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Abstract—This paper presents the design of an autonomous race car that is self-designed, self-developed, and self-built by the Elefant Racing team at
the University of Bayreuth. The system is created to compete in the Formula Student Driverless competition. Its primary focus is on the Acceleration
track, a straight 75-meter-long course, and the Skidpad track, which comprises two circles forming an eight. Additionally, it is experimentally capable of
competing in the Autocross and Trackdrive events, which feature tracks with previously unknown straights and curves. The paper details the hardware,
software and sensor setup employed during the 2020/2021 season. Despite being developed by a small team with limited computer science expertise,
the design won the Formula Student East Engineering Design award. Emphasizing simplicity and efficiency, the team employed streamlined techniques
to achieve their success.
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INTRODUCTION

Building on the pioneering efforts of other Formula Student teams,
such as those documented in [6], [10], [15], and [11], we have develo-
ped an autonomous system for the race car of the Elefant Racing team at
the University of Bayreuth. The first section outlines the constraints and
principles that guided our design process. Subsequent sections detail the
derived hardware setup and software modules.

Design Constraints and Objectives
The autonomous system design follows the following constraints (C)

and objectives (O):

(C1) First-year team As a first-year FSD team, there is no internal
knowledge to build on.

(C2) Small team There is a smaller number of students (40− 60% of
large teams), mainly pursuing the Bachelor’s degree.

(C3) Few software developers There are only 3 to 4 active students with
a software developing background (10− 30% of large teams, e.g.
AMZ or TUFast)

(C4) Single old car for FSD and FSE with little space The team also
participates in Formula Student Electric (FSE) competitions without
an autonomous system. This is done with the same car due to (C2).
Hence, the autonomous system must be easily attachable and deta-
chable. It must not affect the performance when removed. The two-
season building phase of the base vehicle due to COVID-19 means
that it has not been designed with driverless components in mind.

(C5) No aerodynamic, weight, or power concerns The targeted low
speed and acceleration (40-50 km/h in Acceleration and 15-20 km/h
in Skidpad) for the first driverless vehicle make these not necessary.
A powerful 1000W DCDC provides a reasonable power budget.

(O6) Safety & Rule Compliance Only a quarter of all qualified teams
competed in at least one dynamic discipline at Formula Student Ger-
many in 2019 [8]. This was mainly due to hardware failures or rule
non-compliance due to an insufficient safety concept.

(O7) Robust against sensor errors A reliable solution has to deal with
sensor errors in perception and state estimation.

(O8) Simplicity Considering (C1, C2, O6) the simplest solution with
the lowest complexity should be chosen: "keep it simple, stupid

(KISS)". It ensures easy knowledge transfer, easy integration of new
members, and a short development cycle.

(O9) Extensible When possible and not contradicting (O8), methods and
hardware should be chosen that could be reused, extended and im-
proved in the future.

(O10) Good direct sensor data instead of algorithms In view of (C2,
O7), the hardware should be carefully chosen such that the algo-
rithms are as easy as possible (O8) and provide a good foundation
for future systems (O9). In particular, relevant data should be di-
rectly measured instead of estimated when possible.

(O11) Designed for Acceleration and Skidpad Considering (C2, O8),
the vehicle must compete in these two easier disciplines in Formula
Student. Participation in Autocross and Trackdrive is experimental.

AUTONOMOUS HARDWARE

4 5 6 7

21 3

1: Driverless Compute Unit (DCU); 2: Emergency Brake System (EBS);
3: GNSS/IMU-system; 4: Electronic Box with LTE router; 5: GNSS
antennas; 6: Monocular cameras (near: 125° FOV; far: 50° FOV) in

orange and stereo camera (45° FOV) in blue; 7: Ground Speed Sensor

Fig. 1: Autonomous hardware
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The autonomous hardware is shown in Figure 1. The boxes at the side
replace delicate aerodynamic components that might get damaged when
hit by cones. One rear aerodynamic wing is replaced by a carbon pla-
te with a larger GNSS antenna and a cutout for the camera system. All
components are easily attachable by connecting a few plugs and fastening
some bolts (C4, C5).

