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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a multi-input multi-output transmit beamforming optimization model for
joint radar sensing and multi-user communications, where the design of the beamformers is formulated
as an optimization problem whose objective is a weighted combination of the sum rate and the Cramér-
Rao bound, subject to the transmit power budget. Obtaining the global solution for the formulated
nonconvex problem is a challenging task, since the sum-rate maximization problem itself (even without
considering the sensing metric) is known to be NP-hard. The main contributions of this paper are
threefold. Firstly, we derive an optimal closed-form solution to the formulated problem in the single-
user case and the multi-user case where the channel vectors of different users are orthogonal. Secondly,
for the general multi-user case, we propose a novel branch and bound (B&B) algorithm based on the
McCormick envelope relaxation. The proposed algorithm is guaranteed to find the globally optimal
solution to the formulated problem. Thirdly, we design a graph neural network (GNN) based pruning
policy to determine irrelevant nodes that can be directly pruned in the proposed B&B algorithm, thereby
significantly reducing the number of unnecessary enumerations therein and improving its computational
efficiency. Simulation results show the efficiency of the proposed vanilla and GNN-based accelerated

B&B algorithms.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Future wireless networks are anticipated to deliver enhanced communication services and
support a range of emerging applications related to both sensing and communications such as
smart manufacturing, environment monitoring, and remote health-care [1], [2]. Integrated sensing
and communication (ISAC), in which radar sensing and wireless communications are integrated
to share a common radio spectrum, has gained significant attention and recognition from both
academia and industry. ISAC has been envisioned as a pivotal enabler to support various sensing
and communication applications [3], [4], [S]. In particular, ISAC has been listed as one of the
six key usage scenarios of the future 6G system in the new Recommendation [6] for IMT-2030
(6G).

Unlike traditional systems, where communication and radar sensing are typically designed
and deployed independently, ISAC aims to achieve dual functionalities within a unified system
through shared frequency, hardware, and joint signal processing design [7]. There are three
categories of the design methodology: radar-centric design [8], communication-centric design
[9]], and joint design [10]. All of these design methodologies have shown that ISAC significantly
enhances spectral efficiency and reduces implementation costs by sharing spectral resources
and reusing expensive hardware platforms. In particular, compared against radar-centric and
communication-centric designs, the joint design methodology offers greater flexibility in the
beamforming/waveform design, potentially providing a much better trade-off between communi-
cation and sensing. Therefore, transmit beamforming designs in the category of joint design have
gained growing interests recently [11], [12]. This motivates us to focus on the joint beamforming
design.

There are two formulations for multi-user beamforming designs for ISAC systems from
different perspectives. From the perspective of users [13]], the beamforming design problem
is formulated as the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)-minimization problem under individual signal-
to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints of all communication users [[14]. These SINR
constraints guarantee a minimum level of communication quality of service (QoS) for all com-
munication users. It has been shown in [14] that the proposed beamforming design based on
the CRB metric significantly outperforms the corresponding counterparts based on beampattern
matching [[12]] in terms of the sensing performance. From the perspective of the system operator

[15]], the beamforming design problem is often formulated as the sum-rate maximization problem



under the total power budget constraint at the transmitter [16], [[17]. It is worth noting that the
sum rate is a more fundamental metric that characterizes the overall performance in multi-
user communication scenarios. Motivated by this, this paper is interested in optimizing both
communication performance, measured by the sum rate of all communication users, and the
target estimation performance, measured by the CRB for unbiased estimators. In contrast to
individual SINR constraints of all communication users in [12], our design incorporates sum-
rate maximization (SRM) to ensure a superior network throughput performance.

Specifically, this paper considers the transmit beamforming design problem of optimizing a
weighted combination of the sum rate of all communication users and the CRB of the sensing
target under the total transmit power constraint. The paper proposes an efficient global branch
and bound (B&B) algorithm for solving the formulated nonconvex problem to characterize the
trade-off between two fundamental metrics of communication and sensing, which are sum rate
and CRB. The computation of the global solution holds significant importance in the sense that
the resultant global solution serves as vital benchmarks for assessing the performance of existing
heuristic or local algorithms designed for the same problem. Finally, this paper further proposes
an accelerated B&B algorithm based on a graph neural network (GNN) model inspired by the

work [18] to improve the computational efficiency of the proposed vanilla B&B algorithm.

A. Related Works

Global solution for SRM. SRM plays a critical role in wireless communication system
design [19]. However, the SRM problem is more difficult compared to the counterpart in the
fixed SINR target case. Notably, the SRM problem has been proven to be NP-hard [20], [21].
There are generally two popular methods for achieving the global solution to the SRM problem
[22]], [23]]: the outer polyblock approximation (PA) algorithm [24] and the B&B algorithm [25].
In general, the success of the PA algorithm depends on the property that the objective function of
SRM is monotonically increasing in their SINRs [26]. However, this monotonicity property does
not hold for our interested problem as its objective function also includes a CRB term for radar
sensing. Alternatively, the B&B algorithm uses a tree search strategy to implicitly enumerate
all of its possible solutions [25]. The numerical efficiency and convergence speed of the B&B
algorithm heavily rely on the quality of upper and lower bounds for the optimal value [19], [22],
[271], 128, [29].



