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Abstract— This letter presents a novel guidance law for
target tracking applications where the target motion model is
unknown and sensor measurements are intermittent due to un-
known environmental conditions and low measurement update
rate. In this work, the target motion model is represented by
a transformer-based neural network and trained by previous
target position measurements. This neural network (NN)-based
motion model serves as the prediction step in a particle filter
for target state estimation and uncertainty quantification. Then
this estimation uncertainty is utilized in the information-driven
guidance law to compute a path for the mobile agent to
travel to a position with maximum expected entropy reduction
(EER). The computation of EER is performed in real-time
by approximating the probability distribution of the state
using the particle representation from particle filter. Simulation
and hardware experiments are performed with a quadcopter
agent and TurtleBot target to demonstrate that the presented
guidance law outperforms two other baseline guidance methods.

I. INTRODUCTION

Target tracking refers to a capability of an agent to esti-
mate a motion model or dynamics of a moving target based
on sensor measurements. In many scenarios, target tracking
becomes more challenging as sensor measurements become
poor or unavailable intermittently. For example, as shown
in Figure 1, when a drone (agent) tracks a ground vehicle
(target) for reconnaissance, the target may be occluded by
obstacles, such as buildings or vegetation, from the agent’s
sensor field-of-view (FOV). When the measurements are
unavailable, the agent can only predict the target position
using approximated motion models. Therefore, the agent
must plan its path considering the estimated motion model
so that the agent can obtain target measurements once the
target becomes visible and reduce the uncertainty associated
with target estimate.

To improve the time the target is being observed, it is
essential to obtain an accurate motion model to predict the
target state when sensor measurements are unavailable. The
agent can utilize prior observations of the target to train
motion models offline; however, recent work demonstrated
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Fig. 1: An example scenario of target tracking with intermit-
tent measurements.

a real-time method to train a motion model network [1]
and attention-based deep motion model networks (DMMN)
[2] based on the intermittent camera measurements obtained
online. In [3] and [4], the authors study dwell-time conditions
to find the time that the target can leave the sensor FOV while
having a bounded estimation error. However, the agent’s
guidance approach, which plans the agent’s next waypoint
to observe the target and reduce the estimation uncertainty,
has not been studied in the aforementioned related research
that utilize learned motion models.

Information-theoretic approaches have proven effective in
planning the agent’s next waypoint when onboard sensors
need to obtain certain measurements to reduce estimation
uncertainty [5], [6]. These information-driven planning ap-
proaches find the best action, or waypoint, for the agent
that gives the highest expected information gain with respect
to the measurements at a future time step. Additionally,
due to its high computational complexity, particle filters
have been used to approximate the probability distributions
used in the computation [7]–[10]. These information-driven
planning approaches implemented with particle filters have
been proven to be effective in other applications, including
simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM) [11]. An-
other information-based tracking approach is demonstrated in
[12], where the authors use optimal information gain to track
a target with multiple agents; however, [12] assumes that the
road network, along which the targets move, is known so
that the cost function can use this knowledge on the road
network to find the waypoints to maximize the information
gain and avoid collisions with other agents.

In this letter, a novel real-time, image-based uncertainty-
aware guidance law is proposed to track a moving target,
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with unknown dynamics model, subject to occlusions caused
by unknown environmental conditions and physical limita-
tions of the camera FOV (Problem Statement in Section II).
This novel approach utilizes a transformer-based DMMN in
a particle filter estimator to predict the state of a moving
target, whose uncertainty is then utilized by a following
novel information-driven planning algorithm that computes
the path for the mobile agent to reduce the uncertainty
by maximizing the expected entropy reduction (EER). A
sampling method is developed to estimate the EER using
a subset of the particles and for the DMMN to enable real-
time hardware demonstration of the framework (described
in Sections III and IV). This proposed uncertainty-aware
guidance law for target tracking is then compared to other
baseline approaches (Section V). The code for this paper has
been open sourced.1

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

This work considers the problem of finding a guidance law
of an aerial agent that is tasked with tracking a moving target
on the ground. The agent is equipped with a fixed downward-
facing camera that uses images to measure the position the
target. The agent is assumed to operate at a constant height
such that the projected geometry of the camera’s field-of-
view (FOV) remains constant. The target is moves along an
unknown road network, which is unknown to the agent and
is learned using the DMMN from measurements available a
priori. To achieve the tracking objective, the agent uses the
DMMN-based particle filter to estimate the target’s current
position and predict the future position at any time. Using
these predictions, the agent approximates the guidance law
that will minimize the DMMN-based particle filter future
uncertainty.

