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Abstract— Trajectory prediction is a crucial element of guid-
ance, navigation, and control systems. This paper presents two
novel trajectory-prediction methods based on real-time position
measurements and adaptive input and state estimation (AISE).
The first method, called AISE/va, uses position measurements
to estimate the target velocity and acceleration. The second
method, called AISE/FS, models the target trajectory as a 3D
curve using the Frenet-Serret formulas, which require estimates
of velocity, acceleration, and jerk. To estimate velocity, acceler-
ation, and jerk in real time, AISE computes first, second, and
third derivatives of the position measurements. AISE does not
rely on assumptions about the target maneuver, measurement
noise, or disturbances. For trajectory prediction, both methods
use measurements of the target position and estimates of
its derivatives to extrapolate from the current position. The
performance of AISE/va and AISE/FS is compared numerically
with the α-β-γ filter, which shows that AISE/FS provides more
accurate trajectory prediction than AISE/va and traditional
methods, especially for complex target maneuvers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Trajectory prediction is a crucial element of guidance,
navigation, and control systems. This objective requires
estimation algorithms that account for measurement noise
and changing environmental conditions [1], [2]. Trajectory-
prediction methods for aircraft can be categorized into three
main areas: state estimation models, kinematic models, and
machine learning-based models [3]. For autonomous vehi-
cles, a survey of trajectory-prediction methods is given in
[4].

State-estimation-based trajectory prediction has been
widely studied. Chatterji [5] used a Kalman filter (KF)
for short-term prediction by estimating ground speed and
trajectory angle, and then propagating the position using
kinematic equations. However, the reliance of this method
on fixed aircraft intention affects accuracy when deviations
occur. To address inefficiencies in high-dimensional state
estimation, Lymperopoulos et al [6] proposed a particle
filter as an alternative to sequential Monte Carlo techniques,
improving trajectory prediction under complex conditions.

Trajectory prediction is vital for air traffic management
(ATM) and flight planning. Ayhan and Samet [7] introduced a
stochastic model using 3D grids and weather data, improving
safety, efficiency, and fuel savings in ATM. Similarly, Lin et
al [8] proposed a method based on relative motion between
positions using historical data, hidden Markov models, and
Gaussian mixture models to enhance prediction accuracy.

Ammoun [9] uses the Kalman filter for real-time trajec-
tory prediction. Lefkopoulos [10] proposed interaction-aware
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motion prediction for autonomous driving, which is based on
the interacting-multiple-model Kalman filter.

Input-estimation techniques for maneuvering targets were
explored by Lee [11] and Bar-Shalom [12], and a Kalman-
filter-based scheme incorporating input estimation was intro-
duced by Khaloozadeh [13]. Gupta [14], Ahmed [15], and
Han [16] extended these methods by introducing adaptive
input-estimation techniques for maneuvering targets. Addi-
tionally, Tenne [17] analyzed the performance of α-β-γ
filters for constant-acceleration targets, while Hasan [18]
proposed an adaptive α-β filter using genetic algorithms for
real-time parameter adaptation.

Machine learning has increasingly been integrated into
predictive models for trajectory prediction, incorporating
neural networks and data-driven approaches. Akcal et al
[19] introduced a recurrent neural network to predict target
acceleration within a pursuer guidance algorithm. Pang et
al [20] applied a Bayesian neural network for probabilistic
trajectory prediction, using approximate Bayesian inference,
which generated trajectory predictions with confidence inter-
vals.

More recent advancements leverage differential geometry
for target tracking, particularly in 3D maneuvering environ-
ments. Bonnabel et al [21] introduced a method using the
Frenet-Serret frame to track target motion based on position
measurements, under the assumption of constant speed, uni-
form curvature, and planar motion. Further extensions of the
Frenet-Serret framework by Gibbs [22] used IEKF to track
accelerating targets. Giulio et al [23] used a Frenet-Serret-
based trajectory-prediction method with accelerometer and
rate-gyro data, estimating curvature and torsion parameters of
the Frenet frame for dynamic environments. These methods
differ from the current work, where the focus is on predicting
target trajectories using only position measurements.

