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Abstract

From 21 to 23 January 2009 the fifth QLIF training and exchange workshop took place. Inspired by the theme
“Towards improved quality in organic food production” a group of 20 participants and 11 lecturers had intensive days
with lectures, discussion, exchange and some practical experience in research set-up and taste experiments. Fifteen
nationalities exchanged their experiences in research in product quality. Many results from comparative studies
between conventional and organic products were presented and discussed. In some presentations more emphasis
was laid on exploring the mechanism behind the presence or absence of certain health-influencing plant
components. Comparative studies will be continued, but exploring the mechanisms behind found differences in

substances is suggested as an important direction for future research.
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Introduction

Consumers’ expectations about organic food are covering both production and the product itself. Organic production
is regulated and guaranteed, which is not so in case of product quality. For a further consumers’ support, quality of

organic produce might become a key factor.

As part of the EU-programme Quality of Low Input Food (QLIF; see www.glif.org) a seminar is organised for
researchers on the topic “Towards improved quality in organic food production”.

The seminar is organised by the Louis Bolk Instituut, the independent research institute for organic agriculture,
nutrition and healthcare. Within the QLIF project four earlier meetings were organised by the Louis Bolk Instituut. The
previous workshops were on “Healthy Soil, Healthy Crops, Healthy People” (2-4 February 2005), “Towards animal
oriented rearing methods in organic production systems” (20-22 February 2006), “ Measuring food quality: concepts,
methods, and challenges” (12-14 February 2007), and “Soil nitrogen: research and extension” (13-15 February
2008).

This 5th (last) seminar within the QLIF project focuses on the most actual research output related to this quality
question. Expert researchers from QLIF project partners and other European Institutions bring in their knowledge and
experience related to food quality and to challenges for the organic sector, sharing their knowledge and experience
with junior scientists and students. The meeting has the character of a ‘winter school’ with an intensive interaction

between contributors and participants

The aim of the workshop is to introduce participants to both background and actual knowledge on quality in organic
food production, and both theory and practice of research approaches and techniques, which are suited for the
questions around product quality and how to achieve it. Aspects of human health are touched but are not the central

theme.

Introduction 7






Programme

Towards improved quality in organic food production

5th QLIF training and exchange workshop, Driebergen, 21 - 23 January 2009

21 January 2009

13.00 - 13.30
13.30 - 14.00
14.00 - 15.00

Tea Break

15.30 - 16.30
16.30-17.30

End of first day

22 January 2009

8.30-9.30

9.30-10.30

Coffee break
11.00 - 12.00

12.00-13.00

Lunch break

14.00 - 15.30

Tea Break

16.00 - 17.00

17.00 - 18.00

18.30

Programme

Arrival and registration

Welcome and introduction

Geert-Jan van der Burgt, Louis Bolk Institute, Netherlands, Product quality, the alpha and
omega for further development of organic agriculture

Theme: QUALITY IN PLANT PRODUCTS
Bart Timmermans, Louis Bolk Institute, Netherlands, Fusarium in wheat
Lucy van de Vijver, Louis Bolk Institute, Netherlands, Methodological aspects of the

comparison of organic and conventional products

Ewa Rembialkowska, Warsaw University of Life Sciences, Poland, Quality of organically
produced plant products
Seren Husted, University of Copenhagen, Denmark, Why is the chemical composition of

organic and conventional plant products different ?

Charlotte Lauridsen, Aarhus University, Denmark, Bioavailability of nutrients and health
promoting substances in organically plant products investigated in an animal model

Contributions of participants

Theme: SENSORY ANALYSIS
Bob Cramwinckel, Centre for Taste Research, Netherlands, Consumer perception of the

sensory quality of products - with practical exercises

Theme: QUALITY OF ANIMAL PRODUCTS

Ewa Rembialkowska, Warsaw University of Life Sciences, Poland, Quality of milk and meat
from organic production

Havard Steinshamn, Bioforsk @kologisk, Norway, Relation between grassland management
(organic managed long term or short term grassland and botanical composition) and bovine
milk quality

Conference Dinner



23 January 2009
8.30-9.30

9.30-10.30

Coffee break

11.00 - 12.00

12.00-13.00

Lunch and departure

10

(not presented because of illness of speaker) Johanna Probst, FiBL, Switzerland,
Implications of a calmative handling procedure for cattle preliminary to transport and
slaughter and the implications of animals behaviour, blood parameters and meat quality.
Jan de Wit, Louis Bolk Institute, Netherlands, Milk quality

Theme: OUTLOOK TO HEALTH
Machteld Huber, Louis Bolk Institute, Netherlands, Effects of diet type on chicken health
FINAL SESSION

Conclusions and main findings, indicate future research needs and priorities
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Product quality - The alpha and omega for further
development of organic agriculture

Geert-Jan van der Burgt
Louis Bolk Institute, Hoofdstraat 24, NL-3972 LA Driebergen, The Netherlands
E-Mail: g.vanderburgt@louisbolk.nl

| don’t have the answers, | have some topics to consider.

About the definition of quality.

The most open, but nevertheless very useful definition of ‘product quality’ is:

Any property of a product that is related to a desired aspect of this product. Useful because you are forced to answer
first this question: Who is desiring what property, when, where?

In social and economic communication ‘quality’ as easily used and seldom clearly defined.

Statement: there is not a thing like ‘organic food quality’.
Food quality criteria may be developed, and organic produce might meet these criteria as well as conventional
produce. The organic movement might organise itself in such a way that it can claim: we guarantee this and this

quality level, and the organic movement might add criteria to the list of conventionally used criteria.

Product quality and process quality

In the organic market, consumers expect two things.

First, the product must be produced according to the organic standards. This is process quality: the way a product is
coming into existence is described and ranked bad (not according to the standards) — good (in accordance with the
standards). This can be checked by a certification body. Standards can be minimal or extended and they can be
altered.

Second, the product itself is expected to fulfil certain quality parameters such as no pesticide residues, low nitrate

content, high vitamin C (all measurable properties), healthy, authentic (not measurable properties).

Statement:
The organic standards are exclusively focussing on process quality parameters. Product quality is mentioned but not

defined and not under control (Kahl, in prep.), in spite of consumers’ expectations.

Relation process quality - product quality

Just as an example: nitrogen fertilizer and nitrate content of vegetables (carrots, beetroot, lettuce, endive,
spinach,....).

Nitrogen application levels in organic and conventional agriculture show a wide range, overlapping each other for a
considerable part. Thus, nitrate content of vegetables can not be expected to show a difference between organic and

conventional agriculture (Huber, 2007)
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Exploring product quality exclusively in terms of measurable content parameters is risky: tell me your criteria and |
will produce it.

You want milk high in omega-3 fatty acids? No problem, we produce this milk or we add the desired compound.

You want no residues on your tomatoes? No problem. With high vitamin C? We make it, or we add it.

You want your eggs from a farm with good animal welfare? No problem, we go for a slow chicken breed with reduced
beaks to prevent picking each other.

Is that sufficient? No, because process quality requirements (implicit, explicit) are not fulfilled.

Food safety, a special aspect of food quality, is often closely related to process quality. HACCP is an important

instrument to improve this aspect of food quality.

An other aspect: taste as product quality parameter.

This might be a great item: one’s own experience as driving factor. Some challenges are mentioned.

How to recognise tomorrow what you bought yesterday? This is a marketing question when selling on distance. It is
not an item for selling direct from the farm.

Your taste is influenced by what you know and what you see. This is again a marketing item. | can sell roasted bricks
and fried air!

In case of processed foodstuff: the taste is only for a very limited extend influenced by the taste of the original
ingredients. Here professional experience plays an important role.

Taste is an individual criterion but also a ‘crowd’ criterion. | personally want a tough bread, but if we want to expand
the organic bread consumption we will have to adept to the taste of the crowd: a light, airy bread. Consequence: high
protein content required, so high nitrogen application on the wheat fields.

Taste and timing. It is perfectly known when to pick an apple to have the best taste. Nevertheless many apples are
picked earlier (Bloksma et al, 2001, 2004) to be able to store them and have a still acceptable taste four (Eight?

Eleven?) month later. ‘Good quality’ for direct consumption is different from ‘good quality’ for storing and selling later.

Other quality criteria.

Conventional agriculture is full of process quality criteria but we don’t recognise them. Allowed sprayings, allowed
drugs for animals, allowed levels of fertilizer, .... They don’t serve as quality parameter because they cover the whole
country or all EU countries. They can start being quality parameters in case of international trade.

The organic movement might introduce other and new quality criteria.

Process criteria: authenticity, regionallity, embedded in landscape, natural, ....

Product criteria: coherence (Bloksma et al, 2007). Not individual substances but their coherence as criterion. So far,
this is conceptual and needs further development and validation, both of concept and the measurements. This
concept integrates process quality (balanced growth and development) into product quality.

Human consumption criterion: is this foodstuff satisfying? Do you need two or five slices of bread before you are fine,
and what about two hours later? Can this ‘satisfaction factor’ be measured apart from experience? Does is have a
relation with coherence.

Human health as criterion. Very challenging and very complex. What is health, and what makes you healthy: food

compounds, food as a whole, menu, lifestyle?
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Development of the organic sector: quality and quantity of the sector itself.

Real, expected or suggested quality is a driving but very diverse factor in consumers decisions, so something must
be done.

Clear product quality criteria (for any food, not organic exclusively) and minimum levels (for certified organic
products) are to be settled. Once done so, conventional agriculture might be moving towards fulfilling these criteria
too. Setting of these quality criteria and their minimum levels for organic products might reduce the growth of the
organic sector.

Process quality criteria might be added (for processed food for example) or made more strict (in case of agronomic
process ctiteria directly correlated to desired product criteria) in order to position organic produce in the conventional

surroundings.
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Kahl, J. (in prep.) Food quality research, an organic approach.

Product quality - The alpha and omega for further development of organic agriculture 17



Presentation

. Content of this presemtation
Product Quality
. Complexty of the themea
The alpha and omega for furthar E . pmm!:w — procsss qualley o
development of anganic E + Taspe; sensory analysis E
§ agriculture j= : 'mmﬁm“ =
-8  Gonelus -8
Gesart-Jan wan der Burgt & &
CLIFWarkehop, January 2008
Defenition: Statement:
:m;’ﬂﬁf” fhit I retired fo There is not a thing ik e “organc food qualiny”
E Food quallty; paramerters musp be clear E
y  Exampie: egg; toma = ' Organic might be ‘Defrer -]
-B New food quallty parsmerers can and wi -8
& be Inroduced &
Paramerers coufd be sefacted by means of o teria
ol of the organic movement
Product quality — process quality
Complex themea: examples
Statement:
+ Tomato. Tase, brand, mcognis. Tasty Tom
Wik Wonders. Lycapsne-tomats 1. The organic srandards are exciusively
- focusaing 5
+ Ghips. Individual or collective taste, - * BN Process quUallty parameers B
* “objective"taste. Professkonals. 2 ¥ + [ phe Bgranomic part of the process -
 Cookisa. Parsonal preferencas; colk B Beauriful words about product quatly FOAM, .5
Mmhn&* : ane = EU reguiations) bur no formal sy semto suppat "
oF 10 QUArEMes.
+ Egge. Recognie. Tasse. Anlmal we fare

18

Towards Improved Quality in Organic Food Production



Product quality — process quality
Statement:

