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[bookmark: _Toc121913536][bookmark: OLE_LINK1][1]DRAFT ANNEX TO ISPM 46: International movement of fresh Colocasia esculenta corms (2023-023)	Comment by Cameroon: Comment (86)  by Cameroon (26 Aug 2025 9:41 AM)
In general, in consumption or processing pathways, viruses are unlikely to be transferred to taro-growing areas in the importing countries. We therefore suggest removing all viruses from the pest list. The same applies to oomycetes.

We support Draft Annex to ISPM 46: International movement of fresh Colocasia esculenta corms (2023-023)
It will be a tool to promote safe trade of Colocasia corms in the global market
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[bookmark: _Toc183602051][22]Adoption
[23][Text to this paragraph will be added following adoption.]
[bookmark: _Toc183602052][24]1.	Scope
[bookmark: _Hlk159309421][25]This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.This standard provides guidance on national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with fresh taro and options for phytosanitary measures to manage these pests in international trade.
	Comment by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency: Comment (350)  by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency (25 Sep 2025 11:19 PM)
Jamaica is proposing to add dasheen as a common name.	Comment by Senegal: Comment (28)  by Senegal (20 Aug 2025 12:59 PM)
Je pense qu’en dehors des organismes nuisibles associés, il convient de prendre en compte les spécificités agroécologiques ainsi que les organismes nuisibles inféodés, susceptibles d’entrer en compétition interspécifique avec les autres cultures fraîches sur le site de production et qui pouvaient avoir des impacts dans la transformation ou détériorer la qualité pour la consommation	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (291)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 6:55 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alismatales: Araceae) Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
fix "Alisamatales".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (290)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 6:54 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
The meaning of an acronym must be capitalized by the first word.	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (183)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 9:36 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processingcorms.
In line with the mango standard, no need to mention consumption or processing here, as it is covered in the subsequent section.	Comment by United States of America: Proposed Change (152)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:51 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
Typo: “Alismatales” is the correct spelling	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (143)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
Correction of scientific names.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (100)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.This standard provides guidance to national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with fresh taro and options for phytosanitary measures to manage these pests in international trade.

It applies to fresh taro corm intended for consumption or processing. This standard does not apply to taro corm that has been processed (e.g. canned, chopped, dried, frozen or mashed).
Scope and description of commodity sections combined.	Comment by New Zealand: Proposed Change (95)  by New Zealand (28 Aug 2025 2:36 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) corms and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
To align with the style of the mango standard.	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (26)  by Thailand (20 Aug 2025 4:16 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
To cerrect the order "Alismatales".	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (20)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 1:44 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh taro corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (hereafter referred to as taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh taro C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (11)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:28 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms intended for consumption or processing.
To be consistent with what was mentioned into the description of commodity and its intended use	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (10)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:26 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
remove a from the order name as the right scientific name	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (291)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 6:55 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alismatales: Araceae) Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
fix "Alisamatales".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (290)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 6:54 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
The meaning of an acronym must be capitalized by the first word.	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (183)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 9:36 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processingcorms.
In line with the mango standard, no need to mention consumption or processing here, as it is covered in the subsequent section.	Comment by United States of America: Proposed Change (152)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:51 PM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
Typo: “Alismatales” is the correct spelling	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (143)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
Correction of scientific names.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (100)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.This standard provides guidance to national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with fresh taro and options for phytosanitary measures to manage these pests in international trade.

It applies to fresh taro corm intended for consumption or processing. This standard does not apply to taro corm that has been processed (e.g. canned, chopped, dried, frozen or mashed).
Scope and description of commodity sections combined.	Comment by New Zealand: Proposed Change (95)  by New Zealand (28 Aug 2025 2:36 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) corms and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
To align with the style of the mango standard.	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (26)  by Thailand (20 Aug 2025 4:16 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
To cerrect the order "Alismatales".	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (20)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 1:44 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh taro corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (hereafter referred to as taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh taro C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (11)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:28 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms intended for consumption or processing.
To be consistent with what was mentioned into the description of commodity and its intended use	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (10)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:26 AM)
This commodity standard provides guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on pests associated with the fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta (taro) (Alisamatales(Alismatales: Araceae) and options for phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh C. esculenta corms for consumption or processing.
remove a from the order name as the right scientific name	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (366)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:30 AM)
Though ISPM 46 outlines the inclusions for the sections of Annexes “Scope” and “Description of the commodity and its intended use, in practice, it is difficult to avoid duplication in these sections. It is proposed that ISPM 46 be revised either with better guidance on the different information to be included in these sections or to combine the sections.
In the interim, we propose combination of the two sections in the Annexes to reduce duplication.
[bookmark: _Toc183602053][26]2.	Description of the commodity and its intended use
	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (101)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
2.   Description of the commodity and its intended use

Now included in the Scope.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (101)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
2.   Description of the commodity and its intended use

Now included in the Scope.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (365)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:28 AM)
Though ISPM 46 outlines the inclusions for the sections of Annexes “Scope” and “Description of the commodity and its intended use, in practice, it is difficult to avoid duplication in these sections. It is proposed that ISPM 46 be revised either with better guidance on the different information to be included in these sections or to combine the sections.
In the interim, we propose combination of the two sections in the Annexes to reduce duplication.
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).	Comment by NEPPO: Proposed Change (297)  by NEPPO (25 Sep 2025 9:13 PM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled)peeled)  in accordance with the ISPM 32.	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (144)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and leaves, sprout arises from the petiole base or from a lateral buds bud, cormel, and root  (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).
Replace lateral buds with " sprout arises from the petiole base or from a lateral bud, cormel and root"	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (102)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).
Now included in the scope.	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (25)  by Thailand (19 Aug 2025 10:54 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and emerging lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).
The lateral bud on the taro corm should be regarded as an acceptable component because removing it can cause damage and increase the risk of disease infection. The term "without emerging lateral bud" should be utilized when describing taro corm in international trade, as it may raise pest concerns. In addition, this will comply with an example figure in appendix I.


Furthermore, we consider that the commodity description should be sufficiently clear and comply with some minimum requirements stated in the relevant international standard for the commodity, such as ASEAN standards. In the case of taro, it could be described as follows: "Without leaves, a sprout arises from the petiole base (pseudo-stem) or from a lateral bud, cormel, and root". Here is the link to the ASEAN standard for taro corm.
https://asean.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/58-ASEAN-Standard-for-Taro-Roots.pdf	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (21)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 1:46 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh taro C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard 1) and applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).	Comment by NEPPO: Proposed Change (297)  by NEPPO (25 Sep 2025 9:13 PM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled)peeled)  in accordance with the ISPM 32.	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (144)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and leaves, sprout arises from the petiole base or from a lateral buds bud, cormel, and root  (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).
Replace lateral buds with " sprout arises from the petiole base or from a lateral bud, cormel and root"	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (102)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).
Now included in the scope.	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (25)  by Thailand (19 Aug 2025 10:54 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh C. esculenta corms, without leaves and emerging lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).
The lateral bud on the taro corm should be regarded as an acceptable component because removing it can cause damage and increase the risk of disease infection. The term "without emerging lateral bud" should be utilized when describing taro corm in international trade, as it may raise pest concerns. In addition, this will comply with an example figure in appendix I.


Furthermore, we consider that the commodity description should be sufficiently clear and comply with some minimum requirements stated in the relevant international standard for the commodity, such as ASEAN standards. In the case of taro, it could be described as follows: "Without leaves, a sprout arises from the petiole base (pseudo-stem) or from a lateral bud, cormel, and root". Here is the link to the ASEAN standard for taro corm.
https://asean.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/58-ASEAN-Standard-for-Taro-Roots.pdf	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (21)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 1:46 AM)
This commodity standard applies to fresh taro C. esculenta corms, without leaves and lateral buds (see Appendix 1). The standard 1) and applies to corms that have been produced for international trade and are intended for consumption or processing in an importing country. It does not apply to corms that have already been processed (e.g. canned, cooked, dried, frozen, peeled).	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (364)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:28 AM)
Though ISPM 46 outlines the inclusions for the sections of Annexes “Scope” and “Description of the commodity and its intended use, in practice, it is difficult to avoid duplication in these sections. It is proposed that ISPM 46 be revised either with better guidance on the different information to be included in these sections or to combine the sections.
In the interim, we propose combination of the two sections in the Annexes to reduce duplication.
[bookmark: _Toc183602054][28]3.	Pests associated with fresh Colocasia esculentaesculenta corms	Comment by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency: Comment (352)  by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency (25 Sep 2025 11:19 PM)
Consideration should be given for the inclusion of the associated pest list from CAHFSA's "Guideline to facilitate Intra regional trade of Taro (Dasheen) & Eddo in the Caribbean".	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (23)  by Thailand (19 Aug 2025 10:22 AM)
3.   Pests associated with fresh Colocasia esculentaesculenta corms
To make this title clear and consistent with the other paragraphs of this annex, the word "corms" is required.	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (13)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:33 AM)
3.   Pests associated with fresh Colocasia esculentaesculenta corms
to be consistent with the whole draft annex	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (23)  by Thailand (19 Aug 2025 10:22 AM)
3.   Pests associated with fresh Colocasia esculentaesculenta corms
To make this title clear and consistent with the other paragraphs of this annex, the word "corms" is required.	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (13)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:33 AM)
3.   Pests associated with fresh Colocasia esculentaesculenta corms
to be consistent with the whole draft annex	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (145)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
To make this title clear and consistent with the other paragraphs of this annex, the word "corms" is required.
[bookmark: _Hlk153799891][29]The pests included in Table 1 are considered to be associated with fresh  C. esculenta corms and are regulated in international trade by at least one contracting party based on technical justification. The list of pests is not exhaustive, nor country specific. 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (292)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:09 PM)
Including pests in phytosanitary requirements solely because they have been requested by a country in the framework of international trade is not a sufficient or technically justified criterion. In practice, many of these requirements are based on old requirements, based on outdated sources that do not meet adequate scientific or reliability standards to require phytosanitary measures.


