
1

Near-Field Localization with RIS via
Two-Dimensional Signal Path Classification

Jeongwan Kang, Graduate Student Member, IEEE, Seung-Woo Ko, Senior Member, IEEE,
and Sunwoo Kim, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—In this paper, we propose two-dimensional signal
path classification (2D-SPC) for reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS)-assisted near-field (NF) localization. In the NF regime,
multiple RIS-driven signal paths (SPs) can contribute to precise
localization if these are decomposable and the reflected locations
on the RIS are known, referred to as SP decomposition (SPD)
and SP labeling (SPL), respectively. To this end, each RIS element
modulates the incoming SP’s phase by shifting it by one of the
values in the phase shift profile (PSP) lists satisfying resolution
requirements. By interworking with a conventional orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) waveform, the user
equipment can construct a 2D spectrum map that couples each
SP’s time-of-arrival (ToA) and PSP. Then, we design SPL by
mapping SPs with the corresponding reflected RIS elements when
they share the same PSP. Given two unlabeled SPs, we derive a
geometric discriminant from checking whether the current label
is correct. It can be extended to more than three SPs by sorting
them using pairwise geometric discriminants between adjacent
ones. From simulation results, it has been demonstrated that the
proposed 2D-SPC achieves consistent localization accuracy even
if insufficient PSPs are given.

Index Terms—Near-field localization, reconfigurable intelligent
surface, two-dimensional signal path classification, phase modu-
lation, phase shift profile, geometric discriminant.

I. INTRODUCTION

Precise localization is one of the essential requirements
for 6G communications other than a high data rate, demand-
ing ten times higher accuracy than a 5G counterpart [2].
Consideration of new frequency bands in millimeter-wave
(mmWave) and terahertz ensures higher usable bandwidth and
frequency, potentially leading to higher location accuracy [3],
[4]. However, the high frequency gives new challenges in
terms of coverage and reliability, as signals can be blocked
by obstacles and may not be sufficient to ensure adequate
coverage in non line-of-sight (NLoS) channel conditions. To
tackle this problem, reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is
expected as a potential key technology for precise localization
by providing controllable supplementary links. Due to its
highly flexible characteristics in electromagnetic (EM) field
management, it offers new potential for mobile user equipment
(UE) localization in the presence of only one base station (BS),
often called an anchor node.
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2023R1A2C3002890). J. Kang and S. Kim are with the Department of Elec-
tronics and Computer Engineering, Hanyang University, Seoul, Korea (email:
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swko@inha.ac.kr). S.-W. Ko and S. Kim are the corresponding authors. This
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In literature, various RIS-assisted localization methods have
been proposed in far-field (FF). The effect of RIS on po-
sitioning accuracy in FF has been studied by deriving the
fundamental performance limits based on Cramér-Rao bound
(CRB) in multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO) systems [5].
When the LoS path is blocked, RIS phase shift configuration
has been proposed in [6], [7] to develop the accuracy of
estimating channel parameters for precise localization. The
above methods assume that the UE is equipped with an
antenna array, while [8] tackles the localization problem by
the time-of-arrival (ToA) and angle of departure (AoD) in
a single antenna receiver system with LoS path. On the
other hand, single-anchor localization can also be achieved
by deploying multiple RISs [9]. Extending to the multi-user
scenario, [10] have proposed joint localization and RIS phase
design using ToA measurements in multiple RISs enabled
users. The limitation of FF localization is the requirement of
multiple antennas or multiple RISs to localize UEs.

Due to RIS’s large aperture, radio signals’ propagation tra-
jectories via RIS, referred to as signal paths (SPs) throughout
this work, can change significantly depending on the location
at which the signals are reflected on RIS. This phenomenon
gives rise to a near-field (NF) propagation [11]. Localization
performance of [5]–[10] can be limited if the FF assumption
does not hold, which can occur when the RIS’s aperture size D
is significantly larger than the concerned wavelength λ. To be
specific, Fraunhofer distance (FD) is the radiation boundary
between the NF and FF regions, given as 2D2/λ [12], [13].
The distance less than the boundary is not in FF but in the
NF region. For the prototype of RIS, the FD is approximately
38 m and 87 m at 2.3 GHz [14] and 5.8 GHz [15], respectively,
for a RIS of size D = 1.5 m. This means most indoor and
short-range communication systems should be designed in the
NF rather than the FF regime.

Unlike the FF condition, SP’s flight times reflected from the
large RIS are different due to the characteristics of spherical
waves. It provides new opportunities to estimate the UE’s
location using only a single RIS in a single-input-single-output
(SISO) system. Generally, there are two types of algorithms
of RIS-assisted NF localization as below: i) direct localization
and ii) two-stage localization. First, direct localization can
solve the problem based on the maximum likelihood (ML)
estimator when the signal model is given mathematically,
so precise localization can be performed. So, most of the
RIS-assisted NF localization in the literature focuses on di-
rect localization [16]–[20]. Authors in [16] first derived the
closed form of the Fisher information matrix (FIM) and CRB
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of position. In [17], both RIS position and orientation are
estimated by a quasi-Newton method with known BS and
UE. To enhance localization performance, the RIS profile can
be optimized and localization is performed with optimized
RIS. For example, [18] proposes joint localization and online
RIS calibration considering a realistic RIS amplitude model
introduced in [19], which relies on equivalent circuit models
of individual reflecting elements. For multi-target localization,
a RIS phase profile is designed to concentrate on the received
energy in areas of interest [20].

Extending to the multiple antenna scenarios, [21] and [22]
propose a grid design to reduce the complexity of the ML
estimator. Considering multipath channels, [23] proposes a
compressed sensing (CS) technique tailored to address the is-
sues associated with NF localization and model mismatches. In
[24], the CRB is derived for assessing the ultimate localization
and orientation performance of synchronous and asynchronous
signaling schemes. Furthermore, as in the FF counterpart, the
RIS’s role in the NF regime has focused on enhancing the
received signal’s strength favorable to the inference process.
For example, RIS is configured to act as a lens receiver in
[25], which helps remove the phase offset effect due to large
RIS when a user’s location with an error distribution is given
in advance. Authors in [26] explored joint NF localization and
channel reconstruction with extra-large RIS-aided systems.
However, the above direct localization requires an exhaustive
search to detect the ML estimator, which results in high
computational complexity. Therefore, they are difficult to solve
efficiently and difficult to adopt into practical usage.

While numerous RIS-assisted NF localization algorithms in
the literature focus on direct localization, our main interest
is two-stage localization, whose computation complexity is
relatively small compared with the direct localization counter-
part. When reducing our scope to two-stage localization, the
SISO system is considered more challenging than the multiple-
antenna systems since all reflected SPs, which are non-
coherently combined at the receiver, should be decomposed
without resolvability in an angular domain. One representative
algorithm based on a two-stage localization is proposed in
[27], in which a sequential phase shift at the RIS allows
the single antenna receiver to decompose the composite SPs,
called one-dimensional SPC (1D-SPC). Each SP is associated
with a unique codeword, which is one-to-one mapped to the
location of the RIS element that reflects the SP. This allows the
ToA of each SP to be extracted without interference from other
SPs. Multiple triangular geometries are then constructed from
the ToAs, enabling the design of a low-complexity algorithm
by leveraging classic geometric localization techniques.

For the practical use of SPC, the challenge due to the
limited number of codewords should be addressed. Note that
the number of orthogonal codewords depends on the code-
word length, leading to significant latency for the localization
process if every RIS element uses an exclusive codeword. In
other words, the number of available codewords is limited
to fulfill a strict latency requirement, less than the number of
RIS elements. Considering a discrete phase shift configuration
of RIS elements further reduces the available number of
codewords. Consequently, several SPs should be modulated

by the same codeword, causing the failure of 1D-SPC due to
the collisions among them.

