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Opening of the session

	The Technical Working Party for Ornamental Plants and Forest Trees (TWO) held its fifty-fifth session via electronic means, from June 12 to 16, 2023.  The list of participants is reproduced in Annex I to this report.

	The session was opened by Ms. Ashley Balchin (Canada), Chairperson of the TWO, who welcomed the participants.


Adoption of the agenda

	The TWO adopted the agenda as reproduced in document TWO/55/1 Rev. 


Increasing participation in the work of the Technical Committee (TC) and restructuring the work of the Technical Working Parties (TWPs)

	The TWO considered document TWP/7/1 and noted the proposed draft recommendations under development at the Working Group on DUS support.

	The TWO agreed that TWP meetings should allocate more time for discussing DUS procedures and training.  The TWO agreed that Test Guidelines discussions was an important means of harmonizing DUS procedures, providing opportunities for interaction between experts and training.  The TWO agreed that discussions on Test Guidelines should continue as a central element of TWP meetings, while meetings outside of the TWPs should be used to advance their preparation and to include other crop experts.  

	The TWO considered the recommendation for the presence of the Office of the Union at in-person meetings and agreed to support the presence of the Office of the Union at TWP meetings preferably on-site, where appropriate.

	The TWO agreed with the recommendation to further investigate the development of training on drafting test guidelines.  The TWO agreed that the introduction of a tutor or “buddy” system could support new leading experts of UPOV Test Guidelines and the drafting of national test guidelines.

	The TWO considered the recommendation that a drafter was selected to lead discussions on particular matters that would require amending or developing guidance in TGP documents.  The TWO agreed that the TWPs should be kept informed and have sufficient opportunities to participate in discussions on amending or developing guidance in TGP documents.


Development of guidance and information materials

	The TWO considered documents TWP/7/2 and TWO/55/10.

[bookmark: _Toc131182454]Matters for consideration by the Technical Working Parties

[bookmark: _Toc131182455]Document TGP/7 “Development of Test Guidelines”

[bookmark: _Toc131182456]Example varieties for asterisked quantitative characteristics when illustrations are provided

	The TWO considered the situations described as the basis to develop guidance on possible exceptions to the requirement to provide example varieties for asterisked quantitative characteristics when illustrations were provided. 

	The TWO recalled that information on the situations where the approach would be applicable had been provided in document TWP/7/2 and agreed that such an approach would also be applicable for species with few example varieties and where there was difficulty obtaining plant material of such varieties.  

	The TWO noted that the TWA, at its fifty-second session, had agreed to invite the experts from Germany in collaboration with Canada, Netherlands and United Kingdom to draft a proposal to amend document TGP/7, GN 28 “Example Varieties”, concerning situations where illustrations could replace example varieties and their complementary role to clarify the states of expression of a characteristic.

	The TWO agreed to invite the experts from Canada, European Union, France and the United Kingdom to join the TWA experts to draft a proposal to amend document TGP/7, GN 28. 


Ornamental varieties of agricultural, fruit or vegetable crops 

	The TWO received a presentation on “Examinations for ornamental varieties of agricultural, fruit or vegetable crops – a United Kingdom perspective” by an expert from the United Kingdom.  A copy of the presentation is provided in document TWO/55/5.

	The TWO received a presentation on “Ornamental varieties of agricultural, fruits or vegetable crops” by an expert from France.  A copy of the presentation is provided in document TWO/55/5 Add.

	The TWO agreed to recommend that drafters of Test Guidelines avoid explicitly excluding ornamental varieties from the coverage of Test Guidelines.  The TWO agreed that situations where ornamental varieties of other crop sectors existed should be addressed with the inclusion of the standard wording on “coverage of types of varieties in Test Guidelines” (ASW 0), as follows:

“In the case of ornamental varieties, in particular, it may be necessary to use additional characteristics or additional states of expression to those included in the Table of Characteristics in order to examine Distinctness, Uniformity and Stability.”

	The TWO recalled that such wording should not lead to any particular conclusions as to whether other types of varieties should or should not be covered by the development of separate Test Guidelines, since that would need to be considered on a case-by-case basis.

	The TWO agreed that Test Guidelines developed for other crop sectors provided a suitable starting point for the testing of ornamental varieties, followed by an assessment on the need for additional characteristics or states of expression.  

	The TWO considered the example of DUS testing of ornamental Sweet Potato varieties presented in document TWO/55/5.  The TWO noted that the root characteristics provided in the Test Guidelines could not be observed due to poor root development of the ornamental varieties examined.  The TWO agreed that using Test Guidelines developed for other crop sectors to examine ornamental varieties could lead to similar situations where certain characteristics could not be observed. 

	The TWO agreed to consider at every session the list of Test Guidelines under development at other TWPs in case of interest for examination of ornamental varieties, and if applicable, provide interested experts. 


Information required to enhance the use of existing DUS test reports

	The TWO considered document TWO/55/6 presented by an expert from New Zealand.

