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Abstract.
This paper presents a learning-based method for calibrating and denoising

microelectromechanical system (MEMS) gyroscopes, which is designed based on a
convolutional network, and only contains hundreds of parameters, so the network
can be trained on a graphics processing unit (GPU) before being deployed on
a microcontroller unit (MCU) with limited computational resources. In this
method, the neural network model takes only the raw measurements from the
gyroscope as input values, and handles the calibration and noise reduction tasks
separately to ensure interpretability. The proposed method is validated on public
datasets and real-world experiments, without relying on a specific dataset for
training in contrast to existing learning-based methods. The experimental results
demonstrate the practicality and effectiveness of the proposed method, suggesting
that this technique is a viable candidate for applications that require IMUs.

Keywords: Gyroscope calibration, deep neural network, orientation estimation,
autonomous systems navigation.
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1. Introduction

Inertial Measurement Units (IMUs) that utilize
Microelectromechanical Systems (MEMS) technology
have become indispensable in numerous domains,
owing to their low power consumption, compact form
factor, and cost-effectiveness. These attributes have
established MEMS-based IMUs as critical components
in various applications, such as robotics [1], mobile
devices [2], wearable technology [3], and virtual reality
systems [4].

Since manufacturers typically implement a rough
calibration process for MEMS IMUs to minimize
production costs, it becomes imperative for many
applications to conduct a more refined IMU calibration
before use, which will ensure that the IMU’s
performance aligns with the precision requirements.

An IMU typically consists of a tri-axial gyro-
scope for measuring angular velocity and a tri-axial
accelerometer for detecting linear acceleration relative
to the inertial frame. For the calibration of tri-axial ac-
celerometers, the local gravitational acceleration serves
as a crucial reference, and numerous well-established
calibration methods are available. In contrast, cali-
brating a tri-axial gyroscope presents significant chal-
lenges. This is primarily due to the fact that the
Earth’s self-rotation angular velocity is weak and often
masked by measurement noise. As a result, additional
external reference excitation becomes a critical require-
ment for the calibration of consumer-grade gyroscopes.

Over recent years, gyroscope calibration has
garnered widespread interest and undergone thorough
investigation within the open-source community.
Many researchers have devoted their efforts to
developing calibration methods that are both efficient
and accurate, aiming to improve the measurement
precision of gyroscopes. In general, gyroscope
calibration techniques can be categorized into two
primary groups: classical and learning-based methods.

Classical methods are distinguished by their use
of explicit and rigorous mathematical models to
represent the sensor’s measurements. For instance,
Zhang et al. introduced a thorough sensor model
for inertial devices, where gyroscope calibration is
facilitated through a pan-tilt mechanism [5]; Qureshi
et al. presented a novel calibration algorithm
tailored for IMUs, which operates independently of
external equipment and is suitable for use outside
controlled laboratory settings [6]; Chao et al. devised

a calibration approach that requires minimal setup
for low-cost tri-axial IMUs and magnetometers, and
the tri-axial gyroscope is calibrated by utilizing a
pre-calibrated accelerometer and a nonlinear cost
function [7]. Furthermore, system-level calibration
methodologies have been extensively implemented and
validated, albeit with a reliance on carefully designed
rotation sequences. For instance, ghanipoor et al.
utilizes the Transformed Unscented Kalman Filter
(TUKF) in conjunction with a turntable setup to
perform calibration on MEMS IMUs [8]; Lu et al.
introduced a comprehensive system-level calibration
technique for Stellar/Inertial Navigation Systems
within the Kalman filter framework, and incorporates
a 12-position rotation scheme to guarantee that all
system parameters are adequately observable, thereby
enhancing the calibration accuracy [9]; Jung et al.
used the extended Kalman filter (EKF) to analyze
the observability of IMU error parameters in a stereo
visual-inertial system, and consider that the IMU’s
intrinsic parameters are observable when the system
undergoes 6 degrees of freedom motions [10].

