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METHOD FOR LOCATING MOBILE UNITS 
BASED ON RECEIVED SIGNAL STRENGTH 

RATIO 

REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATION 

[0001] This Application claims the bene?t of Provisional 
Application Ser. No. 60/385,547, tiled Jun. 4, 2002. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

[0002] This invention relates to object location systems, 
and particularly to systems having a plurality of access 
points Wherein mobile units communicate With the access 
points using a Wireless data communications protocol, such 
as IEEE Standard 802.11. The invention particularly relates 
to systems Wherein location of a mobile unit is determined 
by measuring the signal strength of mobile unit transmis 
sions Which are received by access points to estimate the 
range of a mobile unit from the access point. As used in this 
application the term “access point” is intended to apply to 
access points as contemplated by Standard 802.11, or other 
standards, that interface a computer or a Wired netWork to 
the Wireless medium, and also RF Ports and cell controllers 
connected thereto, as described in co-pending application 
Ser. No. 09/528,697, ?led Mar. 17, 2000, the speci?cation of 
Which is incorporated herein by reference. 

[0003] A major variable in determination of range of a 
mobile unit from an access point is the signal strength of the 
mobile unit. There can be signi?cant variation in transmitted 
signal strength of transmitter cards (NIC cards) from differ 
ent manufacturers and even in cards from the same manu 
facturer from different production runs. Further the trans 
mitter signal strength may vary over the life of a mobile unit 
and the life of its rechargeable battery. 

[0004] Differences in transmitter poWer for mobile units in 
a system can be calibrated out by doing a measurement of 
signal strength as received from a knoWn distance and 
providing a correction factor that is identi?ed With that 
particular mobile unit. Such calibration requires special 
calibration procedures for each mobile unit as it is put into 
service, and, unless units are recalibrated, cannot account for 
changes in transmitter poWer as the mobile unit or its battery 
ages. 

[0005] It is therefore an object of the present invention to 
provide neW and improved methods of determining the 
location of a mobile unit. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0006] In accordance With the invention there is provided 
a method for locating mobile units arranged for radio 
communication with ?xed devices. Received signal strength 
is detected for transmissions from one of the mobile units to 
a selected plurality of ?xed devices having knoWn locations. 
A ?rst location of the mobile unit is determined based on 
ratios of the detected signal strength for pairs of the ?xed 
devices. A second location of the mobile unit is determined 
based on absolute value of the detected signal strengths for 
each of the ?xed devices, corrected by a calibration value for 
the mobile unit. A difference betWeen the ?rst location and 
the second location is calculated. The ?rst location for the 
mobile unit is selected if the difference exceeds a predeter 
mined value, and the second location for the mobile unit is 
selected if the difference does not exceed a predetermined 
value. 
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[0007] In a preferred method the correction value for the 
mobile unit is updated if the difference exceeds the prede 
termined value. 

[0008] In accordance With the invention there is provided 
a method for locating mobile units arranged for radio 
communication With ?xed device Within an area. Received 
signal strength is detected for transmissions ?-om one of the 
mobile units to a selected plurality of ?xed devices having 
knoWn locations. A ?rst location of the mobile unit is 
determined based on ratios of the detected signal strength for 
pairs of the ?xed devices. A second location of the mobile 
unit is determined based on absolute value of the detected 
signal strengths for each of the ?xed devices, corrected by 
a calibration value for the mobile unit. The ?rst location for 
the mobile unit is selected if one of the ?rst and second 
locations is Within a selected portion of the area. The second 
location for the mobile unit is selected if the one of the ?rst 
and second locations is not Within the selected portion of the 
area. 

[0009] In accordance With the invention there is provided 
a method for calibrating mobile units arranged for radio 
communication With ?xed devices. Received signal strength 
is detected for transmissions from one of the mobile units to 
a selected plurality of ?xed devices having knoWn locations. 
A ?rst location of the mobile unit is determined based on 
ratios of the detected signal strength for pairs of the ?xed 
devices. A second location of the mobile unit is determined 
based on absolute value of the detected signal strengths for 
each of the ?xed devices, corrected by a calibration value for 
the mobile unit. A difference betWeen the ?rst location and 
the second location is calculated. The calibration value for 
the mobile unit is updated if the difference exceeds a 
predetermined value. 

