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Abstract—Recent research and development interests deal with
metasurfaces for wireless systems beyond their consideration
as intelligent tunable reflectors. Among the latest proposals is
the simultaneously transmitting (a.k.a. refracting) and reflecting
reconfigurable intelligent surface (STAR-RIS) which intends to
enable bidirectional indoor-to-outdoor, and vice versa, communi-
cations thanks to its additional refraction capability. This double
functionality provides increased flexibility in concurrently satis-
fying the quality-of-service requirements of users located at both
sides of the metasurfaces, for example, the achievable data rate
and localization accuracy. In this paper, we focus on STAR-RIS-
empowered simultaneous indoor and outdoor three-dimensional
(3D) localization, and study the fundamental performance limits
via Fisher information analyses and Cramér Rao lower bounds
(CRLBs). We also devise an efficient localization algorithm based
on an off-grid compressive sensing (CS) technique relying on
atomic norm minimization (ANM). The impact of the training
overhead, the power splitting at the STAR-RIS, the power allo-
cation between the users, the STAR-RIS size, the imperfections
of the STAR-RIS-to-BS channel, as well as the role of the multi-
path components on the positioning performance are assessed
via extensive computer simulations. It is theoretically showcased
that high-accuracy, up to centimeter level, 3D localization can
be simultaneously achieved for indoor and outdoor users, which
is also accomplished via the proposed ANM-based estimation
algorithm.

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides contributing to communications for improved en-

ergy efficiency (EE) and spectrum efficiency (SE) [1]–[5],

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) also play a critical

role in radio localization as well as environment mapping,

termed as simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM), in

current and upcoming future cellular networks [6]–[11]. In

these radio localization literature, the RIS behaves in various

manners, e.g., a programmable reflector in [6]–[8], a cost-

efficient receiver in [9], and a simultaneous reflector and

refractor in [10]. In principle, localization performance can be

significantly boosted by deploying one or multiple RISs thanks

to the subsequent reasons: i) The number of reference nodes,

including base stations (BSs), can be further increased with the

introduction of RISs; Namely, the RIS can be considered as

an additional anchor upon its deployment; Its exact location
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can be shared with the surrounding BSs. ii) RIS creates a

virtual line-of-sight (LoS) link in the millimeter wave (e.g.,

5G frequency range 2 (FR2)) network when direct LoS link is

temporally unavailable; This happens frequently for millimeter

wave communications, known as blockage; iii) Provided that

large-sized RISs are exploited, one can obtain high resolution

on angular parameters, e.g., angles of departure (AoDs) or

angles of arrival (AoAs), associated with RISs for the purpose

of user localization; iv) Tremendous RIS beamforming gain

leads to enhanced received signal strength, which in turn

boosts the localization performance.

Among different types of RIS in [6]–[10], [12], [13],

simultaneously transmitting (a.k.a. refracting) and reflecting

RIS (STAR-RIS) stands out as it provides full-dimensional

coverage (i.e., 360◦ coverage). The application of STAR-RIS

for multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) communications

can be referred to [14] for a general overview, [15] for

channel estimation, and [16] for non-orthogonal multiple ac-

cess (NOMA) transmissions. The STAR-RIS inherently offers

two operation functionalities, i.e., reflection and refraction,

controlled by two separate series of phase shifters. Such an

extraordinary property can also be leveraged for radio localiza-

tion. For instance, an outdoor BS can simultaneously localize

indoor and outdoor mobile stations (MSs) with the aid of the

STAR-RIS [10]. In this example, the STAR-RIS serves as a

tunable reflector for the outdoor MS and meanwhile a tunable

refractor for the indoor MS. With the introduced flexibility

on power/energy splitting and duplex mode between the two

functionalities, the quality-of-service (QoS) requirements in

terms of localization accuracy can be met concurrently for

both indoor and outdoor MSs.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first

paper introducing STAR-RIS for simultaneous indoor and

outdoor three-dimensional (3D) localization and analyzing the

structure’s theoretical performance limits [10]. However, prac-

tical localization algorithms are left undeveloped and several

practical issues are left uninvestigated. Thus, in this paper,

we continue to focus on the STAR-RIS-enabled simultaneous

indoor and outdoor 3D localization system, which comprises

one indoor MS and one outdoor MS. The localization of the

two users is performed at the BS by considering the received

sounding reference signals (SRSs) transmitted over the uplink

from the two MSs simultaneously, i.e., in a NOMA manner.

We summarize the fundamental performance limits captured

by Fisher information analyses and Cramér Rao lower bounds

http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03342v1
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Fig. 1: Simultaneous indoor and outdoor 3D localization empowered
by the deployment of the STAR-RIS, where an outdoor BS localizes
one outdoor MS and one indoor MS concurrently based on the
received pilot signals over the uplink. The two MSs are connected
to the outdoor BS via the STAR-RIS with all the links marked with
solid arrows. Alternatively, an indoor BS can also localize one indoor
MS and one outdoor MS with the help of one STAR-RIS, where all
links are marked with dotted arrows.

