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Abstract— Noise is unwanted signals in a communication or 

information system. Kalman filter has a good ability to handle 

noise. This study uses the Kalman filter algorithm that works to 

reduce noise at the accelerometer and gyroscope sensor output. 

Data were taken using the accelerometer sensor and the 

gyroscope sensor in a stationary condition. The device is 

Arduino Uno for processing the data and MPU6050 for 

accelerometer and gyroscope sensor. In the Kalman filter 

algorithm, there is process variance matrix and measurement 

variance matrix parameters that affect noise attenuation or 

reduction at the accelerometer and gyroscope output. If the 

difference between the two parameters is too large, then the 

attenuation becomes very large and eliminates the original value 

of the sensor output. Thus, the value cannot be chosen carelessly. 

The best value is the measurement variance matrix must bigger 

than the process variance matrix. 

Keywords—Noise Reducer, Noise Reduction, Kalman Filter, 

Accelerometer Sensor, Gyroscope Sensor 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The accelerometer is a device used to measure 

acceleration, detect and measure vibrations (vibrations), and 

measure the acceleration due to gravity [1][2]. The 

accelerometer sensor can be used to measure the angle of a 

plane or space [3], and changes in angle based on the value 

of the acceleration due to gravity but is influenced by 

vibration and acceleration [4]. Gyroscope an angular speed 

sensor that is used to measure the rotational speed of an 

object, the output generated by the gyroscope in the form of 

angular velocity [5][6]. One of the advantages of 

accelerometer and gyroscope sensors is that it can provide an 

accurate reading of the tilt angle of an object, but on the other 

hand, this sensor also has the disadvantage of being 

vulnerable to vibration or noise [7] [8][9]. Applications of 

these sensors include attitude detection on flying vehicle 

models [10], the design and implementation of Real Segway 

on a one-wheel skateboard [11], humanoid robot [12], 

quadrotor [13], and implementation on balance control 

[14][15]. 

According to the Indonesian Dictionary, Noise is 

unwanted signals in a communication or information system. 

These noise signals can disrupt the quality of signal reception 

and reproduction of the signal to be emitted. Noise can also 

limit the range of the system at a certain emission power, 

affect the sensitivity or sensitivity of the reception signal, and 

even lead to a reduction in bandwidth in a system. 

Kalman filter is a series of mathematical equations that 

have the ability to estimate the state of a process recursively 

and efficiently by minimizing the average square error 

[16][17]. Kalman filter has a good ability to handle noise [8]  

and has a lot of application [18][19][20][21][22][23]. The use 

of filtering methods on data sensor output is quite important, 

because there is noise or interference that can be reduced the 

accuracy of the output value of the sensor [24]. In the 

research, the Kalman filter algorithm is used to reduce noise 

at the output of the accelerometer and gyroscope sensors so 

that more accurate data is obtained. 

II. METHODS 

In this study, the experimental method was used by using 

the values of variables process variance matrix (Q) and 

measurement variance matrix (R) as Q>R, Q=R, and Q<R. 

The designed Kalman filter algorithm is then implemented in 

the accelerometer and gyroscope sensor output data. Output 

data before being given the Kalman filter algorithm is 

compared with the output data that has been given the 

Kalman filter algorithm. The output analyzed is the estimated 

value of the state and speed to achieve stable conditions at 

each output. Data from each variable value is then compared 

to determine the value of the variable that produces the best 

Kalman filter algorithm output 

A. System Design 

The design of this system consists of several things, 

including system block diagrams, wiring diagrams. The 

system block diagram images can be seen in Figure 1, and the 

wiring diagram can be seen in Figure 2. 

 

Fig. 1. System Block Diagram 

In Figure 1, it is explained that the data entered through 

the MPU6050 sensor as input and then given an additional 

Kalman filter algorithm to reduce noise, then processed on 

Arduino Uno R3 [25], then the data is displayed on a laptop 

using the Arduino IDE software. Figure 2 shows the Arduino 

Uno R3 [26] cabling with the MPU6050 sensor [27]. Data 

communication is I2C, the pin connections between the 
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MPU6050 sensor [28] with Arduino Uno R3 [29], among 

others, VCC with 5V, GND with GND, SCL with A5, and 

SDA with A4. 

 

Fig. 2. Wiring diagram 

B. MPU6050 accelerometer and gyroscope sensors 

In this study, data were taken using the accelerometer 

sensor and the MPU6050 gyroscope in a stationary condition. 

The sensor data is then read by the Arduino Uno 

microcontroller using I2C data communication. The sensor 

reading data is then sent to a computer using 9600 Bps serial 

communication. The data recorded is the accelerometer data 

and x-axis gyroscope, y-axis, and z-axis. The data is then 

logged at 0.1-second intervals. The accelerometer data is an 

integer number that has a lot of noise, so it needs to be filtered 

first. The accelerometer and gyroscope output data used are 

illustrated in Figure 3 and Figure 4. 

 

Fig. 3. The x-axis accelerometer output 

 

Fig. 4. The x-axis gyroscope output 

Figure 3 and Figure 4 show the MPU6050 sensor output, 

the x-axis accelerometer, and the x-axis gyroscope. It can be 

seen that the output is unstable and has a very rapid change 

in value even though the sensor when retrieval of data is at 

rest. 

C. Kalman Filter 

Kalman filter is a series of mathematical equations that 

have the ability to estimate the state of a process recursively 

and efficiently by minimizing the average square error. One 

of the advantages of the Kalman filter is that it is able to 

estimate a situation based on minimal data. The Kalman filter 

equation is divided into two groups [30]: the time update 

equation and the measurement update equation. Time update 

can also be called a predicted process, which uses a state 

estimate from a previous time to get a state estimate at this 

time. At the same time, the measurement update is also called 

the correct process, which is the measurement information 

currently used to improve predictions, with the hope that a 

more accurate state estimate will be obtained. The Kalman 

filter algorithm process is illustrated in Figure 5. 

