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Abstract—Sensing capabilities as an integral part of the
network have been identified as a novel feature of sixth-
generation (6G) wireless networks. As a key driver, millimeter-
wave (mmWave) communication largely boosts speed, capacities,
and connectivity. In order to maximize the potential of mmWave
communication, precise and fast beam acquisition (BA) is crucial,
since it compensates for a high pathloss and provides a large
beamforming gain. Practically, the angle-of-departure (AoD)
remains almost constant over numerous consecutive time slots,
the backscatter signal experiences some delay, and the hardware
is restricted under the peak power constraint. This work captures
these main features by a simple binary beam-pointing (BBP)
channel model with in-block memory (iBM) [1], peak cost
constraint, and one unit-delayed feedback. In particular, we focus
on the sensing capabilities of such a model and characterize the
performance of the BA process in terms of the Hamming dis-
tortion of the estimated channel state. We encode the position of
the AoD and derive the minimum distortion of the BBP channel
under the peak cost constraint with no communication constraint.
Our previous work [2] proposed a joint communication and
sensing (JCAS) algorithm, which achieves the capacity of the
same channel model. Herein, we show that by employing this
JCAS transmission strategy, optimal data communication and
channel estimation can be accomplished simultaneously. This
yields the complete characterization of the capacity-distortion
tradeoff for this model.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the evolution of 4G to 5G, the spectrum allocations
have expanded towards millimeter-wave (mmWave) bands [3].
This trend will continue and communication spectra in the
sub-Terahertz region will likely be available as some of the
frequency bands for 6G deployments. With the introduction
of these new frequencies, the potential for very accurate
sensing based on radar-like technology arises [4]-[6].That is,
reflections of transmitted signals are received in the network
and processed to yield spatial knowledge of the physical
surroundings. At these frequencies, the communication net-
work must employ beamforming of the transmitted signals
to concentrate and direct the signal energy to a specific
geographical area where the intended receiver is located [[7],
which is strongly affected by the initial beam acquisition (BA)
phase [8]. In general, standard BA schemes are based on some
“beam-sweeping” phase, i.e., the base station (BS) sends pilot
signals in all the possible transmission directions at regular
intervals, allowing the user equipment (UE) to identify the
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best beam index and feed this back via some hand-shaking
protocol. Works have studied the BA problem in various
ways (e.g., see [9]-[15] and references therein). However,
transmission efficiency is not fully realized in these works,
as they isolate the BA phase and the data communication
phase. This separation is known to be sub-optimal from the
information-theoretic perspective [16].

For future sensing, the main advantage of the communica-
tion network is that most of the infrastructure is already in
place with transmitter/receiver (Tx/Rx) nodes. This provides
full area coverage as well as a good interconnection between
nodes. Hence, the sensing can be provided almost ‘for free’. To
achieve the full potential of mmWave communication, numer-
ous recent works exploit “joint communication and sensing’
(JCAS) (see e.g. [17]-[20] and references therein), where
communication can take place while the angle-of-departure
(AoD) is being estimated via the backscatter signal.

From physical considerations, it is clear that the AoD
remains almost constant over a large number of consecutive
time slots, which presents a state-dependent channel with
memory. Additionally, the backscatter signal can be modeled
as causal feedback. In this work, we investigate this scenario
with JCAS from an information-theoretic viewpoint. Consid-
ering channels with in-block memory (iBM) [1]], i.e., the state
remains constant for blocks of L time slots, and changes
in an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) fashion
from block to block, the state estimation error is very hard
to evaluate since it requires the optimization over length-L
sequences of conditional input distributions.

Contribution: In this paper, we consider a binary beam-
pointing (BBP) channel with iBM and one-unit delayed feed-
back under the peak cost constraint. In our previous work [2],
we characterized the capacity of this BBP channel. Herein,
we are interested in the ability of the BS to “locate” the target
AoD, quantified by the distortion error achieved by the BS
state estimator at the end of each block. We refer to “distor-
tion” as the (average) error with which the transmitter is able
to determine the channel state (i.e., the AoD of the receiver) at
the end of each block, and characterize the minimum distortion
under the peak cost constraint. It is interesting to see that
this minimum distortion can be obtained by deploying the
capacity-achieving transmission strategy in [2]. We, therefore,
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obtain a complete capacity-distortion region of the considered
channel model, revealing that for this model the tradeoff is
“trivial” in the sense that optimal communication rate and
minimum state estimation distortion can be achieved at the
same time. This corroborates the general intuition that JCAS
yields excellent sensing capabilities without compromising
capacity.

