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Abstract—Realizing edge intelligence consists of sensing, com-
munication, training, and inference stages. Conventionally, the
sensing and communication stages are executed sequentially,
which results in excessive amount of dataset generation and up-
loading time. This paper proposes to accelerate edge intelligence
via integrated sensing and communication (ISAC). As such, the
sensing and communication stages are merged so as to make the
best use of the wireless signals for the dual purpose of dataset gen-
eration and uploading. However, ISAC also introduces additional
interference between sensing and communication functionalities.
To address this challenge, this paper proposes a classification
error minimization formulation to design the ISAC beamforming
and time allocation. The globally optimal solution is derived via
the rank-1 guaranteed semidefinite relaxation, and performance
analysis is performed to quantify the ISAC gain over that of
conventional edge intelligence. Simulation results are provided
to verify the effectiveness of the proposed ISAC-assisted edge
intelligence system. Interestingly, we find that ISAC is always
beneficial, when the duration of generating a sample is more
than the duration of uploading a sample. Otherwise, the ISAC
gain can vanish or even be negative. Nevertheless, we still derive a
sufficient condition, under which a positive ISAC gain is feasible.

Index Terms—Beamforming, edge intelligence, integrated sens-
ing and communication (ISAC).

I. INTRODUCTION

Edge intelligence emerges as a promising solution to lever-
age massive data distributed at the network edge for training
various machine learning models at the edge server [1]-[3].
Generally, edge intelligence can be categorized into two types:
federated learning and centralized learning. If local computing
is available at the devices, federated learning can be adopted,
where all the devices update and upload their local learning
model parameters periodically to the edge server for model
training [4]-[6]. On the other hand, if local computing is
not available, centralized learning is required, where devices
need to upload the sensing data to the edge server via
wireless communications [7]-[9]. This is typically the case in
sensor networks where the energy and computation resources
at the devices are rather limited. In [7], a learning-centric
power allocation was proposed to optimize the generalization
performance by smart dataset collection from many sensors.
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In [8], the path, power, and sample amount planning for
unmanned ground vehicles were optimized to maximize the
generalization performance in centralized edge intelligence
systems. In [9], robotic experiments were carried out to verify
the robustness of centralized learning against motion and
communication uncertainties.

Including [4]-[9], enabling edge intelligence systems can
be generally divided into four stages: sensing, communication,
training, and inference stages. Specifically, it senses the diverse
data by sensors, collects the data via communication, trains
machine learning models at the edge server, and executes
model inference for the mobile users. However, existing edge
intelligence systems [4]-[9] execute the sensing and commu-
nication stages sequentially, resulting in excessive amount of
dataset generation and uploading time. To accelerate edge
intelligence, this paper proposes to merge the sensing and
communication stages so as to make the best use of the
wireless signals for the dual purpose of dataset generation and
uploading, so called integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) approach. The ISAC technology has been studied in
existing literature [10]-[12]. In [10], the optimal design of
dual-functional waveform for radar and communication was
proposed. In [11], the reconfigurable intelligent surface-aided
dual-functional ISAC system was devised. In [12], the joint
trajectory, sensing, and communication design for unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAV) were considered. Nevertheless, none of
the above research have considered to apply ISAC in acceler-
ating sensing and communication stages for edge intelligence.

To fill the research gap, this paper proposes to accelerate the
edge intelligence via ISAC. Our contributions are summarized
as follows: We propose the ISAC-assisted edge intelligence
system, where the sensor simultaneously senses the target
and uploads the samples to the edge server. To optimize the
generalization performance of proposed system, we formulate
a non-convex beamforming and time allocation problem. We
derive the globally optimal solution of the formulated problem
by leveraging the Charnes-Cooper transformation, semidefinite
relaxation (SDR), and Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions.
We also analyze the computational complexity of proposed
solutions. We analyze the ISAC gain over conventional edge
intelligence system with sequential sensing and communi-
cation stages. Specifically, we reveal that ISAC is always
beneficial, when the duration of generating a sample is more
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Fig. 1. Proposed ISAC-assisted edge intelligence system v.s. conventional
edge intelligence system, where the conventional system is with sequential
sensing and communication stages, and the proposed edge intelligence system
has a merged sensing and communication stage via ISAC.

