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MIMO Integrated Sensing and Communication
Exploiting Prior Information

Chan Xu and Shuowen Zhang

Abstract—In this paper, we study a multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)
system where one multi-antenna base station (BS) sends infor-
mation to a user with multiple antennas in the downlink and
simultaneously senses the location parameter of a target based
on its reflected echo signals received back at the BS receive
antennas. We focus on the case where the location parameter
to be sensed is unknown and random, for which the prior
distribution information is available for exploitation. First, we
propose to adopt the posterior Cramér-Rao bound (PCRB) as
the sensing performance metric with prior information, which
quantifies a lower bound of the mean-squared error (MSE). Since
the PCRB is in a complicated form, we derive a tight upper bound
of it to draw more insights. Based on this, we analytically show
that by exploiting the prior distribution information, the PCRB
is always no larger than the CRB averaged over random location
realizations without prior information exploitation. Next, we
formulate the transmit covariance matrix optimization problem
to minimize the sensing PCRB under a communication rate
constraint. We obtain the optimal solution and derive useful
properties on its rank. Then, by considering the derived PCRB
upper bound as the objective function, we propose a low-
complexity suboptimal solution in semi-closed form. Numerical
results demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed designs in
MIMO ISAC exploiting prior information.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication,
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), posterior Cramér-Rao
bound (PCRB).

I. INTRODUCTION

Driven by new emerging sixth-generation (6G) applications
such as vehicle-to-everything (V2X), platoons, virtual reality
(VR), unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV), etc. [2], there has
been an ever-increasing demand for simultaneously providing
high-capacity communication and high-precision sensing (or
localization) services. Integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) [3] is a promising technique to meet the aforemen-
tioned demands, where communication and sensing services
share the same frequency band and are jointly designed. By
accomplishing the communication and sensing functions over
a single hardware unit and common wireless resources, ISAC
systems are anticipated to save the hardware cost and energy
consumption, and achieve enhanced sensing performance with
proper wireless resource allocation. Particularly, in multi-
antenna systems, smart antenna techniques in wireless com-
munications and multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) radar
techniques in sensing share similar spirits, which makes them
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perfect platforms to realize dual-function radar-communication
(DFRC) [4].

To fully reap the benefits of ISAC, it is of paramount
importance to optimally design the transmit signals to accom-
plish dual functionalities of target sensing and communication,
which has recently attracted significant research attention. The
ISAC transmit signal designs can be generally divided into
three categories: radar-centric design, communication-centric
design, and joint design. In radar-centric design, the communi-
cation information is embedded in the common radar pulse by
utilizing its extra potential information or parameters, such as
the rate and phase parameters of chirp signals [5], the distinct
level of the sidelobe [6], as well as the antenna and subcarrier
indices [7]. In communication-centric design, the classic com-
munication signals are modified to achieve the sensing func-
tionality. Orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)
has been widely used in current communication systems and
can be employed in radar with minimal changes to signal
processing [8]–[12]. By exploiting the Doppler sensitivity
arising from the multicarrier structure of the OFDM signal, the
Doppler ambiguity of the pulsed Doppler radars can be solved
[13]. However, in radar-centric design, the communication
rate is limited by the pulse repetition frequency of radar;
in communication-centric design, the sensing performance
is restricted since the communication waveform is not well
shaped to satisfy the sensing-specific constraints. To provide
a better trade-off between communication and sensing, the
transmit signal should be designed with joint consideration
of both functions.

In the existing literature on dual-functional ISAC transmit
signal design, the rate or signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) is typically used to characterize the communica-
tion performance. The sensing performance metrics can be
generally categorized into three classes: radar beampattern
approximation, radar SINR, and estimation-theoretic metric.
In the first class, the transmit signals are designed to ap-
proximate a desired and pre-designed radar beampattern [14],
[15]. In the second class, the transmit signals are designed
to guarantee the SINR of the echo signal [16], [17]. Based
on these two metrics, the sensing performance is implicitly
reflected by the difference between the desired beampattern
and the approximated beampattern or the SINR, and cannot be
explicitly quantified. In the third class, the mean-squared error
(MSE) is a commonly adopted metric to assess the sensing
performance. However, since the minimum possible MSE is
generally difficult to characterize, some lower bounds of the
MSE have been proposed, among which the most well-known
one is the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) [18]. For MIMO radar
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systems, the expressions of CRB for angle estimation [19] and
velocity estimation [20] have been derived. With CRB as the
sensing performance metric, various works have studied the
joint transmit signal design [21]–[23].

Note that CRB is a function of the exact values of the
parameters to be sensed (estimated), which is only suitable
for deterministic parameters, and the transmit signal can only
be designed based on the CRB corresponding to a given
parameter (e.g., location). However, in practice, the param-
eters to be sensed can be unknown and random, while the
parameter distribution can be known a priori. For example,
for a mobile vehicle or pedestrian, the location parameters at
the upcoming time slots are generally functions of the location
parameters at the current and previous time slots, for which the
distributions can be obtained based on the previous localization
results and/or by exploiting empirical data. By employing the a
priori probability function of the random parameter, Van Trees
presented a lower bound that is analogous to the CRB for MSE
and suitable for random parameters [24], which is known as
posterior Cramér-Rao bound (PCRB)1 [26] or Bayesian CRB
(BCRB) [27]. Note that in contrast to CRB, PCRB is not
dependent on the exact values of the parameters to be sensed.

In the context of radar, PCRB has been employed in target
tracking by leveraging the previous localization results. Target
tracking is usually modeled as a discrete-time process, where
the estimation in the current time slot depends on not only
the observations up to now but also the evolution of states. In
a discrete-time system, PCRB can be derived from the joint
distribution of the observations and the states up to the current
time [28]. Specifically, based on the fact that the previous
observations are already known, the conditional PCRB can be
derived from the posterior probability density function (PDF)
that is conditioned on the past observations up to now [29],
[30]. With conditional PCRB as the performance metric, the
transmit signals of MIMO radar can be adaptively optimized at
each time slot with updated posterior PDF [31], [32]. Recently,
the sequential transmit signal design has been employed in
ISAC systems to achieve a better trade-off between commu-
nication performance and sensing performance [33], [34]. In
[33], based on the previous observations, the posterior PDFs of
random parameters at the current time were updated, based on
which the signal power towards the possible target locations
was maximized. In [34], the transmit signal was optimized to
minimize the PCRB in sensing the user’s location, which was
updated at each time slot. The existing works that employ
the prior information are based on the assumption that the
distribution function is unknown and inferred according to
previous observations and estimations. Due to the unavoidable
error in estimation, the inferred distribution function may be
inexact, and it will take several attempts to obtain satisfactory
sensing MSE.

It is worth noting that the PDF of various sensing parameters
in practice can be directly obtained based on empirical data or
statistical analysis. For example, the probability of appearance

1It is worth noting that there exists another related concept termed prior
CRB [25]. In the context of (posterior) PCRB, the a priori knowledge is the
distribution of the random parameters; while in the context of prior CRB, the
exact values of a subset of the parameters are known a priori.
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Fig. 1. Illustration of a MIMO ISAC system with unknown and random target
location.

of a target at each geographical location can be obtained
based on historic observations and empirical data; the random
movement of a target caused by wind or turbulence can be
typically characterized by a random walk model [35]. How
to exploit such prior distribution information for designing
the transmit signals in ISAC systems to achieve an optimal
trade-off between the PCRB and communication rate still
remains an open problem. Along this line, in our prior work
[1], we considered a MIMO radar system, and studied the
transmit signal optimization to minimize the PCRB exploiting
prior distribution information; in another prior work [36], we
studied the transmit signal optimization in a secure multiple-
input single-output (MISO) ISAC system. However, for a
general MIMO ISAC system, finding the optimal transmit
signal design remains an unaddressed problem.