The workspace is defined as a 3D Euclidean space,
W ⊂ R3, in which three coordinate frames are defined as
shown in Figure 2. The inertial frame is denoted by Fg and
defined with an arbitrarily selected origin g with the basis
{xg, yg, zg}. The agent’s camera frame, Fc, is defined with
the origin at the principal point of the camera, denoted by
c. The basis of Fc is {xc, yc, zc}, where the zc-axis is along
the viewing direction and collinear with the optical axis. The
mobile target frame, denoted by Fm, has an origin located
at the center of the target, denoted as m, with the basis
{xm, ym, zm}. The target is only moving along the road
network on xgyg-plane, denoted by P ⊂ R2. The projected
camera sensor FOV on is denoted by S ⊂ P .

Based on the aforementioned assumptions, the target state
is defined by x = [x y]⊤ ∈ P with respect to Fg . The center
of projected sensor FOV S, which is also the agent’s xgyg
position, is defined by s = [xs ys]

⊤ ∈ R2. The unknown area
where the target is occluded is denoted by O ⊂ P , i.e., the
target is occluded when x ∈ O. The target will be observed
if and only if x ∈ S ∩Oc. When the target is observed, the
agent obtains a measurement of the target state at discrete
time step k ∈ N0, denoted by zk = [x̃k ỹk]

⊤ ⊂ P , where x̃k

1https://github.com/andrespulido8/info-driven-guidance

Fig. 2: A schematic of the workspace and coordinates.

and ỹk are the estimated target position in Fg at k. A state’s
value at time step k is denoted by (·)k, and the set of state’s
value from time step k1 to k2 > k1 is denoted by (·)k1:k2

.
The sensor measurement model h is assumed to be prob-

abilistic and known, denoted by

zk = h(xk,nk) (1)

where nk denotes a random noise from a known distribution.
A set of measurements taken from time step k1 to k2 > k1 is
denoted by zk1:k2

. The unknown motion model is represented
by

xk = f(xk−1,vk−1) (2)

where vk−1 is an unknown process noise. The objective of
the guidance law is to find the future waypoint of an agent so
that target tracking uncertainty, i.e., the uncertainty in target
state estimation, is minimized.

III. UNCERTAINTY-AWARE GUIDANCE WITH
MOTION MODEL LEARNING

In order to learn the motion model of the target, the
presented method uses a transformer-based DMMN (Section
III-A), which is then inserted in target state estimation by
approximating the probability distribution using particles
(Section III-B). Then, the proposed guidance law computes
the next waypoint to reduce the target state estimation
uncertainty using expected entropy reduction (Section III-C).

A. Transformer-based Target Motion Model Learning

The target’s motion model is assumed unknown to the
tracking agent; however, the motion model can be trained
using previous measurements of the target. In this letter, the
motion model is represented by a transformer-based neural
network [13] and trained offline using position histories. The
network takes in a set of Kin position histories, x(k−Kin):k,
for k ∈ {Kin,Kin + 1, ...} and outputs a future position of
the target xk+K . By default, the network predicts a single
time step into the future, but by appending the prediction
to the input and feeding it through the network again, the
tracking agent can predict the targets future position over an
arbitrary time-horizon.

The network itself is comprised of a position encoder, a
multi-head transformer encoder, and a linear decoder. The
position encoder associates each data point of the input with



a relative time stamp, allowing the model to handle missing
data values. The transformer encoder takes the time series
data and the encoded time stamps and maps them to points
in a high-dimensional feature space. The decoder takes these
points and maps them to a predicted position. Before data
is fed into the network, each time series is centered to add
translation invariance. This procedure helps ensure that the
network learns to predict from the changes in pose within
each history rather than overfitting to the road network.