This work aims to develop a novel yet practical SPC algo-
rithm for NF localization that overcomes the above limitation
of 1D-SPC. To this end, we jointly use phase and time
domains for SPC, which is thus called two-dimensional SPC
(2D-SPC). The proposed 2D-SPC intentionally modulates the
temporal domain instead of passively detecting the Doppler
shift, assuming that the target is stationary. Multiple SPs can
be well classified if resolved in the 2D space. For example,
although several RIS elements utilize the same codeword, they
can be classified in the time domain when their ToAs are
significant. When the difference between a few ToAs is less
than the resolution limit depending on the given bandwidth, it
is possible to classify them by assigning different codewords
observable in the phase domain. As a result, the proposed 2D-
SPC incorporates the ToA estimation into SPC to be operable
under a limited number of codewords while not degrading
localization accuracy. The proposed 2D-SPC consists of two-
step as follows:

• Signal Path Decomposition (SPD) in 2D Spectrum: As
a first step of 2D-SPC, we aim to decompose all RIS-
reflected SPs in the 2D spectrum map constructed as
follows. Consider a conventional orthogonal frequency
division multiplexing (OFDM) waveform. Each RIS ele-
ment modulates the incoming OFDM signal’s phase by
sequentially shifting it by one of the values in the phase
shift profile (PSP) lists. Using two-dimensional inverse
discrete Fourier transform (2D-IDFT), the received signal
can be analyzed in a 2D spectrum map that couples each
SP’s ToA and PSP. All SPs can be decomposable if either
ToAs or PSPs satisfy their resolution limits determined
by the system bandwidth and the number of possible
PSPs. Then, we derive the optimal PSP lists to fulfill
the requirement and discuss the assignment of PSPs to
RIS elements.

• Signal Path Labeling (SPL) with Geometric Discrim-
inant: The second step is to label the decomposed SPs
with their reflected RIS elements. The labels are automat-
ically given when every RIS element uses an exclusive
PSP without duplication. On the other hand, given an
insufficient number of PSPs less than RIS elements,
several RIS elements share the equivalent PSP. Since SPs
using the equivalent PSP are not distinguished in the
phase domain during the SPD procedure, it is impossible
to know which RIS element (as an anchor) matches the
corresponding estimated ToA. To address the issue, we
derive the discriminant from checking whether the current
label is correct by establishing the geometric relationship
between two SPs in terms of their ToAs. This can be
extended into SPL with more than three SPs by sorting
them through pairwise discriminants between adjacent
ones. In summary, we design a low-complexity SPL
algorithm based on the discriminant, whose effectiveness
is verified by various simulations that the localization
result is consistently accurate regardless of a different
number of PSPs.
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The main contributions of this work are summarized as
follows:

• We first design the SPD algorithm by modulating the
incoming OFDM signal’s phase by sequentially shifting
it by one of the values in the PSP lists. Using 2D-IDFT,
the received signal is analyzed in a 2D spectrum map that
couples each SP’s ToA and PSP.

• Secondly, we propose the low-complexity SPL algorithm
design with geometric discriminant given an insufficient
number of PSPs. Given the current estimated position, we
check whether the current label is correct by establishing
the geometric relationship between two SPs in terms of
their ToAs.

• We compare the proposed 2D-SPC against the 1D-
SPC and show that the proposed designs outperform
the benchmark. The effectiveness of 2D-SPC is verified
by various simulations, and the localization result is
consistently accurate regardless of the number of PSPs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we present a system model for RIS-assisted NF localization
and provide an overview of the proposed 2D-SPC. Then, we
define an essential design principle for perfect SPD and discuss
the optimal PSP lists and their assignments in Section III.
Section IV presents the SPL using the geometric discriminant.
In Section V, the computational complexity analysis of 2D-
SPC is presented compared to 1D-SPC. Section VI, the
effectiveness of the proposed 2D-SPC is evaluated through
extensive simulations. The conclusion is finally drawn in
Section VII.

Notation: We use boldface lower-case and upper-case char-
acters to represent vectors and matrices, respectively. x(i),
x(i), X(i), and X (i) indicate variable, vector, matrix and set
only related to the i-th numerology. The operators (·)∗, (·)⊤
and (·)H represent the conjugate, transpose and Hermitian
operators, respectively. [X]i,j and [x]i denote (i, j)-th element
of matrix X and i-th element of vector x, respectively. An N -
dimensional identity matrix is denoted as IN . diag(x) returns
a square diagonal matrix with the elements of vector x on its
main diagonal. ∥x∥ returns a Euclidean distance of vector x.
|X | indicate the cardinality of set X . CM and RM denote the
set of M complex and real vectors, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM DEFINITION

This section considers a 3D NF localization assisted by a
deployed RIS. We first describe the localization scenario and
the relevant channel and signal models. Last, we provide an
overview of the proposed technique to enable NF localization
with RIS.

A. Localization Scenario

As depicted in Fig. 1, we consider a localization scenario
with a pair of single antenna BS and a single antenna UE,
assisted by a RIS deployed in proximity. The RIS comprises K
tiles, each of which is provisioned with M elements arranged
in a rectangular array of Mx × Mz with half-wavelength
spacing (i.e., M = Mx×Mz). Adjacent RIS tiles are separated
by a distance dtile. There exists an obstacle between the BS

Fig. 1. A localization scenario comprising a pair of single antenna BS and
single antenna UE and the RIS deployed in proximity. Given the locations of
BS and RIS as prior information, we aim to estimate the UE’s 3D location.
We assume that UE is located on the ground (i.e., z = 0).

and UE, blocking a LoS path, and only NLoS paths via RIS
are available1. All entities’ locations, assumed to be stationary,
are defined in the same global reference coordinates system.
Specifically, the 3D coordinates of BS and UE are denoted
by pBS = [xBS, yBS, zBS]

⊤ ∈ R3 and p = [x, y, z]⊤ ∈ R3,
respectively. We assume that UE is located on the ground
(i.e., z = 0). For RIS, the coordinates of the k-th tile’s
center and the m-th element belonging to the k-th tile are
pk = [xk, yk, zk]

⊤ ∈ R3 and pk,m = [xk,m, yk,m, zk,m]⊤ ∈
R3, respectively. Estimating the UE’s position, say p, is a
primary goal in this work. Without loss of generality, the other
locations except p are assumed to be given in advance.

B. Channel Models

We consider a downlink SISO channel model comprising K
NLoS paths reflected by RIS. The NLoS paths can be modeled
as a cascade channel from the BS to the UE via a RIS tile.
Assume that both BS and RIS are perfectly synchronized with
each other. From the perspective of the k-th RIS tile, the k-
th forward channel ak = [ak,1, · · · , ak,M ]⊤ ∈ CM×1 whose
m-th entry represents the channel from the BS to the m-th
element, given as

ak,m = a
(dp)
k,m + a

(mp)
k,m , (1)

where a
(dp)
k,m and a

(mp)
k,m representing the direct and multipath of

forward components, respectively. The direct path component
a
(dp)
k,m is given by

a
(dp)
k,m =

λ

4π ∥pBS − pk∥
exp

(
−j 2π

λ
∥pBS − pk,m∥

)
, (2)

where attenuation factor λ/(4π ∥pBS − pk∥) with the wave-
length λ. We assume the J multipath model, which is widely
used in multipath simulations, given by

a
(mp)
k,m =

J∑
j=1

ϵj exp

{
−j 2π

λ
(∥pBS − pk,m∥+ dj)

}
, (3)

1This is not a limiting assumption but only invoked for notation conve-
nience. When the LoS path is present, it can be separated from the RIS path
as in [27].
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where ϵj and dj are random variables expressing, respectively,
the amplitude and additional length of the j-th path.

Similarly, backward channel bk = [bk,1, · · · , bk,M ]⊤ ∈
CM×1 whose m-th entry represents the channel from the m-th
element, given as

bk,m = b
(dp)
k,m + b

(mp)
k,m , (4)

with the direct component b(dp)
k,m given by

b
(dp)
k,m =

λ

4π ∥p− pk∥
exp

(
−j 2π

λ
∥p− pk,m∥+ jφ0

)
, (5)

where the attenuation factor λ/(4π ∥p− pk∥) and the phase
offset φ0. The multipath component b

(mp)
k,m of the backward

channel is modeled according to the statistical model as in
(3).

