
IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON AEROSPACE AND ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS 1

Range-Angle Estimation for FDA-MIMO System
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Abstract—Frequency diverse array multiple-input multiple-
output (FDA-MIMO) radar differs from the traditional phased
array (PA) radar, and can form range-angle-dependent beam-
pattern and differentiate between closely spaced targets sharing
the same angle but occupying distinct range cells. In the FDA-
MIMO radar, target range estimation is achieved by employing
a subtle frequency variation between adjacent array antennas, so
the estimation performance is degraded severely in a practical
scenario with frequency offset. In this paper, the range-angle
estimation problem for FDA-MIMO radar is considered with
frequency offsets in both transmitting and receiving arrays.
First, we build a system model for the FDA-MIMO radar with
transmitting and receiving frequency offsets. Then, the frequency
offset is transferred into an equalized additional noise. The noise
characteristics are analyzed in detail theoretically, together with
the influence on the range-angle estimation. Moreover, since
the effect of the transmitting frequency offset is similar to
additional colored noise, denoising algorithms are introduced to
mitigate the performance deterioration caused by the frequency
offset. Finally, Cramér-Rao lower bounds (CRLB) for the range-
angle estimation are derived in the scenario with the frequency
offsets. Simulation results show the analysis of frequency offset
and the corresponding estimation performance using different
algorithms.

Index Terms—Frequency diverse array (FDA), multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) radar, frequency offset, colored noise,
range-angle estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN recent years, frequency diverse array (FDA) radar has
been studied in different fields, including target sensing [1],

mainlobe interference suppression [2], integrated sensing and
communication (ISAC) [3] and etc. FDA radar was introduced
in [4] as a technique to achieve beamforming which is depen-
dent on both range and angle, thus effectively mitigating range-
ambiguous clutter. [5]. Unlike traditional phased array (PA)
radars, where all array antennas operate at the same frequency,
the FDA radar introduces a frequency difference between
array antennas to obtain range-angle dependent beampattern.
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Due to the inherent coupling of range and angle in the FDA
beampattern, it is not feasible to directly estimate the targets’
range and angle from the peaks in the beamforming output.
Therefore, there are extensive literature dealing with the de-
coupling methods [6]–[11]. For example, random and logarith-
mic frequency increments were proposed to obtain decoupled
beampattern in [6], [7], but the beampattern has a high sidelobe
and poor beamforming performance. In a double-pulse FDA
radar system, two distinct pulse types are transmitted to obtain
the targets’ angles and ranges separately [8], one characterized
by a zero frequency increment and the other by a non-
zero frequency increment. In ref. [10], [12], [13], multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) and FDA are combined as a
frequency diverse array multiple-input multiple-output (FDA-
MIMO) radar. Ambiguity can be mitigated with increased
degrees of freedom from the MIMO technique. Additionally,
ref. [9] introduced a subarray-based FDA radar system that
employs two distinct frequency increments, allowing for the
direct estimation of both range and angle from the peaks in
the beamforming output.

In the FDA-MIMO radar, the frequency difference be-
tween adjacent array antennas ensures signal orthogonality,
facilitating their separation through matched filters in the
receiver. Hence, the range and angle estimations are decou-
pled, and a joint range-angle estimation becomes possible.
Ref. [14] studies the Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB) of
range-angle estimation in the FDA-MIMO radar, together with
the estimation resolution. Subspace-based methods such as
two-dimensional multiple signal classification (2D-MUSIC)
address the range-angle estimation problem [14]. In ref. [15],
a reduced-dimension MUSIC algorithm is further proposed,
using multiple one-dimensional MUSIC (1D-MUSIC) steps
to avoid the two-dimensional search, so the computational
complexity is greatly reduced. Moreover, compressed sensing
(CS)-based methods are also proposed for the angle-range
estimation in the FDA-MIMO radar. For example, grid-based
CS algorithms like orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) algo-
rithm [16] can be used in the range-angle estimation in FDA-
MIMO radar system through 2D searching, but the estimation
performance degradation caused by grid-mismatch and high
computational complexity are hard to balance [17], [18].
Hence, an atomic norm minimization (ANM)-based method
that utilizes the signal sparsity in a continuous parameter
domain is proposed and can overcome the grid-mismatch
problem [19]. 2D-ANM estimation method is also proposed
by extending to a two-fold ANM [20], but a high dimen-
sion brings a huge computation burden. To overcome this
problem, a decoupled ANM is also proposed for the joint
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estimation [21].
In the traditional PA radars, the direction of arrival (DOA)

is estimated through a steering vector concerning carrier
frequency and DOA, where transmitting frequency offset
can be negligible since it is significantly smaller than the
carrier frequency. However, in the FDA-MIMO radar, the
frequency difference is also substantially smaller than the
carrier frequency, so the steering vector deviation induced by
the frequency offset is serious, degrading the performance
of the DOA estimation. In ref. [22], the DOA estimation
problem takes into account gain and phase errors within the
array antennas. Similarly, ref. [23] shows that the phase noise
in the frequency-modulated continuous wave (FMCW) radar
also leads to the steering vector deviation. Therefore, with
the frequency offset, the range estimation performance in
the FDA-MIMO system will be degraded severely. Ref. [24]
investigated the mainlobe offset and signal to interference
and noise ratio (SINR) resulting from frequency increment
offset in FDA-MIMO radar. However, only the deterioration
of performance of MUSIC algorithm is included and the
frequency increment offset is assumed to be unchanged in
different pulses. A comprehensive theoretical performance
analysis of the influence of frequency offsets including trans-
mitting and receiving frequency offsets in the FDA-MIMO
radar is necessary. However, relevant studies have not been
made before.

Moreover, the existing algorithms for the joint range and
angle estimation in the FDA-MIMO radar are based on
white noise assumption [15], [17], [20], [21], [25]. However,
according to our analysis, the influence of transmitting and
receiving frequency offsets cannot be equalized as white noise.
Instead, the additional noise caused by frequency offsets can
be colored. Large numbers of literature show that colored
noise causes severe degradation in the estimation performance,
especially for the subspace-based methods [26]–[28]. There-
fore, various algorithms for scenes with colored noise are
proposed [29]–[32]. When perfectly known, the colored noise
can be directly whitened through a linear transformation [33].
Estimation algorithms can be applied without complication
when factoring in the transformation step [29], [30]. Ad-
ditionally, the covariance differencing method can mitigate
the influence of colored noise through rotating arrays [31].
High-order statistics can also suppress the Gaussian process
component [32], [34], [35]. Ref. [32] uses the fourth-order
cumulant to avoid the influence of colored noise. However, the
size of the fourth-order cumulant matrix is large, and the high
computational burden prevents it from practical application.

In this paper, the range-angle estimation problem for the
FDA-MIMO radar is considered with frequency offsets in both
transmitting and receiving arrays. The main contributions of
this paper are summarized below:

• The system model of FDA-MIMO radar with trans-
mitting and receiving frequency offsets: Considering
transmitting and receiving frequency offsets, a novel
model of FDA-MIMO radar is formulated. The frequency
offsets are transferred to an additional noise so that
the influence of the frequency offsets can be shown
theoretically.

• The influence of the frequency offsets on range-angle
estimation in the FDA-MIMO radar: We show the
deterioration of the range-angle estimation caused by the
frequency offsets by analyzing the characteristics of the
equalized additional noise theoretically.