Essentially, classical methods tend to treat the
sensor’s measurement model as inherently linear
, which encounters considerable difficulty when
attempting to adapt to nonlinear frameworks. To
overcome this limitation, learning-based approaches
have been introduced for the calibration of MEMS
IMUs, which have attracted considerable attention
from the research community as an innovative solution.
So far, most studies have attempted to utilize deep
neural networks to extract relevant features from IMU
readings to regress the navigation results, such as
IONet [11], OriNet [12], RoNIN [13], TLIO [14]. And
only a few researchers try to use the deep learning
technology to calibrate IMUs directly [15, 16], who
have devised an elaborate calibration network for
MEMS IMUs, and have indicated that it is feasible to
use deep learning technology to eliminate IMU errors.

Despite notable calibration improvements demon-
strated by existing learning-based methods, the trained
networks with tens of thousands of parameters can
only be operated on graphics processing units (GPUs)
or desktop-grade central processing units (CPUs),
thereby significantly limiting the scope of their appli-
cations. On the other hand, all learning-based meth-
ods require the accelerometer’s measurements as in-
puts to the network to restrain the gyroscope’s time-
varying bias, which may lead to anomalous outputs
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under the extreme dynamic conditions. For instance,
the accelerometer’s measurement will approach zero in
the case of free-fall. Furthermore, the existing learning-
based methods heavily rely on open-source datasets for
training, thereby limiting their practical application in
industrial scenarios due to the significant challenges
and high costs associated with obtaining reference at-
titude angles.

Therefore, we propose an ultra-lightweight net-
work for calibrating and denoising gyroscopes, which
is referred to as TinyGC-Net in this paper. Given that
the contribution of the denoising is nearly overshad-
owed by the influence of the integral step in typical nav-
igation scenarios [17], TinyGC-Net reduces the model’s
parameter count by handling gyroscope calibration and
denoising tasks separately. Furthermore, TinyGC-Net
demonstrates effectiveness in modeling the measure-
ment process of gyroscopes, and is the first learning-
based solution for gyroscope calibration suitable for de-
ployment on resource-limited embedded platforms.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:
(1) We propose a learning-based method for

calibrating and denoising gyroscopes, and the trained
model is ultra lightweight, containing only hundreds
of parameters, which can be deployed on a low-cost
processor with limited computing resources and run in
real-time.

(2) The cost function is carefully designed to
empower TinyGC-Net to operate independently of
open-source datasets, thereby facilitating the efficient
collection of training data solely through the use of
a tri-axial manual rotation table or a pre-calibrated
accelerometer.

(3) The proposed method demonstrates outstand-
ing interpretability, enabling its reliable operation in
various industrial application scenarios.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows:
Section 2 describes the measurement model of the
gyroscopes. Section 3 provides a detailed exposition
of the TinyGC-Net. Section 4 shows the experimental
results based on the public datasets and the data from
the designed calibration process. In Section 5, we draw
the concluding remarks.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Gyroscope Measurement Model

A classical linear equation can describe the relationship
between the gyroscope voltage readings sampled by
an analog-to-digital converter (ADC) and the physical
quantities in metric units. It can be written as follows:

ω̃ = RgT gSg (ω + bg + ng) , (1)

where the subscript g indicates the sensor’s type is
the gyroscope; ω̃ ∈ R3×1 is the measured angular

velocity in the unit of rad/s; ω ∈ R3×1 is the sensor
voltage readings sampled by ADC; Rg, T g and Sg are
3 × 3 matrices, which account for misalignment, non-
orthogonality, and scale factor, respectively; bg ∈ R3×1

is the bias vector; ng ∈ R3×1 is zero-mean Gaussian
noises. As the Earth’s angular rate is too small
to be detected by a MEMS gyroscope and is often
overwhelmed by white noise, equation (1) does not
consider it.

