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An Experimental Study of Passive UAV Tracking

with Digital Arrays and Cellular Downlink Signals
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Abstract—Given the prospects of the low-altitude economy
(LAE) and the popularity of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs),
there are increasing demands on monitoring flying objects at
low altitude in wide urban areas. In this work, the widely
deployed long-term evolution (LTE) base station (BS) is exploited
to illuminate UAVs in bistatic trajectory tracking. Specifically,
a passive sensing receiver with two digital antenna arrays is
proposed and developed to capture both the line-of-sight (LoS)
signal and the scattered signal off a target UAV. From their cross
ambiguity function, the bistatic range, Doppler shift and angle-of-
arrival (AoA) of the target UAV can be detected in a sequence of
time slots. In order to address missed detections and false alarms
of passive sensing, a multi-target tracking framework is adopted
to track the trajectory of the target UAV. It is demonstrated by
experiments that the proposed UAV tracking system can achieve
a meter-level accuracy.

Index Terms—Low-altitude economy, bistatic sensing, inte-
grated sensing and communications, LTE, UAYV, trajectory track-
ing

I. INTRODUCTION

The emerging applications of unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs) have boosted the prosperity of the low-altitude econ-
omy (LAE). However, the popularity of UAVs can also
pose security risks, especially due to illegal or unauthorized
flights in urban areas. Hence, there are increasing demands
on the detection, localization and tracking of non-cooperative
UAVs. Although active integrated sensing and communications
(ISAC) technology that exploits the widely deployed commu-
nication infrastructure in sensing is a promising solution for
monitoring flying objects at low altitudes [1], [2], upgrading
base stations (BS) to support joint communication and sens-
ing faces significant challenges in interference management,
resource allocation, and deployment cost [3]. Therefore, the
passive-sensing solution that utilizes the existing cellular in-
frastructure as the illuminators becomes appealing. Passive
sensing with one illuminator and one receiver is referred to as
bistatic sensing, and sensing with more than one illuminator
or receiver is referred to as multi-static sensing.

There have been plenty of works focusing on the detection
or tracking of airplanes or UAVs with passive sensing, which
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used various types of broadcast signals, including frequency
modulation (FM) broadcasting [4], [5], digital audio broadcast-
ing (DAB) [6], [7] and digital video broadcasting (DVB) [8],
[9], as the illuminator. For example in [4], the FM broadcast
signal was exploited in bistatic sensing to detect the bistatic
range, bistatic Doppler shift and angle of arrival (AoA) of a
commercial aircraft in an airport. In [9], a passive multi-static
radar was implemented to track a UAV by exploiting mul-
tiple DVB signal emitters in a time-division-multi-frequency
manner. Moreover, the BS of the global system for mobile
communications (GSM) was also exploited as the illuminator
in passive sensing [10]-[13]. For example, a track-before-
detect method with a particle filter was proposed to track a
quadcopter by collecting echo signals from five GSM BSs in
a multi-static sensing configuration. In all the above works,
the bandwidths of illuminating signals were narrow, leading
to low-resolution range estimations. Furthermore, due to the
large wavelengths of some broadcast signals (e.g., 2.78 m
for FM, 1.25 m for DAB, and 0.35 m for DVB-T), it was
infeasible to employ a large-scale antenna array on a portable
system with limited space. Hence, the angular resolutions
of the related sensing systems were low, which resulted in
kilometer-level localization error in bistatic sensing [4], [5].
The only way to improve the trajectory tracking accuracy was
to invest more receivers or more radio frequency (RF) chains at
the receiver, such that the measurements at more AoAs could
be simultaneously obtained via multi-static sensing [9], [12].

To achieve better range resolution through larger bandwidth,
the long-term evolution (LTE) and fifth-generation mobile
communication systems (5G) were recently considered the
illuminator [14]-[17]. For example, in [14] and [17], the
LTE and 5G signals were exploited, respectively, to detect
a UAV in a given direction, where a highly directional an-
tenna was used to acquire a sufficient signal-to-clutter-plus-
noise ratio (SCNR). However, this approach might miss the
target if the UAV is out of the field of view (FoV) of the
directional antenna. One method to address the above issue is
to densely deploy multiple illuminators and sensing receivers
for multi-static sensing. It was shown in [15] that a sub-meter
localization error could be achieved with multi-static sensing
and directional antennas. Moreover, in [16], a sensor fusion
technology integrating the multi-static sensing with the out-of-
band information of electro-optical and near-infrared cameras
was proposed. However, it is still unknown whether bistatic
sensing based on LTE or 5G signals could provide sufficient
range and AoA resolutions for the trajectory tracking of a
UAV.

In this work, we propose LIPASE, an LTE-based dlgi-
tal array PAssive SEnsing system, to track a target UAV
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[12] GSM 9458 M 81.3 k M (5TIR) D, T@bistatic 16-element ULA RDA PF quadcopter UKN 320 m N/A
[13] GSM 1800 M 200 k M (6TIR) D 16-element ULA D N/A quadcopter 0.5-16.3 km UKN N/A
[14] LTE 1867.5 M I5M B D directional antenna RD N/A quadcopter 50 m 200 m N/A
LTE L
[15] (SDR-based BS) 2495 M 20 M M (6TIR) D, L directional antenna RD N/A quadcopter 1.4-85 m 20 m 0.515 m
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TABLE I. An overview of the experimental works on passive UAV sensing based on broadcasting or cellular networks. ‘UKN’ stands for
‘unknown’, ‘N/A’ stands for ‘not applicable’, ‘mTnR’ stands for ‘m transmitters and n receivers’, and ‘R’, ‘D’ and ‘A’ stand for ‘range’,
‘Doppler’ and ‘AoA’ in the ‘Measurements’ column, respectively. Note that the localization error is evaluated only for the systems with the

capabilities of localization or tracking at the Cartesian domain.

