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Communication-efficient Coordinated RSS-based

Distributed Passive Localization via Drone Cluster
Xin Cheng, Weiping Shi, Wenlong Cai, Weiqiang Zhu, Tong Shen, Feng Shu, and Jiangzhou Wang, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—Recently, passive unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)
localization has become popular due to mobility and convenience.
In this paper, we consider a scenario of using distributed
drone cluster to estimate the position of a passive emitter via
received signal strength (RSS). First, a distributed majorize-
minimization (DMM) RSS-based localization method is proposed.
To accelerate its convergence, a tight upper bound of the objective
function from the primary one is derived. Furthermore, to
reduce communication overhead, a distributed estimation scheme
using the Fisher information matrix (DEF) is presented, with
only requiring one-round communication between edge UAVs
and center UAV. Additionally, a local search solution is used
as the initial value of DEF. Simulation results show that the
proposed DMM performs better than the existing distributed
Gauss-Newton method (DGN) in terms of root of mean square
error (RMSE) under a limited low communication overhead
constraint. Moreover, the proposed DEF performs much better
than MM in terms of RMSE, but has a higher computational
complexity than the latter.

Index Terms—unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV), distributed
localization, communication-efficient algorithm, majorize-
minimization (MM), distributed estimation scheme

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, positioning using wireless sensor network

(WSN) penetrates widely in civilian and military applica-

tions, such as surveillance, navigation and tracking, rescue,

detection, and so on [1]. Combining unmanned aerial vehi-

cles (UAVs) and WSN has been paid considerable attention.

Compared to traditional cellular localization [2] and satellite

localization [3], location is unavailable in complex or military

environment [4]. Rapid deployment, flexible relocation and

high chances of experiencing line-of-sight propagation path

features have been perceived as promising opportunities to

provide currently difficult service. Since the geometric dilution

plays an important role in location accuracy [5], unmanned
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aerial vehicles (UAVs) can provide service and improve accu-

racy through rapid deployment [6], [7] in the scenarios where

cellular localization and satellite localization are unavailable.

Trajectory optimization algorithms were shown to improve

the localization performance [7]. Although single UAV can

complete its own location task, a high-performance hardware

and a durable battery are required in order to achieve a con-

siderable accuracy. Multi-UAVs distributed system mitigates

those difficulties dramatically by sharing both measurement

and calculation.

Distributed algorithms for sensor network localization [8]–

[10] may be transferred to the multi-UAV system seamlessly.

However, the communication overhead of these algorithms in

above literature is rather large. Usually, in such a situation,

communication overhead plays a more important role than

computational complexity. Moreover, more transmission traffic

increase the probability of being detected by a malicious user

due to the open and broadcasting property of wireless trans-

mission between central node and each edge nodes. Distributed

estimation scheme, first proposed in [11], only requirs one

round of communication. This estimator is applied to address

a non-linear hybrid localization problem by fusing with the

weight of mean square error (MSE)in [12], called DEM

hereinafter. Motivated by this, this framework was extended to

multi-UAV localization scenario, and a novel weight method

with a better performance was proposed.

A single UAV self-localization system using RSS was

established by jointly utilizing multiple measurements from

multiple base stations (BSs) and multiple points on UAV’s

trajectory in [7]. In this paper, distributed multi-UAV passive

localization framework is established to find the position of

a passive emitter. Here, the localization criterion based on

received signal strength-based (RSS) was adopted [13] due to

its implementation simplicity and low hardware requirement.

However, it’s easy to be extended to other technologies like

time difference of arrival (TDOA), direction of arrival(DOA)

[14]. Our main contribution is summarized as follows:

1) In our model, drone group and trajectory knowledge are

utilized to locate a fixed target. To exploit a distributed

property of a drone cluster, a distributed majorize-

minimization (DMM) method is proposed to solve RSS

localization problem. By finding an tight upper bound

of the objective function from the primary one, the

proposed algorithm converges quickly, at most four

iterations. Numeral results also show that the proposed

DMM with a low-complexity performs better than exist-

ing distributed Gauss-Newton method (DGN) in terms

of communication overhead .

http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00490v1
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Fig. 1. Multi-UAV passive localization system.

