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Abstract— There are several attitude estimation algorithms in ~ Algorithms that are typically used for attitude estimation
futence, il of i use logal cooTdinale represenas ot in such applications are based upon local coordinae rep-
sentations of the group of orientations have associated pbtems.  resentations of the group of rotations, like quaternions,
Lihile minimal coordinate represenations bt KNemal  Rodrigues parameters, or Euler angles. As is well known,
requires satisfaction of an extra constraint. This paper teats minimal coordinate representations of the rotation grdike,
Lﬁgﬁgm{ds\,ﬁﬁgmaﬂgaS”gn‘;'/'t?(;g‘a %rggr'gma"’t‘gsa?o?pttgg'Zdﬁ'gu”p Euler angles, Rodrigues parameters, and modified Rodrigues
of rotations. An attitude determinaticra]ntalr%ci)r%qirgea?ﬁleatétlitttiltjlizlccie3 p_aramet_e_rs (see [7]),_usua||y lead to_ geometric or klne_nnan
gﬁt(;rr;aantéour;apl\t/g(s)ci%r/eegt?r%gtci)gﬁ de’rrgrg. For filter propagation, §|ngularltles. Quaternion .represerjtatlon of the att'ml)f
the attitude kinematics and deterministic dynamics equatns is commonly used, particularly in spacecraft applicatjons
(Culers eauations) o7& rid bocy, n an e depender. | where the quaternion estmation (QUEST) algorithm and
or attitude and angular velocity estimation, with or without  itS several variants have been in use for quite some time
angular velocity measurements. ([1], [19], [15]). Besides the extra constraint (of unit nor
that one needs to impose on the quaternion, the quaternion
representation for a given rotation depends on the sense of

Attitude estimation is often a prerequisite for control-rotation used to define the principal angle, and hence can be
ling aerospace and underwater vehicles, mobile robots, adéfined in one of two ways. Local coordinate representations
other mechanical systems moving in space. Hence, attitudé the attitude usually lead to use of the extended Kalman
estimation of a rigid body has applications in spacecrafilter (EKF) as an estimator for attitude and angular velocit
and aircraft dynamics, unmanned vehicle dynamics, ardis well known that the EKF has problems with convergence
robot dynamics, including walking robots. While attitudeand stability in the case of large initial condition erro8. [
sensors and the control tasks for which attitude feedbadie attitude determination algorithm presented here does
are required may be different in these different applicetjo not use any local coordinate representation of the attjtude
the fundamental importance of obtaining accurate attitudend is hence free of the drawbacks associated with such
data remains common to all these applications. In this papéwcal representations. Nonlinear attitude estimatioarfltfor
a new look at the attitude estimation problem is provideda rigid body in an attitude-dependent potential field are
which has two essentially new features: (1) the attitude lso developed using this attitude determination algorith
globally represented without using any local coordinates a These are optimal nonlinear filters that minimize the adttu
the nonlinear attitude dynamics equation (Euler's equatio and angular velocity estimation errors at each measurement
for rigid bodies is used, and (2) the filter obtained is noinstant, and are hence free of the stability issues confrgnt
a Kalman or extended Kalman filter. A global attitudeextended Kalman filters.
representation has been recently used for partial attitudeA brief outline of this paper is given here. In Sectiah I,
estimation with a linear dynamics model (see [16]). Howevethe attitude determination problem for vector measurement
to the author’'s knowledge, total attitude estimation using with measurement noise is introduced, and a global attitude
global attitude representation and a full nonlinear attu determination algorithm which gives a global minimum
kinematics and dynamics model (without linearization) hasf the attitude estimation error is presented. This section
not been done before. also presents some simulation results that demonstrate the

Spacecraft attitude determination and filtering is perhagpplicability of this attitude determination algorithmeion
the oldest application for attitude estimation algoritheasd [ introduces an attitude dynamics model for a free rigid
the attitude determination problem for a spacecraft frorhody in a potential field, where the inertia properties of the
vector measurements was first posed in [21]. A sample diody are assumed to be perfectly known. This deterministic
the literature in this area can be found in [1], [6], [13], 18 dynamics model is used to create a filter that estimates both
[19], [21]. Applications of attitude estimation to unmaune the attitude and the angular velocity. Two cases are consid-

vehicles and robots can be found in [2], [16], [17], [20].ered here: the presence of angular velocity measurements,
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and their absence; and the filter algorithms for both casese minimized. The least squares attitude estimation probl
are presented. The paper is concluded in Sedfidn IV witlvould be to
a summary of results presented, and a discussion on future

R o~ o~
enhancements to the filter algorithm developed here. Minimize - Zwi(ei — Cb)" (e — Cby)

—
Il. ATTITUDE DETERMINATION PROBLEM !

