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Abstract—This paper studies a near-field multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) radar sensing system, in which the
transceivers with massive antennas aim to localize multiple near-
field targets in the three-dimensional (3D) space over unknown
cluttered environments. We consider a spherical wavefront prop-
agation with both channel phase and amplitude variations over
different antennas. Under this setup, the unknown parameters
include the 3D coordinates and the complex reflection coefficients
of the multiple targets, as well as the noise and interference
covariance matrix. First, by considering general transmit signal
waveforms, we derive the Fisher information matrix (FIM)
corresponding to the 3D coordinates and the complex reflection
coefficients of the targets and accordingly obtain the Cramér-Rao
bound (CRB) for estimating the 3D coordinates. This provides a
performance bound for 3D near-field target localization. For the
special single-target scenario, we obtain the CRB in an analytical
form, and analyze its asymptotic scaling behaviors with respect
to the target distance and antenna size of the transceiver. Next,
to facilitate practical localization, we propose two estimators
to localize multiple targets based on the maximum likelihood
(ML) criterion, namely the 3D approximate cyclic optimization
(3D-ACO) and the 3D cyclic optimization with white Gaussian
noise (3D-CO-WGN), respectively. Numerical results validate the
asymptotic CRB analysis and show that the consideration of
exact antenna-varying channel amplitudes is essential to achieve
accurate CRB and accurate localization in practice when the
targets are close to the transceivers. It is also shown that the
proposed estimators achieve localization performance close to
the derived CRB under different cluttered environments, thus
validating their effectiveness in practical implementation. Fur-
thermore, it is shown that transmit waveforms have a significant
impact on CRB and the localization performance.

Index Terms—MIMO radar sensing, near-field localization,
Cramér-Rao bound (CRB), estimator design.

I. INTRODUCTION

Sixth-generation (6G) wireless networks have attracted
growing research interest in both academia and industry. They
are expected to support new usage scenarios such as immer-
sive, massive, and hyper reliable and low-latency communica-
tions, as well as integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)
[2]-[4]. Towards this end, a large number of base stations
(BSs) will be densely deployed, which can exploit emerging
extremely large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
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and millimeter wave (mmWave)/terahertz (THz) techniques [5]]
to provide both wireless communications and radar sensing
functionalities. Due to the large number of antennas and
the high frequency band, the sensing and communications
are expected to be implemented in the near-field region (or
the Fresnel region [6]—[8]]), for which the far-field channel
model adopting the planar electromagnetic (EM) wavefront
is no longer valid. This introduces a paradigm shift from
conventional far-field sensing and communications design to
new near-field design, for which the spherical wavefront
should be considered [6]—[18]]. For instance, there have been
various works investigating extremely large-scale MIMO com-
munications in the near-field by studying signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) scaling laws for single-user communications [9]], beam
focusing for multi-user communications [6], and new channel
estimation designs exploiting either the polar-domain sparsity
[11] or distance-parameterized angular-domain sparsity [19].

The idea of exploiting the spherical wavefront to localize
sensing targets dates back to [15]], in which the authors studied
localization of targets in a two-dimensional (2D) plane by 2D-
multiple signal classification (MUSIC) and maximum likeli-
hood estimation (MLE). Since then, various algorithms have
been proposed [12]]-[14], [[17] for localizing near-field targets
in 2D. However, in future wireless sensing scenarios, the target
is more likely to be located in three-dimensional (3D) space
rather than a 2D plane, particularly when the transceivers
are equipped with massive antennas, thus, it is important to
consider localizing near-field targets in 3D. Towards this end,
[8]] and [20] compared the performance of several estimators
for 3D target localization based on tensor decomposition. The
authors in [18] studied holographic positioning of a Hertzian
dipole source based on MLE. In [16], the authors studied
Bayesian tracking algorithms to track a single near-field target
in 3D space.

Besides near-field localization algorithm design, another
line of research considered the fundamental performance limit
of near-field localization by investigating the Cramér-Rao
bound (CRB), which characterizes the variance lower bound
of any unbiased estimator [21], [22]]. Two types of CRBs
have been studied in general: the conditional (or deterministic)
CRB [8]], [I13]], [23]-[25]] and the unconditional (or stochastic)
CRB [_8], [[18], [23], [25]-[29], depending on the assumptions
adopted on the underlying signal model. For example, the
conditional CRB is applied when the complex reflection coef-
ficients of targets are assumed to be unknown but deterministic
while the unconditional CRB is considered when they are
assumed to be Gaussian random processes with zero mean and
unknown covariance [23[]. Here, we focus on the conditional



CRB of localizing targets in 3D space [8]].

Despite the above progress, prior works have several limita-
tions. Most of the previous literature either adopted the Fresnel
approximation for channel phase characterization [12], [13]],
[23]], [28] or ignores amplitude variations [8]], [20]], [24]—[27].
Here, we consider the exact spherical wavefront with both
channel phase and amplitude variations across antennas for
near-field signal modelling [30]]. While a spherical wavefront
is adopted in [[14]]-[18], [29], they either consider target local-
ization in a 2D plane [[14], [15]], [17], [29] or a single 3D target
scenario [16], [18]. In addition, the above works all examine
near-field localization solely at the receiver side or the sensor
arrays, or treat a bistatic MIMO radar system [8], [20], [26]
assuming orthogonal transmit waveforms and matched filtering
reception. To facilitate transmit waveform optimization for
sensing applications in future wireless networks [31]—[33], it
is important to enable general transmit waveforms. Finally,
localization may face complicated clutter environments in fu-
ture densely deployed 6G networks. However, all the previous
literature assumes that the received signal is only corrupted
with white Gaussian noise (WGN), which may not be accurate
in unknown cluttered environments.

Here we derive the CRB and consider estimator design for
3D near-field target localization in MIMO radar systems. We
consider generic transmit signal waveforms, exact spherical
wavefronts with both channel phase and amplitude variations
across antennas, multiple targets, and general modeling of
clutter. Under this setup, the unknown parameters at the re-
ceivers include the 3D coordinates and the complex reflection
coefficients of the targets, as well as the noise and interference
covariance matrix. Our goal is to estimate the 3D coordinates
of the targets. Our main results are summarized as follows.

o First, we derive the Fisher information matrix (FIM)
corresponding to the 3D coordinates and the complex
reflection coefficients of the targets and accordingly ob-
tain the CRB, which provides a performance bound for
3D near-field target localization. As a special case, we
provide the closed-form analytical non-matrix expression
of the CRB for the single-target scenario and analyze how
it scales asymptotically with respect to the target distance
and antenna size of the transceiver. It is shown that when
the target is close to the transceiver, our considered model
with varying channel amplitudes achieves more accurate
CRB and more accurate localization in practice than that
without such consideration.

o Next, we propose two practical estimators to localize
the multiple targets based on the maximum likelihood
(ML) criterion: 3D approximate cyclic optimization (3D-
ACO) and 3D cyclic optimization with white Gaussian
noise (3D-CO-WGN). The 3D-ACO is applied for any
unknown cluttered environment without presuming the
structure of the noise and interference covariance matrix,
while the 3D-CO-WGN is derived assuming that the noise
at the receiver is WGN.

