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Abstract—Driven by technological breakthroughs, in-
door tracking and localization have gained importance in
various applications including the Internet of Things (IoT),
robotics, and unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs). To tackle
some of the challenges associated with indoor tracking, this
study explores the potential benefits of incorporating the
SO(3) manifold structure of the rotation matrix. The goal
is to enhance the 3D tracking performance of the extended
Kalman filter (EKF) and unscented Kalman filter (UKF)
of a moving target within an indoor environment. Our
results demonstrate that the proposed extended Kalman
filter with Riemannian (EKFRie) and unscented Kalman
filter with Riemannian (UKFRie) algorithms consistently
outperform the conventional EKF and UKF in terms of
position and orientation accuracy. While the conventional
EKF and UKF achieved root mean square error (RMSE)
of 0.36m and 0.43m, respectively, for a long stair path,
the proposed EKFRie and UKFRie algorithms achieved
a lower RMSE of 0.21m and 0.10m. Our results show
also the outperforming of the proposed algorithms over
the EKF and UKF algorithms with the Isosceles triangle
manifold. While the latter achieved RMSE of 7.26cm and
7.27cm, respectively, our proposed algorithms achieved
RMSE of 6.73cm and 6.16cm. These results demonstrate
the enhanced performance of the proposed algorithms.

Index Terms—Extended Kalman filter, indoor tracking,
localization, positioning, Riemannian optimization, SO(3)
manifold, unscented Kalman filter.
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I. INTRODUCTION

With the technological progress that the world
is witnessing, positioning and tracking appear as
important factors [1]. Positioning (or localization)
means estimating the coordinates and orientation of
an object when it is stationary. If the object is mov-
ing, the process of estimating its changing position
and orientation is known as tracking. However, if the
context provides clarity, it is sometimes acceptable
to use positioning and tracking interchangeably.

Many applications of the current technological
progress rely on positioning and tracking. The In-
ternet of Things (IoT) is one of the prominent areas
of research [2] where the rapid development has
created a heightened demand for efficient position-
ing and tracking systems [3]. Smart parking [4],
smart cities [5], and asset Management [6] are some
examples of localization-based IoT applications.

The robotics revolution is another example where
an enormous number of researchers are working
to boost the robot’s role in human life. But to
effectively control these smart assistants, we need
to accurately track their positions and orientations
[7]. The third example that shows the importance
of positioning and tracking is Unmanned Aerial
Vehicles (UAVs) and drone activities due to their
roles in national security, surveillance, media, en-
tertainment, etc. Enhancement in positioning and
tracking systems will encourage additional appli-
cations. Even in delicate surgical operations, robot
positioning plays a vital role in ensuring accuracy
and safety [8]. As robots continue to evolve, precise
localization will be the cornerstone of their success.

Various technologies can be utilized for local-
ization, including Bluetooth, WiFi, ultrasound, and
optics. Multiple techniques are available for range
estimation based on transmitted signals, such as
time of arrival (ToA), time difference of arrival
(TDoA), angle of arrival (AoA), and received signal
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strength (RSS). For this work, we assume that the
estimated ranges are readily accessible, and there-
fore, we will not delve into these specific technolo-
gies and techniques. For more detailed information
on these technologies and techniques, see [9].

This work deals with the indoor scenario where
the tracking depends mainly on systems that serve
limited areas like ultrasonic systems (USS) and
built-in sensors like inertial measurement units
(IMU). This kind of tracking is challenging and it
is a trend research topic with no prevailing solution
so far [10]. Some of the indoor tracking challenges
include the lack of reliable Global Positioning Sys-
tem (GPS) signals due to signal penetration issues
[11], multipath caused by walls and furniture [12],
and the demand for high accuracy, which is often
in decimeter-level [9].

It is possible to employ either a single or multiple
transceivers to locate the object. In literature, many
works have used multiple receivers for various pur-
poses, including reduced computation complexity
[13], [14], simplified synchronization [15], [16],
and improved tracking accuracy [17]. Alejandro
Correa et al. [14] used a multiple-receivers approach
combined with machine learning (ML) algorithms
to track a pedestrian in the indoor environment.
Their work achieved 90% of root mean square
error (RMSE) below 2m and 2.8m for areas around
100m2 and 533.12m2 respectively. Multiple optical
receivers were used also by [18] for tracking in the
indoor scenario and achieved position error around
0.17m at large luminous flux. The root mean square
error (RMSE) of 0.89m is achieved by utilizing the
Kalman filter (KF) and machine learning [19].

The tracking performance is influenced by a
number of factors, including the formulation of the
optimization problem and its constraints. Since the
rotation matrix belongs to the SO(n) manifold, a
subgroup of the Riemannian manifold, this work
opts to express angles of rotation in the form of
rotation matrix and track the matrix itself. The
purpose is to investigate how adopting SO(3) man-
ifold structure can aid in improving indoor tracking
accuracy when the isosceles triangular transmitter
configuration is used in the setting. Three trans-
mitters are employed for both orientation estima-
tion and enhanced position accuracy. This work
leverages recent advances in Riemannian geometry
[20]–[23] to apply Riemannian optimization in the
tracking problem. The extended Kalman filter (EKF)

and unscented Kalman filter (UKF) are used for
comparison purposes. The contributions of this work
can be outlined as follows:

1) Augmenting the conventional EKF and UKF
with Riemannian tools, by means of SO(3)
manifold, to enhance the performance (accu-
racy). Our results show that the accuracy is
indeed improved,

2) Evaluating the proposed algorithms over dif-
ferent measurement variances and IMU data
rates,

3) Showing that the gain in performance is neg-
ligible if the manifold tools, by means of
isosceles triangle manifold, are applied only
to the measurements.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows:
Section II provides the reader with a literature
review about enhancing the performance of KFs,
localization by using Riemannian geometry, and
merging KF with Riemannian optimization to han-
dle tracking problems. The essential Riemannian
tools, system model and problem formulation are
presented in detail in Section III. Section IV dis-
cusses the proposed algorithms: EKF with Rieman-
nian optimization (EKFRie) and UKF with Rie-
mannian optimization (UKFRie). Finally, Sections
V and VI discuss the results and present the con-
clusions of this work. This work is partially based
on some content of the thesis [24].

II. LITERATURE REVIEW

Moving target tracking problems appeared in the
middle of the twentieth century to enable radars
to track missiles [25], [26]. The work continued to
evolve until 1960 when R. E. Kalman published his
paper [27] which provided a very vital linear esti-
mator, known as Kalman filter (KF), to estimate the
linearly modeled hidden states. Since then, KF has
become a widely used estimator in tracking. EKF
and UKF [28]–[32] appeared as nonlinear versions
of KF to deal with nonlinear systems. Although
KF and its nonlinear versions are widely used in
tracking problems because of their high efficiency
and accuracy in linear and weakly nonlinear models,
they are strongly affected by the behavior of the
moving target and the nonlinearity degree of the
model.

