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ABSTRACT The susceptibility of GNSS signals has led to the development of advanced aiding systems in
which information obtained from external sensors is fused with the inertial navigation solution to maintain
navigation continuity in GNSS-denied environments. In terrain-aided navigation, the aim is to solve the
horizontal position ambiguity of the platform with the help of pre-installed digital terrain elevation maps and
estimated terrain height information obtained by the platform’s barometer and distance measuring sensor
readings. In this paper, we propose a novel multi-hypothesis terrain-aided navigation framework where
horizontal position measurements are generated along with their covariance matrices from the estimated
terrain heights. These measurements are fused with appropriate navigation hypotheses in a closed-loop
configuration where augmented navigation error state estimates are fed into the navigation solution of the
corresponding hypothesis. The number of hypotheses and their covariances change adaptively based on the
terrain under the flight path preventing deviation from the true position for multi-modal or non-informative
regions. The simulation results show that, unlike conventional TAN methods, the proposed method is able to
yield accurate positioning estimations even when low-end IMUs are used. Furthermore, the proposed method

is found to be effective in the presence of substantial initial errors in position, velocity, and heading.

INDEX TERMS Inertial navigation, terrain referenced positioning, terrain aided navigation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Inertial navigation systems (INS) have been around since the
40s. These systems contain an Inertial Measurement Unit
(IMU) composed of an accelerometer and gyroscope triad to
sense specific force and rotation with respect to the inertial
frame. However, due to its integrating nature, systematic and
stochastic errors in the IMU measurements cause degradation
of position, velocity, and attitude (PVA). For this reason,
high precision IMUs are usually employed in INS in critical
platforms to ensure accurate PVA solutions [1]. Although
these high-grade INS yield reasonable PVA accuracy, they
are costly and large. To maintain an accurate PVA solution
with affordable INS or for more prolonged durations, the
Global Navigation Satellite System’s (GNSS) low bandwidth
and high accuracy position solution are integrated with INS
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output in almost every platform. However, GNSS signals are
susceptible to jamming and spoofing and may be blocked
or corrupted by obstructions [2]. Thus, information obtained
from other sensors is fused with INS to limit the errors during
GNSS outages. An aircraft is equipped with ranging sensors
(radar or laser altimeter) to measure the distance underneath
the aircraft (ground clearance distance) and a barometer
to measure the height above the mean sea level (altitude).
Terrain-aided navigation (TAN) is a type of navigation where
the information obtained by the sensors mentioned previ-
ously, and Digital Terrain Elevation Data (DTED) are used
to estimate the platform’s position. In TAN, the terrain height
profile beneath the aircraft path is calculated by subtracting
ground clearance distance from the altitude reading. Then,
the aircraft position is estimated using DTED and collected
terrain height profile. There are two primary approaches in
TAN literature: batch and recursive. A well-known batch
TAN method is the terrain contour matching (TERCOM)
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algorithm [3], [4]. TERCOM estimates the current position
by comparing the collected terrain height profile with the
probable terrain heights evaluated from DTED at the hor-
izontally shifted versions of the INS position output. The
position shift that yields maximum similarity between the
observed terrain height profile and calculated terrain height
profile is regarded as a position error that is fed into the INS
as a position fix. Sandia Inertial Terrain Aided Navigation
(SITAN) [5] is the most famous approach among the recursive
methods. In SITAN, terrain height error is predicted using
gradients of the DTED map around the predicted navigation
position. Then the difference between the measured terrain
height error and this predicted terrain height error is used as
an innovation in the Kalman filter correction step. There are
several studies inspired by the TERCOM and SITAN archi-
tectures. In [6], TERCOM is utilized along with a particle
filter to estimate the initial position under high uncertainty.
Sonmez and Bingol demonstrate the effectiveness of TER-
COM in land vehicles [7]. In [8], a probabilistic data associa-
tion filter is employed to convert TERCOM correlation scores
to probability values. Peng proposes a two-stage matching
algorithm involving coarse terrain-based matching followed
by contour-based fine matching [9]. There are some studies in
which TERCOM and SITAN solutions are fused to increase
robustness [10], [11], [12], [13].

There are also numerous non-linear estimation-based
methods in the TAN literature. Enns and Morrell proposed a
maximum a posteriori (MAP) based method [14]. Bergman et
al. address the TAN problem in a bayesian framework where a
point mass filter is utilized [15], [16]. Apparently, the particle
filter (PF) approach to the TAN problem is first mentioned
in [17]. Turan and Kutay test the performance of two different
PF resampling methods in TAN [18]. Rao-Blackwellized
implementations of PF, in which the linear and non-linear
parts of the state vector are separated, have been extensively
utilized in recent studies related to Terrain-Aided Navigation
for underwater vehicles [19], [20], [21]. Rupeng et al. pro-
poses a terrain aided positioning (TAP) confidence interval
model for PF to mitigate the initial TAN positioning error
[22]. In [23], estimation performances of PF and Unscented
Kalman Filter (UKF) are compared. Ignoring the PVA error
dynamics in INS, the studies mentioned so far employ a
fairly simple process model to represent the dynamic of the
platform state in which some IMU error sources, particu-
larly accelerometer and gyroscope biases effects, are modeled
as process noise. Such modeling simplification disregards
the realistic error growth contributed by various IMU error
sources in PVA states, which probably leads to a model
mismatch in real-time applications, especially when low
to mid-end IMUs are used [24]. Nordlund and Gustafsson
propose a marginalized particle filter-based method where
the linearized INS error propagation model is utilized in
PF-based TAN for the first time [25]. Although PFs are
widely used in non-linear estimation problems, as particles
can represent any distribution, they also possess some issues.
First, PF algorithms become computationally demanding as
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the number of states increases [26]. Second, Particle Fil-
ter solutions may diverge when the posterior distribution is
multi-modal, which can frequently arise in Terrain-Aided
Navigation problems due to topographical symmetries. These
symmetries are characterized by shapes and structures in
the region that exhibit similar heights, making it challeng-
ing to distinguish between different possible locations. This
divergence issue in the TAN problem has been investigated
in some studies. Palmier et al. introduced the Interacting
Weighted Ensemble Kalman Filter IWEnKF), which reduces
the probability of divergence [27]. Likewise, Teixeira et al.
proposed some ad-hoc methods to address the divergence
issue in PFs for underwater TAN problems [28]. However,
these approaches utilize a relatively simplistic motion model
to represent the vehicle’s dynamics, and do not account for
numerous IMU error sources. In this study, we propose a
novel TAN method in which we generate multiple horizontal
position measurements and their covariance matrices which
are then governed in a multi-hypothesis structure. The pro-
posed structure accomplishes rapid convergence while also
maintaining robustness against divergence as the platform
flies over flat or multi-modal areas. We test the effectiveness
of our method in a challenging simulation setup where initial
PVA errors are significant. We also use low-end IMU specs
during the synthetic data generation. The rest of the paper
is organized as follows. The problem formulation, used nota-
tion, and motivation are provided in Section II. We discuss the
mathematical details of the proposed method in Section III.
In Section IV, we present the simulation results. The con-
clusion and future works are presented in Section V. In the
Appendix, we emphasize some basic concepts related to INS.

