Report title GHG Emission Report, vi.1 V ITA p RO )
Indicator 1.21.4

Instructions This template is intended for reporting greenhouse gas emissions results to ASC. The Feed
Standard does not prescribe a specific standard or set of methods for generating GHG values.
However, suppliers should be aware that the development of the Farm Standard requirements may
necessitate the application of specific methods for feed emissions in the future.

Emissions can be reported in either or both columns using a biophysical or economic allocation
approach. Emissions results must be provided according to scope (1-3) as well as by input/activity,
being general feed ingredient categories and additional transport and milling emissions that aren't
otherwise captured within ingredients. 'Transport and milling' emissions should be at least equal to
the sum of scope 1 and scope 2 emissions. If possible, emissions should also be broken down by
category (fossil, biogenic, or land use change), facilitated by certain databases and assessment
methods. Any uncategorized emissions should be reported as 'Unspecified emissions’ (If feed
suppliers are unable to determine emissions by category, the total of all emissions can be reported
as unspecified).

™™

This template is also expected to reflect the resolution of data that feed suppliers will need to
provide to farms to satisfy feed-related emissions modeling for the Farm Standard. Feed suppliers
should be ready to adjust the composition of ingredients used in calculations to reflect typical
compositions of feeds relevant to each producer, whether that is on a producer-level or a general
species-level (e.g. average ASC-compliant salmon feed composition), so that relevant emissions
estimates are available to aquaculture producers for their own calculations.

Only enter data in blue cells.

Table 1. Production year

Year of production (yyyy) 2025

Table 2. GHG emissions by scope GHG emissions per tonne of ASC compliant feed (kg CO,-eq/t)
Emissions scope Biophysical (mass) model Economic model

Scope 1 67.10123491
Scope 2 24.69099348
Scope 3 2548.088097
Total 0 2639.880325

Table 3. GHG emissions by category
Emissions category
Fossil emissions

Biogenic emissions

Land use change emissions
Unspecified emissions
Total 0 0

Table 4. GHG emission by Input / Activity

Input / Activity Quantity (kg/t) Biophysical (mass) model Economic model

Soy crop inputs 558 2125.094233
Other crop inputs 45 24.01707243




Reduction fishery inputs 24 21.40820539
Fishery by-product inputs 60 59.07288771
Poultry / livestock inputs 56 53.93905412
Other feed inputs 258 72.10457732
Transport and milling 240.7708301
Total 1000 2596.40686
Notes

All emissions values must be reported in units of kg CO,-equivalent per tonne of ASC compliant feed.

Emissions totals for each section should be equivalent.

Total feed input quantity (kg/t) must equal 1000. Use 'Other feed inputs' to make up any difference from 1000 kg. 'Other feed inputs' should also
Transport-related emissions may be difficult to separate from ingredient production and processing emissions, depending on the data source used.




VITAPRO >

INGREDIENTS LIST >1%

Indicator2.2.3|2.2.4

Ingredient Raw Material Country Origin
Soy meal Soy Bolivia
Soy meal Soy Argentina

Soy Soy Argentina

Wheat Wheat Canada
Corn gluten meal Corn United States
Terrestrial Meal Pork United States




Report title
Indicators

Instructions

as</p

Due Diligence Pathways and Low Risk Plant Ingredients Report, v1.0 o
2.2.10and5.1.12 v I TA P R V4
This template is intended for reporting both a) outcomes of the Due Diligences carried out under Principle 2 and the respective pathways to ASC, and b) an overview of plant ingredients determined to be low risk under Principle 5 and the respective pathways chosen. Reporting is ata

UoC level and on an annual basis.

The UoC should select the type of assessment (whether ingredient manufacturer or plant/marine primary raw material), noting that 'plant primary raw material 5.1.5' refers to the additional due diligence assessment required under Principle 5 for legal deforestion/conversion.

The UoC enters the date the assessment was conducted.

The UoC selects the primary raw material assessed (if applicable). If primary raw material is not lised, the UoC enters the common name and latin name.

The UoC selects the country of location (ingredient manufacturer) or production (plant primary raw material). For marine primary raw material, the country of the flag state is used (as per pathway 1 Country Score Card), unless pathway 2/3/4 are chosen in which case ‘Fishery'is

selected as the Country of location.

