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Abstract—Enabling bistatic radar sensing within the context
of integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) for future
sixth generation mobile networks demands strict synchronization
accuracy, which is particularly challenging to be achieved with
over-the-air synchronization. Existing algorithms handle time and
frequency offsets adequately, but provide insufficiently accurate
sampling frequency offset (SFO) estimates that result in degra-
dation of obtained radar images in the form of signal-to-noise
ratio loss and migration of range and Doppler shift. This article
introduces an SFO estimation algorithm named tilt inference
of time offset (TITO) for orthogonal frequency-division multi-
plexing (OFDM)-based ISAC. Using available pilot subcarriers,
TITO obtains channel impulse response estimates and extracts
information on the SFO-induced delay migration to a dominant
reference path with constant range, Doppler shift, and angle
between transmit and receive ISAC nodes. TITO then adaptively
selects the delay estimates that are only negligibly impaired
by SFO-induced intersymbol interference, ultimately employing
them to estimate the SFO. Assuming a scenario without a direct
line-of-sight (LoS) between the aforementioned transmitting and
receiving ISAC nodes, a system concept with a relay reflective
intelligent surface (RIS) is used to create the aforementioned
reference path is proposed. Besides a mathematical derivation
of accuracy bounds, simulation and measurements at 26.2GHz

are presented to demonstrate TITO’s superiority over existing
methods in terms of SFO estimation accuracy and robustness.

Index Terms—6G, bistatic sensing, integrated sensing and com-
munication (ISAC), orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing
(OFDM), reflective intelligent surface (RIS), synchronization.

I. INTRODUCTION

S
IXTH generation (6G) networks are expected to be in-

troduced with the aim of not only increasing connec-

tion rate and its reliability, but also enabling a multitude of

functionalities beyond data communication [1]. Among the
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latter, integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) [2]–[5]

comes as a disruptive feature with the potential of turning

cellular networks into perceptive mobile networks [6]. This is

expected to enable applications such as monitoring of areas

with campus networks in intralogistics scenarios with humans

and automatic guided vehicles (AGVs) as well as environment

sensing for critical infrastructure or safe urban mobility [7],

[8].

In monostatic ISAC setups where transmit and receiver

are co-located, requirements related to full-duplex operation

such as high isolation between transmit and receive antenna

arrays and self-interference cancellation (SIC) are imposed

[9], [10]. If, however, the transmitter and receiver are not co-

located but rather widely separated, a bistatic ISAC setup is

established [11]. In this case, the aforementioned full-duplex

requirements are avoided, and existing deployments of cellular

networks are exploited, achieving greater diversity of radar

sensing measurements [12], [13]. In spite of its advantages,

bistatic sensing comes at the cost of strict synchronization

requirements to avoid biases in radar target parameter esti-

mates such as bistatic range and Doppler shifts. When this

is not achievable on hardware-level, e.g., via optical fiber

connection between sensing gNodeBs (gNBs), over-the-air

(OTA) synchronization must be performed.

In the context of bistatic sensing with cellular networks,

recent studies in the literture have investigated bistatic radar

sensing with fifth generation (5G) networks. Examples include

[11], [14], [15], which consider bistatic sensing with a gNB

acting as an illuminator of opportunity and a receiver hav-

ing two separate antennas and radio-frequency (RF)/baseband

(BB) channels for the reference and sensing links. In a previ-

ous study [16], a orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing

(OFDM)-based bistatic ISAC system concept was proposed.

Unlike the passive case, this concept is based on actively

beamforming the a single transmit signal from a transmitting

gNB towards both the receiving gNB and the directions of

radar targets. At the receiver side, beams are pointed in the

direction of the transmitting gNB, creating a reference path

for sensing, as well as in the illuminated directions by the

transmitting gNB where potential targets are located. The

aforementioned reference line-of-sight (LoS) between is used

for synchronization and communication, allowing to estimate

the full transmit OFDM frame and use it for radar signal

processing [17] to generate a bistatic radar image.

It was observed in [16] that small inaccuracies can be tol-

erated for time and frequency synchronization without biasing
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the radar target parameter estimates, as it is known that the LoS

path should appear at null relative bistatic range and Doppler

shift in the radar image and slight offsets can be therefore

recognized. The sampling frequency offset (SFO), however,

must be accurately estimated to avoid range and Doppler shift

migration. These effects, which were also observed in and

[18], result in signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and resolution loss.

It was also shown in [16] that the accuracy yielded by the

algorithm by Tsai et al. [19] was not enough for unbiased

bistatic sensing, and the discrete-time domain shifting of the

OFDM symbols as described in [20] was adopted to correct

the residual SFO. While such a measure is important as the

SFO effects accumulate with increasing OFDM symbol index,

which is particularly critical in ISAC applications where long

frames are needed to achieve fine Doppler shift resolution and

high processing gain, the aforementioned residual correction

only compensates range migration, being ineffective against

the SFO-induced Doppler shift migration.

An alternative delay-based SFO estimation approach was

proposed by Wu et al. in [21]. In this approach, a correlation

between the amplitudes of consecutive channel impulse re-

sponse (CIR) estimates obtained based on pilot subcarriers is

performed to estimate the SFO-induced delay migration and,

as a next step, the SFO itself. While it is claimed in [22] that

this approach might achieve inaccurate estimates depending on

the adopted OFDM signal parameters, the proposed method

by Wu et al. benefits from a discrete Fourier transform (DFT)

processing gain proportional to the number of pilot subcarriers

used to estimate each CIR [16]. This enhances the effective

SNR for SFO estimation when compared to the phase-based

method by Tsai et al. [19] that operates on the subcarrier

level in the discrete-frequency domain. In addition, the CIR

correlation method was proven to be effective in practice in

[23]. The latter study, however, did not explicitly mention SFO

in spite of mentioning the use of a Farrow filter [24] to correct

non-ideal sampling, and it only dealt with the resulting range

migration caused by residual SFO, not compensating the SFO-

induced Doppler shift migration.

In this context, this article investigates an accurate pilot-

based SFO estimation to enable further correction. This en-

ables avoiding SFO-induced impairments to bistatic sensing

in OFDM-based ISAC systems, namely SNR degradation and

migration of range and Doppler shift. Assuming that the

reference path is much stronger than the reflections off radar

targets, delay-based estimation based on the method by Wu

et. al is performed and analyzed. This method consists of

estimating the delay migration of the reference path along

consecutive CIR estimates obtained with OFDM symbols

containing pilots, and then calculating its slope and converting

it into an SFO estimate. While it does not profit from the

contribution of target reflections to the effective SNR for SFO

estimation, which in the assumed scenario is rather limited, it

allows skipping the CIR correlation processing and therefore

reducing computational complexity. This method, however,

is susceptible to impairments caused by SFO-induced inter-

carrier interference (ICI) and intersymbol interference (ISI),

especially the latter one. Consequently, bias in the obtained

SFO estimates cannot be ruled out.

To simultaneously ensure higher effective SNR for SFO

estimation than in the method by Tsai et al. and avoid

bias due to SFO-induced ISI in the method by Wu et al.,

therefore enabling robust communication and bistatic sensing,

this article introduces the tilt inference of time offset (TITO)

method. TITO performs the same estimation of the delay

migration slope across consecutive CIR estimates to obtain an

SFO estimation as in [21], but with an adaptive choice of the

number of pilot OFDM symbols used to obtain CIR estimates.

This complies with the flexible and irregular structure of

5G frame structures, where pilots might be available or not

depending on the resource management decisions taken. In

addition, it allows avoiding ISI-contamined delay migration

estimation, which would ultimately bias the obtained SFO

estimate.

In addition to the proposed TITO method for SFO estima-

tion, this article also addresses the challenge of achieving a

dominant path with constant range, Doppler shift, and angle

in an non-line-of-sight (NLoS) scenario. This is particularly

important, e.g., in indoor deployments or when at least one

of the gNBs constituting the bistatic pair is at street level,

as no LoS is available in such cases. To this end, a system

concept is proposed in which a reference path is assumed to

be created via a relay reflective intelligent surface (RIS) [25]–

[27], which redirects the incoming signal from the transmitting

to the receiving ISAC node.