2) To dramatically reduce the communication overhead

between center UAV and edge UAVs, a distributed

estimation scheme utilizing the Fisher information ma-

trix, called DEF, is proposed with a local search as

distributed estimation. In this scheme, only one round

of communication between central UAV and edge UAVs

is required. Thus, the proposed DEF is the highest

communication-efficiency among four distributed meth-

ods. Simulation results show that the proposed DEF

makes a significant RMSE performance improvement

over the proposed DMM at the expense of a higher

computational complexity. Finally, the CRLB of dis-

tributed multi-UAV localization utilizing trajectory is

also derived as a performance benchmark.

Notations: Boldface lower case and upper case letters denote

vectors and matrices, respectively. Sign (·)T and || · || denotes

transpose operation and norm. E{·} represents expectation

operation. Tr(·) represents the trace of matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As illustrated in Fig.1, N UAVs cooperate to compute a sin-

gle RF emitter in the area of interest (AOI). Among N UAVs,

there is one central UAV, who works as a center of aggregating

and processing information from other UAVs. The central

UAV’s serial number is 1 while the edge UAVs’ serial numbers

are from 2 to N . Flying along the prearranged trajectory, each

UAV independently measures the RSS from the target. The

position of passive emitter is denoted as s = (x, y, z). The

i-th edge UAV measures Mi times along its trajectory. The

position of the i-th UAV at the j-th measurement is denoted

as ui,j = (xi,j , yi,j , zi,j) 1 ≤ i ≤ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ Mi. The

time interval between any adjacent two sample point on the

trajectory of UAV i is ∆tj , j = 1, 2, ...,Mi − 1, and UAV i

flies at a velocity of vi,j = [vi,j,x,vi,j,y,vi,j,z ] at ∆tj . Then

position of UAV i at the j-th measurement can be represented

by the position and velocity information of previous time as

ui,j = ui,1 +

j−1
∑

k=1

∆tkvi,k (1)

The distance from the j-th measurement time of UAV i to

the target can be expressed as

di,j =
√

(x− xi,j)2 + (y − yi,j)2 + (z − zi,j)2,

1 ≤ i ≤ N 1 ≤ j ≤ Mi. (2)

According to radio propagation path loss model (in decibels)

[2], the received power of the j-th measurement time of UAV

i can be written as

Pi,j = fi,j(s) + ηi,j , fi,j(s) , P0 − 10γi lg(
di,j

d0
). (3a)

where P0 denotes the power of source at reference distance d0.

γi is the path loss exponent (PLE). The log-normal shadowing

term ηi,j is a Gaussian random variable with mean zero and

variance σi,j .

Stacking all measurement values of UAV i forms a Mi-

dimensional column vector as follows

Pi = fi(s) + ηi. (4)

which yields the probability density function (pdf)

Qi(s) =
1

(2π)
Mi
2 |Ni|

exp{(ri − fi(s))
TN−1

i (ri − fi(s))},

(5)

where Ni = σiIMi×Mi
is the covariance matrix of ηi.

Assuming measurement noises of different UAVs are de-

pendent, the joint pdf of all UAVs is given by

Q(s) =
1

(2π)
∑N

i=1
Mi

2

∏N
i=1

|Ni|

exp{

N∑

i=1

(ri − fi(s))
TN−1

i (ri − fi(s))}. (6)

The centralized maximum likelihood of s is in the form of

max
s

Q(s)

s. t. s ∈ A (7)

where A represents the area of interest. However, this approach

requires all edge UAVs to transmit measurement data to

the central UAV. This will generate a heavy communication

overhead.

