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Abstract

This paper presents within an arable farming context a predictive logic for the on- and off-switching of a set of nozzles attached to a
boom aligned along a working width and carried by a machinery with the purpose of applying spray along the working width while
the machinery is traveling along a specific path planning pattern. Concatenation of multiple of those path patterns and corresponding
concatenation of proposed switching logics enables nominal lossless spray application for area coverage tasks. Proposed predictive
switching logic is compared to the common and state-of-the-art reactive switching logic for Boustrophedon-based path planning
for area coverage. The trade-off between reduction in pathlength and increase in the number of required on- and off-switchings for
proposed method is discussed.

Keywords: Agriculture; Path Planning; Spraying; Predictive Switching; Overlap Avoidance.

MAIN NOMENCLATURE
H Mainfield lane length, (m).
N Number of mainfield lanes, (-).
R Turning radius of machinery, (m).
W Machinery working width, (m).
Lpath Pathlength for machinery, (m).
NON Number of nozzle switching-on states, (-).

Fig. 1. Visualisation of two building blocks for area coverage: (i) path plan-
ning and (ii) a switching logic for the control of nozzles attached along a boom
and carried by a machinery for spray application along a working width.

1. Introduction

Within an agricultural arable farming context focusing on ce-
real crop cultivation of grains like wheat, rapeseed, barley and
the like, area coverage applications can in general be manifold.
They can include spraying, mowing, fertilizing, seeding, har-
vesting and so forth.

In this paper, area coverage only relates to spraying applica-
tions. This includes (i) spraying of herbicides, pesticides and
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Area coverage path planning
(pattern-based)

Switching logic for area coverage path plan
(pattern-based)

Apply switching logic while following path plan

Fig. 2. High-level algorithm structure as a block diagram.

the like for plant protection, but can alternatively (ii) also refer
to spraying of fertilizing means, or in general (iii) to applica-
tions where input means are sprayed onto a work area through
one nozzle or a set of nozzles.

Thus, methods presented in this paper do not relate to mow-
ing, seeding and harvesting applications, or in general to appli-
cations where a machinery does not apply spray to a work area
but instead operates in direct physical contact with a work area.

For this setup of area coverage planning for spraying ap-
plications there are two fundamental building blocks: (i) path
planning and (ii) a switching logic for control of the nozzles,
whereby those two steps follow after each other in sequence.
First, a path is planned before a switching logic is applied on
top, see Fig. 2.

The simplest possible switching logic is to switch on at the
start of the path plan and to switch off after completion of the
path plan. However, within an agricultural area coverage con-
text this may be inefficient since it typically generates spray
overlap where some areas would be sprayed multiple times.
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Therefore, more efficient switching logics and efficient path
plans are desired.

A literature review is provided for the two building blocks,
path planning for area coverage and switching logics for the
control of nozzles for spray application.

First, for area coverage Boustrophedon paths, whose name is
derived from Ancient Greek for ”like the ox turns”, are men-
tioned. They describe a meandering or ’zig-zag’ path pattern.
Its usage is widespread, e.g., from search and scan applications
in Sequeira (1979) to early robotic applications in Tao & Luh
(1989). It is by far the predominant path pattern employed in
practice throughout agricultural applications. The reason is that
it is convenient to use by driving with agricultural machinery
alternatingly one lane after another to achieve area coverage.

Nevertheless, it is important to point out that this pattern is
not pathlength optimal in combination with a headland path that
is typical for area coverage in arable farming applications.

The topic of optimising path planning for area coverage has
been addressed by a large number of different techniques, typi-
cally tailored to the different structures of work areas. See Gal-
ceran & Carreras (2013) for a 2013 survey, and Tan et al. (2021)
for a more recent 2021 survey.

Within the arable farming context the inclusion of a head-
land path is a characteristic constraint that has to be taken into
account for area coverage path planning (see e.g. He et al.
(2023), Utamima & Djunaidy (2022), Pour Arab et al. (2023),
Höffmann et al. (2024)). For illustration, compare Fig. 3 and
Fig. 4 for area coverage paths with and without headland paths,
respectively. Headland paths are required for full area coverage
when operating nonholonomic vehicles such as tractors with a
limited turning radius within the work area.

