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Work Package 1 deliverables

	WP
	Deliverable describing the outcome
	Integration into the CAPRA network

	WP 1
	PD No. 1.2. Inventory and description of all datasets needed for PRA in the EU that are currently available provided as tables and accessed via hyperlinks in structured project webpages
and
PD No. 1.3. Key datasets in a variety of formats accessible via hyperlinks in structured project web pages with a trend analysis and available for integration into the PRA scheme developed in WP6
	This has been integrated with the dataset explorer into CAPRA
http://capra.eppo.org/dataset/





The dataset explorer is also always available when working on different questions of the scheme (see Fig 1 below)


Fig. 1:  screen shot of the entry section with the dataset explorer

When the assessor clicks on the button the dataset explorer will open and a selection can be made (e.g. examples of datasets on trade belonging to the A category) Fig 2

Fig. 2: dataset explorer with a selection made of pathways and economic datasets ranked A

Work Package 2 deliverables

	WP 2
	PD No. 2.4. A set of written indicators and a written protocol for scoring levels of impact in the EPPO PRA scheme accessed via a hyperlink in a project web page
	The modifications made to the EPPO decision support scheme for the qualitative part of the scheme have been integrated into CAPRA including the examples and the rating guidance.



When beginning a new PRA in the CAPRA system, the assessor is given the choice between three schemes (see Fig 3):
The EPPO decision support scheme for PRA version 2011 (EPPO version 2011),
The PRATIQUE project scheme (PRA for PRATIQUE) 
The decision support scheme for eradication (DSS Eradication). 


Fig. 3 screen shots of CAPRA for the selection of the scheme

Both the EPPO decision support scheme for PRA version 2011 and the PRATIQUE project scheme include the modifications to the qualitative scheme suggested by WP 2 in the framework of the project.
Examples and rating guidance are accessible in the programme (Fig. 4, 5 & 6)


Fig. 4 screen shot of question 6.01 in the economic section


Fig. 5 screen shot of the examples for question 6.01



Fig. 6 screen shot of the rating guidance for question 6.01

Guidance is also provided in the form of a decision tree. These have been included as downloadable documents that are accessible when clicking on a link (see note to question 6.01 in Fig. 7).
 

Fig 7: Screen shot of the note to question 6.01 (access to Appendix 1 is provided by clicking on the link; Appendix 1 is shown in Fig. 8))


Fig. 8 Annex 1 of the note to question 6.01 decision tree to determine yield variation

	WP 2
	A manual and computerized module for calculating economic, environmental and social impacts 
	The modules have been integrated into the CAPRA network in PRA for PRATIQUE scheme.




Fig. 9 Economic modules


	WP 2
	A generic integrated model for pest spread and impacts 
	The modules have been integrated into the CAPRA network  in the PRA for PRATIQUE scheme




[image: ]
Fig. 10 spread modules



Work Package 3 deliverables

	WP 3
	Guidance for scoring levels of risk supplied via hypertext links within each component of the web-based EPPO PRA scheme 
	The modifications made to the EPPO decision support scheme for the qualitative part of the scheme have been implemented into CAPRA including the examples and the rating guidance. For the implementation of the modifications made to the economic impact section see above WP 2 deliverables.




Some screen shots below show the link to examples (Fig. 11) and rating guidance (Fig. 12)
Examples are context sensitive 

[image: ]
Fig 11 Examples for insects and mites


[image: ]Fig 12 rating guidance

	WP 3
	D 3.2 & 3.4 Protocol for quantifying and communicating uncertainty in the PRA scheme accessed via a hyperlink in a project web page and integrated into the web-based EPPO PRA scheme
	The tools developed have been integrated into CAPRA. 


Different tools have been integrate in the CAPRA software (see Fig 13, 14, 15, and 16) 

[image: ]

Fig 13 access to different tools (visualizer, genie model and rating of uncertainty guidance)

[image: ]

Fig 14 Visualizer The result of the visualizer can be added to the justification.

[image: ]
Fig. 15: result of the genie model for Drosophila suzukii


Fig. 15 Guidance for rating uncertainty

	WP 3
	Protocol for mapping endangered areas taking climate, climate change, biotic and abiotic factors, land use and economic impacts into account accessed via a hyperlink in a project web page and integrated into the web-based EPPO PRA scheme 
	The decision support scheme for mapping endangered areas and for climatic mapping are integrated into the EPPO and PRATIQUE version of the PRA scheme.
Links are provided to the paper versions of the decision support scheme (see Fig 17 for the endangered area and Fig 18 for the climatic mapping)



[image: ]

Fig. 17 links to the DSS for Mapping endangered areas.


Fig. 18 links to the DSS for climatic mapping




Work Package 5 deliverables

	WP 5
	A decision support scheme that generates contingency plans and prioritises action during outbreaks 
	A specific scheme has been created in the CAPRA programme (see Fig 19)


	


Fig 19 Decision Support Scheme for eradication

	WP 5
	A protocol for the cost: benefit analysis of eradication and containment measures during outbreaks 
	Integrated into the DSS for eradication questions in questions B1.4 and 1.5. (see Fig. 20)



[bookmark: _GoBack] 
Fig 20 Integration of the cost benefit analysis
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