The

University
o Of
#w  Sheffield.

This is a repository copy of Tracking of Interacting Targets.

White Rose Research Online URL for this paper:
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/117249/

Version: Accepted Version

Proceedings Paper:

Leon, C.M., Mihaylova, L.S. orcid.org/0000-0001-5856-2223 and Driessen, H. (2017)
Tracking of Interacting Targets. In: 2017 20th International Conference on Information
Fusion (Fusion). 2017 20th International Conference on Information Fusion, 10-13 Jul
2017, Xi'an, China. IEEE . ISBN 978-0-9964-5270-0

https://doi.org/10.23919/ICIF.2017.8009855

© 2017 IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted. Permission from IEEE must be
obtained for all other users, including reprinting/ republishing this material for advertising or
promotional purposes, creating new collective works for resale or redistribution to servers
or lists, or reuse of any copyrighted components of this work in other works.

Reuse

Items deposited in White Rose Research Online are protected by copyright, with all rights reserved unless
indicated otherwise. They may be downloaded and/or printed for private study, or other acts as permitted by
national copyright laws. The publisher or other rights holders may allow further reproduction and re-use of
the full text version. This is indicated by the licence information on the White Rose Research Online record
for the item.

Takedown
If you consider content in White Rose Research Online to be in breach of UK law, please notify us by
emailing eprints@whiterose.ac.uk including the URL of the record and the reason for the withdrawal request.

\ White Rose .
university consortium eprints@whiterose.ac.uk
/,:-‘ Uriversities of Leecs: Shetfiekd & York https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/




Tracking of Interacting Targets

Carlos Moreno Leon*, Lyudmila S Mihaylova®, Hans Driessen*
*Thales Nederland B.V. - Sensors Development System Engineering, Hengelo, The Netherlands
Email: {carlos.morenoleon, hans.driessen} @nl.thalesgroup.com
" Automatic Control and Systems Engineering, University of Sheffield, UK
Email: 1.s.mihaylova@sheffield.ac.uk

Abstract—In this paper we present a method for the
tracking of interacting targets disregarding whether or not
the targets are close to each other. The method relies on
parametric modeling of assumptions about targets interactive
motion. Our filtering solution incorporates the parameters of
the model in the state vector to perform on-line parameter
estimation and exploitation. The proposed method is applied
in a simulated Multiple Target Tracking application with radar
track-before-detect measurements. Numerical experiments show
that this approach results in estimation error reduction, allows
detection of interactive target behaviors and reduce labeling
uncertainty in closely-spaced targets tracking.

Keywords—multi-target tracking (MTT); interacting targets;
coordinated motion modeling; interactive behavior detection;
closely-spaced targets; labeling uncertainty; track-before-detect
measurements; Bayesian estimation; particle filtering.

1. INTRODUCTION

Multiple Target Tracking (MTT) refers to the problem of
estimating the state of targets in the scene and it finds its
application for instance in maritime traffic monitoring and
camera surveillance. Many MTT techniques exist, among
which Joint Probabilistic Data Association (JPDA) [1] and
Multiple Hypothesis Tracking (MHT) [2] are probably
the most well-known. Most of these techniques assume
independent motion of the various targets.

This paper deals with the problem of modeling and
estimating interacting targets motion. Interacting and even
coordinated motion can for instance be found in objects
that accidentally run into each other, groups of objects that
intentionally move closely together as a group, and even
well-separated objects that are executing a joint plan. In these
scenarios, incorporation of interactive behavior modeling in
the estimation algorithms is expected to improve tracking
performance.

Some literature exists on group tracking, which is certainly
a particular case of interacting targets tracking. In [3], a
framework based on the so called “Evolving Networks”
is proposed to perform targets state estimation and group
structure discovery. The method relies on a graphical
network-like representation where each node represents a
different target. When the targets are considered in the
same group the evolution model becomes coupled along the
coordinates of different objects. However, although it is fairly
understandable that different objects traveling in a group are

interacting with each other, the method does not cover any
kind of interactions between non-closely-spaced targets.

