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Optimal Localization with Sequential Pseudorange
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Abstract—In a time division broadcast positioning system
(TDBPS), a user device (UD) determines its position by obtaining
sequential time-of-arrival (TOA) or pseudorange measurements
from signals broadcast by multiple synchronized base stations
(BSs). The existing localization method using sequential pseu-
dorange measurements and a linear clock drift model for the
TDPBS, namely LSPM-D, does not compensate the position
displacement caused by the UD movement and will result in
position error. In this paper, depending on the knowledge of the
UD velocity, we develop a set of optimal localization methods
for different cases. First, for known UD velocity, we develop the
optimal localization method, namely LSPM-KVD, to compensate
the movement-caused position error. We show that the LSPM-D is
a special case of the LSPM-KVD when the UD is stationary with
zero velocity. Second, for the case with unknown UD velocity, we
develop a maximum likelihood (ML) method to jointly estimate
the UD position and velocity, namely LSPM-UVD. Third, in
the case that we have prior distribution information of the UD
velocity, we present a maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimator
for localization, namely LSPM-PVD. We derive the Cramér-Rao
lower bound (CRLB) for all three estimators and analyze their
localization error performance. We show that the position error
of the LSPM-KVD increases as the assumed known velocity
deviates from the true value. As expected, the LSPM-KVD has the
smallest position error while the LSPM-PVD and the LSPM-UVD
are more robust when the prior knowledge of the UD velocity is
limited. Numerical results verify the theoretical analysis on the
optimality and the positioning accuracy of the proposed methods.

Index Terms—localization, time-of-arrival (TOA), pseudor-
ange, sequential measurements, time division, broadcast posi-
tioning system.

I. INTRODUCTION

LOcalization utilizing a variety of measurements includ-
ing time-of-arrival (TOA), direction-of-arrival (DOA),

received signal strength (RSS), etc., extracted from wireless
signals has drawn more and more attention in research and
industrial fields [1]–[6]. In a wireless broadcast positioning
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system, the base stations (BSs) at known places transmit
signals and a user device (UD) or receiver needs to receive
such signals to obtain TOA or pseudorange measurements for
position determination [7]–[9]. One of the advantages of such
a broadcast positioning system is that an unlimited amount
of users are supported because UDs passively receive signals.
Furthermore, the users in such a system are safer because they
are silent and thus difficult to be detected.

Among the broadcast positioning schemes, code division
and frequency division schemes are widely adopted to enable
simultaneous signal transmission from multiple BSs. Global
Positioning System (GPS) and Glonass are two example posi-
tioning systems who employ the code division and frequency
division schemes, respectively [10], [11]. However, the code
division scheme suffers from the near-far effect especially for
a small region such as indoor cases where a user may be very
close to a BS [12], [13], and the frequency division scheme
requires very stable carrier frequency and occupies several
frequency bands [14].

The time division (TD) scheme has no near-far effect
compared with code division and no requirement on frequency
filtering compared with frequency division. With the advent of
new measurement techniques such as ultra-wide band (UWB)
and acoustic sensors, TD scheme is becoming more widely
studied and more pervasively adopted in both academic and
industrial fields [15]–[20].

In a TD broadcast positioning system (TDBPS), BSs with
known positions transmit signals in separate time slots to the
air and UDs receive these signals to locate themselves [18],
[19]. Different from TDBPS, in code or frequency division
system, a UD receive multiple signals from different BSs at the
same time and extract the concurrent pseudorange measure-
ments for positioning [21]–[24]. A plenty of research works
on localization methods based on concurrent pseudorange or
TOA measurements are studied, which lay a foundation for the
localization method for the TDBPS. The positioning method
presented in [9], [25], [26] is a widely adopted approach that
utilizes the extracted pseudorange measurements concurrently
from four or more satellites or BSs by the UD. Various forms
of such method are extensively discussed in literature, such
as weighting the measurements to reduce errors in multi-
path or other noisy situations [27], [28], and squaring the
measurements to simplify the method to a closed form [29]–
[31]. However, all these conventional positioning methods
assume that multiple measurements at the same reception
time are available to determine the UD position. With this
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assumption, only the UD position and clock offset at the
reception time are unknowns to be solved, while the user’s dy-
namics including its velocity and clock drift are not estimated
and compensated. In contrast to the systems with concurrent
pseudorange measurements available, the UD in the TDBPS
receives signal from only one BS and obtains a single pseudo-
range measurement at one time. During multiple measurement
receptions, a moving UD changes its position, and the relative
clock offset between the UD and BSs also changes due to the
clock drift or oscillator frequency difference. Therefore, the
above-mentioned conventional localization method based on
concurrent pseudorange measurements (LCPM) is not suitable
for applications in the TDBPS.

Filtering methods such as Kalman filter and particle filter
have the capability to work with sequential TOA measure-
ments and can bridge gaps caused by insufficient measure-
ments and track a moving UD by incorporating historical
measurements and model on the UD dynamics [32]–[37].
However, these filtering methods require the UD motion
model throughout the entire tracking period. If the actual UD
movement deviates from the preset model, there will be extra
estimation errors. They also suffer from convergence speed,
inaccurate state noises and measurement outliers. They are
not designed specifically for the TDBPS.

In [38], [39], a TDBPS with code division scheme to
distinguish different BSs is presented and the conventional
LCPM algorithm is directly adopted. This LCPM method can
give acceptable positioning results when the measurement time
slot is very short and the UD is moving slowly. However, if the
time length for localization and/or the UD velocity increases,
large error or even divergence will appear in the positioning
result due to large UD displacement and/or accumulated clock
offset. The work in [40] assumes the movement of a UD
is negligible and uses historical TOA measurements from
the same BS to linearly estimate the clock offset, so that
the conventional LCPM algorithm can be directly used. This
method cannot deal with moving UDs with large displacement
during the localization period and lack of previous measure-
ments will lead to inaccurate clock offset estimation and thus
degrade the accuracy of the positioning result. A TD signal
transmission scheme is proposed by [41], in which the LCPM
method is used for localization with beforehand measured
clock drift. However, measuring the clock drift beforehand
is time-consuming for real-world applications, and the actual
drift may deviate from the measured value due to the instability
of the oscillator, leading to extra position error.

A localization method utilizing sequential pseudorange
measurements with an extra state of clock drift, namely LSPM-
D hereinafter, is adopted in recent research works. In [18],
[42], a TD positioning scheme is presented and the LSPM-
D method is used to support multiple robots for localization.
They treat the multiple measurements as sequential ones and
add the clock drift term as an extra state. Shi et al. propose a
TDBPS that completes joint localization and synchronization
based on UWB hardware [43]. They also adopt an extra clock
drift state to compensate the accumulating clock offset during
the measurement period. However, the above literature simply
ignore the user velocity during multiple-measurement recep-

tion. This condition is not practical in the real world especially
for a moving UD and/or a long time length of multiple-
measurement reception in the TDBPS. The unmodeled user
movement will cause extra position errors, which will degrade
the localization performance, especially in the case of large
UD speed or displacement during the measurement period.