III. PROPOSED COMMUNICATION-EFFICIENCY

DISTRIBUTED LOCALIZATION METHODS

To address the problem of heavy communication overhead

from centralized approach, the design of high-communication-

efficiency distributed methods is very important. In this sec-

tion, two distributed communication-efficiency methods are

proposed as follows: DMM and DEF. Finally, the communi-

cation overhead and computational complexity are analysed.
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A. Proposed DMM

In this subsection, we solve the RSS localization problem

by MM algorithm in a distributed way. MM algorithm is

a problem-driven algorithm that can take advantage of the

problem structure. The key step to MM is constructing a

surrogate function. By choosing surrogate function based on

second order Taylor expansion, the MM can be implemented

separably. In this way, the objective function at the k-th

iteration in (6) can be upper bounded as

Q(s) ≤ Q(sk) + bkT (s − sk) +
1

2
(s − sk)TM(s− sk), (8)

where sk is a constant and bk = ∇Q(sk) stands for the

corresponding gradient vector of objective Q(s). Matrix M

should satisfy the condition M ≥ ∇2Q(s), ∀s ∈ A.

Clearly, for a sufficiently large value of M large enough,

the condition is naturally satisfied. But the corresponding

updating size at each iteration is small, casing a huge number

of iterations. In order to find a proper M, we make an

approximation to (4) as follows

d̃i,j ≈ ||ui,j − s||2, (9)

where d̃i,j = 10
P0−Pi,j

10γi d0. According to the least-squares (LS)

criterion, the optimization problem in (6) is reformulated as

min
s

Q(s) =
N∑

i=1

Mi∑

j=1

(d̃i,j − ||ui,j − s||2)
2. (10)

After calculation, we have

∇2Q(s) =2

N∑

i=1

Mi∑

j=1

(1−
d̃i,j

||ui,j − s||2
)I (11)

+
d̃i,j

||ui,j − s||32
[(s− ui,j)(s− ui,j)

T ],

and

bk
i =

Mi∑

j=1

2(||ui,j − sk||2 − d̃i,j)
sk − ui,j

||sk − ui,j ||2
, (12)

where k represents the k-th iteration and sk is the initial value

corresponding the k-th iteration. Let us define matrix M as

follows

M = λmax(∇
2Q(s))I = 2KI, (13)

where K =
∑N

i=1
Mi. It is noted that M is only related to

the total measurement times1.

Finally, we make a summary of the procedure of the DMM

algorithm. This method is composed of local updating step and

fusion step. In the (k + 1)-th iteration, UAVs update locally

based on skc from the central UAV 1 given by

sk+1

i = skc −
N

2K
bk
i . (14)

1Notice that the M introduced by λmax(∇2Q(s))I with Q(s) from (6)
is extremely relax.

Then, the central UAV 1 collects all sk+1

i from edge UAVs to

generate the new value as follows

sk+1
c =

1

N
(sk+1

1 +

N∑

i=2

sk+1

i ), (15)

which should be sent back to all UAVs. Repeating the above

process until the terminal criterion is reached.

B. Proposed DEF

To further reduce the communication overhead, we extend

the distributed estimation scheme in [12] to our multi-UAV

localization with a completely different weight coefficients.

In our scheme, each edge UAV only needs to send local

estimation and the weighting coefficient to the central UAV

1. The central UAV fuses the local estimates to produce the

final result. Here, the reliable grid search with length size ∆d

is selected as the local solver.

In the local estimation stage, the estimation of the i-th UAV,

denoted as ŝi, is from its own measurements. The estimation

is treated as an observation of the true position

ŝi = s+ ξi, (16)

where ξi is the estimate error with the covariance matrix

denoted as Ji, related to the specific local solver. Due to

the use of unbiased grid search, we have E{ξi} = 0,

Cov(s, ξi) = 0. Collecting all the distributed estimations

yields a n-dimensional vector as follows

ŝ = Hs+ ξ, H , [I3, I3, · · · , I3]. (17)

Under the assumption that all UAV’s estimation errors are in-
dependent with each other, the covariance matrix of ξ denoted
as J is a diagonal matrix with the i-th diagonal element being
Ji. According to the best linear unbiased estimation (BLUE)
principle, the most reliable fusion implemented in the central
UAV 1 is given by

ŝc = (HT (J)−1
H)−1

H
T (J)−1

ŝ =
N∑

i=1

(
N∑

i=1

J
−1

i )−1
J
−1

i

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Wi

ŝi.

