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3 Efficacy Data and Information (including Value Data) on the
Plant Protection Product (KCP 6)

3.1 Summary and conclusions of zZRMS on Section 3: Efficacy (KCP 6)

Abstract by ZRMS

Introduction

The dRR submitted hereby represents the supplementary, bridging dossier between the ADM.3304.H.1.A. (formula-
tion after composition changes aimed at improvement of long-term stability of the product) and the AG-CDF1-480
EC (formulation before the changes). The dossier contains 45 efficacy trials and 31 selectivity trials. The present
submission followed closely the 2019 submission of the core dossier, the one concerned with the original AG-
CDF1-480 EC formulation and containing the main load of the efficacy data (90 trials), in spite of the evaluation of
the core being still in progress at that time, in February 2020. The concise explanation of the situation is provided by
the applicant in the Introduction to Efficacy data (3.2) chapter, following the GAP table. For detailed info on the
composition change please refer to Part C of the present dossier.

Similar to AG-CDF1-480 EC, the ADM.3304.H.1.A. is a post emergence herbicide, targeting a range of broad-
leaved weeds in winter and in spring cereals as well as in grassland. Like AG-CDF1-480 EC, the ADM.3304.H.1.A.
is a new product, an emulsifiable concentrate formulation containing 375 g/L 2,4-D (equivalent to 562.5 g/L 2,4-D
EHE), 30 g/L Clopyralid and 75 g/L Fluroxypyr (equivalent to 108 g/L Fluroxypyr-mepthyl). All three actives are
auxin mimics, belonging to group no. 4 HRAC (2021).

As the result of the sequential submission of the core and the bridging dossiers, these two parts became interdepend-
ent. Although the core provides 90 efficacy trials overall, it deals with the AG-CDF1-480 EC formulation that had
been abandoned, for technical issues. On the other hand, the present bridging is not a stand-alone dossier, because it
makes references not to the product already authorized (as should be the case), but to another submission, that
has been, hitherto, suspended: the one of AG-CDF1-480 EC. That is why, although initially evaluated separately,
both dossiers are regarded as mutually indispensable for the authorization of the final product under
ADM.3304.H.1.A code, and the cross-references between them are inevitable. By the same token, the joint conclu-
sions based on AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A data seem justified and this approach made it possible to
re-classify susceptibility of some target weeds, and in the case of NE EPPO zone - to authorize the uses in cereals,
previously non-supported by the core data set (see below). With all this in view, the combined (core + bridging)
dossier is still considered as submission following the art. 33 of the regulation (EC) No 1107/20009.

Independently of proving the efficacy equivalence between ADM.3304.H.1.A and AG-CDF1-480 EC, the bridging
trials also compare ADM.3304.H.1.A to zonal and national standards, thereby potentially serving as classical effica-
cy trials too.

In the core dossier (AG-CDF1-480 EC), 19 out of the total 90 efficacy trials had been carried out in grassland and
the remaining 71 — in cereals. Grassland trials cover mostly Maritime EPPO zone (NL + UK, 11 + 6 trials), or are
located outside the Central EU zone (LT, 2 trials). In cereals, 50 trials cover Maritime zone alone, and 21 were car-
ried out in the SE EPPO zone. There is no single trial in cereals from the NE EPPO zone.

There are 45 efficacy trials available in the bridging dossier, including 41 trials in cereals: 29 in the Maritime
EPPO zone, and by 6 trials in each one of the SE and the NE EPPO zones, all the 6 NE zone trials carried out in
Poland. Only 4 trials out of the 45 cover grassland uses, all of them in the Maritime zone still (DE, NL).

MED and EFFICACY

The minimum effective dose and efficacy have been addressed in 26 trials in spring cereals, including 2 trials - in
wheat and in barley - in the North-Eastern zone (in Poland), and in 15 trials in winter cereals, including 4 trials in
wheat (4 cultivars) in the North-Eastern zone (in Poland).

The amended formulation ADM.3304.H.1.A can be claimed comparable to its predecessor AG-CDF1-480 EC both
in the extent of dose response, and in the efficacy at its target dose rate. The dose rate of 2,0 L/ha of
ADM.3304.H.1.A can be considered its minimum effective dose rate, similar to AG-CDF1-480 EC. Weed suscepti-
bility classification has not changed considerably after review of the bridging data, compared to the one resulting
from the core dossier alone. Efficacy conclusions from the bridging data are summarized in the Table 3.2.3-19,
while the combined dossier conclusions have been presented in Table 3.2.3-20 that follows, embedded as excel
spreadsheet, page 65.

Adverse effects on the treated crops
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In the core dossier, crop safety have been addressed in a total of 140 selectivity trials in winter (71) and spring cere-
als (50) and in grassland (19). In the present, bridging dossier, the efficacy equivalence has been demonstrated of the
ADM.3304.H.1.A formulation to its predecessor, AG-CDF1-480 EC, allowing for conclusions based, to some ex-
tent, on the joint data of the new and the older dossiers. In bridging, the crop safety issues have been addressed in
31 selectivity trials, including 13 - in spring cereals, 13 - in winter cereals and 5 - in grassland. Six of those selectiv-
ity trials have been carried out in the North-Eastern EPPO zone, in Poland, in spring cereals (3 trials: in oat, barley
and wheat) and in winter cereals (3 trials in wheat), using altogether 6 different cultivars.

Phytotoxic effects were observed in 14 trials, out of 76 overall submitted in the present dossier. Most of the time the
symptoms were transient and <10% in intensity, although in three cases symptoms exceeding 10% or even 15%
were maintained until the last assessment. The incidence of symptoms was mostly “shared” evenly by the old and
the new formulation. The frequency of the transient, of <5% intensity symptoms is considerably lower in the new
formulation compared to the old one. No apparent relationship has been established between phytotoxicity symp-
toms and the yield of cereals, both spring and winter. The zZRMS suggests nevertheless issuing a label warning con-
cerning possible phytotoxic effects.

Unfortunately, the above conclusions are relevant, in principle, only to the cereal crops actually tested in selectivity
trials. These are barley, oat and wheat and, to a lesser extent, spring rye, for which the selectivity data are limited to
a single German trial of 2020. On the contrary, no selectivity trials have been submitted for either winter or spring
triticale. Therefore, as completely new a product, the test item can be authorized neither in triticale, nor in the spring
rye, for which the number of selectivity trials: 1, is too low as well, even considered the national extrapolation rules
currently in force.

No phytotoxic symptoms were observed in none of the 7 grassland trials.

Effect on yield and quality: Significant reduction in yield caused by ADM.3304.H.1.A compared to untreated
check plots was observed in two trials only, each time brought about by the 2N dose rate of the test item. Quality
differences of statistical significance were found in 5 cereal trials overall. The traits concerned are hectoliter weight
and moisture content of grain. In a single grassland trial most quality parameters varied significantly between all the
treatments of that trial, while the remaining 21 cereal trials and 4 grassland trials demonstrate quality parameters
being consistent between / unaffected by the experimental treatments.

The non-submission of any specific trials for the effect on transformation process was accepted by zRMS in the
core dossier. For details see the ZRMS comment in the core assessment. This standpoint of zZRMS is maintained with
reference to ADM.3304.H1.A.

Effect on the propagative material: It is concluded that no detrimental effect on germination should be expected
following protection of cereals with the target dose rate 2.0L/ha of the test item ADM.3304.H.1.A. The same is
concluded for grasses for seed production. More detailed comments of the zZRMS are provided at the end of the
chapter 3.4 Adverse effect on the treated crops.

Effect on succeeding crops

In the core dossier, phytotoxicity and exposure data have been generated, enabling TER calculation, while 3 field
trials have been used as confirmatory information, enabling conclusions on the succeeding and replacement crop
options. A label warning has been suggested. Details are available in the 3.5.1 chapter of the core Part B Section 3.

Effect on adjacent crops

No data has been submitted, in the core Part B Section 3, to address the impact on adjacent crops within the Efficacy
section. Instead, the reference is made, by the applicant, to the dRR Section 6. To the opinion of zZRMS the risk of
spraying adjacent crops is apparently clear to professional users applying PGRs acting on broadleaved plants. How-
ever, depending on the results presented in the Section 6 of the present dossier, issuing respective label warning (by
the Section 6) may appear relevant.

Tank cleaning

A reasoned case based on calculation is provided in the core dossier, that has been accepted by zZRMS. As the con-
tent of any of the 3 active ingredients was not changed in ADM.3304.H1.A compared to AG-CDF1-480 EC, no
further tank cleaning studies are necessary.

RISK OF RESISTANCE

The resistance risk related to introduction of ADM.3304.H.1.A. may be reliably estimated as low to medium. More
information and the zRMS evaluation of it can be found in the B3 part of the core dossier. Although the core was
submitted in the autumn 2019, as the result of the joint evaluation of the combined dossier the resistance risk situa-
tion was analyzed by zRMS in November 2021.

OPTIONS OF AUTHORIZATION versus location of trials
To the opinion of zZRMS the authorization in Poland is possible now, in spring and winter cereals as claimed in the
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proposed GAP table. On the contrary, authorization for the use in grassland is not possible. Similarly to the original
core dossier the present submission provides still more trials in grassland from the Maritime EPPO zone, and simi-
larly to the core it contains no data that would be generated specifically in Poland.
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Table 3.1-1: Acceptability of intended uses (and respective fall-back GAPs, if applicable)
PPP (product name/code): ADM.3304.H.1.A Formulation type: EC
Active substance 1: 2,4-D Conc. of as 1: 375 g/L (562.5 g/L as EHE) (c)
Active substance 2: Clopyralid Conc. of as 2: 30g/L
Active substance 3 Fluroxypyr Conc. of as 3: 75 g/L (108 g/L as meptyl)
Safener: not relevant Conc. of safener: not relevant
Synergist: not relevant Conc. of synergist: not relevant
Applicant: ADAMA Professional use: X
Zone(s): central (d) Non professional use: d
Verified by MS: yes
Field of use: herbicide
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Use- | Member state(s) Crop and/ F, | Pestsor Group of Application Application rate pHI |Remarks:
No. or situation Fn, | pests controlled (days) | &9- safen-
Fnp er/synergist per ha
(crop destination/ | G, (additionally: | Method / Kind Timing / Max. num- | Min. interval | kg or L product / g or kg as/ha Water
purpose of crop) | Gn, | developmental Growth stage ber between ha a) max. rate per appl. | L/ha
Gnp | stages of the pest of crop & a) per use applications | a) max. rate per | b) max. total rate per
or or pest group) season b) per crop/ (days) appl. crop/season min /
| season b) max. total rate max
per crop/season
Zonal uses (field or outdoor uses, certain types of protected crops)
1 PL Established F Broadleaved foliar spraying, | Mar — Aug a1 - a) 2.0 L/ha a) 750/ 60/ 150 200- |na
Grassland weeds (TTTDD) | overall b) 1 b) 2.0 L/ha b) 750/ 60/ 150 400
(NNNFW)
2 PL Spring wheat F Broadleaved foliar spraying, | Mar —Jun / a)l - a) 2.0 L/ha a)750/60/150 b) |[200- |n.a
(TRZAS), spring weeds (TTTDD) | overall BBCH21-39 |b)1 b) 2.0 L/ha 750/ 60/ 150 400
barley (HORVS),
oats (AVESA),
{FHLSO)-spring
rye{SECCS)
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3 PL Winter wheat F Broadleaved foliar spraying, | Mar — May / a)l - a) 2.0 L/ha a) 750/60/150 b) |200- n.a.
(TRZAW), winter weeds (TTTDD) | overall BBCH21-39 |b)1 b) 2.0 L/ha 750/ 60/ 150 400
barley (HORVW),

EFFEW, winter

rye (SECCW)
Remarks (@) e.g. wettable powder (WP), emulsifiable concentrate (EC), granule (GR)
table head- (b)  Catalogue of pesticide formulation types and international coding system CropL.ife
ing: International Technical Monograph n°2, 6th Edition Revised May 2008

(c) glkgorgll

Remarks 1 Numeration necessary to allow references
columns: 2 Use official codes/nomenclatures of EU Member States

3 For crops, the EU and Codex classifications (both) should be used; when relevant, the
use situation should be described (e.g. fumigation of a structure)

4 F: professional field use, Fn: non-professional field use, Fpn: professional and non-professional field use, G:
professional greenhouse use, Gn: non-professional greenhouse use, Gpn: professional and non-professional
greenhouse use, I: indoor application

5 Scientific names and EPPO-Codes of target pests/diseases/ weeds or, when relevant, the common names of the
pest groups (e.g. biting and sucking insects, soil born insects, foliar fungi, weeds) and the developmental stages
of the pests and pest groups at the moment of application must be named.

6 Method, e.g. high volume spraying, low volume spraying, spreading, dusting, drench

Kind, e.g. overall, broadcast, aerial spraying, row, individual plant, between the plants - type of equipment used
must be indicated.
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Column 15: zRMS conclusion.

A Acceptable
R Acceptable with further restriction
C To be confirmed by cMS

Not acceptable / evaluation not possible

.

Not relevant for section 3
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3.2 Efficacy data (KCP 6)

Introduction

Presented dossier summarises results of efficacy and selectivity trials conducted as bridging trials in 2019
and 2020 between formulation before changes: AG-CDF1-480 EC and formulation with changed recipe:
ADM.3304.H.1.A. According to EPPO standard PP 1/307(1) “Efficacy considerations and the data gener-
ation when making changes to the chemical composition or formulation type of plant protection products”

The content of active substances and formulation type stayed unchanged, the reason of change in chemi-
cal composition was the improvement of long-term stability of the product. Modifications of the formula
included change of quantity of surfactants and addition of a stabilizer.

These changes, in sum, required additional data to prove the comparability of both formulations. There-
fore, bridging trials presented in this dossier have been conducted. In order to bring the best formulation
to the market it was decided to submit the formulation change as quick as possible even though the evalu-
ation process of the original formulation is ongoing.

Additionally, in order to support the planned registration of the product in Poland, new efficacy and selec-
tivity trials which were not present in the core dossier, are included.

The registration is intended in the following countries:

Table 3.2-1:  Zonal rapporteur member state (zZRMS) and concerned member states (cMS)

zZRMS Poland PL

Description of active substances

ADM.3304.H.1.A like AG-CDF1-480 EC is an emulsifiable concentrate formulation containing 375 g/L
2,4-D (equivalent to 562.5 g/L 2,4-D EHE), 30 g/L Clopyralid and 75 g/L Fluroxypyr (equivalent to 108
g/L Fluroxypyr-meptyl).

There is no differences of the nature, quality and quantity of active substances between both formulations.

Clopyralid (IUPAC: 3,6-dichloropyridine-2-carboxylic acid)

Clopyralid was reported by T. Haagsma as an herbicide and then introduced by Dow Chemical Co. in
France in 1977. Clopyralid is approved under regulation EC 1107/2009, the review report for the active
substance clopyralid was finalised in the Standing Committee on the Food Chain and Animal Health at its
meeting on 4 April 2006 in view of the inclusion of clopyralid in Annex | of Directive 91/414/EEC and
subsequently clopyralid was included in Annex | to Directive 91/414/EEC on 18 July 2006 by
Commission Directive 2006/64/EC, (and has been deemed to be approved under Regulation (EC) No
1107/2009, in accordance with Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 540/2011, as amended by
Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 541/2011). The review report SANCO
SANCO/10012/2006 — rev. 3 is considered to provide relevant review information or a reference to where
such information can be found.

24D (IUPAC: (2,4-dichlorophenoxy)acetic acid)

The effects of 2,4-D salts on plant growth were first described by P. W. Zimmerman and A. E. Hitchcock
in 1942. It is now manufactured by numerous agrochemical companies.

2,4-D was reviewed as part of the renewal of approval procedure by the Member States and the Commis-
sion and the Commission review report finalised on 13.11.2015 approved 2,4-D in accordance with Regu-
lation (EC) No. 1107/2009. The EFSA Report of 2,4-D (EFSA Journal 2014;12(9):3812) is considered to
provide the relevant review information or a reference to where such information can be found.
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Fluroxypyr (IUPAC: 4-amino-3,5-dichloro-6-fluoro-2-pyridyloxyacetic acid)

Fluroxypyr was first reported by O Visberq et al in 1983 and Fluroxypyr-meptyl was introduced in the
UK by Dow Chemical Company as an herbicide. Fluroxypyr was approved under regulation EC
1107/2009 on 01.10.2012. The review report SANCO/11019/2011 rev 3 is considered to provide the
relevant review information or a reference to where such information can be found.

Table 3.2- 2: Details of the active substances
Active substance 24D Clopyralid Fluroxypyr
Concentration 375 g as/L 30gas/L 75 g as/L

(Unit: g/kg or g/L...)

Chemical group

HRAC group 0 auxins
phenoxy-carboxylic acids

HRAC group 0 auxins
pyridine carboxylic acid

HRAC group 0 auxins
pyridine carboxylic acid

Mode of action

IAA regulator

IAA regulator

1AA regulator

Biological action

e.g. post-emergence herbicide

e.g. post-emergence herbicide

e.g. post-emergence herbicide

Location of activity

Systemical tranlocation in the
plant (Pholem and Xylem) into
meristematic tissues

Systemical tranlocation in the
plant (Pholem and Xylem) into
meristematic tissues

Systemical tranlocation in the
plant (Pholem and Xylem) into
meristematic tissues

Uptake

Leaf and root, mainly leaf

Foliar + soil activity

Foliar + soil activity
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Mode of action

Clopyralid is a selective, systemic, herbicide absorbed through leaves and roots. It is translocated both
acropetally and basipetally and accumulates in meristematic tissue where it exhibits an auxin-type
reaction.

Biological Activities

Clopyralid acts by mimicking the action of auxin, acting on cell elongation and respiration, which leads to
uncontrolled growth and death in susceptible plants.

2,4 D is a selective herbicide. Its salts are readily absorbed by the roots, and its esters are readily absorbed
by foliage. Translocation occurs within the plant leading to accumulation particularly in the meristematic
regions of shoots and roots where it acts as a growth inhibitor.

Biological Activities

2,4-D acts by mimicking the action of auxin which leads to uncontrolled growth and death in susceptible
plants.

Fluroxypyr is applied as Fluroxypyr-meptyl (the 1-methylheptyl ester) and is predominantly taken up by
the foliage. The ester is hydrolysed to the parent acid which is the herbicidally active form and is then
rapidly translocated to other parts of the plants where it acts like indolyacetic acid (IAA) and acts by
inducing typical auxin-type responses such as leaf curling etc.

Biological Activities

Fluroxypyr acts by mimicking the action of auxin which leads to uncontrolled growth and death in sus-
ceptible plants.

All 3 active ingredients act as plant hormones and interfere with the Auxin triggered activities. It means
that all 3 active ingredients need actively growing plants to express their herbicidal activity. All of them
are taken up by the plant mainly via the foliage but as well by root absorption. After uptake, they are
transported within the plant via Phloem and Xylem into the meristematic tissues of the weeds where they
disrupt the metabolic pathways. The plant growth is inhibited relatively quickly, but for full system de-
velopment and destruction of the weed plants it takes 2 to 4 weeks. The speed of symptom development
depends on the growth conditions of the target weeds: The better the conditions for vigorous growth, the
quicker the symptom development. Description of the plant protection product

ADM.3304.H.1.A like AG-CDF1-480 EC is an emulsifiable concentrate (EC) containing 3 well known
active substances, all of them used in practical conditions in Poland in registered herbicides in cere-
als/grass crops for post emergence control of broad leaf weeds. So far, the product AG-CDF1-480 EC is
not registered in Europe.

Table 3.2-1: Simplified table of currently registered uses and requested uses for the product code.

Uses Comments / Other relevant

Member State Requested rate(s) details on GAPS

Crop(s) Target(s)

Spring cereals: Broadleaved weed PL 2,0 l/ha
Spring wheat (TRZAS) | plants
Spring barley
(HORVS)

Oats (AVESA)
Spring triticale
(TTLSO)

Spring rye (SECCS)

Winter cereals: Broadleaved weed PL 2,0 I/ha
Winter wheat plants

(TRZAW)

Winter barley

(HORVW)

Winter triticale
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Uses

Crop(s)

Target(s)

Member State

Requested rate(s)

details on GAPs

(TTLWI)
Winter rye
(SECCW)

GRASSLANDS

Broadleaved weed PL 2,0 l/ha

plants

Spring cereals:

Spring wheat (TRZAS)
Spring barley
(HORVS)

Oats (AVESA)

Spring triticale
(TTLSO)

Spring rye (SECCS)

Broadleaved weed UK 2,0 l/ha

plants

Winter cereals:
Winter wheat
(TRZAW)
Winter barley
(HORVW)
Winter triticale
(TTLWI)
Winter rye
(SECCW)
Winter oats
AVESW

Broadleaved weed UK 2,0 I/ha

plants

GRASSLANDS

Broadleaved weed UK 2,0 l/ha

plants

Further details are in the table “All intended uses” in Part B - Section O.

Description of the target pests

Table 3.2-2: Glossary of pests mentioned in the dossier.
EPPO code Scientific name Common name*
ANRSY Anthriscus sylvestris Woodland beak chervil
ACHMI Achillea millefolium Common yarrow
ANRCA Anthriscus caucalis Beaked parsley
ANTAR Anthemis arvensis Field chamomile
BRSNW Brassica napus Winter oil seed rape
BRSNN Brassica napus Rapeseed
CAGSE Calystegia sepium Great bindweed
CENCY Cyanus segetum Bachelor's- button/ cornflower
CHEPO Lipandra polysperma Allseed
CHEAL Chenopodium album fat-hen
CHEFI Chenopodium ficifolium Fig-leaved goosefoot
CAPBP Capsella bursa-pastoris Sheperd’s- purse
CIRAR Cirsium arvense thistle

CONAR

Convolvulus arvensis

Field bindweed

Comments / Other relevant
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EPPO code Scientific name Common name*
ECHCG Echinochloa crus-galli Common barnyardgrass
EROCI Erodium cicutarium filaree, redstem
FUMOF Fumaria officinalis Common fumitory
GAETE Galeopsis tetrahit Common hempnettle
GALAP Galium aparine Cleavers/ Catchweed bedstraw
GERRT Geranium rotundifolium Round-leaved cranesbill
GERPU Geranium pusillum Small-flowered cranesbill
GERDI Geranium dissectum Cut-leaved cranesbill
GLEHE Glechoma hederacea Ground ivy
HERSP Heracleum sphondylium Hogweed cow parsnip
HERNI Heracleum sphondylium var. nipponicum
HELAN Helianthus annuus Common sunflower
LAMPU Lamium purpureum deadnettle, purple
LAMAM Lamium amplexicaule henbit
LITAR Buglossoides arvensis Corn gromwell
MATCH Matricaria chamomilla Scented mayweed
MATIN Tripleurospermum inodorum False chamomille
MYOAR Myosotis arvensis Field forget-me-not
POLCO Fallopia convolvulus Wild buckwheat
POLPE Persicaria maculosa Ladysthumb
POLAV Polygonum aviculare prostrate knotweed
POLLA Persicaria lapathifolia pale smart weed
PAPRH Papaver rhoeas poppy
PLAMA Plantago major greater plantain
PAVSS Pastinaca sp Parsnip
POAAN Poa annua Annual bluegrass
STEME Stellaria media Common chickweed
SENVU Senecio vulgaris Common groundsel
RANAR Ranunculus arvensis Corn buttercup
RANAC Ranunculus acris Tall buttercup
RANSS Ranunculus sp Buttercup
RAPRA Raphanus raphanistrum Wild radish
RUMOB Rumex obtusifolius Broad-leave dock
SOLNI Solanum nigrum Black nightshade
SOLLU Solanum villosum red-berried nightshade
TAROF Taraxacum officinale Blowball
THLAR Thlaspi arvense Field pennycress
VERPE Veronica persica Persian speewell
VERAR Veronica arvensis Corn speedwell
VERHE Veronica hederaefolia (triloba)
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EPPO code Scientific name Common name*
VIOAR Viola arvensis Field violet
VIOTR Viola tricolor Wild violet
* optional
Table 3.2-3: Major / minor status of intended uses (for all ctMS and zRMS).
Crop and/or situation Crop status Pests or group of pests Pest status

Major Minor controlled Major Minor

Winter rye PL UK Broad leaf weeds major -
Winter wheat PL, UK - Broad leaf weeds major -
Spring wheat
Winter barley PL, UK - Broad leaf weeds major -
Spring barley
Winter triticale PL UK Broad leaf weeds major -
Spring triticale PL UK Broad leaf weeds major -
Oats PL, UK - Broad leaf weeds major -
Grassland PL, UK - Broad leaf weeds major -

Compliance with the Uniform Principles

Trials were carried out by testing organisations, all of which followed the available EPPO guidelines and
are officially recognized by the competent authorities to carry out field registration trials in accordance
with the principles of Good Experimental Practice (GEP). The design and analysis of results and report-
ing of the studies were carried out in compliance with the general EPPO Guidelines PP 1/61(3), PP
1/93(3), PP /135(4), PP 1/181(4), PP 1/152(4)

Information on trials submitted (3.1 Efficacy data)

All presented efficacy trials were carried out by testing organisations, all of which followed the available
EPPO guidelines and are officially recognized by the competent authorities to carry out field registration
trials in accordance with the principles of Good Experimental Practice (GEP). For the trials in cereals the
following guidelines had to be followed PP 1/93(3), PP 1/135(3), PP 1/152(3), PP 1/181(3), for the trials
in grass seeds and grassland PP 61(2) or PP 61(3) as well as the guidelines PP 1/135(3), PP 1/152(3), PP
1/181(3) have been followed.

The following tables (Table 3.2- 5, Table 3.2- 6, Table 3.2- 7) aim to give an overview of the number and
location as well as on the year of performance and the GEP status of the submitted trials by indication.

Table 3.2-4:  Presentation of efficacy trials in spring cereals in the Central registration zone

Crop( - GEP Type of EPPOM
5)* Target(s) Country Years Status trial** AR EPPOSE EPPONE
HORV | Broad leaf | Germany 2019- GEP MED, E 5
S weeds 2020
Czech 2019- GEP MED, E 3
Republic 2020
Austria 2019 GEP MED, E 2
Hungary 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Slovak 2020 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
Netherlands | 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Belgium 2019 GEP MED, E
U.K. 2019 GEP MED, E 3
Poland 2020 GEP MED, E 1
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HORVS Total 15 2 1
TRZA | Broad leaf | Germany 2019 GEP MED, E 2
S weeds
Belgium 2019 GEP MED, E 1
U.K. 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Netherlands | 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Poland 2020 GEP MED, E 1
TRZAS Total 5 1
AVES | Broad leaf | Germany 2019 GEP MED, E
A weeds
Czech 2020 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
AVESA Total 2
Total 22 2 2
* According to the GAP table. Timing of the application(s) can be added if relevant (e.g. Pre-mergence vs post-
emergence, spring vs autumn).
bl P = preliminary trial, MED = minimum effective dose, E = efficacy trial.
falaied GEP: Good Experimental Practices. Official: carried out by a national official organisation.
EPOMAR Maritime EPPO zone, EPPONE North East EPPO zone, EPPOSE South East zone
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Figure 3.2- 1: Map of distribution of spring cereal trials for comparability of efficacy

Table 3.2-6 Presentation of efficacy trials in winter cereals in the Central registration zone

Crop(s)* | Target(s)* Country | Years GEP | Type of trial** | EPPOMAR | EPPOSE | EPPONE
status
HORVW | Broad leaf weeds | Czech 2020 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
Hungary | 2019-2020 | GEP MED, E 1
HORVW Total 1 1
TRZAW Broad leaf weeds Slovak 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
Hungary | 2019 GEP MED, E 1
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U.K 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Czech 2019 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
Poland 2020 GEP 4
TRZAW Total 2 2 4
SECCW Broad leaf weeds | Hungary | 2020 GEP MED, E
Czech 2020 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
SECCW Total 1 1
TTLWI Broad leaf weeds Germany | 2020 GEP MED, E 2
Czech 2020 GEP MED, E 1
Republic
TTLWI Total 3
Total | | | | 4 4
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Figure 3.2- 2: Map of distribution of winter cereal trials for comparability of efficacy

Table 3.2-7: Presentation of efficacy trials in grassland in the Central registration zone

Crop(s)* Target(s)* Country Years Type of trial** EPPOMAR
NNNFW Broad leaf weeds Netherlands 2019 MED, E 2
Germany 2020 MED, E
NNNFW Total 4
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Figure 3.2-3: Map of distribution of grassland trials for comparability of efficacy
Table 3.2-8: Presentation of reference standards used in trials (efficacy trials)
. Concen- .
Cro Country prod- Authoriza- . Formula- - Applica-
DS Reference standard uct is registered | tion number Active substance(s) tion type trat;;n of tion rate
HOR | ARIANE C DE 006218-00 clopyralid + florasulam+ | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
VS (zonal reference) fluroxypyr g +2,59
MUSTANG FORTE Cz,sK 10-11-1084 2,4-D ester + aminopyralid + | SE 271 g + | 0,801/ha
(SK) florasulam 10g + 59
4712-0 (CZ)
DAKOTA UK MAPP clopyralid + florasulam+ | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
(zonal reference) 16121 fluroxypyr g +2,59
TREVISTAR BE 9799P/B fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,0-1,5
(zonal reference) florasulam g +2,5¢g I/ha
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 289 | 3,0l/ha
MCPA +233g
TOMIGAN 200 EC DE 007138- fluroxypyr EC 200 g/l 0,9 I/ha
00/00-003
GOLD 450 EC pl R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr EC 360 g + | 125l/ha
90g
TAPIR NL 15258 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 1441g + | 1,0-15
(zonal reference) florasulam 80g+25¢g | Ilha
TRZ | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
AS (zonal reference) florasulam g +2,5g
DAKOTA UK MAPP clopyralid + florasulam+ | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
(zonal reference) 16121 fluroxypyr g +2,5¢9
TREVISTAR BE 9799P/B fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,0-1,5
(zonal reference) florasulam g +2,5¢9 I/ha
GOLD 450 EC PL R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr EC 360 g + | 1,25I/ha
90g
TAPIR NL 15258 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 14419 + | 1,0-15
(zonal reference) florasulam 80g+25¢g | I/ha
AVE | ARIANE C DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
SA (zonal reference) florasulam g +2,59
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0l/ha
MCPA +233g
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HOR | ARIANE C DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
VW | (zonal reference) florasulam g +2,59
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0l/ha
MCPA +233g
TRIMMER MAX + | HU 48361/2000. | tribenuron-methyl + metsul- | SG/EC 2229 035 g +
TOMIGAN 250 EC furon methyl + fluroxypyr +333g 0,3 I/ha
+250 g
TRZ | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
AW (zonal reference) florasulam g +2,59
MUSTANG FORTE Cz,sK 10-11-1084 2,4-D ester + aminopyralid + | SE 271 g + | 0,801/ha
(SK) florasulam 10g + 5¢
4712-0(CZ)
DAKOTA UK MAPP clopyralid + florasulam+ | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
(zonal reference) 16121 fluroxypyr g +2,59
GOLD 450 EC PL R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr EC 360 g + | 1,251l/ha
90g
TRIMMER MAX + | HU 48361/2000. | tribenuron-methyl + metsul- | SG/EC 2229 035 g +
TOMIGAN 250 EC furon methyl + fluroxypyr +333g 0,3 I/ha
+250 g
TTL | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
Wi (zonal reference) florasulam g +2,5¢9
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0l/ha
MCPA +233g
SEC | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 | 1,51/ha
Cw (zonal reference) florasulam g +2,59
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0l/ha
MCPA +233g
TRIMMER MAX + | HU 48361/2000. | tribenuron-methyl + metsul- | SG/EC 2229 0,359 +
TOMIGAN 250 EC furon methyl + fluroxypyr +333g 0,3 I/ha
+250 g
NN SIMPLEX DE 025702- fluroxypyr + aminopyralid ME 100 g + | 201l/ha
NF 00/00-001 30g
w TAPIR NL 15258 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 14419 + | 1,0;1,5;
(zonal reference) florasulam 80g+25g | 2,0l/ha

Regarding reference products used in efficacy trials, as marked in the table above some of products are
additionally described as zonal reference. In the majority of efficacy trials 2 different reference products
were used: zonal reference and local reference. Zonal reference product is EC formulation of fluroxypyr
+ clopyralid + florasulam (100 g+ 80 g +2,5 g) registered, depending on the country under different trade
names: Ariane C in Germany, Dakota in U.K, Tapir in Netherlands and Trevistar in Belgium, in all of
these EU countries product is applied at dose rate 1,5 I/ha, therefore in efficacy summary tables (3.2.3)
instead of 4 different names the name “zonal reference” is used. Efficacy of zonal reference (Maritime
EPPO zone) is calculated as sum of efficacy.

The trial results have been grouped by crop group (spring cereals, winter cereals and grassland) as well as
by EPPO zone within the Central registration zone in the summary tables for results presentation. The
discussion of results is also done across EPPO zones for the complete registration zone.

The conditions for performing the bridging experiments, like terms of application and phase of crops
were comparable to conditions in which the experiments testing the effectiveness of AG-CDF1-480 EC
formulation were performed.

Bridging tests were performed in each of the EPPO climatic zones: EPPO guideline 1/241 describes the
different agro climatic zones. It is concluded that the results achieved in the countries belonging to the
same agro climatic zones can be used for judging efficacy in all countries across the EPPO zone. Based
on this statement, results are presented separated by EPPO zone.

3.2.1 Preliminary tests (KCP 6.1)

Please refer to the core dossier.

zZRMS comments:
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In the core dossier 4 trials in winter wheat in France and in Germany, and one trial in winter barley, in France, are
presented, using AG-CDF1-480 EC (the older formulation). The zZRMS considers the preliminary trials accepta-
ble, and the summary of the results — sufficient to justify both the combination and the ratio of the 3 active ingredi-
ents making up the test item AG-CDF1-480 EC.

3.2.2 Minimum effective dose tests (KCP 6.2)

According to trials presented in table 3.2-5.

As presented under Information on trials submitted (3.1 Efficacy data), all trials intended for the prove of
efficacy in Table 3.2- 5 to Table 3.2- 7 included reduced application rates for minimum effective dose
prove as requested in guideline PP 1/225. All of these trials were herbicide efficacy tests applied in post
emergence on growing weeds. As to PP 1/93(3) and PP 1/63(3) visual estimations of weed ground cover
or/and weed counts were performed in order to document the weed pressure. For determination of the
efficacy (weed control) typically visual estimations were recorded.

In terms of application rates, in all efficacy trials and in all test crops, the targeted application rate of 2
I/ha AG-CDF1-480 EC was tested in comparison to ADM.3304.H.1.A at target dose rate 2 I/ha, reduced
application rate of 50% (1 I/ha ) and 75% (1,5 I/ha) as requested by the EPPO guideline PP 1/225 ‘Mini-
mum effective dose’. 7 efficacy trials included only 1 reduced dose rate (75%).

3.2.2.1 Broad leaf weeds in spring cereals

For the Central registration zone, a total of 26 GEP trials are available, 2 trials performed in spring cereals
in the South East EPPO zone, 22 trials are available representative for the Maritime EPPO zone and 2
trials in spring cereals for North East EPPO zone.

The weeds targeted were a broad range of broad leaf weeds, typically occurring in spring cereals.

For proving the similarity of efficacy level between both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A against broad leaf weeds, all spring cereals were grouped together as they are very
similar in terms of competitive pressure versus broad leaf weeds.

They are drilled in the same time frame and the weed emergence time is also similar for these crops. Re-
sults achieved on one of these species can be extrapolated to the other spring cereal crops.

In terms of standard product for comparison, for spring cereals several different products were used in-
cluding zonal reference product at dose rate 1,5 I/ha for all of trials, but also different local reference
products specified in table 3.2 6 .

Table 3.2-8:  Details on trial methodology spring cereals

Guidelines | General guidelines EPPO PP 1/152 (3/4), 135(3), 1/181(3/4)
Specific guidelines EPPO PP 1/93 (3)
Experimental | Plot design RCBD (all)
design Plot size 12-27 m?

Number of replications 4

Crop Trials per crop Spring barley (HORVS) - 18
Spring wheat (TRZAS)- 6
Oats (AVESA) - 2

Varieties per crop Spring barley (HORVS): Salome, Calcule, Odyssey, Sebastian, Olympic,
Marthe,Quench, Xanadu, Planet, Laudis, Sienna, RGT Planet, Asteroid, Teksas (in
PL trial)

Spring wheat (TRZAS): Tybalt (in PL trial), Quintus, Licamero, Mulika

Oats (AVESA): korok, Ozon

Sowing period Spring barley (HORVS): 05/03/2019, 05/03/2019, 21/03/2019, 21/03/2019
31/03/2019, 19/03/2020,30/03/2019, 07/04/2019, 19/03/2020, 28/03/2020,
26/03/2019
06/04/2019, 28/03/2020, 24/04/2019, 12/03/2019, 08/04/2019, 27/03/2019,
19/03/2020
Spring wheat (TRZAS): 16/03/2020, 24/03/2019, 04/04/2019, 01/04/2019,
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27/03/2019, 31/03/2019
Oats (AVESA): 19/03/2020, 07/03/2019

Application Crop stage (BBCH)" at Spring barley (HORVS): 23-39
application Spring wheat (TRZAS): 23-32
Oats (AVESA): 22-34
Timing Post-emergence
Pest stage at application | BRSNN (10-30), BRSNW (00-61), CHEAL (10-59), GALAP( 10-32), MATIN(10-
@) 19), POLCO (10-59), GAETE (10-59), VIOTR (12-75), CAPBP(9-67), MATCH
(12-55), CENCY (9-51), STEME (10-65), MYOAR (10-39), VIOAR (10-65),
LAMPU (08-69), SOLLU (12-29), SOLNI (12-33),VERHE (14-69), THLAR (10-
65), POLAV (11-30), VERPE (10-65), SENVU (9-18), POLPE (9-51), POLLA
(10-22), CHEPO (10-26), CHEFI (11-29), RANAR (14-16), FUMOF (16-59),
GERDI (12-18), CONAR (09-25), PAPRH (10-35), HELAN (10-18), EROCI (12-
19), CIRAR (12-19), POAAN (12-16)
Number of applications |1
Intervals between
applications
Spray volumes 150 - 300 L/ha
Assessment Assessment types % of weed coverage, number of weeds/m?, Visual % weed control

Assessment dates

2-5 (1) assessments in the range of 7-63
DAT targeted: 3-4 weeks after application, 4-6 weeks after application, 8 weeks
after application

Other relevant
information

Soil types

silt loam, loam, brown soil, clay loam, loamy sand, silty clay loam, silty sand,
sandy clay,loamy clay, clay loam, sandy silt loam,clay
sandy loam

e.g. Natural / artificial
innoculation. ..

Natural infection (all trials)

e.g. Field / Greenhouse...

Field trials

3.2.2.2 Broad leaf weeds in winter cereals

For winter cereals in the Central registration zone a total of 15 GEP trials are available, 4 sites for the
South East EPPO climate zone, 7 trials for the Maritime EPPO climate zone and 4 trials for the North
East EPPO climate zone were performed. For proving the similarity of efficacy level between both for-
mulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A against broad leaf weeds, all winter cereals were
grouped together as they are very similar in terms of competitive pressure versus broad leaf weeds.

They are drilled in the same time frame and the weed emergence time is also similar for these crops. Re-
sults achieved on one of these species can be extrapolated to the other winter cereal crops.

In terms of standard product for comparison, for winter cereals several different products were used in-
cluding zonal reference product at dose rate 1,5 I/ha for all of trials, but also different local reference
products specified in table 3.2 6.

