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ABSTRACT

Precise positioning and navigation informationhas been increasingly important with the developmentof the consumer electronics
market. Due to some deficits of Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS), such as susceptible to interferences, integrating
of GNSS with additional alternative sensors is a promising approach to overcome the performance limitations of GNSS-based
localization systems. Ultra-Wideband (UWB) can be used to enhance GNSS in constructing an integrated localization system.
However, most low-cost UWB devices lack a hardware-level time synchronization feature, which necessitates the estimation
and compensation of the time-offset in the tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration. Given the flexibility of probabilistic
graphical models, the time-offset can be modeled as an invariant constant in the discretization of the continuous model. This
work proposes a novel architecture in which Factor Graph Optimization (FGO) is hybrid with Extend Kalman Filter (EKF)
for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration with online Temporal calibration (FE-GUT). FGO is utilized to precisely estimate
the time-offset, while EKF provides initailization for the new factors and performs time-offset compensation. Simulation-
based experiments validate the integrated localization performance of FE-GUT. In a four-wheeled robot scenario, the results
demonstrate that, compared to EKF, FE-GUT can improve horizontal and vertical localization accuracy by 58.59% and 34.80%,
respectively, while the time-offset estimation accuracy is improved by 76.80%. All the source codes and datasets can be gotten
via https://github.com/zhaoqj23/FE-GUT/.

I. INTRODUCTION

The continuous development of the consumer electronics market has stimulated an increasing demand for low-cost and precise
positioning services (Tao et al., 2022; Cai et al., 2023; Yang et al., 2022). Naturally, GNSS receivers has become essential
in modern society, providing high-precision, 24-hour, three-dimensional positioning information (Kaplan and Hegarty, 2017).
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Due to some deficits of GNSS, such as susceptible to interferences, the integration of GNSS and additional alternative sensors is
a promising approach to overcome the performance limitations of GNSS-based localization systems. Ultra-Wideband (UWB),
a carrier-less communication technology with nanosecond-level time resolution, offers excellent characteristics including high
transmission rates, strong multipath capability, and interference resistance (Win et al., 2009; Huang et al., 2022). Low-cost
UWB devices can achieve centimeter-level ranging accuracy in harsh environments which sparks many interests in GNSS/UWB
integration (Sahinoglu et al., 2008; Jiang et al., 2021).

Temporal synchronization is crucial in multi-sensor fusion positioning architectures (Sivrikaya and Yener, 2004). Ideally, a
common triggering signal ensures all units work on the same clock at the hardware level. For instance, the Pulse-Per-Second
(PPS) signal from the GNSS receiver can serve as the common reference clock for the multi-sensor network due to its precise
and stable timing characteristics (Römer et al., 2005; Li et al., 2006). Unfortunately, most pre-packaged UWB devices lack
the synchronization feature. Consequently, software-based methods are often adopted to add timestamps into asynchronous
measurements from different sensors (Hu et al., 2018). However, clock shift, jitter, and the limited computational speed of
navigation processors may introduce an unknown time-offset between the UWB timestamps and the true sampling instant.
Additionally, asynchronous sampling cannot be accurately approximated by interpolation in the tightly coupled integration,
leading to temporal misalignment. Therefore, online temporal calibration is highly required for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB
integration.

Currently, EKF is regarded as the de facto benchmark algorithm for most state estimation problems (Basar, 2001), which
is widely employed in the positioning architectures (Kong et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2021) and online temporal calibration in
multi-sensor networks (Liu and Meng, 2020; Goudar and Schoellig, 2021). As an algorithm proposed in the 1960s, EKF cannot
handle large-scale data per update. Traditionally, when using EKF, there was an implicit assumption that all the system states
were discretized at the same frequency. However, this assumption may not be obeyed when FGO, which is capable of handling
larger-scale data, is used (Dellaert and Kaess, 2017). In many scenarios, different system states can be discretized at different
frequencies from the continuous-time model (Ge et al., 2008).

