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ABSTRACT Gaussian belief propagation (GaBP) is a technique that relies on linearized error and input-
output models to yield low-complexity solutions to complex estimation problems, which has been recently
shown to be effective in the design of range-based GaBP schemes for stationary and moving rigid body
localization (RBL) in three-dimensional (3D) space, as long as an accurate prior on the orientation of the
target rigid body is available. In this article we present a novel range-based RBL scheme via GaBP that
removes the latter limitation. To this end, the proposed method incorporates a quadratic angle approximation
to linearize the relative orientation between the prior and the target rigid body, enabling high precision
estimates of corresponding rotation angles even for large deviations. Leveraging the resulting linearized
model, we derive the corresponding message-passing (MP) rules to obtain estimates of the translation
vector and rotation matrix of the target rigid body, relative to a prior reference frame. Numerical results
corroborate the good performance of the proposed angle approximation itself, as well as the consequent
RBL performance in terms of root mean square errors (RMSEs) in comparison to the state-of-the-art
(SotA), while maintaining a low computational complexity.

INDEX TERMS Rigid Body Localization, Gaussian belief propagation (GaBP), Small Angle Approxima-

tion.

I. Introduction

ENSING [1] can be seen as one of the main applications

in beyond fifth-generation (B5G) systems, as defined in
the IMT-2030 [2] goals. In particular, the emerging integrated
sensing and communications (ISAC) paradigm of new wire-
less standards such as sixth-generation (6G) and 802.11.bf
wireless local area networks (WLANSs), demonstrate that
wireless systems can use radio signals not only for commu-
nications, but also to perform sensing [3], [4]. A key sensing
application is to localize and detect the shape and orientation
of objects of interest in the environment, which can be
performed via radio-based techniques [5]. Part of the larger
sensing task is wireless localization (WL) [6]-[8], whereby
different properties of the radio signal such as finger-prints
[9], received signal strength indicator (RSSI) [10], angle of
arrival (AoA) [11], delay [12] or combinations of those [13],
to estimate the location of targets. But more sophisticated
sensing-driven applications such as autonomous driving and

robotic systems require capabilities including navigation
[14], collision detection [15], and vehicle trajectory and path
prediction [16], which in turn demand not only accurate
position estimates of point targets, but more detailed and
reliable information about the shape and orientation of three-
dimensional (3D) objects [17], [18].

This requirement gives rise to a localization paradigm
known as rigid body localization (RBL) [19]-[28]. To elabo-
rate, while traditional WL schemes are designed to estimate
the positions of individual point-targets independently, the
objective of RBL technology is to jointly estimate the global
translation and attitude (jointly referred to as pose) of a
3D object, based on a collection of landmark points whose
positions are fixed relative to one another due to the rigid
shape of the object.

Existing approaches for estimating the location and atti-
tude of rigid objects span multiple sensing modalities. For
instance, computer vision-based methods typically rely on
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pose estimation from image or video data [29], [30]. While
effective in controlled environments, these approaches often
require large data volumes and computationally intensive
processing, which can limit their applicability in resource-
constrained or real-time systems. Alternatively, inertial mea-
surement unit (IMU)-based techniques exploit measurements
from accelerometers, gyroscopes, and magnetometers to in-
fer orientation and motion [31], [32]. However, such methods
are prone to drift, require frequent recalibration, and often
depend on external aiding technologies, thereby partially
undermining their self-contained nature.

In contrast to the aforementioned approaches, the wire-
less RBL framework considered in this work [19], [20],
[22], [25]-[27] extends the conventional range-based WL
paradigm to the RBL problem, by explicitly exploiting range
measurements between landmark points' on the rigid body
and a set of anchor nodes at known positions [33], [34].
This formulation enables the joint estimation of the rigid
body’s global position, orientation, and, when applicable,
its geometric configuration. Earlier state-of-the-art (SotA)
contributions to range-based RBL approaches are based on
either algebraic methods leveraging multidimensional scaling
(MDS) [28], super multidimensional scaling (SMDS) [35] or
semi-definite relaxation (SDR) [36], [37], all of which have
a cubic computational complexity at least.