This literature review examines recent attempts to
enhance indoor positioning performance. It focuses
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on three main approaches: modifications to the
Kalman filter, the use of Riemannian optimization,
and the fusion of Kalman filters with Riemannian
manifolds.

In the literature, many techniques have been
used to enhance KF’s performance in tracking. For
instance, the authors in [33] tackled the problem
of high maneuvering by modifying Kalman gain
and scaling the state noise covariance by an es-
timated factor. On the other hand, in an attempt
to address the deterioration in EKF performance
caused by increased system nonlinearity and model
uncertainty, [34] used a fifth-degree interpolatory
Cubature Kalman Filter (ICKF) to get acceptable
performance at the abrupt change of states.

In another direction, [19], [35]–[37] used machine
learning to improve the tracking performance of
different forms of Kalman filter. For instance, [19]
used radio fingerprints of received signal strength
indicators as inputs to the machine learning (ML)
algorithm to estimate the target position. Then a
KF uses these estimates to update the estimated
position based on acceleration and velocity. Some
works used an analytical approach to overcome the
sensitivity and complexity of the inverse operation
of the covariance matrix in the Kalman filter. For
instance, [38] extracted singular value decompo-
sition (SVD) of the state covariance and used it
rather than the original state covariance to calculate
the Kalman gain to overcome the matrix inversion
sensitivity. To avoid the violation of the positive
definite condition of the covariance matrix, the
authors replaced the covariance matrix with its QR
decomposition where Q is an orthonormal matrix
and R is an upper triangular matrix.

On the other hand, there has been continuous
development in the field of differential geometry,
particularly in the study of manifolds, since the
introduction of Riemannian manifolds by Bernhard
Riemann. Some researchers have leveraged the Rie-
mannian structure in tracking applications to en-
hance performance [39]–[44]. Riemannian geometry
presents challenges due to its limited tools compared
to Euclidean space. However, Ref. [39] extended
the tracking problems from Euclidean space to
Riemannian manifold space to improve the perfor-
mance by utilizing probabilistic data association and
leveraging Riemannian tools. In a similar vein, Ref.
[40] applied a manifold-based maximum likelihood
(ML) estimator to estimate the target location while

considering geometric constraints.
[45, Hertzberg] and [46, Hauberg] discussed ap-

plying UKF with Riemannian manifold. Hertzberg
focused on generalizing the needed mathematical
operations in sensor fusion algorithms, such as sum-
mation and subtraction, to make them applicable in
Riemannian space. Rather than that, Hauberg gener-
alized the unscented transformation to be effective
in both Riemannian and Euclidean environments. In
this context, [47] also provided Riemannian-based
UKF by extending the sigma point from Euclidean
space into the Riemannian manifold in a closed
form.

As our work introduces a target equipped with
three transmitters, this review also includes a com-
parison with literature related to localization and
tracking using multiple transmitters/receivers. Elnaz
Namaz et al. [17] focused on estimating the target
location by merging two GPS receivers with map
matching. However, this work limited its investiga-
tion to the intersection and straight road scenarios,
which restricts the generalizability of their findings.
Ref. [14] employed EKF to merge signal strength-
based readings from wireless sensor networks and
showed the advantage of multiple receiver over one
receiver in terms of accuracy. Ultra-wideband signal
(UWB) and IMU were used in [48] to track pen-
like instruments. UWB signal was used to local-
ize and transfer IMU’s information simultaneously
which saves resources. The UWB and IMU-based
system achieved 90% error within 7mm for a 5m2

area. However, as the work was evaluated in small
areas, its applicability and validity for larger areas
may be the subject of further investigation. Ref.
[49] combined readings from an IMU and UWB
technology using EKF and UKF for indoor tracking.
However, their algorithms exhibited position error
rates of 75% and 90% within 2m, respectively,
which may not be suitable for many applications.
Also, two UWB receivers and an odometer system
were adopted by Ref. [13] to estimate the position
and orientation of a moving target by applying EKF.
Two receivers were used to determine the heading
angle with RMSE of less than 0.8m.

Focusing on acoustic-based indoor localization,
Ruizhi Chen et al. [50] introduced a least squares
(LS) algorithm based on time-difference-of-arrival
(TDoA) for static localization and the EKF algo-
rithm with IMU for dynamic tracking. However,
their outcomes showed relatively low accuracy for
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many indoor applications, with 95% of the error
falling within 1.6m. Al-Sharif et al. [51] enhanced
EKF and UKF for indoor tracking using a three-
receiver isosceles triangle setup. While [51] em-
ployed the isosceles triangle manifold, our work
primarily utilizes SO(3). Al-Sharif applied retrac-
tions once at the end of the measurement update
whilst we applied it twice: after the time and
measurement update. Moreover, unlike Al-Sharif’s
approach, we ensure the covariance matrix is par-
allel transported across the manifold, reflecting the
Riemannian steps. We borrowed this idea from [46].

Table I presents a comparison of some indoor lo-
calization and tracking studies, providing additional
details about the algorithms used, noise statistics,
evaluation techniques, and any identified limitations.
As the table shows, most of the works covered are
based on EKF/UKF.

Based on the literature review conducted, there
is a lack of exploiting the SO(3) structure of the
rotation matrix to enhance the tracking performance
of EKF and UKF. Moreover, the impact of exploit-
ing the receivers’ isosceles triangle geometry at the
measurement stages, before applying Kalman filter,
has not been thoroughly discussed in the literature
to the best of our knowledge. Therefore, this work
aims to address these gabs by utilizing EKF and
UKF algorithms with Riemannian optimization.

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM
FORMULATION

In this section, we describe the considered system
and the mathematical formulation of the tracking
problem. But to provide necessary context, a brief
summary of the needed Riemannian tools is pre-
sented first. For a more in-depth exploration of
Riemannian geometry, please refer to [21], [22].

A. Riemannian Tools
Since this work relies particularly on the SO(3)

manifold, this section focuses on that manifold and
its definition and mathematical operators.

Definition 1: SO(3) manifold is a set of square
matrices with size (3×3) embedded in R3×3 (where
R3×3 is the embedding space endowed with the
inner product) have orthonormal columns and their
determinant equal to (+1).

This definition can be stated equivalently as:
SO(3) = {X ∈ R3×3 : X⊤X = XX⊤ = I3 and

det(X) = +1}. Table II shows the formulas of
the required geometrical tools for SO(3). For more
about the Riemannian geometry of SO(3), see [20].

B. System Model
This work considers tracking the position and

orientation of a moving target equipped with IMU in
an environment equipped with a measurement sys-
tem (MS). The measurement system in this context
means a system that uses the transmitted/ received
signal for positioning. The positioning quantities
are usually represented in two different but related
coordinate systems: the body coordinate system
(BCS) and the global coordinate system (GCS).
To avoid confusion, the quantities in the BCS are
denoted with a superscript b in this script, while no
superscript is used for those in GCS.