Table 3.2-9:

Details on trial methodology winter cereals

Guidelines

General guidelines

EPPO PP 1/152 (3/4), 135(3), 1/181(3/4)

Specific guidelines

EPPO PP 1/93 (3)

Experimental
design

Plot design RCBD (all)
Plot size 12-30 m?
Number of replications 4

Crop

Trials per crop

Winter wheat (TRZAW)- 8
Winter barley (HORVW) -2
Winter rye (SECCW)- 2

Winter triticale (TTLWI)- 3
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Varieties per crop

Winter wheat (TRZAW): Fakir, Genius, Ostroga (in PL trial), Euforia (in PL trial),
Patras (in PL trial), Poezja (in PL trial), MS Arlis, Claire

Winter barley (HORVW): Sandra, Calypso

Winter rye (SECCW): Herakles, Varda

Winter triticale (TTLWI1): Claudius, Lombardo

Sowing period

Winter wheat (TRZAW): 27/09/2018, 10/10/2018, 23/10/2019, 25/10/2019
25/08/2019, 01/10/2019, 26/10/2019, 11/11/2018

Winter barley (HORVW): 23/09/2019, 14/10/2019

Winter rye (SECCW): 20/09/2019, 10/10/2019

Winter triticale (TTLWI): 24/09/2019, 16/09/2019, 14/09/2019

Application Crop stage (BBCH)" at Winter wheat (TRZAW): 24-31
application Winter barley (HORVW): 24-30
Winter rye (SECCW): 26-30
Winter triticale (TTLWI): 25-31
Timing Post-emergence, GALAP (11-35), THLAR (18-19), CAPBP (16 -61), LAMPU (11-
Pest stage at application | 60) ,LAMAM (16-60), MATIN (12-51), VERPE (18 -60), STEME (24-
(1) 71),VERHE (16-60),VIOAR (12-67), PAPRH (11-31), MYOAR (19), FUMOF
(31), ANTAR (18-19), RAPRA (14-16), LITAR (51-53), GERRT (14-19),
ANRCA (19-23), BRSNW (16-30), GERPU (12-31), CENCY (11-16), VERAR
(16 -51), CHEAL (12-14), PAVSS (13-18)
Number of applications |1
Intervals between
applications
Spray volumes 200 - 300 L/ha
Assessment Assessment types % of weed coverage, number of weeds/m?, Visual % weed control

Assessment dates

3-4 assessments , in the range of 7-109 days

3-4 weeks after application

4-8 weeks after application

9-15 weeks after application (109 DAA for MAR)

Other relevant
information

Soil type

loamy sand, sandy loam, sandy silt loam, sandy clay, silt loam, loamy clay, sand,
clay loam, clay loam

e.g. Natural / artificial
innoculation...

Natural infection (all trials)

e.g. Field / Greenhouse...

Field trials

*

BBCH for weeds, pre-emergence, preventive / curative application, insect stage...

3.2.2.3 Broad leaf weeds in grassland

For grassland/seed production in the Central registration zone a total of 4 GEP trials are available, all
performed for the Maritime EPPO climate zone. All presented field trials includes minimum effectives
dose treatments for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A, reference products used
for comparison, for trials in Germany - Simplex applied at 2,0 I/ha and Tapir at registered dose rate- 1,5
I/ha for trials in Netherlands.

Table 3.2-5:

Details on trial methodology grassland

Guidelines

General guidelines

EPPO PP 1/152 (3/4), 135(3), 1/181(3/4), 1/225(4)

Specific guidelines

EPPO PP 1/61 (3)

Experimental | Plot design RCBD (all)

design Plot size 15-18 m?
Number of replications 4

Crop Trials per crop NNNFW -4

Varieties per crop

UFA Queen Gold , ZG Trio Weidelgras
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Sowing period 03/09/2018
25/08/2014
Application Crop stage (BBCH)" at BBCH 24-49
application
Timing Post-emergence
Pest stage at application | HERSP (13-51), ANRSY (16-63), RANAC (34-65), TAROF (19-65), ACHMI
@) (32-34), RUMOB (19-30), STEME (51-60), CAPBP (36-51), PLAMA (34),

RANSS (34-51), HERNI (32)

Number of applications |1
Intervals between

applications

Spray volumes 200 - 300 L/ha
Assessment Assessment types % of weed coverage, number of weeds/m?, Visual % weed control,

% control calculated from weed counts

Assessment dates 2-3 assessments , in the range of 10-114 days, DAA 20-63; DAA 49-114
Other relevant | Soil type loamy clay, sandy loam, loam
information . . . .

e.g. Natural / artificial Natural infection (all trials)

innoculation. ..

e.g. Field / Greenhouse... | Field trials

* BBCH for weeds, pre-emergence, preventive / curative application, insect stage...

The results are presented by crop group (winter cereals, spring cereals, grassland/grass for seed), with
further differentiation by EPPO region and weed species.

As the aim of presented dossier is proving the similarity - not negative influence on efficacy level caused
by the formulation change - all weed species are presented in summary tables, despite of number of loca-
tions and density/ground cover. Efficacy of AG-CDF1-480 EC in control of weeds presented in this dos-
sier has been already described in detail in the core dRR, the one submitted in 2019 for initial authoriza-
tion of the AG-CDF1-480 EC.

Results are presented by evaluation by EPPO climate zones and assessment intervals:

Spring cereals:

3-4 weeks after application (21-30 DAA MAR EPPO zone; 27-33 DAA SE EPPO zone; 26 NE EPPO
zone)

4-6 weeks after application (35-61 DAA MAR EPPO zone; 35-54 DAA SE EPPO zone; 43 NE EPPO
zone)

8 weeks after application (60-63 DAA MAR EPPO)

Winter cereals:

3-4 weeks after application (14-28 DAA MAR EPPO zone, 21-27 DAA SE EPPO zone, 25-29 DAA NE
EPPO zone)

4-6 weeks after application (38-58 DAA MAR EPPO zone, 34-48 DAA SE EPPO zone, 57-61 NE EPPO
zone)

9-15 weeks after application (63- 109 DAA MAR EPPO zone, 69 DAA SE EPPO zone, 63-64 DAA NE
EPPO zone)

Grassland: DAA 20-63, DAA 49-114, due to the harvest timings of the grass.

Results of efficacy achieved are presented in tables below.
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Table 3.2-11 (a) Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
cereals, 21-30 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

Weed density AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A

weed UNCK (PLA/m2) DAT 1,0 I/ha 1,0 I/ha 1,5 I/ha 1,51/ha 2,0 I/ha 2,0 /ha

code mean min max mean min | max mean | min max mean min | max mean min | max mean | min max mean min | max
BRSNN | 46,3 110 | 69,0 | 21-30 | 908 88,3 | 953 90,1 85,0 95,3 95,7 935 | 96,8 95,7 94,5 | 96,8 98,0 96,5 99,5 98,3 98,0 | 99,0
n 3 21-30 | 3 3 3 3 3 3

BRSNW | 11,4 1,3 44,0 21-30 | 98,7 97,5 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 99,6 97,8 | 100,0 99,6 97,8 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 99,8 | 100,0
n 5 21-30 | 3 3 5 5 5 5

CENCY | 30,6 16,0 | 49,0 | 21-30 | 889 850 | 92,5 90,6 88,8 92,0 93,0 853 | 96,0 92,4 85,8 | 96,0 97,2 90,0 100,0 | 97,0 90,8 | 100,0
n 5 21-30 | 4 4 5 5 5 5

CAPBP | 11,1 2,0 243 | 21-30 | 983 95,0 | 100,0 | 98,6 96,3 100,0 | 99,2 98,0 | 100,0 | 99,2 98,0 | 100,0 | 99,2 98,0 100,0 | 99,2 98,0 | 100,0
n 5 21-30 | 5 5 5 5 5 5

CONAR | 40,0 40,0 | 400 | 21-30 | - - - - - - 78,8 788 | 788 80,0 80,0 | 80,0 85,0 85,0 85,0 86,3 86,3 | 86,3
n 1 21-30 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1

CHEAL | 149 0,8 428 | 21-30 | 91,4 65,0 | 1000 | 933 67,5 100,0 80,0 | 1000 | 97,5 82,5 | 100,0 | 99,0 93,8 100,0 | 98,8 92,5 | 100,0
n 11 21-30 | 9 9 iivl 11 11 11

FUMOF | 7,3 5,0 9,5 21-30 | 65,1 31,3 | 9838 65,7 325 98,8 739 48,8 | 99,0 79,5 60,0 | 99,0 79,5 60,0 99,0 89,5 80,0 | 99,0
n 2 21-30 | 2 2 2 2 2 2

GAETE | 10,2 8,0 11,8 | 21-30 | 86,5 788 | 97,8 88,4 80,0 98,8 96,8 90,0 | 100,0 | 97,4 92,8 | 100,0 | 98,0 95,0 100,0 | 98,3 96,0 | 100,0
n 4 21-30 | 3 3 4 4 4 4

GALAP | 7,7 4,0 100 | 21-30 | 77,9 43,8 | 1000 | 76,3 41,3 100,0 | 93,6 825 | 1000 | 94,6 83,8 | 100,0 | 97,8 93,8 100,0 | 97,6 95,0 | 100,0
n 6 21-30 | 3 3 6 6 6 6

GERDI | 10,3 10,3 | 10,3 | 21-30 | 538 538 | 538 63,8 63,8 63,8 73,8 738 | 73,8 738 738 | 738 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 | 80,0
n 1 21-30 |1 1 1 1 1 1

LAMPU | 153 58 340 | 21-30 | 51,6 238 | 76,3 53,8 238 76,3 57,7 275 | 775 59,3 28,8 | 80,0 64,3 28,8 90,0 68,9 338 | 963
n 5 21-30 | 4 4 5 5 5 5




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A. Page 25/191
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data Version: October 2023
zZRMS version

Table 3.2-11 (b) Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
cereals, 21-30 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone (cont.).

weed Weed density DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 1,0 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,5 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304H.1.A 20
code UNCK (PLA/m?2) I/lha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha

mean | min | max mean | min | max mean | min | max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
MATIN | 65 50 7,0 21-30 | 69,5 | 40,0 | 99,0 76,0 | 525 | 995 950 | 80,0 | 1000 96,0 | 838 | 1000 98,1 | 925 | 1000 97,5 | 90,0 | 1000
n 4 21-30 | 2 2 4 4 4 4
MATCH | 22,8 28 67,0 21-30 | 91,3 | 87,0 | 100,0 93,3 | 90,0 | 100,0 956 | 925 | 1000 96,9 | 950 | 1000 98,2 | 96,8 | 100,0 985 | 98,0 | 1000
n 4 21-30 |3 3 4 4 4 4
MY- 11,9 83 15,5 21-30 | 829 | 775 | 883 835 | 775 | 895 835 | 838 | 933 87,8 | 800 | 955 954 | 938 | 97,0 959 | 938 | 980
SAR 2 21-30 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
POLPE | 16,9 14,8 | 20,0 21-30 | 956 | 90,0 | 100,0 981 | 96,0 | 100,0 983 | 96,0 | 1000 98,7 | 97,0 | 1000 99,0 | 98,0 | 100,0 98,7 | 98,0 | 1000
n 3 21-30 |3 3 3 3 3 3
POLCO | 118 1,0 423 21-30 | 784 | 425 | 100,0 815 | 450 | 1000 91,7 | 775 | 1000 935 | 77,5 | 1000 96,1 | 90,0 | 100,0 97,1 | 90,0 | 1000
n 10 21-30 | 7 7 10 10 10 10
PAPRH | 9,3 6.8 14,2 21-30 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 87,7 | 63,0 | 1000 89,8 | 69,3 | 1000 90,8 | 723 | 100,0 921 | 763 | 1000
n 3 21-30 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
STEME | 13,90 | 6,25 | 26,00 | 21-30 | 89,51 | 81,30 | 100,00 | 90,51 | 81,30 | 100,00 | 93,76 | 83,80 | 98,75 92,65 | 80,00 | 100,00 | 98,20 | 97,50 | 100,00 | 96,30 | 92,50 | 98,00
n 5 21-30 | 4 4 5 5 5 5
THLAR | 139 738 20,5 21-30 | 89,5 | 763 | 100,0 899 | 788 | 1000 949 | 875 | 1000 96,1 | 91,3 | 1000 98,0 | 950 | 1000 98,2 | 950 | 1000
n 6 21-30 |5 5 6 6 6 6
VIOAR | 13,97 | 7,00 | 33,00 | 21-30 | 68,01 | 21,25 | 99,00 68,52 | 23,75 | 99,50 71,30 | 27,50 | 100,00 | 72,93 | 30,00 | 100,00 | 73,54 | 28,75 | 100,00 | 74,55 | 33,75 | 100,00
n 6 21-30 | 6 6 6 6 6 6
VERHE | 98 9.8 9.8 21-30 | 225 | 225 | 225 263 | 263 | 263 238 | 238 | 238 2715 | 2715 | 275 275 | 2715 | 215 325 | 325 | 325
n 1 21-30 |1 1 1 1 1 1
VERPE | 98 73 13,0 21-30 | 569 | 30,0 | 838 556 | 30,0 | 813 538 | 21,3 | 80,0 57,1 | 238 | 875 650 | 275 | 975 650 | 28,8 | 96,3
n 3 21-30 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
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Table 3.2-12 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
cereals, 27-33 DAA , South East EPPO zone.

Weed density AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
weed UNCK (PLA/m2) DAT | 1,0l/ha 1,0 I/ha 1,51/ha 1,51/ha 2,0 I/ha 2,0 I/ha
code mean | min | max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
CAPBP | 55 55 55 27-33 | 823 82,3 82,3 81,5 81,5 81,5 85,5 85,5 85,5 85,5 85,5 85,5 94,3 94,3 94,3 96,0 96,0 96,0
n 1 27-33 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
CHEAL | 7,9 58 10,0 27-33 | 911 82,3 100,0 | 91,1 82,3 100,0 | 935 87,0 100,0 | 931 86,3 100,0 | 97,6 95,3 100,0 | 98,1 96,3 100,0
n 2 27-33 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
MATIN | 55 55 55 27-33 | 835 83,5 83,5 83,5 83,5 83,5 85,5 85,5 85,5 86,0 86,0 86,0 96,0 96,0 96,0 96,3 96,3 96,3
n 1 27-33 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLPE | 7,5 75 75 27-33 | 81,0 81,0 81,0 80,5 80,5 80,5 86,3 86,3 86,3 86,5 86,5 86,5 91,8 91,8 91,8 96,3 96,3 96,3
n 1 27-33 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME | 5,0 50 5,0 27-33 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 27-33 | 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 3.2-13 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
cereals, 26 DAA , North East EPPO zone.

weed code | Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,5 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 1,51/ha AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/m2)
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CENCY 6,0 6,0 6,0 26,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 26 1 1 1 1
CHEAL 9,5 8,0 11,0 26,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 26 2 2 2 2
POLPE 10,8 10,8 10,8 26,0 97,5 97,5 93,8 95,0 95,0 95,0 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8
n 1 26 1 1 1 1
POLCO 8,9 8,0 9,8 26,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 26 2 2 2 2
STEME 10,0 6,0 14,0 26,0 994 98,8 100,0 98,2 96,3 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 26 2 2 2 2
VIOAR 8,3 75 9,0 26,0 98,8 97,5 100,0 99,4 98,8 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 26 2 2 2 2
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weed code | Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,5 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 1,51/ha AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/m2)
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
VERPE 7,0 7,0 7,0 26,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 26 1 1 1 1

Table 3.2-14 (a) Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
cereals, 35-61 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed Weed density AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) DAT 1,0 I/ha 1,0 I/ha 1,5 I/ha 1,51/ha 2,0 I/ha 2,0 I/ha

mea | min max mean | min | max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
BRSNN 26,3 110 | 69,0 | 35-61 | 944 91,3 | 97,0 93,8 90,0 96,3 97,2 96,0 98,3 98,2 97,8 98,8 99,0 98,0 100,0 | 98,8 98,0 99,5
n 3 3561 | 3 3 3 3 3 3
BRSNW | 275 | 7,0 48,0 | 35-61 | 97,9 96,3 | 99,5 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 2 3561 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
CENCY | 31,4 | 16,0 | 49,0 | 35-61 | 90,0 86,3 | 925 924 90,8 95,0 94,6 87,8 97,5 94,2 88,8 98,0 98,1 92,5 100,0 | 98,0 92,8 100,0
n 5 35-61 | 4 4 5 5 5 5
CAPBP | 16,6 | 95 24,3 | 35-61 | 98,7 98,0 | 100,0 | 98,7 98,0 100,0 | 98,7 98,0 100,0 | 98,7 98,0 100,0 | 98,7 98,0 100,0 | 98,7 98,0 100,0
n 3 3561 | 3 3 3 3 3 3
CHEAL | 150 | 5,0 270 | 35-61 | 96,6 73,8 | 100,0 | 96,6 73,8 100,0 | 98,7 90,0 100,0 | 98,8 90,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 8 3561 | 8 8 8 8 8 8
FUMOF | 7,3 50 9,5 35-61 | 65,0 30,0 | 100,0 | 65,0 30,0 100,0 | 75,0 50,0 100,0 | 794 58,8 100,0 | 844 68,8 100,0 | 90,0 80,0 100,0
n 2 35-61 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
GAETE | 99 8,0 118 | 35-61 | 9372 81,3 | 100,0 | 97,9 93,8 100,0 | 97,6 92,5 100,0 | 98,3 95,0 100,0 | 98,8 97,3 100,0 | 99,0 98,0 100,0
n 4 3561 | 3 3 4 4 4 4
GALAP | 68 4,0 10,0 | 35-61 | 79,6 46,3 | 100,0 | 80,0 50,0 100,0 | 94,3 83,8 100,0 | 97,0 93,8 100,0 | 984 97,3 100,0 | 98,9 97,5 100,0
n 4 35-61 | 3 3 4 4 4 4
GERDI 10,3 | 10,3 | 10,3 | 35-61 | 50,0 50,0 | 50,0 55,0 55,0 55,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 83,8 83,8 83,8 90,0 90,0 90,0
n 1 35-61 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
LAMPU | 143 | 58 34,0 | 35-61 | 50,0 20,0 | 688 56,3 22,5 78,8 61,0 22,5 86,3 63,1 25,0 88,8 68,4 25,0 92,5 70,5 27,5 93,8
n 5 35-61 | 4 4 5 5 5 5
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Table 3.2-14 (b) Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
cereals, 35-61 DAA, Maritime EPPO zoneg, (cont.).

weed Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) 1,0 I/ha 1,0 I/ha 1,51/ha 151/ha 2,01/ha 2,01/ha

mea | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min | max mean | min | max mean | min max mean | min max
MATIN 2,0 50 7,0 35-61 | 748 50,0 99,5 75,6 51,3 99,8 91,2 825 | 99,8 95,0 90,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 2 3561 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
MATC 294 | 95 67,0 | 35-61 | 92,5 91,3 93,8 94,4 93,8 95,0 96,3 955 | 96,8 97,2 96,5 | 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0
: 3 3561 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
MY- 9,9 8,3 115 | 35-61 | 86,3 82,5 90,0 86,3 80,0 92,5 91,3 875 | 95,0 95,3 92,5 | 98,0 95,9 93,8 98,0 99,0 98,0 100,0
SAR 2 35-61 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
POLPE | 17,3 | 148 | 20,0 | 35-61 | 97,6 95,0 100,0 | 99,7 99,0 100,0 | 99,7 99,0 | 100,0 | 99,7 99,0 | 100,0 | 99,6 98,8 100,0 | 97,4 92,5 100,0
n 3 3561 | 3 3 3 3 3 3
POLCO | 10,7 | 6,0 205 | 35-61 | 85,0 50,0 100,0 | 88,8 60,0 100,0 | 94,1 825 | 1000 | 96,1 83,8 | 100,0 | 988 94,5 100,0 | 99,2 97,0 100,0
n 6 3561 | 5 5 6 6 6 6
PAPRH | 99 6,8 14,2 | 35-61 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 90,3 70,8 | 100,0 | 91,8 753 | 100,0 | 91,9 75,8 100,0 | 944 83,3 100,0
n 3 3561 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
STEME | 132 | 05 280 | 35-61 | 92,6 83,8 100,0 | 90,3 76,3 100,0 | 93,0 825 | 1000 | 91,0 78,8 | 100,0 | 97,2 93,8 100,0 | 96,9 90,0 100,0
n 5 3561 | 4 4 5 5 5 5
THLAR | 166 | 7,8 26,8 | 35-61 | 93,9 80,0 100,0 | 91,6 78,8 100,0 | 98,1 94,5 | 100,0 | 98,2 950 | 100,0 | 99,1 96,8 100,0 | 99,3 98,0 100,0
n 6 3561 | 5 5 6 6 6 6
VIOAR | 138 | 6,0 330 | 3561 | 687 20,0 100,0 | 69,4 22,5 100,0 | 715 22,5 | 100,0 | 71,4 238 | 100,0 | 734 26,3 100,0 | 73,2 27,5 100,0
n 6 3561 | 6 6 6 6 6 6
VERHE | 9,8 9,8 9,8 35-61 | 20,0 20,0 20,0 21,3 21,3 21,3 225 225 | 225 25,0 250 | 25,0 25,0 25,0 25,0 27,5 27,5 27,5
n 1 3561 |1 1 1 1 1 1
VERPE | 10,8 | 7,3 16,0 | 35-61 | 53,8 30,0 775 52,5 30,0 75,0 55,4 26,3 | 80,0 58,3 275 | 875 66,5 333 90,0 68,8 338 92,5
n 3 2 2 3 3 3 3

Table 3.2-15 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
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cereals, 35-54 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

weed Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PI__A/m2) 1,0 I/ha _ 1,0 I/ha _ 151/ha _ 1,51/ha _ 2,01/ha _ 2,01/ha _

mea | min | max mean | min max mean min max | mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
CAPBP 2,5 55 55 3554 | 83,5 83,5 83,5 82,8 828 | 828 | 855 85,5 85,5 86,0 86,0 86,0 95,8 95,8 95,8 97,3 97,3 97,3
n 1 3554 |1 1 1 1 1 1
CHEAL | 79 58 10,0 3554 | 91,4 82,8 100,0 | 90,6 828 | 985 | 934 86,8 100,0 | 92,8 85,5 100,0 | 97,9 95,8 100,0 | 97,8 95,5 100,0
n 2 3554 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
MATIN 55 55 55 35-54 | 82,8 82,8 82,8 84,3 84,3 84,3 86,5 86,5 86,5 86,0 86,0 86,0 97,3 97,3 97,3 97,0 97,0 97,0
n 1 35-54 |1 1 1 1 1 1
POLPE | 7,3 73 73 35-54 | 82,3 82,3 82,3 81,0 810 | 810 | 850 85,0 85,0 86,0 86,0 86,0 95,3 95,3 95,3 96,0 96,0 96,0
n 1 35-54 |1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME | 2,0 2,0 2,0 35-54 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 985 985 | 985 | 100,0 | 1000 | 1000 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 35-54 |1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 3.2-16 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring

cereals, 43 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) 15 /ha _ 15 lha _ 2,0 I/ha _ 2,0 I/ha _

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CHEAL | 123 123 123 43 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 43 1 1 1 1
POLPE | 12,0 12,0 12,0 43 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 98,8 98,8 98,8 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 43 1 1 1 1
POLCO | 11,3 11,3 11,3 43 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 43 1 1 1 1
STEME | 155 15,5 15,5 43 98,8 98,8 98,8 92,5 92,5 92,5 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 43 1 1 1 1
VIOAR |85 8,5 8,5 43 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 43 1 1 1 1
Table 3.2-1517 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in spring
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cereals, 60-63 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code | weed density | DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1 | ADM.3304H.1LA 10 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,5 | ADM.3304H.1A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304H.1A 20
UNCK (PLA/m2) I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CAPBP 2,0 2,0 2,0 60-63 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 60-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
CHEAL 34 34 34 60-63 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 60-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
GAETE 2,5 2,5 2,5 60-63 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 60-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
GALAP 4,0 40 |40 60-63 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 2000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 1200,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1200,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 60-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLPE 20,0 20,0 | 200 | 6063 | 940 | 940 |940 | 1000 | 1000 | 1000 | 2000 | 2000 | 100,0 | 1000 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 60-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLCO 5,0 2,0 8,0 6063 | 968 | 960 | 975 |989 [988 |[990 | 1000 | 1000 | 1000 | 980 | 960 | 1000 [ 990 | 980 | 1000 | 995 | 99,0 | 1000
n 2 60-63 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
VIOAR 13,3 133 [ 133 | 6063 | 958 [958 [958 [943 [943 [943 [990 [990 [990 [958 [958 [958 [990 [990 [990 [ 965 | 965 | 965
n 1 60-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
Table 3.2-1518 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter
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cereals, 14-28 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 10 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304H.1.A 20
code UNCK (PLA/mZ) I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _ I/ha _

mean min max mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean | min max mean min max
BRSNW | 5,0 5,0 5,0 14-28 | 48,8 48,8 48,8 63,3 63,3 63,3 65,0 65,0 65,0 65,0 65,0 65,0 76,3 76,3 76,3 72,5 72,5 72,5
n 1 14-28 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
CAPBP 7,2 5,0 11,3 14-28 | 85,0 80,0 90,0 81,9 80,0 83,8 88,2 70,0 95,0 89,7 80,0 95,0 92,8 85,0 96,0 92,8 85,0 99,0
n 4 14-28 | 2 2 4 4 4 4
FUMOF | 55 55 55 14-28 | - - - - - - 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 70,0 70,0 70,0
n 1 14-28 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
GALAP | 63 5,0 8,0 14-28 | 61,6 488 | 938 | 644 475 | 955 | 764 500 | 96,3 | 79,3 50,0 | 96,8 | 80,6 50,0 99,0 84,2 50,0 | 99,3
n 6 14-28 | 4 4 6 6 6 6
GERRT | 275 275 | 275 | 14-28 | 50,0 50,0 | 50,0 | 50,0 50,0 | 50,0 | 50,0 50,0 | 50,0 | 50,0 50,0 | 50,0 | 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 | 50,0
n 1 14-28 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
GERPU | 9,0 9,0 9,0 14-28 | 98,5 985 | 985 | 97,3 97,3 | 97,3 | 99,8 99,8 | 998 | 97,3 97,3 | 97,3 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 98,5 985 | 98,5
n 1 1428 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
LAMPU | 84 7,3 9,5 14-28 | 40,0 40,0 | 40,0 | 463 46,3 | 46,3 | 59,2 450 | 725 | 613 500 | 73,8 | 733 60,0 80,0 733 60,0 | 80,0
n 3 1428 | 1 1 3 3 3 3
MATIN | 11,7 58 19,0 | 14-28 | 63,2 400 | 86,3 | 638 40,0 | 875 | 738 60,0 | 938 | 781 700 | 925 | 785 70,0 95,0 85,7 788 | 938
n 4 14-28 | 2 2 4 4 4 4
MY- 6,3 6,3 6,3 14-28 | - - - - - - 45,0 450 | 45,0 | 400 40,0 | 40,0 | 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 | 60,0
OAR
n 1 14-28 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
STEME | 5,6 53 6,0 14-28 | 40,0 40,0 | 40,0 | 40,0 40,0 | 400 | 742 50,0 | 90,0 | 729 50,0 | 88,8 | 80,0 60,0 90,0 80,0 60,0 | 90,0
n 3 14-28 | 1 1 3 3 3 3
THLAR | 7,7 7,3 8,0 14-28 | 75,0 750 | 750 | 738 738 | 73,8 | 90,0 90,0 | 90,0 | 90,0 90,0 | 90,0 | 91,3 90,0 92,5 92,5 90,0 | 95,0
n 2 14-28 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
VIOAR | 20,5 55 43,0 | 14-28 | 56,3 50,0 | 625 | 525 50,0 | 55,0 | 57,1 500 | 71,3 | 51,7 40,0 | 65,0 | 633 50,0 80,0 58,3 50,0 | 75,0
n 3 14-28 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
VERPE | 11,2 10,3 | 12,8 | 14-28 | 30,0 30,0 | 30,0 | 300 30,0 | 30,0 | 50,0 50,0 | 50,0 | 46,7 40,0 | 50,0 | 61,7 52,5 70,0 56,3 50,0 | 66,3
n 3 14-28 | 1 1 3 3 3 3
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Table 3.2-1719 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter
cereals, 21-27 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

weed weed density DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) 11/ha 1,0 I/ha 1,51/ha 151/ha 2,0 I/ha 2,01/ha

mean min | max mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max
CHEAL | 68 6,8 6,8 21-27 | - - - - - - 86,0 86,0 | 86,0 | 915 915 | 915 | 938 938 | 938 | 973 97,3 | 97,3
n 1 21-27 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
GALAP | 85 8,5 8,5 21-27 | - - - - - - 81,8 81,8 | 818 | 943 94,3 | 94,3 | 928 928 | 928 | 943 94,3 | 943
n 1 21-27 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
MATIN | 6,8 6,8 6,8 21-27 | - - - - - - 89,0 89,0 | 89,0 | 928 928 | 928 | 955 955 | 955 | 948 948 | 948
n 1 21-27 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
PAPRH | 58 58 58 21-27 | 850 850 | 850 | 838 838 | 838 | 915 915 | 915 | 905 90,5 | 90,5 | 935 935 | 935 | 935 935 | 935
n 1 21-27 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
VIOAR | 86 6,3 10,8 21-27 | 338 150 | 525 | 353 205 | 50,0 | 384 205 | 56,3 | 369 200 | 538 | 413 225 | 60,0 | 438 275 | 60,0
n 2 21-27 | 2 2 2 2 2 2
VERHE | 9,0 8,8 9,3 21-27 | 80,0 80,0 | 80,0 | 80,0 80,0 | 80,0 | 889 87,8 | 90,0 | 91,0 90,0 | 92,0 | 934 910 | 958 | 936 915 | 958
n 2 2127 |1 1 2 2 2 2
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Table 3.2-1220 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter
cereals, 25-29 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) 1,01/ha 1,01/ha 151/ha 1,5l/ha 2,01/ha 2,01/ha

mean | min | max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
BRSNW | 7,3 73 73 25-29 | 72,5 72,5 72,5 80,0 80,0 80,0 82,5 82,5 82,5 81,3 81,3 81,3 85,0 85,0 85,0 85,0 85,0 85,0
n 1 25-29 |1 1 1 1 1 1
CENCY | 6,00 550 | 6,50 | 25-29 | 66,25 66,25 | 66,25 | 66,25 66,25 | 66,25 | 81,90 7750 | 86,30 | 83,53 81,25 | 85,80 | 93,25 91,50 | 95,00 | 93,28 90,30 | 96,25
n 2 25-29 |1 1 2 2 2 2
CAPBP | 7,0 7,0 7,0 25-29 | - - - - - - 87,5 87,5 87,5 86,5 86,5 86,5 94,8 94,8 94,8 95,3 95,3 95,3
n 1 25-29 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
GALAP | 8,0 6,3 113 | 25-29 | 73,8 67,5 80,0 72,5 66,3 78,8 83,8 81,3 86,5 83,1 81,3 86,8 92,6 85,0 98,8 93,6 85,0 98,8
n 3 25-29 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
GERPU | 7,0 7,0 7,0 25-29 | 66,3 66,3 66,3 65,0 65,0 65,0 81,3 81,3 81,3 80,0 80,0 80,0 97,5 97,5 97,5 98,8 98,8 98,8
n 1 2529 |1 1 1 1 1 1
LAMPU | 7,0 55 8,0 25-29 | 66,3 66,3 66,3 68,8 68,8 68,8 85,7 81,3 88,5 85,9 82,5 89,0 94,5 90,3 97,0 95,8 91,5 98,3
n 3 2529 |1 1 3 3 3 3
MATIN | 7,0 6,3 73 25-29 | 76,3 76,3 76,3 78,8 78,8 78,8 78,9 70,3 86,3 78,9 68,3 85,8 90,2 87,5 95,0 914 87,5 97,0
n 3 25-29 |1 1 3 3 3 3
PAPRH | 9,6 6,3 13,0 | 25-29 | 68,8 68,8 68,8 67,5 67,5 67,5 84,8 82,5 87,0 85,0 82,5 87,5 96,9 95,0 98,8 96,7 95,8 97,5
n 2 25-29 |1 1 2 2 2 2
STEME | 6,8 6,0 8,3 25-29 | 725 72,5 72,5 78,8 78,8 78,8 831 73,8 88,5 84,9 78,8 89,5 88,7 85,0 93,8 90,8 85,0 97,0
n 3 25-29 |1 1 3 3 3 3
VIOAR | 80 75 8,8 25-29 | 56,9 52,5 61,3 58,1 55,0 61,3 64,0 52,0 73,8 62,4 50,8 72,5 734 66,3 79,5 713 65,0 79,5
n 4 25-29 | 2 2 4 4 4 4
VERAR | 6,8 6,3 73 25-29 | 67,5 67,5 67,5 71,3 71,3 71,3 77,5 67,5 87,5 80,3 73,8 86,8 82,3 72,5 92,0 86,3 80,0 92,5
n 2 2529 |1 1 2 2 2 2
VERHE | 59 58 6,0 25-29 | - - - - - - 71,1 63,3 78,8 714 63,3 79,5 83,7 83,3 84,0 82,7 80,8 84,5
n 2 25-29 | - - - - - - 2 2 2 2
VERPE | 6,8 6,3 73 25-29 | - - - - - - 70,2 60,8 79,5 70,8 58,3 83,3 75,5 67,0 84,0 76,2 65,8 86,5
n 2 25-29 | - - - - - - 2 2 2 2
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Table 3.2-1921 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter
cereals, 38-58 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed Weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) 1,01/ha 1,01/ha 1,51/ha 151/ha 2,01/ha 2,01/ha

mean min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
BRSNW | 5,0 50 50 38-58 | 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0
n 1 3858 |1 1 1 1 1 1
CAPBP 7,9 53 11,3 38-58 | 82,5 82,5 82,5 80,0 80,0 80,0 90,8 72,5 100,0 | 93,3 80,0 100,0 | 95,0 85,0 100,0 | 95,0 85,0 100,0
n 3 3858 |1 1 3 3 3 3
FUMOF | 55 55 55 3858 | - - - - - - 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 70,0 70,0 70,0
n 1 3858 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
GALAP | 71 5,0 115 | 38-58 | 75,0 40,0 95,0 75,8 42,5 95,0 90,0 85,0 95,0 90,3 83,8 95,0 96,8 90,0 100,0 | 96,8 90,0 100,0
n 5 38-58 | 3 3 5 5 5 5
GERRT | 29,5 295 | 295 | 38-58 | 91,3 91,3 91,3 91,3 91,3 91,3 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0
n 1 38-58 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
LAMPU | 84 73 9,5 38-58 | 45,0 45,0 45,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 56,7 50,0 60,0 56,7 50,0 60,0 80,0 60,0 90,0 79,6 60,0 90,0
n 3 3858 | 1 1 3 3 3 3
MATIN | 9,3 58 14,0 | 38-58 | 60,0 60,0 60,0 58,8 58,8 58,8 71,3 60,0 83,8 7 60,0 85,0 93,3 80,0 100,0 | 96,7 90,0 100,0
n 3 3858 | 1 1 3 3 3 3
MY- 6,3 6,3 6,3 3858 | - - - - - - 45,0 45,0 45,0 40,0 40,0 40,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 52,5 52,5 52,5
OAR
n 1 38-58 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
PAPRH | 58 58 58 38-58 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 38-58 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME | 6,6 53 9,0 38-58 | 58,8 30,0 87,5 60,0 30,0 90,0 79,8 50,0 90,0 81,6 50,0 96,5 89,8 60,0 100,0 | 89,8 60,0 100,0
n 4 38-58 | 2 2 4 4 4 4
THLAR | 7,7 73 8,0 38-58 | 91,3 91,3 91,3 90,0 90,0 90,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 2 38-58 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
VIOAR | 254 55 52,8 | 38-58 | 90,7 87,5 93,8 88,8 87,5 90,0 771 50,0 91,3 75,6 45,0 91,8 81,9 60,0 94,3 78,7 52,5 92,3
n 3 3858 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
VERPE | 12,2 10,3 | 155 | 38-58 | 61,2 30,0 92,3 60,9 30,0 91,8 60,8 50,0 93,0 58,5 40,0 93,8 72,2 60,0 95,0 70,0 55,0 95,0
n 4 3858 | 2 2 4 4 4 4
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Table 3.2-

cereals, 34-48 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

22 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter

weed code | weed density DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
UNCK (PLA/m2) 1,0 l/ha 1,0 l/ha 15 l/ha 15 liha 2,0 I/ha 2,0 l/ha
mea min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CHEAL 9,5 75 |75 | 3448 |- - - - - - 88,0 880 | 880 | 905 90,5 | 905 | 938 938 | 938 | 965 96,5 | 96,5
n 1 34-48 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
GALAP 8,8 88 |88 |[3448 |- - - - - - 84,3 84,3 | 843 | 935 935 | 935 | 943 943 [ 943 | 935 935 | 935
n 1 34-48 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
MATIN 105 |70 | 140 | 34-48 | 80,8 80,8 | 808 | 773 773 | 773 | 827 76,3 | 89,0 | 853 770 [ 935 | 913 86,5 | 960 | 90,8 850 | 965
n 2 3448 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
PAPRH 175 | 175 | 175 | 34-48 | 858 858 | 858 | 853 853 | 853 | 92,0 920 [ 920 | 915 91,5 [ 915 | 945 945 [ 945 | 948 948 | 948
n 1 3448 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME 880 | 880 | 880 | 3448 | 668 66,8 | 668 | 715 715 | 715 | 650 650 | 650 | 738 738 | 738 | 800 80,0 | 80,0 | 820 82,0 | 820
n 1 3448 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
VIOAR 9,5 6,3 115 | 3448 | 42,5 225 | 525 | 438 31,3 [ 500 | 467 31,3 [ 563 | 450 31,3 | 538 | 483 350 | 600 | 557 40,0 | 67,0
n 3 3448 | 3 3 3 3 3 3
VERHE 9,0 88 |93 |[3448 |818 81,8 | 818 | 818 81,8 | 818 | 888 86,5 | 91,0 | 91,3 91,0 [ 915 | 943 943 [ 943 | 948 945 | 950
n 2 3448 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
Table 3.2-2:23 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter

cereals, 57-61 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 1,0 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,5 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0
code UNCK (PLA/m2 I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha

mean min max mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max
BRSNW | 7,3 7,3 73 | 57-61 | 875 875 | 875 | 875 875 | 875 | 925 925 | 925 | 913 91,3 | 91,3 | 98,0 980 | 98,0 | 97,0 97,0 | 97,0
n 1 57-61 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
CENCY | 55 55 55 | 57-61 | - - - - - - 87,0 87,0 | 87,0 | 875 875 | 875 | 945 945 | 945 | 94,0 94,0 | 94,0
n 1 57-61 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
CAPBP | 7,0 7,0 70 | 57-61 | - - - - - - 87,5 875 | 875 | 89,0 89,0 | 89,0 | 983 98,3 | 983 | 995 99,5 | 995
n 1 57-61 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
GALAP | 65 6,5 6,5 | 57-61 | 85,0 850 | 850 | 850 850 | 850 | 888 888 | 888 | 875 875 | 875 | 938 938 | 938 | 900 90,0 | 90,0
n 1 5761 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
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weed weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 10 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0
code UNCK (PLA/m2 I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha

mean min max mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max | mean min max
LAMPU | 8,0 8,0 8,0 57-61 | - - - - - - 87,3 87,3 87,3 88,5 88,5 88,5 97,8 97,8 97,8 91,5 91,5 91,5
n 1 57-61 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
MATIN | 6,8 6,3 7,3 57-61 | 90,0 90,0 90,0 91,3 91,3 91,3 83,5 74,5 92,5 83,9 72,8 95,0 93,8 88,5 99,0 93,2 90,3 96,0
n 2 57-61 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
STEME | 7,1 6,0 8,3 57-61 | 86,3 86,3 86,3 86,3 86,3 86,3 90,0 87,5 92,5 88,5 87,5 89,5 96,8 96,0 97,5 96,5 96,0 97,0
n 2 5761 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
VIOAR | 82 75 88 | 57-61 | 61,3 61,3 | 61,3 | 61,3 61,3 | 61,3 | 58,1 525 | 638 | 573 50,8 | 63,8 | 68,3 66,3 | 70,3 | 66,7 650 | 683
n 2 5761 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
VERAR | 6,8 6,3 73 | 57-61 | 775 775 | 775 | 838 838 | 838 | 874 838 | 910 | 876 86,3 | 89,0 | 948 900 | 995 | 935 88,8 | 983
n 2 5761 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
VERHE | 6,0 6,0 6,0 | 57-61 | - - - - - - 63,3 633 | 633 | 633 63,3 | 633 | 84,0 84,0 | 84,0 | 845 845 | 845
n 1 57-61 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
VERPE | 7,0 7,0 70 | 57-61 | - - - - - - 60,8 60,8 | 60,8 | 58,3 583 | 583 | 67,5 675 | 675 | 658 658 | 65,8
n 1 57-61 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
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24 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter
cereals, 63-109 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed weed density | DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1 | ADM.3304H.1.A 10 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304.H1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H.1A 20
code UNCK (PLA/m2) I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha

mean min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max
BRSNW 5,0 50 50 63-109 | 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0
n 1 63-109 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
CAPBP 9,2 7,0 11,3 63-109 | 81,3 81,3 81,3 80,0 80,0 80,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 63-109 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
GALAP 6,7 50 11,5 63-109 | 84,8 40,0 100,0 85,4 42,5 100,0 93,1 80,0 100,0 93,6 82,5 100,0 99,8 99,0 100,0 99,8 99,0 100,0
n 5 63-109 | 4 4 5 5 5 5
GERPU 7,0 7,0 7,0 63-109 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 63-109 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
LAMPU 8,9 8,3 9,5 63-109 | 45,0 45,0 45,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 89,4 88,8 90,0
n 2 63-109 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
MATIN 10,3 8,0 14,0 63-109 | 80,0 60,0 100,0 80,0 60,0 100,0 81,7 60,0 100,0 81,3 60,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 3 63-109 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
PAPRH 55 55 55 63-109 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 63-109 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME 7,0 6,0 9,0 63-109 | 56,9 30,0 83,8 57,5 30,0 85,0 90,6 90,0 91,8 90,6 90,0 91,8 98,1 94,3 100,0 98,5 95,5 100,0
n 3 63-109 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
THLAR 7,7 73 8,0 63-109 | 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 63-109 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
VIOAR 31,4 15,5 52,8 63-109 | 83,0 71,3 97,8 80,0 62,5 100,0 90,0 76,3 100,0 89,2 71,5 100,0 93,0 83,8 98,8 93,5 85,0 98,8
n 3 63-109 | 3 3 3 3 3 3
VERPE 12,9 10,5 15,5 63-109 | 55,7 30,0 81,3 55,0 30,0 80,0 61,3 50,0 83,8 61,3 50,0 83,8 72,4 60,0 88,3 73,3 60,0 90,0
n 3 63-109 | 2 2 3 3 3 3
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Table 3.2-

cereals, 69 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

25 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter

weed weed density DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A
code UNCK (PLA/m2) 1,0 I/ha 1,01/ha 151/ha 1,5 l/ha 2,0 I/ha 2,01/ha
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max

