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Abstract—Multiband sensing is a promising technology that
utilizes multiple non-contiguous frequency bands to achieve high-
resolution target sensing. In this paper, we investigate the funda-
mental limits and optimization of multiband sensing, focusing on
the fundamental limits associated with time delay. We first derive
a Fisher information matrix (FIM) with a compact form using
the Dirichlet kernel and then derive a closed-form expression
of the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) for the delay separation in a
simplified case to reveal useful insights. Then, a metric called
the statistical resolution limit (SRL) that provides a resolution
limit is employed to investigate the fundamental limits of delay
resolution. The fundamental limits of delay estimation are also
investigated based on the CRB and Ziv-Zakai bound (ZZB).
Based on the above derived fundamental limits, numerical results
are presented to analyze the effect of frequency band apertures
and phase distortions on the performance limits of the multiband
sensing systems. We formulate an optimization problem to find
the optimal system configuration in multiband sensing systems
with the objective of minimizing the delay SRL. To solve this non-
convex constrained problem, we propose an efficient alternating
optimization (AO) algorithm which iteratively optimizes the
variables using successive convex approximation (SCA) and one-
dimensional search. Simulation results demonstrate the effective-
ness of the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Multiband, target sensing, statistical resolution
limit, Cramér-Rao bound, Ziv-Zakai bound, fundamental limits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Using wireless systems for target sensing has sparked con-

siderable interests in the recent years, and it fosters a wide

range of emerging applications such as indoor localization [1],

[2], activity recognition [3], [4], [5], and integrated sensing

and communication (ISAC) [6], [7], [8], etc. To achieve high-

accuracy target sensing, these applications need to rely on

the channel state information (CSI), which reveals important

information about the multipath propagation environment.

However, the target sensing performance is limited by

the delay resolution, which is inversely proportional to the

bandwidth of the transmitted signal. To address this issue,

the multiband technology is proposed, which provides the
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Fig. 1. An illustration of the frequency distribution of the multiband sensing
systems.

potential to achieve high-resolution target sensing by making

use of the CSI measurements across multiple non-contiguous

frequency bands. As shown in Fig. 1, the spectrum resource

used for target sensing consists of a number of subbands

in the presence of frequency band apertures, where fc,1,

fc,2, and fc,3 are carrier frequencies. The green regions are

the frequency subbands allocated to other systems and thus

are unable to utilize for target sensing. A few multiband

based sensing algorithms have been proposed recently, which

achieve high-accuracy multipath channel delay estimation for

ranging and localization, and illustrate that the improvement of

estimation accuracy is brought by the frequency band apertures

[9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14].

It is well known that fundamental limits not only serve as

a performance bound for practical multiband sensing tech-

nologies, but may also provide useful guidance and insights

for the design and analysis of multiband sensing systems.

However, the fundamental limits of a multiband based sensing

problem have not been fully investigated, especially under

the practical consideration of the phase distortions caused by

hardware imperfections [15], [16], [17]. Only a few studies

have investigated the effect of frequency band apertures on

delay resolution and delay estimation accuracy based on a

fundamental limit analysis. In [12], [18], the Cramér-Rao

bound (CRB) is derived for the delay estimation error based

on a multiband signal model. However, there are several

limitations: (i) The authors only empirically showed that the

CRB decreases with the increase of frequency band apertures

via numerical simulations without a theoretical analysis; (ii)

The effect of phase distortions is not considered; (iii) The

CRB is a local bound, which may not be tight over a wide

range of frequency band apertures. In [19], the authors derived

the closed-form expression of the statistical resolution limit

(SRL) based on a simple pole model and showed the effect

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10306v1
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of band apertures on the resolution. The SRL is defined

as the source separation that equals its own root squared

CRB, which provides a performance bound on the resolution

of any practical method. However, the derived results are

restricted to a simple pole model and the derivation of SRL

exists approximation errors. Hence, in the aforementioned

studies, detailed effects of frequency band apertures and phase

distortions on the fundamental limits of delay estimation and

delay resolution remain underexplored.

Besides, determining how to improve the delay resolution

limit by designing the system parameters (e.g., the carrier

frequency and the number of subcarriers for each subband)

in multiband sensing systems is another challenging problem.

To the best of our knowledge, there is little literature refers

to designing the multiband sensing system parameters at the

transmitter for the purpose of improving the sensing perfor-

mance limits. In [20], the authors proposed a sparse subbands

selection methodology for ranging based on the performance

bound CRB. However, it only involves subbands selection with

fixed system parameters. In addition, the path gain variables

are assumed to be real, which is restrictive.

In this paper, we study the effect of frequency band aper-

tures and phase distortions on the multiband target sensing

systems based on a comprehensive fundamental limit analysis,

which is the key in understanding the multiband sensing

systems. The Fisher information matrix (FIM) based on a

practical multiband signal model is derived first, where the

signal model considers the phase distortions, e.g., receiver

timing offset and random phase offset. Then, we reformulate

the FIM into a compact form using the Dirichlet kernel [21]

to derive a closed-form expression of the CRB for the delay

separation in a simplified case to reveal useful insights on the

performance upper bound. In particular, theoretical analyses

are presented to investigate the effect of frequency band aper-

tures on delay resolution. Besides, numerical analyses are pre-

sented employing the metric SRL, that provides a fundamental

limit of delay resolution in the presence of phase distortions.

The performance bounds CRB and Ziv-Zakai bound (ZZB) are

derived to analyze the fundamental limits of delay estimation,

where the ZZB is a global bound computed by transforming

the estimation problem to a binary hypothesis testing problem

[22], [23], [24]. Numerical results are provided to show the

effects of frequency band apertures and phase distortions on

the fundamental limits of delay estimation. Additionally, we

show that the ZZB provides a tighter bound than CRB over

a wide range of signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and frequency

band apertures. Furthermore, the ZZB predicts a threshold

behavior of a maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimator, i.e.,

the ZZB decreases first and then increases with the increase

of frequency band apertures along with the MAP estimation

results.

Based on the above analyses, an optimization problem

is formulated to find the optimal system configuration in

multiband sensing systems, where the carrier frequency and

the subcarrier number of each subband are jointly designed

to minimize the delay SRL under the total bandwidth con-

straint. Besides, the carrier frequencies of all subbands are

respectively constrained within a certain frequency interval to

reflect the practical constraints that only a few non-contiguous

subbands are available for target sensing. The formulated

problem is difficult to solve since it has a non-convex equality

constraint associated to the definition of SRL. Furthermore,

the optimization variable, subcarrier number, is integer with

the form of summation terms in the CRB expression, which is

difficult to optimize. To overcome these challenges, we relax

the integer variable to a real variable and employ the Dirichlet

kernel to compactly reformulate the summation terms. Then,

we adopt alternating optimization (AO) algorithms to alterna-

tively optimize the variables of delay separation and system

parameters. For given system parameters, the optimal delay

SRL can be found by one-dimensional search of the delay

separation. For given delay separation, the system parameters

are optimized to minimize the CRB of the delay separation. We

adopt the successive convex approximation (SCA) algorithm to

solve this non-convex subproblem. Finally, numerical results

are provided to validate the effectiveness of our proposed

algorithms and present useful guidance for the system design.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II

presents the system model and the derivations of the FIM.

