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I12P2: JRC response to MS comments

Over-arching comments




Ranking of pests

JRC proposal:
Ranking for three categories of hosts: crops (22 pests) , forestry (6 pests)and
agroforestry (2 pests)
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Type of host

Pest Crops Forestry Agro-forestry

Agrilus onyius X

Agrilus plonigennis X

Angsircphia luden, X

Anopiophora chinensis X
Aneplophorg globrpennis X

Anthonpmus gRgenii X

Arcmig bungii X

Bactencerg cockerell] X

Bactrpcerg dorsalis (including B. invadens) X

Bacirocerg zenatg X

Bursaphelenchus xyiophilus X

Candidgtus Liberibocter spp. X

Cergtocystis fogarearum X

Clavibecrer michiganensis subsp. sepedonicus

==

Conetracheius nenuphar

Dendrolimus sibifcys X

Gropevine flovescence doree

Phyilpsticta citricarpg

Ppgillia joponica

Bhogoletis  pomenella  (Lephritidge  ron-
European)]

spodopterng frugiperdg

epnchytrum. sndebioticum

i -

Jhrigs paimi

Tilietig indica

Hanthomones citr

EAEAEA A B A

Xylellg fostidiosa

Mote: shaded rows represent pest for which the analysis has not yet been completed
Souge: own elaboration based on EFSA input




Normalization

JRC PROPOSAL

As ranking will be made by type of hosts normalization will be made by type
of host too
No transformation prior to the nomalization
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Weighting across
domains

JRC PROPOSAL

Initial ranking: equal weights for all domains, sub-domains and indicators
Sensitivity analysis: (based on final construction of indicator)
a) All: 40 - 20 - 40 / Crops: 50 — 25 — 25 / Forestry: 50 — 0 - 50




Identifying priority
pests post-ranking

JRC PROPOSAL

The 12P2 can be used for any identification criteria — decision up to legislator
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I12P2: JRC response to MS comments

(selected) Specific comments




Solved in the current calculation of indicators used

Reference to this indicator is not only in Section 2 of Annex I, which refers
specifically to tree species, but also in Section 1 which refers to all hosts.

JRC PROPOSAL: kept for all hosts

Impact on value of indicator but not on ranking

JRC PROPOSAL: use sample minimum for normalization (update
when new pests are added to the exercise)
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There is no transformation (lack of information on annual extraction rates
or growth cycle)

JRC PROPOSAL: different ranking and normalization for pests
affecting crops, forestry and agroforestry

JRC PROPOSAL: the indicator now includes the yield loss parameter
to reflect the actual impact of pest outbreak on food availability

Calculations made using medians of EFSA provided parameters

JRC PROPOSAL: sensitivity analysis will be made with Q1 and Q3 values
of the distributions provided by EFA (PENDING WORK)
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12P2

host base for indicator calculation
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12P2

consistency and sensitivity analysis
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Data available for all indicators

Sufficient variability across pests to allow discrimination
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I2P2 - CROPS
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Indicator

Indicator Weight
1.1 Maximum value of production losses 0.03
1.2 Share of EU production value affected 0.03 0.08
1.3 Difficulty of eradication 0.03
1.4 Number of importing expected to impose restrictions on trade 0.02
1.5 Value of export losses 0.02 0.08
1.6 Share of export losses over total production 0.02
1.7 Trade dispersion 0.02
1.8 Change in domestic price 0.04 -
1.9 Change in domestic production over imports 0.04
1.10 Upstream effects 0.04 0.08
1.11 Downstream effects 0.04
1.12 Job losses 0.11
1.13 Share of caloric supply 0.03
1.14 Share of protein supply 0.03
115 Share of fat supply 0.03
1.16. Ability to produce fungal toxins 0.03
1.17 Share of holdings with other gainful activities 0.04
1.18 Products covered by EU quality labels 0.04
1.19 Presence of affected hosts on cultural heritage landmarks 0.04
1.20 Use of hosts as street trees and in Earks 0.11 0.11
1.21 Undesired effects of control measures 0.11 0.11
1.22 Soil erosion 0.03
1.23 Number of protected species and habitats related to hosts 0.03 011
1.24 Share of Natura 2000 area and sites affected 0.03
1.25 Share under sustainable management practice 0.03

Domain

weight

0.33

0.33

Note — figures do not add up due to rounding.




CROPS

Food security indicators (I.13, I.14 & I.15) not applicable
EU quality labels indicator (I.18) not applicable

JRC PROPOSAL: discard these indicators and distribute weight
among the remaining ones

No variability across assessed pests for indicators 1.11, 1.16, I.17 & .21

JRC PROPOSAL: discard these indicators and distribute weight
among the remaining ones
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I2P2 - FORESTRY

Domain

\

Sub-domain

I
f

\

Production

Trade

Price

Other sectors

Employment
— Food Security and Safety
Recreation, landscape heritage
Street trees and parks
—<
Biodiversity and ecosystem
services

(

Indicator

3 indicators

4 indicators

2 indicators

1 indicators

1 indicator

1 indicators

1 indicator

4 indicators

\

/

K

}

Eurppean
Commission



Indicator Sub-domain Domain
Indicator Weight weight weight
1.1 Maximum value of production losses 0.03
1.2 Share of EU production value affected 0.03 0.08
1.3 Difficulty of eradication 0.03
1.4 Number of importing expected to impose restrictions on trade 0.02
1.5 Value of export losses 0.02
1.6 Share of export losses over total production 0.02 0.08 0.33
1.7 Trade dispersion 0.02
1.8 Change in domestic price 0.04 0.08
1.9 Change in domestic production over imports 0.04
1.10 Upstream effects 0.08 0.08
1.11 Downstream effects
1.12 Job losses 0.17 0.17
1.13 Share of caloric supply
1.14 Share of protein supply
1.15 Share of fat supply 0.33
I.16. Ability to produce fungal toxins
1.17 Share of holdings with other gainful activities
1.18 Products covered by EU quality labels 017
1.19 Presence of affected hosts on cultural heritage landmarks 0.17
1.20 Use of hosts as street trees and in parks 0.17 0.17
1.21 Undesired effects of control measures
1.22 Soil erosion 0.04 0.23
1.23 Number of protected species and habitats related to hosts 0.04
1.24 Share of Natura 2000 area and sites affected 0.04 0.17
1.25 Share under sustainable management practice 0.04

Note — figures do not add up due to rounding.




CROPS

FORESTRY

Data available for all indicators for the only assessed pest

Discrimination capacity to be assessed when the remaining 2 pests are
finalized

Commission



Correlation analysis

21 22 23 31 3.2 33

1.00
-0.21 1.00
-0.23 0.96 1.00
-0.34 0.81 0.83 1.00
Economic Social Environmental
Economi
Social 0.84 1.00
Environmental 0.68 0.83 1.00

*
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Correlation analysis

No case

O cases for crops
6 cases for forestry

22 Y

Theoretically consistent
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Thanks for your attention
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