




 Having seen the promising test results we moved on to the next stage of testing.
We �nished installing our machines in the entire F2 farm and we placed it against one of it`s 
neighbouring farms, F4.
 They are both located on the same plateau alongside three
more farms. We chose F4 because because it has shown constantly
the best average results of the �ve of them.
 Like in the test before, the poultry came all from the same 
source, having the same average weight and the same genetic
background.
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F2 vs F4
placement and layout

preparations and cleaning of the animal housing
using PIP AHC and a high pressure water machine