(CRLBs), develop effective localization algorithms based on

co-channel interference mitigation and off-grid compressive

sensing (CS) technique, named atomic norm minimization

(ANM), and examine the impact brought by the practical is-

sues, i.e., training overhead, power splitting at STAR-RIS and

power allocation between the two users, sup-optimal/optimal

STAR-RIS design, imperfectness of STAR-RIS-to-BS channel,

and multi-path components (MPCs), on the 3D localization

performance of the two MSs.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II

introduces the system model, including channel and signal

models. Section III summarizes the CRLB analyses on the

positioning errors and optimizes the STAR-RIS design. In

Section IV, we provide the practical localization algorithm

based on ANM, followed by numerical study and evaluation

of different practical factors in Section V. Finally, we provide

the concluding remarks and point out several future research

directions in Section VI.

Notations: A bold lowercase letter a denotes a vector, and

a bold capital letter A denotes a matrix. (·)T, (·)∗, and

(·)H denote the matrix or vector transpose, conjugate, and

Hermitian transpose, respectively. (·)−1 denotes inverse of a

matrix, tr(·) denotes the trace operator, diag(a) denotes a

square diagonal matrix with the entries of a on its diagonal,

A ⊗ B and A ⋄ B denote the Kronecker and Khatri-Rao

products of A and B, respectively, E[·] and var(·) are the

expectation and variance operators, 1 is the all-one vector, 0

denotes the all-zero vector or matrix, IM denotes the M ×M
identity matrix, j =

√
−1, ‖ · ‖F denotes the Frobenius norm

of a matrix, and ‖ ·‖2 denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector.

[a]i, [A]ij , and [A]i:j,i:j denote the ith element of a, the

(i, j)th element of A, and the submatrix of A formed by rows

i, i+ 1, . . . , j and columns i, i+ 1, . . . , j. Finally, | · | returns

the absolute value of a complex number.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

The STAR-RIS-aided 3D localization system, comprising

one multi-antenna BS, one multi-element STAR-RIS, one

single-antenna indoor MS, and one single-antenna outdoor

MS, is depicted in the unshaded area in Fig. 1. By post-

processing the pilot signals received over the uplink, the out-

door BS is capable of localizing the two MSs simultaneously,

termed as simultaneous indoor and outdoor localization. Note

that the coverage of the proposed system depends on the BS

capabilities and the area of influence of the STAR-RIS [17].

Alternatively, an indoor BS can also localize one indoor MS

and one outdoor MS with the assistance of one STAR-RIS,

as depicted in the shaded region in Fig. 1. In this paper, we

focus on the former scenario and leave the latter for future

investigations.

In the studied 3D localization system, the BS and STAR-RIS

are assumed to be equipped with M antennas and N passive

scattering elements, respectively. Without loss of generality,

we further assume that both the BS and STAR-RIS employ

the uniform planar array (UPA) structure parallel to the x-z
plane. They can also be placed parallel to the y-z plane. In

this sense, the corresponding array response vectors discussed

in Section II-A need to be modified accordingly. Recall that

STAR-RIS has two operation functionalities, i.e., reflection

and refraction, which can be realized simultaneously via two

separate series of phase shifters. Therefore, the operation of

STAR-RIS can be represented by two independent control

matrices, one for controlling reflection and the other for

controlling refraction.

A. Channel Model

The system adopts millimeter wave frequency band for its

operation thanks to the availability of substantial spectrum.

Thus, we consider the Saleh-Valenzuela parametric channel

model to construct all the four individual channels, marked

by the solid arrows in Fig. 1. The direct line-of-sight (LoS)

channel between the outdoor MS and the M -antenna outdoor

BS is denoted as h1 ∈ CM×1 and is mathematically expressed

as follows:

h1 =
e−j2πd1/λ

√
ρ1

αx(θ1, φ1)⊗αz(φ1), (1)

where d1 (in meters) and ρ1 (for the sake of simplicity, we

assume that ρ1 = d21) are the distance and path loss between

the outdoor MS and the outdoor BS, respectively, λ is the

wavelength of the carrier frequency, and θ1 and φ1 are the

azimuth and elevation AoAs associated with h1, respectively.

In the literature, we can also consider the free-space path loss,

modeled as ρ1 = d21f
2
c /10

8.755, where fc (in KHz) is the

carrier frequency, defined as fc =
c
λ with c being the speed of

light. In addition, the standard 3GPP urban micro (UMi) path

loss model can be considered, according to which holds: ρ1 =
102.27d3.671 f2.6

c , where fc needs to be included in GHz [18].

