-level for organic

pig herds. So far, the extent of unused antimicrobials
from organic herds has not yet been investigated.
Based on the presented issues and concerns related

to AMU in organic pig production this study had
three objectives:

1) Describe AMU patterns based on prescription data
for organic pig production and compare with those
of the conventional pig production for year 2016

2) Study the associations between herd-level AMU
prescription data and meat inspection data from or-
ganic pig herds

3) Validate herd-level AMU prescription data in Vet-
Stat against treatment records collected on-farm in
organic pig herds

Results
The first objective of the study was to describe AMU
patterns based on prescription data for organic pig pro-
duction and compare these with those of the conven-
tional pig production. In Denmark, there were 122
organic pig herds recorded in the Danish Central Hus-
bandry Register (CHR) in 2016. This corresponds to
nearly 2% of the total number of herds recorded in CHR
that year. As shown in Table 1, the herd size of the or-
ganic herds is smaller than the conventional. Thus, the
total number of organic pigs only corresponds to 0.8% of
the total number of pigs recorded in CHR. Out of the
122 herds registered as organic pig herds in 2016, 57
had at least one antimicrobial prescription recorded in
VetStat that year. Herds with antimicrobial prescriptions
represent a larger proportion of all herds in conventional
than in organic pig production (Table 1). A larger pro-
portion of the antimicrobials for organic farms was
handed over directly by the veterinarian (43% of the
total amount of active compound) compared with the
conventional farms (0.04%) which usually get the antimi-
crobials from the pharmacy (data not shown).
As shown in Table 2, the amount of antimicrobials

prescribed for weaners was almost 14 times lower in or-
ganic than in conventional pig production, when mea-
sured in animal daily doses (ADD) per produced animal
per year. For finishers, the amounts of antimicrobials
prescribed were more than 4 times lower. Similar to pre-
scriptions for conventional pig farms, gastro-intestinal
indications also represented the most often used indica-
tion in organic pig farms. Compared with conventional
production, a larger proportion was prescribed for re-
spiratory indications in organic weaners and for arthrop-
athy indications in organic finishers (Table 2).
The second objective of this study was to study the as-

sociations between herd-level AMU prescription data
and meat inspection data from organic herds. In total,
44 organic herds were included in this part of the study.
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The herds were grouped into finisher herds (N = 25) and
sow + finisher herds (N = 19). The distribution of fin-
isher pen places in the two groups is shown in Fig. 1.
The prevalences of lesions found as slaughter are pre-

sented in Table 3. A slightly higher occurrence of re-
spiratory indications was seen in finisher herds (Table 3).
However, the differences were non-significant.
In total, 11 herds had no records of antimicrobials pre-

scribed for finishers in 2016. Therefore, herds were di-
vided into two groups; herds with AMU (N = 33) and
without AMU (N = 11) for finishers in 2016. Herds with-
out AMU registered for finishers had a slightly higher me-
dian prevalence of lesions at slaughter, specifically
arthropathy lesions, than herds with AMU registered. A
more similar distribution in the two groups was observed
when considering the prevalence of gastro-intestinal and
respiratory lesions (Table 4). However, the difference be-
tween the distributions for herds with and without AMU
prescriptions in 2016 was not significant (for gastrointes-
tinal: t = − 0.99, p = 0.4, for respiratory: t = 0.36, p = 0.7
and for arthropathy: t = − 1.12, p = 0.3).
Herds with AMU had a significantly higher number of

finishers (t = 3.55, p = 0.001) (Fig. 2).

The third objective of this study was to validate
herd-level AMU prescription data in VetStat against treat-
ment records collected on-farm in organic pig herds. Out
of a target population of 54 organic pig herds, six herds
were non-responders (could not be reached by telephone
or e-mail). In total, farmers representing 17 herds were
unwilling to participate due to time pressure (N = 7), no
current production of pigs (N = 7) or due to personal rea-
sons (N = 3). Finally, farmers representing 31 herds were
willing to participate. Herd visits were performed in 20
herds and copies of treatment records were collected in
each farm. Furthermore, treatment records were sent by
e-mail from nine herds and finally two herds were inter-
viewed by phone. However, for only eight herds in total, it
was possible to collect sufficiently detailed data. The
remaining herds were excluded since the AMU was regis-
tered as ml/kg, why the specific amounts used or the
weights of the animals were not recorded. Thus, the pre-
sented results represent data from the remaining nine
herds, for which their treatment records were compared
to the prescription data from VetStat covering the same
period. This comparison and the number of animals in
each herd are shown in Table 5.

