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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a novel framework called rigid btmbalization for joint position and
orientation estimation of a rigid body. We consider a setupvliich a few sensors are mounted on a rigid
body. The absolute position of the sensors on the rigid bardre absolute position of the rigid body itself
is not known. However, we know how the sensors are mounteteridid body, i.e., the sensor topology
is known. Using range-only measurements between the seasora few anchors (nodes with known
absolute positions), and without using any inertial measents (e.g., accelerometers), we estimate
the position and orientation of the rigid body. For this pse, the absolute position of the sensors is
expressed as an affine function of the Stiefel manifold. heptvords, we represent the orientation as a
rotation matrix, and absolute position as a translationore@Ve propose a least-squares (LS), simplified
unitarily constrained LS (SUC-LS), and optimal unitarilyrstrained least-squares (OUC-LS) estimator,
where the latter is based on Newton’s method. As a benchmarklerive a unitarily constrained Cramér-
Rao bound (UC-CRB). The known topology of the sensors caretiomes be perturbed during fabrication.
To take these perturbations into account, a simplified uhjiteonstrained total-least-squares (SUC-TLS),

and an optimal unitarily constrained total-least-squ&@3dC-TLS) estimator are also proposed.

EDICS: SEN-LOCL Source localization in sensor networks, SEN-BRPBplications of sensor networks,
SAM-APPL Applications of sensor and array multichannelgessing, SPC-INTF Applications of sensor

networks.
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. INTRODUCTION

ver the past decade, advances in wireless sensor technodogyenabled the usage of wireless

O sensor networks (WSNSs) in different areas related to sgnsionitoring, and control [2]. Wireless
sensors are nodes equipped with a radio transceiver andcagsar, capable of wireless communications
and computational operations. A majority of the applicagidhat use WSNs rely on a fundamental
aspect of either associating the location information t® dlata that is acquired by spatially distributed
sensors (e.g., in field estimation), or to identify the |lamatof the sensor itself (e.g., in security, rescue,
logistics). Identifying the sensor’s location is a wellidied topic [3]-[5], and it is commonly referred
to aslocalization

Localization can be either absolute or relative. In absolotalization, the aim is to estimate the
absolute position of the sensor(s) using a few referenceqathose absolute positions are known,
commonly referred to asnchors Absolute localization problems are typically solved gsineasurements
from certain physical phenomena, e.g., time-of-arrivéDA), time-difference-of-arrival (TDOA), received
signal strength (RSS), or angle-of-arrival (AOA) [3]] [4Jocalization can also be relative, in which case
the aim is to estimate the constellation of the sensors otapelogy of the WSN, and determining the
location of a sensor relative to the other sensors is sufficielassical solutions to relative localization
are based on multi-dimensional scaling (MDS) using rangasmeements [6]=[8]. There exists a plethora
of algorithms based on these two localization paradigmd, tary recently gained a lot of interest to
facilitate low-power and efficient localization solutiofry avoiding global positioning system (GPS)
based results and its familiar pitfalls.

In this paper, we take a step forward from the classical ipaabn, and provide a new and different
flavor of localization, calledigid body localization In rigid body localization, we use a few sensors on
a rigid body, and exploit the knowledge of the sensor topplmgjointly estimate the position as well

as the orientation of the rigid body.

A. Applications

Rigid body localization has potential applications in ai@gr of fields. To list a few, it is useful

in the areas of underwater (or in-liquid) systems, orbitsggellites, mechatronic systems, unmanned
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aircrafts, unmanned underwater vehicles, atmosphertut flighicles, robotic systems, or ground vehicles.
In such applications, classical localization of the nogiegsot sufficient. For example, in an autonomous
underwater vehicle (AUV)[[9], or an orbiting satellite [1@he sensing platform is not only subject to

motion but also to rotation. Hence, next to position, deteimg the orientation of the body also forms

a key component, and is essential for controlling, manengeand monitoring purposes.

The orientation is sometimes referred to @titude (aerospace applications) ¢iit (for industrial
equipments and consumer devices). Traditionally, posiiad orientation are treated separately even
though they are closely related. The orientation of a bodisisally measured using inertial measurement
units (IMUs) comprising of accelerometers [11], gyroscop@d sometimes used in combination with
GPS [12]. However, IMUs generally suffer from accumulatedes often referred to as drift errors. Apart
from IMUs, sensors like sun-trackers are sometimes usedt#llises to measure orientation.

On the other hand, in the presented rigid body localizatjgor@ach we propose to use the communi-
cation packets containing the ranging information, justragaditional localization schemes|[3]+[5], to
estimate both the position and the orientation of the rigidyb In short, we present rigid body localization

as an estimation problem from a signal processing persgecti

B. Contributions

We propose a novel framework for joint position and origotaestimation of a rigid body in a three-
dimensional space by borrowing techniques from classibablate localization, i.e., usingange-only
measurementbetween all the sensor-anchor pairs. We consider a rigid/ lmodwhich a few sensor
nodes are mounted. These sensor nodes can be visualizedeasa array. The absolute position of
the sensors on the rigid body, or the absolute position ofrithid body itself is not known. However,
the topology of how the sensors are mounted on the rigid bodliearray geometry is known up to a
certain accuracy. Based on the noisynge-onlymeasurements between all the sensor-anchor pairs, we
propose novel estimators for rigid body localization. Mepecifically, we propose a framework of rigid
body localization as aadd-onto the existing IMU based systems to correct for the drifoesror in
situations where inertial measurements are not possible.