The method presented in this paper is motivated by the
idea that all possible interacting behaviors can be modeled
relying on two different sources of information. First, the set of
points that the targets get attracted or repulsed to. Second, the
models of interaction between the targets and these points of
attraction/repulsion. By these means, any interacting behavior
can be understood as variable accelerations of the targets
in relation with the set of attraction/repulsion points. These
unknown points can be variable in number, fixed or dynamic,
and may even be another target in track.

A complete solution would be the one estimating the
attraction/repulsion points, the parameters of interaction
between the targets and these points, and the dynamics of the
targets, all together in the joint space. In this paper we consider
the tracking of interacting objects given that the points of
attraction/repulsion are known. Therefore, the focus is on the
parametric modeling and estimation of the attraction /repulsion
accelerations to these points.

In a sense, we model target interactions by using a very
simplified version of the so-called Social Force models applied
separately for each direction. Social force models, introduced
by Helbing [4], have been used extensively in pedestrian
tracking. In these applications, social forces are proven to
effectively reduce data association errors as in [5]. Several
challenges as handling occlusions [6] or tracking with cameras
with no overlapping fields of view [7] have been tackled by
using these simple yet powerful models.

The results presented in this paper show the benefits
of incorporating estimation and exploitation of objects
interactions in an MTT application. First, reduction of
estimation errors in the filtering process. Second, detection
of changes in the behavior of the targets. Third, reduction of
labeling uncertainty in closely-spaced targets tracking. Finally,
aid in classification of targets behavior. The experiments
are in the context of track-before-detect (TBD) radar
measurements. Sequential Monte Carlo methods are selected
for the implementation due to the highly non-linear nature of
the dynamics and the measurement model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we present
the assumptions of the interacting target motion model in
continuous time and derive the discretized model. In Section
IIT we discuss the incorporation of the interactive discretized
model in a MTT application. First, the measurement model



is defined and then, it is put together with our interacting
target motion model in the context of recursive Bayesian
estimation. In Section IV we present the simulation examples.
First, we provide some preliminary results on estimation
error reduction when incorporating knowledge about objects
interaction. Second, we show that a Multiple Model (MM)
filtering implementation encapsulating our method allows
detection of switching behaviors. Moreover, we show that
labeling uncertainty can be reduced by incorporation of
interactive motion modeling. We conclude in section V.

II. INTERACTING TARGET MOTION MODELING

Independent target motion models are oftentimes used for
the tracking of any target disregarding its degree of interaction.
For the case of one object moving in 2D, the state vector s(t)
comprises two coordinates (x and y) and for each coordinate
we consider two dimensions: position (x(¢), y(¢)) and velocity
(i(0), y(). Then s(1) = [x(t) (1) y(©) y(O)]" .

A generic continuous-time dynamic model can be
represented by a first order linear differential stochastic system
as,

u(t) 5() = As(t) + Bu(t) + Gi(t)

s(1)

Fig. 1. Generic first order linear dynamic system

where A is called the system matrix, B is the (continuous-time)
input gain, G is the (continuous-time) noise gain. s(t) is
the state vector, u(f) is the input vector and ¥(¢) is the
(continuous-time) process noise. The Continuous White Noise
Acceleration model [8] is a widely used independent target
motion model. It is characterized by having zero input
contribution and matrices,

A = diag(Ay, A, ..., Ax) (1)

where N is the total number of coordinates,

0 1
A,,_(O 0),n—1,...,N )
G= diag(GlsGZ’ ooy GN) (3)
G, = ((1));71 —1,..N @)

being ¥(#) continuous-time Standard White Gaussian.

In some more elaborated models the input contribution
is considered. When the input vector is fully known, it
only causes an explicit time dependency in the deterministic
part of the evolution model. However, in Multiple Target
Tracking (MTT) applications, the control signals applied on
each target are seldomly modeled (if ever) by the tracking
system. Therefore, the control vector causes also a dependency
in the random component 7(f). As we will see in Subsection
II-A, the unknown control vector will be considered part of
the state vector.

