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A Simplified Algorithm for Joint Real-Time

Synchronization, NLoS Identification, and

Multi-Agent Localization
Yili Deng, Jie Fan, Jiguang He, Baojia Luo, Miaomiao Dong, Zhongyi Huang

Abstract—Real-time, high-precision localization in large-scale
wireless networks faces two primary challenges: clock offsets
caused by network asynchrony and non-line-of-sight (NLoS)
conditions. To tackle these challenges, we propose a low-
complexity real-time algorithm for joint synchronization and
NLoS identification-based localization. For precise synchroniza-
tion, we resolve clock offsets based on accumulated time-of-
arrival measurements from all the past time instances, modeling
it as a large-scale linear least squares (LLS) problem. To alleviate
the high computational burden of solving this LLS, we introduce
the blockwise recursive Moore-Penrose inverse (BRMP) tech-
nique, a generalized recursive least squares approach, and derive
a simplified formulation of BRMP tailored specifically for the
real-time synchronization problem. Furthermore, we formulate
joint NLoS identification and localization as a robust least
squares regression (RLSR) problem and address it by using an
efficient iterative approach. Simulations show that the proposed
algorithm achieves sub-nanosecond synchronization accuracy and
centimeter-level localization precision, while maintaining low
computational overhead.

Index Terms—Time-of-arrival, localization, synchronization,
non-line-of-sight, blockwise recursive Moore-Penrose inverse

I. INTRODUCTION

Future large-scale wireless sensor networks (WSNs) are ex-

pected to support real-time high-precision device localization,

enabling applications such as intelligent transportation, envi-

ronmental monitoring, and the Internet of Things [1]. A typical

large-scale WSN consists of multiple anchors with known

positions and multiple agents to be localized. Time-of-arrival

(ToA) measurements are commonly used for localization as

they accurately capture the true distances between anchors and

agents [2]. However, practical ToA measurements are often

impacted by two major non-ideal factors: clock offsets and

non-line-of-sight (NLoS) conditions.

Clock offsets arise due to clock asynchrony between the

agent and each anchor. Existing methods typically address this

by using multiple calibration emitters with known positions

[3], [4] or communication between anchors [5]. However,
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these approaches introduce additional overhead. Alternatively,

joint localization and synchronization (JLAS) can be achieved

solely using ToA measurements between multiple agents and

anchors across different time instances. Techniques such as

maximum likelihood (ML) estimation [6] and weighted least

squares [7], [8] have been proposed for this task. Nevertheless,

since these methods rely on ToAs from all time instances to

achieve precise synchronization, their computational complex-

ity increases rapidly with time, limiting their applicability for

real-time localization in large-scale WSNs.

NLoS conditions are another significant hurdle for high-

precision localization, especially in indoor or urban envi-

ronments. In NLoS conditions, line-of-sight (LoS) paths are

blocked and the ToA measurements can be corrupted by

severe NLoS errors [9]. To improve localization accuracy, a

common strategy is to discard NLoS ToAs and utilize the

remaining LoS ToAs for localization. To identify NLoS ToAs,

a subspace-based method was proposed in [10] using the

statistical characteristics of ToA data, and machine learning-

based classification models were applied in [11]. However,

these methods require extensive data collection, increasing

localization overhead. Additionally, these methods assume that

all anchors are synchronized. In asynchronous networks, joint

NLoS identification and localization becomes a challenging

problem that remains unresolved in existing literature. Fur-

thermore, in large-scale asynchronous WSNs under NLoS

conditions, utilizing a large number of ToA measurements

across multiple time instances to achieve real-time high-

precision localization is even more challenging.

This paper proposes a low-complexity algorithm for real-

time synchronization, NLoS identification, and multi-agent

localization. The algorithm consists of two parts: synchro-

nization and NLoS identification-based localization. At time

instance t, we model synchronization as a large-scale linear

least squares (LLS) problem, using ToA measurements col-

lected over all historical t time instances. Traditional LLS

solutions are computationally intensive as t grows. To address

this, we introduce the blockwise recursive Moore-Penrose

inverse (BRMP) technique [12]. As a generalized recursive

least squares (RLS) approach, BRMP transforms the LLS

solution into a clock offset update process that only depends

on the newly measured ToAs at time instance t. In this way,

solving LLS does not involve historical ToAs before time t,

thus making the computation and memory costs independent

of t. We derive a simplified version of the BRMP formula

for real-time synchronization, further reducing computational
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complexity. Moreover, we formulate the joint NLoS identi-

fication and localization as a robust regression-based com-

binatorial optimization problem, which is then solved using

an explicit cross-iteration approach. Simulations demonstrate

that the proposed algorithm achieves clock offset and position

estimation errors of less than 0.1 ns and 10 cm over time,

respectively, while maintaining a low runtime.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider an l-dimensional (l = 2 or 3) WSN consisting of