than the duration of uploading a sample, and analyze the
impact of system parameters on ISAC gain. When the duration
of uploading a sample is more than the duration of generating
a sample, ISAC gain can vanish or even be negative, due
to the excessive interference and power splitting by sensing
functionality of ISAC. Nevertheless, we still derive a sufficient
condition, under which a positive ISAC gain is feasible.
Furthermore, we demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
system via a simulated use case on human motion recognition.
The simulation results validate the acceleration of proposed
system and corroborate our ISAC gain analysis.

Notations: a is a scalar, a is a column vector, and A is a
matrix. | - | denotes modulus operator. || - || denotes Euclidean
norm. (-)¥ denotes conjugate transpose operator.

Organization: The remaining paper is organized as follows:
We first introduce the system model of ISAC-assisted edge
intelligence system in Section-II. Then, we formulate the
problem of joint time allocatio and beamforming optimzation
in Section-III. Next, we present the solution approach for
global optimal solution and the analysis of ISAC gain in
Section-IV and Section-V. The simulation results are presented
in Section-VI. Finally, we concluded this paper in Section-VII.

II. ISAC-ASSISTED EDGE INTELLIGENCE SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an edge intelligence system, consisting of one
sensor with N antennas, M sensing targets, and one edge
server with single antenna. The sensor collects the training
datasets from sensing M targets in a time-division manner, and
uploads the datasets to the edge server, where the model train-
ing corresponding to each target are executed. In contrast to
sequential dataset sensing and uploading, we propose to assist
the edge intelligence system with ISAC shown in Fig. 1, where
the dataset sensing and uploading are performed in parallel,
such that the overall time of dataset sensing and uploading
may be reduced, namely accelerating. More specifically, the

proposed edge intelligence system contains M ISAC phases,
where the aim of the m-th Phase (m =1,2,---, M) is to the
collect dataset m from the target m and uploads. In the m-th
Phase, there are L,,, epoches, where each epoch generates one
training sample from sensing the target. The duration of m-th
Phase and each epoch are denoted by 7, and tg, respectively.

A. Radar Sensing Model
At the [-th epoch of Phase m, based on [13], the radar echo
channel between the sensor and the target m is given by

Gini(t) = gma (N, 0)a” (N, 0,,) 6(t — dyy), (1)

denoted by ém

where g, ; denotes the reflection coefficient including the
round-trip pathloss, radar cross section, and Doppler phase
shift; OL(N7 Qm) L [1; €j27rd/)\sin9m; L. ;ej(N—l)QTl'd/)\ sin Hm]
with d antenna spacing, A wavelength, and 6,, angle of
departure (AoD) and angle of arrival (AoA); and §(t — d,y, 1)
denotes the impulse function with propagation delay d,, ;. In
the Phase m, the radar clutter channel between the sensor and
the target m is given by'

Q
Cn(t) = Z Cm,q0(N, wm,q)aT(N, Prm,g)0(t = dimq), (2)

q=1
where there are () multipaths; c,, , denotes the reflection
coefficient for the g-th multipath; v,, , denotes the AoA, and
®m,q denotes the AoD; d,,, 4 denotes the propagation delay for
the g-th multipath. At the [-th epoch of Phase m, the transmit
signal from the sensor combines sensing and communica-
tion functionalities, which contains radar signal srm’l(t), e.g.,
FMCW, with radar beamformer w,,, and communication signal
sfml(t) with communication beamformer f,,. Thanks to the
asymptotic orthogonality of communication beamformer and
radar echo channel and the communication signal interference
cancellation, we ignore the impact of communication signal
when examining the received radar signal®. At the I-th epoch
of Phase m, the received radar signal at the sensor is given by

Y1 (t) = (G i(t) + Ca (1)) * s3,,1(2),
Q
= (gm,lém + Z Cm,qa(Na wm,q)aT (N7 ¢7n,q))

q=1

denoted by C,,

><Srm,l(t - dm,l) + nm,l(t)7 (3)

where * denotes the convolution operator; n,, ;(¢) denotes
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) and follows
CN(0,0°1y). Built upon (3), we define the sensing signal-
to-noise-plus-interference ratio (SINR) of Phase m as

G G Wi ||2
SINR?SN _ |1Gm Gm Wil ’ (4)
21 |C 2
02 +[|Crn Wi |

ISince the beamformer and sensing environment is not changed in the m-th
Phase, we therefore assume that the radar clutter channel is unchanged for
each epoch within the m-th Phase.

