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Abstract—In this paper an autonomous system to detect and
combat Rumex obtusifolius leveraging autonomous unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAV), small autonomous sprayer robots and
5G SA connectivity is presented. Rumex obtusifolius is a plant
found on grassland that drains nutrients from surrounding plants
and has lower nutritive value than the surrounding grass. High
concentrations of it have to be combated in order to use the
grass as feed for livestock. One or more UAV are controlled
through 5G to survey the current working area and send back
high-definition photos of the ground to an edge cloud server.
There an AI algorithm using neural networks detects the Rumex
obtusifolius and calculates its position using the UAVs position
data. When plants are detected an optimal path is calculated
and sent via 5G to the sprayer robot to get to them in minimal
time. It will then move to the position of the broad-leafed dock
and use an on-board camera and the edge cloud to verify the
position of the plant and precisely spray crop protection only
where the target plant is. The spraying robot and UAV are
already operational, the training of the detection algorithm is
still ongoing. The described system is being tested with a fixed
private 5G SA network and a nomadic 5G SA network as public
cellular networks are not performant enough in regards to low
latency and upload bandwidth.

Index Terms—5G in agriculture, Autonomous UAVs and
Robots, precision agriculture, AI for weed detection

I. INTRODUCTION

Rumex obtusifolius is a perennial weed that competes with
pasture species in grassland. It is estimated that in Germany
seven out of 10 grassland farms are considered to have
serious problems in 1992 with Rumex obtusifolius or Rumex
crispus [1]. It not only displaces valuable forage grasses but
also affects the quality of basic forage and its preservation
possibilities. It can be eaten by grazing animals, but it has
less nutritive value than surrounding grasses [2]. The seeds of
the plant can survive in the soil for up to 50 years and thus
represent a long-term problem [3].

A. Combating Rumex obtusifolius

The two main methods for controlling Rumex on agricul-
tural land are mechanical and chemical control of the plants.
Where mechanical control is always selective and chemical
control is mostly used on the whole target field.

In mechanical control, i.e., weeding, the plants are individ-
ually picked out from the subsoil. This procedure is very labor
intensive and takes about 280 h/ha [4]. Therefore, it is only
profitable when infestation is low. In recent years automated
weeding robots are being developed. The development is
largely driven by organic farming practices, where the use
of synthetic herbicides is not allowed [5]. The downside of
automated weeding robots is their mechanical complexity. Due
to this maintenance costs can be higher than for spraying
robots.

Chemical control is mostly done with selective herbicides
across the whole area, but also can be selective, i.e., each
plant can be treated individually with a paint stick or backpack
sprayer. The labor required for individual plant control is
comparable to the mechanical method. Large-scale application
of herbicides has the disadvantage of high soil contamination
by chemicals and soil compaction due to heavy duty tractors.
Another downside of chemical control, especially for large-
scale application, is the waiting time between the application
and the next cut of the grass.

B. Vision based detection of rumex obtusifolius

There are many different methods already described in
literature how to detect weeds including rumex obtusifolius
in images. In [6] a ground-based contraption was used to take
pictures at a height of 1.60 m. These pictures were processed
to calculate feature information which was used to classify the
them based on a maximum likelihood approach. Segmenting
areal pictures into smaller squares and classifying them using
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AI is another approach discussed in [7]. Pictures were taken
with the UAV at different heights with the best results at a
height of 10 m. The segmented squares had a size of 0.5 m
x 0.5 m and were classified based on them containing rumex
obtusifolius or not using a VGG16 neural network [8]. The
predictions were post processed using feature information to
reduce false positives. [9] uses Fourier analysis to describe
the texture of pictures. Grass shows a larger contribution of
high-frequency basis functions to the total signal than rumex
obtusifolius. This allows them to detect the more homogeneous
texture of rumex obtusifolius compared to the inhomogeneous
texture of gras in pictures.