As the BS’s antenna array is parallel to x-y plane, the

array response vectors αx(θ1, φ1) and αz(φ1) can be written

as [19]:

αx(θ1, φ1) =
[

e−j 2πdx

λ
(Mx−1

2
) cos(θ1) sin(φ1),

. . . , ej
2πdx

λ
(Mx−1

2
) cos(θ1) sin(φ1)

]T

, (2)

αz(φ1) =
[

e−j 2πdz

λ
(Mz−1

2
) cos(φ1),

. . . , ej
2πdz

λ
(Mz−1

2
) cos(φ1)

]T

, (3)
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where M = MxMz with Mx and Mz being the number of

horizontal and vertical BS antennas, respectively, and dx and

dz denote their inter-element spacing in the horizontal and

vertical axes, which are set as half-wavelength without loss of

generality. Similarly, the other two channels linking the two

MSs and the STAR-RIS, e.g., h2 ∈ CN×1 and h3 ∈ CN×1,

can be presented in the same manner, as:

hi =
e−j2πdi/λ

√
ρi

αx(θi, φi)⊗αz(φi), (4)

for i = 2 and 3, where N = NxNz is the number of STAR-

RIS elements with Nx and Nz denoting the numbers in the

horizontal and vertical axes, respectively. Note that the array

response vectors αx(·) and αz(·) in (4) possess the same

format compared to those in (1) but may differ in dimension

if Mx 6= Nx and My 6= Ny . Finally, ρ2 and ρ3 follow the

same assumption as that made for ρ1.

The channel between the STAR-RIS and BS, i.e., H4 ∈
CM×N , is expressed as follows:

H4 =
e−j2πd4/λ

√
ρ4

αx(θ4, φ4)⊗αz(φ4)(αx(θ4, φ4)⊗αz(φ4))
H,

(5)

provided that the BS and the STAR-RIS are deployed in par-

allel without any biased orientation in terms of their antenna

(element) arrays. As seen from Fig. 1, there does not exist a

direct LoS path between the outdoor BS and the indoor MS

due to the blockage incurred by the wall in between them.

The only path connecting them is the refraction route via the

STAR-RIS. Unlike the indoor MS, there exist one direct LoS

path and one reflection path via the STAR-RIS between the

outdoor MS and the outdoor BS.

In the channel model, we consider only LoS paths for all the

individual channels; the extension for the multipath scenario

are only examined in the numerical study in Section V by

adding random errors. We ignore the possible orientations

between the two UPAs (one for BS and the other for STAR-

RIS), since they can be known in priori and compensated when

implementing practical estimation algorithms for the angular

parameters, i.e., azimuth and elevation AoAs.

B. Geometric Relationship

Given a pair of nodes, the geometric relationship is built

between their Cartesian coordinates and the latent channel

parameters, e.g., d1, θ1, and φ1 in (1). The Cartesian co-

ordinates of the BS and STAR-RIS as well as the outdoor

and indoor MSs are pB = (xB, yB, zB)
T, pR = (xR, yR, zR)

T,

pU,1 = (xU,1, yU,1, zU,1)
T, and pU,2 = (xU,2, yU,2, zU,2)

T,

respectively. The relationship between the distances and a pair

of Cartesian coordinates are listed below:

d1 = ‖pB − pU,1‖2, (6)

di = ‖pR − pU,i−1‖2, for i = 2, 3, (7)

d4 = ‖pB − pR‖2. (8)

By introducing the three-element vector ξi , [cos(θi) cos(φi),
sin(θi) cos(φi), sin(φi)]

T for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, the geometric

relationship between the angular parameters and the Cartesian

coordinates of the nodes can be expressed as

pR = pB + d4ξ4, (9)

pU,1 = pB + d1ξ1 = pR + d2ξ2, (10)

pU,2 = pR + d3ξ3. (11)

The geometric relationship plays an important role in lo-

calization. According to (10) and (11), the BS can calculate

the coordinate of the MSs based on the estimates of channel

parameters (di, θi, φi, for i = 1, 2, 3), and the pre-known

coordinates of the anchors (pB and/or pR).

C. Signal Model

It is known that the STAR-RIS has two operation func-

tionalities, i.e., reflection and refraction, which are realized

by two separate series of phase shifters. We introduce two

phase control matrices, i.e., Ω1 ∈ CN×N for controlling

refraction and Ω2 ∈ CN×N for controlling reflection, which

are diagonal matrices with each diagonal element satisfying

the unit-modulus constraints, e.g., |[Ω1]jj | = |[Ω2]jj | = 1,

∀j = 1, 2, . . . , N . However, non-ideal reflection and refrac-

tion bring attenuation loss, results in reduced modulus, i.e.,

|[Ω1]jj | < 1 and |[Ω2]jj | < 1 [20]. We consider the 3D

localization via the uplink transmission, where the two users

send their SRSs towards the BS in a NOMA manner. The

received signal during the kth time slot, for k = 1, 2, . . . ,K ,

can be mathematically expressed as

yk = h1x1,k + ǫ2H4Ω2,kh2x1,k + ǫ1H4Ω1,kh3x2,k + nk,
(12)

where x1,k is the SRS from the outdoor MS, x2,k is the

SRS from the indoor MS, and coefficients ǫ1 (for refraction)