In this paper, we formulate the UD localization problem in
the TDBPS with a linear motion model, which has constant
velocity during a short period. For the case with known UD
velocity, we propose the optimal localization method, namely
LSPM-KVD, to compensate the user displacement during
the measurement period. We show that it is a generalized
form of the conventional LSPM-D, and fixes the problem of
extra position error due to lacking velocity compensation. An
iterative LSPM-KVD (ILSPM-KVD) algorithm is presented
to solve the localization problem. In order to handle the case
with unknown UD velocity, we propose a joint position and ve-
locity estimator, namely LSPM-UVD, and design an iterative
localization algorithm, namely ILSPM-UVD. We then propose
a maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimator-based localization
method utilizing prior knowledge on the UD velocity, namely
LSPM-PVD, which is shown to be a generalized form of the
LSPM-KVD and LSPM-UVD. We conduct error analysis and
derive the Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB) for the three
methods. Position error analysis shows that the localization
accuracy of the LSPM-KVD is better than that of the LSPM-
D, the positioning accuracy of the LSPM-KVD degrades when
the known velocity deviates from the true value, and the
localization accuracy of the LSPM-PVD lies in the range from
the lower bound that equals the CRLB of the LSPM-KVD to
the upper bound given by the LSPM-UVD. Simulation results
show the optimality and verify the theoretical analysis for all
the three methods.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, the model of TDBPS is presented and the localization
problem based on pseudorange measurement with linear UD
motion is formulated. Three optimal localization methods for
the cases with different prior knowledge on the UD velocity,
namely LSPM-KVD, LSPM-UVD and LSPM-PVD, and their
iterative algorithms are proposed in detail in Section III. The
positioning performances of the three proposed methods are
analyzed in Section IV. Simulation results to evaluate the
performances for the proposed LSPM-KVD, LSPM-UVD and
LSPM-PVD are given in Section V. Finally, Section VI draws
the conclusion of this paper.

Main notations are summarized in Table I.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

A. TDBPS Model

In a TDBPS, a UD only receives the signals transmitted
from BSs to determine its own position parameters. The
locations of BSs are known. We denote the position of the i-th
observed BS by qi, where i = 1, · · · ,M , and M is the total
number of the observed BSs whose signals are received by the
UD. All BSs are synchronized and their time is considered as
the reference for the entire system and is named system time
and denoted by t hereinafter. The UD states include the user
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TABLE I
NOTATION LIST

lowercase x scalar
bold lowercase x vector
bold uppercase X matrix
x̂, x̂ estimate of a variable
‖x‖ Euclidean norm of a vector
‖x‖2W square of Mahalanobis norm, i.e., xTWx
tr(X) trace of a matrix
|X| determinant of a matrix
[X]u,:, [X]:,v the u-th row and the v-th column of a matrix,

respectively
[X]u:v,m:n sub-matrix with the u-th to the v-th rows and

the m-th to the n-th columns
[X]u,v entry at the u-th row and the v-th column of a

matrix
[x]u the u-th element of a vector
E[·] expectation operator
diag(·) diagonal matrix with the elements inside
M number of pseudorange measurements or ob-

served BSs
N dimension of all the position and velocity vec-

tors, i.e., N = 2 in 2D case and N = 3 in 3D
case

i, j index of the measurements (or the observed BS)
OM×N M ×N matrix with all-zero entries
IN N ×N identity matrix
qi position vector of the i-th observed BS
p unknown position vector of UD
v velocity vector of UD
ρi the i-th pseudorange measurement between UD

and BS
b, d clock offset and clock drift between UD and BS
tL time instant for localization
θ parameter vector
ε, σ2 pseudorange measurement noise and variance
F Fisher information matrix
W weighting matrix
Σ variance matrix
G design matrix
µ position bias
Q position error variance matrix

position denoted by p, and the clock offset denoted by b. The
dimension of all the position vectors is N (e.g., N = 2 in 2D
case and N = 3 in 3D case), i.e., qi,p ∈ RN .

Fig. 1 shows that BSs broadcast and a UD receives signals
in a sequential manner while the UD position and clock
offset are changing with time. Upon signal reception, the
UD measures the TOA based on its local clock that is not
synchronized with the system time. When the UD moves,
its position changes with time. Thus, the UD position is a
function of t, and the position at the i-th reception instant is
denoted by p(ti). Note that two clock sources with identical
nominal oscillation frequency generate sine waves with a
slightly different frequencies when working in the real world.
It causes a time-varying relative clock offset between two
devices [44]. Therefore, the UD clock offset with respect to
the system time also changes with time and thus is denoted
by b(ti) at the i-th reception instant.

B. TDBPS Pseudorange-based Localization Problem with
Short-time Linear Motion Model

The broadcast signal is stamped with the BS transmission
time. Once received, the TOA measured by the UD local clock
is obtained. Due to asynchronization between the UD and BS,

(p(ti), b(ti))

(p(t1), b(t1))

(p(tj), b(tj))

BS

BS

BS

BS

1-st TX

1-st RX

i-th TX

i-th RX

j-th RX

j-th TX

M-th TX

M-th RX

(p(tM), b(tM))

Fig. 1. Sequential signal transmission and reception in a TDBPS. The position
and clock offset of a moving UD change with time. The UD obtains M
sequential measurements to complete localization.

only a pseudorange between them can be obtained, i.e., there
is an extra term caused by the UD clock offset with respect
to the BSs. The pseudorange measurement is given by

ρi(ti) = ‖qi − p(ti)‖+ c · b(ti) + εi, i = 1, · · · ,M , (1)

where ρi is the pseudorange measurement between the UD
and the i-th observed BS, ti is the reception time given by the
system clock, c is the signal propagation speed, and εi is the
measurement noise, which is independent between different
BSs and follows a zero mean Gaussian distribution with a
variance of σ2

i , i.e., εi ∼ N (0, σ2
i ). We note that signals

from different BSs may undergo different propagation paths,
and therefore the noise variance may be different between
measurements.

Similar to (1), the pseudorange measurement with respect
to the j-th observed BS is written as

ρj(tj) = ‖qj − p(tj)‖+ c · b(tj) + εj

=

∥∥∥∥qj − (p(ti) +

∫ tj

ti

v(t)dt

)∥∥∥∥
+ c ·

(
b(ti) +

∫ tj

ti

d(t)dt

)
+ εj , i, j = 1, · · · ,M ,

(2)

where v(t) is the UD velocity and d(t) is the clock drift
between the UD and BSs that varies with time due to the
frequency deviation of the UD oscillator.

