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Abstract
With the rapid development of the Internet of Things (IoT), Indoor Positioning System (IPS) has
attracted significant interest in academic research. Ultra-Wideband (UWB) is an emerging technology
that can be employed for IPS as it offers centimetre-level accuracy. However, the UWB system still faces
several technical challenges in practice, one of which is Non-Line-of-Sight (NLoS) signal propagation.
Several machine learning approaches have been applied for the NLoS component identification. However,
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when the data contains a very small amount of NLoS components it becomes very difficult for existing
algorithms to classify them. This paper focuses on employing an anomaly detection approach based
on Gaussian Distribution (GD) and Generalized Gaussian Distribution (GGD) algorithms to detect and
identify the NLoS components. The simulation results indicate that the proposed approach can provide
a robust NLoS component identification which improve the NLoS signal classification accuracy which
results in significant improvement in UWB positioning system.
Index Terms
Ultrawide Bandwidth (UWB), Indoor Positioning System (IPS), localization, Anomaly Detection,
Generalized Gaussian Distribution.

I. I NTRODUCTION
Wireless communications is playing a major role in changing our life styles [1]–[8].The Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) has brought tremendous convenience to human life [9]. Unfortunately,
the GNSS signal does not work for an indoor environment because the satellite signal attenuates heavily
while it passes through walls [10]. Ultrawide Bandwidth (UWB) system represents a more promising
technique than other technologies for indoor high-accuracy localization since it can provide good time
resolution and robust signalling [11]. However, the UWB system faces numerous challenges in practical
scenarios, including signal acquisition, multipath effects, Non-Line of Sight (NLoS) propagation and so
on [12], [13]. NLoS propagation has been considered as one of the major challenges especially for highprecision UWB indoor positioning systems (IPS) [14], [15]. In the NLoS environment, the direct signal
between the transmitter and receiver is blocked or attenuated by obstacles, which causes additional signal
propagation delay, resulting in inaccurate estimation of the distance. Therefore, the localization accuracy
of the system is reduced significantly [16].
Anomaly detection is a common application of machine learning (ML) algorithms, mainly used for
unsupervised learning problems and some supervised learning problems [17]. Different ML algorithms
have been employed to address the NLoS ranging error by different researchers. One of the early MLbased NLoS identification was conducted in [18]. In this algorithm, the variance of Time of Arrival (ToA)
was used to identify the NLoS component by setting an appropriate threshold. In [19], [20], the authors
proposed Least Square-Support Vector Machine (LS-SVM) algorithm to distinguish between the Line of
Sight (LoS) and NLoS components. In this paper, they showed that the ML approach can be employed
to improved the accuracy error caused by the NLoS components. Later, several ML algorithms combined
with different features of the waveform UWB signal have been investigated for NLoS identification.

October 12, 2021

DRAFT

3

In [21], different hypothesis tests for NLoS identification based on the amplitude and delay statistics of
typical UWB channel impulse response (CIR) were conducted. In [22], an unsupervised ML approach
based on Gaussian mixture models is proposed to identify the NLoS from the unlabelled data. Finally,
in [23], the authors used the Relevance Vector Machine (RVM) to distinguish LoS/NLoS components
based on the superior kernel machine for range measurement.
It is hard for these algorithms to classify the different types of anomalies [24] despite showing an
improved localization accuracy. In addition, if this training data which has different types of anomalies
is employed, it becomes difficult for the algorithms to learn from the positive or negative instances.
Therefore, the actual accuracy of the classification will be quite low. The objective of this paper is to
classify these LoS and NLoS components with the help of Gaussian Distribution (GD) and Generalized
Gaussian Distribution (GGD) [25]–[28]. These algorithms will help us classify the LoS and NLoS
components more accurately especially in the case where the NLoS components are in a small amount.
The advantages of GD and GDD are:
•

Strict mathematical theory support, strong interpretability, thus simplifying the classification problems [24];

•

Be able to find key samples that are critical to the task [29];

•

Highest prediction with the limit feature strategy.

Furthermore, these algorithms will help when different types of abnormalities of the signal are present
as it will improve the accuracy of the UWB positioning system.
This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 mainly explains the UWB localization system model.
In Section 3, the problem formulation is expressed and details of our proposed algorithms is presented.
Section 4 discusses the environment in which the data was collected, and the hardware used in the
data collection. Moreover, the feature used NLoS classification is also presented in this section. Section 5 presents the performance evaluation of the proposed algorithms and discusses the results; The
summarization of what it has been accomplished discusses in section 6.
II. S YSTEM M ODEL
A. Transmitted Signal
UWB is based on transmitting an extremely short pulse having a duration of nanoseconds [30].
The pulse has a very low power spectral density [31]–[33]. The high bandwidth and extremely short
pulses can reduce the effect of multipath interference which provides robust communication between the
transmitter and receiver [32]–[34]. It has the capability to reach high accuracy within centimetres due
to its characteristics. Therefore, UWB is one of the most suitable choice where the accuracy factor is
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required by the application. Considering the IR-UWB system is transmitted by K pulses with a period
of Tp that consists of certain frames [31], the transmitted signal is shown as
s(t) =