For this purpose, we express the orientation of the rigidybasl arotation matrix and the absolute
position of the rigid body (instead of the absolute posgionall the sensors) asteanslationvector, i.e.,
we represent the absolute position of the sensors as an faffioon of the Stiefel manifold. We propose
a least-squaregLS) estimator to jointly estimate the translation vectadahe rotation matrix. Since

rotation matrices are unitary matrices, we also proposemglified unitarily constrained least-squares
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(SUC-LS) andoptimal unitarily constrained least-squaré®UC-LS) estimator, both of which solve an
optimization problem on the Stiefel manifold. We also deras newunitarily constrained Crarér-Rao
bound(UC-CRB), which is used as a benchmark for the proposed agiiis

In many applications, the sensor topology might not be ately known, i.e., the known topology of
the sensor array can be noisy. Such perturbations are liypinaoduced while mounting the sensors
during fabrication or if the body is not entirely rigid. Tokesuch perturbations into account, we propose
a simplified unitarily constrained total-least-squar€SUC-TLS) and arpptimal unitarily constrained
total-least-square$OUC-TLS) estimator. The performance of the proposed edtirs is analyzed using
simulations. Using a sensor array with a known geometry mb¢ enables orientation estimation, but
also yields a better localization performance.

The framework proposed in this work is based on a static ijposénd orientation, unlike most of the
orientation estimators which are based on inertial measenés and a certain dynamical state-space model
(e.g., [13]). Hence, our approach is useful when there isyrmaohic model available. We should stress,
however, that the proposed framework is believed to be [eitalso for the estimation of dynamical
position and orientation (tracking) using either a staiastrained Kalman filter or a moving horizon

estimator (MHE), yet this extension is postponed to futuoeky

C. Outline and notations

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theidensd problem is described in Sectloh II.
In Section[Ill, we provide preliminary information on clésal LS based localization, and the Stiefel
manifold, which are required to describe the newly devedogstimators. The estimators based on perfect
knowledge of the sensor topology and with perturbationshenkhown sensor topology are discussed in
Section[IV and Sectioh 1V, respectively. In Sectlod VI, weideithe unitarily constrained Cramér-Rao
bound. Numerical results based on simulations are providesiectionVIl. The paper concludes with
some remarks in Section V.

The notations used in this paper are described as followpeiJfiower) bold face letters are used
for matrices (column vectorsj:)” denotes transpositioliag(.) refers to a block diagonal matrix with
the elements in its argument on the main diagomal.(0x) denotes theV x 1 vector of ones (zeros).
Iy is an identity matrix of sizeV. E{.} denotes the expectation operationis the Kronecker product.
()7 denotes the pseudo inverse, i.e., for a full column-rankrteltrix A the pseudo inverse (or the
left-inverse) is given byAT = (ATA)~1'AT, and for a full row-rank wide matriXA the pseudo inverse

(or the right-inverse) is given bAT = AT(AAT)~L. The right- or left-inverse will be clear from the
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Fig. 1: An illustration of the sensors on a rigid body undémgoa rotation and translation.

context.vec(.) is an M N x 1 vector formed by stacking the columns of its matrix argumehsize
M x N.vec™!(.) is an M x N matrix formed by the inverseec(.) operation on anM/ N x 1 vector.

Finally, tr(.) denotes the matrix trace operator.

[I. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a network with\/ anchors (nodes with known absolute locations) anhdensors in &-
dimensional space. The sensors are mounted on a rigid batiysaisated in Fig[l. The absolute position
of the sensors or the rigid body itself in tBedimensional space is not known. The wireless sensors are
mounted on the rigid body (e.g., at the factory), and the lmgpoof how these sensors are mounted is
known up to a certain accuracy. In other words, we connect@abedreference framéo the rigid body,
as illustrated in Fig. 1, and in that reference frame, therdioates of thenth sensor are given by the
known 3 x 1 vectorc,, = [Cn71,cn72,cn,3]T. So the sensor topology is basically determined by the matri
C = [ci,cCo,...,cn] € RN,

Let the absolute coordinates of theth anchor and theith sensor be denoted by3ax 1 vectora,,
ands,,, respectively. These absolute positions of the anchorstendensors are collected in the matrices
A =[aj,as,...,ay] € R3>*M andS = [sq,ss,...,sn]| € R3>*V, respectively.

The pairwise distance (or the Euclidean distance) betweemth anchor and theth sensor-, ,, =
llam — snll, is typically obtained by ranging [3], [14]. The noisy rangeasurements can be expressed

as

Ymn = Tmpn T Um,n
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wherev,, , is the additive stochastic noise resulting from the rangingcess. Assuming TOA-based
ranging, we modeb,, , as an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.Jozerean white random

process with variance

T Th
e (opfog)

where we define the reference range Z—z with o2 being the reference ranging noise variance afd

indicating the confidence on the range measurements. Theenele ranging noise is the ranging noise

when any two nodes are a unit distance apart, and this is @mtlsnthe same for all the anchors. Thﬁ,n

term penalizes the range measurements based on distadds,dure to the path-loss model assumption.
The squared-range between th¢h anchor and theith sensor can be written as

2
Trzn,n = llam — Sn”z

= llam|® — 2a7,sn + [lsa

and the squared-range measurements as

2 2 2
dm,n = ym,n = 7am,n + 2rm7nvm,n + Um,n

, 1)
= 74777,777, + nm,ru

wheren,, , = 27y pVmn + v,%w is the new noise term introduced due to the squaring of thgeran
measurements.
Under the condition of sufficiently small errors and igngrthe higher-order terms, we can approximate

the stochastic properties af,, ,,, and compute the mean and the variance respectively as
E{nmn} = 0
and E{n?mn} ~ 4r2 o2

m,n“m,mn-

Since all the sensors are mounted on the rigid body, it isoresle to assume that the noise from
an anchor to any sensor (and, hence to the rigid body) is appately the same, especially when the

anchors are far away from the rigid body. Hence, we use a Bieghhoise modél with variance

2 2 2 4 2
E{nm,n} ~Tm1%m,1 = 7am,l/g =0m (2)

where we choose senssr arbitrarily just for illustration purposes, and in prinkdp this can be any

sensor on the rigid body.

