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Abstract. We introduce a system for real-time sperm whale rendezvous at sea
using an autonomous uncrewed aerial vehicle. Our system employs model-based
reinforcement learning that combines in situ sensor data with an empirical whale
dive model to guide navigation decisions. Key challenges include (i) real-time
acoustic tracking in the presence of multiple whales, (ii) distributed commu-
nication and decision-making for robot deployments, and (iii) on-board signal
processing and long-range detection from fish-trackers. We evaluate our system
by conducting rendezvous with sperm whales at sea in Dominica, performing
hardware experiments on land, and running simulations using whale trajectories
interpolated from marine biologists’ surface observations.
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Fig. 1: System setup for fielded deployment in Dominica. (A) The catamaran tows a
linear hydrophone array to collect acoustic AOA measurements and has an antenna on
its mast to detect VHF signals from an on-body fish-tracker. (B) The UAV is launched
manually from the catamaran. (C) The UAV control module autonomously commands
the UAV to a belief location. (D) Successful rendezvous with surfaced sperm whales.
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1 Introduction

Deployment of robotic assets for close-range wildlife data collection can be tremen-
dously useful [1, 5, 6]. Timely positioning of such assets at the right place enables
opportunistic sensing in environments where manual operation is labor-intensive and
installing permanent infrastructure is impractical, such as at sea. Sperm whales offer
a compelling and challenging test case for this capability: they surface only briefly,
around ten minutes per hour [8], and are typically tracked using noisy angle-of-arrival
(AOA) estimates to their vocalizations [16]. Thus, real-time rendezvous requires robotic
systems to operate under uncertainty, make sequential decisions, and coordinate remote
sensing with sensor mobility to capture time-critical opportunities. We formulate ren-
dezvous as a sequential decision-making problem and present a system that achieves
rendezvous using autonomous robots and real-time, in-situ sensory input.

Previous work in AOA-only target tracking focuses on using multiple sensors si-
multaneously or using additional sensing modalities, including visual sensing [14, 15,
17, 20]. Our prior work developed an algorithmic framework that used post-processed
non-overlapping AOA measurements collected from real whales in Dominica with a re-
inforcement learning (RL) based approach to demonstrate multi-whale rendezvous us-
ing a simulated robot team [12]. Here, we extend this framework into a system (Fig. 1)
that integrates in situ data for (i) real-time whale state estimation (location and surfac-
ing event) and (ii) autonomous control of an uncrewed aerial vehicle (UAV). Critical
advancements from our previous work needed to attain real-time deployment include:
(a) localization in the presence of overlapping acoustic AOA from simultaneously vo-
calizing whales, (b) addressing directional ambiguity of acoustic AOA where signals
from the left and right appear identical due to the use of a linear towed hydrophone
array, (c) beyond visual line-of-sight autonomous UAV control, and (d) demonstrat-
ing long-range very high frequency (VHF) signal detection and AOA computation to
off-the-shelf VHF fish-trackers. GPS-enabled tags allow localization at the surface, but
VHF trackers are preferred due to their longer battery life and power efficiency [18].

Our Dominica field system uses acoustic AOA to vocalizing whales computed by a
linear hydrophone array towed by a manually crewed catamaran and then relays way-
point commands to a UAV. A Gaussian mixture model (GMM) separates AOA mea-
surements from distinct whale groups, and a particle filter estimates their positions.
Directional ambiguity is resolved by maneuvering the catamaran to reposition the hy-
drophone array, which helps eliminate unlikely belief particles. By integrating a whale
dive model into a model-based RL framework, the system generates UAV controls that
respect realistic flight-time constraints. Long-range VHF reception can improve state
estimation of tagged whales during silent surface intervals.

In proof-of-concept experiments at sea in Dominica, we achieve autonomous flights
up to 1 km, rendezvousing within 200 meters of an untagged, surfaced whale on two
occasions. We developed a lightweight VHF payload and demonstrated detection from
an on-animal tag as a surfacing cue, with reliable reception at ranges up to 2 km in an-
other experiment. Land-based tests showed on-board VHF AOA estimation with a mean
angular error of 2.27° at an average range of 60 m. Complementary simulations eval-
uated capabilities not fully exercised at sea, including autonomous sensor maneuvers
and takeoff decisions.