Graphical State Space Model (GSSM) is a relatively novel method by which slowly changing or constant variables are discretized
at a low frequency (Lü, 2021). This modeling approach transforms the dynamic Bayesian network into a multi-connected graph,
enabling the inclusion of additional information and improved state estimation accuracy in certain cases when this approach fits
the nature of system states very well. GSSM has successfully inspired a bunch of applications, such as Real-Time Kinematic
(RTK) positioning (Ge et al., 2023; Yan et al., 2023) and initial alignment (Zhou and Ye, 2022).

In the context of time-offset calibration for the tightly coupled GNSS/UWB problem, the time-offset between GNSS and UWB
measurements remains nearly constant over a certain period since the computer clocks drift slowly. Therefore, the unknown,
invariant time offset can be modeled as a constant in the sliding time window and the discrete state model will become a
GSSM. When the tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration is modeled by GSSM and solved with FGO, the constant time-offset
estimation is significantly more precise and robust than that obtained by EKF. However, it is frustrating that the accuracy of
position and velocity estimation will be either equal to or sometimes even worse than that obtained by EKF. These influences
of different discretization methods are intriguing, perplexing and utterly important. We will elucidate the theorical reasons for
these phenomena in future works. Currently, it is apparent that an architecture with a hybrid of FGO and EKF can effectively
harness the advantages of both methods.

In this work, we propose a novel architecture in which FGO is hybrid with EKF for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration
with online Temporal calibration (FE-GUT). Simulation-based experiments compare the positioning and time-offset estimation
performance of FE-GUT with the traditional EKF-based approach (Guo et al., 2023). The remainder of this paper is organized
as follows. Section II introduces the traditional discrete-time state space model (TDTSSM) for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB
integration. Section III proposes GSSM for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration and details the FE-GUT procedure which
bridges FGO and EKF. In Section IV, FE-GUT are compared with EKF in the positioning and time-offset estimation performance
for a four-wheeled scenario. Conclusion and future works are presented in Section V.

II. TRADITIONAL DISCRETE-TIME STATE SPACE MODEL FOR TIGHTLY COUPLED GNSS/UWB INTEGRA-
TION

In the field of navigation, Kalman’s methodology continues to hold a dominant position (Zarchan and Musoff, 2009; Simon,
2006). Firstly, build a continues-time state space model which comprises of system model and measurement model. If
neccessary, linearize the models. Secondly, discretize the state space model in which all the state variables evolve at the same
frequencey. Finally, EKF or other form of nonlinear filter will be utilized to solve the discrete-time state space model.



1. Continues-Time State Space Model for Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration

The state vector for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration used in this paper consists of postion vector, velocity vector,
acceleration vector, clock-shift, clock-drift and time-offset. It can be described as follows

X =
[
rT vT aT δt δf td

]T
(1)

The system model is a constant acceleration model and it goes as follows (Bar-shalom et al., 2004)

Ẋ = FX + q =










0 I3×3 0 0 0 0
0 0 I3×3 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0










X + q (2)

Where q ∼ N(0, Q) is the process noise and I3×3 is the identity matrix with the third-order.

In the state vector of the system, the time-offset td between GNSS and UWB measurements comprises of two components:
(1) The misalignment between UWB timestamps and the actual sampling instants.
(2) The asynchronous sampling instants of both sensors.
The strategy for time-offset calibration involves modifying the UWB measurement model to compensate for the spatial displace-
ment caused by the time-offset and its impact on UWB measurements. The raw pseudorange and Doppler-shift measurements
from GNSS receiver and the two-way range measurements from UWB tag are directly utilized in the tightly coulped architecture.
For simplicity, the translation extrinsics between the GNSS receiver and the UWB tag are not considered in this part. The
coordinates of all vectors are represented in the Earth-centered Earth-fixed (ECEF) coordinates.

