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Abstract—With the rising prevalence of cardiovascular and
respiratory disorders and an aging global population, health-
care systems face increasing pressure to adopt efficient, non-
contact vital sign monitoring (NCVSM) solutions. This study
introduces a robust framework for multi-person localization
and vital signs monitoring, using multiple-input-multiple-output
frequency-modulated continuous wave radar, addressing chal-
lenges in real-world, cluttered environments. Two key contri-
butions are presented. First, a custom hardware phantom was
developed to simulate multi-person NCVSM scenarios, utiliz-
ing recorded thoracic impedance signals to replicate realistic
cardiopulmonary dynamics. The phantom’s design facilitates
repeatable and rapid validation of radar systems and algorithms
under diverse conditions to accelerate deployment in human
monitoring. Second, aided by the phantom, we designed a
robust algorithm for multi-person localization utilizing joint
sparsity and cardiopulmonary properties, alongside harmonics-
resilient dictionary-based vital signs estimation, to mitigate in-
terfering respiration harmonics. Additionally, an adaptive signal
refinement procedure is introduced to enhance the accuracy of
continuous NCVSM by leveraging the continuity of the estimates.
Performance was validated and compared to existing techniques
through 12 phantom trials and 12 human trials, including
both single- and multi-person scenarios, demonstrating superior
localization and NCVSM performance. For example, in multi-
person human trials, our method achieved average respiration
rate estimation accuracies of 94.14%, 98.12%, and 98.69% within
error thresholds of 2, 3, and 4 breaths per minute, respectively,
and heart rate accuracies of 87.10%, 94.12%, and 95.54% within
the same thresholds. These results highlight the potential of this
framework for reliable multi-person NCVSM in healthcare and
IoT applications.

Index Terms—Frequency-modulated continuous wave, local-
ization, multiple-input-multiple-output, multi-person, phantom,
radar, vital signs monitoring

I. INTRODUCTION

V Ital sign monitoring is fundamental to modern healthcare,
providing essential insights into a patient’s physiological

state. It plays a critical role in assessing acute conditions,
enabling early detection of chronic diseases and deterioration,
and improving overall patient management [1]. However, de-
spite technological advances in medicine, traditional methods
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for monitoring heart rate (HR) and respiration rate (RR)
remain limited. These techniques often require direct physical
contact, which may cause discomfort, increase the risk of
disease transmission, restrict mobility, and require full patient
cooperation [2], [3]. With the rising prevalence of cardiovascu-
lar and respiratory disorders and the global aging population,
healthcare systems face increasing strain from overcrowded
hospitals and clinics. This highlights the pressing need for
robust, non-contact monitoring solutions that can alleviate the
burden on healthcare providers, reduce costs, and improve the
quality of medical care [4]–[7].

Remote sensing technologies such as millimeter-wave
(mmWave) radars are particularly well-suited for non-contact
vital sign monitoring (NCVSM), as they do not require users to
wear, carry, or interact with any electronic device [8]. These
systems can detect subtle body movements associated with
respiration and cardiac function. Their affordability, durabil-
ity, low power consumption, and compact size make them
ideal for integration into healthcare and Internet of Things
(IoT) applications, facilitating seamless connectivity between
patients and healthcare providers, either directly or through
cloud-based infrastructure [9].

Initially, continuous wave (CW) radars in single-input-
single-output (SISO) setups, were proposed for remotely mea-
suring respiratory and cardiac chest movements [10]–[12].
While these radars are highly sensitive and energy-efficient,
their poor ability to distinguish between targets and clutter
limits their practical use. In recent years, mmWave frequency-
modulated continuous wave (FMCW) radars have garnered
significant interest due to their ability to spatially separate
objects while tracking millimeter-scale displacements [13]–
[17]. This capability positions FMCW radars as promising
candidates for multi-person NCVSM, even when employing a
single channel in a SISO configuration, provided the subjects
are located at distinct radial distances from the radar [18].

To extend functionality for persons at the same radial dis-
tance, angular separation was incorporated by using a single-
input-multiple-output (SIMO) setup, leveraging phase shifts
induced by multiple receivers [19]. Further enhancements
can be realized with multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO)
configurations [20]–[23], which may offer higher signal-to-
noise ratios (SNR) and improved spatial resolution. The latter
is achieved by employing orthogonal signals from multiple
transmit antennas, using techniques such as time-division
multiplexing (TDM) [24], [25]. In a uniform linear array
(ULA), by transmitting and receiving independent signals over
a common signal path, this approach creates a larger virtual
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antenna array, whose effective size equals the product of the
number of transmit and receive antennas, ultimately enhancing
the radar’s angular resolution.

To integrate radar-based multi-person NCVSM into real-
world crowded environments such as waiting areas or emer-
gency rooms, methods must be accurate and robust against the
inherent challenges of these settings. These challenges stem
from factors such as low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), strong
clutter reflections, multi-path effects, random body movements
(RBMs), and interfering harmonics caused by the non-pure
sinusoidal nature of thoracic activity [18], [23], [26], [27].
Developing such robust methods requires both the design of
advanced algorithms that leverage domain-specific knowledge
of the data as well as a proper validation scheme capable of
reliably assessing their performance.

Traditionally, algorithms for multi-person NCVSM using
SIMO or MIMO FMCW radar involve four fundamental
stages: 1. Preprocessing: In this stage, the In-phase (I) and
Quadrature (Q) channels of each receiver are processed to
structure the data for vital signs monitoring [13]–[15], [28].
However, the I/Q framework is limited by imperfections such
as non-orthogonality and channel gain mismatches, which
distort vital sign extraction and reduce accuracy [29], [30]. Our
previous work has demonstrated the feasibility of exploiting
only a single channel to address these limitations [18], [19].

2. Human Localization: Accurate localization of individu-
als’ thoraces is essential for extracting their vital signs. Several
studies employed the angle-FFT technique [31]–[33]. While
simple and computationally efficient, it is highly susceptible to
reflections from static objects and offers relatively poor angu-
lar resolution [32]. Some researchers suggested the Multiple
Signal Classification (MUSIC) algorithm [23], [34], [35] to
enhance angular resolution. However, it is highly sensitive
to dynamic clutter, such as oscillating objects, which may
lead to potential errors in realistic scenarios. To improve the
separation of objects, the authors in [36] extended MUSIC
by a second-order differential approach, whereas in [37],
an adaptive beamforming method was adopted. Nevertheless,
both remain challenged by closely spaced targets in cluttered
settings. A frame-averaging technique was suggested in [38]
to mitigate the effect of static clutter, although it is sensitive
to parameter selection and the presence of active clutter.

3. Vital Doppler Extraction: Once the chest wall of the
humans is accurately located, the next step involves extracting
their phase-modulated thoracic vibrations to facilitate subse-
quent NCVSM. This process is commonly achieved through
beamforming [31], [36], followed by arctangent demodulation
with phase unwrapping to address discontinuities [13], [39].

4. Vital Signs Estimation: This stage typically utilizes the
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) spectrum to leverage the
periodicity and distinct frequency bands of heartbeat and
respiration [13]–[15]. However, the DFT resolution is inher-
ently limited by its frequency grid, leading to low-resolution
estimates and difficulties in resolving interfering harmonic
components [27]. Phase regression [40], may address this
limitation by leveraging dominant tonal components, while or-
thogonal projection techniques, such as the notch filter in [36],
enhance HR estimation by suppressing high-order respiration

harmonics. Despite these advancements, both approaches are
constrained by their reliance on a small set of frequencies
within the DFT spectrum, limiting their ability to fully separate
overlapping HR and RR harmonics.

While human trials are critical for validating radar sys-
tems and algorithms, their implementation is often hindered
by logistical, ethical, and resource constraints, slowing the
deployment of these technologies in healthcare and IoT ap-
plications. Phantoms present a valuable solution, acting as
controlled intermediaries for evaluating radar performance
and optimizing algorithmic parameters prior to monitoring
humans. Several studies have utilized phantoms to simulate
thoracic motions, including a mockup structure with a vibra-
tion exciter [41], a robotic phantom driven by a linear actuator
[42], and a gelatin-coated metal plate [43]. However, these
designs are often limited to single-person scenarios and rely
on oscillations with predetermined frequencies and amplitudes,
lacking the complexity required to emulate real-world multi-
person NCVSM in cluttered environments.

