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Abstract— This paper studies the problem of distributed state
estimation (DSE) over sensor networks on matrix Lie groups,
which is crucial for applications where system states evolve on
Lie groups rather than vector spaces. We propose a diffusion-
based distributed invariant Unscented Kalman Filter using the
inverse covariance intersection (DIUKF-ICI) method to address
target tracking in 3D environments. Unlike existing distributed
UKFs confined to vector spaces, our approach extends the dis-
tributed UKF framework to Lie groups, enabling local estimates
to be fused with intermediate information from neighboring
agents on Lie groups. To handle the unknown correlations
across local estimates, we extend the ICI fusion strategy to
matrix Lie groups for the first time and integrate it into the
diffusion algorithm. We demonstrate that the estimation error
of the proposed method is bounded. Additionally, the algorithm
is fully distributed, robust against intermittent measurements,
and adaptable to time-varying communication topologies. The
effectiveness of the proposed method is validated through
extensive Monte-Carlo simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

State estimation over sensor networks has emerged as
a pivotal research area with applications spanning diverse
sectors such as Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs), robotic
manipulators, and surveillance systems [1]. Target tracking
within sensor networks is a fundamental problem in state
estimation, which can be addressed using either centralized
or distributed methods. Compared to centralized approaches,
which are vulnerable to single node failures and require ex-
tensive communication resources, distributed state estimation
(DSE) has garnered increased attention for its scalability,
robustness, and efficiency. In distributed algorithms, each
sensor node provides a local estimate and fuse its neighbors’
information to compute an improved estimate. However,
because the sensors typically use common system models
and share environmental data, the local estimates are often
mutually correlated, presenting a challenge for accurate
fusion [2].

To address DSE problems while managing unknown corre-
lations, algorithms based on Extended Kalman Filters (EKFs)
and Unscented Kalman Filters (UKFs) are two commonly
used approaches. Distributed Kalman Filters have been pro-
posed using either the diffusion method with covariance
intersection (CI) [3] or the consensus method [4]. Compared
to the consensus method, which requires multiple iterations
of communication and information exchange between agents
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to reach agreement in a single timestep, the diffusion method
directly fuse the information from one-hop communication
to update the local estimate, making it more practical in
real-world applications. To develop more practical DSE algo-
rithms for general nonlinear systems and avoid the lineariza-
tion required by EKF, Hao et al. [5] introduced a CI-based
distributed diffusion UKF with intermittent measurements,
which eliminates the need for linearization. To reduce the
conservativeness of CI-based algorithms, inverse covariance
intersection (ICI) [2] has been introduced to address DSE
challenges [6]. However, it is important to note that all
these methods are based on vector spaces with additive
errors, limiting their application to 2D systems or simple
linear models. In 3-D environments, a system state generally
contains a 3-D rotation represented by a quaternion [7] or
a rotation matrix, which doesn’t belong to the vector space
and makes the system highly nonlinear. While Euler angles
can represent 3D rotation, they suffer from the well-known
Gimbal lock problem.

To address this issue, recent works have introduced Lie
groups for state representation, particularly SE(3) for robot
pose [8], and adapted DSE algorithms from vector spaces
to the context of Lie groups [9]. Split CI approach on Lie
groups is presented in [10] to fuse multiple correlated poses.
Xu et al [8] propose a fully distributed invariant Extended
Kalman Filter (IEKF) which extends the CI algorithm to
matrix Lie groups while ensuring the estimator’s consistency.
Lee et al [11] propose a maximum likelihood estimation
approach on Lie groups for mobile network self-tracking.
Due to the conservativeness of the CI-based methods which
directly ignore the cross-correlations, refs [12] derives an
optimization-based approach to iteratively estimate the cross-
correlation terms, integrating it in the EKF framework.
IEKF and its related fusion algorithms demonstrate good
performance, characterized by a larger convergence domain.
Nevertheless, an important drawback of the IEKF-based
method is that it requires linearizing the system for yielding
an invariant error dynamics, which might be difficult to carry
out for complex nonlinear systems.

