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Abstract—Sidelink positioning research predominantly focuses
on the snapshot positioning problem, often within the mmWave
band. Only a limited number of studies have delved into vehicle-
to-anything (V2X) tracking within sub-6 GHz bands. In this paper,
we investigate the V2X sidelink tracking challenges over sub-
6 GHz frequencies. We propose a Kalman-filter-based tracking
approach that leverages the estimated error covariance lower
bounds (EECLBs) as measurement covariance, alongside a gating
method to augment tracking performance. Through simulations
employing ray-tracing data and super-resolution channel parame-
ter estimation, we validate the feasibility of sidelink tracking using
our proposed tracking filter with two novel EECLBs. Additionally,
we demonstrate the efficacy of the gating method in identifying
line-of-sight paths and enhancing tracking performance.

Index Terms—V2X, sidelink tracking, sub-6 GHz, EECLB,
measurement covariance, gating, ray-tracing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) has garnered
significant attention in the evolution of 5G mobile radio systems
and emerges as a cornerstone feature in beyond 5G commu-
nication systems [1], [2]. Many studies have focused on the
mmWave bands, primarily due to their larger available band-
width at higher carrier frequencies, leading to enhanced time-
delay resolution [3], [4]. Lower bands, such as the sub-6 GHz
bands, also hold significant promise for sensing applications,
particularly in environments with less complicated multipath
propagation [5]. One notable application is vehicle-to-anything
(V2X) communication [6], where radio sensing supports various
driving functions aimed at improving passenger safety and com-
fort [7]. Within V2X, sidelink communication can effectively
utilize the 5850-5925 MHz band at frequency range 1 (FR1),
along with neighboring unlicensed bands, to bolster sensing
capabilities [8], [9], thereby enhancing integrity, accuracy, and
power efficiency [10]. As lower bands are expected to be more
widely used for sidelink, it is important to understand their real-
world sensing performance.

The term ‘sensing’ in sidelink V2X encompasses not only
traditional radar-like functions (e.g., mapping of landmarks,
tracking of moving objects) but also positioning of connected
users [4], which is the focus of this work. Research in position-
ing can be broken down into snapshot positioning [11]–[16] and
tracking [17]–[20], where the former considers a single time
step, while the latter considers tracking of moving users over
time, taking into account their motion models. Several studies

have explored V2X sidelink positioning within sub-6 GHz
frequencies. For instance, [11] offers a comprehensive overview
of V2X positioning, highlighting the synchronization limitations
of time-difference-of-arrival (TDoA) methods and proposing the
utilization of carrier phase and multipath information. Different
positioning systems and architectures tailored for vehicular
applications, along with relevant key performance indicators
(KPIs) are described in [12]. A dynamic method for switching
between global navigation satellite system (GNSS) and NR
V2X TDoA measurements is presented in [13]. Additionally,
[14] enhances positioning accuracy by combining vehicle-to-
vehicle (V2V) range and angle measurements with vehicle-
to-infrastructure (V2I) TDoA measurements. In [15], [16], the
V2X sidelink positioning problem is investigated from an end-
to-end perspective, and its theoretical performance bounds are
derived. Regarding tracking in FR1, [17] demonstrates the via-
bility of tracking by employing time-of-arrival (ToA) and angle-
of-arrival (AoA) estimates in dense networks. This is achieved
using cascaded extended Kalman filters (EKFs), where two
EKFs are employed for tracking both the channel parameters
of the propagation path corresponding to the largest power and
the user. Notably, channel estimation is not implemented in this
approach. Additionally, in [18], a neural network architecture
is presented, enabling joint learning of user locations over time
and the surrounding environment in an unsupervised manner.
This approach utilizes time of flights, obtained using the MUSIC
algorithm from received signals. Furthermore, [19] conducts
tracking using an EKF, which utilizes received signal strengths
from many known nodes as measurements. In [20], antenna-
level carrier phase measurements are harnessed within an EKF
framework to continuously track users’ 3D orientation and loca-
tion. Synchronizing reference nodes in sidelink communication
poses challenges, making solutions relying on a single reference
node preferable. Surprisingly, there is limited research address-
ing the V2X sidelink tracking issue with a single reference node
in FR1 from a standard end-to-end perspective.