The pseudorange measurement model can be expressed as follows (Kaplan and Hegarty, 2017)

P
(i)
G =

√
(

x
(i)
G − rx

)2

+
(

y
(i)
G − ry

)2

+
(

z
(i)
G − rz

)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

ρ
(i)
G

+δt+ ǫ
(i)
G

(3)

where

P
(i)
G is the pseudorange measurement;

r = (rx, ry, rz)
T is the position vector of the GNSS receiver;

(x
(i)
G , y

(i)
G , z

(i)
G )T is the position vector of the ith satellite;

ρ
(i)
G is the true range between the GNSS receiver and the ith satellite;

δt is the ranging error resulting from the clock bias, which is also estimated and compensated in the integration architecture;

ǫ
(i)
G is the random noise in the pseudorange measurement.

The Doppler-shift measurement model is presented as follows (Kaplan and Hegarty, 2017)

D
(i)
G = Ṗ

(i)
G − v

(i)
G · I(i) = −I(i) · v + δf + ǫ̇

(i)
G (4)

where

D
(i)
G is the Doppler-shift measurement;

v = (vx, vy, vz)
T is the velocity vector of the GNSS receiver;

v
(i)
G is the velocity vector of the ith satellite;

I(i) is the unit LOS (line-of-sight) vector from the receiver to the ith satellite;



δf is the measuring error resulting from the clock drift;

ǫ̇
(i)
G is the random noise in the Doppler-shift measurement.

On account of the time-offset td, the measurements of both sensors occur sequentially in the motion trajectory of the carrier with
the GNSS receiver and the UWB tag. The constant acceleration model (Bar-shalom et al., 2004) is also utilized to compensate
the UWB ranging error introduced by td. The modified UWB measurement model can be written as (Guo et al., 2023)

P
(j)
U =

√
(

x
(j)
U − (rx − vxtd − 0.5axt2d)

)2

+
(

y
(j)
U − (ry − vytd − 0.5ayt2d)

)2

+
(

z
(j)
U − (rz − vztd − 0.5azt2d)

)2

+ ǫ
(j)
U

(5)

Where

P
(j)
U is the measured two-way range from the receiver to the jth UWB anchor;

r = (rx, ry, rz)
T is the position vector of the UWB tag;

v = (vx, vy, vz)
T is the velocity vector of the UWB tag;

a = (ax, ay, az)
T is the acceleration vector of the UWB tag;

(x
(j)
U , y

(j)
U , z

(j)
U )T is the postion vector of the jth UWB anchor;

ǫ
(j)
U is the random noise in the UWB measurement.

On the basis of the sensor models, the linearized measurement model goes as follows

Y = HX + ǫ (6)

The measurement vector Y of GNSS/UWB is written as

Y =
[

P
(1)
G · · · P

(n)
G D

(1)
G · · · D

(n)
G P

(1)
U · · · P

(m)
U

]T

(7)

Where n is the number of satellites within the field of vision and m is the number of UWB anchors. ǫ ∼ N(0, R) is the random
noise vector. The linearized measurement matrix H can be derived from the first order Taylor expansion of the measurement
models (Guo et al., 2023)

H =





HG
n×3 0n×3 0n×3 1n×1 0n×1 0n×1

0n×3 HG
n×3 0n×3 0n×1 1n×1 0n×1

HUP
m×3 HUV

m×3 HUA
m×3 0m×1 0m×1 HUT

m×1



 (8)

In (8), the rows of HG
n×3 are unit LOS vectors from the satellites to the GNSS receiver. It can be expressed as (Guo et al., 2023)

HG
n×3 =
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(9)

Similarly, HUP
m×3, HUV

m×3, HUA
m×3 are the Jacobian matrices between the UWB ranges and the position, velocity and acceleration

vectors of the UWB tag. HUP
m×3 has a similar structure to HG

n×3, whose rows are LOS vectors from the UWB anchors to the



tag. HUV
m×3, HUA

m×3 and HUT
m×1 are derived from the modified UWB measurement model (5)

HUP
m×3 =
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(10)

HUV
m×3 = −HUP

m×3td

HUA
m×3 = −0.5HUP

m×3t
2
d

HUT
m×1 = −HUP

m×3(v + atd)

(11)

2. TDTSSM of Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration

Traditionally, at the kth epoch, the system state vector for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration can be discretized as