The absence of a systematic feedback process from primary sources results in the generation of "circular" phytosanitary requirements, whose original source is not identifiable, but which are replicated by other National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs), without due consideration of the technical quality and reliability of the information, which goes against the basic principle of technical justification and the operational principle of risk analysis of the International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) No. 1, "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade", ISPMs No. 2 "Framework for Pest Risk Analysis" and ISPM No. 11 "Pest Risk Analysis for Quarantine Pests". 

Therefore, it is essential that, before including any pest in this ISPM project, a rigorous process of review, analysis and validation of the primary scientific and technical sources is carried out. Only in this way can it be ensured that the pests included are technically justified, consistent with international principles and intended use (human consumption and processing).
Additionally, the inclusion of pests in phytosanitary requirements should not be supported by the fact that an NPPO historically requested it, but must be justified based on updated and validated scientific evidence, therefore, including a list of pests prepared from a phytosanitary requirement replacing a risk analysis goes against the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization (WTO).	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (292)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:09 PM)
Including pests in phytosanitary requirements solely because they have been requested by a country in the framework of international trade is not a sufficient or technically justified criterion. In practice, many of these requirements are based on old requirements, based on outdated sources that do not meet adequate scientific or reliability standards to require phytosanitary measures.


The absence of a systematic feedback process from primary sources results in the generation of "circular" phytosanitary requirements, whose original source is not identifiable, but which are replicated by other National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs), without due consideration of the technical quality and reliability of the information, which goes against the basic principle of technical justification and the operational principle of risk analysis of the International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) No. 1, "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade", ISPMs No. 2 "Framework for Pest Risk Analysis" and ISPM No. 11 "Pest Risk Analysis for Quarantine Pests". 

Therefore, it is essential that, before including any pest in this ISPM project, a rigorous process of review, analysis and validation of the primary scientific and technical sources is carried out. Only in this way can it be ensured that the pests included are technically justified, consistent with international principles and intended use (human consumption and processing).
Additionally, the inclusion of pests in phytosanitary requirements should not be supported by the fact that an NPPO historically requested it, but must be justified based on updated and validated scientific evidence, therefore, including a list of pests prepared from a phytosanitary requirement replacing a risk analysis goes against the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization (WTO).
[30]The list of pests does not consider factors that may influence pest infestation of corms in the country of origin (e.g. cultivar or variety; geographical and ecological factors)factors, agricultural and production practices).	Comment by Senegal: Comment (398)  by Senegal (30 Sep 2025 8:16 PM)
prendre compte des facteurs édaphiques	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (163)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
Why have these examples been deleted ? They were included in the annex on Mango and draft annex on Musa spp. Is there any particular reasons that explain why that these examples will not be appropriate in the case of Taro ?
[31]Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision decide whether to regulate a on technical justification using either supported by a pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or by another comparable examination and evaluation of available similar scientific informationevaluation. 	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (367)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:32 AM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision on technical justification using either a supported by pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or another comparable examination and evaluation of available similar scientific informationevaluation. 
See Musa spp. For guidance on changing this sentence.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (293)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:10 PM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the NPPO of the importing country should base its decision on technical justification using either a pest risk analysis or, where applicable, another comparable examination and evaluation of available scientific information. 
Including pests in phytosanitary requirements solely because they have been requested by a country in the framework of international trade is not a sufficient or technically justified criterion. In practice, many of these requirements are based on old requirements, based on outdated sources that do not meet adequate scientific or reliability standards to require phytosanitary measures.


The absence of a systematic feedback process from primary sources results in the generation of "circular" phytosanitary requirements, whose original source is not identifiable, but which are replicated by other National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs), without due consideration of the technical quality and reliability of the information, which goes against the basic principle of technical justification and the operational principle of risk analysis of the International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) No. 1, "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade", ISPMs No. 2 "Framework for Pest Risk Analysis" and ISPM No. 11 "Pest Risk Analysis for Quarantine Pests". 

Therefore, it is essential that, before including any pest in this ISPM project, a rigorous process of review, analysis and validation of the primary scientific and technical sources is carried out. Only in this way can it be ensured that the pests included are technically justified, consistent with international principles and intended use (human consumption and processing).
Additionally, the inclusion of pests in phytosanitary requirements should not be supported by the fact that an NPPO historically requested it, but must be justified based on updated and validated scientific evidence, therefore, including a list of pests prepared from a phytosanitary requirement replacing a risk analysis goes against the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization (WTO).	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (103)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision decide whether to regulate a pest based on technical justification using either a supported by pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or another comparable examination and evaluation of available similar scientific informationevaluation. 
Wording amended to make less complex.	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (19)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 1:42 AM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision decide whether to regulate a pest based on technical justification using either a by pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or another comparable examination and evaluation of available scientific information. evaluation 	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (367)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:32 AM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision on technical justification using either a supported by pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or another comparable examination and evaluation of available similar scientific informationevaluation. 
See Musa spp. For guidance on changing this sentence.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (293)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:10 PM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the NPPO of the importing country should base its decision on technical justification using either a pest risk analysis or, where applicable, another comparable examination and evaluation of available scientific information. 
Including pests in phytosanitary requirements solely because they have been requested by a country in the framework of international trade is not a sufficient or technically justified criterion. In practice, many of these requirements are based on old requirements, based on outdated sources that do not meet adequate scientific or reliability standards to require phytosanitary measures.


The absence of a systematic feedback process from primary sources results in the generation of "circular" phytosanitary requirements, whose original source is not identifiable, but which are replicated by other National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs), without due consideration of the technical quality and reliability of the information, which goes against the basic principle of technical justification and the operational principle of risk analysis of the International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) No. 1, "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade", ISPMs No. 2 "Framework for Pest Risk Analysis" and ISPM No. 11 "Pest Risk Analysis for Quarantine Pests". 

Therefore, it is essential that, before including any pest in this ISPM project, a rigorous process of review, analysis and validation of the primary scientific and technical sources is carried out. Only in this way can it be ensured that the pests included are technically justified, consistent with international principles and intended use (human consumption and processing).
Additionally, the inclusion of pests in phytosanitary requirements should not be supported by the fact that an NPPO historically requested it, but must be justified based on updated and validated scientific evidence, therefore, including a list of pests prepared from a phytosanitary requirement replacing a risk analysis goes against the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization (WTO).	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (103)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision decide whether to regulate a pest based on technical justification using either a supported by pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or another comparable examination and evaluation of available similar scientific informationevaluation. 
Wording amended to make less complex.	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (19)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 1:42 AM)
Inclusion of a pest in Table 1 does not constitute technical justification for its regulation by importing countries using this standard. When determining whether to regulate a pest listed in this commodity standard, the The NPPO of the importing country should base its decision decide whether to regulate a pest based on technical justification using either a by pest risk analysis or, where applicable, or another comparable examination and evaluation of available scientific information. evaluation 	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (368)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:50 AM)
Suggested rewording to reduce complexity.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (368)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:50 AM)
Suggested rewording to reduce complexity.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (368)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:50 AM)
Suggested rewording to reduce complexity.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (368)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:50 AM)
Suggested rewording to reduce complexity.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (368)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:50 AM)
Suggested rewording to reduce complexity.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (368)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:50 AM)
Suggested rewording to reduce complexity.
Table 1. Pests considered to be associated with fresh Colocasia esculenta corms* 	Comment by Costa Rica: Comment (392)  by Costa Rica (30 Sep 2025 7:09 PM)
It is recommended to delete 10 Papuana spp. (Coleoptera) listed in Table 1: P. biroi, P. cheesmanae, P. hubneri, P. inermis, P. japenensis, P. laevipennis, P. semistriata, P. szentivanyi, P. trinodosa, and P. uninodis.


