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Abstract—Significant challenges remain for realizing precise
positioning and velocity estimation in practical perceptive ve-
hicular networks (PVN) that rely on the emerging integrated
sensing and communication (ISAC) technology. Firstly, com-
plicated wireless propagation environment generates undesired
clutter, which degrades the vehicular sensing performance and
increases the computational complexity. Secondly, in practical
PVN, multiple types of parameters individually estimated are
not well associated with specific vehicles, which may cause
error propagation in multiple-vehicle positioning. Thirdly, radio
transceivers in a PVN are naturally asynchronous, which causes
strong range and velocity ambiguity in vehicular sensing. To
overcome these challenges, in this paper 1) we introduce a
moving target indication (MTI) based joint clutter suppres-
sion and sensing algorithm, and analyze its clutter-suppression
performance and the Cramér–Rao lower bound (CRLB) of
the paired range-velocity estimation upon using the proposed
clutter suppression algorithm; 2) we design an algorithm (and its
low-complexity versions) for associating individual direction-of-
arrival (DOA) estimates with the paired range-velocity estimates
based on “domain transformation”; 3) we propose the first viable
carrier frequency offset (CFO) and time offset (TO) estimation
algorithm that supports passive vehicular sensing in non-line-
of-sight (NLOS) environments. This algorithm treats the delay-
Doppler spectrum of the signals reflected by static objects as
an environment-specific “fingerprint spectrum”, which is shown
to exhibit a circular shift property upon changing the CFO
and/or TO. Then, the CFO and TO are efficiently estimated by
acquiring the number of circular shifts, and we also analyse the
mean squared error (MSE) performance of the proposed time-
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frequency synchronization algorithm. Finally, simulation results
demonstrate the performance advantages of our algorithms
under diverse configurations, while corroborating the theoretical
analysis.

Index Terms—Positioning, clutter suppression, integrated sens-
ing and communication, synchronization, vehicular network.

I. INTRODUCTION

FUTURE intelligent transportation systems (ITS) are ex-
pected to be empowered by advanced wireless networking

technologies [1], thus giving birth to the concepts of cellular-
vehicle-to-everything (C-V2X) systems and vehicular ad hoc
networks (VANETs).

As cellular networks evolve towards the sixth generation
(6G), the demands for precise positioning and velocity esti-
mation of vehicles are rapidly increasing [2]. To meet these
demands, several solutions can be utilized, including the global
navigation satellite systems (GNSS), the distributed cooper-
ative wireless positioning [3]–[6] and the cellular network
based vehicular sensing [7]. In particular, the prospect of ex-
ploiting millimetre wave (mmWave) or terahertz (THz) bands
for jointly realizing the functions of radar (e.g., positioning
and velocity estimation) and wireless communications in 6G
systems has stimulated substantial interests in the cellular
network based solution. By combining the cellular network,
the vehicular network and the emerging integrated sensing and
communications (ISAC) technology together, we conceive the
concept of perceptive vehicular network (PVN) for the future
ITS or connected automated vehicles (CAV). In fact, PVN
is a particular use case of the general concept of perceptive
mobile network (PMN) [8], which constitutes a large-scale
high-resolution sensing network as the number of base stations
(BSs) and the number of remote radio units (RRUs) of
each BS are increased [9]. As a benefit, wireless sensing
capabilities, e.g., target detection, positioning and tracking, can
be embedded in future mobile communication networks [10],
[11].

In general, there are two types of sensing in a PVN,
namely passive sensing and active sensing [9]. In passive
sensing, the positions and velocities of vehicles are estimated
by exploiting the reflected signals that are received at RRUs
but originally transmitted by user terminals (UTs) (i.e., uplink
passive sensing) or by other RRUs (i.e., downlink passive
sensing). By contrast, in active sensing the signals are trans-
mitted by an RRU and received by itself. Nevertheless, high-
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performance joint communication and active sensing requires
full-duplex RRUs. Unfortunately, this has not been mature
enough in cellular networks [12]. Meanwhile, time-division
duplex (TDD) or frequency-division duplex (FDD) based joint
communication and sensing [12] degrades the achievable com-
munication rate [13]. As a result, in this paper we consider the
more practical passive sensing. In addition, since the sensing
function needs dedicated data to act as the “sensing pilot”1,
and practical signal transmission protocols between RRUs may
be complicated for downlink sensing, we consider the uplink
passive sensing scenario as an example herein for convenience
of analysis.

Significant challenges remain for realizing passive sensing
in a practical PVN. Firstly, the clutter caused by complicated
wireless propagation environment in a PVN may substantially
increase the computational complexity and degrade the per-
formance of vehicular sensing [14], [15]. Secondly, in passive
vehicular sensing, multiple types of parameters estimated,
such as the direction of arrival (DOA), the range and the
velocity corresponding to each perceived target, are not well
associated with individual vehicles, which may cause error
propagation in multiple-vehicle positioning [16]. Thirdly, the
radio transceivers in a PVN are naturally asynchronous, which
causes strong ambiguity in vehicular sensing [17].

As far as the first challenge is concerned, the clutter can
be regarded as interference [8]. So far, in the context of
PVN, there are two clutter suppression methods relying on
exploiting the channel that is associated with the signals
reflected by long-term or permanently static objects, namely
the recursive moving averaging (RMA) based algorithm [15]
and the Gaussian mixture model (GMM) [14] based algorithm.
The RMA based algorithm eliminates clutter by setting a
small forgetting factor to recursively average the received
signal. However, it requires a massive number of samples and
excessively long time to suppress the clutter. Meanwhile, the
GMM based algorithm assumes that the variance of clutter
is near zero, while the desired signals have much larger
variances. Hence, by learning the mean and variances of
different signal components, the statistical GMM model can
identify clutter and remove it. Compared with the RMA based
algorithm, the GMM based algorithm suppresses the clutter
by a smaller number of samples. However, due to the inherent
model complexity, it still imposes much higher computational
complexity than RMA.

To overcome the second challenge, in the multiple-vehicle
scenario, the estimates of different parameters of the same
individual target vehicle must be identified and associated with
each other. For example, the individual DOA estimates and
the corresponding paired range-velocity estimates [16]–[18]
must be associated with the appropriate target vehicles. The
authors of [16] associated the DOA estimates with different
UTs by exploiting the UT-specific pseudo-random codes based
correlation operation. However, in the context of passive
sensing, this method is not able to associate the DOA estimates
with the vehicular targets of a PVN. In [18], the DOA was

1This role can be played by reference signal dedicated for sensing, by the
data payload, or by the existing reference signals designed for other purposes.

estimated by exploiting both time-domain and spatial-domain
measurements, hence the estimates of DOA and the range
parameters can be naturally associated with proper UTs2.
Nevertheless, when multiple ranges of different UTs are close
to each other, some DOAs may be missing. This problem can
be solved by invoking the framework of the mirrored multiple
signal classification (mirrored-MUSIC) algorithm, if the line-
of-sight (LOS) scenario is considered [17].

As for the third challenge, effective time-frequency syn-
chronization algorithms are indispensable for estimating and
compensating the CFO and TO caused by the oscillators of
the spatially isolated transmitters and receivers [19]. How-
ever, in the context of PVN, there has been a scarcity of
contributions reported in the open literature on this issue
[13]. Among them, the first one is based on cross-antenna
cross-correlation (CACC), which was applied to passive Wi-
Fi sensing [20]. Specifically, the algorithm exploits cross-
correlation between signals received at different antennas to
extract CFO or TO information. However, the cross-correlation
doubles the unknown parameters to be estimated, which results
in high computational complexity. Furthermore, for reducing
the computational complexity, the authors of [17] proposed
a mirrored-MUSIC algorithm, which reconstructs the output
of CACC and reduces the number of unknown parameters
by half. However, both CACC and mirrored-MUSIC are
only applicable in the LOS scenario. Another two contri-
butions, namely FarSense [21] and MultiSense [22], applied
the channel state information (CSI)-ratio-based CFO and TO
synchronization algorithms to the non-line-of-sight (NLOS)
scenario. Unfortunately, they can only synchronize the phase
offset between transceivers, which means that it can mitigate
the velocity ambiguity, but cannot estimate the delay and thus
cannot carry out ranging for target vehicles. Finally, in [23] a
family of CSI-ratio-based frequency synchronization schemes
were proposed, which can only mitigate CFO. Moreover, they
are valid only in the scenario where the velocities of the targets
are low and the multipath channel between any transceivers is
composed of a single dynamic path and multiple static paths.

To overcome the drawbacks of the state-of-the-art solutions
conceived for the above-mentioned three challenges, in this
paper we study the clutter suppression, time-frequency syn-
chronization, and sensing parameter association problems for
DOA, range and velocity estimation in practical asynchronous
PVNs from a systematic perspective.

Our novel contributions are summarized as follows, and the
major characteristics of the above reviewed schemes and our
proposed scheme are summarized in Table I for clarity.
• We introduce a single-delay canceller moving target indi-

cation (MTI) based clutter suppression algorithm for pas-
sive sensing in the orthogonal frequency-division multi-
plexing (OFDM) aided PVN. Furthermore, we derive the
Cramér–Rao lower bound (CRLB) of the paired range-
velocity estimation in the OFDM aided multi-input multi-
output (MIMO) passive sensing systems, upon using the
proposed clutter suppression scheme in a clutter-rich

2It is straightforward to convert the values of the range-velocity parameters
to the values of the delay-Doppler parameters.
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TABLE I
COMPARISON BETWEEN STATE-OF-THE-ART CFO AND/OR TO ESTIMATION METHODS AND OUR SCHEME FOR ASYNCHRONOUS SENSING IN PVN

Methods Propagation
Environment Number of Targets Sensing Functions

Supported Number of Antennas

CACC [20],
mirrored-MUSIC [17] LOS Multi-target velocity, range Multi-antenna

FarSense [21] LOS / NLOS Single-target velocity Multi-antenna
MultiSense [22] LOS / NLOS Multi-target velocity Multi-antenna
Schemes in [23] LOS / NLOS Single-target velocity Multi-antenna

Our scheme LOS / NLOS Multi-target velocity, range Single-antenna,
Multi-antenna

PVN. Our analysis demonstrates that the CRLB of the
MTI based paired range-velocity estimation is related to
the particular value of the selected single-delay in MTI,
and it is capable of achieving the CRLB of the clutter-
free sensing scheme by adjusting the value of the selected
single-delay.