In this paper, we investigate V2X sidelink tracking in FR1,
employing a comprehensive end-to-end methodology. This ap-
proach incorporates ray-tracing-based channel modeling, a high-
resolution channel estimator, and a Kalman filter (KF)-based
tracking filter. Our primary contributions are summarized as
follows: (i) We propose a novel method for estimating the
measurement covariance, which is utilized in the update step of
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the tracking filter, by computing the estimated error covariance
lower bounds (EECLBs). (ii) We develop a gating method
that utilizes tracking information to assist line-of-sight (LoS)
identification. (iii) We validate the effectiveness of the end-to-
end tracking framework using realistic ray-tracing data.

Notations: Scalars (e.g., x) are denoted in italic, vectors (e.g.,
x) in bold, matrices (e.g., X) in bold capital letters. Transpose
is denoted by (·)⊤. The Kronecker product is denoted by ⊗. A
Gaussian density with mean u and covariance Σ, evaluated in
value x is denoted by N (x;u,Σ). A n-by-n identical matrix
is denoted by In, and a n-by-n zero matrix is denoted by 0n.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this paper, a sub-6 GHz V2X sidelink scenario involving a
single fixed road-side unit (RSU) and a single moving connected
road user (CRU) is examined. This section outlines the state
models for both the RSU and the CRU, as well as the signal
and measurement models.

A. State Models

In the considered scenario, the fixed RSU is equipped with
a uniform rectangular array (URA). With respect to the global
reference coordinate system, the center of the URA is located
at xRSU = [xRSU, yRSU, zRSU]

⊤, and its orientation is described
by Euler angles ψRSU = [εRSU, νRSU, γRSU]

⊤, ordered as roll,
pitch, and yaw, respectively. Consequently, the state of the
RSU is represented as sRSU = [x⊤

RSU,ψ
⊤
RSU]

⊤, which remains
constant over time and is assumed to be known a priori. The
CRU is equipped with a single antenna, positioned at xCRU,k =
[xCRU,k, yCRU,k, zCRU,k]

⊤ at time step k. The CRU moves over
time, with a velocity ẋCRU,k = [ẋCRU,k, ẏCRU,k, żCRU,k]

⊤ at
time step k and corresponding period T . Consequently, the
state of the CRU at time step k is encapsulated by sCRU,k =
[x⊤

CRU,k, ẋ
⊤
CRU,k]

⊤, which evolves according to a predetermined
dynamic model given by [21, Ch. 13.1]

sCRU,k = FsCRU,k−1 +Gnk, (1)
where F ∈ R6×6 represents the transition matrix, G ∈ R6×2

and nk refers to the acceleration process noise, modeled as a
zero-mean Gaussian noise with covariance Q = σ2

a I2, such
that nk ∼ N (nk;0,Q). Therefore, the transition density can
be characterized as
p(sCRU,k|sCRU,k−1) = N (sCRU,k;FsCRU,k−1,GQG

⊤). (2)

B. Signal Model

We follow a round-trip-time (RTT) protocol in this paper.
Every time step, the RSU sends orthogonal frequency-division
multiplexing (OFDM) downlink pilot signals to the CRU, com-
prising NOFDM symbols over S subcarriers. These signals can
reach the CRU via the LoS path, which is the path that signals
reach CRU directly and non-line-of-sight (NLoS) paths which
are the paths that signals bounce off landmarks in the environ-
ment and then reach the CRU. The CRU responds with signals
to the RSU following the RTT protocol. Additionally, we make
the assumption that the transmission interval is sufficiently short
to neglect any Doppler-induced phase effects. Consequently, the

Fig. 1. The considered RTT protocol between a requester (a RSU) and a
responder (a CRU).

received signal at time step k for the g-th OFDM symbol at the
κ-th subcarrier can be expressed as [22]

yκ,g,k =

Ik−1∑
i=0

ρika(θ
i
k)e

−ȷ2πκ∆fτ
i
kxκ,g + ωκ,g,k, (3)

where xκ,g is the pilot signal, yκ,g,k is the received signal
across the RSU array, ωκ,g,k is the additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN), ∆f is the subcarrier spacing, and a(·) is the
steering vectors of the RSU antenna arrays. There are Ik paths
from landmarks in the environment at time step k with i = 0
representing the LoS path. Each path i can be described by a
complex gain ρik, a ToA τ ik, and an AoA pair θik = [θiaz,k, θ

i
el,k]

⊤

in azimuth and elevation. Please note that the signal model (3)
is valid for both the RSU and CRU sides when acting as a
receiver. The AoA pair θik is determined by the direction of the
signals that arrive the receiver (RSU or CRU) for the i-th path,
and the ToA τ ik is determined by the propagation distance of
the i-th path and a clock offset between the transmitter and the
receiver (cancelled out through the RTT protocol).