	The TWO considered the proposal presented in document TWO/55/6 to amend document TGP/5, Section 6, Item 17 “Additional information” to include examples of “(a) additional data” that could be provided with variety descriptions.  The TWO agreed to propose that the following non‑exhaustive list of examples of additional data was considered for inclusion in document TWP/5, Section 6:

“(a) Additional Data (e.g. COYU or COYD results, measured data supporting certain characteristics, scales for measured characters for example varieties)”

	The TWO agreed to propose including the following additional element in the list of “Additional Information” under Section 17 of document TGP/5, Section 6:

“(d) Examples varieties used in testing in the growing trial”

	The TWO considered document TGP/5, Section 6 “UPOV Report on Technical Examination and UPOV Variety Description” and agreed that missing information in Section 16 “Similar varieties and differences from these varieties” would reduce the usefulness of the DUS test reports for exchange. 

	The TWO agreed to recommend that authorities providing test reports supply information in Section 16 of the variety description, even to indicate that no similar variety had been identified.  The TWO agreed that, in case there was a similar variety (or varieties) they should be mentioned in Section 16 of the test report. 


Denomination classes for Allium, Brassica and Prunus

	The TWO considered document TWP/7/4.

[bookmark: _Toc129334471]New variety denomination classes for Allium

	The TWO agreed with the TWV, at its fifty-fifth session, to propose the creation of new variety denomination classes within the genus Allium, as set out in document TWP/7/4, paragraph 15. 

New variety denomination classes for Prunus

	The TWO considered the proposal for creating new variety denomination classes within the genus Prunus.  The TWO noted the existence of ornamental varieties of Prunus, including interspecific hybrids, and agreed to propose that the TWF take this information into consideration when discussing the possible creation of new variety denomination classes.


UPOV information databases

[bookmark: _Toc133602568](a)	Reclassification of species under different genera

	The TWO considered document TWP/7/7.

	The TWO agreed with the proposals to delete and/or amend UPOV Codes for ornamental species, as set out in document TWP/7/7, paragraphs 14 to 37.

(b)	Issues linked to UPOV codes and the update of the botanical nomenclature

	The TWO received a presentation on “UPOV Information databases: Issues linked to UPOV codes and the update of the botanical nomenclature” by an expert from the European Union.  A copy of the presentation is provided in document TWO/55/9.

	The TWO considered the proposal to introduce a system to alert whenever a botanical name used in GENIE was updated in the Germplasm Resources Information Network (GRIN) database, as set out in document TWO/55/9.  The TWO agreed to invite the Office of the Union to investigate the resource implications to develop a procedure for updating the principal botanical names of species in the GENIE database following developments in GRIN.

	The TWO noted the comment from the Office of the Union that document UPOV/INF/23 “Guide to the UPOV Code System” explained that amendments to UPOV codes would not be made as a result of taxonomic developments unless these would result in a change to the genus classification of a species.  

	The TWO discussed the example provided in document TWO/55/9 of two UPOV codes for synonym genera in GRIN (STEPH, synonym of NEILL).  The TWO agreed to invite the Office of the Union to delete the synonym UPOV code “STEPH” and inform data contributors to the GENIE database accordingly.

	The TWO received an oral report from the Office of the Union that 55 genera in GENIE had been identified with redundant UPOV codes as a result of taxonomic changes.

	The TWO agreed to invite the Office of the Union to periodically check the GENIE database for the existence of redundant UPOV codes for synonym genera. 

(c)	Variety description databases

	The TWO received a presentation on the “Bigdata Platform for DUS examination” by an expert from China.  A copy of the presentation is provided in document TWO/55/7.


Molecular Techniques

	The TWO considered document TWP/7/3.

Confidentiality and ownership of molecular information

	The TWO noted that experts from members and observers at the TWPs had been invited to report existing policies on confidentiality of molecular information.

	The TWO received a presentation on “Confidentiality of Molecular Information” by an expert from CropLife International, on behalf of the African Seed Trade Association (AFSTA), the Asia and Pacific Seed Association (APSA), the International Community of Breeders of Asexually Reproduced Horticultural Plants (CIOPORA), CropLife International, Euroseeds, the International Seed Federation (ISF) and the Seed Association of the Americas (SAA).  A copy of the presentation is provided in document TWO/55/4.

	The TWO considered the proposed situations when authorization from the breeder would and would not be required in relation to molecular information.  The TWO agreed to invite the breeders’ organizations to consider simplifying the proposals and to clarify the situations where it would be harmful to the breeder to disclose molecular information of a protected variety.


Experiences with new types and species

	The TWO received a report on Lotus (Nelumbo Adans.) from an expert from China. A copy of the presentation would be provided in document TWO/55/3.