A. Assumptions on targets interaction

Interacting targets perform accelerations depending on the
dynamics of other objects and the environment. Therefore,
independent target motion modeling is not optimal when
tracking interacting targets as coupled accelerations get
overlooked. In this Subsection our parametric model of targets
interaction is presented.

In this paper we consider a toy scenario where two
objects (labeled as “b” and “r”) move in 2D. Then, we
consider the state vector s(f) = [s?(t) s"(¢)]7. Furthermore,
we assume that the target labeled as “b” is the single point of
attraction/repulsion.

When coordinates of different objects are assumed to be
coupled obtaining an explicit expression of the model in
discrete time is not straightforward. Special considerations
have to be taken as the calculation of the discrete transition
matrix and the covariance of the discrete process noise cannot
be decomposed at the coordinate level. Therefore, interacting
assumptions need to be defined in continuous time and the
discretization of the propagation model needs to be worked
out. The assumptions about the structure of the interactive
motion are,

(1) = ki (P (1) = X' (1) = kX' (1)
F(0) = k0P (1) = y' (1) = kay' () (5)

with k; and k, assumed constants with units [s~2] and [s~!]
respectively.

The model basically represents that the accelerations
performed by the object labeled as “r” are the result of
combining two aspects. These are: the desire of target labeled
as “r” to interact with the target labeled as “b” and the
maneuvering limitations of the target labeled as “r” due to
inertia. In this particular case only two parameters are needed
(k;y and ky). We consider the state vector ordered in the
following manner, s(r) = [5.(t) 5,(1)]” where,

su(t) = [P () &P (t) X () X (1)]
sy = Y@ @) Y () ¥ ()]

The assumptions in (5) can be directly incorporated as
inputs in the generic model from Fig. 1. Choosing to do so
allows us to consider the input as a good representation for
the intention of the pilot controlling the target. Is this case,
matrix B is given by,

B = diag(B,, B,), (6)
B,=(000 DT (7
and,
u(t) = Ks(t), 8
where,
K = diag(K,, K,), 9
and

Ky=(ki 0 —ki —kz) (10)



By these means, we have modeled accelerations depending on
control decisions (which ultimately depend on the dynamics
of other objects and the environment). Now, we can put this
model for the accelerations together with a Continuous White
Noise Acceleration model,

§() = As(t) + BKs(t) + Gi(t) = (A + BK)s(t) + G¥(r) (11)
resulting in the system,
§(1) = Acs(t) + GU(1) (12)
where,
Ac. =diag(A,,Ap), (13)
being A, the matrix,
0 1 0 0
0 0 O 0
“=lo 0o o 1 19
ki 0 —ki -k

B. Discretization of the continuous time model

We can split the discretization of the system from (12) in
two equal parts and associate the separate results (for “x” and
“y” directions) with block chunks in the discrete transition
matrix and the covariance matrix of the discrete process noise.
The discretization will be derived for one of the two directions

and duplicated for the other. If we select the direction “x” for
discretization,

$c() = Apsy(t) + Gy (15)
where,
[
= H (16)
its discrete version can be represented as,
S+l = ApSxk + Vak (17)

Moreover, the discretization of the entire system in (12) can
be expressed as,

Sgel = Agsi + vk (18)

where A, can be replicated in the discrete system transition
matrix A, as,

_ (A O )
Aa= (4, (19)
Ap is (see Appendix),
1 ot 0 0
0 1 0 0
Ab = Do (1-e%13)— A5 (1—ed42) A e 43—, ey Ot Ay _ bt A3
s s 2 A(3,2) 2 2 £ =
-1 ’ L1 L1
1 13(502“2355"*3) A (4 2) A /13(;&,[2376&,13) 1 e""/’iz—ﬂi 03
13 AN -1 A3 20)
where A,(3,2) = k(€2 e —§t A +8t03) +ha Ay (1-€ 13 )—ky 13 (1 -7 42)
’ - ki (

Ay=13)
e 3t Ay S A3 _ St Ay _ o013
al’ld Ab(4, 2) — ki(A—A3—Ar € +13 € )=k A A3(e € ) .

ki(A2—13)

Furthermore, v in (18) is the discrete process noise with zero
mean, and covariance matrix given by,

covvl = Ca = (7 ) 1)
The discrete time random component for direction “x” v, is
given by the integral:
(k+1)51
vi(kt) = f A DD GG (T)dr (22)
kot

which represents a four dimensional multivariate Gaussian
distribution parametrized by zero mean and covariance matrix:

13
Cy = §x f OGN CTIG g (23)
0
where g, is the continuous-time process noise intensity in “x”
direction. The explicit expression of C, as a function of the
parameters of the interactive motion model is quite extensive
and therefore omitted due to space limitations.

