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It should be noted that in this semi-field system animals are able to 
move freely within the enclosures and different generations may 
reproduce among one another. As a result, it is not possible to clearly 
identify other than individuals of the F0 generation (founder 
individuals) and early F1 individuals (first individuals other than 
founder individuals occurring in the enclosures). A clear separation mto 
Fl, F2 and F3 individuals is not possible, and the reported Fl, F2 and 
F3 classes are not the sharply defined Fl, F2 and F3 generations as 
defmed in regulatory reproductive toxicology studies. The data 
recorded at the end of the field phase during the removal trapping 
(trapping session 27 lasting 3 weeks), is likely however to contain a 
high percentage of potential F3-individuals. During the removal 
trapping mean body weights of juveniles in the control and the 
treatment were comparable (12.3 and 12.8 g, respectively), showing 
that effects on body weight of F3 juveniles are unlikely.

In treatment enclosure T10, only the body weight data of juveniles of 
this enclosure was included in the evaluation since one founder female 
was never re-trapped after its release. The number of trapped juveniles 
were very low in T10 (total for all sessions 13 juveniles), compared to 
the other four treated enclosures (total for all sessions in range 62-231 
juveniles). The body weights of the juveniles in T10 were not 
remarkable compared to those in the other four treated enclosures. 
Tire report stated that special focus was on the body weight of 
juveniles, especially of the F3 generation. Bodyweights were 
determined for juveniles of three generations of offspring, Fl, F2 and 
F3. Differences between mean juvenile body weight of the treatment 
and the control were always <10%, except for 6 trapping sessions, all 
before trapping session 18. In session 7, 8, 12 and 13, the treatment 
means were in the range of 111-150% of control means, and in all four 
cases this was associated with rather low numbers of juveniles (in 
treatment/control 1/3, 6/7, 5/2 and 8/7 individuals in session 7, 8, 12 
and 13, respectively). In session 11 and 17, treatment means were 84% 
and 85% of control means, respectively, and this was associated with 
very low (session 11:2 individuals in treatment and control) and fairly 
low numbers of juveniles (session 17: 6 individuals in the treatment, 
however 14 individuals in the control). The individual body weights of 
all juveniles trapped during the study were in the range 7.0-14.9 g, 
hence variation between means of control and treatment may be 
relatively high when the means are based on data from a low number of 
individuals. No adverse effects on juvenile bodyweights due to the 
treatment could be identified, the differences in juvenile bodyweight 
between the control and the treatment that were observed up to and 
including session 17 are mostly not adverse, and likely to be due to 
experimental factors (low numbers).

Mean juvenile body weights summarized in temporal sections 
reflecting the theoretical occurrence of the generations in the control 
and test item treatment enclosures were very comparable during the 
trapping penod for control and treatment enclosures (means for Fl, F2 
and F3 in treatments enclosures were 103%, 98% and 104%, 
respectively, of the corresponding control means).