and ǫ2 (for reflection) are used to control the power splitting

for the two different operational modes of the STAR-RIS,

normalized as ǫ21 + ǫ22 = 1. The received signal at the BS

is further corrupted by the white Gaussian noise nk, and

each element of nk follows complex Gaussian distribution

CN (0, σ2) with zero mean and σ2 variance. During the kth

time slot, the refraction matrix Ω1,k and the reflection matrix

Ω2,k are considered at the STAR-RIS. In order to ensure good

estimates of the channel parameters and the locations of the

MSs, Ω1,k and Ω2,k vary from one time slot to another, i.e.,

Ω1,1 6= Ω1,2 6= . . . 6= Ω1,K and Ω2,1 6= Ω2,2 6= . . . 6= Ω2,K .

The design of the refractive/reflective beam sweeping will be

optimized in Section III-C and verified through our numerical

results in Section V.

The received signal vector yk in (12) can be further ex-

pressed as

yk =h1x1,k + ǫ2H4diag(h2)ω2,kx1,k

+ ǫ1H4diag(h3)ω1,kx2,k + nk, (13)

where Ω1,k = diag(ω1,k) and Ω2,k = diag(ω2,k), ∀k. By

stacking all yk’s column by column, we get the expression:

Y =η1
√
Ph11

T + η1
√
Pǫ2H4diag(h2)Ω̄2

+ η2
√
Pǫ1H4diag(h3)Ω̄1 +N, (14)
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where 1 denotes the K-element all-one vector, Y =
[y1, . . . ,yK ], N = [n1, . . . ,nK ], Ω̄1 = [ω1,1, . . . ,ω1,K ], and

Ω̄2 = [ω2,1, . . . ,
ω2,K ] with |[Ω̄1]mn| = |[Ω̄2]mn| = 1, ∀m,n. Without loss of

generality, we assume that the sum transmit power constraint

is applied for each time slot, i.e., |x1,k|2+|x2,k|2 = P , ∀k, and

introduce coefficients η1 and η2 for characterizing the power

allocation between the two MSs, satisfying |x1,k|2 = η21P ,

|x2,k|2 = η22P , and η21 + η22 = 1. Based on the received

signals across K time slots, the BS estimates the Cartesian

coordinates of both the indoor and outdoor users, enabling 3D

localization.

Applying vectorization to Y in (14), we get the following

expression:

y =η1
√
P (1⊗ IM )h1 + η1

√
Pǫ2(Ω̄

T

2 ⊗ IM )(IN ⋄H4)h2

+ η2
√
Pǫ1(Ω̄

T

1 ⊗ IM )(IN ⋄H4)h3 + n, (15)

where y = vec(Y) and n = vec(N) ∼ CN (0, σ2IKM ). The

expression in (15) can be re-written as:

y =
√
Pη1A1h1+

√
Pη1ǫ2A2h2+

√
Pη2ǫ1A3h3+n, (16)

by introducing the following three new notations:

A1 = (1⊗ IM ) ∈ C
KM×M , (17)

A2 = (Ω̄
T

2 ⊗ IM )(IN ⋄H4) ∈ C
KM×N , (18)

A3 = (Ω̄
T

1 ⊗ IM )(IN ⋄H4) ∈ C
KM×N . (19)

As we can see from (17) to (19), A1 is independent of the

STAR-RIS design, while A2 and A3 are functions of Ω̄2 and

Ω̄1, respectively.

Upon the STAR-RIS deployment, we assume that the BS

knows the exact/precise location of the STAR-RIS. Thus, we

assume that the BS has exact information on H4 in terms

of the parameters θ4, φ4, and d4. Thus, A1, A2, and A3

in (16) are known measurement matrices to the BS (the

BS also knows the refractive/reflective phase configurations

due to its interaction with the STAR-RIS controller) in the

theoretical performance limit analyses in Section III and lo-

calization algorithm development in Section IV. However, this

assumption will be relaxed and its effect will be examined in

Section V since perfect information on H4 is usually infeasible

in practice.

III. CRAMÉR RAO LOWER BOUND ANALYSES

In this section, we summarize the CRLBs on the estimation

of the intermediate channel parameters from [10], followed

by the 3D Cartesian coordinates’ estimation. This two-step

approach can be commonly seen in the literature [7], [8], [21].

We also present the refraction/reflection optimization of the

STAR-RIS for the 3D localization objective, where the case

K ≥ 2N + 1 is considered and its optimal solution is found.
1

1In general, a reasonable training overhead is required in order to achieve
satisfactory localization performance for both users. Thus, in this work, we
only focus on the scenario with K slightly larger than 2N + 1, which fits
well with the aforementioned statement. As said, we can find the optimal
STAR-RIS design for such a case, detailed in Section III-C.