 

Fig. 5. The Kalman filter algorithm process 

The following are the predictions and correct equations in 

the Kalman filter: 

Predict: 

 
𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝐹𝑡𝑋̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 + 𝐵𝑡𝑈𝑡 (1) 

 
𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝐹𝑡𝑃𝑡−1|𝑡−1𝐹𝑡

𝑇 + 𝑄𝑡 (2) 

correct: 

 
𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡 = 𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡−1 + 𝐾𝑡(𝑦𝑡 − 𝐻𝑡𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡−1) (3) 

 
𝐾𝑡 = 𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1𝐻𝑡

𝑇(𝐻𝑡𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1𝐻𝑡
𝑇 + 𝑅𝑡)

−1 (4) 

 
𝑃𝑡|𝑡 = (I − 𝐾𝑡𝐻𝑡)𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1 (5) 

Where 𝑋̂ is an estimated state, F is a state transition 

matrix, U is a control variable, B is a control matrix, H is a 

measurement matrix, y is a measurement variable., T is a 

process variance matrix, P is a state variance matrix, K is a 

Kalman filter gain, Q is the process variance matrix, and R is 

a measurement variance matrix. 

Adjustments to some conditions are needed to be able to 

make the Kalman filter algorithm work on the output of the 

accelerometer and gyroscope sensors. Adjustments include: 

1. Predict the State 

To predict the state at the beginning of the process used 

Equation (1), where the value F = 1, control variables B and 

U are not used. Both of them are value 0. Thus the Equation 

which is used to predict the state is,  
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𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝑋̂𝑡−1|𝑡−1 (6) 

Equation (6) is then translated into a programming 

language becomes 

Xt_1 = Xt_1t_1; 

2. Predict Error 

In this process, the Equation is used in Equation (2). The 

value of F = 1 was previously determined. Thus the Equation 

used to predict errors is,  

 
𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1 = 𝑃𝑡−1|𝑡−1 + 𝑄𝑡 (7) 

Equation (7) is then translated to the programming 

language as: 

Pt_1 = Pt_1t_1 + Q; 

3. Calculate Kalman Gain 

Kalman Gain calculation can be done using Equation (4) 

for an adjustment given the value of H = 1. Thus the Equation 

used to calculate Kalman Gain is, 

 
𝐾𝑡 = 𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1/(𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1 + 𝑅𝑡) (8) 

Equation (8) is then translated into a programming 

language becomes, 

Kt = Pt_1 / (Pt_1 + R); 

4. Update the State Value based on measurement results 

State value update can be done by using Equation (3). The 

results of Equation (6), which is the initial state prediction 

and Equation (8) which is the Kalman Gain value, is used to 

update the state value. previously determined the value of H 

= 1, Thus the Equation used to update state values is, 

 
𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡 = 𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡−1 + 𝐾𝑡(𝑦𝑡 − 𝑋̂𝑡|𝑡−1) (9) 

Where y is the accelerometer/gyroscope sensor output 

value, Equation (9) is then translated to the programming 

language as: 

Xt = Xt_1 + Kt * (accelerometer_x-Xt_1); 

5. Update Error value 

Update Error Value can be done using Equation (5). The 

results of Equation (7), which is the initial error prediction, 

and Equation (8), which is the Kalman Gain value is used to 

update the error value. Previously determined the value of H 

= 1. Thus the Equation used to update the error value is  

 
𝑃𝑡|𝑡 = (1 − 𝐾𝑡)𝑃𝑡|𝑡−1 (10) 

Equation (10) is then translated to the programming 

language as: 

Pt = (1-Kt) * Pt_1; 

To run the Kalman filter algorithm, initialization is 

needed which aims to determine the initial value of some 

variables because the actual value of the variable has not been 

obtained. Variables that have initialization values include 

Xt_1t_1 (prior state value), Pt_1t_1 (prior error value), Q 

(process error) and R (measurement error). These variables 

are randomly assigned values , and the results obtained are 

observed so that they get good filter results. In this study, the 

values of variables Q and R are divided into 3, namely Q> R, 

Q = R, and Q <R. To ensure the algorithm can run with 

repetitive and continuous processes, Equation (6) and 

Equation (7) are written down again under equation 10. 

Flowchart system design can be seen in Figure 10. 

 

Fig. 1. Flow chart system 

MPU6050 sensor output data is sent to Arduino Uno 

using I2C communication, inside Arduino data is processed 

using the Kalman filter algorithm, then the results are 

displayed on Arduino ideas using a laptop. 

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

A. Variables Process Variance Matrix (Q) > Measurement 

Variance Matrix (R) 

Comparison of the values of Q> R is given 3 variations, 

Q = 10, with R = 0.1, Q = 10 with R = 0.01, and Q = 100 with 

R = 0.1. The results of the comparison of the accelerometer x 

output can be seen in Figure 7, Figure 8, and Figure 9. 

Gyroscope x output can be seen in Figure 10, Figure 11, and 

Figure 12. In the figure shows the comparison between the 

accelerometer sensor output data and the unfiltered 

gyroscope (blue) and filtered accelerometer and gyroscope 

sensor output data (red). 

Figure 7 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked well 

to reduce noise at the accelerometer x sensor output with 

variable values Q = 10 and R = 0.1. It can be seen in the 

picture, which shows the output of the accelerometer sensor 

before and after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. 

From these two lines, the red line almost covers the blue line, 
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which means that it makes almost no difference before and 

after the Kalman filter algorithm is given. 