[0010] In a preferred arrangement the updating is per 
formed only if a selected one of the ?rst and second 
locations is Within a selected portion of the area. 

[0011] In accordance With the invention there is provided 
a method for locating mobile units arranged for radio 
communication With ?xed devices. Received signal strength 
is detected for transmissions from one of the mobile units to 
a ?rst selected plurality of ?xed devices having knoWn 
locations. Time of arrival for the transmissions is detected at 
a second selected plurality of the ?xed devices. Ratio of the 
received signal strength is computed for at least one pair of 
the ?xed devices in the ?rst plurality. Time difference of 
arrival is computed for at least one pair of the ?xed devices 
in the second plurality. The maximum likelihood location for 
the mobile unit is computed using the computed ratio and the 
time difference of arrival. 

[0012] In one arrangement the ?rst plurality and the sec 
ond plurality include at least three ?xed devices. The ?rst 
plurality may be the same as the second plurality and 
includes at least three ?xed devices. 

[0013] For a better understanding of the present invention, 
together With other and further objects, reference is made to 
the folloWing description, taken in conjunction With the 
accompanying draWings, and its scope Will be pointed out in 
the appended claims. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0014] FIG. 1 is a block diagram shoWing a system in 
Which the methods of the invention may be practiced. 
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[0015] FIG. 2 is a ?ow diagram showing a ?rst embodi 
ment of a method in accordance with the present invention. 

[0016] FIG. 3 is a ?ow diagram showing a second embodi 
ment of a method in accordance with the present invention. 

[0017] FIG. 4 is a diagram showing theoretical location 
accuracy for a location system using calibrated signal 
strength. 
[0018] FIG. 5 is a diagram showing theoretical location 
accuracy for a location system using differential signal 
strength. 
[0019] FIG. 6 is a diagram illustrating location using 
signal strength ratio for two ?xed devices. 

[0020] FIG. 7 is a graph showing the relation of inverse 
distance squared. 

[0021] FIG. 8 is a diagram illustrating localiZation using 
signal strength ratio for three ?xed devices. 

[0022] FIG. 9 is a diagram illustrating localiZation using 
signal strength ratio and time difference of arrival for two 
?xed devices. 

[0023] FIG. 10 is a diagram illustrating simpli?cation of 
equations. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

[0024] Referring to FIG. 1 there is shown a representative 
wireless local area network, operating, for example, using 
the protocol of IEEE Standard 802.11 to provide wireless 
data communication functions between computer server 10 
and mobile units 17. It is known to use such networks to 
provide location functions for locating mobile units, such as 
mobile unit 17 within the area serviced by the wireless local 
area network. 

[0025] Location determination may be based on the signal 
strength of signals transmitted by mobile unit 17 and 
received by a plurality of ?xed location access points 12, 14, 
16 and 18. Signal strength is measured at the access points 
using the RSSI function of Standard 802.11, and data 
corresponding to the received signal strength is sent to 
computer server 10 over local area network (LAN) 13 for 
comparison to database 11, maintained therein, which cor 
relates signal strength to location within the area. It is 
likewise known to use ratio of signal strength as received by 
the various access points to compare to a database 11 to 
determine location. Alternately location may be determined 
by computer 10 based only on ratios of signal strength 
without using a database. 

[0026] FIG. 2 is a ?ow diagram for a ?rst embodiment of 
the method of the present invention. In accordance with the 
?rst embodiment the signal strength of signals sent from the 
mobile unit 17 to a plurality, for example three or four access 
points 12, 14, 16, 18 are provided to computer 10 over local 
area network 13. Computer 10 computes location for mobile 
unit 17 using the absolute value of the signal strength data. 
Computer 10 also computes the location of mobile unit 17 
using ratios of signal strength for pairs of the access points. 