In this paper, we consider a MIMO ISAC system where a
multi-antenna BS sends dual-function signals to communicate
with a multi-antenna user and sense the unknown and random
location parameter of a target, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Specifi-
cally, sensing is performed based on the echo signals reflected
by the target and arrive back at the BS receive antennas. The
prior PDF of the location parameter is known for exploitation.
Our main contributions are summarized as follows.

• First, to characterize the sensing performance exploiting
prior distribution information, we characterize the PCRB
of the MSE, which is in a complicated form. We then
derive a tractable and tight upper bound for the PCRB.
Based on this, we analytically show that by exploiting
prior distribution information, the PCRB is always no
larger than the average CRB without exploiting the prior
information.

• Next, we formulate an optimization problem for the trans-
mit covariance matrix to minimize the sensing PCRB,
subject to a communication rate constraint for the user.
The formulated problem is challenging to solve due to the
complicated fractional expression of the PCRB. To tackle
this problem, we first transform it into an equivalent
convex problem via leveraging Schur complement, based
on which the optimal solution is obtained. By applying
the Lagrange duality method, we obtain useful insights on
the optimal rank of the transmit covariance matrix with
both sensing and MIMO communication functions. We
then propose a suboptimal solution with lower complexity
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by minimizing the upper bound of the PCRB, which has
a semi-closed form.

• Finally, the performance and complexity of the pro-
posed transmit covariance matrix designs are evaluated
via numerical examples. The efficacy of the proposed
PCRB upper bound is validated numerically. Moreover,
the suboptimal solution is observed to achieve close per-
formance to the optimal solution under low-to-moderate
number of transmit antennas. It is also shown that the
sensing performance achieved by our proposed designs
outperforms that achieved by a benchmark scheme based
on known but inexact target location, and is close to that
achieved by a genie-aided scheme with exactly known
target location, thanks to the smart exploitation of prior
distribution information.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II presents the system model. Section III characterizes the
sensing performance based on PCRB. The transmit covariance
matrix optimization problem is formulated to minimize the
sensing PCRB in Section IV. For the formulated problem,
Section V presents both the optimal and suboptimal solutions,
and draws useful insights on the rank of the optimal trans-
mit covariance matrix. Numerical results and their pertinent
discussions are presented in Section VI. Finally, Section VII
concludes this paper.

Notations: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface
lower-case letters and boldface upper-case letters, respectively.
CN×L and RN×L denote the space of N × L complex
matrices and the space of N × L real matrices, respectively.
IN denotes an N ×N identity matrix, and 0 denotes an all-
zero matrix with appropriate dimension. For a square matrix
W , tr(W ), |W |, and W−1 denote its trace, determinant, and
inverse, respectively. W ⪰ 0 and W ≻ 0 mean that W is
positive semi-definite and positive definite, respectively. For an
N ×L matrix H , HH , rank(H), ∥H∥F , and [H]i,j denote
its conjugate transpose, rank, Frobenius norm, and (i, j)-th
element, respectively. diag{x1, ..., xN} denotes an N × N
diagonal matrix with x1, ..., xN being the diagonal elements.
∥x∥ denotes the l2-norm of a complex vector x. x∗ and |x|
denote the conjugate and absolute value of a complex scalar x,
respectively. (z)+ = max(z, 0) with max(a, b) denoting the
maximum between two real numbers. The distribution of a cir-
cularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random variable
with mean µ and variance σ2 is denoted by CN (µ, σ2), and ∼
means “distributed as”. Eθ[·] denotes the statistical expectation
over parameter θ. O(·) denotes the standard big-O notation.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a MIMO ISAC system, which consists of a
BS equipped with Nt ≥ 1 transmit antennas and Nr ≥ 1
co-located receive antennas, a communication user equipped
with Nu ≥ 1 receive antennas, and a point target with an
unknown and random location, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The
distribution of the target’s location information is assumed to
be known a priori based on empirical data or target movement
pattern. The BS aims to deliver information to the user in the
downlink and estimate the location parameter of the target by

exploiting its prior distribution information. Specifically, we
consider a three-dimensional (3D) spherical coordinate system
with a reference point at the BS antenna arrays being the
origin, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We assume that the target is
located on the ground and the height of the BS’s antennas is
hB ≥ 0 in meters (m). For the purpose of drawing essential
insights, we assume that every possible target location has the
same distance r ≥ 0 m, the same elevation angle ϕ ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 )

and a different azimuth angle with respect to the origin, where
the common distance (range) information r is known a priori.2

Note that the elevation angle of the target is consequently
known as ϕ = arcsin −hB

r . Thus, we focus on the estimation
of the only unknown and random parameter, i.e., the target’s
azimuth angle denoted by θ ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 ). The PDF of θ is

denoted by pΘ(θ), which is known at the BS.
Consider a quasi-static block-fading channel model between

the BS and the user, where the channel remains constant within
each coherence block consisting of Lc symbol intervals, and
may vary independently over different blocks. We consider a
narrowband system and let H ∈ CNu×Nt denote the channel
matrix from the BS to the user in the coherence block of
interest, which is assumed to be known perfectly at both the
BS and the user. On the other hand, let L denote the number of
symbol intervals used for the estimation of θ, within which θ
remains unchanged. In this paper, we focus on the case of L ≤
Lc, and study the dual-function transmit signal optimization
within L symbol intervals.3

Let xl ∈ CNt×1 denote the baseband equivalent dual-
function transmitted signal vector in the l-th symbol interval,
l = 1, ..., L. The received signal at the user receiver in each
l-th symbol interval is given by

yC
l = Hxl + nC

l , l = 1, ..., L, (1)

where nC
l ∼ CN (0, σ2

cINu) denotes the CSCG noise vector
over the user’s receive antennas in the l-th symbol interval,
with σ2

c denoting the average noise power. Specifically, xl

represents the linearly precoded information symbols to be de-
livered to the user in the l-th symbol interval, where a constant
transmit covariance matrix denoted by W = E[xlx

H
l ], ∀l is

applied to all symbol intervals since both the communication
channel and the target’s location to be estimated remain
unchanged within L symbol intervals. We consider a sum
transmit power constraint denoted by tr(W ) ≤ P , where P
denotes the total power budget. The achievable communication
rate for the user is thus expressed as

R = log2

∣∣∣∣INu
+

HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣ (2)

in bits per second per Hertz (bps/Hz).
Besides reaching the user receiver, the transmitted signals

will be reflected by the target back to the BS receiver; θ is then
estimated by processing the received echo signals. We consider
a line-of-sight (LoS) channel model between the target and

2The range information can be either known as prior information of the
target, or estimated efficiently via e.g., time-of-arrival (ToA) methods.

3It is worth noting that our results can also be directly applied to the case
of L > Lc, by designing the dual-function transmit signals in each channel
coherence block separately.
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the BS where no obstruction/scatter exists between the BS
transceiver and each possible target location.4 The overall
channel from the BS transmitter to the BS receiver via target
reflection is given by

G(θ) = hR(θ)ψh
H
T (θ). (3)

Specifically, ψ ∈ C denotes the radar cross-section (RCS)
coefficient, which is an unknown and deterministic parameter.
hR(θ) =

√
β0

r b(θ) and hH
T (θ) =

√
β0

r aH(θ) denote the target-
receiver and transmitter-target channel vectors, respectively,
where β0 denotes the reference channel power at reference
distance 1 m; aH(θ) and b(θ) denote the transmit/receive
antenna array steering vectors given by

an(θ) = e
−jπd(Nt−2n+1) cosϕ sin θ

λ , n = 1, ..., Nt, (4)

bm(θ) = e
−jπd(Nr−2m+1) cosϕ sin θ

λ , m = 1, ..., Nr, (5)

with cosϕ =

√
r2−h2

B

r , d denoting the antenna spacing in m,
and λ denoting the wavelength in m. For simplicity, we define
α

∆
= β0

r2 ψ = αR + jαI as the overall reflection coefficient
containing both the round-trip path loss and target reflection,
which yields G(θ) = αb(θ)aH(θ). It is worth noting that in
general, α is an unknown and deterministic parameter.