The contributions of this article can be summarized as

follows:

• A detailed analysis of the effects of SFO, showing that it

results in amplitude modulation of OFDM subcarriers,

besides delay and frequency shift migration that may

lead to relevant ISI and ICI, respectively. Finally, an

approximate Cramér–Rao lower bound (CRLB) of the

SFO estimation is analytically derived.

• To enhance estimation accuracy in spite of SFO-induced

impairments, the TITO method is proposed, which is by-

design robust against ISI. TITO also potentially requires

lower computational complexity than [21] in cases with

high SFO, as an adaptive number of pilot OFDM symbols

is used.

• A comprehensive numerical analysis to support the claims

and contributions of this article, illustrating the effect

of the aforementioned SFO-induced impairments on syn-

chronization, communication and sensing performances.

• A novel system concept for bistatic ISAC scenarios is

proposed and demonstrated in practice. It consists of a

transmitter and a receiver, both performing RIS-assisted

beamsteering, besides a relay RIS to establish a static

reference path when transmitter and receiver are not in

LoS. This path is used to enable synchronization and

communication, besides serving as reference to estimate

range and Doppler of radar targets.

• Measurement results with the RIS-based setup to demon-

strate the superiority of the TITO method over alternative

SFO estimation approaches from the literature.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows.

Section II presents the proposed RIS-assisted bistatic ISAC

2



This work has been submitted to the IEEE for possible publication. Copyright may be transferred

without notice, after which this version may no longer be accessible.

AFE AFE

RTx—T
p

RT—Rx
p

R0

x[s] y[s]

FTx
s FRx

s

Fig. 1. Bistatic ISAC system representation.

system concept assuming OFDM as a modulation scheme.

Next, Section III describes the effects of SFO on the receive

OFDM signal and formulates both the delay migration-based

SFO estimation approach derived from the method by Wu

et al. [21] and the proposed TITO method, also deriving

accuracy bounds and discussing SFO correction approaches.

Section IV then presents a numerical analysis of the SFO

effects on both communication and sensing performances,

besides analyzing the SFO estimation performance of the

TITO method. Finally, measurement results are presented in

Section V, and concluding remarks are given in Section VI.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In the considered bistatic ISAC system, which is depicted

in Fig. 1, two gNodeBs (gNBs) are present. The first, gNB #1,

acts as a transmitter, while the second, gNB #2, operates in the

receiving mode. It is also assumed that there are P propagation

paths between the gNBs labeled as p ∈ {0, 1, . . . , P − 1}.

The first, p = 0, is a reference path created by the gNBs via

beamforming, which enables synchronization and communica-

tion, besides providing a benchmark for bistatic radar sensing

following the framework from [16]. This path has length R0

that results in a propagation delay τ0 = R0/c0, where c0 is

the speed of light in vacuum, and Doppler shift fD,0 = 0Hz
since the gNBs are static. In Fig. 1, this reference is assumed

to be a LoS path. Beams are also pointed from both gNB #1

and gNB #2 towards point targets that are associated with the

remaining P − 1 propagation paths. It is assumed that the pth
path, p ∈ {1, . . . , P − 1}, has length Rp = RTx—T

p + RT—Rx
p ,

where RTx—T
p and RT—Rx

p are the ranges of the associated

point target with this path w.r.t. gNB #1 and gNB #2, re-

spectively. Due to the propagation through this path, a delay

τp = Rp/c0 is experienced. In addition, the movement of the

point target associated with the pth path results in a Doppler

shift fD,p = (2vp/λ0) cos(γp) cos(ψp/2), where vp is the

magnitude of the tridimensional velocity vector, γp is the

aspect angle referenced to the bistatic bisector, and ψp is the

bistatic angle, all associated with the point target [28]. To

ensure that targets are correctly illuminated, the beamforming

directions at gNB #1 and gNB #2 can be previously estimated

via hierarchical beam search [29] or other possibly more

efficient strategies such as an extension of the sampling and

reconstruction of the angular domain proposed in [30] to

the bistatic case. Furthermore, power allocation among the

dedicated beams to the reference path or to the sensing of

targets can be performed aiming to meet communication and

radar sensing performance requirements [31], [32].

At gNB #1, a discrete-frequency domain transmit frame

X ∈ CN×M with M ∈ N>0 OFDM symbols, each with

N ∈ N>0 subcarriers, is generated. Each OFDM symbol

undergoes inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT) and

has cyclic prefix (CP) of length NCP ∈ N≥0 prepended to

it. The resulting discrete-time domain sequence x[s] ∈ C,

s ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M(N +NCP)− 1}, from parallel-to-serial

(P/S) conversion on X then undergoes digital-to-analog (D/A)

conversion with sampling rate FTx
s , whose corresponding

sampling period is TTx
s = 1/FTx

s . This results in a baseband

transmit signal x(t) ∈ C that occupies a bandwidth B ≤ FTx
s .

Consequently, the subcarrier spacing in the frequency domain

is ∆f = B/N . After conditioning by the analog front-end

(AFE), transmission at the carrier frequency fc ≫ B, and

reception at gNB #2, the baseband receive signal y(t) ∈ C

at the receiving ISAC node in the considered system is

expressed as in (1). In this equation, the attenuation factor

α0, which accounts for all losses in the reference path from

gNB #1 to gNB #2, is given by

α0 =

√
GTxGRxλ20

(4π)
3
R4

0

, (2)

y(t) = α0 x(t− τ0 − τ∆) e
j2πf∆t+ψ∆ +

P−1∑

p=1

αp x(t− τp − τ∆) e
j2πfD,p e j2πf∆t+ψ∆ (1)

3
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where GTx and GRx are the combined single-antenna and

beamforming gains at gNBs #1 and #2, respectively. In addi-

tion, λ0 = c0/fc is the wavelength associated with the carrier

frequency fc. The attenuation factor αp for the pth propagation

path associated with a point target can be expressed as

αp =

√
GTxGRxσRCS,pλ20

(4π)
3
RT—Rx
p

2
RT—Rx
p

2 . (3)

In this equation, σRCS,p denotes the bistatic radar cross section

(RCS) of the point target associated with the pth path, which

is aspect-dependent. In other words, σRCS,p depends on the

angle from which the target is illuminated by gNB #1 and

the angle to which reflections are directed towards gNB #2.

Regarding τ∆, f∆, and ψ∆, they respectively represent the

symbol time offset (STO) τ∆ caused by the mismatch between

transmitter and receiver time references, the carrier frequency

offset (CFO) f∆ and its resulting phase rotation ψ∆ between

the oscillators at transmitter and receiver ISAC nodes.

Next, it is assumed that the baseband signal y(t) is sampled

with the sampling frequency FRx
s at the receiver at the time

instants sTRx
s , where TRx

s = 1/FRx
s is the sampling period

at the receiver. The aforementioned sampling produces the

sequence y[s] ∈ C. For the sake of simplicity, it is assumed

that the adopted sampling rate FRx
s at the receiver of the

bistatic ISAC system is exactly the same as FTx
s adopted at the

transmitter side, which results in the non-occurrence of SFO.

It is further assumed that the length NCP of the CP prepended

to the OFDM symbols at the transmitter side is sufficient to

avoid ISI due to propagation, and that STO and CFO are

estimated and corrected. The aforementioned synchronization

can be performed, e.g., using the reference path and relying on

fully known preamble OFDM symbols [33] or, as in the 5G

new radio (NR) case, partly known preamble OFDM symbols

[34]. Consequently, a receive OFDM frame Ỹ ∈ CN×M can

be formed by removing CP and performing a DFT on each

OFDM symbol extracted from the resulting samples after per-

forming time and frequency synchronization on y[s]. The ele-

ment Ỹn,m ∈ C at the nth row, n ∈ {−N/2, 1, . . . , N/2− 1},

and mth column, m ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}, of Ỹ can be ex-

pressed as in (4) [16]. In this equation, Xn,m ∈ C is the

element at the nth row and mth column of the transmit

OFDM frame in the discrete-frequency domain X. In practice,

however, SFO occurs, which leads to different FRx
s and FTx

s

and, consequently, to degradation of the receive OFDM frame

Ỹ. Consequently, the SFO must be estimated and corrected

before communication processing to estimate the transmit

frame X and subsequent bistatic radar sensing processing as

described in [16] can be performed.

