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Abstract—We introduce the framework of cooperative simul- COSLAT extends SLAT in that it uses also intersensor dis-
taneous localization and tracking (CoSLAT), which provides a tance measurements. We propose a particle-based, disttibu
consistent combination of cooperative self-localizatiofCSL) and COSLAT algorithm that integrates DTT in NBP-based CSL

distributed target tracking (DTT) in sensor networks without P
a fusion center. CoSLAT extends simultaneous localizatiomnd [2], [4], [13]. A fundamental problem—the nonavailabiliof

tracking (SLAT) in that it uses also intersensor measuremets. €ssential information at the sensors—is solved by using the
Starting from a factor graph formulation of the CoSLAT prob-  likelihood consensus (LC) scheni€ [€],[16]. The algoritam’

lem, we develop a particle-based, distributed message pa®$3 main new feature is a probabilistic information transfer be
algorithm for CoSLAT that combines nonparametric belief prop- tween CSL and DTT, which allows CSL and DTT to support

agation with the likelihood consensus scheme. The proposed . . .
CoSLAT algorithm improves on state-of-the-art CSL and DTT each other. As we will demonstrate, this leads to improved

algorithms by exchanging probabilistic information between CSL ~ Performance of both sensor localization and target tragkin

and DTT. Simulation results demonstrate substantial improe- This paper is organized as follows. The system model is

ments in both self-localization and tracking performance. described in Sectionlll. In Sectignllll, the CoSLAT problem
Index Terms—Distributed target tracking, cooperative local- s defined and a basic message passing scheme for CoSLAT

ization, CoSLAT, nonparametric belief propagation, likelihood is derived. This scheme is further developed into a disteithu

consensus. CoSLAT algorithm in Sectiofi V. Finally, simulation ressilt

are presented in Sectigd V.
I. INTRODUCTION

Two important inference tasks in decentralized sensor net- Il. SYSTEM MODEL
works are cooperative self-localization (CSL) [1].! [2] and
dlstrlputed target tracking (.DTTHS]' In.CSL, egch SeNSansor nodes and a noncooperative target node, as depicted
acquires measurements of its own location relative to nei Fig. [I. The set of all nodes ist — {0,..., K}, with
boring sensors, and it cooperates with all the other sensors indexing the target and € A, 2 f{\{o’} inélexing
to estimate its own location. Existing CSL algorithms irdgu the sensors. Sensors and target may be mobile.sEte of
nonparametric belief propagation (NBP) [4] and other mgss

ensor or targek € A at timen € {0,1,...}, denoted by

passing algorithms [2]/[5]. In DTT, each sensor acqwresxe}cw consists of the current location and, possibly, additiona

measurement that is related to the state of a target, andptcomotion parameters such as velocify [17]. The states,
eratively estlmates_ the target state based on the measuLmg, ;e according to the state transition probability dé/nsi
of all sensors. Existing DTT algorithms include consensug; - .. (pdfs)f (xx,n|xk,n—1) and the state priorg(x,o).
based distributed particle filter§1[6]8]. In the framewor The communication and measurement topologies; are de-

of distributedsimultaneous localization and tracking (SLAT) scribed by set€,,, My, and T, as follows. Two sensors

[Q], the sensors simultaneously track a target and locali & c A, are able to communicate with each other if

themselves, however without using intersensor distanca m?]; 1) € Cn C Ao X Ag. Cp is Symmetric, i.e., if(k,1) € C
9 n = ~ ~U n 3 Iy ) n

surements. Methods for SLAT were proposed.in [9]:-[14]. then(l, k) € C,. Sensok: € A, acquires a measuremet»

CSL and DTT are closely related since (i) to contribute t ative to sensot € Ao with (1) € Coy i | € My C
DTT, a sensor needs to have information of its own location, ~0 ’ w ki =

and (ii) the accuracy of CSL may be improved if the sensors

We consider a sensor network consistingfofcooperating

: ) ; - @ @ sensor
possess estimates of the state of a target. This observation P\K— s{;\: -~--~@

. . i // \ @ target
motivates the development of combined CSL-DTT methods. *'I ® d \ -+ communication link
Here, we introduce the framework cboperative simulta- O_:—:./ 4“ /“O — measurement link
neous localization and tracking (CoSLAT), which, for the first ™ = f‘.\./ !
time, provides a consistent combination of CSL and DTT. s o ‘ﬁw
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by the WWTF under Award ICT10-066 (NOWIRE). surement links.
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A\{k}. Sensoik € A, acquires a measurementy.,, relative

to the target, i.e.) € My, if k € T, C Ao; ie, T, &

{k € A.p|0 € My, }. The setC,,, My, and T, may be
time-dependent. An example of communication and mea-;
surement topologies is given in Figl 1. We consider a two-!
dimensional (2D) scenario and noisy distance measurements '

...............................