A. Estimation of Channel Parameters

The unknown channel parameters to be estimated are

those included in h1, h2, and h3, i.e., the nine-tuple ν ,

[θ1, φ1, d1, θ2, φ2, d2, θ3,
φ3, d3]

T. Since the additive noise follows complex Gaussian

distributed, by introducing µ(ν) , η1A1h1 + η1ǫ2A2h2 +
η2ǫ1A3h3 from (16), the Fisher information matrix for ν is

obtained as:

[J(ν)]i,j =
P

σ2
ℜ
{∂µH

∂νi

∂µ

∂νj

}

. (20)

The information on the partial derivatives in (20) related to

parameters in h1, h2, and h3 can be referred to [10] for more

details.

For any unbiased estimator (denoted by ν̂(y)) for the

channel parameters, we can calculate the CRLB on the error

covariance matrix as follows:

E{(ν − ν̂(y))(ν − ν̂(y))H} � J−1(ν), (21)

where the notation A � B for square matrices A and B means

aHAa ≥ aHBa for any valid vector a. The expression (21)

indicates that the estimation error variance for each individual

channel parameter in ν is lower bounded by the corresponding

diagonal element in J−1(ν), which indicates the best perfor-

mance any unbiased estimator can reach in theory.

B. Estimation of 3D Cartesian Coordinates

Our ultimate goal is to estimate the 3D Cartesian coordi-

nates of the indoor and outdoor MSs. Therefore, after estimat-

ing the channel parameters, we need to map them to 3D Carte-

sian coordinates, e.g., κ = [xU,1, yU,1, zU,1, xU,2, yU,2, zU,2]
T,

based on the geometrical relationship among the BS, the

STAR-RIS, and the two MSs, discussed in Section II-B. For

the CRLB evaluation of κ, we resort to the Jacobian matrix

T, which links the connection between the channel parameters

ν and the 3D Cartesian coordinates of the two MSs κ. Each

(i, j)th element of T is expressed as:

[T]ij =
∂[ν]j
∂[κ]i

. (22)

Again, we omit the details on the calculation of each individual

derivative in (22), which can be found in [10].

In addition, it can be easily seen that only the channel pa-

rameters {θ1, φ1, d1, θ2, φ2, d2} are related to the coordinates

(xU,1, yU,1, zU,1) of the outdoor MS, and only the parameters

{θ3, φ3, d3} are related to the coordinates (xU,2, yU,2, zU,2) of

the indoor MS, as concluded from (10) and (11). Therefore,

the Jacobian matrix T has the following form:

T =

[

T1 0

0 T2

]

, (23)

where the submatrix T1 ∈ R3×6 consists of the partial

derivatives related to the outdoor MS, and the submatrix

T2 ∈ R3×3 consists of the partial derivatives related to the

indoor MS.

The Fisher information of κ can be then expressed as [8]

J(κ) = TJ(ν)TT. (24)
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Similar to (21), we have the inequality for the CLRB:

E{(κ− κ̂(y))(κ − κ̂(y))T} � J−1(κ). (25)

The performance lower bounds on the root mean square error

(RMSE) of the position estimation of the outdoor and indoor

MSs are:

RMSEU,1 =
√

var(x̂U,1) ≥
√

tr{[J−1(κ)]1:3,1:3}, (26)

RMSEU,2 =
√

var(x̂U,2) ≥
√

tr{[J−1(κ)]4:6,4:6} (27)

where x̂U,1 and x̂U,2 are the unbiased estimates of xU,1 and

xU,2, respectively.

C. Localization-Optimal Design for the STAR-RIS

In this subsection, we consider the optimization of STAR-

RIS during the pilot transmission, aiming at maximizing

the overall 3D localization performance of the two MSs.

The scenario with K ≥ 2N + 1 is considered, where

we aim at optimizing the STAR-RIS based on the inverse

matrix of the Fisher information matrix. By introducing

G1 , [ ∂µ∂θ1
, ∂µ
∂φ1

, ∂µ
∂d1

, ∂µ
∂θ2

, ∂µ
∂φ2

, ∂µ
∂d2

], Ĝ1 , G1T
H
1 , G2 ,

[ ∂µ∂θ3
, ∂µ
∂φ3

, ∂µ
∂d3

], and Ĝ2 , G2T
H

2 , the expression of J−1(κ)
in (21) can be expressed as [22], [23]

J−1(κ)=
σ2

P

[

(ĜH
1 (I−P

Ĝ2
)Ĝ1)

−1 ∗
∗ (ĜH

2 (I−P
Ĝ1

)Ĝ2)
−1

]

,

(28)

where P
Ĝi

= Ĝi(Ĝ
H

i Ĝi)
−1ĜH

i is the orthogonal projection

onto the column space of Ĝi for i = 1 and 2.

In order to simplify the diagonal terms in (28), we

rewrite G1 and G2 as G1 = [η1A1Q1, η1ǫ2A2Q2]
and G2 = η2ǫ1A3Q3, where Q1 ∈ CM×3, Q2 ∈
CN×3, and Q3 ∈ CN×3 contain the remaining terms of

{ ∂µ
∂θ1

, ∂µ
∂φ1

, ∂µ
∂d1

}, { ∂µ
∂θ2

, ∂µ
∂φ2

, ∂µ
∂d2

}, { ∂µ
∂θ3

, ∂µ
∂φ3

,
∂µ
∂d3

} (excluding η1A1, η1ǫ2A2, and η2ǫ1A3), respectively.