2See [14] and reference therein for self-interference cancellation in ISAC.



where §,, denotes the amplitude of reflection coefficient with
Gm = |gmal,= -+ = |gm,L,,|» as the distance between the
sensor and the target is assumed to be fixed within Phase m.
All g, C,,L, and C,,, can be estimated before the start of Phase
m, since distance and angle of target, and environment are

assumed to be unchanged during Phase m.

B. Communication Model

At the [-th epoch of Phase m, based on [13], the received
signal at the edge server is expressed as

Z'm,l(t) = hHerLS:nJ(t_pm,l)‘FthmS;iml(t_p771,,l)+nm,l(t)v
&)
where h denotes the channel between sensor and edge server;
Pm,; denotes the propagation delay induced by communication
channel; and and n,, ;(t) denotes the AWGN with n,, ;(t) ~
CN(0,0?). The transmit power constraint is given by

Wi ||? + [[E0]> < P, Vm, (6)

where P denotes the maximal transmit power. As such, the
communication SINR at the edge server is defined as

Ihlt,,|?

SINREM — = ml
" 02 + V‘hHWnLP

(7
where 0 < v < 1 is the successive interference cancellation
(SIC) coefficient with 1 for no SIC and 0 for perfect SIC.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The goal of edge intelligence system is to optimize gener-
alization performance. To this end, the widely-used empirical
model for classification error when inference, (e.g., in [7]),
is taken into use, given by amv;bm, where a,,,b,, > 0
are hyper-parameters for difficulty of task m, and wv,, is
the number of collected samples of task m. The number of
collected samples need to satisfy the ISAC constraint. That is,
Uy, should be equal to the minimum of the number of samples
that the communication link can afford and the number of
samples that the sensing can provide, given by

Uy =
. B,
mln{ Dm log, <1 +

where the number of samples that the communication link
can afford is given by % log, (1 + %) with 7,
duration of Phase m, B bandwidth, D data volume per sample,
and the number of sensing samples of Phase m is expressed as
Tm/ts. On the other hand, the corresponding sensing quality
constraint should be met, namely the sensing SINR of Phase
m is not less than the threshold 7,,, given by

|hff,, |2
9 tS

o2 4+ yhfw,,|2

Tm}, Ym, (8)

10 G Win |
T o2+ |CrWin [

In addition, the duration of M ISAC phases should be con-

strained, given by
M
Z Tm < T.
m=1

vm. 9

m

(10)

Therefore, considering the overall performance and fairness,
we aim to minimize the maximal classification error of M
tasks w.r.t. beamformers and time allocation for M phases,
under four constraints, namely the ISAC constraint, the sensing
quality constraint, the duration of M ISAC phases constraint,
and the maximal transmit power constraint. Mathematically,
the resulting problem is formulated below

(P1) : b

min = max am,v,, "
Wonofm, T} M

s.t. (6), (8) — (10).

Remark 1: Based on each author’s knowledge, it is the first
time that minimizing the maximal classification error is con-
sidered, rather than optimizing the sensing or communication
metrics in the majority of existing ISAC work. On the other
hand, the existing edge intelligence work omit the benefit of
ISAC, which is the main focus of our work. Therefore, the
formulation of Problem (P1) is novel, especially the intro-
duction of the ISAC constraint for edge intelligence system.
Unfortunately, the Problem (P1) is non-convex. Nevertheless,
we still develop the algorithm for globally optimal solution.