by exploiting the LTE downlink signal. Compared with the
experimental results in the existing literature, LIPASE takes
advantage of both larger signal bandwidth and a digital antenna
array, such that the angular and range resolutions of bistatic
sensing become sufficient for trajectory tracking. Thus, the
demands on out-of-band sensor or multi-static sensing can be
eliminated. The main contributions of this work are summa-
rized as follows:

o A passive sensing system with uniform linear arrays
(ULAs) and digital beamforming is proposed for the
detection of a target UAV, where both the bistatic range
(transmitter-target-receiver range) and AoA can be mea-
sured with sufficient accuracy for trajectory tracking.

o With a multi-target tracking framework, it is shown
that the root mean squared localization error can be
suppressed below 1.5 meters even with missed detections
and false alarms of UAV detection.

o Both bistatic and Cartesian tracking methods are pro-
posed for the multi-target tracking framework, and their
performance is compared. It is shown that the latter has
better performance, as its state transition model could
better fit the real experiment.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first experimental
work of bistatic UAV tracking with meter-level tracking accu-
racy. Table I provides a comparative overview of the existing
experimental results on passive UAV sensing and our proposed
method.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we elaborate the system architecture and signal model.
The signal processing and trajectory tracking algorithms of
the proposed LIPASE system are introduced in Sections III
and IV, respectively. The experimental results as well as the
analysis are described in Section V, and the conclusion is
drawn in Section VL.

Notation: Bold uppercase A denotes a matrix, bold lower-
case a denotes a column vector, non-bold letters a, A denote
scalar values, and calligraphic letter .4 denotes sets. a* denotes

the conjugate of a complex value. [A]; ;, AT, and A" denote
the (i,7)-th element, transpose, and conjugate transpose of
A, respectively. 1; denotes the column vector whose i-th
element is 1 and other elements are 0. RMN and CM*N
denote spaces of M x N matrices with real and complex
entries, respectively. The set union, intersection, and difference
operators are denoted by U, N, and \. The diagonal matrix
constructed from a vector a is denoted by diag(a).

II. SYSTEM OVERVIEW

A passive sensing system, namely LIPASE, is proposed
to detect and track a target UAV by exploiting the existing
cellular downlink signals in this paper. A sensing scenario
of the proposed LIPASE system is illustrated in Fig. 1, which
consists of an LTE eNB (Evolved Node B), a LIPASE receiver
and the target UAV. The target UAV is illuminated by the
downlink signal of the eNB, such that the LIPASE receiver
could detect and extract both the line-of-sight (LoS) signal
from the eNB, namely the reference signal, and the scattered
signal off the target UAV, namely the surveillance signal, via
two antenna arrays respectively. The bistatic Doppler shift,
bistatic range and the AoA of the target UAV can then be
estimated by comparing both signals, and the trajectory of
the UAV can be estimated by tracking and fitting the above
estimated parameters. For elaboration convenience, the above
two antenna arrays of the LIPASE receiver are referred to as
the reference array and surveillance array respectively, and
the two receive beams are referred to as the reference and
surveillance beams respectively. Moreover, both signal propa-
gation paths are referred to as the reference and surveillance
channels, respectively.

At the LIPASE receiver, both the reference and surveillance
arrays follow a uniformly linear structure with Nyor and Ngyy
patch antennas, respectively. Due to the directional pattern of
patch antennas, the eNB and the airspace to be monitored
should be within the FoVs of the reference and surveillance
arrays, respectively. Note that undesired signals may also be



captured by both arrays, which might interfere with the target
detection. For example, the signals scattered off the buildings
in Fig. 1 are received by both arrays. The receive beamforming
could help to mitigate the potential interference. On the one
hand, the location of the eNB can be measured in advance,
such that the reference beam can be aligned with the eNB. On
the other hand, prior knowledge on the locations of the target
UAV and undesired scattering clusters is not available. Hence,
it is infeasible to direct the surveillance beam to the target
UAV in advance. Instead, the digital multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) architecture is adopted at the LIPASE receiver,
such that the directions of desired signals can be detected via
multi-antenna signal processing. As a result, the interference
suppression and desired signals’ extraction can be conducted
in the baseband.
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Fig. 1. An example scenario of LIPASE.

Particularly, let yi°f(¢) be the received signal at the i-
th antenna of the reference array, ¢ = 1,2,..., Ny, the
aggregation of the received signal at the reference array,
namely the reference signal vector, can be written as y™*f (¢) =
[ (1), 5 (1), ..., yi" (t)]T. It consists of the desired signal
from the reference channel, L, undesired scattered signals
within the FoV, and the noise, which can be expressed by

Lyer

ref § aref

where x(t) denotes the transmit signal at the eNB,

ref) (¢ref)+nref() (1)

a() 2 [Lemmt | ey e] T )
denotes the steering vector of the direction ¢, where d and A
are the antenna spacing and wavelength respectively, n*®f(¢)
denotes the noise vector, and aref [ref and gbgef are the
attenuation coefficient, delay and AoA of the ¢-th signal (/ = 0
for the desired LoS signal) respectively. Note that the desired
reference signal comes from the LoS path, which is usually
much more significant than the interference and noise.
Similarly, let yi""(¢) be the received signal at the i-th
antenna of the surveillance array, ¢ = 1,2,..., Ngy. Then
the aggregation of the received signals at the surveillance
array, namely the surveillance signal vector, is given by
yoU(E) = [y ),y (), .., yN" (1)]T. The surveillance
signal vector consists of the desired signal from the target
UAV, the undesired LoS signal, Ly, undesired scattered sig-

nals, and the noise. It is assumed that the undesired non-line-
of-sight (NLoS) signals come from static scattering clusters.
Thus, the surveillance signal vector can be written as

Lgsur
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Z a

+ atarx(t Ttar)ejQWfD’tarta(¢tar) + psur (t), 3)
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where a3"", ;" and ¢3"" denote the attenuation coefficient,
delay and AoA of the ¢-th undesired signal respectively (/=0
for the undesired LoS path), at®", 727 ¢t2" and fP-*ar denote
the attenuation coefficient, delay, AoA and bistatic Doppler
shift of the scattered signal off the target UAV respectively,
and n®""(¢) is the noise. Note that the undesired LoS signal
will bring significant interference to the desired surveillance
signal, which should be suppressed in baseband. Since the
reference and surveillance arrays of the system are co-located,
the lengths of the LoS paths from the eNB to both arrays are

ref

approximately identical, i.e., 7% =15 =1o.

