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Abstract—We consider a novel anchorless rigid body localiza-
tion (RBL) suitable for application in autonomous driving (AD),
in so far as the algorithm enables a rigid body to egoistically
detect the location (relative translation) and orientation (relative
rotation) of another body, without knowledge of the shape of
the latter, based only on a set of measurements of the distances
between sensors of one vehicle to the other. A key point of
the proposed method is that the translation vector between the
two-bodies is modeled using the double-centering operator from
multidimensional scaling (MDS) theory, enabling the method
to be used between rigid bodies regardless of their shapes, in
contrast to conventional approaches which require both bodies
to have the same shape. Simulation results illustrate the good
performance of the proposed technique in terms of root mean
square error (RMSE) of the estimates in different setups.

Index Terms—Rigid Body Localization, Convex Optimization,
Multidimensional Scaling, Nyström Approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless localization [1] can be seen as a precursor of
joint communication and sensing (JCAS), demonstrating how
communication signals can also be used for sensing an
environment, including localization of users. There are many
types of information that can be extracted from radio signals
for the purpose of localization, including finger-prints [2],
received signal strength indicator (RSSI) [3], angle of arrival
(AoA) [4], or delay-based estimates of radio range [5].
Conventionally, such information needed for localization was
generally assumed to be obtained by specialized equipment
and protocols, requiring the transmission of dedicated signals,
implicating in costs and other constraints which in turn
explains the predominance in related literature [1], [6] of
methods to find the position of individual points.

Recently, however, advances in JCAS technology [7] has
demonstrated that radar parameters (i.e., range, bearing and
velocity) can be acquired by conventional communications
signals [8], [9], not only actively, i.e., using signals transmit-
ter by the target to the sensors, but also passively, i.e., using
round-trip reflections of signals transmitted by the sensors
themselves, which in turn implies a more abundant and richer
availability of positioning information. A consequence of
this development is an increasing interest in the rigid body
localization (RBL) problem [10], [11], whose objective is
to determine not only the average location of targets, but
their shape and orientation, based on a collection of points
sufficient to define the object. This feature of rigid body
localization (RBL) is particularly attractive to vehicle-to-
anything (V2X) networks, where – unlike earlier applications
of positioning technology such as asset management in in-
dustrial settings [12] and people tracking in indoor settings

– information on the size, shape, and orientation of vehicles
are crucial to ensure the efficacy and safety of autonomous
driving (AD) applications such as collision detection [13],
navigation [14], and vehicle path prediction [15], to name
only a few examples.

It is important also to distinguish between the type of
RBL system here addressed, which is based on radio signals,
possibly under a JCAS paradigm [10], [16], and conventional
simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM) technolo-
gies [17]–[19] relying on dedicated equipment and massive
amounts of data [20] to function, which makes the latter
less likely to be useful in the day-to-day AD applications
envisioned for a future where autonomous vehicles (AVs) will
be widely deployed.

An example of the radio-based RBL approach which is the
subject of this article is the method in [21], where the pose,
angular velocity and trajectory of a rigid body is estimated
using Lyapunov functions of Doppler measurements, obtained
by a nonlinear observer. Another example is [16], in which a
two-stage approach was used to estimate rotation, translation,
angular velocity and translational velocity by range and
Doppler measurements, making use of various weighted least
square (WLS) minimization methods. And going beyond the
problem of RBL involving a single object, the scheme in [22]
which proposes a new relative multi-object RBL method1 in
an anchorless scenario, whereby the relative translation and
rotation between two rigid bodies is estimated by measuring
the cross-body line-of-sight (LOS) distances between the
points defining the two bodies.

The latter case relates to a common scenario in AD where
a vehicle is able to measure the distance between itself and
vehicles in its surroundings, such that the corresponding RBL
solution would find a large a direct and crucial application.
Unfortunately, however, most state-of-the-art (SotA) RBL
methods assume that the shape of the target rigid body
is known [16], [22], [23], which is unrealistic in real life
applications since vehicles vary greatly in shape and size.

