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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) has the potential
to enhance sensing performance, due to its capability of reshaping
the echo signals. Different from the existing literature, which
has commonly focused on IRS beamforming optimization, in
this paper, we pay special attention to designing effective signal
processing approaches to extract sensing information from IRS-
reshaped echo signals. To this end, we investigate an IRS-assisted
non-line-of-sight (NLOS) target detection and multi-parameter
estimation problem in orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM) systems. To address this problem, we first propose a
novel detection and direction estimation framework, including
a low-overhead hierarchical codebook that allows the IRS to
generate three-dimensional beams with adjustable beam direction
and width, a delay spectrum peak-based beam training scheme
for detection and direction estimation, and a beam refinement
scheme for further enhancing the accuracy of the direction esti-
mation. Then, we propose a target range and velocity estimation
scheme by extracting the delay-Doppler information from the
IRS-reshaped echo signals. Numerical results demonstrate that
the proposed schemes can achieve 99.7% target detection rate, a
10~>-rad level direction estimation accuracy, and a 10~ ®-m/107°-
m/s level range/velocity estimation accuracy.

Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surface, target detection,
direction estimation, range and velocity estimation, beam train-
ing, OFDM.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) is an emerging tech-
nology for future wireless communication networks, which
is composed of meta-material units capable of dynamically
controlling the phase of the incoming signal to reconfigure
the wireless propagation environment [2]. Besides, the IRS
enables signal manipulation without the need for power am-
plifiers, which facilitates the reduction in energy consumption
and hardware costs.

Despite originally intended to enhance communication per-
formance [3], IRS has lately attracted growing interest in
sensing applications, such as target detection and parameter
estimation. In terms of performance analysis, the work in
[4] investigated the potential of the IRS for target detection,
and demonstrated the substantial target detection gain attained
from the IRS. Later on, the work [S] analyzed the IRS-assisted
target detection performance in an MIMO radar scenario. In
[6]], the authors addressed the problem of blind-zone radar
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surveillance with the aid of an IRS, and revealed the sig-
nificant improvement in signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) with an
increased size of IRS. For exploring the IRS’s potential for
localization, the authors in [7]] derived the Cramer-Rao lower
bound (CRLB) for positioning with IRS, which was verified
to decrease quadratically with the surface area of IRS. In ad-
dition, Huang et al. [8] extended the IRS-assisted localization
to a multiple-IRS scenario, showing that localization accuracy
can be improved by deploying more IRSs.

Owing to the immense potential of IRS in sensing applica-
tions, researchers have dedicated substantial efforts to design
IRS beamforming in passive IRS-aided sensing systems [9]—
[14]. For example, Esmaeilbeig et al. designed IRS phase
shifts to enhance the performance of target detection [10] and
target parameter estimation [L1]], [12], demonstrating that the
target sensing performance can be remarkably improved by
appropriate IRS beamforming design. For enhancing multi-
user localization performance, authors in [13]] jointly designed
the active and passive beamforming to maximize the sig-
nal strength differences between adjacent users. Furthermore,
Bazzi et al. [[14] considered IRS beamforming design for joint
detection and localization in multi-target scenarios, where the
IRS beamforming was designed to maximize the strength of
the IRS-collected target echo signals and minimize the strength
of all other signals.

For facilitating sensing applications, some new IRS-assisted
sensing architectures emerge, such as self-sensing IRS [15],
semi-passive IRS [16]-[18]], and target-mounted IRS [19]. In
[15], the IRS controller was equipped with a radio frequency
(RF) source for transmitting probing signals, and the IRS
was installed with sensors to estimate the target direction by
applying a multiple signal classification (MUSIC) algorithm.
In [16], partial IRS elements can operate in sensing mode,
and location information was estimated by combining the total
least squares estimation of signal parameters via rotational in-
variance technique (TLS-ESPRIT) and the MUSIC algorithm.
In [19], the IRS was mounted on the sensing target, and the
target location and orientation were estimated as that of the
IRS by leveraging the IRS beamforming and solving least-
square problems.

For the new IRS-assisted sensing architectures, sensing
information extraction can be solved through conventional
signal processing techniques, due to their additional hardware
structures (e.g., sensors and RF sources). For the passive IRS-
aided sensing system, the transmitted signals undergo reconfig-
urable and cascaded echo channels due to the introduction of
IRS, which changes the mapping relationship between sensing
parameters and echo signals, leading to the intractability of
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extracting sensing information from the received echo signals
and the sensitivity of sensing accuracy to the IRS passive
beamforming. Nevertheless, the prevailing studies that use
passive IRS as an anchor node to assist sensing tasks primarily
concentrate on beamforming optimization under various sce-
narios and system architectures, while how to design effective
signal processing approaches for extracting sensing informa-
tion from IRS-reshaped echo signals is far from being well
investigated.

Motivated by the above issues, in this paper, we consider the
non-line-of-sight (NLOS) target sensing problem in an IRS-
assisted orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)
dual-function radar-communication (DFRC) system. To solve
this problem, we propose an IRS-assisted NLOS target sensing
framework, including sensing protocol, spatial signal process-
ing for detection and direction estimation, as well as delay-
Doppler (DD) signal processing for range/velocity estimation.
The main contributions of the article are as follows:

o We develop an IRS-assisted NLOS target sensing proto-
col, where the whole coherent processing interval (CPI)
is divided into the coarse-grained sensing (CGS) period
and the fine-grained sensing (FGS) period. During the
CGS period, the IRS conducts three-dimensional (3D)
beam training to detect the presence of the target as
well as to estimate its direction. With the IRS beam
pointing at the target’s direction estimated via CGS, the
dual-function base station (DFBS) estimates the target
range and velocity (R&V) during the FGS period. By
combining the estimated direction and range, the target
location can be obtained.

o For the CGS period, we design a target detection and
direction estimation scheme, based on the identification
that the target presence and direction can be determined
from the IRS-reshaped echo signals. Specifically, first,
invoking the sub-array partitioning and beam-broadening
approaches, we devise a low-overhead hierarchical code-
book for IRS 3D beamforming, which enables the IRS to
adjust beam direction and width flexibly. Then, we design
a delay spectrum peak (DSP)-based hierarchical beam
training (HBT) strategy to estimate the target direction,
in which we propose a DSP detector for determining
the target presence/absence within the beam scanning
area. Finally, based on the linear interpolation technique,
we propose a beam refinement (BR) method for further
enhancing the direction estimation accuracy.

