This article has been accepted for publication in a future issue of this journal, but has not been fully edited. Content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/JI0T.2021.3050720, IEEE Internet of

Things Journal

Massive MIMO for High-Accuracy Target
Localization and Tracking

Xiaolu Zeng, Feng Zhang, Beibei Wang, Senior Member, IEEE and K. J. Ray Liu, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—High-accuracy target localization and tracking have
been widely used in the modern navigation system. However,
most of the methods such as GPS are highly dependent on
time measurement accuracy, which prevents them from achieving
high accuracy in practice. Time-reversal (TR) based technique
has been shown to be able to achieve centimeter accuracy
localization by fully utilizing the focusing effect brought by
the massive multipaths naturally existing in a rich scattering
environment such as indoor scenarios. By investigating a similar
statistical property, this paper develops a novel high-accuracy
target localization method by using massive MIMO to provide
massive signal components. We first observe that the statistical
autocorrelation of the received energy physically focuses into a
beam around the receiver exhibiting a sinc-like distribution in
far-field scenario. By leveraging such a distribution of the focus-
ing beam, an effective way to estimate the relative moving speed
of the target with respect to a single base station is proposed.
We also obtain the absolute moving speed and subsequently track
the target accurately by associating the speed estimation results
and geometrical relationship of multiple stations. The theoretical
analysis on the error in the speed and localization estimation
validated by numerical simulation results show that the proposed
system can achieve decimeter accuracy for target localization and
tracking.

Index Terms—Statistical electromagnetic, MIMO, target local-
ization and tracking, centimeter accuracy.

I. INTRODUCTION

ARGET localization and tracking have been of great

interest over several decades because of their wide appli-
cations in navigation and many location-based services such
as autonomous drivings [1], [2]. Furthermore, most of these
localization requests emerge in urban areas where the global
positioning system (GPS) [3] cannot offer good performance
because the line-of-sight (LOS) signal between the GPS satel-
lite and the terminal is easily to be blocked by obstacles
such as tall buildings. As a result, it is imperative to seek for
technologies which can provide high-accuracy localization in
complex environments such as dense urban areas under non-
line-of-sight (NLOS) and multipath conditions [4].

Based on their principle, localization techniques can be
classified into two categories, i.e., triangulation-based meth-
ods and fingerprinting-based methods. Triangulation-based
methods consist of two steps. First, model-based parameters
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such as the angle-of-arrivals (AOAs) [5], [6], time-of-arrivals
(TOAs) [7], [8] or time-difference-of-arrival (TDOAs) of LOS
signals [9] are measured at all access points (APs) or base
stations (BSs). Then, the target location can be estimated
by using triangulation/trilateration among all APs/BSs [10].
However, these methods cannot work well under the multi-
path effect and NLOS because of the unreliable parameter
estimation. Fingerprinting-based methods first construct an
offline database by collecting location related features such
as received signal strength (RSS) [11]-[13] and channel state
information (CSI) [14]-[16] in the area of interest. Then,
the same features are extracted from the online signals and
compared with the offline database to obtain the location esti-
mations. However, the overhead of establishing and updating
the offline database also prevents these methods from being
widely adopted [2].

More recently, massive MIMO has been gaining popularity
in target localization because of its high angular resolution and
degree of freedom [17]. This mainly benefits from the hun-
dreds of antennas on the BS, which can enable narrow, highly-
directional and high-gain beams by beamforming [18]. Similar
to the localization methods without using massive MIMO, the
existing massive MIMO-based localization methods can also
be classified into the same two categories. The first is the
triangulation-based methods in which many techniques such
as beamforming [19], multiple signal classification (MUSIC)
[20], 2-D rotational invariance technique [21] and compres-
sive sensing [22], [23] are explored on the base of massive
MIMO systems. To reduce the prohibitive energy consumption
and complexity increment caused by the massive antennas,
high-efficient beam allocation/switching schemes [24], [25],
AOAs estimations in beamspace [26], pre-energy detections
[27] as well as the combination of digital beamforming and
analog techniques [28]-[30] have been considered. In the
fingerprinting-based methods with massive MIMO [31]-[36],
different matching techniques have been studied in comparing
the online phase with the offline phase to estimate the target
location such as model-based similarity comparison [31],
similarity learning by neural network (NNs) [32], [33], support
vector machines (SVMs) [35] and Kernel-based methods [36].
Even though the localization accuracy is improved by lever-
aging the high range/angular resolution provided by massive
antennas, most of existing massive MIMO-based localization
methods still entail the same challenges as the traditional
methods which do not use massive MIMO antennas, that is,
the NLOS distortions and performance degradation in rich-
scattering environment. This motivates us to design a high-
accuracy localization system that is robust to environment
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dynamics while with good performance under multipath and
NLOS conditions.

Inspired by the recent research on decimeter-accuracy in-
door tracking [37]-[40] using time reversal focusing effect
[41], [42], in this paper, we propose a massive MIMO-based
high-accuracy localization and tracking system by utilizing the
focusing effect brought by the massive number of antennas.
We first propose the definition of an important statistical vari-
able, the strength of the autocorrelation function (ACFS) of the
received signal in a massive MIMO system, to characterize the
energy distribution of the focusing effect around a location of
interest. Because the received signal in a massive MIMO sys-
tem contains a large number of components due to the massive
number of antenna elements and further reflections/scattering,
it can be shown that the distribution of the ACFS exhibits
a stationary sinc-like focusing beam! around the receiver in
spatial domain regardless of the environment.

By leveraging the ACFS, we then develop an approach
which can estimate the relative speed of the target with
respect to a single BS. The absolute moving speed, moving
direction/orientation and location of the target can be further
derived by jointly considering the relative speed estimation
and geometrical relationship among multiple BSs. Different
from [42] which needs an extra inertial sensor to estimate
the moving direction because the energy distribution of the
time reversal focusing effect shows the same trend along all
the directions, the proposed system can estimate the moving
speed/distance and direction simultaneously only based on the
ACFS focusing beam which exhibits different distributions
along different directions. This is because that in the proposed
system the massive number of the incident signal components
reach the receiver from the antennas/BS side, resulting in a
directional focusing beam rather than a symmetrical focusing
ball as shown in [42].

