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Abstract—Accurate direction of arrival (DoA) and time of arrival (ToA)
estimation is an stringent requirement for several wireless systems like
sonar, radar, communications, and dual-function radar communication
(DFRC). Due to the use of high carrier frequency and bandwidth, most
of these systems are designed with multiple antennae and subcarriers.
Although the resolution is high in the large array regime, the DoA-ToA
estimation accuracy of the practical on-grid estimation methods still
suffers from estimation inaccuracy due to the spectral leakage effect.
In this article, we propose DoA-ToA estimation methods for multi-
antenna multi-carrier systems with an orthogonal frequency division
multiplexing (OFDM) signal. In the first method, we apply discrete
Fourier transform (DFT) based coarse signature estimation and propose
a low complexity multistage fine-tuning for extreme enhancement in the
estimation accuracy. The second method is based on compressed sensing,
where we achieve the super-resolution by taking a 2D-overcomplete angle-
delay dictionary than the actual number of antenna and subcarrier basis.
Unlike the vectorized 1D-OMP method, we apply the low complexity
2D-OMP method on the matrix data model that makes the use of
CS methods practical in the context of large array regimes. Through
numerical simulations, we show that our proposed methods achieve the
similar performance as that of the subspace-based 2D-MUSIC method
with a significant reduction in computational complexity.

Index Terms—Compressive Sensing, DoA-ToA estimation, Fine-Tuning,
Massive MIMO, OFDM.

I. INTRODUCTION

The wireless communication signal can also be utilized for radio
localization of scatters or targets present in the channel [1]. With
the recent use of Millimeter-Wave (mmWave) / TeraHertz (THz)
carrier frequencies [2], there is an opportunity for mounting massive
antenna numbers at both Mobile Station (MS) and Base Station (BS).
With this available massive antenna size and huge Bandwidth (BW),
we can achieve high-resolution DoA-ToA estimation[3]. However,
there are certain applications where the DoA-ToA estimation and
the corresponding path gain should be estimated as correctly as
possible, e.g., Intelligent Reflecting Surface (IRS) [4] and angle-
domain wireless transmission [5]. Moreover, the proposed estimation
algorithm should be capable of accurate parameter estimation in low-
measurement grid scenarios as well. For this purpose, there exist
subspace-based algorithms, e.g., MUltiple SIgnal Classification [6]
and Estimation of Signal Parameters via Rotational Invariance Tech-
nique (ESPIRIT) [7]. Using MUSIC, a joint DoA-ToA estimation
framework for uniform circular antennas is developed in [8], [9]. 2D-
MUSIC-based methods are investigated for DFRC systems in [10]
and for radar in [11]. However, these techniques involve Singular
Value Decomposition (SVD) and are not possible to run in real-time
for high-measurement grids.

Instead, one can use the DFT-based method for spectrum estima-
tion, which is less complex and easily implementable on hardware.
Yet, the DFT-based methods suffer from lower resolution and spectral
leakage due to grid mismatch. Utilizing the scattering environment
being sparse at mmWave/THz frequencies, we can still use the
DFT-based method and control the spectral leakage effect via the
array processing technique. The first challenge here is to identify

the unknown number of scatters present in the radio environment.
Once we get the correct number of scatters, we assign the peak
around every scatter in Channel Impulse Response (CIR) as the coarse
estimate [12], [13]. The accuracy of this initial coarse estimate is
limited to the given measurement grid. Later on, we can rotate around
the coarse bin to get the exact input signature estimate. However,
the accuracy of the fine-tuning estimate depends upon the grid size
selected within a bin, and in a 2D scenario, it is computationally more
expensive. Another paradigm can be the use of CS-based methods for
achieving super-resolution in estimating the DoA-ToA as suggested
in [14]. However, in the large array regimes, the application of the
vectorized-1D method is extremely complex and hence cannot be
used for real-time applications. To the best of our knowledge, there
does not exist any work that discusses the low complexity and high
accuracy joint DoA-ToA estimation of the multi-antenna multi-carrier
systems in large array regimes.