The attitude of a rigid body in space is a representatioY’(ith respect toC subjec_t_toC’ € S0(3), wherew; is a
of the orientation of a body-fixed coordinate frame to a nown V_V'Ef‘ght factor (p05|t|v_e)_usually'taken to correspnd
inertial frame. The principal axes of the body and inertia‘he statistical standard deviation of tite measured vector.

'ghis problem is also known as Wahba'’s problem [21]. In this

frames are related by a linear transformation given by K th bt f Hered as desi
proper orthogonal matrix, which is usually referred to ad/OK. the weightfactors are considered as design paraseter
We define the3 x n matrices

the rotation or orientation matrix. The rotation matrix may
be represented by various sets of coordinates, like ther Eule E=lei es ... en], B=1[by by ... byl

angles, quaternions, or Rodrigues parameters (see [3], [9 . .
g q g P ( 91, [ he assumption here and throughout the rest of this paper

The rotation matrices are proper (determinant=+1) orthog hat both 4B ¢ K 3- otherwise th itud
nal matrices that form a group under matrix multiplicationfS t at. Ot,E and B are of rank 3, ot erwise the attitude
this abstract group is denoteBO(3). Hence, the group determination problem is ill-posed. We introduce the trace

SO(3) is the compact Lie group of 0rientation-preservinngnmrAprOdug;[XOS2 thﬁ space of real x n, matrices, i.e., if
isometries orR?, and we represent it using the set3ok 3 1, A2 €R » then

proper orthogonal matrices, (A1, Ag) = trace(AlTAQ).

C eR3*3, s.t. cTo = I3 = C’CT, det(C) = 1. The above attitude determination problem can then be re-

A. Attitude Determination from Vector Measurements stated as follows:

. L _ 1 P o~ ~
We now formulate the attitude determination problem fromMinimize Jy = 5<E —CB,(E—-CB)W), Ce€8S0(3),

vector measurements. Let the direction vectors of a few (2)

known points in an inertial fram& for R® be given by where the estimate of the rotation matrix (attitudé)s the
e i—19 n only unknown andi¥ = diag(w;) is the positive diagonal
(2 - ) yr )

weight matrix. We can extemize the cost functigh by
and their corresponding direction vectors in a body-fixethking the first variation with respect G and setting it to
frame B (fixed to a rigid body of interest) foR3 be zero sinceC is the only unknown to be determined in this

b i1 problem. The extremal solution to this problem is given by
iy, = L,...,N.

1 =~ o~ ~ 1 o~ ~
The inertial and body-fixed direction vectors are related by opJo = §<_5CB’ (E—-CB)W) + §<E - 0B,
the rotation matrix_' which rotates the body frame into the —65‘§W> = (E- GE)WET —65‘)
inertial frame, such that — _tracd BW(E 7@§)T65) .y @)
e;=ChiVie{l,2,. .. n) @ ’

where 6C is a variation inC' € SO(3). SincesC is in
Note that the convention followed for the rotation matfix T;SO(3), the tangent space ®0O(3) atC, it has the form
in @) is that in [3], [12], while the reverse convention of a

rotation matrix taking the inertial frame to the body frarse i sC=CU, Uce 50(3). 4)
used in most of the other literature cited here. The conganti
used here makes it easier to represent the body kinematk:'
and dynamics in the body frame and the equations of motiotrac BW (E — CB) ' CU) = 0 < BW(E'C — B")
are left-invariant, i.e., invariant to left multiplication ofC'
by a non-singular matrix. The direction vectobs when
measured from the body (e.g., a spacecraft), usually gontginceU is skew-symmetric. The above result can be recast
additive measurement errors and the measured directitfiio the following form:

vectors may noF coi_ncide with the gctulal = CTei. Let J Ao éTL, I — EWET, (6)

the measured direction vectors be given by

gnce, from[[B) andi4), we get

is symmetrics BWE'C is symmetric  (5)

and L is known sinceE is known, B is known from
measurements, and” is known as a design parameter.