Discussion on draft Test Guidelines

Full draft Test Guidelines

*Amaryllis (Hippeastrum Herb.) (Revision)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/181/4(proj.3), presented by Ms. Katie Berbee (Netherlands), and agreed the following: 

	Cover page
	to replace current synonyms with “Moldenkea Traub” (see https://npgsweb.ars-grin.gov/gringlobal/taxon/taxonomygenus?id=5689)

	Char. 2
	to read “Leaf: anthocyanin coloration at basal part”

	Char. 4
	- to read “Peduncle: thickness”
- to have states from “very thin” to “very thick”

	Char. 6
	- Only varieties with Peduncle: anthocyanin coloration: weak to very strong: Peduncle: distribution of anthocyanin coloration
- state 1 to read “basal part”
- state 2 to read “distal part”

	Char. 12
	to move “(excluding pedicel)” to Ad. 12 and remove it from characteristic name

	Char. 18
	to have the following order of states: (1) broad ovate, (2) medium ovate, (3) narrow ovate, (4) broad elliptic, (5) medium elliptic, (6) narrow elliptic, (7) broad obovate, (8) medium obovate, (9) narrow obovate

	Chars. 24, 31
	- state 3 to read “central stripe”
- state 4 to read “narrow marginate”

	Char. 28
	to have the following order of states: (1) broad ovate, (2) medium ovate, (3) narrow ovate, (4) broad elliptic, (5) medium elliptic, (6) narrow elliptic, (7) broad obovate, (8) medium obovate, (9) narrow obovate

	Char. 34
	to have the following order of states: (1) broad ovate, (2) medium ovate, (3) narrow ovate, (4) broad elliptic, (5) medium elliptic, (6) narrow elliptic, (7) broad obovate, (8) medium obovate, (9) narrow obovate

	8.1 (a), (b)
	to read “Observations should be made…”

	8.1 (c)
	to read “Observations should be made when all flowers on then the first peduncle to emerge are open.”

	8.1 (d)
	to read “Observations should be made when the anthers are open or at an equivalent flower stage for varieties without anthers.”

	8.1 (f)
	to be deleted

	Ad. 2
	to delete sentence

	Ad. 4
	- to read “Observations should be made in the middle of the peduncle.
- to replace current illustration with the following one:
[image: ]

	Ad. 8
	to delete illustration

	Ad. 12
	to add “Observations should be made excluding the pedicel”

	Ad. 17
	to replace current illustration with the following one:
 [image: ]

	Ads. 24, 31
	to use the following illustrations with increased size and resolution: 
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	Ad. 37
	to read “Observations should be made just before dehiscence.”

	Ad. 39
	- to read “Observations should be made on mature flowers.”
- to only have the following illustration
[image: ]

	TQ 1.
	to add 1.3 for indication of species



Ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba L.)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/GINKG_BIL(proj.1), presented by Mr. Yongqi Zheng (China), and agreed the following: 

	3.1.2
	to be deleted

	Char. 1
	to check whether to delete and move request on information on dwarf type in TQ 7.3

	Char. 4
	to check whether to add new state 1 “fastigiate” (see name of example variety for state 1)

	Char., Ad.  5
	to be deleted

	Chars. 6, 9, 10
	to increase number of notes (5 or 9)  

	Chars. 11, 12
	to invert order (move char. 12 before char. 11)

	Char. 13

	- to check whether different intensities are needed (medium and dark green)
- to check whether to add “white” or “whitish”

	Char. 14
	to check whether to add “yellow green”

	Char. 16
	to add illustrations to show differences between states

	Char. 23
	- to read “Nut: width”
- state 1 to read “narrow”
- state 3 to read “broad”

	Char. 24
	- to read “Nut: thickness”
- to have states (1) thin, (2) medium, (3) thick

	Char. 25
	state “present” to have note 9

	Char. 30
	state 3 to read “upper to middle”

	Ad. 12
	to read “Observations should be made on young leaves in spring on the color with the largest surface area.”

	Ad. 19
	to improve illustration for state 2

	Ad. 22
	- B to read “Nut: width”
- C to read “Nut: thickness”

	Ad. 23
	- to read “See Ad. 22”
- to add “Observations should be made on the broadest part”

	Ad. 24
	to read “See Ad. 22”

	TQ 4.2
	to be completed (grafting)

	TQ 7.3 
	- to check whether to add request on whether the variety is a dwarf variety (see comment on char. 1)
- to add request for plant sex



Leucanthemum Mill.

	The subgroup discussed document TG/LEUCA(proj.1), presented by Ms. Hilary Papworth (United Kingdom), and agreed the following:

	Cover page
	to add “Marguerite” as French alternative name

	2.2
	to read “The material is to be supplied in the form of vegetatively propagated young plants.” 

	Char. 2 
	to check whether to read “Plant: floriferousness”  

	New char after char. 2
	- to read “Stem: pubescence”
- to be indicated as QN and VG
- to have states from (1) absent or very sparse to (5) very dense
- to add illustrations

	Chars. 3, 4, 5
	to check whether to reduce scale to 5 notes

	Char. 8
	to correct spelling of “indentations”

	Char. 9
	to add MS

	Char. 18
	to read “Flower head: attitude of ray florets at base”

	Char. 19
	- to check whether to add  different types of ray floret and/ “Corolla tube: length”
-  to check whether toad chars to describe predominant and secondary types of ray florets (see e.g. TG Gerbera)

	Char. 25
	- to check whether state 1 to read “incurving” or “incurved”
- to check whether state 3 to read “recurving” or “recurved”

	Char. 26
	to check whether some ray floret types should be excluded from the observation

	Char. 28
	to check whether the proposed approach also works for divided types of ray florets (to add exclusions from observation?)

