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Abstract—Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have
tremendous potential for both communication and localization.
While communication benefits are now well-understood, the
breakthrough nature of the technology may well lie in its
capability to provide location estimates when conventional ap-
proaches fail, (e.g., due to insufficient available infrastructure).
A limited number of example scenarios have been identified, but
an overview of possible RIS-enabled localization scenarios is still
missing from the literature. In this article, we present such an
overview and extend localization to include even user orientation
or velocity. In particular, we consider localization scenarios with
various numbers of RISs, single- or multi-antenna base stations,
narrowband or wideband transmissions, and near- and far-
field operation. Furthermore, we provide a short description
of the general RIS operation together with radio localization
fundamentals, experimental validation of a localization scheme
with two RISs, as well as key research directions and open
challenges specific to RIS-enabled localization and sensing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Radio localization via wireless network infrastructure is a
service stemmed from governmental mandates on positioning
emergency calls by network operators. Over time, especially
after introducing dedicated signals and procedures in 3GPP
R16 [1], radio localization found many other applications,
including navigation, network optimization, geo-targeting, and
augmented reality [2], particularly for scenarios where the
Global Positioning System (GPS) is insufficient (or not avail-
able), such as indoor environments, urban canyons, and tun-
nels. With cellular localization, the user equipment (UE) state
(comprising UE location, time bias, but possibly also the
orientation, velocity, etc.) can be estimated based on a variety
of measurements from the received signal, including the signal
strength, time-of-arrival (ToA), angle-of-arrival (AoA), and
angle-of-departure (AoD). In the fifth generation (5G) of wire-
less systems, radio localization can be accurately performed
thanks to a multitude of antennas and large radio bandwidth.
In the future sixth generation (6G), radio localization is
envisioned to be even more ubiquitous as well as cost- and
energy-efficient by utilizing reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(RISs) [3].

RISs are thin surfaces, comprising many small unit cells,
each of which is capable of controlled modulation of the
impinging signal’s phase and amplitude before scattering it
back into the environment [4], [5]. The response of an RIS
can be optimized to maximize the quality of service (QoS)
of the wireless operation. Comparing with provisioning an
additional multi-antenna base station (BS) or relay, RISs are a
much more cost- and energy-efficient alternative for providing

ubiquitous and high-capacity connectivity [4]. Due to the
very limited power consumption, they are even suitable for
delivering 3D ubiquitous features being installed on board of
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) in emergency scenarios [6].
Additionally, they can be easily installed on common surfaces
such as walls and billboards, they can contain a vast number
of unit cells, and are either passive or have very few active
elements. Like many other technologies that are introduced
to enhance communication systems, RISs can be repurposed
for radio localization and can boost or, more notably, enable
localization by providing a strong indirect signal path as well
as an additional localization reference [7].

In this magazine paper, we aim to explore scenarios where
localization (or, in general, estimation of UE-state parame-
ters) is enabled by RISs. These scenarios include multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO), multiple-input single-output
(MISO), single-input multiple-output (SIMO), and single-
input single-output (SISO) setups; wideband or narrowband
signalling; and far- or near-field regimes. These RIS-enabled
scenarios rely on extremely limited BS infrastructure, thereby
leading to unexpected cost and energy savings and they are
therefore important to be widely known in the community.
We discuss how geometrical information obtained from the
received signal via RISs can enable localization and sensing
in each scenario. We also present an experimental localization
example at 60 GHz with one BS and two RISs to support our
discussion.

II. RIS OPERATION MODE TO SUPPORT LOCALIZATION

A planar array of ultra-thin elementary electronic circuits
or metameterials, each capable of realizing distinct electro-
magnetic (EM) states, is known as RIS [4]. Its dynamic
reconfigurability according to desired wireless networking
objectives is enabled by multitudes of ultra-low power unit
elements, such as positive intrinsic negative (PIN) diodes
or varactors. For example, by appropriately configuring the
ON/OFF state of the PIN diodes or the bias voltage of the
varactors, the resulting macroscopic transformations of the
radio waves impinging at the RIS can be controlled, offering
desired reflective beamforming towards intended receivers.