"More accurate noise models could be considered, but thistishe main focus of this paper.

July 25, 2013 DRAFT



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING (DRAFT) 7

The problem discussed in this paper can now briefly be statéallaws: Given the range measurements
between each sensor-anchor pair and the topology of th@rseas a rigid body, jointly determine the

position and orientation (rotation along each dimensidrthe rigid body inR3.

Ill. PRELIMINARIES
Defining
dn = [dlm,dg,n, ce ,d]\/[m]T c RMXl,
and u = [lai]? [lazl ... [lan]*]" € R,

we can write the squared-range measurements betweerthhgensor to each of the anchors in vector

form as
d, =u—2ATs, + ||s,||*1y + n,, (3)
wheren,, = [nlﬂ,ngm,...,nMW]T e RMx1 js the error vector. The covariance matrix of the error
vector will be
T . 2 2 2 MxM
3, = E{n,n, } = diag(o7,05,...,0%,) € R"*M.

Let us now pre-whiter{3) to obtain an identity noise cowac@matrix by multiplying both sides dfl(3)

with a pre-whitening matrix € RM*M which leads to
Wd,, = W(u —2ATs, + ||s,||?1x +ny,). (4)

The optimalW is W* = 251/2, which however, depends on the unknown parameigr. Hence, we
useW = 2;1/2, where3:,, is the estimated noise covariance matrix computed uéfhg= dfn’l/g‘,
which is based on the measured paramétgy.

We now try to eliminate|s,||? in (@), which can be done by projecting out the vedWil ;. For this,
we apply an orthogonal projection matrix

Wi1,1T W
17, WW1,,

such thatP, W1,; = 0. However, since this would again color the noise, we proposse an isometry

Py £ Iy e RMM,

decomposition ofP,,, i.e.,

Py = Uy UL,

whereU),, is an M x (M — 1) matrix obtained by collecting orthonormal basis vectorshef null-space

of W1, so thatU}QWlM = 0j7_1. Then, in order to eliminate thgs,,||*W1,; term in [4)without
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coloring the noise, we left-multiply both sides 1 (4) witii,, which leads to
U, wW(d, —u) = 20}, WATs, + UL, Wn,,. (5)

Stacking [(b) for all theV sensors on the rigid body, we obtain

U, WD = —2U1 WATS + U, WN, (6)
where
D = [di,ds,...,dy] —ulk e RV
and N = [ng,ny,...,ny] e RM*V,

Note that the approximation of the noise model i (2) allowis tstacking by using a common pre-

whitening matrixW for all the sensors.

A. Classical LS-based localization

The pre-whitened linear model ial(6) can be further simplifie

D=AS+N, 7)
where we have introduced the following matrices:

D = UL, WD e RM-DxN,

A = 22U, WAT ¢ RIM-1)x3,

and N =ULWN e RM-DxN,
Since [[T) is row-wise white, we can use the classical (unktei) LS solution to estimate the absolute

position of the sensors as
S.s = arg min |ID — ASH%
S 8
= A'D,
which is unique ifA is full column-rank, and this requirel/ > 4.
Note that in this classical LS-based localization, the kiedge about the known sensor topology is

not exploited, and the absolute position of each sensortin@&ed separately.
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B. Known sensor topology and the Stiefel manifold

A Stiefel manifold [15] in three dimensions, commonly dextbbyV; 5, is the set of alB3 x 3 unitary

matricesQ = [qi,q2,q3] € R3*3, i.e.,

V33 ={QeR”*:Q'Q=QQ" =15}. 9)
The absolute position of theth sensor can be written as an affine function of a point on tiefeb
manifold, i.e.,
Sp = Cp1d1 T Cp2d2 + Cp3q3 +t
= Qc, +t, (10)

wheret € R3*! denotes the translation and is unknown.

More specifically, the parameter vectoerrefers to the unknown position of the rigid body. The
combining weightsc,, are equal to theknown coordinates of theath sensor in the reference frame,
as introduced in SectidnIl. This means that the unknowrtampimatrix Q actually tells us how the
rigid body has rotated in the reference frame. When thereisotation, thenQ = I3. The relation in
(@0) is sometimes also referred to as tiggd body transformationThe rotation matrices can uniquely
(both geometrically and kinematically) represent the rgagon of a rigid body unlike Euler angles or
unit quaternions (seé [1L6] for more details). The rigid ba@ysformation is also used in computer vision
applications for motion parameter estimation![17].

If we defineC = [ci,co,...,cy], then as in[(10), the absolute position of all the sensorgHer

sensor array) can be written as an affine function of the &tiafnifold

CS
Q. —_——N—
C
S:QC+t1T:[Q t} : (11)
15

In (I1), we express the unknown sensor locatiSnis terms of the unknown rotationQ, an unknown

translationt, and a known sensor topolody.

IV. PROPOSED ESTIMATORSKNOWN TOPOLOGY

In this section, we propose a number of algorithms to estintla¢ position of the rigid body, i.e.,
t, and the orientation of the rigid body, i.€Q. To start, we propose an LS-based estimator to jointly

estimateQ andt.