Table 2 The number of ADD per produced animals per year for conventional and organic pig herds registered in CHR in 2016. The
number of ADD for weaners and finishers are divided into the three predominant indications for which antimicrobials are prescribed
in the Danish pig production

Age group Indication ADD/produced animals/year Distribution per age group

Conventional Organic Conventional Organic

Weaners (7–30 kg) Gastro-intestinal 5.61 0.31 80% 65%

Respiratory 0.68 0.15 10% 30%

Arthropathy 0.72 0.03 10% 5%

Total 7.01 0.49 100% 100%

Finishers (> 30 kg) Gastro-intestinal 1.00 0.19 68% 54%

Respiratory 0.15 0.02 10% 6%

Arthropathy 0.32 0.14 22% 40%

Total 1.47 0.35 100% 100%

Table 1 Distribution of number of finishers and sows for all conventional and organic pig herds registered in CHR in 2016 and for
conventional and organic pig herds registered in CHR and with antimicrobial prescription data in VetStat in 2016. The p-value
reflects the statistical differences in number of animals for conventional and organic pig herds

Herds in CHR Herds in CHR with antimicrobial prescriptions

Number of sowsa Number of finishersb Number of sowsa Number of finishersb

Conv.
(N = 1949)

Org.
(N = 73)

P-value Conv.
(N = 5556)

Org.
(N = 102)

P-value Conv.
(N = 1755)

Organic
(N = 29)

P-value Conv.
(N = 4819)

Organic
(N = 51)

P-value

Min 1 1 P < 0.01 1 2 P < 0.01 1 3 P < 0.01 2 10 0.04

1st quartile 250 4 300 17 350 100 300 445

Median 500 16 880 200 550 200 900 750

3rd quartile 750 200 1600 750 800 360 1700 1465

Max 3750 910 12,000 4000 3750 910 12,000 4000
aIn herds with > 1 sow in CHR; bIn herds with > 1 finisher in CHR
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Four ways of handling excess amount of antimicrobial
products were identified based on information from the
farmers. The most frequent way was to deposit it as haz-
ardous waste (56%) and the next frequently used way
was to return it to the veterinarian or pharmacies for de-
struction (33%). Finally, 11% of the farmers said the excess
amounts were re-prescribed by their veterinarian.

Discussion
The first part of the study showed that the prescribed
AMU in organic pig herds is much lower than in con-
ventional pig herds. Previous studies covering AMU in
organic pig production is limited. For the present study,
the use in weaners were 14 times lower, whereas for fin-
isher pigs it was 4 times lower.

Fig. 1 Boxplot showing the distribution of finisher pen places in organic finisher herds and sow + finisher herds, respectively

Table 3 The prevalence of lesions at slaughter based on meat inspection data for organic sow + finisher herds and finisher herds
with antimicrobials prescribed in 2016. The p-value reflects the statistical differences in prevalence of lesions at slaughter for the two
types of herds

Sow + finisher herds
(N = 19)

Finisher herds
(N = 25)

P-value

Prevalence of lesions at slaughter (%) Gastrointestinal Min 0.00 0.00 0.3

1st quartile 0.00 0.00

Median 0.07 0.04

3rd quartile 0.10 0.09

Max 3.85 0.20

Respiratory Min 1.37 3.51 0.3

1st quartile 7.6 11.6

Median 11.9 23.9

3rd quartile 27.0 28.7

Max 47.8 59.3

Arthropathy Min 0.17 0.05 0.2

1st quartile 0.80 0.62

Median 1.55 1.01

3rd quartile 2.43 1.70

Max 14.8 2.94
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There might be different reasons for the low use. It
might be due to the higher weaning age as suggested by
Sjölund et al., [17]. In this study, a weaning age of 35
days were suggested as the reason for a lower AMU for
weaners in Sweden. In Denmark, the organic pig pro-
duction is obligated to have a higher weaning age than
in conventional pig production (49 vs. 28 days) which
might explain the lower use in organic pig production,
and especially the larger difference between AMU for
organic and conventional weaners than for finishers.
Furthermore, the withdrawal period from antimicro-

bial treatment to slaughter for organic pigs is twice the
period for conventional pigs [3]. This means that there
is a shorter period of the pigs live span where treatment
is possible, which is also expected to contribute to a
lower overall use, primarily in finishers.
For finisher herds, organic and conventional herds are