A representative example of a well-balanced solution that
combines high estimation accuracy with moderate computa-
tional complexity is the least squares (LS) method proposed
in [22]. In the scheme thereby, preliminary position estimates
for the individual landmark points are first obtained from
range measurements via a LS formulation based on the
linearized model in [38]. The rigid body translation and rota-
tion are then extracted using a singular value decomposition
(SVD)-based procedure, followed by a refinement step that
enforces the rigid body constraints through an Euler-angle
parametrization solved via weighted least square (WLS).

The ability of the method in [22] to solve the RBL
problem within a unified framework stems from the use of
linearized error models on the measured square distances
[38], [39]. Nevertheless, the reliance on LS formulations
and multi-stage processing can limit estimation performance,
particularly in scenarios with strongly coupled variables [40],
as well as the fact that a small angle approximation is used
in the linearized model. In terms of complexity, message-
passing-based methods [41] are well known to offer favor-
able accuracy-complexity trade-offs in such settings. These
methods enable efficient inference either through alternating
schemes [42] or through joint bilinear formulations [5], [43]-
[45]. There are multiple message passing-based localization
techniques in the WL literature, though not specifically
designed for RBL, for example, the method presented in
[46], where a RSSI-based cooperative localization prob-

'Landmark points can either represent edges and corners passively
detected via radar-like methods, or actual sensors located at the rigid body.
In this article we focus on RBL algorithms rather than ranging methods,
and such that both approaches can be abstracted as equivalent.

lem involving an unknown path loss exponent is solved
via message passing algorithms that solve a probabilistic
inference problem. In terms of sensing applications, [47]
employs Gaussian belief propagation (GaBP) for simulta-
neous localization and synchronization based on time of
arrival (ToA) measurements, while [48] leverages GaBP
for distributed multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) radar
localization, resulting in low computational complexity and
reduced communication cost.

The most recent, and to the best of the authors’ knowledge,
the only message passing-based method specifically designed
for RBL methods are presented in [49], [50], where the
linearized model in [22] is leveraged in the design of multiple
linear and bilinear GaBP algorithms for estimation of rigid
body parameters both in stationary and moving scenarios,
that is, yielding estimates for both the translation and rota-
tion, as well as the angular and translational velocities of the
rigid body. However, a limitation of the linearized system
model used in [22] and [50], as mentioned above, is that
it relies on the small angle approximation of the rotation
matrix, which is only valid for very small angles, typically
below 10° [51] and significantly degrades the performance
for larger angle deviations, as shown in [50].

In view of the above, based on our work in [49], we
propose in this article a GaBP-based approach for RBL,
in which we use a novel quadratic approximation of the
rotation matrix, instead of the commonly used small angle
approximation, which is only valid for very small angles. To
that extent, we derive a linearized system model that uses
the proposed quadratic angle approximation of the rotation
matrix, which is then used in a modified bilinear GaBP
algorithm to estimate the rigid body parameters, i.e., the
translation and rotation of the target rigid body.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

e A novel vectorized model of the 3D rotation matrix via
a quadratic angle approximation is proposed, which is
valid for large angle deviations between the orientations
of the prior and true target.

e A new linearized system model for RBL is derived
based on the proposed quadratic angle approximation
that relates the range measurements directly to the rigid
body parameters and enables the use of GaBP-based
estimation.

e A new bilinear GaBP algorithm is presented to estimate
the rigid body parameters, i.e., translation and rotation,
based on the proposed linearized system model.

The structure of the remainder of the article is as follows.
First, the rigid body system model, as well as the mea-
surement model is described in Section II. Next, in Section
III, the proposed linearized system model via the quadratic
angle approximation is introduced, followed by the modified
GaBP algorithm used to estimate the rigid body parameters.
Finally, a comparison of the proposed scheme with the small
angle approximation, GaBP-based RBL method is presented
in Section IV.
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Il. Rigid Body Localization System Model
A. Rigid Body System Model

Consider, as illustrated in Figure 1, a scenario where a rigid
body consisting of N landmark points is transformed — that
is changes its pose — in 3D Euclidean space. Each sensor
of the rigid body is described by a 3 x 1 vector denoted by
¢, € R¥*! for n = {1,..., N}. The conformation matrix,
describing the initial reference position of the rigid body is
therefore defined by C = [c1,¢,...,en] € R3*N at the
reference frame (local axis) of the rigid body.