Hence, the received echo signal vector at the BS receive
antennas in the l-th symbol interval is given by

yS
l = G(θ)xl + nS

l , l = 1, ..., L, (6)

where nS
l ∼ CN (0, σ2

sINr ) denotes the CSCG noise vector
over the BS receive antennas in the l-th symbol interval,
with σ2

s denoting the average noise power. The collection
of received signal vectors at the BS receiver over L symbol
intervals is thus given by

Y = [yS
1 , ...,y

S
L] = G(θ)X + [nS

1 , ...,n
S
L], (7)

where X = [x1, ...,xL] denotes the collection of the trans-
mitted signal vectors over L symbol intervals.

Note that the received echo signals in Y and consequently
the performance of estimating θ are critically determined by
the transmit signal design, particularly for the case considered
in this paper where prior distribution information about θ
is available for exploitation. For example, to optimize the
sensing performance, the radiated signal power should be
more concentrated over the possible target angles with high
probability densities. On the other hand, the transmit signal
design also affects the communication rate R. To achieve a
high rate, the transmit covariance matrix W needs to cater
to the spatial sub-channels in H . Therefore, with the limited
spatial and power resources at the transmitter, there exists
a non-trivial trade-off between the sensing performance and

4Note that in device-free sensing, the target is typically located in the LoS
range of the BS responsible for sensing, otherwise the reflected echo signal
will be too weak under the round-trip channel. Moreover, if additional multi-
path components exist in the channel, their effect on the round-trip reflected
echo signals is generally small and can be treated as additional noise. On
the other hand, the communication user may be located farther away from
the BS. Thus, we consider that H consists of both the LoS component and
the non-LoS (NLoS) component with independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) entries.

the communication performance. To resolve this trade-off, we
will first establish a PCRB-based framework for characterizing
the sensing performance in Section III; then, we will study
the transmit signal optimization towards the optimal balance
between the sensing performance and communication perfor-
mance in Sections IV and V.

III. SENSING PERFORMANCE CHARACTERIZATION VIA
PCRB

Conventionally, CRB has been widely adopted to charac-
terize the estimation performance of unknown deterministic
parameters, which is a lower bound of the MSE. In this section,
by exploiting the prior distribution information of the unknown
random parameter θ, i.e., pΘ(θ), we propose to derive the
PCRB of the MSE as the sensing performance metric.

A. Derivation of PCRB

We aim to estimate θ from the received signal Y shown in
(7), which is a function of both the unknown random parameter
θ and the unknown deterministic parameter α. Hence, α needs
to be jointly estimated with θ to obtain an accurate estimation
of θ. For ease of exposition, we define ζ = [θ, αR, αI ]

T as
the collection of all the unknown parameters.

The joint distribution of the observation Y and unknown
parameter ζ can be expressed as

f(Y , ζ) = f(Y |ζ)pZ(ζ), (8)

where f(Y |ζ) is the conditional PDF of Y given ζ; pZ(ζ)
denotes the marginal distribution of ζ.

Note that since ζ consists of a random parameter θ for
which the distribution is known, the information of ζ can be
extracted by jointly exploiting the conditional PDF f(Y |ζ)
of the observation Y and the prior information of θ. Specif-
ically, based on (8), the Fisher information matrix (FIM) for
estimating ζ is given by [37]

F = Fo + Fp, (9)

where Fo represents the FIM from observation given as

Fo = EY ,ζ

[
∂ ln(f(Y |ζ))

∂ζ

(
∂ ln(f(Y |ζ))

∂ζ

)H
]
; (10)

Fp represents the FIM from prior information given as

Fp = Eζ

[
∂ ln(pZ(ζ))

∂ζ

(
∂ ln(pZ(ζ))

∂ζ

)H
]
. (11)

In the following, we derive more tractable expressions of
the FIMs in (10) and (11). First, for Fo, the log-likelihood
function for estimating ζ from the observation Y is expressed
as [38]:

ln(f(Y |ζ)) = 2

σ2
s

Re{tr(XHGH(θ)Y )}

− ∥Y ∥2F + ∥G(θ)X∥2F
σ2
s

−NrL ln(πσ2
s). (12)

Since G(θ) is a function of a(θ) and b(θ), Fo is
a function of the derivatives of a(θ) and b(θ) de-
noted by ȧ(θ) and ḃ(θ), respectively, with ȧn(θ) =
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−jπd(Nt−2n+1)
λ cosϕ cos θan(θ), n = 1, ..., Nt and ḃm(θ) =

−jπd(Nr−2m+1)
λ cosϕ cos θbm(θ),m = 1, ..., Nr. The FIM Fo

in (10) can be partitioned as

Fo =

[
Jθθ Jθα

JH
θα Jαα

]
. (13)

By noting that aH(θ)ȧ(θ) = 0 and bH(θ)ḃ(θ) = 0, Jθθ, Jθα,
and Jαα are given by [38]

Jθθ =
2|α|2L
σ2
s

tr (A1W ) +
2|α|2L
σ2
s

tr (A2W ) , (14)

Jθα =
2L

σ2
s

tr (A3W ) [αR, αI ], (15)

Jαα =
2L

σ2
s

tr (A4W ) I2, (16)

where

A1 =

∫
∥ḃ(θ)∥2a(θ)aH(θ)pΘ(θ)dθ, (17)

A2 = Nr

∫
ȧ(θ)ȧH(θ)pΘ(θ)dθ, (18)

A3 = Nr

∫
ȧ(θ)aH(θ)pΘ(θ)dθ, (19)

A4 = Nr

∫
a(θ)aH(θ)pΘ(θ)dθ. (20)

On the other hand, for Fp, since αR and αI are deterministic

parameters, we have ∂ ln(pZ(ζ))
∂ζ =

[
∂ ln(pΘ(θ))

∂θ , 0, 0
]T

, which

yields [Fp]1,1 = Eθ

[(
∂ ln(pΘ(θ))

∂θ

)2]
and [Fp]m,n = 0 for any

(m,n) ̸= (1, 1).
Based on F given above, the overall PCRB for the MSE

of estimating ζ is determined by F−1, and the PCRB
for estimating the desired sensing parameter θ is given by
PCRBθ = [F−1]1,1 [24].

It is worth noting that the presented PCRB framework is
general for characterizing a lower bound of the sensing MSE
under any distribution pΘ(θ). In this paper, for the purpose
of exposition, we will derive the PCRB corresponding to a
practical PDF in an explicit manner, based on which the
transmit covariance matrix will be optimized. Specifically,
motivated by practical scenarios where the target’s azimuth
angle distribution is typically concentrated around one or
multiple nominal azimuth angles, we assume that the PDF
of θ follows a Gaussian mixture model, which is the weighted
summation of K ≥ 1 Gaussian PDFs, with each k-th Gaussian
PDF having mean θk ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 ), variance σ2

k, and carrying a
weight of pk ∈ [0, 1] that satisfies

∑K
k=1 pk = 1.5 Under this

model, the PDF of θ is given by

pΘ(θ) =

K∑
k=1

pk
1√
2πσk

e
− (θ−θk)2

2σ2
k . (21)

Note that the considered Gaussian mixture model can charac-
terize a wide range of practical scenarios by choosing different
parameters. For example, when K is sufficiently large, the

5Note that we consider σ2
k’s that are sufficiently small such that the

probability for θ to exceed the [−π
2
, π
2
) region is negligible.

PDF will tend to be uniform; while when K = 1, the PDF
will reduce to the Gaussian PDF.

Let fk(θ) = 1√
2πσk

e
− (θ−θk)2

2σ2
k denote each k-th Gaussian

PDF in the Gaussian mixture model. Then, [Fp]1,1 can be
expressed as

[Fp]1,1 =

∫ (
∂ ln(pΘ(θ))

∂θ

)2

pΘ(θ)dθ (22)

=

K∑
k=1

pk
σ2
k

−
∫ K∑

k1=1

K∑
k2=1

pk1pk2fk1(θ)fk2(θ)

(
θ−θk1

σ2
k1

−θ−θk2

σ2
k2

)2
2

K∑
k=1

pkfk(θ)

dθ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ρ

.