July 25, 2013 DRAFT



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING (DRAFT) 10

A. LS estimator (Unconstrained)
Substituting [(I1) in[(6) we arrive at the following linear ded
UL, WD = 20T WATQ.C, + UL, WN
which can be written as
D = AQeCe +N (12)

recalling thatD = UT, WD, A = —2U% ' WAT, andN = U}, WN as defined earlier. Using the matrix
property
vec(ABC) = (CT @ A)vec(B),

we can vectorize (12), leading to
d=(C! ® A)q. +n, (13)

where

qe =vec(Q.) = [ai,al,ql,t7]" e R12¥,

d = vec(D) e RM-DNx1

and o = vec(N) e RM-DNx1
Lemma 1. The covariance matrix of will be E{nn’} ~ Lv-1)n-

Proof: See AppendiX_A. [ |
Due to the whiteness of (IL3), as shown by the lemma, we promogently estimate the unknown

rotationsQ and the translation using the following (unweighted) LS estimator

N . - - 2
Qe,rs = argmin  [|d — (C ® A)qc|;
ge (14)
= (Cl @ A)ld,
which will have a unique solution iCZ@A has full column-rank, i.e.CZ and A are both full-column

rank, and this require§V — 1) N > 12. Finally, we have

Qe,Ls = vec H(Ge,15) = [ Qs ‘ trg } . (15)
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B. Unitarily constrained LS (UC-LS) estimator

The solution of the unconstrained LS estimafor] (15) doesnegessarily lie in the séts 5, i.e., the
columns of the LS estimat€).s obtained in [[I4) are generally not orthogonal to each otherthey
need not have a unit norm. Hence, we next propose two LS dstisnaith a unitary constraint of).
Both these estimators solve an optimization problem on tiefed manifold.

For this purpose, we decouple the rotations and the tramstain [I1) by eliminating the vectar’,
and hence the matrikljff,. In order to eliminatetljff,, we use an isometry matri®%J 5, and as earlier this

matrix is obtained by the isometry decompositionRyf; = Iy — %1N1T, given by
Py = UyUY%, (16)

whereUy is an N x (N — 1) matrix obtained by collecting orthonormal basis vectorshef null-space

of 15 such thattT, Uy = 0%,_,. Right-multiplying U on both sides of_(11) leads to
SUy = QCUy. (17)
Combining [6) and[(17) we get the following linear model
Ul,WDUy = AQCUy + Ul,WNUy
which can be further simplified as
D=AQC+N ¢ d=(CT®A)q+n, (18)
whered = vec(D), q = vec(Q), andn = vec(N). Here, we have introduced the following matrices:
D = Ul WDUy e RM-Dx(V=1)

CUN e R?’X(N_l)’

Q)
Il

N = ULWNUy e RM-Dx(N=1),
Lemma 2. The covariance matrix o will be E{an’} ~ I, with K = (M — 1)(N — 1).

Proof: See AppendixA. [
Due to the whiteness of (18), as shown by the lemma, we willteryestimateQ based on an

(unweighted) LS problem with a quadratic equality consttaas given by

argmin ||d — (CT @ A)qll;
Q (19)
st. QTQ=1;.
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The optimization problem i (19) is non-convex due to thedyatic equality constraint, and does not
have a closed form analytical solution. However, such ogation problems can be solved iteratively as
will be discussed later on. Alternatively, the optimizatiproblem in [[I9) can be simplified and brought
to the standard form of arthogonal Procrustes problef©OPP).

1) Simplified UC-LS (SUC-LS)sing D £ AD, the simplified unitarily constrained-LS problem is
then given as

argmin  [|QC — DJ|%
@ (20)
st. QIQ=1,
where we assume tha has full column-rank.
This optimization problem is commonly referred to as trthogonal Procrustes proble©PP), and

is generally used to compute the rotations between subspace

Remark 1 (Anchor placement)For M > 3, the anchor positions can be designed such that the matrix
A will be full column-rank and well-conditioned (see e.g.]j18hen, the matrixA is left-invertible,

ie., ATA = Is.

Theorem 1 (Solution to SUC-LS problem)The constrained LS problem ih_(20) has a closed-form
analytical solution given byQsyc—rs = VUT, whereU and V are obtained from the singular value
decomposition (SVD) €D’ which is given byUX V7. The obtained solution is unique, if and only if

CD7 is non-singular.

Proof: See [19, pg. 601]. [ |
Subsequently, the SUC-LS estimate of the translatican be computed usin@syc—r.s in (@) and
@, i.e.,
N . _ — A 2
tsuc—rs = min ID — A(Qsvc-1sC + t1%)| -
1 (21)
= N(ATD — QcrsC)ly.
2) Optimal unitarily constrained LS (OUC-LS) estimatdseudo inverting in (20) colors the noise
which makes the unweighted LS problem[in](20) suboptimais €an be avoided by solving the OUC-LS
formulation that was introduced earlier, which is given by
~ . ~ _ — 2
Qovc-rs =argmin [|d — (CT @ A)q|;
@ (22)
st. QIQ=1;.
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This is a linear LS problem on the Stiefel manifold which canvxitten as

Qovc-1s = al‘gglin 1£(Q) - b3

(23)
st. Q€ V3,3,
with £(Q) : RE*?—RX peing a linear function irQ, and for [22) we use
£(Q) = (CT @ A)vec(Q) € RF*!
(24)

and b:=d = vec(D) e RE*L,

The optimization problem if(22) is a generalization of theRDand is sometimes also referred to as
the weighted orthogonal Procrustes problgiVOPP) [20]. Unlike the OPP of(20), which has a closed-
form analytical solution, the optimization problem22)edonot have a closed-form solution. However,
it can be solved using iterative methods based on either dfesvinethod[[20] or steepest descent! [21]
(sometimes also combinations of these two methods). Natesihich algorithms can also be used for
finding unitary matrices in joint diagonalization probleiesg., in blind beamforming and blind source
separation[[21],[[22]).

