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Abstract—This paper presents a novel adaptive fading cuba-
ture Kalman filter (AFCKF) based on double transitive factors.
The developed adaptive algorithm is explained in two stages;
stage (i) a single transitive factor is used to update the predicted

state error covariance, P~ based on innovation or residual
vector, whereas, in stage (ii), the measurement noise covariance
matrix, Ry, is scaled by another transitive factor. Furthermore,
showing the proof concept for estimation of the process noise,
Q. and measurement noise covariance matrices by combining the
innovation and residual vector in the AFCKF algorithm. It can
provide reliable state estimation in the presence of unknown noise
statistics. Bench-marking target tracking example is consider to
show the performance improvement of the developed algorithms.
As compared with existing adaptive approaches, the proposed
fading algorithm can provide better estimation results.

Index Terms—ubature Kalman filter, transitive factors, Inno-
vation, sliding average methodubature Kalman filter, transitive
factors, Innovation, sliding average methodC

I. INTRODUCTION

IFF variants of nonlinear state estimators have been de-
veloped in the literature; Extended Kalman Filter (EKF)
[1], Unscented Kalman filter (UKF) [2] and cubature Kalman
filter (CKF) [3] are the most popular methods. In the EKF,
the non-linear function is approximated through Taylor or
Jacobian calculations [4], whereas in the UKF [5] has been
developed based on the sigma points approach. However,
UKF has afford considerably accurate estimation than the
EKF estimator. But, the estimation accuracy of the UKF is
limited for higher-order systems analysis. The CKF [3] can
be developed and being widely applied into various real world
estimation problems in [6], 7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12].
System and measurement noise models may not known
exactly and even varying with time in practice. However,
the filter becomes divergence and the performance can be
degraded. In [13], standard adaptive approaches have been
developed in the literature; such as (i) Innovation Based
Adaptive Estimation (IAE) and (ii) Residual Based Adaptive
Estimation (RAE).(iii) multiple Model-Based Adaptive Esti-
mation (MMAE) [14]. In adaptive estimation [[15], estimation
of the noise covariance matrices were developed neither resid-
ual nor innovation sequence in the first and second method,
whereas, in the third approach, several filters are running
in parallel, however, it causes an increment in the storage
burden [[16]. To realize in the MMAE, type of distribution
of the innovation or residual vector must be known within
a window for all epochs|[17]. System uncertainty impact on
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filter performance and sub-optimal when the noise covariance
matrices are varied under the fault measurements[7], [14]. By
introducing the time-dependent variable, called fading factor,
named it as Adaptive Fading Kalman Filter (AFKF) [[18]]. Non-
linear fading EKF [LL], [19], and adaptive fading AFUKF[20],
adaptive fading cubature KF [4], [15]. The ACKF with a
single fading factor was developed for estimating the noise
covariance matrices. Technically, by using multiple fading
factors (MFF) in the ACKEF filter has more beneficial than
the single fading factor-based AFKF. AFUKF [4] and AFCKF
have the same performance, except in higher dimensional
system estimation. The proposed methodology is developed
based on double transitive factors and is the aim of this
paper, that can correct the gain may be utilized by varying the
predicted and measurement noise covariances. Best of author
knowledge, there is a limited contribution on double transitive
factors based nonlinear adaptive fading CKF algorithm. The
attributions of this paper have the follows; This paper investi-
gates the nonlinear state estimation problem by applying the
adaptive fading cubature Kalman filter. An adaptive fading
CKF framework is developed with double transitive factors.
The state error covariance is adapted with a single transitive
factor, then the process noise covarinace matrix adaption is
made by adjusting the properties of nonlinear systems. Another
transitive factor is developed in this paper for scaling with the
measurement noise covariance matrix adaption. Then, these
errors are assumed to be non-Gaussian rather than satisfying
the Gaussian distribution.A bench marking tracking example
is shown to assess the performance improvement of the
developed algorithm. The rest of the paper is organized as
follows; the adaptive fading cubature Kalman filter based on
double transitive factors is presented in Section II. In section
IIT is shown the tracking example for validating proposed
algorithms. The conclusion of the paper is presented in Section
Iv.