To define the transformation of the rigid body in 3D space,
a translation and rotation needs to be introduced, respectively
described by the translation vector t = [t t,,t,]T € R®*!
consisting of the translation distances for each axis, and
a 3D rotation matrix’> @ € R3*3 given by equation (1),
where Q., Q,, Q. € R3*3 are the roll, pitch, and yaw
rotation matrices about the x-,y-,z-axes by rotation angles of
05,0y,0. € [—180°,180°] degrees, respectively.

Next, the transformed coordinates of the n-th sensor after
the rotation and translation is described by

Sn = Qc, +t € R3*L 2)

which is applied identically to all /N landmark points of the
rigid body, as illustrated in Figure 1, such that for the full
body, the equation can be rewritten as

S =QC +t1], € R**Y 3)

where 15 denotes a column vector of length N.

Finally, as illustrate in Figure 2, in order to perform
measurements for the localization, the target rigid body is
surrounded by a total of M reference sensors (hereafter
referred simply as anchors), defined by their known location
, M}.

a, € R¥>L form = {1,...

Reference
frame
C3

Transformed
rigid body

Figure 1. An illustration of the transformation of a rigid body, whose
location has a 3D rotation Q and a translation ¢ applied to the reference
frame, as determined by equation (2).

2The rotation matrix Q is part of the special orthogonal group such that
SO(3) ={Q e R¥*3:Q7Q =1, det(Q) = 1} [51] needs to hold.

VOLUME ,

B. Measurement Model

The pairwise range measurements between anchors and
landmark points considered for RBL, assumed to be available
by a common processing unit, are described by

“

where corresponding conventional squared range measure-
ments are modeled as

dm,n = dm,n + Wmp = ”am - SnHz + Wmn € R,

&)

with wy,, ~ N(0,02) denoting the independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) of variance o2, affecting the range measurement,
while dp, , £ ||@m — Snl|, is the true Euclidean distance
between the m-th anchor and the n-th sensor.

Following [22], [52], [53], the range measurement equa-
tion in (5) can be reformulated in terms of a linear relation
with a composite ranging noise &, € R defined as

j?n,n = ||am - 8””3 + Qdmynwmyn + w?n,n € Ra

Emn = diy a3~ |18all3+2aT, 80 % 2 w0, (6)

where the second-order noise term wf,w is neglected.

By rearranging and stacking equation (6) for all M
anchors, the system can be reformulated as a linear system
on the n-th unknown sensor variable, which yields

A
L, R

T 2
d%,n_”a1||2 _2‘111'7 1 s gl,n
yné : = : || n||2 + ERMXl
~ S 2
&~ llanly] |-2a3, 115" EMn
7
£ G eRMx4 égneRluxl ( )

where, y, € RMX*1 denotes the observed data vector,
G € RM*% denotes the effective channel matrix, which
has been implicitly defined to be constructed from range
measurements and anchor positions a,.

as as

a7

/
O

as as
Figure 2. lllustration of the transformed rigid body surrounded by M
anchors, whose locations are known.



Niclas Fihrling et al.:

Q = Q-(0:) Qy(ey) Q.(0,) =|sinf, cosb, 0

éQZGR3X3 éQyERSXS éQIGRSXJ
cosf, —sinf, 0 cosf, 0 sinf, 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 cosf, —sinb, (1)
0 0 1 —sinf, 0 cosd, 0 sinf, cosb,

cos 0, cos 0, sin b, sin b, cosf, — cos b, sinf,
=| cosfy,sinf, sinf,sinb,sinfd, + cosf, cos,
—sin 6, sin 6, cos 0,

cos 0, sin 0, cos 0, + sin O, sin 6,
cos 0, sin 0, sin 0, — sin,, cos b,
cos 0, cos 0,

q1,1 91,2 41,3
42,1 42,2 423
43,1 43,2 43,3

In the above, the vector ,, € R**! is implicitly defined,
which contains the unknown coordinates of the n-sensor,
as well as its distance to the origin, while the vector
&, € RMX1 gathers the composite noise quantities defined
in equation (6).

As shown in [50], the linear system in equation (7)
can be leveraged for the estimation of the unknown sensor
coordinate vector s,, and sensor position norm ||s||3 in x,,
via a linear GaBP approach. With the estimate of the sensor
positions in hand, equation (2) can either be invoked for the
translation and rotation extraction via Procrustes analysis or
other classical algorithms [54], as described in [22], or a
bivariate GaBP approach can be invoked to estimate the rigid
body parameters directly, as described in [49], where a small
angle approximation was used to linearize the rotation matrix
to enable the GaBP approach.