« For the FGS period, we propose a target R&V estimation
scheme by extracting the DD information from the IRS-
reshaped echo signals, where the beam training result
obtained via the CGS is exploited to design the IRS
beamforming of the FGS period for providing higher
beamforming gain.

o Through both analytical and numerical results, we prove
that with uniform power allocation among N sub-carriers
(SCs), using the DSP detector to process echo signals
yields NV times signal processing gain than the power de-
tector. Besides, the DSP-based HBT can reach a remark-
able target detection success rate of 99.7%. Moreover,

after conducting the BR process, the target direction can
be precisely estimated with 10~3-rad level accuracy. In
addition, by utilizing the IRS beam training result to assist
FGS, the proposed R&V estimation scheme for NLOS
target sensing can achieve 10~%-m level range estimation
accuracy and 10~°-m/s level velocity estimation accu-
racy, respectively.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion [l describes the system model of the IRS-assisted target
sensing system. Section introduces the use of IRS 3D
beam training for target detection and direction estimation,
while Section [[V] presents the target R&V estimation via DD
estimation. Section [V] extends the proposed system to the
general multi-target case. The numerical results on the system
performance are given in Section [VI and Section draw
conclusions of this paper.

Notations: Throughout this paper, the boldface upper/lower
case represents matrices/vectors. (-)* and (-)! stand for trans-
pose and Hermitian transpose, respectively. || - || and E{-}
respectively denote the Euclidean norm and the expected value
function. CN(0,0?) denotes the complex Gaussian distribu-
tion with mean 0 and variance o%. diag(-) denotes the diagonal
operation. Moreover, P (-) is the probability of an event.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
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Fig. 1: IRS-assisted target sensing system.

As shown in Fig. [l| this paper investigates an IRS-assisted
NLOS target sensing system, where a DFBS with uniform
linear array (ULA) consisting of Np transmit/receive antennas,
transmits the OFDM waveform and receives the echo signals
reflected by an IRS with M xM elements. [| The ULA of
the DFBS and the IRS are placed parallel to the y axis and
the y-o-z plane, respectively. The overall bandwidth consists
of N equally-spaced SCs, where the frequency of the n-th
neN&{0,--- ,N —1})SCis f, = f.+nAf, with f. and
Af respectively denote the carrier frequency and SC spacing@

A. Sensing protocol

As shown in Fig. 2l we consider a CPI during which the
target states (e.g., velocity and location) remain constant. One

'The OFDM waveform is widely used for radar sensing [20] and is a
promising candidate for integrated sensing and communication [21], owing to
its high spectral efficiency, robustness against multipath effect, and flexibility
for resource allocation.

2We consider the scenario with constant wavelength A across the opera-
tional bandwidth [22].
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Fig. 2: The sensing protocol during one CPI.

CPI is divided into two periods: the CGS period consisting
of Tcq OFDM symbols, and the FGS period consisting of
Trg OFDM symbols. In the CGS period, the IRS conducts
3D beam training to detect the target presence as well as
to estimate its direction. During the FGS period, the IRS is
configured according to the beam training result of the CGS
period. Then, the DFBS conducts target R&V estimation by
extracting DD information from the echo signals reshaped
by the IRS. Finally, combining the target direction estimated
during the CGS period and the target range estimated during
the FGS period, the target location is determined. In addition,
the first A; and last A, OFDM symbols are guard time for
IRS configuration and location calculation, respectively, which
are trivial compared to the whole CPI and will be ignored
hereafter.

B. Channel Model

The IRS is deployed in preferable locations that possess LoS
links to both the DFBS and target. Therefore, the DFBS-IRS
channel at the n-th (n € N') SC can be modeled by [23]

GBQR,n = aBQR,an (ngRa ’USQR) ag (UIB)gﬁ) » (1)

where apor,, 1S the complex channel gain for the DFBS-IRS
link, which is described by [24]

—j2n fnd 3
QB2R,n = (B2RE o 2
where dpor is the range from the DFBS to the IRS, c is the
lightspeed, apaor denotes the path loss, which is given by

1
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where dj is the reference distance, egog denotes the path loss
exponent (PLE). Besides, ap (-)/by (-) denote the DFBS/IRS
array response vector. The normalized azimuth/elevation an-
gles of arrival (AoA) (i.e., uf,r/vR,r) and the normalized
angle of departure (AoD) (i.e., ugm) are described by

d .
UBoR = 2TR cos (WQQR) sin (QOQQR) ; 4)

dR . dB .
USQR = 27 sin (WQQR) , UBQR = 27 sin (OEQR) , (5

where dr and dp respectively represent the element spacing
of the IRS and the DFBS, 05,5, 78,gr, and @B, are the
AoD, elevation AoA, and azimuth AoA for the DFBS-IRS
link, respectively.

Similarly, the IRS-target channel at the n-th (n € ') SC is
modeled by

H,D .D
gR2G,n = OR2G,n b (UR2G, VR2G) - (6)

where araq,, is the complex channel gain for the IRS-target
link, which is given by

_ —J27 fndrac
OR2G.n = AR2GXP | ——— —— |, @)
where arag represents the path loss, which is given by
1
d — 3 €R2G
arag = 10775 ( ZQG) , ®)
0

with egag denotes the PLE. drag is the range from the IRS to
the target. The normalized azimuth AoD and the normalized
elevation AoD are respectively described by

d )
URsG = QTR cos (7%{)2(}) sin (%732(3) ; 9

D

dr .
vRac = 273 sin (YRac) » (10)

where 732(;/@32(; denote the elevation/azimuth AoD for the
IRS-target link.

For simplicity, we assume that dg = dg = A/2. Hence,
ap (u) and by (u,v) are respectively modeled as

. . T
. . T
b (u,v) = 1,677, 70 (12)
® |:1,ej7'r'u, o ,ejﬂ'(Mfl)v}T

C. Signal Model

We pack the transmit symbol during one CPI into an N x
Tcp1 matrix, which is described by
81,1 S$1,Tcpr

SN,1

(13)
SN, Tcpr

where s, satisfying E{|s, |} = 1, is the [-th OFDM
symbol on the n-th SC. Then, we describe the compact
transmit precoding matrix by

NNpxN
e CBrA,

W, = diag (We,1,- - , Wen) (14)

where wy ,, € CVEX1 ig the transmit precoding vector on the
n-th SC, which satisfies ||[wy . ||> = 1,

For signal transmission, S is precoded by W; in the
frequency domain at first, which obtains the precoded symbol
matrix

X1,1 X1,Tcpr
X=WS=|: . e CNNexTerr  (15)
XN,1 XN, Tcpr
where X, = Wi 8, € CVEX! denotes the I-th precoded

symbol vector on the n-th SC. Subsequently, with an N-point
inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT), X is transformed into
the time domain and inserted with a cyclic prefix (CP) whose
length T, is longer than the multipath delay spread [25].
After CP removal and conducting the N-point fast Fourier
transform (FFT), the received baseband frequency-domain



echo signals at the DFBS can be expressed ad]