	Char. 31
	- state 1 to read “absent or few”
- state 3 to read “many”

	Ad. 12
	to add explanation on anemone (e.g. petaloid disc florets) 

	Ad. 26
	to add “Observations should be made on the longitudinal axis of the ray floret.”

	TQ 1.
	to add 1.3 for indication of species



*Lavender (Lavandula L.) (Revision)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/194/2(proj.3), presented by Ms. Laetitia Denecheau (European Union), and agreed the following:

	4.1.4
	to delete “self-pollinated” from the second paragraph

	5.3 (c)
	to be deleted

	Char. 3
	- to read “Plant: height” with states from (1) very short to (9) very tall
- to delete (*)

	New char. after char. 3
	- to read “Plant: height in relation to width”
- to be indicated as QN and VG
- to add (*) and add to 5.3 as grouping characteristic
- to have the following states and example varieties:
(1) much taller than broad, “LAVVAL (1), 3049EVERG (9)” 
(2) slightly taller than broad, “KLELV15115 (9), Ostinato (1)”
(3) as tall as broad,  “LAAZ0006 (1), Lavst103 (9)”
(4) slightly broader than tall, “Nana Alba (1), Purpleberry Ruffles (9)”
(5) much broader than tall, “DC000020LS (9), LAAZ0009 (1)”

	Char. 16
	to reduce scale to 5 notes by deleting intermediate states

	Char. 18
	to reduce scale to 5 notes by deleting intermediate states

	Char. 20
	to read “Only varieties with Plant: type: without infertile bracts”

	Char. 25
	to add illustrations 
	[image: ]
	[image: ]
	[image: ]

	1
very low
	5
medium
	9
very high




	Char. 26
	- state 5 “fusiform” to have example variety “TV 38 (9)”
- state 6 to read “narrow rhomboid” and have example variety “Meerlo (1)”

	Char. 30
	to correct spelling of example variety “Silver Ghost” in state 1

	Ads. 1, 11, 12, 17, 20, 22, 29, 31
	to add “Courtesy of Georita Harriott, Royal Botanic Garden, Kew.”

	Ad. 12
	to replace current illustration with the one below:
[image: ]

	Ad. 19
	to replace current illustration with the following one:
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	Ad. 21 
	to delete “(b)”

	Ad. 22
	to delete “See letter (a).”

	Ad. 23 
	to delete “(a)”

	Ad. 26
	to have the following illustrations:
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	Ad. 32
	to replace current illustrations with the following ones:
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	Ad. 34
	to delete “(b)”

	Ad. 35
	to delete “(c)”

	TQ 4.2.1
	to read “Seeds” and become 4.2.2

	TQ 4.2.2
	to become 4.2.1

	TQ 5.3
	to be replaced with new characteristic “Plant: height in relation to width”



Lotus (Nelumbo Adans.)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/NELUM(proj.1) Rev., presented Mr. Daike Tian (China), and agreed the following:

	Cover page, 1.
	- to delete “…including Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn., Nelumbo lutea Willd. and the hybrids of them”
- to check scope of the TG; whole genus or individual species?

	2.3
	- the minimum quantity of plant material, to be supplied by the applicant, to read:
“Sufficient rhizome propagules to produce 10 plants or
sufficient seeds to produce 10 plants”
- last paragraph to be deleted

	3.1.1
	to check whether to be observed in two growing cycles, depending on the type of propagating material

	3.4.4
	to be deleted

	4.1.1
	last sentence to be deleted

	4.2.2
	to check types of propagation covered in the TG

	4.2.5
	to be deleted

	4.2.6
	- to check the uniformity levels according to the practice in the leading expert’s condition 
- to check whether acceptance probability to be indicates as “at least 95%”

	Table of Chars.
	- to rename characteristics according to TGP/7, Guidance Note 18 (e.g. “Young root: color”, “Flower bud: shape”, etc.)
- to replace “Nelumbo lutea” with “Yellow Bird”

	Char. 2
	- to read “Young floating leaf: color”
- to combine states 3 and 4 to read “green and red”

	Char. 3
	- to check whether to read “Plant: foliage height”
- to check whether to use a larger scale of notes (more than 5 notes)

	Char. 4
	- to check whether to use scale with more notes
- state “medium” should be in the center of the scale (combine states 1 and 2 to read “absent or very few”?)

	Char. 5
	- to read “Excluding varieties with emerging leaves: …”
- to check whether to replace “emerging leaf” with “standing leaf” (throughout the TG)

	Char. 7
	to read “Emerging leaf: main color of leaf blade”

	Char. 19
	to delete (*)

	Char. 21
	to check whether to add “Excluding varieties without flower” to the characteristic name

	Char. 23
	to read “Flower: diameter”

	Char. 24
	to check whether to clarify characteristic/flower types

	Char. 26
	- to read “Flower: main color”
- to check approaches to describing colors (see TGP/14)

	Char. 32
	- to read “Tepal: distribution of main color on largest tepal”
- to add explanation on assessment of the characteristic

	Ad. 2
	to delete wording

	Ad. 3
	to read “To be measured right after flowering peak.” 