[0027] Referring to FIGS. 4 and 5 there are shown theo 
retical contours of accuracy in feet for determination of 
location from signal strength data for a system having four 
access points arranged in a square pattern. FIG. 4 shows the 
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contours for location using signal strength absolute value, 
provided the system is calibrated to the actual transmitter 
power of the mobile unit. Computer 10 maintains correction 
values for each mobile unit which are used to correct the 
signal strength data for the actual power of the mobile unit 
transmitter. FIG. 5 shows contours of accuracy for determi 
nation of location using ratio of received signal strength, 
where calibration of transmitter power is not required. 
Comparison of the contours in FIGS. 4 and 5 indicates that 
both methods of location determination have comparable 
accuracy within the area bounded by the access points. 

[0028] Using the information from FIGS. 4 and 5 it can be 
seen that use of absolute signal strength is appropriate for 
greater accuracy (1) if the system is callibrated for trans 
mitter power of the mobile units and/or (2) the mobile unit 
is located outside the area bounded by the access points. In 
the embodiment of the invention depicted in FIG. 2, the 
location of the mobile unit 17 is determined using both 
actual values of signal strength and ratios of signal strength 
at pairs of access points. If the difference D between the 
determined values exceeds a selected value X, it is assumed 
the the system is not calibrated for transmitter power of the 
mobile unit 17. In this case, the location of the mobile unit 
17 is selected to be the location determined by ratio of 
received signal power. As an additional feature, the correc 
tion value for the mobile unit 17 can be updated based on the 
observed difference in location computed by the two meth 
ods, preferrably in a manner that causes the correction value 
to converge on the correct value after a sequence of updates. 
This may be achieved using an adjustment to the correction 
value that is, for example, one-half of the difference in actual 
signal level observed. 

[0029] In a variation of the method depicted in FIG. 2, 
location is initially determined based on one or a combina 
tion of the two location determinations, preferrably the ratio 
determination. If the mobile unit is initially determined to be 
in a portion of the area bounded by the access points, where 
ratio calculation is most accurate, the ratio calculation of 
location is selected for the mobile unit location. If the mobile 
unit is initially determined to be outside the portion of the 
area bounded by the access points, the location calculated 
using absolute signal strength values is selected for the 
mobile unit location. 

[0030] Referring to FIG. 3 there is shown an alternate 
embodiment of the method of the present invention wherein 
the access points 12, 14, 16, 18, measure time of arrival for 
signals sent from the mobile unit 17 in addition to measure 
ment of received signal strength. In accordance with the 
embodiment of FIG. 3, the location of the mobile unit is 
determined using a maximum likelihood calculation based 
on a combination of the received signal strength values and 
time of arrival measurement. An exemplary maximum like 
lihood calculation is described below. 

[0031] Modern commercial indoor localiZation systems 
typically operate on the premise of either Time-Difference 
of-Arrival (TDoA) or Signal Strength (SS) measurements at 
a number of ?xed receivers. An example of TDoA imple 
mentation is the WhereNet system which operates in the 
unlicensed 2.4 GHZ ISM band. This particular system com 
bats performance degradation due to multipath fading by 
utiliZing larger bandwidth than 802.11b systems, a manifes 
tation of higher chip rate. This would cause a problem if one 
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wishes to utilize an existing 802.11b infrastructure for 
localization purposes. Examples of SS implementation also 
operate in the unlicensed 2.4 GHz ISM band. These SS 
systems share the same drawbacks: a fairly elaborate site 
survey to develop a radio signal characteristic database 11, 
and susceptibility to variations in transmitters’ radiated 
power. 

[0032] It is desireable that an indoor localization method 
employs existing 802.11 infrastructures. For the TDoA 
approach, good accuracy must be provided in the face of a 
low chip rate. This can only be achieved with a very 
sophisticated mathematical method capable of resolving the 
line-of-sight component from multipath-corrupted TDoA 
measurements. For the SS approach, it appears that the 
elaborate site-survey to develop a database is an inescapable 
eventuality due to lack of accurate indoor RF propagation 
models, but the susceptibility to variations in transmitters’ 
radiated power may be resolved. 

