The following tables show the results of a detailed study conducted over twelve months comparing an
electric proportioner spray system and a FOAMMAX system.
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comparison notes

In order to isolate and accurately compare equipment
performance all crews were structured the same. In
addition, crews and equipment were switched periodically
so as not to introduce any individual crew performance
variables that might skew the over-all performance results.

Crew members did report that they preferred to use the
FOAMMAX equipment because it made them "more
productive” and it was easier to operate. For the sake of
comparison we've not assumed any increase in crew
performance as a result of improved morale or attitude
though numerous studies have shown that improvement in
attitudes and morale leads to increased productivity.

comparison notes

For our study we collected estimates from different spray
foam system builders and manufacturers. We then took
the average of the estimates. The systems we quoted
were single hose/gun electric proportioner systems. The
FOAMMAX system we tested was also a single hose/gun
system. The standard FOAMMAX configuration includes
two hose/gun assemblies. The cost of this system is
approximately $89,900.

comparison notes

In our comparison we carefully studied and tracked on-the-
Jjob performance of each piece of equipment. As we
tracked performance three profound differences between
electric equipment and the FOAMMAX began to emerge.

The first difference was the surprisingly low number of
breakdowns recorded for the FOAMMAX compared to a
more typical number of breakdowns for the electric
system.
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The second difference was the extremely low cost of repair
parts for the FOAMMAX compared to the significantly
higher cost of repair parts for the electric system.
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Third was the low number of lost production hours
associated FOAMMAX breakdowns. This was due to the
FOAMMAX's simple design which made for quick
troubleshooting and repair. Breakdowns of the electric
system consumed a large number of production hours as
troubleshooting problems was a complex task. Once
problems were diagnosed, repair parts had to be ordered
and shipped from the manufacturer or distributor.




