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Disclaimer: The information, scientific analysis, interpretations and conclusions contained in this report has been provided using the then current
state of technology and methods developed and generally applied by Massey University, Perrin Ag Consultants Ltd, G&D Consulting and Thought
Strategy. Reports are issued on the basis of information, documents and/or samples provided by, or on behalf of, the Client and solely for the
benefit of the Client who is responsible for acting as it sees fit on the basis of such reports. Neither Massey University, Perrin Ag Consultants Ltd,
G&D Consulting and Thought Strategy nor any of their officers, employees, agents or subcontractors shall be liable to the Client nor any third
party for any actions taken or not taken on the basis of such reports nor for any incorrect results arising from unclear, erroneous, incomplete,
misleading or false information provided to Massey University, Perrin Ag Consultants Ltd, G&D Consulting and Thought Strategy.

The tools discussed in the report are designed to be indicative of suitable areas for growing specific crops and to help narrow down areas of
interest. However, any area of interest should be analyzed in more detail by appropriate experts to confirm crop suitability and business options
associated with any specific crop. While every care is taken to ensure the accuracy of these datasets, all data custodians and/or Massey University,
Perrin Ag Consultants Ltd, G&D Consulting and Thought Strategy makes no representations or warranties about its accuracy, reliability,
completeness or suitability for any particular purpose and disclaims all responsibility and all liability (including without limitation, liability in
negligence) for all expenses, losses, damages (including indirect or consequential damage) and costs to which you might incur as a result of the
data being inaccurate or incomplete in any way and for any reason.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Toith te Whenua, Toiora te Wai - Our Land and Water National Science Challenge envisage a future in
which landscapes contain mosaics of land uses that are more resilient, healthy and prosperous than today.
Essentially, ‘the right enterprises in the right places for the right outcomes’.

Selection of potential crops suited to a given geographic location could assist a landowner/user in land
use diversification options. Publicly available tools for selection of site-specific crop options could be more
accessible for landowners/users and their network of rural professionals than proprietary tools.

The ‘Integrating Horticultural and Arable Land Use Options into Hill Country Farm Systems’ research
project developed a process for crop identification and assessment to help landowners/users select
potential crops for hill country land. This report addressed the first and third project phases: selected site-
specific crop options, and the application of value chain-based business case assessment of these options.

The first project phase combined three open-source software tools to select potential crops suitable to a
given geographic site. Here, a United Nations Food and Agriculture Organisation tool, EcoCrop, provided
climatic suitability parameters for 1,669 crop plants alongside global climate data. EcoCrop was combined
with a geographic information system, QGIS, and RStudio to enable statistical analysis.

An initial list of options, selected in phase one, was reduced three-fold by methods in the second project
phase, based on multi-criteria decision-making tools, and in the third project phase, value chain-based
business case assessment. The shorter list of options warrants more in-depth analysis and consideration.

To evaluate the software used to select the site-specific crop options, geographic coordinates for three
hill country locations in the Taihape region were chosen. This process identified options using scenarios
with and without access to irrigation. Based on a crop suitability ranking for a given site, a total of 49
crop plant species were identified over the three geographic locations. This selected list of crops was then
provided for the second project phase; the multicriteria decision making process. Here, the landowner or
model user reduced this list of crop options to a smaller set that suited their preferences. In some cases,
the landowner/user suggested additional crops not identified by the initial EcoCrop-based analysis applied
prior to the multi-criteria analysis. The multi-criteria decision-making process, reported separately,
provided a shorter list of crop options for a business case assessment in the third project phase.

The value chain-based business case assessment provided landowners/users and their network of rural
professionals with a framework to develop a business case. Publicly available information was used to
identify crop options that warranted more in-depth analysis and consideration. The business case was
based on generalised elements that included strategic context, economic assessment, and commercial
options. For strategic context, Porter’s competitive advantage and five forces analysis were
used, alongside a “strengths, weakness, opportunities, threats” (SWOT) analysis. For the economic
analysis, where publicly available gross margin data can be limited, open global databases for export
Freight on Board (FOB) prices and yield data were used to estimate farmgate return. Value chain mapping
identified, in most cases, two potential commercial options per crop. This mapping also identified where
governance influence could lie within a given value chain option. Across each of these elements, publicly
available open-access publications were also used to inform the assessments.

From the earlier two phases of this project, four fruit, two grain, five medicinal, two nut and two vegetable
crops were shortlisted. Of these crops, apricot, quinoa, arnica, hazelnut and garlic were selected to
provide case studies from each of the five product groupings. These crop species, or any of the other crop
species discussed, do not indicate that any of these species are recommended or are endorsed as crop
options for a landowner/user and should not be considered as such without appropriate professional



advice. These five selected crops were chosen to illustrate the process of applying a generalised value
chain-based business case assessment, using open-access information, to assist in determining next steps.

Assessment of the strategic context found that each of the example crops would need a commercialisation
orientation that is based on a differentiation rather than cost leadership strategy. Factors such as a lack
of scale, high dependency on manual labour, scarcity of previous commercial experience with a given crop
or limited access to germplasm with known productivity advantages contributed to this outcome.

For a high proportion of the crop examples assessed, value chain mapping identified import substitution
as a potential commercial option. This could occur by either the producer providing a raw product or
partially processed product to a manufacturer for subsequent distribution to consumers, or the producer
providing the product in a form suitable for direct distribution to consumers. Other commercial options
included products for export in a fresh, semi-processed or final form.

The work highlighted that open-source software tools can enable a landowner/user and their network of
rural professionals to identify a set of site-specific crop options for further assessment. This list of crop
options can be reduced further by using multi-criteria decision-making tools to consider local knowledge
on the site as well as understanding an owners’ values and business itself. The work has also highlighted
that additional publicly available information can be assembled into a value chain-based business
assessment tool to further shorten the list of site-specific crop options. This list may then warrant more
in-depth analysis using less easily accessible and possibly more costly proprietary sources of information.

Recommendations

e Landowner/user-centric tools to identify potential climate suitable crop options should be considered
as part of the transitional process needed to achieve “a future in which landscapes contain mosaics
of land uses that are more resilient, healthy and prosperous than today”.

e Availability of tools are essential. The landowner/user-centric tools need to be open-source, open-
access and easy to use under a range of rural internet connectivity.

e Access to relevant data is crucial. There is a role for central and local government to build on existing
open-data initiatives to improve access and content of New Zealand-specific spatial datasets that
strengthen the landowner/user-centric tools for the identification of site-specific crop options.

e Better information and analysis are needed to support the landowner/user decision-making
processes. A role exists for collaboration between the public, non-government organisations and the
private sector to consider the application of advances in text mining to replace manual extraction and
synthesis of information relating to options for land use diversification.

e Effectiveness of tools will depend on awareness and capability. Utilisation of existing industry, training
and rural professional networks should be considered as part of the process to improve access and
uptake of landowner/user-centric tools for site-specific crop option identification.

e Joined-up initiatives are needed to support land use transitional processes. The bottom-up approach
used in the landowner/user-centric tools should be seen as complimentary and not a substitute to
the top-down national, regional and industry-based programmes.

e Value-chain development for new or existing crops in new localities is a long-term undertaking. Policy
work is needed between government, non-government organisations and private sector on how to
better facilitate land-use transition towards viable, resilient and sustainable crop-based value chains.



Photo by authors of hill country farm in Taihape region.

INTRODUCTION

Toith te Whenua, Toiora te Wai - Our Land and Water National Science Challenge envisage a future in
which landscapes contain mosaics of land uses that are more resilient, healthy and prosperous than today
(Our Land and Water, 2018). The transformation of our landscapes to that envisaged by the Our Land and
Water National Science Challenge could be assisted by supporting landowners/users in the gathering of
information that could be used in land use planning. Incorporating new high value low intensity niche
systems, including crops, into the landscape and development of these niches to achieve scale is one of
the transitional pathways that has been highlighted (Bayne and Renwick, 2021).

Hill country livestock production occupies about 20% of NZ land and is characterised by a diverse range
of abiotic and biotic factors (Dodd et al., 2016). Maori also have considerable land-based assets, much of
which is hill country with potential for development (PWC, 2014). Raising the productivity of the Maori
freehold land resource associated with hill country was estimated to have the potential to increase GDP
between 2013 — 2025 by up to NZ$270m in present value at a discount rate of 8%.

Mapping an improved indicator of the productive potential (PP) of New Zealand land shows much of the
area associated with hill country farming has a significantly lower PP score than areas dominated by
horticulture, viticulture and dairy (Harris et al., 2021). For example, a crop suitability map for wine grapes,
a crop that can be grown as far South as Central Otago, showed little overlap with most of the hill country
areas in the Central North Island and the South Island of New Zealand (Anderson et al., 2012). Previous
research programmes have investigated crops that could be grown over wider parts of New Zealand,
including a range of medicinal as well as novel vegetable and fruit crops (Douglas, 1997, Henderson and
Hutchinson, 1997). Introduction of new crops can play a significant role in maintaining diversity in the
agricultural economy. Particularly as a range of previous economic crops in New Zealand have



experienced a life cycle of development through to decline (Halloy, 1991). Eleven of the twenty major
crop species in New Zealand today have had to be developed from ‘new’ crops within the last 100 years.

Climate change could also have significant effects on the succession or decline of crops at both at the
national and regional scales in New Zealand (Atkins et al., 1989; Kenny et al., 1995; Pyke et al., 1998;
Kenny et al., 2000; Teixeira et al., 2015; Tait et al., 2018). As well as the direct impacts of climate change
on crops, land use change could also occur in response to climate change-related mitigation policy or from
climate-related effects on crop pests and diseases (Dorner et al., 2018; Gerard et al., 2013; Wakelin et al.,
2018). Learnings from what has helped Maori adapt to weather and climate variability in the past could
also enhance current understanding of local weather and climate in relation to crop suitability within New
Zealand (King et al., 2008).

To support regional economic development, crop suitability mapping has previously been used in parts of
New Zealand to identify opportunities for new crop-based land use options (Wratt et al., 2006; NIWA,
2010; Saunders et al.,, 2011; Rau, T., 2018; Ward and Clothier, 2020; NIWA, 2020). For a given
landowner/user thinking about land use change, they need to consider a range of factors. For example,
factors that can act as both drivers and barriers to land use change include the following groupings:
biophysical, economic, technological, societal pressure and personal factors (Journeaux et al., 2017). For
the individual landowner/users these barriers can be significant when considering crop-based land use
change (The Catalyst Group, 2014). More specifically, these barriers can include knowledge on growing a
given crop and its postharvest requirements, as well as market access.

Identifying crop-based land use options can be approached by starting with either a market-led or
geographic-led process. For example, a set of six filters, starting with market insights and ending with the
production requirements and environmental impacts, were applied to a range of speciality grains and
pulse crops (Leftfield Innovation Ltd., 2019). In another example, new medicinal crop development was
based on market insights, followed by a trial plot assessment process and the determination of
commercialisation requirements (Douglas, 1997). Agro-climatic zone mapping is a well-established
method that can be used to characterise areas of land suitable for specific groups of land users or
individual crops. It has been applied to a range of horticultural crops in New Zealand, including kiwifruit
(Kerr et al., 1981; Salinger and Kenney, 1995). A more integrated approach, based on preparing high-
resolution regional maps and geographic information system (GIS) surfaces of agriculturally relevant
climate parameters, alongside soil data and information about the physical requirements of crops has
been used to identify areas within New Zealand that are most likely to be suitable for high value crops
(Wratt et. al., 2006). Examples include detailed maps on suitability indices for Kaipara and the Far North
District, as well as maps on the frost-free period for parts of Otago.

To assist landowners/users in selecting potential crop options for integration into hill country land, the
‘Integrating Horticultural and Arable Land Use Options into Hill Country Farm Systems’ research project
aimed to develop a process for site-specific crop identification and assessment. Essentially, combining
elements of both the geographic-led and market-led processes. As much as possible, this process
incorporates publicly available open-source tools into a crop selection process alongside landowner/user
input. There are three stages: firstly, the selection of crops suited to a particular location; next, an
objective process using a decision support tool to identify the preferred crop(s), taking in to account
individual farmer’s crop performance assessments, goals and preferences; and finally, value chain-based
tools to support the development of business cases for the most preferred crops. As the first and third



stage of the project are based on publicly available databases, information and tools, this report addresses
those two stages: site-specific crop options and value chain-based business case assessment.

Within the literature, a range of tools have previously been applied to site-specific selection (Adornado et
al., 2008; Kumar et al., 2010; Confalonieri et al., 2013; Elnashar et al., 2021, Parthasarathy et al., 2016).
These tools vary in both the amount of information they use in the selection process and their applicability
geographically as well as their accessibility and ease of use. The Crop Ecological Requirements Database
(EcoCrop) was selected as it is an open-source database containing many crop species, could be applied
globally within open-source GIS, and provided simple empirical models for crops where more detailed
agronomic data may not be available for complex models (Mugiyo et al., 2021).

For crop options identified in the two earlier parts of this project, a general business case was developed
using a process that could enable a farmer and/or their rural professional to utilise. This process used
accessible and publicly available open-access data in a framework that could provide sufficient
information to determine if a given site specific crop option was feasible and warranted a more detailed
analysis. This more detailed analysis was beyond the scope of the current project as, generally, it is
enterprise specific, more cost intensive, and is best led by the landowner/user and their network of rural
professions.

A general business case can be defined as a set of reasoned arguments, backed by quantitative evidence
to justify a particular investment (Schipmann-Schwarze et al., 2020). For the current study, the following
elements of a business case have been generalised: 1. strategic context; 2. economic assessment; 3.
commercial options.

For strategic context, Porter’'s competitive advantage framework can be used to determine if the focus of
a crop option should be on cost-leadership or product/service differentiation (Porter, 1985). Publicly
available data on international Freight on Board (FOB) export prices and global yield data can be used to
generate a potential farmgate price and return for use in an economic assessment (Yangyuyu et al., 2018,
Monfreda et al., 2008). For the evaluation of commercial options, value chain mapping can be used to
identify potential options (Kaplinsky and Morris, 2000). Determining where the governance power occurs
within a potential value chain could help inform landowners/users on their management approach within
the chain (Mclintyre, 2018). A financial case that considers the business affordability of making a change
was considered out of scope for the current study as much of the information required would be specific
to a given farming business and would be better addressed directly by the landowner/user.

This report used the example crops identified by the two earlier stages of this project to demonstrate the
application of a value chain-based business case assessment for selected site-specific crop options. Work
undertaken in this project was aligned to the three major science themes under Toitl te Whenua, Toiora
te Wai - Our Land and Water National Science Challenge: Future Landscapes, Incentives for Change and
Pathways to Transition.
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METHOD

Site-Specific Crop Options

In the first stage of the project, using a process based on EcoCrop and the open-source geographic
information system software (QGIS), including RStudio, a subset of higher ranked crop alternatives suited
to the locations of farms within the case study was identified (Valjarevic et al., 2020). The protocol for
using EcoCrop in combination with QGIS and RStudio is provided in Appendix | of this report. RStudio
enable the R-based statistical analysis of the crop and spatial data to be integrated with QGIS.

EcoCrop is a software tool that identifies up to 2,568 plant species for a given environment (FAO, 2016).
It also contains a library of crop environmental requirements. EcoCrop was designed with a relatively basic
requirement for crop environmental information. This design was chosen because the primary object of
the EcoCrop project was to include many species as well as include species less well known and for which
it was not possible to obtain detailed information. A potential drawback of this inclusive approach was
that for a lot of species, the requirements used are limited as they are based on little available literature.

EcoCrop defines the suitable growing conditions a priori and generates a suitability index for each crop as
an output. The EcoCrop model uses geospatial monthly precipitation and temperature data to assess
suitability. For each crop, the model retrieves from the EcoCrop database the parameters that correspond
to the crops acceptable temperature range, its acceptable range of total rainfall, and the length of the
crop cycle (Ramirez-Villegas et al., 2013). When the precipitation and temperature values exceed their
absolute threshold, the model will give a suitability score of zero. On the contrary, if these values are
within the optimum and absolute thresholds, the model will give a suitability score ranging from 0 to 1.
EcoCrop does not know (or assume) the best planting date for a given crop in each place. Instead, the
model simulates different possible growing seasons and selects the most suitable. From this series,
EcoCrop takes the highest value as crop suitability. This assumes that a landowner/user would plant during
the most ideal season.

Each simulated season starts on the first day of the month, one for each of the 12 months of the year.
Each simulated season has the same length, determined by the corresponding crop-specific parameter in
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the EcoCrop database. Then, for each of the 12 simulated seasons, the model assesses whether the total
rainfall and monthly temperature conditions during this period fall within the acceptable temperature
and rainfall range. This produces 12 suitability values, one for each possible planting date. Using the
EcoCrop database, two sets of crop suitability maps were generated in this project, one with irrigation
and one without. Crop suitability values 2 0.5 are considered suitable to a site based on the parameters
used by EcoCrop pertaining to the geographic location evaluated (Egbebiyi et al., 2019).

The EcoCrop modelling analysis was applied to three geographic locations near Taihape where several
landowners/users had been identified as potential case study participants. The three locations were: 1.
Taihape Napier Road and Makokomiko Road, Moawhango (Lat.-39.5528459, Long. 175.882981); 2. Koeke
Road and Ngaurukehu Road, Mataroa (Lat. -39.6619067, Long. 175.6562823); 3. Mangaweka (Lat. -
39.792538, Long. 175.8486793).

Multi-Criteria Decision-Making Process

At the start of the second stage of the project, case study landowners/users were surveyed to select those
crops from the initial shortlist which were of interest to them. In addition, they were able to propose any
other crop options they wanted to include in a subsequent workshop. This phase of the project, and the
associated multi-criteria decision-making process methodology is covered in a separate report (McCarthy
et al., 2021).

It should be noted that crop and yield data was provided for the landowner/user evaluation in the Multi-
Criteria Decision-Making (MCDM) workshops as part of this second stage of the project. This information
set included five selected crop groups containing ten fruit, fifteen grain, nine medicinal, five nut and ten
vegetable crops. Five additional crops were added to the initial crop model selection, with three requested
by questionnaire respondents and a further two novel crops of interest in New Zealand that were absent
from the EcoCrop database. Where obtainable, publicly available, and accessible, crop resources on
cultivation and marketing, such as those located under Crops for Southland at Great South
(https://greatsouth.nz/), New Zealand Tree Crops Association (https://treecrops.org.nz/) as well as
published literature, were made available to the workshop participants.

Value Chain-Based Business Case

Using the shortlist of crops identified by the first stage of this project, publicly available data on the global
crop yield and FOB export price by crop and country was accessed from online databases at EarthStat
(https://earthstat.org) and UN Comtrade (https://comtrade.un.org), respectively (Monfreda et al., 2008;
Ray et al., 2012; Yangyuyu et al., 2018). Although the data from these databases were sufficient for
providing median values for yield and price, it was acknowledged that limitations can exist in the

availability and accuracy of the underlying information reported by nations, (Brewer et al., 2020).
Published literature and an online database at Tridge (https://tridge.com) were also used to resolve any

gaps in yield and price data, respectively.