III. SIGNAL PROCESSING FOR UAV DETECTION

In this section, we elaborate the overall signal processing
procedure of the LIPASE system for the detection of the target
UAV. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the received signals at all the
antenna elements of the reference and the surveillance arrays
are sampled respectively at the baseband for digital processing.
In the baseband, the sampled signals of all the antennas are
first filtered by band-pass filters (BPFs) to eliminate the out-of-
band interference. Then, the UAV detection consists of four
steps: digital beamforming, interference cancellation, range-
Doppler detection and AoA detection, which we explain one
by one in the following.

A. Beamforming for Reference and Surveillance Signals

Digital beamforming is applied to enhance the received
power of both reference and surveillance signals. Since the
Ao0A of the reference channel is known in advance, receive
beamforming along the reference channel can be applied to
the reference array. Moreover, the receive beamforming along
Ngyr predetermined directions is applied on the surveillance
array to collect Ny, raw surveillance signals for target
detection.

Particularly, the baseband signals are sampled with a fre-
quency fs = 1/T;. The sampled signals are organized by time
slots each with a duration of T'. Thus, each time slot consists
of N = T/T; samples. Hence, the n-th sampled signal vector

(Vn=0,1,..., N —1) in the m-th time slot (vm =1,...) at

the reference and surveillance arrays can be expressed as
y*m,n] = y* (mT +nTy), )
y* ' [m,n] = y** (mT + nTy). )

Let ¢t be the AoA of the reference channel, the following
beamforming is applied on the reference array:

~ref[ ref)Hyref [m, n]’ (6)

g m,n] = (w
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Fig. 2. The proposed signal processing scheme of LIPASE.
where Particularly, the least-squares-based (LS-based) CC algo-
Wi = a(reh) rithm [18] is applied on each antenna of the surveillance array,
N as well as the Ny, raw surveillance signals, respectively. The
_ g g—i2m d sinjﬁef o727 (Neet —1) 4 sin;bﬁe‘ 7 latter will be used to detect the Doppler frequency and range of
=11, ey .

At the surveillance array, it might not be easy to detect the
Doppler frequency or range of the target UAV directly from
the received signal of one antenna element. This is because
the desired signal power is usually weak. Since the AoA of
the surveillance channel is unknown, we apply Ng., receive
beams at the surveillance array along the directions

{Bk:arcsin (%—1))]@:1,2,...,]\7&”}, )

and the scattered signal off the target UAV is detected from
the received signals after these Ny, receive beams. Partic-
ularly, the k-th beamforming vector (kK = 1,2,..., Ngy,) i
represented by

wi = a(f)

. dsin B,
=|Le >~

)

€))

The signal after beamforming vector wy, namely the k-th raw
surveillance signal, is given by

) dsi T
e

~sur

Yk

sur) H, sur

[m, n] = (Wi™)" "y [m, n]. (10)

B. Interference Cancellation of Raw Surveillance Signals

The received signal of the surveillance array in (3) may
suffer from strong interference. For example, the LoS signal
power from the serving eNB is usually much larger than the
desired signal power at the surveillance array. The scattered
signals off non-target clusters may also be strong at the
surveillance array. With the assistance of the reference signal,
the technique of clutter cancellation (CC) can be applied to
suppress the above interference, which is usually with a zero
or low Doppler frequency.

the target UAV, and the former will be used to detect the AoA
of the surveillance channel. Without loss of generality, the
interference suppression on the k-th raw surveillance signal
(k = 1,2,...,Ngy) is as given below. The interference
suppression on each antenna element can be applied similarly.
We first define sampled signal vectors in the m-th time slot
as

~sur

~sur ~Sur ~sur T
ot = [ [m, 0], g m, 1, ., g [m, N = 1], (1)

and
Wit = [ [, 1), 7 [m, =41, .., 7 A+ N —1]] T,

where §"°f[m, —I] = 7**f[m — 1, —1 + N — 1] represents the
I-th sample before the m-th time slot. In other words, it is the
(=l 4+ N — 1)-th sample in the (m — 1)-th time slot.

Let T'= N/ f; be the duration of coherent integration time
(CIT), which is the time span for the Doppler frequency detec-
tion. The detection resolution of Doppler frequency is fs/N.
The CC algorithm is adopted to suppress the interference with
the Doppler frequencies in [—Pfs/N, Pfs/N]| and the delay
in [-L/fs,L/fs], where P and L are two constants. As a
remark, note that Pf;/N should be smaller than the possible
Doppler frequency of the target UAV.

Let Q¢f ¢ CVx@P+D(L4D) be a matrix aggregating the
reference signals with different delays and Doppler frequen-
cies. Particularly, its ((p+P)(L+1)+1+1)-th column is
the [-sample-delayed and p-Doppler-shifted version (0 <17 <
L, —P <p< P) of the reference signal as

[ (ot Py (L 1) 141

=Diag(1, el /N 2 p(N=1)/Nyrefl.