Yk,lin = ||ik,n_il,n” + Vk,l;n » (1)

Whereikﬂné (1 kn $27k7n]T represents the location of sensor i
or targetk (note that this a part of the state,,). The 7 ~—~H \*2)— 7 W& \72) /7
measurement noisey ., IS not necessarily Gaussian; its
varianceo? is assumed known; andy ., and vy, are

assumed independent unléssl, n) = (K,I’,n'). We note that - e leveonees R AR R
other measurement models could be used, and the extension
to the 3D case is straightforward. TR e e

IIl. A M ESSAGEPASSING SCHEME

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

We first define the CoSLAT problem and derive a messagef :
passing scheme for CoSLAT. This scheme will be developed.......ccoooxXeeeeaceaferereacnaadonecae
into a distributed CoSLAT algorithm in Sectign]IV. :

In CoSLAT, at timen, each sensok € A estimates both
its own statex;, ,, and the target state ,,, using all the inter-
sensor and sensor-target distance measurements up ta.time
e, Vi, = {kiinren o 1em, ., weq1,.ay- 1N particular, -3
the minimum mean square error (MMSE) estimafor| [18] of
statexy, ,, iS given by

() . M_n \0) T
by

Fig. 2. Factor graph for CoSLAT, with sensoks € {1,...,K} and a

~MMSE A& _ target & € 0). We use the short notatioffy, £ f(xj n/[Xp n/—1) and
Xk,n - E{Xk,nD}l:n} - /Xk,nf(xk,nlyl:n)dxk,na (2) Foul 7y f(yk,l;n’|xk,n/7xl,n/)v for n’ € {1,...,n}. The upper (black)
dotted boxes correspond to the CSL part; the bottom (redyediobox
for all k€. A. Compared to “pure CSL'[]2]/]4],[15],[115] and corresponds to the DTT part. All time indices are omittedsfonplicity. Only
« n e i i~ the messages and approximate marginal posteriors invalvezhlculating
pure [.)TT [6]-{8], the measurer_nent S84y, IS extended in b1,n(x1,,) and bo,n(x0,») are shown. Edges between black dotted boxes
that it includes also the respective other measureme®ts (imply communication.
sensor-target distance measurements for the sensor state e

matesx)"'SE, k€ Ao and intersensor distance measurements

for the target state estimatg')°F). (AMP) of sensor or target node € A at message passing
The marginal posterior pdf (xx,,|V1.,) involved in ) iterationp, b”) (x;.,), is obtained as

can be calculated by marginalization of the joint postepidf '

f(Xo:n|V1:n) Of the past and present states of all sensors and Mosn(Xen) 11 ml(i)k(xk,n), ke Ao

the target,Xp., 2 {Xpn}, , . By using Bayes’  (p) leEMy

M S e A, n€{0,...,n} ’ (an) o
rule and common assumptions| [2], one can show that thig™ "™ M_sn(Xo.n) T] mP (Xo.n) k=0
.. . . i —n\40,n 1—0\&0,n ), — Yy
joint posterior pdf factorizes as follows: 1T,

(4)

n

ith the “predicti ,
f(Xo:n Vi) [Hf(xk.,o)} H [ Hf(xkcn/|xk/,nu1) with the “prediction message

k€A =1 LkeA P
© " © Mo (Xen) = /f(xk,ﬂb(kﬂl—l)bgc,rzfl(xk,n—l)dxk,ﬂ—l
X H f(yk’,l;n’|xk/,n’aXl,n/):| - 3) (5)
LEMy 0 and the “measurement messages”
Calculatingf (xx,»|V1.n) by straightforward marginalization is [ Fkin [ Xem » X1.0) bl(pfl)(xl ) dxin
36y s ) ,n ) 3Ty

infeasible. However, an approximation of the marginal post
ror, by n(Xk.n) = f(Xkn|Y1:n), €an be obtained by executing
iterative belief propagation message passing [19] on tbifa »)