Based on the derivation of the ACFS and how it can be used
for speed and location estimation, we derive the theoretical
expectation of the speed and location estimation errors, which
are further verified by extensive simulations. It is shown that
the proposed system can achieve decimeter-level accuracy for
target localization and tracking in various scenarios, which
outperforms three latest massive MIMO-based localization
techniques [23] [31] [32].

In summary, the main contributions of this work are as
follows:

o We observed and proved that the statistical distribution
of the ACFS of the received signal in a massive MIMO
system exhibits a sinc-like beam pattern, because the
received signal usually contains a large number of LOS
and NLOS signal components.

o Based on the distribution of the ACFS, we developed a
target localization and tracking system which has robust
performance in rich-scattering urban areas with NLOS.
Because the proposed system only needs to calculate the

IWe use the term focusing beam rather than beamforming because we
utilize the ACFS, a specific function of the received signal for positioning a
target, and the distribution of the ACFS happens to exhibit a beam-shaped
pattern. There is no “physical beamforming” that explicitly focuses a signal
towards a receiver.

ACFS of the received signal on the user side while the
speed and location estimations are very straightforward
according to the derived close-form expressions, the sys-
tem enjoys a very low computation complexity and thus
can be widely applied in real-time tracking and navigation
applications with a stringent requirement on the latency.

o We further derived the theoretical speed and localization
error expectations of the proposed system and validated
the theoretical performance analysis using extensive sim-
ulations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we elaborate on the signal model for massive MIMO system
followed by the derivation of the focusing beam. Then, Section
IIT proposes a speed estimation method by using the focus-
ing beam of multiple distributed BSs. Section IV introduce
the target localization system while Section V derives the
theoretical speed and location estimation error expectations.
Extensive numerical simulations are conducted to validate the
performance of the proposed approach in Section VI. Finally,
Section VII concludes this paper.

II. FOCUSING BEAM IN MASSIVE MIMO

In this section, we first introduce the background knowledge
about the system model. Then, we elaborate on the signal
model and derive the analytical distribution of the ACFS
focusing beam in 5G massive MIMO communication systems.

A. Background Knowledge

Ultra-dense 5G BS deployment: The 5G cellular network
will be an ultra-dense cellular network, e.g., with a density of
40 — 50 BS/km2, because that a massive number of antennas
will be deployed on the BS [43], which means that every
antenna’s transmission power has to be greatly decreased
compared to that of a 4G BS, leading to a smaller coverage
area. Second, mmWave transmission is very likely to be
adopted in 5G cellular networks and the signal decays much
faster at mmWave frequency which again will reduce the
cell coverage and thus denser BS deployment is needed. For
example, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) in
the USA issued a declaratory ruling which indicates that most
of the 5G BSs are about 30 feet tall while the service range of
each BS is about 400-500 feet or less in large crowded areas
[44].

Far-field condition: As shown in Fig. 1, let Hg and Lgg de-
note the altitude of the BS and the horizontal distance between
the BS and the receiver. A, is the aperture of the antenna array
A. Due to the Ultra-dense 5G BS deployment, Lgg is about 80-
200m in practice [43]. In addition, A, is less than 2m and Hp is
about 10m because of the antenna fabrication and installation
requirements [44]. As a consequence, Lgg > 10Hp > A, is
the condition of the far-field scenario in this paper and usually
holds in the 5G networks [45], [46]. This is different from
the conventional far-field condition in which L; = 2A§ /A is
the boundary between the Fresnel region and the Fraunhofer
region [47] with A as the wavelength of the signal.
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Fig. 1: The set-up for a BS with massive MIMO antennas.

B. Signal Model

As shown in Fig. 1, “B” denotes a BS equipped with M
antennas which communicate with the receiver “r” simulta-
neously. Note that practical measurements in [48]-[50] have
validated that the LOS signal matches with the free space
propagation model while the NLOS signal follow the Raleigh
fading [51] in 5G massive MIMO system. As a result, in urban
areas, the received signal consisting of both LOS and NLOS

parts at baseband can be expressed as

y(t) =yt )+yN( ) +n(t),

\/E Z exp /{J|ert| + (25.,”))7

47| X1 | 1)

=V Kx Z explj(wqtcosay, + ¢n,)],
n=1

where yi(t) and yn(t) denote the LOS and NLOS components
and K, and Ky are their corresponding power, k = 27/ is
the wave number, A is the wave length, wy is the maximum
radian Doppler frequency, x,, and r; are the coordinates of
the m-th antenna and the receiver at time ¢, respectively,
|x,,r:| denotes the Euclidean spatial distance between the
m-th antenna and the receiver, n(t) represents the additive
Gaussian noise, ¢,, is the phase distortion of the m-th LOS
path signal, and «,, and ¢,, are the AOA and phase distortion
of the n-th NLOS signal component.

In general, ¢, is caused by hardware imperfections, het-
erogeneity of the propagation medium and channel attenua-
tions, etc. «,, and ¢, are mainly introduced by the reflec-
tion/absorption of the randomly distributed scatterers in a rich-
scattering urban area. As a result, ¢,,, o, and ¢, are not
deterministic and can be assumed as i.i.d uniform distributions
over [-m,m) for m = 1,2,....M and n = 1,2,...,N
[51], [52], where N is the total number of NLOS signal
components. In practice, the number of multipath NV can vary
from 10 to 100 in urban areas according to the practical
measurements in New York City [45], [46].