The considered MS consists of M anchors (bea-
cons) and three transmitters attached to the target.
Swapping transmitters and receivers has no impact
on the proposed algorithm. The position of the ith

transmitter in the BCS and the jth anchor in GCS
are known and denoted as pb

i and bj , respectively,
where both ∈ R3. The three transmitters are ar-
ranged to align the vertices of an isosceles triangle
with a base of length d and an altitude of length a,
as depicted in Fig. 1. To form an isosceles triangle,
the transmitters’ positions are formulated in terms
of a and d as pb

1 = (0, 0, 2a
3
), pb

2 = (d
2
, 0, −a

3
), and

pb
3 = (−d

2
, 0, −a

3
). Furthermore, the sij denotes to the

noisy range between ith transmitter and jth anchor
such that s = strue + sn; where sn is an additive
Gaussian noise with zero mean and σ2

s variance.
The IMU gives two quantities: the target cen-

troid’s acceleration in BCS (ab
c ∈ R3) and the

angular velocity (ω ∈ R3). Both ab
c and ω form a

column vector u ∈ R6 such that u = [ω⊤ ab⊤
c ]⊤,

where u represents the input of our system.
The input u is a noisy quantity such that u =

utrue + un where un is a noise process described
as additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) such
that un ∼ N (0,Q). Q ∈ R6×6 is a diagonal
matrix that represents the covariance matrix of the
input. The first three diagonal elements represent the
variance of the angular velocity σ2

ω and the other
three diagonal elements represent the variance of
the acceleration σ2

a.
The position of the transmitters (p1,p2,p3) in

GCS represents the output y ∈ R9 of our system
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TABLE I: Comparison between some indoor localization works featuring multiple receivers

Ref. Algorithm Noise Statistics Evaluation Shortcomings

[6] Trilateration with RSS of Bluetooth signal
Paspberry Pi 3 model B re-
ceiver. Bluetooth: 4.1 clas-
sic, BLE

RMSE = 2.13m Low accuracy for many in-
door applications

[13] EKF with odometer readings and TDoA-
based ranges by using UWB system

σ2
state = 0.1mm2 and

3.06µ rad2 for position and
orientation

Position RMSE < 0.8m,
orientation RMSE
< 0.5rad

Requiring precise synchro-
nization

[14] EKF with position, heading, and speed
from ML algorithms

σ2
state: position = 5 ,

speed = 0.5
RMSE = 1m and 0.75m
for path = 44m and
74.4m

Assumed constant velocity

[18] Received light intensities and accelerom-
eter readings.

σ2
accelerometer = 5.7 ×

10−5(m/s2)2
Mean error ≈ 0.06m Didn’t provide MSE, re-

quired LOS.

[48] KF with IMU readings and TDoA-based
ranges by using UWB system

9DoF IMU and DW1000
UWB chip Median error ≈ 2.9mm Examined over a small area

(5m2)

[49] EKF & UKF with IMU readings and ToA-
based ranges by using UWB system

σ2
meas. = 1× 10−4m2

σ2
process = 1× 10−10m2

90% and 75% of UKF
and EKF error within 2m

Examined over one path
shape, low accuracy

[50] EKF with IMU readings and ToA-based
ranges by using UWB system None mentioned 95% of the error bellow

1.6m
Examined 2D only, low
accuracy

[52] Least square algorithm based on ToF mea-
surements. None mentioned Maximum error =

10.24mm
Considered one trajectory
shape with a small distance

[53] Particle filters with acoustic Doppler ve-
locity and beacon timestamps

INMP411 microphone and
raspberry Pi 3 board

90% of the error within
0.49m

Acoustic’s low coverage
necessitates more hardware

TABLE II: Riemannian geometry for SO(3) mani-
fold

Name Formula

Local
defining
function
(ℏ)

ℏ : R3×3 → sym(3) : X → ℏ(X) =
X⊤X− I3, where det(X) = +1 and sym(3)
is symmetric matrices of size 3 in the linear
space and R3×3 is the embedding space

Tangent
space
(TXSO(3))

TXSO(3) = {XΩ ∈ R3×3 :
X ∈ SO(3) & Ω ∈
Skew(3) (that means: Ω ∈ R3×3 : Ω⊤ =
−Ω)}

Vector
Transport
(TY←X(v⃗))

Y Ω, such that v⃗ = XΩ

Retraction
(RX(v⃗))

qfactor(X + v⃗), where qfactor extracts the
Q-factor of the QR decomposition with pos-
itive elements on the diagonal of R.

such that y = [p⊤
1 p⊤

2 p⊤
3 ]

⊤. This work utilizes
two independent subsystems to estimate y: the IMU
system and MS system. To avoid confusion ŷimu

and yms refer to the estimated y based on the
IMU and MS, respectively. The yms is a noisy
quantity such that yms = yms,true + yms,n where
yms,n ∼ N (0,Z)), and Z = σ2

sI9 ∈ R9×9 is the
covariance matrix.

The ultimate purpose of this work is to provide
an algorithm that estimates the position and orien-
tation of the moving target subject to the mentioned
circumstances by assuming a prior knowledge of the
initial values of its position, velocity, and orientation
in the global coordinate system.

Fig. 1: System diagram shows the moving target
with its components, where the dots line, brown
triangle, purple asterisks, green axes, red cross, cyan
circle, and magenta diamond refer to the moving
path, isosceles triangle, transmitters, BCS, target
centroid, IMU, and beacons, respectively.

For simplicity, we assume here that the IMU,
the origin of the BCS, the centroid of the target,
and the centroid of the isosceles triangle coincide
with each other. As a result, the position, velocity,
and acceleration of the target are measured and
estimated at its centroid, and they are denoted as
pc, vc, and ac respectively, all belonging to R3.
Since the target’s centroid coincides with the BCS’s
origin, pb

c = (0, 0, 0).
Although we have access to some of the afore-

mentioned positioning quantities in BCS solely,
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practically we are interested in them in the GCS.
So, a matrix called rotation matrix R ∈ R3×3,
belonging to SO(3) manifold, is used to transform
the quantities from the BCS into the GCS and vice
versa, as described in [54]. The rotation matrix
could be expressed as R = [R1 R2 R3], where
Ri ∈ R3 refers to the ith column of R. Moreover,
the element of R at ith row and jth column is
denoted as rij .

C. Problem Formulation

This work adopts a state space model to
formulate tracking the position and orientation of
a moving target. This subsection is divided into
two parts. The first part introduces the state space
model in continuous time, while the second part
focuses on discretizing the state space model.

