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Version history

When What

June 2021 Initial dRR — ADAMA Polska Sp. z 0.0.

March 2022 Updated dRR (additional selectivity and efficacy trials added) — ADAMA Polska Sp. z 0.0.

October 2022 Initial ZRMS assessment
The report in the dRR format has been prepared by the Applicant, therefore all comments,
additional evaluations and conclusions of the zZRMS are presented in grey commenting boxes.
Minor changes are introduced directly in the text and highlighted in grey. Not agreed or not
relevant information are .

September 2023 | Final report (Core Assessment updated following the commenting period)
Additional information/assessments included by the zRMS in the report in response to
comments received from the cMS and the Applicant are highlighted in yellow. Information no
longer relevant is .

December 2023 | Final report (Core Assessment updated following the second commenting period)

No additional information or assessments after the second commenting period.
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3 Efficacy Data and Information (including Value Data) on the
Plant Protection Product (KCP 6)

Transformation of the dRR (applicant version) into the RR (zZRMS version)

Comments of zZRMS:

Conclusions from the evaluation were prepared using grey commenting boxes placed at the end of each chapter.
Textual changes were done using grey highlights in the text. The parts of the text amended or added by the
ZRMS evaluator are highlighted in grey, whereas the parts struck off are also ’

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

Abstract

This application has been submitted for authorization of the herbicide ADM.06001.H.2.B (Edaptis) applied in
tank mixtures: with adjuvant Insert and with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE for the post-emergence control of
grass and broad-leaved weeds in winter wheat, winter rye and winter triticale.
The submitted data package (22 efficacy trials and 27 selectivity trials) is sufficient for the evaluation of the
herbicide ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert at dose rates: 0.5-1.0 L/ha + 0.2 L/ha
and with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE at target dose rates 0.5 L/ha + 0.5 L/ha.

Efficacy

Based on the efficacy trial results, the following classification of weed species susceptibility can be included in
the label of ADM.06001.H.2.B for tank mixtures of ADM.06001.H.2.B with adjuvant Insert and with the herbi-
cide Camaro 306 SE:

ADM.06001.H.2.B at 0.5 L/ha + Insert at 0.2 L/ha

Susceptible weed species: , APESV, AVEFA, POAAN
Moderately susceptible weed species: CAPBP, STEME

Moderately tolerant weed species: BRSNW, MATIN

Tolerant weed species: CENCY, GALAP, LAMPU, VERPE, VIOAR

ADM.06001.H.2.B at 1.0 L/ha + Insert at 0.2 L/ha
Susceptible weed species: ALOMY, APESV, BRSNW
Moderately tolerant weed species: LAMPU

Tolerant weed species: GALAP, VERPE, VIOAR

ADM.06001.H.2.B at 0.5 L/ha + Camaro 306 SE at 0.5 L/ha
Susceptible weed species: , APESV, AVEFA, BRSNW, CAPBP, LAMPU, MATIN, STEME
Moderately susceptible weed species: GALAP, VERPE, VIOAR

ALOMY has been removed for tank mixtures:

- 0.5 I/ha Edaptis + 0.2 I/ha adjuvant Insert

- 0.5 I/ha Edaptis + 0.5 I/ha Camaro

at the request of the applicant (in order to minimize the risk of occurrence and development of ALOMY re-
sistance to active substance pinoxaden), while commenting period of the herbicide ADM.06001.H.2.B.

Phytotoxicity, yield, germination

The herbicide ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with the adjuvant Insert or with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE at rec-
ommended dose rates can be safely used in winter wheat, winter rye and winter triticale without risk of con-
sistent crop damages and without risk of adverse effects on the quality and quantity of the crop yield and on seed
germination.

To prevent any phytotoxicity occurrence, it is recommended to include in the label remark to avoid overlapping
of the spray liquid and not to perform treatments in time when crops are under stress due to unfavorable envi-
ronmental conditions and when crops are weakened or damaged by pests, frosts, flooding or drought.
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Table 3.1-1: Acceptability of intended uses (and respective fall-back GAPs, if applicable)

1 2 3 4 5 s | 7 | 8 | o9 10 11 12 | 13 14 15
Use- | Member Crop and/ F, Pests or Group of Application Application rate PHI Remarks: ZRMS
No. | state(s) or situation Fn, pests controlled — — (days) Conclusion

* Fnp Method / Timing / Max. number | Min. interval | kg or L prod- | g orkg as/ha Water e.g. g safener/ .

(crop destination /| G, | (additionally: devel- Kind Growth stage |  a) per use between uct / ha L/ha synergist per ha, | (€fficacy)
purpose of crop) | Gn, | opmental stages of the of crop & b) per crop/ | applications | a)max.rate |a)max. rate per other dose rate
Gnp| pest or pest group) season season (days) per appl. appl. min / expression, dose
or b) max. total b) max. total max range (min-max)
| ** rate per rate per
crop/season crop/season

Zonal uses (field or outdoor uses, certain types of protected crops)

2 PL TRZAW (Winter |F ALOMY, APESV, SPRAY BBCH 20-39 |1 n.a. a) 1,0 I/ha a) 12/60g/ha |80/300 Mefenpyr-diethyl A
wheat) AVEFA, (spring) b) 1,0 I/ha b) 12 /60 g/ha applied as a safen-
er at 26.3 g/lha
SECCW (winter LOLMU, Applied in tank
rye) BROST, POAAN, mix with adjuvant
annual broad- Insert :
TTLWI (winter leaved weeds 0,5-1,0 + 0,2 I/ha
triticale) (Insert)
And with Camaro
306 SE:
0,5+0,5I/ha

(Camaro 306 SE)

Dose range 0.75-
1.0 L/ha

* Use number(s) in accordance with the list of all intended GAPs in Part B, Section 0 should be given in column 1.
**  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
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Column 15: zZRMS conclusion.

A Acceptable

R Acceptable with further restriction

C To be confirmed by cMS

IR Not acceptable / evaluation not possible

Comments of zZRMS on:
GAP table

ZRMS has made amendments to the GAP table in accordance with the updated GAP table included in part BO and submitted by the applicant in September 2022. The
amendments concerned application timing of ADM.06001.H.2.B in winter cereals and inclusion of the dose range in the column 14.
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3.2 Efficacy data (KCP 6)

Introduction

This document summarises the information related to the efficacy of the plant protection product
ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mix with adjuvant: Insert and plant protection product Camaro 306
SE for use as a herbicide for control of grass and broad-leaved weeds in winter cereal crops.

This registration report gives a concise summary of data on the efficacy, crop safety and other Section
3 data points submitted in support of the registration of ADM.06001.H.2.B, an Oil Dispersion (OD)
formulation containing 60 g/L pinoxaden, 12 g/L mesosulfuron-methyl and 35 g/L mefenpyr-diethyl
(safener) in Poland ( the EU Central Registration zone) applied in tank mix with adjuvant : Insert and
plant protection product Camaro 306 SE for use as a herbicide for control of grass and broad-leaved
weeds in winter cereal crops.

Description of active substances

Pinoxaden was introduced by Syngenta AG and first marketed in 2006. Subsequently products con-
taining pinoxaden, as sole active substance and in co-formulations with other herbicides, were intro-
duced worldwide for use in cereals. Pinoxaden is a herbicide belonging to the phenylpyrazolines fami-
ly (“den”) and mode of action is classified in HRAC group 1 (ACCase inhibitors), which has herbicid-
al activity against grass weed species.

Mesosulfuron-methyl is an herbicide belonging to the sulfonylureas family and mode of action is clas-
sified in HRAC group 2 (ALS inhibitors), which has herbicidal activity against grass and broad-leaved
weed species

Mefenpyr-diethyl was developed and introduced by Bayer Crop Science for use in cereals. It is a saf-
ener and registered in combination with various herbicides in countries worldwide.

Mode of action

Pinoxaden is a post emergent herbicide and is readily taken up by the leaves and translocated both up
(acropetally) and down (basipetally) in the plant to the growing shoot and roots. Pinoxaden provides
very little soil activity, as it is rapidly degraded in soil and poorly taken up by the roots. After foliar
absorption, pinoxaden is translocated and distributed by phloem and xylem within a plant, where it
exerts its action on the lipid synthesis in dividing cells. Pinoxaden inhibits both the chloroplastic and
cytosolic ACCase enzyme in monocotyledonous weeds. The chloroplastic enzyme is responsible for
the “de novo” fatty acid biosynthesis, and the cytosolic ACCase, responsible for the elongation of
VLFA (very long chain fatty acids). Its product, the cytosolic malonyl-CoA is involved in anthocyan
biosynthesis. One of the properties of the existing herbicides (aryloxyphenoxypropionates and cyclo-
hexanediones - fop’s and dim’s) is their specific inhibition of the chloroplastic ACCase in monocoty-
ledonous plants only. There is also evidence from biochemical studies and metabolite profiling that
pinoxaden has a different molecular binding site on the chloroplastic ACCase enzymethan the “fop”
herbicides such as clodinafop. It is claimed that this is supported by the resistance profile of pinoxaden
on certain target site resistant Lolium biotypes, which is different to clodinafop. Crop tolerance within
monocotyledonous species is based on different metabolic kinetics. Tolerant crops like wheat, triticale
and rye can metabolize the herbicide faster than susceptible monocotyledonous weeds.

Mesosulfuron-methyl is a sulfonylurea compound that has a herbicidal mode of action that involves
inhibition of acetolactate synthase (ALS). Acetolactate synthase is the first enzyme in the biosynthesis
of branched-chain amino acids such as valine, leucine or isoleucine. Therefore mesosulfuron-methyl
affects the formation of protein and influences the division of cells to inhibit plant growth and cause
leaf discoloration followed by necrosis, eventually leading to plant death. The active substance is dis-
tributed systemically throughout the whole plant via the phloem after uptake through both the leaves
and to a lesser extent the roots, primarily acting on the foliage. When applied early, soil activity can
occur on germinating seed and seedlings in the top soil layer but generally mesosulfuron-methyl has
limited residual efficacy through the soil. The efficacy of mesosulfuron-methyl against susceptible
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weed species is reliant on good weather conditions following application to promote active weed
growth and uptake of the active ingredient. Mesosulfuron-methyl has good activity against a range of
annual grass and broad-leaved weed species and selectivity in cereals is due to a more rapid rate of
metabolisation and degradation to inactive metabolites in the plant, which occurs from splitting of the
urea compounds and hydrolysis of esters.

Mefenpyr-diethyl is a safener used in combination with herbicides. The compound was developed for
use in cereals. The safener, when applied in combination with herbicides, allows selective post-
emergence control of grass weeds in cereal crops without antagonizing the herbicidal effectiveness.
Mode of action studies with fenoxaprop-P-ethyl showed that the initial rate of herbicide uptake via the
foliage was slightly lower in presence than in absence of the safener. This effect, however, was appar-
ent in barley and wheat as well as in wild oat and therefore not related to the selective biological action
of the safener. The selective action of the safener is based on its property to trigger an enhanced detox-
ification of the herbicide in the cereal crops, but not in the grass weed species. Relevant metabolites in
plants are monoethyl ester, dicarboxylic acid and after decarboxylation the metabolite 1-(2,4-
dichlorophenyl)-5-methylpyrazole-3-carboxylic acid.

Table 3.2-1: Details of the active substances
Active substance pinoxaden mesosulfuron-methyl mefenpyr-diethyl
Chemical group phenylpyrazoline sulfonylurea Safener
Mode of action inhibit::c;?bc;fxc;iteyl CoA inhibsi)t/inotu ;)Jea((:::f)éa)\ctate /
HRAC group 1 2 /
Plant translocation Systemic Systemic /
Biological action Post-emergence herbicide Post-emergence herbicide Safener

Description of the plant protection product

ADM.06001.H.2.B, formulated as an Oil Dispersion (OD) formulation, containing 60 g pinoxaden/L,
12 g mesosulfuron-methyl/L and 35 g/L mefenpyr-diethyl (safener), is intended for use as a herbicide
for the control of grass and broad-leaved weed species in the winter wheat, winter triticale,
winter rye at single solo or/and spring application in tank mix;

with adjuvant Insert:

ADM.06001.H.2.B: 0,5 I/ha—1,0 I/ha + Insert 0,2 I/ha

with Camaro 306 SE:

ADM.06001.H.2.B: 0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha Camaro 306 SE

Table 3.2-1: Simplified table of currently registered uses and requested uses for the product code.
Uses Comments / Other
Member State Requested rate(s) relevant details on
Crops Target GAPs
Winter wheat ALOMY, APESV, AVEFA, | PL 0,5 I/ha+ 0,5 I/ha Adjuvant Insert — 0,2
(TRZAW) POAAN, Broad-leaved 0,5-1,0 I’/ha+ 0,2 I/ha I/ha
weeds Camaro 306 SE - 0,5
I/ha
Winter rye (SECCW) [ ALOMY, APESV, AVEFA, | PL 0,5I/ha+0,5 I/ha Adjuvant Insert — 0,2
POAAN, Broad-leaved 0,5-1,0 I/ha+ 0,2 I/ha I/ha
weeds Camaro 306 SE - 0,5
I/ha
Winter triticale ALOMY, APESV, AVEFA, | PL 0,51/ha+0,5I/ha Adjuvant Insert — 0,2
(TTLWI) POAAN, Broad-leaved 0,5-1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/ha I/ha
weeds Camaro 306 SE - 0,5
I/ha

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

Table 3.2-2: Glossary of pests mentioned in the dossier.