« Finally, we conduct numerical experiments to validate the
CRB analysis and evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed estimators. In the scenario with WGN, the 3D-CO-
WGN is shown to outperform 3D-ACO, and both of them
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Figure 1. MIMO radar operating in the near-field region. Black stars denote
the targets to be localized: (a) Antenna arrays at Rx and Tx are located in the
same plane; (b) Antenna arrays at Rx and Tx face towards each other.

approach the CRB in the high SNR regime. In the non-
WGN scenario, the 3D-ACO performs better than 3D-
CO-WGN. It is also shown that with proper non-isotropic
transmit waveform, the achieved CRB and localization
performance by practical estimators can outperform those
by the conventional design with isotropic transmission,
thus showing the significance of considering the generic
transmit waveforms. These results demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of the proposed estimators in practical scenarios
and the potential of transmit waveform adaptation.

Notations: Boldface letters refer to vectors (lower case)
or matrices (upper case). For a square matrix M, tr(M),
M1, and |M| denote its trace, inverse, and determinant,
respectively. For an arbitrary-size matrix M, R(M), J(M),
MH, M*, MT, M[m : n,p : q], and vec(M) denote
its real part, imaginary part, conjugate transpose, conjugate,
transpose, the corresponding sub-block matrix with dimension
(n—m+1) x (¢—p+1), and its vectorization, respectively,
and ® is the Hadamard product. The distribution of a cir-
cularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random vector
with mean vector  and covariance matrix X is denoted by
CN(z,X); and ~ stands for “distributed as”. We use R**¥
and C**¥ to represent the spaces of real and complex matrices
with dimension x X y, respectively. E{-} denotes the statistical
expectation. ||z|| is the Euclidean norm of a complex vector x
and diag(x) denotes a diagonal matrix with diagonal elements
x. The imaginary unit is written as j = /—1 .

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a MIMO radar system as shown in Fig.
which consists of a radar transmitter (Tx) with N antennas
and a radar receiver (Rx) with M antennas. The Tx and Rx
antenna arrays can be deployed in the same or different planes,
as shown in Fig. [I(a) and[I(b), respectively. Note that Fig. [[[(a)
may contain the monostatic MIMO radar as a special case
when the Tx and Rx overlapp. Let I, = (x!,v%,2),n €
N 2 {1,2,.,N}, and I, = (xI,,y",2"),m € M 2
{1,2,..., M}, denote the position of the n-th antenna at Tx
and of the m-th antenna at Rx, respectively. We assume there
exists K sensing targets located in the near-field region of the
MIMO radar. Let K = {1,..., K} denote the set of targets and
I, = (Xk, Yk, 2k ), k € K the position of the k-th target.

Let x; denote the transmit signal at the Tx in symbol [ €
{1, ..., L} for multi-target localization and X = [x1,...,x1] €



CNXE represent the overall transmit signals over the L sym-
bols in one radar dwell time. The sample covariance matrix
of the transmitted signals is then given by

Ry = %XXH. (D)

Under a narrowband assumption, the received signal over the
L symbols is described by a matrix Y € CM*L given by

K
Y =) ba(l)v” (k)X + Z, )
k=1

where Z = [z1,...,z,] € CM*L denotes the noise and inter-
ference with each column being independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) CSCG random vectors with zero mean and
covariance Q € CM*M and b denotes the target complex
reflection coefficients proportional to the radar-cross-sections
(RCS) of the k-th target. Here, we consider unknown cluttered
environments, so that @ is unknown. Furthermore, in ,
a(l;) and v(l;) denote the steering vectors at the Rx and
Tx for the k-th target, respectively, and are given by

a(l,) = [a'{(lk)e_jy”ll_lk”’ “.’a}ﬁw(lk)e_jy”lj\l_lk“],r’ (3)
—j t_ —j t o

v(L) = [af (I)e MMMl -l (1) e I IIT )

where v = 2{ is the wave number of the carrier, \ is

the wavelength, of (1) = W—ILH denotes the distance-

dependent channel amplitude from the k-th target to the m-th
receive antenna based on the free space path-loss model, and
al (1) = W—li\l denotes that from the k-th target to the
n-th transmit antenna. Note that in (3) and (@), we assume
omnidirectional antennas with unit antenna gains.

For ease of exposition, the received signal Y in (@) is
expressed in a more compact form as

Y = A{LHBVT({L)X + Z, (5)

with
A({1}) = [a(ly), a(ly), ...,a(lg)] € CM*E (6)
V({L}) = [v(lh),v(ly),...,v(1g)] € CV*E, (7
b=[b,....bx]" = [br, +jbr,, - bry +ibc]’, ()
B = diag(b), )

where br, and by, denote the real and imaginary parts of by,
respectively. In (3)), the unknown parameters include the 3D
target locations {1}, the complex reflection coefficients b, and
the noise and interference covariance matrix Q.

III. NEAR-FIELD CRB

In this section, we derive the CRB for estimating the 3D
coordinates of the multiple near-field targets based on the
received signal Y in (§). In particular, we first derive the CRB
for the general case with multiple targets in Section [[II-A] and
then provide a closed-form analytical non-matrix expression of
the CRB for localizing a single target with the corresponding
asymptotic analysis in Section [[II-B

A. General Case with Multiple Targets

Let O € RPX+M” denote a vector containing all the real
unknowns in the target-related parameter vector 6, defined as

0= [Xla e XKy Y1y s YK 215 ooy ZK bRp"a bRK7bI17 ceey bIK]T
= [X7y7z7bR7bI]T S R5Ka (10)

and the M2 unknown nuisance real parameters in Q. Let y =
vec(Y'). It follows from () that

y=[(ABV )T + 27, .. (ABVTz)" + 2L]", (11)

which is a complex Gaussian random vector with mean vector

w(0) = [(ABVTz))", ... (ABV z,)"]"  (12)
and covariance matrix
Q 0 O
0 0 Q

ie., y ~ CN(u(8),C(0)). Here, holds since the obser-
vations at different snapshots are uncorrelated with each other.
We then have the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Based on , the overall FIM of é, denoted
as F € ROK+M?)x(5K+M7) g given as

N DY B
F(6;,0;) = Ltr [Q T 5 |+ (14)
OABVTX) o HABVTX)

where F(6;,8;) denotes the (i, j)-th element of the FIM F.
Proof. See Appendix [A] O

Based on Proposition F [1 :HK,bK +1:5K + M2] =
Osx a2 This is due to the fact that in each el-
ement of F(6;,0;), 6, € 6 and 6, € 6\ 6,
with \ denoting the difference of two sets, and as
a result, the derivatives in (I4) will vanish. Accord-
ingly, it holds that F[5K +1:5K + M2 1:5K] =
F7[1:5K,5K +1:5K + M?] = 0p255. Thus, the over-
all FIM F is a block diagonal matrix with respect to the
target-related unknowns in 6 and the nuisance parameters
in Q. Therefore, we can calculate the CRBs of 8 and @
separately. As we are mainly interested in the CRBs of {l;},
we just need to find the FIM F corresponding to {{1;}, b},
ie, F= F[l : 5K, 1 : 5K], which is shown in the following.