B. Target State Estimation using Particle Filter

The target state can be recursively estimated using
Bayesian inference. Specifically, the target state is estimated
through two steps. The first step is called prediction, which
computes

p(xk | z1:k−1) =

∫
p(xk | xk−1)p(xk−1 | z1:k−1)dxk−1

(3)
where p(xk | xk−1) represents how the target state tran-
sitions, corresponding to the motion model in (2). In this
letter, a transformer-based DMMN is developed to compute
this motion model as described in section III-A. The next
step is called update, represented as

p(xk | z1:k) ∝ p(zk | xk)p(xk | z1:k−1) (4)

where the probability density function p(zk | xk) is com-
puted using the measurement model in (1). It is assumed
that zk ∼ N (xk,Σ) and the covariance matrix Σ ∈ R2×2

is known.
Considering the non-linearity of the target motion model,

the target state is estimated using a particle filter. In the
particle filter, the probability density functions on the target
state is estimated using sampling techniques [8]. At time step
k − 1,

p(xk−1 | z1:k−1) ≈
N∑
i=1

w
(i)
k−1δ(xk−1 − x

(i)
k−1) (5)

where δ(·) is the Dirac delta function and N is the number
of particles. The weights are constrained by

∑N
i=1 w

(i)
k = 1.

C. EER-based Guidance Law

This letter proposes a guidance law for target tracking
based on EER that can be computed in real-time onboard an
aerial drone. Since entropy is a function of the probability
density function of target state estimation, the presented work
approximates entropy using sampling-based approximation
represented in (5). From [7], the entropy of target state
estimation can be approximated by

H(p(xk | z1:k)) ≈ log

(
N∑
i=1

p(zk | x(i)
k )w

(i)
k−1

)

−
N∑
i=1

log

p(zk | x(i)
k )(

N∑
j=1

p(x
(i)
k | x(j)

k−1)w
(j)
k−1)

w
(i)
k

(6)

When target measurements are unavailable, based on [10],
the entropy can be approximated by the particles of the prior
distribution as

H(p(xk | z1:k−1) ≈

−
N∑
i=1

log

 N∑
j=1

p(x
(i)
k | x(j)

k−1)w
(j)
k−1

w
(i)
k−1 (7)

In the guidance law, the expected value of entropy re-
duction should be computed as a function of the agent’s
future waypoint. Let us denote the agent’s waypoint at time
step k + K as λk+K , where K ∈ N is a user-selected
constant representing the time step horizon to plan the next
waypoint. Also, denote ẑk+K as the measurement obtained
at λk+K , and x̂k+K as the updated target state estimation.
The information gain is set as the entropy reduction, which
is represented as

I(ẑk+K , λk+K)

= H(p(xk | z1:k))−H(p(x̂k+K | z1:k, ẑk+K , λk+K))
(8)

Then, the expected information gain (or EER) is computed
by integrating over all possible measurements ẑk+K , which
is represented by

EER(λk+K) = Eẑk+K
[I(λk+K)]

=

∫
ẑk+K

p(ẑk+K | λk+K)I(ẑk+K , λk+K)dẑk+K (9)

Since the computational complexity of EER approxima-
tion grows exponentially to the number of particles N in
(5), it becomes computationally expensive to run onboard a
drone. Specifically, the entropy computation takes significant
time due to exponential complexity. Therefore, the proba-
bility density function p(xk | z1:k+K) is approximated by
sampling NH ≤ N particles to reduce computation time.
The number of particles sampled for entropy computation is
denoted by NH . These NH particles are uniformly sampled
from p(xk | z1:k−1) to make sure the distribution keeps the
same shape. Therefore, if ẑk+K ∈ S ∩ Oc at k +K, then

H(p(x̂k+K | z1:k, ẑk+K , λk+K))

≈ log

(
NH∑
i=1

p(ẑk+K | x̂(i)
k+K)w

(i)
k

)

−
NH∑
i=1

log

p(ẑk+K |x̂(i)
k+K)

NH∑
j=1

p(x̂
(i)
k+K |x(j)

k )w
(j)
k

 ŵ
(i)
k+K

(10)

and otherwise, i.e., ẑt+1 ̸∈ S ∩ Oc at k +K,

H(p(x̂k+K | z1:k, ẑk+K , λk+K))

≈ −
NH∑
i=1

log

NH∑
j=1

p(x̂
(i)
k+K | x(j)

k )w
(j)
k

w
(i)
k (11)



Fig. 3: Markov chain-like road network model used in
experiments.

EER takes the expectation of the information gain over all
the possible measurements as shown in (9). In order to reduce
computation time, the number of particles to approximate the
probability density function of ẑk+K is denoted by NM and
is a user-defined parameter. In the expectation calculation,
NM measurements are considered. Specifically, each of NH

particles passes through the measurement model to consider
NM possible measurements. In other words, from (1), each
particle x

(i)
k+K for i = 1, ..., NH , the expected measurements

ẑ
(j)
k+K = h(x(i)

k+K ,nk), (12)

for j = 1, 2, ..., NM , are used to compute the expectation in
(9). Therefore, the EER is computed using the particle-based
entropies derived before,

EER(λk+K) ≈ H(p(xk | z1:k))

−
NM∑
j=1

H (p(x̂k+K | z1:k, ẑk+K , λk+K)) p(ẑ
(j)
k+K | x̂k+k)

(13)

Then, the proposed guidance law computes the waypoint,
or goal position, at k such that the EER is maximized,

λk = argmax
λk+K∈Ak+K

EER(λk+K) (14)

where Ak+K is the set of possible waypoints for the agent
at k +K given the dynamics of the agent.