The advantages and disadvantages of both Newton’s andesteggscent based algorithms are well-
known (see([23]). In this paper, we restrict ourselves to tdée8 method for solving[(22) because of
the availability of a good built-in initial value for the itative algorithm, and because of its quadratic
convergence. For self-consistency purposes, the algorith briefly described in Appendik]1B. The
algorithm from [20] based on Newton’s method is adapted b gur problem, and it is summarized
as Algorithm[1. Note that the algorithm does not convergertmptimal solution if the solution from
SUC-LS is used as an initial value for the Newton’s method ttuéghe inverse operation in SUC-LS.
In addition, as observed during the simulations, the itezadlgorithm converges very quickly (less than
5 iterations). The readers are further referred ta [20] fonae profound treatment, and a performance
analysis of the iterative algorithm.

As earlier, the estimate for the translatiortan then be computed usi@o(m_w, and is given by

- 1 - A
tovc-Ls = N(ATD - Qovc-1sC)1n. (25)
C. Topology-aware (TA) localization

A complementary by-product of the rigid body localizatienthetopology-awardocalization. In this
case, the position and orientation estimation is not thennirgerest, but the absolute position of each

sensor node has to be estimated, given that the sensors Becentain manifold (or follow a certain
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Algorithm 1 OUC-LS based on Newton’s method
1. Compute the initial valueQ by solving [55) and[(36).

2. initialize i =0, e = 1075, ¢g = ¢ + 1.
3. while¢g > ¢
4. If (353 +H) -0

compute a Newtonstepxy using [63).
else

compute a Gauss-Newtostepxgy using [62).
compute the optimal step-length using [66).
update Q;+1 = Q; exp(X(9x)).

10. increment ¢ = ¢+ 1.

_ I35 Qs)-b)l,
o ”JQHFHf(QJ')_bnz )

© ® N o O

11. compute €;1

12. end while.

topology). This latter information can be used as a constifar estimating the sensor positions rather
than estimating it separately. For the rigid body constraisingQ andt obtained from either SUC-LS

or OUC-LS estimator, we can compute the absolute positibresaoh sensor on the rigid body as

Sra=QC +t1%. (26)

V. PERTURBATIONS ON THE KNOWN TOPOLOGY

In the previous section, we assumed that the position of ¢éhem®@'s in theeference framen a rigid
body, i.e., the matrixC, is accurately known. In practice, there is no reason toebelihat errors are
restricted only to the range measurements and there arerhwlions on the initial sensor positions.
Such perturbations can be introduced for instance duribgdation or if the body is not entirely rigid.

So let us now assume that the position of tht sensor in the reference frameg is noisy, and
let us denote the perturbation an, by e,, and the perturbation o€ = [cy,co,...,cny] by E =
[e1,eq,...,en]. To account for such errors in the model, we propose totatisquares (TLS) estimates

for (20) and [(2R), again with unitary constraints.
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A. Simplified unitarily constrained TLS estimator (SUC-JTLS

Taking the perturbations on the known topology into accotimg data model if_(18) will be modified
as
QC+E)=D+N (27)
whereE = EUy andN = ATN.
The solution to the data model inh_(27) leads to the classit8 ®ptimization problem, but now with

a unitary constraint. The SUC-TLS optimization problem igeg by

. =2 S22

arg min HEHF + HNHFv

Q (28)
st. QC+E)=D+N and Q7'Q=1s.

Theorem 2 (Solution to SUC-TLS[[1[7]) The SUC-TLS problem im_(P8) has the same solution as the

simplified unitarily constrained LS problem.

Proof: For anyQ, we can re-write the constraint in_(28) as

E 1] Q7 C
=3 Q|-1]] .
N | -1 D
- . i
e ] (?] (29)
2_—Q I D
B _C—QTf)
- 2| D-QC

We can now re-write the objective ih_(28) to compute the mimimnorm square solution as

(eie1[2)

- tr(%(CTC _DTQC - ¢TQTD + DTD))

NT |

(30)

1, -9 _ 1,. .2
= JICI — tr(QCDT) + 1D}
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Algorithm 2 Summary of SUC-LS or SUC-TLS estimators

1. Given C and measuremenid.

2. compute CD”.

3. compute SVD of CD”: CD” = UxVT.
4. Qsuc-1s = Qsvc-rrs = VUL,
5

tsuc-rns =tsuo-rLs = ~(ATD — Qsvc-1sC)1y.

The solution to the UC-TLS problem is then obtained by opting the term depending only dR, i.e.,
by maximizingtr(QCDT). This is the same cost as that of the SUC-LS probleniin (20hcEethe

solution to the unitarily constrained TLS problem is

Qsvo-rrs = Qsvc—rs = VUT (31)

where the matrice®J andV are again obtained by computing the SVD@D” : CD” = UXV’. m
The algorithms to compute the SUC-LS and SUC-TLS estimaoessummarized as Algorithm 2.

B. Optimal unitarily constrained TLS estimator (OUC-TLS)

Similar to the OUC-LS formulation, the TLS estimator can hexived without pseudo-inverting the
matrix A in (27). The data model taking into account the error in thevkm sensor topology is then
given by

AQ(C+E)=D+N. (32)

The optimal unitarily constrained TLS (OUC-TLS) optimiiat problem is given by

. =2 112
argmin  |[E| + [N]/z,
@ (33)
st. AQIC+E)=D+N, and QI'Q=1,.
Theorem 3 (Solution to OUC-TLS) The optimal unitarily constrained TLS problem(@3) has the same
solution as a specifically weighted OUC-LS, i.e., it is thiuson to

. _ 9 e 2
Qovc-r1s = argmin [|[A~?(AQC — D)||
Q (34)

st. QTQ =1,

whereA = (AAT + 1y, ;) € RM-Dx(M-1) j5 g weighting matrix.
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Proof: For anyQ the constraint in the optimization problen 133) can be emtas

_ E _ C
[AQ‘—I} ~ :—[AQ —I] e (35)
N D
Multiplying both sides of[(36) with the right-inverse of theide-matrix[AQ| — I] given by
_ t QAT | __ _
[AQ ‘ _1} _ : (AAT +1y) ", (36)
we get
E AT | _
.| =- @ (AAT + 1) "
N —1I
(37)
_ C
xal ]| )
D

We can now re-write the objective inh (33) and further simyplifto compute the minimum-norm square
solution as
QA"

}E A

E1) e oror]

Q!