MATIN | 13,5 135 | 135 | 69 97,0 970 |970 | 973 973 | 973 | 97,0 97,0 | 970 | 97,0 97,0 | 970 | 973 973 | 973 | 97,0 97,0 | 97,0
n 1 69 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME | 235 235 | 235 | 69 40,0 400 | 400 | 74,0 740 | 740 | 69,0 690 | 690 | 773 773 | 773 | 88,0 880 | 880 | 875 875 | 875
n 1 69 1 1 1 1 1 1
VIOAR | 14,0 14,0 | 14,0 | 69 67,5 675 | 675 | 745 745 | 745 | 663 66,3 | 663 | 765 765 | 765 | 625 625 | 625 | 74,3 743 | 743
n 1 69 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 3.2-24 26 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in winter

cereals, 63-64 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed code | weed density | DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 10 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304H.1.A 20
UNCK (PLA/m2 I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CENCY 6,8 6,8 6,8 63-64 | 72,5 725 | 725 71,3 71,3 713 | 838 83,8 838 | 825 825 | 825 98,8 98,8 98,8 | 97,5 975 | 97,5
n 1 63-64 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
GALAP 9,0 6,8 11,3 63-64 | 72,5 725 | 725 71,3 71,3 71,3 | 88,2 82,5 938 | 873 81,3 | 933 98,1 97,5 98,8 | 979 97,0 | 988
n 2 63-64 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
GERPU 6,5 6,5 6,5 63-64 | 70,0 70,0 | 70,0 71,3 71,3 71,3 | 813 81,3 81,3 | 825 825 | 825 96,3 96,3 96,3 | 96,3 96,3 | 96,3
n 1 63-64 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
LAMPU 6,8 55 8,0 63-64 | 71,3 71,3 71,3 71,3 71,3 71,3 | 88,2 82,5 938 | 888 825 | 950 98,5 97,5 995 | 979 975 | 983
n 2 63-64 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
MATIN 73 73 73 63-64 | - - - - - - 96,8 96,8 96,8 | 97,3 97,3 | 97,3 98,8 98,8 98,8 | 97,5 975 | 97,5
n 1 63-64 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
PAPRH 9,9 6,8 13,0 63-64 | 72,5 725 | 725 72,5 72,5 725 | 89,2 82,5 958 | 89,4 83,8 | 950 98,8 98,8 98,8 | 97,3 958 | 98,8
n 2 63-64 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
STEME 6,0 6,0 6,0 63-64 | - - - - - - 91,3 91,3 91,3 | 940 94,0 | 94,0 97,5 97,5 97,5 | 97,0 97,0 | 97,0
n 1 63-64 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
VIOAR 8,1 8,0 83 63-64 | 53,8 53,8 53,8 55,0 55,0 55,0 | 71,0 67,5 745 | 739 713 | 76,5 79,5 77,5 815 | 79,1 788 | 79,5
n 2 63-64 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
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weed code | weed density | DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304H.1.A 10 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H.1A 2,0
UNCK (PLA/m2 I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
mean min | max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
VERHE 5,8 58 |58 63-64 | - - - - - - 82,0 820 | 820 | 833 833 | 833 | 863 863 | 863 | 87,0 87,0 | 87,0
n 1 63-64 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
VERPE 7,0 70 |70 63-64 | - - - - - - 82,0 82,0 | 820 | 848 848 | 848 | 865 865 | 865 | 865 86,5 | 86,5
n 1 63-64 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
Table 3.2-2527 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in in grass-

land, 20-63 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code | weed density DAT | AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A

UNCK (PLA/m2) 1 1/ha 1,0 I/ha 1,51/ha 1,51/ha 2,0 I/ha 2,0 I/ha

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
ANRSY 8,3 8,3 8,3 20-63 | 88,8 88,8 88,8 91,5 91,5 91,5 92,5 92,5 92,5 89,0 89,0 89,0 89,5 89,5 89,5 94,3 94,3 94,3
n 1 20-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
ACHMI 78 78 78 20-63 | 67,5 67,5 67,5 81,3 81,3 81,3 88,8 88,8 88,8 81,3 81,3 81,3 93,3 93,3 93,3 89,3 89,3 89,3
n 1 20-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
CAPBP 55 55 55 20-63 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 20-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
HERSP 6,8 6,8 6,8 20-63 | 88,3 88,3 88,3 91,0 91,0 91,0 92,3 92,3 92,3 88,3 88,3 88,3 91,5 91,5 91,5 95,3 95,3 95,3
n 1 2063 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
PLAMA - - - 20-63 | - - - - - - 87,5 87,5 87,5 60,0 60,0 60,0 82,5 82,5 82,5 77,5 77,5 77,5
n 1 20-63 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
RANAC 9,8 9,8 9,8 20-63 | 60,0 60,0 60,0 81,3 81,3 81,3 81,3 81,3 81,3 79,5 79,5 79,5 82,8 82,8 82,8 82,5 82,5 82,5
n 1 20-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME 18,3 18,3 18,3 20-63 | 70,0 70,0 70,0 82,5 82,5 82,5 75,7 62,5 88,8 72,5 57,5 87,5 72,5 65,0 80,0 70,0 52,5 87,5
n 2 20-63 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
RUMOB 59 59 59 20-63 | 50,0 50,0 50,0 72,5 72,5 72,5 85,0 85,0 85,0 77,5 775 775 85,0 85,0 85,0 98,5 98,5 98,5
n 1 20-63 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
TAROF 11,5 115 | 11,5 | 20-63 | 97,8 97,8 97,8 99,0 99,0 99,0 90,1 81,3 98,8 87,6 76,3 98,8 88,8 78,8 98,8 88,9 78,8 99,0
n 1 20-63 | 1 1 2 2 2 2
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Table 3.2-2:28 Minimum effective dose. Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate, at 75% and 50% dose rates on broad leaf weed in in grass-

land, 49-114 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.
weed weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,0 | ADM.3304H.1.A 1,0 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 1,5 | ADM.3304H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H.1LA 20
code UNCK (PLA/m2) I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha

mean min max mea min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max

ANRSY | 7,0 7,0 7,0 49-114 r7]8,8 788 | 788 | 813 81,3 [813 [875 |[875 [875 [820 |80 |80 |80 |[8,0 [80,0 |83 |83 |83
n 1 49-114 |1 1 1 1 1 1
ACHMI | 10,3 103 | 103 | 49-114 | 800 | 800 |800 | 863 863 |83 [838 [838 [838 [870 |[870 [870 [928 |928 [928 |870 [870 | 87,0
n 1 49-114 |1 1 1 1 1 1
CAPBP | 55 5,5 5,5 49-114 [ 90,0 | 90,0 [ 900 | 988 98,8 | 988 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 100,0 | 1000 | 1000 | 2000 | 2000 | 200,0 | 2000 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 49-114 |1 1 1 1 1 1
HERNI | 53 5,3 53 49-114 | - - - - - - 140 | 140 | 140 [ 445 [445 |445 [314 [314 [314 |68 6,8 6,8
n 1 49-114 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
HERSP | 6,8 6,8 6,8 49-114 | 750 | 750 | 750 | 625 625 [ 625 [ 8,0 |80 [8,0 |[650 [650 [650 |738 |[738 |738 |825 |85 |825
n 1 49-114 |1 1 1 1 1 1
RANAC | 10,0 100 | 100 | 49114 |550 | 550 |550 | 600 600 [ 600 |[738 [738 |[738 |788 [788 | 788 |[820 [80 |80 [700 |[700 |[700
n 1 49-114 |1 1 1 1 1 1
RANSS | 5,0 5,0 5,0 49-114 | - - - - - - 525 | 525 |525 |425 |[425 |[425 [575 |575 |575 |425 |425 | 425
n 1 49-114 | - - - - - - 1 1 1 1
STEME | 183 183 | 183 | 49-114 | 700 [ 700 | 700 | 918 918 [918 [8,9 |[750 [888 |[675 |[500 [850 |[613 |[375 [850 |[950 [900 [ 1000
n 2 49-114 |1 1 2 2 2 2
RUMO | 59 5,9 5,9 49-114 | 575 | 575 |[575 | 875 875 |875 [850 [850 [850 [850 |80 [850 [925 |[925 [925 |983 |983 | 983
E 1 49-114 |1 1 1 1 1 1
TAROF | 16,7 6,0 273 | 49-114 | 908 | 908 | 908 | 913 913 [913 [890 |[820 [975 [941 [918 [980 [938 |[900 [983 |917 |[788 | 988
n 3 49-114 |1 1 3 3 3 3
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Summary and conclusions on the minimum effective dose

Majority of efficacy trials (in 7 trials just 75% reduced dose was tested) performed with AG-CDF1-480
EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A had reduced application rates (50% and 75%) of the targeted application rate (2
I/ha) in the treatment list.

Comparing both formulations, dose response within reduced dose rates is comparable and differences
between results are not higher than 5%.

According to the presented results, the dose of 2 I/ha of both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A provided the optimum overall control and should be considered as effective against a
selected range of broad leaf weeds present on trial locations.

zRMS comments on MED and Efficacy data aggregation and summarizing:

The efficacy data points for particular weed species are scattered between the non-corresponding assessment dates
similarly as in the core dossier, which makes the set equally troublesome in summarizing. Overall, 5 consecutive
assessments can be discerned in cereals and 3 assessments — in grassland trials.

However, this time the applicant has compiled the data following the principle of single sampling only, from any
particular trial within a determined DAA interval. That is why the summary includes as many as 18 tables for MED
and the same number of tables for efficacy summaries. In this way all the target weeds have been included in the
summary, and though concluding on efficacy, or on the dose response, requires browsing through more figures
overall, the mean values shown (in many cases just treatment means from single trials, in fact) represent the target’s
response more reliably, compared to the condensed, skewed summaries from averaged multiple assessments, which
could be seen in the core dossier.

zZRMS comments on the MED results:

Across the data presented it is evident that the differences between the old and the amended formulation manifest
mostly at the level of 1,0L/ha dose rate, while at the 1,5 — 2,0 L /ha dose rate level these differences are negligible in
most cases, or sometimes the data testify to the advantage of the ADM.3304.H.1.A, irrespective of the weed species.
Overall, the new formulation ADM.3304.H.1.A can be judiciously claimed comparable to its predecessor AG-
CDF1-480 EC both in the extent of dose response, and in the efficacy at its target dose rate. The dose rate of 2,0
L/ha can be considered the minimum effective dose rate of ADM.3304.H.1.A, similar to the older formulation.
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3.2.3 Efficacy tests (KCP 6.2)

All efficacy trials are presented in this dossier to prove comparability of both formulations AG-CDF1-480
EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A.

Efficacy of target dose rate 2,0 I/ha has been already presented in the previous chapter together with effi-
cacy of both formulations applied at reduced dose rates (50%, 75%). However, for transparency of the
MED tables, efficacy summaries in tables 3.2-11 — 3.2-28 do not include data of the reference
products used in comparisons. Therefore in the following tables 3.2.3-1 to 3.2.3-18 the efficacy data of
the target dose rate for both formulations are presented in comparison to zonal reference product, which is
EC formulation of fluroxypyr — 100 g/l, clopyralid — 80 g/l and florasulam — 2,5 g/I. Since trials in Poland
were performed within the bridging program only and they were not presented in the core dossier (art 33),
for these trials the local reference product Gold 450 EC is also included in the NE zone summary
tables (Tables 3.2.3-3, -6, -10, -13 and -16.

In efficacy summary tables presented below (3.2.3-1 to 3.2.3-18), the selection of
target species reflects the weed spectrum for which the efficacy was already discussed in the core dossier.
The information on the trade names of zonal reference products and their registration status in countries
in which they were used is presented in table 3.2-8. Details on trial methodology per crop groups are pre-
sented under 3.2.2.
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Table 3.2.3-1(a) Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in spring cereals, 21-30 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone .

weed code | weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNN 46,3 11,0 69,0 21-30 98,0 96,5 99,5 98,3 98,0 99,0 97,5 95,8 98,8
n 3 21-30 3 3 3
BRSNW 11,4 13 44,0 21-30 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 99,8 100,0 99,0 95,0 100,0
n 5 21-30 5 5 5
CENCY 30,6 16,0 49,0 21-30 97,2 90,0 100,0 97,0 90,8 100,0 92,8 87,5 98,5
n 5 21-30 5 5 5
CAPBP 111 2,0 243 21-30 99,2 98,0 100,0 99,2 98,0 100,0 99,3 98,0 100,0
n 5 21-30 5 5 5
CONAR 40,0 40,0 40,0 21-30 85,0 85,0 85,0 86,3 86,3 86,3 75,0 75,0 75,0
n 1 21-30 1 1 1
CHEAL 14,9 0,8 42,8 21-30 99,0 93,8 100,0 98,8 92,5 100,0 95,5 72,5 100,0
n 11 21-30 11 11 11
FUMOF 73 5,0 9,5 21-30 79,5 60,0 99,0 89,5 80,0 99,0 79,3 60,0 98,5
n 2 21-30 2 2 2
GAETE 10,2 8,0 11,8 21-30 98,0 95,0 100,0 98,3 96,0 100,0 94,8 87,5 98,8
n 4 21-30 4 4 4
GALAP 7,7 4,0 10,0 21-30 97,8 93,8 100,0 97,6 95,0 100,0 97,7 90,0 100,0
n 6 21-30 6 6 6
GERDI 10,3 10,3 10,3 21-30 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0 80,0
n 1 21-30 1 1 1
LAMPU 15,3 58 34,0 21-30 64,3 28,8 90,0 68,9 33,8 96,3 57,7 27,5 80,8
n 5 21-30 5 5 5
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Table 3.2.3-1(b) Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in spring cereals, 21-30 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone (cont) .

weed code | weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.LA 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I’lha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
MATIN 65 50 7.0 21-30 98,1 925 100,0 975 90,0 100,0 975 90,0 100,0
n 4 21-30 4 4 4
MATCH 22,8 28 67,0 21-30 98,2 96,8 100,0 98,5 98,0 100,0 98,5 98,0 100,0
n 4 21-30 4 4 4
MYOAR 11,9 83 155 21-30 954 9338 97,0 959 9338 98,0 82,6 9,5 96,5
n 2 21-30 2 2 2
POLPE 16,9 14,8 20,0 21-30 99,0 98,0 100,0 987 98,0 100,0 99,0 975 100,0
n 3 21-30 3 3 5
POLCO 11,8 1,0 423 21-30 96,1 90,0 100,0 97,1 90,0 100,0 96,1 775 100,0
n 10 21-30 10 10 10
PAPRH 93 6.8 142 21-30 90,8 723 100,0 92,1 763 100,0 98,8 96,3 100,0
n 3 21-30 3 3 3
STEME 13,90 6,25 26,00 21-30 98,20 97,50 100,00 96,30 92,50 98,00 947 875 98,0
n 5 21-30 5 5 5
THLAR 13,9 78 205 21-30 98,0 95,0 100,0 982 95,0 100,0 943 75,0 100,0
n 6 21-30 6 6 6
VIOAR 13,97 7,00 33,00 21-30 7354 2875 100,00 74,55 3375 100,00 68,5 25,0 99,0
n 6 21-30 6 6 6
VERHE 98 98 98 21-30 275 275 275 325 325 325 263 263 263
n 1 21-30 1 1 1
VERPE 98 73 13,0 21-30 65,0 275 97,5 65,0 2838 96,3 538 225 70,0
n 3 21-30 3 3 3




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A. Page 45/191
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data Version: October 2023
zZRMS version

Table 3.2.3-2 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in spring cereals, 27-33 DAA, South East EPPO zone .

weed code weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/mM2
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CAPBP 55 55 55 27-33 94,3 94,3 94,3 96,0 96,0 96,0 96,0 96,0 96,0
n 1 27-33 1 1 1
CHEAL 79 58 10,0 27-33 97,6 95,3 100,0 98,1 96,3 100,0 97,2 95,0 99,3
n 2 27-33 2 2 2
MATIN 55 55 55 27-33 96,0 96,0 96,0 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,8 96,8 96,8
n 1 27-33 1 1 1
POLPE 75 75 75 27-33 91,8 91,8 91,8 96,3 96,3 96,3 95,5 95,5 95,5
n 1 27-33 1 1 1
STEME 5,0 5,0 5,0 27-33 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 27-33 1 1 1

Table 3.2.3-3 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in spring cereals, 26 DAA, North East EPPO zone .

weed weed density | DA AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H1.A 2,0 | ZONAL REFERENCE 15 | GOLD 450 EC 1,25
code UNCK (PLA/m2) T I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha

mea | mi | ma mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean | min max mean min max mean | min max
CENCY 2,0 2,0 )(;,O 26 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 26 1 1 1 1 1 1
CHEAL | 95 80 | 11, | 26 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 1000 | 1000 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 2 ° 26 2 2 2 2 2 2
CIRAR 6,3 - - 100,0 - - 100,0 - - 97,5 - - 100,0 - - 100,0 - - 95,0 - -
n 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLPE 108 | 10, | 10, | 26 97,5 97,5 93,8 95,0 95,0 95,0 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 91,3 91,3 91,3 81,3 81,3 | 813
n 1 : : 26 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLCO | 89 80 | 98 | 26 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 98,2 96,3 100,0 95,0 90,0 | 100,0
n 2 26 2 2 2 2 2 2
STEME 100 | 6,0 34, 26 99,4 98,8 100,0 | 98,2 96,3 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 92,5 85,0 100,0 91,9 83,8 | 100,0
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weed weed density | DA AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 | ZONAL REFERENCE 15 | GOLD 450 EC 1,25
code UNCK (PLA/m2) T I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
mea mi ma mean min max mean | min max mean min max mean | min max mean min max mean | min max
n n X
n 2 26 2 2 2 2 2 2
VIOAR 8,3 75 |90 26 98,8 97,5 100,0 | 99,4 98,8 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 75,7 60,0 91,3 94,4 88,8 100,0
n 2 26 2 2 2 2 2 2
VERPE 7,0 70 |70 26 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 26 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 3.2.3-4  (a) Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in spring cere-
als, 35-61 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNN 46,3 11,0 69,0 35-61 99,0 98,0 100,0 98,8 98,0 99,5 984 97,3 100,0
n 3 35-61 3 3 3
BRSNW 27,5 7,0 48,0 35-61 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 95,6 91,3 100,0
n 2 35-61 2 2 2
CENCY 314 16,0 49,0 35-61 98,1 92,5 100,0 98,0 92,8 100,0 97,8 93,8 99,8
n 5 35-61 5 5 5
CAPBP 16,6 9,5 243 35-61 98,7 98,0 100,0 98,7 98,0 100,0 98,7 98,0 100,0
n 3 35-61 3 3 3
CHEAL 15,0 50 27,0 35-61 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 98,9 95,0 100,0
n 8 35-61 8 8 8
FUMOF 73 50 9,5 35-61 84,4 68,8 100,0 90,0 80,0 100,0 80,0 60,0 100,0
n 2 35-61 2 2 2
GAETE 9,9 8,0 11,8 35-61 98,8 97,3 100,0 99,0 98,0 100,0 98,6 96,5 100,0
n 4 35-61 4 4 4
GALAP 6,8 4,0 10,0 35-61 98,4 97,3 100,0 98,9 97,5 100,0 98,3 95,0 100,0
n 4 35-61 4 4 4
GERDI 10,3 10,3 10,3 35-61 83,8 83,8 83,8 90,0 90,0 90,0 70,0 70,0 70,0
n 1 35-61 1 1 1
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weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/m2)
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
LAMPU 14,3 58 34,0 35-61 68,4 25,0 92,5 70,5 21,5 93,8 53,3 20,0 85,0
n 5 35-61 5 5 5
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Table 3.2.3-4  (b) Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in spring cere-
als, 35-61 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone (cont.).

weed code | weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/lha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
MATIN 6,0 50 7.0 35-61 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 96,9 9338 100
n 2 35-61 2 2 2
MATCH 294 95 67,0 35-61 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0 98,0 98 98 98
n 3 35-61 3 3 3
MYOAR 9,9 83 115 35-61 95,9 9338 98,0 99,0 98,0 100,0 84,63 71,25 98
n 2 35-61 2 2 2
POLPE 173 148 20,0 35-61 99,6 98,8 100,0 97,4 925 100,0 99,67 99 100
n 3 35-61 3 3 3
POLCO 10,7 6,0 205 35-61 98,8 945 100,0 99,2 97,0 100,0 97,42 90 100
n 6 35-61 6 6 6
PAPRH 9,9 6.8 142 35-61 91,9 7538 100,0 94.4 833 100,0 99,33 98 100
n 3 35-61 3 3 3
STEME 132 05 28,0 35-61 97,2 9338 100,0 96,9 90,0 100,0 95,2 90 100
n 5 35-61 5 5 5
THLAR 16,6 78 26,8 35-61 99,1 96,8 100,0 99,3 98,0 100,0 96,42 825 100
n 6 35-61 6 6 6
VIOAR 138 6,0 33,0 35-61 734 263 100,0 732 275 100,0 67,72 21,25 100
n 6 35-61 6 6 6
VERHE 98 98 98 35-61 25,0 25,0 25,0 275 275 275 21,25 21,25 21,25
n 1 35-61 1 1 1
VERPE 10,8 73 16,0 35-61 66,5 333 90,0 68,8 338 925 52,52 23,75 725
n 3 3 3 3
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Table 3.2.3-5 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in spring cereals,
35-54 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/mM2
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CAPBP 55 55 55 35-54 95,8 95,8 95,8 97,3 97,3 97,3 97,0 97,0 97,0
n 1 35-54 1 1 1
CHEAL 79 58 10,0 35-54 97,9 95,8 100,0 97,8 95,5 100,0 97,1 94,3 100,0
n 2 35-54 2 2 2
MATIN 55 55 55 35-54 97,3 97,3 97,3 97,0 97,0 97,0 96,3 96,3 96,3
n 1 35-54 1 1 1
POLPE 7,3 73 73 35-54 95,3 95,3 95,3 96,0 96,0 96,0 95,0 95,0 95,0
n 1 35-54 1 1 1
STEME 2,0 2,0 2,0 35-54 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 35-54 1 1 1

Table 3.2.3-6  Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in spring cereals,
43 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed weed density | DA AG-CDF1-480 EC 15 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 15 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 | ADM.3304.H1.A 20 | ZONAL REFERENCE 15 | GOLD 450 EC 1,25
code UNCK (PLA/m2) T I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
mea mi ma mean min max mean min max mean min max mean | min max mean min max mean | min max
n n X
CHEAL 12,3 12, 12, 43,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
3 3
n 1 43 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLPE 12,0 12, 12, 43,0 | 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 98,8 98,8 98,8 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 93,8 93,8 93,8 92,5 92,5 92,5
0 0
n 1 43 1 1 1 1 1 1
POLCO 11,3 11, 11, 43,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 96,3 96,3 96,3 90,0 90,0 90,0
3 3
n 1 43 1 1 1 1 1 1
STEME 15,5 15, 15, 43,0 | 98,8 98,8 98,8 92,5 92,5 92,5 100,0 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 92,5 92,5 92,5 87,5 87,5 87,5
5 5
n 1 43 1 1 1 1 1 1
VIOAR 8,5 85 |85 43,0 | 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 98,8 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 95,0 95,0 95,0 93,8 93,8 93,8
n 1 43 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Table 3.2.3-7 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in spring cereals,
60-63 DAA , Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1A 2,0 I/lha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I’lha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CAPBP 20 20 20 60-63 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 60-63 1 1 1
CHEAL 34 34 34 60-63 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 60-63 1 1 1
GAETE 25 25 25 60-63 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 60-63 1 1 1
GALAP 40 40 40 60-63 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 60-63 1 1 1
POLPE 20,0 20,0 20,0 60-63 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 60-63 1 1 1
POLCO 50 20 8,0 60-63 99,0 98,0 100,0 99,5 99,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 60-63 2 2 2
VIOAR 133 133 133 60-63 99,0 99,0 99,0 96,5 96,5 96,5 67,5 67,5 67,5
n 1 60-63 1 1 1

Table 3.2.3-8  Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in winter cereals,
14-28 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNW 5,0 5,0 5,0 14-28 76,3 76,3 76,3 72,5 72,5 72,5 79,5 79,5 79,5
n 1 14-28 1 1 1
CAPBP 72 5,0 11,3 14-28 92,8 85,0 96,0 92,8 85,0 99,0 92,2 83,8 95,0
n 4 14-28 4 4 4
FUMOF 55 55 55 14-28 60,0 60,0 60,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 70,0
n 1 14-28 1 1 1
GALAP 6,3 5,0 8,0 14-28 80,6 50,0 99,0 84,2 50,0 99,3 84,3 50,0 99,0
n 6 14-28 6 6 6
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GERRT 275 275 275 14-28 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0 50,0
n 1 14-28 1 1 1
GERPU 9,0 9,0 9,0 14-28 100,0 100,0 100,0 985 98,5 98,5 955 95,5 955
n 1 14-28 1 1 1
LAMPU 84 73 95 14-28 733 60,0 80,0 733 60,0 80,0 67,5 50,0 775
n 3 14-28 3 3 3
MATIN 11,7 538 19,0 14-28 785 70,0 95,0 85,7 78,8 9338 87,8 80,0 91,3
n 4 14-28 4 4 4
MYOAR 63 63 63 14-28 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0 60,0
n 1 14-28 1 1 1
STEME 56 53 6.0 14-28 80,0 60,0 90,0 80,0 60,0 90,0 72,9 60,0 90,0
n 3 14-28 3 3 3
THLAR 7.7 73 8,0 14-28 91,3 90,0 92,5 925 90,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0
n 2 14-28 2 2 2
VIOAR 20,5 55 430 14-28 63,3 50,0 80,0 58,3 50,0 75,0 53,3 50,0 60,0
n 3 14-28 3 3 3
VERPE 11,2 10,3 12,8 14-28 61,7 525 70,0 56,3 50,0 66,3 56,7 50,0 60,0
n 3 14-28 3 3 3

Table 3.2.3-9  Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in winter cereals,
21-27 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

weed code weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CHEAL 6.8 6.8 6.8 21-27 938 938 9338 97,3 97,3 97,3 96,5 96,5 96,5
n 1 21-27 1 1 1
GALAP 85 85 85 21-27 92,8 92,8 92,8 943 943 943 945 945 945
n 1 21-27 1 1 1
MATIN 68 68 68 21-27 955 955 955 948 948 948 96,5 96,5 96,5
n 1 21-27 1 1 1
PAPRH 58 58 58 21-27 935 935 935 935 935 935 91,0 91,0 91,0
n 1 21-27 1 1 1
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VIOAR 8,6 6,3 10,8 21-27 41,3 22,5 60,0 43,8 27,5 60,0 35,9 19,3 52,5
n 2 21-27 2 2 2
VERHE 9,0 8,8 9,3 21-27 93,4 91,0 95,8 93,6 91,5 95,8 91,5 87,3 95,8
n 2 21-27 2 2 2

Table 3.2.3-10 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate : 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in winter cere-
als, 25-29 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed code weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/ha GOLD450EC 1,25 I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNW 73 7,3 73 25-29 85,0 85,0 85,0 85,0 85,0 85,0 83,8 83,8 83,8 83,8 83,8 83,8
n 1 25-29 1 1 1 1
CENCY 6,00 5,50 6,50 25-29 93,25 91,50 95,00 93,28 90,30 96,25 93,5 89,5 97,5 91,5 86,8 96,3
n 2 25-29 2 2 2 2
CAPBP 7,0 7,0 7,0 25-29 94,8 94,8 94,8 95,3 95,3 95,3 87,5 87,5 87,5 89,8 89,8 89,8
n 1 25-29 1 1 1 1
GALAP 8,0 6,3 11,3 25-29 92,6 85,0 98,8 93,6 85,0 98,8 92,6 83,8 98,8 93,8 82,5 100,0
n 3 25-29 3 3 3 3
GERPU 7,0 7,0 7,0 25-29 97,5 97,5 97,5 98,8 98,8 98,8 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5 97,5
n 1 25-29 1 1 1 1
LAMPU 7,0 55 8,0 25-29 94,5 90,3 97,0 95,8 91,5 98,3 94,8 88,5 98,3 91,4 84,8 97,5
n 3 25-29 3 3 3 3
MATIN 7,0 6,3 73 25-29 90,2 87,5 95,0 91,4 87,5 97,0 90,7 87,5 96,5 87,4 87,3 87,5
n 3 25-29 3 3 3 3
PAPRH 9,6 6,3 13,0 25-29 96,9 95,0 98,8 96,7 95,8 97,5 96,3 93,8 98,8 97,9 97,0 98,8
n 2 25-29 2 2 2 2
STEME 6,8 6,0 8,3 25-29 88,7 85,0 93,8 90,8 85,0 97,0 91,6 85,0 99,5 90,4 82,5 98,3
n 3 25-29 3 3 3 3
VIOAR 8,0 75 8,8 25-29 73,4 66,3 79,5 71,3 65,0 79,5 65,2 55,0 72,5 713 61,3 77,0
n 4 25-29 4 4 4 4
VERAR 6,8 6,3 73 25-29 82,3 72,5 92,0 86,3 80,0 92,5 73,5 72,0 75,0 72,3 68,3 76,3
n 2 25-29 2 2 2 2
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VERHE/VERHT 59 58 6,0 25-29 83,7 83,3 84,0 82,7 80,8 84,5 76,2 69,5 82,8 80,8 78,3 83,3
n 2 25-29 2 2 2 2
VERPE 6,8 6,3 73 25-29 75,5 67,0 84,0 76,2 65,8 86,5 74,4 64,5 84,3 76,7 70,8 82,5
n 2 25-29 2 2 2 2

Table 3.2.3-11 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in winter cereals, 38-58 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/lha

UNCK (PLA/mM2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNW 50 50 50 3858 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0 95,0
n 1 3858 1 1 1
CAPBP 7.9 53 113 3858 95,0 85,0 100,0 95,0 85,0 100,0 98,3 95,0 100,0
n 3 3858 3 3 3
FUMOF 55 55 55 3858 60,0 60,0 60,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 70,0
n 1 3858 1 1 1
GALAP 71 50 115 3858 96,8 90,0 100,0 96,8 90,0 100,0 96,8 90,0 100,0
n 5 3858 5 5 5
GERRT 295 295 295 3858 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 90,0 88,8 88,8 88,8
n 1 3858 1 1 1
LAMPU 84 73 95 3858 80,0 60,0 90,0 79,6 60,0 90,0 575 525 60,0
n 3 3858 3 3 3
MATIN 93 58 14,0 3858 933 80,0 100,0 96,7 90,0 100,0 933 80,0 100,0
n 3 3858 3 3 3
MYOAR 6.3 6.3 6.3 38-58 60,0 60,0 60,0 52,5 52,5 525 60,0 60,0 60,0
n 1 3858 1 1 1
PAPRH 58 58 58 3858 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 38-58 1 1 1
STEME 6,6 53 9,0 3858 89,8 60,0 100,0 89,8 60,0 100,0 88,3 60,0 100,0
n 4 3858 4 4 4
THLAR 7.7 73 8.0 3858 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 3858 2 2 2
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VIOAR 25,4 55 52,8 38-58 81,9 60,0 94,3 78,7 52,5 92,3 65,9 50,0 88,8
n 3 38-58 3 3 3
VERPE 12,2 10,3 15,5 38-58 72,2 60,0 95,0 70,0 55,0 95,0 63,8 45,0 90,0
n 4 38-58 4 4 4
Table 3.2.3-12  Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in winter cereals, 34-48 DAA, South East EPPO zone.
weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 Ilha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I’ha ZONAL REFERENCE 15 I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CHEAL 75 75 75 34-48 93,8 93,8 93,8 96,5 96,5 96,5 96,5 96,5 96,5
n 1 34-48 1 1 1
GALAP 8,8 8,8 8,8 34-48 94,3 94,3 94,3 93,5 93,5 93,5 95,5 95,5 95,5
n 1 34-48 1 1 1
MATIN 10,5 7,0 14,0 34-48 91,3 86,5 96,0 90,8 85,0 96,5 92,8 87,5 98,0
n 2 34-48 2 2 2
PAPRH 17,5 17,5 17,5 34-48 94,5 94,5 94,5 94,8 94,8 94,8 92,5 92,5 92,5
n 1 34-48 1 1 1
STEME 88,0 88,0 88,0 34-48 80,0 80,0 80,0 82,0 82,0 82,0 90,3 90,3 90,3
n 1 34-48 1 1 1
VIOAR 9,5 6,3 11,5 34-48 48,3 35,0 60,0 55,7 40,0 67,0 333 15,0 52,5
n 3 34-48 3 3 3
VERHE 9,0 8,8 9,3 34-48 94,3 94,3 94,3 94,8 94,5 95,0 93,1 90,5 95,8
n 2 34-48 2 2 2
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Table 3.2.3-13 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in winter cereals, 57-61 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed code weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.LA 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I/lha GOLD 450 EC 1,25 l/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNW 73 73 73 57-61 | 98,0 98,0 98,0 97,0 97,0 97,0 96,0 96,0 96,0 935 935 935
n 1 5761 | 1 1 1 1
CENCY 55 55 55 57-61 | 945 945 945 94,0 94,0 94,0 945 945 945 9538 95,8 9538
n 1 5761 | 1 1 1 1
CAPBP 7.0 7.0 7.0 57-61 | 98,3 98,3 98,3 99,5 99,5 995 96,5 96,5 96,5 983 98,3 983
n 1 5761 | 1 1 1 1
GALAP 65 65 65 57-61 | 93,8 9338 9338 90,0 90,0 90,0 87,5 87,5 875 88,8 88,8 88,8
n 1 5761 | 1 1 1 1
LAMPU 8,0 8,0 8,0 57-61 | 97,8 97,8 97,8 915 915 915 96,0 96,0 96,0 90,3 90,3 90,3
n 1 5761 | 1 1 1 1
MATIN 6.8 6.3 73 57-61 | 93,8 88,5 99,0 932 90,3 96,0 97,2 96,3 98,0 944 90,8 98,0
n 2 5761 | 2 2 2 2
STEME 7.1 6,0 83 57-61 | 96,8 96,0 975 96,5 96,0 97,0 96,0 925 99,5 9338 88,8 98,8
n 2 5761 | 2 2 2 2
VIOAR 8.2 75 88 57-61 | 68,3 66,3 703 66,7 65,0 683 59,4 55,0 638 69,1 613 77,0
n 2 5761 | 2 2 2 2
VERAR 6.8 6.3 73 57-61 | 94,8 90,0 99,5 935 88,8 983 79,8 72,0 875 852 82,8 875
n 2 5761 | 2 2 2 2
VERHE 6,0 6,0 6,0 57-61 | 84,0 84,0 84,0 845 845 845 69,5 69,5 69,5 795 795 795
n 1 57-61 | 1 1 1 1
VERPE 7.0 7.0 7.0 57-61 | 67,5 67,5 67,5 658 658 658 64,5 64,5 64,5 733 733 733
n 1 57-61 | 1 1 1 1
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Table 3.2.3-14 Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in winter cereals,
63-109 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.1A 2,0 I/lha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I’lha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
BRSNW 50 50 50 63-109 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 99,0
n 1 63-109 1 1 1
CAPBP 9.2 7.0 11,3 63-109 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 63-109 2 2 2
GALAP 6,7 50 115 63-109 99,8 99,0 100,0 99,8 99,0 100,0 99,8 99,0 100,0
n 5 63-109 5 5 5
GERPU 70 70 70 63-109 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 63-109 1 1 1
LAMPU 8.9 83 95 63-109 90,0 90,0 90,0 89,4 88,8 90,0 60,0 60,0 60,0
n 2 63-109 2 2 2
MATIN 10,3 8,0 140 63-109 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 3 63-109 3 3 3
PAPRH 55 55 55 63-109 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 1 63-109 1 1 1
STEME 70 6,0 9,0 63-109 98,1 943 100,0 98,5 955 100,0 87,9 68,8 100,0
n 3 63-109 3 3 3
THLAR 77 73 8,0 63-109 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 63-109 2 2 2
VIOAR 314 155 528 63-109 93,0 838 98,8 935 85,0 98,8 60,9 450 91,3
n 3 63-109 3 3 3
VERPE 12,9 105 155 63-109 724 60,0 88,3 733 60,0 90,0 64,2 56,3 76,3
n 3 63-109 3 3 3
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Table 3.2.3-15 = Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in winter cere-
als, 69 DAA, South East EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/lha ADM.3304.H.LA 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 1,5 I’ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
MATIN 135 135 135 69 973 973 973 97,0 97,0 97,0 99,0 99,0 99,0
n 1 69 1 1 1
STEME 235 235 235 69 88,0 88,0 88,0 875 875 875 94,8 94,8 94,8
n 1 69 1 1 1
VIOAR 14,0 14,0 14,0 69 62,5 62,5 62,5 743 743 743 86,0 86,0 86,0
n 1 69 1 1 1

Table 3.2.3-16  Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in winter cere-
als, 63-64 DAA, North East EPPO zone.

weed code weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 15 I/ha GOLD 450 EC 1,25 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/m2)
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
CENCY 6.8 6.8 6.8 63-64 | 9838 98,8 98,8 975 975 975 97,5 97,5 975 98,8 98,8 98,8
n 1 6364 | 1 1 1 1
GALAP 9,0 6.8 113 | 6364 | 98,1 97,5 98,8 97,9 97,0 98,8 97,6 96,5 98,8 985 97,5 995
n 2 6364 | 2 2 2 2
GERPU 65 65 65 63-64 | 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,3 96,3 9,3 96,3 9,3
n 1 6364 |1 1 1 1
LAMPU 6.8 55 8,0 63-64 | 985 97,5 99,5 97,9 975 983 98,8 98,8 98,8 948 92,0 975
n 2 6364 | 2 2 2 2
MATIN 73 73 73 63-64 | 9838 98,8 98,8 975 975 975 98,5 98,5 985 89,8 89,8 89,8
n 1 63-64 | 1 1 1 1
PAPRH 9,9 6.8 130 | 6364 | 988 98,8 98,8 973 9538 98,8 98,5 97,5 99,5 98,8 98,8 98,8
n 2 63-64 | 2 2 2 2
STEME 6,0 6,0 6,0 63-64 | 975 97,5 97,5 97,0 97,0 97,0 99,5 99,5 99,5 99,5 99,5 99,5
n 1 6364 | 1 1 1 1
VIOAR 8.1 8,0 83 63-64 | 795 775 815 791 788 795 748 72,0 775 76,9 76,3 775
n 2 6364 | 2 2 2 2




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A.
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data

ZRMS version

Page 58/191

Version: October 2023

weed code weed density DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha ZONAL REFERENCE 15 I’ha GOLD 450 EC 1,25 I/ha
UNCK (PLA/m2)
mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max

VERHE 5,8 5,8 5,8 63-64 86,3 86,3 86,3 87,0 87,0 87,0 88,0 88,0 88,0 84,0 84,0 84,0
n 1 63-64 1 1 1 1
VERPE 7,0 7,0 7,0 63-64 86,5 86,5 86,5 86,5 86,5 86,5 87,8 87,8 87,8 83,3 83,3 83,3
n 1 63-64 1 1 1 1
Table 3.2.3-17 ~ Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/ha compared to zonal reference product, on broad leaf weed in grassland, 20-
63 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.
weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 I/ha SIMPLEX 2,0 I/ha TAPIR 15I/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
ANRSY 8,3 8,3 8,3 20-63 89,5 89,5 89,5 94,3 94,3 94,3 93,0 93,0 93,0 - - -
n 1 20-63 1 1 1 - - -
ACHMI 7.8 78 7.8 20-63 93,3 93,3 93,3 89,3 89,3 89,3 99,0 99,0 99,0 - - -
n 1 20-63 1 1 1 - - -
CAPBP 5,5 5,5 5,5 20-63 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 - - -
n 1 20-63 1 1 1 - - -
HERSP 6,8 6,8 6,8 20-63 91,5 91,5 91,5 95,3 95,3 95,3 96,0 96,0 96,0 - - -
n 1 20-63 1 1 1 - - -
PLAMA - - - 20-63 82,5 82,5 82,5 77,5 77,5 77,5 - - - 82,5 82,5 82,5
n 1 20-63 1 1 - - - 1
RANAC 9,8 9,8 9,8 20-63 82,8 82,8 82,8 82,5 82,5 82,5 99,0 99,0 99,0 - - -
n 1 20-63 1 1 1 - - -
STEME 18,3 18,3 18,3 20-63 72,5 65,0 80,0 70,0 52,5 87,5 97,3 97,3 97,3 80,0 80,0 80,0
n 2 20-63 2 2 1 1
RUMOB 5,9 5,9 5,9 20-63 85,0 85,0 85,0 98,5 98,5 98,5 98,8 98,8 98,8 - - -
n 1 20-63 1 1 1 - - -
TAROF 11,5 11,5 11,5 20-63 88,8 78,8 98,8 88,9 78,8 99,0 98,3 98,3 98,3 80,0 80,0 80,0
n 1 20-63 2 2 1 1
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Table 3.2.3-18  Comparison of efficacy of both formulations at proposed label rate: 2,0 I/lha compared to zonal reference product,
on broad leaf weed in grassland, 49-114 DAA, Maritime EPPO zone.

weed code weed density | DAT AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 I/ha ADM.3304.H.1A 2,0 Ilha SIMPLEX 2,0 l/ha TAPIR 15 l/ha

UNCK (PLA/m2)

mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max mean min max
ANRSY 7.0 7.0 7.0 49-114 80,0 80,0 80,0 883 883 883 89,0 89,0 89,0 - - -
n 1 49-114 1 1 1 - - -
ACHMI 10,3 10,3 10,3 49-114 92,8 92,8 92,8 87,0 87,0 87,0 99,0 99,0 99,0 - - -
n 1 49-114 1 1 1 - : -
CAPBP 55 55 55 49-114 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 - - -
n 1 49-114 1 1 1 - - R
HERNI 53 53 53 49-114 314 314 314 68 68 6,8 - - - 41,2 41,2 412
n 1 49-114 1 1 - - : 1
HERSP 6.8 6.8 6.8 49-114 7338 738 738 82,5 82,5 82,5 87,0 87,0 87,0 - - B
n 1 49-114 1 1 1 - - B
RANAC 10,0 100 | 100 49-114 82,0 82,0 82,0 70,0 70,0 70,0 98,3 98,3 983 - - B
n 1 49-114 1 1 1 - - B
RANSS 50 50 50 49-114 575 575 575 125 125 425 - - R 73,0 73,0 73,0
n 1 49-114 1 1 - - R 1
STEME 183 18,3 18,3 49-114 613 375 85,0 95,0 90,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
n 2 49-114 2 2 1 1
RUMOB 59 59 59 49-114 925 925 925 98,3 98,3 983 100,0 100,0 100,0 - - -
n 1 49-114 1 1 1 - - -
TAROF 16,7 6,0 273 49-114 9338 90,0 983 91,7 78,8 98,8 955 955 955 81,1 80,8 813
n 3 49-114 3 3 1 2
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zZRMS comments: Table no. ,,3.2.3-8” above is redundant; it replicates the content of Table 3.2.3-18 in the preceding page.
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BRSNW (volunteer oil seed rape) was present in & 7 trial sites, = 2 in winter cereals and = 5 in spring
cereals. The achieved performance of ADM.3304.H.1.A ranged from 73% (in a single trial) to 100%
in the individual trials. No significant differences were noted in efficacy level between formulations: AG-
CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A. Both formulations present similar/comparable efficacy with differ-
ences below 5%. Dose response at reduced dose rates: 50% and 75% is obvious but not significant, both
tested formulations developed very high control level at following assessment intervals. Based on the
reported performances this weed species can be grouped as Susceptible.