C. Consideration of variable interacting targets motion

Hidden interactions between the objects and the
environment may be variable and therefore the unknown
parameters k; and k, should account for this variability as
well. Objects may even gradually change from independent
motion to interacting motion when e.g., targets that are far
away from each other moving independently “decide” to
gather and travel in group formation for a while.

Incorporation of the knowledge about objects interacting
behavior requires an effort of on-line learning k; and k. This
can be done directly by extending the state vector with k; and
k, and their respective change rate. The extended state vector
considered is s(f) = [s(t) k1 (t) k1(?) ko(t) kr($)]”. Indeed, k;
and k, are not considered constants any more. Instead, k; and
k, are considered variables and assumed to evolved according
to independent Continuous White Noise Acceleration models.

Then, the model considered for the new state vector can be
expressed as,

Skel = AeSp + Ve (24)

where,
_ (A4 O
A = ( Od Ak)
the blocks of A, associated to coordinates k; and k, are

straightforward to calculate as they are uncoupled from any
other coordinate,

(25)

A= 1) swhere A,=(}%) (26)

being,

Ve = [V v vy iz vial” (27)

which represents a twelve dimensional multivariate Gaussian
distribution parameterized by zero mean and covariance
matrix,



cov[v,] = (CO” gk) (28)

—(Cu O
Ci = ( 0 cu)
again, the blocks C, associated to coordinates k; and k, are
straightforward to calculate,

o8 o
C,= (5::2 2 )qk
ot

(29)

(30)

where g is the continuous-time process noise intensity of the
variabes modeling the interacting motion.

III. INTEGRATION OF INTERACTING MOTION IN A TRACKING
APPLICATION

This Section contains all necessary aspects that are needed
to develop a particle filtering algorithm based on our model
of targets interaction.

Let s; € R? denote the state vector and z; € R” denote
the measurement vector at time index k. Z; denotes the set of
measurements up to time k, including zx: Z; = {z1,22, ..., 2}-
The state space model can be represented by two conditional
probability densities:

€29
(32)

Skt ~ P(Skatlse)s

2 ~ p(zelsi),

where p(si+1|sx) can be derived from the dynamic model.
In our particular case, p(si+1lsx) is represented by Eq. (24).
P(zxlsk) is the likelihood of the measurements given the state.
This likelihood function is presented in Subsection III-A.

A. Model of measurements: radar track-before-detect

For the numerical experiments we consider a radar TBD
measurement model as in [9]. The measurement model used
defines the power reflected by the two objects for each
cell. One measurement z; is composed of N, X N, power
measurements z;(] , where k € N and N, and N,, are the number
of range and bearing cells.

g = P = AR + APRYY + (1) + ing(r)l? (33)
where Ay is the complex amplitude of the target.
Ap = AVe®, ¢ € U(0,21) (34)
. =% (b-b)?
WUty =e " "3, i=1,.,N,, j=1,.,N, (35)

r, and b; are the range and bearing of the target ¢ and R and
B are constants related to the size of the cells

!
re= A (xD?+())? and by = arctan(i—f)

k

(36)

The noise in Eq. (33) is complex Gaussian, where n;(#)
and ny(#) are independent, zero-mean white Gaussian with
variance o2 accounting for the in phase and quadrature phase
respectively. These measurements, conditioned on the state are
assumed to be exponentially distributed [10],
1 ij
pEls) = —e 4
0

(37

where ’ ’
Ky = APV U (s 10 + AV 0 (s,10) + 207, (38)

Assuming that the noise is independent from cell to cell
and that the reflections of the two targets are independent, the
likelihood function becomes:

pdso = | [ pE1s0)

ij

(39)