wherev; are measurement errors that are usually assumed! e following result gives a necessary condition for the
to be Gaussian with zero mean. attitude matrix C' that satisfies[{3), and is equivalent to

The attitude determination problem consists of finding aRquation [B).
estimateC' of the rotation matrixC' such that the errors Lemma 1. Define the linear map/;, : SO(3) — so0(3) by

e; — Ob; My(C)=CTL-LTC, CesO(), @)

bi = b + 15,



whereL is as defined by[16). I € SO(3) is in the kernel whereP = QT Q, € O(3). We denote the columns dt by

of this map, therC' is of the form p1, p2, p3 € R? and the entries of the diagonal matrix
C=SL, §= ST, @) asly, I, _andl3. SincgU € s0(3), Fhe eigenvalues ofU?
. _ _ _ (the entries of the diagonal matrix,) are 0,u; > 0, and
i.e.,C = SL whereS is a3 x 3 symmetric matrix. uy > 0. Thus, the sufficient conditiod](9) is equivalent to
Proof. If C' is in the kernel ofM, then ¢ = ustracdA1psp] ) + ustracgArpsp]) > 0
c'r=1"c = ¢’ =crL". = (iphy + l2p3y + l3p3s) > O

2 2 2
Hence,D = LCT is symmetric and we could expregs= and (Lp +lep3s +Ispss) > 0,

DC, whereD = DT is symmetric. Now from our earlier which is possible for arbitrary,, ps € R? if and only if
assumptions. = EWBT is non-singular, sincé&k and B I; > 0, I > 0, andl3 > 0. Hence, the sufficient conditon
are of rank 3, and?V € R"*" is positive definite. Thus (@) is equivalent toD = QlAlQI being positive definite,

D = LCT is also non-singular. Hence, we get ie., leT)v > 0 for any v € R3. This in turn imp#es that
_ S = (L")"'DL™! is also positive definite, since' Su =
_ _ 1y ’
DC=L = C=D"L=45IL, v Dv > 0 whereu = Lu. O
whereS = D! is symmetric. This proves the result. O Lemmall and Propositidd 1 give necessary and sufficient

This result is a special case of Proposition 1 in [4], irconditions, respectively, for the attitude matrix that min
which C is replaced by a matrix whose row vectors formimizes Jo. The following result gives an unique attitude
an orthonormal set. However, the above result does not gif@atrix C' € SO(3) that solves the attitude determination
the unique solution to the attitude determination problEn ( problem [2) and satisfies equatiofi’ (6) ad (9).

since it does not give an expression f&y from which the  Theorem 1. The unique minimizing solution to the attitude
estimateC' of the unknown attitude can be determined.  determination probleni]2) is given by

To obtain theC' that minimizes the cost functiony, we ~ T
apply the sufficient condition for a minimum by taking its C=SL, S=Qy/(RRT)71Q", (10)
second variation with respect t@. The first variation of7y  where
in @) can be written as L=QR, QeS0(3), (11)
50 = (L _5(§> = (L @U> and R _is upper triangular and non-singular (sincé =
C - ) - 9 .

EWBT is non-singular); this is the QR decomposition of
Thus. a sufficient condition folC to minimize the cost L. The matrix square root used here is the positive definite
functiyon Jo is as follows: (principal) square root of a positive definite symmetric

matrix.
TA TA o n
0%Jo = —tracqL'CU?) —tracqL’ CoU) Proof: From Lemmd11, we know that' = SL = SEW BT
- —trace(LT(,A’UQ) > 0. (9) WwheresS = ST, is a necessary condition for the extremal

solution. From Propositioll 1, the equivalent conditiontte t
This condition, along with Lemmid 1, leads to the followingsyfficient condition[[p) is that the symmetric matsxhas to
result. be positive definite. Using the QR decompositionZofiven
Proposition 1. The cost function7, in @) is minimized by by (1), we can express the orthogonality conditiorCoés
C = SL such that the symmetric matrixis positive definite. follows:

CCT = SQRRTQ'S = I.