This paper introduces two key contributions toward robust
multi-person localization and NCVSM using MIMO FMCW
radar. First, we developed a custom hardware phantom de-
signed to simulate multi-person NCVSM in realistic, cluttered
environments, utilizing recorded impedance data from moni-
tored humans [44]. The phantom’s adaptable design enables
repeatable and rapid validation of radar systems and algorithms
under diverse conditions, addressing healthcare provider re-
quirements through IoT connectivity. This validation frame-
work played a pivotal role in refining the algorithm and de-
termining optimal configurations for the effective monitoring
of multiple individuals in real-world, cluttered environments.

Second, we designed an algorithm that addresses two critical
challenges: 1. Multi-person localization in crowded settings,
achieved by exploiting the joint sparse representation of
individuals through a dedicated signal model informed by
cardiopulmonary properties, and 2. harmonics-resilient vital
signs estimation, extending the Vital Signs-based Dictionary
Recovery (VSDR) method in [18], termed E-VSDR, to mit-
igate interfering respiration harmonics. This method utilizes
harmonics-free dictionaries tailored to cardiopulmonary activ-
ity to accurately recover the vital signs even in the presence
of overlapping harmonics. Additionally, a signal refinement
procedure is introduced to enhance accuracy by leveraging the
continuity of vital sign estimates through a real-time averaging
scheme and adaptively adjusting the frequency bands based on
the estimated outcomes.

This study demonstrated superior performance compared to
state-of-the-art techniques in multi-person localization [31]–
[38] and vital signs estimation [13]–[15], [36], [40]. Validation
was conducted through 12 phantom trials and 12 human
trials - 9 single-person and 3 multi-person trials involving 3
participants each. In the localization analysis, the proposed
method was the only approach to successfully detect and
accurately position all subjects in the tested scenarios. In the
NCVSM analysis, the proposed E-VSDR method consistently
outperformed competitors, even when they were augmented
with the suggested refinement procedure, highlighting the
strength of the core harmonics-resilient dictionary-based ap-
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proach. Specifically, for multi-person human trials, the E-
VSDR method achieved an average of 94.14%, 98.12% and
98.69% of RR estimation errors within 2, 3, and 4 breaths per
minute, respectively. For HR estimation, it attained 87.10%,
94.12% and 95.54% within the same thresholds of beats per
minute.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
introduces the radar signal model and problem formulation,
applicable for both SIMO and MIMO ULA setups. Section
III details the proposed methodology for robust multi-person
localization and NCVSM. Section IV describes the phantom
validation process and its components. Section V presents the
performance evaluation, beginning with phantom trials and
concluding with human trials. Finally, Section VI summarizes
the findings of this study.

II. SIGNAL MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

This section presents an FMCW signal model and problem
formulation applicable for both SIMO and MIMO ULA setups,
relying on derivations from our previous work [18], [19].
Building on this model, in Section III we detail the proposed
solution for robust multi-person localization and vital signs
monitoring for real-world, cluttered environments.

A. Signal Model

Consider an FMCW radar in a MIMO ULA setup containing
J ≥ 1 transmitters and K ≥ 1 receivers, as illustrated in
Fig. 1. The j’th transmitter emits L frames of chirp signals
[45] at a frame rate of fs, designed to localize and monitor
the vital signs of Z ≥ 1 humans within a cluttered environment
containing U ≥ Z objects distributed across various angular
and radial positions relative to the radar antennas. The k’th
receiver captures the reflected echoes, which are separated
into the I/Q channels, mixed with the transmitted signal, and
sampled by an ADC with interval Tf to produce discrete
baseband (beat) signals of length N [13], [17]. The amplitudes
of these signals are attenuated based on the radar cross-section
(RCS) of the reflecting objects.

For a single transmitter and K receivers located at rk ≜
(k − 1)λ/2, k = 1, ...,K, where λ is the chirp’s maximal
wavelength, the 3D SIMO FMCW beat signal model repre-
senting U objects in the radar’s FOV can be expressed as [19]:

y [n, k, l] =

U∑
u=1

xue
j(2πfunTf+

2π
λ rk sin θu+ψu[l]) + w [n, k, l],

(1)
for n = 1, ..., N fast-time samples, k = 1, ...,K receivers
and l = 1, ..., L slow-time frames. Here, {w[n, k, l]} is a
3D sequence of zero mean i.i.d. complex Gaussian noise
with variance σ2. The received signal is comprised of U
components where the u’th component is characterized by four
parameters: 1. a constant amplitude xu, related to the RCS of
the u’th object. 2. a beat frequency fu which is proportional
to the u’th object’s radial distance du by fu ≜ 2S

c du, where c
is the speed of light and S ≜ B/Tc corresponds to the rate of
the frequency sweep with B and Tc denoting the chirp’s total
bandwidth and duration, respectively. 3. an azimuth angle θu

and 4. a slow-time varying phase term ψu [l] that tracks small
vibrations of the u’th object.

Assuming that each object has a distinct pair of distance and
angle {du, θu}, we can rewrite the model in (1) for M ≥ U
general radial distances {dm}Mm=1 and P ≥ U general azimuth
angles {θp}Pp=1 as

y [n, k, l] =

P∑
p=1

M∑
m=1

xm,pe
j(ωm[n]+ϕp[k]+ψm,p[l]) + w [n, k, l] ,

(2)
where each {m, p} component is associated with reflection
from a different distance-angle pair {dm, θm}, including re-
flections from Z monitored persons. Based on the latter, xm,p
denotes the beat amplitude of the {m, p}’th component, which
can be zero if there is no reflection and includes the unknown
amplitudes related to the RCS of the monitored individuals.
The fast-time modulated function ωm [n] is defined by

ωm [n] ≜ 2πfmnTf , n = 1, . . . , N, (3)

where each beat frequency fm is distinct and proportional to
a different radial distance from the radar dm by

fm ≜
2S

c
dm, m = 1, . . . ,M ≤ N, (4)

where the Z unknown human distances {d(z)}Zz=1 are included
in the distances {dm}Mm=1. The azimuth angles {θp}Pp=1 are
reflected in the following phase shifts due to the ULA antenna
geometry:

ϕp [k] =
2π

λ
rk sin θp, k = 1, . . . ,K ≤ P, (5)

where the Z unknown human angles {θ(z)}Zz=1 are among the
angles {θp}Pp=1. Finally, the slow-time varying term ψm,p [l]
of each component is given by

ψm,p [l] ≜
4π

λ
(dm + vm,p [l]) , l = 1, . . . , L, (6)

where the vibration function vm,p [l] is generally modeled for
both human and clutter objects by

vm,p [l] ≜
Q∑
q=1

a(q)m,p cos
(
2πg(q)m,plTs

)
, l = 1, . . . , L ≥ Q.

(7)
The pairs {a(q)m,p, g(q)m,p}Qq=1 are the corresponding amplitudes
and frequencies, with the latter being limited by the slow-time
frame rate fs ≜ 1/Ts according to {g(q)m,p}Qq=1 ∈ [0 fs/2)
for each {m, p} component. The generalized vibration model
in (7) enables effective representation of both static and
vibrating objects, including harmonic components, through
suitable choices of {a(q)m,p}Qq=1 and {g(q)m,p}Qq=1.

In this work, we investigate multi-person NCVSM of an
unknown number of people Z. Their thoracic vibrations, which
are included in {vm,p [l]}, are denoted by {v(z) [l]}Zz=1, and
satisfy

v(z) [l] ≜
Q∑
q=1

a(z)q cos
(
2πg(z)q lTs

)
, l = 1, . . . , L, (8)
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with amplitudes {a(z)q }Qq=1 and a frequency set {g(z)q }Qq=1 that
includes the unknown Z pairs of HR and RR, denoted by{
f
(z)
H , f

(z)
R

}Z
z=1

.

