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Learning-based Attitude Estimation
with Noisy Measurements and Unknown Gyro Bias

Parham Oveissi, Mohammad Mirtaba, Ankit Goel

Abstract— This paper introduces a learning-based, data-
driven attitude estimator, called the retrospective cost
attitude estimator (RCAE), for the SO(3) attitude represen-
tation. RCAE is motivated by the multiplicative extended
Kalman filter (MEKF). However, unlike MEKF, which
requires computing a Jacobian to compute the correction
signal, RCAC uses retrospective cost optimization that
depends only on the measured data. Moreover, due to
the structure of the correction signal, RCAE does not
require explicit estimation of gyro bias. The performance
of RCAE is verified and compared with MEKF through
both numerical simulations and physical experiments.

keywords: attitude estimation, attitude filtering,
Kalman filter, adaptive estimation, learning-based esti-
mation, data-driven attitude estimation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Attitude estimation, also known as orientation estima-
tion, is a pivotal technology widely used in applications
across several domains, including aerospace, robotics,
computer vision, and navigation. The primary objective
of attitude estimation is to ascertain the orientation of an
object in three-dimensional space relative to a reference
frame. In many real-world applications, attitude estima-
tion is a critical enabling technology. For example, it is
essential in inertial navigation systems, enabling vehicles
to navigate in unknown environments [1], [2]. Robotic
agents use attitude estimation to comprehend their spa-
tial orientation, facilitating effective interaction with
their surroundings [3]. Furthermore, with advancements
in computational technology and resources, attitude esti-
mation is crucial for augmented reality experiences, 3D
reconstruction, and object tracking [4].

Attitude estimation is a special case of the state
estimation problem in dynamic systems. In general, state
estimation techniques involve the propagation of the
state estimate using a model of the dynamic system
and a correction of the state estimate using a system
measurement. Kalman filter is the most well-known state
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estimation technique that applies to linear systems [5],
[6]. Various extensions of the Kalman filter for nonlinear
systems have been developed, such as the Extended
Kalman Filter (EKF), Ensemble Kalman Filter (EnKF),
Unscented Kalman Filter (UKF), and Particle filters [7].

In addition to the nonlinearity of the attitude dynam-
ics, the attitude estimation problem is further compli-
cated by the special geometric structure of the mathe-
matical representation of the attitude. The attitude of a
rigid body can be parameterized by a 3 x 3 direction
cosine matrix (DCM), a four-dimensional quaternion
vector, or three Euler angles, etc. [8]. Each of these
parameterizations entails some trade-offs. The DCM,
an element of SO(3), is unique for a given attitude
but consists of nine real numbers. A quaternion, an
element of S3, consists of four real numbers but suffers
from non-uniqueness. Euler angles uniquely determine
the attitude but suffer from singularities, known as the
gimbal lock problem [1].

Variations of the Kalman filter have been applied to
the attitude estimation problem with DCM and quater-
nion parameterization. However, the additive step in the
Kalman filter, also known as the data assimilation step,
often produces an estimate that violates the geometric
structure of the representation [9], [10]. [11] proposed
the Multiplicative Extended Kalman Filter (MEKF) with
quaternion parameterization, replacing the additive state
correction step with a multiplicative step, thus preserving
the geometric structure of the quaternion. In [12]-[14],
the multiplicative technique was developed for the 3 x 3
DCM.

In all of these techniques, the computation of the
Kalman gain is computationally expensive, requiring
the propagation of the corresponding covariance matrix
[15]. To address this, we present a novel attitude esti-
mator called the Retrospective Cost Attitude Estimator
(RCAE). More details on MEKF can be found in [9],
[11], [12].