During a short time interval and/or with a small user
velocity, the UD position can be linearly modeled as the sum
of the initial position and the product of a constant velocity and
the time period. We select a time instant tL at which the UD
position is computed and denote the time difference between
the current instant of measurement and the localization time
by ∆tj = tj − tL. Then, the UD position p at time instant tj
given by (2) becomes

p(tj) = p(tL) + v(tL) ·∆tj . (3)

With respect to the UD clock drift, it is also treated as
constant during a short interval. Hence, the clock offset and
the drift terms in (2) are given by the linear model as

b(tj) = b(tL) + d(tL) ·∆tj . (4)
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Based on the known position of the j-th BS denoted by
qj , the clock model given in (4), and the UD’s short-time
movement model in (3), the pseudorange measurement at a
certain instant tj given by (2) can be linearly connected to the
parameters at instant tL, which is written as

ρj(tj) = ‖qj − (p(tL) + v(tL) ·∆tj)‖
+ c · b(tL) + c · d(tL) ·∆tj + εj . (5)

Note that in (5), the BS position term qj is known. By
using the linear model given by (3) and (4), we only have to
estimate p, v, b and d at the selected time instant tL rather than
at every ti and tj . Thus, the required number of measurements
and computational complexity are both reduced.

The localization problem for the TDBPS is to estimate the
UD position p at a selected time instant tL using M pseu-
dorange measurements given by (1) and (5). For simplicity,
the conventional LSPM-D method ignores the velocity term.
By doing this, the problem is simplified at the cost that the
final position error will grow with an increasing UD speed
due to lack of displacement compensation. In order to tackle
this problem, we will propose a set of optimal localization
methods in this paper.

III. PROPOSED OPTIMAL LOCALIZATION METHODS FOR
TDBPS

A. Optimal Localization with Known UD Velocity

1) ML Estimator for Localization: When the UD velocity
during the measurement period is known by some means
such as an external sensor, the parameters to be estimated
in (1) and (5) are the UD position and the clock offset. We
can use a maximum likelihood (ML) estimator to solve this
localization problem. We name this method by localization
based on sequential pseudorange measurement with a known
UD velocity and a clock drift state to be estimated - LSPM-
KVD.

The parameters to be estimated in this case is denoted by
θK , which contains the UD position p, clock offset b and drift
d, i.e.,

θK =
[
pT , b, d

]T
,

and θK ∈ RN+2. Here, we include the signal propagation
speed in the clock offset and drift terms for simple illustration.
The subscript “K” represents the LSPM-KVD method. The
parameters to be estimated are all at time instant tL in the
following text, and thus the time index for the corresponding
variables is omitted in the following text without loss of clarity.

The relationship between the pseudorange measurements
and the unknown parameters in a collective form reads

ρ = h(θK) + ε, (6)

where ρ ∈ RM is a vector containing all pseudorange
measurements, i.e., ρ = [ρ1, · · · , ρM ]T , and ε is the vec-
tor containing all the pseudorange measurement noises, i.e.,
ε = [ε1, · · · , εM ]T , and h(·) is a nonlinear mapping function
as given by (5) for a single pseudorange measurement, i.e.,

[h(θK)]i = ‖qi − (p+ v∆ti)‖+ b+ d∆ti, i = 1, · · · ,M .

Recall that the measurement noises of different BSs are
independent and follow a Gaussian distribution, the parameters
can then be estimated by solving the weighted least squares
(WLS) minimization problem as

θ̂K = arg min
θK
‖ρ− h(θK)‖2Wρ

, (7)

where θ̂K is the estimator, and Wρ is a positive-definite
diagonal weighting matrix given by

Wρ = Σ−1
ρ = diag

(
1

σ2
1

, · · · , 1

σ2
M

)
, (8)

with Σρ = diag
(
σ2

1 , · · · , σ2
M

)
being the pseudorange mea-

surement noise variance matrix, and ‖x‖2W = xTWx. We
know that ML estimator is asymptotically unbiased [45], and
thus, θ̂K converges to the true value in probability.

At this stage, the localization problem in such a TDBPS
reduces to determining the parameter θK based on the non-
linear equation given by (6). This estimator using sequential
pseudorange measurements ρ and the known UD velocity is
named as LSPM-KVD.

We note that when the UD velocity is zero, the nonlinear
function h(·) in (6) becomes that of the conventional LSPM-
D. Thus, the LSPM-D can be considered as a special case
of the LSPM-KVD when the UD is stationary. This will be
further shown in the error analysis in Section IV-A4.

2) Iterative LSPM-KVD Algorithm: We adopt the com-
monly used Gauss-Newton method [9], [11] to construct the
iterative algorithm for the LSPM-KVD as well as the other two
proposed methods. First, to linearize the equation set given by
(6), we conduct a Taylor series expansion at the estimate point
of θ̌K =

[
p̌T , b̌, ď

]T
, where p̌T , b̌, and ď are estimates for

pT , b, and d at time tL, respectively.
When the estimate is close to the true parameter, the high

order terms are small enough to be ignored. We retain the first
order term of the Taylor expansion, and (6) becomes

ρ = h(θ̌K) +

(
∂h(θK)

∂θK
|θK=θ̌K

)(
θK − θ̌K

)
+ ε. (9)

After ignoring the higher order terms in (9), we obtain a
linear equation set. We define the error vector:

∆θK , θK − θ̌K ,

and the residual vector:

rK , ρ− h(θ̌K) = ǦK ·∆θK + ε, (10)

where ǦK is the estimation of the design matrix GK , which
is determined by the true value of the parameter θK , and

[ǦK ]i,: =

[
∂h(θK)

∂θK
|θK=θ̌K

]
i,:

=
[
−ěTKi, 1,∆ti

]
, (11)

ěKi =
qi − p̌− v∆ti
‖qi − p̌− v∆ti‖

, (12)

with [·]i,: denoting the i-th row of a matrix, and ěK represent-
ing the estimated unit line-of-sight (LOS) vector from the UD
to the BS.
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The design matrix GK is defined as

[GK ]i,: ,
[
−eTi , 1,∆ti

]
, (13)

where e is the unit LOS vector given by

ei =
qi − p− v∆ti
‖qi − p− v∆ti‖

. (14)

The WLS estimate of the error vector ∆θK , denoted by
∆θ̌K , is given by

∆θ̌K = (ǦT
KWρǦK)−1ǦT

KWρrK . (15)

Then, the estimated parameter vector can be updated by

θ̌K ← θ̌K + ∆θ̌K . (16)

The updated parameter estimation given by (16) is then
used to calculate the value of the function h(·). After that,
the residual vector rK , design matrix GK and error vector
∆θK are updated iteratively. Once the estimated error vector
∆θ̌K is sufficiently small, the iteration converges. The Gauss-
Newton iterative LSPM-KVD (ILSPM-KVD) for the TDBPS
is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Note that the estimate parameter obtained from the iterative
algorithm is biased due to the non-linearity of the problem
[46], [47]. However, when the UD is far from the BS and the
measurement noise is small, this non-linearity-caused bias is
small enough to be ignored, as analyzed in [48]. Therefore,
in this work, we can safely use the proposed algorithm to
solve the localization problem in the TDBPS, as shown in the
numerical simulations in Section V.

Algorithm 1 ILSPM-KVD
1: Input: pseudorange measurement ρ and noise variance Σρ,

time instant of localization tL, observed BSs’ positions qi,
i = 1, · · · ,M , known UD velocity v, initial parameter
estimate θ̌K0 = [p̌T0 , b̌0, ď0]T , maximum iterative time
iter, and convergence threshold thr.