(18)

The final estimation ŝc is performed in the central UAV.
However, it is hard to compute the weight coefficients di-
rectly while using complex algorithms in local estimation.A
computable method is as follows

Wi = (

N∑

i=1

J
−1

i )−1
J
−1

i ≈ (

N∑

i=1

C
−1

i )−1
C

−1

i

= (
N∑

i=1

Fi)
−1

Fi ≈ (
N∑

i=1

Fi(ŝi))
−1

Fi(ŝi), (19)

where Ci and Fi represents for the Cramer-Rao lower bound

(CRLB) and the Fisher information matrix (FIM) of the i-

th UAV’s estimation respectively. The last term is gotten by

replacing the unattainable true position of target with the

local estimation while calculating FIM. It is reasonable if
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the accuracies of local estimations are acceptable. The mean-

square error of the final fusion in (19) is

MSE = E{||ŝc − ŝ||22} = Tr(

N∑

i=1

WT
i JiWi)

≥ ((

N∑

i=1

C−1

i )−1)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

MSEF
min

= Tr(F−1), (20)

where the F represents the FIM of the centralized UAV,, fully

utilizing all measurements from edge UAVs. The last term is

from F ,
∑N

i=1
Fi, as shown in (25).

Finally, we make a comparison between it and other

distributed estimation methods. The minimum MSE of the

estimator in [12] (called DEM) denoted as MSEM
min, is

(
∑N

i=1
(Tr(Ci))

−1)−1. Similarly, the minimum MSE of the

average fusion (denoted as MSEA
min) is 1

N
Tr(

∑N
i=1

Ci). It is

obvious that

MSEF
min ≤ MSEM

min ≤ min
i
(MSEmin(i)) ≤ MSEA

min.

(21)

The third term represents that the best lower bound of estima-

tions among edge UAVs before fusion. The second equality

is achieved when Ci = λI, where λ is a constant. This

condition is satisfied only when all edge UAVs are all in

optimal geometry to target (deduced from [5]). Let us give an

example: for a fixed target, the equiangular structure geometry

is optimal using RSS measurements [5].

C. Derivation of CRLB

In this section, we derive the CRLB of distributed multi-
UAV trajectory localization. The FIM of the measurements
from UAV i and overall measurements are denoted as Fi and
F respectively. The element in a-th row and b-th column of
Fi is given by

ei,ab = −E{
∂2 logQi(s)

∂φa∂φb

} = σ
−1

i

Mi∑

j=1

∂Pi,j

∂φa

∂Pi,j

∂φb

, 1 ≤ a, b ≤ 3,

(22)

where

∂Pi,j

∂φ1

=
−10γi
ln(10)

x− (x1 +
∑j−1

k=1
vi,k,x)

d2i,j
, (23a)

∂Pi,j

∂φ2

=
−10γi
ln(10)

y − (y1 +
∑j−1

k=1
vi,k,y)

d2i,j
, (23b)

∂Pi,j

∂φ3

=
−10γi
ln(10)

z − (z1 +
∑j−1

k=1
vi,k,z)

d2i,j
. (23c)

The element in the a-th row and the b-th column of F is
given by

eab = −E{
∂2 logQ(s)

∂φa∂φb

} =
N∑

i=1

σ
−1

i

Mi∑

j=1

∂Pi,j

∂φa

∂Pi,j

∂φb

=
N∑

i=1

ei,ab.

