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Methods

Introduction Results

AggieAir conducts research using aerial imagery
and remote sensing for applications in
agriculture. Unmanned Aircraft Vehicles (UAVSs)
are used to collect images to be further
processed.

Figure 3 shows a graphical comparison of the
pressure and humidity values collected from
the weather sensor and station.

Accessing the data from the BME280 sensor
required implementing the driver code and
writing an Arduino program to collect and
display the data.

Humidity Statistical Index Value
root mean squared error (rmse) (1.173
mean absolute error (mae) 1.108
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The humidity data shows a low resolution data
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e Faster image correction temperature data shows a constant bias error,
- which it can be easily adjusted.
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Bosch BME280 sensor size comparison to an American weather station over the course of hours.
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