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Abstract—Wireless Sensor Network (WSN) applications re-
shape the trend of warehouse monitoring systems allowing
them to track and locate massive numbers of logistic entities
in real-time. To support the tasks, classic Radio Frequency
(RF)-based localization approaches (e.g. triangulation and tri-
lateration) confront challenges due to multi-path fading and
signal loss in noisy warehouse environment. In this paper, we
investigate machine learning methods using a new grid-based
WSN platform called Sensor Floor that can overcome the issues.
Sensor Floor consists of 345 nodes installed across the floor
of our logistic research hall with dual-band RF and Inertial
Measurement Unit (IMU) sensors. Our goal is to localize all
logistic entities, for this study we use a mobile robot. We
record distributed sensing measurements of Received Signal
Strength Indicator (RSSI) and IMU values as the dataset and
position tracking from Vicon system as the ground truth. The
asynchronous collected data is pre-processed and trained using
Random Forest and Convolutional Neural Network (CNN). The
CNN model with regularization outperforms the Random Forest
in terms of localization accuracy with ≈ 15 cm. Moreover, the
CNN architecture can be configured flexibly depending on the
scenario in the warehouse. The hardware, software and the
CNN architecture of the Sensor Floor are open-source under
https://github.com/FLW-TUDO/sensorfloor.

Index Terms—distributed sensing, machine learning, wireless
sensor networks, localization, resource constraint

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, Cyber-Physical Systems (CPS) and Internet of
Things (IoT) devices are widely being used to digitize in-
dustrial processes in the logistic sector [1]. Typical logistic
warehouse operation is identical to a collaborative space be-
tween humans and swarm robots that perform sorting, picking,
or transporting parcels. A WSN based localization is required
to monitor massive numbers of logistic entities in real-time
and thus enabling seamless warehousing processes [2]. To
accomplish those goals, a precise indoor localization system
with cm accuracy range must be investigated.

RF-based indoor localization system suffers from getting
reliable position and are prone to signal loss in the multi-
path industrial environment, especially for classical methods
such as triangulation, trilateration, and statistical model [3],
[4]. In addition, a large number of asynchronous data sources
in WSN appears to be a challenge [5]. Thus, it is also critical
to provide strategies and concepts for distributed systems to
address both problems.

Machine learning has the capability to handle indoor lo-
calization tasks [6]. In the case of warehouse environments,
machine learning also has the potential to manage the high
noise levels. Authors in [7] introduced distributed sensing
methods for classification or regression tasks. In this work, we
propose machine learning based indoor localization methods
that can model such noisy environments and locate objects
accurately. We develop the application using a new distributed
grid, asynchronous data source which is called the Sensor
Floor platform. By doing so, we are able to conduct the
experiment based on industrial practice where the whole area
of the warehouse is covered by the Sensor Floor nodes.
Finally, the integration of distributed sensing concept and
machine learning methods will be discussed furthermore in
order to estimate global position of mobile robots.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
presents the related works of Sensor Floor and RF-based lo-
calization. Section III describes the Sensor Floor architecture,
hardware, and software stack. Afterward, section IV specifies
the experiment setups of data acquisition, training the Sensor
Floor dataset, and the results of localization accuracy. Finally,
section V summarizes the current work and future outlook.

II. RELATED WORKS

This section briefly introduces the related works for the de-
velopment of Sensor Floor as well the RF-based localization.
The two following examples of Sensor Floor are examples of
floor-augmented sensor applications called ”magic carpet” that
used pressure-sensitive areas for measuring the interactions on
the floor [8], [9]. The first version of ”magic carpet” [8] used
woven piezo-electric wires while the next version [9] has been
improved in terms of the addressable nodes so that they can be
deployed in any shape or size by utilizing an array of force-
sensitive resistors on each node.

Classical RF-based localization system falls into several
techniques, for instance, direct methods and RSSI-based.
Experiments in [10] compare diverse indoor positioning ap-
proaches of Channel State Information (CSI) and RSSI-
based: fingerprinting, trilateration, sequence-based localization
(SBL). The results reveal that RSSI-based methods prone
to signal noises and exhibit root-mean-square error (RMSE)
of position between 0.8−3.3m whilst CSI has a position
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accuracy of ≈ 0.3 m. Direct method i.e., Ultra-Wideband
(UWB) position estimation based on Time Difference of
Arrival (TDOA) demonstrates limitations in the case of a Non-
Line-of-Sight (NLOS) environment with RMSE of 67 % as
shown in [11].