S’B,n,l :\/pT,naGGn (5 (l)) Xn,lejQTrlTOfD + ny i,

neN,le L210,---,(Tcp1 — 1)}, (16)

where pr, is the allocated power on the n-th SC, ag is
the target radar cross section (RCS) with E{|ag|?} = G,
To = 1/Af + Tcp represents the OFDM symbol duration,
fp = 2vg /) denotes the Doppler shift with v being the tar-
get velocity, respectively [27]. n,,; ~ CN (0,081n,) denotes
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN). In addition, the
effective target echo channel at the n-th SC is defined as

G, (E(D) = (17)
Gg2R,ndiag &) g;[;2G,ngR2G,ndiag (€ (1)) GB2r,n;
where é (Z) — |:€j191 (”7 cee 647'19771(”, ey 6‘j19M2 (l)} T denotes

the IRS phase shift beam at the [-th OFDM symbol.

Once the DFBS receives the echo signals, the signals are
beamformed using the receive combiner, which obtains the
received signal matrix Y, whose (n,[)-th element is

(Y&, £ yBni =W, IBn. (18)
= \/pT.,naGW;I:nGn (€ (l)) Xn,lejQTrlTOfD + W;I:nnn,lv

where w,,, € CNox1_satisfying ||w; ||> = 1, is the receive
combining vector on the n-th SC.

III. TARGET DETECTION AND DIRECTION ESTIMATION
VIA IRS 3D BEAM TRAINING

During the CGS period, an IRS 3D beam training scheme is
proposed to detect the presence of the target and estimate its
direction. Specifically, first, we design a hierarchical codebook
for IRS 3D beamforming. Then, based on the hierarchical
codebook, a low-overhead 3D HBT scheme is proposed for
estimating the target direction, where a DSP detector is devised
to determine the presence of the target within the current beam
scanning area. Finally, we propose a BR method for further
enhancing the direction estimation accuracy.

A. Problem Statement

First, for the beamforming design at the DFBS, we denote
Ag (w,up) £ |af} (up) w| as the beam gain of w towards the
spatial direction up € [—1,1], where w denotes either wy,,
or w, . For facilitating the IRS-assisted sensing task of the
NLOS target, the DFBS beamforming should be designed to
maximize beam gain towards the IRS. Hence, wy ,, and w, ,,
can be designed as

¢ ¢ D
Wff; = wyh = argmax Ay, (W, uBQR) (19)
w
1
TN D
= WOBp = ———=agp (uBQR) ,n S N

VN

Then, for the beamforming design at the IRS, we denote
Ag (&, ur,vr) as the beam gain of £ towards the spatial
direction (ur,vr) (ur,vr € [—1,1]), which is described by

AR (& ur,vr) = |bIH(uR,UR) diag (&) by (UQQR,USQR) ‘ . (20)

3The DFBS is full-duplex that transmits and receives simultaneously with
self-interference cancellation [26].

The phase shift beam which maximizes the beam gain along
the direction (ug,vr) satisfies

P1): Ingax Ag(&,uR,vR), (21a)

st |[€],|=1,me{l,--M},  (21b)

which yields

€"" (ur, vr) = diag (by (ungv US2R)) br (ur, vr)
= bik (US2R7 ’U§2R) ° bI (U’R7 UR)

= by (uR — UQQR, VR — UQQR) . (22)

Hence, a straightforward approach for target detection and
direction estimation is using the exhaustive beam searching
(EBS) scheme to search the entire angle range [28]]. However,
considering the massive number of IRS elements, the EBS
scheme is impractical since it requires the overhead of at least
M? OFDM symbols. Responding to this, we design a low-
overhead yet efficient hierarchical codebook for IRS 3D beam
training in the following.

B. Hierarchical codebook design

-1 U 1
Layer 1 W(,1,5) W(,2,5)
Layer 2 |W(2,1,5)|W(2,2,5)| W(2,3,5)| W(2,4,3)
Layer k | W(k,1,5.) | | Wk, 2%,j,)
Layer K | W(K, 1,jx) | | W(K, 2%, jx)

(a) Normalized azimuth domain.

1 v 1
Layer 1 W(L,i, 1) W(,i,2)
Layer2 (Wi, D[ W, D] W, i, 3| W2, 2, 4)
Layer k | Wik D) | | Wi, 2)
Layer K | W(K,ix,1) | | W(K,ig,2%)

(b) Normalized elevation domain.

Fig. 3: Beam coverage of the Hierarchical codebook.

Fig. B(a)Fig. illustrates the spatial coverage of the
hierarchical codebook in the normalized azimuth/elevation di-

rection, where the (i, ji )-th codeword on the k-th layer is de-
noted by W (k, ix, jx) € CM*¥!_ with the azimuth/elevation
index ix/ji belonging to the set Fj, = {1,---,2"}. Specif-
ically, the hierarchical codebook has K = logy, M layers,
with M being a dyadic integer. For the k-th layer, there are
totally 4% codewords, the (i, jx)-th codeword points to the
normalized spacial direction (—1 + 2ikk_ 1 ,—1+ %) with
beam width 2/2%, and the union of 43 codewords covers the
entire angle range Q = {(u,v) |u,v € [-1,1]}. Below we
provide the details of the hierarchical codebook design.
First, for the codewords in the K-th layer that form narrow
beams with beam width 2/M, we design them to follow the




form of by and uniformly distribute in 2
2ig — 1 2jr—1
M M

Then, for the codewords in the k-th (k € {1,--- , K — 1})
layer that form wide beams with beam width 2/2%, our basic
idea is to broaden the beam layer-by-layer. Specifically, it is
well known that concentrating the power of an N-element
ULA in a specific direction yields a beam with beam width
2/N. If the ULA is partitioned into S sub-arrays that generate
S sub-beams pointing at sufficiently-spaced directions, its
beam width can be broadened by S? times, as depicted in
Fig. @l Motivated by this, we propose to design the IRS
codewords by combining the sub-array partitioning and beam-
broadening approaches.

array l beam 1
| ‘-
=1

— =1
Eg

N-element ULA
Sub-

array 2 beam 2

Fig. 4: Beam-broadening for the case of S = 2.

Let [ £ K — k. For the k-th layer, if [ is even, we first
partition the IRS into S’S) ; sub-arrays each with Mg ; x M,
elements, where Se; 2 9l/2 and Mo, £ M/Se,. Then, we
recast the codeword as

W (kaikajk)

where Ve, (k,ix) € CM*1 and V., (k, ji) € respec-
tively denote the azimuth and elevation beamforming vectors,
which can be designed separately with the same procedure due
to the same structure and decoupled relationship.

