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HIGHLIGHTS 
• A machine learning-based real-time monitoring system for agricultural machinery op-

erators was developed. 
• Categorization of tractor operators’ behaviors in real-time into low, medium, and high-

risk safety behaviors. 
• Visual and sound feedback alert system of Ag-OMS triggered when operators engaged 

in unsafe operating behaviors.  

ABSTRACT. The 2015 CS-CASH (Central States Center for Agricultural Safety and 
Health, 2015) Injury Surveillance Surveys showed that around 19% of injuries to agricul-
tural producers are related to tractors or large agricultural machinery, yet only a limited 
number of studies are found that address tools and methods for monitoring safety behav-
iors of agricultural machinery operators in real-time. The current safety behavior moni-
toring approaches require an in-person presence, which can be both time- and cost-ineffi-
cient, and the other available methods lack a feedback element to alert operators in real-
time. As a result, the research presented in this study aimed to develop an automated ap-
proach to monitoring tractor operators' safety behaviors through the use of a trained ma-
chine learning (ML) model and a feedback system to alert operators when they engage in 
unsafe practices. For the ML model development, a skeleton-detecting algorithm called 
OpenPose was used to detect real-time human postures in a livestreaming video feed from 
a camera installed in the tractor cab. The model was then trained on three separate cate-
gories of tractor operators’ safety operating behaviors, and this trained classifier was used 
to label operators’ safety behaviors in real time based on the three safety classes. A feed-
back mechanism controlled by an onboard microcontroller was then used to alert the op-
erators when unsafe operating behavior was detected to facilitate safe practices. This mon-
itoring system, named Ag-OMS (Agricultural Machinery Operators Monitoring System), 
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monitored the ingress/egress operators’ behaviors in real-time entering and exiting the 
tractor cab. The Ag-OMS successfully identified the ingress/egress operators’ behaviors 
with an accuracy of 97% on the testing datasets for all safety risk categories. 
Keywords. Ag-OMS, Machine learning (ML), Safety behaviors, OpenPose, Tractor operator. 

Agricultural machinery and tractor operators’ injuries account for 19% of all agriculture 
producers' injuries (CS-CASH, 2015), and for older farmers (over 65 years), the risk and 
severity of these injuries increase (McLaughlin and Sprufera, 2011). To improve agricultural 
machinery operators’ safety, machinery-related injuries should get much more attention, es-
pecially in the Midwest, where row crops dominate agriculture and large equipment is com-
monly used by most farmers. Tractor operators’ safety should be of paramount concern, as 
tractors are one of the most used pieces of agricultural equipment and power multiple im-
plements like planters, tillage equipment, and fertilizer applicators. Further, tractor-related 
injuries account for 37% of injuries in the agriculture industry (Murphy et al., 2010). Ideally, 
a viable approach to addressing the tractor operators' safety issue would be to track safety 
practices that could potentially lead to injuries and alert operators when such practices are 
engaged in. By monitoring tractor operators’ safety behaviors, it is possible to obtain real-
time feedback on the safety risk level of the operator’s behaviors. This important infor-
mation can then be used to encourage the practice of safe behaviors in real-time using ML 
and onboard computers. To manually achieve such a monitoring task, the physical presence 
of a third party to observe operators’ safety behaviors would be required, which is time-
consuming and very challenging to implement. Consequently, the presented research ex-
plores an ML-based real-time operator monitoring system that can be field deployed to en-
able time-efficient autonomous monitoring of operators’ ingress/egress behaviors. 

The concept of monitoring machinery operators’ safety practices using ML and com-
puter vision has been researched in high-risk occupations like construction (Zhang et al., 
2020). In agriculture, a similar approach has been used to monitor tractor drivers’ safety 
behaviors while driving (Zhang, 2019); however, many research gaps still exist. For exam-
ple, research work related to monitoring operators’ safety practices at the most preliminary 
operating stages (i.e., entering a tractor) is missing. A thorough and comprehensive moni-
toring system would require that the operators’ safety practices be monitored starting from 
their first interaction with the tractor. Subsequently, the objective of this study was to de-
velop and test an automated system called the Agricultural Operator Monitoring System 
(Ag-OMS) for monitoring tractor operators’ ingress/egress safety behaviors in and out of 
the tractor cab. The AG-OMS will have the ability to alert operators when they are engag-
ing in high-risk operating behaviors. The AG-OMS was designed with a Deep Neural Net-
work (DNN) classifier ML model, trained to identify the operator’s safety practice in an 
image or a video frame and categorize the detected behavior as a low, medium, or high-
risk safety behavior. 

