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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communications (ISAC) is
recognized as a key enabling technology for future wireless
networks. To shed light on the fundamental performance limits
of ISAC systems, this paper studies the deterministic-random
tradeoff between sensing and communications (S&C) from a rate-
distortion perspective under vector Gaussian channels. We model
the ISAC signal as a random matrix that carries information,
whose realization is perfectly known to the sensing receiver, but
is unknown to the communication receiver. We characterize the
sensing mutual information conditioned on the random ISAC
signal, and show that it provides a universal lower bound for
distortion metrics of sensing. Furthermore, we prove that the
distortion lower bound is minimized if the sample covariance
matrix of the ISAC signal is deterministic. We then offer
our understanding of the main results by interpreting wireless
sensing as non-cooperative source-channel coding, and reveal
the deterministic-random tradeoff of S&C for ISAC systems.
Finally, we provide sufficient conditions for the achievability of
the distortion bound by analyzing a specific example of target
response matrix estimation.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communications, rate-
distortion theory, fundamental limits.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background and Motivation

The future wireless networks are anticipated to possess
high-precision and robust wireless sensing capability in ad-
dition to the communications functionality, thus to support
a variety of emerging applications, ranging from intelligent
transportation to smart cities and homes. To that end, ISAC
system, which enables the shared use of hardware, spectrum,
and signaling resources between S&C, are envisioned to be
one of the game-changing techniques for 6G and Wi-Fi-7
networks [1]. While ISAC signal processing and waveform
design have been extensively studied in the past few years,
its fundamental limits and the resulting performance tradeoff
between S&C were less understood, which have been long-
standing open in the research community [2].

B. Existing Works

Both S&C focus on processing signals and information,
whose theoretical foundations are built upon estimation, de-

tection, and information theories. In particular, sensing is
to extract useful information about targets of interest from
observed echo signals, whereas communication is to recover
the information encoded by the transmitter from the received
signals. For decades, S&C are regarded as two separated
research fields, despite that they are closely related to each
other as an “information-theoretic odd couple” [3]. Indeed, the
fundamental theories and performance metrics of S&C may
be bridged in a variety of ways. The most well-known result
is the I-MMSE equation [4], which states that for a scalar
Gaussian channel, the derivative of the mutual information
(MI) between the input and output with respect to the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) is the minimum mean squared error
(MMSE) of estimating the input from the output. The I-MMSE
equation may also be deduced from the De Bruijn identity [4],
which connects the differential entropy and Fisher information.
Moreover, the detection probability and relative entropy can
be linked to each other via the celebrated Stein’s lemma [5].

To reveal more insights into the fundamental limits of ISAC
systems, recent works modeled the monostatic radar sensing as
a delayed feedback channel depending on the target states [6].
In such a case, ISAC transmission can be treated as a joint state
estimation and communication problem, whose performance
limits are characterized by the tradeoff between the communi-
cation capacity and state estimation distortion. More relevant
to this work, the performance limits of ISAC were depicted by
the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)-communication rate region in
[7], [8], which unveiled the fundamental deterministic-random
tradeoff (DRT) between S&C.

C. Contributions of This Paper

In this paper, we re-examine the ISAC performance tradeoff
from a rate-distortion perspective. In particular, we extend the
DRT between the communication rate and CRB in [7], [8] to
any well-defined distortion metrics for sensing. We commence
by modeling the ISAC signal emitted from an ISAC transmitter
(Tx) as a random signal carrying information intended for the
communication receiver (Rx), which is perfectly known to
the sensing Rx as a reference waveform as in typical radar
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Fig. 1. The ISAC scenarios considered in this paper, where the dual-functional
waveform X is known to both the ISAC transmitter and sensing receiver.

