
1

Optimal Time of Arrival Estimation for MIMO
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Abstract—In this paper, we propose a novel time of arrival
(TOA) estimator for multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO)
backscatter channels in closed form. The proposed estimator
refines the estimation precision from the topological structure of
the MIMO backscatter channels, and can considerably enhance
the estimation accuracy. Particularly, we show that for the
general M ×N bistatic topology, the mean square error (MSE)
is M+N−1

MN
σ2
0 , and for the general M ×M monostatic topology,

it is 2M−1
M2 σ2

0 for the diagonal subchannels, and M−1
M2 σ2

0 for
the off-diagonal subchannels, where σ2

0 is the MSE of the
conventional least square estimator. In addition, we derive the
Cramer-Rao lower bound (CRLB) for MIMO backscatter TOA
estimation which indicates that the proposed estimator is optimal.
Simulation results verify that the proposed TOA estimator can
considerably improve both estimation and positioning accuracy,
especially when the MIMO scale is large.

Index Terms—TOA estimation, MIMO backscatter channels,
Cramer-Rao lower bound.

I. INTRODUCTION

Backscatter communications (BSC) is an emerging tech-
nology in internet of things (IoT). The BSC system typically
consists of a reader and multiple tags. Its hallmark is that
the tag does not require internal battery, instead, it reflects
the electromagnetic wave from the reader or the base station
to transmit its information. This enables green, low-cost and
sustainable communications and sensing technologies for fu-
ture IoT. Since the tag is always passive, compared with the
conventional communications, it is more difficult to achieve
high-speed and reliable communication for BSC system and
several works focus on improving the communication quality
of BSC system, such as space-time coding [1], [2], channel
estimation [3], signal detection [4], etc. Recently, localization
and tracking are drawing increasing attention for backscatter
communications. Existing localization scheme mainly based
on angle of arrival (AOA), received signal strength (RSS),
time of arrival (TOA) and time difference of arrival (TDOA)
[5]–[9]. The ranging accuracy depends on the accuracy of
parameter estimation. RSS estimation is mainly based on
the model of pass loss which can be seriously affected by
the multipath. AOA estimation is mainly based on array
antenna structure of receiver, which usually requires complex
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hardware. Therefore TOA or TDOA based localization and
tracking is sometimes a good choice for BSC system [10].

TOA estimation is usually obtained via least square (LS)
in the conventional MIMO channel. In backscatter channels,
since the tag is a passive component which does not have
any computational capacity, the channel estimation can only
be done at the receiver. As shown in Fig. 1, there are two
major configurations for MIMO backscatter channels: the
M × N bistatic configuration, which has M transmitting
antennas and N receiving antennas, and the M×M monostatic
configuration, which has M antennas for both transmitting and
receiving. For the bistatic configuration, the M transmitting
antennas transmit unmodulated waves to the tag, then the
tag reflects waves to the receiving antennas by utilizing the
energy of unmodulated waves. In this case, the transmitter and
the receiver are different antennas and placed geographically
apart. Therefore, the uplink channel (transmitter to tag) and
the downlink channel (tag to receiver) are different, and the
time delay of any TOA channel (transmitter to receiver) can
be expressed as the sum of corresponding uplink delay and
downlink delay. The monostatic configuration has a full-duplex
architecture, i.e., the transmitter and receiver employ the same
set of antennas, so the uplink channel and the downlink chan-
nel can be modeled as the same channel. The backscattering
principal makes the MIMO structure fundamentally different
from that of the conventional channels.

In this paper, we propose a novel TOA estimator by employ-
ing the topological structure of MIMO backscatter channels to
refine the estimation accuracy. Therefore the proposed method
in this paper is radically different from the works [11]–[22],
which focused on the TOA estimation with certain receiving
waveform, certain receiver structure, or with the consideration
of the multipath effect. The proposed method is also radically
different from the works in [3], [23]–[29], which focused
on the phase and amplitude estimation of MIMO channels,
and cannot be employed for the TOA estimation of MIMO
backscatter channels.

To the best of our knowledge, there is no work focus on the
TOA estimation from the perspective of topological structure
of MIMO backscatter channels and the major contributions of
this work are summarized as following:

• We propose a novel TOA estimator for MIMO backscatter
channels in closed form that can significantly enhance
the estimation precision compared with the conventional
TOA estimator. Particularly, the proposed estimator em-
ploys the topological structure of the MIMO backscatter
channels as constraints to refine the estimation accuracy.
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Fig. 1. The illustration of the TOAs of the MIMO bistatic backscatter channel, the MIMO monostatic backscatter channel, and the conventional MIMO
channel.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the topological structure of the MIMO backscatter TOA channels and the conventional MIMO TOA channel for M = 2, and N = 2.

