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Near-Field Motion Parameter Estimation: A
Variational Bayesian Approach

Chunwei Meng, Zhaolin Wang, Zhiqing Wei, Yuanwei Liu, Zhiyong Feng

Abstract—A near-field motion parameter estimation method is
proposed. In contract to far-field sensing systems, the near-field
sensing system leverages spherical-wave characteristics to enable
full-vector location and velocity estimation. Despite promising
advantages, the near-field sensing system faces a significant
challenge, where location and velocity parameters are intricately
coupled within the signal. To address this challenge, a novel
subarray-based variational message passing (VMP) method is
proposed for near-field joint location and velocity estimation.
First, a factor graph representation is introduced, employing
subarray-level directional and Doppler parameters as interme-
diate variables to decouple the complex location-velocity depen-
dencies. Based on this, the variational Bayesian inference is em-
ployed to obtain closed-form posterior distributions of subarray-
level parameters. Subsequently, the message passing technique
is employed, enabling tractable computation of location and
velocity marginal distributions. Two implementation strategies
are proposed: 1) System-level fusion that aggregates all subarray
posteriors for centralized estimation, or 2) Subarray-level fusion
where locally processed estimates from subarrays are fused
through Guassian product rule. Cramér-Rao bounds for location
and velocity estimation are derived, providing theoretical perfor-
mance limits. Numerical results demonstrate that the proposed
VMP method outperforms existing approaches while achieving
a magnitude lower complexity. Specifically, the proposed VMP
method achieves centimeter-level location accuracy and sub-m/s
velocity accuracy. It also demonstrates robust performance for
high-mobility targets, making the proposed VMP method suitable
for real-time near-field sensing and communication applications.

Index Terms—Integrated snesing and communication, joint
location and velocity estimation, near-field sensing.

I. INTRODUCTION

The emergence of novel applications in the sixth generation
(6G) wireless systems, such as smart manufacturing and
intelligent transportation systems, necessitates high-capacity
communications and high-precision sensing capabilities [!]-
[5]. The demands of these applications make the extremely
large-scale multiple-input and multiple-output (XL-MIMO)
and millimeter wave (mmWave)/terahertz (THz) technologies
key enablers and trends for 6G wireless systems, offering dra-
matically improved spectral efficiency and spatial resolution.
The combination of the two technologies brings paradigm shift
in the electromagnetic characteristics of wireless environments
[4]. Specifically, the electromagnetic region of the base station
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(BS) is divided into near-field and far-field regions by the
Rayleigh distance. As the antenna array size increases and the
operating frequency increases, the Rayleigh distance extends
to hundreds of meters, making it more likely that the BS will
carry out communications and sensing in the near-field region
[6].

The spherical-wave characteristics of near-field electromag-
netic propagation introduce new opportunities for both com-
munication and sensing systems [7]. The potential benefits of
near-field communications have been extensively investigated
in numerous studies, encompassing spatial multiplexing, inter-
user interference management, location division multiple ac-
cess [6]-[8]. For near-field sensing, the estimation of target
parameters, both static and dynamic, is a crucial research
problem [9]-[12]. Current research in near-field sensing pre-
dominantly focuses on static target localization, leveraging
the spatial resolution advantages of spherical wavefronts for
enhanced range/angle estimation with reduced time-frequency
resources [12]-[15]. However, the paradigm shifts signifi-
cantly when considering the moving target. Traditional far-
field systems using compact arrays can only resolve radial
velocity components, while distributed multistatic configura-
tions enable full velocity vector estimation through spatial
diversity, albeit at the cost of increased hardware complexity
and synchronization requirements [15]-[17]. In [17], the con-
cept of near-field velocity sensing was introduced, enabling a
monostatic radar operating in the near-field region to obtain the
complete two-dimensional velocity of the target, thus avoiding
the requirements for synchronization and the hardware costs
associated with multistatic radar systems.

Despite the significant benefits of near-field operations for
velocity estimation, research on this topic is still limited.
The existing literature can be categorized into two main
approaches: filter-based tracking methods and snapshot esti-
mation methods [17]-[19]. In the former category, the authors
of [18] proposed a novel near-field sensing enabled predictive
beamforming framework that leverages both single-coherent
processing interval (CPI) estimation and multi-CPI filtering
techniques to estimate the target’s location and velocity. Nev-
ertheless, this approach relies on the availability of continuous
CPIs, which may not be feasible for scenarios requiring
rapid initial target detection, e.g., the scenario contains newly
appearing targets. For the latter category, the authors of [17]
investigated the maximum likelihood velocity estimator and
its adoption in predictive beamforming applications, assuming
known target locations. The reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
aided single-snapshot near-field sensing algorithm introduced
in [19] decouples the location and velocity estimation utilizing



the static target assumption and linear approximations. How-
ever, research on near-field joint location-velocity estimation
under unknown initial conditions remains scarce.

The joint estimation of location and velocity for near-
field moving targets presents significant challenges when prior
information is unavailable, as conventional estimation methods
suffer from performance degradation and prohibitive computa-
tional complexity when extended to near-field scenarios [17].
This limitation stems from the spherical wavefront effect that
creates unique line-of-sight (LoS) direction per antenna-target
pair. Consequently, the observed Doppler shifts represent ve-
locity projections along spatially-varying directions, establish-
ing complex nonlinear coupling between target motion param-
eters and antenna-specific signal characteristics. This inherent
coupling necessitates joint parameter estimation, leading to
cubic computational complexity scaling with antenna count
and snapshots for subspace-based mutiple signal classification
(MUSIC) algorithms from eigendecomposition, and quartic
complexity for compressed sensing methods performing four-
dimensional location-velocity parameter space searches. Given
that XL-MIMO systems employ hundreds to thousands of
antennas, such complexity becomes impractical for real-time
moving target estimation.

The transition to near-field sensing in XL-MIMO systems
enables reconstructing complete velocity vectors via spherical
wavefronts with spatially diverse path projections. However,
this advancement faces two critical challenges: 1) The antenna-
specific spherical wave curvature induces strong nonlinear cou-
pling between location and velocity parameters, creating com-
plex interdependencies that complicate joint location-velocity
estimation; 2) The resulting four-dimensional estimation space
imposes prohibitive computational burdens on conventional
methods, with complexity scaling combinatorially with array
dimensions and observation duration. To overcome these chal-
lenges, we develop a novel subarray-based variational message
passing (VMP) algorithm for near-field joint location and
velocity estimation with computational efficiency. The main
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

« We propose a novel processing paradigm for near-field
joint location and velocity sensing. By partitioning the
arrays into subarrays and applying a piecewise-far-field
model, each transmit-receive (T-R) subarray pair oper-
ates as a bistatic radar. This decouples location and
velocity estimation by enabling independent estimation
of subarray-level direction parameters and Doppler shifts.
Besides, the spherical wavefront propagation across sub-
arrays provides multiperspective spatial diversity, en-
abling simultaneous 2D location and velocity estimation.

o We introduce direction-of-arrival (DoA), direction of de-
parture (DoD), and bistatic Doppler shift as subarray-
level intermediate variables for each T-R subarray pair.
Based on this, we establish a probabilistic graphical
model that resolves intricate location-velocity dependen-
cies through geometric conditional relationships, enabling
efficient separate inference stages. We then develop a
variational Bayesian inference (VBI) framework to derive
closed-form posterior distributions of subarray-level pa-
rameters and estimate crucial hyperparameters, enabling

efficient parallel processing at the subarray level.

e We propose a message passing-based algorithm to
achieve efficient joint location-velocity estimation by sys-
tematically fusing subarray measurements. The proposed
algorithm can operate in two complementary modes: 1)
System-level fusion: Performs centralized estimation by
integrating all subarray posteriors into a system-level
optimization problem solved via gradient descent. 2)
Subarray-level fusion: Performs distributed estimation by
obtaining subarray-level location and velocity estimates
through Laplace approximations, followed by the fusion
of Gaussian mixtures to derive the final estimates.

o We evaluate the performance of the proposed method
with existing approaches under different scenarios. Nu-
merical results demonstrate that the proposed method
achieves centimeter-level localization and sub-m/s veloc-
ity accuracy, while achieving an order-of-magnitude re-
duction in complexity. The proposed system-level fusion
achieves higher estimation accuracy, while the subarray-
level method offers lower computational complexity
through distributed processing. Moreover, the proposed
method exhibits robust performance for the high-velocity
target, making it suitable for real-time applications.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the system model, channel model, and problem for-
mulation. Section III establishes the probabilistic model using
factor graph representation. Section I'V develops the variational
inference framework for subarray-level parameter estimation.
Section V proposes the variational message passing algorithm
for location and velocity estimation. Section VI derives the
Cramér-Rao Bound (CRB)s for location and velocity estima-
tion. Section VII presents simulation results and performance
evaluation. Finally, Section VIII concludes the paper.

Notation: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface
lowercase and uppercase letters. ()7, (-)%, ()%, and || - ||
represent transpose, conjugate transpose, matrix inversion, and
Frobenius norm, respectively. |-| and || - || denote the absolute
value and Euclidean norm, respectively. CA(-,-), M(-,-),
R{-}, 3{-}, E{-}, and tr{-} denote complex Gaussian distribu-
tion, von Mises distribution, real part operator, imaginary part
operator, expectation operator, and trace operator, respectively.
®, and > represent Kronecker product and positive semidefi-
nite, respectively. I and O denote an N x N identity matrix
and a zero matrix. §(-) represents the Dirac delta function.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As illustrated in Fig. 1, the BS equipped with transmit
and receive XL-uniform linear array (ULA)s actively senses
a moving target. The BS’s transmit and receive arrays are
deployed along the z-axis, symmetrically centered around the
origin, and widely separated in space to suppress signal leak-
age from transmitter. The total number of antenna elements
in transmit and receive arrays are N; and N,., respectively,
with an inter-element spacing of d = %, where A\ denotes
the wavelength. Assuming the distance between transmit and
receive arrays is Dy, the location of the i-th transmit antenna
is given by p! = (52 + (i —1)d, 0), and the location of the j-

th receive antenna is given by pj = (—£e —(j—1)d,0). The
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Fig. 1. Tlustration of the downlink near-field sensing scenario where the BS
equipped with XL-MIMOs senses a moving target in the near-field region.

boundary between the near-field and far-field regions of the
BS is determined by the Raylelgh distance, which is given by
R = min{2 th\l) <, Q(N’";\l) a }. Assume that the moving
target is located in the near-field region of both arrays, with
its initial location and velocity denoted by po = (zo,yo) and
vo = (vg, vy), respectively.