This paper proposes a novel distributed invariant UKF
based on ICI with intermittent measurements over sensor
networks, which is fully distributed. The main contributions
of our work are as follows: 1) To the best of our knowledge,
most existing distributed UKFs operate only in vector spaces.
In contrast, this paper extends UKF-based DSE methods to
matrix Lie groups, allowing for state estimation and fusion in
systems that evolve on Lie groups. 2) To properly handle the
unknown cross-correlations between local estimates on Lie
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groups, we extend the ICI algorithm from vector spaces to
Lie groups for the first time and integrate it into the diffusion-
based framework. We also prove that the fused estimates for
each agent are bounded in this work, a result not previously
provided in the literature for solving DSE problems on
Lie groups. 3) The performance of the proposed method
is validated through extensive Monte-Carlo simulations and
compared to the CI-based fusion method, demonstrating
superior accuracy.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

A. Matrix Lie Group

A matrix Lie group G [13] is a subset of square invertible
matrices with the following properties hold

∀a ∈ G, a−1 ∈ G (1)
∀a, b ∈ G, ab ∈ G (2)

and its associated Lie Algebra, denoted as g, represents the
tangent space of G. An element ξ ∈ Rdim g can be mapped
to its corresponding Lie group using the exponential map,
exp : Rdimg, given as

exp(ξ) = expm(ξ∧) (3)

where expm(·) represents the matrix exponential, and (·)∧ :
Rdim g → g is the linear map that transfers the element in
the Lie algebra to the corresponding matrix representation.
The logarithm map, which is the inverse function of the
exponential map, is denoted by log(·), leading to

log(exp(ξ)) = ξ (4)

Let Xt ∈ G be a state of a dynamic system at time t, and X̂t

denotes the state estimate.The right and left invariant error
between Xt and X̂t, denoted as ηt

r and ηt
l , respectively, are

defined by

ηt
r = X̂t(Xt)−1, ηt

l = (Xt)−1X̂t (5)

Remark 1: The derivation in this paper is based on the
right-invariant error, and for detailed properties of invariant
errors, we refer the reader to [13].

B. Unscented Kalman Filter on Lie Group

Unlike the standard UKF or its square-root implemen-
tation, which operates in vector space, the invariant UKF
[14] applies the unscented transform on Lie groups and uses
Lie exponential coordinates to derive uncertainty ellipsoids,
as outlined in Algorithm 2. This forms the foundation for
deriving the proposed DIUKF-ICI in this paper.

C. System Model and Problem Statement

Consider a sensor network of N sensor nodes where each
sensor possesses the capability of sensing and communica-
tion. The state space model associated with the environment
and the measurement of each agent can be described by

Xt+1 = f(Xt,ut,nt)

zti = hi(X
t,wt

i) (6)

where Xt ∈ G is the state of interest at time t, and zti
is the measurement of the i’s sensor node. nt and wt

i are
process noise and measurement noise, respectively, which
are assumed to be white Gaussian noises and mutually
uncorrelated. The covariance matrices of nt and wt

i are
given by Ot and Qt

i. f(·) : G → G denotes the nonlinear
state transition function and hi(·) describes the nonlinear
measurement model of the i’s sensor. The topology of the
sensor network of all agents is modeled by a time-varying
undirected graph Gt = (V, Et), where V represents the set
of all agents, and Et stands for the set of communication
links at time t defined as Et ∈ V × V . In particular, node
j is the neighbor of agent i and can communicate with the
i’s node when (j, i) ∈ Et. We define the set of node i’s
communication neighbors as N t

i = {j | (j, i) ∈ Et, j ∈
V}. We assume that self communication always exists, i.e.,
(i, i) ∈ Et,∀i ∈ V .

Given the system model specified in (6), the major prob-
lem is for every agent i in the sensor network to compute
a stable estimate of the unknown state Xt on the Lie group
with a time-varying communication topology, while only
sharing information with its neighbors. Unlike the DSE prob-
lem on the vector space which already been well established,
no conclusions have been made on how to guarantee the
stability estimate on Lie group for a time-varying system.