M fixed anchors indexed by the M = {1, 2, . . . ,M}, and N

moving agents to be located. Denote the known coordinates

of the m-th anchor by qm and the unknown coordinates of

the n-th agent at time instance t by pt,n. The agent’s position

pt,n can either be randomly generated over time t or follow

a predefined trajectory. Each m-th anchor has an internal

clock offset δm. We consider a quasi-synchronous network

[8] where clock skew is negligible, allowing clock offset δm
to be assumed constant over time1.

At different time instance t, we collect the ToA measure-

ment rt,n,m received by the m-th anchor from the n-th agent.

The ToA rt,n,m is the time delay of either a LoS or NLoS

path, and is given by

rt,n,m =
1

c
‖qm − pt,n‖+ τt,n + δm + bt,n,m + ǫt,n,m, (1)

where c is the speed of radio propagation, τt,n is the unknown

transmission time at the n-th agent, ǫt,n,m is the measurement

noise following a zero-mean Gaussian i.i.d. distribution with

the standard deviation (STD) σ, and bt,n,m represents the

potential NLoS error. Specifically, bt,n,m = 0 when m ∈ SLoS
t,n ,

and bt,n,m ≫ |ǫt,n,m| when m ∈ SNLoS
t,n , where SLoS

t,n ⊆ M
and SNLoS

t,n = M − SLoS
t,n denote the index subsets of LoS

ToAs and NLoS ToAs from the n-th agent at time instance t,

respectively.

By defining the vectors associated with the n-th agent at

time instance t as rt,n = [rt,n,1, . . . , rt,n,M ]T, d (pt,n) =
1
c
[‖q1 − pt,n‖, . . . , ‖qM − pt,n‖]T, 1M =[1, . . . , 1]T ∈ R

M ,

δ = [δ1, . . . , δM ]T, bt,n = [bt,n,1, . . . , bt,n,M ]T, and ǫt,n =
[ǫt,n,1, ǫt,n,2, . . . , ǫt,n,M ]T, Eq. (1) is rewritten as

rt,n = d (pt,n) + τt,n1M + δ + bt,n + ǫt,n. (2)

We aim to select the LoS ToA measurements for JLAS. In the

case where only LoS ToAs from SLoS
t,n are considered, Eq. (2)

can be expressed as

F
(

SLoS
t,n

)

(rt,n − d (pt,n)− τt,n1M − δ − ǫt,n) = 0, (3)

where F(S) ∈ R
|S|×M is the selection matrix corresponding

to the ToA subset S ⊆ M with |S| denoting the cardinality

of S. Given S={s1, s2, . . . , s|S|}, F(S) is defined such that

[F (S)]i,j = 1 if si = j, and [F (S)]i,j = 0 otherwise. When

F(S) multiplies a vector, it selects the components of the

vector corresponding to the indices in S, forming a new vector.

The problem of synchronization, NLoS identification, and

multi-agent localization can be defined as: At time t, use a total

of tMN accumulated ToA measurements ru,n,m to estimate

clock offset δm, LoS ToA subset SLoS
u,n , and agent’s position

1For networks with significant clock skew, the clock skew can be estimated
and corrected using the least-squares estimator proposed in [13].

pu,n, where u = 1, . . . , t, n = 1, . . . , N , and m = 1, . . . ,M .

We formulate the ML estimator for this problem as

(P1): min
pu,n,δ,

Su,n,τu,n

t
∑

u=1

N
∑

n=1

∥

∥F(Su,n)(ru,n−d (pu,n)−τu,n1M−δ)
∥

∥

2

s.t. |Su,n| ≥ αM, u = 1, 2, ..., t, n = 1, 2, ..., N,

where ‖ · ‖ denotes the Euclidean norm. Note that Su,n = ∅
automatically minimizes the objective function of (P1) to 0.