	Ad. 4
	to delete wording

	Ad. 22
	to delete last sentence of first paragraph



Magnolia (Magnolia L.)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/MAGNO(proj.4), presented by Ms. Yaling Wang (China), and agreed the following: 

	6.4, Table of Chars. 
	- to delete example varieties “Kenneth’s Delight”, “Lvyi Zijuan” and “Danyu” from the table in Chapter 6.4 and throughout the Table of characteristics
- to check whether to replace the deleted example varieties with different ones

	Table of Chars.
	general: to check order of characteristics and follow botanical or chronological order of characteristics (see TGP/7, GN 26)

	Char. 6
	- to check whether be moved after characteristic 58
- to check whether to read “Fruit: number of fruits in relation to flowers” or “Plant: number of fruits in relation to flowers”

	Char. 10
	- to read “Young leaf blade: anthocyanin coloration of upper side”
- to be indicated as QN, VG and (b)
- to have states (1) absent or very weak, (2) weak, (3) medium, (4) strong, (5) very strong

	Char. 23
	to delete (c)

	Char. 36
	have states (1) very narrow, (2) narrow, (3) medium, (4) broad, (5) very broad

	Char. 41
	- state 8 to read “basal and central”
- state 9 to read “only central”
- state 10 to read “basal transverse”
- to add new state 11 to read “on margin only”
- to add new state 12 to read “throughout”

	Char. 42
	- state 3 to read “flush and stripes”
- state 4 to read “stripes only”

	Char. 55
	state 2 to read “before and at same time”

	8.1 (b)
	to read “Observations should be made on new leaves at the end of a shoot in the upper half of the plant.”

	8.1 (e)
	to read “Sepaloid tepals are the first whorl tepals whose shape or texture are obviously different with those petaloid tepals.
If no sepaloid tepals, first whorl of tepals are the first whorl petaloid tepals.” 

	Ad. 5
	to add illustrations

	Ad. 16
	- to read as follows:
very low: <1.0
low: ≥1.0 to <1.5
medium: ≥ 1.5 to <2.0
high: ≥ 2.0 to <2.5
very high: ≥ 2.5
- to add illustrations (one for high and one for low ratio)

	Ad. 23
	to read “Observations should be made shortly before leaf drop.”

	Ad. 24
	sentence below illustration to replace with “Observations should be made before the bud has opened.”

	Ad. 28
	to replace photos with drawings

	Ad. 31
	to read as follows:
very few: up to six 6
few: from 7 to 10
medium: from 11 to 14
many: from 15 to 18
very many: more than 18

	Ad. 36
	to read “Observation should be made at the broadest part of the tepal.”

	Ad. 41
	to be updated

	Ad. 42
	to replace with improved illustrations

	Ad. 55
	- to read “The time of young leaves sprouting out can be after, or at the same time, or before the flower buds unfolding.
The time of beginning of flowering is reached when more than 10% flower buds bloom on all plants.
Vegetative growth is reached when…”
- to add that state 2 means flowering begins before vegetative growth and may continue after vegetative growth has begun

	TQ 1.
	to add 1.3 for indication of species

	TQ 4.2.1 (c)
	to add “Please specify rootstock:”

	TQ 5.9, 5.10
	to add color groups

	TQ 5.13
	to add RHS Colour Chart (see TQ 5.9)



*Oxypetalum (Oxypetalum coeruleum (D. Don) Decne.)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/OXYPE_CAE(proj.2), presented by Mr. Naoki Eguchi (Japan), and agreed the following: 

	5.3
	to add char. 28 as grouping characteristic

	Char. 7
	to be moved after char. 8

	Char. 13
	to be deleted 

	Char. 22
	to have the following order of states: (1) lanceolate, (2) broad elliptic, (3) medium elliptic, (4) narrow elliptic, (5) spatulate and adjust notes of states in Ad. 22

	Char. 28
	to add (*)

	Ad. 12
	to replace current explanation with the new one below:
[image: ]

	TQ 5.
	to add char. 28

	TQ 5.10
	to add the same color groups as in TQ 5.9



Poinsettia (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd. ex Klotzsch) (Revision)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/24/7(proj.2), presented by Ms. Laetitia Denecheau (European Union), and agreed the following: 

	Coverage
	to add UPOV code EUPHO_PCO for hybrids with Euphorbia cornastra (Dressler) Radcl.‑Sm.

	2.3
	minimum quantity of plant material, to be supplied by the applicant, to read “10 rooted cuttings”

	General
	- to add example varieties
- to add illustrations from current adopted TG, where appropriate

	Chars. 5, 6
	to reduce scale to 5 notes

	Char. 14
	to check whether “greyish green” is in the correct position (see order of colors in TGP/14) or whether there is a specific reason to have colors in the current order

	Char. 20
	to add illustration

	Char. 22
	to correct spelling of “dark” in state 4

	Char. 27
	- to read “Transitional leaves: number of lobes”
- to have states (1) none or few, (2) medium, (3) many

	Char. 30
	to reduce scale to 5 notes

	Chars. 33, 34, 38, 41, 42, 45
	to add (b) (color definition)

	Char. 35
	- to check whether to move before char. 34 or whether to delete state “none”
- state 2 to read “at center”
- state 3 to read “at veins”
- state 4 to read “at margin”