Two novel methods for trajectory prediction are presented.
The first method estimates the target velocity (v) and accel-
eration (a) by estimating the first and second derivatives of
the position measurements; this approach is called AISE/va.
The second method models the target trajectory as a three-
dimensional curve using the Frenet-Serret (FS) formulas,
which require estimates of the velocity, acceleration, and
jerk of the target position; this method is called AISE/FS.
For real-time derivative estimation, adaptive input and state
estimation (AISE) is used [24]–[26]. AISE operates with-
out assumptions about the target maneuver, measurement
noise, or disturbances, thereby eliminating the need for prior
information about the target or sensor characteristics. For
trajectory prediction, both methods use measurements of the
target position and estimates of its derivatives to extrapolate
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from the current position. A summary of AISE is given in
Section III. The performance of AISE/va and AISE/FS is
compared numerically with the α-β-γ filter, which shows
that AISE/FS provides more accurate trajectory prediction
than AISE/va and traditional methods, especially for complex
target maneuvers.

This paper is organized as follows: Section II intro-
duces the problem statement. Section III discusses the AISE
method. Section IV introduces AISE/va, and Section V
presents AISE/FS for trajectory prediction. Finally, Section
VI presents two numerical examples comparing these meth-
ods with conventional approaches.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

We assume that the Earth is inertially non-rotating,
and non-accelerating. The right-handed frame FE =[
ı̂E ȷ̂E k̂E

]
is fixed relative to the Earth, with the origin

oE located at any convenient point on the Earth’s surface;
hence, oE has zero inertial acceleration. k̂E points downward,
and ı̂E and ȷ̂E are horizontal. oT is any point fixed on the
target.

The location of the target origin oT relative to oE at each
time instant is represented by the position vector

⇀
r oT/oE , as

shown in Figure 1. We assume that a sensor measures the
position of the target in the frame FE as

pk
△
=

⇀
r oT/oE(tk)

∣∣∣∣
E

∈ R3, (1)

where k is the step and tk
△
= kTs. Here, pk = p(kTs) is

the position measurements of the target at step k, with Ts

being the sample time. The first and second derivatives of

Target

Fig. 1:
⇀
r oT/oE is the physical position vector between oT

and oE.

⇀
r oT/oE with respect to FE represent the physical velocity

and acceleration vector
E•
⇀
r oT/oE and

E••
⇀
r oT/oE . Resolving

E•
⇀
r oT/oE and

E••
⇀
r oT/oE in FE yields

vk
△
= ṗk =

E•
⇀
r oT/oE (tk)

∣∣∣∣
E

∈ R3, (2)

ak
△
= p̈k =

E••
⇀
r oT/oE (tk)

∣∣∣∣
E

∈ R3. (3)

Using position measurements of the target given by (1)
at step k, we predict the future trajectory p̂k+l for all l =
1, . . . , ℓ.

III. REVIEW OF ADAPTIVE INPUT AND STATE
ESTIMATION

Here we summarize AISE [24]–[26] for real-time numer-
ical differentiation. Consider the linear discrete-time SISO
system

xk+1 = Axk +Bdk, (4)
yk = Cxk +D2,kwk, (5)

where k ≥ 0 is the step, xk ∈ Rn is the unknown state,
dk ∈ R is unknown input, yk ∈ R is a measured output,
wk ∈ R is standard white noise, and D2,kwk ∈ R is the
measurement noise at time t = kTs, where Ts is the sample
time. The matrices A ∈ Rn×n, B ∈ Rn×1, and C ∈ R1×n

are assumed to be known, and D2,k is assumed to be
unknown. The sensor-noise covariance is V2,k

△
= D2,kD

T
2,k.

The goal of adaptive input estimation (AIE) is to estimate
dk and xk.