The LoS AoA θ0k at the RSU can be directly related to
xCRU,k (see [16]), but the LoS ToA is given by τ0k = ∥xRSU −
xCRU,k∥/c+bCRU,k, which depends on an unknown time-varying
clock bias bCRU,k between the RSU and CRU. Here c denotes
the speed of light. To avoid tracking this bias, we utilize the
RTT protocol, which is often used in range-based positioning
to deal with the clock offset [7], [23]. As shown in Fig. 1, the
RSU can measure the RTT to the CRU and infer the distance
by subtracting the known processing time at the CRU.

C. Measurement Model

A channel estimator (see Section III-C1) will be applied on
(3) to recover the channel parameters, i.e., gain, ToA and AoA.
Channel parameters provided by the channel estimator at time
step k are denoted by Gk = {g0k, . . . , g

Îk−1
k },∀l ∈ {0, . . . , Îk−

1}, with glk = [ρ̂lk, τ̂
l
k, (θ̂

l

k)
⊤]⊤ denoting an estimated path. In

general, Îk ̸= Ik, since (i) not all paths can be resolved and
some paths may be missed (including the LoS path); (ii) extra
entries could be introduced in Gk due to noise peaks during
channel estimation. Hence, neither the existence of the LoS in
Gk nor the index of that path is known.

To track the CRU using the LoS path, we determine the
LoS path in Gk and convert it to a position estimate with an



associated measurement covariance. Hence, we directly use the
estimated position as measurement, which is denoted as zk at
time k. Consequently, we have the measurement function as

zk =HsCRU,k + rk, (4)
where H is the observation matrix describing the measurement
function from sCRU,k to zk. Since zk is the measurement of
CRU position xCRU,k only, H = [I3,03]. Moreover, rk refers
to the measurement noise, modeled as a zero-mean Gaussian
noise with covariance Rk, such that rk ∼ N (rk;0,Rk).
Therefore, the likelihood can be described as

p(zk|sCRU,k) = N (zk;HsCRU,k,Rk). (5)

III. END-TO-END METHODOLOGY

To solve the CRU tracking problem, the formulation provided
in (2) and (5) aligns well with a KF approach. In this section,
we will detail the KF and its challenges in this application. To
address these challenges, we utilize the EECLBs (introduced
in Section III-B) as the measurement covariance Rk, and
the predicted density N (sCRU,k;mk|k−1,P k|k−1) is used to
improve the LoS identification (introduced in Section III-C2).

A. Tracking Filter

The problem of estimating sCRU,k over time through noisy
measurements z1:k can be posed as a Bayesian filtering prob-
lem. The KF offers a closed-form solution to the Bayesian
filtering equations when dealing with linear Gaussian dynamic
and measurement models [21, Ch. 7.1]. As all predicted and
posterior densities are Gaussian, we denote the predicted and
posterior densities at time step k as
f(sCRU,k|sCRU,k−1, z1:k−1) = N (sCRU,k;mk|k−1,P k|k−1),

f(sCRU,k|z1:k) = N (sCRU,k;mk|k,P k|k),

with mk|k−1 and P k|k−1 denoting the mean and the covariance
of f(sCRU,k|sCRU,k−1, z1:k−1), and mk|k, and P k|k denoting
the mean and the covariance of f(sCRU,k|z1:k). The predicted
and posterior density parameters are [21, Ch. 7.1]:

• Prediction step: The predicted mean and covariance are
mk|k−1 = Fmk−1|k−1, (6)

P k|k−1 = FP k−1|k−1F
⊤ +GQG⊤. (7)

• Update step: From the measurement zk, the updated mean
and covariance are obtained as

ẑk =Hmk|k−1, (8)

Sk =HP k|k−1H
⊤ +Rk, (9)

Kk = P k|k−1H
⊤S−1

k , (10)
mk|k =mk|k−1 +Kk(zk − ẑk), (11)
P k|k = P k|k−1 −KkHP k|k−1, (12)

where (zk − ẑk), Sk and Kk are usually referred as
the innovation, innovation covariance, and Kalman gain,
respectively. Note that the update step is skipped if no
measurement arrives, i.e., the channel estimator does not
provide an estimation of the LoS path.