[0033] The geometry for location by signal strength using 
two access points is shown in FIG. 6 where P is a transmitter 
at (x, y), A and C are two receivers at (—a, 0) and (a, 0) which 
receive transmission from P with signal power measure 
ments s0 and s1, respectively. Let 1115s 1/ sOZO. Then: 

[0034] It is assumed for the following calculations that (a) 
line-of-sight Friis propagation model, inverse square law of 
distance applies, (b) that isotropic transmit and receive 
antennas are used, (c) that additive Gaussian noise is present 
and (d) there is no a priori knowledge of power radiated by 
transmitter P at (x, y). 

[0035] Let 110 and n1 be uncorrelated zero-mean Gaussian 
random variables with standard deviations o0 and 01, 
respectively. By the above assumptions (a)-(c), the signal 
strength measurements are expressible as: 

50 (1a) 
s=m+nwheresz , 

51 

1 1 

[0036] Given a (known, ?xed receiver locations) and noise 
covariance (A), the quantities to be estimated are 0t (which 
is related to the power radiated by the transmitter and 
antennae directivities) and the transmitter location (x, y). 
The likelihood of s, conditioned upon m, is 

$15 - muia] (2) 
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where A*12E(')TA_l(') denotes the Euclidean norm with 
respect to the (positive-de?nite) fundamental metric tensor 
A_l. The log-likelihood of s, conditioned upon m, is there 
fore expressible as: 

[0037] The maximum-likelihood (ML) criterion selects 
that value m=m which maximizes the likelihood function 
given by equation (2). Since the likelihood function is 
decreasing in the argument of the exponential, this is equiva 
lent to minimizing the following sufficient statistics 

[0038] Since the suf?cient statistics is non-negative, the 
absolute best case happens when the global minimum occurs 
at the lower bound, namely zero. If that is possible, then the 
ML solution must be mas since A“1 is positive de?nite. Now 
we determine the conditions under which the suf?cient 
statistics vanishes at the ML solution. Equation (4a) is 
rewritten: 

[0039] Since uO and 111 are parametrically related via (x,y), 
it may not be prudent to expect that, for arbitrary values of 
s, the ML solution can be determined from u(x,y)Es/ot where 
the sufficient statistics vanishes. Proper consideration 
requires the determination of the relationship between uO and 
ul, as follows 

=> (do - m2 5 (if 5 (do + m2 

But uosl/do2 and ulsl/dlz; therefore, 

'40 '40 (7) 
isulsi 

[0040] Inequalities (7) describe a region on the (uO, ul) 
plane which gives all feasible vectors u (x, y). On the (uO, u 1) 
plane, the term s/ot in equation (5) represents a straight line 
from the origin passing through s. 
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[0041] For a given value of sE[sO,s1]T, the suf?cient sta 
tistics vanishes at the ML solution, Which is determined by 
u (x,y)Es/ot (or equivalently mas), if and only if the straight 
line de?ned by s/ot penetrates the region de?ned by (7) on 
the (uO, u 1) plane. This is alWays possible for arbitrary values 
of s , as shoWn in FIG. 7. Furthermore, FIG. 7 also reveals 
that there are in?nitely many such ML solutions for a given 
measurement s. 

[0042] Thus, it is concluded that the su?icient statistics 
de?ned in (4a) must necessarily and suf?ciently vanish at the 
ML solution, for all measurements s. 

0043 Let 5s /s 20 then: I: 1p O 1 

Thus, 

+ 1 2 \/— 2 (8a) [3c—Z_la]+y2=[wi//1Za] wherelpzgzo 

and, therefore, 

51a)? 5150 A (8b) 

[0044] Eq. (8a) shoWs that for all 1])20 there are in?nitely 
many equi-probable ML solutions, all of Which are distrib 
uted on a circle centered at 

With radius 

77 

Where the suf?cient statistics vanishes. Furthermore, asso 
ciated With every feasible value of (it, there are tWo ML 
solutions Which are symmetrical around the x-axis as shoWn 
in FIG. 6. 