To apply AIE to real-time numerical differentiation, we
use (4) and (5) to model a discrete-time integrator. As a
result, AIE provides an estimate d̂k of the derivative of the
sampled output yk. For single discrete-time differentiation,

A = 1, B = Ts, C = 1, (6)

for double discrete-time differentiation,

A =

[
1 Ts

0 1

]
, B =

[
1
2T

2
s

Ts

]
, C =

[
1 0

]
, (7)

and for triple discrete-time differentiation,

A =

1 Ts
1
2T

2
s

0 1 Ts

0 0 1

 , B =

 1
6T

3
s

1
2T

2
s

Ts

 , C =
[
1 0 0

]
.

(8)

Note that (7) represents a discretized double integrator.
Therefore, the output of (7) is approximately the second
integral of the input of (7). Equivalently, the input of (7)
is approximately the second derivative of the output of (7).
Similar statements hold for (6) and (8).

A. Input Estimation

AIE comprises three subsystems, namely, the Kalman filter
forecast subsystem, the input-estimation subsystem, and the
Kalman filter data-assimilation subsystem. First, consider the
Kalman filter forecast step

xfc,k+1 = Axda,k +Bd̂k, (9)
yfc,k = Cxfc,k, (10)
zk = yfc,k − yk, (11)

where xda,k ∈ Rn is the data-assimilation state, xfc,k ∈ Rn

is the forecast state, d̂k is the estimate of dk, yfc,k ∈ R is
the forecast output, zk ∈ R is the residual, and xfc,0 = 0.

Next, to obtain d̂k, the input-estimation subsystem of order
ne is given by the exactly proper, input-output dynamics

d̂k =

ne∑
i=1

Pi,kd̂k−i +

ne∑
i=0

Qi,kzk−i, (12)



where Pi,k ∈ R and Qi,k ∈ R. AIE minimizes a cost function
that depends on zk by updating Pi,k and Qi,k as shown
below. The subsystem (12) can be reformulated as

d̂k = Φkθk, (13)

where the estimated coefficient vector θk ∈ Rlθ is defined
by

θk
△
=

[
P1,k · · · Pne,k Q0,k · · · Qne,k

]T
, (14)

the regressor matrix Φk ∈ R1×lθ is defined by

Φk
△
=

[
d̂k−1 · · · d̂k−ne

zk · · · zk−ne

]
, (15)

and lθ
△
= 2ne + 1. The subsystem (12) can be written using

backward shift operator q−1 as

d̂k = Gd̂z,k(q
−1)zk, (16)

where

Gd̂z,k

△
= D−1

d̂z,k
Nd̂z ,k , (17)

Dd̂z,k(q
−1)

△
= Ild − P1,kq

−1 − · · · − Pne,kq
−ne , (18)

Nd̂z,k(q
−1)

△
= Q0,k +Q1,kq

−1 + · · ·+Qne,kq
−ne . (19)

Next, define the filtered signals

Φf,k
△
= Gf,k(q

−1)Φk, d̂f,k
△
= Gf,k(q

−1)d̂k, (20)

where, for all k ≥ 0,

Gf,k(q
−1) =

nf∑
i=1

q−iHi,k, (21)

Hi,k
△
=


CB, k ≥ i = 1,
CAk−1 · · ·Ak−(i−1)B, k ≥ i ≥ 2,
0, i > k,

(22)

and Ak
△
= A(I+Kda,kC), where Kda,k is the Kalman filter

gain given by (29) below. Furthermore, for all k ≥ 0, define
the retrospective performance variable zr,k : Rlθ → R by

zr,k(θ̂)
△
= zk − (d̂f,k − Φf,kθ̂), (23)

and define the retrospective cost function Jk : Rlθ → R by

Jk(θ̂)
△
=

k∑
i=0

k−i∏
j=1

λj

 [Rzz
2
r,i(θ̂) +Rd(Φiθ̂)

2]