• We develop an algorithm for properly associating the
individual DOA estimates with the paired range-velocity
estimates. It is valid even if different target vehicles share
the same values of the paired range-velocity estimates.
Specifically, our algorithm utilizes a spatial filter to pre-
process the received signals, and then a domain transfor-
mation is invoked to find out the association between the
individual DOA estimates and the paired range-velocity
estimates. Moreover, two reduced-complexity versions
of the algorithm are designed by invoking a simpler
low-dimensional domain transformation. The realization
of the complexity reduction comes at the expense of
marginal precision degradation of the parameters asso-
ciation.

• To the best of our knowledge, we propose the first viable
joint CFO-TO estimation algorithm for passive sensing
in an asynchronous PVN with single-antenna or multi-
antenna transceivers operating in NLOS environments.
Since there are long-term or permanently static objects
in the environment, we treat the delay-Doppler spectrum
of the particular signals reflected from the static objects
as an environment-specific fingerprint spectrum, which is
shown to exhibit a circular shift property upon changing
the CFO and TO. Thus, by cross-correlation between the
fingerprint spectra at different time instants, CFO and
TO can be estimated. Finally, the mean squared error
(MSE) of the estimates given by the proposed algorithm
is derived.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system
model of an asynchronous PVN relying on the MIMO-OFDM
technique is described in Section II. Our clutter suppression
scheme in the context of passive sensing assuming the ideal
synchronous configuration is introduced in Section III. Then
we develop the joint CFO-TO estimation algorithm for asyn-
chronous PVN in Section IV. In Section V we derive the
CRLB of the paired range-velocity estimation algorithm upon
using the proposed clutter suppression scheme, and the MSE
performance of the joint CFO-TO estimation algorithm. In
Section VI, numerical simulations are conducted to consolidate

our theoretical analysis and demonstrate the performance of
our algorithms. Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section VII.

Notations: We use lower-case and upper-case boldface
letters to represent vectors and matrices, respectively. ⌊·⌋
denotes the floor function. AT,A∗,AH and A−1 represent
transpose, conjugate, conjugate transpose and inverse of A,
respectively. Re(A), Im(A), A[i, :], A[:, j] and A[i, j] stands
for the real part, the imaginary part, the ith row, the jth
column, and the (i, j)th element of A, respectively. Moreover,
diag(a1, · · · ,an) is a block diagonal matrix whose diagonal
blocks are {a1, · · · ,an}, while diag(A) represents the vector
composed of the diagonal elements of A. IN is the N -
dimensional identity matrix. Int(·) and Frac(·) represent the
integer and fractional part of a real number, respectively. In
addition, E(·) represents the expectation operator. Finally, ⊕,
⊙ and ⊛ are the right circular shift operator, the Hadamard
product operator and the circular convolution operator, respec-
tively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an asynchronous PVN relying on the mmWave
band and the MIMO-OFDM technique. As shown in Fig. 1,
the PVN is composed of a distributed BS, a vehicular UT
participating in the wireless communication with the BS, and
LV vehicles serving as the targets of wireless sensing. For the
distributed BS, its baseband unit (BBU) is connected via the
fronthaul to an RRU, which is equipped with an MR-element
uniform linear array (ULA). The vehicular UT is also equipped
with an MU-element ULA. We assume that, in addition to
the function of wireless communication, the BS can perform
vehicular sensing by utilizing the signals transmitted from the
vehicular UT.

Due to the sparsity of the mmWave channel, we assume
that only a small number of propagation paths, denoted by
L, exist between the vehicular UT and the RRU [24]. The
signals propagated via the L paths can be divided into two
categories: 1) the signals reflected by the target vehicles; and
2) the signals reflected by the long-term or permanently static
objects in the environment, namely the clutter. Suppose the
signal propagated from a particular path, e.g., the lth path,
experiences reflection by the lVth target vehicle. Then the
distance between the vehicular UT and the lVth target vehicle,
namely the length of the line

→
d1, is R1,l, while the distance

between the lVth target vehicle and the RRU, namely the
length of the line

→
d2, is R2,l. In addition, vl denotes the lVth
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TABLE II
DEFINITIONS OF SYMBOLS IN SYSTEM MODEL.

Symbols Definitions
LV, L The number of targets, and the number of propagation paths.
MR, MU The number of RRU antennas, and the number of UT

antennas.
→
d1,

→
d2 The line between the UT and the lth target, and the line

between the RRU and the lth target.

R1,l, R2,l The distance of the line
→
d1, and the distance of the line

→
d2.

vl The velocity of the lth target.
ψ The angle between the normal direction and either the line

→
d1 or the line

→
d2.

τo, fo The TO and CFO caused by the separate oscillators of the
RRU and the vehicular UT.

H(t) The time-domain channel impulse response matrix of the
uplink from UT to RRU.

hl The channel gain of the lth path.
aT(MR, ϕl),
aT(MU, ϕl)

The receiving and transmitting steering vectors of the lth
path.

ϕl, θl The DOA and AOD of the lth path.
c The speed of light.
τd,l (R1,l + R2,l)/c.
fc The carrier frequency.
∆f The subcarrier spacing.
Ts The sampling period in each OFDM symbol.
Ns The number of samples in each OFDM symbol.
Ncp The number of samples in the CP.
Nsub The number of subcarriers.
Tsym The OFDM symbol length, Tsym = NsTs.
pg(t) The gth transmitted OFDM symbol of the UT after exclud-

ing the CP.
xg The data symbol vector modulated on the gth OFDM

symbol.
yg(t) The received analog bandpass signal vector.
w The precoding vector.
zg(t) The zero-mean complex-valued AWGN vector.
zg[n] The AWGN vector recorded at the nth time instant of

sampling.
σ2
0 The power of noise zg(t).

ȳg(t) The received analog baseband signal.
ȳg[n] The sampled version of ȳg(t) at time instant nTs.
ξo, ξD,l The normalized CFO and normalized Doppler frequency

shift for the lth path.
fD,l The Doppler frequency shift, fD,l =

2vl cosψ

c fc.
ȳcp,g [n] The received baseband signal vector taking into account the

extra phase rotation caused by the CP.

zcp,g [n] zcp,g [n] = zg[n]e
−j2πg(ξD,l+ξo)

Ncp
Nsub .

Yg The matrix of OFDM samples received by all the MR
antennas of the RRU.

F The IDFT matrix.
τ l τ l = [1, · · · , e−j2π(Nsub−1)∆f(τd,l+τo)].
Zg Zg = [zcp,g [1], · · · , zcp,g [Nsub]].

target vehicle’s velocity projected onto the normal direction
associated with the lth path, and ψ denotes the angle between
the normal direction and the line

→
d1 or the line

→
d2. We denote

the TO and CFO caused by the separate oscillators of the RRU
and the vehicular UT as τo and fo, respectively.

As a result, the time-domain channel impulse response
(CIR) matrix of the uplink from the vehicular UT to the RRU
is a function of time t and expressed as3

H(t)=

L∑
l=1

hlδ(t−
2vl cosψ

c
t−τd,l−τo)a

T(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl),

(1)
where a(MR, ϕl) = [1, · · · , e−

j2π(MR−1)d

λ sinϕl ] and
a(MU, θl) = [1, · · · , e−

j2π(MU−1)d

λ sin θl ] are the receiving and

3The CFO is not represented in the CIR function. However, we describe
the CFO in (4).

clutter th target 

UT

lth path

Normal direction

RRU

BBU

Fronthaul

Fig. 1. System model of an asynchronous PVN.

transmitting steering vectors of the lth path, respectively. d,
λ, c and δ(·) denote the antenna-element spacing, the signal
wavelength, the speed of light and the Dirac delta function,
respectively. In addition, hl, ϕl, θl, and τd,l represent the
channel gain, the DOA, the angle-of-departure (AOD), and
the time-delay of the signal travelling along the lth path,
respectively, while τd,l = (R1,l + R2,l)/c. Moreover, fc is
defined as the carrier frequency.

Furthermore, let us denote the OFDM symbol length as
Tsym = NsTs, where Ts and Ns represent the sampling
period and the number of samples in each OFDM symbol.
Moreover, the number of samples in the cyclic prefix (CP)
is denoted by Ncp, and we define Nsub = Ns − Ncp, which
represents the number of subcarriers. Thus, the gth transmitted
OFDM symbol of the vehicular UT upon excluding the CP is
formulated as

pg(t) = ej2πfct
Nsub−1∑
u=0

xg[u]e
j2πu∆ft (2)

where we have xg = [xg[0], · · · , xg[Nsub−1]] and xg[u] is the
data symbol modulated on the uth subcarrier of the gth OFDM
symbol, ∆f is the subcarrier spacing, and g = 1, · · · , G.

In principle, to sense target vehicles, several types of signals,
such as the demodulation reference signals (DMRS) [25] and
the synchronization signal blocks (SSB) defined in 3GPP
standards [26], as well as the data payload [8], [15], can
be utilized. Without loss of generality and for achieving
high sensing performance with low overhead, in this paper
we assume that the data payload is used for sensing the
target vehicles. Note that our following discussions are also
applicable to the scenarios designating DMRS or SSB as
the sensing pilots. Then, the received analog bandpass signal
vector yg(t) = H(t)⋆ [wpg(t)]+zg(t) is further expressed as

yg(t) =

L∑
l=1

hle
j2πfc t̄aT(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)w

·
Nsub−1∑
u=0

xg[u]e
j2πu∆ft̄ + zg(t),

(3)

where “⋆” denotes convolution, w is an MU-dimensional
column vector of precoding, t̄ ≜ t − 2vl cosψ

c t − τd,l −
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τo, and zg(t)∈ CMR×1 is the zero-mean complex-valued
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector satisfying
E[z∗g(t)zg(t)] = σ2

0IMR .