IV. EXPERIMENT SETUP

The target TurtleBot follows a road network, which is
modeled as a Markov chain. As shown in Figure 3, each node
from A to D corresponds to some landmarks, and the target
can move from one node to another based on the transitioning
probability, denoted in the edges in the Figure. This Markov
chain-like road network model is unknown to the agent, and
therefore, learned using the DMMN (Section III-A). Figure
3 also shows the dimensions of the road network and where
the occlusion is located. Note that the occlusion is located in
node A where the stochastic decision of the next node takes
place.

This work is validated on hardware platforms at the
Autonomous Vehicles Lab (AVL) located at the UF REEF.

TABLE I: Algorithm parameters used in simulation and
hardware experiments

Parameter Description Value
N Number of samples used for prior approxima-

tion (particles)
500

NH Number of samples used for entropy and EER
computation

25

NM Number of future measurements considered in
EER computation per sample

1

Kin Number target state histories input to
transformer-based motion model

10

K Time step horizon for waypoint planning 5
a Multinomial resampling threshold 0.9
b Uniform resampling threshold 0.3

A 11m x 5.5m flight space equipped with a motion capture
system with 12 cameras is used to validate the true positions
of the agent and target vehicles. The TurtleBot is equipped
with an Intel NUC7i7 computer and programmed to follow
the road network. The quadcopter (Figure 4b) also has a
NUC7i7 receiving the velocity commands from a computer
running the particle filter along with the NN for predicting
next target states, and the information-driven guidance. To be
able to compute the filter with the NN, and the information-
driven guidance in real time, they are run at 3 Hz and 2.5 Hz
respectively. To localize itself and track the desired positions,
the quadcopter computer runs the REEF Estimator and REEF
Control [14] as well as a DNN adaptive portion of the
controller that reduces disturbances, based on [15]. Before
the hardware experiments, the implemented algorithms are
tested in the Gazebo simulator (Figure 4a), which is available
as open-sourced code1. The hyper-parameters chosen in the
simulation and in hardware are shown in Table I.

(a) (b)

Fig. 4: (a) Gazebo simulation and (b) hardware setup of the
quadcopter agent and TurtleBot target.

V. RESULTS
A. Benchmark Comparison Setup

The novel tracking and guidance method presented in
Section III is compared with two other guidance methods
as baselines. For all experiments, the aim is to reduce
the tracking error, estimation error, and uncertainty of the
particle filter. The presented novel guidance law is referred to
as DMMN-based EER (DMMN-EER), for convenience. The
DMMN-EER computes the next waypoint as the position of
the maximum EER at the future k +K time step as shown
in (14).



The first baseline guidance method with which to compare
the DMMN-EER is referred to as Lawnmower and Tracking
(LAWN). LAWN computes the next waypoint as the position
of the last target measurement, zk. If a target measurement
is not available, LAWN outputs a lawnmower path (boustro-
phedon pattern) that covers the area of interest in P . This
guidance law attempts to track the target without a target
state estimation algorithm. The second baseline method
is referred to as Particle Filter Weighted Mean (PFWM).
PFWM computes the next waypoint as the estimated target
position at k using the weighted mean of the particle filter,
denoted by

µk =

N∑
i=1

w
(i)
k x

(i)
k (15)

Three metrics are used to compare the performance among
the three guidance methods described above. First, the track-
ing error, e, is defined by the xy−distance between the agent
and target on P , i.e.,

e = ||sk − xk||2 (16)

Second, the estimation error, ẽ, is defined by the distance
between the the actual target position and the estimated target
position computed by the weighted mean of the particle filter,
i.e.,

ẽ = ||
N∑
i=1

w
(i)
k x

(i)
k − xk||2 (17)

Third, the determinant of the covariance matrix, det(Σk), is
used to measure the target estimation uncertainty at time k.
The covariance matrix of the particle states is computed by
taking the sum of the difference between each particle and
the weighted mean, i.e.,