Real-time Remote Tracking and Planning for Whale Rendezvous 3

Belief Update

A
ng

le

Acoustic AOA Clustering
& Observation Matching

Distributed Key-Value Store

VHF Sensing

Local Network Telemetry Radio 

Acoustic AOA Sensing

Telemetry Radio

UAV Control API

VHF Pulse Detection

Hydrophone +
PAMGuard

VHF AOA
Sensing

Belief

Minimization over
UAV’s Actions

Time (min)

180

0
10

Pixhawk 6C

Autonomous UAV Control

Whale Diving Model

D
ep

th
 (k

m
) 0

1
Time (min)0 120

Initialization Sensor Maneuver
Belief 1

Belief 2

Towed array

Towed 
array

Beliefs 
converged

Time to Rendezvous over
Di�erent Whale Diving Behaviors 

with Limited Battery 

0

Fig. 2: System architecture. We use a hydrophone array and PAMGuard [10] to collect
acoustic AOA measurements. A local network communicates sensor information to the
state estimation module and a distributed key-value store handles synchronization. Our
VHF sensing payload, deployed on the catamaran and a UAV, enables long range VHF
signal detection and AOA estimation. We implement a model-based RL approach that
integrates sensory information with a whale dive model [7] to control a UAV.

2 Technical Approach

We design a system (Fig. 2) that combines multiple sensing modalities, real-time decision-
making, autonomous UAV flight, and distributed communication across different mod-
ules to enable real-time in situ sperm whale rendezvous.

2.1 Sensing Module

Acoustic Sensing. We use a commercial linear hydrophone array with four elements,
towed 100 meters behind a catamaran. PAMGuard [10] processes whale vocalizations in
real time to compute acoustic angle-of-arrival (AOA) estimates, which are batched and
sent every 10 seconds to the state estimation module over a local network. The linear
structure of the array induces a directional ambiguity in the computed AOA, restricting
the range of the estimates from [0, 2π) to [0, π). The array can detect signals from
multiple sources, but PAMGuard does not differentiate between them. When multiple
whale groups are present, we must separate AOA estimates from each spatially distinct
group to localize them individually. We refer to this as the group separation problem—a
relaxation of the source separation problem [11], which aims to associate signals with
individual whales based on vocal characteristics rather than spatial proximity.

VHF Sensing. Sperm whales stop vocalizing at the surface, making acoustic local-
ization unreliable during this period. VHF-based sensing provides a complementary
modality by enabling the localization of tagged whales when vocalizations are ab-
sent. Prior work has shown that VHF AOA can be obtained without directional am-
biguity [12]. We use a signal phase-based approach to compute VHF AOA to 100mW
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Fig. 3: VHF sensing payload. The sensing payload consists of a Raspberry Pi that
interfaces with a software-defined radio and a PX4-based flight controller to collect raw
VHF signals and UAV orientation for VHF AOA computation.

off-the-shelf fish trackers that transmit a pulse every second. We do so by having the
UAV rotate in-place to emulate a virtual antenna array. Unlike received signal strength
methods, which yield course AOA estimates using a directional antenna [19], signal
phase-based techniques can achieve much higher AOA accuracy [2, 9].

The VHF sensing payload is comprised of a software-defined radio (SDR) and a
Raspberry Pi (RPi) to collect and process VHF pulses using two omni-directional an-
tennas. Low-noise amplifiers and bandpass filters are used to improve signal detection
range (Fig. 3). During data collection, the RPi receives phase data from the SDR via a
SoapySDR API. A digital bandpass filter is applied iteratively to isolate pulses for each
deployed tag frequency, and AOA is computed on-board using the WSR Toolbox [13]
(Fig. 6). These AOA estimates are streamed to the state estimation module via Xbee.