Materials and Methods 
Model Development Software Platforms 

To design the ML model for Ag-OMS, two main open-source software frameworks 
were used to code scripts for training and testing the model. The first framework used was 
the TensorFlow open-source library, which is commonly used in ML and artificial 
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intelligence for the computation of multiple complex analytical and mathematical tasks 
(Abadi et al., 2016). TensorFlow has multiple functions and modules that enable ML model 
developers to design training and testing scripts for neural networks (NNs) and calculate 
metrics to measure the models’ efficiencies. The second software framework used to de-
sign the AG-OMS ML model was OpenPose. OpenPose is also an open-source Python 
library that uses a “two branch multi-stage” convolutional neural network (CNN) to detect 
joints and important features of the human body in an image or a video frame. The set of 
detected joints and body features is commonly referred to as a skeleton, and OpenPose 
version 1.7.0 used for this project can detect up to 18 different joints and features. Figure 1 
shows body joints and features that are detected by OpenPose to form a full skeleton. 

ML Model Design 
The ML Model of AG-OMS was developed in such a way that it takes in an image/video 

frame of a tractor operator entering or exiting a tractor as an input and then identifies the 
risk level of the safety behavior being practiced by the operator detected in the input im-
age/video frame. To assign the safety behaviors risk level categories, we used the Infra-
structure Health and Safety Association’s (IHSA) suggested three points of contact mech-
anism when climbing, which recommends having two hands and one foot, or two feet and 
one hand, in contact with the equipment (including ladders) that you are climbing (IHSA, 
2019). Using this three points of contact model, we divided the operators’ ingress/egress 
behaviors into three distinct categories: (1) entering/exiting the tractor while facing away 
from the cab (high-risk), (2) entering/exiting the tractor while facing into the cab but with-
out all the three points of contact (medium-risk), and (3) entering/exiting the tractor while 
facing into the cab and with all the three points of contact (low-risk). Safety practices clas-
sified as medium and high-risk are considered unsafe, while low-risk safety practices are 
considered safe. So, the ML model takes in an input (image/video frame), detects the op-
erator in the input, identifies the safety behavior being practiced by the operator in the 
input, and then classifies the detected safety behavior as a low, medium, or high-risk safety 
practice (fig. 2). This was done in two main stages: (1) obtaining and processing skeleton 
data from the input using OpenPose, and then (2) using the processed skeleton data as the 
input to a Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) classifier, which uses the skeleton data to identify 

 
Figure 1. OpenPose skeleton Image (Openpose, 2017).    
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the safety risk category of the behavior being practiced by the operator. An appropriate 
label is then assigned to the input skeleton data (fig. 2). These two stages are discussed in 
detail below. 

To design our customized ML model, we used Felix Chenfy’s real-time action recogni-
tion model format (Chenfy, 2019), which uses OpenPose to detect everyday actions like 
jumping and running. 
Obtaining and Processing Skeleton Data Using Openpose 

Using its aforementioned two-branch CNN, OpenPose identified and saved the skeleton 
data of operators detected in the input image or video frame. These stored skeleton data 
represent the relative positions of the 18 body joints and features detected by OpenPose. 
Obtaining processed skeleton data from an image or a video frame was done in three steps: 
(1) getting skeletons from the input (S1), (2) preprocessing skeleton data before feature 
extraction (S2), and (3) feature extraction (S3).   

In the first step (S1), skeletons were extracted from the input image/video frame, and 
the number of people (operators) in the input was identified. The input images or video 
frames were of size 1920×1080, and the input images/video frames with no people/opera-
tors in them were deemed to have no skeleton data. This first step was achieved using two 
OpenPose classes called Tracker and Skeleton_detector. Skeleton_detector is an OpenPose 
class that detects a person’s skeleton in an image or a video frame. The OpenPose module 
uses the CMU (Carnegie Mellon University) panoptic dataset, which contains around 
1.5 million skeletons (Cao et al., 2017), and it is the dataset that the Skeleton_detector class 
uses to detect skeletons. On the other hand, Tracker detects the number of people in each 
video frame and tracks the skeleton of each detected person throughout the whole video (if 
video frames are used as inputs). The Tracker accomplishes this by saving each detected 
skeleton in the first video frame as Sk1[i], and if it detects another skeleton, Sk2[j], in the 
next frame, it decides whether Sk1[i] and Sk2[j] are the skeletons of the same person by 
comparing the distance between them (eq. 1). To understand how this tracking works, let’s 
say that function dist() calculates the distance between skeletons detected in different video 
frames (which we can be calculated because all video frames have similar dimensions), 
and the constant dist_thresh is the threshold distance to determine whether Sk1[i] and 
Sk2[j] are skeletons of the same person. Then, if 