applications. By analyzing the sensing MI conditioned on
the randomly varying ISAC signal, we show that it provides
a lower bound for well-defined sensing distortion metrics,
e.g., MSE and detection probability. We then underline the
generic DRT in an ISAC system by proving that the dis-
tortion lower bound is minimized if the sample covariance
matrix of the ISAC signal is deterministic, in which case
the achievable communication rate is reduced owing to the
decrease of randomness, or equivalently, the reduced degrees
of freedom (DoFs) in the signal. As a step further, we provide
a discussion on the main results by offering a new angle that
interprets the sensing operation in an ISAC system as a non-
cooperative source-channel coding system, where the target
as a non-cooperative source transmits the information about
its parameters to the sensing Rx in a passive manner. Finally,
we analyze an example of target response matrix estimation,
and provide sufficient conditions for the achievability of the
proposed lower bound.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PERFORMANCE METRICS

A. System Model

We consider a generic point-to-point (P2P) downlink ISAC
system consisting of an ISAC Tx, a sensing Rx, a communi-
cation Rx, and one or multiple targets. The ISAC Tx sends
a dual-functional signal to perform target sensing and down-
link communication simultaneously. Under a vector Gaussian
channel, the S&C signals received at the sensing Rx and
communication Rx can be respectively modeled as

Ys = Hs (η) X + Zs,

Yc = HcX + Zc,
(1)

where X ∈ CM×T is the dual-functional signal matrix
transmitted from the ISAC Tx, with M being the number of
antennas at the ISAC Tx and T being the number of discrete
samples; Hs ∈ CNs×M and Hc ∈ CNc×M are S&C channel
matrices, with Ns and Nc being the numbers of antennas at the
sensing and communication Rxs, respectively; Zs ∈ CNs×T

and Zc ∈ CNc×T are zero mean white Gaussian noise
matrices with variances σ2

s and σ2
c , respectively. In particular,

η ∈ RK represents the target parameters of interest, e.g.,
angle, range, and velocity, with K being the dimension of the
target parameters. The sensing channel Hs : RK → CNs×M is
assumed to be a deterministic function of η. Since the sensing
Rx is typically collocated with the ISAC Tx (monostatic

sensing), or is connected with the ISAC Tx with an optical
fiber (bistatic sensing), the dual-functional signal X is known
to both ISAC Tx and sensing Rx, which is valid for most
of radar applications. On the other hand, as X contains useful
information intended for the communication Rx, it is unknown
to the communication Rx. Therefore, we model X as a random
matrix following a distribution pX (X), whose realization is
known to the ISAC Tx and sensing Rx, but is unknown to
the communication Rx. We also assume E {X} = 0, and
denote the sample and statistical covariance matrices of X
as RX = T−1XXH , and R̃X = E {RX}, respectively.

Accordingly, we define S&C tasks in the ISAC system as

• Sensing Task: Estimate η ∈ RK from the observation
Ys at the sensing Rx, with the knowledge of the probing
signal X.

• Communication Task: Recover the useful information
contained in X from the received signal Yc at the
communication Rx, with the knowledge (or statistical
knowledge) of the channel Hc.

Without loss of generality, we assume η ∼ pη (η), which
vary every T samples in an i.i.d. manner. Moreover, the
communication channel is assumed to vary in an i.i.d. manner
every kT samples, with k ∈ Z+.

B. Sensing Performance Metrics

The sensing performance can be measured by various met-
rics that characterize either the estimation accuracy or detec-
tion reliability, namely, mean squared error (MSE), detection
probability, and Cramér-Rao bound (CRB). These metrics (or
their functions) may be induced from the distortion function
d (η, η̂) between the parameter η and its estimate η̂ in the
context of rate-distortion theory [9]–[11]. For the estimation
problem, the squared Euclidean distance d (η, η̂) = ‖η− η̂‖2
is a commonly used distortion function, which induces the
MSE metric. For the detection problem, η ∈ {0, 1} is a
random binary variable indicating whether the target is present
or absent. To that end, one may choose the distortion as the
Hamming distance between η and η̂, namely, d (η, η̂) = η⊕ η̂.
The average distortion is then given as

E {η⊕ η̂} =

(1⊕ 1) Pr (η̂ = 1 |η = 1) + (0⊕ 0) Pr (η̂ = 0 |η = 0)

+ (1⊕ 0) Pr (η̂ = 1 |η = 0) + (0⊕ 1) Pr (η̂ = 0 |η = 1)

= 1− PD + PFA,
(2)

where PD and PFA stand for the detection and false-alarm
probabilities, respectively. Under the Neyman-Pearson crite-
rion where PFA is fixed, minimizing the average Hamming
distortion (2) yields the maximum PD. As we will show later,
these distortion metrics connect closely to the sensing MI.
Therefore, we will focus on characterizing the sensing MI and
revealing its connection with other sensing metrics.