Xk =
[
rTk vTk aTk δtk δfk td,k

]T
(12)

The system model is discretized as
Xk = FkXk−1 + qk (13)

The discretized state transition matrix Fk goes as

Fk=










I3×3 I3×3∆t 0.5I3×3∆t2 03×1 03×1 03×1

03×3 I3×3 I3×3∆t 03×1 03×1 03×1

03×3 03×3 I3×3 03×1 03×1 03×1

01×3 01×3 01×3 1 ∆t 0
01×3 01×3 01×3 0 1 0
01×3 01×3 01×3 0 0 1










(14)

where ∆t is the time between consecutive epochs. The linearized measurement model is discretized as

Yk = HkXk + ǫk (15)

The measurement vector of GNSS/UWB at kth epoch is written as

Yk =
[

P
(1)
G,k · · · P

(n)
G,kD

(1)
G,k · · · D

(n)
G,kP

(1)
U,k · · · P

(m)
U,k

]T

(16)

The discrete measurement matrix is expressed as follows (Guo et al., 2023)

Hk =





HG
n×3,k 0n×3 0n×3 1n×1 0n×1 0n×1

0n×3 HG
n×3,k 0n×3 0n×1 1n×1 0n×1

HUP
m×3,k HUV

m×3,k HUA
m×3,k 0m×1 0m×1 HUT

m×1,k



 (17)



In (17)

HG
n×3,k =
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z
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)

ρ
(n)
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(18)

HUP
m×3,k =
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(19)

HUV
m×3,k = −HUP

m×3,ktd,k

HUA
m×3,k = −0.5HUP

m×3,kt
2
d,k

HUT
m×1,k = −HUP

m×3,k(vk + aktd,k)

(20)

EKF can be utilized to solve the above problem (Zarchan and Musoff, 2009; Simon, 2006).

Initialize the estimation

X̂0 = E(X0) = X+
0 (21)

P0 = E[(X0 − X̂0)(X0 − X̂0)
T ] (22)

Update the prior mean and covariance

Xk|k−1 = FkXk−1 (23)

Pk|k−1 = FkPk−1F
T
k +Qk (24)

Calculate Kalman gain

Kk = Pk|k−1H
T
k (HkPk|k−1H

T
k +Rk)

−1 (25)

Update the posteriori mean and covariance

Xk = Xk|k−1 +Kk(Yk −H(Xk|k−1)) (26)

Pk = (I −KkHk)Pk|k−1 (27)

Where H(Xk|k−1) represents the nonlinear measuring models described in (3) ∼ (5).



III. A NEW HYBRID ARCHITECTURE FOR TIGHTLY COUPLED GNSS/UWB INTEGRATION

In this section, GSSM is introduced briefly and implemented. Whereafter, the GSSM implementation for tightly coupled
GNSS/UWB integration is given. A novel architecture, in which FGO is hybrid with EKF for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB
integration with online Temporal calibration (FE-GUT), is proposed.

1. Graphical State Space Model for Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration

For some certain scenarios, the system may have state variables that are invariant over time. The system model can be rewritten
as (Lü, 2021)

Ẋ =

[
Ẋc

Ẋb

]

= FX + q =

[
Fc Fb

0 0

] [
Xc

Xb

]

+

[
qc
0

]

(28)

Y = HX + ǫ = [Hc Hb]

[
Xc

Xb

]

+ ǫ (29)

where Xb ∈ Rnb is time-invariant and Xc ∈ Rnc is time-varying.

Different from the discretization method which is described by (12)∼(20), in GSSM setting for a p-size window, the above
equation will be discretized as follows

Xw(k) =

[
Xc(k)
Xb(k)

]

=

[
Fw,c(k) Fw,b(k)

0 I

] [
Xc(k − 1)
Xb(k − 1)

]

+

[
qw,c(k)

0

]

(30)

Yw(k) = [Hw,c(k) Hw,b(k)]

[
Xc(k)
Xb(k)

]

+ ǫw,k (31)

where Fw,c(k) is the discretization of Fc and Fw,b(k) is the discretization of Fb. In the above equations, the system state vector
of GSSM at kth epoch can be written as

