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Abstract—Multipath-based simultaneous localization and map-
ping (MP-SLAM) is a promising approach in wireless networks
to jointly obtain position information of transmitters/receivers
and information of the propagation environment. MP-SLAM
models specular reflections at flat surfaces as virtual anchors
(VAs), which are mirror images of base stations (BSs). Particle-
based methods offer high flexibility and can approximate poste-
rior probability density functions (PDFs) with complex shapes.
However, they often require a large number of particles to
counteract degeneracy in high-dimensional parameter spaces,
leading to high runtimes. Conversely using too few particles
leads to reduced estimation accuracy. In this paper, we propose a
low-complexity algorithm for MP-SLAM in MIMO systems that
employs sigma point (SP) approximations via the sum-product
algorithm (SPA). Specifically, we use Gaussian approximations
through SP-transformations, drastically reducing computational
overhead without sacrificing accuracy. Nonlinearities are handled
by SP updates, and moment matching approximates the Gaus-
sian mixtures arising from probabilistic data association (PDA).
Numerical results show that our method achieves considerably
shorter runtimes than particle-based schemes, with comparable
or even superior performance.

I. INTRODUCTION

Emerging sensing and signal processing techniques that
exploit multipath propagation promise advanced capabilities
in autonomous navigation, asset localization, and situational
awareness for future communication networks. Multipath-
based simultaneous localization and mapping (MP-SLAM) ef-
fectively tracks mobile transmitters or receivers while mapping
the environment in wireless systems by modelling specular
reflections of RF signals as virtual anchors (VAs), which are
mirror images of base stations (BSs) or static transceivers
called physical anchors (PAs) (see Fig. 1) [1]–[5].

MP-SLAM falls under the umbrella of feature-based SLAM
approaches, which focus on detecting and mapping distinct
environmental features [6], [7]. MP-SLAM facilitates a factor
graph (FG)-based representation of the joint posterior den-
sity and uses the sum-product algorithm (SPA) to solve the
MP-SLAM problem in a Bayesian manner. It allows to solve
the probabilistic data association (PDA) problem inherent to
MP-SLAM with high scalability and was shown to offer a
superior trade-off between robustness and runtime [3], [4],
[8], [9]. MP-SLAM has been successfully applied to a variety
of different scenarios, including cooperative localization [10],
the use of adaptive map feature models [11], and environ-
ments that involve reflections from rough surfaces [12]. Most
MP-SLAM methods use particle-based implementations [13]
to represent the joint posterior distribution [3], [4], [8], [9].
Particle-based methods offer high flexibility and can pro-
vide an asymptotically optimal approximation of posterior
probability density functions (PDFs) with complex shapes.

This project was funded by the Christian Doppler Research Association.
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Fig. 1: Exemplary indoor environment including the mobile agent at position
pn, a PA at position p(1)A and two corresponding VAs at position p(1)1,va and

p
(2)
2,va. The visualization includes the array geometry used by the agent and

PAs, along with the geometric relationships between the objects.

This property is particularly useful for highly nonlinear and
reduced information scenarios, such as time-of-arrival (TOA)-
only MP-SLAM, where the inherent physics of the problem
can induce strongly non-Gaussian PDFs [4]. While the factor
graph-based approach to MP-SLAM allows for significant
reduction of the problem complexity, it typically still requires
a high number of particles to counteract degeneracy in high-
dimensional parameter spaces, leading to high runtimes; con-
versely using too few particles leads to reduced estimation
accuracy. In multiple input multiple output (MIMO) systems,
array measurements enable jointly estimating TOA, angle-
of-arrival (AOA) and angle-of-arrival (AOD). The additional
information contained in AOA and AOD estimates can yield
unambiguous measurement transformations, allowing the re-
sulting joint posterior PDF to be approximated accurately by
Gaussian densities. A popular method for approximating PDFs
that arise from nonlinear transformations is the unscented or
sigma point (SP) transform [14]–[16], which has been shown
to offer superior approximation performance compared to first-
order Taylor linearization employed by Kalman Filter (KF)-
type methods.

In this paper, we propose an SP-based implementation of
the SPA algorithm for MP-SLAM. By approximating all PDFs
using SPs, we efficiently evaluate the integrals required by
the algorithm. We describe in detail the steps involved in this
approximation, emphasizing the handling of nonlinearities in
both the state transition and the measurement models, and
discuss the use of moment matching to approximate Gaussian
mixtures arising from data association. The main contributions
of this paper are as follows.

• We propose a novel SP-based implementation of the SPA
algorithm for MP-SLAM.

• We leverage Gaussian approximations of all PDFs by
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means of SPs, enabling efficient evaluation of the inte-
grals required by the algorithm and we provide a detailed
derivation of these approximations.

• We validate our method demonstrating significantly lower
runtimes compared to a particle-based implementation
[4], [8], [17] and also improved accuracy in certain cases.