/CG.ANQ, le Ao

ff(yk,O;n|Xk,n 5 XO,n) nE)Z:kl)(XO,n) dXO,n B

A
graph corresponding to the factorizatién (3), which is snovJ”Hk(Xk-M - keA.y, 1=0
in Fig.[2. At each timen, P message passing iterations are (r—1)
performed. Extending the belief propagation message qugssi J o xo.n s xin) milg (x1,0) dxin
scheme for distributed CSL proposed fin [2] to include a non- k=0, le Ao,

cooperative target, the iterated approximate marginaipias (6)



Wheren(p’l)(xlm) andné’:,j)(xo,n) (constituting the “extrin- messages. NBP can be viewed as an extension of particle

—
sic informgtion") are given by filtering to factor graphs with loops. In a CSL scenario, it
(p—1) (p—1) exhibits fast convergence and high accurady [2]. An alberit
oo (Xin) = mon(Xin) H My (Xi,n) mic description of NBP for CSL can be found inl [4],_]15];
K €My, )\ {0} the extension to our CoSLAT setting is straightforward.Ha t
(r—1) (r—1) (7 COSLAT message passing scheme, all particles represemting
n5k (Xom) = Mosn(Xon) H My (Xo,n) - message have equal weights, i) =1/J.
k €T\ {k} In addition to the particle representation of messages, NBP

However, in the proposed CoSLAT algorithm, we modif{S€S an approximate kernel representation that can be easil
@) in that we approximate the extrinsic information by théerived from the particle representation. This kernel espn-
corresponding AMP. This leads to the following approxiroati tation provides a closed-form expression that can be eterlua

for the measurement messages: at any given point. This is necessary for performing the
message multiplication i}4) and for using the LC (see $acti
J (Y% X1,0) bz(,zi;l)(Xz,n) dxip IV-B). Given a set of particles and Weigh{$x(j),w(j))};]:1
@) (xn) ~ ke Ao repres-enting a measurement message), the kernel repre-
1—k \Xk,n ff(yl,O;n|XO,n;Xl,n)bl(_pnil)(xlﬂ)dxlan7 sentation ofm(x) is obtained as
k=0, I _
8) m(x) = wK(E-x9), €)
for all 1 € A. In this way, the costly calculation of the extrinsic J=1

information [7) is avoided. Numerical analysis showed th@jhere, as before, the 2D vect&r denotes the location part

although this approximation leads to slightly overconfidewf the statex. A standard choice for the kerndl (%) in the

AMPs, the estimation performance is not affected. 2D localization scenario is the 2D Gaussian functiofk) =
Because according t&J(1)y i, depends only on the lo- (2702%) ' exp (— |%?/(20%)). The variances? is usually

cations of (sensor or target) nodésand I, ml(i)k(xm) estimated from the particles and weights. Whehis large,

is 2D regardless of the dimension af, ,,. The messages i (x) is smooth but some of the finer details wf(x) may

and AMPs needed for calculatirfé’_”%(xm) and bé’?%(xO,n) be smoothed out; when? is small,7(x) preserves more of

according to[(#),[{5), and8) are depicted in [Fly. 2. Messagese fine details but may exhibit some artificial structuse n

are sent only forward in time, and iterative message passipigsent inm(x) [15], [20].

is performed at each time step individually [2]. We do not

send messages backward in time because this would caBse ikelihood Consensus Based Computation of bé’f%(Xo,n)

the computation, communication, and memory requirements _

as well as the latency to grow linearly with time. As a In CSL, the NBP message passing scheme can be performed

consequenceyi_s, (xy..) in (8) remains unchanged duringm a distributed manner using only local intersensor com-
the message passing7 iterations munications. With CoSLAT, a distributed implementation is

The computation of the AMPb,iffl(xk,n) according to[(®) cogﬁ)rl]lcat?d by the fagtt tlh_a:( the t?rgeF nod:a 'S noncqopfrgt;
differs from pure CSL and pure DTT. Fdr— 0 (target), the and therefore some vital information is not communicated to
b he sensors. More specifically, calculating the AMP of the

local likelihood functions used in DTT[6] are replaced ») ) ,
the measurement messagés (8). In this way, the uncergintid9et stateby_, (%o, ), according to[(#) requires the product

about the locations of all sensors involved in DT ,c 7,, ©f measurement messadgs. - mz(i)o(xo,n)- Unfortunately,

are taken into account. Fat € 7, (a sensor involved in this message product is not available at the sensors.