Consider multi-frame transmissions comprising L frames.
The configuration profile of the k-th RIS tile, denoted by
ωk(ℓ) ∈ CM×1, is given as

ωk(ℓ) = [ωk,1(ℓ), · · · , ωk,M (ℓ)]⊤, (6)

where the RIS coefficient of the m-th element at the ℓ-th
frame, denoted by ωk,m(ℓ) ∈ C, is given as

ωk,m(ℓ) = γke
−jθk,m(ℓ), ℓ = 1, · · · , L, (7)

which is determined by a reflection coefficient γk ∈ {0, 1}
and a phase shift θk,m(ℓ) ∈ [0, 2π). By combining (1), (4)
and (7), the resultant channel gain from the BS to the UE via
the RIS’s k-th tile at the ℓ-th frame, denoted by gk(ℓ) ∈ C, is
given as2

gk(ℓ) = b⊤
k diag [ωk(ℓ)]ak, k = 1, · · · ,K, ℓ = 1, · · · , L.

(8)

By following the approach in [27], the configuration of each
element in the same tile is set to be equivalent, namely,
ωk,m(ℓ) = ωk(ℓ) = γke

jθk(ℓ) for all m. In other words, the
configuration profile of (6) is reduced to ωk1M .

C. Transmit and Receive Signal Models

Consider an OFDM signal as a localization wave-
form [27]. The BS broadcasts the OFDM signal x(t) =
[x1(t), . . . , xN (t)]

⊤ ∈ CN across a set of N sub-carriers. With
frequency spacing δ and the frame duration T = 1/δ, the n-th
sub-carrier’s baseband signal xn(t) is given as

xn(t) =

√
P

N
ej2πfnt, 0 ≤ t < T, (9)

where P is a transmit power of BS and fn = fc +(n− (N +
1)/2)δ is frequency of n-th sub-carrier with carrier frequency
fc. Next, given the BS-UE synchronization gap t0, the ToA
from the BS to the UE via the k-th RIS tile, denoted by τk,
is given as

τk =
∥pBS − pk∥

c
+
∥p− pk∥

c
+ t0, k = 1, . . . ,K. (10)

2The inter-distance between tiles is thus relatively large, allowing us to
ignore the correlation between them, as followed in several works in the
literature (e.g., [23]–[25], [27]).

where c is the light speed (c = 3 × 108 m/s). For the ℓ-th
frame, the received signal of the n-th sub-carrier at time t,
denoted by rn(t, ℓ) ∈ C, is given as

rn(t, ℓ) =

K∑
k=1

gk(ℓ)e
−j2πfnτkxn(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
yn,k(t,ℓ)

+w(t, ℓ),

0 ≤ t < T, ℓ = 1, . . . , L, (11)

where w(t, ℓ) ∈ C is the thermal noise following CN (0, N0)
and yn,k(t, ℓ) ∈ C is the n-th sub-carrier’s received signal
reflected from the k-th RIS tile at the ℓ-th frame when ig-
noring w(t, ℓ). We denote Yk(t) with [Yk(t)]n,ℓ = yn,k(t, ℓ)
grouping all signals relevant to the k-th RIS tile, defined as SP
k throughout this work. The set containing all SPs in (11) is
denoted by K, given as K = {1, 2, · · · ,K}. The primary goal
is to find the UE’s position p after observing R(t) ∈ CN×L

with [R(t)]n,ℓ = rn(t, ℓ) of (11). To achieve this goal, the
received signal R(t) must be decomposed into K SPs, and
the corresponding ToAs {τk} must be extracted. Then, each
observed ToA should be labeled with the RIS element that is
supposed to be the ground truth.

III. TWO-DIMENSIONAL SIGNAL PATH DECOMPOSITION
USING PHASE MODULATION

As the first step of SPC, this section tackles SPD in Sec.
III-A by proposing a novel RIS configuration called phase
modulation (PM). Especially, PM enables the UE to construct
a 2D spectrum map by transforming the signal’s dimensions
into time and phase domains. Then, we define an essential
design principle for perfect SPD and discuss the optimal PSP
lists and their assignments. Last, we extract each SP’s ToA
from the 2D spectrum map.

A. Definition of 2D-SPC

Recall that SP is the radio signals’ propagation trajectories
via RIS, which change significantly depending on the location
at which the signals are reflected on RIS. We use a two-step
approach in that every SP is classified first, and the UE’s
location is estimated next. The second step is straightforward
by applying the existing method summarized in Appendix A
of the extended version. On the other hand, our core interest
is in the first step, called SPC, of which a detailed definition
is given below.

Definition 1 (Signal Path Classification): Given the super-
imposed signal R(t) across a set of N sub-carriers and L
frames of (11), SPC comprises the following two procedures:

1) Signal Path Decomposition: The objective of SPD is to
decompose SPs, say {Yk(t)}, to extract their ToAs {τk}.
SPD is said to be perfect if all K SPs are decomposable
with precise ToA estimations without interference from
the other SPs. The detailed process of SPD will be
explained in Sec. III.

2) Signal Path Labeling: For the decomposed SP k’s ToA
τk, the UE can be blind to the RIS element k from which
it was reflected, defined as its ground-truth label. SPL
aims to label each observed ToA with the RIS element
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Fig. 2. A flow chart of the proposed 2D-SPC comprising SPD and SPL.
Their input-output relations between each step are specified.

that is supposed to be the ground truth. We will use the
index p in the sequel to indicate the unlabeled SP’s ToA
differently from its ground truth k, i.e., τp being the ToA
of the p-th SP given unlabeled. Denote ϕ(τp) and ϕ∗(τp)
the estimated and ground truth labels, respectively. SPL
is said to be perfect when ϕ(τp) = ϕ∗(τp) for every τp.
The detailed process will be explained in Sec. IV.

The overall flow of the proposed SPC is illustrated in Fig. 2.

B. 2D Spectrum Map Construction with Phase Modulation

PM is referred to as the RIS’s tile-wise sequential configura-
tion such that each RIS tile keeps shifting the incoming OFDM
signal’s phase over frames according to the predetermined
PSP. When the ℓ-th OFDM waveform is reflected via the k-th
RIS tile, the corresponding phase shift, denoted by θk(ℓ), is
configured as

θk(ℓ) = 2πβkℓ, (12)

where βk is the k-th RIS tile’s PSP, which facilitates labeling
resolved signals explained in the sequel3. The distant RIS tiles’
phases are modulated to increase linearly with different PSPs

3The target is assumed to be stationary, and no Doppler effect exists.
Otherwise, additional techniques, such as the waveform redesign [28], should
be incorporated to cancel out the Doppler shift due to high mobility, which
remains our further study.

from the others. For the ℓ-th frame, the received signal of the
n-th sub-carrier, say rn(t, ℓ), is then rewritten as

rn(t, ℓ) =

√
P

N

(
K∑

k=1

cke
−j2πβkℓej2πfn(t−τk)

)
+ w(t, ℓ),

(13)

where ck = b⊤
k ak for k = 1, . . . ,K. To cancel out the term

relevant to time t, the UE demodulates the received signal
by multiplying the conjugate of (13) with the corresponding
transmit waveform xn(t) =

√
P/Nej2πfnt. The demodulated

signal, denoted by sn(ℓ), is given as

sn(ℓ) =
1

T

∫ T

0

rn(t, ℓ)
∗xn(t)dt

=
P

N

(
K∑

k=1

c∗ke
j2πfnτkej2πβkℓ

)
+ w̄(ℓ), (14)

where the noise w̄(ℓ) ∼ CN (0, PN0/N). Since the term in-
side the summation is composed of two exponential functions,
we can translate it into the domains of τ and β using 2D-IDFT,
given as

S(τ, β) =
L∑

ℓ=1

{ N∑
n=1

(
sn(ℓ)e

−j2π n
N τ
)}

e−j2π ℓ
Lβ

=
P

N

{
e−jπβL

K∑
k=1

c∗ksinc(B(τ − τk))sinc(L(β − βk))

}
+ w̄,

(15)

where sinc(x) = sin(πx)/(πx), B is the system bandwidth,
and w̄ is the noise following N (0, PN0).