EPPO code Scientific name
ALOMY Alopecurus myosuroides
APESV Apera spica-venti
AVEFA Avena fatua
BRSNW Brassica napus
CAPBP Capsella bursa-pastoris
CENCY Centaurea cyanus
GALAP Galium aparine
GERPU Geranium pusillum
LAMAM Lamium amplexicaule
LAMPU Lamium purpureum
MATCH Matricaria chamomilla
MATIN Matricaria inodora
MELAL Melandrium album
MYOAR Myositis arvensis
PAPRH Papaver rhoeas
POAAN Poa annua
POLCO Polygonum convolvulus
STEME Stellaria media
THLAR Thlapsi arvense
VERHE Veronica hederifolia
VERPE Veronica persicaria
VIOAR Vioar arvensis
* optional

Table 3.2-3: Major / minor status of intended uses (for all cMS and zRMS).

Crop status Pest status
. . Pests or group of pests
Crop and/or situation
. . controlled . .
Major minor Major minor
Winter wheat PL - ALOMY, APESV, PL -

AVEFA, POAAN, Broad-
leaved weeds

Winter triticale PL - ALOMY, APESV, PL -
AVEFA, POAAN, Broad-
leaved weeds

Winter rye PL - ALOMY, APESV, PL -
AVEFA, POAAN, Broad-
leaved weeds

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 ac-
cordance 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
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1/93(4), PP /135(4), PP 1/181(4), PP 1/152(4).

Information on trials submitted (3.1 Efficacy data)

Table 3.2-4: Presentation of trials (efficacy trials)
Number of trials
(number of valid | Gep. pop. | COMMenNts
Crop(s) * Target(s)* Country | Years E’igf*if trials) GEP, (?2?;8;2?
North- official*** | . .
East i information)
zone
TRZAW Alopecurus Poland 2018- E - GEP
(post emergence) | Myosuroides 2021 8(8)
(ALOMY)
TOTAL - 2018- - - -
2021 8(8)
TRZAW Apera spica-venti Poland 2020- E - GEP
(post emergence) | (APESV) 2021 11 (11)
TOTAL - 2020- - - -
2021 10 (10)
TRZAW Avena fatua Poland 2020 E - GEP
(post emergence) | (AVEFA) 4(4)
TOTAL - 2020 - - -
4(4)
TRZAW Brassica napus Poland 2020 E 6(6) - GEP
(post emergence) | (BRSNW)
TOTAL - 2020 - 6(6) - -
TRZAW Capsella bursa- Poland 2020 E - GEP
(post emergence) | pastoris 5 (5)
(CAPBP)
TOTAL - 2020 - - -
5 (5)
TRZAW Centaurea cyanus Poland 2020 - E - GEP
(post emergence) | (CENCY) 2021 5 (5)
TOTAL - 2020- - - -
2021 5 (5)
TRZAW Galium aparine Poland 2018- E GEP
(post emergence) | (GALAP) 2020 7(7)
TOTAL - 2018- - - -
2020 7(7)
TRZAW Geranium pusillum 2021 E 1(2) GEP
(post emergence) | (GERPU)
2021 - 1(2)
TRZAW Lamium amplexi- Poland 2020 E 1(2) - GEP
(post emergence) | caule
(LAMAM)
TOTAL - 2020 - 1(2) - -
TRZAW Lamium purpureum | Poland 2020- E 5(5) - GEP
(post emergence) | (LAMPU) 2021
TOTAL - 2020- - 5(5) - -
2021
TRZAW Matricaria chamo- Poland 2020 E 2(2) - GEP
(post emergence) | milla
(MATCH)
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Crop(s) * Target(s)* Country | Years | TYPeOF| Number of trials | GEP, non- | Comments
TOTAL - 2020 - 2(2) - -
TRZAW Matricaria ino- Poland 2020- E - GEP
(post emergence) | dorum 2021 11 (12)
(MATIN)
TOTAL - 2020- - - -
2021 11 (11)
TRZAW Melandrium album Poland 2020 E 1(2) - GEP
(post emergence) | (MELAL)
TOTAL - 2020 - 1(1) - -
TRZAW Myosistis arvensis Poland 2020 E 1(2) - GEP
(post emergence) | (MYOAR)
TOTAL - 2020 - 1(2) - -
TRZAW Papaver rhoeas Poland 2020 E 3(3) - GEP
(post emergence) | (PAPRH)
TOTAL - 2020 - 3(3) - -
TRZAW Poa annua Poland 2020 E 4(4) - GEP
(post emergence) | (POAAN)
TOTAL - 2020 - 4(4) - -
TRZAW Polygonum Poland |2021 E 1(2) GEP
(post emergence) | convolvulus
(POLCO)
TOTAL 2021 - 1(2)
TRZAW Stellaria media Poland 2020- E 5(5) - GEP
(post emergence) | (STEME) 2021
TOTAL - 2020- - 5(5) - -
2021
TRZAW Thlapsi arvense Poland 2018- E 2(2) - GEP
(post emergence) | (THLAR) 2020
TOTAL - 2018- - 2(2) - -
2020
TRZAW Veronica persica Poland 2020 E - GEP
(post emergence) | (VERPE) 6 (6)
TOTAL - 2020 - - -
6 (6)
TRZAW Veronica hederifo- Poland 2021 E 1(2) GEP
(post emergence) | lia
(VERHE)
TOTAL 2021 - 1(1)
TRZAW Viola arvensis Poland 2018- E - GEP
(post emergence) | (VIOAR) 2021 15 (15)
TOTAL - 2018- - - -
2021 15 (15)
22 - 2018- - - -
2021 22 (22)

* 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).
** P =preliminary trial, MED = minimum effective dose, E = efficacy trial.

*hKk

GEP: Good Experimental Practices. Official: carried out by a national official organisation.
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Table 3.2-5: Presentation of reference standards used in trials (efficacy trials)
Country(ies) Formulation Registered Application
Crop(s) Reference | wherethe | Authorization Active ] a glication rate in trials Remark®
P standard product is number substance(s) Type® Concentration p?ate@) (per treat-
registered © ofas. ment)
TRZAW | Axial 50 EC | PL R- 488/2017d | Pinoxaden EC 50 g/L 0,6-1,2 I/ha |0,6-1,2
Atlantis12 | PL R- 98/2009 iodosulfuron | OD 2g/L 0,45-1,2 0,6-1,2
oD methyl- I/ha
(+Biopower) sodium
mesosulfuron 10 g/L
methyl
Atlantis Star | PL R -174/2017 | mesosulfu- |WG 45 g/kg 0,15 -0,33 |0,2-0,33
(+Biopower) ron methyl kg/ha kg/ha
tienkarbazon 22,5 g/kg
metylu
iodosulfuron 9 g/kg
methyl-
sodium
Galaxo 150 |PL R-131 /2020 Florasulam | WG 25g/kg 0,18 kg/ha | 0,18 kg/ha
WG iodosulfuron 50g/kg
(+ Ad- methyl-
jusafner) sodium
tribenuron- 75 g/kg
methyl
TRZAW | Biopower PL 11059 - Sodium SL 26,84 % 0,6-1,2 I/ha
276,5 SL 24.10.2001 lauryl ether
sulfate
Adjusafner | PL 0,1 I/ha 0,1 l/ha
(1) only on use(s) applied for (with the test product).
(2) e.g. WP (wettable powder), EC (emulsifiable concentrate), etc.
(3) dose(s) / dose range authorized on that use in the country.
(4) Other relevant information (e.g. uses, number of applications, spray volume, method of application, etc.).
321 Preliminary tests (KCP 6.1)
Please refer to core dossier
Comments of zRMS on:
Preliminary tests (3.2.1)
Not applicable.
3.2.2 Minimum effective dose tests (KCP 6.2)
In total 22 efficacy trials carried between 2018- 2021 in winter wheat have generated valid

data on the efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert and product
Camaro 306 SE. Out of all efficacy trials conducted , tank mixture of ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro
306 SE (0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) was tested in 12 efficacy trials (2020), tank mixture of
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (0,51/ha +0,2 I/a) was tested in 19 trials, ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert
(1,0 I/ha of ADM.06001.H.2.B ) was tested in 5 trials between 2018-2021.

Efficacy of both tank mixtures was compared to solo application of product ADM.06001.H.2.B , ap-
plied at reduced (50%), minimum (0,75 I/ha) and maximum target dose rate (1,0 I/ha).

All tested products were applied post emergence, on growing weeds, at single spring application.
Results are presented in Table 3.2 9.

At spring assessment, 21-29 DAA , at crop stage BBCH 33-51, dose response is clear visible in all
weed species. According to the presented results, the target dose rate for tank mixtures:




ADM 06001.H.2.B / Edaptis ) Page 13 /56
Part B — Section 3 — National Addendum Version December 2023
ZRMS version

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (0,5-1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/ha) and ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE (0,5
I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) should be considered as effective against a selected range of broad leaf weeds present
on trial locations.
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Table 3.2-6: Minimum effective dose. Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with adjuvant Insert and ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with product Camaro 306 SE
at proposed label rate and 50% of the target dose rate compared to ADM.06001.H.2.B applied solo at maximum target dose rate 1,0 I/ha , 50% of
the maximum target dose rate 0,5 I/ha and minimum target dose rate 0,75 I/ha , at assessment BBCH 33-51; DAA 21-29

UNCK PLA/m2 | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B + ADM.06001.H.2.B + ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro
Weed species 0,5 I/ha 0,75 I/ha 1,0 I’ha Insert Insert 306 SE
0,5 I/ha+0,.2 I/ha 1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/ha 0,51/ha+05l/ha
mean | min | max | mean | min | max [ mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean min max mean | min max | mean min max
ALOMY | 304 |12,0] 51 | 681 |61,3|725]| 78,0 | 525|875 o2 783|938 | 872 | 815 | 900 | 943 90,8 |1000| 879 80,0 92,0
n 8 4 7 8 3 5 4
APESV 197 \ 8,0 \ 46 | 82,7 |80,0 \ 87,5 | 88,9 \68,8 \ 97,5 | 93,9 \ 75 \ 988 | 91 ’ 62,5 \ 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 84 \ 63,8 \ 96,3
n 11 9 11 9 10 1 6
AVEFA 13 \7,0 \18,0 72,2 |eo,o\86,3 82,5\ 65 \93,8 90,3 \82,5\ 975 | 891 ] 78,8 \ 98,8 - 741 \ 60,0 \ 90,0
n 4 4 4 4 4 - 4
BRSNW | 6,7 \ 5,0 \ 93 | 64,4 | 0,0 \87,8 71,9 \ 2,5 \97,5 80,2 \35,0\ 98,3 | 67,8 \ 32,5 \ 910 | 98,6 98,3 98,8 98,4 \ 93,8 \ 100,0
n 6 6 6 6 4 2 4
CAPBP | 144 \ 7,0 \25,0 428 | 0,0 \90,0 458 \ 0,0 \95,0 60,0 \32,5\ 975 | 593 \ 35,0 \ 90,0 - 86,3 \ 63,8 \ 97,5
n 5 5 5 5 5 - 3
CENCY | 146 \ 6,0 \ 38 | 325 |18,8 \ 51,3 | 419 \30,0 \ 57,5 | 39,7 \30,0\ 60,0 | 46,0 \ 32,5 \ 588 | 56,0 56,0 56,0 78,4 \ 61,3 \ 88,8
n 5 3 4 4 4 1 3
GALAP 71 |53/88]219|00|525]| 268 | 00 |51,3]|352| 00588 | 298 0,0 55 41,3 36,3 46,3 81,3 62,5 92,5
n 7 6 7 7 5 2 5
LAMPU 8,0 \5,3 \11,0 20,8 | 17,5 | 25,0 | 375 |20,0\52,5 42,5 \23,8\ 550 | 35,0 | 20,0 \ 56,3 | 63,2 \ 52,5 \ 738 80,8 \ 78,8 \ 82,3
n 5 3 5 3 3 2 5
MATCH | 67 \ 6,3 \ 7,0 | 356 |3o,o \ 41,3 | 46,3 |4o,o \ 52,5 | 50,7 \43,8\ 57,5 - 56,9 \ 51,3 \ 62,5 913 \ 83,8 \ 98,8
n 2 2 2 2 - 2 2
MATIN 88 | 50| 29 |379|00|810]| 516 |200]|875]| 663 |40,0| 950 | 57,3 5,0 850 | 71,5 715 715 84,9 62,5 96,3
n 12 10 11 11 11 1 8
PAPRH 6,3 \ 5,0 \ 8,0 | 50,0 |40,o \ 66,3 | 60,9 \52,5 ’ 738 | 75,3 ’57,5\ 895 | 68,1 ’ 65,0 \ 713 | 61,3 61,3 61,3 84,4 82,5 86,3
n 3 3 3 3 2 1 2
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POAAN | 1256 | 50 |220] 839 | 700 | 91,3| 874 | 725 | 938 91,3 | 77.5] 1000] 913 | 725 | 1000
n 4 4 4 4 4

STEME | 55 | 5060 583 | 00 |838] 575 | 0,0 [900] 772 |525] 925 | 658 | 388 | e75 95,0 92,5 97,5
n 5 4 5 4 5 32

THLAR | 7.4 | 68 ] 80| 750 [ 750750 657 | 500|813 ] 842 |788] 895 | 400 | 400 | 400 | 908 | 908 | 908 | 1000 | 1000 | 1000
n 2 1 2 2 1 1 1

VIOAR | 140 | 60 | 450 461 | 175 | 850 476 | 755 | 888|567 |325] 950 | 515 | 100 | 888 | 554 | 475 [ 638 | s2179 | s75 | 900
n 15 11 14 13 11 4 8

VERPE | 7.6 | 55| 98| 37 | 200900 356 | 0,0 | 91,3 ] 49,8 |300] 200 | 469 | 100 | 850 | 357 | 325 | 388 | 734 | 413 | o5
n 6 5 6 5 4 2 3
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Summary and conclusions on the minimum effective dose

At assessment 21-29 DAA , at crop stage BBCH 33-51 , dose response is clear visible in all weed
species. According to the presented results, the target dose rate for tank mixtures: ADM.06001.H.2.B
+ Insert (0,5-1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/ha) and ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE (0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) should
be considered as effective against a selected range of broad leaf weeds present on trial locations.