CAPBP was present in a total of -0 11 trial sites in the Central registration zone, 5 trials in winter cereals
and - 6 in spring cereals. Efficacy ranged between 92,83% - 100%. There were no significant differences
between both formulations:AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A. Differences in efficacy level at
target dose rate: 2,0 I/ha were below 1% , also differences at reduced dose rates application (MED) were
minimal, below 1% of difference. Efficacy reported was in line with efficacy of zonal reference used.
Additionally, CAPBP was assessed in grasslands in 1 trial, both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at all dose rates: target dose: 2,0 I/ha and reduced doses: 50% and 75%,
achieved excellent efficacy (100%). Very high performance in the range of Susceptible to Highly Sus-
ceptible was achieved.

CENCY was assessed in a total of 8 trial sites, 6 trials in spring cereals, 2 in winter cereals. Efficacy level
ranged between: 97,01% - 100%. Differences between both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A in efficacy level at target dose rate: 2,0 I/ha was below 1%, also differences between
both formulations at reduced dose rates application (MED) were minimal, below 1% of difference. Effi-
cacy reported was in line with efficacy of zonal reference used. Based on the reported performances this
weed species can be grouped as Highly Susceptible.

CHEAL was assessed in 15 spring cereal trials and 1 winter cereal trial. At the target application rate of 2
I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A between 93,75% and 100% efficacy
was achieved. There were no differences between both formulations at reduced dose rates application
(MED). Efficacy reported was in line with efficacy of zonal reference used. Based on the reported per-
formances this weed species can be grouped as Highly Susceptible to susceptible.

CIRAR was present in 1 trial site in spring cereals in North East EPPO zone. At the target application
rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A between 97,5% and 100%
efficacy was achieved. There were no differences between both formulations at reduced dose rates appli-
cation (MED), both formulations reached excellent level of control: 100%. Efficacy reported was in line
with efficacy of zonal reference used. Based on the reported performances this weed species can be
grouped as Highly Susceptible.

zZRMS comments:

In the core dossier, CIRAR was assessed in 25 trials in cereals, and classified as susceptible as the result. Considered
negligible differences in performance between the old and the new formulation and the main purpose of the present
dossier: demonstrating equivalent efficacy, there is no reason to classify CIRAR otherwise, based on a single trial
showing higher efficacy. CIRAR should be retained in the label as Susceptible.

CONAR was assessed in 1 trial site in spring cereals in the Maritime EPPO. At the target application rate
of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy achieved was 85% for
AG-CDF1-480 EC and 86,3% for ADM.3304.H.1.A, efficacy recorded for zonal reference product was:
75%. Also, at minimum effective dose testing (1,5 I/ha) differences between both formulations were less
than 2%. Based on the reported performances this weed species can be grouped as Susceptible.

GALAP was found in a total of *~ 16 trial sites. © 10 in winter cereals and 6 in spring cereals. At the
target application rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy
achieved ranged 90 %-98,8% , differences in control level at MED was below 5%. Based on the reported
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performances this weed species can be grouped as Highly Susceptible.

GERDI was present in 1 trial location in Maritime EPPO zone in spring barley. At the target application
rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy was exactly the
same: 80 % also for zonal reference. Regarding MED, the only difference noted for 50% reduced dose
rate: 1,0 I/ha: 53,8% and 63,8% for AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A respectively, at 75% re-
duced dose rate: 1,5% l/ha efficacy was the same: 73,8%. Based on the reported performances this weed
species can be grouped as Moderately Susceptible.

LAMPU was found in 11 trial sites, 6 of these sites were performed in winter cereals, 5 in spring cereals.
At the target application rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A
between 89,4 % and 98,7 % efficacy was achieved. Results for both formulations were comparable with
efficacy performed by zonal reference. Differences in control level at MED were below 5%. Based on the
reported performances this weed species can be grouped as Susceptible.

ZRMS comments:

In the core dossier the notion is made by the applicant, that LAMPU may be claimed susceptible (Moderately Sus-
ceptible, indeed, as shown by the core data) when treated before this weed reaches the GS 39. In the light of the
bridging data the species of Lamium purpureum deserves a bit more attention.

The results concerning control of LAMPU, summarized at different DAA intervals in Tables 3.2.3-1, -4, -8, -10, 11-
14 and 3.2.3-16, demonstrate the efficacy of 69% (n=5), 71% (n=5), 73% (n=3), 96% (n=3), 80% (n=3), 92% (n=1),
89% (n=2) and 99% (n=2) (figures rounded). The incidence of the observed efficacy falling within the 70-84,9%
interval — “Moderately Susceptible” (16 observations) - prevails over the instances when the efficacy observed was
> 85%, which would justify the claim “Susceptible” (8 observations). This may be confusing, even though the data
summarized in such way represent dynamics of the herbicidal effect developing in time. The underlying reason is
probably that in some trials the late assessments are missing, e.g. the assessment no. 4 (43-91 DAA) is available for
3 trials only, out of 10. In the most “abundant” assessment no. 3 (24-63 DAA depending on a trial) 8 data points are
available (CZ(3), DE(2), PL(3) ) and the range of the efficacy figures is 34-98%. In 3 trials out of those eight the
efficacy is < 60%, but in the remaining 5 it exceeds 85%, starting from the value 89%.

The zRMS is inclined to admit that the target weed LAMPU may be indeed classified as Susceptible, based on the
bridging data, but the restriction concerning the target GS < 39BBCH should be retained, as proposed based on the
core dossier data.

MATCH was recorded in 4 trial sites all in spring cereals in Maritime EPPO zone.

At the target application rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A
efficacy results were exactly the same: 98%. Results for both formulations were equal with efficacy per-
formed by zonal reference. Based on the reported performances this weed species can be grouped as
Highly Susceptible.

ZRMS comments:

Despite the high level of control with the test item ADM.3304.H.1.A. shown in MATCH, it should be kept in mind
that the obtained results come from 4 trials only, compared to 20 trials in the core dossier demonstrating that the
target weed is only susceptible to the former formulation, AG-CDF1-480 EC. Taken that the performance is overall
barely different in the new, compared to the old formulation, to the opinion of zZRMS the claim for Matricaria
chamomilla should remain as Susceptible.

MATIN was in 1= 14 trial sites, £ 9 in winter cereals and 5 in spring cereals. At the target application rate
of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results stayed on the
level 97% - 100%, with difference less than 2% between formulations. Efficacy of both formulations was
comparable or better than the efficacy of zonal reference. Based on the reported results, this weed has to
be grouped as Highly Susceptible.

MY OAR was assessed in 3 sites, 1 in winter rye and 2 in spring cereals.
Both formulations performed better control in spring cereals trials, efficacy was respectively: 95,88% and
99% for AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A. In trial in winter rye efficacy was much lower: 60%
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for AG-CDF1-480 EC and 52,5% for ADM.3304.H.1.A, efficacy of zonal reference was 60%. Control on
the level of Moderately Susceptible can be expected.

PAPRH was available for assessment of efficacy in ~ 8 trial sites, 4 in spring cereals and = 4 in winter
cereals. At the target application rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results were equal or differed not more than 3% (98,8%-95,8%). There were
no differences in control level at MED or the differences were below 1%. The results achieved were fully
comparable to the efficacies reported for zonal reference. Based on the reported results, this weed has to
be grouped as Highly Susceptible.

POLCO appeared in a total of 10 trial sites in spring cereals. At the target application rate of 2 I/ha for
both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results were equal or differed not
more than 1%. There were no differences in control level at MED or the differences were below 1%
(98,8%-99,2%). The results achieved were fully comparable to the efficacies reported for zonal reference.
Based on the reported results, this weed has to be grouped as Highly Susceptible.

STEME was assessed in 4 16 sites, © 7 in spring cereals and © 9 in winter cereals. At the target applica-
tion rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results were
equal or the differences were not higher than 2%. The same situation was with MED testing, differences
between formulation were less than 2% (97,75%-96,55). The results achieved were fully comparable to
the efficacies reported for zonal reference.

Additionally, STEME was assessed in 2 trials in grassland in Maritime EPPO zone. At the target applica-
tion rate of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results dif-
fered not more than 3%. Based on the reported results, this weed has to be grouped as Susceptible to
Highly Susceptible.

ZRMS comments:

Based on the bridging data (16 cereal trials and 2 grassland trials), the susceptibility status of STEME can be main-
tained such as it was determined in the core ddossier (39 cereal trials and 7 grassland trials). This target is Highly
Susceptible in cereal crops, but Moderately Susceptible in grassland crops.

TAROF control was assessed in 3 trial sites in grassland. At the target application rate of 2 I/ha for both
formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results were equal: 88,8% and 88.9%.
Reference product Simplex, applied at dose rate: 2,0 I/ha achieved efficacy — 98,3% and reference prod-
uct Tapir at dose rate: 1,5 I/ha 80%. Results suggest that this weed has to be grouped as susceptible to
Highly Susceptible.

zZRMS comments:
In two NL trials and one DE trial the efficacy of ADM.3304.H.1.A in control of TAROF was 85,5% (n=3, 18-63
DAA), or 93,8% (n=3, 54-114 DAA). TAROF is Susceptible.

THLAR was recorded on 8 trials, 6 in spring cereals and 2 in winter cereals. At the target application rate
of 2 I/ha for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A efficacy results were equal or
the difference between results was less than 2% (100%-99%). The same situation was with minimum
effective dose testing. The results achieved were fully comparable to the efficacies reported for zonal
reference. Based on the reported results, this weed has to be grouped as susceptible to Highly Suscepti-
ble.
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Minor use

n.a.

Yield (and relevant quality indicators), from efficacy trials (in the presence of challenging pest
populations)

None of the efficacy trials were harvested.

Summary and conclusion

All presented bridging efficacy trials comparing formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A
were performed under GEP conditions and are relevant for judging on efficacy in the Central registration
zone. The conditions for performing the bridging experiments, like terms of application and growth
stages of crops were comparable to the conditions in which the experiments testing the effectiveness of
AG-CDF1-480 EC formulation were performed. The bridging tests were performed in each of the EPPO
climatic zone of our concern: Maritime, South-Eastern and North-Eastern zones.

The results presented show that the efficacy level of both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and

ADM.3304.H.1.A is comparable, and formulation changes in AG-CDF1-480 EC do not signifi-
cantly affect the efficacy of ADM.3304.H.1.A. All efficacy trials presented in this dos-
sier, also prove no negative influence of formulation changes on efficacy and, in general, on

crop safety.

ZRMS comments on efficacy:

Great majority of data summarized in Tables 3.2.3-1 — 3.2.3-18 show convincingly that the efficacy of
ADM.3304.H.1.A at the target dose rate is equivalent to that of AG-CDF1-480 EC demonstrated in the core dos-
sier. Where lower efficacy / weed susceptibility is found in some target species, the bridging data are, most of the
time, consistent with those submitted in the core, therefore it can be concluded that the composition change does not
affect efficacy of the final product ADM.3304.H.1.A.

Independently of proving the efficacy equivalence between ADM.3304.H.1.A and AG-CDF1-480 EC, the bridging
trials also compare ADM.3304.H.1.A to zonal and national standards, thereby potentially serving as classical effica-
cy trials too, which makes joint conclusions based on AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A data - justified.

According to the applicant's statement: “In efficacy summary [...] the selection of target species reflects the weed
spectrum for which the efficacy was already discussed in the core dossier” (page 43, Efficacy tests (KCP 6.2), the
sentence amended by zRMS under grey highlighting, ). Irrespective of that, the following
weeds: FUMOF (3 trials; CZ (2), UK), GAETE (5 trials; DE (3), PL, UK), GERRT (1 trial; DE), GERPU (2 tri-
als; CZ, PL), POLPE (5 trials; BE, DE, NL, SK, UK), VERAR (2 trials; PL), ANRSY (1 trial; DE), ACHMI (1
trial; DE), HERSP (1 trial; DE), PLAMA (2 trials; DE, NL) and RANAC (1 trial; DE) are included in the summary
(Tables 3.2.3-1 — 3.2.3-18) but are not discussed in the text, by the applicant, as they were absent from or not target-
ed in the core dossier (the trial count given in brackets for these species refer to the bridging dossier). Based on the
limited data from the present submission these species were, provisionally, classified by zZRMS (Table 3.2.3-19), but
were not included in the national (PL) label.

Four other weeds had occurred both in the bridging and the core dossier, but they were not discussed by the appli-
cant either. These weeds are: VERHE (7 trials; DE(2), HU, PL(3), SK), VERPE (12 trials; CZ(4), DE(2), NL,
PL(4), UK), VIOAR (18 trials; CZ(3), DE(3), HU(3), PL(5), UK(4)) and RUMOB (1 trial; DE). Since these targets
have already been included in the label produced in the core assessment, their data were revised by zRMS for the
final label, the one resulting from the bridging dossier.

The national label is produced based on the final susceptibility classification presented in the Table 3.2.3-19.
Changes compared to core assessment are minor, which can be seen and compared in the Table 3.2.3-20 (xIs), em-
bedded next to the Table 3.2.3-19.
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weed code spring cereals winter cereals grassland

Colour coding of susceptibility classes:

Highly Sensitive

MT Moderately Tolerant

3=

Table 3.2.3-20 _.xIsx
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3.3 Information on the occurrence or possible occurrence of the development of
resistance (KCP 6.3)

Please refer to core dossier.

zZRMS comments:

The resistance risk related to introduction of ADM.3304.H.1.A. may be reliably estimated as low to medium. More
information and the zRMS evaluation of it can indeed be found in the B3 part of the core dossier. Although the core
was submitted in the autumn 2019, as the result of the joint evaluation of the combined dossier the resistance risk
situation was analyzed by zZRMS in November 2021.

3.4 Adverse effects on treated crops (KCP 6.4)
Information on trials submitted (3.4: Adverse effects on treated crops)

As required for herbicides, selectivity trials with 1N and 2N dose rate were performed to prove crop safe-
ty of both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A. Trials were set up on weed-free loca-
tions and were assessed for symptoms of phytotoxicity and were harvested and analysed for basic quality
parameters. An overview on the number of trials per crop area, country and the type of assessments done
are given in Table 3.4- 1 for spring cereals, Table 3.4-2 for winter cereals and Table 3.4-3 for grass-
land/seed production in Lithuania.

Table 3.4-1: Presentation of specific selectivity trials (N and 2N rate, all GEP) in spring cereals.

Crop(s)* | Target(s)* | Country Years Type of trial** | EPOMAR | EPPOSE EPPONE | Total
HORVS SEL 2N Poland 2020 SIYIQ 1 1
Czech Republic | 2020 S/IY/Q 1 1
Hungary 2019 S/IY/IQ 1 1
HORVS Total 1 1 1 3
TRZAS SEL 2N Germany 2020 SIYIQ 2 2
Poland 2020 S/Y/Q 1 1
Slovakia 2019 SIYIQ 1 (TRZDU) 1
TRZAS Total 2 1 1 4
AVESA SEL 2N Poland 2020 SIY/ 1 1
Czech Republic | 2020 S/IYIQ 2 2
Hungary 2019-2020 | S/Y/Q 2 2
AVESA Total 2 2 1 5
SECCS SEL 2N Germany 2020 SIYIQ 1 1
SECCS Total 1 1
Total 6 4 3 13
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Figure 3.4-1: Map of distribution of spring cereals trials for comparability of selectivity

Table 3.4-2: Presentation of specific selectivity trials (N and 2N rate, all GEP) in winter cereals.
Crop(s)* Target(s)* | Country Years Type of trial** | EPOMAR | EPPOSE EPPONE | Total
TRZAW | SEL 2N Poland 2020 S/YIQ 3 3
Germany 2020 SIYIQ 1 1
Slovakia 2019 SIYIQ 1 1
TRZAW Total 1 1 3 5
HORVW | SEL 2N Hungary 2019 SIYIQ 1 1
Germany 2020 S/IY/IQ 2 2
Czech Republic | 2020 S/IY/IQ 1 2
HORVW Total 3 1 4
SECCW SEL 2N Hungary 2019-2020 | S/Y/Q 2 2
Czech Republic | 2020 S/IY/IQ 1 1
SECCW Total 1 2 3
AVESW ‘ SEL 2N ‘ UK ‘ 2020 S/IY/Q 1 1
AVESW total 1 1
Total | ‘ ‘ 6 4 3 13
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Figure 3.4-2:  Map of distribution of winter cereals trials for comparability of selectivity
Table 3.4-3: Presentation of specific selectivity trials (N and 2N rate, all GEP) in grassland.
Crop(s)* Target(s)* Country Years Type of trial** | EPOMAR EPPONE Total
NNNFW SEL 2N Germany 2020 S/YIQ 2 2
Czech Republic 2020 S/IY/IQ 1 1
NNNFW Total 3
LOLPE | SEL 2N | Lithuania ‘ 2020 S/YIQ 2 2
LOLPE Total 2
Total | | ‘ 3 2 5
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Figure 3.4-3: Map of distribution of grassland/LOLPE trials for comparability of selectivity
Table 3.4-4: Presentation of reference standards used in trials (selectivity trials).
Crop | Reference Country product | Authorization Active substance(s) Formula- Concentra- Application
(s) standard is registered number tion type tion of a.s. rate
HOR | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
VS florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
AG-FF2- HU 04.2/2295- florasulam + fluroxypyr SE 2,5 g+100g 1,5 I/ha and
102,5 1/2017 3,0 I’ha
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 289 | 3,0 I/ha and
MCPA +233g 6,0 I/ha
GOLD 450 | PL R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr EC 360 g +90g 1,25 I/ha and
EC 2,51/ha
TRZ | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
AS florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
MUSTANG | 10-11-1084 (SK) 2,4-D ester + aminopyra- | SE 271g+10g + | 0,80 I/ha and
FORTE 4712-0(C2) lid + florasulam 5g 1,6 I/ha
GOLD 450 | PL R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr | EC 360 g +90g 1,25 I/ha and
EC 2,5 I/ha
AVE | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
SA florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
KINVARA cz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0 I/ha and
MCPA +233g 6,0 I/ha
AG-FF2- HU 04.2/2295- florasulam + fluroxypyr SE 2,5 g+100g 1,5 I/ha and
102,5 1/2017 3,0 I’ha
GOLD 450 | PL R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr | EC 360 g +90g 1,25 I/ha and
EC 2,5 I/ha
COLOM- HU 02.5/335/3/2008 | clopyralid + florasulam+ | EC 80g +2,5 | 1,0 I/ha and
BUS fluroxypyr g+144g 2,0 I/ha
AVE | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
SwW florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
HOR | ARIANEC DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
VW florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
KINVARA cz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0 I/ha and
MCPA +233g 6,0 I’ha
AG-FF2- HU 04.2/2295- florasulam + fluroxypyr SE 2,5 g+100g 1,5 I/ha and
102,5 1/2017 3,0 I/ha
TRZ ARIANE C DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
AW florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
MUSTANG 10-11-1084 (SK) 2,4-D ester + aminopyra- | SE 271g+10g + | 0,80 I/ha and
FORTE 4712-0(C2) lid + florasulam 59 1,6 I/ha
GOLD 450 | PL R-19/2020b 2,4-D EHE + fluroxypyr | EC 360 g +90g 1,25 I/ha and
EC 2,5 I/ha
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Crop | Reference Country product | Authorization Active substance(s) Formula- Concentra- Application
(s) standard is registered number tion type tion of a.s. rate
SEC ARIANE C DE 006218-00 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | EC 100 g+ 80 g | 1,5 I/ha and
CW florasulam +2,59 3,0 I/ha
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0 I/ha and
MCPA +233g 6,0 I/ha
AG-FF2- HU 04.2/2295- florasulam + fluroxypyr SE 2,5 g+100g 1,5 I/ha and
102,5 1/2017 3,01/ha
COLOM- HU 04.2/3311- clopyralid + florasulam+ | EC 80g +2,5 | 1,0 I/ha and
BUS 1/2017. NEBIH | fluroxypyr g+144g 2,0 I/ha
NNN | SIMPLEX DE 025702-00/00- fluroxypyr + aminopyra- | ME 100 g + 30g 2,0 I/ha and
FW 001 lid 4,0 I/ha
KINVARA Ccz 5310-0 fluroxypyr + clopyralid + | ME 50 g + 28g | 3,0 I/ha and
MCPA +233g 6,0 I/ha
ARIAN FG | LT 64-39 fluroxypyr + | EW 40g +200 g | 2,5 I/ha and
S MCPA+clopyralid +20g 5,0 I/ha
STARANE LT 64-39 fluroxypyr EC 333¢g 0,54 I/h and
333 HL 1,08 I/ha
STARANE LT 64-39 fluroxypyr + florasulam SE 100g+2,5¢ 1,8 I/ha and
XL 3,6 I/ha
3.4.1 Phytotoxicity to host crop (KCP 6.4.1)

Selectivity trials spring cereals
Within this bridging project there were 13, in total, selectivity trials performed in spring cereals: AVESA

-5, HORVS -3, SECCS -1 and TRZAS -4 including 1 trial in

TRZDU. Trials were distributed in

central registration zone, in EPPO climate zones: EPOMAR, EPPOSE and EPPONE. (Table 3.4-1).) In
all trials quality parameters have been assessed. In all sites 2-5 visual assessments were performed for
selectivity. Details of trial methods are given in Table 3.4- 1.

Table 3.4- 1: Details on trial methodology spring cereals selectivity.

Guidelines

General guidelines

EPPO PP 1/152 (3/4), 135(3), 1/181(3/4)

Specific guidelines

EPPO PP 1/93 (3)

Experimental | Plot design RCBD (all)
design . -
Plot size Spring cereals 12,4-30 m?,
Number of replications 4 (all)
Crop Trials per crop Oats (5)
Spring wheat (4)
Spring barley (3)
Spring rye (1)
Varieties per crop Qats: Korok, GK Kormoran, Bingo (in PL trial), Poseidon
Spring wheat: Sharki, Servus, Quintus (in PL trial)
Spring barley: Olympic, Xanadu, Conchita (in PL trial)
Spring rye: Arantes
Sowing period Oats: 19/03/2020, 19/03/2020, 15/03/2020, 28/03/2020, 03/03/2019
Spring wheat: 23/03/2020, 23/03/2020, 17/03/2020
Spring barley: 19/03/2020, 26/03/2019, 08/04/2020
Spring rye: 23/03/2020
Application Crop stage (BBCH)"at Oats: BBCH 23-36
application Spring wheat: BBCH 21- 32
Spring barley: BBCH 24 — 34
Spring rye: BBCH 30-31
Number of applications |1
Intervals between appli-
cations
Spray volumes 200 - 300 L/ha
Assessment Assessment types PHYGEN (%) general phyto
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PHYDEP (%) growth depression
COUPLA (numbers) plant counting
HEIGHT (numbers) plant height
TILLER COUPLA (numbers) tillers’ counting
LODGING (%) visual estimation
Yield parameters:

HLW:- hectoliters weight

MOICON — moisture content
TKW — thousand kernel weight
PROCON- protein content
GERMIN- germination

SEDZEL- sedimentation

Assessment dates 2-5 assessment in the range of 0-94 DAT
Other relevant | Soil type Loam, clay loam, sandy clay loam, silt loam
information . -

e.g. Natural / artificial Weed-free locations

innoculation. ..

e.g. Field / Greenhouse... |Field trials

Selectivity trials winter cereals

Within this bridging project, there were 13, in total, selectivity trials performed in winter cereals:
HORVW -4, SECCW - 3, TRZAW- 5 and 1 trial in AVESW. Trials were distributed within central reg-
istration zone, in EPPO climate zones: EPOMAR, EPPOSE and EPPONE. (Table 3.4- 2). In all trials
guality parameters have been assessed. In all sites 2-5 visual assessments were performed for selectivity.
Details of trial methods are given in Table 3.4- 2.

Table 3.4- 3: Details on trial methodology winter cereals selectivity.

Guidelines | General guidelines EPPO PP 1/152 (3/4), 135(3), 1/181(3/4)
Specific guidelines EPPO PP 1/93 (3)
Experimental | Plot design RCBD (all)
design - -
Plot size winter cereals © 12.4-30 m?

Number of replications 4 (all)

Crop Trials per crop Winter rye (3)
Winter wheat (5)
Winter barley (4)
Winter oats (1)

Varieties per crop Winter rye: Inspector, Protector, Varda

Winter wheat: Montana, Zeppelin (in PL trial), Delavar (in PL trial), Ozon (in PL
trial), Madejka

Winter barley: KWS Kosmos, SU Ellen, Lomerit

Winter oats : Gerald

Sowing period Winter rye: 02/10/2019, 04/10/2018, 10/10/2019

Winter wheat: 15/10/2019, 22/10/2019, 23/09/2019, 26/09/2019, 26/09/2018
Winter barley: 19/09/2019, 17/10/2018, 19/09/2019, 25/09/2019

Winter oats: 07/10/2019

Application Crop stage (BBCH)"at Winter rye: BBCH 28- 33
application Winter wheat: BBCH 23- 32
Winter barley: BBCH 23 — 33

Number of applications |1
Intervals between appli-

cations
Spray volumes 200 - 300 L/ha
Assessment Assessment types PHYGEN (%) — general phyto

GRORED (%) — growth reduction
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PHYBLE (%) — bleaching
PHYCHL (%) — chlorosis
COUPLA (numbers) plant counting
HEIGHT (numbers) plant height
TILLER COUPLA (numbers) tillers’ counting
LODGING (%) visual estimation
Yield parameters:

HLW- hectoliters weight

MOICON — moisture content
TKW - thousand kernel weight
PROCON- protein content
GERMIN- germination

SEDZEL- sedimentation

Assessment dates

2-6 assessment in the range of 0-116 DAT

Other relevant | Soil type
information

clay loam, loam, loamy sand, fine sand, silty sand, loamy clay , sandy loam

sandy loam, silt loam

innoculation...

e.g. Natural / artificial

weed free locations

e.g. Field / Greenhouse...

Field trials

Selectivity trials grassland

Within this bridging project, there were 5, in total, selectivity trials performed in grassland (Table 3.4-
3). 3 trials located in EPPOMAR climate zone were performed in grassland for harvesting forage, visual
assessments were performed observing any negative effects on the crop concerning phytotoxicity and

vigor, trials were harvested and yield and quality yield parameters were determined.

Additionally, 2 supportive selectivity trials were conducted in the Northern registration zone North East
EPPO climate zone (Lithuania). These 2 trials were performed on grass seed production plantation of
LOLPE. Visual assessments were performed observing any negative effects on the crop concerning phy-
totoxicity. The trials were harvested and yield and quality parameters determined. Details of trial methods

are given in Table 3.4- 8.

Table 3.4- 8: Details on trial methodology grassland selectivity.

Guidelines General guidelines EPPO PP 1/152 (3), 1/135(3), 1/181(3), 1/225(2)
Specific guidelines EPPO PP 1/61 (3), 1/93(3)
Experimental design Plot design RCBD (all)
Plot size 20-30 m?
Number of replications 4 (all)
Crop Trials per crop LOLPE (2)
NNNFW (3)
Varieties per crop LOLPE (2) Verseka, Elena DS
NNNFW -
Sowing period 01/09/2014, 24/04/2018, 22/04/2019
Application Crop stage (BBCH)™ at application BBCH 22-39
Number of applications 1
Intervals between applications
Spray volumes 200-300 L/ha
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Assessment Assessment types PHYGEN (%) — general phyto

Yield :

HLW = weight 100 Ltr (hl)

TKW = weight thousand kernel

GERMIN = germination

MOICON - moisture content

WEIFRE — weight -fresh

WEIDRY - weight-dry

WEIDRY = weight - dry / dry matter content
CONASH = content - ash

PROCON = protein content

CONFAT = content - fat

CONCRU = content - crude fibre
SUGCON/CONSUG = sugar content

NDF = neutral detergent fibre

EFOS = enzyme digestible organic matter
CONPRE = content - energetic digestible protein
CONFRU = content fructose

CONPRN = content - nitrogen digestible protein
CONNEL = content - net energy of lactation
CONNEG = content - net energy of gain
DIGEST = digestibility

CONPRN = content - nitrogen digestible protein

Assessment dates 3-4 assessments in the range of 7-154 DA-A

Other relevant information Soil type loamy sand, sandy loam, loam

e.g. Field / Greenhouse... Field trials
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Results selectivity in efficacy trials

In the efficacy bridging trials presented under chapter 3.2.2 phytotoxicity symptoms have been reported
in spring and winter cereals trials in Maritime and South East EPPO zones. No phytotoxic effect noted on
trials (spring and winter cereals) in NE EPPO zone.

In case of 5 trials conducted in Maritime EPPO climate zone in spring barley and 1 trial in winter wheat
in South East EPPO climate zone, phytotoxic symptoms like chlorosis (PHYCHL) (0.5-1.0%, one trial,
AT), stunting (PHYSTU) (5.0-12.5%, one trial, DE), necrosis/burns (PHYNEC) (0.5-1.5%, the same AT
trial) and growth delay (PHYDEL) (0.75-18.25%, two trials, CZ, NL) occurred.

Regarding efficacy trials in spring barley, in 4 of these trials phytotoxic effects were observed on treat-
ments with both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A, at 1 trial
(DE19HENNNGS114D) at the first assessment (14 DAA) phytotoxic effects in form of stunting (PHY'S-
TU) were observed, at last assessment (56 DAA) no phytotoxic effect were observed any more. The
strongest chlorosis: 10 days after treatment, for AG-CDF1-480 EC - 17,5% and ADM.3304.H.1.A —
22,5% , reference product — 5,3% , was observed on in U.K. (UK19HEYCERS418D), on all treatments.
This damage was transient, with no symptoms recorded at assessment 26 DAA.

On 3 out of the 4 trials where phytotoxic effects were observed, phytotoxicity were also observed on ref-
erence product treatments (0,5% -5,3%). In 3 trials out of the 4 trials where phytotoxic effects were ob-
served, phytotoxicity was recorded for all treatments including lower doses of both formulations.
Regarding 1 winter wheat trial in South East EPPO zone (HU19HETRZAW110A), phytotoxic effects
described as “colour of the plant was lighter and its height slightly smaller” were observed 10 DAA and
34 DAA on ADM.3304.H.1.A - 2,0 Ilha — 1,3 % - 2%, also 34 days after application phytotoxicity was
recorded for formulation AG-CDF1-480 EC- 2,0 I/ha: 0,5%. In general terms, this particular trial is not
representative due to hard weather conditions after application: 36 mm in 2 weeks and 75 mm in 4 weeks
after application.

Generally, phytotoxic effects were relatively rare, not exceeding significant level, symptoms and frequen-
cy so comparable for both tested formulations. At requested application rate of 2 I/ha, both formulations
AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A proved to be safe to the crop in the efficacy trials.

Additionally, in grassland trials conducted in Maritime EPPO climate zone, all assessments proved no
negative impact on the crops due to the treatment with the test product at target application rate.
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Results selectivity in specific selectivity trials

Overviews on the results of visual assessments in specific selectivity trials in the Central registration zone
are given in Table 3.4-9 for spring cereals, in Table 3.4-10 for winter cereals and in Table 3.4-11 for
grassland.
Out of 13 spring cereal trials performed in bridging trials program, 6 trials performed in the Maritime
EPPO zone, 3 trials in North East EPPO zone and 4 trials in South East EPPO zone. For the 2N and 1N
application rate, 9 sites did not show any relevant symptom, whereas in 4 trials phytotoxic symptoms
were assessed. The results for the maximum symptom development per trial are listed in Table 3.4- 9.
In Maritime EPPO zone, in TRZAS trial (DE20HSTRZAS116C) all treatments showed medium
symptoms depending on rate, deformations in the form of rolled leaves and reduced vigour on all treat-
ments including reference product Ariane C applied at 1N and 2N dose rate (15.0% vs 25.0%
old vs new f.p. compared to Ariane C 12.5% at 1N, and 25.0 vs 35.0% old vs new f.p. compared to Ari-
ane C 10.0% at 2N, 43 DAA (last assessment)).
In North East EPPO zone , in spring barley , phytotoxic effects was recorded at treatments of both formu-
lations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A , at 1N dose rate , stunting (PHYSTU) . At assessment
14 DAA — both formulations at 1N dose rate shows stunting effect — 10% at assessment 39 DAA , effect
was lower - 5% , but the same rate for both tested formulations.

In the South East EPPO zone in AVESA trial site
(HUL19HSAVESA110A) minimal depression of growth was recorded at the first assessment (13 DAA) on
treatment AG-CDF1-480 EC at 2N dose rate — 4,0 I/ha and reference product AG-FF2-102.5 SE at 2N
dose rate — 3,0 I/ha. The growth depression symptoms were also visible at second assessment (31 DAA)
Growth depression was minimal, between 1-2%.
In the South East EPPO zone in HORVS trial site (HU19HSHORVS110A) both formulations AG-CDF1-
480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A at 2N dose rate (4.0 L/ha) caused a minimal depression in growth (1%).
Growth depression was also recorded for reference product AG-FF2-102.5 SE at 1n and 2N dose rate of
application.
In general, for spring cereals it can be concluded that the symptom development is rate sensitive. At the
targeted application rate there is no issue that would negatively affect the yield. Both formulation present
comparable/similar level of phytotoxicity.

Out of - 13 winter cereal trials performed in bridging trials program, - 6 trials were performed in the
Maritime EPPO zone, 3 trials in North East EPPO zone and 4 trials in South East EPPO zone. For the 2N
and 1N application rate, 9 sites did not show any relevant symptom, whereas in 4 trials symptoms oc-
curred and were assessed. The results for the maximum symptom development per trial are listed in
Table 3.4- 10.
In Maritime EPPO zone only in 1 winter wheat (DE20HSTRZAW117A) trial phytotoxic effects were
noted. Bleaching (PHYBLE) was assessed at 2 assessment intervals (14 DAA and 25 DAA) on all treat-
ments including reference product Ariane C at both dose rates. The strongest symptoms appear on treat-
ments: AG-CDF1-480 EC (2N): 21,3% (14 DAA) and 10% (25 DAA) and ADM.3304.H.1.A (2N) —
16,8% (14DAA) and 6,5% (25DAA), no phytotoxicity observed on last assessment on any of the treat-
ments. In DE20HSHORVW117B trial, chlorosis symptoms were noted of 1.3-5.0% intensity at 1N-2N
dose rate of AG-formulation, and 2.3-3.3% intensity at 1N-2N dose rate of the ADM-formulation.

In the South East EPPO zone in HORVW trial location
(HUL19HSHORVW110A) after 11 DAA, symptoms like growth reduction (GRORED) were visible on all
treatments including reference product AG-FF2-102.5 SE at both 1N and 2N application rates. Intensity
of phytotoxic effects at 11 DAA, for both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A were
respectively: 6,8% and 5,8% for 2N dose rates. At last assessment 47 DAA, phytotoxicity was still visible
4,3% for treatments with AG-CDF1-480 EC and 2,5% for treatments with ADM.3304.H.1.A.
Also, in South East EPPO zone in SECCW trial site (HU19HSSECCW110A) mild phytotoxic symptoms
were recorded. Slight chlorotic symptoms were assessed at the first assessment (11 DAA) on treatments
with reference product AG-FF2-102.5 SE applied at 2N dose rate. Minimal depression of growth for both
formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC (1,55%) and ADM.3304.H.1.A (3%) and also for all the other treatments
was recorded at the first and second assessment interval (11 DAA and 25 DAA). No phytotoxicity symp-
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toms were observed in any of the 3 trials carried out in the North-Eastern EPPO zone in winter cereals,
therefore the Table 3.4-10, concerned with winter cereals, does not cover the NE zone.