1) State Space Model: The state space model
consists of two equations: a state equation and
a measurement equation. The state equation of
our model is described as follows.
Let Θ ∈ R9 be a column vector with
a column-major order of R (i.e. Θ =
[R⊤

1 R⊤
2 R⊤

3 ]
⊤). Also, let Ψ ∈ R6 be a

column vector that contains the target position
and velocity in GCS (i.e. Ψ = [p⊤

c v⊤
c ]

⊤).
Then, we define X as a state vector with
dimension L such that X = [Θ⊤ Ψ⊤]⊤

where X ∈ R15. From [54, Sec 3.6] and from
the kinematic equations [55], it can be shown
that the state equation of X can be represented
as follows:

Ẋ = AX+ f(X)u (1)

where

A =

09×12 09×3

03×12 I3×3

03×12 03×3

 , f(X) =

Π9×3 09×3

03×3 03×3

03×3 R3×3


(2)

and where the matrix Π is defined as:

Π =
[
Π1 Π2 Π3

]⊤ (3)

such that:

Π1 =

 0 0 0
−r13 −r23 −r33
r12 r22 r32

 , (4)

Π2 =

 r13 r23 r33
0 0 0
−r11 −r21 −r31

 , (5)

and

Π3 =

−r12 −r22 −r32r11 r21 r31
0 0 0

 (6)

Now we discuss the measurement equation of
our model. Since the R and pc are known
from the state equation, and since the trans-
mitters’ positions in BCS are fixed and also
known, the output of the system y could be
estimated based on the IMU readings as:

ŷimu = h(X) =

pc +Rpb
1

pc +Rpb
2

pc +Rpb
3

 (7)

In addition to estimating the output based on
the IMU, KF needs to measure the output
by utilizing the MS where several algorithms
can be used. Two of these algorithms are the
Gauss-Newton algorithm and the isosceles
triangle manifold algorithm [56], [57, Sec
10.2].

2) Discretization of State Space Model
In order to derive the discrete-time model,
certain assumptions are made about the dis-
cretized signals between the sampling in-
stants. Here, we assume that the inputs re-
main constant, which is commonly referred
to as the Zero-Order Hold (ZOH) assumption.
Since each of Θ and Ψ has a different charac-
teristic, they are discretized separately. Then,
these discretized equations are merged to form
the overall discretized model.
Since Θ̇k ≈ Θk−Θk−1

T
=⇒ Θk ≈ Θk−1 +

T Θ̇k. From (1), we can conclude that:

Θ̇ = Πω (8)

So, the discretized state space equation of Θ
will be as:

Θ̂k ≈ Θk−1 + TΠω (9)

From (1) also, we can conclude that:

Ψ̇ = Υ.Ψ+B.ab
c (10)
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where

Υ =

[
03×3 I3×3

03×3 03×3

]
, B =

[
03×3

R3×3

]
(11)

Since the state equation of Ψ is linear, it
is convenient to use linear ZOH discretiza-
tion equations. We need to find two matrices
ΥD,BD describing the discrete-time system
[58, Sec 4.2]. These are given in terms of the
continuous-time system matrices Υ,B and
sampling time T by:

ΥD = eΥT , BD =

∫ T

0

eΥtB dt (12)

Applying these formulae we get:

ΥD =

[
I3 T I3
03 I3

]
, BD =

[
T 2

2
R

TR

]
Ψ̂k+1 ≈ ΥDΨk +BDa

b
c (13)

Note that the discretization errors of (9) and
(13) are proportion to T and T 2 respectively.
To define the discretized overall state space
model, we combine the results of discretizing
Θ and Ψ as follows:

X̂k = FXk−1 + g(Xk−1)uk−1 (14)

where F =

I9×9 09×3 09×3

03×9 I3×3 T I3×3

03×9 03×3 I3×3

 (15)

and

g(Xk−1) =

TΠ9×3 09×3

03×3
T 2

2
R

03×3 TR

 (16)

IV. PROPOSED ALGORITHMS

This section outlines the proposed algorithms
for tracking moving targets. These algorithms are
updated versions of the EKF and UKF, which lever-
age Riemannian optimization operators. For more
details about EKF and UKF, see [32].

The rotation matrix belongs to the SO(3) mani-
fold, and the eigenvectors of its covariance matrix
are assumed to be on the corresponding tangent
space [46]. If the noise is high, this assumption
will not hold. In the estimation process and due to
noise, the estimated rotation matrix is more likely
to be on the tangent space of the SO(3) manifold.

To address this, we use the retraction operator
to project the rotation matrix from the tangent
space into the SO(3) manifold. Hauberg et al. [46]
proposed a method to update the corresponding
covariance matrix as follows where the superscript
(⋄) indicates those quantities subjected to SO(3);
and PΘ indicates the submatrix of P associated
with Θ. First, the corresponding covariance matrix
from the previous time instance (P⋄Θ

k−1) is decom-
posed into its eigenvectors (V) and eigenvalues
(Λ). Subsequently, the parallel transport operation
is applied to shift the eigenvectors from the tangent
space of the original rotation matrix to the tangent
space of the updated rotation matrix. The resulting
transported eigenvectors, denoted by V⋄, are then
recombined with the original eigenvalues to form
the new covariance matrix as follows:

P⋄Θ
k = V⋄ΛV⋄⊤ (17)

Algorithm 1 : Proposed EKFRie algorithm

Input: X̂⋄k−1|k−1,yms,k,a
b
imu,k−1, ωk−1,P

⋄
k−1|k−1,

and pb
1,2,3.

Output: X̂⋄k|k and P⋄k|k.
Steps:
1: k1 = MSDataRate

repeat for k > 0
2: ab

c,k−1 ← abimu,k−1 & σ2
a,k−1 ← σ2

aimu,k−1 by using
(28) & (29)

3: Find g(X⋄k−1|k−1) by using (16)
4: Find X̂k|k−1 by using (14) and (15)
5: Pk|k−1 ← FP⋄k−1|k−1F

⊤ + g(X⋄k−1|k−1)Qkg(X
⋄
k−1|k−1)

⊤

6: Θ̂⋄k|k−1 ← RΘ⋄
k−1|k−1

(TΠk−1|k−1ωk−1)

7: P⋄Θk|k−1 ← P⋄Θk−1|k−1 by using (17)

8: X̂⋄k|k−1 ←
[
Θ̂⋄k|k−1 Ψ̂k|k−1

]⊤
9: if Mod(k1,MSDataRate) = 0 then

10: Find ŷimu,k|k−1 by using (7)
11: Hk ← ∂h(X)

∂X |X=X̂⋄
k|k−1

12: Kf,k ← P⋄k|k−1H
⊤
k (HkP

⋄
k|k−1H

⊤
k + Zk)

−1

13: X̂k|k ← X̂⋄k|k−1 +Kf,k(yms,k − ŷimu,k|k−1)
14: Pk|k ← (I−Kf,kHk)P

⋄
k|k−1

15: Θ̂⋄k|k ← RΘ⋄
k|k−1

(the corresponding part of
Kf,k(yms,k − ŷimu,k|k−1) to Θ)