3.2.3 Efficacy tests (KCP 6.2)

In total 22 efficacy trials carried between 2018- 2021 in winter wheat have generated valid
data on the efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert and product
Camaro 306 SE. Out of all efficacy trials conducted , tank mixture of ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro
306 SE (0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) was tested in 12 efficacy trials (2020) , tank mixture of
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (0,5l/ha +0,2 1/a) was tested in = 19 trials, ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert
(1,0 I/ha of ADM.06001.H.2.B ) was tested in 5 trials between 2018-2021.

Results are presented by evaluation according to EPPO guideline PP 1/93(3):

Al- up to 2 weeks after the treatment (7-16 DAA, BBCH 31-37)

A2- 3-4 weeks after the treatment (21-29 DAA, BBCH 33-51)

A3 — optional shortly before the harvest (38-77 DAA, BBCH 51-73)

Reference products:

Atlantis 12 OD + Biopower applied at range of registered dose rates :0,6 1/ha-1,2 I/ha
Atlantis Star + Biopower applied at higher registered dose rate: 0,33kg/ha+1,01/ha

Table 3.2-7: Details on trial methodology

Guidelines General guidelines PP 1/135(4);PP 1/152(4);PP 1/181(4);PP 1/225(2)
Specific guidelines PP 1/93(3)

Experimental |Plot design RCB

design Plot size 15~ 24m

Number of replications |4

Crop Trials per crop Winter wheat (TRZAW) — 22

Varieties per crop Arkadia (2), Patras (4), Rotax, Julius (2), Hondia, Sailor (2), Sikorka (2),
Tonacja (2), Lindberg, Kepler, Joker, Bogatka, Ostroga, Skagen

Sowing period 04/10/2019
24/09/2019
04/10/2019
08/10/2019
25/09/2019
08/10/2019
05/10/2019
30/09/2019
28/09/2019
25/09/2019
28/09/2019
18/09/2019
25/09/2019
30/09/2019
25/09/2019
17/10/2019
15/10/2017
10/10/2017
09/10/2017
09/10/2020
10/10/2020
06/10/2020
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Application Crop stage (BBCH)"at |BBCH 22- 37

application

Timing Post emergence

Pest stage at application | ALOMY (11-31), APESV/(10-33), AVEFA(14 -30), BRSNW (12-35)
(1) CAPBP(14-61), CENCY(10-39), GALAP(11-36), GERPU (13-16),

LAMAM(12-30), LAMPU(12-63), MATCH (10-33), MATIN (11-33),
MELAL(16-30), MYOAR(25-30, PAPRH(11-30), POAAN(14-59), POLCO
(10-11), STEME(11-34), THLAR(14-30), VERPE(13-63), VERHE (35),
VIOAR(11-63)

Number of applications |1
Intervals between

applications n.a
Spray volumes 150- 300 L/ha

Assessment Assessment types % of weed coverage, number of weeds/m?, Visual % weed control
Assessment dates DAA 36-77; DAA 7-16; DAA 21-29

Other relevant | Soil type loamy sand, sandy clay, silt loam, fine gravelly loam, sandy loam, sand, loam

information o
e.g. Natural / artificial N

innoculation. ..

e.g. Field / Greenhouse... | F

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

ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with adjuvant Insert(Insert)

Total 22 efficacy trials carried between 2018- 2021 in winter wheat have generated valid
data on the efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert. Out of all effi-
cacy trials conducted tank mixture of ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (0,51/ha +0,2 I/a) was tested in = 19
trials, ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (1,0 I/ha of ADM.06001.H.2.B ) was tested in 5 trials between
2018-2021.

Results presented in tables 3.20-12a-b shows the increasing efficacy level since first assessment to the
last one (optional) in comparison to reference products used in trials, also table 3.2-9 presented in
chapter “Minimum effective dose “ shows increase of efficacy level, compared to product
ADM.06001.H.2.B applied at minimum/maximum dose rate .

External adjuvants are assumed to optimize foliar absorption of the herbicide, resulting in an increased
post-emergence efficacy, therefore it can be concluded that addition of adjuvant Insert to product
ADM.06001.H.2.B. increase its efficacy in control of key weeds , both mono and dicotyledonous.

Results presented in Tables3.2-12a-b shows clearly the impact of the addition of an adjuvant on the
efficacy
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Table 3.2-12a: Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with adjuvant Insert at proposed label rates: 0,5 —
1,0 I/ha +0,2 I/ha, compared to reference, at assessment BBCH 31-37; DAA 7-16
ADM.06001.H.2. | ADM.06001.H.2. | Atlantis 12 OD+ | Atlantis 12 OD+ | Atlantis Star +
B + Insert B + Insert Biopower Biopower Biopower
‘C’:ged spe- | UNCKPLAIMZ 1) ok 4 00 1ha | 1,0 ha +021/ha | 1.2lha+1,2iha | 0,6/ha+06/ha | 0,33kg/ha+1,01/ha
me- ma me- ma me- ma me- ma
an min | X mean | min | max | mean | min | max | an min | X an min | X an min | X
12, 48, 55,
ALOMY 245| 0|375| 438|438|438| 721|575|825| 660| 8800 - 680| 0813
n 6 1 5 4 - 4
60, 50, 61,
APESV 19,2| 80| 46| 623|363)|913| 738|738|738| 600| 0/600| 603| 0|763| 613| 3|613
n 1 10 1 1 8 1
50,
AVEFA 143| 70| 22| 57,2|438]| 725 - - 572| 0]738 -
n 4 4 - - 4 -
63, 57, 71,
BRSNW 6,7| 50| 93| 588|325|800| 768|663|873| 792| 8|945| 691| 5|788| 89| 3|965
n 6 4 2 2 4 2
30,
CAPBP 14,0| 7,0/ 230| 500|225| 775 - - 605| 0]80,0 -
n 5 5 - - 5 -
27,
CENCY 139 6,0|375| 381|20,0]588| 583]583] 583 - 454| 5|638 -
n 5 4 1 - 3 -
23, 10, 26,
GALAP 71| 53| 88| 238| 00]475| 325|263|388| 350| 8|463| 40| 0488 475| 3|688
n 7 5 2 2 4 2
62, 23, 65,
LAMPU 78| 53|11,0| 388|188 55| 582|475|688| 769| 5/91,3| 238| 8|238| 812| 0973
n 5 3 2 2 1 2
60, 62,
MATCH 62| 60| 63 - 54,4|450|638| 779 0]958 - 735| 5845
n 2 - 2 2 - 2
27,
MATIN 87| 50|290| 456| 00|700| 615|615]615 538| 5|775 -
n 12 1 1 10 -
58, 41, 63,
PAPRH 60| 50| 70| 581|51,3|650| 613|/613|613| 588| 8|588| 419| 3|425| 638| 8]|638
n 3 2 1 1 2 1
58,
POAAN 129 50[230| 641]600] 713 - - 672| 8|750 -
n 4 4 - - 4 =
37,
STEME 59| 50| 80| 46,8]|17,5]| 80,0 - - 625| 5825 -
n D) 5 - - 4 -
89, 78,
THLAR 74| 68| 80| 400|400 400| 51,3|51,3|51,3| 895| 5|895 - 788| 8|788
n 2 1 1 1 - 1
53, 36, 53,
VIOAR 14,8| 6,0|550| 434|200 788| 527|463|61,3| 71,2| 8|835| 574| 3|800| 753| 8|95
n 15 1 4 3 8 3
60, 47, 67,
VERPE 74| 55| 98| 300| 00|575| 319[313|325| 704| 0|808| 546| 5|650| 760| 5845
n 6 4 2 2 3 2
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Table 3.2-12b: Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with adjuvant Insert at proposed label rate: 0,5-1,0
I/ha +0,2 I/ha, compared to reference, at assessment BBCH 33-51; DAA 21-29

ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis 12 OD+ | Atlantis Star +
Weed UNCK PLA/mM2 | + Insert + Insert Biopower Biopower Biopower
species 051/ha+0,2l/ha |1,0l/ha+0,2Il/ha 1,2l/ha+1,2l/ha 0,6l/ha+0,6l/ha 0,33kg/ha+1,0l/ha
P me- ma | me- me- me- me- ma | me-
an min | X an min | max | an min | max | an min | max |an min | X an min | max
ALO- 12, 81, 100,
MY 30,4 0| 51| 87,2 5| 90,0 94,3| 90,8 0| 90,6 | 883| 9338 - 89,6 | 825| 96,3
n 8 3 5 4 - 4
62, | 100, 100, | 100, 68,
APESV | 19,7| 80| 46 91 5 0| 100,0 0 0| 925| 925| 925| 885 8|950| 83,8 838| 838
n 11 10 1 1 8 1
78, 80,
AVEFA 13| 7,0[/18,0| 89,1 8| 98,8 - - 86,3 0| 90 -
n 4 4 - - 4 -
32, 100, 57, 100, | 100,
BRSNW 6,7 50| 93| 67,8 5| 91,0 98,6| 98,3| 988 | 994 | 98,8 0| 822 5196,3 | 100,0 0 0
n 6 4 2 2 4 2
35, 57,
CAPBP | 144] 7,0|250(| 59,3 0| 90,0 - - 71,8 5|97,5 -
n 5 5) - - 5) -
32, 30,
CENCY | 146| 6,0| 38| 46,0 5| 588| 56,0| 56,0| 56,0 - 50,8 0|725 -
n 5 4 1 - 3 -
12,
GALAP 71| 53| 88| 298| 0,0 55| 41,3| 36,3| 46,3| 425| 138| 71,3 | 456 5|76,3| 53,9| 18,8 | 89,0
n 7 5 2 2 4 2
20, 100, 217, 100,
LAMPU 80| 53[110| 350 0| 56,3| 63,2| 525| 73,8| 99,2| 98,3 0| 27,5 5(27,5| 99,8 | 99,5 0
n 5 3 2 2 1 2
MA-
TCH 6,7| 63| 7,0 - 56,9 | 51,3| 625| 785| 61,3| 958 - 80,4| 625| 98,3
n 2 - 2 2 - 2
50,
MATIN 88| 50| 29| 57,3| 50| 80| 715| 715| 715 - 71,5 0888 -
n 12 11 1 - 10 -
65, 57,
PAPRH 6,3| 50| 80| 681 0| 71,3| 61,3| 61,3| 61,3| 675| 67,5| 67,5| 60,0 5|625| 66,3| 66,3| 66,3
n 3] 2 1 1 2 1
72,| 100, 81,
POAAN | 126| 50220 91,3 5 0 - - 88,7 3191,3 -
n 4 4 - - 4 -
38, T,
STEME 55| 50| 60| 658 8| 87,5 - - 83,5 5|93,8 -
n D) 5 - - 4 -
40, 100, | 100, 100, | 100,
THLAR 74| 68| 80| 40,0 0| 40,0 90,8 | 90,8 | 90,8 | 100,0 0 0 100,0 0 0
n 2 1 1 1 1
10, 40,
VIOAR | 14,0| 6,0|450]| 515 0| 888| 554 | 475| 638| 789| 625| 88,0| 68,9 0[950| 843| 625| 958
n 15 11 4 3 8 3
10, 47,
VERPE 76| 55| 98| 469 0| 850| 357| 325| 388| 824| 820 828 | 64,6 5/888| 895| 895| 89,5
n 6 4 2 2 3 2
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Table 3.2-12c: Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with adjuvant Insert at proposed label rate: 0,5-1,0
I/ha +0,2 I/ha, compared to reference, at assessment BBCH 51-69; DAA 36-77
ADM.06001.H.2. | ADM.06001.H.2.B | Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis 12 OD+ | Atlantis Star +
Weed UINICHR LAY B + Insert + Insert Biopower Biopower Biopower
species 051/ha+0,21/ha |1,0l/ha+0,2l/ha 1,2l/ha+1,2l/ha 0,61/ha+0,61/ha 0,33kg/ha+1,0l/ha
me- ma | me- me- me- me- me-
an min | X an min | max | an min_| max | an min_| max_| an min | max | an min__| max
ALO- 12, 83, 100,
MY 30,4 0| 51| 92,0 5| 96,3| 96,8 | 953 0| 89:3| 87,5| 91,3 - 89,3| 83,8| 938
n 8 3 5 4 - 4
87, | 100, | 100, | 100, | 100, 73,
APESV | 224| 80| 50 97 5 0 0 0 0| 938| 938| 938| 857 8| 938| 838| 838| 838
n 11 10 1 1 8 1
100, 81, | 100,
AVEFA 15| 80| 22| 988| 95 0 - = 95,1 5] 0 =
n 4 4 - - 4 -
BRSN 32, 100, 60, 100, | 100, | 100,
W 6,7] 50| 93| 681 5| 910| 986| 983 | 988| 994 | 988 0| 828 0| 96,3 0 0 0
n 6 4 2 2 4 2
35, 60, | 100,
CAPBP | 142| 7,0|250]| 728 0| 100 = = 81 0 0 -
n 5 o) = - 5 -
31, 40,
CENCY | 151| 6,0[150| 46,6 3| 60,0| 438 438 438 - 57,5 0] 725 -
n 5 4 1 - 8 -
12,
GALAP 72] 53| 88| 310] 0,0 60| 4372 40 46,3| 444| 175| 713 50 5| 938 558 225| 89,0
n 7 5 2 2 3 2
LAM- 20, 100, 42, 100,
PU 84| 53|110]| 413 0| 60,0 632| 52,5| 738| 99,2| 983 0| 425 5| 425 99,8 | 99,5 0
n 5 3 2 2 1 2
MA-
TCH 6,7 63| 7,0 - 594 | 513| 675| 810| 66,3]| 958 - 829 | 67,5| 983
n 2 - 2 2 - 2
12, 60,
MATIN 88| 50| 30| 62,7 5| 963| 74,0| 740]| 74,0 - 79,1 0| 100 -
n 12 11 1 - 10 -
65, 57,
PAPRH 6,7| 50| 90| 681 0| 71,3| 71,3| 71,3| 71,3| 775| 775]| 715 60 5| 625| 76,3| 76,3| 76,3
n 3 2 1 1 2 1
77, | 100, 85, | 100,
POAAN | 17,6] 50]320] 928 5 0 - - 92,8 0 0 -
n 4 4 - s 4 =
52, 77,
STEME 55| 50| 60| 721 8] 925 - - 85,0 5| 975 -
n 5 5 = = 4 =
100, | 100, | 100, 100, | 100, | 100,
THLAR 74| 68| 80 40| 40 | 40 90,8 | 90,8 | 90,8 0 0 0 = 0 0 0
n 2 1 1 1 - 1
50, | 100,
VIOAR | 143| 6,0]440| 521| 00| 96,3| 469| 175| 675| 80,6 | 675| 880 | 71,6 0 0| 855| 66,3| 95,8
n 15 11 4 3 8 8
10, 47,
VERPE 74| 55| 98| 491 0| 838| 357| 325| 388| 824| 820| 828| 708 5] 975| 895| 895| 895
n 6 4 2 2 3 2
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ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with product Camaro 306 SE

Total 22 efficacy trials carried between 2018- 2021 in winter wheat have generated valid
data on the efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert and product
Camaro 306 SE. Out of all efficacy trials conducted, tank mixture of ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro
306 SE (0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) was tested in 12 efficacy trials (2020).

Camaro 306 SE contains 2 active substances known from its herbicidal activity in controlling
dicotyledonous weed plants cereals, addition of Camaro 306 SE to product ADM.06001.H.2.B signifi-
cantly increase ability to control both mono and dicotyledonous weed plants in winter cereals.

Results presented in Tables 3.2-14a-c shows increasing level of efficacy of tank mixture
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE (0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) in comparison to reference products, as well
as results presented in table 3.2-9 , in chapter “Minimum Effective Dose” shows efficacy compared to
product ADM.06001.H.2.B applied at minimum/maximum dose rate .

Table 3.2-14a: Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with Camaro 306 SE at proposed label rate: 0,5 I/ha
+ 0,5 I/ha, at assessment BBCH 31-37; DAA 7-16

Weed species UNCK PLA/m2 ADM.06001.H.2.B Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis Star +
+ Camaro 306 SE Biopower Biopower Biopower

0,5 I/ha +0,5 I/ha 1,2I/ha+1,2I/ha 0,61/ha+0,6l/ha 0,33kg/ha+1,0l/ha

mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max mean | min | max

ALOMY 245 [ 12,0 | 375 | 64,7 | 525 | 825 | 66,0 | 488 | 80,0 - 68,0 | 55,0 | 81,3
n 4 4 4 = 4

APESV 20,7 | 8,0 ‘ 46 52,7 ‘ 38,8 ‘ 65,0 | 60,0 ‘ 60,0 ‘ 60,0 57 500 | 688 | 613 | 61,3 ‘ 61,3
n 6 6 1 5 1
AVEFA 14,3 | 7,0 ‘ 22 55,3 ‘ 40 ‘71,3 - 57,2 ‘50,0‘ 73,8 -
n 4 4 - 4 -

BRSNW 6,7 | 5,0 ‘ 93 | 80,2 ‘71,3 ‘ 90,8 | 79,2 | 63,8 | 94,5 65 ‘ 57,5‘ 725 | 839 | 713 ] 965
n 4 4 2 2 2
CAPBP 13,3 | 7.0 ‘ 21 73,4 ‘57,5 ‘ 81,3 - 483 ‘30,0‘ 57,5 -
n 3 3 - 3 -
CENCY 17,8 | 6,0 ‘ 10,0 | 62,1 ‘ 53,8 ‘ 72,5 - 45,4 ‘ 27,5 ‘ 65,0 -
n 3 3 - 3 -

GALAP 6,9 | 53 ‘ 8 67,4 ‘ 55 ‘88,3 350 | 23,8 | 46,3 | 40,9 ‘10,0‘ 638 | 47,5 | 26,3 | 688
n 5 5 2 3 2

LAMPU 738 | 55 ‘ 110 | 57,9 ‘ 32,5 ‘ 76,3 | 76,9 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 91,3 | 238 ‘ 23,8 ‘ 238 | 81,2 | 65,0 ‘ 97,3
n 3 3 2 1 2

MATCH 6,2 | 6,0 ‘ 63 | 775 ‘ 61,3 ‘ 93,8 | 77,9 ‘ 60,0 ‘ 95,8 - 73,5 | 62,5 ‘ 84,5
n 2 2 2 - 2
MATIN 9,6 | 5,0 ‘ 29 65,6 ‘43,8 ‘ 76,3 - 53,8 | 275 | 68,8 -
n 8 8 - 8 -

PAPRH 6,0 | 5,0 ‘ 7 65,0 ‘63,8 ‘ 66,3 | 588 | 588 | 588 | 425 ‘42,5‘ 425 | 638 | 638 | 638
n 2 2 1 1 1
STEME 55 | 5,0 ‘ 6 78,2 ‘ 75,0 ‘ 81,3 5 50,6 ‘ 37,5 ‘ 63,75 -
n 52 2 - 42 =

THLAR 6,8 | 6,8 ’ 68 | 788 ‘78,8 ’ 78,8 | 895 | 895 | 89,5 - 78,8 | 788 | 78,8
n 1 1 1 = 1

VIOAR 16,7 | 6,0 ’ 55,0 | 59,9 ‘ 37,5 ’ 70,0 | 71,2 ’ 53,8 ‘ 835 | 50,3 | 363 | 65 75,3 | 53,8 ‘ 945
n 8 8 3 5 3

VERPE 8,2 | 7,0 ’ 98 | 588 ‘ 35,0 ’ 68,8 | 70,4 ’ 60,0 ‘ 80,8 | 58,2 ‘ 51,3 ‘ 650 | 76,0 | 67,5 ‘ 84,5
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Table 3.2-14b: Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with Camaro 306 SE at proposed label rate: 0,5
I/ha + 0,5 I/ha, at assessment BBCH 33-51; DAA 21-29

UNCK PLA/m2 ADM.06001.H.2.B + Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis Star +
Camaro 306 SE Biopower Biopower Biopower
Weed spcies 0,5 I/lha + 0,5 I/ha 1,2l/ha+1,2l/ha 0,6l/ha+0,61/ha 0,33kg/ha+1,0l/ha
mean | min [ max |mean | min mean | min max | mean | min mean | min | max | mean | min

ALOMY 255| 120| 375| 879| 800| 920| 906| 883| 938 - 896| 825| 963
n 4 4 4 - 4

APESV 215 ‘ 8,0 ‘ 46| 84,0 ‘ 63,8 ‘ 96,3| 925 ‘ 92,5 ‘ 92,5 853| 688 | 91,3| 838 ‘ 83,8 ‘ 83,8
n 6 6 1 5 1

AVEFA 13,0 ‘ 7,0 ‘ 180 741 ‘ 60,0 ‘ 90,0 - 86,3 ‘ 80,0 ‘ 90 -
n 4 4 - 4 -

BRSNW 6,7 ‘ 5,0 ‘ 93| 984 ‘ 93,8 ‘ 1000 994 | 98,8 100,0 74,4 ‘ SIS ‘ 91,3 ] 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 4 4 2 2 2

CAPBP 233 ‘ 7,0 ‘ 21| 863 ‘ 63,8 ‘ 97,5 - 59,2 ‘ 57,5 ‘ 61,3 -
n 3 3 - 3 -

CENCY 19,0 ‘ 6,0 ‘ 38| 784 ‘ 61,3 ‘ 88,8 - 50,8 ‘ 30,0 ‘ 72,5 -
n 8 8 - 3 -

GALAP 6,9 ‘ 53 ‘ 8| 813 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 925| 425| 138| 713 45,9 ‘ 12,5 ‘ 488| 539| 188| 890
n 5 5 2 3 2

LAMPU 8,2 ‘ 55 ‘ 11,0| 808 ‘ 78,8 ‘ 82,3| 992 ‘ 98,3 ‘ 100,0 27,5 ‘ 27,5 ‘ 27,5 998 ‘ 99,5 ‘ 100,0
n 8 8 2 1 2

MATCH 6,7 ‘ 6,3 ‘ 70| 913 ‘ 83,8 ‘ 988| 785 ‘ 61,3 ‘ 95,8 - 80,4 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 98,3
n 2 2 2 - 2

MATIN 9,6 ‘ 5,0 ‘ 29| 849 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 96,3 - 71,1 50,0 | 888 -
n 8 8 - 8 -

PAPRH 6,5 ‘ 5,0 ‘ 80| 844 ‘ 82,5 ‘ 86,3| 675| 675| 675 62,5 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 625| 663| 663| 663
n 2 2 1 1 1

STEME 55 ‘ 5,0 ‘ 60| 950 ‘ 92,5 ‘ 97,5 - 81,3 ‘ 77,5 ‘ 85 -
n 2 2 - 2 -

THLAR 6,8 ‘ 6,8 ‘ 6,8 | 100,0 ‘ 100,0 ‘ 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 - 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 1 1 - 1

VIOAR 154 ‘ 6,0 ‘ 450| 79,0 ‘ 57,5 ‘ 90,0| 789 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 88,0 64,5| 400| 875| 843 ‘ 62,5 ‘ 95,8
n 8 8 8 5 3

VERPE 8,5 ‘ 7,0 ‘ 98| 734 ‘ 41,3 ‘ 925| 824 ‘ 82,0 ‘ 82,8 73,2 ‘ 57,5 ‘ 88,8 | 895 ‘ 89,5 ‘ 89,5
n 4 4 2 2 2
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Table 3.2-14c:  Efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with Camaro 306 SE at proposed label rate: 0,5
I/ha + 0,5 I/ha, at assessment BBCH 51-69; DAA 36-77
UNCK PLA/m2 ADM.06001.H.2.B + Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis 12 OD+ Atlantis Star +
Camaro 306 SE Biopower Biopower Biopower
Weed species 0,5 I/ha +0,5 I/ha 1,2l/ha+1,2I/ha 0,61/ha+0,61/ha 0,33kg/ha+1,0l/ha

mean |min |max |mean | min |mean | min | max |mean | min mean | min max | mean |

ALOMY 255| 120 375| 879| 813 92 89| 87,5 913 - 89,3| 838 938
n 4 4 4 - 4

APESV 24,5 I 8,0 ‘ 50| 938 ‘ 81,3 ‘ 100,0 | 93,8 ‘ 93,8 ‘ 93,8 828| 738 91,3| 838 ‘ 83,8 ‘ 83,8
n 6 6 1 5 1
AVEFA 15,0| s,o‘ 22 87,8‘ 62,5‘ 100,0 - 95,1‘ 81,3‘ 100,0 -
n 4 4 - 4 -