B. Problem Formulation

Based on the signal model presented above, the follow-
ing subsection introduces the problem formulation through
a simplified matrix representation to facilitate the analysis.
Specifically, by defining the complex amplitudes

x̃m,p [l] ≜ xm,pe
jψm,p[l], l = 1, . . . , L, (9)

the received samples from (2) can be arranged into the matrix
Yl ∈ CN×K for each frame. This leads to the model

Yl = AXlB+Wl, l = 1, . . . , L, (10)

where A ∈ CN×M is a known range-related Vandermonde
matrix, whose entries are given by A (n,m) ≜ ejωm[n] (3),
B ∈ CP×K is a known angle-related matrix whose entries are
given by B (p, k) ≜ ejϕp[k] (5), Xl ∈ CM×P is an unknown
matrix of complex amplitudes where Xl (m, p) ≜ x̃m,p [l] (9),
and Wl ∈ CN×K is the noise matrix where Wl (n, k) ≜
w [n, k, l] (1). We note that while the model in (10) is designed
for a SIMO ULA setup, it is also applicable to a MIMO ULA
by employing orthogonal transmission schemes, such as TDM
[24]. This approach effectively creates a virtual SIMO ULA
with a number of virtual receivers equal to the product of the
transmitters with the receivers, as illustrated in Fig. 2, thereby
significantly enhancing angular resolution.

To enable continuous vital signs monitoring, the FMCW
radar periodically transmits, receives, and processes frames
of chirp signals throughout the monitoring session. At each
predefined time interval Tint, the sequence {Yl}Ll=1 in (10) is
constructed by aggregating all L frames recorded within the
preceding time window Twin, where L is given by L = Twinfs.
The data model in (10) is assumed to exhibit the following
properties:
A-1 The monitored individuals remain stationary, with only

slight thoracic movements due to cardiopulmonary ac-
tivity. As a result, the {m, p} coordinates in {Xl}Ll=1

corresponding to their locations {d(z), θ(z)}Zz=1 (4), (5),
are fixed and joint across all L frames.

A-2 The number of objects within the radar’s FOV, U , satisfies
U ≪MP , meaning that {Xl}Ll=1 are U -sparse matrices.

Based on the model in (10), the first goal is to estimate
the number of individuals, Z, along with their spatial lo-
cations {d(z), θ(z)}Zz=1 (4), (5), by recovering {Xl}Ll=1 and
identifying the corresponding {m, p} indices. Subsequently,
the second objective is to continuously monitor each detected
individual’s HR and RR by extracting their thoracic vibrations
{v(z) [l]}Zz=1 (8) encoded in {Xl}Ll=1, and estimating the vital
pairs {f (z)H , f

(z)
R }Zz=1 at each Tint.

III. ROBUST MULTI-PERSON LOCALIZATION AND VITAL
SIGNS MONITORING

Aided by the designed phantom detailed in Section IV, we
developed a robust algorithm for multi-person localization and
vital signs monitoring in real-world, cluttered environments,

Fig. 1: A schematic illustration of the main components of a
MIMO ULA FMCW radar and a multi-object scenario, with
objects located at varying angles and radial distances from the
radar.

Fig. 2: An illustration of the outcome of a TDM technique,
which creates a virtual 1 × 8 SIMO ULA given a physical
2× 4 MIMO ULA.

employing an FMCW radar in a MIMO ULA setup. Below,
we detail each stage of the proposed approach, based on the
model presented in Section II.

A. Preprocessing

The first step of each monitoring iteration involves prelimi-
nary processing of the radar channel data to construct the 3D
cube {Yl}Ll=1 that satisfies the model in (10) with a high SNR
(Fig. 3.a). The subsequent step entails assembling the known
matrices A and B based on predefined frequency and angle
grids.

Recall that each element of {Wl}Ll=1 (10) comes from a
zero-mean i.i.d. Gaussian distribution. Hence, similarly to [18]
we reduce the noise variance by utilizing the slowness of
thoracic movement relative to the frame period Ts [13]. To
this end, we transmit G > 1 consecutive chirps at each frame
and coherently combine them to produce a frame with a single
chirp that satisfies (10) with variance smaller by a factor of
G, w.r.t. transmission of only a single chirp per frame.

Next, we set the dictionary matrix A by assuming that the
distance-related frequencies {fm}Mm=1 (4) lie on the Nyquist
grid, i.e.,

fm =
fADC

N
im, im = 0, . . . ,M − 1, (11)

where fADC ≜ 1/Tf is determined by the ADC component.
We note using (4) and (11), that the maximal detectable
distance is dmax = cfADC

2SN (M − 1), and the range resolution
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Fig. 3: Block diagram of the proposed algorithm for robust multi-person localization and vital signs monitoring using SIMO
or MIMO ULA FMCW Radar.

is dres = cfADC
2SN = c

2B since N = fADCTc and STc = B.
Using (11) and since A (n,m) ≜ ej2πfmnTf , we have that
A (n,m) = ej2π

im
N n. As for the dictionary matrix B, the

phase shifts {ϕp [k]}Kk=1 (5) are set to cover a FOV of 180 [◦]
according to the following angle grid

θp = −90 + ip∆θ, ip = 0, . . . , P − 1 , P =
180

∆θ
, (12)

where ∆θ denotes the spacing of the angle grid. Then, by (5),
(12) and since B (p, k) ≜ ejϕp[k], we have that B (k, p) =
ejπ(k−1) sin(−90+ip∆θ).
B. Human Localization by RaLU-JSR

To estimate the number of humans Z and their spatial
location {d(z), θ(z)}Zz=1 (Fig. 3.b), we use the assembled dic-
tionaries A and B as well as {Yl}Ll=1 for the first L = Tlocfs
frames, where Tloc denotes the duration of localization. As
this study focuses on the continuous monitoring of multiple
stationary subjects, we recover {Xl}Ll=1 and the corresponding
support only once. Here, the support is denoted by S and
defined as the set of 2D {m, p} indices whose cardinality
corresponds to the number of individuals Z and whose indices
point to their respective range-angle locations {d(z), θ(z)}Zz=1

by (4), (11) and (12). Our approach removes the need to
recover {Xl}Ll=1 and S at each monitoring iteration, as further
explained in Subsection III-C.

To this end, we start with clutter suppression utilizing prior
knowledge of human-typical pulse and breathing frequencies
by extending the vital-based spectral filter introduced in [18]
for a single receiver, here to the case of K > 1 receivers.
We select the data of each k’th antenna by defining Y(k) ∈
CN×L : Y(k) (n, l) ≜ Yl (n, k) (10). Then, each filtered
matrix is given by

Ȳ(k) =
1

L

(
FHL

(
Π⊙ FLY

(k)T
))T

, k = 1, . . . ,K (13)

where FL is a full L-size DFT matrix, Π ∈ RL denotes
a window function corresponding to the vital frequencies in
B(H) ∪ B(R) with B(R) and B(H) respectively denoting the
frequency bands of respiration and heartbeat at rest, and ⊙
denotes the element-wise product. We then reshape the filtered
data back to the original structure as in (10) denoted by
{Ȳl}Ll=1.

Next, by assumptions A-1 and A-2, the U -sparse matrices
{Xl}Ll=1 share joint support. Hence, we propose to recover
them from {Ȳl}Ll=1 by promoting the joint sparsity via the
following 3D l2,1-norm regularized Least-Squares (LS) [46]
problem given A and B:

X̂ = argmin
X∈CM×P×L

1

2L

L∑
l=1

∥∥Ȳl −AXlB
∥∥2
F
+ γ∥X∥2,1, (14)

where ∥X∥2,1 refers to the sum of all l2 norms over the
frame (third) dimension of the 3D tensor X ∈ CM×P×L

which concatenates the frames of {Xl}Ll=1 and γ ≥ 0 is
the regularization parameter. To solve (14) we extend the
JSR algorithm proposed in [47], which is based on the fast
iterative soft-thresholding algorithm (FISTA) [48], [49], to
accommodate the proposed bilinear formulation (10). The
method is called RaLU-JSR: Radar Localization of hUmans
via Joint Sparse Recovery and is given in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 RaLU-JSR for minimizing (14)

Input: {Ȳl}Ll=1,A,B, Lf , γ > 0, I

Initialize: i = 1, t(1) = 1,
{
Z

(1)
l = X

(0)
l = 0M×P

}L
l=1

while i < Imax or stopping criteria not fulfilled do
1: G(i)

l = Z
(i)
l −

1
Lf

AH
(
AZ

(i)
l B−Yl

)
BH , l = 1, ..., L

2:
{
X

(i+1)
l

}L
l=1

= T (3D)
γ

Lf

({
G

(i)
l

}L
l=1

)
3: t(i+1) = 0.5

(
1 +
√
1 + 4t(i)2

)
4: Z(i+1)

l = X
(i)
l + t(i)−1

t(i+1)