16: P⋄Θk|k ← P⋄Θk|k−1 by using (17)

17: X̂⋄k|k ←
[
Θ̂⋄k|k Ψ̂k|k

]⊤
18: end if
19: k1 = k1 + 1
end.
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Although we use similar ideas to Hauberg, we are
more interested in the specific application of indoor
navigation. Hauberg applies his ideas to articulated
tracking. In our work the SO(3) manifold is quite
appropriate for the indoor navigation with multiple
receivers case, whilst the angles manifold is appro-
priate for the articulated tracking example. Also,
as parallel transport is computationally expensive
[21], [22], we replace it with the vector transport
operation. Hauberg uses the exponential map with
UKF, whilst we relax this to using a retraction with
both UKF and EKF demonstrate that the retraction
can also work. The retraction and vector transport
are used after the time update and measurement
update in our work. Finally, the case in Hauberg
contains measurements and time updates at the same
rate, while in our case the measurements occur at a
slower rate.

One of the UKF’s challenges is losing the co-
variance matrix’s positive definiteness property. This
happens in this work, particularly after applying
vector transport. As a result of that, the Cholesky
factorization fails. This challenge of the UKF is
known in the literature as stated in [32, Sec. 30.8]
and [59]. To overcome this issue, this work replaces
the transported covariance matrix with its nearest
positive definite matrix by utilizing the nearestSPD
Matlab function [60].

As outlined in table II, the retraction operator for
the SO(3) manifold can be expressed as a Q-factor
of the sum of a matrix belonging to SO(3) manifold
and the related tangent vector. Furthermore, Section
III-C introduces the time update equation for Θ,
given by (9). We aim to demonstrate that the right-
hand side of (9) can be restructured to match
the structure of the qfactor(.) function argument,
namely, a matrix belonging to the SO(3) manifold
plus a tangent vector of the SO(3) manifold. This
allows us to directly apply the retraction operator
by simply putting the restructured right-hand side
of (9) as an argument of the qfactor(.) function.

To show that, let us convert (9) from its vector
form into matrix form as follows:

R̂k ≈ Rk−1 + TRΩ (18)

where

Ω =

 0 −ωz ωy

ωz 0 −ωx

−ωy ωx 0

 (19)

Eq. (9) and (18) are equivalent to each other.
The first term of (18) is clearly on the SO(3)
manifold. The Ω, in the second term, is a skew
symmetric matrix (meaning Ω⊤ = −Ω), and its
scaling is also skew symmetric. Since the tangent
space of SO(3) is defined in Table II as the product
of a matrix on the SO(3) manifold and a skew
symmetric matrix, the second term of (18) is in the
tangent space of the SO(3) manifold. Therefore, it
has been shown that the right-hand side of (9) can be
reformulated to match the structure of the argument
of the qfactor(.) function.

Algorithm 2 :Proposed UKFRie algorithm

Input: X̂⋄k−1|k−1,yms,k,a
b
imu,k−1, ωk−1,P

⋄
k−1|k−1,

and pb
1,2,3.

Output: X̂⋄k|k and P⋄k|k.
Steps:
1: k1 = MSDataRate

repeat for k > 0:
2: abc,k−1 ← abimu,k−1 & σ2

a,k−1 ← σ2
aimu,k−1 by using (28)

& (29)
3: Finding sigma points (χℓ) and weights (ξℓ) of X̂⋄k−1|k−1

based on [32] with ι = 1, α = 0.001, and ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , 2L
4: Finding g(χℓ) by using (16) and Xk,ℓ by using (14) and

(15)
5: X̂k|k−1 ←

∑2L
ℓ=0 ξℓXk,ℓ and Pk|k−1 ←

∑2L
ℓ=0 ξℓ(Xk,l −

X̂k|k−1)(Xk,l − X̂k|k−1)
⊤ + ξ2ℓ g(χℓ)Qkg(χℓ)

⊤

6: Θ̂
⋄
k|k−1 ← RΘ⋄

k−1|k−1
(
∑2L

ℓ=0 ξℓTΠℓωk−1) where
Πℓ corresponding to the χℓ

7: P⋄Θk|k−1 ← nearestSPD(V⋄ΛV⋄⊤) ← V⋄ ←
TΘ⋄

k|k−1
←Θ⋄

k−1|k−1
(V)← VΛV⊤ ← eig(P⋄Θk−1|k−1)

8: X̂⋄k|k−1 ←
[
Θ̂
⋄
k|k−1 Ψ̂k|k−1

]⊤
9: if Mod(k1,MSDataRate = 0) then

10: Finding sigma points of X̂⋄k|k−1 and use them in (7)
to find ŷk,ℓ

11: ŷimu,k|k−1 ←
∑2L

ℓ=0 ξℓŷk,ℓ

12: δe,k ←
∑2L

ℓ=0 ξℓ(ŷk,ℓ − ŷimu,k|k−1)(ŷk,ℓ −
ŷimu,k|k−1)

⊤ + Zk

13: δxe,k ←
∑2L

ℓ=0 ξℓ(Xk,ℓ−X̂k|k−1)(ŷk,ℓ−ŷimu,k|k−1)
⊤

14: Kf,k ← δxe,kδ
−1
e,k

15: X̂k|k ← X⋄k|k−1 + Kf,k(yms,k − ŷimu,k|k−1) and
Pk|k ← P⋄k|k−1 −Kf,kδe,kK

⊤
f,k

16: Θ̂
⋄
k|k ← RΘ⋄

k|k−1
(the corresponding part of Kf,k(yms,k−

ŷimu,k|k−1)to Θ)
17: P⋄Θk|k ← nearestSPD(V⋄ΛV⋄⊤) ← V⋄ ←

TΘ⋄
k|k←Θ⋄

k|k−1
(V)← VΛV⊤ ← eig(P⋄Θk|k−1)

18: X̂⋄k|k ←
[
Θ̂
⋄
k|k Ψ̂k|k

]⊤
19: end if
20: k1 = k1 + 1
end.
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Fig. 2: Descriptive diagram of the proposed algorithms

The overall mechanism of the algorithms is illus-
trated in Fig.2 where GN and Iso refer to the Gauss-
Newton algorithm and isosceles triangle manifold
algorithm, respectively, and P−Θ refers to the part
of P corresponding to elements other than the ro-
tation matrix. The proposed algorithms, EKF with
Riemannian (EKFRie) and UKF with Riemannian
(UKFRie), are presented in Algorithms 1 and 2,
respectively.

In the state covariance matrix update in Algo-
rithm.1 (step.5), the author treats g(X⋄

k−1|k−1) as a
constant for simplicity. This is valid because the
value of Pk|k−1 depends mainly on the first term
since its norm is much larger than the norm of the
second term (approximately 40 times larger). In the
Algorithms 1 and 2, P⋄ refers to P after replacing
PΘ by P⋄Θ.

