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Background

* Chronic fish toxicity data are essential for aguatic safety assessments and required under regulatory frameworks such as EU REACH.
* Traditional in vivo studies rely heavily on animal testing, are resource- and time-intensive, and provide limited biological coverage.
* Alignment with the EU Commission’s Roadmap to Phase Out Animal Testing and ECHA’s KARC 2025 priorities increases the need

for New Approach Methodologies (NAMs).
* Thereis growing momentum to incorporate NAMs into Next Generation Risk Assessment (NGRA) for chronic aquatic toxicity.

Project Overview
* |CCSisleading a collaborative project to evaluate the applicability of NAMs for chronic fish toxicity, focusing on cosmetic ingredients.

* Multiple case studies will be used to explore how NAM-derived evidence can meet standard information requirements under regulatory

frameworks (e.g., CLP, REACH)
* Outputs will feed into an ICCS best practice guidance to support regulatory and industry safety assessors.

Draft Best Practice Guidance Framework Tiered Approach towards a BPG
for Use of NAMs to Inform Chronic Fish Toxicity Assessments
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Expected Outcomes and Impact

* I|nvite discussion and collaboration
* Advance regulatory acceptance of NAMs and NGRA

For each LOE evaluate
sufficiency, reliability, and
adequacy

\ Integrate Available Data, Consider Potential MOA(s), and Weigh Evidence /
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5. Uncertainty Assessment and Conclusion

frameworks for environmental safety
 Ultimately strengthen environmental protection using
modern, animal-free scientific approaches
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