 

Fig. 2. Accelerometer sensor output x (Q = 10, and R = 0.1) 

Figure 8 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked well 

to reduce noise at the accelerometer x sensor output with a 

variable value Q = 10 and R = 0.01. It can be seen in the 

picture, which shows the output of the accelerometer sensor 

before and after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. 

From these two lines, the red line almost covers the blue line, 

which means that it makes almost no difference before and 

after the Kalman filter algorithm is given. 

 

Fig. 3. Accelerometer sensor output x (Q = 10, and R = 0.01) 

Figure 9 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked well 

to reduce noise at the accelerometer x sensor output with a 

variable value Q = 100 and R = 0.1. It can be seen in the 

picture, which shows the output of the accelerometer sensor 

before and after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. 

From these two lines, the red line almost covers the blue line, 

which means that it makes almost no difference before and 

after the Kalman filter algorithm is given. 

 

Fig. 4. Accelerometer sensor output x (Q = 100, and R = 0.1) 

Figure 10 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked 

well to reduce noise at the gyroscope x sensor output with a 

variable value Q = 10, and R = 0.1. It can be seen in the 

picture that shows the gyroscope sensor output before and 

after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. From these two 

lines, the red line almost covers the blue line, which means 

that it makes almost no difference before and after the 

Kalman filter algorithm is given. 

 

Fig. 5. Gyroscope sensor output x (Q = 10, and R = 0.1) 

Figure 11 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked 

well to reduce noise at the gyroscope x sensor output with a 

variable value Q = 10 and R = 0.01. It can be seen in the 

picture that shows the gyroscope sensor output before and 

after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. From these two 

lines, the red line almost covers the blue line, which means 

that it makes almost no difference before and after the 

Kalman filter algorithm is given. 

 

Fig. 6.  Gyroscope sensor output x (Q = 10, and R = 0.01) 

Figure 12 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked 

well to reduce noise at the gyroscope x sensor output with a 

variable value Q = 100, and R = 0.1. It can be seen in the 

picture that shows the gyroscope sensor output before and 

after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. From these two 

lines, the red line almost covers the blue line, which means 

that it makes almost no difference before and after the 

Kalman filter algorithm is given. 

 

Fig. 7. Gyroscope sensor output x (Q = 100, and R = 0.1) 
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For more details, it can be seen in Tables 1 through Table 

6. These tables contain a comparison of the differences 

between the data before and after being given the Kalman 

filter algorithm and the difference in data between before and 

after being given the Kalman filter algorithm. Data taken 

from each variable is data from 1 to 300, then the data is 

divided into 6. data 1 (1-50), data 2 (51-100), data 3 (101-

150), data 4 (151-200), data 5 (201-250) and data 6 (251-

300). The displayed value is the average value of each data. 

The difference between data is obtained from n-1 data - n-

data. The difference in data is obtained from the data with the 

Kalman filter algorithm - data without the Kalman filter 

algorithm. 

TABLE I. SUMMARY OF ACCELEROMETER SENSOR OUTPUT X (Q = 10, AND 

R = 0.1) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

AX 1 (1-50) -6171.04 -5929.12   241.92 

AX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6162.48 -6160.08 8.56 -230.96 2.4 

AX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6174.88 -6176.4 -12.4 -16.32 -1.52 

AX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6172.64 -6170.8 2.24 5.6 1.84 

AX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6157.92 -6159.6 14.72 11.2 -1.68 

AX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6161.92 -6162.16 -4 -2.56 -0.24 

Table I shows the results of the x-axis accelerometer 

sensor output with variable values Q = 10 and R = 0.1. the 

difference in data between data 1 and 2 at the accelerometer 

output without the Kalman filter algorithm is 8.56, which 

means that the data to 2 increased by 8.56 while the output of 

the accelerometer with the Kalman filter decreased by 

230.96. In the third data, there was a decrease of 12.4 for the 

accelerometer output without the Kalman filter and a 

decrease of 16.32 for the accelerometer output with the 

Kalman filter. In the 4th data, there was an increase of 2.24 

for the accelerometer output without the Kalman filter and an 

increase of 5.6 for the accelerometer output with the Kalman 

filter. In the 5th data there was an increase of 14.72 for the 

accelerometer output without the Kalman filter and an 

increase of 11, 2 for the accelerometer output with the 

Kalman filter. In the 6th data, there was a decrease of 4 for 

the accelerometer output without the Kalman filter and an 

increase of 2.56 for the accelerometer output with the Kalman 

filter. 

From the reading of Table 1, it can be concluded for the 

x-axis accelerometer output using the Kalman filter algorithm 

with variable values Q = 10 and R = 0.1 has a more stable 

movement compared to the accelerometer x output without 

the Kalman filter algorithm. The new output is stable in data 

5 or iteration to 201. However, if we pay attention to the 

difference in data between the output of the accelerometer x 

using the Kalman filter algorithm with the output of the 

accelerometer x without the Kalman filter algorithm getting 

smaller and approaching 0, which means that both of them 

are almost equal in value and indicate Kalman filter does not 

work well. 

TABLE II. SUMMARY OF ACCELEROMETER SENSOR OUTPUT X (Q = 10, AND 

R = 0.01) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

AX 1 (1-50) -6179.6 -5933.12   246.48 

AX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6180.16 -6180.96 -0.56 -247.84 -0.8 

AX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6159.28 -6182.48 20.88 -1.52 -23.2 

AX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6191.92 -5924.24 -32.64 258.24 267.68 

AX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6166.8 -6164.48 25.12 -240.24 2.32 

AX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6162.72 -6162.48 4.08 2 0.24 

At the accelerometer x sensor output with variable values 

Q = 10, and R = 0.01 in Table II, the new output is stable in 

data 6 or iteration to 251 wherein the output without the 

Kalman filter algorithm an increase of 4.08 and an increase 

of 2 in the output with the Kalman algorithm filter. The 

difference in data between the accelerometer x output using 

the Kalman filter algorithm and the accelerometer x output 

without the Kalman filter algorithm is getting smaller and 

closer to 0, which means that both outputs are of almost the 

same value and indicate the Kalman filter is not working 

correctly. 