Notations and Definitions: column vectors and matrices are
denoted by boldface lowercase and uppercase letters. Random
variables are displayed in san serif, upright font, e.g., x and
x and their realizations in serif, italic font, e.g. x. f(x) and
p(x) denote, respectively, the PDF or probability mass function
(PMF) of a continuous or discrete random variable x (these
are short notations for fx(x) or px(x)). (·)T, denotes the
matrix transpose. ∥·∥ is the Euclidean norm. | · | represents
the cardinality of a set. blkdiag{A,B} denotes a block-
diagonal matrix with A and B on the diagonal and zero
matrices in the off-diagonal blocks. I[·] is an identity matrix of
dimension given in the subscript. Furthermore, 1A(x) denotes
the indicator function that is 1A(x) = 1 if x ∈ A and 0
otherwise, for A being an arbitrary set and R+ is the set of
positive real numbers. The Gaussian PDF is fN(x;µ, σ) =
1/(

√
2πσ)e(−(x−µ)2/(2σ2)) with mean µ, standard deviation

σ and the uniform PDF fU(x; a, b) = 1/(b− a)1[a,b](x).
II. SYSTEM SETUP AND GEOMETRICAL RELATIONS

At each time step n, we consider a mobile agent located at
position pn ≜ [pxn pyn]

T, equipped with
√
Nant times

√
Nant

uniform planar array (UPA) with Nant antenna elements spaced
distance dant apart and oriented at angle κn. Similarly, J BSs
acting as PAs and placed at fixed positions p(j)A ≜ [p

(j)
xA p

(j)
yA ]

T

are also equipped with an N
(j)
ant -element UPA, with spacing

d
(j)
ant . A radio signal r(j)n transmitted by the mobile agent at

carrier frequency fc and with signal-bandwidth B arrives at
the receiver via the line-of-sight (LOS) path as well as via
multipath components (MPCs) originating from the reflection
of surrounding objects.

1) Feature Model: Reflections caused by flat surfaces are
modelled by VAs [5], [9], [12], mirroring the position of
the physical anchors on the respective surfaces, located at
p
(j)
k,va = pn + 2(uT

kek − uT
kp

(j)
A )uk for first-order reflections,

with the vector ek pointing from the coordinate origin to
the surface k and the unit vector uk normal to that same
surface. For notational conciseness, PAs positions will be
referred to as p(j)A ≜ p

(j)
1,va. Further, we denote the distance

between the agent and any anchor as d(j)k,n ≜ d(pn,p
(j)
k,va) =

||pn − p
(j)
k,va||, the AOA as θ

(j)
k,n ≜ ∠(pn,p

(j)
k,va) + κn =

atan2 (p
(j)
yA − pyn, p

(j)
xA − pxn) + κn and the AOD as ϑ(j)k,n =

∠(pn,p
(j)
A ) = atan2 (pyn − p

(j)
yA , pxn − p

(j)
xA ) for PAs and

ϑ
(j)
k,n = ∠(pn, q

(j)
k,n) = atan2 (pyn − p

(j)
yk,n, pxn − p

(j)
xk,n) for

VAs (see Fig. 1). The reflection point q(j)k,n ≜ [p
(j)
xk,n p

(j)
yk,n]

T,
needed to relate the AOD to a VA is given by

q
(j)
k,n = p

(j)
k,va +

(p
(j)
A − p(j)k,va)Tuk

2(pn − p(j)k,va)Tuk
(pn − p(j)k,va). (1)

2) Measurement Extraction: For each time n and anchor j,
a channel estimation and detection algorithm (CEDA) [18]–

[21] extracts an unknown number of measurements m ∈
M(j)

n ≜ {1, . . . ,M (j)
n } from a received RF signal vector

r
(j)
n . Each measurement z(j)m,n = [z

(j)
dm,n

z
(j)
θm,n

z
(j)
ϑm,n

z
(j)
um,n]

T

contains a distance z
(j)
dm,n

= [0, dmax], AOA z
(j)
θm,n

=

[−π, π], AOD z
(j)
ϑm,n

= [−π, π] and normalized amplitude

z
(j)
um,n = [γ,∞) component, where dmax is the maximum

distance and γ the detection threshold of the CEDA. In effect,
channel estimation and detection is a compression of the
information contained in r

(j)
n into the measurement vector

z
(j)
n = [z

(j)T
1,n . . . z

(j)T

M(j)
n ,n

]. Note that in contrast to related

work, such as [22], [23], in this work the amplitude z
(j)
um,n

is used exclusively to calculate the measurement variances of
z
(j)
dm,n

, z(j)θm,n, and z(j)ϑm,n according to [8].

III. SYSTEM MODEL

The state of the mobile agent is given as xn = [pT
n vT

n κn]
T,

with its position pn = [px,n py,n]
T, velocity vn = [vx,n vy,n]

T,
and orientation κn. In line with [4], [24], we account for
an unknown number of VAs by introducing potential virtual
anchors (PVAs) k ∈ {1, . . . ,K(j)

n } ≜ K(j)
n . The PVA states

are denoted as y
(j)
k,n ≜ [ψ

(j)
k,n

T r
(j)
k,n]

T, where ψ(j)k,n represents
the PVA position and r

(j)
k,n ∈ {0, 1} is an existence variable

modeling the existence/nonexistence of PVA k, i.e., r(j)k,n = 1
if the PVA exists. Formally, its state is maintained even if PVA
k is nonexistent, i.e., if r(j)k,n = 0. In that case, the position
ψ
(j)
k,n is irrelevant. Therefore, all PDFs defined for PVA states,
f(y

(j)
k,n) = f(ψ

(j)
k,n, r

(j)
k,n), are of the form f(ψ

(j)
k,n, r

(j)
k,n = 0) =

f
(j)
k,n fd(ψ

(j)
k,n), where fd(ψ

(j)
k,n) is an arbitrary “dummy PDF,”

and f (j)k,n ∈ [0, 1] is a constant representing the probability of
non-existence [4], [24]. Note that for k ∈ {2, . . . ,K(j)

n }, the
PVAs have unknown states y

(j)
k,n. In contrast, the PVA labeled

k = 1 represent the PA, whose position ψ(j)1,n is assumed to
be known. All PVAs states and agent states up to time n are
denoted as yn≜ [y

(1)T
n · · · y(J)T

n ]T and y0:n≜ [yT
0 · · · yT

n]
T and

x0:n≜ [xT
0 · · · xT

n]
T, respectively.