+

 k∏
j=1

λj

 (θ̂ − θ0)
TRθ(θ̂ − θ0), (24)

where Rz ∈ (0,∞), Rd ∈ (0,∞), λk ∈ (0, 1] is the
forgetting factor, and the regularization weighting matrix
Rθ ∈ Rlθ×lθ is positive definite. Then, for all k ≥ 0, the
unique global minimizer

θk+1 ≜ argminθ̂∈Rlθ
Jk(θ̂) (25)

is given recursively by the RLS update equations [27], [28]

P−1
k+1 = λkP

−1
k + (1− λk)R∞ + Φ̃T

k R̃Φ̃k, (26)

θk+1 = θk − Pk+1Φ̃
T
k R̃(z̃k + Φ̃kθk), (27)

where P0
△
= R−1

θ , for all k ≥ 0, Pk ∈ Rlθ×lθ is the positive-
definite covariance matrix, the positive-definite matrix R∞ ∈
Rlθ×lθ is the user-selected resetting matrix, and where, for
all k ≥ 0,

Φ̃k
△
=

[
Φf,k

Φk

]
, z̃k

△
=

[
zk − d̂f,k

0

]
, R̃

△
=

[
Rz 0
0 Rd

]
.

Hence, (26) and (27) recursively update the estimated coef-
ficient vector (14).

The forgetting factor λk ∈ (0, 1] in (24) and (26) enables
the eigenvalues of Pk to increase, which facilitates adaptation
of the input-estimation subsystem (12) [29]. In addition, the
resetting matrix R∞ in (26) prevents the eigenvalues of Pk

from becoming excessively large under conditions of poor
excitation [28], a phenomenon known as covariance windup
[30]. Variable-rate forgetting based on the F-test is used to
select the forgetting factor λk ∈ (0, 1]. Additional details are
given in [25], [31].

B. State Estimation

The forecast variable xfc,k updated by (9) is used to obtain
the estimate xda,k of xk given, for all k ≥ 0, by the Kalman
filter data-assimilation step

xda,k = xfc,k +Kda,kzk, (28)

where the Kalman filter gain Kda,k ∈ Rn, the data-
assimilation error covariance Pda,k ∈ Rn×n, and the forecast
error covariance Pfc,k+1 ∈ Rn×n are given by

Kda,k = −Pfc,kC
T(CPfc,kC

T + V2,k)
−1, (29)

Pda,k = (In +Kda,kC)Pfc,k, (30)

Pfc,k+1 = APda,kA
T + V1,k, (31)

where V2,k ∈ R is the measurement noise covariance, V1,k

is defined by

V1,k
△
= Bvar(dk − d̂k)B

T

+Acov(xk − xda,k, dk − d̂k)B
T

+Bcov(dk − d̂k, xk − xda,k)A
T, (32)

and Pfc,0 = 0.

C. Adaptive State Estimation

This section summarizes the adaptive state estimation
component of AISE. Assuming that, for all k ≥ 0, V1,k

and V2,k are unknown in (31) and (29), the goal is to adapt
V1,adapt,k and V2,adapt,k at each step k to estimate V1,k and
V2,k. To do this, we define, for all k ≥ 0, the performance
metric Jk : Rn×n × R → R by

Jk(V1, V2)
△
= |Ŝk − Sk|, (33)



where Ŝk is the sample variance of zk over [0, k] defined by

Ŝk
△
=

1

k

k∑
i=0

(zi − zk)
2, zk

△
=

1

k + 1

k∑
i=0

zi, (34)

and Sk is the variance of the residual zk determined by the
Kalman filter, given by

Sk
△
= C(APda,k−1A

T + V1)C
T + V2. (35)

For all k ≥ 0, we assume for simplicity that

V1,adapt,k ≜ ηkIn, (36)

and we define the set S of minimizers (ηk, V2,adapt,k) of Jk
by

S △
= {(ηk, V2,adapt,k) : η ∈ [ηL, ηU] and (37)