Il. NOTATION AND MOTIVATION

Before we explain the proposed TAN method in greater detail,
we introduce the notation we use in this work. The notation
related to the inertial navigation is as follows. The geodetic
position vector p £ [I L h]T is composed of latitude(/),
longitude(L), and altitude(k). The vector vV £ [v, ve vg 17

represents the velocity vector of the platform resolved in
the North-East-Down (NED) frame. The attitude of the body
with respect to NED frame is expressed by the Euler angle
vector ¥ = [e, € ey]T which is composed of roll(e,),
pitch(e,), and yaw (or heading)(ey) angles in radians. The
gyroscope and accelerometer output of the IMU at time ¢
are denoted by wa(t) and f fB(t), respectively. In inertial
navigation, the PVA error dynamics equation is derived by
perturbating the mechanization equations around the nominal
PVA solution. The obtained error dynamics equation is in
the linear form, enabling it to be used as process model in
the Kalman filter. Thus, in INS-related fusion problems, the
errors in PVA are set as states to be estimated dynamically
rather than the actual PVA values [1], [29], [30]. In this
work, we use the augmented error state model [31] where
IMU-related error parameters are included in the state vector.
So, the augmented state vector to be estimated is composed
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of position error §p £ [81 8L 8h]T, velocity error svV £
[8v 8ve 8vq 17, attitude error 8¢ £ [Se, Se), 8ey]T gyro-
scope scale factor error dwsp, misalignment error dwma,
bias repeatability error §wpR, bias instability error wp; and,
accelerometer counterparts of the same errors: 8f gg, f pas
8f Br Of B1- Each of these IMU errors is 3 x 1 vectors (except
for misalignment error that is 6 x 1 vector) whose elements
indicate the corresponding error on the body X,Y, and Z
axes, respectively. Manufacturers often share the standard
deviation of these IMU error terms, or these statistics can
be estimated via various techniques such as Allan-variance
[24], [32], [33]. We briefly mention the inertial navigation
mechanization equations, error dynamics equations, and IMU
error parameters in the Appendix. We define the (augmented)
error state as given in (1)

sy 2 | 0Xpva 1))
SXIMU |39,
where;
T
3Xpva =[5y ovT 8pT ], , @
T
$Xvmu = [5X Gyro X XCCELLOXI ®
where;
T T T 1"
3XGYrO = [5‘051: dwyp SwpR 8wBI:|15><1 )
T
8X AccEL = I:ngF fua R (Sf‘gl]wxl ©)

The conditional error state vector and it’s covariance
matrix are defined as given in (6) and (7)

5X (1lty) £ E[SX (1|82 (©)
P(ilt) 2 E ([8X (1l —8X (116X (1)~ X (1] [62°%)
@

In the above equations, 8z denotes the set of observed
position errors from time fy up to ;. The cases of #; = ¢
and #; > ¢ correspond to estimated and predicted states
and state covariance matrices, respectively. For the sake of
brevity, we use the superscripts T and ~ to indicate estimated
and predicted states or covariance matrices for the rest of the
paper. The dynamics of the true error state can be represented
in the linear state-space form as given in (8)

8X(t) = F(1)8X + G(t)w(t) ®)

where F(t)39x39 is the state transition matrix, w(f)i2x1 1S
a random input vector whose elements are standard normal
random variables representing the white noise terms such
as velocity and random walk specifications of the IMU and
G(t)39x12 1s the noise gain matrix. We discuss the details
related to F (), G(t), and w(t) in the Appendix. Similarly, the
measurement equation can be represented as follows:

8z(t) = HSX(t) +v() C))
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where H3x39 is the measurement matrix and v(f)3x; 1S
the Gaussian white noise vector representing the uncer-
tainty in the measured position error. The equations (8)
and (9) are linear, and noise terms w(t), v(f) are mod-
eled as zero-mean Gaussian independent of each other
(Ew(nov(t)] =0 ¥(1, 7)) with the covariance matrices
Q(t) and R(t), respectively. Thus, utilizing the Kalman fil-
ter to recursively estimate X and its covariance matrix P
is a standard routine in INS-related fusion problems. For
example, in loosely-coupled INS-GNSS integration, §z(¢)
is constructed by subtracting the lever-arm compensated
geodetic position output of the GNSS receiver from the
INS geodetic position [34]. Observing the position error
makes all of the X py4 state components, along with some
part of the §Xgyro, and §X aocceL observable as the plat-
form maneuvers [35], [36]. However, in TAN, terrain height
measurement beneath the platform does not give direct infor-
mation about the platform’s horizontal position (latitude,
longitude). Correlation-based approaches like TERCOM
resolves this horizontal position ambiguity by comparing the
collected terrain height profile with DTED. But, correlation-
based approaches assume that the position errors during
terrain height acquisition remain fixed. Deploying tactical
or sub-tactical grade IMU or having a velocity error at the
beginning of the acquisition mode causes the accumulation of
cross-track errors at the end of the mode, which degrades the
accuracy of the position error estimation of correlation-based
methods [37]. Linearized Kalman filter-based approaches
like SITAN resolve the horizontal position ambiguity by
deploying terrain slope information around the position esti-
mate in the measurement model. However, this lineariza-
tion process is highly sensitive to terrain shape and leads to
incorrect estimates when the initial position uncertainty is
significant [10]. The primary motivation of our study is to
develop a TAN method that is robust to substantial initial PVA
errors and yields reasonable performance even when low-end
IMUs are used.