Next, yg(t)∈ CMR×1 is demodulated to a baseband signal
by multiplying it with the local carrier, which typically exhibits
a frequency offset fo relative to the transmitter as described
in [27], thus yielding

ȳg(t) = yg(t)e
−j2π(fc+fo)t. (4)

Then, ȳg(t) is sampled at time instant nTs. As a result,
the analog signal vector ȳg(t) is transformed into a digital
signal vector ȳg[nTs], n = 1, · · · , Nsub. For brevity, in what
follows ȳg[nTs] is rewritten as ȳg[n]. Note that ∆f 2vl cosψ

c t
is small enough on the time scale of the duration of a
few hundred OFDM symbols needed for sensing [28], while
(fo + 2vlfc cosψ

c )t in ȳg(t) is small enough on the time
scale of the duration of a single OFDM symbol. Hence,
in the duration of a few hundred OFDM symbols and a
single OFDM symbol we can approximate e−j2πu∆f

2vl cosψ

c t

as 1 and e−j2π(fo+
2vlfc cosψ

c )t as a constant, respectively4.
However, when fo is very large, the traditional coarse CFO
synchronization algorithms for OFDM, such as the Moose
frequency synchronization algorithm in [29], should be im-
plemented to eliminate the term e−j2π(fo+

2vlfc cosψ

c )t. As
a result, ȳg[n]∈ CMR×1 is approximately expressed as (5),
where zg[n] is the complex-valued AWGN vector recorded
at the nth time instant of sampling for the gth transmitted
OFDM symbol. Additionally, by defining ξo = NsubfoTs,
fD,l = 2vl cosψ

c fc, and ξD,l = NsubfD,lTs, we can represent
the term e−j2π(fo+

2vlfc cosψ

c )(g−1)NsubTs as e−j2π(ξD,l+ξo)(g−1).
It is worth noting that the CP is not characterized in

(2), which is the model of the transmitted OFDM symbol
pg(t). However, in realistic systems the time occupied by
transmitting the CP actually causes extra phase rotation on
the non-CP part of OFDM symbols. Therefore, when taking
into account the extra phase rotation caused by the CP, the
received baseband signal vector is reformulated as ȳcp,g[n] =

ȳg[n]e
−j2πg(ξD,l+ξo)

Ncp
Nsub . More specifically, we have

ȳcp,g[n] ≈
L∑
l=1

Nsub−1∑
u=0

hle
−j2πfc(τd,l+τo)e

−j2π(ξD,l+ξo)
Ncp
Nsub

· e−j2π(ξD,l+ξo)(g−1) Ns
Nsub aT(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)wxg[u]

· e−j2πu∆f(τd,l+τo)ej2πu∆fnTs + zcp,g[n],

(6)

where zcp,g[n] = zg[n]e
−j2πg(ξD,l+ξo)

Ncp
Nsub . Furthermore, we

construct Yg by [ȳcp,g[1], · · · , ȳcp,g[Nsub]]. Here Yg ∈
CMR×Nsub represents the OFDM samples received by all the
MR antennas of the RRU in the duration of a single OFDM

4After sampling, the term e−j2π(fo+
2vlfc cosψ

c
)t corre-

sponds to the nth sample of the gth OFDM symbol is

e−j2π(fo+
2vlfc cosψ

c
)((g−1)NsubTs+nTs), which is approximated as

the constant e−j2π(fo+
2vlfc cosψ

c
)(g−1)NsubTs within the duration of the

gth OFDM symbol. However, this constant becomes larger when increasing
the index g of the OFDM symbol.

symbol. Yg can be further formulated as

Yg≈
L∑
l=1

hle
−j2π(ξD,l+ξo)

Ncp
Nsub e

−j2π(ξD,l+ξo)(g−1) Ns
Nsub e−j2πfc(τd,l+τo)

· aT(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)wτ lD(xg)F+Zg,
(7)

where F, D(xg), τ l and Zg represent the
inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT) matrix,
diag(xg), [1, · · · , e−j2π(Nsub−1)∆f(τd,l+τo)] and
[zcp,g[1], · · · , zcp,g[Nsub]], respectively.

Since a large number of mathematical symbols are defined
when constructing the system model, Table II is provided to
summarize symbol definitions for ease of understanding the
system model.

III. CLUTTER SUPPRESSION AND UPLINK PASSIVE
SENSING IN SYNCHRONOUS PVN

For the sake of clarity, the overall framework of our sensing
scheme designed for practical PVN is shown in Fig. 2.
Specifically, the data compensation module in Step 1 has
been widely used in existing studies [8]. The time-frequency
synchronization module in Step 2 will be detailedly introduced
in Section IV. Moreover, the clutter suppression and range-
velocity estimation modules are constituted by Step 3 and
Step 4, respectively, while the DOA estimation and the DOA
association are implemented in Step 5 and Step 6, respectively.

To gain basic but valuable insights into the design of
vehicular sensing schemes suitable for realistic environment,
let us start with assuming an ideally synchronous PVN. In this
case, the time-frequency synchronization module in Step 2 is
omitted. Then, our scheme can be divided into two main parts:
1) clutter suppression and range-velocity estimation, and 2)
DOA estimation and the association of DOA results with the
corresponding paired range-velocity parameters.

A. Joint Clutter Suppression and Range-Velocity Estimation
Scheme

Before suppressing the clutter and performing the paired
range-velocity estimation, we firstly compensate Yg by ex-
ploiting methods presented in [28]. Note that the perception
module in a PVN exhibits insensitivity to sensing latency on
the millisecond timescale, primarily because of the minimal
changes in velocity and position of the individual targets in
such a short period. Thus, the demodulated communication
data xg in the communication module, can be shared as refer-
ence (or pilot) data with the perception module, to compensate
Yg∈ CMR×Nsub by

Ŷg = YgF
−1D−1(xg), (8)

which is further formulated as

Ŷg =

L∑
l=1

h̄lΦl,ga
T(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)wτ l + Ẑg, (9)

where h̄l = hle
−j2πfcτl , Φl,g = e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub e

−j2πξl(g−1) Ns
Nsub ,

and Ẑg = ZgF
−1D−1(xg). Note that Ŷg∈ CMR×Nsub es-

sentially reflects the overall characteristics of the equivalent
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ȳg[n]≈
L∑
l=1

Nsub−1∑
u=0

hle
−j2πfc(τd,l+τo)e−j2π(fo+

2vlfc cosψ

c )(g−1)NsubTsaT(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)wxg[u]e
−j2πu∆f(τd,l+τo)ej2πu∆fnTs+zg[n],

(5)
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of the whole sensing scheme designed for
asynchronous PVN. With the input {Yg}Gg=1, our scheme is composed of
the modules of data compensation, synchronization, clutter suppression, range-
velocity estimation, DOA estimation and DOA association. The outputs of the
whole scheme are LV sets of velocity-range-DOA parameters. The parameters
in each of these sets correspond to an individual target vehicle collectively.
Moreover, the DOA estimation module at Step 5 can be implemented by
invoking any DOA estimation algorithm, such as MUSIC.

channel. Here, we define ξl = ξD,l + ξo and τl = τd,l + τo for
convenience. In synchronous systems where neither CFO nor
TO exists, we have ξl = ξD,l and τl = τd,l.

To suppress the clutter, the static characteristics of the CIR
associated with the clutter are exploited. According to (1), this
CIR is formulated as

Hclutter(t) =

L1∑
l=1

hlδ(t− τd,l)a
T(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl), (10)

where L1 is defined as the number of clutter paths. Obviously,
the clutter channel exhibits quasi-constant gains and phases
on all the propagation paths. In contrast, the phases of the
CIR of the mobile signal components, namely the signals
reflected by moving objects, change constantly [21], [22].
Thus, by exploiting different channel characteristics, the clutter
components can be eliminated with the well known single-
delay-canceller MTI scheme [30], yielding

Y̆g=Ŷg − Ŷg−Gd

=

L∑
l=1

e
−j2πξl(g−1) Ns

Nsub (1−ej2πξlGd
Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub αlτ l+Z̆g,

(11)
where Gd is the selected delay in MTI, Z̆g = Ẑg − Ẑg−Gd ,
and αl = h̄la

T(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)w.

Then, let us define y̆g,m as the mth row of Y̆g , to
represent the gth compensated OFDM symbol received by
the mth antenna of the RRU. y̆g,m is stacked as Γm =
[y̆T

1,m, · · · , y̆T
G,m]T. Without loss of generality, we assume that

the signals received by the mth antenna have the highest
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) among all the signals received by
the MR antennas of the RRU. This assumption guarantees
that the subsequent range-velocity estimation utilizing Γm per-
forms as well as possible. Specifically, Γm can be formulated

as

Γm =

L∑
l=1

αl[m]ξlτ l + Z̃, (12)

where αl[m] is the mth element of αl and ξl is de-

fined as [(1−ej2πξlGd
Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub , · · · , e−j2πξl(G−1) Ns

Nsub

(1 − e
j2πξlGd

Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub ]T. Moreover, we have Z̃ =

[z̆T
1,m, · · · , z̆T

G,m]T, where z̆g,m is the mth row of Z̆g .

According to (12), it is intuitive that Γm can be deemed as
the linear weighted sum of L two-dimensional (2D) discrete
single-tone signal sequence ξlτ l, l = 1, · · · , L, subject to
an AWGN term. As a result, the 2D-DFT can be applied to
perform frequency analysis of Γm. It is obvious that one can
estimate the desired range-velocity parameters by locating the
peaks of the frequency spectrum. However, performing 2D-
DFT can result in high computational complexity. To reduce
the complexity, we intend to perform 2D-DFT on the real part
of Γm, namely Re(Γm), and obtain Ȳ = FH

GRe(Γm)FH
Nsub

.
Since Re(Γm) has the same SNR as Γm, this operation does
not affect the estimation accuracy.