II. ADAPTIVE FADING CUBATURE KALMAN FILTER BASED
ON DOUBLE TRANSITIVE FACTORS

A. Problem formulation

Considering the nonlinear discrete-time stochastic system,
and measurement equations are

Xk = f(xx-1) + W1 (1)

Zp = h(Xk) + vk 2)

where, state vector, xx € R™ with n- dimension and
f(xx—1) is the nonlinear function for the state, ux € R” is
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considerable control input, and wx_1 ~ N(0,Qg) the the
process is assumed to be Gaussian. the measurement vector
zx € R™ at time k. The measurement nonlinear function
h(xy) and the measurement noise vk ~ N(0,Ry) is also
assumed to be Gaussian. Aim of this paper is develop a
novel adaptive fading CKF based on double transitive factors.
The recursive solution to the AFCKF algorithms for estimat-
ing noise statistics. The transitive factor, (a;) for updating
the predicted state error and double transitive factor, (az)
for measurement noise covarinace matrix. Furthermore, these
covariance matrices are estimated by using innovation and
residual vector difference. The detail derivations are explained
in the following sub-sections [[I-B] and

B. Adaptive fading CKF Scheme(AFCKF) for P-adaption

In this section, innovative or residual sequence [13] is used
to develop the adaptive fading CKF scheme for the predicted
state error covariance adaption with defined single transitive
factor, simply named it as AFCKF-P adaption algorithm. The
innovation sequence is the difference between the measure-
ment, zy and predicted measurements, h(il: ) , is defined as

3

By considering the measurement equation into equation (3]
and applying the expectation on both sides, we can get the
auto-covariance of the innovation sequence is

Bluguk '] = Blh(xik — %) + vid [h(xk — %) + vio)] "
E[h(A%y ) + vi][n(A%y ) + vi)] "
E[(A%)(A% ) ThT + E[viev] ]
Prh' + Ry
2L
=Y Wi(Za)i — 25)[(Za)i — 2,)" + Ruc
1=0
= Gk

Vk = Zk — h(i;)

h
h

4)

where, Cgy is the theoretical covariance matrix of the in-
novation sequence, xi and xi are the predicted and estimated
states. W is the weights, L is the dimension of the state
vector, AX,  error between actual and estimated states. T is
the transpose. Furthermore, the estimated covariance matrix of

innovation through windowing average method [13] is

k
~ 1 _ 7
Cl_)k = N—w _Z UjUj

where N, is the moving window width. As it is known, when
the sample window, N,, increases the sample covariance tends
to close to the actual value. However, it satisfies the stationary
processes, whereas in the non-stationary conditions, the true
innovation-covariance matrix varying with time at each epoch.
The selection of transitive factor a; (k) is evaluated as

1, if tr(Cax) > tr(Pay).
tr(Corx—Ri)
tr((Pzz,x—Rxk))’

(&)

k pr—
au (k) otherwise.

with a;(k) being a adaptive transitive factor, this value is
varied accord to the actual and estimated covariance matrices

of the innovation vector, vi. Here, tr is the trace function. If
the are larger than that of actual values, a;(k). Otherwise,
aj(k) is approximately calculated the ratio difference of
estimated covariance matrix of the innovation sequence and
measurement noise covariance matrix.

The predicted state covariance f’l: is scaled by a single
transitive factor is [21]]

(6)

Generally the predicted state error covariance as in (@) and
is evaluated from the innovation samples. The P, should
satisfy the symmetric and positive semi-definite at each time
step. The state error covariance is adaptively updated with the
transitive factor and then it can be used into the Q adaption
(see in Theorem 1). In this stage, error variation in the state
models due to the fault measurements, thus, the AFCKF-
prediction equation is inaccurate, and causing to increase the
error covariance and consequently of Kalman gain. Therefore,
introducing another adaptive transitive factor in the following
subsection, which takes to quickly react to the state variation.

C. Adaptive fading CKF Scheme(AFCKF)-R adaption

Once we update the optimal transitive factor in stage I, then
it can forward to second stage II. The AFCKF algorithm,
the measurement noise covarinace matrix is scaled by the
double transitive factor, named it as AFCKF-R adaption. The
transitive factor az(k) is evaluated as

1, Pk > tr(Co).
tr(Cok)
t’I‘(C{,k)’

az (k) =

otherwise.

where pnk =Nk 77,? is the estimated covariance matrix of the
residual sequence. The double transitive factor ag(k) is used
to multiply with the measurement noise covariance matrix.
Thus, equation can be written as

2L

Poox = > Wi(Zw)i — 2 ][(Zw)i — 2]" + az(k)Ruc (7)
1=0

The relation between az(k) and Ry are proportional. If
az(k) is large, Ry also becomes larger, which means the
Kalman gain is less and then the influence of uncertainty
is more we can trust more on the measurements, other vice
verse. [21]]. In the section A (AUFKF-P adaptation algorithm)
predicted state error covariance and B (AUFKF-R adaptation
algorithm) measurement noise covariance matrix are adapted
with double factor and is given in theorem 1.