The pest list should only include species directly associated with corms or for which risk mitigation measures consider the intended use. Since the product is intended for consumption or processing, and not for planting, nematodes, oomycetes, fungi, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material. Similarly, Delphacidae (Hemiptera) should be excluded, as they are associated with leaves rather than corms.

As stated in the draft standard, fresh corms of Colocasia esculenta are exclusively intended for human consumption or processing, which is critical for determining the risk of pest introduction. Therefore, there is no technical justification for including nematodes in the ISPM project.	Comment by EPPO: Comment (164)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
Please reconsider the use of brackets in the column ‘species’ – it seems different from the use in the Mango Commodity Standard but possibly there is a reason.	Comment by United States of America: Comment (153)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:51 PM)
The list of pests in Table 1 is incomplete and it is missing several common pests of taro including nematodes and fungi. Taro Hirschmanniella nematode is a major nematode pest of taro. Please refer to this document for the possible pests of taro. 
https://www.aciar.gov.au/sites/default/files/legacy/node/9250/mn132_taropest_an_illustrated_guide_to_pests_and__18375.pdf	Comment by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa: Comment (116)  by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa (9 Sep 2025 4:19 PM)
Proposal for taxonomic standardizing of the referencing.	Comment by South Africa: Comment (83)  by South Africa (23 Aug 2025 6:37 PM)
Proposal for taxonomic standardizing of the referencing.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (254)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:31 AM)
Table 1. Pests considered to be associated with fresh Colocasia esculenta  corms*corms for consumption or processing, not for planting*  
Clarify the intended use of fresh Colocasia esculenta corns, as the pests considered to be associated with corns for consumption or processing may be different from those for planting.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (254)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:31 AM)
Table 1. Pests considered to be associated with fresh Colocasia esculenta  corms*corms for consumption or processing, not for planting*  
Clarify the intended use of fresh Colocasia esculenta corns, as the pests considered to be associated with corns for consumption or processing may be different from those for planting.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (294)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:11 PM)
Including pests in phytosanitary requirements solely because they have been requested by a country in the framework of international trade is not a sufficient or technically justified criterion. In practice, many of these requirements are based on old requirements, based on outdated sources that do not meet adequate scientific or reliability standards to require phytosanitary measures.


The absence of a systematic feedback process from primary sources results in the generation of "circular" phytosanitary requirements, whose original source is not identifiable, but which are replicated by other National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs), without due consideration of the technical quality and reliability of the information, which goes against the basic principle of technical justification and the operational principle of risk analysis of the International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) No. 1, "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade", ISPMs No. 2 "Framework for Pest Risk Analysis" and ISPM No. 11 "Pest Risk Analysis for Quarantine Pests". 

Therefore, it is essential that, before including any pest in this ISPM project, a rigorous process of review, analysis and validation of the primary scientific and technical sources is carried out. Only in this way can it be ensured that the pests included are technically justified, consistent with international principles and intended use (human consumption and processing).
Additionally, the inclusion of pests in phytosanitary requirements should not be supported by the fact that an NPPO historically requested it, but must be justified based on updated and validated scientific evidence, therefore, including a list of pests prepared from a phytosanitary requirement replacing a risk analysis goes against the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization (WTO).
	[33]Pest group
	[34]Family
	[35]Species (scientific name and authority)†

	[36]Beetles (Coleoptera) 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (295)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:11 PM)
Beetles (Coleoptera)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (295)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:11 PM)
Beetles (Coleoptera)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by China: Proposed Change (376)  by China (29 Sep 2025 7:49 AM)
Suggest deleting 10 harmful species of Papuana spp. （Papuana biroi (Endrödi, 1969)、Papuana cheesmanae Arrow, 1941、Papuana hubneri (Fairmaire, 1879)、Papuana inermis Prell, 1912、Papuana japenensis Arrow, 1941、Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911、Papuana semistriata Arrow, 1911、Papuana szentivanyi Endrödi, 1971、Papuana trinodosa Prell, 1912、Papuana uninodis Prell, 1912）corresponding to Beetles (Coleoptera) from the Table 1. Pests considered to be associated with fresh Colocasia esculenta corms.

Reason:After verification, the reference to the Australian "Draft review of import conditions for fresh taro corms"in the appendix of this standard is Papuana spp. (Papuana biroi (Endr ö) di, 1969)、Papuana cheesmanae Arrow, 1941、Papuana hubneri (Fairmaire, 1879)、Papuana inermis Prell, 1912、Papuana japenensis Arrow, 1941、Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911、Papuana semistriata Arrow, 1911、Papuana szentivanyi Endr Ö di, 1971、Papuana trinodosa Prell, 191、 Papuana uninodis Prell, 1912) assessed the risk level as very low (VL) and no control measures were required. According to the Australian Biosafety Import Conditions (BICON), the above-mentioned pests are not involved;References "Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF) Japan – Database for importing conditions ",there is no mention of the 10 pests mentioned above. According to ISPM46 "Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures"Article 2 List of pests associated with the commodity“This section includes a list of pests or groups of pests that are known to be associated with the commodity described. A criterion for inclusion of a pest is that it is regulated by at least one contracting party based on technical justification”. At present, the above 10 pests do not meet the conditions for inclusion in the list of pests.
	[37]Scarabaeidae 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (296)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:13 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade
	[38]Papuana biroi (Endrödi, 1969)Papuana biroi Endrödi, 1969	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (298)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:14 PM)
Papuana biroi (Endrödi, 1969)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (298)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:14 PM)
Papuana biroi (Endrödi, 1969)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (311)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:24 PM)
Incorrectly written taxonomic authority: Papuana biroi (Endrödi, 1969).

	[39]
	[40]
	[41]Papuana cheesmanae Arrow, 1941 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (299)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:15 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[42]
	[43]
	[44]Papuana hubneri (Fairmaire, 1879) 	Comment by United States of America: Proposed Change (154)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:51 PM)
Papuana hubnerihuebneri (Fairmaire, 1879)
Typo: “huebneri” is the correct spelling	Comment by United States of America: Proposed Change (154)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:51 PM)
Papuana hubnerihuebneri (Fairmaire, 1879)
Typo: “huebneri” is the correct spelling	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (301)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:16 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade

	[45]
	[46]
	[47]Papuana inermis Prell, 1912 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (303)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:18 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[48]  	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (35)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:47 AM)
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material
	[49]
	[50]Papuana japenensis Arrow, 1941 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (304)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:19 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[51]
	[52]
	[53]Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (312)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:25 PM)
Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911Papuana Woodlarkiana Woodlarkiana (Montrouzier, 1855)
Incorrect scientific name, according to Allsopp and Hutchinson (2019) Papuana laevipennis Arrow 1911 is a synonymy	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (305)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:19 PM)
Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (312)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:25 PM)
Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911Papuana Woodlarkiana Woodlarkiana (Montrouzier, 1855)
Incorrect scientific name, according to Allsopp and Hutchinson (2019) Papuana laevipennis Arrow 1911 is a synonymy	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (305)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:19 PM)
Papuana laevipennis Arrow, 1911
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (348)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:05 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[54]
	[55]
	[56]Papuana semistriata Arrow, 1911Papuana Woodlarkiana Woodlarkiana (Montrouzier, 1855)	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (307)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:20 PM)
Papuana semistriata Arrow, 1911
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (307)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:20 PM)
Papuana semistriata Arrow, 1911
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (313)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:27 PM)
Incorrect scientific name, according to Allsopp and Hutchinson (2019) Papuana semistriata Arrow 1911 is a synonymy.

	[57]
	[58]
	[59]Papuana szentivanyi Endrödi, 1971 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (308)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:21 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[60]
	[61]
	[62]Papuana trinodosa Prell, 1912 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (309)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:22 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[63]
	[64]
	[65]Papuana uninodis Prell, 1912 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (310)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:22 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana generate large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter in the corms, feeding tunnels and associated excrement may be visible in the infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, that is, the probability that they are attached or associated is zero. Therefore, these insects should not be included, because this can lead importing countries to request pests that do not follow the entry route, representing this situation as an obstacle to international trade.