Collated global yield and price data were combined to give an indicative conservative FOB export price
per hectare for a given crop. In New Zealand, limited publicly available data exists at an industry scale to
calculate farmgate returns for many of the crops shortlisted in this project. In part this may be due to
commercial sensitivity. Conversion of farmgate returns was estimated using industry scale data for fresh
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kiwifruit exports from New Zealand (Zespri, 2020, MPI, 2021). The published orchard gate returns,
weighted by cultivar and tray weights, as well as orchard and packing reject rates, were combined with
FOB export prices. The ratio of orchard gate price to FOB export price for kiwifruit was 0.6. Compared to
the shortlisted crops in this project, kiwifruit has a well-established and integrated value chain based on
a long storage life fresh fruit with proprietary genetics and branding (Mclintyre et al., 2019). Therefore, a
more conservative ratio of 0.4 was used to relate an FOB export price to a farmgate price for the purposes
of the case study where value chain development of many of the crop options could be limited. These
sources provided the crop and yield data for the landowner/user evaluation during the MCDM workshops
that were part of the second stage of this project (McCarthy et al., 2021) and are shown in Appendix II.

Outputs from the MCDM workshop process resulted in a final shortlist of fruit (4), nut (2), grain (2),
medicinal (5) and vegetable (2) crops that were identified for subsequent value chain assessment
(McCarthy et al., 2021). Of these crops, apricot, quinoa, arnica, hazelnut and garlic were selected to
provide an example from each of the product grouping. These five selected crops illustrated the process
of applying a value chain-based business case assessment. For each of the selected crops, a general
assessment of the value chain was used to capture the main summary points using open access published
literature that was publicly accessible.

Value chain mapping is a method that can be used to characterise the range of activities required to bring
a product or service from conception, through the different phases of production to delivery to final
consumers and final disposal after use (Kaplinsky and Morris, 2000). For the current study, value chain
activities were plotted against the location of value chain activities. In this case, the value chain activities
included production, primary processing, secondary processing, air/sea freight, manufacture, wholesale,
retail and consumption/use. The location of these activities included on-farm, local, national, in-transit,
in-country and re-export. Here, “in-transit” is associated with the export/import interface and “in-
country” refers to the importing country. Usually, two main options were plotted for each crop, with
option “A” being indicative of a higher priority than option “B”, with both options based on the salient
themes in the available literature.

When considering the crop options identified by the first two stages of this project, it was important to
determine how specific crops could contribute to the competitive advantage of a land-based business.
Given the scale of individual land holdings, relative to an industry, competitive advantage strategies are
likely to be either cost or differentiation focused (Porter, 1985). Here, the competitive strategies are based
on whether the land-based enterprise could produce a given crop-based product at either a significantly
lower cost or with a significantly higher value than the industry average. Porter’s five forces model was
assessed using available literature (Grundy, 2006). Previously this model has been applied to crops,
including chestnut and elderberry (Golban, 2015; Gold et al., 2006; Joublan et al., 2005; Cernusca et al.,
2012). The five forces were: barriers to entry; threat of substitutes; bargaining power of suppliers;
bargaining power of buyers; rivalry among existing firms (competition). Porter’s five forces model has
previously been integrated with SWOT analysis to develop competitive strategy in the food sector (Oneren
etal., 2017).

Publicly available research reports and scientific publications were accessed using Google Scholar
(https://scholar.google.com/). This can provide easy access for a landowner/user or rural profession to
view the abstracts of publications and where open-access versions exist, links to enable access to the
original publication in a portable document format (PDF). In addition, a general search using Google
(https://google.co.nz) provided access to additional technical publications and reports of relevance.
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Site-Specific Crop Options

A summary of the EcoCrop analysis is shown in Table 1. Comparison of the analysis, across the three
geographic locations showed 15.9% - 18.6% of the total number of evaluated plant species were
potentially suitable under a no irrigation scenario. For the same sites, under an irrigation scenario, this
percentage ranged from 28.2 — 30.3%. In comparison to no irrigation, the irrigation scenario contained
about 1.7 times the number of potentially suitable plant species. Under the same irrigation scenario, the
crop suitability scores for a given species were similar across these sites (Appendix Il). This may reflect
the granularity of the site-specific climate data underpinning the modelling process.

Table 1. Number of plant species with a crop suitability index value > 0.5 that was identified by EcoCrop
for three geographic locations near Taihape, New Zealand in scenarios with or without irrigation. The total
number of plant species assessed at each site with a crop suitability index value > 0 was 1,669.

Taihape Napier Road Site
Lat. -39.5528459, Long. 175.882981

Koeke Road Site
Lat. -39.6619067, Long. 175.6562823

Mangaweka Site
Lat. -39.792538, Long. 175.8486793

Water Infra- Species with a Crop Species with a Crop Species with a Crop
structure Suitability Index > 0.5 Suitability Index > 0.5 Suitability Index > 0.5
(n) (%) (n) (%) (n) (%)
No Irrigation 266 15.9 310 18.6 294 17.6
Irrigation 470 28.2 506 29.8 506 30.3
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Across the three sites and two irrigation scenarios, the suitable crop species that were identified
comprised a diverse range of economic crop groups including animal fodder, forestry, fruit, grains,
medicinal, oilseeds, nuts, and vegetables. For the current study, plant species from the following five
crop groups were considered: 1. fruit, 2. grain, 3. medicinal, 4. nuts, and 5. vegetables.

Using the combined EcoCrop and QGIS-based modelling approach, alongside survey results from the
farmer respondents, an initial list of 49 crops were identified. These crop species were selected as
potentially suitable for the final two case study sites: Napier-Taihape Road, Moawhango, Latitude -
39.5528459, Longitude 175.882981; Koeke Road and Ngaurukehu Road, Mataroa Latitude -39.6619067,
Longitude 175.6562823. Crop species were selected based on the ranking of their suitability scores (> 0.5)
for these sites. To provide examples of potentially unsuitable crop species, for each crop grouping, the list
of species that were potentially suitable to a given site also included the next plant species in the crop
suitability ranking (i.e., a score <0.5). For example, at the Koeke Road and Ngaurukehu Road location, in
the fruit category, the crop suitability score for apricot was 0.51 whereas the next closest fruit crop,
cherry, had a score of 0.38 (Appendix Il). In parts of New Zealand, both apricot and cherry can be
successfully cultivated commercially in the same geographic locations, and on the same land blocks.

Multi-Criteria Decision-Making Process

Appendix Il contains the list of crops selected by the site-specific crop option process for the two
geographic locations, and subsequently used in the multi-criteria decision-making process.

An initial survey with landowners/users highlighted three potential crop options not included in the
EcoCrop database. The first two were the medicinal crops, Arnica (Arnica species) and Echinacea
(Echinacea species). As EcoCrop did not contain data relating to either of these two crops, a USDA
hardiness score was obtained for each crop species (https://pfaf.org/). Next, each USDA hardiness score
was compared to the USDA hardiness score at both New Zealand-based study sites
(https://plantmaps.com/). Both sites were within the suitable hardiness score for these two medicinal
crops. The third potential crop option not included in the EcoCrop database was Manuka (Leptospermum
scoparium), a plant species endemic to New Zealand and a traditional medicinal crop used by Maori. For
New Zealand landowners/users, manuka, in both cultivated and naturally occurring plantings, is becoming
an important crop for producing honey and essential oil (McPherson, 2016).

Global yield and export price data was able to be collated for the fruit (10), grain (10), medicinal (6), nut
(2) and vegetable (10) crops (Appendix Il). This data was provided as part of the multi-criteria decision-
making process workshops with landowner/user participants The findings from this multi-criteria
decision-making process are reported separately (McCarthy et al., 2021).

Value Chain-Based Business Case

Following the multi-criteria decision-making process workshops, analysis of the landowner/user
participant responses enabled compilation of a shortlist of crops. This final shortlist, totalling thirteen
crops, was comprised of fruit (apricot, blackcurrent, ‘blueberry, cranberry), grain (hemp, quinoa),
medicinal (arnica, echinacea, elderberry, licorice, manuka), nut (chestnut, hazelnut) and vegetable
(horseradish, garlic). To illustrate the process of applying a value chain-based business case assessment,
five crop species (apricot, quinoa, arnica, hazelnut and garlic) were selected to provide case study
examples from each of the product grouping. These crop species, or any of the other crop species
discussed, does not indicate that any of these species are recommended or are endorsed as crop options
for a landowner/user and should not be considered as such without appropriate professional advice.
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Fair Use Photo by Vlad Kiselov on unsplash.com

Apricot (Prunus armeniaca)

Strategic Context: Developing a differentiation strategy would be more feasible than a cost leadership
strategy when cultivating this crop outside the main areas of production areas of Central Otago and
Hawkes Bay (Figure 1). Differentiation is most likely to occur around the quality of the fresh product,
timing of product availability, health benefits and credence attributes associated with integrated-pest
management, or low environmental impact. Consumer feedback emphasizes the need to have high
soluble solids at harvest and an absence of postharvest chilling related mealiness (Stanley et al., 2013).
Australia is the main market for fresh apricot exports, taking two thirds of the export crop by value
(NZHEA, 2021). New Zealand compliments Australian production through a later season supply window.

Economic Assessment: Domestic fresh apricots sales are worth NZ$6m y* and export sales NZ$3.7m y*!

(NZHEA, 2021). In 2015, a sample of Hawkes Bay summerfuit (apricots, cherries, nectarines, peaches and
plums) orchards had a gross revenue of NZ$25,040 ha! and a gross margin of $NZ$7,512 ha* (Sinner and
Newton, 2016.). Between 2011 — 2015, estimated apricot gross revenues were NZ$50,000 ha™, and 15 -
35% higher than nectarines, peaches and plums (NZIER, 2016). The national planted area is ~¥375 ha. A
economic analysis is given in Figure 2, based on global average yield and median global FOB export price.

Commercial Options: For a fresh apricot crop, two domestic market options were considered (Figure. 2).
The first was based on an export market supply, while the second, on domestic direct sales to consumers
or end-users. For the first option, access to accredited packing facilities, either locally or nationally close
by will be crucial. Recent phytosanitary changes required to access the Australian market are considered
a trade risk (NZHEA, 2021). Governance of this value chain is based around export marketer’s working
under New Zealand Horticultural Export Authority coordination. In the second option, the landowner
could govern the value chain through direct marketing of the fresh fruit to local retailers or consumers.
The highly perishable nature of the fresh product requires well planned coordination of the harvest and
postharvest parts with the distribution and sales parts of the chain. New Zealand has a national breeding
programme focused on producing cultivars adapted to the prevailing environment and disease pressure,
as well as the requirements of consumers and markets (Stanley et al., 2013). New Zealand’s combined
domestic and export sales of apricot are projected to grow from NZ$12.3m in 2015 to NZ$16.9m in 2035
(NZIER, 2016). Domestic sales are expected to dominate.
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Fruit Crop: Apricot (P. armeniaca)

(a). Porter’'s Competitive Advantage Strategies

Cost Leadership Strategy Differentiation Strategy

Challenging, as local producers would be dependent
on seasonal labour for crop management and
harvesting. Mechanical harvesting systems are more
suited to processed crop. The short maturity season
and postharvest life limited opportunities to access
large scale packhouse facilities outside of the main
production areas in New Zealand.

Possible to develop a differentiation strategy, but this
would depend heavily on the use of proprietary cultivars
that have sensory properties highly sought by the
consumer, available over a longer period and can be
shipped by air or sea with good out-turn to Australia,
Europe, North America, Middle East and Asia.

(b). Porter’s Five Forces Analysis

Barriers to entry
include securing access
to improved new
proprietary NZ cultivars.

.

Local producers may have limited
bargaining power to supply due to
perishability of the crop and the
projected market growth over next
15 years is low.

=

Domestic competition is based
around different exporters.
International competition is

between other Sth. Hemisphere

producers and other summerfruit.

Bargaining power to buyers is high
due to perishability of the crop and
alternative Sth. Hemisphere
suppliers.

L)

Longer term risk of substitution is
from improvements in Apricot and
Plum hybrids that may have wider
climatic adaptation and improved
eating or postharvest quality.

(c). SWOT Analysis

Strength: Proprietary cultivars suited to
cooler parts of NZ, with consumer preferred
attributes and extended shelf life.

Weakness: Very perishable product
dependent on seasonal labour for crop
management and harvest.

Opportunity: Sea freight of fresh apricots to
markets in Europe and Asia could enable
larger scale market development.

Threat: Adverse changes to market access
in key export markets.

Key References: Stanley et al., 2013; Chidgzey, 2020, NZIER, 2016; NZHEA, 2021.

Figure 1. General assessment of (a). competitive advantage strategies, (b). Porter’s Five Forces Model and

(c). SWOT analysis on domestic supply of apricot (P. armeniaca) fruit for a fresh produce value chain using
publicly available information.
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Fruit Crop: Apricot (P. armeniaca)
(a). Economic Assessment

Conservative Farmgate Return = 30,000 kg fruit ha * NZ52.55 * 0.4 = NZ530,600 ha™
(b). Commercial Options

Consumer 4

Retailer
/ 4

Wholesaler / /
1 ;
! ;
§ i
! H

Manufacturer J

Air/Sea { /
Freight / i /

Secondary
Processing

®-0 00

Value Chain Activities

Primary
Processing
National In-Transit In-Country Re-Export

Producer
Local

On-Farm
Location of Value Chain Activities

Scenario B (0) — Local Domestic Market Supply

Scenario A (e) — Export of Primary Product
@ Is equivalent to Scenario A.

@ Produce is delivered to local retailers.

o On-farm production of fresh produce.
@ Produce is sold fresh by retailers to local

0 Produce would need to be packed at an export
certified packhouse locally or 9 nationally.

e Bulk of the packed produce would be air freighted
to fresh export markets in Australia, Europe and USA.

Sea-freight under trial.
0 In-country, the imported apricots distributed fresh

consumers, consumers passing through locality, or
from farm direct to consumers through local “Farmers

Markets”.

through eimport brokers, @ wholesalers, 0

retailers to @ consumers.

Key References: Stanley et al., 2013; Chidgzey, 2020, NZIER, 2016; NZHEA, 2021.

Figure 2. General assessment of (a). a conservative economic assessment, and (b). commercial options for
value chain activities and location of these activities for apricot (P. armeniaca), a fruit crop, using publicly

available information.
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Fair Use Photo by Pierre Bamin on unsplash.com

Quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa)

Strategic Context: Developing a differentiation strategy would be more feasible than a cost leadership
strategy given the small local production and the availability of imported product that could be grown at
scale. (Figure 3). Differentiation is most likely to occur around the quality of the grain product, health
benefits and credence attributes associated with integrated-pest management, or low environmental
impact. In South America, the genetic centre of diversity for quinoa, five ecotypes have been classified
based on geographic adaptation (Hinojosa et al., 2018). Depending on ecotype, quinoa is adapted to a
wide range of marginal soil conditions, including drought prone soils. Quinoa breeding is relatively recent
and only commenced in the 1970’s outside of the Andes (Zurita-Silva et al., 2014). In New Zealand, there
is a lack of locally developed cultivars. Quinoa grains provide potential benefits to human health, including
phytochemicals that have antioxidant and anti-inflammatory activities (Tang and Tsao, 2017). Within New
Zealand, growing grain crops outside the main regions of arable production could create issues in
accessing postharvest infrastructure, including firms that dry, clean and pack the crop (Leftfield innovation
Limited, 2020). Overseas, lifecycle analysis has shown 354 kg CO,.q was emitted to produce 1 t of quinoa
(Dehkordi and Forootan, 2020). This was similar to wheat, but lower than maize, rice, barley and rapeseed.

Economic Assessment: Based on import prices, quinoa is a relatively high value grain crop at about $4,000
t1in 2018 (Leftfield Innovation Limited, 2019). It was estimated that about 100 ha of a local quinoa crop
would be sufficient to replace the current import volume of about 400 t y. The report by Leftfield
Innovation for Our Land and Water, provides more details on the economic opportunities for this grain
crop. A conservative economic analysis is given in Figure 4, based on the global average yield and median
FOB export price.

Commercial Options: For a quinoa crop, one domestic market option was considered (Figure. 4). This was
based on import substitution using local processing facilities, where possible, to clean and dry the grain
The dried product would then go to a national manufacturer for packing or further processing, such as
producing flour, to then be supplied through domestic wholesale networks for distribution to retail and
consumers.
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Grain Crop: Quinoa (C. quinoa)

(a). Porter’s Competitive Advantage Strategies

Cost Leadership Strategy Differentiation Strategy

Challenging, as local producers would need scale in | Possible to develop a differentiation strategy, but this
the production, drying and packing of product. | would depend heavily on access to locally adapted
Imported product is readily available. cultivars that have sensory properties highly sought by
the consumer and can be grown sustainably under low
chemical input or organic growing systems.

(b). Porter’s Five Forces Analysis

Barriers to entry low for imported
product. Access to improved
cultivars adapted to New Zealand
limit domestic supply entrants.

3

Local producers may have limited

bareaini & b due Domestic competition is limited Bargaining power to buyers is high
argaining power to supply U€ to | g | 416 to small number of producers. | 4= due to ready access to imported
ready availability of imported supply
product. '

L

Longer term risk of substitution
due to wide diversity of novel grain
crops competing for the same or
similar consumers of quinoa based
products.

(c). SWOT Analysis

Strength: Quinoa is crop that is well suited V\(eakpesg: L'm't.ed range of Ioc_ally gdapted

to cooler parts of NZ and the grain has hlgh.yleldlr)g cultivars with the diversity of

growing consumer appeal. quality attributes needed for the market
requirements.

Opportunity: Substitution of imports with Threat: Cost competitiveness of local product

locally produced product, particularly with aga.ins.t imp'ort.s.from major g.lqbal producers

sustainable or organic growing systems. achieving significant productivity gains.

Key References: Hinojosa et al., 2018; Leftfield Innovation Limited, 2019; Zurita-Silva et al., 2014

Figure 3. General assessment of (a). competitive advantage strategies, (b). Porter’s Five Forces Model and

(c). SWOT analysis on domestic supply of quinoa (C. quinoa) grain for a food product value chain using
publicly available information.
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Grain Crop: Quinoa (C. quinoa)

(a). Economic Assessment

Conservative Farmgate Return = 3,000 kg grain ha* * NZ55.50 * 0.4 = NZ56,600 ha'

(b). Commercial Options

Consumer , e

Retailer e
Wholesaler e
8 !
:"g Manufacturer e
il
1%}
‘é Air/Sea
‘s Freight
S
v Secondary
- Processing
S
Primary
Processing /v e
Producer 0
On-Farm Local National In-Transit In-Country Re-Export
Scenario A (®) — Domestic Market Supply Scenario B (0) — n/a

0 On-farm production of an annual grain crop
that is harvest mechanically.

Q Harvest grain is dried locally.

6 Dried grain is supplied to a manufacturer for
cleaning and packing, as well as further processing
if required.

a Packed product is supplied to wholesalers for
distribution to e retailers, though to 6
consumers.

Key References: Hinojosa et al., 2018; Leftfield Innovation Limited, 2019; Zurita-Silva et al., 2014

Figure 4. General assessment of (a). a conservative economic assessment, and (b). a commercial option
for value chain activities and location of these activities on one scenario for quinoa (C. quinoa), a grain
crop option, using publicly available information.
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Fair Use Photo by Vraj Shah on unsplash.com

Arnica (Arnica montana L., A. chamissonis)

Strategic Context: In the short to medium term, it would be unlikely that a prospective local grower would
pursue a cost leadership strategy (Figure 5). Particularly, given the limited scale and local experience with
the crop, as well as a lack of germplasm with known performance by environment and management. Also,
local producers would be dependent on high-cost hand harvesting until specialised mechanical harvesting
systems has been developed or made available. The small scale of an industry to meet local supply may
limit the development of mechanised solutions beyond on-farm innovation. Developing a differentiation
strategy would be more feasible, but this would depend heavily on local manufacturers identifying
significant advantage in substituting imported dried flowerheads and extracts with local supply. For
example, would local product offer credence attributes that would be valued by the manufacturer and/or
consumer. Such as locally grown, organic certification, low biodiversity impact, a superior bioactive
phytochemical profile or free of adulterants. Adulteration of internationally traded A. montana with “false
arnica” Heterotheca inuloides are a significant issue for buyers of dried flowerheads (Walker and
Applequist, 2012). Disruptive technology, such as the production of the bioactive phytochemicals by
induced suspension cell cultures for mass culture in a bioreactor, could be a future risk to the supply of
these compounds from more traditional cultivation methods (Stefanache et al., 2013; Petrova et al.,
2014).