• The influence of the frequency offsets on the perfor-
mance of the joint range-angle estimation and the
corresponding CRLB: The performance of joint range-
angle estimation algorithms in the FDA-MIMO radar with
the frequency offsets are shown. Specifically, the analysis
shows that the equivalent noises are colored, and thus
algorithms for colored noise mitigation are given. CRLB
for the joint estimation is derived with the frequency
offsets.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we build the system model for the FDA-MIMO radar with
transmitting and receiving frequency offsets, and the character-
istics of the offsets are also analyzed. In Section III, denoising
algorithms for the frequency offset are presented. The CRLB
for the range-angle estimation is derived in Section IV. Sim-
ulation results and analysis are shown in Section V. Finally,
Section VI concludes this paper.

Notations: xT, xH and x* denote the transpose of x, the
Hermitian transpose of x and the conjugation of x, respec-
tively. ∥x∥1 and ∥x∥2 denote the ℓ1 norm of x and the ℓ2
norm of x, respectively. Tr{X} denotes the trace of x. E{x}
denotes the expectation of x. R{a} denotes the real part of
complex value a. ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. ⊙ denotes
the Khatri-Rao product. The boldface capital letters represent
matrices, as indicated by X , while lowercase letters represent
vectors, denoted by x.

II. THE SYSTEM MODEL OF FDA-MIMO RADAR

We consider a co-located FDA-MIMO radar comprising a
uniform linear array (ULA) equipped with N transmitting
antennas and a ULA with M receiving antennas as shown
in Fig. 1.

A. Transmitting Signal Model

Use the first array antenna as a reference, and the signal
emitted from the n-th transmitting antenna is [1], [7], [36]

sn(t) =

√
E

N
Π

(
t

Tp

)
e−j2πft,nt, n = 1, 2, · · · , N, (1)

where E is the total transmitted energy. Π(t) is the rectangular
pulse with value 1 for t ∈ [0, 1) and zero otherwise. Tp is the
pulse duration. ft,n is the transmitting carrier frequency at the
n-th antenna, and can be expressed as

ft,n = f0 + (n− 1)∆f + fe,t,n, (2)

where f0 represents the carrier frequency, and ∆f is the
frequency difference between adjacent antennas. Note that
∆f is significantly smaller than the carrier frequency f0, i.e.,
f0 ≫ ∆f . fe,t,n denotes the transmitting frequency offset at
the n-th antenna. According to [37]–[39], the carrier frequency
offset is assumed to obey Gaussian distribution. Since the
pulse duration is much less than the pulse repetition time,



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON AEROSPACE AND ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS 3

we assume that the frequency offsets remain constant for
the duration of one pulse but vary and are independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d) among different pulses.

N Transmitting antennas

dt

�

fIF,1=fIF+ fe,t,1

DDS-Tr1 DDS-Tr2 DDS-TrN

fIF,2=fIF+ �f+fe,t,2

ft,1=f0+ fe,t,1

RF RF RF

fIF,N=fIF+ (N-1)�f+fe,t,N

ft,2=f0+ �f+fe,t,2 ft,N= f0+ (N-1)�f+fe,t,N

(a) Transmitter

M Receiving antennas

dr

�

MF1 MF2 MFM

N outputs N outputs N outputs

RF RF RF

MFi

DDS-i,1
fIF+ fe,r,i,1

fIF+ fe,r,i,2+�f

fIF+ fe,r,i,N+(N-1)�f

DDS-i,2

DDS-i,N

Output-i,NOutput-i,2Output-i,2

MFi

(b) Receiver

Fig. 1: Diagram of an FDA-MIMO radar.

The N transmitted waveforms {sn(t)}n=1,2,··· ,N are sup-
posed to be orthogonal to each other [1], [14], [40], namely,∫ TP

0

sn1(t)s
*
n2
(t)dt = 0, n1 ̸= n2, (3)

where n1, n2 ∈ [1, 2, · · · , N ]. After simplification, the orthog-
onality equals∫ TP

0

ej2π∆f(n1−n2)tdt = 0, n1 ̸= n2, (4)

where Tp = 1/∆f satisfies the orthogonality.

B. Receiving Signal Model

Suppose a far-field point target reflects the transmitting
signals with direction θ and range r, and the round-trip
propagation delay from the n-th transmitting antenna to the
m-th receiving antenna is

τm,n =
1

c
[2r − (n− 1)dt sin(θ)− (m− 1)dr sin(θ)] , (5)

where dt and dr are the element spacing of the transmitting
array and receiving array, respectively. dt and dr are assumed
to equal half of the wavelength, i.e., dt = dr = d = c/(2f0).
The received signal at the m-th antenna can be represented as

Ym(t) =

N∑
i=1

αsi(t− τm,i)

=

N∑
i=1

α

√
E

N
Π(

t− τm,i

Tp
)e−j2πft,i(t−τm,i),

(6)

where α is the coefficient of the received signal in the l-th
pulse, accounting for the transmit amplitude, target reflecting
coefficient, propogation decay, etc. The received signal is
then matched filtered by ej2πfr,m,nt to separate signals from
different transmitting antennas, where fr,m,n denotes the n-
th down-conversion frequency for the m-th receiving antenna.
fr,m,n satisfies

fr,m,n = f0 + (n− 1)∆f + fe,r,m,n,m = 1, 2, · · · ,M, (7)

where fe,r,m,n denotes the receiving frequency offset of the n-
th down-conversion frequency for the m-th receiving antenna,
which is assumed to be mainly induced by oscillator frequency
errors. Ref. [41] builds the model for oscillator frequency er-
rors, which includes white frequency noise, Flicker frequency
noise and random walking frequency noise. According to the
frequency noise spectrum in ref. [41], white frequency noise
dominates the frequency noise at high working frequency.
Therefore, we build the receiving frequency offset as white
noise, which obeys i.i.d Gaussian distribution for each receiv-
ing antenna in each pulse. The receiving frequency offsets at
each antenna are assumed to remain constant for the duration
of one pulse but vary and are i.i.d among different pulses.
Moreover, the transmitting frequency offsets are assumed to
be independent of the receiving frequency offsets in the same
pulse since distinct antenna elements and different Direct
Digital Synthesis (DDS) are used for the transmitting and
receiving arrays, respectively. The received signal at the m-th
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antenna is then fed into N matched filters, and the n-th output
of the m-th received antenna is

Ym,n =

∫ τm,i+Tp

τm,i

Ym(t)ej2πfr,m,ntdt

=

N∑
i=1

∫ τm,i+Tp

τm,i

α

√
E

N
e−j2πft,i(t−τm,i)ej2πfr,m,ntdt

=

N∑
i=1

α

√
E

N
ej2πfr,m,nτm,i

∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(ft,i−fr,m,n)tdt.

(8)

Since the frequency difference ∆f and the receiving frequency
offset fe,r,m,n are both far less than the carrier frequency fc,
the differences caused by ∆f and fe,r,m,n are ignored within
the array aperture [1], [10], [40], i.e.

∆fd sin θ

c
=

∆f sin θ

2fc
≪ 1

fe,r,m,nd sin θ

c
=

fe,r,m,n sin θ

2fc
≪ 1

(9)

ej2πfr,m,nτm,i is then simplified as

ej2πfr,m,nτm,i

= ej2π(f0+(n−1)∆f+fe,r,m,n)(
2r−(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c )

= ej2π[(f0+(n−1)∆f+fe,r,m,n)
2r
c −f0

(m+i−2)d sin(θ)
c ].