Proof. From Lemmd;ll, we knowAthat a necessary conditioSince S is symmetric,S is given by
for the minimizing C would be C = SL, where S is a

symmetric matrix. Hence S =/QRRT)71QT = Q\/(RRT)-1QT,

D=LTC=1LTsL where the principal (positive definite) square root is taken
. _ N ) as given by equatiofi.{10). This makéspositive definite as
is symmetric. From conditiofil{9), we have tr@é#/*) < 0.  well. By constructionC = SI satisfiesCCT = I;. Now

SinceU € so0(3), U? is symmetric and has negative definiteye check the determinant &f = S, as follows:
trace. LetQ1, Q2 € O(3) be such that

; . detC = detSdetL

— 2 _

D=QihiQr, —U" = @240, — (et QT det \/(RRT)~1 det Q)(det Q det R)
are the spectral decompositionsfand—U? respectively, (det Q)2

andA;, A, are diagonal. Then = Ve hie ot det Qdet R

¢ = tracd—DU?) = tracgQ1A1Q] Q2A2Q)) > 0
= tracgA1Q] Q2A2Q1 Q1) > 0
= tracqAy PAQPT) > 0

1
- detQdetR
(det R)?

1
dethethetR— det@Q =1,



sinceQ € SO(3). This proves thaf' € SO(3), and is hence Simulation Data:

the unique minimal solution to the attitude determination
problem [2). 0 0.3817  0.3077  0.2324  0.3374

E=] —-0.5450 —-0.6045 —0.5824 —0.5675

Although we have used the QR decomposition for the matrix
0.7465 0.7347 0.7789 0.7511

L here, one can use the singular value decomposition or any

other decomposition using orthogonal matrices, to shosr thi 0.3161  0.2975  0.2807
result. —0.6582 —0.6046 —0.5912 |,
We next show that the attitude estimate given by this 0.6832  0.7389  0.7561
algorithm is unbiased, i.e., in the absence of measurement 0.1287  0.0975  0.1580  0.1264
errors, this estimate gives the actual attitude. B=| —0.9628 —0.9843 —0.9833 —0.9750

. . L . . —0.2394 —-0.1517 —0.0862 —0.1904
Proposition 2. The attitude determination algorithm given
by equations[[IIOE(11) gives an unbiased estimate of the 0.0210  0.1020  0.1249

attitude. —0.9904 -0.9829 —0.9836

Proof: Let us assume that there is no error in the measure- —0.1414 - =0.1404 = —0.1279

ment of body vectors, i.e3 = B = [b1 by ... bu]. IN Note that the vectors in the inertial frame are clustered
that case, we hav& = C'B, and together, and hence, so are the vectors in the body frame.
This simulates direction vectors as would be measured by
L = ILy= EWB' = EWE'C an optical instrument with a finite field of view, e.g., a star
= C=(EW ET)‘l Lo, tracker. The “actual” attitude matrix which takes the “adtu

body directions to the inertial directions, is assumed to be

known for this simulation, and is given b
which, by Theoreni]l, implies that g y

—0.2029 —0.1865 —0.9613
_ Ty-1T _ Ty—1 C=1| 0638 07191 —0.2743 |. (12)
So = Qo\/(RoRy)~'Qp = (EWE )™, 0.7424  —0.6694 —0.0269
where Ly = Qo Ry. This is equivalent to As mentioned before, these simulated measurements of body
directions correspond to added Gaussian noise of 0.002
radian to the “actual” body directions.

T _ T\ T
EWE" = Qo\/(RoRj)Qq, The results of this simulation, in the form of the attitude
& (EWET)2 = QOROROTQOT. matrix determined by this algorithd, the error bgtween the
known “actual"AaNttitude matrixC' and the attitud€”, and the
But the righthand side above isLoL] = €More=4r-— CB, are given below.
(EWETC)(CTEWET), which is equal to the left-hand Simulation Results:
side.. Thus, \{ve have = S()LO. WhereSO = .(EWE.T)_l as R [ —0.2042 —0.1856 —0.9612 ]
required. This proves that this algorl_thm is ur_1b|ased._D _ O — 0.6386  0.7190 —0.2745 |,
These results are used as the basis for attitude estimation 0.7420  —0.6698 —0.0283 |

filters obtained in SectiofIl. - 0.0000  0.0006 0.0012

ec=CTC—1I3=| —0.0006 —0.0000 —0.0008 |,

B. Simulation results for Attitude Determination Algorith | —0.0012° 0.0008  —0.0000 ]

s —0.0009 —0.0008 —0.0006 —0.0007

We end this section with a simulated example of alE — OB = | —0.0007 —0.0008 —0.0000 0.0005

attitude determination problem, where an attitude masix i —0.0007 —0.0012 0.0006 —0.0012
obtained from ‘measurements’ of seven (unit) vectors,aepr 0.0007  0.0009  0.0008
senting seven different directions in Euclidean 3-spate T 0.0003  0.0009  0.0009
“measured” vectors are given as normalized (unit) vectors. 0.0016 —0.0016 0.0011

