Production Indicators for SSFO® Cages <AQUABENCH®
[Atlantic Salmon - Month 4]

Andlisis & Asesorias
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Comparison of Production Indicators
[Atlantic Salmon - Month 4]

Indicator SSFO (nsos'f:: d) Ir:?itl:‘si:y
GF3 2,86 2,64 2,76
SGR 1,33 1,23 1,26
FCRe 0,96 0,96 1,01
FCRb 0,95 0,94 0,99
SGR/FCRb 1,42 1,31 1,28
SFR 1,27 1,16 1,23
Biomass/smolt 0,74 0,68 0,67
Cum. Mort (%)  1,02% 1,53% 1,65%
f:g“;am;) 0,03%  0,09% 0,16%
Weight (g) 749 702 690

SSFO: Cages fed with SSFO

SSFO no fed: Cages not fed with SSFO within companies
that use SSFO

Other Industry: Cages not fed with SSFO from the
remaining industry
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Some cages may not appear in the chart due to scale adjustments made to improve the visualization
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Principal Component Analysis (PCA) —AQUABENCH®
[Atlantic Salmon — Month 4] Andiis & Asesorias

Group SSFO:
* Consistent cages performance

FCRb with low variability.

*  Moderate values of SGR and
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Production Indicators for SSFO® Cages <AQUABENCH®
[Atlantic Salmon — Month 7]

Andlisis & Asesorias
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Comparison of Production Indicators
[Atlantic Salmon - Month 7]

Indicator SSFO (nSoS::d)
GF3 3,14 2,83
SGR 1,22 1,13
FCRe 1,01 1,03
FCRb 1,00 1,01
SGR/FCRb 1,23 1,11
SFR 1,23 1,15
Biomass/smolt 1,98 1,71
Cum. Mort (%) 1,69% 2,76%
f:g“;am;) 0,09%  0,24%
Weight (g) 2.055 1.781

Other

Industry
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SSFO: Cages fed with SSFO

SSFO no fed: Cages not fed with SSFO within companies

that use SSFO

Other Industry: Cages not fed with SSFO from the

remaining industry
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Some cages may not appear in the chart due to scale adjustments made to improve the visualization
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Principal component analysis (PCA)
[Atlantic Salmon — Month 7]
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Andlisis & Asesorias

Group SSFO:

Consistent cages performance
with low variability.

High values of SGR and SFR.

Feed conversion outperformed a
significant portion of the
industry.

Low levels of cummulative
laggards mortality



Production Indicators for SSFO® Cages <~AQUABENCH®

Andlisis & Asesorias

[Atlantic salmon — Closed Production Cycles]
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Each point represents a cage
The grey line shows the median of the indicator



Comparison of Production Indicators
[Atlantic Salmon — Closed Production Cycles]

Indicator SSFO (nS::S d) Ir:?itl:‘silr'y
GF3 2,57 2,43 2,57
SGR 0,88 0,77 0,79
FCRe 1,29 1,33 1,27
FCRb 1,23 1,25 1,21
SGR/FCRb 0,69 0,62 0,66
SFR 1,11 0,96 0,97
Productivity 4,71 4,42 4,68
RPL 0,34 0,30 0,32
Cum.Mort (%)  569%  863% 8,30%
f:g';am;) 018%  0,56% 0,79%
:Z’i;::t(g) 4.975 4.983 5.324

SSFO: Cages fed with SSFO

SSFO no fed: Cages not fed with SSFO within companies
that use SSFO

Other Industry: Cages not fed with SSFO from the
remaining industry
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Andlisis & Asesorias
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Final Harvest Weight Relative to Time to Harvest ~ _AQUABENCH®

[Atlantic Salmon — Closed Production Cycles] Avéls 3 Asseores

Higher harvest weights and

shorther time to harvest : 14 months
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Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

[Atlantic Salmon — Closed Production Cycles]
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Andlisis & Asesorias

Group SSFO:

Cages in this Group tend to
achieve higher productivity.

Stronger growth rates.

Feed conversion outperforms
the other evaluation groups.

Lower cummulative mortality is
observed.

Reduced variability across cages
indicates predictable
performance and consistent
outcomes.



Final Comments ‘AQUABMENAQOH@

e (Cages fed with SSFO show superior productive performance at the fourth a seventh month, as well as at
harvest.
* Low laggard mortality is observed across all evaluated stages.

* SSFO-fed cages reach harvest earlier and achieve higher harvest weights compared with the other
groups.

* Lower dispersion is observed in SSFO-fed cages, indicating consistent performance; this stability
throughout the production cycle may support improved predictability of future outcomes.





