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Abstract—Threshold and ambiguity phenomena are studied in TSI T TTTTS - ¢ I T T T T T Threshold” T | T ©
Part 1 of this work where approximations for the - % ., region - %
mean-squared-error (MSE) of the maximum likelihood estimator O - e T S i i
are proposed using the method of interval estimation (MIE), A priori f
and where approximate upper and lower bounds are derived. “ Asympiotic region B
In this part we consider time-of-arrival estimation and we 4 5 region | w \Trrir;?gr'?" . Transition
employ the MIE to derive closed-form expressions of the begin- = = Ambiguity |~ region

ambiguity, end-ambiguity and asymptotic signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) thresholds with respect to some features of the transmitted N
signal. Both baseband and passband pulses are considered. We /?epri'gr:' Thr;es.hmd
prove that the begin-ambiguity threshold depends only on the 9 gron 1 'Y
shape of the envelope of the ACR, whereas the end-ambiguity and

asymptotic thresholds only on the shape of the ACR. We exploit Por SNR Py Por  Pami SNR Py Pyg
the results on the begin-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds b

to optimize, with respect to the available SNR, the pulse that (@) (b)

achleve.s the mml.mum a?taln?ble MSE. The results of this paper Figure 1. SNR regions (&) priori, threshold and asymptotic regions for non-
are valid for various estimation problems. oscillating ACR (b)A priori, ambiguity and asymptotic regions for oscillating
ACR (c: CRLB, ey: MSE of uniform distribution in the: priori domain,e:
achievable MSE ppr, pam1, pam2, pas: a priori, begin-ambiguity, end-
ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds).

\ region

Asymptotic
- region

Index Terms—Nonlinear estimation, threshold and ambiguity
phenomena, maximum likelihood estimator, mean-squared-error,
signal-to-noise ratio, time-of-arrival, optimal signal design.

| INTRODUCTION random signals and finite snapshiots Renaux let al. [2006,
2007]).

ONLINEAR deterministic parameter estimation is Sub- \yhen the autocorrelation (ACR) with respect to (w.r.t.) the
ject_to the threshold effect Ziv and Zakai [1969]ynknown parameter is oscillating, five regions can be idienti

QW Al eiss_[1981]. Weiss and Weinstein [1983]g shown in FiglT1(b): 1) the priori region, 2) thea priori-
Weinstein and Weiss | [1984]. Zeira and Schultheiss [1993mpiguity transition region, 3) the ambiguity region, 4k th
11994], Sadler and Kozick [2006]. Sadler et al. [2007]. Due tgmpiquity-asymptotic transition region, and 5) the asyatipt
this effect the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) axis can betsplo  yegion. The MSE achieved in the ambiguity region is ap-
three regions as illustrated in Fig. 1(a): proximately equal to the envelope CRLB (ECRLB). In Figs.
1) A priori region: Region in which the estimator become§(a) andL(b)0pr, pPam1, Pam2 @Nd p,s, respectively, denote
uniformly distributed in the: priori domain. the a priori, begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity and asymptotic
2) Threshold region: Region of transition between the thresholds determining the limits of the defined regions.
priori and asymptotic regions. . As the evaluation of the statistics of most estimators such
3) Asymptotic region: Region in which an asymptotically;s the MLE is often unattainable in the threshold region,ynan
efficient estimator, such as the maximum likelihood e$ser bounds have been proposed Van Trees and [Bell [2007],
timator (MLE), achieves the Cramer-Rao lower bounienaix[[2006] for both deterministic (the unknown paramete
(CRLB). Otherwise, the estimator achieves itS OWRas only one possible value) and Bayesian (the unknown
asymptotic mean-squared-error (MSE) (e.g, MLE witharameter follows a given priori distribution) estimation in
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region. Thresholds are also computed in Zeira and Scheftheivo ALBs (derived in Part 1). We show that the priori
, ] using the Barankin lower bound (BLB); thehreshold depends on both theriori domain and the shape
obtained thresholds are much smaller than the true onetthe ACR envelope.
Closed-form_expressions of the asymptotic threshold aregy making use of the obtained results about thresholds,
derived in | Steinhardt and Bretherton [1985] for frequengye propose a method to optimize, w.rt. the available SNR,
estimation and in_Richmohd [2005] for angle estimatiofhe spectrum of the transmitted pulse in order to achieve
by employing the method of interval estimation (MIE)the minimum attainable MSE. The proposed method is very
The method inl_Steinhardt and Bretherton [1985] is_basggnple and very accurate. To the best of our knowledge, shis i
on the MSE approximation (MSEA) in_Rife and BoorstyRne first optimization problem addressing the minimizatidn
[1974] and is valid for cardinal sine ACRs only, whereage MSE subject to the threshold and ambiguity phenomena.
that in LRJ_C_I:Lm_O_n|d [2005] is baseq on the probability. of The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In $dc. I
non-amblguny and can be used with any ACR sha_pe. T}\W describe the system model. In Sed. Il we introduce some
aches_nwrtbn_ﬂgwo E-based MSEAs and ALBs. In SeCIV we consider the
.] are discussed in details and compared 1o our aPProAfIhmerical and analytical computation of the thresholds and
in Sec[IV. analyze their properties. In Sec] V we present and discuss
Optimal power allocation for multicarrier systems with insome numerical results about the thresholds when baseband
terference is considered|in Karisan et al. [2011]; the apgo and passband pulses are employed. In Bec. VI we propose a

followed therein minimizes the CRLB for TOA estimationmethod to optimize the spectrum of the transmitted pulsé. w.r
without taking into account the threshold and ambiguity efhe available SNR.

fects. Optimal pulse design for TOA estimation is studied in

McAulay and Sakrison [1969] based on the BLB; the authors Il. SYSTEM MODEL
study the reduction of the asymptotic threshold by congider In this section we describe our system model. k@) be

different ACR shapes. The optimization of the time-bandiwid - ; o ; ;
the transmitted signaty and© the positive gain and the time
product for frequency estimation is investigated in Vanebre gnaly b g

3 - lay introduced by an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
.] based on the MIE. The approac r%gﬁannel, andw(t) the noise with two-sided power spectral
is discussed and compared to ours in $e¢. VI.

density (PSD) of%. We can write the received signal as:
In Part 1 of this work Mallat et al., an approximate upper ~

bound and various MSEAs for the MLE are proposed by r(t) = as(t — ©) + w(t).

using the MIE Van Trees and Bell [2007]. Richmond [2005\ve assume tha® is deterministic withDe = [O1, O]
Rife and Boorstyn [[1974] McAulay and Sakrison_[1969sepresenting its priori domain.