(10)

Both the transmitting and receiving frequency offsets are
assumed to be far less than the frequency resolution, i.e.,
{|fe,t,i| , |fe,r,m,n|} ≪ 1/Tp = ∆f . The target is assumed to
be located in the unambiguous range, i.e., r < c

2∆f . We can
then simplify ej2πfe,r,m,n

2r
c and e−j2π(fe,t,i−fe,r,m,n)t through

the first-order Taylor expansion. The filter output Ym,n is
firstly shown as

Ym,n

=

N∑
i=1

α

√
E

N
ej2πfr,m,nτm,i

∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(ftr,i−fr,m,n)tdt

+N0

=

N∑
i=1

α

√
E

N
ej2π[(f0+(n−1)∆f+fe,r,m,n)

2r
c −f0

(m+i−2)d sin(θ)
c ]

∫ Tp

0

e−j2π[(i−n)∆f+fe,t,i−fe,r,m,n]tdt+N0

(11)
N0 denotes the additive Gaussian white noise. The carrier
frequency offset fe,t,i and the receiving frequency offset
fe,r,m,n are both assumed to be smaller than the frequency
increment ∆f , and the pulse duration Tp is set as 1

∆f , we
have following approximations using the first-order Taylor
expansion

ej2πfe,r,m,n
2r
c ≈ 1 + j2πfe,r,m,n

2r

c
,

e−j2π(fe,t,i−fe,r,m,n)t ≈ 1− j2π(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)t.
(12)

The filter output Ym,n is then simplified as

Ym,n =

N∑
i=1

α

√
E

N
ej2π[(f0+(n−1)∆f) 2r

c −f0
(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c ]

(1 + j2πfe,r,m,n
2r

c
)

∫ Tp

0

[
e−j2π(i−n)∆ft

(1− j2π(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)t)

]
dt+N0.

= α

√
E

N
ej4πf0

r
c ej2π(n−1)∆f 2r

c (1 + j2πfe,r,m,n
2r

c
)

N∑
i=1

e−j2πf0
(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c

[ ∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(i−n)∆ftdt−

j2π(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)

∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(i−n)∆fttdt

]
+N0.

(13)

According to the orthogonality as shown in Eq.(4) in the
manuscript, we have∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(i−n)∆ftdt =

{
Tp, i = n

0, i ̸= n
(14)

Therefore, We have

N∑
i=1

e−j2πf0
(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c

∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(i−n)∆ftdt =

Tpe
−j2πf0

(m+n−2)d sin(θ)
c

(15)

Denote β and I1,i,n as

β = αTp

√
E

N
ej4πf0

r
c ,

I1,i,n =

∫ Tp

0

e−j2π(i−n)∆fttdt.

(16)

The filter output Ym,n is then simplified as

Ym,n =βej2π(n−1)∆f 2r
c (1 + j2πfe,r,m,n

2r

c
)[

e−j2πf0
(m+n−2)d sin(θ)

c − j2π

Tp

N∑
i=1

(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)

e−j2πf0
(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c I1,i,n

]
+N0.

(17)
Since the maximum unambiguous range of FDA-MIMO radar
is c

2∆f , we have

fe,r,m,n
2r

c
≤ fe,r,m,n

2c

2c∆f
=

fe,r,m,n

∆f
. (18)

According to the assumption, the frequency offset fe,r,m,n

is assumed to be far less than the frequency difference ∆f ,
and thus 2πfe,r,m,n

2r
c is a small quantity compared with 1.

Moreover, I1,i,n satisfies

|I1,i,n| ≤
∫ Tp

0

∣∣∣e−j2π(i−n)∆ftt
∣∣∣ dt = T 2

p

2
. (19)
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With the orthogonality requirement Tp = 1
∆f , we then have∣∣∣(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)e

−j2πf0
(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c I1,i,n

∣∣∣∣∣∣Tpe−j2πf0
(m+n−2)d sin(θ)

c

∣∣∣ ≤

|(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)|T 2
p

2Tp
=

|fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n|
2∆f

(20)

Since the frequency offset fe,r,m,n and fe,t,i are
assumed to be far less than the frequency increment
∆f ,

∣∣∣(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)e
−j2πf0

(m+i−2)d sin(θ)
c I1,i,n

∣∣∣ is a

small quantity compared with
∣∣∣Tpe

−j2πf0
(m+n−2)d sin(θ)

c

∣∣∣.
Therefore, the product of the two first-order
quantities, i.e., 2πfe,r,m,n

2r
c

2π
Tp

∑N
i=1(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)

e−j2πf0
(m+i−2)d sin(θ)

c I1,i,n, is a second-order small quantity
compared with e−j2πf0

(m+n−2)d sin(θ)
c . We retain the first-order

small quantities and omit the second-order small quantity,
and Ym,n is further written as

Ym,n =βej2π(n−1)∆f 2r
c

[
e−j2πf0

(m+n−2)d sin(θ)
c +

j2πfe,r,m,n
2r

c
e−j2πf0

(m+n−2)d sin(θ)
c − j2π

Tp

N∑
i=1

(fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)e
−j2πf0

(m+i−2)d sin(θ)
c I1,i,n

]
+N0.

(21)
We denote Nt,m,n and Nr,m,n as

Nt,m,n = j2π
β

Tp

N∑
i=1

fe,t,ie
j2π[(n−1)∆f 2r

c −(m+i−2)fθ]I1,i,n,

(22)

Nr,m,n =j2πfe,r,m,n
2r

c
βej2π[(n−1)∆f 2r

c −(m+n−2)fθ ]+

j2πfe,r,m,n
β

Tp

N∑
i=1

ej2π[(n−1)∆f 2r
c −(m+i−2)fθ]I1,i,n,

(23)

where fθ ≜ f0d sin(θ)/c is the normalized spatial frequency.
Ym,n is finally written as

Ym,n =βej2π(n−1)∆f 2r
c e−j2πf0

(m+n−2)d sin(θ)
c

+Nt,m,n +Nr,m,n +N0.
(24)

Y can be then represented as

Y = βar(θ)at(θ, r)
T +Nt +Nr +N0, (25)

The receiving steering vector is

ar(θ) = [1, e−j2πfθ , · · · , e−j2π(M−1)fθ ]T. (26)

The transmitting steering vector is

at(θ, r) = [1, ej2πϕ, · · · , ej2π((N−1)ϕ)]T, (27)

with ϕ = 2r∆f/c− fθ.
To determine the valid range for the frequency offsets that

ensures an effective approximation with the first-order Taylor
expansion Eq.(12), we conduct numerical simulations under

two scenarios: both carrier and receiving frequency offsets
exist and only one frequency offset exists. The simulation
results are shown in Fig.2. When only transmitting or fre-
quency offset exists, the relative error of the approximation
in Eq.(12) is about 1% with σ = 0.04∆f . the relative
error increases to about 8% with σ = 0.1∆f . When both
transmitting and receiving frequency offsets exist, the relative
error of the approximation in Eq.(12) is about 1% with the
standard deviation σ = 0.02∆f and increases to below 10%
for the standard deviation σ up to 0.05∆f . When σ = 0.1∆f ,
the relative error of the approximation exceeds 30%, indicating
a less effective approximation.
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Fig. 2: The relative error between the approximated signal
matrix and the reference signal matrix.

In general, we consider the approximation effective and
valid for σ < 0.05∆f , and deem it ineffective when σ >
0.1∆f . This boundary condition for the choice of Taylor
expansion order, as supported by our numerical simulations,
ensures the accuracy of our approximations under the specified
conditions.