Furthermore, in practice the frequency spectrum peaks of
Re(Γm) may not exactly locate on the grid of 2D-DFT, which
is sampled from the discrete time Fourier transform (DTFT) of
Re(Γm) [31]. As a result, to find the deterministic relationship
between the angular frequencies of ξlτ l and its corresponding
peak coordinates within the lth component matrix5 of Ȳ, ∀l =
1, · · · , L, it is necessary to further derive the expression of Ȳ.

Firstly, according to (12), the (k, n)th element of the noise-
free Re(Γm) can be represented as
L∑
l=1

{
cos(2πn∆fτl)Re{αl[m]e

−j2πξl(k−1) Ns
Nsub (1− e

j2πξlGd
Ns
Nsub )

e
−j2πξl

Ncp
Nsub }+sin(2πn∆fτl)Im{αl[m]e

−j2πξl(k−1) Ns
Nsub

(1− e
j2πξlGd

Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub }

}
.

(13)

Moreover, according to (13), Re(Γm) can be concisely
expressed as

Re(Γm) =

L∑
l=1

ΛlΘl + Re(Z̃), (14)

where the nth column of Θl is
[cos(2πn∆fτl), sin(2πn∆fτl)]

T and the kth row of Λl

5The composition of Ȳ is given by (22).
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is[
Re{αl[m]e

−j2πξl(k−1) Ns
Nsub (1−ej2πξlGd

Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub },

Im{αl[m]e
−j2πξl(k−1) Ns

Nsub (1−ej2πξlGd
Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub }

]
.

(15)

Then, the 2D-DFT of Re(Γm) can be represented as

Ȳ =

L∑
l=1

FH
GΛl(F

H
Nsub

ΘT
l )

T + Z̄, (16)

where Z̄ = FH
GRe(Z̃)FH

Nsub
. Furthermore, by leveraging the

convolution theorem, FH
GΛl[:, n], n = 1, 2, is expressed as

FH
GΛl[:, n] = FH

GIGΛl[:, n] = (FH
Gdiag(IG))⊛ γG,n, (17)

where the vector, FH
Gdiag(IG) ∈ CG×1, is the DFT of the

discrete rectangular window function of length-G in samples,
and γG,n ∈ CG×1, n = 1, 2, represents the DFT of the
periodically extended sequence of Λl[:, n] [31]. Specifically,
FH
Gdiag(IG) ∈ CG×1 can also be obtained by sampling

the output of the DTFT of the length-G discrete rectangular
window function, and this DTFT is expressed as

SG(f) =

G−1∑
g=0

e−j2πfg. (18)

It is well known that SG(·) is an aliased sinc function [31].
Moreover, according to the expression of Λl, we can formulate
the kth row of [γG,1,γG,2] as

1

2

(
Re{α̃l[m]}{δ(k + ξl

Ns

Nsub
) + δ(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)}

− jIm{α̃l[m]}{δ(k + ξl
Ns

Nsub
)− δ(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)},

jRe{α̃l[m]}{δ(k+ξl
Ns

Nsub
)−δ(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)}

+Im{α̃l[m]}{δ(k + ξl
Ns

Nsub
) +δ(k−ξl

Ns

Nsub
)}
)
,

(19)

where α̃l[m] = αl[m](1−ej2πξD,lGd
Ns
Nsub )e

−j2πξD,l
Ncp
Nsub . Accord-

ing to (17), the expression of the kth row of FH
GΛl is

1

2

(
Re{α̃l[m]}{SG[(k + ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR] + SG[(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR]}

− jIm{α̃l[m]}{SG[(k + ξl
Ns

Nsub
)fR]− SG[(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR]},

jRe{α̃l[m]}{SG[(k+ξl
Ns

Nsub
)fR]−SG[(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR]}

+Im{α̃l[m]}{SG[(k + ξl
Ns

Nsub
)fR] +SG[(k−ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR]}

)
,

(20)
where fR is the frequency resolution when DFT is obtained
by sampling DTFT. In particular, fR can be expressed as the
reciprocal of the total sensing time [28], i.e., 1

GTsym
.

Similarly, the nth column of ΘlF
∗
Nsub

can be formulated as

1

2

(
SNsub [(n+

τl
Ts

)TR] + SNsub [(n− τl
Ts

)TR],

−j{SNsub [(n+
τl
Ts

)TR]− SNsub [(n− τl
Ts

)TR]}
)T

,

(21)

where TR is the time resolution quantified as the reciprocal
of the total sensing bandwidth [28], i.e., 1

Nsub∆f
. Moreover,

SNsub is defined as the DTFT of the length-Nsub discrete
rectangular window function [31]. From (20) and (21), it is
obvious that the individual columns of FH

GΛl and individual
rows of ΘlF

∗
Nsub

are both based on discrete samples of aliased
sinc functions.

Then, by substituting (20) and (21) into (16), we obtain the
final expression of the (k, n)th element of Ȳ as

Ȳ [k, n] =
1

4

L∑
l=1

{
α̃l[m]SG[(k − ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR]SNsub [(n− τl

Ts
)TR]

+ α̃∗
l [m]SG[(k + ξl

Ns

Nsub
)fR]SNsub [(n+

τl
Ts

)TR]

}
+ Z̄[k, n],

(22)
where Z̄[k, n] is the (k, n)th element of Z̄. According to
(22), each element of Ȳ is the linear weighted sum of
multiple discrete 2D aliased sinc functions. Firstly, as observed
from (22), corresponding to a given l, the absolute value
of the component output matrix of the 2D-DFT exhibits the
centrosymmetry property, since the input matrix of the 2D-
DFT, i.e., Re(Γm), is real-valued [31]. Secondly, the velocities
corresponding to the peaks within {|Ȳ [k, n]|, k = ⌊G/2⌋ +
1, · · · , G, n = 1, · · · , ⌊Nsub/2⌋} are unrealistically large for
a typical vehicular network, according to (26). Due to the
above two reasons, only a quarter of the elements of |Ȳ|,
i.e., {|Ȳ [k, n]|, k = 1, · · · , ⌊G/2⌋, n = 1, · · · , ⌊Nsub/2⌋},
need to be involved in the search for peaks. As a result, the
computational complexity is reduced. Furthermore, due to the
high-attenuation side lobes of the aliased sinc function, Ȳ [k, n]
can be approximately formulated as

Ȳ [k, n]

≈ 1

4

L∑
l=1

α̃l[m]SG[(k− ξl
Ns

Nsub
)fR]SNsub [(n− τl

Ts
)TR]+Z̄[k,n].

(23)
Thus, it becomes evident that the peak coordinates (κl, ϵl)

for the lth component output matrix of the 2D-DFT of Re(Γm)
satisfy κl= arg min

k∈Z+
|(k − ξl

Ns
Nsub

)fR|2,

ϵl= arg min
n∈Z+

|(n− τl
Ts
)TR|2,

(24)

where Z+ represents the set of non-negative integers. As a re-
sult, the peak coordinates for the lth component output matrix
of the 2D-DFT are (Round(ξl Ns

Nsub
), Round( τlTs

)), l = 1, · · · , L.
Then, the desired range-velocity parameters can be estimated
by locating all the peaks of |Ȳ|.

After determining the coordinates of the lth peak value as
(κl, ϵl), l = 1, · · · , L, we can obtain the estimated range-
velocity parameters by r̂l = (ϵl − 1)Ru and v̂l = (κl − 1)Vu,
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where Ru and Vu are defined as the range resolution and
velocity resolution, respectively. Specifically, Ru and Vu are
formulated as

Ru = cTR =
c

Nsub∆f
, (25)

Vu = cfR/fc =
c

fcTsymG
. (26)

According to (25) and (26), we can see that small values
of G or Nsub degrade the corresponding resolution. Mean-
while, large G and Nsub increase the sensing latency and
computational complexity. To improve the resolution without
significantly increasing the sensing latency and computational
complexity, the zero padding technique can be employed to
expand the dimension of Γm. As a result, the estimation
performance can be enhanced. For instance, as far as the range
estimation is concerned, we can apply a K-times zero-padding,
which means (K − 1)Nsub zeros are padded, the resolution
of the estimated range r̂l can be improved to c/(KNsub∆f)
[31]. Nevertheless, it is important to note that the effectiveness
of zero padding depends on the degree of overlap of the
mainlobes of the aliased sinc functions in Ȳ. If the mainlobes
significantly overlap, zero padding may not be effective.

B. DOA Estimation and Association

Various DOA estimation algorithms have been proposed in
the open literature, including MUSIC [32], Estimating Signal
Parameter via Rotational Invariance Techniques (ESPRIT)
[33], [34], and the compressed sensing based DOA estimation
algorithms [35]. By exploiting any of these algorithms, one
can estimate the individual DOAs ϕl, l = 1, · · · , LV.

Upon finishing the DOA estimation, the set {ϕ̂i}LV
i=1 is

obtained, where ϕ̂i represents the estimate of the DOA of
signals propagated from the ith path. However, since these
DOA estimates are generally obtained independently of the
paired range-velocity estimation, it is challenging to associate
them with the paired range-velocity parameters belonging to
the same individual targets. To achieve the association, we
propose the following association algorithm.