In Plessen (2019) optimal in-field routing was discussed for
arbitrary non-convex fields and multiple obstacle areas. In gen-
eral, in such a setup the optimal solution can result in a route
that would be unintuitive to drive in contrast to a Boustrophedon
path. Nevertheless, it was found that there exists a specific path
planning pattern that often can form part of an optimal solu-
tion. This path pattern was further analyzed in Plessen (2018).
This pattern shall also represent the pattern based on which a
predictive spray switching logic is presented in this paper.

The second building block is discussed. Spraying, which is
typically applied to the work area via a set of nozzles aligned
along a boom for broadcast spraying1 (Portman (1979), Smith
et al. (2000), Vijayakumar et al. (2023)), is a highly dynamic
process and affected by a plethora of parameters. These include
nozzle type, spray fan angle, spray pressure, boom height, noz-
zle spray overlap, nozzle spacing, nozzle clogging, machinery
traveling speed, cross wind for spray drift and more (Holter-
man et al. (1997), Hassen et al. (2013), Mangus et al. (2017),
Burgers et al. (2021), Wang et al. (2023a), Wang et al. (2023b)).
For unmanned aerial spraying (Carreño Ruiz et al. (2022)), in
contrast to traditional spraying with tractors carrying or trailing

1The term broadcast spraying implies that spray is applied over the entire
width of the boom. For broadcast spraying nozzles are spaced along the boom
such that individual nozzle sprays overlap such that uniform spray coverage
along the entire boom width can be achieved.

(a) First path pattern: Boustrophedon.

(b) Second path pattern: Alternative.

Fig. 3. Comparison of two path patterns.

spraying machinery and sprayers operating close to the ground,
dynamic effects are further amplified.

Aforementioned effects are listed to underline the real-world
complexity of the spraying process. However, for the remain-
der of this paper nominal instant switching and absence of any
of above mentioned spray dynamics and spray transients is as-
sumed. This is justified for two reasons. First, spray effects hold
simultaneously for both the Boustrophedon-based path pattern
and the suggested alternative path pattern. Second, this paper
presents a predictive switching logic that exploits the structure
of a specific path planning pattern. For clarity of presentation
spray transients are omitted in the following since these do not
alter the general switching logic.

The research gap and motivation for this paper is discussed.
There is a research gap in linking spray switching logics to
path planning patterns that are different from the Boustrophe-
don pattern. Moreover and in particular, individual nozzle con-
trol is typically applied reactively varying laterally along the
boom withtin the framework of variable rate automatic section
(boom section or nozzle) control (Luck et al. (2010), Sharda
(2011)). The reactive aspect implies that nozzles are switched
on during path traversal when an area has not yet been sprayed
and switched off (i) when an area is traversed a second or more
times such that no overlap occurs with already sprayed areas
and (ii) when an area is traversed that is not meant to be sprayed
according to a map (Luck et al. (2010)).

In contrast, to the best of the author’s knowledge this is the
first paper that proposes (i) a predictive switching logic that (ii)
exploits the structure of an efficient path planning pattern for
area coverage that is different from the Boustrophedon pattern.

The remaining paper is organised as follows: problem formu-
lation, problem solution, numerical results and the conclusion
are described in Sections 2-5.

2. Problem Formulation

The problem addressed in this paper is as follows:
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(a) Boustrophedon path pattern with headland path.

(b) Alternative path pattern with headland path.

Fig. 4. Comparison of two path patterns with a headland path.

Problem 1. Given a convexly-shaped two-dimensional work
area, determine a path plan for area coverage based on the
concatenation of a recurring path pattern and a correspond-
ing logic for the on- and off-switching of a set of nozzles at-
tached to a boom aligned along the working width and carried
by a machinery or trailed by a machinery as an implement with
the purpose of applying spray along the working width while
the machinery is traveling along the path plan, subject to the
constraint that the path plan for area coverage shall include a
headland path.