[0045] The folloWing can be deduced from equations 
(8a)-(8b) 

77 (9a) 
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-continued 

(9C) 

[0046] An example of the locus of ML solutions for 1p>1 
is shoWn in FIG. 6. For 1p<1, the circle Would be to the left 
of the y-axis. The locus becomes the y-axis When 1p=1, 
Which is the limit of the circle as 1p—>l as We Would expect. 
Let B and D be the x-intercepts of the circle. In other Words, 
B and D represent the ML solutions on the x-axis corre 

sponding to a given value of 11). Note that the four (colinear) 
points (A, B, C, D) form a harmonic division since 

[0047] By fundamental properties of harmonic divisions, 
the beam formed by (PA, PB, PC, PD) is a harmonic beam, 
any four-point cross-section of Which forms a harmonic 
division. The locus of ML solutions is also the locus of 
vertices from Which BA and BC subtend the same angles. In 
other Words, the ray PB alWays bisects LAPC. The ML 
solutions do not depend on the noise poWer. The error 
covariance does, hoWever. We knoW from classic analytic 
geometry that conic sections such as circles, parabolas and 
hyperbolae can be constructed by knoWledge of distances 
from points on such curves to ?xed points (foci) or lines 
(directrices). In that light, aside from the usual de?nitions, a 
circle can be alternatively de?ned as the locus of points the 
distances from Which to tWo ?xed points form a constant 
ratio. These circles arc commonly referred to as Apollonius 
circles. 

[0048] ML solutions are determined from the criterion 
m=s. Consider 

(noise covariance!) (10) 

[0049] The information given by eq. (10) is not quite What 
We are after. That Which We are really interested in is the 

error covariance on the x-y plane, ie 
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I is commonly referred to as the Fisher’ s information matrix. 
To evaluate eq. (11), apply the chain rule as folloWs: 

[0050] Substitute equations (l3a)-(l3b) into equation 
(l2),We have 

[0051] Finally, substitute equation (14) into (11a)-(11b), 
the error covariance is given by 

Since I is a loW-order (2x2) matrix, it is not dif?cult to 
compute the inverse. We have, 

[0052] Note that the quantities mO/oO and ml/ol represent 
the familiar signal-to-noise ratios. The error covariance is 
indeed a decreasing function of the signal-to-noise ratios, as 
expected. 
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[0053] The system geometry for three receivers is shoWn 
in FIG. 8 Where P is a transmitter at (x, y), A, B and C are 
three receivers at (—a, 0), (b, 0) and (0, c) Which receive 
transmission from P With signal poWer measurements so, s l 
and s2, respectively. De?ning the folloWing quantities: 

wIESI/SOEO and wZESZ/SOEO 

[0054] The distances betWeen receiver pairs are given by: 

rOEKB=a+b; rlER=‘/b2+c2 and bias/3A8 
[0055] Operating under the same assumptions as in the 
tWo-receiver case, let: 

I l 

[0056] Following exactly the same arguments as in the 
tWo-receiver case, the maximum-likelihood criterion selects 
that value In =m Which minimiZes the sufficient statistics 
given by (4a), i.e.: 

tion between s and m(x,y;0t)) 

*r](m(x,y;0t)) §*r](m(x,y;0t));0; for all feasible m(x,y;0t) 

[0057] Utilizing results for the tWo-receiver con?guration, 
there are at most tWo ML solutions at Which the suf?cient 
statistics vanishes. As illustrated in FIG. 8, these solutions 
must be at the intersection of the folloWing circles: 

[0058] It is clear that (C0), (C1) and (C2) do not necessarily 
pair-Wise intersect for all values of 1])1 and 11),. If the circles 
do pair-Wise intersect, hoWever, then all three circles must 
intersect each other at the same point(s). Under any circum 
stances, the centers of these circles are alWays co-linear With 
slope tan 6=c1p2(1p1-1)/[rO1p1-(b1p1+a)1p2] as shoWn in FIG. 
8. 
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[0059] In order to identify (x,y) at Which the suf?cient 
statistics vanishes, We only need compute the intersection of 
tWo circles, say (CO) and (C 1). Let D be the distance betWeen 
the centers of (CO) and (C1), ie 

