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Introduction to Finnish Milk Recording 
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• 5500 recorded herds, 42 cows in 

average 

• 800+ robotic herds 

• 93% farmer recording (B) 

• 75% of data capture done by 

farmers 

• Milk meters mainly owned by 

farmers 



Goals for the reform 
 
 New service model and technologies 
 90% of all cows recorded 
 Less than 10% unofficial data 
 Reports reformed, new key figures 
 Pre-coded vials 
 Data capture within 5 days from 
recording 
 Better work efficiency 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Changes made 
 
 Differentiation of jobs 
 Pricing 
 Sampling services 
 Remote access 
 Attention to timely reporting 
 Variety in recording intervals 
 Introduction of vacation month 

 
 
 



Data Quality Management - 2015 

15.11.2016 5 

Plausibility checks 
- In farm software 
- At the entrance 

Supervised recording 
- Small number of 

leading herds 
- Done by ProAgria 

Data Quality Points 
- Every recording 
- Annual average 

determines if data fit 
for use 

Recording intervals 

Sampling intervals 

Recorder – farmer or 
independent? 

Bulk tank comparison 
- Milk & fat 

Milk meter register 
- Testing dates 







Chosen recording and 
sampling intervals 

Person responsible 
for sampling 
 
Resp. % of 

cows 
Avg 
herd 
size 

A (techn.) 2 100 

C (mixed) 5 70 

B (farmer) 93 41 

Interval Rec. 
cows, 
% 

Herd 
size 

Sample
d cows, 
% 

Herd 
size 

2 wk 2.8 78 0.1 55 

4 wk 90.6 42 11.3 63 

6 wk 0.5 43 0.5 44 

8 wk 6.1 35 88.1 40 

Herds taking advantage of the vacation month: 3 % 
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Reporting delay and unofficial records by month 

% Unofficial % > 5 d % > 10 d

2014 
2015 2016 