III. PILOT-BASED SFO ESTIMATION AND CORRECTION

If the adopted sampling rate FRx
s to perform analog-to-

digital conversion on y(t) to produce y[s] at the receiver side

is different than FTx
s , then SFO occurs. The experienced SFO

is given by

SFO = FRx
s − FTx

s , (5)

and normalized SFO by the transmit sampling rate FTx
s is

defined as δ ∈ R and expressed as

δ =
SFO

FTx
s

=
FRx
s − FTx

s

FTx
s

. (6)

For a non-zero normalized SFO δ, y[s] becomes

y[s] = y(t)
∣∣∣
t=sTTx

s (1−δ)
+ w[s], (7)

where w[s] ∈ C is the sampled additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN). Consequently, the receive OFDM frame Ỹ still

assuming fully corrected STO and CFO becomes Y ∈ CN×M .

For small SFOs that do lead to ISI, the element Yn,m ∈ C at

the nth row and mth column of Y can be expressed as [35],

[36]

Yn,m = αSFO
n

(
Ỹn,m

)
e jψ

SFO
n,m + ξSFO,ICI

n,m +Wn,m, (8)

where αSFO
n ∈ R≥0 is an amplitude modulation expressed as

αSFO
n =

sin (πδn)

N sin
(
πδn
N

) , (9)

ψSFO
n,m ∈ R is a phase rotation expressed as

ψSFO
n,m = −2πδn

N
[m (N +NCP) +NCP]−

πδn

N
(N − 1),

(10)

and ξSFO,ICI
n,m ∈ C is the ICI term expressed as in (11), and

Wn,m ∈ C is the equivalent sampled AWGN at the nth
subcarrier of the mth OFDM symbol in the frame.

Rearranging the first term of (10) and resorting to the DFT

shift theorem, it is concluded that the SFO causes a delay that

is equal to

τSFOm = δ [m(N +NCP) +NCP]Ts (12)

at the mth OFDM symbol. Since τSFOm changes with m, a

delay migration defined as

∆τSFOm = τSFOm − τSFO0 = δ [m(N +NCP)]Ts (13)

Ỹn,m ≈ α0 Xn,me
jψ∆ +

P−1∑

p=1

αp Xn,m e−j2πn∆f(τp−τ0) e j2πfD,p[m(N+NCP)+NCP]/B e jψ∆ (4)

ξSFO,ICI
n,m =

N/2−1∑

l=−N/2,l 6=n

Ỹl,m
sin (π [(1 + δ) l − n])

N sin
(
π[(1+δ)l−n]

N

) e j2π
m(N+NCP)+NCP

N
δl e jπ

N−1
N

[(1+δ)l−n] (11)

4



This work has been submitted to the IEEE for possible publication. Copyright may be transferred

without notice, after which this version may no longer be accessible.

is experienced along the OFDM symbols in Y. Comparing

(8) with the effect of a CFO on the receive OFDM symbol

as described in [35], it is also concluded that the normalized

SFO δ causes a frequency shift equal to

fSFO
n = (δn)∆f (14)

at the nth subcarrier of every OFDM symbol, which corre-

sponds to the nth row of Y. As fSFO
n is a function of n, a

frequency shift migration

∆fSFO = fSFO
N/2−1 − fSFO

−N/2 (15)

is experienced from the first to the last OFDM subcarrier in

each OFDM symbol contained in Y.

By estimating the previously described SFO-induced im-

pairments to the reference path, the SFO itself can be es-

timated. For that purpose, either preamble OFDM symbols

[16], [37] or pilot subcarriers can be used under the condition

that they are know at the receiver side. The first approach,

however, leads to undesirable overhead, reducing the commu-

nication data rate. By using only pilot subcarriers, a possible

approach to estimate the SFO is by observing the frequency

shift migration along consecutive at pilot subcarriers along

the OFDM symbols. To improve the effective SNR for SFO

estimation, the delay migration can observed instead. This

approach consists of obtained channel frequency response

(CFR) estimates from the the pilot subcarriers in Y [38], [39],

and transforming them into CIR estimates via IDFTs. From

these CIR estimates, the delay migration, and consequently,

the SFO can be estimated. This approach benefits from a

processing gain that is to the one experienced during range

processing in OFDM-based radar and ISAC systems [17].

Consequently, higher effective SNR and better accuracy for

SFO estimation is experienced than in the approach based on

frequency shift migration that operates on the subcarrier level.

An SFO estimation approach based on delay migration has

been proposed by Wu et al. [21], which however has not

provided accuracy bounds to their estimator. In this sense,

Section III-A describes an SFO estimation approach based

on [21], highlighting its limitations and providing accuracy

bounds. To ensure higher robustness at SFO-induced ISI and

reduce computational complexity at higher SFOs, the TITO

method is presented in Section III-B. Finally, Section III-C

discusses SFO correction strategies that can be performed once

it has been estimated.

A. Delay migration-based SFO estimation

Assuming sufficient SNR regime, negligible SFO-induced

ICI and no SFO-induced ISI at every mth OFDM symbol,

one can use the pilot subcarriers in Y to obtain CIR estimates.

In this article, they are assumed to be uniformly distributed

for simplicity, as depicted in Fig. 2. In practical implementa-

tions such as 5G NR, demodulation reference signal (DMRS)

[40] could be used as the aforementioned pilot subcarriers

at first assessment, as it is present in sufficient density in

the OFDM frame and does not introduce communication

overhead. However, the beamforming coefficients associated

with DMRS defined at gNB #1 are different across the

0

1
∆
N p

il
−
1∆

N p
il

∆
N p

il
+
1

N
−
1

0 1 2

∆
M

p
il
−
1

∆
M

p
il

∆
M

p
il
+
1

M
−
1

∆Npil

∆Mpil

Fig. 2. Structure of the OFDM frame X in the discrete-frequency domain.

subcarriers and not known at the receiver in gNB #2 due

to user equipment (UE)-specific precoding. Consequently, this

may prevent using DMRS to obtain the required CIR estimates

for SFO estimation. An alternative solution is to repurpose

positioning reference signal (PRS) [41], [42] subcarriers for

SFO estimation, as it adopts known, constant beamforming

coefficients.

The obtained CIR estimates from the pilot subcarriers in

Y form a delay-slow time profile represented by the matrix

D ∈ CNpil×Mpil . To ensure fine delay granularity in the con-

tained CIR estimates in D and therefore improve the accuracy

of estimated delays, the required IDFT processing can be zero

padded. The mpilth column, mpil ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,Mpil − 1}, of

the D contains one CIR estimate obtained from the Npil

pilot subcarriers at the corresponding pilot OFDM symbol.

Assuming spacing ∆Npil and ∆Mpil between pilot subcarriers

in the column and row directions in the OFDM frame, it holds

that

Npil =

⌊
N

∆Npil

⌋
+ 1, (16)

and

Mpil =

⌊
M

∆Mpil

⌋
+ 1. (17)

Since the assumed uniform pilot subcarrier spacing may not be

observed in practical deployments, it is also worth highlighting

that it is not required for delay migration and consequent SFO

estimation.

