REGISTRATION REPORT
Part A
Risk Management

Product code: CA3573

Product name(s): Carnadine/Kestrel
Chemical active substance:
Acetamiprid, 200 g/L

Central Zone
Zonal Rapporteur Member State: Poland

NATIONAL ASSESSMENT Poland
(Re-authorisation acc. to Art. 43)

Applicant: Nufarm Europe GmbH
Submission date: July 2020

MS Finalisation date: May 2021 (initial National Assessment)
November 2021, January 2022, March 2022 (final National

Assessment)




CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel Page 2 /137
Part A — National Assessment Version: March 2022

ZRMS version

Version history

When What

July 2020 Version 1.0 (application)
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November 2020 |Reference list completed with 5.1.1/01

May 2021 Evaluation by the zZRMS (re-authorization)
In order to facilitate tracking of changes of the intended uses of the product due to the
performed evaluation, amendments of the GAP table and the product label are highlighted in
grey, while not agreed use pattern

November 2021 |Final report (National Assessment updated following the commenting period)
Additional information/assessments included by the zZRMS in the report in response to comments
recieved from the cMS and the Applicant are highlighted in yellow. Information no longer
relevant .

January 2022 Final report (National Assessment after additional round of the commenting period)
No additional information or assessments after the commenting period.

March 2022 Updated version at the request of the Polish Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development

with regard to the removal of confidential data regarding the specifications of the proposed
packaging.
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PART A
RISK MANAGEMENT

1 Details of the application

1.1 Application background

This application is submitted for the re-authorization of the product CA3573, formulated as a soluble
concentrate (SL) containing 200 g/L Acetamiprid, for the use as an insecticide for apple, potato, oilseed
rape.

This application is submitted to Poland acting as the zZRMS for the Central zone (Registration holder in
Poland: Nufarm Polska). The concerned member beside Poland in Central Zone is Slovakia (Registration
holder in Slovakia: Nufarm GmbH & Co. KG).

CA3573 was approved by Poland as Carnadine 200 SL (authorization no. R-157/2018) and Kestrel 200 SL
(authorization no. R-106/2018). All studies highlighted in yellow are new studies compared to the original
dossier for first approval.

1.2 Letters of Access

The product was originally applied by ADAMA Makhteshim Ltd. under the product code MCW-2222 and
registered by Nufarm Polska Sp. z 0.0.. Poland was zZRMS for this registration.

The two products MCW-2222 and CA3573 are identical. Therefore, all studies conducted with MCW-2222
can be used for CA3573, without any restrictions.

Letters of access covering all data of concern of this application are submitted with this application (please
refer to Appendix 3).

1.3 Justification for submission of tests and studies

This application is submitted for the re-authorization of the product CA3573. The list of data submitted by
the applicant and relied on is presented in Appendix 4

1.4 Data protection claims

Data protection is claimed in accordance with Article 59 of Regulation (EC) No. 1107/2009 as provided
for in the list of references in Appendix 4.

2 Details of the authorization decision
2.1 Product identity
Product code CA3573
Product name in MS Carnadine 200 SL
Kestrel 200 SL
Authorization number R-157/2018
R-106/2018
Function Insecticide
Applicant Nufarm Europe GmbH & Affiliates
Active substance(s) Acetamiprid 200 g/L
(incl. content)
Formulation type Soluble concentrate [Code: SL]
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Packaging

100 mL, 125 mL, 150 mL, 250 mL, 500 mL, 600 ml and 1 L HDPE bottles; 5L, 10 L,
640 L, 1000 L HDPE containers; 20 L HDPE jerrican; 220L HDPE drum.

Coformulants of concern for
national authorizations

Not applicable

Restrictions related to identiy

No relevant impurites have been identified

Mandatory tank mixtures

No mandatory tank mixtures are required

Recommended tank mixtures

No tank mixtures are recommended

2.2 Conclusion

The evaluation of the application for product Kestrel 200 SL / Carnadine 200 SL resulted in the decision to
grant the authorisation for application in all intended crops (to apples, potatoes and oilseed rape).

2.3 Substances of concern for national monitoring

No further information is required.

2.4 Classification and labelling

24.1 Classification and labelling under Regulation (EC) No 1272/2008

The following classification is proposed in accordance with Regulation (EC) No 1272/2008:

Hazard class(es), categories:

Acute Tox. 4 (Oral) - Aquatic Acute 1 - Aquatic Chronic 1

The following labelling information is derived from the classification and to be mentioned in the safety

data sheet. The information which is determined for the label is formatted bold:

Hazard pictograms:

GHS07, GHS09

Signal word:

Warning

Hazard statement(s):

H302 — Harmful if swallowed
H400 - Very toxic to aquatic life
H410 - Very toxic to aquatic life with long lasting effects

Precautionary statement(s):

P102 — Keep out of reach of children

P264 — Wash thoroughly after handling

P270 — Do not eat, drink or smoke when using this product

P301+P312 — If swallowed: Call a poison centre/doctor/if you feel unwell

P330 — Rinse mouth

P391 — Collect spillage

P501 — Dispose of contents and container to hazardous or special waste collection
point, in accordance with local, regional, national and/or international regulation

Additional labelling phrases:

To avoid risks to man and the environment, comply with the instructions for use.
[EUH401]

Special rule for labelling of plant protection product (PPP):

EUH401

‘ To avoid risks to man and the environment, comply with the instructions for use.

Further labelling statements under Regulation (EC) No 1272/2008:

See Part C for justifications of the classification and labelling proposals.
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2.4.2 Standard phrases under Regulation (EU) No 547/2011

SP1 Do not contaminate water with the product or its container (Do not clean application equipment near
surface water/Avoid contamination via drains from farmyards and roads).

2.4.3 Other phrases (according to Article 65 (3) of the Regulation (EU) No
1107/2009)

none ‘- ‘

2.5 Risk management

25.1 Restrictions linked to the PPP

The authorization of the PPP is linked to the following conditions (mandatory labelling):

Operator protection:

respective code if Oilseed rape: Gloves during mixing/loading and application (with application rate: 1 x 0.060 kg
available a.s./ha and an interval of 365 days and dermal absorption of 31%)

Apples: Gloves during mixing/loading and application (with application rate: 1 x 0.050 kg a.s./ha
and an interval of 365 days and dermal absorption of 31%)

Worker protection:

respective code if Oilseed rape: None
available Apples: None

Integrated pest management (IPM)/sustainable use:

respective code if n.a.
available

Environmental protection

SP1 Do not contaminate water with the product or its container (Do not clean application equipment near
surface water/Avoid contamination via drains from farmyards and roads).

Other specific restrictions

The authorization of the PPP is linked to the following conditions (voluntary labelling):

Integrated pest management (IPM)/sustainable use:

respective code if n.a.
available
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2.5.2

Specific restrictions linked to the intended uses

Some of the authorised uses are linked to the following conditions in addition to those listed under point
2.5.1 (mandatory labelling):

Integrated pest management (IPM)/sustainable use:

Relevant for use no.

respective code if
available

n.a.

use number from GAP
table in 2.6

Environmental protection:

Relevant for use no.

SPe 3

In order to protect aquatic organisms respect an unsprayed buffer zone of

15 m to surface water bodies or buffer zone of 10 m to surface water
bodies combined with 50% drift reduction or reduce the spray drift by
75% using relevant drift reducing techniques.

In order to protect non-target arthropods respect an unsprayed buffer zone

of 5 m to non-agricultural land or reduce the spray drift by 75% using
relevant drift reducing techniques.

1 (apples at 0.125 L/ha)

SPe 3

In order to protect aquatic organisms respect an unsprayed buffer zone of
20 m to surface water bodies or buffer zone of 15 m to surface water
bodies combined with 50% drift reduction or buffer zone of 10 m to
surface water bodies combined with 75% drift reduction or reduce the
spray drift by 90% using relevant drift reducing techniques.

In order to protect non-target arthropods respect an unsprayed buffer zone
of 10 m to non-agricultural land or buffer zone of 5 m to non-agricultural
land combined with 50% drift reduction or reduce the spray drift by 75%
using relevant drift reducing techniques.

2 (apples at 0.250 L/ha)

SPe 3

SPe 8

In order to protect aquatic organisms respect an unsprayed vegetated
filter strip of 10 m to surface water bodies.

In order to protect bees and other pollinating insects apply in the
evening, after the bee flight.

4-7 (winter oilseed rape
at 0.250 L/ha)

SPe 8

In order to protect bees and other pollinating insects apply in the
evening, after the bee flight.

8-10 (spring oilseed rape
at 0.250 L/ha)
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2.6 Intended uses (only NATIONAL GAP)
GAP rev. 1, date: 2021-11
PPP (product name/code): Carnadine/Kestrel / CA3573 Formulation type: SL @9
Active substance 1: Acetamiprid Conc. of as 1: 200 g/L ©
Safener: none Conc. of safener: -©
Synergist: none Conc. of synergist: -©
Applicant: Nufarm Europe GmbH Professional use: X
Zone(s): central @ Non professional use: O
Verified by MS: yes
Field of use: insecticide
1 2 3 4 5 6 | 7 | s 9 10 11 12 | 13 14 15*
Use- | Member | Cropand/ |F, |Pestsor Group Application Application rate PHI | Remarks: Overall conclusions
No. |state(s) |or Fn, | of pests — - (days)
© situation | Fpn | controlled Method / | Timing/ | Max. Min. kgor L g or kg Water eg.g -
G Kind Growth number | interval product/ |as/ha L/ha safener/synergist -
(crop Gn, | (additionally: stage of | a) per use betV\{een' ha _ per ha 8 5 . £
destination | Gpn | developmental crop & b) per applications | a) max. a) max. rate | min/ ® = = § 2| s g €4 5
/purpose |or |stages of the season crop/ (days) rate per per appl. max 5 ‘_EB S |3 g 2 ; §
ofcrop) |1 pest or pest season appl. b) max. 2|8 X 8| g 3 59 £
b) max. total rate | = [ @ 3 3 4
group) g < w =
total rate per < Bx §
per crop/season <
crop/season
Zonal uses (field or outdoor uses, certain types of protected crops)
1 PL Apple F Aphis sp. Foliar May-Oct/ |a) 1 - a) 0.125 a) 25 500- |14 Do not apply Al A R AlA R Al A
(MABSD) (APHISP) spraying |BBCH b) 1 b) 0.125 b) 25 900 during flowering Gloves Aguatics,
overall 70-PHI (application during bees, NTTA
from BBCH 70); mixM/L&A
max dose rate
0,077 L/ha
LWAA; A
Max dose rate Remaining
0,046 L/ha/m ggﬁutgsrngt
A -
CH species
2 PL Apple F Cydia Foliar May-Oct/ |a) 1 -- a) 0.25 a) 50 500- |14 Al A R Al A R Al A
(MABSD) pomonella spraying |BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 900 Gloves Aquatics,
(CARPPO) overall 70-PHI during bees, NTTA
mixM/L&A
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Do not apply
during flowering
(application
from BBCH 70);
max dose rate
0,154 L/ha
LWAA,
Max dose rate
0,093 L/ha/m
CH®
3 PL Potato F Leptinotarsa foliar Jun-Sep/ |a)l -- a)0.18 a) 36 200- |7 In label 0.12 — R R
(SOLTU) decemlineata spraying, |BBCH b) 1 b) 0.18 b) 36 400 0.18 L/ha Gloves Soil macro-
(LPTNDE) overall 20-79 during and meso-
Restriction of mixM/L&A fauna
the application
period due to
unacceptable
risk to soil
organisms at
BBCH 12-19
4 PL Winter F foliar May-Jun/ |a) 1 -- a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label 0.18 — R
oilseed spraying, |BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 0.25  L/ha Gloves
rape Brassicogethes | overall 50-60 Application in during
(BRSNN) aeneus the evening, mixM/L&A _
(MELIAE) after the bee Aquatics,
flight iz2s
5 PL Winter F Dasineura foliar May-Jun/ |a) 1 -- a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label 0.15 — R
oilseed brassicae spraying, |BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 0.25  L/ha Gloves
rape (DASYBR) overall 61-71 Application in during
(BRSNN) Ceutorhynchus the evening, e
obstrictus (syn after the bee Aquatics,
C. assimilis) flight bees
(CEUTAS)
6 PL Winter F Ceutorhynchus | foliar Mar-Jun/ |a) 1 - a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label 0.15 — R
oilseed napi (CEUTNA) | spraying, | BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 0.25  L/ha Gloves
rape overall 31-39 Application in during
(BRSNN) the evening, mixM/L&A _
Aquatics,
bees
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after the bee
flight
7 PL Winter Ceutorhynchus | foliar Mar-Jun/ |a) 1 -- a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label 0.15 —
oilseed pallidactylus (C. | spraying, | BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 0.25  L/ha
rape quadridens) overall 31-59 Application in
(BRSNN) (CEUTQU) the evening,
after the bee
flight
8 PL Spring Ceutorhynchus | foliar Mar-Jun/ |a) 1l -- a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label: 0.15-
oilseed pallidactylus (C. | spraying, | BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 0.25  L/ha
rape quadridens) overall 31-59 Application in
(BRSNN) (CEUTQU) the evening,
after the bee
flight
9 PL Spring Brassicogethes | foliar Apr-Jun/ |a)l -- a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label: 0.18-
oilseed aeneus spraying, |BBCH b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 0.25  L/ha
rape (MELIAE) overall 50-60 Application in
(BRSNN) the evening,
after the bee
flight
10 PL Spring Ceutorhynchus | foliar BBCH a)l -- a) 0.25 a) 50 200- |28 In label: 0.2-
oilseed assimilis spraying, |61-71 b) 1 b) 0.25 b) 50 400 025  L/ha
rape (CEUTAS) overall Application in
(BRSNN) Dasineura the evening,
brassicae after the bee
(DASYBR) flight

R
Gloves during
mixM/L&A

R
Gloves
during

mixM/L&A

R
Gloves
during

mixM/L&A

R
Gloves
during

mixM/L&A

Aquatics,
bees
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Remarks (a)  e.g. wettable powder (WP), emulsifiable concentrate (EC), granule (GR) (d)  Select relevant
table (b)  Catalogue of pesticide formulation types and international coding system CropLife (e)  Use number(s) in accordance with the list of all intended GAPs in Part B, Section 0 should be given in
heading: International Technical Monograph n°2, 6th Edition Revised May 2008 column 1
(c) glkgorg/l ()] No authorization possible for uses where the line is highlighted in grey, Use should be crossed out
when the notifier no longer supports this use.
Remarks 1 Numeration necessary to allow references 7 Growth stage at first and last treatment (BBCH Monograph, Growth Stages of Plants, 1997,
columns: 2 Use official codes/nomenclatures of EU Member States Blackwell, ISBN 3-8263-3152-4), including where relevant, information on season at time of
3 For crops, the EU and Codex classifications (both) should be used; when relevant, the application
use situation should be described (e.g. fumigation of a structure) 8 The maximum number of application possible under practical conditions of use must be provided.
4 F: professional field use, Fn: non-professional field use, Fpn: professional and non- 9 Minimum interval (in days) between applications of the same product
professional field use, G: professional greenhouse use, Gn: non-professional greenhouse 10  For specific uses other specifications might be possible, e.g.: g/m?® in case of fumigation of empty
use, Gpn: professional and non-professional greenhouse use, I: indoor application rooms. See also EPPO-Guideline PP 1/239 Dose expression for plant protection products.
5 Scientific names and EPPO-Codes of target pests/diseases/ weeds or, when relevant, the 11 The dimension (g, kg) must be clearly specified. (Maximum) dose of a.s. per treatment (usually g, kg
common names of the pest groups (e.g. biting and sucking insects, soil born insects, or L product / ha).
foliar fungi, weeds) and the developmental stages of the pests and pest groups at the 12 If water volume range depends on application equipments (e.g. ULVA or LVA) it should be
moment of application must be named. mentioned under “application: method/kind”.
6 Method, e.g. high volume spraying, low volume spraying, spreading, dusting, drench 13 PHI - minimum pre-harvest interval
Kind, e.g. overall, broadcast, aerial spraying, row, individual plant, between the plants - 14 Remarks may include: Extent of use/economic importance/restrictions
type of equipment used must be indicated. 15  Overall conclusions - explanation for the column 15 is below *

A B Column 14 (Remarks) in uses 1 and 2: ALWA — Leaf Wall Area, BCH — Crown Height

* Explanation for column 15 “Overall conclusions”
A | Acceptable, Safe use

R | Further refinement and/or risk mitigation measures required
To be confirmed by cMS

C
- No safe use
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3 Background of authorization decision and risk management
3.1 Physical and chemical properties (Part B, Section 2)

The product CA3573 is a clear, yellow-orange to brown liquid with a characteristic odour. It is not explosive
and has no oxidising properties. Its auto-ignition temperature accounts for 285 °C. Aqueous solutions of
the product have pH values between 6.31 and 7.36.

There is no effect of high temperature on the stability of the formulation, since after 56 days at 40°C, neither
the active ingredient content nor the technical properties were changed. The stability data indicate a shelf
life of at least 2 years at ambient temperature when stored in HDPE bottles. The product is sensitive to low
temperatures.

Its technical characteristics are acceptable for a SL formulation.

The intended concentration of use is 0.025 g a.s./L to 0.3 g a.s./L which for the product corresponds to
0.0125% to 0.15% (v/v).

The product is not intended to be mixed in the tank together with other formulations.
3.2 Efficacy (Part B, Section 3)

Efficacy data has been submitted for the re-authorization of the product CA3573 for the use as an insecticide
for apple, potato, oilseed rape and maize.

Due to changes in endpoints triggered by a Category 4 study (mesocosm study), number of applications
and / or dose rates have to be reduced for some uses. In this context, the intended uses have changed and
an updated version of the Biological Assessment Dossier was necessary.

In pome fruit there is a reduction in the maximum dose rate for application against Cydia pomonella in
Poland and Slovakia. Additionally, the number of applications is reduced from 2 to 1 application against
C. pomonella and against Aphis sp. in Poland.

For the use in winter and spring oilseed rape the number of applications is reduced in Poland and Slovakia
from 2 to 1 applications. For Slovakia there is also a reduction in the number of applications from 2 to 1
applications in potato.

For the other uses outlined in the GAP table (e.g. the use in potato in Poland, the use in maize in Slovakia
as well as the use in pome fruit against Aphis sp. in Slovakia) there are no amendments to the previously
registered rates.

3.3 Efficacy data

The data from 224 efficacy trials plus 4 trials used only for the yield assessment have proved good efficacy
and crop safety / selectivity of CA3573, and sufficiently justify the uses and the dose rates proposed in the
updated GAP (Part B, Section 0). Trials have been conducted between 2010 and 2015 in Czech Republic,
Germany, Poland, Hungary, Romania and Slovakia representing the Maritime, North-Eastern and South-
Eastern EPPO climatic zone. For the use in spring oilseed rape extrapolation is considered to be possible
from the comprehensive data package submitted for the same pests in winter oilseed rape, as the crops are
comparable and target rates as well as application number and timing are identical.

For preliminary tests, please refer to the information submitted for the first registration of the product in
December 2015 (dossier of 2015, submitted in autumn 2017, finalized in May 2018). A total of 148 out of
the 250 efficacy trial results (numerous trials including more than one pest) carried out in apple, maize,
potato, and winter and spring oilseed rape include at least one reduced application rate. Data demonstrated
that the efficacy of CA3573 at the proposed label rates is superior to the reduced application rates.
Subsuming the efficacy results in all crops and against all pests, the efficacy of CA3573 was always at least
on a similar level compared to the reference products. By the single trial data, it was demonstrated that the
proposed dose range of CA3573 for some of the target pests is reasonable and takes into account the
different infestation levels. It allows the farmer to adapt the rate according to the current conditions.

For apple as high growing crop, a conversion table was prepared presenting the calculations of the treated
leaf wall area (LWA) for each of the trials used for the efficacy evaluation in the updated dossier. The LWA
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and CH — based dose rate expression in orchard trials was absent from the 2015 dossier and it makes a new
part in 2020 dossier, addressing the requirements in force since 2020. The dose rates in L/ha LWA and in
L/ha/m CH proposed in the GAP table are the average values derived, for the PL and SK labels, from the
LWA and CH reported by a limited set of 17 PL trials for Poland and 5 SK trials for Slovakia. The LWA
and CH dose rates were assumed separately for PL and for SK, following the notion that orchard parameters
vary considerably between these two member states and as such should not be averaged:

target MS, use no. Liha a:i/se;l?nqlidljvn!/ﬁ Ezii\ézl:ﬁ?:dgr: no. of trials | L/ha LWA¥* L/ha/m
ground (min-max) (min-max) CH*

APHISP PL, 1 0125 | p 42133‘;% 000) (1'502;73' ) 17 0.077 0.046
CARPPO PL, 2 0250 | 4596 f‘;% 000) (1'502;73' ) 17 0.154 0.093
APHISP SK, 11 0125 | g o 200) (2'05'712'30) 5 0.145 0.058
CARPPO SK, 12 0250 | g e 200) (2'05'712'30) 5 0.289 0.116

* (ground dose rate tested / average LWA)*10000 = L/ha LWA
** (ground dose rate tested / average CH = L/ha/mC

The above LWA and CH dose rates are assumed as maximum dose rates. They correspond to the maximum
of 0.125 or 0.250 L/ha ground rate only at the LWA and CH assumed as average. At the actual LWA or
CH lower or higher than this average, using the maximum LWA or CH — based dose rate is either equivalent
to the ground rate lower than the maximum of 0.125 or 0.250 L/ha or to the maximum ground rate being
exceeded, respectively. As the latter must be avoided for ecotoxicology reasons, in orchards with higher
than average LWA or CH only the ground dose rate measure should be used, with the resulting actual dose
rates per 1 ha LWA or per Im CH inevitably reduced, compared to the “average” orchard.

3.3.1 Information on the occurrence or possible occurrence of the development of
resistance

The analysis of resistance risk development to the active ingredient acetamiprid is conducted according to
the EPPO guideline PP1/213(2-4) in addition to the overall analysis of the recommended IRAC groups.

Acetamiprid is a broad-spectrum insecticide, belonging to the IRAC group 4A (Nicotinic acetylcholine
receptor (NAChR) competitive modulators).

124 resistance cases were reported for the active ingredient acetamiprid, among which 5 cases occurred in
Spain. No case of resistance against acetamiprid was reported in other European countries. Although
resistance is easily inducible in some pest groups by a stubborn, repeated application of acetamiprid, in
many cases the susceptibility may be restored in a couple of generations, should the selection pressure be
re-moved. Therefore permanent reduction of sensitivity is considered unlikely to occur, provided the
product is applied according to the label instruction.

Application should be made according to the recommendations of the GAP table and the product label.
Only a single application of CA3573 per crop and growth season is intended in each use claimed in the
present GAP table. No special restrictions are neeeded in the product label except for the stipulation to alter
MOoA each time the application is repeated within the same crop and growth season.

General principles of good agricultural practice should be considered to delay insecticide resistance:
e Avoid exclusive repeated use of insecticides from the same insecticide group code. Alternate or
tank-mix with products from different insecticide groups.
o Integrate the control methods (chemical, cultural, biological) into insect control programs.
o Rotate the use of Acetamiprid Insecticide with different groups that control the same pests in a
field.
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e Use products at the recommended label rates and spray intervals with the appropriate application
equipment

e Use tank mixtures with insecticides from a different group when such use is permitted.
Insecticide use should be based on an integrated pest management (IPM) program that includes
scouting, record keeping and considers cultural, biological and other chemical control practices.

o Monitor treated pest populations for resistance development.

e Contact your local extension specialist or certified crop advisors for any additional pesticide
resistance-management and/or IPM recommendations for the specific site and pest problems in
your area.

3.3.2 Adverse effects on treated crops

Not relevant; the data had not been re-evaluated (art. 43 submission).