Economic Assessment: Little publicly available published information exists regarding economic returns
beyond that derived from global export prices (Appendix 1). The most accessible, provides data from a
survey in the United States of America and Germany over 4 years prior to 2016 (Grafner and Applequist,
2016). Here, after drying, wild harvest flowerheads are sold to wholesale manufacturers for NZ$16.90
kg™, reaching up to NZ$47.30 kg when exported. In New Zealand, the local market is currently based on
the manufacture and distribution of therapeutant products produced from raw, extract or finished
products. Annual demand in New Zealand could be up to 3 t y* of dried flowerheads at a price up to
NZ$100 kg (Smallfield and Douglas, 2008). Limited existing domestic supply makes it difficult to observe
the competitive advantage of a domestic supply of Arnica species flowerheads over imported supply. A
local producer considering this option would need to undertake more detailed due diligence with
potential value chain partners, particularly commercial manufacturers, and suppliers of therapeutant
products. The estimated farmgate costs are conservative and assume flowerhead drying occurs on-farm.
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Due to labour requirements, on-farm costs are expected to be high for harvesting, as well as nursery
production for planting stock. A conservative economic analysis is given in Figure 6, based on the global
average yield and median FOB export price.

Commercial Options: For an arnica crop, two domestic market options were considered (Figure 6). The
first was based on domestic market supply to substitute for imports, while the second was based on
domestic direct sales to consumers or end-users. For the first option, the manufacturer is likely to play a
significant role in the governance of the value chain given their role in determining the source of raw
material, processing of that material, product formulation, labelling and branding. In the second option,
the landowner could govern the value chain through direct marketing of the dried flowerheads to
consumers.

From a producer perspective, A. montana plants have successfully been grown in New Zealand research
plots, including the piloting of mechanical harvesting of flowers and rapid analytical measurement of the
bioactive phytochemicals of interest, namely sesquiterpene lactones (Douglas et al., 2004). Research
learnings have been translated into a grower handbook (Smallfield and Douglas, 2008). The main on-farm
product from a planting of A. montana is fresh fully opened flowerheads. After 2-3 years from planting,
flowerhead vyield can vary two-fold, reaching 260 kg ha, depending on propagation method, planting
time and fertilizer regime (Pijevljakusic et al., 2014). Selected cultivars could reach up to 1 t of dried
flowerheads (Smallfield and Douglas, 2008). A cooler micro-climate and higher exposure to ultraviolet —
B radiation can increase the flowerhead content of active phytochemicals, such as sesquiterpene lactones
(Spitaler et al., 2008). Once harvested at the right maturity, flowers could also be processed on-farm to
retain the active phytochemical content by using a shaded shed with adequate circulation of air or
dehydrator ovens operating at 40 °C (Asadi et al., 2020). Once dried, flowerheads could be supplied to a
national manufacturer who could extract active phytochemicals and then use these extracts to
manufacture various therapeutant formulations, such as tinctures, dried extracts, oils and salves (Kriplani
et al., 2017). The A. montana roots and rhizomes can also provide a source of bioactive phytochemicals
(Sutovski et al., 2014).

During manufacturing, the chemical composition of the raw dried flowerheads would need to be tested,
as would the extracts used to formulate the therapeutant products. These therapeutant formulations
could then be distributed through wholesale and retail to reach the consumer or end-user. Alternatively,
once the flower crop is dried on-farm, the dried product could be marketed directly to consumers and
end-users. However, there could be risks in this approach. Therapeutant products derived from Arnica
species are recognised as traditional plant medicines, however, questions remain regarding their efficacy,
particularly at higher doses while ensuring that treatments remain safe (Brito et al., 2012). Within New
Zealand, such therapeutants are not incorporated into a contemporary regulatory framework which is
both evidence-based and appropriate for such a longstanding therapeutant product (Clair, 2019). Without
regulatory guidelines, there is a risk that adverse effects such as contact sensitisation (Reider et al., 2002),
could be more prevalent when consumer prepared formulations or dose rates are not standardised to
account for variation in the active phytochemicals within the dried flowerheads of Arnica species.
Particularly as it is known that these active compounds can vary in relation to genotype, micro-climate,
cultivation management, harvest timing and drying protocol (Aiello et al., 2012; Asadi et al., 2020;
Pijevljakusic et al., 2014; Spitaler et al., 2008).
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Medicinal Crop: Arnica (A. montana L., A. chamissonis)

(a). Porter’'s Competitive Advantage Strategies

Cost Leadership Strategy

Differentiation Strategy

Challenging given the nascent experience with the
crop in New Zealand and its productivity, as well as
limited germplasm with known performance by
environment and management. Also, local producers
would be dependent on high-cost hand harvesting
until specialised commercially available mechanical
harvesting systems has been developed or made
available. The small scale of an industry to meet local
supply (equivalent to <10ha) could limit the
development of mechanised solutions beyond on-
farm innovation.

Possible to develop a differentiation strategy, but this
would depend heavily on local manufacturers identifying
significant advantage in substituting imported dried
flowerheads and extracts with local supply. For example,
would the local product offer credence attributes such as
locally grown, organic certification, superior bioactive
phytochemical profile or unadulterated raw material
that would be valued by the manufacturer and/or
consumer.

(b). Porter’s Five Forces Analysis

Barriersto entry include
limited access to local
germplasm with known
performance.

U

Local producers may have limited

bargaining power to supply unless

significant disruption to imported
supply of raw product.

Domestic competition is based
around niche providers of
therapeutants products based on
imported supply, including raw
material.

Bargaining power of buyers is
supported by growing demand for
traditional therapeutants for
human and animal health

LI

Longer-termrisk of substitution
by cell culture production of
active phytochemicals

(c). SWOT Analysis

Strength: Crop climatically suited to cooler or
higher elevation parts of NZ and commercial
quality has been produced in local trial sites.

Weakness: Labour intensive harvesting of
flowerheads and limited availability of germplasm
with known productivity and quality under NZ
conditions.

Opportunity: Sustainable production of cultivated
product that reduces dependency on wild
harvested Northern Hemisphere supply that can
impact on biodiversity loss.

Threat: Regulatory changes that require more
efficacy evidence for traditional medicines, and
risk of substitution by cell culture production

Key References: Asadi et al., 2020; Camelia, 2015; Kriplani et al., 2017; Sugier, 2007; Petrova et al., 2014;

Pljevljakusic et al., 2012.

Figure 5. General assessment of (a). competitive advantage strategies, (b). Porter’s Five Forces Model and

(c). SWOT analysis on domestic supply of arnica

(A. montana L., A. chamissonis) flowerheads for a

therapeutant-based product value chain using publicly available information.
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Medicinal Crop: Arnica (A. montana L., A. chamissonis)

(a). Economic Assessment

Conservative Farmgate Return = 500 kg dried flower head ha* * NZ520 * 0.4 = NZ54,000 ha™

(b). Commercial Options

Consumer @ e

Retailer
Wholesaler

Manufacturer
Air/Sea
Freight

Secondary
Processing

Value Chain Activities

Primary
Processing

Producer

On-Farm Local National In-Transit In-Country Re-Export

Location of Value Chain Activities

Scenario A (e) — Domestic Market Supply Scenario B (0) — Domestic Direct Sales

o On-farm production of a flower crop that is hand or @- @ Equivalent to Scenario A.
mechanically harvested December — January in New
Zealand. Roots could have potential for essential oil
production in the future.

@ Dried flowerheads are provided direct to
consumers and/or end-users for homemade
therapeutic preparations.

9 Fresh flowerheads are harvested and dried on-farm
using a shaded drying shed with air circulation or
dehydration at 40 °C.

9 Dried flowerheads are supplied to a domestic
manufacturer for extraction in ethanol, dried and
formulation into therapeutic preparations.

Manufactured products are supplied to ewholesalers
for: edistribution and 6 marketing to consumers
and/or end-users.

Key References: Asadi et al., 2020; Camelia, 2015; Kriplani et al., 2017; Sugier, 2007; Pljevljakusic et al, 2012

Figure 6. Summary of (a). a conservative economic assessment, and (b). commercial options for the
domestic supply of arnica (A. montana L., A. chamissonis) flowerheads for a therapeutant-based product
value chain using publicly available information.
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Hazelnut (Corylus avellana)

Strategic Context: Developing a differentiation strategy would be more feasible than a cost leadership
strategy given the small scale of production and the availability of imported product from Turkey, Europe
and the United States. (Figure 7). Differentiation is most likely to occur around the freshness and quality
of the local nuts as the globally traded product can be stored for several years. A growing body of research
is showing evidence of the health benefits of hazelnut consumption (Pema et al., 2016). The composition
of the hazelnut kernel can vary by cultivar and geographic origin, including compositional attributes
associated with health benefits (Krol and Ganter, 2020). In Australia, Ferrero, a large global confectionary
branded value chain, has invested in the development of a 2,000-ha planting of hazelnut trees to secure
supply (Holt and Murphy, 2017). In Europe, outbreaks of hazelnut bacterial blight have been on the
increase, causing up to 10% of young trees (1 — 4 years old) to be killed (Lamichane and Vavaro, 2013).
Modern hazelnut cultivation methods can significantly improve productivity (Silvestri et al., 2021).

Economic Assessment: In 2017, the domestic plantings of hazelnut was 278 ha, of which 90% was in the
South Island (StatsNZ). With a shelled hazelnut weight that is 33% of the in-shell weight and an in-shell
yield of 2.5 t ha, domestic production could be about 230 t. This is similar to import volumes that are
estimated at 250 t, assuming the bulk was shelled product. In-shell hazelnut prices range from NZS$3.0 —
NZ$4.50 kg™ to the local grower (www.hazelnutnurseries.co.nz/). A recent business case integrating
hazelnut into an existing arable farm estimated a capital investment of NZ$12,000 ha™ to establish and in
real terms, requiring a payback of 12 years (Lilley, 2021). A local cultivation guide is available
(https://treecrops.org.nz/). A conservative economic analysis is given in Figure 8, based on the global
average yield and median FOB export price.

Commercial Options: For hazelnut, two domestic market options were considered (Figure. 8). The first, a
domestic market supply, while the second, domestic direct sales to consumers. For the first option, access
to national processing and packing facility would be required. However, for North Island producers, the
bulk of processing capacity could be in the South Island, unless other facilities are accessed. For direct
sales, on-farm grown product could be sold direct in-shell or shelled via local distribution networks or
through mail-order and ‘farmer markets’.
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Nut Crop: Hazelnut (C. avellana)

(a). Porter’'s Competitive Advantage Strategies

Cost Leadership Strategy

Differentiation Strategy

Challenging, as local producers lack scale and proven
productivity compared to imported product.

Possible to develop a differentiation strategy, but this
would depend on marketing the fresh and local aspects,
as well as incorporation into high value functional foods
or culinary and confectionary products.

(b). Porter’s Five Forces Analysis

Barriers to entry low for imported
product, but access to improved

cultivars adapted to New Zealand
limit domestic supply entrants.

N

Local producers may have limited

bargaini ¢ v due t Domestic competition is limited Bargaining power to buyers is high
argaining power to supply dU€ f0 | gy | 4,0 to small number of producers. | 48 |  due to ready access to imported
ready availability of imported supplia
product. '

L

Longer term risk of substitution
due to wide diversity of processed
products that can utilise imported

supply.

(c). SWOT Analysis

Strength: High quality local product, that
can be marked fresh (<1 year old).

Weakness: Limited range of locally adapted
high yielding cultivars with the diversity of
quality attributes required for the market
requirements.

Opportunity: Increasing body of scientific
literature on health benefits.

Threat: Biosecurity risk of bacterial blight
introduction

Key References: Krol and Ganter, 2020; Lamichane and Vavaro, 2013; Silvestri et al., 2021,

Figure 7. General assessment of the focus of (a). competitive advantage strategies, (b). Porter’s Five Forces
Model and (c). SWOT analysis on domestic supply of hazelnut (C. avellana) for a food-based product value

chain using publicly available information.
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Nut Crop: Hazelnut (C. avellana)

(a). Economic Assessment

Conservative Farmgate Return = 2,000 kg dried in-shell nuts ha™ * NZ55.65 * 0.4 = NZ54,520 ha™*

(b). Commercial Options
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Key References: Krol and Ganter, 2020; Lamichane and Vavaro, 2013; Silvestri et al., 2021,

Figure 8. General assessment of (a). a conservative economic assessment, and (b). commercial options for
value chain activities and location of these activities for hazelnut (C. avellana), a nut crop, using publicly

available information.
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Garlic (Allium sativum)

Strategic Context: Developing a differentiation strategy would be more feasible than a cost leadership
strategy when cultivating this crop outside the main onion producing regions due to the need for access
to specialised cultivation and harvesting equipment, as well as postharvest facilities. (Figure 9).
Differentiation is most likely to occur around the quality of the fresh dried product, timing of product
availability, local supply, health benefits and credence attributes associated with integrated-pest
management, or organic production. Higher value products, such as black garlic, can be produced by
treating fresh bulbs under controlled high temperature and high relative humidity (Rios-Rios, et al., 2019).
This process can improve the biological activity and health benefits associated with garlic (Ryu and Kang,
2017). Black garlic needs to be tested after processing under standardised conditions to ensure bioactive
properties are enhanced (Kimura et al., 2017). Garlic rust is a significant pathogen on New Zealand crops
and a risk to productivity (Negash et al., 2018).

Economic Assessment: About NZ$10.7m of onions, shallots and garlic were imported into New Zealand in
2019 (StatsNZ). Locally, 178 ha of garlic was cultivated, producing a crop of 1, 200 t with a market value
of NZS$5.5m. (Aitken and Warrington, 2020). These figures indicate an average yield of 6.7 t ha?, at a
farmgate value of NZ$4.60 kg*. Bulb yields of 16 -17 t ha* have been achieved in experimental plots in
Central Otago and Southland (Mclntosh et al. 1992). A conservative economic analysis is given in Figure
10, based on the global average yield and median FOB export price.

Commercial Options: For a garlic crop, two domestic market options were considered (Figure. 10). The
first was based on a domestic market supply, while the second, on domestic direct sales to consumers or
end-users. For the first option, access to national wholesalers with domestic distribution networks would
be needed. For direct sales, on-farm grown product could be sold direct as dried bulbs to local distribution
networks or through mail-order and ‘farmer markets’.
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Vegetable Crop: Garlic (A. sativum)

(a). Porter’s Competitive Advantage Strategies

Cost Leadership Strategy Differentiation Strategy

Challenging, as local producers would be dependent | Possible to develop a differentiation strategy, but this
on mechanical cultivation and harvesting, as without | would depend heavily on creating a clear point of
that the crop can be very labour intensive. Most of | difference in quality, flavour or credence attributes
the current domestic growers are large scale | between imported products. Opportunities exist to
vegetable growers. develop higher value functional ingredients.

(b). Porter’s Five Forces Analysis

Barriers to entry low for imported
product

¥

Local producers may have limited
bargaining power to supply due to

Domestic competition is limited
due to small number of producers.

Bargaining power to buyers is high
due to ready access to imported

ready availability of imported supply.
product. '

1

Longer term risk of substitution
due to growing availability of
imported convenient forms of

semi-processed garlic

(c). SWOT Analysis

Weakness: Dependent on seasonal labour
for crop management and harvest, as
without scale, more difficult to access
mechanisation.

Strength: Local product can be high quality
and benefit from locally grown credence
attributes.

Threat: Maintaining access to effective
control of rust diseases for local product and
growing demand for imported semi-
processed garlic products.

Opportunity: Local farmers markets, direct
supply to consumers and low chemical input
production systems.

Key References: Aitken and Warrington, 2020; Mclintosh et al. 1992; Negash et al., 2018

Figure 9. General assessment of (a). competitive advantage strategies, (b). Porter’s Five Forces Model and
(c). SWOT analysis on domestic supply of garlic (A. sativum.) bulb for a vegetable-based product value
chain using publicly available information.
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Vegetable Crop: Garlic (A. sativum)

(a). Economic Assessment

Conservative Farmgate Return = 6,000 kg dried bulbs ha™ * NZ53.65 * 0.4 = NZ58,760 ha™*

(b). Commercial Options
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ﬁ On-farm production of a bulb crop. @- @ are equivalent to Scenario A.
9 Fresh bulbs are mechanically harvested or by @ Dried whole bulbs are supplied to local
hand and dried on-farm. wholesale for distribution to @ retailers, to @
consumers.

9 Dried whole bulbs are supplied to a national
Wholesaler for distribution through a range of
aretail outlets to e consumers.

Key References: Aitken and Warrington, 2020; Mcintosh et al. 1992; Negash et al., 2018

Figure 10. General assessment of (a). a conservative economic assessment, and (b). commercial options
for value chain activities and location of these activities on two scenarios for garlic (A. sativum), a
vegetable crop option, using publicly available information.
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Other Crops

Opportunities for Blueberry (Vaccinium spp.) in New Zealand have recently been reviewed under the Food
and Beverage Information Project (Coriolis, 2020). Key findings included opportunities to grow the
blueberry product category, but there is also a need to improve the efficiency of the supply chain and the
marketing of New Zealand blueberries. Supply chain integration within the New Zealand blueberry
industry has also recently been reviewed (Bezuidenhout, et al., 2020). Maori agribusiness engagement in
the blueberry industry is increasing, and bringing Maori values such as wairuatanga, aroha, whakapapa,
manaaki and kotahitanga into the partnerships across the supply chain to improve social, cultural and
environmental values alongside the economic activity. Other research on collectively owned Maori
businesses and enterprises, has also highlighted the benefits of applying Maori cultural principles to value
chains (Saunders et al., 2016; Mcintyre et al., 2019).

The main endemic species of manuka (Leptospermum scoparium) and kanuka (Kunzea ericoides)
harvested commercially can occur naturally in the three Taihape locations used in the current study
(McCathy, et al., 2019). Both medicinal crops can be grown as a source of honey or essential oils (Saunders
and Lay, 2017; Hikurangi Bioactives Ltd. Partnership, 2020). Market development is more advanced for
manuka than kanuka. Oil composition of both species, and associated therapeutic properties, can vary
significantly with the geographic location of the harvested plants (Maddocks-Jennings et al., 2005).
Information on the oil composition of manuka growing naturally near Taihape has been collated alongside
other New Zealand geographic locations (Douglas et al., 2001). Manuka oil composition can also vary
between juvenile and mature plants, as well as between seasons (Porter et al., 1997).