Notations: For an integer n, we let [n] = {1,--- ,n}

and [n; : na] = {n1,--- ,n2} for some integers n; < ng. X
denotes a vector and X" = [X{,---, X, ] denotes a sequence
of vectors. Let [#]7 = max(0,x), and y*~!'1 denote the

realization of the sequence Y where Y~! =y~ land Y; = 1.
Let ﬁ,; denote the binary sequence with length ¢ and the first
one element appearing at the k-index (i.e., 85 = {01 %- *}

i— 2
where x can be either 0 or 1). 1{-} denotes an indicator
function. |A| represents the cardinality of a set A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a BBP channel model with iBM [[1] and block
length L. There are n total transmission time in channel uses
where n = (L and /¢ is the number of blocks. Note that
when L = 1, the channel becomes the memoryless channel
with independent states. The channel state S € {0,1}™ is an
M -dimensional “one-hot” binary vector where the single “1”
appearing at index m indicates the (unknown) target receiver
AoD, among M possible quantized angles. This index m
is a random variable uniformly distributed over [M] and is
referred to as the transmission direction, i.e., the quantized
AoD of the UE with respect to the BS array. The state remains
constant for blocks of L channel uses and the transmitter (BS)
receives binary causal noiseless feedback. This channel state
information is assumed to be perfectly known at the receiver
(CSIR) but unknown at the transmitter. The transmitter decides
the transmission direction estimation S (i.e., a one-hot vector)
upon the channel input and feedback at the end of each block.
Furthermore, S € S is i) independent of the channel input,
ii) remains constant for an interval of L channel uses, and iii)
ii.d. according to Pg across the blocks. The channel input
X, ; € X :={0,1} is also an M-dimensional binary vector
with a peak Hamming weight cost constraint, modeling the
fact that sending in multiple directions costs transmit power.
The channel output Y; ; € ) := {0,1} at channel use j of
block 7

T
=sTX,; 1)
is binary, given by the inner product of the state and input
vectors. The causal feedback is noiseless, i.e., it coincides with
the output from the previous channel use. Notice that YV; ; = 1
if the single “1” in S; coincides with a “1” in X; ; and zero
otherwise. The joint probability distribution of the considered
model is
¢

"8 yt) =

PWXnQZ}/n(w,& PW(U))
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where we denote 3/ = Yij—1]-

Definition 1. The estimate of the state sequence S’ in the
presence of the input X™ and feedback Y™ is defined as

i1,

58 gxmvmy, 3)

where ¢ : X" x Y™ — S’l, is a state estimation function and S
is the reproduction alphabet. The average per-block distortion
is defined as

1 4
ZZ (8;,5,) “)

o - . &l .
where S, is the i-th component of S in (@), and d
S xS — R, is a state estimation error measure with
MAX(, 4oy d(s, 8) < oo.

Lemma 1. Define the function
ﬁ*@z‘Lvyi ) = arg min Z Pg, |XLYL( i|£iLvyiL)d(5m 5;)
5;€S8 5,€S
where
PS ( )PYL\S XL(yz |§z7—7, )
Zﬁ.es Pil- (—i)PY,L|§.,§.L (yz |§iv£iL),
and Pyris xr(yFls,zl) = TIi) Prs,x, Wiglsoa, ;).

Irrespective of the choice of encoding and decodmg ﬁmctlons
distortion AW in @) is minimized by the estimator

L L
Ps xrye(silzl,uf) =

~k
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where 8 (zF, yF) is the state estimation of the i-th block, i €
[€]-
Proof: By (@), we have

E[d(S;, S,)]

= Exryn [E[d(ﬁ ,S»)@",Y”]}

= Z P&")Yu T ,y Z S ‘X" Yn |xn7yn)
zmyn 3,€S

X Y Ps xrye(silzl,yl)d(s;, 8,) (52)
s5,€S

> Z Pxn yn(z",y")

X gleig > Pgxrye(silzl,yl)d(s;, 8,)
* 8,€S

= E[d(S;, 8" (X, V"), (5b)

where (3a) holds by the Markov chain

(XT, - X YR YRS - (XE Y - 8,
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Summing over all ¢ = 1,--- |

0
> E[d(S;, 5
i=1
which leads to the desired conclusion. [ |

Lemmal[fl allows us to define the conditional estimation cost
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such that, for any encoding function

l
Z Ele(zh)). (6)

Definition 2. Define the minimum distortion D(Bpeak) under
the peak input cost constraint Bpeax as

A —

~| =

Bye(zh), @)

where Pyr (zl) satisfies the peak cost constraint, i.e.,
b(im) < Bpeak, Vi € [(],j € [L] where b(-) : & — Ry
is an input cost function.