more closely related than for sow herds, which might
also explain why a smaller difference are seen between
AMU for organic and conventional finishers than for
weaners. Organic and conventional finisher pigs are
often housed in similar stables. The main differences are
that a fewer number of finishers per m2 are allowed in
organic herds and that the animals need to have access
to an outdoor area [4, 5]. These conditions might also
contribute to the lower AMU seen in organic finishers.
In general, organic pig herds have fewer animals,

which biologically would give a lower disease pressure,
and again result in less infections and possibly also a
lower need for AMU. Previous studies have also found a

relationship between herd size and AMU in conven-
tional pig herds (Kruse et al. 2017; [16]; Van der
Fels-Klerx). This might not only reflect differences in
disease pressure, but also different treatment and pro-
duction strategies. Larger herds are often more product-
ive, with an intensive production system, which often
will require more treatment. This explanation might be
applicable for both conventional and organic pig herds,
since this study shows that organic herds with more fin-
ishers more often were herds with AMU.
The AMU might also be affected by official restriction

on AMU. Despite restrictions on AMU in conventional
pig herds, the restrictions for organic herds are much
stricter. The veterinarian must always initiate antimicro-
bial treatment of animals in organic herds. After this,
the veterinarian can prescribe antimicrobial for the rest
of the treatment for maximum 5 days.
Pigs with a lifespan less than a year (weaners and fin-

ishers) are only allowed to be treated once in organic pig
herds. If they need more than one treatment, they must be
slaughtered as conventional pigs, and the farmer looses
the supplement organic payment from the slaughterhouse.
According to Alban et al. [2], this might give rise to a risk
of under treatment, since farmers might me more reluc-
tant to initiate treatment due to an economic incentive.
Pig raised free-range are expected to be challenged in

different ways than indoor raised pigs, which can explain
different disease patterns between organic and conven-
tional pig production. This is also reflected in the pre-
scription patterns presented in the first part of the study.

Table 4 Prevalence of lesions found at slaughter in organic herds with and without AMU in 2016. The prevalence is presented for
the three predominant indications in Danish pigs. The p-value reflects the statistical differences in prevalence of lesions at slaughter
for herds with and without AMU

Herds with
AMU (N = 33)

Herds without
AMU (N = 11)

P-value

Prevalence of lesions at slaughter (%) Gastrointestinal Min 0.00 0.00 0.4

1st 0.00 0.00

Median 0.06 0.04

3rd 0.09 0.12

Max 0.20 3.85

Respiratory Min 3.51 1.37 0.7

1st 10.21 7.64

Median 14.50 18.52

3rd 28.68 29.14

Max 59.30 33.81

Arthropathy Min 0.05 0.37 0.3

1st 0.65 0.63

Median 1.09 1.25

3rd 1.73 2.44

Max 3.33 14.81
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Fig. 2 Scatterplot of AMU (measured in ADD/100 finishers/day) against number of finishers pen places. Boxplots showing the distribution of
number of finisher pen places in organic pig herds with and without AMU in 2016

Table 5 Number of animals in the 8 herds participating in the study validating antimicrobial prescription data from VetStat with
treatment records as primary data from 2016

Herd
no.

Sows Weaners Finishers AMU measured in mL

According to VetStat According to
Herd records

Difference

1 0 400 500 10,500 9135 1365 (13%)

2 385 110 950 5300 2755 2545 (48%)

3 400 9000 80 2700 1262 1438 (53%)

4 390 2000 150 305 672 − 367 (−120%)

5 0 1000 1500 42,001 38,418 3583 (9%)

6 100 246 585 900 120 780 (87%)

7 50 1900 2300 28,903 28,783 120 (0.4%)

8 550 1100 100 1600 188 1412 (88%)
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For example, a higher proportion of AMU for respiratory
indication in organic finishers, which might be explained
by a lower use of vaccines against respiratory diseases in
the organic pig production (VetStat data, unpublished).
Alban et al., [1] showed that after introducing limits on
the herd-level AMU in the Danish pig production in 2010
(The Yellow Card Initiative), the use of vaccines, especially
targeting respiratory diseases increased in the conven-
tional pig production. Looking at meat inspection data, a
decline in respiratory findings were detected in the same
period, and the increased use of vaccines were suggested
as a possible explanation for that [1].
The second aim of this study was to compare prescrip-