 [ ] [ ]( )1  2dist Sk i , Sk j dist _ thresh≤  (1) 

Figure 2. Structure of ML model design. MLP classifier output (probabilities for each class that input
belongs to it), and class with highest probability is picked as label for input.  
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S1[i] and S2[j] are skeletons of the same person, and if 

 [ ] [ ]( )1  2dist Sk i , Sk j dist _ thresh>  (2) 

Sk1[i] and Sk2[j] are skeletons of different people (eq. 2)eq. This analysis is very im-
portant because we need to keep track of each individual’s actions when we use the model 
on a livestreaming video. This is also achievable because, from frame to frame, there is not 
much difference in a person’s posture since the model creates video frames from a recorded 
or livestreaming video at a speed of 10 frames per second (fps). 

In the second step (S2), the raw skeleton data obtained in step one (S1) were preprocessed 
and reorganized to get it ready for feature extraction. Some of the modifications imple-
mented on the skeleton data as part of data preprocessing before feature extraction included 
scaling the coordinates of joints’ positions in the skeleton data. The scaling of coordinates 
was done because joints’ positions given by OpenPose have different units for x and y co-
ordinates, so they were rescaled to have the same unit for both coordinates. Also, during this 
preprocessing, all skeleton data missing a neck or thighs were discarded because they were 
most likely other objects in an image misidentified as operators’ skeletons. However, if the 
skeleton data was missing joints other than a neck or thigh, they were filled in during this 
step to make feature extraction possible. These missing joints were filled in using their rel-
ative positions in the previous frames. For example, if the joint position for the left hand is 
missing in the skeleton data for the current video frame but present in the previous video 
frame, the joint position for the left hand in the current video frame will be filled in at the 
same coordinates as the left-hand joint position in the previous video frame. Again, this is a 
viable approach since frames are being extracted from the input video at a speed of 10 fps, 
so there are no big differences in joints’ positions in consecutive video frames. 

In the third step (S3), features were extracted from the preprocessed skeleton data. Fea-
tures in this sense are the important and easily identifiable attributes of the skeleton data 
that can help us differentiate between different skeletons and predict/identify the safety 
practice risk level they depict. The extracted features were normalized joint positions, 
which, as the name suggests, are features scaled using the normalization feature scaling 
mechanism, which scales down features between zero and one (for simplicity) before feed-
ing them to the classifier algorithm (MLP in our case). For image classification, feature 
normalization is recommended and very useful, as it allows “comparable effects in distance 
computations” (Xie et al., 2013). After extracting the features, a defined feature processing 
function converted them from raw features of individual images to time-series features 
(i.e., features at regular time intervals), and then they were saved in a .csv file. 
The Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) Classifier 

After obtaining and processing skeleton data from input images/video frames, a classi-
fication algorithm to classify skeletons as representing a specific safety risk among the 
three safety risk level classes was developed. The classifier was designed as a Multi-Layer 
Perceptron (MLP) with a Deep Neural Network (DNN) of three layers of 50×50×50, using 
the scikit-learn machine learning Python library (Pedregosa et al., 2011). MLP is one of 
the commonly used types of Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs), which consists of multi-
ple layers of neurons/perceptrons with each layer fully connected to the previous and next 
layer, and the number of layers is selected and adjusted to improve the classifier’s accuracy. 
The first layer of neurons is the input layer, and it takes in the input data (processed skeleton 
data in this case) and feeds it forward to a given number of hidden layers (the number is 
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chosen and adjusted by the model developer with the goal of improving the classifier’s 
accuracy). Each neuron in the hidden layers is assigned a specific weight and bias (weights 
and biases are assigned and continuously updated when training the classifier), and these 
parameters are applied to the input data before the data is directed through an activation 
function and fed to an output layer of neurons to compute the respective probabilities that 
the input data sample belongs to each of the pre-defined classes (Noriega, 2005). When 
designing the MLP classifier for Ag-OMS, a Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) activation func-
tion was used. ReLU activates neurons by the scaling the neurons’ inputs to zero if they 
are negative, or keeping their actual value if they are positive (Agarap, 2018).  