(
X

(i)
l −X

(i−1)
l

)
, l = 1, ..., L

5: i← i+ 1
end while

Return:
{
X

(I)
l

}L
l=1

In Algorithm 1, I denotes the maximal number of it-
erations, Lf denotes the Lipschitz constant [48]. Lf =
λmax

(
AHA

)
λmax

(
BHB

)
with λmax denoting the largest

singular value. T (3D)
α (·) is the 3D soft-threshold operator such

that for each {m, p}’th element of X
(i+1)
l , l = 1, ..., L, we

have
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X
(i+1)
l (m, p) = max

(
0, 1− α/∥G(i) (m, p) ∥2

)
G

(i)
l (m, p) ,

(15)
where the tensor G(i) ∈ CM×P×L concatenates all L matrices
G

(i)
l ∈ CM×P , l = 1, ..., L, as detailed in Algorithm 1.
The support S is estimated by first taking the average

power across the frames of {X(I)
l }Ll=1 which results in a 2D

range-angle localization map, denoted by X̄ ∈ RM×P . Then,
various methods can be used to determine S from X̄, (and
corrspondingly Ẑ, and {d̂(z), θ̂(z)}Ẑz=1), such as CA-CFAR
[50] or 2D peak-detection [19]. We note that predetermined
boundaries of range and angle can serve as a focused region
of interest (ROI) in X̄ for evaluating S.

C. Vital Doppler Extraction

The support evaluated in the localization step allows us
to efficiently recover only the Doppler samples related to
human vital signs concealed in the input set {Yl}Ll=1 (10)
of each monitoring iteration (Fig. 3.c). Particularly, using S
we estimate the complex amplitudes {x̃m,p [l]}Ll=1 (9) of each
z’th human, denoted by {xS(z) [l]}Ll=1, using the following
beamformer over the support:

x̂S(z) [l] =
1

NK
AH
S(z)YlB

H
S(z), l = 1, . . . , L, (16)

for each human z = 1, ..., Ẑ, where AS(z) ∈ CN×1 and
BS(z) ∈ C1×K respectively denote the atoms of A and B
corresponding the z’th 2D index of S. We note that since
A (n,m) = ej2π

im
N n, AH

S(z) equals to the row of a partial
DFT matrix corresponding to the fast-time frequency fm
(11) for m ∈ S(z). Hence, analogous to [18], by selecting
M = N/2 in (11) (i.e. considering only non-negative fast-
time frequencies), the estimator in (16) given {Yl}Ll=1 (10)
assembled by both the I and Q channels, is comparable to
that obtained by simply using a single channel (I or Q),
up to a constant factor. To minimize hardware overload and
possible concerns of using two channels concurrently, we
assume M = N/2 and use only the In-Phase channel to
construct (10).

Next, since x̂S(z) [l] (16) estimates the phasor terms
xm,pe

jψm,p[l] (9) for {m, p} ∈ S, that modulate the thoracic
vibrations {v(z) [l]}Zz=1 (6)-(8), we extract the phase of each
z’th human using an arctangent demodulation-based method
similarly to [13], [18], [19]:

v̂(z) [l] = unwrap
(
∠
(
x̂S(z) [l]

))
, l = 1, . . . , L, (17)

where unwrap (·) denotes the unwrapping procedure de-
scribed in [13], used since the unambiguous phase range is
limited by (−π π] and the angle extraction operator ∠ (·) is
based on the four quadrant arctangent function. For convenient
analysis, the estimated samples are then concatenated into the
vector v̂z ∈ RL which represents a scaled approximation of
{v(z) [l]}Ll=1 in (8), for each z’th detected human, z = 1, ..., Ẑ.

D. Continuous NCVSM by E-VSDR

In the final stage of each monitoring iteration, the vital signs
of the detected individuals, {f (z)H , f

(z)
R }Zz=1, are estimated

given the extracted vibrations {v̂z}Ẑz=1 (17), and recorded
for continuous NCVSM (Fig. 3.d). In the following, we

present an extension to the VSDR approach introduced in [18],
termed E-VSDR, which is tailored for continuous monitoring
in low-SNR conditions where interfering harmonics due to
the non-pure sinusoidal nature of human thoracic motion pose
challenges [23], [36]. Furthermore, E-VSDR incorporates a
dedicated adaptive signal refinement procedure that leverages
the high rate of output estimates to enhance monitoring accu-
racy, making it particularly effective for continuous NCVSM
in real-world, cluttered environments.

1) Preliminaries
First, according to (8), and given the non-overlapping nature

of respiration and heartbeat frequency bands, the extracted
vibrations {v̂z}Ẑz=1 (17) can be described by

v̂z = D(R)a(R)
z +D(H)a(H)

z + nz, z = 1, . . . , Ẑ, (18)

where D(R) ∈ RL×QR and D(H) ∈ RL×QH , QR, QH < Q
respectively denote the respiration and heartbeat dictionaries:

D(R) (l, q) ≜ cos
(
2πg

(R)
q lTs

)
and

D(H) (l, q) ≜ cos
(
2πg

(H)
q lTs

)
,

(19)

where {g(R)
q }QR

q=1 ∈ B(R) and {g(H)
q }QH

q=1 ∈ B(H) with
B(R) ∩ B(H) = ∅. The amplitude vectors a

(R)
z ∈ RQR and

a
(H)
z ∈ RQH control the frequency pattern of each z’th human

vibration through D(R) and D(H). Finally, {nz}Ẑz=1 denote
length-L sequences of i.i.d. noise vectors as a result of the
non-linear operations up to (17).

Next, to mitigate the phenomenon where respiration har-
monics may mask the heartbeat tone in B(H) [23], [27]
(see Fig. 4), for each z’th human we divide the frequencies
in B(H) into two distinct groups: 1. Interfering respiration
harmonics, denoted by {g(R

′,z)
q }QR′,z

q=1 , defined as multiples of
the fundamental respiration frequency f (z)R that reside in B(H):{

g
(R′,z)
q = g(H)

q : g(H)
q = iqf

(z)
R , iqf

(z)
R ∈ B(H)

}
.

(20)
2. Non-interfered heart frequencies, denoted by {g(H

′,z)
q }QH′,z

q=1

which are the complementary frequencies to {g(R
′,z)

q }QR′,z
q=1

in B(H) that include the true HR, f
(z)
H . Consequently,

{g(R
′,z)

q }QR′,z
q=1 and {g(H

′,z)
q }QH′,z

q=1 respectively compose the
dictionaries D(R′,z) ∈ RL×QR′,z and D(H′,z) ∈ RL×QH′,z

similarly to (19), where D(R′,z) ∪ D(H′,z) = D(H) and
QH′,z+QR′,z = QH . We remark that the dictionaries D(R′,z)

and D(H′,z) are unknown a priori, as they rely on the unknown
respiratory fundamental frequency of each individual, f (z)R .
Under these settings, the z’th extracted vibration vector v̂z
(18) can be represented as

v̂z = D(R)a(R)
z +D(R′,z)a(R

′)
z +D(H′,z)a(H

′)
z + nz, (21)

for z = 1, ..., Ẑ, where a
(R′)
z ∈ RQR′,z and a

(H′)
z ∈ RQH′,z

respectively denote the corresponding amplitudes of interfered
and non-interfered heartbeat tones. Given the model in (21),
and the prominence of respiration and heartbeat tones in
cardiopulmonary activity, the amplitude vectors a(R)

z and a
(H′)
z

are assumed to be 1-sparse vectors.
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Finally, to allow for short estimation windows but with suffi-
cient frequency resolution, similarly to [18] we uniformly split
the slow-time frequency segment [0 fs/2), (which includes
B(R) and B(H)) according to a resolution of 1 bpm. This
means that given a dense grid of frequencies

gq = hq
fs
Q
, hq = 0, ...,

Q

2
− 1, Q = 60fs, (22)

the frequencies {g(R)
q }QR

q=1 and {g(H)
q }QH

q=1 of (19), constitute
subsets of (22) according to the limits defined by B(R)

and B(H), respectively. These frequencies are then used to
assemble D(R) and D(H) following (19).

