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Abstract—A fully-digital massive MIMO receive array is
promising to meet the high-resolution requirement of near-field
(NF) emitter localization, but it also results in the significantly
increasing of hardware costs and algorithm complexity. In order
to meet the future demand for green communication while
maintaining high performance, the grouped hybrid analog and
digital (HAD) structure is proposed for NF DOA estimation,
which divides the large-scale receive array into small-scale
groups and each group contains several subarrays. Thus the NF
direction-of-arrival (DOA) estimation problem is viewed as far-
field (FF) within each group, and some existing methods such
as MUSIC, Root-MUSIC, ESPRIT, etc., can be adopted. Then
by angle calibration, a candidate position set is generated. To
eliminate the phase ambiguity arising from the HAD structure
and obtain the emitter position, two low-complexity clustering-
based methods, minimum sample distance clustering (MSDC)
and range scatter diagram (RSD) - angle scatter diagram (ASD)-
based DBSCAN (RSD-ASD-DBSCAN), are proposed based on
the distribution features of samples in the candidate position set.
Then to further improve the localization accuracy, a model-driven
regression network (RegNet) is designed, which consists of a
multi-layer neural network (MLNN) for false solution elimination
and a perceptron for angle fusion. Finally, the Cramer-Rao
lower bound (CRLB) of NF emitter localization for the proposed
grouped HAD structure is also derived. The simulation results
show that the proposed methods can achieve CRLB at different
SNR regions, the RegNet has great performance advantages at
low SNR regions and the clustering-based methods have much
lower complexity.

Index Terms—near-field, HAD structure, massive MIMO, ma-
chine learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the development of sixth generation (6G) mobile
communications, the requirements of larger array apertures
and higher frequency bands drive the application of technolo-
gies such as massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO),
millimeter wave (mmWave), reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS), etc. [1]. However, the larger array aperture and shorter
wavelength also induce some changes in the modeling of
propagation patterns. Different from the conventional MIMO,
when the number of antennas in a massive MIMO system
increases to hundreds, the emitters or mobile stations are more
likely located inside the near-field (NF) region rather than far-
field (FF) [2], and the spherical wave propagation is applicable
[3]. Therefore, this leads us to focus on the research of NF
problems in massive MIMO systems.

NF localization is a fundamental technology in NF com-
munication, and plays an important role in applications like

channel estimation [4], [5], integrated sensing and communi-
cation (ISAC) [6], [7], physical layer security [8], etc.. The
existing NF localization methods can be divided into two
categories, the first is based on the conventional estimation
methods. In [9], the conventional multiple signal classification
(MUSIC) and maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) were first
applied for the NF passive localization. [10] proposed a two-
stage MUSIC algorithm for localization of mixed NF and
FF sources. A modified MUSIC algorithm for NF localiza-
tion was proposed in [11], which has a reduced dimension
compared to 2D-MUSIC algorithm and achieves much lower
complexity without losing performance. The second category
of algorithms are on the basis of high-order statistics, [12]
firstly proposed fourth-order cumulant based TLS-ESPRIT
algorithm for passive localization of NF sources, then a
weighted linear prediction algorithm by using second-order
statistics was proposed in [13].

Recently, machine learning or deep learning - based meth-
ods have become popular in DOA estimation and localization
because they can provide high estimation accuracy in both
scenarios. A deep neural network with a regression layer
was adopted in [14] to address the problem of NF source
localization. In [15], a complex ResNet was designed for
NF DOA estimation. [16] introduced a neural network for
joint optimization of beamformer and localization function
to achieve NF channel estimation. For the mixed NF and
FF scenarios, [17] developed convolution neural networks
(CNN) for sources classification and localization by using the
geometry of symmetric nested array, then [18] proposed a deep
learning scheme for mixed-field sources separation and DOA
estimation.

Conventional massive MIMO receive array with fully-digital
structure can provide pretty high resolution gain for the
localization of NF emitter, but as the increasing of antennas,
the circuit cost and energy consumption of corresponding
radio-frequency (RF) chains and analog to digital conversion
will also significantly increase. Therefore, in consideration
of green and environmental protection, hybrid analog and
digital (HAD) structure is a better choice for achieving a
balance between cost and performance [19]. HAD structures
are mainly divided into three categories: fully-connected, sub-
connected and switches-based [20]–[22]. They are also widely
adopted in the schemes of DOA estimation. [23] studied
the DOA estimation performance of hybrid structure with
uniform linear array (ULA) and uniform planar array (UPA).
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[24] proposed three low-complexity and high-resolution DOA
estimation methods for the sub-connected structure, and de-
rived the closed-form expression of corresponding Cramer-
Rao lower bound (CRLB). In [25], all three categories of
HAD structures were considered and the DOA estimation
performance of them also compared in this work.

To the best of our knowledge, the localization of an NF
emitter in a HAD massive MIMO system is an important
problem. Therefore, we will consider a problem of single-
emitter localization via sub-connected HAD massive MIMO
receive array under NF model and design some efficiency
methods to solve it. Then the main contributions of this work
are summarized as follows:

1) To solve the NF DOA estimation problem via sub-
connected HAD receive array, a grouped HAD struc-
ture is proposed. By dividing the large-scale receive
array into multiple small-scale or medium-scale groups
and each group consisting of several subarrays, the
NF problem of estimating DOA within each group is
viewed as a FF one. This design can free the DOA
estimation from the impact of emitter range, and Root-
MUSIC algorithm is adopted to make this estimation.
After completing DOA estimation, an angle calibration
method is proposed based on the NF positional relation-
ships between different groups. This method calibrates
the DOA estimation results of all groups to a unified
reference point, thereby obtaining a candidate position
solution set. Additionally, the Cramer-Rao lower bound
(CRLB) is also derived for the proposed grouped HAD
structure to evaluate its NF localization performance.

2) To deal with the problem of phase ambiguity produced
by HAD structure and obtain the NF emitter position,
two data-driven low-complexity clustering-based meth-
ods are proposed. Dividing the candidate position set
into subsets based on ambiguity coefficients, the samples
corresponding to the true ambiguity coefficient gather
together and the distribution of samples in the false
subsets are more scattered. So the minimum sample
distance clustering (MSDC) method is proposed based
on this feature, simulation results show it has extremely
low computation complexity and can achieve CRLB for
DOA estimation at high SNR region. Then based on the
different distribution features in angle and range dimen-
sions, the angle scatter diagram (ASD) and range scatter
diagram (RSD) can be constructed respectively. RSD-
ASD-DBSCAN is proposed by combining ASD and
RSD and introducing density-based spatial clustering of
applications with noise (DBSCAN) algorithm to perform
clustering. Simulation results demonstrate the proposed
RSD-ASD-DBSCAN has great advantages over MSDC
under medium-to-low SNR and number of snapshots.