C. SotA Parameter-based System Model via Small Angle

Approximation

As proposed in [50], equation (7) can be reformulated, such
that system variables can be expressed directly in terms of
the RBL transformation parameters, ¢.e., the 3D rotation
angles 0 = [0,,0,,0.]7 € R3! and translation vector
t [55]. To enable the reformulation, first, a small-angle
approximation® [51] is applied onto the rotation matrix of
equation (1), obtained by the approximations cosf ~ 1 and
sin @ ~ 60, which yields

1 0. -6,
Q~| —0. 1 0, | eR>, ®)
0, —0, 1

which can be vectorized into a linear system directly in terms
of the Euler angles 6 [22], given by

é‘yE]RQXl
vee(Q) =v+LO=1[1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1JF
01 0 —-100 0 0 0]"[6,
+10 0 =1 0 0 0 1 0 0f-[6,] O
00 0 0 010 —1 0f |6,
£ L eROx3

3For practical rigid body tracking applications, subsequent transformation
estimations can be assumed to be performed within a sufficiently short time
interval such that the change in rotation angle remains small. Although the
approximation remains valid for rotation angles up to approximately twenty
degrees, convergence of the algorithm can still be achieved for larger angles.
However, in such cases, the estimation accuracy may degrade.

Next, when equation (9) is substituted into equations (2)
and (6) and the terms are rearranged, an alternate represen-
tation of the composite noise is obtained, given by

5 2 2
§n= dm,n*Ham”2* [snll5+2[c] @ af, ]y

£2[cT ® al |LO + 2a],t € R, (10)

where ® denotes the Kronecker product operator and vector-
ization identity of the matrix product vec(XYZ) = (ZT ®
X)vec(Y) has been used.

Finally, the fundamental system can be rewritten as a
linearization of equation (10) in terms of the rigid body
parameters 6 and ¢, which yields

Zp, = Hyp-0 + H; -t + &, € RM*1, (11a)
with
&, —llarlls — lIsals + 2] ® ally
Zn= c RMXI
7 2 2
By, — llarlls — Isall3 +2[e] ® al, ]y
(11b)

where z, € RMX! denotes the effective observed data
vector, &,, € RMX1 s the vector of composite noise variables
from equation (6), and Hy and H; are the two effective
channel matrices for rotation and translation respectively,
given by

—2[c] ® a]]L
Hy= : GRMX3, (11c)
—2[c] ® a},]L
and
—2a]
H,=| @ |eRM*3 (11d)
—2a],

lll. Proposed method

In light of the above, the proposed method proposes a
reformulation of the linear system proposed in [50] by the
introduction of a quadratic angle approximation, which is
then used in a modified GaBP algorithm to estimate the rigid
body parameters directly.

A. System Model via Quadratic Angle Approximation
Instead of the conventional small angle approximation,
where sin f = 6 and cos § = 1, we propose a novel quadratic
approximation of the rotation matrix. To that extent, we
approximate the elements of a rotation matrix Q[ € R3%3
using a quadratic approximation, based on
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sin(0) = a 01 =1gll 4 g gl
cos(0) ~ v — 5oL~ glil,

(12a)
(12b)

where the values for the parameters «, 3,7y, € R are chosen
such that the approximation is as accurate as possible in
the interval 0 € [—n/4,7/4]. To that extent, for the sine
approximation, we use o™ for positive angles and o~ for
negative angles, while for the cosine approximation the same
parameters are used for positive and negative angles. In order
to ensure that the approximations pass through the origin and
the exact value at 7/4, as shown in Figure 3, the parameters
are chosen as described in Table 1. Finally, in order to
linearize the model to be applicable in the proposed GaBP,
however, A"~ has to be known from the previous iteration
and A is the current unknown.

sin(z) and polynomial approximations

— 10 ()

Linear
= = = Quadratic (+ side)
= = = Quadratic (— side)

cos(z) and polynomial approximations

s C0S ()
Linear
= = = Quadratic Chebyshev

N
-

Figure 3. Various Sine and Cosine approximations
sin(z) : Absolute error |f — f| of approximations

Linear ! “ 0.1 : ,’
= = = Quadratic (+ side)
= = = Quadratic (— side) ' ! !
- 1 I 1
\ [} 1 I
' VOE !
\ \ 1 !
\ 1 1 /
\ A4 4
L L L N - LV - L L 1
- % -5 -3 0 T w2z % o«

x
cos(z) : Absolute error |f — f| of approximations

0.11

Linear ]
= = = Quadratic Chebyshev I
1 1
\ 1
\ 0.05 1
Y I
\ 4
\ 4

Figure 4. Errors of the Sine and Cosine approximations

VOLUME ,

Table 1. Parameters used for the sine and cosine approximations.