The problem is to estimate the target range r and the target
angle θ in the model. In this paper, we analyze the noise
characteristics caused by frequency offset, i.e., Nt and Nr,
together with their influence on estimating range and DOA.
According to the analysis, dedicated algorithms are applied
estimate the target parameters.

C. The Noise Characteristics

As shown in Eq.(24), we have

Ym,n =βej2π[(n−1)∆f 2r
c −(m+n−2)fθ]

+Nt,m,n +Nr,m,n +N0

(28)

Two types of noises are considered in this paper: the Gaussian
white noise and the equalized noise resulting from carrier and
receiving frequency offsets. The Gaussian white noise repre-
sents the random, uncorrelated noise commonly encountered
in signal processing. The noise resulting from carrier and
receiving frequency offsets represent the interference on the
signal matrix caused by the the carrier and receiving frequency
offsets. If the transmitting and receiving frequency offsets
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follow i.i.d zero-mean Gaussian distribution among different
pulses, the noise characteristics caused by the transmitting and
receiving frequency offsets have the following properties.

Proposition 1. The noise caused by the receiving frequency
offset will disturb the phase difference among both rows and
columns in Y . The noise caused by the transmitting frequency
offsets will disturb the phase difference between different
columns in Y , but will not interfere with phase difference
between different rows in Y .

Proof. According to the representation of Nt,m,n, i.e.,

Nt,m,n = j2π
β

Tp

N∑
i=1

fe,t,ie
j2π[(n−1)∆f 2r

c −(m+i−2)fθ]I1,i,n,

(29)

The ratio between Nt,m,n1 and Nt,m,n2 (n1, n2 ∈ [1, N ], n1 ̸=
n2) is

ϕ(n1, n2) = ej2π(n1−n2)∆f 2r
c

∑N
i=1 fe,t,ie

−j2π
id sin(θ)

c I1,i,n1∑N
i=1 fe,t,ie

−j2π
id sin(θ)

c I1,i,n2

.

(30)
Since the transmitting frequency offsets of different anten-

nas are independent among different pulses, phase differences
between different columns in Nt are disturbed. Therefore,
when using the phase differences between columns to estimate
the target range, Nt will disturb the estimation, and Nt can
only be treated as an additional noise when estimating the
range. The ratio between Nt,m1,n and Nt,m2,n (m1,m2 ∈
[1,M ],m1 ̸= m2) is

ϕ(m1,m2) = e−j2π(m1−m2)fθ . (31)

The phase differences between different rows in Nt remain
the same as in steering vector ar(θ). Therefore, the transmit-
ting frequency offset does not influence the phase difference
between different rows in Y , and thus the estimation is not
interrupted by transmitting frequency offsets when using the
phase difference among the rows Y to estimate θ.
Nr,m,n is represented as

Nr,m,n = j2πfe,r,m,n
2r

c
βej2π[(n−1)∆f 2r

c −(m+n−2)fθ]

+ j2πfe,r,m,n
β

Tp

N∑
i=1

ej2π[(n−1)∆f 2r
c −(m+i−2)fθ]I1,i,n.

(32)

The ratio between Nr,m,n1
and Nr,m,n2

(n1, n2 ∈
[1, N ], n1 ̸= n2) is

ϕ(n1, n2) =

fe,r,m,n1(
2r
c Tpe

−j2πn1fθ +
∑N

i=1 e
−j2π(m+i)fθI1,i,n1)

fe,r,m,n2
( 2rc Tpe−j2πn2fθ +

∑N
i=1 e

−j2π(m+i)fθI1,i,n2
)
.

(33)

The receiving frequency offsets of different filter outputs at
different antennas are also assumed to be independent among
different pulses. Thus phase differences between different
columns in Nr are disturbed. With a similar operation, it
is easy to obtain that the phase differences between differ-
ent rows in Nr are also disturbed. Therefore, the receiving

frequency offset will disturb the phase difference between
different rows and different columns in Y . Consequently,
Nr is seen as an additional noise for both range and angle
estimation.

Different from the neglect of ∆f and fe,r within the array
aperture in Eq.(9), the impact of the frequency offsets on the
estimation cannot be ignored. Eq.(9) actually comes from the
assumption ∆f ≪ fc and fe,r ≪ fc, while the phase pertur-
bation caused by the frequency offsets can be large enough
to deteriorate the estimation accuracy. For example, the phase
error caused by the receiving frequency offsets accumulates
during the signal transmission, and the accumulated phase
error concerns with the target range, which far exceeds the size
of the the array aperture. Therefore, although the difference
cause by the receiving frequency offset fe,r can be negligible
within the array aperture in Eq.(9), its effect on the estimation
cannot be omitted.

In general, the transmitting frequency offsets will disturb
the phase difference among vectors in Y but not the phase
difference among rows because the transmitting frequency
offset is a second-order small quantity compared with carrier
frequency, but only a first-order small quantity compared
with ∆f . The receiving frequency offsets will disturb the
phase difference among both rows and vectors in Y because
the phase change caused by receiving frequency offsets is
accumulated during the transmission process. The accumulated
phase change cannot be neglected especially when the target
range is large.

Proposition 2. The noise caused by the transmitting frequency
offset added on the matched filter outputs is colored.

Proof. According to the assumption in [37] and [41], the
transmitting and the receiving frequency offsets obey i.i.d
zero-mean Gaussian distribution. We use σt to represent the
standard deviation of transmitting frequency offset and σr to
represent the standard deviation of receiving frequency offset,
i.e.

fe,t,n ∼ N (0, σ2
t ), ∀n, (34)

fe,r,m,n ∼ N (0, σ2
r), ∀m,n, (35)

Denote nt ∈ CMN×1,nr ∈ CMN×1 as the vector form
of Nt,Nr, respectively. The covariance matrix of noise nr

is denoted as Cr ∈ CMN×MN , and the covariance matrix of
noise nt is denoted as Ct ∈ CMN×MN . We use Ct,m,n,p,q to
represent the [(n−1)M+m]-th row and the [(q−1)M+p]-th
column of Ct, which denotes cross correlation between Ym,n

and Yp,q . Cr,m,n denotes [(n − 1)M + m]-th row and the
[(n− 1)M +m]-th column of Cr. Ct,m,n,p,q and Cr,m,n are

Ct,m,n,p,q = 4π2∥α∥2σ2
t

E

N

N∑
i=1

ej(ϕ
r
n,q−ϕθ

m,p)I1,i,nI
*
1,i,q.

(36)
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Cr,m,n = 4π2∥α∥2σ2
r

E

N

{
T 2
p

4r2

c2
+

2r

c

N∑
i=1

[
e−jϕθ

i,nI1,i,n

+ ejϕ
θ
i,nI*

1,i,n

]
+

N∑
i1=1

N∑
i2=1

e−jϕθ
i1,i2 I1,i1,nI

*
1,i2,n

}
,

(37)

where

ϕr
n,q = 2π(n− q)∆f

2r

c
, (38)

ϕθ
m,p = 2π(m− p)f0d

sin(θ)

c
. (39)

The off-diagonal elements of Cr are 0, and Cr is a diagonal
matrix with different diagonal elements. Ct is not diagonal,
and thus Nt is a colored noise.

Besides, from Eq.(36), Ct,m,n,p,q equals Ct,m′,n,p′,q if n =
q, m− p = m′ − p′, which shows that Ct is a block Toeplitz
matrix. Moreover, each block in Ct is a rank-1 matrix, which
means that Ct is also a singular matrix.