3.3.3 Observations on other undesirable or unintended side-effects
Not relevant; the data had not been re-evaluated (art. 43 submission).

3.4 Methods of analysis (Part B, Section 5)

34.1 Analytical method for the formulation

An analytical method for the determination of acetamiprid in an SL product MCW-2222 (equals CA 3573)
was provided and considered acceptable according to SANCO/3030/99 rev. 4. The active ingredient was
analysed by HPLC-DAD. For the analysis of the active ingredient in the formulation, a commonly known
CIPAC-Method is available (649/SL/M).

The formulation contains no relevant impurities and therefore no methods for the determination currently
exists.

3.4.2 Analytical methods for residues

New analytical methods to determine residues of acetamiprid for crop matrices, water, arthropods and
honey related products were implemented. The methods have been conducted in accordance with
SANCO/3029/99 rev. 4 guidelines and therefore considered to be adequate. Standard analytical methods
for the determination of acetamiprid residues are based on HPLC-MS/MS and HPLC-DAD methods. These
methods are highly specific and therefore considered acceptable. References were made to existing and EU
approved active substance studies from the notifier Nippon from RAR, 2015. Matched studies were
provided in a separate data-matching renewal.

References were made to the existing and EU approved analytical methods provided in RAR 2015 for all
monitoring enforcements methods for all matrices. No new active substance data will be submitted in this
application since the new monitoring studies have been matched during a separate data-matching list
process in 2020 from the rapporteur member state of the active substance, the Netherlands.

35 Mammalian toxicology (Part B, Section 6)

Acute toxicity studies for CA3573 containing 200 g/L acetamiprid were not evaluated as part of the EU
review of acetamiprid. The product is formerly known under the product code MCW-2222. The two
products are identical. The acute toxicity studies for MCW-2222, such as skin irritation (in vitro EPISKIN
test and in vivo rabbit), eye irritation (ICET Assay), acute oral (rat), dermal (rat) and inhalation (rat) toxicity
and dermal sensitization (LLNA) were already evaluated during first notification and were considered
adequate. Since studies were conducted after 14" of June 2011, also calculation of acute toxicity was
provided.
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3.5.1 Acute toxicity

The product studies indicate no irritating effect to the skin and low dermal and inhalation toxicity. It does
not induce dermal sensitization and showed a slightly eye irritating effect in the ICET assay, but no eye
irritation in the in vivo study conducted with rabbits. Based on the oral acute toxicity study, acetamiprid is
classified as oral acute tox 4 with acute toxicity range from > 300 and < 2000 mg/kg bw (acute toxicity
point estimate 500 mg/kg bw). Since the studies were conducted after June 2011, acute endpoints are also
calculated. Outcome of calculation compared to results of the study did not show any differences. For oral
acute toxicity calculations, point estimate of 301 mg/kg bw (lower limit of the specified range) was used
for classification of product toxicity since acute oral toxicity study with the product itself resulted in a
similar classification.

Implications for labelling: According to the Commission Regulation (EC) NO. 1272/2008, the proposed
toxicological classification for CA3573 is:

Hazard classes (s), categories Acute oral toxicity 4

GHS Pictogram: GHSO07

Signal Word: Warning

Hazard Statement: H302 Harmful if swallowed

Precautionary Statement: P264, P270, P301+P312, P330, P501
Supplemental Hazard Information: To avoid risks to man and the environment, comply

with the instructions for use. [EUH401]
35.2 Operator exposure

Operator exposure to CA3573 was not evaluated as part of the EU review of acetamiprid. The intended use
pattern for national re-registration is within the use pattern considered for product renewal. Therefore, all
relevant data and risk assessments are provided here and are considered adequate. Operator exposure was
assessed against the AOEL and AAOEL agreed in the active substance renewal (0.025 mg/kg bw per day,
respectively). Data on dermal absorption of CA3573 was provided within the 1% product registration and
was considered acceptable. Since, however, EFSA Guidance on Dermal Absorption was updated since the
1%t submission, dermal absorption was recalculated according to the current guideline. Re-calculation ended
up in 4% for the concentrate and 31% for dilutions > 0.035 g/L. Pro-rata correction was not needed.
Operator exposure was modelled using latest version of the EFSA model (30 Mar 2015). According to the
model calculations, the application on oilseed rape (low) or apples (high crop) with gloves during
mixing/loading and application would result in acute systemic operator exposure to be 86.74 % and 90.74
% of the AOEL, respectively. Thus, according to EFSA model, wearing personal protective equipment for
operators is recommended when using CA3573 on oilseed rape or apples.

Implications for labelling resulting from operator assessment: Gloves during mixing/loading and
application.

353 Worker exposure

Worker exposure to CA3573 was not evaluated as part of the EU review of acetamiprid. All relevant data
and risk assessments are provided here and are considered adequate. For the application on oilseed rape
(low crops) according to the EFSA model, the systemic exposure is 10.42 % of the AOEL for the
unprotected worker. It is concluded that for oilseed rape, there is no unacceptable risk anticipated for the
worker wearing adequate work clothing (but no PPE), when re-entering crops treated with CA3573. As a
standard rule, it should be mentioned on the label that treated crops should not be re-entered before spray
deposits on leaf surfaces have completely dried. For the application on apples (high crops), according to
EFSA model, the systemic exposure to acetamiprid is 111.6 % of the AOEL for the unprotected worker
and 55.8 % of the AOEL for the protected worker regarding the worst-case application on apples (1 x 0.050
kg a.s./ha and an interval of 365 days). Since in some countries, it is not allowed to register a use where
worker need to use gloves, refined calculations considering outcome of a DFR study in apples were
performed. The DFR and DTso of 1.813 pg/cm?kg a.s./ha and 3.72 days were used for refinement of worker
exposure, respectively. The refinement resulted in systemic exposure of 67.44 % of the AOEL for the
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unprotected worker and 33.72 % of the AOEL for the protected worker. Hence, it was concluded that
worker exposure in apples would pass the exposure assessment when workers wear adequate work clothing
(but no PPE).

Implications for labelling resulting from worker assessments: None (Treated crops should not be re-
entered before spray deposits on leaf surfaces have completely dried).

3.5.4 Bystander and Resident Exposure

Bystander and resident exposure to CA3573 was not evaluated as part of the EU review of acetamiprid.
Therefore, all relevant data and risk assessments have been provided and are considered adequate. For the
application on oilseed rape (low crops), the systemic exposure of bystanders to CA3573 was 6.98 % of the
AAOEL for adults and 12.56 % of the AAOEL for children. The resident exposure was estimated as 7.99 %
of the AOEL for adults and 20.74 % of the AOEL for children. For the application on apples (high crops),
the systemic exposure of bystanders to CA3573 was 5.81 % of the AAOEL for adults and 10.46 % of the
AAOEL for children. The resident exposure was estimated as 12.08 % of the AOEL for adults and 24.67 %
of the AOEL for children. Thus, according to the EFSA model the application of CA3573 on oilseed rape
or apples results in no risk to any bystander or resident after accidental short-term or long-term exposure.

Implications for labelling resulting from bystander and resident assessments: None.
3.6 Residues and consumer exposure (Part B, Section 7)
3.6.1 Residues

The MRLs for acetamiprid are published in Commission Regulation (EU) No 2019/88, including the crops
(apple, potato, oilseed rape and maize) applied for in this submission. An exceedance of the current MRL
of 0.4 mg/kg (oilseed rape); 0.4 mg/kg (apples) 0.01 mg/kg (potatoes), 0.01 mg/kg (maize/corn) for
Acetamiprid as laid down in Commission Regulation (EU) 2019/88 is not expected.

For the dietary risk assessment, the EFSA Primo model rev. 3.1 was used.

The effects of processing on the nature of acetamiprid residues have been investigated. Data on effects of
processing on the amount of residue have been submitted.
These data were considered for risk assessment.

Residues in succeeding crops have been sufficiently investigated taking into account the specific
circumstances of the cGAP uses being considered here. It is unlikely that residues will be present in
succeeding crops.

Considering dietary burden and based on the intended uses, no significant modification of the intake was
calculated for livestock. Further investigation of residues as well as the modification of MRLs in
commodities of animal origin is therefore not necessary.

The proposed use of the product CA 3573 (Carnadine/Kestrel) is within those supported for the EU MRL
assessment, except for honey. However, as indicated by EU monitoring data only 0.26% of the total number
of analysed honey samples for acetamiprid during 2012 and 2018 exceeded the EU MRL in honey above
the level of quantification (0.05 mg/kg). Therefore, it can be concluded, that the results of the EU
monitoring programmes show that no residues of acetamiprid are present in the vast majority of samples.
No further evaluation is required for national authorisation.

3.6.2 Consumer exposure

The summary of the calculation using the EFSA model rev 3.1 is presented.

The TMDI estimation for acetamiprid varies between 6% and 123% of the ADI. The results of the TMDI
calculations with the EFSA model show that the ADI is >100% for the unrefined chronic risk assessment.
Therefore, a refined chronic risk assessment (IEDI) was performed.
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The results of the IEDI calculations with the EFSA model show that there is no chronic risk for consumer
for the active substance. The IEDI estimation for acetamiprid varies between 2% and 33% of the ADI.
The IEST]I estimation for acetamiprid varies between 2% and 172% of the ARfD. The results of the IESTI
calculations with the EFSA model show that the ARTD is >100% for the unrefined acute risk assessment.
The results of the refined IESTI calculations with the EFSA model show that there is no acute risk for the
consumer for the active substance. The refined IESTI estimation for acetamiprid varies between 0.3% and
91% of the ARTD.

Based on the IEDI and IESTI calculations made to estimate the risk for consumer through diet and other
mean it can be concluded that the use of the product CA 3573 (Carnadine/Kestrel) does not lead to an
unacceptable risk for consumers when applied according to the recommendations.

3.7 Environmental fate and behaviour (Part B, Section 8)

No new laboratory or field studies are presented; all data were evaluated in the EU review (EFSA Journal
2016;14(11):4610). The endpoints from the EU review were used to calculate PECs in soil, surface water
and groundwater for the intended use patterns.

3.7.1 Predicted environmental concentrations in soil (PECsoil)

The PEC in soil of acetamiprid and its soil metabolite IM-1-5 have been assessed according to guidance
given by FOCUS together with the FOCUS groundwater interception values. According to the proposed
GAP, the maximum application rates with minimum interception were taken into account representing the
worst-case conditions.

Metabolites IM-1-2, IM-1-4 and IC-0 were not included in exposure assessment as ecotoxicologically
relevant. For these compounds the risk is covered from evaluation performed for the parent.

The PEC values for the active substance and its relevant metabolite were used for the ecotoxicological risk
assessment.

3.7.2 Predicted environmental concentrations in groundwater (PECgw)

The PEC of acetamiprid and its soil metabolites IM-1-2, IM-1-4, IC-0 and IM-1-5 in groundwater (PECgyw)
have been assessed with the models FOCUS PEARL 4.4.4 and FOCUS PELMO 5.5.3. Calculations with
FOCUS MACRO 5.5.4. were only performed for acetamiprid and the metabolite IM-1-5. Maximum
application rates with minimum interception values were used in the modelling.

For all intended uses, PECqw far below the threshold concentration of 0.1 pg/L were obtained at Tier 1 for
acetamiprid and metabolites IM-1-2, IM-1-4 and IC-0. Metabolite IM-1-5 showed some leaching potential,
but in neither crop its PECqw exceeded 0.1 pg/L in scenarios relevant for Poland (i.e. Chateaudun, Hamburg
and Kremsmiinster).

Overall, based on performed modelling it may be concluded that no unacceptable contamination of
groundwater is expected following intended uses of CA3573 in Poland.

3.7.3 Predicted environmental concentrations in surface water (PECsw)

The PEC of acetamiprid and its metabolites in surface water (PECsw) have been assessed with the FOCUS
surface water models (Steps 1 and 2 in FOCUS, FOCUS SWASH v5.3, FOCUS PRZM v4.3.1, FOCUS
MACRO v5.5.4, FOCUS TOXSWA v5.5.3) with consideration of the intended uses of CA3574 in the
Central Zone. For some uses also Step 4 simulations were deemed necessary and were performed using
SWAN v5.0 with consideration of unsprayed buffer zones, vegetated filter strips and spray drift reduction.

The results for PEC surface water for the active substance and its metabolites were used for the eco-
toxicological risk assessment.
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3.74 Predicted environmental concentrations in air (PECair)

The fate and behaviour of acetamiprid in air was evaluated during the EU review. No additional studies
were conducted. As the vapour pressure of acetamiprid is very low (< 10 Pa at 20°C), it is regarded as
non-volatile. Its volatilisation from plant and soil surfaces is regarded to be very low. Additionally, it is
rapidly degraded in air (DTso =0.14 days). Therefore, long-range transport in the atmosphere is not
considered relevant.

3.8 Ecotoxicology (Part B, Section 9)
3.8.1 Effects on terrestrial vertebrates
Birds

The acute and long-term risks of CA3573 (a.s. acetamiprid) to birds were assessed from toxicity exposure
ratios between toxicity endpoints, estimated from studies with acetamiprid, and maximum residues
occurring on food items following applications according to the proposed use pattern. Risk of secondary
poisoning and risk to birds from exposure via drinking water was considered to be low.

The TER values, calculated for recommended scenarios, all exceed the trigger values of 10 for acute risk
and 5 for long-term risk, indicating that the risk to birds is acceptable following use of CA3573 according
to the proposed use pattern.

Mammals

The acute and long-term risks of CA3573 (a.s. acetamiprid) to mammals were assessed from toxicity
exposure ratios between toxicity endpoints, estimated from studies with acetamiprid, and maximum
residues occurring on food items following applications according to the proposed use pattern. The long-
term risk to small herbivorous mammals was addressed in a higher tier risk assessment, including data on
diet (PD). Risk of secondary poisoning and risk to mammals from exposure via drinking water was
considered to be low.

The TER values, calculated for recommended scenarios, all exceed the trigger values of 10 for acute risk,
indicating that the acute risk to mammals is acceptable following use of CA3573 according to the proposed
use pattern.

Based on the Tier 1 evaluation acceptable long-term risk could be concluded for intended application in
orchards at 25 g a.s./ha, potatoes at 36 g a.s./ha and oilseed rape at 50 g a.s./ha. For applications in
orchards at 50 g a.s./ha potentially unacceptable long-term risk was
concluded for small herbivorous mammals and frugivorous mammals (orchards only).

Refinement of the risk to small herbivores has been performed with consideration of the data on the diet
composition of the common vole. Based on the performed evaluation acceptable risk could be concluded
for application to orchards at 50 g a.s./ha.

The risk to frugivorous mammals from application of acetamiprid in orchards at 50 g a.s./ha has been
refined with consideration of the RUD value in large fruits. Acceptable risk could be concluded.

Overall it is concluded that acetamiprid will not pose unacceptable risk to mammals following intended
application to oilseed rape, potatoes and orchards.
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3.8.2 Effects on aquatic species

The risks to aquatic organisms from the intended uses of CA3573 were evaluated on the basis of the
available ecotoxicity studies on the active substance, its metabolites and the formulation. The risks from
the metabolites are low and were acceptable on FOCUS Step-1 level. Regarding the formulation and the
active substance, the risks to aquatic invertebrates had to be refined by using a mesocosm study. Following
this, acceptable risks were demonstrated on FOCUS Step-3 level for the intended uses in spring oil seed
rape (1 x 60 g a.s./ha) and potatoes (1 x 36 g a.s./ha). Regarding the other intended uses, the following
mitigating measures need to be considered (FOCUS Step 4):
1. Applesat 25 ga.s./ha:
e unsprayed buffer zone of 15 m to surface water bodies, or
e  buffer zone of 10 m to surface water bodies combined with 50% drift reduction, or
o reduction of the spray drift by 75% using relevant drift reducing techniques.
2. Apples at 50 g a.s./ha:
unsprayed buffer zone of 20 m to surface water bodies, or
buffer zone of 15 m to surface water bodies combined with 50% drift reduction, or
buffer zone of 10 m to surface water bodies combined with 75% drift reduction, or
reduction of the spray drift by 90% using relevant drift reducing techniques.

3.8.3 Effects on bees

The risk assessment performed in line with SANCO/1039/2002 demonstrated acceptable risk to bees
following application of CA3573 to all crops intended in Poland.

However, as acetamiprid is an insecticide with the specific mode of action, evaluation of the chronic risk
to adult bees and bee larvae was also deemed necessary. In absence of the chronic and larvae risk assessment
scheme, the zZRMS concluded that the risk assessment as provided in EFSA (2013) will be most relevant to
cover the risk to all bee stages and all exposure patterns, even though the guidance is not noted yet at the
EU level.

Evaluation based on indications of EFSA (2013) demonstrated acceptable acute and chronic risk to adult
bees and larvae exposed following intended uses of CA3573 in potatoes.

For apples acceptable acute and chronic risk could be concluded for applications performed after flowering
(from BBCH 70 onwards) for all routes of exposure, while for application carried out at BBCH 62-69
unacceptable chronic risk was concluded for adult bees and larvae exposed in the treated crop scenario. For
oilseed rape acceptable risk could be concluded for weeds, field margin, adjacent crop and next crop
scenarios, but unacceptable risk was concluded for chronic risk was concluded for adult bees and larvae
exposed in the treated crop scenario.

Refinement of the risk based on sugar content in nectar of apples and oilseed rape confirmed unacceptable
risk following application to apples and acceptable risk following application to oilseed rape. However,
these calculations were considered by the zZRMS to be not fully reliable and were thus concluded to be
illustrative only.

Available higher tier studies (tunnel, semi-field and field trials) were sufficient to demonstrate acceptable
risk to bees from application of CA3573 to flowering oilseed rape, provided that application is carried out
in the evening, after the bee flight.

Field studies were not sufficient to address the risk to bees following application of CA3573 to flowering
apples and for this reason the intended uses in this crop are restricted to the post-flowering period (BBCH
70-PHI).

3.8.4 Effects on other arthropod species other than bees

Regarding non-target arthropods in in-field habitats, the available data from aged residue studies clearly



CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel Page 21 /137
Part A — National Assessment Version: March 2022
ZRMS version

demonstrate that recovery within an ecologically relevant timeframe can be expected.

Regarding non-target arthropods in off-field habitats, the data from the available field study show that no
unacceptable risks are to be expected when CA3573 is applied according to good agricultural practice,
except for the intended use in pome fruit at an application rates of 1 x 50 g a.s./haand 1 x 25 g a.s./ha.

The risk to off-field non-target arthropods is acceptable following use of CA3573 in pome fruit (1 x 25 g
a.s./ha), provided the following risk mitigation measures are applied:

o  50% drift reduction or

e 5mbuffer

The risk to off-field non-target arthropods is acceptable following use of CA3573 in pome fruit (1 x 50 g
a.s./ha), provided the following risk mitigation measures are applied:

e 75% drift reduction or

e 5 m buffer combined with 50% drift reduction or

e 10 m buffer

In conclusion, no unacceptable risks for non-target arthropods are expected when CA3573 is applied
according to good agricultural practice and considering risk mitigation measures as specified above for the
uses in pome fruit (1 x 50 g a.s./haand 1 x 25 g a.s./ha).

3.8.5 Effects on soil organisms

Soil macro- and meso-fauna

The risk of CA3573 to earthworms and other non-target soil macro-organisms, was assessed from long-
term toxicity exposure ratios (TERS) between the selected no-effect concentrations, derived from laboratory
tests on CA3573, acetamiprid, its relevant soil metabolites, and the maximum PECsi.

Acceptable risk could be concluded for earthworms and Hypoaspis aculeifer from all relevant compounds
and Folsomia candida exposed to metabolite IM-1-5. However, unacceptable risk was concluded for
Folsomia candida exposed to acetamiprid in CA3573 following intended early uses in potatoes, resulting
with the highest exposure. Therefore additional risk assessment has been performed for Folsomia candida
following each intended use as well as later uses in potatoes at BBCH 20-79. Acceptable risk could be
concluded and CA3573 may be thus authorised for intended uses in apples, oilseed rape (spring and winter)
and potatoes at BBCH 20-79. No authorisation for application to potatoes at BBCH 12-19 may be granted
until additional data enabling refinement of the risk to Folsomia candida are provided.

Risk from metabolites IM-1-2, IM-1-4 and IC-0 is considered to be covered by evaluation performed for
the parent compound.
Soil micro-organisms

The risk of CA3573 to soil microorganisms was evaluated by comparison of the maximum concentrations
with effects <25% derived from laboratory tests, with maximum PECs.. For metabolite IM-1-5 the
evaluation was performed with consideration of the maximum agreed accumulated PECs,; and assumption
that metabolite is 10 times more toxic for the parent.

No effects > 25% occurred at tested rates exceeding the relevant PECsi values, indicating that the risk to
soil microorganisms is acceptable following the use of CA3573 according to the proposed use patterns.

Risk from metabolites IM-1-2, IM-1-4 and 1C-0 is considered to be covered by evaluation performed for
the parent compound.

3.8.6 Effects on non-target terrestrial plants

The application of CA3573 according to the proposed use pattern will pose an acceptable risk to non-target
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terrestrial plants.

3.8.7 Effects on other terrestrial organisms (Flora and Fauna)
Not relevant.

3.9 Relevance of metabolites (Part B, Section 10)

PECgw of all metabolites are < 0.1 ug/L. Therefore, no relevance assessment is required.

4 Conclusion of the national comparative assessment (Art. 50 of
Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009)

The product CA3573 does not contain any active substances which are considered as candidates for
substitution.

5 Further information to permit a decision to be made or to support
a review of the conditions and restrictions associated with the
authorization

Additional data to address the risk to bees in orchards must be submitted in order to remove restriction of
use of CA3573 to the post-flowering period (BBCH 70-PHI).

Additional data to address the risk to Folsomia candida must be submitted in order to remove restriction of
use of CA3573 in potatoes to BBCH 20-79.
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Appendix 1 Copy of the product authorization

Zerwolenie na wprowsdzanie do obrom srodka echrony reclin Fastrel 200 SL jest waine do dnia
30.04.2018 1.

[FY]

4. Po uplywie wiw terminuy wafnosci zezwolsnia okres na mudycie ismiejacych zapasow srodka jest
OETAmIC IOy
— do dmia 31.10.2019 1. w odniesienin do sprzedafy i dystrybuci srodka ochrony roslin Eestrel
200 SL wprowadzonezo do obrom preed dniem uphvwm waZnosd zerwolenia,
— dio dnia 31.10.2020 1. w odniesieniu do jego unieszkodliviania, przechowywania 1 stosowania.

Uzasadnienie

Whioskiem z dnia 28 gmadnia 2015 1. spolka Adama Polska Sp. z oo, ul Sienna 39, 00-121
Warszawa wystapila o wydanie zerwolenia na wprowsdzanie do obrom srodka ochrony roslin Eestrel
200 5L

W tokn prowszdzonego postepowaniz administracyjnege stona oswiadczeniem z dnia § majz 2018 1.
poinformowala, 22 03 mocy porosumienia handlowego pomiedzy spolks Adama Polska Sp. z owo.
a3 Mufarm Polska Sp. z oo, prawa i obowiazki rwiazane z postepowaniem admimistracyjoym
dotyczacym wydsnia zerwolenia na wprowadzanie do obrotu srodka ochrony roshn Eestrel 200 SL
zostaly przeniesione na spolke Mufarm Poltka Sp. z o.0. oraz preedlozyls korekte wrniosku = dnia 10
maja 018 r., w kiorej jako wmicskodswea widnisje spolka Mufarm Polska 5p. z 0.0. PowyZsza zmisna
zostala zaskcepiowana.