Like the MEKF, RCAE corrects the attitude esti-
mate with a multiplicative correction, preserving the
geometric structure of the attitude parameterization.
However, unlike MEKF, the multiplicative correction
signal in RCAE is computed using a learning-based
approach involving retrospective cost optimization and
measured data. RCAE leverages the retrospective cost
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optimization technique [16] and is motivated by retro-
spective cost adaptive control (RCAC). RCAC is a data-
driven, learning-based adaptive control technique appli-
cable to stabilization, tracking, and disturbance rejection
problems and has been applied to various engineering
problems [17]-[21]. RCAE is computationally efficient
since the attitude correction signal is scalar instead of a
vector, as in MEKF. Furthermore, the correction signal
is updated by a recursive retrospective cost optimization
algorithm which is driven by measured data, eliminating
the need for Jacobian computations. Additionally, unlike
Kalman filter-based techniques, where an unknown gyro
bias requires explicit estimation, RCAE can reject the
effect of unknown gyro bias without modifying the
algorithm.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II formu-
lates the attitude estimation problem. The retrospective
cost attitude estimator is presented in Section III. In
Section IV, RCAE is implemented and validated in a
numerical experiment as well as a physical experimental
setup. Finally, the paper concludes in Section V with a
discussion of future work.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let Fpo = (iA,jA,l%A) be an inertial frame, where
A, JA, l%A are mutually orthonormal vectors. Let 5 be a
rigid body and let Fg = (ip, jB,RB) be a frame fixed
to B. Let the orientation matrix Og,5(t) € SO(3) C
R3*3 denote the attitude of Fg relative to Fo at time ¢.
Note that the orientation matrix Og/ is the transpose
of the direction cosine matrix. Letting wg/a|5(t) € R3
denote that angular velocity vector of Fp relative F
with respect to the frame Fp at time ¢, it follows from
the Poisson’s equation [8] that the orientation matrix
satisfies

Op/a(t) = —wp,ap(t)* Op/a(t). (1)
where, for z € R3,
0 —I3 X9
22y 00—, 2)
—x2 I 0

The orientation of B can thus be obtained by integrat-
ing the Poisson’s equation (1), which yields

OB/A(t) —e fgt wp/aB(t)” dtOB/A (0) 3)

Note that if the angular velocity vector is time-varying,
the computation of the integral in (3) is an intractable
problem. Several integration techniques to integrate (1)
are discussed in [22]-[27]. However, since the attitude
dynamics, given by (1), lacks dissipation, if the initial
orientation Op/A(0) is not precisely known, then the
error in the orientation matrix computed by integrating
(1) does not converge to zero.

Instead of continuous-time integration, which may
be intractable, the orientation matrix can be discretely
propagated, as shown below. If, for 7 € [t,t + At],
wp/A|B(T) = wh, where w € R and 71 € R?, then

Opya(t + At) = e A" Og 4 (1). )

In the case where the direction of the angular velocity
vector changes slowly or the time step At is sufficiently
small, the orientation of B can be computed using
(4). However, the computed orientation matrix may not
necessarily represent the attitude of B due to discretiza-
tion error in numerical integration. Furthermore, if the
measurement of the angular velocity vector is noisy, then
the orientation matrix, computed by integrating (1), is
eIroneous.

In this work, we assume that a noisy measurement of
the orientation Op/ is available. The noisy orientation
measurement is denoted by O, /a. In the physical
experiment, a noisy measurement of the orientation
Og/a is computed using the IMU data. The details of
the orientation computation are described in Appendix
I. Alternatively, the orientation measurements can be
obtained using vision-based sensors [28]-[30].

The problem is to develop an attitude estimator that
combines the orientation propagation and a noisy mea-
surement of the orientation to construct a more accurate
estimate of the attitude.

III. RETROSPECTIVE COST ATTITUDE ESTIMATOR

This section presents the data-driven retrospective cost
attitude estimator (RCAE). The attitude estimator is
motivated by the multiplicative extended Kalman filter
(MEKEF).

A. Attitude Error

Following the definition of the attitude error in [11],
[14], [31], we define the attitude error z € R between
two orientation matrices @7 and Oy as

z é tr (O;FOQ — 13), (5)

where I3 is the 3 x 3 identity matrix. Note that if O; =
O, then z = 0. Note that z € [—4, 0].

For k= {1,2,...,}, let Og /A denote the orientation
Op/a(kAr) at time t = EA7. Let (’)g/A and Ogm/A

denote an estimate and a measurement of the orientation
(’)g JA> respectively at step k. Then,

k _ mk k _ k k T
OB/Bm - OB/AOA/Bm = OB/A(OBm/A) . (6)

Define the error

AN
2K = tr (Og/Bm — I). (7



B. Attitude Estimator
The retrospective cost attitude estimator is

E+1 _  —(wrAr+ni)* )k
OB/A—e kST Tk (’)B/A, (8)
where wy, 2 wpy A|B(kAt), and the attitude correction
signal nj, € R3 is given by

k
=g ©)
where n% /B € R? is the eigenaxis of the orientation
matrix O and the signal u;, € R is computed using

