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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is
anticipated to play a crucial role in sixth-generation (6G) mo-
bile communication networks. A significant challenge in ISAC
systems is the degradation of localization accuracy due to poor
propagation conditions, such as multipath effects and non-line-
of-sight (NLoS) scenarios. These conditions result in outlier
measurements that can severely impact localization performance.
This paper investigates the enhancement of target localization
accuracy in multistatic ISAC systems under both line-of-sight
(LoS) and NLoS conditions. We leverage positioning reference
signal (PRS), which is currently employed in fifth-generation
(5G) new radio (NR) for user equipment (UE) positioning, as
the sensing signal. We introduce a novel algorithm to improve
localization accuracy by mitigating the impact of outliers in
range measurements, while also accounting for errors due to
PRS range resolution. Eventually, through simulation results,
we demonstrate the superiority of the proposed method over
previous approaches. Indeed, we achieve up to 28% and 20%
improvements in average localization error over least squares
(LS) and iteratively reweighted least squares (IRLS) methods,
respectively. Additionally, we observe up to 16% and 13% en-
hancements in the 90th percentile of localization error compared
to LS and IRLS, respectively. Our simulation is based on 3rd
Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) standards, ensuring the
applicability of our results across diverse environments, including
urban and indoor areas.

Index Terms—Multistatic ISAC, 6G, PRS, LS, IRLS, localiza-
tion, 3GPP

I. INTRODUCTION

Sensing using radio signals has gained significant interest
in beyond fifth-generation (B5G) and sixth-generation (6G).
Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) is anticipated to
emerge as a promising technology in future wireless systems.
The emergence of ISAC offers numerous sensing applications,
ranging from remote healthcare and weather monitoring to
target tracking, gesture recognition, autonomous vehicles, and
augmented reality (AR) [1]. Reference signals in wireless
communication systems are known for their excellent passive
detection performance and strong resistance to noise [2]. This
has led to increased interest in developing sensing signals
based on reference signals. Among the various reference
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signals in fifth-generation (5G) networks, the positioning
reference signals (PRS) is particularly notable for sensing
applications because of its abundant time-frequency resources
and flexible configuration. The PRS was introduced in 3rd
generation partnership project (3GPP) release 16 of the 5G
specification to improve the positioning accuracy of connected
user equipment (UEs) [3].

On the other hand, research on ISAC has mostly concen-
trated on waveform design and signal processing, especially in
monostatic systems where the transmitter and receiver are co-
located. In contrast, bistatic ISAC, where the transmitter and
receiver are not colocated, offers the advantage of eliminating
the need for full-duplex capability. Multistatic ISAC, which
employs multiple dispersed transmitters and receivers, offers
advantages such as diversity gain from independent sensing
at each receiver [4]. However, non-line-of-sight (NLoS) paths
between the transmitter, receiver, and target can lead to mea-
surement errors, known as outliers. Since localization accuracy
is highly sensitive to the outliers, it is crucial to take them into
account. Therefore, one of the main challenges in localization
and sensing is to efficiently mitigate the impact of outliers [5].

The research community has proposed several methods
to identify and reject outliers from time of arrival (ToA),
or equivalently, range measurements. However, the method
explained in [5] suffers from a drawback as it requires a
priori information regarding the status of the transmission
path i.e., line-of-sight (LoS) or NLoS, and the transmission
time of the signal which might not be available. Authors in
[6] employ a recursive weighted least squares method, which
requires a single reference base station (BS) to compute the
time difference of arrival (TDoA) that leads to an inaccurate
position estimation if the reference BS is identified as an
outlier. Similarly, in [7], a reference BS is defined, which in-
troduces the drawback that the reference itself may contain an
outlier. Authors in [8] introduce a reference-free TDoA-based
positioning method but does not address the issue of outlier
rejection. To overcome this issue, authors in [9], implement the
iteratively reweighted least square (IRLS) technique, which is
robust to the outliers.

The problem with IRLS algorithm is that it might diverge
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in some cases, depending on initial values and the presence
of outliers. Moreover, the previously cited works focused
on the positioning of the connected devices. The problem
of outliers also exists in sensing for passive targets, which
degrades the accuracy of location estimation. To the best
of the authors’ knowledge, passive target localization under
LoS/NLoS conditions in a multistatic ISAC scenario using
5G new radio (NR) reference signal, while considering 3GPP
standard constraints, has not yet been investigated.