tion patterns and meat inspection at herd-level. A previous
study on meat inspection data from organic and conven-
tional herds, showed that three types of lesions were more
often seen in organic pigs and free-range (old fractures, tail
lesions and osteomyelitis) whereas four other types of le-
sions were more often seen in conventional pigs (abscess in
leg/toe, hernia and scar/hock lesions). The number of le-
sions in total were equally distributed between production
types. However, there were different disease problems oc-
curring in the different types of production, which is prob-
ably a result of the different conditions and challenges
indoor and outdoor, respectively [2].
No associations between the prescribed AMU and le-

sions were found, which might reflect that AMU might
not be a good indication for disease status, at least not
in herds with a low use. In Denmark, free-range (non--
organic) production is similar to organic production, but
less restricted on the AMU. The AMU is higher in
free-range pig herds (VetStat data, unpublished) despite
similar outdoor herd conditions. At least, these two
types of production would be expected to have the same
types of disease and therefore the same need for AMU.
However, that is not reflected in the prescription data
from VetStat.
Previous studies on the associations between AMU and

lesions found at slaughter are limited, especially when
studied at herd-level as in the present study. This might
be due to a number of limitations with using meat inspec-
tion data. In Denmark, weak associations were found be-
tween routine meat inspection findings and results from
systematic health monitoring when considering pericardi-
tis, pleuritis and lung lesions [15]. Furthermore, some dis-
eases, especially those occurring in the gastro-intestinal
tract at earlier stage in life is difficult to detect at slaugh-
ter. Finally, animals that died on farm do not enter the
slaughterhouse and therefore are not part of the statistics
from the meat inspection.
In the third part of the study, we found that VetStat

data is not a good proxy for AMU at herd-level in or-
ganic pig herds, and that this would most likely result in
an overestimation. This was the case for 7 out of 8

herds. The farmers had different ways of handling the
excess amount of antimicrobial products. Most alarming
was that 11% of the farmers said the excess amounts
were re-prescribed by the veterinarian. This is conflict-
ing with the current legislation, requiring that the excess
amount of antimicrobial product is discarded [3].
For one of the herds, the excess amount of antimicrobial

products were negative, which means that the amount re-
corded in VetStat is actually lower than what is reported in
the farm records. This reflects another problem with using
VetStat for estimating AMU in organic herds. Organic
herds often gets their medicine directly from their veterin-
arian. When antimicrobials are sold from the pharmacies
(still with a prescription), the receiving herd is automatically
registered. When the product are handed over directly from
the veterinarian, it requires that the veterinarian report for
which CHR number the products are prescribed for. If not,
this will result in an under-estimation of the actual use for
that prescription.
Many errors in the treatment records were detected,

making it difficult to compare with data from VetStat. A
total of 22 herds were excluded from the study due to
incorrect treatment records. This is an interesting find-
ing, since it might reflect a general problem with regis-
tering the AMU despite a legal obligation to do so.
However, problems with AMU registration at herd-level
is not only seen in organic pig production, but also in
the conventional pig production. A campaign by the Da-
nish Veterinary and Food Administration (DVFA) in a
subset of Danish conventional finisher herds revealed
that in 19% of the cases, the farmer did not report all
antimicrobial treatments or did not follow the instruc-
tions given by the veterinarian in relation to dosage or
indication [9].
Excluding a large proportion of the herds also resulted

in a small sample of herds with a large variation in dif-
ferences between VetStat and treatment records. This
makes it difficult to extrapolate these results. It would
be of relevance to consider this as a focus point in future
campaigns by the Veterinary Authorities. In addition,
when working with AMU data from organic pig herds
from VetStat, researchers should make interpretations
with these results in mind.

Conclusions
Compared with conventional production,the prescribed
AMU in organic pig herds is 14 times lower for weaners,
and 4 times lower for finishers. Furthermore, a larger pro-
portion of AMU is prescribed for respiratory indications in
organic weaners and arthropathy indications in organic fin-
ishers. No clear association between the AMU and lesions
at slaughter were found. However, prevalence of lesions
was slightly (non-significant) higher in herds with no regis-
tered AMU than with AMU prescriptions. Discrepancies
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were seen when comparing AMU registered in VetStat and
herd treatment records in organic farms. Many errors in
the treatment records in organic farms were detected, mak-
ing it difficult to compare with data from VetStat.

