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Definitions 

Precision 

application
Application of plant protection products based on site 
specific information leading to the decision to undertake a 
Site-Specific Application and subsequent execution of that 
decision, at either constant or variable application rate. 
(EUPAF glossary) 

Targeted 

application
An application method linked to a prescription, scouting 
and/or sensing result, including real-time (e.g. while the 
application is in progress), which improves delivery of a 
pesticide(s) to target the intended pest (e.g. weed, insect, 
fungus, etc.) in small or irregular areas within a larger use 
area. (PPDC – EATWG 2022-2023 Final Report)



Aim and outcomes

To build on work already 
undertaken facilitating our 
understanding of precision 
application technologies 
and the importance of 

including these in 
regulatory processes

Update to OECD WPP 
meeting 27 February 2026 

and posting of recorded 
presentations to EPAC / 

APVMA websites 

The recommendations 
arising from this conference 

will be provided to OECD 
CRP in a conference report

Publication of ‘perspectives 
paper’ ASABE journal 

2026/27



Conference details

• Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre

• 19 – 20 February 2026

• 185 delegates (virtual and in person)

• Format

• Day 1 Presentations (18 speakers) 

• Day 2 Workshop (4 Topics / 12 questions)

• https://www.epac2026.org/program

• Outputs

• Recorded presentations

• Slido responses - workshop

https://www.epac2026.org/program
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Attendees (Country / Stakeholder)

7
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Day 1 - Presentations
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Day 2 - Workshop



Slido responses

Over 500 responses 

to analyse and 

summarise
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Grower

Dose 
expression

Extension 
services

Return on 
investment

Training

Codes of 
practice / best 
management 

practice

Label 
language and 

pictograms

Outcomes

Some key themes



Grower themes expanded

Dose expression

• Likely to be reluctance and confusion moving away from rate/ha for 2D crops.  Perhaps more flexibility with 
3D crops with LAI or similar approach.

Extension services

• Growers need support to navigate their way through the plethora of information and services (which app, 
which sprayer, which digital platform?)

Return on investment

• Growers need to understand what the return on investment will be and over how long.  Use of premium 
products would be acceptable if optimal control and long-term seedbed reduction is achieved even at the 
expense of some localised crop damage.

Training 

• Minimum training standards are not sufficient for PA systems.  Possible solution could be the development 
of training apps and simulators that can be easier accessed and updated. 
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Grower themes expanded

Codes of practice / best management practice

• As identified by the Drone WG, codes of practice or best management practice guidance (for PA) is needed so all can 
understand what best practice looks like.  It supports training and enforcement activities and can provide a level of 
information that can’t easily appear on the label.  

Label language and pictograms

• Labels are already complicated and the added complexity of PA could make this worse.  Simplicity is key on a physical 
label and initiatives towards digital labelling are critical to improving accessibility and readability of information.  Digital
technologies utilized in the submission steps, could also potentially simplify addition of precision label language in a way 
that reduced the risk of “opening up the whole label” for registrants. The pictograms developed by EUPAF for 2D and 3D 
crops were considered very useful to aide understanding of type of PA intended but would need to be harmonised.

Outcomes

• The majority of what is applied to a crop never hits the intended target and better tech alone is not enough.  Regulation 
that makes it easier for cheap generic products to enter the market can lead to poor outcomes.  Less than optimal 
coverage can lead to resistance and undesirable impacts on the environment (contaminated water, degraded soils, lost 
beneficials, etc).  Growers need to see what coverage is currently being achieved and what could be achieved such that 
behaviours change towards maximising coverage thereby improving outcomes.
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International 
collaboration

Equipment 
standards

Dose 
expression

PA or TA?

EUPAF 
categories

Training / best 
management 

practice

Case studies

Stakeholder 
groups



Collaboration themes expanded

Equipment standards

• The development of ASABE standard S665 and related ISO standards is an important foundation for 
regulatory confidence and risk assessment assumptions relating to the performance of PA.

Dose expression

• The digital labels initiative is the most likely route to a harmonised approach to dose expression.

PA or TA?

• A global harmonised approach to terminology and consensus on acronyms and definitions is 
necessary including reference to precision and/or targeted application.

EUPAF categories 

• The proposed use reduction classification system from EUPAF is a good foundation for a common 
understanding of the range of PA equipment/techniques and associated dose reduction but wider 
international agreement and validation are required. 

Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority | 15

c



Collaboration themes expanded

Training and best management practice

• Internationally agreed best management practice and training support tools would be key in 
supporting regulatory confidence and grower understanding and compliance with label 
requirements.

Case studies

• The development of a ‘pool’ of case studies based on the most likely and imminent scenarios 
for PA in different jurisdictions would help regulators identify key issues and risk assessment 
approaches.

Stakeholder groups

• A key message from conference is the need to have all stakeholder groups involved in the 
discussions and development of regulatory approaches to PA (e.g. state and federal regulators, 
crop protection industry, growers, equipment manufacturers, academia and research).
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Thank you and happy to take 
questions