Ill. MULTI-HYPOTHESIS STRUCTURE IN TAN

Hypotheses constitute the core part of the proposed method.
The main components of the method are demonstrated in
Fig. 1 where a loop that starts and ends in hypothesis set
propagation corresponds to a single cycle of the algorithm.
Between the terrain aid cycles, hypotheses are propagated
using IMU and barometer measurements. During the ter-
rain aid cycles, multiple horizontal measurements and their
covariance matrices are generated from the statistics of the
clustered probable locations obtained from hypotheses. These
probable locations are unique for each hypothesis and cor-
respond to the locations within a certain percentage of the
hypothesis horizontal uncertainty region that have similar
heights obtained from DTED and measured terrain height
using altimeter sensor readings. Once the horizontal mea-
surements are generated, they are associated and fused with
appropriate hypotheses. Similar hypotheses are merged, and
unlikely hypotheses are pruned to limit the computational
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FIGURE 1. Flowchart of the proposed TAN algorithm.

burden. We also propose additional covariance manipulations
to prevent divergence for long TAN durations. In the follow-
ing part of the paper, we discuss the details of each flowchart
component in greater detail.

A. THE DEFINITION OF HYPOTHESIS AND
MULTI-HYPOTHESIS

A hypothesis can be considered as an independent INS sys-
tem with its own navigation properties, error state, and error
state covariance matrix. Individual Kalman filters that run
parallel estimate the error state of each hypothesis at every
terrain aid cycle if they are assigned a suitable measurement.
We denote & symbol to represent a hypothesis and 8% (z) to
imply the g feature of the hypothesis &; at time ¢. 8 can
take any PVA property, error state or error state covariance
mentioned in Section-II. Thus, B can take any symbol in the
set 1p, v, 1}, 8X, P} If there is a subscript of B, that means
only the elements indicated by the subscript is implied. For
example, 135" (t) corresponds to 3 x 1 geodetic position vector
that is [/ L h]” of the hypothesis &; at time ¢ whereas p Pz L(t)
represents the 2 x 1 vector containing only the horizontal
components of the geodetic position vector that is [/ L].
Similarly, 85( (t) represents the whole 39 x 1 error state
of the hypothesis &; at time ¢ whereas 8X . VE(t) represents
2 x 1 error state vector containing only the north and east
velocity errors of the hypothesis &; at time ¢. On the other
hand, a multi-hypothesis, denoted by Z(#), corresponds to a
collection of hypotheses at time ¢, such as {1, &, ..., &,}
where &; fori = 1,2, ..., nrepresents individual hypotheses
at time 7.

B. HYPOTHESIS SET PROPAGATION

Let’s assume that ground clearance distance measurements
(obtained by a distance measuring device such as radar/laser
altimeter) are fused with INS at times fgqx) for k €
{1,2,..., K} where fgq() denotes k™ terrain aid cycle time.
Let Atpmu and Tivu denote the time difference between two
successive IMU measurements and the set of times when
IMU measurements are received, respectively. The hypoth-
esis propagation step occurs during the time frames 7p; (k)
for k € {1,2,...,,K} where Tp; (k), as defined in (10),
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Algorithm 1 Hypothesis Set Propagation
Input: E (trae—1)) » {@f (1) .f (1), by (1) | 1 € Tee ()}
Output: E~ (fra))
1. E7 (tRa(k)) =0
2: foreach£ € ET (Z‘Ra(kfl)) do
3:  foreacht € Tp, (k) do
[@?B 1= correczIMU(wf?B(t) B, (ﬁffMU)

4
5 X pva = updateAttitude(X iVA’ wIB)

6: XEVA = updateVelocny(XEVA,f )

7 X VA = updatePosttton(X pva)

8 XPVA = stabtltzeVerttcalChannel(XPVA, hg(1))
9: 5X° = o () 5x°

10: P=d0) PO +04t)

11:  end for

12:  append § into E~ (tRa(k))
13: end for

corresponds to the set of IMU times between two terrain aid
cycles at time #qk—1) and fra(k)-

Tor (k) 2 {t| tRagk—1) <t < tRak)» t € Timu} (10)

The term hypothesis set propagation refers to updat-
ing all properties of hypotheses between two terrain aid
cycles. To perform this propagation, PVA, error state,
and error covariance property of each hypothesis in the
set BT (tRa(k_l)) are propagated using the set of IMU
and barometer measurements from time fgqk—1) tO fRack)
that is {wa (1) ,fB t),hg(t) |t € Tp; (k)}. The obtained
hypotheses at the end of the cycle form the predicted hypothe-
sis set 7 (fra(k)) - The hypothesis set propagation follows the
procedure given in Algorithm 1. In this algorithm, X ]iVA is the
PVA vector consisting of attitude (17,5 ), velocity (f)‘g ), position
(135) vectors of the hypothesis . 5X ¢ and P¢ are the error
state and the error state covariance matrix of the hypothesis
&, respectively. In line 4, the raw IMU measurements are
corrected using each hypothesis’s estimated IMU error states
from the previous terrain aid cycle. In lines 5, 6, and 7, the
attitude, velocity, and position of the individual hypotheses
are updated using discrete INS mechanization equations [38],
[39]. In line 8, a baro-inertial vertical channel filter is per-
formed [29]. We do not delve into the mechanization equa-
tions here to avoid veering off the main topic. In lines 9 and
10, Kalman filter error state and error state covariance matrix
propagation are performed, where ®(¢) and Q,(¢) are the dis-
crete state transition and process noise covariance matrices.
These matrices are obtained by discretizing their continuous
counterparts, F(¢) and Q(¢), using Van Loan’s method [40].