Van Trees [[1968], Woodward_[1955], Kotelnikov_[1959], ¢ part 1, the MLE of is given b
Wozencraft and Jacdb$ [1965], Boyer et dl_[2004], Afhley ' ' o e VEE O 1S GVEn BY

[2005], Najjar-Atallah et &l.| [2005], Richmond [2006]. Sem O = argmax { X, s(0)}

approximate lower bounds (ALB) are proposed as well tWhereX 6) = aR (g_ ) + w(6) is the CCR ofr(t)
employing the binary detection principle first used by Zidan " Y e .

ZakailZiv and Zakai [1969]. and s(t) with R, (0) = [ s(t)s(t — 0)dt being the ACR

_ [tee S _
In Part 2 (current paper), we utilize an MIE-MSEA (pro-Olc 5(t) anduw() = J_ r(t)i(t —6)dt a zero-mean colored

. . . _ N_
posed later in SedTI1A) to derive analytic expressions Sfaussian noise of covarian€g, (¢) = ' R, (0).
the begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity and asymptotic thots ~ From Part 1, we can express the CRLB, the ECRLB and
The obtained thresholds are very accurate (in particular the maximum MSE oD as:

end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds of oscillatingRsE . = 1 1)
To the best of our knowledge, our approach is the first utigzi pB?

an MIE-based MSEA (very accurate approximation) and that 1 5
can be used with any ACR shape. The equations established in Ce = p—ﬁg (2)
this paper are obtained by con_sidering TOA e_stimgtion. How- (03 — ©4)2 O + 0,72

ever, our method can be applied on any estimation problem U= T 19 + {9 - T} )

satisfying the system model of Part 1. B )
We prove that the begin-ambiguity threshold only depenc\i\éherep = /3 denotes the SNR, anf and5 stand for the

on the shape of the ACR envelope (e.g, cardinal sine, Gaussfé?\jgS\L;\?)dg?tlc(ga?gg'g&\%Q%:/Ae/)r?;vdet[he envelope MQBW
raised cosine with fixed roll-off) regardless of other pagtens S\ ) P Y- ’

(e.g, a priori domain, bandwidth, mean frequency), and the s R0) 242 4 22
end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds only depend on the By =- E, Be +amfo mAmfe )
ACR shape (which can be described by the envelope shape and . I B

the mean frequency to bandwidth ratio, together) regasdiés erorefs(e) denotes trﬁms%c;??g‘g?nvatwe BL(0), Bs =
other parameters (e.g, the bandwidth and the mean frequericy. s°(t)dt and f. = W represent the energy
if their ratio is constant). The thresholds of the differ&NR and the mean frequency sft), with F,(f) being the Fourier
regions are also evaluated numerically using an MSEA atrénsform ofs(t).



We have seen in Part 1, that for a signal occupying the whdle more details), and),, represents a testpoint ib,,; 0,
band from 3.1 to 10.6 Gﬂz(fc = 6.85 GHz, bandwidth is selected as the abscissa of thth local maximum (resp.
B = 7.5 GHz), we haves? = @ ~ 4”120fc2, soc ~ ¢. the center ofD,) for oscillating (resp. non-oscillating) ACRs;
Therefore, the estimation performance seriously detatésrif o = © (abscissa of the maximum) for both ACR types.

the ECRLB is achieved instead of the CRLB due to ambiguity. For oscillating (resp. non-oscillating) ACRg,, ando? are
N

_ As [33 << 47?f2, the super accuracy associat_ed with approximated byu,, 1 , = 6,, and 021, =min C%’gi U}
|s.ma|nly due to the mean .frequer?qy. To benefit fro.m. Sresp. fnre = dpP{dy} + duy1P{dns1} and gilc Z
this super accuracy at sufficiently high SNRs, the sufficient .. 2 -

i . 4 . X { 2 2 }) where R, — 4E:(6) 2 _
condition to satisfy is that the phase of the transmittedalig ™" 17n,B> 9n,U n = @02 |y_p OnyU =
should not be modified across th(_e channe_l (e.g, due to fa,ding)gﬂlgdn)z, P{d,} = Q (\/ﬁER% ) ando? , = P{d,}(1 -
regardless whether the signal is pure impulse-radio UWB _ e N T e _
(carrier-less), carrier-modulated with known phase (éng, P{dn})(dn+1—dn)* with Q(y) = —= [~ e~ = d¢ being the
monostatic radar), or carrier-modulated with unknown ghag) function andi,, = “%()

do

(e.g, in most communication systems). With the latter, weeha . 6=0, .
to use the time difference of arrival (TDOA) technique. 2) An MSEA for analytic threshold computation: The
MSEA eand p) proposed in this paragraph will be used later
IIl. MSEAS AND ALB S in Sec.[IV-B to express analytically the end-ambiguity and

asymptotic thresholdszandp) employs the probability up-

_In this section we introduce some MSEAs and ALBs ther bound proposed by McAulay n_McAulay and Sakrison
will be used later in Seck. 1V ad V to compute the threshold 1969]. It evaluates the achieved MSE in the intervals,

Dy and Dy, which means that the SNR is supposed to be

A. MIE-based MSEAs relatively high.
We have seen in Part 1 that by splitting theriori domain By approximatingu,, in (B) by 6,,, approximatings? by
of © into N intervals Dy, = [dn,dn+1), (n = n1,--,nn), ¢, neglectings?, (02, << (© — p+1)?), takingdy = © and
(n1 <0, ny >0), we can write the MSE 06 as: 011 = ©+Awith A = L ~ 2= for oscillating ACRs ¢, are
ny the approximate abscissa of the two local maxima around the
e(p) = Z P, [(@ — )+ Uﬂ (5) global one) andA = & for non-oscillating ACRs (1., are
n=ny empirically chosen, see Sec. V-B in Part 1 for more details),

where P, = P{6& ¢ D,} denotes the interval probability,2"d adopting the McAulay probability upper bounids’ =1
_ mie 2 _ A 2 and P\? = 2T — R(A)]) with R(9) = £<9 denotin

and u, = E{©,} and o2 = E{(6, — u,)?} represent, o =Q(VE] (A)) (0) = =%, 9
respectively, the mean and the variance of the interval MLe normalized ACRgandp) becomes
6, = é|é € D, (P and E stand for the probability and
expectation operators). For oscillating (resp. non-tatiilg) eandp) = ¢+ 2A%Q ( g[l - R(A)]) . @)
ACRs, we consider an interval around each local maximum
(resp. splitDe into N equal duration intervals)D, always  Let us now explain whyean{p) is appropriate for the
contains the maximum of the ACR. evaluation of the end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds

Different approximations of?,, 1, and gi were proposed Assume for the moment that the CRLB is achieved (i.e. the
in Part 1. Below, we only present the approximations that wiBNR is sufficiently high). In the course of decreasing the
be used later in this paper for the numerical and the analy®&R, the threshold (resp. ambiguity) region begins for non-
evaluation of the thresholds. oscillating (resp. oscillating) ACRs when the estimateshef
unknown parameter start to spread along the ACR (resp. the
local maxima of the ACR) instead of falling in the vicinity
of the maximum (resp. global maximum). Therefore, the
enum(p) (6) estimates only fall at the end of the threshold and ambiguity

based on[5) and that we will use later in SEG. V for thregions (if we start from low SNRs) in the interval, and

numerical evaluation of the different thresholegim(p) is the the intervalsD_, and D, (at the left and the right abDo) so
. ) the achieved MSE can be approximated using(p).
most accurate approximation proposed in Part 1.

For both oscillating and non-oscillating ACR#,, in (5)
is approximated byP!" = GenzAlgd®,,,,- - ,0,,) where B. Binary detection based ALBs

GenzAlgo denotes one of Genz's algorithms written basedpy ysing the principle of binary detection, we have derived

on [Genk [1992] 1972, 1976]. Nuyens and Cools [2004] 1@ part 1 the following ALBs { = 1, 2):

compute the multivariate normal probability with integoat _
region specified by a set of linear inequalities (see Part 1 o /“ Py
a o= | eQ(y/50-RE)de ®)

vt

1) An MSEA for numerical threshold computation: We
present in this paragraph the MSEA

1The ultra wideband (UWB) spectrum authorized for unlicense
use by the US federal commission of communications in May 2200 Iy
— — i

[Federal Communications_ Commission (FCC) [2002].
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wheree; = min{© — 01,2(02 — 0)} andez = min{O, — 1) Asymptotic threshold for oscillating and non-oscillating
0,2(0 — 01)}; V{f(§)} = max{f(¢ > &)} denotes the ACRs: Let:

valley-filling function. We have seen in Part 1 that and P

b; are very tight and thal; is tighter thanz;; z; andb; are, G(p) = pQ ( 5[1 - R@)]) (16)

respectively, tighter thany andb, whenfy — 0, > 0, — 6, ] ) ]
Using ), [7) and[{16) we can write from the asymptotic

IV. THRESHOLD COMPUTATION threshold definition in[{13):
We consider in this section the computation of the thresh- G(pas) = Gas (17)
olds of the different SNR regions w.r.t. some features of the
transmitted signal. where
Similarly to Part 1, we define the priori p,., begin- Gy = So5 — 1 (18)
ambiguity pami, end-ambiguity p,,o and asymptoticp,. 24232
thresholds as Weinstein and Weiss [1984]: denotes a constant;, is the solution of [17).
ppr = p:elp) = aprey (10) To find an analytic expression of,s we consider the
Pami p i e(p) = Camice (11) following apprommaﬂor; oflthe Q function
2
Pam? p i e(p) = aamace (12) Q) =~ T E>>1 (19)
_ 5 vV 271'
Pas = p i e(p) = aasc. (13)

_g
We takeay,, = 0.5, dam1 = 2, Qamz = 0.5 anda,s = 1.1. obtained from the mequaht;(£ — i?,) \/%e T < Q) <

The considered features of the transmitted signal are tgi/e:e_T ¢ > 0 in [Wozencraft and Jacabs, 1965, pp. 83].
a priori time bandwidth product (ATBW) and the inversq et:

fractional bandwidth (IFBW) defined as: [1— R(A)]

_ H(p)= L7220 (20)
vy = TB (14) 2
\ = Je (15) From [18), [19) and(20), we can write {17) as:
D H(pas)eHP=) = H,, (21)

whereT = O, — 01 (a priori time) is the width of thex priori
domain of® and B the bandwidth of the transmitted signal.with
In Sec[1V-A, we consider the numerical calculation of th§¥ _ mGE[1—-R(A)]  w(aas —1)%[1 = R(A)] 29
thresholds. We derive in SeC._IV-B analytic expressions of s — 2 - IR (22)
the begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity and asymptotic thodd$, ; - .
and discuss in Se¢_IVAC the properties of the thresholag the asymptofic threshold iL{21) can be expressed as:

obtained in Sed_1V-B. Dae — —2W_1(Has) (23)
“ 1—-R(A)
A. Numerical computation where W_,(¢) denotes the branch-*1" (becauseH,; is

As mentioned above we consider here the numerical comegative) of the Lambert W function defined as a solution
putation of the thresholds. To fingl,., pam1, pam2 @and pss  (more than one solution may exist) of the equatita'’ = ¢.
w.r.t. v (resp.\) numerically, we varyy (resp.)\) by fixing 7' Like the other non-elementary functions (e.g, Q functiorge
(resp.f.) and varyingB (or vice versa) and compute for eactfunction), the Lambert W function has Taylor series expamsi
value ofy (resp.)) the achieved MSE along the SNR axisand can be computed recursively; it is also implemented in
Then, the thresholds are then obtained by making use bf (IBATLAB; hence, the solution in{20) can be considered as an
@, (I2) and[(I3). analytic solution since it can directly be obtained.

Theoretically, the thresholds should be computed from theWe recall that in the evaluation af ., in (I8), H,, in (22)
MSE achieved in practice. As the exact expression of the MSiad p, in (23), we takeA = ﬁ for non-oscillating ACRs
is not obtainable in most estimation problems, the threholgng A ~ f_ ~ 2# for oscillating ACRs.

can be calculated using a MSEA, an upper bound or aZ) End- amblgulty threshold for oscillating ACRs: From the

lower bound. In Sed_V, the priori, begin-ambiguity and d-ambiauity threshold definiti 2 it
end-ambiguity thresholds are computed numerically udieg t en ar)n [I_Z?)UIé) arr?gllél)]G) efinition i0{112) we can write gsin
MSEA enum(p) in (6). The asymptotic threshold is compute(@)

using enum(p) and the ALBsz; in 8) andb; in (). G(pam2) = Gamz (24)

where
B. Analytic expressions of the begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity

. 1 « 1 «
and asymptotic thresholds - (Zam2 - ) Hem2 25
) . ) . ) Gamz A2 ( 32 32 2A232 (25)
In this subsection, we derive analytic expressions of the € s _ e
begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity and asymptotic threshdig Using [19), [20) and(25), we can write {24) as:
making use of the MSE&an4p) in (@). H(pams et Pem2) = H, (26)



where 4) About the end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds for
) ) oscillating ACRs: Note that in the computation of the end-
H,o = _WGamz[l — R(A)] ~ _Woéamz[l — R(A)] (27) ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds for oscillating ACRs,
2 8ASS R(A) can be replaced byr(A) becauséy; in (@) are the

h d-ambiquitv threshold 726 b q abscissa of two local maxima @f(¢ — ©) (the local maxima
so the end-ambiguity threshold iRL{26) can be expresse a3re located on the envelope). Therefgrg, in (23) andpame

in 28) can be expressed as:

—2W_1(Hagm
pona = 28)
- ( ) _2W71(Has) (37)
pas - = AN
We recall that in the evaluation 6%,,,,2 in (28), H,,,2 in (24) 1—er(A)
and pam2 in (28), we takeA ~ fi ~~ %—". Py —2W_1(Hamz2) (38)
Jc s am 1 _ A
3) Begin-ambiguity threshold for oscillating ACRs: To er(8)
compute the begin-ambiguity threshold, we cannot empley tiyhere
MSEA in (@) because the estimates fall now, not onlyJin,,
Dy and D+, but around all the local maxima in the vicinity 0. - (s — 1)%[1 — er(A)] (39)
of the maximum of the envelope of the ACR. Therefore, by as 8A4p4
considering the envelope;(#) of the normalized ACRR(0) ma2, o[l —er(A)]
instead ofR(6) itself, and the ECRLB:. in (2) instead of the Haomz = — SATG1 : (40)
CRLB c in (@), we can approximate the MSE in the vicinity ©
of the maximum ofer(6) by: By using [3T) and[(38) instead df{23) arid](28), we highly

simplify the calculation of the thresholds. In fact, if we nta
Canae(p) 7 Co + 2A2 ( Pl — en(A ) og) to compute the thresholds of a passband pulse (i.e. pulse
anac (/) @ 2[ a(A)] (29) modulated by carrier) w.r.t. the IFBW in (I5), then instead
of generating the normalized ACR(6) for each value of\,
e just compute the normalized ACR envelopg(f) once
and evaluateR(A) = er(A) by varying A w.r.t. A.

where, similarly to the case of non-oscillating ACRs, weeta
A= 4—;;6 (Bs is replaced bys, because the EMQBW is equal
to the MQBW of the envelope). Let:

Ge(p) = pQ ( g[l - eR(A)]) (30) C. Threshold properties
Ho(p) = _pll—er(A)] (31) In this subsection we prove that for a baseband (i.e. unmod-
ol = 2 ulated) pulse that can be written as (e.g, Gaussian, cardina

i d raised i I :
From [2), [29), [[3D) and(31) we can write the definition of 'C @nd raised cosine pu ses)

the begin-ambiguity threshold iiL {111) as:

wp(t) = wi(t'), ¢ = Bt (41)
Gelpam1) = Gam (32)  with B denoting the bandwidth, the asymptotic threshold only
where depends on the shape;(¢) (i.e. independent ofB) (e.g,
o 1 constant for Gaussian and cardinal sine pulses, and fumctio
Goml = ————. 33) of the roll-off factor for raised cosine pulses), and that
“2122 f the roll-off f f ised i Ises), and thattfee
206 passband pulse
Usin , becomes:
919 ) wg, 5, (t) = wp(t) cos(2m fet)
He(pamn)e™ 1) = Hom (34) = wi(t) cos(2mt'), ' =Bt (42)
where with f. denoting the carrier frequency, the begin-ambiguity
) ) threshold only depends on the shape(t) of the envelope
Hypy = —"Cam[lzen(®)] _ — e HoenB - (35)  wp(t) of wg s, (t) (ie. independent oB, f. and the IFBW

), whereas the end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds are
so we can express the begin-ambiguity threshold fiom (34) &gnctions of the shapev, (t) and the IFBWA in (15) (i.e.
independent of the values taken By and f. separately).
_ 2W_y(Ham1) (36) This is equivalent to saying that the begin-ambiguity thosd
Pam1 = 7 er(A) is only function of the shape of the envelope of the signal,
whereas the end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds dye on
We recall that in the evaluation 6f,,,,1 in (33), Ham1 in B5)  functions of the shape of the signal itself, regardless of an
and pap in (38), we takeA = - other parameters like the bandwidth and the carrier.



1) Asymptotic threshold for baseband pulses: Let us prove  AsA ~ -+ ~ 2= for oscillating ACRs, we can writeg(A),
that the asymptotic threshold in{23) of the pulsg(t) in (41) H,s and Hamg in (37) and [3B) using(45) an@ (46) as:

is independent of3. From [41) we can write the normalized
ACR Rp () of wp(t) as: er(A) = Rp ( > ( )
 [TZwsWws(t—0)dt [T wi () wi (¢ —6")dt’ (aas _ 1 1-R (l
Rp(0) = =3 = ——— _ LAX
5(0) flj / 2 (t)dt ST w3 ()dt Hes 1287T3
=R(0'), 0" = B0 (43) " w1 R (3)]
where R, (f) denotes the normalized ACR af; (¢), and the e 851
MQBW 3% of wg(t) using [4) and[{43) as: Hence, the end-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds of
&R y(0) R, (0) wg, . (t) are independent aB and f, separately; they depend
gy =-———22 —_p— 1 = B?p? (44) on the shapek; (#) of the envelope of the ACR and on the

de? _ dor |, _ -
6=0 0'=0 IFBW X. Note thatR;(f) and\ determine together the shape

where 32 = —1%;(0) denotes the MQBW ofuv; (¢) (unitary ©f the ACR ofwp ;, (¢).
MQBW, i.e. MQBW per a bandwidth of3 = 1 Hz). Note We have mentioned in Sed] | that a closed-form
that Rz(#) and S used here are, respectively, equivalent texpression of the asymptotic threshold is derived in

R(#) and 3, used in Sed_IV-B. A\ = o = 46 for non- [Steinhardt and Bretherton [1985] based on the MIE-based
oscillating ACRs, we can write?(A) and H., in (23) from MSEA in [Rife_and Boorstyn[[1974]. The obtained result is
(@3) and [(44) as: very nice. However, it is only applicable on cardinal sine

ACRs. Furthermore, the employed MSEA considers the un-

R(A) = Rp ( T ) B ( T ) =R (L) known parameter and the zeros of the ACR as testpoints. This
4B 4By 451 choice is not optimal for asymptotic threshold computation

32(ctgs — 1)2 {1 — Ry (ﬁ)} because the MSE starts to deviate from the asymptotic MSE

Hy,s = -— 3 . (the CRLB for asymptotically estimators) when the estimate

T starts to fall around the strongest local maxima.