Taste
= Tas® and time. Example appies, tomatoss

2. Organic process quaiy criferta dons &
necessariy [ead ro high producy quaiy. E g - E
Exampie: niragan EE . - = &

- - T S CJ - -
-E - -
| == gy wilma ) L LI ——paruths |
Tomaloes: saasonal Influance
+Tas®: Varefy cholca. Tomaes.
Taste Other quality criteria out of an
iic context
+ Tasve and time. Example apples, HOmapess arganic
+ Tasps and varkdy cholcs
+Authentic, landscaps, local, natural soclal
+ Giood taste |8 not enough. Good tasts must have E falr, .... Tripple B, [Falr Trade, Reglonal E
a“face”. Examples Tasfy Tom, Wild Wondars. e . |products, Matune corsarvaton, - =
+ Taste Is context+dependant. Expe rience, E + Cohamence. Link bemwesn process and E
packaging clrcumstances, knowkedge E product quallty g
{Bsal Crammwinke) + Safiafying. | want mor | Fm fine, thanks.
+ Individual and col lecthve preferncas. Slow food.
Example bread. { Bart TiImmermans) + Healthy. Food foodas a
+ Tasbe *of the flald” 1= minimal In proce ssed foodsw while, menu. Ifestyle.
This workshop
Conclusion = Plart: Procass - = quallty
Real m:;l:dmmpmm_ g:yﬂmﬂanl Ewa Remblalkow ska,
mwﬁw + Plamt: health aspects. Charlotme Laurksan
:E + Methodology: comentonal - bk :E
+ Producteriera. . Ganerally acoeptad of new ; o LueyvandeViker ‘E
. + Sansory analysls. Bob Cramminks| .
+ Process criverla + [Far fond processing -E oy ,E
+ Anlmal: Process - » product quallky.
+ [Far agronaimy Ewa Remblallow ska, Havand Stainshamm,

Johamna Probst, Jan de Wh

+ Health. Machtsld Huber
Thanks you for your attention

Product quality - The alpha and omega for further development of organic agriculture

19






Fusarium in wheat

Bart Timmermans and Geert-Jan van der Burgt
Louis Bolk Institute, Hoofdstraat 24, NL-3972 LA Driebergen, The Netherlands
E-Mail: b.timmermans @louisbolk.nl, g.vanderburgt@louisbolk.nl

Introduction

Several Fusarium species are creating quality problems in wheat cultivation (Fusarium Head Blight FHB). Seeds
infected with Fusarium have a lower 1000 grain weight and will cause a less dense plant stand due to seedling blight,
thus reducing the quality for use as seeding material. Fusarium on wheat can produce a variety of mycotoxins, of
which deoxynivalenol (DON) is perhaps the most famous (Parry et al., 1995). If present in food or feed, DON can
result in serious health problems (D’Mello et al. 1999; Peraica et al. 1999). In certain years, the availability of
uninfected seeds may be limited due to the widespread nature of FHB epidemics (Jones, 1999). In the Netherlands
on average once every two years organic wheat seed production is affected by FHB (Osman, et al., 2004).

Within the QLIF project research has been done into two directions:

Do commercially available spring wheat cultivars differ in their tolerance to seedling blight in vivo and if so, can these
differences be linked to the initial development of the cultivars? (Timmerman et al, paper submitted January 2009 to
European Journal of Plant Pathology)

Is there an influence of fertility management strategies on reducing fusarium infestation?

The latter item will be presented and discussed below.

Method and Materials

In 2006 and 2007 (replicates in time) a field trial was done on two locations. On one location with light clayish soil two
management strategies were tested (compost (C) and Slurry (S)), on the other location with heavy clay only one
strategy (Farm Yard Manure (F)) was tested. Within these three systems (no replicates except years), a top dressing
of nitrogen fertilizer was applied in four replicates short before flowering with two types of fertilizer (Pellets and
Molasse) and three nitrogen levels as shown in the table 1, with the highest nitrogen level applied in two charges with

two weeks in between:

Table 1. Nitrogen levels of additional fertilizers

Pellets (kg N ha-1) Molasse (kg N ha-1)
0 0

65 108

65 + 40 108 + 67

Yield of grain and straw was recorded as was nitrogen content of grain (Grain-N)and straw (Straw-N). Furthermore a
blotter test was done on the seeds to measure the quality for seeding purpose, and the amount of mycotoxines was

measured. Also the presence of Fusarium species was tested by means of the TagMan-PCR (Waalwijk et al., 2004).
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The nitrogen level in the soil during the season was measured a few times and the nitrogen dynamics were modelled
with the NDICEA model (Van der Burgt et al, 2006). From this modelling the amount of plant available nitrogen (PAN,

absolute and relative to zero-nitrogen application) was obtained.

Results
The model performance, judged by RMSE (Wallach and Goffinet, 1989), is given in table 2.

Tabel 2. RMSE (Average per Strategy) of inorganic nitrogen, simulated versus measured.

Year 2006 2007
Strategy S c F S c F
RMSE 20,3 14,5 7,3 13,5 26,7 29,8

Judgement Reasonable Good Good  Good Weak Weak

In both years and all three strategies there was a significant relation between PAN at one side and Grain-N and
Straw-N at the other side. In table 3 is given the percentage of variance of Grain-N and Straw-N which is explained
by the parameter PAN.

In table 4 is given the percentages of variance of DON and TRR (Total root rot; on of the parameters from the Blotter

test) which is explained by the parameters PAN, Grain-N and Straw-N.

Table 3. Percentage of explained variance of Grain-N and Straw-N by parameter PAN

Year 2006 2007
Strategy CS F CS F

explained variable  Grain-N Straw-N  Grain-N Straw-N  Grain-N Straw-N  Grain-N Straw-N

PAN 80 42 90 54 57 39 84 54

Tabel 4. Percentage of explained variance of DON and TRR by parameters PAN, Grain-N and Straw-N

Year 2006 2007

Strategy CS F CS F

explained variable DON TRR DON TRR DON TRR DON TRR
PAN 24 28 28 16 21

Grain-N 22 30 44 16 21
Straw-N 23

Discussion

For judgement of the model performance an arbitrary, praxis-oriented maximum RMSE of 20 kg N ha' is suggested
(Van der Burgt et al, 2006). The 2006 model performance is good (table 1; C and F) and almost good (S); the
performance in 2007 was weaker. The effect of a long period of drought after sowing in 2007 is probably not
modelled correctly. However, the 2007 S model performance was good. The parameter Plant Available Nitrogen
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(PAN), derived from the model, was used for further correlation with quality parameters. With a less adequate model

performance, the derived parameter might also be less adequate.

There is a strong relation between PAN and nitrogen in the plant (table 2; Grain-N and Straw-N). In 2007 the
percentage explained variance is lower than in 2006, which might be the result of the weaker model performance.
Grain-N is to a higher degree explained by PAN than Straw-N, due to the late additional fertilizer application (around
flowering). Overall we conclude that the plant N-content and mainly the grain N-content indeed expresses the

differences in available N.

Significant correlations between soil nitrogen (PAN) and plant nitrogen (Grain-N, Straw-N) at one side and the quality
parameters DON and TRR at the other side are present, but they are not strong and not consistent over the years
and the strategies.

Overall nitrogen availability in 2006, C and S, was very high and there was no response to nitrogen application in
grain yield and straw yield. Nevertheless there was a significant relation between applied nitrogen levels and DON.
In only two situations (2006; C, S) straw-N was significantly related to DON whereas grain-N was in seven situations
related to DON or TRR. Straw dry matter yield was significantly increased by nitrogen application in 2006 (F) and
2007 (S, C, F) (data not given), but is less significant than Grain-N in explaining DON and RTT. This all supports the
idea that it is (at least partly) Grain-N and not microclimate influenced by straw quantity, that causes an increase in
FHB when nitrogen levels are increased. Nevertheless, there must be other co-factors besides grain-N to explain the
DON and RTT parameters. Location might be a co-factor: the Fusarium species composition on location F was

different from location C/S (data not given).

Grain protein content is an important quality criteria for bakeries. In this experiment protein content was influenced by
additional fertilizer much more than DON or RTT. For farmers it makes no sense to reduce plant available nitrogen
levels in order to reduce DON or RTT. Presence of Fusarium and FHB is mainly a year-effect beyond farmer’s
influence, and reducing the yield to minimize effects of Fusarium presence is no option because its effect is very

limited and other unknown parameters play a role to.

Acknowledgement

The authors gratefully acknowledge funding from the European Community financial participation under the Sixth
Framework Programme for Research, Technological Development and Demonstration Activities, for the Integrated
Project QUALITYLOWINPUTFOOQD, FP6-FOOD-CT-2003- 506358.

References
D'Mello, J. P. F., Placinta, C. M., & Macdonald, A. M. C. (1999). Fusarium mycotoxins: a review of global implications

for animal health, welfare and productivity. Animal Feed Science and Technology 80, 183205.

Jones, R. K. (1999). Seedling blight development and control in spring wheat damaged by Fusarium gramenearum
group 2. Plant disease 83, 10131018.

Fusarium in wheat 23



Osman, A., Groot, S., Kéhl, J., Kamp, L., & Bremer, E. (2004). Seed treatments against Fusarium in organic spring
wheat. In E. Lammerts van Bueren, R. Ranganathan, & M. Sorensen (Eds.), The first world conference on organic
seed: challenges and opportunities for organic agriculture and the seed industry (pp. 133137). International
Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM), Bonn.

Parry, D. W., Jenkinson, P., & McLeod, L. (1995). Fusarium ear blight (scab) in small grain cereals: a review. Plant
Pathology 44, 207-238.

Peraica, M., Radi¢, B., Luci¢, A., & Pavlovi¢, M. (1999). Toxic effects if mycotoxins in humans. Bulletin of the World
Health Organization 77, 754766.

Waalwijk, C., van der Heide, R., de Vries, ., van der Lee, T., Schoen, C., Costrel-de Corainville, G., Hiuser-Hahn, 1.,
Kastelein, P., Kéhl, J., Lonnet, P., Demarquet, T., & Kema, G. (2004). Quantitative detection of Fusarium species in
wheat using TagMan. European Journal of Plan Pathology 110, 481494

Van der Burgt, G.J.H.M., Oomen G.J.M., Habets A.S.J. & Rossing W.A.H. (2006). The NDICEA model, a tool to

improve nitrogen use efficiency in cropping systems. Nutrient Cycling in Agroecosystems 74: 275-294.

24 Towards Improved Quality in Organic Food Production



Presentation

Quality of seeds

Cuuality for
¥ consumption

f
==
Ty ;

i

Bart Tmmermens

Geart-Jan ven der Burgt (RIS S

Rl | e

CLIF Workshop, LN
January 2008

MG 31N

Infection during
flowering stage
of the cereal crop

Contributing
N factors: opening of
%" the florets y

grain:

la amallar {lighter)
¢ than healthy grain

Can contain
miycotoxing

ls less viable

Fusarium in wheat

Introducticon (1): What s the problem?

Fusarium Head Blight (FHE)
<= Food and fead: My cotoxing (DON)
= Sead: Ssadling bllgh

Irdie o680

careal crops. -
oWheat Barey, '
Malze

Several Fusanium

spacies

Hiad bllght and
in:

TyCo g
highyearfo-yeal o ==y

W08 TIHN

¥104 uno1

25



26

Pt T ETTR LS St P

Intreduction (1): What's the problem?