In view of the above, we propose in this article an anchor-
less and MDS-based egoistic approach for RBL, in which a
rigid body (e.g. vehicle) can estimate not only the distance,
but also the shape and orientation of another (e.g. another
vehicle, possibly of different size and shape), based only on
cross-body sensor-to-sensor range measurements.

The structure of the remainder of article is as follows. First,
a description of the system and measurement model is offered
in Section II. Then, in Section III, the proposed method in-

1An anchor-based version of the method had been proposed earlier in [23].
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cluding the convex optimization problem for the estimation of
the translation, shape and orientation of the target rigid body is
introduced, after a brief introduction of the SotA MDS-based
RBL approach. Finally, a comparison of the proposed scheme
with the conventional least square-based RBL technique of
[16], adjusted to an egoistic setting, is offered in Section IV,
followed by further performance evaluation in terms of RMSE
results with different parameters.

II. RIGID BODY LOCALIZATION SYSTEM MODEL

A. System Model

Referring to the illustration in Figure 1, let a given rigid
body be represented by a collection of N landmark points
cn ∈ R3×1 in the three-dimensional (3D) space, with n =
{1, · · · , N}, such that the shape of said body is well described
by the corresponding conformation matrix C constructed by
the column-wise collection of the vectors cn. Then, consider
the representation of the location S(1) of said rigid body
relative to another location (e.g., earlier location in case the
body is in motion) S(0), which without loss of generality can
be set to be a “canonical” reference (centered at the absolute
origin), such that S(0) = C and thus one can write2

S = Q ·C + t · 1⊺
N = [Q|t]

[
C
1⊺
N

]
, (1)

where t ∈ R3×1 is a translation vector given by the difference
of the geometric centers of the body at the two locations,
1N is a column vector with N entries all equal to 1, and
Q ∈ R3×3 is a rotation matrix3 determined by corresponding
yaw, pitch and roll angles α, β and γ, respectively, namely

Q ≜ Qz(γ)Qy(β)Qx(α) (2)

=

cos γ − sin γ 0
sin γ cos γ 0
0 0 1

·
 cosβ 0 sinβ

0 1 0
− sinβ 0 cosβ

·
 1 0 0
0 cosα − sinα
0 sinα cosα


=

 cosβ cos γ sinα sinβ cos γ − cosα sin γ cosα sinβ cos γ + sinα sin γ
cosβ sin γ sinα sinβ sin γ + cosα cos γ cosα sinβ sin γ − sinα cos γ
− sinβ sinα cosβ cosα cosβ



=

 q1,1 q1,2 q1,3
q2,1 q2,2 q2,3
q3,1 q3,2 q3,3

.
Next, consider a scenario as illustrated in Figure 2, in

which two rigid bodies, hereafter referred to by their indices
i = {1, 2}, have generally different shapes and/or are charac-
terized by generally distinct numbers N1 and N2 of landmark
points, respectively, such that under a common absolute refer-
ence, the bodies are represented by the corresponding distinct
conformation matrices C1 ∈ R3×N1 and C2 ∈ R3×N2 .

2Hereafter we drop super-scripts, which are no longer necessary.
3For the sake of simplicity, in this article, detecting the orientation of

a rigid body will be interpreted as estimating of the 9 elements of the
corresponding rotation matrix Q as a whole. In a follow up work, however,
this will be extended by replacing the estimation of Q with the estimation
of the associated and fundamental yaw, pitch and roll angles (α, β, γ).

Fig. 1. Illustration of a rigid body at two distinct locations S(0) and S(1).
Without loss of generality, we set the initial to be identical to the matrix C,
which defines the shape and orientation of the rigid body. The second location
S(1) of the body relative to its initial location S(0) is then determined
according to equation (1), and is obtained by the transformation of S(0) via
a rotation matrix Q and a translation vector t.

Fig. 2. Illustration of two-body egoistic RBL scenario. Each rigid body has
a different shape, defined by distinct conformation matrices C1 and C2,
respectively. The translation vector t between the bodies, depicted in yellow,
is defined by the difference between the geometric centers of the two bodies.