Theorem 1. Suppose the noise statistics of the process and
measurement noise parameters are very small within a con-
siderable window size of N,. Then, a novel process noise
statistic estimators are estimated with difference of innovation
and residual vector and transitive factor, and then a1 (k) in the
predicted state error covariance, Qy, is developed. Moreover,



as (k) in the measurement noise covariance is estimated, Ry,
are derived as
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Proof. Let us assume that the process and measurement co-
variances of noise statistics are varies from t;_p, to g, the
window width, N, and there are /N,, measurements. The
innovation and residual sequence are represented already in
equation (9) and (10). By defining predicted and estimated
state errors [22] are

A}A(;:Xk—ilz,

. . ©)

AXk = Xk — Xk
As per expectation and correlation definition, if the
process and measurement noises are uncorrelated, then

E[(A%; )vk "] = 0. We can also check cross-correlation of
E[(A%, )(A%k) "] and [vic(A%, ) "], we have

Elmen "] = EMh(xi — #i0) + vid[h(xic — &ic) +vie] 7
= E[h(A%) + vi][n(A%) + vio)] (10)
= hE[(A%y)(A%) T |hT — E[viv] ]

By considering the cross correlation between residual and
innovation sequence. Then, we can rewrite equation are

E[nkekT] = E[h(xk - 5(1:) + Vk][h(xk - f(k) + Vk)]T
= Eh(A%) + vi|[h(A%k) + vi)] |
=hEB[(A%)(A%) 'ThT + hE[(A%) (Vi) ']
+hTE[(A% )(vio] + Bvicv] ]
(11
By taking the difference between innovation and residual
and then applying the expectation for them is as follows that
Equation (18) and (21), the innovation and residual covariance,

and substitute the predicted state error covarinace inside the
equations, rewrite the equation as

= E[vxvi '] + E[mene ']
+ Elvknk '] + Elnkvk ']
=hP,_1h" + Ry + Ry — hPih'
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We can separate out the process noise covarinace matrix from

the above equations.
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On the other hand, the above equation can be approximate

the limited number of sample for the difference of innovation
and residual sequence is

Ny

§ 1
hQj_,h' = N D (k= me) (Vg —mey) "
1 2L .
—h(z7 D (Ki1)i(Xio1)] — Kic1%y_y)h'
=1
+hPih"

(14)

According to equation (I0) and applying the cross-

correlation for equation and (IQ) at each epoch. By taking

a limited number of sample of the innovation sequence in
terms of mean and the covariances are

1
Uk = — E Vk—j,
Nw _

v (15)

Elvevi '] = S5 — i) (Vi — Ty )

The combination of innovation and residual sequence is used
to improve the Q estimation, in term of robustness. By
considering the sample covariance, thus, the predicted state
error covariance is equal to

2L
~ 1 1 T
P .= — X 1)i(Xp1), — R 1%L
k-1 al(k){2L;( k 1)( k 1)1 Xk 1Xk—1}
+hQj_;h’

(16)

Similarly, we can applying the sample sequence of residual
vector as

Rj_ JZN me

j=30

2L .
= (Z1)i(Za)] — 247y
=1

(17)



and thus, the auto covariance of residual sequence P, i is
evaluated as

2L
Pooic= ) Wil(Zw)i — 2 )[(Zw)i %) " +ax(k)R;, (18)
i=0
The equations and are the completes the proof.

O

The pseudo-code of the proposed strategy is given in
Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 AFCKEF for P and R adaption

1: Input: Initialize the %o, Py, Qo, Ro
2: Compute: & « VL[1];, W;™ «
3: fork=1to N do

4 Time update

5: Xk 1<_2LZ(Xk 1)
6: Compute smgle transitive factor:

1 if tr(Pgpi) > tr(Cox)
7 aa (k) = tr(Cox) otherwise
tT‘(Cgk
2L .