12)

The LS-based CC algorithm is to find a cancellation filter
h* € CCPHDELADXT o minimize the residual signal power



after cancellation. Thus,

h’ = argmin ch;lf — Qfﬁfh (13)
whose optimal solution can be represented by
by, = (e e Mo (14)

Therefore, the k-th raw surveillance signal after interference
suppression (Vk=1,2, ..., Ng,,) is given by the projection of
the raw surveillance signal onto the subspace orthogonal to
the clutter subspace, i.e.,

~sur,cf Qrcfh* .

m mm’

(15)
where

@, =1-Qu (@) et a6
In the remainder of this paper, the Ny, raw surveillance
signals and the Ng,, signals on each antenna element after

interference suppression are denoted as

~sur,cf

g m,n) & (o], (17)
and
g o] £ w3 s (18)

VYm, n, respectively, where [-],,
vector.

denotes the n-th entry of the

C. Range-Doppler Detection

The range-Doppler (RD) response of the target UAV can
be detected from the cross ambiguity function (CAF) of the
Ny raw surveillance signals. Without loss of generality, the
range-Doppler detection in the m-th time slot is elaborated in
this part. First, the CAF of the k-th raw surveillance signal
(Vk) in the m-th time slot, denoted by A,, ; € CETDXN g
defined as

N-—
Z ~sur, cf mf[m, n— l]]*e—jQTrpn/N7
VO<LILL, —g§p<g. (19)

A target candidate with bistatic Doppler frequency pfs/N
at a bistatic range difference (the difference between
the transmitter-target-receiver range and transmitter-receiver
range) lc/ fs can be detected if Am_,k has a clear peak value
at the (I, p)-th entry.

A two-dimensional cell-averaging constant false alarm rate
(CA-CFAR) detector with guard cells [5] and detection clus-
tering [19] is applied for target detection in the Ny, raw
surveillance signals respectively. First, for each cell in an
RD response, the average noise power is estimated by its
surrounding cells. Denote Lgyara and Pguarq as the number of
guard range and Doppler bins respectively, Liyain and Piain
as the number of training range and Doppler bins respectively,
the noise power at the (I, p)-th cell is estimated by

Lp 1
Pm kTN Z
train 1 ! total guard
,p )EWM) \Wl‘p

’Am,k[l/ap/] )

(20)

where

witel = L1, p) || = 1| < Lguard + Livain,

|p, *p| < Pguard + Ptrain}7

Wguard = {(l/,p/)Hl, - l| < Lguar(h ‘p/ _p| < Pguard}a

and Nipain = |Wlt°tal| |Wg;‘”d| Then, a target candidate is
detected at the (I, p) th cell of the RD response, if

|Am,k[lvp” > OéP of

m,k?

where « denotes the threshold factor.

As a result, the set of detected target candidates in all the
Ng,r raw surveillance signals and the m-th time slot (Vm) is
denoted as

P 2 {(l,p)“jlm,k[th > an,;fk,Vk}. @1)

D. AoA Estimation

Given the detected target candidates P, in the m-th time
slot (Vm), the detection of the corresponding AoAs is elab-
orated in this part. For notation convenience, denote the wu-th
pair of the set Py, as (I, us Prmou)-

In order to detect the AoAs, we first calculate the CAF for
all the detected target candidates in P, at all the antenna ele-
ments. Particularly, the RD responses of the i-th surveillance
antenna element in the m-th time slot can be calculated by

N-1
A illms Pmal = 3 {3 o] [ im0 = L]
n=0

x 2N i, (s ) € Prae (22)

Then, the vector of RD response for all pairs of bistatic range
and Doppler frequency in P, is defined as
(23)

am,u — [Am,l [lm,uypmﬂ.b]a ey 14777,,N5ur [lm,uapm,u]]T-

Using the phase interferometry method [5], the AoA of the
surveillance channel with respect to the broadside direction of
the antenna array can be estimated by

emu

s

2, oy | Pl

= arg max }a;'%ua(é‘) , (24)
9

The solution can be derived by linear search on fine-grained

directions. Let Afg,, be the broadside direction of the surveil-

lance array versus the x-axis as illustrated in Fig. 3, the

directions of the target candidates in P,, versus the x-axis

are represented by

05, 2 Abour + O, (25)

E. Set of Observations

Denote the locations of the eNB and the LIPASE system
as 1y 2 [xq,y:]" and 1, = [z,,y,]", respectively. The baseline
range, i.e., the distance between the eNB and LIPASE receiver,
is given by

L, = |k — L. (26)



Then the bistatic range of the u-th detected target candidate
in P,,, i.e., the transmitter-target-receiver range, is given by

Ry, =l uc/ fs + Ly 27
Moreover, the corresponding bistatic range rate is given by
RY, = —Appm.ufs/N. (28)

As a result, aggregating the measured bistatic range, range
rate and AoA of target candidates in P,,, the set of detected
target candidates in the m-th time slot can be rewritten as

Dy £ {2l lu=1,2,...,[Pnl}, (29)

u A uw pu pulT
where Zy = [RnHRm?om]

observation in D,,,.

is referred to as the wu-th

IV. TARGET TRACKING SCHEME

Due to the presence of false alarms and missed detec-
tions, there might be zero or multiple observations in the
passive sensing of one time slot. The set of observations, D,,
(Vm = 1,2,...), cannot be directly used as the trajectory
of the target UAV. Even with a single observation in each
slot, the detection error might be large due to the limited
signal bandwidth and antenna number (limited range and
angular resolutions). Note that the velocity of the UAV can
be partially observed from the bistatic geometry and Doppler
frequency, the past observations of position and velocity can
be exploited in the localization of the target UAV in each
time slot. Moreover, because of potential false alarms in the
detections, the multi-target tracking (MTT) algorithm [20] is
utilized for the trajectory tracking. Hence, multiple tracks of
the trajectory can be dynamically established, updated, or
eliminated according to the observations in each time slot,
and the survival track at the end will be considered the best
estimation of the trajectory.