Fusarium Head Ellight (FHE]
- Food and fesd: Mycosins (DON)
- Sead: Ssadiing bikght

Several Fusarium species
Head bilghn: high year-to-year varaon

Mycowins: no seralght forward melation with
presance of fungl

Seadling Blight{SB): expreaskon depends on -
year, soll

SB: Crop can COmpansae for seediing losses

SB: yleld los=es dus o Iner crop canopy closum,
weada
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Intreduction (2): Looking for solutions
Hon-chamical s d treatment
Varkty-dependant resistancs 1o FHE?
Varkty-dependant e xpe salon of SB

mpact of scll and 2ol #rdliyy on FHB

W04 S

| Trial satup (1): 2 years, 2 locations, 3 strategies
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Trial setup (2): 5 nitrogen levels, 2 fertilizer
types

Pallotz [k % kx') | Molazsa [kg M )
0 o

‘65 -]

[
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65 + 40 iog + &7

Fertilzer application short before flowering (15
and two weeks later (2nd)

Trial setip (4): Measurements
Soll Inerganic nitrogen 0-30 cm {4 § each season)
Straw yield, grain yield, seraw-M, grain-N
Fusarlum preseancs by Bloper est

DON and other myconxing

Fusarlum spacies by TaqMan-PCR
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NDICEA: modeling nitregen and SOM
dynamics
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Fusarium in wheat

RMSE Root Mean Squared Errar: 30 kg N hat
as limi for good model performance

Decisions:
Statistics: Sites C+5 and F separately (due to
possible difierent Fussrium species)
[Ferility-re gimes:
-different manure applications ‘g
! _4.5 N-min measurements E
1 z
~calculations of PAN |'||-
using the NDICEA | A
model P
R A L R e
O L
Results (1): check on nitrogen dynamics:
model parformance
Yaar 2006 2007
Stratagy 5 [ F 5 [ F
AMEE 203 | 145 | 72 | 133 | 267 | 294 E
L Judgement |RAezzom | Good |Cood | Goos | wear | weae | (iR
able *E
=
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Results: Yields 2008

Results: yields 2007

PAN 2008 PAN 2007
F 133 F 158
] 191 - ) 182
c S -G 5 ] g
' o R ' [Em o] 85| 105] 18] 178 5
F ¥or | 2a05a] 458e0 | 4540 seapc {4 5 F_[¥or | 57a0] 2045 3256) 30682| 2126)b E
- -
s |vor |eovoa|anival sozalrewe | mazn g :'5" gi gg ﬁ? fn.lg gf a
G |v@ |7617a|7o65a| G984a|7E73s | 74a5a F a
Factors ather thian PAH wame MH}DMWH fwrhlﬂ:
Declaion: 2007 (5) no siumy. {C) o Molase Drought airer sowing: delayed gemination, Ireguiar
Ho succas: precop, Inktial mineral N stand, low pl!.l'l‘l‘ numbe
Results: does the additional fertilizer Results: Fusarium 2006
application around anthesis influence
grain quality? PAH 2008 [TRR |DON
PAM Plart avaliable nitrgen: derivad fram NDICEA F 123)3.750) 13382
calculations. Sowing up to harssst. - ] 181) 2.11a] 19660 E
: [ 25| 2.20a| 146.4a :
¥ & Explained varianos by PAN E (] -]
= = — E DOM: effect of addifonal ferdliizer application B
p— F &t 3 &  |[= =06 ] B 08| 08| 178|.%F
aplarad |G [Srow | Srin [ [Enain | s G s FaC:5 | 1020a| 150.2a(140.2a] 1602a] 2104b
yrlabk H H M H H H H H
PAH 20 =4 an i B4 B4 B =
Results: Fusarium 2007 So....
Something is going on
PAN 2007 [TRA__| DO 918 going
F 156 16.38a] a0 Not very consequently
s 10z| 16.85a] 4o - .
c 2ap| 17.%5a] a7Ea e Multivariate analysis: all subsets regression TE
[ = ' i =
TRA: effec of dditional ferlizer Bppllcaton R Dependant variables: TRR and DON (ZEA, III'|||'_'FE
2007 o 85 105 108 175 * Independent variables: R

FsC4+8 1d4a| 168ab| 178b| 167eb| 187D

Straw DM, grain DM, Straw M, grain N, N-min
measured, PAN
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Results Results: relations with DON
PARM, Grain-M and Siraw-N axplain most of tha vansetion
5 350
% Wariatian Accounted far g
Yoar 2006 2007 E E
| straagy F cs F sc_ |'E 3 =
auplainad o 8
varlable | oM | TRRA I:-:-NTFLHI:IDHTFHI:-BNTHH-E B
FAN za| = = 6] o= 150
aminH W | = 2 = ]
EirawH T - : : ) :
m 210 23 23 240 250
Significant but only very week relations?? qraind
5o there are relations with grain N Wead infestation after anthesis
and DON
i L .
o
In 2007 we had a heavy weed pressure 4 P
in the C and S site 5 5o -
E 1] ° B g
4 4 L -
We triad to quantify the weed -B i 5 o e g
infestation in the plots... & N s =
14 Ll = Ll
L]
m 1] an B e
Gan (FAK
Conclusions: fertility and Fusarium..... Conclusions
M-l Indesd Influencas Fusaium {TRA, DOM) Yaar and lcation are dominant fecham
aays direction: »orain- N gies =TRAR/DON, but ather
factom pley & mie Impacts an yiekl Bnd grain M are more Impoitant than
:5 mpact on TRR{ DON: .'.E
. EE e
¢ Machaniam: mieroclmate or plant physialogy? -] 4 DON: madmum Sllowad 646l Nat often rEEched: peaks
2006, SC: nat microdimals of crop structure: no -5 ara knalad out by mitdng saversl changes :E
=

ylakd diferences {grain, str=w), bul significant difarencas © 5
In Gran-N &nd DON

Fusarium in wheat

Tharaion: N0 CONEEgUANCEs for BNamiE practics:
| affects ane small and o not pay for tha farmers

i
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Methodological aspects of the comparison between
organic and conventional products

Lucy van de Vijver, PhD
Louis Bolk Institute, Hoofdstraat 24, NL-3972 LA Driebergen, The Netherlands

E-Mail:l.vandevijver @louisbolk.nl

In recent years more and more papers are published in which the nutritional value of organically produced foods and
conventionally (or non-organically) produced foods are being compared. Since the first reviews about 10 years ago
(Woese, 1997; Worthington, 2001, Heaton, 2001), the discussion on the methodology of comparison studies started.
Heaton was the first to introduce criteria for the validation of the papers he reviewed. His most important criteria were
that the organic products should be from certified organic origin and that the foods compared should have been
produced according to agricultural practice common to the system in which it was grown — so in other words, the

production should be typical to its system.

Design of a study

Different study types are available to perform a comparison study, all having their specific pro’s and con’s.

Field trials: organically and non-organically cultivated crops grown in close proximity under controlled conditions.
Farm surveys: crops are obtained from organic and non-organic farms, paired for location, climate and soil type.
Market of “shopping basket” surveys: organically and non-organically produced samples are obtained from retailers,
as they are available to consumers

A field trial on an experimental farm is the best way for optimal control of agricultural practice. However, due to
logistics, accessibility and finances this study type is not commonly used. Farm surveys performed on existing
neighbouring farms with good agricultural practice (best-practice) is a good alternative. If agricultural practices are
not controllable, it is important to collect the information and report it (for instance manure use and pre-crops). In
studies more interested in the nutritional value of the food at the point of the consumer, a market basket approach
may be chosen. To have an idea about the average nutrient availability for the consumer it is necessary to have
representative samples (relatively high numbers are needed), sampled at different locations (geographically,
supermarket and specialist stores). This type of study is not suitable to compare the agricultural practice as such,

because no information on the background of the products is available.

Several aspects need consideration when designing your study, and depending on the goal of your study it might be
necessary to minimize its effects. Important aspects are: soil type, climatic conditions and agriculture management
practices (manure use, variety, pre-crops). Further it is important to consider which food quality or food safety

aspects will be measured. Choose the appropriate product and the appropriate chemical analytical method.

Report
Clearly describe the method used and give a foundation for the choices made. For instance within the scientific
community discussions are going on whether or not the same varieties need to be used. Because variety choice is

also an important system difference and not all varieties perform well in both organic and non-organic systems one

Methodological aspects of the comparison between organic and conventional products 31



group of scientist claims that varieties may differ because varieties best suitable for the system need to be used.
Other scientist say that a comparison only can be made with the same varieties. Describe your choice of variety and

explain why this choice was made.
Conclusion

Different study designs give answers to different questions, therefore not one best method can be given. Irrespective

of the chosen design, choices need to be made with respect to aspects influencing nutritional quality of the food.
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Quality of organically produced plant products

Ewa Rembiatkowska
Warsaw Agricultural University, Faculty of Human Nutrition and Consumer Sciences, Organic Foodstuffs Division,
Nowoursynowska 159 C, 02 — 776 Warszawa, Poland

During the last decade, consumers’ trust in food quality has drastically decreased, mainly because of the growing
ecological awareness and several food scandals like BSE, dioxins and bacterial contamination. It has been found
that intensive conventional agriculture could introduce contaminants into the food chain. Consumers have started to
look for safer and better controlled foods, produced in more environmentally friendly, authentic and local systems.
Organically produced foods are widely believed to satisfy the above demands, leading to lower environmental
impacts and higher nutritive values. So far, studies have partly confirmed this opinion.

Organic crops contain less nitrates, nitrites and pesticides residues than do conventional ones. There is no clear
difference in the content of heavy metals between organic and conventional crops.

Organic plant products contain as a rule more dry matter, vitamin C and carotenoids, more phenolic compounds,
more exogenous indispensable amino acids and more reducing and total sugars. Organic plant products contain also
statistically more iron, magnesium and phosphorus.

Organic plant products have usually better sensory quality — they have more distinct smell and taste and they are
sweeter and more compact because of higher dry matter content. Preference for organic products is typical not only
for humans but also for animals like rats, rabbits and hens. This phenomenon was observed also in such cases in
which — according to chemical analyses - both organic and conventional fodder satisfied physiological needs of
tested animals.

Vegetables, potatoes and fruits from organic production show better storage quality during winter keeping - clearly
fewer mass decrements, caused by transpiration, decay, and decomposition processes. The possible reason is
connected with the higher content of dry matter, minerals and total sugars. It brings not only nutritive but also
economic profits; in conventional system high yields are produced but big storage decrements undermine economic
sense of this production.

The lower content of nitrates and higher content of phenolic compounds and vitamin C in organic crops have a
special importance for health. The nitrates are easily converted in our digestive tract into the poisoning nitrites, which
are the precursors of the carcinogenic nitrosamines. This process is hampered by vitamin C, and carcinogenesis is
retarded by phenolic compounds. Therefore the organic vegetables can play an important role in anti — cancer
prevention.

However, there are also some negatives: plants cultivated in organic system as a rule have 20 % lower yield than
conventionally produced crops.

Several important problems need to be investigated in the coming years: environmental, bacterial and fungal
contamination of the organic crops, and the most essential problem - the impact of the organic food consumption on

animal and human health.
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Quality of organically
produced plant foods

prof. Ewa Remblatkowska

" |Division of Organic Feodsiuffa
e Hanrirwi‘E{othS:imm- SHIGH|
E-mait swn_rembiakowskaGapgw pl

Factors influencing human
health

+ Im 54% IHestyle, peychaologlcal status,
people behaviour In that nutdton patbenn

+ In 21 % environmental canditlons, and

food qually Is connecid wigh It
+ In15 % genetic background

+ I 10 % me dical s rvice acthvity -t

According o American Cantrs of Disaasss
Covtred {1998)

FACTORE AFFECTING THE
OF FOOD PRODUCTE

RECOMMEMDATIONE o

Faciors effecting the quallty of raw food mane rials
= arviranmemial candbons (ckear of cantem nsiod orvironment)

= mathed af Farming forganio or comveriional
= pondiions of plam produciion snd animal breading (propsT ar
Improper for he partiouarvarialy ar breed)
= olimatic- weather cordbans ﬁ
v
Factore gfe cting the quality of processad foods

= slomgeand rads condbians of raw lood mabaials

. of o fond mkerials (irom bad grain ot passibis o
%gmmm g

+ tachrology ol proosssing and oulrary Teaimen
+ packing sysiem
+  siorage and radu pardbions of faod products

e

T What is ,ORGANIC FOOD"?
e
* Food produced according to certain, legally

regulated production standards

* Production methods are friendly for
environment, maintain biodiversity and soil
fertility

« Social cryteria are important (small farms, using

local means of production, activation of the
country aneas)
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Oirganic agriculiune ex cludes the uss of
syrhetic fertlilse rs, pesticldes, plant
groeth regulators

Only natural organic fardizers
{COMP0St, MAnLne), gre&n manumes and
h:m:m crop protectlon methods ane
a

Anlmal productlon ex cludes the use of
antiblotlcs, homone s and GMOs

Food processing prosects nurridanal
quallty, 8xciudes synthetic food
addltive s (pessrvatives, synthatic
colour addiives etz

= ﬂ:ﬁ

ORGANIC FARMING IN EU
LEGISLATION
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production of agrioulturl preducts and idiostions referring
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pradtiosa snd the mansgement of manra.

Jarwary 2000 Council Regulstion (EC) No 8342007 of 2B
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FACTORS INFLUERCING THE QUALITY OF DRGANIC
FOOD PRODUCTS

- o

E-E"‘.‘iﬁﬁﬁ:-

MBIOTC FACTORS
CURL T OF ENVIROMMENT
(&R, WA TER, BOIL, CLMETE

Why do consumers
look for
organic food...???