Maori and non- Maori landowners are establishing manuka and kanuka on their land blocks to provide
riparian plantings as well as accessible stands for oil production. Cultivated manuka can produce up to 5
tonnes per hectare of foliage. Depending on foliage quality, landowners/users can sell the foliage direct
to distillers for NZ$500 - NZ$600 per tonne, equating to a farmgate return of up to NZ$30,000 per hectare.
Depending on locality and access to oil distillery facilities, landowners/users may need to consider forming
value chain-oriented cooperatives to process foliage and market essential oils for manuka and/or kanuka.
Our Land and Water National Science Challenge has funded several publications on New Zealand value

31



chains with examples on different models and how value can be better shared to incentivise more
sustainable land use practices (Saunders et al., 2016; Mclintyre et al., 2019).

Other endemic species, such as ti kouka (Cordyline australis) and horopito (Pseudowintera colorata),
adapted to much of New Zealand’s hill country, could also be developed in the future as niche crop options
(Harris and Mann, 1994; Barillot et al., 2017).

For hemp (Cannabis spp.), as well as quinoa and other specialty grains and pulse crops, Our Land and
Water National Science Challenge has funded work on identifying opportunities based on the application
of ‘six’ filters spanning consumer insights through to the knowledge on how to grow the crops and their
environmental impact (Leftfield Innovation Limited, 2019.). For hemp, limited local data was available on
seed production yield and price as legalisation of hemp seed foods had only recently passed. Callaghan
Innovation have produced a ‘Hemp Seed Capability Roadmap’ to provide information and guidance from
seed production through to marketing (https://www.callaghaninnovation.govt.nz/). The Ministry for
Primary Industries also provides guidance on working within the regulatory requirements for hemp seed
as a food (MPI, 2020). In Australia, commercial seed yields range from 0.5 — 1 t ha™ (PIRSA, 2019). A fibre
crop can also be produced from hemp plants.

Chestnut was identified as a nut crop that was potentially suited to the Taihape trial sites. This crop is still
a minor crop in New Zealand, with about 85 ha planted in 2017 (StatsNZ). Chestnut has recently been
identified as an emerging crop opportunity in Australia (Coriolis, 2017). In 2016, Australia had over 1,300
ha planted, producing 1,200 t of in-shell nuts estimated to be worth A$7.30 kg*. A United States study
applying Porter’s five forces analysis found demand often exceed supply, production was dominated by
part-time or hobbyist producers who manually harvest the crop from the ground (Gold et al., 2006).
Barriers include a lack of information across the value chain, long payback, a shortage of commercial
nursery stock and concerns about pest and disease control. Porter’s competitive advantage methodology
was also applied to the Chilean chestnut industry (Joublan et al., 2005). The analysis identified a
competitive advantage for Chile as a Southern Hemisphere exporter of fresh nuts to the European and
North American markets but found no competitive advantage in processed chestnuts. The pollination
requirements of New Zealand and introduced chestnut cultivars is available (Klinac, et al., 1995). The
incidence of nut rot can be a significant postharvest issue and can vary between regions within New
Zealand (Osmonalieva et al., 2001).

Cultivated elderberry species include the black elderberry (Sambucus nigra) and eastern elderberry (S.
canadensis). S. nigra plants have successfully naturalised in the cooler parts of New Zealand through bird
dispersal to the extent that they are considered an invasive weed speed species (Williams, 2006). This
could pose a danger to biodiversity if the risk from bird dispersal is unable to be mitigated under
commercial cultivation. Both species can have a higher total antioxidant capacity when compared to
strawberry, raspberry and blueberry (Charlebois, 2007). S. nigra is a natural remedy against upper
respiratory disorders and has recently been shown to have anti-influenza activity (Torabian et al., 2019).
In the United States, a significant constraint on industry growth is a lack of regionally adapted cultivars,
high labour costs and an absence of suitable mechanical harvesting equipment (Cernusa et al., 2012).

Echinacea (Echinacea spp.) is a medicinal crop that has been evaluated in New Zealand (Parmenter et al.,
1992; Parmenter et al., 1997). Second year plant yields can range from 150 — 260 g m?, depending on
plant density and site. In Canterbury, dry root yield can reach 0.5 t ha™ in the first year, 1.9 t hal in the
second year, and 4.0t ha in the third year (Martin and Deo, 1997). A Canadian production guide provides
details on the commercial requirements and gives an example of cash flow for 5 hectares of echinacea
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produced over 10 years, including 5 years of rotation (Alberta Agriculture, Food and Rural Development,
2005). Although the bulk of the crop is grown in-field, the guide also covers newer hydroponic production
of roots that can have significant benefits on productivity and reduce the need for washing soil from roots.

Licorice (Glycyrrhiza glabra) is also a medicinal root crop that has been evaluated in New Zealand (Douglas
et al., 2004). Maximum yield was obtained at a density of 24,000 plants ha}, producing 17 -28 t ha in the
second and third year, with a glycyrrhizin content exceeding the minimum international standard. The
dried root is about 20% by weight of the fresh root weight. Weed control needs to be managed up to
canopy closure (Hartley, 1996). About 1,377 t of dried roots worth NZS5.3m was imported from China,
Afghanistan and Australia into Japan in 2007 for processing to extract glycyrrhizin (Hayashi and Sudo,
2009). This quantity is lower than in previous decades as the major producing countries have increased
domestic processing of the root to export glycyrrhizin extracts to Japanese pharmaceutical companies.
For New Zealand, the bulk of the dried root product could be exported to a country like Australia or China
(depending on phytosanitary requirements) for extraction of glycyrrhizin and then the extract re-exported
to Japan (Figure 11). Depending on scale, extraction could also occur in New Zealand.
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Figure 11. Example of value chain activities and location of these activities on two scenarios for licorice
(G. glabra), a medicinal crop option, using publicly available information.

The EcoCrop analysis also identified a range of woody forage and forest tree species that were excluded
from the current project. A recent study considered vegetation options for increasing resilience in New
Zealand pastoral hill country (Tozer et al., 2021). This work has highlighted the option of introducing
woody forage shrubs into hill country pasture systems as a way of increasing farm profitability and
resilience to economic and climate-related vulnerabilities. A site specific EcoCrop analysis also could be
applied to identify crop suitability for each of the exotic woody forage species identified in that study.

Local trial sites can provide good information to help ground-truth suitable crop options identified by the
EcoCrop model. For example, in the Taihape case study area, landowners had been piloting a small
commercial garlic planting to evaluate productivity and test marketing. On another land block,
commercial plantings of quinoa are being evaluated in sufficient volume to provide product for market
development. Given EcoCrop is based on globally available climate data for a given site, rather than
factors such as local micro-climatic, pest and pathogen pressure and soil quality, these local trial sites can
assist in the screening of potential crop options by providing exposure of the crop to these site-specific
factors, as well as providing product for the evaluation of quality and commercial value chain options.

33



m N0 e, PR/ ;{

e

Fair Use Photos by Scott Blake on unsplash.com

Additional Tools

A significant proportion of the hill country land in the study area is Whenua Maori, primarily Maori
customary and freehold land. Manaaki Whenua — Landcare Research has developed a Whenua Maori
visualisation tool in conjunction with data from Maori Land Online provided by Te Tahi o te Ture - Ministry
of Justice at https://whenuaviz.landcareresearch.co.nz/. For a given Maori land block, this tool can
provide site specific information on land use capability, land cover, climate and soil properties. This
information can be used to ground truth the suitability of crops identified using the methodologies
outlined earlier in this report.

Access to site-specific information on land use capability, land cover, climate and soil properties for any
location in New Zealand is available using the online mapping tool located at the LRIS portal
(https://Iris.scinfo.org.nz/). Data layers for the production potential indicator for New Zealand land is also
available in association with the original research published on the indicator (Harris et al., 2021). Spatial
land use data and environmental data is also available from the Ministry for the Environment data portal
(https://data.mfe.govt.nz/). S-map, has been integrated into the LRIS portal, and is based on combining
traditional and digital soil mapping techniques that enable end-users to access highly customised spatial
data, maps and factsheets for New Zealand soils (Lilburne et al., 2012). This data is important for further
assessing site suitability for crop species identified by the EcoCrop-based analysis.

Taihoro Nukurangi National Institute of Water and Atmospheric Research has produced a series of maps
that provide the spatial distribution of growing potential for selected crop and tree species using climate,
soil and topography data at https://niwa.co.nz/gallery/crop-and-tree-species-growing-potential  (Tait,
2010). The underlying GIS data raster files can be purchased at https://niwa.co.nz/climate/research-
projects/national-and-regional-climate-maps (Wratt et al., 2006). An online interactive simulation of
climate change related production variability of kiwifruit in New Zealand between 1971 and 2100 is
available at https://well-shny-vp.shinyapps.io/CCll/ (Tait et al.,2018).

Web-based tools, supported by cloud-based data analytics, are also becoming more available to
undertake crop climate suitability mapping for specific geographic locations (Peter et al., 2020). For
example, twenty-one crops, including quinoa, are currently available for near instantaneous climate
suitability mapping using an experimental online interface at https://cropniche.cartoscience.com/ .
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To identify site suitability for crops not included in the EcoCrop database, another set of open sources of
tools can be used. These tools are DIVA-GIS software (https://www.diva-gis.org/) and the online Global
Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF) database located at https://www.gbif.org/ (Ward, 2007; Telenius,
2011). For example, Szechuan pepper tree (Zanthoxylum simulans Hance) was a crop species suggested

by a landowner/user respondent during the MCDM workshop in the second phase of this project
(McCarthy et al., 2021). Although this crop was not included in the EcoCrop database, it was possible to
use the GBIF database to view a map and access data on geographic locations where this species had been
reported to occur around the world. In this case, the database held 844 occurrences of the Szechuan
pepper tree, including two occurrences in New Zealand, Bay of Plenty and Gisborne. By retrieving the
geographic locations of these 844 occurrences from the GBIF database, the DIVA-GIS software could be
used to import the occurrence data, and then predict sites with climatic conditions that could be suitable
for Szechuan pepper tree, including locations within New Zealand. A landowner/user can then geolocate
their own land block in the software to determine the crop suitability for that site.

While EcoCrop can be described as tool is based on ecological suitability of crops, Maxent, a machine
learning tool, is based on socioeconomic suitability of crops (Moller et al., 2021). Here, existing spatial
locations on where farmers have registered specific crops under European Union Policy are mapped on
to existing soil maps and used to extract 30 soil-related attributes that can then be used to train a machine
learning algorithm. Next, the trained model predicts the suitability for a given crop on locations not under
cultivation by that same crop. When compared against EcoCrop, the Maxnet spatial suitability for a given
crop could differ. This work highlights opportunities for further development of these types of models
under the New Zealand S-Map and LRIS portals. These portals could provide more accessibility for
landowners/users and rural professions to such socioeconomic suitability models for crops.

EcoPort (www.ecoport.org) is a knowledge management system that facilitates access to information

about plant and insect species, including links to over 550 medicinal and aromatic plant species (Griffee,
2006). The sites also include photo records of species and location of where and when photos of species
are collected. Te Mana Rahui Taiao Environmental Protection Authority (https://www.epa.govt.nz/)

provides The Plants Biosecurity Index that contains the list of plants legally allowed in New Zealand.

A portal to access free data relating to New Zealand, including the existing planted area of specific crops,
as well as exports or imports is available through the figure.nz (https://figure.nz/) website. Much of the
data relating to crops is sourced through Tatauranga Aoetearoa Statistics New Zealand
(https://www.stats.govt.nz/) .

To support the M3ori agribusiness sector and Maori landowners/users, a growing range of Kaitiakitanga
tools have or are being developed (Hutchings et al., 2017). These tools have the potential to add value to
the Maori agribusiness sector through the translation of existing knowledge as well as the development
of Maori knowledge and science tools. Application of Kaitiakitanga tools to all three parts of the current
project could significantly enrich both the process and outcomes of identifying site specific crop options
for integration into hill country land. Particularly important for M3ori landowners/users, there are also
likely to be benefits for non- Maori landowners/users as well.

Ministry for Primary Industries has been working with Maori landowners/users to develop tools to assist
the development of Maori land into production options (KPMG, 2015). This includes frameworks for
planning, collaboration, access to investment, value chain development and the building of required skills,
knowledge and networks at the governance and operational levels.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Site-Specific Crop Options Process Effectiveness

In the first project phase, by combining three open-source software tools, the selection of potential crops
suitable to the three Taihape-based geographic sites were able to be identified. This crop selection was
based under two scenarios, with and without irrigation, using a suitability index value > 0.5, as calculated
from the EcoCrop model running under three open-source software tools. Initial landowner/user
feedback had indicated five main crop groupings of interest: fruit, grains, medicinal, nuts and vegetables.
Across the five crop groupings, 49 potential plant species were selected. Based on landowner/user group
feedback, this list included three additional crops of interest not already in the EcoCrop database.

The three open-source software tools need to run the site-specific crop options process were readily
available. A protocol to install and run this suite of software was collated so that the process could be
replicated by landowners/users and rural professions (Appendix 1) on their own personal computers.
Ongoing global development of online and cloud-based tools could make this process even easier for
landowners/users and rural professions (https://cropniche.cartoscience.com/).

Multi-Criteria Decision-Making Process Effectiveness

The selected list of crops was then provided for the second project phase; the multicriteria decision
making process. In this multi-criteria decision-making process, the landowner or model user reduced the
list of crop options to a smaller set to suit their preferences. In some cases, the landowner/user added
crops that were not identified by EcoCrop-based analysis that had been applied prior to the multi-criteria
analysis. The multi-criteria decision-making process, reported separately, provided a shorter list of crop
options for a business case assessment in the third project phase.

Publicly available yield and FOB trade prices, accessed through global databases or literature, could be
obtained for most of the potential crop options identified by the site-specific crop options process
(https://earthstat.org; https://comtrade.un.org). This allowed indicative farmgate returns to be
calculated and provided at the multi-criteria decision-making workshops. Similarly, where available, crop
fact sheets were also provided at the workshops.
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Overall, from the purposes of ground-truthing the potential crop options identified by the site-specific
process, landowner/user participants were able to screen out options that were unlikely to be suited to
their own geographic locations due to factors such as soil type, out of season frosts or fit with other land-
use activity. In addition, the workshop participants were able to identify three additional crops not already
contained in the EcoCrop database that could be suited to the given geographic locations. This included
an endemic species, manuka, that is adapted to the locality, and is already an emerging export industry
providing honey and essential oil.

The multi-criteria decision-making process was effective at reducing the initial potential list of crop
options from 49 crop species to 15. This was approximately 30% of the initial list of crop options that had
been identified in the site-specific crop options process. This reduced the number of crops that were
needed to be considered using the value chain-based business case process.

Value Chain-Based Business Case Process Effectiveness

From the earlier two phases of this project, four fruit, two grain, five medicinal, two nut and two vegetable
crops were shortlisted. Of these crops, apricot, quinoa, arnica, hazelnut and garlic were selected to
provide case studies from each of the five product groupings. Typically, the multi-criteria decision-making
process resulted in a shortlist of about five potential crop options per model user. These five selected
crops in the current example are not intended to be recommendations and were provided to illustrate
the process of applying a value chain-based business case assessment for the value chain-based business
case assessment.

Value chain mapping was used, in most cases, to identify two potential commercial options per crop. This
mapping also identified where governance influence could lie within a given value chain option. Across
each of these elements, publicly available open-access publications were able to be used to inform these
assessments. This analysis can be undertaken more easily now as global open-access initiatives have
significantly improved the accessibility of scientific papers and reports for landowners/users and rural
professionals.

The value chain mapping exercise was effective in identifying suitable locational requirements of
processing options for a given crop once it had been grown and produced on a block of land. This is
particularly important as the lack of access to suitable processing facilities is a major limitation that has
been identified in previous regional economic development studies on crop diversification options
(Leftfield Innovation Ltd., 2020; The Catalyst Group Limited, 2014). For examples such as arnica and
hazelnut, the harvested flowerheads and nuts, respectively, can be naturally air-dried under shade on-
site. In contrast, products such as manuka, require specialised steam distillation equipment operated by
skilled operators to process cut foliage (Saunders and Lay, 2017). To avoid high transport costs, such a
process plant would need to be located close enough to the sources of biomass within a production area.
To ensure sufficient crop volume to operate efficiently would also require coordination between groups
of landowners/users within a region.

From the earlier two phases of this project, four fruit, two grain, five medicinal, two nut and two vegetable
crops were shortlisted. Of these crops, apricot, quinoa, arnica, hazelnut and garlic were selected to
provide examples from each of the five product groupings for the value chain-based business case
analysis. The selection of these crop species, or any of the other crop species discussed in this report are
not intended to indicate that any of these species are recommended or are endorsed as crop options for
any landowner/user and should not be considered as such without being analysed in more detail in
conjunction with appropriate professional advice.
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The strategic context assessment found that each of the crops would need to be orientated towards
commercialisation based on a differentiation rather than cost leadership strategy. This result was due to
factors such as a lack of scale, high dependency on manual labour, scarcity of previous commercial
experience with a given crop or limited access to germplasm with known productivity advantages. For
many of the medicinal crops, New Zealand product would compete with products produced in developing
nations, often from the harvest of natural populations (Hishe, et al., 2016). Also, these supply chains can
be long, with many intermediaries, but also well developed and specialised.

Value chain mapping identified import substitution as a potential commercial option for a high proportion
of the crops assessed. Previously, under Our land and Water, work on grain and pulses has highlighted
this as an option for the establishment of a local market to enable land use diversification (Leftfield
Innovation Ltd., 2019). This could occur by the producer providing either a raw product or partially
processed product to a manufacturer for subsequent distribution to consumers, or the producer providing
the product in a form suitable for direct distribution to consumers. Other commercial options included
products for export in a fresh, semi-processed or final form.

This work has highlighted that open-source software tools can enable a landowner/user and/or their
network of rural professionals to identify a set of site-specific crop options for further assessment. By
applying multi-criteria decision-making tools in collaboration with the landowner/user this list of crop
options can further be reduced by considering local knowledge regarding the site as well as understanding
of the owners’ values and business itself. The work has also highlighted that additional publicly available
information can be assembled into a generalised value chain-based business assessment tool to shorten
the list of site-specific crop options that may warrant more in-depth analysis using less easily accessible
and possibly more costly proprietary sources of information.

Regional economic development initiatives can assist the next stages of this process. In the case of the
endemic species of manuka and kanuka, funding of detailed handbooks on crop establishment, harvesting
and processing requirements, as well as recent costs and returns can provide information for a
landowner/user or rural professional to undertake a more detailed business case assessment (Saunders
and Lay, 2017; Hikurangi Bioactives Ltd. Partnership, 2020). Funding of a series of reports on the wider
food value chain are also another example of resources that are available for assisting in the development
of a more detailed business case (www.coriolisresearch.com).

Learnings from the multi-criteria decision-making process have highlighted that process could benefit
from having prior access to some or all of the information summarised by the value chain-based business
case process. As the site-specific crop options process identified 49 potential crop options, it would be a
significant undertaking to manually collate, annotate and summarise the information that the multi-
criteria decision-making process could require prior to that process commencing. The value chain-based
business case process, using manually sourced publicly available information, benefited from the multi-
criteria decision-making process reducing the initial list of 49 potential crops down to a shortlist of 15
potential crops (or 5 potential crops per land block).

Advances in text mining for evidence-based medicine can enable automated annotation and
summarisation of portable document formats of scientific papers and reports by using machine learning
methods (Kuiper et al., 2014). Essentially, these are the same types of documents that have been reviewed
in the current value chain-based business case process. At a national level, there could be a case for the
application of text mining to replace manual extraction and synthesis of information relating to options
for land use diversification. A common pool of up-to-date automated and summarised information on
land use diversification options relevant to New Zealand could be used for the multi-criteria decision-
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making process. This would then allow more resources to be focused on detailed business case
development and, where applicable, implementation.