C. Massive MIMO Focusing Beam

In the following, we explore the distribution of the focusing
effect of massive MIMO in far-field scenario by first deriving
the ACF of the received signal and then the ACFS, which is
inspired by the TRRS in [42], [53] but more robust to the
randomness of signal distortions.

3

As shown in Fig. 2, a target moves from ry at time ¢y to
ry at time ts on the ground (xOy plane). Then, the ACF of
the received signal between rg and ry is defined as

ny(r()v I‘S) = ]E[y(tO)y* (ts)] )
~ nyL + 77yN + Th- (3)

where 7, = E[n(to)n*(ts)] = 021, o2 is the power spectral
density of the Gaussian noise n(t). 1y, 7y, and 7, denotes
the ACF of the LOS signal component yi (¢), NLOS signal
component yn(t) and the noise term n(t), respectively.

Note that the independence among yi(t), yn(t) and n(t)
is assumed to obtain (3). Detailed derivations can be found in
Appendix. Next, we will derive 7, and then 7, , respectively.

1) ACF of NLOS signal: According to [42], [51], 1y, can
be written as

YN ]E[yN (tO)yf\kI(ts)]
N N

= Ky Z Z Ey.o {exp[j(watcosay, + ¢n) @
n=1i=1
exp[ (Wd(t + T)COSO[,L + (bz)}

= KNNJO(wdT) = KNNJO(kp)a

where 7 = t; —to, Eg o means taking expectation over ¢ and
a, Jo(+) is the 0-order Bessel function, and p is the Euclidean
distance between ry to rg and as shown in Fig. 2. We omit
the details about the derivation of (4) because they are similar
to that in [42], [51].

2) ACF of LOS signal: Similar to (4), the ACF of the LOS
signal yr (t) between rg and r, is given by

77 = ﬂyL(rovrs) = Efy(to)yi (t5)] = Kv-

Z Z E, {exp E(|xiro] — |xmXs|) + ¢ —

— — (47)2|x;10]|XmTs]

SIS

In the far-field scenario where {|x;ro|, |[xmnrs|} > Lpr > A
holds, |x;rg| and |X,,rs| in the denominator of (5) can be
approximated as the same for all elements, i.e., |x;ro| &~ |Xoro]
and |x,,rs| &~ |xors| because (|x;ro| — |[XmIs|) is usually
magnitudes smaller than |x;ro| and |X,,rs|. We omit the
denominator of (5) in the derivation for simplicity.

Next, we decompose (5) into two different cases, i.e., a)
i =m and b) i # m. Considering i = m, we have

M
met = KLY exp(ik(|xmro| —

m=1

[XmTs|))- (6)

To compute |X,,ro| — \xmrsj in Fig. 2, the angle symbols
are deﬁned as Zrgrory = ,,, £Ts roro = 'ym,lr roro =
B1, Ar,o/ roro 3, where r£) lies in the extension line of [y, mTp
satisfying that [ L I .. And rO is the projection of r,
on the 2Oy plane %rom the cosine theory, we have

— pcosym)? + psiny?,, @)

|er5|2 = (|xmrol

€O, = cosB - cos(B1 + 7,,), €OSY,, = €/,
\ Lig + 22,
\/Lag +HE + a2,

Lgr ®)

cosfBl = ————o.
\/ Lig + 22,

cos(3 =
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Fig. 2: Signal propagation geometry between rg and r.

In the far-field scenario where Lgg > 10Hg > x,,, we can
easily get the following approximations, i.e.,

cosB~ 1, cosBi ~ 1, B1 ~ B~ 0,7, ~ Ym,

. 9
{psin~y, pcosy} < p < Lpr < |XmTol.
In this case, we have
‘er5|2 ~ ([xmrol — pCOS')’m)2a (10)
—Le+ xp€
‘|xmr0| - lxmrs| N PpCOSYm = —F—m—r
VI + 22, (11)
~ —€e+rn€/L,
where L = \/Lig + Hj + 22,, 7, = md/2 while d denotes

the inner element space in Array A. In addition, p, € and
& represents the Euclidean spatial distance, range and cross-
range between ry and rg shown in Fig. 2. Substituting (11)
into (6), 7]15‘ can be rewritten as

M
my' = Kiexp(jke) > exp(jkzm&/L)

m=1

k€A,
= K1 Mexp(jke)sinc( §L ),

(12)

where sinc(t) = sin(t)/t.
Similar to (6), when i # m in (5), we can get
775?(1 K-

M M

Z Z Eg{exp[j(

=1 m=1,

The (i, m) pair of (13) is expressed as

U;Ed( ) = E¢{6Xp (wi,o - wnL,s)
—_——

Ixmrs]) + 6i — b))}, (13

|er0|

—_———
Yim P
= Eg{cos(Wim + P)} + JE4{(sin(Vip, + ®))},

where ;0 = k|X;Tol, Ym,s = k|XmTs|.

(14)

Since ¢; and ¢, are uniformly distributed over [—m, ), the
probability density function (PDF) of ® = (¢; — ¢y,) is
2n+ ¢, =21 <9 <0
2r — ¢, 0< ¢ <2m
0, others.

fo(¢) = 15)
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4
Then, the expectation in (14) can be reformulated as
27
Eg {cos(V;,, + @)} = fo(d)cos(Vp, + ¢)do
—27
2m 2m
= fa(¢)cosW;,,cospdd — fa(¢)sinW;,,sinpde.
—27 —27
(16)
Given fg(¢), we get that
Ey {cos(¥;m + )} =0, —27 < ¢ <0. (17)
Ey {cos(¥;m, +P)} =0, 0 < ¢ < 2. (18)
And it is straightforward to obtain that
Ey {cos(¥;m + ®)} = 0,Ey {sin( im+ @)} =0,
7732,?‘1(1 m) =0 7]2nd Ky - Z Z ,'72nd —o. (19
i=1 m=1,
Taking the summation of (12) and (19), n,, is given by
) . KkEA.
Ny, = n;zt + njfd K1 Mexp(jke)sinc( gL ). (20)
Given (4) and (20), the ACF of the received signal is
ny(rovrs) =Ty = Ny + Nyn + N
kEA, @1

= Ky Mexp(jke)sinc( 5T )+ KnNJo(kp) + o°1.