The simulation is carried out using a MATLAB program,

which implements the attitude determination algorithmegiv Note that the error in the attitude matrix is here specified

in TheorenflL. The simulated vectors “measured” in the bodys C'T ¢ minus the identity matrix; one can also specify this

frame have added Gaussian noise with a standard deviationgfor asC — (. As defined here, the matri¥; + e =

o = 0.002 rads~ 0.115° (WhICh is relatively Iarge Compared aTO c SO(3)' is the measure (|n the group of r|g|d body

to the capabilities of most modern attitude sensors). rotations) of the attitude error. The maximum errors in ¢hes
The data used in this simulation, in terms of the inertiatesults are of the order of the measurement errors in the body

unit vectors, and their “measured” counterparts in the bodyectors, which demonstrates the applicability of thistadie

frame, are as follows: determination algorithm.



[1l. ATTITUDE ESTIMATION FILTERS FOR AFREERIGID ~ where the first term is the kinetic energy, aWdC') denotes
BODY IN A POTENTIAL FIELD the potential energy that is dependent on the attitude of the

In this section, we develop an attitude estimation filtepody.
based on the attitude determination algorithm of Thedfem 1 The equations of motion are obtained by applying Hamil-
developed in the last section. We assume that the attitué@n’s principle to the action quantity
dynamics is perfectly known, and is that of a free rigid T
body in a potential field, i.e., there are no applied (coptrol S = / L(C,Q)dt,
forces on the body. We leave the potential field to be general 0
(could be uniform or central gravity, for example). Twoand takingreduced variation®n the grougSO(3) (see [3],
cases are dealt with here: (1) the case without, and (P}2]). The reduced variations at the poit, 2) € TSO(3)
the case with angular velocity measurements. Since we ugee given by ([3], [12])
the actual (cqntinu0u§) nonlinear dynamics equations for 5C=0%, §0=3%+[Q,3], (16)
filter propagation, the filters developed here are not extdnd
Kalman filters; they are nonlinear filters. We also assuméhere X(t) € so(3) specifies a variation vector field on
that the vector attitude measurements (and angular velocBO(3) that vanishes at the end-points, i.E(0) = 3(T) =
measurements, if any), are made at discrete time instanfs.Extremizing the action along this vector field, we get

Hence, the filter equations obtained are of the continuous- T (q 1
discrete type. 05 = {—(59, QA) + —(Q,00M) — (Ve E>} dt
. : : o L2 2
Let {tx}, ¥ € Z non-negative, denote an increasing r
sequence of non-negative real numbers that coincide with :/ {1<J(Q) 5Q) — (dcV, CE>} -0
time instants at which measurements of vectors in the body o L2 ’ ’ ’

frame (and angular velocity measurments, if any) are take _ v . : "

Let B, € R3*™ denote the set ofi;, vector measurments Q/hgrg eV = 5 and J-' s0(3) — s0(3) Is a positive
, . ~ definite operator on the Lie algbesa(3) that is defined by

taken at timey, in the body frame; the columns &f;, denote

the measured body vectors. B, € R3**" denotes the J(Q) = AQ + QA. a7

vectors in the inertial frame, an€}, is the actual attitude

matrix from the body to the inertial frame, then The second term arising from the potential in the first

variation above, can be rendered as
53 T

B = Oy B + N, (13) TV, ) = 2TV — (@eV)TC, ).
where the columns ofV, € R3*™ are the measurement 2
errors in the body vectors. The measured body vecto _
are usually expressed as unit vectors. The angular velocft‘f/l""t'onS (see [14])

measurement at time;, is denoted by}, € so(3). At (J(A1), As) = (A1, J(Ay)), ([X,Y],2) = (X,[Y, Z)),
time ¢y, k > 1, the attitude and angular velocity estimates ] )

obtained by propagating using the attitude kinematics anfe get (integrating by parts)

Nsing the reduced variations as given Hyl(16) and the

dynamics equations from timg,_; are denotedCAk‘ and T .

