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Evaluating a novel in-home cage monitoring system for tracking welfare l
during birth-giving events and post-surgery recovery lreﬁ
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research observations. Respiratory activity right after surgery (to the left), and respiratory activity during several hours (to the left).

Conclusions What would YOU like

The TrackPaw system is a promising new tool for monitoring the health of mice in their home environment. The system allows for stress-free oversight, . .
which is particularly useful in situations where rigorous monitoring is required, and handling should be kept at a minimum e.g. during recovery after to monitor In a

surgery and in relation to giving birth. hands-free Way’?
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