3) To further improve the localization accuracy of NF
emitter, a model-driven regression network (RegNet)
by combining a multi-layer neural network (MLNN)
and a single-layer peceptron is proposed. The MLNN
is used to simulate the nonlinear mapping process of
phase ambiguity elimination in DOA estimation, the

output true DOAs are sent to the perceptron for fusion
and the final DOA estimation result is generated. Then
combining the outputs of MLNN and perceptron, the
range can also be estimated based on the principle of
angle calibration. As shown in the simulation results, the
proposed RegNet can achieve the CRLB for both DOA
estimation and range estimation, and it also has signif-
icantly improvement in localization accuracy especially
under low SNR and number of snapshots compared to
the clustering-based methods.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the system model. Section III describes the
grouped HAD structure. In Section IV, two low-complexity
clustering-based methods are proposed. The high-resolution
RegNet is proposed in Section V. Section VI analyzes the
computation complexity of the proposed methods and derives
the CRLB for the proposed grouped HAD structure. Finally,
simulation results and conclusions are given in Sections VII
and VIII respectively.

Notations: Matrices, vectors and scalars are represented
by letters of bold upper case, bold lower case, and lower
case, respectively. Signs (·)T , (·)∗ and (·)H denote transpose,
conjugate and conjugate transpose. E[·] denotes statistical ex-
pectation. tr{·} is the trace of a matrix and diag{·} represents
a diagonal matrix. ∥·∥ is the Euclidean norm. ℜ{·} and ℑ{·}
stand for the real part and imaginary part of a complex number.

RF chain RF chain

ADC ADC
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Fig. 1: NF emitter localization model via HAD receive array.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a NF narrowband signals impinge on a M -
elements ULA. The received signal model at mth sensor is
given by

xm(t) = s(t)ejφm + vm(t), (1)
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where s(t) denotes the signal waveform, vm(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2
v)

is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN), and φm rep-
resents the phase difference caused by the signal propagation
delay between the m-th antenna and the reference point. Based
on the uniform spherical model, φm is given by

φm =
2π

λ

(√
r2 + (m− 1)2d2 − 2(m− 1)dr sin θ − r

)
(2)

where m = 1, 2, · · · ,M , θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] and r ∈
[0.62(D3/λ)1/2, 2D2/λ] are angle and range parameters to
be estimated, λ denotes signal wavelength, d = λ/2 is the
interval between two adjacent antennas and D denotes the
array aperture. The range of r is the so-called Fresnel region
of the receive array.

As the receive array is with hybrid architecture, it is
partitioned into K subarrays and each subarray is connected
to an RF chain. So the output signal of the kth RF chain is
given as

yk(t) = wH
k xk(t)

=
1√
Ms

Ms∑
l=1

s(t)ej(φk,l+αk,l) + vk,l(t)e
jαk,l

(3)

where Ms denotes the number of sensors
contained in each subarray and M = KMs.
wk = 1√

Ms
[ejαk,1 , ejαk,2 , · · · , ejαk,Ms ]T is the analog

beamforming vector and αk,l represents the phase of the lth
phase shifter in the kth subarray. Then by combining the
output signals of all the K RF chains, (3) is transformed to
the vector form

y(t) = [y1(t), y2(t), · · · , yK(t)]
T

= WHa(θ, r)s(t) +WHv(t)
(4)

where W is a block diagonal matrix and defined as

W =


w1 0 · · · 0

0 w2 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · wK

 ∈ CM×K . (5)

v(t) = [v0(t), v1(t), · · · , vM−1(t)]
T represents the noise vec-

tor of the receive array and

a(θ, r) =
[
1, ejφ2 , · · · , ejφM

]T ∈ CM×1 (6)

is the NF array steering vector. Thus it can be seen, different
from the FF cases, the localization of NF emitters involves
not only angle estimation but also range estimation, so the FF
DOA estimation algorithms can’t be directly used here.

III. PROPOSED GROUPED HAD STRUCTURE FOR DOA
ESTIMATION OF NF EMITTER

In this section, to solve the problem of NF DOA estimation
via HAD receive array, the grouped hybrid structure and
corresponding DOA estimator are proposed.

1

Group 1 Group L

G G

L
1r

Lr

sGM

l

Among groups:

Within group: 

(a)

Group 1 Group 2 Group L

FF DOA estimation 

1y
2y

Ly

1̂ 2̂ ˆ
L

Generating a candidate ambiguity angle set

Proposed clustering-based 

methods 

Angle calibration

NF emitter localization

Root-MUSIC Root-MUSIC Root-MUSIC

Proposed RegNet 

(b)

Fig. 2: The proposed grouped HAD structure. (a) The different
signal propagation models under the scenarios of inter groups
and within each group. (b) The localization via grouped
HAD structure has two steps, FF DOA estimation and NF
localization.

A. Model Transformation

An emitter can be viewed as NF if it falls in the Fres-
nel region of the receive array, which is defined as r ∈
[0.62(D3/λ)1/2, 2D2/λ]. The range of Fresnel region depends
both on λ and D. By maintaining a constant distance between
emitter and receive array, increasing the signal wavelength
or reducing the array aperture can effectively decrease the
extent of the Fresnel region, and leading to the conversion of
signal model into planar wave-based FF model. Nevertheless,
in practical scenarios, the signal wavelength and array aper-
ture are typically predetermined, so making this conversion
unattainable. In this paper, we partition the hybrid array into L
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even groups, each group contains G subarrays, i.e., K = LG,
and thus each group also has Mg = GMs antennas. By
treating each group as an independent array, the array aperture
will be much smaller than the original receive array. Under the
assumption that the following condition

r >
2D2

g

λ
⇒ Dg <

√
rλ

2
, (7)

is met, where Dg denotes the aperture of each group, it is
feasible to regard the signal received within each group is
planar wave and without changing the signal wavelength.

As depicted in Fig.2, for a comprehensive receive array,
NF signal arrives in the form of spherical wave, so the signal
directions detected at reference points of distinct groups are
different. However, within each group, NF signal is converted
into FF, resulting in all antennas within the same group
detecting signals from the same direction. Consequently, a NF
signal can be simplified as L distinct FF signals received by
L respective arrays, and the signal model in (3) is transformed
to

y(t) = [yT
1 (t) y

T
2 (t) · · ·yT

L(t)]
T , (8)

where

yl(t) = WH
l x̃l = WH

l (a(θl)s(t) + vl(t)) (9)

is the received signal model of group l. Wl is a Mg×G block
diagonal matrix as defined in (5), and

a(θl) = [1, ej
2π
λ d sin θl , · · · , ej 2π

λ (GMs−1)d sin θl ]T

= ag(θl)⊗ as(θl) ∈ CGMs×1
(10)

is the array steering vector of group l, where θl
is the DOA that detected by group l. as(θl) =
[1, ej

2π
λ d sin θl , · · · , ej 2π

λ (Ms−1)d sin θl ]T ∈ CMs×1, and
ag(θl) = [1, ej

2π
λ Msd sin θl , · · · , ej 2π

λ (G−1)Msd sin θl ]T ∈ CG×1

is generated by treating each subarray as an antenna and
so group l can be regarded as a G-elements array with
inter-element spacing Msd.