MOTIVATION

The loss of trust to
conventional food
produced on a massive
scale

Food Scandals in Europe
since 1996

A prababie ink brwesn BSE (Dovine sponglorm
encephalapatiy) andyC4D (Creumelds-Jakob
diseass) has bean established {Hamrs, 2000; gy,
2003

1808 Elvated leve ks of ehlorimatad dioxins In milk due ta
s of clinis pulp neuirslized with w ase of GalGH)
{Dsin_Harpag, 2008)

1908 The Ba PCEMoxn Incldant.

Puitychlarchiphenyls (PCE) andidioxins wa e mixsd
Int2 & taRk of recycied frying ol which was ussd for
the production of animal e i Bstmard 8t &L, J002)
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OTHER MOTIVATIONS

= A strong conviction that
arganic food is safe for
Ihealth

« The taste of organic food

« Care for natural environme nt

» Observance of animal weltare

Esloorwaks Risrmmy, Guicrwaky, 2RI

PROFILE OF ORGANIC
CONSUMER

« Well-educated,
relatively young people |

« Inhabitants of big cities gt

« Women with children

= Alergic patients

« Chronically ill pecple

= Vegetarians

The main basis

Consumers’ belief in higher
health- and nutritional quality of
organic products
F 4 | 7 i

-

Is the belief justified?

There are some
empirical evidences

POSITIVES

+ Higher health quality/food safety

Undiserable substances
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MNITRATES® EXCESS IS HARMFUL TO
HUMAN HEALTH

Maximum levels for nitrates in foodstufis
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Nitrates content in organic {ORG) and
conventional {CONY) vegetables
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Pesticides cause at least
four serious problems:
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Complex Mixtures

+ The average person’s body carries a mixture
of several hundred synthetic chemicals

* None of these could have been there before
recant times - they are completely nowel

= We have noway of characierising the
toxicology of this mixture

* The highest dose is received early in life - the
mast vulnerable period for damage
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Pesticides - conclusions

+ DIffuB® EXPOSUTE 10 @ cOmpIEX mbume through
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CONCLUSION
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COMSUMPTION OF

OREANIE PROCLUCE

PROVIDE A SIMPALE WAY TO REDUCE CHILDREMS.
EMPOSLURE TC OF PESTICIDES
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Cietary orgencphosphonus pesticide exposune In 8 group of
alementary schookage children
{Lu et al. 2008

23 elementary sehool-age children
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Why is the chemical composition of organic and
conventional plant products different?

Soren Husted & Kristian Holst Laursen

Plant and Soil Science Laboratory, Life Science Faculty, University of Copenhagen, Thorvaldsensvej 40, DK- 1871
Frederiksberg C, Denmark

E-mail: shu@life.ku.dk

The market shares for organic food products have increased dramatically during the last 10 years in Denmark (DK).
The annual growth in sales increased with 25% from 2006-07 and the overall market share for organic food products
is now close to 7% in DK. The most popular plant based food products are oats, carrots, wheat flour and potatoes
with overall market shares equivalent to 27%, 16%, 11% and 3%.

Among organic consumers in DK, 70% indicate that the most important incentive to buy organic food products are
related to a lower content of pesticide and pharmaceutical residues; 55% believe that the taste is better and 48%
assume that organic products contain more health promoting substances such as vitamins and minerals.

The perception that organic plant products are better for human health than conventional grown products are
typically related to the following broad classes of chemical compounds in plants: nitrogen metabolites, minerals,
heavy metals, vitamins and a wide array of different dietary phytochemicals related to e.g. carcinogenesis, heart
diseases and the immune system.

In the scientific literature there is currently a strong line of evidence, build up during the last decade, supporting that
organic plant products contain significantly less pesticide residues than conventional plant products. However, when
it comes to most nitrogen metabolites (nitrite, nitrate, nitrosamines and essential amino acids); minerals (e.g. Mg, Fe,
Zn, Se); heavy metals (e.g. Cd, Hg, Pb); vitamins (C, E, D) and not least the health promoting phytochemicals, the
picture is blurred and often contradictory. Thus, there is an urgent need to develop and test theories, which can
explain differences between organic and conventional systems in a scientific context, not least in relation to plant
nutrition and basic plant metabolism.

In most studies there is hardly any attempt to understand and interpret differences between systems for selected
plant metabolites based on knowledge to the fundamental biochemical pathways. This is a serious problem,
preventing a scientifically based understanding of agricultural systems at the plant metabolome and ionome levels.
In addition, it is very important to include human intervention studies in order to document that the differences found
between cultivation systems are of any significant relevance to human health. It is important to note that differences
in metabolite concentrations observed between agricultural systems, often are smaller than the typical genotypic
differences or the differences induced by physiological plant age (e.g. harvest time) or differences caused by climatic
fluctuations etc. Thus, it is of prime importance to document that the observed concentration differences in
metabolites also translates into an increased retention in the body and influence human health markers significantly
when complete diets are consumed.

In 2007 the research project “Content, Bioavailability and Health Effects of Trace Elements and Bioactive
Components in Organic and Conventional Agricultural Systems” (OrgTrace) was initiated in order to improve the
scientific basis for assessing the health effects of organic and conventional agricultural systems.
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The main objective of OrgTrace is to study the impact of different agricultural management practises, relevant for
organic farming, on the ability of cereal and vegetable crops to absorb trace elements from the soil and to synthesise
selected bioactive compounds with health promoting effects. Based on the nine different plant products produced in
OrgTrace, diets are composed and the bioavailability of health promoting substances are analysed in a human
intervention study and, moreover, various health effects such as immune system responses are studied using rats as
a model. The plant products are produced in four different geographical locations enabling us to analyse if
differences between systems are consistent even on different soil types and microclimatic conditions. OrgTrace is
one of the first studies, which follows selected bioactive compounds all the way from the plant and soil system to
absorption in the human body. The first results from OrgTrace are expected ultimo 2009, when complete results from
two consecutive growing seasons are available.

In this oral presentation, the OrgTrace project will be presented and a number of plant science based key-theories, to

explain differences between agricultural systems, will be discussed.

OrgTrace (http://www.orgtrace.elr.dk/uk)
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Bioavailability of nutrients and health promoting
substances in organically plant products investigated in an
animal model

Charlotte Lauridsen
Institute of Animal Health, Welfare and Nutrition, Faculty of Agricultural Sciences, Aarhus University, Denmark

E-mail: charlotte.lauridsen @agrsci.dk

Quality and safety of food are important issues, which receive ever-increasing attention in the general public. Many
consumers believe that organic foods are of better quality, healthier and more nutritious than food produced using
conventional methods. However, according to a Danish knowledge-synthesis reviewing the existing literature
(O’Doherty Jensen et al. 2001), there is no evidence, which in an incontestable way support or refute such
perceptions. A large number of studies have addressed the question “whether organic food is more beneficial for
health than conventional one” and most of these studies have measured the content of well-known vitamins and
minerals in plant food of more or less controlled origin and conclude that there are relatively small but often
significant differences. However, it is not yet possible to extrapolate from compositional differences in the food to
possible effects on health. In a recent published study the effect of 3 different farming systems (1) low input of
fertilizer without pesticides (LIminusP), (2) low input of fertilizer and high input of pesticides (LIplusP), (3) and high
input of fertilizers and high input of pesticides (HIplusP) was investigated in three different experiments addressing
the following issues:

¢ Nutrient bioavailability

e Food preference test

e |[dentification of health related biomarkers

The experiments were performed on rats (inbreed or outbreed), which were provided either single ingredients (apple,
carrot, kale, pea, and potato) prepared for human consumption or complete diets composed of these ingredients,
rapeseed oil, dl-methionine, calcium carbonate, salt and vitamin/mineral mixture. The experiment regarding nutrient
bioavailability showed that growing year but not cultivation system influenced the protein quality and energy value of
the vegetables and fruit (Jorgensen et al., 2008). With regard to trace element bioavailability, the experiment study
furthermore did not support the belief that organically grown foodstuffs generally contain more major and trace
elements than conventionally grown foodstuffs, nor that there appeared to be an effect on the bioavailability of major
and trace minerals in rats (Kristensen et al., 2008). The food preference test showed that the majority of the
experimental rats showed individual preference for the diets, and that an interesting interaction between diet choice
and mothers diet appeared (Yong etal., 2005). Based on the third experiment it was concluded that differences
between dietary treatments composed of ingredients from the different cultivation methods caused differences in
some health-related biomarkers (concentration of a-tocopherol and IgG, daytime activity, volume of adipose tissue,
liver metabolic function and liver peroxidation), which, in future studies on this topic should be assessed with respect

to health implications (Lauridsen et al., 2008).
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Overall, our studies concluded that it is of outmost importance that future investigations on the effect of organic food
in relation to human health and well-being should be based on well-defined and controlled food produce system with
replications. Thus, in an ongoing project “OrgTrace” (“Content, bioavailability and health effects of trace elements
and bioactive componenets of food products cultivated in organic agricultural systems”) funded partly by the
International Centre for Research in Organic Food Systems (http://www.darcof.dk/) we are investigating the effects of
organically cultivated foods, obtained from different locations and during two harvest years, on health and well-being

after long-term consumption using the rat as a model, with special emphasis on the immune responses.
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Presentation

Bisavailability of nutrients and health
promoting substances in organic plant
products investigated in an animal model

Sth QLIF Training and Exchange
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The question
"if organic food is better for health
than conventional foods™
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Three cultivation methods

= "Organic”: Low input of
fertilizer and without
pesticides

= "Minimally fertilized™: Low
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Rat model

- 36 rats (12 on each traat

- Rat-type: GK-mol {inbred
strain, predisposed to develop
diabeatas type II)

- Diets: Weaning until 44 weeks

- Experiment: 19 - 44 weeaks

Ak AHUE IR BT

Lty i P e

o s, Bt s

Bioavailability of nutrients and health promoting substances in organically plant products investigated in an animal model

53



54

Dietary Composition
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In vivo results

= All rats ate the feed during the
entire axperiment

= Mo changes in weight

= Mo clinical signs of disease

= No notable difference betweasan
diets regarding utilization and
metabolism of nutrients
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Conclusion

For several responses no difference
between the three diets was observed
But in most cases, where differences were
there was a benaficial effect of
the “organic diet™
The rat is a sensitive animal model
applicable when testing even minor
nutritional differences
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Future research — some realizations

= Variability in the population of
“organic” and “conventional®

- Complete diets - not just
single ingredients

= What are the links between
cultivation in different ways
and health (mechanisms af
effects)?
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Core-Organic (2007-2009)
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Consumer perception of the sensory quality of products

Bob Cramwinckel
Centre of Taste Research, Agro Business Park 34, 6708 PW Wageningen, The Netherlands

E-mail: smaak @wxs.nl

The problem is that there are no objective standards for the taste quality. The main reason is that taste is a human
perception of product properties. Of course there exists general rules, such as freshness. But ‘fresh’ is not enough.
Everyone collects emotional values during his or her live in association with products. By eating a product with
positive feelings, these values are added to the product perception and becomes an essential part of the taste. So
taste can be seen as a combination of the product properties and emotional values.

Eating products is a combination of filling the stomach and feeling the associations. For that reason that most of the
consumers have a very limited food choice. There are about 20.000 different products available, but an average
household uses only 1%. So, it is more common to use the same products again and again than looking for new,
unknown products.

In order to improve the taste quality of organic food, it is necessary to improve the original taste and to combine it
with the attractive story of the biological production.

Finding the best original taste can be done with target groups (people who love strawberries, lettuce, apples,
tomatoes etc.) under strict blind conditions. The taste of biological products can then be compared with the taste of
the common products.

This will be a long way. Not only the biological growing conditions influence the taste but also the genetic properties.
So, beside the optimal biological growing conditions also the best genetic variants for that conditions must be found.
Only the combination of a good feeling of the organic food production with a wonderful taste will convince the
consumer to change their habits in buying organic food. | believe that positive associations in combination with a

wonderful taste is the best stimulus for a healthy life.
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'u'annleaeat Hitian Maat, 3

-+ What is taste?