	[66]Planthoppers (Hemiptera) 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (31)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:43 AM)
See COSAVE comment in paragraph 66
	Delphacidae	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (29)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:43 AM)
Remove Delphacidae (Hemiptera), as they are mainly associated with leaves and not with the underground part, so the corm is not a pathway
	Tarophagus proserpina (Kirkaldy, 1907)	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (30)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:43 AM)
See COSAVE comment in paragraph 66

	[69]Nematodes (Tylenchida) 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (255)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:32 AM)
Nematodes (Tylenchida)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.	Comment by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa: Proposed Change (117)  by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa (9 Sep 2025 4:19 PM)
Nematodes (Tylenchida)
Add post-harvest hot-water treatment and mandatory cleaning protocols to supplement pre-harvest sampling and lab testing for Radopholus similis. Rational: Soil and nematodes can remain in crevices on corms. Cleaning and hot-water treatment reduce risk.
	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (32)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:46 AM)
Nematodes (Tylenchida)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (255)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:32 AM)
Nematodes (Tylenchida)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.	Comment by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa: Proposed Change (117)  by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa (9 Sep 2025 4:19 PM)
Nematodes (Tylenchida)
Add post-harvest hot-water treatment and mandatory cleaning protocols to supplement pre-harvest sampling and lab testing for Radopholus similis. Rational: Soil and nematodes can remain in crevices on corms. Cleaning and hot-water treatment reduce risk.
	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (32)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:46 AM)
Nematodes (Tylenchida)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (314)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:28 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including nematodes in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[70]Pratylenchidae 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (256)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:33 AM)
Pratylenchidae
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (34)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:47 AM)
Pratylenchidae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (256)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:33 AM)
Pratylenchidae
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (34)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:47 AM)
Pratylenchidae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (315)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:28 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including nematodes in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[71]Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (257)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:33 AM)
Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949
Refer to general comments.
Diversion from the intended use of commodities is outside the scope of the Annexes of ISPM 46, fresh taro corms for consumption or processing cannot become a pathway for Radopholus similis when its intended use is diverted from consumption to planting, so this pest should be deleted from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (37)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:48 AM)
Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (257)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:33 AM)
Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949
Refer to general comments.
Diversion from the intended use of commodities is outside the scope of the Annexes of ISPM 46, fresh taro corms for consumption or processing cannot become a pathway for Radopholus similis when its intended use is diverted from consumption to planting, so this pest should be deleted from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (37)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:48 AM)
Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (316)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:29 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including nematodes in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".

	[72]Oomycetes (Peronsporales) 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (33)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:47 AM)
Oomycetes (Peronsporales)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (33)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:47 AM)
Oomycetes (Peronsporales)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (317)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:30 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including oomycetes in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[73]Peronosporaceae 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (36)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:48 AM)
Peronosporaceae
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (36)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:48 AM)
Peronosporaceae
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (318)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:31 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including oomycetes in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[74]Phytophthora colocasiae Racib., 1900 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (38)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:48 AM)
Phytophthora colocasiae Racib., 1900

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (38)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:48 AM)
Phytophthora colocasiae Racib., 1900

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (319)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:32 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including oomycetes in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".

	Pest group	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (258)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:34 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	[76]Family 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (259)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:34 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	Virus (virus name, acronym and species name)†	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (260)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:36 AM)
Refer to general comments.

	[78]Viruses 	Comment by Australia: Comment (369)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:53 AM)
Australia considers that as these viruses are regulated in international trade, after PRA that is referenced in this Annex, they should be retained until further guidance is provided and agreement is reached on how pests are included or excluded from ISPM 46 Annexes.	Comment by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency: Comment (353)  by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency (25 Sep 2025 11:19 PM)
Given that the intended use is for consumption and processing, the viruses will be irrelevant since the material is not for planting. It is recommended to remove the viruses from the list.	Comment by United States of America: Comment (155)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:53 PM)
Add:  Caulimoviridae: Taro bacilliform virus (TaBV; species Badnavirus alphacolocalasiae)

1. Caulimoviridae: Taro bacilliform CH virus (TaBCHV; Badnavirus betacolocalasiae): 10.1007/s00705-002-0969-1  and DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0134147


See US General comment regarding removing viruses from the pest list. 

If viruses are kept, propose to add: 

Caulimoviridae: Taro bacilliform virus (TaBV; species Badnavirus alphacolocalasiae)

Caulimoviridae: Taro bacilliform CH virus (TaBCHV; Badnavirus betacolocalasiae)

References: 10.1007/s00705-002-0969-1  and DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0134147
A Review on Viruses Infecting Taro (Colocasia estulenta (L.) Schott)- https://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens8020056	Comment by Korea, Republic of: Proposed Change (286)  by Korea, Republic of (25 Sep 2025 7:04 AM)
Viruses
Korea proposes to delete the viruses from the pests consider to be associated with Taro. Because this annex is intended to cover taro for the consumption or processing not for planting. Even if taro is infected with viruses, they would not pose a phytosanitary risk when the commodity is not intended for propagation. In this regard, the inclusion of viruses goes beyond the scope.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (261)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:37 AM)
Viruses
Refer to general comments.	Comment by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa: Proposed Change (118)  by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa (9 Sep 2025 4:19 PM)
VirusesViruses 

Clarify whether diagnostic testing is required in addition to petiole base removal when viruses are present in the country of origin. Rational: Viruses are systemic and cannot be fully removed by petiole trimming. There is need  for clear virus management guidance.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (104)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Viruses
Proposed to delete all viruses and reference them in paragraph 99a as they are more related to diversion from intended use.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (39)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
Viruses

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Korea, Republic of: Proposed Change (286)  by Korea, Republic of (25 Sep 2025 7:04 AM)
Viruses
Korea proposes to delete the viruses from the pests consider to be associated with Taro. Because this annex is intended to cover taro for the consumption or processing not for planting. Even if taro is infected with viruses, they would not pose a phytosanitary risk when the commodity is not intended for propagation. In this regard, the inclusion of viruses goes beyond the scope.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (261)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:37 AM)
Viruses
Refer to general comments.	Comment by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa: Proposed Change (118)  by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa (9 Sep 2025 4:19 PM)
VirusesViruses 

Clarify whether diagnostic testing is required in addition to petiole base removal when viruses are present in the country of origin. Rational: Viruses are systemic and cannot be fully removed by petiole trimming. There is need  for clear virus management guidance.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (104)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Viruses
Proposed to delete all viruses and reference them in paragraph 99a as they are more related to diversion from intended use.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (39)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
Viruses

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (320)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:32 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[79]Potyviridae 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (262)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:37 AM)
Potyviridae
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 80.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (40)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
Potyviridae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (262)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:37 AM)
Potyviridae
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 80.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (40)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
Potyviridae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (321)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:33 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[80]the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis) dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species  Potyvirus dasheenis)	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (263)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:42 AM)
dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)

Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (42)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (263)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:42 AM)
dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)

Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (42)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by China: Proposed Change (377)  by China (29 Sep 2025 7:50 AM)
Replace dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dashenis) with the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis).

Reason: After verification, in the reference document "Draft review of import conditions for fresh taro corms"   the pest for which measures have been taken the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)；But the Dasheen mosaic virus mentioned in the appendix of this standard occurs in most taro growing countries including Australia, but the FP DsMV only exists in French Polynesia, and this document only evaluates FP DsMV and take corresponding measures.  According to ISPM46"Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures"Article 2 List of pests associated with the commodity“This section includes a list of pests or groups of pests that are known to be associated with the commodity described. A criterion for inclusion of a pest is that it is regulated by at least one contracting party based on technical justification”.  So，replace dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dashenis) with the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (322)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:34 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".	Comment by China: Proposed Change (377)  by China (29 Sep 2025 7:50 AM)
Replace dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dashenis) with the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis).

Reason: After verification, in the reference document "Draft review of import conditions for fresh taro corms"   the pest for which measures have been taken the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)；But the Dasheen mosaic virus mentioned in the appendix of this standard occurs in most taro growing countries including Australia, but the FP DsMV only exists in French Polynesia, and this document only evaluates FP DsMV and take corresponding measures.  According to ISPM46"Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures"Article 2 List of pests associated with the commodity“This section includes a list of pests or groups of pests that are known to be associated with the commodity described. A criterion for inclusion of a pest is that it is regulated by at least one contracting party based on technical justification”.  So，replace dasheen mosaic virus (DsMV; species Potyvirus dashenis) with the French Polynesian strain of dasheen mosaic viruss (FP-DsMV; species Potyvirus dasheenis)	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (322)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:34 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (322)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:34 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".

	[81]
	[82]Rhabdoviridae 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (264)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:43 AM)
Rhabdoviridae
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (41)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
Rhabdoviridae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (264)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:43 AM)
Rhabdoviridae
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (41)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
Rhabdoviridae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (324)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:43 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[83]colocasia bobone disease virus (CBDV;  Cytorhabdovirus colocasiae)	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (265)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:43 AM)
colocasia bobone disease virus (CBDV; Cytorhabdovirus colocasiae)

Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (43)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
colocasia bobone disease virus (CBDV; Cytorhabdovirus colocasiae)
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (265)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:43 AM)
colocasia bobone disease virus (CBDV; Cytorhabdovirus colocasiae)

Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (43)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:49 AM)
colocasia bobone disease virus (CBDV; Cytorhabdovirus colocasiae)
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (325)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:43 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (325)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:43 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".