B. Root-MUSIC for DOA Estimation via Grouped HAD Array

The covariance matrix of yl(t) is given as

Rl = E[yl(t)y
H
l (t)] = σ2

saW (θl)a
H
W (θl) + σ2

vIG (11)

where

aW (θl) = WH
l a(θl) = WH

l (ag(θl)⊗ as(θl)) ∈ CG×1.
(12)

Then the MUSIC spectrum can be obtained as

P (θl) =
1

aHW (θl)UN,lUH
N,laW (θl)

, (13)

where UN,l ∈ CG×(G−1) is corresponding to the noise
subspace. By searching the peak of the pseudo-spectrum we
can obtain the DOA estimation result of each group. The
essence of MUSIC algorithm is based on grid search, which
requires increasing the grid density to improve accuracy, but
this will also lead to a rise in algorithm complexity. Therefore,
Root-MUSIC algorithm is considered as a substitution, which
has the characteristics of search-free and low-complexity [26].

Referring to the method in [24], we set the phases of phase
shifters in the group l to be identical, i.e., w1 = · · · = wG =
ejαl√
Ms

1Ms
, where 1Ms

denotes an Ms × 1 vector filled with
element 1. Then we can get

Wl = IG ⊗wg, (14)

and aW (θl) can be further given as

aW (θl) = (IG ⊗wH
g ) (ag(θl)⊗ as(θl))

= wH
g as(θl)ag(θl),

(15)

where

wH
g as(θl) =

ejαl

√
Ms

Ms∑
ms=1

ej
2π
λ (ms−1)d sin θl

=
ejαl

√
Ms

· 1− ej
2π
λ Msd sin θl

1− ej
2π
λ d sin θl

.

(16)

So it makes sense that the new expression of P (θl) is

P (θl) =
1

∥wH
g as(θl)∥2aHg (θl)UNUH

Nag(θl)
, (17)

and let C = UNUH
N , we can obtain

P−1(θl) =
2− ej

2π
λ Msd sin θl − e−j 2π

λ Msd sin θl

2− ej
2π
λ d sin θl − e−j 2π

λ d sin θl
·

G∑
g1=1

G∑
g2=1

e−j 2π
λ (g1−1)Msd sin θlCg1,g2e

j 2π
λ (g2−1)Msd sin θl ,

(18)
where Cg1,g2 denotes the element at the g2th column of the
g1th row of C. Then following the procedure of Root-MUSIC
algorithm, we define zl = ej

2π
λ Msd sin θl and the equivalent

polynomial is

f(zl) =
2− zl − z−1

l

2− z
1

Ms

l − z
− 1

Ms

l

G∑
g1=1

G∑
g2=1

z
−(g1−1)
l Cg1,g2z

g2−1
l .

(19)
Therefore, searching the peak of (13) is equivalent to

evaluating the root of polynomial f(zl) that be closest to the
unit circle, which is denoted by ẑl, then the signal direction
θl can be estimated as

θ̂l = arcsin

(
λ arg ẑl
2πMsd

)
, (20)

where arg is a function used to return the phase angle of a
complex number. However, as each group is viewed as a G-
elements ULA and its inter-elements spacing Msd = Msλ/2,
this will cause an ambiguity with Ms possible results in
phase extraction. So in order to solve this ambiguity, we first
rewritten (20) as

θ̂l = arcsin

(
λ(arg ẑl + 2πi)

2πMsd

)
, (21)

where i ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,Ms − 1} is the ambiguity coefficient.
Then a solution set contained Ms elements can be constructed
for group l:

Θ̂l =
{
θ̂l,0, θ̂l,1, · · · , θ̂l,Ms−1

}
∈ RMs , (22)



5

where Θ̂l is called initial set in this work, and θ̂l,i stands for
the initial solution of group l with ambiguity coefficient i. It
is obviously that there is only one true solution in Θ̂l, which
is denoted by θ̂l,true = θl, and the rest solutions are false
solutions. So the problem here is how to eliminate the false
solutions, and thus obtaining the true position of NF emitter.

1l
d


r

1l
 2l

1l
r

2l
r

1 2,lldrp
2l

p
1l

p

Fig. 3: The geometric relationship between the reference points
of various groups and the entire array in the NF model.

C. Angle Calibration
Since the DOAs measured by L groups are different from

each other for the NF emitter, it is necessary to calibrate them
to a common point to obtain the final DOA estimation result.
As shown in Fig.3, pr is a reference point of the whole receive
array, pl1 and pl2 denote the reference points of group l1 and
l2, where 1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ L. Then the position of the emitter
relative to these three reference points can be respectively
represented as (θ, r), (θl1 , rl1) and (θl2 , rl2), where θl1 and θl2
are the initial solutions of group l1 and l2 that can be obtained
by (21). From the Fig.3, we can see (θ, r) can be expressed by
(θl1 , rl1) and (θl2 , rl2) based on their geometrical relationship,
and because there are four unknown parameters: θ, r, rl1 and
rl2 , at least four independent equations are needed to solve
this problem. So the following equations are established:

rl1 cos θl1 = rl2 cos θl2 (23a)
rl1 sin θl1 = rl2 sin θl2 +∆dl1,l2 (23b)
r cos θ = rl2 cos θl2 (23c)
r sin θ = rl2 sin θl2 +∆dl2 (23d)

where ∆dl1,l2 = (l2− l1)GMsd denotes the distance between
pl1 and pl2 , ∆dl2 = ∆dl1 + ∆dl1,l2 is the distance between
pr and pl2 . Firstly, substituting (23a) into (23b), we can get
the expression of rl2

rl2 =
∆dl1,l2 cos θl1

sin θl1 cos θl2 − cos θl1 sin θl2
, (24)

then from (23c) we can know r = rl2 cos θl2/ cos θ, and sub-
stituting (24) into (23d), the following equation is generated

tan θ =
∆dl2 tan θl1 −∆dl1 tan θl2

∆dl1,l2
. (25)

By substituting the DOAs estimated by any two groups, the
calibrated θ can also be obtained as

θ̂l1,l2 = arctan

(
∆dl2 tan θ̂l1 −∆dl1 tan θ̂l2

∆dl1,l2

)
, (26)

where θ̂l1,l2 represents the calibrated angle solution obtained
by combining group l1 and group l2. As the reference point
of a receive array is usually located at the first antenna, then
pr and pl1 are overlapped when l1 = 1, and from Fig.3 we
know ∆d1 = 0 and ∆d1,l2 = ∆dl2 in this case. Therefore,
based on (26) we can get

θ̂1,l2 = arctan(θ̂1) =


θ̂1, −π

2 ≤ θ̂1 ≤ π
2

θ̂1 − π, θ̂1 > π
2

θ̂1 + π, θ̂1 < −π
2

, (27)

where 2 ≤ l2 ≤ L. Because the range of θ is restricted in
[−π/2, π/2], if θ̂1,l2 ̸= θ̂1, the corresponding θ̂1 is a definite
false solution.