V2 ≥ 0 minimize Jk(ηIn, V2)}, (38)

where 0 ≤ ηL ≤ ηU. Next, defining Jf,k : R → R by

Jf,k(V1)
△
= Ŝk − C(APda,k−1A

T + V1)C
T, (39)

and using (35), it follows that (33) can be written as

Jk(V1, V2) = |Jf,k(V1)− V2|. (40)

We then construct the set Jf,k of positive values of Jf,k given
by

Jf,k
△
= {Jf,k(ηIn) : Jf,k(ηIn) > 0, ηL ≤ η ≤ ηU} ⊆ R.

(41)

Following result provides a technique for computing ηk and
V2,adapt,k defined in (38).

Proposition 3.1: Let k ≥ 0. Then, the following state-
ments hold:

i) Assume that Jf,k is nonempty, let β ∈ [0, 1], and define
ηk and V2,k by

ηk = argmin
η∈[ηL,ηU ]

|Jf,k(ηIn)− Ĵf,k(β)|, (42)

V2,adapt,k = Jf,k(ηkIn), (43)

where

Ĵf,k(β)
△
= βminJf,k + (1− β)maxJf,k. (44)

Then, (ηk, V2,adapt,k) ∈ S.
ii) Assume that Jf,k is empty, and define ηk and V2,k by

ηk = argmin
η∈[ηL,ηU]

|Jf,k(ηIn)|, (45)

V2,adapt,k = 0. (46)

Then, (ηk, V2,adapt,k) ∈ S.
Proof: See Section 5.2 of [24]. □
A block diagram of AISE is shown in Figure 2. Hence,

at each step k ≥ 0, d̂k is computed from the input yk, such
that

d̂k = faise,k(yk), (47)

where faise,k : R → R encodes the operations performed by
(9)−(13), (20), (21), (26), (27), (28)−(31), (36), (42), (43),
(45), (46). Note that faise,k depends on the current step k
since several internal variables are updated at each step.

Kalman filter
forecast

Kalman filter
data-

assimilation

 

Adaptive  
Input Estimation
(AIE) subsystem

Adaptive 
 State Estimation (ASE) 

subsystem

Adaptation of

Physical
systemUnknown

input

Unknown
noise

Fig. 2: Block diagram of AISE.

IV. TRAJECTORY PREDICTION USING AISE/VA

At step k, to predict the future trajectory p̂k+l for l ∈
{1, . . . , ℓ}, we consider AISE/va. AISE/va uses the velocity
and acceleration in (2) and (3) with the second-order approx-
imation

p̂k+l
△
= pk + lTsv̂k + 1

2 l
2T 2

s âk, (48)

where v̂k and âk are estimates of vk and ak, k+ l is a future
time step, and ℓ is the horizon. Note that (48) assumes that
the velocity and acceleration are constant over the horizon.
The derivative estimates v̂k and âk in (48) are computed
using AISE, which is summarized in Section III. AISE/va
uses the estimates of velocity and acceleration obtained using
AISE for trajectory prediction with horizon ℓ steps.

V. TRAJECTORY PREDICTION USING AISE/FS

At step k, to predict the future trajectory p̂k+l for l ∈
{1, . . . , ℓ}, we consider AISE/FS. Since the target moves in
3D space along the trajectory p(t) ∈ R3, it follows that

ṗ(t) = u(t)T (t), (49)

where T (t) is the unit tangent vector and u(t) ≥ 0 is the
speed along T (t). The Frenet-Serret formulas are given by

Ṫ (t) = u(t)κ̃(t)N(t), (50)

Ṅ(t) = u(t)[−κ̃(t)T (t) + τ̃(t)B(t)], (51)

Ḃ(t) = −u(t)τ̃(t)N(t), (52)

where κ̃(t) is the curvature, τ̃(t) is the torsion, and N(t) is
the unit normal vector and B(t) is the unit binormal vectors.
The vectors T (t), N(t), and B(t) are mutually orthogonal.
For brevity, the time variable t will be omitted henceforth.