To improve the accuracy of the indoor localization system,
[3], [4] initiate to integrate RSSI-based localization with
machine learning methods. A person localization system using
RSSI along with self-supervised learning is developed by [3]
for the application in residential homes. Bluetooth Low Energy
(BLE) device is equipped by a person to transmit beacon
signals to the distributed APs at home. Time-aligned BLE
RSSI values and annotated positions were trained using the
k-Nearest-Neighbour (kNN) machine learning model resulting
in an F1 score of 0.89 % at room level. Deep Neural Network
(DNN) and Wi-Fi measurements are integrated into a system
named DLoc [4]. The encoder-decoder architecture of DLoc
is capable to generalize the environment space using the
heatmap image. DLoc accomplishes 0.7 cm localization error
in a space of 500 sq. ft. To summarize, appropriate selections
of architecture in machine learning model must be considered
to achieve precise location in the cm range.

III. SENSOR FLOOR

Fig. 1: Illustration for the placement of nodes of the Sensor
Floor

Sensor Floor is a low-power distributed sensing platform
that can be used for the development and evaluation of
different applications. In our previous work, we evaluated our
radio flooding protocol in [12] using the Sensor Floor . In
this work, we use it to develop our machine learning-based
localization methods. The Sensor Floor has three components:
the CC1350 SensorTag, a custom-made breakout board where
the communication bus and power lines are connected, and
a sink computer for data acquisition and firmware flashing.
The Sensor Floor is applied as a grid of 1x1m2 cells that
are deployed in a 30x15m2 (length X width) hall, with 23
strips spanning the 30 m length and each strip has 15 nodes
covering the whole 15 m width. Each strip is composed of
15 sensor nodes connected with 12 volts power supply, 1-
wire and RS422 communication lines. One end of the 15-
meter strip terminates with two USB converter for a 1-wire
bus and the RS422 bus to be connected to the sink computers.

In total, there are 345 nodes in 23 strips, and 23 internet-
connected Raspberry PIs (RPis) as the sink computer. Each
node can be flashed individually, and the whole floor can
be flashed in parallel using a command-line tool developed
exclusively for this deployment. The RPis sink computers
are time-synchronized and connected to power and network
using a PoE connection. The data acquisition is tested to be
synchronized within a few milliseconds within the allowable
tolerance for data acquisition. The nodes’ synchronization
messages are delivered every 4 seconds on an average due
to the design choices of using a 1-wire bus to apply changes
to the communication bus.

Fig. 2: Each Sensor Floor node consists of a CC1350 Sen-
sorTag (black kit) and a custom made breakout board (green
kit)

A single node is chosen which has ultra-low-power
WSN specifications. Each node is comprised of two boards,
the breakout board, and a Texas Instruments CC1350 Sen-
sorTag. This device is an off-the-shelf Internet of Things (IoT)
hardware product that was developed for prototyping purposes.
The breakout board is used for deployment and supplies the
SensorTag with power, data, and flashing connections. CC1350
SensorTag features the CC1350 System on Chip (SoC) as
the Micro-Controller Unit (MCU) and is equipped with 10
low-power MEMS sensors and a Dual-band radio. The radio
supports both Sub-1GHz band and 2.4GHz band. CC1350 Sen-
sorTag has 10 on-board sensors, but in this work, we use only
IMU sensors (Accelerometer, Gyroscope, Magnetometer).

There are two types of software for the stack to develop ap-
plications. First is the management tool containing boilerplate
code. The second type is the application-specific firmware
developed for the CC1350 hardware, with guidelines for
flashing the nodes. The management software includes open
source tools like the SBL flasher, which abstracts flashing
for a CC1350 node using the serial boot loader interface.
The software is distributed so that all of the sink computers
can run the same software, and their IP addresses are used
to run commands remotely. A frequently run command is
to synchronize the time between the sink computers before
starting an experiment to reduce the skew in synchronization.