Hence, to reduce the computational complexity while enhancing
the estimation accuracy, instead of direct fine-tuning, we propose a
multistage rotation method in this work. Moreover, we propose a
2D-OMP-based joint DoA-ToA estimation method that operates in
large array regimes with almost the same complexity as the rotation
method. We validate the efficacy of our proposed algorithms via nu-
merical simulations and show that they give more accurate estimation
while keeping the computational complexity lower, especially in high-
grid measurements.

Notations: We use small letter a for scalar variables, small bold
letter a for vectors, and capital bold letter A for matrices. (.)∗

denotes the conjugate, (.)T denotes the transpose, and (.)H denotes
the conjugate and transpose operation. ⌊x⌉ denotes the closest integer
number to a real number x.diag{a} denotes the diagonal matrix with
elements of a on its principal diagonal.

II. SIGNAL MODEL

Let us have R number of antenna elements arranged in a d-
equispaced Uniform Linear Array (ULA) geometry. The transmitted
baseband signal x(t) reflected from the qth point scatter received at
an rth antenna element can be written as

yr(t) =

Q∑
q=0

α
′
qx(t− τ

′
q)e

−j2πfcτ
′
q + er(t) (1)

where er(t) is the complex Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN)
at the rth receiver, α

′
q is the complex fading coefficient of qth path,

τ
′
q is the overall delay of qth path where τ

′
q = τ0,q + τr,q , with

τ0,q = rq/c being the delay due to radial distance up to the 0th

(reference) antenna and τr,q = rdsinθ
′
q/c being the spatial delay at

rth element across the aperture length.
We can write the equivalent space-delay CIR from (1) as

hr(τ) =

Q∑
q=0

α
′
qδ(τ − τ

′
q)e

−j2πfcτ
′
q + er(τ). (2)

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

08
65

0v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  1

3 
Se

p 
20

24



We assume the spatial narrowband assumption across the aper-
ture of ULA, i.e., x(t − τ0,q) ≈ x(t − τR,q) and define αq ≜
α

′
qe

−j2πfcτ0,q . Hence, we can rewrite (2) as

hr(τ) =

Q∑
q=0

αqδ(τ − τ0,q)e
−j2πfcτr,q + er(τ). (3)

We take the Continuous Time Fourier Transform (CTFT) to get
the space-frequency response as

Hr(f) =

Q∑
q=0

αqe
−j2πfτ0,qe−j2πfcrdsinθ

′
q/c + er(f). (4)

For the OFDM waveform, the system BW fs is divided in S
number of subcarriers with the inter-carrier spacing δf ≜ fs/S. We
write the sampled space-frequency response as

Hr(s) =

Q∑
q=0

αqe
−j2πsδf τ0,qe−j2πfcrdsinθ

′
q/c + er(n). (5)

By defining normalized ToA τq ≜ δfτ0,q and normalized DoA θq ≜
fcdsinθ

′
q , we can reformulate (5) as

Hr(s) =

Q∑
q=0

αqe
−j2πsτqe−j2πrθq + er(n). (6)

Further, we define the delay and the angle steering vec-
tors as b(τ) ≜ [1, e−j2πτ , · · · , e−j2π(S−1)τ ]T and a(θ) ≜
[1, e−j2πθ, · · · , e−j2π(R−1)θ]T . Now we write the equivalent matrix
form of the (6) ∀s ∈ {0, · · · , S − 1}, r ∈ {0, · · · , R− 1} as

H =

Q∑
q=0

αqa(θq)b
T (τq) +E. (7)

In this work, our target is to estimate the signature of the
wireless radio environment defined as S ≜ {αq, τq, θq, Q}. By
defining X ≜ diag{α1, . . . , αQ}, A ≜ [a(τ1), . . . ,a(τQ)], and
B ≜ [b(θ1), . . . ,b(θQ)], we can write (7) equivalently as

H = AXBT +E. (8)