2) Vital Signs Estimation
We first estimate the RR from v̂z (21) by leveraging the

1-sparse property of a(R)
z according to

S(z)R = argmax
q=1,...,QR

{|(D(R)T v̂z)q|}, (23)

where D(R)T v̂z ∈ RQR and S(z)R denotes the respiration
support of the z’th human, which selects the q’th frequency
within {g(R)

q }QR

q=1 as the RR estimate f̂ (z)R . Next, we subtract
the influence of respiration by taking the residual vector
v̂′
z ∈ RL as

v̂′
z = v̂z − d

(z)
SR
â
(z)
SR
, (24)

where d
(z)
SR
∈ RL is the atom of D(R) corresponding to

S(z)R , and â
(z)
SR

= d
(z)T
SR

v̂z/(d
(z)T
SR

d
(z)
SR

) ∈ R is the estimated
amplitude over S(z)R .

Then, to mitigate the impact of interfering respiratory har-
monics on HR estimation, we use (20) and f̂

(z)
R (23) to first

estimate the respiration harmonics {g(R
′,z)

q }QR′,z
q=1 and the com-

plementary set {g(H
′,z)

q }QH′,z
q=1 by which we assemble D(R′,z)

and D(H′,z), respectively. We then subtract the respiratory
harmonics from v̂′

z (24) by

v̂′′
z = v̂′

z −D(R′,z)â(R
′)

z , (25)

where â
(R′)
z =

(
D(R′,z)TD(R′,z)

)−1

D(R′,z)T v̂′
z is the LS

solution [46] given v̂′
z and D(R′,z). Finally, we estimate f (z)H

given v̂′′
z (25) and D(H′,z) by leveraging the 1-sparse property

of a(H
′)

z :

S(z)H = argmax
q=1,...,QH′,z

{|(D(H′,z)T v̂′′
z )q|}, (26)

where D(H′,z)T v̂′′
z ∈ RQH′,z and S(z)H denotes the heartbeat

support of the z’th human, which points to the q’th frequency
within {g(H

′,z)
q }QH′,z

q=1 that reflects the HR estimate, f̂ (z)H .

3) Signal Refinement
The continuous NCVSM framework of this work enables

leveraging the ongoing stream of estimates {f̂ (z)H , f̂
(z)
R }Zz=1 to

manage RBMs and potential overlaps between HR and RR
harmonics, aiming to enhance overall monitoring accuracy.
Consequently, at each Tint after predefined Tref seconds, a
three-stage signal refinement procedure is applied for the
monitoring iteration, incorporating the current estimates along

Fig. 4: Illustration of the spectral components of respiration
and heartbeat frequency bands B(R) and B(H), respectively.
The overlap between heartbeat components and high-order
respiratory harmonics highlights the challenge of accurate HR
estimation.

with prior ones as follows: 1. For the monitoring iteration at
Tref , we replace all estimates with the median value derived
from the samples collected up to that time, which can alleviate
the fluctuations often observed at the onset of monitoring. For
each Tint following Tref : 2. the vital estimates {f̂ (z)H , f̂

(z)
R }Zz=1

are replaced with the average of the estimations acquired in the
last T (H)

avg and T (R)
avg seconds, respectively. This principle serves

as an online filter that smooths the curve of estimates to ensure
a gradual rate of changes in the vital signs. 3. the fixed bands
of respiration and heartbeat, B(R) and B(H) respectively,
are replaced with adaptive bands, centered around the vital
estimates {f̂ (z)R , f̂

(z)
H }Zz=1 with small frequency margins. This

adjustment focuses the frequency search within a limited range
that more reliably tracks the subject’s physiological state.
Specifically, the adaptive bands of respiration and heartbeat are
defined in [bpm] as B(R)

adp

(
f̂
(z)
R

)
≜

[
f̂
(z)
R − εR f̂

(z)
R + εR

]
and B

(H)
adp

(
f̂
(z)
H

)
≜

[
f̂
(z)
H − εH f̂

(z)
H + εH

]
, respectively,

where εR and εH are predefined scalars which determine
the margins of the corresponding bands. Algorithm 2 below
summarizes the E-VSDR approach.

Algorithm 2 Continuous NCVSM by E-VSDR

Input: {v̂z}Ẑz=1, B(R), B(H)

for each z’th detected human z = 1, . . . , Ẑ:
1: Assemble D(R) and D(H) given B(R) and B(H) (19), (22)
2: S(z)R = argmax

q
{|(D(R)T v̂z)q|} : f̂ (z)R = g

(R)
q |q=S(z)

R

3: d(z)
SR

= D(R)(:,S(z)R ) and â(z)SR
= d

(z)T
SR

v̂z/(d
(z)T
SR

d
(z)
SR

)

4: v̂′
z = v̂z − d

(z)
SR
â
(z)
SR

5: Assemble D(R′,z) and D(H′,z) given f̂ (z)R (20), (23)

6: â(R
′)

z =
(
D(R′,z)TD(R′,z)

)−1

D(R′,z)T v̂′
z

7: v̂′′
z = v̂′

z −D(R′,z)â
(R′)
z

8: S(z)H = argmax
q
{|(D(H′,z)T v̂′′

z )q|} : f̂
(z)
H = g

(H′,z)
q |

q=S(z)
H

9: If current monitoring time t ≥ Tref, than perform Signal
Refinement (Subsection III-D3) and replace the bands:
B(R) = B

(R)
adp

(
f̂
(z)
R

)
and B(H) = B

(H)
adp

(
f̂
(z)
H

)
end for

Output: Refined {f̂ (z)R , f̂
(z)
H }Zz=1
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Algorithm 3 below outlines our complete approach for
robust multi-person localization and vital signs monitoring in
low-SNR, cluttered environments using MIMO FMCW radar,
based on the model described in Section II.

Algorithm 3 Robust Multi-Person Localization and Vital
Signs Monitoring Using MIMO FMCW Radar

Input: Tloc, Tint, Twin, {y [n, k, l]}, γ, Lf , Imax, B(R), B(H)

At first Tloc do:
1: Assemble {Yl}L=Tlocfs

l=1 , A and B (10)
2: Filter {Yl}Ll=1 by (13) and recover {Xl}Ll=1 and S using

RaLU-JSR (Algorithm 1)
Output: S => Ẑ and {d̂(z), θ̂(z)}Ẑz=1

After Twin, for each Tint do:
1: Assemble {Yl}L=Twinfs

l=1 (10)
3: Use S to evaluate {x̂S(z) [l]}Ẑz=1 (16) and {v̂z}Ẑz=1 (17)
4: Estimate {f (z)H , f

(z)
R }Zz=1 given {v̂z}Ẑz=1, B(R) and B(H)

using E-VSDR (Algorithm 2))
Output: {f̂ (z)H , f̂

(z)
R }Ẑz=1

IV. CUSTOM MULTI-PERSON HARDWARE PHANTOM

As outlined in the Introduction, we designed a custom hard-
ware phantom capable of simulating multi-person NCVSM
in real-world, cluttered environments. The phantom utilizes
recorded impedance signals, that capture variations in electri-
cal impedance across the thorax caused by changes in thoracic
volume [51], [52]. An example from a subject in [44] is shown
in Fig. 5. These signals were selected to replicate the mechan-
ical movements of the monitored individuals’ thoraces via a
dedicated vibration unit. The phantom is designed to support
a wide range of cardio-respiratory patterns, including resting,
rapid, and slow breathing or heartbeat, as well as pathological
conditions such as apneas, arrhythmias, and Cheyne-Stokes
respirations [53]. By replicating realistic monitoring scenarios,
including those required by healthcare providers, the phantom
can facilitate rigorous validation of radar systems and algo-
rithms for both single and multi-person NCVSM, ensuring
their robustness and readiness for deployment in healthcare
and IoT applications.

The phantom is designed in two configurations: one for
single-person NCVSM, consisting of a single vibration unit
(Fig. 7. c1), and another for multi-person NCVSM, comprising
three independent vibration units (Fig. 7. c3). Each oscillating
unit, as illustrated in Fig. 6(a), includes the following key
components: 1. Secure Digital card: Preloaded with recorded
impedance signals, these cards store the digital data to be
converted into mechanical oscillations. 2. Microcontroller unit
(MCU), based on the Arduino processor [54]: Reads the
digital data from the SD card and sends it to 3. a digital-to-
analog converter (DAC). 4. High-speed operational amplifier:
A specialized amplifier adjusts the analog signal’s current to
effectively drive 5. a vibration generator [55] fitted with a
circular Chladni plate [56] on top.