The Frenet-Serret formulas (50), (51), and (52), can be
written as [21]

[
Ṫ Ṅ Ḃ

]
= u

[
T N B

] 0 −κ̃ 0
κ̃ 0 −τ̃
0 τ̃ 0

 . (53)

Defining κ
△
= uκ̃ and τ

△
= uτ̃ , we write (53) as

[
Ṫ Ṅ Ḃ

]
=

[
T N B

] 0 −κ 0
κ 0 −τ
0 τ 0

 . (54)



Defining the orthogonal matrix R
△
=

[
T N B

]
, (54) and

(49) can be written as

Ṙ = Rω×, (55)

ṗ = R
[
u 0 0

]T
, (56)

where (·)× denotes a 3×3 skew-symmetric matrix and ω
△
=[

τ 0 κ
]T

.
Using the position, velocity, and acceleration defined by

(1), (2), and (3), the tangent, normal, and binormal vectors
at step k are given by (excluding nongeneric cases) [32]

Tk =
pk
∥pk∥

, (57)

Nk =
vk × (ak × vk)

∥vk∥∥ak × vk∥
, (58)

Bk =
vk × ak
∥vk × ak∥

, (59)

where Tk
△
= T (kTs), Nk

△
= N(kTs), and Bk

△
= B(kTs).

Similarly, u, κ̃, and τ̃ at step k are given by [32]

uk = ∥vk∥, (60)

κ̃k =
∥vk × ak∥
∥vk∥3

, (61)

τ̃k =
vTk (ak × jk)

∥vk × ak∥2
, (62)

where uk
△
= u(kTs), κ̃k

△
= κ̃(kTs), τ̃k

△
= τ̃(kTs), and the

jerk is defined by

jk
△
=

...
p k =

E•••
⇀
r oT/oE (tk)

∣∣∣∣
E

∈ R3. (63)

Assuming zero-order hold, integrating (55) from kTs to
(k + 1)Ts yields [33]

Rk+1 = Rkexp(ω×
k Ts), (64)

where

ωk =
[
τk 0 κk

]T
=

[
uk τ̃k 0 ukκ̃k

]T
. (65)

Likewise, integrating (56) from kTs to (k+1)Ts yields [33]

pk+1 = pk +Rk

(∫ (k+1)Ts

kTs

exp(ω×
k t) dt

)[
uk 0 0

]T
.

(66)

Next, defining [34], [35]

Γ0(ϕ)
△
= I3 +

sin(∥ϕ∥)
∥ϕ∥

ϕ× +
1− cos(∥ϕ∥)

∥ϕ∥2
ϕ×2, (67)

Γ1(ϕ)
△
= I3 +

1− cos(∥ϕ∥)
∥ϕ∥2

ϕ× +
∥ϕ∥ − sin(∥ϕ∥)

∥ϕ∥3
ϕ×2,

(68)

it follows that

exp(ω×
k Ts) = Γ0(ωkTs), (69)

∫ (k+1)Ts

kTs

exp(ω×
k t) dt = Γ1(ωkTs)Ts. (70)

Using (67) and (68), we write (64) and (66) as the discrete-
time dynamics

Rk+1 = RkΓ0(ωkTs), (71)

pk+1 = pk + TsRkΓ1(ωkTs)
[
uk 0 0

]T
. (72)

To predict the trajectory l steps into the future, it follows
from (71) and (72) that, for all l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ},

R̂k+l = Rk[Γ0(ωkTs)]
l, (73)

p̂k+l = pk + Ts

[
Rk +

l−1∑
i=1

R̂k+i

]
Γ1(ωkTs)

[
uk 0 0

]T
.

(74)

Note that (73) and (74) assume that, for all l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ},
ωk+l = ωk and uk+l = uk.

