OBST surface testing. Comparison of Tokyo FOP Jul 30 with multiple previous Games & Championships
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Lars.Roepstorff@slu.se, WhatsApp +46 705 423143

Comments: Field Of Play (FOP) values in Tokyo very much compares favorably with previous recent Games and Championships when looking at the different
variables that describe quality of the footing. All properties are also well within the range (green area) that high level Athletes have regarded as good.
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