We can see that botlR(A) and H,s are independent of The latter problem is bypassed.in Richmohd [2005] by only
_B._Hence, for the.p_ulse in(#1) the asymptotic thresm@on&derlngthe unknown parameter and the two strongest loc
'S mdependent ofB; it depends only on the shape of themaX|ma (like in our approach). However, the threshold is not
normalized ACRR () determined byR: (6). computed based on the achieved MSE w.r.t. the asymptotic
2) Begin-ambiguity threshold for passband pulses: Let us one (like in the approach of Steinhardt and Bretherton [1985
prove that the begin-ambiguity threshold [nl(36) of the pulsand ours) but based on the probability of non-ambiguity.
wp,y, (t) in (@2) is independent of3 and f.. The envelope Obviously, the MSE-based approach is more reliable because
€Rp. ;. (0) Of the normalized ACRRp . (¢) of wp 7. (t) and  the main concern in estimation is to minimize the MSE (by
the EMQBW §Z ; ;. of wp 1.(t) can be written from[{42), making it attaining the asymptotic one).
(43) and [(4¥) as: In this section we have two main contributions. The first
ery,. (0) = Rp(0)=R(0), 0 =BY (45) is th_at we derived. clesed—from expressions of the _begin—
5 _ 52— 2. (46) amblgwty, end—amplgu_ny and asymptotic t_hresholds failes
eB fe Ps 1 lating and non-oscillating ACRs. The obtained threshoidgs a
Note thater,, , () and 32 ; , used here are, respectivelyYery accurate (especially for the end-ambiguity and asgtipt
equivalent toer(f) and ge used in Sec[TV:B. AsA — thresholds of oscillating ACRs, see Sk¢. V). Our approach ca
for the begin-ambiguity threshold, we can writd’® applied on any estimation problem satisfying the system

4[5( )gjndH L in @8) using [@5) and(26) as: model of Part 1. To the best of our knowledge, our results are
o completely new. Also, we have dealt with the case of non-
er(A) = Rp < 4 ) R <L> oscillating ACRs. To the best of our knowledge, no one has
48p 451 investigated this case before.
32(Qtam1 — 1)2 [ — Ry (4{51)} The second contribution is that we proved some properties
Hyph = — . of the obtained thresholds. The proved properties are ¥aitid

3
T any estimation problem whose ACR (rather than transmitted

Both er(A) and H,,,,1 are independent oB and f.. Hence, signal like in the TOA case) satisfids {41) afidl(42).
for the pulse in[(4R) the begin-ambiguity threshold is inelep

dent of B and f.; it only depends on the shage, (¢) of the V. NUMERICAL RESULTS ABOUT THRESHOLDS

envelopeer,, , (0) of the normalized ACRR ¢, (6). In this section we discuss some numerical results about the
3) End-ambiguity and asymptotic thresholds for passband thresholds obtained for the baseband and passband Gaussian

pulses: Let us prove that the asymptotic threshold[in] (37) angulses respectively given by

the end-ambiguity threshold ifi-{88) of the pulseg ;. (¢) in _opdZ

(@2) are function of the shape, (¢) of the envelopeuvs(t) in gr,(t) = e " Ti (47)
(41) and the IFBWX in ([I5) only. g1,,.1.(t) = es(t)cos(2mf.t). (48)
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Figure 2. Baseband: SQRTs of the CRIBthe maximum MSEey; and Figure 3. Basebandt priori and asymptotic thresholds w.r.t. the ATBW
the MSEA enym w.r.t. the SNRp and the pulse widti,.

dB andpgs ana= 18.5 dB). This result is already proved

The bandwidth at -10 dB of bothy, (¢) and g1, . (t) and in Sec[IV-C.
the MQBW of gz, (t) (equal to the EMQBW ofyr, . (1)) « Thea priori thresholdp,, num increases withy; in fact,
can respectively be expressed as Dardari et al. [2008]: the gap between the CRLB and the maximum MSE in-
creases withy while the asymptotic threshold is constant.
In10 1
B = 24/—— (49)
T Ty
32 = 2_7T (50 B. Passband pulses: A priori, begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity
T2 and asymptotic thresholds width respect to the IFBW

In Sec.[V-A and Sed VB we consider the baseband angd!n this subsection we consider the passband pulseTh (48).
passband cases, respectively. We compute thea priori, begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity

and asymptotic thresholds w.r.t. the IFBW in (I5) by

o ) considering variable pulse widtlf,, and a priori domain
A. Baseband pulses: A priori and asymptotic thresholds w.r.t. De = [~2,1.5]T,, and a fixed carrieff, = 6.85 GHz.

the ATBW S _ In Fig.[4, we show the SQRTs of the CRLBIin (), the
We consider in this subsection the baseband pulst i (43R B c. in @), the maximum MSEe in @), and the
and compute the priori ar_1d qsymptotk_: thresholds V\_/.r.t. theyisea enumin (B) W.r.t. p andT,,. The ambiguity region is not
ATBW 1+ in (14) by considering a variable pulse widif), gpservable for small, becausenm converges froney to ¢
and a fixeda priori domain De = [-2,2] ns. without staying long equal te. due to the weak oscillations
In Fig. [@, we show the SQRTs of the CRLBin (@), in the ACR; this explains why the begin-ambiguity and end-
the maximum MSEey in (3), and the MSEAenm in (6) ambiguity thresholds are very close to each other for seoall
w.rt. p and T,,. We can see thatn,m decreases ad,, as can be seen in Figl 5. For hidh, the ambiguity region is
decreases fop > 16 dB whereas it becomes approximateleasily observable; it has a triangular shape due to the gap
constant w.r.t.T;, for p < 16 dB. In fact, ¢ is achieved at between the begin-ambiguity and end-ambiguity thresholds
p = 16 dB (approximately equal to the asymptotic thresholdjhat increases withh as can be seen in Figl 5.
and it is also inversely proportional t62 which is in turn | Fig.[, we show the: priori thresholdp,, num (obtained
inversely proportional td’Z as can be noticed fronfl(1) andnymerically fromenun), begin-ambiguity thre,ShOI(ﬁ’aml,num
(50). We deduce that the MSE can (resp. cannot) be redugggained numerically frone,.y), begin-ambiguity threshold
with baseband pulses by increasing the bandwidth (inversgl . in @8) (analytic expression), end-ambiguity threshold
proportional to the pulse width) if the available SNR is adov,, . (obtained numerically fromenum), end-ambiguity
(resp. below) the asymptotic threshold. threshold .2 ana in (38) (analytic expression), asymptotic
Fig. [@ shows the: priori thresholdp,, num (obtained nu- threshold,s num: pas,- @ndpas,» (resp. obtained numerically
merically from enym), the asymptotic thresholds,s num and from enpum and the ALBsz; in (8) andb; in (@) and the
Pas,- (resp. obtained numerically fromh,m and the ALBz;  asymptotic threshold, anain (37) (analytic expression) w.r.t.
in () and the asymptotic thresho}gs ana in (23) (analytic the IFBW \. We can see that:
expression) w.r.t. the ATBW. We can see that: « Both pyrnum @and pam1,num @re approximately constant.
» The asymptotic thresholds,s num: pas,> and pgs.ana are In fact, thea priori and begin-ambiguity thresholds of
approximately constanipfs num ~ 17 dB, pys . ~ 16.5 a passband signal are approximately equal to dhe



