Table 1. Summary of the most significant welfare indicators and problems arising from the main pig slaughter methods suggested as alternatives to
CO; gassing.

Note: For each alternative method, columns summarise requirements for handling/restraint, welfare hazards, indicators and concerns, whether loss of
consciousness (LOC) is normally instantaneous, and whether the method may be used to stun without concurrent killing. Based on these factors, a score of + or
- 1,2 or 3 is provided to denote mild, moderate, or marked compromises or improvements of welfare respectively, compared to CO gassing, in the assessment
of the authors. Equal scores do not necessarily imply zero welfare differences between methods, but rather that any differences were not assessed as sufficient
to warrant different scores. Additionally, a scale of 3 does not indicate ideal welfare; this would be impossible with any killing of healthy animals, as premature
death in and of itself is recognised as a welfare problem due to the elimination of the potential for future positive welfare (23). The main disadvantage of each
method compared to CO» gassing is also provided, as is a supporting citation(s). The stunning/slaughter methods conferring the least welfare concern (when
considering both handling/restraint and stunning method) are highlighted in green.
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