Electric Motors for Acceleration and Deceleration

The vehicle is equipped with four electric wheel hub motors that are
controlled by the torque vectoring system. It is capable of braking by
recuperation. In particular, during normal autonomous operation the car
is decelerated only with the motors without the hydraulic disk brakes.

Emergency Brake System (EBS)

In view of (O6), the EBS safety concept has received much attention:
The emergency brake system is comprised of two completely indepen-
dent pneumatic and hydraulic circuits for the front and rear brake circuit,
respectively (see Figure 2). In case of an emergency, pressurized air from
tanks flows into pneumatic cylinders. They independently press on two
brake master cylinders (MMP11, MMP21) for the EBS. An EBS brake
master cylinder (MMH1 or MMH2) and a brake pedal master cylinder
(MMH3 or MMH4) are connected to the inputs of a shuttle valve. The
higher of both pressures is available at the output which is connected to
the brakes.
A check-up-sequence runs before starting the car in manual mode or au-
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Fig. 2: Pneumatic and Hydraulic Circuits of EBS

tonomous mode. It checks that the EBS tanks are without pressure or that
all parts of the EBS are ready and pressurized, respectively. Considering
(O6), the software is tested against a simple dynamic simulation of the
pneumatic circuit. To this end, the system has been modelled by an equi-
valent electric circuit made out of resistors, capacitors, and two-ports and
integrated with a simple forward Euler-scheme.
The sequence finds all modelled single component failures and most failu-
res with at most three failing components (see Table 1). Testing all failure
combinations was infeasible due to combinatorial explosion. It was found
that the pressure tank has to be supervised by at least two pressure sen-
sors to guarantee that the tanks are pressure-free for manual mode. Ideally,
both sensors should be directly connected to the tank. However, the rules
mandate a pressure regulator directly on the tank.

Connection
Pressure

Regulator Electric Valve

large leakage no regulation always open
small leakage too high always closed

partially blocked too low no reset to open
blocked low flow-rate

Manual Valve Pressure Sensor
Air Cylinder

w/ Hydraulics

wrong position output disconn. hydr. leakage
constant wrong

output
(different levels)

wrong transfer
function

TABLE 1: EBS FAILURES FOR UNIT TESTING

Steering Actuator
The steering actuator is located at the steering rack. It consists of a rack

parallel ball screw driven by a brushless servo motor. It is coupled to the
steering rack via a cross bore and a shoulder screw. The ball screw’s low
coefficient of friction and lack of self-retention enables manual steering
in manual mode. The assembly can easily be removed from the car by
removing the eight bolts and the shoulder screw (Figure 3). This actuator
is able to steer from fully left to fully right in 0.4 seconds. Providing 2000
N at the rack to steer while the car is not moving. Compared to past tele-
metry data from previous Autocross runs, this reaches the performance of
a manual driver 99 percent of the time.

Fig. 3: Steering actuator with cross section and placement

Processing Units & further Electronics
All additional electronic processing components are located within two

ventilated boxes at the side of the car. This includes the Driverless Com-
pute Unit (DCU) made out of consumer miniature PC components (AMD
Ryzen 3700X, Nvidia 2070 Super). The boxes are designed larger than
needed to plan for extension or replacement (O9). The GNSS system pro-
fits from RTK correction data from the internet, provided by a dual-SIM
cellular router. As a fallback, it can route the traffic over the long range
directional antenna to an off-track stationary cellular router. This connec-
tion is also used for telemetry data.