III. DISTRIBUTED INVARIANT UNSCENTED KALMAN
FILTER BASED ON ICI

In this section, we propose a diffusion-based distributed
Unscented Kalman Filter on the Lie group using the ICI
algorithm (DIUKF-ICI), as outlined in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 DIUKF-ICI

1: Step 1: Initialization
2: Consider the nonlinear state-space model (1). Start

with X̂0
i = E(X0

i ), P̂
0
i = P0

i , for all nodes i = 1, ..., N .
3: Step 2: Individual estimation by the local filter
4: For each agent i = 1, ..., N , performs the individual

estimation to compute the individual estimate (X̄t
i, P̄

t
i)

by its local UKF (cf. Algorithm 2).
5: Step 3: Incremental update
6: Each agent updates its individual estimate with the

neighbor’s measurements to compute the local estimate
(X̌t

i, P̌
t
i), by (10) and (11).

7: Step 4: Diffusion update with ICI
8: Each agent fuses the local estimate with its neighbor

to compute an improved fused estimate (X̂t
i, P̂

t
i)

As with standard diffusion-based distributed Kalman Fil-
ters [3], [10], the proposed DIUKF-ICI framework consists
of three main steps: propagation, incremental updates, and
diffusion updates. The propagation follows the standard
invariant UKF approach (cf. step 1, Algorithm 2), as outlined
in [14], where each agent performs prediction using its own
information of the system dynamics. Since this process is not
the focus of this paper, we will only detail the incremental
and diffusion updates in the following sections.



Algorithm 2 UKF on Lie group for each agent

1: Input: X̂t−1
i , P̂t−1

i ,ut−1
i ,Ot−1,Qt−1

i , zti
2: Step 0: UKF parameter initialization
3: Initialize the UKF parameters: γi, γ

′
i, Wi,k, W ′

i,k,L,
and L′

4: Step 1: Propagation
5: Pt−1

i = blkdiag(P̂t−1
i ,Ot−1) // augment covariance

6: X̄
t|t−1
i = f(X̂t−1

i ,ut−1
i ) // propagate the noiseless

mean
7: // generate sigma point
8: αi,k = col(

√
γiPt−1

i )k, k = 1, 2, ..., L

9: αi,k = −col(
√

γiPt−1
i )k, k = L+ 1, L+ 2, ..., 2L

10:
[
ζi,k nk

]
= αi,k, k = 1, 2, ..., 2L

11: // sigma point propagation
12: X t

i,k = f(exp(ζi,k)X̂
t−1
i ,ut−1

i ), k = 1, 2, ..., 2L

13: ζi,k ← log(X t
i,k(X̄

t|t−1
i )−1)

14: // compute the propagated covariance
15: P̄

t|t−1
i =

∑2L
k=1 Wi,k log(ζi,k) log(ζi,k)

⊤

16: Step 2: Update
17: Pt

i
′
= blkdiag(P̄t|t−1

i ,Qt
i) // augment covariance

18: z̄ti,0 = h(X̄
t|t−1
i ,0) // propagate the noiseless mean

by observation model
19: // generate sigma point
20: α′

i,k = col(
√
γ′
iPt

i )k, k = 1, 2, ..., L′

21: α′
i,k = −col(

√
γ′
iPt

i )k, k = L′ + 1, L′ + 2, ..., 2L′

22:
[
ζ′
i,k w′

i,k

]
= α′

i,k, k = 1, 2, ..., 2L′

23: // sigma point propagation by observation model
24: z̄ti,k = h(exp(ζ′

i,k)X̄
t|t−1
i ,0), k = 1, 2, ..., 2L′

25: // compute measurement covariance
26: z̄ti =

∑2L′

k=0 W
′
i,kz̄

t
i,k

27: Pt
zz,i =

∑2L′

k=0 W
′
i,k(z

t
i,k − z̄ti)(z

t
i,k − z̄ti)