• We provide rigorous mathematical analysis to show by
how much the enhancement can be achieved by the
proposed estimator. Particularly, for the general M ×
N bistatic topology, the mean square error (MSE) is
M+N−1

MN σ2
0 , and for the general M × M monostatic

topology, it is 2M−1
M2 σ2

0 for the diagonal subchannels, and
M−1
M2 σ2

0 for the off-diagonal subchannels, where σ2
0 is the

MSE of the conventional estimator.
• We derive the Cramer-Rao lower bounds (CRLB) for the

TOA estimation of MIMO backscatter channels and show
that the proposed estimator achieves the bound and hence
it is optimal in terms of MSE.

We use boldfaced lower and upper cases for vectors and
matrices, repectively. X⊺, X−1, X†, ∥X∥, and [X]i,j denote

the transpose, inverse, Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse, Frobe-
nius norm, and the element at i-th row and j-th column of
matrix X, respectively. rank(X) and trace(X) are the rank
and trace of X, respectively. 0m×n, 1m×n and In represent
the m×n zeros matrix, the m×n ones matrix and the n×n
identity matrix, respectively. R and C denote real and complex
number sets, respectively. E {·}, Var{·}, and Cov{·, ·} denote
the expectation, the variance, and the covariance operations,
respectively. ⌈·⌉ is the ceil operation. The operator vec(·)
vectorizes a M × N matrix by column, while unvecM×N (·)
is the inverse operation of vec(·). Finally, we use ⊗ to denote
Kronecker product, and for a ∈ RM×1, b ∈ R1×N , and
X ∈ RM×N , the operator ⊕ is defined as X = a⊕b = b⊕a
such that [X]i,j = ai + bj .
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II. MIMO BACKSCATTER TOA ESTIMATION

A. Channel model

As shown in Fig. 1, the time delay for a general M ×
N bistatic backscatter channel (M transmitting antennas, N
receiving antennas) is given by

T = ∆ · 1M×N + h⊕ g⊺, (1)

where ∆ is the time delay of the passive tag, h ∈ RM×1

and g⊺ ∈ R1×N denote the delays from the transmitting
antennas to the passive tag and those from the passive tag to
the receiving antennas, respectively. Similarly, for the general
M×M monostatic topology, where M antennas are employed
for both transmitting and receiving, the time delay is given by

T = ∆ · 1M×M + h⊕ h⊺, (2)

where h ∈ RM×1 represents the channel delays from the
transceiving antennas to the passive tag. Fig. 2 illustrates
the topological structure of the 2 × 2 MIMO backscatter
channels. As we can see that the subchannels in the MIMO
bacskcatter channels are topologically correlated in certain
patterns, while the subchannels in the conventional MIMO
channel are topologically independent.

We define Y ∈ RLM×N as the difference between the
pilot receiving time and the pilot transmitting time, i.e., the
observations of channel delay, where L is the number of
pilots of each transmitter (L ≥ 1). The system model in TOA
estimation can be written as

Y = XT+W, (3)

where the TOA measurement errors W ∈ RLM×N are
assumed to be zero-mean Gaussian variables with variances
σ2 [30]–[32], the TOA localization error is assumed to be
Gaussian [7], [8], and this is equivalent to TOA error being
Gaussian [30]–[32]. X ∈ RLM×M represents the pilots from
the transmitting antennas, where L is the length of the pilot.
Note that the optimal X is given by X⊺X = LIM [33], so
in this paper we set X = IM ⊗ 1L×1. The TOA model in (3)
can be rewrite in the vector form as

y = St+w, (4)

where y = vec(Y), t = vec(T) and w = vec(W), S =
IN ⊗X = IMN ⊗1L×1 is the transmitting matrix corresponds
to X. It’s also not hard to check that S satisfied S⊺S = LIMN .

B. The proposed TOA estimator

The conventional TOA estimation is given by [34]

argmin
t

∥y − St∥2, (5)

which can be solved by least square (LS), i.e.,

t̂ = S†y = (S⊺S)−1S⊺y. (6)

The above estimator is optimal for the conventional MIMO
channel when the noises on the receivers are independent
and identically distributed, and can also be employed for the
MIMO backscatter channels. However, as we can see from
Fig. 2, the subchannels are topologically correlated in certain

patterns in both bistatic and monostatic channels, and the
subchannels are topologically independent in the conventional
the MIMO channel. It is not hard to see from Fig. 2 that the
topological structure is in linear form, and for the M × N
bistatic topology, we have

At = 0(M−1)(N−1)×1, (7)

where A ∈ {1, 0,−1}(M−1)(N−1)×MN is the correlation
matrix. For example, it is not hard to see that when M =
N = 2, A =

(
1 −1 −1 1

)
, and when M = 3, N = 2,

A =

(
1 −1 0 −1 1 0
0 1 −1 0 −1 1

)
. In the next subsection,

we will show how to generate the topological matrix A for
general M and N .