In Section III, we derive a closed-form expression of the

CRB for delay separation. Then we introduce the SRL and

analyze the fundamental limits of delay resolution. Section IV

studies the fundamental limits of delay estimation based on

the derivation of the CRB and ZZB. Section V formulates

a multiband sensing optimization problem and an efficient

algorithm is proposed based on AO method. Finally, Section

VI concludes the paper.

Notations: I denotes an identity matrix, ∝ denotes equality

up to irrelevant constants, δ (·) denotes the Dirac’s delta

function, diag (·) constructs a diagonal matrix from its vector

argument, and ‖ · ‖ denotes the Euclidean norm of a complex

vector. For a matrix A, AT , AH , A−1, [A]d×d , represent a

transpose, complex conjugate transpose, inverse, and a selec-

tion of the first 2×2 sub-matrix of a matrix, respectively. Ez[·]
denotes the expectation operator with respect to the random

vector z. The notations R+ represents the strictly positive real

number and CN (µ,Σ) denotes a complex Gaussian normal

distribution with mean µ and covariance matrix Σ.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND FIM

A. System Model

Subband 1

…

Subband 2

Subband M

Transmitter

Subband 1

…

Subband 2

Subband M

ReceiverMultipath environment

Fig. 2. An illustration of the multiband target sensing system.

As shown in Fig. 2, we consider a single-input single-

output (SISO) multiband target sensing system which employs

orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) training
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signals over M frequency subbands. Note that the mutliband

sensing is mainly used to improve the delay resolution and

a SISO system is sufficient to reveal the key insights on

the fundamental limits of mutliband sensing in terms of

delay resolution/estimation. Then, the continuous-time channel

impulse response (CIR) h (t) can be written as [5]

h(t) =

K
∑

k=1

αkδ (t− τk) , (1)

where K denotes the number of multipath caused by the

scatters (targets) in the sensing environment between the

transmitter and the receiver, αk ∈ C denotes a complex

scalar carrying the amplitude and phase information of the

k-th scatter, and τk ∈ R+ denotes the time delay carrying

the range information of the k-th scatter. As in [10], [11],

[12], we assume that αk, ∀k and τk, ∀k are independent of

the frequency subbands, and denote that each subband has

Nm orthogonal subcarriers with subcarrier spacing fs,m. The

carrier frequency of the m-th subband is denoted as fc,m.

Then, via a Fourier transform of the CIR as in [12], the channel

frequency response (CFR) samples can be expressed as

h̃m,n =
K
∑

k=1

αke
−j2πfm,nτk , (2)

where fm,n = fc,m + nfs,m, m = 1, ...,M , n ∈ Nm ,
{

−Nm−1
2 , ..., Nm−1

2

}

. We assume that Nm , ∀m is an even

number without loss of generality, and denote N = N1+ . . .+
NM as the number of CFR samples over all subbands. Then,

during the period of a single OFDM symbol, the discrete-time

received signal model can be written as [10], [11]

ym,n=

K
∑

k=1

αke
−j2πfm,nτke−j2πnfs,mδmejϕmsm,n+wm,n, (3)

where wm,n is the n-th element of the additive white Gaus-

sian noise (AWGN) vector wm ∈ CNm×1, following the

distribution CN
(

0, σ2
nsI
)

. sm,n denotes a known training

symbol over the n-th subcarrier of the m-th subband with

the power |sm,n|
2
= 1. The parameters ϕm and δm represent

the phase distortions caused by random phase offset and

receiver timing offset [15], [16], [17], respectively. In practice,

the receiver timing offset δm is often within a small range

and thus we assume that δm, ∀m follows a prior distribution

p (δm) ∼ N
(

0, σ2
p

)

, where σp is the timing synchronization

error.

However, the received signal model (3) cannot be di-

rectly used for the fundamental limit analysis due to the

inherent ambiguity. Specifically, for an arbitrary constant c,
if we substitute two sets of variables (|αk| ej∠αk , ϕm) and

(|αk| ej(∠αk+c), ϕm − c) into (3), the same observation result

will be obtained. It indicates that the parameters (αk, ϕm)
are ambiguous, which will result in a singular FIM [25].

Therefore, we equivalently transform the signal model (3) by

absorbing the phase ϕ1 and center frequency fc,1 of the first

subband as [13]

ym,n = µm,n + wm,n, (4)

where

µm,n=

K
∑

k=1

α′
ke

−j2πf ′

c,mτke−j2πnfs,mτke−j2πnfs,mδmejϕ
′

msm,n,

(5)

f ′
c,m = fc,m − fc,1, α

′
k = αke

jϕ1e−j2πfc,1τk , and ϕ′
m =

ϕm − ϕ1, ∀k,m. The new signal model (4) eliminates the

inherent ambiguity and reserves the structure of frequency

band apertures, i.e., e−j2πf ′

c,mτk , which will be used for the

subsequent fundamental limits analysis.

B. FIM Derivation

Let η = [τT ,αT ,ϕT , δT ]T ∈ R3K+2M−1 be the vector

consisting of the unknown parameters, where

τ = [τ1, τ2, . . . , τK ]T ,

α =
[

αT
R,α

T
I

]T
,

αR = [αR,1, αR,2, . . . , αR,K ]
T
,

αI = [αI,1, αI,2, . . . , αI,K ]
T
,

ϕ = [ϕ′
2, . . . , ϕ

′
M ]

T
,

δ = [δ1, . . . , δM ]
T
,

(6)

in which αR,k and αI,k denote the real and imaginary parts

of α′
k, respectively. Defining η̂ as the unbiased estimator of η

based on the multiband observations

y =
[

y1,−Nm−1

2

, · · · , yM,Nm−1

2

]T

∈ C
N×1. (7)

Then, the mean squared error (MSE) matrix of η̂ satisfies the

information inequality [26]

Ey,δ

[

(η̂ − η)(η̂ − η)T
]

� J−1
η , (8)

where Jη denotes the (3K+2M − 1)× (3K+2M − 1) FIM

with a priori knowledge of δ, defined as

Jη = Jw + Jp,

Jw , Ey,δ

[

−
∂2 ln f(y|η)

∂η∂ηT

]

,

Jp , Eδ

[

−
∂2 ln f(δ)

∂η∂ηT

]

,

(9)

where Jw and Jp are the FIMs from the observations and the a

priori knowledge of δ, respectively. f(y|η) ∝ exp{−
‖y−µ‖2

2

σ2
ns

}
is the likelihood function of the random vector y conditioned

on η and f(δ) ∝ exp{− ‖δ‖2

2

2σ2
p
} is the prior distribution of δ,

where µ = [µ1,−(Nm−1)/2, · · · , µM,(Nm−1)/2]
T ∈ C

N×1. The

FIM Jη can be structured as

Jη =









Ψ(τ , τ ) Ψ(τ ,α) Ψ(τ ,ϕ) Ψ(τ , δ)
Ψ(α, τ ) Ψ(α,α) Ψ(α,ϕ) Ψ(α, δ)
Ψ(ϕ, τ ) Ψ(ϕ,α) Ψ(ϕ,ϕ) Ψ(ϕ, δ)
Ψ(δ, τ ) Ψ(δ,α) Ψ(δ,ϕ) Ψ(δ, δ)









, (10)

where the entries of Jη are derived in Appendix A.