’ Parameter ‘ Value ‘ Used for ‘
at —0.16884 | sine (6 > 0)
a” +0.16884 | sine (A < 0)
B 1.03912 cosine
vy % cosine

574 .
1) 59 cosine

Following the procedure as in (9), as derived in Appendix
A, we then represent the vectorized matrix as an affine-linear
function of @, which yields

vee(Q) =7+ (fL+aLO —sDO)6,  (13)
where 914 = [99[3],95],9?]]T € R3*1 denotes the unknown
current angles and Ql'—1 = [0?‘”,95‘”,9?‘”}T e R3%!
the known previous angles. The diagonal matrix ® =
diag(@l—1) € R3*3 collects the previous angles on its
diagonal. Furthermore, the constant vector is given by
~ =72 - vec(I3) = v2[1,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,1]T. The matrices
L,D € R%*3 are defined as

00 0 0 0~ 0 — 0]
L=1{0 0 -1 0 0 0 1 0 0|, (@4a
0y 0 —y 000 0 0
00001000 17
D=|1 000000 01 (14b)
100010000

As shown in Figure 4, the quadratic approximation yields
a significantly lower error compared to the small angle
approximation, especially for angles larger than 20°. In
particular, for the cosine approximation, the maximum error
for angles up to 45° is reduced from approximately 0.08 to
less than 0.005. For the sine approximation, the maximum
error is reduced from approximately 0.3 to less than 0.004.
While the approximation error is still increasing for angles
larger than 45°, the proposed approximation still yields
a significantly lower error compared to the small angle
approximation, which could be improved further by using
higher order approximations, which is left for future work.

B. Proposed Linear Model

In light of the above, the fundamental system in equation
(11) can be rewritten leveraging the linear quadratic approx-
imation of equation (13), which yields

2z, = Hy-0+ H, -t + £, € RM*1, (15a)

where z, € RMx1 ¢ < RM*1 and H,, are identical to
the previous terms, while the effective channel matrix for the
rotation is redefined as

—2[c] ®a]](BL+ aLO — §DO)
H,= : e RM*3

—2[c] @ al,](AL +aLO — §DO)
(15b)
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Finally, it has to be ensured that, depending on the prior
angles @'~1, the correct approximation parameters is used,
as shown by Figure 3, where there exists a plus and minus
side for the approximation.

C. Bivariate GaBP for Rigid Body Parameter Estimation
With the linear formulation of the system model in hand,
the message passing rules for the GaBP iterations need to be
defined, which are similar to the algorithm shown in [50],
where in the case of transformation parameter estimation
using the new model based on equation (15), there exist
two sets of variables 0, with k£ € {1,..., K} and ¢, with
¢e{l,...,K}, where K is the dimension of the rigid body
parameters to be estimated, ¢.e., K = 3 in 3D space, such
that the GaBP rules are elaborated separately, updating the
model every iteration.

To perform the GaBP estimation, first soft interference
cancellation (soft-IC) is performed on the observed informa-
tion for rigid body parameters, i.e., the rotation angles and
translation as

Zg]mk = Zm — Zhazm 19[ ] thmz m]ly (16a)
itk
K o
—hOmk9k+thmz ) _5%]7')
i=1 .
+ 3 hgum,i(0; — 05 ) + €,
i#£k
Zt[jjnz—zm Zhémz m,i thmzmla (16b)
i#L
K N
= ht:m,€t€ + Z h@:m,i(ez - 97[771]’2)
1=1
+ Z ht:m,i( % t[J ) + ém
Iy,

Thus, the conditional probability density functions (PDFs)
of the soft-IC symbols are defined as