D. ACFS of the Received Signal

In this subsection, we compute the ACFS of the received
signal, i.e., the strength of ACF in (21) by first concluding
and validating 3 properties of 7y, , 1y, and n,, in (21).

Remark 1. 7, decays much faster than 7, .

Remark 2. At high SNRs, 7,, is a constant term o2, which
dose not impact the ACFS.

Remark 3. Given Remarks 1-2, the ACFS of the received
signal y(t) is dominated by the ACFS of the LOS signal y(¢),
i.e., the normalized ACFS of y(t) at two different locations
ro and rg can be approximated by

2

KA.
2L )

which shows a focusing beam in spatial domain (see Fig. 5a).

To validate Remarks 1-3, we build a numerical simulation
system using a massive MIMO antenna array with 100 ele-
ments at carrier frequency fy = 28GHz. To be consistent with
5G small cell configurations, we set Hg = 8m, Lggr = 100m,
K;, = Ky and the multipath number NV as an integer randomly
selected between 10 and 100. Note that SNR is 10dB in
Fig. 3 - 5 while Fig. 6 explores the impact of SNR. The
illustrations/definitions of target movement, peak distance p
and moving time ¢ are given in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8.

Given the aforementioned parameters, theoretically, the
peak distance of 7, is p = 2.86L/kA. ~ 1.432m, and
p ~ 0.61A = 0.0061m corresponding to 7,,, which match
with our simulation results well in the positions of peaks and

2 2 .
[y (o, 1) |" = Iny|” = |1y |* = |sine( (22)

)
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Fig. 7: Target moving illustration.

valleys as shown in Fig. 3b and Fig. 4b. Moreover, Fig. 3 and
Fig. 4 clearly shows that the ACFS of the NLOS signal decays
much faster than that of LOS, which validates Remark 1.

Equation (21) indicates that the constant term 7, = oI
does not impact 7, much at high SNR (i,e., o? is much smaller
compared with K1 and Ky). In Fig. 6, the theoretical ACFS
according to (22) matches the ACFS directly computed by
Ely(to)y*(ts)]) when SNR > 5dB while it deviates a lot
when SNR < 0dB. As a result, Remark 2 is verified. Given
Remarks 1-2 and (21), it is straightforward to conclude that
the ACFS of the received signal y(¢) is mainly dominated by
the ACFS of the LOS signal especially when Kios > KNLos
in 5G massive MIMO system '. Thus, Remark 3 and (22)
are verified. Fig. 5 shows the result when K os = KnpLos and
SNR = 10dB, which also validates (22).

Note that when the target k@ moving, the line between
the antenna center and r( (i.e., Or(y) may not be perpendicular

IPractical measurements in [49] show that NLOS usually suffers an over
10dB additional path loss than LOS signal in 5G massive MIMO system due
to the greater traveling distance and absorption of corresponding scatterers.

Fig. 8: Speed estimation illustration.

then target and the BS when the target
moves from rg to ry.

to the line along which th antegas are deployed (i.e., @).
As shown in Fig. 9, Org L Oz does not hold when the
target is moving. In this case, the effective aperture A. in
(22) should be replaced with A.cosf3. Correspondingly, the
distance L should be replaced by L/cosf [47].

III. MOVING SPEED AND DIRECTION ESTIMATION

In this section, we first provide an overview of the ACFS
based tracking system. Then, we present a novel ACFS match-
ing method to estimate the moving speed and direction simul-
taneously by leveraging the RF signals only. For description
clarity, we define the range- and cross-range direction in Fig. 7
while the peak distance d,, and moving time t,, are illustrated
in Fig. 8.

A. Overview of the ACFS Based Tracking System

Consider that a target moves at a speed of v along the line
joining rg and rg as shown in Fig. 7. The receiver is fixed
on the target and keeps recording signals transmitted from the
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BS with a sample rate f;. The proposed method estimates
the moving trajectory of the receiver, i.e., the location of the
receiver at time ¢, can be estimated by

rs =rs_1 +Arg =r,_1 + vAt =r,_q + v,At/sing, (23)

where r,_; denotes the location of the receiver at t,_q,
while At = 1/f, denotes the sample period. The proposed
system continuously searches for the peak location r, of the
computed ACFS, ie., [E[y(t)y*(t + 7)|*,t = to,t1,---. It
then estimates the consecutive v, and 0, thus yielding the
real-time tracking of a moving target '. In Fig. 7, we name
v as the absolute speed while v, = wvsinf is the projected
speed which representi}he projection of v along the cross-

. . . ’
range direction (i.e., rprp).

B. Projected Speed Estimation

As shown in (22), a moving target keeps receiving signals
transmitted from the massive MIMO antennas on the BS.
Then, the computed ACFS of the measured signal y(t) at
the receiver side is a sampled version of the theoretical ACFS

2
‘smc(kgA )‘ , where £ is the cross-range between ro and

r; (see Fig. 2 and Fig. 7). As a result, we extract the first

local peak of the theoretical ACFS (’smc ka ) ) The peak
distance d), in Fig.8 is given by
d, = 2.86L/kA.. (24)

Note that L denotes the distance between the BS center and
the initial location. Similarly, we look for the first local peak
of the computed ACFS of y(t). Then, the moving time ¢, can
be estimated by

t, = argFindPeak {|E[y(to)
7€{0,At,2At,-- , Tacrs }

v (to + 7)1, (25)

where operation FindPeak{e} means looking for the first
peak and Tacps is the time window length within which the

'In case of outliers, popular smoothing techniques such as moving aver-
age and local regression [54] can be further used to improve the robustness.