Dodatkowoe, strona whnioskiem z dnia 23 maja 2018 r. wystgpila o wwzglednienie w zezwolenin
zastosowan maloobszarowych (zastocsowanie w rzepaku jarym), zzodmie z ar 51 rozporzadesenia
Parlamentn Eunropejskiego i Rady (WE) or 11072009, co zostalo dokonane ninisjsza decyzja.

Ma mocy art. 9 ust. 1 pkt. 1 ustawy o srediach echromy roziin minister wiasciwy do spraw rolnictwa
preekazal prredlodons wraz = woicskiem dokumentacje dofyczacy wmioskowsznego srodka ochrony
roslin podmiotowi upowainionenm, o ktorym mowa w art. 10 ust. 1 wyzZej wskazanej ustawy — spolce

E-V-A Sp. z oo, w Warszawie.

Majac na wwadze art 20 ust. 1 rozporzgdzenia Parlamenim Europejskiego i Rady (WE) or 11072008
oTaz ocemy i mapory opracowane przez spodke E-V-A Sp. z oo w Wamzawie stwierdzooo
0 ILAstEpje:;
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[FT]

L

. W cklad przedmictowsge srodka ochroay roslin wchodzi substancja czyona acetamipryd

dopuszezona do stosowania w srodkach ochromy reslin przer Komisje Europejska i spelnisjace
wammki raiizane z jej ufyvciem okreslone wrozporzadzenin wykonsworym Eomizji (UE) or
54002011 z dnia 25 maja 2011 r. w sprawie wykonania rosporsgdzenia Pariomentu Europgiskieso
i Rady (WE} nr 11072009 w odniesteniu do wykazu zatwierdzonych substangi coymmvch (Dz. Urz.
UEL153=z11.062011, s 1, zpoen zm ).

. Okreslono wiasciwosci fizyczne i chemicrne srodks ochromy roslin oraz potwiesdzono, Ze 53 one

odpowiednie do zakresn stosowania, preechowywania i transportu, okreslono rodzaj i zawsartosc
substancji czymmej oraz imoych substancji srodka ochrony rosling wofym  zamieczyszozen
o maczenin toksykologicznym 1 ekotoksykologicanym.

. Okreslono wisiciwy dla prosdmictowego frodka rodzsj opskowan, = uwzglednieniem matesiahn

z ktoryeh =3 one wykonane, sposobu ich wykonania oraz ich wymiardw i pojenmosci, wyrmiar

otwor, w tym zamkniecia i sposobu uszezelnienis.

. Srodek ochrony roslin stosowany zgodnie T preemaczeniem nie wykazuje zagrodenis dla adrowia

czlowieka, zwierzat lub frodowisks, a3 w szczepdlnosc wod powierzchmiowych | podriemmych,
w fym wody przeznaczone] do spofycia oraz mie wykazuje nispozzdanego oddzialywamis na
organiziy nie bedsce celem jego zastosowanis.

. Ustalonmy zostal najwyiszy dopuszczalny poziom pozostalosci wsrodksch spodywozych, keory

obejmuje zakres stosowania srodka, zgodoy z wartosciami okreslomymi w rozporzadzenin (WE)
or 3062005 Parlamenm Europejzkiego i Fady z dmia 23 lutego 2005 r. w odniesienin do
ngiwyisoych dopuszezalmych pozioméw porostaloici pestycydow w Sywneicl | paszy pochodsenia
rosinnege

i swigrzcgeege (Dz Uz, UEL 70z 16.03.2005 1, str. 1, Zz pomm. zm. ).

. Porwierdzono skutecrnosc drislamia srodks w zakresie okreslonym w etykiecde stanowiacej

zalacznik do nindejszege zezwolenis oraz nie wykszsno niepofadapeso drialamiz na rosliny
i produkty roslinne.

Eomisja do spraw Srodkéw Ochrony Roslin uchwaly nr 1132018 w dniu 22 maja 2013 ©. pezytywnie
zaopiniowala wiiosek w sprawie wirdanmia zezwolenis na wprowadzanie do obrom soodka ochroay
roslin Eestrel 200 5L.

Przy okreslanin termim waimosci zezwolenmin uwzzledniono przepisy art. 32 rorporzsdzenia
Parlament Europejzkiego i Rady (WE) nr 11072008, zgodnie z ktorymi wainosd zezwolenia ustala
sie na okres miepreekraczajacy roku od dsty wygasmiecis wainosci zatwierdrenia substancji czynnej
zawartej] w damym srodku ochrony reslin W ozwiszku z powyissym uwzglednizjac termimy
zatwierdzenia mbstancji czynnej zawanej w preedmictowym srodku, okreslons w rozporzadzenin
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Appendix 2  Copy of the product label

Komentarz oceniajacych:

Etykieta zostala sprawdzona w zakresie fizykochemii, metod analitycznych, toksykologii i istotnosSci
toksykologicznej metabolitow, pozostatosci, losu i zachowania, ekotoksykologii oraz skutecznosci dziatania srodka
ochrony roslin. Zmiany wynikajace z oceny wprowadzono do ponizszej etykiety w widoczny sposob, poprzez
zaznaczenie ich szarym pods$wietleniem tekstu (fragmenty dodane) lub

(fragmenty usuniete).

Zakres zmian jest nastgpujacy:

Sekcja whasciwosci fizykochemiczne i metody analityczne:

1. Srodek nie wykazuje whasciwosci wybuchowych i utleniajacych, znakowanie $rodka wynikajace z wyzej
wymienionych wtasciwosci fizykochemicznych zgodne z zapisami Rozporzadzenia Parlamentu Europejskiego
i Rady (WE) NR 1272/2008 z dnia 16 grudnia 2008r. nie jest wymagane.

2. Okres waznos$ci: 2 lata w opakowaniach wykonanych z HDPE na podstawie wynikéw 2-letnich badan
stabilnos$ci. W zwiazku z powyzszym, wszystkie opakowania wymienione, w punkcie 4.1 Sekcji 1 mozna
uzna¢ za odpowiednie do celéw transportu i magazynowania srodka ochrony roslin.

3. Brak uwag do punktéw dotyczacych warunkdw przechowywania i bezpiecznego usuwania srodka ochrony
ro$lin i opakowania oraz sporzadzania cieczy uzytkowe;j.

4. Brak uwag do zapisu nazwy grupy chemicznej, do ktorej przyporzadkowano substancje czynng. Zawartos¢
substancji czynnej wyrazona w procentach zostata obliczona w oparciu o gestos¢ produktu 1.1361 g/mL
zgodnie z punktem 2.6.1 Sekcji 1).

Sekcja toksykologia i istotnos¢ toksykologiczna metabolitow:
1. W czegsci dotyczacej zasad bezpiecznego stosowania Sor. (Srodki ostroznosci dla 0sob stosujgcych srodek)
zmodyfikowano zapis wynikajacy z szacowania narazenia OPEX zgodnie z wymaganiami harmonizacyjnymi.

Sekcja pozostatosci:

1. Skorygowano w etykiecie maksymalna liczbe zabiegow w uprawie jabtoni oraz rzepaku 0zimego i jarego w
sezonie wegetacyjnym z dwoch do jednego (zgodnie z oceniong tabelg GAP).

2. Wprowadzono zapis do etykiety dotyczacy roslin nastgpczych: ,,Okres od ostatniego zastosowania srodka na
ro$liny do dnia, w ktérym mozna sia¢ lub sadzi¢ ro§liny uprawiane nastgpczo: nie ma ograniczen co do okresu
od ostatniego zastosowania srodka do dnia, w ktorym mozna sia¢ lub sadzi¢ rosliny uprawiane nastgpczo.”

3. W przypadku wczesniejszej likwidacji plantacji mozna sia¢ lub uprawiac rosliny po 30 dniach od ostatniego
zabiegu $rodkiem zawierajacym acetamiprid.

Sekcja los i zachowanie w $rodowisku:

1. Wykreslono zapis wskazujacy na mozliwos¢ stosowania srodka CA3573 w sadach tylko co dwa lata ze
wzgledu na ochrone wod podziemnych (w oparciu o przeprowadzong oceng Srodek w proponowanych
dawkach moze by¢ stosowany co roku).

Sekcja ekotoksykologia:

1. Dodano zwrot P501.

2. Zmieniono fazy BBCH, w ktorych mozna stosowa¢ srodek do ochrony ziemniaka (BBCH 20-79).
3. Przywrécono zastosowania w rzepaku, jednak w zredukowanej dawce 0,25 | $rodka/ha.

4. Zmieniono fazy BBCH, w ktorych mozna stosowaé $rodek do ochrony jabtoni (BBCH 70-PHI).

5. Wykre$lono cze$¢ zapisow dotyczacych ochrony pszczot (w ziemniakach ocena wykazata dopuszczalne
ryzyko dla wszystkich scenariuszy: kwitnacej uprawy, kwitnagcych chwastow w polu i poza polem oraz
sasiadujacych kwitngcych roslin; w rzepaku srodek nie moze by¢ stosowany w ogole, zas§ w sadach moze by¢
stosowany wytacznie po okresie kwitnienia). Niemniej ze wzgledow bezpieczenstwa utrzymano zapis o
koniecznosci unikania znosu z chmura oprysku na sasiadujace uprawy bedace w fazie kwitnienia.

6. Przywrd6cono i poprawiono zapisy dotyczace narzedzi zarzadzania ryzykiem dla zastosowan w
rzepaku ozimym i jarym .

7. Poprawiono zapisy dotyczace narzgdzi zarzadzania ryzykiem dla zastosowan w ziemniaku i jabloniach.

Sekcja skutecznos¢:
1. Zgodnie z tabela GAP oraz zgodnie z zapisem samego wnioskodawcy, dotyczacym rotacji mechanizméw
dziatania, skorygowano maksymalng liczbg zabiegdw w rzepaku ozimym, w jabtoni, i w rzepaku jarym.
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2. Uzupehiono, skorygowano i rozszerzono tresci dotyczace strategii antyodpornosciowej w rozdziale ,,SRODKI
OSTROZNOSCI, OKRESY KARENCIJI I SZCZEGOLNE WARUNKI STOSOWANIA”, zgodnie z
informacjami zawartymi przez wnioskodawce w dRR, lecz nie uwzglednionymi przez niego w tresci projektu
etykiety.

Posiadacz zezwolenia:
Nufarm Polska Sp. z 0.0., ul. Grdjecka 1/3, 02-019 Warszawa, tel.: 22 620 32 52, fax: 22 654 07 97,

www.nufarm.pl

Podmiot odpowiedzialny za koncowe pakowanie i etykietowanie $rodka ochrony roslin: ......

Podmiot odpowiedzialny za koncowe etykietowanie srodka ochrony roslin: ........

KESTREL 200 SL

Srodek przeznaczony do stosowania przez uzytkownikéw profesjonalnych

Zawarto$¢ substancji czynnej:
acetamipryd (zwiazek z grupy neonikotynoidow) 200 g/1 (17,6%)

Zezwolenie MRiIRW Nr R-106/2018 z dnia 28.05.2018 r.
ostatnio zmienione decyzja MRiRW nr R — 325/2020d z dnia 30.04.2020 r.

Uwaga

H302 Dziata szkodliwie po potknieciu.

H410 Dziata bardzo toksycznie na organizmy wodne, powodujac dtugotrwate skutki.

EUH 401 W celu uniknigcia zagrozen dla zdrowia ludzi i rodowiska, nalezy postepowac zgodnie
z instrukcja uzycia.

P264 Doktadnie umy¢ rece po uzyciu.

P301 + P312 | W PRZYPADKU POLKNIECIA: w przypadku ztego samopoczucia skontaktowac si¢
z OSRODKIEM ZATRUC/lekarzem.

P391 Zebra¢ wyciek.

P501 Zawartos¢/pojemnik usuwaé do recyklingu badz sktadowania na sktadowiskach
odpowiednich dla pestycydow lub spalania w odpowiednich instalacjach

OPIS DZIALANIA
INSEKTYCYD w formie koncentratu rozpuszczalnego w wodzie (SL), o dziataniu kontaktowym i
zotadkowym. Na ro$linie dziata powierzchniowo, wgtebnie 1 uktadowo.

Zgodnie z klasyfikacja IRAC substancja czynna acetamipryd zaliczana jest do grupy neonikotynoidéw
(grupa 4A).


http://www.nufarm.pl/
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STOSOWANIE SRODKA
Srodek przeznaczony do stosowania przy uzyciu samobieznych lub ciggnikowych opryskiwaczy polowych
lub sadowniczych.

Ziemniak

stonka ziemniaczana (larwy i chrzgszcze)

Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,18 I/ha

Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,12-0,18 I/ha

Wyzsza z zalecanych dawek nalezy zastosowaé w przypadku bujnie rozwini¢tej naci ziemniaczanej lub
duzej liczebnosci stonki ziemniaczane;j.

Termin stosowania:

zabieg wykona¢ w momencie sktadania jaj i masowego wylegu larw, od poczatku fazy tworzenia bocznych
odgalezien do konca fazy rozwoju
owocow (BBCH 20-79 ).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

Maksymalna liczba zabiegéw w sezonie wegetacyjnym:1

Rzepak ozimy

chowacz brukwiaczek

Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha

Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,15-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Stosowa¢ po wystapieniu chrzaszczy na plantacji, zgodnie z sygnalizacja. Zabieg wykona¢ w fazie
wydtuzania pedu, od momentu, gdy widoczne jest pierwsze miedzywezle do fazy 9 miedzywezli (BBCH
31-39).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 L/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

chowacz czterozebny

Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha

Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,15-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Stosowaé monitoring w postaci zé6ttych naczyn z woda.

Zabieg wykona¢ na poczatku nalotu na plantacje, przed zlozeniem jaj przez szkodniki, od fazy, gdy
widoczne jest pierwsze miedzywezle do fazy ,,zoltego paka”, gdy widoczne sa pierwsze ptlatki, a paki
kwiatowe sg nadal zamkniete (BBCH31-59).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha
Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

stodyszek rzepakowy

Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha

Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,18-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Stosowac po wystgpieniu chrzgszczy na plantacji, zgodnie z sygnalizacja. Zabieg wykona¢ od fazy, gdy
paki kwiatowe zamknigte sg w liSciach do otwarcia pierwszych kwiatoéw (BBCH 50-60).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

chowacz podobnik, pryszczarek kapustnik
Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha
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Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,15-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Zabieg wykona¢ od poczatku fazy kwitnienia, gdy jest co najmniej 10% otwartych kwiatow na glownym
kwiatostanie (faza poczatku kwitnienia) do poczatku fazy rozwoju owocoéw, gdy 10% tuszczyn osiagneto
typowa wielkos¢ (BBCH 61-71).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

Maksymalna liczba zabiegow w rzepaku ozimym w sezonie wegetacyjnym: 1
Odstep miedzy zabiegami: co najmniej 7 dni

Jablon
owocowka jabtkoweczka
Zalecana/maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha (max dawka 0,093 L/ha m
wysokosci korony; max dawka 0,154 L/ha LWA)
Liczba zabiegéw: 1
Termin stosowania:
Opryskiwa¢ na poczatku lotu motyli i masowego sktadania jaj, zgodnie z sygnalizacjg, lub w fazie
rozwojowej jaja szkodnika zwanej stadium czarnej gléwki. Srodek stosowaé od poczatku
fazy tworzenia owocow (BBCH 70)
do poczatku okresu karencji, najpozniej 14 dni przed zbiorem owocow.
Zalecana ilos¢ wody: 500-900 I/ha

mszyca jabtoniowa
Zalecana/maksymalna dawka $rodka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,125 1/ha (max dawka 0,046 L/ha
m wysokosci korony; max dawka 0,077 L/ha LWA)
Liczba zabiegow: 1
Termin stosowania:
Srodek stosowaé od poczatku fazy tworzenia owocéw (BBCH 70)
do poczatku okresu karencji, tj. najpdzniej 14 dni przed zbiorem
OWOCOW.
Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 500-900 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste
Maksymalna liczba zabiegdw w uprawie jabtoni w sezonie wegetacyjnym: -~ 1

STOSOWANIE SRODKA OCHRONY ROSLIN W UPRAWACH
| ZASTOSOWANIACH MAEOOBSZAROWYCH

Odpowiedzialnosé za skutecznosé dzialania i fitotoksycznosé
srodka ochrony roslin stosowanego w uprawach matoobszarowych
ponosi wylgcznie jego uiytkownik.

Rzepak jary
chowacz czterozebny
Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha
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Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,15-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Zabieg wykona¢ zgodnie z sygnalizacja od fazy, gdy widoczne jest pierwsze miedzywezle do fazy ,,z6ttego
paka”, gdy widoczne sg pierwsze ptatki, a pgki kwiatowe sa nadal zamknigte (BBCH 31-59).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

stodyszek rzepakowy

Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha

Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,18-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Zabieg wykona¢ zgodnie z sygnalizacja od fazy, gdy paki kwiatowe zamkniete sag w liciach do otwarcia
pierwszych kwiatow (BBCH 50-60).

Zalecana ilo$¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

chowacz podobnik, pryszczarek kapustnik,

Maksymalna dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,25 I/ha

Zalecana dawka dla jednorazowego zastosowania: 0,2-0,25 I/ha

Liczba zabiegow: 1

Termin stosowania:

Zabieg wykonac od fazy, gdy jest co najmniej 10% otwartych kwiatow na gtownym kwiatostanie (poczatek
fazy kwitnienia) do momentu gdy 10% tuszczyn osiagneto typowa wielkos¢ (BBCH 61-71).

Zalecana ilos¢ wody: 200-400 I/ha

Zalecane opryskiwanie: sredniokropliste

Maksymalna liczba zabiegdw w uprawie rzepaku jarego w sezonie wegetacyjnym: 1
Odstep miedzy zabiegami: co najmniej 7 dni

SRODKI OSTROZNOSCI, OKRESY KARENCJI I SZCZEGOLNE WARUNKI STOSOWANIA

Okres od ostatniego zastosowania srodka do dnia zbioru rosliny uprawnej (okres karencji):
Jabton- 14 dni

Ziemniaki- 7 dni

Rzepak- 28 dni

1. Podczas stosowania srodka nie dopusci¢ do:

3.

4.

znoszenia cieczy uzytkowej na sasiednie rosliny uprawne,

naktadania si¢ cieczy uzytkowej na stykach pasow zabiegowych i uwrociach.
Srodek Kestrel zawiera acetamipryd, substancje owadobdjcza z grupy neonikotynoidéw (grupa 4A w
klasyfikacji IRAC). W celu zminimalizowania ryzyka uodparniania si¢ zwalczanych szkodnikow na
acetamipryd nie nalezy w danym sezonie wegetacyjnym powtarza¢ zabiegéw za pomocg Srodkow
nalezacych do tej samej grupy mechanizmow dziatania. -~ W przypadku koniecznosci powtdrzenia

zabiegu, zamiast srodka zawierajgcego acetamipryd (grupa IRAC 4A) nalezy zastosowac
insektycyd zawierajacy substancje czynng z innej grupy IRAC, tj. 0 innym mechanizmie
dziatania. . Alternatywnie, mozna stosowac srodek zawierajacy acetamipryd w

mieszaninie zbiornikowej z preparatem substancji aktywnej z innej grupy, o ile takie mieszaniny sa
dozwolone.

Srodek nalezy uzywa¢ w dawkach zalecanych w etykiecie dla poszczegdlnych gatunkoéw zwalczanych
szkodnikow.

3. Termin zabiegu wyznaczy¢ za pomocg dostepnych metod sygnalizacji pojawu szkodnikow.
4. Opryskiwanie przeciwko szkodnikom (zwlaszcza ssagcym) wykona¢ doktadnie, pokrywajac wszystkie
czegsci roslin ciecza uzytkowa.
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NASTEPSTWO ROSLIN

Srodek nie stanowi zagrozenia dla roslin uprawianych nastepczo.

Okres od ostatniego zastosowania $rodka na rosliny do dnia, w ktérym mozna sia¢ lub sadzi¢ ro$liny
uprawiane nastgpczo:

nie ma ograniczen, co do okresu od ostatniego zastosowania $rodka do dnia, w ktorym mozna sia¢ lub
sadzi¢ rosliny uprawiane nastepczo.

SPORZADZANIE CIECZY UZYTKOWEJ

Przed przystapieniem do sporzadzania cieczy uzytkowej doktadnie ustali¢ potrzebng jej objetos¢ oraz ilosé
srodka. Zawartoscig opakowania przed uzyciem wstrzasnac.

Napetniajac opryskiwacz postepowac zgodnie z instrukcjg producenta opryskiwacza. W wypadku braku
instrukcji odmierzong ilo§¢ $rodka poda¢ do zbiornika opryskiwacza napelnionego czeSciowo woda
(z wlaczonym mieszadtem)

Oproznione opakowania przeplukaé trzykrotnie wodg, a poptuczyny wla¢ do zbiornika opryskiwacza
z cieczg uzytkows.

W przypadku przerw w opryskiwaniu przed ponownym przystapieniem do pracy, doktadnie wymieszac
ciecz uzytkowa w zbiorniku opryskiwacza.

POSTEPOWANIE Z RESZTKAMI CIECZY UZYTKOWEJ I MYCIE APARATURY

Resztki cieczy uzytkowej nalezy:

— jezeli jest to mozliwe, po uprzednim rozcienczeniu zuzy¢ na powierzchni, na ktérej przeprowadzono
zabieg, lub

— unieszkodliwi¢ z wykorzystaniem rozwigzan technicznych zapewniajacych biologiczng degradacje
substancji czynnych §rodkoéw ochrony roslin, lub

—  unieszkodliwi¢ w inny sposéb, zgodny z przepisami o odpadach.

Po pracy aparaturg doktadnie wymy¢.

Z woda uzyta do mycia aparatury postapi¢ tak, jak z resztkami cieczy uzytkowej, stosujac te same $rodki
ochrony osobistej.

SRODKI OSTROZNOSCI DLA OSOB STOSUJACYCH SRODEK, PRACOWNIKOW ORAZ
OSOB POSTRONNYCH

Przed zastosowaniem s$rodka nalezy poinformowaé o tym fakcie wszystkie zainteresowane strony, ktore
moga by¢ narazone na znoszenie cieczy uzytkowej i ktére zwrdcily sie o taka informacie.

Nie jes¢, nie pié, ani nie pali¢ podczas uzywania produktu.

Stosowac rekawice ochronne i odziez robocza (kombinezon), w trakcie przygotowywania cieczy uzytkowej
oraz w trakcie wykonywania zabiegu.

Okres od zastosowania $rodka do dnia, w ktorym na obszar, na ktérym zastosowano §rodek moga wejs$¢
ludzie oraz zosta¢ wprowadzone zwierzeta (okres prewencji):

nie wchodzi¢ do czasu catkowitego wyschnigcia cieczy uzytkowej na powierzchni roslin.

SRODKI OSTROZNOSCI ZWIAZANE Z OCHRONA SRODOWISKA NATURALNEGO

Nie zanieczyszcza¢ wod $srodkiem ochrony roslin lub jego opakowaniem. Nie my¢ aparatury w poblizu

wod powierzchniowych. Unika¢ zanieczyszczania wod poprzez rowy odwadniajace z gospodarstw i drog.

W przypadku stosowania $srodka w formie oprysku w celu ochrony pszczét i innych owadow zapylajacych:

— unika¢ znoszenia na uprawy sasiednie, szczeg6lnie z kwitnagcymi ro§linami.
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Ziemniak

W celu ochrony organizméw wodnych konieczne jest okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci

1 m od zbiornikéw i ciekow wodnych.

W celu ochrony ro$lin oraz stawonogoéw niebedacych celem dziatania srodka konieczne jest okreslenie
strefy ochronnej o szeroko$ci 1 m od terendow nieuzytkowanych rolniczo.

Rzepak ozimy
W celu ochrony organizméw wodnych konieczne jest okreslenie zadarnionej strefy ochronnej

0 szerokosci 10 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych.