⊤

28: Pt
xz,i =

∑2L′

k=0 W
′
i,k(α

′
i,0 −α′

i,k)(z
t
i,k − z̄ti)

⊤

29: // update the state and covariance
30: ξ̄ti = Pt

xz,iP
t
zz,i

−1
(zti − z̄ti)

31: X̄t
i = exp(ξ̄ti)X̄

t|t−1
i

32: P̄t
i = P̄

t|t−1
i −Pt

xz,i(P
t
xz,iP

t
zz,i

−1
)⊤

33: Output: X̄t
i, P̄

t
i

A. Incremental update

In order to derive the proper form for the incremental
update, we first introduce the pseudo measurement matrix
Ht

i [5] defined by

Ht
i = (Pt

xz,i)
⊤(P̄

t|t−1
i )−1 (7)

By using the matrix inverse lemma, the covariance update
(cf. Algorithm 2, line. (32)) can be rewritten as

(P̄t
i)

−1 = (P̄
t|t−1
i )−1 + (Ht

i)
⊤(Rt

i)
−1Ht

i (8)

where

Rt
i = Pt

zz,i −Ht
iP

t
xz,i (9)

Given the individual estimate (X̄t
i, P̄

t
i) obtained from the

local UKF of each agent after the propagation step (cf. step 1,
Algorithm 2), each agent takes its own measurements and re-
ceives the quantities (Ht

j)
⊤(Rt

j)
−1Ht

j , (Ht
j)

⊤(Rt
j)

−1(ztj −
z̄tj) from its neighbors. Then it performs the incremental
update to computes a local estimate, denoted as (X̌t

i, P̌
t
i),

as follows

(P̌t
i)

−1 = (P̄t
i)

−1 +
∑

j∈N t
i ,j ̸=i

(Ht
j)

⊤(Rt
j)

−1Ht
j

X̌t
i = exp(ξ̄ti) (10)

where terms Ht
i, P

t
zz,t, P

t
xz,t are computed following Algo-

rithm 2, and

ξ̄ti = P̄t
i

∑
j∈N t

i ,j ̸=i

(Ht
j)

⊤(Rt
j)(z

t
j − hj(X

t
j)) (11)

B. Diffusion update

The objective of the diffusion update is to compute
an improved estimate for each agent by fusing the local
estimates of its neighbors once the incremental update is
completed. Since each agent shares a common system model
and uses the neighbors’ information to update its individual
estimate in the incremental update step, the local estimates
among agents are mutually correlated, with the correlations
being unknown. Various fusion rules have been proposed
to address the challenge of unknown correlations for a
consistent estimate, with covariance intersection (CI) [15]
and inverse covariance intersection (ICI) [2] being the most
commonly used methods in the literature. Compared to
the overly conservative CI method, which results in larger
covariance estimates, ICI reduces conservatism and yields
tighter covariance bounds, providing more accurate uncer-
tainty estimates. However, ICI is currently limited to vector
spaces and cannot be applied to Lie groups, as no such work
has been developed yet. To ensure the fusion performance
in diffusion updates for local estimates represented on Lie
groups, this paper proposes a novel fusion algorithm that
extends ICI to Lie groups.

Before introducing the proposed fusion algorithm, we
first present several useful definitions and lemmas that will
be employed in the algorithm’s derivation. Given the local
estimate (X̌t

i, P̌
t
i) from agent i at timestep t, let ξti denote

the local estimate error between the local estimate X̌t
i and

the true state Xt, which can be represented as

exp (ξi) = Xt(X̌t
i)

−1 = Xt(X̌t
j)

−1(X̌t
j)(X̌

t
i)

−1

= exp(ξtj)X̌
t
j(X̌

t
i)

−1 (12)

where ξtj is the error of j’s estimate defined in se2(3), and
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1 denotes the error between estimate i and j.
Assumption 1: The error ξi is small, i.e., there is no

substantial difference between the local estimate X̌t
i and the

true state Xt
i.

Lemma 1: Given assumption 1, each log
(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)
,

for j ∈ N t
i , can be treated as an estimate of ξti , and ξtj is the

corresponding estimate error with error covariance P̌t
j .