Fig. 11: Example scenario of two base stations.

first peak may fall in. Given d,, and fp, the projected speed
estimation is expressed as 0, = dj, /fp.

Note that in practice, we first apply a local regression [54]
on the ACFS distribution curve to get rid of the spikes caused
by noise or other distortions. Numerical simulation in Fig.
10 shows that when the signal is corrupted, it is difficult to
find the true peak directly. However, after local regression,
we can get a very good estimation of the true peak. Fig. 10
also shows that a false peak very close to the reference point
(t = 0) may mislead the peak finding and thus induce large
errors. However, this can be eliminated by using peak distance
d, at the previous time (which is known) as a new constraint.
Specifically, the distance L between the BS center and receiver
cannot change much during two adjacent measurements due to
the high sample rate and limited moving velocity. As a result,
d, which is determined by L in (22) cannot change very much
as well.

C. Absolute Speed and Moving Direction Estimation

In addition to the projected speed estimation 7, this section
introduces how to estimate the absolute speed and moving
direction of the target in order to track a moving target
continuously. We consider a practical multiple-BS case with
one user/receiver and () based stations. For notation purpose,
let 9, 4 denote the projected speed estimated from BS g. Note
that the absolute moving speed v of a moving target is unique
and can be estimated by

@qu

V== 7q:1727"'aQ7

sinf,
s.t. 6q+6l = 18079qlaq#laQ7l € {1727 aQ}?

where 6, represents the angle between the moving direction
(ITI‘;) and the range direction (B,rp) corresponding to station
g centered at B, (see Fig. 11). In (26), 4 is the angle among
the initial location rg, station B; and station B, with vertex rg,
which is known a priori since the location of the base stations
and the initial location are easy to get in communication

(26)
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systems. Fig. 11 gives an example of two base stations, i.e.,
Q = 2. Then, (26) becomes

Up,1

_ _ ﬁpﬂ
sinf;  sinfy’
S.t. 91 + 82 =180 — ng.

27)

In (27), 0p,1 and ¥, 2 can be estimated by using the ACFS
of the received signal as shown in Section III-B and 215 is
known a priori. Thus the moving direction 0; and 05 can be

estimated by
A Uy, 1810€)
01 = arctan | — p’lA 12 ,
Up,2 + Up,1€088 212

28
’lA)p’QSinﬂlg ( )

92 = arctan | — — .
Up,1 + ’Up72COSQm

To improve the robustness and accuracy, we explore the
different combining pairs of the BSs (B,,B;,I # gq), if
any. Similar to the (By,Bgy) pair shown in Fig. 11, we can
further get corresponding projected speed estimations (9, ¥;)
and moving direction estimations (9q, él). Then, the absolute
speed can be estimated by

N 1 Up,q
V== %7q:1727"'
QqZ::mn@q

, Q- (29)

IV. TARGET LOCALIZATION

In this section, the location estimation is first calculated by
integrating the consecutive moving speed and moving direction
estimations. Then, the location estimations from different BS
pairs (Bg, By, # ¢) are fused to improve the robustness and
accuracy. To have a high-level understanding of the algorithm,
the architecture and main steps are summarized in Fig. 12.

Recalling the estimations of the absolute speed v and
moving directions 0,(¢ = 1,2,---,Q) from (28) and (29), as
shown in Fig. 13, the new location r;‘; estimated by station ¢

in the local coordinate system zp,Oyp, can be expressed as

TTMJ«'BQ = 7“07qu - dTMCOSHq

q:172a"'

Q. (30)

Ty, = 70,08, + dTMSino(I ’
where dp,, = 01y, Tm is the updating window length,
meaning that we update the location estimation every Ty sec-
onds. (ro,qu , 7"0,qu) and (TTM,qu , TTM,qu) are the C(];ordinates
of the initial location ro and the new location ry; at the
local coordinate system g, Oyg, shown in Fig. 13. We then
transform the local coordinates of rl;; into the global Cartesian
coordinate system xQOy, which is denotes as quM shown in
the magenta color in Fig. 14. As a result, the coordinate
5, = ("2 "1y an be calculated by

q

TTMz — TTM@BQ rTMaqu COSC‘I (31)
q . . )

" Tuy T T, ys, TTv, s, Slan

where (, is the angle between the global Cartesian coordi-
nate system xQOy and the local Cartesian coordinate system
B, Oqu, and is known a priori in modern communication
systems. Furthermore, we fuse the location estimations from
different BSs, i.e.,

Q
1
rTM:§§ rg"Maq:172a"'7Q' (32)
q=1

a _ (9 .4
where r7, = (170 T7,y)-

Once we get the global coordinates of the new location
rn, = ("nye, TTyy)» the distance between the gth station and
the receiver/target can be updated by

%eq“l/{ = \/(rTMﬂc = 0g,)% + (rnyy — Oy,)?,
where (O, ,O,,) are the coordinates of the gth station center
B, at the global coordinate system. As a consequence, accord-
ing to (22), the new peak distance d ~ corresponding to the
gth BS can be updated by

dl = 2.86Lg‘*q‘*l§/kAe.

PNew

(33)

(34)
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In the next step, we take rp, as the new starting point to
repeat the ACFS computation (based on the data measure-
ments starting at the time-stamp corresponding to rp,), speed
estimation and localization process, thus getting a location
estimation sequence rry, (t) representing the trajectory of the
moving target.

V. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we perform theoretical analysis about the
expected error of the speed and location estimation using
the proposed algorithm. Since the system estimates the time
t, corresponding to the first local peak of the computed
ACFS (as in Section III-B), we first derive the distribution
of the peak-location-error (PLE) measured by the distance
that the estimated peak deviates from the true peak. The
expected-error-of-speed-estimation (EES) and the expected-
error-of-localization (EEL) are further derived on the base of
the PLE distribution.