For quasi-free-space beam manipulation, which concerns
the main application scenario for RISs in wireless communi-
cations [8], a fine-grained control over the reflected EM field
is essential for accurate reflective beamforming. This fact mo-
tivated researchers to rely on RIS elements of sub-wavelength
size (e.g., λ/10 with λ being the wavelength, despite inevitable
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(a) Near-field regime.
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(b) Far-field regime.

Fig. 1: The near-field (a) and far-field (b) regimes of the RIS-enabled signal
propagation with respect to the RIS. The received signal in the downlink can
be expressed as function of the UE position in (a) and of the signal’s AoD
in (b).

strong inter-element mutual coupling, and well-defined, possi-
bly gray-scale-tunable, EM properties. In contrast, in rich scat-
tering environments, the wave energy is statistically equally
spread throughout the wireless medium and the ensuing ray
chaos implies that rays impact the RIS from all possible,
rather than one well-defined, direction. Instead of creating a
directive reflective beam, the goal becomes the manipulation
of as many ray paths as possible. This manipulation may either
aim at tailoring those rays to create constructive interference
at a target location or to efficiently stir the field [9]. These
manipulations can be efficiently realized with half-wavelength-
sized elements, which enable the control of more rays with a
fixed amount of electronic components, as compared to RISs
equipped with their sub-wavelength counterparts. In terms of
positioning for both aforementioned wireless conditions, RISs
offer additional degrees of freedom that can be leveraged
for tackling, otherwise infeasible, localization problems. Up
to date, in rich-scattering media, EM wave fingerprinting in
conjunction with supervised learning approaches are mainly
deployed [9], whereas multipath channels with a dominant
line-of-sight (LOS) component constitute the largely consid-
ered application conditions, which are the subject of this
article.

The channel modeling of RIS-enabled smart wireless envi-
ronments is an active area of research [10]. For localization
purposes, sparse parametric models are often used, where
the channel is represented via a few geometric components.
Figure 1a illustrates an one-ray SISO system including one

RIS, where both the BS and UE are in the near field of the
RIS. In this case, the received signal in the downlink can be
calculated as a sum of individual rays reflected from each RIS
element at the UE location. This signal is a function of the
transmitted symbols, the BS position pb, the positions of the
RIS elements pi,j , and the UE position pu, among which only
the last one is unknown and needs be estimated. In Fig. 1b,
we demonstrate the same SISO setup but with the BS and
UE being in the far field of the RIS, where the distances
between the UE and BS is much larger than the RIS size. In
this case, the wireless channel can be described by the AoD,
which consists of elevation and azimuth factors (represented
by φel and φaz in Fig. 1b).

In general, localization requires more network infrastructure
than establishing a wireless communication link, since infor-
mation from multiple signal paths is required to estimate a
UE position. In Fig. 2, we compare two wireless systems with
two UEs (a car and a laptop): the one (at left) includes a BS
and an RIS and the other (at right) two BSs. The position of
the car can be estimated in both scenarios from the angle and
delay measurements from the BS(s) and/or the RIS. However,
the location of the laptop can only be estimated in the left
scenario, where it is placed in the near-field region of the RIS.
In this case, the wavefront curvature of the received signal can
be used for localizaton. In the right scenario, the laptop only
receives signals from the BS at the far-field field, which would
be enough to establish a communication link, but not sufficient
for inferring its position.

III. WIRELESS LOCALIZATION FUNDAMENTALS

Radio localization methods are based on the premise that
received waves convey geometric information about the prop-
agation channel, which can be in turn used to determine
the locations of the wirelessly connected devices (i.e., UEs).
Broadly speaking, radio localization methods can be catego-
rized as data-driven and model-driven. In the former cate-
gory, we have methods such as fingerprinting and artificial-
intelligence-assisted localization, which rely on rich features of
the received radio signal, but without a structure that is easy to
model. The latter category of model-driven methods harnesses
approximate statistical relations between the received radio
signal and the signal propagation geometry (including the UE
location), and form the bulk of radio localization techniques
used in practice. Model-based methods have a large number
of benefits over data-driven methods. They rely on decades
of signal processing methods and optimization techniques,
usually offering lower complexity than data-driven approaches,
and are accompanied with performance bounds that provide
strong guarantees on optimality and reliability.