2.2 State Estimation Module

The state estimation module estimates the belief locations for each vocalizing whale
group, primarily using underwater acoustic AOA measurements, while addressing di-
rectional ambiguity and group separation. When a tagged whale has surfaced, VHF
AOA estimates can supplement localization.

Group Separation. The module begins by clustering acoustic AOA measurements,
using a GMM to distinguish between multiple vocalizing groups. The GMM segments
the received AOA estimates into n clusters. The number of clusters n is chosen by
minimizing the Bayesian information criterion, with n ≤ k, where k is a user-defined
parameter for the total number of whales in the area.

Location Initialization. We use a particle filter to estimate belief locations. Several
particles are sampled from the Gaussian distribution for each AOA cluster to initialize
a new belief. Each belief consists of two candidate locations, one on each side of the
sensor array, to account for the directional ambiguity inherent in the acoustic AOA
estimates. The belief location particles are initialized using an approximate distance
from the boat to the location where the whale was last seen diving. We apply particle
filter updates to obtain new belief locations using the subsequent AOA measurements.
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Sensor Maneuvering. The state estimation module can provide autonomous decisions
for maneuvering the towed hydrophone array by either maintaining the current heading
or taking a sharp turn towards the closest whale belief location. Periodic sharp turns
help to triangulate the belief location, resolve directional ambiguity, and provide rough
distance estimates. Additionally, we maintain proximity to the closest whale by assum-
ing that the amplitude is inversely proportional to the source distance. If the amplitude
of the received AOA for the nearest belief falls below a user-defined threshold, we head
along the last received AOA direction.

AOA-Belief Matching and Surfacing Status. We first match the AOA clusters to the
active belief locations using Hungarian matching. The matching minimizes the differ-
ence between the current AOA of the belief candidates to the hydrophone array and the
mean of each of the AOA clusters. If a belief is unable to be matched to an observation
for δsilent consecutive seconds, or if a VHF AOA estimate is matched to the belief, the
group is predicted to be on the surface. In the event of a sensor maneuver, we use the
amplitude of the received signal to reject unlikely belief particles. We match AOA esti-
mates before and after the maneuver using mean amplitude per GMM-estimated AOA
candidate. For each belief, we eliminate belief location particles from the bimodal lo-
cation distribution that do not match the newly estimated AOA after the maneuver.

2.3 Autonomous UAV Control Module

Decision-making under uncertainty and partial observation is an area where RL of-
fers significant potential [3, 4]. We extend our prior work [12] on whale rendezvous
to include realistic constraints like limited UAV flight times. We formulate the real-
time rendezvous as a partially observable sequential decision-making problem, where
a belief b = (b1, · · · , bM ) is represented as a collection of M belief particles. Each
belief particle bm consists of (i) the UAV’s location and its remaining flight time, (ii)
the whale’s estimated location, and (iii) a possible whale surface schedule sampled
from the Gaussian distributions of underwater and surface durations according to [8].
The flight status f ∈ {grounded,in-flight} determines the available actions
Uf : {takeoff,wait} when grounded, or {go-home, go-to-belief} when
in-flight. The UAV’s navigation policy µ̃(b, f) at belief state b chooses an action
from all possible actions Uf that minimizes the total time to rendezvous with a whale:

µ̃(b, f) ≜ argmin
u∈Uf

{
1

M

M∑
m=1

[
g(bm, u) + J(F (bm, u))

]}
,

where g(bm, u) is the minimum of either the time taken to finish action u for belief
particle bm, or a pre-defined number of time steps δ. The transition function F (bm, u)
gives the next belief particle given the current belief particle and action. This optimiza-
tion procedure is similar to [12], but with the inclusion of a limited battery life con-
straint that uses a different cost function. The cost function J(·) is the time to complete
rendezvous, considering both the remaining flight time of the UAV at maximum speed
and the distance between the whale particle over the planning horizon. Particularly,
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Module and Configuration Fielded (Dominica)
Experiments

Land-based
Experiments Simulation

Sensing: Acoustic AOA ✓ N/A ✓
Sensing: VHF Pulse Detection ✓ ✓ N/A
Sensing: VHF AOA × ✓ ✓
State Estimation: Boat maneuver decisions Manual N/A Autonomous
UAV Control: Belief candidate selection Manual N/A Autonomous
UAV Control: Takeoff decisions Manual N/A Autonomous
UAV Control: Navigation Autonomous N/A Autonomous

Table 1: System configurations tested in hardware and simulation experiments.