TABLE III. SUMMARY OF ACCELEROMETER SENSOR OUTPUT X (Q = 100, 

AND R = 0.1) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

AX 1 (1-50) -6183.04 -5936.8   246.24 

AX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6176.08 -6171.92 6.96 -235.12 4.16 

AX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6172.48 -6177.2 3.6 -5.28 -4.72 

AX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6168.48 -6166.96 4 10.24 1.52 

AX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6173.04 -6173.28 -4.56 -6.32 -0.24 

AX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6184.42 -6306.4 -11.38 -133.12 -121.98 

At the accelerometer x sensor output with variable values 

Q = 100 and R = 0.1 until the end of the 6th data or 300th 

iteration in Table II, the output cannot be said to be stable 

because the difference between the accelerometer x data 

using the Kalman filter algorithm is greater than the output of 

the accelerometer x without Kalman filter algorithm. This 

shows Kalman filter cannot work properly. 

TABLE IV. GYROSCOPE SENSOR OUTPUT SUMMARY X (Q = 10, AND R = 

0.1) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

GX 1 (1-50) -6207.6 -5959.98 
  

247.62 

GX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6193.84 -6195.92 13.76 -235.937 -2.077 

GX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6210.08 -6210.57 -16.24 -14.654 -0.491 

GX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6177.04 -6172.55 33.04 38.019 4.488 

GX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6183.76 -6186.48 -6.72 -13.925 -2.717 

GX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6211.36 -6213.92 -27.6 -27.446 -2.563 

 
At the gyroscope x sensor output with variable values Q 

= 10, and R = 0.1 in Table IV, the new output is stable on the 

6th data or iteration to 251, were at the output without the 

Kalman filter algorithm, a decrease of 27.6 and a decrease of 

27.444 at the output with Kalman filter algorithm. The 
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difference in data between the gyroscope x output using the 

Kalman filter algorithm with the gyroscope x output without 

the kalman filter algorithm tends to be stable. The value is not 

close to 0 and not too far from the actual value. This indicates 

that the Kalman filter works well. 

TABLE V. GYROSCOPE SENSOR OUTPUT SUMMARY X (Q = 10, AND R = 

0.01) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

GX 1 (1-50) -6146.32 -5900.45   245.872 

GX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6148.08 -6147.04 -1.76 -246.594 1,038 

GX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6139.92 -6141.28 8.16 5763 -1359 

GX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6139.2 -6140.48 0.72 0798 -1.281 

GX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6139.52 -6137.76 -0.32 2.72 1,759 

GX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6151.76 -6149.92 -12.24 -12,157 1,842 

 

At the gyroscope x sensor output with variable values Q 

= 10, and R = 0.01 in Table V, the new output is stable on the 

6th data or iteration to 251, were at the output without the 

Kalman filter algorithm, a decrease of 12.24 and a decrease 

of 12.157 at the output with Kalman filter algorithm. The 

difference in data between the gyroscope x output using the 

Kalman filter algorithm and the gyroscope x output without 

the Kalman algorithm is close to 0, which means that both 

outputs are almost identical and indicate the Kalman filter is 

not working well. 

TABLE VI. GYROSCOPE SENSOR OUTPUT SUMMARY X (Q = 100, AND R = 

0.1) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

GX 1 (1-50) -6143.44 -5897.96   245.482 

GX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6138.16 -6138.4 5.28 -240.443 -0.241 

GX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6148.64 -6149.76 -10.48 -11.358 -1.119 

GX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6141.12 -6140.16 7.52 9.597 0.958 

GX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6138.08 -6138 3.04 2.164 0.082 

GX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6133.92 -6133.04 4.16 4.956 0887 

 

At the gyroscope x sensor output with variable values Q 

= 100, and R = 0.1 in Table VI, the output cannot be said to 

be stable until the end of the 6th data or 300th iteration. The 

new output is said to be stable if the difference between the 

output data of the Kalman filter algorithm is smaller than the 

output without the Kalman filter algorithm and does not 

change until the end of the iteration. This shows the Kalman 

filter algorithm does not work well. 

B. Variables Process Variance Matrix (Q) = Measurement 

Variance Matrix (R) 

Comparison of the value of Q = R is given 1 variation, 

namely Q = 1, and R = 1. The results of the accelerometer x 

output estimation can be seen in Figure 13, and the gyroscope 

x output can be seen in Figure 14. The picture shows the 

comparison between the accelerometer sensor output data 

and the unfiltered gyroscope (blue) and the accelerometer 

sensor output data that has been filtered (Red). 

Figure 13 shows the accelerometer x output sensor with 

variable values Q = 1, and R = 1. In the figure, the 

accelerometer sensor output can be seen before and after the 

Kalman filter algorithm is given. Of the two lines, it appears 

that the red line is still close to the blue line, which means the 

difference before and after being given the Kalman filter 

algorithm is still very small. This shows the Kalman filter has 

not worked well. 

 

Fig. 8. Accelerometer sensor output x 

Figure 14 shows that the Kalman filter has not worked 

well to reduce noise at the gyroscope x sensor output with 

variable values Q = 1, and R = 1. It can be seen in the picture 

that shows the gyroscope sensor output before and after being 

given the Kalman filter algorithm. Of the two lines, it appears 

that the red line is still close to the blue line, which means that 

the difference before and after being given the Kalman filter 

algorithm is still very small. 