Due to engineering and manufacturing con-
straints, it is sometimes not possible to place the
IMU at the centroid. To use the models developed
above we need to transform the IMU readings to the
centroid. This affects the covariance of these read-
ings and how they are integrated into the Kalman
Filter. The angular velocity needs no transformation
as the angular velocity is the same throughout rigid
bodies. For generality, these pseudo codes consider
this scenario , i.e. the IMU and the BCS’s centroid
don’t coincide. The variables ab

imu and σ2
aimu refer

to the acceleration and its variance at the IMU,
respectively, and (28) and (29) in appendix A are
used to transfer them into the BCS’s centroid.

The proposed algorithms comprise two parts: the
time update part and the measurement update part.
The time update part, represented by the outer loop,
handles the estimation of the target position and
orientation based on IMU readings. On the other

hand, the measurement update part, represented by
the inner loop, focuses on correcting error drift
using the MS’s readings.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we evaluate the proposed algo-
rithm through simulations and experiments. Simu-
lations allow us to conveniently vary the various
noise parameters, while experiments ensure that the
models are realistic.

In simulations, we compare three versions of the
two main categories (EKF and UKF). Consider the
EKF category the three algorithms are: (1) EKF just
the conventional EKF (2) EKFIso the conventional
EKF but with position measurements coming from
Riemannian Isosceles manifold calculations as in
[56] (3) EKFRie the proposed algorithm in this
work. The metrics for comparison are the cumu-
lative distribution function (CDF) and the RMSE
where RMSE is calculated as the sum over the three
axes and averaged over time.

A. Simulation Setup

The simulations were conducted using a MAT-
LAB program running on a 64− bit computer with
8GB of RAM, powered by an Intel(R) Core(TM)
i7-1165G7 CPU (2.80GHz). All simulations were
run for 3000 iterations. The IMU considered for
the simulations is the MPU-9250 due to its small
size, low cost, and low complexity [61]. It in-
cludes a 3−axis gyroscope, 3−axis accelerometer,
and 3−axis magnetometer. The MPU-9250 has a
gyroscope update rate range of 4− 8000Hz and an
accelerometer update rate range of 4− 4000Hz. In
our simulations, the gyroscope and accelerometer
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update rates were fixed to 10Hz to reduce simula-
tion time, unless otherwise stated.

IMU noise characteristics were incorporated into
the simulations based on the MPU-9250 data
sheet [61]. Gyroscope noise was modelled with a
variance of 5 × 10−4degree/s, and accelerometer
noise was modelled with a variance of 0.43 ×
10−3m/s2. These variances were calculated based
on the gyroscope’s rate noise spectral density
(0.01degree/s/sqrt(Hz)) and the accelerometer’s
noise power spectral density (300µg/sqrt(Hz)), as
provided in the data sheet. The variances were cal-
culated using the following formulas: σ2

a = (300×
9.8 × 10−6)2 × (fs/2) and σ2

ω = (0.01)2 × (fs/2),
where fs is the updating rates.

The accuracy of measurement systems can vary
depending on the type of sensor used. For example,
Cricket RF-ultrasonic sensors [62] provide 1− 3cm
position precision, Marvelmind sensors [63] provide
accuracy of ±2cm or better, and UWB DW1000
sensors [64] provide around 10cm position preci-
sion. Ultrasonic systems generally provide accuracy
within the range 3 − 100cm [18]. Therefore, this
work studies the effect of MS standard deviation
values within the range 1cm to 1m. The measure-
ment system update rate was fixed at 1Hz which is
lower than the IMU’s update rate to be consistent
with real-world applications. The three receivers are
in an isosceles triangle configuration with a base and
altitude of 10cm and 30cm, respectively.

The simulation scenarios we consider are (a)
Static Scenario (b) Four dynamic scenarios: (1) U-
path (2) Zigzag path (3) Bridge path (4) Stair path.
These scenarios are shown in Fig. 3. The base
stations are shown as red diamonds. These paths
take 10, 5, 5, and 85 seconds, respectively, with a
maximum velocity of less than 2m/s to simulate
human and robot [65] motion. Additionally, this
work examines the performance of the proposed al-
gorithms under both static and dynamic conditions.

B. Simulation Results and Discussion

In this section, we evaluate the proposed algo-
rithms under static and dynamic scenarios. We em-
ployed the previously described model to simulate
a static case with the acceleration, linear velocity,
and angular velocity set to zero. Fig. 4 illustrates
the RMSE for the estimated position and orientation
plotted against the reciprocal of different values

of the measurement system’s standard deviation
(σr). We use the dB unit because 1/σr closely
resembles the mathematical form of signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR). Fig. 4a shows that the position’s RMSE
of the EKFs and UKFs decrease linearly as 1/σr

increases.
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Fig. 3: The true four paths under consideration where the
red diamonds refer to the beacons

Furthermore, Fig. 4 shows that the performance
of all EKFs (EKF, EKFIso, EKFRie, and EK-
FRieIso) are aligned closely, as the performance
of all UKFs (UKF, UKFIso, UKFRie, and UK-
FRieIso).

That is because the angular velocity is zero,
which implies that the orientation matrix remains
constant in the static scenario. Consequently, EKF
and UKF perform better in this case, rendering the
exploitation of the SO(3) structure of the rotation
matrix redundant. This observation suggests that
Riemannian optimization is practically useless in
static scenarios.

Regarding the dynamic scenario, the proposed
algorithms consistently surpass the conventional
EKF and UKF in terms of position and orientation
across all paths and noise levels σr. For U-path
and 1/σr = 20 dB, the RMSE for the EKF and
EKFRie were 0.36m and 0.12m, respectively, and
for the UKF and UKFRie were 0.43m and 0.10m,
respectively. For Stair-path and 1/σr = 20 dB, the
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Fig. 4: RMSE vs of 1/σr (dB) for the static case

RMSE for the EKF and EKFRie were 0.24m and
0.05m, respectively, and for the UKF and UKFRie
were 0.29m and 0.05m, respectively.

Remarkably, incorporating Riemannian optimiza-
tion leads to a noticeable reduction in RMSE. Fig. 5
and 6 illustrate the RMSE of the estimated position
and orientation versus 1/σr for the first and fourth
paths, respectively, due to space limitations. In the
legend, “(Iso)” denotes the use of the isosceles
triangle manifold algorithm during the measurement
stage to estimate transmitters’ positions, while the
Gauss-Newton algorithm was employed for the oth-
ers.