There is arole for the integration or application of New Zealand-centric databases, such as those provided
by the LRIS, S-Map and MFE data portals to assist in customising crop suitability selection to local soils and
land use capability.

Landowners/users were able to identify potentially suitable plant species that were absent from the
EcoCrop database. These included three medicinal crops, including manuka, a species endemic to New
Zealand. Improved accessibility of Geo-Tiff data layers from previous crop suitability studies in New
Zealand, would allow some of these data sets to be applied within open-source tools used in the current
study. For example, the work on crop and tree species growing potential based on climate, soil and
topographic information (Tait, 2010).

As many of the crop suitability models use globally derived data, there could be biosecurity risks to New
Zealand where some of the plant species identified as potentially suitable to a given local geographic
location could naturalise. The modelling approach would benefit from integration with local biosecurity
and environmental weed risk databases.

Recommendations

e Landowner/user-centric tools that enable site-specific identification of potential climate suitable crop
options should be considered part of the transitional process needed to achieve “a future in which
landscapes contain mosaics of land uses that are more resilient, healthy and prosperous than today”.

e Availability of tools are essential for transitional processes. The landowner/user-centric tools need to
be open-source, open-access and easy to use under a range of rural internet connectivity.

e Access to relevant data is crucial. There is a role for central and local government to build on existing
open-data initiatives to improve access and content of New Zealand specific spatial datasets that
strengthen the landowner/user-centric tools for site-specific crop option identification.

e  Better information and analysis are needed to support landowner/user decision-making processes.
A role exists for collaboration between the public, non-government organisations and the private
sector to consider the application of advances in text mining to replace manual extraction and
synthesis of information relating to options for land use diversification.

e Effectiveness of tools will depend on awareness and capability. Utilisation of existing industry, training
and rural professional networks should be considered as part of the process to improve access and
uptake of landowner/user-centric tools for site-specific crop option identification.

e Joined-up initiatives are needed to support land use transitional processes. The bottom-up approach
used in the landowner/user-centric tools should be seen as complimentary and not a substitute to
the top-down national, regional and industry programmes.

e Development of value-chains for new crops or existing crops in new localities is a long-term
undertaking. Additional, policy work is needed between government, non-government organisations
and the private sector on how to better facilitate land-use transition based on viable and sustainable
crop-based value chains.

39



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The research team thanks Our Land and Water National Science Challenge (https://ourlandandwater.nz/)
for providing funding for this research under their Rural professionals Fund.

The engagement, participation and support provided by the farmers in the Taihape locality who
responded to the survey and participated in the workshops was most appreciated.

Many thanks to Rita Batley from The Taihape Farmer Group associated with the project for her assistance
in contacting local farmers regarding involvement in the project.

We acknowledge the contribution of Alistair Mowat for providing the lists of suitable crops developed in
the first phase of the project, and for sourcing crop information and reviewing the report.

REFERENCES

Adornado, H.A. and Yoshida, M., 2008. Crop suitability and soil fertility mapping using geographic information
system (GIS). Agricultural Information Research, 17(2), pp.60-68. https://doi.org/10.3173/air.17.60
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/air/17/2/17 2 60/ pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Aiello, N., Bontempo, R., Vender, C., Ferretti, V., Innocenti, G. and Dall’Acqua, S., 2012. Morpho-quantitative and
qualitative traits of Arnica montana L. wild accessions of Trentino, Italy. Industrial Crops and Products, 40,
pp.199-203. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2012.03.013
https://www.academia.edu/download/60395221/j.indcrop.2012.03.01320190825-18982-1175cyj.pdf accessed
20/6/2021 accessed 20/6/2021.

Aitken, A.G. and I.J. Warrington, 2020. Fresh Facts: New Zealand horticulture 2020. A report compiled by Martech
Consulting Group Limited for Plant and Food Research. https://freshfacts.co.nz/files/freshfacts-2020.pdf
accessed 20/6/2021.

Alberta Agriculture, Food and Rural Development, 2005. Commercial Echinacea Production. ISBN 0-7732-6074-9.
https://www1.agric.gov.ab.ca/SDepartment/deptdocs.nsf/all/agdex10531/SFILE/188 20 1.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Asadi, M., Nejad Ebrahimi, S., Hatami, M. and Hadian, J., 2020. Changes in secondary metabolite contents of Arnica
chamissonis in response to different harvest time, flower developmental stages and drying methods. Journal of
Medicinal Plants, 19(76), pp.69-88.
http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jmp.19.76.69 http://imp.ir/files/site1/user files 8d9738/mhatami-A-10-1757-2-
ae9chff.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Athearn, K., Jarnagin, D., Sarkhosh, A., Popenoe, J. and Sargent, S., 2021. Elderberry and Elderflower (Sambucus spp):
Markets, Establishment Costs, and Potential Returns. EDIS, 2021(2), pp.7-7.
https://journals.flvc.org/edis/article/download/123408/129445 accessed 20/6/2021.

Atkins, T.A. and Morgan, E.R., 1989. Modelling the effects of possible climate change scenarios on the phenology
of New Zealand fruit crops. Acta Horticulturae, 276, pp. 201-208.
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.1990.276.22

40



Barillot, C., Davis, C. and Cock, |.E., 2017. Pseudowintera colorata (Raoul) Dandy hydro-alcohol leaf extract inhibits
bacterial triggers of some autoimmune inflammatory diseases. Pharmacognosy Communications, 7(4), pp.164-
171. https://research-repository.griffith.edu.au/bitstream/handle/10072/404848/Cock496368-
Published.pdf?sequence=3 accessed 20/6/2021.

Barnes, J., Anderson, L.A., Gibbons, S. and Phillipson, J.D., 2005. Echinacea species (Echinacea angustifolia (DC.) Hell.,
Echinacea pallida (Nutt.) Nutt., Echinacea purpurea (L.) Moench): a review of their chemistry, pharmacology and
clinical properties. Journal of Pharmacy and Pharmacology, 57(8), pp.929-954.
https://doi.org/10.1211/0022357056127 https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1211/0022357056127
accessed on 20/6/2021.

Bayne, Karen, and Alan Renwick. 2021. "Beyond Sustainable Intensification: Transitioning Primary Sectors through
Reconfiguring Land-Use" Sustainability 13, no. 6, pp. 3225.
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13063225 https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/13/6/3225/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Bezuidenhout, C. N. (ed.), Martin, M. R., Williams, A. H., Peiris, A., Wood, K. I. A,, Zhang, T., Shea, G. T., Lavelua, T.
D., Cosgrove, M. J. N., Forman, J. S., Paranjape, M., Kodikara, D. R. T., Dalglish, P., Weng, L., Cosson, |., Raza, S.,
Claydon, J. E. D., Kour, H., Kathara, R. D. (2020) A Scholarly Review of Supply Chain Integration within the New
Zealand Blueberry Industry. ISBN 978-0-473-55778-2, Massey University, New Zealand, 82p.
https://mro.massey.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10179/15875/A%20Scholarly%20Review%200f%20Supply%20Chai
n%20Integration%20within%20the%20New%20Zealand%20Blueberry%20Industry.pdf?sequence=3&isAllowed
=y accessed 20/6/2020.

Brewer, T.D., Andrew, N.L., Sharp, M.K., Thow, A.M., Kottage, H. and Jones, S., 2020. A method for cleaning trade
data for regional analysis: The Pacific Food Trade Database (version 2, 1995-2018), Pacific Community Working
Paper.
https://www.spc.int/DigitalLibrary/Doc/SDD/Other/2020/A method for cleaning trade data for regional a
nalysis/PFTD. V2.0 SPC working paper 18th November 2020.pdf accessed in 20/6/2020.

Brito, N., Knipschild, P. and Doreste-Alonso, J., 2014. Systematic review on the efficacy of topical Arnica montana
for the treatment of pain, swelling and bruises. Journal of Musculoskeletal Pain, 22(2), pp.216-223.
https://doi.org/10.3109/10582452.2014.883012 accessed on the 20/6/2020.

Camelia, S.A.V.A., 2015. Arnica montana L. as a medicinal crop species. Scientific Papers Series-Management,
Economic Engineering in Agriculture and Rural, 6, pp.303-307.
http://managementjournal.usamv.ro/pdf/vol.15 4/Art45.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Cernusca, M.M., Gold, M.A. and Godsey, L.D., 2012. Using the Porter model to analyze the US elderberry
industry. Agroforestry systems, 86(3), pp.365-377. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-012-9546-0

Charlebois, D., 2007. Elderberry as a medicinal plant. Issues in new crops and new uses. ASHS Press, Alexandria, VA,
pp.284-292. https://hort.purdue.edu/newcrop/ncnu07/pdfs/charlebois284-292.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Charlebois, D., Byers, P.L, Finn, C.E. and Thomas, A.L, 2010. 4 Elderberry: Botany, Horticulture,
Potential. Horticultural Reviews, 37(4), pp.214-280. https://pubag.nal.usda.gov/download/47014/PDF accessed
20/6/2021.

Ciganovi¢, P., Jakimiuk, K., Tomczyk, M. and Zovko Konci¢, M., 2019. Glycerolic licorice extracts as active
cosmeceutical ingredients:  Extraction optimization, chemical characterization, and biological
activity. Antioxidants, 8(10), 445.
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox8100445 https://www.mdpi.com/2076-3921/8/10/445/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Clair, S., 2019. The challenges in regulating traditional plant medicines in the era of contemporary evidence-based
health policy. PhD Thesis, University of Canterbury, New Zealand.

41



https://ir.canterbury.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10092/15200/LLM%20thesis%20-
%20Peter%20Harris.pdf?sequence=1 accessed 20/6/2021.

Confalonieri, R., Francone, C., Cappelli, G., Stella, T., Frasso, N., Carpani, M., Bregaglio, S., Acutis, M., Tubiello, F.N.
and Fernandes, E., 2013. A multi-approach software library for estimating crop suitability to
environment. Computers and Electronics in Agriculture, 90, pp.170-175.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compag.2012.09.016
https://www.openaccessrepository.it/record/22808/files/fulltext.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Coriolis, 2017. New opportunities in new and emerging agricultural industries in Australia. Report to the Rural
Industries Research and Development Corporation.
https://coriolisresearch.com/pdfs/coriolis_agf 01 GROW_ALL v102 LR.pdf accessed 20/06/2021.

Coriolis, 2020. Opportunities in the New Zealand blueberry industry. Final report commissioned by the Ministry of
Business, Innovation and Employment as part of the Emerging Growth Opportunities, Food and Beverage
Information  Project. https://www.mbie.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/coriolis-ifab-2020-ego-blueberries.pdf
accessed 20/6/2021.

Dastgheib, F. and Frampton, C., 2000. Weed management practices in apple orchards and vineyards in the South
Island of New Zealand. New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural Science, 28(1), pp.53-58.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.2000.9514122
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.2000.9514122 accessed 20/6/2021.

Dehkordi, A.L. and Forootan, M., 2020. Estimation of energy flow and environmental impacts of quinoa cultivation
through life cycle assessment methodology. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 27(17), pp.21836-
21846. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-08576-9 https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s11356-
020-08576-9.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Derraik, J.G., 2008. New Zealand manuka (Leptospermum scoparium; Myrtaceae): a brief account of its natural
history and human perceptions. New Zealand Garden Journal, 11(2), pp.4-8.
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.608.2849&rep=rep1&type=pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Dorner, Z., Djanibekov, U., Soliman, T., Stroombergen, A., Kerr, S., Fleming, D.A., Cortés-Acosta, S. and Greenhalgh,
S., 2018. Land-use change as a mitigation option for climate change. Report to the Biological Emissions Reference
Group. Wellington, New Zealand. https://www.motu.nz/assets/Documents/our-work/environment-and-
agriculture/agricultural-economics/agricultural-greenhouse-gas-emissions/Land-use-change-as-a-mitigation-
option-BERG-report.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Dodd, M.B., McDowell, R.W. and Quinn, J.M., 2016. A review of contaminant losses to water from pastoral hill lands
and mitigation options. NZGA: Research and Practice Series, 16, pp.137-147.
https://doi.org/10.33584/rps.16.2016.3269
https://www.nzgajournal.org.nz/index.php/rps/article/download/3269/2893 accessed 20/6/2021.

Douglas, J.A., 1997. Commercialising new crops. In New Crops: New Products: New Opportunities for Australian
Agriculture. Editors B.C Imrie, R.A. Bray, I. M. Wood and R.J. Fletcher. Rural Industries Research and Development
Corporation, Australia. Volume 1, pp. 67-76.
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.198.1364&rep=rep1&type=pdf#tpage=34 accessed
20/6/2021.

Douglas, J.A., Douglas, M.H., Lauren, D.R., Martin, R.J., Deo, B., Follett, J.M. and Jensen, D.J., 2004. Effect of plant
density and depth of harvest on the production and quality of licorice (Glycyrrhiza glabra) root harvested over 3
years. New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural Science, 32(4), pp.363-373.

42



https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.2004.9514317
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.2004.9514317 accessed 20/6/2021.

Douglas, M., Anderson, R., Van Klink, J., Perry, N. and Smallfield, B., 2001. Defining North Island manuka chemotype
resources. Crop and Food Research Report 447, pp.1-13.
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Nigel Perry/publication/237777574 Defining North Island_manuka c
hemotype resources/links/56eled2908ae4e3e94281f00/Defining-North-Island-manuka-chemotype-
resources.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

EarthStat Database for Harvested Area and Yield for 175 Crops in Year 2000. http://www.earthstat.org/

Elnashar, Abdelrazek, Mohamed Abbas, Hassan Sobhy, and Mohamed Shahba, 2021. Crop Water Requirements and
Suitability Assessment in Arid Environments: A New Approach. Agronomy, 11(2), 260.
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11020260 https://www.mdpi.com/2073-4395/11/2/260/pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Gafner, S. and Applequist, W., 2016. on Adulteration of Arnica montana. ABC-AHP-NCNPR Botanical Adulterants
Program.
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Stefan-
Gafner/publication/308401059 Arnica Botanical Adulterants Bulletin/links/57e2caf908ae0e3158a6b717/Arn
ica-Botanical-Adulterants-Bulletin.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Gerard, P.J., Barringer, J.R.F., Charles, J.G., Fowler, S.V., Kean, J.M., Phillips, C.B., Tait, A.B. and Walker, G.P., 2013.
Potential effects of climate change on biological control systems: case studies from New
Zealand. BioControl, 58(2), pp.149-162. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-012-9480-0
https://www.academia.edu/download/44017261/Potential effects of climate change on b20160322-
28848-1jzargi.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Golban, A., 2015. The analysis of competitiveness and competitive advantage of the horticultural production from
the Republic of Moldova: challenges and opportunities. Agricultural Economics and Rural Development, New
Series, Year XIl, no. 1, p. 27-43.
http://dspace.uasm.md/bitstream/handle/123456789/4275/golban_27-43.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
accessed 20/6/2021.

Gold, M.A.,, Cernusca, M.M. and Godsey, L.D., 2006. Competitive market analysis: chestnut
producers. HortTechnology, 16(2), pp.360-369.
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTTECH.16.2.0360
https://journals.ashs.org/horttech/downloadpdf/journals/horttech/16/2/article-p360.xml accessed 20/6/2021

Great South Crop for Southland Resources. https://greatsouth.nz/

Griffee, P.J., 2006, An overview of FAO" s work on medicinal and aromatic plants (maps) with particular reference to
Ecocrop and Ecoport. Acta Horticulturae, 720, pp. 23-26. https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2006.720.1

Grundy, T., 2006. Rethinking and reinventing Michael Porter's five forces model. Strategic Change, 15(5), pp.213-
229. https://doi.org/10.1002/jsc.764
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.889.4825&rep=repl&type=pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Halloy, S.R., 1999. The dynamic contribution of new crops to the agricultural economy: is it predictable. Perspectives
on New Crops and New Uses, pp.53-59.
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.408.7872&rep=rep1&type=pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

43



Harris, W., and J. D. Mann (1994) Preliminary investigation of the suitability of Cordyline australis (Asphodelaceae)
as a crop for fructose production, New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural Science, 22(4), 439-
451. https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.1994.9513856
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.1994.9513856?needAccess=true accessed
20/6/2021.

Harris, S., McDowell, R.W., Lilburne, L., Laurenson, S., Dowling, L., Guo, J., Pletnyakov, P., Beare, M. and Palmer, D.,
2021. Developing an indicator of productive potential to assess land use suitability in New
Zealand. Environmental and Sustainability Indicators, p.100128.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indic.2021.100128
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2665972721000295/pdfft?md5=e309dd308c0f39e4e6235
84bcfa592a8&pid=1-52.0-52665972721000295-main.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Hartley, M.J., 1996, August. Weed control in licorice. In Proceedings of the New Zealand Plant Protection Conference,
49, pp. 169-172.
https://nzpps.org/ journal/index.php/pnzppc/article/download/11413/11263 accessed 20/6/2021.

Hayashi, H. and Sudo, H., 2009. Economic importance of licorice. Plant Biotechnology, 26(1), pp.101-104.
https://doi.org/10.5511/plantbiotechnology.26.101
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/plantbiotechnology/26/1/26 1 101/ pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Henderson, K. and Hutchinson, W., 1997. Crops for Southland — from test plot to paddock. /n New Crops: New
Products: New Opportunities for Australian Agriculture. Editors B.C Imrie, R.A. Bray, |. M. Wood and R.J. Fletcher.
Rural Industries Research and Development Corporation, Australia. Volume 1, pp. 221-224.
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.198.1364&rep=rep1&type=pdf#fpage=34 accessed
20/6/2021.

Hikurangi Bioactives Limited Partnership, 2020. Kanuka Handbook. Report funded by Hikina Whakatutuki - Ministry
of Business, Innovation and Employment.
https://hikurangi.enterprises/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/K%C4%81nuka-Handbook.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Hinojosa, L., Gonzalez, J.A., Barrios-Masias, F.H., Fuentes, F. and Murphy, K.M., 2018. Quinoa abiotic stress
responses: A review. Plants, 7(4), p.106. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants7040106 https://www.mdpi.com/2223-
7747/7/4/106/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Hishe, M., Asfaw, Z. and Giday, M., 2016. Review on value chain analysis of medicinal plants and the associated
challenges. Journal of Medicinal Plants Studies, 4(3):,pp.45-55. ISSN 2320-3862
https://www.plantsjournal.com/archives/2016/vol4issue3/PartA/4-2-12.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Hutchings, J., Smith, J., Roskrudge, N., Severne, C., Mika, J. and Panho, J., 2017. Enhancing Maori agribusiness
through kaitiakitanga tools. Think Piece for Toitl te Whenua, Toiora te Wai - Our Land and Water National Science
Challenge. https://ourlandandwater.nz/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/VM-Think-Piece-Enhancing-Maori-
Agribusiness-July-2017.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Joublan, J.P., Rios, D. and Montigaud, J.C., 2005. The competitive advantage of Chilean national fresh chestnut
industry. Acta Horticulturae, 693, pp. 55-62. https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2005.693.4

Journeaux, P., van Reenan, E., Manjala, T., Pike, S., Millar, S. 2017. Analysis of drivers and barriers to land use change.
A report prepared for the Ministry for Primary Industries.
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/dmsdocument/23056-ANALYSIS-OF-DRIVERS-AND-BARRIERS-TO-LAND-USE-CHANGE
accessed 20/6/2021.