Contents

= Developments in
taste rassanch

« Condusions

Dictionary:

———————————— |

Taste is ...

IR

1. Flavour: The soup hada
very zaty aste

2. Small smount: That job
gve me my (K3t raal f@sre of
Baiing

2. Bio, Loverendale

First test: Cheese

1. Bio, Remeker

080 (KT R 1

3. Regular, Farmer
classic

4. Regular, Meshanser

Ll

- 4. Ability to make good

s |
Taste is also...

3. Uking: v otvdougy
ahare herpaseln
resdng

choices: The room had
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The start of CSO

« Assumption:
products are the
base of taste /
flavor

+ The sense gives
information to the b

Example: test of lager & beer

= We selacted people g
with high interest in
taste

« They judged 18
products: lagers and
beers

= Which product was

higher appreciated:
brains % lager or baar?
Answer Conclusion
« Bearl " + Tha meult of a [pind) tEsta teat
}' ghwas no predicion of B suctEss
; I tha markst

« But... which one is the
best salling product?

———|

Stimulus and the Response

+ The surroundings
dominate the consumars
behavior

= The consumer
dominates his
sumoundings

+ H2ason: Ina biind bast the
values or fsalings are inorad

+ Values of I3ger= plRasLE,
Tendahip Bnd eesy to drirk]

s |
‘Ground’ taste

+ S-A modal: form an
expert panal an ground
taste. The human t=ing
a8 nstrument

+ Aeiersa 2 A modal: ask
cansuman i they
nize 8 ground teshe
and ask thalr apinkan

Consumer perception of the sensory quality of products
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‘Ground' taste | Tilapia test |
= = Three samples of e '"1 1 Ll | LMD | D | g
tlapia: sampls A, M . — e o
H.ﬂ"lph‘ B E.nd'ﬂlapia i j = [T— m M n n B
from the supsrmarkat sn s - r n = = E
b - ——" o n LTt "'
e B
e | - an
Ground taste - Different type of taste research |
< s On the base of - 1= “ 1, First form target =
comslation of the Pptns Gy 3 groups
individual score with i - o =
the average wWo ok ' I 2% :
o b omed | -'l g ~=leiinig
= = Mow it becomes dear: = . -
there are two diffarent 33 E‘FF Hlmm:nmdﬂj:im :
types of ground tastal .
— .
Understanding taste First feelings
« Attantion for the = Anampty stomach (vary ¢ = I
fealings for a product " bad feding) becomes a |
filled stomach (vary good 0
£ o fealing)
+ But, how to do that? -+ The st of human milk :
(37 <C) Is sweet and
=
» Learning process:
procucts with & swest
and creamy tase ghves
me positive fedlings
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What's next?

* Afterthe pariod of human |
milk, new products are
discovered

-

= Mew tastes are learmed

= Mew good fealings ane
devalopad.

Four laws

Py

1. Taste s aways
associatad wih
faelings

2 Obsawing difarences
ghve the maaning 1o
the tsta of producia

3. Wih hunger, Tood
aames mom testalul

4, Thane B na accounting
far task

Blind test: Cheese

Sampls 1
Sample 2
Sample 3
Sample 4

Bowomn o=

———|

The 3-Taste Made

Codes

. Bio, Remeksr = as branded test nr. 1

. Regular, classic = as branded test nr. 3

. Bio, Lowerendale = as branded test nr. 2

. Regular, Meshanser = as branded test nr. 4

B W pa o=

Consumer perception of the sensory quality of products
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The 3-Taste Made

The 3-Taste Maded

Abhmss

e
Taste is complex

+ Tasl Ia ihe mperacsion
of 1231ngs & product
properties "‘

+ The 2-tasts modsl meke -
this Interaction viabis Fae

Feel and taste

s |
Blindfolded wine test

+ Which one is the white, the rosé or the
red wina?

s
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Taste is complex

« Bvery persan craakes his

Strategy

+ Eiird sk Camparewth
aiher pracucis in the markel Eh =]

] F\'.Ir'l'l lllll:ﬂﬂrl ol

= First stap: good product
= Good taste = poad faelings
- Good feelings - good taste

= Clustaron rmpmdamnwm
equal kind of habiatTeeings

= Tagtihe combinatian of
Tsalngs & taste

= "W

Consumer perception of the sensory quality of products

owm basta raalky o et

= P-:uhcnp-.i-ﬂ-d' |
+ Foraieshe ket - mmm—cm
mpartant o saledt peoplka peaduria inieiar
wth smiler testa realties:
Bt qraupe. = Tho packaging con baesi tha:

tErge grape basie: aod fosings o e
product as heath, frash,
ta LB, relm:, bislgic,
.

Summary
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Quality of animal products

Ewa Rembiatkowska
Warsaw Agricultural University, Faculty of Human Nutrition and Consumer Sciences, Organic Foodstuffs Division,

Nowoursynowska 159 C, 02 - 776 Warszawa, Poland

Farm animals from organic herds show less metabolic diseases like ketosis, lipidosis, arthritis, abscesses, mastitis
and milk fever. The level of the somatic cells is similar in cow milk from the organic and conventional husbandry, but
the level of heavy mastitis cases is significantly lower in the organic sector. A probable reason is that cows reared
organically have more effective immune system, better prepared to fight against the infections. Milk and meat from
organically reared animals has more profitable fatty acids profile and contains regularly more CLA (conjugated
linoleic acid), which probably has an immunomodulating and anti- cancer impact on human health.

Most of the studies show that organic milk has better nutritive value than conventional milk: more vitamins as
carotenoids, tocopherols, vitamin E, and B- group, more important minerals. Some studies show that coli form
bacteria are more abundant in the organic than conventional milk; in the same time some dangerous bacteria (e.g. s
Streptococcus aureus and S. agalactiae) are more abundant in the conventional milk.

Sensory properties of the organic milk are evaluated differently in different studies.

There are some positive attributes of meat from organic livestock production: lower content of total fat in carcasses,
higher intramuscular fat content, better profile of fatty acids, higher weight of breast and thigh muscles in poultry
carcasses and sirloin and ham in pork carcasses, moreover in most cases better sensory quality.

There are also some negative attributes of meat from organic livestock production:

lower total weight of carcasses (lower weight gain), higher TBARS value, faster lipid oxidation processes => inferior
storage quality and lower tenderness in case of organic pork.

There are some additional negative aspects of the organic animal production. Yield of milk and meat in organic
sector is about 20 % lower. It causes lower profit for the organic producer, increases the prices, and creates a barrier
for many consumers to buy organic food.

More frequent parasitic afflictions in organically reared animals are typical. It can create some problems for the
consumers though proper technological and culinary treatment can allow avoiding health risk. In organic production
systems the animals are especially threatened by parasites because of the outdoor rearing and ban on prophylactic
veterinary drugs. There remains the open question whether parasites really threat human health, because they are
destroyed by cleaning and cooking treatments. However, for the consumers the presence of parasites in farm

animals can be perceived negatively.
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Organic principles strive to
anhanca the naturalness of the lives

of the stock, and the harmomy

betwaen individuas in the flock or
herd and the phyeical, cimatic and
human erwironments in which they

are kept
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Orgaric Ivestock health and parformance
are opltimized by careful atention to the basic
principles of
livestock husbandry, such as salection of
appropriase breeds, appropriate
management practices and nutrition,
and avoidance of overstocking.

=iy H

LEGISLATION -

The basic la farming and i
syplyn o the U b Counrl Heaulalion | EEC)
1 of 24 June 1991 on orgamic

production of agricnlural products and
indicati ens referning thereto om agriculiural
products and feodstu s (in foree (0 31 XT1 2008).

ORGANIC FARMING IN EU
LEGISLATION

= InAugust 1898 rules on production, labelling and
inspection of the most relevant animal species
(catle, sheep, goats, horses and poultry) were also
agread — Council Regulation (EC) No 1804/1088
of 18 July 1989,

= This agreement covers such issues &3 animal
breading, housing cenditions, animal nutrition,
disease prevention and veterinary treatment,
animal welare, husbandry practices and the
management of manure &= well & labaling of

ORGANIC FARMING IN EU
LEGISLATION

= Since 1 January 2009 Council Regulation
(EC) No 834/2007 of 28 June 2007 on
organic production and laballing of
organic products and repealing
Regulation (EEC) Mo 200281 will be in
force.

« More detailed rules are included intha
El;iﬂgl Basic Standards and Accreditation
riteria

;

Use of sntibiofics, growthe
CMOLSis

prohib

=»except for situation when
eaving animal life and lack of
cther medicinal products.

Use of livesteck feed
additives is prohibited

| s

Quality of animal products

¥
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+ Livestack must graze or browse only on
certified pastures and rangelands.

= All farm- produced feeds and forages mast be
organicall y-grow n

» Primarily obtaining feed from the holding
where the snimals where kept or from other
organic holdings in the same region.
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= The l;ulucl: Mmu{nlull mh
open air pmuﬁ whe never
weather mziﬁ and the state of the
ground allow this.

= All livestock on organic farms muost have
neeess to fresh air, direct sunlight, shade,
shelter, clean water and exerc
suitahle to the species, it stage of

*d

* Rearing and maintenance conditions in
organic farms must answer species
behavioural needs (roosts for poultoy;

access to waker basins for waterbirds ety

+ Optimal stocking level is L8 — L5 livestock
units per hectare of forage area.

The number of livestock shall be limited with a

view to minimising overgrazing, poaching of
sail, erosion, or pollation caused by animals,

= Any saffering shall be kept to 8 minimum
during the entire life of the animal, induding at
the fime of slanghier.

roduction, the climate, and = Use of appropriate clean, dry bedding in

e'nimnent. o stock buildings.

| S . . . . . . . . | . . . . . . . .
= Approprinie breeds shall be chosen.

» Drgamic livestock shall be born and raised on
arganic heldings. Non-organically mised animals
may be brought onto a holding under s pecific
conditioms

+ Tethering or isolation of Hvestock shall he
prohibited, unless for individusl animals for &
limied period of time and in so far as this is
justified for eafety, welfare or veterinary ressons.

Livestock shall be fed with erganic feed that
me¢ts the animal’ s mutritional requirements at
the varisus stages of its development.

A part of the ration may contain feed from
holdings which are in comversion to organie
farming.

=sin case of har b vorons animels nof more than
5% of feed m oy come from wmdddle intensive
conrentivnal forms oud mp te | 5% in cose of
ather species fin force oaly till 31 XIT 2008
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The consumer s decision to purchase a
specific fiood, especially in developad
countries is greatly influenced by perception
of the food *healthiness', which in the case
of meat is largely related to its fat content
and its fatty acid composition, namely the
polyansaturated fatty acids (PUFA),
monounsaturated fatty acids (MUFA) and
saturated fatty acids (SFA) contents,

§

Sooros: e o al 2008 SO Jurazak INS
_— _—
Factors influencing L] nnrlth.d:ﬁ:mmt:nmrq_nlhtrﬂ:un]nr&und'hr
miaat quality: “‘“’
- kind of feed given to animals + lower total fat conent
- rearing system, including physical activity + higher intrammsoular fat comient
E - * of or i
breed, nge and sex of animals . . E dld_"iﬂ th:qml“-'-‘fm
=y afulmgﬁter and W'mmm » Mhar coskent of PUFA, aspecially
Ak hing Mondine, e i e ; * reduced railo of nind PUFA
¥ Organiic meat quality parameters differ depending * lower conlent of SFA
on animal species,
5  Troy 1 S5 Koy o ol 2000 el al R raRE . Flaiwr ol al 080
- T — -

;

Organic mutton of Soffelk breed showed higher
intrnmuscular fat comtent and higher share of fat-
Tree body weight when compared o meat of the svme
breed from comventions] hoshandry. Such parameters
decide on betier taste of meat keeping ai the sime time
high mutritional quality as the result of lower total fat
conient

Quality of animal products
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+ When comparing n-6:n-3 ratio in meat samples it
was found that the ratio is the most favourable in
meat obtained from Soya sheep that wes pagued.
This specific British breed (Ovis aries L) iz told to
e the oldest from curmently cccurmed, the closest
to sheep from Meolithic period (Ryder, 1584).
Meat of this breed had the most beneficial ratin of
pobyunzatursied acids to saturated fatty acids
(Pr5).