In this work, we focus on the localization accuracy en-
hancement of an unconnected target in multistatic ISAC under
both LoS and NLoS conditions. We utilize PRS, currently
employed in 5G NR for UEs positioning, as the sensing signal.
We introduce a novel algorithm that improves the localization
accuracy of the target by accounting for the effects of both
outliers and range estimation error caused by PRS range
resolution. Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness
of our proposed method compared to least square (LS) and
IRLS approaches. We achieve significant improvement in
average localization error compared to LS and IRLS methods.
Additionally, our results show considerable enhancement in
90th percentile of the localization error compared to LS and
IRLS. This study provides the first proof of concept of using
PRS in localizing a target in LoS and NLoS scenarios, taking
3GPP standard constraints into account.

II. PRS AS REFERENCE SIGNALS FOR SENSING

The allocation of physical resource blocks (PRBs) in 5G
NR is defined in the technical specification (TS) 38.214 [10].
PRB consists of 12 consecutive subcarriers in the frequency
domain and 14 symbols in the time domain. According to TS
38.211 [11], the generation of the PRS sequences is performed
using the following equation:

κ(m) =
1√
2
(1− 2 c(2m)) + j

1√
2
(1− 2 c(2m+ 1)) (1)

where c(i) denotes the Gold sequence of length 31. The
starting value of c(i) for the PRS is provided in [11].

PRS allocation consists of a minimum of 24 PRBs and a
maximum of 272 PRBs, illustrating the flexible transmission
parameters supported in 5G NR. This flexibility allows PRS
to adapt its time-frequency resource configuration to meet
sensing accuracy requirements for diverse applications. As
per the PRS resource mapping guidelines indicated in TS
38.211 [11], four comb structures—Comb 2, 4, 6, 12—in the
frequency domain and five symbol configurations—Symbol
1, 2, 4, 6, 12—in the time domain are supported. Further
details on PRS configuration and resource allocation in ISAC
scenarios can be found in [12].

III. MULTISTATIC ISAC SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a multistatic ISAC scenario comprising S
transmitters, K receivers, and one passive point-like target.
Figure 1 shows the considered setup where the UEs are
configured to receive the downlink information from gNodeBs
(gNBs) in LoS or NLoS. The locations of the gNBs and
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Fig. 1: Multistatic ISAC scenario in which the red dashed lines
indicate blocked LoS links, green dashed lines indicate LoS
links, and the yellow dashed lines indicate the NLoS links
between gNBs, UEs, and the target.

UEs are assumed to be known. The location of the UEs
can be determined by the positioning service provided by
gNBs [3]. The location of the k-th UE is denoted as uk =
(xk,u, yk,u),uk ∈ R2, k ∈ {1, 2, ...,K}. The point-like target
is placed at x0 = (x0, y0),x0 ∈ R2 and s-th gNB is located
at gs = (xs,g, ys,g),gs ∈ R2, s ∈ {1, 2, ..., S}. We assume
that the clocks of the gNBs could be synchronized by global
positioning system (GPS) clock module [13].

The transmitted signal from s-th gNB in the continuous time
domain can be expressed as [12]:

Qs(t) =

N−1∑
n=0

rect(
t− nT0

T0
)

M−1∑
m=0

vs(m,n)ej2πm∆f(t−nT0)

(2)
where M represents the number of subcarriers, and N is
the number of symbols in the time domain in an orthogonal
frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) resource grid. The
function rect(t/T0) denotes a rectangular pulse, ∆f is the
subcarrier spacing, and T0 = TCP + Ts is the total duration
of an OFDM symbol, where Ts =

1
∆f is the symbol duration

and TCP is the cyclic prefix (CP) length. vs(m,n) denotes
the complex symbol transmitted by s-th gNBs at the m-th
subcarrier and n-th symbol, where n ∈ {0, 1, ..., N − 1} and
m ∈ {0, 1, ...,M−1} within an M×N OFDM resource grid.
We assume that UEs receive the echoes from the target and
estimate the time of flights (ToFs). The reflected signals from
the target, received by the k-th UE, can be expressed as [14]:

Yk(t) =
S∑

s=1

βs,kQs(t− τs,k)e
j2πfdt + e(t) (3)

where βs,k represents the attenuation factor of PRS signal sent
from s-th gNB and received by k-th UE, fd is the Doppler
frequency shift, τs,k denotes the delay of received PRS signal



by k-th UE from the s-th gNB, and e(t) ∈ C is the complex
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero mean and
variance of 2σ2. The extracted received symbols after fast
Fourier transform (FFT) for k-th UE can be written as:

ṽk(m,n) =

S∑
s=1

βs,ke
j2πnT0fde−j2πm∆fτs,kvs(m,n)

+ p(m,n) (4)

where p(m,n) ∈ C is the AWGN noise with zero mean and
variance of 2σ2 on the n-th OFDM symbol and the m-th
subcarrier obtained from sampling and FFT over Yk(t). The
UE can estimate the bistatic distance r̂s,k, i.e., the distance
from the gNB to the target and from the target to the UE,
using the periodogram-based method without encountering
range ambiguity [15]. To accomplish this, we first extract the
received PRS symbols by UE k in (4), sent from gNB s de-
noted, as ṽs,k(m,n) = βs,ke

j2πnT0fde−j2πm∆fτs,kvs(m,n),
∀s ∈ {1, 2, ..., S}. This extraction is feasible due to the distinct
PRS offset in the time or frequency domain for each gNB.
Then, we remove the transmitted PRS symbols of gNB s from
the received echoes by performing point-wise division as:

gs,k(m,n) =

{
ṽs,k(m,n)
vs(m,n) , if vs(m,n) ̸= 0

0 , if vs(m,n) = 0
(5)

Then, we perform an M -point inverse fast Fourier transform
(IFFT) on the n-th column of gs,k(m,n) as:

rns,k(ℓ) = |IFFT(gs,k(m,n))| =
∣∣∣∣βs,ke

j2πnT0fd

M−1∑
m=0

e−j2πm∆f
r̂s,k
c0 ej2π

mℓ
M +

p(m,n)

vs(m,n)
ej2π

mℓ
M

∣∣∣∣ (6)

where ℓ ∈ {0, 1, ...,M−1}, |.| denotes the absolute value, and
we have replaced τs,k with r̂s,k

c0
where c0 is the light speed.

The maximum value in (6) is achieved when the argument of

e−j2πm∆f
r̂s,k
c0 ej2π

mℓ
M cancel each other out. The next step is

to perform an IFFT over all columns of gs,k(m,n) and average
the results to enhance the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR):

rs,k(ℓ) =
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

rns,k(ℓ) (7)

Next, we identify the index of the maximum value, denoted
as ℓ̂s,k, in (7). Using this index, the bistatic distance of the
target between UE k and gNB s can then be estimated as:

r̂s,k =
ℓ̂s,kc0
∆fM

(8)

Additionally, the PRS range resolution is defined as:

∆r =
c0

∆fM
(9)

If the target is in LoS of both gNB s and UE k, then the
correct bistatic distance of the target between UE k and gNB
s, denoted as rs,k, can be expressed geometrically as:

rs,k = ||x0 − gs||+ ||x0 − uk|| (10)

where ||.|| represents the Euclidean norm. In the next section,
we discuss how to adapt existing methods for positioning con-
nected devices to localize a passive target. We also introduce
our novel method to reduce the target localization error using
r̂s,k,∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , S}, and ∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K} from (8).

IV. TARGET’S LOCATION ESTIMATION

Equation (10) is written assuming the target is in LoS
of both the UE and the gNB. However, if the target is in
NLoS with either the UE, the gNB, or both, the resulting
error in location estimation can be significant. Additionally,
the PRS range resolution defined in (9) introduces further
error in localization estimation. In this section, we will first
explain and adapt the LS and IRLS methods for estimating
the target’s location, taking into account the outliers and PRS
range resolution. We will then present our proposed method
to further improve localization accuracy.

A. LS and IRLS Method in Sensing

Considering the outlier and PRS range estimation error, we
can express the bistatic distance of the target between UE k
and gNB s as:

r̂s,k = rs,k + δs,k (11)

where δs,k represents the outlier and PRS range estimation
error between gNB s and UE k. One conventional approach to
estimate x0 is to solve the following LS optimization problem:

min
x0

S∑
s=1

K∑
k=1

(r̂s,k − ||x0 − gs|| − ||x0 − uk||)2 (12)

We can solve (12) using the gradient descent method. Since
the optimization problem in (12) is non-convex, the gradient
descent method converges to a local minimum.

