
N
on-com

petitive Feeding System

• Low
est conversion cost

• N
eed solid areas for feed drops

C
om

petitive Feeding System
• Suitable for sm

all static groups of 10 to 20 sow
s

• G
ood stockm

anship required: form
 sm

all, uniform
 groups and m

onitor sow
s daily at feeding

• Expect variation in body condition, feed w
astage and production challenges due to com

petition
• Sm

all pens require m
ore space per pig in pens and m

ore alleyw
ays for access

• Feeding aggression is reduced in shoulder stalls com
pared to floor feeding

•  Static pens of 20 to 60 sow
s

•  Individual feeding is electronic
•  M

oderate conversion cost
•  Effi

cient use of space

Prairie Sw
ine C

entre w
ould like to acknow

ledge the O
ntario M

inistry of A
griculture, 

Food &
 R

ural A
ffairs sw

ine team
 for their assistance in developing this decision tree.

For m
ore inform

ation on group sow
 housing visit

w
w

w
.groupsow

housing.com

Free-Access ESF
ESF

Free-Access Stalls

Low
 Tech

H
igh Tech

C
om

petitive Feeding System

Floor Feeding

• Low
 conversion cost

•  C
an use existing feed lines

Shoulder Stalls

N
on-C

om
petitive Feeding System

s
• Individual feeding allow

s for m
ore uniform

 body condition
• Reduced feed costs due to less w

astage and overfeeding
• C

an still have com
petition at the feeder stall

• Sm
all pens require m

ore space per pig in pens and m
ore alleyw

ays for access
• Potential for precision feeding as technology and data m

anagem
ent im

prove

•  Static pens of 50 to 60 
sow

s O
R dynam

ic pens 
 

of 60 to >300 sow
s

•  Individual feeding is 
 

electronic
•  H

igh conversion cost
•  Effi

cient use of space

•  Static pens of 20 to 40 sow
s

•  All sow
s in a pen receive 

 
the sam

e am
ount of feed

•  M
inim

al aggression and 
 

com
petition

•  H
igh cost
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