W celu ochrony ros$lin oraz stawonogow niebedacych celem dziatania srodka konieczne jest okreslenie
strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 1 m od teren6w nieuzytkowanych rolniczo.

Srodek stosowaé¢ wieczorem, po zakonczeniu oblotu przez pszczoty i inne owady zapylajace.

Rzepak jary
W celu ochrony organizméw wodnych konieczne jest okreslenie strefy ochronnej
0 szerokosci 1 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych.

W celu ochrony ros$lin oraz stawonogéw niebedacych celem dziatania srodka konieczne jest wyznaczenie
strefy ochronnej o szerokos$ci 1 m od terendw nieuzytkowanych rolniczo.
Srodek stosowaé wieczorem, po zakonczeniu oblotu przez pszczoty i inne owady zapylajace.

Jablon

W przypadku dawki 0,25 L/ha niezbedne sa nastepujace narzedzia zarzadzania ryzykiem:
1. W celu ochrony organizméw wodnych konieczne jest:
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 20 m od zbiornikow i ciekdéw wodnych, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 15 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych z jednoczesna
redukcja znosu z chmurg oprysku o 50% za pomoca odpowiednich koncéwek rozpylaczy, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 10 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych z jednoczesng
redukcjg znosu z chmurg oprysku o 75% za pomoca odpowiednich koncéwek rozpylaczy, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 3 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych z jednoczesna
redukcjg znosu z chmurg oprysku o 90% za pomoca odpowiednich koncowek rozpylaczy.
2. W celu ochrony owadow niebedacych celem zwalczania konieczne jest:
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szeroko$ci 10 m od terenéw nieuzytkowanych rolniczo, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 5 m od terenéw nieuzytkowanych rolniczo z
jednoczesng redukcja znosu z chmurg oprysku o 50% za pomoca odpowiednich koncowek
rozpylaczy, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 3 m od terenéw nieuzytkowanych rolniczo z
jednoczesna redukcja znosu z chmura oprysku o 75% za pomoca odpowiednich koncoéwek
rozpylaczy.

W przypadku dawki 0,125 L/ha niezb¢dne sg nastepujace narzedzia zarzadzania ryzykiem:
1. W celu ochrony organizméw wodnych konieczne jest:
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szeroko$ci 15 m od zbiornikow i ciekdéw wodnych, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 10 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych z jednoczesna
redukcjg znosu z chmurg oprysku o 50% za pomoca odpowiednich koncéwek rozpylaczy, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 3 m od zbiornikow i ciekow wodnych z jednoczesng
redukcja znosu z chmurg oprysku o 75% za pomoca odpowiednich koncoéwek rozpylaczy.
2. W celu ochrony owadéw niebedacych celem zwalczania konieczne jest:
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej 0 szeroko$ci 5 m od terenéw nieuzytkowanych rolniczo, lub
—  okreslenie strefy ochronnej o szerokosci 3 m od terenow nieuzytkowanych rolniczo z
jednoczesng redukcja znosu z chmurg oprysku o 75% za pomoca odpowiednich koncowek
rozpylaczy.
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WARUNKI PRZECHOWYWANIA 1 BEZPIECZNEGO USUWANIA SRODKA OCHRONY

ROSLIN I OPAKOWANIA

Chroni¢ przed dzie¢mi.

Srodek ochrony roglin przechowywag:

—  w oryginalnych opakowaniach,

—  wsposob uniemozliwiajacy kontakt z zywnoscig, napojami lub pasza, skazenie §rodowiska oraz dostegp
0s0b trzecich,

—  w temperaturze w zakresie 5°C - 25°C.

Chroni¢ przed zamarzaniem.

Zabrania si¢ wykorzystywania oproznionych opakowan po $rodkach ochrony roslin do innych celow.
Niewykorzystany $rodek przekaza¢ do podmiotu uprawnionego do odbierania odpadéw niebezpiecznych.
Opréznione opakowania po $rodku zwrodci¢ do sprzedawcy $rodkow ochrony roslin bedacych srodkami
niebezpiecznymi.

PIERWSZA POMOC
Antidotum brak, stosowac¢ leczenie objawowe.
W razie koniecznosci zasiggnigcia porady lekarza, nalezy pokazaé opakowanie lub etykiete.

Okres waznosci - 2 lata
Data produkcji - ........
Zawarto$¢ netto - ........
Nrpartii- ...
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Appendix 3  Letter of Access
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Letter of Access to Annex |1l Adama data
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Appendix 4  Lists of data considered for national authorization

List of data submitted by the applicant and relied on

Title

h Company Report No. \éerte- . laimed Justification if
Data point Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate | Data protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
KCP 2.1/01 Walter, D. 2014a | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 before and N Y Data Adama*
after Accelerated Storage at 40° C for 8 Weeks protection
Report No.: R-33406 / S13-03100 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services , EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.1/02 Walter, D. 2015 | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 over 2 years at N Y Data Adama*
20°C protection
Report No.: R-33408 / S13-03102 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.2.1/01 Krack, M. 2013a | MCW-2222, Explosive Properties A.14. N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: R-33398 / 20130274.01 protection
SIEMENS, Prozess-Sicherheit, Germany started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 2.2.2/01 Walter, D. 2014b | Statement about Oxidizing Properties of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: R-33400 / S13-03094 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany started with:
Non GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
Study contains confidentail information — filed as confidential K-
Document in Part C
KCP 2.3.1/01 Walter, D. 2014c | Flash Point of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: R-33401 / S13-03095 protection

Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany
GLP
Unpublished

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Title

Auth Company Report No. \éerte- D . laimed Justification if
Data point uthor(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate ata protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
KCP 2.3.3/01 Krack, M. 2013b | MCW-2222, Auto-Ignition Temperature (Liquids and Gases) N Y Data Adama*
A15. protection
Report No.: R-33399 / 20130274.02 started with:
SIEMENS, Prozess-Sicherheit, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.4.1/01 Walter, D. 2015 | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 over 2 years at N Y Data Adama*
20°C protection
Report No.: R-33408 / S13-03102 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.4.2/01 Walter, D. 2014a | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 before and N Y Data Adama*
after Accelerated Storage at 40° C for 8 Weeks protection
Report No.: R-33406 / S13-03100 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services , EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.4.2/02 Walter, D. 2015 Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 over 2 years at N Y Data Adama*
20°C protection
Report No.: R-33408 / S13-03102 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.5.2/01 Walter, D. 2014d | Viscosity of MCW N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: R-33402 / S13-03096 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 2.5.3/01 Walter, D. 2014e | Surface tension of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: R-33403 / S13-03097 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 2.6.1/01 Walter, D. 2014f | Relative Density of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: R-33404 / S13-03098 protection

Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany
GLP

started with:
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Title

Auth Company Report No. \éerte- D . laimed Justification if
Data point uthor(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate ata protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
Unpublished R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
KCP 2.7.2/01 Walter, D. 2014a | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 before and N Y Data Adama*
after Accelerated Storage at 40° C for 8 Weeks protection
Report No.: R-33406 / S13-03100 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services , EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.7.4/01 Deierling, T. & 2014 Determination of the Low Temperature Stability of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama*
Herrmann, S. Report No.: R-34771 /91841204 protection
IBACON GmbH, Germany started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 2.7.5/01 Walter, D. 2015 Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 over 2 years at N Y Data Adama*
20°C protection
Report No.: R-33408 / S13-03102 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.8.2/01 Walter, D. 2014a | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 before and N Y Data Adama*
after Accelerated Storage at 40° C for 8 Weeks protection
Report No.: R-33406 / S13-03100 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services , EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.8.2/02 Walter, D. 2015 Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 over 2 years at N Y Data Adama*
20°C protection
Report No.: R-33408 / S13-03102 started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 2.8.4/01 Walter, D. 2014a | Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 before and N Y Data Adama*
after Accelerated Storage at 40° C for 8 Weeks protection

Report No.: R-33406 / S13-03100

Eurofins Agroscience Services , EcoChem GmbH, Germany
GLP

Unpublished

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Data point

Author(s)

Year

Title
Company Report No.
Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status
Published or not

Verte-
brate
study

Y/N

Data protection claimed
Y/N

Justification if
data protection
is claimed

Owner

KCP 2.8.4/02

Walter, D.

2015

Physical and chemical properties of MCW-2222 over 2 years at
20°C

Report No.: R-33408 / S13-03102

Eurofins Agroscience Services, EcoChem GmbH, Germany
GLP

Unpublished

Y

Data
protection
started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018

Adama*

KCP 12

Anonymous

2019

Carnadine 200 SL: Safety Data Sheet
Pl-en Version 1.0

Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/01

Anonymous

2014

Packing Material Specification
Bottle, PE, 100 mL

Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/02

Anonymous

2011

Packing Material Specification
Bottle, HDPE, 100 mL
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/03

Anonymous

2017

Packing Material Specification
Bottle, HDPE, 125 mL
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/04

Anonymous

2011

Packing Material Specification
Bottle, HDPE, 125 mL
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/05

Anonymous

2018

Packing Material Specification
Bottle, HDPE, 150 mL
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/06

Anonymous

2009

Technical Drawing
Bottle, HDPE, 250 mL
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/07

Anonymous

2015

Technical Drawing
Bottle, HDPE, 250 mL
Non-GLP

Published
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Title

Company Report No. Verte- . . Justification if
Data point Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) brate | Data protection claimed data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not

KCP 4.4/08 Anonymous 2009 | Technical Drawing N N - -
Bottle, HDPE, 500 mL
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/09 Anonymous 2013 | Technical Drawing N N - -
Bottle, HDPE, 600 mL
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/10 Anonymous 2018 | Technical Drawing N N - -
Bottle, HDPE, 1000 mL
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/11 Anonymous 2018 | Technical Drawing N N - -
Canister, HDPE, 5 L
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/12 Anonymous 2018 | Technical Drawing N N - -
Canister, HDPE, 10 L
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/13 Anonymous 2012 | Technical Specification of Screw Closure Z38/B 35/45 mm N N - -
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/14 Anonymous 2008 | Technical Specification of Screw Closure Z18/PZ 20.9/18.2 N N - -
mm
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/15 Anonymous 2011 | Technical Drawing of Screw Closure Z38/B N N - -
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/16 Anonymous - Technical Drawing of Screw Closure K50 N N - -
Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/17 Anonymous 2008- | Certificat d’agrement de type d’emballage N N - -

2018 Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/18 Anonymous 2013 | Technical Drawing Canister, HDPE, 20 L N N - -

Ipackchem Limited
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Data point

Author(s)

Year

Title
Company Report No.
Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status
Published or not

Verte-
brate
study
Y/N

Data protection claimed
Y/N

Justification if
data protection
is claimed

Owner

Non-GLP
Published

KCP 4.4/19

Anonymous

2020

Artikelspezifikation (Packing Material Specification)
Canister, HDPE, 20 L

Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/20

Spies, S.

2007

Technisches Datenblatt (Packing Material Specification)
Drum, 220 L

Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/21

Anonymous

2009

Packaging Specification
Canister 640 L
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/22

Anonymous

Technical data sheet
Canister, 1000 L
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 4.4/23

Anonymous

2012

Packaging Specification
Canister 1000 L
Non-GLP

Published

KCP 5.1.1/01

Walter,D.

2014

Development and validation of an analytical method for the
determination of acetamiprid in MCW-2222, Study No. S13-
03099

Eurofins

GLP

Unpublished

Data
protection
started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018

Adama*

KCP 5.1.2/01

Lefresne,S.

2014

Freezing storage stability of acetamiprid in 4 plant matrices:
Dry (dry bean seed and straw, water (apple), fat (olive whole
fruit) and acid (orange peel and pulp) at/below -18°C during 1
year (0,3,6 and 12 months)

Report No. B13-M1-A-02

GIRPA

GLP

Unpublished

Data
protection
started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018

Adama

KCP 5.1.2/02

Chevallier, E.

2014

Magnitude of the residue of acetamiprid in wheat (Raw
Agricultural Commaodity) after two applications of MCW-2222

Data/study
report never

Adama
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Title Verte-
Company Report No. . . Justification if
Data point Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) brate | Data protection claimed data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
- four decline curve trials and four harvest trials in Northern submitted
Europe (Northern France, Poland, Germany, Hungary and before to
Awustria) — 2014 Poland
Report No. B14C-S1-A-01
GIRPA
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/03 Chevallier, E. 2014 Magnitude of the residue of acetamiprid in barley (Raw N Y Data/study Adama
Agricultural Commaodity) after two applications of MCW-2222 report never
— four decline curve trials and four harvest trials in Northern submitted
Europe (Northern France, Poland, Germany, Hungary and before to
Austria) — 2014 Poland
GIRPA
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/04 Barbier, G. 2018 Freezing storage stability of acetamiprid in wheat (grain) at/ N Y Data/study Adama
below -18°C during 15 months (0 and 15 months) report never
Report No. B17G-A4-A-02 submitted
GIRPA before to
GLP Poland
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/05 Meéric, D. 2013 Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in peaches (RAC N Y Data/study Adama
fruits) following two applications of MCW-2222 in three trials report never
(1DC + 2 HS), Southern Europe (Southern France and Italy) — submitted
2013 before to
Study Report. DMC-13-16126 Poland
Staphyt (France)
GLP
Unpubished
KCP 5.1.2/06 Meéric, D. 2014 Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in apples (RAC fruits) N Y Data Adama
following two applications of MCW-2222 in two trials (1DC + protection
1 HS), Northern Europe (Northern France) — 2013 started with:
Study Report DMC-13-16134 R106/2018 on
Staphyt (France) May 28, 2018
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/07 Roussel, Ch. H. 2014 Magnitude of the residues of acetmipprid in apple (RAC fruit N Y Data Adama
and processed fractions), following one or two applications of protection
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Title Verte-
Company Report No. . . Justification if
Data point Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) brate | Data protection claimed data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
MCW-2222 in six trials (3 DCS + 3 HS), Northern Europe started with:
(Northern France, Germany, Poland and Belgium) — 2014 R106/2018 on
Study No. ChR-14-17311 May 28, 2018
Staphyt (France)
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/08 Meéric, D. 2014 | Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in oilseed rape (RAC N Y Data Adama
whole plants, pods, and seeds) Following one or two protection
applications of MCW-2222 in two trials (1 DC + 1 HS), started with:
Northern europe (Germany and Northern France) — 2013 R106/2018 on
Study no. DMC-16129 May 28, 2018
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/09 Chevallier, E. 2014 | Magnitude of the residue of acetamiprid in winter oil seed rape N Y Data Adama
(Raw Agricultural Commodity) after one or two applications of protection
MCW-2222 — three decline curve trials and three harvest trials started with:
in Northern Europe (Northern France, Poland, Germany, Czech R106/2018 on
Republic and Hungary) — 2014 May 28, 2018
Study No. 14SGS035
SGS France
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/10 Bousquet, C. 2014 Magnitude of the Residue of acetamiprid in potato Raw N Y Data Adama
Agricultural Commaodity after two applications of MCW-2222 protection
in three decline curve trials (Poland, United Kingdom and started with:
Northern France ) and in one harvest trial (Poland) in Northern R106/2018 on
Europe — 2013 May 28, 2018
Study No. 13SGS102
SGS France
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/11 Semrau, J. 2017 Determination of residues of acetamiprid and its metabolites IM N Y Data/study Adama
filed under KCP 1-4 and IM 1-5 after one application of MCW-2222 to bare soil report never
5.2/01 in rotational crops (radish, spinach and wheat) at 1 site in submitted
Northern Europe and 1 site in southern Europe 2016/2017 before to
Study no. S15-02364 Poland

Eurofins
GLP
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Title

Auth Company Report No. \éerte- D . laimed Justification if
Data point uthor(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate ata protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
Unpublished
KCP Hecht-Ross, S. 2020 | Semi-field study for determining the magnitude of residues of N Y Data/study Nufarm
5.1.2/12 Carnadine (CA3573) (a.s. acetamiprid) in honey report never
GLP Study No. 467, Report No. R1940050 submitted
RIFCON GmbH before to
GLP Poland
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/13 Miiller, S. 2020 Determination of the Storage Stability of Acetamiprid in Honey N Y Data/study Nufarm
for a period of 8 months at <-18 °C report never
Study No. 20N08133-01-SSHN (protocol and draft report) submitted
CIP before to
GLP Poland
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/14 Wilson, A. 2016 | Acetamiprid — foliar dislodgeable residues dissipation on pome N Y Data/study Adama
fruit in southern and northern Europe (Spain, Italy and chzech report never
republic), 2016 submitted
Study No. ACI16- 010 before to
Agrochemex International Ltd. UK Poland
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/15 XXXX. 2014 | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to the rainbow trout Y Y Data Adama
Oncorhynchus mykiss in a 96-hour static test protection
Study No. 141048005 W started with:
XXXX R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/16 Juckeland, D. 2015 | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to Daphnia magna in a 48-hour N Y Data Adama
static test protection
Study No. 141048006 W started with:
BioChemAgrar R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/17 Juckeland, D. 2015 | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to Chironomus riparius in a 48- N Y Data Adama
hour static test protection

Study No. 141048057W
BioChemAgrar

GLP

Unpublished

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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KCP 5.1.2/18 Juckeland, D. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on Desmodesmus subspicatus in an algal N Y Data Adama
growth inhibition test protection
Study No. 141048007 W started with:
BioChemAgrar R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/19 Molitor, C. 2014 | Field Study to Evaluate Potential Side Effects of the product N Y Data Adama
MCW-2222 (acetamiprid 200 g/L) on Brood Development, protection
Foraging Activity, Mortality and Behaviour of Adult started with:
Honeybees Apis mellifera L. (Hymenoptera: Apidae) Following R106/2018 on
Application after Bee-Flight on Phacelia tanacetifolia May 28, 2018
Study No. 215-2014
TESTAPI France
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/20 Molitor, C. 2014 | Field Study to Evaluate Potential Side Effects of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama
on Brood Development, Foraging Activity, Mortality and protection
Behaviour of Adult Honeybees (Apis mellifera) on Oilseed started with:
Rape R106/2018 on
Study No. 230 — 2015 May 28, 2018
TESTAPI France
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2./21 Aucejo, S. 2015 | Effects and Determination of Residues of Acetamiprid 200 SL N Y Data Adama
on the Honeybee (Apis mellifera L.) Brood in Apple, under protection

Field Conditions, in Italy 2015
Study No. 307SRE15C01

started with:
R106/2018 on

GIRPA May 28, 2018
GLP
Unpublished

Study not

relied upon
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KCP 5.12/23 Friedirsch, S. 2014 | Terrestrial plant test with MCW-2222: Vegetative vigour test N Y Data Adama
Study No. 141048002 W protection
BioChemagrar started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
Study not
submitted for
purposes of
Art. 43 re-
evaluation
KCP 5.1.2/25 Hecht-Rost, S.; 2018 | Semi-field brood study to evaluate potential effects of MCW- N Y Data/study Adama
Mayer, O. 2222 on brood development of honeybees (Apis mellifera L.) report never
Study No. R1640035 submitted
Eurofins before to
GLP Poland
Unpublished
KCP 5.1.2/26 Dressler, K. 2019 | Chronic oral toxcitiy of CA3573 Acetamiprid 200 SL N Y Data/study Nufarm
(Carnadine) to the honey bee Apis mellifera L. under laboratory report never
condtions. submitted
Study No. 1948 BAC0028 before to
BioChem agrar Poland
GLP
Unpublsihed
KCP 5.1.2/27 Scheller, K. 2020 | CA3573 Acetamiprid 200 SL (Carnadine)- repeated exposure N Y Data/study Nufarm
of honey bee larvae (Apris mellifera L.) under laboratory report never
conditions. submitted
Study No. 19 48 BLC 0033 before to
BioChem agrar Poland

GLP
Unpublished
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KCP 5.1.2/28 Hennecke, S. . 2020 | Carnadine — Outdoor mesocosm study N Y Data/study Nufarm
Study number: NFM-001/7-52 report never
Fraunhofer IME submitted
GLP before to
Unpublished Poland
KCP 5.1.2/29 Hennecke, S. . 2020 Metod validation of the anlytical method for water and N Y Data/study Nufarm
sediment report never
Study number: NFM-002/6-22 submitted
Fraunhofer IME before to
Non GLP Poland
Unpublished
KCP 5.2/ 01 Semrau,J. 2017 | Determination of residues of acetamiprid and its metabolites IM N Y Data/study Adama
1-4 and IM 1-5 after one application of MCW-2222 to bare soil report never
in rotational crops (radish, spinach and wheat) at 1 site in submitted
Northern Europe and 1 site in Southern Europe 2016/2017 before to
Study No. S15-02364 Poland
Eurofins
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 6/01 Anonymous 2015 Biological Assessment Dossier - MCW-2222 - Central EU N Y Data Adama*
Zone protection
KIIIA 6.0/01 started with:
Not GLP / GEP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 6/02 Anonymous 2015 | Biological Assessment Dossier - MCW-2222 - Central EU N Y Data Adama*
Zone — Appendices 3-8 protection
KIIA 6.0/02 started with:
Not GLP / GEP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 6/03 Anonymous 2020 Biological Assessment Dossier — CA3573 - Central EU Zone N Y Data Nufarm
Not GLP / GEP protection
Unpublished started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
KCP 6/04 Anonymous 2020 Biological Assessment Dossier — CA3573 - Central EU Zone — N Y Data Nufarm
Appendices 2-6 protection

Not GLP / GEP
Unpublished

started with:
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R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Aphis pomi in apple in the Czech N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 republic in 2014 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO010A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/003
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Aphis pomi in apple in the Czech N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 republic in 2014 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSD010B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/004
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Heryan, J. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Aphis pomi in apple in the Czech N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Republic in 2014 protection
VSUO Holovousy s.r.0., Hotice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSD010C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/005
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kloutvoro va, J. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Aphis pomi in apple in the Czech N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Republic in 2014 protection
VSUO Holovousy s.r.0., Hotice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSD010D May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/006
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Richter, T. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Aphis pomi in apple in the Czech N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Republic in 2014 protection

PP Trial s.r.0., Brno, Czech Republic

started with:
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Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO010E May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/007
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech republic in 2014 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO011A May 28, 2018
KII1A 6.1.3/008
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech republic in 2014. protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO011B May 28, 2018
KII1A 6.1.3/009
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kloutvoro va, J. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech Republic in 2014 protection
VSUO Holovousy s.r.0., Hofice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO011C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/010
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Tvaruzek, L. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW 2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech Republic in 2014. protection
Zemedelsky vyzkumny ustav Kromeriz, s.r.0., Havlickova, started with:
Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018

Sponsor No.: CZ14l[EMABSDO011D
KIIA 6.1.3/011

GLP / GEP

Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Tvaruzek, L. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW 2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech Republic in 2014. protection
Zemedelsky vyzkumny ustav Kromeriz, s.r.o., Havlickova, started with:
Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO011E
KIIIA 6.1.3/012
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Richter, T. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech Republic in 2014 protection
PP Trial s.r.o., Brno, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEMABSDO11F May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/013
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Richter, T. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Cydia pomonella in apple in the N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Czech Republic in 2014 protection
PP Trial s.r.o., Brno, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14I[EMABSDO011G May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/014
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on green apple aphid in apple in the N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 Czech republic 2015 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEMABSDO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Richter, T. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on green apple aphid in apple in the N Y ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Czech republic 2015

PP Trial s.r.o., Brno, Czech Republic
Report No.: not stated
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEMABSDO001B
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KIIIA 6.1.3/019
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kukula- 2010 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of Acetamiprid 200 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Mlynarcz yk, A. SL on apple trees against pests protection
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z 0 0., Otawa, Poland started with:
Report No.: DPE10/322/I0W-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: 322/1/1/1 May 28, 2018
KII1A 6.1.3/026
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kukula- 2010 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of Acetamiprid 200 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Mlynarcz yk, A. SL on apple trees againstpests protection
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland started with:
Report No.: DPE10/322/I0W-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/027
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2 Gramza, H. 2012 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 SL N Y Data MCW (Adama)
(Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Cydia pomonella on protection
apple started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11MAP0004-1 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KII1A 6.1.3/028
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2 Gramza, H. 2012 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 SL N Y Data MCW (Adama)
(Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Cydia pomonella on protection
apple started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11MAP0004-2 May 28, 2018

Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.3/029

GLP /GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2 Gramza, H. 2012 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 SL N Y Data MCW (Adama)
(Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Cydia pomonella on protection
apple started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11MAP0005-1 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIIA 6.1.3/030
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2 Gramza, H. 2012 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 SL N Y Data MCW (Adama)
(Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Cydia pomonella on protection
apple started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11MAP0005-2 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.3/031
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gajek, D. 2012 Efficacy of MCW 2222 SL in the control of green apple aphid N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Aphis pomi on apple, Poland 2012 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland started with:
Report No.: 072_01_F12_134 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/032
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gajek, D. 2012 Efficacy of MCW 2222 SL in the control of green apple aphid N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Aphis pomi on apple, Poland 2012 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland started with:
Report No.: 072_01_F12_135 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/033
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on codling moth (Cydia pomonella) N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 in apple in Poland protection

Fertico Sp. z 0 0., Bledéw, Poland

started with:
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Report No.: 13_01_F13_025 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD206A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/034
GLP/GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on codling moth (Cydia pomonella) N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 in apple in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z 0 0., Btedéw, Poland started with:
Report No.: 13_02_F13 026 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD206B May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
KIIIA 6.1.3/035
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on codling moth (Cydia pomonella) N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 in apple in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z 0 0., Btedéw, Poland started with:
Report No.: 13_03_F13_027 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD206C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/036
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on codling moth (Cydia pomonella) N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 in apple in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z o 0., Btedow, Poland started with:
Report No.: 13 04 _F13 028 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD206D May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/037
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against aphids (and other insects) in N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 apple trees in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z o 0., Btedow, Poland started with:
Report No.: 14 01 _F13_029 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD207A May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/038
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against aphids (and other insects) in N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 apple trees in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z o0 o., Btedow, Poland started with:
Report No.: 14_02_F13_030 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD207B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/039
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against aphids (and other insects) in N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 apple trees in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z 0 0., Btedéw, Poland started with:
Report No.: 14 03_F13 031 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PLI3IEMABSD207C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/040
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on aphids (and other insects) in N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 apple tree in Poland protection
Fertico Sp. z o 0., Btedow, Poland started with:
Report No.: 14 04 F13 032 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEMABSD207D May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/041
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ogrodnicz ek, 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of Aphis pomi and other N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 A pests in case of their occurrence in apple orchard, Poland 2014 protection

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedow Poland
Report No.: 15_01_F14 029
Sponsor No.: PL14IEMABSD109A
KIIA 6.1.3/042

GLP / GEP

Unpublished

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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KCP 6.2, Ogrodnicz ek, 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of Aphis pomi and other N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 A pests in case of their occurrence in apple orchard, Poland 2014 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedow Poland started with:
Report No.: 15_02_F14_030 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEMABSD109B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/043
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ogrodnicz ek, 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of Aphis pomi and other N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 A pests in case of their occurrence in apple orchard, Poland 2014 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland started with:
Report No.: 15_03_F14 031 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PLI4IEMABSD109C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/044
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ogrodnicz ek, 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of Aphis pomi and other N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 A pests in case of their occurrence in apple orchard, Poland 2014 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedow Poland started with:
Report No.: 15_04 F14 032 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEMABSD109D May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/045
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ogrodnicz ek, 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of Aphis pomi and other N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 A pests in case of their occurrence in apple orchard, Poland 2014 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland started with:
Report No.: 15_05_F14 033 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEMABSD109E May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/046
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Felczak, K. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of green apple aphid Aphis N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 pomi in apple orchard, Poland 2015 protection

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btgdéw Poland
Report No.: 55_PROT_F15_113
Sponsor No.: PLISIEMABSD127A
KIIA 6.1.3/047

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Felczak, K. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in control of green apple aphid Aphis N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 pomi in apple orchard, Poland 2015 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btgdow Poland started with:
Report No.: 55 PROT_F15 114 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PLISIEMABSD127B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/048
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hargitai, C. 2013 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on aphids in apple in Hungary in N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 2013 protection
Government Office of Somogy County, Kaposvar, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEMABSD632A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/052
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Coman, M. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW 2222 SL on apple codling moth Cydia N Y Data MAROM(Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 pomonella - Location 2 protection
ICDP, Pitesti-Maracineni, Romania started with:
Report No.: 2593, 2210 2014 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14I[EMABSD045B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/059
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Coman, M. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW 2222 SL on green aphid Aphis pomi ICDP, N Y Data MAROM (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Pitesti-Maracineni, Romania protection
Report No.: 2590, 2210 2014 started with:
Sponsor No.: RO14|[EMABSDO046A R106/2018 on
KIIA 6.1.3/060 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against aphids on apple - Slovakia - N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Valice 2013 protection

Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia
Report No.: not stated

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: SK13IEMABSDO001A
KIIIA 6.1.3/069
GLP/GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against aphids on apple - Slovakia - N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Camovec 2013 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK13IEMABSDO001B May 28, 2018
KII1A 6.1.3/070
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2015 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Aphids in apple, Slovakia 2014 N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on aphids in apple, Slovakia 2014 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14I[EMABSDO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/073
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on green apple aphid in apple in N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 Slovakia 2015 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK15IEMABSDO001A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/080
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on green apple aphid in apple in N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 Camovce- Slovakia 2015 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK15IEMABSD001B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/081
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Baratis, T. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virgifera in N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 maize in Hungary 2013 protection
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SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU13-065-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEZEAMX131A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/085
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virgifera in N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 maize in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEZEAMX131B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/086
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gabi, G. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virgifera in N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 maize in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Tolna Conunty, Szekszard, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEZEAMX131C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/087
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Blasko, D. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virgifera in N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 maize in Hungary in 2014 protection
ANADIAG Hungary Kft., Komarom, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEZEAMXO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/088
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hoffmann ¢, 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virgifera in N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 P.Z. maize in Hungary in 2014 protection
Novénypathyka Kft., Kaposvar, Hungary started with:
Report No.: NP63 2014 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEZEAMX001B May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/089
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Varga, A. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Ostrinia nubilalis in maize in N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 Hungary in 2015 protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU15-220-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU1L5IEZEAMX102A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/090
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Magyar, B. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Ostrinia nubilalis in maize in N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 Hungary in 2015 protection
Fructika Kft, Tiszakanyar, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU151IEZEAMX102B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/091
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2014 | Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Diabrotica N Y Data MAROM (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 virgifera virgifera in maize, 1 site in Romania 2014 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services SRL, Timisoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S14-02549-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14IEZEAMXO043A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/092
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2014 | Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Diabrotica N Y Data MAROM (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 virgifera virginifera in maize, 1 site in Romania 2014 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services SRL, Timisoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S14-02549-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14|IEZEAMX043B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/093
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2014 | Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Diabrotica N Y Data MAROM (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 virgifera virginifera in maize, 1 site in Romania 2014 protection

Eurofins Agroscience Services SRL, Timisoara, Romania
Report No.: S14-02549-03

Sponsor No.: RO14IEZEAMX043C

KIIA 6.1.3/094

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2015 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Ostrinia N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 nubilalis in Maize, 1 Site in Romania 2015 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services S.R.L., Timigoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S15-03090-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO15IEZEAMX031A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/095
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2015 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Ostrinia N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 nubilalis in Maize, 1 Site in Romania 2015 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services S.R.L., Timigoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S15-03090-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO15IEZEAMX031B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/096
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2015 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Ostrinia N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 nubilalis in Maize, 1 Site in Romania 2015 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services S.R.L., Timisoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S15-03090-03 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO15IEZEAMX031C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/097
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Soltesz, J. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virginifera in N Y Data Agrovita(Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 maize, Slovakia 2014 protection
Fyse, s.r.o. AgroLab, Kolare, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14I[EZEAMXO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/098
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Soltesz, J. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virginifera in N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 maize, Slovakia 2014 protection

Fyse, s.r.o. AgroLab, Kolare, Slovakia
Report No.: not stated

started with:
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Sponsor No.: SK14[EZEAMX001B R106/2018 on
KIIIA 6.1.3/099 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Téth, F. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 on Diabrotica virgifera virgifera in N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 maize, Slovakia 2014 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14[EZEAMX001C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/100
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado Beetle in N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 potato in the Czech republic in 2013 protection
ZS Nechanice, s.r.0., Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ13IESOLTUO026A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/101
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Spurova, R. 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in potato N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 ZS Trutnov s.r.0., Trutnov, Czech Republic protection
Report No.: not stated started with:
Sponsor No.: CZ13IESOLTU026B R106/2018 on
KIIA 6.1.3/102 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Heryan, J. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on aphids and Colorado N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 beetle in potato protection
Zemedelska ZS Kujavy, s.r.o., Kujavy, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ13IESOLTU026C May 28, 2018

KIIA 6.1.3/103
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Hornik, P. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 sl on colorado beetle in N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 potato in the Czech protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Republic in 2014 R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ14IESOLTUOQO9A
KIIIA 6.1.3/104
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Dana, P. 2014 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado Beetle in N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Potato in the Czech Republic in 2014 protection
Zemedelska ZS Kujavy, s.r.o., Kujavy, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IESOLTU009B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/105
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Spurova, R. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado beetle in N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 potato in the Czech Republic in 2014 protection
ZKkusebni stanice Trutnov s.r.o., Trutnov, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IESOLTUO009C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/106
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Zickart, U. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado beetle in N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 potato, Germany 2014 protection
BioChem agrar GmbH, Machern, Germany started with:
Report No.: 14 1061 1738 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE14IESOLTU320M May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/107
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Zickart, U. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado beetle in N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 potato, Germany 2015 protection

BioChem agrar GmbH, Machern, Germany
Report No.: 14 1062 1762

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: DE15IESOLTU320A
KIIIA 6.1.3/108
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Zickart, U. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado beetle in N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 potato, Germany 2015 protection
BioChem agrar GmbH, Machern, Germany started with:
Report No.: 14 1047 1763 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IESOLTU320B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/109
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Zickart, U. 2015 Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado beetle in N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 potato, Germany 2015 protection
BioChem agrar GmbH NL Agroplan, Uedem, Germany started with:
Report No.: 14 1069 5061 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IESOLTU320C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/110
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kukula- 2010 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of Acetamiprid 200 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Mlynarcz yk, A. SL for the control of Leptinotarsa decemlineata on potato protection
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland started with:
Report No.: DPE 10/321/I0K-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA6.1.3/111
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kukula- 2010 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of Acetamiprid 200 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Mlynarcz yk, A. SL for the control of Leptinotarsa decemlineata on potato protection
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland started with:
Report No.: DPE 10/321/I0K-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIlA 6.1.3/112
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2014 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SI) for the control of Leptinotarsa protection
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decemlineata on potato started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o o., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 13/632/10K-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IESOLTU204A
KIIA 6.1.3/113
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2014 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Leptinotarsa protection
decemlineata on potato started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 13/632/I0K-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IESOLTU204B
KIIA 6.1.3/114
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Plawusze wski, 2013 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 against Colorado N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 M. potato beetle in potato protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0. o. Szamotuty, Poland started with:
Report No.: S13-02850-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IESOLTU204C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/115
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Plawusze wski, 2013 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 against Colorado N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 M. potato beetle on potato protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0. 0., Szamotuty, Poland started with:
Report No.: S13-02850-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IESOLTU204D May 28, 2018
KINA 6.1.3/116
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Meronka, K. 2015 Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL applied in the control of Colorado N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 beetle Leptinotarsa decemlineata in potato, Poland 2014 protection

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland
Report No.: 13_01_F14 025

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108A
KIIA 6.1.3/118
GLP/GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL applied in the control of Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 A beetle Leptinotarsa decemlineata in potato, Poland 2014 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland started with:
Report No.: 13_PROT_F14 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108B May 28, 2018
KIIA6.1.3/119
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kukuta, A. 2014 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 (Acetamipryd 200 SL) for the control of pests on potato protection
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland started with:
Report No.: 14ADA0117-1 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/120
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Kukuta, A. 2014 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 (Acetamipryd 200 SL) for the control of pests on potato protection
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland started with:
Report No.: 14ADA0117-2 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108D May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/121
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 potato beetle (Leptinotarsa decemlineata) in potato protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland started with:
Report No.: S14-02126-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108E May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/122
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 potato beetle potato protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland started with:
Report No.: S13-02126-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108F May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/123
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Leptinotarsa protection
decemlineata on potato started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. Z o.0., Otawa, Polska R106/2018 on
Report No.: 711/1/1/1 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IESOLTU108G
KIIA 6.1.3/124
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2014 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 Beetle and/or Aphids in Potatoes, 5 Sites in Romania 2014 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Service GmbH, Stade, Germany started with:
Report No.: S14-02548-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14IESOLTUO044A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/125
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2014 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 Beetle and/or Aphids in Potatoes, 1 Site in Romania 2014 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Service GmbH, Stade, Germany started with:
Report No.: S14-02548-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14IESOLTU044B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/126
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2014 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 Beetle and/or Aphids in Potatoes, 1 Site in Romania 2014 protection

Eurofins Agroscience Service GmbH, Stade, Germany
Report No.: S14-02548-03

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: RO14IESOLTU044C
KIIA 6.1.3/127
GLP/GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hermezui, M. 2014 | Report on biological evaluation of Product: MCW- 2222 SL N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 National Institute of Research and Development for Potato and protection
Sugar Beet, Bragov, Romania started with:
Report No.: 2035/05.11.2014 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14IESOLTU044D Not May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/128
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hermezui, M. 2014 Report on biological evaluation of Product: MCW- 2222 SL N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 National Institute of Research and Development for Potato and protection
Sugar Beet, Brasov, Romania started with:
Report No.: 2036/05.11.2014 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO14IESOLTUO44E Not May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/129
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2015 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 Potato Beetles in Potato, 1 Site in Romania 2015 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services S.R.L., Timigoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S15-03079-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO15IESOLTUO12A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/130
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Eberhart, A. 2015 Determination of Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado N Y Data ADAMA* RO
KCP 6.4.1 Potato Beetles in Potato, 1 Site in Romania 2015 protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services S.R.L., Timisoara, Romania started with:
Report No.: S15-03079-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: RO15IESOLTU012B May 28, 2018
KIINA 6.1.3/131
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Forgacova, L. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado beetle N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 on potato, Slovakia 2013 protection
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Ing. L'ubica Forgacova, Boliarov, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK13IESOLTUOO1A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/132
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Schenke, E. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Colorado beetle N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 on potato, Slovakia 2013 protection
Fyse, s.r.o. AgroLab Kolare, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK13IESOLTU001B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/133
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Forgacova,, L. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL against Colorado beetle N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 on potato protection
Ing. Lubica Forgacova, Boliarov, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[ESOLTUOO01A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/134
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Forgacova,, L. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL against Colorado beetle N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 on potato protection
Ing. Lubica Forgacova, Boliarov, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[ESOLTUO001B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/135
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ceri, L. 2015 Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Colorado beetle in N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 potato, Slovakia 2014 protection
Fyse, s.r.o. AgroLab, Kolare, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[ESOLTU001C May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/136
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Vendula, H. 2011 Pollen beetle, cabbage seed weevil and pod midge on rape N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Zemservis ZS Domaninek s.r.o., Bystrice nad Pernstejnem, protection
Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: EZ-DOM-I-11/12 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/169
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Fiala, T. 2011 Determination of efficacy MCW-2222 against pollen beetle, N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 cabbage seed weevil and pod midge on winter rape protection
ZS Kluky, spol. s.r.o., Kluky, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: EZ-KLU-I-11/13 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/170
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Spurova, R. 2011 Pollen beetle, cabbage seed weevil and pod midge on rape N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 ZS Trutnov s.r.0., Trutnov, Czech Republic protection
Report No.: EZ-TRU-1-11/17 started with:
Sponsor No.: not stated R106/2018 on
KIIA6.1.3/171 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Fiala, T. 2012 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and in N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 oil seed rape protection
ZS Kluky, spol. s.r.o., Kluky, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: EZ-KLU-1-12/01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/172
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Trnka, M. 2012 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and oil N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape protection

Zemservis ZS Domaninek s.r.o., Bystrice nad Pernstejnem,
Czech Republic

Report No.: EZ-DOM-I1-12/04

Sponsor No.: not stated

KIIIA 6.1.3/173

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Spurova, R. 2012 | Analysis of efficacy to Mavrik, Pyrinex CS, further insecticides N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 and combinations on pyrethroid-resistant pollen beetle protection
(Meligethes aeneus) started with:
ZS Trutnov s.r.0., Trutnov, Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: EZ-TRU-1-12/07 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.3/174
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cép, J. 2012 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and in N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 oil seed rape protection
ZS Nechanice, s.r.o., Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: EZ-NEC-1-12/16 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/175
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, J. 2013 Efficacy evaluation of MCW-2222 against biting insects on oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in the Czech Republic in 2013 protection
ZS Nechanice, s.r.o., Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ13IEBRNNO23A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/176
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Trnka, M. 2013 Efficacy evaluation of MCW-2222 against biting insects on oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in the Czech Republic in 2013 protection
Zemservis ZS Domaninek s.r.o., Bystrice nad Pernstejnem, started with:
Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ13IEBRNNO023D
KIIA6.1.3/178
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, J. 2013 Efficacy evaluation of MCW-2222 against pollen beetle on oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in the Czech Republic in 2013 protection
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ZS Nechanice, s.r.0., Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ13IEBRNNO23F May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/180
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Trnka, M. 2013 | Evaluation of MCW-2222 against pollen beetle on oil seed rape N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 in the Czech Republic in 2013 protection
Zemservis ZS Domaninek s.r.o., Bystrice nad Pernstejnem, started with:
Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ13IEBRNNO023I
KIIA 6.1.3/181
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, J. 2014 | Efficacy evaluation of MCW-2222 against biting insects on oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in the Czech Republic in 2014 protection
ZS Nechanice, s.r.0., Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEBRSNWO05A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/182
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Subr, J. 2014 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in the Czech Republic in 2014 protection
Zkusebni stanice Trutnov s.r.0., Trutnov, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ14|[EBRSNWO005B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/183
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, J. 2014 | Efficacy evaluation of MCW-2222 against pollen beetle on oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in the Czech Republic in 2014 protection

ZS Nechanice, s.r.0., Nechanice, Czech Republic
Report No.: not stated

Sponsor No.: CZ14lEBRSNWO06A

KIIIA 6.1.3/184

GLP / GEP

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Spurova, R. 2014 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on MELIAE in oil seed rape. N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 ZS Trutnov s.r.0., Trutnov, Czech Republic protection
Report No.: not stated started with:
Sponsor No.: CZ14I[EBRSNWO006B R106/2018 on
KIIIA 6.1.3/185 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, J. 2014 | Efficacy evaluation of MCW-2222 on Ceutorhynchus assimilis N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 and Dasineura brassicae on oil seed rape in the Czech Republic protection
in 2014 started with:
ZS Nechanice, s.r.0., Nechanice, Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ14IEBRSNWO007A
KIIA 6.1.3/186
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Subr, J. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Ceutorhynchus N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 assimilis and Dasineura brassicae in oil seed rape in the Czech protection
Republic in 2014 started with:
ZKkusebni stanice Trutnov s.r.o., Trutnov, Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ14I[EBRSNWO007B
KIIIA 6.1.3/187
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, I. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic 2015 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/188
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Subr, J. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic2015 protection

Zkusebni stanice Trutnov s.r.o., Trutnov, Czech Republic
Report No.: not stated

started with:
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Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWO001B R106/2018 on
KIIIA 6.1.3/189 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, I. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic2015 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWO001D May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/190
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Subr, J. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic2015 protection
Zkusebni stanice Trutnov s.r.0., Trutnov, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWO001E May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/191
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Cap, I. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic2015 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWO001G May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/192
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Subr, J. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic 2015 SL ON BITING INSECTS IN protection
OIL SEED RAPE, CZECH REPUBLIC 2015 started with:
ZKusebni stanice Trutnov s.r.o., Trutnov, Czech Republic R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018

Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWO001H
KIIA 6.1.3/193

GLP /GEP

Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Cép, J. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* CZ
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Czech Republic 2015 protection
ZS Nechanice, Nechanice, Czech Republic started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEBRSNWOOL1I May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/194
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Zickart, U. 2011 | Efficacy of Mavrik, Pyrinex 25 CS, and MCW-2222 on N Y Data FCS (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 pyrethroid resistant blossom beetles (Meligethes aeneus) on protection
winter oil seed rape started with:
BioChem agrar GmbH, Machern OT Gerichshain, Germany R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11 1067 482 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: FCS11-3026-E03
KIIA 6.1.3/195
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Rohr, J. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data FCS (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Dasineura brassicae in oil seed rape protection
Agrartest GmbH, Aarbergen-Panrod, Germany started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: FCS12-3101-E02 May 28,2018
KIIA 6.1.3/196
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Rohr, J. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Ceutorhynchus N Y Data FCS (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 napi/quadridens in winter oil seed rape protection
Agrartest GmbH, Aarbergen-Panrod, Germany started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE14IEBRSNW320A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/197
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Rohr, J. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Meligethes aeneus in N Y Data FCS (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 oil seed rape protection

Agrartest GmbH, Aarbergen-Panrod, Germany
Report No.: not stated

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: DE14IEBRSNW320C
KIIA 6.1.3/198
GLP/GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Zickart, U. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on brassica pod midge N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 (DASYBR) in oil seed rape, Germany 2014 protection
BioChem agrar GmbH, Goch-Nierswalde, Germany started with:
Report No.: 14 1064 1669 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE14IEBRSNW320H May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/199
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Rohr, J. 2015 Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on stem weevil in oil N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Germany 2015 protection
Agrartest GmbH, Aarbergen-Panrod, Germany started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IEBRSNW320A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/200
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Rohr, J. 2015 | Analysis of Efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on pollen beetle in oil N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Germany 2015 protection
Agrartest GmbH, Aarbergen-Panrod, Germany started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IEBRSNW320E May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/201
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Perner, J. 2015 Efficacy analysis of MCW-2222 SL against pollen beetles N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 (Meligethes aeneus) in oil seed rape - Germany, 2015 protection
U.A.S. GmbH, Jena, Germany started with:
Report No.: 077_15 Z R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IEBRSNW320G May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/202
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, von Horster, D. 2015 | Analysis of the Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Pollen Beetle in N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 oil seed rape protection
Fiel Research Support, Wunstorf, Germany started with:
Report No.: FRS034/15 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IEBRSNW320H May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/203
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, von Horster, D. 2015 Analysis of the Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Cabbage Seed N Y Data ADAMA* DE
KCP 6.4.1 Weevil and Blossom Beetle in oil seed rape protection
Field Research Support, Wunstorf, Germany started with:
Report No.: FRS035/15 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: DE15IEBRSNW320K May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/204
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gajek, D. 2012 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Meligethes aeneus on N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 winter rape, Poland 2012 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedow Poland started with:
Report No.: 036_01_F12_079 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/212
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gajek, D. 2012 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Meligethes aeneus on N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 winter rape, Poland 2012 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btedéw Poland started with:
Report No.: 036_02_F12_080 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/213
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gajek, D. 2012 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Meligethes aeneus on N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 winter rape, Poland 2012 protection

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btgdéw Poland
Report No.: 036_03_F12_081
Sponsor No.: not stated