Practical radio-based localization methods in 5G systems
rely on time-based measurements with respect to several BSs,
where the propagation time of the direct LOS signal path
to or from a BS is proportional to the distance between
the UE and BS, but also includes an unknown clock bias
of the UE with respect to the BS. As a specific example,
under time-difference-of-arrival (TDoA), measurements with
respect to 4 synchronized BSs are needed to solve the 3D
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Fig. 2: RIS-enabled localization: in the left, localization of the laptop residing the near field of an RIS is feasible with a single BS, while it is unfeasible
when placed on the far field of two BSs. The symbols τ , φ, θ are used to indicate ToAs, AoDs, and AoAs, respectively.

Not identifiable Ambiguous, identifiable Identifiable, not ambiguous

Precise, not accurate Accurate, not precise Accurate and precise

Not resolvable in delay Resolvable in delay

Fig. 3: Identifiability, ambiguity, resolvability, precision, and accuracy in 2D
localization problems.

positioning and 1D clock bias estimation problem out of
one-way transmissions (i.e., uplink or downlink). In contrast,
under two-way round-trip time (RTT) measurements, when
signal exchanges between BS and UE naturally remove the
timing uncertainty, 3 BSs are sufficient for UE localization. To
complement delay-based measurements, angle measurements
(AoA and AoD) are employed, which, based on a codebook of
directional beams, constrain the UE to lie within an angular
sector. The sector size depends on the beamwidth, with the
latter being inversely proportional to the array size.

The performance of model-based localization methods de-
pends on several fundamental concepts: identifiability, ambigu-
ity, resolution, precision, and accuracy. These are visualized in
Fig. 3. Note that this does not correspond to an exhaustive list
of metrics (which would include latency, update rate, integrity,
etc.), but merely to convey the fundamentals.

• Precision and accuracy are shown in the bottom part of
Fig. 3, and refer, respectively, to the spread and bias of
localization errors, but are usually treated jointly (with
either term being commonly used, though we will use
accuracy herein) through the localization error statistics
(e.g., mean or median error, 90% confidence interval).
Bounds on the achievable accuracy include the Cramér-
Rao bound, the Weiss-Weinstein bounds, and Ziv-Zakaı̈
bounds. In principle, the accuracy is not bounded from
below, and can be arbitrarily improved by increasing the
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). In addition to link-level SNR,
accuracy is also determined by the deployment geometry
(i.e., UE relative position with respect to BSs), also
referred to as Geometric Dilution of Precision (GDoP)
(e.g., in the GPS community). Accuracy is arguably
the definitive metric for any localization method, as it
accounts for both resolution and identifiability.

• Resolution in our context refers to the separability of
perfectly correlated radio propagation paths in at least
one domain (which could be delay/Doppler, as commonly
used in radar, but also angle or polarization). An example
of delay resolution is shown in the middle part of Fig. 3.
Signal paths that are not resolvable will be interpreted
as a single path, thus limiting the accuracy (irrespective
of the SNR), and leading to worse performance than
predicted by analytical bounds. The resolution is bounded
by the available physical resources, i.e., bandwidth for
delay/distance resolution (and conversely time for fre-
quency/Doppler resolution), and antenna array aperture
for angle resolution. Accordingly, aiming at achieving
better resolution (rather than better accuracy), more
bandwidth and larger arrays are, in general, required to
improve localization. This explains the poor localization
performance of 4G and earlier generations, which relied
on limited bandwidths and small arrays. 5G and 6G
provide a leap forward in delay and angle resolution
through the combination of larger bandwidths at high
carriers and integrated massive multi-antenna systems
[11].
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SISO MISO SIMO MIMO

 0 RISs, 4 BSs, WB  1 RIS, 1 BS, WB

 1 RIS, 0 BSs, WB  2 RISs, 1 BS, NB

 0 RISs, 2 BSs, NB

 1 RIS, 1 BS, NB

 0 RISs, 3 BSs, NB

 1 RIS, 1 BS, NB

 0 RISs, 2 BSs, NB

 1 RIS, 1 BS, NB

Fig. 4: Scenarios of feasible 3D UE positioning. The symbols τ , φ, and θ indicate ToAs, AoDs, and AoAs, respectively.