Rakar o ol 2000

d

A study showed that there were svsie matic differences in

*

e P S e
ta UK commnmers.

+ The esulis indioaed that crganic meat had:

# higher n-3 PFUFA comtent

= hetter eating quality o terms of juicimess, flovour and
nrllll.hg%:nmmﬁ.mllllmh.

==t incrensed juicimess con be itributed to the higher
level of intramruscular ot in the srganic chops

Angood ai al 20

== the increased Mavour (prekerred by UK
compsumers| can be pttribwied to differences in fatty
nod compesition, in particnlsr o higher level of
linclenic acid | 18: 3} and tofm] o3 ‘A im organic
cheps | derived from grss feedingl

Ceomventional chaps had a higher percent of lincleic
ndd { 182} - indicating moere concentrate feeding,

lu‘lﬂ:lli':lq:hﬂl‘.lmﬂ-.—il—.]rlﬂh.

There was a miodest price differentia] beiween the tro
pﬂdmmmafmmmﬂm.leﬂp:rk;

*

*

*

Angood o al. AT

—

né, 182 n3, 183
e 1R Hreols: ko aeokd [t o Formn of vl PUFA |
ol 13 o Bnckend o ad d bk korm o118 PURRY

m.luqu d0m

I

The ratio of
n-fin-3 EFA

»1:1

Pasimbonko o al SN0 Ensar ar o 1008

3 I S S T Y

I |

-3 = 1:1
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+ Inthe nnumhnmmdztu:d.m]z

m:n-3 acids md contmin mach less saiurnmie Elﬂj'
arids than meat from currnt fvesiock prodoction. In'
dztnfpunlwhncmrmdrm:runuﬁm
pastured amimals the n-Gin-3 radowas I:I.Cnn:m:?:ml]'
1n develnped coontries this ratio amonnis o 2030 1
Rt i ek i

e in grains in o 5 1o
pedominmnce of o-& £aity acids in meat and not enoogh
amourt of 0-3 palyunsaurated faity acids.

*

d

A W allshe et al (2005 smipk
R llliﬁm ||,pm&:ng |;.htnmn?m“zfmt i
ng lwwer in m.ul.d.'n:u eombent than eomentianal

*

Nu mdﬁm:um ohsarved heteszn C and O
rekinol, uwzll = h‘l El“.- gl

ﬂ:mmumwﬂmmm
==

*

even though s
Walaho o al NG
_—

|

+ Dt quky i srangy infnnaed by Bsd conpesition, In mss af
pork thak |5 parnent sam af organkc conmnirees and kg
Curense s from wala Tosd
1070% and slkige In 30 %4 b In £ omparkssn b cammenta]
TSR

» o ok e, b higher Bk
Erea lght

® larwr pa rrant ol InErsmuscolsr (st
= dmilsr welght of loln and lam

(sgriflonnt from the kclnologiral
Folt of T

Hansen of ol 2N
| . . . . . . .

;

In ez af bed comisied anly fram ocganic conoenimies, weight gains
and fak fiew body weight wem similar as in corventionsl group (Hansen
Ebal, B008)
= Accanding ta Sandmmet il 20005
and Milletetal 2003), meat of
ﬁmln;IIF‘ﬁnh;!:g:.uh:ﬂmdq
Fat cantext i1 comparisan i et fam
carventinnl usbandry (29% w5
L1%) — oppasiie msulis fa those
obimioed by Hinen et al. (2005,
=i Higlsr inéramuoseular Dt comlenk
reslly in higher G hnologion valus
and bettar et
- T S

I

a

nder than
TI::: is H: bpmtﬁ &Tﬁgsh Lﬁrwumm
from. und a5 pemssquence drop
during slawghier
+  Drganic pork (inimals wee Ed oo comenmies in70% and silage

il 30 % had higher hardness ood Jow er e ndarmess and its chewing
u%ﬂnemmnn fram animais fd an fadder

ﬂwﬁﬁ:ﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂmuhmmmmh

burt o the otber hand mdumd SFL kvel

Danioalson TNk Fanarom a 8 A0 Mo o ol 2003 Hansan o al 2008

3 P S S T O
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+ Wllamin E coment i higher in arganic pork ¢from free-range
rearing with scoes in i than dn coeentiool meal
However high level of this amtine sdant is nol encugh m
m susceplibility of this meat for ipsd

¥ r TEARS walne) in organic pork that resolis
in Inkarkcr shalf life stablbity.

Corcasaes from mshandry e higher paroent of

ik-Frea body walght and the i vole mun.zﬁ'mm
m beviereements soch s srioin and lom in comparison
m camasees from come nfiomal hosbandry:

Han al ; R el Fundumat al i al
500 o . 200 of ol 2, Ll m*zkm
00 I T
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Higtar roour inlmily in rsbhie rasl fror ongesiz barbesdry
= Highar irou contantin e poaliyy
+ Lowmr st montant in prakry o bt men fon sopoi besdy
»  Higtne juiciomm of agpuaic pailky (faudis te sy prml)
. ﬂ:kp:ﬂ:rmmmhrhnphldh_q
] —_— -

Camplind o al 20N ; Combes of 2 2003

B DS kg e
* Difleruat B quotn of ccpanic maat. bighar conist af SFA sad

= Lowar waight guiss snd lewar linnl weiglit of rsbbies el

chickemn o copanic
:t-ﬁﬁtd'td -:\Iw,d.rrH.rhupwﬂd.h
'&H-dml]nl—! SCROEy e P © coooecied

= Lowsr siosmch fat and H-hdq:—u.dh--l.nd&gh
_l lon iy s n From sopanic

comemrrial produciv
Tamaln a1 & 2007 Comimsa; al 203

5

* Jower conent of total faf in cancasses
’* higher intramuscular fat conient == higher marhling

= diffirent quota of fatty acids

- lowmr bovw L of BFA

- oof's- 2 ERA ratic oould be wp i oioe-toes L d coimi

# higher weight of heast md thigh musoles m])mltq'mn!l.
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Relationship between grassland management and bovine
milk quality

Havard Steinshamn’, Steffen Adler!, Saren Krogh-Jensen?, Stig Purup? and Jens Hansen-Maller?
'Bioforsk Organic Food and Farming Division; 2Faculty of Agricultural Sciences, University of Aarhus

E-mail: havard.steinshamn @bioforsk.no

Introduction

Studies have revealed that dairy cow milk from organic systems may have higher concentrations of beneficial fatty
acids (FA) and antioxidants compared with milk from to conventional systems (Bergamo et al., 2003; Butler et al.,
2008; Collomb et al., 2008; Ellis et al., 2006; Jahreis et al., 1997). Higher forage:concentrate ratio and higher
proportion of fresh grass and clover in the diet of the cow in organic farming may explain some of these differences.
Both white and red clover silage yields milk with higher proportion of n-3 FA than pure grass silage (Dewhurst et al.,
2003), and red clover seems also to be superior to white clover in this respect (Steinshamn and Thuen, 2008). Other
plant species may also affect milk FA, as milk from cows offered botanical diverse forage has yielded milk with higher
proportion of conjugated linoleic acid and n-3 FA than cows offered more pure grass based diets (Leiber et al., 2005;
Lourenco et al., 2005). Although short-term grassland is recommended for high productivity, long-term grassland with
high proportion of unsown species and low proportion of clover is common in both organic and conventional
production in Norway. The aims of the present study were to determine whether there is a difference in composition
of milk from farms having long-term grassland and milk from farms where short-term rotational grassland prevails,
and to compare the effect of organic and conventional management on milk composition from these grassland

management systems. We present the first year results of a two-year study of commercial farms.

Material and methods

Bulk-tank milk was collected every second month (from February to December 2007) from 32 farms in Middle
Norway. Half of the farms (16) were certified organic (O) and the other half were conventionally managed (C). In
both farming systems, 9 farms practiced short-term rotational grassland (S) and 7 farms had long-term grassland (L).
Milk FA composition and milk content of a-tocopherol, B-carotene, retinol and phytoestrogens were analyzed at the
University of Aarhus. The data were analyzed according to a factorial analysis of variance with farming system (F; O
or C), grassland management (G; S or L) and Month (M) as fixed factors and farm within farming system and

grassland management as random factor.

Results

Average age of leys was 2.2, 11.4, 2.8 and 9.9 years, and the proportion of legumes of the total yield in the first cut
was 0.31, 0.14, 0.03 and 0.01 on OS, OL, CS and CL, respectively (Table 1). The proportion of other herbs was
highest on OL (0.34), intermediate on CL (0.17) and lowest on OS (0.08) and CS (0.04). Average daily concentrate
supplementation per cow was 38, 30, 46 and 50 MJ net energy lactation for OS, OL, CS and CL, respectively (Table
1). Daily milk yield and milk fat concentration was significantly lower on OL than on the other farming systems (Table
2). Milk protein concentration was higher on farms with short-term than on farms with long term grassland. Season

had strong impact on the other milk quality parameters. However, the seasonal effect was generally consistent
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across farming and grassland systems. Therefore, only the effects of grassland and farming systems are presented
here. There were only minor effects of grassland management on milk FA composition but a strong effect of farming
system. Milk from O had higher proportion of short and medium chained FA (<18 C), 18:3n-3 and FA with >18 C and
lower proportion of 18:0, 18:1n-9, 18:2n-6 and lower n-6/n-3 FA ratio than the milk from the C farms. Milk
concentration of B-carotene was higher on C than on O, but there was no difference in the contents of vitamins. Milk

from O farms, particularly OS, had higher content of the mammalian phytoestrogens equol and enterolactone than C.

Table 1 Farm characteristics of the surveyed farms managed organically (O) or conventionally (C) with either
short term (S) or long term (L) grassland in Middle Norway 2007.

0s oL cs CL
Number of farms 9 7 9 7
Total area per farm, ha 41.2 32.4 35.2 22.3
Annual crops, proportion of total area 0.14 0.01 0.19 0.0
Average number of lactating dairy cows per month 19.7 12.5 19.0 14.5
Average lactation, number per cow 2.2 2.1 2.2 2.3
Concentrate, NEI/day 55 4.4 6.6 7.2
Botanical composition of the cut grassland, proportion
Grasses 0.61 0.52 0.93 0.82
Legumes 0.31 0.14 0.03 0.01
Other herbs 0.08 0.34 0.04 0.17
Number of species in the grassland 14.4 17.3 11.6 13.2

Discussion

The effect of farming system on milk FA composition is to some extent in accordance with other studies, particularly
with respect to the proportion of 18:3n-3 and the n-6/n-3FA ratio (Butler et al., 2008; Ellis et al., 2006). Lower
concentrate level and higher clover proportion in the diet on O farms has probably led to higher intake and transfer of
18n-3 from feed to milk. In addition, organic certified concentrates in Norway contains some fish meal, explaining
higher milk proportion of long chained n-3 FA (>18 C). Supplementation with the commercial concentrates used in
the present study not only increase the dairy cows’ intake of non—structural carbohydrates but also the intake of lipids
containing C18 FA; mainly 18:2n-6 that is to a large extent biohydrogenated to 18:0 in the rumen and 18:0 is partly
desaturated to 18:1n-9 in the udder. This probably explains higher milk fat proportion of 18:0 and 18:1n-9 in C than in
O. However, difference between O and C are likely due to other effects as well, as the milk content of B-carotene was
lower in O than in C. Usually, milk B-carotene content is reduced when the concentrate level is increased due to
reduced intake of B-carotene. A major difference between OS and the other systems is the much higher content of
red clover in the grassland and consequently in the dairy cows’ diet. This explains that milk from OS has a higher
content of equol than the others (Steinshamn et al., 2008), but the higher milk content of enterolactone from these

same farms is less obvious and warrants further examinations.
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Table 2 Milk production and concentration of protein, fat, fatty acids(FA), a-tocopherol, 8-carotene, retinol, equol,

enterolactone and selenium in milk samples from farms managed organically (O) or conventionally (C) with

either short term (S) or long term (L) grassland in Middle Norway 2007.