For the sensing model in (1), the sensing MI is defined as

Is = I (Ys;η |X ) . (3)



At the first glance, the MI (3) is unlikely to be simplified
due to the possible nonlinear dependence between Ys and η,
namely, the nonlinearity of Hs (η). Fortunately, the following
lemma admits a more tractable form of the sensing MI.

Lemma 1. The MI between Ys and η equals to that between
Ys and Hs, i.e.,

Is = I (Ys;η |X ) = I (Ys; Hs |X ) . (4)

Proof. See Appendix A. �

C. Communication Performance Metric

The communication performance can be measured by the
ergodic achievable rate, which is expressed as

Ic = max
pX(X)

T−1I (Yc; X |Hc ) , s. t. pX (X) ∈ F , (5)

where I (Yc; X |Hc ) stands for the mutual information (MI)
between Yc and X conditioned on Hc, and F represents the
feasible set of the distribution pX (X) under some constraint
such as power and sensing performance constraints.

III. MAIN RESULTS

With Lemma 1 at hand, we first prove that the sensing MI
has the following property.

Lemma 2. I (Ys;η |X = A) is a concave function in RA =
T−1AAH .

Proof. See Appendix B. �

With Lemma 2, we may write I (Ys;η |X = A) as a
function of RA, namely, Iη (RA). We then prove that the
following proposition holds.

Proposition 1. Let the average transmit power be PT , namely,
tr (E {RX}) = PT . The sensing MI (3) is maximized if and
only if the support of the sample covariance matrix RX =
T−1XXH is the solution set of the following deterministic
convex optimization problem

max
RA�0, RA=RH

A

Iη (RA) s. t. tr (RA) = PT , (6)

in which case RX has a deterministic trace. In particular,
if problem (6) has a unique solution, then RX itself is
deterministic, i.e., RX = E {RX} = R̃X .

Proof. Since the objective function is a concave function
in RA, the proof is a straightforward modification of [8,
Proposition 3], which is omitted here for brevity. �

We then show that the following theorem provides a uni-
versal bound for the distortion of recovering η from Ys.

Theorem 1. (Distortion Lower Bound) Let D (R) be the
distortion-rate function for the to-be-sensed i.i.d. random
parameter η ∼ pη (η), η̂ an estimate of η, and d (η, η̂)
the corresponding distortion function measuring the sensing
performance. The average distortion of recovering η from the
noisy observation Ys is lower-bounded by

E {d (η, η̂)}
(a)

≥ D [E {Iη (RX)}]
(b)

≥ D
(
Iη

(
R̃X

))
, (7)

where the equality holds for (b) if RX satisfies the conditions
in Proposition 1. In particular, if the solution of (6) is unique,
then RX itself should be deterministic to achieve (b).

Proof. See Appendix C. �

When the sensing-optimal sample covariance matrix is
unique, i.e., when (6) has a unique solution R?

s , the commu-
nication capacity will be reduced due to the extra constraint,
or, equivalently, the loss of DoFs in the ISAC signal. Theorem
2 provides the high-SNR asymptotic egordic communication
capacity under a fixed sample covariance matrix.

Theorem 2. (Sensing-Limited High-SNR Ergodic Capacity)
Suppose that problem (6) has a unique solution R?

s . In the
high-SNR regime, namely, when PT /σ

2
c →∞, the rate Ic can

be expressed as

Ic = max
pX(X)

T−1I (Yc; X |Hc ) , s. t. T−1XXH = R?
s

= E
{(

1− L

2T

)
log
∣∣σ−2c HcR

?
sH

H
c

∣∣+ c0

}
+O

(
σ2
c

)
,

(8)
where L = rank

(
HcR

?
sH

H
c

)
, and the term

c0 =
L

T

[(
T − L

2

)
log

T

e
− log Γ (T ) + log 2

√
π

]
(9)

converges to zero as T → ∞, where Γ (·) is the Gamma
function.