Methods
Prescription data from 2016 originating from two Danish
databases were used in all three parts of the study. Firstly,
herd-level antimicrobial prescription data were extracted
from VetStat. These data were used as a proxy for AMU in
this study. Each prescription was converted into milligram
active compound and animal daily dose (ADD), based on a
list for each product in VetStat, provided by the Danish
Veterinary and Food Administration (DVFA). In Vetstat,
the indication for which each product is prescribed is given.
Based on this information the AMU for the three predom-
inant indications used in both conventional and organic pig
production were summarised. These were gastro-intestinal,
respiratory and arthropathy indications.
Finally, information regarding herd type and number

of animals in each herd were extracted from CHR.
Both the CHR and VetStat databases are owned and

maintained by the DVFA.
In the first part of the study, all herds registered as ei-

ther organic or conventional pig herds in 2016 were in-
cluded. These herds were grouped according to herd
type, and the two types of herds were compared descrip-
tively in terms of antimicrobial use and herd size.
The AMU measured in ADDs were divided by the num-

ber of animals produced in 2016. These numbers were
based on slaughterhouse statistics for conventional and or-
ganic pig production, respectively.
For the second part of the study, all organic herds ful-

filling the following enrolment criteria were included:
Herds with either; 1) No sows and > 150 finisher (fin-
isher herds) or 2) Sows > 50 and finisher > 150 (sow +
finisher herds). By using the number of pen places in
CHR, it was possible to calculate the average ADD/100
finishers/day in 2016. Furthermore, herds with meat in-
spection data available were included.
Meat inspection data were obtained from the Danish

slaughterhouse database. A criterion of a minimum slaugh-
ter weight at 110 k was set to only included finisher pigs
sent for slaughter. Based on these data, the number of pigs
produced in each herd were found. Based on the codes in
the meat inspection data, lesions found at slaughter were
divided into three main groups of lesions as previous
described [13]. These three groups were gastro-intestinal
(acute/chronic gastritis, acute/chronic enteritis, serosal
adhesions, stomach ulcer or rectal stricture), respiratory
(sinuitis/rhinitis, acute/chronic pneumonia or acute/
chronic pleuritis) and arthropathy (acute/chronic arthritis).
For many of the organic herds, the ADD/100 finishers/

day recorded in VetStat were zero. Therefore, it was

impossible to consider the ADD/100 finisher/day as a
continuous variable in the analysis. Instead, herds were di-
vided into two groups; herds with and without AMU in
2016. Patterns in lesions found at slaughter for the two
groups were evaluated descriptively and the differences
were analysed with student’s t-tests using the software R,
version 3.3.2.
The organic herds included in the third part of the study

were also herds with either; 1) No sows and > 150 finisher
(finisher herds) or 2) Sows > 50 and > 150 (sow + finishers
herds). All herd owners were contacted through e-mail
and telephone for participation. For farmers willing to par-
ticipate, a herd visit was scheduled. At the herd visits, pri-
mary data consisting of the treatment records and
information on handling of excess amount of antimicro-
bial products were collected. In order for a herds to have
sufficiently detailed data, the farmer had registered the
actual amount used for a treatment, the duration, and the
weight of the animal treated. Herds with sufficiently
detailed data were included in the calculations of excess
antimicrobial products. This was calculated as the differ-
ence between the products prescribed in VetStat and the
products used according to the treatment records.
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use; CHR: Central husbandry register; DVFA: Danish veterinary and food
administration

Acknowledgements
We thank the Pig Levy Fond for financing the study, we thank The Danish
Organic Association for supporting the project and we thank all participating
farmers.

Funding
This study was funded by the Danish Pig Levy Fund. The funding body was
not involved in the design of the study nor the collection, analysis and
interpretation of data nor in writing the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
Data used in this study is confidential and is therefore not available.

Authors’ contributions
ABK designed the study, collected the data, performed the statistical
analyses, drafted the manuscript, read and approved the final version of the
manuscript. UL designed the study, collected the data, drafted the
manuscript, read and approved the final version of the manuscript. CSK
designed the study, drafted the manuscript, read and approved the final
version of the manuscript. HS designed the study, drafted the manuscript,
read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The Danish Veterinary and Food Administration granted administrative
permission to access CHR and VetStat data. Furthermore, the farmers gave
consent to participate in the third part of the study.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Kruse et al. BMC Veterinary Research          (2019) 15:218 Page 8 of 9



Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Author details
1University of Copenhangen, Copenhagen, Denmark. 2Danish Pig Research
Centre, Copenhagen, Denmark. 3Danish Veterinary and Food Administration,
Copenhagen, Denmark.

Received: 14 December 2018 Accepted: 13 May 2019

References
1. Alban L, Dahl J, Andreasen M, Petersen JV, Sandberg M. Possible impact of

the “yellow card” antimicrobial scheme on meat inspection lesions in
Danish finisher pigs. Prev Vet Med. 2013;108(4):334–41.