Each antenna of the transmitter emits temporally orthogonal
signals that impinge on the target, and the reflections are
intercepted by the receiver [20]. The signal received at the
j -th receive antenna at time ¢ is given by

Z ﬁu i(t)+rRJ(t)]si(t_TTi(t)_TRj(t))
+nij( )

where 3;; denotes the channel gain, n;;(t) denotes the additive
noise which is characterized as i.i.d. complex Gaussian with
zero mean and variance o2. The time-variant propagation
distances from the ¢-th transmit antenna to the target and
from the j-th receive antenna to the target are represented
by rT;(t) and rg,(t), respectively. Specifically, we have
rr,(t) = 1, + vit and rg,(t) = rr, + v;t, where r1, =
[p; — poll and rg; = ||p} — poll denote initial distances
between the target and the ¢-th transmit antenna and the j-th
receive antenna, respectively. The terms v; and v; represent the
radial velocity components obtained by projecting the target’s
velocity vector onto the lines connecting the target with the ¢-
th transmit antenna and the j-th receive antenna, respectively.
Additionally, 7r,(t) = rr,(t)/c and 7g,(t) = rr,;(t)/c are
the time delays, where ¢ denotes the speed of light. Following
the radar range equation [21], the channel gain f3;; can be
modeled as f3;; = 7W, where Pr is the transmit
signal power, G represeflts ‘the antenna gain of the transmit
array, G represents the antenna gain of the receive array,
arcs is the radar cross section (RCS) of the target, which is
modeled as a Swerling I-type fluctuation, remaining constant
over the observation interval with agrcs ~ CN(0, af) [22].

ey

Considering L pulses within a CPI, the slow-time sampling
instants are given by ¢, = [T for [ = 0,...,L — 1, where T
denotes the pulse repetition interval (PRI). Under the common
no-range-migration assumption within short CPI [21], the
matched filter output at the j-th receive antenna for the i-th
transmit antenna and [-th pulse is given by

Y® = i exp ( RpE 27 g >(p0,vo)) O @

where the aggregate phase accumulation @Eé)(po,vo) €
R combines spatial propagation delay and Doppler-induced
phase modulation, i.e.,

& (po, vo) 2 [Pt —poll + 1P} —Poll+ Ao fii (Po, Vo) - (3)

Dynamic Doppler shift

Static path delay

Specifically, the Doppler shift f;;(po, vo) for the (7, j)-th T-R
antenna pair is given by

1 {[Pﬁ — po)” vo [P? - PO]TVO} @

Ji5(Po, Vo) = ~
e AL} = poll P} — poll

Therefore, the maximum likelihood estimation requires solv-
ing a non-convex optimization, ie.,

2
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The phase function in (3) induces inseparable nonlinear
coupling between pg and v through each antenna pair, which
necessitates 4D joint estimation over (zo,Yo,Vs,vy). This
renders the problem (5) computationally intractable due to
the exponential complexity scaling with the parameter space
dimensionality. To address this limitation, we propose a low-
complexity variational Bayesian approach in the following
sections, which enables subarray-level distributed processing.

III. PROBABILITY MODEL OF JOINT LOCATION AND
VELOCITY ESTIMATION

In this section, we establish the probability model for
joint location and velocity estimation problem, leveraging the
piecewise-far-field approximation of the near-field channel.

A. Piecewise-Far-Field Channel Model

To decouple the nonlinear interdependency between location
and velocity in the phase term (3) while maintaining accept-
able accuracy, we employ a piecewise-far-field channel model
to approximate the intricate near-field channel [23].

It can be observed that the Rayleigh distance is proportional
to the square of the number of antennas, implying that the far-
field assumption becomes more accurate for a smaller number
of antennas. Consequently, in the piecewise-far-field channel
model, we partition the entire transmit and receive arrays
into K; = % and K, = % non-overlapping subarrays,
respectively, where M denotes the number of antennas per
subarray. This partitioning creates subarrays with significantly
reduced Rayleigh distances (typically meters), enabling far-
field planar-wave approximations within individual subar-
rays while preserving near-field spherical-wave characteristics
across subarrays.

Specifically, we select the first antenna of each subarray
as the reference antenna to represent the subarray’s location.
Thus, the position of the m-th transmit subarray is given by
pl, = (2%, yt,) = (B2 + (m — 1)Md,0), and the position
of the n-th receive subarray is given by p! = (af,yl) =
(=8¢ — (n — 1)Md,0), where m € I, = {1,2,...,K;}
for the transmit array and n € Z, £ {1,2,...,K,} for the
receive array. Based on the far-field assumption within each



subarray, the DoD 0,y, is defined as the azimuth angle between
the target and the m-th transmit subarray’s reference antenna,

~ ot . .
ie., 0, £ arctan (zg_j{”) ,  m € Z,. Similarly, the DoA
¢y, characterizes the arrival angle from the target to the n-th

. . YA xo—x"
receive subarray at p”, i.e., ¢, = arctan (f/ﬁjf , nel,.

Therefore, each T-R subarray pair can be regarded as a
traditional bistatic radar. The matched filter output of the
received signal for the (m, n)-th T-R subarray pair at the [-th
pulse is given by

20 = Bne i3 mntia (6,) @ ay(0,,) +0nl) . (6)

A VPrGrGroges
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7rm = ||Ph — pol. The bistatic Doppler frequency shift

associated with the (m,n)-th T-R subarray pair is represented

by fmn, Which is given by

where 3., , with 74, £ |Ip!, — po| and

_ Iq[pt, —polvo | [Ph —PolT Vo
f’mn - N t r . (7)
In addition, a,(6,,) = [1,e/% .. . e/M=10mT apnd

a,(¢n) = [1,e7%n, ..., e/M=19]T denote the m-th transmit
and n-th receive su~barray steering vectors, resEectively, with
0y, = 2md/Asind,, and ¢, = 2md/Asin¢,. The post-
matched-filter noise term n,y,, preserves the complex Gaussian
distribution [24].

By stacking the slow-time samples z%)n fort;, = 1T, 1 =
0,1,...,L —1 as columns, we obtain that

Zmn = ﬁmnar(qsn) ® at(om) ® d(fmn) + n77ln7 (8)

where the complex channel gain f,,, follows CN (0, Smn),
and

d(fmn) — [1, e_j277fmnT7 e e_jQﬂ'fmn(L_l)T]T. (9)

B. Probabilistic Model and Factor Graph Representation

Building upon the piecewise-far-field channel model, we
now establish the probability model of the joint location and
velocity estimation problem. Based on the subarray signal
model in (8), the likelihood function of the received signal
Zmn given pg, vo and f,,, can be expressed as

p(zmn|pOa Vo, ﬂmn) = CN(zmn; an/»‘/mna UII\/PL)a

1 1 10
= W GXP(—;HZmn - ﬂmn”mn”%)a (10)

(o

where fnn 2 a.(¢n) @ a;(0) @ d(fmn). By denoting
B = [Bits-- - Bmn, - - - BK, K, ]» the joint probability density
function (PDF) is given by

p(Z7 Po, VO»ﬂ) = Hi;l Hfj;l p(Zmn‘pm VOaﬂmn)
X P(Bmn)p (Po) P (Vo) -

(11

Our aim is to find the posteriori distributions p(po|z) and
p(vo|z) and their estimates by using either the minimum
mean-square error (MMSE) or maximum a posteriori (MAP)
principles. Following the Bayes’ theorem, the posterior distri-

butions of py and v are given by

p(polz) = / de()dﬁ, (12a)
p(volz) = / Wﬂipodﬁ- (12b)

However, the coupled nature of pg, v, and B in (11)
renders the direct evaluation of the high-dimensional integrals
in (12) computationally prohibitive. To resolve the intricate
coupling, we introduce intermediate variables ¢,, (DoA), 0,,
(DoD), and f,,, (bistatic Doppler frequency) for each T-R
subarray pair. By conditioning on these intermediate variables,
the likelihood p(Zmmn|Po, Vo, Bmn) can be factorized into a
cascade of simpler distributions: p(Zmn|Bmn, GnsOms frnn)
and the geometric mappings p(én|po), P(Om|Po), and
p(fmn|¢n7 ema VO): i'e'a

p(Z, Po, Vo, /6) = H:’;l Hi{;l p(zmn |¢na Orms fmn, ﬂmn) X
P(fmn|Oms Pns vo)P(vo)p(én|Po)p(Om \po)p(po)p(@m),(13

where
p(¢n|p0) = 5(¢n - 27Td/)\e(¢n)TeJ;)a (14’3)
p(0m|Po) = 60, — 21d/ Ne(0,r) " €2), (14b)
p(fmn|¢na9mavo) (14¢)

= 0(fmn — 1/A[Vge(¢n) + Vge(em)])

=0(fmn—1/AvzC08 0+ vy sin O+ vy COS Prt vy sin &n] ),
with
(P~ Po)
1P}, — poll

The factorization in (13) can be naturally represented by
a factor graph [25], a bipartite graphical model consisting of
variable nodes for parameters and factor nodes encoding their
probabilistic relationships as detailed in Table I. As shown in
Fig. 2, this graphical model explicitly captures the dependen-
cies between motion parameters (pg,vo) and subarray-level
variables (¢, 01, frn, Bmn), enabling the application of VBI

(Section V) and message passing techniques (Section V) for
efficient location and velocity estimation.

e(¢n) 2 M (15)

e(d,) 2
Ion —po” <)

IV. VARIATIONAL BAYESIAN INFERENCE

In this section, we develop a VBI framework with an
alternating optimization algorithm to compute the approximate
posterior distributions of subarray-level parameters and esti-
mate the noise variance as well as complex amplitude variance
hyperparameters.