However, in practical large-scale WSNs, the LoS ToA subset

is rarely empty. To address this, we impose the constraint

|Su,n| ≥ αM , ensuring that at least αM ToA measurements

are LoS-dominated for any time u and agent n, where α is

a predefined adjustable parameter. When α is small, problem

(P1) becomes underdetermined, resulting in non-unique and

false solutions. To ensure the problem is well-posed, we set

α > 1
2 [14].

Furthermore, we aim to solve problem (P1) in real-time,

i.e., instantly updating clock offset δ and generating local-

ization result pt,n as time t progresses. However, (P1) is

a complex combinatorial optimization problem since subset

SLoS
u,n is unknown. It is challenging to obtain an optimal

solution. Additionally, as t increases (e.g., t > 1000), solving

(P1) based on the total tMN ToA measurements demands

significant computational and memory resources. Using only

a subset of the ToAs helps mitigate this issue. However,

the reduction in data leads to lower synchronization and

localization accuracy.

III. CLOCK SYNCHRONIZATION AND LOCALIZATION

In this section, we propose a novel real-time synchro-

nization and localization algorithm in mixed LoS and NLoS

conditions. This algorithm utilizes all tMN ToA measure-

ments while ensuring that the computational and memory

overhead remains independent of time t. We decompose

the original problem (P1) into two subproblems: real-time

synchronization and NLoS identification-based multi-agent

localization, and solve these subproblems sequentially at each

time instance t. Subsections III-A and III-B introduce the

respective solutions for these two subproblems. Subsection

III-C summarizes the proposed algorithm.

A. Real-Time Synchronization

This subsection demonstrates how to update the estimated

clock offset δ̂t over time t to achieve real-time synchroniza-

tion. Given the estimated LoS ToA set Ŝu,n and position p̂u,n

for each agent n up to time t (the selection of Ŝu,n and

estimation of p̂u,n will be discussed in Subsection III-B), the

subproblem for the ML estimator of δ̂t is formulated as

(P2): min
δ,τu,n

t
∑

u=1

N
∑

n=1

∥

∥F(Ŝu,n)(ru,n−d (p̂u,n)−τu,n1M−δ)
∥

∥

2
.

Note that the ML cost function is minimized by τu,n =
1

|Ŝu,n|
1T
|Ŝu,n|

F(Ŝu,n) (ru,n − d (p̂u,n)− δ). Substituting this

into (P2) yields

(P3): min
δ

t
∑

u=1

N
∑

n=1

∥

∥B(Ŝu,n)F(Ŝu,n) (ru,n−d (p̂u,n)−δ)
∥

∥

2
,

where the matrix B(Ŝu,n) is defined as B (S) = I −
1
|S|1|S|1

T
|S| ∈ R

|S|×|S| with I being the identity matrix.
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Problem (P3) is a large-scale LLS problem. By defining

yu,n = B(Ŝu,n)F(Ŝu,n) (ru,n − d (p̂u,n)) ∈ R
|Ŝu,n|, yu =

[yT
u,1,y

T
u,2, · · · ,yT

u,N ]T ∈ R
Mu , Au,n = B(Ŝu,n)F(Ŝu,n) ∈

R
|Ŝu,n|×M , and Au = [AT

u,1, · · · ,AT
u,N ]T ∈ R

Mu×M with

Mu =
∑N

n=1 |Ŝu,n|, LLS (P3) can be expressed in a compact

form as

(P4): min
δ

t
∑

u=1

∥

∥yu −Auδ
∥

∥

2
.

More generally, we consider a weighted LLS problem

(P5): min
δ

t
∑

u=1

λt−u
∥

∥yu −Auδ
∥

∥

2
,

where 0 < λ ≤ 1 is a forgetting factor. The parameter λ gov-

erns the influence of past ToA measurements by exponentially

decreasing their weight as they age. This allows the model to

prioritize more recent data and adapt to changes over time

[15]. (P4) is a special case of (P5) when λ = 1.

It is easy to verify that
∑|Ŝu,n|

i=1 [Au,n]i,: = 0, indicating

that At is rank-deficient. Traditional methods for solving LLS

problems use the Moore-Penrose (MP) inverse to provide

an exact solution of (P5), denoted as δ̂t. However, the

computational complexity of the MP inverse for solving (P5)

is O
(

(
∑t

u=1 Mu

)3
)

[16]. Clearly, directly using the MP

inverse incurs substantial memory usage and computational

overhead as time t increases. This is not conducive to low-

complexity real-time synchronization in large-scale WSNs.