To estimate the residual SFO, the proposed method, TITO,

is applied to the reference path enabled by the relay RIS. In

this context, the aforementioned path is taken as a benchmark

and its delay progression along the succesive CIR estimates

contained in the columns of D is analyzed. For that purpose,

the delay migration of the aforementioned path is estimated at

every mpilth column of D, yielding ∆̂τ
SFO

pil,mpil
. Knowing that

the correspondence between column indexes from D and Y

is given by

m = mpil∆Mpil, (18)

5
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it holds that

∆̂τ
SFO

pil,mpil
= ∆̂τ

SFO

mpil∆Mpil
. (19)

In this equation, ∆̂τ
SFO

mpil∆Mpil
denotes an estimate of

∆τSFOmpil∆Mpil
. By feeding all Mpil delay migration estimates

∆̂τ
SFO

pil,mpil
to a linear regression model based on (13), a least

squares (LS) estimate δ̂ of the normalized SFO is finally

obtained. This is achieved by taking the partial derivative of

the sum of the squared differences to be minimized in (20)

w.r.t. δ, setting it to zero and solving to yield δ̂, which is

expressed as in (21).

Due to the linear regression nature of the SFO estimation,

the estimate δ̂ has a standard deviation σδ̂ given by (22). This

equation shows that σδ̂ depends on the standard deviation

σ
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil

of the delay migration estimates at each mpilth

column of D. Based on the CRLB of delay migration esti-

mation in OFDM-based systems at high SNR [43], the lower

bound for σ
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil

assuming negligible SFO-induced ICI

and ISI is

σ
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil

≥
√

6

SNR(N2
pil − 1)Npil

(
1

2π∆f∆Npil

)2

.

(23)

The SNR in this equation is calculated assuming that the

receive signal in the considered RIS-assisted bistatic ISAC

system is impaired by AWGN, being therefore given by

SNR =
PTxα

2
cβ

2
c

kB B Ttherm NF
, (24)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, Ttherm is the standard

room temperature in Kelvin, and NF is the overall receiver

noise figure. Based on (22) and (23), a lower bound for σδ̂
at high SNR and still assuming negligible SFO-induced ICI

and ISI can be defined as in (25). While this lower bound can

only be reached by unbiased estimators such as multiple signal

classification (MUSIC). In practical deployments, however,

if the processing based on zero-padded IDFTs is used as a

maximum likelihood estimator (MLE), then bias occurs due

to the limited granularity of the axis of possible delays that can

be estimated: This axis is solely composed by integer multiples

of 1/(ηB), where η ∈ N≥1 is the zero padding (ZP) factor.

Consequently, a more accurate lower bound for σ
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil

at

high SNR is given by [43]

σ
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil

≥
√
3

6ηNpil∆f∆Npil
. (26)

Consequently, a lower bound for σδ̂ for the case in which δ̂ is

obtained based on MLE delay migration estimates ∆̂τ
SFO

pil,mpil

can be defined as in (27). Since the MLE error is actually

uniformly distributed due to the quantized zero-padded IDFT

bins, the aforementioned lower bound is only a simplified

approximation.

In order for the SFO estimation to work as intended,

i.e., without relevant performance degradation or bias, the

experienced normalized SFO δ should not induce ICI and ISI

that result in relevant degradation of the reference path in the

CIRs estimates in the columns of D. Some remarks on these

issues are presented as follows.

δ̂ = argmin
δ

Mpil−1∑

mpil=0

(
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil
− {δ [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)]Ts}

)2

(20)

δ̂ =
Mpil

∑Mpil−1
mpil=0 [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts] ∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil
−∑Mpil−1

mpil=0 [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts]
∑Mpil−1

mpil=0 ∆̂τ
SFO

pil,mpil

Mpil

∑n
mpil=0 [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts]

2 −
[∑Mpil−1

mpil=0 (mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts

]2

(21)

σδ̂ ≈
σ
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil√
Mpil

∑n
mpil=0 [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts]

2 −
[∑Mpil−1

mpil=0(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts

]2 (22)

σδ̂ '

√√√√
{6/[SNR(N2 − 1)N ]}[1/(2π∆f∆Npil)]2

Mpil

∑n
mpil=0 [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts]

2 −
[∑Mpil−1

mpil=0(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts

]2 (25)

σδ̂ '

√
3/(6ηNpil∆f∆Npil)√

Mpil

∑n
mpil=0 [(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts]

2 −
[∑Mpil−1

mpil=0(mpil∆Mpil)(N +NCP)Ts

]2 (27)
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Remark 1. It is ideally expected that normalized SFO δ only

results in frequency shifts fSFO
n that cause negligible ICI.

Elaboration. To avoid non-negligible ICI that will eventu-

ally lead to degradation of the delay and consequently SFO

estimation and its subsequent correction, the SFO-induced

frequency shift fSFO
n at every nth OFDM subcarriers must be

significantly lower than the subcarrier spacing ∆f . Assuming

the typical frequency shift upperbound for OFDM systems of

one tenth of ∆f [17], [44],

fSFO
n < ∆f/10 (28)

should hold to result in negligible ICI. Combining (28) with

(14) results in (δn)∆f < ∆f/10. Applying (28) to the

highest absolute SFO-induced ICI, which is experienced at

n = ±N/2, results in

|δ| < δICI
max, (29)

where

δICI
max = 1/(5N). (30)

Note that, while subcarrier n = −N/2 exists, n = N/2 is

only approached when performing zero-padding. �

Remark 2. It is ideally expected that the normalized SFO δ
only results in delays τSFOm that do not cause ISI.

Elaboration. To avoid ISI-induced performance degradation

of the delay and SFO estimation and therefore of the RIS-

assisted bistatic ISAC system as a whole, ISI should not

happen at any of the OFDM symbols in the frame. If the SFO-

induced delay τSFOm is negative, ISI will necessarily occur.

For positive delays, however, τSFOm at all OFDM symbols,

regardless of whether they contain pilots or not, should be

lower than the CP-free delay τCP
max = NCP/B. Therefore, it

should hold that

τCP
max > τSFOmpil∆Mpil

≥ 0. (31)

Consequently, the delay τSFOM−1 at the (M − 1)th column of Y

should be such that

NCP/B > τSFOM−1 ≥ 0. (32)

Based on (12), this results in

δISImax > δ ≥ 0, (33)

where

δISImax =
NCP

B [(M − 1)(N +NCP) +NCP]Ts
. (34)

�

B. TITO method for ISI-aware SFO estimation

As discussed in Section III-A, the presented approximate

lower bounds for the SFO estimates in (25) and (27) so

far are only accurate under the assumption of negligible

SFO-induced ICI and ISI. The aforementioned ICI is expected

to be handled by the previously mentioned processing gain

of 10 log10(Npil) dB at the delay migration estimation.

The SFO-induced ISI, however, can severely degrade the

delay migration estimation [45] and, consequently, the

SFO estimation. In order to avoid this, the TITO method

for SFO estimation is proposed. This method consists of

performing the described SFO estimation based on the

slope (or tilt) estimation (or inference) of the delay (or time

offset) migration of the reference path along CIR estimates

contained in the columns of D in Section III-A, which

ultimately allows obtaining an estimate δ̂ of the normalized

SFO based on the knowledge of its relationship with the

delay migration described by (13). The novelty of TITO

compared to apporaches such as the one based on the

method by Wu et al. [21] lies in the adaptive choice of

the number MTITO
pil ≤ Mpil of columns of D to be used

for delay migration and subsequent SFO estimation with

the aim of avoiding using CIR estimates the originate from

ISI-contamined pilot OFDM symbols, which is explained as

follows. First, it is important to highlight that ISI only happens

at the pilot OFDM symbols of index mpil where the SFO-

induced delay τSFOmpil
is either negative or positive and exceeds

the CP duration NCPT
Tx
s . In both cases, the ISI-induced

signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) degradation

of the reference path in the aforementioned CIR estimates

depends on the SFO-induced excess delay causing the ISI.

Considering these issues, only the MTITO
pil first columns of

D where tolerable SINR degradation is experienced are used

to obtain the required delay migration estimates for the SFO

estimation with the TITO method. This also results in lower

computational complexity compared with the method by Wu

et al. [21] in cases with high SFO, since only a limitedn!

(n!)umber of columns of D are used for CIR and subsequent

SFO estimation. Based on (13), MTITO
pil is chosen such that

MTITO
pil =max mpil + 1

s.t.

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil
− ∆̂τ

SFO

pil,mpil−1

∆Mpil(N +NCP)TTx
s

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ (1 + ε)|δmax|.