III. PROPOSED SIGNATURE ESTIMATION METHODS

We can observe from (6) that the signal model closely resembles
to a mixture of 2-D complex sinusoids, and hence it is mainly the
frequency estimation problem. We take the normalized 2D IDFT of
(6) and get the sampled delay-angle channel response but with the
limited resolution. The 2D-IDFT can be written mathematically as

G(i, j) =

Q∑
q=0

αq√
RS

e−jπ(θq− i
R

)e−jπ(τq− j
S
)

sinπR(θq − i
R
)

sinπ(θq − i
R
)︸ ︷︷ ︸

DR(θq− i
R

)

sinπS(τq − j
S
)

sinπ(τq − j
S
)︸ ︷︷ ︸

DS(τq− j
S
)

. (9)

In the asymptotic case limn→∞
1√
N
|DN (x)| =

√
Nδ(x), and

hence when R,S → ∞, we can have the exact signature estimate by
picking the peaks of the angle-delay magnitude spectrum

|G(i, j)| =
Q∑

q=0

αqδ

(
θq −

i

R

)
δ

(
τq −

j

S

)
. (10)

However, in practice, it is not possible to have the infinite antennae
and subcarriers. Hence, there will be significant power leakage to

the adjacent bins, and the estimation accuracy will be compromised
(even worsens when the measurement grid size is low). To handle the
leakage effect and to get the accurate signature estimate we propose
two low complexity methods as described in subsequent sections.

A. Method-1: 2D Rotation

1) Direct Rotation: We can identify that the power around each
scatter leaks when the input signature (θq, τq) is not matched
to the grid ( i

R
, j
S
). The leakage can be handled around the

coarsely estimated bin (iq, jq) via the rotation technique. We
rotate by a fractional amount (θrq , τ

r
q ) such that all the path

power is concentrated to a bin. We define the rotation matrices
as R(θrq) ≜ diag{1, ej2πθrq , · · · , ej2π(R−1)θrq }, and R(τ qr ) ≜
diag{1, ej2πτr

q , · · · , ej2π(R−1)τr
q }. We can write the rotated space-

frequency channel matrix as

Hr = RθHRτ . (11)

We take the IDFT of (11) and get the corresponding rotated angle-
delay response as

G(i, j) =

Q∑
q=0

αq√
RS

e−jπ(θq+θrq−
i
R

)e−jπ(τq+τr
q − j

S
)

sinπR(θq + θrq − i
R
)

sinπ(θq + θrq − i
R
)

sinπS(τq + τrq − j
S
)

sinπ(τq + τrq − j
S
)
.

(12)

We can find the optimal rotation pair (θrq , τrq ) such that the entire
power is concentrated within a bin resolution. In fact, there can be
an infinite point in the search grid, though we limit the search to
the finite grid points around the coarse bin. Therefore, the accuracy
provided by the rotation algorithm is inversely proportional to the
direct grid search around the coarse bins. Hence, to reduce the
computational complexity, instead of searching with a fine grid, we
divide the grid search into the multiple stages. First, let us see the
direct search methodology. We see that the search grid for the qth

path is (θrq , τ
r
q ) ∈ (− iq

2R
,

iq
2R

) × (− jq
2S
,

jq
2S

) around the qth coarse
bin. Let us divide the search grid with Nr

θ , N
r
τ fine levels, i.e.,

(θrq , τ
r
q ) ∈ (Sθq , Sτq ) =

(
− iq

2R
: 1

Nr
θ
:

iq
2R

)
×

(
− jq

2S
: 1

Nr
τ
:

jq
2S

)
.

We can estimate the fine-tuned normalized DoA-ToA by picking the
peak in the rotated spectrum as

(θ̂rq , τ̂
r
q ) = argmax

(θrq ,τ
r
q )∈(Sθq ,Sτq )

∥∥∥fHiq,:R(θrq)HR(τrq )fjq,:

∥∥∥2

2
. (13)

θ̂q =
iq
R

+ θ̂rq , τ̂q =
jq
S

+ τ̂rq . (14)

α̂q = [fHiq,:Rθ̂q
HRτ̂q fjq,:]. (15)

In this way, we need to search with Nr
θN

r
τ points around every

coarse bin. However, if the measurement grid is already less, we need
to put more points for the fine-tuning, which makes the direct rotation
time-consuming.