[0060] Let 0 be the angle from the x-axis to the line 
passing through the centers of the circles, in the counter 
clockwise direction as shoWn in FIG. 8, then: 

0050 = x1 (17) 

[0061] To ease the algebra, let (x',y') be the neW coordinate 
system generated by translating (x,y) to the center of (CO) at 
(xO,0), folloWed by counter-clockWise rotation by the angle 
0-75 radians. 

[96-960] [c050 —sin0] X, y _ _ sinO 0050 y’ 

[0062] Note that in the neW coordinate system (x',y'), the 
centers of (CO) and (Cl), respectively, are represented by 
(x'O, y'O)=(0,0) and (x'1,y'l)=(—D,0). Solve for (x',y') We 
arrive at: 

i\/ 4132125 - (Rf - R3 - D2)2 

Wherein it is required that 

4D2RO2%(R12—RO2—D2)2 (19) 

[0063] Substitute (19) into (18), We obtain 

i \/ 4132125 - (Rf - R3 - D2)2 

Feb. 28, 2008 

Where We stipulate that 1])1 and 1])2 must be such that the 
following constraints (in equivalent forms) are satis?ed: 

22 2_ 2_ 2Q 2 2 2 

RO/§D§R1+RO (21) 
[0064] The constraint on 1])1 and W2 expressed by (21) 
implies that not all Ml. solutions can be represented by eq. 
(20). Those Which are represented by eq. (20), hoWever, 
guarantee that the suf?cient statistics is Zero. That is, the 
suf?cient statistics does not necessarily vanish at every ML 
solution. This is in contrast With the tWo-receiver case Where 
the sufficient statistics must necessarily and suf?ciently 
vanish at every ML solution. 

[0065] In cases Where 1])1 and 1])2 fail to satisfy constraint 
(21), algebraic methods appear intractable. Numerical tech 
niques must be employed to compute the ML solutions. 
These solutions, While maximizing the likelihood function, 
do not guarantee that the suf?cient statistics is Zero. 

[0066] The solutions given by (20) and (21) contain sin 
gularities at 1p1=1, 1p2=1, 1p1=0 and 1p2=0. The solutions can, 
still be correctly determined under these conditions by 
applications of L3 Hopital’s rule. To ease computational 
dif?culties at these singularities, those special cases are 
given beloW: 

[0067] If 1])1 and W2 fail to satisfy constraint (21), ML 
solutions of the form given by eq. (20) do not exist. The 
suf?cient statistics cannot vanish at the ML solutions in this 
case. To solve the problem under these conditions, We seek 
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that estimate (>23) and the associated parameter ét at Which 
the gradient of the su?icient statistics vanishes, i.e. 

[0068] Substitute (27b)-(27c) into (27a) to obtain the 
gradient of the su?icient statistics, then set the resultant to 
Zero according to eq. (26a): 

A 5c+a A x-b A 2 (2s) 

aolodmw ammo add?m 
@ v a v a &—c 
JMSOW) 4mm) @4306») 

l l l 

246460‘, &) M41201 &) 201242201 w 

[1 

“130m 
.n-L :0 

412M) 
13/ 

52-44») 

[0069] To improve computational ef?ciency, We can easily 
eliminate ét using the third equation in (28) and the system 
of equations is reduced to: 

Where 
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w, &) Em, W36‘, Wife, @452, i) (29“) 

[0070] A Matlab subroutine employing algebraic root 
solving methods may be Written to solve for the ML solu 
tions and the associated optimal value of a from equations 

(29a)-(29c). 