(35)
In (35), |δmax| ∈ R≥0 is the maximum absolute normalized

SFO (positive or negative) that is expected in the RIS-assisted

bistatic ISAC system. Furthermore, ε denotes an empirically

defined margin that accounts for factors that influence the

delay migration estimation inaccuracies, such as the chosen

ZP factor η in the MLE estimation and the SNR. If the

constraint in (35) is violated, it is considered that the

SFO-induced ISI causes significant SINR degradation that

in turn leads to non-negligible bias in the delay migration

estimates at pilot OFDM symbols of index mpil = MTITO
pil

or higher. The CIRs contained in D which correspond to

these pilot OFDM symbols are therefore discarded and only

the MTITO
pil first columns of D are considered for the delay

migration estimation and subsequent SFO estimation. While

this degrades the accuracy of the SFO estimation according to

(25) and (27), it avoids biasing the SFO estimate δ̂ due to ISI

as later shown in the results in Section IV. Finally, it is worth

highlighting that, forcing MTITO
pil =Mpil, the TITO SFO

estimation method becomes equivalent to approach based on

the method by Wu et al. [21].
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TABLE I
ADOPTED OFDM SIGNAL PARAMETERS

Carrier frequency (fc) 26.2GHz

Frequency bandwidth (B) 500MHz

No. of subcarriers (N ) 2048

Subcarrier spacing (∆f ) 244.14 kHz

CP length (NCP) 512

No. of OFDM symbols (M ) 4096

Pilot spacing (∆Npil, ∆Mpil) 2, 4

No. of pilot subc. per pilot OFDM symbol (Npil) 1024

No. of OFDM symbols w/ pilots (Mpil) 1024

Digital modulation QPSK

Channel coding and code rate LDPC, 2/3

C. SFO correction

Once the estimate δ̂ has been obtained with (21) using a

limited number of pilot OFDM symbols defined according to

(35), resampling is performed on the discrete-time domain

samples associated with the receive frame including CP.

Typically, a Farrow filter [24] with previous cubic interpolation

[46] is employed. After resampling, CP is removed and the

OFDM symbols are once again transformed into the discrete-

frequency domain for further communication processing to

estimate the transmit frame X and subsequent bistatic radar

sensing processing as described in [16].

While the resampling approach is able to correct both low

and high SFOs, a simplified correction can be performed for

the case where the SFO is so low that negligible ICI and

ISI occur. In this case, a zero forcing (ZF) equalization of

Yn,m is performed to yield an estimate of Ỹn,m. This estimate

is given by
̂̃Y n,m = Yn,m/(α̂

SFO
n e jψ̂

SFO
n,m ), where α̂SFO

n and

ψ̂SFO
n,m are estimates of αSFO

n and ψSFO
n,m calculated by using δ̂

instead of its true value δ in (9) and (10), respectively. Since

this method is assumed to be used for very low SFO only,

αSFO
n ≈ 1 is expected for all n, and the described equalization

can be simplified to
̂̃Y n,m = Yn,m/e

jψ̂SFO
n,m or, alternatively,

̂̃Y n,m ≈ Ỹn,m +Wn,m/e
jψ̂SFO

n,m . (36)

The N rows and M columns filled with elements
̂̃Y n,m

form a receive frame
̂̃
Y ∈ C

N×M , which can finally be used

for the previously mentioned further processing. Since this

approach only requires dividing each subcarrier in the discrete-

frequency domain by a phase term, it results in lower com-

putational complexity than imposed by resampling approach.

This happens since the latter requires resampling the whole

sequence y[s], including samples belonging to the CPs of the

OFDM symbols. In addition, DFT must be performed again

for each OFDM symbol after serial-to-parallel conversion and

CP removal to reconstruct the OFDM frame with corrected

SFO.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, the performance of the RIS-assisted bistatic

ISAC system with the introduced TITO SFO estimation

TABLE II
COMMUNICATION AND RADAR PERFORMANCE PARAMETERS

Comm. data rate (100% duty cycle, Rcomm) 0.40Gbit/s

Processing gain (Gp) 69.24 dB

Range resolution (∆R) 0.60m

Max. unamb. range (Rmax,ua) 1227.95m

Max. ISI-free range (Rmax,ISI) 306.99m

Doppler shift resolution (∆fD) 47.68Hz

Max. unamb. Doppler shift (fD,max,ua) 97.66 kHz

Max. ICI-free Doppler shift (fD,max,ICI) 24.41 kHz

10−1 100 101 102 103
10−2

10−1

100

101

102

103

|δ| (ppm)

|S
F
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|

(k
H

z)
Fig. 3. Equivalent SFO in kHz to the normalized SFO to the Nyquist
sampling rate Fs = B (—). For reference, the maximum expected absolute
value of the SFO in the bistatic setup from Section V based on two Zynq
UltraScale+ RFSoC ZCU111 system-on-a-chip (SoC) platforms is also
shown ( ).

method is analyzed. For this purpose, the OFDM signal

parameters listed in Table I, which according to [16], [17]

result in the radar and communication performance parameters

listed in Table II, are adopted. While these parameters do not

comply, e.g., with 5G NR numerology, they were chosen to

meet constraints of the measurement setup described later in

Section V, allowing to achieve suitable communication and

radar sensing performances.

A. SFO-induced impairment of ISAC system performance

Based on the adopted parameters, the corresponding SFO in

kHz to δ, which represents the normalized SFO to the Nyquist

sampling rate Fs = B, is shown in Fig. 3. In this figure,

the maximum normalized SFO of ±123 ppm expected with

the adopted measurement setup later described in Section V

based on two distinct Zynq UltraScale+ RFSoC ZCU111 SoC

platforms is also shown. This number derives from the stability

of ±61.5 ppm of the programmable clocks at each board, from

which the sampling clocks are derived, and it represents a

common normalized SFO expected in practice.

Next, the SFO-induced impairments to the discrete-

frequency domain OFDM frame Y apart from ISI discussed in

Section III, namely the amplitude modulation αSFO
n , the delay

migration ∆τSFOm , and the subcarrier frequency shift fSFO
n ,

are shown in Fig 4 for |δ| ∈ {0, 0.1, 1, 10, 100, 1000} ppm.

It can be seen in Fig. 4(a) that all considered SFO values

except for |δ| = 1000 ppm yield negligible amplitude mod-

ulation along the subcarrier index n. In Figs. 4(b) and (c),
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Fig. 4. SFO effects: (a) amplitude modulation αSFO
n

along the subcarriers, (b) absolute value of the delay migration ∆τSFO
m

along the OFDM symbols,
and (c) absolute value of the subcarrier frequency shift fSFO

n
along the subcarriers, all evaluated for |δ| = 0.1 ppm (—), |δ| = 1ppm (—), |δ| = 10ppm

(—), |δ| = 100 ppm (—), and |δ| = 1000 ppm (—) For comparison with the achieved values, the maximum ISI-free delay of NCP/B and range of
c0NCP/B for the positive δ case, as well as the maximum tolerable frequency shift of ∆f/10 defined in (28) which causes negligible ICI are marked
(– –) in (b) and (c), respectively.

-1.5
-1.5

-1

-1

-0.5

-0.5

0

0

0.5

0.5

1

1

1.5

1.5

I

Q

Fig. 5. Normalized receive quadrature phase-shift keying (QPSK)
constellations obtained from simulations for an AWGN channel with
SNR = 20dB and δ = 1ppm at OFDM symbols m = 0 ( ,
EVM = −21.39 dB), m = 64 ( , EVM = −13.05 dB), and m = 4094
( , EVM = 0.18 dB).

however, it is seen that |δ| ∈ {100, 1000} ppm yield delays

and frequency shifts that exceed both the ICI- and ISI-free

SFO limits defined according to (29) and (33), respectively.