Taking the (m,n)-th T-R subarray pair as an example,
other subarray pairs can be computed in parallel. Let ® =
{0, Ons frun, Bmnt denote the set of parameters to be esti-
mated in the subarray pair, and &« = {¢,,, 0} represent the
hyperparameters. According to Bayesian rule, we have

p(zmna O; a)

16
p(zmn;a) ’ (16)

P(O|2Zpmn; @) x



TABLE I
FACTOR NODES IN FIG. 2

Factor Node

Factor Function

— (Pr—pPo) ey
P, p(¢nlPo) =4 (an - W)
Po., P(Onlpo) = 8 (6 — B2 )
Pfrin P(fran|dn, Om, Vo) =0 (fmn - %(vge(ﬁm) + Vge(¢n)))
PBmn P(Bmn) = CN(Bmn; 0, 072nn)
Pzn p(zmn|¢n76mafmn7ﬁmn) = CN(Hmnva2IM2L)
ing the evidence lower bound (ELBO):
Bix Pp P(Zmn, O;
AP = L(q(8[zmn)) = Eg@2,.,) [m 2 (©[Zn) q 19)
‘ Bik, PBik, 9 mn
P Then, we solve the optimization of (19) through coordinate
fir ascent variational inference (CAVI) [27], iteratively updating
Pe, 6; - pf” : each factor ¢(u|zy,,),u € © while fixing others. For any
7 fuse parameter u € O, the optimal factor satisfies
Pog, — Ok~ ! Vo In q(u|Zmn) o< By, [Inp(Zmn, ©; )], (20)
Do ¢ \
o where o denotes proportionality up to a normalization con-
Pp b1 Pre | stant, and [E\ ,[] denote the expectation over %.
‘ —— To enable unified treatment of spatial-temporal parame-
o, P N P ters, we introduce the normalized Doppler frequegcy fmn £
N Bra——ppy, _ 27T fpan. This normalized transformation ensures f,,, resides
o y : on the same [—, 7) circular domain as ¢,, and 0,,, permit-
\Dzsr- & il ting unified probabilistic modeling through von Mises (VM)

Fig. 2. Factor graph representation of (13), which represents variables as
circles and factors as squares, where factors p(po) and p(vo) are omitted.

where p(z,n; ) is the model evidence, which acts as a
normalizing constant. The numerator p(z.,,, @; ) is the joint
PDF, which is given by

P(Zmn, ©; &) =P(Zmn |O; ) p(0m)P(Dr)D( frrn)D(Brmn: ).
(17)

Calculating the posterior distributions of subarray-level pa-
rameters in ® is crucial, as they form the basis for the
final location and velocity estimates. However, exact Bayesian
inference via direct marginalization of the joint posterior in
(16) becomes computationally intractable due to the high-
dimensional integration and the non-Gaussian nature of an-
gular parameters 6,,,, ¢,, and Doppler frequency f,,,, which
precludes closed-form solutions.

Therefore, we resort to the VBI methodology [26], which
approximates the true posterior p(®|z,,,;a) with a fac-
torized surrogate distribution ¢(®)|z,,,) while maintaining
computational feasibility. Specifically, we impose a mean-field
approximation that factorizes the joint posterior as

4(®|Zmn) = q(0m |Zmn)a(Dn|Znn ) 4(frn|Zmn )4 (Bmn|Zmn )-

(18)
The optimal surrogate distribution minimizes the Kullback-
Leibler divergence (KLD) Dk, (¢l|p), equivalent to maximiz-

distributions'. Following variational line spectral estimation
principles [28], [29], the VM parameterization enables closed-
form variational updates, while inherently circumventing spec-
tral discretization artifacts caused by grid-based compressed
sensing approaches. The VM distribution is formally defined
as follows.

Definition 1: The VM distribution, denoted as M(0; u, k),
is a continuous probability distribution defined on the circle,
often used to model angular variables [27]. Its probability
density function is given by

1

M(O; p, k) = SRy exp(k cos(8 — ),
where 0 € [—m, ) is the angular variable, p € [—7, ) is
the mean direction, xk > 0 is the concentration parameter
that controls the concentration of the distribution around the
mean, and Iy(-) is the modified Bessel function of the first
kind and order zero. Additionally, the VM PDF can also be
parameterized in terms of n = ket i.e.,

exp(R{n*e’’}).

1)

M(0;n) = (22)

1
2mIo(|nl)

A. Inferring the Posterior Probability of ©

In this subsection, we derive closed-form variational poste-
rior distributions for the parameter set ©, where parameters
{0, Ony frnt adopt VM distributions while f3,,, follows

IThe VM distribusion is a circular analogue to Gaussian distributions in
linear spaces where it serves as the natural exponential family distribution for
periodic variables [27].



complex Gaussian distribution, with alternating updates en-
suring tractable Bayesian inference.

1) Calculate q(¢pn|Zmy) : We maximize £ in (19) w.rt.
q(¢n|Zmn) when other factors are kept fixed, whose solution
follows a VM distribution.

Lemma [ (Variational VM Posterior for ¢, ): Under the VM
prior p(¢n) = M(bn; 7, ), the optimal posterior approxima-
tion q(én|Zmn) admits a VM form:

4(On|Zmn) = M(¢n; ﬁ¢n)7

where the concentration parameter k4, and mean direction
¢n are given by

on = Rpn@®n,  (23)

G = b — 9 (6n) /9" (6n) (24a)
kg, = A exp(1/29" (¢n))] (24b)

with
L R edtn ML e ikon 25
9(dn) £ RO, 00+ g k), (25)
where ij}, . = [nmn}kHML:(k-s-l)ML Cnn, With Minn £ 22
and &pmn = Bmna(0m) @d(fimn). Additionally, ¢,, is obtained

at the maximum of g(¢y,), and A~1(-) denoting the inverse of
the Bessel ratio function A(-) = I1(-)/Io(-) given in [30].

Proof:

2) Calculate q(0p|2myn) : Following a similar approach,
we maximize £ in (19) w.rt. ¢(60,,|2.,) while fixing other
factors.

Lemma 2 (Variational VM Posterior for 0,,): Given the VM
prior p(0,,) = M(0mm; 7y, ), the optimal posterior approxima-
tion q(O0pm|Zmn) follows a VM distribution, i.e.,

Please see Appendix A. |

4O |Zimn) = M(Omiiio,.), o, = ko, %, (26)

where the concentration parameter Ry, and mean direction

0, are determined by

O, = Oy — ¢'(01) /9" (B (27a)
ko, = A7 exp(1/29" (6,))] (27b)
with
M—1
9Om) &R, O+ g, k), (28)
A(1 . 1 1
where ij; k= [n,(nzl]kHML (k+1)MLc$nZL’ with n,(n% £ fgz%
and é%% = ﬂmna(qﬁn) ® d(fmn) Here, zEWZL being a rear-

rangement of Zy,n, and 0., is obtained at the maximum of
9(Onm)-

Proof: ~ The derivation follows analogous steps to Ap-
pendix A by replacing ¢, -related variables with 6,,, counter-
parts. ]

3) Calculate q( fmn |Zmn ): Similar to the derivations for 6,,
and ¢,,, we maximize the ELBO £ w.r.t. ¢( fmn\zmn) while
fixing other factors.

Lemma 3 (Variational VM Posterior for fmn ): Under the
VM prior p(fmn) = M(fmni0if, ). the optimal posterior
q( fmn|zmn) follows a VM distribution:

Q(fmn|zmn) = M(fmn; ﬁf_mn)’ ﬁfmn = /%fmnejfm" (29)

where the mean direction f,,, and concentration Kk .. are:
mmn

fmn = fmn - g/(fmn)/g”(fmn) (303)
Ry = A exp(1/29" (fnn))] (30b)
with
men *~ Jlfmn
9(frmn) £ R(T; e +Zl oy @)D
where s £ (€n)" [l aee, e £ =2z,
zﬁnL is a rearrangement Of Zp,, and éSZL = ana(qﬁn)

a(ém) The initial estimate fmn corresponds to the maximizer
of g (f mn)-
Proof:

4) Calculate q(Bimn|Zmn): We derive the variational poste-
rior for B,,,, by maximizing the ELBO £ in (19) with respect
t0 ¢(Bmn|Zmn) while keeping other factors fixed.

Lemma 4 (Variational Gaussian Posterior for Bm,y): Given
the complex Gaussian prior p(Bmn) = CN (0, G and likeli-
hood function from (10), the optimal posterior approximation
q(Bmn|Zmn) follows a complex Gaussian distribution:

Q(ﬁmn‘zmn) - CN(an: fmn)

where the posterior mean [, and variance Sy, are given by

Please see Appendix B. ]

(32)

H
ﬁmn _ SmnMmnZmn . (33a)
O+ Smn H/J’mn”Q
~ Smn0O
Smn = B (33b)

2(0' + Smn Hltmn”;) ’

With tmn = By [a:(6n) @ ai(05,) @ d(fimn)] denoting the
expected steering vector, where the expectation is taken over
the variational distributions of ¢y, 0, and fon.
Proof:  Please see Appendix C. |
Remark 1: Under non-informative prior conditions, the
concentration parameters of the VM priors p(¢n), p(Om),
and p( fmn) can be set close to zero, corresponding to a
circular uniform distribution. Similarly, the complex Gaussian
prior variance Sp, is set to a large value, approximating
an improper uniform prior over the complex plane. This
configuration ensures phase wrapping consistency for angular
variables and maintains numerical stability during variational
updates.