2: for s = 1 : iter do
3: Calculate unit LOS vector ěKi based on (12), i =

1, · · · ,M
4: Compute residual vector rK using (10)
5: Form design matrix ǦK based on (11)
6: Calculate estimated error vector ∆θ̌K using (15)
7: Update parameter estimate θ̌Ks = θ̌K(s−1) + ∆θ̌K
8: if ‖∆θ̌K‖ < thr then
9: Exit for loop

10: end if
11: end for
12: Output: θ̌Ks

B. Optimal Localization with Unknown UD Velocity

1) Joint Position and Velocity Estimator: We discuss how
to localize a UD when its velocity is known in the previous
sub-section. For the case with unknown UD velocity, we
propose the optimal localization method that jointly estimate
the position and velocity, namely LSPM-UVD.

The parameter vector to be estimated is denoted by θU ,
containing the UD position, clock offset and drift, and velocity,
i.e.,

θU =
[
pT , b, d,vT

]T
,

where the subscript “U” represents the LSPM-UVD method
and will be used in other variables.

Similar to (6), the relationship between the pseudorange
measurements and the unknown parameters is given by

ρ = h(θU ) + ε. (17)

where the function h(·) has the same form as that of (6), but
becomes a nonlinear R2N+2 → RM mapping function due to
the N -dimension unknown velocity.

The parameters can be obtained by solving the minimization
problem as

θ̂U = arg min
θU
‖ρ− h(θU )‖2Wρ

, (18)

where θ̂U is the estimator.
2) Iterative LSPM-UVD Algorithm: The process of the

iterative LSPM-UVD (ILSPM-UVD) algorithm is similar to
that of the ILSPM-KVD as given by Algorithm 1 using Gauss-
Newton method. The main differences include the LOS vector,
design matrix and the estimated error vector.

We denote the design matrix by GU as given by

[GU ]i,: =
[
−eTi , 1,∆ti,−eTi ∆ti

]
. (19)

The estimated unit LOS vector of the LSPM-UVD, denoted
by ěUi, is

ěUi =
qi − p̌− v̌∆ti
‖qi − p̌− v̌∆ti‖

, (20)

where v̌ is the estimated UD velocity, which is different from
the true velocity in ěK given by (12).

The estimated design matrix denoted by ǦU is

[ǦU ]i,: =
[
−ěTUi, 1,∆ti,−ěTUi∆ti

]
. (21)

The estimated error vector ∆θ̌U is given by

∆θ̌U = (ǦT
UWρǦU )−1ǦT

UWρrU . (22)

The process of the proposed ILSPM-KVD is summarized
in Algorithm 2.

C. Optimal Localization with Prior Distribution of UD Veloc-
ity

1) MAP Estimator for Localization: The localization cases
with known and unknown UD velocity are investigated in
the previous two sub-sections. In practice, the UD can be
equipped with some low-cost sensors, which may not be
accurate enough but can still provide some information on the
velocity. Thus, we are able to obtain some prior knowledge
on the UD velocity, e.g., its distribution, which is beneficial to
improve the positioning accuracy if properly incorporated. In
this sub-section, we propose a generalized MAP estimator with
prior distribution on velocity, namely LSPM-PVD, to handle
this case and include the LSPM-KVD and LSPM-UVD as its
special cases. We use a Gaussian distributed velocity as an
example to design the localization algorithm.
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Algorithm 2 ILSPM-UVD
1: Input: pseudorange measurement ρ and noise variance

Σρ, time instant of localization tL, observed BSs’ po-
sitions qi, i = 1, · · · ,M , initial parameter estimate
θ̌U0 = [p̌T0 , b̌0, ď0, v̌

T
0 ]T , maximum iterative time iter,

and convergence threshold thr.
2: for s = 1 : iter do
3: Calculate unit LOS vector ěUi based on (20), i =

1, · · · ,M
4: Compute residual vector rU = ρ− h(θ̌U )
5: Form design matrix ǦU based on (21)
6: Calculate estimated error vector ∆θ̌U using (22)
7: Update parameter estimate θ̌Us = θ̌U(s−1) + ∆θ̌U
8: if ‖∆θ̌U‖ < thr then
9: Exit for loop

10: end if
11: end for
12: Output: θ̌Us

The parameters to be estimated, denoted by θP , contain the
position, velocity, clock offset and drift, identical with that of
the LSPM-UVD, i.e.,

θP = θU =
[
pT , b, d,vT

]T
.

where the subscript “P ” represents the LSPM-PVD method
and will be applied to other related variables.

The prior distribution function of the UD velocity is denoted
by g(v). Then, we have the MAP estimator as

θ̂P = arg max
θP

f(ρ|θP )g(v), (23)

where θ̂P is the estimator, and the conditional probability
density function of ρ given θP is

f(ρ|θP ) =
exp

(
− 1

2‖ρ− h(θP )‖2
Σ−1
ρ

)
(2π)

M
2 |Σρ|

1
2

. (24)

We can see from (23) that when we know the UD velocity,
the prior distribution g(v) becomes a delta function. In this
case, (23) becomes θ̂K = arg max

θK
f(ρ|θK), which is equiv-

alent to (7). Therefore, the LSPM-KVD method becomes a
special case of the LSPM-PVD.

In the case without any knowledge on the UD velocity, the
prior distribution g(v) becomes a constant function, and (23)
degenerates to θ̂U = arg max

θU
f(ρ|θU ), which is equivalent to

(18). This equivalence indicates that the LSPM-UVD is also
a special case of the LSPM-PVD.

2) Iterative LSPM-PVD Algorithm with Gaussian Dis-
tributed UD Velocity: We assume the UD velocity follows
a Gaussian distribution and denote the mean of the velocity
by v, and the variance by Σv . The distribution function g(v)
thereby reads

g(v) =
exp

(
− 1

2 ‖v − v‖
2
Σ−1
v

)
(2π)

N
2 |Σv|

1
2

. (25)

By substituting (24) and (25) into (23), the MAP estimator
becomes

θ̂P = arg max
θP

exp
(
− 1

2‖ρ− h(θP )‖2
Σ−1
ρ
− 1

2 ‖v − v‖
2
Σ−1
v

)
(2π)

M+N
2 |Σρ|

1
2 |Σv|

1
2

.

(26)
The MAP estimator is equivalent to the WLS minimization

problem
θ̂P = arg min

θP
‖η(θP )‖2W , (27)

where
[η(θP )]1:M = ρ− h(θP ),

[η(θP )]M+1:M+N = v − v,

and W is the weighting matrix given by

W = Σ−1 =

[
Σ−1
ρ OM×N

ON×M Σ−1
v

]
, (28)

with Σ representing the collection of all the variances.
The iterative algorithm for the LSPM-PVD, namely ILSPM-

PVD, is similar to the ILSPM-UVD. However, there are some
differences including the estimated design matrix, LOS vector
and error vector.