Sensors

GNSS, IMU and ground speed velocity sensor

The state of the vehicle, in particular the (vehicle-frame) velocity, has
to be estimated (see State Estimation). The velocity is measured with
a dual-antenna GNSS system (Novatel PwrPak7D-E2) in case of good
GNSS reception. To deal with the likely case that the GNSS signal fails,
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it is also precisely measured with an optical ground speed sensor (Kistler
Correvit SFII) (O7, O10). This allows redundancy without a complex
vehicle model with unknown parameters, without using wheel sensors
and without estimating tire slip (O8, O10). The inertial measurement unit
(IMU) is needed to observe the vehicle state fully. It is integrated into the
GNSS receiver, which automatically calibrates and corrects the IMU (O8,
O10). In the case of good GNSS reception, accurate absolute position and
heading measurements from the dual-antenna-RTK-GNSS support loca-
lization, testing, and data collection.

Camera and LiDAR system

For cones nearby, two slightly overlapping cameras (Basler acA1920-
40 with a Sony IMX249 CMOS 2.3 MP sensor) with combined HFOV of
125◦ are used. This has the downside that some cones are seen by both
cameras. So matching and deduplication is needed. For easy matching the
parallax effect between both cameras is minimized by placing the entry
pupils of both cameras as near as possible to each other.
Alternatively, a smaller HFOV (100−110◦) and a smaller effective reso-
lution per cone could also be reached with a single camera and an extreme
wide-angle lens. This would have the benefit of lower complexity (O8)
since each cone is only captured once. However, during corners, most
curve-inside cones are near the edge of the image where the distortion is
the largest in particular for a wide angled lens. Moreover, this provides no
room for improvements (O9), so we refrain from this solution.
Depth estimation (with errors of 0,3− 3m) is rather challenging for co-
nes further away (10-20m) with a single camera. So additional sensors are
needed.
LiDAR systems provide precise depth measurements almost irrespective
of distance and lighting conditions. Most LiDARs scan the points conse-
cutively and with a lower (vertical) resolution. This requires ego-motion-
correction with a dependency on velocity and yaw rate. Moreover, precise
time synchronization is needed. This makes early sensor fusion with re-
projection of LiDAR data into camera images complex, especially for the
considerable small cones. In late sensor fusion, the cones are detected
independently in LiDAR data and camera images. This requires an addi-
tional pure LiDAR detection pipeline and a fusion step. Due to (C3, O8)
we refrain from this solution.
However, flash LiDARs acquire all points in a single shot (cf. global shut-
ter) and with a higher vertical resolution. This makes reprojecting the
points into camera images easy when both sensors capture at the same
time. This is an ideal solution since depth data can just be considered an
additional channel in the image (C3, O8, O10).
However, some Flash-LiDARs are rather large and did not fit into the car
without heavy modification (C4). Others were not available or too expen-
sive, especially when excepting new models and price reductions in the
future. With this in mind, we assume that next season a flash LiDAR can
be used.
As a drop-in replacement, this season, the stereo camera Nerian Kar-
min3D with the stereo matching SceneScan Pro is used (O10) for cones
further away. Despite challenges mounting the larger camera rule com-
pliant to the car, a larger base length of 25cm has been chosen for more
precise depth estimates (0,4m at 20m) (O10). It is accompanied by another
mono-ocular camera for future experiments, when the camera is replaced
by a LiDAR.

Synchronization and Calibration

The processing units, including the Nerian SceneScan Pro, are syn-
chronized over Precision Time Protocol (PTP). The Nerian SceneScan
Pro triggers all cameras at the same time and sends the timestamped depth
and color images over Ethernet to the DCU, where they are matched with
the image data from the USB cameras. The ground speed sensor data is
timestamped when received over CAN.
The cameras are extrinsically calibrated to each other using the usual
checkerboard pattern. The heading of the cameras with respect to the car

axis is done with a checkerboard placed exactly on the vehicle approxi-
mately 10m away. The remaining position and orientation of sensors and
antennas relative to each other and the vehicle are directly measured using
a total station and digital inclinometers. This makes the development of
calibration software unnecessary (C2, O6).