C. MEASUREMENT GENERATION

The measurement generation step takes place at the beginning
of every terrain aid cycle. The purpose of this step is to gener-
ate horizontal measurements, along with their corresponding
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covariance matrices within the uncertainty regions of avail-
able hypotheses, using the collected altimeter measurements
and DTED map. Let hz,(p; 1), hgar(p), and hgy(p) denote
the true terrain height, measured barometric altitude, and the
measured ground clearance distance at the geodetic position
p = [l L h]". Then, we can express the true terrain height of
any arbitrary 2D horizontal location p; ; as given in (11).

hTer(pl,L) = (hBar(p) - ABar) - (hRa(p) - ARa) (11)

where Ap,- and Ag, are the pressure altimeter and radar(or
laser) altimeter errors. Similarly, the relation between true
terrain height and the calculated terrain height via DTED map
atp; ; can be established as given in (12).

hTer(pl,L) = H(pl,L) — ADted (12)

where ‘H(p; ;) is the DTED referenced terrain height calcu-
lated by the bilinear interpolation method using four adja-
cent grid heights of the horizontal position p; ; and Apyeq
corresponds to the DTED error at the point p; ;. Assuming
the error terms in (11) and (12) are independent zero-mean
Gaussians with the variances ogar, CII%Q, ol%te 4> then, the error
e, that is defined as the difference between the estimated ter-
rain height using altimeter outputs and the calculated terrain
height via DTED at the position p; ; can be expressed as

follows.

= ilTer(pl,L) —Hp L)
= {hBur(p) - hRu(p)} - H(pl,L)

= ABar — ARa — Apred (13)

Based on the statistical assumptions about the errors above, e
would also be zero-mean Gaussian with variance o2, where

U\)zert = aBgar + a]%a + Géted (14)

We use the distribution of e to assign a score to the points
within the region which corresponds a pre-determined per-
cent of the horizontal position uncertainty of a hypothesis.
We define a scoring function fi, (ﬁ,’ L Overts szer(p(t))) to
assign a score to an arbitrary position p; ;. The score of
the position is equivalent to the likelihood of calculating the
terrain height H(p, ;) from DTED given that izTe,(p(t)) is
observed. This likelihood can be evaluated as given in (15)
where ﬁTe,@(t)) is abbreviated as szer () for brevity indicat-
ing the estimated terrain height at time  when the platform is
located at position p.

feBrL: Overts hper () 2 L (H(ﬁl,L)mTer(l))
= (Wb = b (1: 0.7,
(H@1.) — )

2
Overt

-0.5

= exp

15)
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1) GRIDDING

In this part of the algorithm, our purpose is to generate
approximately equally spaced 2D points that are located
within p, percent probability region of a hypothesis £. In (16),
0 (dg) corresponds to the set of points where the angular
separation distance equals to d, in both the north and east
direction.

okt = |of, - | ] a

ije Z] (16)

where Z is the set of integers, and I;ls’ . is the estimated
horizontal coordinate of hypothesis &. We define a gridding
function G on a hypothesis set as given in (17).

G(&: pes d) = x| = 5 )T P )7 @ = 5] ) < 47
x € 0%(dy)} (17)

where p. denotes the coverage probability and Xii- is the two
degrees of freedom chi-square inverse cumulative distribution
function evaluated at p..

Utilizing the horizontal position covariance matrix, Pi I
G(&; p¢, dg), abbreviated as G(§), generates equally spaced
2D points inside the area which p. percent of the horizontal
uncertainty region of the hypothesis & covers. We employ
the function in (15) to score the points in G(§; p., dg). Then,
we create a new set of points, Tf(rx) C G(&), whose scores
are greater than the threshold z;. Thus, any point x € Tf(rs)
at time ¢ satisfies the following property.

Sse (x; Overt ilTer(t)) > Ts (18)

Furthermore, we assign Tg () = G(&)\ Tf (t5) to represent
the set of points in G(£) whose scores are lower than ;. To be
more precise, we illustrate Tf (), and Tg (ty), abbreviated as
Tf and Tg , on the same plot in Fig. 2. In this example, the
threshold ; is set to 0.01. As a result, Tf contains elements
from G(£), where the terrain height, calculated using DTED,
falls within the range of iy, — 30 ers 10 higer +30ver. In Fig. 2.
the blue mark at the center of the circle indicates 13? ;. that
is the latitude and longitude of the hypothesis &. The area
enclosed by the blue dashed circle corresponds to the 99%
uncertainty region in the horizontal position of &, where the
errors in latitude and longitude are not correlated and have
equal variances, resulting in a nearly circular shaped region.
The red-colored points form Tf . These points are indicated
as Probable platform positions since the difference between
the calculated terrain heights of these points and the measured
terrain height szer lie in the 30y interval of e in (13). Thus,
it is reasonable to think that the true position lies in the region
formed by red-colored dots. But, on the contrary, the elements
of Tg , the black-colored points, are regarded as improbable
positions since the deviation between the calculated terrain
height of these points and the measured terrain height ey
are outside the 3oy interval of e in (13).
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% INS position
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Longitude(rad)

Latitude(rad)

FIGURE 2. Demonstration of Tf and Tg.

2) CLUSTERING

The cardinality of Tf gets larger as the position uncertainty of
the hypothesis £ increases. In addition to that, there could be
many hypotheses due to terrain height similarities. Thus, con-
structing a fusion method that processes the elements of T]é
separately may become comgutationally intractable. To over-
come this issue, we model Y} as a Gaussian mixture (GM) by
dividing it into smaller measurement sets and extracting each
set’s first and second central moment information. We utilize
the well-known k-means clustering algorithm [41] to estab-
lish GM structure. In (19), A¥ corresponds to the approximate
area of the 99% horizontal position error uncertainty region
of & in the horizontal geodetic coordinates.