In physical mean, since the signal from a single transmitting
antenna is received by all receiving antennas, the carrier
frequency offset of that transmitting antenna influences the
signals at all receiving points. This correlation leads to the
noise being ’colored’, thus impacting the signal processing
and analysis.

III. SIGNAL PROCESSING OF EQUALIZED COLORED
NOISE

From the analysis in Section II, the noises Nr brought
by the receiving frequency offsets are independent of the
matched filter outputs. However, the noises Nt are correlated
at different matched filter outputs. Additional colored noise
will deteriorate the accuracy of the target estimation [42]–
[44]. Therefore, we need to mitigate the colored noise or
whiten the colored noise according to the characteristics of
colored noise. Since the colored noise matrix Ct is singular,
it is inconvenient to use a transformation matrix to whiten
Ct. Therefore, we consider mitigating the colored noise with
a fourth-order cumulant of the array data [32]. Moreover,
we also consider sparse-signal denoising algorithms for the
colored noise [19], [45]–[48].

A. Whitening Colored Noise with the Fourth-Order Cumulant

The γ-th order cumulant of x = [x1, x2, · · · , xn]
T is defined

as

cγ1,··· ,γn
(x) = (−j)γ

∂γΨ(w1, · · · , wn)

∂wγ1

1 · · ·wγn
n

∣∣∣∣
w1=...=wn=0

,

(40)
where

Ψ(w1, · · · , wn) = lnE
{
ej(w1x1+w2x2+...+wnxn)

}
, (41)

n∑
k=1

γk = γ. (42)

If γk ∈ {0, 1},∀k ∈ [1, n], we then use cγ to represent
cγ1,··· ,γn . According to [34], [35], c4(xi, xj , xp, xq) can be
represented as

c4(xi, xj , xp, xq) = E{xixjx
*
px

*
q} − E

{
xix

*
p

}
E
{
xjx

*
q

}
− E{xix

*
q}E

{
xjx

*
p

}
− E{xixj}E

{
x*
px

*
q

}
,

(43)

where i, j, p, q ∈ [1,MN ] denote the i, j, p, q-th element of x,
respectively. E{·} denotes the expectation. The model is then
transferred into a vector form as

y = βa(θ, r) + nt + nr + n0, (44)

where y,nt,nr,n0 are the vector form of Y ,Nt,Nr,N0,
respectively. a(θ, r) ∈ CMN×1 is defined as

a(θ, r) = at(θ, r)⊗ ar(θ). (45)

We can then obtain the fourth-order cumulant of y as
follows

c4(yi, yj , yp, yq) =c4(βai(θ, r) + ni, βaj(θ, r) + nj ,

βap(θ, r) + np, βaq(θ, r) + nq),
(46)

where yi denotes the received signal at the i-th receiving
antenna. ai(θ, r) denotes the i-th entry of a(θ, r). Since
i, j, p, q ∈ [1,MN ], c4(yi, yj , yp, yq) totally has M4N4 kinds
of value for the receiving antenna array. We then build a
matrix C4 ∈ CM2N2×M2N2

with the M4N4 values. The
[(i− 1)MN + j]-th row and the [(p− 1)MN + q]-th column
of C4 is

C4[(i−1)MN+j, (p−1)MN+q] = c4(yi, yj , yp, yq), (47)

According to [34], C4 can be further represented as

C4 = h(a(θ, r)⊗ a*(θ, r))(a(θ, r)⊗ a*(θ, r))H, (48)

where h is a constant concerning the target coefficient. Algo-
rithms based on subspace decomposition can be applied on C4,
and the angle and range of the target can be estimated with the
eigenvectors. We first apply eigenvalue decomposition (EVD)
on C4 to obtain the eigenvalues λi, i = 1, 2, · · · ,MN and
the corresponding eigenvectors vi, i = 1, 2, · · · ,MN . Assume
that λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λMN , and the noise space Un is denoted
as

Un =
[
v1,v2, · · · ,vMN

]
. (49)

The spectrum concerning the target DOA and the target
range can be then obtained as

S(θ, r) =
1

(a(θ, r)⊗ a(θ, r)*)UnUH
n (a(θ, r)⊗ a(θ, r)*)H .

(50)
The target DOA and target range are then estimated with

the coordinates of the peak of S(θ, r).



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON AEROSPACE AND ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS 8

B. Denoising with Atomic Norm Minimization

In this part, we consider sparse-signal denoising algorithms
for the colored noise. According to (44), the range and angle
estimation problem can be written as a basis pursuit denoising
problem as follows

min
x

1

2
∥y −Ax∥22 + τ ∥x∥1 , (51)

where A is a dictionary matrix defined as

A = [a(θ1, r1),a(θ2, r2), · · · ,a(θNd
, rNd

)]. (52)

Nd denotes the number of columns of dictionary matrix A.
θi and θj can be the same when i ̸= j, which represents
the same angle with different range, and likewise ri and rj .
τ is the regularization parameter and represents the strength
of the sparsity constraint. x is a sparse vector. xk, the k-th
element of x, equals β if the k-th column of A represents
the steering vector of true range and angle of the target and
equals 0 otherwise.

An iterative soft thresholding (IST) algorithm is a typical
algorithm for the problem [45]. However, its performance is
limited by grid mismatches. To improve estimation perfor-
mance in CS problems, ANM is proposed [19], [46]–[48].
Without constructing a dictionary matrix or discretizing spatial
or range domain, ANM works as a gridless method and
reconstructs sparse signals with convex optimization. For the
problem in (51), denoising ANM is proposed as an effective
method. The atomic set is defined as

A =
{
a(θ, r),∀θ ∈

[
−π

2
,
π

2

]
,∀r ∈ [0, rmax]

}
. (53)

The atomic norm is then defined as

∥x∥A ≜ inf{t > 0 : x ∈ tconv(A)}

= inf

{∑
k

tk | x =
∑

tka(θk, rk)

}
.

(54)

Denote L as the total number of pulses. Collect the signal
y of all L pulses to form X ∈ CMN×L, which can be
represented as

X = y × 11×L + Ñt + Ñr + Ñ0, (55)

where 11×L denotes a row matrix with all the L elements
being 1. Each column of Ñt, Ñr, Ñ0 represent the additional
noise nt,nr,n0 at each pulse.

According to Proposition (1) in [20], an approximation of
∥x∥A can be obtained as ∥x∥T from a semi-definite program.
For X ∈ CMN×L, ∥X∥T is defined as

∥X∥T = min
T ,P

{
1

2
Tr(S(T )) +

1

2
Tr(P ) |

[
S(T ) X
X* P

]
⪰ 0

}
,

(56)
where S(T ) ∈ CNM×NM is an two-fold Toeplitz matrix
consisting of N ×N block Toeplitz matrices, i.e.,

S(T ) =


T0 T−1 · · · T−(n1−1)

T1 T0 · · · T−(n1−2)

...
...

...
...

Tn1−1 Tn1−2 · · · T0

 . (57)

Block Tl ∈ CM×M is defined as

Tl =


xl,0 xl,−1 · · · xl,−(n2−1)

xl,1 xl,0 · · · xl,−(n2−2)

...
...

...
...

xl,n2−1 xl,n2−2 · · · xl,0

 , (58)

where xl is the l-th row of T , and xl,p represents the p-th
element of xl.

Therefore, with the above transformation, the denoising
problem can be reformulated as

min
X̂,T ,P

1

2
Tr(S(T )) +

1

2
Tr(P )

s.t.
[

S(T ) X̂

X̂* P

]
⪰ 0,

∥X − X̂∥2F ≤ τ.