The above result is shown to be the superposition of multiple
2D sinc functions, whose main lobes are located in {(τk, βk)}.
With the aid of PM, several overlapped 1D sinc functions
whose ToAs are within the resolution limit can be shifted
on the expanded dimension of β, helping resolve them while
preserving ToA information embedded therein. We specify the
above explanation in the following theorem, which is the key
design principle throughout the work.

Theorem 1 (Two-Dimensional Signal Path Decomposition):
Consider the RIS with K tiles, whose phase shift configura-
tions follow (12). Under a high SNR regime, every SP can be
perfectly decomposable when any SP k in K satisfies at least
one condition of two explained as follows:

• Given the system bandwidth B, the ToA gaps to the other
SPs should be no less than 1/B, namely, |τk − τk1

| ≥
1/B, ∀k1 ∈ K \ {k}.

• Given the number of frames L, the PSP gaps to the other
SPs should be no less than 1/L, namely, |βk − βk2

| ≥
1/L, ∀k2 ∈ K \ {k}.
Proof: See Appendix B in the extended version.

Note that the linear phase modulation in (12) is optimal
from the perspective of maximizing the minimum difference
between PSPs, which is proved in Appendix B of the extended
version.
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Each PSP can be used without duplication
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(b) Insufficient PSPs (L < K)

Fig. 3. Graphical examples of the proposed 2D spectrum map under (a) sufficient PSPs (K = L = 16) and (b) insufficient PSPs (K = 16, L = 8).

C. Design and Assignment of Phase Shift Profile

Recall that Theorem 1’s condition is twofold. Contrary
to the first condition determined by the given BS-RIS-UE
geometry, the effectiveness of the second condition depends
on the lists of possible PSPs and their assignments to each
RIS element, the main tasks of this subsection.

First, we attempt to find the optimal PSP lists to fulfill the
second requirement of Theorem 1. Due to the periodicity of
phase, all PSPs {βk} in (12) should be within the range of
[0, 1). Besides, the resolution limit in the domain β, say 1/L,
is always achievable by setting adjacent PSPs’ inter-distances
to be equivalent. As a result, given the number of OFDM
frame L, which is the same as the number of possible PSPs,
the possible PSPs α(i) are given as

α(i) =
i

L
, i = 1, 2, . . . , L. (16)

Note that an SP with the PSP α(L) is considered unmodulated
since the resultant phase profile ωk(ℓ) of (6) always becomes
1 for all ℓ. The resulting list after the exclusion thus includes
L PSPs, namely,

A = {α(i)}Li=1. (17)

Next, we aim to assign PSPs in A to each RIS element.
We consider two possible cases as follows depending on the
number of elements K.

1) Sufficient PSPs: Consider a case when L ≥ K. Each RIS
tile can use an exclusive PSP, as shown in Fig. 3a. According
to the first condition of Theorem 1, it is always possible to
resolve all SPs regardless of their ToAs. As a result, perfect
SPD can be achievable if the following condition holds:

βk1
̸= βk2

, ∀k1, k2 ∈ K. (18)

In other words, all SPs are decomposable and explicitly labeled
by the corresponding PSPs.

2) Insufficient PSPs: Consider a case when L < K. As
shown in Fig. 3b, several RIS tiles should use the same PSP,
causing the failure of SPD if the gap between their ToAs
is within the resolution limit 1/B. To avoid such cases as

much as possible, we set each element’s phase configuration
{βk}k∈K as follows.

1) We uniformly select K0 RIS elements and allow them to
use exclusive PSPs without duplication. The set including
these indices is denoted by K0. The last K0 PSPs
{α(i)}Li=L−K0+1 are assigned to the RIS elements in K0.
This process is essential for the subsequent SPL design
introduced in the sequel.

2) After the above process, the PSPs {α(i)}L−K0

i=1 should be
assigned to the remaining RIS tiles in K \K0, according
to the following two criteria. The first is to minimize
the number of RIS elements using the same PSP, while
the second is that the location of RIS elements using
the same PSP should be as far apart as possible. To this
end, we make the circular symmetric assignment policy
as follows:

βk =

{
α(i+ 1), if βκ = α(i), i ≤ L−K0,
α(1), if βκ = α(L−K0 + 1),

(19)

where κ ∈ K \ K0 represents the index of the RIS tile
just before k.

Consequently, we group RIS tiles according to the correspond-
ing PSPs. The subset L(i) includes the indices of the RIS tile
using the PSP α(i), namely,

L(i) = {k ∈ K \ K0|βk = α(i)}, (20)

which is also considered as the set of candidate labels in the
following section.

D. ToA Estimation

This subsection explains the detailed algorithm to estimate
each decomposed SP’s ToA. We introduce new variables u and
v, which are counterparts of τ and β in the 2D-IDFT. Denote
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Fig. 4. A graphical example of ToA estimation {τp(i)} from S[u, v] of
(21) when |L(i)| = 2.

S ∈ CN×L the result of 2D-IDFT, whose (u, v)-th element is
given as

S[u, v] = IDFT2D ({sn(ℓ)}n,ℓ)

=

L∑
ℓ=1

N∑
n=1

sn(ℓ)e
−j 2πn

N ue−j 2πℓ
L v

=
P

N

K∑
k=1

N∑
n=1

L∑
ℓ=1

c∗ke
j2π(δτk− u

N )nej2π(βk− v
L )ℓ + w̄.

(21)

Note that the oversampling can be adopted by replacing N
with N̄ = QcN and oversampling factor Qc in (21) and (24)
to improve ToA resolution in IDFT, which is generally used
in the literature (e.g., [29]–[31]).

Remark 1: (Effectiveness in Narrowband) Though the pro-
posed 2D-SPC algorithm is operable regardless of bandwidth,
its effectiveness is more highlighted in narrowband scenarios.
Specifically, multiple SPs can be easily separable in a two-
dimensional signal space without overlapping. In general, a
narrowband signal suffers from estimating precise ToAs due
to its low resolution in decomposing multi-path signals. On
the other hand, 2D-SPC makes it possible to estimate all SPs’
ToAs without inter-path interference, reaching high accuracy
beyond the Nyquist rate through an oversampling technique.

The magnitude of the 2D-IDFT, say |S[u, v]|, has K SP’s
local optimal points at {(u∗

k, v
∗
k)} when the terms inside the

two exponential functions are zeros, i.e., δτk = u∗
k/N and

βk = v∗k/L. From the UE perspective, the detected optimal
point’s index, say k, is not mandatory when the same PSP
modulates multiple SPs. Thus, a new index p instead of k
is required to represent the detected SP. For example, as
illustrated in Fig. 4, consider SPs modulated by the PSP α(i),
which corresponds to the local peak at {up(i), v(i)}p∈L(i) and
the corresponding ToAs {τp(i)}p∈L(i) can be calculated as
follows:

1) Find v(i): Given the PSP α(i), the UE finds v(i) as

v(i) = round(Lα(i)), i = 1, 2, . . . , L, (22)

where L is the number of frames and round(x) rounds x
to the nearest integer.

2) Find up(i) and τp(i): The set of paired indices
{up(i)}|L(i)|

p=1 can be obtained by finding |L(i)| peaks from
S[u, v(i)], which can be translated into τ̂p(i) as follows:

τ̂p(i) =
up(i)

Nδ
, (23)

where N and δ are the number of sub-carriers and their
spacing specified in Sec. II-C.

As a result, we can make the set of ToAs modulated by the
PSP α(i), namely,

T (i) = {τ̂p(i)}|L(i)|
p=1 , i = 1, . . . , L, (24)

where the ToAs therein are sorted in descending order, i.e.,
τp ≥ τ q when p < q. Fig. 4 depicts the ToA estimation in the
2D spectrum map in the case with two SPs modulated by the
same PSP.