For the sake of generality, we focus on designing the az-
imuth beamforming vectors Ve ,, (k, % ). Specifically, based on
the sub-array partitioning approach, we transform the design
of Ve, (k,ix) into the design of an M-element ULA, which
consists of Se; sub-ULAs each with M, ; elements. Since an
M ;-element sub-ULA can form a sub-beam with beam width

2 2S5 2 2
M., M okt 2kS,
Based on the beam-broadening approach, a wide beam cen-
tered at ¢ (ki) = —1 + % with beam width 2/2* can
be obtained by letting the S, ; sub-ULAs form S, ; sub-beams

with 2/2%S, ; sub-beam spacing. Therefore, the beamforming
of the s-th (s =1,---,S¢,;) sub-ULA is designed as

= vc,u (k; Zk) ® vc,v (kv.]k) 5
(CM><1

(24)

(25)

s . 2s — 1
ve,u (k77’7€) =a (Me bora 2kS y + w (k Zk) 2k> ? (26)
where
a(Ny, 1) A [17 ,ejﬂ'(nfl)ﬂ),... 7eJ'TF(Nafl)dJ}T (27)
As such, V., (k, i) are obtained as
Ve (hyik) = [PV (i) (28)

T
i . \T —q S . \T
,e JsCe,zviu (k, Zk) L€ JSe,lCe,lveﬁdl (k, Zk) ,
Me 1—1 JSCe l
where (o; = Mo ™ € is designed for reducing the

fluctuation of the beam [29], which is called beam compensa-
tion (BC) coefficient.

Following the same procedure, we designed V., (k,jk),
and the codeword W (k, iy, ji) is finally obtained as

W (ku ikujk) = ve,u (ku lk) ® ve,u (k7jk) N

For the k-th layer where [ = K — k is odd, we first equally
divide the IRS into 4 groups, in which the first group forms
a wide beam while others point to the edge of {2 to avoid
interfering with the first group. Then, we partition the first
group into .S, g ; sub-arrays each with M, ; x M, ; IRS elements,
where S, ; £ 2" and M, & M/28S, . Next, we recast the
codeword as

(29)

T
W(kuikujk) = |:WF1F (k,ik,jk)7£T7£T,£T:| 3 (30)
where £ is the beamforming vector of the i-th (i = 2,3,4)
group, which is designed to point towards the edge of €2, i.e.,

M M
—a(=—,1 1
eoa(g)ee ()

and W; denotes the beamforming vector of the first group,
for designing which, we recast it as

Wl (k7ik7jk) = vo,u (kalk) & vo,v (kajk) 9 (32)

where V. (k,ir) € CM/2%1 and VY, (k,ji) € CM/2x1
respectively denote the azimuth and elevation beamforming
vectors, which can also be designed separately with the same
procedure.

For the sake of generality, we focus on designing the
azimuth beamforming vectors V, , (k, i), and transform it
into the beamforming design of an M /2-element ULA, which
consists of S, ; sub-ULAs each with M, ; elements. Since an
M, ;-element sub-array can form a sub-beam with the beam
width

€19

2 48, 2 2

Mo,l N M - 2K+21671 B 2kSo,l. (33)

Therefore, similar to designing Ve, (k,ix), we design the
beamforming of the s-th (s = 1, -+, 86,1) sub-ULA as

2s —
b ora 2kSol

and design Vo, (k, 1) as

1
vcs),u (kvlk) =a (MO + 1/) (k Zk) 2;€) , (349

Vou (ki) = [e V), (ki) - (35)

T
i . \T i . \T
e Jsco,zv;u (k,ig) -+ e JSo,LCO,lvffal (k,ix) } ,
where the e ~7%%.1 with Co,l = Mﬁljlw being the BC coeffi-
cient. ’

Finally, the codeword W (k, iy, ji,) is obtained as
T
w (kv Zka.]k) = |:W1 (kv ikvjk)T 78T7 gTa gT:|

T
= Vo (k,i0) @ Vo (ki) €7 €7 7], G36)



where V, ,, (k, ji) is designed similar to Vg ,, (k,ix).

Based on the above procedures, the designed hierarchical
codebook can flexibly adjust the direction and width of the
IRS beam.

C. 3D HBT based on a DSP detector

Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage K

SN

Fig. 5: Tllustration of 3D HBT.

As illustrated in Fig. B the 3D HBT contains K stages,
during each of which 4 IRS beams are trained. Specifically, in
stage 1, the IRS forms 4 beams in sequence to scan the entire
angle range, based on the 4 codewords of the first layer, where
the duration of each beam is 1. Based on the received echo
signals corresponding to the 4 beams, the DFBS determines
the presence of the target within the 4 beam coverages based
on a test statistic. In particular, the target is judged to be
present in the coverage area of the beam that maximizes the
test statistic. In stage k£ (K > 1), the beam with the largest
test statistic in stage (k — 1) is selected, and its coverage
will be equally divided into 4 parts. Then, the IRS forms 4
training beams in sequence to cover these 4 parts based on
the 4 codewords of the codebook’s k-th layer, and the DFBS
detects the target as before.

Below we will provide the details for selecting the test
statistic and detecting the target, respectively.

1) Test statistic selection: For target detection, the received
signal strength (RSS) is a widely adopted test statistic, which
is described by

N-1
Ri=Y lynil’ (37)

n=0

However, for the HBT scheme that starts at wide beams with
low beamforming gain, the echo signals are overwhelmed by
noise in the earlier training stage. To cope with this issue, we
propose a new test statistic, i.e., the DSP, for exploiting the
correlation among multiple SCs and achieving effective noise
suppression, which is defined as
2

1 YB.nl j2rnAfT
= — "Q 38
Pi= max Zﬁ%l G
where
n
Tng = QAf ngeNg={0,---,(Ng—1)}. (39)

Proposition 1. With uniform power allocation among all SCs,
using the proposed DSP test statistic for echo signal processing
yields IV times signal processing gain compared with the RSS
test statistic.