priori and asymptotic thresholds of its envelope (see Pa » L e
1). Furthermore, the: priori threshold of the envelope = [ c
i i : 0 . e
increases with the ATBW (constant here), and its asymg £ 1o
tveshald bl M 2 e,
totic threshold is constant (see SEC.V-A). h y .
Both and increase with\. In fact, the = Vi 7, - Niggml
. Pam?2,num Pas,num . ) 7 ///////////////// ///////////////////////////////////////////4/,,% num
gap between the global and the local maxima of th(® 10" W'%WWW%%%QQ —
i i R i Wy,
ACR decreases ak increases. Therefore, a higher SNR .2 N/////////,,/,’/,",,’/W
>
is required to guarantee that the estimate will only fall'g ;«;'3"-/////,,//,&
. | === Wi 2727272777~~~
around the glqbal maximum. _ 2 10 : ’%QYW%%%%%%
« The asymptotic threshold, , obtained from the ALB z < '%V%;@%%Wﬂ$¢l'
by is very close t0p,s num Whereasp, . obtained from %W%%"‘"'O'
i =Yy —=25225522¢2
e The thresholds_pamLana Pam2,ana and pgs.ana Obtained @ . %%@?%%%é%%;&e¢ )
from the analytic expressions are very close,: num, 10 = — ’ 1.5
Pam2,num and pes num Obtained numerically. This result 20 30 = 05
validates the accurateness of the analytic thresholds ¢ p (dB) T, (ns)

pecially because they are obtained by considering orie

arbitrary envelope _and by varying. f_;lccordlng tO_)\ Figure 4. Passband: SQRTs of the CRtBthe ECRLBc., the maximum
whereas the numerical ones are obtained by varying tRISE e;;, and the MSEAenum W.r.t. the SNRp and the pulse width,.

envelope and fixingf..

Thanks to Fig[b, we can predict the value of the achievabl 35
MSE based on the values of the available SNR and IFBW.

is approximately equal to the maximum MSE (i, \) falls 30 ]
in the a priori region (below thea priori threshold curve), — Porum
between the maximum MSE and the ECRLB(jf, ) falls 05| ~0= Pamt num |-
in the a priori ambiguity transition region (between the o o-p
priori and begin-ambiguity threshold curves), approximatelj% 20 5 pam1'a"a |
equal to the ECRLB if(p,\) falls in the ambiguity region 3 amz,num
(between the begin-ambiguity and end-ambiguity thresholé @ Pamp,ana
curves), between the ECRLB and the CRLB(jf,\) falls E 157@%@888888@@8@88888 o Pasnum | |
in the ambiguity asymptotic transition region (between the - —=—p
end-ambiguity and asymptotic threshold curves), and appro  10] +pas'z |
imately equal to CRLB if(p, \) falls in the asymptotic region asb
(above the asymptotic threshold curve). 5r O Pasana |
To summarize we can say that thgriori threshold depends > 4 6 8 10
on both the shape of the envelope of the ACR andatheori A

domain. The begin-ambiguity threshold depends only on the

shape of the e,nveIOpe of the ACR function. The end_amblgu'lgéure 5. Passband:priori, begin-ambiguity, end-ambiguity, and asymptotic
and asymptotic thresholds only depend on the shape of th@sholds w.r.t. the IFBWA.

ACR, or on any set of parameters describing this shape like

the shape of the envelope and the IFBW together.

i) The spectrum falls in a given frequency band and has a
VI. SIGNAL DESIGN FOR MINIMUM ACHIEVABLE MSE fixed bandwidth.

We have seen in SeE. IV and Séd. V that the achievabi@e first scenario is treated in Sc. VJ-A and the second in
MSE depends on the available SNR and on the parameterset [VI-B.
the transmitted signal. In this section we consider thegesi
of the transmitted pulse spectrum w.r.t. the available SR
in order to minimize the achievable MSE.

We assume that the transmitted signal consists of tﬁ‘e
passband Gaussian pulse [n](48). Our goal is to find th
optimal valuesB, and f. o of the bandwidthB and the carrier
frequencyf., respectively; the optimal pulse width, o can
be obtained from the optimal bandwidf, using [49).

Regarding the constraints about the spectrum of the trans- fo.B>0
mitted pulse, the two following scenarios are investigated Ci:{ fo—LE>p (51)

i) The spectrum falls in a given frequency band. fet 5 < [n

Spectrum falling in a given frequency band

®We assume in this subsection that the spectrum of the
transmitted pulse falls in the frequency baffi, f»]. This
constraint can be written as:



and correspond to the intersections of the line
Ly:B=b (59)
with the linesLy, and Ly, respectively:
b
LbﬂLfl = (b,fl+§> (60)
b
LyN th = (b, fn— 5) . (61)
As result, the minimal IFBW is equal to
1 Ji
)\min ==+ 62
2 fa— N 62)
and corresponds th s, N Ly, in (56); we have\,;, = 0.913
for the FCC UWB band. The maximal IFBW is infinite and
corresponds t&B = 0 GHz.