A5 2 7 (15(0f +05))° (19)

where of and af are the square roots of the diagonal terms of
PEL corresponding to the standard deviations of the latitude
and longitude errors of the hypothesis . Let r, and n. denote,
respectively, the minimum cluster radius in meters and the
minimum number of members of a cluster. We set the number
of clusters of the hypothesis & as given in (20).

§ A€ 2 §
K¢ = max | | min |Tl A /n(SFC) , |Tl | 1 (20)
|G(&)I r2 ne

where | - | returns the cardinality of a set and r, ~ 6.4¢6 is
the mean radius of the world curvature at latitude /4. The
explanation of the formulation in (20) is as follows. First,
max(-) function on the right-hand side ensures that K § would
be at least one. The first entry of the min(-) function represents
the ratio of the area covered by the elements of Tf to the area
of a circle with the radius 3r. meters scaled by 2. The second
entry in min(-) function represents the number of clusters if
each cluster has n. members. The |-] operator returns the
greatest integer below the output of min(-) function. The
purpose of the formulation in (20) is to establish a relationship
between the number of clusters, spatial size and cardinality of
the set Tf. The clustering step produces K¢ number of sets
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FIGURE 3. Demonstration of measurement set along with their
uncertainty ellipses.

6; < Tf where i € {1,2,..., K‘f}. At this point, we create
K% measurements whose values and covariance matrices are
obtained by (21) and (22);

0;
e _ it R)sow

KRS @h
k=1"0i(k)
16|
1
R = T 2l —Z ) — 21" (22
k=1

where 6;(k) and sg,() are k™ member’s 2D position and k'
member’s score of the measurement set 6;. Continuing the
example depicted in Fig.2, six measurements are generated
from the set Tf . In Fig.3, cluster centers correspond to the
measurements z°s, and the enclosing ellipses represent the
99% uncertainty regions derived from the covariance matri-
ces REs.

D. HYPOTHESIS SET CORRECTION

Hypothesis set correction is performed just after measure-
ment generation step. Let I'(#gqk)) denote the set of tuples
consisting of measurements and measurement covariances
that are generated from all hypotheses at the time gq) as
the following

T(tRat)) = {(zf,Rf)u e (1,. KE), forall € € E_(tRa(k))}
(23)

Once the set I'(fgq)) is generated, a new hypothe-
sis set, ET(fRack)), is formed by fusing the hypotheses in
87 (fRa(k)) with the appropriate members of I'(tpq)). Dur-
ing this process, the cardinality of the hypothesis set may
change(|E’(tRa(k))| #* |E+(tRa(k))|). The measurement-to-
hypothesis association rule is provided in (24). The rationale
for using this association rule is to prevent the exponential
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Algorithm 2 Hypothesis Set Correction

Input: Q(ZRa(k))

Output: E7 (tra))
* (tRati) = ¥

1

2: for for each (£, y) € Q(trw)) do
3 4z —pr —z7

4 Kgam = PEHT(HPSHT +RY)™!

5: (SX = SX + Kgmn(sz - H<3X )
6 P= (1 - KgamH+)P
~ &
7: PISL —PIL (SXZ,L+
A$+ ,\E 3 E
8  Vyp=Vyg 08X, VE
9. Cip= (13><3 S(5ery) e
~ET
10: fblas —fbms + SXfB]i—i— 8XfBl Ly
11 wilas = wblas + 8X + 5X
s+ + ~ &t
12: M_1 (I3><3 _DS((SXaSF’SXaMA) M_lacc
1’5+ A—1§+
13: M I3 — DS(8XgSF’ (SXgMA) gyr

14:  set 83’ =0
15:  append £ into ET (trak))
16: end for

increase in the number of newly generated hypotheses.

1 @ _Isl,L)T(PiL)_I(ZV _ﬁl,L) < X(%.gg,
s, y) = EcE,yerl
0 otherwise
(24)

Let €2(frq(x)) denote the set of tuples consisting of hypothesis
& € E7, associated measurement y € I' as given in (25)

QtRa(k))
={(. ¥)I§ € E"(tRatt)): ¥ € TtRatr)): €. ¥) =1}
(25)

Once the association set €2(fgq(x)) is formed, the closed-loop
integration is performed for each &, y pair in the set Q(fgqx))-
This integration procedure is given in Algorithm 2.

In Algorlthm 2, €T indicates the corrected hypothesis.
In line 9, CNB is the direction cosine matrix representation of
the attitude of the hypothesis £. DS(-) forms a matrix where
scale factor error estimates are located on diagonal indices
and misalignment error estimates are located on off-diagonal

A §
indices as shown in (42), and (M ’1) is the inverse of (42)
for the hypothesis &.

E. HYPOTHESIS PRUNING AND MERGING

The growing number of hypotheses is the primary computa-
tional burden of our method. Thus, eliminating the improba-
ble hypotheses and merging similar hypotheses at each terrain
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FIGURE 4. Two-dimensional illustration of merging, showing the gridding
regions of hypotheses before and after the merge with a CS threshold
of 2.

aid cycle is necessary to ensure the algorithm’s feasibility for
real-time applications. In the merging process, which occurs
immediately following the hypothesis set correction step,
we utilize Cauchy-Schwarz (CS) divergence [42] to calculate
dissimilarity scores between hypotheses. let D[i,j] and t,,
denote, respectively, the CS divergence between hypotheses i
and j and merging threshold. We select CS divergence due to
its symmetric and non-negativity properties (D[, j1 = DJ[j, i]
and D[i, j] > O for all i.j). The hypotheses i and j is merged if
Dli, j] < t,, where D[i, j] is calculated as follows.

L. i 1 1 i
Dli,jl = —log > +2Ml 7 i + —log >
1
+2,u]§] pL] —log‘Z + X )
- - - —1—1
_E(Zf i+ MJ-) FO R
(= 5 ) (26)

In (26), | - | is the determinant operator, X is the covariance
matrix of the PVA part of the hypothesis, and p is the PVA
value of the hypothesis. If two or more hypotheses are to
be merged, the mean and covariance of the merged hypoth-
esis are obtained using Salmond’s mixture merging structure
[43]. The mean and covariance of the merged hypothesis as
stated in (27), (28) are calculated for all navigation properties
assuming that the weights of the hypotheses, wy, equals to %
for all k.