From (37), we can observe that the FIM Jη depends on

the relative delay, e.g., τ2 − τ1, rather than on the absolute

delay, which agrees with the results of [20], but the phase

distortions are not considered in their model. Besides, the FIM
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is irrelevant to the true values of phase distortion factors δ and

ϕ.

III. FUNDAMENTAL LIMITS OF DELAY RESOLUTION

In this section, we consider a scenario with the number

of subbands M = 2 and multipath number K = 2, since

the delay resolution reflects the ability of resolving two

paths with a small delay gap. Generally, the derivation of

CRB involves a complicated high-dimensional matrix inverse

operation. Hence, we derive a closed-form expression of the

CRB for the delay separation in a simplified case without

phase distortions to reduce the matrix dimension and then

provide useful theoretical analyses. Finally, we introduce the

SRL as the fundamental limits of delay resolution. We analyze

the effects of phase distortions and frequency band apertures

on the delay SRL based on numerical results.

A. The Closed-form CRB for the Delay Separation

To derive the closed-form expression of CRB for the delay

separation, which is defined as ∆τ = |τ2 − τ1|, we need to

reformulate the expression of FIM in (37) into a compact

form by employing the Dirichlet kernel [21]. The details are

elaborated in Appendix B.

Subsequently, the CRB for the delay separation denoted as

C∆τ is given by

C∆τ =
∂∆τ

∂θ

T

Cθ

∂∆τ

∂θ
(11)

= Cθ(1, 1) +Cθ(2, 2)−Cθ(1, 2)−Cθ(2, 1),

where θ = [τ1, τ2, αR,1, αR,2, αI,1, αI,2]
T , and Cθ = J−1

θ =
([Jη ]6×6)

−1. Particularly, we assume that σ2
ns = 2, fs,1 =

fs,2 = fs, N1 = N2 = N , the amplitudes and phases of

the two paths are set as a1 = a2 = 1 and φ1 = φ2 = 0 for

simplicity. As can be seen, determining C∆τ requires inverting

the high-dimensional FIM Jθ , while only a small submatrix
[

J−1
θ

]

2×2
is of interest. To circumvent high-dimensional ma-

trix inversion, we introduce the equivalent FIM (EFIM) [27].

Given parameters θ1 = [τ1, τ2]
T and the FIM Jθ with the

block matrix form

Jθ =

[

A B

BT C

]

, (12)

where A ∈ R2×2, B ∈ R2×4, C ∈ R4×4, the EFIM can be

written as

Je (θ1) , A−BC−1BT . (13)

Since
[

J−1
θ

]

2×2
= J−1

e (θ1), (11) can be rewritten as

C∆τ = J−1
e (1, 1)+J−1

e (2, 2)−J−1
e (1, 2)−J−1

e (2, 1) . (14)

Finally, we can obtain a closed-form expression of C∆τ using

symbolic algebra packages, such as Maple or Mathemat-

ica. However, it is difficult to directly obtain insights from

the closed-form expression due to its complicated structure.

Fig. 3. An illustration of C∆τ versus delay separation.

Hence, we turn to obtain the lower envelope and upper

envelope of C∆τ , which are given by

CRBup =
3N + 3γ

(N + γ)(3N − 3γ)π2∆fc
2 + c

,

CRBlow =
3N

π2((3N
2
− 3γ2)∆fc

2 +N
4
fs2 −N

2
fs2)

,

(15)

where ∆fc = fc,2−fc,1 denotes the frequency band apertures,

c = (N + γ)(N
3
fs2 −N fs2)π2 +3Nγ′′ +3γγ′′− 3(γ′)2 is a

constant coefficient independent of ∆fc, and the definition of

γ, γ′, and γ′′ can be seen in Appendix B. The derivation for

CRBup and CRBlow are quite tedious, and thus are omitted

for conciseness. Fig. 3 illustrates the square root of C∆τ ,

CRBup, and CRBlow versus the delay separation ∆τ . As can

be seen, CRBup and CRBlow are tight enough to force C∆τ ,

which indicates that C∆τ has similar properties with CRBup

and CRBlow. From (15), we conclude that CRBup (CRBlow)

decreases with the increase of ∆fc in the order O(1/(∆fc)
2).

Besides, due to that N > γ, ∀∆τ , the monotonicity between

∆fc and CRBup (CRBlow) is not influenced by ∆τ .

B. SRL for the Delay Resolution

To further reveal the effects of frequency band apertures and

phase distortions on the fundamental limits of delay resolution

and gain more insights, we introduce the delay SRL [19],

which is defined as follows:

SRL , ∆τ

s.t. ∆τ =

√

C∆τ , (16)

where C∆τ is the CRB for the delay separation in the presence

of phase distortions, which is given by

C∆τ =
∂∆τ

∂η

T

Cη

∂∆τ

∂η
(17)

= Cη(1, 1) +Cη(2, 2)−Cη(1, 2)−Cη(2, 1),

where Cη = J−1
η is the CRB associated to the vector η.

The delay SRL is the delay separation that is equal to its

own root squared CRB. In this definition, the delays can
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Fig. 4. An illustration of the square root CRB versus delay separation with
|α1| = 1, |α2| = 1.
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Fig. 5. An illustration of the square root CRB versus delay separation with
|α1| = 1, |α2| = 0.1.

be exactly “resolved” when the standard deviation of the

delay separation estimation is equal to the true separation.

It is difficult to obtain a closed-form expression of delay

SRL due to an intractable inverse operation corresponding

to the high-dimensional matrix Jη . Therefore, we perform a

numerical computation and provide useful insights based on

the numerical results.

C. Fundamental Limits Analysis Based on Numerical Results

In this subsection, we provide numerical results to study

the effect of frequency band apertures and phase distortions

on the fundamental limits of delay resolution. In the default

setup, we consider that the measurements are collected at

M = 2 subbands, with central frequencies fc,1 = 1.8 GHz

and fc,2 = 2.0 GHz, subcarrier spacing fs,1 = fs,2 = 78.125
KHz, and subband bandwidth B1 = B2 = 20 MHz. Besides,

ϕm, ∀m and δm, ∀m are generated following a uniform dis-

tribution within [0, 2π] and a Gaussian distribution N
(

0, σ2
p

)

,

respectively. The SNR is set as 15 dB and the complex scalars

are set as α1 = 0.8 + 0.6j and α2 = 0.6 + 0.8j with the unit

amplitude.