Three comments are made. First, the constraint of inclusion
of a headland path is a typical setup for outdoors agricultural ap-
plications. It is warranted (i) for nonholonomic vehicles such as
tractors that typically operate in agricultural fields with a lim-
ited turning radius, and (ii) in order to ensure field contours
shall not be exceeded or violated while still enabling full area
coverage. Note that the benefits of inclusion of a headland path
can also apply to drone applications (Plessen (2024)). Second,
the assumption of a convexly-shaped work area enables that
Problem 1 can be fully solved by the concatenation of a recur-
ring path pattern. Third, the treatment of non-convexly shaped
work areas and work areas that further include obstacle areas
such as tree islands, ponds, power pole masts and so forth is
more complex and not subject of this short paper, where the
focus is on presentation of a switching logic for a specific al-
ternative path planning pattern. However, short comments and
an outlook for the non-convex setup are provided at the end of
Section 3.

3. Problem Solution

This section discusses two solution approaches for Problem
1. First, the state-of-the-art and widespread method applied in
agricultural practice that is based on Boustrophedon path plan-
ning and a corresponding reactive switching logic is discussed.
Second, an alternative proposition that is based on an alterna-
tive path pattern and a predictive switching logic is presented.
The high-level approach is illustrated in Fig. 2.

3.1. Boustrophedon-based Reactive Switching Method
The switching logic for Boustrophedon-based path planning

for area coverage is visualised in Fig. 5. It is switched on along
the initial full headland path traversal beginning at the field en-
trance, see Fig. 5(a). Then, it is reactively switched on along
traversals of mainfield lanes as soon as a work area has not yet
been sprayed. This occurs along the mainfield lanes at clos-
est projection distances of half the operating width, W/2, away
from the headland path. Likewise, it is reactively switched off
towards the end of traversal of a mainfield lane at closest projec-
tion distances of half the operating width, W/2, away from the
headland path such that no overlap occurs with already sprayed
area. See Fig. 5(b) for illustration. This procedure is repeated
while the machinery is traversing the mainfield lanes in the typ-
ical Boustrophedon pattern, see Fig. 5(c). After traversal of
the last mainfield lane the machinery travels along the shortest
path along the headland path to the field exit with spray nozzles
switched off such as to avoid spray overlap. The final result
of this reactive spraying method implies full area coverage, see
Fig. 5(d).

3.2. Alternative Predictive Switching Method
The second method to address Problem 1 differs from the

previous Boustrophedon-based reactive method in two ways:
(i) a different path pattern is employed, and (ii) the switching
method includes a predictive logic.

The path pattern and its waypoints of interest are highlighted
in Fig. 6. Several comments are made. First, the path traversal
begins a start point A and follows the letters in order A, B, C,
. . . until end point M. Second, path segments B-C, F-G, H-I and
L-A indicate turn maneuvers for transitions between headland
path and mainfield lanes. A turning radius R > 0 for nonholo-
nomic vehicle dynamics is assumed. Third, waypoints D, E, J
and K indicate locations along mainfield lanes that have a clos-
est projection distance of half the working width, W/2, away
from the headland path. Fourth, headland path segments part of
the path pattern are segments A-B, G-H and A-M. Note that the
initial segment A-B is also a sub-segment of the segment A-M.

For the path pattern in Fig. 6 the proposed switching logic is
visualised in Fig. 7 and is as follows:

(a) Along transition A-D it is switched off.

(b) Along transition D-E it is switched on.

(c) Along transition E-J it is switched off.

(d) Along transition J-K it is switched on.

(e) Along transition K-A it is switched off.

(f) Along transition A-M it is switched on.

Multiple comments are made. First, according to the logic it is
never switched on along turn maneuvers for the transition be-
tween headland path and mainfield lanes, see Steps (a), (c) and
(e). This is beneficial in that during such turn maneuvers noz-
zles located at different locations along the boom are exhibiting
different traveling velocities. In order to maintain uniform spray

3



(a) Initial full headland path coverage.

(b) Reactive switching along mainfield lanes.

(c) Reactive switching along mainfield lanes.

(d) Result after full traversal of the path plan.

Fig. 5. Method 1: State-of-the-art reactive switching logic for area coverage
based on the Boustrophedon-path pattern in combination with an initial full
headland path traversal. The field entrance and starting point of the path is
indicated by the black dot.