Proposition 2. The FIM F € R?%*5K with respect to 0 is

R(Fxx) R(Fxy) R(Fxz) R(Fxp) —I(Fxp)
R(Fry) R(Fyy) R(Fyz) R(Fyn) —I(Fyp)

2 | R(FL,) REFL) R(F.) R(Fm) —3(Fm)|, (15
R(Fr,) R(EFL,) R(Fr) R(Fbp) —I(Fpp)



where Fy,Fy,, and F,, are given by

Fuu = L(ATQ7'A,) © (B*'VERLVB) (16)
+L(AIQ7*A) o (B*'VIRL V,B)
(AHQ 1A w) O (B*VERYVB)
L(AFQ™'A) o (B*VIRLV,B), uc {x,y,z},

Fy«y,Fy,, and Fy, are given by
Fu = L(AHIQ'A,) © (B*VI R, VB)
+ L(ATQ 'A) ® (B*V' R}V, B)
+ L(ATQ™'A,) o (B*VIRYVB)
+ L(AHQflA) ® (B*VUHR}VVB), uv € {xy,xz,yz},
and Fyp, Fxy,, Fyp, and F;, are given by
Fop = L(APQ7'A) o (VARLV), (18)
Fupb = L(AZQ7'A) 0 (B*VERL V) (19)
+L(ATQ7'A) o (B*'VHRL V), ue{xy,z},

respectively. Here,

a7

: aa(ll) aa(lK)
Au—|: aul g reey auK ) UE{X,y,Z}, (20)
o 81)(11) 81)(1[()
Vo | B0 B) e ey e
aa(lk)> u, —up . uh—ug
= a,, (1 = + - , (22
o PR R

ov(lg) ul —w, . ul —ug
=v,(l " v . 23
(o), = WG i T @

In and (23), a,, (1) and v, (1) denote the m-th element
of a(ly) and the n-th element of v(l;), respectively.

Proof. See Appendix [B] O

Using Proposition 2| we have the complete FIM F cor-
responding to the target-related parameters in 8. The CRB
matrix C for estimating @ is given as

C=F1 (24)

According to (I0), we obtain the sum CRB for estimating the
position of the k-th target 1, as

CRBj, = CRBy « + CRBy, y + CRBy , (25)
= C[k’,k] +C[k‘+K,k+K] +C[k‘+2K,k+2K],

where CRBy, ,u € {x,y,z} denotes the CRB for estimating
the u-coordinate of the k-th target.

The CRB derived here is more general than that in [8] in
the following aspects. First, in (I)) and (Z) we consider general
transmit waveforms with sample covariance matrix Rx being
any arbitrary positive semi-definite matrix, while [8|] focused
on orthogonal waveforms with Ry = I. Next, in we
consider general unknown noise and interference covariance
matrix @, while [8] assumed WGN model with Q = ¢21I. Fi-
nally, we consider general channel amplitude variations across
antennas in (E]) and (E]), while [8] treated a simplified constant-
amplitude model with of(ly) = ... = a;(1x) £ a"(1x) and
ad(ly) = ... = aly(lx) = a’(l), where the round-trip path
loss are included in the target complex reflection coefficients.

B. Special Case with One Single Target and WGN

In this subsection, we derive the closed-form expression of
the CRB in the special case when there exists only one sensing
target with WGN. In this case, Q = 021, where o2 is the noise
power at each receive antenna to be estimated. We then have
the following proposition.

Proposition 3. The CRB of the position of a single target
under WGN at Rx is given as

CRB = CRB, + CRB, + CRB,, (26)
with
crp. - T = F) s = £5) = (RFa = 15)7]
- 2P LID| ’
oxg O = 2B Fou = 1) — (G — 25
. 2P LID| ’
02 |(fox = FE)Fyy = F2) = (R(Fay = 15))?]
CRB, = - )
2(b2L| D|
where
B fXXi XX gﬁ(fxy xy) (fXZ? xz)
D= (fxy xy) fyy ;L; (fyz - ;g) , (27)
(fXZ_ xz) (fyz_ ) fZZ_ ZZ

Fau =||@u|?v? Riv + a7 av? R vy + a anv? Riv
+ la)*o Ry by, u e {x,y,z}, (28)

fuv =aa v Ryv + a av Ry v, + a a0 Ryv

+ |la|*v2 Ry, uv € {xy,xz,yz}, (29)
r _ o av" Ryv + |la|*0 Ry vl
uu HaHQUHR* v ’u 6 {X’ y’ Z}7 (30)
1
B = (afav Ryv + ||a|?*vY Ryv)
" alPo” Ryv ’
(@ av? Ry v + ||a|*vf Riv)? |, wv € {xy,xz,yz}. (31)
Proof. See Appendix [C] O

It is easy to see that the CRB of the target position is a
function of the sample covariance matrix of the transmitted
waveform Rx. It is also observed that the CRB is proportional
to the noise power o and inversely proportional to the square
of the amplitude of the complex reflection coefficient |b|? and
the length of the total transmitted waveform L. To gain more
insight, in the following we analyze how CRB scales and
behaves with respect to the target distance and antenna sizes
of the transceiver.

Towards this end, we further consider a special monostatic
MIMO radar setup in Fig. [2| with a single target. Under
this setup, Rx/Tx is completely overlapping while the tar-
get is assumed to lie on the z-axis with position (0,0, d).
Without loss of generality, throughout the remaining part of
this subsection, we consider a square uniform planar array
(UPA), with N = M = n?, where n is an odd number and
represents the number of antennas in both x and y dimension.
Let s be the uniform spacing between adjacent antennas.



Figure 2. The simplified scenario where there is only one target marked as
a black star, with position (0, 0, d).

The center of the arrays is assumed to coincide with the z-
axis. Besides, the commonly used transmission strategy, i.e.,
isotropic transmission with Rx = I, is adopted. Based on
the above setup, we aim to express CRB in in terms
of the target distance from the center of the planar array d,
the antenna spacing s, and the number of antennas in each
dimension n and accordingly analyze its asymptotic behavior.
We have the following proposition.

Proposition 4. Under the setup in Fig. 2] the closed-form
CRB of the position of the target is given as

o2 2 1
CRB = - - -
AIPL [lalflaxl®  [lal?[a.l? - |afal?
where
CRB, — CRB, — % L (33)
o Y APRL (lal?ax]?
o2 1
CRB, = , 34
= PLalPla P~ afap Y
with
2 1
la] T 42 Pl sz2+2232+k2s2 39
1=0 k=
: Dy +v*D5 . : o .
laxl* = —=——5—2, lla.|l* = (D7 +v°D3), (36)
4v 4v
) d e g
alla = E(—D2 +jvD3), (37)
where
n—1 n—1 n—1
2 T2 2 2 k282
DY =4 2

n—1 n—1 n—1

2 T2
=4 > dzﬂ k“2+2;m’

i=1 k=1

n—1 n—1

2 2
+4ZZ d2+2282+k282)
1=0 k=1
n—1 n—1
2 2
SR S

n—1 n—1

1 7 3
_$+4ZZ d2+132+k2 2)3’

=0 k=1

Proof. See Appendix O

The CRB in Proposition [] is expressed as a function of
three key system parameters, i.e., CRB = f(n,d, s).