KIIA 6.1.3/214

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Gajek, D. 2012 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Meligethes aeneus on N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 winter rape, Poland 2012 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Btgdow Poland started with:
Report No.: 036_04 _F12 082 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/215
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2013 | Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Ceutorhynchus napi N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 A and Ceutorhynchus quadridens in winter rape, Poland 2013 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0 0., Btedow, Poland started with:
Report No.: 10_01_F13 019 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL1I3IEBRSNW201A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/216
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Ceutorhynchus napi N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 A and Ceutorhynchus quadridens in winter rape, Poland 2013 protection
Fertico Sp. z o 0., Btedoéw, Poland started with:
Report No.: 10_02_F13 020 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW201B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/217
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2014 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 13/630/10L-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW201C
KIIA 6.1.3/218
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2014 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection

and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape

started with:
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BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 13/630/10L-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW201D
KIIIA 6.1.3/219
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2013 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z 0 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 13/631/10L-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW202A
KIIA 6.1.3/220
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2013 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 13/631/10L-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW202B
KIIA 6.1.3/221
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Chermuta, L. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used singly against N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 blossom beetle on winter rape protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0 0., Szamotutly, Poland started with:
Report No.: S13-02601-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW202C May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/222
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Chermuta, L. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used singly against N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Blossom beetle on winter rape. protection

Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z o 0., Szamotuty, Poland
Report No.: S13-02601-03

Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW202D

KIIA 6.1.3/223

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Chermuta, L. 2013 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used singly and in N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 mixture against cabbage seed weevil and Brassica pod midge protection
on winter rape started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0 0., Szamotuty, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: S13-02602-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW203A
KIIIA 6.1.3/224
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Chermuta, L. 2014 | Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used singly and in N Y Data AGAN PL (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 mixture with Mavrik 240 EW against cabbage seed weevil and protection
Brassica pod midge in winter rape started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z o 0., Szamotuty, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: S13-02602-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW203B
KIIIA 6.1.3/225
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Ceutorhynchus N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 A assimilis and Dasineura brassicae on winter oil seed rape, protection
Poland 2013 started with:
Fertico Sp. z o 0., Btedow, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11_01_F13_021 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW203C
KIIIA 6.1.3/226
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2013 Efficacy of MCW-2222 in the control of Ceutorhynchus N Y Data MCW (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 A. assimilis and Dasineura brassicae on winter oil seed rape, protection
Poland 2013 started with:
Fertico Sp. z o 0., Btedow, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 11_02_F13_022 May 28, 2018

Sponsor No.: PL13IEBRSNW203D
KIIA 6.1.3/227

GLP / GEP

Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadriens on winter oil seed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 14/682/10L-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW301A
KIIIA 6.1.3/228
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadriens on winter oil seed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 14/682/10L-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW301B
KIIA 6.1.3/229
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of the efficacy of MCW-2222 (Acetamiprid 200 N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 g/L) against cabbage stem weevil (Ceutorhynchus napi) on the protection
winter rape started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: S14-01801-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW301C
KIIA 6.1.3/230
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 (Acetamiprid 200 g/I) N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 used against cabbage seed weevil and cabbage seedstalk protection
curculio in winter rape started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: S14-01801-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW301D
KIlA 6.1.3/231
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Meligethes aeneus on protection
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winter oil seed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o o., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 14/684/10L-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW302A
KIIIA 6.1.3/232
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Meligethes aeneus on protection
winter oil seed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z 0 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 14/684/10L-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW302B
KIIIA 6.1.3/233
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Pawlak, A. 2014 | Analysis of the Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Meligethes N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 aeneus in oil seed rape protection
Staphyt Sp. Z o.0., Poznan, Poland started with:
Report No.: APK-14-18723-PL01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW302C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/234
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Pawlak, A. 2014 | Analysis of the Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on Meligethes N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 aeneus in oil seed rape protection
Staphyt Sp. Z o.0., Poznan, Poland started with:
Report No.: APK-14-18723-PL02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW302D May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/235
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used singly against N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 blossom beetle on winter rape protection

Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland
Report No.: S14-01850-01

Sponsor No.: PL14|[EBRSNW302E

KIIA 6.1.3/236

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of the efficacy of MCW-2222 (Acetamiprid 200 N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 g/L) against blossom beetle (Meligethes aeneus) on the winter protection
rape started with:
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: S14-01850-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW302F
KIIIA 6.1.3/237
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus protection
assimilis and Dasineura brassicae on winter oil seed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z 0 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 14/683/10L-01 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW303A
KIIIA 6.1.3/238
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamiprid 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus protection
assimilis and Dasineura brassicae on winter oil seed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. z o 0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: DPE 14/683/10L-02 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW303B
KIIA 6.1.3/239
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used against cabbage N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 seed weevil and Brassica pod midge on winter rape protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland started with:
Report No.: S14-01851-01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW303C May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/240
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Glowacki, G. 2014 Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used against cabbage N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 seed weevil and Brassica pod midge on winter rape protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0.0., Kazmierz, Poland started with:
Report No.: S14-01851-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL14IEBRSNW303D May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/241
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (acetamipryd 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. Z o.0., Otawa, Polska R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PLISIEBRSNW301A
KIIA 6.1.3/242
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamipryd 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. Z o.0., Otawa, Polska R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PL15SIEBRSNW301B
KIIA 6.1.3/243
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (Acetamipryd 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. Z o.0., Otawa, Polska R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PLISIEBRSNW301C
KIIA 6.1.3/244
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Pawlak, A. 2015 | Analysis of the Efficacy to MCW-222 on Ceutorhynchus napi N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape, Poland 2015 protection

Staphyt Sp. z 0.0., Poznan, Poland

started with:
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Report No.: APK-15-21973-PL01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL15IEBRSNW301D May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/245
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Pawlak, A. 2015 | Analysis of the Efficacy to MCW-222 on Ceutorhynchus napi N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape, Poland 2015 protection
Staphyt Sp. z 0.0., Poznan, Poland started with:
Report No.: APK-15-21973-PL02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL1ISIEBRSNW301E May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/246
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Furman- 2015 | The evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of MCW- 2222 N Y Data ADAMA*PL
KCP 6.4.1 Fratczak, K. (acetamipryd 200 SL) for the control of Ceutorhynchus napi protection
and Ceutorhynchus quadridens on winter oilseed rape started with:
BIOTEK Agriculture Polska Sp. Z 0.0., Otawa, Polska R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PLISIEBRSNW302A
KIIIA 6.1.3/247
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Pawlak, A. 2015 Analysis of the Efficacy to MCW-222 on Ceutorhynchus N Y Data ADAMA*PL
KCP 6.4.1 quadridens in oil seed rape, Poland 2015 protection
Staphyt Sp. z 0.0., Poznan, Poland started with:
Report No.: APK-15-22199-PL01 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL15IEBRSNW302B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/248
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Pawlak, A. 2015 Analysis of the Efficacy to MCW-222 on Ceutorhynchus N Y Data ADAMA*PL
KCP 6.4.1 quadridens in oil seed rape, Poland 2015 protection
Staphyt Sp. z 0.0., Poznan, Poland started with:
Report No.: APK-15-22199-PL02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL15IEBRSNW302C May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/249
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2015 Efficacy of MCW - 2222 in the control of cabbage seed weevil N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 A Ceutorhynchus assimilis on winter oilseed rape, Poland 2015 protection
Fertico Sp. z o0 o., Btedow, Poland started with:
Report No.: 035_01_F15 077 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PLISIEBRSNW303A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/250
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szemende ra, 2015 | Efficacy of MCW - 2222 in the control of cabbage seed weevil N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 A Ceutorhynchus assimilis on winter oilseed rape, Poland 2015 protection
Fertico Sp. z 0 0., Btedéw, Poland started with:
Report No.: 035_01_F15 078 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL1I5IEBRSNW303B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/251
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Chermuta, L. 2015 | Determination of efficacy of MCW-2222 used against cabbage N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 seed weevil and Brassica pod midge on winter rape. protection
Eurofins Agroscience Services Sp. z 0. 0., Kazmierz, Poland started with:
Report No.: S15-02387-02 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: PL15IEBRSNW304B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/253
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ferenc, S. 2011 | Control on rape blossom beetle and cabbage seed weevil in N Y Data ADAMA* PL
KCP 6.4.1 oilseed rape by foliar spraying protection

Government Office of Nograd County, Balassagyarmat,
Hungary

Report No.: Z 11/1/2011

Sponsor No.: not stated Not

KIIA 6.1.3/254

GLP / GEP

Unpublished

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018




CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel
Part A — National Assessment

ZRMS version

Page 90 /137
Version: March 2022

Title Verte-
Company Report No. . . Justification if
Data point Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) brate | Data protection claimed data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2011 Efficacy and selectivity of MCW-2222 on insects of winter N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 oilseed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU11-097-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/256
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2011 Efficacy and selectivity of MCW-2222 on insects of winter N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 oilseed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU11-098-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: not stated May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/257
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Istvan, F. 2012 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape protection
Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU12IE-MCW?2222-BRSNW_Vas May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/258
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2012 | Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed-rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time protection
Government Office of Nograd County, Balassagyarmat, started with:
Hungary R106/2018 on
Report No.: HU12-IE-Mavrik-Mon-BRSNW Nog May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated Not
KIIA 6.1.3/259
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2012 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oil seed rape at N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time protection

SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary
Report No.: SRHU12-173-135IE

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: HU12-1E-Mavrik-Mon-BRSNW-173
KIIIA 6.1.3/260
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2012 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oil seed rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU12-174-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU12-IE-Mavrik-Mon-BRSNW-174 May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/261
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2012 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU12-175-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU12IE-MCW2222-BRSNW-175 May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/262
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2012 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU12-176-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU12IE-MCW2222-BRSNW-176 May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/263
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 oilseed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU13-068-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW431A May 28, 2018

KIIA 6.1.3/264
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Vas County, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW431B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/265
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Nograd County, Salgoétarjan, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW431C Not May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/266
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 oilseed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU13-069-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNWA432A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/267
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Vas County, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW432B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/268
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2013 protection

Government Office of Nograd County, Salgétarjan, Hungary
Report No.: not stated

Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW432C Not

KIIA 6.1.3/269

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Vas County, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW433B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/270
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Nograd County, Salgétarjan, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW433C Not May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/271
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2013 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU13-071-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW434A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/272
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2013 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU13-072-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW434B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/273
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed-rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time in Hungary 2013 protection

Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary
Report No.: not stated

started with:
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Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNWA434C R106/2018 on
KIIA 6.1.3/274 May 28, 2018
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed-rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Nograd County, Salgétarjan, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW434D Not May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/275
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Liposits, V. 2013 | Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed-rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of County Zala, Zalaegerszeg, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNWA434E May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/276
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2013 Efficacy of insecticides against pollen beetle in oilseed-rape at N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 flowering time in Hungary 2013 protection
Government Office of Somogy County, Kaposvar, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU13IEBRSNW434F May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/277
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Istvan, F. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2014 protection
Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEBRSNWO011A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/278
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data AGAN HU (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2014 protection
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Government Office of Nograd County, Salgotarjan, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEBRSNWO011B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/279
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2014 protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU14-040-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEBRSNWO012A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/280
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape in Hungary 2014 protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU14-041-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEBRSNW012B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/281
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU14-042-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14IEBRSNWO013A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/282
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on biting insects in oil N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape protection
SynTech Research Hungary Kft, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU14-043-1351E R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU14[EBRSNW013B May 28, 2018

KIIIA 6.1.3/283
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.2, Istvan, F. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HUL5IEBRSNW101A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/284
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szantoné 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 Veszelka, M. in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
Government Office of Nograd County, Balassagyarmat, started with:
Hungary R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW101B
KIIIA 6.1.3/285
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Istvan, F. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW102A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/286
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hoffmann é, 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 P.Z. in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection

Novénypathyka Kft., Kaposvar, Hungary
Report No.: not stated

Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW103A
KIIIA 6.1.3/287

GLP / GEP

Unpublished

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
SynTech Research Hungay, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU15-217-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW103B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/288
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
SynTech Research Hungay, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU15-218-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW103C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/289
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ritecz, J. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
SynTech Research Hungay, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU15-219-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW103D May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/290
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Barasits, T. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
SynTech Research Hungay, Taplanszentkereszt, Hungary started with:
Report No.: SRHU15-215-135IE R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW104A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/291
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Hoffmann ¢, 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 P.Z. in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection

Novénypathyka Kft., Kaposvar, Hungary
Report No.: not stated

Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW104B
KIIA 6.1.3/292

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Ripka, G. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
Government Office of Vas Country, Szombathely, Hungary started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW104C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/293
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Szantoné 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL on biting insects and N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 Veszelka, M. in oil seed rape in Hungary 2015 protection
Government Office of Nograd County, Balassagyarmat, started with:
Hungary R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: HU15IEBRSNW104D
KIIIA 6.1.3/294
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2013 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 Ceutorhynchus napi, on oil seed rape, Slovakia 2013 protection
UKSUP Bratislava branch office Kosice, Kosice, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: KE/4-13 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK13IEBRSNWO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/295
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2013 | Analysis of the Efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against N Y Data ADAMA* HU
KCP 6.4.1 Ceutorhynchus napi, quadridens on oil seed rape, Slovakia protection
2013 started with:
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: SK13IEBRSNWO001B
KIIIA 6.1.3/296
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Meligethes N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 aeneus on oil seed rape, Slovakia 2013 protection
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UKSUP, Kosice, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK13IEBRSNWO002A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/297
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Meligethes N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 aeneus on oil seed rape, Slovakia 2013 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK13IEBRSNW002B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/298
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2013 | Analysis of efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against Dasineura N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 brassicae, Ceutorhynchus assimilis on oil seed rape, Slovakia protection
2013 started with:
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: SK13IEBRSNWO003B
KIIA 6.1.3/299
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Ceuta, Ceutqu in oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Slovakia 2014 protection
UKSUP, Kosice, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[EBRSNWO001A May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/300
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Téth, F. 2015 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Ceuta, Ceutq in oil N Y Data Agrovita (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Slovakia 2014 protection

Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia
Report No.: not stated

Sponsor No.: SK14|[EBRSNWO001B

KIIA 6.1.3/301

GLP / GEP

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2015 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Ceuta, Ceutq in oil N Y Data Agrovita SK (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Slovakia 2014 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[EBRSNWO001C May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/302
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Soltesz, J. 2015 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Ceuta, Ceutq in oil N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 seed rape, Slovakia 2014 protection
Fyse, s.r.o. AgroLab, Kolare, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14[EBRSNWO001D May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/303
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2014 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Melia in oil seed N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 rape, Slovakia 2014 protection
UKSUP, Kosice, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[EBRSNWO002A May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/304
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Toth, F. 2015 | Analysis of efficacy to MCW-2222 SL on Melia in oil seed N Y Data Agrovita SK (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 rape, Slovakia 2014 protection
Gemerprodukt Valice OVD, Rimavska Sobota, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: not stated R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK14|[EBRSNW002B May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/305
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against N Y Data Agrovita SK (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Ceutorhynchus napi, on oil seed rape, Slovakia 2015 protection

UKSUP Bratislava branch office Kosice, Kosice, Slovakia
Report No.: not stated

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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Sponsor No.: SK15IEBRSNWO001A
KIIIA 6.1.3/306
GLP/GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Forgacova, L. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against N Y Data Agrovita SK (Adama)
KCP 6.4.1 Ceutorhynchus napi, on oil seed rape, Slovakia 2015 protection
Ing. L'ubica Foracova, Boliarov, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: LF/01/in/15 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK15IEBRSNWO001B May 28, 2018
KIIIA 6.1.3/307
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy of MCW-2222 SL against N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 Ceutorhynchus assimilis, Dasineura bassicae on oil seed rape, protection
Slovakia 2015 started with:
UKSUP Bratislava branch office Kosice, Kosice, Slovakia R106/2018 on
Report No.: KE/I/06-15 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: SK15IEBRSNWO001D
KII1A 6.1.3/308
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.2, Jozefiak, D. 2015 | Analysis of the efficacy to MCW-2222 SL against N Y Data ADAMA* SK
KCP 6.4.1 Ceuthorynchus napi in oil seed rape, Slovakia 2015 protection
UKSUP Bratislava branch office Kosice, Kosice, Slovakia started with:
Report No.: KE/I/04-15 R106/2018 on
Sponsor No.: SK15IEBRSNWO0O01I May 28, 2018
KIIA 6.1.3/309
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.3/01 Thieme, 2013 Relative susceptibility of field populations of the oilseed rape N Y Data ADAMA* SK
Thomas pollen beetle (Meligethes aeneus) collected 2013 in Austria, the protection
Czech Republic, France, Germany, Hungary, Poland and GB to started with:
the insecticides Biscaya, chlorpyrifosethyl, tau-fluvalinate and R106/2018 on
acetamiprid, in comparison to lambda-cyhalothrin May 28, 2018

BTL Bio-Test Labor GmbH Sagerheide
GEP
Unpublished
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KCP 6.3/02 Thieme, 2014 | Relative susceptibility of field populations of the oilseed rape N Y Data ADAMA* SK
Thomas pollen beetle (Meligethes aeneus) collected 2014 in Austria, protection
Czech Republic, France, Germany, Hungary, Poland and UK to started with:
the insecticides Biscaya, chlorpyrifosethyl, tau-fluvalinate and R106/2018 on
acetamiprid, in comparison to lambda-cyhalothrin May 28, 2018
BTL Bio-Test Labor GmbH Sagerheide,
GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.3/03 Bielza, Pablo 2015 Resistance monitoring of samples treated with the Insecticide N Y Data/study ADAMA*
“MCW-2222" in Myzus persicae report never
Universidad Politécnica de Cartagena report n° 31005814 submitted
GEP before to
Unpublished Poland
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-2222 (Acetamipryd 200 SL) on taint of protection
processing potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: not stated May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: 15ADA0139-6
KIIIA 6.1.4/001
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of processing protection
potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0188-2 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: DE15IESOLTU320C
KIIIA 6.1.4/002
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of processing protection

potatoes

AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland
Report No.: 15ADA0188-3
Sponsor No.: DE15IESOLTU320A
KIIIA 6.1.4/003

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of processing protection
potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0188-4 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: DE15ISSOLTU320B
KIIIA 6.1.4/004
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0187-1 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: CZ15IEMABSD001B
KII1A 6.1.4/005
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0187-2 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: PLISIEMABSD126A
KIIIA 6.1.4/006
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0187-3 May 28, 2018

Sponsor No.: PL15IEMABSD126B
KIIA 6.1.4/007

GLP / GEP

Unpublished
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KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2015 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of processing protection
potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0188-1 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: RO15IESOLTUO12A
KIIIA 6.1.4/008
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0138-4 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.4/009
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0138-5 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIIA 6.1.4/010
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0138-1 May 28, 2018

Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.4/011
GLP/GEP
Unpublished




CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel
Part A — National Assessment

ZRMS version

Page 105 /137

Version: March 2022

Title

Auth Company Report No. \éerte- D ion claimed Justification if
Data point uthor(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate ata protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A Kukuta, | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0138-2 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIIA 6.1.4/012
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint of fresh and protection
processing apples started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0138-3 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.4/013
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint ofprocessing protection
potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0139-1 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIA 6.1.4/014
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint ofprocessing protection
potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0139-2 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIIA 6.1.4/015
GLP / GEP
Unpublished
KCP 6.4.4 Kukuta, A. 2014 | Sensory evaluation - the influence of the plant protection N Y Data ADAMA*
product MCW-222 (Acetamiprid 200 SL) on taint ofprocessing protection
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potatoes started with:
AGRECO Sp. z 0.0., Otawa, Poland R106/2018 on
Report No.: 15ADA0139-3 May 28, 2018
Sponsor No.: not stated
KIIIA 6.1.4/016
GLP /GEP
Unpublished
KCP 7.1.1/01 XXX. 2013 Acetamiprid 200 SL: Acute oral toxicity study in rats Y Y Data Adama*
R-31123 protection
XXX started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 7.1.2/01 XXX 2013 Acetamiprid 200 SL: Acute dermal toxicity study in rats Y Y Data Adama*
R-31124 protection
XXX started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 7.1.3/01 XXX 2013 Acetamiprid 200 SL: Acute inhalation toxicity study (Nose- Y Y Data Adama*
only) in the rat protection
R-31125 started with:
XXXX R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 7.1.4/01 Kiss 1. 2013 | Acetamiprid 200 SL: In vitro skin irritation test in the EPISKIN N Y Data Adama*
model protection
R-31126 started with:
Source CiToxLAB Hungary Ltd R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 7.1.4/02 XXX 2013 | Acetamiprid 200 SL: Acute skin irritation study in rabbits Y Y Data Adama*
R-31126A protection
XXXX started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 7.1.5/01 Kiss I. 2013 | Acetamiprid 200 SL: In vitro eye irritation test in isolated N Y Data Adama*
chicken eyes protection

R-31127
Source CiToxLAB Hungary Ltd

started with:
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GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 7.1.5/02 XXX 2013 | Acetamiprid 200 SL: Acute eye irritation study in rabbits Y Y Data Adama*
R-31127A protection
XXX started with:
GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 7.1.6/01 XXX 2013 | Skin sensitisation test: Local lymph node assay with Acetamiprid Y Y Data Adama*
200 SL protection
R-31128 started with:
XXX R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 7.3/01 Rheus, AA. 2013 In vitro percutaneous absorption of Acetamiprid, formulated as N Y Data Adama*
Acetamiprid 200 SL, through human and rat skin protection
R-31287 started with:
Source TNO Triskelion R106/2018 on
GLP May 28, 2018
Unpublished
KCP 7.2/01 Wilson, A. 2016 | Acetamiprid foliar dislodgeable residues dissipation on pome N Y Data/study Adama*
fruit in southern and northern europe (Spain, Italy and Czech report never
republic) submitted
R-37353 before to
Source AgroChemex International Ltd Poland and
GLP Slovakia
Unpublished
KCP 8.1/01 Lefresne S. 2014 | Freezing storage stability of acetamiprid in 4 plant matrices: N Y Data Adama*
Dry (dry bean seed and straw, water (apple), fat (olive whole protection
fruit) and acid (or-ange peel and pulp) at/below -18°C during 1 started with:
year (0, 3, 6 and 12 months) R106/2018 on
Report No B13-M1-A-02, Sponsor No R-33766 May 28, 2018
FREDON Pays de la Loire/GIRPA
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.1/02 Barbier G. 2018 Freezing storage stability of acetamiprid in wheat (grain) N Y Data Adama*
at/below -18°C during 15 months (0 and 15 months) protection
Report No B17G-A4-A-02 started with:

FREDON Pays de la Loire/GIRPA
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GLP R106/2018 on
Unpublished May 28, 2018
KCP 8.1/03 Miiller, S. 2020 Determination of the Storage Stability of Acetamiprid in Honey N Y Data/study Nufarm
for a period of 12 months at < -18 °C, Miiller, S., 2020, Study report never
No. 20N08133-01-SSHN (interim report) submitted
Study No. 20N08133-01-SSHN (interim report) before to
CIP Poland
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.3/01 Roussel, Ch. H. 2014 | Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in apple (RAC fruits N Y Data Adama*
KCP 8.5.3/01 and processed fractions), following one or two applications of protection
MCW-2222 in six trials (3 DCS + 3 HS), Northern Europe started with:
(Northern France, Germany, Poland and Belgium) — 2014 R106/2018 on
Report No ChR-14-17311, Sponsor No R-34915 May 28, 2018
STAPHYT
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.3/02 Meéric, D. 2014 Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in apples (RAC fruits) N Y Data Adama*
follow-ing one or two applications of MCW-2222 in two trials protection
(1 DCS + 1 HS), Northern Europe (Northern France) — 2013 started with:
Report No DMC-13-16134, Sponsor No R-33599 R106/2018 on
STAPHYT May 28, 2018
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.3/03 Bousquet C. 2014 Magnitude of the Residue of acetamiprid in potato Raw N Y Data Adama*
Agricultural Commaodity after two applications of MCW-2222 protection
in three decline curve trials (Poland, United Kingdom and started with:
Northern France) and in one harvest trial (Poland) in Northern R106/2018 on
Europe — 2013 May 28, 2018
Report No 13SGS102, Sponsor No R-33600
SGS AGRI MIN
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.3/04 Meéric D. 2014 Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in oilseed rape (RAC N Y Data Adama*
whole plants, pods and seeds) following one or two applications protection

of MCW-2222 in two trials (1 DCS + 1HS), Northern Europe

started with:
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(Germany and Northern France) — 2013 R106/2018 on
Report No DMC-13-16129, Sponsor No R-33598 May 28, 2018
STAPHYT
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.3/05 Chevallier E. 2014 Magnitude of the residue of acetamiprid in winter oil seed rape N Y Data Adama*
(Raw Agricultural Commodity) after one or two applications of protection
MCW-2222 - three decline curve trials and three harvest trials started with:
in Northern Europe (Northern France, Poland, Germany, Czech R106/2018 on
Republic and Hungary) - 2014 May 28, 2018
Report No 14SGS035, Sponsor No R-34910
SGS AGRI MIN
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.3/06 Lebrun F. 2014 Magnitude of the residue of acetamiprid in maize (Raw N Y Data Adama*
Agricultural Commaodity) after one application of MCW-2222 — protection
four semi decline curve trials and four decline curve trials in started with:
Northern Europe (Northern France, Poland, Germany, Hungary R106/2018 on
and Austria) — 2014 May 28, 2018
Report No 14SGS039, Sponsor No R-34912
SGS AGRI MIN Batiment ADAMANTIS
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.5.3/01 Roussel Ch. H. 2014 Magnitude of the residues of acetamiprid in apple (RAC fruits N Y Data Adama*
KCP 8.3/01 and processed fractions), following one or two applications of protection
MCW-2222 in six trials (3 DCS + 3 HS), Northern Europe started with:
(Northern France, Germany, Poland and Belgium) — 2014 R106/2018 on
Report No ChR-14-17311, Sponsor No R-34915 May 28, 2018
STAPHYT
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.6.1/01 Hobbs G. 2017 Uptake and Metabolism in Confined Rotational Crops Using N Y Data/study Adama*
[*4C]-IM-1-5 report never
Report No 38356, Sponsor No R-37756 submitted
Charles River Laboratories Edinburgh Ltd before to
GLP Poland

Unpublished
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KCP 8.6.2/01 Semrau J. 2017 Determination of residues of acetamiprid and its soil N Y Data/study Adama*
metabolites IM-1-4 and IM-1-5 after one application of MCW- report never
2222 to bare soil in rotational crops (radish, spinach and wheat) submitted
at 1 site in Northern Europe and 1 site in Southern Europe 2015 before to
/2016 Poland
Report No S15-02364, Sponsor No R-35750
Eurofins Agroscience Services GmbH
GLP
Unpublished
KCP 8.10.1/01 Hecht-Ross S. 2020 | Semi-field study for determining the magnitude of residues of N Y Data/study Nufarm
Carnadine (CA3573) (a.s. acetamiprid) in honey report never
GLP Study No. 467, Report No. R1940050 submitted
RIFCON GmbH before to
GLP Poland
Unpublished
KCP 8.10.1/02 Sagner A, 2020 | Expert Statement - Possibility to Estimate Residue Levels for N Y Data/study Nufarm
Kessler M. Acetamiprid in Honey report never
Report No. R1960175_01 submitted
GLP not applicable before to
Unpublished Poland
KCP 8.10.1/03 EFSA 2014 | Scientific Report of EFSA - The 2012 European Union Report N N - Publicly available
on pesticide residues in food
EFSA Journal 2014;12(12):3942
GLP not applicable
Published
KCP 8.10.1/04 EFSA 2015 | Scientific Report of EFSA — The 2013 European Union report N N - Publicly available
on pesticide residues in food
EFSA Journal 2015;13(3):4038
GLP not applicable
Published
KCP 8.10.1/05 EFSA 2016c | Scientific Report of EFSA — The 2014 European Union report N N - Publicly available
on pesticide residues in food
EFSA Journal 2016;14(10):4611
GLP not applicable
Published
KCP 8.10.1/06 EFSA 2017 | Scientific Report of EFSA — The 2015 European Union report N N - Publicly available

on pesticide residues in food
EFSA Journal 2017;15(4):4791
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Data protection claimed
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data protection
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Owner

GLP not applicable
Published

KCP 8.10.1/07

EFSA

2018b

Scientific Report of EFSA — The 2016 European Union report
on pesticide residues in food

EFSA Journal 2018;16(7):5348

GLP not applicable

Published

Publicly available

KCP 8.10.1/08

EFSA

2019

Scientific report on the 2017 European Union report on
pesticide residues in food

EFSA Journal 2019;17(6):5743

GLP not applicable

Published

Publicly available

KCP 8.10.1/09

EFSA

2020

Scientific Report of EFSA — The 2018 European Union report
on pesticide residues in food

EFSA Journal 2020;18(4):6057

GLP not applicable

Published

Publicly available

Study not
relied upon
during Art. 43
re-evaluation

KCP 10.1.2.2/01

Jacob, J.,
Manson, P.,
Barfknecht, R.,
Fredricks, T

2013

Common Vole (Microtus Arvalis) Ecology and Management:

Implications for Risk Assessment of Plant Protection Products.

Pest Management Science 70: 869-878.
GLP: no
Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/02

Rinke, T.

1991

Percentage of volume versus number of species: availability
and intake of grasses and forbs in Microtus arvalis.

Folia Zoologica, 40(2), 143-151.

GLP: no

Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/03

Leutert, A.

1983

Einfluss der Feldmaus, Microtus arvalis (Pall.), auf die
floristische Zusammensetzung von Wiesen-Okosystemen.

public
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Veroftentlichung des Geobotanischen Institutes der Eidg.
Techn. Hochschule, Stiftung Riibel, Ziirich.
GLP: no
Published: yes
Effects of agriculture development on vole dynamics and N N - public
Delattre, P., conservation of Montagu s harrier in western French wetlands.
KCP 10.1.2.2/05 | Giraudoux, P. et 1992 Biological Conservation 100: 289-295.
al. GLP: no
Published: yes
Effects of agriculture development on vole dynamics and N N - public
Butet A conservation of Montagu s harrier in western French wetlands.
KCP 10.1.2.2/06 L o 2001 Biological Conservation 100: 289-295.
eroux, A.B.A. ;
GLP: no
Published: yes
The importance of land management for population parameters N N - public
and spatial behaviour in common voles (Microtus arvalis).
Jacob, J., Halle, Advances in Vertebrate Pest Management. H.-J. Pelz and C. J.
KCP 10.1.2.2/07 S. 2001 Feare. Fiirth, Filander-Verlag. 2: 319-330.
GLP: no
Published: yes
Short-term effects of farming practices on populations of N N - public
common voles.
KCP 10.1.2.2/08 | Jacob, J. 2003 | Agriculture Ecosystems and Environment 95: 321-325.
GLP: no
Published: yes
Adamczewska- 1981 Populations structure of Microtus arvalis (Pall.) against the N N - public
Andrzejewska, background of a community of rodents in crop fields.
KCP 10.1.2.2/09 | K.A. Polish ecological studies 7(2): 193-211.

GLP: no
Published: yes




CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel
Part A — National Assessment

ZRMS version

Page 113 /137
Version: March 2022

Data point

Author(s)

Year

Title
Company Report No.
Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status
Published or not

Verte-
brate
study

Y/N

Data protection claimed
Y/N

Justification if
data protection
is claimed

Owner

KCP 10.1.2.2/10

Jacob, J.,
Hempel, N

2003

Effects of farming practices on spatial behaviour of common
voles.

Journal of Ethology 21: 45-50.

GLP: no

Published: yes

N

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/11

Halle, S.

2000

Voles - small graminivores with polyphasic patterns. Activity
patterns in small mammals. S. Halle and N. C. Stenseth. Berlin,
Heidelberg, New York, Barcelona, Hong Kong, London, Milan,
Paris, Singapore, Tokyo, Springer-Verlag: 191-215.

GLP: no

Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/12

Jaworska, K

1996

The cover of herbaceous plants in an IPM apple orchard and its
influence on the occurrence of rodents.

Acta Horticulturae 422: 431-432.

GLP: no

Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/13

Sullivan, T.P.,
van Hogue, E.J.

2003

Influence of Orchard Floor Management on Vole and Pocket
Gopher Populations and Damage in Apple Orchards.

Journal of the American Society for Horticultural Science 112:
972-977.

GLP: no

Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/14

Jacob, J.,
Brown, J.S

2000

Microhabitat use, giving-up densities and temporal activity as
short- and long-term anti-predator behaviors in common voles.
Oikos 91: 131-138.

GLP: no

Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/15

Edge, W.,
Wolff, J. et al.

1995

Density-dependent responses of gray-tailed voles to mowing.
Journal of Wildlife Management 59: 245-251.

GLP: no

Published: yes

public

KCP 10.1.2.2/16

Lauenstein, G.

1979

Zur Problematik der Bekdmpfung von Feldméusen.
Zeitschrift fir angewandte Zoologie 66: 35-59.
GLP: no

Published: yes

public
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Die Saugetiere Baden-Wiirttembergs Band 2. N N - public
KCP 10.1.2.2/17 Braun, M., 2005 Stuttgart, Verlag Eugen Ulmer. Pp. 297-311.
Dieterlen, GLP: no
Published: yes
Sources, Sinks, and Population Regulation. N N - public
KCP 10.1.2.2/18 | Pulliam, H.R. 1988 The American Naturalist 132(5): 652-661.
GLP: no
Published: yes
Sources and sinks in population biology. N N - public
KCP 10.1.2.2/19 | Dias, P.C. 1996 | 1ree1l:326-330.
GLP: no
Published: yes
2004: Balanced dispersal or source-sink - do both models N N - public
Tattersall, F.H., describe wood mice in farmed landscapes?
KCP 10.1.2.2/20 | MacDonald, 2004 | Oikos 106: 536-550.
D.W. etal. GLP: no
Published: yes
Demography of montane voles in old field and orchard habitats N N - public
Sullivan, T.P., in Southern British Columbia.
KCP 10.1.2.2/21 | Sullivan, D.S., 2003 Northwest Science 77: 228-236.
van Hogue, E.J. GLP: no
Published: yes
Niethammer, J., 1982 | Microtus arvalis (Pallas, 1779) - Feldmaus. N N - public
and F. Krapp Handbuch der Séugetiere Europas. J. Niethammer and F.
KCP 10.1.2.2/22 Krapp. Wiesbaden, Aula-Verlag. 2/1: 285-318.
GLP: no
Published: yes
Mitchell-Jones, 1999 | The Atlas of European Mammals. N N - public
KCP 10.1.2.2/23 A., G. Amori, et Lond-on, Academic Press. Pp. 220-257.
al. GLP: no
Published: yes
Die Feldmaus: Microtus arvalis Pallas. N N - public
KCP 10.1.2.2/24 | Stein. G.H.W 1958 Wittenberg, Lutherstadt, A. Ziemsen Verlag.

GLP: no
Published: yes
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The impact of the common vole on the vegetation of N N - public
agroecosystems.
KCP 10.1.2.2/25 | Truszkowski, J. 1982 Acta Theriologica 27: 305-345.
GLP: no
Published: yes
Populationsdkologische Untersuchungen zum Massenwechsel N N - public
Heise. S der Feldmaus Microtus arvalis (Pallas, 1779).
KCP 10.1.2.2/26 Y 1987 Saugetierkundliche Informationen 2: 403-414
Stubbe, M. A
GLP: no
Published: yes
Bekanntmachung iiber die Umsetzung des EFSA-Guidance N N - public
Document zur Risikobewertung fiir Vogel und Séuger (BVL
10/02/14).
KCP 10.1.2.2/27 | Nolting, H.-G 2010 Bundesamt fiir Verbraucherschutz und Lebensmittelsicherheit,
Bundesanzeiger. 62: 2228-2229.
GLP: no
Published: yes
gg::;{;ikér 3 New p_roppsed Residyes on Fruits (RUD_s) for frugivorous N N i public
Foudoulakié ' scenarios in EFS_A Bird and Mamma_l Risk Assessment.
KCP 10.1.2.2/28 S 2019 Poster-Presentation SETAC Helsinki, June 2019.
M., Ludwigs, -
4 GLP: no
J.-D., Murfitt, Published: yes
R., Ristau, K. )
KCP 10.1.2.2/29 | Schabacker, J. 2020 | Residue levels of pesticides on fruits for use in wildlife risk as- N N - public
Hahne, J., sessments. Integrated Environmental Assessment and Manage-
Ludwigs, J.-D., ment. https://doi.org/10.1002/ieam.4345;
Vallon, https://setac.onlineli-
M.,Foudoulakis, brary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1002/ieam.4345
M., Murfitt, R., GLP: no
Ristau, K. Published: yes
KCP 10.2.1/01 XXX 2014a | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to the rainbow trout Y Y Data Adama*
Oncorhynchus mykiss in a 96-hour static test protection
Report No.: R-33831 started with:
XXX. R106/2018 on
GLP: yes May 28, 2018
Published: no
KCP 10.2.1/02 Juckeland, D. 2014b | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to Daphnia magna in a 48-hour N Y Data Adama*

static test

protection
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Report No.: R-33832 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.2.1/03 Juckeland, D., 2015 | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to Chironomus riparius in a 48- N Y Data Adama*
hour static test protection
Report No.: R-34873 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.2.1/04 Juckeland, D. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on Desmodesmus subspicatus in an algal N Y Data Adama*
growth inhibition test protection
Report No.: R-33833 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.2.1/02 Taylor, S. & 2015 | Acetamiprid 200 SL — Acute Toxicity to Aquatic Organisms N Y Data Adama*
Joyce, F., D. Report no. R-35057 protection
Cambridge Environmental Assessments, Battlegate Road, started with:
Boxworth, Cambridgeshire, CB23 4NN, UK R106/2018 on
GLP: yes May 28, 2018
Published: no
KCP 10.2.3/01 Hommen U., 2020 | Carnadine — Outdoor mesocosm study N Y Data/study Nufarm
Hennecke S., Report No.: NFM-001/7-52 report never
Christmann R Fraunhofer Institute for Molecular Biology and Applied submitted
Ecology (IME), Auf dem Aberg 1, 57392 Schmallenberg, before to
Germany Poland
GLP: Yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1/01 Rortais A., 2005 Modes of honey bee exposure to systemic insecticides: N N - public
Arnold G., estimated amounts of contaminated pollen and nectar consumed
Halm M. P, by different categories of bees.

Touffet-Briens
F.

Apidologie, 36(1), 71-83.
GLP: no
Published: yes




CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel
Part A — National Assessment

ZRMS version

Page 117 /137

Version: March 2022

Title

Auth Company Report No. \éerte- D ion claimed Justification if
Data point uthor(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate ata protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
KCP 10.3.1/02 Kim W., Gilet 2011 | Optimal concentrations in nectar feeding. N N - public
T., Bush J.W. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America 108(40): 16618-16621.
GLP: no
Published: yes
KCP 10.3.1/03 Pamminger T., 2019 | The nectar report: quantitative review of nectar sugar N N - public
Becker R., concentrations offered by bee visited flowers in agricultural and
Himmelreich S., non-agricultural landscapes.
Schneider C. Peer 7, 6329, 15 pp.
W., Bergtold M. GLP: no
Published: yes
KCP 10.3.1/04 Babendreier D., 2004 | Pollen consumption in honey bee larvae: a step forward in the N N - public
Kalberer N., risk assessment of transgenic plants.
Romeis J., Fluri Apidologie 35(3), 293-300.
P., Bigler, F. GLP: no
Published: yes
KCP Franke, M. 2014 | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to the honeybee Apis mellifera L. N Y Data Adama*
10.3.1.1.1/01 under laboratory conditions protection
& Report No.: R-33834 started with:
KCP BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
10.3.1.1.2/01 GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.2/01 | DreBler, K. 2019 | Chronic oral toxicity of CA3573 Acetamiprid 200 SL N Y Data/study Nufarm
(Carnadine) to the honey bee Apis mellifera L. under laboratory report never
conditions submitted
Project No. 19 48 BAC 0028 before to
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik Poland
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
Study not

relied upon
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KCP 10.3.1.3/01 | Scheller, K. 2020 | CA3573 Acetamiprid 200 SL (Carnadine) - Repeated exposure N Y Data/study Nufarm
of honey bee larvae (Apis mellifera L.) under laboratory report never
conditions submitted
Project No. 19 48 BLC 0033 before to
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik Poland
GmbH. Kupferstrale 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
Study not
relied upon
during Art. 43
re-evaluation
KCP Rohlig, U. 2014 | Acute toxicity of MCW-2222 to the bumblebee Bombus N Y Data Adama*
10.3.1.2.1/01 terrestris L. under laboratory conditions protection
& Report No.: R-33837 started with:
KCP BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
10.3.1.2.2/01 GmbH. Kupferstrale 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.6/03 | Aucejo, S. 2015 Effects and Determination of Residues of Acetamiprid200 SL N Y Data Adama*
on the Honeybee (Apis mellifera L.) Brood in Apple, under protection
Field Conditions, in Italy 2015. started with:
Report No.: R-35961 R106/2018 on
TESTAPI, Sarré, 49350 Gennes, France. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.5/07 | Hecht-Rost, S. 2018 | Semi-field brood study to evaluate potential effects of MCW- N Y Data/study Adama*
& Mayer, O. 2222 on brood development of honeybees (Apis mellifera L.) report never
Report No.: R-37336 submitted
RIFCON GmbH Goldbeckstr. 13 D-69493 Hirschberg, before to
Germany. Poland
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GLP: no
Published: no
Study not
relied upon
during Art. 43
re-evaluation
Study not
relied upon
during Art. 43
re-evaluation
Study not
relied upon
during Art. 43
re-evaluation
KCP 10.3.1.5/04 | Mamet, O. & 2015 | Assessment of toxicity on honeybees (Apis mellifera) of the N Y Data Adama*
Molitor, C. product MCW-2222 (acetamiprid200 g/L) applied under insect protection
proof tunnels on a phacelia crop in Northern France. started with:
Report No.: R-34875 R106/2018 on
TESTAPI, Sarré, 49350 Gennes, France. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.5/05 | Mamet, O. & 2015 | Assessment of toxicity on honey bees (Apis mellifera) of the N Y Data Adama*
Molitor, C. product MCW-2222 (acetamiprid200 g/L) applied under insect

protection
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proof tunnels on a phacelia crop during summer in France started with:
Report No.: R-34876 R106/2018 on
TESTAPI, Sarré, 49350 Gennes, France. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.5/06 | Mamet, O. & 2015 | Assessment of toxicity on honey bees (Apis mellifera) of the N Y Data Adama*
Molitor, C. product MCW-2222 (acetamiprid200 g/L) applied under insect protection
proof tunnels on a phacelia crop during summer in France. started with:
Report No.: R-35847 R106/2018 on
TESTAPI, Sarré, 49350 Gennes, France. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.6/01 | Molitor, C. 2015 | Field Study to Evaluate Potential Side Effects of the product N Y Data Adama*
MCW-2222 (acetamiprid200 g/L) on Brood Development, protection
Foraging Activity, Mortality and Behaviour of Adult started with:
Honeybees Apis mellifera L. (Hymenoptera: Apidae) Following R106/2018 on
Application after Bee-Flight on Phacelia tanacetifolia May 28, 2018
Report No.: R-34877
TESTAPI, Sarré, 49350 Gennes, France.
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.1.6/02 | Molitor, C. 2015 Field Study to Evaluate Potential Side Effects of MCW-2222 N Y Data Adama*
on Brood Development, Foraging Activity, Mortality and protection
Behaviour of Adult Honeybees (Apis mellifera) on Oilseed rape started with:
& Final Report Amendment N°1 R106/2018 on
Study no R-35844 May 28, 2018
TESTAPI, Sarré, 49350 Gennes, France.
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.4/01 | Appeltauer, A. 2018 | AField Study Assessing the Impact of Drift Rates of N Y Data/study Adama*
Acetamiprid on the Non-Target Arthropod Fauna on a Meadow report never
in Germany submitted
Report No.: R-35848 before to
Eurofins Agroscience GmbH, Eutinger Str. 24 Poland

D-75223 Niefern-Oschelbronn, Germany
GLP: yes
Published: no
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KCP 10.3.2.3/01 | Luna, F. 2016 | Aged residue test with the formulation “MCW-2222” N Y Data/study Adama*
(Acetamiprid20% wi/v SL) at 45 g a.s./ha on the parasitic wasp report never
Aphidius rhopalosiphi (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) submitted
Report No.: TRC15-242BA before to
TRIALCAMP, Poligono Industrial de L’ Alter Av. Antic Regne Poland
de Valeéncia, 25, 46290 Alcasser (Valencia) Spain
GLP: Yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.3/02 | Luna, F. 2016 | Aged residue test with the formulation “MCW-2222” N Y Data/study Adama*
(Acetamiprid20% wi/v SL) at 70 g a.s. /ha on the parasitic wasp report never
Aphidius rhopalosiphi (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) submitted
Report No.: TRC15-243BA before to
TRIALCAMP, Poligono Industrial de L’ Alter Av. Antic Regne Poland
de Valeéncia, 25, 46290 Alcasser (Valencia) Spain
GLP: Yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.3/03 | Luna, F. 2016 | Aged residue test with the formulation “MCW-2222” N Y Data/study Adama*
(Acetamiprid20% wi/v SL) at 102 g a.s. /ha on the parasitic report never
wasp Aphidius rhopalosiphi (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) submitted
Report No.: TRC15-244BA before to
TRIALCAMP, Poligono Industrial de L"Alter Av. Antic Regne Poland
de Valeéncia, 25, 46290 Alcasser (Valencia) Spain
GLP: Yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.3/04 | Luna, F. 2017a | Aged residue test with the formulation “MCW-2222"at 170 g N Y Data/study Adama*
a.s. /ha on the parasitic wasp Aphidius rhopalosiphi report never
(Hymenoptera: Braconidae) submitted
Report No.: TRC16-073BA before to
TRIALCAMP, Poligono Industrial de L"Alter Av. Antic Regne Poland

de Valencia, 25, 46290 Alcasser (Valencia) Spain
GLP: Yes
Published: no
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KCP 10.3.2.3/05 | Luna, F. 2017b | Aged residue test with the formulation “MCW-2222" on the N Y Data/study Adama*
predatory mite Typhlodromus pyri (Acari: phytoseiidae) report never
Report No.:: R-37335 submitted
TRIALCAMP, Poligono Industrial de L"Alter Av. Antic Regne before to
de Valéncia, 25, 46290 Alcasser (Valencia) Spain Poland
GLP: Yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.3/06 | Luna, F. 2017c | Aged residue test with the formulation “MCW-2222” on N Y Data/study Adama*
Coccinella septempunctata (Coleoptera: coccinellidae) report never
Report No.: TRC16-075BA / R-37334 submitted
TRIALCAMP, Poligono Industrial de L’ Alter Av. Antic Regne before to
de Valéncia, 25, 46290 Alcasser (Valencia) Spain Poland
GLP: Yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.1/01 | Rohlig, U. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the predatory mite Typhlodromus pyri N Y Data Adama*
SCHEUTEN in a laboratory test - Rate-Response-Test (LRso) - protection
Report No.: R-33838 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.1/02 | Roéhlig, U. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the parasitic wasp Aphidius N Y Data Adama*
rhopalosiphi (DESTEFANI-PEREZ) in a laboratory test - Rate- protection
Response-Test (LRso) - started with:
Report No.: R-33839 R106/2018 on
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik May 28, 2018
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.2/01 | Roéhlig, U. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the predatory mite Typhlodromus pyri N Y Data Adama*
SCHEUTEN in an extended laboratory test - Rate-Response- protection
Test (LRso) - started with:
Report No.: R-34780 R106/2018 on
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik May 28, 2018

GmbH. Kupferstrale 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
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KCP 10.3.2.2/04 | Rohlig, U. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the green lacewing Chrysoperla N Y Data Adama*
carnea STEPH. in an extended laboratory test - Rate-Response- protection
Test (LRso) - started with:
Report No.: R-34781 R106/2018 on
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik May 28, 2018
GmbH. Kupferstralie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.2/03 | Rohlig, U. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the parasitic wasp Aphidius N Y Data Adama*
rhopalosiphi (DESTEFANI-PEREZ) STEPH. in an extended protection
laboratory test - Rate-Response-Test (LRso) - started with:
Report No.::R-33839A R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik
GmbH. Kupferstra3e 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.2/05 | Rohlig, U. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the ladybird Coccinella N Y Data Adama*
septempunctata L. in an extended laboratory test - Rate- protection
Response-Test (LRso) - started with:
Report No.: R-34782 R106/2018 on
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik May 28, 2018
GmbH. Kupferstralie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.3.2.2/02 | Stevens, J. 2015 MCW-2222 — A rate-response extended laboratory bioassay of N Y Data Adama*
the effects of fresh residues on the parasitic wasp Aphidius protection
rhopalosiphi (Hymenoptera, Braconidae) started with:
Report No.: R-35026 R106/2018 on
Mambo-Tox Ltd., 2 Venture Road, University Science Park, May 28, 2018
Southampton SO16 7NP, UK
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.4.1.1/01 | Friedrich, S. 2014 | MCW-2222 - Sublethal toxicity to the earthworm Eisenia fetida N Y Data Adama*
in artificial soil protection

Report No.: R-33840
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik
GmbH. Kupferstrale 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018
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BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany.