Using Riemannian only on measurements does
not produce an advantage. Although [56] shows
that the position error of the measurement can
be reduced (and our simulations have confirmed
this), when this is used in the EKFs and UKFs
no advantage appears. This strongly motivates this
work where the Riemannian tools are employed
after every step of the Kalman filter rather than
only to process the range measurements. This is
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Fig. 5: Positions’ RMSE vs different values of 1/σr (dB)

explained by noting that the improvement given by
the Isosceles manifold increases as the range noise
increases. However, the contribution of the measure-
ment system to the Kalman filter will decrease with
range noise. These effects seem to counteract each
other leading to no overall gain in accuracy.

One question that may arise is whether the gain
can be explained by the fact that we have three
receivers. Our results, not shown due to space
constraints, show that the gain from averaging is
not as much as the gain from using the Riemannian
tools demonstrating that the proposed algorithms
offer an additional advantage beyond the advantage
of using multiple receivers.

The proposed algorithms show marginal improve-
ments in orientation estimation compared to conven-
tional Kalman filters, as illustrated in Fig. 6. Fig. 7
and 8 show that the increase in IMU rate improves
the average accuracy till a certain point at which
further increases in IMU rate show diminishing
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Fig. 6: Orientation’s RMSE vs different values of 1/σr (dB)

returns. Analyzing the cumulative distribution of
the RMSE provides a comprehensive understanding
of the error distribution and reduces the influence
of outliers. Our results show that the proposed
algorithms outperform the EKF and UKF across
all test cases in terms of position. The CDF of the
RMSE of position estimation for Bridge-path at two
different of σ2

r is shown in Fig. 9. The CDFs of
RMSE for EKFRie and UKFRie at σ2

r = 1 × 10−3

indicate that 90% of the RMSE lie below 0.22m and
0.27m, respectively. In contrast, the corresponding
values for EKF and UKF lie below 0.52m and
0.59m, respectively.

C. Experimental Setup
In this work we use the same setup as in [51]. The

experimental setup (shown in Fig. 10) consists of
four main parts: (a) the optitrack system to provide
the ground truth, (b) the mobile device which wishes
to localize equipped with IMU at a data rate of
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Fig. 7: RMSE of U-path vs IMU’s updating rate for σ2
r =

1× 10−1

100 Hz (c) the acoustic transmitters that send an
acoustic signal to the mobile device at a data rate
of 5 Hz and (d) the master unit that synchronizes
the acoustic transmitters and the mobile device. A
schematic representation of the setup is shown in
Fig 11.

Each of the acoustic transmitters and the mobile
device is tagged with optitrack retro-reflective balls
that allow the optitrack system to accurately (to
about 1mm) determine its position. The master unit
is equipped with a wireless device (NRF24L01)
which it uses to send the synchronization signal
to the acoustic transmitters and acoustic receivers.
Each of the transmitters and mobile device is
equipped with the same device (NRF24L01) in
receive mode to get the synchronization signals.

The mobile device has 4 microphones in a rhom-
bus shape with sides of length 36.7mm. This pro-
vides 4 sets of different triangle configurations that
can be used (two equilateral and two isosceles). The
IMU, due to engineering constraints, is not aligned
to the centroid of any of these four triangles. Thus
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the readings of the IMU must be transformed to the
centroid as explained in the algorithm section. For
a further detailed description see [51].

The considered noise densities of the gyroscope
and accelerometer were 0.01degree/s/

√
Hz and

60µg/
√
Hz, respectively, as described in the IMU

data sheet [66]. The variances of the gyroscope
and accelerometer were calculated based on the
given noise density, as described in the simula-
tion part, and they were 5 × 10−3degree/s and
1.7×10−3m/s2. The variance of the acoustic system
was determined by comparing its reading with the
true reading (5.5× 10−3m2).

D. Experimental Results and Discussion
In this section, we compare the performance

of the proposed algorithms against those proposed
by Al-Sharief et al. [51]. Both approaches utilize
Riemannian optimization with EKF and UKF, but
with different manifolds and application methods.
While Al-Sharief demonstrated that his algorithms
outperformed the conventional EKF and UKF, our
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Fig. 10: Setup of the experiment [51]

results show that the algorithms proposed in this
work outperform his algorithms.

Fig. 12 illustrates the true and estimated paths
generated by our proposed algorithms and those of
Al-Sharief (subscript SH). The experiment results
demonstrate that the proposed algorithms outper-
form Al-Sharief’s algorithms in terms of both po-
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sition and orientation, as evidenced by the lower
RMSE values in the table. III.
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Fig. 12: True and estimated path of the experiment

While the position RMSE of Al-sharief’s algo-
rithms was above 7.25cm for both EKFRieSH and
UKFRieSh, the proposed EKFRie and UKFRie sat-
isfied position RMSE equal to 6.73cm and 6.16cm,
respectively. In terms of orientation, Al-Sharief’s
algorithm satisfied RMSE of 2.1 degree while the
proposed algorithms satisfied RMSE of 1.7 and 1.8
degree for EKFRie and UKFRie, respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

This study explores whether utilizing the SO(3)
manifold structure of the rotation matrix to conduct

TABLE III: RMSE of the experiment for position
(cm) and orientation (degree)

Algorithms
RMSE EKFRie UKFRie EKFRieSH UKFRieSH

position 6.73 6.16 7.26 7.27
orientation 1.7 1.8 2.3 2.3

Riemannian optimization can enhance the perfor-
mance of target tracking in indoor environments. To
achieve this, the conventional EKF and UKF were
modified by incorporating Riemannian optimization
tools, namely the retraction and vector transport,
to update the state vector and covariance matrix.
Additionally, the impact of adopting the isosceles
triangle manifold of the attached transmitters was
also examined.

Our simulation results demonstrated that in static
scenarios, incorporating the SO(3) structure did not
improve the tracking performance. However, for dy-
namic scenarios, the proposed EKFRie and UKFRie
algorithms outperformed the conventional EKF and
UKF in terms of RMSE for position and orientation.
While the RMSE for EKF and UKF were 0.36m and
0.43m for Stair-path, respectively, they were 0.12m
and 0.10m for EKFRie and UKFRie. Additionally,
this work showed experimentally the outperforming
of the proposed algorithms over the algorithms pro-
posed by [51] for both position and orientation. Our
results also show that using the isosceles triangle
manifold algorithm on the measurements did not
improve tracking performance.

One of the future directions is employing the ex-
ponential map and parallel transport as alternatives
to retraction and vector transport to investigate their
potential for performance enhancement.
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APPENDIX

This appendix shows the derivation of the formula
to transform the acceleration and its variance from
the IMU’s position in BCS (pb

imu) into the BCS’s
centroid (pb

c) where z refers to the displacement
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between pb
imu and pb

c and R refers to the rotation
matrix. While position, velocity, and acceleration
are time functions, the time symbol has been ig-
nored for convenience.