The MTT algorithm tracks the variation of the target state,
and two different definitions of target state are considered: (1)
the target state is represented by the bistatic range, Doppler
frequency and AoA; and (2) the target state is represented by
its position and velocity. The former and the latter are referred
to as the bistatic tracking and Cartesian tracking, respectively,
for elaboration convenience. Note that either tracking method
is sufficient to deduce the trajectory of the target UAV; their
performance will be compared and discussed in Section V.
Let s, m = 1,2,..., be the state of the target UAV in the
m-th time slot. When the bistatic tracking is considered, the
state can be expressed as

S?’VL = [RTYH Rm7 R’HL) 97)% éTYL]Ta (30)

which consists of the bistatic range R,,, AoA 6,,, and their
derivatives Rm7Rm,9m with respect to time. On the other
hand, when the Cartesian tracking is considered, the state can
be expressed as

Sm = [ﬂfm,’i?m’ym,i/m]T, (31)
which consists of the coordinates 1,,, =[x, Y|
Von = [@m, Um| T of the target UAV.

and velocity

Moreover, the measurement model, which maps the target
state to the passive sensing observation, is given by

Zy = h(s’m) + Uy, (32)

where h(-) is the measurement function, u,, ~ N(0,R)
denotes the measurement noise with covariance matrix R.
When the bistatic tracking is considered, it is clear that the
measurement function can be rewritten as

h(s,,) = Hs,,, (33)
where the measurement matrix H is defined as
1 00 0 O
H2|(0 1 0 0 0 (34)
0 0 01O

On the other hand, when the Cartesian tracking is considered,
the nonlinear measurement function can be derived according
to the geometry in Fig. 3 as

[ —
1

l'm —_ lr lnL
-V
[nlmflrn + ulmfltu] mo |
arctan2 (Ym — Yr, Tm — Tr)

h(sy) = (35)

where arctan2(-,-) denotes a four-quadrant inverse tangent.

.. Target

Fig. 3. Geometry of passive sensing.

In the following, we first introduce the procedure of a
multi-target tracking algorithm with general operators of track
initialization, prediction, and update. Then, these operators are
specified for both definitions of the UAV state.

A. The Multi-Target Tracking Framework

The MTT algorithm initializes and maintains a set of tracks,
where each track consists of a sequence of estimated UAV
states and the corresponding covariance matrices of estimation
errors. In each time slot, the tracks are updated according to
the latest observations from passive sensing.

Particularly, denote the set of tracks obtained in the m-
th time slot as 7,,, Ym. They are further divided into two
subsets: tentative track (TT) subset T,%* and confirmed track
(CT) subset 7,5, and thus 7, = 75 U 7. Initially, the
confirmed track subset is empty, i.e.,

T =0, (36)
and the tentative track subset is given by
T = {1 = (s1)0, Pijp)IV2i € Di, (37)



where 77 is the u-th track in the first time slot, S1f|1 and Pll“l
denote the u-th estimation of s; and the covariance matrix of
estimation error according to the u-th observation z} in D;.
The track initialization of (slfu, Pi‘u) can be represented by
the operator

(S¥|17 P?u)

which will be further explained in Section IV-IV-B. Then, the
update of the tracks in the m-th time slot, m = 2,3,..., is
elaborated below. The whole algorithm is also summarized in
Algorithm 1.

Step 1: State Prediction. The UAV state of the m-th time
slot is predicted according to the tracks estimated in the (m —
1)-th time slot. Particularly, all the tracks in 7,,_; are assigned
with unique indexes, and each track (say the v-th track 7,,,_;)
is used to predict a possible UAV state, denoted as smlm 1-
The covariance matrix of prediction error P“m‘n%1 of the m-th
time slot is also calculated. The prediction can be expressed
by the operator

= InitTrack(zY'), (38)

PredictTrack(7,, 1),V7,,_1 € Trm—1,
(39)

v v
(Sm\m— 1 Pm\m—l)

which will be further elaborated in Section IV-IV-C.

Step 2: Observation-to-Track Association. Each obser-
vation in D,, is associated with the closest track in 7,,_1
with the gating constraint. We first define the Mahalanobis
distance between an arbitrary observation z!: € D,, and a

state prediction tuple (sfn‘m_17 P”m|m_1) as

s (2280 1 Pl 1) 2 /[ Azl [TW, |-
where
Az%" & 7% — h(s!
denotes the measurement residual,

WU 2R+ HY [T

m m\m 1
denotes the covariance matrix of measurement residual, and

h
H'U _Jh‘s <v — a (S)

m|m—1 aS

(40)

ss‘ml

denotes the Jacobian of the measurement function given the
predicted state of track 7,7,_;. The following gating constraint
should be satisfied in each association:

2 .
dMah(Z}an? S:)n\m—l7 Pjrjn|m—1) < s vu’ v, (41)

where 7 is a threshold.
Then, we define the cost associating the observation z;,
with the state prediction (or track equivalently) S;)n|m71 as the

sum of the squared Mahalanobis distance and a penalty for
large prediction covariance. Thus,

Cuv A Mah( ?n;sfnhn,—l?PZL\m—l)+1n(|W D

where |W?, | denotes the determinant of matrix W¢,.

Let ay, € {0,1} be the indicator of association, whose
value is 1 when the observation z, is associated with the
state prediction s”m‘ , (equivalently the track 7,7, _;) and 0
otherwise. The observatlon to-track association consists of two

(42)

steps. In the first step, the observations in D,,, are associated
with the tracks in 7,5 ; as

P1: {a}?*} =argmin Z Z

u,v

{am”} w:zl, €D virl, €T

m—1

U,V YUV
apy?CHhv,

st Y ak’ <1, (43a)
w:zd €Dy,
> ek <1,va, (43b)

v ot
vitp €T,

m—1

Gating constraint in (41),

where (43a) ensures that each track can be associated with
at most one observation, and vice versa in (43b). The op-
timal solution of the association problem can be solved by
the Hungarian algorithm [20], and the set of the associated
observations in the above optimization is denoted as

At = {zY |Vu,a%"* =1,7%_1 € T |} (44)

Let 2552‘“ = D, \ A% be the set of remaining observations
without association; it is further considered in the association
with T2 | as

P2: {a,*} = argmin Z Z ay’Cwv,
{am™} u:zgzeﬁ;ﬁm vt _JETH |
st Y akt <1V, (45a)
u: z;ﬁLED“‘m
ay”’ <1, Vu, (45b)

Gating constraint in (41).