Proof. See the proof of [8, Theorem 1]. �

We next discuss the implications of the above main results.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

A. Wireless Sensing as Non-Cooperative Joint Source-
Channel Coding

It is well-known that the communication MI I (Yc; X |Hc )
has an explicit operational meaning, i.e., achievable data rate.
Nevertheless, it remains unclear what the operational meaning
is for the sensing MI I (Ys;η |X ), as it does not seem to
indicate any “coding” rate in wireless sensing systems.

The main results in Sec. III offer an interesting angle
to look at the above issue by interpreting wireless sensing
from an information-theoretic viewpoint. That is, one may
consider wireless sensing as a procedure of non-cooperative
joint source-channel coding, where the target encodes the
information of the parameter η, and communicates it to
the sensing Rx in a passive and non-cooperative manner.
In such a case, the random parameter η is regarded as a
memoryless source, Hs (η), the channel input, is a letter of
the channel codeword, and Ys is the channel output, from
which a distorted version of η (i.e., η̂) may be revealed at the
sensing Rx. The rate-distortion function R (D) characterizes
the minimum number of bits required to communicate η to
the sensing Rx at an allowable distortion D.

More interestingly, the ISAC signal X serves as the “chan-
nel matrix” for communicating the source η. In particular,
as we model X as a random variable, it can be treated
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Fig. 2. Wireless sensing as non-cooperative joint source-channel coding.

as an “ergodic channel” with channel state information at
the sensing Rx (CSIR), in the sense that it varies in an
i.i.d. manner every T symbols, and is perfectly known to
the sensing Rx. Accordingly, the sensing MI I (Ys;η |X )
becomes an “ergodic rate” of the channel, in the sense that
it bounds the rate-distortion function R (D), and thereby
yields a lower-bound for the average distortion of any well-
defined distortion functions. Indeed, the proof of Theorem
1 is similar to the proof of converse for the source-channel
separation theorem under ergodic channels, where R (D) is
only determined by the distribution of the target (the source
pη (η)), and the maximum sensing MI relies solely on the
statistical model (the channel pYs|Hs

(Ys |Hs )) [12]. Nev-
ertheless, it is unlikely to prove the general achievability of
such a bound. This is because the separation theorem requires
a block-wise coding strategy, which encodes a sequence of
i.i.d. η, i.e., ηk = (η1,η2, . . . ,ηk) by a channel codeword
Hn

s = (Hs,1,Hs,2, . . . ,Hs,n). In our case, the target as a non-
cooperative information source does not have such a block-
wise “coding” capability. The only thing it can do is to map
each source letter η to a channel code letter Hs (η), which is
essentially a letter-wise coding strategy that does not possess
the general optimality.

B. Deterministic-Random Tradeoff in ISAC Systems

Since the establishment of the Shannon theory, it has
been well confirmed by both the academia and engineering
practice that communication signals should be “as random as
possible” to convey information. In contrast to that, sensing
(radar) systems favor deterministic signals to achieve a stable
estimation/detection performance. One example is that in order
to maximize the SINR of the target return, radar typically
emits high-power constant-modulus signals to overcome the
nonlinear amplifier distortion, where only the signal phases
are allowed to vary.

The lessons learned from Theorems 1 are that, ISAC signals
should be deterministic to an extent to reach the optimal sens-
ing MI (and thereby the optimal distortion lower bound), in
the sense that the support of the sample covariance matrix RX

should be restricted to the optimal solution set of (6), or even
be deterministic itself. Under such a constraint, as indicated

Communication-Optimal 

Constellation

Sensing-Optimal 

Constellation

Fig. 3. Determinitstic-Random Tradeoff in ISAC systems for scalar signals.

by Theorem 2, the resulting achievable communication rate
is strictly less than the Gaussian capacity due to the loss
of the pre-log DoFs. In fact, it was recently proved that the
high-SNR capacity (8) is attained by the uniform distribution
over Stefiel manifold, which is no longer Gaussian signaling
anymore [7]. In other words, the ISAC system trades off the
randomness in the signal (and thereby the communication
performance) for achieving a better sensing performance,
which is referred to as deterministic-random tradeoff (DRT)
between S&C functionalities in the ISAC system [8].