Specifically, for any given l = 1, · · · , LV, let us define
bl ∈ {1, · · · , LV} as the optimal association index between
the DOA estimates {ϕ̂i}LV

i=1 and the lth path’s range-velocity
estimates, which are determined by the peak coordinates
(κl, ϵl). Then, we have

bl = arg max
i∈{1,··· ,LV}

|Πi[κl, ϵl]|, (27)

where Πi[κl, ϵl] is the (κl, ϵl)th element of Πi that is formu-
lated as

Πi = FH
GRe(AiΞ)FH

Nsub
. (28)

Moreover, we have Ξ = [Y̆T
1 , · · · , Y̆T

G]
T ∈ CMRG×Nsub , and

Ai ∈ CG×MRG is defined as

Ai = diag (a(MR, ϕ̂i), · · · ,a(MR, ϕ̂i))︸ ︷︷ ︸
repeat G times

. (29)

According to the definitions of Ξ and Ai, we obtain

AiΞ = [[a(MR, ϕ̂i)Y̆1]
T, · · · , [a(MR, ϕ̂i)Y̆G]

T]T, (30)

Fig. 3. Magnitude of a(MR, ϕ̂i)a
T(MR, ϕl) with different values of ϕ̂i,

while ϕl is assumed to be π/2 in this example.

where Ai can be regarded as a spatial filter and we have

a(MR, ϕ̂i)Y̆g =

L∑
l=1

h̄le
−j2πξl(g−1) Ns

Nsub (1−e
j2πξlGd

Ns
Nsub )

· e−j2πξl
Ncp
Nsub a(MR, ϕ̂i)a

T(MR, ϕl)a(MU, θl)wτ l+a(MR, ϕ̂i)Z̆g.
(31)

Then, by performing 2D-DFT on the filtered signal
Re(AiΞ), its delay-Doppler spectrum, namely Πi, is obtained.
Obviously, |Πi[κl, ϵl]| represents the square root of the power
of the filtered signal components propagating from the lth path.
Hence, it is intuitive that |Πi[κl, ϵl]| will be maximized when
the particular DOA ϕ̂i is the actual DOA of the lth path. On the
contrary, if ϕ̂i is not the actual DOA corresponding to the lth
path, |Πi[κl, ϵl]| will be small, since in this case the designed
spatial filter Ai will filter out the signals propagating from
the lth path, according to (31). Consequently, ϕ̂bl is associated
with the paired parameters (κl, ϵl) and in turn, with (v̂l, r̂l).

The proposed DOA association algorithm demonstrates
robust performance. Consider an example as shown in
Fig. 3, regardless of the value of MR, the magnitude of
a(MR, ϕ̂i)a

T(MR, ϕl) possesses a narrow lobe. Therefore,
although ϕ̂i, i ̸= bl, may be incorrectly associated with the
paired parameters (v̂l, r̂l), ϕ̂i will be similar to ϕ̂bl , thanks to
the narrow lobe.

Moreover, the proposed DOA association algorithm can also
distinguish the targets with similar range-velocity parameter
values. To elaborate a little further, when the range-velocity
parameters of different targets take highly similar values, the
conventional estimation algorithms, such as the 2D-DFT based
algorithm [8] or the MUSIC based algorithm [28], cannot
identify these targets. This is because the peaks corresponding
to these targets will overlap in the delay-Doppler domain.
Fortunately, by leveraging the proposed DOA association
algorithm, signal components with similar or even identical
range-velocity parameter values but different DOAs, can be
distinguished with the aid of the designed spatial filter.

Nevertheless, the computational complexity of the associa-
tion algorithm is high due to the large dimensions of Ai and
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Ξ. To reduce the complexity, Ai and Ξ can be degenerated
into a(MR, ϕ̂i) and Y̆g ∈ CMR×Nsub , respectively. Then, (27)
can be reformulated as

bl = arg max
i∈{1,··· ,LV}

|Πi[ϵl]|, (32)

where we have
Πi = Re(AiΞ)FH

Nsub
. (33)

Note that Πi in (33) has become a vector, and it represents the
delay domain spectrum of the signals Re(AiΞ). As pointed
out before, the physical meaning of AiΞ is that by utilizing
the spatial filter Ai to filter the signals Ξ, we can reserve
the signals with DOA ϕ̂i and filter out signals with other
DOAs. Moreover, to ensure the signals utilized in Ξ exhibit a
high SNR, the OFDM symbol index g should be appropriately
selected.

Similarly, Πi in (28) can also be degraded into a vector that
represents the Doppler domain spectrum by defining Πi =
Re(AiΞ)FH

G, where Ai and Ξ is approximated by a(MR, ϕ̂i)
and [Y̆1[:, n], · · · , Y̆G[:, n]] ∈ CMR×G, respectively. The in-
dex n should also be carefully selected to guarantee a high
SNR. In this case, (27) is reformulated as

bl = arg max
i∈{1,··· ,LV}

|Πi[κl]|. (34)

It is worth noting that regardless of which simplified algo-
rithm is used, the association accuracy will be affected by the
utilized window functions when conducting 2D-DFT. Numer-
ical simulations will be carried out to further characterize the
impact of different window functions. For clarity, the proposed
clutter suppression and uplink passive sensing algorithm for
synchronous PVNs is summarized as Algorithm 1.

IV. THE CROSS-MULTIPATH CROSS-CORRELATION
(CMCC) SYNCHRONIZATION ALGORITHM

In practical asynchronous PVNs, not only are the clutter
suppression algorithms not directly applicable, but also the
range-velocity estimation is inaccurate due to the presence of
CFO and TO [17]. Therefore, there is a critical need for high-
performance CFO and TO estimation and synchronization
algorithms. Although several time-frequency synchronization
algorithms have been introduced to align transceivers, they
are predominantly tailored for the LOS environment and/or
the multi-antenna-receiver scenario, and are not applicable
to NLOS or single-antenna-receiver scenarios. In response to
this challenge, we propose a novel synchronization algorithm
applicable to multi-target sensing in both the single-antenna-
receiver/multi-antenna-receiver and the LOS/NLOS scenarios.
The role of the proposed synchronization algorithm in the
whole sensing framework is depicted in Fig. 2.

Before introducing the design idea of the proposed syn-
chronization algorithm, a common synchronization framework
utilized by existing ISAC algorithms, e.g., [17], [20], [21],
is summarized as follows. This framework involves two key
steps: 1) initially, these algorithms select the signal compo-
nents received from a particular antenna as their synchroniza-
tion reference signal; 2) subsequently, they perform a cross-
correlation operation [17], [20], or a simple division operation

Algorithm 1 Clutter suppression and uplink passive sensing
in synchronous systems

Input: MR,MU, {Yg}Gg=1, {xg}Gg=1.
1: Compensate {Yg}Gg=1 by (8), and acquire {Y̆g}Gg=1 by (11).
2: Construct Γm by stacking y̆g,m as [y̆T

1,m, · · · , y̆T
G,m]T, and apply

2D-DFT to Γm as (16).
3: Find the peak coordinates (κl, ϵl) by (24), and then estimate r̂l

and v̂l by r̂l = (ϵl − 1)Ru and v̂l = (κl − 1)Vu, respectively, for
l = 1, · · · , LV.

4: Estimate {ϕ̂i}LV
i=1 by utilizing MUSIC or any other DOA esti-

mation algorithm.
5: if the full DOA association algorithm is utilized then
6: Construct Ξ = [Y̆T

1, · · · , Y̆T
g , · · · , Y̆T

G]
T and Ai by (29), for

i = 1, · · · , LV.
7: Associate {ϕ̂i}LV

i=1 with their corresponding paired velocity-
range parameters by (27).

8: else if the simplified delay-domain DOA association algorithm
is utilized then

9: Construct Ξ = Y̆g and Ai = a(MR, ϕ̂i), for i = 1, · · · , LV.
10: Associate {ϕ̂i}LV

i=1 with their corresponding paired velocity-
range parameters, which have been jointly estimated, by (32).

11: else the simplified Doppler-domain DOA association algorithm
is utilized

12: Construct Ξ = [Y̆1[:, n], · · ·,Y̆G[:, n]] and Ai = a(MR, ϕ̂i),
for i = 1, · · · , LV.

13: Associate {ϕ̂i}LV
i=1 with their corresponding paired velocity-

range parameters, which have been jointly estimated, by (34).

Output: The associated parameters: (r̂i, v̂i, ϕ̂i), for i = 1, · · · , LV.

[21], between the reference signal and the signals received
by other antennas to extract CFO and TO. However, this
prevailing synchronization framework falls short in addressing
the challenges present in the NLOS and the single-antenna-
receiver scenarios.

To overcome this limitation, we design a synchronization
algorithm based on an innovative framework. Concretely, in
our proposed algorithm, we designate the multipath signals
reflected from static objects, commonly referred as “clutter”,
to be the synchronization reference signal. This kind of signals
carry the location information of the static objects. As a result,
they can be deemed as a kind of “identification sequence” of
the static environment. Since the locations of the static objects
generally remain unchanged during a long period of time, the
“identification sequence” of the static environment can also
be regarded as constant. However, the CFO and TO vary in a
shorter period and the change of CFO and TO may be reflected
in the “identification sequence” of the whole environment. In
light of this, we intend to investigate how the “identification
sequence” evolves in response to the changes in CFO and TO.
Upon determining the pattern of changes, it becomes feasible
to deduce the specific values of CFO and TO by monitoring
variations in the “identification sequence”.

To facilitate the exposition of the above idea, we firstly re-
consider the formulation of Ȳ [k, n], as presented in (22), in the
context of asynchronous systems to characterize the frequency
spectrum of the clutter. As pointed out in Section III-A, we
have ξl = ξD,l + ξo and τl = τd,l + τo. Furthermore, since the
CIR associated with the clutter exhibits a near-zero Doppler
frequency shift according to (10), the frequency spectrum
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corresponding to the clutter is centred at ξoNsK
Nsub

fR according
to (24). Then, we can select the Kc = Round( ξoNsK

Nsub
)th row

of Ȳ to be the “identification sequence”. In the following,
we name the sequence as the fingerprint spectrum for clarity.
As previously described, the row, corresponding to the delay-
Doppler domain spectrum of clutter, is composed of signals
reflected by static objects. Obviously, ξl equals ξo for all the
clutter paths. Hence, we have

Ȳ [Kc, n]

≈ 1

4

L∑
l=1

α̃l[m]SG[(Kc−ξl
Ns

Nsub
)fR]SNsub [(n−

τl
Ts

)TR]+Z̄[Kc,n]

≈ 1

4
SG[(Kc−ξo

Ns

Nsub
)fR]

L∑
l=1

α̃l[m]SNsub [(n−
τl
Ts

)TR]+Z̄[Kc,n].