Another important technique that was implemented when designing the MLP classifier 
is regularization. Regularization refers to methods used to prevent a machine learning 
model from underfitting or overfitting the training dataset. For the MLP classifier, the 
L2 regularization method was used, and it prevented overfitting by driving the MLP pa-
rameters that are likely to cause overfitting close to zero. By shrinking these parameters, 
their impact on the model tunes out, which reduces the possibility of overfitting (Li and 
Bilmes, 2006). After designing the classifier architecture, the MLP was finalized in two 
main steps: training (S4) and testing (S5), which are discussed in detail in the following 
sections. 
Training (S4) 

Before training the MLP classifier, a comprehensive training dataset that represents all 
the training classes (i.e., the three safety risk level classes) was collected. To develop a 
good training dataset, it must contain training samples for a big enough part of the feature 
space to make accurate predictions, regardless of the part of the feature space that was used 
for predictions (Gu and Easwaran, 2019). The training dataset was created by recording 
three different videos of people/operators entering and exiting the tractor cab, with each 
video representing one of the three safety risk level classes (i.e., one video of operators 
practicing low-risk safety practices, one video in which they are practicing medium-risk 
safety practices, and another where operators are engaged in high-risk safety practices). To 
record these videos, a webcam (Model: Logitech) was installed in the tractor cab in such a 
way that its field of view always included the whole body of the operator as they entered 
or exited the tractor cab, and this was done to facilitate skeleton data extraction from the 
video frames by OpenPose. Four different students were used as operators while collecting 
the training dataset, and each student was recorded engaging in safety practices for each of 
the three safety risk level classes. 

After recording the videos, they were transformed into images of 1920 × 1080 dimen-
sions using a Python script to convert video frames into separate images at a speed of 
10 fps. So, the resulting training dataset had three different labeled folders of images, with 
each folder representing a distinct class among the three safety risk level classes (and la-
beled as such), and each image was stored in the appropriate folder. The initial size of the 
training dataset was 3027 images. After the images for the training dataset were collected, 
they were processed using the aforementioned S1 and S2 steps to get them ready for train-
ing the MLP classifier. These first two steps made sure that all images in the training dataset 
contained skeleton data (i.e., there was an operator/person detected in the image) and that 
they all had labels consistent with the three defined safety risk level classes. After this 
preprocessing was done, 2370 images were remaining in the training dataset, and figure 3 
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shows how many images were remaining in each of the three classes compared to the initial 
number of images. 

After preprocessing the training dataset through the S1 and S2 steps, the third step, 
S3 (feature extraction), was applied to extract features of normalized joint positions (as dis-
cussed above) from the training dataset skeleton data, and these features were saved in 
a.csv file to be used for training the MLP classifier. After the training dataset was ready, 
the S4 step, which is training the MLP classifier, was implemented. The classifier was 
trained using the Adam optimization algorithm (Kingma and Ba, 2014) for 20 epochs with 
a learning rate of 0.001, and as mentioned above, the L2 regularization method was used 
while training to prevent the classifier from overfitting to the training dataset, and then the 
trained classifier was saved. During training, depending on the label (class) of a given skel-
eton in the training dataset, the classifier was trained such that when a similar (or somewhat 
similar) skeleton is detected in a different image or video frame, it will be labeled like that 
specific processed skeleton feature in the training dataset.csv file. This means that the clas-
sifier was trained to label each skeleton it encounters as one of the three safety risk level 
classes based on the skeleton features used to train it, which makes a good training dataset 
imperative in order to design an accurate classifier. 
Testing (S5) 

For the fifth step (S5), which is testing, the trained and saved classifier was used on real-
world data (see fig. 4, which summarizes the relationships between the inputs and outputs 
of the five main model development steps). By using the OpenCV python module (which 
is an open-source library used for multiple computer vision and ML tasks) (Culjak et al., 
2012), we get an output of a window with an image or a video frame containing prediction 
probabilities that the detected skeleton belongs to each of the three safety risk level classes 
(fig. 5). The numbers on the left side of the image in figure 5 show the classifier’s predic-
tion confidence level. The trained classifier can be used on images, pre-recorded videos, or 
livestreamed videos as input. 
Classifier Evaluation 