Since the channel state S is i.i.d. over each block, with-
out loss of generality, we consider only the first block and
ignore the block index 7. The same derivation/strategy can
be applied to other blocks identically. We consider b(-) to
be the Hamming weight function (number of ones). This
is physically motivated by the fact that assuming constant
transmission power per direction, the total transmission power
is proportional to the number of directions in which X, ;
sends a “l1”. The estimation distortion function d(s,$) is
characterized by Hamming distance, that is,

d(s,8) =40 53 ®)
S.S8) =
== 2, s,5€Sands#5’

since s and s are both one-hot vectors.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we first derive the minimum distortion under
a peak cost constraint Bpe, with an unconstrained commu-
nication of the BBP channel model, i.e., D(Bpeax) in ().
Then, we provide a sensing strategy that achieves the minimum
distortion. Notice that this strategy can simultaneously achieve
the capacity of this BBP channel by our previous result [2].

A. Minimum Distortion

Let B, (z7) denote the set of beam indices containing the
transmission direction at channel use 7 when channel input
X7 = 27 and feedback Y7 = ¢/ for all possible transmission
strategies. Then, we can simplify the distortion in (@) as
follows. We initialize Byo(z”) = [M]. The state estimation
decision is made based on B, (z”). For this BBP channel
with iBM and noiseless feedback, we have

Py xrye(slzh,y") = Pgxrye(slz®, y*)

Pg xvyr(s, zh,y")
PXLYL( yh)
The joint distribution for L channel uses is
Pxe, YL( Y )
= ZPXL,YL,ﬁ £L7yL7§)
S

L
= T Ps(@)Lpara, =y P 1ot vs (gl 97 ™)

s =1
B (z5)| o
= e ] Pyl ™, )
j=1
1By (z")|
TPXLHYL Lz g, (9b)

where holds since Hle
beam indices belonging to B, (z

]l{éng:yj} = 1 only for the
L) and holds since we

define
L
A i1 -
PXL||YL 1(z ||7J :H X ;| X9y 1(z j|£J 1,y3 1)-
(10)
Therefore,
Py xrye(slzh,y") = Pgixryr (slz®, y*)
1 L
— { 1Br&@h)p Vs € Byu(z )’ (11)
0, otherwise

where |B,. (z")| > 1, i.e., it is uniform over the restricted set

Bgf (z) and zero elsewhere. The distortion can be simplified
as
E[d(S, 9)]
= Extys [E[d(i, 8)x-, v
= Z PXLyL ,y Z |XLYL |xL7yL)
3€S8
x ZPMYL@@ y")d(s, 3)
seS
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where (12a) follows from (8) and (1)), and (I2b) follows from
(0.

Sending back a Y, = 1 indicates that the transmission
direction is detected within the small set of ones in X ;.. Recall

— 1]+

(12b)



that BF denotes the set containing all possible L-length binary
sequences with the first non-zero element appearing at index
k. Let

ck2M > Pru(yh),

ylepf

(13a)

which is independent of the transmission strategy. Then,
Y Y P
k= lyLe[jL

Further, by (13a), we have

L
Ck
Py (0 :1_;% (13b)

Bpeak

CkSMPYk(ykzl)SMTZ (13¢)

peak

where (13c)) holds by the peak input cost constraint. Following
this notation, we next provide the minimum distortion under
the peak cost constraint.

Theorem 1. The minimum distortion D(Bpea) defined in (1)
of the BBP model with iBM under peak cost constraint Bpeqx
is

i2c —2b=i1+ Q[M_Zlecj_1]+
peak : M )
Jj=1
(14)
where ¢1 = Inln(]g , Bpeat), and
¢ = mm(M Bpew),1<j < L. (15

Proof: We first prove that the minimum distortion is
presented in (I4). By (I34), we have

MZ Z Pyr yr( by )
zL LGﬂL
|B r Ly, L—1
=My N PXLHYL (2"l ae)
zL LGﬂL

where (16) follows from (@B). Similarly, by (I3B), we have

L
M — ch
j=1

= MZPKLJ/L (EL,OL)

2L
|Bor ()]
=M OTPXLHYL L(zhjoF ).
xL

Continuing with (I2b), the distortion at the end of each block
is at least

D
L
1, 2By (z)] = 1]F
= D > Pxpyeaatllyth 7
j=lylepl ok
1 20Bor (28] — 1T
+ZP§LHYL*1(2L||OL 1) [l OL(M)l ]

EL
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: M
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(17a)
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M

L
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j=1

where (I7a) holds since [x — 1]T is a convex function,
and (I7B) holds by (I6) and since there are 2°~7 possible
y~ belongs to ﬁjL. Hence, the minimum distortion can be
represented by (14).