Proof: Following equation (12), X̌t
j(X̌

t
i)

−1 can be
represented using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula
[16] given as

X̌t
j(X̌

t
i)

−1 = exp(ξti) exp(−ξtj)

= exp

(
ξti − ξtj +

1

2
[ξti ,−ξ

t
j ] +

1

12
[ξti ,−ξ

t
j ] + ...

)
(13)

Given assumption 1, we can approximate X̌t
i(X̌

t
j)

−1 by
ignoring the high-order term, yielding

log
(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)
≈ ξti − ξtj (14)

which can be equivalently written as:

ξtj ≈ ξti − log
(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)

(15)

which indicates that each log
(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)

can be treated
as an estimate of ξti with error ξtj and covariance P̌t

j . This
completes the proof of Lemma 1.

Note that the local estimate error ξti can never be precisely
known since the true state Xt

i is unknown. Nevertheless,
we can still utilize the term log

(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)

to estimate the
error ξti as stated in Lemma 1. Based on this insight, we
aim to fuse all the estimate pairs

(
log

(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)
, P̌t

j

)
to obtain an improved estimate for the error ξti , denoted
as

(
ξ̂ti , P̂

t
i

)
. Specifically, we employ the multi-fusion ICI

algorithm [17] to fuse all the pairs
(
log

(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)
, P̌t

j

)
.

The fused covariance P̂t
i can be computed as

P̂t
i =

[∑
j∈N t

i
(P̌t

j)
−1 − (|N t

i | − 1)(Pt
Γi
)−1

]−1

(16)

where

Pt
Γi

=
∑
j∈N t

i

ωt
ijP̌

t
j , withωt

ij ∈ [0, 1],
∑
j∈N t

i

ωij = 1 (17)

The weight ωij can be computed using the algorithm in [17],
and the fused error ξ̂ti is given by

ξ̂ti = P̂t
iΓ

t
i log

(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)

(18)

Γt
i =

∑
j∈N t

i

(
(P̌t

j)
−1 − (

∣∣N t
i

∣∣− 1)ωt
ij(P

t
Γi
)−1

)
(19)

Compared with the statement in Lemma 1 that approximates
the local estimate error ξti by the term log

(
X̌t

j(X̌
t
i)

−1
)
, the

fused error term ξ̂ti can be treated as an improved estimate
of the error ξti . As a result, the fused ξ̂ti can then be used to
correct the local estimate X̌t

i of each agent as

X̂t
i = exp(ξ̂ti)X̌

t
i (20)

resulting in a fused state estimate. To derive the fused
covariance, we first define εti as the estimate error of the
fused state X̂t

i given by

exp(εti) = Xt(X̂t
i)

−1 = exp(ξti)X̌
t
i(X̂

t
i)

−1

= exp(ξti) exp(−ξ̂ti) (21)

By using the BCH formula [16] and ignoring the high-order
terms, the above equation yields

εti ≈ ξti − ξ̂ti (22)

where P̂t
i denotes the covariance. Consequently, P̂t

i can be
directly treated as estimate covariance for X̂t

i.

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

Lemma 2: [5] Assume that At, Bt ∈ Rn×n, for t =
0, 1, · · · , are positive define invertible matrices sequence, and
At, Bt are bounded by aI ≤ At ≤ āI, bI ≤ Bt ≤ b̄I, then
the following inequality holds

0 ≤ (At +Bt)−1 ≤ (At)−1 (23)
Assumption 2: Assume that the individual estimate result-

ing from the local UKF is bounded, i.e., (γI ≤ P̄t
i ≤ γ̄I) for

all i = 1, 2, . . . , N , where γ, γ̄ are positive real numbers.
Assumption 3: There exist positive real numbers r, r̄ such

that rI ≤ Rt
i ≤ r̄I.

Remark 2: Assumption 2 and 3 are commonly adopted in
the literature [3], [5] for analyzing the performance of the
DSE system.