Since C1 ̸= C2, it is obvious that in such a scenario the
location of one body relative to the other cannot be described
in terms of equation (1). A common problem in V2X systems
with relevance to AD applications is, however, that one rigid
body – say, the truck in Figure 2 – is able to estimate not only
its distance to the other – in this case, the car in Figure 2 – but
also its shape and orientation, based on a set of measurements
of the distances between their corresponding landmark points.

It will be considered, in what follows, that such measure-
ments can be obtained by deploying to the landmark points
of each rigid body, a set of wireless transceivers, hereafter
referred to as “sensors”, capable of performing such mutual
distance estimates4. It will, furthermore, be assumed that each
body is only aware of its own shape, described by correspond-
ing conformation matrices Ci = [ci,1, · · · , ci,Ni

] ∈ R3×Ni ,
where ci,n, is the location of the n-th point of the i-th body,
with respect to its geometric center.

4As discussed in the introduction, the setup with sensors deployed in each
rigid body can be replaced by one in which each rigid body is equipped with
radar or JCAS technology capable of measuring distances from a set of points
in one body to another set of points in the other. Mathematically, however,
both approaches to the techniques utilized and proposed in this article.



B. Measurement Model

When subject to unbiased estimation errors, the estimates
of the distance between a pair of sensors s1,n on the first
body, and s2,m on the second5, can be described by

d̃n,m = dn,m + υn,m, (3)
where dn,m ≜ ||s1,n − s2,m||2 is the true pairwise distance
between the sensors, while υn,m denotes noise modeled as
i.i.d. zero mean Gaussian random variables with variance σ2.

In order to avoid negative numbers and linearize the re-
lationship between the acquired squared distances and cor-
responding measurement errors, we shall also consider the
equivalent model

d̃2n,m = d2n,m + ωn,m, (4)
where the mean and variance of the measurement error ωn,m

are respectively given by E[ωn,m] = σ2 and E
[(
ωn,m −

E[ωn,m]
)2]

= 4d2n,mσ2 + 2σ4, as described in [23].
It proves convenient, to collect the true distances dn,m from

above into the euclidean distance matrix (EDM)

D =

[
D1 D12

D⊺
12 D2

]
∈ R(N1+N2)×(N1+N2). (5)

C. Problem Statement

With the system and measurement model, we are ready to
clearly define the problem we seek to solve and, for the sake
of context, discuss a particularly relevant SotA method. To
that end, let us first observe that assuming, without loss of
generality, that the rigid body 1 (i.e., the truck) attempts to
egoistically locate body 2 (i.e., the car), the system model
conditions described earlier translate to the assumption that
the self intra-distance matrix D1 is known exactly, the target
intra-distance matrix D2 is unknown, and the squared cross-
distance matrix D12 can be written as

D⊙2
12 =D12 ⊙D12 = ψ11

⊺
N2

+ 1N1ψ
⊺
2 − 2S⊺

1S2, (6)

where S1 and S2 are matrices containing the locations of the
sensors in bodies 1 and 2, respectively, the auxiliary vectors
ψi ≜ S⊺

i Si carry the squared norms of the corresponding
individual sensor locations, and the symbol ⊙ indicates an
element-wise matrix operation (e.g., multiplication or expo-
nentiation).

Next, consider an augmented sensor location matrix carry-
ing the positions of all landmark points in both bodies, such
that we may write, in similarity to equation (1)

S=[S1|S2]=[Q1|Q2]

[
C1 03×N2

03×N1 C2

]
+[t1|t2]

[
1⊺
N1

0⊺
N2

0⊺
N1

1⊺
N2

]
,

(7)
where Qi and ti respectively denote the rotation matrix and
translation vector of the i-th body, while 03×N , 0N and
1N denote an all-zero matrix and an all-zero/all-one column
vector, respectively.

Under the egoistic assumptions that S1 = C1, and t1 = 03,
however, equation (7) reduces to

5Without lack of clarity, we abuse the notation slightly by using si,n in
reference both to a sensor and its location.

S=[S1 |S2]=[I |Q]

[
C1 0
0 C2

]
+[0 | t]

[
1⊺
N1

0⊺
N2

0⊺
N1

1⊺
N2

]
, (8)

where we have simplified the notation by omitting subscripts
that can be inferred from context, which includes relabeling
Q = Q2 and t = t2.