The 1-wire bus status is exposed using the owfs software
package, which abstracts the 1-wire communication into a
set of file system changes. The imu reader is a tool that
contains a hex file targeted for the CC1350 platform. It reads
the IMU data and the RSSI values of any received messages
and transmits when an interrupt is received. This software



also implements the boilerplate code for developing full-stack
Sensor Floor applications. The 1-wire nodes are queried in a
loop every 4 seconds, accounting for the 1-wire communica-
tion delays. The 1-wire communication involves turning off
the previous node that communicated using the RS422 bus
and turned on the next device in the strip to communicate.
Once the sink computer receives the messages, it is directly
posted into multiple Message Queuing Telemetry Transport
(MQTT) topics built with various unique identifiers, as shown
in followings: /imu reader/(MAC address sink)/(Node ID) and
/imu reader/(strip id)/(Node ID).

This allows for platform-independent, language-agnostic
distributed software architecture for developing Sensor
Floor applications. A simple GET request responds with a
JSON formatted string that hosts all the payload information
of each node and each strip and is available on-demand over
the internet.

IV. EXPERIMENT AND RESULTS

A. Experiment: Data Acquisition

Data collection and processing are vital aspects of the
full hardware and software stack. The data collection and
preprocessing step of spatio-temporal data are divided into
several steps and illustrated in figure 4. The technical details
about both systems used to collect the data are given in
table I. The pipeline consists of three elements, taking data
generated by Sensor Floor , and Vicon as input and outputs a
set of processed frames, containing data from every sensor, a
label and a timestamp. Vicon marker-based motion capturing
systems from is used to provide a reference system to track
and locate the marked entities with a mm precise location.
1). Data Collection: We collected the data during a single
day, using a mobile robot with a speed of approximately
1 m s−1, equipped with a magnet and signal emitter. The
data is divided into nine separate training runs consisting
of vertical, horizontal, and diagonal movement patterns. By
covering the entire accessible Sensor Floor area it was ensured
that all sensors located inside the arena were able to record
data with the robot being in the node’s vicinity. The data used
for evaluation purposes was recorded separately to ensure a
strict separation of training and test data. By introducing ran-
domized movement patterns for the test data, a high correlation
between training and evaluation data is avoided, allowing for
an unbiased evaluation of our models.

Recall that each node periodically generates a set of ten
measurements, which are written sequentially to a local buffer.
The data is queried in a round-robin style by each RPi with a
Round Trip Time (RTT) of 4 s, flushing the buffer and creating
a payload bundle with measurements and a single timestamp.
Examples of sensor measurements for a single node are shown
in figure 3 for the IMUs unit and RSSI value. The distance of
the robot to the node is indicated by the vertical lines changing
from yellow to red when the robot moves closer to the node
[Red ≤ 1 m, Yellow ≤ 2 m ≤ Green ≤ 3 m]. As a result,
RSSI and magnetometer measurements are increased when the
robot is nearby.

TABLE I: Sample rates, number of data sources and measure-
ments collected for both Vicon and Sensor Floor .

SensorFloor Vicon

Sample Rate 6Hz 200Hz

Data Sources

S = {1, . . . , 23},N = {1, . . . , 15},
S ×N = P,

|P| = 345 Nodes
1 Tracking System

Accelerometer (x,y,z) [ms−2]
Data Recorded Gyroscope (x,y,z) [° s−1] Position (x,y,z) [mm]

Magnetometer (x,y,z) [µT] Rotation (x,y,z) [rad]
RSSI [dBm]

Data Set
Bs,n = {(B0, t0), . . . , (Bl, tl)}
Bi = (~x0, . . . , ~xki )

V = {(~y1, t1), . . . , (~yn, tn)}

# Features/Labels 3450 6
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Fig. 3: Visualization for RSSI measurement and Magnetometer
measurement in x-direction.

Initially, features and labels are obtained separately. Features
are obtained from Sensor Floor and the labels are obtained
from the Vicon system. By using the Vicon tracking system,
labels are automatically generated and only have to be matched
to the Sensor Floor observations based on the timestamps
generated by both systems. However, due to the asynchronous
nature of both systems, additional preprocessing steps are
necessary to create synchronized training and test sets.