TESTING & DATA COLLECTION

Fig. 4: Test Platform

Parts of the software have been tested on a test platform (see Figure
4) equipped with all the sensors, batteries, and the compute units. Mo-
reover, this setup is used to collect images to train the neural network of
the Perception module. Using another RTK GNSS rover allows to set up
official tracks faster. Moreover, the global position of each cone is saved
centimeter-accurate. The position and heading of the test platform is also
measured by an RTK GNSS system. This allows validating and testing
of the Localization algorithm and the depth estimation in the perception
module. Additionally, images of cones in various environments have been
taken.

SOFTWARE

State Estimation

The state of the vehicle is estimated with an Extended Kalman Filter
(EKF). The main consumer of the state is the Localization and Mapping
module, which uses 1:

velocity v⃗ in the vehicle-frame (or the change of position in local
vehicle coordinates), in particular the longitudinal velocity vx

yaw rate r = ψ̇ (or the change of the heading ψ),

optionally if available the position P⃗ = (X ,Y ) and heading ψ w.r.t.
an earth fixed ENU coordinate system

The Kalman Filter has to be designed such that it provides locally correct
estimates for v⃗ and r with either the GNSS/IMU-system or the ground
speed sensor and the IMU only. The GNSS should update estimates for
earth fixed quantities P⃗ and ψ whenever available.
To this end, we define state x⃗EKF = (X ,Y,ψ,vx,vy,r,ax,ay)

t , where a⃗ =
(ax,ay) is the acceleration in the vehicle-frame. For the predict step, the
vehicle is modelled as a rigid body with almost constant (earth fixed) ac-
celeration and almost constant yaw rate. After a partial coordinate trans-

1frames and variable names (almost) according to ISO 8855
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form, this is written as

Ẋ = cos(ψ)vx − sin(ψ)vy + εX

Ẏ = sin(ψ)vx + cos(ψ)vy + εY

˙⃗v = a⃗+ r(vy,−vx)
t + εv

˙⃗a = εa

ψ̇ = r+ εψ

ṙ = εr

with independent process noise εX , . . . ,εr. Experimentally, a kinematic
bicycle model [7] can be used instead (see below).
The measurement model is formulated with sensor data already correc-
ted for misalignment and the GNSS/IMU-receiver (transformed into) in
the vehicle origin. The vehicle-frame position of the ground speed sensor
(GSS) is p⃗GSS.

(XGNSS,YGNSS)
t = (X ,Y )t + εP,GNSS (1)

ψGNSS = ψ + εψ,GNSS (2)

v⃗GNSS = v⃗+ εv,GNSS (3)

a⃗IMU = a⃗+ εa,IMU (4)

r⃗IMU = r+ εr,IMU (5)

v⃗GSS = v⃗+ r p⃗GSS + εv,GSS (6)

Note that the IMU and GNSS measurements are already fused by the re-
ceiver. For simplicity, we nevertheless assume independent measurement
noise. In the best case, all sensors work properly and all measurements
(1) to (6) are integrated. If the GNSS sensor fails, e.g. due to signal loss,
only (4) to (6) are used for the update step. The important state varia-
bles v⃗ and r remain observable. The earth fixed state variable begins to
drift. If only the GSS fails, e.g. due to water on the track, we rely on the
GNSS/IMU-system with a minor loss in accuracy mainly for vy. If the
GNSS and the GSS both fail, we switch from the rigid body model to the
kinematic bicycle model using only the IMU sensor.

Perception
From the point cloud of the stereo-camera the ground is extracted using

RANSAC. Then, the pose of the stereo camera relative to the ground is
computed. Knowing the relative poses of all cameras from calibration this
yields the pose of all cameras relative to the street. The other steps of the
pipeline run separately on the data from all cameras in parallel.
First, the neural network CENTERNET [3] is run on the color image. It
extracts bounding boxes and key points for all cones in a single shot. The
key points are extracted for easily distinguishable points (top of cone, cor-
ners of strip of cone).
In the stereo-camera, the depth data within the bounding box is clustered.
The depth average of the cluster containing the midpoint of the boun-
ding box, yields a depth estimate d for a cone. Since each cone’s shape is
known, the position pi of the point corresponding to a key point is known
in a cone-local frame. The position of a cone is determined by finding the
position (x,y,z) of the cone such that the sum of the following (weighted)
errors is minimized

Reprojection error for the key points of pi weighted with the varian-
ce matrix. The variance matrix is estimated from the errors between
annotated key points and the neural network’s output.