More remarkably, the lower bound in (7) does not require
a specific distortion function for sensing, which implies that
the DRT may hold for a variety of sensing metrics, including
the MSE, detection probability, and negative sensing MI itself.
Note that the proof does not need any analytical expressions
of distortion metrics, which is a generalization of the results
in [8] relying on the convexity of the closed-form expression
of CRB. Despite the fact that the achievability conditions of
(7) remain unexplored, Theorem 1 provides strong evidence
for the generic correctness of the DRT in ISAC systems.

V. EXAMPLES

In this section, we analyze an example of target response
matrix (TRM) estimation, where we have η = vec (Hs) =
hs. To explicitly characterize the sensing MI, we also assume
that the target parameters are zero-mean circular-symmetric
Gaussian distributed with an invertible statistical covariance
matrix R̃h, i.e., hs ∼ CN

(
0, R̃h

)
. Such a model has been

widely applied to extended target estimation of MIMO radar
systems. We will also show that, under certain conditions, the
lower bound in (7) is achievable.

A. Scalar Case

We commence by examining the scalar case, namely, M =
1, T = 1, where the S&C signals reduce to

Ys = HsX + Zs,

Yc = HcX + Zc,
(10)

where Hs ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

h

)
. The sensing MI is given by

Is = I (Ys;Hs |X ) = E

{
log

(
1 +
|X|2σ2

h

σ2
s

)}

≤ log

1 +
E
{
|X|2

}
σ2
h

σ2
s

 = log

(
1 +

PTσ
2
h

σ2
s

)
, Is,max,

(11)



Let us denote the estimate of Hs as Ĥs. By leveraging the
squared Euclidean distance distortion, the sensing performance
is measured by the MSE. The following proposition provides
the achievability condition of the MSE lower bound.

Proposition 2. The scalar-case sensing MSE is bounded by

E
{∣∣∣Hs − Ĥs

∣∣∣2} ≥ σ2
h2−Is,max . (12)

The equality holds if and only if the MMSE estimator is em-
ployed at the sensing receiver, and that |X|2 = E

{
|X|2

}
=

PT , i.e., X has a constant amplitude
√
PT .

Proof. See Appendix D. �

Remark 1: When the above lower bound is achieved, the
ISAC system may only employ PSK constellations to convey
information as shown in Fig. 3, leading to an achievable
communication rate strictly lower than that of a Gaussian
distributed X .

Remark 2: The sensing model in (10) is nothing but an
uncoded transmission scheme of the Gaussian source Hs. For
non-fading Gaussian channels, uncoded transmission is known
to be optimal with MSE as the distortion. Nevertheless, in the
ISAC system, X is an i.i.d. random variable known to the
sensing Rx, which makes (10) essentially an ergodic channel
with CSIR. In such a case, the capacity-achieving scheme is
coding across blocks, which cannot be realized due to the fact
that the source is a non-cooperative target, as discussed in
Sec. IV. Therefore, uncoded transmission is no longer optimal,
resulting in the inequality (a) in (30). When the amplitude
of X is fixed to

√
PT , the ergodic rate I (Ys;Hs |X ) is

maximized and equal to that of the non-fading channel, which
makes uncoded transmission optimal again.

B. Vector Case

By noting η = vec (Hs) = hs, we vectorize the sensing
signal model as

ys = vec (Ys) =
(
XT ⊗ INs

)
hs + zs , X̃hs + zs. (13)

The sensing MI can be expressed as

I
(
ys; hs

∣∣∣X̃) = E
{

log
∣∣∣I + σ−2s X̃R̃hX̃H

∣∣∣}
= E

{
log
∣∣I + σ−2s ΛhUH

(
X∗XT ⊗ INs

)
U
∣∣}

= E
{

log
∣∣I + σ−2s ΛhUHK

(
INs ⊗X∗XT

)
KTU

∣∣} , (14)

where R̃h = UΛhUH is the eigenvalue decomposition of
R̃h, and K is a real commutation matrix satisfying KKT =
KTK = I, such that K

(
INs ⊗X∗XT

)
KT = X∗XT ⊗ INs .