Based on the OFDM signal parameters listed in Table I,

the aforementioned SFO ranges for approximately ICI- and

ISI-free operation are 97.66 ppm > δ > −97.66 ppm and

48.83 ppm > δ > 0 ppm, respectively. The achieved results

show that only |δ| ∈ {100, 1000} ppm among the considered

normalized SFO values exceed both ICI- and ISI-free SFO

ranges due to their resulting delays and frequency shifts,

respectively, as previously discussed and shown in Figs. 4(b)

and (c). Since the achieved ICI- and ISI-free SFO ranges

do not fully cover the expected SFOs of up to ±123 ppm
that may occur in the aforementioned measurement setup that

will later be considered in Section V, the SFO correction via

the frequency-domain equalization from (36) is henceforth

not considered and the resampling approach explained in

Section III-C is adopted instead.

To clearly illustrate the effects of SFO on the receive QPSK

constellation, simulation results for an AWGN channel with
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Fig. 6. Range-Doppler bistatic radar images with one reference path and a
target at a relative bistatic range of 5m and Doppler shift of 5 kHz for (a)
δ = 0ppm and (b) δ = 1ppm.
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Fig. 7. Zoom-in on reference path of the radar images from Fig. 6 for (a)
δ = 0ppm and (b) δ = 1ppm.

SNR = 20 dB and an SFO of δ = 1ppm are shown in

Fig. 5. The assumed channel model agrees with the assumption

that the reference path between transmitter and receiver is

much stronger than the propagation paths associated with radar

targets and that perfect time and frequency synchronization

w.r.t. this main path is performed. In this aforementioned

figure, the ICI effect described in (11) and shown in Fig. 4(c)

can be observed for the OFDM symbol of index m = 0 in

the form of spreading of some constellation points towards

the origin, while the constellation for m = 64 is still clearly

affected by ICI but also presents more relevant phase rotation

due to the dependence of ψSFO
n,m in (10) on the OFDM symbol

index m. As for OFDM symbol m = 4094, both effects are

9



This work has been submitted to the IEEE for possible publication. Copyright may be transferred

without notice, after which this version may no longer be accessible.

present, but the higher SFO-induced delay results in more

accentuated rotation of the QPSK constellation.

Regarding sensing performance, bistatic radar images as-

suming SNR = 20 dB before radar processing and perfect

time and frequency synchronization w.r.t. the reference path,

as well as a radar target with SNR = −10 dB before radar

processing, relative range of 5m and relative Doppler shift of

5 kHz w.r.t. the main path are shown in Fig. 6 for δ = 0ppm
and δ = 1ppm. In both range and Doppler shift directions,

rectangular windowing was used to avoid that the SFO effects

are masked by the use of a window aiming to reduce sidelobe

level. For simplicity, the presented radar images are obtained

by processing all subcarriers. In practice, this would require

pilot-based channel estimation and equalization to correctly

estimate the QPSK data in payload subcarriers and only then

allow bistatic radar signal processing with the full frame as

described in [16], [37]. The results in these figures show that

range and Doppler shift migration occur for δ = 1ppm,

spreading both the reference path and the radar target in

the relative bistatic range and Doppler shift directions and

reducing their magnitude and consequently SINR compared

with the case with δ = 0ppm. These effects are respectively

caused by delay and frequency shift migrations described by

(13) and (15). A zoom in on the reference path for both

cases is shown in Fig. 7. In this figure, a range migration

from 0m to c0{δ[M(N +NCP)]Ts} = 6.29m is observed,

which agrees with the expected delay migration that can be

calculated based on (13). Similarly, a Doppler shift migration

from δ(−N/2)∆f = −0.25 kHz to δ(N/2)∆f = 0.25 kHz is

experienced as predicted in (14) and (15). Besides range and

Doppler shift migration, both the reference path and the radar

target experience SINR loss due to the SFO-induced ICI. ISI,

however, is not experienced since δ = 1ppm lies in the ISI-

free SFO range 48.83 ppm > δ > 0 ppm defined by (33)

for the OFDM parameterization in the considered RIS-assisted

bistatic ISAC system.

The presented QPSK constellations and radar images for

δ = 1ppm show that even small SFOs can greatly impair both

communication and radar sensing performances of bistatic

ISAC systems. For the expected SFO of up to δ = ±123 ppm
in the measurement setup later described in Section V, even

higher degradation is expected since ISI can occur even for

positive SFOs as indicated by Fig. 4(b). To prevent this, the

experienced SFO must be accurately estimated and corrected,

which is addressed in Section IV-B.

B. SFO estimation

To perform SFO estimation, the approach based on the

method by Wu et al. [21], which is equivalent to the TITO

method when forcing MTITO
pil = Mpil, first estimates the

delay migration, and then its slope along the pilot OFDM

symbols. Only then the SFO is estimated via (21). Therefore,

as discussed in Section III, the delay migration estimates

must be accurate in order for an accurate SFO estimate to

be obtained. In this context, the root mean squared error

(RMSE) of the SFO estimates obtained with the approach

based on the method by Wu et al. are shown in Fig. 8 for
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Fig. 8. RMSE of delay-based SFO estimation based on [21] for
SNR = −30 dB through 30 dB and δ = 0.1 ppm (—), δ = 1ppm (—),
δ = 10ppm (—), δ = 100 ppm (—), and δ = 1000 ppm (—). For
comparison, the approximate CRLB from and (25) (– –) and the lower
bound for the MLE estimator with ZP from (27) (– –) are also shown.
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Fig. 9. Normalized delay-slow time profile assuming a reference path with
SNR = 20dB and a radar target with SNR = −10 dB at a relative bistatic
range of 5m and Doppler shift of 5 kHz for (a) δ = 100 ppm and (b)
δ = 500 ppm. While a constant normalized magnitude ratio between the
reference path and the noise floor is observed over all mpil for
δ = 100 ppm, a smooth degradation is observed for δ = 500 ppm starting
at mpil ≈ 1022.

δ ∈ {0.1, 1, 10, 100, 1000} ppm. These results were obtained

from the SFO estimates based on delay migration estimation

with ZP factor η = 20 for SNR = −30 dB through 30 dB.

To reduce the computational complexity associated with the

the high ZP factor η, chirp Z-transform (CZT) can be used

instead of IDFT only around the expected reference path tap

position in the columns of D [47].

The obtained RMSE results show a tendency of the

SFO estimates with increasing |δ|. The only exception is

δ = 0.1 ppm, which yields worse RMSE than, e.g., δ = 1ppm
and δ = 10 ppm due to the limited delay estimation accuracy,

which becomes more critical due to the small delay migration

induced by such a low SFO. For all other SFO values, the

RMSE degradation is primarily caused by the SINR reduction

of the peaks corresponding to the reference path in the delay-

slow time profile matrix D that are used to obtain the required

delay migration estimates for SFO estimation. This reduction

happens due to SFO-induced ICI and ISI as discussed in

Section IV-A and illustrated in Fig. 9 assuming the same SNR

conditions for the reference path and the radar target as for

the results in Fig. 6.

To analyze the SINR degradation more closely, the sim-

ulated SINR of the reference path estimated with each

mpilth pilot OFDM symbol, i.e., along the CIR esti-
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Fig. 10. SINR of the corresponding peak to the estimated reference path in
the CIR estimate at the mpilth column of D used for obtaining the delay

migration estimate ∆̂τ
SFO

pil,mpil
. Results are shown for |δ| = 0.1 ppm (—),

|δ| = 1ppm (—), |δ| = 10ppm (—), |δ| = 100 ppm (—), and
|δ| = 1000 ppm (—), with continuous lines (—) for positive δ and dashed
lines for negative δ (– –).
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Fig. 11. SINR as a function of the SFO δ for the corresponding peak to the
estimated reference path in the CIR estimate at the first column of D

(mpil = 0), based on which ∆̂τ
SFO

pil,0 is estimated.