A. State Evolution

The movement of the agent follows a linear model xn =
Axn−1 + wn, where wn is zero mean, Gaussian and i.i.d.
across n, with covariance matrix Cx, where we denote the
associated state-transition distribution as f(xn|xn−1). We
distinguish between two types of PVAs, based on their origin:

1) Legacy PVAs y
(j)
k,n (k ∈ K(j)

n−1) corresponding to PVAs
that existed at the previous time y

(j)
k,n−1.

2) New PVAs y(j)m,n (m ∈ M(j)
n ) appearing at the current

time n for the first time [4], [24]. For each measurement
z
(j)
n at time n a new PVA is introduced.

Legacy PVAs evolve according to the joint state-transition PDF

f(xn,yn|xn−1,yn−1)

= f(xn|xn−1)

J∏
j=1

K
(j)
n−1∏
k=1

f(y(j)
k,n

|y(j)
k,n−1) (2)



where f(y(j)
k,n|y

(j)
k,n−1) = f(ψ(j)

k,n
, r

(j)
k,n|ψ

(j)
k,n−1, r

(j)
k,n−1) is the

augmented state-transition PDF assuming that the augmented
agent state as well as the PVA states evolve independently
across k, n and j [24]. At time n, a PVA that existed at time
n − 1 either dies or survives with probability ps. In the case
it does survive, its state is distributed according to the state-
transition PDF f(ψ(j)

k,n
|ψ(j)
k,n−1), leading to

f(ψ(j)

k,n
, r

(j)
k,n|ψ

(j)
k,n-1, 1) =

{
(1− ps)fd(ψ

(j)

k,n
), r

(j)
k,n = 0

psf(ψ
(j)

k,n
|ψ(j)
k,n-1), r

(j)
k,n = 1

. (3)

If a PVA did not exist at time n−1, i.e., r(j)k,n−1=0, it cannot
exist at time n as a legacy PVA, meaning

f(ψ(j)

k,n
, r

(j)
k,n|ψ

(j)
k,n−1, 0) =

{
fd(ψ

(j)

k,n
), r

(j)
k,n = 0

0, r
(j)
k,n = 1

. (4)

New PVAs are modeled by a Poisson point process with
mean number of new PVA µn and PDF fn(ψ

(j)

m,n), where
µn is assumed to be a known constant. Here, r(j)m,n = 1

indicates that the measurement z
(j)
m,n was generated by a

newly detected PVA. New PVAs become legacy PVAs at time
n+1. Accordingly, the number of legacy PVAs is updated as
K

(j)
n = K

(j)
n−1+M

(j)
n . To prevent the indefinite growth in the

number of PVAs, PVA states with low existence probability
(but not PAs) are removed, as described in Sec. IV-A.

B. Measurement Model

Prior to being observed, measurements z
(j)
n , and conse-

quently their number M
(j)
n , are considered random and are

represented by the vector z
(j)
n = [z

(j)T
1,n . . . z

(j)T

M
(j)
n ,n

]. Both
quantities are stacked into matrices containing all current
measurements zn = [z

(1) T
n ... z

(J) T
n ]T and their numbers Mn =

[M
(1)
n . . .M

(J)
n ]. We assume the likelihood function (LHF) of a

measurement f(z(j)m,n|xn,ψ(j)
k,n) to be conditionally indepen-

dent across its components z(j)dm,n
, z(j)θm,n and z(j)ϑm,n, i.e.,

f(z(j)m,n|xn,ψ(j)
k,n) = f(z

(j)
dm,n

|pn,p(j)k,va)f(z
(j)
ϑm,n

|pn,p(j)k,va)
× f(z

(j)
θm,n

|pn, κn,p(j)k,va) (5)
where all factors are given by Gaussian PDFs (details
can be found in [17]). False alarm measurements are as-
sumed to be statistically independent of PVA states and
are modeled by a Poisson point process with mean µfa

and PDF ffa(z
(j)
m,n), which is assumed to factorize as

ffa(z
(j)
m,n) = ffa(z

(j)
dm,n

)ffa(z
(j)
θm,n

)ffa(z
(j)
ϑm,n

). All individual
false alarm LHFs are uniformly distributed in their respec-
tive domain. We approximate the mean number of false
alarms as µfa = Ns e

−γ2

, where the right-hand side ex-
pression corresponds to the false alarm probability pfa(u) =∫
fTRayl(u ;

√
1/2 , γ) du = e−γ

2

[23, p. 5].

C. Data Association Uncertainty

The inference problem at hand is complicated by the data
association uncertainty: at time n, it is unknown which mea-
surement z(j)m,n (extracted with detection probability pd from
PA j) originates from a PVA, a PA, or clutter. Moreover, one

has take into account missed detections and the possibility that
a PVA has just become visible or obstructed during the current
time step n. In line with [4], [24], we apply the ”point object
assumption”, i.e. we assume that each PVA generates at most
one measurement and each measurement is generated by at
most one PVA, per time n. We use a redundant formulation
of the data association problem using two association vectors
a
(j)
n ≜ [a

(j)
1,n · · · a(j)Kn−1,n

]T and a(j)n ≜ [a
(j)
1,n · · · a(j)Mn,n

]T

leading to an algorithm that is scalable for large numbers of
PVAs and measurements [4], [24], [25]. The first variable, a(j)k,n
takes values m ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M (j)

n }, is PVA-oriented indicating
which measurement m was generated by PVA k, where
0 represents the event that no measurement was generated
by PVA k (missed detection). The second variable a(j)m,n is
measurement-oriented taking values k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K(j)

n } and
specifying the source k of each measurement m, where 0
represents a measurement not originating from a legacy PVA
(i.e, it originates from a new PVA or clutter). To enforce the
point target assumption the exclusion functions Ψ(a