The design matrix for LSPM-PVD is denoted by GP . It is
given by

[GP ]i,: =
[
−eTi , 1,∆ti,−eTi ∆ti

]
, 1 ≤ i ≤M ,

[GP ]M+1:M+N,: = [ON×(N+2), IN ]. (29)

The estimated design matrix ǦP is given by

[ǦP ]i,: =
[
−ěTPi, 1,∆ti,−ěTPi∆ti

]
, 1 ≤ i ≤M ,

[ǦP ]M+1:M+N,: = [GP ]M+1:M+N,:, (30)

where the estimated LOS vector is equal to that of the LSPM-
UVD, i.e.,

ěPi = ěUi =
qi − p̌− v̌∆ti
‖qi − p̌− v̌∆ti‖

. (31)

The estimated error vector is given by

∆θ̌P = (ǦT
PWρǦP )−1ǦT

PWρrP . (32)

The iterative ILSPM-PVD procedure is given by Algorithm 3.

IV. LOCALIZATION PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

A. LSPM-KVD Position Error Analysis
1) Position Error Performance: The position bias, variance

and root mean square error (RMSE) of the LSPM-KVD are
analyzed. We denote the position error of the LSPM-KVD by
∆pK , and the bias of the LSPM-KVD, denoted by µK , is

µK = E [∆pK ] =
[
E
[
(GT

KWρGK)−1GT
KWρε

]]
1:N

= 0.
(33)

The position error variance and the RMSE are thereby

QK = E
[
(∆pK − E[∆pK ]) (∆pK − E[∆pK ])

T
]

=
[
(GT

KWρGK)−1
]
1:N,1:N

,

RMSEK =
√
‖µK‖2 + tr(QK) =

√
tr(QK), (34)

where QK is the position variance and RMSEK is the
position RMSE.
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Algorithm 3 ILSPM-PVD with Gaussian distributed UD
velocity

1: Input: pseudorange measurement ρ and noise variance Σρ,
time instant of localization tL, observed BSs’ positions qi,
i = 1, · · · ,M , prior known velocity mean v and variance
Σv , initial parameter estimate θ̌P0 = [p̌T0 , b̌0, ď0, v̌

T
0 ]T ,

maximum iterative time iter, and convergence threshold
thr.

2: for s = 1 : iter do
3: Calculate unit LOS vector ěPi based on (31), i =

1, · · · ,M
4: Compute residual vector rP = ρ− h(θ̌P )
5: Form design matrix ǦP based on (30)
6: Calculate estimated error vector ∆θ̌P using (32)
7: Update parameter estimate θ̌Ps = θ̌P (s−1) + ∆θ̌P
8: if ‖∆θ̌P ‖ < thr then
9: Exit for loop

10: end if
11: end for
12: Output: θ̌Ps

2) CRLB Derivation: We derive the CRLB of the proposed
LSPM-KVD in this subsection. When the UD collects M mea-
surements from signals transmitted from BSs, the likelihood
function f(ρ|θK) is

f(ρ|θK) =
exp

(
− 1

2‖ρ− h(θK)‖2
Σ−1
ρ

)
(2π)

M
2 |Σρ|

1
2

. (35)

The second-order derivative is given by

∂2 ln f(ρ|θK)

∂θK∂θTK
=

−
(
∂h(θK)

∂θK

)T
Σ−1
ρ

∂h(θK)

∂θK
− (ρ− h(θK))

T
Σ−1
ρ

∂2h(θK)

∂θK∂θTK
.

(36)

The entries of the Fisher information matrix (FIM) denoted
by FK are

[FK ]i,j = −E
[
∂2 ln f(ρ|θK)

∂[θK ]i∂[θK ]j

]
, (37)

in which E[·] is the expectation operator, and [·]i,j is the entry
of a matrix at the i-th row and the j-th column.

We take expectation on (36). The FIM is thereby

FK = GT
KWρGK , (38)

where GK is given by (13) and Wρ is given by (8).
The CRLB relating to the i-th element in the parameter

vector θK is then obtained by

CRLBK([θK ]i) = [F−1
K ]i,i, (39)

where [·]i represents the i-th element of a vector.
Eq. (39) gives the CRLB for the proposed LSPM-KVD. The

position related CRLB, i.e., the top-left N (N=2 for 2D cases
and N=3 for 3D cases) diagonal entries of the matrix, are of
the most interest in the localization problem.

3) Position Error with Deviated Assumed Known Velocity:
In practice, the assumed known UD velocity may not be
accurate enough, i.e., it may deviate from the true value. We
investigate the impact of the velocity deviation on the final
position error.

We denote the assumed known UD velocity in such a case
by ṽ. We use “∼” over a symbol to represent the case for
deviated assumed UD velocity. The deviation from the true
velocity is denoted by ∆v = ṽ−v. Based on (9), the deviated
velocity-caused error vector, denoted by r̃K , is given by

[r̃K ]i = ‖qi − (p+ v∆ti)‖ − ‖qi − (p+ ṽ∆ti)‖ . (40)

Then, the position bias denoted by µ̃K is

µ̃K =
[
(G̃T

KWρG̃K)−1G̃T
KWρr̃K

]
1:N

, (41)

where the design matrix G̃K is given by

[G̃K ]i,: =
[
−eTi , 1,∆ti

]
. (42)

The position variance denoted by Q̃K and the RMSE
denoted by RMSẼK are given by

Q̃K =
[
(G̃T

KWρG̃K)−1
]

1:N,1:N
, (43)

and

RMSẼK =

√
‖µ̃K‖2 + tr(Q̃K), (44)

respectively.
Remark 1: The LSPM-KVD is an unbiased estimator

with accurately known velocity. However, the position bias
of the LSPM-KVD increases approximately linearly with
greater speed deviation ‖∆v‖ from the true UD velocity. The
derivation of the position bias in this case is given in Appendix
A.

4) Comparison with Conventional LSPM-D: We compare
the position error of the proposed LSPM-KVD with that of
the LSPM-D.

Different from the LSPM-KVD, the conventional LSPM-
D method simply ignores the UD movement during the
measurement period, resulting in a position bias caused by
the inaccurate motion model. We apply the subscript “D” to
the variables for the LSPM-D. The position bias denoted by
µD for the LSPM-D is given by

µD =
[
(GT

KWρGK)−1GT
KWρrD

]
1:N

, (45)

where the residual vector rD is expressed as

[rD]i = ‖qi − (p+ v∆ti)‖ − ‖qi − p‖ . (46)

Remark 2: The conventional LSPM-D is a biased estimator
for a moving UD. The position bias of the conventional
LSPM-D grows unlimited with increasing UD speed, and the
derivation is similar to Remark 1.

We denote the RMSE of the LSPM-D by RMSED:

RMSED =
√
‖µD‖2 + tr(QD), (47)

where QD = QK .



8

We note that for the LSPM-KVD with true known velocity,
the position bias is zero. Therefore, we have

RMSEK ≤ RMSED, (48)

in which, if and only if the UD velocity is zero, i.e., the UD
is stationary, the two RMSEs are equal.