Fig. 6(b) depicts a block diagram of the validation process
using the dedicated phantom in the multi-person setup. A
graphical user interface (GUI) was developed under MATLAB

environment to conveniently handle the validation stage using
the hardware. This setup enables the validation of radar
systems and algorithms across a wide range of scenarios,
including the positioning of multiple individuals at varying
distances and angles relative to the radar, and exhibiting
different cardiopulmonary conditions.

Fig. 5: Example of impedance signal from [44] that was used
to generate realistic mechanical displacements for the vibration
unit corresponding to changes in human thoracic volume.

(a) (b)

Fig. 6: Block diagrams of the developed phantom. (a) Key
components of a single vibration unit. (b) Overview of the
validation process, comprising a radar, up to three vibration
units, and a GUI for control.

V. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

This section evaluates the performance of the suggested ap-
proach and compares it to existing techniques for both single-
person and multi-person NCVSM in a cluttered demonstration
room, initially via the proposed custom phantom, then by
human trials as elaborated below.

A. Experimental Setup

The proposed approach was validated by conducting 4
classes of experiments in a cluttered demonstration room con-
taining multiple objects in the radar’s FOV, such as computers,
tables, and various electrical devices, as shown in Fig. 7. The
classes were set as follows: c1 - single-person phantom trials,
c2 - single-person human trials (lying back on a bed), c3
- multi-person phantom trials, and c4 - multi-person human
trials (sitting on chairs). In each single-person setup (c1/c2), 9
simulated/human subjects were examined in 9 separate trials.
In each multi-person setup (c3/c4), 9 simulated/human subjects
were divided into 3 experiments of 3 people each. In every



9

class, the targets were monitored continuously for 2 minutes
with RR and HR estimates computed every Tint = 0.05 [s], us-
ing L frames of {Yl}Ll=1 (10) collected from the last Twin = 30
[s], starting at Twin. The human trials were approved by the
Weizmann Institutional Review Board - protocol #2214− 1,
and informed consent was obtained from 16 participants (9
males and 7 females, height from 156 to 183 [cm], weight
from 47 to 87 [kg] and age from 19 to 54 years old).

In the phantom trials (c1 and c3), the simulated thoracic
displacements were based on the impedance signal of 9
individuals from the resting scenario of [44], as exemplified in
Fig. 5, that were converted into proper mechanical vibrations.
The corresponding raw impedance signal and lead-2 ECG
signal from [44], respectively served as the ground-truth (GT)
references for comparing the RR and HR estimates [17], [51],
[52], after down-sampling them to reach Ts. In the human
trials (c2 and c4), the radar was aimed at the thorax of the
subjects who were asked to breathe calmly and avoid large
movements. As for the GT references of the human trials,
we used the g.Hiamp device [57] (FDA-cleared and CE-
certified medical product) for comparing the radar-based RR
and HR estimates. Specifically, the GT-RR estimates were cal-
culated from the torso circumference signal obtained from the
Respiration Effort Sensor (respiration belt) whereas the GT-
HR estimates were calculated from the photoplethysmogram
(PPG) signal obtained from the g.SpO2sensor (pulse oximeter)
[58].

The radar system selected for this work was Texas Instru-
ments (TI) IWR1443BOOST 76 to 81 [GHz] mmWave Sensor
Evaluation Module (EVM) [59], connected to DCA1000EVM
[60] for data capture and streaming. We employed the hor-
izontal MIMO ULA setup of 2 transmitting antennas and 4
receiving antennas. In the single-person trials (c1 and c2), we
improved the SNR by simultaneously using both transmitters
to create a 1 × K SIMO array with increased transmission
power. In the general case of monitoring multiple targets (c3
and c4), we improved the angular resolution using a TDM
transmission scheme that produced a virtual antenna array of
size 1 × K̃ with K̃ = 2K, as depicted in Fig. 2 for K = 4.
The main radar parameters, reflected in the signal model in
(10) are summarized in Table I. We note that for bandwidth
B = STc ≈ 4 [GHz], the range resolution is dres =

c
2B ≈ 3.75

[cm]. In addition, the radar parameters listed in Table I through
(4), (11) and (12) with angle grid spacing set as ∆θ = 1,
enable coverage over a radial distance range of dmin = 4.29
[cm] to dmax = 4.24 [m] and an angular range of θmin = −90◦
to θmax = +89◦.

Multi-person NCVSM often necessitates both range and
angular separation of targets. To evaluate these aspects, in our
multi-person trials (c3 and c4), two of the three subjects were
positioned at similar radial distances from the radar but at
distinct azimuth angles, while the third subject was placed
at a different radial distance and azimuth angle. The exact
positionings for each class are provided in Table II. For better
readability, the outcomes of the multi-person trials (c3 and c4)
are reported herein, while those of the single-person trials (c1
and c2) are provided in the supplementary material document.

TABLE I: MIMO FMCW radar parameters

Parameter Symbol Value
Maximal chirp wavelength λmax 3.9 [mm]
Chirp duration Tc 57 [µs]
ADC sampling rate fADC 4 [MHz]
Rate of frequency sweep S 70 [MHz/µs]
Frame duration Ts 50 [ms]
# of selected fast-time samples N̄ 200
# of chirps per frame G 40
# of transmitters J 2

# of receivers (virtual) K (K̃) 4 (8)

TABLE II: Subject positionings for each class

Class Trial’s subject # Distance [m] Angle [◦]
c1 1 0.7 0
c2 1 1.3 0

1 0.80 −10
c3 2 0.80 +10

3 0.85 −15
1 1.30 −30

c4 2 1.30 +30
3 1.80 0

Fig. 7: Experimental setups in a cluttered demonstration room.
(c1) Single-person phantom trials. (c2) Single-person human
trials. (c3) Multi-person phantom trials. (c4) Multi-person
human trials.

B. Localization Setup

As discussed in the Introduction, it is necessary to achieve
precise localization of all persons’ thorax to accurately monitor
their vital signs from the extracted thoracic vibrations. For
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every trial, we assessed the localization map given data from
only the first five seconds of the monitoring session. That is,
given {Yl}Ll=1 (10) assembled by the first L = fsTloc frames
with Tloc = 5 [s]. Here, we compared the estimated 2D range-
angle map X̄ by the proposed RaLU-JSR (Algorithm 1) to that
obtained using the Angle-FFT method used in [31]–[33], the
MUSIC approach [34], [35] employed for each FFT range-bin,
the second-order differential extension called SOD-MUSIC
[36], the linear constrained minimum variance-based adaptive
beamforming, here called LCMV [37], and the calibrated CIR
technique [38] with 5 past CIR maps to average in each frame,
here called cal-CIR.

The parameters of RaLU-JSR were set as follows: The num-
ber of iterations and regularization parameter were selected to
I = 1000 and γ = 100, respectively. Following the Lipschitz
relation below Algorithm 1, the discretized matrices A and
B (Subsection III-A) lead to Lf = 8.8439e + 04 for the
multi-person analysis when K̃ = 8 and Lf = 6.3750e + 04
for the single-person analysis when K = 4. Finally, the
vital frequencies of Π in (13) were drawn from the length-
L slow-time Nyquist grid determined by fs according to the
respiration and heartbeat bands B(R) = [0.1 0.5] [Hz] and
B(H) = [0.83 1.67] [Hz], respectively, corresponding to a
normal resting state.

For a fair comparison, all maps were produced using iden-
tical range and angle grids, were normalized by the respective
maximum value within a designated ROI of [0.5 2] [m] and
[−50 +50] [◦] and were slightly denoised by setting values
below 0.05% of the maximum to zero. Here, we determined
S by 2D selection of peaks that exceed a normalized power
threshold of 0.1 and 0.4 for range and angle, respectively.
In each localization figure, cyan circles (O) indicate the
true thoracic locations, while red crosses (X) represent the
estimated positions based on the proposed detection scheme.

C. NCVSM Setup

After the individuals are accurately located, their vital signs
are monitored continuously for every Tint, given S and the last
L = fsTwin frames of {Yl}Ll=1 (10) collected up to that time.