GLP: yes

Published: no

started with:
R106/2018 on
May 28, 2018

Auth Company Report No. \éerte- D ion claimed Justification if
Data point uthor(s) Year Source (where different from company) rate ata protection claime data protection Owner
study Y/N - -
GLP or GEP status Y/N is claimed
Published or not
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.4.2.1/01 | Friedrich, S. 2014 MCW-2222 - Effects on the reproduction of the collembolan N Y Data Adama*
Folsomia candida protection
Report No.: R-33841 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstrale 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.4.2.1/02 | Schulz, L. 2014 | Effects of MCW-2222 on the reproduction of the predatory N Y Data Adama*
mite Hypoaspis aculeifer protection
Report No.: R-33842 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstrale 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.5/01 Schulz, L. 2014 MCW-2222 - Effects on the activity of soil microflora N Y Data Adama*
(Nitrogen transformation test) protection
Report No.: R-33843 started with:
BioChem agrar Labor fiir biologische und chemische Analytik R106/2018 on
GmbH. Kupferstraie 6. 04827 Gerichshain, Germany. May 28, 2018
GLP: yes
Published: no
KCP 10.6.2/01 Friedrich, S. 2014 | Terrestrial plant test with MCW-2222: Vegetative vigour test N Y Data Adama*
Report No.: 14 10 48 002 P protection

* For all Adama studies Nufarm has a Letter of access
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CP5.1.2

Netzband,
D.

2003

Stability study of Acetamiprid in potatoes during frozen storage, USA, 2002 in freezer at or below -18°C,
Report No. RD-00243

Bayer Crop Science

GLP

Unpublished

Y

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
soda

CP5.1.2

Goller, G.

1999

Stability Study of NI-25 (Acetamiprid) in apple and tomato samples after storage in freezer at or below -18
°C - Fortification experiments with active ingredient

Report No RPA/NI-25/97051

A.D.M.E. - Bioanalyses, France

GLP

Unpublished

Nippon
soda

CP5.1.2

Jean-
Baptiste, C.

2009

Frozen Storage Stability of Residues of Acetamiprid in Fodder Pea
Report No A7125

Anadiag Laboratories

GLP

Unpublished

Nippon
soda

CP5.1.2

Gieseke
L.D.

1999

NI-25 (acetamiprid): Freezer storage stability of acetamiprid residues in various raw agricultural
commodities and processing fractions (plant matrices)

Report No 10201

Horizon Laboratories, Inc.

GLP

Unpublished

Nippon
soda

CP5.1.2

Raufer, B.

2013

Residue Study on Rotational Crops after one Application of Acetamiprid on Bare Soil at 2 Sites in Europe in
2010 to 2012

Study No. S10-02822

Eurofins

GLP

Unpublished

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
soda

CP5.1.2

Mamouni,
A.

1997

Adsorption and Desorption of IM-1-4 on five soils
GLP
Unpublsiehd

Nippon
Soda
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CP5.1.2 Liu, A.C. 1997 | 6-Chloronicotinic Acid (Acetamiprid metabolite) soil adsorption/desorption study N N - Nippon
GLP Soda
Unpublished
CP5.1.2 Sugiyama 2010 | Adsorption/Desorption Study of IM 1-5 on Soils N Y See Art | Nippon
H. Study no. RD-02101 60 (list Soda
GLP of
Unpublished studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)
CP5.1.2 Emeric, 1998 | Acetamiprid- Verification of the identity of the photolyte obtained at pH 7 N N - Nippon
G.T. Study No. 96-82 Soda
GLP
Unpublished
CP5.1.2 Shiotani H. 2003 | Photodegradation of IM-1-5 in water N N - Nippon
Study No. 2-9-16 soda
GLP
Unpublished
CP5.1.2. Putt, A. E. 2003b | Acute toxicity to gammarids (Gammarus fasciatus) under static conditions N Y Nippon
Study No. 12681.6105 soda
Springborn Smithers Laboratories, NC, USA
GLP
Unpublished
CP5.1.2. Kley, A. & 2012 | Acute toxicity of IM-1-2 to larvae of Chironomus riparius in a static 48-hours immobilisation test N Y Nippon
Wydra, V. Study No. 67741251 See Art soda
Ibacon 60 (list
GLP of
Unpublished studies,
CP5.1.2. Kley, A. & 2012 | Acute toxicity of IM-1-2 to larvae of Chrironimus riparius in a static 48 hours immobilisation-test N Y COM Nippon
Wydra, V. Study No. RD-02374 Oct. soda
Ibacon 2016)
GLP
Unpublished
CP5.1.2 Harkin, S. 2014 | Acetamiprid — toxicity test for adult honeybees (apis mellifera) N Y Nippon
Study No. RD- 02928 soda

The food and environment research agency, UK
GLP
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Unpublished
CP5.1.2 Harkin, S. 2015 | Acetamiprid: In vitro chronic toxicity to larval stage honeybee (Apis mellifera L.) N Y Nippon
Report No: RD-02929 soda
The Food and Environment Research Agency, York, UK.
GLP
Not published
Ccp8.1 Goller G. 1999 | Stability Study of NI-25 (Acetamiprid) in apple and tomato samples after storage in freezer at or below -18 N N - Nippon
°C - Fortification experiments with active ingredient Soda

Report No RPA/NI-25/97051
A.D.M.E. - Bioanalyses, France
GLP

Unpublished

Ccp8.1 Netzband 2003 | Stability study of Acetamiprid in potatoes during frozen storage, USA, 2002 in freezer at or below -18°C N N - Nippon
D.J. Report No RD-00243 Soda
Bayer CropScience
GLP

Unpublished

CP8.1 Jean- 2009 | Frozen Storage Stability of Residues of Acetamiprid in Fodder Pea N N - Nippon
Baptiste C. Report No A7125 Soda
Anadiag Laboratories
GLP

Unpublished

CP8.1 Gieseke 1999 | NI-25 (acetamiprid): Freezer storage stability of acetamiprid residues in various raw agricultural N N - Nippon
L.D. commodities and processing fractions (plant matrices) Soda
Report No 10201

Horizon Laboratories, Inc.
GLP

Unpublished

CpP8.21 Saito H. 1997a | NI-25 [Pyridine-2,6-14C] - Nature of the Residue in Eggplants N N - Nippon
Report No EC-391-3 Soda
Nisso Chemical Analysis Service Co, Ltd
GLP, GEP

Unpublished
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CP8.21

Saito H.

1997b

NI-25 [Pyridine-2,6-C] - Nature of the Residue in Apples
Report No EC-742-1

Nisso Chemical Analysis Service Co, Ltd

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

N

Nippon
Soda

Cp8.21

Saito H.

1997¢c

NI-25 [Pyridine-2,6-14C] - Nature of the Residue in Cabbages Plants
Report No EC-743-1

Nisso Chemical Analysis

Service Co, Ltd

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

Cp8.21

Kawai T.

1995

NI-25 [CN-'*C] - Nature of the Residue in Cabbages Plants
Report No EC-617-1

Nisso Chemical Analysis Service Co, Ltd

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

Cp8.21

McMillan-
Staff S.L.,
Austin D.J.,
Lingwood
A

1997

[**C]-NI1-25: Metabolism in Carrots.
Report No 11253

Rhéne-Poulenc Agriculture Ltd
GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

Cp8.21

Miller N.

1999

Foliarly applied 14C-acetamiprid: Metabolic fate and distribution in cotton (Gossypium hirsutum)
Report No EC-97-367

Rhone-Poulenc Ag Company

GLP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

CP8.2.2

XXX

1997b

14C-NI-25 (Acetamiprid): Absorption, Distribution, Metabolism and Excretion after Repeated Oral
Administration to Laying Hens.

Report No 628143

XXXX

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

CP8.2.3

XXX

1997a

14C-NI-25 (Acetamiprid): Absorption, Distribution, Metabolism and Excretion after Repeated Oral
Administration to Lactating Goats

Report No 628132

XXX

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda
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CP 8.4

Author
sanitized

1999a

Acetamiprid: Magnitude of Residues in Cairy Cow Milk and Tissues
Report No RD-9989

Source sanitized

Unpublished

N

Nippo
m
Soda

CP84

Author
sanitized

1999b

Acetamiprid (Code No.: NI-25) — Magnitude of Residues in Poultry Tissue and Eggs.
Report No RD-9988

Source sanitized

Unpublished

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
Soda

CpP85.1

McMillan-
Staff S.L.,
Austin D.J.,

1997

[*4C]-NI-25 Investigation of the Nature of the Potential Residue in the Products of Industrial Processing or
Household Preparation.

Report No RPAL Study 13442

Rhone-Poulenc Ag Company

GLP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

CP8.5.3

Kowite W.J.

1999

NI-25: Magnitude of Residues in Apple Processed Commodities Resulting from Foliar Applications of EXP
80667A Insecticide

Report No 97512650

Rhéne- Poulenc Agriculture Ltd

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

CP8.5.3

Venet C.,
Barriere I.,

2000

Acetamiprid (NI-25) — Formulation EXP60707A (SP) - Trials France 1999 - Residues in Apple + Processed
products

Report No R&D/CRLD/AN/mba/0015360

Aventis CropScience

GLP, GEP

Unpublished

Nippon
Soda

CP8.6.1

Hobbs G.,
Inns L.

2012

[*4C]-IM-1-5: Uptake and Metabolism of Soil Residues in Confined Rotational Crops
Report No RD-02391

GLP

Unpublished

CP8.6.2

Raufer B.

2013

Residue study on rotational crops after one application of Acetamiprid on bare soil at 2 sites in Europe in
2010 to 2012.

Report No RD-02495N2

GLP

Unpublished

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
Soda

Nippon
Soda
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CP8.6.2 Raufer B. 2014 | Residue study on rotational crop (turnip) after one application of Acetamiprid on bare soil at 1 site in Europe N Y Nippon
in 2012 to 2013. Soda
Report No RD-02930
GLP
Unpublished
CAb5.2. Schwarz, T. | 2008 | Acetamiprid: Validation of an Enforcement Method for Plant Materials N Y Nippon
Study P/B1447G soda

PTRL Europe
Nippon-Soda Report No. RD-01937

GLP
Upublished

CA5.2. Weber, H. 2013 | Validation of a Multiresidue Method (Fillion) with Modified Cleanup and Detection for the Determination of N Y Nippon
Acetamiprid in Potato soda

Study No. S13-02134, Document ID RD-02603
Eurofins Agroscience Services

GLP

Unpublished

CAS.2. Giesau, A. 2013 | Independent laboratory Validation of an Enforcement Method (“QuEChERS”) for the Determination of N Y Nippon
Residues of Acetamiprid in Crops using LC-MS/MS soda
Study No. S12-02718, Document ID RD-02454 See Art
Eurofins Agroscience Services .
60 (list
GLP of

Unpublished .

CAS5.2. Miya, K. 2010 | Validation Study of the Analytical Method for the Determination of the Residues of Acetamiprid and Its N Y studies, Nippon
- . . L COM

Metabolite (IM-2-1) in Animal Commaodities Oct soda

Report No. NCAS 10-144, Document ID RD-02080 2016)

Nisso Chemical Analysis Service Co., Japan

GLP

Unpublished

CA5.2. Knoch, E. 2010 | Independent Laboratory Validation: Analytical Method for the Determination of the Residues of Acetamiprid N Y Nippon
and its Metabolite (IM-2-1) in Animal Commodities soda
Report No. IF-10/01687868, Document ID RD-02156
SGS Institut Fresenius GmbH

GLP

Unpublished
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CAS.2.

Taufer, A.
& Weber H.

2010

Validation of an Analytical Method for the Determination of Residues of Acetamiprid and Acetamiprid Soil
Metabolite IM-1-5 in Calcareous Soil using LC-MS/MS

Report No. S09-03287, Document ID RD-02062N

Eurofins Dr. Specht, Germany

GLP

Unpublished

Y

CA5.2.

Miya, K.

2007

Validation Study of the Confirmatory Method for the Determination of Acetamiprid in Water,
Report No. NCAS 06-209, Document ID RD-01204

Nisso Chemical Analysis Service Co., Japan

GLP

Unpublished

Nippon
soda

Nippon
soda

CA5.2.

Senciuc, M.

2014a

Independent Laboratory Validation (ILV) of a Residues Analytical Method for the Determination of
Acetamiprid in Drinking Water

Report No. P 3244 G, Document ID RD-02951

PTRL Europe GmbH, Germany

GLP,

Unpublished

CA5.2.

Gieseau, A.
& Weber,
H.

2012

Validation of an Analytical Method for the Determination of Residues of Acetamiprid Metabolite IM-1-5 in
Water using LC-MS/MS,

Report No. S12-02719, Document ID RD-02604

Eurofins Agroscience Services, Germany,

GLP,

not published

CA5.2.

Senciuc, M.

2014b

Independent Laboratory Validation (ILV) of a Residues Analytical Method for the Determination of Acetamipr
Metabolite IM-1-5 in Drinking Water

Report No. P 3245 G, Document ID RD-02952

PTRL Europe GmbH, Germany

GLP

Unpublished

o
=z

CA5.2.

Senciuc, M.

2014c

Development and Validation of an Analytical Method for the Determination of Acetamiprid in Blood
Report No. P3208 G, Document ID RD-02943

PTRL Europe, Germany

GLP

Unpublished

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
soda

Nippon
soda

Nippon
soda

Nippon
soda

CA
7.1.1.1/01,
7.1.2.1.1/02,
7.1.2.1.2/03

Morgenroth,
U.

1997

14C-NI-25: Metabolism in One Soil Incubated under Aerobic Conditions
Report/file: RCC Project 373994 Amended final report

Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09624N

GLP

Nippon
soda
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CA Feung, C.S. 1998 | Acetamiprid (NI-25): Metabolism in Collombey Soil N N - Nippon
7.1.1.1/02 Report/file: RPAC Report N° EC-97-406 soda
Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09961
Non-GLP
Not published
CA Burr, C.M. 1997 | [**C]-NI-25: Rate of Aerobic Degradation in Three Soil Types at 20°C and One Soil Type at 10°C N N - Nippon
7.1.1.1/03, Report/file: RPAL Study Report 11256 soda
7.1.2.1.1/03, Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09962
7.1.2.1.2/04 GLP
Not published
CA Simmonds, 2002 | [*C]-Acetamiprid: Rate of Degradation in Three Calcareous Soils at 20°C N N - Nippon
7.1.1.1/04, M.B. Aventis CropScience SA., report C019428 soda
7.1.2.1.1/04, Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-00168
7.1.2.1.2/05 GLP
Not published
CA Burr, C.M., | 1997 | [*C]-NI-25: Anaerobic Soil Degradation N N - Nippon
7.1.1.2/01, Doble, M.L Report/file: RPAL Study Report 11444 soda
7.1.2.1.3/02 Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09860
GLP
Not published
CA Mislankar, 1998 | Acetamiprid (NI-25) Soil Photolysis N N - Nippon
7.1.1.3/01 S.G. Report/file: RPAC Study N° EC-97-359 soda
Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09833
GLP
Not published
CA Jarvis, T. & | 2014 | Re-calculation of laboratory aerobic degradation rates of acetamiprid and its metabolites, according to N N - Nippon
7.1.2.1.1/01, | Hilton, M FOCUS (2006, 2011) guidance soda
7.1.2.1.2/02 Exponent International Ltd., UK

Nippon-Soda Report No.: RD-02913
Non-GLP
Not published
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CA Jewkes, Y. 2014 | Rate of Degradation of [**C]-IM-1-5 in Three Soils at 20°C N Y See Art | Nippon
7.1.2.1.2/01 Nippon-Soda Report No.: RD-02811 60 (list soda
GLP of
Not published studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)
CA Lowden, P., | 1997 | NI-25: Rate of Degradation of the Acid Metabolite, [*C]-1C-0 in Three Soils N N - Nippon
7.1.2.1.2/06 | Oddy, Report/file: RPAL Study Report 11257 soda
AM, Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-9963
Jones, M.K. GLP
Not published
CA Jarvis, T. & | 2014a | Re-calculation of laboratory anaerobic degradation rate of acetamiprid according to FOCUS (2006, 2011) N N - Nippon
7.1.2.1.3/01 | Montesano, guidance soda
\% Exponent International Ltd., UK
Nippon-Soda Report No.: RD-02910
Non-GLP
Not published
CA Fliickiger, J. | 1997 | Adsorption/Desorption of 1“C-NI-25 on Five Soils N N - Nippon
7.1.3.1.1/01 Report/file: RCC Project 374016 soda
Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09564N
GLP
Not published
CA Sugiyama, 2010 | Adsorption/ desorption study of IM-1-5 on soils N Y See Art | Nippon
7.1.3.1.2/01 | H. Nippon Soda Co. Ltd. (NSM), Japan 60 (list soda
Report No. NSM10-013 of
Document No. RD-02101 studies,
GLP COM
Not published Oct.
2016)
CA Mamouni, 1997 | Adsorption/Desorption of IM-1-4 on Five Soils N N - Nippon
7.1.3.1.2/02 | A Report/file:RCC Project 383826 soda

Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-09567N
GLP
Not published
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CA Liu, A.C. 1997 | 6-Chloronicotinic Acid (Acetamiprid Metabolite) N N - Nippon
7.1.3.1.2/03 Soil Adsorption/Desorption Study soda
Report/file: RPAC Study N° EC-97-370
Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-9973
GLP
Not published
CA Mackenzie 2003 | [*C]-IM-1-2 : Adsorption to and Desorption from Four Soils and One Sediment N N - Nippon
7.1.3.1.2/04 | E. & Price BayerCropScience SA, report C030079 soda
0. Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-03056
GLP
Not published
CA Hausmann, 1998 | Aqueous Photodegradation of [**C]-Acetamiprid at pH 7 and Determination of Quantum Yield N N - Nippon
7.2.1.2/01 S., & Class, Report/file: PTRL Europe Study N° P 196 G, soda
T. RPA Study N°96-82
Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-00403
GLP
Not published
CA Mondel, M. 2014 | [Pyridine-2,6-14C]-Acetamiprid: Aerobic Degradation in Natural Water N Y See Art | Nippon
7.2.2.2/01 RLP Agroscience, Germany 60 (list soda
Nippon-Soda Report No.: RD- 02800 of
GLP studies,
Not published COM
Oct.
2016)
CA Jarvis, T. & | 2014c | Recalculation of acetamiprid sediment water kinetics according to FOCUS (2006, 2011) guidance N N - Nippon
7.2.2.3/01 Montesano, Exponent International Ltd., UK soda
V. Nippon-Soda Report No.: RD-02911
Non-GLP
Not published
CA McMillan- 1997 | [**C]-NI-25: Degradation in Two Water/Sediment Systems. N N - Nippon
7.2.2.3/02 Staff, S.L., Report/file: RPAL Study 11263 soda
& Awustin, Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-9968
D.J. GLP
Not published




CA3573 / Carnadine / Kestrel
Part A — National Assessment

ZRMS version

Page 135 /137
Version: March 2022

Data point

Author(s)

Year

Title

Company Report No.

Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status

Published or not

Verte-
brate study
Y/N

Data
protectio
n claimed

Y/N

Justificati
on if data
protection
is claimed

Owner

CP
9.1.1.2/01

Jarvis, T. &
Hilton, M

2014

Re-calculation of acetamiprid field dissipation rates from Wicks (1999) according to FOCUS (2006, 2011)
guidance

Exponent International Ltd., UK

Nippon-Soda Report No.: RD-02912

Non-GLP

Not published

N

Nippon
soda

CP
9.1.1.2/02

Kellner, T.

2012a

Soil Dissipation study with Acetamiprid and its Soil Metabolite IM-1-5, in or on Soil in Spain in 2010-2011
Eurofins Agroscience Services

Nippon Soda Co. Ltd Report No.: RD-02404

GLP

Not published

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
soda

Cp
9.1.1.2/03

Kellner, T.

2012b

Soil Dissipation study with Acetamiprid and its Soil Metabolite IM-1-5, in or on Soil in Southern France in
2010-2011

Eurofins Agroscience Services

Nippon Soda Co. Ltd Report No.: RD-02405

GLP

Not published

CP
9.1.1.2/04

Kellner, T.

2012c

Soil Dissipation study with Acetamiprid and its Soil Metabolite IM-1-5, in or on Soil in Northern France in
2010-2011

Eurofins Agroscience Services

Nippon Soda Co. Ltd Report No.: RD-02406

GLP

Not published

CP
9.1.1.2/05

Finger, N.

2013

Soil Dissipation study with Acetamiprid and its Soil Metabolite IM-1-5, in or on Soil in Hungary in 2011-
2012

Eurofins Agroscience Services

Nippon Soda Co. Ltd Report No.: RD-02599

GLP

Not published

See Art
60 (list
of
studies,
COM
Oct.
2016)

Nippon
soda

Nippon
soda

Nippon
soda

CP
9.1.1.2/07

Jarvis, T. &
Montesano,
V.

2014b

Calculation of Acetamiprid soil DTso values from new field dissipation studies in 2010 and 2011 using
FOCUS kinetics

Non-GLP

Not published

Nippon
soda
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CP Wicks, R.J. 1999 | Acetamiprid : Field Soil Dissipation Study in Europe N N - Nippon
9.1.1.2/08 RPA Study 11258, Doc 202052 soda
Nippon Soda Doc No. RD-9997
GLP

Not published

CP Liihrs, U 2003 | Effects of IM-1-5 on reproduction and growth of earthworms Eisenia foetida in artificial N N - Nippon
10.4.1.1/02 Soil Soda
RD-03058
IBACON
GLP: Yes
Published: No

CP Klein, S. & 2003 | Effects of IM -1-5 on Reproduction of the Collembola Folsomia Candida in Avrtificial Soil N N - Nippon
10.4.2.1/02 | Rosenkraus, C029229 / RD-03096 Soda
B. Aventis CropScience
GLP: Yes

Published: No
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