Kaplinsky, R. and Morris, M., 2000. A handbook for value chain research (Vol. 113). Brighton: University of Sussex,
Institute of Development Studies.

44



http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.200.1216&rep=repl&type=pdf accessed
20/6/2020.

Kenny, G.J., Warrick, R.A., Mitchell, N.D., Mullan, A.B. and Salinger, M.J., 1995. CLIMPACTS: An integrated model for
assessment of the effects of climate change on the New Zealand environment. Journal of Biogeography, 22,
pp.883-895. https://doi.org/10.2307/2845989

Kenny, G.J., Warrick, R.A., Campbell, B.D., Sims, G.C., Camilleri, M., Jamieson, P.D., Mitchell, N.D., McPherson, H.G.
and Salinger, M.J., 2000. Investigating climate change impacts and thresholds: an application of the CLIMPACTS
integrated assessment model for New Zealand agriculture. Climatic change, 46(1), pp.91-113.
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005576910408

Kerr, J.P., Bussell, W., Hurnard, S., Sale, P., Todd, J., Wilton, J. and Wood, R., 1981. Matching horticultural crops and
the climates of the lower North Island. DSIR Plant Physiology Division Technical Report.

King, D.N.T., Skipper, A. and Tawhai, W.B., 2008. Maori environmental knowledge of local weather and climate
change in Aotearoa—New Zealand. Climatic Change, 90(4), pp.385-409. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-
9372-y.

Kimura, S., Tung, Y.C., Pan, M.H., Su, N.W,, Lai, Y.J. and Cheng, K.C., 2017. Black garlic: A critical review of its
production, bioactivity, and application. Journal of food and drug analysis, 25(1), pp.62-70.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifda.2016.11.003
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/51021949816301727/pdfft?isDTMRedir=true&download=tr
ue accessed 20/6/2021.

Klinac, D.J., Lelieveld, J.F. and Knowles, R.D., 1995. Time of flowering and pollination in some New Zealand chestnut
selections and introduced cultivars. New Zealand journal of crop and horticultural science, 23(3), pp.331-340.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.1995.9513906
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.1995.9513906 accessed 20/6/2021.

KPMG, 2015. Mid-North (Northland) Multiple Maori Land Blocks: Land development opportunities for a sustainable
and prosperous future. Report for the Ministry for Primary industries.
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/dmsdocument/12279-Mid-North-Northland-Multiple-Maori-Land-Blocks-  accessed
20/6/2021.

Kriplani, P., Guarve, K. and Baghael, U.S., 2017. Arnica montana L.—a plant of healing. Journal of Pharmacy and
Pharmacology, 69(8), pp.925-945. https://doi.org/10.1111/jphp.12724
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1111/jphp.12724 accessed 20/6/2021.

Krél, K. and Gantner, M., 2020. Morphological traits and chemical composition of hazelnut from different
geographical origins: A Review. Agriculture, 10(9), p.375. https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture10090375
https://www.mdpi.com/2077-0472/10/9/375/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Kumar, R., Mehra, P.K., Singh, B., Jassal, H.S. and Sharma, B.D., 2010. Geostatistical and visualization analysis of crop
suitability for diversification in sub-mountain area of Punjab, North-West India. Journal of the Indian Society of
Remote Sensing, 38(2), pp.211-226. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12524-010-0028-4
https://www.academia.edu/download/37751659/geostatistical and visualization.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Lamichhane, J.R. and Varvaro, L., 2014. Xanthomonas arboricola disease of hazelnut: current status and future
perspectives for its management. Plant pathology, 63(2), pp.243-254. https://doi.org/10.1111/ppa.12152
https://bsppjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1111/ppa.12152 accessed 20/6/2021.

Leftfield Innovation Limited, 2019. Specialty grains and pulses report. https://ourlandandwater.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2020/05/NGS 190628-LFI-Specialty-Grains-and-Pulses-Report-3.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

45



Leftfield Innovation Limited, 2020. Near-term opportunities for value. Wairarapa land use evaluation. Report
prepared for Wairarapa Water Limited.
https://aaacd0d9-79c3-4c80-88c1-
fc4a8d66fcal.filesusr.com/ugd/63e957 ddbb168c9c60409d90646bae39782887.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Letchamo, W., Polydeonny, L.V., Gladisheva, N.O., Arnason, T.J., Livesey, J. and Awang, D.V.C., 2002. Factors affecting
Echinacea quality. Trends in new crops and new uses, pp.514-521.
https://hort.purdue.edu/newcrop/ncnu02/pdf/letchamo-514.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Lilburne, L.R., Hewitt, A.E. and Webb, T.W., 2012. Soil and informatics science combine to develop S-map: A new
generation soil information system for New Zealand. Geoderma, 170, pp.232-238.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2011.11.012

Maddocks-Jennings, W., Wilkinson, J.M., Shillington, D. and Cavanagh, H., 2005. A fresh look at manuka and kanuka
essential oils from New Zealand. International Journal of Aromatherapy, 15(3), pp.141-146.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].ijat.2005.07.003
https://ireadlabelsforyou.com/wpcontent/uploads/2016/12/A fresh look at manuka and kanuka essential
oils f.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Martin, R.J. and Deo, B., 1997. Agronomic influences on the yield of Echinacea and Valerian in Canterbury.
In Proceedings Agronomy Society of NZ (Vol. 27, p. 73).
https://www.agronomysociety.org.nz/uploads/94803/files/1997 15. Yield Echinacea Valerian Canterbury.pd
faccessed 20/6/2021.

Mathew, C., Tesfaye, W., Rasmussen, P., Peterson, G.M., Bartholomaeus, A., Sharma, M. and Thomas, J., 2020.
Manuka oil—A review of antimicrobial and other medicinal properties. Pharmaceuticals, 13(11), p.343.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ph13110343
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8247/13/11/343/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

McCarthy, I., Dooley, L. and Mowat, C. (2021). Integrating horticultural and arable land use options into hill country
farm systems: the multi-criteria decision-making process. Report for Our Land and Water National Science
Challenge Rural Professionals Fund.

Mclntosh, P.D., Allen, R.B., Porter, N.G. and Lammerink, J.P., 1992. Garlic production in North Otago and Southland,
New Zealand. New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural Science, 20(1), pp.11-16.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.1992.10422320
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.1992.10422320 accessed 20/6/2021.

Mcintyre, T., Wilson, M., Saunders, C., Childerhouse, P., Dalziel, P., Kaye-Blake, W., Kingi, T., Mowat, A., Reid, J. and
J. Saunders (2019). Governing value creation and capture in New Zealand agribusiness value chains: a case study.
Research Report No. 355, Lincoln University: Agribusiness and Economics Research Unit. ISBN 978-1-877519-63-
5 (Online).
https://ourlandandwater.nz/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/IVC_RR355.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

McPherson, A.J., 2016. Manuka—A viable alternative land use for New Zealand’s hill country. New Zealand Journal
of Forestry, 61(3), pp.11-19. http://nzjf.org.nz/free issues/NZJF61 3 2016/D6B7ADDF-D552-472e-984F-
3DF7F8E1AAQA.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Peter, B.G., Messina, J.P., Lin, Z. and Snapp, S.S., 2020. Crop climate suitability mapping on the cloud: a
geovisualization application for sustainable agriculture. Scientific Reports, 10(1), pp.1-17.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-72384-x https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-020-72384-x accessed
20/6/2021.

46



McCathy, J.K., Richardson, S.J., Cooper, Bellingham, P.J. and Wiser, S.K., 2019. Species distribution models of the
native New Zealand myrtacea. Biosecurity New Zealand Technical Paper No: 2019/22.
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/dmsdocument/37272/direct accessed 20/6/2021.

Ministry for Primary Industries, 2021. Situation and Outlook for Primary Industries Report. ISBN No. 978-1-99-
100920-3 (online). https://www.mpi.govt.nz/dmsdocument/45451-Situation-and-Outlook-for-Primary-
Industries-SOPI-June-2021 accessed 20/6/2021.

Mohebalian, P.M., Cernusca, M.M. and Aguilar, F.X., 2012. Discovering niche markets for elderberry juice in the
United States. HortTechnology, 22(4), pp.556-566.
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTTECH.22.4.556
https://journals.ashs.org/horttech/view/journals/horttech/22/4/article-p556.xml accessed 20/6/2021.

Monfreda, C., Ramankutty, N. and Foley, J.A., 2008. Farming the planet: 2. Geographic distribution of crop areas,
yields, physiological types, and net primary production in the year 2000. Global Biogeochemical Cycles, 22(1).
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GB002947
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1029/2007GB002947 accessed 20/6/2020.

Mgller, A.B., Mulder, V.L., Heuvelink, G., Jacobsen, N.M. and Greve, M.H., 2021. Can We Use Machine Learning for
Agricultural Land Suitability Assessment? Agronomy, 11(4), p.703.
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11040703  https://www.mdpi.com/2073-4395/11/4/703/pdf  accessed
20/6/2021.

MPI, 2020. A guide to hemp seeds as food. Guide by New Zealand Food Safety, Ministry for Primary Industries.
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/dmsdocument/31623/direct accessed 20/6/2021.

Mugiyo, H., Chimonyo, V.G., Sibanda, M., Kunz, R., Masemola, C.R., Modi, A.T. and Mabhaudhi, T., 2021. Evaluation
of Land Suitability Methods with Reference to Neglected and Underutilised Crop Species: A Scoping
Review. Land, 10(2), p.125.
https://doi.org/10.3390/land10020125 https://www.mdpi.com/2073-445X/10/2/125/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Negash, T. and Shifa, H., 2018. Garlic rust (Puccinia allii): effect and management options-a review. Advances in Life
Science and Technology, 69, pp.25-30. http://ssr-net.com/issues/Vol 4 No 2 December 2018/4.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

NIWA, (2010). Assessment of crop and tree species growing potential using, climate, soil and topographic
information.
https://niwa.co.nz/climate/research-projects/assessment-of-crop-and-tree-species-growing-potential-using-
climate-soil-and-topographic-information accessed 20/6/2021.

NIWA, 2020. Current and future crop suitability in the Kaipara District. Report prepared for Kaipara District Council
May 2020.
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ryan-
Paulik/publication/346311923 Current Future Crop Suitability in the Kaipara District/links/5fbe10a0a6fdcc
6cc66446a3/Current-Future-Crop-Suitability-in-the-Kaipara-
District.pdf? sg%5B0%5D=uG1uW6up26ynpMfhp6oxk9jJgmriX9DhOXuBJeEh5rA6yj4PnNaQ3QgnesLAM1eWM
fy8sCBcEhDkhFcnNL-fow.WeT 6VjcRLao2ZgU)ctns040VTk-
TiSfi_LOylljE4aeLrRZtN9KbXorfzzR23gzH20QwDR7tuHKuok5u5 T0g& sg%5B1%5D=zRrrGzL JbB065 jLUXZZDZ
9Bik2jiJsJVIJSqHOIid5TiwO0dyifyPt0OabLe3wplp7ROcInM9soWScs5KIWo0717Fh38dcXvXTOsxZvNsRRT.WeT 6Vijc
RLao02ZgUJctns040VTk-TiSfi LOylljE4aelLrRZtN9KbXorfzzR23gzH20QwDR7tuHKuok5u5 T0g& iepl= accessed
20/6/2021.

47



NZIER, 2016. Summerfruit business plan. NZIER Report to Summerfruit New Zealand.
https://www.summerfruitnz.co.nz/assets/Sensational-Summerfruit/NZIER-report-Final-June-16.pdf  accessed
20/6/2021.

NZHEA, 2021. Summer Fruit Profile. New Zealand Horticultural Export Authority. https://www.hea.co.nz/2012-05-
11-03-05-28/summerfruit-trade accessed 20/6/2021.

Oneren, M., Arar, T. and Yurdakul, G., 2017. Developing competitive strategies based on SWOT analysis in Porter’s
five forces model by DANP. isletme Arastirmalari Dergisi, 9(2), pp.511-528.
https://www.academia.edu/download/61386335/Developing Competitive Strategies Based120191130-
116644-10x888i.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Osmonalieva, A., McNeil, D.L., Stewart, A., Klinac, D.J. and Wadia, K.D.R., 2001, January. Phomopsis castanea
infection of chestnut in New Zealand. In Proceedings of the 10th Australian Agronomy Conference.
http://agronomyaustraliaproceedings.org/images/sampledata/2001/p/11/osmonalieva.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Parmenter, G., Burgmans, J., Burton, L., Douglas, M., Follet, J., Gray, G. and Smallfield, B., 1992. Production of the
medicinal crops Valerian and Echinacea in New Zealand. In Proceedings of the Agronomy Society of New Zealand,
Vol. 22, pp. 61-65.
http://www.agronomysociety.org.nz/uploads/94803/files/1992 12. Valerian Echinacea production in NZ.pd
f accessed 20/6/2021 accessed 20/6/2021.

Parmenter, G.A. and Littlejohn, R.P., 1997. Planting density effects on root yield of purple coneflower (Echinacea
purpurea (L.) Moench). New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural Science, 25(2), pp.169-175.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.1997.9514003
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.1997.9514003 accessed 20/6/2020.

Parthasarathy, U., Nandakishore, O.P., Jayarajan, K., Saji, K.V. and Babu, K.N., 2016. Prediction of Crop Suitability of
Certain Indian Spices—A GIS Approach. In Geostatistical and Geospatial Approaches for the Characterization of
Natural Resources in the Environment (pp. 801-807). Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-
18663-4 124
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Utpala-

Parthasarathy/publication/275646191 Geostatistical and Geospatial Approaches for the Characterizat
ion_of Natural Resources in_the Environment Challenges Processes and Strategies Prediction of Cr
op Suitability of Certain Indian Spices -A/links/5541f9180cf2abale4f12396/Geostatistical-and-
Geospatial-Approaches-for-the-Characterization-of-Natural-Resources-in-the-Environment-Challenges-
Processes-and-Strategies-Prediction-of-Crop-Suitability-of-Certain-Indian-Spices.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Perna, S., Giacosa, A., Bonitta, G., Bologna, C., Isu, A., Guido, D. and Rondanelli, M., 2016. Effects of hazelnut
consumption on blood lipids and body weight: a systematic review and Bayesian meta-analysis. Nutrients, 8(12),
p.747.  https://doi.org/10.3390/nu8120747  https://www.mdpi.com/2072-6643/8/12/747/pdf  accessed
20/6/2021.

Petrova, M., Zayova, E., Todorova, M. and Stanilova, M., 2014. Enhancement of Arnica montana in vitro shoot
multiplication and sesquiterpene lactones production using temporary immersion system. [JPSR, 5, pp.5170-
5176. ISSN: 0975-8232
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Maria-Petrova-
5/publication/301889042 ENHANCEMENT OF ARNICAMONTANA IN-

VITRO_SHOOT MULTIPLICATION _AND_ SESQUITERPENE LACTONES PRODUCTION USING TEMPORARY_IMM
ERSION_SYSTEM/links/57a1896b08aeef8f311c8288/ENHANCEMENT-OF-ARNICAMONTANA-IN-VITRO-SHOOT-
MULTIPLICATION-AND-SESQUITERPENE-LACTONES-PRODUCTION-USING-TEMPORARY-IMMERSION-
SYSTEM.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

48



Pljevljakusi¢, D., Ranci¢, D., Risti¢, M., Vujisi¢, L., Radanovic¢, D. and Daji¢-Stevanovi¢, Z., 2012. Rhizome and root yield
of the cultivated Arnica montana L., chemical composition and histochemical localization of essential
oil. Industrial Crops and Products, 39, pp.177-189.
https://www.academia.edu/download/41787280/Rhizome and root vield of the cultivated20160130-
29816-1dwevx0.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Porter, N.G., Smale, P.E., Nelson, M.A., Hay, A.J., Van Klink, J.W. and Dean, C.M., 1998. Variability in essential oil
chemistry and plant morphology within a Leptospermum scoparium population. New Zealand Journal of
Botany, 36(1), pp.125-133.
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080/0028825X.1998.9512551
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/0028825X.1998.9512551 accessed 20/6/2021.

PIRSA, 2019. Growing industrial hemp in Australia. Fact Sheet by the Department of Primary Industries and Regions,
Government of South Australia.
https://www.pir.sa.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0020/343442/Fact Sheet - Industrial hemp.pdf accessed
20/06/2021.

PWC, 2014. Growing the Productive Base of Maori Freehold Land — further evidence and analysis. Report for the
Ministry of Primary Industries. https://www.mpi.govt.nz/dmsdocument/4957/direct

Pyke, N.B., Wilson, D.R., Stone, P.J. and Jamieson, P.D., 1998. Climate change impacts on feed grain production and
quality in New Zealand. In Proceedings of the New Zealand Agronomy Society, Vol. 28, pp. 55-58.
https://www.agronomysociety.org.nz/files/1998 10. Climate change impacts on feed grain.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Rau, J.T, 2018. Evaluation of land in Wairoa district for potential horticultural development. MSc Thesis, University
of Waikato.
https://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10289/12237/thesis.pdf?sequence=4&isAllowed=y
accessed 20/6/2021.

Ray, D.K., Ramankutty, N., Mueller, N.D., West, P.C. and Foley, J.A., 2012. Recent patterns of crop yield growth and
stagnation. Nature Communications, 3(1), pp.1-7.
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2296 https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms2296.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Reider, N., Komericki, P., Hausen, B.M., Fritsch, P. and Aberer, W., 2001. The seamy side of natural medicines: contact
sensitization to arnica (Arnica montana L.) and marigold (Calendula officinalis L.). Contact Dermatitis, 45(5),
pp.269-272. https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0536.2001.450503.x

Ryu, J.H. and Kang, D., 2017. Physicochemical properties, biological activity, health benefits, and general limitations
of aged black garlicc A review. Molecules, 22(6), p.919. https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules22060919
https://www.mdpi.com/1420-3049/22/6/919/pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Orr, A., Schipmann-Schwarze, C., Gierend, A., Nedumaran, S., Mwema, C., Muange, E., Manyasa, E. and Ojulong, H.,
2020. Why invest in Research and Development for sorghum and millets? The business case for East and Southern
Africa. Global Food Security, 26, p.100458.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2020.100458
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/52211912420301127/pdfft?md5=2bfd66adfcb236d2c8564
db32e6256e0&pid=1-s2.0-S2211912420301127-main.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Ramirez-Villegas, J., Jarvis, A. and Laderach, P., 2013. Empirical approaches for assessing impacts of climate change
on agriculture: The EcoCrop model and a case study with grain sorghum. Agricultural and Forest
Meteorology, 170, pp.67-78.

49



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2011.09.005
http://ciatlibrary.ciat.cgiar.org/Articulos Ciat/2011%20Approved-Empirical-approaches-assessing-impacts-
EcoCrop-v9-nochanges.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Rios-Rios, K.L., Montilla, A., Olano, A. and Villamiel, M., 2019. Physicochemical changes and sensorial properties
during black garlic elaboration: A review. Trends in Food Science and Technology, 88, pp.459-467.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].tifs.2019.04.016 https://digital.csic.es/bitstream/10261/193675/3/sicocherevi.pdf
accessed 20/6/2021.

Salinger, M.J. and Kenny, G.J., 1995. Climate and kiwifruit cv.‘Hayward’2. Regions in New Zealand suited for
production. New  Zealand  Journal of Crop and  Horticultural  Science, 23(2), pp.173-184.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.1995.9513884
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01140671.1995.9513884 accessed 20/6/2021.