Note that [Fp]1,1 =
∑K

k=1
pk

σ2
k
−ρ ≥ 0 holds according to (22).

Therefore, the overall FIM for ζ is given by

F = Fo + Fp =

 Jθθ +
K∑

k=1

pk

σ2
k
− ρ Jθα

JH
θα Jαα

 . (23)

Then, we have

F−1 =

[
S−1 C
CH E

]
, (24)

where S ∈ C, C ∈ C1×2, and E ∈ C2×2. Particularly, S is
the Schur complement of block Jαα, which is given by

S
∆
= Jθθ +

K∑
k=1

pk
σ2
k

− ρ− JθαJ
−1
ααJ

H
θα. (25)

The PCRB for estimating the desired sensing parameter θ
is only dependent on S, which is expressed as

PCRBθ = [F−1]1,1 = S−1

=
1

K∑
k=1

pk

σ2
k
−ρ+2|α|2L

σ2
s

(
tr ((A1+A2)W )− |tr(A3W )|2

tr(A4W )

) . (26)

Notice that PCRBθ is determined by the transmit covariance
matrix W , whose optimization will be studied in Section IV.

B. Tractable Bound of PCRB

Note that the exact PCRB in (26) has a complicated ex-
pression, which is difficult to analyze and draw insights from;
moreover, the matrices A1, A2, A3, and A4 in the PCRB
expression involve complicated integrals, obtaining which for
the optimization of W requires high complexity. Motivated
by the above, we propose an upper bound of the exact
PCRB PCRBθ, whose tightness will be verified numerically
in Section VI.

Proposition 1: PCRBθ is upper bounded as

PCRBθ≤PCRBU
θ

∆
=

1
K∑

k=1

pk

σ2
k
−ρ+2|α|2L

σ2
s

tr(A1W )

. (27)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix A.
Notice that the PCRB upper bound in (27) is in a much

simpler form compared to the exact PCRB in (26). In the
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following, we will leverage this upper bound for discussing
the effect of exploiting prior information in the estimation of
θ, and for optimizing the transmit covariance matrix W .

C. Effect of Exploiting Prior Information

In this subsection, we aim to investigate the effect of exploit-
ing prior distribution information on the sensing performance.
Specifically, when the prior distribution information of θ is
unknown, CRB can be adopted to characterize a lower bound
of the estimation MSE corresponding to each realization of
θ. Given a realization of θ, the FIM for estimating ζ is

given by F̃ = EY

[
∂ ln(f(Y |ζ))

∂ζ

(
∂ ln(f(Y |ζ))

∂ζ

)H]
. The CRB

corresponding to the given realization of θ is thus given by

CRBθ(θ)= [F̃−1]1,1 =

σ2
s

2|α|2L

∥ḃ(θ)∥2tr (a(θ)aH(θ)W )
. (28)

Moreover, by taking the expectation of CRBθ(θ) over the
random angle realizations, the average (expected) CRB is
given by

CRBθ = Eθ[CRBθ(θ)] =

∫
CRBθ(θ)pΘ(θ)dθ, (29)

which can be viewed as a lower bound of the long-term MSE
performance without exploiting prior information. Note that
based on Jensen’s inequality and

∑K
k=1

pk

σ2
k
− ρ ≥ 0, we have

CRBθ =Eθ

 σ2
s

2|α|2L

∥ḃ(θ)∥2tr (a(θ)aH(θ)W )


≥ 1

Eθ

[
∥ḃ(θ)∥2tr(a(θ)aH(θ)W )

σ2
s

2|α|2L

] =

σ2
s

2|α|2L

tr (A1W )

≥PCRBU
θ ≥ PCRBθ. (30)

The above result indicates that exploiting the prior distri-
bution information can achieve a decreased lower bound on
the estimation MSE. Since the CRB/PCRB is generally tight in
the moderate-to-high SNR regime, this further implies that the
estimation performance can be improved via the exploitation
of prior information. Moreover, according to the properties of
Jensen’s inequality [39], the gap between CRBθ and PCRBθ

generally increases as the variance of θ increases. For example,
if σ2

k’s are fixed, for scenarios where the locations {θ1, ..., θK}
are more dispersed, the performance gain via exploiting prior
distribution information will be more significant.

IV. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we formulate the problem of optimizing the
transmit covariance matrix W towards the optimal trade-off
between communication and sensing. Specifically, we aim to
minimize the PCRB of sensing the azimuth angle in (26),

subject to a minimum communication rate threshold denoted
by R̄ bps/Hz. The optimization problem is formulated as

(P1) min
W

PCRBθ (31)

s.t. log2

∣∣∣∣INu
+

HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣ ≥ R̄ (32)

tr (W ) ≤ P (33)
W ⪰ 0. (34)

It is worth noting that (P1) is a non-convex optimization
problem since the PCRB can be shown to be a non-convex
function of W which involves a complicated fractional struc-
ture. Particularly, the optimal solution to (P1) even without
the communication rate constraint, i.e., the sensing-optimal
transmit covariance matrix when the prior PDF is available for
exploitation, still remains unknown. In the following, we will
address the above challenges and derive the optimal solution to
(P1); then, we will also propose a low-complexity suboptimal
solution by leveraging the PCRB upper bound in (27).

V. PROPOSED SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEM (P1)

In this section, we will first check the feasibility of (P1), and
then present the optimal solution and a suboptimal solution.

A. Feasibility of Problem (P1)

Before solving (P1), we first check its feasibility. Note that
(P1) is feasible if and only if there exists a W that satisfies
constraints (32)-(34), which implies that the capacity of the
MIMO channel from the BS to the user denoted by Rmax is
no smaller than the rate target R̄. Specifically, Rmax can be
obtained by solving the following optimization problem:

(P1-F) max
W⪰0

log2

∣∣∣∣INu
+

HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣ (35)

s.t. tr (W ) ≤ P. (36)

Note that the optimal solution to (P1-F) can be obtained ac-
cording to the (reduced) singular value decomposition (SVD)
of the MIMO channel matrix H [40]. Denote the SVD of
H as H = UΓ

1
2V H , where Γ = diag{h1, ..., hT } with

T = rank(H) and h1 ≥ h2 ≥ ... ≥ hT ; U ∈ CNu×T

and V H ∈ CT×Nt are unitary matrices with UUH = INu

and V V H = INt
. The optimal solution to (P1-F), i.e., the

communication-optimal transmit covariance matrix, can be
expressed as W ⋆

c = V ΛV H where Λ = diag{v1, ..., vT },
with vi =

(
ν − σ2

c/hi
)+
, i = 1, ..., T denoting the water-

filling based power allocation. The corresponding MIMO
channel capacity is thus given by

Rmax =

T∑
i=1

log2

(
1 +

vihi
σ2
c

)
. (37)

Therefore, Problem (P1) is feasible if and only if R̄ ≤
Rmax. In the following, we will solve (P1) assuming that it
has been verified to be feasible.
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B. Optimal Solution to Problem (P1)

Note that W only affects the denominator in PCRBθ

shown in (26), the minimization of which is equivalent to
the maximization of tr((A1 +A2)W ) − |tr(A3W )|2

tr(A4W ) . Hence,
Problem (P1) is equivalent to Problem (P2), which is given by

(P2) max
W

tr((A1 +A2)W )− |tr(A3W )|2

tr(A4W )
(38)

s.t. log2

∣∣∣∣INu +
HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣ ≥ R̄ (39)

tr (W ) ≤ P (40)
W ⪰ 0. (41)

By introducing an auxiliary variable t, we first transform
(P2) into an equivalent problem:

(P2’) max
W ,t

t (42)

s.t. tr((A1+A2)W )−|tr(A3W )|2

tr(A4W )
− t ≥ 0 (43)

(39)− (41).