C. Automated weed control

There are several different entities working on automated
combat of weeds in general and Rumex obtusifolius specif-
ically. [10] describes a robot that uses GPS to drive a pre-
defined route and detects broad-leaved dock through machine
vision. When a plant is detected it is destroyed using a cutting
device. The robot described in [11] also uses machine vision to
detect weeds in a vegetable crop field. Once detected the weed
is then killed with an electric discharge of 15 kV. The system is
pulled by a commercial tractor and due to the high electricity
demand is not suited as a standalone system. The system
presented in [12] shows a way to alleviate the need for real-
time detection of weeds by using multiple non-overlapping
cameras. The detected weeds are then sprayed with herbicides.
Due to the non-overlapping nature of the cameras the robot
has to be relatively large. Using computer vision for detection
and a sprayer nozzle attached to a manipulator arm [13]
demonstrates a system quite similar to the one presented in
this paper, but doesn’t use UAVs to support the detection of
the weed therefore taking longer to treat the whole field. To
decrease the time needed to treat the whole field they also
suggest using a swarm of robots. AgBotII [14] is an integrated
robot with machine vision to discern different weeds. It
uses different chemical or mechanical methods for the weed
destruction depending on the weed species. It is larger than
the system described in this paper and also doesn’t use UAVs.
The use of smaller machinery in agriculture follows a broader
trend in agriculture to use smaller equipment as seen in project
Xaver by Fendt [15]. They are more flexible when fields vary
greatly in size, cost less and don’t compact the soil compared
to heavy tractors.

There are also commercial robots that have the goal of
controlling docks, for example, there is EcoRobotix [16] with
its autonomous robot AVO. The battery-powered robot com-
bats weeds with herbicides and has a maximum area output
of 10 hectares per day. The robot is battery-powered and its
operating time is extended by solar cells. Its weight of 750 kg
minimizes soil compaction. Wi-Fi and 4G are also integrated,
but these interfaces are used exclusively for monitoring and
manual intervention. Tensorfield Agriculture [17] is another
provider of a dock combating system, but takes a different
approach. Their robot uses a method called ”thermal micro
dosing”. Here, very hot vegetable oil is sprayed on weeds to

destroy the plants. However, both the image recognition and
the control of the robot are done entirely on the robot. The
machine can cover 10 hectares with one tank of oil.

D. 5G in agriculture

5G will enable new applications in agriculture. Since 5G
networks are not yet widespread the body of work concerning
5G an agriculture is not very big yet. In [18] a broad vision of
future applications enabled by 5G are discussed. [19] shows
a UAV based system using 5G to offload the data to a central
video analytics server to monitor crops and livestock. Their
5G network is using TV White Space (TVWS) technology
to test the potential of shared radio spectrum for 5G in rural
areas. With this limitation, upload and download of around
50 – 60 Mbit/s were achieved. Using this network, the full
video resolution was only achieved 11% of the time. In [20]
the possibilities of 5G, mobile edge computing and robotics in
agriculture are highlighted and framework based on different
entities like UAVs, field sensors etc. is proposed. Two possible
use cases, autonomous harvesting robots and UAV monitoring
using First-Person-View (FPV) drones are discussed.

5G will enable new applications, especially when fast trans-
mission of large amounts of data and low latency communica-
tion are required. Remote control applications are conceivable
to control one’s fleet of agricultural machines or even to let
them work semi- or fully autonomously. Which will become
especially important in regards to the demographic change
where automation can alleviate to a declining labor pool.
According to [21] the European labor pool will decrease by
13.5 million (or 4%) by 2030. In addition, 5G offers the
possibility of outsourcing compute intensive applications, like
AI detection, to the edge cloud. The centralization of com-
puting power makes the individual machines less expensive,
as they only need to carry the basic sensor and transmission
technology and not high computing power which scales much
better cost-wise in data centers. This approach also decreases
the energy demand and therefore extends the working time of
individual machines [22].