We evaluated the performance of the E-VSDR method (Al-
gorithm 2) for both single-person and multi-person NCVSM
given {v̂z}Ẑz=1 (17) and the vital bands B(R) and B(H).
Recall that the last stage of the E-VSDR incorporates a
signal refinement procedure designed to enhance accuracy
in continuous NCVSM, by mitigating noise and possible
overlaps between HR and RR harmonics. The parameters of
the refinement were set to Tref = 5 [s], T (H)

avg = 3 [s],
T

(R)
avg = 5 [s] and εH = εR = 5. The results of the E-

VSDR were compared to those obtained using several state-
of-the-art NCVSM techniques: 1. The method detailed in [40]
for estimating RR and HR given the phase of a FMCW
signal, called here PhaseReg. 2. FFT-based peak selection
in each frequency band [13]–[15], termed here FFT. 3. The
approach suggested in [36] which employs a FFT-based peak
selection on the extracted phase after the removal of high-
order respiration harmonics via orthogonal projections, named
here OrthProj. To assess the impact of the refinement on the

results, the performance was also compared with these three
techniques augmented with the same refinement procedure
used in E-VSDR. We refer them to as 4. PhaseReg+, 5. FFT+
and 6. OrthProj+, respectively. As for the reference data, the
GT-RR and GT-HR were calculated from the raw data of the
contact sensors via the DFT spectrum [13], [14], [17], [28],
[40], here padded to fit a 60-second time window to correspond
to an optimal frequency resolution of 1 [bpm].

To compare the NCVSM methods fairly, we assume that all
considered subjects were accurately detected and positioned.
That is, the following comparison was performed given the
same extracted thoracic vibrations {v̂z}Ẑz=1 (17) using the true
locations of the examined subjects. In addition, all methods
used the same vital frequency bands B(R) and B(H), and
all other settings that preceded this step were the same.
To assess the accuracy of the estimation methods w.r.t. the
references, we used the following evaluation metrics for each
class: 1. Average empirical Cumulative Distribution Function
(AeCDF), defined here as the average percentage of instances
in which the estimate deviated from the reference output
during a monitoring session (Y-axis) by less than a variable
error threshold of bpm (X-axis), over all trials within the class.
For example, given an error threshold of 2 [bpm], the corre-
sponding value on the Y-axis represents the average proportion
of the monitoring period in which the estimations fell within
+-2 [bpm] relative to the references, also called success rate
- 2 [bpm] [18]. 2. Root-Mean-Square Error (RMSE) analysis
for each class, including subject-specific values along with the
average and median of the specified class.

D. Multi-Person Phantom Trials

Since the phantom validations served as an intermediate step
to determine the optimal parameters and configurations prior
to conducting human trials, we begin by analyzing the results
from the phantom trials (here multi-person c3). The analysis is
conducted in three stages: localization, followed by NCVSM,
and concluding with a performance evaluation.

Fig. 8 below depicts the compared localization maps of
trial #2 from c3, normalized within the designated ROI.
We analyze the results of each method from left to right
of each row: 1. Although the Angle-FFT detected some
reflections from the subjects, these were smeared due to
resolution limitations and mispositioned, as the method was
biased toward stronger reflections originating from the table
supporting the plates. 2. The MUSIC approach seeks highly
reflecting or oscillating objects in each range-bin. Hence, in
our cluttered scenario, it mistakenly highlighted clutter over
humans, which deteriorated performance in both detection
and positioning. 3. The SOD-MUSIC map was considerably
cleaner than its predecessor. However, the influence of clutter
remained substantial, hindering the correct localization of the
subjects. 4. For the LCMV map, the table completely masked
the presence of the targets. 5. The cal-CIR map resembled that
of Angle-FFT in its ability to identify certain reflections from
the phantom. However, these reflections were far weaker than
those from the table, leading to inaccurate localization. 6. In
contrast to the compared localization techniques, the proposed
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RaLU-JSR detected the right number of simulated subjects and
their location, without range error and with angular error of
less than 3 [◦], far below the theoretical resolution limitation
of ≈ 15 [◦] when using 8 receivers [32]. These results stem
from the fact that RaLU-JSR uniquely leverages both human
vital frequencies and the sparse properties of the data through
the proposed bilinear model in (10).

Fig. 9 depicts the NCVSM outcomes of this trial. The
results were produced by all 7 compared methods relative to
GT references, given the corresponding vibrations {v̂z}Ẑ=3

z=1 .
We observed several key findings. First, since the resting
heartbeat typically spans a relatively wide frequency band
(here, 0.83 to 1.67 [Hz]), this can lead to interference from RR
harmonics competing with the true HR during the frequency
search. This is evident in the case of v̂1 (first row), where
both the original compared methods (PhaseReg, FFT, and
OrthProj) and their refined versions (PhaseReg+, FFT+, and
OrthProj+) were significantly affected by the large variability
in HR estimations. The considerable fluctuation is particu-
larly detrimental to the refined variants, as they constrict the
frequency search area based on the median outcome of the
onset measurements, which deviated significantly from the
true values. Additionally, for v̂2 and v̂3 (the second and third
rows), the estimation curves of the refined methods exhibited
patterns with reduced noise and more closely matched the
reference curves compared to their original versions. However,
only the HR and RR estimates by the proposed E-VSDR
demonstrated a high degree of similarity to the reference
values across all three subjects.

Fig. 10(a) shows the 9 subjects-AeCDF of class c3. The
AeCDF was calculated for both HR and RR estimations by all
examined methods, as a function of absolute error thresholds
ranging from 0 to 10 [bpm]. First, one sees that the E-
VSDR outperforms all other compared methods for every error
threshold greater than 0.5 [bpm]. For instance, an average
success rate of 2 (ASR2), 3 (ASR3) and 4 (ASR4) [bpm] was
exclusively reached by our E-VSDR method for accuracy of
88.41%, 93.66% and 95.74%, respectively, for HR estimation
and accuracy of 97.74%, 99.77% and 100%, respectively,
for RR estimation. For the numerical values obtained by all
compared methods, see Table III. Interestingly, the refinements
applied to the competing methods primarily improved the
RR performance, although they still did not surpass the E-
VSDR. While the E-VSDR demonstrated the best overall
performance in the empirical CDF analysis, the relatively
small performance gap, particularly in RR estimations, can be
attributed to the phantom mechanism’s reliance on impedance
signals with prominent cardiopulmonary information, which
facilitates adequate estimation performance across all methods.

Finally, Fig. 10(b) presents the HR-RMSE and RR-RMSE
distributions for each NCVSM method across the 9 subjects of
class c3, along with the corresponding average and median val-
ues. The proposed E-VSDR achieved the lowest average and
median RMSE values for both HR and RR estimations, even
when using the outlier-tolerant median metric. Specifically,
the class average RMSE (ARMSE) was as low as 1.23 and
0.73 for HR and RR estimation, respectively, with the values
of the compared techniques shown in Table III. Additionally,

E-VSDR obtained superior RMSE scores for most subjects,
regardless of their location relative to the radar, with only
minor deviations observed for the remaining subjects. In terms
of median RMSE, the refinements applied to PhaseReg, FFT,
and OrthProj enhanced performance for both HR and RR
estimations; however, they did not outperform the E-VSDR,
which underscores the strength of the core harmonics-resilient,
dictionary-based approach of the E-VSDR. Both the local-
ization and NCVSM results via the phantom trials instilled
confidence to advance to the human trials with the finalized
algorithm and parameters as well as proper trial configurations.

TABLE III: Average success rate [%] for 2 (ASR2), 3 (ASR3)
and 4 (ASR4) [bpm] as well as average root-mean-squared-
error (ARMSE) for HR and RR estimations by the compared
NCVSM methods, for multi-person classes c3 and c4.

Class Rate Method ASR2 ASR3 ASR4 ARMSE

HR

PhaseReg 82.02 89.48 93.66 2.34

c3

FFT 83.25 87.83 90.85 2.96
OrthProj 75.85 80.00 84.30 6.50

PhaseReg+ 77.88 81.14 83.18 3.71
FFT+ 76.91 81.99 83.94 3.65

OrthProj+ 67.04 71.33 72.83 8.53
E-VSDR 88.41 93.66 95.74 1.23

RR

PhaseReg 82.81 91.80 95.54 1.47
FFT 92.27 96.87 99.20 1.27

OrthProj 92.27 96.87 99.20 1.27
PhaseReg+ 89.57 96.65 99.24 1.06

FFT+ 95.20 99 100 0.95
OrthProj+ 95.20 99 100 0.95
E-VSDR 97.74 99.77 100 0.73

HR

PhaseReg 61.77 72.55 77.91 7.43

c4

FFT 57.91 63.30 66.87 10.03
OrthProj 57.12 62.48 66.04 10.11

PhaseReg+ 71.58 75.30 80.23 4.01
FFT+ 70.01 79.84 83.26 5.20

OrthProj+ 70.60 80.60 84.53 5.02
E-VSDR 87.10 94.12 95.54 1.33

RR

PhaseReg 68.88 79.51 88.33 2.46
FFT 81.01 88.99 92.01 2.02

OrthProj 81.01 88.99 92.01 2.02
PhaseReg+ 78.36 87.46 92.53 1.95

FFT+ 86.66 93.19 95.87 1.51
OrthProj+ 86.66 93.19 95.87 1.51
E-VSDR 94.14 98.12 98.69 0.98

E. Multi-Person Human Trials

After drawing significant conclusions from the phantom
trials, we proceeded with the human trials using similar
parameters and configurations. The corresponding localization
and NCVSM results for class c4 (multi-person human trials)
are presented below.