B. Algorithm

In the framework of recursive Bayesian estimation the prior
density p(si+1lZx) and the posterior density p(si+1lZk+1)) can
be obtained as,

DP(Ske1lZy) = fp(sk+1|sk)P(sk|Zk)dsk (40)
P18k )P (Sk41121)
DP(zp+11Zk)

A particle filter is selected for the implementation due to
the non-linearity in the dynamic and measurement models
(see Egs. (24) and (33)). An Importance-Sampling-based filter
algorithm suffices to show the benefits of modeling target
interactions. In particular, Algorithm 1 presents the SIR filter
that will be used in the simulations in Subsection IV-A. The
particle cloud representation of the jointhrobability density is
given by the weighted particles {s,w;}

P(Sis1lZis1) = (41)

P
i=1"

k=0 )
Draw N, samples s, from p(s;)
k=k+1

Draw N, samples vj from p(v)
Obtain N, samples{ s;, from P(silsi_>vi)
Given z, obtain W), = p(zls;)
Normalize weights wi = Wi/ Y,

N B W N -

N[’ w}

e _

Resample from p(si|Zy) = 3.1 wio(sy — s7)

Extract point estimates from ﬁ(skﬁZk), e.g. according to (42)
10 goto 3

Algorithm 1: Pseudo-code of the SIR filter.

e e

—b —rT
PE; =[x}, X;]
Np i,C

2y X
N,

(42)
» c=1{b,r}

- _
Xy =

IV. SIMULATION EXAMPLES

In this Section we present simulation results for different
interacting targets scenarios. In particular, we compare the
performance of a traditional filter based on independent motion
assumptions (using the model presented in the introduction of
Section II) with the proposed method (based on the interacting
target motion modeling in Subsection II-C).

A. Preliminary results

The first set of interacting trajectories that we simulate
may well represent the motion of a water-skier being pulled
by a tow rope attached to a boat. The trajectory of the
water-skier and the boat being the continuous red and blue
lines in Fig. 2 respectively. The trajectories are generated



using the model in (24) and the evolution of k; and k; is
represented by the continuous lines in Fig. 6. Preliminary
tracking results are shown in Figs. 2, 3, 4 and 5. The first
two show the estimation performance of a traditional filter
based on coordinates decoupling assumptions. Figs. 4 and 5
show the estimation performance of our approach.

Although the trajectories are strongly coupled, the
traditional filter manages to keep the targets in track as the
process noise variance of the model is tunned in relation
with the maneuverability of the targets. However, it incurs in
large estimation errors, especially when strong accelerations
take place (see Fig. 3). Fig. 5 shows the estimation error
reduction in the position estimates when the information about
target interaction is incorporated. Not surprisingly, once the
parameters of the interactive motion are estimated (see Fig. 6),
they can be readily exploited lowering the uncertainty in the
position space.

7400

Real trajectory target labeled as red
—— Real trajectory target labeled as blus

7001 o Estimated trajectory target red

7600

7700 4

7800 1

7900 4

Position y(m)

-8000 & 4
-8100 O 4

-8200 -

L . AN . . J
-1200 -1000 -800 -600 -400 -200 0 200
Position x(m)

Fig. 2. Position estimates of a traditional filter with independent motion
assumptions.
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2 F
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8000 |- 80

8100 | 60

-8200 [ 4

8300 " . . . . . , 20
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Position x(m)

Fig. 3. Error on the position estimates for the target labeled as red by a
traditional filter with independent motion assumptions. Estimation error is
presented in the same x position axis as the trajectory to show that the
maximums in error match the largest accelerations due to targets interaction.
Timing information (in seconds) is also provided along the trajectory.

T
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Fig. 4. Position estimates of our filter encapsulating interacting motion
assumptions.
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Fig. 5. Error on the position estimates for the target labeled as red by our
filter with interacting motion assumptions.

ki[s7?
——ha[s]

ki estimates
—o— ko estimates
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Time (m)

Fig. 6. Estimation of the parameters in the interacting motion model.