’“’[.ﬂ 6 |2éj;]m”k_h9:m,,k'9k"2 1
Pzu1 g, (Zezm,k| k) O exp | — 200 ,(17a)
:m, k| Uk ok
. ;4] 2
5 [4] 12 0 —heim ete
D;0) [te (Zt:m,e‘tz) X exp| — 250 , (17b)
Zeim, 0 tim, L

with the corresponding conditional variances given by

03;%7k22|h9;m71‘| wg]mz—i_Z’h mz| wtmz+NO ER

i#£k
« (18a)
U?££—Z|h9mz| 1/}|[9j]7nz+z‘htmz’ %mﬁ‘NoGR
=1 i#L
(18b)

where the corresponding mean square errors (MSEs) are
defined as

5k =Eo 10 — 09 2, (18¢)

m,

el = B[l — 19 7). (184)

Since the conditional PDF is known, the extrinsic PDF
can be found next via

514] 16 — 9£i],k|2
H pi[j]. |65 (Zo:i,k | 91@) X exXp| — 9] )
: 60:1,k o
i#m 6:m,k
- (19)
[T ran o, (L1t e dnl
D5l ¢, Ziio | te) o< exp | )
- tii e o
i#Em t:m

with the extrinsic means and variances are defined as

housr - 55)
= (X  er o)

i£m (Ue:i,k)

" hesig - 37
i =32 H) R Qo

i#m (Ut:i,é)

o i k|
Ve = | D e ) €R, (21a)

iFEm ( 97.](3)

heio2\

ot = (X s ) @1b)

i#Em Ot.m N

Finally, the denoisers with a Gaussian prior are given by
5 ¢9 mk e ¢t {[J]
Omk = —u N WA 7] )
¢‘9 + UG:m,k ¢t + Ut:m,@
(4] (4] (220)
. bo - Vg, . b - Uy
Toum e = bR € Ry = T e R (220)
9+U9 m,k t+vt:m,€
where ¢y and ¢; are the variance of the individual elements
in 0 and t.
Subsequently, the soft-replicas are iteratively updated via
= pall + (1= p)lll (232)
wiﬂ” = ol + (1= p)oll, (23b)

where p is the damping factor, while the algorithm performs
Jmax iterations of the message passing method or until
a convergence criteria is met, after which the consensus
estimates are obtained as
G — ( B il ) 1( $A tn kZé“,‘,‘?f]> € R.(240)
m=1 (b)) Nz (ebme)”
P = < % htnelz) 1( % w
m=1 (o)) \mzr (b))
Even though the message passing rules described by
equations (16)-(24) are complete to yield the estimated
rotation angles and translation vectors, there is a difference
in effective channel powers of Hy and H; in equation (11),
where the latter is typically much larger, resulting from the
absolute positions of the anchors and landmark points, which
lead to good estimates of the translation vector elements, but
poor estimates of the rotation angles in a joint estimation
described by the GaBP procedure.

) € R.(24b)
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Algorithm 1 : Double GaBP for RBL Parameter Estimation
Input: z, (||s.|13) Y, Hy, Hy, 6o, ¢1, No, jmax. p-
Output: 6, and Vk, ¢ (for all sensor nodes Vn);
Perform Vn,m k,0:

2[1] .
tm N w@:m,k’ wt:m,[’

1: Initialize A"

2: for j =1 to jmdx do 4
3: Compute soft-IC symbols z[] ) k> EHR via eq. (16);
4: Compute conditional variances oy, [fr} k,aig] , via eq.

(18);
Compute extrinsic means é[]] t[J | via eq. (20);

6: Compute extrinsic variances véﬂm s vtbjn

w

via eq. (21);

7: Denoise the beliefs ém,m tm £ Via eq. (22a);
8: Denoise the error variances 1g.p, ,¥t:m,¢ Via eq. (22b);

9: Update the soft-replicas with damping;

10: Update the effective rotation channel matrix Hy via eq.
(15);

11: end for

12: Obtain final consensus estimates ék., ty via eq. (24);

13: Obtain interference-cancelled system via eq. (25);

14: for j =1 t0 jpax do

15: Compute soft-IC symbols 29[j7]n . via eq. (26a);

16: Compute conditional Varlances 03 m] . vVia eq. (26b);

17: Compute extrinsic means 0 Ul via eq. (20a);

18: Compute extrinsic variances ¥ k[j ok via eq. (21a);

19: Denoise the beliefs 9m L via eq (22a)

20: Denoise the error variances wg:m,k via eq. (22b);

21: Update the soft-replicas with damping;

22: Update the effective rotation channel matrix Hyp via eq.
15);

23: end for

24: Obtain refined consensus estimates 6, via eq. (24a);

Such an effect can be intuitively explained by the fact
that a small change in the rotation angles leads to a small
change in the sensor positions, while a small change in
the translation vector leads to a large change in the sensor
positions, as visualized in Figure 1.