IV. GLOBALLY OPTIMAL SOLUTION

The globally optimal solution of Problem (P1) is obtained
via two steps. In Step-I, the beamforming is globally optimized
via Charnes-Cooper transformation and rank-1 guaranteed
SDR, where the transformed problem is not related to time
allocation. In Step-II, given the optimal beamformer, the time
allocation problem is reformulated as a convex problem and
solved by KKT conditions. The details are elaborated below.

A. Step-1: Beamforming Optimization

Firstly, we shall optimize the beamformers given time
allocation. The resulting problem can be written as

. [BTml (1 N Ihft,, |2 )}_b”
min max a,, | —=lo SR
{Win fm} ™ D % o2 +v|hfw,, |2
t oy < HImImWmll g, 12
S e 12
||Wm||2 + ||fm||2 <P, vma (12b)

ms mo H = hhH? Dm =
~H A
|9m|*G,, Gm» Eny = CﬁCm, W, =W,¢ F, =F,¢& and
& > 0, we can decouple the problem (12) into M semidefinite
programming (SDP) subproblems. The m!" subproblem is

Tr{F, H}

Letting Wm = WmWH Fm = fme

max
(W5 FL 3¢
st o%E+ATe{W, H} =1, (13a)
Mo”6 + Tr{E,, W, } < Tr{D,, W, }(13b)
Te{W.,} + Te{F, } <P, (13¢)
W, F, =0. (13d)
Proposition 1: The Problem (13) has the same optimal
solution as that of Problem (12).
Proof: Please refer to Appendix A. [ ]

The above SDP problem can be solved by the CVX toolbox.
Therefore, the Problem (12) can be solved as well.



Algorithm 1 The proposed algorithm for solving Problem (P1)
Input: 027 B,D,T,ts,h, gm, Gma Cins @, by, iy YM
1. Form=1: M
2:  Solving Problem (13) by CVX. % Subproblem
3: End
4
5

: Eigendecomposition of optimal solution of Problem (13).
: Solving Problem (14) via bisection search and (15).

Output: w* , £~

m> m>

*
T, Ym.

B. Step-II: Time Allocation Optimization

Secondly, we shall optimize the time allocation given opti-
mal beamformers. The resulting problem can be written as

I <1 + |th;|2 )
o —m ),
82 U2+7\hHw;‘n|2

BT,

min max a,, [min {

{Tm} m
—bm
Tm
ts H

M
s.t. Z Tm < T.
m=1

Proposition 2: The optimal solutions of Problem (14), de-
noted by 7,,, Vm, satisfy the following optimality conditions:

1 wr T
= ., Vm, (15
"™ min{m,, (SINRSOM), 7. (ts)} (am> (1>

(14)

* : M * =

where * satisfies > _; min{wm,c(SINIRg?M),m(ts)} (" /) o
= T, Tm(SINRSM) = Blog, (1 + SINRGM) /D with
SINRCM = [, [2/(02 + y[n" wi, [2), and 7, (ts) = 1/ts.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix B for the proof. ]

C. Overall Algorithm and Complexity Analysis

Now, we finally summarize the proposed approach for solv-
ing Problem (P1) in Algorithm 1. The worst case complexity
of Algorithm 1 is analyzed below. In Step-I, the complexity
of solving Problem (13) via SDR is O(N3%) [15]. Since we
need to address M problems, the total complexity of Step-I
is O(MN3®). In Step-II, the complexity of bisection search
for p* is O(M log(1/€)) [16], as having M components. The
total complexity of Step-II is O(M + M log(1/e)), due to
(15) and bisection search. Overall, the complexity of proposed
algorithm is polynomial, i.e., O(M + M log(1/€) + M N3).

V. ISAC GAIN ANALYSIS

1) Sensing Dominance: When the duration of generating a
sample is more than the duration of uploading a sample (i.e.,
sensing dominance), the ISAC gain over that of conventional
edge intelligence systems is defined and analyzed below.