Let us begin with the following:

pb
imu = pb

c +Rz (20)

so,

ab
imu =

d2pb
imu

dt2
(21)

=
d

dt

[
dpb

c

dt
+

d

dt
Rz

]
(22)

=
d

dt

[
vb
c +

d

dt
Rz

]
(23)

=
d

dt

[
vb
c +RΩz

]
(24)

= ab
c +

d

dt
[RΩz] (25)

= ab
c +

(
Ω
dR

dt
+R

dΩ

dt

)
z (26)

= ab
c + (RΩ2 +Rα)z (27)

where Ω defined in (19) and α = (Ωf −Ωi)/T =
Ω̄/T . We can rearrange (27) to find ab

c such that:

ab
c = ab

imu − (RΩ2 +Rα)z (28)

Now we will find the variance of ab
c as follows:

V ar(ab
c) = V ar(ab

imu)+V ar(RΩ2z)+V ar(RΩ̄z/T )
(29)

V ar(ab
imu) is given from the IMU data sheet. The

product of RΩ2z and RΩ̄z/T are vectors belong
to R3. The ith element of RΩ̄z/T is equal to
1
T

∑3
k=1 zk

∑3
j=1(rijω̄jk) where rij and ω̄ij refer to

the element in ith row and jth column in R and Ω̄,
and zk refers to the kth element in z.

We can find the variance of the ith element of
RΩ̄z/T as:

V ar

(
ith element of

RΩ̄z

T

)
=

1

T 2

3∑
k=1

z2k

3∑
j=1

V ar(rijω̄jk)

(30)

By assuming independence between rij and ω̄jk

for simplicity, we find V ar(rijω̄jk) as follows,
where E refers to the expectation:

V ar(rijω̄jk) = V ar(rij)V ar(ω̄jk)+

V ar(rij)E[ω̄jk]
2 + V ar(ω̄jk)E[rij]

2 (31)

The estimated rij and ω̄jk from the algorithms
are used as the expectations. The variance of rij is
extracted from the covariance matrix of the Kalman
filter while the variance of (ω̄jk) is equal to twice
the variance of the angular velocity which is given
in the IMU’s data sheet.

Regarding the other term (RΩ2z), let us find the
mean and variance of Ω2 first, where:

Ω2 =

−ω2
z − ω2

y ωxωy ωxωz

ωxωy −ω2
z − ω2

x ωzωy

ωxωz ωyωz −ω2
y − ω2

x

 (32)

By assuming independence, we can find V ar(ωiωj)
by the same formula used in (31), and E[ωiωj] =
E[ωi]E[ωj]. To find mean and variance of ω2

i , the
author uses the statistics for the square of variables
such that:

E(ω2
i ) =V ar(ωi) + E[ωi]

2 (33)
V ar(ω2

i ) =2V ar(ωi)
2 + 4E[ωi]V ar(ωi) (34)

Finally, we can find the variance of ith element of
RΩ2z by using (30) with replacing Ω̄ with Ω2 and
deleting the time period (T ).
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Schröder. Integrating generic sensor fusion algorithms with
sound state representations through encapsulation of manifolds.
Information Fusion, 14(1):57–77, 2013.

[46] Søren Hauberg, François Lauze, and Kim Steenstrup Pedersen.
Unscented kalman filtering on riemannian manifolds. Journal
of mathematical imaging and vision, 46(1):103–120, 2013.

[47] Henrique MT Menegaz, João Y Ishihara, and Hugo TM
Kussaba. Unscented kalman filters for riemannian state-space
systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 64(4):1487–
1502, 2018.

[48] Yifeng Cao, Ashutosh Dhekne, and Mostafa Ammar. Itracku:
tracking a pen-like instrument via uwb-imu fusion. In
Proceedings of the 19th Annual International Conference on
Mobile Systems, Applications, and Services, pages 453–466,
2021.

[49] B Venkata Krishnaveni, K Suresh Reddy, and P Ramana Reddy.
Indoor tracking by adding imu and uwb using unscented kalman
filter. Wireless Personal Communications, pages 1–22, 2022.

[50] Ruizhi Chen, Zheng Li, Feng Ye, Guangyi Guo, Shihao Xu,
Long Qian, Zuoya Liu, and Lixiong Huang. Precise indoor
positioning based on acoustic ranging in smartphone. IEEE
Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement, 70:1–12,
2021.

[51] Mohammed H AlSharif, Mohanad Ahmed, Mohamed Siala,
and Tareq Y Al-Naffouri. Kalman filtering for precise indoor
position and orientation estimation using imu and acoustics on
riemannian manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.01002, 2024.

[52] Jun Qi and Guo-Ping Liu. A robust high-accuracy ultrasound
indoor positioning system based on a wireless sensor network.
Sensors, 17(11):2554, 2017.

[53] Chao Cai, Rong Zheng, Jun Li, Linwei Zhu, Henglin Pu, and
Menglan Hu. Asynchronous acoustic localization and tracking
for mobile targets. IEEE Internet of Things Journal, 7(2):830–
845, 2019.

[54] David Titterton, John L Weston, and John Weston. Strapdown
inertial navigation technology, volume 17. IET, 2004.

[55] Petre P Teodorescu. Mechanical Systems, Classical Models:
Volume I: Particle Mechanics. Springer, 2007.

[56] Mohammed H AlSharif, Ahmed Douik, Mohanad Ahmed,
Tareq Y Al-Naffouri, and Babak Hassibi. Manifold optimization
for high-accuracy spatial location estimation using ultrasound
waves. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 69:5078–5093,
2021.

[57] John E Dennis Jr and Robert B Schnabel. Numerical methods
for unconstrained optimization and nonlinear equations. SIAM,
1996.

[58] Chi-Tsong Chen. Linear system theory and design. Saunders
college publishing, 1984.

[59] Kianoush Emami, Tyrone Fernando, Herbert Ho-Ching Iu,
Hieu Trinh, and Kit Po Wong. Particle filter approach to
dynamic state estimation of generators in power systems. IEEE
transactions on power systems, 30(5):2665–2675, 2014.

[60] John D’Errico. nearestspd, 10 2023.
https://www.mathworks.com/matlabcentral/fileexchange/42885-
nearestspd.

[61] MultiMedia LLC TDK InvenSense.
Mpu9250specificationdatasheet, ps-
mpu-9250a-01, 6 2016. Rev. 1.1
https://www.digikey.jp/htmldatasheets/production/1431889/0/0/1/mpu-
9250.html.

[62] MIT’s Project Oxygen. The cricket indoor location system,
2006. Rev. 2.3.2, http://cricket.csail.mit.edu/.

[63] Marvelmind robotics. Startersetsuper-mp-3d. Rev. 1.1
https://marvelmind.com/product/starter-set-super-mp-3d/.

[64] QORVO. Dw1000 ieee802.15.4 -2011 uwb transceiver, 12
2017. Rev. 2.22 https://www.qorvo.com/products/p/DW1000.

[65] Peter Papcun and Ján Jadlovský. Optimizing industry robot
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