Denote the set of associated observations in the above opti-
mization P2 as

AP = {2 |Vu,a"* =1,7%_ € T |} (46)

Let A, = ASt U A" | then the set of remaining observations
without association can be represented as

Dizm Dfr?m\Am - m\-Am (47)

Step 3: Track Maintenance. This step includes the track
initialization, confirmation, and deletion. First, a tentative track
is confirmed as a confirmed track if it has been associated with
an observation in each of the latest N time slots. Then,
a track will be removed from the tentative track set or the
confirmed track set, if it has not been associated with any
observation in any of the latest N9¢! time slots. Denote the
confirmed track set and the tentative track set after the above
confirmation and deletion as 7,2, and T,."',, respectively.
Finally, the observations in D;.™ are initialized as new tracks,
ie.,

T;lnit _ { (Su P

m|m> m|m)

= InitTrack(z,, )|Vu, z,, € D;x"}. (48)
Step 4: Track Update. The tracks in 7,5, and 7>, are
updated according to the associated observations or prediction

(if no observation is associated with) in this step. Suppose the



v-th track in T;,_1, denoted as 7%,_1, is also in 7", UT",.
The state of the target UAV in the m-th time slot along this
track, as well as the covariance matrix of estimation error, can

be obtained as

(S Prnjm) =
CorrectTrack(7y,_1,2y,), Ju,ab>* =1 (49a)
(Sm\m—h Pm|m—1)7 otherwise (49b)

where (49a) refers to the situation that there is one observation
in D,,, associated with this track, and (49b) refers to otherwise.
The track correction operator CorrectTrack(-) for the two
tracking methods will be further elaborated in Section IV-
IV-D. Finally, the tentative and confirmed track subsets are
updated as

7;1(':Lt _{ Tﬂé
T = (o, 2

(S}r)n|m7Pm|m7 m— 1)|VTm 1 emt /1} (50

P, IV7h—1 € 7;::11} U Tririm-
(5D

(S;)n|m7 mlm> Tm— 1)

Algorithm 1: The MTT framework

1 At the end of the 1-st time slot, obtain D;:

2 T = 0.
3 T = {(sll‘ll, Pil‘u) = InitTrack(z})|VzY € D1 }.
ST =T O

5 At the end of the m-th time slot (m = 2,3,...),
obtain D,,

6 | For track 7%,_; (Vv € Tp—1):

7 (Spujm—1>Pinjm—1) = PredictTrack (7, ;).

Gating the detections by (41).

9 | Solve Problem P1 and derive ASE.

10 | Drem =D, \ A
11 | Solve Problem P2 and derive A%.
2| A, =A% UAY.
13| D™ =D\ A,

14 | Confirm and delete tracks based on the latest N f
and N9 time slots, respectively, and derive the
confirmed track subset 7,%"", and tentative track
subset 7",

15 | Initialize tracks as 7, with D™ via (48).

16 | For track 7%,_; (Vo € T2V UTH)):

17 if Ju,an"* =1 then

v v u
18 ‘ (Spjm> Ponjm) = CorrectTrack (7, 1, z7,).
19 else

v v — v v
20 ‘ <Sm|m7 Pm|m> - (Sm|m71’ Pm\mfl)'

21 | Update the confirmed track set 7,5 and tentative
track set 7.2 by (50) and (51), respectively.

2 | T =TS UTE.

23 | return Set of CTs T,5' and set of TTs T,''.

B. Track Initialization

When an observation is not associated with any track, i.e.,
the observations in the first time slot or the ones in D}>™ (Vm),

a new track will be initialized by the observation as denoted
in (38) and (48).

The track initialization for bistatic tracking is first elabo-
rated. According to the measurement model (32), given the
observation z;., in the m-th time slot, the state sm‘m and error
covariance matrix P;‘n‘m can be initialized as

u
Sm,|rrL
u
Pm|m

where H is defined in (34), %, O'R, o3, and of are the
variances of corresponding measurement errors.
On the other hand, when the Cartesian

is considered, the state of the new track s%
]T

:HTu

= diag(c%,0

(52a)

R,U§,03703), (52b)

tracking

m|m

T , is initialized as

u u U
[fE m\m’ym|m7ym|m

m|m’

u u T
(R, cos
Q(R% + L, cos(0%, — Ht_r))
. . T
11 1—1¢
_pu =L Hlfltl\

™m
Hul =

u ] +1,  (53a)

u
sin 6%,

(53b)

‘ u T
I:I'm |m> y7n | 7n:|

With the assumption that the measurement errors of bistatic
range, bistatic range rate and AoA are independent, i.e., R =

diag(0%,0%,0) in (32), the covariance matrix is initialized
as )
oy 0 o0z O
2
jrjn|m = ’ OSE 02 8 s 54)
Oy o, )
0 0 0 oy
where 02 and o denote the variances of estimation error in

the x- coordmate and y-coordinate of the target respectively,
04y is their covariance, o2 and ay denotes the variances of

velocity estimation errors. Moreover,

2 2
s Hioh+ Hio}

N T (55a)
H?02% + H20?
2 4“ R 570
e TR (55b)
H,Hyo% + HyHs0}
0y = LR 12750 (550)
H3
where
Hy =2RL¢_, cos®> 0+ (R* + L? ) cos (] P—— (56a)
Hy =(L}., — R*)Rsin 0|, , (56b)
Hs =V2(Liy cos0 + R) |y , (56¢)
Hy =RLi, sin20 4+ (R® + LY.,) sin 6|,z , (56d)
Hs =(R* — L{ ) (Rcos 6 + L) |a=g - (56¢)

C. Track Prediction

The track prediction in (39) provides prior estimation of the
target’s state in the m-th time slot, providing a track in the