B. Final results

In some applications it is desirable to detect certain types
of coupled motion. The purpose of the paper is not only
improving tracking performance exploiting some knowledge
about the interaction of the targets. We also aim at detecting
changes between interactive/no-interactive behaviors. A MM
filtering implementation serves a useful functionality to
integrate both aims. In particular, we compare a traditional
filter with a MM filter where the two models used in previous



Subsection are encapsulated. By these means, the posterior
mode probabilities can be used as a measure of certainty
about whether or not the objects have interacting behaviors.
Moreover, the MM mechanism gives more importance to the
mode with higher posterior probability. Therefore, reduction
in the estimation error is expected disregarding whether of not
the objects are interacting.

Let 1 and 2 denote the no-interacting and the interacting
models respectively. Moreover, w;" and m}j are used to
denote the weight after resampling and the mode after
resampling of particle i at time instant k respectively. Then,
the posterior probability of each mode can be calculated using
the particle-based approximation as follows,

o M= 1)
plmy = 11Z;) ~ 'ZAIW/C ~ N, 43)
limk =
#mi* =2}
plmy = 2|Z) ~ ——— (44)
NP

Algorithm 2 summarizes the MM SIR filter used in the
simulation example in this Subsection.

k=0

Draw N, samples s; from p(s;)

Draw N, samples m; from p(my)

k=k+1

Draw N, samples vk from p(vy)

Obtain N samples sk from p(sklsk l,vk,mk )

Given gz, obtam Wy = (zklsk)

Normalize weights wi = W}/ Z}"l W,’{

9 Resample from p(s¢|Zy) = ZZVI wké(sk -5

10 Calculate p(my_,|Z;) accordlng to Egs. (4%) and (44)
1 Extract point estimates from p(si|Z;), e.g. according to (42)
12 Draw N, samples nz, from p(mklmk D

13 goto4

Algorithm 2: Pseudo-code of the MM SIR filter.

- B Y R S R N

The final results show the performance of a MM particle
filter exposed to periodical switches between interacting and
independent target motion. The MM filter is compared with a
traditional particle filter were no efforts are made to model
interactions. For a fair comparison, we run the traditional
particle filter with the same amount of particles used in the
MM filter. However, the variance of the process noise of
the traditional filter should be tuned to a larger magnitude
(en relation to targets maneuverability) than in the MM
implementation due to the lack of interacting information.
Otherwise, the traditional filter will not be able to maintain
the targets in track.

We generate trajectories where the objects maneuver
coordinately every now and then. The real trajectories are
represented by the continuous lines in Fig. 7. The periods of
interactive/independent motion can be interpreted considering
the information in Fig. 9. Continuous lines represent the
ground truth of k; and k, parameters. These are zero between
43 and 61 seconds, meaning that no inputs are applied
and therefore the targets are moving independently in this

time-slot. Over the first 42 seconds and the last 39 seconds
the targets are interacting with each other.

Figs. 7 and 11 show the point estimates extracted from the
MM and traditional filters respectively. The MM particle filter
provides more accurate point estimates than the traditional
filtering solution as shown in Figs. 8 and 12. In Fig. 11 it is
also clear that the large uncertainty when using a traditional
filter compromises labeling with respect to target identity if the
targets get close enough (both in position and velocity space).
This negative effect may get unnoticed at the application level
if no special considerations are taken into account. In line
with recent literature on the labeling problem, the root cause
of labeling uncertainty turns out to be the uncertainty in
the joint multi-target space. For an in depth explanation on
characterization of labeling uncertainty refer to [11].