IV. SIGNAL PATH LABELING

This section aims to design SPL by finding each SP’s label
when they are modulated by the same PSP. To this end, we
first derive a geometric discriminant from checking whether
the current label is correct by establishing the geometric
relationship between two SPs regarding their ToAs. Then, we
extend it into the case with more than three ToAs by sorting
them through pairwise discriminants between adjacent ones.

A. Geometric Discriminant

Consider a pair of sets L of (20) and T of (24) associated
with a typical PSP with omitting the index i for simplicity.
We define a degree-of-duplication (DoD) as the number of
RIS elements utilizing equivalent PSP. We start the case of
DoD being two, specified by L = {k1, k2} and T = {τp, τ q},
where ToAs τp and τ q are given as

τp =

∥∥pBS − pϕ(τp)

∥∥
c

+

∥∥p− pϕ(τp)

∥∥
c

+ t0, (25)

τ q =

∥∥pBS − pϕ(τq)

∥∥
c

+

∥∥p− pϕ(τq)

∥∥
c

+ t0, (26)

where t0 is the synchronization gap between BS and UE, as
specified in (10). The ToAs p and q’s labels, say ϕ(τp) and
ϕ(τ q) specified in Sec. III-A, should be one-to-one mapped to
the elements in B. The ToAs of (25) and (26) are assumed to
be precisely estimated by (23) from 2D-IDFT and resolvable
by satisfying the first condition in Theorem 1. For ease of
explanation, we assume p < q, thereby τp ≥ τ q as mentioned
above.

Let us hypothesize that ϕ(τp) = k1 and ϕ(τ q) = k2. We
aim to make the discriminant to check whether the hypothesis
is correct. To this end, the relation between the ToAs τp and
τq can be represented in mathematical form as follows. As
shown in Fig. 5, define two lines y = Υy and x = Υx

parallel and perpendicular to the RIS tile’s alignment, which
meet at the middle of the k1-th and k2-th RIS elements.
The BS is assumed to be located to the left of the RIS. For
notation brevity, we consider that the k1-th RIS tile is always
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Fig. 5. Geometric relation between the k1-th and k2-th RIS tiles with the
hyperbolic function of (30), where the k1-th tile is assumed to be located to
the left of the k2-the tile, i.,e., xk1

≤ xk2
.

to the left of k2-th RIS tile, i.e., xk1
< xk2

. By computing
the difference between (25) and (26), the region of the UE’s
possible positions satisfying τp ≥ τ q , say R, can be defined as

R =
{
p ∈ R2 | τp − τ q ≥ 0, ϕ(τp) = k1, ϕ(τ

q) = k2
}

=
{
p ∈ R2 | τk1

− τk2
≥ 0
}

=
{
p ∈ R2 | dk1

− dk2
≥ dBS

k2
− dBS

k1

}
, (27)

where dki
= ∥p− pki

∥/c and dBS
ki

= ∥pBS − pki
∥/c for

i ∈ {1, 2}, respectively. The boundary of R, equivalent to the
equality condition of (27), can be represented as a hyperbolic
curve, summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Geometric Discriminant): Consider two unla-
beled SPs’ ToAs τp and τ q where τp > τ q . Given L =
{k1, k2}, define a hyperboloid of two sheets fk1,k2

(x, y, z) =
0 with the function fk1,k2

(x, y, z) defined as [32]

fk1,k2
(x, y, z) =

(x−Υx)
2

υ2
x

− (y −Υy)
2

υ2
y

− (z −Υz)
2

υ2
z

− 1,

(28)
where

Υx = (xk1
+ xk2

)/2,

Υy = (yk1
+ yk2

)/2,

Υz = (zk1
+ zk2

)/2,

υx =

{√
(xk1

− xBS)2 + (yk1
− yBS)2 + (zk1

− zBS)2

−
√
(xk2

− xBS)2 + (yk2
− yBS)2 + (zk2

− zBS)2
}
/2,

υy = υz = (29)√
{(xk1 − xk2)

2 + (yk1 − yk2)
2 + (zk1 − zk2)

2} /4− υ2
x.

We assumed that the UE is located on the ground (z = 0).
By projecting (28) on the xy plane, the hyperbolic function
fk1,k2

(x, y) can be defined as

fk1,k2(x, y) =
(x−Υx)

2

υ2
x

− (y −Υy)
2

υ2
y

− Υ2
z

υ2
z

− 1. (30)

Then, as illustrated in Fig. 5, the region R is equivalent to the
area determined by the right side hyperbolic curve, given as

R = {p ∈ R2|fk1,k2
(x, y) ≥ 0, x ≥ Υx, y ≤ Υy}. (31)

As a result, the UE can label the SPs p and q as k1 and k2,
respectively, if the UE is in R, and vice versa otherwise.

Proof: See Appendix C in the extended version.
It is worth noting that the discriminant in Theorem 2

requires the UE’s location p, which is yet infeasible. Instead,
we design an SPL algorithm in a greedy manner such that the
previously estimated location of the UE, denoted by p̃, is used
as an input of the discriminant, namely,

(ϕ(τp), ϕ(τ q)) =

{
(k1, k2) , if p̃ ∈ R,
(k2, k1) , otherwise,

(32)

where the parentheses represent the ordered sequences
throughout the paper4. The detailed algorithm will be elab-
orated in the following subsection.

B. Algorithm Description

This subsection introduces the proposed SPL designed
based on the geometric discriminant in Theorem 2. We group
RIS elements as {L(1),L(2), · · · ,L(L)}, where the subset
L(i) specified in (20), can be unfolded as

L(i) =
{
k1(i), k2(i), · · · , k|L(i)|(i)

}
. (33)

Similarly, the sequence of unlabeled SPs’ ToAs is expressed
as {T (1), T (2), · · · , T (L)}, where the subset T (i) specified
in (24) is unfolded as

T (i) = {τp1(i), τp2(i), . . . , τp|L(i)|(i)} . (34)

The entire SPL problem can be divided into multiple sub-
problems such that the labels in L(i) are one-to-one mapped
to the ToAs in T (i). We sequentially solve these sub-problems
in the ascending order of DoD. The detailed algorithm is
summarized in Algorithm 1 and explained as follows.

1) SPL with Exclusive PSP (DoD is one): Consider a PSP
whose DoD is 1, specified as

L(i) = {k(i)}, T (i) = {τp(i)},
i ∈ {L−K0 + 1, . . . , L} (35)

Note that i ∈ {L − K0 + 1, . . . , L} is allocated for PSPs
whose DoD is one, as specified in Sec. III-C. Since only one
element in the above set exists, the label is explicitly given
without ambiguity, namely,

ϕ(τp(i)) = k(i). (36)

As stated in Sec. III-C, we set K0 PSPs with DoD 1. Consider
K0 ≥ 3. It is then possible to estimate the UE’s position using
these K0 SPs, which will be used as the initial UE’s position,

4When the BS’s location is on the right side of the RIS, two conditions in
the geometric discriminant of (32) need to be switched, while the others are
equivalent.
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(a) SPL with Exclusive PSPs (DoD is one) (b) SPL with Geometric Discriminant (DoD is two)

Fig. 6. The graphical example of the proposed SPL algorithm when K0 = 4.

denoted by p̃. Following the time difference of arrival (TDoA)-
based localization explained in Appendix A of the extended
version, the position estimate p̃ can be derived as

p̃ =
(
A⊤A

)−1
A⊤ (dkrefc+ b) , (37)

where dkref = cτkref is the distance between kref-th RIS tile
and UE which have the smallest ToA τkref . The matrix A, the
vectors c and b are given as

A =
[
pk(L) − pkref , . . . ,pk(L−K0+1) − pkref

]⊤ ∈ RK0×3,

c =
[
−Γk(L), . . . ,−Γk(L−K0+1)

]⊤ ∈ RK0 ,

b =
1

2

 ∥pk(L)∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2
k(L)

...
∥pk(L−K0+1)∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2

k(L−K0+1)

 ∈ RK0 ,

where Γk(i) = (τk(i)−τkref)c−
∥∥pkref − pk(i)

∥∥ with the position
of kref-th RIS tile. Fig. 6a graphically illustrates the SPL
process with DoD 1.

