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r with MIR-CH, (g/day)

Gross margin (€/cow per year) 0.19
Gross margin per L FPCM (€/L) 0.09
Labour income (€/cow per year) 0.18
Labour income per L FPCM (€/L) 0.16
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Correlations: | 0.07 < r < 0.38 | —— weak relationships
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Next steps?

« Studying more deeply interactions and co-evolution between
technico-economic variables & MIR-CH,

« Using MIR-CH, and accounting data in advanced studies (e.g.
whole-farm) to address efficiency of dairy farming systems
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