	Char. 36
	to add illustration

	Chars. 39, 43
	to have same order and wording of states as in char. 35 

	Char. 49
	to add illustration

	Chars. 50, 51, 52
	to reduce scale to 5 notes

	Char. 55
	- to reduce scale to 5 notes
- to check whether it also applies to distribution or extent of red coloration

	Char. 56
	to check whether to reduce scale to 5 notes

	8.1
	- to add illustration showing all relevant plant parts/organs
- to add new explanation to read “Transitional leaves are leaves with partly bract-colored or fully bract colored leaf blades.”; to become (b) and added to chars. 25 to 27

	8.1 (b)
	to become (c) and wording to be reviewed

	Ad. 31
	to be deleted

	Ad. 55
	to delete if only applying to color intensity; to keep if distribution or extent of red coloration is observed

	8.3 
	to become Ad. 56 and to read “Observations should be made the time of opening of three cyathia on the plants.”

	TQ 5.2 (ii), 
	to remove indication of groups “Gr. …:”

	TQ 5.3 (ii)
	- to remove indication of groups “Gr. …:”
- to add “none”



*Weigela (Weigela Thunb.) (Revision)

	The subgroup discussed document TG/148/3(proj.3), presented by Ms. Stéphanie Christien (France), and agreed the following: 

	Char. 1
	to replace example variety “Wagneri” with “Gloire des Bosquets”

	Char. 2
	to replace example variety “Styriaca” with “Ballet”

	Char. 5
	to replace example variety “Candida” with “Descartes”

	Char. 6
	to replace example variety “Maximowiczii” with “Eva Rathke, Marjorie”

	Char. 7
	to replace example variety “Styriaca” with “Abel Carrière”

	Char. 8
	to replace “Wagneri” with “Abel Carrière”

	Char. 10
	to replace example variety “Styriaca” with “Abel Carrière, Marjorie”

	Char. 11
	to have a capital F for Fire 

	Char. 15
	to replace example variety “Styriaca” with “Marjorie”

	Char. 16
	- to replace example variety “Golden candy” with “Bokrarob”
- to replace example variety “Styriaca” with “Abel Carrière”

	Char. 20
	to have the following states of expression: (1) none, (2) white, (3) yellowish white, (4) yellow, (5) light green, (6) medium green, (7) greyish green

	Char. 22
	to have the following states and example varieties:
(1) green, “Courtalor”
(2) green and red, “Olympiade”
(3) red, “Bokrasopin, Verweig 4”
[bookmark: _GoBack](4) purple, “ Alexandra”

	Char. 26
	to replace example variety “Candida” with “Victoria”

	Char. 28
	to delete "presence of" from the name of the characteristic

	Char., Ad.  34
	to be deleted

	Char. 41
	example variety “Gloire des bosquets” to have a capital B for “Bosquets”

	Char. 43
	to replace example variety “Styriaca” with “Brigela, Rubidor”

	8.1 (d)
	to read “The main color is the color with the largest surface area.  The secondary color is the color with the second largest surface area. In cases where the areas of the main and secondary color are too similar to reliably decide which color has the largest area, the darker color is considered to be the main color.  The tertiary color is the color with the third largest surface area.  In cases where the areas of the secondary and tertiary color are too similar to reliably decide which color has the second largest area, the darker color is considered to be the secondary color.”

	8.1 (f)
	to be deleted

	8.1 (j)
	“… which has the second highest frequency, the flower …”

	9.
	- second reference: to read to read “Krüssmann”
- to add “Hoffman M., 2007: Weigela. DENDROFLORA, Nr. 44, pp 87 - 127, Boskoop-NL
Available online: https://edepot.wur.nl/148427”

	TQ 1.
	to add 1.3 for indication of species 



Partial revision

Oncidium (Oncidium Sw.; ×Oncidesa Hort.; ×Ionocidium Hort.; ×Zelenkocidium J.M.H.Shaw.)  

	The subgroup discussed document TWO/55/8, presented by Ms. Katie Berbee (Netherlands), and agreed the following:
 
	Char., Ad. 27
	to have the following order of states: (1) ovate, (2) lanceolate, (3) elliptic, (4) narrow elliptic, (5) linear, (6) obovate

	Char., Ad. 46
	to have the following order of states: (1) ovate, (2) lanceolate, (3) elliptic, (4) broad obovate, (5) medium obovate, (6) curving obovate

	Char., Ad. 66
	to have the following order of states: (1) ovate, (2) elliptic, (3) linear, (4) broad obovate, (5) oblanceolate




Recommendations on draft Test Guidelines

(a)	Test Guidelines to be put forward for adoption by the Technical Committee

	The TWO agreed that the following draft Test Guidelines should be submitted to the TC for adoption at its fifty-ninth session, to be held in Geneva on October 23 and 24, 2023, on the basis of the following documents and the comments in this report:

Full draft Test Guidelines

	Subject
	Basic document(s) (2023)

	*Amaryllis (Hippeastrum Herb.) (Revision)
	TG/181/4(proj.3)

	*Lavender (Lavandula L.) (Revision)
	TG/194/2(proj.3)