[0071] Following the same approach as in the tWo-receiver 
case, the ?rst step is to determine the Fisher’s information 
matrix de?ned by equation (1 lb). To evaluate the gradient of 
the log-likelihood function: 

Where 

Bmo Bml Bmz 

[0072] Substitute the last tWo expressions into eq. (30): 

[0073] Substitute the last expression into eq. (llb), noting 
that E{[s—m(x,y)][s—m(x,y)]T}=A, We arrive at the Fisher’s 
information matrix J is: 

2 

J22 : (Sigma; y) Jrclifhfg, y) 
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-continued 

[0074] The Cramer-Rao bound on the error covariance 
requires 1-1: 

E10: 402} 2 11121210 — W12 15;; 

—J12] J11 

2 

Where 

_ 

_ I1] 

and 

Vanish for (x, y)EBA 

Vanish for (x,y)ECB Vanish for (x,y)EAC 

1 1 1 (g)? dig-LU} dig-L923 
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2 2 

d3 : i[a2+b2+c2 + Q] 

[0078] The signal-to-noise ratio at A, B and C are 

(m0/00)2lo(m1/01)2lo=(m2/02)2lo=SNR 

[0079] The error variance at the point 0 is bounded by: 

Em — m2 + (ye — M212 

[0080] Moving aWay from point 0 to the position (X,y), 
the distances ?-om Which to A, B and C are do, d'l and d'2, 
respectively. Let: 

[0081] Then the error variance at (X,y), normalized to dc2, 
is bounded by 

(32) 

2 

m2 

[0075] The error covariance is a decreasing function of the 
signal-to-noise-ratios. A numerical example is given beloW: 

[0076] Example: oO=0l=02; a=80 ft; b=40 ft; c=60 ft 

[0077] Consider the point 0 at (xc,yC )=0.5(b-a,c-ab/c), 
Which is the center of the circle circumscribing the triangle 
ABC, This point is equi-distant to A, B and C. Denote this 
distance as do, then 
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[0082] Upon numerical substitution, the plot of normal 
iZed standard-deviation of error along the three lines which 
bisect AB, BC and CA at right angles is given below. The 
error bound increases rapidly outside the triangle ABC. 

[0083] To compute location by a combination of signal 
strength and time of arrival using two receivers, the system 
geometry is essentially identical to that shown in FIG. 6. it 
is assumed that both received signal power and time 
dilTerence-of-arrival (TDoA) measurements are available. P 
is a transmitter at (x, y), A and C are two receivers at (—a, 
0) and (a, 0) which receive transmission from P with signal 
power measurements so and s1, respectively. Let 1])ESl/ sOZO. 
Time diference of arrival is I. Let c be the (known) speed of 
EM wave propagation in air and de?ne 6505/2. Note that 6 
represents half the di?‘erence between PA and PC. Additive 
Gaussian noise in both signal-power and TDoA measure 
ments. 

[0084] To compute maximum likelihood estimation using 
assumptions (a)-(c) above, let: 

[0085] The noise vector n is Gaussian by assumption. 
Note that elements of the (positive de?nite) noise covariance 
A have di?cerent physical meanings. Whereas the dimension 
of o0 and (I1 is signal-power, that of 02 is distance. Following 
exactly the same arguments as in previous analyses, the ML 
criterion selects that value m=m which minimiZes the suf 
?cient statistics given by (4a), i.e.: 

[0086] To determine the conditions under which the suf 
?cient statistics vanishes at the ML solution, the necessary 
and suf?cient condition is mas since A is positive de?nite. 
In other words, 
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[0087] Equation (33b) represents one branch of a hyper 
bola with vertex at (6, 0), foci at (—a, 0) and (a, 0). Thus, the 
ML solution (x,y) at which the suf?cient statistics vanishes 
must lie on the right-hand branch of the hyperbola if 6>0, the 
left-hand branch of the hyperbola if 6<0, and the y-axis if 
6=0. This hyperbola is denoted by (H) in FIG. 9, corre 
sponding to an example where 6>0. 

[0088] Drawing from previous results where only signal 
power measurements are used in a localiZation system with 

two receivers (FIG. 1), equation (33a) represents the circle 
described by equation (8a). Thus, the ML solution (x, y) at 
which the suf?cient statistics vanishes must also lie on the 
Apollonius circle de?ned by the points A, C and the har 
monic division ratio “Ea/W. This circle is denoted by (L) 
in FIG. 9, corresponding to an example where 1p>1. 