2) Multistage Rotation: We apply the approach similar to the bi-
nary search method as illustrated in Fig. 1. At first, we divide the grid
with (Nr1

θ , Nr1
τ ) points and search for the maximum in Nr1

θ , Nr1
τ

(quite less fine levels) (θr1q , τ
r1
q ) ∈ (S1

θq , S
1
τq ) =

(
− iq

2R
: 1

N
r1
θ

:
iq
2R

)
×

(
− jq

2S
: 1

N
r1
τ

:
jq
2S

)
. We find the peak in the first stage grid

(i1q, j
1
q ), and we further divide around this with Nr2

θ , Nr2
τ points as

(θr2q , τ
r2
q ) ∈ (S2

θq , S
2
τq ) =

(
− i1q

2R
: 1

N
r2
θ

:
i1q
2R

)
×
(
− j1q

2S
: 1

N
r2
τ

:
j1q
2S

)
.



Fig. 1: Multistep rotation method

We can write the divided search in two stages mathematically as

(θr1q , τ
r1
q ) = argmax

(θ
r1
q ,τ

r1
q )∈(S1

θq
,S1

τq
)

∥∥∥fHiq,:Rθ1q
HRτ1

q
fjq,:

∥∥∥2

2

(θr2q , τ
r2
q ) = argmax

(θ
r2
q ,τ

r2
q )∈(S2

θq
,S2

τq
)

∥∥∥fHiq,:Rθ2q
HRτ2

q
fjq,:

∥∥∥2

2
.

(16)

Finally, we can estimate the fine-tuned signature after using the
two-stage rotation method as

θ̂q =
iq
R

+ θ̂r2q , τ̂q =
jq
S

+ τ̂r2q . (17)

α̂q = [fHiq,:Rθ̂2q
HRτ̂2

q
fjq,:]. (18)

We give the concrete mathematical signature estimation steps in
Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Multistep Rotation Signature Estimation

Require: Measured Input CIR Matrix H, Rotation Count-
Nr1

θ , Nr1
τ , Nr2

θ , Nr2
τ

Ensure: Signature Estimate {Q̂, θ̂q, τ̂q, α̂q}
1: Calculate the initial delay-angle CIR via 2D IDFT G(i, j)
2: Find the 2D-peaks in G and coarse estimate {Q̂, iq, jq}
3: for q = 1 : Q̂ do
4: for −iq

2R
: 1

N
r1
θ

:
iq
2R
,

−jq
2S

: 1

N
r1
τ

:
jq
2S

do

5: (θ̂r1q , τ̂
r1
q ) = argmax

(θ
r1
q ,τ

r1
q )

∥∥fHiq,:R(θr1q )HR(τ r1q )fjq,:
∥∥2

2

6: Find for maximum (i1q, j
1
q ) ∈ S1

θq × S1
τq

7: end for
8: for −i1q

2R
: 1

N
r2
θ

:
i1q
2R
,

−j1q
2S

: 1

N
r2
τ

:
j1q
2S

do

9: (θ̂r2q , τ̂
r2
q ) = argmax

(θ
r2
q ,τ

r2
q )

∥∥fHiq,:R(θr2q )HR(τ r2q )fjq,:
∥∥2

2

10: end for
11: θ̂q =

iq
R

+ θ̂r2q , τ̂q =
jq
S

+ τ̂r2q

12: α̂q =
∥∥∥fHiq,:R(θ̂r2q )HR(τ̂ r2q )fjq,:

∥∥∥2

2
13: end for

B. Method-2 OMP-based Recovery

We can exploit the sparsity of the radio environment and use the
CS-based methods to get the signature estimation. To this end, we
consider Pθ and Pτ grid points for angle and delay, respectively
while both Pθ, Pτ ≫ Q and negligible discretization error. Using
these grid points, we construct the overcomplete dictionaries Ã =
[a(ϕ1), . . . ,a(ϕPθ )]R×Pθ and B̃ = [b(ψ1), . . . ,b(ψPθ )]S×Pτ for
angle and delay domain respectively. Equivalently, we can represent
(8) as