(59)

τ is the regularization parameter, which determines the
strength of the sparsity constraint. X̂ is the denoised sig-
nal matrix. Target estimation can be achieved by employing
subspace methods on X . We first use EVD on X̂ to obtain
the eigenvalues λi, i = 1, 2, · · · ,MN and the corresponding
eigenvectors vi, i = 1, 2, · · · ,MN . Assume that λ1 > λ2 >
· · · > λMN , and the noise space Un is denoted as

Un =
[
v1,v2, · · · ,vMN

]
. (60)

The spectrum concerning the target DOA and the target
range can be then obtained as

S(θ, r) =
1

a(θ, r)UnUH
na

H(θ, r)
. (61)

The target DOA and target range correspond to the coordi-
nates of the peak of S(θ, r).

IV. THE CRLB FOR RANGE-ANGLE ESTIMATION

For the model (25), we derive the CRLB for the estimation
of both range and angle in this section. According to the vector
form model (44), y obeys Gaussian distribution, i.e.,

y ∼ CN (βa(θ, r),C), (62)

where

C ≜E
{
(y − βa(θ, r))(y − βa(θ, r))H}

=C0 +Ct +Cr,
(63)

C0 ≜ E
{
n0n

H
0

}
, Ct ≜ E

{
ntn

H
t

}
≜ E

{
nrn

H
r

}
denote the

covariance matrices of n0, nt and nr, respectively. Assume
that n0 ∼ CN (0, σ2

0), we have C0 = σ2
0I . Cr is a diagonal

matrix, and the ((n− 1)M +m)-th row, ((n− 1)M +m)-th
column of Cr is

Cr,(n−1)M+m,(n−1)∗M+m = 4π2∥β∥2σ2
r

{
T 2
p

4r2

c2
+

4r

c

N∑
i=1

R{e−j2π(i−n)fθI1,i,n}+

N∑
i1=1

N∑
i2=1

e−j2π(i1−i2)fθI1,i1,nI
*
1,i2,n

}
.

(64)
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The ((n − 1)M + m)-th row, ((b − 1)M + a)-th column of
Ct is

Ct,(n−1)M+m,(b−1)M+a

= 4π2σ2
t

N∑
i=1

ej2π[(n−a)∆f 2r
c −(m−a)fθ]I1,i,nI

*
1,i,b,

(65)

With the obtained covariance matrix, the probability density
function of Gaussian distribution y ∼ CN(βa(θ, r),C) can
be expressed as

f(y) =
1

πMN∥C∥1/2
e−

1
2 (y−βa(θ,r))HC−1(y−βa(θ,r)), (66)

where ∥ · ∥ denotes the determinant.
To derive the CRLB, Fisher information matrix (FIM) must

be first obtained, where the second derivative of lnp(y; s) to
all variables in s are needed. s is defined as

s =
[
θT rT βT]T

. (67)

We denote F (si, sj) as the second derivative of lnp(y; s) to
si and sj , where si and sj are variables in s. F (si, sj) is

F (si, sj) = −E{∂
2lnf(y; s)

∂si∂sj
}. (68)

After calculation and simplification, we obtain F (r, r) as
follows

F (r, r) =

{
R

{
∥β∥2 ∂a(θ, r)

∂r
C−1 ∂a(θ, r)

∂r

}
+

1

2
Tr{C−1 ∂C

∂r
C−1 ∂C

∂r
}
}−1

.

(69)

As claimed before, since Nt does not interfere with the
estimation of angle, the covariance matrix of Ct should not
be included in C when deriving the CRLB of angle, i.e.,

F (θ, θ) = R
{
∥β∥2 ∂a(θ, r)

∂θ
C̃−1 ∂a(θ, r)

∂θ

}
+

1

2
Tr{C̃−1 ∂C̃

∂θ
C̃−1 ∂C̃

∂θ
},

(70)

where
C̃ = C0 +Cr. (71)

Finally, the CRLB with respect to si is

CRLB{si} =
[
F−1

]
i,i

, (72)

where F−1 denotes the inverse of F and [·]i,i denotes the
element at the i-th column and the i-th row of the matrix.
The derivation of CRLB using F−1 requires that F is positive
defined [49]. However, since the value of entries corresponding
to the lower bound of range in FIM greatly differs from
those corresponding to the lower bound of angle, FIM can
be singular, especially when the dimension of variables is
high. Therefore, we use a lower bound of FIM to describe
the performance of the estimation as [50].

CRLB{si} ≥ F−1
i,i . (73)

The derived CRLB simultaneously considers the influence of
additional white noise, carrier frequency offsets and receiving

frequency offsets. Moreover, the equalized noise caused by the
frequency offsets can be colored. Unlike white noise, which
has a diagonal covariance matrix due to its uncorrelated nature,
colored noise is characterized by a covariance matrix with non-
zero off-diagonal elements. The derived CRLB applies to the
scenarios with colored noise caused by frequency offsets.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters.

Parameter Value
The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of received signal 20 dB

The number of transmitting antennas N 4

The number of receiving antennas M 4

The number of targets S 1

The space between antennas d 0.5 wavelengths
The number of pulses L 200

The carrier frequency f0 10 G Hz
The default frequency difference ∆f 10 k Hz

The default range of target r 6000 m
The default DOA of target θ 30 °

The default standard deviation of transmitting
500 Hz

frequency offset σt

The default standard deviation of receiving
500 Hz

frequency offset σr

Simulation parameters are given in Table I. The number
of Monte Carlo simulations is 103. Attention that SNR in
Table. I refers to the power ratio between the signal and the
white noise, where the noise caused by the frequency offset
is not considered. Assume that the transmitting and receiving
frequency offsets remain unchanged in one pulse duration and
obey i.i.d Gaussian distribution among different pulses. We
use σt to represent the standard deviation of the transmitting
frequency offset and σr to represent the standard deviation of
the receiving frequency offset, i.e.,

fe,t,n ∼ N (0, σ2
t ), ∀n, (74)

fe,r,m,n ∼ N (0, σ2
r), ∀m,n, (75)

We first show the deterioration caused by frequency offsets.
According to the model in (8), the matched filter outputs
are decided by ej2πfe,r,m,n

2r
c and

∫ Tp

0
e−j2π(fe,t,i−fe,r,m,n)tdt.

When pulse duration is set to distinguish the signal of
different frequencies exactly, i.e., Tp = 1/∆f , the inte-
gration

∫ Tp

0
e−j2π(fe,t,i−fe,r,m,n)tdt is fixed when the ra-

tio (fe,t,i − fe,r,m,n)/∆f is fixed. If the ratio r/rmax and
fe,r,m,n/∆f are both fixed, ej2πfe,r,m,n

2r
c is fixed as well.

In general, when the pulse duration of FDA-MIMO radar
equals the reciprocal of ∆f and the ratio of targets’ range to
maximum detection range is unchanged, deterioration caused
by frequency offsets is only decided by the ratio of the
standard deviation of frequency offsets and the frequency
difference, i.e., σt/∆f and σr/∆f .