Q) respectively, and the updated attitude at this time instaff> = /0 {<J(Q)a ¥ +[9,%])
obtained from the attitude determination part of the filter T T

(which is based on the algorithm of Sectibh II) is denoted —(C 9V = (0cV) C, Z>} dt

f?\;j. The angular velocity is also updated at the measurment T T T
time ¢;, and the updated angular velocity estimate is denoted = /O {<[J(Q)’ Q,%) = {C 0cV = (8cV) O, %)
Qr. . T

k _ B | o —<J(Q),z>}dt+<J(Q),z>yo —0.
A. Dynamics of Free Rigid Body in a Potential Field ) ) _ _ o
Since we take arbitrary fixed end-point variations, the last

We.fi.rst obtain the dynamicg (equations of motion) of erm above vanishes, and the terms in the integral give us
free rigid body in a potential field in a compact geometrig, dynamics

form, that is free of any particular coordinate description .
The attitude kinematics is given by J(Q) =[J(Q),0] - CTocV + (0cV)TC.  (18)

C =0Q, (14) This dynamics equation is also derived in [11] in a similar
fashion.
where (2 € so(3) denotes the angular velocity in the body \we now present the result that any given valug () for
frame. LetA denote the symmetric positive definite inertiag given symmetric positive definité, uniquely determines
matrix of the rigid body. The Lagrangian for the rigid bodyihe skew-symmetric matrig.

In a potential field is given by Le(m)mahz. If Kis symrFe)tric an? p;ositive %efinite ande
1 so(n), the mapJg : so(n) — so(n) given byJg : X —
L£(C, Q) = 5 (2, QA) = V(C), (15) K X4 XK has kernel zero, and is hence an isomorphism.



Proof. Since X is skew, there eX|sts a unitary matrix i.e., measurements; therefore we update the angular velocity by
LLT = LTL = Iy, such thatLXLT = 1%, whereX is a minimizing the difference between the rates of change of
real diagonal matrix X is unitarily diagonalizable). Thus if attitude at a measurement instant:

KX+ XK =0, then ] e e e
jT:§<Ok Qk —Ck Qk ,(Ck Qk —Ck Qk )H>,

7T rT _
LKL'S+YLKL" =0, (20)
whereLK' LT is a positive definite Hermitian matrix. tfis ~ WhereIl is a symmetric positive definite matrix that can
an eigenvector ok = LK LT, then be chosen as a design parameter for the filter. Hgfre

and Q, are obtained by integrating equatioris](14) and
(@I8) respectively, from time,_; to time tx, with initial
and R R R conditionscﬁ andQ/k,\lJr respectively.

KX+ 3K =0= K(Xe) + A(Xe) = 0. The first variation ofC, ' is given by

]?ez)\e, A >0,

Hence Ye is_also an eigenvector of¢ with eigenvalue
—A < 0. But K is positive definite and so all its eigenvalues
are strictly positive. Thus, we have a contradiction, usle
> =0 and henceX = 0.

5@7; = @JFU,:F, Ul €50(3).

SSetting the first variation off, in (I3) to zero, we get:

This lemma and its proof are also given in [4]. Note that e T

we only need this result foso(3) here, although we have 8Ja =Y {{(Ex —Cy B)WiBy ,—Cy UJ)
stated and proved it for allo(n). Thus, if the momentum k=0

M = J(Q) is given, then one can obtain the unique <(@+)T@7A((6’;7)T@+—I),U]j>}
angular velocity corresponding to i = J~1(M) € s0(3).

From equation[{l18) and Lemnli 2, this uniquely determines Z{ Ck A+ E,W.B,. ) Ut =0, (21)

Q given the values of2 and C' at any instant. We use  i—;

this dynamics equation, along with the attitude kinematics B

equation[[TK), to propagate the attitude and angular wglocitaking into account the initial condltloﬁ’o = (Cp , which

between discrete sets of measurements. is either assumed to be known from a given initial attitude,

B. Attitude Estimation Filter without Angular Velocity Mea ©F 0Ptained from an initial set of measurementsusing the

surements algorithm of Theorenill. From the expressiénl(21), we get
We use the attitude determination algorithm given ir%he result