ISAC Time
Conventional Sens. & Com. Time
_ Y1 Um D/ (Blogy(1 + Pl[h|*/0%)
Y1 Vmts + Yoy vmD/(Blogy(1+ PlIh||2/02))
1

(16)

ISAC Gain =1 —

= >0,
tsBlogy(1+ P||h||?/02)/D +1

where the proposed ISAC-assisted and conventional edge in-
telligence systems have the same amount of training samples,
and the maximal ratio transmit (MRT) beamforming is taken
for the conventional edge intelligence systems.

Remark 2: The ISAC gain analysis in (16) exhibits: 1) The
ISAC gain is always positive when sensing dominance; and 2)
The ISAC gain is inversely proportional to the sensing time
per sample and data volume per sample, and proportional to
bandwidth and maximal transmit power.

2) Communication Dominance: When the duration of up-
loading a sample is more than the duration of generating a
sample (i.e., communication dominance), due to the excessive
interference and power splitting by sensing functionality of
ISAC, ISAC gain can vanish or even be negative. Nevertheless,
a positive ISAC gain is possible, if a sufficient condition holds,
which is shown below.

ISAC Time
Conventional Sens. & Com. Time

@ Yot Vmls + Yy ¥mD/(Blogy(1 + P|[h|[2/0?))

ISAC Gain =1 —

TConv.
M vwD/(Blogy(1+ [Wf, /%))
TCO]’IV.
M M 2 2
() Doy Vmbs + 3y vmD/(Blogy(1 + P[[h[[*/07))
TConv.
M D/(Blog,(1 + BP|h|?/0?
21 YmD/(Blogy(1 4+ BP||h|[*/0%))
TCOHV.
(0 M D/(BBlog,(1 + P||h||?/c?
9 Y om—1 VmD/(BBlogy(1 + P|h||?/5?))
- TCunv.
Yoy vmD/(Blog,(1 + BP||h|[*/a?)) @
- = >0, (17
Conv.

where (a) is from v = 0 and Tco. = Z%Zl Umts +
M wD/(Blog,(1 + P|[h||2/0?); (b) is from letting
f,, = /BPh, Ym with power splitting factor 3, 0 < 8 < 1;
() is from letting tg > (% —1)D/(Blog,y(1 + P|h|?/c?));
(d) is from Jensen’s inequality. Moreover, the analysis in (17)
implies that there exists a threshold of 7,,, denoted by 7/,
above which the positive ISAC gain is feasible. Specifically,
due to v = 0, f,, = v/BPh, Vm, and power splitting from
maximal transmit power P, the radar beamformer w,, can be
designed as /(1 — §)Pw/,,, where w/ is given by

(1— 5)P||§mcmwm|‘2

= _ . 18
Wi aIgmaXmeHg—l o2 + (1 _ B)PHmem‘P ( )
It can be seen that 77, needs to satisfy
1 = B)P||gmGrW,, |2
\ o (= DPlon G| )

0%+ (1= B)P||Crawy, |2
Therefore, we are able to conclude that if a sufficient
condition holds, thatis, y=0,0 < 3 < 1, f,, = /BPh, VYm,
ts > (4 — 1)D/(Blogy(1 + P|h|?/02)). and {n,, Ym}
satisfying (19), a positive ISAC gain is feasible.
Remark 3: The above sufficient condition shows that with
perfect SIC, large enough sensing time, properly selected
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Fig. 2. Generated human motion and spectrogram from platform [17].

beamformers, and qualified threshold of sensing quality, a pos-
itive ISAC gain is feasible when communication dominance.