By assigning additional identifiers to messages from each
node, they can directly be mapped to their source, keeping the
spatio-temporal information. Now, let

P = S ×N = {(1, 1), (1, 2), . . . (23, 15)} (1)

be the set of nodes as defined in table I. Recall that every node
asynchronously records and writes the measurements to its
local buffer. While their system clocks are synchronized (c.f.
section III), the buffers are read and written asynchronously,
assigning a timestamp to every incoming data. Additional
preprocessing steps are required to synchronize and match the
Sensor Floor measurements relative to the label.
2). Timestamp Interpolation: First, timestamps of each indi-
vidual element are generated by linearly interpolating between
existing timestamps. Batches may contain a different number
of measurements as the buffer may be read at slightly varying
times due to real-world conditions. New timestamps are then
interpolated between the previous and the current timestamp
using an equidistant step size. More precisely, let



Sensor Floor Vicon

Asynchronous
Data Collection

Timestamp Interpolation

Feature + Label Merging

Frame Generation

Fig. 4: Preprocessing pipeline of Sensor Floor and Vicon data.

Bs,n = {(B1, t1), (B2, t2), (Bk, tk)}, (s, n) ∈ P (2)

be a set of size k with measurements Bi = {~x1, ~x2, . . . , ~xli}
and timestamps t with ti−1 < ti, 1 ≤ i ≤ k obtained
from an arbitrary node. Missing timestamps are generated
by linearly interpolating between ti and ti−1, based on the
measurements observed during the time between two buffer
reads. Timestamps are interpolated using equidistant time steps
between the previous and current buffer time:

∆ti = (ti − ti−1)/|Bi|. (3)

The interpolated timestamp for the jth element in a buffer is
obtained by t̂ij = ti−1 +j ·∆ti . Generating the timestamps for
the first buffer element the standard RTT of 4 s was chosen.
By interpolating the timestamps for every measurement on
every node, labels and measurements, outputs from Vicon and
Sensor Floor are matched. Since Vicon generates timestamps
for all measurements, the interpolation is only applied to the
Sensor Floor data. The buffers from each node are flattened,
obtaining a multivariate time series with ten elements:

B̂s,n = {(~x0, t0), (~x1, t1), . . . , (~xl, tl)}, (4)

where each node contains ls,n elements. Note that the number
of elements differs between nodes due to the real-world
conditions mentioned previously.
3). Merging Sensor Floor and Vicon : Using the augmented
data containing interpolated timestamps, the batches B̂s,n
are used to combine Vicon and Sensor Floor data. Recall
that by definition from table I the Vicon data V contains
label and time information. Samples from Sensor Floor and
Vicon are matched based on the closest Vicon timestamp w.r.t.
the interpolated Sensor Floor timestamps. More formally for
every node s, n ∈ P , a label yj

′ ∈ V is assigned to each
measurement (~xi, ti) ∈ B̂s,n such that:

~yis,n = ~yj
′
, (5)

j′ = arg min
j
|tis,n − tj |, (~yj , tj) ∈ V (6)

the timestamp from the Vicon data set is closest to the time ti.
The data for each node, containing features, timestamps and
labels is then obtained as:

Ds,n = {(~x0, ~y0, t0), (~x1, ~y1, t1), . . . , (~xl, ~yl, tl)}. (7)

Robot Position

100

90

80

70

60
RSSI [dBm]

Fig. 5: Bird’s eye view of the Sensor Floor area recreated from
processed sensor data. Here the RSSI data is shown for several
generated frames with different robot positions also shown.
Increasing RSSI values are shown from green to white, with
more white colors corresponding to a higher signal strength

4). Frame Generation: Timestamp-augmented labelled data
sets are merged into a set of frames. By choosing the
node with the least number of observations lmin =
mins,n |D|s,n, ∀s, n ∈ P as reference point, creating multiple
frames with duplicate measurements is avoided. For each
reference point and based on the reference timestamp one
measurement from each of the remaining nodes is matched.
Let F denote the sequence of frames F , with measurements
~xjs,n from each node some time t:

F = {F 1, F 2, . . . , F lmin} (8)

F i = {Dj1,1,D
j
1,2, . . . ,D

j
23,15} (9)

js,n = arg min
j

|tj − t̄i| ∀ 0 ≤ i < lmin, (10)

where js,n is the index used to select the features from Ds,n.
Briefly, measurements from other nodes are merged based on
the timestamp tj closest to the timestamp t̄i obtained from the
data set with the least amount of observations. Note that each
frame F i now contains multiple labels and timestamps, which
are averaged into a single label and timestamp for the machine
learning task. The full spatio-temporal data set is then given
by the collection of features from every node, an averaged
label and timestamp:

D = {({~x0s,n|s, n ∈ P}, ~̄y0, t̄0), . . . ,

({~xlmin
s,n |s, n ∈ P}, ȳlmin , t̄lmin)}.