Fig. 4 illustrates the square root of the CRB for the delay

separation versus the delay separation in different scenarios,

where the intersections of the CRB and the dotted black
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Fig. 6. An illustration of the SRL versus frequency band apertures.

line give the delay SRL. We compare the CRB with phase

distortions to two benchmarks: (i) An ideal scenario without

phase distortions, i.e., ϕm = 0, ∀m and δm = 0, ∀m;

(ii) An ideal scenario without phase distortions where only

single contiguous frequency band is employed with 40 MHz

equivalent bandwidth.

We have the following observations. First, the CRB based

on two non-contiguous frequency bands is lower than the CRB

based on a single contiguous frequency band with equivalent

bandwidth, which leads to a higher delay resolution (lower

delay SRL) brought by the frequency band apertures. Second,

the curves of the CRB with/without phase distortions are

completely overlapped. Furthermore, we plot Fig. 5, which il-

lustrates the square root of CRB versus delay separation when

|α1| = 1, |α2| = 0.1. The curves of the CRB with/without

phase distortions are not overlapped anymore and the phase

distortions slightly decline the performance of delay SRL.

Therefore, a smaller difference between the amplitudes of

the multipath can significantly suppress the phase distortion

interference. In particular, when |α1| = |α2|, the phase

distortions have no effect on the delay SRL. To justify this

observation, we derive the EFIM of Jη for θ given by
[

J−1
η

]

6×6
= J−1

e (θ) = (Jθ −B2C
−1
2 BT

2 )
−1 = J−1

θ − Γ ,
(18)

where B2 and C2 are the entries of Jη ,

[

Jθ B2

BT
2 C2

]

,

Γ = J−1
θ B2(I + C2B

T
2 J

−1
θ B2)

−1C2B
T
2 J

−1
θ . Based on the

symbolic computation, we find that Γ has the structure as

Γ (1, 1) = Γ (1, 2) = Γ (2, 1) = Γ (2, 2). Therefore, from

(11), (17), and (18), we have the equation C∆τ = C∆τ when

|α1| = |α2|, which justified the observations in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 6, we further investigate the effects of frequency

band apertures on the delay SRL. We fix fc,1 and change

fc,2 to generate different frequency band apertures. As can be

seen, the SRL decreases with the increase of frequency band

apertures, which is consistent with the monotonicity between

C∆τ and ∆fc concluded in Subsection III-A. Besides, when

|α1| = |α2|, the SRL with/without phase distortions are always

equal for different frequency band apertures. In contrast, when

|α1| 6= |α2|, the SRL with/without phase distortions have a

performance gap, that declines as the frequency band apertures
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increase.

Finally, we summarize the key messages learned from the

analysis in this section.

1) Monotonicity: The CRB for delay separation C∆τ de-

creases with the increase of frequency band apertures

∆fc in the order O(1/(∆fc)
2) and the monotonicity is

independent of delay separation ∆τ .

2) Frequency band apertures gain: (i): Under the equiva-

lent total bandwidth, the multiband sensing system with

non-contiguous frequency bands distribution reaps the

extra frequency band apertures gain compared to that

with a single contiguous frequency band distribution,

which leads to a performance improvement of the de-

lay resolution limit. (ii): The SRL decreases with the

increase of frequency band apertures.

3) Phase distortions interference: (i): The phase distor-

tions have relatively slight interference on delay SRL,

which can be gradually eliminated by increasing the

frequency band apertures. (ii): A smaller difference

between the amplitudes of the multipath can suppress the

phase distortion interference better. Particularly, when

|α1| = |α2|, the delay SRL is not affected by phase

distortions at all.

IV. FUNDAMENTAL LIMITS OF DELAY ESTIMATION

ERROR

A. CRB for the Delay Estimation Error

we characterize the fundamental limits of delay estimation

error by a performance measure called delay error bound

(DEB) as

DEB =

√

tr
{

[

J−1
η

]

K×K

}

, (19)

which is derived from the CRB. Then, we analyze the effect

of frequency band apertures and phase distortions on DEB

based on numerical results. The parameters are set as that in

Subsection III-C unless otherwise specified.

In Fig. 7, we consider four scenarios: (1) An ideal scenario

without phase distortions; (2) A scenario with only random

phase offset ϕ; (3) A scenario with only receiver timing offset

δ; (4) A scenario with both phase distortions factors ϕ and δ.

For each scenario, we consider different values of τ2 and a2,

as shown in Fig. 7a, Fig. 7b, Fig. 7c, and Fig. 7d.

It is observed that both the phase distortions factors ϕ

and δ lead to a larger DEB. Besides, in Fig. 7a, the DEB

without phase distortions decreases as the frequency band

aperture increases with a slight fluctuation. The fluctuation can

be justified by the trigonometric term in (39) with regard to

fc,m, e.g., cos (2πfc,m∆τ + φ1), which is a periodic function

with period 1/∆τ . In fact, we can observe that a harmonic

component exists in all scenarios with period 1/∆τ and the

scenarios with ϕ have the most violent fluctuation of DEB.

It reveals the difficulty of exploiting frequency band apertures

gain for any algorithms in the presence of ϕ. However, as

shown in Fig. 7b, Fig. 7c, and Fig. 7d, if we increase ∆τ
and the difference between the amplitudes a1 and a2, then we

will observe that the DEB decreases as the frequency band

apertures increase with much weaker fluctuation, indicating

that the frequency band apertures contribute to improve the

delay estimation accuracy though in the presence of phase

distortions.

In Fig. 8, we further investigate the effect of δ on DEB. As

can be seen, the DEB increases with σp, which is reasonable

since larger σp leads to little prior information of δ. Further-

more, in Fig. 8a, the value of σp dominates the behavior of

DEB while in Fig. 8b, increasing the value of σp incurs only

negligible performance loss. It is because the prior information

of δ are helpful to eliminate the ambiguity of signal model (4)

in the presence of ϕ and δ. When in the absence of ϕ, the

signal model (4) does not exist ambiguity anymore and thus

the effect of prior information becomes negligible.

B. ZZB for the Delay Estimation Error

In this subsection, we consider a scenario without phase

distortions, where K = 1 with unknown parameters η1 =
[τ1, φ1]

T
for simplicity, since the calculation of ZZB for

K ≥ 2 is extremely difficult. The signal model in (4) can

be reformulated as

ym,n = |α1| e
jφ1e−j2π(f ′

c,m+nfs,m)τ1sm,n + wm,n. (20)

To obtain a tighter bound than CRB, we propose to regard the

ZZB as the fundamental limits of the delay estimation problem

in multiband sensing systems, which is a global bound on the

MSE in estimating the delays. It is also a Bayesian bound that

incorporates prior information about the unknown parameters

and is not limited to unbiased estimates. Generally, ZZB

is computed by relating the estimation problem to a binary

hypothesis testing problem, where the MSE can be expressed

as a mean of errors of the binary hypothesis testing [22], [23],

[24].