Further, equation (1) can be simplified as follows

ω̃ = Egω +Bg + ηg, (2)

where

Eg = RgT gSg =

 e00 e01 e02
e10 e11 e12
e20 e21 e22

 ,

Bg = RgT gSgbg =

 b0
b1
b2

 ,

ηg ∈ R3×1 is still assumed to be zero-mean Gaussian
noise. And the essence of traditional gyroscope
calibration is to estimate the elements in Eg and Bg.

In the actual gyroscope measurement model, Sg

exhibits a certain degree of nonlinearity. Hence,
the elements within matrices Eg and Bg can also
be represented by higher-order polynomials [18].
However, traditional calibration methods struggle to
effectively estimate all the polynomial coefficients. In
light of this, this paper employs a Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN) to model the measurement model of
the gyroscope.

2.2. Kinematic Model

We choose the north-east-down frame as the navigation
coordinate frame (n), whose xn-axis points to the
geodetic north, yn-axis points to the geodetic east, and
zn-axis points downwards. And the body coordinate
frame (b) is fixed to the center of the IMU sensor, with
its xb-axis, yb-axis, and zb-axis pointing in the forward,
right, and downward directions, respectively.

The 3D orientation of a rigid platform is
obtained by integrating the gyroscope’s angular
velocity measurements, and we use quaternions to
describe the kinematic model as follows:

qk+1 = qk ⊗
[

1
1
2 ω̃kdt

]
, (3)

where the quaternion qk at timestamp k represents
the rotation from the body coordinate frame to the
navigation coordinate frame; ω̃k is the mean angular
velocity during the time period dt from k to k + 1.
The model (3) successively integrates in open-loop
and propagates the estimation errors caused by the
inaccurate Eg and Bg.
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3. Proposed Method

In this section, we propose a learning-based method
for obtaining more accurate angular velocity measure-
ments. Compared with existing learning-based meth-
ods, TinyGC-Net aims to reduce the number of param-
eters in the network model and simplifies the process
by dividing it into: a calibration subnet and a denois-
ing subnet.

Denoise-subnet
(x-axis)

Denoise-subnet
(z-axis)

Denoise-subnet
(y-axis)

Calibration
subnet

Denoised

Calibrated

Figure 1. The overall network architecture of TinyGC-Net.

The overall network architecture is depicted in
Figure 1, where ωk is the voltage reading from the
tri-axis gyroscope at timestamp k; N is the length of
the local window; ω̂k and ω̂k are the calibrated and
denoised angular velocity, respectively, in the unit of
rad/s at timestamp k.

3.1. Calibration Subnet

Conv1×3 Conv1×3 Conv1×3

Concatenate
PReLU

Conv1×3 Conv1×3 Conv1×3

Concatenate

Input size:
1×3

Output size:
1×3

Figure 2. The network architecture of calibration subnet.

The calibration subnet is constructed as in Figure
2. Essentially, the convolutional and concatenation
operations within the dashed box are equivalent to

equation (1) if all the parameters are constant, and
we refer to this as the linear basic network (LBN).

To accurately model the nonlinear components
of the gyroscope measurement model, we employ
the PReLU activation function [19] to connect LBN
modules, drawing inspiration from the structure of
residual networks to facilitate faster convergence
during training.

Due to the continuous advancements in MEMS
process technology, most manufacturers’ MEMS gyro-
scopes exhibit nonlinearity within a range of 0.01% in
terms of angular velocity measurement. On the other
hand, according to our experimental observations, the
cascading of multiple LBNs can hardly enhance cali-
bration accuracy. Therefore, in the subsequent exper-
iments detailed below, we only incorporate two LBNs
into TinyGC-Net.

3.2. Denoising Subnet

Through approximation, we assume that the tri-
axial measurement processes of the gyroscope are
independent of each other, allowing us to individually
apply noise reduction processing to the measurement
data of each axis.

Then, we define the denoising subnet structure
which infers the denoised gyroscope’s measurements as

ω̂i,k = f (ω̂i,k−N+1, · · · , ω̂i,k) , (4)

where the subscript i indicates the i-axis of the
gyroscope (i = x, y, z); N is the length of the local
window; ω̂i,k is the calibrated angular velocity of the
gyroscope’s i-axis at timestamp k; f(·) is the mapping
defined by the neural network; ω̂i,k is the denoised
data.