In light of the above, to counter the problem of the afore-
mentioned error behavior of the rotation angle parameters
6, we propose an interference cancellation-based approach
to remove the components corresponding to the translation
of the rigid body, and perform the GaBP again only on the
rotation angle parameters By using the estimated consensus
translation vector £ £ [fy, t5, £3]T € R**! obtained at the end
of the GaBP via equation (24b), the interference-cancelled
system is given by

2l &z, — Hit = Hyb + £, ¢ RM*L, (25)

Finally, the GaBP procedure to estimate the rotation angle
parameters @ is similar to the previous steps, except for the
factor node equations, which yields
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Z0:m,k = Z Z h@:m,iégii S R, (263)
itk
oo = 5" |houmi| W), + No € R. (26b)
i#k

The second loop to refine the rotation estimates is con-
catenated with the bivariate GaBP to describe the complete
estimation process of the rigid body transformation param-
eters @ and t, as summarized by Algorithm 1.

IV. Performance Evaluation
To provide a comprehensive performance evaluation of the
proposed GaBP-based RBL algorithm, we compare it against
the SotA method based on method described in [50], which
also uses GaBP for the estimation of the rigid body transfor-
mation parameters, but does not use the proposed quadratic
approximation of the rotation matrix, and instead relies on
the small-angle approximation. The simulation parameters
are illustrated in Figure 2, where the rigid body is composed
of N landmark points, whose positions are known in the
local coordinate system of the rigid body, and M anchors
with known absolute positions in the global coordinate
system. The conformation matrix of the target rigid body
is given by

-05 05 05 —05 —05 05 —05 0.5
C=|: -05 -05 05 05 -05 —-05 0.5

-05 -05 -05 —-05 05 05 05 05

3x8
ER>*®,

while the anchors conformation matrix A € R3*8 is

l -10 10 10 -10 =10 10 —-10 10

A=| -10 —10 10 10 —10 —10 10 10

-10 —-10 —-10 -10 10 10 10 10

The rigid body parameters are generated randomly each

realization, where the rotation angles 0., 8, 6., follow a zero-

mean Gaussian distribution of variance ¢¢ = 10deg?, which

is changing depending on the large or small angle scenario

and the RBL translation vector elements also follow a zero-
mean Gaussian distribution of variance ¢; = 5m?2.

GRSXS

A. Numerical Results
The first set of results in Figure 5 illustrates the root mean
square error (RMSE) performance of the translation vector
estimate of the proposed method, compared to the SotA
method of [50] that uses GaBP to estimate the rigid body
parameters, which is, however, limited by the small-angle
approximation used in the system model. It can be observed
that, as expected, the translation vector estimate is equally
well estimated by both methods, over the whole error regime.
This result can be justified by the fact that the translation part
of the system model is not affected by the different angle
approximation used in the linearized model and thus, yields
the same performance as the SotA.

The performance is evaluated by the RMSE, which is
defined as

RMSE = 1 — z||2, 27)

1 E
DI
=1
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Figure 5. RMSE of the translation estimate of the proposed method and
the SotA, over the range error o.
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Figure 6. RMSE of the rotation estimate of the proposed method and the
SotA, over the range error o.
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where %[ is the rigid body parameter vector (angle or trans-
lation) estimated during the i-th Monte-Carlo simulation, x
is the true RBL parameter vector, and E = 10* is the total
number of independent Monte-Carlo experiments used for
the analysis, and is evaluated for different noise standard
deviations o. Additionally, for the GaBP algorithms, the
damping factor is set to p = 0.5, and the maximum number
of iterations is set t0 jmax = 30, which has empirically
shown sufficient convergence.

Next, in Figure 6, the RMSE performance of the rotation
angle estimate is illustrated, where again, the proposed
method is compared to the SotA method of [50], for different
levels of the angle deviation ¢y. It can be observed that the
general performance of the proposed method is far superior
to the SotA, especially for larger angle deviations. While the
performance of the SotA degrades rapidly for larger angle
deviations, the proposed method is robust to such changes,
with an overall improved performance of more than one
decade, over the whole noise regime.