In our problem, the hypothesis test denoted as P1 is given

by

DecideH0 :η1=β if uTη̂1≤uTβ+
h

2
;y ∼ py|η

1
(y|β),

DecideH1 :η1=β+e ifuTη̂1>uTβ+
h

2
;y∼py|η

1
(y|β+e),

with prior probabilities Pr(H0) = P0 and Pr(H1) = P1. Note

that u can be any 2-dimensional vector, η̂1 denotes the estima-

tor of η1, and e = [eτ1 , eφ1
]
T

is the offset. Let Pmin(β,β+e)
denotes minimal probability of error achieved by the optimum

detection scheme in making the above decision. Then, the ZZB

for the quadratic form of the MSE matrix is given by

uTΦu ≥
1

2

∫ ∞

0

V{ max
e:uT e=h

∫

Θ

[

pη
1
(β) + pη

1
(β + e)

]

× Pmin(β,β + e)dβ}hdh,

(21)

where Φ , Ey,η
1

{

(η̂1 − η1)(η̂1 − η1)
H
}

denotes the MSE

matrix, Θ denotes the region in which η1 is defined, V{·}
denotes the valley-filling function [24], and pη

1
(·) denotes

the prior distribution of the unknown parameters vector η1.

Given the prior distribution, the ZZB is evaluated involving

an integral of a product for the known prior distribution

and the minimum detection error probability. Therefore, to

compute the ZZB, the minimum detection error probability
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Fig. 7. An illustration of DEB versus frequency band apertures.
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Fig. 8. An illustration of DEB versus frequency band apertures for different σ2
p

.

is the major unknown component needed to calculate. In the

subsequent content, we will first evaluate Pmin(β,β + e) by

calculating the error probability of the optimum log-likelihood

ratio (LLR) test for P1, and then substitute the expression of

Pmin(β,β + e) into (21) to compute the ZZB.

Consider a pair of equally likely hypotheses in P1, where

the prior probability Pr (H0) = Pr (H1) = 1/2. Then the

minimum probability of error Pmin(β,β+e) can be obtained

from the LLR test [26] as

Pmin(β,β + e) =
1

2
Pr (ζ < 0 | H0) +

1

2
Pr (ζ > 0 | H1) ,

where ζ is the LLR for the hypothesis test given by

ζ = ln py|η
1
(y | β)− ln py|η

1
(y | β + e).

Let yi , y|Hi, ζi , ζ|Hi, i = 0, 1, then ζi ∝ Re{(u0 −
u1)

Hyi}, ∀i, where

u0 = [u0(1,−
Nm − 1

2
), ..., u0(M,

Nm − 1

2
)]T ,

whose (m,n)-th element is given by

u0(m,n) = |α1| e
jβφ1 e−j2π(f ′

c,m+nfs,m)βτ1 , ∀m,n.

Similarly, u1 is a vector whose (m,n)-th element is

u1(m,n) = |α1| e
j(βφ1

+eφ1
)e−j2π(f ′

c,m+nfs,m)(βτ1
+eτ1 ).

Note that the LLR ζ is a linear combination of Gaussian

variables, we can get the expectation and variance of ζ0 and

ζ1 as

E [ζ0] = −E [ζ1] ∝ |α1|
2
(N−

∑

m,n

cos(−2πfm,neτ1+eφ1
)),

D [ζ0] = D [ζ1] ∝ σ2
ns |α1|

2
(N−

∑

m,n

cos(−2πfm,neτ1+eφ1
)).

(22)

As can be seen, Pmin(β,β+e) is only a function of the offset

e and thus can be denoted by Pmin(e), which is given by

Pmin(e) = Q

(

E [ζ0]
√

D [ζ0]

)

= Q





|α1|
√

σ2
ns

√

N−
∑

m,n

cos (−2πfm,neτ1 + eφ1
)



 ,

(23)

where Q{·} denotes the tail distribution function of the stan-

dard normal distribution, i.e., Q(x) = 1√
2π

∫∞
x e−

v2

2 dv. As-

sume that the unknown parameters τ1 and φ1 are independent

random variables, which are uniformly distributed in [0, D]
and [0, 2π], respectively. Then, ignoring the valley function

for simplicity and substituting u in (21) with u = [1, 0]T , the

ZZB for the delay estimation error is given by

ZZBτ1 = uTΦu
∣

∣

u=[1,0]T
= Φ(1, 1)

≥
1

2πD

∫ D

0

eτ1(D−eτ1)max
eφ1

(2π−eφ1
)Pmin(e)deτ1 .

(24)
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There is no closed-form expression of ZZBτ1 , so we per-

form a numerical computation to obtain its value. We compare

the derived ZZB with MSEs of the MAP delay estimator

and the expected CRB (ECRB) [28]. The MAP estimation

results are obtained using 200 Monte Carlo trials. The ECRB is

obtained by taking the expectation of the conditional CRB with

respect to the random but unknown parameters η1, namely

ECRB = Eη
1
[CRB(η1)] . (25)

In the default setup, we consider two subbands with sub-

carrier spacing fs,1 = fs,2 = 78.125 KHz and bandwidth

B1 = B2 = B, where B = 20 MHz. SNR is 10 dB and

D = 10.

From Fig. 9 where the frequency band aperture ∆fc = 0.5
GHz, it can be observed that the curve of ZZB versus SNR

can be divided into three regions. In the low SNR region,

the ZZB provides a tighter bound than ECRB. Besides, the

ZZB reaches a plateau equal to the standard deviation of the

prior distribution of τ1, that can be computed as
√

D2/12,

due to that the sensing performance is mainly dominated by

prior information when SNR is low. For the high SNR region,

the ZZB merges with the ECRB and MAP. Besides, the ZZB

predicts the MAP threshold behavior and a transition region

is observed between the low and high SNR regions.

Fig. 10 displays the ZZB, the ECRB, and the MSEs of

the MAP estimates as a function of frequency band apertures.

As can be seen, the ZZB provides a bound at least as tight

or tighter than the ECRB in all frequency band apertures

regions. Besides, the MAP threshold behavior emerges as

the frequency band apertures increase, i.e., the root MSE

(RMSE) of MAP estimator decreases first and then rapidly

increases with the increase of frequency band apertures. It

can be justified that though larger frequency band apertures

result in a sharper mainlobe of the likelihood function, which

reveals a potential sensing performance gain, it also leads

to a multimodal likelihood function that has more sidelobes.

The MAP estimator will be affected by ambiguities created

by the sidelobes. Moreover, similar to the observations in

Fig. 9, the ZZB again predicts the MAP threshold behavior

while the ECRB does not track the MAP threshold behavior.

It is reasonable since the ECRB is a local bound whereas

the ZZB is a global bound. Inspired by theses observations,

the frequency band apertures should be restricted to a limited

range in practical multiband sensing systems, in order to avoid

causing a performance loss and fully exploit the frequency

band apertures gain.

Fig. 11 and Fig. 12 illustrate the effect of SNR and band-

widths on the ZZB, respectively. It can be seen that the ZZB

decreases with the increase of SNR or bandwidth. Besides, the

threshold behavior emerges in a larger frequency band aperture

as the SNR or bandwidth increases, due to that the ambiguities

caused by sidelobes are significantly reduced.