For example, in scene 1, ∆f is set as 10 kHz. The maxi-
mum unambiguous detection range is then 15 km. The pulse
duration is set as the minimum length needed to distinguish
different frequencies, i.e., 0.1 ms. In scene 2, ∆f is set as
1 kHz. The maximum detection range is 150 km and the
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pulse duration is 1 ms. When detecting a target at 6 km
away in scene 1 with a standard deviation of transmitting
frequency offset 1k Hz, the deterioration of frequency offsets
equals that when detecting a target at 60 km away in scene
2 with a standard deviation of transmitting frequency offset
100 Hz. In Fig. 3, real noise represents the difference between
the matched filter outputs and the theoretical outputs, i.e.,
[y − βa(θ, r)]. Estimated noise represents the noise generated
according to (22) and (23). We use equalized SNR, i.e., the
power ratio between signal and noise caused by frequency
offsets, to describe the deterioration of frequency offsets. The
equalized SNR under both scenes is simulated and shown in
Fig. 3 , and numerical values of the simulation result is shown
in Table.II. Obviously, the equalized SNR is the same with
the same σt/∆f in both scenes, which is consistent with the
analysis above.
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Fig. 3: Equalized SNR with a different standard deviation of
transmitting frequency offset when ∆f = 1 kHz and 10 kHz.

TABLE II: Equalized SNR with different standard deviation
of transmitting frequency offset.

σ
∆f

Equalized SNR with transmitting frequency offset

∆f = 1kHz ∆f = 10kHz

Estimation Actual value Estimation Actual value

0.02 22.05 22.09 22.05 18.72

0.04 16.03 16.15 16.03 14.31

0.06 12.51 12.74 12.51 12.92

0.08 10.01 10.38 10.01 10.43

0.1 8.07 8.65 8.07 8.69

When r/rmax = 0.4, σt/∆f = 0.05, the equalized SNR
is 14.3 dB. When σt/∆f rises to 0.1, the equalized SNR is
8.7 dB. From the comparison between the estimated noise and
the real noise, it is obvious that the power of noise is accurately
estimated, which proves the effectiveness of the model.

We then show the relationship between the equalized SNR
and the receiving frequency offset. Similar to the analysis

above, when Tp = 1/∆f , the equalized SNR only concerns
with r/rmax and σr/∆f . Let r/rmax = 0.4, the relation
between the equalized SNR and the standard deviation of re-
ceiving frequency offset σr is shown in Fig. 4 , and numerical
values of the simulation result is shown in Table.III.
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Fig. 4: Equalized SNR with a different standard deviation of
receiving frequency offset when ∆f = 1 kHz and 10 kHz.

TABLE III: Equalized SNR with different standard deviation
of receiving frequency offset.

σ
∆f

Equalized SNR with receiving frequency offset

∆f = 1kHz ∆f = 10kHz

Estimation Actual value Estimation Actual value

0.02 17.03 17.12 17.03 17.04

0.04 11.01 11.29 11.01 11.24

0.06 7.49 7.94 7.49 7.96

0.08 4.99 5.65 4.99 5.62

0.1 3.05 4.12 3.05 4.09

From the comparison between Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, when
r/rmax = 0.4, the power of noise caused by receiving
frequency offset is about 5 dB higher than the power of noise
caused by transmitting frequency offset with the same standard
deviation.

We then show the equalized SNR with different ranges of
targets. From the representation of covariance matrix Ct and
Cr, the power of noise brought from the receiving frequency
offset concerned with the range of the target, while the power
of noise brought from transmitting frequency offset does not.
We simulate the equalized SNR with only transmitting fre-
quency offset and only receiving frequency offset, respectively.
The simulation results are shown in Fig. 5.

As shown in Fig. 5, when only transmitting frequency offset
exists, the equalized SNR is not influenced by the range of
targets. With only receiving frequency offset, noise to signal
ratio increases when the detected target is further. As the
simulation result shows, when σr/∆f = 0.05, the difference
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Fig. 5: equalized SNR with different ranges of target.

between the maximum equalized SNR and the minimum
equalized SNR can exceed 7 dB with different target ranges.

Before comparing the estimation performances of different
algorithms, we first show the used algorithms in the simu-
lation. To the best of our knowledge, there are currently no
studies working on analyzing the influence of the frequency
offsets on FDA-MIMO system under the scenario where the
frequency offsets are assumed to obey a certain distribution in
different pulses. Therefore, for comparison, we adopt MUSIC
algorithm, OMP algorithm, sparse signal denoising algorithm
(atomic norm minimization) and the algorithms based on the
fourth-order cumulant to address the parameter estimation
problem. The latter two algorithms, in particular, are employed
to try to mitigate the equalized colored noise caused by
frequency offsets. The used algorithms are listed as follows

• 2D MUSIC: Use 2D MUSIC algorithm to co-estimate the
target range and DOA with the signal matrix Y .

• 2D MUSIC-C: Use 2D MUSIC algorithm to co-estimate
the target range and DOA with the fourth-order cumulant
matrix C4.

• MUSIC-R: Use MUSIC algorithm to estimate the target
DOA only with the phase differences between different
rows in the signal matrix Y .

• OMP: Use OMP algorithm to co-estimate the target range
and DOA with the signal matrix Y .

• OMP-ANM: Use 2fold ANM algorithm to denoise the
signal matrix Y first, and use OMP algorithm to co-
estimate the target range and DOA with the denoised
signal matrix.

The computational complexity of the proposed algorithms is
shown in Table IV , with Nd representing the number of
columns in the dictionary.

TABLE IV: Computational complexity

Algorithms Computational Complexity
2D MUSIC O

(
M3N3

)
2D MUSIC-C O

(
M6N6

)
MUSIC-R O

(
M3

)
OMP O

(
MNLNd

)
OMP-ANM O

(
(MN + L)3.5 +MNLNd

)
The practical computational time of the algorithms are shown
in Table. V . All the simulation results are obtained on a PC
with Matlab R2021b with a 3.6 GHz Intel Core i7.

TABLE V: Computational Time

Computational Time / s
2D MUSIC 0.040

2D MUSIC-C 6.155
MUSIC-R 0.011

OMP 0.851
OMP-ANM 26.30

We then show the influence of the frequency offsets on
estimating the range and angle of targets in Fig. 6(a) and
Fig. 6(b), respectively. We assume only one target and set the
target range as r = 0.4rmax and the target DOA as θ = 30◦.
To emphasize the influence of frequency offsets and avoid the
influence of additive white noise, the SNR is set as 50 dB.
Fig. 6(a) shows the relation between the root mean square
error (RMSE) of estimated range and the standard deviation of
carrier frequency offset. In scenarios with a single target, OMP
algorithm outperforms MUSIC algorithm across both low and
high SNR ranges. However, in scenarios with two targets,
the performance of OMP algorithm significantly deteriorates
compared with MUSIC algorithm, to the extent that it is
outperformed by MUSIC algorithm. The results indicate the
sensitivity of OMP algorithm to the number of targets.

In single-target scenarios, the interference arises from both
additive white noise and the equalized colored noise caused
by frequency offsets. Colored noise affects the off-grid el-
ements of the covariance matrix, impacting the eigenvector
decomposition used by MUSIC algorithm. Hence, MUSIC
is more sensitive to noise, particularly to the colored noise
introduced by frequency offsets. As the number of targets
increases, the mutual correlation among signals reflected by
different targets becomes a significant factor. Considering that
OMP algorithm uses the correlation between the signals to
determine the target parameters, the additional complexity
and interference introduced by multiple targets can lead to
a significant challenge for OMP algorithm. Consequently,
in scenarios with two or more targets, the OMP algorithm
struggles to maintain the level of accuracy and robustness
exhibited in single-target situations.