• Ambiguity and non-identifiability may still occur, even
with very high resolution. In particular, the solution to
the localization problem may be ambiguous (i.e., there
are several distinct solutions, as shown in the top center
part of Fig. 3) or the problem may not be identifiable
(i.e., there exists a continuous space of solutions, as
shown in the top left part of Fig. 3). This happens, for
instance, when the LOS signal from one BS is missing
due to an obstruction or when the infrastructure deploy-
ment/coverage is not sufficient. Ambiguity can generally
be resolved by prior information (e.g., an ambiguous GPS
solution far away from the earth’s surface can readily
be discarded) and occur generally intermittently. On the
other hand, identifiability is more harmful, as there are
many equally valid solutions to the localization problem,
most of which cannot be discarded based on external
information. We note that identifiability is related to,
but distinct from observability in control theory, where
observability refers to the ability to estimate the user
location over time.

There are several (equivalent) approaches to assess identi-
fiability, including geometry and Fisher information analysis.
The geometric approach is generative, in the sense that, it con-
structs the manifold that constrains the solution based on each
measurement, and then, determines the dimensionality of the
intersection of these manifolds. An identifiable problem would
thus have a zero-dimensional manifold as solution. Instead, a
Fisher information analysis aims at characterizing the amount
of location information conveyed by measurements, given both
the known statistics of the latter and the true UE location. More
specifically, it determines the local curvature of the likelihood
function. This curvature is described by a matrix, called the
Fisher information matrix. When this matrix is not full-rank,
the likelihood is locally flat along at least one dimension
in the vicinity of the true location, rendering the problem
infeasible. An example of an infeasible localization problem is
TDoA-based localization with 2 BSs (the intersection of two
hyperboloids is an 1D manifold).

In the following section, we discuss the expected advantages

of RIS-empowered settings in terms of localization feasibility,
when compared to conventional settings in similar scenarios
and operating contexts.

IV. RIS-ENABLED LOCALIZATION SCENARIOS

In this section, we present a number of localization scenar-
ios wherein UE 3D positioning can be achieved. In addition to
positioning, we discuss whether the UE velocity, clock bias,
and orientation are identifiable. We focus on the downlink
direction since it facilitates the positioning of multiple UEs at
once. We consider minimal scenarios, meaning that if a single
BS or RIS is removed, 3D positioning is no longer possible.
Besides, we assume that all the BSs are synchronized with
each other, while the UE is not.

In terms of signalling, we consider both narrow-band (NB)
and wide-band (WB) signals, where only in the latter case
the ToA estimation can be performed. Moreover, depending
on the scenario, the BSs and the UE are equipped with either
a single or multiple antennas, where angle measurements are
only possible in the latter case. We list relevant scenarios in
Table I, which are also illustrated in Fig. 4.

A. SISO localization

SISO with 4 BSs in the absence of an RIS. We consider
the standard localization protocol for cellular networks and
assume that four synchronized BSs transmit WB pilot signals
to the UE, generating three TDoAs or four ToAs. The UE
position can be estimated by calculating the intersection of
the three hyperboloids corresponding to the three TDoA mea-
surements. Next, based on the UE position estimate and the
measured ToAs, we can obtain the clock bias allowing the UE
to be synchronized to the BSs. By measuring the RTTs instead
of the TDoAs , UE localization becomes feasible even with
three BSs via the intersection of the three spheres identified by
the three RTTs and centered in the corresponding BSs. Lastly,
we can derive the UE velocity vector in 3D by means of the
four measured Doppler shifts (i.e., radial velocities).

SISO with 1 RIS and 1 BS. Let us assume a SISO system
with a single RIS as in [12]. By using WB pilots, we can
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TABLE I: Identifiability analysis of 3D UE positioning in the downlink. The abbreviations pos, vel, and ori stand for position, velocity, and orientation,
respectively.