Σk =

(
N∑
i=1

w
(i)
k (µk − x

(i)
k )

)(
N∑
i=1

w
(i)
k (µk − x

(i)
k )

)⊤

(18)

B. Motion Model Learning Results

The DMMN model, presented in Section III-A, is first
implemented and tested in order to demonstrate that the
motion model can accurately propagate the target state. The
road network described in Figure 3 is used for the demon-
stration, and the DMMN is trained using target’s position
data obtained from an hour long run. The resulted DMMN is
shown in Figure 5. The figure compares the predicted change
in position from DMMN (in red) and the actual change in
position over a time step (in blue). The actual path of the
target is illustrated in black dotted line. From Figure 5, the
results show that DMMN can propagate the state of the target
close to the actual road network.

Additionally, the prediction performance of the DMMN is
compared to a baseline motion model to demonstrate the
effectiveness of DMMN in state estimation. The baseline
motion model estimates the target’s next position using an
estimated velocity computed by the change in observed po-
sition from when the target was in the FOV. In initialization

Fig. 5: The predicted target positions from the implemented
DMMN.

Fig. 6: Target tracking and estimation performance compari-
son among the DMMN-EER (presented), LAWN and PFWM
(baseline) guidance methods.

or resampling. This velocity is randomly sampled from a
range of [0, 0.7] m/s. In this comparison, both the DMMN
and the baseline motion model run with a guidance method
that commands the agent to move to the true position of
the target. The experiments consist of the identical duration
(1.5 mins) and setup. As a result, the DMMN results in the
estimation error of ẽ = 0.123 m, while the baseline motion
model results in ẽ = 0.511 m. This result clearly shows that
the DMMN helps achieving a lower error in estimation.

C. Experiment Results

For a benchmark comparison of guidance approaches,
each experiment is designed for the agent to track the
target for approximately 1.5 minutes using the hardware
setup described in Section IV. For each guidance method,
the identical experiment is performed three times to obtain
average values of performance metrics. All three guidance
methods use DMMN as an estimation method. In Figure
6, the target tracking performance is compared using the
three metrics defined in V-A. The figure shows the DMMN-



EER method outperforms the other two baseline methods
in each of the three quantitative evaluations metrics. When
compared with the LAWN and PFWM methods, the DMMN-
EER method achieves the smallest state and tracking error
with the lowest uncertainty in the particle distribution.

The advantage of DMMN-EER, which is to effectively
reduce target tracking uncertainty with intermittent measure-
ments, is highlighted in Figure 7. In the figure, the estimation
error over time of a single run is plotted, where the red
vertical lines are the times when the target is occluded,
and black vertical lines are the times where the target is
not inside the FOV. As shown in the figure, the DMMN-
EER method has a lower estimation error over time, ẽ,
compared to the LAWN and PFWM methods. Moreover, it is
noteworthy that the DMMN-EER can reduce ẽ more quickly
than the other two when the target escapes the unknown
occlusion zone. For all methods, the figure shows the error is
increased inside and near the occlusion zones. While LAWN
and PFWM still has high ẽ right after the occlusion, DMMN-
EER reduces ẽ efficiently because the EER-based approach
can command the agent to move to the position that the target
is most probable to be located at, based on the prediction
from DMMN. Furthermore, the computation is done online
by approximating the probability distribution using particle
concepts inside DMMN-EER.

VI. CONCLUSION

This letter presented a novel guidance law for target
tracking applications where the target motion model is
unknown and sensor measurements are intermittent. The
target’s motion model is modeled as an attention-based deep
neural network and trained using previous measurements.
Then, this trained deep motion model network (DMMN)
is used in the prediction step of a particle filter estimat-
ing the target state. The information-driven guidance law
calculates the next goal position for the agent to achieve
the maximum expected entropy reduction on target state
estimation. Hardware experiments are conducted to compare
the guidance method to other two baseline methods. The
experiment results show that the presented novel guidance
method reduces the target state estimation and tracking errors
and estimation uncertainty.

For future work, the authors aim to explore how this
uncertainty-aware guidance approach can be extended to a
multi-target tracking problem using a multi-agent system.
In this extension, efficient ways of splitting the available
computation resources will be considered, while considering
the assignment problem between targets and agents. Addi-
tionally, the authors plan to incorporate trajectory planning
algorithms to generate realistic trajectories towards the de-
sired goal pose selected by the EER computation by taking
into account other constraints, such as obstacles.
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