Then, we apply the Schur complement technique [41] to
transform (P2’) to an equivalent convex problem. Specifically,
we express W =

∑Nt

i=1 uiwiw
H
i where ui ≥ 0, i = 1, ..., Nt

and wi ∈ CNt×1, i = 1, ..., Nt denote the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors in W , respectively. Based on this, we have

tr (A4W ) = Nr

∫ Nt∑
i=1

uitr
(
a(θ)aH(θ)wiw

H
i

)
pΘ(θ)dθ

= Nr

∫ Nt∑
i=1

ui|aH(θ)wi|2pΘ(θ)dθ > 0. (44)

Note that tr((A1 + A2)W ) − |tr(A3W )|2
tr(A4W ) − t is the

Schur complement of tr (A4W ) in matrix B(t,W ) =[
tr ((A1 +A2)W )− t tr (A3W )
tr
(
AH

3 W
)

tr (A4W )

]
. Based on the Schur

complement condition [41], tr((A1+A2)W )− |tr(A3W )|2
tr(A4W ) −

t ≥ 0 with tr (A4W ) > 0 is equivalent to B(t,W ) ⪰ 0.
Therefore, (P2’) and consequently (P2) and (P1) are equivalent
to the following problem:

(P3) max
W ,t

t (45)

s.t.

[
tr ((A1+A2)W )−t tr (A3W )
tr
(
AH

3 W
)

tr (A4W )

]
⪰ 0 (46)

log2

∣∣∣∣INu +
HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣ ≥ R̄ (47)

tr (W ) ≤ P (48)
W ⪰ 0. (49)

Note that Problem (P3) is a convex optimization problem,
for which the optimal solution can be obtained via the interior-
point method [42] or existing software, e.g., CVX [43]. The
optimal solution of W to Problem (P1) can be consequently
obtained as the optimal solution of W to Problem (P3).

Remark 1 (Optimal Solution to (P1) with Nt = 1): Consider
the case of Nt = 1, where W reduces to a real value

W ∈ R with 0 ≤ W ≤ P that represents the transmit
power. In this case, A1 =

∫
∥ḃ(θ)∥2pΘ(θ)dθ, A2 = 0,

A3 = 0, and A4 = Nr. Thus, PCRBθ can be rewritten

as PCRBθ = 1
/( K∑

k=1

pk

σ2
k
−ρ+2|α|2L

σ2
s
W
∫
∥ḃ(θ)∥2pΘ(θ)dθ

)
,

which is a monotonically decreasing function of W . The
BS-user channel reduces to H = hu ∈ CNu×1, which
yields a communication rate of R = log2

∣∣∣INu
+

Whuh
H
u

σ2
c

∣∣∣ =
log2

(
1 + W∥hu∥2

σ2
c

)
, which is a monotonically increasing

function with respect to W . Thus, the optimal solution to (P3)
and (P1) is W ⋆ = P .

C. Properties of the Optimal Solution

To draw useful insights on the optimal dual-function trans-
mit covariance matrix design in ISAC exploiting prior infor-
mation, we explore the properties of the optimal solution via
the Lagrange duality method.

First, we introduce dual variables ZB = [z1, z2; z
∗
2 , z3] ⪰ 0,

µR ≥ 0, µP ≥ 0, and ZW ⪰ 0, which are associated with
constraints (46)-(49), respectively. The Lagrangian of (P3) is
thus given by

L(t,W , µP , µR,ZW ,ZB)= t+tr (ZBB(t,W ))+tr (ZWW )

−µP (tr(W )−P )+µR

(
log2

∣∣∣∣INu
+
HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣−R̄) . (50)

Specifically, tr (ZBB(t,W )) can be rewritten as

tr (ZBB(t,W )) = −z1t+ tr (DW ) , (51)

where D = z1 (A1 +A2) + z2A
H
3 + z∗2A3 + z3A4. The

Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality conditions include
(46)-(49) and:

tr (ZBB(t,W )) = 0 (52)

µR

(
log2

∣∣∣∣INu +
HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣− R̄

)
= 0 (53)

µP (tr(W )− P ) = 0 (54)
tr(ZWW ) = 0 (55)

∂L(t,W , µP , µR,ZW ,ZB)

∂t
= 1− z1 = 0. (56)

Let t⋆, W ⋆, Z⋆
B = [z⋆1 , z

⋆
2 ; z

⋆∗

2 , z⋆3 ], µ
⋆
R, µ⋆

P , and Z⋆
W denote

the optimal primal and dual solutions. Based on (56), we have
z⋆1 = 1, which implies that Z⋆

B ̸= 0. Based on (52), we have
z⋆1z

⋆
3 − |z⋆2 |2 = 0. Thus, we have Z⋆

B = [1, z⋆2 ; z
⋆∗

2 , |z⋆2 |2], and
D⋆ can be expressed as

D⋆ = A1 +A2 + z⋆2A
H
3 + z⋆

∗

2 A3 + |z⋆2 |2A4 (57)

=

∫
[a(θ), ȧ(θ)]

[
∥ḃ(θ)∥2 + |z⋆2 |2Nr z

⋆
2Nr

z⋆
∗

2 Nr Nr

][
aH(θ)
ȧH(θ)

]
pΘ(θ)dθ,

which satisfies D⋆ ⪰ 0. We express the eigenvalue de-
composition (EVD) of D⋆ as D⋆ = QDΛDQH

D , where
ΛD = diag{d1, ..., dNt

} with d1 ≥ d2 ≥ ... ≥ dNt
≥ 0;

QD = [q1, ..., qNt ] is a unitary matrix with QDQH
D =

QH
DQD = INt . Based on this, we analyze the optimal

W ⋆ considering two cases where the communication rate
constraint in (47) is inactive or active, respectively.
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1) Case I: µ⋆
R = 0, i.e., the communication rate constraint

is inactive. In this case, we have the following proposition.
Proposition 2: When µ⋆

R = 0, there exists a rank-one
optimal solution to (P3) and (P1) given by W ⋆ = Pq1q

H
1 .

Proof: In this case, the optimal solution of W can be
obtained by solving the following problem:

(P3-I) max
W⪰0

tr (D⋆W ) (58)

s.t. tr (W ) ≤ P. (59)

Since (P3-I) is a semi-definite program (SDP) with one linear
constraint, there exists a rank-one optimal solution to (P3-I)
and consequently (P3) [44]. Based on Proposition 2 in [1], we
have W ⋆ = Pq1q

H
1 .

Let W ⋆
s denote the optimal solution to (P3) and conse-

quently (P1) without the communication constraint (i.e., with
R̄ = 0), which is the sensing-optimal transmit covariance
matrix that minimizes the PCRB and can be obtained by
solving (P3-I). Let Rs = log2

∣∣∣INu
+

HW ⋆
s HH

σ2
c

∣∣∣ denote the
communication rate with W ⋆

s . Note that when R̄ ≤ Rs, the
communication rate constraint is automatically inactive, thus
we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1: When R̄ ≤ Rs, an optimal transmit covariance
matrix solution to (P1) is given by W ⋆ = Pq1q

H
1 .

The above results imply that when the communication rate
constraint is inactive (i.e., when the rate threshold R̄ is low),
the optimal transmit covariance matrix can have a rank-one
structure, although the transmit signals need to cater to a
continuous range of possible target angles for sensing.

2) Case II: µ⋆
R > 0, i.e., the communication constraint is

active. In this case, we have the following proposition.
Proposition 3: When µ⋆

R > 0, the optimal solution to (P3)
and (P1) satisfies rank(W ⋆) ≤ rank(H).

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B.
The results show that although the transmit signals need

to cater to both the multi-antenna communication user and a
sensing target under a continuous angle PDF with an infinitely
large number of possible locations, the rank of the optimal
transmit covariance matrix is still limited by the rank of the
MIMO communication channel.