For the 5 selectivity trials carried out on grassland in Maritime EPPO zone and additional in North
East EPPO zone no visible phytotoxicity symptoms have been observed. Therefore, no summary table is
provided.

Table 3.4-9: Phytotoxicity of formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in spring cereal trials

Number of trials with phytotoxic symptoms Selectivity trials (6 trials) Efficacy trials (22 trials)
AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. Ariane C AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. | Ariane C
480 EC H.1A 480 EC H.1.A
N 2N N 2N N 2N N N N
Maximum of phytotoxicity 0% to 3 3 1
recorded during the trials 5%
EPPOMAR >5% - 1 1 1
10%
>10% - 1 1
15%
>15 % 1 1 1 1 1 1(=22,5)
Level of symptoms at the last | 0% to 3 5 2
assessments 5%
EPPOMAR >5% - 1
10%
>10% - | 1 1
15%
>15 % 1 1 1
Number of trials with phytotoxic symptoms Selectivity trials (4 trials) Efficacy trials (2trials)
AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. AG-FF2- AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. | Ariane C
480 EC H.1.A 102.5 SE 480 EC H.1.A
N 2N N 2N N 2N N N N
Maximum of phytotoxicity recorded | 0%  to 2 1 1 2
during the trials 5%
EPPOSE >5% to
10%
>10% to
15%
>15 %
Level of symptoms at the last | 0% to
assessments 5%
EPPOSE >5% to
10%
>10% to
15%
>15 %
Number of trials with phytotoxic symptoms Selectivity trials (3 trials) Efficacy trials (2 trials)
AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. Gold 450 EC | AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. | Gold
480 EC H.1.A 480 EC H.1.A 450 EC
N 2N N 2N N 2N N N N
Maximum of phytotoxicity recorded | 0%  to
during the trials 5%
EPPONE >5% to |1 1
10%
>10% to
15%
>15 %
Level of symptoms at the last | 0% to
assessments 5%
EPPONE >5% to
10%
>10% to
15%

>15%
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Table 3.4-10: Phytotoxicity of formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in winter cereal trials.

Number of trials with phytotoxic symptoms Selectivity trials (6 trials) Efficacy trials (7 trials)
AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. Ariane C AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. | Ari-
480 EC H.1.A 480 EC H.1A ane C
N 2N N 2N N 2N N N N
Maximum of phytotoxicity recorded | 0%-5% 1 1 1
during the trials
EPPOMAR >5%- 1
10%
>10%- 1 1
15%
>15 % 1 1 1
Level of symptoms at the last as- | 0%-5%
sessments
EPPOMAR >5%-
10%
>10%-
15%
>15 %
Number of trials with phytotoxic symptoms Selectivity trials (4 trials) Efficacy trials (4 trials)
AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. AG-FF2- AG-CDF1- ADM.3304. | Ari-
480 EC H.1.A 102.5 SE 480 EC H.1.A ane C
N 2N N 2N N 2N N N N
Maximum of phytotoxicity recorded | 0%-5% | 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 1
during the trials
EPPOSE >5%- 1 1
10%
>10%-
15%
>15 %
Level of symptoms at the last as- | 0%-5% | 2 2 2 2 2 1
sessments
EPPOSE >5%-
10%
>10%-
15%
>15 %

ZRMS comments:

Overall, across the 45 efficacy trials (incl. 2 in grassland) and 31 selectivity trials (incl. 5 in grassland) submitted by
the applicant, the phytotoxic effects on the crop plants were seen in 6 efficacy trials and in 8 selectivity trials, all
14 in cereal crops, making up 14% of the 43 efficacy trials and 31% of the 26 selectivity trials carried out in cereals.
Although in majority of trials the symptoms were transient and <10% in intensity, in three cases in spring cereals in
the Maritime zone the symptoms exceeding 10% or even 15% in intensity were maintained until the last assessment.
The incidence of symptoms was, most of the time, “shared”” evenly by the old and the new formulation.

While the present dossier is focused on bridging, there is also the core dossier behind, with more data concerning the
older, although equivalent formulation. Compared to the core with its AG-CDF1-480 EC it must be noted that there
is an improvement in the ADM.3304.H.1.A, the finally claimed product, as with the older formulation the incidence
of transient phytotoxic effects of the <5% intensity was close to or exceeding 50% of the submitted trials (see Tables
3.4-11 and 3.4-12 in the core dossier). And even though, except for one trial no apparent relationship has been estab-
lished in core assessment between phytotoxicity symptoms and the yield of cereals, both spring and winter (see
Table 3.4-19, core). One must also admit that in the bridging data set too, the instances of statistically significant
yield quantity or quality reductions are clearly less frequent compared to incidence of phytotoxicity symptoms,
which can be seen in the following chapter.

Field applications of syntethic auxins result in concentrations in plants exceeding those of natural auxins by a factor
of > 1000, and that is even taking into account the true amount intercepted by plants (Cobb and Reade 2010). There-
fore their effect on plant physiology is rapid and violent. As mentioned in the ZRMS comments to the Resistance
chapter in the core dossier, 2,4-D, clopyralid and fluroxypyr belong to 3 different “chemotypes” of syntethic auxins.
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Taken together they probably engage more than just one auxin receptor in plants and their co-formulation in one
product represents true challenge for the crop, manifesting itself with all kinds of symptoms reported by the appli-
cant, occasionally also with high intensity.

The frequency and, sporadically, relatively high an intensity of phytotoxic symptoms observed in cereals may result
from the intrinsic properties of the test item. That would be rather unfortunate if proved consistent in practice. How-
ever, taken the temporary character of the symptoms and the fact that they are not apparently linked to yield reduc-
tion in majority of the cases reported, the ZRMS suggests that a label warning should be issued, to the following or
similar meaning:

“ADM.3304.H.1.A may cause phytotoxicity symptoms in cereal crops, like chloroses, growth stunting or growth
delay, or leaf distortion. These symptoms are in most cases transient and do not affect yield quantity or quality.”

Unfortunately, the above conclusions are relevant, in principle, only to the cereal crops actually tested in selectivity
trials. These are barley, oat and wheat and, to a lesser extent, spring rye, for which the selectivity data are limited to
a single German trial of 2020. On the contrary, no selectivity trials have been submitted for either winter or spring
triticale. Therefore, as completely new a product, the test item can be authorized neither in triticale, nor in the spring
rye, for which the number of selectivity trials: 1, is too low as well, even considered the national extrapolation rules
currently in force.

Contrary to the situation in cereals, no phytotoxic symptoms were observed in none of the 7 grassland trials.

Andrew H. Cobb, John P.H. Reade. Herbicides and Plant Physiology. Willey-Blackwell 2010: 149.

3.4.2 Effect on the yield of treated plants or plant product (KCP 6.4.2)

All selectivity trials, including 1IN and 2N dose rate for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A were harvested and yield quality parameters were determined. Results are presented in
tables: 3.4-11 till 3.4-19.

Out of 13 spring cereal trials performed in bridging trials program, 6 trials were performed in the Mari-
time EPPO zone, 3 trials in North East EPPO zone and 4 trials in South East EPPO zone. All trials have
been harvested and quality parameters determined. In 1 trial (DE20HSTRZAS116B) significant differ-
ences for the yield quantity were found.

* In spring
wheat, 2N dose rate for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A resulted in statisti-
cally significant reduction in yield. However, yielding on treatments with AG-CDF1-480 EC and

ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at 1N dose rate stayed on the same level of yield reduction with reference
product Ariane C applied at 1IN and 2N; *see the relevant fragment of yield summary from the trial
DE20HSTRZAS116B, in the commenting box below.

RMS comments:
DE20HSTRZAS116B trial report; p. 13, 5.2. Yield, bolding and alignment by zZRMS:
treatment dose rate Yield kg/plot Yield T-MET / ha
UNTREATED CHECK 0.0 6.98 a 5.16 a
AG-CDF1-480 EC 2.0 6.58 ab 4.86 ab
AG-CDF1-480 EC 4.0 6.23 b 4.59 b
ADM.3304.H.1.A 2.0 6.73 ab 4.97 ab
ADM.3304.H.1.A 4.0 6.22 b 4.60 b
ARIANE C 1.5 6.91 ab 5.10 ab
ARIANE C 3.0 6.85 ab 5.06 ab

Out of *~ 13 winter cereal trials performed in bridging trials program, - 6 trials performed in the Mari-
time EPPO zone, 3 trials in the North East EPPO zone and 4 trials in South East EPPO zone, all trials
have been harvested and quality parameters determined. In 1 trial in Germany (DE20HSHORVW116A)
significant differences for the yield quantity between ADM.3304.H.1.A

and the untreated check were found at 2N dose
rate of the test item. The strongest yield reduction were noted for treatments ADM.3304.H.1.A (2N and
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IN) and AG-CDF1-480 EC (2N). For details see the relevant fragment of yield summary from the trial
DE20HSTRZAS116B, in the commenting box below.

ZRMS comments:
DE20HSHORVW?116A trial report; p. 14, 6.2. Yield and Quality, bolding and alignment by zZRMS:
treatment dose rate Yield kg/plot Yield T-MET / ha
UNTREATED CHECK 0,0 6.77 ab 3.70 a
AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 6.70 ab 3.60 ab
AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 6.25 abc 3.41 ab
ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 5.82 bc 3.15 ab
ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 5.47 c 2.99 b
ARIANE C 15 6.83 a 3.72 a
ARIANE C 3,0 6.62 ab 3.59 ab

5 selectivity trials carried out on grassland in Maritime EPPO zone and additional in North East EPPO
zone have been harvested and yield parameters determined. Yield differences between the untreated
treatments and both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at 2 I/ha or at 4 I/ha
were not significant.

The phytotoxicity symptoms were infrequent in efficacy and selectivity trials and there was no significant
negative effect observed on yield quantity in any of the selectivity trials in which the yield was tested,
Tables 3.4-11-19 presents the mean yield from the selectivity trials.

ZRMS comments:

According to the 31 selectivity trial reports submitted, including 26 cereal trials and 5 grassland trials, significant
reduction in yield caused by ADM.3304.H.1.A compared to untreated check plots was observed in two trials only,
one in spring wheat and one in winter barley, both trials in the Maritime zone. In both sites the effect was brought
about by the 2N, and not 1N, dose rate of the test item or of the old formulation.
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Table 3.4-11 Comparison of yield values for formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in spring cereals, separated by tested crops, Maritime EPPO zone.

AVESA
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 1,5Il/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 8,0 79 8,1 8,0 78 8,1 78 7,7 8,0 79 79 8,0 8,0 8,0 8,0 7,7 7,6 78 8,0 8,0 8,0
YIELD t/ha 6,7 6,6 6,7 6,6 6,5 6,6 6,5 6,3 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,4 6,3 6,5 6,6 6,6 6,6
HORVS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC41/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 15Il/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 4.8 4.8 4.8 42 422 4.2 4,9 49 49 55 55 55 5,0 5,0 5,0 51 51 51 47 47 47
YIELD t/ha 39 39 39 34 34 34 4,0 4,0 4,0 45 45 4,5 4,0 4,0 4,0 4.2 42 42 39 39 39
SECCS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC41/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 15Il/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 4,6 4,6 4,6 4.8 4.8 4.8 4,7 47 47 4,6 4,6 4,6 4,5 4,5 4,5 4,6 4,6 4,6 4,6 4,6 4,6
YIELD t/ha 34 34 34 35 35 35 35 35 35 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 34
TRZAS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 15Il/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 8,1 7,0 9,2 79 6,6 9,2 75 6,2 89 8,0 6,7 9,2 7,6 6,2 8,9 8,1 6,9 9,4 8,0 6,9 9,2
YIELD t/ha 57 5,2 6,2 5,6 49 6,3 53 4,6 6,0 5,6 5,0 6,3 53 4,6 6,0 57 51 6,4 57 51 6,3
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Table 3.4-12: Comparison of yield values for formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in spring cereals, separated by tested crops, South East EPPO zone.

AVESA
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-FF2-102.5 SE AG-FF2-102.5 SE
2 I/ha 41/ha 2 I/ha 41/ha 1,5 I/ha 31/ha
Rating type unit Mean | Min | Ma | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Ma | Mean | Min | Ma
X X X
YIELD kg/plot 9,8 8,7 109 | 9,6 8,8 104 | 95 8,5 105 | 10,0 8,8 11,2 | 96 8,8 104 | 9,7 9,1 10,2 | 10,0 9,1 11,0
YIELD t/ha 5,6 5,6 5,6 57 5,7 5,7 55 55 55 5,6 5,6 5,6 5,7 5,7 5,7 59 59 59 59 59 59
YIELD dt/ha 73,3 733 | 73,3 | 70,2 70,2 | 70,2 | 70,8 708 | 70,8 | 753 753 | 753 | 69,7 69,7 | 69,7 | 69,1 69,1 | 69,1 | 73,9 739 | 73,9
HORVS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-FF2-102.5 SE AG-FF2-102.5 SE
2 I/ha 41/ha 2 I/ha 41/ha 1,5 l/ha 3l/ha
Rating type unit Mean | Min | Ma | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Ma | Mean | Min | Ma
X X X
YIELD kg/plot 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,0 2,0 2,0 25 25 25 2,0 2,0 2,0 2,0 2,0 2,0 2,4 2,4 24 25 25 25
YIELD dt/ha 17,5 175 | 175 | 13,7 13,7 13,7 17,1 17,1 17,1 13,9 13,9 13,9 13,0 13,0 13,0 16,3 16,3 | 16,3 | 17,1 171 | 17,1
TRZAS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A Mustang Forte Mustang Forte
2 I/ha 41/ha 2 I/ha 41/ha 0,8 I/ha 1,6 I/ha
Rating type unit Mean | Min | Ma | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Ma | Mean | Min | Ma
X X X
YIELD kg/plot 9,9 9,9 9,9 10,0 100 | 100 | 10,0 100 | 10,0 | 10,0 10,0 | 10,0 | 10,0 10,0 | 10,0 | 10,0 10,0 | 10,0 | 10,1 10,1 | 10,1
YIELD dt/ha 39,7 39,7 | 39,7 | 40,2 40,2 40,2 40,1 40,1 40,1 40,1 40,1 | 40,1 | 401 40,1 | 40,1 | 401 40,1 | 40,1 | 40,4 40,4 | 404
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Table 3.4-13:  Comparison of yield values for formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in spring cereals, separated by tested crops, North East EPPO
Zone.
AVESA
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | Gold 960 EC 1,3 I/ha | Gold 960 EC 2,5 I/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 4.6 4.6 4.6 47 47 47 47 47 47
YIELD t/ha 45 45 |45 |44 44 |44 4.4 44 |44 4.4 44 |44 |43 43 |43 |45 45 |45 |45 45 |45
HORVS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 41/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A41/ha | Gold 960 EC 1,3 I/ha | Gold 960 EC 2,5 I/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 57 57 |57 6.4 6.4 6,4 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,2 6,2 6,2 6,2 62 |62 6,8 68 |68
YIELD t/ha 34 34 |34 37 3,7 37 38 38 38 39 39 39 36 36 36 3,6 36 | 36 4,0 40 | 40
TRZAS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC4l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 1/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | Gold 960 EC 1,3 I/ha | Gold 960 EC 2,5 I/ha
Rating type | unit Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 4.6 4.6 4.6 42 4,2 4.2 45 45 45
YIELD t/ha 59 59 |59 58 58 58 59 59 59 59 59 59 6,2 6,2 6,2 57 57 |57 6,0 60 | 60
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Table 3.4-14:  Comparison of yield values for formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in winter cereals, separated by tested crops, Maritime EPPO
Zone.

HORVW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 | ARIANEC 15I/ha ARIANE C 3l/ha
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot | 3 | 8,0 6,8 8,9 75 6,7 8,2 7,0 6,3 8,1 72 58 8,1 72 55 8,1 79 6,8 8,9 8,1 6,6 9,6
YIELD t/ha 3|58 3,7 71 55 3,6 71 51 34 7,0 53 32 7,0 54 3,0 7,0 58 3,7 6,9 59 3,6 72
SECCW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 | ARIANEC 15I/ha ARIANE C 3l/ha
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot | 1 | 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,2 6,2 6,2 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,4 6,4 6,4 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,2 6,2 6,2
YIELD t/ha 1]55 55 55 5,4 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 55 55 55 55 55 55 5,4 5,4 54
TRZAW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 | ARIANEC 15I/ha ARIANE C 3l/ha
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot | 1 | 11,9 119 | 119 | 119 119 | 119 | 117 11,7 | 11,7 | 11,8 11,8 | 11,8 | 116 116 | 116 | 11,8 11,8 | 11,8 | 11,7 11,7 | 11,7
YIELD t/ha 1]|84 84 8,4 8,4 84 8,4 8,2 8,2 8,2 8,4 8,4 8,4 8,2 8,2 8,2 8,4 8,4 8,4 8,2 8,2 8,2
AVESW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 | ARIANEC 15I/ha ARIANE C 3l/ha
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot | 1 | 6,9 6,9 6,9 6,8 6,8 6,8 6,0 6,0 6,0 6,4 6,4 6,4 6,3 6,3 6,3 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6 6,6
YIELD t/ha 1|54 54 5,4 5,4 54 54 4,7 47 4,7 5,0 5,0 5,0 4,9 4,9 4,9 5,2 52 52 51 51 51
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Table 3.4-15: Comparison of yield values for formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in winter cereals, separated by tested crops, South East EPPO

Zone.
HORVW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 | AG-FF2-1025 SE 15 | AG-FF2-1025 SE 3
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
Rating type unit n| Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min Max Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 1| 138 13,8 | 13,8 | 14,6 146 | 146 | 13,6 13,6 | 13,6 | 13,8 13,8 | 13,8 | 13,2 132 | 132 | 148 14,8 14,8 13,2 132 | 132
YIELD dt/ha 1] 937 93,7 | 93,7 | 98,9 98,9 | 98,9 | 92,3 92,3 | 92,3 | 93,9 93,9 | 93,9 | 90,0 90,0 | 90,0 | 100,5 | 1005 | 1005 | 89,5 89,5 | 89,5
SECCW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304H.1.A 4 | AG-FF2-1025 SE 15 | AG-FF2-1025 SE 3
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha
Rating type unit n| Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min Max Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 2|67 5,6 78 6,8 57 7,9 6,9 6,0 78 6,6 54 78 7,0 6,1 7,9 59 59 59 6,0 6,0 6,0
YIELD t/ha 1|30 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 3,0 - - - - - -
YIELD dt/ha 1] 39,2 39,2 | 39,2 | 39,6 39,6 | 39,6 | 42,3 42,3 | 423 | 37,6 376 | 376 | 42,7 42,7 | 42,7 | 414 41,4 41,4 41,8 41,8 | 41,8
TRZAW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304H.1.A 4 | MUSTANG FORTE | MUSTANG FORTE
I/ha I/ha I/ha I/ha 0,8 I’ha 1,6 I/ha
Rating type unit n| Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min Max Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot 1197 9,7 9,7 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8 9,8

YIELD dt/ha 1| 388 388 | 388 | 39,3 39,3 | 393 | 394 39,4 | 39,4 | 39,2 39,2 | 39,2 | 39,2 39,2 | 39,2 | 393 39,3 39,3

39,0 39,0 | 39,0




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A.
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data

ZRMS version

Page 85/191
Version: October 2023

Table 3.4-16:  Comparison of yield values for both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in winter cereals, separated by tested crops, North East
EPPO zone.
TRZAW
Rating type unit n| UNCK ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC GOLD 450 EC GOLD 450 EC
2,0 I/ha 4,0 1/ha 2,0 I/ha 4,01/ha 1,25 l/ha 2,5 1/ha

Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
YIELD kg/plot | 3| 7,14 6,21 | 8,80 | 6,99 6,02 | 880 | 7,12 6,24 | 8,70 | 7,23 6,34 | 8,70 | 7,06 6,13 | 8,60 | 7,20 6,32 | 880 | 7,29 6,36 | 8,70
Table 3.4-17:  Comparison of yield of seeds of LOLPE from 2 additional trials in Lithuania for both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A., North

East EPPO zone.

YIELD (tha)
UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A STARANE 333 H L STARANE 333 H L
2 l/ha 4,0 1/ha 2,0 I/ha 4,0 l/ha 0,54 I/ha 1,08 I/ha
Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max
1,59 1,19 1,99 1,45 1,14 1,76 1,415 0,99 1,84 1,575 1,16 1,99 16 1,24 1,96 1,59 1,27 191 1,34 1,12 1,56
Table 3.4-18:  Comparison of yield of WEIFRE (kg/plot) for both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in grassland, Maritime EPPO zone.
YIELD
treatments n UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A SIMPLEX SIMPLEX
21/ha 4 1/ha 2 l/ha 4 1/ha 2 l/ha 4 1/ha
n Mean | Min | Max Mean | Min Max Mean | Min | Max Mean | Min Max Mean | Min Max Mean | Min | Max Mean | Min | Max
WEIFRE 3 17,73 | 9,88 | 25,13 | 1845 | 10,79 | 26,18 | 18,03 | 9,94 | 2568 | 18,93 | 1056 | 27,60 | 17,80 | 10,46 | 24,88 | 18,43 | 9,86 | 27,23 | 18,39 | 9,41 | 27,28
Table 3.4-19:  Comparison of yield of WEIFRE (kg/plot) for both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A in grassland, Maritime EPPO zone.
YIELD
treatments n | untreated AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | STARANE 333 H L | STARANE 333 H L
check I/ha I/ha 0,54 I/ha 1,08 I/ha
Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max | Mean Min Max
WEIFRE 2| 3,43 2,61 4,25 3,15 2,53 3,77 3,09 2,20 3,97 3,36 2,51 4,20 3,46 2,75 4,16 3,43 2,77 4,08 2,86 2,44 3,27
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3.4.3 Effects on the quality of plants or plant products (KCP 6.4.3)

All selectivity trials, including AN and 2N dose rate for both formulations: AG-CDF1-480 EC and
ADM.3304.H.1.A were harvested and yield quality parameters were determined. The results are present-
ed in Tables: 3.4-11 till 3.4-109.

Out of 13 spring cereal trials performed in bridging trials program, 6 trials were performed in the Mari-
time EPPO zone, 3 trials in North East EPPO zone and 4 trials in South East EPPO zone. The assessed
quality parameters were: 1000 grain weight (1 EPPOSE, 6 EPOMAR, 3 EPPONE), hectolitre weight (4
EPPOSE, 5 EPOMAR, 3 EPPONE ), Zeleny’s sedimentation number (1 EPPOSE, 1 EPOMAR) and pro-
tein content (4 EPOSE, 1 EPOMAR), germination (4 EPPOSE, 4 EPOMAR, 3 EPPONE) for the spring
cereal trials. In 3 out of all trials significant differences, of yield quality parameters, between untreated
and experimental treatments were found.

In HORVS trial (HU19HSHORVS110A) from EPPOSE zone, significant differences in moisture data
(MOICON) between both tested at 2N dose rates of formulations: ADM.3304.H.1.A and AG-CDF1-480
EC and untreated check were found.

zZRMS comments:
trial report: HU19HSHORVS110A, p.16; only AG-CDF1-480 EC vary from the UNCK, other treatments do not
(Table 3.4-21a%).

treatment dose rate MOICON %

UNTREATED CHECK 0,0 13.075 ab
AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 9.988 d
AG-CDF1-480 EC 4.0 10.803 cd

ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 11.270 bcd
ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 13.528 a

AG-FF2-102.5 SE 15 12.418 abc
AG-FF2-102.5 SE 3,0 11.345 bed

* Although in this dRR reference is often made to treatment means from single trials, the tables do not copy letter-
ing of homogenous groups from individual reports.

In TRZAS trial (DE20HSTRZAS116C) from EPPOMAR zone, lower values for HLW in comparison to
untreated check and treatments with reference product Ariane C, were recorded for both formulations at
both of dose rates (95,5-97,4% of the UNCK). In TRZAS trial (SK19HSTRZAS113A ) from EPPOSE
zone, values of Zeleny’s sedimentation number (SEDZEL) significantly differ from untreated for both
formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at both dose rates as well as treatments
with reference product Ariane C at 1N and 2N dose rates (Table 3.4-21h).

zZRMS comments:

Trial report SK19HSTRZAS113A shows that the highest value of SEDZEL was observed in grain from plots treat-
ed with standard Mustang Forte at 1N (75.75mL, significantly higher compared to UNCK (72.00mL)).
ADM.3304.H.1.A, as well as AG-CDF1-480 EC had values statistically uniform with the UNCK (72.25-
75.25mL) (Table 3.4-21b).

Out of *~ 13 winter cereal trials performed in bridging trials program, - 6 trials performed in the Mari-
time EPPO zone, 3 trials in North East EPPO zone and 4 trials in South East EPPO zone, all trials have
been harvested and quality parameters determined. The assessed quality parameters were: 1000 grain
weight (4 EPPOSE, 5 EPOMAR, 3 EPPONE), hectolitre weight (4 EPPOSE, 5 EPOMAR, 3 EPPONE),
values of Zeleny’s sedimentation number (1 EPPOSE, 1 EPOMAR, 2 EPPONE) and protein content (4
EPOSE, 1 EPOMAR, 2 EPPONE), germination (4 EPPOSE, 2 EPOMAR, 3 EPPONE) for the winter
cereal trials.

In 2 trials: HORVW (DE20HSHORVW116A) in Germany and SECCW (HU19HSSECCW110A) in
Hungary significant differences of yield parameters were measured. In HORVW trial HLW values for
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both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A, at both tested dose rates, significantly dif-
fered from untreated check and treatments with reference product Ariane C. In SECCW trial MOICON
values for both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A, at both tested dose rates, signifi-
cantly differed from the untreated check but with no significant difference from treatments with reference
product AG-FF2-102.5 SE at both dose rates (Table 3.4-23 a and 3.4-24 b).

zZRMS comments:

DE20HSHORVW116A trial report p. 15, letters in brackets stand for marking of the homogenous groups in ARM:
HLW values for AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A at 1N and 2N dose rates (b) are statistically uniform
with UNCK and with the standard at 1N dose rate (ab) (98,7-99,3% UNCK for the test items and 102,7% UNCK
for Ariane at 1N). The reference Ariane at 2N dose rates shows HLW the level of 104,7% UNCK (a) - significantly
higher compared to AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at both dose rates (b), although otherwise
statistically uniform with its 2N dose rate (ab) and with the UNCK (ab).

Table 3.4-23a shows mean of 3 trials including DE20HSHORVW116A, therefore the differences are seen as negli-
gible. Please also note that values are expressed there in absolute units only (kg/100L).

HU19HSSECCW110A trial report p. 15: The only significant difference in MOICON is between the 2N dose rate of
AG... on the one hand and the 1N dose rate of ADM... formulation on the other, with the values of 7.68% (b) ver-
sus 9,84% (a) respectively. Table 3.4-24b shows mean of 2 trials.

5 selectivity trials carried out on grassland in Maritime EPPO zone and additional in North East EPPO
zone have been harvested and yield parameters determined.

3 selectivity trials were performed on typical pastures /grassland in Maritime EPPO zone, therefore quali-
ty parameters determined differ from parameters determined for seeds of LOLPE, from 2 Lithuanian tri-
als. Content of ash (ASHCON), content of fat (CONFAT), content of crude fibre (CONCRU) and net
energy of lactation (CONNEL) was determined in all 3 trials, digestibility (DIGEST), sugar content
(SUGCON/CONSUG) and content of nitrogen digestible protein (CONPRN) was determined in 2 out of
3 trials and neutral detergent fibre (NDF), enzyme digestible organic matter (EFOS), content of net ener-
gy of gain (CONNEG) and content of fructose (CONFRU) were determined in 1 trial. Determined quali-
ty parameters on 2 additional selectivity trials in Lithuania (NE) like moisture content (MOICON), hecto-
litre weight (HLW) and thousand grain weight (TKW) are typical for seed grass production. Treatment
with both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A, at both tested dose rates, had no nega-
tive impact on these assessed quality parameters, for none of the parameters tested was there a significant
negative impact on the quality of the treated plants (Table 3.4-26-27).

ZRMS comments on yield quality in grassland:

Maritime zone:

In CZ20HSNNNFW118A trial, dry matter content varied significantly between AG... and ADM... formulations at
1IN and 2N and between them both and the UNCK, while being statistically consistent with one of the standards
(Simplex) or significantly different from the other (Kinvara). The same was true for protein and fat content, ash
content or crude fiber, with parameters for all nine treatmens making up nine different homogenous groups (a-i).
Just to pick up one parameter, WEIDRY was 5100 kg/ha in the UNCK and in the ADM...formulation at 2N dose
rate (b), while it was 4900kg/ha (d) in the ADM... at 1N dose rate.

Trial DE20HSNNNFW118A demonstrates all the quality parameters as being perfectly uniform across all the
treatmens including UNCK, no significant variation was found in any one of them.

In DE20HSNNNFW?118B the per cent of dry matter (DRY MATTER %) was significantly higher compared to
UNCK in all treatments except for standard Simplex at 2N dose rate. Converse was true for MOICON. The WEI-
DRY measured in kg/ha was uniform across all treatments. For other parameters no statistical significance has been
reported, as they seem to be analyzed in a single replicate.

North-Eastern zone:
Trials LT20HSYGRAS405A and LT20HSYGRAS405B are concerned with seed production of Lolium perenne.
Both trials report statistical uniformity of all parameters like the yield fresh and dry weight, seed moisture, HLW
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and TKW, plus no symptoms of phytotoxicity like stunting or discoloration. Additionally, in the
LT20HSYGRAS405B trial the germination test was caried out, showing no detrimental effect on propagative mate-
rial compared neither to UNCK nor to the standards.
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Table 3.4-20(a): Comparison of yield and quality overview spring cereals, separated by crops, Maritime EPPO zone.

AVESA
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 41/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 151/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min | Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 2196 6,7 12,4 | 10,3 6,5 14,0 9,5 6,3 12,6 9,6 6,6 125 | 95 6,6 124 | 95 65 | 125 | 94 66 | 12,3
HLW kg/1001 | 2 | 47,4 471 | 478 | 47,3 473 | 47,3 46,4 457 | 47,2 47,7 475 | 479 | 46,6 46,3 | 46,9 | 46,8 46,5 | 47,0 | 46,9 46,4 | 47,5
TKW g 2 | 454 44,9 | 46,0 | 46,3 452 | 47,3 448 43,7 | 459 45,2 446 | 459 | 457 455 | 46,0 | 45,0 44,4 | 457 | 458 455 | 46,0
GERMIN % 21928 92,0 | 935 | 935 93,0 | 94,0 95,5 945 | 96,5 94,3 935 | 950 | 953 935 | 97,0 | 955 945 | 965 | 93,3 91,5 | 95,0

HORVS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 1/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 151/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min | Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1] 141 14,1 | 141 | 135 13,5 13,5 14,1 14,1 14,1 13,6 13,6 | 13,6 14,3 143 | 14,3 13,3 13,3 | 13,3 | 14,1 141 | 141
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 66,0 66,0 | 66,0 | 64,9 64,9 | 64,9 66,0 66,0 | 66,0 66,5 66,5 | 66,5 | 654 654 | 654 | 68,0 68,0 | 68,0 | 65,6 65,6 | 65,6
TKW g 11471 471 | 471 | 473 47,3 47,3 45,5 45,5 45,5 48,9 48,9 | 48,9 46,8 46,8 | 46,8 47,2 472 | 472 | 474 474 | 47,4
GERMIN % 1] 950 95,0 | 950 | 96,0 96,0 | 96,0 95,5 955 | 955 97,0 97,0 | 97,0 | 96,0 96,0 | 96,0 | 96,5 96,5 | 96,5 | 96,0 96,0 | 96,0

SECCS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 15I/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 11| 140 14,0 | 140 | 139 13,9 13,9 13,7 13,7 13,7 14,1 141 | 141 13,9 13,9 | 139 13,7 13,7 | 13,7 | 13,7 13,7 | 13,7
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 74,2 742 | 742 | 741 74,1 74,1 74,5 74,5 74,5 74,1 741 | 741 74,2 742 | 742 74,0 74,0 | 740 | 743 74,3 | 74,3
TKW g 1349 349 | 349 | 347 34,7 34,7 35,1 35,1 35,1 35,4 354 | 354 35,1 351 | 351 34,9 34,9 | 349 | 348 34,8 | 348
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Table 3.4-20(b): Comparison of yield and quality overview spring cereals, separated by crops, Maritime EPPO zone (cont.).

TRZAS

Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A ARIANE C 151/ha ARIANE C 3l/ha
2l/ha 41/ha 2 l/ha 4 1/ha

Rating type | unit n Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max

MOICON % 2 13,4 12,6 | 142 | 134 12,6 | 142 | 135 12,6 | 144 | 135 12,6 | 143 | 134 125 | 143 | 134 125 | 143 | 133 12,4 | 143

HLW kg/1001 | 2 79,3 78,7 | 79,9 | 78,2 76,7 | 79,7 | 77,9 759 | 79,8 | 78,3 76,6 | 799 | 775 752 | 798 | 79,4 78,7 | 80,1 | 79,7 79,3 | 80,1

TKW g 2 40,7 37,3 | 44,1 | 40,8 37,0 | 445 | 411 37,0 | 452 | 41,2 37,1 | 45,2 | 40,7 36,5 | 448 | 415 38,1 | 449 | 41,2 37,8 | 44,5

GERMIN % 1 98,5 98,5 | 98,5 | 98,5 9855 | 985 | 98,5 9855 | 985 | 98,5 985 | 985 | 955 955 | 955 | 87,5 875 | 875 | 995 99,5 | 99,5*

PROCON % 1 13,5 135 | 135 | 139 139 | 139 | 140 14,0 | 140 | 140 140 | 140 | 138 13,8 | 13,8 | 14,0 14,0 | 140 | 136 13,6 | 13,6

SEDZEL mL 1 46,9 46,9 | 46,9 | 48,7 48,7 | 48,7 | 49,8 49,8 | 49,8 | 485 485 | 485 | 484 48,4 | 484 | 48,6 48,6 | 48,6 | 49,1 49,1 | 49,1

Table 3.4-21(a): Comparison of yield and quality overview spring cereals, separated by crops, South East EPPO zone.

AVESA
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-FF2-102.5 SE AG-FF2-102.5 SE
2 I/ha 4 1/ha 2 I/ha 4 1/ha 1,5 I/ha 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 2 | 109 9,7 12,1 | 10,7 9,5 119 | 11,0 9,7 12,3 | 10,9 9,9 11,9 | 115 104 | 125 | 10,6 9,3 119 | 10,9 9,6 12,2
HLW kg/1001 | 2 | 424 394 | 453 | 39,3 36,9 | 41,7 | 411 40,1 | 421 | 408 40,0 | 41,7 | 388 36,0 | 416 | 395 39,2 | 398 | 415 39,8 | 433
TKW g 2 | 26,7 254 | 28,1 | 295 29,1 | 299 | 28,0 27,1 | 289 | 289 280 | 29,8 | 30,7 299 | 315 | 30,2 29,1 | 314 | 285 27,7 | 294
GERMIN % 2 | 77,2 58,3 | 96,0 | 73,3 510 | 955 | 788 61,3 | 96,3 | 73,2 51,3 | 950 | 739 530 | 948 | 64,2 348 | 935 | 725 495 | 955
PROCON % 1 | 10,6 10,6 | 10,6 10,9 10,9 | 10,9 10,6 10,6 | 10,6 111 111 | 111 10,6 10,6 | 10,6 10,5 10,5 | 10,5 10,4 10,4 | 10,4
HORVS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A AG-FF2-102.5 SE AG-FF2-102.5 SE
2 I/ha 4 1/ha 2 I/ha 4 1/ha 1,5 I/ha 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1 ]131 13,1 | 131 10,0 10,0 | 10,0 10,8 10,8 | 10,8 11,3 11,3 | 11,3 13,5 13,5 | 135 12,4 124 | 12,4 11,3 11,3 | 11,3
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 519 519 | 519 | 56,9 56,9 | 56,9 | 56,3 56,3 | 56,3 | 54,3 54,3 | 54,3 | 53,6 536 | 536 | 52,9 529 | 529 | 536 53,6 | 53,6
TKW g 1 | 302 30,2 | 30,2 | 318 318 | 318 | 321 321 | 321 | 315 315 | 315 | 319 319 | 319 | 324 324 | 324 | 321 321 | 321
GERMIN % 1| 615 61,5 | 61,5 55,3 55,3 | 55,3 55,8 55,8 | 55,8 61,5 61,5 | 61,5 59,8 59,8 | 59,8 62,0 62,0 | 62,0 64,3 64,3 | 64,3
PROCON % 1| 120 12,0 | 12,0 12,7 12,7 | 12,7 11,7 11,7 | 11,7 12,4 124 | 124 12,5 125 | 125 12,0 12,0 | 12,0 12,2 12,2 | 12,2
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Table 3.4-21(b): Comparison of yield and quality overview spring cereals, separated by crops, South East EPPO zone (cont.).

TRZAS

Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 | ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 I/ha Mustang Forte Mustang Forte
I/ha I/ha I/ha 0,8 1/ha 1,6 I/lha

Rating unit Mea | Mi Ma | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mea | Mi Ma | Mea | Mi Ma

type n n X n n X n n X

MOICON | % 14,4 14, | 144 | 143 143 | 143 14,3 143 | 14,3 14,3 143 | 143 | 143 14,3 14,3 14,3 14, 143 | 143 14, | 143
4 3 3

HLW kg/100 79,7 79, | 79,7 | 78,8 78,8 | 788 78,3 783 | 783 78,5 785 | 785 | 78,6 78,6 78,6 78,3 78, | 783 | 784 78, | 78,4
| 7 3 4

TKW g 46,2 46, | 46,2 | 44,6 446 | 446 44,4 444 | 444 45,0 450 | 45,0 | 46,0 46,0 46,0 44,8 44, | 448 | 457 45, | 457
2 8 7

GERMIN | % 94,3 94, | 943 | 945 945 | 945 94,5 945 | 945 94,3 943 | 943 | 945 94,5 94,5 94,3 94, | 943 | 948 94, | 948
3 3 8

PROCON | % 17,7 17, | 17,7 | 179 179 | 179 17,9 179 | 17,9 18,0 18,0 | 180 | 183 18,3 18,3 18,1 18, 18,1 | 18,0 18, | 18,0
7 1 0

SEDZEL mL 72,0 72, | 72,0 | 74,0 74,0 | 74,0 73,8 738 | 738 72,3 723 | 723 75,8 75, | 758 | 73,5 73, | 735
0 75,3 75,3 75,3 8 5

Table 3.4-22(a): Comparison of yield and quality overview spring cereals, separated by crops, North East EPPO zone.

AVESA
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A Gold 450 EC 1,3 I/ha Gold 450 EC 2,5 I/ha
2 I/ha 41/ha 2 I/ha 41/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1| 132 132 | 132 | 133 133 | 133 | 133 133 | 133 | 133 133 | 133 | 133 133 | 13,3 | 134 134 | 134 | 133 133 | 133
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 47,7 477 | 41,7 47,4 474 | 474 47,7 47,7 | 41,7 47,5 475 | 47,5 47,5 475 | 47,5 47,7 47,7 | 47,7 47,5 475 | 475
TKW g 1399 39,9 | 399 | 400 40,0 | 40,0 | 40,0 40,0 | 40,0 | 401 40,1 | 40,1 | 40,2 40,2 | 40,2 | 401 40,1 | 40,1 | 39,9 39,9 | 399
GERMIN % 1 (930 93,0 | 930 | 920 92,0 | 920 | 90,0 90,0 | 90,0 | 90,8 90,8 | 90,8 | 90,8 90,8 | 90,8 | 90,3 90,3 | 90,3 | 92,8 92,8 | 928
HORVS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A Gold 450 EC 1,3 I/ha Gold 450 EC 2,5 I/ha
2 I/ha 41/ha 2 1/ha 4 1/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1| 114 114 | 11,4 11,5 115 | 11,5 11,6 11,6 | 11,6 11,2 11,2 | 11,2 11,8 11,8 | 11,8 11,4 114 | 114 11,8 11,8 11,8
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 61,3 61,3 | 61,3 | 61,6 616 | 616 | 61,7 61,7 | 61,7 | 61,5 615 | 615 | 61,4 614 | 614 | 62,0 62,0 | 62,0 | 62,3 62,3 | 62,3
TKW g 1 | 403 40,3 | 40,3 41,2 41,2 | 41,2 43,4 434 | 434 42,3 42,3 | 42,3 43,1 431 | 431 41,9 419 | 419 41,4 414 | 414
GERMIN % 1303 30,3 | 30,3 | 318 318 | 31,8 | 280 280 | 280 | 30,3 30,3 | 30,3 | 358 358 | 358 | 37,8 378 | 378 | 330 330 | 330
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Table 3.4-22(b): Comparison of yield and quality overview spring cereals, separated by crops, North East EPPO zone (cont.).