To reduce computational resource consumption, we exploit

the block-based partitioning structure of LLS (P5) and apply

the BRMP technique to update clock offset δ̂t in real-time.

BRMP is a state-of-the-art RLS technique that accommodates

rank-deficient matrices [12]. Instead of recomputing the LLS

solution from scratch with each new measurement, RLS

updates the solution incrementally, significantly reducing the

computational complexity. To the best of our knowledge, this

paper is the first to introduce RLS-related techniques into the

field of JLAS. Theorem 1 presents the BRMP formula to

solve (P5).

Theorem 1 (BRMP formula). Using the clock offset’s solu-

tion δ̂t−1 from the previous time instance, the new block of

coefficient matrix At, and the new block yt, BRMP provides

the exact solution of (P5) through recursive formula

δ̂t = δ̂t−1 +Gt(yt −Atδ̂t−1) ∈ R
M , (4)

where recursive formula for Gt is given by

Ct=AtQt−1 ∈ R
Mt×M , (5a)

Kt=(I+(I−CtC
†
t)AtRt−1A

T
t (I−CtC

†
t))

−1 ∈ R
Mt×Mt ,

(5b)

Vt=(I−C
†
tAt)Rt−1A

T
t Kt(I−CtC

†
t ) ∈ R

M×Mt , (5c)

Gt=C
†
t +Vt ∈ R

M×Mt , (5d)

Qt=Qt−1 −GtAtQt−1 ∈ R
M×M , (5e)

Rt=
1

λ2
[(I−GtAt)Rt−1(I−GtAt)

T+GtG
T
t ]∈R

M×M, (5f)

where (·)† represents the MP inverse. Notably, Mt =
∑

n |Ŝt,n|
< NM , indicating that the sizes of matrices Ct,Kt,Vt,

Gt,Qt,Rt are bounded by a time-independent upper limit.

The initialization for (5) is δ̂0 = 0,Q0 = I,R0 = 0.

Proof: By defining the vector ỹt = [ 1
λ
yT
1 ,

1
λ2y

T
2 , · · · ,

1
λty

T
t ]

T ∈ R

∑
t
u=1

Mu and the coefficient matrix Ãt= [ 1
λ
AT

1 ,
1
λ2A

T
2 , · · · , 1

λtA
T
t ]

T ∈ R
(
∑

t
u=1

Mu)×M , LLS (P5) is simpli-

fied to

(P6): min
δ

∥

∥ỹt − Ãtδ
∥

∥

2
.

We use MP inverse to provide an exact solution of (P6) as

δ̂t = Ã
†
t ỹt. (6)

According to the BRMP equations (20)-(26) in [12], δ̂t has

an equivalent iterative form as shown in (4)-(5).

Since formulas (4) and (5) only involve the new block

At ∈ R
Mt×M and yt ∈ R

Mt at each time t, rather than

the entire matrix Ãt ∈ R
(
∑t

u=1
Mu)×M and the entire ỹt ∈

R

∑
t
u=1

Mu , the memory usage and computational overhead of

BRMP are independent of time t, making it well-suited for

real-time synchronization.

Furthermore, we demonstrate that the recursive formula

(5) can be simplified when the conditions of the following

Theorem 2 are satisfied. Define the total selected ToA set from

time instance 1 to t as S̃t =
⋃t

u=1

⋃N

n=1 Ŝu,n.

Theorem 2 (Simplified BRMP formula). Assume that the

number of ToAs in Ŝu,n is always greater than half of the

anchor count, i.e., |Ŝu,n| > M
2 , ∀u, n. If the set Ŝt,n satisfies

⋃N

n=1 Ŝt,n ⊆ S̃t−1, then Ct = 0 in (5a) and the recursive

formulas (5) are simplified as

Kt=(I+AtRt−1A
T
t )

−1 ∈ R
Mt×Mt , (7a)

Gt=Rt−1A
T
t Kt ∈ R

M×Mt , (7b)

Qt=Qt−1 −GtAtQt−1 ∈ R
M×M , (7c)

Rt=
1

λ2
[(I−GtAt)Rt−1(I−GtAt)

T+GtG
T
t ]∈R

M×M. (7d)

Proof: Define gi,j ∈ R
M (i 6= j) as a vector with the i-th

element equal to 1, the j-th element equal to −1, and all other

elements equal to 0. For any set S = {s1, s2, . . . , s|S|} ⊆ M,

define the set

D (S) = {gi,j : i ∈ S, j ∈ S, i 6= j},
and define the matrix A (S) = B (S)F (S). Then, Au,n =
A(Ŝu,n). Let span (D) denote the linear space spanned by

vectors in the set D, and rowsp(A) denote the row space of

matrix A.