To improve localization accuracy by rejecting outliers, the
IRLS method can be used [9]. This alters the optimization
problem to:

min
x0

K∑
k=1

wk

S∑
s=1

(r̂s,k − ||x0 − gs|| − ||x0 − uk||)2 (13)

where wk is the weight assigned to the range estimation of
UE k. We name the objective function in (13) as fIRLS(x0).
To solve this problem, we use the gradient descent method.
Therefore, we calculate the gradient of fIRLS(x0) as follows:

∇fIRLS(x0) = −2
K∑

k=1

wk

S∑
s=1

(r̂s,k − ∥x0 − gs∥

− ∥x0 − uk∥)
(

x0 − gs

∥x0 − gs∥
+

x0 − uk

∥x0 − uk∥

)
(14)

We consider an initial value for x
(0)
0 and set w

(0)
k = 1

K ,
∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K}. We then iteratively update x(i)

0 as follows:

x
(i+1)
0 = x

(i)
0 − η∇fIRLS(x

(i)
0 ) (15)

where η is the step size.



Algorithm 1 The algorithm for location estimation using IRLS

Input: Bistatic distances r̂s,k, location of the gNBs gs,∀s ∈
{1, 2, . . . , S}, location of the UEs uk,∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K},
maximum residual error emax, threshold ϵIRLS, maximum
number of iteration Imax

Output: Position estimation x
(i)
0 , weights of the UEs w(i)

i← 1
Initial estimate of the target location x

(0)
0

w
(0)
k ← 1

K , ∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K}
while i ≤ Imax and ∆IRLS > ϵIRLS do

i← i+ 1
Update x

(i)
0 using (15)

Compute residual error using (16)
Update w

(i)
k with (17)

Normalize w(i) as in (18)
Compute ∆IRLS using (19)

end while
return x

(i)
0 , w(i)

To detect inaccurate measurements, we define the residual
error ek for k-th UE as a measure of reliability:

e
(i+1)
k =

1

S

S∑
s=1

∣∣∣r̂s,k − (||x(i+1)
0 − gs||+ ||x(i+1)

0 − uk||)
∣∣∣

(16)
After calculating the residual errors for all UEs, the weights

for the next iteration are determined using the Andrews sine
function, known for its robustness in statistics and outlier
rejection [16]. The weights are computed as:w

(i+1)
k = emax

e
(i+1)
k

sin (
e
(i+1)
k

emax
) , if e(i+1)

k ≤ emax

w
(i+1)
k = 0 , if e(i+1)

k > emax

(17)

where emax is the maximum value of the residual error. The
weights are then normalized as:

w
(i+1)
k =

w
(i+1)
k∑K

k=1 w
(i+1)
k

(18)

The convergence check is done after each iteration as:

∆IRLS = ||x(i)
0 − x

(i−1)
0 || (19)

We define ϵIRLS as a threshold. If ∆IRLS > ϵIRLS, the
algorithm starts repeating the process or until a maximum
number of iterations Imax is reached. The summary of the
IRLS algorithm can be seen in Algorithm 1 where w =
[w1, w2, ..., wK ] is the vector of the UE’s weights.

B. Proposed Method for Localization Accuracy Improvement

Outliers can arise in three different scenarios: 1) The target
is in NLoS of the UEs. 2) The target is in NLoS of the gNBs.
3) The target is in NLoS of both the gNBs and the UEs.
Since we lack priori knowledge about the occurrence of these
scenarios, we account for all of them in the optimization that
will be introduced later in this section.

1) The target is in NLoS of the UEs: In the case that the
target is in NLoS with some UEs, we remove all paths between
the target and all the UEs to mitigate the influence of the
potentially erroneous measurements that could cause outliers,
as we do not know which UEs are in NLoS with the target.
This can be done as:

r̂s,s′,k =r̂s′,k − r̂s,k = ||x0 − gs||+ ζ0,k + γs′,k

− (||x0 − gs′ ||+ ζ0,k + γs,k) (20)
=||x0 − gs|| − ||x0 − gs′ ||+ γs′,k − γs,k

∀s, s′ ∈{1, 2, . . . , S}, s ̸= s′,∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K} (21)

where ζ0,k represents the NLoS distance that the sig-
nal travels to reach UE k from the target, and γs,k ∼
U(− c0

2∆fM , c0
2∆fM ),∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , S},∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K}

denotes the range estimation error caused by the PRS range
resolution defined in (9) between k-th UE and s-th gNB.
By removing the paths between the target and the UEs, we
alleviate the potential error from PRS range estimation.