Scenario Signalling Measurements Identifiable State Positioning is possible also
SISO 0 RISs, 4 BSs WB TDoA 3D pos, clock, 3D vel with 3 BSs and RTT measurements
SISO 1 RIS, 1 BS WB TDoA, AoD 3D pos, clock, 2D vel in near-field w/o LOS to BS
SISO 2 RISs, 1 BS NB AoD 3D pos, 3D vel w/o LOS to BS
SISO 1 RIS, 0 BSs WB RTT, AoD 3D pos, 1D vel N/A
MISO 0 RISs, 2 BSs NB AoD 3D pos, 2D vel N/A
MISO 1 RIS, 1 BS NB AoD 3D pos, 2D vel in near-field w/o LOS to BS
SIMO 0 RISs, 3 BSs NB AoA 3D pos, 3D vel, 3D ori N/A
SIMO 1 RIS, 1 BS NB AoD, AoA 3D pos, 2D vel, 3D ori N/A
MIMO 0 RISs, 2 BSs NB AoD, AoA 3D pos, 2D vel, 3D ori N/A
MIMO 1 RIS, 1 BS NB AoD, AoA 3D pos, 2D vel, 3D ori in near-field w/o LOS to BS

obtain the ToAs for the direct (i.e., the path BS-UE) and the
reflected (i.e., the path BS-RIS-UE) paths, from which we
can calculate the resulting TDoA and so the corresponding
hyperboloid in 3D space. By using different RIS phase profiles
at different transmission times, the AoD from the RIS to
the UE can be estimated, which geometrically translates to
a half-line. Therefore, we can calculate the UE position
via the intersection between such half-line and the above-
mentioned hyperboloid, while deriving the clock bias from the
UE position estimate and the measured ToAs. Moreover, we
can exploit the Doppler shifts on the direct and the reflected
paths to estimate the UE 2D velocity. Furthermore, if the UE
is in the near-field of the RIS, its position can be found by
leveraging on the wavefront curvature, even if the direct path
is blocked.

SISO with 2 RISs and 1 BS. Let us assume a SISO
system with two RISs. In this scenario, we can perform UE
positioning even with NB signalling, which does not allow
ToA estimation. Indeed, the UE position can be estimated
via the intersection of the two half-lines corresponding to the
AoDs from the RISs. The direct BS-UE path does not carry
any position information, thus localization can be performed
even when the direct path is blocked. Nonetheless, the direct
path provides Doppler information and enables us to estimate
the UE velocity in 3D. In Section V, we perform experimental
measurements to further investigate this scenario.

SISO with 1 RIS in the absence of a BS. A single-antenna
full-duplex UE can estimate its own location by transmitting
WB pilots to the RIS and processing the reflected signals,
thus (strictly) not requiring any BS (see [13]). Indeed, in this
scenario, we can measure the RTT and the AoD from the RIS
to the UE. Geometrically, they respectively correspond to a
sphere centered in the RIS and a half-line originated in the
RIS, whose intersection returns the UE position estimate. As
the Doppler shifts can only be measured along the RIS-UE
direction, the UE velocity can be estimated in 1D. However,
if the UE motion direction is a-priori known, the 1D estimate
fully identifies the UE velocity vector (e.g., for UEs moving
along a highway).

B. MISO localization

We consider a MISO system, where multi-antenna BSs
allow estimating the respective AoD towards the UE (see

e.g., [14]). In this condition, we can perform UE positioning
with only 2 BSs and no RIS. Here, the UE position can be
estimated by intersecting the two half-lines corresponding to
the two AoDs from the BSs. Since ToAs measurements are
not required, we can employ NB pilots. In a similar fashion,
UE localization can be achieved by replacing one of the BSs
with an RIS, thus obtaining a MISO system with 1 RIS and
1 BS, and leveraging on the AoDs from the BS and the RIS.

C. SIMO localization
In a SIMO system, it is possible to estimate the AoAs from

the BSs at the UE in the UE’s frame of reference, which
depends on its orientation. We first consider a scenario with
no RIS and 3 BSs using NB pilots. To show that the user
position is identifiable, we define θi,j to be the angle between
the direction of arrival from the ith BS and that of the jth one.
Note that θi,j can be calculated based the measured AoAs and
does not depend on the UE’s orientation. Now consider any
arbitrary plane that includes the ith and the jth BS. If the
user is in this plane, then it should create a θi,j angle with
these BSs. One can show that the locus of these points is
described by an arc of a circle containing the two BSs and its
reflection by the line that passes through the two BSs.Since
this argument holds for all the planes that contain ith and
jth BSs, to obtain all the points that create θi,j angle with
the two BSs, we should rotate this curve around the line that
connects them. The generated surface is either the inner, or
the outer part of a spindle Torus. Observe that the user should
locate on the intersection of the three surfaces corresponding
to θ1,2, θ1,3, and θ2,3, which, in general, has dimension zero
(is a set of finite points). Therefore, the problem of user
localization is identifiable. After estimating the UE position
the UE orientation also can be found by means of any two
AoAs.