	[84]
	[85]
	taro vein chlorosis virus (TaVCV; species Alphanucleorhabdovirus colocasiae)	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (266)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:44 AM)
taro vein chlorosis virus (TaVCV; species  Alphanucleorhabdovirus colocasiae)
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (44)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:50 AM)
taro vein chlorosis virus (TaVCV; species Alphanucleorhabdovirus colocasiae)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (266)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:44 AM)
taro vein chlorosis virus (TaVCV; species  Alphanucleorhabdovirus colocasiae)
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (44)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:50 AM)
taro vein chlorosis virus (TaVCV; species Alphanucleorhabdovirus colocasiae)

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (326)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:44 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".

	[87]
	[88]Tospoviridae 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (267)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:44 AM)
Tospoviridae
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (45)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:50 AM)
Tospoviridae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (267)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:44 AM)
Tospoviridae
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (45)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:50 AM)
Tospoviridae

Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (327)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:45 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".
	[89]tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species  Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (323)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:42 PM)
tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)

Tomato spot virus (TZSV; species Orthotospovirus tomatozonae), there are no supports that indicate that it is a pest of Colocasia esculenta	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (268)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:45 AM)
tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species  Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (46)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:50 AM)
tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species  Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (323)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:42 PM)
tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)

Tomato spot virus (TZSV; species Orthotospovirus tomatozonae), there are no supports that indicate that it is a pest of Colocasia esculenta	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (268)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:45 AM)
tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species  Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (46)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:50 AM)
tomato zonate spot virus (TZSV; species  Orthotospovirus tomatozonae)
Since the product is for consumption or processing, nematodes, oomycetes, and viruses should not be considered, as they are only relevant in propagative material	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (328)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:46 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (328)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:46 PM)
As indicated in the draft standard, the intended use of fresh corms of C. esculenta is for human consumption or processing, which is a key factor in determining the risk of pest introduction. For this reason, and considering that fresh corms of C. esculenta are not for planting and their use is intended exclusively for human consumption or processing, there is no technical justification for including viruses in the ISPM project. This is consistent with the provisions of the International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) No. 1 "Phytosanitary Principles for the Protection of Plants and the Application of Phytosanitary Measures in International Trade".


[90]Notes: * Information used to compile this list was supplied by at least one contracting party and may be provided by the IPPC Secretariat upon request.
[91]† Scientific names used in this table, and names provided for viruses, table are based on the submissions by contracting parties, modified where more than one name was submitted to the more recent scientific name or aligned with ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests) or ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests).	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (165)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
There is a need to keep coherence in methodology between the different Commodity standards. Please use the wording of the draft annex on Musa spp: 

“Scientific names used in this table are based on the submissions by contracting parties, modified where more than one name was submitted to the more recent scientific name or aligned with ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests) or ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests)”	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (165)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
There is a need to keep coherence in methodology between the different Commodity standards. Please use the wording of the draft annex on Musa spp: 

“Scientific names used in this table are based on the submissions by contracting parties, modified where more than one name was submitted to the more recent scientific name or aligned with ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests) or ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests)”
[bookmark: _Toc183602055][92]4.	Options for phytosanitary measures
[93]This section provides options for phytosanitary measures that may be relevant for the pests listed in Table 1. The options presented are not exhaustive and contracting parties may consider other options as phytosanitary measures. 
[94]Table 2 provides general options for phytosanitary measures that may be relevant to pests listed in Table 1.
[bookmark: _Hlk153971484][95]Table 3 lists some pest-specific options to manage the pest risk of pests listed in Table 1, with further details in Table 4 and Table 5. Abbreviations used for options for phytosanitary measures are listed in Box 1, as well as below in relevant tables. 	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (166)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
This change is suggested for clarity and to be in line with the wording used in the draft standard on Musa spp and the title of Table 3.

No need to have the box if the abbreviations are mentioned below the tables. It is unnecessary duplication.	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (166)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
This change is suggested for clarity and to be in line with the wording used in the draft standard on Musa spp and the title of Table 3.

No need to have the box if the abbreviations are mentioned below the tables. It is unnecessary duplication.
[96]Importing-country NPPOs The NPPO of importing country should decide whether the options listed in Table 3 are effective at managing the pest risk to an acceptable level before selecting them as phytosanitary measures. Importing-country NPPOs The NPPO of importing country should also consider whether a measure for one pest will effectively manage the pest risk of other regulated pests of C. esculenta corms. In addition, when applying these options as phytosanitary measures, NPPOs should consider the procedures for successful application.	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (14)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:45 AM)
to be consistent with what was mentioned in point 3	Comment by Egypt: Proposed Change (14)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 8:45 AM)
to be consistent with what was mentioned in point 3	Comment by Canada: Comment (361)  by Canada (26 Sep 2025 7:29 PM)
This portion of the sentence is ambiguous and should be clarified
[97]When considering the use of methyl bromide (Table 4), NPPOs should refer to the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures recommendation on the Replacement or reduction of the use of methyl bromide as a phytosanitary measure (R-03). Where possible, alternative options to methyl bromide fumigation that are effective and more environmentally friendly should be selected and applied by NPPOs.	Comment by Senegal: Comment (18)  by Senegal (16 Aug 2025 5:53 PM)
Ici pour le choix du produit destiné à la fumigation comme le bromure de méthyle tableau 4 il faut réguler en mettant en place un choix de produit comme le PH56% ou développer d'autres molécules afin d'atténuer les risques environnementaux et sanitaires. Selon les spécificités des zones il y a lieu de proposer des produits pour faciliter les échanges commerciaux
[bookmark: _Hlk135243135][bookmark: _Hlk153971508][98]Options for phytosanitary measures included in this commodity standard may be effective at managing pest risk when used alone or when integrated with other measures in a systems approach as described in ISPM 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management).
[99]The surface of taro corms is pitted and It has a rough texture with crevicescavities, holes cracks and dead remains of leaf stemsstems when harvested. It can harbour pests (e.g. .  ants, beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, corms (e.g. washing and scraping) and storage of corms at hygienic packing and storage facilities measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms to remove soil residues and dead leaves from the crevices and holes should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.. 
	Comment by COSAVE: Comment (47)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:52 AM)
It should be clarified which pests can be harbored by taro corms, given that none of the pests in Table 1 have thorough cleaning as a measure. If they refer to general pests or soil, they are considered contaminants and therefore fall outside the scope of ISPM 46. If they are specific pests of taro, they should be listed in Table 1. Otherwise we suggest to delete this paragraph.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (387)  by Australia (30 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.

Taro intended for consumption may be diverted for planting or, parts of the corm may be discarded and propagate unintentionally. This is especially a concern with Colocasia esculenta var. antiquorum. This can facilitate introduction of plant viruses such as dasheen mosaic virus, colocasia bobone disease virus, taro vein chlorosis virus, tomato zonate spot virus and phytosanitary measures may need to be imposed to prevent the possibility of propagation such as removal of the petiole base.

Paragraph included to cover off on potential (including inadvertent) diversion of intended use that could lead to propagation from waste material.	Comment by Korea, Republic of: Proposed Change (285)  by Korea, Republic of (25 Sep 2025 6:57 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity. 
Korea propose to delete this para. Because Table 2 in general options already specifies cleaning to be free from soil as a post-harvest option, and other commodity standards (mango, banana) do not separately mention specific option, so Korea think it needs to be deleted to maintain consistency with other commodity standards.	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (146)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning and cutting short the petiole base and leaf stem of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.
1. Remove mites as there is no mite listed in Table 1. 2. Recommended to add in "cutting .." since these also pose the risk of harbouring pests.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (105)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stemsstems when harvested. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms (e.g. washing and scraping) and storage of the corms at hygienic packing and storage facilities should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.

Taro intended for consumption may be diverted for planting or, parts of the corm may be discarded and propagate unintentionally. This can facilitate introduction of plant viruses such as, xxxxx and phytosanitary measures may need to be imposed to prevent the possibility of propagation such as removal of the petiole base.
The pitted/rough conditions are only applicable when corms are first harvested.


Cleaning and scraping added as these are standard post harvest procedures to remove pits and crevices.


Reference to storage facilities included to make clear that these facilities should be clean from soil to guard against infestation.

Paragraph included to cover off on potential diversion of intended use, or inadvertent propagation of waste after the removal of the viruses from the pest list.	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (24)  by Thailand (19 Aug 2025 10:34 AM)
The surface of taro C. esculenta corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.
To ensure consistency throughout this draft annex, the term "taro" should be replaced with "C.esculenta."	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (387)  by Australia (30 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.

Taro intended for consumption may be diverted for planting or, parts of the corm may be discarded and propagate unintentionally. This is especially a concern with Colocasia esculenta var. antiquorum. This can facilitate introduction of plant viruses such as dasheen mosaic virus, colocasia bobone disease virus, taro vein chlorosis virus, tomato zonate spot virus and phytosanitary measures may need to be imposed to prevent the possibility of propagation such as removal of the petiole base.