A. Peak Location Error Distribution

To derive the PLE, we first introduce an intermediate
variable peak prominence [55] as shown in Fig. 15, which
indicates the relative height of a peak. In general, a larger
prominence corresponds to a sharper peak and thus the peak
can be localized more accurately. Recalling (21) and Section
II-D, the ACES is given by
2

. (3%

iy 2 = ‘KLMsinc(kﬁAe/QL) + KN Jo(kp) + o2
W2 =

KLM+KNN+0'2

The height py, of the first local peak and height p, of first local
valley of (35) (see Fig. 15) can be expressed as

[0.22K1 M + 0.01KxN + 02 |?
Pn= K M + KxN + 02
) ) (36)
o g
PV E KM T KuN + o2

where we have sinc(k€oA./2L) = 0.22 and Jy(kp) = 0.01
while &y is the first local peak location of (35) and p =
\/ég + €2 > £y = vtsind (see Fig. 7). Then, the prominence

8

New location

rTMq = (rTM Xg, ' rTM Yeq )

\ =)

R O(Oxo ! OYo )
(;M. BCKOXBq ’Oqu

gq =X
. q _
Station q I, = (rXo , ryo)

Initial location ¥y = (rOXBq ) roqu ) X,gq

Fig. 14: Coordinates transformation.

Dpro Of the first local peak of (35) in the unit of decibel (dB)
can be expressed as

Ppro = 1010g10[ph - pv]

0.22K .M + 0.01KxN + o

2 (37
> :

= 10log,,

g

Note that SNR is defined as SNR = 20log;,(K.M/0?).
Consequently, the prominence p,, can be rewritten as

Ppro =

—SNR 2

0.21K1 M + 0.01KNN + KL M - 10720

—SNR

K1 M 10720

(38)
10log,,

To have a better standing, Fig. 15 shows the peak prominence
versus difference SNRs. It is clear that the prominence ppro
increases monotonically with the increment of SNR, thus
improving the peak localization accuracy. Note that the system
needs to estimate the moving distance of the target every Ty
seconds as introduced in (30). As a result, we have to repeat
the peak finding process for a large number of times to track a
moving target. Then, by using the Central Limit Theorem [56],
the expectation of the PLE denoted by p. can be assumed to
follow a Gaussian distribution, i.e., the PDF of the pe; can be
expressed as

Par
2G(ppro)2 ’
where H (pp,) is the coefficient function while G(pp,) de-
notes the standard deviation function (SDF). Since pe, de-
creases with the increment of SNR, H (ppro) is a monotonically
increasing function while G(ppro) is a decreasing function. It
is preferable that H (ppro) grows slowly and G(ppr,) decreases
slowly as their arguments increase. Here we propose a pair of
empirical approximations about H (pp,) and G(ppr,) by 5000
Monte Carlo experiments, i.e.,

H (ppro) = 1864/ 1010g;4(Ppro),

1 (40)
G (ppro) =

10,/10log, o (ppro)

Fig. 16 shows that the PDF f(pey) With H (ppro) and G(ppro)
given in (40) can well approximate the distribution of the PLE.

f(perr) = H(ppro)exp(_ (39)
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Fig. 16: Peak location error vs SNRs.

Consequently, the expectation of |pe;| can be calculated by

Bllpenl} = [

B. Expected Error of the Speed and Location Estimations

|Pere| f (Perr) = 2G (Ppro)? - H (ppro)-~ (41)

Similar to the scenario in Section III, a target is assumed
to move at a speed of v along the line joining ry and rg
and receive signals from ) nearby BSs. Given the estimation
Ap = NAt where N is the integer denoting the sample index
in Section III-B, the expected moving-time-estimation error
caused by the |pe;| at BS ¢ can be expressed as

(s | Bl

tq
vsinf, At

Derr

J)'Ataq:1727"'aQ7 (42)

where AN € {0, +1} represents the quantization error. As a
result, the EES is given by

Q
. 1 di d?
for = G 2 -
Q — | i1sind, ~ sind NG E=)
o (43)
Q Q
Z q gerr _ _ l ,thgerr
a=1 sinf) tp (tp £t5.) @ a=1 (FE
where 07 = 0] / sinf, denotes the speed estimation corre-

sponding to the qth BS. Then, the EEL can be expressed as
ry = Oen M-

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulations are conducted to evaluate the
performance of the proposed method based on a 5G com-
munication system. The default parameter used in the Monte
Carlo experiments are listed in Table I, if not otherwise
stated. In summary, six experiments are performed to evaluate
the proposed approach: i) overall performance; ii) speed and
location estimation error; iii) impact of the number of antennas
M; iv) impact of the sample rate; v) impact of the SNR; vi)
comparison with existing works.
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TABLE I: Parameters used in the simulations

Sample frequency f 28GHz
Number of antennas M 100
Coverage of 5G base station 200m
Signal-to-noise-ratio SNR 10dB
LOS and NLOS power K, > Ky

Integer randomly
selected from [10, 100]
Number of base station ) 2
within [5, 30]m/s

Number of NLOS signal N

Speed of the target v

A. Overall Performance

Assume the SNR is 10dB, Fig. 17 depicts the simulation
result when the target moves with a variable acceleration from
t = 0stot = 2s, a constant speed from ¢ = 2stot = 4s and a
variable deceleration from ¢ = 4s to ¢t = 5s. Table II shows 12
different moving situations including different initial speeds,
accelerations, decelerations and turning angles to further verify
the proposed method. For example, in situation ‘11°, the target
starts moving at a speed of 5m/s, acceleration of 7m/s® and
angle (i.e., 6; in Fig. 11a) of 45 degrees. Moreover, the
acceleration is also varying with a rate of 3m/s?. Similarly,
the angle ¢, is changing at a rate of 3 degree per second to
create a curved trajectory. Overall, we can conclude that our
method can track the moving object with decimeter or even
better centimeter accuracy in different scenarios.