(x−d)2 weighted with the factor λ1/x2

z2 weighted with the factor λ2/(x2 + y2) to force cones on the
ground

Localization and Mapping
A simple and yet effective algorithm for mapping and localization is the

FastSLAM algorithm which is easier to understand than other common
SLAM algorithms (O8). Graph-based SLAM relies on a well-functioning

front-end and an effective and robust backend which is hard to tune.
ORB-SLAM consists of multiple, complex components and is available
as open-source software2 however adapting it to Formula Student tracks
is complicated.

FastSLAM version 2 uses visual information in the prediction step ma-
king it more precise however this only works if the visual information
is more accurate than inertial information which is not the case for us[9,
p. 14] therefore we use version 1.

FastSLAM uses a particle filter where each particle has got information
about its 2D pose and its map (consisting of cones)[9, p. 9]. Each cone is
represented by a 2D EKF[12] and stores how often it has been seen (ns)
and has not been observed even though it should have been (nn). The
quality of a cone is determined by ns

ns+nn
and deletes the cone if below

0.5. Colors detected by perception are summed up which gives sufficient
information for the track detection.

Observed cones are matched to already existing cones by calculating
the Mahalanobis function (see 7) and randomly choosing one of the most
likely associations. Only cones in a certain radius around the car are con-
sidered for matching to reduce computational complexity. As the car gets
closer to the formerly ambiguous cones the weighting of particles automa-
tically eliminates particles that made wrong data associations. Updating
the cone position and covariance is done using the standard EKF way and
incorporating the observation covariance in each step.

Resampling is done by using low variance resampling [1, p.3-4] which
is applied if the number of effective particles ne f f drops below 50% of the
particle set size. Additionally, about 20% of particles are chosen and their
respective poses are randomly distributed to ensure particle exploration.

There are several weights (inspired by [5]) which are used for determi-
ning the particle weight. If a cone is not observed even though in sensor
range the weight wno is applied, if a cone is observed but outside of sensor
range the weight wor is used. For new cone insertions wnc is taken (dif-
ferent for each discipline). Matched cones are given the weight wm (z is
the observed cone position, ẑ the previous cone position) with covariance
Σ which is the (component-wise) sum of the covariances of the observed
and already mapped cone (Mahalanobis function [14])

zd = z− ẑ (7)

wm =
1

2 ·π ·
√

detΣ
exp(−1

2
· zT

d ·Σ−1 · zd) (8)

The pose of each particle is calculated by integrating over the velocities
(vx, vy and r=yaw rate) and sampling from the pose distribution. Pose
weights wp are calculated independently for x, y and heading by using
the Gaussian function[13] if GPS is available. The difference is measured
between the (integrated) pose and GPS pose and the standard deviations
of the GPS are used. This measure is used to avoid (problematic) drifting
of the pose.

This results in the total weight for a particle for time step n+ 1 (next
observation received) given by (exponents give number of occurrences; o
observed cones are matched and r poses are received)

wt,n+1 = wt,n ·wi
no ·w

j
or ·wk

nc ·
o

∏
l=1

wm,l ·
r

∏
q=1

wp,q (9)

The Skidpad and Acceleration disciplines are (almost) precisely defined
by the competition handbook[4] and are therefore hard-coded in FastS-
LAM with a particular cone variance. The unknown acceleration track
width is determined by assigning each particle a different track width and
letting the particle filter sort out the track width and starting pose within
two seconds. The pose can be accurately tracked by FastSLAM even if
the track is not exactly straight and has slight bends in it. In Skidpad the
two circles are defined exactly and are hardcoded in the SLAM map with
some variance in all directions (pose is accurate as well).