(j)
n ,a(j)

n )

and Γ
a
(j)
m,n

(r
(j)
m,n) are applied. The former prevents two legacy

PVAs from being generated by the same measurement, while
the latter ensures that a measurement cannot be generated by
both a new PVA and a legacy PVA simultaneously. The func-

tion Ψ(a
(j)
n ,a(j)

n ) ≜
∏K

(j)
n−1

k=1

∏M(j)
n

m=1 ψ(a
(j)
k,n, a

(j)
m,n) is defined

by its factors, given as

ψ(a
(j)
k,n, a

(j)
m,n)≜

0,
a
(j)
k,n = m and a(j)m,n ̸= k or
a
(j)
m,n = k and a(j)k,n ̸= m

1, else

(6)

and Γ
a
(j)
m,n

(r
(j)
m,n) is given as

Γ
a
(j)
m,n

(r(j)m,n)≜

{
0, r

(j)
m,n = 1 and a(j)m,n ̸= 0

1, else
. (7)

The joint vectors containing all association variables for times
n are given by an ≜ [a

(j)T
1 ... a

(j)T
n ]T, an ≜ [a

(j)T
1 ... a(j)Tn ]T.

IV. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PROPOSED METHOD

In this section we formulate the estimation problem, in-
troduce the joint posterior distribution, and outline proposed
sum-product algorithm (SPA).

A. Problem Formulation and State Estimation

We aim to estimate the agent state xn considering all
measurements z1:n up to the current time n. In particular,
we calculate an estimate by using the minimum mean-square
error (MMSE), which is given as [26]

x̂MMSE
n ≜

∫
xn f(xn|z1:n) dxn (8)

with x̂MMSE
n = [p̂MMSE T

n v̂MMSE T
n κ̂MMSE

n ]T. We also aim to
determine an estimate of the environment map, represented
by an unknown number of PVAs with their respective posi-
tions ψ(j)

k,n. To this end, we determine the marginal posterior
existence probabilities p(r(j)k,n = 1

∣∣z1:n) =
∫
f(ψ

(j)
k,n , r

(j)
k,n =

1
∣∣z1:n)dψ(j)

k,n and the marginal posterior PDFs f(ψ(j)
k,n|r

(j)
k,n =



1, z1:n) = f(ψ
(j)
k,n, r

(j)
k,n = 1|z1:n)/p(r(j)k,n = 1|z1:n). A PVAs

k is declared to exist if p(r(j)k,n = 1|z1:n) > pde, where pde is
a detection threshold. To avoid that the number of PVAs states
grows indefinitely, PVAs states with p(r

(j)
k,n = 1|z1:n) < ppr

are removed from the state space. For existing PVAs, an
position estimate ψ(j)

k,n is again calculated by the MMSE [26]

ψ̂
(j)MMSE
k,n ≜

∫
ψ

(j)
k,n f(ψ

(j)
k,n|r

(j)
k,n = 1, z1:n) dψ

(j)
k,n. (9)

As a direct computation of marginal distributions from the
joint posterior f(x0:n,y1:n,a1:n,a1:n,m1:n|z1:n) is infeasi-
ble [24], we perform message passing on the factor graph
that represents the factorization of the joint distributions. The
messages at issue are computed efficiently by applying a
Gaussian approximation to all PDFs.

B. Joint Posterior and Factor Graph

Applying Bayes’ rule as well as some commonly used
independence assumptions [4], [24], the joint posterior PDF
is given as

f(x0:n,y1:n,a1:n,a1:n,m1:n|z1:n)

∝ f(x0)

J∏
j′=1

f(y(j′)
1,0

)

n∏
n′=1

Φx(xn′ |xn′−1)

J∏
j=1

Ψ
(
a
(j)
n′ ,a

(j)
n′

)
×
K

(j)

n′−1∏
k=1

Φk
(
y(j)
k,n′

∣∣y(j)
k,n′−1

)
g
(
xn′ ,ψ(j)

k,n′ , r
(j)
k,n′ , a

(j)
k,n′ ; z

(j)
n′

)
×
M

(j)

n′∏
m=1

g
(
xn′ ,ψ

(j)

m,n′ , r
(j)
m,n′ , a

(j)
m,n′ ; z

(j)
n′

)
(10)

where we introduced the state-transition func-
tions Φx(xn|xn−1) ≜ f(xn|xn−1), and
Φk(y

(j)
k,n|y

(j)
k,n−1) ≜ f(y

(j)
k,n|y

(j)
k,n−1), as well as

the pseudo LHFs g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

k,n
, r

(j)
k,n, a

(j)
k,n; z

(j)
n

)
and

g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

m,n, r
(j)
m,n, a

(j)
m,n; z

(j)
n

)
, for legacy PVAs and new

PVAs, respectively. For g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

k,n
, r

(j)
k,n, a

(j)
k,n; z

(j)
n

)
one

obtains
g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

k,n
, 1, a

(j)
k,n; z

(j)
n

)

=


pdf(z

(j)
m,n|xn,ψ(j)

k,n
)

µfaffa
(
z
(j)
m,n

) , a
(j)
k,n=m ∈M(j)

n

1−pd , a
(j)
k,n= 0

(11)

and g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

k,n
, 0, a

(j)
k,n; z

(j)
n

)
= 1{0}

(
a
(j)
k,n

)
. Similarly, for

g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

m,n, r
(j)
m,n, a

(j)
m,n; z

(j)
n

)
one can write

g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

m,n, 1, a
(j)
m,n; z

(j)
n

)
≜


0 , a

(j)
m,n∈K(j)

n−1

µnfn(ψ
(j)

m,n)f(z
(j)
m,n|xn,ψ

(j)

m,n)

µfaffa
(
z
(j)
m,n

) , a
(j)
m,n = 0

(12)

and g
(
xn,ψ

(j)

m,n, 0, a
(j)
m,n; z

(j)
n

)
≜ fd

(
ψ

(j)

m,n

)
. A detailed

derivation of (10) is provided in [4], [23].