 

Fig. 9. Gyroscope sensor output x 

For more details, it can be seen in Table 7 and Table 8. 

These tables contain a comparison of the differences between 

the data before and after being given the Kalman filter 

algorithm and the difference in data between before and after 

being given the Kalman filter algorithm. Data taken from 

each variable is data from 1 to 300, then the data is divided 

into 6. data 1 (1-50), data 2 (51-100), data 3 (101-150), data 

4 (151-200), data 5 (201-250) and data 6 (251-300). The 

displayed value is the average value of each data. The 

difference between data is obtained from n-1 data - n-data. 

The difference is obtained from the data with the Kalman 

filter algorithm subtracting with data without the Kalman 

filter algorithm. 

TABLE VII. SUMMARY OF ACCELEROMETER SENSOR OUTPUT X (Q = 1, 

AND R = 1) 
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Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 

Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

AX 1 (1-50) -6180.4 -5866.07   313433 

AX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6181.12 -6180.86 -0.72 -314.787 0.265 

AX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6170.24 -6170.41 10.88 10444 -0.171 

AX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6175.76 -6179.54 -5.52 -9.127 -3.778 

AX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6156.96 -6155.38 18.8 24.157 1.579 

AX 
6 (251-

300) 
-7288.12 -6170.81 -1131.16 -15.432 1117.31 

 
At the x-axis accelerometer sensor output with variable 

values Q = 1, and R = 1 in Table VII, the new output is stable 

in the 6th data or iterations to 251 were at the output without 

the Kalman filter algorithm a decrease of 1131.16 and a 

decrease of 15.432 in the output with the algorithm Kalman 

filter. But if you pay attention to the difference in data 

between the output of the accelerometer x using the Kalman 

filter algorithm with the output of the accelerometer x without 

the Kalman filter algorithm getting smaller and closer to the 

number 0 in the 101st iteration and away from the 0 in the 

151st iteration, the 251st iteration in the data reaches 1117, 

31. A too-large difference also indicates that the filter is not 

working properly. 

At the x-axis gyroscope sensor output with variable 

values Q = 1, and R = 1 in Table VIII, the new output is stable 

in data 5 or iteration to 201, were at the output without the 

Kalman filter algorithm an increase of 12.16 and an increase 

of 7.196 in the output with the algorithm Kalman filter. The 

difference in data between the gyroscope x output using the 

Kalman filter algorithm with the gyroscope x output without 

the Kalman filter algorithm tends to be stable. The value is 

not close to 0 and not too far from the actual value. This 

indicates that the Kalman filter works well. 

TABLE VIII. GYROSCOPE X SENSOR OUTPUT SUMMARY (Q = 1, AND R = 1) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 

Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

GX 1 (1-50) -6193.28 -5881.87   311406 

GX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6214.88 -6212.03 -21.6 -330.152 2.854 

GX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6212.08 -6214.94 2.8 -2.91 -2.856 

GX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6203.04 -6200.87 9.04 14,065 2.169 

GX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6190.88 -6193.68 12.16 7.196 -2.795 

GX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6204.8 -6200.52 -13.92 -6.846 4.279 

 

C. Variables Process Variance Matrix (Q) < Measurement 

Variance Matrix (R) 

Comparison of the values of Q <R given 2 variations, Q 

= 1, with R = 10, and Q = 1 with R = 100. The results of the 

comparison of the accelerometer x output can be seen in 

Figure 15 and Figure 16. The output of the gyroscope x can 

be seen in Figure 17 and Figure 18. The picture shows the 

comparison between the accelerometer sensor output data 

and the unfiltered gyroscope (blue) and the output data 

filtered accelerometer and gyroscope sensors (red). 

Figure 15 shows the accelerometer x output sensor with 

variable values Q = 1, and R = 10. In the figure, the 

accelerometer sensor output can be seen before and after the 

Kalman filter algorithm is given. Of the two lines, the red line 

appears more stable than the blue line, but still visible noise 

on the red line. This shows Kalman filter can work well, but 

the results are not optimal. 

 

Fig. 10. Output of accelerometer sensor x (Q = 1, and R = 10) 

Figure 16 shows that the Kalman filter can work well, and 

the maximum result is to reduce noise at the accelerometer x 

sensor output with variable values Q = 1 and R = 100. It can 

be seen in the picture that shows the results of the 

accelerometer x sensor output before and after being given 

the Kalman filter algorithm. From these two lines, the red line 

tends to be more stable than the blue line, and there is no 

visible noise on the red line. 

 

Fig. 11. Accelerometer sensor output x (Q = 1, and R = 100) 

Figure 17 shows the gyroscope x sensor output with 

variable values Q = 1, and R = 10. In the picture can be seen 

the results of the gyroscope x sensor output before and after 

the Kalman filter algorithm is given. Of the two lines, the red 

line appears more stable than the blue line, but still visible 

noise on the red line. This shows Kalman filter can work well, 

but the results are not optimal. 
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Fig. 12. Gyroscope sensor output x (Q = 1, and R = 10) 

Figure 18 shows that the Kalman filter can work well, and 

the maximum result is to reduce noise at the gyroscope x 

sensor output with variable values Q = 1 and R = 100. It can 

be seen in the picture that shows the results of the gyroscope 

x sensor output before and after being given the Kalman filter 

algorithm. From these two lines, the red line tends to be more 

stable than the blue line, and there is no visible noise on the 

red line. 

 

Fig. 13 Gyroscope sensor output x (Q = 1, and R = 100) 

For more details, it can be seen in Table IX to Table XII. 