Based on the comparison above, we can see that the
parameters to be estimated for both the LSPM-KVD and the
LSPM-D are identical, and the localization performances of
both methods when the UD velocity is zero are the same.
However, when the UD is moving, the positioning accuracy
of the proposed LSPM-KVD is better than that of the LSPM-
D. Thus, the LSPM-D can be treated as a special case of the
LSPM-KVD when the UD velocity is zero.

B. LSPM-UVD Position Error Analysis

For the LSPM-UVD, similar to the LSPM-KVD, the posi-
tion bias is

µU = 0. (49)

The position variance is given by

QU =
[
(GT

UWρGU )−1
]
1:N,1:N

. (50)

The position RMSE is expressed as

RMSEU =
√
‖µU‖2 + tr(QU ). (51)

The velocity estimation error can be obtained similarly. For
example, the velocity error variance is the (N + 3) : (2N +
2), (N+3) : (2N+2) sub-matrix of (GT

UWρGU )−1. We aim
to focus on the position error, and thus the velocity error is
not further discussed in this paper.

We denote the CRLB and FIM of the LSPM-UVD by
CRLBU and FU , respectively. Similar to the derivation of the
CRLB for the LSPM-UVD, we obtain the CRLBU as given
by

CRLBU ([θU ]i) =
[
F−1
U

]
i,i

=
[(
GT
UWρGU

)−1
]
i,i

. (52)

We partition the GU matrix as

GU = [G0,G1] , (53)

where [G0]i,: = [−eTUi, 1,∆ti], and [G1]i,: = −eTUi∆ti.
Then, FU in (52) is rewritten as

FU =

[
GT

0WρG0 GT
0WρG1

GT
1WρG0 GT

1WρG1

]
. (54)

The top-left (N + 2) × (N + 2) sub-matrix of the inverse
matrix of FIM relating to G0 contains the position-related
terms, which is derived as

[F−1
U ]1:(N+2),1:(N+2)

=
(
GT

0WρG0 −GT
0WρG1

(
GT

1WρG1

)−1
GT

1WρG0

)−1

.
(55)

Based on (55), we have

[F−1
U ]1:(N+2),1:(N+2) �

(
GT

0WρG0

)−1
, (56)

which is proved in Appendix B.

We note that the design matrix GK of the LSPM-KVD
equals to G0, and thus we have FK = GT

0WρG0.
Then, (56) becomes

[F−1
U ]1:(N+2),1:(N+2) � F−1

K , (57)

which shows that the position-related CRLB of the LSPM-
UVD is larger than that of the LSPM-KVD.

C. LSPM-PVD Position Error Analysis

The position bias of the LSPM-PVD is given by

µP = 0, (58)

with a Gaussian distributed UD velocity.
The position variance reads

QP =
[
(GT

PWρGP )−1
]
1:N,1:N

. (59)

The RMSE is

RMSEP =
√
‖µP ‖2 + tr(QP ). (60)

We now derive the CRLB of the LSPM-PVD. After some
similar derivation to that in Section IV-A, the FIM of the
LSPM-PVD, denoted by FP , is

FP = GT
PWGP , (61)

where GP is given by (30) and W is given by (28).
The CRLB for the LSPM-PVD is given by

CRLBP ([θ]i) = [F−1
P ]i,i, (62)

Furthermore, we investigate the relationship between the
errors of the LSPM-PVD, LSPM-KVD and LSPM-UVD. We
partition the GP matrix as given by

GP =

[
G0 G1

ON×(N+2) IN

]
, (63)

where G0 and G1 have the same definition as (53).
We define the velocity-related weighting matrix as Wv ,

Σ−1
v . Then, the FIM in (61) is derived as

FP =

[
GT

0WρG0 GT
0WρG1

GT
1WρG0 GT

1WρG1 +Wv

]
. (64)

The G0 related sub-matrix in the inverse of the FIM is
derived as

[F−1
P ]1:(N+2),1:(N+2) =

(
GT

0WρG0 −D
)−1

, (65)

where D = GT
0WρG1

(
GT

1WρG1 +Wv

)−1
GT

1WρG0.
Based on similar proof to Appendix B, we come to

F−1
K ≺ [F−1

P ]1:(N+2),1:(N+2) ≺ [F−1
U ]1:(N+2),1:(N+2), (66)

which shows that the position related CRLB of the proposed
LSPM-PVD lies between that of the LSPM-KVD and LSPM-
UVD.
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V. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

Simulations are conducted in this section to evaluate the
localization performance of the proposed LSPM-KVD, LSPM-
UVD and LSPM-PVD. In all the simulations, we compute
the RMSE of the positioning results. The CRLB is used as a
metric to evaluate the positioning accuracy. The RMSE of the
positioning results is given by

RMSE =

√√√√ 1

Ns

Ns∑
1

‖p− p̂‖2 (67)

where Ns is the total number of positioning result samples
and p̂ is the localization result from the algorithm under test
for each simulated sample.

A. LSPM-KVD Performance Evaluation: Stationary UD

A simulation scenario in 2D is first created to evaluate the
performance of the LSPM-KVD, LSPM-UVD and LSPM-
PVD in different cases. Four BSs are placed at the corners
of a 30 m×30 m square area as shown in Fig. 2. One UD
receives signals and obtains pseudorange measurements from
BSs in a sequential manner with a constant interval of 0.01 s
between two consecutive measurements. The UD is stationary
or moving inside the square area with a side length of 10 m and
center at (15, 15) m, as shown in Fig. 2. The relative clock
drift between the UD and BSs is set to 5 parts per million
(ppm), which is at the level of a smartphone-used temperature
compensated crystal oscillator (TCXO) [49]. The number of
input pseudorange measurements to the algorithms is set to be
M = 8, i.e., the UD performs one position fix after having
obtained two rounds of pseudorange measurements from the
four BSs sequentially in this simulation. The localization time
instant is set as the first measurement time, i.e., tL = t1.
The maximum iteration time iter is set to be 20 and the
convergence threshold thr is set to be 10−3.

A stationary simulation scene is created to evaluate the
performance of the proposed LSPM-KVD method. The UD
is randomly placed inside the gray square area as shown in
Fig. 2. All the TOA measurement noise σi is set identical,
varying from 0.01 to 1 m. We run 1000 times of Monte Carlo
simulations at every step to generate the UD position and the
sequential measurements. The localization error result of the
proposed ILSPM-KVD algorithm is shown in Fig. 3 (a). The
CRLB is shown in the same figure. It can be observed from the
figure that the theoretical error is identical with the numerical
position RMSE result given by the ILSPM-KVD algorithm.
This also indicates that in such a stationary case, the proposed
algorithm is an unbiased estimator.