Compared to public cellular networks private 5G networks
can be adapted to fit a lot of different applications. Cellular
networks have the advantage of predictable network access
times through centralized medium access control instead of
best effort medium control in Wi-Fi and can therefore achieve
lower and more reliable latencies. Using dedicated spectrum,
cellular networks do not suffer from interference from sur-
rounding networks and have greater coverage area with one
base station. The drawback of cellular networks is higher
capex and opex costs compared to enterprise Wi-Fi. Private
cellular networks provide high configurability compared to
public cellular networks, but require highly trained staff to
operate. An overview of the advantages and considerations
for private 5G networks can be found in [23]. Table I shows
the performance of different cellular networks.



TABLE I
PERFORMANCE DATA OF CELLULAR NETWORKS.

private 5G SA public 4G [24] public 5G NSA
Avg. throughput Downlink ∼ 700 Mbit/s 1 ∼ 90 Mbit/s ∼ 240 Mbit/s 2

Avg. throughput Uplink ∼ 300 Mbit/s 1 ∼ 18 Mbit/s ∼ 110 Mbit/s 2

Latency ∼ 10 ms 1 ∼ 25 ms ∼ 20 ms 2

1Measured in a private 5G SA Rel. 15 network with 100MHz bandwidth (3.7-3.8GHz) with Upload/Download ratio 3:7 on campus of RPTU
2Measured in Kaiserslautern 22.11.2021

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

A. System Architecture

Figure 1 shows the architecture and communication of the
overall system . For efficient detection and precise application
of herbicides several sub-systems are needed. They are: UAVs
for areal detection, sprayer robots for close-range detection
and precise application of herbicide, edge cloud server for
centralized high-power computing tasks, a control center for
monitoring and controlling all vehicles and systems, and a 5G
SA network for handling all communications between edge
cloud and the vehicles.

UAV

sprayer robot

5G infrastructure
& edge cloud 

server
control center

Fig. 1. Overall system architecture.

B. UAV platform

One of the core elements of the use case for detecting rumex
on agricultural land agricultural areas is an autonomous drone
equipped with a camera and a 5G modem. The drone takes
high-resolution images of the agricultural land, which are then
sent over a 5G network to the edge cloud for analysis by a
high-performance AI cf. II-D.

Currently a Tarot Hexa-Copter frame as the basis of our
flying system is used. The overall architecture of the UAV
is shown in Figure 2. A PixHawk 4 flight controller running
the latest Ardupilot Copter firmware is controlling the UAV.
It is communicating with all onboard systems and the control
software in the edge cloud using the Micro Air Vehicle Link
(MAVLink) protocol. The main control and telemetry link is
realized through a MAVProxy service which is running on
a Raspberry Pi 4 that is connected through a telemetry port
on the Pixhawk [25]. A Quectel RM500Q-GL 5G modem
connected to the Raspberry Pi allows high speed and low
latency communication with the edge cloud. This high-speed
link is utilized to establish a MAVLink connection to a client
and to transfer pictures and corresponding metadata to the
detection AI in the edge cloud. For a broad overview of
the flight path, an additional FPV camera was installed. The
live video feed is processed by the Raspberry Pi 4 and then

transmitted through the 5G network back to the control center.
FPV systems are either analog or digital. Analog systems have
low latency, but low resolution video feeds. Currently used
digital FPV systems have high resolution, but high latency
feed. The 5G network enables high resolution and low latency
video feeds. Furthermore, it is possible to stream multiple
feeds at the same time over the same network connection.

Camera Modul

PixHawk 4

5G Modem

GPS + Compass
Lidar (Altitude)

Raspberry Pi 4
Edge Cloud

Control Center

MAVLink
Ethernet

MAVLink

5G SA Network
UAV

Fig. 2. Architecture of the UAV.

A radio control link is available at all times as a backup
system and by legal requirement for open category UAVs [26].
In the current configuration flight time is 15-25 min. The drone
gets its position and heading from a Holybro GPS system and
a dedicated compass module. The flight height is measured
by GPS and a Lidar sensor. The Lidar is also being used to
realize a true terrain following.