Furthermore, localization is possible with 1 RIS and 1 BS.
In this scenario, we can measure two AoAs and one AoD
from the RIS. Using the two AoAs, we can locate the user
on (part of) a spindle Torus, whose intersection with the
line corresponding the AoD locates the UE. Then the UE
orientation can be estimated via the two AoAs.

D. MIMO localization
In MIMO systems, both AoAs and AoDs can be estimated.

Therefore, the UE localization is possible with no RIS and 2
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BSs or with 1 RIS and 1 BS. In both cases, the UE position
can be estimated via the two AoDs (by intersecting the two
corresponding half-lines) while the UE orientation can be
derived from the two AoAs.

E. Conventional vs RIS-enabled localization

We hereinafter provide a qualitative comparison between
two of the aforementioned scenarios: Scenario 1: SISO with 2
RISs and 1 BS and Scenario 2: MISO with 0 RISs and 2 BSs.
Although both scenarios use two AoDs to localize the UE,
in the former case, the AoDs are measured from the RISs,
while in the latter one they are measured from the BSs. We
compare the two methods in terms of cost, energy consumption
and accuracy. RISs have lower manufacturing and installation
costs than multi-antenna BSs since they are envisioned as
cheap devices to be easily mounted on common surfaces,
such as building facades, billboards, and walls. Furthermore,
since RISs are almost passive devices, they consume much
less energy than BSs. Therefore, Scenario 1 is preferable
to Scenario 2 in terms of cost and power consumption. As
far as localization accuracy goes, we need to consider two
countering effects: number of antennas and cascaded path loss.
As RISs can have many more reflecting elements than the
BSs antennas, they can produce narrower beams and higher
beam resolution. However, compared to the signal received
directly from the BS, the reflected signal through an RIS
suffers from a much larger path loss, which reduces the
SNR and subsequently the localization accuracy. Therefore,
the comparison in terms of localization accuracy depends on
a number of factors, such as the RIS and BS array sizes,
carrier frequency, and network geometry (e.g., BSs and RISs
placement), which are tied to the specific parameters of the
localization system.

F. Localization in the presence of scattering

In the previous discussion, all wireless links (i.e., BS–UE,
BS–RIS, and RIS–UE) consist of only one LOS component.
However, in practice, apart from the LOS path, many other
signal components reach the UE after being scattered by the
surrounding objects. If such components are not resolved at the
UE, they interfere with the LOS signal at each link. This harms
the estimation accuracy of the link’s geometrical parameters
and consequently deteriorates the localization accuracy.

Nonetheless, if the NLOS components are resolvable in
at least one domain (angle, delay, or Doppler), they can be
separated from the LOS signal, but, more importantly, they can
contribute to the UE localization and environmental mapping.
In MIMO setups with no RISs, each NLOS path generated by
a scatterer introduces three unknowns (the scatterer position in
3D), while providing five measurements, namely delay, AoA
(azimuth and elevation), and AoD (azimuth and elevation).
Therefore, with enough resolvable NLOS paths, the UE can
localize itself and also map the scatterers. The same holds
for MIMO setups in the presence of an RIS with a blocked
direct path, if the BS–RIS link is LOS, while the RIS–UE
link includes resolvable NLOS components. In a general case,
where both BS–RIS and RIS–UE links contain resolvable

(a)

x(cm)

y
(c
m
)

(b)

Fig. 5: (a) The experimental localization setup at 60 GHz and (b) the
normalized received power for different possible UE positions. The true and
estimated UE positions are shown by a cross and a star, respectively.

NLOS components, similar reasoning pertains only to RISs
that are capable of baseband measurements collection at their
side (e.g., as with the RIS design in [15]).