C. Sum-Product Algorithm (SPA)

To compute the marginal distributions of Eq. (10), we
apply belief propagation (BP) by means of the sum-product
algorithm (SPA) rules [27], [28] on the FG depicted in
Fig. 2a. A full derivation of these messages is provided in
the supplementary material of [23].

D. Sigma Point Transform

The nonlinear measurement model is handled by means
of the unscented transform or SP transform, which entails
calculating a set of I points, called sigma points (SPs) with
corresponding weights {(s(i), w(i)

m , w
(i)
c }Ii=0 from a Gaussian

PDF with mean vector µs and covariance matrix Cs [14].
The SPs are then propagated through the nonlinear function
t = H(s), resulting in the set {(s(i), t(i), w(i)

m , w
(i)
c }Ii=0

from which the approximated mean, covariance and cross-
covariance are calculated as [14]

µ̃t =

2I∑
i=0

w(i)
m t

(i), C̃t =

2I∑
i=0

w(i)
c (t(i) − µ̃t)(t

(i) − µ̃t)
T (13)

and C̃st =

2I∑
i=0

w(i)
c (s(i) − µs)(t

(i) − µ̃t)
T. (14)

Expressions involving the measurement model (Sec. III-B) are
approximated by the equations given above as shown explicitly
in [16].

E. Message Approximation

In this section, we discuss the calculation of SPA messages
through a selection of examples. To reiterate, we approximate
all distributions as Gaussians because it leads to integrals that
are easily solvable. Messages subject to approximation are
denoted in the factor graph in Fig. 2a.

1) Prediction: The state prediction is calculated by apply-
ing the KF prediction [29, p. 202] to the PDF contained in
the beliefs from the previous time step. The belief of the
agent is normally distributed with mean x̂n−1 and covariance
Pn−1 and the associated prediction message is denoted as
χ̃x(xn) = fN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n ). Note, that in the case of a non-

linear state transition model, the prediction can be calculated
via the SP transformations given in Sec. IV-D.

2) Measurement Evaluation: We display the case of new
PVAs with a

(j)
m,n = 0 and insert Eq. (12) and the predicted

agent state into [23, Eq. 7], which results in

ξ̃
(
a(j)m,n

)
= 1 +

µn

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

∫∫
fN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n )fn

(
ψ

(j)

m,n

)
× f

(
z(j)m,n|xn,ψ

(j)

m,n

)
dxndψ

(j)

m,n. (15)

Within the Gaussian framework, the uniform PDF fU(ψ
(j)

m,n)
cannot be modelled straightforwardly, instead the outer inte-
gral is approximated as described in the appendix to [3] and
entails performing importance sampling with fU(ψ

(j)

m,n) acting
as target distribution. The proposal density

fn
(
ψ

(j)

m,n

)
= fN(ψ

(j)

m,n; ψ̂
(j)

m,n,Q
(j)

m,n) (16)

is calculated by transforming new measurements into the VA
domain, which is discussed later on. The outer integral is ap-



proximated by a sum over P samples ψ
(j)

m,n,p, with correspond-

ing weights w
(j)
m,n,p = fU(ψ

(j)

m,n)/fN(ψ
(j)

m,n; ψ̂
(j)

m,n,Q
(j)

m,n)
drawn from the proposal density leading to

ξ̃
(
a(j)m,n

)
≈ 1 +

µn

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

P∑
p=0

w(j)
m,n,p

∫
fN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n )

× fN(ψ
(j)

m,n; ψ̂
(j)

m,n,Q
(j)

m,n)f
(
z(j)m,n|xn,ψ

(j)

m,n

)
dxn.

(17)
The inner integral is solved by the KF innovation equation
[29, p. 202], leading to

ξ̃
(
a(j)m,n

)
≈ 1 +

µn

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

P∑
p=0

w(j)
m,n,p

× fN(z
(j)
m,n; µ

(j)
m,n, Cz +C

(j)

m,n) (18)

where µ(j)
m,n and C

(j)

m,n are calculated as shown in IV-D.
To calculate the proposal density, a set of SPs is calculated
for both agent state {(x̃(i)

n , w
(i)
m, w

(i)
c )}Ii=0 and measurements

{(z̃(l)
m,n, w

(l)
m, w

(l)
c )}Ll=0, with I and L denoting the number of

SPs necessary to cover the respective state dimensionality.
Then, using geometrical relations from Sec. II, birthplaces are
calculated from all possible point combinations, resulting in
the set {(ψ(o,j)

m,n , w
(o)
m , w

(o)
c )}O=I·L

o=0 . From this set, mean and
covariance are calculated as shown in IV-D. For legacy PVAs,
the measurement evaluation is again solved by applying the
KF innovation equation to compute the integral

β̃part
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
=

∫∫
fN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n )fN(ψ

(j)

k,n
; ψ̂

(j)−
k,n

,Q(j)−
k,n

)