B. Speed and Location Estimation Error

To evaluate the error of speed estimation (ES) and error
of localization (EL), we conduct 1000 independent Monte
Carlo simulations in which the target moves at variable speeds
along a curved trajectory. The SNR is fixed at 10dB and
the error distribution is shown in Fig. 18. Then, the em-
pirical cumulative distribution function (CDF) corresponding
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Fig. 17: Speed and location estimation results with variable speeds (directions of x-axis and y-axis are shown in Fig. 2).

TABLE II: Mean velocity and location estimation error in different situations

Velocity Angle RMSE of velocity | RMSE of location
Situation | Initial | Acceleration | Initial | Acceleration estimation error estimation error

(m/s) (m/s?) (o) (o/s?) (cm/s) (cm)
1 10 0! 40 0?2 44.32 545
2 10 0 45 22 45.61 10.36
3 10 0 50 6 40.67 9.44
4 20 0 45 0 57.89 18.81
5 20 0 60 6 69.63 11.28
6 30 0 40 0 78.21 19.33
7 30 0 65 3 81.41 15.23
8 5 6! 45 0 47.93 14.21
9 5 623 40 0 44.04 10.66
10 5 6(2)°3 50 2 35.47 24.89
11 5 73)3 45 3 47.87 13.77

! Acceleration of the velocity being 0 means the velocity is constant while nonzero means it is changing as the target is moving.

2 Acceleration of the angle being 0 means direction angle is constant, i.e., the trajectory is a straight while nonzero means the
direction is changing, which indicates a curved trajectory.

3 The number in the bracket () means the acceleration is also changing during the process.

to different velocities (v = 10m/s,20m/s,30m/s) is given C. Impact of the Number of Antennas
in Fig. 19. As illustrated in Fig. 18, our method achieves
high-accuracy speed estimation results with a median error
of 0.4m/s. Fig. 19 indicates that the median speed estimation
errors are about 0.18m/s, 0.26m/s and 0.45m/s while the cor-
responding location errors are about 0.06m, 0.12m and 0.53m.
Moreover, when v < 20m/s(45mph), the 80 percentile of the
speed estimation error is within 0.25m/s while the location
estimation error is less than 0.2m. Therefore, our method has
a promising performance in urban areas where v < 20m/s
generally holds and there are strong NLOS. Moreover, Fig.
18b shows that the location estimation error accumulates at
a moderate rate as the object moves continuously. This is
mainly because the estimation of the next location is highly
dependent on the previous location estimation result, which
causes accumulative errors. Another possible reason is that D. Impact of the Sample Rate
SNR of the received signal drops with the target moving
towards cell boundary. In the future, locations of the nearby
BSs may be used to mitigate the accumulative error, which
we leave for future work.

Fig. 20 shows the root mean square error (RMSE) of the
speed and location estimation versus different antenna number
M. Evidently, both the speed and location estimation accuracy
are improved with the increment of M. Specifically, when M
is less than 100, it may not work well when the velocity is
too high (e.g., v =30m/s). However, our system can localize
the target within 0.3m error when M is no less than 100. This
is because that as M increases, we can harvest more signal
components and thus get more accurate ACFS estimation. And
the performance starts to saturate when M > 200. Note that
when M approaches to 400, the location estimation error can
be as low as 8cm.

Fig. 21 further explores impacts of the sample rate on our
method. In general, higher sample rate improves the estimation
accuracy. For a fixed sample rate, the object moving at a higher
speed suffers from a worse location accuracy than that moving
at a lower speed, which is consistent with (42). Moreover, Fig.
21 demonstrates that the minimum sample rate is a moderate
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Fig. 22: Estimation error versus SNRs.

value about 500Hz. Further reducing the sample rate may lead
to worse speed estimation error or even failure especially for
high-speed objects, e.g., v =30m/s. When the sample rate
further increases, such as 3000Hz, the speed estimation error is
no greater than 0.6m/s while the minimum location estimation
error is about 10.8cm.

E. Impact of SNR and the Number of Stations

Fig. 22 explores the system performance versus different
SNRs with M = 100 and a sample rate 1000Hz. The EES and
EEL are shown in dotted lines with corresponding markers.
Clearly, the system is seriously impacted by noise when SNR
is less than 10dB and does not work when the target moves at
30m/s if SNR further decreases to 0dB. Moreover, the object
with a higher speed shows a worse estimation error than that
with a lower speed. However, in all the scenarios, our method
works well when SNR is no less than 10dB, which is easy to
meet in a typical communication system.

15 20 25 30 35 40

(a) Speed estimation error (b) Location estimation error

Fig. 21: Estimation error versus sample rate.
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Fig. 23: Location error versus the number of stations.

F. Impact the Number of Stations

A unique feature of the proposed method is that it jointly
explores the directional ACFS distribution of the received
signal and the geometric relationship among multiple base
stations to estimate the moving direction of a target without
any further information. We investigate how the performance
would change with the number of base stations. As shown in
Fig. 23, the performance is improved by fusing the informa-
tion from more surrounding stations. However, the proposed
system can achieve very good location accuracy with only
2 stations. In practice, users can flexibly select the number
of stations according to the requirements of system latency,
complexity and accuracy for real applications.

G. Comparison with Existing Works

In this section, we compare the proposed method with
corresponding existing works in the aspect of speed, direction,
location estimation accuracy and complexity. To simulate
a typical localization and tracking scenario, we assume a
moving target which continues recording signals transmitted
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Fig. 24: Performance comparison.

from 2 surrounding 5G massive MIMO base stations. The 2
stations are 200m away from each other and equipped with
M = 100 antennas on each station. Considering the rich-
scattering urban environment, we randomly choose N (within
10 to 100) NLOS components' while the impinging angles
follow uniform distributions over (—, 7]. The target starts to
move at a speed of Sm/s, accelerates 2s, then keeps constant
speed for 2s and finally decelerates until end. In total, the
target moves 80ms away from the starting point 2.