D. Suboptimal Solution to Problem (P1)

To further reduce the complexity of the optimal solution
and to draw more useful insights, we propose to minimize the
PCRB upper bound PCRBU

θ derived in (27) for finding an ap-
proximate solution to (P1). Since PCRBU

θ is a monotonically
decreasing function with respect to tr (A1W ), minimizing
PCRBU

θ is equivalent to maximizing tr (A1W ). Thus, the
approximation of (P1) is given by

(P4) max
W

tr (A1W ) (60)

s.t. log2

∣∣∣∣INu
+

HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣ ≥ R̄ (61)

tr (W ) ≤ P (62)
W ⪰ 0. (63)

(P4) is a convex problem. To reveal the optimal solution
structure, we apply the Lagrange duality method to solve
(P4) by discussing two cases where the communication rate
constraint in (61) is inactive or active, respectively.

1) Case I: Inactive communication rate constraint. In this
case, (P4) reduces to an SDP. Based on Proposition 2 in [1],
the optimal solution to (P4) without constraint (61) is Ps1sH1
with s1 ∈ CNt×1 being the eigenvector corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue of matrix A1, which is the optimal transmit
covariance matrix for minimizing the PCRB upper bound.
Denote RU

s = log2

∣∣∣INu +
PHs1s

H
1 HH

σ2
c

∣∣∣ as its corresponding
communication rate. If RU

s ≥ R̄, the constraint (61) is inactive
and the optimal solution to (P4) is given by W ⋆

U = Ps1s
H
1 .

2) Case II: Active communication rate constraint. In this
case, we have RU

s < R̄. Let β > 0 and µ ≥ 0 denote the
dual variables associated with the constraints in (61) and (62),
respectively. The Lagrangian of (P4) is given by

L̄(W , β, µ)=tr (A1W )+β

(
log2

∣∣∣∣INu+
HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣−R̄)
− µ (tr (W )− P ) , W ⪰ 0. (64)

The Lagrangian dual function of (P4) is defined as g(β, µ) =
max
W⪰0

L̄(W , β, µ), and the dual problem of (P4) is defined as

min
β>0,µ≥0

g(β, µ). Note that given any R̄ ∈ (RU
s , Rmax], there

exists unique optimal dual variables denoted by β⋆ and µ⋆.
The optimal solution to Problem (P4) can be then obtained
via the following proposition.

Proposition 4: The optimal solution to (P4) with RU
s < R̄

is given by

W ⋆
U = Q− 1

2 Ṽ Λ̃Ṽ HQ− 1
2 . (65)

Specifically, Q = µ⋆

β⋆ INt
− 1

β⋆A1; HQ− 1
2 = Ũ Γ̃

1
2 Ṽ H

denotes the (reduced) SVD of HQ− 1
2 , where Γ̃ =

diag{h̃1, ..., h̃T }, Ũ ∈ CNu×T and Ṽ ∈ CNt×T are unitary
matrices with ŨŨH = INu

and Ṽ Ṽ H = INt
; and Λ̃ =

diag{ṽ1, ..., ṽT } with ṽi = (1/ ln 2−σ2
c/h̃i)

+, i = 1, 2, ..., T .
Proof: Please refer to Appendix C.

To summarize, the optimal solution to (P4) for achieving
the best trade-off between the PCRB upper bound and the
communication rate is given by

W ⋆
U=

{
Ps1s

H
1 , RU

s ≥ R̄,

Q− 1
2 Ṽ Λ̃Ṽ HQ− 1

2 , RU
s <R̄≤Rmax.

(66)

Note that when the communication constraint is inactive, the
optimal transmit covariance matrix W ⋆

U to (P4) has a rank-one
structure, and is solely dependent on the target angle’s PDF
pΘ(θ). On the other hand, when the communication constraint
is active, W ⋆

U is determined by both the PDF pΘ(θ) and the
communication channel H , with rank(W ⋆

U ) ≤ rank(Λ̃) ≤
rank(H). Notice that the rank properties of the proposed
suboptimal solution are consistent with those of the optimal
solution.

Remark 2 (Optimal Solution to (P4) with Nu = 1):
When Nu = 1, the BS-user channel reduces to a MISO
channel denoted by H = hH

t ∈ C1×Nt . We then have
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RU
s = log2

(
1 +

P |sH
1 ht|2
σ2
c

)
. The suboptimal solution to (P1)

in (66) reduces to

W ⋆
U=


Ps1s

H
1 , RU

s ≥ R̄,

Q−1ht
(∥Q−1

2 ht∥2−ln 2)+

ln 2
∥∥∥Q−1

2 ht

∥∥∥4 hH
t Q−1, RU

s <R̄ ≤ Rmax.

(67)

Note that from (67), the optimal transmit covariance matrix
always has a rank-one structure for the special case of Nu = 1.

On the other hand, in this case, we can obtain the optimal
solution to (P4) in a direct manner without taking the inverse
of Q. Specifically, (P4) can be equivalently expressed as

(P4-MISO) max
W

tr (A1W ) (68)

s.t. tr
(
hth

H
t W

)
≥
(
2R̄ − 1

)
σ2
c (69)

tr (W ) ≤ P. (70)

Let η ≥ 0 denote the dual variable associated with (69). The
(partial) Lagrangian of (P4-MISO) is given by

L̃(W , η)=tr
((
A1+ηhth

H
t

)
W
)
−η
(
2R̄−1

)
σ2
c , (71)

with W ⪰ 0 and tr (W ) ≤ P . Given the optimal η⋆, the
optimal solution to (P4-MISO) can be obtained by solving:

(P4-MISO’) max
W⪰0

tr
((
A1 + η⋆hth

H
t

)
W
)

(72)

s.t. tr (W ) ≤ P. (73)

Based on Proposition 2 in [1], the optimal solution to (P4-
MISO’) and (P4) with Nu = 1 can be directly expressed as
W ⋆

U = P s̃s̃H , where s̃ ∈ CNt×1 is the eigenvector corre-
sponding to the largest eigenvalue of matrix A1 + η⋆hth

H
t .

E. Complexity Analysis
In this subsection, we analyze the complexities for obtaining

the optimal solution and the suboptimal solution to (P1).
To obtain the optimal solution, we first need to calculate

the matrices A1, A2, A3, and A4 via the integration oper-
ation. Let O(ϖ) denote the complexity of integrating a one-
dimensional function over [−π

2 ,
π
2 ). The total complexity of

obtaining these matrices is thus O(4N2
t ϖ). Then, we analyze

the complexity for using the interior-point method to solve
(P3). Considering that there are three constraints, N2

t complex
variables, and one real variable, the computational complexity
is given as O((3(2N2

t + 1)2 + (2N2
t + 1)3)

√
2N2

t + 1) [42],
which can be rewritten as O(23.5N7

t ) by reserving the highest-
order term. Thus, the computational complexity for finding the
optimal solution is given by O(4N2

t ϖ + 23.5N7
t ).

To obtain the suboptimal solution via solving (P4) by
Lagrange duality method, we only need to calculate one
matrix A1, which requires a complexity of O(N2

t ϖ). Let
NLD represent the total number of iterations in the Lagrange
duality method. In each iteration, we first obtain Q− 1

2 , for
which the complexity is O(N3

t ) [45]. Then, the solution is
obtained based on the SVD of matrix HQ− 1

2 , for which
the complexity is O(NuNt min(Nu, Nt)). Thus, the compu-
tational complexity for obtaining the suboptimal solution is
O(N2

t ϖ +NLD(N3
t +NuNt min(Nu, Nt))), which is lower

than that for finding the optimal solution.
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Fig. 2. Illustration of the radiated power pattern and target angle PDF.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical results to evaluate
the performance of the proposed transmit covariance matrix
designs for MIMO ISAC exploiting prior information. We set
Nr = 12, Nu = 8, L = 25, P = 30 dBm, σ2

c = σ2
s = −90

dBm, d = λ
2 , hB = 10 m. The known range of the target is

set as r = 50 m. We further set Nt = 10, R̄ = 6.5 bps/Hz,
and P |α|2L

σ2
s

= −5 dB unless specified otherwise. In the target
angle PDF pΘ(θ), we set K = 4; θ1 = −0.74, θ2 = −0.54,
θ3 = 0.75, θ4 = 0.95; σ2

1 = 10−2.5, σ2
2 = 10−2, σ2

3 =
10−2, σ2

4 = 10−2.5; and p1 = 0.31, p2 = 0.24, p3 = 0.28,
p4 = 0.17. The corresponding PDF of the target’s angle θ is
illustrated in Fig. 2.