Paragraph included to cover off on potential (including inadvertent) diversion of intended use that could lead to propagation from waste material.	Comment by Korea, Republic of: Proposed Change (285)  by Korea, Republic of (25 Sep 2025 6:57 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity. 
Korea propose to delete this para. Because Table 2 in general options already specifies cleaning to be free from soil as a post-harvest option, and other commodity standards (mango, banana) do not separately mention specific option, so Korea think it needs to be deleted to maintain consistency with other commodity standards.	Comment by APPPC: Proposed Change (146)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning and cutting short the petiole base and leaf stem of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.
1. Remove mites as there is no mite listed in Table 1. 2. Recommended to add in "cutting .." since these also pose the risk of harbouring pests.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (105)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
The surface of taro corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stemsstems when harvested. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms (e.g. washing and scraping) and storage of the corms at hygienic packing and storage facilities should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.

Taro intended for consumption may be diverted for planting or, parts of the corm may be discarded and propagate unintentionally. This can facilitate introduction of plant viruses such as, xxxxx and phytosanitary measures may need to be imposed to prevent the possibility of propagation such as removal of the petiole base.
The pitted/rough conditions are only applicable when corms are first harvested.


Cleaning and scraping added as these are standard post harvest procedures to remove pits and crevices.


Reference to storage facilities included to make clear that these facilities should be clean from soil to guard against infestation.

Paragraph included to cover off on potential diversion of intended use, or inadvertent propagation of waste after the removal of the viruses from the pest list.	Comment by Thailand: Proposed Change (24)  by Thailand (19 Aug 2025 10:34 AM)
The surface of taro C. esculenta corms is pitted and rough with crevices, holes and dead leaf stems. It can harbour pests (e.g. beetles, mites, nematodes), and soil residues containing soil-borne pests may stick to the surface. To reduce the risk of such pests remaining on the corms, measures such as thorough cleaning of the corms should be considered when assessing options for phytosanitary measures for this commodity.
To ensure consistency throughout this draft annex, the term "taro" should be replaced with "C.esculenta."	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (329)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:50 PM)
"holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions"."holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (329)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:50 PM)
"holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions"."holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (329)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:50 PM)
"holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions"."holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (329)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:50 PM)
"holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions"."holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions".	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (329)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:50 PM)
"holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions"."holes" translates to "holes" but in botanical context it should be "cavities" or "depressions".	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (388)  by Australia (30 Sep 2025 3:25 AM)
Only applicable post-harvest	Comment by New Zealand: Proposed Change (96)  by New Zealand (28 Aug 2025 2:39 AM)
Consider including ants as an example as they are very commonly intercepted on taro corms.	Comment by China: Proposed Change (380)  by China (29 Sep 2025 7:53 AM)
Since there was no mention of mites before, it should be deleted here.	Comment by EPPO: Comment (167)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
Replace “risk” with “likelihood” or “chance” or “probability”	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (370)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:56 AM)
Cleaning and scraping added as these are standard post harvest procedures to remove pits and crevices and reference to storage facilities is included to make clear that these facilities should be clean from soil to guard against infestation.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (370)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:56 AM)
Cleaning and scraping added as these are standard post harvest procedures to remove pits and crevices and reference to storage facilities is included to make clear that these facilities should be clean from soil to guard against infestation.
[bookmark: _Toc184396249][100] Table 2. General options for phytosanitary measures 	Comment by Kenya: Comment (89)  by Kenya (26 Aug 2025 4:07 PM)
Soil Contamination: Include mandatory requirement that corms must be free from soil at export, through brushing, washing, or equivalent. Rational: Rough, pitted surfaces of corms can trap soil, which may carry pests and pathogens. Soil-free certification strengthens biosecurity.	Comment by Costa Rica: Proposed Change (394)  by Costa Rica (30 Sep 2025 7:13 PM)
By removing most of the pests listed in Table 1, only species directly associated with corms and the intended use should be considered. Accordingly, risk mitigation measures should be defined in line with the relevant pests and the intended use of the product.	Comment by Costa Rica: Proposed Change (394)  by Costa Rica (30 Sep 2025 7:13 PM)
By removing most of the pests listed in Table 1, only species directly associated with corms and the intended use should be considered. Accordingly, risk mitigation measures should be defined in line with the relevant pests and the intended use of the product.	Comment by Costa Rica: Proposed Change (394)  by Costa Rica (30 Sep 2025 7:13 PM)
By removing most of the pests listed in Table 1, only species directly associated with corms and the intended use should be considered. Accordingly, risk mitigation measures should be defined in line with the relevant pests and the intended use of the product.
	[101]Options for phytosanitary measures
	[102]References

	[103]Pest free areasareas (PFA)	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (48)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:53 AM)
For consistency with the suggestion to remove Box 1
	[104]ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas)
ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of production and pest free production sites)	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (106)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas)
ISPM 10
Addition for completeness.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (106)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas)
ISPM 10
Addition for completeness.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (371)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 6:59 AM)
Including for completeness

	[105]Systems approachesapproaches (SA)	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (49)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:53 AM)
For consistency with the suggestion to remove Box 1
	[106]ISPM 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management)

	[107]Phytosanitary treatments
	[bookmark: _Hlk149808250][108]ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests)

	[109]Phytosanitary Inspection	Comment by Senegal: Comment (397)  by Senegal (30 Sep 2025 8:14 PM)
et contrôle
	[110]ISPM 23 (Guidelines for inspection)
[111]ISPM 31 (Methodologies for sampling of consignments)

ISPM 20 (Guidelines for a phytosanitary import regulatory system)


	[112]Testing and pest identification 
	[113]ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests)

	[114]Phytosanitary certification
	[115]ISPM 7 (Phytosanitary certification system)
[116]ISPM 12 ( Phytosanitary certificates)	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (107)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
ISPM 12 ( Phytosanitary certificates)
Removed as certification is not a measure in itself to manage the pest.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (107)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
ISPM 12 ( Phytosanitary certificates)
Removed as certification is not a measure in itself to manage the pest.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (372)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 7:00 AM)
Removed as certification is not a measure in itself to manage the pest.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (372)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 7:00 AM)
Removed as certification is not a measure in itself to manage the pest.

	[117]Post-harvest operations (cleaning to be free from soil, e.g. brushing, washing) 

	Comment by Cameroon: Comment (389)  by Cameroon (30 Sep 2025 6:23 AM)
Cameroon supports comments submitted by AU-IAPSC during regional consultations	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (50)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:55 AM)
Post-harvest operations (cleaning to be free from soil, e.g. brushing, washing) 
Post-harvest activities mentioned in accordance with ISPM 32 are examples of commercial processing that reduce the risk of pest entry and can be considered in a SA	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (50)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:55 AM)
Post-harvest operations (cleaning to be free from soil, e.g. brushing, washing) 
Post-harvest activities mentioned in accordance with ISPM 32 are examples of commercial processing that reduce the risk of pest entry and can be considered in a SA	Comment by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa: Proposed Change (120)  by IPPC Regional Workshop Africa (9 Sep 2025 4:19 PM)
Soil Contamination: Include mandatory requirement that corms must be free from soil at export, through brushing, washing, or equivalent. Rational: Rough, pitted surfaces of corms can trap soil, which may carry pests and pathogens. Soil-free certification strengthens biosecurity.
	[118]ISPM 1414  (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management)	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (51)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:55 AM)
ISPM 14
Post-harvest activities mentioned in accordance with ISPM 32 are examples of commercial processing that reduce the risk of pest entry and can be considered in a SA	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (51)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:55 AM)
ISPM 14
Post-harvest activities mentioned in accordance with ISPM 32 are examples of commercial processing that reduce the risk of pest entry and can be considered in a SA	Comment by EPPO: Comment (169)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
The title of this ISPM is missing.	Comment by Canada: Proposed Change (362)  by Canada (26 Sep 2025 7:31 PM)
The title of the standard should be spelled out
[119]ISPM 32 (Categorization of commodities according to their pest risk) 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (52)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:56 AM)
Post-harvest activities mentioned in accordance with ISPM 32 are examples of commercial processing that reduce the risk of pest entry and can be considered in a SA


[120]Sources: See References section.
[bookmark: _Toc184396250][121]Box 1. Abbreviations used in this commodity standard for options for phytosanitary measures	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (53)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:56 AM)
Box 1. Abbreviations used in this commodity standard for options for phytosanitary measures

It is suggested to include the clarification in Table 2	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (53)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:56 AM)
Box 1. Abbreviations used in this commodity standard for options for phytosanitary measures

It is suggested to include the clarification in Table 2	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (170)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
No need to have the box if the abbreviations are mentioned below the tables. It is unnecessary duplication.
	[122]MB 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (54)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:57 AM)
The clarification is in the footnote of Table 3
	[123]methyl bromide fumigation 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (55)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:58 AM)
The clarification is in the footnote of Table 3