B. Estimating the Hyperparameters o

The noise variance o and the complex amplitude variance
Smn are typically unknown in practice and must be jointly
estimated. Within the variational Bayesian framework, hyper-
parameter estimation is performed through a coordinate ascent
optimization procedure. Specifically, after initializing c, the
algorithm iteratively performs variational inference to update
q(®|zmn) (Section IV) and computes maximum likelihood
estimation (MLE)-type estimates of o by maximizing the
ELBO with fixed ¢(®|zmy).

Lemma 5 (Hyperparameter Estimation via ELBO Maxi-
mization): The MLE-type estimates o and ¢, under the



variational framework yield closed-form solutions, which are
given by

2 .

o = m(”zmnng + 2§R(ﬁnngnumn)+
||HmnH§(§~mn + |an|2))a (34a)

émn = §~mn + |/an|27 (34b)

Whete i 2 Eqfar (6n) @ ay (0) © d( fynn)] represents the
expected steering vector, with (,,, and &, derived from
Lemma 4.

Proof:  Please see Appendix D. |

V. PROPOSED MESSAGE PASSING-BASED ESTIMATION
ALGORITHM

Building upon the variational posteriors derived in Sec-
tion IV, we construct a two-tiered message passing architecture
that fuses subarray-level parameter estimates into globally con-
sistent motion parameter inference. This framework system-
atically propagates uncertainty through geometric constraints
encoded in the factor graph, where the message operators
A,p(-) represent the message from node a to b, while A, ()
denotes the marginal message at variable node a.

A. Subarray Parameter Estimation Module

We present a unified message passing formulation for joint
estimation of direction parameters (DoDs {6,,}, DoAs {¢,})
and bistatic Doppler frequencies { f,,.,} as follows.

Proposition 1 (Unified Message Passing Formulation): For
each T-R subarray pair (m,n), the message from variable
node © € {0, by, frn} to its connected factor node p,
admits a closed-form VM distribution:

Agsp, () X M(Z; ftosp, s Kzop, ), (35)

where [y, and Ky, represent the mean direction and
concentration parameter of the distribution, respectively. The
explicit derivations of these parameters are presented in the
following.

1) DoD / DoA Estimation: According to the sum-product
rule [31], the message from variable node 6,, to factor
node py, is formulated in (36) at the bottom of this page.
Here, f\am represents the integration over all variables in-
volved 1n the message computation, excluding 6,,. Due
to the high-dimensional integration, the exact evaluation of
Do, sps,, (Om) in (36) is computationally intractable.

To alleviate this complexity and enable efficient message
passing, we resort to the VM distribution to approximate the
messages related to angular variables such as 6,,,. By treating
the message Ay, g, (0:m) as the prior distribution of 6,,,, the

expression of (36) can be viewed as an estimate of p(z,, |
0 ). Therefore, Ag,, sp, (0m) can be further expressed as

Ky
Hn:l p(Zmn |9m )Apem —0m (Gm)
o
Apsm —0m (Qm)
Kr
[[.21 p(0m [Zmn)
Apem —0m (em) ’
where the integral is approximated by the posterior distribution

(O, |Zmn ), which follows a VM distribution, with its explicit
form derived in Lemma 2.

Ag

m—pe,. ( m)

(37

The multiplicative closure of VM distributions ensures that
the product of p(6,,|zZm») also follows a VM distribution,
ie., Hf;l P(Om|Zmn) < M(0p; po,, , Ko,,). Given VM prior
with known parameters, the forward message Ay, g, (0m)
becomes

Apem *)6’,” (emt) X M (7T9m7 Mp@m —)Gm 9 K;pgm —)em )7 (38)

where for unknown priors (non-informative case), we can
simply set s, g, — 0.

Then, the message Ay
mated by

i —>po,. (0,) can be further approxi-

M(Gm; 10, Hem,)
M (em; Hpo,,, —0.m s Kpo,, —0m )

o¢ M (O 6. —po,, 3 KOm—po,, )s

A Om) o
Om D0 ( ) (39)

where the parameters fig,, —po,, and kg, _.ps,, are obtained by

K0,,—po,, €XP(J10,,—po,, ) =Fe,, exD(jlie,, )~

Kpg,, —0.m €XP (] Hpg,. —0.m )(

40)
Similarly, the message Ay, ., (#n) can also be approxi-
mated by a VM distribution, which is given by

A¢nﬁp¢n () o< M(dn; Ko —pg, r Bdn—pe, )- (41)

2) Bistatic Doppler Estimation: The bistatic Doppler fre-
quency estimation follows analogous message passing with
angular parameters. The message propagating from variable
node fy,, to factor node py¢, = is formulated by

p(zmn |fmn )Apfmn — fmn (fmn)
Ap,fmn — fmn (fmn>
P(fran |Zmn )
Apfmn — fmn (fmn) 7
where A, .y . is treated as an approximation of
the prior distribution of f,,,, which can also be mod-
eled by a VM distribution, ie., A, ¢ (fmn)
M@27T frn: Hpgrn = > ’ipf,,m—>fmn)-
Therefore, the message Ay, s, (fmn) can be further

Afmn%pfmn (fmn) X
(42)

0.8

K’V‘
Aemﬁpem (am) X Hn—l‘/\e p(zmn | ¢n7 gm» fmna 5mn)Aan—)pzmn(ﬁmn)Afmn—)pzmn (fmn)Aan —Dzimn (¢n)

K,
<1 / D | Ds O VO)A oy (Fonn) Dvosps. (V0) Ao opy, (60)-
n=1 \9m

(36)



approximated by VM distribution, which is given by
M(27TTfmn§ K frmns I{’fmn)

M (ZWTfmn’ /’[’pfmn — fmn> Kpfmn _>fmn)

X M (27rTfmn; /’(’fnvn_)pfmn

Afmn*)pfynn (fmn) X

@3
where py - and sy, . can be calculated by Lemma 3. Then,
the final parameters g, —p6,, and Kg,, —spp,, are obtained by

K’fmnqpfm”ex (-]:u‘fmw —>Pf,,m)

(44)
- K:frnn exp(-]lufmn ) pfmn _)fnlnexp(j/’&pfmn — fmn )

B. Location Estimation Module

The spherical wavefront diversity across subarrays creates
geometrically distinct observation perspectives, enabling two
complementary localization strategies. The first strategy em-
ploys a centralized framework that aggregates all posterior dis-
tributions for DoAs and DoDs in a central processor for final
location estimation. The second strategy adopts a distributed
framework where each T-R subarray pair independently re-
solves local position estimates, which are then fused to obtain
the final estimate.

1) Centralized Location Estimation: The centralized fu-
sion framework propagates directional evidence from all T-R
subarray pairs through geometric constraints in the factor
graph. Based on VM-form messages Ay, ., and Ay p,
obtained in (39) and (41), the messages from pg, to po can
be given by

Apgm —Po (pO) 08 / p(em, ‘pO)AOM —Do,, (97n)a

i 45
(P, —po)’e Cy . @
Hpm pO“

Similarly, the messages from py,, to pg can be given by

AP¢,L—>P0 (pO) X / p(¢n‘p0)A¢n—>P¢” (¢n)7
, " (46)
o M((pn 7p0) ey
1P}, — Poll
Therefore, the marginal probability distribution of pg can
be computed by the product of all the factor node messages

connected to py, i.e.,

K,
Po pO Hm 1 anl Apemﬂpo(pO)qu;nﬁpo(pO)' 47)

Based on the central limit theorem, the message G(po) can be
approximated as a Gaussian distribution as

Ap, (Po) x N(po;mg, Cg),

where myg is the mean vector, and Cg is the covariance matrix,
which are obtained in Appendix E.

2) Distributed Location Estimation: For each subarray pair
(m,n), the local marginal distribution of pg is given by

ox M(Be

5 6., —po,, 3 $Om—p0,,

s Hpn—pg, » Ron—pg,

(48)

Ag;m) (pO) X Apem —Po (pO)AP<pn —Po (po)' 49)

By applying the Laplace approximation for the product of
Apy. po(Po)and A, 50 (Po), We can obtain the Gaussian

? K/fnun —Pfm ) )

b

approximation of (49), i.e.,
Agg/n) (PO) x N(pm m]()mn), (j‘gjnm,))7

where m{""™ and C"™ are provided in Appendix F.

The final posterior distribution of the target location pyis
obtained by fusing the marginal distributions (50) from all
TR subarray pairs through a product of Gaussians, i.e.,
15, T2, AS™™ (pg). The resulting distribution is a Gaus-
sian W1th mean vector and covariance matrix given by

l’ng = Cg Z
Cgl — van(cémn )

(50)

C(rrm)

l,nz()mn)7 (51a)

(51b)

C. Velocity Estimation Module

The velocity estimation process exploits diverse Doppler
frequencies across T-R subarray pairs, employing centralized
and distributed strategies.

1) Centralized Velocity Estimation: For each subarray pair
(m,n), the message from the factor node py,  to the variable
node v is given by

Apfm"avo(Vo)OC/\ p(fmn‘gbnvom;VO)X
vo

Aenl =D fmn (GW)A¢71_>pfmn (¢n)Af7rln_)pfmn (fmn)?

(52)

where ¢,, and 6, are treated as known parameters and set
to their most probable values when estimating the velocity
vo. Then, the messages Ap,, p; (0m) and Ay sy, ()
can be ignored as constants when evaluated at their maximum
probability values 0,, = 1., —py, . and (ﬁn = lg,—py,.. -
Therefore, the message in (52) can be simplified by

Aps o ovo(V0) X Af e (CVG W), (53)

where ¢ £ 27T/), and W,,,, = e(¢,) + e(6,,) represents
the sum of the unit direction vectors corresponding to the
estimated DoD ém and DoA qgn.