Fig. 11 below depicts the compared normalized localization
maps within the designated ROI of class c4 - trial #3. One can
observe the following: 1. While the Angle-FFT successfully
detected the presence of all three individuals, it exhibited
coarse angular errors, particularly for the equidistant subjects
at 1.30 [m]. 2. Although MUSIC managed to locate two out of
the three subjects, its high sensitivity caused clutter artifacts to
emerge, which led to the miss detection of the third one. 3. The
enhanced SOD-MUSIC algorithm improved upon MUSIC by
sharpening the output map and mitigating clutter. However, it
also failed to detect one of the subjects. 4. For the LCMV,
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Fig. 8: Localization maps of multi-person phantom trial - class c3, trial #2. The maps were produces by Angle-FFT [31]–[33],
MUSIC [34], [35], SOD-MUSIC [36], LCMV [37], cal-CIR [38] and the proposed RaLU-JSR (Algorithm 1). The X and O
signs denote the estimated and true locations of humans, respectively. Only the proposed RaLU-JSR approach properly detects
and positions all 3 subjects in the specified scenario.

Fig. 9: NCVSM of 3 subjects for multi-person phantom trial - class c3, trial #2. Rows: Subjects 1-3. Columns: Extracted
thoracic vibrations v1-v3 for some Tint, PhaseReg [40], FFT [13]–[15], OrthProj [36] and the refined versions PhaseReg+,
FFT+, and OrthProj+. The rightmost plots show the proposed E-VSDR estimates, which demonstrate the closest alignment
with the reference curves compared to the competing approaches, even when aided by the proposed refinement procedure.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 10: NCVSM performance plots for multi-person phantom trials c3. (a) Average empirical CDFs for HR and RR estimations.
(b) RMSE scores: subject-wise with class average and median. For both HR and RR estimations, the proposed E-VSDR
outperformed the compared methods. In terms of AeCDF, it surpassed for every error above 0.5 [bpm], and in terms of RMSE,
it achieved the lowest average and median values.

while the distance estimates were reasonably accurate, the
method generated too many angular candidates, causing the
solution to converge to the center and thus fail to resolve
the equidistant individuals at 1.30 [m]. 5. The cal-CIR map
provided an accurate depiction of the subjects’ locations in
terms of both distance and angle. However, its limited ability
to differentiate between clutter and humans resulted in the
selection of non-human objects alongside the actual subjects.
6. In contrast, only the suggested RaLU-JSR detected precisely
all 3 humans and identified the position of their thorax, with an
angular error of less than 5 [◦] for each subject, demonstrating
distinguished performance in both detection and positioning.

Fig. 12 presents the NCVSM outcomes of this trial. One
can notice significant variability in HR estimates among the
compared methods (PhaseReg, FFT, and OrthProj) across all
three subjects. This variability resulted in persistent drifts in
the refined versions: FFT+ and OrthProj+ for v̂1 (first row)
and PhaseReg+ for v̂2 and v̂3 (second and third rows). In
contrast, the proposed E-VSDR demonstrated remarkable ro-
bustness, effectively handling the challenging noise introduced
by low SNR, multipath effects, possible RBMs, clutter, and
interfering harmonics, for all three subjects.

Fig. 13(a) shows the 9 subjects-AeCDF of class c4. As
in the phantom case, the E-VSDR consistently outperformed
all other methods for thresholds above 0.5 [bpm], achieving
ASR2, ASR3 and ASR4 accuracies of 87.10%, 94.12% and
95.54%, respectively, for HR estimation and 94.14%, 98.12%
and 98.69%, respectively, for RR estimation. Detailed values
for the compared methods are provided in Table III. One can
notice a considerable difference in performance compared to
the other techniques, especially in the more challenging task of
HR monitoring due to the weak heartbeat signature, in favor of
the proposed approach. Another noteworthy observation is that
in contrast to the phantom trials c3, the refinements applied to

the competing methods (PhaseReg+, FFT+ and OrthProj+)
yielded performance improvements for both HR and RR esti-
mations. However, these enhancements remained insufficient
to surpass the performance of the proposed approach.

Finally, Fig. 13(b) illustrates the HR-RMSE and RR-RMSE
distributions for each NCVSM method in class c4. Similar
to the phantom trials c3, the proposed E-VSDR achieved the
lowest average and median RMSE values for both HR and
RR estimations. Specifically, the class ARMSE was as low as
1.33 and 0.98 for HR and RR estimations, respectively, with
the values for the compared methods presented in Table III.
Furthermore, the refinements applied in PhaseReg+, FFT+,
and OrthProj+ resulted in improved performance for both
HR and RR estimations, as observed for both the average
and median metrics. However, even with these enhancements,
these methods did not outperform the RMSE scores of the
E-VSDR.

The obtained results underline the robustness of the E-
VSDR method, which uniquely integrates a dictionary-based
recovery with prior knowledge of cardiopulmonary activity to
accurately estimate heartbeat and respiratory rates, even in the
presence of considerable noise and interfering harmonics, in
various experimental setups.

VI. CONCLUSION

This study introduces a comprehensive framework for multi-
person localization and NCVSM using MIMO ULA FMCW
radar, addressing critical challenges in cluttered, real-world en-
vironments. The contributions are twofold. First, we designed
a custom hardware phantom capable of accurately replicating
the cardiopulmonary dynamics of multiple individuals. This
phantom provides a realistic and repeatable testbed for vali-
dating radar systems and algorithms, bridging the gap between
theoretical development and practical deployment in clinical
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Fig. 11: Localization maps of multi-person human trial - class c4, trial #3. The maps were produced by Angle-FFT [31]–[33],
MUSIC [34], [35], SOD-MUSIC [36], LCMV [37], cal-CIR [38] and the proposed RaLU-JSR (Algorithm 1). The X and O
signs denote the estimated and true locations of humans, respectively. Only the proposed RaLU-JSR approach properly detects
and positions all 3 subjects in the specified scenario.

Fig. 12: NCVSM of 3 subjects for multi-person human trial - class c4, trial #3. Rows: Subjects 1-3. Columns: Extracted
thoracic vibrations v1-v3 for some Tint, PhaseReg [40], FFT [13]–[15], OrthProj [36] and the refined versions PhaseReg+,
FFT+, and OrthProj+. The rightmost plots show the proposed E-VSDR estimates, which demonstrate the closest alignment
with the reference curves compared to the competing approaches, even when aided by the proposed refinement procedure.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 13: NCVSM performance plots for multi-person human trials c4. (a) Average empirical CDFs for HR and RR estimations.
(b) RMSE scores: subject-wise with class average and median. For both HR and RR estimations, the proposed E-VSDR
outperformed the compared methods. In terms of AeCDF, it surpassed for every error above 0.5 [bpm], and in terms of RMSE,
it achieved the lowest average and median values.

and home-care settings. Second, leveraging insights from the
phantom validation process, we developed two novel algo-
rithms: the RaLU-JSR method for multi-person localization,
which exploits joint sparsity and cardiopulmonary proper-
ties, and the E-VSDR approach for continuous, harmonics-
resilient vital signs estimation, effectively mitigating interfer-
ence from respiration harmonics through a tailored dictionary-
based method. The proposed framework was rigorously eval-
uated through both phantom trials and human trials, with
results demonstrating the potential of the framework to ad-
vance NCVSM by providing robust, and accurate monitoring
solutions, even in complex, cluttered environments. These
findings offer a transformative step toward practical radar-
based healthcare monitoring.
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