8: 151:—1 —ay (k) (57 Z: (Xk-1)i(Xk-1); —R—1%y_ )+
Qk-1

Measurement update:
1: Kk = Prge 1P g
12: Xy xk 1+ Ki(zx — 2 _4)
13: Pk — Pk 1 Kszz k— 1Kk

14 Compute double transitive factor:
1 if tr(Pazx) > tr(Cok)
15: al(k) = t?“(ér,k) .
W otherwise
-
16: szk 1< 2L Z (Xk) (Zk) 5(1:—121:—1
i= 12L
17 Poge1 55 0 (Zi-1)i(Za—1)] — 2y 12y 4 +
=1
ar(k)Ry_4
18: end for

20: Output: &, Py, Qp, P, > a1(k),az(k) ,

The pseudo code for adaptive fading algorithm for Qj and
Rj, is shown in Algorithm 1 and 2, respectively. Note that,
we have consider only R-estimation for simulation analysis.

ITI. SIMULATION RESULTS

Simulation study of a bench-marking target tracking ex-
ample [23] is presented in this section for comparing the
performance assessment of the proposed algorithm with the
existed algorithms; the CKF, ACKF, AFCKF- P adaption ap-
proaches. The nonlinear system and measurement models for
target tracking example can be expressed as follows [6], [22].
The state vector, 7 = [r1 @2k 3k T4k including
the vehicle position and velocity in x and y-plane. Ts = 0.1s
is the step size. The process, Q) and measurement Ry noise
covariance matrices are initialized as

0 0 0 0

0 2x1071 0 0 100 0
@ =g 0 0 0 ’RO_[O 3x 10

0 0 0 2x107"

19)

In this section, we consider two different cases for the
measurement noises variations as the following: Case A:
under Gaussian distribution, Case B: under unknown time-
varying measurement noise covariance. The proposed algo-
rithm is compared with other nonlinear cubature filters are
implemented including the CKF, ACKF, AFCKF, AFCKF
P-adaption. Fig. 1 shows the position estimation of target
tracking is obtained. During 4-6 sec, it can be seen that all
algorithms can track the actual state, then after the AFCKF-
R adaption algorithm has a small deviation from the actual
position due to Q value. Subsequently, vehicle seed is better
than the other nonlinear approaches. However, the proposed
algorithms have better tracking ability in the position estima-
tion when system and measurement model noise change.

The RMSE of position and velocity error are shown in Fig.
2 and 3, respectively. It can be seen that the proposed AFCKF
R-adaption algorithms yield better estimation accuracy than
the non-adaptive CKF and adaptive approaches. Overall, the
proposed AFCKF methods are particularly useful for target
tracking state estimation under unknown ambient noises. The
average RMSE values of CKF, ACKF and AFCKF algorithms
are 1.72m, 0.70m and 0.55m, respectively. However, AFCKF-
R adaption algorithm outperforms the CKF, ACKF, AFCKF,
and AFCKF-P adaption as well.

Table I: Average RMSE of considered algorithms

Case A Case B
RMSE[m] RMSE[m/s] RMSE[m] RMSE[m/s]
CKF[3] 1.72 2.30 1.75 2.50
ACKF[19] 0.71 1.93 0.74 1.93
AFCKF[4] 0.55 1.02 0.54 0.53
AFCKF-P 0.52 0.23 0.35 0.32
AFCKF-R  0.12 0.21 0.24 0.11
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Figure 1: Target tracking result for position and its estimation.
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Figure 3: Position RMSE of considered algorithms.

The AFCKF-R adaption method can track the true trajec-
tory. Based on the results, it is obvious that two proposed
algorithms, AFCKF-P and R adaption methods provide the
best results than non-linear filters. The AFCKF-R adaption can
obtain better accuracy than the AFCKF-P adaption algorithm
under the considerable case A and also more accurate under
the time-varying measurement noise, other considerable case
B.

IV. CONCLUSION

The summary of the paper is as follows; the AFCKF algo-
rithm is developed based on the double transitive factors. In
which, the noise covariance matrices are estimated difference
between the innovation and residual sequence. The developed
algorithm with R, estimation is only applied in the application
of target tracking . The proposed algorithm could solve the
problem of better positioning accuracy, quick converge in the
position and velocity, and also to make it better tracking.
The RMSE values of considerable algorithms are observed
that approximately 20 % in position and 30 % in velocity
are improved. Compared with the traditional CKF, ACKF
and AFCKEF algorithms, the proposed approach has a better
adaptability with the time-varying noise covariance.
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