Next, we show that the minimum (I4) can be obtained by
choosing ¢;,i € [L] iteratively as given in (L3)). Ideally, the
minimum of (I7D) is achieved when M — Zle ¢;—1>0
and ¢; — 217 > 0,Vj € [L]. Hence, we have M — 1 >
Zle 2L=7 which gives L < log M. To have ¢; > 2577 and
M—Zle ¢j—1 > 0 hold simultaneously, we can choose ¢; =

% and ¢; = %ﬁzick Meanwhile, by (I3c), ¢; < Bpeak
for all j € [L]. Therefore, we can choose (I3) to achieve the
minimum of (I4). Similarly, one can verify that the minimum
distortion D(Bpeak) is achieved by choosing when L >
log M. [ |

Remark 1. The optimal choice of ¢; to minimize is not
unique and depends on the values of L, M and Bpey. For
example, when L = 1, Byeak > 1, and M > 1, any 1 < ¢; <
M —1 achieves the minimum distortion. Herein, we choose ¢;
as in since it also achieves the channel capacity as proved
in [2].

B. Estimation Strategy

In order to minimize distortion, it is critical to reducing
the size of the set B,z (z"). Let B denote the set of beam
indices to be explored at channel use ¢ and B;*° denote
the complementary of Bf (i.e., Bf U B;"“ = [M]). Initially,
B,o = [M] and B§ = ). Based on the strictly causal noiseless
feedback, |B,:(z")| can be updated as

|Byir (z1)]
= yir1|Bys (2") N BE| + (1 — yi1)|Byi (') N BIC| (18)
+ (L= yig1)(|Byi ()] — [B5]) 19)

where (I8) indicates that the size of possible transmission
directions is decreasing (i.e., |Byi+1(z ZJf1)| < |B,i(z")|) and
equality in (I9) holds when Bf C B,:(z"), that is, the trans-
mitter selects beam indices from the set B,i(z") recursively.
Following the ideas illustrated above, we next show that the
minimum distortion in Theorem [l can be obtained by applying
the transmission strategy in [2, Algorithm 1]. Specifically, we
initialize a sequence of {cy, - - - , cp } iteratively solved by (I3).
At the beginning of channel use 4, we update B,; and choose
some number of beam indices randomly and uniformly from
B, based on the casual feedback Y;_ ;. Additionally, we use
k,k € [L] to record the number of channel uses until the



transmitter selected the “right” directions (i.e., Y, = 1). Before
that, the transmitter randomly and uniformly chooses ¢;,7 < k
beam indices from B,:-1. After that, the transmitter randomly
and uniformly chooses 57,4 > k beam indices from B i-1.
These selected beam indices are stored in set 5.

Recall that 3% denotes the binary sequence with length
L and the first non-zero element appearing at the k-index.
Based on this transmission strategy, the probabilities of output
sequences y” under the condition of different channel states
are the same, i.e., Pyr g(y"[s) = Pyr|s(y"|s’),s # s/, and
one can easily check that

Ck Ck
ZL: Y. Pxeye(ay") =5 1B @)l = 5
ab ylepk

(20a)

EL

(20b)

where |Bo: (z")| > 0 by (I3) and Bz (z") denotes the set
containing possible transmission directions for any channel
input sequence z” leading to y’ € BL. From (I2B), the
distortion is at least

D(Bpeak) = Z Z Z

ot \k=1ylesf

2(|Bgg (") — 1]*

Pyryye @"|ly"™) 7 (21a)
Ly _ 11+
+Pyry o B I ) (21b)
X M
_ i2L7k2[25—ik —1]* i 2[M — Zé:l o — 17" @lc)
B M M
k=1
L 9le, —2L7KF oM —E e — 1)t
= + k=1 . (21d)
M M

k

Il
=

We partition the sequence of y” into y* € ﬂ,f and y~ = 0%
in 21a) and @IB). @Id) follows from (20a) and there are
20=F possible y' sequences in 3¢ sharing the same probability
Pyiyi(z',y' € B;) for k < i according to Algorithm
1. Finally, we obtain the lower bound @Id). Therefore, we
showed that Algorithm 1 in [2] achieves the distortion in (I4).

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied a binary beam-pointing channel
with in-block memory and feedback that captures the main
feature of the beam alignment problem in mmWave com-
munications and yet is sufficiently simple to be tractable
from an information-theoretic viewpoint. We derived the min-
imum distortion of this simplified channel model under the
peak cost constraint. We showed that the capacity-achieving
transmission strategy in [2] attains the minimum distortion
simultaneously. In conclusion, we have characterized the full
capacity-distortion region of this binary beam-pointing channel

ZL o L
2 Pryelah 0 =1 = SUEE (B @) = M =3 e

under the peak cost constraint. This surprising result reveals
the fact that channel estimation and signal communication can
be jointly optimal, which enables the efficient utilization of the
available resources in time, frequency, available antennas, and
transmission power.
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