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	The guidance regarding the maximum threshold values for Fmax is arbitrary and should be considered differently for different sectors and types of activities. In the case of agricultural land management, farmers are fiercely independent and face significant social and cultural barriers to adopting more regenerative management practices. In these cases, one could argue that a common practice assessment is not even appropriate at all. But if such an assessment is required, the threshold should certainly be higher to reflect how the penetration rate of a particular practice is only a minor variable in a given farmer’s decision-making process. Moreover, these management decisions are annual, not simply one point in time, setting them in stark contrast to energy, industrial, or even forestry project activities.
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