We first prove that for any set S ⊆ M, span (D (S)) =
rowsp(A (S)) always holds. On one hand, for any si, sj ∈ S
(i 6= j), we have

gsi,sj = [A (S)]i,: − [A (S)]j,:.
This implies that

D (S) ⊆ rowsp(A (S)). (8)

On the other hand, we observe that

[A (S)]i,: =
1

|S|
M
∑

j=1,j 6=i

gsi,sj ,

which shows that

rowsp(A (S)) ⊆ span (D (S)) . (9)

Based on (8) and (9), we conclude that

span (D (S)) = rowsp(A (S)).
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Next, we prove that for any S1,S2 ⊆ M satisfing

|S1| > M
2 , |S2| > M

2 , it holds that span (D (S1

⋃S2)) =
span (D (S1)

⋃D (S2)) . According to the definition of D(·),
it is obvious that

D (S1)
⋃

D (S2) ⊆ span
(

D
(

S1

⋃

S2

))

. (10)

Since |S1| > M
2 and |S2| > M

2 , we have S1 ∩ S2 6= ∅. Let

k ∈ S1∩S2. For any i ∈ S1, j ∈ S2, gi,j = gi,k +gk,j , hence

D
(

S1

⋃

S2

)

⊆ span
(

D (S1)
⋃

D (S2)
)

. (11)

Putting together (10) and (11) yields that

span
(

D
(

S1

⋃

S2

))

= span
(

D (S1)
⋃

D (S2)
)

.

Finally, rewrite the row space of At as

rowsp(At) = span

(

N
⋃

n=1

rowsp (At,n)

)

= span

(

N
⋃

n=1

span
(

D

(

Ŝt,n

))

)

= span

(

D

(

N
⋃

n=1

Ŝt,n

))

.

Similarly, we rewrite the row space of Ãt−1 as

rowsp(Ãt−1) = span

(

t−1
⋃

u=1

N
⋃

n=1

rowsp (Au,n)

)

= span

(

t−1
⋃

u=1

N
⋃

n=1

D

(

Ŝu,n

)

)

= span

(

D

(

t−1
⋃

u=1

N
⋃

n=1

Ŝu,n

))

= span
(

D

(

S̃t−1

))

.

Since
⋃N

n=1 Ŝt,n ⊆ S̃t−1, we have

rowsp(At) ⊆ rowsp(Ãt−1).

According to Lemma 5 in [12], we have Ct = 0, and then

the formulas in (5) are reduced to (7).

As shown in Theorem 2, under the assumption that |Ŝu,n| >
M
2 , ∀u, n, if the estimated LoS ToA set Ŝt,n for each agent

n at time t is contained within S̃t−1, then we can use the

reduced recursive formula (7) instead of (5) to update δ̂t. This

further reduces computational resources. Notably, the setting

α > 1
2 ensures that the assumption |Ŝu,n| > M

2 always holds.

B. NLoS Identification-Based Multi-Agent Localization

In this subsection, we select the LoS ToA set Ŝu,n and

estimate the position p̂u,n for each agent n as time t pro-

gresses. Given the estimated clock offset δ̂t from the previous

time instance t, according to (P1), we find Ŝu,n and p̂u,n by

formulating the localization subproblem for the n-th agent at

time t+ 1 as

(P7): min
p,S,τt+1,n,

|S|≥αM

‖F (S) (rt+1,n−d (p)−τt+1,n1M−δ̂t)‖2,

(a1)⇔ (P8): min
p,S,

|S|≥αM

‖B (S)F (S) (rt+1,n − d (p)− δ̂t)‖2,

where S ⊆ M represents the selected subset of LoS ToAs.

The derivation of (a1) is similar to that of (P2)-(P3).