Inspired by this, we employ such topological correlation
as the constraints to the time delay vector t and propose the
following estimation for the bistatic configuration,

OPb : argmin
t

∥y − St∥2

s. t. At = 0(M−1)(N−1)×1. (8)

By employing Lagrange multiplier, the closed form of the
proposed estimator for bistatic configuration is given by [34]

t̃ =(IMN − (S⊺S)−1A⊺(A(S⊺S)−1A⊺)−1A)S†y

=(IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A)S†y

=BS†y = Bt̂, (9)

where B = IMN − A⊺(AA⊺)−1A, and t̂ is the LS
estimator in (6). The matrix form is given by

T̃ = unvecM×N (t̃). (10)

For the monostatic topology, since the uplink and the
downlink are identical, i.e., h = g, we can treat it as a special
case of the bistatic with T⊺ = T, and the estimation can be
formulated as

OPm : argmin
t

∥y − St∥2

s. t. At = 0(M−1)(M−1)×1,

T⊺ = T. (11)

Under the first constraint solely, the solution has the same
form as that for the bistatic:

t̄ = Bt̂ = (IMM −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A)t̂, (12)

With the consideration of the second constraint, OPm can be
rewritten as

OPm : argmin
T

∥T− T̄∥2

s. t. T⊺ = T, (13)

where T̄ = unvecM×M (t̄). Since T⊺ = T, we have

∥T− T̄∥2 = trace(T⊺T− T̄⊺T−T⊺T̄+ T̄⊺T̄)

= trace(TT− T̄⊺T−TT̄+ T̄⊺T̄), (14)

By taking the derivative of (14) and setting to zero, we have

2T− (T̄+ T̄⊺) = 0M×M , (15)
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T =

D1

D2

DM−1

DM

D(M−1)(N−1)

[T]1,1 [T]1,2 [T]1,3 . . . [T]1,N

[T]2,1 [T]2,2 [T]2,3 . . . [T]2,N

[T]3,1 [T]3,2 [T]3,3 . . . [T]3,N

...
. . .

...
[T]M−1,1 [T]M−1,2 . . . [T]M−1,N−1 [T]M−1,N

[T]M,1 [T]M,2 . . . [T]M,N−1 [T]M,N





Fig. 3. Submatrices in T.

and the solution of OPm is

T̃ =
1

2
(T̄+ T̄⊺). (16)

and the corresponding vector form is t̃ = vec(T̃).

C. Generate correlation matrix A for general M and N

Here we provide an approach to generate A for general
M and N . To generate A, we first define (M − 1)(N − 1)
submatrices in T, in the way as shown in Fig. 3. Each
submatrix has a size of 2 × 2, and the p-th submatrices can
be expressed as

Dp =

(
[T]px,py

[T]px,py+1

[T]px+1,py
[T]px+1,py+1

)
, (17)

where px = p− (M − 1)(py − 1), py = ⌈ p
M−1⌉. Based on the

topological structure of the bistatic channel, it is not hard to
check that Dp satisfies(

1 −1 −1 1
)

vec(Dp) = 0, (18)

for all p ∈ {1, · · · , (M − 1)(N − 1)}. This constraint is
equivalent to

apt = 0, (19)

where ap is the p-th row of A. It is not hard to see that
except the four non-zero elements 1, −1, −1, 1, all other
elements of ap are zeros. So the key to generate A is to
find the indices of 1, −1, −1, 1 for each ap. Based on
the topological structure of the MIMO backscatter channels,
it is not hard to verify that [A]p,q = 1, [A]p,q+1 = −1,
[A]p,q+M = −1 and [A]p,q+M+1 = 1, where q = px +
M(py − 1) = p + ⌈ p

M−1⌉ − 1. The corresponding routine to
generate the constraint matrix A is summarized in Algorithm
1, where A ∈ {1, 0,−1}(M−1)(N−1)×MN . Clearly, the rows
of A, which represent the submatrices in Fig. 3 are linearly
independent, therefore the rank of A is (M − 1)(N − 1).

Now we show that the correlation matrix A generated by
Algorithm 1 contains all the topological information of MIMO
backscatter TOA channels, i.e., At = 0(M−1)(N−1)×1 is
equivalent to T = ∆+ h⊕ g⊺.