√

E

K−1
X
k=1

p(t − kTp ),

(1)

where E is the energy of the single pulse, k represents the index of the pulses, and p(t) is the pulse
waveform which in our case is the 2nd derivative of a Gaussian pulse [13], [34].
B. Received Signal
The transmitted signal experiences a multipath channel and the received signal can be expressed as [35]
r(t) =

N
X

n=1

an p(t − τn ) + n(t),

(2)

where N is the number of received multipath compoments,an and τn represent the amplitude and delay
of the n-th path respectively, and n(t) is the Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) with zero mean
and two-sided power spectral density N0 /2 [36]–[38].
III. P ROBLEM F ORMULATION
The UWB based IPS consists of two types of nodes. In one node type, the position is fixed and they
are referred to as anchors. In another type, the position is unknown and is called as a tag. The position
of this tag is measured with respect to the anchors. In UWB based IPS, the ToA algorithm is employed
due to it exploits good time resolution and ease of implementation. To locate the tag, we need to estimate
the distance d between the tag and the anchors. When clear LoS exists between the anchors and tag, the
estimate distance dˆ can be calculated by
dˆ = c × τ,

(3)

where τ is propagation time and c is the speed of the signal which propagates with the same speed
of light. However, in the NLoS environment, the direct path between the anchors and tag is absent or
delayed as the signal goes through the obstruction or other materials in the surroundings. In this case,
the propagation time τ will be longer, which causes the positive bias and ranging error for the UWB IPS
system. To combat this problem, in this paper, anomaly detection based on Gaussian Distribution (GD)
and Generalized Gaussian Distribution (GGD) algorithms are proposed to classify the LoS and NLoS
environment that will result in improving the accuracy of the UWB IPS. In order to evaluate the proposed
algorithms, we compare the proposed algorithms with the existing Naı̈ve Bayes (NB) algorithm. Let us
briefly review the principle of the NB algorithm before introducing the proposed algorithms.
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A. Naı̈ve Bayes, (NB)
The NB algorithm can improve the classification accuracy by calculating each feature of the data [29].
The Bayesian principle is employed in this algorithm. According to the Bayesian principle, the given
probability can be measured as
P (l | x) =

P (x | l)(P (l)
P (x)

(4)

whereP (l | x) is the conditional probability of l given x, P (l) is the prior probability of the l, P (x | l)
is the probability of the x given the condition and the P (x) is the prior probability of the event x.
Given a dataset D = {x1 , x2 , · · · , xM }, the dataset D contain a set of classes {l = 0 or 1}, when
applying the NB algorithm indicating the LoS (l = 0) or NLoS (l = 1) environment, respectively. The
probability of the class l under the attribute conditions x1 , x2 , ..., xM can be calculated as
P (l | x1 , x2 , · · · , xM ) =

P (x1 , x2 , · · · , xM | l)P (l)
.
P (x1 , x2 , · · · , xM )

(5)

As these feature {x1 , x2 , · · · , xM } are independent from one another, therefore,
P (x1 , x2 , · · · , xM | l) = P (x1 | l) × · · · × P (xM | l)
=

M
Y
i=1

P (xi | l).

(6)

Substituting the above (6) into (5), we get
P (l | x1 , x2 , · · · , xM ) =
=

P (x1 , x2 , · · · , xM | l)P (l)
P (x1 , x2 , · · · , xM )
QM
i=1 P (xi | l)P (l)
.
QM
i=1 P (xi )

(7)

B. Gaussian Distribution, (GD)
The Probability Distribution Function (PDF) of Gaussian Distribution (GD) with variable x, mean µ,
and variance σ 2 can be written as [39]


1
(x − µ)2
P (x, µ, σ ) = √
exp −
.
2σ 2
2πσ
2

(8)

Given a data set {x1 , x2 , · · · , xM }, x ∈ Rn , and x is Gaussian distributed, then in order to find the GD
we just need to estimate the mean µ̂ and variance σ̂ 2 which is calculated as
M

µ̂ =

1 X
xi
M −1
i=1
M

σ̂ 2 =

1 X
(xi − µ̂)2
M −1

(9)

i=1
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TABLE I: Configurations of the MDEK 1001 Kit.