(35)
Then, upon assuming that the CFO ξo and TO τo increase by
∆ξo and ∆τo, respectively, the nth element of the updated
fingerprint spectrum Ȳup[Kc, n] can be formulated as

Ȳup[Kc, n] ≈

1

4
SG([Kc − ξo

NsK

Nsub
− Int(∆ξo

NsK

Nsub
)− Frac(∆ξo

NsK

Nsub
)]fR)

L∑
l=1

α̃l[m]SNsub([n− (τo + τd,l)K

Ts
− Int(∆τo

K

Ts
)− Frac(∆τo

K

Ts
)]TR)

+ Z̄up[Kc, n] ≈ Ȳ

[
Kc − Round(∆ξo

NsK

Nsub
), n− Round(∆τo

K

Ts
)

]
.

(36)
The above relationship holds when the location distributions of
the background objects in the environment and the UT remain
unchanged or move slowly.6 Note that with the K-times
zero-padding, the frequency resolution and time resolution
introduced in (20) and (21), i.e., fR and TR, become ∆f

KG and
Ts
K , respectively.

Note that the selected zero-padding coefficient K is gen-
erally large for achieving high frequency resolution and time
resolution, thus resulting in sufficiently small Frac(∆ξo

NsK
Nsub

)

and Frac(∆τo
K
Ts
). Then, we have Frac(∆ξo

NsK
Nsub

)fR < ∆f
KG

and Frac(∆τo
K
Ts
)TR < Ts

K . Thus, the small impact of
Frac(∆ξo

NsK
Nsub

) and Frac(∆τo
K
Ts
) in (36) can be neglected with

large K, and Ȳup can be deemed as a circularly shifted version
of Ȳ.

So far, we have drawn the conclusion that the fingerprint
spectrum approximately exhibits a circular shift property in
response to the changes of CFO and TO. Specifically, if
CFO and TO increase by ∆ξo and ∆τo, respectively, the
fingerprint spectrum will circularly shift Round

(
∆ξo

NsK
Nsub

)
and Round

(
∆τo

K
Ts

)
respectively, in the direction of increasing

the Doppler frequency shift and the delay.
By exploiting the change pattern between the fingerprint

spectrum and the CFO/TO, the CFO/TO estimation algorithm

6In practice, the displacement of the UT and the background objects is
typically small enough to be neglected on a time-scale of tens of milliseconds,
or even seconds. Moreover, we can select a static UT as the transmitter of
the sensing signals, as done in [17], [21], [22]. However, with the CFO and
the TO drifting constantly, ∆ξo and ∆τo can be large on the time-scale of
seconds, or even tens of milliseconds.

is proposed. To begin with, we denote Ȳ[Kc, :] as the original
fingerprint spectrum, ζ, in what follows for convenience.
Then, since the offset fingerprint spectrum is the circular shift
of the original fingerprint spectrum, cross-correlation between
ζ and Ȳup can be performed to estimate the CFO and TO as

{∆ξ̂o
NsK

Nsub
,∆τ̂o

K

Ts
}= argmax

k,q

∣∣∣∣ QB∑
i=1

Ȳup[k, (q + i)modQB]ζ
∗(i)

∣∣∣∣,
(37)

where we have k = 1, · · · ,KB and q = 1, · · · , QB, with KB =
⌊KG2 ⌋ and QB = ⌊KNsub

2 ⌋. As a result, by using (37), ∆τo
K
Ts

and ∆ξo
NsK
Nsub

can be estimated. However, the computational
complexity of conducting the 2-D maximum likelihood (ML)
search of (37) is high. To reduce the computational complexity,
a simplified version of CMCC, called simplified CMCC (S-
CMCC), is designed by decomposing the 2-D ML search into
two separate 1-D ML searches.

The first 1-D ML search is dedicated to the CFO estimation.
Specifically, we aim to estimate the CFO by locating the row
of Ȳup, which has the closest power with that of the original
fingerprint spectrum. According to Parseval’s Theorem, the
power of the original fingerprint spectrum is equal to the power
of the signals reflected from static objects, while the power of
this kind of signals is determined by the factors, such as the
radar cross section (RCS) of static objects and the transmitting
power of UT7. Therefore, if the location distributions of the
static objects and the UT, as well as the transmitting power of
the UT, remain unchanged, the power of the offset fingerprint
spectrum, will be approximately equal to that of the original
fingerprint spectrum. As a result, the 1-D ML search can be
formulated as

∆ξ̂o =
Nsub

KNs
argmin

k

∣∣|ζ|2 − QB∑
n=0

|Ȳup[k, n mod QB]|2
∣∣. (38)

Upon completing the estimation of ∆ξo, another 1-D ML
search can be performed to estimate ∆τo. The estimate is given
by

∆τ̂o=
Ts

K
argmax

q

∣∣∣∣ QB∑
i=1

ζ∗(i)Ȳup[∆ξ̂o
NsK

Nsub
, (i+q) mod QB]

∣∣∣∣.
(39)

In summary, the proposed synchronization algorithm is pre-
sented in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 The proposed synchronization algorithm
Input: Ȳ.
1: if using CMCC then
2: Find the exact CFO ∆ξ̂o and TO ∆τ̂o by correlating the up-

dated fingerprint spectrum and the original fingerprint spectrum
according to (37).

3: else using S-CMCC then
4: Find the exact CFO ∆ξ̂o by (38).
5: Find the exact TO ∆τ̂o by correlating the updated fingerprint

spectrum and the original fingerprint spectrum according to (39).

Output: ∆ξ̂o,∆τ̂o.

7Actually, these factors take approximately constant values on the time-
scale of hundreds of milliseconds or even seconds.
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V. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we begin by deriving the CRLB for the
estimated paired range-velocity parameters upon implementing
the clutter suppression. Then, we derive the MSE of the
proposed synchronization algorithm.

A. CRLB of the Range-Velocity Estimate

We first reconstruct the matrix Γm in (12) as

Γm =

L∑
l=1

βlξlτ l + Z̃, (40)

where βl is formulated as

βl= h̄le
−j2π(m−1)d

λ sinϕla(MU, θl)w. (41)

Moreover, according to [36], [37], the (i, j)th element of
the CRLB matrix J can be formulated as

Re

 1

σ̃2

Nsub∑
n=1

[
∂

∂α[i]

L∑
l=1

βlξlτl[n]

]H[
∂

∂α[j]

L∑
l=1

βlξlτl[n]

]
−1

,

(42)
where α[i] is the ith element of α = [ξ1, · · · , ξL, τ1, · · · , τL]
and σ̃2 is defined as the power of the AWGN noise in Z̃.

Furthermore, we introduce the matrix Hn, whose ith col-
umn is defined as ∂

∂α[i]

∑L
l=1 βlξlτl[n]. With this definition,

the CRLB matrix J can be formulated as follows:

J =
1

σ̃2
Re

{
Nsub∑
n=1

HH
nHn

}−1

. (43)

Then, the partial derivative of
∑L
l=1 βlξlτl[n] with respect to

ξl can be formulated as

∂

∂ξl

L∑
l=1

βlξlτl[n] = βlτl[n]
∂ξl
∂ξl

, (44)

where the gth element of ξ̆l =
∂ξl
∂ξl

is expressed as

ξ̆l[g] = −j2πe
−j2πξl[(G−1) Ns

Nsub
+
Ncp
Nsub

]
[
(G− 1)

Ns

Nsub
+

Ncp

Nsub

]
+j2π[(G−1−Gd)

Ns

Nsub
+

Ncp

Nsub
]e

j2πξl
GdNs
Nsub e

−j2πξl[(g−1) Ns
Nsub

+
Ncp
Nsub

]
.

(45)
The partial derivative of

∑L
l=1 βlξlτl[n] with respect to τl is

formulated as:

∂

∂τl

L∑
l=1

βlξlτl[n] = −j2πn∆fe−j2πn∆fτlβlξl. (46)

As a result, the computation of the matrix Hn =
[β1τ1[n]

∂ξ1

∂ξ1
, · · · , βLτL[n]∂ξL∂ξL

,−j2πn∆fe−j2πn∆fτ1β1ξ1,
· · · ,−j2πn∆fe−j2πn∆fτLβLξL] and J can be performed
using numerical methods with the help of Equations (43), (44),
and (46).

According to (45) and (46), ∂ξl
∂ξl

and ∂
∂τl
βlξlτl[n], cor-

responding to the MTI based joint clutter suppression and
sensing scheme, are different from those in the traditional sens-
ing schemes without clutter suppression. Specifically, there
is a new and complex-valued term, j2π[(g − 1 − Gd)

Ns
Nsub

+

Ncp

Nsub
]e
j2πξl

GdNs
Nsub e

−j2πξl[(g−1) Ns
Nsub

+
Ncp
Nsub

], in the gth element of
∂ξl
∂ξl

, compared with the sensing schemes without clutter sup-
pression. It is difficult to determine if the CRLB of the MTI
based sensing scheme is capable of approaching the CRLB
of the sensing schemes without clutter suppression by directly
deriving (43).

To analyse the reachability, we reconsider the signal model
(12) in the MTI based sensing scheme. As (12) suggests, when
ξl and the selected Gd satisfy 1−ej2πξlGd

Ns
Nsub = 2 for any

l = 1, · · · , L, it is intuitive that the power of the signals
will be four times of the signal power in traditional sensing
schemes. Meanwhile, it is obvious that the noise power in
the MTI based sensing scheme is two times of the noise
power in traditional sensing schemes. This is because the
minus operation in MTI doubles the noise power. In this case,
the SNR in the MTI based sensing scheme is two times of
that in the traditional sensing schemes. However, the number
of available OFDM symbols for perception, after differential
operations, will be halved. Consequently, with doubled SNR
and the halved number of OFDM symbols, the CRLB of
the MTI based sensing scheme is the same as that of the
conventional sensing schemes [36].