B/Bn’
the retrospective cost optimization described in the next

section. Note that
1
k k k
nz =——(OF -0 5)
B/B., gk B/Bm Bun/B
2sin 6 /B

=X (10)

C. Retrospective Cost Optimization

This section briefly reviews retrospective cost adaptive
control (RCAC) and focuses on the algorithm for the
attitude estimation problem. RCAC is described in detail
in [32], and its extension to digital PID control is given
in [33]. Consider a system

Y
12)

Th4+1 = f(kaxkauk7wk)7
Zk :g(ku‘rkawk)a

where z is the state, uj is the input, wy is the
exogenous signal that can represent commands, external
disturbance, or both, and zj; is the performance variable.
The functions f and g represent the dynamics and output
maps. The goal is to develop an adaptive law that drives
the performance variable z; to zero, asymptotically to
zero without explicit knowledge of f and g.
Consider an adaptive law

up = Pk, (13)

where ®;, € R!*lo is the regressor matrix that is
constructed using measurements and 6, € R is the
vector of the gains optimized by RCAC at step k. For
example, a discrete-time adaptive PID update law can
be written in the form given by (13), where, at step k,

Ky

A :
Dy =[2k W 2k —zk—1], Oh=|Kix|, (14

Ka

Ve = Zi z; is the accumulated error, and K, , K; i,
and Kqj are the proportional, integral, and derivative
gains, respectively. Various MIMO parameterizations of
the adaptive law (13) are described in [34]. To determine
the gains 6, let # € R'Y, define the retrospective
performance variable by

20(0) 2 21 + Gr(Q) (@160 — uy), (15)

where

A= N;

Gil@ =) — (16)
i 4

is an FIR filter. Note that N; € R!=*!«_ Furthermore,

define the retrospective cost function Ji,: R — [0, 00)
by

k
Tu(0) £ 5(0)TR.2,(6) + (916)T Ru(16)

+ (0 —00)" Py (6 — 6y), (17)

where R, € R=*= R, € Rl«*l« and Py € Rl¢*% are
positive definite; and 0y € R is the initial vector of
controller gains.

Proposition 3.1: Consider (17), where 6§, € R and
Py € Rloxlo is positive definite. For all k& > 0, denote
the minimizer of J; given by (17) by

Or11 = argmin Ji(6). (18)

OcR™

Then, for all £ > 0, 041 is given by

9k+1 = Hk — Pk+1®EkRZ (Zk + <I>f7k9k — 'Ll,fyk)

— Pyo1®L Ry @0y, (19)
where

—T (=1 = =T\ 1=
Ppy1 = P — PO, (R +<I>kPk<1>k) Ty Py,

(20
and
A A
Or = Ge(q) P,  urr = Ge(q)us, 2D
= A& | P 4[RO
TR R_[O Ru]. (22)

Proof: See [35], [36].
Finally, the adaptive signal at step k£ + 1 is given by

U1 = Pry10p41. (23)

In the attitude estimation problem, the performance
variable zj is given by (7). Note that both z; and the
adaptive signal uy are scalars. The RCAE is thus (8),
(9), (13), (19), and (20), and its architecture is shown in
Figure 1.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL VERIFICATION AND
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

In this section, we apply the RCAE developed in the
previous section to estimate the attitude of a rigid body
with a noisy angular velocity and attitude measurement
in a numerical simulation as well as a physical exper-
iment. Furthermore, the performance of RCAE is also
compared with MEKF



Rigid Body OF../a
W, k
Attitude - Attitude (9]’?3 /A Error
Correction Estimator computation
) (®) (6), (7
Adaptive

U, Signal p

23) *

Retrospective Cost Attitude Estimator

Fig. 1: Retrospective cost attitude estimator architecture.

A. Numerical Simulation

The rigid body B is assumed to be rotating with a
time-varying angular velocity vector given by

80 cos(5.0¢t)
wp/AB(t) = |60cos(7.0t)
40 co0s(9.0¢t)

(24)

The 3-2-1 Euler angles 1, 8, and ¢ corresponding to the
orientation matrix of B at ¢ = 0, in degrees, are assumed
to be

¥(0) = 30, 6(0) =20, ¢(0) = 10. (25)
The initial orientation is thus
OB/A(O) = 01(10)02(20)05(30), (26)

where O1(¢), O2(0), and O3(1)) are the Euler matrices
corresponding to the rotation by ¢, 6, and ¢ degrees
about the first, second, and third Euler axis, respectively.
In this work, we simulate the orientation Opy4 () by
discretely propagating (4).