(m — 1)-th time slot [21]. First, the state transition model for
both tracking methods can be written as

(57)

Sm = Fsm—l + Wi,

where F is the state transition matrix, and w,, ~ N (0, Q) is
the noise with covariance matrix Q. Hence, in the m-th time
slot, the prediction of state S;}n|m71 and corresponding error
covariance matrix P;‘jﬂmfl in (39) can be obtained as

Smim—1 = FSi_1jm_1> (58a)
Plimo =FP) ,  FT+Q (58b)

where (s}, 11,1, Pr,1)1) € Tt
When the bistatic tracking is considered, the state transition
matrix F is represented by

1 T T%/2 0 0
01 T 0 0
F£|(0 0 1 0 0 (59)
o0 0 1T
00 0 0 1

Moreover, the noise covariance Q = diag (0%Qr,75Qp),
where 012% and o2 are the variances of estimation errors for

range acceleration and AoA acceleration, and

T4/4 T3/2 T2)2

Qu=| 12 T T |, (60)
™) T 1
[ T4 T3)2

On the other hand, when the Cartesian tracking is consid-
ered, the state transition matrix is given by

1 7T 0 0
01 0 0

F<lo 01 17| (62)
00 0 1

and the noise covariance Q = diag (ag%Qz, O’ZQy), where o2

2

2
and o; are the variances of estimation errors for x-axis and

y-axis accelerations respectively,
T4/4 T3/2]

D. Track Correction

The track correction operator in (49a) provides a refined
state of the target in the m-th time slot, given a track in the
(m—1)-th time slot and an associated observation in the m-th
time slot [21].

The track correction for the bistatic tracking is first elabo-
rated. With the linear measurement model in (32), the refined
state s”m|m and corresponding covariance matrix P”m‘m of a
track 77 _, and an associated observation z}, (a"* = 1) in
(49a) can be calculated by

Sm|m = Sfnhnfl + Kvm(zum - HSUm|m—1)a (6421)
fn|m = (I - K;}nH)P:n,hn—l) (64b)

where the optimal Kalman gain K7 is given by

K? =PV H' W2

m|m—1

(65)

For the Cartesian tracking, with the measurement model
in (32) and (35), the refined state s}’nlm and corresponding
covariance matrix P?  of a track 7, ; and an associated

observation z}» (a"* = 1) in (49a) can be calculated by

Sfn|m - Sfn|m—1 + K;fn(zfn - h(s’:n|m—1)) (663)
Um\m = (I - Kanfn) :)n\m—h (66b)

where the near-optimal Kalman gain is written by
K}r)n = Pvm\m—l[H:]n]T[W}r)n]717 (67)

the Jacobian matrix of the measurement function in the m-th
time slot is given by

OR o OR 0

Oz . Oy .
vo_ OR OR OR OR
H,=1| 3% % 9, d o (68)
96 0 a0 0
Ox Oy s:s”m‘m_1
and the partial derivatives are given by
OR OR T — X T — T
Dbl S 69
or 08 M-L] L] ©
OR & (@—z)(1-1)Tv
dz  |1- Ll 1—13
& (x—z)(1-1)Tv
- - , 69b
BT = E 0
00 Y—Yr
7 - J Ir 69
Oz TENE (69¢)
Moreover, %—}::%, % and g—z can be expressed similarly.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
A. System Configuration

The experiment scenario and the LIPASE receiver are
illustrated in Fig. 4, where two ULAs with half-wavelength
inter-element spacing are connected with six software-defined
radio (SDR) as the reference and surveillance antenna arrays,
respectively. The reference antenna array consists of four
antenna elements, while the surveillance antenna array consists
of eight antenna elements. There are more antenna elements
in the latter for better AoA detection resolution. The received
signals of all twelve antenna elements are sampled by the
SDRs with synchronized timing provided by a synchronizer.
All the sampled baseband signals are then saved in a server
for data processing.

In the experiments, the LTE-FDD downlink at the 2130—
2135 MHz frequency band is chosen for passive sensing. The
parameters of system configuration and the proposed tracking
framework are summarized in Table II.

The overview of the experiment scenario is shown in Fig. 5.
LIPASE is deployed on the platform of a building which is 255
meters away from the LTE eNB located on a hill. We control
a quadcopter hung with a steel sphere to imitate a delivery
drone with a payload. The flight trajectory follows a ‘J* shape.
Due to the low localization accuracy of the intrinsic global



TABLE II. Experimental parameters.

Parameter Symbol Value
Baseline length Li_, 255 m
Reference array size Nret 4
Surveillance array size sur 8
Carrier frequenc fe 2123 MHz
System Sarnplingq rate s fs 25 MHz
Operation frequency / 2130-2135 MHz
Bandwidth B 5 MHz
CIT T 02s
cC Maximal Doppler shift P 0
Maximal sample delay L 20
# of guard cells
(# of Doppler bgins, # of range bins) (Pguard; Liguara) (60,1)
CA-CFAR # of training cells
(# of Doppler bins, #%of range bins) (Pirain, Lirain) (60,1)
Threshold factor o 15 dB
# of time slot w/ association for track confirmation Neof 5
# of time slot w/o association for track deletion N 14
Gating threshold Y 20
MTT B 0 . B . Z 2 2 2 2 2 2
Process noise covariance for bistatic tracking 0%, O 10° m*/s*, 3% deg
Process noise covariance for Cartesian tracking o3, 05 47 m?/s%, 47 m? /5"
Measurement noise covariance 0h, 0%, 04 72 m?, 17 m?/s?, 3% deg”

Surveillance g
ntenna arra

Reference <
antenna array

Fig. 4. The experimental platform of LIPASE.

positioning system (GPS) system, which is not sufficiently
accurate as the experiment ground truth, the drone is equipped
with an additional differential GPS (DGPS) module. The
DGPS reference station is deployed on the ground, such that
sub-meter localization accuracy can be achieved.