Our goal is to optimize Ω̄1 in A3 and Ω̄2 in A2 in order

to obtain the best theoretical localization performance. By

further dividing T1 into two submatrices, i.e., as T1 =
[T̃1 ∈ R3×3, T̄1 ∈ R3×3], we can derive the expressions

Ĝ1 = η1A1Q1T̃
H

1 +η1ǫ2A2Q2T̄
H

1 and Ĝ2 = η2ǫ1A3Q3T
H

2 .

For the sake of tractability for the STAR-RIS optimization (i.e.,

Ω̄1 and Ω̄2), we maximize the principal angle (within [0, π/2])
between the subspaces of Ĝ1 and Ĝ2 by following [22], which

is equivalent to minimizing ‖ĜH
2 Ĝ1‖F, i.e.,

∥

∥η1η2ǫ1T2Q
H
3 A

H
3 A1Q1T̃

H

1+η1ǫ2η2ǫ1T2Q
H
3 A

H
3 A2Q2T̄

H

1

∥

∥

F
.

(29)

We focus on AH
3 A1 in the first term and AH

3 A2 in the second

term of (29), which are detailed as

AH
3 A1 = (IN ⋄HH

4 )(Ω̄
∗

11⊗ IM ), (30)

AH
3 A2 = (IN ⋄HH

4 )(Ω̄
∗

1Ω̄
T
2 ⊗ IM )(IN ⋄H4), (31)

by using the following properties: (BC)H = CHBH, (B ×
C)(D × E) = (BD ⊗ CE), (B ⊗ C)H = BH ⊗ CH, and

(B ⋄C)H = BH ⋄CH for matrices B, C, D, and E meeting

the dimension requirements.

When training overhead K ≥ 2N + 1, we can easily

find the optimal solution for Ω̄1 and Ω̄2 that minimize

the Frobenius norm in (29), e.g., Ω̄1 = [W]2:N+1,: and

Ω̄2 = [W]N+2:2N+1,: with W being the transpose of a K×K
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix or Hadamard matrix

(only for certain integer K values). By following this, we have

Ω̄
∗

11 = 0 in (30) and Ω̄
∗

1Ω̄
T
2 = 0 in (31), which in turn

yields ‖ĜH
2 Ĝ1‖F = 0 (i.e., we get the largest principal angle

between the subspaces of Ĝ1 and Ĝ2, which is π/2 [24]).

IV. LOCALIZATION ALGORITHM DEVELOPMENT

By aligning with the theoretical analyses studied in Sec-

tion III, we develop a two-step localization algorithm to

estimate the location of the two MSs. In the first step, based

on (16) one estimates the channel parameters in h1, h2, and

h3. In the second step, by following the geometric relationship

in Section II-B, we map the estimates of channel parameters

to the coordinates of the MSs. Special attention needs to be

paid to the first step for the co-channel interference mitiga-

tion/cancellation, i.e., null the other two when estimating one

channel. Also, for the channel parameter estimation, we resort

to off-grid CS ANM for recovering the sparsity-one channel

vectors and root multiple signal classification (root-MUSIC)

for extracting the corresponding angular channel parameters,

followed by distance estimates using the least squares (LS)

principle [25]. For the location mapping of the outdoor MS,

we adopt a weighted sum criterion based on the two distance

estimates associated with h1 and h2.

A. Co-Channel Interference Cancellation

As an essential process for channel parameter estimation,

we need to null the interference for each MS in (16). By

multiplying the interference nulling matrix Ui to y, for

i = 1, 2, 3, we get the following

Uiy = γiUiAihi +Uin, (32)

where γ1 =
√
Pη1, γ2 =

√
Pη1ǫ2, and γ3 =

√
Pη2ǫ1. We rely

on (32) in the next subsection for channel parameter estima-

tion. The co-channel interference can be completely cancelled

in (32) in certain situations depending on the relationship

among the vector spaces spanned by the column vectors of

A1, A2, and A3, respectively [26]. Otherwise, we merge

the residual interference to the additive noise term Uin. One

way to design U1 is to perform singular value decomposition

(SVD) on the combined matrix [A2,A3] and take the left

singular vectors corresponding to zero singular values [26]. A

similar approach can be applied for constructing U2 and U3.