TRZAS
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A Gold 450 EC 1,31/ha | Gold 450 EC 25 I/ha
2 1/ha 4 I/ha 21/ha 4 1/ha
Rating type unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1135 135 | 13,5 | 135 135 | 13,5 | 135 135 | 13,5 | 135 135 | 13,5 | 13,6 136 | 13,6 | 135 135 | 135 | 13,6 136 | 13,6
HLW kg/100 | 1772 772 | 772 | 771 771|771 | 771 771|771 | 77,0 770 | 77,0 | 77,0 770 | 77,0 | 76,9 769 | 769 | 771 771 | 771
TKW g 1| 454 45,4 | 45,4 | 45,2 452 | 45,2 | 451 45,1 | 45,1 | 45,2 452 | 45,2 | 45,2 452 | 45,2 | 453 453 | 45,3 | 44,7 447 | 44,7
GERMIN % 1| 880 88,0 | 880 | 875 87,5 | 875 | 87,0 87,0 | 87,0 | 875 875 | 875 | 87,0 87,0 | 87,0 | 87,0 87,0 | 87,0 | 88,0 88,0 | 88,0

Table 3.4-23(a) : Comparison of yield and quality overview winter cereals, separated by crops, Maritime EPPO zone.

HORVW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2I/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 151/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 3| 179 119 | 294 | 18,2 11,7 30,6 17,9 11,7 29,7 18,0 115 30,1 17,8 11,4 29,5 18,0 11,6 | 30,0 | 17,9 11,6 | 30,0
HLW kg/1001 | 3 | 654 60,1 | 73,1 | 645 588 | 731 64,5 586 | 73,0 64,8 59,5 | 73,0 65,2 61,1 | 73,0 | 658 60,6 | 73,0 | 66,2 60,6 | 73,0
TKW g 3| 425 355 | 495 | 411 34,0 48,9 41,6 35,6 48,7 42,8 38,3 | 49,1 41,6 35,8 48,6 41,0 345 | 476 | 415 36,6 | 47,4
GERMIN % 3| 780 55,0 | 950 | 835 635 | 96,0 84,0 695 | 955 87,7 72,0 | 97,0 81,6 56,8 | 94,0 | 803 63,3 | 955 | 82,9 61,8 | 96,0

SECCW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2I/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 1,51/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 11120 12,0 | 12,0 | 11,8 11,8 11,8 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,8 11,8 11,8 11,9 119 | 119 | 11,8 11,8 | 11,8
HLW kg/a001 | 1 | 71,8 718 | 71,8 | 71,6 71,6 71,6 71,7 71,7 71,7 71,8 71,8 71,8 71,7 71,7 71,7 71,7 71,7 | 71,7 | 71,8 71,8 | 71,8
TKW g 11315 315 | 315 | 31,0 31,0 | 310 314 314 | 314 316 316 | 316 319 319 | 319 | 316 316 | 316 | 31,8 318 | 318
GERMIN % 11985 98,5 | 985 | 985 985 | 985 98,0 98,0 | 980 97,5 975 | 975 97,5 975 | 975 | 985 98,5 | 985 | 96,5 96,5 | 96,5
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Table 3.4-23(b): Comparison of yield and quality overview winter cereals, separated by crops, Maritime EPPO zone (cont.).

TRZAW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC41l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 15Il/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1| 134 134 | 134 | 135 13,5 13,5 13,5 135 13,5 13,5 13,5 13,5 13,5 13,5 13,5 13,5 135 | 135 | 13,6 13,6 | 13,6
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 78,6 786 | 786 | 785 78,5 78,5 78,7 78,7 78,7 78,7 78,7 78,7 79,0 79,0 79,0 79,0 79,0 | 79,0 | 78,7 78,7 | 78,7
TKW g 1| 437 43,7 | 43,7 | 44,0 44,0 44,0 43,6 43,6 43,6 44,2 442 | 44,2 43,9 43,9 43,9 43,6 43,6 | 43,6 | 43,7 43,7 | 43,7
PROCON % 11128 12,8 | 12,8 | 131 131 13,1 13,1 131 13,1 13,1 13,1 131 13,3 13,3 13,3 13,0 13,0 | 130 | 13,1 13,1 | 131
SEDZEL MI 11423 42,3 | 42,3 | 42,2 422 | 42,2 42,3 423 | 423 43,4 434 | 434 | 432 432 | 432 | 426 42,6 | 426 | 434 434 | 434

AVESW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 41l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A2I/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | ARIANEC 151/ha | ARIANE C 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 11159 159 | 159 | 16,1 16,1 16,1 16,3 16,3 16,3 16,2 16,2 16,2 16,1 16,1 16,1 16,1 16,1 | 16,1 | 16,4 16,4 | 16,4
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 46,9 46,9 | 46,9 | 47,1 47,1 47,1 47,1 47,1 47,1 47,6 476 | 47,6 47,7 47,7 47,7 47,8 478 | 478 | 47,4 474 | 47,4
TKW g 11428 428 | 42,8 | 421 421 | 421 42,7 42,7 | 4277 42,6 426 | 426 | 428 42,8 | 428 | 423 423 | 423 | 42,2 42,2 | 42,2
GERMIN % 11818 81,8 | 818 | 775 775 | 7715 81,0 81,0 | 81,0 78,3 783 | 783 80,5 80,5 | 80,5 | 808 80,8 | 80,8 | 82,5 82,5 | 825

Table 3.4-24(a) : Comparison of yield and quality overview winter cereals, separated by crops, South East EPPO zone.

HORVW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 l/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC41l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A21/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | AG-FF2-102.5 SE AG-FF2-102.5 SE
1,51/ha 3l/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 11115 115 | 115 | 11,2 11,2 11,2 111 11,1 111 11,3 11,3 | 11,3 11,0 11,0 | 11,0 11,2 11,2 | 11,2 | 11,3 11,3 | 11,3
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 55,5 55,5 | 55,5 | 53,5 53,5 53,5 52,9 52,9 52,9 58,9 58,9 | 58,9 60,6 60,6 | 60,6 56,5 56,5 | 56,5 | 55,7 55,7 | 55,7
TKW g 1| 412 412 | 41,2 | 39,0 39,0 39,0 39,9 39,9 39,9 40,2 40,2 | 40,2 41,0 41,0 | 41,0 42,4 42,4 | 42,4 | 412 412 | 41,2
GERMIN % 1| 28,0 28,0 | 28,0 | 34,8 34,8 34,8 30,5 30,5 30,5 31,3 31,3 | 31,3 31,0 31,0 | 31,0 29,3 29,3 [ 29,3 | 32,0 32,0 | 32,0
PROCON % 11118 11,8 | 11,8 | 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 11,9 119 | 119 11,6 116 | 11,6 12,0 12,0 | 12,0 | 12,2 12,2 | 12,2
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Table 3.4-24(b): Comparison of yield and quality overview winter cereals, separated by crops, South East EPPO zone (cont.).

SECCW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 I/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | AG-FF2-102.5 SE AG-FF2-102.5 SE
1,51/ha 31/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min | Max | Mean Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 2| 121 8,1 16,2 | 12,6 9,4 15,9 12,0 7,7 16,4 13,1 9,8 16,4 13,0 9,0 16,9 79 79 79 9,3 9,3 9,3
HLW kg/1001 | 2 | 74,0 72,1 | 758 | 67,2 64,0 70,5 75,0 70,4 79,6 66,1 615 | 70,6 69,8 68,3 | 71,3 76,1 76,1 | 76,1 | 65,3 65,3 | 65,3
TKW g 21299 21,3 | 385 | 284 193 | 374 30,9 23,0 | 38,7 30,6 234 | 37,9 30,6 23,0 | 38,2 21,1 21,1 | 21,1 | 20,6 20,6 | 20,6
GERMIN % 21719 59,5 | 84,3 | 72,2 58,3 | 86,0 72,2 60,5 | 83,8 73,8 62,0 | 855 76,9 68,5 | 85,3 63,3 63,3 | 63,3 | 63,8 63,8 | 63,8
PROCON % 2| 119 11,7 | 12,0 | 12,0 11,7 12,3 12,1 12,0 12,3 12,0 115 | 124 11,9 116 | 121 12,0 12,0 | 12,0 | 121 121 | 12,1
TRZAW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 l/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A21/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | MUSTANG FORTE | MUSTANG FORTE
0,8 I’ha 1,6 I/ha
Rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON % 1] 142 142 | 142 | 14,2 14,2 14,2 14,2 14,2 14,2 14,2 142 | 14,2 14,2 14,2 | 14,2 14,2 142 | 142 | 14,2 14,2 | 14,2
HLW kg/1001 | 1 | 77,3 773 | 77,3 | 71,7 77,7 77,7 775 775 775 775 775 | 775 77,5 775 | 77,5 77,5 775 | 775 | 715 775 | 775
TKW g 1] 421 42,1 | 42,1 | 422 42,2 42,2 42,1 42,1 42,1 42,4 42,4 | 42,4 | 42,2 42,2 | 42,2 42,3 42,3 | 42,3 | 423 42,3 | 42,3
GERMIN % 1] 945 945 | 945 | 948 94,8 94,8 95,0 95,0 95,0 94,3 94,3 | 94,3 94,8 94,8 | 94,8 94,8 948 | 948 | 948 94,8 | 94,8
PROCON % 1] 123 12,3 | 12,3 | 12,2 12,2 12,2 12,3 12,3 12,3 12,2 12,2 | 12,2 12,3 123 | 12,3 12,3 123 | 12,3 | 124 124 | 12,4
SEDZEL mL 1] 388 388 | 388 | 375 375 375 38,5 38,5 38,5 38,3 38,3 | 383 38,0 38,0 | 38,0 38,0 38,0 | 380 | 375 375 | 375

Table 3.4-25 : Comparison of yield and quality overview winter cereals, separated by crops, North

East EPPO zone.

TRZAW
Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 I/ha | AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 1/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A21/ha | ADM.3304.H.1.A4l/ha | GOLD 450 EC 1,25 GOLD 450 EC 2,5 /ha
rating type | unit n | Mean | Min | Max | Mean Min Max Mean Min Max Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max | Mean | Min | Max
MOICON g 3] 139 13,7 | 143 | 139 13,4 14,5 13,7 13,5 13,8 14,0 13,7 14,3 13,8 13,4 14,3 13,4 129 | 138 | 14,1 13,8 | 14,6
HLW kg/1001 | 3 | 74,3 68,9 | 80,0 | 751 68,8 | 80,2 74,8 69,0 | 80,1 74,6 690 | 801 | 748 69,1 | 799 | 747 69,1 | 80,1 | 74,7 69,0 | 79,9
TKW g 3| 432 415 | 454 | 433 41,6 45,4 43,4 41,6 44,3 43,4 415 | 456 42,9 41,4 | 452 43,1 41,7 | 458 | 43,8 415 | 453
GERMIN | % 3| 843 638 | 984 | 859 66,5 | 99,0 86,4 68,8 | 984 88,2 738 | 988 | 856 66,8 | 985 | 871 70,8 | 99,1 | 835 60,8 | 98,8
PROCON % 2 | 137 12,4 | 150 | 134 11,8 15,0 13,8 12,6 15,0 13,8 12,6 15,0 13,9 12,8 15,0 14,3 13,4 | 151 | 134 11,7 | 150
SEDZEL mL 2 | 516 37,1 66,0 | 51,0 36,1 | 658 50,7 36,1 | 653 51,3 36,7 | 658 | 51,3 370 | 655 | 514 36,3 | 665 | 50,6 37,2 | 64,0




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A. Page 95 /191
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data Version: October 2023
zZRMS version

Table 3.4-26 : Comparison of yield and quality overview grassland, Maritime EPPO zone.

Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A SIMPLEX 2 I/ha SIMPLEX 4 I/ha
2l/ha 4 I/ha 2l/ha 4 1/ha

ratingtype | units | n | Mea | Min Max | Mea | Min Max | Mea Min Max | Mea Min Max | Mea | Min Max | Mea | Min Max | Mea | Min Max
n n n n n n n

MOICON % 2| 535 45,7 61,3 49,9 38,5 61,3 50,0 38,8 61,2 51,4 40,1 62,7 51,6 39,9 63,3 51,3 39,8 62,8 52,9 41,6 64,3

PROCON % 3159 4,0 72 6,0 47 7,2 55 39 6,3 57 49 6,7 6,3 51 7,2 57 44 6,4 57 51 6,5

WEIFRE ka/pl | 3| 17,7 9,9 25,1 18,5 10,8 26,2 18,0 9,9 25,7 18,9 10,6 27,6 17,8 10,5 24,9 18,4 9,9 27,2 18,4 9,4 27,3

ot

WEIFRE kg/ha | 1 | 8984, | 8984, | 8984, | 9806, | 9806, | 9806, | 9036, | 9036, | 9036, | 9595, | 9595, | 9595, | 9506, | 9506, | 9506, | 8963, | 8963, | 8963, | 8550, | 8550, | 8550,

1 1 1 8 8 8 4 4 4 5 5 5 8 8 8 6 6 6 0 0 0

WEIFRE t/ha 1] 151 151 151 153 15,3 15,3 15,4 15,4 15,4 15,5 15,5 15,5 151 151 151 15,2 15,2 15,2

15,4 15,4 15,4

WEIDRY kg/ha | 1| 4879, | 4879, | 4879, | 6027, | 6027, | 6027, | 5538, | 5538, | 5538, | 5761, | 5761, | 5761, | 5701, | 5701, | 5701, | 5387, | 5387, | 5387,
2 2 2 5 5 5 3 3 3 5 5 5 6 6 6 5 5 5

4984, | 4984, | 4984,
5 5 5

WEIDRY ka/pl 1197 9,7 9,7 10,1 10,1 10,1 9,9 9,9 9,9 10,3 10,3 10,3 9,1 9,1 9,1 10,1 10,1 10,1
ot

9,7 9,7 9,7

WEIDRY t/ha 1|51 51 51 49 49 49 51 51 51 52 52 52 4.8 4.8 4.8 4,7 4,7 4,7

5,0 5,0 5,0

DRY % 3] 413 30,9 54,3 43,6 30,4 61,6 44,3 32,8 61,2 43,1 32,0 59,9 42,7 31,3 60,1 43,3 32,6 60,2 42,3 32,8 58,5
MATTER

DIGEST % 2| 43,6 10,0 77,1 36,9 10,0 63,7 43,6 10,3 76,9 42,4 9,9 74,8 39,2 9,7 68,7 43,7 9,6 77,8 37,7 9,1 66,4
ASHCON % 3159 2,4 8,2 59 2,5 8,9 57 2,5 9,3 6,1 2,2 9,3 5,6 2,4 8,3 54 2,4 8,3 58 2,2 9,7
CONFAT % 3113 08 18 15 1,2 16 11 0,5 15 15 11 1,7 17 12 2,3 11 0,4 1,6 11 0,6 1,7
CONCRU % 3] 276 9,4 37,7 28,0 9,6 38,9 29,4 9,6 40,0 27,4 9,4 37,4 27,5 9,0 37,9 29,2 9,0 39,4 28,9 8,8 39,2
SUGCON % 272 6,2 8,3 49 3,8 6,0 6,5 59 7,2 6,2 6,2 6,3 39 2,5 52 6,2 57 6,8 6,7 6,0 75
NDF % 1] 186 18,6 18,6 18,9 18,9 18,9 19,1 19,1 19,1 18,4 18,4 18,4 18,1 18,1 18,1 17,9 17,9 17,9 17,2 17,2 17,2
EFOS % 11103 10,3 10,3 10,5 10,5 10,5 10,5 10,5 10,5 10,4 10,4 10,4 9,9 9,9 9,9 9,9 9,9 9,9 9,6 9,6 9,6
CONPRN g 1]58 2,6 9,2 55 2,6 9,2 55 2,6 8,9 5,6 2,5 9,3 5,6 25 9,4 55 25 9,1 53 24 9,1
CONPRN % 2|26 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,6 2,5 2,5 25 25 25 2,5 25 25 25 2,4 24 2,4
CONNEL MJk | 3] 3.2 18 45 31 19 44 3,2 2,0 43 3,2 2,0 45 3,2 19 4,5 3,2 2,0 44 3,2 2,0 43
CONNEG lg\/IJ/k 1]31 31 31 31 31 31 3,4 34 3,4 33 33 33 3,2 3,2 3,2 3,4 3,4 34 34 34 34
CONFRU gA) 117 1,7 1,7 1,6 1,6 16 1,7 17 1,7 1,6 16 1,6 13 1,3 13 12 12 1.2 15 15 15
CONPRE g 11573 57,3 57,3 56,3 56,3 56,3 56,3 56,3 56,3 54,0 54,0 54,0 53,5 53,5 53,5 55,0 55,0 55,0 52,3 52,3 52,3
METEN- MJk | 1]78 78 78 7.8 78 78 7,6 7,6 7,6 79 79 79 79 79 79 7,7 7,7 7,7 7,6 7,6 7,6

ERG g
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Table 3.4-27 : Comparison of yield and quality overview grassland, North East EPPO zone.

Treatment UNCK AG-CDF1-480 EC AG-CDF1-480 EC ADM.3304.H.1.A ADM.3304.H.1.A STARANE 333 H L STARANE 333 H L
2 1/ha 4 I/ha 21/ha 4 1/ha 0,54 I/ha 1,08 I/ha

rating type | Unit n | Mean | Min Max | Mean | Min Max | Mean | Min Max | Mean | Min Max | Mean | Min Max | Mean | Min Max | Mean | Min Max
MOICON | % 2| 197 186 | 208 | 19,9 186 | 21,1 | 205 196 | 21,4 | 187 17,7 |1 19,7 | 19,9 182 | 216 | 193 185 | 20,1 | 187 17,1 | 20,2
HLW kg/1001 | 2 | 126,6 | 120,9 | 132,2 | 129,2 | 129,2 | 129,2 | 1305 | 130,5 | 130,5 | 126,0 | 126,0 | 126,0 | 127,2 | 127,2 | 127,2 | 126,6 | 126,6 | 126,6 | 1252 | 1252 | 12572
TKW g 2133 31 3,5 33 31 3,5 33 31 3,5 3,3 31 35 3,3 31 35 3,3 3,1 35 3,3 31 3,6
GERMIN % 11750 75,0 75,0 77,0 77,0 77,0 76,0 76,0 76,0 75,0 75,0 75,0 75,0 75,0 75,0 76,0 76,0 76,0 77,0 77,0 77,0
WEIFRE kg/plot 2|34 2,6 4.3 3,2 25 3,8 31 2,2 4,0 34 25 4.2 3,5 2,8 4.2 34 2,8 41 2,9 2,4 3.3
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zZRMS comments on yield quality

Differences of statistical significance were found in 3 spring cereals trials and in 2 winter cereals trials. The traits
concerned are hectoliter weight and moisture content of grain. In a single trial out of five carried out in grassland
most quality parameters varied significantly between all the 9 treatments of that trial.

The remaining 21 cereal trials and 4 grassland trials demonstrate quality parameters being consistent between the
experimental treatments.

3.4.4 Effects on transformation processes (KCP 6.4.4)

Please refer to core assessment dossier

zZRMS comments:
The non-submission of any specific trials for this part was accepted by zRMS. For details see the ZRMS comment in
the core dossier.

3.45 Impact on treated plants or plant products to be used for propagation (KCP
6.4.5)

As presented in Tables 3.4-20 — 3.4-22 for spring cereals, Tables 3.4-23 — 3.4-25 for winter

cereals and Tables 3.4-26 — 3.4-27 for grassland, a number of germination tests were performed:

for spring cereals a total of ** 10 trials: # 3 in Maritime EPPO zone, - 4 in South East EPPO zone and 3
in North East EPPO zone, for winter cereals a total of © 11 trials: 2 4 in Maritime EPPO zone, 4 in South
East EPPO zone and 3 in North East EPPO zone, and for grassland trials /LOLPE seed production planta-
tions form Lithuania 1 germination test.

In none of the trials significant differences between treatments were found. Both formulations AG-CDF1-
480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at both dose rates: 1N and 2N did not have negative influence on
germination of seeds.

ZRMS comments on the effect on propagative material:

In the bridging (present) dossier, in two trials in spring barley (HU19HSHORVS110A and PL20HSHORVS022A,
Table 3.4-21(a) and 3.4-22(a) ) respectively, the germination of barley was low or very low. As any other trial re-
ports, these two also focus on the absence of significant variation between the experimental treatments. However, no
info can be found in them, which would explain the overall low germination. The same is true for a single winter
barley trial (HU19HSHORVW110A, Table 3.2-24(a). No such issues had been observed in the core data set, where
altogether 27 trials tested seeds for germination from spring cereals, and 33 trials — from winter cereals.

For grassland, only one LT trial tested seed germination of LOLPE in the NE EPPO zone, showing no difference
between the old and the amended formulation, with the background of the overall higher germination rate compared
to another trial with the same grass species, included in the core data set. Taken both dossiers, the germination in
grassland was therefore tested in 4 grass species, with 3 trials in the core using only old formulation, and just 1 trial
in the bridging dossier.

Summary and conclusion

As required for herbicides a number of GEP trials with the purpose of demonstration of selectivity of both
formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A applied at 1N and 2N dose rates in spring cereals
as well as in winter cereals and grassland were presented.

Selectivity trials were set up on weed-free locations and were assessed for symptoms of phytotoxicity and
were harvested and analysed for basic quality parameters.

Regarding selectivity trials in spring cereals, phytotoxic effects were noted on = 4 trials: AVESA and
HORVS in SE EPPO zone and TRZAS in Maritime EPPO zone. Observed symptoms like growth reduc-
tion/depression and leaves’ deformation were slight to medium. Phytotoxicity symptoms were found on
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4 selectivity trials in winter cereals: HORVW and SECCW in South East EPPO zone and TRZAW in
Maritime EPPO zone. Symptoms like slight growth reduction/depression and chlorosis/bleaching noted
on majority of treatments including reference products.

In 1 spring wheat trial and 1 winter barley from Maritime EPPO zone statistically significant differences
in yield quantity were measured. There is no relation between phytotoxicity and yield reduction, as no
phytotoxicity effects were observed on any of these trials. No phytotoxic effects observed on trials con-
ducted in NE EPPO zone, neither efficacy nor selectivity, and also no significant differences in yield
guantity and quality parameters were measured.

In efficacy trials (spring and winter cereals), mild phytotoxic effects were noted but generally, phytotoxic
effects were relatively rare, not exceeding significant level, symptoms and frequency so comparable for
both tested formulations. At the requested application rate of 2 I/ha, both formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC
and ADM.3304.H.1.A proved to be safe to the crop, also in selectivity trials (spring and winter cereals)
mild to medium (1 trial) phytotoxic symptoms were recorded but with no influence on yield quantity and
guality. In grassland efficacy trials conducted in Maritime EPPO climate zone 2! none of the assessments
proved o negative impact on the crops following the treatment with the test product at target ap-
plication rate.

In selectivity trials carried out on grassland in Maritime EPPO zone and in North East EPPO zone no
phytotoxicity symptoms have been observed and any significant difference measured in yield and its pa-
rameters. There were no significant differences in phytotoxicity level and influence on yield and its pa-
rameters between both tested formulations AG-CDF1-480 EC and ADM.3304.H.1.A.

ZRMS overall comments on selectivity:

In the core dossier, crop safety have been addressed in a total of 140 selectivity trials in winter (71) and spring cere-
als (50) and in grassland (19). In the present, bridging dossier, the efficacy equivalence has been demonstrated of the
ADM.3304.H.1.A formulation to its predecessor, AG-CDF1-480 EC, allowing for conclusions based, to some ex-
tent, on the joint data of the new and the older dossiers. In bridging, the crop safety issues have been addressed in
31 selectivity trials, including 13 - in spring cereals, 13 - in winter cereals and 5 - in grassland.

Phytotoxic effects were observed in 14 trials, out of 76 overall submitted in the present dossier. Most of the time the
symptoms were transient and <10% in intensity, although in three cases the symptoms exceeding 10% or even 15%
in intensity were maintained until the last assessment. The incidence of symptoms was, most of the time, “shared”
evenly by the old and the new formulation. Compared to the core with its AG-CDF1-480 EC, there is an improve-
ment in the ADM.3304.H.1.A: the frequency of the transient, of <56% intensity symptoms is considerably lower in
the new formulation. No apparent relationship has been established between phytotoxicity symptoms and the yield
of cereals, both spring and winter5, neither in old nor in the new formulation. The zZRMS suggests nevertheless issu-
ing a label warning to the following or similar meaning: “ADM.3304.H.1.A may cause phytotoxicity symptoms in
cereal crops, like chloroses, growth stunting or delay, or leaf distortion. These symptoms are in most cases transient
and do not affect yield quantity or quality.”

Contrary to cereals, no phytotoxic symptoms were observed in none of the 7 grassland trials.

Effect on yield: Significant reduction in yield caused by ADM.3304.H.1.A compared to untreated check plots was
observed in two trials only, one in spring wheat and one in winter barley. In both sites the effect was brought about
by the 2N, and not 1N, dose rate of the test item or of the old formulation.

Effect on yield quality: Differences of statistical significance were found in 3 spring cereals trials and in 2 winter
cereals trials. The traits concerned are hectoliter weight and moisture content of grain. In a single trial, out of five
carried out in grassland, most quality parameters varied significantly between all the 9 treatments of that trial. The
remaining 21 cereal trials and 4 grassland trials demonstrate quality parameters being consistent between / unaffect-
ed by the experimental treatments.

The non-submission of any specific trials for the effect on transformation process was accepted by zRMS in the
core dossier. For details see the zZRMS comment in the core. This standpoint of zZRMS is maintained with reference
to ADM.3304.H1.A.

Effect on the propagative material: In the present dossier, in two trials in spring barley the germination of barley
was low or very low. In the remaining cereal trials the germination of the seeds from the plots treated with the test
item was normal overall, and unaffected by any of the experimental treatments including test item and its predeces-
sor. No issues with overall lower germination of cereals had been observed in the core data set either. It is concluded
that no detrimental effect on germination should be expected following protection of cereals with the target dose rate
2.0L/ha of the test item ADM.3304.H.1.A. The same is concluded for grasses for seed production, even though
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within the bridging dataset ADM.3304.H.1.A was used in only one trial testing for germination. It has been assumed
that, in addition to that single trial using ADM.3304.H.1.A, the equivalence in efficacy provides indirect a support
for equivalence in selectivity.

35 Observations on other undesirable or unintended side-effects (KCP 6.5)

3.5.1 Impact on succeeding crops (KCP 6.5.1)

Please refer to core assessment dossier

ZRMS comments:

In the core dossier, phytotoxicity and exposure data have been generated, enabling TER calculation, while 3 field
trials have been used as confirmatory information, enabling conclusions on the succeeding and replacement crop
options. A label warning has been suggested. Details are available in the 3.5.1 chapter of the core Part B Section 3.

3.5.2 Impact on other plants including adjacent crops (KCP 6.5.2)

Please refer to core assessment dossier

ZRMS comments:

No data has been submitted, in the core Part B Section 3, to address the impact on adjacent crops within the Efficacy
section. Instead, the reference is made, by the applicant, to the dRR Section 6. To the opinion of zZRMS the risk of
spraying adjacent crops is apparently clear to professional users applying PGRs acting on broadleaved plants. How-
ever, depending on the results presented in the Section 6 of the present dossier, issuing respective label warning (by
the Section 6) may appear relevant.

Tank cleaning
Please refer to core assessment dossier

ZRMS comments:

A reasoned case based on calculation is provided in the core dossier, that has been accepted by zZRMS. As the con-
tent of any of the 3 active ingredients was not changed in ADM.3304.H1.A compared to AG-CDF1-480 EC, no
further tank cleaning studies are necessary.

3.5.3 Effects on beneficial and other non-target organisms (KCP 6.5.3)

Please refer to core assessment dossier.

ZRMS comments:

In the core Part B Section 3 the applicant states as follows: “In the trials performed in this document there were no
indications/observations of effects of beneficial or other non-target organisms. Detailed studies on the possible
adverse effects to beneficial organisms are submitted and summarized in Part B, Section 9 (Ecotoxicology).”

No observations of that sort have been made in any of the bridging trials either.

3.6 Other/special studies

No other studies are available.
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3.7 List of test facilities including the corresponding certificates
Table 3.7-1: List of test facilities
. Certificate
Test facility Address (Yes or No)

Hiebler Agricultural Service, Hiebler Pollau 21 YES

Agricultural Engineering Service 8311 Markt Hartmannsdorf
Austria

Unité Protection des Plantes et 11, rue du Bordia YES

Ecotoxicologie (CRA-W) Gembloux
Belgium

Czech University of Life Sciences Kamycka 129 YES
165 21 Prague 6 — Suchdol
Czech Republic

Zkusebni stanice Nechanice s.r.o Stolbova 319 YES
Nechanice
Czech Republic

BioChem agrar GmbH KupferstraBie 6 YES
D-04827 Machem OT Gerichshain
Germany

U.A.S. Umwelt- und Agrarstudien GmbH | IlmstraBe 6 YES
Jena
Germany

Trial-Tec GmbH Birkenhof 1; Hiinstetten-Gorsroth YES
Germany

Novénypathyka Kft. Dalia 10; Kaposvar/Somogy YES
Hungary

Proeftuin Zwaagdijk Tolweg 13; Zwaagdijk-Oost YES
Netherlands

BERBERIS s.r.o. Boliarov 54; Boliarov YES
Slovakia

OAT Ltd West Farm Barns, Launton Road YES
Stratton Audley, Oxon
United Kingdom

FERTICO Spzo.0. Fertico Sp. z 0.0. YES
Goliany 43
Poland

CPR Europe Kft 30 Torok Ignac street; YES
Szombathely
Hungary

ANADIAG SAS Oddziat w Polsce Morakéw 51; Gora Sw. Malgorzaty YES
Poland

Hetterich Fieldwork GbR Bamberger Str. 50; Schwarzach YES
Germany

Agreco Sp z o.0. Gaé 64A; woj. Dolnoslaskie YES
Poland

ZKUSEBNI STANICE Trutnov s.r.o. Volanovska 409; Trutnov YES
Czech Republic

Agrartest GmbH Palmbachst. 37 YES
D-65326 Aarbergen-Panrod
Germany

Cultus Agro Research BV Zandterweg 5; YES

Lottum
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Test facility

Address

Certificate
(Yes or No)

Netherlands

Zemservis zk. st. Domaninek s.r.o K Zamecku 1231; Bystrice nad Pernstejnem YES
Czech Republic

Lithuanian Institute of Agriculture Valinava YES
Akademija, Kedainiai distr.
Kauno Apskritis

LT-58372 /Lithuania
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Appendix 1 Lists of data considered in support of the evaluation

List of data submitted by the applicant and relied on

Title

Company Report No.

Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status

Published or not

Vertebrate
study

Y/N

Owner

KCP 6.2 Adolf Hiebler 2019 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity(spring cereal)of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support , Austria 2019

Code: ATI9HENNNGS114A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Adolf Hiebler 2019 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity(spring cereal)of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support , Austria 2019

Code: AT1I9HENNNGS114B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Ir F.Henriet 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring barley (HORVS), of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and
florasulam formulations, as bridging support, Belgium 2019.

ADV2019-11-REPORT

Trial code BEI9HEHORVS023A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Ir F.Henriet 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring wheat (TRZAW), of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and flo-
rasulam formulations, as bridging support, Belgium 2019.

ADV2019-12-REPORT

Trial code BE19HETRZAS023B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Michaela Kolarova 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring cereals, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2019

Trial code: CZ19HEHORVS114B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Petr Hornik 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring cereals, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2019

Trial code: CZ19HEHORVS114C

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Michaela Kolarova 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in winter cereals, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam

ADAMA
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Title

Company Report No.

Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status

Published or not

Vertebrate
study

Y/N

Owner

formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2019
Trial code: CZ19HETRZAW114A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Michaela Kolarova 2020 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in AVESA, of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HEAVESA114D

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Michaela Kolarova 2020 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in HORVS, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HEHORVS114C

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Petr Hornik 2020 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in HORVW, of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HEHORVW113A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Jiri Hruska 2020 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in SECCW, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Czech Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HESECCW114A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Petr Hornik 2020 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations, as
bridging support, Czech Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HETTLWI114B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4 Michaela Kolarova 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4D, clopyralid and fluroxypyr formulations in AVESA
as bridging support, Czech Republic, 2020.

Trial code: CZ20HSAVESA116B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4 Michaela Kolarova 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4D, clopyralid and fluroxypyr formulations in AVESA
as bridging support, Czech Republic, 2020.

Trial code: CZ20HSAVESA117C

GEP/not published

ADAMA
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Title
Company Report No. Vertebrate

Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company) study Owner
GLP or GEP status YIN

Published or not

KCP 6.4 Michaela Kolarova 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4D, clopyralid and fluroxypyr formulations in HORVS N ADAMA
as bridging support, Czech Republic, 2020
Trial code: CZ20HSHORVS117B
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Michaela Kolarova 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4D, clopyralid and fluroxypyr formulations in HORVW N ADAMA
as bridging support, Czech Republic, 2020
Trial code: CZ20HSHORVW116A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Vojtech Heger 2020 | Selectivity in grassland, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations, as bridging support, Czech N ADAMA
Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HSNNNFW118A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Michaela Kolarova 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in SECCW, as bridging support, Czech N ADAMA
Republic 2020

Trial code: CZ20HSSECCW117A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Johannes Rohr 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in TRZAS, of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2019
Trial code: DE19HENNNGS114A

GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Johannes Rohr 2019 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in HORVS, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formula- |N ADAMA
tions, as bridging support, Germany 2019
Trial code: DEI9HENNNGS114B
GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Udo Zickart 2019 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in oats, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations, |N ADAMA
as bridging support, Germany 2019
Trial code: DEI9HENNNGS114C
GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Udo Zickart 2019 |Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring barley, of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2019
Trial code: DE19HENNNGS114D

GEP/not published
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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

Vertebrate
study

Y/N

Owner

KCP 6.2

Udo Zickart

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring wheat, of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam for-

mulations, as bridging support, Germany 2019
Trial code: DE19HENNNGS114E
GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Bastian Lorenz

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring barley of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2019

Trial code: DEI9HENNNGS114F

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Jorg Perner

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring barley of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HEHORVS114B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Johannes Rohr

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in spring barley of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HEHORVS114C

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Viktoria Magyorovari

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in grassland of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HENNNFW115A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Viktoria
Magyorovari

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in grassland of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HENNNFW115B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Jorg Perner

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and winter triticale selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HETTLWI113A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Johannes Rohr

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and winter triticale selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HETTLWI113B

GEP/not published

ADAMA
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Title
Company Report No. Vertebrate
Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company) study Owner
GLP or GEP status YIN
Published or not

KCP 6.4 Udo Zickart 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter barley , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSHORVW116A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Kristin Lamers 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter barley , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020
Trial code: DE20HSHORVW117B GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Kristin Lamers 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in grassland , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSNNNFW118A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Udo Zickart 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in grassland , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSNNNFW118B
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Andreas Hetterich 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations in spring rye , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSSECCS117C
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Andreas Hetterich 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations in spring wheat , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSTRZAS116B
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Udo Zickart 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in spring wheat , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSTRZAS116C
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Andreas Hetterich 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter wheat , as bridging support, N ADAMA
Germany 2020

Trial code: DE20HSTRZAW117A
GEP/not published
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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

Vertebrate
study

Y/N

Owner

KCP 6.2

Hoffmanne Pathy
Zsuzsanna

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and spring barley selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Hungary 2019

Trial code: HUI9HEHORVS110A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Hoffmanne Pathy
Zsuzsanna

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and winter wheat selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Hungary 2019

Trial code: HUI9HETRZAW110A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Hoffmanne Pathy
Zsuzsanna

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and spring oat selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Hungary 2019

Trial code: HU1I9HEAVESA110A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4

Hoffmanne Pathy
Zsuzsanna

2019

selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations in spring barley, as bridging support,
Hungary 2019

Trial code: HUI9HSHORVS110A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4

Hoffmanne Pathy
Zsuzsanna

2019

selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter barley, as bridging support,
Hungary 2019

Trial code: HUI9HSHORVW110A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4

Hoffmanne Pathy
Zsuzsanna

2019

selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter rye, as bridging support, Hungary
2019

Trial code: HUI9HSSECCW110A

GEP/not published

N

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Tibor Barasits

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and winter barley selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Hungary 2020

Trial code: HU20HEHORVW101A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Roland Nagy

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control and winter rye selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Hungary 2020

Trial code: HU20HESECCW101A

GEP/not published

ADAMA
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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

Vertebrate
study

Y/N

Owner

KCP 6.4

Istvan Mako

2020

selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in oats, as bridging support, Hungary 2020
Trial code: HU20HSAVESA101A
GEP/not published

N

ADAMA

KCP 6.4

Roland Nagy

2020

selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter rye, as bridging support, Hungary
2020

Trial code: HU20HSSECCW101A

GEP/not published

N

ADAMA

KCP 6.4

Lina Sarunaite

2020

Selectivity testing for bridging from AG-CGF1-480 EC to ADM.3304 H.1.A. in grass for seeds in Lithuania
2020.

Trial code: LT20HSYGRAS405A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4

Lina Sarunaite

2020

Selectivity testing for bridging from AG-CGF1-480 EC to ADM.3304 H.1.A in grass for seeds in Lithuania 2020.
Trial code: LT20HSYGRAS405B
GEP/not published

N

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

H.de Vries

2019

Efficacy of AG-CGF1-480 EC and ADM.3304 H.1.A in spring barley 2019
Trial code: NL1I9HEHORVS022B
GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

E.J.M. Kohrman

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in
grassland as bridging support, The Netherlands 2019

Trial code: NLI9HENNNFWO021A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

E.J.M. Kohrman

2019

Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in
grassland as bridging support, The Netherlands 2019

Trial code: NLI9HENNNFWO021B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

H.de Vries

2019

Efficacy of AG-CGF1-480 EC and ADM.3304 H.1.A in spring wheat, 2019
Trial code: NL19HETRZAS024B
GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2

Jacek Jatczak

2020

Dicotyledonous weed control in spring barley different 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam formulations, as
bridging support, Poland 2020
Trial code: PL2OHEHORVS020A

ADAMA
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Title
Company Report No. Vertebrate

Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company) study Owner
GLP or GEP status YIN

Published or not

GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Adam Szemndera 2020 | Efficacy of ADM.3304 H.1.A in control f weeds in spring wheat , Poland 2020 N ADAMA
PL20HETRZAS019A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Adam Szemndera 2020 |Efficacy of ADM.3304 H.1.A in control f weeds in winter wheat , Poland 2020 N ADAMA
PL20HETRZAWO017A

KCP 6.2 Adam Szemndera 2020 | Efficacy of ADM.3304 H.1.A in control f weeds in winter wheat , Poland 2020 N ADAMA
PL20HETRZAWO017B
GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in winter wheat different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, Poland 2020
Trial code: PL2OHETRZAWO018A

GEP/not published

KCP 6.2 Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity in winter wheat different of 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, Poland 2020
Trial code: PL2OHETRZAWO018B

GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Adam Szemndera 2020 | Selectivity of ADM.3304 H.1.A applied in control of weeds in oats , Poland 2020 N ADAMA
PL20HSAVESAQ023A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Jacek Jatczak 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in spring barley as bridging support, N ADAMA
Poland 2020

Trial code: PL20HSHORVS022A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Adam Szemndera 2020 | Selectivity of ADM.3304 H.1.A applied in control of weeds in spring wheat , Poland 2020 N ADAMA
PL20HSTRZAS025A
GEP/not published

KCP 6.4 Adam Szemndera 2020 | Selectivity of ADM.3304 H.1.A applied in control of weeds in winter wheat , Poland 2020 N ADAMA
PL20HSTRZAWO021A

GEP/not published
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Title

Company Report No.

Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status

Published or not

Vertebrate
study

Y/N

Owner

KCP 6.4 Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in winer wheat as bridging support,
Poland 2020

PL20HSTRZAWO021B

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4 Jacek Jatczak 2020 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in winter wheat as bridging support,
Poland 2020

Trial code: PL2OHSTRZAWO024A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4 Dusan Joziefiak 2019 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in spring wheat as bridging support,
Slovakia 2019

Trial code: SKI9HSTRZAS113A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.4 Dusan Joziefiak 2019 | Selectivity of different 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations, in winter wheat as bridging support,
Slovakia 2019

Trial code: SK19HSTRZAW113A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Dusan Joziefiak 2020 |Dicotyledonous weed control and (HORVS) selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Slovakia 2020

Trial code: SK20HEHORVS113A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Dusan Joziefiak 2020 |Dicotyledonous weed control and (TRZAW) selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, Slovakia 2020

Trial code: SK20HETRZAW114A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Chris Kay 2019 | Spring cereals - Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, UK 2019

Trial kode: UK19HEYCERS418A

GEP/not published

ADAMA

KCP 6.2 Chris Kay 2019 | Spring cereals - Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different of 2,4 D , clopyralid and florasulam
formulations, as bridging support, UK 2019

Trial kode: UK19HEYCERS418B

GEP/not published

ADAMA
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Title
Company Report No. Vertebrate
Data point Author(s) Year |Source (where different from company) study Owner
GLP or GEP status Y/N
Published or not
KCP 6.2 Chris Kay 2019 | Spring cereals - Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, UK 2019
Trial kode: UK19HEYCERS418C
GEP/not published
KCP 6.2 Chris Kay 2019 | Spring cereals - Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, UK 2019
Trial kode: UK19HEYCERS418D
GEP/not published
KCP 6.2 Chris Kay 2019 |Winter cereals - Dicotyledonous weed control and selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam N ADAMA
formulations, as bridging support, UK 2019
Trial kode: UK19HEYCERW417A
GEP/not published
KCP 6.4 Chris Kay 2020 |selectivity of different of 2,4 D, clopyralid and florasulam formulations in winter oats, as bridging support, UK | N ADAMA
2020
Trial kode: UK20HSAVESWA404A
GEP/not published
Trial details, efficacy and selectivity
trial code / pdf file trial | MS | EPPO | EPPO Unit trial location crop variety sowing plot water soil A, B, A date B date Assessment
name yr guidelines period size volume BBCH | BBCH type
m2 L/ha
ATI19HENNNGS114A 2019 AT MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Hiebler Agricultural Ottendorf HORVS Salome 05/03/2019 15,00 300 loamy 23-29 30-33 02/05/2019 17/05/2019 EFFI
1/225(2), PP Service, Hiebler sand
1/135(4), PP Agricultural
1/152(4), PP Engineering
1/181(4) Service,
AT19HENNNGS114B 2019 AT MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Hiebler Agricultural Pollau HORVS CALCULE 05/03/2019 15,00 300 loamy 23-29 30-32 02/05/2019 17/05/2019 EFFI
1/225(2), PP Engineering Service sand
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)
BE19HEHORVS023A 2019 BE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Bellefontaine HORVS ODYSSEY 21/03/2019 16,00 200 silt 25-29 39 23/05/2019 07/06/2019 EFFI
1/225(2), PP Unité Protection des loam
1/135(4), PP Plantes et Ecotoxi-
1/152(4), PP cologie,
1/181(4)
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CZ19HEHORVS114B 2019 Cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of
1/225(2), PP Life Sciences
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Prague Suchdol

HORVS

Olympic

21/03/2019

12,00

300

loam

24-26

29-32

06/05/2019

17/05/2019

EFFI

CZ19HEHORVS114C 2019 cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP ZKkusebni stanice
1/225(2), PP Nechanice s.r.o
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Nechanice

HORVS

Sebastian

31/03/2019

24,30

200

brown
soil

25-29

33-37

21/05/2019

31/05/2019

EFFI

CZ20HEHORVS114C 2020 Cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of
1/225(2), PP Life Sciences,
1/135(4), PP Experimental
1/152(4), PP station CULS
1/181(4)

Prague Suchdo

HORVS

Olympic

19/03/2020

12,40

300

clay
loam

32-34

13/05/2020

EFFI

DEI9HENNNGS114D | 2019 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP BioChem agrar
1/225(1), PP GmbH;
1/135(3), PP
1/152(3), PP
1/181(3)

Buschmiihlen

HORVS

Planet

30/03/2019

25,00

300

loamy
sand

25-28

34-35

14/05/2019

29/05/2019

EFFI

DE19HENNNGS114F 2019 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP BioChem agrar
1/225(1), PP GmbH
1/135(3), PP
1/152(3), PP
1/181(3)

Weeze

HORVS

RGT Planet

07/04/2019

13,50

300

loamy
sand

25

37-39

11/06/2019

24/06/2019

EFFI

DE20HEHORVS114B 2020 DE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP U.A.S. Umwelt-
1/225(2), PP und Agrarstudien
1/135(4), PP GmbH

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Neumark

HORVS

Marthe

19/03/2020

21,00

300

silty
clay
loam

37-39

27/05/2020

EFFI

DE20HEHORVS114C 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Trial-Tec GmbH
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Steckenroth

HORVS

Quench

28/03/2020

15,00

200

silty
sand

23-25

13/05/2020

EFFI

HUIOHEHORVSII0A | 2019 | HU | SE PP 1/225(1), PP | Novénypathyka Kft.
1/135(3), PP
1/152(3), PP
1/181(3)

Kaposfiired

HORVS

Xanadu

26/03/2019

24,00

252

loam

24-31

30-32

19/05/2019

26/05/2019

EFFI

NLI9HEHORVS022B 2019 | NL | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Proeftuin Zwaagdijk
1/225(1), PP
1/135(3), PP
1/152(3), PP
1/181(3)

Wijster

HORVS

Planet

06/04/2019

15,00

300

sandy
clay

27-30

35-38

15/05/2019

BBCH 35-
38

EFFI

SK20HEHORVS113A 2020 | SK | SE PP 1/93(3), PP BERBERIS s.1.0.
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

BOLIAROV

HORVS

LAUDIS

28/03/2020

25,00

300

loamy
clay

24-25

16/05/2020

EFFI

UKIOHEYCERS418A | 2019 | UK | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Oxford Agricultural
1/225(2), PP Trials Ltd

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Auchenblae

HORVS

Sienna

24/04/2019

12,00

200

clay
loam

25

33

24/05/2019

18/06/2019

EFFI
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UKI19HEYCERS418C 2019 | UK | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Oxford Agricultural
1/225(2), PP Trials Ltd

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Sawdon

HORVS

RGT Planet

12/03/2019

15,00

150

clay
loam

24

32

02/05/2019

24/05/2019

EFFI

UKI19HEYCERS418D 2019 | UK | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Oxford Agricultural
1/225(2), PP Trials Ltd

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Haltham

HORVS

Asteroid

08/04/2019

15,00

200

loamy
sand

29

37-39

19/05/2019

04/06/2019

EFFI

PL20HETRZASO19A 2020 | PL | NE PP 1/93(3), PP FERTICO Spz 0.0.
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Gostyn

TRZAS

Tybalt

16/03/2020

21,00

200

loamy
sand

30-32

27/05/2020

EFFI

BE19HETRZAS023B 2019 BE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP
1/225(2), PP Unité Protection des
1/135(4), PP Plantes et Ecotoxi-
1/152(4), PP cologie (CRA-W),
1/181(4)

Houdremont

TRZAS

QUINTUS

24/03/2019

16,00

200

silt
loam

29-30

39

22/05/2019

07/06/2019

EFFI

DEIOHENNNGSIT4A | 2019 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Trial-Tec GmbH
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Oberlauken

TRZAS

Quintus

04/04/2019

15,00

200

sandy
silt
loam

23-26

36-39

15/05/2019

08/06/2019

EFFI

DE19HENNNGS114E 2019 DE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP BioChem agrar
1/225(2), PP GmbH; Gerichshain
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Trossin

TRZAS

Licamero

01/04/2019

27,50

300

loamy
sand

23-24

29-30

07/05/2019

21/05/2019

EFFI

NL19HETRZAS024B 2019 NL MAR PP 1/93(3), PP
1/225(2), PP Proeftuin Zwaagdijk
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Wieringerwerf

TRZAS

Tybalt

27/03/2019

15,00

300

clay

27-30

30-33

04/06/2019

14/06/2019

EFFI

UK19HEYCERS418B 2019 | UK | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP OAT Ltd
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Barnby Dun

TRZAS

Mulika

31/03/2019

18,00

200

sandy
loam

21-23

33-39

29/04/2019

05/06/2019

EFFI

CZ20HEAVESA114D 2020 Ccz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of
1/225(2), PP Life Sciences
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Prague Suchdol

AVESA

Korok

19/03/2020

12,40

300

clay
loam

31-34

13/05/2020

EFFI

DE19HENNNGS114C 2019 DE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP BioChem agrar
1/225(1), PP GmbH; Gerichshain
1/135(3), PP
1/152(3), PP
1/181(3)

Motterwitz

AVESA

Ozon

07/03/2019

15,00

300

sandy
loam

22-23

30-31

30/04/2019

21/05/2019

EFFI

CZ20HSAVESA116B 2020 cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of
1/135(4), PP Life Sciences
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)

Prague Suchdol

AVESA

Korok

19/03/2020

12,40

300

loam

23-26

06/05/2020

SEL




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A. Page 114 /191
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data Version: October 2023
ZRMS version

trial code / pdf file trial | MS | EPPO | EPPO Unit trial location crop variety sowing plot water soil A, B, A date B date Assessment
name yr guidelines period size volume BBCH | BBCH type
m2 L/ha
CZ20HSAVESA117C 2020 | cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of | Prague Suchdol AVESA Korok 19/03/2020 | 12,40 | 300 loam 31-34 13/05/2020 SEL
1/135(4), PP Life Sciences

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP

1/225(2)
HU20HSAVESA101A 2020 HU SE PP 1/93(3), PP CPR Europe Kft Maké AVESA GK Kormoran 15/03/2020 | 21,00 | 300 clay 31-33 11/05/2020 SEL
1/135(4), PP loam

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP

1/225(2)
PL20HSAVESAO023A 2020 PL NE PP 1/93(3), PP Fertico Sp. z 0.0. Wszemborz AVESA Bingo 28/03/2020 21,00 200 sandy 28-30 08/05/2020 SEL
1/135(4), PP clay
1/152(4), PP loam
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)
HU19HSAVESA110A 2019 HU SE PP 1/93(3), PP Novénypathyka Kft. | Répaspuszta AVESA Poseidon 03/03/2019 | 30,00 | 243 loam 31-36 18/05/2019 SEL

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP

1/225(2)

UK20HSAVESW404A 2020 UK MAR PP 1/135(4), PP Oxford Agricultural Thornbury AVESW Gerald 07/10/2019 | 24,00 | 200 clay 30-31 08/05/2020 SEL
1/152(4), PP Trials Ltd loam
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)

CZ20HSHORVS117B 2020 Cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of Prague Suchdol HORVS Olympic 19/03/2020 12,40 300 loam 32-34 13/05/2020 SEL
1/135(4), PP Life Sciences

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)

HUIOHSHORVSII0A | 2019 | HU | SE PP 1/93(3), PP Novénypathyka Kft. | Kaposfired HORVS | Xanadu 26/03/2019 | 24,00 | 252 Toam 24-31 19/05/2019 SEL
1/135(3), PP
1/152(3), PP

1/181(3)
PL20HSHORVS022A 2020 PL NE PP 1/93(3), PP ANADIAG SAS Teresin HORVS Conchita 08/04/2020 28,00 | 300 SL 28-30 28/05/2020 SEL
1/135(4), PP Oddziat w Polsce

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)

DE20HSTRZAS116B 2020 DE MAR Hetterich Fieldwork | Wittighausen- TRZAS Sharki 23/03/2020 | 13,50 | 300 loam 21 22/05/2020 SEL
PP 1/93(3), PP GhR Poppenhausen
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)

DE20HSTRZAS116C DE | MAR BioChem agrar Motterwitz TRZAS | Servus 23/03/2020 | 25,00 | 250 silt 26-29 05/05/2020 SEL
PP 1/93(3), PP GmbH loam
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)

PL20HSTRZAS025A 2020 | PL NE Fertico Sp. z 0.0. Januszéwka TRZAS Quintus 17/03/2020 | 15,00 | 200 sandy | 30-32 11/02/2020 SEL
PP 1/93(3), PP clay
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/225(2)




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A. Page 115/191
Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data Version: October 2023
ZRMS version

trial code / pdf file trial | MS | EPPO | EPPO Unit trial location crop variety sowing plot water soil A, B, A date B date Assessment
name yr guidelines period size volume BBCH | BBCH type
m2 L/ha
SK19HSTRZAS113A 2019 | SK SE PP 1/93(3), PP BERBERIS s.r.0. Cizatice TRZDS IS DURA- 06/03/2019 | 25,00 | 300 loam 31-32 17/05/2019 SEL
1/135(3), PP GOLD
1/152(3), PP
1/181(3)
CZ19HETRZAW114A 2019 | Ccz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Czech University of | Prague Suchdol TRZAW | Fakir 27/09/2018 | 12,00 | 300 loamy | 25-29 29-31 02/04/2019 | 15/04/2019 | EFFI
1/225(2), PP Life Sciences sand

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
HU19HETRZAW110A 2019 HU SE PP 1/93(3), PP Novénypathyka Kft. Somogy TRZAW Genius 10/10/2018 30,00 | 243 sandy 29-30 37-51 07/04/2019 11/5/2019 EFFI
1/225(2), PP loam

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)

PL20HETRZAWOI7A | 2020 | PL | NE PP 1/93(3), PP FERTICO Spz0.0. | Dzikowo TRZAW | Ostroga 23/10/2019 | 21,00 | 200 sandy | 28-30 B 09/04/2020 | - EFFI
1/225(2), PP silt
1/135(4), PP loam
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

PL20HETRZAWO17B 2020 | PL | NE PP 1/93(3), PP FERTICOSpz0.0. | Jozefow TRZAW | Euforia 25/10/2019 | 15,00 | 200 sandy | 28-30 23/04/2020 EFFI
1/225(2), PP clay

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
PL20HETRZAWO018A 2020 PL NE PP 1/93(3), PP Agreco Sp z 0.0. Czernica TRZAW Patras 25/08/2019 21,60 | 250 loamy 30-31 08/04/2020 EFFI
1/225(2), PP sand

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
PL20HETRZAW018B 2020 PL NE PP 1/93(3), PP Agreco Sp z 0.0. Wierzbno TRZAW Poezja 01/10/2019 21,60 | 250 silt 30-31 08/04/2020 EFFI
1/225(2), PP loam

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
SK20HETRZAW114A 2020 | SK SE PP 1/93(3), PP BERBERIS s.r.0. BOLIAROV TRZAW | MS Arlis 26/10/2019 | 25,00 | 300 loamy 30-31 22/04/2020 EFFI
1/225(2), PP clay

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
UKI9HEYCERWA417A | 2019 | UK | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Oxford Agricultural | Tumby TRZAW | Claire 11/11/2018 | 15,00 | 200 sand 24 30-31 05/04/2019 | 30/04/2019 | EFFI
1/225(2), PP Trials Ltd

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
DE20HSSECCS117C 2020 DE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Hetterich Fieldwork | Wittighausen- SECCS Avrantes 23/03/2020 | 13,50 | 300 loam 30-31 03/06/2020 SEL
1/225(2), PP GbR Poppenhausen

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP

1/181(4)
CZ20HEHORVW113A 2020 | Cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP ZS Nechanice Nechanice HORVW | Sandra 23/09/2019 | 12,15 | 200 sandy 24-29 18/03/2020 EFFI
1/225(2), PP clay

1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)
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HU20HEHORVWI10IA | 2020 | HU | SE PP 1/93(3), PP CPR Europe Ltd
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Gyékényes

HORVW

Calypso

14/10/2019

21,00

250

clay
loam

30

09/04/2020

EFFI

CZ20HESECCW114A 2020 cz MAR PP 1/93(3), PP ZKUSEBNI
1/225(2), PP STANICE Trutnov
1/135(4), PP s.r.o.

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Trutnov

SECCW

Herakles

20/09/2019

12,79

200

sandy
loam

30

16/04/2020

EFFI

HU20HESECCWI01A | 2020 | HU | SE PP 1/93(3), PP CPR Europe Kit.
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Bocskaikert

SECCW

Varda

10/10/2019

30,00

300

sandy
loam

26-29

03/04/2020

EFFI

CZ20HETTLWI114B 2020 | CZ | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP ZS Nechanice
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Nechanice

TTLWI

Claudius

24/09/2019

12,15

200

sandy
clay

31

17/04/2020

EFFI

DE20HETTLWI113A 2020 DE MAR PP 1/93(3), PP U.A.S. Umwelt-
1/225(2), PP und Agrarstudien
1/135(4), PP GmbH

1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Konigsee-
Rottenbach

TTLWI

Lombardo

16/09/2019

15,90

300

clay
loam

25-29

07/04/2020

EFFI

DE20HETTLWI113B 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3), PP Trial-Tec GmbH
1/225(2), PP
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4)

Riesa

TTLWI

Lombardo

14/09/2019

15,00

200

sandy
loam

25-29

27/03/2020

EFFI

DE20HENNNFWI1I5A | 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/225(2), PP | Agrartest GmbH
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/61(3)

Neidlingen

NNNFW

UFA Queen
Gold

03/09/2018

18,00

200

loamy
clay

29-31

19/04/2020

EFFI

DE20HENNNFWI15B | 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/225(2), PP | Agrartest GmbH
1/135(4), PP
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/61(3)

Weinheim

NNNFW

ZG Trio
Weidelgras

25/08/2014

18,00

300

sandy
loam

33-49

27/03/2020

EFFI

NLI9HENNNFWO021A 2019 NL MAR PP 1/225(2), PP Cultus Agro
1/135(4), PP Research BV
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/61(3)

Angeren

NNNFW

15,00

loam

24-26

18/04/2019

EFFI

NL19HENNNFWO021B 2019 NL MAR PP 1/225(2), PP Cultus Agro
1/135(4), PP Research BV
1/152(4), PP
1/181(4), PP
1/61(3)

Gendt

NNNFW

15,00

250

loam

26-28

20/04/2019

EFFI

DE20HSTRZAWII7A | 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3);PP Hetterich Fieldwork
1/135(4);PP GbR

1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Wittighausen-
Poppenhausen

TRZAW

Montana

15/10/2019

14,25

300

loam

30

11/04/2020

SEL
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PL20HSTRZAWO021B 2020 | PL | NE PP 1/93(3);PP AGRECO sp. 2 0.0
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Mysliborzyce

TRZAW

Zeppelin

22/10/2019

24,00

250

loamy
sand

23-24

09/04/2020

SEL

PL20HSTRZAWO021A 2020 | PL | NE PP 1/93(3);PP Fertico Sp z 0.0.
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Rabin

TRZAW

Delavar

23/09/2019

21,00

200

fine
sand

23-26

16/04/2020

SEL

PL20HSTRZAWO24A | 2020 | PL | NE PP 1/93(3);PP ANADIAG SA
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Niedzwiedz

TRZAW

Ozon

26/09/2019

21,00

200

silty
sand

31-32

16/04/2020

SEL

SK19HSTRZAWLI3A | 2019 | SK | SE PP 1/93(3);PP BERBERIS s.r.0.
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4)

Boliarov

TRZAW

Madejka

26/09/2018

25,00

300

loamy
clay

30-31

17/04/2019

SEL

CZ20HSSECCW117A 2020 cz MAR PP 1/93(3);PP Czech University of
1/135(4);PP Life Sciences
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Horice

SECCW

Inspector

02/10/2019

12,40

300

sandy
loam

32-33

16/04/2020

SEL

HUIOHSSECCWII0A | 2019 | HU | SE PP 1/93(3);PP Novénypathyka Kft.
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4)

Pusztakovacsi-
Kiirtospuszta

SECCW

Protector

04/10/2018

30,00

243

sandy
loam

31-32

07/04/2019

SEL

HU20HSSECCWI0IA | 2020 | HU | SE PP 1/93(3);PP CPR Europe Kit.
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Bocskaikert

SECCW

Varda

10/10/2019

30,00

300

sandy
loam

28-29

03/04/2020

SEL

CZ20HSHORVWI116A 2020 cz MAR PP 1/93(3);PP Czech University of
1/135(4);PP Life Sciences
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Horice

HORVW

KWS Kosmos

19/09/2019

12,40

300

loamy
sand

23-29

03/04/2020

SEL

HUIOHSHORVWII0A | 2019 | HU | SE PP 1/93(3);PP Novénypathyka Kft
1/135(4);PP
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4)

Mernyeszentmiklos

HORVW

SU Ellen

17/10/2018

30,00

243

loam

29-32

07/04/2019

SEL

DE20HSHORVWI116A | 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3);PP BioChem agrar
1/135(4);PP GmbH

1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Motterwitz

HORVW

Lomerit

19/09/2019

25,00

250

silt
loam

26-28

02/04/2020

SEL

DE20HSHORVWI17B | 2020 | DE | MAR PP 1/93(3);PP BioChem agrar
1/135(4);PP GmbH

1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)

Weeze

HORVW

KWS KO-
SMOS

25/09/2019

13,50

300

loamy
sand

29-33

24/03/2020

SEL
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trial code / pdf file trial | MS | EPPO | EPPO Unit trial location crop variety sowing plot water soil A, B, A date B date Assessment
name yr guidelines period size volume BBCH | BBCH type
m2 L/ha
DE19HENNNGS114B 2019 | DE MAR PP 1/93(3);PP Trial-Tec GmbH Strinz-Trinitatis HORVS Quench 27/03/2019 | 15,00 | 200 silt 23-25 37-39 15/05/2019 | 08/06/2019 | EFFI
1/135(4);PP loam
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)
PL20HEHORVS020A 2020 | PL NE PP 1/93(3);PP ANADIAG SAS Morakow 51 HORVS Teksas 19/03/2020 | 18,00 | 200 sandy 24-32 27/05/2020 EFFI
1/135(4);PP 0Oddziat w Polsce loam
1/152(4);PP
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2)
CZ20HSNNNFW118A 2020 cz MAR PP 1/135(4);PP Zemservis zkK. st. Bystrice nad NNNFW Composition 01/09/2014 12,00 200 loamy 37-39 22/05/2020 SEL
1/152(4);PP Domaninek s.r.o Pernstejnem of mixture sand
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2);PP
1/61(3)
DE20HSNNNFW118A 2020 | DE MAR PP 1/135(4);PP BioChem agrar Weeze NNNFW 21,00 | 300 sandy 39 08/04/2020 SEL
1/152(4);PP GmbH Branch loam
1/181(4);PP office Agroplan
1/225(2);PP
1/61(3)
DE20HSNNNFW118B 2020 | DE MAR PP 1/135(4);PP BioChem agrar Breitenborn NNNFW 30,00 | 250 sandy 27-29 23/04/2020 SEL
1/152(4);PP GmbH loam
1/181(4);PP
1/225(2);PP
1/61(3)
LT20HSYGRAS405A 2020 | LT NE PP 1/135(4);PP Lithuanian Institute | Valinava LOLPE Verseka 24/04/2018 | 20,00 | 200 loam 22-24 11/04/2020 SEL
1/152(4);PP of Agriculture
1/181(4);PP
1/61(3)
LT20HSYGRAS405B 2020 LT NE PP 1/135(4);PP Lithuanian Institute Akademija LOLPE Elena DS 22/04/2019 20,00 sandy 30-32 16/04/2020 SEL
1/152(4);PP of Agriculture loam
1/181(4);PP
1/61(3)
Trial details yield and yield parameters
trial code EPPO ZONE CROP treatment dose rate YIELD kg/plot YIELD t/ha YIELD dt/ha MOICON HLW TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA UNTREATED CHECK 8,68 5,60 9,65 39,40 28,09 96,00
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 8,83 571 9,48 41,71 29,89 95,50
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 8,55 5,51 9,70 40,07 28,87 96,30
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 8,75 5,63 9,88 41,69 29,82 95,00
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 8,84 5,65 10,40 41,64 29,95 94,80
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA AG-FF2-102.5 SE 1,5 9,11 5,90 9,25 39,79 29,06 93,50
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trial code EPPO ZONE CROP treatment dose rate YIELD kg/plot YIELD t/ha YIELD dt/ha MOICON HLW TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA AG-FF2-102.5 SE 3 9,09 5,87 9,55 39,76 29,36 95,50

HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA COLOMBUS EC 1,0 9,52 6,15 9,45 40,01 28,78 96,00

HU20HSAVESA101A SE AVESA COLOMBUS EC 2,0 8,73 5,62 9,75 39,90 29,00 96,80

HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA UNTREATED CHECK 10,89 73,30 12,13 45,30 25,40 58,30 10,60
HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 10,40 70,20 11,92 36,90 29,10 51,00 10,90
HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 10,54 70,80 12,28 42,10 27,10 61,30 10,60
HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 11,15 75,30 11,90 40,00 28,00 51,30 11,10
HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 10,40 69,70 12,54 36,00 31,50 53,00 10,60
HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA AG-FF2-102.5 SE 15 10,24 69,10 11,92 39,20 31,40 34,80 10,50
HU19HSAVESA110A SE AVESA AG-FF2-102.5 SE 3,0 10,98 73,90 12,16 43,30 27,70 49,50 10,40
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS UNTREATED CHECK 2,63 17,50 13,08 51,93 30,16 61,50 11,98
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 1,99 13,70 9,99 56,94 31,79 55,30 12,70
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 2,50 17,10 10,80 56,29 32,10 55,80 11,73
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 2,05 13,90 11,27 54,30 31,52 61,50 12,35
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 1,96 13,00 13,53 53,63 31,91 59,80 12,50
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS AG-FF2-102.5 SE 15 2,43 16,30 12,42 52,87 32,36 62,00 11,95
HU19HSHORVS110A SE HORVS AG-FF2-102.5 SE 3,0 2,52 17,10 11,35 53,64 32,11 64,30 12,15
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS UNTREATED CHECK 9,92 39,66 14,35 79,73 46,20 94,25 17,69 72,00
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 10,04 40,16 14,28 78,78 44,60 94,50 17,94 74,00
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 10,02 40,07 14,33 78,30 44,35 94,50 17,92 73,75
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 10,01 40,05 14,30 78,53 45,00 94,25 18,00 72,25
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 10,03 40,11 14,30 78,60 45,98 94,50 18,30 75,25
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS MUSTANG FORTE 0,8 10,03 40,11 14,30 78,33 44,75 94,25 18,12 75,75
SK19HSTRZAS113A SE TRZAS MUSTANG FORTE 1,6 10,10 40,41 14,25 78,43 45,70 94,75 17,96 73,50
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW UNCK 0,00 9,71 38,83 14,23 77,31 42,05 94,5 12,26 38,75
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 9,82 39,27 14,2 77,67 42,15 94,75 12,23 37,5
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 9,84 39,36 14,2 77,51 42,08 95 12,29 38,5
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 9,81 39,22 14,23 77,46 42,4 94,25 12,17 38,25
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trial code EPPO ZONE CROP treatment dose rate YIELD kg/plot YIELD t/ha YIELD dt/ha MOICON HLW TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 9,79 39,15 14,2 77,54 42,23 94,75 12,28 38
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW MUSTANG FORTE 1,00 9,82 39,26 14,18 77,54 42,3 94,75 12,28 38
SK19HSTRZAW113A SE TRZAW MUSTANG FORTE 2,00 9,75 38,99 14,18 77,51 42,33 94,75 12,37 375
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW UNCK 0,00 5,56 39,2 8,07 75,823 21,33 59,5 11,7
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 5,69 39,6 9,37 63,985 19,338 58,3 12,33
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 5,97 42,3 7,68 79,59 22,975 60,5 11,98
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 5,44 37,6 9,84 61,47 23,388 62 11,53
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 6,12 42,7 9,01 68,258 22,985 68,5 11,6
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW AG-FF2-102.5 SE 1,50 5,86 41,4 7,92 76,075 21,145 63,3 11,98
HU19HSSECCW110A SE SECCW AG-FF2-102.5 SE 3,00 6,01 41,8 9,31 65,265 20,595 63,8 12,05
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW UNCK 0,00 7,82 3,013 16,2 72,08 38,45 84,3 12
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 7,85 3,035 15,9 70,45 37,4 86 11,7
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 7,76 2,983 16,4 70,4 38,73 83,8 12,3
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 7,82 3,005 16,4 70,63 37,88 85,5 12,4
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 7,89 3,013 16,9 71,25 38,18 85,3 12,1
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW ARIANE C 1,50 7,76 2,958 17,1 73,3 37,13 89,3 12
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW ARIANE C 3,00 7,88 3,022 16,6 71,1 37,5 85 12,1
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW COLOMBUS EC 1,00 7,88 3,022 16,6 70,58 38,05 84,3 11,9
HU20HSSECCW101A SE SECCW COLOMBUS EC 2,00 7,71 2,938 171 70,58 37,33 87,8 11,6
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW UNCK 0,00 13,79 93,73 115 55,52 41,15 28 11,8
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 14,55 98,89 11,2 53,5 39,04 34,8 11,9
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 13,56 92,29 11 52,88 39,85 30,5 11,9
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 13,81 93,93 11,3 58,89 40,2 31,3 11,9
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 13,2 90 11 60,63 41,01 31 11,6
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW AG-FF2-102.5 SE 15 14,77 100,48 11,2 56,53 42,4 29,3 12
HU19HSHORVW110A SE HORVW AG-FF2-102.5 SE 3 13,19 89,54 11,3 55,66 41,24 32 12,2
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Yield in grassland

trial code EPPO ZONE CROP treatment dose rate YIELD t/ha MOICON HLW TKW WEIFRE
kg/plot
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE UNCK 1,19 20,8 120,9 31 2,61
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 1,16 19,7 122,5 3,11 2,51
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 1,24 21,6 120,1 3,05 2,75
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 1,14 21,1 119,7 3,12 2,53
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 0,99 21,4 1217 3,06 2,2
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE ARIANE FG S 2,5 1,12 21 121 3,14 2,48
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE ARIANE FG S 5 1,1 20 121,6 3,07 2,39
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE STARANE 333 HL 0,54 1,27 20,1 119,4 3,09 2,77
LT20HSYGRAS405A NE LOLPE STARANE 333 HL 1,08 1,12 20,2 122,7 3,11 2,44
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE UNCK 1,99 18,6 132,2 3,53 4,25
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 1,99 17,7 126 347 4,2
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 1,96 18,2 127,2 3,51 4,16
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 1,76 18,6 129,2 3,53 3,77
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 1,84 19,6 130,5 3,54 3,97
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE STARANE XL 1,8 1,89 17,8 122,7 3,57 4
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE STARANE XL 3,6 1,86 19,8 126,1 3,53 4,04
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE STARANE 333 HL 0,54 191 18,5 126,6 3,51 4,08
LT20HSYGRAS405B NE LOLPE STARANE 333 HL 1,08 1,56 17,1 125,2 3,55 3,27

Quality parameters from selecticity trials in grassland

trial code EP CRO | treatment do [ MO- PRO WE- WE- | WE- | WE- WE- WE- DRY DI- ASH CON CON SU- N EF CON CON CON- CON CON CON ME-
PO P se 1ICO CON IFR IFR IFR IDR IDR IDR MAT- GES | CON FAT CRU GCO D 0s PRN NELg | NEL NEG FRU PRE TE-
Z0 ra N E E E Y Y Y TER T N F % NERG
NE te kg/pl kg/h T- kg/ha | KGIP T-
ot a MET LOT MET
CZ20HSNN M NN UNCK 7,17 18,1 15,1 51 30,9 77,1 7,07 1,82 35,86 5,53 1,83 3,06
NFW118A AR NF 65 38 3
W
CZ20HSNN M NN AG- 2, 6,65 18,6 15,5 52 32 74,8 6,9 17 35,36 4,98 1,95 3,26
NFW118A AR NF CDF1-480 00 45 38 4
W EC
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trial code EP CRO | treatment do MO- PRO WE- WE- WE- WE- WE- WE- DRY DI- ASH CON CON SU- N EF CON CON CON- CON CON CON ME-
PO P se ICO CON IFR IFR IFR IDR IDR IDR MAT- GES CON FAT CRU GCO D 0os PRN NEL g NEL NEG FRU PRE TE-
Z0 ra N E E E Y Y Y TER T N F % NERG
NE te ka/pl kg/h = kg/ha KG/P =
ot a MET LOT MET
CZ20HSNN M NN AG- 4, 7,23 18,0 15,0 48 313 68,7 6,03 2,27 35,42 4,97 1,93 3,23
NFW118A AR NF CDF1-480 | 00 6 5 4
W EC
CZ20HSNN M NN ADM.330 2, 7,16 18,3 153 4,9 30,4 63,6 6,39 1,59 35,62 4,56 1,86 3,12
NFW118A AR NF 4H1A 00 9 25 9
w
CZ20HSNN M NN ADM.330 4, 6,33 18,4 153 51 32,8 76,9 5,41 1,48 38,62 4,87 2,03 3,41
NFW118A AR NF 4H1A 00 65 88 4
w
CZ20HSNN M NN SIMPLEX 2, 6,31 18,1 151 47 32,6 718 5,6 1,56 39,37 4,91 2,02 3,37
NFW118A AR NF 00 85 53 1
W
CZ20HSNN M NN SIMPLEX | 4, 6,51 18,4 153 5 32,8 66,3 5,58 1,72 39,15 4,32 2,03 34
NFW118A AR NF 00 7 93 6
w
CZ20HSNN M NN KINVA- 3, 7,32 18,3 15,2 51 31,2 78,5 5,51 1,87 36,37 5,57 1,93 3,23
NFW118A AR NF RA 00 35 78 5
w
CZ20HSNN M NN KINVA- 6, 7,64 18,5 15,4 47 30,2 76,7 6,33 2,12 35,89 5,86 1,85 31
NFW118A AR NF RA 00 05 23
w
DE20HSNN M NN UNCK 61,28 6,38 251 9,7 38,73 10,0 24 1,23 9,35 6,18 18, 10, 2,63 2,63 1,65 57,3
NFW118A AR NF 3 3 63 33
w
DE20HSNN M NN AG- 2, 62,65 5,6 27,6 10,3 37,35 9,88 2,2 1,08 9,35 6,18 18, 10, 2,493 2,493 1,58 54
NFW118A AR NF CDF1-480 | 00 4 39
w EC
DE20HSNN M NN AG- 4, 63,28 6,43 24,8 9,1 36,73 9,65 2,35 1,23 9,03 5,23 18, 9,8 2,48 2,48 1,28 53,5
NFW118A AR NF CDF1-480 | 00 8 08 45
W EC
DE20HSNN M NN ADM.330 2, 61,28 6,2 26,1 10,1 38,73 10 2,48 1,23 9,6 5,98 18, 10, 2,608 2,608 1,6 56,3
NFW118A AR NF 4H1A 00 8 85 473
Wi
DE20HSNN M NN ADM.330 4, 61,18 6,3 25,6 9,9 38,83 10,2 2,45 1,25 9,58 5,85 19, 10, 2,605 2,605 1,68 56,3
NFW118A AR NF 4H1A 00 8 5 13 525
W
DE20HSNN M NN SIMPLEX 2, 62,75 6,35 27,2 10,1 37,25 9,63 2,35 1,2 8,95 5,68 17, 9,8 2,523 2,523 1,23 55
NFW118A AR NF 00 3 93 63
W
DE20HSNN M NN SIMPLEX | 4, 64,28 5,6 27,2 9,7 35,73 9,1 2,18 1,05 8,8 5,98 17, 9,5 2,403 2,403 1,45 52,3
NFW118A AR NF 00 8 23 63
Wi
DE20HSNN M NN UNCK 45,7 4 9,88 8984 4879, 54,3 8,2 0,8 37,7 83 9,2 4,5 78
NFW118B AR NF 3 ,09 2
W
DE20HSNN M NN AG- 2, 40,1 49 10,5 9595 5761, 59,93 93 1,6 374 6,3 9,3 4,5 79
NFW118B AR NF CDF1-480 | 00 55 46 5
w EC
DE20HSNN M NN AG- 4, 39,9 51 10,4 9506 5701, 60,1 83 17 37,9 25 9,4 4,5 79
NFW118B AR NF CDF1-480 | 00 58 ,82 6
Wi EC
DE20HSNN M NN ADM.330 2, 38,5 4,7 10,7 9806 6027, 61,55 8,9 1,6 38,9 3.8 9,2 4,4 7.8
NFW118B AR NF 4H1A 00 88 ,82 5
W
DE20HSNN M NN ADM.330 4, 388 39 9,94 9036 5538, 61,2 93 0,5 40 72 8,9 43 7.6
NFW118B AR NF 4H1A 00 ,36 3
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trial code EP CRO treatment do MO- PRO WE- WE- WE- WE- WE- WE- DRY DI- ASH CON CON SU- N EF CON CON CON- CON CON CON ME-
PO P se ICO CON IFR IFR IFR IDR IDR IDR MAT- GES CON FAT CRU GCO D 0s PRN NEL g NEL NEG FRU PRE TE-
Z0 ra N E E E Y Y Y TER T N F % NERG
NE te kg/pl kg/h T- kg/ha KG/P T-
ot a MET LOT MET
DE20HSNN M NN SIMPLEX 2, 39,8 4.4 9,86 8963 5387, 60,18 83 0,4 39,3 6,8 9,1 44 7,7
NFW118B AR NF 00 ,64 5
W
DE20HSNN M NN SIMPLEX 4, 41,6 51 9,40 8550 4984, 58,45 9,7 0,6 38,6 75 9,1 4,3 7,6
NFW118B AR NF 00 5 5
W
Quality parameters from 6 selectivity trials in cereals, Poland, North-Eastern zone
trial code / pdf file name EPPO CROP treatment dose rate YIELD YIELD t/ha MOICON HLW TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
ZONE kg/plot
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA UNTREATED CHECK 4,73 4,50 13,23 47,70 39,90 93,00
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 4,65 4,43 13,33 47,40 39,98 92,00
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 4,66 4,44 13,28 47,70 39,95 90,00
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 4,65 4,43 13,28 47,50 40,10 90,75
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 4,56 4,34 13,25 47,48 40,20 90,75
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA ARIANE C 1,5 4,70 4,47 13,33 47,48 40,05 90,25
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA ARIANE C 3 4,79 4,56 13,30 47,70 39,88 92,00
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA GOLD 450 EC 13 4,74 4,52 13,35 47,68 40,08 90,25
PL20HSAVESAO023A NE AVESA GOLD 450 EC 2,5 4,74 4,51 13,25 47,53 39,88 92,75
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS UNTREATED CHECK 5,72 3,35 11,40 61,30 40,30 9,00
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 6,35 3,71 11,50 61,60 41,20 13,00
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 6,55 3,83 11,60 61,70 43,40 7,00
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 6,62 3,89 11,20 61,50 42,30 9,30
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 6,19 3,61 11,80 61,40 43,10 14,00
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS ARIANE C 15 6,30 3,69 11,40 61,50 40,90 9,00
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS ARIANE C 3,0 5,94 3,48 11,50 62,60 41,30 8,50
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS GOLD 450 EC 1,3 6,22 3,64 11,40 62,00 41,90 13,50
PL20HSHORVS022A NE HORVS GOLD 450 EC 2,5 6,80 3,96 11,80 62,30 41,40 13,00
PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS UNTREATED CHECK 4,42 5,92 13,50 77,18 45,38 88,00
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trial code / pdf file name EPPO CROP treatment dose rate YIELD YIELD t/ha MOICON HLW TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
ZONE kg/plot

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 4,35 5,84 13,48 77,08 45,20 87,50

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 4,37 5,87 13,48 77,13 45,08 87,00

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 4,42 5,93 13,53 77,03 45,23 87,50

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 4,63 6,21 13,55 76,95 45,23 87,00

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS ARIANE C 15 4,45 5,96 13,53 77,10 45,43 87,75

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS ARIANE C 3,0 4,40 5,89 13,50 77,00 45,25 87,75

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS GOLD 450 EC 1,3 4,24 5,68 13,50 76,93 45,33 87,00

PL20HSTRZAS025A NE TRZAS GOLD 450 EC 25 4,51 6,04 13,55 77,13 44,73 88,00

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW UNCK 0,00 8,8 13,7 80 45,4 98,4 15 66

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 8,8 13,4 80,2 45,4 99 15 65,8

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 8,7 13,5 80,1 44,3 98,4 15 65,3

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 8,7 13,7 80,1 45,6 98,8 15 65,8

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 8,6 13,4 79,9 45,2 98,5 15 65,5

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW ARIANE C 1,50 8,9 13,2 80,2 45,3 98,2 15,2 66,8

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW ARIANE C 3,00 8,9 13,4 80 45,6 98,5 14,8 65