Surveillance
antenna

Fig. 5. Overview of experiment scenario.

B. Range, Velocity and Angular Resolutions

The range resolution AR is the minimum required range to
distinguish two different targets, which is defined by [22]
B c
2B cos(pPist/2)’

where B is the bandwidth and 3 is the bistatic angle. In
our experimental configuration with a bandwidth of 5 MHz,
the range resolution is 30 m at 8Pt = 0°.

AR (70)

The Doppler resolution A fp indicates the capability of a
radar system to differentiate two targets with different Doppler
frequencies, which depends on the CIT [22]. Particularly,

L_J

Afp = TN (71)
Then the velocity resolution is given by
AA A
fo 72)

U= 2 cos(3bist /2) - 2T cos(BPist/2)

In our experiment, the CIT is 7" = 0.2 s, the Doppler resolution
is 5 Hz, and the velocity resolution of 0.35 m/s at BbiSt = 0°.

The angular resolution of an antenna array, denoted by A6,
indicates the capability of the antenna array to differentiate
two targets in the space domain. The angular resolution of
a ULA with isotropic elements and half-wavelength element
spacing can be approximately estimated by [23]

2

~ Njcos()|’

where 6 denotes the angle between the target direction and
the broadside of the ULA. The 8-element surveillance antenna
array is with an angular resolution of 14.3° at the broadside. In
the following parts, it is shown that with the MTT algorithm,
the accuracy of trajectory tracking is much better than the
above resolutions.

Ad (73)
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Fig. 6. Observations and tracking results versus time in terms of (a) The bistatic range, (b) bistatic Doppler shift, and (c) AoA.

C. Detection and Tracking Results

A sample of RD response of one raw surveillance signal in a
time slot is illustrated in Fig. 7, together with the response after
CFAR detection. It can be observed that after CFAR detection,
targets with weak echo signal strength can still be detected.

360 0

300 -

E

o 240 -10
180 -15
120 -20
60 -25
0 -30

L & O VR & & O
S 0 NSNS

o

Bistatic Range

Bistatic Doppler (Hz)
(@)

1.1 [] [T W]
1 O  Detections after CFAR detection
Detectlons after clustenng

Bistatic Range (m)

Bistatic Doppler (Hz)
(b)

Fig. 7. A sample of the RD response (a) before and (b) after CFAR
detection and clustering.

The detection and tracking results in terms of the bistatic
range, Doppler frequency and AoA are illustrated in Fig. 6,
where the observations versus time slot, the ground truth
trajectory, and the estimated trajectories via both methods
are plotted and compared. It can be observed that due to

Value Error Range (m) Doppler (Hz) AoA (°)
T MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE
Detection (Hit) ~| 4.40 5.37 2.59 3.26 1.14 1.55
Bistatic Tracking 243 2.97 3.27 4.67 1.76 245
Cartesian Tracking | 1.44 1.78 4.21 6.91 0.80 1.02

TABLE III. MAEs and RMSEs of bistatic range, Doppler frequency
and AoA.

the limited resolutions in the measurements of bistatic range,
Doppler frequency and AoA, the detection rate of the target
UAV is only 71.9%. Moreover, the overall missed detection
rate is 28.1%, and the false alarm rate is 18.2% during the
measurement period. The presence of missed detections during
the time interval of 6.5-8.0 s is because the UAV’s trajectory
follows the bistatic contour (i.e., zero bistatic Doppler shift).

To evaluate the measurement and tracking accuracy, we use
the mean absolute error (MAE) and root mean squared error
(RMSE) as the metrics. The MAEs and RMSE of an estimated
value Z,, deviated from the ground truth value x,, in the M
time slots are evaluated by

MAE = (74)
m=1
1 M

RMSE =, | - mgl(xm —m)2. (75)

The MAEs and RMSEs of detections and tracking results are
listed in Table III.

The detection and tracking results in terms of the position
and velocity of both the x and y axes are illustrated in Fig.
8, while the corresponding MAEs and RMSEs are compared
in Table 9. It can be observed that although bistatic tracking
can achieve the lower MAE and RMSE of Doppler frequency
in Table III, it has a larger estimation error on the velocity
and position than Cartesian tracking. Hence, the proposed
Cartesian tracking reaches the best accuracy in both velocity
estimation and localization. This is because the state transition
model of the Cartesian tracking might be closer to the real
experiment.
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Fig. 8. Observations and tracking results versus time in terms of (a)
velocity.

x-axis position, (b) y-axis position,

(c) x-axis velocity and (d) y-axis

Value Error Position (m) Velocity (m/s) Localization (m)
X-axis Y-axis X-axis Y-axis
MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE | MAE RMSE
Mdhadction (HIX | 1.40 1.92 3.73 4.56 3.37 3.83 2.16 2.66 4.18 4.94
Bistatic Tracking 1.17 1.43 247 3.23 343 3.85 2.44 2.88 2.85 3.53
Cartesian Tracking 0.84 1.02 0.84 1.09 0.97 1.24 0.87 1.19 1.33 1.49

Fig. 9. MAEs and RMSEs of position and velocity in Cartesian plane.
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Fig. 10. The estimated trajectories of the drone.

Finally, the estimated trajectories of LIPASE (by two track-
ing methods) and the ground truth are all shown in Fig. 10,
which shows that the proposed tracking algorithm can not only
address the presence of missed detections and false alarms but
also smooth the distorted detections.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose an LTE-based passive sensing sys-
tem with digital arrays, namely LIPASE, to track the trajectory
of a flying UAV. Because of the significant issue of false alarms
and missed detections, a multi-target tracking algorithm is
proposed to reconstruct the trajectory with the observations of
passive sensing. Both bistatic and Cartesian tracking methods
are used in the multi-target tracking algorithm. It is shown by
experiments that LIPASE can achieve a meter-level localiza-
tion error with Cartesian tracking, demonstrating that LIPASE
could fulfill the demands of UAV flight tracking.
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