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Introduction

In poultry farms, the combination of feathers, feces, and bedding
material appears to be critical to the development of pathogens,
enhancing the risks associated with zoonosis and its dissemination
throughout the food chain [1]

Currently, the prevalent airborne microorganisms in animal production
facilities are poorly described in terms of quantity, composition, and risk
category. Identification and quantification on the other hand, would be
useful for determining the causative agents and performing risk
assessments [2].

Obijective: This study intends to characterize microbial contamination in poultry pavilions through a multi-approach protocol for
sampling and analyses.
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