We also use the conventional LSPM-D method to compute
the stationary positioning results, which is depicted in Fig.
3 (b). The CRLB of the LSPM-D method is also computed
and plotted in the same figure. We can see that the CRLB of
the LSPM-D is identical with that of the LSPM-KVD. This
result shows that the proposed LSPM-KVD method provides
the same positioning accuracy as the conventional LSPM-D
method in the stationary case. Thus, the conventional LSPM-
D method can be considered as a special case in the proposed
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Fig. 2. BSs and UD positions for simulation. BSs are located at the corner
and UD is randomly placed in the gray square region.
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Fig. 3. Position error vs. measurement noise in stationary case. The posi-
tioning accuracy of the proposed ILSPM-KVD algorithm reaches CRLB, and
is identical with that of the LSPM-D, which also reaches its CRLB for a
stationary UD.

LSPM-KVD method. It conforms to the error analysis in
Section IV-A4.

B. LSPM-KVD Performance Evaluation: Moving UD

We conduct a simulation to evaluate the performance of
the LSPM-KVD for a moving UD. All the simulation settings
are identical with that of Section V-A, except that the UD
randomly placed in the same square area shown in Fig. 2
is moving with a constant velocity during one period of
localization with M measurements. We set the true speed of
the UD as 5 m/s with a randomly chosen direction during the
entire measurement period. The TOA measurement noise σ
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Fig. 4. Position error vs. UD speed (σ=0.1 m). The position error of the
proposed ILSPM-KVD remains stable with increasing UD speed and reaches
CRLB. The conventional LSPM-D method has an increasing position bias
when the UD speed increases. The position error of the LSPM-D matches the
theoretical analysis.

is set varying from 0.01 to 1 m. At every noise step, 1000
simulation runs are done.

We conduct simulations with different user speeds to inves-
tigate the localization performance of the proposed ILSPM-
KVD. We set the measurement noise to σ=0.1 m, which is at
the level of the measurement capability of a UWB device [50],
and vary the user speed from 0.1 m/s to 20 m/s. The position
error result versus the UD speed is illustrated in Fig. 4. It can
be observed that when the UD speed increases, the proposed
ILSPM-KVD has stable localization error, which matches the
CRLB and shows that it is an unbiased estimator. On the
contrary, the localization error of the LSPM-D method grows
with an increasing user speed. When the UD speed is small,
the noise-caused position error dominants the total error of the
LSPM-D. With larger speed, the localization error increases
approximately linearly due to the dominance of the velocity-
caused position bias. This result is consistent with Remark 2.
The position RMSE from the LSPM-D matches the theoretical
RMSE computed based on (47) as depicted in the same figure,
verifying the error analysis for the conventional LSPM-D in
Section IV-A4.

When the assumed known velocity is not accurate enough
and deviates from the true UD velocity, the localization error
of the LSPM-KVD increases as shown in Fig. 5. We set
the measurement noise as σ=0.1 m, and the true UD speed
as 5 m/s. The position RMSE increases when the assumed
UD speed deviates from its true value. When the UD speed
becomes larger, the growing of the position RMSE appears
more linear. The theoretical RMSE at each simulation run is
computed using (44) and is found to match the position RMSE
curve well, verifying the error analysis in Section IV-A.

C. Performance Evaluation of LSPM-UVD and LSPM-PVD

Similar to the moving simulation for the LSPM-KVD, the
UD position is randomly selected in the UD region shown
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Fig. 5. Position error vs. deviation from true UD speed (σ=0.1 m and true UD
speed is 5 m/s). The position error of the proposed ILSPM-KVD increases
when the assumed known velocity deviates from the true velocity. The RMSE
output by the ILSPM-KVD matches the theoretical analysis.
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Fig. 6. Position error vs. pseudorange measurement noise for the LSPM-
UVD (a) and LSPM-PVD (b). The true UD speed is set to 5 m/s. For the
LSPM-PVD, the mean velocity is set to 5 m/s, and the STD is set to 2 m/s.
Positioning accuracy of both the positioning algorithms reaches CRLB.

in Fig. 2. We set the true speed of the UD as 5 m/s with a
randomly chosen direction during one localization period. The
TOA measurement noise σ is also set varying from 0.01 to 1
m. At every noise step, 1000 simulation runs are done. As
for the LSPM-PVD evaluation, we set that the UD velocity
follows a Gaussian distribution with a standard deviation
(STD) of 2 m/s for each axis in the simulation.

The position error results of both methods are shown in Fig
6 (a) and (b), respectively. Their CRLBs are depicted in the
same figure. We can see that the localization accuracy of both
the LSPM-UVD and LSPM-PVD methods reach their CRLB,
showing that they are unbiased estimators.

In order to evaluate the performance with varying velocity,
we then fix the measurement noise to σ=0.1 m, and vary the
UD speed from 0 to 20 m/s. The prior velocity distribution
input to the LSPM-PVD method has a mean value at the true



11

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

UD speed (m/s)

0.07

0.075

0.08

0.085

0.09

0.095

0.1

0.105

0.11

0.115

0.12
P

o
s
it
io

n
 R

M
S

E
 (

m
)

ILSPM-UVD

CRLB of LSPM-UVD

ILSPM-PVD (STD
v
=2 m/s)

CRLB of ILSPM-PVD (STD
v
=2 m/s)

ILSPM-KVD

CRLB of LSPM-KVD

Fig. 7. Position error vs. UD velocity. Measurement noise σ=0.1 m. For the
LSPM-PVD, the prior distribution of the UD velocity is set to have a mean
at the true velocity and a STD of 2 m/s. All the three proposed methods
reaches CRLB. Positioning accuracy of the LSPM-PVD lies between that of
the LSPM-KVD and LSPM-UVD.

velocity and a STD of 2 m/s. The position error result is shown
in Fig. 7. We also include the result of the LSPM-KVD in the
same figure. We can see that with prior knowledge on the UD
velocity, the performance of the LSPM-PVD is better than that
of the LSPM-UVD. The prior knowledge of the velocity for
the LSPM-PVD is not as accurate as the true velocity for the
LSPM-KVD, and thus the position error of the LSPM-PVD is
larger than that of the LSPM-KVD, as expected. The LSPM-
UVD does not require any knowledge of the UD velocity,
indicating a better robustness.

D. Localization Performance in Circular Motion Scenario

We investigate the localization performance of the proposed
methods in another simulation scenario that the UD conducts
a circular motion. This scenario is often seen in quadrotor
control and flight. There are four BSs placed at the corners of a
square area with a side length of 100 m as shown in Fig. 8. We
set the linear speed of the UD to 10 m/s, which can be achieved
by a main-stream commercial quadrotor. The trajectory of the
UD is a circle centered at (50, 50) m with a radius of 30 m
as shown in Fig. 8. The total simulation time length is 360 s.
Other settings are identical with the previous simulation, i.e.,
the interval of sequential pseudorange measurements is set to
0.01 s, the number of input measurements is M = 8, The
relative clock drift between the UD and BSs is set to 5 ppm,
and the pseudorange measurement noise is set to the level of
a UWB device as σ = 0.1 m. The simulated pseudorange
measurements are input to all the three proposed methods as
well as the conventional LSPM-D. For the LSPM-PVD, we
set that the prior distribution of the UD velocity follows a
Gaussian distribution with the mean of the true UD velocity
and a STD of 2 m/s.