Proposition 5. Under the setup in Fig. 2] we have

_ CRB, CRB, 480> V2
A0 T T T RRL e s O
and
CRB, 144002 V2
I = . 39
ioe  d® BRPL (% — D)nd(n2 — 4)s4 (39)
Proof. See Appendix [E| O

According to Proposition [5] under the monostatic MIMO
radar setup in Fig. when d is sufficiently large, CRBy,
CRBy, and CRB, are approximated by

4807 v?

= CRB, d°
|b|2L (n? —1)n4s2 "’

CRB, (40)

and

144002 2

CRB, ~
2L (n2 — ni(n2

8

~ s YRR (41)
When d increases, the CRB of z-coordinate deteriorates much
faster than the CRB of x-coordinate and y-coordinate. This is
very intuitive, as the resolution of z-coordinate in this special
case corresponds to the resolution of the distance between the
target and the array. When the target is moving further away,
the spherical wavefront gradually becomes planar and the array
is not able to resolve the distance accurately any more. It
is also worth noticing that CRB,, is inversely proportional to
n®, which is in sharp contrast to n® for CRBy and CRB,.
This again validates the importance of large antenna arrays in
localizing the exact 3D coordinates of the targets.

When d is fixed, and the antenna aperture or n increases,
we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6. Under the setup in Fig. 2| we have

lim CRBy

— lim CRBy =0,
n—oo n—oo

lim CRB, = 0.

n—oo

Accordingly, lim CRB = 0.
n—oQ

(42)
(43)

Proof. See Appendix O

With fixed distance d between the target and the center
of the antenna array and enlarging antenna aperture, it is
indispensable to adopt an exact spherical wavefront model
considering both distance-dependent variations in both channel
phases and amplitudes over different antennas. Under this
scenario, Proposition [6] shows that larger antenna aperture
always helps reduce the total CRB of the target position and
when n — oo, the CRB will asymptotically approach zero.



IV. PRACTICAL ESTIMATORS DESIGN

We next present two practical near-field localization algo-
rithms based on (B) following the ML criterion, namely 3D-
ACO and 3D-CO-WGN, respectively.

A. 3D-ACO

The 3D-ACO estimator is composed of two main steps.
The first is to obtain the concentrated negative log-likelihood
function solely based on the 3D coordinates of all targets.
The second is to apply cyclic optimization technique [34] to
resolve the 3D coordinate of each target.

We first discuss how to obtain the concentrated negative log-
likelihood function. Recall that y = vec(Y) ~ CN(u,C),
with g and C' given in and (I3), respectively. Here, we
omit @ for simplicity. The negative log-likelihood function of
y is then expressed as

1 _
—In f(y) = _lnﬂ'Lqu +y—mw'Cy—n). 44

With the constant term omitted, the negative log-likelihood in
(@4) is re-expressed as

f1(Q,{bx}, {Ik}) = LIn|Q| + tr (Y — ABVTX)
(Y —ABVTX)"Q7']. (45)

Let W 2 (Y -ABVTX)(Y - ABVTX)H. We then have
AQ {bk}, {lk}) = LIn|Q| + tx(WQ™").  (46)

By maximizing the log-likelihood or equivalently minimiz-
ing f1 with respect to Q, we obtain the estimate of @ as

Q"=
Substituting into (@6), we have

(47)

1 1
AW, bk} {}) = Lin(2)™ + LIn|W|+ LM. (48)

Ignoring the first and the third constant terms, the minimiza-
tion of f7 in is equivalent to minimizing

fo({bx}, {lx}) = LIn [W]| (49)
=Lln|(Y — Adiag(d)VTX)(Y — Adiag(b)VT X)|.

Next, we seek to minimize f, with respect to 3D target
locations {l;} and target reflection coefficients b. We first
obtain the estimation of the complex reflection coefficient
vector b with given {l;}. Notice that the received data matrix
in (3) is in canonical form known as the diagonal growth
curve (DGC) model [35]. Therefore, we apply the approximate
maximum likelihood (AML) estimator in [35] to obtain an
AML estimate of b as

b=[(a"3 4) 0 (s8] vecd (4731 yS").
(50)

where vecd(-) denotes a column vector formed by the diagonal
elements of a given matrix, and

s=vT'Xx, (51)
J= %YYH — %YSH(SSH)‘leH. (52)

Algorithm 1 3D-ACO for targets localization
° IHPUt: X,Y, Knax, €, and L € R3X Kmax

L K+1
2: Estimate 1; = [x1, y1, zl]T as the one minimizing f3
in (53)
3: L [Z, 1] A% 1;
4: while K < Ky, do
5 K+ K+1
) T .
6:  Estimate 1, = [xf(,yk,zk} as the one mini-

mizing fy in (53) with fixed {1,,}5_!
7. Update f3 based on {l,,}X_, with newly esti-

mated 1,
& L [:,f(ﬁ— 1,

9 fo  Fs({ln}E_0) 4+ 26, faew — fs({ln}E_))

10 p<+1

11 while (fold — Joew > 6) do

12: fold A fnew

13: Estimate 1, = [x,,yp,2p]" as the one minimiz-
ing f3 in (53) with fixed {L,}5_,

14: Update f3 based on {l,,}X_, with newly esti-
mated 1,

15: L,pl <1, A

16: Joew < f3({1m}§;:1)

17: p+ mod (p,K)+1

18:  end while

19: end while

200 RO = L[k, k=1,2, ..., Knax
o Output: {l’,zco}kK;“‘f

Combining (#9)-(52), we obtain the concentrated negative log-
likelihood function f3({1x}) as

fa({le}) = LIn|(Y — Adiag(b)S)(Y — Adiag(b)S)"].
(53)

with b, S, and J given in (50), (5I), and (52)), respectively. In
(33), the number of unknowns is reduced to 3K.

We now proceed to resolve the locations of all the targets,
i.e., {l} by minimizing f5({lx}). Towards this end, we apply
the cyclic optimization technique, which is summarized in
Algorithm 1 and is implemented in a cyclic manner. To start
with, we first estimate the location of a single target by finding
the minimizer of f3 in via a 3D exhaustive search (Steps
1-3 in Algorithm 1). Then, if K,x > 1, we gradually increase
the expected number of targets K. Under given K, we estimate
the locations of the K targets cyclically. In other words, in
each iteration, we estimate the location of each target as the
one minimizing f3 in via a 3D exhaustive search, in which
the estimated locations of the other targets are considered fixed
(Steps 6-19 in Algorithm 1). The cyclic iteration terminates
until some convergence criterion is met, e.g., the relative
change of f3 between two consecutive iterations is less than
some pre-determined threshold e (Step 11 in Algorithm 1).
Finally, the outer iteration terminates when the number of
expected targets K reaches a prescribed maximum number
Kiax (Step 4 in Algorithm 1).