Lemma 3: [18] Let P̄ be the weighted sum of N positive
definite matrices Pi ∈ Rn×n, for all i = 1, 2, · · · , N ,
i.e.,P̄ =

∑N
i=1 ωiPi, with ωi ∈ [0, 1] and

∑N
i=1 ωi = 1,

and matrix Pi is bounded by αI ≤ Pi ≤ ᾱI, where α, ᾱ
are positive real numbers. Then matrix P̄ is bounded by
αI ≤ P̄ ≤ ᾱI, and the following inequality holds

(P̄ )−1 = (

N∑
i=1

ωiPi)
−1 ≤

N∑
i=1

ωi(Pi)
−1 (24)

Theorem 4.1: Consider the nonlinear system (6) under
Assumption 2 and 3. The estimated covariance P̂t

i for each
agent, obtained through Algorithm 1, is uniformly bounded.

Proof: Consider the incremental update for each agent
under Assumption 2 and 3. According to Lemma 2, we have

(P̌t
i) =

(P̄t
i)

−1 +
∑

j∈N t
i ,j ̸=i

(Ht
j)

⊤(Rt
j)

−1Ht
j

−1

≤ P̄t
i ≤ γ̄I (25)

This shows the covariance P̌t
i generated from the incremental

update, is bounded for all agents. Building on this result, we
further derive that the fused covariance after the diffusion up-
date, is also bounded. In particular, from (16), the following
inequality holds according to Lemma 3

(P̂t
i)

−1 =
∑
j∈N t

i

(P̌t
j)

−1 − (
∣∣N t

i

∣∣− 1)(Pt
Γi
)−1

≥
∑
j∈N t

i

(P̌t
j)

−1 − (
∣∣N t

i

∣∣− 1)
∑
j∈N t

i

ωt
ij(P̌

t
j)

−1

≥
∑
j∈N t

i

ωt
ij(P̌

t
j)

−1 ≥ 1

γ̄
I (26)

since matrix P̂t
i is the fused covariance matrix which is

positive-define [17], thus (26) implies that

P̂t
i ≤ γ̄I (27)

which completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.



V. NUMERICAL STUDIES

In this section, we will demonstrate the performance of
the proposed DIUKF-ICI algorithm for target tracking using
extensive Monte-Carlo simulations. The scenario involves
tracking the 3D motion of a quadrotor with eight Ultra Wide
Band (UWB) sensors. Each sensor has a limited sensing
range of 5 meters, which means the sensors cannot detect
the quadrotor if it moves outside this range. Additionally,
we introduce the concept of communication rate, expressed
as a percentage, to quantify the connectivity of the sensor
network. For instance, a 50% communication rate implies
that the probability of successfully transmitting an informa-
tion packet between two nodes is 50%.

Simulation models and parameters: The target state in
the simulation is represented by a SE(3) group as follows

X =

 G
LR

Gv Gp
01×2 1 0
01×2 0 1

 ∈ R5×5 (28)

where G
LR ∈ SO(3) denotes the target’s orientation from the

target local frame L to the global frame G. Gv,Gp ∈ R3

represents the target’s velocity and position.
The proposed algorithm requires the target’s dynamics

model for state propagation. One approach to predict the
target’s state—encompassing position, orientation, and veloc-
ity—is through the use of inertial measurement unit (IMU)
data for dynamics modeling. In this paper, we directly utilize
IMU propagation model as the motion model to generate a
predicted state estimate [19]. The frequency of the IMU and
UWB measurements are set to be 100Hz and 10Hz, respec-
tively. The IMU’s linear acceleration and angular velocity are
assumed to progress as random walk driven by Gaussian,
which are selected to be [0.02, 0.02, 0.05]⊤m/s2/

√
Hz,

and [0.005, 0.005, 0.005]⊤deg/s/
√
Hz. For the measure-

ment model, we apply the UWB ranging measurement model
to the sensor networks as

zti = ∥Gpt −G pa∥+ nt
u (29)

where Gpa denotes the UWB anchor positions, and nt
u

is assumed to be Gaussian with σ = 0.10m. The anchor
positions in our simulation are shown in Table I.