Properties

Values

Data Rate

6.8 Mbps

Frequency

3993.6 MHz

Bandwidth

499.2 MHz

Channel

2

PRF

16 MHz

C. Generalized Gaussian Distribution, (GGD)
In some cases, the GD model cannot identify the data abnormality clearly as there are two key
parameters to be modelled which are the mean and variance. Therefore, instead of GD, Generalized
Gaussian Distribution (GGD) can be adopted [25], [26]. The GGD, PDF is given as


β
|x − µ| β
P (x, µ, α, β) =
exp −
2αΓ(1/β)
α

(10)

where µ is the mean, β determines the shape of the PDF, and Γ(·) is the gamma function. The variance
σ 2 and the kurtosis κ is given as [28]
σ2 =
κ =

α2 Γ(3/β)
Γ(1/β)
Γ(5/β)Γ(1/β)
− 3.
Γ(3/β)2

(11)

Given a data set {x1 , x2 , · · · , xM }, x ∈ Rn , in order to find the GGD we need to estimate the mean µ̂,
variance σ̂ 2 and kurtosis κ̂ which is calculated as
M
1 X
µ̂ =
xi
M −1
i=1
M

σ̂

2

=

κ̂ =

1 X
(xi − µ̂)2
M −1
i=1
4
1 PM
i=1 (xi − µ̂)
M −1
h
i2 − 3,
2
1 PM
i=1 (xi − µ̂)
M −1

(12)

where estimate of kutosis κ̂ can be used to measure the shape parameter β and estimate of variance σ̂ 2
can help determine the scale parameter α of the GGD.
IV. DATA C OLLECTION P ROCESS

AND

M ETHODOLOGY

In this paper, LoS and NLoS scenario is considered. In the LoS condition, there are no physical
obstacles between the anchor and tag. While, in the NLoS case, there will be an obstacle (e.g., a wall
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or a person) between the anchor and tag so that the direct path does not exist. The main path of the
signal will be attenuated or blocked by this obstacle, which will cause a propagation delay of the signal.
The experiment is set up in a general room environment having an area of around 16m2 . We employ
MDEK1001 kits as the UWB hardware. Four anchors and one tag will be set up in this experiment. The
MDEK 1001 kits configurations used in this experimental evaluation are shown in Table I where P RF
stands for Pulse Repetition Frequency. All the work is carried out with the help of MATLAB (R2019b).

A. LoS Measurement
Four anchors are placed with the tag in a complete LoS condition. The actual distance between the
anchor and the tags is measured with the help of an electronic tape measure and is averaged at least 5
times to minimize the error caused by measurement. The tag is connected to the PC and the relevant
dataset will be recorded by the PC in Tera term software. Total 500 samples in LoS will be collected.
B. NLoS Measurement
For NLoS scenario data collection, an obstacle will be put between the anchor and tag to block
the direct communication path. Total 50 samples in NLoS condition are collected. The variance of the
estimated distance and the power of the first path will be used to identity the NLoS environment in this
paper. Range estimation method is based on the statistical characteristics of the estimated ToA distance.
The variance of estimate distance can be used to identify the NLoS when the variance exceeds the set
threshold.
C. Methodology
The DECAWAVE investigates the NLoS identification based on the first path power threshold which
has been widely used in different applications and system implementations currently [24]. This approach
is based on taking the power difference between the estimated received (RX) power and first-path power.
The first-path power is measured in dBm and is calculated as follows [29].
 2

F1 + F22 + F32
First Path Power Level = 10 log 10
− A,
N2

(13)

where F1 , F2 , and F3 represents the first, second and third harmonics of the first-path signal respectively.
A is fixed to 113.77 for a PRF of 16MHz, and N represents the Preamble Accumulation Count value.

The received power of the signal in dBm is calculated as follow


CIRP × 217
RX Power Level = 10 log10
− A,
N2
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Fig. 1: Line of Sight (LoS) error distance calculation.

where CIRP is the power of the CIR of DW1000 chip. The received signal power is more in case of
NLoS environment as compared to LoS environment due to higher number of multipath components in
the former. The power in the first path for LoS signal is expected to be higher than NLoS signal. This
difference between the received and first-path power can be used to identify the LoS and NLoS signal
and is given as
Difference in Power = RX Power Level − FP Power Level.

(15)

Let us now proceed to the simulation and evaluation of these proposed methods.
V. S IMULATION

AND

E VALUATION

In Figure 1 and Figure 2 the probability distribution function (PDF) of LoS and NLoS are plotted. The
PDF is plotted by measuring the distance error which is calculated by using more than 2000 reading.
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Fig. 2: Non Line of Sight (NLoS) error distance calculation.

The distance error is simply the accurate distance measured minus the distance measured by the MDEK
1001 kit. It can also be observed from the figures that the distance error is less than 0.11m for the LoS
and 0.17m for the NLoS signal. From both the figures it can be observed that the distance error can
be more accurately evaluated with the help of Generalized Gaussian distribution (GGD) as compared
to the Gaussian distribution (GD). This accurate pdf will further help us quantify the NLoS and LoS
components accurately resulting in a significantly improved positioning system.
VI. C ONCLUSION
In this paper, anomaly detection based on GD and GGD is proposed for an UWB based indoor
localization system. These algorithms can improve the accuracy of the system by classifying the LoS
and especially the NLoS components accurately. The variance of the estimated distance and the power
of the first path are used as features to identity the NLoS environment. The simulation result shows that
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both GD and GGD algorithm has good anti-NLOS characteristics and can maintain good positioning
accuracy as compared to NB. Furthermore, we have also shown that measured LoS and NLoS data
is more close to GGD as compared to GD. In the future, we plan to design the optimal and receiver
operating characteristics for GGD for UWB based indoor localization system.
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