× f
(
z(j)m,n|xn,ψ(j)

k,n

)
dxndψ

(j)

k,n

= fN(z
(j)
m,n; µ

(j)
k,n
, Cz +C

(j)
k,n) (19)

with β̃part
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
denoting a partial result which corresponds to

the evidence of this local problem and ψ(j)

k,n
as the PVA state

contained in the prediction message (see Eq. (26)).
3) Belief Calculation: The agent belief [23, Eq. 18] is cal-

culated by inserting [23, Eq. 13] and disregarding the constant
factor, as the final distribution has to follow a Gaussian PDF

q̃(xn) =

J∏
j=1

∏
k∈K(j)

n−1

A
(j)
k,nfN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n ) +B

(j)
k,n

M(j)
n∑

a
(j)
k,n=1

η̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
×
∫
fN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n )fN(ψ

(j)

k,n
; ψ̂

(j)−
k,n

,Q(j)−
k,n

)

× f
(
z(j)m,n|xn,ψ(j)

k,n

)
dψ(j)

k,n
. (20)

Here A(j)
k,n and B(j)

k,n denote constant factors and η̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
is cal-

culated by loopy BP (see Sec. VII). The integral is computed
using a KF update for both the agent and PVA k of anchor
j by stacking their moments into µ−(j)

k,n = [x̂−T
n ψ̂

(j)−T

k,n
]T and

C
(j)
k,n = blkdiag {P−

n ,Q
(j)−
k,n

} as

µ
(j)
k,n = µ

−(j)
k,n +Kn(zn − µ̃−(j)

k,n ) (21)

C
(j)
k,n = C

−(j)
k,n −Kn(C̃

−(j)
k,n +Cz)K

T
n (22)

whereKn = C̃
−(j)
z,k,n(C̃

−(j)
k,n +Cz)

−1 is the Kalman gain, µ̃−(j)
k,n

and C̃
−(j)
k,n are calculated as in Eq. (13) and C̃

−(j)
z,k,n as in

Eq. (14). The mean x̂′
n and covariance matrix P ′

n are recov-
ered from µ

(j)
k,n and C(j)

k,n (ignoring the block-crossvariance
matrices) leading to

q̃(xn) =

J∏
j=1

∏
k∈K(j)

n−1

A
(j)
k,nfN(xn; x̂

−
n ,P

−
n ) +B

(j)
k,n

×
M(j)

n∑
a
(j)
k,n=1

η̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
β̃part(a

(j)
k,n)fN(xn; x̂

′
n,P

′
n). (23)

Since the Kalman update provides the posterior PDF, the
evidence term needs to be accounted for as stated in Bayes’
theorem, i.e. the resulting distribution has to be multiplied with
β̃part(a

(j)
k,n) from (19). The weighted sum of Gaussian PDFs

found in the equation above needs to be approximated by a
Gaussian PDF as well. This is achieved using the so-called
moment matching method described in [29, p. 55], which
provides the mean x̂(j)

k,n and covariance matrix P (j)
k,n of the

resulting ”matched” PDF. Finally, neglecting the normalization
constant, the product of Gaussian PDFs is determined by [30]

q̃(xn) =

J∏
j=1

∏
k∈K(j)

n−1

fN(xn; x̂
(j)
k,n,P

(j)
k,n)

∝ fN(xn; x̂n,Pn) (24)

where Pn =
(∑J

j=1

∑
k∈K(j)

n−1
P

−1(j)
k,n

)−1
and x̂n =

Pn
∑J
j=1

∑
k∈K(j)

n−1
P

−1(j)
k,n x̂

(j)
k,n.

V. NUMERICAL EVALUATION

We apply the proposed algorithm to several different set-
tings and compare it against the performance of a MIMO
implementation of particle-based MP-SLAM following [4],
[8], [17], using a varying number of particles. For the agent,
the positioning error is quantified in terms of the root mean
squared error (RMSE) and the empirical cumulative distri-
bution function (eCDF) of the error magnitude epos, while
for VAs we show the mean optimal subpattern assignment
(OSPA) with a cut-off parameter of 5 and order of 2 [31] and
the cardinality error. Furthermore, we display the Cramèr-Rao
Lower Bound (CRLB) [32]–[34] as a benchmark and the mean
runtime of the algorithm per iteration.

A. Simulation and Algorithm Parameters

Measurements are generated according to the model de-
scribed in Sec. III-B and only considering first order reflec-
tions. The scenario’s geometry depicted in Fig. 2b shows
the agent’s Nsteps = 300 step long trajectory through an
approximately 6.5m × 7.5m sized room, equipped with one
physical anchor. The signal is transmitted at fc = 6GHz with
a bandwidth of B = 500MHz and a root-raised cosine pulse
shape with roll-off factor β = 0.6. The signal power follows
a free-space path loss model and is equal to 40dB at one-
meter distance with each reflection causing a 3dB attenuation.
Receiver and transmitter both have a 3×3 antenna array, each
element spaced dant = λ

4 apart. The mean number of false
alarms is approximated according to µfa = 2Nant · e−γ

2

[23]
with a detection threshold of γ = 9dB, which results in a
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Fig. 2: (a) Factor graph corresponding to the factorization shown in (10). Dashed arrows represent messages that are only passed in one direction. The following
short notations are used: K ≜ K

(j)
n−1, M ≜M

(j)
n ; variable nodes: ak ≜ a

(j)
k,n, am ≜ a

(j)
m,n, x ≜ xn, y

k
≜ y(j)k,n, ym ≜ y(j)m,n; r0 ≜ r

(j)
0,n; factor nodes:

Φx ≜ Φx(xn|xn), Φk ≜ Φk(y
(j)
k,n|y

(j)
k,n−1), gk ≜ g(xn,ψ

(j)
k,n, r

(j)
k,n, a

(j)
k,n;z

(j)
n ), gm ≜ g(xn,ψ

(j)
m,n, r

(j)
m,n, a

(j)
m,n;z

(j)
n ), ψk,m ≜ ψ(a

(j)
k,n, a

(j)
m,n);

prediction: χk ≜ χ(ψ
(j)
k,n, r

(j)
k,n), χx ≜ χx(xn); measurement evaluation: βk ≜ β(a

(j)
k,n), ξm ≜ ξ(a

(j)
m,n); loopy DA: νm,k ≜ νm→k(a

(j)
k,n), ζk,m ≜

ζk→m(a
(j)
m,n), ηk ≜ η(a

(j)
k,n), ςm ≜ ς(a

(j)
m,n); measurement update: γk ≜ γ(ψ

(j)
k,n, r

(j)
k,n), ρk ≜ ρ

(j)
k (xn), ϕm ≜ ϕ(ψ

(j)
m,n, r

(j)
m,n), κm ≜ κ

(j)
m (xn); belief

calculation: qx ≜ q(xn), q
(j)
k ≜ q(y

(j)
k,n), q

(j)
m ≜ q(y

(j)
m,n), q

−
x ≜ q(xn−1), q

−(j)
k ≜ q(y

(j)
k,n−1). (b) Scenario used to generate synthetic data showing the

true map, i.e. one PA with its VAs, the room and a wall temporarily obstructing the LOS, as well as the estimated agent and VA positions along with a
visualization of their covariance matrix (100-fold) at time n = 52.

mean clutter rate of µfa ≈ 5. All experiments were performed
with a total of 500 realizations, except particle implementa-
tions involving 100, 000 and 200, 000 particles, which were
performed with 200 realizations. New PVAs are initialized
with a mean number of µn = 0.1 and distributed uniformly
on a disc with radius dmax = 15m. The survival probability is
set to ps = 0.999 and the threshold of existence above which
a VA is considered detected or lost equals pde = 0.5 and
ppr = 10−4 respectively. The loopy data association performs
a maximum of NDA = 105 message passing iterations and the
number of samples P , used to approximate the distribution of
new PVAs is P = 10. Further, we model the movement of
the agent according to the continuous velocity and stochastic
acceleration model xn = Axn−1 + Bw′

n detailed in [29, p.
273], where w′

n is a zero mean Gaussian noise process, i.i.d.
across n, and with covariance matrix σ2

a I2. Here, σ2
a denotes

the acceleration standard deviation, and the state transition
matrices are given as

A =

[
1 ∆T
0 1

]
⊗ IND and B =

[
∆T 2

2
∆T

]
⊗ IND

with ∆T as the observation period, set to 1s. The model is
rewritten to fit the model in Sec. III-A by setting wn ≜ Bw′

n,
where wn is still zero mean and i.i.d. across n, but with
covariance matrix

Cx =

[
∆T 4

4
∆T 3

2
∆T 3

2 ∆T 2

]
⊗ IND

σ2
a .

The velocity state transition noise is chosen to be σ2
a = 9 ·

10−4m/s2 in accordance with the boundaries given in [29,
p. 274] and the orientation variance to σ2

a = 5◦. The initial

agent state is drawn from a normal distribution centred around
the true agent position with standard deviations σp,0 = 0.1m,
σv,0 = 0.01m/s and σκ,0 = 10◦ for its position, velocity and
orientation. The location of all PAs is assumed to be fixed and
known, however for numerical reasons a small regularization
noise with variance σ2

reg = 0.012m is added to their position.

B. Numerical Results

Experiment 1: We consider a scenario, in which the agent
and PA have a line-of-sight (LOS) connection throughout the
whole trajectory and display the results in Fig. 3a - 3d. The
eCDF of the agent’s position error in Fig. 3c and the RMSE
in Fig. 3d show similar results for the SP and particle-based
implementations with 100000 particles, both of them coming
close to the CRLB. The mean OSPA of all VAs (Fig. 3a) is
higher for the SP implementation when compared to the 50000
and 100000 particle versions, which can be traced back to a
higher mean cardinality error displayed in Fig. 3b. The 10000-
particle implementation leads to an agent estimation error
larger than 10cm in 8% of cases. The differences in runtime
are significant, with the SP version being about 100 times
faster than the comparison algorithm with 100000 particles
and around 10 times faster for 10000 particles. Comparable
runtimes could be achieved using 1000 particles, which leads
to a total loss of the agent’s trajectory in all 500 realizations.

TABLE I: Mean runtime per iteration.

SP 1000 p. 10000 p. 50000 p. 100000 p.
0.029s 0.039s 0.275s 0.948s 1.936s
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Fig. 3: Simulation results in terms of the agent position RMSE from Ex.1 (d) and Ex.2 (e), as well as the mean OSPA of all VAs (a) and associated cardinality
error (b) from Ex.1 over all time steps. (c) shows the eCDF of the agent position error for Ex.1 (full) and Ex.2 (dashed). Gray areas in (e) indicate obstructed
line-of-sight (OLOS) situations between agent and PA.

Experiment 2: The overall setting of Ex. 1 is unchanged
with an additional wall added to the room, which at times
obstructs the LOS connection to the PA as well as to some
VAs (Fig. 2b). The best result is achieved by the particle-based
implementation with 100000 particles, as displayed in Fig. 3
(c) and (e). For the SP implementation the agent position is lost
in 1% of realizations, which were removed from the RMSE
plot in Fig. 3(e). Execution times remain the same as for Ex.
1 and are listed in Tab. I.