The recursion begins with the mean m0|0 and the covariance
P 0|0 of the prior density f(sCRU,0).

The main challenges of implementing the tracking filter under
the considered FR1 scenario are as follows:

• Measurement covariance estimation: The measurement
covariance Rk reflects the quality of the measurement and
affects how much the tracking filter should believe in the
measurement. However, Rk is not directly available in the
considered problem as the receiver only has access to (3).
Therefore, a good estimation on Rk is essential to have
good tracking performance.

• LoS identification: Channel estimator provides a group of
estimated paths every time step. We do not know if the
LoS path is part of Gk, nor what its index is. Hence, we
should identify which is the estimation of the LoS path and
use the position estimate from it as the measurement. The
estimated path with the shortest delay is usually chosen
as the LoS path. However, this method can lead to large
errors since the shortest estimated path does not always
correspond to the LoS path.

B. Measurement Noise Covariance Estimation

In this section, the fundamentals of Fisher Information Matrix
(FIM) are briefly introduced, and two proposed EECLB to
estimate Rk are described.

1) FIM: FIM offers a prevalent method for assessing the
performance of estimation algorithms in statistical estimation
theory, indicating the mean squared error (MSE) of any un-
biased estimator should always be larger than the inverse of
the FIM [24, Ch. 4.2]. Suppose we have a measurement model
ψ = µ(η,κ) +ϖ, with ϖ denoting a complex white noise
with variance N0, µ(·) denoting a known possibly non-linear
mapping, η denoting the parameters of interest, and κ denoting
the nuisance parameters. The lower bound on the estimation
error of ξ = [η⊤,κ⊤]⊤ has the form

E
{
(ξ − ξ̂)((ξ − ξ̂))⊤

}
⪰ Ξ−1(ξ), (13)

where ξ̂ denotes an estimate of ξ, and Ξ(ξ) is the FIM of ξ
given by

Ξ(ξ) =
2

N0
ℜ
{(∂µ(ξ)

∂ξ

)H ∂µ(ξ)
∂ξ

}
, (14)

with ∂µ(ξ)/∂ξ denoting the gradient matrix. The inequality
in (13) indicates that the MSE of an estimator is larger than
Ξ−1 in the positive semidefinite sense. The error covari-
ance lower bound (ECLB) of η can be obtained by taking
the corresponding sub-matrix of Ξ−1(ξ), i.e., ECLB(η) =
[Ξ−1(ξ)]1:dim(η),1:dim(η), where dim(·) returns the dimension of
the argument.

2) Measurement Covariance Estimation: We use estimates
of the ECLB of the CRU position to estimate the measurement
noise covariance. As only the LoS paths are used in this prob-
lem, we compute the ECLB in two steps. Firstly, we compute
the ECLB of η = [τ0k , (θ

0
k)

⊤]⊤ related to the observation
(3) according to (14) every time step. Secondly, the ECLB of
the CRU position can be computed using a standard Jacobian
approach, as the [τ0k , (θ

0
k)

⊤]⊤ is a function of xCRU,k. However,
computing the ECLB requires knowing the ground-truth channel
parameters and the ground-truth CRU position, which are not



available in real implementation. To estimate the ECLB, we
view the estimated paths Gk provided by the channel estimator
and the predicted mean of the CRU state mk|k−1 as ground-
truth, and use these values into ECLB computation. Similar
to the LoS and the NLoS bounds in [16], we compute the
estimations of two ECLBs:

• ECLB based on the estimated LoS parameters: only the
LoS path in Gk is utilized in (3), in both links of the
RTT protocol. The resulting estimated ECLB (EECLB) is
denoted by EECLB-LOS.