2) SPL with Geometric Discriminant (DoD is two): Con-
sider a PSP whose DoDs are two, i.e., |L(i)| = 2. The sets

L(i) = {k1(i), k2(i)}, T (i) = {τp(i), τ q(i)}. (38)

We arrange the ToAs in T (i) in descending order of ToA, i.e.,
τp(i) ≥ τ q(i). Given the initial position estimate p̃ of (37),
we operate SPL and update the position estimate alternatively.
For example, by plugging p̃ into the geometric discriminant
in Theorem 2, we derive the discriminant region R(i) as

R(i) =
{
p ∈ R2|fk1(i),k2(i)(x, y) ≥ 0,

x ≥ Υx(i), y < Υy(i)} , (39)

where fk1(i),k2(i)(x, y), Υx(i), and Υy(i) can be derived by
plugging the coordinates of the RIS elements k1(i) and k2(i)
into (30). Then, we use p̃ for the SPL of T (i), namely,(

ϕ
(
τp(i)

)
, ϕ
(
τ q(i)

))
=

{(
k1(i), k2(i)

)
, if p̃ ∈ R(i),(

k2(i), k1(i)
)
, otherwise.

(40)

Algorithm 1 Signal Path Labeling

Inputs: {L(i)}, {T (i)}, {βk}, {pk}
Output: The UE’s position estimate p̃

1: SPL with exclusive PSPs:
2: Collect ToAs of K0 SPs whose DoD are one and label

them according to (36).
3: Compute the UE’s position estimate p̃ using (37).
4: SPL with geometric discriminant:
5: for M = 2, 3, · · · do
6: Collect ToAs of SPs in T (i) and the corresponding

RIS elements in L(i) whose DoD are M
7: if M = 2 then
8: Compute the discriminant region R(i) of (39)

using the latest position estimate p̃.
9: Label the SPs’ ToAs according to (40).

10: else
11: Go to Algorithm 2.
12: end if
13: Update the UE’s position p̃.
14: end for
15: return p̃.

Last, we replace the current position estimate with the new
one using (37) after updating the matrix and vectors therein,
given as

A←
[
A;pϕ(τp(i)) − pkref ;pϕ(τq(i)) − pkref

]⊤
,

c←
[
c,−Γϕ(τp(i)),−Γϕ(τq(i))

]⊤
,

b← 1

2

 b
∥pϕ(τp(i))∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2

ϕ(τp(i))

∥pϕ(τq(i))∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2
ϕ(τq(i))

 .

Fig. 6b graphically illustrates the SPL process with DoD 2.
3) SPL based on Geometric Discriminant (DoD is no less

than three): Consider a PSP whose DoD is no less than three,
i.e., |L(i)| ≥ 3, whose sets are given as (33) and (34). The
main idea is to rearrange the RIS elements in L(i) through
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pairwise geometric discriminant processes. Take an example
from the following initial hypothesis:

(ϕ(τp1(i)), · · · , ϕ(τpj (i)), ϕ(τpj+1(i)), · · · , ϕ(τp|L(i)|(i)))

=
(
k1(i), · · · , kj(i), kj+1(i), · · · , k|L(i)|(i)

)
. (41)

Using the current position estimate p̃, we check that the
adjacent SPs’ labels kj(i) and kj+1(i) are correct through the
geometric discriminant. If yes, we move on to verifying the
subsequent adjacent SPs, say kj+1(i) and kj+2(i). Otherwise,
we swap their labels, namely,

ϕ(τpj (i)) = kj+1(i), ϕ(τpj+1(i)) = kj(i). (42)

The process repeats until all adjacent pairs in the revised
hypothesis are correct. The process is similar to the well-
known bubble sort algorithm and thus called sorting (SR)-
based SPL algorithm. It is not dependable on the initial
hypothesis.

Note that the SR-based SPL algorithm relies on the ge-
ometric discriminant between adjacent RIS elements, while
those between other pairs are not made. Because we use the
estimated position p̃ instead of the ground truth, there is an
inevitable error in the position estimate. It sometimes causes
a logical error that the geometric discriminant between the
SPs pj(i) and pj+2(i) fails though those between pj(i) and
pj+1(i), and pj+1(i) and pj+2(i) are verified. Mathematically,
the discriminant region R(i) can be expressed as the intersec-
tion of each label pair’s region, namely,

R(i) =
M⋂

m=1

M⋂
j=m+2

Rϕ(τm(i)),ϕ(τj(i)), (43)

where Rϕ(τm(i)),ϕ(τj(i)) is the discriminant region between
the RIS elements ϕ(τm(i)) and ϕ(τ j(i)). We skip the regions
between adjacent elements, which have already been checked
in the SR-based SPL. As a result, the resulting label sequence
after the SR-based SPL can be said to have a logical error if
p̃ /∈ R(i).

We can overcome the above logical error by comparing
every possible label sequence’s residual error (RE), defined
as the aggregate absolute difference between measured and
estimated values. Specifically, given a candidate label sequence
Q(i) = (p1(i), . . . , pM (i)), the RE can be computed as

e(Q(i)) =
M∑

m=1

∣∣∣Γpm(i) − Γ̂pm(i)

∣∣∣ , (44)

where Γpm(i) is the measured distance difference between the
pm(i)-th SP and the LoS path, given as Γpm(i) = (τpm(i) −
τ0)c. On the other hand, Γ̂pm(i) represents the estimated
distance difference using the position estimate p̃, given as

Γ̂pm(i) =
(
∥p̃− ppm(i)∥+ ∥pBS − ppm(i)∥

)
− ∥p̃− pkref∥.

Here, the first term is the distance from the BS to the UE via
the qm-th RIS element, and the second is the direct distance.

Then, the sequence of the optimal label, denoted by Q(i)∗,
is determined by minimizing the RE, given as

Q(i)∗ = argmin e(Q(i)). (45)

Algorithm 2 SPL when DoD is more than three

Inputs: {L(i)}, {T (i)}, {βk}, {pk}, pBS, M
Output: (ϕ(τp1(i)), · · · , ϕ(τpM (i)))

1: Set the initial sequence:
(p1(i), . . . , pM (i)) = (k1(i), . . . , kM (i))

2: for m = 1 to M do
3: for j = m to M − 1 do
4: Derive the discriminant region R(i) between RIS

elements pj(i) and pj+1(i) using (31).
5: if p̃ /∈ R(i) then
6: temp = pj(i)
7: pj(i) = pj+1(i)
8: pj+1(i) = temp
9: end if

10: end for
11: end for
12: (ϕ(τp1(i)), · · · , ϕ(τpM (i))) = (p1(i), · · · , pM (i)).
13: Derive the discriminant region R(i) by intersecting the

regions of non-adjacent label pairs using (43).
14: if p̃ /∈ R(i), then
15: Find the optimal label Q(i)∗ to minimize the RE

according to (45).
16: end if

Note that the number of possible label sequences is O(M !),
whose computation complexity is higher than the SR-based
one. We only use the RE-based SPL for computational ef-
ficiency unless the sorting-based one works. The detailed
algorithm is elaborated on Algorithm 2.

V. COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

The complexity is mainly determined by the IDFTs required
to obtain the response in the time domain for SP decomposi-
tion, the sorting method used to label SPs, and the least square
used to estimate the position. More details are explained as
below:

1) Signal Path Decomposition: The complexity of SPD is
mainly determined by the IDFTs required to obtain the
response in the time domain for ToA estimation. By oper-
ating 2D-IDFT in (21), we construct a 2D map spectrum
of N × L size with N subcarriers and L PSPs, so the
computational complexity is O(NL log2(NL)). Unlike
a 2D-IDFT, 1D grid search only performs IDFT in one
dimension of size N , so the computational complexity is
O(N log2(N)).