Sectiorl to fqrm an attitude est|mat|on filter, by augmegti é TLk is symmetric, where., — O A+ EkaBk .
angular velocity data. The algorithm presented here works 22)

when there are body vector measurements at discrete tm%W the result of Theorenl1 can be applied to obtain
instants, but no available angular velocity measuremen% date of the attitud ; —~+ ‘ ¢ th
However, we assume that we know the initial angular velodl® update of the attitude es imag@, in terms of the

ity. We use equation§{lL4) and{18) to integrate the attitudd™ decomposition Og;k Given tZ'S up(:athe of thelattltu;je
and angular velocity in time between the sets of body vect&Stimate, one can obtain an update of the angular ve ocity
measurements; this corresponds to the propagation phaseegfimate by minimizing7,. in 0) with respect t@, . This
the filter. The attitude and angular velocity are then updiated!Ves US:
based on the body vector measurements, in a manner similar bt b~
to that used in a Kalman filter. 0Ty = <(Ck Q, —Cr U )chk 02 ) =0

We obtain the filter as an optimal filter from a suitable - (@* _ (@+)T@_(/2;_)H is symmetric.
cost function that minimizes errors between the estimated
and the measured attitude, as well as the difference betweeRe initial angular velocnyfl\{ is assumed to be known,

the propagated arlLd updated estimates. The update of m?d from [2B), Qo _ Qo The above analysis can be

attitude estimate’, at measurement instan is obtained  formalized into the following result, which is one of the mai
by minimizing the following cost function with respect to results of this paper.
~+

ko Theorem 2. The attitude estimation filter obtained from
N minimizing the cost functiong, and 7. is given by the
T, = %Z {(By — Cr By, (Ex — Cr B)Wi) attitude and angular velocity updates:
k=0

~+ ~+ P N
—— T~ o~ T~ = SpLi, Q II+ 1104 :(Ck ) Cr Qp II
+H(C TG —L((Ck )G = DAY}, (29) U
+1Q. (Cx ) Cr , (23)

where A is a symmetric positive definite matrix that can
be chosen as a design parameter for the filter. In the ca¥e'®™® - T
that we are considering now, there are no angular velocity QwRr =Ly =C, A+ EWiBy , (24)



is the QR decomposition df;, and where 7, is as defined in[{19), and andT" are symmetric
positive definite matrices that can be chosen as design
Sk = Qk (RkRZ)—lQZ (25) parameters for the filter. The matriX;, is also a symmetric
positive definite matrix, which can be assigned as the error
covariance matrix for the angular velocity measuremerrerr
T i Py, in @0).
Co =Cy , Q2 =% , 26 k - . , .
0 0 0 0 (26) We take reduced variations @&10(3) with the first vari-
—— . . N . —~+ ~+ .
where Cy is either given or obtained from an initial set ations ofC, and; given by:

of measurements,, and Qo is given. The propagation —~t —~+ —~+
equations for the filter are given by: 0Cr =Cr Uy, 0% =UJ + [ U/,

is symmetric. The initial conditions for the filter are

o thta whereU," € so(3). The necessary condition for optimality
Copr = / (CQ)dt, (27) is given by equating the first variation of, with respect to

ty

o tht1 (/J\k+ andffz\k+ to zero. This gives us:
= ([ @9 ve©)ar) @ v
t ~+ o+ .
L . 670 =Y {1k % 1= (C ) L, UDHGr. U} =0,
whereC'(ty) = Cr,  and Q(tx) = Q. . k=0 (32)
Note that according to Lemnfd 2, equatiofd (23) (28yhere
uniquely determiné/)\,;r andQ/k:l respectively. The result G, = (Q;Jr _ Q;)Xk 4 (Q;Jr _ @*)F
of Proposition R also holds, i.e., the attitude estimateigiv T ’
by this result is unbiased. This can be shown in a similar L, = EW,B, +C, A. (33)

manner to the proof of Propositidi 2. I = I (the identity SinceU," andU," are independent of each other, the second
matrix), then equation[{23) for the update of the angula&rerm in equation[[32) implies that, is symmetric. This
velocity estimate simplifies to — '
y ) . in turn implies that[Gk,QkJr] is also symmetric, and hence
—~ — ~— o~ — ~— ~— — —~+ . . .
Q,f =3 ((C,f)TC,C Q. + Q% (Cx )TC,j) . 29 ([Gr, % ], U,QJr: 0. Thus, the first term in equatiofi{32)
_ ) _ . implies that (C )TLk is symmetric. Now we can apply
This equation can be readily used for updating angulaI'EheoremEll to obtain the update of the attitude estimate.