Though the above results are obtained based on a single

target signal model, the observations can also be observed

based on a multiple targets signal model with phase distortions

considered. Due to the difficulty of computing the ZZB

associated to a multi-parameter estimation problem, we plot

Fig. 13 to just illustrate the RMSE of the MAP estimator as
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Fig. 9. An illustration of ZZB with MAP and ECRB comparison versus SNR.
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Fig. 10. An illustration of ZZB with MAP and ECRB comparison versus
frequency band apertures.

a function of frequency band apertures based on the multiple

targets signal model (4), where the parameters are set as that in

Subsection III-C. As can be seen, the MAP threshold behavior

appears as expected.

Finally, we summarize the key messages learned from the

analysis in this section.

1) Monotonicity: (i): The DEB without phase distortions

factors ϕ decreases as the frequency band aperture

increases with a slight fluctuation. (ii): Generally, both

the DEB with/without phase distortions fluctuate as a

function of frequency band apertures due to the existence

of trigonometric terms whose period is 1/∆τ .

2) Interference of random phase offset ϕ: The existence

of phase distortions factors ϕ leads to a larger DEB

with violent fluctuation and thus makes it difficult to

exploit the frequency band apertures gain for any meth-

ods. However, when the targets are distinguishable with

significantly different time delay and amplitudes, the

DEB decreases as the frequency band apertures increase

smoothly, which unveils a delay estimation performance

gain brought by the frequency band apertures even

though in the presence of phase distortions.

3) Interference of receiver timing offset δ: The existence

of phase distortions factors δ leads to a larger DEB, but

this negative effect can be suppressed by increasing the
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Fig. 11. An illustration of ZZB versus frequency band apertures for different
SNRs.
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Fig. 12. An illustration of ZZB versus frequency band apertures for different
bandwidths.

prior information of δ. Specifically, for the signal model

(4) in the presence of ϕ and δ, the DEB significantly

decreases with σp since the prior information eliminates

the signal model ambiguity efficiently. For the signal

model (4) in the absence of ϕ, the effect of prior in-

formation becomes relatively negligible since the signal

model does not exist ambiguity anymore.

4) ZZB behavior: (i): The ZZB provides a tighter bound

than the ECRB in all frequency band apertures regions

and SNR regions. (ii): The ZZB predicts the MAP

threshold behavior, which emerges as the frequency band

apertures increase or the SNR decreases. Hence, the

subbands need to be selected carefully and the frequency

band apertures should be restricted to a limited range

in practical multiband sensing systems, in order to

fully exploit the frequency band apertures gain. (iii):

Increasing the the SNR or bandwidth can delay the

occurrence of the threshold behavior as frequency band

apertures increase.

V. OPTIMIZATION OF MULTIBAND SENSING SYSTEMS

In this section, we present the optimization of multiband

sensing systems for minimizing the fundamental limit, delay

SRL. The reason we regard the delay SRL as the objective
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Frequency band apertures [MHz]

100

R
M

S
E

 [n
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MAP

Fig. 13. An illustration of MAP estimator versus frequency band aperture
based on a multiple targets signal model.

function is that the delay SRL is less affected by the phase

distortions than DEB. In fact, the optimized results with the

objective of minimizing the delay SRL is also effective to

decrease the DEB, as will be elaborated in the simulations.

We first formulate a system parameters optimization prob-

lem for the multiband sensing systems. Then, we propose an

efficient AO based iterative algorithm to solve the formulated

optimization problem. Finally, useful insights are provided

based on numerical results.

A. Problem Formulation

At the transmitter of the multiband sensing systems, we aim

to optimize the system parameters for minimizing the delay

SRL subject to a few practical constraints. The optimization

problem can be formulated as

P2 : min
ξ,∆τ

∆τ(ξ)

s.t.

√

C∆τ (∆τ, ξ) = ∆τ, (26)

lm ≤ fc,m −
Bm

2
, ∀m, (27)

fc,m +
Bm

2
≤ um, ∀m, (28)

M
∑

m=1

Bm ≤W, (29)

where ξ = [fc,1, . . . , fc,M , N1, . . . , NM ]T denotes the vector

consisting of system parameters needed to be optimized,

Bm = Nmfs,m denotes the bandwidth of the m-th subband,

the constraint (26) is the definition of SRL, and (29) is the total

bandwidth constraint, where W denotes the maximum avail-

able bandwidth for sensing over all subbands. The constraints

(27) and (28) are formulated to limit the frequency of each

subband in a given interval since only a few non-contiguous

subbands are available for sensing with limited bandwidths,

where lm and um denote the lower bound and upper bound of

the frequency for the m-th subband, respectively. The above

mentioned parameters have been shown in Fig. 14 for clarity.
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Fig. 14. An illustration of the frequency distribution of the multiband sensing
systems with constraints.

B. Proposed Optimization Algorithm

The formulated optimization problem P2 is difficult to

solve, since the equation constraint (26) is non-convex and

involves the integer optimization variables Nm, ∀m with the

form of summation terms in the expression of C∆τ (∆τ, ξ)
(As can be seen in (37)).

To handle these issues, we first relax the integer variable

Nm to a real variable and calculate C∆τ (∆τ, ξ) using the

compact form of FIM in (39), which transforms the summation

terms into a trigonometric product form. Then, we adopt the

AO algorithm to find a stationary point of P2 by alternatively

optimizing the variables of delay separation ∆τ and system

parameters ξ. For given ξ, the subproblem is to solve the equa-

tion (26). The solution can be easily found by one-dimensional

search of ∆τ with acceptable computational complexity. Then,

for given ∆τ , the subproblem transformed from P2 is given

by

P3 : min
ξ

C∆τ (ξ)

s.t. (27)− (29). (30)

The subproblem P3 is a non-convex optimization problem

with the complicated non-convex objective function C∆τ (ξ).
Thus we adopt the SCA algorithm [29], [30] to find its

stationary solution, which iteratively updates ξ by solving a

convex surrogate problem obtained by replacing C∆τ (ξ) with

a convex surrogate function. Specifically, the SCA algorithm

contains three steps at each iteration as elaborated below.

Step 1: At the t-th iteration, by applying the first-order

Taylor expansion for C∆τ (ξ), the surrogate function is given

by

f̄ t(ξ) = f
(

ξt
)

+
(

gt
ξ

)T (
ξ − ξt

)

+ ω
∥

∥ξ − ξt
∥

∥

2
, (31)

where f
(

ξt
)

= C∆τ (ξ
t), ω > 0 is a constant, and gt

ξ =

∂ξC∆τ (ξ
t) denotes the gradients, of which the i-th element

is given by

gtξi =
∂C∆τ (ξ

t)

∂ξi

=
∂(Ct

η(1, 1) +Ct
η(2, 2)−Ct

η(1, 2)−Ct
η(2, 1))

∂ξi
= Fi(1, 1) + Fi(2, 2)− Fi(1, 2)− Fi(2, 1),

(32)

where Fi , −J−1
η

∂Jη

∂ξi
J−1
η .