The complexity of each 3D exhaustive search is typically
large. To reduce the complexity, we first specify the initial
search grid and obtain a coarse estimate of the location of
the target. Then, based on the obtained coarse estimation, we
iteratively find better estimation around the previous estimate
with reduced grid search size in each iteration.

Note that we assume the number of the targets is known as
K in advance and accordingly set it as the maximum searching
number Ky« in Algorithm 1. The estimator can be extended
to the case when K is not a-priori known by combining it
with the model order selection rules [36].

B. 3D-CO-WGN Estimator under WGN

The proposed 3D-ACO estimator introduced in the previous
subsection can be applied to general Q. However, if prior
knowledge about the structure of @ is available in advance,
we can find a better estimator. Assume

Q =01, (54)

where o2 is the unknown noise variance and is assumed to
be the same across all the receive antennas, we derive another
estimator based on this widely adopted assumption of @ in
the following.

With @ specified in , the negative likelihood function
in (@3) is simplified into

N (0?, {br}, {lk})

L
Z\yz Adiag(d)V'z/|%,  (55)

=LMIno%+

where 02 is unknown. Taking the derivative of f}V°N with

respect to o2 and setting it equal to zero, we have

L
1
2\ % _ - _ A . T 2.
@) =137 ; |y, — Adiag(b)V "z, || (56)
Plugging this estimate of o2 back into (55), we have
VON((0?)*, {bi}, {Iu}) = ~LM In(LM)+

L
LM In (Z ly — Adiag(b)VTwl|2> +LM. (57)
=1

Ignoring the first and the third constant terms and noting that
the natural logarithm function is monotonically increasing, the
minimization of fVON in (57) is equivalent to minimizing

L

> g — Adiag(b)V ||
=1

L
:Z Yy — Zbka (Ix)v
=1

k#i

5 N(b, {1;}) = (58)

(1)) — bia(l)v” (1) ||

Taking the derivative with respect to b and setting it equal

fWGN
2
abT

to zero, i.e., = 0, we have

o (L)Y X v (1)

b = e P ()X X o (1)

Viek, (59

where

opt S v Z bOPl lk ) (60)
k#i
Define
" la()[PoT (1) X X Hox (L)
a” (L)a(ly)v" (1) X X "v* (L)
Bik = 62)
’ la(L)[[?vT (L) X X Ho*(1;)
Then, (59) becomes
b + szp‘ﬁiyk =\, Viek, (63)
ki
or equivalently,
1 B1,2 B1,x by A1
Boq 1 Bo.x o A2
Bra Brz - 1 by Ak
—_—— N —
b>) popt A
where 3 € CK*X | Thus,
b = (64)

Substituting (64) into f3VN(b, {1;}) in , we obtain the
concentrated negatlve log-likelihood functlon

50 ({le}) = TN L)

When there exist only a single target, (64) is reduced to
b = A;. Based on fy*N({l;}), we can apply the cyclic
optimization and iterative fine grid 3D searching technique in
Section for 3D-ACO. The remaining procedure of 3D-
CO-WGN is same as 3D-ACO except that the minimization
function is fWGN li instead. Thus, 3D-CO-WGN is the
same as Algorithm 1 except that f3 is replaced by f3'ON.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section provides numerical results to validate the near-
field CRB and evaluates the performance of the proposed two
estimators for 3D multiple targets localization - 3D-ACO and
3D-CO-WGN under different setups.

A. CRB Behavior Analysis

We first demonstrate the necessity of considering distance-
dependent channel amplitude variations in and (). For
comparison, we consider the conventional analysis without
varying amplitude across antennas [8|]. To ensure fair compar-
ison, we normalize the constant-amplitude term, i.e., o (1)
and o'(1y), into the complex reflection coefficient {b;} and
accordingly get the complex reflection coefficient with round-
trip path-loss, denoted as {b}. Specifically, the CRB without
considering amplitude variations is derived based on the fol-
lowing received signal model:

K
Y =Y ba(l)o”
k=1

X + Z, (66)
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(a) Target on (0,0,d). (b) Target on (0,6dy,dy) with d =

V3Tdy.

Figure 3. The comparison of the position CRB in (23) under our considered
setup versus that without channel amplitude variations across antennas.

where [a(ly)],, = e~ Ibl, [5(1,)], = eI, and

- A\ 1 1
bk - <) T bk7
dm )y = L []1F — 1]

where 17 and 1/, are the 3D coordinates of the reference point
at Rx and Tx, respectively. Here, we choose the path-loss with
respect to the reference points and accordingly obtain {Bk}

Consider a monostatic MIMO radar setup similar to the one
in Fig.[2| in which both Rx and Tx are completely overlapping.
Accordingly, we assume 17 = 1’ = [0,0,0]. Without loss of
generality, we further consider a UPA in a rectangular shape
with total antenna number M = N = ny X ny, = 16 x 768 =
12288, where n and ny are the number of the antenna along
the x-axis and the y-axis, respectively. The spacing between
adjacent antennas is half-wavelength with f. = 28 GHz.
Accordingly, the size of the array is roughly 0.1 m x 4 m.
We further consider the simple WGN model, i.e., Q = oI
with 02 = 0.001, and adopt an isotropic transmission with
unit power, i.e., each column of X is generated according to
x; ~ CN(0,I) with L = 256.

We first assume that there exists a target lying on the z-axis
with coordinate (0,0, d). As shown in Fig. when the tar-
get is close to the UPA, the CRB without amplitude variations
significantly deviates from our derived CRB with amplitude
variations (with d ~ 3m, the deviation is around 20%). It
is also observed that the CRB without varying amplitudes is
actually smaller than that with varying amplitudes under this
setup. This is because when normalizing the path-loss with
respect to the center of the array in (67), we implicitly reduce
the path-loss between the target and all the non-center anten-
nas, thus leading to smaller CRB. The considered setup in Fig.
[(a)] is symmetric and does not fully manifest the importance
of considering amplitude variations. Thus, we further assume
that the target’s coordinate is (0,6d,,d,) and its distance
from the center of the array d = /(6dy)? +d3 = V/37d,.
Under this setup, Fig. shows that even when d ~ 12m,
there still exists 10% deviation between the two modelings
in terms of CRB. We also observe that the CRB without
varying amplitudes is now larger, as during the normalization
in (67), we implicitly reduce the path-loss between the target
and the antennas located in the further half of the array but also
increase the path-loss between the target and the antennas in
the closer half of the array, leading to larger CRB ultimately.
From Fig. [3] it is necessary to consider amplitude variations

(67)

——CRB,(CRB))

102
.

CRB

12
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
d(m)

Figure 4. The CRB versus the approximated expression: CRBx (CRBy) ver-
sus the approximated CRBx (CRBy) in ; CRB,, versus the approximated

CRB, in #I).

in channel modeling. We also observe that when the target
is moving away from the UPA, the two different models
will converge. This shows that the simplified model without
amplitude variations is valid as long as the target is distant
enough from the transceiver.

