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             Design consideration
1. How does the microcontroller system regulate and monitor temperature and humidity in the LPG-powered incubator?

2. What safety mechanisms were implemented to manage potential hazards associated with LPG use?

3. How scalable is the 180-egg capacity design for larger poultry operations?

Performance 
4. What were the specific environmental conditions maintained (temperature, humidity range), and how were they controlled throughout the 21-day period?

5. What improvements or design modifications contributed to the increase in hatchability from 40% to 65%?

6. Were there any observed limitations in the system’s ability to maintain stable incubation conditions?

 Energy and Cost Analysis
7. How does the operating cost of the LPG-based incubator compare to electric or other traditional incubators?

8. What is the estimated LPG consumption over one 21-day cycle, and how does that impact overall feasibility in rural or off-grid settings?

 Environmental Influence
9. How did specific atmospheric variations (e.g., temperature or humidity fluctuations) affect the incubation process and hatchability?

10. Were there any adaptive features in the system to respond to these environmental changes automatically?

 Future Development
11. Can this design be integrated with renewable energy sources for hybrid operation in extreme environments?

12. What recommendations do the authors provide for improving hatchability beyond 65%?
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