Xw(k) =
[
XT

c (k) XT
b (k)

]T
=

[
XT

k−p+1,c XT
k−p+2,c · · · XT

k−1,c XT
k,c XT

b (k)
]T

(32)

where Xb(k) ∈ Rnb is the discretization of Xb and Xc(k) ∈ Rp×nc is the discretization of Xc. The measurement vector in the
Equation (31) contains all of the sensor measurement in the p-size window, which can be written as

Yw(k) =
[
Y T
k−p+1 Y T

k−p+2 · · · Y T
k−1 Y T

k

]T
(33)

where Yk ∈ Rl is the measurement vector at kth epoch.

The linearized measurement matrix is defined as

Hw,c(k) =









Hc(k − p+ 1) 0l×nc
· · · · · · 0l×nc

0l×nc
Hc(k − p+ 2) · · · · · · 0l×nc

...
...

. . .
...

...
0l×nc

0l×nc
· · · Hc(k − 1) 0l×nc

0l×nc
0l×nc

· · · · · · Hc(k)









(34)

Hw,b(k) =









Hb(k − p+ 1)
Hb(k − p+ 2)

...
Hb(k − 1)
Hb(k)









(35)

In this paper, for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration, Xb(k) represents the constant time-offset td,k and Xc(k) is the
time-varying part in (12) at kth epoch:

Xc(k) =
[
rTk vTk aTk δtk δfk

]T
(36)



According to (14),

Fw,b(k) = 0 (37)

Fw,c(k) represents the recursive relationships among the dynamic variables Xc(k) within the sliding window, which can be
formulated as follows

Fw,c(k) =









Fc(k − p+ 1) 011×11 · · · · · · 011×11

011×11 Fc(k − p+ 2) · · · · · · 011×11

...
...

. . .
...

...
011×11 011×11 · · · Fc(k − 1) 011×11

011×11 011×11 · · · · · · Fc(k)









(38)

where Fc(k) is a submatrix of (14)

Fc(k)=








I3×3 I3×3∆t 0.5I3×3∆t2 03×1 03×1

03×3 I3×3 I3×3∆t 03×1 03×1

03×3 03×3 I3×3 03×1 03×1

01×3 01×3 01×3 1 ∆t
01×3 01×3 01×3 0 1








(39)

The components in Yk is the same as (40), which is presented for legibility

Yk =
[

P
(1)
G,k · · · P

(n)
G,kD

(1)
G,k · · · D

(n)
G,kP

(1)
U,k · · · P

(m)
U,k

]T

(40)

The linearized measurement matrix Hc(k) and Hb(k) for the kth epoch are submatrices of Hk in (17)

Hc(k) =





HG
n×3,k 0n×3 0n×3 1n×1 0n×1

0n×3 HG
n×3,k 0n×3 0n×1 1n×1

HUP
m×3,k HUV

m×3,k HUA
m×3,k 0m×1 0m×1



 (41)

Hb(k) =

[
02n×1

HUT
m×1,k

]

(42)

The terms mentioned in the measurement matrix can be calculated by the Equations (18)∼(20).

2. The FE-GUT Architecture

Ceres Solver (Agarwal et al., 2023), an open-sourceC++ library developedby Google, is used to solve this nonlinear optimization
problem modeled by GSSM. The factor graph framework of GSSM for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration is shown in Fig.
1, which consists of the time-varying state variables, the constant time-offset variable, the prior factor, state prediction factors,
GNSS measurement factors and UWB measurement factors. The prior factor is an initial prior estimation of the system states.
Via marginalization, the prior factor contains historical constraint information when the sliding-window graph optimization is
utilized. The state prediction factors are binary factors modeled to establish the state transition constraint between two adjacent
epochs. The GNSS and UWB measurement factors can be constructed through the sensor measurements which models are
described in Section II.