Problem (P7) is equivalent to

min
p,S,τt+1,n

|S|≥αM

∑

m∈S

(

rt+1,n,m − 1

c
‖qm − p‖ − τt+1,n − [δ̂t]m

)2

,

where the notation [δ]m denotes the m-th element of vector

δ. This is a nonlinear robust least squares regression (RLSR)

problem. Inspired by the solution for linear RLSR in [14], we

employ an iterative approach to alternately find the position p

and select the set S. In the k-th iteration,

p̂(k)=argmin
p

‖B(Ŝ(k−1))F(Ŝ(k−1))(rt+1,n−d (p)−δ̂t)‖2,
(12a)

e(k)=B (M)
(

rt+1,n − d(p̂(k))− δ̂t

)

, (12b)

Ŝ(k)=
{

i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M} | σ−1
k (i) ≤ αM

}

. (12c)

where σk(i) is the permutation that arranges elements of e(k)

in ascending order by absolute values, i.e., |[e(k)]σ(1)| ≤
|[e(k)]σ(2)| ≤ . . . ≤ |[e(k)]σ(M)|. Step (12a) returns the agent

position p̂(k); step (12b) computes the residual vector e(k)

based on (P8), and the idea of step (12c) is to sort all elements

of e(k) in ascending order and select the indices of the αM

smallest elements to form the ToA set Ŝ(k).

The initialization for (12) is Ŝ(0) = M. The iteration (12)

terminates when either Ŝ(k) = Ŝ(k−1) or the iteration count k

surpasses the predefined maximum limit Kmax. The estimated

LoS ToA set and position at time t+1 are set to Ŝt+1,n = Ŝ(k)

and p̂t+1,n = p̂(k) when (12) terminates.

C. Algorithm Summary

The real-time algorithm for NLoS identification, local-

ization, and synchronization is summarized in Algorithm 1.

At each new time instance t, we perform this algorithm to

update the clock offset δ̂t and estimate multi-agent positions

{p̂t,n}Nn=1 in real-time.

The computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is analyzed

as follows: For the NLoS identification-based localization

(lines 1-10), the primary complexity bottleneck lies in solving

problem (12a). This problem can be efficiently addressed

using the quasi-Newton method [17] with a complexity of

at most O(KneM
2), where Kne is the maximum iteration

number for the quasi-Newton method. For synchronization

(lines 11-18), the main complexity arises from matrix inversion

operation in (5b) or (7a), with a maximum complexity of

O((NM)3). Hence, the overall complexity of Algorithm 1

is O(max(N3M3,KmaxKneNM2). It is observed that due

to the use of BRMP (lines 12-18), the update of δ̂t leverages

information from all past time instances without requiring the

storage of data prior to time t − 1, ensuring computational

complexity remains independent of t.

Remark 1. Since the ToA set M = {1, 2, . . . ,M} is finite,

the enlargement of the total selected ToA subset S̃t−1 ⊆ M
(line 17 in Algorithm 1) can be executed at most M time

instances. This means that when the time instance t is large,

the algorithm will predominantly use the reduced BRMP

formulas (4) and (7) (line 13 in Algorithm 1) to update δ̂t.

IV. SIMULATION STUDIES

In this section, we evaluate the proposed algorithm’s accu-

racy in synchronization, NLoS identification, and localization,



5

Algorithm 1 Real-time Algorithm at Time Instance t

Input: Anchor positions {qm}Mm=1, ToA measurements

{rt,n}Nn=1 at time t, forgetting factor λ, and proportion

parameter α > 1
2

Output: Estimates of multi-agent positions {p̂t,n}Nn=1 and

clock offset δ̂t at time t

1: for n = 1, 2, · · · , N do

2: Ŝ(0) = M;

3: for k = 1, 2, · · · ,Kmax do

4: Update p̂(k) and select Ŝ(k) through (12);

5: if Ŝ(k) = Ŝ(k−1) then

6: break;

7: end if

8: end for

9: Ŝt,n = Ŝ(k), p̂t,n = p̂(k);

10: end for

11: Calculate At and yt using ToA measurements {rt,n};

12: if
⋃N

n=1 Ŝt,n ⊆ S̃t−1 then

13: Update clock offset δ̂(t) through (4) and (7);

14: S̃t = S̃t−1;

15: else

16: Update clock offset δ̂(t) through (4)-(5);

17: S̃t = S̃t−1

⋃

(
⋃N

n=1 Ŝt,n);
18: end if

19: Return {p̂t,n}Nn=1 and δ̂t.

TABLE I: NLoS identification accuracy versus noise STD σ.