High-spatial-resolution areal images, are needed to detect
even the smallest rumex plants. A pixel size of 0.05 cm is
optimal [27] [28]. The drone flies at a speed of 3 m/s along the
preplanned path taking pictures along the way. Speed, heading
and altitude are tracked by the Raspberry Pi to calculate the
capture time of each individual picture. The pictures have an
overlap of 10% resulting in a width of 3.93 m covered by each
track. This results in an average time of about 14 minutes to
cover a field of 1 ha (ca. 4.2 ha/h). The detection camera on
the drone takes pictures with a resolution of 12.3 Megapixel.
These pictures are tagged using GPS and heading data for
later evaluation. The precise heading and GPS information
is obtained from the flight controller of the drone via a
local MAVLink connection. Each picture’s midpoint is defined
through a GPS coordinate. This information in combination
with the logged heading and altitude is later used to calculate
the position of each detected rumex cluster. Each picture is
currently uncompressed and has a size of approximately 192
Mbit. At an average speed of 3 m/s the drone captures a picture
about every 820 ms. This results in a data traffic of about
240 Mbit/s for the detection camera. The drone’s FPV camera
generates a H.264 video stream with 1080p at 60 fps which



results in an additional data traffic of about 6 Mbit/s. In the
future compression of the pictures taken by the UAV will be
investigated, but due to computational cost has not yet been
implemented to increase flight time.

C. Sprayer robot

Each rumex plant, which is detected on the pictures taken
by the drone, has to be treated with a herbicide. For this a
sprayer robot is used. In addition to applying herbicides the
robot is scanning the ground in front of the sprayer bars to
ensure that only rumex plants are sprayed.

The field robot is divided in two main sections, the chassis
and the sprayer attachment on top. The chassis houses 4
electric motors, lead-acid batteries, electric speed controllers,
main motor controller, wheel encoders and an RC receiver.
The attachment on top includes the main computing unit
running robot operating System 2 (ROS2) [29] incl. a Quectel
RM500Q-GL 5G modem, Lidar scanners, GPS, inertial mea-
surement unit (IMU), Jetson AGX Xavier, close range cam-
eras, solenoid valve control board, herbicides pump, herbicide
tanks, fine mesh inline filter, solenoid valves and nozzles.

To achieve a maximum modularity and portability a col-
lapsible and dividable sprayer bar is used. The main sprayer
contains six nozzles and has a working width of 550 mm.
On each side one additional sprayer arm with 5 nozzles can
be added. The maximum working width is 1800 mm. Each
sprayer bar has its own close range detection camera, for the
first testing period each camera has its own computing unit on
board. Later on each close-range video feed will be sent over
the 5G network to the edge cloud to be processed. This will
reduce the cost of the robot as well as the power consumption
which will lead to a longer run-time.

Fig. 3. Architecture of the sprayer robot.

1) Navigation: An optimized path, calculated in the edge
cloud, is transmitted to the field robot through the 5G network
to reduce the time and energy it takes to spray all detected
rumex plants. We consider a path with minimal length as
optimal. To calculate the shortest path connecting all points
is a classic traveling salesman problem which is known to be
NP-hard. We are currently evaluating two possible heuristics
to calculate the shortest path. The first is a greedy approach
taking always the nearest neighbor. The other is the Lin-
Kerninghan heuristic [30]. To determine its position in the field
the robot utilizes fused sensor data coming from its encoders,

IMU and GPS. The Nav2 framework [31] integrated into robot
OS uses a costmap as an environment representation. With the
lidar sensors the robot can detect obstacles and add them to the
costmap so the local path planning can avoid them. Between
plants the robot moves with a speed of 2 m/s. To improve
the quality of detection the speed is reduced to 0.5 m/s when
close to the detected plant.

2) Close range detection: The coordinates of potential
rumex plants are detected by the AI on the edge cloud. Several
factors are influencing the precision of the location of the
plant detected by the UAV, like GPS and compass accuracy.
To detect the rumex plants as precise as possible a close
range-video-detection system is installed on the robot. This
system is covering the area right in front of the sprayer bar
and detects the rumex plants within the working area. For now
each camera is connected to a Jetson AGX Xavier on the robot
which is running its own AI to detect rumex.