)

(AA"+Ly-) | AQ| -1 | [ -

= |A7*(AQC - D)| 7
where A = (AAT +1,,_;). Hence, the solution to the optimization problem](33) isiegjent to the
weighted OUC-LS of[(34). [ |
The optimization problen( (34) does not have a closed-formtiem, and has to be solved iteratively

using for instance Newton’s method (summarized in Algoniffi) with
f(Q) = (CT @ A7 /2A)vec(Q) € R,
N (38)
and b :=vec(A™?D) e REXL,

VI. UNITARILY CONSTRAINED CRAMER-RAO BOUND
Suppose we want to estimate the veefor= [q7,qZ, qZ,t7]T € R12*! from the measurement vector
d=(CI'®A)q.+n (39)

corrupted by nois@. Assume that the probability density function (PDF}; q.) of the sample vectors

parameterized by the unknown vectgr is known. The covariance matrix of any unbiased estimate of
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the parameter vectay, then satisfies [24]

E{(Qe - qe)((le - qe)T} > CCRB(CIe) = F_l (40)
where the entries of the Fisher information matrix (FIK)are given by

-r{fpa).
This is the Cramér-Rao bound theorem aBidgr s is the Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRB).

The computation of the CRB is straightforward when the na@is@nd hence the PDp(d; q.) can
be described by a Gaussian process. Since the noise veci®rzero-mean with covariance matrix
equal to an identity matrix, the FIM can be computed using Xheobian matrixJ, and is given by
F = J7J ¢ R'2¥12, where the Jacobian matrix is
9(d — (CT ® A)qe)

dql
with Jq = CT ® A andJ; = A. The FIM can then be computed as follows

J= — [JQ | Jt] c R(M—l)NXlZ’

ccl e ATA ‘ (CeAT)A

- - —— (41)
AT(CT @ A) ‘ ATA

However, note that in[(41), the FIM does not take into accahatunitary constraint on the matrix
Q, i.e.,, QTQ = 1. Generally, if the parameter vectey, is subject toX continuously differentiable
constraintsg(q.) = 0, then with these constraints, the resulting constrained @Rlower than the

unconstrained CRB. In_[25], it is shown that the constrai@&B (C-CRB) has the form

CC—CRB(qe) = E{((ZIG - Qe)(éle - Qe)T} > U(UTFU)_IUa (42)

whereF is the FIM for the unconstrained estimation problem ad in),(4hd the unitary matridXU €

R12x(12-K) i5 obtained by collecting orthonormal basis vectors of thé-space of the gradient matrix

o8(a.
Gla,) = B e iz @3)

€

where the constraintg(q.) = 0 are obtained by discarding the redundant constraints ) &om
g(q.) = 0. This ensures that the matri&(q.) is full row-rank, and impliesG(q.)U = 0 while
UT'U = 1. For the unitarily constrained CRB (UC-CRB) denoted®y¢_crz(q.), we have to consider

the unitary constrainQ” Q = I, which can be written by the following parametric consttsias
g(qe) =lai a1 — Lasqi,af a1, qf a2, a5 q2 — 1,
(44)
95 a2, 91 a3, 93 g3, g5 q3 — 17 =0 € R

July 25, 2013 DRAFT



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING (DRAFT) 19

The orthogonality constraints are symmetric, i.qf.T,qj = q]Tq,-,z',j = 1,2,3, and hence, they are

redundant. The non-redundant constraints are thus given by

g(qe) =laiar — L, db a1, di a1, a4t g2 — 1,
(45)

al a2, gt q3 — 1] =0 € RO,

The gradient matrix for thél = 6 non-redundant constraints in_(45) can be computed as fsllow

0g(qe)
G —
(9e) ool
2l o] of o
a af 05 0F
T T T AT (46)
_ | @ 03 ap 0 c ROX12,
0 2q; 05 0F
0f qf af of
| 0] 0f 2qj 0F |
An orthonormal basis of the null-space of the gradient masifinally given by
—q3z O3 a2
1 0 — — 0
uo L 3 qs qdi1 3x3 (7)
V2 a1 a2 03

i 03x3 V213 |
Lemma 3 (Biased estimator)An unbiased constrained estimator fQr does not exist, except for the

noiseless case.

Proof: We prove the above claim by contradiction. Let there existi@piased constrained estimator
Q such thatQ € V33. ThenQ = Q + £ where¢ is the estimation error such th@{Q} = Q or
E{¢} = 0. Since,Q € V33 we haveQQ” = I, and hence
Q+86)(Q+9" =1 (48)
Using QQT = I3 and taking expectations on both sidés,] (48) can be furteplgied to
tr(E{€}Q") + tr(QE{E"}) = —tr(E{|I€]*))- (49)

Due to the assumption th& &) = 0, the right-hand side of (49) is zero, but, the left-hand ssdstrictly
less than zero. Hence a contradiction occurs, unless ttse moizero. [ |
However, under Gaussian noise assumptions, and due to yneptdic properties of a maximum

likelihood (ML) estimator [[24], at large reference rang&snv noise variances), the bias tends to zero,
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and the OUC-LS meets the UC-CRB. A similar argument can baddn [26], but in the context of
blind channel estimation.