Fig. 6. Method 2: An instance of the path planning pattern of interest and
relevant waypoints along its path.

application along the entire working width in such scenarios in-
dividual nozzle control (Luck et al. (2010)) would be required.
This is here avoided.

Second, according to Step (b) and (d) it is switched on only
along segments of mainfield lanes that are in closest projec-
tion distance at least half the operating width away from the
headland path. This is because the area around segments of the
mainfield lanes that are close to the headland path are more effi-
ciently sprayed during traversal of the headland path segments.
This avoids spraying during turn maneuvers for transitions be-
tween headland path and mainfield lanes.

Third, assuming nominal instant switching and spray appli-
cation without a transient phase2 there is zero overlap in the
total sprayed area as shown in Fig. 7(f) indicated by the gray
area. This is the result of the three switching-on phases illus-
trated in Fig. 7.

Finally, the two predictive characteristics of the switching
pattern are discussed.

The first predictive aspect of the method involves the head-
land path segment A-B in Fig. 6. The first transition A-D ac-
cording to Fig. 7(a) is traversed with switching-off state. This
transition includes traversal of the path segment A-B along the
headland path. According to above switching logic it is explic-
itly switched off along this transition. This is since by knowl-
edge of the path pattern it is predictively known that the path
segment A-B will be traversed a second time as part of the sixth
and final transition A-M of the path pattern. Importantly, the
entire transition A-M, which includes the path segment A-B, is
along the headland path. In contrast, the first ttransition A-D,
which also includes the path segment A-B, is only partly along
the headland path, but also partly along a turn maneuver for the

2This is a hypothetical and ideal setup used throughout this paper to present
the method and to analyse its theoretical characteristics. See also the discussion
in the Introduction and in Sect. 3.3.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 7. Method 2: Illustration of proposed predictive switching logic (a)-(f)
for the path pattern in Fig. 6. Gray areas indicate sprayed area. See Section 3.2
for a description.

Fig. 8. Method 2: Concatenation of two path planning patterns.

(a) First special case example of a prolonged headland path segment.

(b) Second special case example of a prolonged headland path segment,
whereby this segment is furthermore replacing the second mainfield
lane that is otherwise typical for the path pattern in Fig. 6.

Fig. 9. Method 2: Two special cases with prolonged headland path segments.

transition from headland path to mainfield lane. Note that such
a predictive switching logic is absent from the state-of-the-art
reactive switching logic for Boustrophedon-based area cover-
age path planning described in Sect. 3.1.

The second predictive aspect of the method involves the con-
catenation of multiple path patterns and their switching logics.
As the sprayed area in Fig. 7(f) illustrates, after the traversal of
the path pattern and according to the switching logic outlined
in Fig. 7(a)-7(f) not all segments along the path pattern are
sprayed during their traversal. In particular, this relates to the
transition E-J in Fig. 7(c) and transition K-A in Fig. 7(e). How-
ever, being aware of the embedding of the path pattern within
an overall area coverage path plan the coverage of these missing
segments can be achieved by:

(i) Concatenating multiple path patterns.

(ii) Introducing a switching logic for the initial transition from
a field entrance to the first occurrence of the path pattern
according to the overall area coverage path plan.

(iii) Introducing a switching logic for the path after comple-
tion of the last path pattern according to the overall area
coverage path plan.

These three aspects are elaborated on next.

5



(a) Planned area coverage path.

(b) Spraying result after traversal of the planned area coverage path and appli-
cation of proposed switching logic.

Fig. 10. Method 2: Visualisation of a full area coverage example result-
ing from the concatenation of multiple path patterns, application of proposed
switching logic in Fig. 7, and special cases handling according to Fig. 9.

Regarding (i), Fig. 8 illustrates the concatenation of two path
patterns, illustrating how a concatenation enables spraying of a
larger area.

Regarding (ii), the initial switching logic for the initial tran-
sition from a field entrance to the first occurrence of the path
pattern shall be reactive. Thus, during this phase it shall be
switched on during path traversal when an area has not yet been
sprayed and switched off when an area is traversed a second or
more times.