[0089] Combining the two facts stated above, there are at 
most two ML solutions at which the suf?cient statistics 
vanishes. As illustrated in FIG. 9, these solutions must be at 
the intersection of the circle (L) and the hyperbola (H) 
described below 
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[0090] If the ML solutions are given by equation (34), then 

[0091] 
in equation (34), the su?icient statistics cannot vanish at the 
ML solution. To solve the problem under these conditions, 

If 6 and 11) do not satisfy the constraints delineated 

We seek that estimate (>23) and the associated parameter ét 
at Which the gradient of the suf?cient statistics vanishes, i.e. 

Vow/1W9‘, y, 11) ham) = 0 (35a) 

Where 

11(X, y, MIIS —m(x, y; Mllia 
and 

mo (35b) 

"10‘, y; w) E "11 

m2 

[1 

I6 
[I 

I If 

do — d1 

T 
l1 

l1 

M01 W 50130}, Wm, &) 5pm, M301 &) 6 

Where 

(2 + aw, wife, 9) 
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By chain rule, 

vwamw y, a) = v(A,ymmT<xA y; a) - vm mm) 

Where 

x+a x-a l( x-a x+a) [I [I _ _ 

déhx, y) am, y) 4 die, y) d006, y) 

y y y( 1 1 1 a 4 a 4 — - 

downy) d106, y) 4 d106, y) (my) 
1 l 

-2— - 2 0 ZdoW y) M106, y) 

V,,,1](m) : —2/\’1 [s —m(x, y; 11)] 

[0092] Of the three equations above , substitute the last 
tWo into the ?rst to obtain the gradient of the suf?cient 
statistics, then set the resultant to Zero according to eq, (35a) 

5c+a A 5c-a 1(5c-a 5c+a] (36) [I 11 — _ 

W801 &) mm») 40% dam) dam) 
A & A & y 1 1 ] 
avédarm de?le») whim) mm 

1 l 

[0093] To improve computational ef?ciency, We can easily 
eliminate d using the third equation in (36) and the system 
of equations is reduced to 

doe, y) -m (k, y) f I O 
2 

MP A) Hodge») 011mm) 40% dim) _ dom) 
x, y E 

we, W120‘, &) we, M301 &) l[ 1 _ 1 1 
01mm, &) W126‘, w 40% mm) dam) 

m, m 5 50mm, y) + wédéwh y) 

and 

w, y) E m, W301 W12 (m) 
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[0094] A Matlab subroutine employing algebraic root 
solving methods may be written to solve for the ML solu 
tions and the associated optimal value of ét from the above 
equations. 

[0095] For systems employing signal-power and TDoA 
measurements with more than two receivers, the analysis 
quickly becomes intractable. However, numerical solutions 
require only a straightforward extension of the above 
method where the system order increases linearly with the 
number of receivers. We expect —a§6§a in the absence of 
noise. This is almost trivial by considering the triangle APC 
in FIG. 9 where 26, which is the difference between two 
sides PA and PC, must be smaller than the third side AC, the 
length of which is 2a. Hence, one would argue that perfor 
mance may be enhanced if TDoA samples resulting in [6] éa, 
which must be heavily corrupted by noise for the reason 
mentioned above, are altogether disregarded. 

[0096] Following the same approach as in previous analy 
ses, the ?rst step is to determine the Fisher’s information 
matrix de?ned by equation (11b). We begin by evaluating 
the gradient of the log-likelihood function: 

[0097] Substitute the last two expressions into equation 
(37): 

d006, y) + d106, y) 

[0098] Substitute the last expression into eq. (11b), noting 
that E{[s—m(x,y)][s—m(x,y)]T}=A, we arrive at the Fisher’s 
information matrix J 
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where the elements of J are given by: 

[0099] To ?nd the Cramer-Rao bound on the error cova 
riance J‘1 is computed: 

and 

Bur-2202 + (y - @2} 
a2 

2 