The problem addressed in this article is therefore to esti-
mate, with basis on equations (6) and (8), the rotation matrix
Q and translation vector t, given perfect knowledge of the
conformation matrix C1 – which implies exact knowledge of
D1 – and possession of an estimate of the matrix D12 subject
to noise, under the egoistic condition that C2 is unknown and
for a general case where N1 ̸= N2.
D. A Note on Related SotA

To the best of our knowledge, the egoistic and generalized
variation of the RBL problem described above is original, but
a related problem was considered in [22], however with the
assumptions that N1 = N2 and C2 is also known. Unfortu-
nately, a critical error6 was made in [22, Subsec. 3.2], which
makes the approach thereby ineffective for the estimation of
the translation vector t. In spite of the aforementioned error,
the method in [22] partially inspired the contribution of our
article to be introduced subsequently, such that it is useful to
briefly revise in the sequel the portion of the method regarding
the estimation of the rotation matrix Q.

First, consider the N × N classic Schönberg double-
centering matrix (DCM), defined by [25]

J = I − 1

N
11⊺. (9)

Left- and right-multiplying a measured distance matrix by
the DCM J , and scaling the result by − 1

2 , yields

D̄⊙2
12 = −1

2
JD⊙2

12 J = JS⊺
1S2J = C⊺

1QC2. (10)

In order to facilitate the formulation of a problem to
estimate Q, it proves convenient to apply an orthogonal
Procrustes problem (OPP) onto equation (10), which under
the assumption of perfect knowledge of C2 can be achieved
by defining [26]

Ď⊙2
12 ≜ D̄⊙2

12 C
†
2 = C⊺

1Q, (11a)

where
C†

2 ≜ C⊺
2 (C2C

⊺
2 )

−1. (11b)

Then, the relative rotation Q of body 2 with respect to the
orientation of body 1 can be estimated by solving the problem

Q̂OPP = argmin
Q∈R3×3

||Ď⊙2
12 −C⊺

1Q||2F , (12)

which can be obtained in closed form via singular value
decomposition (SVD) of the matrix C1Ď

⊙2
12 .

In particular, the solution of problem (12) is given by [22]

Q̂OPP = UV ⊺, (13a)

6For the sake of completeness, a proof of incorrectness of the material in
[22, Subsec. 3.2] can be found in the journal version of this work [24].



with U and V such that

C1Ď
⊙2
12 = UΣV ⊺. (13b)

We emphasize that although it was assumed in [22] that
both rigid bodies have the same number of landmark points
(e.g.,N1 = N2), the notion of a relative rotation (8) between
two bodies of different shapes and number of landmark points
is geometrically well defined, as can be inferred from equation
(8). In particular, by aligning the rotation matrix of the first
rigid body with the cartesian coordinates, such that Q1 = I ,
the orientation Q2 of the second body with respect to the first,
becomes simply the relative rotation itself. In other words,
Q1 = I =⇒ Q2 = Q, or more generally, Q = Q⊺

1 ·Q2.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

The assumption of pre-existing knowledge of the confor-
mation matrix C2, which is typical the SotA RBL methods
[16], [22] is hard to meet in practical conditions. In AD-
related V2X applications, for instance, that would require that
a vehicle attempting to locate other vehicles in its vicinity is
aware of their shapes, an obviously impractical requirement
given the enormous diversity in vehicle models, which are
also constantly updated. In order to mitigate this problem,
we propose in this section methods to estimate t and Q,
respectively, without the requirement that C2 is known.

A. Translation Estimation

Let us start by pointing out that not knowing C2 implicates
not knowing the intra-distances matrix D2. And while the
reverse implication is not logically true – i.e., in principle one
could have knowledge of D2 but nor C2 – the assumption
that D2 is also not available to the rigid body 1 is consistent
with egoistic principle followed in this article, as indeed, an
assumption of knowledge of D2 would require that the target
vehicle broadcasts such information7. In what follows, we
therefore assume no knowledge of D2.