Fig. 9 shows the estimation of the variables in the
coupled motion model. Periods of interaction/no-interaction
are correctly detected relying on the estimated posterior mode
probabilities of the MM filter (see Fig. 10).
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Fig. 7. Estimated position of the targets by the MM filter
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Fig. 8. Error on the position estimates by the MM filter for target labeled as
red. Each curve is referenced to the axis scale on its same color. Time scale
is also shown over the trajectory.
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9. Estimation of the parameters in the interacting motion model.
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as red by a

The “curse” of dimensionality inherited from the particle
filter implementation is visible, for instance, in the estimation
of k; and k,. However, as the number of targets is small,
increasing the number of particles to 3 - 10° produces
acceptable results. Since the main contribution is on the
modeling of interacting targets, efficiency problems of the
implementation (that will appear when considering larger
number of targets) fall out of the scope of this paper.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have presented a method to incorporate
interacting targets behavior in a MTT application. The
method relies on parametric coupling assumptions along
coordinates of different targets. In particular, the parameters
modeling interactions are estimated as part of the state vector
and exploited on-line. Not surprisingly, when the model
assumptions fit well to the targets motion, estimation errors
can be reduced (in comparison with a traditional model where
no efforts are made to model interactions). Moreover, inference
about the existence of interactive behavior can be done by
encapsulating our method in an MM filtering implementation.
Finally, we have shown that in line with recent literature on
the labeling problem, reduction of uncertainty in the joint
multi-target position space results on reduction of labeling
uncertainty. This can also be achieved by incorporating
interacting targets motion knowledge.

As for future work, it will be interesting to see if the points
of attraction/repulsion can be estimated in the filtering process.
This would allow to drop the strongest assumption in the
model. By these means, the method would become competitive
in more realistic scenarios since, often times, not so much
information about targets interaction is available.

APPENDIX

The solution of the differential stochastic equation in Fig. (1)

for “x” direction is,

s(t) = e f G(t)v (e " dt (45)



The discretization for a revisit time ot results in,

(k+1)5t
M EDIDG ()T (n)dr
(46)
Therefore, the block A, in (17) is given by the exponential
matrix e,
From linear algebra theory we know that for any continuous
scalar-valued function f(x) : C — C and for any square matrix
X e R™ (or € C™™):

sy ((k + 1)6t) = 7D 5 (kt) + f
kot

FUki(A)dr) 0
f(X61) = M( . ]M—l, 47
0 C fn(An)50)
where 0t is a scalar, M is nonsingular and Ji;(4}),....Jkm(41)
are the so-called Jordan Blocks associated to eigenvectors
A, ..., Ay. Bach of them defined as an upper triangular matrix

such that Ji(1) € CF* is,

a1 0
Ji(D) = 1 (48)
0 2
f(Jr()ot) is defined as,
FQA61) 81f/(A61) 611" (A61) ... B354 ()
SU(Dot) = 2 517160 (49)
N e
0 f(ast)

Given these definitions, the matrix J is the Jordan canonical
form of the matrix X through the similarity transformation M,
which existence is ensured in linear algebra theory.

Ji () 0
J:[ .

0 Tl

] =M'XM (50)

X is, in our particular case, the continuous time system

function for any of the “x”, “y” directions,

000 0
Ap=1000 1 )
ki 0 —ky ks
The similarity transformation,

ey — 2_ _ 2_,
with 1y = ko \z/kz s Cdse kz+\2/kz 4y (51)

satisfies J = M’lApM as long as k; and k are no zero and
k% # 4k;. We can neglect these particular cases as k; and
k, are considered unknowns (part of the state vector) and a
particle filter is considered for the implementation. Because of
that, components k; and k, of the particles are affected by the

process noise in Eq. (24), therefore the mentioned particular
cases have probability zero.
Then, A, can be put in the form of Eq. (47) as,

N
Ab = eAl’dt = M(O 0 % 0 )M_l
00 0 e,136/
which results in,
1 ot 0 0
0 1 0 0
A (1_861/13 )—1; (l—e’”/ll) A 93 —13 ey St Ay _ o013
2 e 2 P ; Ab(37 2) 2 /12_/12 = /17_33
o (42—t 3) A (4 2) kb N3( 2 —e113) e s el
L-1 AN -1 L1 (52)
where, ) ) )
Ab(3 2) _ _kl(e””lZ—e"”3—6t/lz+6t/13)+k2/12(1—e“”/‘3)—kzﬂg(l—e‘MZ)
,2) =

ki (—=13)
Ay(4,2) = ki (Aa—A3—2 92 4 15 €3 )y 1y A3(e” 12 —e%13)
b\ &) = ki (2=23)
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