Regarding (iii), the switching logic for the path after comple-
tion of the last path pattern according to overall area coverage
path plan shall likewise be reactive. Thus, it shall be switched
on during path traversal when an area has not yet been sprayed
and switched off when an area is traversed a second or more
times.

Finally, Fig. 9 illustrates two special cases of the path pattern
in Fig. 6, where a headland path segment is prolonged.

If an area coverage path plan consists entirely of a concate-
nation of path patterns of Fig. 6 then one of those special cases
marks the last path pattern according to the overall area cover-
age path plan. Then, waypoint M in Fig. 9 marks the field exit
point, whereby in general the final headland path segment A-M
can span multiple path patterns.

For a full area coverage example illustrating above rules (i)-
(iii) see Fig. 10.

Fig. 11. Experiments setup: Two path planning methods and their switching
logics are compared in two experimental setups, one for an even and one for
an odd number of N > 0 mainfield lanes, as a function of variable N. The
working width is W > 0. The uniform mainfield lane length is H > 0. A turn-
ing radius R > 0 is assumed. The typical curved trajectories, that would occur
at the transitions between mainfield lanes and headland path for nonholonomic
vehicles, are not displayed in above plot, since they vary for different path plans
according to the Boustrophedon-based or Alternative method. They are, how-
ever, accounted for in the calculations in (1) and (2).

3.3. Non-convexly shaped work areas

As outlined in Problem 1 the scope of this paper are convexly
shaped work areas. The objective of this paper is presentation
of an efficient predictive switching logic for a specific path plan-
ning pattern.

Not subject of this paper is the application of the method to
non-convexly shaped work areas. Here, optimised area cover-
age path planning (e.g. Plessen (2019)) is more complex and
area coverage paths often consist of concatenations of the path
pattern in Fig. 6 but often also consists of freely optimised and
less intuitive routing paths. Above switching logics, and in par-
ticular listing (i)-(iii), are still maintained.

The evaluation of the method for (i) non-convexly shaped
real-world work areas, plus (ii) the inclusion of turn compensa-
tion for individual boom section control, and (iii) the effect of
spray transients during switching is subject of ongoing work.

4. Numerical Results and Discussion

For the experimental setup displayed in Fig. 11 analytical
formulas can be derived for the pathlength as well as for the
number of required switching-on and switching-off states. For
this calculation it has to be distinguished between an odd and
an even number of mainfield lanes N.

For an odd number of mainfield lanes, the following formulas
can be derived analytically:

LBoustrophedon
path (N) = N(H − 4R + 2

2Rπ
4
+ 4W) + c1, (1a)

NBoustrophedon
ON (N) = N + 1, (1b)

LAlternative
path (N) = N(H − 4R + 2

2Rπ
4
+ 3W) + c2, (1c)

NAlternative
ON (N) =

3
2

(N + 1), (1d)
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(a) Pathlengths as a function of the number of mainfield lanes N > 0 in four scenarios with W ∈ {12m, 36m} and H ∈ {100m, 500m}.

(b) Number of switching-on states as a function of the number of mainfield lanes N > 0 in four scenarios with W ∈ {12m, 36m} and H ∈ {100m, 500m}.

Fig. 12. Experiments: Visualisation of formulas (1) for an odd number of mainfield lanes N > 0.
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(a) Pathlengths as a function of the number of mainfield lanes N > 0 in four scenarios with W ∈ {12m, 36m} and H ∈ {100m, 500m}.

(b) Number of switching-on states as a function of the number of mainfield lanes N > 0 in four scenarios with W ∈ {12m, 36m} and H ∈ {100m, 500m}.