We then verify the asymptotic analysis of CRB in Section
Towards this end, the setup is same as above except
that UPA is assumed to be a square shape with M = N =
n? = 352 = 1225 and the target’s coordinate is (0,0,d).
Furthermore, Rx = I. As one can observe from Fig. E}
under f. = 28 GHz, when d is larger than 0.3m, the exact
CRB of x-coordinate, y-coordinate, and z-coordinate can be
approximated relatively well by (@0) and (@I)), respectively.
Specifically, CRB, increases much faster with respect to
distance d than that of CRB, (CRBy) in Fig.

B. Proposed Estimators Evaluation with the CRB

We proceed to evaluate the performance of the proposed
two estimators 3D-ACO and 3D-CO-WGN with the derived
CRB in terms of empirical position estimation mean square
error (MSE). The threshold ¢ is set to 10~® in Algorithm 1.
All the curves of the estimators are obtained by averaging over
100 Monte Carol simulations.

First, we show the impact of Q on CRB and estima-
tors performance. Fig. shows the antenna configuration
corresponding to the setup depicted in Fig. [[(a) and also
the relative location of the targets when there exists two
targets. The center of Tx array and that of Rx array are
placed at [2.2,0,0lm and [—2.2,0,0]m, respectively, while
the ground truth 3D coordinates of target 1 and target 2 are
[—1.834,0.294, 3.657]m and [1.336, —0.645, 2.898|m, respec-
tively. The complex coefficients of both targets are set to be
1. We further set M = N = 36, f. = 0.625 GHz, and adopt
the isotropic transmission as in Section [V-A]with L = 52. The
structure of @ is first chosen as Q = ¢2I. In terms of CRB,
Fig. [5(b)] and show that although target 1 is closer to Rx
array than target 2, the CRB of the position of target 2 is in
general lower than that of target 1 as target 2 is much closer to
Tx array than target 1. This shows that the CRB depends on the
relative positions of both the targets and Tx/Rx array. In terms
of estimators’ performance, one observes from Fig. and
that for both targets, the performance of 3D-CO-WGN is
better than 3D-ACO throughout the whole SNR regime. The
underlying reason is that 3D-CO-WGN is designed based on
the prior assumption of WGN model and the assumption is
correct under the considered setup here. Next, under the same
setup as in Fig. [5(a)] and the same transmitted waveform X,



target 1 I
.

iy

target 2

/.

2(m)

-4 e e

2
x(m) 4

(a) Setup 1 configuration: Tx array is
marked in red and Rx in blue.

=@ =30.Ac0
=4--:3D-COWGN

[—a =z0Ac0 ~
|=-9--3D-COWGN -

MSE of Position
MSE of Position

5
SNR(dB)

(c) Target 2 under WGN.

5
SNR(dB)

(b) Target 1 under WGN.

=@ =30.AC0

< .
0 N ——cre

MSE of Position
MSE of Position

20 15 10

o 5 10 20 15 10 0 5 10

5 5
SNR(B) SNR(dB)
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Figure 5. The performance of the proposed 3D-ACO and 3D-CO-WGN
v.s. derived CRB in terms of empirical MSE with respect to SNR: (a) The
considered setup; (b)-(c) The evaluation under WGN model of Q; (d)-(e) The
evaluation under @ specified in @)

we consider another case when @ is not WGN but a positive
definite matrix constructed as follows,

Qp,q _ 0195\p7q\6j(p7q)%’ (68)

where Q,, ; denotes the (p, ¢)-th entry of Q. In terms of CRB,
the different modeling of the noise and interference effect has
a profound impact on the CRB of both targets. For estimator
evaluation, Fig. [5(d)] and Fig. [5(e)| show that with non-WGN
@, the performance of 3D-CO-WGN deteriorates while the
performance of 3D-ACO remains relatively unchanged for
localizing both targets. In particular, the performance of 3D-
ACO is better than that of 3D-CO-WGN throughout the whole
SNR regime. As the prior knowledge about the structure of
@ is no longer correct, the performance of 3D-CO-WGN
degrades since it is derived based on the WGN modeling of
Q. By contrast, 3D-ACO can be applied to general Q.

Next, we show the impact of Rx on CRB and estimators
performance. Fig. [6(a)] shows another antenna configuration,
which corresponds to the setup in Fig. [[(b). The centers of
Tx array and Rx array are placed at [0,0,0] and [0, 0, 6]m,
respectively, while the ground truth 3D coordinates of target
1 and target 2 are the same as that in Fig. [5(a)} The complex
coefficients of both targets are set to be 1. Similarly, we
set L = 52,M = N = 36, f. = 0.625 GHz, adopt
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(a) Setup 2 configuration: Tx array is
marked in red and Rx in blue.
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Figure 6. The performance of the proposed estimators v.s. derived CRB in
terms of empirical MSE with respect to SNR under WGN model of Q. Both
isotropic and non-isotropic transmission strategies are considered here.

the WGN model of Q. For the purpose of illustration, we
consider both conventional isotropic transmission with x; ~
CN(0,I) and alternative non-isotropic transmission strate-
gied'| in which we intuitively set " ~ CN'(0, R%"), where

R = LT+ L8 + Ltotl . Here, ¢, = (/34 ()

"4 Je)l
ty = % \ﬁ)((ff))u , where 1; and 15 correspond to the position

of target 1 and target 2, respectively. Notice that the transmitter
has to know 1; and 1, to design R'Y", which is valid in target
tracking scenarios [31]]. Note that tr(R%") = tr(I) = M,
i.e., the two strategies have the same transmit power for fair
comparison. Under the setup, Fig. [6(b)] and Fig. show
that compared with isotropic transmission, the considered non-
isotropic one leads to smaller CRB for both targets under
the same sum-power constraint. Besides, it is also observed
that under the non-isotropic transmission, the performance of
both estimators are generally better than that with isotropic
transmission throughout the whole SNR regime.