Step 2: In this step, the optimal solution ξ̄
t

of the following

Algorithm 1 The multiband sensing system parameters opti-

mization algorithm

Input: fs,m, lm, um, ∀m, α, σ2
ns, W , maximum iteration

number IAO, ISCA, threshold ǫ.
Output: f∗

c,m, N∗
m, ∀m.

1: Initialize fc,m, Nm, ∀m.

2: for i = 1, · · · , IAO do

3: Solve the equation (26) by one-dimensional search to

obtain the solution ∆τ i.
4: for t = 1, · · · , ISCA do

5: Construct surrogate functions based on (31) and (32).

6: Find the optimal solution ξ̄
t

for the problem P4.

7: Update the variables ξt+1 based on (34).

8: if
∥

∥ξt+1 − ξt
∥

∥ ≤ ǫ then

9: break

10: end if

11: end for

12: end for

problem is obtained:

P4 : min
ξ

f̄ t(ξ)

s.t. (27)− (29), (33)

which is a convex approximation of P3. Then, the convex

optimization problem P4 can be efficiently solved by off-the-

shelf solvers, e.g. the classical CVX solver.

Step 3: After obtaining ξ̄
t
, ξt is updated according to

ξt+1 =
(

1− σt
)

ξt + σtξ̄
t
, (34)

where σt is the step size determined by the Armijo rule [31].

The proposed optimization algorithms are presented in

Algorithm 1. Note that to improve the probability of finding

the global optimum, we may repeatedly perform Algorithm 1

with random initializations and finally find the best solution.

C. Simulation Results

In this subsection, we provide numerical results to validate

the effectiveness of our proposed algorithms and give useful

insights. The default system parameters configurations are

set as follows unless otherwise specified: We consider that

the measurements are collected at M = 2 subbands with

subcarrier spacing fs,1 = fs,2 = 78.125 KHz. The SNR

is set as 10 dB and K = 2 with complex scalars set as

α1 = 0.8 + 0.6j and α2 = 0.6 + 0.8j. The overall bandwidth

constraint W is 40 MHz, and l1, u1, l2, u2 = 0, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5
GHz with an increasing order, respectively. Note that we

deliberately restrict our attention to this simple case with equal

subcarrier spacing at two subbands to gain insights, although

our formulated problem and proposed optimization algorithms

are applicable for more practical scenarios.

We first illustrate the convergence behavior of the proposed

Algorithm 1. In Fig. 15, we plot the delay SRL versus the

number of AO iterations. As can be seen, Algorithm 1 can

converge within 5 iterations rapidly.

In Fig. 16a, we investigate the optimized results of delay

SRL versus the SNR. In particular, we consider two heuristic
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Fig. 16. An illustration of the SRL and DEB versus SNR.

baselines: (i) Baseline 1: Setting fc,1 = l1+u1

2 , fc,2 = l2+u2

2 ,

and B1 = B2 = W/2; (ii) Baseline 2: Setting fc,1 =
l1 + B1/2, fc,2 = u2 − B2/2, and B1 = B2 = W/2. It

is observed that the delay SRL decreases with the increase

of SNR for all schemes. Besides, the optimized scheme reaps

a large performance gain over the baselines in the low SNR

region, which decreases with the increase of SNR. Besides,

allocating the spectrum resource uniformly among subbands

(i.e., Bm =W/M, ∀m) is not the optimal scheme.

Fig. 16b investigates DEB as a function of SNR based

on the optimized variables, which are obtained from the

output of Algorithm 1. As can be seen, the optimization

scheme can significantly decrease the DEB compared to the

baselines, though the objective of the optimization problem is

to minimize the delay SRL instead of DEB.

Fig. 17 shows the SRL as a function of subcarrier spac-

ing for different number of subbands, where the bandwidth

constraint W = 60 MHz. The constrains (27) and (28) are

set as in Table I. In particular, for the case M = 4 (a), we

add extra constrains ensuring that the four subbands will not

be overlapped during optimization. It can be seen that the

SRL increases as the subcarrier spacing. Moreover, from the

frequency band distribution after optimization illustrated in

Fig. 18 and the optimal SRL shown in Fig 17, we observe

that

1) The best delay SRL is obtained when the gap between

the lowest frequency point and the highest frequency

point takes the maximum value, i.e., fc,1 = l1 + B1

2

TABLE I
THE SETTING OF CONSTRAINTS IN P2 .

[l1, u1]GHz [l2, u2]GHz [l3, u3]GHz [l4, u4]GHz

M = 2 [0, 0.1] [0.7, 0.8] \ \

M = 3 [0, 0.1] [0.3, 0.5] [0.7, 0.8] \

M = 4 (a) [0, 0.8] [0, 0.8] [0, 0.8] [0, 0.8]

M = 4 (b) [0, 0.1] [0.3, 0.5] [0.7, 0.8] [0.8, 0.9]

100 150 200 250 300 350

Subcarrier spacing [KHz]

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

D
el

ay
 S

R
L 

[n
s]

M = 2
M = 3
M = 4 (a)
M = 4 (b)

The curves M = 3 and 
M = 4(a) are overlapped

Fig. 17. An illustration of SRL versus subcarrier spacing for different numbers
of subband.

and fc,M = uM − BM

2 . In fact, the gap is approxi-

mately equivalent to the largest frequency band aper-

tures, fc,M − fc,1. The delay SRL decreases with the

increase of the largest frequency band apertures, which

is consistent with the observations in Fig. 6.

2) From the comparison of the cases M = 2 and M = 3,

we observe that interpolating a new subband between

the existing two subbands can significantly improve the

resolution performance.

3) For the cases when M ≥ 3, the optimal spectrum

allocation scheme is similar, which divides the frequency

band into three non-contiguous subbands. Particularly,

the middle subband is exactly at the central of the sub-

bands on both sides when it also satisfies the constraints

that lies in the feasible frequency intervals.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the fundamental limits and op-

timization of the multiband sensing systems. We derived a

closed-form expression of CRB for the delay separation and

a corresponding theoretical analysis is provided. We derived

the SRL for the delay resolution and studied the effect of

frequency band apertures and phase distortions on the SRL

based on numerical results. We also derived performance

bounds CRB and ZZB for the delay estimation errors and give

a comprehensive performance analysis. Finally, we formulated

a system parameters optimization problem in the multiband

sensing systems. An efficient algorithm has been proposed to

solve the non-convex optimization problem and useful insights

are provided based on numerical simulations.
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Frequency,1cf ,2cf ,3cf1l 1u 2l 2u 3u3l

Frequency,1cf ,2cf ,4cf1l 1u,3cf

3M =

4 (a)M =

Frequency,1cf ,2cf1l 1u 2u2l2M =

4 (b)M =

Frequency,1cf ,2cf1l 1u 2l 2u 3 4( )u l
3l 4u,4cf

1 1[ , ]l u 2 2[ , ]l u
3 3[ , ]l u

4 4[ , ]l u

1 1[ , ]l u
2 2[ , ]l u 3 3[ , ]l u

1 1[ , ]l u
2 2[ , ]l u

Fig. 18. An illustration of the optimal frequency band distribution for different
cases.