Since the ambiguity coefficient has not been determined,
the calibrated set also contains one true solution and Ms − 1
false solutions, just like (22):

Θ̂l1,l2 =
{
θ̂l1,l2,0, θ̂l1,l2,1, · · · , θ̂l1,l2,Ms−1

}
∈ RMs , (28)

and the true solution of this set is denoted by θ̂l1,l2,it .
Theoretically, the true solutions of different sets are identical,
i.e.,

θ̂1,2,it = · · · = θ̂L−1,L,it = θ, (29)

where it denotes the true ambiguity coefficient. And the
false solutions are usually different from each other. Then
combining all L groups, we can get a calibrated angle set

Θ̂ = Θ̂1,2 ∪ Θ̂1,3 ∪ · · · ∪ Θ̂L−1,L ∈ RNMs , (30)

where N =
(
L
2

)
.

As the range parameter r can be obtained by (23c), then
the calibrated range set is also given as

R̂ = R̂1,2 ∪ R̂1,3 ∪ · · · ∪ R̂L−1,L ∈ RNMs , (31)

where R̂l1,l2 = {r̂l1,l2,0, r̂l1,l2,1, · · · , r̂l1,l2,Ms−1} and

r̂l1,l2,i =
r̂l2,i cos θ̂l2,i

cos θ̂l1,l2,i
. (32)

The true solutions of subsets that compose R̂ also satisfy

r̂1,2,it = · · · = r̂L−1,L,it = r. (33)

By matching the elements in Θ̂ and R̂ one by one, we can
get a calibrated position set for the NF emitter

Ω =
{
ωl1,l2,i

∣∣1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ L, 0 ≤ i ≤ Ms − 1
}
, (34)

where ωl1,l2,i = (θ̂l1,l2,i, r̂l1,l2,i) and |Ω| = NMs. In the next
section, we will discuss how to eliminate the false solutions
of Ω and obtain the true position of the NF emitter.

IV. PROPOSED LOW-COMPLEXITY CLUSTERING-BASED
METHODS FOR NF LOCALIZATION

In this section, to infer the true angles and achieve the lo-
calization of NF emitter, two clustering-methods are designed
based on the data distribution features of the candidate position
set.
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Fig. 4: The calibrated candidate emitter positions discriminated
by ambiguity coefficient in the (θ, r)-plane.

A. Minimum sample distance clustering

As the position of NF emitter can not be calculated before
the ambiguity coefficient is determined, we have to find out
the special characters of the true solutions to discriminate them
from the false solutions in Ω. Based on different ambiguity
coefficients, Ω can be naturally divided into Ms subsets:

Ω = Ω0 ∪ Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ ΩMs−1, (35)

where
Ωi =

{
ωl1,l2,i

∣∣1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ L
}
, (36)

and |Ωi| = N . Among theses Ms subsets, there are one true
set and Ms − 1 false sets. The true set is given as

Ωtrue =
{
ωl1,l2,it

∣∣1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ L
}
, (37)

where ωl1,l2,it = (θ̂l1,l2,it , r̂l1,l2,it). Based on (29) and (33),
we have ω1,2,it = · · · = ωL−1,L,it . In Fig.4, we plot the points
of (34) in a coordinate with angle as x-axis and distance as
y-axis in the noise-free situation, the actual position of the
emitter relative to the receive array is (60◦, 50m). A cluster
in this diagram is corresponding to an Ωi, the true ambiguity
coefficient is itrue = 2 in this case, and thus the samples
of cluster 2 are gathered together, while the samples of other
clusters are scattered especially in the distance dimension.

Based on the distribution characters of the calibrated points
in the (θ, r)-diagram, the true solution set Ωtrue can be
distinguished via finding the most concentration one among
all the Ms clusters. Here the scatter degree of a cluster is
defined by the summation of the distance between any two
samples in this cluster, and the squared Euclidean distance
(SED) is employed as distance measure. Then we can get the
distance between two samples as

din1,n2
= ∥ωn1,i − ωn2,i∥2 (38)

where 1 ≤ n1 < n2 ≤ N . Here ωl1,l2,i is simplified to ωn,i

for convenient expression. And the scatter degree of cluster i
is defined as

d̄i =

N−1∑
n1=1

N∑
n2=n1+1

din1,n2
. (39)

It’s obviously that the smaller value of d̄i represents the cor-
responding cluster has high concentration, so the optimization
problem is given as

î = argmin
i

d̄i, (40)

Then the final estimation results of θ and r can also be given
as

θ̂ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

θ̂n,̂i, r̂ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

r̂n,̂i, (41)

and the estimated NF emitter position is (θ̂, r̂).

B. RSD-ASD-based Density clustering

In Fig.4, the candidate emitter positions are plotted in
the (θ, r) diagram, and the distribution characteristics of the
calibrated points are extracted by combining the angle and
range dimensions. But we can also find that these points have
different distributions in angle and range dimensions. There-
fore, in order to further explore the distribution characteristics
of different dimensions and improve the emitter localization
accuracy, we decide to construct the angle scatter diagram
(ASD) and range scatter diagram (RSD) respectively as shown
in Fig.5. As the elements of Θ̂ and R̂ just have one dimension,
so we need to make a transformation that allow them to be
scattered in a 2D plane. Then we first get the polarization
forms of θ and r:

θ̃ = θejθ, r̃ = rejr, (42)

and by extracting their real and image parts respectively, the
real numbers are transformed to two-dimensional vectors, i.e.,
(ℜ(θ̃),ℑ(θ̃)) and (ℜ(r̃),ℑ(r̃)). In the following content, we
will introduce how to construct RSD and ASD based on this
transformation, and thus achieving high-accuracy localization
of NF emitter.

Firstly, we perform the transformation on the calibrated
range set R̂ and get

R̃ =
{
ω̃r

l1,l2,i

∣∣1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ L, 0 ≤ i ≤ Ms − 1
}
, (43)

where |R̃| = NMs, ω̃r
l1,l2,i

= (ℜ(r̃l1,l2,i),ℑ(r̃l1,l2,i)) and
r̃l1,l2,i = r̂l1,l2,ie

jr̂l1,l2,i . R̃ can also be divided into Ms

subsets based on different ambiguity coefficients as R̃ =
R̃0 ∪ R̃1 ∪ · · · ∪ R̃Ms−1, and the true solution set therein
is given as

R̃true =
{
ω̃r

l1,l2,it

∣∣1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ L
}
, (44)

where ω̃r
1,2,it

= · · · = ω̃r
L−1,L,it

. Compared to Fig.4, the false
solutions in the proposed RSD are more scattered, and the true
solutions are still inseparable, so RSD is more suitable for the
application of high-performance clustering methods.