• ECLB based on the estimated LoS and NLoS parameters:
all paths in Gk are utilized in (3), in both links of the RTT
protocol. Given that paths outside the resolution cell of the
LoS path do not impact the estimation accuracy of the LoS
path, we omit these paths when computing the ECLB. The
resulting EECLB is denoted by EECLB-NLOS.

These EECLBs are directly used as Rk in the tracking filter.
Please note if there is no estimate within Gk corresponding to
the LoS path, then neither of the two EECLBs exists.

C. LoS Identification
To understand the LoS identification, we first describe the

channel parameter estimator, which generates Gk from (3).
1) Channel Parameter Estimation: We describe the high-

resolution channel estimation algorithm used to infer the ge-
ometric path parameters (i.e., gain, delay and AoA) using the
observations in (3). In (3), we wipe off the constant modulus
pilots xκ,g via conjugate multiplication and coherently integrate
over NOFDM symbols, assuming short transmission interval
(i.e., Doppler-induced phases are ignored). Then, (3) can be
reformulated as a 3-D tensor Yk ∈ CNz×Nx×S

Yk =

Ik−1∑
i=0

ρikaz(θ
i
k) ◦ ax(θ

i
k) ◦ d(τ ik) +N k , (15)

where ◦ denotes the outer product and integration gains are
absorbed in ρik. In (15), the horizontal and vertical spatial-
domain steering vectors, ax(θ) ∈ CNx×1 and az(θ) ∈ CNz×1,
are defined, respectively, as

[ax(θ)]n = eȷ
2π
λ dxn cos(θel) sin(θaz) , [az(θ)]n = eȷ

2π
λ dzn sin(θel) ,

where dx and dz denote the element spacing, Nx and Nz are
the number of antenna elements in the horizontal and vertical
axes of the URA, and a(θ) = ax(θ) ⊗ az(θ). In addition,
d(τ) ∈ CS×1 represents the frequency-domain steering vector
with [d(τ)]κ = e−ȷ2πκ∆fτ and N k is the noise tensor.

To estimate the path parameters from (15), we employ a
tensor decomposition based high-resolution channel estima-
tion algorithm [16]. We first construct a new tensor Ỹk ∈
CNz(nz+1)×Nx(nx+1)×V (where V = S − nz − nx) from the
original tensor observation in (15) by augmenting the spatial
domain with the frequency domain measurements [16, Eq. (15)]
to deal with the rank deficiency problem in standard CP
decomposition (CPD)-based channel estimation. After applying
this spatial augmentation (SA) strategy, we have

Ỹk =

Ik−1∑
i=0

ρikãz(θ
i
k, τ

i
k) ◦ ãx(θ

i
k, τ

i
k) ◦ d̃(τ ik) + Ñ k (16)

where
ãz(θ, τ) = az(θ)⊗ [d(τ)]1:nz+1 ∈ CNz(nz+1)×1 , (17a)

ãx(θ, τ) = ax(θ)⊗ [d(τ)]1:nz+1 ∈ CNx(nx+1)×1 , (17b)

d̃(τ) = [d(τ)]1:V ∈ CV×1 . (17c)

Next, we apply CPD to Ỹk in (16), i.e.,

min
{ai

z,a
i
x,d

i}Ik−1

i=0

∥∥Ŷ − Ỹk

∥∥2
F

(18a)

s.t. Ŷ =

Ik−1∑
i=0

ai
z ◦ ai

x ◦ d
i . (18b)

Based on (17), the parameters of the Ik paths at time step k
can be estimated from the output of (18) using

τ̂ ik = −
∠
(
[J1d

i]H[J2d
i]
)

2π∆f
, (19a)

θ̂iel,k = argmax
θel

∣∣(ai
z)

Hãz(θ, τ̂
i
k)
∣∣2 , (19b)

θ̂iaz,k = argmax
θaz

∣∣(ai
x)

Hãx(θaz, θ̂
i
el,k, τ̂

i
k)
∣∣2 , (19c)

and ρ̂k = B†
ky̆k, where J1 and J2 are selection matrices

selecting the first and the last V − 1 elements of a given right-
multiplying vector, Bk ∈ CNzNxS×Ik whose i-th column is
given by [Bk]:,i = d(τ̂ ik) ⊗ ax(θ̂

i
az,k, θ̂

i
el,k) ⊗ az(θ̂

i
az,k, θ̂

i
el,k),

y̆k = vec (Yk) ∈ CNzNxS×1, ρ̂k ∈ CIk×1 with [ρ̂k]i = ρ̂ik
denoting the estimate of the path gain ρik in (15), and (·)†
denotes Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse.