N

Mierged = zwk”’k 27
k=1
N

Pierged = Z Wk |:Pk + (pg — ”'merged)(ﬂk - ”‘merged)T]

~
I
_

(28)

In Fig. 4, we compare the initial set of hypotheses, con-
sisting of six individual hypotheses, with the reduced set
of hypotheses achieved through the merging process. The
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FIGURE 5. The demonstration of hypothesis merging/pruning.

pairs of hypotheses whose divergence is less than two being
merged. The merging process is illustrated by showing the
initial set of hypotheses on the left, and the merged set of
hypotheses on the right. Hypotheses 4 and 5 are merged to
form hypothesis 2, while hypotheses 1, 2, 3, and 6 are merged
to form hypothesis 1.

In the pruning process, which occurs at the onset of
the hypothesis correction step, we assign a binary variable
as(tRa(k)) € {O(discarded), 1(kept)} that denotes the status
of the hypothesis £. We set the value of the otf(tRa(k)) as given
in (29).

. £ —_
0 if || =0and, |E™ (trai))| > 1
as(tRa(k)) - 1 otherv:/ise ’

(29)

The first condition in (29) implies that & is discarded if all
of its member locations obtained via gridding are improbable
and there is at least one more hypothesis in B~ (tgk)) other
than £. Fig. 5 demonstrates a hypothesis pruning/merging
example that takes place within three successive terrain aid
cycles. The black lines separate hypothesis sets belonging
to different time instances. For example, seven emerging
hypotheses are located in different positions when the first
hypothesis set correction occurs at time #z4(1). These hypothe-
ses are propagated until the second hypothesis set correction
time #Rq(2). Just after the 1z,(2), hypotheses densify around two
locations. The following hypothesis set correction at fgy(3)
resolves the two-position ambiguity, resulting in hypotheses
to locate around the true platform position.

F. AD-HOC MEASURES TO PREVENT DIVERGENCE

Contrary to GNSS measurements that are independent of
the INS solution, in our method, the generated position
measurements are directly related to hypotheses. So, if the
true platform position is outside the gridding area of all
hypotheses, these hypotheses converge to the wrong place
and eventually die. According to our observations, this sit-
uation occurs due to the following reasons. First, horizontal
position error covariances of hypotheses converge to steady
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state values after a few correction steps. At that point, grid-
ding regions of hypotheses slowly drift away from the true
position in areas where terrain heights change gradually.
Second, the error covariance propagation step stated in Algo-
rithm 1 line 10 yields realistic error accumulation under small
error assumptions [1]. Therefore, if the initial velocity and
attitude errors are significant, their effect on the position error
growth through the propagation equation does not reflect
the actual error growth, which may cause the true position
to reside outside all the hypotheses’ gridding boundaries.
To alleviate the divergence issue arising from these factors,
we have suggested two ad-hoc methods: covariance freezing
and covariance expansion. In covariance freezing, we manip-
ulate the horizontal position error and horizontal velocity
error covariances under certain circumstances. The position
error covariance is manipulated such that the area of gridding
region on the local level frame remain above the area of
a circle with the radius rjoy for every hypothesis &, while
preserving the direction of the principal axes. Likewise, hori-
zontal velocity error variances are set to v12OW if the drms value
obtained from horizontal velocity error covariance is lower
than the v,y parameter. In covariance expansion, we augment
the position error covariances of all alive hypotheses by mul-
tiplying their eigenvalues with a scale factor s, in instances
where no valid measurement can be obtained within the grid-
ding regions of all alive hypotheses. In Algorithm-3 and 4,
we share the details of our ad-hoc divergence prevention
measures. In these algorithms, af and of are the square roots
of the diagonal terms of horizontal position error covariance
matrix PfL. e? and eg are the eigenvalues of PiL and U¢

and V¢ are the left and right singular matrices of P]EL. The

value efnax equals mahx(ef, eg) and Scof, Mow parameters are
respectively uncertainty scale coefficient and approximate
minimum position coverage radius in meters.

Fig. 6 demonstrates a case in which the true position of
the platform is lost due to flying over a nearly flat region,
and is regained after the covariance expansion procedure is
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Algorithm 3 Covariance Freezing
Input: E-i_(l‘Ra(k))y Flow, Viow
Output: ET (tra(k))
1: for all & € E+(tRa(k)) do
2
2 if (155 + o)) < r2, then

2
3: — Tow

(1.5(0,‘? +a§ )re)2

£
PfL Uk |:/ce1 0§:| veT
' 0
2

4:
Ke
5. end if
6 if (, [Py, + P%E) < Viow then
) § Y] 0
A
g8: endif
9: end for

10: return EY(tra))

Algorithm 4 Covariance Expansion
Input: E7 (tRak)), Scof
Output: E (frak))
while o (tga(k)) = 0 for all £ € E (tra(r)) do

&
3 emax 0
2: P <~ 5
LL <of 0 elgnax
end while

4: return E~ (trak))

performed. In this case, the platform moves from the top
right corner to the bottom left corner. The true position of the
platform is represented by the purple-colored + symbol, while
the red dots and ellipses denote the probable measurements
obtained through the gridding process and hypothesis grid-
ding regions, respectively. As the platform moves towards the
position indicated by the bold green ellipse, measurements
are obtained from the blue hypotheses even though it is
drifting away from the true position. This phenomenon occurs
because the terrain height under the platform is virtually
identical to those present within the gridding region of the
hypotheses. However, the estimated terrain height obtained
by altimeter sensors deviates significantly from the calculated
terrain heights within the gridding region of the hypothesis
when the true position reaches the green-colored circle. As a
consequence, no horizontal measurement is generated, and
the track is lost unless supplementary measures are imple-
mented. At that point, executing the covariance expansion
algorithm increases the position error covariances of the
viable hypotheses, thereby allowing for the generation of
horizontal measurements as the true position falls within the
expanded gridding region of the hypothesis. The covariance
expansion can also lead to the formation of false hypotheses,
as depicted in Fig. 6. However, these hypotheses disappear
after a few correction cycles for this particular topography.
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G. HYBRID NAVIGATION OUTPUT