B. Channel Parameter Estimation

All the channel vectors in (16) are in the form of Kronecker

product of two array response vectors. It can be seen as

sparsity-one signal (i.e., a linear combination of one atom

having the same structure as the channel component in the

form of Kronecker product of two array response vectors),

which is an extreme case under the framework of CS. There-

fore, we follow the off-grid CS techniques, i.e., ANM, for
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recovering the sparsity-one channel vector. This technique has

been used in the literature [25], [27] for channel estimation and

localization purposes. We first introduce the atomic set [27]–

[29], as

A , {αx(x1, x2)⊗αz(x2), x1 ∈ [0, π], x2 ∈ [−π/2, π/2]},
(33)

where each atom possesses the same structure with the linear

term in hi, for i = 1, 2, 3. For any vector hi of the form

hi =
∑

l ηlαx(x1,l, x2,l) ⊗ αz(x2,l) with each ηl > 0 being

a coefficient, x1,l ∈ [0, π], and x2,l ∈ [−π/2, π/2], its atomic

norm with respect to the atomic set A is written as follows:

‖hi‖A =infB

{ 1

2Ti
Tr(Toep(U2)) +

t

2

}

,

s.t.

[

Toep(U2) hi

hH

i ti

]

� 0, (34)

where set B , {U2 ∈ C
Ti×Ti , ti ∈ R} with U2 being a 2-

way tensor and Toep(U2) is a 2-level block Toeplitz matrix,

which results from the Vandermonde decomposition lemma

for positive semidefinite Toeplitz matrices [29]. The value for

Ti depends on the dimension of hi, i.e., Ti = M for i = 1,

and Ti = N , for i = 2, 3.

The ANM based channel estimation can be formulated as

a regularized optimization problem:

ĥi = arg min
hi∈CTi , B

µi‖hi‖A +
1

2
‖Uiy − γiUiAihi‖22

s.t.

[

Toep(U2) hi

hH

i ti

]

� 0, (35)

where µi ∝ σ
√

Ti log(Ti) is the regularization term of the

atomic norm penalty, and ĥi is the estimate of hi. This

problem can be efficiently solved using the Matlab CVX

toolbox.

Based on the ĥ, the elevation and azimuth AoAs can be

extracted by following root-MUSIC algorithm [25] and the

distance di can be estimated by following LS principle, as

d̂i =
√

Ti/hH

i hi, (36)

where d̂i is the estimate of di.

C. Location Mapping

Based on the estimate of hi in (35), we can further resort

to root-MUSIC for extracting the angular parameters, denoted

by θ̂i and φ̂i [25]. Together with the estimate of di in (36),

the location of the MSs can be calculated by following the

geometric relationship in Section II-B.

Specifically, for the location estimate of the outdoor MS,

since both h1 and h2 contribute to it, we apply weighted sum

principle, as

pU,1 = w1(pB + d̂1ξ̂1) + (1− w1)(pR + d̂2ξ̂2), (37)

where the weight w1 =
d̂2

2

d̂2

1
+d̂2

2

is set in a heuristic way by

following that the weight is reversely proportional to the path

loss.

TABLE I: Parameter Setup.

Parameter Value Parameter Value

M 16 N 36
K 100, 130 pB (0, 0, 8)T

pR (2, 2, 5)T pU,1 (5, 1, 2)T

pU,2 (1, 5, 2)T

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section’s numerical investigation, we set the system

parameters as follows: pB = (0, 0, 8)T, pR = (2, 2, 5)T,

pU,1 = (5, 1, 2)T, and pU,2 = (1, 5, 2)T. The numbers of BS

antennas, STAR-RIS elements, and SRSs from each MS are

set as M = 16, N = 36, and K = 100, 130. The signal-to-

noise ratio (SNR) is defined as P/σ2. The parameter setup is

summarized in Table I.

A. Effect of Training Overhead

As shown in Section III-C, we find the optimal design of

the STAR-RIS for the training overhead K ≥ 2N + 1. We

pick up two K values meeting this requirement and compare

their impact on the localization performance. The simulation

results, including both theoretical and practical, are shown

in Fig. 2 for the training overhead K = 100, 130, where

ǫ1 =
√
0.9, η1 =

√
0.5. In the legend, “ANM” denotes the

proposed ANM based 3D localization scheme while “Theo”

stands for the theoretical performance limit analyses. From the

theoretical ones characterized by CRLBs, we know that higher

training overhead can bring better localization performance, up

to centimeter level for both MSs. Moreover, the indoor MS

can achieve better performance than the outdoor MS in such

a unbalanced setup on ǫ1 and η1 since the STAR-RIS power

splitting coefficient is large (Namely, more percent of energy

is refracted towards the BS via the STAR-RIS). The practical

results from ANM are consistent with the theoretical studies.

The performance gain brought by increasing the training

overhead from 100 to 130 is not so obvious from the practical

results, especially in the low SNR regime. However, a constant

gain (roughly 4 dB) is observed from the theoretical CRLB

results across all the SNR values for both users.