As mentioned in Section I, GSSM can perform better in the time-offset estimation but have equal or even worse accuracy in
results of positioning. To tackle this problem, the time-offset obtained from FGO will be fed back to a naive EKF, which lacks
the function of temporal calibration, to compensate for the time-offset. Moreover, EKF can be used to initialize the new factors
added in the sliding window. This initialization can provide an initial guess located near the global optimum, preventing the
optimization result from falling into the local optimum, and thus improving the speed and accuracy of convergence. The block
diagram of the algorithm can be depicted in Fig. 2.

The algorithm pseudocode is presented in Algorithm 1, which C++ implementation can be found at GitHub. It is northworthy
that the UWB devices have a relatively high sampling rate than GNSS. Consequently, the integration can degenerate into UWB
localization by adjusting the dimensions of the measurement vector and the measurement matrix to include only UWB ranges
at the kth epoch.
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Figure 1: The factor graph of tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration modeled by GSSM.
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Figure 2: The architecture in which FGO is hybrid with EKF for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration.

Algorithm 1 A single update of FE-GUT for tightly coupled GNSS/UWB integration

Input: Pseudorange P
(1∼n)
G,k ; Doppler-shift D

(1∼n)
G,k ; UWB range P

(1∼m)
U,k ; position of Satellites r

(1∼n)
G,k ; position of UWB

anchors r
(1∼m)
U,k

1: State initialization;
2: if Only have UWB data then

3: EKF partial update(P
(1∼n)
G,k , r

(1∼m)
U,k )

4: return
5: else
6: EKF general update(P

(1∼n)
G,k , D

(1∼n)
G,k , P

(1∼m)
U,k , r

(1∼n)
G,k , r

(1∼m)
U,k )

7: end if
8: Factor Graph Optimization with states initialized by EKF
9: Marginalization

10: Sliding window
11: Time-offset feedback
12: return
Output: Position rk; velocity vk; time-offset td,k



IV. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, simulation-based experiments are conducted to validate the integrated localization performance of FE-GUT.
In Subsection IV.1, the simulation setup and methodology are introduced. Then, in Subsection IV.2 the experiment results of
FE-GUT versus EKF are given.

1. Simulation Setup

The simulation scenario is a four-wheeled robot. The average speed of the robot is 5m/s and the norminal td is set to 40ms. The
four UWB anchors are symmetrically placed around the center of the trajectory, with a horizontal distance of 50m and a height
of 5m. An elevation mask of 15◦ is set to avoid GNSS positioning performance degradation caused by low elevation satellites.
The UWB ranges are construced by a time-of-arrival (TOA) ranging model. Gaussian white noise with standard deviations of
2m, 0.1m/s, and 0.1m are added to the measurements of GNSS pseudorange, Doppler-shift and UWB range, respectively.

The UWB dataset is pre-processed to be time-misaligned with the GNSS dataset based by the time-offset td. In detail, we
generate a high temporal resolution motion information look-up table, where interpolation can be performed to obtain the
position at any time and calculate the GNSS and UWB measurements. The UWB measurement always has a time lag of td
compared with the GNSS and the positioning error increases due to the integration of asynchronous data. When the receiver
has high kinematics, the uncalibrated td can contribute a large proportion of errors compared with other sources.

The simulation trajectory is the Bernoullian Lemniscate with the major axis parallel to the east-west direction and a horizontal
extension of 200m. The western apex is in a location of latitiude 39.904987◦, longtitude 116.405289◦ and height 60.0352m,
specified by the WGS84 coordinates. Additionally simulation with circular trajectory is also conducted. Due to space limitation,
only the error statistical results are presented.

2. State-Estimation Performance

In Fig. 3, the positioning error and the time series of td estimation obtained from EKF and FE-GUT are compared. In Fig. 3a,
the positioning error in both horizontal and vertical directions is compared for FE-GUT and EKF. In Fig. 3b, the time-offset
estimation results from FE-GUT are compared with those from EKF. In Fig. 3c, the nominal and estimated trajectories are
illustrated.