(11)

Due to technical reasons, some nodes experience delay when
first starting the measurements. Leading and trailing observa-
tions are cut off to create matching start and end points.

The generated frames are visualized in figure 5, where 15
consecutive frames with RSSI feature and the robot position
are shown. Each frame represents the measurements from all
nodes for a fixed time t, with a total of 3450 features and
2 labels. Labels, other than x and y-coordinates, i.e., rotation
and z-axis were dropped in this context.

B. Experiment: Training Sensor Floor Dataset for Localiza-
tion

For the localization task, we combine position tracking and
distributed sensing, defining a regression task on the two-
dimensional position of a moving object (robot). Recall that
~xis,n are ten features observed on node s,n at some time ti. The



localization task is approach by employing two different ma-
chine learning methods: a traditional random forest approach
and a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN). The CNN is
later extended with an additional preprocessing step adding
a regularizing penalty term on velocity and acceleration of the
predicted positions.
1). Localization via Random Forest: Random Forests are
ensemble methods, which use a collection of Decision Trees.
Decision trees generate rules from features forming a binary
tree, which is used for classifying new samples. For more in-
depth information about this type of machine learning model
we refer the interested reader to Friedman et al. [13]. These
supervised machine learning models have been used for both
classification and regression tasks and are known to perform
well on different data sets [14].

The training and test data sets for the random forest are
additionally preprocessed using a scaling method and a feature
aggregation method. First, the data is scaled to the range of
[0, 1] using a min-max scaler applying the following transfor-
mation:

~x′i =
~xi −min(D·i)

max(D·i)−min(D·i)
, (12)

where ~xi is a single feature on each node. Based on the
normalization, new features are created using not only a single
node, but also its direct neighbors. Recall, that the sensors
are arranged in a grid, i.e., each node has at most eight
direct neighbors. By summing over each feature of the node
neighborhood a broader view on the sensor grid is created,
incorporating more spatial information into each feature. Note
that the feature extraction applied does not consider weights
for each sensor, i.e., all observations are weighted equally:

~̃xs,n = ~x′s,n +
∑

~v′∈N (~x′
s,n)

~v′ ∀(s, n) ∈ P, (13)

where N is the neighborhood function and ~x′s,n are ten scaled
features from each node. The scaled and transformed features
are then used as input to the random forest model.

Random forests are trained with the python machine learn-
ing library Scikit-Learn [15] using a 10-fold cross-validation
split and a hyper-parameter search for optimal number of
trees and tree depth. Acceleration and angular velocity were
dropped following an initial set of experiments as both features
did not contribute significantly to feature importance. Hence,
only magnetometer and RSSI features were used for training.
2). Localization via Convolutional Neural Networks: In ad-
dition to the traditional machine learning approach via a
Random Forest, a deep learning model is employed for the
regression task. The Sensor Floor consists of a regular grid of
23 · 15 sensors and is therefore well suited for convolutional
architectures. The measured data of each sensor only depends
on the relative position to the robot. In order to exploit this
translational invariance, a CNN is applied to predict the robot
localization.

Similarly to the RF approach, the Sensor Floor data is
normalized before utilization in the CNN. The values of each

TABLE II: The layers of the CNN architecture are illustrated.
All convolution layers apply ”SAME” padding and pooling
layers utilize a 2× 2-kernel.

Layer Type # Units/Kernels Activation
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Average Pooling - -
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Average Pooling - -
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Convolution 64 elu
2D Average Pooling - -
Flatten - -
Dense 128 elu
Dense 128 elu
Dense 6 custom

of the 10 sensor outputs are normalized to zero mean and unit
variance by the following equation

~x′i =
~xi − 〈~x〉i

~si
(14)

where 〈~x〉 are the average sensor values and ~s are the standard
deviations computed over the training data. This normalization
facilitates the training of the neural network. In addition, only
the magnetometer and RSSI are used as these sensors provide
the most information for the localisation task.