σ (ns) 0.1 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

Accuracy 99.55% 99.54% 99.30% 95.70% 85.94%

as well as its computational overhead, through simulations.

For the experiment setup, we consider a square area of

[0, 32] × [0, 32]m2, with M = 25 anchors positioned at a

height of 5 m and N = 4 agents located at a height of 1.5
m. The anchor locations {qm : m = 1, ...,M} are set as

{(32(i−1)√
M−1

,
32(j−1)√

M−1
)m : i = 1, · · · ,

√
M, j = 1, · · · ,

√
M}.

At each time instance t (t = 1, 2, ..., 500), the agent positions

{pt,n : n = 1, ..., 4} are randomly generated within the square

area using a uniform distribution. For each agent n at t, 12%
of the ToA measurements (rounded up) are randomly selected

to be affected by severe NLoS errors, i.e., |SLoS
t,n | = ⌈0.12M⌉,

where these NLoS errors bt,n,m follows a uniform distribution

over [10, 40] ns. The clock offset δm is generated from a

uniform distribution of [−8, 8] ns. The STD of measurement

noise ǫt,n,m is set as σ = 0.4 ns. In Algorithm 1, we set

forgetting factor λ = 0.8 and proportion parameter α = 0.88.

We perform 200 independent Monte Carlo (MC) trials. The

localization performance at each time t is evaluated using the

root mean square error (RMSE), defined as

RMSE = E





√

√

√

√

1

N

N
∑

n=1

‖p̂t,n − p∗
t,n‖2



 , (13)

where p∗
t,n is the true position of the n-th agent at time t.

We compare the synchronization and localization results of

the proposed algorithm with two methods. The first method

is the iterative maximum likelihood (IML) algorithm in [6],

which performs JLAS using all past ToA measurements. IML
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Fig. 1: RMSE of clock offset estimate δ̂t and agent position estimate
p̂t,n versus time instance t with the number of anchors M = 25.
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Fig. 2: Average RMSE of clock offset estimate δ̂t and agent po-
sition estimate p̂t,n across all time instances versus the number of
anchors M .
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Fig. 3: (a) Average RMSE of agent position estimate p̂t,n versus
noise STD σ when M = 25; (b) Runtime versus time instance t.

does not include the NLoS identification step and RLS-related

techniques for real-time synchronization. To avoid excessive

computational cost, IML is limited to utilizing ToAs from at

most 50 prior time instances in the simulations. The second

method is a variant of the proposed algorithm that uses the

ToAs from all anchors for localization, i.e., Ŝ(k) = M in

(12c). Additionally, we introduce a perfect anchor selection

method as a benchmark, i.e., Ŝ(k) = SLoS
t,n in (12c).

Fig. 1 shows the RMSE of clock offset and position esti-

mates versus time instance t, respectively. The RMSE of clock

offset estimate is calculated similarly to (13). When t > 100,

the RMSEs of clock offset and position estimates fall below

0.1 ns and 0.1 m, respectively. Fig. 2 shows the average RMSE

of clock offset and position estimates across all time instances

versus the number of anchors M . It shows that the proposed

algorithm achieves superior localization and synchronization

accuracy when M ≥ 16.

Fig. 3 (a) illustrates the RMSE of position estimate versus

the measurement noise STD σ. TABLE I presents the NLoS

identification accuracy, defined as the average percentage of

correctly identified NLoS ToAs within the actual NLoS ToA

set SNLoS
u,n . Fig. 3 (b) illustrates the runtime of different meth-

ods versus time instance t. The curve labeled ‘MP inverse’
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refers to the direct use of MP inverse in (6) to compute δ̂t.

When t = 500, the runtime of the MP inverse is 2.05 times

larger than that of BRMP, while both methods achieve the

same localization accuracy. This runtime disparity widens as

t increases, owing to the cubic growth in computational and

memory overhead of the MP inverse method with respect to t.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has addressed the challenges of real-time

synchronization and localization in large-scale asynchronous

WSNs under severe NLoS conditions. We have proposed a

low-complexity real-time algorithm that introduces the BRMP

technique for rapid clock synchronization and employs the

RLSR method for NLoS identification and localization. Sim-

ulation results have demonstrated that our algorithm achieves

high synchronization and localization accuracy while main-

taining low computational overhead, making it suitable for

real-time applications in large-scale networks.
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