Under such conditions, the first problem at hand is one
of matrix completion, and although several methods to solve
such a problem exist [27]–[29], a number of which could be
used, we here consider the simple and well-known Nyström
approximation method [30], which applied to the EDM D
from equation (5) yields8 the following estimate of D2

D̂2 ≈ H
[
D⊺

12D
−1
1 D12

]
, (14)

where H
[
·
]

denotes a hollowing operator that enforces all
elements of the diagonal matrix to be zero.

With possession of the intra-distances matrix of the first
body D1, the measurements D̃12 corresponding the distances

7Notice that an N -point 3D conformation matrix contains 3N entries,
while the corresponding intra-distance matrix contains N(N − 1)/2 distinct
entries, such that the intra-distances data is larger than the conformation data
for N > 7, which is a small number of points to define a rigid body in 3D.

8Note that the Nyström approximation in general only works if the
rank(D1) ≥ rank(D2), which means that the first body must have at least
the same amount of sensors as the second body. If that condition is not
satisfied, alternative matrix completion methods, e.g. [27]–[29], may yield
better results.

between the two bodies, and the latter estimate D̂2 of the
intra-distances matrix corresponding to the second rigid body,
the full sample EDM corresponding to all distances within and
between the two rigid bodies can be reconstructed as

D̂ =

[
D1 D̃12

D̃⊺
12 H

[
D̃⊺

12D
−1
1 D̃12

] ]
, (15)

such than an MDS-based first estimate of the position of all
sensors from both rigid bodies can be obtained as [25]

[Ŝ∗
1 , Ŝ

∗
2 ] = V Λ1/2, (16)

where V and Λ are the eigenvector and eigenvalue pairs of
the corresponding double-centered EDM, that is

D̄ = V ΛV ⊺, (17)

with
D̄ = −1

2
JN1+N2

D̂⊙2JN1+N2
, (18)

where JN1+N2
is a (N1 +N2)-point Schönberg DCM build

as per equation (9).
The initial MDS solution given by equation (16) can then

be brought to the reference frame of the first rigid body via
a Procrustes transformation by solving

(Q∗, t∗) = argmin
Q∈R3×3,t∈R3×1

||C1 − (QŜ∗
1 + t⊗ 1⊺

N1
)||F , (19)

from which we then obtain

Ŝ = [C1, Ŝ2] = [C1,Q
∗Ŝ∗

2 + t∗ ⊗ 1⊺
N2

], (20)

or, more explicitly

Ŝ2 = Q∗Ŝ∗
2 + t∗ ⊗ 1⊺

N2
. (21)

Substituting the latter result into equation (8) and using the
relation Q2C2 = Ŝ2JN2

, we obtain

Ŝ =

[
C1 0⊺

3×N2

0⊺
3×N1

(Q∗Ŝ∗
2+t

∗⊗1⊺
N2

)JN2

]
+[0|t]

[
1⊺
N1

0⊺
N2

0⊺
N1

1⊺
N2

]
,

(22)

Utilizing the latter expression, we can finally formulate a
quadratic program to find the translation vector t, namely

t̂ = argmin
t

||JN1+N2
(Ŝ⊺Ŝ + 1

2D̂
⊙2)JN1+N2

||2F , (23)

which can easily be solved by common optimization tools,
such as gradient descent or interior point methods [31], [32].

B. Rotation Matrix Estimation

With the estimate Ŝ2 obtained via equation (21) in hands,
a robust estimate of the rotation matrix Q corresponding to
the second rigid body can be obtained via a procedure similar
to that described in Subsection II-D.

Before we proceed, let us emphasize that, in principle, Q̂
can be extracted by

(Ŝ2JN2
)(Ŝ2JN2

)⊺ = QΛQ⊺ = QC2C
⊺
2Q

⊺, (24)

where we used Q2C2 = Ŝ2JN2 in the last equality.



Notice, however, that the eigenvalue decomposition in
equation (24) is such that the eigenvectors are ordered accord-
ing to their corresponding eigenvalues, which in turn relate to
the largest orthogonal dimensions of the body [33], [34]. It
follows that the columns of the estimate obtained via equation
(24) may be swapped for rigid bodies with approximately
spherical shapes, leading to large estimation errors.