Based on (53), the marginal probability distribution of v
can be obtained by

S0) 5 T T A, 00

By applying the Laplace approximation, we can obtain a
Gaussian approximation of Ay (vy), which is given by

Ay, (Vo) < CN (vo; myy, Cyy),

(54)

(55)

where the mean vector my and the covariance matrix Cy are
given in Appendix G.

2) Distributed Velocity Estimation: In contrast to location
estimation, the ambiguity in the velocity vector direction
arises when using a single subarray pair. To resolve this
problem, we employ geometric diversity through distinct T-R
subarray configurations. Let {2 denote the set of all possible
configurations of two distinct T-R subarray pairs, with each
configuration represented by w; = {(m,n),(p,q)}, where
i = 1,2,...,|9|, and || represents the total number of
configurations. To address the velocity estimation issue, we
select a subset of configurations w; € €2, such that m # p or



n # g, to obtain the marginal distributions of vy. The marginal
distribution of v determined by the configuration w; is given
by

AL vo) o Af, g (CVUmR) A, py ((VEU,). (56)

By applying the Laplace approximation for the product of
Afnospp, (CV0 Wnn) and Ap ) (CV 1), we can ob-

tain the Gaussian approximation of AE,?)(VO), ie.,

Ag’;i) (Po) o N (po; m{»"), C{w)), (57)

where mq(}wi) and CE,"”) are given in Appendix H.

Subsequently, distributions in (57) are fused by a product
of Gaussians to acquire the final velocity estimate, where the
mean vector and covariance matrix given by:

ity = Ou (3 (G
@f—ij[w&%

D. Overall Algorithm

Based on previous sections, we propose the Variational In-
ference and Message Passing-based Near-Field Motion Param-
eter Estimation (VMP-NMPE) algorithm, as summarized in
Algorithm 2 and illustrated in Fig. 3. The proposed framework
operates through two cascaded stages:

Stage 1 - Variational Bayesian Inference: Each T-R
subarray pair executes parallel computation of closed-form
posterior distributions for intermediate parameters (DoA ¢,,,
DoD 6,,, bistatic Doppler f,,,, reflection coefficient 3,,,)
and hyperparameters (o, G,,,) through CAVI, as summarized
in Algorithm 1.

Stage 2 - Hierarchical Message Passing: A two-tiered
message passing architecture, which contains two modes:

'm(=)), (58a)

(58b)

o System-level fusion: Aggregates all subarray messages
through gradient-based optimization for centralized lo-
cation and velocity estimation.

o Subarray-level fusion: Performs distributed estimation,
fusing results via Gaussian mixture product rules to
obtain final location and velocity estimates.

The computational complexity of the VMP-NMPE algo-
rithm is as follows: The variational inference stage requires
O(K;K,N,;(M?+ ML)) operations for N,; iterations across
K. K, subarrays. The location estimation via system-level
fusion involves O(NyqK.K,) operations for gradient de-
scent with Nyq steps, while the velocity estimation entails
O(Ngo KK, ) operations for Gauss-Newton iterations with
Ngq steps. The subarray-level distributed fusion incurs O(|€2)
operations for || subarray pair configurations.

VI. CRAMER-RAO BOUND

To evaluate the near-field motion parameter estimation,
T T 3r°%
[Po,vo.B] .
intermediate parameter set p

we derive the CRBs for estimating 1 =
We first define an

07, o7, f7,87]T, where 0 2 [01,....0k,], ¢ s
(P1,.. 0K, ), £ = [fir, fiz,-- - frok,], and B =
[éR{/Bll}""7§R{/BKtK7‘}7%{/811}’"'7%{BKtKT}:|'

[ Subarray Signals {Z,, } ]

|

Stage 1: Subarray-Level Variational Bayesian Inference

Initialize
Variational Distributions for: |

Update posteriors and
hyperparameters
via CAVI

Ons Gs frns B

Hyperparameters for: ¢, ¢y,

For each (m,n)-th subarray pair in parallel

v
Posterior Distributions and Hyperparameter Estimations
for All Subarray Pairs

v

Stage 2: Hierarchical Message Passing

Option A: Option B:

System-Level Fusion Subarray-Level Fusion
Step 1: Local Estimates
at Each Subarray Pair

Step 2: Fusion of Local

Estimates

Centralized Location
and Velocity Estimation

Location and Velocity Estimates P, ¥,
with Covariance Matrices C;, C,,

Fig. 3. Flow diagram of the proposed VMP-NMPE Algorithm.

Algorithm 1 Variational Bayesian Inference for Subarray Pair

Require: Zmna flam’ ﬁ¢n’ ﬁfmn’ gmn’ ﬂ U(O €

Ensure: Posterior parameters 9o, , Ng,.> N fimns 5mn, and hy-
perparameters Sy, 0

1: Initialize ¢(©(6,,) < M (0,n;70,,)

2: Initialize q(o)( On) — M(dn;Tp,)

3: Initialize ¢ (fmn) = M(fmn M)

4: Tnitialize ¢(© (B,n) < CN(0, §7(m)L)

5: Initialize 5(0 [nem,%n»nfmwﬂv(ﬁmffr%, (O)]

6: for i =1 to Ny do , .

7. Update angular posteriors: 77((;3 + Solve (23), ﬁé2 «
Solve (26), )

8:  Update Doppler posterior: ﬁgf) + Solve (29)

9:  Update reflection coefficient: ﬁmn, 6,(,21 <« (33a)-(33b)

10:  Estimate hyperparameters: & (1) « (34a), g}(,szl < (34b)
1n: - Update €0 < [382%) 4% B, G, 5]

12:if €0 — ¢G-D| < ¢ then
13: break

14:  end if

15: end for

The CRB for 7 satisfies
E{h—-n)H-n)"} = F,",

where F,, denotes the Fisher information matrix (FIM) for 7,
which is given by

(59)

K: K, L-1

O]
R ZZ@%{( ﬁmnﬂmn>)H(3<ﬁm5:mn>)}. (60)




Algorithm 2 VMP-NMPE: Variational Message Passing for

Near-Field Motion Parameter Estimation

Require: {z,,,}, system parameters
thresholds ¢, €1, €5

Ensure: Target location pg, velocity v, covariance matrices
Cg,Cy

T,)\, convergence

1: Stage 1: Distributed Variational Inference

2: for each transmit subarray m € [1, K;] do

3. for each receive subarray n € [1, K| do

4; Run Algorithm 1 for subarray pair (m,n)

5: Store posterior parameters g, ., N, » N s Brnn

6: Compute local messages Ay, 9., Ap, o,
Ap, s, using (35)

7. end for

8: end for

9: Stage 2: Hierarchical Message Passing

10: Option A: System-level Fusion

11: Initialize pé )| set 1terat10n 1=0

12: while |[pi™ — p{’|| > €, do

13:  Update pg ) usmg (E.5)

14: i1+ 1

15: end while

16: Set pg = p((f), compute Cg using (E.9)

17: Initialize V(()O), set 1terat10n 7=0

18: while ||v; (+1) || > €9 do

19:  Update V(j+ ) us1ng (G.3)

200 j+j+1

21: end while

22: Set ¥ = V(()J), compute Cy using (G.5)

23: Option B: Subarray-level Fusion

24: for each subarray pair (m,n) do

25.  Compute local estimates m{™™, C{™™)

26: end for

27: Fuse local estimates
using (51)

28: for each subarray pair configuration w; € 2 do

20:  Compute local estimates m{“", C{“") using (57)

30: end for

31: Fuse local estimates mgf‘”)7 Cgf‘”) to obtain Vo, C3 using
(58)

using (50)

(mn) y(mn)

my, ,C, to obtain Pg, Cg

However, direct computation of F' is challenging due to the
nonlinear coupling between 717 and the physical observation
model. To address this, we first derive the FIM for the
intermediate parameters p, followed by a transformation via
the chain rule.

The FIM for p is formulated as:

K: K, L-1

o (LT LT

mlnllO

Then, by using the Jacobian matrix ¥ £ df] and the chain rule

0
(ﬁ"’"“m") (ﬁ’"él;m")\ll the FIM for 77 can be obtained
through the transformatlon

F,=9"F,0.

(62)

The calculations for the terms in d(ﬁ%“g’?’z) and ¥ are
derived as following. The nonzero entries of a(ﬂ%p”s'l‘)") are
calculated by

l l
O Bmnttiin) _ @y O Bmnbtinn) _ a0 )
a%{ﬁmn} mn? 8%{ﬁmn} mn?
bt [o=52nIontn (5,1 com(0n)

+ 27771‘1/)\67]‘27#7""” (tan(éM)Uﬁr _Uy)aT'(¢7L) Day (HM)]’

(64)
where ¢ 2 [0,1,..., M —1]". Similarly, we have

Prbtin) e 9200t (e, () S0

+ 27Ttl/)‘€7'72ﬂfm"tl (tan((&n)vx —vy)ar(pn) @ar(0m)],

(65)
() A
a(ﬁmnl"mn)ijﬂmne 327 frnt (CQaT(NQSn)) ®ay(6,)
O fmn vy —tan (g, ) vy
Alcoay (0,
2t () @8 O) 2 ()@ 22 Om)) |
vy —tan(0,, ) vy
(66)

The nonzero entries in W are calculated based on (14) given
by

80’m _ 6(e$n)Te.L _ _eflf + (ef'n)Te-'E (ein)T (67)
Opo Opo IpL, — poll, 7
r\T _ T
% — a(en) el‘ — ex + ( ) -K(e ) , (68)
Opo Opo ||Pn P0||2
a.fmn V0+( ) 0(8 )T | _V0+(92)Tv0 (e;)T (69)
Ipo P, — Polla Ipy, —poll,
Ofmn 4 » OR{Bmn} O3{ Bran }
— v = == 1
Ve T R Bl 05 B (70)
VII. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

In this section, we presents a comprehensive performance
evaluation of the proposed VMP-NMPE algorithm through
numerical simulations. We compare our method against three
benchmarks:

1) Maximum Likelihood Estimation (labeled “ML Es-
timation”): This scheme jointly estimates the target
location pg, velocity vg, and complex amplitudes 3 by
solving the optimization problem [!7]:

) K, K, 5
p(?,’i'lgl,ﬁ m:lznzlnzmn_ ﬁmnﬂmn (pOa VO) HQ (71)
The gradient descent algorithm is employed to solve this
problem and obtain the ML estimates of pg and vy.