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW GOLD 450 EC 1,25 8,8 13,4 80,1 45,8 99,1 15,1 66,5

PL20HSTRZAWO021B NE TRZAW GOLD 450 EC 2,50 8,7 13,8 79,9 45,3 98,8 15 64

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW UNCK 0,00 6,5 6,21 13,73 68,9 41,48 90,75

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 6,44 6,15 13,83 68,8 41,64 92,25

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 6,53 6,24 13,78 69,03 41,57 92

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 6,64 6,34 13,85 69,03 41,45 92

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 6,42 6,13 13,78 69,13 41,38 91,5

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW ARIANE C 1,50 6,55 6,25 13,85 68,8 41,44 91,75

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW ARIANE C 3,00 6,56 6,27 13,7 68,83 41,3 90,75

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW GOLD 450 EC 1,25 6,63 6,32 13,8 69,05 41,65 91,5

PL20HSTRZAWO021A NE TRZAW GOLD 450 EC 2,50 6,66 6,36 13,78 68,95 41,48 91

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW UNCK 0,00 10,8 6,42 14,3 73,9 42,6 8,8 12,4 37,1

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 10,2 6,02 14,5 76,3 42,7 9,8 11,8 36,1

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 10,8 6,43 13,7 75,2 44,2 8,3 12,6 36,1
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trial code / pdf file name EPPO CROP treatment dose rate YIELD YIELD t/ha MOICON HLW TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
ZONE kg/plot

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 11,2 6,66 14,3 74,8 43,2 78 12,6 36,7

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 10,9 6,45 14,3 75,4 42 8,8 12,8 37

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW ARIANE C 1,50 10 5,99 13,3 75 41,6 11,5 13,4 37,4

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW ARIANE C 3,00 10,7 6,42 13,3 75,2 42 9 13,1 38,1

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW GOLD 450 EC 1,25 10,8 6,49 12,9 75 41,7 10,5 13,4 36,3

PL20HSTRZAWO024A NE TRZAW GOLD 450 EC 2,50 11,5 6,81 14,6 75,2 445 9 11,7 37,2

Yields and yield parameters from selectivity trials, spring and winter cereals , Maritime EPPO zone.

trial code EPPO CROP Treatment dose YIELD YIELD t/ha MOICON HLW kg TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL

ZONE rate kg/plot

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA UNTREATED CHECK 8,06 6,70 6,70 47,76 44,90 92,00

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 7,78 6,50 6,50 47,32 47,34 93,00

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 7,66 6,30 6,30 45,66 43,70 96,50

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 7,93 6,60 6,60 47,93 44,58 93,50

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 8,02 6,60 6,60 46,30 45,48 97,00

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA ARIANE C 15 7,82 6,50 6,50 46,54 44,42 94,50

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA ARIANE C 3,0 8,00 6,60 6,60 46,37 45,52 95,00

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA KINVARA 3,0 7,90 6,60 6,60 46,56 44,82 94,00

CZ20HSAVESA116B MAR AVESA KINVARA 6,0 8,02 6,70 6,70 46,00 46,43 94,50

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA UNTREATED CHECK 7,93 6,60 12,40 47,09 45,97 93,50

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 8,13 6,60 14,00 47,30 45,17 94,00

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 7,96 6,60 12,63 47,23 45,89 94,50

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 7,97 6,60 12,50 47,49 45,91 95,00
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trial code EPPO CROP Treatment dose YIELD YIELD t/ha | MOICON HLW kg TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
ZONE rate kg/plot

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 8,00 6,60 12,43 46,90 45,98 93,50

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA ARIANE C 15 7,64 6,30 12,50 47,00 45,68 96,50

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA ARIANE C 3,0 7,97 6,60 12,28 47,47 46,00 91,50

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA KINVARA 3,0 8,06 6,70 12,35 47,65 46,05 97,00

CZ20HSAVESA117C MAR AVESA KINVARA 6,0 7,98 6,60 12,43 48,25 46,05 93,50

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS UNTREATED CHECK 4,84 3,90 14,10 65,98 47,09 95,00

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 4,18 3,40 13,50 64,94 47,31 96,00

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 4,93 4,00 14,13 66,01 45,47 95,50

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 5,45 4,50 13,55 66,45 48,90 97,00

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 4,95 4,00 14,33 65,38 46,83 96,00

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS ARIANE C 15 5,06 4,20 13,28 67,98 47,24 96,50

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS ARIANE C 3,0 4,75 3,90 14,08 65,62 47,37 96,00

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS KINVARA 3,0 4,82 4,00 13,23 64,80 47,22 96,50

CZ20HSHORVS117B MAR HORVS KINVARA 6,0 4,89 4,00 14,10 66,20 47,20 96,50

DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS UNTREATED CHECK 6,98 5,16 14,20 79,90 44,10 13,50 46,90
DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 6,58 4,86 14,20 79,70 44,50 13,90 48,70
DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 6,23 4,59 14,40 79,80 45,20 14,00 49,80
DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 6,73 4,97 14,30 79,90 45,20 14,00 48,50
DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 6,22 4,60 14,30 79,80 44,80 13,80 48,40
DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS ARIANE C 15 6,91 5,10 14,30 80,10 44,90 14,00 48,60
DE20HSTRZAS116B MAR TRZAS ARIANE C 3,0 6,85 5,06 14,30 80,10 44,50 13,60 49,10
DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS UNTREATED CHECK 9,20 6,23 12,63 78,70 37,30 98,50

DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,0 9,22 6,25 12,55 76,70 37,00 98,50

DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,0 8,86 6,00 12,60 75,90 37,00 98,50

DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,0 9,23 6,25 12,60 76,60 37,10 98,50

DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,0 8,90 6,04 12,50 75,20 36,50 95,50

DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS ARIANE C 15 9,36 6,35 12,53 78,70 38,10 87,50

DE20HSTRZAS116C MAR TRZAS ARIANE C 3,0 9,22 6,26 12,38 79,30 37,80 99,50
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trial code EPPO CROP Treatment dose YIELD YIELD t/ha | MOICON HLW kg TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
ZONE rate kg/plot

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS UNTREATED CHECK 4,59 3,40 14,00 74,20 34,90

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 4,76 3,53 13,90 74,10 34,70

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 4,66 3,46 13,70 74,50 35,10

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 4,58 3,39 14,10 74,10 35,40

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 4,53 3,36 13,90 74,20 35,10

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS ARIANE C 1,50 4,62 3,44 13,70 74,00 34,90

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS ARIANE C 3,00 4,60 3,42 13,70 74,30 34,80

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS U 46 M-FLUID 1,40 4,49 3,33 13,80 74,60 34,90

DE20HSSECCS117C MAR SECCS U 46 M-FLUID 2,80 4,56 3,38 14,00 74,00 35,30

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW UNCK 0,00 11,89 8,4 13,4 78,6 43,7 12,8 42,3

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 11,92 8,42 13,5 78,5 44 13,1 42,2

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 11,66 8,23 13,5 78,7 43,6 13,1 42,3

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 11,82 8,35 13,5 78,7 44,2 13,1 43,4

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 11,59 8,18 13,5 79 43,9 13,3 43,2

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW ARIANE C 1,5 11,84 8,35 13,5 79 43,6 13 42,6

DE20HSTRZAW117A MAR TRZAW ARIANE C 3 11,66 8,22 13,6 78,7 43,7 13,1 43,4

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW UNCK 0,00 6,325 55 12,03 71,8 31,538 96,5

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 6,198 54 11,83 71,56 30,998 95

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 6,298 54 11,93 71,66 31,388 96

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 6,298 54 11,9 71,78 31,593 95

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 6,355 55 11,75 71,68 31,908 93,5

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW ARIANE C 1,50 6,333 55 11,93 71,7043 31,598 97,5

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW ARIANE C 3,00 6,223 54 11,75 71,846 31,773 94

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW KINVARA 3,00 6,288 54 11,8 71,7635 32,21 95

CZ20HSSECCW117A MAR SECCW KINVARA 6,00 6,27 54 11,78 71,6675 31,62 96

CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW UNCK 0,00 8,233 71 11,93 73,0588 1025,373 95

CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 8,22 71 11,68 73,05 40,44 96

CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 8,103 7 11,68 73,049 40,508 95,5
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trial code EPPO CROP Treatment dose YIELD YIELD t/ha | MOICON HLW kg TKW GERMIN PROCON SEDZEL
ZONE rate kg/plot

CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 8,055 7 11,5 72,958 40,855 97
CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 8,015 7 11,43 73,0068 40,53 94
CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ARIANE C 1,50 7,995 6,9 11,58 73,0175 40,893 95,5
CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ARIANE C 3,00 8,003 6,9 11,55 72,9638 40,518 96
CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW KINVARA 3,00 8,028 7 11,53 73,1083 40,788 96,5
CZ20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW KINVARA 6,00 8,018 7 11,48 73,1025 40,815 96,5
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW UNCK 0,00 6,77 3,7 29,4 62,99 49,5 84
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2,00 6,7 3,6 30,6 61,65 48,9 91
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4,00 6,25 341 29,7 61,71 48,7 87
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2,00 5,82 3,15 30,1 61,8 49,1 94
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4,00 5,47 2,99 29,5 61,44 48,6 94
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ARIANE C 1,50 6,83 3,72 30 63,91 47,6 82
DE20HSHORVW116A MAR HORVW ARIANE C 3,00 6,62 3,59 30 65,1 47,4 91
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW UNCK 0,00 8,898 6,7 12,33 60,1 35,5 55
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 2 7,625 58 12,23 58,8 34 63,5
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW AG-CDF1-480 EC 4 6,633 5 12,43 58,6 35,6 69,5
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 2 7,665 58 12,25 59,5 38,3 72
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW ADM.3304.H.1.A 4 8,11 6,1 12,45 61,1 35,8 56,8
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW ARIANE C 15 8,88 6,7 12,43 60,6 34,5 63,3
DE20HSHORVW117B MAR HORVW ARIANE C 3 9,56 7,2 12,25 60,6 36,6 61,8
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Phytotoxicity data (Efficacy trials)

zZRMS comments: Table content as delivered by the author of the dossier, but re-formatted and re-pasted by zRMS in order to make it fit properly in the text pages.
For convenience, the same content is made available in xIs spreadsheet embedded below, preceding the table.
Please note: while tables that long do not work in text documents well, searching for particular values or tresholds is easier in spreadsheet, using filtering tools.

N

3
Phytox data from Effi
trls Part B Sect 3 xIsx

Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY |PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 31 0 0 0 100

GS114A Vs

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 31 15 1 05 100

GS114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 31 2 1 1 100

GSL114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 31 25 15 1 100

GS114A Vs 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 31 2 1 1 100

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 31 2 1 1 100

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 31 25 15 1 100

GS114A Vs H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 14 31 - - - -

GS114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 14 31 - - - -

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 31 1 05 |05 100

GS114A Vs

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 27 12 53 0 100

GS114A VS

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 27 12 53 - -

GS114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |27 12 53 - -

GS114A Vs 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 27 12 53 - -

GS114A VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 27 12 53 - -

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 27 12 53 - -

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 27 12 53 - -

GSL114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 27 12 53 0 100

GS114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 27 12 53 0 100

GS114A Vs H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 27 12 53 - -

GS114A VS

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A Vs 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A Vs H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A Vs 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 43 28 65 0 100

GS114A VS

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 13 31 0 100

GS114B Vs

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATI19HENNN AT MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATI9HENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 13 31 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 13 31 0 100

GS114B VS

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B Vs

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 27 12 49 0 100

GS114B Vs

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS

ATI19HENNN AT MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFLl- |15 |43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

ATIOHENNN | AT | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 43 28 65 0 100

GS114B Vs

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 5 29 0

VS023A VS

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 5 29 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1l- | 15 |5 29 0

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 5 29 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 5 29 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM3304. | 15 |5 29 0

VS023A Vs H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 5 29 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 5 29

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 5 29

VS023A Vs H.LA

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |5 29 0

VS023A VS VISTAR

BE19HEHOR BE MAR HOR EFFI A TRE- 1 5 29 0

VS023A VS VISTAR
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-
zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR

(crop)

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 39 0

VS023A VS

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 39 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 15 14 39 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEIOHEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 39 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 39 0

VS023A Vs H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 39 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 39 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 14 39

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 14 39

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 15 14 39 0

VS023A VS VISTAR

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 1 14 39 0

VS023A Vs VISTAR

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |22 7 51 0

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM3304. | 15 | 22 7 51 0

VS023A Vs H.LA

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BE19HEHOR BE MAR HOR EFFI B AG-CDF1- 2 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-
zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR

(crop)

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS H.LA

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |22 7 51 0

VS023A VS VISTAR

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 1 22 7 51 0

VS023A VS VISTAR

BEIOHEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 29 14 65

VS023A VS

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 29 14 65

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 29 14 65

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 29 14 65

VS023A VS 480 EC

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 29 14 65

VS023A Vs H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 29 14 65

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 29 14 65

VS023A VS H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 29 14 65

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BELI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 29 14 65

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |29 14 65

VS023A VS VISTAR

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 1 29 14 65

VS023A Vs VISTAR

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 43 28 55-89

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS 480 EC

BE19HEHOR BE MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 1 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS H.LA
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-
zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR

(crop)

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS H.LA

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDFL- | 2 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEIOHEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS H.LA

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |43 28 55-89

VS023A Vs VISTAR

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 1 43 28 55-89

VS023A VS VISTAR

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 60 45 73

VS023A VS

BE19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 60 45 73

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 60 45 73

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 60 45 73

VS023A VS 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 60 45 73

VS023A Vs H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 60 45 73

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 60 45 73

VS023A VS H.LA

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 60 45 73

VS023A Vs 480 EC

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 60 45 73

VS023A VS H.LA

BEL19HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |60 45 73

VS023A VS VISTAR

BEI9HEHOR | BE MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TRE- 1 60 45 73

VS023A Vs VISTAR

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS

CZ19HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 3 32 0

VS114B Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 3 32 0

VS114B Vs

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 0,8 14 3 32 0

VS114B VS FORTE

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 17 51 0 0

VS114B VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 28 17 51 0 0

VS114B Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1l- | 15 | 28 17 51 25 2,5

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 17 51 35 35

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 28 17 51 13 13

VS114B Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 17 51 33 33

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 17 51 35 35

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 28 17 51 7 7

VS114B Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 28 17 51 10 10

VS114B VS H.1.A

CZ19HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A ARIANE C 1,5 28 17 51 0 0

VS114B VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 0,8 | 28 17 51 0 0

VS114B VS FORTE

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 35 24 61 0 0

VS114B VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 35 24 61 0 0

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |35 24 61 13 13

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 35 24 61 18 18

VS114B Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 35 24 61 0 0

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 35 24 61 1 1

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 35 24 61 2.3 2,3

VS114B Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 35 24 61 35 35

VS114B VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 35 24 61 5 5

VS114B VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 35 24 61 0 0

VS114B Vs

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 08 | 35 24 61 0 0

VS114B VS FORTE

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS H.1.A

CZ19HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 2 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 14 4 39 - -

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 14 4 39 - -

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 0,8 14 4 39 0 100

VS114C VS FORTE

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 24 14 52 0 100

VS114C Vs

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 24 14 52 - -

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFl- | 15 |24 14 52 - -

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 24 14 52 - -

VS114C Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 24 14 52 - -

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 24 14 52 - -

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 24 14 52 - -

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 24 14 52 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 24 14 52 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 24 14 52 - -

VS114C Vs

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 08 | 24 14 52 - -

VS114C VS FORTE

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZ19HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 28 18 57 - -

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 28 18 57 - -

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 0,8 | 28 18 57 0 100

VS114C VS FORTE

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 38 28 65 0 100

VS114C Vs

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 38 28 65 - -

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 38 28 65 - -

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 38 28 65 - -

VS114C Vs 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 38 28 65 - -

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 38 28 65 - -

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 38 28 65 - -

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 38 28 65 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 38 28 65 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 38 28 65 - -

VS114C Vs

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 0,8 | 38 28 65 - -

VS114C VS FORTE

CZ19HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A UNCK 0 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS

CZI9HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 0,8 | 48 38 73 0 100

VS114C VS FORTE

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 39 0

VS114C Vs

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 39 0

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 39 0

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 14 39 0

VS114C Vs H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 39 0

VS114C VS H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 39 0

VS114C VS

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 14 39 0

VS114C Vs

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 51 0

VS114C VS

CZ20HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 28 51 0

VS114C VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 51 0

VS114C VS 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 51 0

VS114C VS H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 51 0

VS114C VS H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC |15 |28 51 0

VS114C VS

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 28 51 0

VS114C Vs

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 15 34-35 12,5 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 15 34-35 - 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 15 34-35 - 100

GS114D Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 15 34-35 0 100

GS114D VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D Vs 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 30 15 59 0 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 30 15 59 10 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 30 15 59 15 100

GS114D Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 30 15 59 0 0 100

GS114D VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 56 41 83-85 5 100

GS114D Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 56 41 83-85 8,8 100

GS114D VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |56 41 83-85 0 100

GS114D VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 13 39 0 100

GS114F Vs

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 13 39 0 100

GS114F Vs 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 13 39 0 100

GS114F VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F Vs

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFl- | 15 |24 11 39 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F Vs H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 24 11 39 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |24 11 39 0 100

GS114F Vs

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFLl- |15 | 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F Vs H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 42 29 55 0 100

GS114F Vs

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 12 51 0

VS114B VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 12 51 0

VS114B VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 12 51 0

VS114B Vs 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 12 51 0

VS114B VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 12 51 0

VS114B VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 12 51 0

VS114B Vs

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TOMIGAN | 0,9 12 51 0

VS114B VS 200

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 26 73 0

VS114B VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 26 73 0

VS114B Vs 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 26 73 0

VS114B VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR DE MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 26 73 0

VS114B VS H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 26 73 0

VS114B VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 26 73 0

VS114B VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TOMIGAN | 0,9 | 26 73 0

VS114B VS 200

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C Vs 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM3304. | 15 |7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C Vs H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TOMIGAN | 0,9 |7 2528 | 0 100

VS114C VS 200

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 32 0 100

VS114C Vs

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 32 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 32 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 32 0 100

VS114C Vs H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 32 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 32 0 100

VS114C VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TOMIGAN | 0,9 14 32 0 100

VS114C Vs 200

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 24 39 0 100

VS114C VS

DE20HEHOR DE MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 24 39 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 24 39 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 24 39 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 24 39 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |24 39 0 100

VS114C VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TOMIGAN | 0,9 | 24 39 0 100

VS114C Vs 200

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 43 65 0 100

VS114C VS

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 43 65 0 100

VS114C VS 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 43 65 0 100

VS114C Vs 480 EC

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 43 65 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 43 65 0 100

VS114C VS H.LA

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 43 65 0 100

VS114C Vs

DE20HEHOR | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TOMIGAN | 0,0 | 43 65 0 100

VS114C VS 200

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 9 30 0 100

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 9 30 0 100

VS022B Vs 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |9 30 0 100

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 9 30 0 100

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 9 30 0 100

VS022B Vs H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |9 30 0 100

VS022B VS H.1.A

NL19HEHOR NL MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 2 9 30 0 100

VS022B VS H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 9 30 0 100

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 9 30 0 100

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |9 30 0 100

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 9 30 0 100

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 17 37 0 90

VS022B Vs

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 17 37 0 90

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 17 37 0 80

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 17 37 0 775

VS022B Vs 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 17 37 0 85

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 17 37 0 75

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 17 37 0 75

VS022B Vs H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 17 37 0 90

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 17 37 0 90

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 17 37 0 87,5

VS022B Vs

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 17 37 0 87,5

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 11 42 0 86,25

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 28 11 42 55 81,25

VS022B Vs 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 11 42 45 85

VS022B VS 480 EC

NL19HEHOR NL MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 28 11 42 2,75 86,25

VS022B VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 28 11 42 1,25 93,75

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 11 42 2,5 88,75

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 11 42 6,25 82,5

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 28 11 42 2 91,25

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 28 11 42 35 87,5

VS022B Vs H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |28 11 42 35 87,5

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 28 11 42 2,25 88,75

VS022B VS

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 50 33 72 0 100

VS022B Vs

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 50 33 72 0,75 96,25

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |50 33 72 1,25 93,75

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 50 33 72 1,25 93,75

VS022B Vs 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 50 33 72 1,25 93,75

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 50 33 72 1 95

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 50 33 72 2,5 87,5

VS022B Vs H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 50 33 72 13,75 66,25

VS022B VS 480 EC

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 50 33 72 18,25 56,25

VS022B VS H.LA

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |50 33 72 1 95

VS022B Vs

NLIOHEHOR | NL | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 50 33 72 0,75 96,25

VS022B VS

UK19HEYCE UK MAR HOR EFFI A UNCK 0 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1,5 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 13 31 0 100

RS418A Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA | 15 13 31 0 100

RS418A VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 13 31

RS418A Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 13 31

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA | 15 13 31

RS418A VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 25 37 0 100

RS418A Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 25 37 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 25 37 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 25 37 0 100

RS418A Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 25 37 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 25 37 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 25 37 0 100

RS418A Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |25 37 0 100

RS418A VS

UK19HEYCE UK MAR HOR EFFI B AG-CDF1- 2 25 37

RS418A VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 25 37

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |25 37

RS418A VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |40 15 51 0 100

RS418A VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 30 0 100

RS418C Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 30 0 100

RS418C Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UK19HEYCE UK MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA | 15 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 14 30 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA | 1,5 14 30 0 100

RS418C Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |28 6 35 0 100

RS418C VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UK19HEYCE UK MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |42 20 39 0 100

RS418C Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 42 20 39 0 100

RS418C VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |42 20 39 0 100

RS418C Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 10 32 0 100

RS418D VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 10 32 5 81,3

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 10 32 10,8 76,3

RS418D Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 10 32 175 70

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 10 32 63 775

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 10 32 133 72,5

RS418D Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 10 32 225 70

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA | 15 10 32 5,3 86,3

RS418D VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 10 32 0 100

RS418D Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 10 32 0 100

RS418D VS H.1.A

UK19HEYCE UK MAR HOR EFFI B DAKOTA 1,5 10 32 0 100

RS418D VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 26 10 4951 | 0 100

RS418D VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 26 10 4951 | 0 93,8

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |26 10 4951 | 0 87,5

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 26 10 4951 | 0 81,3

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 26 10 4951 | 0 90,8

RS418D Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 26 10 4951 |0 83,8

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 26 10 4951 | 0 78,8

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |26 10 4951 | 0 91,3

RS418D Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 26 10 4951 | 0 91,3

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 26 10 4951 | 0 90

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |26 10 4951 | 0 97,3

RS418D Vs

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 40 24 57 0 100

RS418D VS

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 40 24 57 0 98,8

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 40 24 57 0 98,8

RS418D Vs 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 40 24 57 0 91,3

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 40 24 57 0 98,3

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 40 24 57 0 96,5

RS418D Vs H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 40 24 57 0 90

RS418D VS H.1.A

UK19HEYCE UK MAR HOR EFFI A DAKOTA 1,5 40 24 57 0 97,8

RS418D VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 40 24 57 0 92,5

RS418D VS 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 40 24 57 0 91,3

RS418D VS H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |40 24 57 0 98,8

RS418D VS

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 0

AS023B s

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 6 30 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1l- | 15 |6 30 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 6 30 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 6 30 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 6 30 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 6 30 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 6 30

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 6 30

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |6 30 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 1 6 30 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 15 39 0

AS023B s

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 15 39 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 15 39 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 15 39 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BE19HETRZ BE MAR TRZA | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 1 15 39 0

AS023B s H.LA




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A.

Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data

ZRMS version

Page 155/191

Version: October 2023

Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 15 39 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 15 39 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDFL- | 2 15 39

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 15 39

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 15 15 39 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 1 15 39 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 23 7 45 0

AS023B s

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 23 7 45 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 23 7 45 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 23 7 45 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 23 7 45 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 23 7 45 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 23 7 45 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 23 7 45 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 23 7 45 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |23 7 45 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 1 23 7 45 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 30 14 51 0

AS023B s

BE19HETRZ BE MAR TRZA | EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1 30 14 51 0

AS023B s 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |30 14 51 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 30 14 51 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 30 14 51 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 30 14 51 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 30 14 51 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 30 14 51 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 30 14 51 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |30 14 51 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 1 30 14 51 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 44 28 55 0

AS023B s

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 44 28 55 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFl- | 15 | 44 28 55 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 44 28 55 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 44 28 55 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 44 28 55 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 44 28 55 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 44 28 55 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 44 28 55 0

AS023B s H.LA

BE19HETRZ BE MAR TRZA | EFFI A TRE- 1,5 44 28 55 0

AS023B S VISTAR
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 1 44 28 55 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 61 45 69 0

AS023B s

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 61 45 69 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |61 45 69 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 61 45 69 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 61 45 69 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 61 45 69 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 61 45 69 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 61 45 69 0

AS023B s 480 EC

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 61 45 69 0

AS023B s H.LA

BEI9HETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 15 |61 45 69 0

AS023B s VISTAR

BEIOHETRZ | BE MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TRE- 1 61 45 69 0

AS023B s VISTAR

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 7 2729 | 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |7 2729 | 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 7 27-29 | 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 7 2729 | 0 100

GSL114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |7 2729 | 0 100

GS114A S H.1.A

DE19HENNN DE MAR TRZA | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 2 7 27-29 0 100

GS114A S H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 7 27-29 | - -

GS114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 7 27-29 | - -

GS114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC |15 |7 27-29 | 0 100

GSL114A s

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 15 33 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 15 33 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 15 33 0 100

GSL114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 15 33 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 15 33 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 15 33 0 100

GSL114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 15 33 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 15 33 - -

GS114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 15 33 - -

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 15 33 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 24 37 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 24 37 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |24 37 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 24 37 0 100

GSL114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 24 37 0 100

GS114A S H.1.A

DE19HENNN DE MAR TRZA | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 24 37 0 100

GS114A S H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 24 37 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 24 37 - -

GS114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 24 37 - -

GSL114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |24 37 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 0 100

GSL114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 0 100

GSL114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 39 15 59 0 100

GSL114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR TRZA | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 1 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A S H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDFL- | 2 39 15 59 0 100

GSL114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 39 15 59 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 53 29 71 0 100

GSL114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 53 29 71 0 100

GSL114A s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |53 29 71 0 100

GS114A s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR TRZA | EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 14 37-41 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEIOHENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 14 37-41 | - 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 14 3741 | - 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 3741 | 0 100

GS114E s

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 30 5159 | 0 100

GS114E s

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR TRZA | EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 44 75-81 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 44 7581 | 0 100

GS114E s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 10 32 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 10 32 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 10 32 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 10 32 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 10 32 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 10 32 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 10 32 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 10 32 - -

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 10 32 - -

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 10 32 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 10 32 0 100

AS024B s

NL19HETRZ NL MAR TRZA | EFFI A UNCK 0 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1,5 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 18 8 39 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NL19HETRZ NL MAR TRZA | EFFI B ADM.3304. | 2 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B S H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 27 17 46 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |4l 31 69 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s 480 EC

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s H.LA

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s

NLIOHETRZ | NL | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 41 31 69 0 100

AS024B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 11 30 0 100

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 11 30 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 11 30 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 11 30 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 11 30 0 100

RS418B S H.1.A

UK19HEYCE UK MAR TRZA | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 11 30 0 100

RS418B S H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 11 30 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA | 15 11 30 0 100

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 11 30 - -

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 11 30 - -

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B DAKOTA | 1,5 11 30 - -

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 25 32 0 100

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 25 32 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 25 32 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 25 32 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 25 32 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 25 32 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 25 32 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |25 32 0 100

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 25 32 - -

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 25 32 - -

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |25 32 - -

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UK19HEYCE UK MAR TRZA | EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B DAKOTA |15 |61 24 61 0 100

RS418B s

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 39 0

SA114D A

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 39 0

SA114D A 480 EC

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 39 0

SA114D A 480 EC

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 14 39 0

SA114D A H.LA

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 39 0

SA114D A H.LA

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 39 0

SA114D A

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 14 39 0

SA114D A

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 71 0

SA114D A

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 71 0

SA114D A 480 EC

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 71 0

SA114D A 480 EC

CZ20HEAVE cz MAR AVES | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 28 71 0

SA114D A H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 71 0

SA114D A H.LA

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 28 71 0

SA114D A

CZ20HEAVE | CZ MAR | AVES | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 28 71 0

SA114D A

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 10 26 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 10 26 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 10 26 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 10 26 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 10 26 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 10 26 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 10 26 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 10 26 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 10 26 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 10 26 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 21 31 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 21 31 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1l- | 15 |21 31 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 21 31 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 21 31 0 100

GS114C A H.1.A

DE19HENNN DE MAR AVES | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 21 31 0 100

GS114C A H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 21 31 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 21 31 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 21 31 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC |15 |21 31 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 35 14 37 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR AVES | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 1 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B AG-CDFL- | 2 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |51 30 55 0 100

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A UNCK 0 63 42 75

GS114C A

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 63 42 75

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 63 42 75

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 63 42 75

GS114C A 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 63 42 75

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 63 42 75

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 63 42 75

GS114C A H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 63 42 75

GS114C A 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 63 42 75

GS114C A H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | AVES | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 63 42 75

GS114C A

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 12 31 0

AW114A W

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 12 31 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 12 31 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZ19HETRZ cz MAR TRZA | EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 12 31 0

AW114A w 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 12 31 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 12 31 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 12 31 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 12 31

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 12 31

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 12 31 0

AW114A W

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 1 12 31 0

AW114A W FORTE

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 15 32 0

AW114A W

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 28 15 32 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 15 32 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 15 32 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 28 15 32 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 15 32 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 15 32 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 28 15 32 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 28 15 32 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 28 15 32 0

AW114A W

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 1 28 15 32 0

AW114A W FORTE

CZ19HETRZ cz MAR TRZA | EFFI A UNCK 0 65 0

AW114A w
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 69 56 65 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 69 56 65 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 69 56 65 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 69 56 65 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 69 56 65 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 69 56 65 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 69 56 65 0

AW114A W 480 EC

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | B ADM.3304. | 2 69 56 65 0

AW114A W H.LA

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 69 56 65 0

AW114A W

CZI9HETRZ | CZ MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A MUSTANG | 1 69 56 65 0

AW114A W FORTE

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 13 2430 | 0 100

RW417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 13 2430 | 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 13 2430 | 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 13 2430 | 0 100

RW417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 13 2430 | 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 13 2430 | 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA | 15 13 2430 | 0 100

RW417A W

UK19HEYCE UK MAR TRZA | EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 13 24-30 0 100

RW417A w 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 13 24-30 | 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA | 1,5 13 24-30 | 0 100

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 38 13 3132 | 0 100

RW417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |38 13 3132 | 0 100

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A UNCK 0 74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 74 49 59 0 100

RW417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDFl- | 15 |74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 74 49 59 0 100

RW417A W H.1.A

UK19HEYCE UK MAR TRZA | EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 74 49 59 0 100

RW417A w H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W 480 EC

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W H.LA

UKI9HEYCE | UK | MAR | TRZA | EFFI | A DAKOTA |15 |74 49 59 0 100

RWA417A W

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 29 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 29 0 100

VWI13A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 29 0 100

VWI13A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 29 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 29 0 100

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 29 0 100

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 29 0 100

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 29 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 14 29 0 100

VWI13A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 31 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 28 31 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 31 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 31 0 100

VWI113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 1 28 31 0 100

VWI113A VW H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 31 0 100

VWI13A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 31 0 100

VWI13A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC |15 |28 31 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 28 31 0 100

VWI13A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 55 39 0 100

VWI13A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 55 39 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |55 39 0 100

VWI13A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 55 39 0 100

VWI13A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 55 39 0 100

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 55 39 0 100

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 55 39 0 100

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |55 39 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 55 39 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 58 0 100

VWI13A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 58 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |58 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 58 0 100

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 58 0 100

VWI113A VW H.1.A

CZ20HEHOR cz MAR HOR EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 58 0 100

VWI113A VW H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 58 0 100

VWI13A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |58 0 100

VWI13A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 58 0 100

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 109 92

VWI13A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 109 92

VWI13A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 109 92

VW113A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 109 92

VWI13A VW 480 EC

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 109 92

VWI13A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 109 92

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 109 92

VW113A VW H.LA

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 109 92

VW113A VW

CZ20HEHOR | CZ MAR | HOR | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 109 92

VW113A VW

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 37 100

W114A W

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 37 0 100

W114A W 480 EC

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 37 0 100

W114A W 480 EC

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 37 0 100

W114A W H.LA

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 37 0 100

W114A W H.LA

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 37 0 100

WI114A W

CZ20HESECC | Cz MAR SECC | EFFI A KINVARA 3 14 37 0 100

W114A w
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 55 100

W114A W

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 55 0 100

W114A W 480 EC

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 55 0 100

W114A W 480 EC

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 55 0 100

W114A W H.LA

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 55 0 100

W114A W H.LA

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 28 55 0 100

W114A W

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 28 55 0 100

W114A W

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A UNCK 0 46 65 100

W114A W

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 46 65 0 100

W114A W 480 EC

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 46 65 0 100

W114A W 480 EC

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 46 65 0 100

W114A W H.LA

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 46 65 0 100

W114A W H.LA

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 46 65 0 100

W114A W

CZ20HESECC | CZ MAR | SECC | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 46 65 0 100

W114A W

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 33 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 33 0 100

WI114B Wi 480 EC

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 33 0 100

WI114B Wi 480 EC

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 33 0 100

WI114B WI H.1.A

CZ20HETTL cz MAR TTL EFFI A ADM.3304. | 2 14 33 0 100

WI114B WI H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 33 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 14 33 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi 480 EC

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi 480 EC

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi H.LA

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi H.LA

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 28 35 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi 480 EC

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi 480 EC

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi H.LA

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi H.LA

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 39 39 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 91 83 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |ol 83 0 100

WI114B WI 480 EC

CZ20HETTL cz MAR TTL EFFI A AG-CDF1- 2 91 83 0 100

WI114B WI 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 91 83 0 100

WI114B Wi H.LA

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 91 83 0 100

WI114B Wi H.LA

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC |15 |91 83 0 100

WI114B Wi

CZ20HETTL | CZ MAR | TTL | EFFI | A KINVARA | 3 91 83 0 100

WI114B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 8 2730 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1l- | 15 |8 2730 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 8 27-30 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 8 2730 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |8 2730 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 8 27-30 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |8 2730 | 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 3031 |0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 3031 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 3031 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 3031 |0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 3031 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 3031 | 0

WI113A WI H.1.A

DE20HETTL DE MAR TTL EFFI A ADM.3304. | 2 14 30-31 0

WI113A WI H.1.A




AG-CDF1-480 EC versus ADM.3304.H.1.A.

Part B — Section 3 — bridging and supplementary efficacy data

ZRMS version

Page 179/191
Version: October 2023

Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 3031 | 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 38 4151 | 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 38 4151 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |38 4151 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 38 4151 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 38 4151 |0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 38 4151 |0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 38 4151 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 38 4151 | 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 63 61-65 | 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 63 61-65 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 63 6165 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 63 6165 | 0

WIL13A Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 63 61-65 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 63 61-65 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 63 6165 | 0

WIL13A Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 63 61-65 | 0

WIL13A Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 7 3031 | 0 100

WI1113B WI

DE20HETTL DE MAR TTL EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1 7 30-31 0 100

WI1113B WI 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDFLl- |15 |7 3031 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 7 3031 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 7 3031 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |7 3031 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 7 3031 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |7 3031 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 14 3132 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 31 37-39 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 31 3739 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |3l 37-39 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 31 37-39 | 0 100

WI1113B WI 480 EC

DE20HETTL DE MAR TTL EFFI A ADM.3304. | 1 31 37-39 0 100

WI1113B WI H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 31 37-39 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 31 37-39 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC |15 |31 37-39 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 46 5155 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A UNCK 0 63 6367 | 0 100

WI113B Wi

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 63 6367 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 63 63-67 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 63 63-67 | 0 100

WI113B Wi 480 EC

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 63 6367 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 63 63-67 | 0 100

WI113B Wi H.LA

DE20HETTL | DE | MAR | TTL | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 63 63-67 | 0 100

WI1113B WI H.1.A

DE20HETTL DE MAR TTL EFFI A ARIANE C 1,5 63 63-67 0 100

WI1113B WI
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 0 29-30 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 0 29-30 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- |15 |0 29-30 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 0 29-30 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 0 29-30 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |0 29-30 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 0 29-30 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 0 29-30 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 3759 |0 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 14 3759 | 0 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN DE MAR NNN EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1,5 63 65-75 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 63 65-75 | 0 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 89 2959 | 0 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 89 2959 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 89 29-59 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 89 2959 | 0 100

FW115A FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 89 2959 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 89 29-59 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 89 2959 | 0 100

FW115A FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 89 2959 | 0 100

FW115A FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |0 33-39 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW H.1.A

DE20HENNN DE MAR NNN EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 0 33-39 100

FW115B FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 14 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 28 4979 | 0 100

FW115B FW

DE20HENNN DE MAR NNN EFFI A UNCK 0 49 69-79 0 100

FW115B FW
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 1 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW 480 EC

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW H.LA

DE20HENNN | DE | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A SIMPLEX | 2 49 69-79 | 0 100

FW115B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 2 12 3135 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 20 3234 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 | 20 3234 | 0 7

FWO021A FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 20 32:34 | 0 7

FWO021A FW 480 EC

NL19HENNN NL MAR NNN EFFI A ADM.3304. | 15 20 32-34 0 7

FWO021A FW H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 20 32:34 | 0 7

FWO021A FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 20 32:34 | 0 7

FW021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |20 32:34 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 2 20 32:34 | 0 7

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDFl- | 15 |54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 |54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 2 54 5155 | 0 8

FWO021A FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 10 35-37 0 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 10 35-37 2 8

FW021B FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 10 35-37 3,8 8

FW021B FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 10 35-37 2,8 8

FW021B FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 10 35-37 2,5 8

FW021B FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 10 35-37 13 8

FW021B FW

NL19HENNN NL MAR NNN EFFI A TAPIR 1,5 10 35-37 3,3 8

FW021B FW
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 2 10 35-37 5 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDFL- | 15 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 18 30-42 8

FW021B FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 2 18 39-42 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A UNCK 0 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW 480 EC

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW H.LA

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 1 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 15 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW

NLIOHENNN | NL | MAR | NNN | EFFI | A TAPIR 2 114 28-26 8

FW021B FW

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 7 2528 | 0 100

GS114B VS

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI A AG-CDF1- 1 7 25-28 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFLl- |15 |7 2528 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 7 2528 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 7 2528 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |7 2528 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 7 2528 | 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 7 25-28 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 7 25-28 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |7 2528 | 0

GS114B Vs

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 15 3335 |0 100

GS114B VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 15 3335 |0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 15 3335 | 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 15 3335 |0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 15 3335 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1,5 15 3335 | 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 15 3335 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 15 33-35 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 15 33-35 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 15 3335 | 0

GS114B VS

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI A UNCK 0 24 37-39 0 100

GS114B VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 24 37-39 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |24 37-39 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 24 37-39 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 24 37-39 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 24 37-39 | 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 24 37-39 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 24 37-39 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 24 37-39 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |24 3739 |0

GS114B VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 15 |31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 31 7 5153 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.1.A

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI A ARIANE C 1,5 31 7 51-53

GS114B VS
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-

zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 39 15 61-65 | 0 100

GS114B VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 39 15 61-65 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- |15 |39 15 61-65 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 39 15 61-65 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 39 15 61-65 | 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 | 39 15 6165 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 39 15 6165 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 39 15 61-65 | 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 39 15 6165 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 | 39 15 61-65

GS114B VS

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A UNCK 0 54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B Vs

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 1 54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDFl- | 15 |54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A AG-CDF1- | 2 54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B Vs 480 EC

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 1 54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 15 |54 30 7375 |0 100

GS114B VS H.LA

DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ADM.3304. | 2 54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B Vs H.LA

DEIO9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | B AG-CDF1- | 2 54 30 7375 | 0 100

GS114B VS 480 EC

DE19HENNN DE MAR HOR EFFI B ADM.3304. | 2 54 30 73-75 0 100

GS114B VS H.1.A
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Trial code MS | EPPO | CROP | typ | APPL | treatment | dose | DAA | DAB | BBC | PHY | PHYS [PHY | PHY |PHY |PHY | CROP | VIG-
zone: rate H GEN |TU |VOR |NEC |CHL |DEL |ST OR
(crop)
DEI9HENNN | DE | MAR | HOR | EFFI | A ARIANEC | 15 |54 30 7375 | 0 100
GS114B VS