These tables contain a comparison of the differences between 

the data before and after being given the Kalman filter 

algorithm and the difference in data between before and after 

being given the Kalman filter algorithm. Data taken from 

each variable is data from 1 to 300, then the data is divided 

into 6. data 1 (1-50), data 2 (51-100), data 3 (101-150), data 

4 (151-200), data 5 (201-250) and data 6 (251-300). The 

displayed value is the average value of each data. The 

difference between data is obtained from n-1 data - n-data. 

The difference is obtained from the data with the Kalman 

filter algorithm subtracting data without the Kalman filter 

algorithm. 

TABLE IX. SUMMARY OF ACCELEROMETER SENSOR OUTPUT X (Q = 1, AND 

R = 10) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 

Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

AX 1 (1-50) -6179.28 -5512.48   666.8 

AX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6174.88 -6174.63 4.4 -662.145 0.255 

AX 
3 (101-

150) 
-6171.2 -6171 3.68 3.625 0.2 

AX 
4 (151-

200) 
-6178.32 -6176.44 -7.12 -5.439 1,881 

AX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6172.72 -6173.18 5.6 3.256 -0,463 

AX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6178 -6179.37 -5.28 -6.186 -1,369 

 

At the x-axis accelerometer sensor output with variable 

values Q = 1, and R = 10 Table IX, the output starts to 

stabilize on the 3rd data or the 101st iteration were at the 

output without the Kalman filter algorithm an increase of 3.68 

and an increase of 3.625 on the output with the Kalman filter 

algorithm. However, if pay attention to the difference in data 

between the output of the accelerometer x using the Kalman 

filter algorithm with the output of the accelerometer x without 

the Kalman filter algorithm getting smaller and approaching 

0, which means that both outputs are of almost equal value 

and indicate the Kalman filter is not working properly. 

TABLE X. SUMMARY OF ACCELEROMETER SENSOR OUTPUT X (Q = 1, AND 

R = 100) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 

Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 

AX 1 (0-50) -5966.16 -4091.93   1874.23 

AX 2 (51-100) -5990 -5965.63 -23.84 -1873.7 24.368 

AX 
3 (101-

150) 
-5960.08 -5967.97 29.92 -2.34 -7.892 

AX 
4 (151-

200) 
-5978.64 -5971.5 -18.56 -3.527 7141 

AX 
5 (201-

250) 
-5957.92 -5965.52 20.72 5.978 -7.601 

AX 
6 (251-

300) 
-5959.28 -5952.3 -1.36 13.226 6.985 

 

At the x-axis accelerometer sensor output with variable 

values Q = 1, and R = 100 Table X, the output starts to 

stabilize on the 3rd data or the 101th iteration where at the 

output without the Kalman filter algorithm an increase of 

29.92 and a decrease of 2.34 on the output with the Kalman 

filter algorithm. The difference in data between the 

accelerometer x output using the kalman filter algorithm with 

the accelerometer x output without the kalman filter 

algorithm tends to be stable, the value is not close to 0 and 

not too far from the actual value. This indicates that the 

Kalman filter works well. 

TABLE XI. GYROSCOPE SENSOR OUTPUT SUMMARY X (Q = 1, AND R = 10) 

Able 

variable 

Data 

To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between Data 

(Kalman Filter Algorithm) 
Data 

Difference 
Without With Without With 

GX 
1 (1-

50) 
-6200.56 -5531.37 

  
669.19 

GX 

2 

(51-

100) 

-6189.2 -6189.04 11.36 -657.665 0.165 

GX 

3 

(101-

150) 

-6219.92 -6218.98 -30.72 -29.945 0.94 

GX 

4 

(151-

200) 

-6180.56 -6185.54 39.36 33.438 -4,982 

GX 

5 

(201-

250) 

-6189.76 -6184.52 -9.2 1.023 5,241 

GX 

6 

(251-

300) 

-6158.56 -6158.95 31.2 25.57 -0,389 

 
At the x-axis gyroscope sensor output with variable 

values Q = 1, and R = 10 in Table XI, the output starts to 

stabilize in data 3 or iteration to 101, were at the output 

without the Kalman filter algorithm, a decrease of 30.72 and 

a decrease of 29,945 in output with the algorithm Kalman 

filter. The difference in data between the gyroscope x output 

using the Kalman filter algorithm and the gyroscope x output 

without the Kalman filter algorithm is close to 0, which 

means that both outputs have almost the same value and 

indicate the Kalman filter is not working properly. 

TABLE XII. GYROSCOPE SENSOR OUTPUT SUMMARY X (Q = 1, AND R = 

100) 

Variable Data To 

Kalman Filter 

Algorithm 

Difference between 

Data (Kalman Filter 

Algorithm) 

Data 

Difference 

Without With Without With 
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GX 1 (0-50) -6002.96 -4108.95   1894.01 

GX 
2 (51-

100) 
-6004.4 -6110.84 -1.44 -2001.89 -106.44 

GX 
3 (101-

150) 
-5992.08 -5996.21 12.32 114.628 -4.133 

GX 
4 (151-

200) 
-5988.16 -5987.94 3.92 8.273 0.22 

GX 
5 (201-

250) 
-6007.92 -6005.77 -19.76 -17.831 2.149 

GX 
6 (251-

300) 
-6000.72 -6000.41 7.2 5.363 0.312 

 