We therefore propose instead the following method. First,
let us return to equation (10), but this time accounting for the
fact that S1 and S2 have different numbers N1 and N2 of
landmark points, such that

D̄⊙2
12 = −1

2
JN1

D⊙2
12 JN2

= C⊺
1QC2, (25)

which if left-multiply by the pseudo-inverse of C⊺
1 yields

Ď⊙2
12 ≜ C†

1D̄
⊙2
12 = QC2, (26a)

where
C†

1 ≜ (C1C
⊺
1 )

−1C1. (26b)

Then, squaring equation (26) yields

Ď⊙2
12 Ď

⊙2⊺
12 = QC2C

⊺
2Q

⊺ = QΛQ⊺, (27)

from which the following optimization problem can be con-
structed

Q̂ = argmin
Q

||Ď⊙2
12 Ď

⊙2⊺
12 −QΛQ⊺||2F . (28)

We emphasize that although the solution of problem (28)
can be easily obtained via common optimization theory tools
[31], [32], the result can also be severely degraded by the
order of the eigenvalues in Λ. Fortunately, however, in 3D
there are only 6 distinct permutations of Λ, such that the
solution with the permutation that yields the smallest objective
can be estimated as the correct one.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section we provide simulation results illustrating
the performance of the contributed egoistic MDS-based RBL
technique. Since, to the best of our knowledge, no equivalent
SotA method exists for the egoistic set-up here considered
in which C2 is unknown, we first compare in Figure 3 only
results on translation vector estimation via the non-egoistic
method of [16], against proposed technique of Subsection
III-A, but using the estimate of Q from [16] in equation (22).
For the sake of disambiguation, the corresponding results of
the proposed method with an externally fed rotation matrix is
referred to as the “Genie-Aided” scheme.

The performance metric of choice is the RMSE, as a
function of the ranging error9 σ, namely

ε =

√√√√ 1

K

K∑
k=1

|t̂(k) − t|22, (29)

where t̂(k) denotes an estimate obtained at a k-th realization,
and we emphasize that the dependence of ε on σ is due to the
errors t̂(k), not included explicit in the notation for simplicity.

9Note that the ranging error is not equivalent to the exact error in meters
but rather the error used in the noise calculations given in (4).
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Each point in the figure is obtained by averaging K =
103 Monte-Carlo realizations, using the system parameters
described in Table I. The algorithms are implemented in
MATLAB, with the minimization problems solved using the
CVX optimization package.

The results in Figure 3 show that in a non-egoistic scenario,
the proposed method outperforms the SotA alternative if
ranging errors are below 20 cm, which is well within the
typical values of sensing technology used in the Automotive
Industry [35].

Finally, a comparison between the latter Genie-Aided
method and the actually proposed egoistic scheme is offered
in Figure 4, which confirms that the contributed (egoistic)
method maintains a performance close to that of the Genie-
Aided (non-egoistic) alternative.



TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Reference frames

C1 =

 −1.25 1.25 −1.25 1.25 −1.25 1.25 −1.25 1.25 −1.25 1.25 −1.25 1.25
−4 −4 −4 −4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4
0.5 0.5 1 1 1 1 4 4 4 4 0.5 0.5


C2 =

 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1
2 2 1 1 −1 −1 −2 −2 0 0
1 1 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1 1 0.5 0.5


Translations

t1 = [0, 0, 0]⊺

t2 = t = [7, 3, 0.5]⊺

Rotations [ψ1, θ1, ϕ1] = [0◦, 0◦, 0◦]
[ψ2, θ2, ϕ2] = [10◦, 20◦, 45◦]

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed a novel anchorless RBL algorithm suitable for
application in AD, which enables a rigid body to egoistically
detect the relative translation (effective distance) and orienta-
tion (relative rotation) of another body, based only on a set of
measurements of the distances between sensors of one vehicle
to the other and without knowledge of the shape of the latter.
A key point of the proposed method is that the translation
vector between the two-bodies is modeled using the MDS
double-centering operator, enabling its applicability between
rigid bodies of different shapes, in contrast to conventional
approaches which require both bodies to have the same shape.
Simulation results illustrate the good performance of the
proposed technique in terms of RMSE as a function of the
ranging error, in the desired (and typical) moderate to low
ranging errors regime.
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