Performance of Rotation Estimation vs Ranging Error

20 T
—O— GaBP SotA [45]: 10°
18 + — QO — GaBP SotA [45]: 50° | 4
—@— Proposed: 10°
16 — @ — Proposed: 50° il

—
'S

Ju
%)

Rotation RMSE [deg]
© S

(=2

10° 1071 1072

Range Error: o [m]
Figure 7. RMSE of the rotation estimate of the proposed method and the
SotA, over the range error o.

Finally, since the gain in terms of robustness is not clearly
visible in the logarithmic scale of Figure 6, in Figure 7
the results are presented again in a linear scale. As can be
observed, the proposed method maintains a low RMSE even
for large angle deviations, over the whole noise regime, while
the SotA method fails to provide acceptable estimates for
larger angle deviations and high measurement noise.

B. Complexity Analysis

In addition to the performance analysis, for the sake of
completeness, the computational complexity of the proposed
methods are compared to the SotA method of [50], given
in big-O notation. While the proposed method clearly out-
performs the SotA methods in terms of performance, its
complexity in big-O notation is identical, with O(N M K?)
for both GaBP algorithms, where N is the number of
landmark points, M is the number of anchors, and K is the
dimension of space. The complexity compared to the SotA
can be well justified, since the only difference is the iterative
update of the effective channel matrix Hy in equation (15),
which does not change the overall complexity order. Finally,
in terms of convergence behavior, the convergence of the
rotation matrix estimate of the proposed method converges
in a similar manner as the SotA, but to a lower RMSE,
with both methods converging in less than 5 iterations for
different noise levels o and thus, a dedicated convergence
figure is omitted for brevity.

V. Conclusion

We proposed a novel RBL algorithm, capable of estimating
the rigid body transformation parameters, i.e., translation
and rotation, with high accuracy for both small and large
angle deviations, based on range measurements that utilizes
a novel quadratic approximation of the rotation matrix and
a double GaBP-based estimation algorithm. First, the con-
ventional rigid body system model is linearized by using a
novel quadratic approximation of the rotation matrix, which
is valid for both small and large angle deviations.
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Subsequently, a double GaBP-based estimation algorithm
is proposed, employing the novel linearized system model
to jointly estimate the rigid body transformation parameters.
Simulation results illustrate the good performance of the
proposed technique in terms of RMSE as a function of
the measurement error, outperforming the SotA in all error
regimes for the rotation estimate, with great accuracy for
large angle derivations, while preserving the same computa-
tional complexity and convergence behavior, as well as the
same performance for the translation estimation.

Appendix A

Linear Model Derivation

In order to prove that equation (13) is indeed equivalent to

the vectorized version of the rotation matrix Q given by

equation (1), the formulation can be derived, starting from

equation (1), applying the corresponding approximation.
Next, all the pairs of sine and cosine functions are approx-

imated by the proposed quadratic approximation given by

equation (13), which lead to the following approximations,

written as

cos(0.) sin(0,) ~ 80 + ya ol—6l1, (30a)
cos(6,) sin(6,) ~ vB 08 + v gl 1gli, (30b)
cos(0,) sin(0,) ~ v3 0 + ya li—1gl (30c)
cos(6;) sin(8y) =~ v 93] + Yo 9;*1]0;], (30d)
cos(8y) sin(0,) ~ v 60l 4+ ya gli—tgll, (30e)
cos(f,) cos(h,) ~ > —~8 (957119@ + 0[;71]05]) , (300)
cos(f,) cos(0,) ~v* — 8 (05_1]95] + 93_1]950 . (30g)

Next, with the approximation terms in hand, all the terms
are substituted into the original rotation matrix Q, as defined
in equation (1) The result of said substitution is described in
equation (30) and can then be vectorized to yield the final
result given by equation (13), described in compact matrix
form, whereas the full vectorized form is given as

vec(QY) =4+ (BL +aLO® - §DO) 6"
(72 —~a(0y oy + 02 ol
¥80Y + ya ol gl
B0ty el
7865~y el
= |72 —y0(0k ol + ol gl
1805 1 7 6 p0
564 + 6l Mgl]
~7B05 — ya 0~ ol
7 2060+ oVl

3D
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