Conv
+

Leaky
ReLU

Conv
+

Leaky
ReLU

FC

Input Size:
N×1

kernel dim: N//2
stride: 1

kernel dim: N//4
stride: 1

Output Size:
1×1

FC: Full Connection
// : Integer Division

Figure 3. The network architecture of denoising subnet.

The denoising subnet consists of three convolu-
tional layers and three LeakyReLU layers, whose con-
figurations are given in Figure 3. Essentially, we lever-
age the denoising subnet that infer denoised data based
on a local window of N previous measurements. Since
there are no coupled parameters among the three axes
of the gyroscope, the denoising subnet requires only
hundreds of parameters in total to denoise the mea-
surements for each axis individually.



TinyGC-Net: An Extremely Tiny Network for Calibrating MEMS Gyroscopes 5

3.3. Loss Function

Defining a proper loss function plays a critical role in
training the calibration parameters within the neural
network. Given that it is difficult and costly to
obtain the ground truth values for every moment, we
construct a simple loss function shown in Figure 4,
which only requires a few pieces of reference attitude
information over a period of sampling time, and it
is also convenient for real-world scenarios without a
motion capture system.

Loss

……

1st,

2nd,

m-th,

Angular velocity integration

TinyGC-Net Output

…

Figure 4. The architecture of loss function.

In Figure 4, the quaternion qgt
N represents the

ground truth of the attitude angle at timestamp N ;
q̂N→M represents the estimated attitude angle that is
based on the equation (3) from timestamp N to M ;
the symbol ⊖ represents the difference between two
quaternions, and we define it as follows in this paper:

qa ⊖ qb =
√
dq2w + dq2x + dq2y + dq2z ,

where qa = (qa,w, qa,x, qa,y, qa,z) and qb =
(qb,w, qb,x, qb,y, qb,z) are two distinct quaternions; qa,w
and qb,w are the scalar parts; (qa,x, qa,y, qa,z) and
(qb,x, qb,y, qb,z) are the vector parts; and

dqs = qa,s − qb,s, s = w, x, y, z.

As illustrated in Figure 4, the sequences of
gyroscope measurements, each with a length of mM ,
will be segmented into m equal parts, each part
being M in length. Within each segment, TinyGC-
Net employs a local sliding window mechanism to
analyze the raw gyroscope measurement data within
the local window of length N , and performs local noise
reduction and calibration. This localized processing
aids in capturing short-term dynamic changes in the
gyroscope measurement data and suppresses high-
frequency noise within the measurements.

For the j-th gyroscope measurement sequence of
length M , the cost function can be represented as
follows:

Lj = qgt
jM ⊖ q̂(j−1)M+N→jM , (5)

During the training process, the calibration subnet
and the denoising subnet are trained separately, but
they utilize a shared cost function. Initially, we
temporarily setN to 1 and focus exclusively on training
the calibration subnet. Afterward, we fix the weights
of the calibration subnet and proceed to train the
denoising subnet.

3.4. Method Implementation

The network of this paper is trained using PyTorch on a
desktop computer with a i7-13790F CPU and a Nvidia
GeForce RTX 4060 Ti GPU. The training process uses
the AdamW optimizer [20], and set the learning rate
to 0.01.

In the training process, the whole network only
requires hundreds of parameters to be trained, which is
significantly fewer than other calibration models based
on deep learning. And the 2000 epochs of training take
about 15 minutes (N = 50, M = 400).

4. Experiments

To verify the validity of the TGC-Net, we carry out a
series of experiments based on public datasets, as well
as real-world scenarios, in this section.