For Autocross and Trackdrive there are no defined maps. Therefore
FastSLAM creates a map in the first round and freezes it for the following
laps and goes into localization mode (essentially Monte Carlo Localiza-
tion, MCL [2]) which is sufficient for speeds of up to 30km/h.

2https://github.com/UZ-SLAMLab/ORB_SLAM3
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Detection of Track Centerline

As the track layout for Acceleration and Skidpad is well known for
these two missions the track centerline is hardcoded and is independent
of the detected cones. The Localization algorithm takes care of minor
imperfections in the hardcoded cone positions.

Autocross and Trackdrive: To detect the centerline of the track from
the cones outputted by localization first of all cones are transformed into
track gates. Every cone is assigned one or more other cones and each pair
is then saved as a gate formed by those two cones. The position of the gate
is the center point of its two cones. We only consider paths formed by at
least 3 gates. To this end, we assign a cost to each path and gate of a path.
The cost for a path is the sum of the costs of its gates. With the following
approach the cost of a gate depends on the previous 2 gates only which
reduces computational resources drastically while maintaining the ability
to also detect difficult passages of track. Starting at the car’s starting point
every gate within 8m is assigned a cost using a cost function. Cost depends
on: distance to the last gate, distance of the two cones forming that gate,
required car angle change to pass through the gate, angle at which the car
drives through the gate, cone colors. Color costs are close to zero if cone
colors are probable to be correct. Costs are medium if color probabilities
are not high (uncertain color). Costs are high if both cones of a gate have
the same color and very high if cones have their colors inverted (blue and
yellow on the wrong side).

The cheapest 3 gates are used as a new starting point and all gates
around those are costed again. This happens a third time to get a tree of
depth three and 3 branches at each node. Now the cheapest path (least
sum of cost of nodes) is evaluated and its first node is added to the track
centerline. The other two branches are discarded. By costing the gates
around the leaves of the now two depth tree, a third depth is added again.

This process continues until the start/finish line is found.

Planning and Control

Finding the optimal path and the current control outputs is done with
Model-Predictive-Control (MPC) techniques. This allows us to reach clo-
se to optimal controls that can in the future easily be optimized even more
by improving the car model. At each iteration (every 50ms) we solve the
following optimization problem for our horizon H = 40:

mı́n
(∆u)i

H

∑
k=0

qD · (∆D)2 +qφ ·φ 2 −qvx · vx −qp ·∆p+qs ·S2
c,k +qd ·d

s.t.x0 = x(0),

xk+1 = f (xk,uk,∆uk),

d ≤ (0,7m)2 +Sc,k,

Bl ≤ G(xk,uk,∆uk)≤ Bu

where d = (Xk −Xcen(pk))
2 +(Yk −Ycen(pk))

2

qi are factors for cost adaption. We define u = [δ ,D]T and ∆u =
[φ ,∆D,∆p]T with δ being the steering angle, φ its derivation, D
being the current throttle command between -100 and +100% and ,
∆p the speed along the track centerline. Furthermore we define x =
[X ,Y,vx,vy,θ , θ̇ , p]T with X and Y being the position of the car in the
map, vx and vy being the respective velocities, θ orientation of the car in
the map, yawrate θ̇ and progress along the track p in meters (ṗ = ∆p).

The vehicle is modelled with a kinematic vehicle model at slow speeds
and a dynamic vehicle model at higher speeds. They are blended linearly
between 3 and 6 m/s. See [7] for models and [6] for blending.

Bl and Bu are upper and lower bounds of vehicle dynamics constraints
(max velocity, steering angle extrema, . . . ) scaled by function G(. . .).
From other modules we know the track centerline, parametrized as points
that are equally spaced 4m apart which are interpolated using a cubic
spline with spline parameter p with ∆p being determined during the opti-
mization to always keep the car close to the track.

Negative weighting of ∆p and vx encourages progress along the track

and minimizes lap times. Penalization of ∆u smooths the resulting ma-
neuvers and reduces stress on the car.

To improve efficiency MPC is hot started with the last output being the
new starting point of the next optimization step.
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