Number of farms
*Milk yield, kg/day
Milk fat, g/kg

Milk protein, g/kg

Fatty acids, g/100 g FAME

C12:.0

C14:.0

C16:0

C18:0

C18:1c9

C18:1t11
C18:2c9,t11
C18:2c9,c12 n-6
C18:3¢c9,c12,c15 n-3
C20:5n-3

C22:5n-3

C22:6 n-3

Saturated FA
Monounsaturated FA
Polyunsaturated FA

n-6/n-3 FA

Farming and grassland system

0s
9

19.8

413

34.6

3.82

12.5

30.7

10.1

21.6

1.07

0.69

1.85

0.73

0.096

0.105

0.098

69.8

26.3

3.96

1.98

Vitamins and carotenoids, pg/mL

a-tocopherol
B-carotene

Retinol

0.60

0.18

0.53

oL
7

16.3

38.9

32.8

3.24

11.8

30.9

10.5

22.8

1.06

0.83

1.73

0.77

0.087

0.100

0.063

68.5

274

4.07

1.85

0.71

0.19

0.51

cS
9

213

41.4

34.4

3.21

1.1

27.6

13.0

25.5

1.01

0.72

2.04

0.57

0.065

0.076

0.011

66.5

29.6

3.94

3.18

0.69

0.21

0.49

CL
7

19.9

40.8

33.4

3.03

10.8

27.7

13.4

25.5

0.89

0.64

1.87

0.62

0.075

0.088

0.013

66.9

29.4

3.77

2.65

0.70

0.21

0.49

SED

1.65
0.82

0.47

0.156
0.32
0.84
0.48
0.88
0.101
0.085
0.100
0.045
0.005
0.005
0.009
1.03
0.94
0.169

0.220

0.049
0.013

0.029

Significance, P-value

F

0.03

0.07

0.47

0.004

<0.001

< 0.001

<0.001

< 0.001

0.209

0.196

0.030

<0.001

< 0.001

<0.001

<0.001

0.003

0.001

0.204

< 0.001

0.186

0.004

0.195

G

0.1

0.05

0.005

0.016

0.116

0.879

0.234

0.417

0.364

0.579

0.065

0.146

0.922

0.520

0.018

0.549

0.503

0.839

0.044

0.167

0.802

0.617

FxG

0.33

0.09

0.17

0.051

0.335

0.946

0.961

0.358

0.442

0.074

0.727

0.838

0.009

0.010

0.489

0.267

0.306

0.261

0.206

0.118

0.281

0.736
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Phytoestrogens, pg/L
Equol 2869  86.0 56.0 50.2 423 <0.001 0.002  0.003

Enterolactone 130.2 96.4 83.4 80.4 18.6 0.015 0.319 0.173

Micro-mineral, p g/100mL

Selenium 2.18 1.87 1.83 1.66 0.145  0.01 0.05 0.49

F = Farming system, G =Grassland management

Conclusion
Only small differences were found in milk composition from farms with different grassland management, except for
the concentration of phytoestrogens that was highest on organic farms with short-term grassland. Milk fatty acid

composition and milk content of phytoestrogens was strongly affected by farming system.

Financial support
The project is funded by Mare and Romsdal County. Thanks to the dairy company TINE BA for collection of milk

samples.
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10 Implications of a calmative handling procedure for cattle
preliminary to transport and slaughter and the implications
on animals behaviour, blood parameters and meat quality

Johanna Probst
FiBL, Switzerland
E-mail: johanna.probst@fibl.org

This study investigated whether a positive handling method, based on TTEAM® (Tellington TTouch Every Animals
Method) and on own experience had a calming effect on finishing bulls. Handling sessions were conducted by an
unfamiliar person beginning five weeks before slaughtering. The influence of this positive handling at the day of
slaughter was investigated. Eight finishing bulls were randomly assigned to a handling group (4 animals) and a
control group (4 animals). The handling group received a handling session once a week. It lasted 4 min and was
repeated after 45 min. Altogether, each animal of the handling group obtained 40 min of handling. A calmative and
taming impact was anticipated from this special handling.

An avoidance distance test was conducted with all 8 animals before handling sessions started and 2 days before
slaughter. This test evaluated approximation and ease of touching the animals by an unfamiliar person. It showed
clearly, that animals of the handling group were more used to become touched than animals of the control group.
Behaviour of all animals was observed at the day of slaughtering, when they entered the trailer on the farm and when
they entered the stunning box at the abattoir. The records were classified in three category groups: agitation
behaviour and disturbances of advancements. Additionally numbers of pushes by electric prodders (conducted by
the employees of the abattoir) were counted. For interpretation, all 3 categories where accumulated. No differences
between groups could be seen at trailer loading. However, handling animals showed significantly less stress-
indicating behaviour when entering the stunning box.

Blood samples from ‘vena caudalis’ were taken from all animals before the first handling session began and one day
before slaughtering. During exsanguinations a blood sample from each animal was taken. All blood samples where
analysed for cortisol-, lactate- and glucose concentrations. Cortisol concentration in sting blood was considerably
elevated compared to blood samples before handling and slaughtering. Control animals exposed higher lactate and
glucose concentrations in sting blood than handled animals which indicate higher stress reactions in the control
animals.

Meat quality was evaluated by measuring cooking loss, shear force, color and pH-value after 25 days maturation in
m. longissimus dorsi. Control animals showed higher cooking losses than animals of the handling group.

The results of this study imply that a calmative handling in the forefront of slaughtering can decrease stress reactions

of beef cattle. Additionally the importance of a positive human-animal-relationship becomes considerable.
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11 Organic Milk Quality in the Netherlands: Distinguishable
from conventional milk?

J. de Wit
Louis Bolk Institute, Hoofdstraat 24, NL-3972 LA Driebergen, The Netherlands
E-mail: j.dewit@louisbolk.nl.

Introduction

Recent studies have indicated possible positive interactions between organic animal production and, particularly, and
various vitamins. As possible distinguishing quality parameters for organic milk, the differences between organic and
conventional milk in Netherlands for fatty acid composition and vitamins were investigated in milk samples form
supermarkets at several points in time.

We have also investigated possible differences in taste and two alternative analytical parameters (bio-photons and
bio-crystallisations) because a single quality parameter, like poly-unsaturated fatty acids (PUFA), hardly reflects
organic intentions to produce quality in a more holistic way being an inherent reflection of proper agricultural
practices. These two alternative parameters try to relate to the hypothesis stating that the structure (the ‘order’) of

food is just as important to human health as the material composition (Bloksma et al, 2008).

Methodology

In every season of 2006 12 samples of milk were collected; 6 were organic and 6 were conventional. These samples
were investigated on fatty acid composition (at QLIP, Leusden) particularly the unsaturated fatty acids conjugated
linoleic acid (CLA) and omega-3 fatty acids, bio-photons and crystallisation degree. The radiation of light by samples
of milk and cheese was measured for the determination of bio-photons. This is also called long term delayed
luminescence. The crystallisation degree was determined by visual assessment of precipitation that appears after
mixing milk or cheese with a copper chloride solution (Busscher et al, 2006).

In 2008 ten organic and 10 conventional samples of milk were collected in the supermarket on two moments (March
and June). In March, ‘winter milk’ was collected, with cows still in the stable. In June “summer milk” was sampled.
This milk is from cows mainly grazing day and night. Milk samples were analysed for vitamin A, carotenoids, vitamin
E, Selenium, Cupper and Calcium. Further a ‘three alternatives, forced choice” taste experiment was performed with
these samples to detect possible differences in taste. All milk samples involved processed milk collected in the

supermarket (consumption package milk).

Results and discussion

Significant differences between organic and conventional milk were found for all fatty acid components (table 1), bio-
crystallisations (table 3), some carotenoids and all minerals investigated (table 2), but not for bio-photons (table 3)
and vitamin A and E (table 2). Differences in taste could not be detected: a panel of laymen could not distinguish the
different milk sample from the three alternatives, while the blind preference was similar for conventional as for
organic (47%) (de Vries et al, 2008). For all parameters except bio-crystallisations, the influence of season was high

(P<0.05). In case of vitamin E as well as -carotene there was a season*system interaction: the concentration in
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organic milk was higher than conventional milk in summer but lower in winter. The differences in bio-crystallisations
could not be related to farm characteristics, feeding ration or health status.

Most differences can be explained by differences in feed ration: less maize and more green feeds, particularly fresh
grass, in case of the differences in fatty acid patterns (de Vries and de Wit, 2006), and more fresh grass and less
concentrate (with added trace elements) in case of vitamins and minerals. Results are similar to results in other
European countries (Butler et al., 2003), particularly if one accounts for the differences in production system of both
the organic and the conventional dairy system.

Table 1: Differences in fatty acid composition between organic and conventional milk (% of level of conventional
milk which is between brackets; bold is P<0.05; Slaghuis and de Wit, 2007).

Whole year average Winter
(n=48) (n=14)
SFA’s 2% (702 mg) 0% (726 mg)
PUFA’s 15% (27,5 mg) 6% (24,8 mg)
CLA 38% (5.3 mg) 15% (3.9 mg)
Omega-3 60% (5.8 mg) 66% (5 mg)
Trans fatty acids (excl. CLA) 20% (2,2 mg) 3% (1.9 mg)

Table 2: Differences in some vitamins and minerals between organic and conventional milk (bold is P<0.05; de
Vries et al., 2008).

Conventional Organic

(n=20) (n=20)
Vitamin A (total retinol) (ug/100 gr milk) 39 39
Vitamin E (a-tocopherol) (mg/100 gr milk). 0,097 0,098
B-carotene (ug/100 gr milk) 16,5 16,8
Lutein (ug/100 gr milk) 0,855 0,97
Zeaxanthin (ug/100 gr milk) 0,181 0,213
B-cryptoxanthin (ug/100 gr milk) 0,312 0,324
Ca (mg/100 gr milk) 120 123
Cu (ug/100 gr) 5 4,2
Se (ug/100 gr) 1,6 1,3

Table 3: Differences in two alternative quality parameters between organic and conventional milk (bold is P<0.05;
Slaghuis and de Wit, 2007).

Conventional Organic
(n=18) (n=18)
Bio-crystallisation (average evaluation, scale 1-10) 6.0 6.9
Bio photons (*1000 counts, 100-200 sec.) 29,9 31,5
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Conclusion

Organic milk is distinguishable from conventional milk: the organic production system generally results in a more
favourable fatty acid composition and higher levels of several vitamins, particularly if it is based on fresh, green
feeds. These differences do not affect the taste of processed milk.
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Introduction

An important reason for many consumers to buy organic is the assumption that organic products are healthier than
conventional products. However, until now, very little research has been performed to study the effect of organic food
on health. Most studies on organic food are dealing with differences in nutrient contents of organic versus
conventional products. Results from such studies can only speculatively be connected to health effects. The present
study was the first experimental study in the Netherlands in which the effects of feeds, derived from organic or
conventional origin, are studied using animals as a model for humans. The aim was to search biomarkers that can
show potential health effects of organic compared to conventional food.

Based on a scientific discussion within FQH, experts concluded that possible feed effects would most likely show up
in the immune system of young organisms, as it is known that through the gut (GALT), food induces the development
of the immune system in the developing organism. However, a broader exploration of effects was concluded to be
valuable.

The present study was both searching for differences in available feed ingredients, as well as an explorative feeding
experiment with animals, to identify possible biomarkers for a different effect from these feeds. The study was
performed by a Dutch consortium of institutes and coordinated by the Louis Bolk Institute. Results have been

presented in a report (Huber 2007).

Materials and methods

The study comprised a blinded animal feeding experiment in two generations of chicken fed either conventional or
organic feed. The animals were chicken from the Wageningen Selection Lines, laying hens that during 25
generations were divergently selected for their either high (H-line) or low (L-line) antibody response to SRBC (sheep
red blood cells). Next to these lines a random bred control group (C-line) of chicken was included. The main
experimental group was the second generation, consisting out of six groups of 25 animals, 150 in total (3 lines, 2
types of feed).