In order to weaken the impact of false solutions on the final
localization result, based on (27) and the related conclusions,
we construct a new candidate angle set as

A = Θ̂1 ∪ Θ̂1,2 ∪ Θ̂1,3 ∪ · · · ∪ Θ̂1,L ∈ RLMs , (45)
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ASD

RSD

Improved RSD True-False RSD

Fig. 5: The proposed clustering method for NF emitter localization by combining RSD and ASD.

where Θ̂1 is defined in (22), and Θ̂1,2 to Θ̂1,L are defined in
(28). Then the polarization forms of the elements in A can be
obtained and the set is transformed to

Ã =
{
ω̃θ

1,i

∣∣0 ≤ i ≤ Ms − 1
}
∪{

ω̃θ
1,l,i

∣∣2 ≤ l ≤ L, 0 ≤ i ≤ Ms − 1
}
,

(46)

where |Ã| = LMs, ω̃θ
1,i = (ℜ(θ̃1,i),ℑ(θ̃1,i)) and

θ̃1,i = θ̂1,ie
jθ̂1,i , ω̃θ

1,l,i = (ℜ(θ̃1,l,i),ℑ(θ̃1,l,i)) and θ̃1,l,i =

θ̂1,l,ie
jθ̂1,l,i . So the ASD in Fig.5 is constructed by the points

of Ã, and to be distinguished easily, ω̃θ
1,i is plotted by

triangular symbol. From (27), we can know if i is the true
ambiguity coefficient, then ω̃θ

1,i = ω̃θ
1,2,i = · · · = ω̃θ

1,L,i is
the necessary and insufficient condition. But it’s obviously
that the clusters of i = 3 and i = 4 in the ASD can’t
satisfy this condition, so they can be labeled as false ambiguity
coefficients directly and the corresponding angles are false
solutions.

By combining RSD and ASD, we can eliminate a part
of false solutions of R̃ corresponding to i which have been
labeled as false ambiguity coefficients by ASD, then the
improved range solution set is obtained as

R̃imp = R̃imp,1 ∪ · · · ∪ R̃imp,Mimp
, (47)

where Mimp ≤ Ms denotes the number of remaining subsets
after the false solution sets elimination and |R̃imp| = NMimp,
thereby generating the improved RSD. The step 3 of algorithm
1 describes how to eliminate the false solutions based on Ã in
the actual operations, where ε is a threshold which decreases
with the increasing of SNR and ε = 0 under the noise-
free condition. Compared to the initial RSD, the improved
RSD has less false solutions, and thus the true solutions are
easier to be identified. Then since the true solutions gather
together, density-based clustering methods can be considered
for inferring the true solutions.

As the most representative algorithm for density-based clus-
tering, the core idea of DBSCAN [27] is to measure the space
density of a sample point by the number of points within its
neighborhood. Therefore, there are two parameters requiring
to be given before clustering: ϵ, the radius of neighborhood,
and MinPts denotes the minimum number of sample points
that contained in the ϵ-neighborhood. Next we will introduce
how to determine the neighborhood parameter based on our
problem. Since the true solution set R̃true has N points,
we can get MinPts = N . Then in order to obtain the
neighborhood range ϵ, first we calculate the distances between
all sample points within each subset of R̃imp, and then find
the maximum value among them

dm,max = max
{
∥ωr

m,n1
− ωr

m,n2
∥2|1 ≤ n1 < n2 ≤ N

}
,

(48)
where ωr

m,n denotes the n-th elements of R̃imp,m and 1 ≤
m ≤ Mimp. Due to the elements of true solution set have the
tightest connections, so the value of ϵ is set as the minimum
dm,max, i.e.,

ϵ = min {dm,max|1 ≤ m ≤ Mimp} . (49)

Since the required parameters are determined, we can per-
form clustering on sample set R̃imp via DBSCAN, and the
clustering procedure can be summarized as: (1) find out the
samples that have at least N points in their ϵ-neighborhoods
and label their as core objects, (2) all the core objects that are
density-connected and the points in their neighborhoods are
divided into the same clusters. Then the clustering result can
be expressed by

{Cnc
|1 ≤ nc ≤ Nc} = DBSCAN

(
R̃imp, (ϵ,N)

)
(50)

where Nc denotes the number of clusters. Next, we seek out
the cluster Cnc

= Cmax that has the most points, i.e., |Cmax| =
max{|C1|, |C2|, · · · , |CNc

|}. Since the task is to find the N true
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Algorithm 1 RSD-ASD-DBSCAN

Input: Θ̂1, Θ̂, R̂;
1: transform R̂ to point set R̃, where |R̃| = NMs, and
generate RSD;
2: obtain Ã by combining Θ̂1 and Θ̂, where |Ã| = LMs,
and generate ASD;
3: given R̃imp = R̃, eliminate some false solutions by
performing the following steps:

3.1: for i = 0, 1, · · · ,Ms − 1 do
3.2: if

∑L
l=2∥ω̃θ

1,l,i − ω̃θ
1,i∥2 > ε

3.3: R̃imp = R̃imp/R̃i;
3.4: else
3.5: R̃imp = R̃imp;
3.6: end if
3.7: end for

4: given the initial neighborhood parameters (ϵ0, N) and
implement DBSCAN on R̃imp, find out the cluster Cmax,0

that has the highest density, then obtain the true distance
solution set by following judgment:

4.1: while |Cmax,j−1| > N do
4.2: ϵj = ηjϵj−1;
4.3: implement (50) and find out Cmax,j ;
4.4: R̃imp = Cmax,j ;
4.5: j = j + 1;
4.6: end while

5: obtain the true angle solution set from (34);
6: calculate the range and angle estimation results based on
(52) and (53);

Output: r̂, θ̂.

solutions, if |Cmax| = N we can get R̃true = Cmax, but if
|Cmax| > N , it needs to be further divided until |Cmax| = N
is achieved. In this process, the neighborhood radius ϵ should
be reduced in each iteration, and the renewed ϵ is given as

ϵj = ηjϵj−1, (51)

where j denotes the iteration number and ηj < 1 is an
adjustable coefficient.

With the obtained true point set R̃true =
{ω̃true,1, ω̃true,2 · · · ω̃true,N}, where ω̃true,n =
(ℜ(r̃true,n),ℑ(r̃true,n)), we can get the true range solution
set R̂true = {r̂true,1, r̂true,2, · · · , r̂true,N} recovered from
R̃true based on (42), where r̂true,n = |ω̃true,n|. Then the
range estimation result is given as

r̂ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

r̂true,n. (52)

Since the initial sample set R̃imp comes from the calibrated
distance set (31) and R̃true ⊆ R̃imp, then we can get R̂true ⊂
R̂. So we can always find a corresponding angle θ̂true,n for
r̂true,n from Ω, and the angle estimation result can also be
given as

θ̂ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

θ̂true,n. (53)

̂

1̂

ˆ
L

̂

1

L

1̂

ˆ
L

1̂

ˆ
L

2̂

̂

r̂

Fig. 6: The proposed RegNet for NF localization, where
the yellow part is a MLNN that performs false solutions
elimination and the blue part is a perceptron for angle fusion.