VI. SIMULATIONS

Human Motion Recognition Tasks: The generated spec-
trograms via human motion recognition platform [17] are
shown in Fig. 2. In particular, there are 2 targets, i.e., 1
child with 1m height and 1 adult with 1.75m, where the child
and adult are located at 90°, 20m, and 270°, 40m from the
sensor, respectively. The edge server is 250m away from the
sensor. To classify the human motion, we build two CNNs,
where hidden layers are set as 32, 64, and 128 units for each
CNN. Correspondingly, there are 2 tasks, where task 1 is to
classify the motion of child standing and walking, and task
2 is to classify the motion of adult standing and walking.
In Fig. 3, we fit the experimental data to obtain the hyper-
parameters of fitting curve, where (a1,b1) = (2.5845,0.5317)
and (ag,by) = (1.9057,0.3778). Moreover, the remaining
simulation parameters are set as follows: As @ is large, C
can be approximated by complex Gaussian matrix, whose item
follows CN (0, —70dBm). The large-scale fading factor is 2.5.
The number of antennas at sensor is 4. Antenna spacing is
0.15m. Wavelength is 0.3m. SIC coefficient at edge server
is 1. The maximal transmit power is 1W. Data volume per
sample is 1Mbits. Bandwidth is 5MHz. AWGN power is
—90dBm. Sensing threshold for task 1 and 2 are 20dB and
1dB, respectively. Simulation results are given below.

Time-saving by ISAC: In Fig. 4, we evaluate the time-
saving of proposed ISAC-assisted system over conventional
system, where tg = 0.1s, and MRT beamforming is adopted
for conventional system. Fig. 4 shows that ISAC accelerates
the stages of sensing and communication, where the time-
saving by ISAC becomes less as classification error increases.
The reason is that the size of training datasets becomes smaller
as classification error increases, thus reducing the amount of
time saved by communication and sensing stage merging.

Error Reduction by ISAC: In Fig. 5, we evaluate the clas-
sification error reduction by employing the proposed ISAC-
assisted system, where tg = 0.1s, and MRT beamforming
is adopted for conventional system. With the same amount
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of time, the proposed ISAC-assisted system enjoys an overall
classification error reduction. This error reduction exhibits that
employing ISAC can collect more samples by using the same
amount of time, in contrast to conventional edge intelligence.

Impacts on ISAC Gain: In Fig. 6, we evaluate the ISAC
gain of proposed ISAC-assisted system over conventional
system. Fig. 6 shows that the ISAC gain first increases from a
negative value to the maximal value, then gradually decreases,
as tg increases. Fig. 6 shows that our analysis of ISAC gain
(16) matches with simulation results for sensing dominance,
and validates that the ISAC gain is inversely proportional to tg
in this case. In addition, it shows that a larger bandwidth leads
to a smaller ISAC gain for sensing dominance, corroborating
our ISAC gain analysis. On the other hand, when communi-
cation dominance, Fig. 6 shows that the ISAC gain can vanish
or even be negative. This is because the excessive interference
and power splitting by sensing functionality of ISAC.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed the ISAC-assisted edge intelligence system,
where the sensing and communication stages were merged so
as to make the best use of the wireless signals for the dual
purpose of dataset generation and uploading. Both simulation
results and performance analysis show that the ISAC-assisted
edge intelligence system is better than the conventional edge
intelligence system without ISAC, when sensing dominance.
Otherwise, when communication dominance, employing ISAC
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for edge intelligence system may not be beneficial in terms
of saving sample generating and uploading time, due to the
excessive interference and power splitting. Nevertheless, for
communication dominance, we still identified a sufficient
condition, under which a positive ISAC gain is feasible.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

t can be seen that Problem (12) is decomposable. More-

over, the objective function is monotonically decreasing w.r.t.

o2 +yhHw,,[2°

H 2
£ As such, it suffices to tackle M separated

subproblems, where the m-th sub-problem is given by

|h¥f,, |?
max > < H_ 5
{wnufrn} 02 + ’y|h Wm|2
Gm G Won ||
1. < dmFmTmil 20
St S o I Wi 2 (20a)
[Wan||* + [ | | < P, (20b)

Applying SDR to tackle the Problem (20), we define W,,, =
WowH F, = £.f2 H = hh?, D, = |3n?Gl G,
E, = Cng, and drop the non-convex rank-1 constraint.
The relaxed problem of Problem (20) is given by