So far, we have focused on the generation and management
of the multiple hypothesis sets. However, a single navigation
PVA output and its covariance matrix are needed. The single
PVA and its error covariance are calculated using (27) and
(28) considering all alive hypotheses.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

To test our TAN method, first, we generate a flight trajectory
as illustrated in Fig.7, and its corresponding errorless IMU
data. Then, using (40) and (41), we obtain distorted IMU
measurements. The total flight duration is 36 minutes, and
the trajectory profile consists of straight-level flights followed
by 1.5 G coordinated turns. The aircraft flies with a constant
250 m/s speed, and the side-slip, angle of attack angles are
ignored in the data generation. We use level-1 DTED whose
limits are 17°11'19” — 18°58/27" for latitude, 98°32'55" —
99°41'40" for longitude.

In our simulation setup, we use mems-grade IMU error
specifications to distort true IMU data. To test the pro-
posed filter consistency, we utilized the offline Monte Carlo
test [44], in which the normalized estimation error squared
(NEES) value is evaluated for only the horizontal position
states at each terrain aid cycle. We set the Monte Carlo
number as 100. The standard deviation values of gyroscope
error specifications are as follows: 7°/hr bias repeatability
error, 400 ppm scale factor error, 0.5 mrad misalignment
error, 0.3°/hr bias instability error, 0.15°/ Jhr angle random
walk error. Similarly, the standard deviation values for the
accelerometer error specifications are detailed as follows:
2 mg bias repeatability error, 200 ppm scale factor error,
0.5 mrad misalignment error, 0.04 mg bias instability error,
0.03 m/s/~/hr velocity random walk error. The overall error
in the measured terrain height is assumed to be zero-mean
Gaussian with a standard deviation of 15 meters. Standard
deviation values of the initial position, velocity, and heading
errors are 2km in both north and east directions, 10 m/s in
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both north and east directions, and 200 mrad heading angle.
The terrain aid cycle frequency is set to 0.5 Hz. The algorithm
parameters, determined empirically, are specified as follows:
7y = 0.01, o = rjo = 100 meters, n. = 40, s¢f = 3,
and the hypothesis merging distance threshold is established
at 1.8. We set the d, parameter, which is unique for each
hypothesis, as d = 0.06(05 + o'f yr; 1. The suitability of
both TERCOM and SITAN is compromised in this scenario
due to the substantial errors assumed in initial velocity and
position. In Fig. 8, the NEES test statistic result is given. The
dashed line illustrates the 95% confidence limit upper bound.

As the Fig. 8 demonstrates, apart from a few time indices,
our filter is consistent as the calculated NEES is lower than
95% confidence bound, meaning that horizontal position
errors are consistent with filter position covariance outputs.
Considering all Monte Carlo runs, the mean of absolute nor-
thing and easting errors are lower than r, parameter, which
is 100 meters. Fig. 9 and Fig.10 show a comparison of the
estimated horizontal velocity and heading angle with their
respective true values. The error in the estimated east velocity
decreases in the initial minutes of the flight. In contrast, the
heading error remains relatively constant at approximately
120 mrad during straight flight and reduces to 15 mrad as
the platform banks to maneuver. In Fig.11, the graph of the
average number of hypotheses (ANH) of all Monte Carlo runs
is depicted in two subplots. The plot on the top shows the
ANH in the first 25 seconds, where ANH quickly rises to
roughly 20 during the first few terrain aid cycles and then
decreases due to the hypotheses pruning and merging process.
The plot on the bottom indicates the ANH after the first
minute, where ANH generally stays around one and slightly
increases at some parts of the flight due to measurement
ambiguities caused by topographical symmetries or flatness.
This also indicates that the proposed method regulates the
number of hypotheses without losing the true position during
temporary ambiguities caused by topographical symmetries
or flatness.
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V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
In this study, we proposed a novel multi-hypothesis based
TAN method. We highlight the contributions of our study as
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follows. In contrast to traditional TAN methods, the proposed
multi-hypothesis approach demonstrates robustness to sub-
stantial initial errors in position, velocity, and heading. The
number of hypotheses increases when the platform hov-
ers over non-informative or repetitive terrain shapes and
decreases when this ambiguous position situation is cleared.
Thus, with the proper parameter selection, navigation con-
tinuity is maintained. Second, we employed an augmented
error state that encapsulates both PVA errors and various IMU
errors. This comprehensive state modeling reflects realistic
position error growth in hypotheses resulting in converged
position estimations even when low-end IMU measurements
are used in simulations. The utilization of lower limit parame-
ters for position and velocity error covariance, which we have
implemented to prevent divergence, has the drawback that
errors fluctuate around these parameters once the hypotheses
have converged to the true position. We found that these
covariance limit parameters can be decreased for more accu-
rate radar/laser altimeters and terrains with distinctive fea-
tures. In future studies, we will put effort into making these
parameters adaptive to terrain profiles and the error model of
distance-measuring altimeters. In the simulations, we made
some assumptions for modeling simplifications. First, regard-
less of the aircraft’s attitude, we assume that the distance
measuring instrument is nadir pointing and measures the
noise-corrupted vertical distance between terrain and aircraft.
Additionally, we ignored any data latency issues and vertical
channel dynamics, which play a critical role in real-time
systems. In future work, we plan to extend our TAN method
to account for these considerations.