The measured angular velocity vector is assumed to
be

Wm,k = Wk + b+ wg, 27

where wy, 2 wg/a|p(kAt), b € R? is an unknown bias
and wy, ~ N(0,0213) is a zero-mean Gaussian noise.
In this example, we set b = [5 7 4]T and o, = 2
deg/sec. Figure 2 shows the true and measured angular
velocity.

(o2
o
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o
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o
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step, k
Fig. 2: True and measured angular velocities.

The orientation measurements are constructed as fol-
lows. Let ¢y, 0, and 1) denote the 3-2-1 Euler angles
of O, (kAt). The measured orientation is then given
by

Ogm/A = O01(¢m k) O02(0m k) O3(Ym k), (28)
where
D,k Ok
Ompi | = | Ok | + vg, (29)
Vi, k Vi

and v, ~ N(0,0213) is a zero-mean Gaussian noise. In
this example, we set o, = 5 deg.

In RCAE, we set Ny = 1, Py = 0.1I3, A = 1.
The initial attitude estimate (9% A= I3 since no prior
information about the attitude is assumed. Figure 3
shows the 3-2-1 Euler angles corresponding to the true
orientation OF /a» measured orientation Of /a» and
estimation orientation (’)g A Figure 4 shows a) the
signal u; computed by RCAE, and b) the estimator gain
0, computed by RCAE. Figure 5 shows the true and
estimated frames corresponding to the true orientation
ok /a» and estimation orientation Ok at several iter-

B/A
ation steps during the estimation.
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Fig. 4: Retrospective cost attitude estimation. a) shows the signal ug
computed by RCAE, and b) shows the estimator gain 6, optimized
by RCAE.

uj,

Next, the attitude is estimated using MEKF, where
the attitude is represented as a quaternion. In MEKE,

we set the initial covariance of quaternion error P(0) =
0.000113 O and

10%Is, the process covariance ) = 0 I
3
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Figure 6 shows the attitude error z; computed with both
MEKF and RCAE. Figure 7 shows the absolute value
of the 3-2-1 Euler angle errors ey, eg, and ey obtained
with MEKF and RCAE. Note that, unlike the MEKEF,
the RCAE directly estimates the orientation matrix and
is computationally less expensive. Additionally, while
the MEKF requires explicit estimation and correction of
gyro bias, the RCAE can compensate for an unknown
constant bias without needing to estimate it.
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Fig. 3: 3-2-1 Euler angles corresponding to the true orientation Of /A
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Since MEKF provides the estimate of the attitude in
the quaternion form, we convert the attitude estimate
to the orientation matrix and the corresponding 3-2-1
Euler angles. In particular, the orientation matrix Og, s
corresponding to the quaternion

the measurement covariance R =

_ |B/A 30

qB/A |:€B/A:| ’ (30)

where ng/a € [—1,1] and eg/5 = R? is
OB/A=I3—277B/A5}§/A+2E§§A. (31)

106 I I I
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Fig. 6: Attitude error obtained with RCAE and MEKF.
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Fig. 7: 3-2-1 Euler angle errors obtained with RCAE and MEKF.
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B. Physical Experiment

To investigate and verify the performance of the
RCAE algorithm, an experimental setup featuring a
BNOOS55 sensor is used. The BNOOSS is a popular 9-
DOF IMU module that integrates a triaxial accelerom-
eter, gyroscope, and magnetometer. It also includes a
microcontroller with sensor fusion algorithms, allowing
it to provide directly calibrated orientation data (quater-
nions, Euler angles). In this setup, the raw data from
the accelerometer and magnetometer are used to obtain
a noisy orientation measurement. In contrast, the ori-
entation data from the BNOOS5S5’s built-in sensor fusion
algorithms serves as the ground truth for performance
comparison.
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First, the performance of the RCAE algorithm is
evaluated using the experimental setup. The gyroscope
data is utilized in equation (8) to propagate Poisson’s
equation, while the raw accelerometer and magnetome-
ter data are used to construct a noisy measurement of
Op /A» following equations (34), (35) and (36).