velocity estimates without angular velocity measurements, . auitide and angular velocity updates are given in the
in the filter implementation. For the propagation equationﬁ)llowing result

@32) and [ZB) may be implemented by numerical integration

i i iati i Theorem 3. The attitude estimation filter obtained from
software, including variational integrators (see [10]1])1 minimizing the cost functio, in equation E3L) is given

that preserve the group structure$0(3). by the attitude and angular velocity updates:
C. Attitude Estimation Filter using Angular Velocity Mea- =+ ~+ —~ ~—
surements 9 Ang Y Cr = SkLk, Jx4r(Qk ) = JIx, () +Jr(Q ), (34)

The creation of an attitude estimation filter from the basit‘L‘Vh?r.eb% E 50(”()1 ? 5°d(7?) ‘;?f ans%n;metric positive definite
attitude determination algorithm in Sectibh Il is made easi matrix 15 1S as defined in Lem '
when angular velocity measurements are available. In this - =T

L . =L, = A+ E B 35
case, we assume that the sampling instants for attitude and @ L k Ce A+ EWiBy (35)
angular velocity measurements are the same. The body vedg®the QR decomposition dfy, and
(attitude) measurements are given byl (13), while the amgula

. : _ T\—-1T
velocity measurements are given by Sk = Qr\/ (Rely,) ' Qy (36)
O = O + P, (30) is symmetric. The initial conditions for the filter are
~+ —~— — —
whereQ;, = Q(tx) is the actual angular velocity ang, is a Co =Co , o =%, 37)

e o hts o flereCana,are iner e or obtined fom il
: @easurementBo, and Q.

the case when the sampling instants for attitude and angular
velocity measurements are different. The propagation equations for the filter are equations
The optimal filter when attitude and angular measuremen{g)-({28) whereC(ty,) = 6;+ and Q(ty) = (/);J“_ Thus,
are available is obtaine/(j+by mirli\m+izing the following costhe propagation phases for the filters given by theor@ms 2
function with respect t@”,, andQ, : and[3 are identical. Note that, by Lemida 2, equatlon (34)
N determinesQAk+ uniquely sinceX + I is positive definite.
Ty = Ta + lz@jf — Qs (Q;* —Ou)Xs), (31) Also, the result of Propositiofi] 2 holds for the attitude
2 o estimate given by this filter. The angular velocity estimate



is also unbiased, since in the absence of angular velocipyoblems associated with convergence of estimates foe larg
measurement error§), = Q. = €, and equation[{34) initialization errors. These drawbacks are not presenhén t
gives Q. — Q. The filters developed in this section canfilters developed here, since they do not use local coorefinat
also be extended to estimate a constant bias in measuremefif§! Since they give optimal nonlinear filters that minimize
if sensor bias is present. the attitude an_d angular velocity estl_mat|0n errors at e_ach
measurement instant. Thus, the attitude estimation filter
IV. CONCLUSIONS algorithms developed here fill a gap in the existing research
This paper presents an attitude determination algorithin this direction, besides improving upon the filters cutien
and attitude estimation filters that can be used for attituda use for attitude estimation of mechanical systems.
estimation of robots, spacecraft, and other vehicles. The Future work would include extension of the attitude and
attitude determination algorithm is obtained from an optiangular velocity estimation filters developed here to theeca
mization process with the cost function equal to a weightedthen the dynamics has modeling errors or noise. Numerical
attitude estimation error on the group of rigid-body oréent and/or experimental studies in implementation of theserfilt
tions. This algorithm is global, and does not use any locaould also be explored. Numerical simulation results for
coordinate representation (like Euler angles or quates)io the filters developed here, and numerical comparisons with
for the group of orientations. The optimization is carriecestimation algorithms using local coordinates and extdnde
out with variations on the smooth manifold (Lie group) ofKalman filters for the deterministic dynamics case, have not
rigid body orientations, and the estimate obtained is showseen obtained yet. Such results are very likely to be redorte
to (globally) minimize the attitude estimation error. It isin the near future.
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