J(bm) = g(bm, ūm) + J(F (bm, ūm)), where the next action ūm for a in-flight
UAV is set to follow-whale if enough battery is left to make a round-trip to the
whale belief, otherwise go-home. The next action ūm for a grounded UAV is set to
takeoff if rendezvous is possible in the next surfacing, otherwise wait.

Once the takeoff and navigation decisions are made with the RL-based approach,
we send the commands to the UAV over a telemetry radio. For rendezvous, we use a
custom-built UAV with off-the-shelf Holybro S500 components and a Pixhawk flight
controller. We use MAVProxy on the single MAVLink-based telemetry receiver to for-
ward the packets from the UAV’s telemetry radio to multiple devices to enable simul-
taneous autonomous control and monitoring. The UAV’s FPV camera is only used for
manual navigation by a human pilot and not for our autonomous rendezvous system.

3 Results

We performed in situ experiments in the Caribbean Sea along the western coast of Do-
minica to validate different aspects of our system. We also report land-based VHF tests
in hardware, and a sensor-noise sensitivity analysis of localization error and evaluation
of the decision-making policy in simulation.

3.1 Rendezvous Experiments with Acoustic AOA in Dominica

Setup. In this experiment, acoustic AOA was used to track whales, and a UAV au-
tonomously navigated to whale locations at the surface, with manual decisions made for
sensor maneuvers, UAV takeoff timing, and belief candidate selection (Table 1). When
the whales were underwater, manual decisions were made to maneuver the hydrophone
array approximately every ten minutes to resolve directional ambiguities. We limit the
number of times to take these maneuvers since we want to keep the hydrophone array
horizontal to the ocean surface so that we can extrapolate its position relative to the boat
since the towed array did not have an IMU. For each rendezvous attempt, UAV takeoff
and landing were manually controlled, but once the UAV reached 30 meters altitude,
it autonomously navigated to the belief location. We report two out of five total ren-
dezvous attempts since these are the ones for which we had true whale positions by fly-
ing directly above the whale. The drone pilot monitored the FPV video feed throughout
for surfaced whales. Visual observations were not integrated into the system; instead,
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events is possible. The whale dived up to 800 meters; is clipped in the bottom plot.

the UAV orbited at each waypoint to allow the pilot to visually identify surfaced whales
for obtaining ground-truth. Upon a clear visual confirmation, manual control was used
to collect ground-truth data. When particles failed to converge under directional ambi-
guity, the UAV navigated to the nearest surfaced-whale belief candidate — a heuristic
used in the Dominica trials and later replaced by automated candidate selection (see
Sec 3.4) in simulation.

Rendezvous Attempt 1 (Fig. 4 A-C). We tracked three distinct vocalizing whale
groups. Each group consisted of multiple whales moving in close proximity to one an-
other. We initialized three sets of beliefs and localized the groups using acoustic AOA
for a total duration of 52 minutes over a distance of over 5.2 km. During the rendezvous
attempt, we chose to navigate our UAV to the belief corresponding to the first whale
group that stopped vocalizing for one minute. We stopped autonomous control approx-
imately 34 meters from the belief location because the pilot could clearly detect the
whales visually in the video stream. The UAV pilot manually guided the UAV to be
directly above the whales to capture their ground-truth position. The total duration of
the autonomous flight was approximately eight minutes, during which the UAV covered
a distance of about 891 meters. This attempt had a localization error of 186.56 meters.

Rendezvous Attempt 2 (Fig. 4 D-F). We tracked two whale groups for a duration of
30 minutes over 2 km. The autonomous flight lasted for 3 minutes, during which the
UAV covered 401 meters till it reached the belief location, which was 117.5 meters
away from the ground-truth whale position. After the UAV reached the belief location,
the drone pilot took ground-truth positions using manual control.

