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after 72 hours.
ref. B5.10.2/03: Reliability is 3

For the test, the protocol EA99T6P034 was followed. The results are not clearly
presented for interpretation (Appendix 1-6). The summary test results is a copy
from ref. B5.10.2/04

Throughout the test comparative commercial standards (Golden Malrin, based
on methomyl (1% bait) and SNIP, based on azamethiphos (1% bait) were
shown to work fastest with 100% kill after 3-5 hours. The fastest working
spinosad formulation (2% red bait) with typically 100% kills works after 8
hours. Red spinosad baits were in general faster acting than yellow.

ref. B5.10.2/04: Reliability is 2

For the test a protocol was followed. Some information in the summary test
method is not found in the study report (alternative food source in arenas).

ref. B5.10.2/05: (field trials) Reliability is 2

No untreated control was used. Comparisons are made with two commercial
standards.

ref. B5.10.2/06: (field trials) Reliability is 3

In the test, bait was diluted with water and painted onto surfaces. The
application rate used was 400 g bait granules to 100 ml water applied at 500 g
bait per 200 m?. This is not in agreement with the intended uses of Spinosad.
(250 or 500 g per 500 ml water applied at 500 g per 200 m?). The field tests
were carried out using Muscafin (spinosad 1%). There is no mention of the
formulation. In the summary the test substance is named GF-53 1% spinosad.
This formulation has a red colour whereas the formulation GF-739 is yellow.

ref. B5.10.2/07: (field trials) Reliability is 2

In the untreated control a natural decrease of the fly populations was shown
during the test period. This decrease was 22.2%, 32.4% and 56.0% shown in the
three monitoring methods used.

The efficacy was shown to be equal to that of the commercial standard (Golden
Malrin, based on methomyl (1% bait)).

Conclusion

Efficacy has been shown with 1% formulation applied in different methods:
hangboards, bait stations, painted and scattered methods. The effects of the
different application methods were shown to be similar.

Efficacy tests have been performed with formulations, there are no tests
performed with the active ingredient.

Reliability

Reliability is indicated for each individual study. (B5.10.2.01, 02,04,05 and 07)

Acceptability

Acceptable, laboratory and field studies have shown the basic efficacy of the
proposed formulation.

Remarks

COMMENTS FROM...

Date

Give date of comments submitted

Results and discussion

Discuss additional relevant discrepancies referring to the (sub) heading
numbers and to applicant’s summary and conclusion.
Discuss if deviating from view of rapporteur member state
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APPENDIX 1

Resistance monitoring

The strategy chosen for monitoring includes four components of which the first is the primary
method for the early detection in any individual country.

1. Monitoring and follow up of efficacy failures by trained personnel.

A standard procedure (attached) is followed for investigating any efficacy failure which
includes the determination of possible resistance, but only once other potential causes have
been eliminated. If samples are collected, information regarding the establishment and
product usage is also collected (attached) and the sample tested using a standard lethal dose
bioassay (Straszewski, 2001, B5.11.2/01, Ref.. ZF23 and B5.11.2/02, Ref. ZF24) or a
diagnostic dose determined from the baseline sensitivity testing (Straszewski, 2005,
B5.11.2/03, MJ92).

Tracking of efficacy and commercial use demonstration trials. Any results inconsistent with
previous knowledge would be fully investigated as above.

Monitoring of resistance testing activities elsewhere globally. Every 2 years DPIL conduct a
survey of Musca domestica sensitivity across Denmark. Whilst this is government funded the
company also provides direct support to this activity.

Monitoring of reports of resistance to spinosad globally. Dow AgroSciences has a Global
Intelligence system that collects information on all confirmed cases of resistance to its
products globally.

Evidence collected from these four components would enable an immediate evaluation of the
existing resistance management strategy and whether any changes needed to be made for example
changes to the recommendation regarding number of treatments. This is in addition to any
immediate action that would be taken at individual sites as described in

1. above
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Spinosad Monitoring (Musca domestica) - Site Collection Sheet

Collectors full name,
address & telephone
number

Date flies collected

Collection method

Farmer name & address

Building(s)

name/identifier

Livestock in building Poultry Pigs Dairy cattle Beef Cattle Horses

flies collected from Other (specify)

Housing type Deep litter Deep pit  Slatted floor  Solid floor
Other (specify)

Construction type

Open Closed Semi-closed Other (specify)

Describe the nature of
the efficacy problem

Are the flies known to have any resistance

YES /NO

If YES - to what products:

Has this been verified by laboratory testing

YES /NO

Which laboratory......................