B. Effect of Power Splitting and Allocation

The performance of 3D localization is not only affected by

the training overhead but also the two parameters, i.e., ǫ1 for

controlling power splitting at STAR-RIS and η1 for controlling

power allocation between the two users. For the training

overhead K = 100, the simulation results with different setups

on ǫ1 and η1 are shown in Fig. 3. As we can see that when

a balanced setup is adopted, i.e., ǫ1 = η1 =
√
0.5, the

performance gap between the two MSs’ position estimation is

small. However, in the other setup, i.e., ǫ1 =
√
0.9, η1 =

√
0.5,

the gap is obvious. By carefully choosing the values for

the two parameters, we can simultaneously achieve the QoS

requirements for both users.

C. Effect of STAR-RIS Design

In this subsection, we evaluate the effect of the STAR-RIS

design (under the condition of training overhead K = 100) by
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Fig. 2: The effect of training overhead on 3D localization with ǫ1 =
√

0.9 and η1 =
√

0.5.

Fig. 3: 3D localization performance with different pairs of ǫ1 and η1,
where the training overhead is set as K = 100.

considering two different cases: i) Ω̄1 and Ω̄2 are designed

according Section III-C; ii) the phases of Ω̄1 and Ω̄2 are

randomly generated. The simulation results are shown in

Fig. 4. As expected, the first case outperforms the second one,

since according to Section III-C it is optimal. The performance

gain between the two cases is obvious with different setups

for ǫ1 and η1. For instance, when ǫ1 =
√
0.9 and η1 =

√
0.5,

more than 5 dB gain in terms of SNR can be obtained for

the indoor MS by following the optimal STAR-RIS design

compared to the random phase design.

D. Effect of Imperfect STAR-RIS-to-BS Channel

In this section, we examine the effect of imperfectness of the

STAR-RIS-to-BS channel on the 3D localization performance.

Different from the previous subsections, here, we assume that

the STAR-RIS-to-BS channel matrix is available but in the

Fig. 4: The effect of STAR-RIS design on 3D localization with
training overhead K = 100 and different pairs of ǫ1 and η1.

Fig. 5: The effect of imperfect STAR-RIS-to-BS channel on 3D
localization with training overhead K = 100 and different pairs of

d̂ and ϕ̂.

form of imperfectness during the localization process. We

introduce individual random variation to each of the channel

parameters in the STAR-RIS-to-BS channel, e.g., d4, θ4, φ4.

Such variations can be introduced by practical algorithms for

estimating them. We further assume that the variations follow

uniform distribution, i.e., ∆d4 ∼ U [−d̂, d̂], ∆θ4,∆φ4 ∼
U [−ϕ̂, ϕ̂]. The values of d̂ and ϕ̂ jointly determine the level

of imperfectness of the STAR-RIS-to-BS channel. In this

experiment, we evaluate two cases: i) d̂ = 0.5 in meter and

ϕ̂ = 0.2 in radian, ii) d̂ = 1 in meter and ϕ̂ = 0.4 in radian,

under training overhead K = 100. The simulation results are

provided in Fig. 5, where ǫ1 =
√
0.9 and η1 =

√
0.5. As

expected, the localization performance degrades when d̂ and

ϕ̂ increases, especially in the high SNR regime.

E. Effect of MPCs

The proposed localization algorithm purely relies chan-

nel parameters associated with the LoS path. Therefore, the
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Fig. 6: The effect of MPCs on 3D localization with different pairs

of d̂ and ϕ̂ with K = 100, ǫ1 =
√

0.9, and η1 =
√

0.5.

strength of the non-line-of-sight (NLoS) path will negatively

affect the localization performance. In principle, the stronger

the strength, the worse the localization performance. In this

subsection, we pick up different setups on the average sum

power of the NLoS paths (revealed by the distance) and

evaluate accordingly their negative effect on the localization

performance. We introduce two MPCs to h1, h2, and h3

while keeping perfect LoS condition for H4. The introduced

MPCs for hi, for i = 1, 2, 3, comprise the following channel

parameters: case i) {10di, θi+π/6, φi+π/6} and {10di, θi+
π/3, φi + π/3} and case ii) {5di, θi + π/6, φi + π/6} and

{5di, θi + π/3, φi + π/3}. The simulation results are shown

in Fig. 6, where we observe that the stronger the MPCs, the

worse the localization performance. Even though there are

works on leveraging NLoS paths for enhancing localization

performance [30], [31], we will leave such an extension for

our future investigation.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we studied the fundamental 3D localization

performance limits of STAR-RIS-empowered millimeter wave

MIMO systems for simultaneously serving one indoor and one

outdoor MSs. We presented a practical localization algorithm

based on ANM, which approaches the theoretical performance

limits characterized by our derived CRLBs. In addition, we

thoroughly investigated the effect of training overhead, energy

splitting at the STAR-RIS, the power allocation between the

two MSs, the STAR-RIS design, the imperfectness of STAR-

RIS-to-BS channel, as well as the role of the presence of MPCs

on the localization performance of the two MSs, offering

some useful insights for future practical implementations. In

future works, we will extend the theoretical CRLB analyses

to general multipath scenarios and exploit the availability of

MPCs for further enhancing the localization performance of

the two MSs in the design of practical localization algorithms.
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