4.1. Experiments on public datasets

4.1.1. Data Sources and Training Details The
European Robotics Challenge (EuRoC) micro air
vehicle (MAV) dataset [21] is a visual-inertial dataset,
which contains IMU sequences at 200Hz from an
ADIS16448 MEMS IMU sensor, and an external Vicon
system is used to provide the pose ground truth. For
ease of comparison with previous work, we use MH{01,
03, 05}, V1{02}, and V2{01, 03} from the EuRoC
dataset for training, while the rest are used for testing.

4.1.2. Metrics Definitions We utilize absolute orien-
tation error (AOE) [22] to quantitatively assess the per-
formance of the proposed method. The AOE computes
the mean square error between the ground truth and
the estimated orientation, which can be described as
follows:

AOE =

√√√√ L∑
n=1

1

L

∥∥∥log (RT
n R̂n

)∥∥∥2
2
, (6)

where Rn ∈ SO(3) is the rotation matrix at timestamp
n maps the body coordinate frame to the navigation
coordinate frame, and R̂n ∈ SO(3) is its estimated
value; L represents the sequence length; log(·) is the
SO(3) logarithm map.
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4.1.3. Compared Methods We compare the following
methods based on the dataset:

(1) Raw: the attitude angles are calculated using
raw gyroscope measurements without any correction or
calibration applied;

(2) DIG [15]: the IMU denoising method based
on a dilated convolutional neural network;

(3) OriNet [12]: the 3D orientation estimation
method based on long short-term memory (LSTM),
which is more complex and requires more time to be
trained than DIG;

(4) TinyGC: our proposed method described in
Section 3.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
-200

0

200
TinyGC raw IMU ground truth

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
-100

0

100

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
-200

0

200

Figure 5. Orientation estimations on the test sequence
V2 02 medium.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
-200

0

200
TinyGC raw IMU ground truth

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
-50

0

50

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
-200

0

200

Figure 6. Orientation estimations on the test sequence
MH 04 difficult.

4.1.4. Experimental results The experimental results
are given in Table 1. In contrast to other
methods, TinyGC-Net uniquely depends on gyroscope
measurements to calculate attitude angles, and
offers improved efficiency and reduced computational

0 20 40 60 80 100
-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60
raw
denoised

Figure 7. Comparison of time-domain sequences of gyroscope
measurements before and after denoising on the test sequence
MH 04 difficult.

0 20 40 60 80 100
frequency (Hz)

-100

0

100
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)

0 20 40 60 80 100
frequency (Hz)

-100

0

100
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itu
de

 (
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)

Figure 8. Comparison of gyroscope measurements in the
frequency domain before and after denoising on the test sequence
MH 04 difficult.

burden. Despite its accuracy trailing DIG, TinyGC-
Net outperforms OriNet in precision across most
of the sequences. Figures 5 and Figure 6 clearly
depict the attitude angles derived from integrating
gyroscope measurements calibrated by TinyGC-Net,
which are based on the sequences V2 02 medium and
MH 04 difficult. Furthermore, we also demonstrate
the denoising effect on the gyroscope measurement
data MH 04 difficult in Figure 7, and the spectral
analysis results are presented in Figure 8, revealing
that the high-frequency noise in the original gyroscope
measurements has been effectively suppressed.

According to the above experimental results, we
note that:

(1) TinyGC-Net demands minimal parameters
and is the only scheme among all the solutions that can
be implemented on MCUs with limited computational
resources;

(2) DIG often achieves the highest accuracy but
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Table 1. Absolute Orientation Error (AOE) in degree on the test sequences.