	*Oxypetalum coeruleum (D. Don) Decne.
	TG/OXYPE_CAE(proj.2)

	*Weigela (Weigela Thunb.) (Revision)
	TG/148/3(proj.3)



Partial revision

	Subject
	Basic document(s) (2023)

	Oncidium (Oncidium Sw.; ×Oncidesa Hort.; ×Ionocidium Hort.; ×Zelenkocidium J.M.H.Shaw.) 
(example varieties, Chars./Ads. 27, 30, 46, 50, 66, 70, 87)
	TG/283/1 Rev., TWO/55/8



(b)	Test Guidelines to be discussed at the fifty-sixth session

	The TWO agreed to discuss the following draft Test Guidelines at its fifty-sixth session:

Full draft Test Guidelines

	Subject
	Basic document(s) (2023)

	Ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba L.)
	TG/GINKG_BIL
(proj.1)

	*Leucanthemum Mill.
	TG/LEUCA(proj.1)

	Lotus (Nelumbo Adans.)
	TG/NELUM(proj.1) Rev.

	*Magnolia (Magnolia L.)
	TG/MAGNO(proj.4)

	*Poinsettia (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd. ex Klotzsch) (Revision)
	TG/24/7(proj.2)

	Pot Azalea (Rhododendron simsii Planch.) and Rhododendron (Rhododendron L.) (Revision to combine TGs)
	TG/42/6 and TG/140/4 Corr. 

	Zantedeschia
	TG/25/9



Partial revision

	Subject
	Basic document(s) (2023)

	Aloe (Aloe L.)
- remove (*) from all flowering characteristics (and possible consequential changes to grouping characteristics and TQ)
	TG/310/1

	Carnation (Dianthus L.)
- addition of new characteristics for description of Dianthus barbatus types
	TG/25/9



	The leading experts, interested experts and timetables for the development of the Test Guidelines are set out in Annex II to this report.

(c)	Possible Test Guidelines to be discussed in 2025

	The TWO agreed that it should consider the development of Test Guidelines for the following at a future session:

	Subject
	Basic document(s) (2023)

	Eucalyptus (Eucalyptus L’Hér.) (Partial revision)
	TG/296/1 (QZ)

	Helleborus (Helleborus L.)
	New (NL)

	Tuberous Begonia Hybrids (Begonia ×tuberhybrida Voss) (Revision)
	TG/107/3



(d)	Participation in discussions of Test Guidelines from other TWPs

	The TWO agreed to propose that the following experts be added as interested experts to the following draft Test Guidelines being discussed by the Technical Working Party for Fruit Crops (TWF), subject to the deadlines agreed in document TWF/53/14 “Report”, Annex II:

	Subject
	Interested experts (countries/organizations) [footnoteRef:2] [2:  for name of experts, see list of participants] 


	Hazelnut (Corylus avellana L.; Corylus colurna L.) (Revision)
	CA, HU

	*Mulberry (Morus L.)
	HU




Matters for information

	The TWO noted that the following documents contained matters for information only:

1. Short reports on developments in plant variety protection
(a) Reports from members and observers (document TWO/55/3)
(b) Reports on developments within UPOV (document TWO/55/2)
2. Development of guidance and information materials: matters for information (document TWP/7/2)
3. Cooperation in examination (document TWP/7/1)
4. Information and databases
(a) UPOV information databases (document TWP/7/7)
(b) Variety description databases (document TWP/7/6)
(c) Exchange and use of software and equipment (document TWP/7/5)
(d) UPOV PRISMA (document TWP/7/1)
5. Variety denominations: Matters for information (document TWP/7/8)
6. Molecular Techniques: Mattes for information (document TWP/7/3)
7. Revision of Test Guidelines (document TWP/7/9)
8. Guidance for drafters of Test Guidelines (document TWP/7/1)


Chairperson

	The TWO thanked Ms. Ashley Balchin for chairing the TWO and noted that she was awarded a UPOV bronze medal in recognition of chairing the TWO from 2021 to 2023.


Date and place of the next session

	The TWO noted that no invitations for the venue of its fifty-sixth session had been received.  The TWO noted that a decision on the date and place of its next session would be taken by the Council, at its fifty-seventh session, to be held on October 27, 2023. 

	The TWO agreed that its fifty-sixth session should be held via electronic means, from April 29 to May 3, 2024, if no alternative offer was received from a member of the Union.


Future program

	The TWO agreed that documents would be prepared in case of developments to be reported or presentations from members and observers on agenda items proposed for the session.

	The TWO agreed that documents for its fifty-sixth session should be submitted to the Office of the Union by March 18, 2024.  The TWO noted that items would be deleted from the agenda if the planned documents have not reached the Office of the Union by the agreed deadline.  