We consider a Rician fading model for the communication
channel, which is given by H =

√
βc/(Kc + 1)(

√
KcHLoS+

HNLoS). Specifically, Kc = −8 dB is the Rician factor
and βc denotes the path loss given by βc = β0/rU

αc ,
with β0 = −30 dB denoting the reference path loss at
1 m and αc = 3.5 denoting the path loss exponent. The
height of the user’s antennas is set as hU = 1 m and
rU = 400 m denotes the BS-user distance. The elevation
angle of the user is thus given by ϕU = arcsin hU−hB

rU
. The

LoS component is given by HLoS = bU (θU )a(θU )
H with

θU being the azimuth angle of the user, a(θU ) ∈ CNt×1

and bU (θU ) ∈ CNu×1 being the steering vectors of the
BS transmit antenna array and the user receive antenna ar-
ray, respectively. Specifically, by considering ULAs at two
sides, we have an(θU ) = e

−jπd(Nt−2n+1)
λ cosϕU sin θU ,∀n and

bUm(θU ) = e
−jπd(Nu−2m+1)

λ cosϕU sin θU ,∀m, with cosϕU =√
r2U−(hU−hB)2

rU
. The NLoS component HNLoS is modeled by

i.i.d. Rayleigh fading, with [HNLoS]i,j ∼ CN (0, 1), ∀i, j. In
the following, we set θU = 0.36.

A. Comparison Between Optimal and Suboptimal Solutions

First, we show in Fig. 2 the radiated power pattern at
distance r over different angles with the proposed solutions.
Note that the beampatterns achieved by both the optimal and
suboptimal solutions are concentrated over angles with high
probability densities, which demonstrates the effectiveness
of both schemes in achieving probability-dependent power
focusing for sensing, by judiciously designing the transmit
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Fig. 3. PCRB versus communication rate target under different numbers of
transmit antennas.

covariance matrix based on the prior distribution information.
Moreover, the two schemes achieve similar beampatterns,
which validates the efficacy of the PCRB upper bound.

Then, Fig. 3 illustrates the PCRB performance achieved
by the proposed solutions versus the communication rate
target under different numbers of transmit antennas Nt. It
is observed that there exists a rate-PCRB trade-off, and both
the rate and PCRB can be improved by increasing Nt, due
to the larger spatial degrees-of-freedom (DoFs) available at
the transmitter. Moreover, the performance gap between the
optimal and suboptimal solutions increases as Nt increases. On
the other hand, we show in Fig. 4 the required computation
time for obtaining the optimal and suboptimal solutions via
MATLAB on a computer with an Intel Core i7 3.20-GHz
CPU and 18 GB of memory. It is observed that the proposed
suboptimal solution requires much less computation time than
the optimal solution especially with large Nt, due to fewer
integration operations needed and the derived semi-closed-
form expression of the suboptimal solution. In practice, the
optimal and suboptimal solutions can be chosen flexibly based
on the performance and complexity requirements.

Finally, we show in Fig. 5 the PCRB achieved by the
proposed solutions versus the azimuth angle of the user. It is
observed that when the user’s azimuth angle θU approaches the
target’s possible angles with high probability densities (e.g.,
θ1 and θ2) or their symmetric angles,6 the PCRB tends to
be small even with a high rate target R̄, since the signals
focused around these angles can be more efficiently used for
both sensing and communication. This suggests that the BS
responsible for target sensing should be selected as the one
whose associated communication users are located closely to
the target’s highly probable locations.

6Due to the symmetry of ULA, the steering vector of the BS antennas over
an angle is the same as that over its symmetric angle.
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Fig. 4. Computation time versus the number of transmit antennas.

- -2 -1 0 1 2
Angle of the user 

4.5

5

5.5

6

6.5

7

P
C

R
B

   

10-4

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

p
(

)

1

2
3

4

Proposed Optimal Solution
Proposed Suboptimal Solution

Fig. 5. PCRB versus angle of the communication user.

B. Comparison with Genie-Aided Benchmark Schemes

Next, for comparison, we consider the following benchmark
schemes for the transmit covariance matrix design. Specifi-
cally, the two schemes assume that the exact or inexact value of
each realization of θ is known, which are genie-aided schemes.

• Benchmark Scheme 1: Exact target location based
transmit covariance matrix design. In this scheme, the
exact value of each realization of θ is known and denoted
by θe. Then, the CRB CRBθ(θe) in (28) is minimized
under the constraints in (P1), which is a convex problem.

• Benchmark Scheme 2: Inexact target location based
transmit covariance matrix design. In this scheme, an
inexact value of θ denoted by θ̃ is known, which follows
a distribution of θ̃ ∼ N (θe, σ

2
e) with θe being the exact

value and σ2
e being the variance of θ̃. We set σ2

e = 10−1.5.
The transmit covariance matrix is optimized to minimize
the CRB for the inexact location, CRBθ(θ̃) in (28), under
the constraints in (P1), which is a convex problem.

In Fig. 6, we evaluate the lower bound of MSE with
different designs versus the communication rate target. For
Benchmark Schemes 1 and 2, we adopt the expected CRB
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Fig. 7. Sensing performance with different transmit covariance matrix designs.

as the long-term MSE lower bound. It is observed that the
PCRB achieved by the proposed suboptimal solution is close
to that of the optimal solution in all feasible rate regimes;
moreover, the PCRB upper bound is observed to be tight. This
further verifies the effectiveness of using the proposed PCRB
upper bound as a tractable sensing performance metric in the
suboptimal solution. On the other hand, it is observed that the
PCRB for our proposed solutions and the expected CRB for
Benchmark Scheme 1 both increase with the communication
rate target, since the limited power and spatial resources at the
BS transmitter need to be allocated among the communication
and sensing functions, thus leading to a trade-off. When the
rate target is low to moderate, the performance achieved by our
proposed solutions is close to the expected CRB achieved by
Benchmark Scheme 1 (which is a genie-aided scheme with ad-

ditional exact target location information). When the rate target
is high, the proposed solutions outperform Benchmark Scheme
1. This is because when only little resource is available for
target sensing, the observation in Y carries little information
due to the weak echo signals, while our proposed schemes
can harvest extra information from the prior distribution, thus
leading to an improved PCRB. Moreover, note that it is
generally difficult to obtain the exact location of a sensing
target before sending dedicated ISAC or sensing signals, while
the prior distribution can be more easily obtained based on
historic observations. Therefore, our proposed schemes are
effective methods to design the transmit covariance matrix in
practice. Finally, the expected CRB achieved by Benchmark
Scheme 2 is much larger than the PCRB or expected CRB
achieved by the other schemes. Particularly, it yields high
expected CRB with low rate target since the transmitter
resources are erroneously focused on the inexact location, and
also with high rate target since the transmitter resources are
focused on serving the communication user. The above results
indicate that the sensing performance based on known target
location will be significantly degraded once the known location
information is inexact.