Lemma 1. For the correlation matrix A generated by Algo-
rithm 1, At = 0(M−1)(N−1)×1 and T = ∆ + h ⊕ g⊺ are
equivalent.

Proof. It is easy to see that T = ∆ + h ⊕ g⊺ ⇒ At =
0(M−1)(N−1)×1. So we only need to prove T = ∆+h⊕g⊺ ⇐
At = 0(M−1)(N−1)×1. From (18) it is not hard to see that

[T]1,1 + [T]i,j = [T]i,1 + [T]1,j , (20)

where i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M} and j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. According to
(20), the delay matrix T can be written as

T = t1 ⊕ (t1 − [T]1,1 · 1M×1), (21)

where t1 = ([T]1,1, [T]1,2, . . . , [T]1,N ) is the first row of T
and t1 = ([T]1,1, [T]2,1, . . . , [T]M,1)

⊺ is the first column of
T. Then, we have

T =∆ · 1M×N + (t1 − (∆ + g1) · 1M×1)

⊕ (t1 + (g1 − [T]1,1) · 1M×1)

=∆ · 1M×N + (t1 − (∆ + g1) · 1M×1)

⊕ (t1 − (∆ + h1) · 1M×1)

=∆ · 1M×N + h⊕ g⊺. (22)

Therefore, T = ∆ + h ⊕ g⊺ ⇐ At = 0(M−1)(N−1)×1 also
holds.

Algorithm 1 - Generating Correlation Matrix A

Input: M , N (for monostatic M = N ).
Output: The constraint matrix A.
1: Initialize A = 0(M−1)(N−1)×MN .
2: for p = 1 to (M − 1)(N − 1) do
3: q = p+ ⌈ p

M−1⌉ − 1;
4: [A]p,q = 1;
5: [A]p,q+1 = −1;
6: [A]p,q+M = −1;
7: [A]p,q+M+1 = 1;
8: end for

D. The weighting matrix B

With A being generated, now we study the matrix B =
IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A for general M and N . It is clear that
the finally estimator is the linear transformation of the original
LS estimator and B can be treated as a weighting matrix, then
we provide and prove the following results for B via Lemma
2 and Lemma 3.

Lemma 2. For B = IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A, we have
(1) B1MN×1 = 1MN×1.
(2) BA⊺ = 0MN×(M−1)(N−1).
(3) B is idempotent, i.e., B2 = B

(4) B is symmetric, i.e., B⊺ = B.
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Proof. Since B = IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A, we have

B1MN×1 =IMN1MN×1 −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A1MN×1

=IMN1MN×1 = 1MN×1,

BA⊺ =IMNA⊺ −A⊺(AA⊺)−1AA⊺

=A⊺ −A⊺ = 0MN×(M−1)(N−1),

B2 =IMN − 2A⊺(AA⊺)−1A

+A⊺(AA⊺)−1AA⊺(AA⊺)−1A

=IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A = B,

B⊺ =(IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)−1A)⊺ = B. (23)

Therefore Lemma 2 holds.

Based on the symmetric property of the channel, for any
given subchannel hi + gj , we can classify the subchannels of
the entire MIMO backscatter channel into four types:
• Type 1: the subchannel containing both hi and gj , i.e., the
subchannel hi + gj itself;
• Type 2: the subchannels containing hi but not gj ;
• Type 3: the subchannels containing gj but not hi;
• Type 4: the subchannels containing neither hi nor gj .

Note that B can be treated as the weighting matrix of the
original LS estimator, therefore the elements of B can also
be classified into four types as the above. For any subchannel
hi+ gj , we define the weights for hi+ gj from the Type 1, 2,
3 and 4 subchannels as α1, α2, α3, and α4, respectively. For
example, when M = N = 2, B is in the following form

B =


α1 α3 α2 α4

α3 α1 α4 α2

α2 α4 α1 α3

α4 α2 α3 α1

 , (24)

and when M = 2, N = 3,

B =


α1 α3 α2 α4 α2 α4

α3 α1 α4 α2 α4 α2

α2 α4 α1 α3 α2 α4

α4 α2 α3 α1 α4 α2

α2 α4 α2 α4 α1 α3

α4 α2 α4 α2 α3 α1

 . (25)

Now we prove the following Lemma to characterize the values
of that α1, α2, α3, and α4.

Lemma 3. For the bistatic configuration, we have α1 =
M+N−1

MN , α2 = M−1
MN , α3 = N−1

MN , α4 = − 1
MN , for

any arbitrary M and N . For the monostatic configuration
(M = N ), we have α1 = 2M−1

M2 , α2 = α3 = M−1
M2 and

α4 = − 1
M2 for any arbitrary M .

