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General comment

Source:  E.Knust(2010)

A GM plant should always be compared to:
•A plant that differs only in one trait
•Several  different conventional  varieties of the same cultivar
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General comment

Conventional 
counterpart

Source:  E.Knust(2010)

If the original transgenic event is approved, it is the closest 
possible comparator
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Approved or completely risk assessed events are
considered as safe.
Why does the GMO panel hesitate to use them as
comparators?

The conventional counterpart used for the
transformation of the original event should be one of the
six conventional varieties that are part of the risk
assessment to describe the natural variation of the
parameters assessed



Conventional lines with similar 
properties as comparators

Comparison high amylopectin conventional 
variety to a high amylopectin transgenic event:

Comparison of  production process instead of the 
of the  new trait.
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