	The TWO agreed to discuss the following items at its next session:

1. Opening of the Session
2. Adoption of the agenda
Matters for discussion
3. Procedures for DUS examination (presentations invited)
4. Variety collections (presentations invited)
5. Image analysis and new technologies in DUS examination (presentations invited)
6. Molecular techniques in DUS examination (presentations invited) 
7. Reports on existing policies on confidentiality of molecular information (presentations invited) 
8. Ornamental varieties of agricultural, fruit or vegetable crops (presentations invited)
9. Information required to enhance the use of existing DUS test reports (presentations invited)
10. Situations where illustrations could complement or replace example varieties (document to be prepared by Germany in collaboration with Canada, Netherlands and United Kingdom)
11. Information databases (presentations invited)
12. Experiences with new types and species (oral reports invited)
13. Discussion on draft Test Guidelines (Subgroups)
14. Recommendations on draft Test Guidelines
15. Date and place of the next session
16. Future program
17. Adoption of the Report on the session (if time permits)
Matters for information
18. Reports from members and observers (written reports to be prepared by members and observers)
19. 	Report on developments within UPOV (general developments, including variety denominations, information databases, exchange and use of software and equipment)
20. Closing of the session

	The TWO adopted this report at the close of its session.
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LIST OF LEADING EXPERTS


DRAFT TEST GUIDELINES TO BE SUBMITTED 
TO THE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE IN 2023

All requested information to be submitted to the Office of the Union 

by July 28, 2023
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	*Amaryllis (Hippeastrum Herb.) (Revision)
	TG/181/4(proj.3)
	Ms. Katie Berbee (NL)

	*Lavender (Lavandula L.) (Revision)
	TG/194/2(proj.3)
	Ms. Laetitia Denecheau (QZ)

	*Oxypetalum coeruleum (D. Don) Decne.
	TG/OXYPE_CAE
(proj.2)
	Mr. Naoki Eguchi (JP)

	*Weigela (Weigela Thunb.) (Revision)
	TG/148/3(proj.3)
	Ms. Stéphanie Christien (FR)




Partial revision 

	Species
	Basic Document(s)
	Leading expert(s)

	Oncidium (Oncidium Sw.; ×Oncidesa Hort.; ×Ionocidium Hort.; ×Zelenkocidium J.M.H.Shaw.) 
(example varieties, Chars./Ads. 27, 30, 46, 50, 66, 70, 87)
	TG/283/1 Rev., TWO/55/8
	Mr. Marco Hoffman (NL)




DRAFT TEST GUIDELINES TO BE DISCUSSED AT TWO/56
(* indicates possible final draft Test Guidelines)

(Guideline date for Subgroup draft to be submitted by Leading Expert:  January 19, 2024
Guideline date for comments to Leading Expert by Subgroup:  February 16, 2024)

New draft to be submitted to the Office of the Union

before March 15, 2024


Full draft Test Guidelines

	Species
	Basic Document(s)
	Leading expert(s)
	Interested experts (States/Organizations) [footnoteRef:3] [3: 	for name of experts, see List of Participants.] 


	Ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba L.)
	TG/GINKG_BIL
(proj.1)
	Mr. Yongqi Zheng (CN)
	HU, KR, QZ, NZ, CIOPORA, Office

	*Leucanthemum Mill.
	TG/LEUCA(proj.1)
	Ms. Hilary Papworth (GB)
	CA, FR, JP, MX, QZ, ZA, CIOPORA, Office

	Lotus (Nelumbo Adans.)
	TG/NELUM(proj.1) Rev.
	Mr. Daike Tian (CN)
	TWV, JP, CIOPORA, Office

	*Magnolia (Magnolia L.)
	TG/MAGNO(proj.4)
	Ms. Yaling Wang (CN)
	AU, CA, FR, GB, JP, KR, NZ, QZ, CIOPORA, Office

	*Poinsettia (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd. ex Klotzsch) (Revision)
	TG/24/7(proj.2)
	Ms. Laetitia Denecheau (QZ)
	CA, CN, GB, JP, MX, PL, QZ, CIOPORA, Office

	Pot Azalea (Rhododendron simsii Planch.) and Rhododendron (Rhododendron L.) (Revision to combine TGs)
	TG/42/6 and TG/140/4 Corr. 
	Ms. Daniela Christ (DE)
	CA, CN, GB, JP, QZ, ZA, CIOPORA, Office

	Zantedeschia (Zantedeschia Spreng.) (Revision)
	TG/25/9
	Ms. Katie Berbee (NL)
	CN, JP, MX, QZ, ZA, CIOPORA, Office




Partial revision

	Species
	Basic Document(s)
	Leading expert(s)
	Interested experts (States/Organizations) 2

	Aloe (Aloe L.)
- remove (*) from all flowering characteristics (and possible consequential changes to grouping characteristics and TQ)
	TG/310/1
	Mr. Marco Hoffman (NL)
	QZ, ZA, CIOPORA, Office

	Carnation (Dianthus L.)
- addition of new characteristics for description of Dianthus barbatus types
	TG/25/9
	Ms. Katie Berbee (NL)
	CA, GB, JP, KE, MX, QZ, ZA, CIOPORA, Office






Draft Test Guidelines to possibly be discussed in 2025

	Species
	Basic
Document(s)

	Eucalyptus (Eucalyptus L’Hér.) (Partial revision)
	TG/296/1 (QZ)

	Helleborus (Helleborus L.)
	New (NL)

	Tuberous Begonia Hybrids (Begonia ×tuberhybrida Voss) (Revision)
	TG/107/3





[End of document]
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