Proof. First, we consider the bistatic configuration and show
that α1 = M+N−1

MN . Note that the diagonal elements of B

are all α1, α1 = trace(B)
MN and we only need to find the trace

of B. Since A⊺(AA⊺)−1A = A†A is idempotent matrix,

trace(A†A) = rank(A†A) = rank(A) = (M − 1)(N − 1),
we have

trace(B) = trace(IMN −A†A)

= trace(IMN )− trace(A†A)

= MN − (M − 1)(N − 1)

= M +N − 1. (26)

Therefore,

α1 =
trace(B)

MN
=

M +N − 1

MN
. (27)

Now we consider α2, α3 and α4. It’s not hard to see that the
number of elements of B in Type 1, 2, 3, 4 are 1, N − 1,
M − 1 and (M − 1)(N − 1), respectively, and according to
Lemma 2, we have B1MN×1 = 1MN×1, BB⊺ = B2 = B,
BA⊺ = 0MN×(M−1)(N−1), therefore

α1 + (N − 1)α2 + (M − 1)α3 + (M − 1)(N − 1)α4 = 1,

α2
1 + (N − 1)α2

2 + (M − 1)α2
3 + (M − 1)(N − 1)α2

4 = α1,

α1 − α2 − α3 + α4 = 0. (28)

By solving the above equations, we have

α1 =
M +N − 1

MN
, α2 =

M − 1

MN
,

α3 =
N − 1

MN
, α4 = − 1

MN
. (29)

For the monostatic configuration, M = N and we have
α1 = 2M−1

M2 , α2 = α3 = M−1
M2 and α4 = − 1

M2 . Therefore,
Lemma 3 holds.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we study the performance of the proposed
estimators and show that by how much the enhancement can
be achieved. We also derive the CRLBs for MIMO backscatter
TOA estimation and show that the proposed estimators achieve
the bounds.

A. The performance of the proposed estimator

In this subsection, we derive the performance of the pro-
posed estimators for the bistatic and the monostatic typologies
and summarize them in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, respec-
tively.

1) Bistatic configuration:

Theorem 1. For the general M × N bistatic configuration,
assuming the noises on the receivers are independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.), then the MSE of the proposed
estimator in (10) is

M +N − 1

MN
σ2
0 , (30)

where σ2
0 is the MSE of the conventional least square estimator

in (6).

Proof. For the z-th element tz of t, where z ∈
{1, 2, . . . ,MN}, the MSE of conventional LS estimator is

E
{
(tz − t̂z)

2
}
= σ2

z , (31)
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where t̂z is the z-th element of t̂, the MSE of the proposed
estimator is:

E
{(

tz − t̃z
)2}

= E
{(

tz − bz t̂
)2}

= E


(
tz −

∑
r

[B]z,r t̂r

)2


= E

{(
[B]z,z(tz − t̂z)

−

([B]z,z − 1)tz +
∑
r ̸=z

[B]z,r t̂r

2
 , (32)

where t̃z is the z-th element of t̃ and bz =
([B]z,1, [B]z,2, . . . , [B]z,MN ) is the z-th row of B,
r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,MN}. Let u = [B]z,z(tz − t̂z) and
v = ([B]z,z − 1)tz +

∑
r ̸=z[B]z,r t̂r, then

E
{(

tz − t̃z
)2}

=E
{
(u− v)2

}
=E

{
u2
}
+ E {2uv}+ E

{
v2
}
. (33)

Note that

E
{
u2
}
= E

{
([B]z,z(tz − t̂z))

2
}

= [B]2z,z E
{
(tz − t̂z)

2
}
= [B]2z,zσ

2
z , (34)

and

E {uv} = E {u}E {v} = 0 (35)

since E {u} = E

{
[B]z,z(tz − t̂z)

}
= 0, and

E
{
v2
}
= E


([B]z,z − 1)tz +

∑
r ̸=z

[B]z,r t̂r

2


= E

{(
([B]z,z − 1)tz +

∑
r ̸=z

[B]z,rtr

+
∑
r ̸=z

[B]z,r(t̂r − tr)

)2}

= E


bzt− tz +

∑
r ̸=z

[B]z,r(t̂r − tr)

2


= E


∑

r ̸=z

[B]z,r(t̂r − tr)

2


=
∑
r ̸=z

[B]2z,rσ
2
r . (36)

Therefore, the MSE of the proposed estimator is:

E
{(

tz − t̃z
)2}

= [B]2z,zσ
2
z +

∑
r ̸=z

[B]2z,rσ
2
r

=
∑
r

[B]2z,rσ
2
r . (37)

If the noises on the receivers are i.i.d., i.e. σ1 = σ2 =
· · · = σMN = σ0, the MSE of the proposed estimator is∑

r[B]2z,rσ
2
0 . According to Lemma 2, we have B⊺B = B2 =

B, hence ∑
r

[B]2z,r = bzb
⊺
z = [B]z,z. (38)

According to Lemma 3, we have

[B]z,z = α1 =
M +N − 1

MN
, (39)

so the MSE of the proposed estimator is

E
{(

tz − t̃z
)2}

= [B]z,zσ
2
0 =

M +N − 1

MN
σ2
0 . (40)

Therefore Theorem 1 holds.

It is worth mentioning here that for just independent case,
equation (37) is also applicable. For example, when M =
N = 2, for z = 1, i.e., for the first channel, the MSE is given
by

E
{(

t1 − t̃1
)2}

= α2
1σ

2
1 + α2

3σ
2
2 + α2

2σ
2
3 + α2

4σ
2
4 .

=
9

16
σ2
1 +

1

16
σ2
2 +

1

16
σ2
3 +

1

16
σ2
4 . (41)

2) Monoistatic configuration:

Theorem 2. For the general M×M monostatic configuration,
assuming the noises on the receivers are i.i.d., then the MSE
of the proposed estimator in (16) is

2M − 1

M2
σ2
0 (42)

for the diagonal subchannels, and

M − 1

M2
σ2
0 (43)

for the off-diagonal subchannels, where σ2
0 is the MSE of the

conventional least square estimator in (6).

Proof. For the diagonal elements of T (the TOA of the
transceiver received signal from itself), the second constraint
in (11) has no effect on the result, so performance is same
to the bistatic configuration when M = N and the MSE is
2M−1
M2 σ2

0 . For the off-diagonal elements of T (the TOA of the
transceiver received signal from other transceivers) tz , let tz
be the z-th parameter in t, and tz and tz are symmetrical
elements in T, where T = unvecM×M (t). Then the MSE of
tz is

E
{(

tz − t̃z
)2}

=E

{(
tz −

bz t̂+ bz t̂

2

)2
}

=E


(
tz −

∑
r

[B]z,r + [B]z,r
2

t̂r

)2


=
∑
r

(
[B]z,r + [B]z,r

2

)2

σ2
r . (44)

The derivation is similar to (37).
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If the noises are i.i.d., i.e., σ1 = σ2 = · · · = σMN = σ0.
According to Lemma 2, BB⊺ = B2 = B, hence∑

r

(
[B]z,r + [B]z,r

2

)2

=
1

4

(∑
r

[B]2z,r +
∑
r

[B]2z,r + 2
∑
r

[B]z,r[B]z,r

)
=

1

4
([B]z,z + [B]z,z + 2[B]z,z). (45)

According to Lemma 3, we have

[B]z,z = [B]z,z = α4 = − 1

M2
,

[B]z,z = [B]z,z = α1 =
2M − 1

M2
, (46)

so the MSE of the off-diagonal elements of the proposed
estimator is

E
{(

tz − t̃z
)2}

=

(
1

4
([B]z,z + [B]z,z + 2[B]z,z)

)
σ2
0

=
M − 1

M2
σ2
0 . (47)

Therefore Theorem 2 holds.

It is worth mentioning here that for the just independent
case, equation (44) is also applicable. For example, when M =
2, for the off-diagonal channel (z = 2, z = 3), the MSE is
given by

E
{(

t2 − t̃2
)2}

= (
α2 + α3

2
)2σ2

1 + (
α1 + α4

2
)2σ2

2

+ (
α4 + α1

2
)2σ2

3 + (
α2 + α3

2
)2σ2

4 .

=
1

16
σ2
1 +

1

16
σ2
2 +

1

16
σ2
3 +

1

16
σ2
4 . (48)

Theorems 1 and 2 showed that the proposed estimator can
refine precision from the topological information of the MIMO
backscatter channels, and the precision increases with the
increase of the MIMO scale, i.e., the increase of M and N .

B. Cramer-Rao lower bounds

In this section, we derive the CRLB for TOA estimation of
the MIMO backscatter channels, and show that the proposed
estimator is optimal.