At the x-axis gyroscope sensor output with variable 

values Q = 1, and R = 100 in Table XII, the output starts to 

stabilize in data 5 or iteration to 201, were at the output 

without the Kalman filter algorithm, a decrease of 19.76 and 

a decrease of 17.831 in the output with the algorithm Kalman 

filter. The difference in data between the gyroscope x output 

using the Kalman filter algorithm and the gyroscope x output 

without the Kalman algorithm is close to 0, which means that 

both outputs are almost identical and indicate the Kalman 

filter is not working well. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

Based on research that has been done, the Kalman filter 

algorithm is able to reduce noise on the accelerometer and 

gyroscope sensors. The value of the variable Q and variable 

R affects the attenuation or reduction of noise at the output of 

the accelerometer and gyroscope using the Kalman filter 

algorithm. In the variable value, Q> R Kalman filter cannot 

work properly because the attenuation results approach the 

original value of the sensor output, the value of the variable 

Q = R still cannot work well even though the damping results 

start away from the original value of the sensor family, but 

the distance is still too close and at the variable value Q <R 

can work well, the damping results away from the original 

value of the sensor output at Q = 1, and R = 10, and get 

maximum results at Q = 1, and R = 100. The greater the 

difference between the variables Q and R, the greater the 

attenuation. If the difference between the two parameters is 

too wide, it will make a very large attenuation and eliminate 

the original value of the sensor output. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

The author would like to thank the editors and reviewers 

who have provided input and helped publish this manuscript. 

REFERENCES 

[1] M. Riyadi et al., “Pendeteksi Posisi Menggunakan Sensor 

Accelerometer MMA7260Q,” Semarang, Tek. Elektro Univ. 

Diponegoro, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 76–81, 2010, doi: 
10.1093/geront/gns022. 

[2] S. A. Quadri and O. Sidek, “Error and Noise Analysis in an IMU using 
Kalman Filter,” Int. J. Hybrid Inf. Technol., vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 39–48, 

2014, doi: 10.14257/ijhit.2014.7.3.06. 

[3] A. Sugih, M. Huda, T. A. Zuraiyah, and F. L. Hakim, “Prototype Alat 

Pengukur Jarak Dan Sudut Kemiringan Digital Menggunakan Sensor 

Ultrasonik Dan Accelerometer Berbasis Arduino Nano,” vol. 6, no. 2, 
pp. 185–194, 2019. 

[4] W. Widada, “Metode Adaptif Frekuensi-Cutoff Untuk 

Complementary Filter Pada Accelerometer Dan Gyroscope Untuk 

Sudut Pitch Dan Roll Wahana Terbang.,” J. Teknol. Dirgant., vol. 13, 

pp. 15–24, 2015. 

[5] W. A. Kusuma, Z. Sari, A. T. Sari, and U. M. Malang, “Sensor Fusion 

Accelerometer dan Gyroscope untuk Pengukuran Perubahan 
Kinematik Pergelangan Kaki,” vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 17–22, 2016. 

[6] M. Narasimhappa, J. Nayak, M. H. Terra, and S. L. Sabat, “ARMA 

model based adaptive unscented fading Kalman filter for reducing 

drift of fiber optic gyroscope,” Sensors Actuators, A Phys., vol. 251, 
pp. 42–51, 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.sna.2016.09.036. 

[7] M. Safitri and N. H. Wijaya, “SISTEM PENAPISAN DERAU PADA 
SENSOR INERSIA WAHANA TANPA AWAK QUADROTOR,” 

Simetris  J. Tek. Mesin, Elektro dan Ilmu Komput., vol. 7, no. 2, p. 

753, Nov. 2016, doi: 10.24176/simet.v7i2.791. 

[8] M. Safitri, A. Cahyadi, E. Firmansyah, and J. Grafika, “Estimasi 

Posisi UAV dengan Kalman Filter,” no. September, pp. 240–245, 
2015. 

[9] L. Xue, C. Y. Jiang, H. L. Chang, Y. Yang, W. Qin, and W. Z. Yuan, 
“A novel Kalman filter for combining outputs of MEMS gyroscope 

array,” Meas. J. Int. Meas. Confed., vol. 45, no. 4, pp. 745–754, 2012, 

doi: 10.1016/j.measurement.2011.12.016. 

[10] N. TARYANA, D. NATALIANA, and A. R. ANANDA, “Pendeteksi 

Sikap pada Model Wahana Terbang menggunakan Inertial 
Measurement Unit,” ELKOMIKA J. Tek. Energi Elektr. Tek. 

Telekomun. Tek. Elektron., vol. 3, no. 1, p. 16, 2015, doi: 

10.26760/elkomika.v3i1.16. 

[11] M. Fikri, B. Prasetio, and R. Maulana, “Perancangan Dan 

Implementasi Real Segway Pada Skateboard Roda Satu 
Menggunakan Gyroscope Dan Accelerometer,” J. Pengemb. Teknol. 

Inf. dan Ilmu Komput. Univ. Brawijaya, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 1–9, 2017. 

[12] A. S. Samosir and N. S. Widodo, “Gyroscope and Accelerometer 

Sensor on the Lanange Jagad Dance Robot Balance System Sensor 

Gyroscope dan Accelerometer pada Sistem Keseimbangan Robot 
Seni Tari Lanange Jagad,” Bul. Ilm. Sarj. Tek. Elektro, vol. 2, no. 2, 

pp. 51–58, 2020, doi: 10.12928/biste.v2i2.922. 

[13] L. Lasmadi, “Attitude Estimation for Quadrotor Based on IMU with 

Kalman-Filter,” Conf. Senat. STT Adisutjipto Yogyakarta, vol. 4, no. 

0, pp. 351–358, Nov. 2018, doi: 10.28989/senatik.v4i0.267. 

[14] E. Nurraharjo and Z. Budiarso, “Implementasi Gyroscope-Arduino 

Pada Kendali Keseimbangan,” Dinamik, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 11–14, 

2019, doi: 10.35315/dinamik.v23i1.7173. 