Saunders, C., Parsonso-Ensor, C., Greer, G., (2011). Viability of a commercially sustainable West Coast horticulture
industry. A report prepared for Development West Coast by the Agribusiness and Economics Research Unit
(AERU).
https://researcharchive.lincoln.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10182/4438/aeru_saunders wc.pdf;sequence=1
accessed 20/6/2021.

Saunders, C., Dalziel, P., Wilson, M., MclIntyre, T., Collier, H., Kaye-Blake, W., Mowat, A., Olsen T. and J. Reid (2016).
How Value Chains Can Share Value and Incentivise Land Use Practices: A White Paper. AERU Client Report,
prepared for Our Land and Water National Science Challenge. Lincoln University: Agribusiness and Economics
Research Unit.
https://researcharchive.lincoln.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10182/8398/1410 AERU%20Value%20Chain%20White
%20Paper FINAL.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y accessed 20/6/2021.

Saunders, L. and Lay, M. The manuka and kanuka plantation guide. Report prepared by Boffa Miskell Limited.
https://www.landcare.org.nz/file/t15144-manuka-planting-guideline-final-view-single-page/open accessed
20/6/2021.

Sidor, A. and Gramza-Michatowska, A., 2015. Advanced research on the antioxidant and health benefit of elderberry
(Sambucus nigra) in food—a review. Journal of functional foods, 18, pp.941-958.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jff.2014.07.012
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1756464614002400/pdfft?md5=b3562048f9453bd4392aa
750b487367f&pid=1-s2.0-S1756464614002400-main.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Silva, P., Ferreira, S. and Nunes, F.M., 2017. Elderberry (Sambucus nigra L.) by-products a source of anthocyanins
and antioxidant polyphenols. Industrial crops and products, 95, pp.227-234.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2016.10.018
https://www.academia.edu/download/58754065/2017 Elderberry Sambucus nigra L. by-
products a source of anthocyanins.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Silvestri, C., Bacchetta, L., Bellincontro, A. and Cristofori, V., 2021. Advances in cultivar choice, hazelnut orchard
management, and nut storage to enhance product quality and safety: an overview. Journal of the Science of Food
and Agriculture, 101(1), pp.27-43.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.10557  https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1002/jsfa.10557 accessed
20/6/2021.

Sinner J, Newton M 2016. Inventory of Values in the TANK catchments. Prepared for Hawke’s Bay Regional Council
and the Greater Heretaunga and Ahuriri Collaborative Stakeholder Group. Cawthron Report No. 2829. 72 p. plus
appendix. https://www.hbrc.govt.nz/assets/Document-Library/Publications-Database/4805-SD16-05-
Inventory-of-Values-in-the-TANK-catchments-by-Cawthron-Institute-June-2016.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

50



Smallfield, B.M. and Douglas, M.H., 2008. Arnica montana a grower’s guide for commercial production in New
Zealand. Christchurch: New Zealand Institute for Crop and Food Research Limited.

Spitaler, R., Winkler, A., Lins, I., Yanar, S., Stuppner, H. and Zidorn, C., 2008. Altitudinal variation of phenolic contents
in flowering heads of Arnica montana cv. ARBO: a 3-year comparison. Journal of Chemical Ecology, 34(3), pp.369-
375. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-007-9407-x

Stanley, J., Marshall, R., Nixon, A., Malone, M., Ward, S., Buck, E., Feng, J., Olsson, S., Woolf, A. and Harker, R., 2012.
Developing Sumptuous Apricots©. Acta Horticulurae 1014, pp.55-64.
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2013.1014.11 http://admin.ipps.org/uploads/62 011.pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Stefanache, C.P., Imseng, N., Meier, B., Tanase, C., Eibl-Schindler, R., Peter, S. and Wolfram, E., 2013. Arnica montana
L. cell suspension culture as a biotechnological approach for the production of bioactive secondary
metabolites. Planta Medica, 79(13), p.PN105. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0033-1352447

Sugier, D., 2007. The flowering pattern of Arnica montana L. and A. chamissonis Less. under field cultivation
conditions with successive flower head collection. Acta Agrobotanica, 60(2).
http://agro.icm.edu.pl/agro/element/bwmetal.element.agro-article-cc4626e4-f8cc-4ca9-98fb-
1b82a9ff26ff/c/1776-4301-1-PB_133.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Sutovska, M., Capek, P., Ko¢malova, M., Pawlaczyk, |., Zaczyriska, E., Czarny, A., Uhliarikova, I., Gancarz, R. and
Franfov4, S., 2014. Characterization and pharmacodynamic properties of Arnica montana complex. International
journal of biological macromolecules, 69, pp.214-221.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2014.05.051 https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Martina-
Sutovska/publication/262787368 Characterization and pharmacodynamic properties of Arnica montana c
omplex/links/5c¢755428458515831f728493/Characterization-and-pharmacodynamic-properties-of-Arnica-
montana-complex.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Tait, A., Paul, V., Sood, A. and Mowat, A., 2018. Potential impact of climate change on Hayward kiwifruit production
viability in New Zealand. New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural Science, 46(3), pp.175-197.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140671.2017.1368672

Tang, Y. and Tsao, R., 2017. Phytochemicals in quinoa and amaranth grains and their antioxidant, anti-inflammatory,
and potential health beneficial effects: a review. Molecular Nutrition and Food Research, 61(7), p.1600767.
https://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201600767 https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Yao-Tang-
24/publication/314083927 Phytochemicals in_guinoa_and amaranth grains _and their_antioxidant anti-
inflammatory and_potential health beneficial effects A review/links/58fa7423a6fdccde9892a5f4/Phytoche
micals-in-quinoa-and-amaranth-grains-and-their-antioxidant-anti-inflammatory-and-potential-health-
beneficial-effects-A-review.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Telenius, A., 2011. Biodiversity information goes public: GBIF at your service. Nordic Journal of Botany, 29(3), pp.378-
381.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1756-1051.2011.01167.x https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anders-
Telenius/publication/264477165 Biodiversity information goes public GBIF at your service/links/5f6201afa
6fdcc116415f9a4/Biodiversity-information-goes-public-GBIF-at-your-service.pdf accessed 21/6/2021.

Teixeira, E.l.,, Brown, H.E., Sharp, J., Meenken, E.D. and Ewert, F., 2015. Evaluating methods to simulate crop
rotations for climate impact assessments—A case study on the Canterbury plains of New Zealand. Environmental
Modelling and Software, 72, pp.304-313. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2015.05.012
http://agronomyaustraliaproceedings.org/images/sampledata/2012/8050 8 teixeira.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

The Catalyst Group, 2014. Barriers to Alternative Land Uses and Crop Types in the Rangitikei District. Report
prepared for Rangitikei District Council and the Ministry for Primary Industries.

51



https://www.rangitikei.govt.nz/files/general /LTP-2015-2025-Strategic-Water/Barriers-to-alternate-land-uses-
and-crop-types-in-Rangitikei-district-final.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Thomas, A.L., Byers, P.L. and Ellersieck, M.R., 2009. Productivity and characteristics of American elderberry in
response to various pruning methods. HortScience, 44(3), pp.671-677.
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.44.3.671
https://journals.ashs.org/hortsci/view/journals/hortsci/44/3/article-p671.xml accessed 20/6/2021.

Tridge Global Sourcing Hub of Food and Agriculture. https://www.tridge.com/

Torabian, G., Valtchev, P., Adil, Q. and Dehghani, F., 2019. Anti-influenza activity of elderberry (Sambucus
nigra). Journal of functional foods, 54, pp.353-360. http://savamedical.bg/images/sambucol/TRIALS/Anti-
yessinfluenza activity of elderberry Sambucus nigra.pdf

Tozer, K., Douglas, G., Dodd, M. and Miiller, K., 2021. Vegetation Options for Increasing Resilience in Pastoral Hill
Country. Frontiers in Sustainable Food Systems,5, p.8. https://doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2021.550334
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fsufs.2021.550334/full accessed 20/6/2021.

United Nations Commodity Trade Statistics Database. https://comtrade.un.org/

Walker, K.M. and Applequist, W.L., 2012. Adulteration of selected unprocessed botanicals in the US retail herbal
trade. Economic Botany, 66(4), pp.321-327. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12231-012-9211-6

Wakelin, S.A., Gomez-Gallego, M., Jones, E., Smaill, S., Lear, G. and Lambie, S., 2018. Climate change induced drought
impacts on plant diseases in New Zealand. Australasian Plant Pathology, 47(1), pp.101-114.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13313-018-0541-4 https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mireia-Gomez-
Gallego/publication/322533732 Climate change induced drought impacts on plant diseases in New Zeal
and/links/5e4d0fd4a6fdccd965b0d8c7/Climate-change-induced-drought-impacts-on-plant-diseases-in-New-
Zealand.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Ward, D.F., 2007. Modelling the potential geographic distribution of invasive ant species in New Zealand. Biological
Invasions, 9(6), pp.723-735.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-006-9072-y
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.495.5297&rep=rep1&type=pdf accessed
20/6/2021.

Ward, R. and Clothier, B., 2020. Evaluation of select horticultural crops for Kaipara district Council: Progress Report
3 by Plant and Food Research.
https://www.kaipara.govt.nz/uploads/kickstart/19274%20-%20Brent%20Clothier%20-
%20Evaluation%200f%20selected%20horticultural%20cropsFINAL.. [2].pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Williams, P.A., 2006. The role of blackbirds (Turdus merula) in weed invasion in New Zealand. New Zealand Journal
of Ecology, pp.285-291. ISSN : 0110-6465
https://newzealandecology.org/system/files/articles/NZJEcol30 2 285.pdf accessed 20/6/2020.

Wratt, D.S., Tait, A., Griffiths, G., Espie, P., Jessen, M., Keys, J., Ladd, M., Lew, D., Lowther, W., Mitchell, N. and
Morton, J., 2006. Climate for crops: integrating climate data with information about soils and crop requirements
to reduce risks in agricultural decision-making. Meteorological Applications, 13(4), pp.305-315.
https://doi.org/10.1017/51350482706002416
https://rmets.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1017/51350482706002416 accessed 20/6/2021.

Valjarevic, A., Milanovic, M., Golijanin, J., Milincic, M. and Lukic, T., 2020. The future of edible crops in Europe and
their maximum point of resistance in temperature increase. Quarterly Journal of the Hungarian Meteorological
Service, 124(4), pp.541-560. https://doi.org/10.28974/idojaras.2020.4.7

52



https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Aleksandar_Valjarevic2/publication/346679525 The future of edible
crops_in_Europe and_their_maximum_point_of resistance in_temperature_increase/links/5fce4ba092851c0
0f8597f22/The-future-of-edible-crops-in-Europe-and-their-maximum-point-of-resistance-in-temperature-
increase.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Yangyuyu, L., Scrimgeour, F. and Bano, S., 2018. Import survival: multiple entries and exits by foreign suppliers into
New Zealand fresh fruit and vegetable markets. Proceedings of the New Zealand Agricultural and Resource
Economics Society Conference.
http://dx.doi.org/10.22004/ag.econ.287206
https://ageconsearch.umn.edu/record/287206/files/2018NZARES Yangyuyu%20%28Nelwin%29%20Luo-28-09-
18.pdf accessed 20/6/2021.

Zespri, 2020. Annual Report. https://www.zespri.com/content/dam/zespri/nz/annual-reports/Annual-Report-2019-
20.pdf accessed 20/06/2021.

Zurita-Silva, A., Fuentes, F., Zamora, P., Jacobsen, S.E. and Schwember, A.R., 2014. Breeding quinoa (Chenopodium
quinoa Willd.): potential and perspectives. Molecular Breeding, 34(1), pp.13-30.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11032-014-0023-5 https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Francisco-Fuentes-
2/publication/259783129 Breeding quinoa Chenopodium quinoa Willd Potential and perspectives/links/0
046352ddf53bac4cb000000/Breeding-quinoa-Chenopodium-quinoa-Willd-Potential-and-perspectives.pdf
accessed 20/6/2021.

53



APPENDIX I: PROTOTCOL FOR DETERMINING CROP
SUITABILITY USING GPS CO-ORDINATES

Using the EcoCrop Model in combination with QGIS and RStudio Software.

1. Install QGIS

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

Download QGIS: Go to the QGIS download website
(https://agis.org/en/site/forusers/download.html) and download QGIS Standalone Installer
Version 3.10 (64 bit) or (32 bit) If you are using a Windows PC either 64 or 32 bit system.

Or the same version installer for Mac and Linux.

Install QGIS: Execute the Installer and follow recommended options.

Install plugins: Open QGIS, go to plugins -> manage and install plugins... and type point
sampling tool in the search bar, select the point sampling tool plugin and click on install plugin.
Once the first plugin is installed, then search and install the NumericalDigitize plugin. Then
search and install the MMQGIS plugin.

2. Install RStudio

Proper installation of RStudio requires prior installation of R software.

2.1.

2.2.
2.3.

2.4.

Download R: If using Windows, download R installer by clicking here Download R for Windows.
Mac or Linux installers can be found at https://cran.stat.auckland.ac.nz/.

Install R: Execute the R installer and follow instructions by accepting recommended settings.
Download RStudio: Go to R Studio download website
(https://rstudio.com/products/rstudio/download/) and download the recommended free
RStudio Desktop for windows installer (the website will automatically identify the version that
bests suits your system). Mac or Linux installers can be found in the same website.

Install RStudio: Execute the RStudio desktop installer and follow instructions by accepting
recommended settings.

3. Download and prepare climate data

3.1

3.2.
3.3.

3.4.

Download data: go to WorldClim website (https://www.worldclim.org/data/index.html) and
download historical climate data on minimum temperature, average temperature, and
precipitation at 30 seconds (highest spatial resolution available ~1 km2). Each download
contains a compressed file (.ZIP) with monthly world climate data in 12 separate raster (.TIF)
images. Each image corresponds to a month of the year with the name ending in 01 being
January and the name ending in 12 December.

Decompress data: Extract the .ZIP compressed file into a folder.

Start a New Empty Project in QGIS: Open QGIS (version 3.10: A Coruna) and double click on
New Empty Project.

Load climate data into QGIS: Open the folder where the climate data is stored, select all the 36
.TIF files and drag them into the Layers panel in QGIS.
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3.5. Obtain climate data for farm coordinates:
3.5.1.Create empty shapefile: go to Layer -> Create Layer -> New Shapefile Layer. Choose a
folder to save the shapefile (.SHP) by clicking ... and name the new shapefile layer (1),
make sure the file is a point geometry type (2) and click OK (3).

( New Shapefile Layer %
File name 9l [F:\D3\FarmTool\ej\TNRandMR .shp =
File encoding UTF-8 ] =
Geometry type 2 Point S
Additional dimensions ® None Z (+M values) M values
EPSG:4326 - WGS 84 =

New Field

Name

Type | abcTextdata -

Length (80 Precision

Add to Fields List

Fields List
Name Type Length Precision
id Integer 10

Remove Field

\@\ Cancel Help
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3.5.2.Locate shapepoint: left click on the file in the layers panel (1) and click Toggle Editing (2).
Click on the numerical digitize icon (3) then write farm coordinates? in the Add feature
window and click OK (4). Click OK on the emerging Feature Attributes window that will
pop-up with ID set to null to accept changes.

1/175.882981 -39.5528459

Coordinates are given
P
© in the CRS of the Layer 313
in the CRS of the Project
vOw other t select 4

o : \
yOm | Cancel
roE - | Hade [Curentiors

Tooges the edtng state of the curent ayer Codnate| 25.5,%6.5 W Scoe162206272 ~ | @ Maonber 300% 2| Rotwson 00 2V Rede Bpman @

3.5.3.Add coordinates to shapepoint: go to Vector-> Geometry Tools-> Add Geometry Attributes.
Select the shapefile containing farm location data as input layer (1), choose a folder to save a
new shapefile (.gpkg) by clicking ..., then Save to File, name the new shapefile? layer (2). Then
click Run (3).

! Coordinates must be in decimal degrees format. X correspond to Longitude and Y to Latitude.
2 File name must be different than the original (you can’t overwrite the original file). If you have
coordinates in Degree Minutes Seconds (DMS) you can use a web tool to convert the data to decimal
degrees (e.g. https://www.fcc.gov/media/radio/dms-decimal)
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() Add Geometry Attributes X

Parameters | Log Add geometry attributes
Input layer

1 TNRandMR [EPSG:4326)

Selected features on

Calculate using

Layer CRS
Added geom info

v Open output file after running algorithm

0% 3

Run as Batch Process... Close Help

At this point take a quick look at the map and check to ensure the spot (red dot) on the map aligns
with the coordinates of interest.

Next, in the layers section, right click on the .gpkg file (should have a red dot next to it and also the
top-most file). Open the attributes table. Check to ensure there are 4 parameters, fid (set to 1), id (set
to null) and the X and Y co-ordinates that you entered. Close the attributes table window.

3.6. Add climate data to shapepoint: go to plugins -> Analyses -> Point Sampling Tool. In the
General tab (1) select the gpkg that was created in point 3.5.3 as input layer (2) and select all
climate raster files as layers with bands/fields to get values from (3).

Go to the Fields tab (4) and simplify world climate raster names by naming layer with the type of
data (either prec, tmin, tavg) and month number corresponding to the layer preceded by _ as
shown in (5) (eg. Original name: wc2.1_30s_prec_01: Band 1 (raster), new name: prec_01).

Go back to the General tab (1), choose a folder (7) to save a new file containing farm location
and climate data. Save the file (8). Click OK (9). Click Close (10).
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Q Pint Sampling Tool X (2 Point Samp&\g Tool X

Fields  About Generd About
%L__me sampling points: source name
TNRandVRS - 1| TNRandMRS: id id

Layers with fields/bands to get values from:

wc2.1_30s_tavo_05 : sand 1 (raster) = et xegrd
3 w _30s | : Band 1 (raster) 3 | TNRandMR5 : ycoord ycoerd

3: Band 1 (raster)

: Band 1 (raster) 4 |wc2.1_30s_prec_06:Band 1
Band 1 (raster)

] g::: 1 E:f::j 5 |wc2.1_30s_prec_05: Band

:305:]3!6(_10: Band 1 (raster) 6 |wc2.1.30s_prec_04: Band
_30s_prec_09: Band 1 (raster) i =

0s_prec_08 : Band 1 (raster) 7 | we2.1.30s_prec_03: Band
0s_prec_07: Band 1 (raster) - . -
B —

Output point vector layer: 6 8 'wc2.1_30s_prec_02:Band 1

3
3

05! 9 |wc2.1_30s_prec_01:Band 1
vV Add created layer to the map 10 wc2.1_30s_tmin_12: Band 1 wc2.1_30s_
Status: - — Status: -
Complete the input fields and press OK... \‘ Complete the input fields and press OK... s O
Q@ Output file X
4 [E > TisPC 5> Documents > v O Search Documents
Organize v New folder =~ @
& Downloads # # ~
& Pictures *
APS_Ché 3 s
S =
CEA_Ch3
L] Custom Office Downloads EndNote GIS DataBase R KRandNR.gpkg ~ sampling.gpkg
FarmTool Templates

@ Creative Cloud Fil

@ OneDrive
8 This PC
3 30 Obiects TNandM_data.gp  TNandM _data2.g TNandM _datad01 TNandM_samp.g TNandM_samp.2 TNandM_samp_| TNandM_samp3.
g kg pkg -gpkg pkg 2.9pkg R.gpkg gpkg
W Desktop
%] Documents "
File nam :r >
Save as type: .gpkg) l/
SES
A Hide Folders Cancel
— Q
(&)

3.7. Export data to .CSV: go to MMQGIS -> Import/Export -> Attributes Export to CSV file. Select
the file created in 3.6 as Input Layer (1). Select all attributes but id (2). Choose a folder and
name .CSV file (3). Apply changes and then close window (4).
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Input Layer
FarmB.gpkg

(Q Export Attributes

(comma)
Output CSV File

4

4. Run EcoCrop

4.1. Open RStudio and create new script: Go to File -> New File -> R Script. Copy and paste the code
below in point 4.3 into the new script window (1). The Run button (2) is used to run the script
one row at a time. However, there is the possibility of running more than 1 row at a time by
selecting the group of rows to run and then hit the run button.