BRSNW 6,7 ‘ 5,0 ‘ 93| 984 ‘ 93,8 ‘ 100,0| 99,4| 98,8 | 100,0 75,6 ‘ 60,0 ‘ 91,3| 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 4 4 2 2 2
CAPBP 13,0‘ 7,0‘ 20 99,2‘ 98,8‘ 100 - 73,3’ 60,0‘ 100,0 -
n 3 3 - 3 -
CENCY 19,7‘ 6,0‘ 38 87,1‘ 82,5‘ 90,0 - 57,5’ 40,0‘ 72,5 -
n 3 B - 3 -

GALAP 7,1 ‘ 53 ‘ 8| 833 ‘ 70 ‘ 925| 444 175| 713 51,7 ’ 12,5 ‘ 938| 558| 225| 890
n 5 5 2 3 2

LAMPU 8,8‘ 5,5‘ 11,0 87,0‘ 78,8‘ 100,0 99,2‘ 98,3‘ 100,0 42,5‘ 42,5‘ 425 99,8‘ 99,5‘ 100,0
n 3 5] 2 1 2

MATCH 6,7‘ 6,3‘ 7.0 93,8‘ 88,8‘ 98,8 81,0‘ 66,3‘ 958 ‘ ‘ 82,9‘ 67,5‘ 98,3
n 2 2 2 2 2
MATIN 9,8‘ 5,0‘ 30 93,3‘ 85‘ 100,0 - 80‘ 60,0‘ 100 -
n 8 8 - 8 -

PAPRH 7‘ 5,0‘ 9,0 89,4‘ 86,3‘ 925| 775| 775| 715 62,5’ 62,5‘ 625| 763| 763| 763
n 2 2 1 1 1
STEME 5,5‘ 5,0‘ 6,0 95,7‘ 92,5‘ 98,8 - 82,5’ 80‘ 85 s
n 2 2 - 2 -

THLAR 6,8 ‘ 6,8 ‘ 6,8 | 100,0 ‘ 100,0 l 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0 - 100,0 | 100,0 | 100,0
n 1 1 1 - 1

VIOAR 15,7‘ s,o‘ 44,0 82,0‘ 65,o| 100,0 80,6| 67,5‘ 88,0| 67,8| 50,0| 863 85,5‘ 66,3‘ 95,8
n 8 8 B 5 3

VERPE 8,2‘ 7,0‘ 9,8 75,9‘ 76,3| 97,5 82,4| 82,0‘ 82,8 82,5| 67,5‘ 97,5 89,5‘ 89,5‘ 89,5
n 4 4 2 2 2
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Minor use
n.a.
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Yield (and relevant quality indicators), from efficacy trials (in the presence of challenging pest
populations)

No any of efficacy trials were harvested.

Summary and conclusion

The submitted efficacy data (reports from field trials) and additional information fulfil requirements
and conditions determined in the following EPPO guidelines:

PP 1/135 (4) Phytotoxicity assessment;

PP 1/152 (4) Design and analysis of efficacy evaluation trials;

PP 1/181 (4) Conduct and reporting of efficacy evaluation trials including good experimental practice.
PP 1/93 (3) Weeds in cereals

The studies fulfil also requirements of the Commission Regulation (EU) No 540/2011 of 25 May 2011
implementing Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council as re-
gards the data requirements for plant protection products.

Total ~ 22 efficacy trials carried between 2018- 2021 in winter wheat have generated valid
data on the efficacy of ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert and product
Camaro 306 SE. Out of all efficacy trials conducted , tank mixture of ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro
306 SE (0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha) was tested in 12 efficacy trials (2020) , tank mixture of
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (0,51/ha +0,2 I/ha) was tested in 19 trials, ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert
(1,0 I/ha of ADM.06001.H.2.B ) was tested in 5 trials between 2018-2021.

Results are presented by evaluation according to EPPO guideline PP 1/93(3):

Al- up to 2 weeks after the treatment (7-16 DAA, BBCH 31-37)

A2- 3-4 weeks after the treatment (21-29 DAA, BBCH 33-51)

A3 — optional shortly before the harvest (38-77 DAA, BBCH 51-73)

Reference products:

Atlantis 12 OD + Biopower applied at range of registered dose rates :0,6 I/ha-1,2 I/ha
Atlantis Star + Biopower applied at higher registered dose rate: 0,33kg/ha+1,01/ha

Susceptibility classification of weed plants depending on effectiveness of their control by herbicide , ac-
cording to SANCO /10055/2013 Rev.4 from 3 October 2013.

HS (Highly susceptible) 95-100%
S (Susceptible) 85-94,9%
MS (Moderately Susceptible) 70-84,9%
MT (Moderately Tolerant ) 50-69,9%
T (Tolerant) 0-49,9%

Table 3.2 12:  Susceptibility classification of weed plants in winter cereals assessment interval 21-29
DAA or 36-77 DAA, BBCH 33-51 or BBCH 51-69
Classification DAA 21-29 or 36-77 DAA, BBCH 33-51 or BBCH 51-69
Treatment ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert
0,5 I/ha + 0,5 I/ha 0,5l/ha +0,2 I/ha 1,0 I/ha +0,2 I/ha
HS BRSNW(4), STEME  (2), APESV(1),BRSNW(2)
S ALOMY (4),APESV  (6), AVEFA (4), ALOMY(3),APESV  (10), ALOMY(5),
CAPBP (3), LAMPU (3), | AVEFA ~ (4),POAAN(4)
MATIN = (8)
MS , GALAP (5), CAPBP (5), STEME(5)
VIOAR  (8),
VERPE  (4)
MT - BRSNW(4), LAMPU(2),
MATIN(11),
VIOAR = (11) VIOAR(4),
T CENCY  (4),GALAP  (5), GALAP(2),VERPE(2)
LAMPU(3),
VERPE  (4)

(Number in brackets stays for number of trial locations)
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The applicant submitted 22 reports (in total) showing the results in research into product efficacy
carried out between 2018 and 2021 in winter wheat. Obtained results shows benefits :increasing effi-
cacy in control of both mono and dicotyledonous weed plants in winter cereals.

3.2.34 Extrapolation

It is justifiable to extrapolate from a strong database of one crop to support registration of another crop
if certain conditions are met.

According to SANCO/D3/S12.395857%, proposed general principles for efficacy extrapolations be-
tween crops for the same target weed are:

o Extrapolations may only be accepted for the extension of use of a given plant protection prod-
uct used in the same way and at the same rate and dose, i.e. they cannot be used to extrapolate
a use to a different product.

e When considering the acceptability of an extrapolation, account must be taken of timing of
weed control, times of sowing/planting, competitiveness of the crop, time/method of harvest-
ing and ease of separating crop and weed seeds.

e Extrapolation may be possible for the control of a particular weed outdoors to the same species
under protected conditions, since conditions are less variable and weeds under protection tend
to be more sensitive. However, effectiveness under protected conditions cannot be extrapolat-
ed to outdoor use as weeds grown outdoors are usually hardened off and therefore less sensi-
tive to herbicides.

o The efficacy of soil-acting herbicides against weed species in the field cannot be extrapolated
to use in potted plants. The efficacy of herbicides (whether contact or soil-acting) cannot be
extrapolated from use either outdoors or in potted plants, to use in artificial substrate. This is
due to the likelihood of different effects on efficacy of different growing media.

Conclusion

With regard to the above-mentioned considerations and the data package submitted with this dossier,
containing data on several weeds in winter wheat, in general:

. Please consider data submitted for winter wheat for other winter cereals: winter triticale and
winter rye

3.2.3.4-1: Extrapolation table

Harmful organism Plants that we carry | Number of effica- Selectivity trials
/ group of harmful organ- Representative plant out cy for tank mix-
isms extrapolation studies required tures
winter triticale required according to the
weed species winter wheat (TTLWI) not needed national arrangements**:
(TRZAW) winter rye (SECCW) Winter wheat (TRZAW)*,

winter triticale (TTLWI)*:

winter rye (SECCW)*:

*Please see details of number of selectivity trials per crop/per use in chapter “Phytotoxicity to host crop (KCP 6.4.1)
** The number of selectivity trials for tank mixtures depends on whether the crops (and selectivity) are known for the prod-
ucts applied solo.

According to presented above the extrapolation table, rules specified, can be used to register the plant
protection product in the PL (National Level) or as part of the assessment as an IMS or as part of
commenting.(all information available under link: https://www.gov.pl/web/rolnictwo/ustalenia-
dotyczace-sporzadzania-oceny-lub-uwag-w-zakresie-srodkow-ochrony-roslin-przez-podmioty-

upowaznione)

L Proposals for extending and harmonizing efficacy and crop safety extrapolations to reduce the need for efficacy trials on
minor crops‘; SANCO/D3/S12.395857; Final report; October 2005



https://www.gov.pl/web/rolnictwo/ustalenia-dotyczace-sporzadzania-oceny-lub-uwag-w-zakresie-srodkow-ochrony-roslin-przez-podmioty-upowaznione
https://www.gov.pl/web/rolnictwo/ustalenia-dotyczace-sporzadzania-oceny-lub-uwag-w-zakresie-srodkow-ochrony-roslin-przez-podmioty-upowaznione
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Comments of zZRMS on:
Efficacy tests (3.2.3)

The efficacy data package submitted by the applicant is sufficient to evaluate the efficacy of the herbicide
ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert and the herbicide Camaro 306 SE at target dose
rates.

Conclusions from the evaluation

Overall classification of weed susceptibility (based on SANCO/10055/2013 Rev. 4, 3 October 2013 / national
arrangements) has been presented below:

Weed susceptibility

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert
Dose Rates
Grass weed species
ALOMY
APESV
AVEFA
POAAN
Broad-leaved weed species
BRSNW MT HS/S
CAPBP MS -
CENCY T MT/T?
GALAP T T
LAMPU T MT
MATCH - MT?!
MATIN MT MSt
PAPRH MT?! MT?
STEME MS -
THLAR T! SE
VERPE T T
VIOAR MT/T MT/T
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 0.5 L/ha+0.5 L/ha
306 SE Dose Rates

Grass weed species
ALOMY S
APESV
AVEFA S
Broad-leaved weed species
BRSNW HS/S
CAPBP S
CENCY MS?t
GALAP MS
LAMPU S
MATCH
MATIN S
PAPRH MS?t
STEME HS/S
THLAR HS/St
VERPE MS
VIOAR MS
! Not sufficient number of trials

0.5 L/ha+0.2 L/ha 1.0 L/ha +0.2 L/ha

HS/S

nun nunmn

wn
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The following classification of weed species susceptibility can be included in the label for tank mixtures of
ADM.06001.H.2.B with adjuvant Insert or with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE:

ADM.06001.H.2.B at 0.5 L/ha + Insert at 0.2 L/ha

Susceptible weed species: , APESV, AVEFA, POAAN
Moderately susceptible weed species: CAPBP, STEME

Moderately tolerant weed species: BRSNW, MATIN

Tolerant weed species: CENCY, GALAP, LAMPU, VERPE, VIOAR

ADM.06001.H.2.B at 1.0 L/ha + Insert at 0.2 L/ha
Susceptible weed species: ALOMY, APESV, BRSNW
Moderately tolerant weed species: LAMPU

Tolerant weed species: GALAP, VERPE, VIOAR

ADM.06001.H.2.B at 0.5 L/ha + Camaro 306 SE at 0.5 L/ha
Susceptible weed species: APESV, AVEFA, BRSNW, CAPBP, LAMPU, MATIN, STEME
Moderately susceptible weed species: GALAP, VERPE, VIOAR

ALOMY has been removed for tank mixtures:

- 0.5 I/ha Edaptis + 0.2 I/ha adjuvant Insert

- 0.5 I/ha Edaptis + 0.5 I/ha Camaro

at the request of the applicant (in order to minimize the risk of occurrence and development of ALOMY re-
sistance to active substance pinoxaden), while commenting period of the herbicide ADM.06001.H.2.B.

3.3 Information on the occurrence or possible occurrence of the development

of resistance (KCP 6.3)
Please refer to core dossier

Comments of zZRMS on:
Information on the occurrence or possible occurrence of the development of resistance (3.3)

Not applicable.

3.4 Adverse effects on treated crops (KCP 6.4)

Additionally to phytotoxicity assessments at 20 efficacy trials, 27 crop selectivity trials have been
conducted between 2018 and 2021, specifically to determinate crop safety and possibility of adverse
impact on quality and quantity of yield , after application of ADM.06001.H.2.B in tank mix with adju-
vant Insert and herbicide Camaro 306 SE. Tested mixtures were applied at target dose rate: 1N and
double dose rate : 2N.