B
Let us now consider the minimization of the achievable

MSE. According to the value of the available SN, three
cases can be considered:

i) The available SNR is lower than the begin-ambiguity
threshold: pg < pam1; pam1 IS cOnstant because it
We consider the FCC UWB bafdf;, f,] = [3.1,10.6] depends on the envelope shape only.
GHz |[Federal Communications Commission (FECC) [2002] ini) The available SNR is close to the begin-ambiguity thresh
our numerical example. old: po =~ pam1-
iii) The available SNR is greater than the begin-ambiguity
threshold:pg > pam1-

Consider the first case wheg < pqm1- We have seen
in Part 1/ Mallat et dl. that a passband signal and its enve-
Ope approximately achieve the same MSE below the begin-
ambiguity threshold of the passband signal (approximately
equal to the asymptotic threshold of the envelope). We have
also seen in Se¢._V4A that below the asymptotic threshold

Figure 6. The feasible regions corresponding to the canst(y in (1)
(region with horizontal dashed bars) and the constréiatin (64) (region
with vertical solid bars).

We can write our optimization problem as:

(Bo, fe,0) = a(rgmi)ﬂ {e} sit.p=po, C1 (52)
B, fe

wheree denotes the achievable MSE. As depicted in Elg.
the feasible region corresponding to the constréaintin (&)

is the triangular region (region with horizontal dashedspar
limited by the lines

Lo B=0 of the envelope, the achieved MSE is approximately constant
B and does not depend on the pulse width and the bandwidth.
Ly, fe=fi+ D) (53) Therefore, nothing can be done to reduce the MSE in this case.
. _ B Consider the second case whepex pu.n1- As the ECRLB
th, o fe=tn— = (54) . . . . . . ..
2 ce in ([@) is approximately achieved in this case, we minimize

The maximum bandwidth in this feasible region is given byth€ MSE by maximizing the bandwidth (i.e. minimizing the
pulse widthT,) so the EMQBW}3? in (@) is maximized and

Buax = fn— fi (55) ¢, (inversely proportional tg8?) is minimized. Therefore, the
: . . timal solution(By, f.0) in thi d th di
and corresponds to the intersection of the lidgs and Ly, : ggr:irg\?as%ul\/:géo (;r{a yg)ivlgn blj ¢Ase and the corresponding
Ji+ In
LynLy, = <fh - i, — ) (56) (Bo, foo) = (fh — fy, ke
- 1 _Tio _ 2m10 (63)
We haveB,,.x = 7.5 GHz for the FCC UWB band. €o poBZ, — 2mpo  m2BZpo

For a given bandwidthB = b, the minimal and maximal where the expression af, is obtained using[{49) and{50).
IFBWs in the feasible region of'; are given by Note thatf, — f; is the maximum bandwidt®,,. in (G3). As
pam1 ~ 14 dB as can be seen in Fig. 5, we haye~ 330.24

1
Abmin = % 3 (57) pg for the FCC band By = 7.5 GHz).
\ e 1 (58) Consider now the last case whesg > pumi1. AS we can
bmax =TT TG see in Fig.[b, the pointpy, ) will fall, according to the

value of the IFBW), in the ambiguity region, the ambiguity-
2\We have chosen the FCC UWB spectrum because it is possiblekstio

its ultra wide authorized band, to move the pulse spectrwurat so that the
IFBW be reduced and the asymptotic threshold becomes Idveer ar equal
to the available SNR.

asymptotic transition region, or the asymptotic regionergh
fore, the achievable MSE is equal to the ECREB between
the ECRLB and the CRLB, or equal to the CRLB. Now, in
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order to find the optimal bandwidt®, and carrierf,, we Let us now discuss a numerical example about the scenario
proceed as follows: considered in this subsection. We denote (8, f. 1) the
1) We pick from Fig.[5 the value\, of the IFBW X for point minimizing the MSEAenm in the band|[f, fn] =
which the available SNRy, belongs to the asymptotic [3-1,10.6] GHz,e; the minimalenum, andA; the corresponding
threshold curve. IFBW. To obtain(By, f.,1), e1 and Ay, the available band is
2) In order to guarantee that the CRLB is achieved, wavept (exhaustive search) using an increment of 0.2 GHz for
consider the constraint thatis lower than or equal to the the bandwidthB and 0.1 GHz for the carrief..

picked \o. If this constraint cannot be satisfied because In Fig. [7(a) we show), (obtained from our method) and
po is lower than the minimal IFBWAyiy in (62), then ), both w.r.t. the available SNRy. We can see thak; is
the CRLB cannot be achieved. In order to make thg bit smaller than\,. This is due to the factot,s = 1.1 in

achievable MSE the closest possible to the CRLB, wfe definition of the asymptotic threshold [n113). Fgr= 22
set\ to the minimal IFBWA,,;,. This constraint can be dB, we have\, = 1.9 and \; = 1.8.

expressed as In Fig. [7(B) we showB, and f., (obtained from our

A= % <o if Ao > Amin method), andB; and f.; w.r.t. po. We can see thaB, and
Cs: { N b i < (64) ., are very close taB; and f. i, respectively. This result
B o omim 0= Zmin: shows that our solution is very close to the optimal one. We
3) Now, given that the estimator achieves the CRLB or @an also see thaB; (resp.f.1) is a bit larger (resp. lower)
MSE that is the closest possible to the CRLB thanks than B, (resp. f.,). In fact, \ < \o as already observed in
the previous step, we minimize the achievable MSE I#ig.[7(a). Forp, = 22 dB, we have(By, f.o) = (4.42,8.39)

minimizing the CRLB itself. GHz and(By, f.,1) = (4.6,8.3) GHz.
According to the last step, we can write from|(51) and (64) in Fig. we show the SQRTs af, (minimum MSE
the minimization problem in((32) as obtained from our method) and w.r.t. po. We can see that
Bo, fo0) = : st.Cy, Cs. 65) ¢o ande; are very close to each other. Foy = 22 dB, we
(Bo, feo) argmm fe} b (65) haveey = 2.27 ps® ande; = 2.32 p<.