The cumulative distribution function (CDF) curves of the
position error of all the three proposed methods and the
conventional LSPM-D are plotted in Fig. 9. The x and y-
axis and the total position RMSEs are listed in Table II. We

Fig. 8. BS placement and UD trajectory for circular motion case.

can see that the LSPM-KVD has the best localization accuracy
among all the methods, and the LSPM-PVD and LSPM-UVD
place second and third. The LSPM-D method has the worst
localization accuracy due to the unmodeled UD motion. This
result verifies the performance analysis given in Section IV
and demonstrates the feasibility of the proposed methods in a
real-world application such as drone flight tracking.

In terms of computational complexity, we compare the three
proposed methods with the conventional LSPM-D. The LSPM-
KVD has the same number of estimated parameters as the
LSPM-D, and thus their computational loads are identical. The
LSPM-UVD and LSPM-PVD have extra UD velocity to be
estimated, and thus their computational complexity is larger
than the LSPM-D. The most computation-intensive step of
the LSPM-UVD and LSPM-PVD is the (2N + 2)× (2N + 2)
matrix inverse compared with the (N + 2) × (N + 2) (N=3
in a 3D localization case) matrix inverse of the LSPM-D.
For a commercially available embedded system, this task of
at most 8×8 matrix inverse can be completed in a real-
time manner with acceptable computational resources [51],
indicating the feasibility of the proposed methods in light-
weighted equipment such as wearable sensors and Internet of
Things (IoT) devices.

VI. CONCLUSION

In the TDBPS, the BSs transmit signals successively and
pseudorange measurements are obtained sequentially by a UD.
When the conventional LSPM-D method is directly used, the
position error grows with an increasing UD speed due to lack
of estimation and compensation of the UD velocity. To solve
this movement-caused error problem, in this paper, we present
a set of optimal localization methods utilizing different levels
of prior knowledge on the UD velocity. We first propose the
LSPM-KVD method to incorporate the known UD velocity to
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Fig. 9. CDF of the position RMSE in the simulated circular motion case. The
true UD speed is set to 10 m/s. For the LSPM-PVD, the prior UD velocity is
set to have a mean value at the true velocity and a STD of 2 m/s. The position
RMSE of the LSPM-KVD is the smallest, the LSPM-PVD places second and
the LSPM-UVD is the third best. The conventional LSPM-D method has the
largest localization error due to the movement-caused bias.

TABLE II
LOCALIZATION ERROR RESULT OF CIRCULAR MOTION SIMULATION

RMSE LSPM-KVD LSPM-PVD LSPM-UVD LSPM-D
x-axis (cm) 5.2 6.5 8.0 19.0
y-axis (cm) 5.9 7.2 8.9 19.1

position (cm) 7.8 9.7 12.0 26.9

Note: The UD has a constant speed of 10 m/s. For the LSPM-PVD, the prior
UD velocity is set to have a mean at the true velocity and its STD is set to 2
m/s. The LSPM-KVD with perfectly known velocity has the best positioning
accuracy. The position error of the LSPM-PVD is larger than the LSPM-KVD
but smaller than the LSPM-UVD. The LSPM-UVD has the largest position
error among the three proposed methods since it uses least prior knowledge
on the velocity. The conventional LSPM-D has the worst positioning accuracy
due to the movement-caused bias.

reduce the displacement error and show that the conventional
LSPM-D is a special case of the LSPM-KVD when the UD is
stationary. To deal with the case of unknown UD velocity, the
LSPM-UVD method that jointly estimates the UD position and
velocity is proposed. For a more general case when the prior
distribution of the UD velocity is available, we develop the
LSPM-PVD method, a MAP estimator and a generalized form
of the LSPM-KVD and LSPM-UVD. We conduct localization
performance analysis of the three proposed methods. We
derive their CRLBs and position errors. Performance analysis
shows that i) the LSPM-KVD outperforms the conventional
LSPM-D in terms of localization accuracy, ii) the position
error of the LSPM-KVD increases when the assumed known
UD velocity deviates from the true value, and iii) the LSPM-
PVD method has better robustness and larger position error
than the LSPM-KVD, and the LSPM-UVD does not require
any prior knowledge on the UD velocity and thus has the
best robustness among the three. Simulations on stationary and
moving cases verify the theoretical analysis. Results show that
with accurately known UD velocity, the localization accuracy
of the LSPM-KVD is optimal. With a prior distribution on
the UD velocity, the LSPM-PVD is optimal and has larger

position error than the LSPM-KVD. In the case of unknown
UD velocity, the LSPM-UVD is the optimal estimator. It does
not require any prior knowledge on the UD velocity, leading to
best robustness. The three proposed localization methods are
able to be implemented in light-weighted real-time systems
and are feasible for real applications in the TDBPS.

APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF REMARK 1

In the case with deviated known UD velocity, according to
(41), the squared norm of the position bias is given by

‖µ̃K‖2 = r̃TKS
T
1 S1r̃K , (68)

where S1 =
[
(G̃T

KWρG̃K)−1G̃T
KWρ

]
1:N,:

.

We conduct Taylor series expansion on rK given by (40)
at the assumed velocity ṽ and keep the first order term, and
come to

r̃K = S2∆v, (69)

where [S2]i,: = ∆ti(qi−p)T

‖qi−p‖ .
By substituting (69) into (68), we have

‖µ̃K‖2 = ∆vTS∆v, (70)

where S = ST2 S
T
1 S1S2.

We note that S is positive definite. We can thereby find a
positive scalar α to let the matrix S − αI be positive semi-
definite. Therefore, we come to

‖µ̃K‖2 = α∆vT∆v + ∆vT (S − αI) ∆v ≥ α‖∆v‖2 (71)

We can see from (71) that the position bias grows approx-
imately linearly with an increasing UD speed deviation.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF INEQUALITY (56)

We rewrite (55) here as

[F−1
U (θ)]1:(N+2),1:(N+2)

=
(
GT

0WρG0 −GT
0WρG1

(
GT

1WρG1

)−1
GT

1WρG0

)−1

.
(72)

We know that Wρ is a diagonal matrix with all diagonal
entries being positive values. In practice, the matrices G0

and G1 usually have full rank if there are sufficient num-
ber of observed BSs. Because AAT is a positive definite
matrix for an arbitrary real matrix A with full rank, both
GT

0WρG0 and GT
1WρG1 are positive definite. Furthermore,

GT
0WρG1

(
GT

1WρG1

)−1
GT

1WρG0 is also positive definite.
Note that A � B if and only if (A−B) is positive definite.

Thus,

GT
0WρG0 �

GT
0WρG0 −GT

0WρG1

(
GT

1WρG1

)−1
GT

1WρG0. (73)



13

According to [52], we apply inverse operation to the matri-
ces on both sides of (73) and come to(
GT

0WρG0

)−1 ≺(
GT

0WρG0 −GT
0WρG1

(
GT

1WρG1

)−1
GT

1WρG0

)−1

.
(74)

Finally, (56) is proved.
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