[15] A. Maarif, R. D. Puriyanto, and F. R. T. Hasan, “Robot Keseimbangan 
dengan Kendali PID dan Kalman Filter,” IT J. Res. Dev., vol. 4, no. 2, 

Feb. 2020, doi: 10.25299/itjrd.2020.vol4(2).3900. 

[16] “Implementasi Algoritma 2 Step Kalman Filter Untuk Mengurangi 

Noise Pada Estimasi Data Accelerometer,” STIKOM Tunas Bangsa 

Pematangsiantar, vol. Vol 3, No, 2019. 

[17] A. Ma’arif, I. Iswanto, A. A. Nuryono, and R. I. Alfian, “Kalman 

Filter for Noise Reducer on Sensor Readings,” Signal Image Process. 
Lett., vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 11–22, Jul. 2019, doi: 

10.31763/SIMPLE.V1I2.2. 

[18] D. Wang, Y. Bao, and J. Shi, “Online lithium-ion battery internal 

resistance measurement application in state-of-charge estimation 

using the extended kalman filter,” Energies, vol. 10, no. 9, 2017, doi: 
10.3390/en10091284. 

[19] G. Fathoni, S. A. Widayat, P. A. Topan, A. Jalil, A. I. Cahyadi, and 

O. Wahyunggoro, “Comparison of State-of-Charge (SOC) estimation 

performance based on three popular methods: Coulomb counting, 
open circuit voltage, and Kalman filter,” in Proceedings of the 2nd 

International Conference on Automation, Cognitive Science, Optics, 

Micro Electro-Mechanical System, and Information Technology, 
ICACOMIT 2017, Jul. 2017, vol. 2018-January, pp. 70–74, doi: 

10.1109/ICACOMIT.2017.8253389. 

[20] P. A. Topan, M. N. Ramadan, G. Fathoni, A. I. Cahyadi, and O. 

Wahyunggoro, “State of Charge (SOC) and State of Health (SOH) 

estimation on lithium polymer battery via Kalman filter,” in 
Proceedings - 2016 2nd International Conference on Science and 

Technology-Computer, ICST 2016, Mar. 2017, pp. 93–96, doi: 

10.1109/ICSTC.2016.7877354. 

[21] V. Firmansyah, “Aplikasi kalman filter pada pembacaan sensor suhu 

untuk pemantauan kondisi ruangan laboratorium vera firmansyah†,” 
J. Mater. dan Energi Indones., vol. 08, no. 01, pp. 1–7, 2018, doi: 

https://doi.org/10.24198/jmei.v8i01.16624. 

[22] A. R. Al Tahtawi, “Kalman Filter Algorithm Design for HC-SR04 

Ultrasonic Sensor Data Acquisition System,” IJITEE (International J. 

Inf. Technol. Electr. Eng., vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 2–6, 2018, doi: 
10.22146/ijitee.36646. 

[23] K. H. Eom, S. J. Lee, Y. S. Kyung, C. W. Lee, M. C. Kim, and K. K. 
Jung, “Improved kalman filter method for measurement noise 

reduction in multi sensor RFID systems,” Sensors, vol. 11, no. 11, pp. 



Journal of Robotics and Control (JRC) ISSN: 2715-5072 189 

 

Rio Ikhsan Alfian, Noise Reduction in the Accelerometer and Gyroscope Sensor with the Kalman Filter Algorithm 

10266–10282, 2011, doi: 10.3390/s111110266. 

[24] H. Z. Fahmi, R. Maulana, and W. Kurniawan, “Implementasi 

Complementary Filter Menggunakan Sensor Accelerometer dan 

Gyroscope pada Keseimbangan Gerak Robot Humanoid,” vol. 1, no. 
11, pp. 1376–1384, 2017. 

[25] R. I. Putra, S. Sunardi, and R. D. Puriyanto, “Monitoring Tegangan 
Baterai Lithium Polymer pada Robot Line Follower Secara Nirkabel,” 

Bul. Ilm. Sarj. Tek. Elektro, vol. 1, no. 2, p. 73, 2019, doi: 

10.12928/biste.v1i2.907. 

[26] M. I. Febryansah, A. Yudhana, and A. Ma’arif, “Urinoir Analyzer 

Pintar Pendeteksi Kelainan Pada Fungsi Ginjal Dengan Analisis 
Kadar Ph Dan Warna Pada Urin,” Mob. Forensics, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 

36–44, May 2020, doi: 10.12928/MF.V2I1.2032. 

[27] K. Kunal, A. Z. Arfianto, J. E. Poetro, F. Waseel, and R. A. Atmoko, 

“Accelerometer Implementation as Feedback on 5 Degree of Freedom 

Arm Robot,” J. Robot. Control, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 31–34, 2020, doi: 

10.18196/jrc.1107. 

[28] A. A. Rafiq, W. N. Rohman, and S. D. Riyanto, “Development of a 

Simple and Low-cost Smartphone Gimbal with MPU-6050 Sensor,” 

J. Robot. Control, vol. 1, no. 4, pp. 136–140, 2020, doi: 
10.18196/jrc.1428. 

[29] M. Kamaludin and W. S. Aji, “Manuver Robot Manual Menggunakan 
PID pada Robot Manual KRAI 2018,” Bul. Ilm. Sarj. Tek. Elektro, 

vol. 1, no. 3, p. 91, 2019, doi: 10.12928/biste.v1i3.978. 

[30] Lasmadi, A. Cahyadi, S. Herdjunanto, and R. Hidayat, “Inertial 

navigation for quadrotor using kalman filter with drift compensation,” 

Int. J. Electr. Comput. Eng., vol. 7, no. 5, pp. 2596–2604, Oct. 2017, 
doi: 10.11591/ijece.v7i5.pp2596-2604. 

 

 

 

 