By letting F̃ = UHK =
[
F̃1, F̃2, . . . , F̃Ns

]
, and Fi = F̃∗i ,

(14) can be recast as

I (Ys; Hs |X ) = E
{

log

∣∣∣∣I + σ−2s TΛh

∑Ns

i=1
F̃iR

∗
XF̃H

i

∣∣∣∣}
= E

{
log

∣∣∣∣I + σ−2s TΛh

∑Ns

i=1
FiRXFH

i

∣∣∣∣} .
(15)

Proposition 3. The vector-case sensing MSE is bounded by

E
{∥∥∥Hs − Ĥs

∥∥∥2
F

}
≥ DV G [I (Ys; Hs |X )] , (16)

where DV G (·) is the distortion-rate function for the inde-
pendent Gaussian vector UHhs ∼ CN (0,Λh). The above
lower-bound is attained if the following conditions hold:

1. The MMSE estimator is employed at the sensing receiver.
2. The sample covariance matrix RX is deterministic, i.e.,

RX = E (RX) = R̃X .
3. The sum

∑Ns

i=1 FiR̃XFH
i is diagonalizable by some

unitary matrix V, namely,

VH

(∑Ns

i=1
FiR̃XFH

i

)
V = diag (β1, β2, . . . , βNsM ) .

(17)
In particular, βi should have the following water-filling struc-
ture

βi =

(
γ − σ2

s

Tλi

)+

,∀i, (18)

where γ > 0 is chosen such that tr
(
R̃X

)
= PT .

Proof. See Appendix E. �

Remark 3: It is again noted from Proposition 3 that if the
MSE lower bound is achieved by a unique sensing-optimal
covariance matrix, the communication rate I (Yc; X |Hc ) will
be reduced, as RX = T−1XXH is required to be determinis-
tic. In this case, the ISAC waveform X is no longer Gaussian,
where the only randomness (DoFs) lies in its right singular
vectors, leading to the high-SNR capacity in Theorem 2.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the fundamental limits of
ISAC systems from a rate-distortion perspective. We consid-
ered a generic vector Gaussian ISAC channel model, and
employed conditional MI as a performance metric for both
S&C, respectively. Our main results indicated that the sensing
MI provides a universal lower bound for any well-defined
distortion metrics of sensing, and that the distortion lower
bound is minimized if the sample covariance matrix of the
ISAC signal is deterministic. In such a case, the achievable
communication rate is decreased due to the reduced ran-
domness in the ISAC signal, leading to the DRT between
S&C. We also interpreted the main results by pointing out
the analogy between wireless sensing and joint source-channel
coding. That is, the sensing operation can be considered as
the target, a non-cooperative information source, encodes and
communicates the information of its parameters to the sensing
Rx in a passive manner. Finally, we studied a specific example
of target response matrix estimation for ISAC systems, and
provided sufficient conditions for the achievability of the
distortion lower bound.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

We first note that η → Hs → Ys forms a Markov chain.
By applying the chain rule of the MI, we have

I (Ys; Hs,η |X ) = I (Ys;η |X ) + I (Ys; Hs |X,η )

= I (Ys; Hs |X ) + I (Ys;η |X,Hs )

(a)
= I (Ys; Hs |X ) ,

(19)

where (a) in (19) follows from the the Markov chain where
Ys is conditionally independent of η given Hs. Further, note
that

I (Ys; Hs |X,η ) = 0, (20)

which holds since Hs is a function of η. Combining (19) and
(20) yields (4) immediately, which completes the proof.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

We first vectorize the sensing signal matrix Ys given X =
A as

ys = vec (Ys) =
(
AT ⊗ INs

)
hs + zs , Ãhs + zs, (21)

where hs = vec (Hs), and zs = vec (Zs). It is apparent that
I (Ys;η) = I (Ys; Hs) = I (ys; hs). Moreover, according to
[13, Theorem 1], I (ys; hs) is a concave function in ÃHÃ.
Note that