Tr{F,,H}
max
{WIYL7F7TL} 02 + ’YTr{HWm}
Tr{D,,W,,
st g < ; (21a)

o2 + Tr{E, W}
T{W,.} + Tr{F,,} <P, (21b)
W..,Fn, =0, (21c¢)

which is a quasi-convex problem, due to (21a). Next, we apply

the

Charnes-Cooper transformation [18] to deal with the quasi-



convexity. Specifically, defining W/, = W,,,¢, F,. = F,.¢,
and £ > 0, we reformulate the Problem (21) as a SDP problem

max Tr{F, H}

(W, F, }.¢
st. o2& +ATre{HW, } =1, (22a)
Nmo2€ + Tr{E,, W, } < Tr{D,, W/, },(22b)

Te{W.,} + Tr{F, } <P, (22¢)

W, F, =0, (22d)

which can be solved by the CVX toolbox. Note that £ > 0
is implicitly guaranteed by the constraint (22c). The opti-
mal solution of Problem (22) is obtained by the transform
W, =W/ /¢* Fr =F., /&*, where the optimal solution of

Problem (21) is denoted by W'* | F.* £*. Moreover, the SDR
globally optimally solves Problem (20). Namely assuming that
W F* # 0, we have rank{W,*} = 1 and rank{F,’} = 1.
The rationale is given as follows: Denoting the optimal objec-
tive value of Problem (23) as vop, we have

. ! /
{ng‘i}’g Tr{W,,} + Tr{F,,} — &P
st. o2& +ATe{W, H} =1, (23a)
Nmo2& + Tr{E, W, } < Tr{D,,, W}, },(23b)
Tr{F,, H} > vop, (23¢)

w,,.F,, =0, (23d)

which has the same optimal solution of Problem (22). Other-
wise, there is a better solution than W’T’,;, Fﬁib that achieves a
higher value of Tr{F, H} than v.,. However, this is impossi-
ble, since we can decrease the objective value of (23) until the
equality of (23c) is reached. According to [19, Proposition 3],
since there are three constraints in (23), the optimal solution
of Problem (23) follows:

rank{W/" } + rank{F," } + rank{¢*} < 3.

m m

(24)

Due to W' F # 0, we have rank{W/:} = 1 and
rank{F/" } = 1. This implies that the rank-1 constraint main-
tains even if it is removed in the SDP problem.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

Representing the maximal classification error of M tasks
by a slack variable u, we reformulate Problem (14) as

min
{T'm}vll a
—1
(#)"
s.t. dm < Tm, Vm, (25a
min{7,, .(SINRSOM) 7, (ts)} ~ (25
M
> T <1, (25b)
m=1
where

Tm,(SINRSOM) = Blog, (1 + SINRSM) /D

with SINRSOM = |hH £ |2/(o2 4+~ W w |?), ms(ts) = 1/ts.
Next, we apply KKT conditions on Problem (25). By intro-
ducing the Lagrangian multiples A1, Ao, -, Apr41, we define
the Lagrangian function as follows:

p ) P
Qm

min {7, .(SINRSM), 7 (t5)}

M
L:ZAm

m=1

M
+An41 <Z Tm — T) + p.

m=1

— Tm

(26)

The stationarity conditions are given by

or_ 3, (&)™

op by In{ 7, «(SINRSOM) 7, (ts)}

m=1
9L a4 Aarsr = 0, Vi, (27b)
OTm,

The feasibility conditions of primal and dual problems are
given by

A1, A2, Angr > 0, (28a)

1

()"

min{7,, .(SINRSM), 7, (ts)}

— T < 0,Vm, (28b)

M
Y T -T <0, (28¢c)
m=1

The complementary slackness conditions are given by

()"
p. m — 1 | =0,¥m(29a
min{m,, .(SINRSM), 7, (tg)} %
M
AM+1 <Z T — T) =0. (29b)
m=1
For KKT solutions p*, 7,5, Ym, we notice that
M
d =T =0, (30)

m=1

and Apry1 > 0. Otherwise, if N 7% —T < 0and Apryq =
0, we can keep deceasing the objective y by enlarging 77, Vm.
Due to Apr4+1 > 0, we have A, > 0, Vm, from (27b). This

implies that

1 " T
—_— = Tm, Ym, (31
min{m,, .(SINRSM) 7, (t5)} (am> Gl

due to (29a). Substituting (31) into (30), we therefore have
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