B. Theoretical Synchronization MSE

By denoting the original fingerprint spectrum and the offset
fingerprint spectrum as ζ and r in this subsection, we can
simply reformulate the nth element of ζ and r as

ζ[n] = s1[n] + ž1[n],

r[n] = s2[n] + ž2[n],
(47)

where ž1[n] and ž2[n] are complex-valued AWGNs with zero
mean and variances σ̌2

1 and σ̌2
2 , respectively. Moreover, s1 =

E(Ȳ[Kc, :]) and s2 = E(Ȳup[Kc, :]).
To evaluate the performance of the proposed synchro-

nization algorithm, we firstly formulate the cross-correlation
shown in (37) between ζ and r as

ϱr[q]=
∣∣ QB∑
n=1

s1[n]s
∗
2[n⊕ q]+s1[n]ž

∗
2 [n⊕ q]

+s∗2[n⊕ q]ž1[n]+ž1[n]ž
∗
2 [n⊕ q]

∣∣. (48)

where q = 1, · · · , QB. Around the peak of the correlation
sequence, we can decompose (48) into in-phase and quadrature
components relative to the s1[n]s∗2[n⊕ q] product. Moreover,
for a usable SNR, the noise power in the quadrature part can
be neglected according to [38], leading to

ϱr[q] ≈ϱs[q]+
QB∑
n=1

inPhase{s1[n]ž∗2 [n⊕ q]

+ s∗2[n⊕ q]ž1[n] + ž1[n]ž
∗
2 [n⊕ q]},

(49)

where ϱs[q] is defined as
∑QB
n=1s1[n]s

∗
2[n⊕q], and inPhase{·}

represents the operator that reserves signal components in
the direction indicated by {·}. For brevity, we denote the
second term on the right-hand-side of (49), as žs[q]. Then,
the vector ϱr, with ϱr[q] being its qth element, is approxi-
mately a Gaussian random vector with the covariance matrix
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[s1s
T
2(σ̌

2
1 + σ̌

2
2)+QBσ̌

2
1 σ̌

2
2 ]IQB and the mean vector ϱs, which

is given by

ϱs[q] =
1

16
Υ

L∑
l
′
=1

L∑
l=1

α̃l[m]α̃
l
′ [m]

QB∑
n=1

SNsub ([n+q−
(τo+τd,l)K

Ts
]TR)SNsub ([n−

(∆τo+τo+τd,l′ )K

Ts
]TR),

(50)
where Υ is defined as SG([Kc−ξo

NsK
Nsub

]fR)SG([Kc−ξo
NsK
Nsub

−
Round(∆ξo

NsK
Nsub

)]fR).
According to (37) and (39), if the q0th element of ϱr is the

largest among all the elements of ϱr, then the estimated TO,
∆τ̂o, will be determined as q0Ts/K. To compute the probabil-
ity that ϱr[q0] is the largest among all the elements of ϱr, we
define a new Gaussian random vector ϱq = ϱr,q̄ − vec(ϱr[q]),
where ϱr,q̄ is defined as the vector that removes the qth
element of ϱr and vec(ϱr[q]) is a vector having the same size
as ϱr,q̄ and all of its elements are ϱr[q]. Note that the number
of elements of ϱr,q̄ is less than that of ϱr by one. Then, the
probability that ϱr[q0] is the maximum among all the elements
{ϱr[q]}QB

q=1 can be expressed as the cumulative distribution
function (CDF) of the Gaussian vector ϱq0 , satisfying

χq0 = P {ϱr[q0] = max{ϱr[1], · · · , ϱr[QB]}}
= P {ϱq0 [i] < 0 | ∀i = 1, . . . , QB − 1} ,

(51)

where P{·} represents the probability of a certain event. As
a result, the MSE of the proposed synchronization algorithm
can be formulated as

MSE =

QB∑
q=1

χq(
qTs

K
− τo)

2. (52)

However, χq is not in closed form, hence its value can
only be obtained by performing numerical calculations. The
numerical calculations impose extremely high computational
complexity due to the large values of K and Nsub. Therefore,
in the numerical calculations, we only ensure that ϱr[q] <
ϱr[q0] holds when q is around q0, e.g., q ∈ (q0−ν, q0+ν)∩Z,
where ν is a selected positive integer.

To sum up, the MSE described in (52) is related to the
Gaussian vector ϱr, which is determined by the mean ϱs
and the AWGN žs composed of žs[q]. The noise power
of žs is determined by the SNR of the received signals,
while the mean ϱs is severely affected by the number and
locations of the static objects in the background. However,
since χq0 and χq in (51) and (52) are not in closed form, it is
challenging to quantitatively analyse the relationship between
the distribution/the number of background objects and the
MSE. Therefore, we will preliminarily evaluate the impact of
the distribution and the number of background objects through
numerical simulations in Section VI.

C. Computational Complexity

The computational complexity of the proposed scheme in
synchronous systems, as depicted in Algorithm 1, can be
analysed as follows. In Step 1, the computational complexity
is O((N2

sub + Nsub)MRG). From Steps 2 to 3, the com-
putational cost is O( 1

16 (G
2Nsub + 4N2

subG + 4LVNsubG))

according to (14). In Step 4, the computational complexity of
the DOA estimation using MUSIC is O(2M3

R + M2
RNsub +

NA(M
2
R + MR)), where NA is defined as the number of

angles searched. From Steps 6-7, the computational complex-
ity is O(4G2MRNsub + 2G2Nsub + 2GN2

sub)LV. Moreover,
when the simplified DOA association algorithms are utilized,
either Steps 9-10 or 12-13 will be valid. Specifically, the
computational complexity of Steps 9-10 can be represented
as O(4MRNsub +2N2

sub +Nsub)LV, and that of Steps 12-13 is
given by O(4MRG+ 2G2 +G)LV.

For the synchronization algorithm presented in Algorithm
2, the computational complexity of the unsimplified synchro-
nization algorithm (corresponds to Step 2) is O(K3N2

subG/2),
while the computational complexity of the simplified syn-
chronization algorithm (corresponds to Steps 4 and 5) is
O(K2GNsub/2 +K2GN2

sub).
As a result, depending on specific configurations, the overall

computational complexity of our proposed scheme is summa-
rized in Table III.

VI. SIMULATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section we perform Monte Carlo simulations to
evaluate the performance of our proposed algorithms. In the
simulations, we assume that the number of antenna-elements
on each RRU and each UT is MR = 64 and MU = 2,
respectively. According to [39], the transmit power of UT
is set as 25 dBm. In addition, the carrier frequency fc is
set as 28 GHz, while Nsub (the number of subcarriers) and
Ncp (the number of samples in the CP) are set as 128 and
16, respectively. Furthermore, in order to ensure good sensing
performance, we assume that the subcarrier spacing ∆f is as
large as 100 KHz and consequently the sampling interval is as
small as 7.8125×10−8s. As a result, the length of the OFDM
symbol is 11.25µs upon considering the length of the CP.

In each simulation trial, there are a total of 3 perceived
targets, unless stated otherwise. Specifically, the velocities of
the target vehicles are randomly generated in the range of
[0, 40] m/s, and the distances between the target vehicles and
the RRU are randomly generated in the range of [20, 90]
m. Moreover, DOAs of the received signals are uniformly
generated from [0, π]. Additionally, the coordinates of the RRU
are set as (0, 0) m, while the UT coordinates are set as (80, 0)
m. Therefore, the perceived ranges between the UT and RRU
can be computed as the sum of the distance of UT-targets
and the distance of targets-RRU. Additionally, static objects
serving as reflectors are randomly set around the moving
targets in each simulation. By adopting the cluster channel
model, the number of static reflectors set around each moving
target is randomly chosen to be between 2 ∼ 7. These static
objects are randomly generated within a circle with the target
as its centre and a radius of 8 meters. For simplicity, all the
target vehicles and static objects are modelled as point sources
with a radar cross-section area of 1 m2, as assumed in [13].
Moreover, the randomly set CFO is equivalent to the Doppler
frequency shift induced by a velocity of 15 ∼ 65 m/s, while
the randomly set TO is equivalent to the time delay induced
by a range of 55 ∼ 95 meters.
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TABLE III
THE COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF OUR SCHEME WITH DIFFERENT CONFIGURATIONS

Scheme Full DOA association Delay-domain association Doppler-domain association

CMCC
LV(2GN

2
sub + 2G2Nsub + 4G2MRNsub)

+(GK3N2
sub)/2

LV(Nsub + 2N2
sub + 4MRNsub)

+(GK3N2
sub)/2

LV(G+ 2G2 + 4GMR)

+(GK3N2
sub)/2

S-CMCC
LV(2GN

2
sub + 2G2Nsub + 4G2MRNsub)

+(GK2Nsub)/2 +GK2N2
sub

LV(Nsub + 2N2
sub + 4MRNsub)

+(GK2Nsub)/2 +GK2N2
sub

LV(G+ 2G2 + 4GMR)

+GK2N2
sub + (GK2Nsub)/2

Fig. 4. An implementation of Ȳ. The red line represents the selected
fingerprint spectrum.

In Fig. 4 we present a realization of Ȳ in a clutter-
rich, and asynchronous PVN. To improve the resolution of
sensing, a 25 times zero-padding and a 5 times zero-padding
are utilized in the range direction and the velocity direction,
respectively. The blue 3D spectrum and the grey one represent
the initial spectrum and the offset spectrum after CFO and
TO drift. The set CFO and TO are equivalent to the Doppler
frequency shift induced by a velocity of 3 m/s, and the time
delay resulting from a distance of 10 m, respectively. The
red outlines shown in both sub-figures are selected as the
fingerprint spectrum sequence, while the dashed grey line
represent the offset fingerprint spectrum sequence. As depicted
in the figure, the offset fingerprint spectrum is the circular-
shift fingerprint spectrum. Thus, we can estimate the CFO
and TO by determining the number of shifts of the fingerprint
spectrum.

In Fig. 5, we compare the performance of the RMA and the
MTI clutter suppression algorithm with Gd = 1. The clutter
suppression performance in vertical axis is ρb/ρa, where ρb
and ρa represent the ratio of clutter power to the power of the
desired signal components before and after clutter suppression,
respectively. It is observed that both the convergence rate and
the clutter suppression performance of MTI is better than those
of RMA. However, although MTI and RMA is effective under
existence of small CFO, the performance of both RMA and
MTI degrades as the CFO increases. Therefore, to achieve
better clutter suppression performance, the synchronization
algorithm should be implemented before clutter suppression.
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Fig. 5. Clutter suppression performance of MTI and RMA based algorithms
under different CFO. The specific velocity in the legend, such as 1 m/s,
represent that the set CFO is equivalent to the Doppler frequency shift induced
by a velocity of 1 m/s.