A standard CNN architecture with 3×3 convolution kernels
and exponential linear units (elu) as activation functions is
used. The CNN is set up to estimate the x- and y-coordinates
of the robot position in addition to the uncertainty on these
quantities. An asymmetric Gaussian likelihood:

f(x|µ, σ, r) =

N · exp
(
− (x−µ)2

2σ2

)
, x ≤ µ

N · exp
(
− (x−µ)2

2(σr)2

)
, otherwise

(15)
is used a loss function for each of the coordinates. Therefore,
the CNN outputs a total of six values consisting of the
estimated position (x, y) and its uncertainty, which is param-
eterized by (µx, µy, rx, ry). A custom activation function

~µ′ = ~µ

~σ′ = exp (~σ) + 0.001

~r′ = exp (~r) + 0.001

(16)

is applied on the output of the neural network to enforce a
positive lower bound on the uncertainties, which helps to sta-
bilize the training. Further details on the network architecture
are provided in table II.

The CNN is trained to predict the robot localisation for
each frame individually based on the data of each of the
23 · 15 sensors. As a result, temporal information is not
utilized. However, the robot localization between consecutive
frames is highly correlated due to constraining physical laws
of classical mechanics. The robot is capable of a finite velocity
and acceleration. Thus, its trajectory is continuous in time and
governed by Newton’s laws of motion.



The CNN architecture as defined above is not capable of
exploiting this information. Instead of modifying the network
architecture, a post-processing step is defined which penalizes
discontinuities between consecutive robot localisation predic-
tions. The robot positions (~x, ~y) for N consecutive frames
are fit by maximizing a regularized asymmetric Gaussian
likelihood

L(~x, ~y| ~µx, ~µy, ~σx, ~σy, ~rx, ~ry) =
N∏
i

(
f(~xi| ~µxi, ~σxi, ~rxi) · f(~yi| ~µyi, ~σyi, ~ryi)

)
· Reg (~x, ~y) ,

(17)

where Reg penalizes nonphysical acceleration and velocity
values between consecutive frames. The range of physical
acceleration and velocity values are obtained from the label
distribution over the training data. Values exceeding beyond
the boundaries of these distributions are nonphysical and must
therefore be penalized.

In the context of this paper, Reg is chosen to penalize the
absolute velocity ~|v| and acceleration values ~|a| via

λv(|v|, cv) =

{
exp (10 · (|v| − cv)), |v| > cv

0, otherwise
(18)

λa(|a|, ca) = −2ca +

{
exp (3 · |a|), |a| > ca

exp (2ca + |a|), otherwise

(19)

respectively. The acceleration and velocity values are com-
puted via

|v| =
√

∆x2 + ∆y2

∆t
|a| = |v|

∆t
(20)

and the values for cv and ca are chosen based on the time
difference ∆t of 0.23s between consecutive frames.

Future improvements to the neural network architecture
may include a more adequate handling of timing information.
Accurate accounting of timing information and the correlation
between consecutive frames is crucial to achieving a precise
robot localization. The introduced regularization term attempts
to include this information. Alternative options such as re-
current neural networks are capable of directly utilizing this
information in contrast to the employed 2D CNN.

C. Experimental Results

The models are evaluated using the euclidean error metric
and qualitatively assessed using the predicted trajectory. Due
to the limited space, the indoor localization is executed the
euclidean error is in this case a well suited error metric
for quantitative evaluation purposes. Criteria for qualitative
evaluation include correctness and smoothness of the path
compared to the ground truth. Given the ground truth ~y and
the predicted positions ~̂y the euclidean distance between two
vectors is defined as:

deucl(~y, ~̂y) =

√√√√ d∑
j=1

(yj − ŷj)2. (21)
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Fig. 6: Error distribution histogram for the three trained models
evaluated on the test data set. The right bottom plot shows all
three error distributions in direct comparison on a shared x-
axis. Average and median error are shown as vertical lines. The
y-Axis is shown in log-scale for improved outlier visualization.
Note that the x-axis scale is different for all three plots.
The variance for each of the three models is: σ2