ÃHÃ = A∗AT ⊗ INs
= TR∗A ⊗ INs

. (22)

Since the Kronecker product is a linear operator which pre-
serves the concavity, I (Ys;η) is a concave function in R∗A,
and is thus a concave function of RA.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

By noting that η → Hs → (Ys,X) → η̂ forms a Markov
chain, it holds that

I (η; η̂)
(a)

≤ I (Hs; Ys,X)

= I (Hs; Ys |X ) + I (Hs; X)

(b)
= I (Hs; Ys |X ) = I (η; Ys |X ) ,

(23)

where (a) is because of the data processing inequality, and (b)
is based on the fact that Hs and X are independent to each
other (since the Hs is not available at the transmitter).

Let us consider the rate-distortion function of pη (η), which
is defined as

R (D) = min
p(η̂|η )

I (η; η̂) s. t. E {d (η, η̂)} ≤ D. (24)

It follows that

R (D) ≤ I (η; η̂) ≤ I (η; Ys |X )

= E {Iη (RX)}
(a)

≤ Iη (E {RX}) = Iη

(
R̃X

)
,

(25)

where the Jensen’s inequality (a) holds since Iη (RX) is a
concave function in RX . The equality holds for (a) if RX

satisfies the conditions given in Proposition 1.
By noting the facts that R (D) is a monotonic decreasing

function in D, and that the distortion-rate function

D (R) = min
p(η̂|η )

E {d (η, η̂)} s. t. I (η; η̂) ≤ R (26)

is the inverse function of R (D), (7) holds immediately, which
completes the proof.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

It is readily to see that the maximum of the sensing MI (10)
is reached if and only if |X|2 = E

(
|X|2

)
= PT , i.e., X has

a constant amplitude
√
PT . For the complex scalar Gaussian

source Hs ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

h

)
, the corresponding rate-distortion

and distortion-rate functions are

RG (D) = log
σ2
h

D
, DG (R) = σ2

h2−R. (27)

Now suppose that the sensing Rx applies an MMSE estimator
to estimate Hs for each realization of X . The MMSE for a
given instance of X can be expressed as

mmse (Hs |X ) =
1

σ−2h + σ−2s |X|2
. (28)

The overall MMSE can be computed as

mmse (Hs) = E {mmse (Hs |X )} = E

{
1

σ−2h + σ−2s |X|2

}
(29)

which is the minimum distortion achievable at the sensing Rx.
It follows that

RG [mmse (Hs)] = − logE


(

1 +
σ2
h|X|

2

σ2
s

)−1
(a)

≤ −E log


(

1 +
σ2
h|X|

2

σ2
s

)−1 = I (Ys;Hs |X ) ,

(30)

where (a) is due to the fact that −E {log x} ≥ − logE {x}.
Apparently, the equality holds for (a) if and only if |X|2 =

E
{
|X|2

}
= PT , in which case we have

RG [mmse (Hs)] = log

(
1 +

PTσ
2
h

σ2
s

)
= Is,max,

E
{∣∣∣Hs − Ĥs

∣∣∣2} ≥ mmse (Hs)

=
1

σ−2h + σ−2s PT

= σ2
h2−Is,max .

(31)

That is, the MSE attains the lower bound in Theorem 1 when
the amplitude of X is deterministic and fixed to

√
PT .



APPENDIX E
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

Following similar steps of (14), the MMSE for estimating
Hs can be obtained as

mmse (Hs) = E {mmse (Hs |X )}

= E

{
tr

[(
Λ−1h + σ−2s T

∑Ns

i=1
FiRXFH

i

)−1]}
.