2) Signal Path Labeling: The complexity of SPL is mainly
determined by the sorting method to label SPs and
TDoA localization. In the sorting method, the process
repeats until all adjacent pairs in the revised hypothesis
are correct. The process is similar to the well-known
bubble sort algorithm, so its computation complexity
is equivalent to that of the bubble sort algorithm as
O(M2), where M represents the DoD of the concerned
PSP. Note that the computation of the pair decision
is not required since the pairing check is a one-shot
decision based on the geometric discriminant of (32).
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Fig. 7. Localization RMSE and PEB versus the number of RIS elements K.

Fig. 8. Localization RMSE and PEB versus the number of PSPs L.

Note that M is determined by N and L, as ⌊KL ⌋, the
computation is represented as O(K

2

L2 ). The complexity of
the TDoA localization involves the inversion of a matrix
of dimension K × K, so the computational complexity
is O(K3). The whole procedure of SPL is performed
repeatedly for all M , which is L times, so the complexity
is O(K

2

L + LK3).
The overall computational complexity of the proposed 2D-SPC
is the order of O(NL log2(NL))+O(K

2

L +LK3) where each
term sequentially accounts for the complexity of SPD and SPL
with TDoA localization.

Remark 2: (2D-SPC vs. Direct localization) The complexity
of the direct localization is O(NLG) where G represents
the number of test points. If M is larger than log2(NL),
the direct localization is more complex than the proposed
2D-SPC. Given the simulation setting of this paper (i.e.,
K = 64, L = 64, N = 3200), log2(NL) is smaller than
18, and it is not a sufficient number for ML operations.
Therefore, it can be seen that the proposed 2D-SPC has lower
computational complexity compared to direct localization in
practical scenarios.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section presents some numerical results using the
simulation parameters summarized below unless specified. The
size of the indoor room is 10×10×3 (m3). As illustrated in Fig.
1, the concerned scenario has a linear RIS of K = 64, with
element spacing dRIS = 0.1 (m) and M = 40 (Mx ×Mz =
4 × 10). The RIS is distributed in a line (y = 10) with the

Fig. 9. Localization RMSE and PEB versus bandwidth B.

center [5, 10, 2]⊤ (m). The BS is located at [0, 5, 2]⊤ (m),
whereas the UE is randomly located with uniform distribution
in the area (0, 0, 0)×(10, 10, 0) m3. The OFDM signal consists
of N sub-carriers with frequency spacing δ = 120 kHz at
the center frequency of 28 GHz. Number of the sub-carriers
N is set to 3200, and the B is approximated to 400 MHz
(B = 3200 × 120 kHz ≈ 400 MHz). The oversampling
factor Qc is set to 4. The total transmission power P is
set to 20 dBm, and the UE noise power N0 is −8 dBm.
An asynchronous system is considered in which we model
the clock and phase offsets t0 and φ0 as random variables
uniformly distributed in [0, Ta] and [0, 2π), respectively, where
Ta = 10−6 sec denotes the clock mismatch uncertainty. For
multipath, simulation settings are set the same as [27]. For
a benchmark, the DFT-based algorithm in [27] is considered
where the phase shift of each element follows a different row
in a DFT matrix. The theoretical lower bound of UE’s position
estimation, referred to as position error bound (PEB), is also
provided as a benchmark (Derivation of PEB is explained in
Appendix D of the extended version).

We first examine the localization performance of the pro-
posed SPC algorithm. Fig. 7 shows the localization root
mean square error (RMSE) averaged over 1000 Monte Carlo
iterations and PEB as the number of RIS elements K varies.
Under the loose latency condition (L ≥ K), it is observed
that both proposed and DFT-based algorithms have the same
localization performance since all SPs are labeled with a one-
to-one mapping to each PSP. Conversely, in the strict latency
condition (L < K), it is observed that the proposed algorithm
provides better localization accuracy than DFT-based. The
RMSE of DFT-based increases since SPs that have equivalent
PSP can not be labeled correctly. Compared to DFT-based, the
RMSE of the proposed one slightly decreases since SPs with
equivalent PSP are labeled well by geometric discriminant
explained in Sec. IV. Since the PEB is proportional to the
accuracy of ToA estimates, the PEB also decreases as K
increases.

Fig. 8 shows the localization RMSE averaged over 1000
Monte Carlo iterations and PEB the number of PSPs L varies.
Same as Fig. 7, both proposed and DFT-based algorithms
have the same localization performance in the loose latency
condition (L ≥ K). In the case of L ≥ K, the localization
performance is constant even if L increases because extra PSPs
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(c) DFT-based (L = 64)

Fig. 10. RMSE heatmap when the UE is placed in the area (0, 0)× (10, 10) m2.

Fig. 11. CDF vs. RMSE when the UE is placed in the area (0, 0)×(10, 10)
m2.

Fig. 12. Probability of correct SPL vs. degree-of-duplication (DoD) M .

exceeding K are redundant and not used. As L increases,
the RMSE of proposed and DFT-based decreases due to the
number of RIS elements with an equivalent PSP M decreasing
as M ≈ (K − 4)/(L − 4) Similarly to Fig. 7, the PEB also
decreases as L increases since the PEB is proportional to the
accuracy of ToA estimates.

The localization RMSE averaged over 1000 Monte Carlo
iterations the bandwidth B varies in Fig. 9. As expected, the
proposed algorithm has better accuracy than the DFT-based
regardless of bandwidth B. Especially when B = 50 MHz
and L = 16, the localization RMSE of 2D-SPC is 1.85 m,
while that of DFT-based one is 6.3 m, verifying the discussion
in Remark 1. In case of B = 400 MHz, the localization

RMSE are 0.28 m (proposed, L = 16), 1.02 m (DFT-based,
L = 16) and 0.17 m (both, L = 64), respectively. As B
decreases, the PEB drops significantly because the theoretical
TOA resolution is limited by the inverse of B, as indicated
by the analysis in Sec. III. PEB are 0.24 m (B = 50 MHz)
and 0.08 m (B = 400 MHz), respectively. It is confirmed
that the proposed algorithm can estimate more precisely than
the resolution over the bandwidth since there is no issue of
overlapping SPs.

Fig. 10 shows the localization RMSE heatmap of the
proposed and DFT-based SPCs and how the localization error
is distributed within the concerned area of (0, 0) × (10, 10)
(m2). It is observed that the localization RMSE in the area
is within 1.2 m (proposed, L = 32), 3.0 m (DFT-based,
L = 32), 1.0 m (DFT-based, L = 64), respectively. As
expected, the DFT-based algorithm (L = 32) has a poor local-
ization performance, whereas the proposed algorithm (L = 32)
has a similar localization performance to the DFT-based
algorithm (L = 64). As the UE moves away from the RIS,
the localization performance decreases for the following two
reasons. The first is higher path loss attenuation, negatively
affecting SPC and ToA estimations. Second, a longer distance
to the RIS causes the change of the propagation condition from
NF to FF, hampering the geometric localization.

The corresponding analysis in the cumulative distribution
function (CDF) of RMSE is represented in Fig. 11. The DFT-
based algorithm (L = 64) is the lower bound where both 90%
and 50% percentile error are 0.21 m and 0.18 m, respectively.
The 90% percentile errors are 0.43 m (proposed, L = 16),
0.21 m (proposed, L = 32), 1.76 m (DFT-based, L = 16), and
0.64 m (DFT-based, L = 32) while 50% percentile error are
0.34 m, 0.18 m, 1.09 m, and 0.53 m, respectively. Conversely,
a localization accuracy better than 1 m is obtained in more
than 100% (proposed, L = 32) and 100% (proposed, L =
16) compared to 87% (DFT-based, L = 32) and 32% (DFT-
based, L = 16). It means the proposed algorithm is suitable
for indoor localization even if strict latency conditions due to
the constraint of discrete phase shift [33].