H = ÃX̃B̃T +E (19)
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Fig. 2: Delay-Angle CIR for (a) Direct DFT (b) Two-stage Rotation.

where, sparse X̃ contains the coefficients {α̃q} and scatter DoA-
ToA information. Specifically, a non-zero element in sparse X̃
represents a scatter with its normalized DoA and ToA being equal
to that of the corresponding 2D grid point. In (19), the recovery is
dependent upon the choice of grid points. The 2D sparse recovery
problem (19) can be solved using either 1D vectorized CS or direct
2D-OMP methods.

1) 1D-OMP: For the vectorized method, we denote h = vec(H),
x̃ = vec(X̃), e = vec(E) and D̃ = B̃ ⊗ Ã. The equivalent 1D
sparse recovery problem of (19) is then

h = D̃x̃+ e. (20)

We can apply 1D-OMP method to recover the x̃ from (20).
However, in the large array regimes, the vectorized model in (20)
causes prohibitive computational complexity.

2) 2D-OMP: We apply the 2D-OMP method to recover the sparse
X̃ matrix directly from (19). Particularly, we adapt the 2D-OMP
method suggested in [15] to complex-valued fields and rectangular
observation model in order to work for our multi-antenna multi-
carrier system. The proposed 2D-OMP methodology reduces the
computational complexity significantly as will be seen in Section
IV.

C. Computational Complexity

In the direct rotation method, we have to do an exhaustive search
in the entire Nr

θ , N
r
τ grid points in order to get the fine-tuned

estimations. The complexity is dominated by the fine-tuning step
and with Nr

θ , N
r
τ grid-points search requires O(QRSNr

θN
r
τ ). In

multistep method, if we divide Nr
θ = Nr1

θ Nr2
θ and Nr

τ = Nr1
τ Nr2

τ ,
we have to search only for log(Nr1

θ
)(N

r
θ ), log(Nr1

τ )(N
r
τ ) grid points.

Hence the complexity will be O(QRSlog(Nr
θN

r
τ )). In 1D-OMP

method the complexity is mainly dominated by the projection step
and is O(QSRPθPτ ). Whereas, for S ≥ R the complexity of 2D
OMP method is O(QSPθPτ ). Moreover, except for the spectrum
search, the complexity of the subspace-based methods is O(R3S3).

IV. RESULTS

We first show the spectral leakage effect and its control via the
rotation technique. Let there be two scatters present in the channel at
normalized delay-angle being (0.4766, 0.3241) and (0.7922, 0.7947)
with a fixed complex path coefficient of 0.5 + 0.5i for each
path. For a measurement grid of Nx,Ny = 32, the input sig-
nature is (15.25/Nx, 10.37/Ny) and (25.35/Nx, 25.43/Ny) for
which the spectrally leaked angle-delay CIR is shown in Fig.
2(a). Now, to compare the performance, we implement the direct
rotation and multistep rotation techniques with different rotation
grid sizes. With Nr

θ , N
r
τ = 11, we get the estimate of path-1

being (θ̂1 = 0.4781, τ̂1 = 0.3250, α̂1 = 0.6024 + 0.3627i) and
(θ̂2 = 0.7906, τ̂2 = 0.7937, α̂2 = 0.3627 + 0.6024i). On the other
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Fig. 3: RMSE in (a) DoA (b) ToA, and (c) Complex coefficients for proposed, DFT and MUSIC methods.

hand, if we take Nr
θ , N

r
τ = 101, then we get the exact signature

estimate as that of the input. However, we get the same estimate with
Nr1

θ , Nr1
τ = 11 and Nr2

θ , Nr2
τ = 11 with a comparatively less run

time complexity. The identification of the correct normalized delay-
angle after two-stage rotation is depicted in Fig. 2(b).

