Main characteristics of existing Standardisation measures for ABS contracts (Links at the end)
	
	Responsible Institution
	Target group
	Stated Intentions

	1: sMTA in the ITPGRFA
	Multilateral level Governing Body of the ITPGRFA 
	Commercial & non-commercial users, though restricted to research, breeding, training for food & agriculture
	Simplifying access to and exchange of genetic resources for food and agriculture (supporting food security & quality), lowering transaction costs

	2: Australian Model MTA 
	Australian Government, Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts
	Developed by gov​ernment institution in its function as a provider of genetic resources. Guid​ance tool in ABS negotiations with commercial users.
	Meeting CBD obligations for ABS; Minimising transaction costs; Encouraging R&D; Avoiding decision-making delays; Facilitating flexible access arrangements for lengthy or even unlimited periods

	3: BIO Model MTA
	US Biotech Industry Association BIO
	Members of BIO, mainly Biotech-Companies for Bioprospecting activities
	Educating & supporting Bio​prospecting activities

“[…] providing a useful "roadmap" for a BIO company […] in bioprospecting activities.”

	4: LOC and  MOU of the US 
	US National Cancer Institute
	Cancer fighting and prevention research, commercial and non-commercial utilisation
	Providing a legal mechanism and fundamental framework for international cooperation; Balancing interests; Transcending national barriers, clearly defined common understanding of transactions

	5: SLA & UBMTA of the US NIH
	US National Institute of  Health (governmental research Institute)
	Restricted to academic research and domestic transactions with genetic resources
	Standardising biological material transfer within the United States

Minimising administrative impediments to academic research

	6: Science commons
	Researchers Initiative
	Target group: not-for profit researchers from all scientific fields utilising genetic resources. For profit entities are affected indirectly when involved in genetic resource transactions with the target group.
	Lowering transaction costs, simplifying negotiations for material transfers between institutions (academia & for-profit)

Providing infrastructure for web-based transactions

Avoiding impediments

Improving accessibility and exchange of data, material, and metadata on genetic resource utilisation in research

	7: MOSAICC MTA
	Belgian Coordinated Collections of Microorganisms
	Ex-situ collections for microbial genetic resources (intermediaries who obtain microbial genetic resources to extend their collections)
	Facilitating access; Helping collections to make appropriate agreements; Increasing uniformity in MTA contents & defining a minimum set of information; Electronic handling of digitalised MTAs (fast, cost-effective, reliable management of  MGRs


Sources: ITPGRFA (2006): 10-11; Australian Government, Department of Environment and Heritage (2005a and 2005b): both 3 and 26; Australian Government, Department of Environment and Heritage (2004): 9; BIO Model MTA: 1 and 8; National Cancer Institute (1988b): 1; Rosenthal (1997): 4; NIH (1995a and 1995b); Wilbanks, J. and J. Boyle (2006); personal communication with Philip Desmeth (April 2008); BCCM (2000): II.2-II.4, 1.8
Continuation: Main characteristics of standardisation initiatives for ABS contracts 

	
	Object of transaction
	Kind of transaction 
	Understanding of Benefit sharing

	sMTA of  ITPGRFA
	Plant genetic resources held in ex-situ collections
	Spot market, limited complexity
	Standardised; monetary benefit sharing is triggered only in cases where restrictive IPRs are applied to R&D outcome; flows into a multilateral fund, distribution through projects which are chosen according to multilaterally agreed priorities

	Australian Model MTA 
	Biological resources including GRs, organisms and parts of organisms, populations, and any other biotic components […] with actual or potential use
	Rather complex transactions; it is deemed most useful for procurement of in-situ resources
	Threshold recommendations for monetary bs; distinguished by sector and gross revenue of the product concerned (0 to 5%).

Recommendation to adjust amount and form of benefits depending on: Market conditions, Characteristics of the specific access agreement, Circumstances of contracting parties.

	BIO Model MTA
	Physical samples of “regulated genetic resources” (under CBD); in situ or ex situ; materials that contain functional units of heredity
	Bioprospecting Agreements involving collecting activities and procurement from ex-situ collections
	Benefits shall be defined depending on inter alia:

Needs of the providers (including indigenous or local communities), 

The commercial value of the transferred physical samples,

The intended use of the samples,

The likelihood of using the samples to create a commercially viable product  

	LOC &  MOU
	Plants, micro-organisms, and marine macro-organisms
	LOC: acquisition of GRs from region-specific collectors; MOU: research collaborations between with source country institutions
	Contain clauses about appropriate compensation (e.g. royalties);

Base for defining monetary bs: contribution of both parties, and relationship between the originally isolated product and the marketed drug

	SLA & UBMTA 
	All kinds of biological materials
	Intra-academic material and the transfer of information
	As the transfer to commercial entities is prohibited, they do not contain any benefit sharing regulations

	Science commons
	All kinds of biological materials
	Material & information, not for complex research collaborations
	Does not contain benefit sharing suggestions

	MOSAICC MTA
	Microorganism genetic resources (MGRs)
	Checklist for complex transactions;

Model MTA is applicable to simple, more routine transactions
	Payment of royalties should depend on the successful commercial utilisation; partly dedication to technical and scientific cooperation programs; Recommendation: negotiate preliminary agreement on monetary bs before starting R&D that could lead to commercialization


(Source: An economic analysis of new instruments for ABS under the CBD – Standardisation options for ABS transaction – Final Report, BfN-Skripten 286, 2011)