Additionally, there are periodic fluctuations on each curve.
The periodic fluctuations generate since both ρb and ρa are
periodic functions with respect to the symbol index, and their
periodic is determined by the velocities of the targets and CFO
according to the definition of ρb and ρa.

In Fig. 6, we evaluate the MSE performance and the
CRLB of the proposed sensing scheme aided by MTI clut-
ter suppression algorithm (denoted as “JSCS” in the leg-
end) against the clutter-free range-velocity estimation without
conducting MTI clutter suppression. Concretely, the MSE
of the estimated velocity and the estimated range are de-
fined as MSEV = 1

Nsimu

∑Nsimu
n=1 [

c∆f(ξo−ξ̂o,n)
2fc

]2, and MSER =
1

Nsimu

∑Nsimu
n=1 [c(τo − τ̂o,n)]

2, where Nsimu = 1000, ξ̂o,n, and
τ̂o,n are the number of Monte Carlo simulations, the esti-
mated ξo in nth simulation, and the estimated τo in nth
simulation, respectively. Specifically, Fig. 6 (a) and Fig. 6
(b) characterize the ranging estimation performance and the
velocity estimation performance, respectively. As depicted in
the figure, the MTI aided sensing has higher CRLB and
MSE than that of the estimation in clutter-free environment.
However, with selected Gd, the CRLB of MTI-aided clutter
suppression can be further improved to approach the CRLB
corresponding to the clutter-free scenarios, which serves as
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(b) SNR vs MSE of velocity estimation

Fig. 6. MSE and CRLB of CFO/TO vs SNR using MTI with Gd = 1, 5, 10.

the lower bound. Another notable phenomenon is the gap
observed between the MSE and the CRB. There are three
main reasons for this phenomenon: 1) when SNR falls below
a certain threshold, the MSE degrades severely due to of
the threshold phenomenon [40]; 2) conversely, when SNR
surpasses a threshold, the MSE is primarily limited by the
resolution of range/velocity in 2D-DFT rather than SNR; 3)
the MSE of 2D-DFT-based is not exceptional. However, it can
be improved by replacing it with more advanced estimation
algorithms such as super-resolution estimation algorithms [32],
[33]. In Fig. 7, we evaluate the synchronization performance
of the proposed CMCC and S-CMCC algorithm in practical
scenarios with different number of clutter path. As presented
in the figure, CMCC has much better performance than S-
CMCC in all scenarios. This phenomenon emerges mainly
since the 1-D ML CFO estimation in S-CMCC will definitely
performs worse than the 2D ML estimation in CMCC, partic-

ularly when the SNR is small. Another obvious phenomenon
is, the synchronization performance degrades when the path
number of clutter increases for both CMCC and S-CMCC. The
underlying reason for this phenomenon is that, at a constant
SNR, the power distribution on the fingerprint spectrum tends
to become uniform with an increasing path number of clutter
(assuming the static objects reflecting clutter are randomly
distributed). Then, a more uniform power distribution essen-
tially diminishes the distinctiveness of a fingerprint spectrum,
resulting in a reduction of the correlation peak in (37) and (39).
This, in turn, reduces the MSE of synchronization. Therefore,
both CMCC and S-CMCC cannot be applied in situations
with a uniform-power-distribution fingerprint spectrum. To
address this issue, transmitter beamforming can be utilized
to select clutter reflectors and alter the shape of fingerprint
spectrum. Additionally, we have included Fig. 8 to assess the
performance of the derived theoretical bound for CMCC. As
depicted in the figure, the maximum difference between the
theoretical bound and the MSE is approximately 0.4 m2. The
difference illustrates the robustness of the theoretical bound.

In Fig. 9, we evaluate the synchronization performance of
the CMCC and CSI-ratio based schemes with different num-
bers of clutters. The simulation configurations are identical
to those corresponding to Fig. 7. It is important to note that
the CFO is not explicitly obtained in the state-of-the-art CSI-
ratio based scheme, hence the MSE of the CFO estimate
cannot be chosen as the evaluation metric. Specifically, the
CSI-ratio based scheme does not directly estimate the CFO
but rather reduces its impact on received signals by utiliz-
ing CSI ratio to estimate velocity. In contrast, the proposed
CMCC algorithm directly estimates the CFO and TO, and
then compensates for offsets existing in the estimated range
and velocity. Therefore, we utilize the MSE of the estimated
velocity under asynchronous systems to characterize synchro-
nization performance. As observed in the figure, regardless of
the number of clutters, our scheme consistently outperforms
the CSI-ratio based scheme. However, both schemes exhibit
degradation in performance with an increase in the number
of clutters. The reason is that: given a certain SNR, with
an increment of clutter paths, the power of signals reflected
by targets will generally decrease, which results in worse
estimation performance. Overall, the simulations demonstrate
the superior performance of CMCC synchronization.

In Fig. 10, the simplified algorithm as depicted by (34) is
implemented in 1000 Monte Carlo simulations to evaluate the
association performance. The minimum velocity in the legend
represents the minimum difference among velocities of targets,
which are randomly set in the simulation. In the simulation, the
association performance corresponding to Hamming window
and rectangular window are characterized for performance
comparison. As depicted in the figure, both the probability
of success of Hamming and rectangular window equals 1
when the minimum velocity difference is set above 2 m/s.
Then, the performance deteriorates as the minimum velocity
difference decreases. However, even the minimum velocity
difference is set as 0 m/s, both the probability of correct
association corresponding to the Hamming and rectangular
window is larger than 0.95. Moreover, as presented in the



ACCEPTED TO PUBLISH ON IEEE JOURNAL ON SELECTED AREAS IN COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. 42. NO. 10, OCT. 2024. 15

-10 -5 0 5 10 15

SNR(dB)

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

M
S

E
 o

f 
re

s
id

u
a

l 
v
e

lo
c
it
y
 a

m
b

ig
u

it
y

CMCC @ 15 clutter paths

CMCC @ 9 clutter paths

CMCC @ 3 clutter paths

S-CMCC @ 15 clutter paths

S-CMCC @ 9 clutter paths

S-CMCC @ 3 clutter paths

(a) SNR vs MSE of residual velocity ambiguity

-10 -5 0 5 10 15

SNR(dB)

10
-1

10
0

10
1

M
S

E
 o

f 
re

s
id

u
a
l 
ra

n
g
e
 a

m
b
ig

u
it
y

CMCC @ 15 clutter paths

CMCC @ 9 clutter paths

CMCC @ 3 clutter paths

S-CMCC @ 15 clutter paths

S-CMCC @ 9 clutter paths

S-CMCC @ 3 clutter paths

(b) SNR vs MSE of residual range ambiguity

Fig. 7. MSE of residual velocity and range ambiguity vs SNR with {3, 9,
15} clutter paths and simplified/unsimplified estimation algorithm.

figure, the probability corresponding to rectangular window
not worse than that of Hamming window at any minimum
velocity difference. This phenomenon can be interpreted as:
the targets with similar velocities can be distinguished better
with the window having narrower mainlobe. In other words,
the window with narrower mainlobe have better resolution.
As a result, to improve the performance, new spatial filter can
also be designed.

To compare the performance of our DOA association
scheme with that of the state-of-the-art solution of [17], we
present their probability of success in Fig. 11. Since the
benchmark association scheme only suits the scenarios that
have LOS propagation paths, we conducted the comparison
specifically in such scenarios. More specifically, to evaluate
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Fig. 8. MSE and theoretical bound for residual range ambiguity vs. SNR.
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the performance of both algorithms in a comprehensive man-
ner, we introduce two configurable parameters: the minimum
difference among velocities of targets and the ratio (denoted
as R) of the LOS-path power to the total power of NLOS
paths. The former is adjusted to assess the effectiveness of
the algorithms in resolving targets with similar velocities,
while the latter is varied to assess the dependence on the
signal strength of the LOS path relative to the NLOS paths.
In our simulations, three objects with random velocities and
locations are generated to ensure the generality of our setup.
Each set of results in Fig. 11 is derived from 200 independent
Monte Carlo experiments. As depicted in Fig. 11, for both
our scheme and the scheme of [17], the probability of success
slightly decreases as the minimum difference among velocities
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Fig. 11. The probability of success of the proposed DOA association
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of targets is decreased. Another noteworthy observation is that
the probability of success corresponding to the scheme of
[17] improves as R becomes larger. This happens since the
establishment of association in [17] is based on the assumption
that the power of the LOS path is much greater than that of
all the NLOS paths. In contrast, the probability of success
of our scheme deteriorates with the increase of R, since the
LOS path with significant power can introduce interference
on the association metric calculated for NLOS paths during
signal processing, and the impact increases with the power
of the LOS path. However, even in the scenario with the
lowest probability of success, our scheme still outperforms
the scheme of [17].

VII. CONCLUSION

To suppress clutter and implement a practical range-
velocity-DOA sensing scheme in asynchronous PVN, we intro-
duce an MTI-clutter-suppression-aided uplink sensing scheme,
a DOA association algorithm, and a synchronization algo-
rithm. Subsequently, we analyse the suppression performance
and the CRLB of the MTI-clutter-suppression-aided sensing
scheme. Simulations demonstrate the high-performance clutter
suppression of our scheme. Additionally, the proposed DOA
association algorithm exhibits a high probability of correct
association, with simulations confirming that this probability
is influenced by the chosen window function. Furthermore,
we introduce the first synchronization algorithm applicable
to NLOS-PVN scenarios, namely CMCC, and its simplified
version, S-CMCC. The synchronization performance of both
CMCC and S-CMCC is dependent on certain environmental
factors, particularly the number of clutter paths. Finally, we
derive the CRLB of the MTI-clutter-suppression-aided sens-
ing scheme, the theoretical MSE of synchronization. Future
enhancements can be attained by investigating the correlation
between window functions and synchronization performance,
or by designing more effective spatial window functions for
the DOA association algorithm.
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