2) Grid-based Method: This is a two-stage algorithm that
first estimates the location using a grid search approach.
Then, it employs the 2D MUSIC algorithm to estimate
the velocity based on the estimated location.

3) Subarray-level Average: In this scheme, each T-R
subarray pair independently estimates the location and
velocity. These subarray-level estimates are then aver-
aged to obtain the final location and velocity estimates.



TABLE II
RADAR SETTINGS USED IN THE SIMULATIONS

Parameter Value Parameter Value
Pr 30 dBm o 1 m?2
T 10 us L 600
B 200 MHz fe 28 GHz
Gr/Gr 15 dB N:/N, 256
Po (15,20.7) m Vo (10,10.2) m/s

25 T T T
—#A— System-level Estimation
20r —&— Subarray-level Estimation
15 Subarray-level Average
—&— ML Estimation

107 —%— Grid-based Method
Location CRB

RMSE (dB)

-30 : : : : :
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25

SNR (dB)
Fig. 4. RMSE of location estimation for the proposed algorithms compared
with benchmark schemes versus receive SNR.

The system configuration parameters are detailed in Table II.
We quantify the estimation performance using the root mean
square error (RMSE) metrics for both location and velocity:

RMSE(po) 2 VE(|Zo — 0|2 + |0 — %ol?), (72a)
RMSE(vo) £ /(|05 — v [2 + [0, — v, [2).

(72b)

The derived CRBs are served as theoretical performance
benchmarks for both location and velocity estimation. All
numerical results are statistically validated through 200 in-
dependent Monte Carlo trials.

Fig. 4 compares the localization accuracy of the proposed
system-level and subarray-level algorithms with three bench-
mark schemes. Both proposed algorithms demonstrate superior
performance over all baselines across the entire SNR range,
achieving comparable estimation errors that asymptotically ap-
proach the CRB at high SNRs. The performance improvement
originates from an adaptive reliability weighting mechanism
governed by concentration parameters rg,, —p, and K¢, —p,
in (39) and (41), which effectively suppresses low-quality
subarray measurements. This contrasts with the subarray-
averaging scheme that naively combines estimates with equal
weights, thereby amplifying noise impacts particularly at low-
to-moderate SNRs. The system-level approach marginally out-
performs the subarray-level counterpart by exploiting cross-
subarray information. Compared to conventional approaches,
our variational framework fundamentally overcomes follow-
ing limitations: 1) The ML Estimation suffers from local
minima in high-dimensional optimization; 2) Grid search
method suffer from discretization errors and cascaded error
propagation, whereas the proposed methods leverage VBI
to provide continuous domain modeling, thereby eliminating

10 T T T T T
e e e
ot ]
Sr —~A— System-level Estimation ||
o —&— Subarray-level Estimation
T -10r Subarray-level Average ||
L(})J ? —6— ML Estimation
= -151 —#— Grid-based Method
S Velocity CRB
-20 -
=25
-30
35 . . . . .
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25
SNR (dB)

Fig. 5. RMSE of velocity estimation for the proposed algorithms compared
with benchmark schemes versus receive SNR.
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- “O- - Subarray-level True location
System-level Typel location

—— Subarray-level Typel location

—=&— System-level Type2 location
Subarray-level Type2 location

RMSE (dB)

o d A o &

od
a
=
o
=
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N
o

1
-10 -5
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Fig. 6. Impact of location estimation accuracy on velocity estimation
performance.

grid mismatches and enhancing estimation accuracy. These
advantages are particularly pronounced in challenging low-
SNR scenarios where the proposed reliability-aware fusion
strategies demonstrate robust noise suppression capabilities.

Fig. 5 compares the velocity estimation performance of
the proposed system-level and subarray-level algorithms with
three benchmark schemes. Both system-level and subarray-
level variants achieve comparable performance, consistently
outperforming all baselines. The ML Estimator exhibits the
worst accuracy due to its requirement for joint optimization
over coupled position-velocity parameters, which creates com-
plex local optima in high-dimensional space. The grid-based
method shows discretization-induced error floor, which can
be mitigated through our continuous parameter space mod-
eling via VBL. As the SNR increases, the performance gaps
between subarray-averaging and proposed methods narrows.
This occurs because high-SNR conditions render subarray
measurements sufficiently reliable for naive averaging. How-
ever, a discrepancy remains between these converged RMSE
values and the CRB for velocity estimation. This may origi-
nate from theoretical constraints of variational approximation,
while the mean-field assumption enables tractable inference,
it introduces minor information loss in modeling parameter
correlations.

Fig. 6 demonstrates the impact of location estimation ac-
curacy on velocity estimation, where “True” uses the actual
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Fig. 7. Impact of target mobility on velocity estimation performance at
SNR = 0dB.

location, while "Type 17 and "Type 2” employ system-level
and subarray-level estimated locations, respectively. At low
SNRs, the subarray-level method’s velocity estimation suffers
considerably, and the choice of location estimation method
(True, Type 1, or Type 2) significantly affects the results. This
degradation stems from error amplification through the bistatic
Doppler coupling in (14c), causing biased gradient calculations
in velocity estimation. In contrast, the proposed system-level
method can closely match the performance achieved when
using the true location, regardless of the location estimation
type (Type 1 or Type 2). This is due to the system-level
approach’s ability to coherently fuse information from all
subarray pairs, mitigating the impact of individual subarray
estimation errors. As SNR increases, all methods converge
to similarly low RMSE values, validating the asymptotic
optimality of our approach.

Fig. 7 illustrates the impact of target mobility on the velocity
estimation performance at an SNR of 0 dB for CPI lengths
L = 400 (solid lines) and L = 800 (dashed lines). In these
simulations, the target’s location and velocity direction remain
constant, while the velocity magnitude varies. It is observed
that the extended CPI operation enhances the precision of
velocity estimation, and the performance gap between the pro-
posed and conventional methods progressively increases with
velocity, revealing the inherent advantage of our architecture
in high-dynamic scenarios. This velocity resilience stems from
two aspects: the high-velocity target induce stronger Doppler
diversity across spatially distributed subarrays, creating dis-
tinctive frequency signatures that our variational framework
effectively decouples and exploits, and the hierarchical mes-
sage passing architecture inherently compensates for spatial-
Doppler coupling through adaptive reliability weighting of
subarray measurements.

Fig. 8 illustrates the average running time comparison
between the proposed algorithms and benchmark schemes
across different SNRs. The computational complexities are
O(NwK KM (M + L)) for both system-level and subarray-
level proposed algorithms, O(Nye, KZK2M?3L3) for ML es-
timation, and O(KK,(MC®L?)) for the grid-based method,
where I denotes the number of grid points per parameter di-
mension. The proposed algorithms achieve 1071-10° seconds

—#— Proposed System-level Method

—©— Proposed Subarray-level Method
ML Estimation

—— Grid-based Method

Average running time (s)
=
o

[N
o
©
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Fig. 8. Average running times for the proposed algorithms compared with
benchmark schemes versus receive SNR.
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Fig. 9. Impact of target distance on location estimation performance with
M =32 and M = 64.

average running times, substantially outperforming the ML
estimation and the grid-based method (102-103 seconds). This
superior efficiency can be attributed to two key factors: the
parallel processing capability during the variational inference
stage, where parameter estimation for each subarray pair can
be computed simultaneously, and the well-structured compu-
tational framework that avoids the exponential complexity of
grid search and the quadratic dependency on array dimensions
of ML estimation.

Fig. 9 illustrates the RMSE of location estimation for
subarray sizes M = 32 (solid lines) and M = 64 (dashed
lines), with fixed velocity and total number of transmit and
receive antennas. It can be observed that the accuracy of lo-
cation estimation for for all schemes decreases as the distance
increases, which is due to the diminishing curvature of the
spherical wavefront as the target located farther away from the
BS. The performance gap between the benchmark schemes and
the proposed methods diminishes with increasing distance due
to the gradual weakening of the near-field effect, as the signal
propagation becomes more similar to the far-field case. For the
two proposed approaches, the location estimation performance
with M = 64 is consistently better than that with M = 32
for each method across all distances. This improvement can be
attributed to the more accurate estimation of the DoA and DoD
by larger subarrays, which provide a higher angular resolution
and are less sensitive to noise, leading to more precise location
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Fig. 10. RMSE of location estimation for the proposed algorithms compared
with benchmark schemes versus receive SNR.

estimates after fusion.

Fig.10 illustrates the RMSE performance of velocity esti-
mation versus target distance for the proposed algorithms and
benchmark schemes for subarray sizes M = 32 (solid lines)
and M = 64 (dashed lines). It can be seen that the proposed
system-level and subarray-level methods exhibit similar per-
formance across the distance range considered, outperforming
the ML estimation and grid-based method. As the target
distance increases, the performance gap between the proposed
algorithms and the benchmarks diminishes. Similar to Fig.
7, the velocity estimation accuracy improves when M = 64
compared to M = 32, due to the alternating optimization
of Doppler, DoD, and DoA for each subarray during the
variational inference process. Larger subarrays enable higher
angular estimation precision, which consequently improves the
Doppler estimation accuracy.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a novel subarray-based VMP algorithm has
been proposed for joint near-field location and velocity esti-
mation. Simulation results have demonstrated its superior per-
formance compared to existing methods, achieving centimeter-
level location accuracy and sub-m/s velocity accuracy with
significantly reduced computational complexity. It has been
found that increasing the CPI length or subarray size generally
leads to improved estimation accuracy. Moreover, the proposed
method has exhibited robust performance for the target with
high mobility. Therefore, the low complexity and real-time
capability of the proposed algorithm make it highly suitable
for implementation in real-world near-field sensing scenarios.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

By substituting the joint PDF (17) and postulated PDF (18)
into (20), we obtain

In ¢(dn|Zmn) = B\ ¢, [0 p(Zmn |O; )] +1n p(¢y, ) 4-const.