Raw DIG [15] OriNet [12]
TinyGC-Net
(Calibrated)

TinyGC-Net
(Denoised)

MH 02 easy 146 1.39 5.75 6.36 4.60
MH 04 difficult 130 1.40 8.85 5.32 4.16

V1 01 easy 71.3 1.13 6.36 7.12 6.27
V1 03 difficult 119 2.70 14.70 3.64 2.23
V2 02 medium 117 3.85 11.70 4.95 5.03
parameter count - 77052 - 27 195

model input - ACC & GYRO ACC & GYRO GYRO GYRO
training platform - GPU GPU GPU GPU

deployment platform - GPU GPU MCU MCU

* OriNet uses LSTM network, and its model is more complex and require more time to be
trained than DIG.

requires a GPU for both training and operation;
(3) Overall, OriNet does not exhibit a significant

accuracy advantage compared to TinyGC-Net, despite
TinyGC-Net solely relying on gyroscope measurements
as model input;

(4) The uncalibrated gyroscope measurements are
unreliable, and the integration of raw data to derive
orientation angles is susceptible to rapid drifting;

(5) The denoising effect is clearly observed,
effectively mitigating high-frequency noise in the
gyroscope measurements.

4.1.5. Remark We provide a few more remarks based
on the process of our research:

(1) Essentially, most learning-based gyroscope cal-
ibration methods rely on accelerometer data and slid-
ing window measurements to constrain offsets and im-
prove orientation accuracy. However, this approach
will increase model complexity, and demand regular-
ization techniques like weight decay and dropout to
prevent overfitting. Additionally, the data samples
employed for network training cannot comprehensively
cover all movement patterns, particularly instances like
free fall where accelerometer readings tend towards
zero, which may elevate the chances of abnormal model
outputs.

(2) Two LBNs are adequate for most MEMS gy-
roscope calibration tasks. Incorporating additional
LBNs and activation functions into the calibration sub-
network yielded minimal improvement in attitude an-
gle estimation accuracy. Furthermore, the ADIS16488,
a tactical-grade inertial sensor used in the EuRoC
dataset, exhibits gyroscope nonlinearity of only 0.01%
of the dynamic range, as specified in its datasheet.

(3) Compared to the classic low-pass filter,
TinyGC-Net requires minimal parameter tuning and
can automatically balance noise reduction and delay
based on training samples.

(4) Drawing from the experimental results pre-
sented in Table 1, we exercise caution in highlight-
ing that TinyGC-Net’s denoising subnet has the po-
tential to enhance the attitude angle estimation ac-
curacy, while the significance of denoising is largely

overshadowed by the impact of the integral step [17].
In our opinion, the EuRoC datasets, primarily de-
signed for assessing visual odometry algorithms, may
exhibit limitations in IMU device calibration. Accord-
ing to the known issues provided by [21]: “some of
the datasets exhibit very dynamic motions, which are
known to deteriorate the measurement accuracy of the
laser tracking device. And the numbers reported by the
manufacturer maybe overly optimistic for these events,
which complicated the interpretation of ground truth
comparisons for highly accurate visual odometry ap-
proaches.” Therefore, the improved accuracy in atti-
tude angle estimation can thus be attributed to the
sliding window mechanism of the denoising subnet,
which effectively mitigates, to a certain extent, errors
resulting from dataset imperfections.

4.2. Experiments on real-world scenarios

It is worth mentioning that deep learning-based
gyroscope calibration algorithms depend heavily on
open-source datasets for reference orientation angles,
limiting their applicability in diverse scenarios. To
address this limitation, we introduce a straightforward
calibration steps that employs a manually controlled
tri-axial turntable.

4.2.1. Experiment setup A custom-made experiment
system is built to collect measurements from the
IMU and assess the performance of TinyGC-Net.
As shown in Figure 9, the experiment system is
equipped with an IMU (ASM330LHH) for acceleration
and angular velocity measurements, whose main
specifications are summarized in Table 2. During
the experiments, original measurements are read by
a MCU (STM32F405RGT6) and recorded on the
module’s secure digital (SD) card.

Before collecting gyroscope measurement data,
the IMU is securely mounted on the tri-axial turntable.
Subsequently, data collection for training purposes is
divided into three phases: the initial, intermediate, and
final phases, as depicted in Figure 10.

In the initial and final phases, the IMU
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Figure 9. The custom-made experiment system.