Proof. Based on (d), (@), and (I8), the DFBS received echo
signals can be expressed as

YB.md = /PT oW " Gy, (€ (1) Wi sy €720 15,

= /PTnacg,ePcetei2mA (Mot g L q g (40)
where
acaG,l = NBOZ(}CLQRQGCLQB2R ‘hz,l’ y (41)
Boa, £ angle (hZ ;) + 27 (ITo fo— fe (o + 7)) , (42)
70 £ 2dpor/c, T 2 2drac/c, Tpg = WY T, (43)

where he; = b%{ (ngevvgzc;) diag (£ (1)) br (uéma ”§2R)-

Then, let f; denote an auxiliary vector, whose n-th element is
given by

], = i e (a4
_ jBca,i ,—j2mnAfT j2mnAfrg o1t nn l
= /PT,n0CG,1€ e +e ong’
Next, define the quantiﬁed delay as
n
Trg 2 NQ a7 ng €Ng 21{0,---,(Nqg - 1)}, (45
and calculate the delay spectrum I as
L= _ 2
[n]nQ = N Z [fl]n e]QTr'n,AanQ (46)
n=0

Note that, when Nq is enough large, there exists a 7, that
satisfies

Tan, = arg min |7 — T T, 47
ap = arg min |77 (47)
Q
which makes
ejzﬂ'nAfTﬁQ e—jQTF’H,AfT ~ 1, (48)

and the I' meet its peak value at [I], . Hence, we express
the DSP as (@9) at the top of the next page

To facilitate the comparison, based on (0), we reformulate
the RSS in (37) as (30 at the top of the next page. Since the
noise terms of both P; and R; follow CN (O, 03), when each
SC allocated with the power of pr, the SNRs of the DSP and
RSS test statistics can be respectively described by

_ 9
. NpTaCG,l
SNIpspl = ———5 (51)
o)
pTO‘?EGl
SNIrRSS, I = ——5 (52)
0%

which verifies that using the proposed DSP test statistic rather
than the RSS test statistic obtains N times SNR gain. O

2) Target detection: We design a DSP detector to deter-
mine the target presence/absence in the beam scanning area.
Specifically, we first devise a binary hypothesis testing based
on the DSP, which is formulated as

Hy Py >0, Hy: P <6 (53)



Pl = [n]ﬁQ ~

N-1

= Z ‘\/mo‘CG,le‘j(BCG’l_QW"A-f(TO*‘T))Sn,l + M

n=0

N-1
1 ; ; )
LY rmacaeitons + e 3 Tl gimnarag )
n=0 n=0 """

N—1 _ 2
1 (49)

2
(50)

where H;/Hj is the hypothesis of target presence/absence in
the beam coverage, 0 denotes the false alarm threshold.
Then, we design ¢ for a given false alarm rate (FAR). Under
the hypothesis Hy, the DFBS received signals is given by
opt, T

YB,n,l = Wp (54)

Combining @9) and (34), the delay spectrum I} can be
expressed as

Ny .

2
— Wopt,Tn L
n, eJZTrnAf(TnQ-i—TO)

1 N-1
— B
[T, = | Vi n; -~ (55)

n7

Since the inner term of ||* follows CA/ (0,08), each [I]

follows an exponential distribution °
1 —=
[ (z|Hp) = —e 0,2 > 0. (56)
90
Hence, each [I}],,  has the FAR of
pear = P ([T, > 8Ho) = / f (2| Ho) dz
s
1 -5 -
= —e ‘tdz=e . (57)
s 90

Note that, when Nq = N, the FAR of the detector is [30]

prar =1 — (1 — ppar)” (58)

At last, combining (38) and (37), the false alarm threshold of
the DSP detector with ppar FAR is designed as

6= —ofln (1 /T pran)

D. BR for super-resolution direction estimation

(59)

For the 3D HBT, its beam training result is considered to
be the IRS beam with the maximum DSP in the layer K, i.e.,
~ ~ 2iK -1 2jK -1
¢ (ix,jx) = bi ( i i
and we determine that the target present in the coverage of
3 (gK,jK). However, the pre-defined codebook for the HBT
has a finite resolution of 2/M, which limits the accuracy of
the target direction estimation. To cope with this issue, we
utilize the linear interpolation algorithm [31], [32] to refine
the direction of the IRS beam and achieve super-resolution
direction estimation, which is called the BR approach.

As portrayed in Fig. [6] the IRS beam ¢ (EKJK) has
4 adjacent areas which belong to the IRS beam set ¥ £
{€(ix + Ai jx + A))|Ai, Aj € {—=1,1}}, where 2 areas
have already been searched in the last stage of the HBT while
the other 2 areas have not. In the BR approach, we first
scan the 2 unsearched areas in sequence and calculate their

1, - 1) . (60)

€(ix,dx+1)

|:| Searched area
|:| Unsearched area

E(il\’_la]jh’) E(%’,]}c) 5<;1\>+1,jk)

€(ix,Jx 1)

Fig. 6: An illustration of BR.

corresponding DSPs. Then, by using the linear interpolation
algorithm, the azimuth/elevation index can be updated as

ZlAl:,l (ix + A) P (ix + A jx)

iBR = - - , (61)
ZlAizfl P (ix + A, jk)
) ZlAj:_l (jK"’Aj)P(gK,jK‘FAj)
JBR = : — (62)
2a,=1P (i, Jx + 4;)
As such, the IRS beam is refined to be
2iBR —1 2jBR -1
=b -1 —-1]). 63
&sr = by ( i Vi ) (63)

Recall from that £gr maximizes the beam gain along the
direction

2iBR_1 2jBR_1
(T—l‘FUQzRaT—H‘U@zR ;o (64)

which is estimated as the target direction (4Rsc, ORac )-

Complexity analysis: In the proposed IRS 3D beam
training scheme, the IRS first conducts 3D HBT including
K = logy, M training stages, during each of which 4 IRS
beams are trained. Then, the BR is conducted, where the
IRS performs beamforming to scan the 2 unsearched areas
around the beam training result of 3D HBT. Hence, the
proposed beam training scheme requires the implementation
overhead of (2 + 4log, M) OFDM symbols, which is much
lower than the overhead of the EBS scheme (i.e., M?).
Moreover, during the training duration of each IRS beam, the
DFBS calculates the DSP of the received echo signals, where
the corresponding delay spectrum has Nq elements, each
of which involves O (N) computational complexity. Hence,
the computational complexity of the proposed beam training
scheme is O ((2 4 4logy M) NoN).