3) Precision herbicide application: To minimize the
amount of herbicides needed the sprayer robot uses 16 in-
dividual controllable fan nozzles. Each nozzle has a working
width of approximately 150 mm and an overlap of 10 mm
at a working height of 250 mm above ground. Each nozzle is
directly connected to a solenoid valve. This reduces the latency
between the time the valve is opened and the time pressure is
constant at the tip of the nozzle.

As soon as a rumex plant in front of a nozzle is detected,
the correct time to open the corresponding nozzle(s) is being
calculated. Each plant is different in size and shape, which
influences the time one or more nozzles are activated. Each
nozzle opens 20 mm in front of a rumex plant and closes 20
mm after passing over it. This ensures that the whole plant is
covered and a minimum amount of herbicides is applied.

To calculate how many plants can be sprayed with one tank,
we estimate the size of an average rumex plant to be about
100 mm in diameter and the average speed of the sprayer
robot (in detecting mode) is 0.5 m/s. Each nozzle has to be
activated 140 mm of travel which is equal to 0.28 s. At 3 bars
the installed nozzles have a throughput of 15 ml/s. A total of
4.2 ml is needed to spray one plant. With the installed 24 L
tank it would be possible to spray a maximum of 5700 plants.

Each herbicide needs to be diluted to a different concentra-
tion to achieve maximum effectiveness. It is important to dif-
ferentiate between precise punctual application and imprecise
large-area covering application. The herbicide concentration
must be adjusted so that the previously mentioned 4.2 ml that
are sprayed on a plant are sufficient and within the guidelines
of the applied herbicide [32]. If the concentration of the
herbicide is not high enough for 4.2 ml per plant the speed of
the robot has to be decreased further.

D. Rumex detection

There are two AIs in use. One AI is used to detect rumex
plants in pictures taken by the UAV. The second one is used to
detect rumex plants in front of the robot using video streams.

1) Areal detection: For the UAV pictures, an AI based on
a convolutional neural network was trained with a database of



areal pictures of rumex obtusifolius. The AI predicts bounding
boxes around the rumex plants using the RGB values of the
pictures as input. From these bounding boxes the midpoint
is calculated and used for the path planning. To reduce false
positives, the bounding boxes need to have a minimum area
as well as a certain area to length ratio. Removing bounding
boxes with a too small area from the set of detected plants
reduces the number of false positives, but it could also remove
correctly detected very small plants. As mentioned in [32] the
rumex needs to have a certain size to be combated effectively
so this poses no significant problem. At the moment the system
is tested with tennis balls as a representation of plant locations
and a pretrained AI for detection as the rumex database is in
the process of being created as currently rumex is not growing
on the fields. This AI was per-trained using a residual network
[33] trained with the COCO dataset [34].

2) Ground detection: As the control of the sprayer robots
nozzles are much more time critical than the detection of plants
on the UAV pictures, the AI network used to detect plants on
pictures form the sprayer robot is different. For this task we
use a YOLOv3 [35] network because it provides a good mix
between performance and accuracy. The neural network works
on video streams captured form the detection cameras. It was
trained on close up videos of rumex obtusifolius and predicts
bounding boxes similar to the AI used for the UAV pictures.
As each camera picture is aligned to 6 nozzles the X range
of the bounding boxes determines which nozzles are activated
and the Y range determines the timing of the activation.

E. Control Center
The control center allows the user to control and monitor the

whole process conveniently from a central point. From here
a mission for the UAV can be planned in advance. For path
planning we use “Mission Planner”. The path is planned to
cover the field in parallel tracks at a height of 10 m. A mission
contains a start location, take-off and landing instructions as
well as the planned path. Furthermore, it is possible to interact
directly with the UAV and the robots through the 5G network.

The location of the detected rumex plants are displayed on
a map in the control center. This allows the user to determine
the infestation density of the field. As soon as the UAV finishes
the sweep of the field an optimized path is calculated and sent
to the sprayer robot.