DTT), also messages from the target node are considered, i.e\We solve this problem by using the LC scheme, which

probabilistic information about the target location is diggy Was proposed in a different context ini [6]. Consider a sensor

the sensors for improved self-localization. This protiabd [ € 7. and the kernel approximation|”) (xo..) (see [9)) of

information transfer between the CSL and DTT parts is kajie measurement messa@éﬁzo(xoyn), which was calculated

to the superior performance of CoSLAT. at sensorl. Following the LC principle, the logarithm of
ml(i)o (x0,n) is approximated by a finite-order basis expansion:

IV. ADISTRIBUTED COSLAT ALGORITHM

R
Next, we develop the message passing schéime[{4), (5), and log m}g’o(xo,n) ~ Zﬂfﬁfﬂ,(ywm) ©r(X0,n) - (10)
() into a distributed CoSLAT algorithm. r=1

Here, the basis functiong,(x, ) do not depend o, i.e.,

A. Nonparametric Belief Propagation the same set of basis functions is used by all sensors. The

Because direct calculation of](4)1(5), andl (8) is stilexpansion CoeﬁiCientﬁz(ﬁr(yl,o;n), r € {1,...,R} can be

infeasible, we use an approximate implementation via NBRculated locally at sensarby least squares fitting using the
[@], [15]. In NBP, all AMPs and messages are representgdrticles of the prediction message ., (x;,) as reference
by particlesx(?) and weightsw(, for j € {1,...,.J}. This points (cf. [6]). Furthermore, we formally sgf”’ (y.0.n) =0
particle representation is also suited to multimodal AMRd afor all r € {1,..., R} if [ ¢ T,. .



The local approximation§ (10) entail the following approx- 60 E——
imation of the desired message product: 50p -0 ‘\\
R o X1 X
[T 2 (x0) = T exp(Zﬂfﬁ,,.<yz,o;n>sor<xO,n>> g RS S
LETn leTn r=1 ° 20 { / R SR
g [ X [P
R 8 10 . \i % : Il
= exp| Y BE) or(x0) | (11) g0 Qo
r=1 —10p
with _90

—30 ‘ ‘

A _ 90— B = v

Br(l’fi = E :ﬁl(:pn)r(yl,o;n) = E Bl(sz.r(ylﬁ;n)v (12) 30—20-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
ier. ’ edy x1 coordinate

where the last equation follows beca ) Y=0 for Fig. 3. Network topology _used_for thg _simulati_ons, alonghwatrealization of
q L@%wr(yl’o’") 0fo the target and sensor trajectories. Initial mobile senscations are indicated

all [ ¢7,. The coefficientsB,(f,). in (I2) can be computed atby crosses, anchor locations by circles, and the initigletaiocation by a star.

each sensor by running% paraIIeI instances of an aVer_The big dashed circles indicate the measurement regionkeotipper-right
. . . nsor (in both scenarios) and of the lower-left sensord@mario 2).

age consensus algorithm or a gossip algorithm [21]] [ZZT?'

This requires only local communications between neighbor-

ing sensors. After convergence of the consensus or 9@fspile sensor trajectories are created by using a Dirac-
SIp algor(lt;]ms, an approximation of the functional form 0faneq |ocation prior at the locations indicated in Fi. 3.
[lie7,m%0(x0.n) is available at each sensor. Each sefqowever, in the simulations of the algorithms, all mobile
sor is then able to calculate a particle representation &f,sors have a location prior that is uniform[e500, 500] x

M (X0,n) HleTnml(i)o(XQ,n) ~ b&(xo,n) (see [(#)) based [_500, 500]. Furthermore, we used a Gaussian sensor velocity
on the importance sampling principle [23]. More specifigall prior with meanyy, o = [~0.1 —0.1]T and covariance matrix

. N : . : NJ
weights {w(()ji ;- associated with the partlcle{sxéfi}j:l Cro = diag{0.1,0.1} and a Gaussian target state prior with

representingn_,,(xo,,) are obtained by evaluating the apmeanpgo = [0 5 0.4 0.4]" and covariance matrixC, o =
proximation [I1) oleeTnml(ﬂzo(xo,n) at thexé{fl, i.e., by diag{1,1,0.001,0.001}. The mobile sensors and the target

calculating w(({,)l = exp Zileﬁ sar(xéle) for all j € evoli/(;independer;]tly ai:ﬁordintg_meé :Rg'ffﬂ—é‘;wﬂgf‘%’
{1,...,J}. Then, a resampling step [23] is performed o [17], where the matrice&: € andWe

. . . are chosen as in[[6] and the driving noise vectors, € R? are
obtain equally weighted particles representi (xq,.). Gaussian, i.e.q,, ~N(0,02I), with variances? = 0.0005