Fig. 13. Experiments: Visualisation of formulas (2) for an even number of mainfield lanes N > 0.
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Example Setup Boustrophedon Alternative
W, H, Area Lpath,NON Lpath, NON
N ∆Lm

path, ∆NON

12m, 100m, 0.7ha 1020m, 6 982m, 9
5 -38m, 3
12m, 100m, 6.2ha 7630m, 52 7040m, 78
51 -590m, 26
12m, 500m, 3.6ha 4220m, 6 4182m, 9
5 -38m, 3
12m, 500m, 31.2ha 29230m, 52 28640m, 78
51 -590m, 26
36m, 100m, 2.2ha 1548m, 6 1414m, 9
5 -134m, 3
36m, 100m, 18.7ha 12574m, 52 10784m, 78
51 -1790m, 26
36m, 500m, 10.8ha 4748m, 6 4614m, 9
5 -134m, 3
36m, 500m, 93.6ha 34174m, 52 32384m, 78
51 -1790m, 26

Table 1. Experiments: Results for an odd number of mainfield lanes N > 0. A
turning radius of R = 5m is assumed throughout. For formulas and qualitative
evaluation see (1) and Fig. 12, respectively.

Example Setup Boustrophedon Alternative
W, H, Area Lpath, NON Lpath, NON
N ∆Lm

path, ∆NON

12m, 100m, 0.6ha 886m, 5 742m, 7
4 -144m, 2
12m, 100m, 6.1ha 7497m, 51 6801m, 76
50 -696m, 25
12m, 500m, 3.0ha 3686m, 5 3142m, 7
4 -544m, 2
12m, 500m, 30.6ha 28697m, 51 27601m, 76
50 -1096m, 25
36m, 100m, 1.8ha 1318m, 5 1078m, 7
4 -240m, 2
36m, 100m, 18.4ha 12345m, 51 10449m, 76
50 -1896m, 25
36m, 500m, 9.0ha 4118m, 5 3478m, 7
4 -640m, 2
36m, 500m, 91.8ha 33545m, 51 31249m, 76
50 -2296m, 25

Table 2. Experiments: Results for an even number of mainfield lanes N > 0.
A turning radius of R = 5m is assumed throughout. For formulas and qualitative
evaluation see (2) and Fig. 13, respectively.

with offset constants c1 = (3H − 14R + 6 2Rπ
4 + 2W) and c2 =

(3H − 12R + 6 2Rπ
4 + 3W).

For an even number of mainfield lanes, the following formu-
las can be derived analytically:

LBoustrophedon
path (N) = N(H − 4R + 2

2Rπ
4
+ 4W) + c3, (2a)

NBoustrophedon
ON (N) = N + 1, (2b)

LAlternative
path (N) = N(H − 4R + 2

2Rπ
4
+ 3W) + c4, (2c)

NAlternative
ON (N) =

3
2

N + 1, (2d)

with offset constants c3 = (3H − 12R + 6 2Rπ
4 + 2W) and c4 =

(2H − 8R + 4 2Rπ
4 + 2W).

For visualisation, formulas (1) are evaluated and displayed in
Fig. 12 and Table 1. Similarly, formulas (2) are visualised in
Fig. 13 and Table 2.

Several comments can be made. First, the key insight is that
in both cases the difference in pathlengths, and thus the path-
length savings that can be achieved by the Alternative method,
scales linearly with the number of mainfield lanes and the work-
ing width,

LAlternative
path (N) − LBoustrophedon

path (N) =

−NW + ˜c21, if N odd,
−NW + ˜c43, if N even,

(3)
where constants are ˜c21 = c2 − c1 and ˜c43 = c4 − c3. Thus, the
more mainfield lanes are needed to cover an agricultural field
or work area the more pathlength savings can be achieved in
absolute values by the Alternative method.

Second, while the Alternative method offers pathlength sav-
ings as a benefit the Boustrophedon-based method offers sav-
ings in the required number of switchings:

NAlternative
ON (N) − NBoustrophedon

ON (N) =

 1
2 (N + 1), if N odd,
1
2 N, if N even.

(4)
Note that while (3) and (4) were derived for the experimental

setup in Fig. 11, similar analytical formulas can be derived for
alternative starting positions (field entrance) located at a differ-
ent location along the headland path. This changes the offset
constants in (3) and (4), however, importantly the linear rela-
tionships remain the same.

Thus, both the Boustrophedon-based and Alternative method
have one advantage and one disadvantage with respect to each
other.

What remains to evaluate is whether pathlength savings or
savings in the number of switches are of greater importance.
Therefore, in ordert to better get a sense of orders of magni-
tudes and savings potential, formulas are evaluated for a range
of typical parameters. The results are summarised in Table 1
and 2.