APPENDIX A

BASICS OF INERTIAL NAVIGATION MATHEMATICS

A. REFERENCE FRAMES

A reference frame consists of a center point and three orthog-
onal right-handed axis sets. Throughout this paper, we utilize
the NED navigation frame as the selected local level frame
whose origin is the latitude, longitude, and altitude of the
navigating platform’s center, and its X, Y, and Z axes are
aligned with the north, east, and local vertical, respectively.
The other frame of reference we use is the body frame,
whose origin is located at the center of the platform, and
its X, Y, and Z axes are aligned with the platform roll,
pitch, and yaw axes, respectively. In this study, we assume
that body and geodetic frame origins are coincident. The
IMU accelerometer f IIBB (t) and gyroscope wa(t) outputs at
time ¢ are resolved in the body frame. The term attitude
refers to the angular description between two frames. The
direction cosine matrix (DCM) is the most used represen-
tation demonstrating the angular relationship between two
frames.

In (30), Cnp is the DCM matrix that changes the resolu-
tion of a vector from body frame to navigation frame (e.g.
VN = CNBVB). The functions ¢(.) and s(.) are cosine and
sine functions, r, p, and y are the roll, pitch, and yaw angles
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between two frames.

c(y) —s(» 0 cp) 0s(p)
Cnp=| s c@y) O |- 1 10
0 0 1 —s(p) 0 c(p)
10 0
0 c(r) —s(r) 30)
0 s(r) c(r)

B. CONTINUOUS-TIME MECHANIZATION EQUATIONS

The rate of change of latitude, longitude, and altitude with
respect to time are given respectively in (31-33) as stated
in [1].

. Vi

j= 31
(R, + h) G

. Ve

L= (R, + h)cos(l) (32)

h=—vg (33)

In the equations above, v,, V., and v; are north, east, and
down velocities. R,, and R, are meridian and traverse radius
of curvature which are calculated as follows:
R(1 — €?)
T (1 = e2sin2(1))3/?
R
(1 — eZsin2(1))1/?
where R is the semi-major axis length and e is the major

eccentricity of the ellipsoid. The rate of change of velocity
expressed in the navigation frame is given in (36)

N = Cnmf® - 20l + ol | x WV +g¥ G6)

R, (34)

R, = (35)

where f 8 is the specific force vector sensed by the accelerom-
eter triad, gV is the plumb-bob gravity vector, (uf’E and a)]g'N
are respectively the rotation of the earth frame with respect
to the inertial frame and rotation of the navigation frame with
respect to the earth frame. These rotations can be calculated
as follows:

o = [Qearmcos(l), 0, —Qearmsin(l)]” (37)
o — Ve W B vetan(l) T (38)
ENTIR, +h" R,+h R, +h

Lastly, the attitude dynamics equation is given in (39)
Cng = CNBS(@f) — S(@)CnB (39)
where S(-) converts the argument vector into the skew-

symmetric matrix and w{\{\] = w{\é + ng.

C. IMU ERROR MODELLING
In equations (40) and (41), mathematical expressions of the

measured accelerometer (f ) and gyroscope (@) values are
given as stated in [29].

-B
Fo = +M)fP? + 5 pr + 8F g1 + f vrw (40)
@ = (I + Mp)o® + Swpr + Swp1 + Swarw (41)
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In the above equations, the left-hand sides are the measured
quantities. I is the 3 x 3 identity matrix, the lower script
BR, BI indicate bias repeatability error (°/+/hr for gyro,
mg/~/Hz for accelerometer, respectively), and bias instability
error (°/hr for gyro, mg for accelerometer, respectively) for
the corresponding quantity, M, and M are the 3 x 3 matrices
consisting of misalignments errors (off-diagonal) and scale
factor (diagonal) errors as shown in (42).

8fsk, Ofma,, 8fmA,.
8fma,, Ofsk, Ofma,, (42)
8fma,. Ofma,, Ofsr,

8f vrw and Swarw are random walk errors on velocity and
angle, respectively. Repeatability, scale factor, and misalign-
ment errors are considered as random constants. Therefore,
their values are randomly selected based on their o values for
each Monte Carlo run and remain fixed. The implementation
details of stochastic errors are not discussed here, but more
information can be found in [24].

M, =

D. INS ERROR DYNAMICS
Error state propagation equation for the augmented state
defined in (1) is given in (43). The explicit expression of the
upper left 9 x 9 chunk is not discussed here, but it can be
found in [1], [29], and [34].

FW/’ F'/’v F'/’p F'/’g 0

3x3 " 3x3 T 3x3 3x15

I R s S G

X = |V F, 0 0 23
00 0 F¥, 0

0 0 0 0 F{5 s 39%39

T
+ G39x12 [n§ n; bgT bZ]lel “3)

The rest of the sub-matrices in (43) are given in (44) and
(45) and their derivations can be found in [31].

FY% . = [-Cnpd(@h,) —CxpY, —Cnp —Cp|  (44)

F3% .5 = [Cnd(F5y) CngYa Cne Cng| (45)
where;
—op o, 00 0 0
Ye=| 0 0 ofg —op 0 0 (46)

0 0 0 0 -of of

Y, is the specific force counterpart of Y,, where a)fB is

replaced byffB. FffxlS is a zero matrix except F88[13, 13] =
F88[14, 14] = F88[15,15] = —Tl. Similarly, F?¢[13, 13] =
8

F[14, 14] F®™[15,15] = _TLH where T and T, are
correlation time of bias instability of accelerometer and gyro-
scope. G is the noise gain matrix whose elements are zero
except for G[1 : 3,1 : 3] = —Cng, G[4 : 6,4 : 6] = Cng,
G[22 : 24,7 : 9] = 1, G[36 : 39,10 : 12] = I. n, and
n, are Gaussian white noise processes with the PSD N, ; for
gyroscope, N, 3 for accelerometer. b, and b, represent the bias

instability terms which are usually modeled as a first-order
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Gauss-Markov process [24], [29]. To calculate the error state
propagation in a computer, (43) is needed to be discretized.
We employ Van-Loan’s method [40] to obtain discrete coun-
terparts of F(¢t) and Q(t) as the following equations.

_F T
A= [OFGVFVTG] At (47)
[
B=¢'= ['(')'Pq,TQ’I] 48)
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