V. PROPOSED REGRESSION NETWORK FOR
HIGH-RESOLUTION NF LOCALIZATION

In this section, a regression network is proposed for achiev-
ing higher localization accuracy by combining the functions
of false solution elimination and true solution fusion.

A. Network Construction

By combining the solution sets of all the groups, we can
get

Θ̂ = Θ̂1 ∪ Θ̂2 ∪ · · · ∪ Θ̂L ∈ RLMs , (54)

from the generation mechanism of the phase ambiguity we can
know there are L(Ms− 1) false solutions in Θ̂, so the task of
phase ambiguity elimination is to find out the L true solution
from all LMs solutions. As this process is nonlinear, then it
can be simply expressed as

Θ̂true = fnl(Θ̂), (55)

where Θ̂true = {θ̂1,true, · · · , θ̂L,true} and fnl(·) denotes
an LMs-dimension to L-dimension nonlinear mapping. By
observing (55) we can find, since we only know the input
and output, and don’t know the concrete mapping relationship,
thus this problem can’t be transformed and solved by linear
optimization algorithms. Then machine learning-based meth-
ods are usually adopted to solve problems like this. Depending
on the specific situations and goals to be achieved, common
methods include kernel methods [28], neural networks [29]
[30], non-parametric methods [31], etc. Among them, neural
networks have the best performance for they can learn complex
nonlinear mapping relationships through multiple layers of
nonlinear transformations. Therefore, we will design a multi-
layer neural network (MLNN) for solving the problem (55).

As shown in the yellow part of Fig.6, the input data is Θ̂, so
the input layer of this MLNN contains LMs neurons, and the
output layer has L neurons for the output is Θ̂true. Supposing
the MLNN has H hidden layers, then (55) is transformed to

Θ̂true = f (out)(f (H)(· · · f (1)(W(in)Θ̂+ b(in)))), (56)

where Θ̂true = [θ̂1,true, · · · , θ̂L,true]
T ∈ RL×1 and Θ̂ =

[θ̂1,0, · · · , θ̂1,Ms−1, · · · , θ̂L,0, · · · , θ̂L,Ms−1]
T ∈ RLMs×1 are

vectors that including the elements of sets Θ̂true and Θ̂, W(in)

and b(in) are weight and bias vectors of input layer, f (h)(·)
represents the nonlinear transformation of the hth hidden layer.
As the nonlinear modeling ability of neural networks comes
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from the activation functions, so here rectification linear unit
(ReLU) is adopted as activation functions for the hidden
layers. Finally, the expected output vector Θ̂true contains
L specific angles, so this MLNN is designed for achieving
a regression task, then the output layer can adopt linear
activation function.

Since the emitter is an NF emitter, the true solutions of L
groups are different from each other, i.e., θ̂1,true ̸= θ̂2,true ̸=
· · · ̸= θ̂L,true. Therefore, Θ̂true isn’t the final DOA estimation
result, we have to design another method to fuse these true
solutions. As there must be a linear transformation between
two numbers, the fusion function can be given as the linear
combination of the L angles:

θ̂true =

L∑
l=1

βlfl(θ̂l,true), (57)

where βl is the combination coefficient and fl(·) denotes a
linear transformation. Due to the optimal βl and transformation
relationship are unknown, we can design a perceptron like
the blue part of Fig.6 to solve this problem, and thus (57) is
transformed to

θ̂true = f (p)(Θ̂true)

= W(p)Θ̂true + b(p),
(58)

where W(p) and b(p) are weight and bias vectors of this
peceptron. So the proposed RegNet is the combination of the
MLNN and perceptron, and the whole DOA estimation process
can be expressed by

θ̂ = W(p)f (out)(f (H)(· · · f (1)(W(in)Θ̂+ b(in)))) + b(p).
(59)

As the angle has been estimated, the next step is to esti-
mate the range between emitter and receive array. Based on
equations (23c) and (24), with the angle estimation result and
the true angle solutions of all the groups, the range parameter
can be obtained by

r̂l1,l2 =
∆dl1,l2 cos θ̂l1 cos θ̂l2

cos θ̂(sin θ̂l1 cos θ̂l2 − cos θ̂l1 sin θ̂l2)
. (60)

Since L groups can conduct N =
(
L
2

)
combinations, then the

final result is the average of these N estimations

r̂ =
1

N

L−1∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=l1+1

r̂l1,l2 . (61)

B. Training Strategy

The input of the MLNN is Θ̂, and the expected output
is Θ̂true, so the training data and label pair is given as
(Θ̂, Θ̂true). And as the range of DOA is [−π/2, π/2], dif-
ferent angles can generate different training data and label
pairs, then the complete training set can be expressed by
{(Θ̂θ, Θ̂θ

true)|θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2]}. In the training stage, we
choose mean square error (MSE) as the loss function, which
is defined as

MSE =
1

LNd

Nd∑
t=1

L∑
l=1

(
θ̂t,l,true − θl,true

)2
, (62)

where Nd denotes the number of training data and the θl,true is
the ideal output of the lth output neuron. Then by minimizing
(63) the optimal parameters of the proposed MLNN can
be obtained. Similarly, the training set of the perceptron is
{(Θ̂θ

true, θ)|θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2]}, and the loss function is also
MSE:

MSEp =
1

Nd

Nd∑
t=1

(
θ̂t,true − θ

)2
. (63)

Obviously, if we only want to obtain the angle information,
theses two parts can be combined as an ensemble for reducing
training complexity.

VI. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

A. Complexity Analysis

From Fig.2 we can know the proposed methods share
the common computation complexity from the Root-MUSIC
algorithm in the FF DOA estimation stage, and have different
computation complexities for the NF emitter localization.
The computation complexity of Root-MUSIC comes from
covariance matrix computation, SVD and signal subspace
extraction, it can be approximately given as O(L(TG2+G3)),
where G = M/(LMs). As a key step of clustering-based
methods, the complexity of angle calibration is O(2NMs).
Then the computation complexity of the proposed MSDC in
the NF emitter localization stage only comes from comput-
ing the sample distance, so it is O(MsN(N − 1)/2). For
the proposed RSD-ASD-DBSCAN, its complexity depends
on the number of samples and how many iterations are
required to find the only cluster that has N samples, so it
is given as O(

∑J
j=1 N

2
s,j), where Ns,j > N denotes the

number of samples to be divided at jth iteration. Finally,
the complexity of the proposed RegNet is related to the size
of the MLNN, i.e., the depth and the number of neurons
contained in each hidden layer. Then it is approximately given
as O(NeL

2Ms

∏H
h=1 Nh), where Ne denotes the number of

epochs and Nh is the neuron number of hidden layers.