(32)

The rate-distortion function of the correlated vector Gaus-
sian source hs ∼ CN

(
0, R̃h

)
is equivalent to that of its

independent counterpart UHhs ∼ CN (0,Λh) [14, Chapter
8], which is

RV G (D) =
∑NsM

i=1
log

λi

(µ− λi)+ + λi
, (33)

where λi is the ith eigenvalue of R̃h, and µ ≥ 0 is chosen
such that

∑NsM
i=1 (µ− λi)+ + λi = D. We further note that

RV G [mmse (Hs)] = RV G (E {mmse (Hs |X )})
(a)

≤ E {RV G [mmse (Hs |X )]} ≤ E
{
I
(
Ĥs; Hs |X = X

)}
(b)

≤ E {I (Ys; Hs |X = X )} = I (Ys; Hs |X ) ,
(34)

where the Jensen’s inequality (a) holds due to the fact that
RV G (D) is a convex function in D, and (b) is because of
the data processing inequality for the Markov chain Hs →
(Ys,X) → Ĥs for a given X. Following Theorem 1, we
have

mmse (Hs) ≥ DV G [I (Ys; Hs |X )] , (35)

where DV G (R) is the distortion-rate function for independent
vector Gaussian sources.

Note that (15) and (32) are concave and convex functions
of RX , respectively. By the Jensen’s inequality we have

I (Ys; Hs |X )

= E
{

log

∣∣∣∣I + σ−2s TΛh

∑Ns

i=1
FiRXFH

i

∣∣∣∣}
(a)

≤ log

∣∣∣∣I + σ−2s TΛh

∑Ns

i=1
FiE (RX) FH

i

∣∣∣∣
(b)

≤ max
R̃X�0,

tr(R̃X) =PT

log

∣∣∣∣I + σ−2s TΛh

∑Ns

i=1
FiR̃XFH

i

∣∣∣∣ ,
(36)

and
mmse (Hs)

= E

{
tr

[(
Λ−1h + σ−2s T

∑Ns

i=1
FiRXFH

i

)−1]}
(c)

≥ tr

[(
Λ−1h + σ−2s T

∑Ns

i=1
FiE (RX) FH

i

)−1]
(d)

≥ min
R̃X�0,

tr(R̃X) =PT

tr

[(
Λ−1h + σ−2s T

∑Ns

i=1
FiR̃XFH

i

)−1]
,

(37)

where the equal signs hold for both inequalities (a) and (c) if
condition 2 holds, i.e., RX = E (RX) = R̃X .

Moreover, by noting the fact that

F̃T F̃∗ =


FH

1

FH
2

...

FH
Ns

 [F1,F2, . . . ,FNs
] = KTU∗UTK = IMNs

,

(38)
we have FH

i Fi = IM ,∀i. It follows that

tr

(∑Ns

i=1
FiR̃XFH

i

)
=
∑Ns

i=1
tr
(
R̃XFH

i Fi

)
= NsPT .

(39)
Now suppose that both conditions 2 and 3 hold. The sensing

MI and MMSE can be simplified as

I (Ys; Hs |X ) = log

∣∣∣∣I + σ−2s TΛh

∑Ns

i=1
FiR̃XFH

i

∣∣∣∣
=
∑NsM

i=1
log
(
1 + σ−2s Tλiβi

)
,

(40)

mmse (Hs) = tr

[(
Λ−1h + σ−2s T

∑Ns

i=1
FiR̃XFH

i

)−1]
=
∑NsM

i=1

λi

1 + σ−2s Tλiβi
,

(41)
where

∑Ns

i=1 βi = NsPT . It can be readily verified that the
water-filling solution (18) achieves the maximum and mini-
mum of (40) and (41) for a given power budget PT , respec-
tivel. Accordingly, the optimal sensing MI and MMSE can be
recast as

I (Ys; Hs |X ) =
∑Ns

i=1
log
(

1 +
(
σ−2s Tλiγ − 1

)+)
, (42)

mmse (Hs) =
∑Ns

i=1

λi

1 +
(
σ−2s Tλiγ − 1

)+ . (43)

Upon recalling (33) and letting µ = σ2
sT
−1γ−1, we have∑NsM

i=1
(µ− λi)++λi = mmse (Hs) , (44)

RV G [mmse (Hs)] =
∑NsM

i=1
log

λi

(µ− λi)+ + λi
= I (Ys; Hs |X ) ,

(45)

which implies mmse (Hs) = DV G [I (Ys; Hs |X )], complet-
ing the proof.
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