The UoC selects which pathway was chosen to demonstrate low risk for each risk factor (legal, social and environmental). For plant primary raw material 5.1.5 assessments, only the environmental risk factor applies.

A new row should be added for each assessment.
Only enter data in the blue cells.

Table 1. Total number of assessments

Type of Assessment | Pathway 1 | Pathway 2 | Pathway 3 Pathway 4 Total
Ingredient Manufacturer (2.2.5) 9 0 3 0 12
Marine Primary Raw Material (2.2.6) 0 0 0 0 0
Plant Primary Raw Material (2.2.6) 6 3 0 0 9

Table 2. Outcomes due diligence pathways and low risk plant ingredients report

Type of Assessment

Country of location/production
(select 'Fishery' if not using Pathway 1 for

Date of Due Diligence Assessment

Primary Raw Material "common

Pathway chosen to demonstrate Low Risk for

Pathway chosen to demonstrate Low Risk for

Pathway chosen to demonstrate Low Risk for

(yyyy-mm-dd) name (latin name)" Marine) Legalrisk Social risk Environmental risk
. 2025-12-31 Soy L Pathway 3 - Ingredient Manufacturer assessment | Pathway 3 - Ingredient Manufacturer assessment | Pathway 3 - Ingredient Manufacturer assessment
Ingredient Manufacturer (2.2.5) Bolivia
. . 2025-12-31 Soy L Pathway 2 - Sub-national/ sector/ fishery Pathway 2 - Sub-national/ sector/ fishery Pathway 2 - Sub-national/ sector/ fishery
Plant Primary Raw Material (2.2.6) Bolivia
assessment assessment assessment
Ingredient Manufacturer (2.2.5) 2025-12-31 Wheat Canada Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card
X . 2025-12-31 Soy Bolivia N/A N/A Pathway 2 - Sub-national/ sector/ fishery
Plant Primary Raw Material (5.1.5)
assessment
Ingredient Manufacturer (2.2.5) 2025-12-31 Corn United States Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card
Plant Primary Raw Material (2.2.6) 2025-12-31 Corn United States Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card
Ingredient Manufacturer (2.2.5) 2025-12-31 Pork United States Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card
Plant Primary Raw Material (2.2.6) 2025-12-31 Wheat Canada Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card Pathway 1 - Country Score Card




Report tite V1o

| VITAPRO 2

Instructions

The UoC enters the date the assessment was conducted.
The UoC selects th risk factor assessed.
Fishery’