Figure 8 shows the 3-2-1 Euler angles correspond-
ing to the true orientation (’)’E“; JA> measured orientation
(’)B JA> and estimation orientation (’)B /

A’
= "
VA RANNARA
= e Measurement —Estlmate True

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
step, k
Fig. 8: 3-2-1 Euler angles corresponding to the true orientation OB /A

. Note

that the estimates are closer to the true values of the Euler angles than
the measurements.

measured orientation OB /A and estimation orientation Og

Figure 9 shows the true and estimated frames corre-
sponding to the true orientation (’)g JA> and estimation

orientation OX  at several iteration steps during the

B/A
estimation.

Next, the attitude is estimated using MEKF, where
the attitude is represented as a quaternion. In MEKE,

we set the initial covariance of quaternion error P(0) =

10%1s, the process covariance @ = 0'00(? = IO and
3
) ~|0.01135 0
the measurement covariance R = 0 10015

A reference gravity vector and magnetic field are also
needed, obtained from a fixed accelerometer and the
World Magnetic Model (WMM), respectively.

Figure 10 shows the attitude error z; computed with
both MEKF and RCAE. Figure 11 shows the absolute
value of the 3-2-1 Euler angle errors ey, eq, and e4
obtained with MEKF and RCAE. Note that, unlike
the MEKF, the RCAE directly estimates the orientation
matrix and is computationally less expensive. Addition-
ally, while the MEKF requires explicit estimation and
correction of gyro bias, the RCAE can compensate for
an unknown constant bias without needing to estimate
it.

Fig. 9: True and estimated frames corresponding to the true orientation

(’)g /A and estimation orientation (’)B
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Fig. 10: Attitude error obtained with RCAE and MEKF.
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

This paper presented a novel learning-based atti-
tude estimator with multiplicative correction, leveraging
retrospective cost optimization. The estimator, termed
the Retrospective Cost Attitude Estimator (RCAE), is
specifically developed for the 3 X 3 orientation matrix
parameterization of attitude. Unlike traditional Kalman
filter-based estimation techniques, RCAE employs a
Recursive Least Squares (RLS)-based optimization al-
gorithm that uses only the measured data to learn the
appropriate estimator gains, eliminating the need for
Jacobian computations and covariance matrix propaga-
tion. The efficacy of the proposed estimator is validated
through comprehensive numerical experiments and a
physical experimental setup. RCAE demonstrates robust
performance, accurately estimating attitude while effec-
tively rejecting unknown gyro bias without the need for
explicit estimation.

Future work will focus on extending RCAE to quater-
nion parameterization, and implementing and verifying
the retrospective cost attitude estimator in real-world
applications such as UAV control and navigation, fur-
ther demonstrating its practical utility and robustness in
dynamic environments.
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APPENDIX |
ATTITUDE MEASUREMENT

The orientation matrix corresponding to the attitude
of B can be constructed using direct onboard measure-
ments. Several methods exist to construct the orientation
matrix from measured data. For example, vision-based
sensors can be used to compute an orientation mea-
surement as described in [28]-[30], or an accelerometer
and the magnetometer measurements from an IMU can
be used to compute an orientation measurement as
described below.

We use the following fact to compute the orientation
using the measurements from an IMU.

Fact 1.1: Let Fp and Fg be two frames. Let T be a
vector. Let 2‘

and x| denote the coordinates of x

A B
in frames F 5 and Fp, respectively. Then,

?‘ = Op)a ?‘ , (32)
B A

where Op/ is the orientation matrix. Furthermore, it
follows from (32) that

Onja=[ialy dale ka| |- 63

Let Fo be defined such that k:A is aligned with the
direction of gravity, that is, g = gkA, and the magnetic
field is in the 2o — k:A plane. Let a € R? denote the
acceleration measurement. Assuming that the body B
is not accelerating, the acceleration measurement a ~

3‘ , which implies that
B

~ a

ka (34)

B lall’
Next, Let m € R? denote the magnetic field measure-
ments. Since m is assumed to be in the % A — kA plane
and, for all o, € R, ka x (aip + ﬂkA) = aja, it
follows that

a

~ m m
Jalg =kalg X 75 =5 X = (35
° Bl Nall ™ flm]

and

. a a m
il — Sl = & — . (36
ialg =kalg xjalp al % (||a|| X ||m|) 0)

The orientation matrix Op, is finally given by (33)
using @A |, ja |g, and ka | computed above.
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