3.2 VHF Pulse Detection Dominica

We performed experiments to validate the use of VHF pulses to detect whale surfacing
events and the detection range of our sensing payload. The results show that the pulses
reliably indicated when a tagged whale surfaced and were detectable from up to two
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Fish-Tracker
Freq. (MHz)

Antenna Separation: 1 m Antenna Separation: 2 m

Mean SNR Avg. Min. Error Mean SNR Avg. Min. Error

150.453 26.48 dB 18.07◦ ± 8.28◦ 23.16 dB 8.85◦ ± 3.64◦

150.754 29.40 dB 6.04◦ ± 1.67◦ 27.57 dB 2.27◦ ± 1.19◦

150.983 24.15 dB 14.09◦ ± 9.86◦ 21.08 dB 5.64◦ ± 1.79◦

Table 2: Minimum VHF AOA estimation error for the top three angles in the AOA
profile averaged over five samples per combination in land-based experiments.

kilometers away. We used the F1800 fishtracker by ATSTRACK, that emits a pulse at a
fixed VHF frequency for 20 ms every 1100 ms. A marine VHF omni-directional antenna
mounted 10 meters above the water on the catamaran’s mast was used as a receiver.

Setup (Surfacing Detection). We first tested the VHF signal detection to a tagged
whale using the tag developed by Project CETI [1]. We collected data for multiple
surfacings over three hours. We use the tag’s pressure sensor data to cross-validate
the signal detection with whale surfacing events. These results show that instantaneous
detection of a tagged whale’s surfacing event is possible (Fig. 5). We empirically chose
a threshold of 10 for the mean square signal-to-noise ratio. The variance of SNR2 can
be attributed to the bobbing motion of the surfaced whale, with waves washing over the
tag intermittently, obscuring the signal.
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Setup (Detection Range). We then
conducted a signal detection range test
to a tag deployed in water at the
catamaran’s mooring near the dock
(Fig. 7). We use the open source
code provided by [12] to collect data
for these experiments. We use a Fast
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Sensor Noise Std. Dev. Average Minimum Relative Localization Error

Acoustic Only Acoustic + VHF

0.1◦ 1.00± 0.25 0.23± 0.11
5◦ 0.90± 0.19 0.37± 0.16
10◦ 1.24± 0.26 0.39± 0.15
15◦ 1.54± 0.44 0.25± 0.12

Table 3: Localization error with varying noise conditions for acoustic-only and acoustic
+ VHF AOA from zero mean Gaussian distributions with the same standard deviation in
simulation. The relative localization error is reported as the 99% confidence interval for
the minimum localization error over the surface duration, averaged over 75 surfacings
relative to the performance of acoustic-only localization with 0.1◦ standard deviation.

Fourier Transform for signal detection,
setting the spectral power threshold to
−77 dBm. We find that the integra-
tion of the low-noise amplifiers greatly
increases our signal detection range.
Clear signal detection was observed
within a range of two kilometers. As
illustrated in Fig. 7, the SNR improved
significantly when the distance to the
tag was less than one kilometer away, demonstrating the setup’s effectiveness in identi-
fying surfacing events at this distance. This is particularly relevant, as seen in our fielded
experiments where the whales surfaced within a kilometer of the catamaran’s location.

3.3 Land-based VHF AOA experiments

The VHF experiments in Dominica show the potential of detecting VHF pulses to a
tagged whale and its potential integration as a signal for surfacing detection. Here, we
show the ability to compute VHF AOA to collected pulses, which helps aid localization
for surfaced, non-vocalizing whales.

Setup. Hardware experiments on land were conducted separately to test VHF AOA
estimation to multiple fish-trackers using on board computation with the UAV payload.
We validated the performance of the VHF sensing payload for AOA computation at
Harvard’s Ohiri field. During the experiments, we flew the UAV at an altitude of seven
meters with three fish-trackers elevated at a height of one meter from the ground, ap-
proximately equally spaced on a 60-meter radius circle. We use an antenna separation
of one and two meters to characterize the impact of antenna separation on performance.