(A.1)
By substituting the likelihood PDF (10) into (A.1) and retain-
ing only the terms dependent on ¢,,, we further obtain

In q(¢n|zmn) == 2/UE\¢>n [%{Zann(a((bn) ® Cmn)}] (A2)
+ Inp(¢,,) + const, '

By carrying out the required expectations, we finally obtain

A(Dn|Zmn) < P(dn) exp{R((Mmn) " (a(dn) @&mn))}. (A3)

xpressing a(¢,) in terms of the antenna indices, we can
rewrite (A.3) as

0(6alamn) o p(om) [T, expORT, ),

where 7% £ [nmn]kHML:(k+1)MLémn’ which has the polar
form 7y, ) = K¢, ke’ 4=, When k = 0, the corresponding
factor in (A.4) is a constant and can be removed. The factors
with index £ > 1 have the form of a k-fold wrapped VM
distribution M (k¢,,, 14, &), which can be approximated by a
mixture of VM distributions [28].

To fully exploit the multiplicative closure property of VM
distributions, we also model the prior distribution of ¢,, using
a VM distribution, i.e., p(¢n) = M(¢y; 74, ). We define the
function to represent the exponent of (A.3), which is given by

. M-—1 .
_ = bn kon
g(¢n) = %(n;nej + z :kzl nzn,7kej )

According to the properties of wrapped normal distributions
and their similarity to VM distributions [30], we can obtain

the VM approximation of ¢(¢y|zm») as M(d)n, g, )» Where

¢ g (¢n)
n //(¢ )7
where ¢,, is obtained at the maximum of g(¢,). The con-

centration is given by &y, = A’l(exp(W)), which
completes the proof. '

(A4)

(AS)

Ng, = Reon, 63¢" The mean direction is <;Sn

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Similar to the calculation of ¢(6,,|2mn), maximizing £
WLt ¢(frun|Zmn) gives

q(fmnl|Zmn) X D(frmn) exp{R((A(frnn) @ Cn%%) (775321))}
(B.1)
where the estimates of ¢,, and 6,,, are obtained from Lemma 1
and Lemma 2, respectively. Then, we can rewrite (B.1) as

- . L1 .
q(frmn|Zmn) <p(frun) H eXp{%(ﬁ?mn,lejlfmn)}a (B.2)

=1
( (2) ()

c'mn) [T’mnh]wQ:(l+1)]wQ,WhiCh has the polar
= K fn, kejﬂfmn l

where 773
form 7y,

By approximating the prior distribution with a VM distribu-
tion p(frmn) = M(fmniif,..), the exponential term in (B.1)
can be represented by the function g(fimn) = R(77, eI fmn 4
Zz L eilf mn). Consequently, the posterior distribution

fJnn|zmn) can be approximated by a VM distribution
p( fmn) = M(fmn; 0f,,.,)» which completes the proof.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 4

The optimal form of ¢(8n|2zm») can be obtained as

Eg.,.. [In p(Z1, |©; )] +1n p(Bynn ) +const.
(.1

In Q(/an ‘Zmn) =



By substituting the likelihood PDF (10) into (C.1) and retain-
ing only the terms dependent on §3,,,, we further obtain
eXp{_2/U(2%(ﬂmnNgnzmn) + |5mn|2”“mn”§)}

Then, we substitute the prior distribution p(B;.x)
CN (0, $myn) into (C.2) and completing the square with respect
to Bpmn, We obtain

(C2)

Q(IBTan ‘Z’VTLTL) X

eXp{_(2/§7rm + 2/U||Nmn||§)|/8mn|

Therefore, we obtain g(Bmn|Zmn) o< CN (an,imn), where
the mean and variance of the Gaussian posterior PDF of (,,,
are

B Smn0O
e 2(0+<mn||l‘mnH%)’

gmnuﬁnzmn
o+ Sl mnll3’
which completes the proof.

(C4)

Smn =

APPENDIX D
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With the factorized variational distributions ¢ (@ |z, )
fixed, the ELBO £ in (19) can be expressed as a function
of the hyperparameters o, which is given by

La) = Eq(@|znm)[lnp(z,,m\@; a) + lnp(Byn; )] + const.

(D.1)
Substituting the likelihood PDF (10) and the prior distribution
of By into (D.1) and take the corresponding expectations,

we obtain
»C(a) = _MQL an - 1n§mn - 2/§mn(€mn + |an|2)_
2/U(||zmn||§ + 2%(anzfinﬂmn) + Hllman(fmn + |BWERD‘22))),

where the derivation . is based on the fact that
E(I(ﬁmn\zmn)[ﬁmn] Bmn, and Eq(ﬂmn\zmn)[‘ﬁmnm =
gmn"" Iﬁmn|2

To obtain the estimates of the hyperparameters, we take
the partial derivatives of L(a) with respect to o and Gy,
respectively. By setting the partial derivatives to zero and
solving the resulting equations, we obtain the closed-form
expressions for the hyperparameter estimates in (34), which
completes the proof.

APPENDIX E
GAUSSIAN MESSAGE APPROXIMATION IN (48)

. K, K,
The expression of [ [~ T[,,Z, Apem—mo (pO)APKpn —po(Po)
is given by

H H m Po (pO)Apd)n —Po (pO)
oxexp Zm=1Z,;lﬁomemcos<x<e;>Te

T IuenL —Pom )

T
+ K —De, COS(X(e;) €x — K¢, —py, )}v
t (E.1)
where x £ 254 ef & Po"Pm_ and el Po—Py

m ~ Tpo—pLll,’ ~ Tpo—pylT,"
We resort to the gradient descent method to find the local

maximum of (E.1) which is used as the mean vector mg of

2 4/0'%(ﬂmnﬂgnzmn)}-
(C.3)

the approximated Gaussian message in (48). The covariance
matrix Cg of the approximated Gaussian message is given by
the Hessian matrix at pp = mg. We denote the exponential
term of (E.1) as f,(po). Thus, the gradient of f,,(po) is derived
as

afp pO t r
6p0 Zm 1 Z ,'9"7‘ + ,'97” (EZ)
with
192;1 £ — XK, —po,, Sin(X(efn Tex - M9m—>p9m)win,7
r A : r\T r (E3)
,ﬁn = _Xﬁtﬁn*ﬁlwn Sln(X(en) €y — /J’ti’nﬁpqsn)wn?
where
wt 2 8(efn)Tex _ —eg + (efn)Temefn
- s Olep) e —e, +(e)) esey, .
Wn = =
9po P}, — Poll,
Therefore, we iteratively update py according to the following
rule: a1, (po)
7 i p
py " =g 48, = (E.S5)
PO Ipy=p{ J

where J, is the step size and ¢ is the iteration index. The
iteration stops when pg reaches a local optimum, which is
obtained as mg.

The covariance matrix Cg is obtained by calculating the
Hessian matrix of f,(po) at mg. The Hessian matrix of
fp(po) is obtained as

8fppo

B LAEN
Opodpy

(E.6)

=Y

with
an = X2 KO _>p9mCOS (X(efn)Te.’cf Ko, —>;De,,,L)an (an ) T

. owy,
— XF6,,—pa,, Sn(x(el,) € — 116, p,., )87T’
0 (E.7)
where
owl, —2e, (et )T + 3(el,)Teqel, (ef,)T — (el,)Te,I
opd L, = Poll '
(E.8)

The matrix J7 can be calculated similarly.

Therefore, the covariance matrix Cg is obtained as the
negative inverse of the Hessian matrix of f,, (po) at mg, which
is given by

0
Fl=- 7afp(ap0} . (E.9)
Po0P) |py=mg
APPENDIX F
GAUSSIAN MESSAGE APPROXIMATION IN (50)
Based on (E.1), the condition for the function

In(Ap, —po(P0)Ap,, —po(Po)) to reach its maximum
value is:

,uomﬁpem

Ko, —p
sinf,, = —om=Pom ZPn P

sin ¢, = (E1)

t |1 _ 1,2
Therefore, we have e}, = [Xugmﬁpem, Vi— e 19, ~pe,. |
1 / 1,2
|:;:U’¢n—>p¢na 1- ?’U/d)n*)PmL} .

AN
and e], =



By denoting the distances ||p, — poll, and ||p%, — poll,
as di and d!,, respectively, we can obtain the bistatic
range for (m n)-th T-R subarray pair as d/ + df, =
CTmn, Where 7,,, is the estimated bistatic time delay
derived from the previous matched ﬁlterlng step. There-

m

fore, the maximum can be obtained as m, m = P, —

d'e’ = p! — df el , where the bistatic ranges are given
CTmn,/l_Hg /x>
by di = _ e ~ and df, =
\/17#9"""1’97n /X +\/17#¢"4)p‘75n /X
Fmny J1=1G, sy /X ivel
2 respectively.
\/1—u§nﬁpem/X2+\/1—u§5nap¢"/xg’
Based on (E.6), the Hessian matrix of the
function  In(Ap, —p,(Po)Ap,, —po(Po)) is given by

J,(,m") = J! +J7. Therefore, the covariance matrix of the

Gaussian distribution can be approximated by the inverse of
the Hessian matrix evaluated at the maximum point mém").