Table 3.4-1: Presentation of trials (selectivity trials)
Crop* Country Type of trial** Number of trials Years GEP, non-GEP, official***
winter wheat PL S+Y+Q 6 2018- GEP
2020
winter triticale PL S+Y+Q 10 2018-2021 GEP
winter rye PL S+Y+Q 11 2018-2021 GEP
TOTAL - - 27 2018-2021 -

* According to the GAP table

** S =selectivity trial, Y = trial with yield assessment, Q = trial with quality assessment, T = trial on the basis of the
study of impact on transformation process (TP: Physical transformation, TF: transformation involving microbial
fermentation), P = trial with assessment of impact on propagation

***  Official: carried out by a national official organisation
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Table 3.4-2: Presentation of reference standards used in trials (selectivity trials)
ot COLrJ,ntrY(ri]es) — Active Formulation Registered App!lcatl-on
CI’Op(S) ererence where t| _e uthorization substance(s) . application rate in trials Remark®
standards product is number (@s) | Concentration te® (per treat-
registered® . Type of as. rate ment)
Winter Axial 50 EC | PL R -105/2014 |pinoxaden |EC 50 g/L 0,9-1,2 I/ha | 1,2-2,4 I/ha
wheat
(TRZAW)
Winter Axial 50 EC | PL R -105/2014 |pinoxaden |EC 50 g/L 0,9-1,2 I’ha |0,9-1,8 I’ha
triticale
(TTLWI) Mustang 306 | PL R-53/2010 Florasulam | SE 6,25 g/l 0,4-0,6 I’ha |0,6-1,2 I’ha
SE 2,4-D 300 g/l
Aprilia 12 iodosulfuron | OD 29/ 0,45-1,2 0,45-0,9 I/ha
oD methyl- I/ha
sodium
mesosulfu- 10 g/l
ron methyl
Winter Axial 50 EC | PL R -105/2014 |pinoxaden |EC 50 g/L 0,9-1,2 I’/ha |0,9-1,8 I’ha
rye
SECCW)
Mustang 306 | PL R-53/2010 Florasulam | SE 6,25 g/l 0,4-0,6 I’ha | 0,6-1,2 I’ha
SE 2,4-D 300 g/l
Aprilia 12 iodosulfuron | OD 249/l 0,45-1,2 0,45-0,9 I/ha
oD methyl- I/ha
sodium
mesosulfu- 10 g/l
ron methyl

(1) only on use(s) applied for (with the test product)

(2) e.g.WP (wettable powder), EC (emulsifiable concentrate), etc.
(3) Dose / dose range authorized in the country
(4) Other relevant information (e.g. uses, number of applications, spray volume, method of application...)

34.1

Phytotoxicity to host crop (KCP 6.4.1)

Total of 27 selectivity trials have been carried out between 2018 and 2021, in NE EPPO zone (Po-
land), specifically to determinate crop safety and possibility of adverse impact on quality and quantity
of yield , after application of ADM.06001.H.2.B in tank mix with adjuvant Insert and herbicide Cama-
ro 306 SE. Tested mixtures were applied at target dose rate: 1N and double dose rate : 2N.
Number of crop selectivity trials per crop carried out to demonstrate the crop safety of tested tank
mixture are listed in the table below.

Crop Number of trials Country Tested mixture/nr of results Year trials
conducted
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert —
. 6
Winter wheat (TRZAW) 6 Poland ADM.06001.H.2.B+ Camaro 2018-2020
306 SE - 4
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert —
Winter triticale 7
(TTLWI) 10 Poland ADM.06001.H.2.B+ Camaro 2018-2021
306 SE - 3
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert —
Winter rye 7
(SECCW) 1 Poland ADM.06001.H.2.B+ Camaro 2018-2021
306 SE-4

All crop selectivity trials were carried out by organisations that are officially recognised as competent
to carry out efficacy testing in accordance with Regulation (EU) 284/2013.
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Table 3.4-3: Details on trial methodology - 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 15-30 m2

Number of replications |4 (all)

Crop Trials per crop Winter wheat (6)
Winter triticale (10)
Winter rye(11)

Varieties per crop Winter wheat: Dagmar, Patras (2), Hondia, Tonacja, Sailor

Winter triticale: Meloman (2), Rotondo, Trapero, Gringo, Subito, Twingo,
Fredo, Tadeus (2)

Winter rye: KWS Jethro, Brasetto, Theofano, Tur F1, Amilo, Dankowskie Ztote
(2), Binntto, Bono, KWS Berado, Dannkowskie Amber

Sowing period Winter wheat: 24/09/2019, 25/09/2019,

27/09/ 2017, 21/09/ 2017

Winter triticale: ~05/10/2019, 25/09/2019, 20/09/2019, 27/09/2017,
21/09/2017,20/10/2017, 03/11/2020, 27/10/2020, 14/10/2020

Winter rye: 25/09/2019, 24/09/2019, 23/09/2019, 20/09/2017, 19/09/2017,
09/11/2020, 30/10/2020, 09/10/2020, 20/10/2020

Application Crop stage (BBCH)"at | Winter wheat: 28-37
application Winter triticale:13-39
Winter rye: 13-39

Number of applications |1
Intervals between appli-

cations
Spray volumes 80 - 300 L/ha
Assessment Assessment types PHYGEN (%) general phyto
LODGING (%) visual estimation
Yield parameters:
HLW:- hectoliters weight
MOICON — moisture content
TKW — thousand kernel weight
GERMIN- germination
Assessment dates AO0-A4 assessments in the range of 0-69 DAT
Other relevant | Soil type Loam, sandy loam, sandy clay, loamy sand, fine sand, sandy loam, clay, sand,
information clay loam

e.g. Natural / artificial Weed-free locations
innoculation. ..

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

Trials were conducted according to the EPPO guidelines stated in Table 3.4-3. In all trials, layout was
according to randomised complete block design with 4 replicates per treatment. All normal crop hus-
bandry measures, with the exception of herbicides, were applied to the trials area by the grower, ac-
cording to crop requirements and in accordance with good agricultural practice. Trials included a
range of soil types and locations to determine crop tolerance under a range of conditions. All trials
were placed within regions representative of those where cereal crops are grown.

Applications on all crop selectivity trials were made using small plot sprayers designed to simulate
application using commercial sprayers representative of those used to apply herbicides in cereal crops.
The standard reference products were applied according to the label recommendations at authorised
label rates and also at twice these rates.
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Results selectivity in efficacy trials

No phytotoxicity symptom caused by the test product ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with
adjuvant Insert and product Camaro 306 SE at target dose rate — 1N was recorded in any of efficacy
trials.

Results selectivity in specific selectivity trials

Regarding selectivity trials , phytotoxic symptoms were recorded only on 3 out of 11 selectivity trials
in winter rye (SECCW) .

In trial: PL20 HSSECCW 013A (var. KWS Jethro), 14 and 28 days after application A, slight leaf
chlorosis symptoms were caused by ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (1,0 L/ha+ 0,2 L/ha; 2,0 L/ha+0,4
L/ha) and the reference product Axial 50 EC (0,9 L/ha; 1,8 L/ha) . Leaf chlorosis were transient and
disappeared within time. The symptoms had no negative influence on the yield and germination ability
and vigour of crop plants.

In trial PL20 HSSECCW 013B (var. Brasetto) phytotoxic effects (stunting) was observed on treatment
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (1,0 L/hat 0,2 L/ha) only in 13 DAA (5%) , on treatment
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (2,0 L/ha+0,4 L/ha) at all assessment intervals.

Stunting effect was observed during all assessments: 13 DAA — 25% ;27 DAA — 20%AND 41 DAA-
20% on 2N treatment, also phytotoxic effects influenced on vigour of crop plants at 2 assessments:
13DAA - 75% and 27 DAA — 80% , no effect on vigour was observed at last assessment 41 DAA.
Phytotoxicity had no negative influence on yield parameters.

In trial PL20 HSSECCW 013C (var. Theofano) symptoms of stunting were observed at assessment 14
DAA on treatment ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (1,0 L/hat+ 0,2 L/ha) — 2% and on treatment
ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert (2,0 L/ha+ 0,4 L/ha) during each of assessments: 14DA-A 15%, 28DA-A
10%, 46DA-A 10%. . Phytotoxicity also influence on vigour of crop plant. Phytotoxicity had no nega-
tive influence on yield parameters.

Table 3.4-4:  Phytotoxicity of product in winter rye (SECCW)
Selectivity trials (11 trials) Efficacy trials (20 trials)
ADM.06001.H.2.B . ADM.06001.H.2.B .
Number of trials with... Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC
+ Insert + Insert
N 2N N 2N N N
Maximum of phyto- | 0% to 5% 2 0 0 0 0 0
toxicity recorded
during the trials >5% to 10% 1 1 1 1 0 0
>10% to 15% 0 0 0 0 0 0
>15 % 0 2 0 0 0 0
Level of symptoms | 0% to 5% 0 0 0 0 0 0
at the last assess-
ments >5% to 10% 0 0 0 0 0 0
>10% to 15% 1 0 0 0 0
>15 % 1 0 0 0 0

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at the maximum proposed label rate (1,0 I/ha
+ 0,2 I/ha) in winter rye (SECCW), in 3 out of 11 selectivity trials, caused transient phytotoxic effects
like leaf chlorosis or stunting during 1- 2 assessments, with no negative influence on yield parame-
ters.

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at 2N dose rate (2,0 I/ha + 0,4 1/ha) in winter
rye (SECCW), in 3 out of 11 selectivity trials cause slight phytotoxic effects like leaf chlorosis at first
2 assessments (1 trial) and slight till moderate stunting effect observed at 3 assessments (2 trials).

No phytotoxicity or other adverse effects cause by tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert, applied at
1IN and 2N dose rate, on the other tested crops: winter wheat (TRZAW) and winter triticale (TTLWI)
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were observed.

No phytotoxicity of tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE , applied at target dose rate:
0,5 I/ha +0,5 I/ha and double (2N) dose rate: 1,0 I/ha + 1,0l/ha , were observed in any of efficacy and
selectivity trials, at any of assessment intervals.

No phytotoxicity symptoms caused by the test product ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture
with adjuvant Insert and product Camaro 306 SE at target dose rate — 1N were recorded in any of effi-
cacy trials.

Comments of zZRMS on:
Phytotoxicity to host crop (3.4.1)

The selectivity data package submitted by the applicant is sufficient to evaluate the effect of the herbicide
ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert and the herbicide Camaro 306 SE. Phytotoxicity
symptoms: slight leaf chlorosis or stunting appeared in only 3 of 11 selectivity trials, conducted on winter rye
after application of tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert at 1N and 2 N dose rates. These effects were tran-
sient and disappeared in 3 trials, after application of tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert at 1N dose rate.,
and in 1 trial, where ADM.06001.H.2.B was applied with Insert at 2N dose rates. The subsequent yield analysis
showed also no impact of phytotoxicity symptoms occurrence on the quantity and quality of the crop yield. No
phytotoxicity symptoms were observed after application of tank mixture of ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306
SE at 1N and 2 N dose rates in any of the selectivity trials carried out. Additionally, no phytotoxicity was noted
in all efficacy trials, after application of tank mixtures: ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert, ADM.06001.H.2.B + Ca-
maro 306 SE at 1N dose rates.

Based on the submitted trial results it can be concluded that ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with the adjuvant Insert
or with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE at target dose rates can be safely used in winter wheat, winter rye and win-
ter triticale without risk of consistent crop damages affecting crop yield.

To prevent any phytotoxicity occurrence, it is recommended to include in the label remark to avoid overlapping
of the spray liquid and not to perform treatments in time when crops are under stress due to unfavorable envi-
ronmental conditions and when crops are weakened or damaged by pests, frosts, flooding or drought

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

Total of 27 selectivity trials have been carried out between 2018 and 2021, in NE EPPO zone (Po-
land), specifically to determinate crop safety and possibility of adverse impact on quality and quantity
of yield , after application of ADM.06001.H.2.B in tank mix with adjuvant Insert and herbicide Cama-
ro 306 SE. Tested mixtures were applied at target dose rate: 1N and double dose rate: 2N.

Crops were harvested at normal commercial conditions, following a single application of tested tank
mixtures:

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert at the maximum proposed label rate: 1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/ha and at twice this
rate 2,0 I/ha + 0,4 I/ha.

And

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE at the proposed label rate: 0,5 I/ha + 0,51/ha and double rate: 1,0
I/ha+1,0 I/ha

to simulate sprayer overlap, in the absence of weeds in cereals.

The materials and methods used in all crop selectivity trials are given in Section 3.4.1.

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at the maximum proposed label rate 1,0 I/ha +
0,2 I/ha) in winter rye (SECCW), in 3 out of 11 selectivity trials, caused transient phytotoxic effects
like leaf chlorosis or stunting during 1- 2 assessments, with no negative influence on yield.

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at 2N dose rate 2,0 I/ha + 0,4 I/ha in winter
rye (SECCW), in 3 out of 11 selectivity trials cause slight phytotoxic effects like leaf chlorosis at first
2 assessments (1 trial) and slight till moderate stunting effect observed at 3 assessments (2 trials), with
no negative influence on yield.