sk actors,

Summary description of any | Summary description of
or— S, Date of Due Diligence Assessment Primary Raw Material Aok Factor Assessed Country of location/production FAOFishing area 5“:“’;‘:3::;“’[:“:"1;‘;““ Links o any publity avalable |  measures taken and their |  implemented monitoring
(yyyy-mm-de) “common name (tatin name)"" (select Fishery' if Marine primary raw material) (it Marine primary raw material resources used effectiveness (max 1500 program (max 1500
characters)
ters) characters)
20261231 Assessed Risk— Industrias de
Aceite SA. (Bolivia), Soybean A
Meal
The Via 3 assessment meastred
threersk factors using 26
weighted-score questions: 0= Manager. Manager.
meets requirements vith
evidence, 2 = partaly meets
requirements, 4-6 = does not supplier. Share the resuts of the|supplier. Share the results of
meet requirements or no i i
evidence. importance of the questions that | explain the importance of the
Legal(Q1-2): 0pts. No isk. RNC
Pathnay 3 Ingredient Manufacturer regstration, phytosanitary other than 0. weighted sk score other than
ssessment. Ingredient Manufacturer Legal registraton, and valid municipal 1year— Documentreview. Verity 0.
icenses. Sole bservation:the
email regarding the absence of pracedures, the code o ethics, | Verty that operating permit,
Sanctions was not substantiatd. the safetymanual,and SO | procedures, the code of ethcs,
Social (Q3-15): 10 pts. Lack of and 150
SABODD/SMETA certificaton (4 to date, i
pts) and lack o an assessment of o date, piation or
assessmentresult modification impacts the
communites 6 pts, reclassifed
e o an unrelated response).
The rest are in compliance: IS0 ” a
45001, code of conduct,
whisteblower channel, ASC Feedv.1.2 socialcertfcation according o
202612.81 Soy bean (Giycine max) Assessed Risk— Industias de
Aceite S.A. (Bolva), Saybean
Meal
The Via 3 assessment measured forall
threersk factors using 28
welghted-score questions: Manage:. Manager.
meets requirements with
evidence, 2= partall meets
requirements, 4-6 = does not it the | suppli
meetrequirements or 1o
evidence. P the
Legal(Q1-2): 0pts. Norisk. RNC
Pathway 3 Ingredient Manufacturer registration, phytosanitary other than 0. weighted risk score other than
esesament Ingredient Manufacturer Social registation, and valld munlcipal 1year— Document review. erly.
censes. Sole abservation:the 1year
emailregarding the absence of " 3
sanctions was not substantated. the safetymanual,and 150 | procedures, the code o ethcs,
Social (Q3-15): 10 pts. Lack of 150
SABOOD/SMETA certiicatin (4 0 dat o
pts) and lack o an assessment of to date, o
assessmentresult modification impacts the
communites (6 pts, reclassifed 3 years —Reduce the score on [ assessment result.
due 10 an unrelated response).
The restare in compliance: IS0
45001, code of conduct,
whisteblower channel, 4SC Feedv1.2. a
20261231 Soy bean (Glycine max) ssessed Risk— Industrias oo
Aceite S.A. (Bolvia), Soybean
Meal
The Via 3 assessment measured
three rsk factors using 26
weighted-score questions: 0= Managr. Manager.
meets requirements with
evidence, 2 partaly meets
requirements, 4-6 = does not supplier. Share theresuts of the|supplier. Share the results of
meet requirements or no
evidence. importance ofthe questions that | explain the importance of the
Legal(Q1-2): 0pts. No isk. RNC
Pathway 3 Ingredient Manufacturer registration, phytosanitary other than 0. than
ssosamont. Ingredient Manufacturer Environmental registration, and valid municipal 1 year — Dacument review. Verify | 0.
icenses. Sole abservation:the Tyear
emai regarding the absence of ” 3
Sanctions was not substantiated the safety manual, and IS0 |procedures, the code of thics,
Sacial (Q3-15): 10 pts. Lack of
'SAB000/SMETA certfication (4 o i
pts) and ack of an assessment of todate, piation or
assessmentresult. modification impacs the
communites (6 pts, reclassified
due to an unrelated response).
The rest are n complance: SO " a
45001, code of conduct,
whistleblovier channel, ASC Feed 1.2 social certifcation according o
20261231 Soy bean (Giycine max) ‘Summary (independent sectoral_| Biblogiaphy
3 Implemented
BoliviallASA soy): « Bolivia. (1996, July 12),
LawNo. 1700,
sectoral assessment (Pathway 2) [aLborwp « Frequency: Updated every three | ollowing:
17 « Frequency; Updated every
and suppled by IASA o Vitapro's | 00gaceta.paf
feed il Bolivian .
determine the levelof legal, | Tribunal. n.0.). (RBTIMMAYA), geospatial changes
social, deforestation, and legal waceabiliy, and «Indicators:Legal compliance
e & ABTIMMA ol
Annexs of the ASC Feed o .
assessment Legal ‘standard) through a formal Due ~ | [PDF. primary actor; independent tabor governance.
with Annex 7 (Figure 4] independent
 24453%20Re reviewbyan
i,and ot .
Taria (2020-2025), integrating | UNMSM Library Bolivia. (n.0.1. | CIAMPAGNA. firm (Quovadis Cansultores).
documentary,regulatory,and + Obieciive: To maintain the ow- |  Tools: Global Forest Watch,
1700 CIAMPAGNA.
supplies egistered i IASK's | [Legaltext), wansparency in the « Obiective: To maintain the ow
database, vaidated thiough | htps: /v texivox.org/norms/B [ supply chain tisk classification and
Global Forest Watch and 0-L-1700 htmi Lexvox strengthen transparency n the
GIAMPAGNA. International Standards supply chain
« Aquaculture Stewardship
20261281 Soy bean (Glycine max) Summary (independent sectoral | Bblography 1 o
assessment-Patway 2, Implemented
BoliviallASA soy): « Bolivia. (1996, July 12).
LawNo. 1700,
8 ofthe report) establishes the
sectoral assessment (Pathway 2) [aLbo/wp « Frequency: Updated every tree | ollowin
17 | years « Frequency: Updated every
and supplied by IASAto Vitapro's | 00gacea.paf of ignificant changes. three years or immediately in
feed il Bolvia .
determine thelevelof legal, | Trbunal. (n.d.). (ABTIMMAYA), geospatial changes
social, deforestation, and legal waceabily,an « Indicators: Legal compliance
&« (ABTIMMAYA), eospatial
Annex of the ASC Feed Forestry Law (D5 24453) . a
assessment Social standard) through aformal Due | [PDF primaryactor;independent | abor governance.
a
with Annex 7 (Figure 4. independent
24453%20Re reviewbyan
. Ben, and pat . .
Taria (2020-2025), integrating | UNMSM Library Bolivia. (n..). | CIAMPAGNA
documentary,regulatory,an + Objective: To maintain the ows |+ Tools: Global Foest Watch,
1700 a strengten | CIAMPAGNA.
Suppliers egistered i IASK's | [Legalext), wansparency nthe « Objective: To maintain the ow
database, valdated thiough | nits:/fww exvox org/norms/B | supply chain risk classiication and
ana stengthen transparency n the
CIAMPAGNA. Iternational Standards supplychain
« Aquaculture Stewardship