APPENDIX

A. Elements in (10)

We define Jw = Ey

[

−∂2 ln f(y|η)
∂η∂ηT

]

, whose elements are

given by

Ψ(xr , xs) =
2

σ2
ns

∑

m,n

Re

{

∂µH

∂xr

∂µ

∂xs

}

. (35)

Then, the elements of Jw are obtained by taking the expec-

tation of Jw over the random parameter δ. Besides, the FIM

Jp is given by

Jp = diag
(

0, . . . , 0, 1/σ2
p, . . . , 1/σ

2
p

)

, (36)

where only the diagonal elements of the block matrix Ψ(δ, δ)
are non-zero. Finally, based on (9), (35), and (36), the entries

of Jη are given by

Ψ(τr, τs) =
8π2

σ2
ns

∑

m,n

f2
m,nRe

{

(α′
r)

∗α′
se

j2πfm,n(τr−τs)
}

,

Ψ(τr, αR,s) =
4π

σ2
ns

∑

n,m

Re
{

jfm,n(α
′
r)

∗ej2πfm,n(τr−τs)
}

,

Ψ(τr, αI,s) =
−4π

σ2
ns

∑

n,m

Re
{

fm,n(α
′
r)

∗ej2πfm,n(τr−τs)
}

,

Ψ(τr, ϕ
′
i) =−

4π

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=i

Re

{

fi,n(α
′
r)

∗
K
∑

k=1

αke
j2πfi,n(τr−τk)

}

,

Ψ(τr, δi)=
8π2

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=i

nfi,nfs,iRe

{

(α′
r)

∗
K
∑

k=1

α′
ke

j2πfi,n(τr−τk)

}

,

Ψ(αR,r, αR,s) = Ψ (αI,r, αI,s)

=
2

σ2
ns

∑

m,n

cos(2πfm,n(τr − τs)),

Ψ(αR,r, αI,s) = −Ψ(αI,r, αR,s)

= −
2

σ2
ns

∑

m,n

sin(2πfm,n(τr − τs)),

Ψ(αR,r, ϕ
′
i) =

2

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=i

Re

{

j

K
∑

k=1

α′
ke

j2πfi,n(τr−τk)

}

,

Ψ(αR,r, δi)=−
4π

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=i

Re

{

jnfs,i

K
∑

k=1

α′
ke

j2πfn,i(τr−τk)

}

,

Ψ(αI,r, ϕi) =
2

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=i

Re

{

K
∑

k=1

α′
ke

j2πfi,n(τr−τk)

}

,

Ψ(αI,r, δi)=−
4π

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=i

Re

{

nfs,i

K
∑

k=1

α′
ke

j2πfi,n(τr−τk)

}

,

Ψ(ϕ′
r, ϕ

′
s) =







2
σ2
ns

∑

n,m=r

∣

∣

∣

∑K
k=1 α

′
ke

−j2πfr,nτk

∣

∣

∣

2

, r = s

0, otherwise,

Ψ(ϕ′
r, δs) =







− 4π
σ2
ns

∑

n,m=r
nfs,r

∣

∣

∣

∑K
k=1 α

′
ke

−j2πfr,nτk

∣

∣

∣

2

,r = s

0, otherwise,

Ψ(δr, δs) =







8π2

σ2
ns

∑

n,m=r
n2f2

s,r

∣

∣

∣

∑K
k=1α

′
ke

−j2πfr,nτk

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 1
σ2
p
, r=s

0, otherwise.
(37)

B. The Compactly Reformulated FIM of (37)

The Dirichlet kernel is given by

s(x) =

(N−1)/2
∑

n=−(N−1)/2

ejnx =
sin
(

N
2 x
)

sin
(

1
2x
) . (38)

We denote α′
k = ake

jφk , ∀k, where ak and φk are the

amplitude and phase of α′
k, respectively. Then the reformulated

FIM can be derived based on (38), which is given by

Ψ(τr, τs) =
2

σ2
ns

M
∑

m=1

aras[4π
2f2

c,m cos(ψm −∆φ)γm

+4πfc,m sin(ψ−∆φ)γ′m−cos(ψm−∆φ)γ′′m],

Ψ(τr, αR,s) =
2

σ2
ns

M
∑

m=1

2πarfc,m sin(ψm + φr)γm

− ar cos(ψm + φr)γ
′
m,

Ψ(τr, αI,s) =
2

σ2
ns

M
∑

m=1

−2πarfc,m cos(ψm + φr)γm

− ar sin(ψm + φr)γ
′
m,

Ψ(αR,r, αR,s) = Ψ (αI,r, αI,s) =
2

σ2
ns

M
∑

m=1

cos(ψm)γm,

Ψ(αR,r, αI,s) = −Ψ(αR,s, αI,r) =
2

σ2
ns

M
∑

m=1

sin(ψm)γm,

Ψ(τr, ϕ
′
2) = −

2

σ2
ns

[2πfc,2(a
2
rN2 + a1a2 cos(ψ2 −∆φ)γ2)

+ a1a2 sin(ψ2 −∆φ)γ′2],
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Ψ(αR,r, ϕ
′
m) =

2

σ2
ns

(−Nmar sin(φr)

− as sin(ψm + φs)γm), r = 1, 2; s 6= r,

Ψ(αI,r, ϕ
′
m) =

2

σ2
ns

(Nmar cos(φr) + as cos(ψm + φs)γm,

Ψ(ϕ′
2, ϕ

′
2) =

2

σ2
ns

(N2(a
2
1 + a22) + a1a2γ2(cos(ψ2 + φ1)

+ cos(ψ2 − φ2))),

Ψ(ϕ′
2, δ2) =

2

σ2
ns

(−a1a2γ
′
m(sin(ψm+φ1) + sin(ψm−φ2))),

Ψ(τr, δm) =
2

σ2
ns

(4π2a2rf
2
s,m

N3
m −Nm

12
− a1a2

×[6πfc,m sin(ψm−∆φ)γ′m+cos(ψm−∆φ)γ′′m]),

Ψ(αR,r, δm) =
2

σ2
ns

(−as cos(ψm + φs)γ
′
m),

Ψ(αI,r, δm) =
2

σ2
ns

(−as sin(ψm + φs)γ
′
m),

Ψ(δm, δm) =
2

σ2
ns

[4π2(a21 + a22)
N3

m −Nm

12
f2
s,m − a1a2γ

′′
m

× (cos(ψm + φ1) + cos(ψm − φ2))] +
1

σ2
p

,

(39)

where γm =
sin(πNmfs,m∆τ)
sin(πfs,m∆τ) , γ′m = ∂γm

∂∆τ , γ′′m = ∂2γm

∂(∆τ)2 ,

ψm = 2πfc,m∆τ , and ∆φ = φ2 − φ1.
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