Before training, the training dataset was split into a training set and a testing set (known 
as the train-test split) (Tan et al., 2021), so that the testing set could be used later to evaluate 
the classifier’s performance on a dataset other than the training set. After the train-test split, 
out of 2370 images in the training dataset, 1659 images were designated for training 

 
Figure 3. Analysis of accepted and rejected training images by S1 and S2 for each class. 
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(elements of the training set), and 711 images were designated for testing (elements of the 
testing set). The classifier was evaluated on the testing set using the precision, recall, and 
f1-score metrics (Raschka, 2014). These metrics give a good overview of how accurately 
the classifier performed on each individual class among the three classes it was trained on. 
Precision for a specific class is the ratio of the correctly predicted images in that class to 
the total number of images predicted by the classifier as part of that class. A high precision 
rate (eq. 3) implies a low rate of incorrect predictions. The recall metric (eq. 4) for each 
class is the ratio of the correctly predicted images in that class to the actual number of 
images that belong in that class. Lastly, the f1-score is weighted as the average of recall 
and precision, as shown in equation 5.  

 
Figure 4. Relationships between model development steps and their inputs and outputs. 

 

Figure 5. Sample image output when testing MLP classifier (S5). 
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 ( )  pC
Precision P

I
=  (3) 

where 
CP = Correct predictions in each class 
I = The number of images predicted by the classifier to be in the same class 
average of recall and precision, as shown in equation 5.  

The values of the Precision, recall, and f1-score metrics for each class are given in table 1, 
and they evaluate the classifier to be adequately accurate. 

 ( )  pC
Recall R

T
=  (4) 

where 
CP = correct predictions in each class 
T = the number of images belonging to the same class in the testing set. 
However, the classifier also scored high on these evaluation metrics because it was eval-

uated on a testing set that was derived from a processed dataset that contained only labeled 
images with detectable skeletons, so, the classifier might not score as high when being used 
on unprocessed data. More details on the MLP classifier accuracy evaluation are discussed 
in the results and discussion section.  

 ( )2 *
1  

P R
F score

P R
− =

+
 (5) 

where 
P = Precision 
R = Recall. 

The Alert/Feedback System 
The alert system was designed to complement the ML model when it is being used to 

monitor operators’ safety practices in real-time (i.e., on a livestreaming video), and to pro-
vide real-time feedback to the operators on the safety risk level of the safety practice that 
they are engaged in. So, if the ML model is being used in real-time and it detects and 
identifies a tractor operator’s safety behavior from a livestreaming video, the alert/feedback 
system notifies the operator whether their safety practice is classified as medium or high-
risk by the model. The alert system was created using an embedded microcontroller 
(Model: Arduino Uno), an LED, and a 2KHz 5V buzzer (Model: Adafruit). To establish 
communication between the ML model and Arduino, the serial Python module was used 
to allow serial communication between the Python integrated development environment 
(IDE) and Arduino. When the ML model identifies the detected tractor operator’s safety 
practice risk level, it sends a specified character to Arduino through serial communication 
at a baud rate of 9600 (i.e., 9600 bits per second), and the transmitted character is different 
for each class. Then, the Arduino’s serial monitor receives the transmitted character, and 

Table 1. Values of the precision, recall, and f1-score metrics for the classifier’s accuracy evaluation.  
Classes Precision Recall F1-score 

Low-risk 0.99 0.98 0.99 
Medium-risk 0.97 0.91 0.94 

High-risk 0.97 0.99 0.98 
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by using an Arduino script uploaded to the microcontroller, alerting instructions are issued 
accordingly.  

Arduino gives out instructions to either continuously blink the LED, sound the buzzer, 
or do both based on the received character (fig. 6). When the received character indicates 
that a medium-risk safety practice was detected, the Arduino will give instructions to con-
tinuously blink the LED, and when the received character indicates that a high-risk safety 
practice was detected, the Arduino will give instructions to both blink the LED and sound 
the buzzer (fig. 6). When the received character indicates that a low-risk safety practice 
was detected, the alert system does nothing. The alert system was tested by running the 
ML model on a desktop computer, connecting the Arduino microcontroller and breadboard 
with an LED and an Adafruit buzzer to the desktop, and feeding a recorded video of oper-
ators entering and exiting the tractor cab into the model (the video is processed at a speed 
of 10 fps). However, to create a complete stand-alone system bundle, a Jetson Nano 2GB 
embedded computer can be used in the future to run the ML model and the alert system 
because of its small and convenient size, and good processing ability, which is adequate to 
run the system (more discussion about this in the future work section). 