mates in the columns of the delay-slow time profile

matrix D, is shown in Fig. 10 for SNR = 20 dB and

δ ∈ {±0.1,±1,±10,±100,±1000}ppm. To avoid biasing

the SINR results, a Chebyshev window with 100 dB sidelobe

supression was used before forming the delay profiles at each

column of D, and the SINR was calculated as the ratio

between the peak corresponding to the reference path and

the region outside its main lobe. The obtained results show

that the SINR at mpil = 0 decreases with increasing |δ|.
This is solely due to the SFO-induced ICI for positive δ,

since the CP prevents ISI due to delay migration at this

point, and due to both SFO-induced ICI and ISI for negative

δ. A relevant SINR decrease, however, is only observed for

|δ| = 1000 ppm among the considered δ values, while all the

other SFOs result in negligible interference and therefore close

SINR value to the expected SNR of 48.70 dB. This value is

equal to the input SNR of 20 dB, plus the processing gain

of 10 log10(Npil) = 30.10 dB, minus the windowing SNR

loss of around 1.40 dB. To provide a more thorough analysis

of the effect of the SFO-induced ICI, Fig. 11 shows the

SINR at mpil = 0 as a function of δ. Since, as mentioned
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Fig. 12. RMSE of SFO estimates at SNR = 20 dB for δ = −1000 ppm
through 1000 ppm with the proposed TITO method (– –), the approach
based on the method by Wu et al. [21] (—), and the method by Tsai et
al. [19] (– –). For further comparison, the CRLB from (25) (– –) and the
lower bound for the MLE estimator with ZP from (27) (– –) are also shown.

before, ISI already happens at mpil = 0 for negative δ among

the considered values, only positive δ is analyzed for the

presented results in this figure. An SINR degradation due to

SFO-induced ICI of 1 dB is only experienced at 125 ppm,

which is already slightly above the maximum of 123 ppm
expected in the setup later considered in Section V. Moreover,

a SINR degradation of 3 dB or higher is only experienced for

δ ≥ 250 ppm. This allows concluding that only rather high

SFOs lead to significant SINR loss due to the induced ICI.

Back to Fig. 10, it is observed that the SINR continuously

drop for negative δ along with mpil, since all OFDM symbols

in the frame are affected by the aforementioned SFO-induced

ISI, which becomes more severe with increasing mpil as the

absolute value of the delay caused by SFO from (12) increases.

Under influence of positive δ, however, the SINR only starts

to drop after the SFO-induced delay exceeds the CP duration,

only then causing ISI.

The discussed results so far have indicated that the SFO

estimates with the approach based on the method by Wu et

al. may be significantly biased even without relevant influence

of SFO-induced ICI when ISI eventually happens, as shown

in Fig. 10. This is caused by the use of the CIR estimates

in the columns of the delay-slow time profile matrix D

that correspond to pilot OFDM symbols of index mpil that

are affected by ISI. As discussed in Section III-B, this is

circumvented with the TITO method by setting an upperbound

to the step of the reference path delay migration between two

consecutive estimates. Once this threshold is exceeded, the

corresponding pilot OFDM symbol mpil and all next ones are

assumed to be under strong SFO-induced ISI and are therefore

disregarded, leading to a total number of used pilot OFDM

symbols MTITO
pil ≤ Mpil for SFO estimation with the TITO

method. Assuming SNR = 20 dB as in the previous analysis

in this section, Fig. 12 shows the achieved RMSE of the SFO

estimates with both the approach based on the method by

Wu et al. and the TITO method assuming δmax = 1000 ppm
and ε = 0.1 for δ = −1000 ppm through δ = 1000 ppm. For

comparison, the performance of the method by Tsai et

al. [19] is also shown. The achieved results show that, be-

tween around δ = −150 ppm and δ = 200 ppm, TITO yields
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Fig. 13. Reduction in the number of used pilot OFDM symbols for SFO
estimation with the TITO method at SNR = 20dB: (a) total number
MTITO

pil
of used pilot OFDM symbols as a function of the SFO δ and (b)

normalized computational complexity compared with the approach based on
the method by Wu et al. [21]. Between around δ = −150 ppm and
δ = 200 ppm there is a plateau with MTITO

pil
= Mpil. For these SFO

values, all pilot OFDM symbols are used for the SFO estimation with the
TITO method and, consequently, no computational complexity reduction is
experienced.

equivalent performance to the delay-based method based on

Wu et al., while the method by Tsai et al. performs the

worst. In this SFO region, the experienced processing gain

of 10 log10(Npil) = 30.10 dB when analyzing the reference

path in the obtained the CIR estimates stored in the columns

of D in the former two methods is sufficient to avoid severe

degradation of the reference path SINR and consequently of

the SFO estimates due to the SFO-induced ISI. The method

by Tsai et al., however, does not profit from this processing

gain as it operates on the subcarrier level. Outside this SFO

region, the RMSE of the method based on Wu et al. is

significantly worsened by the ISI-contamined pilot OFDM

symbols used to estimate the aforementioned CIRs. While the

Tsai method achieves equal or better performance, it is also

affected by SFO-induced ISI and its RMSE is still rather high,

i.e., 5.6 ppm or more. The TITO method, in turn, circumvents

the ISI issue with its choice of MTITO
pil ≤ Mpil pilot OFDM

symbols used for the delay migration estimation required

to estimate the SFO as described by (35) and illustrated in

Fig. 13a. In Fig. 13b, the resulting computational complexity
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Fig. 14. RMSE of the SFO estimates at SNR = 20dB and the total
number MTITO

pil
of used pilot OFDM symbols for SFO estimation with the

TITO method for δ = −1000 ppm (H), δ = −100 ppm (H),
δ = −10 ppm (H), δ = −1 ppm (H), δ = −0.1 ppm (H), δ = 0.1 ppm
(N), δ = 1ppm (N), δ = 10ppm (N), δ = 100 ppm (N), and
δ = 1000 ppm (N). For comparison, the CRLB from (25) (– –) and the
lower bound for the MLE estimator with ZP from (27) (– –) as functions of
MTITO

pil
are also shown.

gNB #1

Tx

gNB #2

Rx

Fig. 15. RIS-assisted bistatic ISAC system concept.

experienced as less pilot OFDM symbols are processed at high

SFO values is shown. The obtained results allow concluding

that the performance of TITO is mainly affected by the SFO-

induced ICI and the reduced number of used pilot OFDM

symbols, which affects the SFO estimation accuracy as illus-

trated in Fig. 14. Still, TITO outperforms both its counterparts

for the adopted OFDM signal parameters, presenting RMSEs

as low as 0.01 ppm for |δ| = 150 ppm and around 0.5 ppm
for |δ| = 1000 ppm.

V. MEASUREMENT SETUP AND RESULTS

In this section, the benefits of the proposed TITO method for

SFO estimation and subsequent correction are demonstrated in

practice. This is done via measurements based on the RIS-

assisted bistatic ISAC system concept depicted in Fig. 15,

which is proposed in this article to overcome NLoS conditions.

In this concept, it is assumed that the LoS path between the
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 16. Multiple views of the assembled measurement setup for the RIS-based bistatic ISAC system in the IHE anechoic chamber at the KIT.
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Fig. 17. Measured QPSK constellations assuming SFO estimation and
correction based on (a) the method by Tsai et al. without residual SFO
correction, (b) the method by Tsai et al. with residual SFO correction, and
(c) the TITO method.

gNBs is obstructed, and that a relay RIS is used to steer the

incoming signals from gNB #1 in the directions of gNB #2

[48].

The corresponding measurement setup to the proposed

RIS-assisted bistatic ISAC system concept shown in Fig. 16

was assembled in the anechoic chamber of the Institute of

Radio Frequency Engineering and Electronics (IHE) at the

Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT). Its BB part consisted

of two Zynq UltraScale+ RFSoC ZCU111 SoC platforms

from Xilinx, Inc, one acting as a transmitter and another

one as a receiver. Both the transmitter and receiver boards

were connected to the same RF AFEs used in [48] via

coaxial cables, which then transmit/receive OFDM signals

with the parameters listed in Table I to/from the transmit

and receive RISs that were used as the arrays of gNB #1

and #2, respectively. Since the LoS link between transmit and

receive RISs was obstructed by an RF absorber, a third RIS

with known position was used as a relay. Beamforming was

then performed for transmit and receive RISs so that they

both had one beam pointing at the relay RISs and another

beam pointing at a corner reflector placed at the other side of

the anechoic chamber to serve as a radar target. While it is

reasonable to assume that the beamforming directions towards

the relay RIS are known, the exact beamforming directions

from transmit and receive RISs towards the radar target were

defined via exhaustive search. In practical deployments, more

efficient approaches such as the ones from [30], [49] can be

adapted to the bistatic sensing case to both perform initial

target detection as mentioned in Section II.