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE applied at the proposed label rate: 0,5 I/ha
+ 0,51/ha and double rate: 1,0 I/ha+1,0 I/ha , has no negative influence on yield observed.
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Table 3.4-5: Yield of winter triticale
Winter triticale (TTLWI)
Treatment UNCK ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC Mustang 306 SE Mustang 306 SE
+Camaro 306 SE | +Camaro 306 SE +Insert +Insert 1,2l/ha 2,4l/ha +Aprilia 12 OD +Aprilia 12 OD
0,51/ha+0,51/ha 1,0I/ha+1,0l/ha 1,0l/ha+0,2l/ha 2,0l/ha+0,41/ha 0,61/ha+0,45L/HA 1,2l/ha+0,91/ha
Rating type n | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min [ max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max
YIELD (kg/plot) | 10 6,3| 47| 86 6,1 54| 68 62| 54| 68 66| 47| 86 66| 47| 86 59| 47| 84 60| 47| 85 71] 62| 84 72| 63 8,5
YIELD (t/ha) 10 59| 46| 82 51| 45| 56 51| 45| 57 62| 45| 79 6,2 45| 79 59| 45| 80 59| 45| 81 6,2] 52| 80 6,3| 52 8,1
Table 3.4-5a:  Yield of winter rye
Winter rye (SECCW)
Treatment UNCK ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC Mustang 306 SE Mustang 306 SE
+Camaro 306 SE +Camaro 306 SE +Insert +Insert 1,2l/ha 2,41/ha +Aprilia 12 OD +Aprilial2 OD
0,5l/ha+0,51/ha 1,0l/ha+1,0l/ha 1,0l/ha+0,2l/ha 2,0l/ha+0,41/ha 0,61/ha+0,45L/HA 1,21/ha+0,91/ha
Rating type n mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma mea mi ma
n n X n n X n n X n n X n n X n n X n n X n n X n n X
YIELD 9 55 3,0 105 | 56 53 5,9 5,6 53 59 57 3,0 11,1 | 56 3,0 10,8 | 4,2 3,0 6,4 4,4 3,0 6,5 5,6 54 59 5,6 54 59
(kg/plot)
YIELD 1 |53 37 | 88 | 46 43 | 49 | 46 44 | 48 | 58 37 |92 |57 36 | 90 | 44 34 | 61 | 45 39 | 62 | 47 44 | 49 | 47 44 |49
(t/ha) 1
Table 3.4-5b:  Yield of winter wheat
Winter wheat (TRZAW)
Treatment UNCK ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC
+Camaro 306 SE +Camaro 306 SE +Insert +Insert 1,2l/ha 2,4l/ha
0,5l/ha+0,5l/ha 1,01/ha+1,0l/ha 1,0l/ha+0,2l/ha 2,01/ha+0,41/ha
Rating type 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) 6 68| 39| 10,6 8,1 58| 10,8 8,2 58| 110 6,9 39| 109 6,9 39| 10,7 6,9 39| 10,7 70| 39]|107
YIELD (t/ha) 6 71] 51 7,9 75 6,7 8,0 7,6 6,7 8,2 7,1 51 8,1 7,1 5,1 8,0 7,1 5,2 7,9 72| 52| 79
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Tested tank mixtures :

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at the propose label rate:0,5-1,0 I/ha +0,2 I/ha and 2N dose rate 2,0
I/ha+ 0,4 I/ha

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE at the proposed label rate: 0,5 I/ha + 0,51/ha and 2N dose rate:
1,0 I/ha+1,0 I/ha

do not have negative influence on yield in any of tested winter cereals: winter wheat (TRZAW), win-
ter triticale (TTLWI) and winter rye (SECCW)

Comments of ZRMS on:
Effect on the yield of treated plants or plant products (3.4.2)

Based on the submitted trial results it can be concluded that ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with
adjuvant Insert or with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE, at recommended dose rates, does not affect negatively on
the yield of the target crops.

3.4.3 Effects on the quality of plants or plant products (KCP 6.4.3)

Total of 27 selectivity trials have been carried out between 2018 and 2021, in NE EPPO zone (Po-
land), specifically to determinate crop safety and possibility of adverse impact on quality and quantity
of yield , after application of ADM.06001.H.2.B in tank mix with adjuvant Insert and herbicide Cama-
ro 306 SE. Tested mixtures were applied at target dose rate: 1N and double dose rate : 2N.

Crops were harvested at normal commercial conditions, following a single application of tested tank
mixtures:

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert at the maximum proposed label rate: 1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/ha and at twice this
rate 2,0 I/ha + 0,4 I/ha

And

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE at the proposed label rate: 0,5 I/ha + 0,51/ha and double rate: 1,0
I/ha+1,0 I/ha

to simulate sprayer overlap, in the absence of weeds in winter cereals.

As presented in tables: 3.4-6 and 7 , application of tested tank mixtures as specified above , did not
have negative influence on yield parameters.

Obtained results from determined yields parameters like:

MOICON (moisture content); HLW(hectolitres weight), TKW (thousand kernel weight) and

GERMIN (germination) in tested crops: winter wheat (TRZAW), winter triticale (TTLWI) and winter
rye (SECCW) do not differ statistically significant from untreated as well as from results from refer-
ence products results.

Based on the absence of consistent or pronounced reductions in yield parameters, it is reasonable to
conclude that a single application of tank mixtures ADM.06001.H.2.B and both adjuvant Insert and
product Camaro 306 SE at the maximum proposed label rates, applied according to label recommen-
dations, has no adverse impact on the quality of yield parameters in tested crops.
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Table 3.4-6: Yield parameters TRZAW (winter wheat)
TRZAW
Treatment UNCK ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC
+Camaro 306 SE +Camaro 306 SE +Insert +Insert 1,2l/ha 2,41/ha
0,51/ha+0,51/ha 1,0/ha+1,0l/ha 1,0/ha+0,21/ha 2,0l/ha+0,4l/ha
Rating type n mean min | max | mean min | max | mean min | max | mean min | max | mean min | max | mean min | max | mean min | max
MOICON 6 132 125| 145 136 | 12,6| 148 134 | 125| 146 13,1 125| 14,6 13,1 12,2 147 131 121 145 13,3 12,3| 153
HLW 6 725| 657 779 725| 666| 769 72,7| 657| 77,0 725| 659| 784 727| 660| 779 723| 657| 717 721| 657| 774
TKW 6 428| 381| 4772 42,7] 373| 468 428| 383| 4672 426| 37,7| 476 425| 376| 475 426 374| 471 42,7 375| 473
GERMIN 3 93,0| 905| 963 919| 880| 958 931| 893| 968 934| 903| 978 949| 918| 968 941 92,0| 96,8 93,7 90,0| 97,3
Table 3.4-7: Yield parameters TTLWI (winter triticale) and winter rye (SECCW)
TTLWI
Treatment UNCK ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B | ADM.06001.H.2.B Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC Mustang 306 SE Mustang 306 SE
+Camaro 306 SE | +Camaro 306 SE +Insert +Insert 1,2l/ha 2,4l/ha +Aprilia 12 OD +Aprilia 12 OD
0,51/ha+0,51/ha 1,0l/ha+1,0l/ha 1,0l/ha+0,2l/ha 2,0l/ha+0,41/ha 0,6l/ha+0,45L/HA 1,2l/ha+0,91/ha
Rating type | n mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max
MOICON | 19 135|119 151 | 149|146| 152 | 143|141| 145| 129(122| 143| 128|11,7| 143| 131|11,7| 143| 131|116 144 | 149|143 | 154 | 145|144 14,5
HLW 10 70,6 |66,3| 77,7| 676|668| 682| 672|659| 686| 719|671| 77,7| 720|671 | 782| 73,7|711| 784| 73,7|714| 778| 708|664 | 784 | 69,4|646| 778
TKW 10 | 38,8|30,9| 440| 346|339| 350| 344|338| 347| 408[319| 440| 409|316 443| 402|315| 445| 399318 433| 370347 414| 370|346| 412
GERMIN | 7 | 831|421 935| 888|888| 88,8| 89,0/89,0| 890| 823|421 953| 818|421 938| 89,9/853| 93,8| 90,1|86,8| 935| 938/938| 938| 935|935| 935
SECCW
Treatment UNCK ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B ADM.06001.H.2.B Axial 50 EC Axial 50 EC Mustang 306 SE Mustang 306 SE
+Camaro 306 SE +Camaro 306 SE +Insert +Insert 1,2l/ha 2,41/ha +Aprilia 12 OD +Aprilial2 OD
0,51/ha+0,51/ha 1,0l/ha+1,0l/ha 1,01/ha+0,2l/ha 2,01/ha+0,41/ha 0,61/ha+0,45L/HA 1,21/ha+0,91/ha
Rating type mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max | mean | min | max
MOICON | 17 13,2 11,8 15,3 13,81 12,1| 15,0 14,2 | 12,7 | 15,3 12,9]11,8| 14,1 12,91 12,2 | 14,0 128|116 | 14,4 12,811,8|14,2| 142| 129| 155| 139]| 12,0 152
HLW 11 68,6 | 628|774 | 66,7|626|744| 671[634|731| 693|665|774| 694|670|774| 702|670|774| 704|673|774| 673| 639| 739| 669|641 737
TRKW 11 324|246|401| 366|343]|401| 363|344[394| 301|251 |343| 299|241|336| 322|289|340| 320|280|339| 367| 345| 399| 36,6 34,6 | 39,0
GERMIN | g | 925|865)|987| 880|880|880| 875|875|875| 934)/863|989| 933(853)|988| 914|880|955| 91,3|87,0|945| 888| 8838 88,8| 87,0| 87,0( 87,0
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Comments of ZRMS on:
Effect on the quality of plants or plant products (3.4.3)

Based on the submitted trial results it can be concluded that ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with
adjuvant Insert or with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE, at recommended dose rates, does not affect negatively on
the yield quality parameters of the target crops.

344 Effects on transformation processes (KCP 6.4.4)

Please refer to core dossier

Comments of ZRMS on:
Effect on transformation processes (3.4.4)

Not applicable.

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

Please refer to core dossier

Comments of zZRMS on:
Impact on treated plants or plant products to be used for propagation (3.4.5)

Based on the trial results presented in the chapter 3.4.3 Effect on the quality of plants or plant products (see
tables 3.4-6 — 3.4-7), it can be concluded that ADM.06001.H.2.B applied in tank mixture with adjuvant Insert or
with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE, at recommended dose rates, does not affect negatively on seed germination
of winter wheat, winter rye and winter triticale.

Summary and conclusion

Total of 27 selectivity trials have been carried out between 2018 and 2021, in NE EPPO zone (Po-
land), specifically to determinate crop safety and possibility of adverse impact on quality and quantity
of yield , after application of ADM.06001.H.2.B in tank mix with adjuvant Insert and herbicide Cama-
ro 306 SE. Tested mixtures were applied at target dose rate: 1N and double dose rate: 2N in winter
wheat (TRZAW) 6; winter triticale (TTLWI) — 10 and in winter rye (SECCW) — 11.

All crop selectivity trials were carried out by organisations that are officially recognised as competent
to carry out efficacy testing in accordance with Regulation (EU) 284/2013.

Crops were harvested at normal commercial conditions, following a single application of tested tank
mixtures: ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert at the proposed label rate: 1,0 I/ha + 0,2 I/lha and at twice this
rate 2,0 I/ha + 0,4 I/ha.

ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE at the proposed label rate: 0,5 I/ha + 0,51/ha and double rate: 1,0
I/ha+1,0 I/ha .

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at the maximum proposed label rate (1,0 I/ha
+ 0,2 I/ha) in winter rye (SECCW), in 3 out of 11 selectivity trials, caused transient phytotoxic effects
like leaf chlorosis or stunting during 1- 2 assessments.

Tested tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert applied at 2N dose rate (2,0 I/ha + 0,4 I/ha) in winter
rye (SECCW) in 3 out of 11 selectivity trials cause slight phytotoxic effects like leaf chlorosis at first 2
assessments (1 trial) and slight till moderate stunting effect observed at 3 assessments (2 trials).

No phytotoxicity or other adverse effects cause by tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Insert, applied at
1N and 2N dose rate, on the other tested crops: winter wheat (TRZAW) and winter triticale (TTLWI)
were observed.




ADM 06001.H.2.B / Edaptis Page 43 /56
Part B — Section 3 — National Addendum Version December 2023
ZRMS version

No phytotoxicity of tank mixture ADM.06001.H.2.B + Camaro 306 SE , applied at target dose rate:
0,5 I/ha +0,5 I/ha and double (2N) dose rate: 1,0 I/ha + 1,0l/ha , were observed in any of efficacy and
selec-tivity trials, at any of assessment intervals.

Based on the absence of consistent or pronounced reductions in yield parameters, it is reasonable to
conclude that a single application of tank mixtures ADM.06001.H.2.B with, both adjuvant Insert and
product Camaro 306 SE at the maximum proposed label rates ,applied according to label recommen-
dations, has no adverse impact on the quality and quantity of yield in tested crops.