The operator is able to see the location of the UAV and the
robots at all times on the map. Furthermore, the operator can
monitor all sensor data from the robot and observe the planned
path in advance. Because 5G offers low latency each vehicle
can be stopped immediately by the operator from the control
center or automatically through onboard safety controls. After
clarifying the cause of the automated emergency stop, the
operator can resume the mission. To resolve problems in cases
of emergency the operator can take direct control of the UAV
and the robot [28].

F. 5G network
For the presented trials private 5G SA networks are used.

The current public network coverage of the farmland in the

trial is not sufficient in latency and bandwidth to be used
for the described application. Currently two options for the
5G network are available. The first option is a permanently
installed antenna close to the grassland area where the trials
take place. It is directly connected to the internal network
of farm. The edge cloud server for the image processing is
located in the small server room in the basement of the farm’s
main building. The control room has a direct fiber connection
to the 5G core router for easy data access. The second option
for the 5G SA network is a nomadic network integrated in
a light commercial vehicle. The edge server is in the same
rack as the cellular network components. The vehicle has a
small integrated control station for manually controlling the
operation of the drone and robots. It can be powered for a
limited time with the integrated batteries or through shore
power (fixed installation or with a generator). Depending on
the size and distribution of the farmland and the future prices
of cellular networking equipment it can be more cost effective
to install fixed masts for cellular communication.

For the network traffic for the overall application is shown in
figure 4. Our current network configuration supports up to 300
Mbit/s upload speeds, which are exceeded by required upload
speeds. To solve this problem the data from the UAV can be
lossless compressed or pre-processed using the Raspberry Pi
on the UAV. The compression of the camera videos from the
sprayer robot can also be be increased. With further system
updates we expect to be able to achieve 1:1 upload/download
speeds which should increase the upload speed to ∼ 500
Mbit/s which would allow uncompressed video transmission.

Upload: 246.0576 Mbit/s
Download: 0.0576 Mbit/s

Edge Cloud Server

Control Center

UAV
Sprayer 
Robot

Detection Camera Feed 
240 Mbit/s

FPV Camera Stream
6 Mbit/s

MAVLink
0.0576 Mbit/s

ROS2 Telemetry
2.46 Mbit/s

Detection Camera Feed
150 Mbit/s (3 Cameras)

FPV Camera Stream
6 Mbit/s

Upload: 202.46 Mbit/s
Download: 2.46 Mbit/s

5G SA Network

Fig. 4. Overall throughput requirements for one UAV and one sprayer robot

III. CONCLUSION

This paper presents an autonomous system to detect and
combat Rumex obtusifolius leveraging private 5G SA net-
works for areal detection using UAVs, small autonomous
sprayer robots to navigate to the detected plants. The robot
confirms the location of the target plants and uses precision
nozzels to spray the docks. The first test results show that
the overall system architecture is feasable and all components
work as expected. Private 5G SA networks can be used for
the communication between UAV and edge cloud, and edge
Cloud to sprayer robot. The raw data of the UAV can be sent
to an edge cloud and processed there, which can not be done
with Wifi due to range or 4G due to bandwidth limitations.

Our system and approach to combat rumex obtusifolius se-
lectively in combination with UAV, small autonomous sprayer



robots and a 5G SA network will reduce the amount of
herbicide needed drastically and therefore provide benefits to
nature, ecosystems and farmers.

IV. FUTURE WORK

The exact localization using on the sprayer robot still
currently uses onboard detection, but will be switched to edge
cloud in the near future. With this energy can be saved to
extend operating time and reduce the cost per vehicle. We
expect this data to be more latency sensitive than the UAV data
as the robot has to be able to open the sprayer nozzles in time.
The latency requirements have to be analyzed and feasibility
tested with the available network. Further innovations in
5G Rel. 16 will be analyzed for their use in the presented
application. Other methods than using herbicides to combat
the rumex could also be explored.
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