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1
Table 1 The comparison of biosecurity and i mmune program
/d
Age Test groups Control groups
1 400 30¢g/L
Empty house Farm Fluid S caustic soda
1 ND + IB ND + IB
ND + IB dive vaccine spraying ND + IB alive vaccine spraying
2 6 1 600 —
Virkon S spraying
7 ND ND
ND alive vaccine eye-drop ND alive vaccine eye-drop
1 600
8 14 Virkon S spraying
15 IBD IBD
IBD alive vaccine drinking IBD alive vaccine drinking
1 600 S
16 18 Virkon S spraying
20 ND ND
ND alive vaccine drinking ND alive vaccine drinking
1 600
21 3 Virkon S spraying
2
Table2 Satistical processng of production data
/d / / ! % / kg / /
House Entering time Bree_dlng Chicken Out number Surviva Avgrage Rate of Food Profit Proflt per
period number rate weight Converson chicken
10 13 48 3700 3235 87.43 2.82 1.83 1 8211.10 2.22
Test group
10 13 48 3 700 3418 92.38 2.65 1.83 1 8 806. 52 2.38
Control group
3
Table 3 The comparison of cost and income
Profit Traditional medication Dupont biosecurity program
! %
Survival rate 87.43 92.38
/ 0.05 0.20
Disnfection cost per chicken ' ’
/ 1.2 1.1
Medicine cost per chicken ’ '
/
Gainsof farm 8211.10 8 806.52
/ 2.22 2.38
Profit per chicken ) :
/ 0.11
Economic returns per chicken/ yuan :
1 1.73

Rate of input-output

0.10
3.2

7.3%
3.3

4.95%,

1 1.73,



