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	5.c


	
	ge
	“covering three dimensions”

 can be further described to provide more guidance.

For instance, the guidance could describe that one of these three dimensions is often more influential than the other two and that an SB developer should provide arguments that, in his/her view and his/her country one dimension is more prominent and in the proposed SB variables and defaults are chosen to reflect this.  In real sectors, performance and cost might correlate closely or only at the margins, or competition focuses one of them. 
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	ge
	“consistent”   in the first line might be replaced with  “illustrative”  or  “indicative”.

To add:   “in a certain sector a more relevant approach is possible”
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	13


	
	ge
	It is indeed helpful to delete the first 5 lines because the appropriateness of the level of aggregation can rest on other criteria, not only representativeness, but also transformative influence of the SB in a sector.
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	ge
	Aside of defining a measure with key equipment/technology, a target measure might also be definable with an input/output ratio.  Also because the definition of sector (para 12g) now includes services (in comparison to goods).   
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	Appendix 1

Table 1


	
	ge
	Of all elements and aspects of the current SB guidelines, the interim values Xa, Xb, Ya, Yb, 80% and 90%, are the most misleading and inconsistent.  

SB developers and DNA interpret the current Table 1 to be strong guidance and will mostly use 80% or 90%.  However it seems rather self-evident that the particular actor landscape of any sector can be better reflected by choosing a particular value over a larger range.  Perhaps any value between 70 and 95 percent can be proposed by a DNA for the particular sector.  And DNAs can be encouraged to assemble data for their choices, thereby creating an upward competition between SB’s Xbs and Ybs.

For instance for households stoves, supply chains vary widely between a country with only a few traders importing efficient stoves and a country with many skilled artisans baking clay inliners.  Supply chain differences can add information for the Xb and Yb choices.  Imposing only one value can also be seen as a straightjacket for DNAs and disregarding their capacities (and contrary to para 13 and para 18).  Similarly there is hardly a justification for subsuming all other sectors under 90%.
Another range of reasons for leaving a larger range for Xb and Yb is data availability.  In a country with poor statistics, old census data or unreliable customs data, lower confidence in the data for a sector can be compensated with a higher value for Xb and Yb.
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