Three feeds for the different developing stages of the chicken (starter feed, grower feed, layer feed) were composed
according to existing norms for organic chicken feed with six ingredients: wheat, barley, triticale, peas, maize and
soy, that were produced organically or conventionally. As no products from controlled trials were available,
ingredients were obtained from neighbouring ‘farm pairs’, with the same basic soil and climatic conditions, preferably
known as ‘best practice farms’. Before the ingredients were used for feed production, they were prescreened for
residues of pesticides or mycotoxins. The ingredients used for feed production, as well as the composed feeds, were

extensively analysed for macronutrients, micronutrients, trace elements, micro-organisms and bioactive ingredients.
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To prevent shortages in the nutritional needs of the chicken the feed was supplemented with potato protein, the
amino acid methionine, chalk, grid ,salt, NaCOs; and a small dosage of a commercial mix of vitamins and minerals.
The feed was presented as a composite flour. Feeds were coded either A or B.

The 1st generation of chicken was housed in individual cages; the 2nd generation in spacious and enriched indoor
runs, in groups of 6 animals. Both generations could eat ad libitum. The 2nd generation lived till 13 weeks of age.
Physiological markers were sought in general health features, immunological response parameters, metabolite
measurements in plasma and liver through metabolomics, gene activation in the gut through genomics, and in a post
mortem evaluation through pathological anatomy. As both groups of animals received balanced and sufficient feed,
no large differences were expected. Therefore, a disturbance was provoked to evaluate the animals potential to react
to, and recover from, an immunological ‘challenge’. As a challenge the non-pathogenic, immune protein trigger KLH
(Keyhole Limpet Hemocyanine) was injected at the age of 9 weeks in the 2 generation.

General health effects were evaluated and a broad range of immunological measurements was performed, in both
generations. Periods of feed changes were monitored, as well as the period before and after the challenge. Blood
from before and after the challenge was also analysed by metabolomics. In week 13 the animals were sacrificed and
section was performed. Tissue samples were analysed by metabolomics of the liver, by genomics of the gut and by
pathological anatomy of the organs. The study was performed blinded. Only after all results were available and the

conclusions were drawn, the codes of the feeds were broken.

Results

Comparison of the nutritional content of the organic and conventional feeds showed most consistent differences in
the amount of proteins, which was about 10% higher in the conventional feed, due to higher levels of proteins in
conventional wheat, soy and barley. However, the two feeds were energetically comparable, due to an energetic
compensation by other macronutrients in the organic feeds. The organic feeds mostly contained higher levels of
alpha-tocopherol, total folate and iodide. Lower levels of immune stimulating LPS endotoxins were found in organic
feeds, however, more LPS producing gram-negative bacteria were found in organic feeds. Based on calculation it
showed that the levels of phytosterols, vitamin C and vitamin B5 were higher in conventional feeds and organic
feeds were higher in vitamin K and isoflavones.

With the complementary analyses the ingredients from the two agricultural systems could be differentiated and where
experience with the ingredients was available, could correctly be identified as being the organic or conventional
sample.

As the C-line animals represent the natural genetic variation of the population, the results of the 2nd generation of this
group, were considered most informative. All animals were diagnosed as being perfectly healthy. However, the
groups on the two different feeds showed clear differences in several aspects of their physiology. The animals on
conventional feed showed a faster growth and were significantly heavier. After the KLH challenge a 20-30% decline
in growth was observed in all groups for about two weeks; after this the animals on the organic diet showed in all
groups a stronger ‘catch-up-growth’, leaving the animals on the conventional feed behind. With respect to the
immunological parameters, both the humoral and cellular and both the innate and adaptive components of the
immune system showed differences between the animals on the two different feeds. The immunological results were
not fully consistent, but the overall interpretation was that the animals fed the organic feed had a higher potential for

immunological reactivity.
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Metabolomics results of the blood showed a clear distinction between the animals on the two feeds, especially after
the challenge. It was interpreted as that the animals on the organic feed showed after the challenge a stronger
reaction and connected metabolism, indicating a stronger acute phase reaction than the animals on the conventional
feed. Metabolomics results of the liver indicated an increased pentose phosphate pathway activity in the animals on
the organic feed.

Genomics showed, in the animals on the conventional feed, a lower expression of genes connected with cholesterol
biosynthesis. Pathological anatomy showed some differences in the weight of specific organs between the feed

groups. More adipose tissue was observed with the conventionally fed animals, but this has not been objectivated.

Discussion

An important outcome is that feed ingredients from different origins can have small but clear immunological and
metabolic effects in healthy animals. Concerning the factors in the feed that could explain these differences, the
higher protein content in the conventional feed was considered to be the factor that causes the stronger weight gain
in the animals on this feed. There are indications in literature that an enhanced status of immune reactivity in animals
(such as of those on the organic feed), may be related to a lower body weight. The factor(s) in the feeds that might
cause the physiological differences in relation to the challenge are not yet clear. The present findings are in line with
Lauridsens (2007) reported results of a feeding study in rats. Here the conventionally fed animals showed an
increased body weight and fat tissue deposit, as well as an increased IgG-level of the immune system. However in
this study the existing differences in feeds were compensated, resulting in feeds with similar crude protein and
essential amino acids content. This fact putts under stress our hypothesis of the protein being the cause of the
differences in weight of the chicken.

The implications of these different physiological reactions in the context of short term and long term ‘health’ of these
animals, is still unclear. The concept of ‘health’, and its physiological and immunological parameters, currently lacks
scientific identification and solid conventions. However, given the choice to be either the A- or the B-animal, the
participating researcher nearly all preferred to be chicken on feed A. This turned out to be the organically fed animal.

Conclusions

Weight gain and, especially after exposure to a challenge, the 'catch-up-growth’, immune responsiveness, metabolic
parameters, gene regulation in the gut system and observations by pathological anatomy are suggested as
‘biomarkers’ for future studies of effects from the two different feeding regimes. However, before these ‘biomarkers’

can be used in a study in humans, confirmation of the mentioned results is necessary.
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(For the PowerPoin presentation a few slides from Sgren Husted were used)

| start again with the broad definition of ‘quality’: any property of a product that is related to a desired aspect of this
product. This definition includes both process and product quality. Another definition seems to be even wider, but
isn't: fitness for use. This definition excludes, by the term ‘use’, process quality.

The presentation of Husted showed us that animal welfare and environmental protection, both process quality
criteria, are more important reasons to buy organic products than human health. In the area of product quality,
Danish consumers expect primary low pesticide residues, on of the few organic regulation parts in the process with
direct consequences for product quality. More minerals and more vitamins are expected, but with less importance

than ‘better quality’ — whatever is mend — and better taste.

In this workshop we saw many contributions on product quality, related to measurable components. Surely more then
100 parameters were presented, part of them related to health questions. There is an estimated amount of > 75,000

different secondary metabolites in plants, so are we on the right way?

None of the contributions was about “quality” as it is defined by market companies: size, shape, color and weight of
the cucumber, for example. Of course, these criteria are less interesting out of a scientific view, but they play an
important role in the development of the organic market. So again, are we on the right way by concentrating on

vitamins and minerals and fatty acids (or broader: components) and taste?

| come back on one of my statements: the organic standards are exclusively focusing on process quality parameters

in the agronomic part of the chain. If this is the actual situation, there might be two ways out:

1. Just define some product quality criteria, put minimum are maximum levels on it and there we are! Of course
this is not so simple: which out of the > 75,000 substances we select, and why these? And another problem is
related to this approach: if we put, for example, a minimum level on lycopene in tomatoes or Omega-3 fatty
acids in milk, conventional agriculture or food processors just will create tomatoes and milk with these
properties, without meeting the process quality of organic products.

2. Let'sfind a product quality parameter which is a direct and sure result of the process quality parameters related

to organic agriculture.

For this second option, let's have a look at the parameters at field level influencing product quality: climate, post-

harvest management, genotype, soil, agricultural management (tillage, pest control, irrigation) and fertilization.
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e Climate is out of control of farmers, but sunshine a Spain might produce ‘better’ tomatoes that those out of
greenhouses in Holland.

e Post-harvest management is an important factor, so far with minor attention in the regulations, special in the food
processing.

¢ Genotype: it is well documented that variety choice is a key-factor for some quality parameters. Another aspect is
GMO: with genetic modification it might be possible to create, for example, a tomato with a ‘good’ sugar, lycopene

and vitamin content with only half of the sunlight. Is that high quality?

So far, the parameters mentioned are not or to a very limited extend part of the organic regulations.

e Soil fertility has influence in product quality. Soil fertility is not part of the organic regulations, but due to regulations
on manure and crop management some inherent effect on soil fertility in organic agriculture can be expected.

e Fertilization: see below

e Agricultural management: see below

These last two parameters are part of the organic regulations, and two of them are well known and always mentioned
by consumers, organic or not: no chemical fertilizers and no chemical pest control.

About pest control: in a simplified way we can say that this is directly reflected in product quality. Presence of
pesticide residues means that this stuff has, by purpose or not, come in contact with the product and this is not more
an organic product. Absence of residues does not mean that no sprays are used; this must be secured by control
bodies.

About fertilizers: it is known that unbalanced artificial (but also organic!) fertilizers can disturb plant growth and

influence both plant development (= process quality criterion) and the end product (= product quality criterion).

Fertilizer and pest management are part of a more or less factorial experiment at the Nafferton Farm, UK, which
could unfortunately not be presented here by Carlo Leifert. The two factors fertilizer management’ and ‘pest
management’ are present in two ways: conventional and low input. Both at conventional level represents
conventional agriculture, both low input represents organic agriculture, and of the two conventional and the other low-
input represents low-input agriculture. This scheme is, although not complete, also underlying the work of Lauridsen.
| consider this experimental design as a first step into a more factorial approach instead of ‘conventional versus

organic’ at system level.

Pest control is more or less clear: sprays are yes or no allowed or used. Unfortunately there are some sprays used in
organic agriculture, being from ‘organic origin’ but disturbing the clear consumers expectation ‘without spraying’.
Fertilizer use is much less clear. Of course artificial nitrogen fertilizers are not and never allowed in organic

agriculture, but in case of Phosphate and Potassium the situation is already less strict.
Related to fertilizer and soil fertility, the mayor question might not be the use of artificial fertilizers as such, but the

nitrogen dynamics and the overall nitrogen level. With this in mind, conventional and organic agriculture show a big

variance and both systems overlap each other substantially. Then it is clear that nitrogen dynamics and nitrogen level
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is, at this moment, not a distinguishing factor between organic and conventional, although it is known to play an

important role in many aspects of product quality. This could be brought in as a new statement (or hypothesis):

Nitrogen management at field level is key factor in quality management in organic plant production.

Two of the contributions of this workshop went into the question how desired (or undesired) substances are formed
during plant growth (Husted and Steinshamn). These contributions represent the search for a key-factor, which might
be part (or not yet!) of the organic regulations, and try to explain why and how this factor contributes to a certain
quality parameter.

Very likely there will be some more key factors in plant production, and of course also in animal production.

In three experiments the Louis Bolk Instituut has done research* in the relation between the key-factors nitrogen,
sunlight and time (ripening) and product quality parameters such as protein content, sugar content, dry matter
content, etc etc. Also some new, experimental parameters were tested: biocrystallisations, biophotons, amino acid
composition. This research was done with at the background the development of a new concept of quality. Can we
develop a concept in which many of the parameters for quality can be put together instead of being handled one by

one?

To finish this workshop, | present five areas for further research.

1. Comparison conventional — organic. This type of research will be continued anyway, and it makes sense to
come to an agreement about the best practice, and about what question can be answered with what type of
comparison study: at market basket level, at farm comparison level or at field level.

2. Taste is mentioned is an important criterion for consumers to buy organic. Food processing should be involved
in quality research.

3. We should go into the key-factors contributing to quality parameters, find out how it works, and try to go back
into the production and define the do’s and do not's .

4. Health is mentioned as one of the driving forces for consumers. Here also the search for key-factors should
have priority above single substances research, as shown by Machteld Huber.

5. We need a concept of product quality at a higher level than the single health-related substances.
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