© rstdio
Fle Edt Code View Plots Semion Buld Debug Brofle Took Help
o .-G A Gotofen « hoses +
O ko tR O untess
sorcecnsme | A /-
stal). packages (“reshape", “reshape2”, “tidyr", "dismo” , “x]

shape2
brary (reshape, reshape2, tidyr ,disro,x1sx

1
3

s

5

6 qiin<-as. data. frame(read. csv(choose.files(), header - T,check.names-F
s

9

0

1

. StringasasFactors-FaLs

18 iinate.melt- na.omit(melt(clirate, {d.var-c(“10","fid",
19 diinate.meltsvariable- ifelse((climate, meltsvariable clisate.meltsvariable == “prec
20 < .meltsvariable 7 climate.meltsvariable pr
21 , “prec”, ifelse( (climate.melt
2 i Climate.meltsvariable == “tmin_
23 clinate. ariable imate. fable Climate.meltsvariable =~ “tain
2 Climate.meltsvariable == “tnin_10°| climate.meltsvariable == “tain 11"| climate.meltsvariable = “tain
25

26 imate.meltSvariable<-as.factor (climate.meltsvariable.

27 g-subset(climave.melt, variable--"prec”, select = €("I0","xcoord", “ycoord”, "variable","value"))

25 dhinames(p)<- c("10 ."var”, “prec

20 dopl.cCx

30 dhe-subset(climat. riable=="tmin", select = c("I0","xcoord","ycoord","variable","value

31 dolnanes(zn y","var", “tain

3 subset (¢1imat riable-="tavg”, select <("10", “xcoord”, “ycoord™, "variable","value™)

33 dblnanes(ta)<- c(“I0 Y, “var”, “tavg

34 Qimatec-chind(p.ta "1, tal,c("tavg

35 dblnanes(climate)<- c(*10°,"x","y", “prec”, “tain", "tavg

36

37 data. frame (10-double() ,Lat-double() ,Long-double() ,Crop-character (), Suitability-double() ,bestseason-double() ,rainfed-character

38 dropnames <- sort(as.character (unique(getcrop()((11]

39 dropnames<—cropnases [ cropnames--c

40

Console  Terminal - Jobs.

R {5 free software and comes with ABSOLUTELY NO WARRANTY.
You are welcome to redistribute it under certain conditions.
Type ‘license()' or ‘licence()' for distribution details.

Natural language support but running in an English locale
® 15 a collaborative project with many contributors.

Type “contributors()’ for more information a

“citation()* on how to cite R or R packages in publications.

Type "demo()’ for some demos, "help()’ for on-line help, or
*help.start()’ for an HTML browser interface to help.
Type 'q0)" to quit R.

4.2. Run the code in three steps:

Files  Plots.

Packages  Melp  Viewer -0

To make sure the system works properly, first time users are recommended to run the script in

three steps.

The first run will install the packages required to manipulate data and run the EcoCrop model.
The second run will open a window to select the file with the farm data rearrage it and run the
EcoCrop model. To load the data, simply browse to select the .CSV file created in point 3.7 and

open it (1).
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Select files X
Look in: € L] = E’F E3~
Name a Date modified ()

| dj.cpg 25/09/2020 3:39 pm

| dj.dbf 25/09/2020 3:39 pm

| dj.prj 25/09/2020 3:39 pm

| dj.shp 25/09/2020 3:39 pm

| dj.shx 25/09/2020 3:39 pm
£3)farms 25/09/2020 4:04 pm
M b 1 IRINOIININ QAN 3 ¥
< >

Fies of type:  [Alfies (") | Cancel

The algorithm will calculate suitability of every crop in the EcoCrop database considering
irrigation is available or not. It will also deliver information on the best growing season with 1
being January and 12 December. If there is more than one best growing season, results will show
the firs best growing season starting from January.

The third run will save data on farm #id, location coordinates, crop name, crop suitability, best
season, and irrigation to a .CSV file. However, the path to the folder and name of the file must
be specified by the user by replacing "mydata.csv" for the desired path® and file (e.g.
“c:/farm/suitability.csv”).

4.3. Rscript
HEHEHEHHEHEHEHEHE A
#Step 1: install and load required packages

install.packages("reshape")
install.packages("reshape2")
install.packages("tidyr")
install.packages("dismo")

library(reshape)
library(reshape2)

library(tidyr)

library(dismo)

#Step 2: load, rearrage data and run model

clim<-as.data.frame(read.csv(choose.files(), header = T,check.names=F), stringasAsFactors=FALSE)

3 Note the use of /
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clim<-

Hit Run. A window should “pop-up”. Select the .csv file from 3.7.2.

clim[,c("fid","xcoord","ycoord","prec_01","prec_02","prec_03","prec_04","prec_05","prec_06","prec_07","prec_0
8","prec_09","prec_10","prec_11","prec_12",

"tmin_01","tmin_02","tmin_03","tmin_04","tmin_05","tmin_06","tmin_07","tmin_08","tmin_09","tmin_10","tmi
n_11","tmin_12",

"tavg_01","tavg_02","tavg_03","tavg_04","tavg_05","tavg_06","tavg 07","tavg_08","tavg 09", "tavg 10","tavg 11
II'IItan_lzll)]

clim.melt= na.omit(melt(clim, id.var=c("xcoord","ycoord")))
clim.wide<-spread(clim.melt, variable, value)
climate<-tibble::rowid_to_column(clim.wide, "ID")

climate.melt= na.omit(melt(climate, id.var=c("ID","fid","xcoord","ycoord")))

climate.meltSvariable= ifelse((climate.meltSvariable == "prec_01" | climate.meltSvariable == "prec_02" |
climate.meltSvariable == "prec_03" | climate.meltSvariable == "prec_04" | climate.meltSvariable == "prec_05"

| climate.meltSvariable == "prec_06" | climate.meltSvariable =="prec_07" | climate.meltSvariable
=="prec_08" | climate.meltSvariable == "prec_09" | climate.meltSvariable == "prec_10"

| climate.meltSvariable == "prec_11" | climate.meltSvariable == "prec_12"), "prec", ifelse(
(climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_01" | climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_02"| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_03"

| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_04"| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_05"| climate.meltSvariable
=="tmin_06"

| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_07"| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_08"| climate.meltSvariable
=="tmin_09"

| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_10"| climate.meltSvariable == "tmin_11"| climate.meltSvariable

=="tmin_12"), "tmin", "tavg"))

climate.meltSvariable<-as.factor(climate.meltSvariable)

p<-subset(climate.melt, variable=="prec", select = c("ID","xcoord","ycoord","variable","value"))

colnames(p)<- c("ID","x","y","var","prec")

p<'p[,C("|D","X","y , prec”)]

tm<-subset(climate.melt, variable=="tmin", select = c("ID","xcoord","ycoord","variable","value"))

colnames(tm)<- ¢("ID","x","y","var","tmin")
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ta<-subset(climate.melt, variable=="tavg", select = c("ID","xcoord","ycoord","variable","value"))
colnames(ta)<- c("ID","x","y","var","tavg")
climate<-cbind(p,tm[,c("tmin")],ta[,c("tavg")])

colnames(climate)<- c("ID","x","y","prec","tmin","tavg")

DF<-
data.frame(ID=double(),Lat=double(),Long=double(),Crop=character(),Suitability=double(),bestseason=double(),Irri
gation=character())

cropnames <- sort(as.character(unique(getCrop()[[1]])))
cropnames<-cropnames[!cropnames==c("Jacaranda")]

cropnames<-cropnames|[!cropnames==c("Silvery birdsfoot tref")]

IDs<- unique(climateSID)

Rain<-c(TRUE,FALSE)

for (crop_current in cropnames) {
for (ID_current in IDs){
for (Rain_current in Rain) {

spp_per_ID <- climate[climateSID == ID_current,]

ecores<-ecocrop(crop_current, spp_per_IDStmin, spp_per_IDStavg,spp_per_IDSprec, rainfed=Rain_current)

DFJj, ] <- c(as.double (ID_current),
as.double (unique(spp_per_IDSy)),
as.double (unique(spp_per_IDSx)),
as.character(crop_current),
as.double (ecores@maxsuit),
as.double (ecores@maxper[1]),
as.character(ifelse(Rain_current==TRUE, "No","Yes")))

j<-j+l
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#Step 3: save file

write.csv(DF, file = "mydata.csv")

Note: in the file path for step 3, the correct back-slash needs to be use. The correct one is “/”. Not “\”

HHHEHEHE R
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APPENDIX II: CROP INFORMATION

Appendix Table 1: Crop Suitability Index, Napier-Taihape Road, Moawhango
Latitude -39.5528459, Longitude 175.882981

Crop Type Crop 1D Crop Name Crop Suitabilty |Crop Suitabilty Need For Product = Published Median world Farmgate Time to
Imdex + [Index - |irrigation ield [T/ha) |Export Price return fha |production
Irrigation Irrigation 2020 (MNZ25 kz)

Firuit 4743 Red currant 1.00 0.65 hi Fresh 18 4,50 52E,B00|2-3 years

Fruit 3502 Lowbush blusberry 0.53 0.82 Frazh 35 2E.75 £13232,500 |2-3 years

Fruit 2469  Goldenberry 075 0,00 A Fresh 20 52,20 517,6800|2-3 years

Fruit 1805  Cranberry 0.70 0.70 N Frash 25 SE.75 SE7,500|2-3 years

Fruit 2141 European goossherry 070 0.4% f Frash [ %3.30 £7,260|2-3 years

Fruit 4757 Red raspberry 0.62 0.56 N Frash 510,30 551,800|2-3 years

Fruit SED Black currant 0.53 0.53 1l Proc. 20 £3.30 5£26,400)2-3 years

Fruit 1702 Ccommon fig 0.53 0.53 N Frash 12 56.25 530,000(4-5 years

Fruit 325 Apricot 0.4% 0.00 f Frash 30 52.55 £30,600)4-5 years

Fruit 1433 cherry, Sweset 0.37 0.37 N Frash 30 5430 551,500(4-5 years

Grain T21 Black mustard 1.00 0.93 1l Diried 2 53,65 52,180

Grain 5525 Speh 1.00 0.7 k) Dried 3 £2.00 52,400

Grain 2701 Hemp 0.523 0.50 ¥ Diried 3 55,10 56,120

Grain 1451 Chick_p=a 0.52 0.57 k) Dried Z £1.40 51,120

Grain 1705  Common buckwheat 058 0,00 f Diried 2 51,50 51,200

Grain 2837 1talian millet 0.8 0.43 A Dried 2 £1.50 51,200

Grain 3441 Lins==d 0.85 0.85 ] Drisd 1 £1.60 5540

Grain 4545 Quinoa 0.78 0.78 ] Dried 3 £5.50 55,500

Grain 5729 Sunflower 0.78 0.57 ¥ Dried 3 £1.50 51,800

Grain 3377 Lentil 0.74 0.74 1] Dried 1 51.55 2520

Grain 520 Barlay 0.72 0.72 ] Dried 4 £0.70 51,232

Grain 3037 Rye 054 054 M Dried 1 S0.85 5340

Grain 5352 | 'Wheat, common 0.54 0.54 N Dried 4 £0.65 51,040

Grain 4055 Qats 0.538 0.538 1] Dried 3 £0.65 E7ED

Grain 5225 Sszame ssed 0.44 0.44 N Drisd i £3.35 £1,340

Medicinal |3417 Licorice, Commaon 1.00 0.56 il Proc. 4 58,25 514,800

Medicinal  |5053 Saffron 1.00 0.74 b Proc. 0.02 £252.50 £2,020

Medicinal |518%  Sea buckthorn 1.00 0.8 N 5 na

Medicinal  |2037 Eastern elderberry 024 0.58 ¥ ] £8.35 £33,300

Medicinal 3553 Mashua 0.80 0.30 ¥ 70 na

mMedicinal  |142%  Cherry, Sour 0.58 0.58 N is £1.85 £11,700|3-5 years

medicinal (4252 Pepper tres 0.43 0.00 b n'a n‘a

nedicinal Arnica UsSDw Crop Hardiness Zones 5 -2 nfa 0.5 220 4,000

Medicinal 4259 Echinacea USDA& Crop Hardiness Zones 5 -8B n'a [ 5£6.00 514,400

Mut 2145  Europsan hazelnut 1.00 0.3z 2 £5.65 £4,520(4-5 years

Mut 225 Almand 0.7 0.7 2 £8.40 £7,520(4-5 years

Hut 4251 PeCan niut 0.4 0.4 L] 3 £15.00 E1E,000|4-5 years

Mut 1449  chestnut, Europsan 0.55 0.4% M ] £3.80 514,040 |4-5 years

Mut 2105 Englich walnut 0.55 0.55 N 4 £4.75 £7,500|4-5 years

Vegetable [523 Brusseks sprouts 1.00 0.02 ¥ 30 £2.20 526,400

vegetable (1333  cauliflowsr 1.00 0.24 i 40 $1.30 520,500

Vegetable (4108  Onion 1.00 1.00 M 45 0,70 512 500

vegetable (1308 carrot 0.56 0.08 ¥ s £5.20 £2.000

Vegetable (4221 Parsnip oo oz H 2= £0.En £ 000

vegetable (1125  Cabbags £:82 8:35 5 =8 £4-20 £35.600

Wegetahle |4505 Potato 803 088 M €4 LoET

vegetable |5577  ¥agon :84 LLE ¥ 25 £330

Wegetahle |2E0S Horseradish .57 .57 M = £1 30

vegetable (2381  garlic 0,57 0,03 L 3 s3.855 £8,750
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Appendix Table 2: Crop Suitability Index, Koeke Road and Ngaurukehu Road, Mataroa

Latitude -39.6619067, Longitude 175.6562823

Crop Type |Crop|D Crop Mame Crop Suitability |Crop Suitability |Need For |Product | Published ([Median World |Farm gate |Time to
Index + Index rrigation  |Irrigation Yield Export Price return fha |production
Irrigation (T/ha) |2020 [MZS,kg)

Fruit 4745 Red currant 1.00 0.91 M Fresh 16 54.50 528,800 |2-3 years

Fruit 3505 Lowbush blueberny 0.95 0.986 N Fresh 35 558.75 5122,500 [2-3 yesrs

Fruit 2465 Goldenberry 0.78 0.0a s Fresh 20 52.20 517,600 |Z-3 years

Fruit 1805 Cranberry 0.72 0.72 M Fresh 25 5875 587,500 |2-3 years

Fruit 2141  European gooseberry 0.72 0.68 N Fresh & 53.30 57,260 |2-3 years

Fruit 47937 Red raspberry 0.63 0.63 M Fresh 1 510.30 561,800 |2-3 years

Fruit G689 Black currant 0.55 0.55 M Proc. 20 53.30 525,400 2-3 years

Fruit 1705  Commaon fig 0.55 0.55 N Fresh 12 56.25 530,000 [4-5 years

Fruit 325 Apricot 0.51 0.51 M Fresh 20 52.55 530,600 |4-5 years

Fruit 1433 Cherry, Sweet 0.38 0.38 M Fresh 20 54.30 551,600 [4-5 years

Grain 721 Black mustard 1.00 1.00 N Dried 2 53.65 52,190

Grain ELIE Spelt 1.00 0.94 N Dried 3 52.00 52,400

Grain 2701 Hemp 0.96 0.83 N Dried 3 55.10 56,120

Grain 1451 Chickpes 0.35 0.86 N Dried 2 51.40 1,120

Grain 1705 Comman buckwhesat 0.91 0.00 ¥ Dried 2 51.50 51,200

Grain 2957 Itzlizn millet 0.88 0.82 M Dried 2 51.50 51,200

Grain 3441 Linsead 0.87 0.87 N Dried 1 51.80 5640

Grain 4645 Quinoa 0.80 0.80 N Dried 3 55.50 56,500

Grain 5725 Sunflower 0.80 0.80 N Dried 3 51.50 51,800

Grain 3377 Lentil 0.76 0.76 N Dried 1 51.55 5520

Grain 529 Barley 0.74 0.74 M Dried 4 50.70 51,232

Grain 5037 Rye 0.66 0.66 N Dried 1 50.85 5340

Grain 6365 Wheat, comman 0.66 0.66 M Dried 4 S0.65 51,040

Grain 4065 Oats 0.60 0.60 N Dried 3 50.65 5780

Grain L2IE  Zesame seed 0.45 0.45 N Dried 1 53.35 51,340

Medicina |3417 Licarice, Comman 1.00 1.00 M Proc. 4 59.25 514,300

Medicina |5053 Saffron 1.00 0.92 M Proc. 0.02 5252.50 52,020

Medicina |518%5 5Se=s buckthom 1.00 0.59 ¥ Proc. 5 nfz

Medicina |Z037 Ezstern elderberry 0.96 0.86 (] Proc. ] 5925 533,300

Medicina |3553 Mzashuz 0.83 0.53 b Proc. 70 nfz

Medicina [1425 Cherry, Sour 0.60 0.60 M Proc. 15 5195 511,700 |3-5 years

Medicina [4265  Peppertres 0.44 Q.00 Y Proc. nfz nfz

Medicina Arnica USDA Crop Hardiness Zones5-9 ni= Proc. 0.5 520 54,000

Medicina |4258% Echinzcea USDA Crop Hardiness Zones5- 8 nfa Proc. & 56.00 514,400

Mut 214t Europezn hazelnut 1.00 0.57 ¥ Dried 2 LE.65 54,520 [4-5 years

MNut 225 Almaond 0.80 0.80 M Dried 2 59.40 57,520 [4-5 years

Nut 4261  Pecannut 0.66 0.66 N Dried 3 515.00 518,000 |4-5 years

MNut 144% Chestnut, Eurapezan 0.58 0.58 M Dried ) 53.30 514,040 |4-5 years

Mut 2108 English wsalnut 0.58 0.58 M Dried 4 54.75 57,600 |4-5 years

Vegetable (993 Brusszels sprouts 1.00 0.21 ¥ Fresh 30 52.20 526,400

Vegetable (1332 Cauliflower 1.00 0.21 hi Fresh 40 51.30 520,800

Vegetable (4103 Onion 1.00 1.00 N Fresh 45 50.70 512,600

Vegetable (1305  Carrot 0.97 0.41 ¥ Fresh 25 s0.20 58,000

Vegetable (4221 Parznip 0.956 0.96 N Fresh 25 s0.80 58,000

Vegetable (112C Czbbaze 0.35 0.85 N Fresh 50 51.30 526,000

Vegetable (450% Potato 0.95 0.95 N Fresh 64 50.57 514 5392

Vegetable (6577 Yacon, 0.94 0.86 N Fresh 25 51.30 513,000

Vegetable [2B05  Horseradish 0.70 0.70 N Fresh & 51.30 53,120

Vegetable (2381 Garlic 0.69 0.33 ¥ Fresh & 53.65 58,760
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