TABLE I: Coordinates of the 8 Sensors

Sensor Coordinates (m) Sensor Coordinates (m)

1 [-5 -5 0] 5 [-5 -5 5]
2 [15 -5 0] 6 [15 -5 5]
3 [-5 15 0] 7 [-5 15 5]
4 [15 15 0] 8 [15 15 5]

Simulation results: As shown in Figure 1, the drone
(target) follows two pre-designed trajectories and we can see
if the proposed algorithm can accurately track them. The
initial pose of each trajectory is shown in Table II.

We conduct 50 trails of Monte-Carlo simulations, and
plot the estimation results by node 1 as a representative
result, shown in Figure 1. It can be seen that the proposed

TABLE II: Initialization of Trial

Traj. Position (m) Orientation (rad)

1
[
−2.0000 2.0000 0.8000

]⊤ [
0 −π 0

]⊤
2

[
−2.0000 0.0000 0.5000

]⊤ [
0 −π 0

]⊤

DIUKF-ICI can achieve satisfying tracking performance. The
estimation results are also quantified by rooted mean square
error (RMSE) to evaluate the accuracy. Figure 2 shows the
averaged position RMSE (PRMSE) and orientation RMSE
(ORMSE) across different percentages of the communication
as well as the centralized scenarios. It can be observed that
the proposed algorithm is robust to time-varying communi-
cation topology, demonstrating superior performance in the
results of both position and orientation estimations.

(a) Trajectory 1 (b) Trajectory 2

Fig. 1: Estimation results of DIUKF-ICI on different trajec-
tories at 70% communication rate

(a) PRMSE

(b) ORMSE

Fig. 2: PRMSE and ORMSE of trajectory 1 under different
communications

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
algorithm and the broad applicability of the proposed ex-



TABLE III: Performance analysis under various communication rates

Communication Rate 10% 40% 70% 100%

Algorithm Trajectory PRMSE ORMSE PRMSE ORMSE PRMSE ORMSE PRMSE ORMSE

DIUKF-ICI 1 0.0647 1.8731 0.0496 0.8201 0.0477 0.5528 0.0499 0.5222

DIUKF-ICI 2 0.0669 1.6890 0.0519 0.9236 0.0501 0.6495 0.0494 0.6172

DIEKF-ICI 1 0.0696 1.9134 0.0538 0.8729 0.0479 0.8066 0.0526 0.7087

DIEKF-ICI 2 0.0693 1.9916 0.0517 0.9847 0.0574 0.8723 0.0555 0.9225

DIEKF-CI 1 0.0737 1.9949 0.0526 0.9082 0.0581 0.9529 0.0558 0.8729

DIEKF-CI 2 0.0735 1.8970 0.0536 0.9716 0.0579 0.9759 0.0562 0.9379

tended ICI fusion rule on Lie groups, we also present
the results of the distributed IEKF based on CI (DIEKF-
CI) as a comparison, and incorporate the extended ICI
fusion rules into the distributed EKF-based frameworks.
From Table III, it is clear that the DIUKF-ICI outperforms
the DIEKF-CI in estimating both position and orientation,
as the UKF avoids the need for linearization, making it
more suitable for handling nonlinearities inherent in the
system. In addition, the proposed extended ICI fusion rule
also shows strong performance in the distributed IEKF-based
frameworks, which demonstrates the generalization of this
method, as it achieves favorable results in both UKF-based
and EKF-based frameworks.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a novel distributed invariant Unscented
Kalman Filter (DIUKF) using inverse covariance intersection
(ICI) for sensor networks. The proposed algorithm extends
the distributed UKF framework to Lie groups, enabling
local estimates to be fused with intermediate information
from neighboring agents on Lie groups. In addition, the
proposed algorithm is fully distributed which requires only
the local information. The performance and effectiveness of
the proposed algorithm is validated through simulations in
distributed 3-D target tracking scenarios. In the future works,
we plan to implement the proposed algorithms in real-world
robot platforms to test its performance.
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