Finally, we show the necessity of considering channel
amplitude variations across antennas in the estimators’ design.
Consider the setup in Fig. [7(a)l where we have Tx rectangular
array as well as Rx rectangular array with M = N =3x12 =
36. The first target is located at [—0.100, —2.600, 3.500]m
while the second target is at [0.390,2.540,2.050jm. The
isotropic transmission and WGN model of Q are adopted and
the other setups are same as those for Fig. [5] The received
data matrix Y is still based on the model with both phase and
amplitude variations but we compare the case with and without
considering varying channel amplitudes when applying the
two estimators to process Y. As one sees, if we ignore the
amplitude variations in the proposed two estimators, we find in

and

Tt is possible to further optimize Rx and accordingly the waveforms
to further minimize the CRBs [33]]. However, this problem is non-trivial in
general, which is thus left for future investigation.
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Figure 7. The performance of the proposed 3D-ACO and 3D-CO-WGN v.s.
derived CRB in terms of empirical MSE with respect to SNR under WGN
model of Q. Here, we also consider 3D-ACO and 3D-CO-WGN without
considering varying channel amplitudes.

both Fig. and Fig. that the behaviors of the estimators
will be different. In particular, without considering varying
channel amplitudes, the estimators’ performance of both 3D-
ACO and 3D-CO-WGN degrade under high SNR regime. The
3D-ACO actually fails to work under high SNR regime, as
without considering varying amplitudes, the landscape of f3
in Algorithm 1 is altered, leading to incorrect localization. This
shows the importance of considering complete modeling not
only in CRB analysis, but in estimator design as well.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper studied a near-field MIMO radar system for
multi-target localization by considering the exact spherical
wavefront model with both channel phase and amplitude
variations across antennas. Under this setup, we derived the
CRB for estimating the 3D target locations, which is applicable
in the scenario with general transmit waveforms and general
noise and interference covariance matrix. We obtain the CRB
in an analytical non-matrix form for the special single-target
scenario and accordingly analyze its asymptotic behaviors with
respect to the target distance and antenna size of the array.
Next, we developed two practical localization algorithms,
namely 3D-ACO and 3D-CO-WGN estimators based on the
ML criterion. Numerical results showed that the consideration
of antenna-specific channel amplitude variations achieves more
accurate CRB and localization than that without such consid-
eration, particularly when the target is close to the transceivers
and validated the corresponding asymptotic CRB analysis. It
was also shown that the performance of the proposed 3D-
ACO and 3D-CO-WGN estimators approaches the CRB under
different cluttered environments. Finally, the potential of non-
isotropic transmit waveform has also been shown, which is

expected to facilitate adaptive transmit design in near-field
MIMO sensing and MIMO ISAC for future research.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Proposition []]
The received vectorized data matrix y ~ CA (1(6), C(8)),

with () and C(0) given in and , respectively.
According to [37, B.3.25],

F(éi, é]) =tr [C_l(é)

90, 00

(21 <~>‘9"]

9C(8) ;s (~)8C( )]

+ 2R

69
00; 00 (©9)

As C() is a block diagonal matrix, the inverse of C(8) can
be obtained via the inverse of each individual block matrix Q
in C(6). Thus, the first term in is rewritten as

e 0 o
tr 0 . 0 ,
0 0 QRO
which corresponds to the first term L tr {Qflgng’l ggﬂ in

(T4). The second term in (69) is rewritten as

L
25“{Z@(ABYT”))HQ*(@(ABY Tf”“)} (70)

= 90, 00,
dABVTX) , -, 9(ABVTX)
=R tr |[(——— e 71
tr [( 2%, )7 Q™ ( 08, IR

which is the second term in (14)), completing the proof.

B. Proof of Proposition
As 6 in does not contain any unknowns in @, the first
term in (14)) vanishes. Thus, we have
6(ABVTX) )HQfl(a(ABVTX))
00; 00,
The overall structure of the FIM is given below, in which
25 blocks exist in total:

F(OHQJ) = 2R tr (

F(x,x) F(x,y) F(x,z) F(x,br) F(x,b)
F(y,x) F(y,y) F(yv.z) F(y.br) F(y bi)
F(z,x) F(z,y) F(z,z2) F(z,br) F(zb)
F(bR,X) (bR, ) (bR, ) F(bR,bR) F(bR,b[)
F(b],X) (b[, ) (bl, ) F(b[,bR) F(bl,bl)

However, the FIM is always symmetric positive semidefinite,
and thus, we reduce the number of blocks needed to check.
First, we find F(x,x). Towards this end, we have

d(ABVTX) d(ABVTX) )
8X1 an

Notice that for arbitrary matrices A and B depending on
parameter p, we have
0A

0(AB)
B+ A,
dp dp Op

F(XZ‘,XJ‘) :29{tr ( ) Q (

(72)



Thus,
0 (ABVTX)
8Xi

where e; denotes the i-th column of the identity matrix. Then

= Aye;e’ BVTX + ABe el VX, (73)

. . H
F(xi,x;) = 2R tr {(AxeieiT BVTX + ABe;e” VXTX)

Q! (Axeje;pBVTX + ABeje;‘-FVxTX)} . (74

)

= e?(AfQ_lA.x)eje;r(BVTXXHV*BH)eZ-
= L(AIQ'A,);(B'VERYVB);;,

Now,

e'BVTX

tr [(A'xeieiTBVTX) o (A'xej !

which corresponds to the first term of the cross product in (74).
Here, M;; denotes the (i, j)-th element of M. The other three
terms have similar forms. Thus, F(x,x) = 2%(Fxx), where
Fox = L(AZQ'Ay) © (B*VER, VB)
+L(AZQ'A) o (B*V' Ry Vi B)
+ L(ARQ'Ay) & (B*VERYVB)
+L(A"Q ' A) o (B'V, RYViB).  (75)
Accordingly, Fy, and F, can be found by changing x in
into y and z, respectively. Accordingly, F(y,y) = 2R(Fyy),
F(z,z) = 2R(F,,).
Second, we find F(x,y). In this regard, one can similarly
derive that

. . H
F(x;,y;) = 2R tr {(Axeie?BVTX + ABeieiTVxTX)
Q' (Aye;e] BVTX + ABe;el VX )|, (76)

and find that F(x,y)

2R(Fxy ), where

Fyy = L(AZQ™'A,) ® (B*'VYRYVB)
+L(AZQ 'A) o (B*VI Ry V, B)
+ L(ARQ'Ay) ® (B*V'' RV B)
+L(ARQ'A) o (B*VARYV,B). (17

We can find Fy, and Fy, by changing xy in (76) and
into xz and yz, respectively, and accordingly find F(x,z) =
2R(Fxz) and F(y,z) = 293(Fy,). As the FIM is inherently
a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix, we have F(y,x) =
F'(x,y), F(z,x) = F'(x,2), and F(z,y) = F' (y,2).

Third, we find F(bg, br), F(by, by), and F(bg, by). Towards
this end, we have

T T
Pl ) = 0 [ ZABV 7)1 g HABV )
T T
F(by,, b,) = 2R tr {(W)HQI(W)] ’
T T
F(bg,,by,) = 29 tx [(W)HQl(W)} |

and

0(ABVTX
7( ) = Aeel VX, (78)
Obg,
o (ABVTX
y —jAe el VIX. (79)
oby,
Thus, similarly, we have F(bg, br) = 2R(Fpp), where
Fob = L(ATQ™'A) © (VIRYV), (80)

F(bi, b)) = 2%0(Fpp), and F(br, b)) = —23(Fpp) Accord-
ingly, we have F(by,bg) = F” (bg, b) = —23(FL,).
Finally, we find F(x, br) and F(x, b;). We then have
ABVTX) , ., 0(ABVTX)
. . H
— 2Rt {(AxeieiTBVTX + ABez—eZTVxTX)

J

F\(Xi7 ij) = 2R tr |:(

Q' (Aeje] VIX)]. (81)
Similarly, F(x, bg) = F” (bg, x) = 29R(Fxp,), where
F.ab = L(AZQ™'A) o (B*'VIRYV)
+ L(ARQ'A) o (B*VARL V). (82)

We can find Fyy, and F;, by changing x in (82) into y and z,
respectively. Accordingly, we have F(y,bg) = FT (bg,y) =
29R(Fyp) and F(z,br) = FT (bg,z) = 2R(Fup).