	PFA	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (56)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:58 AM)
It is suggested to include the clarification in Table 2
	pest free area	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (57)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:58 AM)
It is suggested to include the clarification in Table 2

	SA	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (58)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:59 AM)
It is suggested to include the clarification in Table 2
	[127]systems approach 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (59)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:59 AM)
It is suggested to include the clarification in Table 2


[128]Table 3. Pest-specific options for phytosanitary measures
	Comment by Costa Rica: Proposed Change (395)  by Costa Rica (30 Sep 2025 7:15 PM)
in accordance with the comments in tables 1 and 2
	[129]Pestpour les tableaux il faut harmoniser par rapport à la présentation
	[130]Options for phytosanitary measures

	[131]Beetles
	[132]

	[133]Papuana spp. 
	[134]MB 1; PFA 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (60)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:59 AM)
MB 1; PFA
PFA is a general measure already mentioned in Table 1	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (60)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 3:59 AM)
MB 1; PFA
PFA is a general measure already mentioned in Table 1	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (330)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:51 PM)
Beetles of the genus Papuana damage corms by making large holes or cavities up to 2 cm in diameter. Feeding tunnels and associated droppings may be visible in infested corms (CABI, 2025). Oviposition and larval development take place in moist soil under rotting logs and decaying vegetation (CABI, 2025). On the other hand, the eggs are deposited on the ground, which means that the probability that they are attached to or associated with the corms is very low. Taking into account the characteristics described, these insects do not follow the route of entry, therefore mitigation measures should be eliminated.

	Planthoppers	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (61)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:00 AM)
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.
	[136]	Comment by APPPC: Comment (147)  by APPPC (16 Sep 2025 3:01 AM)
The pests in Table 1 and Table 3 must match.


(1) Change the pest list from "10 Papuana species" to "Papuana spp." or
(2) Specify "10 papuana species" instead of "Papuana spp." in the pest-specific options.

	[137]Tarophagus proserpina 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (62)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.
	[138]Removal of petiole base  	Comment by EPPO: Comment (184)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 9:47 PM)
There should be an explanation, justification, reference, and/or methodology for this and all other mentions of the removal of petiole base in the pest specific options table. 

We think that an additional table would be useful for the phytosanitary measures mentioned in table 3 that currently do not have any information (e.g,. PFA, removal of petiole base, preharvest sampling) – as done in table 5 for SA. This would provide useful information to countries when considering whether to use a measure.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (63)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Removal of petiole base 
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (63)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Removal of petiole base 
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (331)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:52 PM)
"Removal of petiole base" is ambiguous. The procedure and depth of the cut should be specified in accordance with technical and bibliographic support

	[139]Nematodes 	Comment by Kenya: Comment (88)  by Kenya (26 Aug 2025 4:00 PM)
Add post-harvest hot-water treatment and mandatory cleaning protocols to supplement pre-harvest sampling and lab testing for Radopholus similis. Rational: Soil and nematodes can remain in crevices on corms. Cleaning and hot-water treatment reduce risk.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (64)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Nematodes

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (64)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Nematodes

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (269)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:46 AM)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.
	[140]

	[141]Radopholus similis  	Comment by EPPO: Comment (172)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
There should be an explanation, justification, reference, and/or methodology for this in the pest specific options table. . See comment for paragraph 138 for more detail.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (65)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Radopholus similis 
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (65)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Radopholus similis 
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (270)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:46 AM)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.
	[142]Pre-harvest sampling of corms with laboratory testing† 	Comment by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency: Comment (354)  by Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency (25 Sep 2025 11:19 PM)
Not a practical approach. It in effect is asking for a pest free production site.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (66)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Pre-harvest sampling of corms with laboratory testing†

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (66)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:01 AM)
Pre-harvest sampling of corms with laboratory testing†

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (271)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:47 AM)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (271)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:47 AM)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.

	Oomycetes	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (67)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:02 AM)
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.
	[144]

	Phytophthora colocasiae 	Comment by EPPO: Comment (173)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
We noted that the Australian references doesn't specify the SA as proposed in the draft, and the other reference is an unpublished document that isn't accessible. Furthermore, consideration should be given to the advisability of including unpublished references in the Standards. (see EPPO general comment).	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (68)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:02 AM)
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.
	[146]PFA; SA 1 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (69)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:02 AM)
Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.

	[147]Viruses 	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (108)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Viruses
Deleted to make consistent with table 1.	Comment by Kenya: Proposed Change (87)  by Kenya (26 Aug 2025 3:57 PM)
Viruses


Clarify whether diagnostic testing is required in addition to petiole base removal when viruses are present in the country of origin. Rational: Viruses are systemic and cannot be fully removed by petiole trimming. There is need  for clear virus management guidance.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (70)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
Viruses

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (108)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Viruses
Deleted to make consistent with table 1.	Comment by Kenya: Proposed Change (87)  by Kenya (26 Aug 2025 3:57 PM)
Viruses


Clarify whether diagnostic testing is required in addition to petiole base removal when viruses are present in the country of origin. Rational: Viruses are systemic and cannot be fully removed by petiole trimming. There is need  for clear virus management guidance.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (70)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
Viruses

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (272)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:48 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	[148]

	[149]dasheen mosaic virus 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (71)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
dasheen mosaic virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (71)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
dasheen mosaic virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (273)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:49 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	[150]Removal of petiole base 	Comment by NEPPO: Comment (306)  by NEPPO (25 Sep 2025 9:20 PM)
The removal of the petiole base could be used to prevent the spread of a virus's vectors, but it is not useful if the taro corm itself is already infected with a systemic virus	Comment by United States of America: Comment (156)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:54 PM)
Note US General Comment. For all these viruses, removal of petiole base may or may not be an effective phytosanitary measure. If the corms are already infected with viruses, removal of petiole bases may not be helpful. The US suggests that for the areas with the history of these viruses, Pre-harvest sampling of corms with laboratory testing is the best approach.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (274)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:50 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (72)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (274)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:50 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (72)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (332)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:52 PM)
"Removal of petiole base" is ambiguous. The procedure and depth of the cut should be specified in accordance with technical and bibliographic support

	[151]colocasia bobone disease virus 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (73)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
colocasia bobone disease virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (73)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
colocasia bobone disease virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (275)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:50 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	Removal of petiole base	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (276)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (74)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (276)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (74)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:03 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (333)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:55 PM)
"Removal of petiole base" is ambiguous. The procedure and depth of the cut should be specified in accordance with technical and bibliographic support

	[153]taro vein chlorosis virus 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (75)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
taro vein chlorosis virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (75)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
taro vein chlorosis virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (277)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	[154]Removal of petiole base 	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (278)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (76)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (278)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (76)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (334)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:56 PM)
"Removal of petiole base" is ambiguous. The procedure and depth of the cut should be specified in accordance with technical and bibliographic support

	[155]tomato zonate spot virus 	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (77)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
tomato zonate spot virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (77)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
tomato zonate spot virus

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (279)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Refer to general comments.
	Removal of petiole base	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (335)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:56 PM)
Removal of petiole base
"Removal of petiole base" is ambiguous. The procedure and depth of the cut should be specified in accordance with technical and bibliographic support	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (280)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (78)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (335)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:56 PM)
Removal of petiole base
"Removal of petiole base" is ambiguous. The procedure and depth of the cut should be specified in accordance with technical and bibliographic support	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (280)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:51 AM)
Removal of petiole base
Refer to general comments.	Comment by COSAVE: Proposed Change (78)  by COSAVE (22 Aug 2025 4:04 AM)
Removal of petiole base

Removed as a consequence of the suggestion to delete the pest from Table 1.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (336)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:57 PM)
As Orthotospovirus tomatozonae is not a pest,  they should not have measures


[bookmark: _Hlk125533313][157]Notes: † Pre-harvest sampling of corms with laboratory testing targeting the pest of concern. If the pest is detected, the corms from that field are excluded from export.
[158]MB, methyl bromide fumigation (see Table 4); PFA, pest free area; SA, systems approach (see Table 5). 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (337)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:58 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
[bookmark: _Toc184396251][159] Table 4. Options for methyl bromide fumigation (MB) (applied under normal atmospheric pressure) 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (338)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:59 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (338)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:59 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (338)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:59 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
	[160]Measure number
	[161]Minimum temperature (°C)
	[162]Minimum dose (g/m3) 
	[163]Minimum time (hours)
	[164]Reference

	[165]MB 1 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (339)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 9:59 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
	[166]5–10
[167]11–15
[168]16–20
[169]21–25
[170]31 and above
	[171]56
[172]48
[173]40
[174]32
[175]16
	[176]2
[177]2
[178]2
[179]2
[180]2
	[181]MAFF (1998)


[182]Note: National plant protection organizations should also refer to ISPM 43 (Requirements for the use of fumigation as a phytosanitary measure) and the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures recommendation on Replacement or reduction of the use of methyl bromide as a phytosanitary measure (R-03). 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (340)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:00 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
[183]Source: See References section. 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (341)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:00 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
[bookmark: _Toc184396252][184]Table 5. Options for systems approaches (SAs)	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (342)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:01 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (342)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:01 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
	[185]Systems approach number
	[186]Independent measures
	[187]References

	[188]SA 1 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (343)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:01 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
	[189]Planting measures (e.g. use of resistant varieties)varieties, pest free place of production)	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (344)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:01 PM)
Planting measures (e.g. use of resistant varieties)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (109)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Planting measures (e.g. use of resistant varieties)varieties, pest free place of production)
Additional example of planting measure included.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (344)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:01 PM)
Planting measures (e.g. use of resistant varieties)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (109)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Planting measures (e.g. use of resistant varieties)varieties, pest free place of production)
Additional example of planting measure included.	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (373)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 7:01 AM)
Including completeness
[190]Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels)measures)	Comment by EPPO: Comment (175)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
The wording "in field pest control measures to reduce inoculum" is too generic to be considered an option. In other cases, like post-harvest measures, there are at least some examples.