2) Tracking-aided LoS Identification: At time step k, we
view the predicted CRU position in (6) as the ground-truth
position. From this, we reconstruct τ0k and θ0k, denoted as
q̌k = [τ̌0k , (θ̌

0

k)
⊤]⊤. Subsequently, we define a range-angle gate

centered around q̌k, with the spread determined by P k|k−1, i.e.,

Hk = {q | (q − q̌k)⊤(Uk)
−1(q − q̌k) ≤ β}, (20)

where β is the gating threshold, Uk =MkP k|k−1M
⊤
k approx-

imates the covariance of q̌k with Mk denoting the Jacobian
from the predicted position to q̌k. Using the gate defined in
(20), the detection of LoS occurs if at least one of the estimated
paths falls within the gate Hk. Then, among those paths, the
one with the closest ToA to τ̌0k is selected as the LoS path. If
no LoS path is found, the update step in the KF is skipped.

IV. SIMULATIONS

A. Simulation Environment

We adhere to the 3GPP RSU deployment procedure according
to [25]. We focus on an urban vehicular scenario situated
at an intersection, depicted in Fig. 2, and simulate it using
the REMCOM Wireless InSite®ray-tracer [26]. The RSU is
located at the center of the intersection, precisely at coordi-
nates [0m, 0m, 10m]⊤. Surrounding the intersection are four
buildings, with their centers located at [±45m,±45m, 15m]⊤,
respectively, and all measuring 50m in length, 50m in width,
and 30m in height. The ground material is concrete, while the
buildings feature brick walls. The RSU is equipment with a 2×4
antenna array, and the CRU is deployed with a single antenna,
following the antenna patterns specified in [16]. The CRU
possesses an initial velocity along the y-axis, and travels on the
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Fig. 2. The ray-tracing simulation environment with a single RSU at the center
of the intersection, four buildings, and a vehicle moving from down to up.

ground alongside the lane, with its antenna positioned at a height
of 1.5m. The center of lane extends from [1.6m,−70m, 0m]⊤

to [1.6m, 70m, 0m]⊤.
In terms of signal parameters, the carrier frequency is set at

5.9 GHz. The OFDM pilot signals consist of 12 symbols, each
maintaining a constant amplitude. The total active bandwidth
spans 17.28 MHz, distributed over 288 subcarriers with a
subcarrier spacing of 60 kHz. The transmit power is configured
to 10 dBm, the noise spectral density stands at −174 dBm/Hz,
and the receiver noise figure is set at 8 dB. Measurements are
generated every 100 ms. Additionally, we assume a 2D constant
velocity model for (2), with σa = 0.1 m/s2 and T = 10 ms.
Despite the scenario being 3D, we operate in a 2D context, as
the CRU traverses the ground and maintains its antenna height
fixed at 1.5m.

We assess the tracking performance by computing the root
mean squared error (RMSE) of the CRU position estimates
across 100 Monte Carlo (MC) simulations or cumulative density
functions (CDFs) of absolute errors. In each simulation, we first
generate propagation paths using the raytracing data, then em-
ploy the channel estimator introduced in Section III-C1 on the
generated signals to acquire channel parameters. Subsequently,
we derive a position estimate from the identified LoS path and
apply the tracking filter to track the CRU over time. We compare
RMSE performances using EECLB-LOS and EECLB-NLOS
as measurement covariance against four benchmarks (BMs):
BM1: tracking using non-stationary MSE as the measurement
covariance (namely tracking, non-stat.), which is the instan-
taneous position MSE estimated across 100 MC simulations
for each time step/location; BM2: tracking using stationary
MSE as the measurement covariance (namely tracking, stat.),
which is the average position MSE, i.e., averaged across 100
MC simulations and across all time steps/locations; BM3:
snapshot positioning (position estimates from the identified
LoS paths without any tracking), and BM4: dead reckoning
(pure integration without considering measurements). Later, we
will also compare tracking performances of EECLB-LOS and
EECLB-NLOS in cases with and without gating.
B. Results and Discussion