For simulations, we consider the fc = 73 GHz, fs = 1 GHz,
Nx = Ny = 64 unless stated otherwise. We take Q = 5 targets
with uniformly drawn delays from [0, 333ns] and uniformly drawn
angles from [10◦, 80◦]. The paths were assumed with unity gain and
uniformly distributed phases from [0, 2π]. For two-stage rotation-
based method, we take Nr1

θ , Nr1
τ = 11 and Nr2

θ , Nr2
τ = 5.

Morover, for CS-based joint delay-angle estimation, the normalized
delay and angle grid are constructed with 200 uniform points. In
order to compare our proposed methods, we implement the 2D
MUSIC method with smoothing as described in [16]. We define a
detected scatter as hit if the estimated ToA and DoA are within
resolution limits and false otherwise. Throughout the simulations the
threshold was set to guarantee the constant false alarm and the hit
rate was observed.The performance of the estimated DoAs-ToAs were
measured in terms of root mean squared error only for the hit case.

We show the hit rate and false alarm rate for varying SNR range
from -25 dB to 35 dB in Fig. 4 and the corresponding RMSEs
in the DoA, ToA, and complex path coefficient are shown in Fig.
3. Based on the definition of hit rate and false rate, we see that
the DoA-ToA estimate values of the Direct DFT are limited by the
measurement grid and the the corresponding hit rate does not improve
with the SNR. Whereas, our proposed method achieves the same hit
rate and false rate to that of the 2D-MUSIC method but with the
reduced complexity. On our simulation platform (intel core i7 10th

gen), the run time complexity for the MUSIC method is around 1
second, whereas for 2D-OMP method it is 75 milliseconds. More
importantly, with our proposed two-stage rotation method, it is just
15 milliseconds. We show the run time complexity of the proposed
methods with different measurement grid and number of scatters in
Table I. We observe that for 2D-MUSIC and 2D-Rotation method the
complexity does not depend upon the number of targets, whereas for
the 2D-OMP, it takes more time w.r.t. the number of targets. Among
all the methods, our proposed two-stage rotation method gives the
least complexity, even for higher grid size. On the other hand, the
algorithm delay is quite high for subspace methods with grid size.

From Fig. 3(a), we observe that the RMSE in DoA of the proposed
two-stage rotation is the mimimum. On the other hand, the RMSE
of proposed 2D-OMP method is lower bounded by the 2D-MUSIC
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Fig. 4: Average (a) false-alarm rate, and (b) hit rate at different SNRs
for the proposed methods, compared with DFT and MUSIC methods.

TABLE I: Run-Time Complexity (in seconds)

Q = 5 Q =10
Method 64× 64 128× 128 256× 256 64× 64 128× 128 256× 256

2D-Rotation 0.015 0.031 0.13 0.015 0.037 0.128
2D-OMP 0.07 0.09 0.16 0.1 0.13 0.23

2D-MUSIC [16] 0.88 4.65 18.85 0.89 4.71 20.57

method which is due to the limited grid size of the 2D-OMP method.
Morover, one should note that the RMSE of DoA and normalized
DoA has a non-linear relation. Similarly, RMSE in the ToA is the
least for the proposed two-stage rotation and the worst for the direct
DFT method as depicted in Fig. 3(b). Finally, we compare the RMSE
of the complex path coefficient in Fig. 3(c) and we see that the RMSE
for DFT is quite high whereas the RMSE of our proposed two-stage
rotation method is below the 2D MUSIC.

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we propose algorithms for estimating the DoA-ToA in
a multi-antenna multi-carrier wireless system using array processing
technique and compressive sensing. We propose a low-complexity
rotation-based signature estimation methodology by dividing the fine-
tuning into multistage grid search while simultaneously improving
in accuracy. The proposed novel fine-tuning approach in this work
results in a logarithmic reduction in the computational complexity
w.r.t. grid search. Furthermore, the proposed 2D-OMP method offers
lower computational complexity for large array scenarios compared to
the prohibitively high complexity associated with the vectorized 1D-
OMP. Through various numerical simulations, we have demonstrated
that our proposed methods achieve performance comparable to that
of subspace-based approaches but with lower complexity.
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