Finally, in Fig. 12, the probability of correct SPL is in-
vestigated for SR-based, RE-based, and SR&RE-based SPL
(proposed). The proposed SPL is a hybrid method that per-
forms SR-based first, then switches to RE-based when there
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is a logical error. Conversely, both SR-based and RE-based
SPLs as benchmarks are standalone. As M increases, the
probability of correct SPL decreases since the number of
SPL combinations is factorially increased by M !. The per-
formance of GR-based drops drastically compared to RE-
based. As M increases, the labeling intersection of GR-based
can be empty set easily, which can cause a false alarm
of SPL because of the error between the ground truth and
the estimated location. Conversely, the RE-based computes
the residual error of all possible SPL candidates and then
chooses the best candidate, minimizing residual error. There
is a trade-off between the computational complexity and SPL
performance. The GR&RE-based (proposed) switch from GR-
based to RE-based, so it is similar to GR-based (when M
is small) or RE-based (when M is large). Therefore, the
proposed makes a good balance between performance and
computational complexity regardless of M .

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have proposed a 2D-SPC comprising
SPD and SPL to unleash the full degree of freedom of RIS-
assisted NF localization. SPD can be efficiently designed in a
2D spectrum map constructed by the RIS’s PSP and OFDM
transmissions, providing an additional dimension to resolve
SPs. Besides, 2D-SPC enables the UE to achieve precise
localization even in insufficient PSPs through a novel SPL
algorithm based on the discriminant derived from the UE and
RIS geometric relation. The proposed 2D-SPC’s effectiveness
is verified through analytic and numerical studies, showing that
it outperforms the benchmark in various network settings. For
further study, incorporating angle with ToA can expand a new
dimension for SPC, and it can be solved by multi-dimension
SPC such as Tensor decomposition.

APPENDIX A
TDOA BASED LOCALIZATION

Assume that all SPs p are perfectly labeled to ground
truth. Given {τk} of (23), we can localize the UE’s position
p = [x, y, z]⊤ by following the TDoA-based algorithm [34].
Denote dk the distance between the UE and the k-th RIS tile,
say dk = ∥p− pk∥. From (10), dk can be written in terms of
τk as

dk = c (τk − t0)− ∥pBS − pk∥, k = 1, . . . ,K, (46)

where kref is the reference RIS tile that has a minimum ToA,
and the BS-UE constant synchronization gap t0 is specified
in (10). To cancel out the effect of t0, we derive the distance
difference compared to the LoS path Γk = dk − dkref as5

Γk = (τk − t0)c− (τkref − t0)c− ∥pkref − pk∥
= ∆τkc− ∥pkref − pk∥ , k = 1, . . . ,K, (47)

where the term ∆τk = τk− τkref represents the signal path k’s
TDoA.

5When LoS path exists, the distance difference can be measured compared
with the LoS path.

Next, following from a basic geometry between two points
in a 3D coordinate system, the distance dk can be differently
expressed in terms of components x and y, given as

dk =
√
(xk − x)2 + (yk − y)2 + (zk − z)2, k = 1, . . . ,K.

(48)

Then, we can derive the following equation:

d2k − d2kref
=(xk)

2 + (yk)
2 + (zk)

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
=∥pk∥2

− (xkref)
2 + (ykref)

2 + (zkref)
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

=∥pkref∥
2

− 2
{
(xk − xkref)x+ (yk − ykref)y + (zk − zkref)z︸ ︷︷ ︸

=(pk−pkref)
⊤
p

}
.

(49)

Recalling dk = dkref + Γk, the above equation (49) can be
equivalently transformed into a vector form as

− (pk − pkref)
⊤
p = Γkdkref +

1

2

(
Γ2
k − ∥pk∥2 + ∥pkref∥

2
)
.

(50)
Eventually, stacking the above (K − 1) equations forms a
system of linear equations as

Ap = dkrefc+ b, (51)

where

A =[p1 − pkref , . . . ,pkref−1 − pkref ,

pkref+1 − pkref , . . . ,pK − pkref ]
⊤ ∈ R(K−1)×2,

c = [−Γ1, . . . ,−Γkref−1,−Γkref+1, . . . ,−ΓK ]
⊤ ∈ RK−1,

b =
1

2



∥p1∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2
1

...
∥pkref−1∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2

kref−1

∥pkref+1∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2
kref+1

...
∥pK∥2 − ∥pkref∥2 − Γ2

K


∈ RK−1.

Lastly, the UE’s position p can be estimated by solving the
linear system of (51), given as

p =
(
A⊤A

)−1
A⊤ (dkrefc+ b) , (52)

which has a unique solution when the number of elements K
is no less than 4.

APPENDIX B
THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The range of the 2D sinc function’s main lobe, defined as
twice the distance to the nearest zero-crossing point from the
peak, are 1/B and 1/L in the domain of τ and β, respectively.
In other words, each sinc function’s main lobe does not overlap
if there is no other sinc function within the range, completing
the proof.
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APPENDIX C
THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Given unlabeled SPs p1 and p2 satisfying τp1
≥ τp2

, the two
SPs can be labeled according to the region delimited by the
hyperbolic function of (30). Based on x = Υx, the hyperbolic
function consists of the left H1 (in x < Υx) and right curve
H2 (in x > Υx) which are defined as

H1 =
{
p ∈ R2| − (dk1

− dk2
) = dBS

k2
− dBS

k1

}
, (53)

H2 =
{
p ∈ R2|dk1

− dk2
= dBS

k2
− dBS

k1

}
. (54)

Note that dBS
k2
− dBS

k1
is always positive since the BS is located

to the left of the RIS. When the UE is in x < Υx, dk1
−dk2

is
always negative. It satisfies the complementary region of R,
which enables us to label the SPs p1 and p2 as k2 and k1. In
other words, H1 does not affect any geometric discriminant
for SPL. Based on the right curve H2, the UE’s region can be
divided into two parts.

R1 = {p ∈ R2|dk1
− dk2

< dBS
k2
− dBS

k1
}, (55)

R2 = {p ∈ R2|dk1
− dk2

≥ dBS
k2
− dBS

k1
}. (56)

The R2 is included in R of (27) and R1 is included in vice
versa of R. We complete the proof.

APPENDIX D
CRAMER-RAO BOUND DERIVATION

Let kref be the reference RIS tile that has a minimum
ToA. According to TDoA-based localization in Appendix
A, the (K − 1) estimated TDoA measurements ∆τ =
[∆τ1, . . . ,∆τkref−1,∆τkref+1, . . . ,∆τK ]⊤ ∈ RK−1 are given.
We compute the CRB on UE’s position estimation error given
TDoA measurements. For unbiased estimators, we neglect
the terms of clock bias, i.e., t0, φ0, thus obtaining an opti-
mistic bound. By following [27], the log-likelihood function
f(∆τ |p) is defined as

f(∆τ |p) ∝ −
∑

k∈K\{kref}

(∆τ − µk)
2

2σ2
k

. (57)

where the true TDoAs µ = [µ1, . . . , µkref−1, µkref+1, . . . , µK ]⊤

with TDoA of k-th element µk and the error variance of the
TDoA estimates σ2

k. It is given by the CRB defined as σ2
k =

1/(8π2B2ζk), where ζk = (1/SNRk + 1/SNRkref)
−1 is the

combined SNR of the two SPs involved in the TDoA estimate
[35]. Then, the Fisher information matrix (FIM) J(p) can be
derived as

J(p) = E
[
▽⊤

p f(∆τ |p)▽p f(∆τ |p)
]

=
∑

k∈K\{kref}

1

σ2
k

▽⊤
p µk ▽p µk, (58)

where ▽pµk = [∂µk

∂x , ∂µk

∂y , ∂µk

∂z ] is the gradient of the TDoAs,
with elements given by

∂µk

∂x
=

x− xk

cdk
− x− xkref

cdkref

, (59)

∂µk

∂y
=

y − yk
cdk

− y − ykref

cdkref

, (60)

∂µk

∂z
=

z − zk
cdk

− z − zkref

cdkref

. (61)

where (xkref , ykref , zkref) is 3D coordinates of reference RIS
tile and dkref is distance between UE and reference RIS tile.
Finally, the PEB can be calculated as

PEB =
√

tr [J−1(p)], (62)

where tr(·) denote the trace operator.
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