Using numerical differentiation, AISE/FS uses the position
measurement pk to compute the velocity estimate v̂k, the
acceleration estimate âk, and the jerk estimate ĵk. These
estimates are used to compute the Frenet-Serret parameters
(60), (61), (62), and (65), which approximate the 3D curve
followed by the target. These parameters are used by (74)
for trajectory prediction with horizon l = ℓ steps.

A. Summary

Table I summarizes the trajectory prediction given by (48)
and (74) with vk, ak, and jk replaced by the estimates v̂k,
âk, and ĵk obtained from AISE. Additionally, Figure 3 shows
the block diagram of AISE/va and AISE/FS.

Trajectory Prediction
Method

Prediction
Equation

Estimates from
AISE

AISE/va (48) v̂k , âk

AISE/FS (74) v̂k , âk , ĵk

TABLE I: AISE uses the position data pk to compute the
estimates v̂k, âk, and ĵk. AISE/va and AISE/FS use these
estimates to predict the trajectory with horizon ℓ steps.

Physical
system

Sensor
noise AISE Frenet-Serret

Formulas
AISE/FS

AISE AISE/va

AISE/FS Trajectory Prediction Method 

AISE/va Trajectory Prediction Method 

Fig. 3: Block diagram of AISE/va and AISE/FS trajectory
prediction methods.



VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, two numerical examples are used to
compare AISE/va and AISE/FS. For further comparison,
velocity and acceleration estimates v̂k and âk in (48) are also
obtained from two additional numerical differentiation meth-
ods, namely, the backward difference with Butterworth filter
(BDB) and the α-β-γ filter (ABG). In BDB, noisy position
measurements are first smoothed using a Butterworth filter,
followed by the backward difference. The tracking index Γ is
a key parameter in the α-β-γ filter [36]. Table II summarizes
the prediction methods.

Prediction Methods v̂k âk ĵk
BDB/va Used Used Not used
ABG/va Used Used Not used
AISE/va Used Used Not used
AISE/FS Used Used Used

TABLE II: Estimates used in the prediction methods
BDB/va, ABG/va, and AISE/va. AISE/FS requires estimates
of the first, second, and third derivatives of pk.

To assess the accuracy of the predicted trajectory, we de-
fine the root-mean-square error (RMSE) metric with horizon
ℓ steps

RMSEℓ
△
=

1

Ñ

√√√√N−ℓ∑
k=k0

(pk+ℓ − p̂k+ℓ)2 ∈ R3, (75)

where Ñ = N−ℓ−(k0−1). To avoid the transient adaptation
of AISE, k starts from k0 = 2000 in (75). Note that the three-
axis components of (75), defined as RMSEx,ℓ, RMSEy,ℓ,
and RMSEz,ℓ ∈ R, represent the RMSE values in the x, y,
and z directions.

Example 6.1: Trajectory Prediction for a Parabolic Tra-
jectory. In this scenario, the target follows a parabolic
trajectory in the x-y plane with uniform gravity 9.8 m/s2 in
the negative y direction. The discrete-time position is given
by

pk =
[
400kTs 400kTs − 9.8 (kTs)

2

2

]T
, (76)

where Ts = 0.01 s and k ≥ 0. To simulate noisy measure-
ments of the target position, white Gaussian noise is added
to pk, with standard deviation σ = 1.0 m. The horizon is
ℓ = 100 steps, which corresponds to 1 s.

For single differentiation using AISE, we set ne = 25,
nf = 50, Rz = 1, Rd = 10−1, Rθ = 10−3.5I51, η = 0.002,
τn = 5, τd = 25, α = 0.002, and R∞ = 10−4. The
parameters V1,k and V2,k are adapted, with ηL = 10−6,
ηU = 0.1, and β = 0.55 as described in Section III-C.
For double differentiation using AISE, all parameters are the
same as for single differentiation. For triple differentiation
using AISE, the parameters are the same as for single
differentiation, except Rθ = 10−6I51 and β = 0.5. For BDB,
the Butterworth filter is 10th order with a cutoff frequency
of 0.8π rad/step. For ABG, the tracking index is Γ = 0.6.