E. Performance Bound for direction estimation

Based on (@) and (I8), the DFBS received echo signals
during the CGS period can be expressed as

YBni = /DT ki Bni (URaG, VRaG) Sni + Ting,  (65)



[Yral,, = VPraacwy"" Gy (diag (€sr)) Wi sn (14 7c0) ¢’ 10000 i,
Sn)(H_TCG)GjQﬁlTOfD + ﬁn,l, n e N,l S EFG 2 {O, s

= /PTnOrG edBra o —32mnAf(To+T)

(73)
7TFG - 1} )

where
Ki = 0GORaG e’ ™10, (66)
B (uRac: vRag) = Crr 1Ct, (67)
Cni = by (URaq, VRac) diag (€ (1)) Gpor Wy’ (68)

We denote ¥ = [nT n;f] € R**! as the vector of un-
D p 17T
known parameters to be estimated, where ) = [uRs ¢, Vioc
and k; = [Re {s;},Im {x;}]".
Then, we stack the DFBS received echo signals on all SCs
during the training duration of the [-th training beam into an

N x 1 vector given by

VPT1KIB (URaq, VRag) S1,1 ni,
Ycg, = : +
VITNK1Bi (URaG, URa) SN NN,
£ r; + ng. (69)

where 1, ~ CN (0,X) with ¥ = o21y.
Next, we define J € R*** as the Fisher information matrix
(FIM) for estimating ¥, whose (i, j)-th element is [33]

ox ox or ory
J, =tr (' =21 ) +2Req —LX ' —
I r( 0w, o, ) + e{aq/ 0w,
2 or; orp | . .
——R {alI/ alp},z,je{l,2,3,4}. (70)
Finally, followmg the derivation in [34], we write J as
J J
J = nn nkKi :| , (71)
|:JK/ZTI J"“/l"‘/l
and the CRLB for estimating 7 can be calculated as
1
CRLB (0) = [Jnn — Inedm e dom] - (72)

Since the estimation of horizontal and vertical directions
(.e., ugm and vgzg) are decoupled [15], their estimation
performance can be separately analyzed, following the similar
method in [9].

IV. TARGET R&V ESTIMATION VIA DD ESTIMATION

During the FGS period, we estimate the R&V of the NLOS
target, by extracting DD information from the IRS reflected
target echo signals, where the IRS beamforming is configured
as the beam training result £&gr obtained via the CGS, which
maximizes the SNR of the DFBS received echo signals.

According to (I, (@), and (18], we pack the DFBS received
echo signals during the FGS period into an N x Trg-matrix,
whose (n,1)-th element is described by at the top of this
page, where

arc £ Npacahocahor |héyy | » (74)
Brc £ angle (hg_ ) + 27 (TecTofo — fe (o + 1)), (75)

where hepy :b%{ (ulF)va ngG) diag (R ) b1 (ungv U§2R)‘

Then, we define an auxiliary matrix F € CN*Trc | whose
(n,1)-th element is described by

; Y
[F], , = el?™amo m 6

n,l
Sn,(I+Tca)

J2mnAfro 5
= /DT nopqel’re e i2mAlT pi2miTo fo | e ’Tnl
- n .

Sn,(1+Tce)

Below we leverage F for estimating the R&V of the target.

A. Maximum Likelihood Estimation

First, stacking the unknown parameters into a parameter
vector 0 yields

6 = [arc, Bra, T, fo] "

Since the noise term in F' is independent, the log-likelihood
function is described by

(77)

D

N—1Trg—1 ol
((F|O) = logH H < 73 >
n=0 [=
N—
Dnl
—1 2 5
zz; ( o}~ 2% )
2
where D, ; = ‘[F]n,l_ JPEmargel2m(Tofp=nAfr)+pra)

As such, the maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) of @ is

(79)

(78)

Onir, = argmax £ (F|6).
0

For the log-likelihood function, its first term — log mo? and the
factor of the second term 1/02 are independent of 6 and have
not affect on the function maximization. Hence, by ignoring
—logmo? and 1/03, the objective function is given by

—1Tpg—1 —1Trg—1 2
Z Z —Dy,; = Z Z <_pT,na%‘G_ ‘[F]nl (80)
n=0 [=0 n=0 I=

—](27T(lTofD —nAfT)+Brc) }) ,

+2arg+/Pr.nRe {[ Jna€

Similarly, we further ignore those terms that are independent
of 6, and simplify the objective function to

—1Trg—1
ZO Z Re{

which is denoted as £ (F|@), and @y, can be obtained from

'(QW(lTofD*nAfT)JrﬁFG)}’ (81)

Oy, = argmax é(F|0) ) (82)
0
B. DD Estimation
For parameter estimation, we first reformulate (8I) as
E(F|0) =Re {ejﬁFG (83)
Tra—1
% Z < Z —j27rlTofD> ej?ﬂ'nAfT}.
n=0 =0



=0

N—-1 /Trg—1
Z < [F]n l e—j27rlTofD(lD)> ej27rnAf‘r(nD)

2
(86)

Observing that (83) exhibits a high degree of resemblance
with the Discrete Fourier transform (DFT). Hence, by defining
the delay quantization vector T and Doppler shift quantization
vector fp as

Tmax
T = N [1,"',”D,"'7(NR_1)]7 (84)
R
o = fDT,max [Ty, ,lp,- (Ty = 1)],  (85)
\%

where Tmax = ﬁf and fp max = ﬁ respectively denote

the maximum unambiguous time delay and the maximum
unambiguous Doppler shift [35]. Then, the MLEs of 7/fp is
that which maximizes the DD spectrum A € RV=x2Tv [36],
whose (np,lp)-th element is described by (86) at the top of
this page.

However, for the above DD estimation process, there are
2NRrTv DD spectrum elements to be calculated in order to
achieve TJ‘{;—HRX delay quantization resolution and fDT—';‘a" Doppler
shift quantization resolution, leading to a high computational
complexity when requiring high-accuracy DD estimation. To
reduce the complexity, we design a hierarchical R&V es-
timation (H-R&VE) algorithm as shown in Algorithm 1,
which achieves T]r\"]‘;;:‘ delay quantization resolution and fDT—‘é“"
Doppler shift quantization resolution while only requiring
(41 + 2) NgTy calculations of DD spectrum elements, where
I is the iteration number.

Algorithm 1: H-R&VE Algorithm

Input: S
1 Initialize 7y and fp o based on (84) and (83).
2fori=1,---,1do

3 Calculate the DD spectrum A corresponding to
7i—1 and fp (;_1) based on 4.
4 Calculate (p,lp) = argmax [A], ;.
(np,lp)
5 Update
T = Ti—1 (7p) + ;;}:i’i [~NR,++,np, -+, NR].
6 Update fp,; = '
fD,(i—l)(iD) + f;%’i?x (-Tv, -~ ,Ip, -, Tv].
7 end ’
8 Calculate the DD spectrum A corresponding to 77 and

fo,1 based on (86).
Calculate (fip,lp) = argmax [A]
(np,lp)

10 Calculate 7 = 77 (7ip) and fD = fo.r (fD).
Output: 7, fD

o

np,lp*

After obtaining 7 and fD, the target R&V is estimated as

o cT
drac = 57 (87)
o = % (88)

Moreover, combining the obtained drog in the FGS period
and (ﬂgm,{)gm) in the CGS period, we can estimate the

target location as q¢ = [Zq, §G, ég]T, where
JG = Yirs — Uhagdrag, (89)
2G = 21Rs — VRocdR2G, (90)

Zg=TRs+ \/CZ%{QG_ (yirs —yc)’ —(zrs —za)?,  O1)

where [ZIrs, YIRS, ZIRs]T denotes the IRS location.
Finally, the main procedures of the proposed IRS-assisted
NLOS target sensing strategy are summarized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: IRS-assisted NLOS Target Sensing Strat-
egy
Input: S

1 Initialize the hierarchical codebook W according to
Section III. B, and initialize the false alarm threshold
J based on (39).