2. Alban L, Petersen JV, Busch ME. A comparison between lesions found
during meat inspection of finishing pigs raised under organic/free-range
conditions and conventional, indoor conditions. Porcine Health Manag.
2015;1(1):4.

3. Anon. Order no. 1353 of 29/11/2017 (In Danish). Ministry of Environment
and Food of Denmark. 2017a.

4. Anon. Order no. 51 of 11/01/2017 (In Danish). Ministry of Environment and
Food of Denmark. 2017b.

5. Anon. Order no. 56 of 11/01/2017 (In Danish). Ministry of Environment and
Food of Denmark. 2017c.

6. Danish Agriculture and Food Council. Statistics 2017 pigmeat. Danish
Agriculture & Food Council. 2018. http://www.agricultureandfood.dk/prices-
statistics/annual-statistics. Accessed 04 Dec 2018.

7. DANMAP. DANMAP 2017 Use of antimicrobial agents and occurrence of
antimicrobial resistance in bacteria from food animals, food and humans in
Denmark. ISSN. 2018:1600–2032.

8. Dupont N, Fertner M, Kristensen CS, Toft N, Stege H. Reporting the national
antimicrobial consumption in Danish pigs: influence of assigned daily
dosage values and population measurement. Act Vet Scan. 2015;58(1):27.

9. DVFA. Slutrapport for kampagnen ansvarlig brug af antibiotika til slagtesvin
(In Danish). Danish Veterinary and Food Administration. 2018. https://www.
foedevarestyrelsen.dk/SiteCollectionDocuments/
Dyrevelfaerd%20og%20veterinaermedicin/Veterin%C3%A6rmedicin/
Antibiotika/Slutrapport%20Antibiotika%20-%20slagtesvin%202017%202018_
02_01.pdf. Accessed 01 Dec 2018.

10. EMA. Sales of veterinary antimicrobial agents in 30 European countries in
2015. Seventh ESVAC report. European Medicines Agency 2017.

11. Fertner M, Boklund A, Dupont N, Enøe C, Stege H, Toft N. Weaner
production with low antimicrobial usage: a descriptive study. Act Vet Scan.
2015;57(1):38.

12. Friland. Annual report 2017/2018 (In Danish): Friland; 2018. https://www.
friland.dk/om-os/aarsberetning/. Accessed 02 Dec 2018

13. Kongsted H, Sørensen JT. Lesions found at routine meat inspection on
finishing pigs are associated with production system. Vet J. 2017;223:21–6.

14. Kruse AB, Nielsen LR, Alban L. Herd typologies based on multivariate
analysis of biosecurity, productivity, antimicrobial and vaccine use data from
Danish sow herds. Prev Vet Med. 2018. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.
2018Jun008.

15. Nielsen SS, Nielsen GB, Denwood MJ, Haugegaard J, Houe H. Comparison of
recording of pericarditis and lung disorders at routine meat inspection with
findings at systematic health monitoring in Danish finisher pigs. Act Vet
Scan. 2015;57(1):18.

16. Postma M, Backhans A, Collineau L, Loesken S, Sjölund M, Belloc C,
Emanuelson U, Grosse Beilage E, Nielsen EO, KDC S, Dewulf J, and on behalf
of the MINAPIG consortium. Evaluation of the relationship between the
biosecurity status, production parameters, herd characteristics and
antimicrobial usage in farrow-to-finish pig production in four EU countries.
Porcine Health Manag. 2016;2:9.

17. Sjölund M, Postma M, Collineau L, Lösken S, Backhans A, Belloc C,
Emanuelson U, et al. Quantitative and qualitative antimicrobial usage
patterns in farrow-to-finish pig herds in Belgium, France, Germany and
Sweden. Prev Vet Med. 2016;130:41–50.

18. Stege H, Bager F, Jacobsen E, Thougaard A. VETSTAT - the Danish system
for surveillance of the veterinary use of drugs for production animals. Prev
Vet Med. 2003;57:105–15.

19. Tang KL, Caffrey NP, Nóbrega DB, Cork SC, Ronksley PE, Barkema HW, et al.
Restricting the use of antibiotics in food-producing animals and its
associations with antibiotic resistance in food-producing animals and
human beings: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Planet Health.
2017;1(8):316–27.

Kruse et al. BMC Veterinary Research          (2019) 15:218 Page 9 of 9

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed

	Abstract
	Background
	Results and conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Methods
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	Author details
	References