Then, we show in Fig. 7 the actual sensing performance
in terms of MSE achieved by different designs versus the
received SNR at the BS receiver P |α|2L

σ2
s

. The transmitted
signals in X are randomly generated according to the transmit
covariance matrix W . For the proposed solutions based on
the prior PDF of θ, the estimation of θ is obtained by
the maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimation method, where
θ̂MAP = arg max

θ
(ln f(Y |ζ) + ln pΘ(θ)) is obtained by

searching over the region [−π
2 ,

π
2 ). For benchmark schemes

based on a known angle, the maximum likelihood estimation
(MLE) method is adopted to estimate θ, where θ̂MLE =
arg max

θ
ln f(Y |ζ) is obtained by searching over the region

[−π
2 ,

π
2 ). It is observed from Fig. 7 that the MSE is bounded

by the corresponding PCRB or expected CRB. Moreover, the
proposed solutions outperform Benchmark Scheme 2, and the
sensing performance achieved by the proposed solutions is
close to that achieved by the genie-aided Benchmark Scheme
1 with a known exact location. This proves that the proposed
solutions can achieve good sensing performance by exploiting
prior distribution information.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper studied a MIMO ISAC system where the desired
sensing parameter is unknown and random, with known prior
distribution information. The PCRB of the parameter estima-
tion MSE was first derived, for which a more tractable and
tight upper bound was proposed. It was analytically shown that
by exploiting the prior information, the PCRB is guaranteed to
be no larger than the average CRB without exploiting the prior
information. Next, the problem of transmit covariance matrix
optimization was formulated to minimize the sensing PCRB,
subject to a rate constraint at the communication user. The
formulated problem was revealed to be equivalent to a convex
problem, based on which the optimal solution was obtained,
and useful properties on its rank were derived. A suboptimal
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(
tr (A2W ) tr (A4W )− |tr (A3W )|2

)
/N2

r

=

∫ Nt∑
i=1

ui|ȧH(θ)wi|2pΘ(θ)dθ
∫ Nt∑

i=1

ui|aH(θ)wi|2pΘ(θ)dθ −

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ Nt∑
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uia
H(θ)wiw

H
i ȧ(θ)pΘ(θ)dθ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
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)(
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)(
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=
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Nt∑
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unui
2

(∣∣ȧH(θa)wnw
H
i a(θb)

∣∣2−2
(
ȧH(θa)wnw

H
i a(θb)

)(
aH(θa)wnw

H
i ȧ(θb)

)
+
∣∣aH(θa)wnw

H
i ȧ(θb)

∣∣2)pΘ(θa)pΘ(θb)dθadθb
=

∫∫ Nt∑
n=1

Nt∑
i=1

unui
2

∣∣ȧH(θa)wnw
H
i a(θb)− aH(θa)wnw

H
i ȧ(θb)

∣∣2 pΘ(θa)pΘ(θb)dθadθb ≥0. (74)

solution in semi-closed form was then proposed by replacing
the objective function with the PCRB upper bound, which
requires lower complexity. The effectiveness of the proposed
solutions was validated via extensive numerical results.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

First, we express W as W =
∑Nt

i=1 uiwiw
H
i where ui ≥

0, i = 1, ..., Nt and wi ∈ CNt×1, i = 1, ..., Nt denote the
eigenvalues and eigenvectors in W , respectively. Then, we
have the inequality in (74) at the top of this page. By applying
(74) to the denominator of (26), Proposition 1 is proved.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

In this case, the optimal solution to (P3) can be obtained
by solving the following problem:

(P3-II) max
W⪰0

log2

∣∣∣∣INu+
HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣−tr(D̂W
)
, (75)

where D̂ =
µ⋆
P

µ⋆
R
INt − 1

µ⋆
R
D⋆.

Suppose µP ≤ d1. Let W = x̃Wq1q
H
1 with x̃W being

any positive constant denote a feasible solution to (P3-II).
Substituting W into (P3-II) yields log2

(
1 + x̃W ∥Hq1∥2

σ2
c

)
+

x̃W

µ⋆
R
(d1−µP ). Note that ∥Hq1∥ > 0 is satisfied almost surely

due to the linearly independent rows in H . When x̃W → ∞,
we have log2

(
1 + x̃W ∥Hq1∥2

σ2
c

)
+ x̃W

µ⋆
R
(d1−µP ) → ∞ and (P3-

II) becomes unbounded. Thus, the assumption of µP ≤ d1 is
not true. Therefore, µP > d1 should be satisfied, which yields
D̂ =

µ⋆
P

µ⋆
R
INt

− 1
µ⋆
R
D⋆ ≻ 0. Define M = D̂

1
2WD̂

1
2 ⪰ 0.

Problem (P3-II) is equivalent to the following problem:

(P3-II’) max
M⪰0

log2

∣∣∣∣∣INu
+
HD̂− 1

2MD̂− 1
2HH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣∣−tr(M) . (76)

Notice that Problem (P3-II’) is a similar form as that of
maximizing the Lagrangian of (P1-F), i.e., the MIMO chan-
nel rate maximization problem under a sum transmit power

constraint [40]. Based on the optimal solution structure given
in Section V, we have rank(M⋆) ≤ rank(HD̂− 1

2 ) =
min (Nt, rank(H)) = rank(H).

Note that for any feasible solution M to (P3-II’), W =
D̂− 1

2MD̂− 1
2 is a feasible solution to (P3-II) with the

same objective value. Therefore, we have rank(W ⋆) =
rank(D̂− 1

2M⋆D̂− 1
2 ) = rank(M⋆) ≤ rank(H).

This thus completes the proof of Proposition 3.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

To solve (P4) via the Lagrange duality method, we first
solve problem max

W⪰0
L̄(W , β, µ) with given dual variables β

and µ, and then minimize the dual function g(β, µ) to find
the optimal β⋆ and µ⋆. Note that the solution to problem
max
W⪰0

L̄(W , β⋆, µ⋆) is the optimal solution to (P4).

First, define Q = µ
β INt

− 1
βA1. Then, the problem

max
W⪰0

L̄(W , β, µ) can be rewritten as

(P4-II) max
W⪰0

log2

∣∣∣∣INu
+

HWHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣− tr (QW ) . (77)

Let λ1 denote the largest eigenvalue of the matrix A1.
Similar to the analysis in Appendix B, to ensure that (P4-
II) has a bounded optimal value, µ > λ1 should be sat-
isfied. Consequently, Q ≻ 0 holds and Q−1 exists. Define
Ŵ = Q

1
2WQ

1
2 ⪰ 0. (P4-II) can be rewritten as

(P4-II’) max
Ŵ⪰0

log2

∣∣∣∣∣INu
+
HQ− 1

2 ŴQ− 1
2HH

σ2
c

∣∣∣∣∣−tr
(
Ŵ
)
. (78)

Note that for any feasible solution Ŵ to (P4-II’), W =
Q− 1

2 ŴQ− 1
2 is a feasible solution to (P4-II) with the same

objective value. Recall that the (reduced) SVD of HQ− 1
2 is

given by HQ− 1
2 = Ũ Γ̃

1
2 Ṽ H . Based on the KKT optimality

conditions, the optimal solution to (P4-II’) can be expressed
as Ŵ ⋆

U = Ṽ Λ̃Ṽ H , where Λ̃ = diag{ṽ1, ..., ṽT }, with
ṽi = (1/ ln 2−σ2

c/h̃i)
+,∀i. The optimal solution to (P4-II)

is then given by W ⋆
U = Q− 1

2 Ŵ ⋆
UQ

− 1
2 = Q− 1

2 Ṽ Λ̃Ṽ HQ− 1
2 .
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On the other hand, to find the optimal β and µ, the
dual problem min

β>0,µ≥0
g(β, µ) can be solved by applying

subgradient-based methods such as the ellipsoid method [46].
With given W ⋆

U , the subgradient of g(β, µ) at point [β, µ] is
given by

[
log2

∣∣∣INu
+

HW ⋆
UHH

σ2
c

∣∣∣− R̄, P − tr (W ⋆
U )
]
.

(P4) can be solved by iteratively updating W ⋆
U and the dual

variables β and µ. Specifically, the solution W ⋆
U corresponding

to the optimal dual variables β⋆ and µ⋆ converges to the primal
optimal solution to (P4). By substituting β⋆ and µ⋆ into W ⋆

U ,
the proof of Proposition 4 is completed.7
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