20261231

Soy bean (Glycine max]

Environmental

‘Summary (independent sectoral

Bibliography.

3 Implemented
Bolvia/IASA soy): «Boliva. (1996, July 12).
LawNo. 1700,
sectoral assessment (Pathway 2) | a.bo/wp. « Frequency: Updated every three | following:

and supplied by IASA o Vitapro's

« Frequency: Updated every

feed mills,

00gaceta.pdf
Bolivian

(ABT/MMAYA), geospatial

determine the level of egal, | Tribunal.(n.d.) changes.
social, deforestation, and llegal traceability, and * Indicators: Legal compliance
the & (ABT/MMAYA), geospatial

Annexs of the ASC Feed F . "

standard) through a formal Due | [PDF. primary actor; independent | abor governance.

d
with Annex 7 (Figure 4). independent
 244535%20Re | firm review by an
., Benl, and at . .
Tarija (2020-2025), integrating | UNMSM Library Bolivia. (nd.). | CIAMPAGNA. firm (QuoVadis Consutores).

documentary,regulatory, and

+ Objective: To maintain the [ow-

supplies registered in ASA's
database, vaidated through

1700
Legal text]
hitps: /I exivox. org/norms/B

CIAMPAGNA.

International Standards
« Aquaculture Stewardship

transparency inthe
supply chain

+Tools: Global Forest Watch,
IAMPAGNA.

« Objective: To maintain the |

risk classification and

strengthen transparency in the

supply chain
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Report title Volume of Marine Ingredients and MSL Report, v1.0 V ITA p Ro y 4
Indicators 4.1.5and 4.1.6

Instructions This template is intended for reporting UoC volume of marine ingredients used and majority sustainability level (MSL) to
ASC.

For initial audits, the calculation period is the 24 months prior to the initial audit. After initial certification, the calculation
period is per calendar year (January to December).

Indicate the volume of whole fish and by-products in metric tonnes, used in aquafeed.

Indicate the volume of whole fish scoring at each category in aquafeed. Note that there may be whole-fish which does not
score at any Category.

The MSL is then calculated.

Only enter data in blue cells.

™

Table 1. Volume of whole fish, by-products and whole fish by category

Volume (metric tonnes)

All marine 37314

By-products 12665 Provide the volume of fishery by-products in aquafeed (metric tonne)

Whole fish 24649 Provide the volume of whole fish in aquafeed (metric tonne)

Category 1 9092 Provide the volume of Category 1 whole fish included in aquafeed (metric tonne)
Category 2 0 Provide the volume of Category 2 whole fish included in aquafeed (metric tonne)
Category 3 15557 Provide the volume of Category 3 whole fish included in aquafeed (metric tonne)
Category 4 0 Provide the volume of Category 4 whole fish included in aquafeed (metric tonne)

Table 2. Percentage of whole fish marine ingredients per category

Category Percentage (%)

Category 1 37 This is the percentage of whole fish marine ingredients in Category 1
Category 2 0 This is the percentage of whole fish marine ingredients in Category 2
Category 3 63 This is the percentage of whole fish marine ingredients in Category 3
Category 4 0 This is the percentage of whole fish marine ingredients in Category 4

Majority Sustainability Level Level 3