A coordinate system was adopted for the measurement
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Fig. 18. Measured bistatic radar images assuming SFO estimation and
correction based on (a) the method by Tsai et al. without residual SFO
correction, (b) the method by Tsai et al. with residual SFO correction, and
(c) the TITO method.

setup shown in Fig. 16 assuming that the origin [0, 0, 0]m
was between the phase center of the transmitter and receiver

RISs, which were located at [−0.15, 0, 0]m and [0.15, 0, 0]m,

respectively. Furthermore, the phase center of the relay RIS

was located at [0, 1, 0]m and the center of the corner reflector

at [0.75, 4.50, 0.9]m. Considering that the reference atennas

of both transmitter and receiver were located at a distance of

0.15m of their respective RISs, the bistatic range ground truth

values for the reference path enabled by the relay RIS and the

radar target were 2.32m and 9.63m, respectively. Assuming

perfect synchronization w.r.t. the reference path, this should

result in a relative bistatic range of 7.31m for the radar target.

Using the described measurement setup under the afore-

mentioned conditions, 2 preamble OFDM symbols were trans-

mitted before the OFDM frame to enable coarse time and

frequency synchronization with the Schmidl & Cox (S&C)

algorithm [33]. Afterwards, a fine time synchronization was

performed via cross-correlation with the first preamble OFDM

symbol to obtain a more accurate estimate of the OFDM frame

start sample. After this point, SFO estimation was performed.

Using the TITO method with δmax = 123 ppm, which is equal

to the absolute value of maximum expected SFO in the

adopted setup, the same SFO estimate of −104.29 ppm was

obtained as with the algorithm based on Wu et al. [21]. This

was the case since only tolerable SINR degradation due to

SFO-induced ICI and ISI was experienced, and therefore (35)

resulted in MTITO
pil =Mpil pilot OFDM symbols used by the

TITO method to estimate the SFO with (21), meaning that

both methods are equivalent for the adopted set of parameters

and hardware. Since, however, the TITO method achieves

equal or better performance compared to the method based
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on Wu et al. [21], the latter will be excluded from the

subsequent analyses. The method by Tsai et al. [19], however,

yielded a biased SFO estimate of 11.60 ppm, which ultimatelly

resulted in a bit error ratio (BER) of 0.41 even with low-

density parity-check (LDPC) decoding and produced a bistatic

radar image where no targets could be detected. Out of this

reason, the method by Tsai was alternatively implemented with

20 dedicated preamble OFDM symbols for SFO estimation

transmitted right before the OFDM frame. Although this incurs

in intolerable overhead in communication operations, only so

an SFO estimate of −103.73 ppm could be obtained. Since

the SFO estimation with the Tsai algorithm based on preamble

symbols is not accurate enough for bistatic sensing, the latter

method was also combined with a residual SFO estimation

and subsequent correction via discrete-time domain shifting

of the OFDM symbols as described in [16], [20]. While

the aforementioned residual SFO correction compensates the

delay migration, it does not alleviate the effect of the SFO-

induced ICI.

After SFO estimation and correction via resampling, besides

further communication processing as described in [16], [37],

the QPSK constellations shown in Fig. 17 were obtained. The

obtained results show virtually the same performance regard-

less of the SFO estimation method. This is evidenced by the

error vector magnitude (EVM) with mean value of −14.84 dB
and standard deviation of 5.76 dB obtained in the case where

SFO estimation was performed with the TITO method, while

mean EVM of −14.69 dB and standard deviation of 5.79 dB
was obtained for the case where SFO estimation was done with

the method by Tsai et al. without residual SFO correction and

mean EVM of −14.62 dB and standard deviation of 5.79 dB
for SFO estimation done with the method by Tsai et al. with

residual SFO correction. In all cases, no transmission errors

were experienced due to the chosen LDPC channel code [50]

of rate 2/3 and the parity check matrix for the case with 64800
bits in an LDPC code block from [51].

While the EVM performance remains virtually unaffected

by the choice between the three considered SFO estimation

and correction methods, the bistatic sensing performance is

significantly influenced by residual SFO that lead to range

and Doppler shift migrations that can be derived from delay

and frequency shift migrations in (13) and (15), respectively.

Fig. 18 shows the measured bistatic radar images ultimatelly

obtained when using the aforementioned SFO estimation and

correction approaches. As in [16], [37], the required full trans-

mit frame for the bistatic radar processing was reconstructed

based on the knowledge of the pilot subcarriers as well as

the receive payload QPSK symbols from the constellations in

Fig. 17. Furthermore, biases to the relative bistatic ranges and

Doppler shifts in the radar image are removed by shifting the

radar image so that the reference path, which is the stronger

peak in the radar image, appears at a relative bistatic range

of 0m and Doppler shift of 0Hz. It is observed that the

bistatic radar image obtained after SFO estimation with the

TITO method presents a well-defined radar target peak at a

relative bistatic range of 7.19m. In the radar image obtained

after synchronization with the method by Tsai et al. without

residual SFO correction, the radar target peak appears at the

same range as in the previous case and a negligible SNR

loss of 0.38 dB is observed. This only happens due to the

compensation of range migration via discrete-time domain

shifting of the OFDM symbols in the frame. However, this

comes at the cost of extra computational complexity and a

significant spread in the Doppler shift direction, with multiple

high sidelobes that could not be successfully suppressed by

windowing. As for the case where residual SFO correction

was performed after the estimation with the Tsai algorithm and

resampling, a significant degradation of the range resolution

and a slight degradation of the Doppler shift resolution are

observed compared with the bistatic radar image obtained

when the TITO method is used. In this case, the radar target

peak is at a relative bistatic range of 7.34m and a SNR loss

of 2.65 dB is experienced w.r.t. the TITO case.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article introduced a novel method to perform ISI-robust

SFO estimation towards robust bistatic sensing in OFDM-

based ISAC systems. The proposed method, TITO, consists of

using pilot OFDM subcarriers to obtain CIR estimates, from

which the delay migration of a dominant, reference path with

constant range is estimated. By estimating the slope of the

delay migration of the reference path along consecutive CIR

estimates, the SFO itself can then be estimated.

After a mathematical derivation of SFO estimation accu-

racy lower bounds for the cases where the delay migration

estimates are performed with unbiased or MLE algorithms, the

performance of the proposed TITO method for SFO estimation

was verified and compared to alternative techniques in the

literature. The achieved results allow concluding that TITO

offers sufficiently accurate SFO estimates even for much

higher SFO values that are commonly expected in practical

deployments. This allows ultimately producing bistatic radar

images where target reflections have higher SNR and lower

sidelobe level than with the methods by Wu et al. [21] and

Tsai et al. [19], enabling enabling virtually unbiased radar

target parameter estimation. In addition, the computational

complexity associated with the TITO algorithm is considerably

reduced when compared to the its best performing competitor,

i.e., the approach based on the method by Wu et al. [21], since

a reduced number of pilot OFDM symbols is processed.

Considering NLoS condition between the transmitting and

receiving nodes of the bistatic ISAC pair, a system concept

where the aforementioned path is created by using a relay RIS

was proposed. This allowed to demonstrate the performance

of the TITO method in practice, showing that it achieves

sufficient SFO estimation accuracy to enable communication

and radar sensing in the considered bistatic ISAC system.

Although not addressed in this article, the proposed TITO

method for SFO estimation can be applied with minor adjust-

ments to bistatic ISAC systems based on alternative waveforms

such as orthogonal chirp-division multiplexing and phase-

modulated continuous wave [17], being combined to existing

time and frequency synchronization techniques [52], [53] to

enable robust communication and unbiased bistatic sensing.
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