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Figure 1. Typical spray application plan for apple tree orchards in NL. ¥ Tl
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Figure 3. Spatio-temporal plot of PECs with
cross-section at overall 90%, E1 scenario.

dodine ° _ = 120-140
pyrimethanil L — A = 100-120
dithianon Figure 5. Selected spatial configuration. 40 - I =s0100
Z‘t’f:?dlnﬂ — 120 — o b, ~ ®60-80
ithianon . . —— X - m40-60
thiacloprid . ® Laca / SIiMmu |atIOnS fOF the Se/ ec t e d w00 ok . m20-40
indoxacarb | I N I I I N A T I e R —— ! m 0-
penconazo B mEEE NENEEEEEN configuration yield temporal o T -
captan 34567 _ 60~ 5

tfloxystrobin _ 1 percentiles (Tyy) to represent the .,

cniorantraniiproie |

primicar ' overall PECy, levels. &

emamectine _ o |

pyraclostrobine + boscalid 12 PY T90 depends ONn scenario type, DRT

temporal ™

spatial

Table 1. Definition of basic scenarios in countrywide simulations and crop-free buffer zone.
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