We begin by examining the viability of the tracking filter
employing the proposed covariance estimates. Fig. 3 shows the

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60
10−2

10−1

100

101

Position of the vehicle on the y-axis [m]

R
M

SE
[m

]

BM1, tracking, non-stat. BM2, tracking, stat.
BM3, snapshot positioning BM4, dead reckoning
Tracking, EECLB-LOS Tracking, EECLB-NLOS

Fig. 3. Comparison of tracking performances when EECLB-LOS and EECLB-
NLOS are used as the measurement covariance in the tracking filter with four
benchmarks. Here, gating is not implemented in LoS identification.

tracking results using EECLB-LOS and EECLB-NLOS as the
measurement covariance, compared against four benchmarks,
where the gating is not implemented. Our observations indicate
that the tracking filter performs admirably, generally showcasing
lower RMSEs compared to the snapshot positioning and dead
reckoning results, regardless of the covariance used in four
tracking results. This superior performance is attributed to
the tracking filter’s incorporation of both measurements and
CRU motion, which leads to enhanced accuracy. In contrast,
snapshot positioning disregards CRU motion, and dead reckon-
ing overlooks measurements entirely. Among the four tracking
results, the optimal performance is achieved when utilizing the
non-stationary MSE, as it accurately reflects the true quality
of the measurement, whereas the EECLB-LOS, the EECLB-
NLOS and the stationary MSE serve merely as estimates of
the measurement covariance. Furthermore, the least satisfactory
performance is observed when utilizing the stationary MSE as
the covariance. This is due to the covariance remaining static,
thereby unable to accommodate fluctuations in measurement
quality across time/space. When employing the EECLB-LOS,
the tracking filter exhibits better performance compared to
employing EECLB-NLOS. This discrepancy arises from the fact
that all paths within Gk are already resolved by the channel
estimator. However, resolved NLoS paths falling within the
resolution cell of the estimated LoS paths introduce errors in
ECLB estimation, resulting in degraded tracking performance.

Next, we investigate how gating enhances the tracking perfor-
mance by aiding the LoS identification. Fig. 4 displays RMSEs
of ToA estimates for the LoS path in both gating and non-
gating cases. The lower RMSE in the gating case is attributed
to the correct identification of the LoS path among the detected
paths with gating assistance. The discontinuities observed in
the solid line, e.g, around y = 24 m in Fig. 4, correspond to
instances where no LoS measurements are identified (i.e., no
measurements fall within the LoS gate). In such instances, the
dashed line generally exhibits larger errors, because of incorrect
identification of the LoS path among the detected paths. We
also examine the CDFs of the absolute positioning error for the
tracking results using two EECLBs, in cases with and without
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implementing gating, as illustrated in Fig. 5. Improved tracking
outcomes are observed in both cases when either the EECLB-
LOS or EECLB-NLOS is used, as indicated by the dashed
lines positioned to the right of the solid lines in Fig. 5. This
improvement stems from the correct identification of the LoS
path among the detected paths in certain instances facilitated
by gating. Conversely, without gating, the LoS path is often
misidentified.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, our focus lies on addressing the V2X sidelink
tracking problem within the framework of 3GPP Release 18
in sub-6 GHz. Our objective is to track the trajectory of a
moving CRU over time, aided by a single RSU. We develop
a tracking filter based on the KF, wherein two EECLBs are
employed as the measurement covariance in the update step
of the tracking filter. Additionally, we introduce a gating
method wherein the intermediate tracking results are leveraged
to enhance LoS identification. To evaluate the efficacy of our
approach, we conduct simulations in an urban scenario at an
intersection using ray-tracing data. Our results demonstrate that
the tracking filter, coupled with the proposed EECLBs, exhibits
satisfactory performance, albeit with a discernible gap compared
to the case employing the non-stationary MSE. Furthermore, our
results underscore the efficacy of the proposed gating method
in improving overall tracking performance by enabling more
accurate identification of LoS paths among the detected paths.
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