VI. CONCLUSION

We proposed a low complexity implementation of the
sum-product algorithm (SPA) algorithm for multipath-based
simultaneous localization and mapping (MP-SLAM). By using
the uncented or sigma point (SP) transform to approximate
probability density functions (PDFs) as Gaussian, integrals
involved in the SPA can be efficiently evaluated and posterior
PDFs accurately represented. This is particularly suitable for
multiple input multiple output (MIMO) systems, where the
joint availability of time-of-arrival (TOA), angle-of-arrival
(AOA) and angle-of-arrival (AOD) measurements leads to
unambiguous transformations, allowing the resulting joint pos-
terior PDF to be approximated accurately by Gaussian den-
sities. Through numerical evaluation in two different MIMO
settings, we demonstrated that the proposed algorithm achieves
accurate and robust localization results with runtimes in the
order of tens of milliseconds. In comparison, a particle-based
MP-SLAM algorithm required a high number of particles to
achieve similar localization performance, resulting in signifi-
cantly increased runtimes.

VII. APPENDIX

This appendix provides approximation results for all mes-
sages displayed in Fig. 2a.

Prediction: Applying the agent state transition model stated
in Sec. III-A gives

χ̃x(xn) = fN(xn; x̂
−
n ,P

−
n ) with

x̂−
n = Ax̂n−1, P−

n = APn−1A
T +Cx. (25)

PVAs are affected by the survival probability ps as

χ̃
(
ψ(j)

k,n
, 1
)
= pse

(j)
k,n−1fN (ψ(j)

k,n
; ψ̂

(j)−
k,n

,Q(j)−
k,n

) (26)

with ψ̂
(j)−
k,n

= ψ̂
(j)

k,n−1
, Q(j)−

k,n
=Q(j)

k,n−1
and e(j)k,n−1 denoting

the existence probability of time n− 1 calculated in (31).

Measurement Evaluation legacy PVAs: In the case a(j)k,n = 0

the message equals β̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
= (1 − pd)χ

(j)
k,n with χ

(j)
k,n =

(1− pse
(j)
k,n−1) and otherwise

β̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
=

pspde
(j)
k,n−1

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

fN(z
(j)
m,n; µ

(j)
k,n
, Cz +C

(j)
k,n) (27)

where the normal PDF corresponds to β̃part
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
in (19).

Measurement Evaluation new PVAs:

ξ̃
(
a(j)m,n

)
≈ 1 +

µn

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

×
P∑
p=0

w(j)
m,n,pfN(z

(j)
m,n; µ

(j)
m,n, Cz +C

(j)

m,n) (28)

where the computation of fN(·) and w
(j)
m,n,p is discussed in

Sec. (IV-E).
Loopy Data Association: Messages β̃

(
a
(j)
k,n

)
and ξ̃

(
a
(j)
m,n

)
are fed into the loopy data association, which, after converging,
outputs η̃

(
a
(j)
k,n

)
and ς̃

(
a
(j)
m,n

)
according to [25].

Agent Belief:

q̃(xn) =

J∏
j=1

∏
k∈K(j)

n−1

fN(xn; x̂
(j)
k,nP

(j)
k,n),

∝ fN(xn; x̂n,Pn) (29)

where we refer to Sec. IV-E for a detailed explanation of all
terms involved.

Legacy PVAs belief:

q̃
(
ψ(j)

k,n
, 1
)
= pse

(j)
k,n−1fN(ψ

(j)

k,n
; ψ̂

(j)−
k,n

,Q(j)−
k,n

)η̃
(
a
(j)
k,n=0

)



× (1−pd ) +
pdpse

(j)
k,n−1

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

M(j)
n∑

a
(j)
k,n=1

η̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
× β̃part(a

(j)
k,n)fN(ψ

(j)

k,n
; ψ̂′(j)

k,n
,Q′(j)

k,n
)

≈ e
(j)
k,nfN(ψ

(j)

k,n
; ψ̂

(j)

k,n
,Q(j)

k,n
). (30)

where ψ̂′(j)
k,n

and Q′(j)
k,n

result from the KF update, the partial

result β̃part(a
(j)
k,n) is given in (19) and the sum is approximated

according to [29, p. 55].
New PVAs belief: The measurement update isn’t applied,

instead the proposal density from Sec. IV-C is used as distri-
bution for all new PVAs.

Existence of legacy potential virtual anchors (PVAs):

e
(j)
k,n = pse

(j)
k,n−1η̃

(
a
(j)
k,n=0

)
(1−pd ) +

pse
(j)
k,n−1pd

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

×
M(j)

n∑
a
(j)
k,n=1

η̃
(
a
(j)
k,n

)
fN(z

(j)
m,n; µ

(j)
k,n
, Cz +C

(j)
k,n) (31)

where fN(·) is the same as in (19) and the sum is again
approximated according to [29, p. 55].

Existence of new PVAs:

e(j)m,n = ς̃
(
a(j)m,n=0

) µn

µfaffa(z
(j)
m,n)

× fN(z
(j)
m,n; µ

(j)
m,n, Cz +C

(j)

m,n) + ϕ(j)m,n (32)

with fN(·) given in (18) and ϕ
(j)
m,n ≜ ϕ̃

(
ψ

(j)

m,n, 0
)

=∑K
(j)
n−1

a
(j)
m,n=0

ς̃
(
a
(j)
m,n

)
.
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