Comment on unpublished records on paragraph 145 also applies here.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (345)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:02 PM)
Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (110)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels)measures)
The reason for the in-field pest control measures is not needed.	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (22)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 3:58 AM)
Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels))	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (345)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:02 PM)
Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by PPPO: Proposed Change (110)  by PPPO (2 Sep 2025 6:45 AM)
Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels)measures)
The reason for the in-field pest control measures is not needed.	Comment by Fiji: Proposed Change (22)  by Fiji (19 Aug 2025 3:58 AM)
Pre-harvest measures (e.g. in-field pest control measures to reduce inoculum levels))	Comment by Australia: Proposed Change (374)  by Australia (29 Sep 2025 7:01 AM)
Removing to improve clarity.
[191]Post-harvest measures (e.g. hot water dipping, topping of corms) 	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (346)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:02 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
	[192]Biosecurity Australia (2011) 	Comment by EPPO: Proposed Change (176)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
This reference does not provide recommendations on systems approach for Phytophthora colocasiae. The only mention of a systems approach is - “Alternative measures proposed by exporting countries, e.g. systems approach, pest free place of production etc., will be considered on a case-by-case basis.” This reference should therefore be removed.
[193]DAFF (2020)


[194]Note: National plant protection organizations should also refer to ISPM 14  (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management).	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (347)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:02 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (347)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:02 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.	Comment by Colombia: Proposed Change (347)  by Colombia (25 Sep 2025 10:02 PM)
Considering that insects of the genus Papuana do not follow the route of entry and mitigation measures should not be requested, information related to methyl bromide and systems approach should be eliminated.
[195]Sources: See References section.
[bookmark: _Toc183602056][196]5.	References	Comment by United States of America: Comment (157)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:55 PM)
References sited by the United States


Long, M.H., Gosai, R.C. and Melzer, M.J., 2016. Taro Vein Chlorosis, College of Tropical Agriculture and Human Resources, University of Hawaii at Manoa, Honolulu, Hawaii.

Revill, P., Jackson, G., Hafnerc, G., Yang, I., Maino, M., Dowling, M., Devitt, L., Dal, J. and Harding, R., 2005a. Incidence and distribution of viruses of taro (Colocasia esculenta) in Pacific Island countries. Australasian Plant Pathology, 34(3): 327-331.

Revill, P., Trinh, X., Dale, J. and Harding, R., 2005b. Taro vein chlorosis virus: characterization and variability of a new nucleorhabdovirus. Journal of General Virology, 86(2): 491-499.
Yusop, M.S.M., Saad, M.F.M., Talip, N., Baharum, S.N. and Bunawan, H., 2019. A review on viruses infecting taro (Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott). Pathogens, 8(2): 56.
[197]The present annex refers to ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms.
[198]5.1	Main text
[199]CPM R-03. 2017. Replacement or reduction of the use of methyl bromide as a phytosanitary measure. CPM Recommendation. IPPC Secretariat. Rome, FAO. Adopted 2008. https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/84230
[200]5.2	Tables
[201]Biosecurity Australia. 2011. Draft review Review of import conditions for fresh taro corms. Canberra. 200 213 pp.   https://www.agriculture.gov.au/sites/default/files/sitecollectiondocuments/ba/plant/2011/taro/Review_of_Import_Conditions_for_Fresh_Taro_Corms_clean.pdf	Comment by China: Comment (378)  by China (29 Sep 2025 7:52 AM)
Table references" Biosecurity Australia. 2011. Draft review of import conditions for fresh taro corms. Canberra. 200 pp" is the draft review of import conditions for fresh taro corms, it is suggested to replace it with the formal text Review of Import Conditions for Fresh Taro Corms.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (281)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:54 AM)
Update to latest information.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (281)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:54 AM)
Update to latest information.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (281)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:54 AM)
Update to latest information.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (281)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:54 AM)
Update to latest information.
[202]DAFF (Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry). 2020. Review of risk management measures for Phytophthora colocasiae in fresh taro from Samoa. Canberra. Unpublished.	Comment by United States of America: Comment (158)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:55 PM)
Review note: Could not find this document online. Suggest to provide the link if it is now available.
[203]Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF) Japan – Database for importing conditions -  https://www.maff.go.jp/j/syouan/keneki/kikaku/attach/pdf/pra_table2_2-67.pdf 	Comment by China: Comment (379)  by China (29 Sep 2025 7:52 AM)
The website of the Japanese Import Conditions Database in the original table reference is: https://www.maff.go.jp/j/syouan/keneki/kikaku/attach/pdf/pra_table2_2-67.pdf Cannot open.	Comment by United States of America: Comment (159)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:56 PM)
Could not find this document. Suggest to update the link if it is now available.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (282)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:54 AM)
Refer to general comments and comments for paragraph No 71.
[204]MAFF (Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Forests - Kingdom of Tonga).1998. Quarantine and quality management division operational manual. Nuku’alofa, Tonga.	Comment by United States of America: Comment (160)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:56 PM)
Editorial concern: Could not find this document online. Suggest to provide the link if it is now available.
[205]Potential implementation issues
[206]This section is not part of the standard. The Standards Committee in May 2016 requested the secretariat to gather information on any potential implementation issues related to this draft. Please provide details and proposals on how to address these potential implementation issues.
[207]APPENDIX 1: A typical, large, dasheen-type taro corm	Comment by EPPO: Comment (178)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
Text in the figure is partially obscured.

A scale bar would help indicate the dimensions of the taro corm. Typical dimensions are 10 to 30 cm long, 5 to 15cm diameter.  https://www.feedipedia.org/node/537
Is paragraph 214 meant to be the scale (bottom left of the figure)?  This is not clear.
[208][image: dasheen taro corm]	Comment by Senegal: Comment (396)  by Senegal (30 Sep 2025 8:13 PM)
organiser le schéma	Comment by EPPO: Comment (179)  by EPPO (17 Sep 2025 8:58 PM)
The proposed measures refer to the removal of base petiole and not to the base petiole and leaf. For those who are not familiar with this commodity, this may not be entirely clear.
The proposal for the measures could be ‘Removal of petiole base and leaf stems’.[209]Petiole base and leaf stems
[210]Emerging lateral bud
[211]Wound where lateral cormel was removed
[212]Fine roots
[213]Remnant scar from the base of the cormel originally used as planting material
[214]1 cm
[215]BASE
[216]APEX

[217]Source: Biosecurity Australia. 2011. Draft review Review of import conditions for fresh taro corms. Canberra. 200 213 pp. https://www.agriculture.gov.au/sites/default/files/sitecollectiondocuments/ba/plant/2011/taro/Review_of_Import_Conditions_for_Fresh_Taro_Corms_clean.pdf. Reproduced with permission.	Comment by United States of America: Comment (161)  by United States of America (17 Sep 2025 4:57 PM)
A few issues: Is this still a draft? The link says Final. If not, suggest to remove the word “draft”. Also, visiting the website, we receive an error message that it is blocked because of a high volume of visitors. It also is 213 pages, not 200.
And this may be the correct link, though it is also blocked due to high traffic volume?: https://www.agriculture.gov.au/sites/default/files/sitecollectiondocuments/ba/plant/2011/taro/Review_of_Import_Conditions_for_Fresh_Taro_Corms_clean.pdf	Comment by Egypt: Comment (15)  by Egypt (12 Aug 2025 9:09 AM)
The link is not working	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (283)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:56 AM)
Update to latest information.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (283)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:56 AM)
Update to latest information.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (283)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:56 AM)
Update to latest information.	Comment by Japan: Proposed Change (283)  by Japan (25 Sep 2025 3:56 AM)
Update to latest information.
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