Table 2. Specifications of the MEMS gyroscope (ASM330LHH)

Parameter Value Conditions

Full scale range ±500◦/s
Nonlinearity ±0.01% 25◦C

Sensitivity tolerance ±5% Component level
Bias instability 3 deg/h 25◦C

Rate noise density 5 mdps/
√
Hz

Initial
Stage

Final
Stage

Middle Stage

≈ 1 s ≈ 1 s≈ 3 s

= 5 s

… …

Figure 10. The data collection mode for training TinyGC-Net.

remains stationary for approximately one second
to obtain a dependable reference orientation angle.
Meanwhile, in the intermediate phase, the tri-axial
turntable undergoes approximately three seconds of
manual random rotation. Each sequence segment is
consistently set to 5 seconds to facilitate GPU-based
training.

Through the repeated execution of the initial,
intermediate, and final phases, we effectively collect 40
data segments to train the TinyGC-Net model, which
can subsequently be deployed and operationalized on
the MCU.

Afterwards, to assess the performance of TinyGC-
Net based on a real-world scenario, we utilize the
turntable to gather supplementary IMU measurements
spanning 58 seconds, with the guarantee that the
turntable’s initial and final attitude angles are both
set at zero degrees.

It is worth mentioning that the process mentioned
earlier only demands the reference attitude angles of
the initial and final stages. Consequently, in practical
applications, relying exclusively on a pre-calibrated
accelerometer to provide these reference attitude angles

Table 3. Orientation error of the final attitude angles
compared with zero degree.

raw PSO TinyGC-Net
Roll(deg) 62.68◦ 0.29◦ 0.04◦

Pitch(deg) 45.34◦ 0.23◦ 0.06◦

Yaw(deg) 44.27◦ −0.29◦ -0.25◦

RMSE(deg) 51.45◦ 0.27◦ 0.15◦

is feasible.
Furthermore, we also utilize the Particle Swarm

Optimization (PSO) algorithm to calibrate the gyro-
scope [7], which is renowned for its capability to con-
verge towards theoretical true values through extensive
computational processes, thereby yielding refined cali-
bration models for gyroscopes.

According to Figure 11 and Table 3, it is
evident that both TinyGC-Net and PSO adeptly
calibrate the gyroscope, with TinyGC-Net exhibiting
superior precision. The remarkable consistency
in calibration accuracy between TinyGC-Net and
the PSO algorithm highlights the efficacy of deep
learning in refining gyroscope measurement models,
illustrating the reliability of the TinyGC-Net in real-
world scenarios. And the Z-axis error is slightly larger
than that of the X and Y axes, potentially due to
manufacturing imperfections in low-end MEMS IMUs
or uneven welding stress on the printed circuit board.

Figure 12 clearly exhibits the noise reduction
achieved by TinyGC-Net in gyroscope measurements,
successfully maintaining genuine angular motion data
while mitigating high-frequency noise, which holds
positive implications for applications such as control
systems and the stationary alignment of INS.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
-50

0

50
proposed PSO raw IMU zero line

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
-50

0

50

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
-50

0

50

Figure 11. Orientation estimations on real-world scenario.



TinyGC-Net: An Extremely Tiny Network for Calibrating MEMS Gyroscopes 9

0 10 20 30 40 50
-40

-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

30

40
raw
denoised

Figure 12. Comparison of gyroscope measurements before and
after denoising on real-world scenario.

5. Conclusion

In conclusion, we have presented TinyGC-Net, which
is based on deep learning for calibrating and denoising
tri-axis gyroscopes. It only requires a few hundred
parameters in total and can be deployed on an
MCU with limited computational resources. The
core of this approach lies in the careful design
of a convolutional network to handle the tasks of
calibration and noise reduction separately, and an
appropriate loss function design for training with
orientation reference at extremely low frequency.
Compared with other calibration methods based on
machine learning, the proposed TinyGC-Net does not
rely on the accelerometer’s measurement and does not
require a specific dataset for training. So, TinyGC-Net
is adaptable to more complex dynamic environments,
such as free-fall motion.