General comments of zZRMS on:
Adverse effects on treated crops (3.4)

The herbicide ADM.06001.H.2.B applied with the adjuvant Insert or with the herbicide Camaro 306 SE at rec-
ommended dose rates can be safely used in winter wheat, winter rye and winter triticale without risk of con-
sistent crop damages and without risk of adverse effects on the quality and quantity of the crop yield and on seed
germination.

3.5 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 dossier

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

Tank cleaning

Please refer to core dossier

Comments of ZRMS on:
Observations on other undesirable or unintended side-effects (3.5)

Not applicable.

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

Please refer to core dossier

Comments of zZRMS on:
Effects on beneficial and other non-target organisms (3.5.3)

Adverse effects on non-target organisms were not observed in a part of efficacy and selectivity trials. In other
trials no observations on beneficial or non-target organisms have been reported. Detailed studies are contained in
Part B, Section 9 (Ecotoxicology) of core dossier.

3.6 Other/special studies

No other studies are available.
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3.7 List of test facilities including the corresponding certificate.

Table 3.7-1: List of test facilities

Test facility Address Certificate

(Yes or No)
AGRECO Sp zo.0. al. Lipowa 21, lok. 1, 53-124 Wroctaw, Y

Oddziat: Ga¢ 64A, 55-200 Otawa, Poland

Agro Research Consulting (ARC) ul. Nadbzurzanska 32, 99-400 Lowicz,Poland Y
Fertico Sp z 0.0. Goliany 43, 05-620 Btedow, Poland Y
Staphyt Sp z o0.0. ul. Zigbicka 2,60-164 Poznan,Poland Y
Poznan University of Life Sciences ul. Wojska Polskiego 28, 60-637 Poznan,Poland |Y
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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.
p?o?;at Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) Verteb\r(z;’tle study Owner
GLP or GEP status
Published or not
KCP 6 Lukasz Sobiech 2020 | Ocena skutecznosci ADM.06001.H.2.B w zwalczaniu ALOMY (wyczynca polnego) i chwastow N ADAMA
dwulisciennych w uprawie zb6z Polska, wiosna 2020
Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on ALOMY (blackgrass) and broad-leaved weeds in
cereals Poland, spring 2020
Report no: PL20HETRZAWO007A
Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Adam 2020 | Skutecznos$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD ADM.06001.H.2.B w zwalczaniu chwastéw w uprawie N ADAMA
Szemendera pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020
Efficacy of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland
2020
Report no. PL20HETRZAWO007B
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Ocena skutecznosci preparatu ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) w zwalczaniu chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie pszenicy ozimej
(The evaluation of efficacy of product ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) for the control of
weeds winter wheat)
“Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on ALOMY (blackgrass) and broad-leaved weeds in
cereals Poland, spring 2020
Report no. PL20HETRZAWO007C
Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Ocena skutecznosci preparatu ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) w zwalczaniu chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie pszenicy ozimej
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Title
Company Report No.
Author(s) Year Source (where different from company)
GLP or GEP status
Published or not

Data
point

Vertebrate study

Y/N Owner

Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on ALOMY (blackgrass) and broad-leaved weeds In
cereals Poland, spring 2020

Report no. PL20HETRZAWO007D

Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Lukasz Sobiech 2020 | Ocena skutecznos$ci preparatu ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) w zwalczaniu chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie pszenicy ozimej

Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on ALOMY (blackgrass) and broad-leaved weeds In
cereals Poland, spring 2020

Report no. PL20HETRZAWO008A

Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Szemendera 2020 | Skutecznos$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie N ADAMA
pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020

Efficacy of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland
2020

Report no. PL20HETRZAWO008B

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Pawlak 2020 Skuteczno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie N ADAMA
pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020

Efficacy of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland
2020

Report no. PL20HETRZAWO008C

STAPHYT Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published
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KCP 6 Lukasz Sobiech 2020 | Ocena skutecznosci ADM.06001.H.2.B w zwalczaniu AVESS (owsa ghuchego) i chwastow N ADAMA
dwulisciennych w uprawie zb6z Polska wiosna

2020 - Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on AVESS (wild oats) and broad- leaved weeds
in cereals Poland spring 2020

Report no. PL2OHETRZAWO009A

Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Szemendera 2020 | Skuteczno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) N ADAMA
w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020

Efficacy of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland
2020

Report no. PL20HETRZAWO009B

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Pawlak 2020 | Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on AVESS N ADAMA
(wild oats) and broad-leaved weeds in cereals Poland spring 2020
Report no. PL2O0HETRZAWO009C

STAPHYT Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Pawlak 2020 Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on POAAN and broad-leaved weeds in cereals Poland, N ADAMA
spring 2020

Report no. PL2OHETRZAWO010A
STAPHYT Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Fukasz Sobiech 2020 Ocena skutecznosci ADM.06001.H.2.B w zwalczaniu chwastow POAAN, POATR i N ADAMA
dwulisciennych w uprawie zb6z Polska, 2020
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Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on POAAN, POATR and broad - leaved weeds in
cereals Poland, spring 2020
Report no. PL20HETRZAWO010B
Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Ocena skutecznosci preparatu ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) N ADAMA
w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie pszenicy ozimej
Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on POAAN, POATR and broad-leaved weeds in
cereals Poland, spring 2020
Report no. PL20HETRZAWO010C
Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Adam Szemendera 2020 | Skuteczno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) N ADAMA
w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020
Efficacy of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland
2020
Report no. PL2OHETRZAWO010D
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Agnieszka Kukuta 2018 | Ocena skutecznosci preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD w zwalczaniu chwastow N ADAMA
W uprawie pszenicy o0zimej
The evaluation of efficacy of product AG-PM1-72 OD for the control of weeds on winter wheat
Report no. PLIBHETRZAWO011A
Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Lukasz Sobiech 2018 | Badanie skutecznosci preparatu AG-PM1-720D wraz z adiuwantami w zwalczaniu chwastow w N ADAMA
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uprawie pszenicy ozimej
Efficacy of AG-PM1-720D with adjuvants in the control of weeds in the cultivation of winter
wheat
Report no. PLISHETRZAWO011B
Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Lukasz Sobiech 2018 | Badanie skutecznosci preparatu AG-PM1-720D wraz z adiuwantami w zwalczaniu chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie pszenicy ozimej
Efficacy of AG-PM1-720D with adjuvants in the control of weeds in the cultivation of winter
wheat
Report no. PLISHETRZAWO011C
Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 2021 | Evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B + BLW herbcides on ALOMY and N ADAMA
Dr Agnieszka Kukuta broad-leaved weeds in winter wheat Poland, spring 2021
Report no. PL2IHETRZAWO035A
Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 2021 | Evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B + BLW herbcides on APESV and N ADAMA
Dr Agnieszka Kukuta broad-leaved weeds in winter wheat Poland, spring 2021
Report no. PL2IHETRZAWO037A
Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6 Lukasz Sobiech 2021 | Evaluation of efficacy and selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B + BLW herbcides on APESV and N ADAMA
broad-leaved weeds in winter wheat Poland, spring 2021
Report no. PL2IHETRZAWO037B
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Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland
GEP
Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Pawlak 2020 | Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on APESV and broad-leaved weeds in cereals N ADAMA
POLAND, spring 2020.

Report no: PL20HETRZAWO008D
Staphyt, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6 Adam Pawlak 2020 | Efficacy evaluation of ADM.06001.H.2.B on AVESS (wild oats) and broad-leaved weeds in N ADAMA
cereals POLAND, spring 2020.
Report no: PL20HETRZAWO009D
Staphyt, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Adam Szemendera 2020 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in winter wheat,
Poland 2020

Report no. PL20HSTRZAWO011A

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Adam Szemendera 2020 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2020

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in winter wheat,
Poland 2020

Report no. PL20HSTRZAWO011B

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published
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KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2020 | An evaluation of the selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B on winter wheat Poland, spring 2020 N ADAMA
Report no. PL20HSTRZAWO011C
Agro Research Consulting, Poland
GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 |Lukasz Sobiech 2020 | Ocena selektywnosci ADM.06001.H.2.B w uprawie pszenicy ozimej Polska, wiosna 2020 N ADAMA
An evaluation of the selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B on winter wheat Poland, spring 2020
Report no. PL20HSTRZAWO011D

Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Agnieszka Kukuta 2020 | Ocena selektywnosci preparatu ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) w uprawie zyta ozimego N ADAMA
An evaluation of the selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B (AG-PM1-72 OD) on rye POLAND,
spring 2020.

Report no. PL20HSSECSS013A

Agreco Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Adam Pawlak 2020 | An evaluation of the selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B on rye POLAND, spring 2020 N ADAMA
Report no. PL20HSSECSS013B
STAPHYT Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Adam Pawlak 2020 | An evaluation of the selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B on rye POLAND, spring 2020 N ADAMA
Report no. PL20HSSECSS013C
STAPHYT Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP

Not Published
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KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2020 | An evaluation of the selectivity of ADM.06001.H.2.B on winter triticale POLAND, spring 2020 N ADAMA
Report no. PL20HSTTLSS014A
Agro Research Consulting, Poland
GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Adam Szemendera 2020 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenzyta, Polska 2020 Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B)
applied in control of weeds in winter triticale, Poland 2020

Report no. PL20HSTTLSS014B

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Adam Szemendera 2020 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenzyta, Polska 2020

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in triticale,
Poland 2020

Report no. PL20HSTTLSS014C

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD w zwalczaniu chwastoéw w uprawie zyta ozimego, N ADAMA
Polska 2018

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD in control of weeds in winter rye, Poland 2018
Report no. PL1BHSSECSS019A

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie zyta ozimego, N ADAMA
Polska 2018
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD in control of weeds in winter rye, Poland 2018
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Report no. PL18HSSECSS019B
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie Zyta ozimego, N ADAMA
Polska 2018

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD in control of weeds in winter rye, Poland 2018
Report no. PL18HSSECSS019C

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD w zwalczaniu chwastow w uprawie Zyta ozimego, N ADAMA
Polska 2018

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD in control of weeds in winter rye, Poland 2018
Report no. PL18HSSECSS019D

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD stosowanego w terminie zwalczania chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2018

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD applied in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland 2018
Report no. PLI8HSTRZAWO016A

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD stosowanego w terminie zwalczania chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie pszenicy ozimej, Polska 2018

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD applied in control of weeds in winter wheat, Poland 2018
Report no. PLI8HSTRZAW016B

Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland




ADM 06001.H.2.B / Edaptis

Part B — Section 3 — National Addendum

ZRMS version

Page 54 /56
Version December 2023

Title
Company Report No.
an;;at Author(s) Year Source (where different from company) Verteb\r(z{le study Owner
GLP or GEP status
Published or not
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD stosowanego w terminie zwalczania chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie uprawie pszenzyta ozimego, Polska 2018
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD applied in control of weeds in winter tricitale, Poland 2018
Report no. PLIBHSTTLSS018A
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD stosowanego w terminie zwalczania chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie uprawie pszenzyta ozimego, Polska 2018
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD applied in control of weeds in winter tricitale, Poland 2018
Report no. PL18HSTTLSS018B
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD stosowanego w terminie zwalczania chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie uprawie pszenzyta ozimego, Polska 2018
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD applied in control of weeds in winter tricitale, Poland 2018
Report no. PL18HSTTLSS018C
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
KCP 6.4 | Krzysztof Rusek 2018 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD stosowanego w terminie zwalczania chwastow w N ADAMA
uprawie uprawie pszenzyta ozimego, Polska 2018
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD applied in control of weeds in winter tricitale, Poland 2018
Report no. PL18HSTTLSS018D
Fertico Sp. z 0.0., Poland
GEP
Not Published
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KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2021 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenzyta, Polska 2021

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in triticale,
Poland 2021

Report no. PL2IHSTTLSS075A

Agro Research Consulting, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2021 Selektywno$¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenzyta, Polska 2021

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in triticale,
Poland 2021

Report no. PL21IHSTTLSS075B

Agro Research Consulting, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2021 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie pszenzyta, Polska 2021

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in triticale,
Poland 2021

Report no. PL21IHSTTLSS075C

Agro Research Consulting, Poland

GEP

Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2021 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie zycie, Polska 2021

Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in rye, Poland
2021

Report no. PL2IHSSECSS073A

Agro Research Consulting, Poland
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GEP
Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2021 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie zycie, Polska 2021
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in rye, Poland
2021
Report no. PL21HSSECSS073B
Agro Research Consulting, Poland
GEP
Not Published

KCP 6.4 | Dariusz Gajek 2021 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastéw w uprawie zycie, Polska 2021
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in rye, Poland
2021
Report no. PL21HSSECSS073C
Agro Research Consulting, Poland
GEP
Not Published

KCP 6.4° | Dariusz Gajek 2021 | Selektywnos¢ preparatu AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) stosowanego w zwalczaniu N ADAMA
chwastow w uprawie zycie, Polska 2021
Selectivity of AG-PM1-72 OD (ADM.06001.H.2.B) applied in control of weeds in rye, Poland
2021
Report no. PL21HSSECSS073D
Agro Research Consulting, Poland
GEP
Not Published
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