Table III presents the RMSE values (75) in the x and y
directions, with horizon ℓ = 100 steps, for BDB/va, ABG/va,
AISE/va, and AISE/FS. Among these, AISE/FS achieves the
lowest overall RMSE. Figure 4 shows the predicted trajectory
at each step for the horizon ℓ = 100 steps. Figure 5 shows the
estimated parameters of the Frenet-Serret frame using AISE.
The estimated parameters closely match the true values. ⋄

Prediction Method RMSEx,100 RMSEy,100

BDB/va 396.24 405.86
ABG/va 4709.44 4324.09
AISE/va 34.90 32.07
AISE/FS 3.08 4.81

TABLE III: RMSE values in x and y direction with horizon
ℓ = 100 steps for the parabolic trajectory.

Fig. 4: Example 6.1: Trajectory prediction for a parabolic
trajectory using AISE/FS. (a) The purple line shows the
predicted trajectory with horizon ℓ = 100 steps. (b) Zoom
of (a).
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Fig. 5: Example 6.1: Trajectory prediction for a parabolic
trajectory using AISE/FS. Estimates of κ̃, τ̃ , and u are
computed using AISE.



Example 6.2: Trajectory Prediction for a Helical Trajec-
tory. In this scenario, the target follows a helical trajectory
with discrete-time position given by

pk =
[
20 sin(0.5kTs) 20 cos(0.5kTs) kTs

]T
(77)

where Ts = 0.01 s and k ≥ 0. To simulate noisy measure-
ments, white Gaussian noise with standard deviation σ = 0.1
m is added to each position measurement. The parameters
of AISE, BDB, and ABG are the same as in Example 6.1.

Table IV presents the RMSE values (75) in the x, y, and z
directions, with horizon ℓ = 100 steps, for BDB/va, ABG/va,
AISE/va, and AISE/FS. Among these, AISE/FS achieves the
lowest overall RMSE. Figure 6 shows the predicted trajectory
at each step for the horizon ℓ = 100 steps. Figure 7 shows
the estimated parameters of Frenet-Serret using AISE. The
estimated parameters closely match the true values. ⋄

Prediction Method RMSEx,100 RMSEy,100 RMSEz,100

BDB/va 83.97 86.42 83.91
ABG/va 47.11 41.08 43.38
AISE/va 1.45 0.89 0.08
AISE/FS 0.46 0.27 0.05

TABLE IV: RMSE values with horizon ℓ = 100 steps for the
helical trajectory. Note that AISE/FS provides the minimum
RMSE along each axis.

Fig. 6: Example 6.2: Trajectory prediction for the helical
trajectory using AISE/FS. The purple line shows that the
trajectory prediction with horizon ℓ = 100 steps is close to
the true trajectory.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper introduced two methods, AISE/va and
AISE/FS, for real-time trajectory prediction based on po-
sition measurements. AISE/va uses estimates of velocity and
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Fig. 7: Example 6.2: Trajectory prediction for a helical
trajectory using AISE/FS. Estimates of κ̃, τ̃ , and u are
computed using AISE.

acceleration to predict the future trajectory. AISE/FS uses
position measurements to estimate the Frenet-Serret frame
of the target trajectory, which requires estimates of velocity,
acceleration, and jerk to predict the future trajectory.

For both methods, adaptive input and state estimation
(AISE) was used to estimate the required derivatives. The
performance of both methods was compared numerically
with traditional approaches for a parabolic trajectory and
a helical trajectory. AISE/FS demonstrated more accurate
predictions, despite the challenge of estimating the noisier
third derivative. Future research will quantify the prediction
accuracy of AISE/FS as a function of the effect of the sensor
noise on the accuracy of the third derivative of position, that
is, the jerk, which is needed to estimate torsion.
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