In this paper, the temperature-related sensor drift
has not been addressed due to the limitations of
experimental instruments. Therefore, future work is
planned to maintain consistent calibration accuracy
for the gyroscopes across a range of temperatures
by incorporating additional weights into TinyGC-
Net and taking temperature measurement values
as model inputs. Besides, owing to the powerful
modeling capabilities inherent in deep learning models,
it is also possible to design a calibration approach
for MEMS IMU array modules based on the
TinyGC-Net architecture, which aims to augment
the level of automation in the calibration process,
thereby enhancing the overall performance of inertial
navigation systems.
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[2] Wahlström J, Skog I, Händel P and Nehorai A 2016 IEEE
Transactions on Intelligent Vehicles 1 139–147

[3] Majumder S and Deen M J 2020 IEEE sensors journal 21
8267–8275

[4] Barclay S A, Klausing L N, Hill T M, Kinney A L, Reissman
T and Reissman M E 2023 Sensors 24 233

[5] Zhang Z Q and Yang G Z 2013 IEEE Transactions on
Instrumentation and Measurement 63 711–718

[6] Qureshi U and Golnaraghi F 2017 IEEE Sensors Journal
17 7479–7486

[7] Chao C, Zhao J, Zhu J and Bessaad N 2021 Measurement
Science and Technology 33 025103

[8] Ghanipoor F, Hashemi M and Salarieh H 2020 IEEE
Sensors journal 20 4131–4138

[9] Lu J, Lei C, Liang S and Yang Y 2017 IEEE Transactions
on Instrumentation and Measurement 66 2065–2073

[10] Jung J H, Heo S and Park C G 2020 IEEE Transactions
on Instrumentation and Measurement 69 7530–7541

[11] Chen C, Lu X, Markham A and Trigoni N 2018 Ionet:
Learning to cure the curse of drift in inertial odometry
Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence vol 32

[12] Esfahani M A, Wang H, Wu K and Yuan S 2019 IEEE
Robotics and Automation Letters 5 399–406

[13] Herath S, Yan H and Furukawa Y 2020 Ronin: Robust
neural inertial navigation in the wild: Benchmark,
evaluations, & new methods 2020 IEEE international
conference on robotics and automation (ICRA) (IEEE)
pp 3146–3152

[14] Liu W, Caruso D, Ilg E, Dong J, Mourikis A I, Daniilidis
K, Kumar V and Engel J 2020 IEEE Robotics and
Automation Letters 5 5653–5660

[15] Brossard M, Bonnabel S and Barrau A 2020 IEEE Robotics
and Automation Letters 5 4796–4803

[16] Huang F, Wang Z, Xing L and Gao C 2022 IEEE
Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 71
1–9

[17] Ban Y, Zhang Q, Niu X, Guo W, Zhang H and Liu J 2013
The Journal of Navigation 66 837–858

[18] Ru X, Gu N, Shang H and Zhang H 2022 Micromachines
13 879

[19] Ding B, Qian H and Zhou J 2018 Activation functions
and their characteristics in deep neural networks
2018 Chinese control and decision conference (CCDC)
(IEEE) pp 1836–1841

[20] Loshchilov I and Hutter F 2017 arXiv preprint
arXiv:1711.05101

[21] Burri M, Nikolic J, Gohl P, Schneider T, Rehder J, Omari
S, Achtelik M W and Siegwart R 2016 The International
Journal of Robotics Research 35 1157–1163

[22] Grupp M 2017 evo: Python package for the eval-
uation of odometry and slam. https://github.com/

MichaelGrupp/evo

https://github.com/MichaelGrupp/evo
https://github.com/MichaelGrupp/evo

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Gyroscope Measurement Model
	Kinematic Model

	Proposed Method
	Calibration Subnet
	Denoising Subnet
	Loss Function
	Method Implementation

	Experiments
	Experiments on public datasets
	Data Sources and Training Details
	Metrics Definitions
	Compared Methods
	Experimental results
	Remark

	Experiments on real-world scenarios
	Experiment setup


	Conclusion