B. CRLB Analysis

The CRLB provides a lower bound on the variance of
any unbiased estimator. So the CRLB of the grouped hybrid
architecture is derived in this section as a benchmark to
evaluate the NF localization performance of the proposed
methods. Since the signal model (8) is only related to angle
parameter, we have to first transform it to NF model. Based
on the geometric relationship depicted in Fig.3 we get{

rl cos θl = r cos θl

rl sin θl = r sin θ −∆dl
, (64)

where l = 1, 2, · · · , L and ∆dl = (l − 1)GMsd. So we can
express sin θl by

φl = sin θl =
r sin θ −∆dl√

r2 − 2∆dlr sin θ +∆d2l
, (65)

and the steering vector (10) also becomes

a(φl) = ag(φl)⊗ as(φl)

= [1, ej
2πd
λ φl , · · · , ej 2πd

λ (GMs−1)φl ]T ,
(66)
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TABLE I: Computation Complexity of Proposed Methods

Methods Complexity

Proposed MSDC O(TM2/(LM2
s ) +M3/(LM3

s ) + 2NMs+MsN(N − 1)/2)

Proposed RSD-ASD-DBSCAN O(TM2/(LM2
s ) +M3/(LM3

s ) +
∑J

j=1 N
2
s,j)

Proposed RegNet O(TM2/(LM2
s ) +M3/(LM3

s ) +NeL2Ms
∏H

h=1 Nh)

where as(φl) = [1, ej
2πd
λ φl , · · · , ej 2πd

λ (Ms−1)φl ]T , and
ag(θl) = [1, ej

2πd
λ Msφl , · · · , ej 2πd

λ (G−1)Msφl ]T . So the covari-
ance matrix of group l is given as

Rl = σ2
saW (φl)a

H
W (φl) + σ2

vIG, (67)

where aW (φl) = WH
l a(φl). Then by combining all the

groups we can get

R = diag{R1,R2, · · · ,RL}, (68)

and the CRLB can be derived based on it.
Lemma 1: The CRLBs for the DOA and range estimations

of grouped hybrid architecture can be expressed by

CRLBθ =

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
rr

T
[∑L

l=1 F
(l)
θθ

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
rr − (

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
θr )

2
] (69a)

CRLBr =

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
θθ

T
[∑L

l=1 F
(l)
θθ

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
rr − (

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
θr )

2
] (69b)

Proof: See Appendix. ■

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present some simulation results to evalu-
ate the performances of the three proposed localization meth-
ods: MSDC, RSD-ASD-DBSCAN and RegNet. The CRLB
of the proposed grouped hybrid structure is also considered
as benchmark. Then the hybrid massive MIMO receive array
employed in simulations is a ULA with M = 120, Ms = 3
and L = 5, the emitter position is set as (θ, r) = (60◦, 50m).
Under this condition, the MLNN part of the proposed RegNet
is a fully-connected network has LMs = 15 input neurons,
two hidden layers with 12 and 8 neurons respectively, and
also has L = 5 output neurons. The RegNet is trained for 100
epochs and optimized by Adam. The localization accuracy of
the proposed methods are evaluated by the root mean-squared
error (RMSE) of DOA and range estimations, and all results
are averaged over 10000 Monte-Carlo simulations, which are
given as

RMSEθ =

√∑10000
i=1 (θ̂i − θ)2

10000

RMSEr =

√∑10000
i=1 (r̂i − r)

2

10000
,

(70)

where θ̂i and r̂i represent the ith simulation result.
Fig.7 plots the RMSE of DOA and range estimations

versus SNR for the proposed three methods and CRLB with
T = 50. By combining (a) and (b), it is clear that the
proposed RegNet outperforms other methods, its DOA and
range estimation accuracy can both achieve the CRLB at
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Fig. 7: RMSE versus SNR, (a) DOA estimation, (b) range
estimation.

SNR = 4dB. Then based on the performance of DOA
estimation and distance estimation respectively, compared to
the two clustering-based methods, the proposed RegNet has
a significant DOA estimation performance advantage in the
medium-to-low SNR region, while the distance estimation
accuracy shows improvement across all SNR regions. RSD-
ASD-DBSCAN is a method with performance second only to
the RegNet, its DOA estimation accuracy can achieve CRLB
at SNR = 12dB, and its localization performance evidently
outperforms MSDC especially in the medium-to-low SNR
region. Finally, MSDC has a good localization performance
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Fig. 8: RMSE versus the number of snapshots T , (a) DOA
estimation, (b) range estimation.

with high SNR, it can achieve CRLB at SNR = 16dB for
DOA estimation, and its range estimation accuracy can keep
pace with RSD-ASD-DBSCAN at SNR = 12dB.

Fig.8 illustrates the localization accuracy of the proposed
methods versus the number of snapshots T with SNR = 5dB.
Similar to the trend of RMSE versus SNR, the proposed
RegNet still has great advantages over other methods achieves
CRLB in the low number of snapshots region. RSD-ASD-
DBSCAN also performs significantly better than MSDC as
T < 350 and attains the CRLB of DOA estimation at T = 250.
But the different situation is when T > 250, the range
estimation accuracy of RSD-ASD-DBSCAN and MSDC can
exceed that of RegNet and the difference will be larger with the
increasing of T . Therefore, by combining Fig.7 and Fig.8, we
can find the proposed RegNet has robust localization perfor-
mance in the medium-to-low SNR and number of snapshots
situations, while the proposed RSD-ASD-DBSCAN is more
reliable with high SNR and T .

As with the fixed array size M , the structure of grouped
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Fig. 9: CRLB versus SNR, (a) grouped hybrid arrays with
different L and common Ms = 3, (b) grouped hybrid arrays
with different Ms and common L = 5.

hybrid array depends on the number of groups L and the
number of antennas Ms contained in each subarray. So in order
to explore the impact of array structures on the localization
performance, we plot the CRLB versus SNR for grouped
hybrid arrays with different structures, and since the CRLB
of DOA estimation and range estimation have similar trends,
only the DOA estimation case is shown here. Firstly, in figure
(a), the comparison is made between the grouped hybrid arrays
with different L and common Ms, we can see the grouped
arrays with less number of groups have lower CRLB which
mean they have potential to achieve more accurate localization
results, and the CRLB for the arrays with L = 10 and L = 2
differ by almost an order of magnitude. Fig.9 (b) compares the
CRLB of arrays with common L and different Ms, it is clear
that the increasing of Ms will also cause the rising of CRLB.
Therefore, when designing an grouped hybrid array, within
the range of meeting the condition (7), we should minimize
L and Ms as much as possible to achieve higher localization
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Fig. 10: Computation complexity of the proposed methods, (a)
complexity versus L with Ms = 3, (b) complexity versus Ms

with L = 5.