Clmm ~ —(J(mm)) | (F2)

pPo= m(m");

- 3(efn)TeJCe$n(efn)T =+ (efn)TeﬂfI)

X K n n T s T ‘s s
+ ﬂ(Qex(en)T - 3(en)Texe (e )T + (e )TemI).

n n n

dy,
(F.3)

APPENDIX G
GAUSSIAN MESSAGE APPROXIMATION IN (55)

Based on Definition 1,
rewritten as

T T, Ao (vo) o
exp{zm

Denoting the exponential term in (G.1) as a function, we have

the expression in (54) can be

(G.1)

’n’{fmn—mfmn COS(CVO Winn™H frn =D s )}

fu(vo) éz K frn—p fmnCOS(CVoTumn—Mf,mﬁp Frm )- (G.2)

m,n

The mean vector my; is obtained at the local maximum of
fv (Vo) using the gradient ascent method:

7 7 8 v
VD — ) 5, 9 (Vo) : (G.3)
Ovo  |yymy®
0
where 9, is the step size, i is the iteration index, and 6%7\(’;'0)

denotes the gradient of f, (vo) with respect to v, which is
given by

afv(VO
vo ZC K fonn =P frn Sm(CVO Umn MfT,Lanf,m,)u mn-
m,n
(G4)
The covariance matrix Cy is obtained as the negative

inverse of the Hessian matrix of f, (vo) evaluated at my:

CH _ afv (VO) ’

G.5
Ovoovl Vo (G-3)

may

where

afv VO
8V03V

§ C K fmn _)pfmn

COS(CVO Wmn— Mf?nn —Pfmn

(G.6)

)umn uﬁn

APPENDIX H
GAUSSIAN MESSAGE APPROXIMATION IN (57)

The logarithm of the marginal PDF in (56) can be expressed
as
AL (vo) ocexp{y,..spp,., CO(CVE Wonn—fif,sp,)
T
Rallay cos((vg Upg — prq—wqu)}-
(H.1)
The mean of the Gaussian distribution is obtained at the

maximum of ln(A( )(vo)), which is achieved when the
following equality holds:

Vo Bu, = i, /G, (H.2)
where we define E, £ [unn,uy, and p,, =
T
[lu'fm,nﬁpfnrn ? ’LLfT‘qHPfP(I}
Therefore, the mean vector is given by
m{*) = (BL) ™ u, /¢ (H3)

Based on (G.6), the covariance matrix is given by

i 2
C’E)w ) (’ifqupf ,mum"umn+prqqpquupqupq) 1/C
(H.4)

REFERENCES

[1] F. Liu, Y. Cui, C. Masouros, J. Xu, T. X. Han, Y. C. Eldar, and S. Buzzi,
“Integrated sensing and communications: Toward dual-functional wire-
less networks for 6G and beyond,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun, vol. 40,
no. 6, pp. 1728-1767, Mar. 2022.

[2] F. Dong, F. Liu, Y. Cui, S. Lu, and Y. Li, “Sensing as a service in
6G perceptive mobile networks: Architecture, advances, and the road
ahead,” IEEE Network, vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 87-96, Mar. 2024.

[3] Z. Wei, H. Qu, Y. Wang, X. Yuan, H. Wu, Y. Du, K. Han, N. Zhang, and
Z. Feng, “Integrated sensing and communication signals toward 5G-A
and 6G: A survey,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 10, no. 13, pp. 11 068—
11092, 2023.

[4] Y. Liu, Z. Wang, J. Xu, C. Ouyang, X. Mu, and R. Schober, “Near-
field communications: A tutorial review,” IEEE Open J. Commun. Soc.,
vol. 4, pp. 1999-2049, Aug. 2023.

[5]1 Z. Wang, X. Mu, and Y. Liu, “Near-field integrated sensing and
communications,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 27, no. 8, pp. 2048-2052,
Aug. 2023.

[6] J. Cong, C. You, J. Li, L. Chen, B. Zheng, Y. Liu, W. Wu, Y. Gong,
S. Jin, and R. Zhang, “Near-field integrated sensing and communication:
Opportunities and challenges,” IEEE Wirel. Commun., pp. 1-8, Sept.
2024.

[71 Y. Liu, Z. Wang, J. Xu, C. Ouyang, X. Mu, and R. Schober, “Near-
field communications: A tutorial review,” IEEE Open J. Commun. Soc.,
vol. 4, pp. 1999-2049, Aug. 2023.

[8] Z. Wang, J. Zhang, H. Du, D. Niyato, S. Cui, B. Ai, M. Debbah, K. B.
Letaief, and H. V. Poor, “A tutorial on extremely large-scale MIMO for
6G: Fundamentals, signal processing, and applications,” IEEE Commun.
Surv. Tutor, vol. 26, no. 3, pp. 1560-1605, Jan. 2024.

[9] S. Liu, X. Yu, Z. Gao, J. Xu, D. W. K. Ng, and S. Cui, “Sensing-
enhanced channel estimation for near-field XL-MIMO systems,” IEEE
J. Sel. Areas Commun., pp. 1-1, Jan. 2025.

[10] Z. Wang, X. Mu, and Y. Liu, “Rethinking integrated sensing and
communication: When near field meets wideband,” IEEE Commun.
Mag., vol. 62, no. 9, pp. 44-50, Sept. 2024.

S. Yang, W. Lyu, Z. Zhang, and C. Yuen, “Enhancing near-field sensing
and communications with sparse arrays: Potentials, challenges, and
emerging trends,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.08681, 2023.

(11]



[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]
[21]
[22]

(23]

[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

S. Yang, X. Chen, Y. Xiu, W. Lyu, Z. Zhang, and C. Yuen, “Performance
bounds for near-field localization with widely-spaced multi-subarray
mmWave/THz MIMO,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communica-
tions, vol. 23, no. 9, pp. 10757-10772, Mar. 2024.

S. Yang, C. Xie, W. Lyu, B. Ning, Z. Zhang, and C. Yuen, “Near-field
channel estimation for extremely large-scale reconfigurable intelligent
surface (XL-RIS)-aided wideband mmwave systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 42, no. 6, pp. 1567-1582, Apr. 2024.

S. K. Dehkordi, L. Pucci, P. Jung, A. Giorgetti, E. Paolini, and G. Caire,
“Multistatic parameter estimation in the near/far field for integrated
sensing and communication,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 23,
no. 12, pp. 17929-17 944, Sept. 2024.

A. Sakhnini, S. De Bast, M. Guenach, A. Bourdoux, H. Sahli, and
S. Pollin, “Near-field coherent radar sensing using a massive MIMO
communication testbed,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 21, no. 8,
pp. 6256-6270, Feb. 2022.

C. Giovannetti, N. Decarli, and D. Dardari, “Performance bounds for
velocity estimation with extremely large aperture arrays,” IEEE Wireless
Commun. Lett., vol. 13, no. 12, pp. 3513-3517, Oct. 2024.

Z. Wang, X. Mu, and Y. Liu, “Near-field velocity sensing and predictive
beamforming,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., pp. 1-6, Sept. 2024.

H. Jiang, Z. Wang, and Y. Liu, “Near-field sensing enabled pre-
dictive beamforming: From estimation to tracking,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.02027, 2024.

M. Rahal, B. Denis, M. F. Keskin, B. Uguen, and H. Wymeersch, “RIS-
enabled NLoS near-field joint position and velocity estimation under user
mobility,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., pp. 1-12, Jun. 2024.

J. Li and P. Stoica, MIMO radar signal processing. John Wiley &
Sons, 2008.

M. A. Richards, J. Scheer, W. A. Holm, and W. L. Melvin, “Principles
of modern radar,” 2010.

M. 1. Skolnik et al., Introduction to radar systems. McGraw-hill New
York, 1980, vol. 3.

M. Cui and L. Dai, “Near-field wideband beamforming for extremely
large antenna arrays,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 23, no. 10, pp.
13 110-13 124, May 2024.

M. A. Richards et al., Fundamentals of radar signal processing.
Mcgraw-hill New York, 2005, vol. 1.

H.-A. Loeliger, “An introduction to factor graphs,” IEEE Signal Process.
Mag., vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 28-41, Jan. 2004.

D. G. Tzikas, A. C. Likas, and N. P. Galatsanos, “The variational
approximation for bayesian inference,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag.,
vol. 25, no. 6, pp. 131-146, Nov. 2008.

C. M. Bishop, “Pattern recognition and machine learning,” Springer
google schola, vol. 2, pp. 1122-1128, 2006.

M.-A. Badiu, T. L. Hansen, and B. H. Fleury, “Variational bayesian
inference of line spectra,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 65, no. 9,
pp. 2247-2261, 2017.

Q. Zhang, J. Zhu, N. Zhang, and Z. Xu, “Multidimensional variational
line spectra estimation,” IEEE Signal Process. Lett., vol. 27, pp. 945—
949, May 2020.

K. V. Mardia and P. E. Jupp, Directional statistics. John Wiley & Sons,
2009.

F. Kschischang, B. Frey, and H.-A. Loeliger, “Factor graphs and the
sum-product algorithm,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 47, no. 2, pp.
498-519, Aug. 2001.



	Introduction
	System Model and Problem Formulation
	Probability Model of Joint Location and Velocity Estimation
	Piecewise-Far-Field Channel Model
	Probabilistic Model and Factor Graph Representation

	Variational Bayesian Inference
	Inferring the Posterior Probability of .
	Calculate . 
	Calculate . 
	Calculate .
	Calculate .

	Estimating the Hyperparameters .

	Proposed Message Passing-based Estimation Algorithm
	Subarray Parameter Estimation Module
	DoD / DoA Estimation
	Bistatic Doppler Estimation

	Location Estimation Module
	Centralized Location Estimation
	Distributed Location Estimation

	Velocity Estimation Module
	Centralized Velocity Estimation
	Distributed Velocity Estimation

	Overall Algorithm

	Cramer-Rao Bound
	Numerical Simulation
	Conclusion
	Appendix A: Proof of Lemma 1
	Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 3
	Appendix C: Proof of Lemma 4
	Appendix D: Proof of Lemma 5
	Appendix E: Gaussian Message Approximation in (48)
	Appendix F: Gaussian Message Approximation in (50)
	Appendix G: Gaussian Message Approximation in (55)
	Appendix H: Gaussian Message Approximation in (57)
	References