RF = 0.85,
σ2
CNN = 0.011, σ2

RCNN = 0.005

Using this distance the total error is defined as the average
error across all predictions:

εeucl =
1

N

N∑
i=1

d(~yi, ~̂yi). (22)

The error histograms for each model (note that each x-axis
is scaled differently) are illustrated in 6. By using a logarithmic
scale for the y-axis, outliers have improved visibility to better
highlight the prediction variance. Additionally, the bottom plot
results from all three models on a share x-axis. The error dis-
tributions clearly show the improvements from the traditional
Random Forest model towards the CNN and finally achieving
the best result by introducing the additional preprocessing step
as described in sub section IV-B2.

a) Random Forest: While random forest models perform
the worst out of the three models, they provide a solid
baseline, showcasing that the presented data collection and
preprocessing methods are empirically sound. Predictions by
the random forest are not constrained by real-world conditions
such as acceleration and velocity. Therefore, the predicted
trajectory shown in picture 7 tends to occasionally exhibit
erratic behaviour and zig-zagging, especially when some of
the predictions are off the ground truth by as much as 15 m
in the worst case.

b) Convolutional Neural Network: The CNN improves
upon the smoothness, decreasing the average euclidean dis-
tance, while also reducing the frequency of outliers and their
magnitude. Convolutions applied to the input data of 23× 15
nodes appear to better extract spatio-temporal relationships
in node-neighborhoods, leading to a more robust regressor
with an improved average error and less severe outliers. While
the trajectory generated by the CNN is visibly more smooth
than that of the random forest it still exhibits some local zig-
zagging. However, the CNN trajectory clearly resembles the
ground truth trajectory.



c) Regularized CNN: The effect of the regularization on
the estimated robot trajectory is shown in the bottom right
of figure 7. Due to the additional penalization of nonphysical
velocities and accelerations as well as the uncertainty quan-
tification, outliers are greatly reduced and the trajectory is
smoothed. When compared to the ground truth, the regularized
trajectory looks almost identical in terms of smoothness and
positonal information. The regularized CNN outperforms the
other models on average by ≈ 47 cm compared to the random
forest and ≈ 8 cm when compared to the vanilla CNN.
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Fig. 7: The true and predicted robot trajectories are shown for
one run of the validation data set. The regularization results
in a smoother track.

Overall, the three models solve the localization task reason-
ably well with the regularized CNN outperforming both the
random forest and CNN. By applying two different machine
learning models and incorporating additional physical real-
world assumptions we have shown that our data collection
and pre-processing pipeline is empirically sound.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we presented Sensor Floor, a new hardware
and software platform for distributed sensing. We used the
platform to develop a robot localization application using
machine learning with an objective to demonstrate diverse
object identification in material handling facilities. The plat-
form is arranged in asynchronous nodes with ground-truth data
captured from a Vicon system. Additional pre-processing steps
were employed to create synchronized data. Two models were
trained using the generated data, one traditional random forest
and one Convolutional Neural Network (CNN). A regulariza-
tion post-processing step was added to the CNN to create a
smooth trajectory from the predicted positions. Future research
is to develop diverse object identification with their vibration
and RF footprint. By establishing an empirically sound, robust
pipeline and providing a baseline for the localization task,
the data and CNN architecture can be extended to different
warehouse scenarios, such as coarse position estimation of
multiple objects in the materials handling hall. Our future
work includes adding the ability of self training of the nodes
without Vicon data. As the replacement, we can treat the
Sensor Floor node grid position as the anchor node.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work has received funding from the German Federal
Ministry of Education and Research (BMBF) in the course of
the 6GEM research hub under grant number 16KISK038 and
the ML2R project under grant number 01—S18038A.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Falkenberg, M. Masoudinejad, M. Buschhoff, A. K. R. Venkatapathy,
D. Friesel, M. ten Hompel, O. Spinczyk, and C. Wietfeld, “Phynetlab:
An iot-based warehouse testbed,” in Computer Science and Information
Systems (FedCSIS), 2017 Federated Conference on. IEEE, 2017, pp.
1051–1055.

[2] J. Jiang, H. Wang, X. Mu, and S. Guan, “Logistics industry monitoring
system based on wireless sensor network platform,” Computer
Communications, vol. 155, pp. 58–65, Apr. 2020. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S014036642030219X
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