For example, for an agricultural field of size 18.4ha with an
even number of lanes N = 50, a working width W = 36m and
H = 100m, the pathlength savings for the Alternative method

9



would be -1896m and 25 more switching-on states in compari-
son to the Boustrophedon method. Here, several comments can
be made.

First, the larger number of required switching-on states is un-
desired. This is since each switching generates a real-world
transient behaviour (without aforementioned nominal assump-
tion of instant spray application) during which only partial
spray is applied while the nozzle switching occurs. To put this
in perspective, suppose this switching transient occurs for 2m
(e.g. a traveling speed of 7.2km/h and a switching transient du-
ration of 1s) for each switching while the machinery is travel-
ing in the agricultural field. Then, 25 more switching-on states
and their corresponding switching-off states combinedly imply
100m pathlength of the total pathlength where transient switch-
ing behavior occurs. Note that these 100m stand in contrast
to -1896m pathlength savings that can be achieved through the
Alternative method.

Pathlength savings imply (i) time savings and (ii) fuel savings
for the machinery. For example, pathlength savings of -1896m
at a traveling speed of 5km/h imply 22.8min time savings. This
is significant. At a traveling speed of 10km/h the time savings
are still 11.4min.

Whether to more highly value pathlength savings or instead
to prefer fewer nozzle switchings is a decision any practitioner
has to decide for themselves. On the one hand there are time
savings and fuel savings, on the other hand there is the avoid-
ance of switching transients where spray is applied only par-
tially. From an economic point of view time and fuel savings
are arguably more important.

Finally, a detail about the effect of an odd or even num-
ber of mainfield lanes on pathlength savings is discussed. As
Fig. 12(a) illustrates for a small odd number of mainfield lanes,
N = 5, the pathlength savings of the Alternative method with
respect to the Boustrophedon-based method are between −0.9%
and −8.7%. In contrast, as Fig. 13(a) illustrates for a small even
number of mainfield lanes, N = 4, the pathlength savings are
between −14.8% and −18.2%. The reason for this large dis-
crepancy in pathlength savings is which one of the two cases in
Fig. 9 applies. For the given examples, Fig. 9(a) applies for an
even number for N, whereas Fig. 9(b) applies for an odd num-
ber for N. Thus, for an odd number N the right-most headland
path segment is traversed twice according to Fig. 9(b). This
is unavoidable and necessary to cover the penultimate main-
field lane, however, results in smaller pathlength savings with
respect to the Boustrophedon-based method. The smaller N
and the larger the mainfield length H, the more profound this
loss of pathlength savings potential is. In contrast, for an even
number of mainfield lanes maximal pathlength savings poten-
tial is achieved by the Alternative method with respect to the
Boustrophedon-based method.

5. Conclusion

This paper presented a predictive logic for the on- and off-
switching of a set of nozzles attached to a boom aligned along
a working width for a specific path pattern for area coverage.

The path pattern is efficient for area coverage in that its con-
catenation yields shorter area coverage pathlengths than an al-
ternative Boustrophedon-based area coverage path. The pro-
posed switching logic for the path pattern is efficient in that it
avoids switching-on states during turn maneuvers by exploiting
the special structure of the path pattern.

Two predictive aspects of the proposed switching logic were
highlighted, first within its framework for one path pattern and
then within the framework of concatenating multiple path pat-
terns.

The method was compared to a state-of-the-art reactive
switching logic for Boustrophedon-based area coverage path
planning.

Assuming a convexly shaped work area, one advantage and
one disadvantage of proposed method were highlighted. The
advantage is pathlength savings that scale linearly with the
number of mainfield lanes and the working width. The dis-
advantage is that the number of required switching-on states is
larger than for the Boustrophedon-based method and scales lin-
early with 50% times the closest rounded up even number of
mainfield lanes.

The implications of pathlength savings for time and fuel sav-
ings were discussed and numerical examples for illustration
were given. The implications of short transients during switch-
ing changes, in which only partial spray is applied, was dis-
cussed.

Future work will analyse the effect of proposed switching
logic for non-convexly shaped work areas.
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