It can be clearly observed that FE-GUT significantly improves the positioning accuracy. The RMSE of estimated positioning
and time-offset results are presented in Table 1. For the Bernoullian Lemniscate trajectory, FE-GUT can improve the horizontal
and vertical positioning accuracy by 58.59% and 34.80%, respectively, compared to EKF, as indicated by the RMSE metric.
This improvement is predominantly due to the enhancement in time-offset estimation accuracy, which is 76.80%. In addition
to statistics, the improvement of state estimation performance is also highlighted in Fig. 3b and Fig. 3b. Fig. 3c illustrates that
the results obtained from FE-GUT are more smoother and closer to the nominal trajectory.

It is noteworthy that the main purpose of this work is to verify the capacity of GSSM in temporal calibration. The position
of UWB anchors is not specifically designed for 3D positioning (the height of the anchors is all 5m), which lead to relatively
poor geometric distribution of UWB anchors. Therefore, the vertical positioning accuracy obtained from FE-GUT and EKF
is worse than the results in horizontal direction. Addtionally, the simulation scenario involves a four-wheeled scene where the
vertical velocity is near to zero, which means the vertical spatial misalignment caused by time-offset is also negligible. The
improvement of time-offset estimation has tiny impact on the vertical positioning. Essentially, the main contribution of FE-GUT
is to enhance the td estimation performance, which may improve the positioning accuracy.

Table 1: State-estimation RMSE of FE-GUT and EKF

Integration Architecture
Bernoullian Lemniscate Circle

Horizontal(m) Vertical(m) Time-offset(ms) Horizontal(m) Vertical(m) Time-offset(ms)

EKF 0.158 0.425 35.656 0.124 0.196 32.26

FE-GUT 0.065 0.277 8.271 0.056 0.190 10.168

Enhancement(%) 58.59 34.80 76.80 55.38 2.94 68.48

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

In this work, the time-offset between GNSS and UWB are precisely estimated and compensated in the FE-GUT architecture.
Low-cost UWB devices can be integrated with GNSS receivers for high-accuracy positioning with online temporal calibration.



Figure 3: (a) The comparison of the horizontal and vertical positioning localization error between EKF and FE-GUT. (b) The comparative

evaluation of the estimated time offset between EKF and FE-GUT. (c) The nominal and estimated trajectories.



Addtionally, the effectiveness of GSSM is further demonstrated and its application range is expanded. Although GSSM solved
by FGO can not outperform EKF for all variables in this context, it can still be used to augment EKF. Generally, GSSM enhances
the estimation accuracy of constants in the system model, which is a feature worth leveraging. Besides, FGO and EKF are
not in conflict with each other. The combination of these two algorithms can sometimes yield a brand-new and high-accuracy
solution. In the future, real-world experiments will be conducted to validate the performance of FE-GUT. Regarding GSSM,
more application scenarios will be explored and we will also attempt to elucidate the theorical reasons of changes in estimation
accuracy resulting from GSSM.
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Yan, S., Lü, S., Liu, G., Zhan, Y., Lou, J., and Zhang, R. (2023). Real-Time Kinematic Positioning Algorithm in Graphical State
Space. In 2023 International Technical Meeting of The Institute of Navigation, pages 637–648, Long Beach, California.

Yang, Y., Khalife, J., Morales, J. J., and Kassas, Z. M. (2022). UAV Waypoint Opportunistic Navigation in GNSS-Denied
Environments. IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, 58(1):663–678.

Zarchan, P. and Musoff, H. (2009). Fundamentals of Kalman Filtering: A Practical Approach. AIAA.

Zhou, H. and Ye, X. (2022). A unified initial alignment method of SINS based on FGO. IEEE Transactions on Industrial
Electronics, 70(11):11795–11803.


	Introduction
	TRADITIONAL DISCRETE-TIME STATE SPACE MODEL FOR TIGHTLY COUPLED GNSS/UWB INTEGRATION
	Continues-Time State Space Model for Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration
	TDTSSM of Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration

	A New Hybrid Architecture for Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration
	Graphical State Space Model for Tightly Coupled GNSS/UWB Integration
	The FE-GUT Architecture

	Results and Analysis
	Simulation Setup
	State-Estimation Performance

	Conclusion and future works