(B, fe)
As ¢ can be approximated frorhl(1) arld (4) by

c= % — - 1 & 12 : (66) B. Spectrum falling in a given frequency band and having a
pBZ  p(B2 +472f2)  pAm?f3 fixed bandwidth
we can write the minimization problem ih{65) as We assume here that the spectrum of the transmitted pulse
(Bo, fu0) = argmax { f.} s.t. C1, Cb. 67) falls in the frequency banff;, f;] and has the fixed bandwidth

(B,f.) B = b. The constraint about the bandwidth can be written as:
As shown in Fig[B, the feasible region of the constrdintin

(64) is the half-space below the ling,, : f. = \oB (region C3:B=b. (68)
With vertical solid bars_). W(? have eready seen thgt the’tﬁkas The feasible region corresponding to the constraihtin (51)
region of the constrain€; in (&) is the triangle limited by andC; in (B8) is the segment of the link, in (53) limited by

the linesLo, Ly, andLy, . Therefore, the feasible region 6% the linesZ;, in (53) andL;, in (B4); in this feasible region,
and C, together is the triangular region limited by, L, the IFBW satisfies:

and L), (region with both vertical and horizontal bars). Con-

sequently, the solution of the maximization problem [in] (67) A € [Ab,mins Ab,max]
corresponds to the point of intersectiogfﬁfh, mz—ﬁlfh) o . . -
of the linesL;, and Ly, as can easily be seen in FIg. 6. YVNEre s min is given in [5F) andh, max in (G8).

the Specia| case Whe% < Amin, the feasible region 06’2 To minimize the MSE, the available SNR) should fall
reduces to the lind, . : f. = Amin B SO the feasible region in the asymptotic region; accordingly, we write the follogi

of C; and C; reduces to the pointf, — £, %) which is constraint similarly to the constrailt, in (64):

as result the solution of (67). \— % — Nomin 0 Ao < Apmin
Finally, the solution when the available SNR is larger I .
. . . . . =2 < min S S max 69
than the begin-ambiguity threshold and the correspondlng4 A f <%0 ff A, Ao =, (69)
achievable MSE are given by: A=F5 =Xomax i Ao > Apmax-
(Bo, foo) = (fh — 5 fl-|2-fh) AN Our optimization problem can be formulated as:
| 0 min
1 21n 10 By, feo) = argmax{f.} s.t. Cy,C3, Cy. 70
eg € }W’HBSW{ (Bo, fe,0) (g,fc) {fe} 1,043,014 (70)
(Bo, feo) = (szil,%) s The solution of [7D) isL, N Ly, in @0) for Ao < Ap.min,
- m 0 = Amin Ly Ly, in @) for \g > Ay max, and

with ;—%— being the CRLB at the SNRy, and %{% Ly 01 Ly = (b Aob) (71)

the minimum MSE in [(6B) achieved when ~ pam1. for Ap,min < Ao < Ap max-
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Figure 7. (a) Suboptimahy and optimalA; IFBW w.r.t. the available SNRo (b) Suboptimal(Bo, f,0) and optimal(Bi, f.,1) bandwidth and carrier

frequency w.r.tpp (c) SQRTs of the suboptimaly and optimale; MSE w.r.t. pg.

We can write the solution of our optimization problem an®@MSE becomes 2 times smaller thanks to the minimization of
the corresponding achievable MSE as:

the CRLB (second optimization step). The maximum possible

_ b improvement of the second ste ISL 2.675 for
(BOa fc,O) - (b7 fl + §) if AO < Momin P P Qas IT) (
o € I ; as = 1.1, b =1 GHz and([f;, f1] = [3.1, 10 6] GHz).
(Bo, fe0) = (b, Aobd) _ Let us consider a third example.
e - 1 if Ab,min < A0 < /\b,max .
0 T ImTf7 om0 3) Example 3: Assume now that the measured SNR is 27.5
_ _b dB whereas the true one is 35 dB; then, based on the results
(Bo, feo) = (bsfn—3)
’ 0 = ’2 L ? if Ao > Apmax of Example 2, the achieved RMSE will be 2 times larger.
4
Teiopo We have mentioned in Sed. | that optimal time-bandwidth
with I, = }ﬁ 21010 [ product design is considered in_Van Ttebs [1968] based on
™ CyoPO’ =55 po

the MIE; the mentioned work is based on the probability of

To apply our method, the receiver should measure the SMBn-ambiguity rather than the MSE. Therefore, the obtained
and send the estimate to the transmitter, unless if the edt®  solution is optimal only for sufficiently high SNRs (as sup-
estimate the SNR by itself like with mono-static radar.

In Sec[VI-A and Sed. VI-B we have considered two typical |n this section we have one main contribution. We have
examples. More setups with other pulse shapes (we foll@nsidered an optimization problem subject to the threshol
the same procedure for any carrier-modulated pulse) arftd Wihd ambiguity phenomena. We have proposed a very simple
other constraints can be investigated as well. The solutig[gorithm that minimizes the achievable MSE. To the best
of any optimization problem suffering from threshold an@f our knowledge, this work has never been done before.
ambiguity effects consists in general in two steps:

1) Define w.r.t. to the parameters of the considered problesbtained by minimizing the CRLB (e.g, Karisan et al. [2011])

the feasible region where the CRLB achieved.

2) Minimize the CRLB by taking into account the differeninto account, then the optimal solution consists in fillilg t

constraints.
In Examples 1 and 2 below, we illustrate numerically basédg from the highest frequency. The works|in_Karisan ét al.
on the optimization problem in SeC_VI-B the improvemer{2011], [Van Trees|[1968] correspond to the second step of
provided by each of the two steps mentioned above.

1) Example 1: For py = 27.5 dB, we can see from Fi@] 5 Finally, we would like to point out that the results of Secl VI
that pgs num = po for A = 3.6 and pgim2 num = p for A = 7.6.
So if b = 1 GHz, then by choosing. = 3.6 GHz (resp.7.6
GHz) the achieved RMSE is approximately equal\fe; =

V1.lc =2 ps (resp./ez =

posed therein).

The obtained solution is completely different from the one

When the threshold and ambiguity phenomena are not taken

available spectrum with the maximum allowed PSD start-

our optimization method.

might be useful in practical UWB-based positioning systems
(e.g, outdoor applications) where the multipath component
resolvability, as well as the perfect multiuser interferen

V0.5¢. = 10,/e1 = 20 ps). The suppression, can be insured.

estimation accuracy is highly improved because the CRLB is
achieved instead of the ECRLB (first optimization step).

2) Example 2: For pyg =
Pas,num = po for A = 8; so by choosing’. = 8 GHz (resp3.6
GHz) the achieved RMSE is approximately equalfe; =
V1.1e; = 0.4 ps (resp./ez = /cz = 2,/e; = 0.8 ps). The rate, and also can be used with various estimation problems.

35 dB, Fig.[3 shows that

VII. CONCLUSION
We have employed the MIE-based MSEA to derive ana-
lytic expressions for the begin-ambiguity, end-ambigaitd
asymptotic thresholds. The obtained thresholds are veny-ac
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