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Legal framework

® Change in typology from accounting year 2010 on
(SGM: 85/377, SO: 1242/2008)
e Standard output replaced Standard Gross Margin
e Type of farming, Economic size class definitions

e New FADN thresholds
(SGM:1859/82; SO: 1291/2009)

e FSS reference
(SGM: 571/88; SO: 1166/2008)

Calculation parameters

2009 reference year for comparison

Typologies calculated with SGM2004 and SO2004

FSS2007 population used

Selection plan 2010 (SO-based) applied for 2009




Database features for 2009

* SGM 20009: - 80.185 sample farms

- 4.948.379 farms in population
- 5.152 clusters
- 61,7 as average weight

e SO 2009: - 79.590 sample farms
- 5.250.067 farm in population
- 5.117 clusters
- 66,0 as average weight

Sample and weight distribution in 2009 by TFS8
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Sample and weight distribution in 2009 by ESC
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Sample and population sizes in 2009 by TF8
and by typology
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General reasons for SR change
between SGM and SO

* Contribution of the various factors to the change
of Standard Results variables:

e reclassification of farms,
» threshold effect,
 change in the reference population,

 change

in the clusters and

composition of the weights

in the

Main variables for both typologies in 2009 by TF8
(limited to TF cross-sections)

Labour input
TF8 (AWV)

UAA (ha)

Livestock units
(LU)

Total output (€)

Intermediate
consumption (€)

Gross income (€)

¢ | 159 12 es ood 0z2 ol 25790 26008 872 ssd 20304 1065
6 | 150 a5l susd wrad sass arsn assod avase s2ors 20264 30029 27219
| 8 | 160 15 2560 1007 2364 1008 35460l 20001 25702 10260 17785 13570




Main variables for both typologies in 2009 by TF8
(not limited to TF cross-sections)
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Specific impacts at TF8 level on Output data

e TF1 - Slight output increase in SO mainly due to weighting
effects

e TF2 - Output decrease in SO due to significant weight impacts,
which is softened by farms with big output re-classified from TF4 in
SO

e TF3 - Output decrease in SO caused by limited weighting effect,
which is slightly amplified by farms with small output re-classed from
TF1, and TF4 in SO

e TF4 - Slight output decrease in SO further increased by farms
referred above as becoming TF2 in SO with relatively big outputs

e TF5 - Output decrease in SO mainly due to weighting effects, and
partially by farms with smaller outputs re-classified from TF6 and
TF8 in SO




Specific impacts at TF8 level on Output data

® TF6 - Output decrease in SO mainly due to weighting effects

e TF7 - Output decrease in SO caused by the combination of
weighting effects, and the re-classification of farms from TF8 with
smaller outputs

e TF8 - Output decrease in SO as the results of weighting effects
further increased by several farms re-classified from SGM TF8 to SO
TF7 with relatively big output values

e All activities — An average 10% decrease in output between SGM
and SO mainly due to weighting effects.

Conclusions

® The biggest impact of the typology change as
seen in the example of the Output, and
consequently of the Income data is generated by
the new clusters, and consequently by the new
weights.

® Reclassifications of farms between Types of
Farming do not change the direction of the original
difference between the SGM and the SO figures
caused by weighting, they have Ilimited overall
effects at TF level.




Thank you for your attention!