Compared with the distinct differences between the per-
formances of OMP algorithm and MUSIC algorithm, the
differences among algorithms within the same base category
(MUSIC or OMP) are minimal. According to the simulation
results in both Fig. 6 (a) and Fig. 6 (b), the 2D-MUSIC
algorithm using the fourth-order cumulant shows little im-
provement over the standard 2D-MUSIC algorithm. Similarly,
the OMP algorithm based on atomic norm minimization offers
marginal improvement compared to the conventional OMP
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Fig. 6: Influence of transmitting frequency offset on
estimation.

algorithm. These results indicate that the denoising techniques
we adopted show limited superiority over the common algo-
rithms in the presence of frequency offsets.

We then analyze the simulation results in Fig. 6 (b), which
shows the relation between the RMSE of the estimated target
DOA and the carrier frequency offset. In single target scenario,
the performances of the used algorithms remain basically
unchanged. When the number of target equals 2, the DOA
estimation deteriorate with the increase of the transmitting
frequency offset. The different simulation results in single
and dual target scenarios comes from the the requirement
of more phase information when estimating multiple targets.
Both 2D MUSIC algorithm and OMP algorithm estimate the
target range and DOA jointly with the phase differences among
both the rows and columns of the matrix Y . According to
Proposition 1, the phase difference between rows is solely
related to the target DOA and not influenced by carrier

frequency offset, which indicates that the phase difference
between rows is the primary influencing factor in the es-
timation of DOA. Therefore, the DOA estimation accuracy
remains consistent even in the presence of significant carrier
frequency offset. However, in scenarios with multiple targets,
more phase information are required to distinguish different
targets, which indicates that the phase differences between
both rows and columns both have significant influence on
the DOA estimation. As described in Proposition 1, the phase
difference between columns concern with the transmitting fre-
quency offset. Consequently, the DOA estimation performance
will be affected by transmitting frequency offset in dual-target
scenario.

To attain a more thorough comprehension of the influences
of carrier frequency offset, we conduct an additional simu-
lation as shown in Fig. 7 . MUSIC-R algorithm only uses
the phase differences among the rows in Y to estimate the
target DOA. It can be seen that the estimation performance
with MUSIC-R algorithm remains unchanged with different
strength of transmitting frequency offset. This observation
confirms that the phase differences among the rows are
not affected by transmitting frequency offset, corroborating
Proposition 1 . Moreover, in dual-target scenarios, MUSIC-
R algorithm demonstrates superior performance compared to
2D-MUSIC algorithm. The comparison suggests that relying
solely on the phase differences between rows for DOA esti-
mation can be more effective than co-estimation algorithms in
the scenario with multiple targets and transmitting frequency
offset.

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16

t
/  f

0.001

0.01

R
M

S
E

 o
f 

e
s
ti
m

a
te

d
 D

O
A

 (
d

e
g

)

2D MUSIC, K=1

MUSIC-R, K=1

2D MUSIC, K=2

MUSIC-R, K=2

Fig. 7: Influence of transmitting frequency offset on
estimation.

Fig. 8 shows the deterioration of estimation caused by
receiving frequency offsets. In single target scenario, OMP
algorithm performs superior to MUSIC algorithms for both
target range and DOA estimation. When the target number
increases to 2, OMP algorithm still outperforms MUSIC
algorithm even with a severe performance deterioration. The
performance deterioration of MUSIC algorithm caused by the
target number increasing is comparatively limited. Moreover,
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Fig. 8: Influence of receiving frequency offset on estimation.

similar to Fig. 8, the introduction of the denoising algorithms,
including both ANM and the fourth-order cumulant, do not
bring a more precise estimation. Compared with the estimation
performance in scenarios with carrier frequency offset, the
performance deterioration caused by receiving frequency offset
is basically equivalent. From the comparison between Fig. 6
(a) and Fig. 8 (a), with the same standard deviation of
the frequency offset, the RMSE of range estimation with
receiving frequency offset is close to range estimation with
transmitting frequency offset. Although the power of noise
caused by the receiving frequency offset is higher than that
caused by transmitting frequency offset, the colored noise also
complicates the estimation.

To compare the influence of frequency offsets under the
scenarios with different strength of additive white noise, we
set the SNR as 0dB and 10dB and show the range estimation
performance in Fig. 9. From the comparison among Fig. 9
(a), Fig. 9 (b) and Fig. 8 (a), the slope of the RMSE curves
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Fig. 9: Influence of receiving frequency offset on range
estimation with different SNR.

decrease with a lower SNR, which indicates a weaker influence
of receiving frequency offset. Since each RMSE curve in the
above figures represents the estimation performance with a
varying strength of receiving frequency offset and a fixed
strength of additive white noise, it is reasonable that the
influence of frequency offset is comparatively decreased with
a stronger additive white noise.

In general, our analysis reveals that algorithms based on
OMP algorithm generally exhibit superior performance in
single-target scenarios with transmitting frequency offsets.
For multiple-target scenarios involving transmitting frequency
offsets, MUSIC-R algorithm performs the best due to its
highest target DOA estimation accuracy at the lowest com-
putational complexity, which indicates that using only the
phase differences among rows in the scenario is more effective
compared with utilizing all phase information to obtain the
DOA estimation. Besides, 2D MUSIC algorithm demonstrates
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Fig. 10: Influence of SNR on estimation.

the best range estimation performance in these scenarios.
In situations involving receiving frequency offsets, the OMP

algorithm continues to excel in single-target scenarios, while
the 2D-MUSIC algorithm proves to be the most effective
in multiple-target scenarios. Moreover, it is noteworthy that
the introduction of the ANM algorithm and the fourth-order
cumulant, while offering marginal performance improvements,
results in significantly higher computational complexity in
scenarios with any type of frequency offsets.

We then show the relation between RMSE of the estimation
and SNR in Fig. 10. SNR here represents the ratio between
the signal power and the white noise power, where the noise
caused by frequency offsets is not included. The range and
angle of the target are unchanged, and the frequency offsets
are not attached. The SNR is defined at the matched filter
outputs, i.e., the ratio of the power of the signal in matrix Y
and the power of the noise in matrix Y in Eq.(25). From the
comparison between Fig. 8 and Fig. 10, we can find that the

deterioration caused by receiving frequency offset is basically
in accordance with the analysis in Fig. 4. For example,
when the standard deviation of the receiving frequency offset
σr = 0.04∆f , the equalized SNR is about 11dB as shown
in Fig. 4. According to Fig. 10(a), the RMSE of estimated
range using OMP algorithm in single target scenario are about
16m at SNR = 11dB, and the RMSE of the estimated range
is about 15.1m at σr = 0.04∆f as shown in Fig. 8. The
RMSE of range are basically the same when SNR = 11dB
or σr = 0.04∆f , which indicates the consistence between
the simulation result and the analysis. Moreover, from the
comparison between Fig. 6 and Fig. 10, the deterioration
on estimation caused by transmitting frequency offset is more
severe than the the deterioration at the corresponding equalized
SNR. The observation aligns with Proposition. 2, which points
out that the equalized noise caused by transmitting frequency
offset is colored. Compared with common additional white
noise, the colored noise cause more severe degradation on
estimation performance.

VI. CONCLUSION

The transmitting and receiving frequency offsets have been
considered in the FDA-MIMO system. The model containing
the frequency offsets has been built, and CRLB of estimation
of range and angle are obtained. We have derived the equalized
noise caused by frequency offsets and have analyzed the
characteristics of the noise, together with their influence on
the estimation of range and angle. We have proved that
the effect of the transmitting frequency offset is similar to
additional colored noise and have utilized different algorithms
to confirm the derivation. Simulation results prove the analysis
and numerically present the deterioration caused by frequency
offsets. Future work will focus on applying the FDA radar in
the ISAC system.
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