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3 R@??_rp_gt'?_r_s_ j g Section Notation Description Value Group
Initialization Ny Number of farms 1006120 M
P, Average pesticide use [kg - ha=lyear—!] 5 M
Yo Average yield [ton - ha=lyear—1] 7 M
T Potential pest damage [year—!] 0.3 M
ro Average return on investment [year—] 0.05 M
D Demand [ton - year—!] 21e7 E
‘Ecological re Intrinsic growth rate [year-1] 0.1 M
factors 4 Carrying capacity weights 0.9 E
; a Pest-biodiversity nonlinearity 0.5 E
PBrodiation G Niaimum vield. fion - ha-Lyenr =i g Ve
. factors Pt Reference pesticide [kg - ha=lyear—!] 10 E
Specific focus on: std(§)  Production noise 0.05 M
e France Other oo AR Brice fiatiomg e R G
e Wheat factors Pp Pesticide price [€ - kg™ '] 10 M
. ) Co Operating costs [€-ha~lyear—!] 500 M
1990-2020 Cno Non-operating costs [€-ha~lyear—!] 600 M
b Economy of scale 0.9 M
S Total subsidies budget [€ - year—1] 8e9 M
‘Technology 1 Profit share for technology =~ C
adoption Prof Reference profit for technology [€ - year—!] C
Umax Maximum efficiency gain [year—!] C
‘Behavioural @~ 38 Land adjustment speed [year}] ~  C
factors Trof Reference return on investment [year—!] 0.05 E
0% Pesticide adjustment speed C
A Yield target adjustment speed C
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Calibration
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Maximum efficiency gain
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R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
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