1) Bistatic configuration: Since t is a transformation of
(h⊺,g⊺)⊺ (for the bistatic configuration) or h (for the mono-
static configuration), in general, we can obtain the CRLB of
the estimation of t by deriving the CRLB of (h⊺,g⊺)⊺ or h.
In order to derive the CRLB of (h⊺,g⊺)⊺ or h, we need to
derive the Fisher information matrix of (h⊺,g⊺)⊺ or h first,
and the covariance matrix is the inverse matrix of the Fisher
information matrix. However, for the bistatic configuration,
the Fisher information matrix is not full rank. Therefore, we
cannot derive the CRLB directly in this case, instead, we need
to employ the result from [35].

Result 1 (Theorem 1 in [35]). Let the parameter space t be
defined by the consistent set of equality constraints: At = 0,
where the constraints are continuously differentiable. Then

for any estimator t̂ having mean mt, the estimator error
covariance matrix Ct̂ satisfies the matrix inequality

Ct̂ ≥
∂mt

∂t
QtJ

−1
t

∂mt

∂t

⊺

, (49)

where idempotent matrix Qt is given as follow

Qt = I− J−1
t A⊺(AJ−1

t A⊺)†A, (50)

where Jt is the Fisher information matrix of model without
constraints.

For the MIMO bistatic TOA channel, we transfer the topol-
ogy structure into the equivalent linear constraints (Lemma
1). Since Jt = S⊺S

σ2 = L
σ2 IMN and for unbiased estimator,

∂mt

∂t = IMN [35], the covariance matrix for any estimator of
t satisfies

Ct̂ ≥
∂mt

∂t
QtJ

−1
t

∂mt

∂t

⊺

=
σ2

L
(IMN −A⊺(AA⊺)†A). (51)

Since σ2
0 = σ2

L , the lower bound of for any TOA estimator is

Var(t̂i) = [Ct̂]i,i ≥
M +N − 1

MNL
σ2 =

M +N − 1

MN
σ2
0 , (52)

Hence, for the bistatic configuration, the proposed estimator
achieves CRLB and is optimal in terms of MSE.

2) Monostatic configuration: Different from the derivation
of CRLB for the bistatic configuration, for the monostatic
configuration, the Fisher information matrix is full rank, so
we derive the CRLB for the monostatic configuration in a
general way, i.e., obtain the CRLB of the estimation of t by
deriving the CRLB of h.

For the conventional least square estimator, t̂ ∼ N (t,Ct̂),
Ct̂ = σ2(S⊺S)−1 = σ2

L IMN . For the desired estimation
parameter h = (h1, h2, . . . , hM ), the Fisher information
matrix has element [34]

[Jh]i,j =
∂t⊺

∂hi
C−1

t̂

∂t

∂hj
. (53)

Then we have{
[Jh]i,j =

2L
σ2 (M + 1) if i = j,

[Jh]i,j =
2L
σ2 if i ̸= j.

(54)

The Fisher information matrix is given by

Jh =
2L

σ2


M + 1 1 . . . 1

1 M + 1 . . . 1
...

. . .
...

1 1 . . . M + 1

 , (55)

so the covariance matrix for any estimator of h is

Cĥ ≥ J−1
h =

σ2

4L


2M−1
M2 − 1

M2 . . . − 1
M2

− 1
M2

2M−1
M2 . . . − 1

M2

...
. . .

...
− 1

M2 − 1
M2 . . . 2M−1

M2

 . (56)
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Since σ2
0 = σ2

L , the CRLB of the diagonal subchannels of T
is

Var(ĥi + ĥi) = 4Var(ĥi) = 4[Cĥ]i,i ≥
2M − 1

M2
σ2
0 . (57)

The CRLB of the off-diagonal subchannels of T is

Var(ĥi + ĥj) = Var(ĥi) + Var(ĥj) + 2Cov(ĥi, ĥj)

= [Cĥ]i,i + [Cĥ]j,j + 2[Cĥ]i,j

≥
(
2M − 1

M2
− 1

M2

)
σ2
0

2

=
M − 1

M2
σ2
0 . (58)

Clearly, for the monostatic configuration, the proposed esti-
mator achieves CRLB and is optimal in terms of MSE.

It is worth mentioning here that both the work in [36] and
our work employ geometry/topology constraint to improve
the estimation. However, [36] studied the geometry constraint
that imposed to the conventional TDOA model, while we
studied the topological constraint of the MIMO backscatter
TOA model, which, to our best knowledge has never been
studied before. As we can see, the geometry constraint found
in [36] and the topological constraint found in our work
yield completely different constraint matrices, therefore the
estimation problems, as well as the results, are all completely
different.

IV. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we validate the performance of the proposed
TOA estimators, and compare them with the conventional
estimator. The locations of tag and transceiver antennas are
uniformly initialize in the 3D cubic area with side length 10
meters, and we set the true TOA is t = l

c , where l is the
distance and c is the speed of light. All the simulation results
plotted here have been obtained numerically after averaging
over at least 104 independent channel realizations.