2 CGS period:

3 Conduct DSP-based 3D HBT for target detection and
direction estimation according to Section III. C,
which yields € (ix, jr ).

4 Conduct BR of £ (ix, ji) according to Section IIL D,
which yields the refined beam £pgr and the estimated
target direction (ﬁgm, ﬁgzc)-

5 FGS period:

6 Design the IRS beamforming as &gR.

7 Conduct DD estimation on the received echo signals
according to Algorithm 1, which yields 7 and fD.

8 Calculate the target R&V based on (§7) and (83)),
which yields drac and 9.

9 Localize the target based on ([B9) to (@I)), which yields
qc- R

Olltpllt: (’[J’IF)QG’ {)32(})’ ngg, \7’(;, élG-

C. Performance Bounds for R&V Estimation

To obtain more intuitive insights, we consider the special
case where each SC is allocated with the same power of pr.
According to (Z3), the received SNR during the FGS period
(.., Ypg) is

PrNECRahkacaion |y,
SNIerg = 3
90
Following the derivation in [37], the CRLBs for R&V estima-
tion are given by
2
) ,» (93)

2
> , 94

92)

« 6 c
>
CRLB (dR?G) ” snrpg (N2 — 1) NTyg (47TA ¥

6 c
CRLB (v¢) >
¥e) 2 Srma (T2, — 1) Tra N <47TTO 7.



which shows that the accuracy of R&V estimation during the
FGS period can be improved by optimizing the IRS phase shift
vector £pRr, adding more time-frequency resources N1rg, as
well as allocating more transmit power pr.

V. EXTENSION TO THE GENERAL MULTI-TARGET CASE

The proposed IRS-assisted NLOS target sensing system can
be extended to the more general case with A targets.

The multi-target detection and direction estimation during
the CGS period mainly includes the following four steps:

1) Design the hierarchical codebook of IRS beamforming
(See Section III. B).

2) Conduct a DSP-based multi-target 3D HBT which has K
stages. Specifically, in stage 1, the IRS generates 4 beams
in sequence, by applying the codewords of the first layer.
Meanwhile, according to the received echo signals, the
DFBS calculates the DSP corresponding to each training
beam. In stage k (kK > 1), those beams with DSP higher
than the false alarm threshold § in the previous stage are
selected, and the coverage area of each selected beam is
equally divided into four parts to be scanned further, by
applying the k-th layer’s codewords.

3) Determine the presences and directions of A targets.
Note that, in the multi-target case, the selected areas in
the last stage can not be directly determined with target
presence due to the existence of sidelobe gain. Moreover,
combining (8), (@), and (49), we observe that the DSP
is linearly proportional to drac ™ 2“*2¢, which indicates
that the difference in target distance results in substantial
variation in the DSP of target echo signals, rendering the
challenge of determining multi-target presence/absence
based on the DSP metric. To cope with these issues, we
define the distance-normalized delay spectrum as

CThg )2€R2G nq € NQ
, .

[FZLIQ - [Fl]"Q (T
Then, we calculate the distance-normalized DSP corre-
sponding to the selected areas in the last stage, and
determine the A areas corresponding to the A largest
distance-normalized DSPs with target presence.
4) Conduct BR for the areas that are determined with target
presence, and estimate the directions of A targets based
on the directions of the refined beams.

95)

For multi-target R&V estimation, during the FGS period,
the IRS beamforming is sequentially configured following the
A refined beams obtained during the CGS period, where each
beam lasts for Tpg/A OFDM symbols. Then, by applying
Algorithm 1, the DFBS processes the echo signals received
during the training duration of each beam, which yields the
R&Vs of the NLOS targets within the corresponding beam
coverage (See Section IV).

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section verifies the effectiveness of the proposed IRS-
assisted NLOS target sensing framework via simulations.
The DFBS and the IRS are respectively deployed at qg =
[35, —20, 1O]T m and qrs = [0, 0, lO]T m. The NLOS target
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is randomly generated, which satisfies uRyq, VRac; € [~ 3. 3]
and drag = 10 m. The total transmit power is 25 dBm,
which is uniformly allocated among all SCs. If not specified
otherwise, we set the system parameters as given in TABLE [l

TABLE I: System Parameters

Parameter Value Parameter Value
fe 28.5 B 100 MHz
Af 120 KHz N 833
To 8.33 us Tep 0.58 us
M 64 Ng 64

Tca 24 Trc 42
os —123.2 dBm va 20 m/s
€B2R 2.1 €ER2G 2.2
& 1 DFAR 0.01
Nq 833 1 10
Ngr 100 Ty 100

A. Performance of Target Detection and Direction Estimation
in the CGS Period

First, Fig. [ contrasts the performance of the 3D HBT with
the DSP detector and the RSS detector in terms of target
detection success rate, which is depicted via the probability of
the target being located within the coverage area of S(i K+ J K)-
As analyzed in Proposition 1, the success rate of the proposed
DSP-based HBT surpasses the RSS-based HBT, which is
attributed to its capability of exploiting the correlation between
multiple SCs for noise suppression. Moreover, we can observe
that adopting more SCs enhances the success rates of both two
HBT schemes, particularly with fewer SCs. This improvement
stems from the noise mitigation advantage gained by gathering
observation data across more SCs.

—e—Proposed HBT
—~—RSS-based HB

=

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
N

Fig. 7: Target detection success rate versus V.