accuracy.
Fig.10 depicts the computation complexity of the proposed

methods versus L and Ms. The specific complexity expres-
sions are given in the Table I. Since the input size of the
proposed RegNet is LMs, and network size including depth
and hidden layer size is strongly associated with the input size,
the increasing of L or Ms will lead to the enlargement of Reg-
Net size. So the complexity of RegNet increases apparently
with the growth of L and Ms, and is much higher than RSD-
ASD-DBSCAN and MSDC for the unsupervised methods can
save the computation spending of training stage. The sample
number of the proposed RSD-ASD-DBSCAN also raises with
the increasing of L and Ms, its complexity exceeds that of
MSDC at L = 4 and Ms = 3, and the difference becomes
larger with the growth of L and Ms.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we first proposed a grouped HAD structure for
NF DOA estimation. By dividing the large-scale receive into

several small-scale groups, the NF problem of estimating DOA
within each group is viewed as a FF one. Then a candidate
position set was generated by calibrating the estimation results
of all the groups to a common reference point. Based on the
distribution characters of the samples in the candidate position
set, two low-complexity clustering-based methods, MSDC and
RSD-ASD-DBSCAN, were proposed to solve phase ambiguity
problem and locate the NF emitter. In order to further im-
prove the localization accuracy, we proposed a high-resolution
RegNet as well, which contains an MLNN for false solution
elimination and a perceptron for angle fusion. Eventually, the
CRLB of NF emitter localization for proposed grouped hybrid
structure was derived as a performance benchmark for the
proposed methods. The simulation results showed that the
clustering-based methods can achieve the CRLB at high SNR
region with extremely low complexity, while the proposed
RegNet attains CRLB at much lower SNR level and has
significantly performance improvement in the medium-to-low
SNR regions.

APPENDIX

DERIVATION OF CRLB FOR NF EMITTER LOCALIZATION
VIA PROPOSED GROUPED HAD STRUCTURE

Based on (68) we can get the Fisher information matrix
(FIM) of the proposed grouped hybrid architecture as

F =

Fθθ Fθr

Frθ Frr

 , (71)

where

Fβiβj
= tr

{
R−1 ∂R

∂βi
R−1 ∂R

∂βj

}

= tr



R−1

1
∂R1

∂βi
R−1

1
∂R1

∂βj

. . .

R−1
L

∂RL

∂βi
R−1

L
∂RL

∂βj




=

L∑
l=1

tr

{
R−1

l

∂Rl

∂βi
R−1

l

∂Rl

∂βj

}

=

L∑
l=1

F
(l)
βiβj

(72)
where β = [θ, r]T , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2 and

F
(l)
βiβj

= tr

{
R−1

l

∂Rl

∂βi
R−1

l

∂Rl

∂βj

}
. (73)

Then referring to (67), we can first attain two basic terms
of F (l)

βiβj

∂Rl

∂θ
= WH

l

(
ȧl,θa

H
l + alȧ

H
l,θ

)
Wl,

∂Rl

∂r
= WH

l

(
ȧl,ra

H
l + alȧ

H
l,r

)
Wl,

(74)
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Ξl = − 2γ2

d2Ms(Ms + γG∥Γl∥2)2

[
∥Γl∥4M2

sG
2(G2 − 1)(Ms + γG∥Γl∥2)

12
+MsG∥Γl∥2∥ηl∥2 +MsG

2ℜ(Γ2
l ηl)

]
(80)

where al = a(φl) and

ȧl,θ =
∂al
∂θ

= j
2πd

λ
φ̇l,θDal,

ȧl,r =
∂al
∂r

= j
2πd

λ
φ̇l,rDal,

(75)

where D = diag{0, 1, · · · , GMs − 1}, and

φ̇l,θ =
∂φl

∂θ
=

r3 cos θ −∆dlr
2 sin θ cos θ

(
√

r2 − 2∆dlr sin θ +∆d2l )
3
,

φ̇l,r =
∂φl

∂r
=

∆dlr cos
2 θ

(
√

r2 − 2∆dlr sin θ +∆d2l )
3
.

(76)

So (74) can be further expressed by

∂Rl

∂θ
= j

2πd

λ
φ̇l,θW

H
l

(
Dala

H
l − ala

H
l D

)
Wl,

∂Rl

∂r
= j

2πd

λ
φ̇l,rW

H
l

(
Dala

H
l − ala

H
l D

)
Wl,

(77)

and by substituting it into (73) we can get

F
(l)
θθ = φ̇2

l,θµ
2tr
{[

R−1
l WH

l

(
Dala

H
l − ala

H
l D

)
Wl

]2}
(78a)

F (l)
rr = φ̇2

l,rµ
2tr
{[

R−1
l WH

l

(
Dala

H
l − ala

H
l D

)
Wl

]2}
(78b)

F
(l)
θr = φ̇l,θφ̇l,rµ

2tr
{[

R−1
l WH

l

(
Dala

H
l − ala

H
l D

)
Wl

]2}
(78c)

F
(l)
rθ = φ̇l,rφ̇l,θµ

2tr
{[

R−1
l WH

l

(
Dala

H
l − ala

H
l D

)
Wl

]2}
(78d)

where µ = j 2πd
λ . Then referring to the CRLB of the sub-

connected hybrid structure derived in [24], and substituting
(76) into the above equation, the expressions of F

(l)
βiβj

are
further expressed by

F
(l)
θθ =

µ2r4 cos2 θ(r −∆dl sin θ)
2Ξl

(r2 − 2∆dlr sin θ +∆d2l )
3

, (79a)

F (l)
rr =

µ2∆d2l r
2 cos4 θΞl

(r2 − 2∆dlr sin θ +∆d2l )
3
, (79b)

F
(l)
θr = F

(l)
rθ =

µ2∆dlr
3 cos3 θ(r −∆dl sin θ)Ξl

(r2 − 2∆dlr sin θ +∆d2l )
3

, (79c)

where Ξl is given by (80), γ = σ2
s/σ

2
v , and

Γl =

Ms∑
ms=1

ej
2πd
λ (ms−1)φl =

1− ej
2πd
λ Msφl

1− ej
2πd
λ φl

, (81a)

ηl =

Ms∑
ms=1

(ms − 1)e−j 2πd
λ (ms−1)φl . (81b)

As CRLB is the inversion of FIM, given the number of
snapshots T , then the CRLB of the proposed grouped hybrid
architecture is given by

CRLB =
1

T
F−1 =

CRLBθ

CRLBr

 , (82)

from (71) and (72) we can get

CRLBθ =
Frr

T (FθθFrr − FθrFrθ)

=

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
rr

T
[∑L

l=1 F
(l)
θθ

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
rr − (

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
θr )

2
] , (83)

and

CRLBr =
Fθθ

T (FθθFrr − FθrFrθ)

=

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
θθ

T
[∑L

l=1 F
(l)
θθ

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
rr − (

∑L
l=1 F

(l)
θr )

2
] . (84)
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