For F(x,b), F(y, b1), and F(z, b;), according to (79), we
similarly have

F(x, b)) = FT (b, x) = —23(Fyp), (83)
F(y,b) =F"(b,y) = —23(Fyb), (84)
F(z,b) = F' (b1, z) = —23(Fyp). (85)

Combining the above yields the proof.

C. Proof of Proposition
Under the case of a single target, the FIM obtained in
Proposition [2| can be recasted as

G H
F= [ H' R
where G = F([1 : 3],[1 : 3]),R = F([4 : 5],[4 : 5]), and

H =F([1:3],[4:5]). The equivalent FIM is expressed as
D=G-HR'H7, (87)

which is the Schur complement of block R of F. Thus,
according to the Matrix Inversion Lemma [38]], we have

D' =[F]

(86)

3x3° (88)

According to the definition of the inverse of FIM and the
, formula for the inverse matrix,

1 d272 d2,3
CRBx = [F ]1,1 = ﬁ d3,2 d3.,3 ’ (89)
- 1 | diy d
1 1,1 1,3
CRBy = [F ]2,2 = ﬁ d3,1 d3,3 ’ e
- 1 | diy d
1 . 1,1 1,2
CRB, = [F '], , = Dl | doy doz |© OV




where [F~'] s the (i,i)-th element of F~' and d;;
is the (7,7)-th element of D, respectively. Combining the
assumption of @ = o2I, the definition of F in Proposition

[2l and (86)-(OI) yields the proof.

D. Proof of Proposition

Due to the symmetry of the antenna array with respect to
the target, one can verify (35)-(37) based on their definitions,
the proof is omitted for simplicity. Besides that, we have

H H H H

aa=a"ay=0,v=v" 0, =0, 92)
}I,{a—aHay—'vHv—vH'uy—O (93)
afay = aHaZ = a;{aZ =0, 94)
vf’uy = 'uf'vz = ’UH'UZ =0, 95)

while the following equations hold,
lall* = lvll?, llaxl* = loxl* = llayl* = [loy]?,  (96)
la.l* = llo.]*, a;'a=v"v=ala, =vo,. (97

Thus, under the assumption that Ry = I, all the terms in
(28)-(31) are equal to zero except for

Fox = Fyy = 2lla)?llax]?, fE =4lallal?,  (98)

fur = 2l|al?||a,)|* + 2a al?. (99)

Thus, D in 1} is simplified into a diagonal matrix, i.e.,
D = 2diag(||al*||ax|, [lal*lax]*, |a]?[la.]* - |a; al*),
and based on Proposition [3] we accordingly have
9202|| |2 a2
CRB, = CRB, = 2Z NI 2512 g t1ap)
b]2L| D|
B o? 1
ABI2L [|alf? x>’
2 2 4 2 1
crp, - 2 lallasd _ o? LI
pRLID|  APPL[lal?(la]P? - |al a]
Combining the above results yields the proof.
E. Proof of Proposition
We first prove lb Let £ = 2\b|2L and D, d—g +

n—1 n—1

403020 2oy m) According to (33)), we have
——— — lim Li
4500 Dy (DX + v2D3) db

As d — oo, DY will become insignificant as compared to D3
and can thus be ignored. Thus,

iy CRBx _ . CRBy 8¢v?
1m = — = 1M T =
Ao dS dooo dS dooo (Dad?)(DXdY)
1 1
_ 2 . .
8w (dhm Dad2> (Jlﬂo D§d4)

4802 V2
B2L (n6 — nt)s?

. (100)

Coe2f 1 12 _
= () (s ) -

We then prove || as dlim CSSBZ is expressed as
— 0

8¢t
(D5)?) + v (D3Do —

lim

d—o0 10 [(D%Da —

oz O

(D%)? will become insignifi-

DZ%)2 and can be ignored. Thus,
3 g

similarly, when d — oo, D7D, —
cant as compared to DD, —

CRB, 8¢v?
li = . 102
e d®  lim d0[D3D, — (D%)?] (102)
d—o0
As we have the following limit equation,
4d10 4d10
lim
d—oo \ (d® +a)?(d?+b) (d®>+a)(d? +b)?
84" A 2
= lim ((a,b) = (a—b)", (103)
d— o0

(@t a)i(d®+b)?

where ((a,b) is defined accordingly for simplicity. After the
cancellation of the identical terms in D5D,, and (D%)?,

Jim. d** [D5D, — (D3)?] = Jim. ; ; (0, (% + k?)s?)

nf nln

ZZZZC (" +m?)

=0 m=1 i=0 k=1
§24m2<i2 k2

+4 %, (% + k?)s?)

nlnl

IR
i=0 k=1
nlnlnln

+4 ZZZZ (1% + k%) —

=0 m=1 i=0 k=1
§24+m? <i?+k2

)]284

2

+ k2)> :
Jim 0 [D5D, — (D3]
=t (e | - e -

n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1

2 2 2 2
Let u= > S (®2+k)?and 8= (> > (i
i=0 k=1 i=0 k=1
With some manipulation,

2 2
=s* [n?p—4p]. (104)
As p and S can be calculated as a function of n as follows,
n%(n? —1)(Tn? — 13 n? —1)%n*
= ( )( ) 51 ) (105)
720 576

Combining (102), (104), and (103) yields (39), which com-

pletes the proof.

F. Proof of Proposition [6]

When 7 is an positive odd number, ||al|?, ||ay]|?, ||@.||?, and
|af a|? are all larger than 0. Thus, according to Proposition
to show (@#2), we only have to prove ||a||? diverges when
n — oo. Towards this end, as the array is symmetric with



respect to its center, one can find that |a||? is lower bounded
by the following double integral,

58
|
0

When n — oo, the double integral diverges and thus ||a||?
also diverges, i.e.,

S

w3

duwcty < s22|al®.  (106)

+(w+s)?2+(y+9)?~

o

lim |a|® = cc. (107)
n—oo

Accordingly, we have {@2). With (34) in Proposition [] and
(107), we only have to additionally prove that |a’a|? con-
verges when n — oo to yield @3). Based on (37), it is
equivalent to proving that D3 and D% both converges when
n — oo. For D3, it is upper bounded as follows,

58 5s 7;51
// dwdry i n Z s2
d? +w? ++42)2  4d* Pt (d2 + (ks)2)2’

(108)
One can easily check that the upper bound of D7 converges
when n — oo and thus Dj also converges. For D3, we
similarly have

5858 ) n;1 )
<// 2 d"‘;d'y 3 48?—%2 2 : 2\2
J ] @re ot 24 (B (ko))

(109)

the upper bound of D} converges when n — oo and thus Dj

also converges. Combining (108) and (109 . ) yields that |a a,|2
converges when n — 0o and as a result, (#3) holds.
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