The UC-CRB for TA-localization can be derived from the mai;;c_crp using the transformation
of parameters. The absolute position of the sensors is arlfinaction of the unknown parameter vector

de, and is given bys = vec(S) = (C! ® I3)q.. The proposed TA-localization estimate is given by
s74 = vec(Sta) = (CL @ 13)q.. (50)

Then the UC-CRB is given by [24]
Os osT
Cuc-crB(s) = Cuc-crB(de) 57—
9. 9. (51)

= (CI' ®13)Cuc—crp(qe)(Ce @ I3).

VIl. SIMULATION RESULTS

We considerN = 10 sensors mounted along the edges of a rigid body (rectangledbgyramid of
size5(1) x 5(w) x 5(h) m as in Fig.[1), and\/ = 4 anchors deployed uniformly at random within a
range ofl km. The rotation matrixQ is generated with rotations @0 deg, —25 deg, and 10 deg in
each dimension. We use a translation vedtot [100, 100, 55] m. The simulations are averaged over
Nezp = 2000 independent Monte-Carlo experiments.

The performance of the proposed estimators is analyzednrstef the root-mean-square-error (RMSE)

of the estimate€) andt, and are respectively given as

1 Neap

RMSE(Q) = S Q-Qm|;
n=1

Ne:cp

ca:p

and RMSE(t) = \ 7 ZHt—t 5.

exp

where Q™ and t(® denote the estimates during thgh Monte-Carlo experiment. To analyze the
performance of the orientation estimates we introduce oneermetric called the mean-angular-error

(MAE) which is computed using the trace inner product, andiven by

\/Nm C”’ tr(arccos(QTQM),  if Q € V33
\/Nm C”’ tr arccos(QTQ,(%)?«m), if Q ¢ Vi3

MAE(Q , (52)

where we normalize the columns Q(" as erm = when Q ¢ Va3, and as

[ fll fiz fle ]
Ma: T, Mazll,’ Tasl,
earlierQ(") and Q,({(’;Zm correspond to the estimate obtained during #ile Monte-Carlo experiment.
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Fig. 2: RMSE of the estimated rotation mati@.

The normalization is done for the estimates based on thenstreoned LS, as in this case the estimated
Q matrix is not necessarily orthogonal.

Simulations are provided for different values of tieference range. In the considered example, the
maximum range is aroun@d0 m, hence, a reference range & dB corresponds to\}% = 0.07 m
error (standard deviation) on the range measurements.

In Fig.[2, the RMSE of the estimate@ matrix is illustrated for the proposed estimators when the
topology of the sensors is accurately known. The uncom&dal S estimator is efficient, and meets the
(unconstrained) root CRB (RCRB). However, the solution fef tinconstrained L%);.s need not be
necessarily an orthogonal matrix. The performance of th€-88 estimator is similar (slightly worse)
to that of the iterative OUC-LS. However, OUC-LS is efficiamid meets the CRB at reasonable values of
the reference range. The bias of both the SUC-LS and OUC-ti®asrs is shown in Fid.]3, and it can
be seen that the bias tends to zerodas 50 dB (as discussed in Lemnha 3), whereas the unconstrained

LS is an unbiased estimator. The bias is computed as follows
Nezp

L vec(Q(”)) —vec(Q)||2-
1

Nemp e

Bias(Q) = ||

Remark 2 (Frobenius norm induced distancdjpr any matrixQ; and Q;, such that,Q; € V,, and
Q; € V, n, the Frobenius norm induced distance is always upper bodibye,/2n, i.e., 1Qi — Q) <
VIQillr +11Q;l - = v2n.
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Fig. 3: Bias in the SUC-LS and OUC-LS estimators @Qr
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Fig. 4: MAE of the estimated rotation matri®.

The saturation of the RMSE in Figl 2 fgr< 30 dB follows from RemarK R, and yields a low RMSE
due to the bias. However, the UC-CRB computed uding (42) doesaturate in this range. FIg. 4 shows
the MAE, which gives an insight in how the error on the rangeasoeements translates to the error

on the estimated rotations. For the unconstrained LS, thé&NsAcomputed based on normalization as
discussed earlier in _(52).
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Fig. 5: RMSE of the estimated translation vectoalong with the solution from the classical LS-based

localization.
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Fig. 6: RMSE for TA-localization.

Fig. [ shows the RMSE of the estimated translation vectotterestimators based on the accurate
knowledge ofC. The translation vector corresponds to a single threeu$meal absolute position of the
rigid body, and has a significant (close to an order of mageifiperformance improvement compared

to the classical LS-based localization for the considemhario. This is due to the error involved in
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Fig. 7: RMSE of the estimated rotation mat&¥ with perturbedC.

10 T T
- -e- -unconstrained LS

- - -SUC-LS/SUC-TLS
-4A--0UC-LSs
—— OUC-TLS

Mean angular error [deg]

40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Reference range [dB]

Fig. 8: MAE of the estimated rotation matri® with perturbedC.

estimating/NV locations independently. The RMSE for the classical LSeHdecalization is computed as

Neap

1 ()2
Is — 8V (53)
1

Nemp e

RMSE(S) =

whereS(L"S) is the estimate during theth Monte-Carlo experiment. The locations of the sensorsnteal

on the rigid body can be estimated fraghandt, which is known as TA-localization. The improvement
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Fig. 9: RMSE of the estimated translation vectowith perturbedC.

in the localization performance of the rigid body localimat algorithms as compared to the classical
LS-based localization can be seen in Eig. 6, and the imprewéin the localization performance is due
to the knowledge of the sensor topology.

In order to analyze the performance of the estimators foc#ise when the sensor topology is perturbed,
we corrupt the sensor coordinates in the reference franteandero mean i.i.d. Gaussian random process
of standard deviatiom, = 10 cm, i.e.,e, ~ N(0,02I3) forn =1,2,... N.