Speed estimation: Fig. 24a compares the speed estimation
performance of the proposed system with the existing Sen-
Speed [57], WiFiDetect [58] and GPS [59] methods. Clearly,
our method outperforms the benchmark algorithms in accu-
racy. Specifically, SenSpeed estimates the speed by assum-
ing that the error of the integrated acceleration accumulates
linearly over time, which dose not always hold in practice.
WiFiDetect considers only 1 dominant NLOS signal and GPS
method relies on the LOS signal greatly, which is vulnerable
to NLOS distortions in urban rich-scattering environments.
However, by exploring the ACFS of the received signal,
the proposed method treats all the LOS and NLOS signal
components as a whole and thus improves the accuracy.
Direction estimation: Fig. 24b shows that the proposed
system can achieve 1.8° direction estimation accuracy, with
improvement than the existing DOA approaches, i.e., Capon
[60], ESPRIT [21] and MUSIC [20]. This mainly benefits
from the ACFS which has been proved to be tolerable to
NLOS distortions. On the contrary, most DOA approaches
are highly dependent on the time measurement accuracy of
the LOS signal, which is easily to be distorted/impacted by
NLOS signals in practice.

Location estimation: Fig. 24c demonstrates the location
accuracy of the proposed method and the state-of-the-art
techniques including DiSouL [23], Conv-fingerprint [31] and
DNN-fingerprint [32]. From Fig. 24c, the proposed method
can achieve less than 0.2m error with the percentile > 95%.
However, the 95% percentile estimation error of the DNN-
fingerprint is 1.2m while both Conv-fingerprint and DiSouL
cannot offer > 95% confidence with less than 2m error.

lMany practical measurements in New York City [45], [46] validated that
the number of dominate NLOS signal usually varies from 10 to 100.

2 After moving 80m, the target is about 180m from one of the two stations,
which is close to the cell boundary of the station. In this case, we need to
switch to closer base stations, and detailed cell switching procedure is out of
the scope of this paper.

TABLE II: Computational complexity comparisons

Algorithms Computational complexity
DiSouL O{f2/Tu(QL + Y-, Ny)*°}
Proposed O{(Qfs + fs + Q* +7Q) fs/Tm}

New notations

Twm | output estimated location every Ty seconds.
L | number of location grid in candidate area

N, | number of NLOS components at station g

Overall, our method is more robust because it explores the
statistical ACFS of the received signal which is very stable
in 5G massive MIMO systems regardless of the environment.
However, fingerprint-based methods may suffer from finger-
print mismatch issue due to the change of the wireless propa-
gation environment, thus degrading the accuracy. In dynamic
environments, DiSoul. works even worse because there are
two hyperparameters in the model, which are sensitive to the
environment changes.

Complexity: Considering that complexity is very important
for real-time tracking and navigation applications with a
stringent requirement on the latency, Table III compares the
complexity between our algorithm and the state-of-the-art
DiSoul. [23] approach. In DiSouL, the main computation
comes from solving the second-order cone program (SOCP)
problem, which is about (QL+3_ N,)*® in a single snapshot
[23]. Our computation is mainly caused by ACFS computa-
tion, 1-dimension peak searching in Eq.(25) and the location
computation from Eq.(28) to Eq.(32), which are Q fs, fs, and
Q% +170Q respectively. Since L > (), our method is much
cheaper than DiSouL.

Note that we do not compare with Conv-fingerprint [31]
and DNN-fingerprint [32] here because they are all training
based methods in which the overhead in map construction
stage is hard to be quantified. To improve accuracy, fingerprint-
based methods usually require a lot of training and updating
to construct the offline map, which leads to a prohibitive
overhead especially in a dynamic environment.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a high-accuracy target location method
based on the 5G massive MIMO system. We first prove the
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existence of a sinc-like focusing beam in a massive MIMO
system by computing the statistical autocorrelation of the
received signal in far-filed scenario. Based on the focusing
beam, a speed estimation algorithm is then proposed by jointly
using the relative speed estimations with respect to multiple
BSs. Give an initial point, we develop a target localization
method by further using the geometrical relationships between
multiple BSs. Theoretical error analysis and extensive numer-
ical simulations show that our method can achieve decimeter
localization accuracy by computing ACFS of the received
signal, which outperforms many prior works in accuracy and
cost.

APPENDIX

In this appendix, we prove (3), ie., 7,(ro,rs) =
Ely(to)y* (ts)] = ny, + My + 7n. Mathematically, the ACF
of the received signal y(t) given by

My(ro,Ts) = Ely(to)y™ (ts)] = mrs + mne + 7as
+ 7NLe + NN+ INn* + TaLx + TaN+ + Tanx

ML = By (to)yl (ts)], mne = Efy (to)y (ts)],
Mas = Efyc(to)n” (ts)], mvie = Elyn(to)yL (¢5)],
e = E[yn(to)yn(ts)] mane = Elyn(to)n” ()],
M- = E[n(to)yf (ts)], mane = E[n(to)y(ts)],
D= = E[n(to)n*(ts)] = oL

Referring to our derivations from (14) to (19), it is easy to
obtain

(44)

M N
TJLN= *ZZ’% LN zn *ZZ
i=1n=1 i=1 n=1 (45)
Eq {exp[ (wz 0 — WatsCosay, + ¢ — (bn)]} =0,
1y (Ln*) = E[yLos|E[n"(ts)] = 0,

given the fact that ¢; and ¢, are assumed to be uniform

distribution over (—, 7] and the signal components y;. and yn

are independent with noise. Similarly, we can get 7, (NL*) =

0,7y(Nn*) = 0,7n,(nL*) = 0,7,(aN") = 0. As a conse-

quence, 71, (ro,rs) can be simplified as

=1y (LL") + 1, (NN*) + 7 (nn").
= 77yL + 77yN + nn

Thus, the proof is completed.

ny(rOars) (46)
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