V. AN EXPERIMENTAL LOCALIZATION CASE

In this section, we experimentally validate the SISO lo-
calization scenario with 1 BS and 2 RISs, as described in
Section IV-A. The laboratory experimental setup operating at
60 GHz is illustrated in Fig. 5 a. We deploy two commercial
transceivers as RISs and a two-port millimeter wave vector
network analyzer (VNA). We configure one of the VNA
ports as the transmitter, i.e., the BS, and the other port as
receiver, i.e., the UE. Two transceiver modules BFM6010 from
SiversIMA, operating over the 57–71 GHz frequency band,
are used to emulate the two RISs. Each module contains a
transmitter and a receiver, which are equipped with an antenna
array of size 8×3. To emulate an RIS with those modules, we
loop the receiver I and Q signals back to the transmitter I
and Q ports, and apply the desired beamforming (in terms
of relative phase shifts) before transmitting the up-converted
signal. A common local oscillator is used by the transmitter
and the receiver for signal up- and down-conversion to avoid
frequency offsets.
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To perform localization in 2D, each of the two RISs
iteratively sets 63 beampattern configurations, which generate
different azimuth AoDs. The estimation of the AoDs at the
UE side is performed by selecting the beam that provides the
largest received power for each RIS. Hence, the UE position
is given by the intersection of such two beams. The sum of the
normalized received powers from the two RISs (the values are
normalized by the maximum received power from each RIS)
corresponding to different AoDs are depicted in Fig. 5 (b). The
maximum value in this figure represents the estimated UE
position (marked by a red star), which is within the 10-cm
radius of the ground truth value (marked by a red cross).

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND RESEARCH CHALLENGES

While reflective RISs are often put forward for improv-
ing localization accuracy via their capability of providing
additional links with controlled SNR between BSs and UEs,
another decisive breakthrough lies in their capacity to make
localization feasible in lightweight operating contexts, where
conventional systems would fail or necessitate much more
resources. In this paper, after presenting the typical RIS
operation and clarifying key concepts such as localization
identifiability and ambiguity, we discussed and exemplified
such benefits within a set of concrete canonical downlink
localization scenarios, including one involving real pieces of
hardware. Overall, the qualitative analysis of the presented
scenarios confirms that the introduction of RISs can dra-
matically reduce the density, or even possibly, the hardware
complexity of BSs (and thus accordingly, the overall network
power consumption), which need to be deployed to ensure the
identifiability of typical UE’s state variables (e.g., position,
velocity, and clock uncertainty). As a representative example
of a single-antenna UE in the downlink, deploying two RISs
and 1 single-antenna BS in a basic SISO setting is equivalent
to more costly and power-greedy RIS-free settings, requiring
for instance 2 multi-antenna BSs or even up to 4 single-
antenna BSs. This equivalence is not only expected in terms of
localization feasibility, but also even in terms of localization
accuracy, given that power losses can be compensated by a
sufficiently large number of integrated elements at the RISs.

To help this promising potential of RISs become a reality,
the research community has been currently concentrating
efforts to address open challenges related to RIS-enabled
localization. Major research axes concern the realization of
low-power and low-complexity RIS hardware devices with
supportive element-wise reflection behavior (i.e., with respect
to specific localization needs), the optimization of RIS de-
ployment and placement on the field, as well as the design
of localization-optimal RIS phase profiles, low-latency and
low-overhead RIS control mechanisms enabling joint com-
munication and localization/sensing services, and suitable and
robust UE’s state estimators capable of fully leveraging RIS
capabilities (including the near-field regime).
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Granados, “Survey of cellular mobile radio localization methods: From
1G to 5G,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 1124–1148,
2017.

[3] E. Calvanese Strinati, G. C. Alexandropoulos, H. Wymeersch, B. Denis,
V. Sciancalepore, R. D’Errico, A. Clemente, D.-T. Phan-Huy, E. D.
Carvalho, and P. Popovski, “Reconfigurable, intelligent, and sustainable
wireless environments for 6G smart connectivity,” IEEE Commun. Mag.,
vol. 59, no. 10, pp. 99–105, Oct. 2021.

[4] C. Huang, A. Zappone, G. C. Alexandropoulos, M. Debbah, and
C. Yuen, “Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for energy efficiency in
wireless communication,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 8,
pp. 4157–4170, Aug. 2019.

[5] Q. Wu, S. Zhang, B. Zheng, C. You, and R. Zhang, “Intelligent
reflecting surface aided wireless communications: A tutorial,” IEEE
Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 5, pp. 3313–3351, May 2021.

[6] A. Albanese, V. Sciancalepore, and X. Costa-Pérez, “First responders
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