The RMSE of the estimated), t using the unconstrained LS, SUC-LS/SUC-TLS, OUC-LS and
OUC-TLS estimators is shown in Figl 7 and Higj. 9, respectivEhe performance of these estimators is
similar to that of the LS-based estimators, except for therdtoor, and this is due to the model error
(perturbations on the sensor topology). The MAE for the SIIG and OUC-TLS estimators is shown
in Fig.[8.

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS

A novel framework for joint position and orientation estitioa of a rigid body based on range-only
measurements is proposed. We refer to this problem as rigity tocalization. Sensor nodes can be
mounted on the rigid bodies (e.g., satellites, robots)rdufabrication, and the geometry of how these
sensors are mounted is knownpriori up to a certain accuracy. However, the absolute positiohef t

sensors or the rigid body itself is not known. Using the ranggasurements between the anchors and
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the sensors on the rigid body, as in classical localizat@remes, we can estimate the position and the
orientation of the body. This is equivalent to estimatingotation matrix and a translation vector with
which we parameterize the Stiefel manifold. The problem &ian be viewed as localizing sensors with
a manifold constraint (e.g., the sensors lie on a rigid bpdpd with this additional information the
performance naturally improves. The constrained CraR&g-bounds are derived as a benchmark for the
proposed estimators. Estimators that take into accourihteeuracies in the known sensor topology are

also proposed.

APPENDIX A

COVARIANCE MATRICES OF ERROR VECTORS
The covariance matrix of the noigecan be computed as follows
E{nn’} = E{vec(Ul,WN)vec(UL,WN)T}
= E[(Iy @ UL, W)vec(N)vec(N)T (Iy @ WIU,)]

= (Iy @ UL, W)E{vec(N)vec(N)T Iy @ WIU,) -
= Iy @ UL, W)(Iy @ 2)(Iy @ WIU )

= (Iy @ UL, wzwTuy,)

~ TN,
where the last approximate equality is due to the estimatedvhitening matrix. The covariance matrix

of the noisen can be computed along similar lines, and hence it is not ptedehere.

APPENDIX B

NEWTON'S METHOD

The initial point for the Newton'’s algorithm is computed byhsng the following equality constrained

LS problem [[27]

Qo = argmin || f(Q) — b|3
Q (55)

st [lal, = V3
whereq = vec(Q). SinceQq does not necessarily have orthonormal columns, the OPRigsitm (20))

is solved to obtain the initial value for the Newton’s method

Qo = argmin[|Q — Qofl7 st. QTQ=T;
Q (56)

= (QuQ7) 7’ Qu.
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For an unconstrained minimization problem, the Newton’'shoeé is generally derived using a second-
order Taylor series expansion of the cost function arounaiatpFor optimizations involving unitary
constraints, we can parameterize the unitary mafyixuising a matrix exponential function of a skew-
symmetric matrix (sometimes also referred to as the matiexalgebra of); 3 [16])

0 —z1 —x2
X(x)= |2 0 —ax3 | €R¥> (57)
To X3 0
whereX = — X7, andx = [z1, 2o, 23]

Given a pointf(Q) on the manifoldQ, we can represent any unitary mati¥ in the vicinity of a

given unitary matrixQ as

Q = Q exp(X(x)). (58)

To compute the Newton or a Gauss-Newton step (a descentiditeto (22), we then use the series

expansion of the matrix exponential

2

Q:Q(I+X+%+---), (59)

and obtain the expansion for
2

£(Q) = £(Q) + F(QX) + f(Q%) L

= f(Q) +Jgx +---

aroundQ, whereJg € RE*3 s the Jacobian matrix. The Jacobian matrix can be expressedlumn

(60)

vectors corresponding to entries ©fi.e., x1, o, 3 as

Jo=|Jjo2a Jos1 Jose (61)

where the column vectors are given jy;; = f(Q(dZ-(S;F — §;67)) for appropriate values of and j,
and the standard unit vectods, §,, 83 € R3.
Using the first-order approximatioh (60) in_{22), we can catepthe Gauss-Newton step for solving

the optimization problem, which is given by

. < 2
Axgy = min 1£(Q) +Jgx — bl|, ©2)

= —JL(/(Q) — b).
In order to compute the full Newton search direction, the dils matrix (containing the second-order

derivatives)Hg, € R3*3 is needed. The Newton search direction is given by
Axy = —(J5Ig + Ho) ' IL(f(Q) — b). (63)
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To compute the Hessian matrix using the tef(rQ’g—f), we express

— (] + 23) —T2T3 173
X? = —wpxy  —(z]+a3) iy
123 —T129 —(x% + xg)

as a sum of the following six matrices

X? = 23Ty + z129T12 + 2123T1 3

(64)
+x§T272 + 2ox3T9 3 + $§T373
where we have introduced the matrices

Ti1 = —(8107 +8283),

Tio = —(830% +8260),

Tz = (8387 +616%),

Too = —(8207 +8163),

Toz = —(6107 +8367),

and Ts3 = —(8200 4 830%).

Now, we can express the Hessian matrix as
2wThQ711 WThQ721 WThQ731

H = % wlhgor 2wThgae wlhg s (65)

WThQ,gl WThQ732 2WThQ’33

where the residualv = f(Q) —b, andhg ;; = f(QTi,j) for appropriate values af andj.

Once the descent direction is computed based on Gauss-hNswtep [[62) or Newton’s step (63), the
step-lengthto move along the surface gf(Q) starting from f(Q) in the search direction is computed
by solving

§= min  |f(Q(yX(x))) - b]3 (66)

whereQ(yX (x)) = Qexp(yX (x))-
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