Once a particle approximation cbﬁf?l(xoyn) is available at and withuy, ,, anduy.,,, independent unless:, n) = (K, n/).
each sensor, computations in the CSL part of the factor grape performed 500 simulation runs. In each run, the sensors
(cf. the upper dotted boxes in Fid. 2) at message passing itgfd the target move along the specific trajectory realiratio
ationp + 1 can be performed in a distributed way using NBBhown in Fig[B. The observation noise variancers= 2.
as described in_[4]/[15]. Thus, each senéat A.o is able Each mobile sensor starts moving only when it is sufficiently
to calculate approximate marginals of its own statg, and |ocalized in the sense that the sum of its estimated location
of the target state ,, by means of the NBP implementationsqgordinate variances is beloye2.
of @, (), and [(B), using information that is either logall e compare the performarv;ce of the proposed CoSLAT
available or obtained through local communication. algorithm with that of a state-of-the-art reference method
which separately performs CSL by means of NBP as described
in [I5] and DTT by means of the LC-based distributed particle

We consider a network ok =7 sensors, of which four are filter presented in[[6]. The DTT method uses the sensor
mobile sensors and three are anchors (i.e., static sendbrs ¥ocation estimates provided by the CSL method. In both the
perfect location information modeled via Dirac-shapedrs). CoSLAT method and the reference method, the LC scheme
The sensors are placed within a field of sizex®D. Each uses an average consensus [21] with five iterations, and the
sensor has a communication range of 56 and localizes itde#fsis expansion is a third-order polynomial approximation
and the target. We consider two scenarios. In scenario Zhwh[g], resulting in an expansion order dt = 16. The NBP
is shown in Fig[B, the upper-right and lower-left sensorsete  scheme perform® =3 message passing iterations. The kernel
measurement radius of 20, and therefore, initially (at time variance for the measurement messages|[(tf. (9)) is chosen as
0), they do not have enough partners for self-localizatiothW o7 =02, as recommended ifl[4]. The number of particles used
conventional CSL, at =0, these sensors have a multimoddby both NBP and the distributed particle filter .js= 500.
marginal posterior and are thus unable to localize themaselv  Fig.[4 shows the simulated root-mean-square self-localiza
The measurement regions of the other five sensors cover tioe and target localization errors for = 0,...,75. These
entire field. Scenario 1 differs from scenario 2 in that als® t errors were determined by averaging over all sensors and
lower-left sensor covers the entire field. all simulation runs. In scenario 1, for > 43, the self-

The states of the mobile sensors and the target consist ofltmcalization error of COSLAT is seen to be significantly skl
cation and velocity, i.exy », = [Z1,kn T2.kn T1,kn $.27k7n]T. than that of the reference method. This is because with pure

V. SIMULATION RESULTS
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Fig. 4. Average root-mean-square errors (RMSE) of sendbfosalization and target tracking versus time for (a) scenario 1 and (b) scenario 2.

CSL, the upper-right sensor has not enough partners for self]
localization, whereas with CoSLAT, fer> 43, the upper-right
sensor can use the measurement of its distance to the targe“
calculate the message from the target noﬂ#jlk(xk,n), and 5]
use this additional information to improve its self-localiion
performance. The tracking performance of CoSLAT in scenar-
io 1 is similar to that of the reference method. [6]
In scenario 2, forn > 43, the self-localization error of
COoSLAT is again much smaller than that of the referencé]
method. In addition, it is also smaller for < 22. This is
because in scenario 2, far< 22, also the lower-left sensor [8]
has not enough partners for self-localization when pure CSL
is used. Furthermore, the target tracking error of COSLAT i$9]
now significantly smaller than that of the reference mettayd f
almost all times. This is because with separate CSL and DTI)
the poor self-localization of the lower-left sensorrak 22
degrades the target tracking performance. This higheetargi1]
tracking error is retained fon > 22 even when all sensors
involved in the target tracking are well localized. [12]

VI. CONCLUSION [13]

The novel framework o€ooperative simultaneous localiza-
tion and tracking (COoSLAT) provides a complete and consisfy
tent combination of cooperative self-localization (CSljda
distributed target tracking (DTT). Starting from a factoagh [15)
formulation of the CoSLAT problem, we developed a particle-
based, distributed message passing algorithm for CoSLAF
that performs a probabilistic information transfer betwee
CSL and DTT. Simulation results demonstrated significapt
improvements in both self-localization and target tragkin
performance compared to state-of-the-art algorithms. [18]
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