Results and Discussion 
As mentioned in the classifier evaluation section, the collected training dataset of 

2370 images was split into a training set of 1659 images and a testing set of 711 images. 
This means that the classifier was trained only on the training data remaining after the train-
test split (i.e., the 1659 images in the training set), because the remaining data (i.e., the 
711 images in the testing set derived from the train-test split) was used to evaluate the 

 
Figure 6. Ag-OMS alert system logic flowchart. 
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classifier’s accuracy. The classifier accuracy on the testing set was 97% (or 0.97), and this 
is the ratio of the number of accurate predictions in the testing set to the size of the testing 
set (Yin et al., 2019). This is a very good accuracy rating, but it might be a bit higher than 
the actual accuracy because, in real-time applications, the classifier will not only be tested 
on processed datasets with detectable skeletons (Yin et al., 2019; Sarker, 2021). In some 
real-world situations, skeletons may not be easily detectable in images, and differences in 
lighting conditions might also affect the model’s ability to detect skeletons in images 
(Mitchell et al., 2019; Zhou et al., 2018). However, this accuracy rating is a good estimate 
of the model’s prediction ability, because the training dataset was adequately diverse, as it 
accounted for multiple situations (ex: outdoors and indoors), and different camera place-
ments. 

The results obtained from evaluating the model’s accuracy using the testing set are pre-
sented in table 2 using a confusion matrix, which is a method of visualizing a classifier’s 
prediction results by showing the number of both correct and incorrect predictions in each 
class (Susmaga, 2004). The values in the blue-colored cells (table 2) are the number of 
images in the testing set that the classifier correctly predicted the tractor operator’s safety 
practice, and the values in the non-highlighted cells are the number of images that the clas-
sifier labeled incorrectly in each class.  

Conclusion and Future Work 
Regardless of a few adjustments needed to make the Ag-OMS more robust, it functions 

sufficiently well to be viewed as a promising approach to monitoring agricultural machin-
ery operators’ safety practices. The ML model has very good accuracy, and by training it 
using a more diverse dataset that addresses different lighting conditions and different op-
erators’ attire like hats and glasses, the model can be made more suitable for real-world 
operating environments. Apart from the ML model, the alert system is also very effective 
since it considers both the sight and sound senses. For future work, the system can be de-
signed such that it is not very dependent on visualizing the whole body of the operator to 
identify the safety behaviors that they are practicing. Also, when collecting and processing 
the training dataset in the future, the FSPT (Feature Space Partitioning Tree) approach can 
be used to optimize the “training space” (i.e., a feature space with sufficient training sam-
ples) even more (Gu and Easwaran, 2019), by creating the dataset such that it represents 
larger portions of the feature space. 

Another way of improving the training dataset is by identifying ideal positions to place 
the camera in the tractor cab when collecting the dataset. For example, as shown in figure 3, 
there was a high rejection rate for the medium-risk level class training images (after the 
first two steps (S1 and S2) of processing the training dataset), which might be a result of 
poor camera placement during the training dataset collection. This is because, as mentioned 
in the previous sections, when collecting the training dataset, the camera was mounted in 

Table 2. Confusion matrix to visualize the classifier’s prediction results.   
Confusion Matrix 

True label 
High risk 1 1 298 

Medium risk 2 89 7 
Low-risk 308 2 3 

  Low-risk Medium-risk High-risk 
  Predicted label 
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a different position before recording training videos for each class, to later evaluate how 
each camera position affected the accuracy of the model. Thus, the camera placement when 
collecting the medium-risk safety class training video was the least ideal. So, in the future, 
better camera positions can be identified by finding the camera placements that lead to 
capturing videos with smaller rejection rates (this can be achieved by making sure that all 
the operator’s limbs are in the camera’s frame of view). 

Also, to use Ag-OMS in a real-world setting, a complete stand-alone system bundle can 
be created using an embedded computer (e.g., a Jetson Nano 2 GB) to run both the ML 
model and the alert system. The system bundle (including a camera) can be installed in the 
tractor cab, and the alerting system would give real-time feedback to tractor operators on 
their safety practices so that they could use that feedback to adjust their practices accord-
ingly. Ag-OMS can also be used by other agriculture safety researchers to collect and an-
alyze data on agricultural machinery safety behaviors by retraining the ML model to fit the 
specific behaviors being studied. 
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