Then, we compare the target direction estimation error of
the proposed HBT scheme with four benchmark schemes:
1) HBT without the BR process; 2) HBT without the BC
process; 3) EBS scheme [38]; 4) MLE-based random beam
training (MLE-RBT) scheme [39], with its beam training
overhead set to be the same as the proposed HBT scheme
(i.e., (2 + 4log, M) OFDM symbols). The target direction
estimation error is described by

N 2 R 2
epr = E {”\/(ugzc —iRoq)” + (VRag — PRaa) } - (96)




As shown in Fig. [8l with fewer IRS elements, the proposed
HBT scheme underperforms the EBS scheme and the MLE-
RBT scheme, due to the inadequate beamforming gain at
the beginning stages of the HBT. However, by adopting
more IRS elements, the direction estimation accuracy of the
proposed HBT scheme gradually surpasses that of the MLE-
RBT scheme, because the random beam training can not fully
exploit the IRS beamforming gain and the Doppler shift effect
limits the performance of MLE. Subsequently, the proposed
HBT outperforms the EBS scheme, attributing to the use of
the BR process that further improves the direction estimation
accuracy. Moreover, the target direction estimation accuracy
improves across all training schemes as the quantity of IRS
elements increases, This enhancement is because, adding IRS
elements not only improves the codeword resolution (i.e.,
2/M), but also obtains more substantial IRS beamforming
gain to benefit the target detection process. In addition, the
exclusion of either the BR or BC process results in a dete-
rioration in HBT performance, highlighting the indispensable
role of the BR/BC process.

——o— Proposed HBT

—e—HBT without BR
- HBT without BC

1°f - 8 ~EBS without BR

—#—MLE-RBT

Target's direction estimation error (rad)

50 100 150 200 250
M

Fig. 8: Target direction estimation error versus M.

B. Performance of target R&V Estimation in the FGS Period

Fig. 9] provides comparisons between the FGS performance
across different beam training schemes and different R&V esti-
mation schemes, where “P-R&VE” refers to the periodogram-
based R&V estimation algorithm [40]. The accuracy of R&V
estimation is evaluated by the root mean square error (RMSE)
defined as

A 2 . 2
en= E{\dm—dm\},svz E{jve —val}. ©7)

The proposed H-R&VE algorithm achieves the same estima-
tion accuracy as the P-R&VE algorithm while reducing the
required calculations of DD spectrum elements from (NRTV)I
to (41 +2) /NrTy. Since the configuration of IRS beam-
forming is directly influenced by the outcome of the beam
training process, the performance of both R&V estimations
varies in accordance with the adopted beam training schemes.
At the lower SNR level, the EBS excels with the highest
accuracy of R&V estimation, benefiting from its stable direc-
tion estimation ability. Nevertheless, at the medium/high SNR
level, the proposed HBT scheme performs the best in terms of
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—o—Proposed HBT, H-R&VE
—e—HBT without BR, H-R&VE| |

HBT without BC, H-R&VE|
- 8 -EBS without BR, H-R&VE|
- - ~Proposed HBT, P-R&VE |3

RMSE of distance estimation (m)

(a) Range Estimation.

——Proposed HBT, H-R&VE
—e—HBT without BR, H-R&VE| |

HBT without BC, H-R&VE]|
- 8 -EBS without BR, H-R&VE|
10" E - - -Proposed HBT, P-R&VE |1

RMSE of velocity estimation (m/s)

(b) Velocity Estimation.

Fig. 9: R&V estimation accuracy with different beam
training schemes.

both R&V estimation, attributing to the BR process adoption.
Moreover, excluding the BC process results in a profound
degradation of the accuracy in both R&V estimation, which
verifies the pivotal role of the BC process in FGS accuracy.

Fig. presents the influence of time-frequency resource
allocation on the performance of FGS. It can be seen that
adopting more SCs and OFDM symbols improves range
estimation accuracy and velocity estimation accuracy, respec-
tively. As expected in (8), collecting observation data from
more SCs and OFDM symbols helps decrease the noise power
in the DD domain, thereby increasing the reliability of R&V
measurement.

Fig. [ illustrates the impact of CGS performance on the
FGS performance. Since the IRS beam points at the target’s
direction estimated in the CGS period, the accuracy of the
target R&V estimation in the FGS period increases as the
direction estimation accuracy becomes higher. Specifically,
with the direction estimation accuracy increasing, the FGS
performance improves slightly in the high-accuracy region
of direction estimation, while improving significantly in the
low-accuracy region. In addition, when small time-frequency
resources are allocated for FGS, the resultant decrease in its
performance can be counterbalanced by enhancing the CGS
performance. For instance, when the number of SCs decreases
from 400 to 100, the range estimation accuracy remains
unchanged at 107°> m by decreasing the target’s direction
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(a) Range estimation accuracy versus N.

10 . T | :
—e—Proposed HBT
—&— EBS without BR

RMSE of velocity estimation (m/s)

TFS

(b) Velocity estimation accuracy versus Trq.

Fig. 10: R&V estimation accuracy under different
time-frequency resource allocation conditions.

estimation error from about 0.08 rad to 0.05 rad.

Finally, Fig. studies the localization accuracy of the
proposed target sensing system versus the numbers of IRS
elements across various beam training schemes, where the
localization accuracy is evaluated by the RMSE defined as

er = \/E{lac — aal*}- (98)
The localization accuracy with the proposed HBT strategy
is lower than with the EBS strategy at first, and gradually
becomes better with the increase of the number of IRS ele-
ments. Without either the BR or BC process, the localization
accuracy gets worse. This is because, more accurate direction
estimation in the CGS period can provide higher beamforming
gain in the FGS period to achieve better range estimation
performance, while the localization performance is exactly
determined jointly by the direction estimation accuracy and
range estimation accuracy.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this article, we considered the NLOS target sensing
problem in an IRS-assisted OFDM DFRC system, and de-
signed a novel target sensing framework, including the sensing
protocol, detection and direction estimation scheme, as well
as R&V estimation scheme. Specifically, we first designed a
target sensing protocol, where the whole CPI is divided into
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(a) Range Estimation.
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Fig. 11: R&V estimation accuracy versus target’s direction
estimation error.
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Fig. 12: Localization accuracy versus M.

the CGS period for target detection and direction estimation
and the FGS period for target R&V estimation. For the CGS
period, we proposed a low-overhead hierarchical codebook for
IRS 3D beamforming, developed a DSP-based HBT scheme
for target detection and direction estimation, and designed
a BR scheme for further enhancing the direction estimation
accuracy. For the FGS period, we estimated the target’s R&V
by extracting the DD information from the IRS relected echo
signals. Numerical results showed that, the proposed DSP
detector can reach a remarkable detection success rate of



99.7%, outperforming the traditional power detector by 10%.
Simulations also indicated that the proposed IRS 3D beam
training scheme suits the scenario with a substantial quantity
of IRS elements, where the proposed scheme can precisely
estimate the target direction with 10~3-rad level accuracy, even
surpassing the EBS scheme, which is attributed to the usage of
the BR process and the DSP detector. In addition, by applying
the beam training result to assist the FGS period, a 10~%-m
level range estimation accuracy and a 10~5-m/s level velocity
estimation accuracy can be achieved.
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