Fig. 6 shows a sample output for AOA estimation to a fish-tracker with two meter
separation between the UAV antennas collecting data over 15 seconds. Table 2 shows
the minimum error in AOA estimation over the top three angles in the AOA profile, for
one and two meter antenna separations, averaged over 5 samples each.
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3.4 Simulation Study

Here, we show how sensor noise affects state estimation. We show the system’s capa-
bility of automating components not validated in the Dominica experiments, such as
sensor maneuvers, takeoff decisions, and belief candidate selection (Table 1).
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Fig. 8: Decision-making snapshot. Shows belief local-
ization errors overlayed with the system’s autonomous
decisions for a simulation experiment. The whale tra-
jectory is obtained by interpolating visual observations
and depth information from on-body tags [7]. We simu-
late acoustic AOA with Gaussian error of std. dev. 5◦.
The state estimation module autonomously decides to
maneuver the hydrophone array to eliminate directional
ambiguity. The UAV flew for 10 minutes, achieving ren-
dezvous within 118 meters of the whale.

Setup. The DSWP dataset [7]
was used to simulate whale
trajectories over three con-
secutive surfacings. Dive
schedules were derived from
depth data on on-body tags,
and trajectories were inter-
polated from visual encoun-
ters. Sensor measurements
were simulated by adding
Gaussian noise to the true
angle-of-arrival (AOA) from
the boat location. To repli-
cate the catamaran’s speeds,
the simulated boat operated
within a speed range of 2–6
m/s and made autonomous
maneuver decisions every 5
minutes. UAV takeoff and
landing decisions were also
autonomously executed. The
UAV control module se-
lected the closest surfacing
belief candidate and, upon arrival, waited for 1 minute before proceeding to the next
candidate. UAV behavior was simulated using PX4’s Software-In-The-Loop (SITL) en-
vironment with a max drone speed of 10 m/sec.

Effect of sensor noise on state estimation. Table 3 evaluates localization error under
zero-mean Gaussian sensor noise with standard deviations of {0.1◦, 5◦, 10◦, 15◦}. For
each sensor setup and across three surfacing events, 25 trials were conducted, recording
the minimum localization error during each surfacing and averaging these values. The
results were normalized against the average error from acoustic AOA-only localization
at 0.1◦ noise. We note that with acoustic AOA-only localization, the minimum error
typically occurs around the first second, while when integrating VHF AOA, the min-
imum error occurs approximately 230 seconds into the surfacing duration. We verify
that localization error increases as sensor noise increases. In some cases, we find that
acoustic AOA-only localization suffers from belief re-initializations before surfacing,
an issue that is mitigated by having VHF AOA estimates on the surface. The localization
improvement with VHF AOA can also be attributed to its lack of directional ambiguity.
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Autonomous decision-making. Fig. 8 shows the autonomous decisions taken at dif-
ferent points of the UAV navigation. We consider rendezvous to be successful when
the UAV reaches within 200 meters of a surfaced whale. We find that the rendezvous
success increases with increasing flight time. We obtain 91.5, 96.6, and 98.3 percent
success rates with 5, 10, and 15 minutes of flight times, respectively, averaged over 40
runs with whale traces from the DSWP dataset.

4 Conclusion

We present a real-time whale-rendezvous system using in situ sensing, advancing sperm-
whale tracking. Field trials off Dominica validate state estimation, autonomous UAV
control, and VHF pulse detection with some components (sensor maneuvers, belief-
candidate selection, takeoff) being manually guided. Simulations and land-based tests
covered autonomous features not exercised at sea and VHF AOA estimation, respec-
tively. Our main contribution is integrating biological and operational priors (dive pat-
terns, maneuver strategies) with existing methods—particle filters, Gaussian mixture
models, synthetic aperture radar, and reinforcement learning. Future work targets dis-
tributed UAV-borne VHF sensing for improved surface tracking and multi-whale ren-
dezvous via networked UAVs with onboard sensing and processing.
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