For the bistatic configuration, Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 show
the MSEs of the conventional estimator and the proposed
estimator versus σ with various antenna settings and training
lengths. It is clear that the proposed estimator outperforms the
conventional estimator considerably and the simulation results
match well with the theoretical results. The simulation results
for the monostatic configuration are given in Fig. 6 and Fig.
7. It is clear that we have the similar conclusion as that of the
bistatic configuration.

For localization, we consider the most commonly employed
localization algorithm [37], [38] for TOA localization. For
the bistatic configuration, Fig. 8 shows the root mean square
(RMSE) of TOA localization with the conventional TOA
estimator and the proposed TOA estimator versus σ with
various antenna settings and training lengths. We can see
that the localization accuracy of the proposed TOA estimator
considerably outperforms the conventional TOA estimator.
For the monostatic configuration, Fig. 9 shows the similar
conclusion.

10-8 10-7

sigma (second)

10-18
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10-16

10-15

M
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E
 (
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qu
ar

e)

conventional(simulation,L=5)
proposed(simulation,L=5)
conventional(theory,L=5)
proposed(theory,L=5)
conventional(simulation,L=20)
proposed(simulation,L=20)
conventional(theory,L=20)
proposed(theory,L=20)

Fig. 4. For the bistatic configuration: the MSEs of the conventional estimator
and the proposed estimator versus σ and training length L, with M = 4,
N = 3.
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conventional(simulation,L=20)
proposed(simulation,L=20)
conventional(theory,L=20)
proposed(theory,L=20)

Fig. 5. For the bistatic configuration: the MSEs of the conventional estimator
and the proposed estimator versus σ and training length L, with M = N = 6.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we focused on the TOA estimation for the
MIMO backscatter channels. By investigating the topological
structures of the MIMO backscatter channels, we proposed
a novel TOA estimator in closed form that can significantly
enhance the estimation accuracy. We showed that the MSE of
the proposed estimator for the M×N bistatic configuration is
M+N−1

MN σ2
0 , and for the monostatic configuration, the MSE is

2M−1
M2 σ2

0 for the diagonal subchannels, and M−1
M2 σ2

0 for the off-
diagonal subchannels, where σ2

0 is the MSE of conventional
estimator. In addition, we derived the Cramer-Rao lower
bound for the MIMO backscatter TOA estimation to verify
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Fig. 6. For the monostatic configuration: the MSEs of the conventional
estimator and the proposed estimator versus σ and training length L, with
M = 6.
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Fig. 7. For the monostatic configuration: the MSEs of the conventional
estimator and the proposed estimator versus σ and training length L, with
M = 8.

that the proposed estimator is optimal. Finally, numerical
results confirmed that the proposed estimator outperformed
the conventional estimator and can significantly improve the
positioning accuracy.
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APPENDIX

Proof. In order to prove solution of (16) is also in the
feasible set defined by the first constraint in (11), we only
need to prove each 2 × 2 submatrix D̄ of T̄ satisfied(
1 −1 −1 1

)
vec(D̄) = 0. Under the first constraint

solely, let 2× 2 submatrix of T̄ be

D̄ =

(
[T̄]px,py

[T̄]px,py+1

[T̄]px+1,py
[T̄]px+1,py+1

)
, (59)

where px ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1} and py ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}. Then
the solution by the second constraint can be expressed as

D̃ =

 ¯[T]px,py
+ ¯[T]py,px

2

¯[T]px,py+1+
¯[T]py+1,px

2
¯[T]px+1,py

+ ¯[T]py,px+1

2

¯[T]px+1,py+1+
¯[T]py+1,px+1

2

 .

(60)

Since the solution by the first constraint satisfied

¯[T]px,py
+ ¯[T]px+1,py+1 = ¯[T]px,py+1 +

¯[T]px+1,py
, (61)

¯[T]py,px
+ ¯[T]py+1,px+1 = ¯[T]py,px+1 +

¯[T]py+1,px
, (62)

then we have
¯[T]px,py

+ ¯[T]py,px

2
+

¯[T]px+1,py+1 +
¯[T]py+1,px+1

2

=
¯[T]px,py+1 +

¯[T]py+1,px

2
+

¯[T]px+1,py
+ ¯[T]py,px+1

2
,

(63)

i.e., each submatrix D̄ satisfied(
1 −1 −1 1

)
vec(D̄) = 0. (64)

Therefore, the solution by the second constraint still satisfies
the first constraint.
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