2) The target is in NLoS of the gNBs: When the target is in
NLoS of some gNBs, to remove the potential error from the
range estimation using PRS, we need to remove all the paths
between the target and the gNBs since we are not aware which
gNBs are in NLoS with the target. This can be achieved by:
r̂s,k,k′ =r̂s,k − r̂s,k′ = ζs,0 + ||x0 − uk||+ γs,k

− (ζs,0 + ||x0 − uk′ ||+ γs,k′) (22)
=||x0 − uk|| − ||x0 − uk′ ||+ γs,k − γs,k′

∀s ∈{1, 2, . . . , S},∀k, k′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K}, k ̸= k′ (23)

where ζs,0 denotes the NLoS distance that the signal travels
from gNB s to the target. It is important to note that while
removing the paths as described in IV-B1 and IV-B2 reduces
error in PRS range estimation by eliminating NLoS paths, it
maintains the correctness of the range measurements when
the target is in LoS with the gNBs or UEs. Considering the
calculated r̂s,s′,k and r̂s,s′,k as (21) and (23), respectively, we
solve the following optimization problem:

min
x0

[
S∑

s=1

K−1∑
k=1

K∑
k′=k+1

(r̂s,k,k′ − (∥x0 − uk∥ − ∥x0 − uk′∥))2

+

K∑
k=1

S−1∑
s=1

S∑
s′=s+1

(r̂s,s′,k − (∥x0 − gs∥ − ∥x0 − gs′∥))2
]

(24)
To solve (24) using the gradient descent method, we denote

the objective function as f(x0) and drive its gradient as:

∇f(x0) = −2
K∑

k=1

S−1∑
s=1

S∑
s′=s+1

(r̂s,s′,k − (∥x0 − gs∥

− ∥x0 − gs′∥))
(

x0 − gs

∥x0 − gs∥
− x0 − gs′

∥x0 − gs′∥

)
− 2

S∑
s=1

K−1∑
k=1

K∑
k′=k+1

(r̂s,k,k′ − (∥x0 − uk∥ − ∥x0 − uk′∥))(
x0 − uk

∥x0 − uk∥
− x0 − uk′

∥x0 − uk′∥

)
(25)



Using the gradient in (25), we can iteratively update x0 as:

x
(i+1)
0 = x

(i)
0 − α∇f(x(i)

0 ) (26)

where α is the step size. The iterations proceed until ||x(i)
0 −

x
(i−1)
0 || ≤ ϵ∗ is satisfied. Since the optimization problem in

(24) is non-convex, this method converges to a local minimum.
3) The target is in NLoS of both gNBs and UEs: If the target

is in NLoS of all gNBs and UEs, the range measurements are
subject to significant errors. However, applying the methods
described in Sections IV-B1 and IV-B2 can improve accuracy.

Our simulations indicate that our proposed algorithm out-
performs the IRLS when the target is in the LoS of at least one
transmitter and receiver. While it is unlikely that the target is
in the NLoS of all transmitters and receivers in most scenarios,
we propose the joint use of our method and IRLS to further
enhance localization accuracy in all environments. To that end,
if we denote the estimated location of the target using IRLS
algorithm as xIRLS

0 and the introduced algorithm as x∗
0, the

ultimate estimated location can be defined as follows:

x̂0 =

{
νIRLSxIRLS

0 + ν∗x∗
0 , if IRLS converges

x∗
0 , if IRLS diverges

(27)

where νIRLS and ν∗ are positive weights assigned to the
location estimates of the IRLS and the proposed method,
respectively, where νIRLS+ν∗ = 1. νIRLS and ν∗ can be chosen
based on the considered environment. In dense environments,
such as factories, where the target is most likely in NLoS of all
transmitters and receivers, we increase the weight of xIRLS

0 by
raising νIRLS. Conversely, in the areas where the target is likely
in LoS of at least one transmitter and receiver such as rural
environments, we assign more weight to x∗