(24)

The relationship between F and Fi is obtained as follows

F =
N∑

i=1

Fi. (25)

Finally, the CRLB of distributed multi-UAV trajectory local-

ization is expressed as

C =
Tr(F)−1

detF
=

∑3

a,b=1,a 6=b(eaaebb − e2ab)

τ
, (26)

where τ = e1,1(e2,2e3,3 − e22,3) − e1,2(e1,2e3,3 − e1,3e2,3) +
e1,3(e1,2e2,3 − e1,3e2,2).

D. Communication overhead and Computational Complexity

Analysis

Now, let us make a complete analysis concerning com-

munication overheads and computational complexities of the

proposed two methods: DMM and DEF combing local search

with distributed GN [9] and DEM [12] combing local search

as performance benchmarks. Here, τ represents the dimension

of the position vector, p denotes the number of quantization

bits of one element of position vector and q denotes the

number of bits of single weighting coefficient. k1 denotes the

total iteration number of DMM where k2 denotes the required

number of iterations of DGN to achieve convergence. The total

number of required transmit bits, denoted as B, are given by

BDMM = 2(N − 1)(τp)k1, (27)

BDGN = (N − 1)(2τp+ τ2q)k2, (28)

BDEF = (N − 1)(τp+ τ2q), (29)

BDEM = (N − 1)(τp+ q). (30)

The floating-point operations (FLOPs) of the above four

methods are given by

CD−MM = O(3τ)

N∑

i=1

Mik1, (31)

CD−GN = O(5τ2 + 5τ)

N∑

i=1

Mik2, (32)

CDEF = O(3τ)

N∑

i=1

Mi(
l

∆d
)τ , (33)

CDEM = O(3τ)

N∑

i=1

Mi(
l

∆d
)τ . (34)

IV. SIMULATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we evaluate performance of the proposed

distributed methods by simulations. The target is unknown in

a 12km × 12km AOI. System parameters are set as follows:

γ = 3, σ2 = 6dB, the number of samples per UAV is 8. Each

UAV flies over the AOI with flight altitude h = 60m.

Fig. 2 plots the curves of RMSE versus the rounds of

communication between edge UAVs and the central UAV,

namely iterations. From Fig. 2, it can be seen that the proposed

distributed DMM and DEF converges rapidly, with lower

rounds of communications, compared with DGN. The ∆d in
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Fig. 3. RMSE versus the number of UAVs

DEF/DEM is 200m. Thus the proposed methods are of high

communication-efficiency. Besides, the number of transmitted

bits of DGN is almost 3 times than that of proposed distributed

DMM and DEF at each round. According to (31), (32),

(33) and (34), the proposed DEF has a higher computational

complexity, but it needs only one round of communication. In

other words, it possesses the highest communication efficiency

among four distributed methods. Although DEM also needs

one round of communications. The DEM is worse than our

proposed DEF in terms of RMSE performance.

Fig. 3 demonstrates the curves of RMSE versus the number

of edge UAVs. As the number of UAVs increases, the RMSE

performances of all methods including DMM, DEF, DGN

and DEM increases gradually. They have an increasing order

on performance as follows: proposed DMM, DEM, proposed

DEF, DGN. Thus, we can make a conclusion that the proposed

DMM strikes a good balance among performance, computa-

tional complexity and communication efficiency.

V. CONCLUSION

In our work, a RSS-based multi-UAV localization model

utilizing trajectory has been established to find the position of

passive source and the corresponding CRLB has been derived.

To lower communication overhead, two high-communication-

efficient distributed methods, DMM and DEF, have been

proposed to exploit multiple UAVs and UAV trajectories.

The simulation results have shown that the proposed DMM

strikes a good balance among performance, computational

complexity, and communication efficiency while the proposed

DEF is one of the two highest communication-efficiency

methods among distributed methods DEF, DMM, DEM, and

DGN. Moreover, the proposed DEF performs better than DEM

in terms of RMSE and has the same communication efficiency

as the latter.
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