0 by increasing ν∗.
This adaptive strategy allows us to mitigate the limitations of
each method, as different scenarios can occur unpredictably.
Additionally, the method in (27) is robust against divergence,
unlike IRLS. In the next section, we compare the simulation
results of LS, IRLS, and the proposed method in (27).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

To validate the introduced approach, we use Matlab 5G
toolboxes to make this work 3GPP standards compliant. We
simulate a scenario where multiple gNBs, UEs and a target
are randomly distributed in 400m × 400m, 200m × 200m
and 150m × 150m area, respectively, and νIRLS = ν∗ = 1

2 .
The carrier frequency is set to 28GHz, subcarrier spacing is
120kHz and PRB of PRS is equal to 66 which corresponds to
100MHz in frequency range 2 (FR2) transmission bandwidth
configurations defined in TS 38.104 [17]. The PRS comb size
is set to 12, allowing up to 12 gNBs to participate in sensing.
Given such configuration, ∆r is 3.15m based on (9), which
means that besides outliers, we have taken the 3.15m error
caused by PRS range resolution into account as well in the
simulations. We also set emax to 7, α to 0.001, η to 0.01, and
ϵIRLS and ϵ∗ to 0.01. In the simulations, the number of outliers
is uniformly distributed between zero and S +K.

In Figure 2, we present the cumulative distribution function
(CDF) of different methods while the number of gNBs and
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Fig. 2: CDFs of different methods.

TABLE I: Localization error comparison.

Average localization 90th percentile (m)
error (m)

LS 1.28 2.08
IRLS 1.19 2.01

Proposed method 0.96 1.74

UEs is 6. To simulate the effect of outliers, we randomly add
outliers in the range estimations, with values up to 10m using
uniform distribution. The results demonstrate that the proposed
method outperforms the other methods. Table I provides a
numerical analysis of different methods with the mentioned
configuration. The introduced algorithm in this work shows
almost 20% improvement in average localization error com-
pared to the IRLS and 25% improvement compared to the
LS. Additionally, we achieve 13% and 16% improvement in
90th percentile of localization error compared to IRLS and LS,
respectively. Figure 3 illustrates the impact of the number of
gNBs and UEs on average localization error while the outliers
are randomly added up to 14m to the different paths between
different gNBs and UEs. As shown in Figure 3, when the num-
ber of gNBs and UEs is sufficient (e.g., 4 gNBs and 4 UEs in
this simulation), the proposed method outperforms both IRLS
and LS. Additionally, the results indicate that increasing the
number of gNBs and UEs leads to a notable improvement in
localization accuracy using our proposed method. In contrast,
the gains from adding more gNBs and UEs become marginal
when using the LS method or IRLS beyond a certain point.

Figure 4 provides useful insight on the sensitivity of the
different algorithms based on the maximum added outlier.
We randomly added outliers from 4m to 18m with uniform
distribution to the random paths between the gNBs and the
target and between target and UEs, with the number of gNBs
and UEs fixed at 6. The results reveal that the proposed method
significantly enhances target localization accuracy. Depending
on the level of added outliers, the proposed method achieves
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Fig. 3: Comparison of the localization error.

up to 28% accuracy enhancement compared to LS and up to
20% improvement compared to IRLS.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduced a novel method to improve the
accuracy of target localization in multistatic ISAC scenario
using PRS when the target is in LoS or NLoS of the UEs and
gNBs. We used PRS as the sensing signal, which is currently
used in 5G NR UE positioning, and we validated our methods
using the MATLAB 5G toolbox, ensuring compliance with
3GPP standards. To the best of our knowledge, this study
presents the first proof of concept for using PRS to localize
a target under LoS/NLoS conditions, taking into account both
3GPP standard constraints and the range estimation error
caused by PRS range resolution. The results show up to 28%
and 20% improvement in average localization error compared
to the LS and IRLS, respectively. Additionally, the results
show that we can reach up to 16% enhancement in 90th
percentile compared to LS and 13% compared to IRLS. Our
findings demonstrated that with a sufficient number of UEs
and gNBs, the proposed method is robust to outliers as it
outperforms IRLS and LS in various scenarios with different
outlier conditions.

For future works, evaluating the proposed algorithm with
different subcarrier spacings, as well as examining the effect
of imperfect synchronization between the clocks of the gNBs,
will be of interest.
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