Local solution for ISAC with SRM. State-of-the-art iterative local algorithms, such as
weighted sum-minimum mean-square error (WMMSE) [16], fractional programming (FP) [17],
and minorization-maximization (MM) [30], primarily aim to find a stationary point for SRM.
In ISAC scenarios involving both SRM and radar sensing, the work [31] combined WMMSE
and semidefinite relaxation (SDR) techniques, named WMMSE-SDR, to attain a Karush-Kuhn-
Tucker (KKT) point. Additionally, the work [32]] proposed an efficient alternating optimization
algorithm based on FP to jointly optimize the performance of the ISAC system. In particular,
the above algorithm seeks to maximize the achievable sum rate of communication users while
satisfying the beampattern similarity constraint for radar sensing. When accounting for the
impact of spatially correlated channels in ISAC, the work [33] introduced a successive convex
approximation algorithm for solving the weighted combination of SRM and the effective sensing
power. It is worth mentioning that all of aforementioned algorithms cannot be guaranteed to find
the globally optimal solution for the problem under consideration.

Machine learning based accelerated B&B algorithms. The B&B algorithm, essentially
a “smart” enumerative approach to globally solve nonconvex optimization problems, exhibits
inherent weaknesses in its scalability to solve large-scale problems. To overcome this limitation,
the work [34] pioneered the integration of a machine learning (ML) model that involves an
offline training of a binary classifier utilizing diverse problem instances into the B&B algorithm.
Subsequently, the trained classifier predicts and bypasses nodes that do not contain optimal
solutions, which are named as irrelevant codes during the B&B algorithm’s branching process,
thereby resulting in substantial time savings. Building upon this foundation, the work [335]
introduced a pruning policy based on a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) specifically tailored for
wireless networks. Notably, the recent work [18] demonstrated that a GNN-based model can
significantly accelerate the B&B algorithm at the same time preserves its global optimality with

high probability.

B. Our Contributions

This paper proposes the first tailored efficient global algorithm for solving the joint SRM and
CRB-minimization problem, which characterizes a trade-off between two fundamental metrics
of communication and sensing. The proposed approach is in sharp contrast to existing works,

which either primarily concentrate on the SRM problem or resort to approximation (or local)



optimization algorithms for solving transmit beamforming design problems in ISAC systems.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

« We formulate a joint optimization problem, whose objective is a weighted combination of the
sum rate of all communication users and the CRB of the extended target. The formulated
problem strikes an important trade-off between two fundamental performance metrics of
communication and sensing in ISAC systems. There are significant technical challenges in
globally solving the formulated problem, as the considered problem without the CRB term
reduces to the NP-hard SRM problem.

o We derive the optimal closed-form solution to the formulated problem in two special cases,
which are the single-user case and the multi-user case where the channel vectors of different
users are orthogonal. In the latter case, we prove that the all multi-user interference terms
are minimized to be zero at the optimal solution, which further implies that the original
nonconvex problem can be transformed into an equivalent convex problem.

o In the general multi-user case, we propose a novel B&B algorithm that leverages the
McCormick envelope relaxation. We show that the proposed B&B algorithm is guaranteed to
find the globally optimal solution of the formulated problem. Global optimization algorithms
are vital in accessing the fundamental trade-off between communication and sensing in ISAC
systems, serving as benchmarks for evaluating the performance of existing heuristic or local
algorithms designed for the same problem.

« In order to improve its computational efficiency, we design a GNN-based binary classifier
in the proposed B&B algorithm. The classifier is helpful in determining irrelevant nodes
that can be directly pruned in the B&B algorithm, thereby significantly reducing the number
of unnecessary enumerations and accelerating the B&B process.

Simulation results verify the derived theoretical results including closed-form solutions in two
special cases and global optimality of the proposed B&B algorithm, and show that the GNN-
based accelerated B&B algorithm achieves an order-of-magnitude speedup compared to the
vanilla B&B algorithm.

The prior work [36] solely focused on the design of the B&B algorithm for the general multi-

user case. The present paper is a significant extension of [36]. More specifically, we provide
theoretical analysis for both the single-user case and the orthogonal multi-user case and propose

an GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm. These results are completely new compared with our



prior work. Finally, we conduct extensive simulation results to verify all of derived theoretical

results and compare our proposed algorithm with state-of-the-art benchmarks.

C. Organization and Notations

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section the joint beamforming design
problem is formulated. In Section [IIIL a few important properties of the optimal solution for
the joint beamforming design problem are derived. Based on these properties, a global B&B
algorithm for solving the problem is proposed in Section Section [V] proposes an GNN-based
accelerated B&B algorithm. Simulation results are presented in Section and the paper is
finally concluded in Section [VII

Notations: Vectors and matrices are represented by bold lowercase letters (i.e., w) and bold
uppercase letters (i.e., W), respectively. Tr(-), (-) ", (-)¥, and (-)~! denote the trace operator, the
transpose operator, the Hermitian transpose operator, and the inverse operator, respectively. We
use Ik to denote the K x K identity matrix, ||w|| to denote the Euclidean norm of vector w, and
[K] to denote the set {1,2,..., K}. X > 0 (X > 0) denotes that X is a positive (semi)definite
matrix. Finally, we use Re(:) and Im(-) to denote the real and imaginary parts of a complex

value, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. System Model

Consider a multi-input multi-output (MIMO) ISAC base station (BS) equipped with N, trans-
mit antennas and [V, receive antennas, which serves /K downlink single-antenna users while
detecting an extended target. Without loss of generality, we assume N; < N, in this paper in
order to avoid the information loss of the sensed target.

Let X € CM*L be the transmitted baseband signal with L > N, being the length of the radar
pulse/communication frame. The matrix X is the sum of linear precoded radar waveforms and

communication symbols, given by

X =) wsi + W,ST, (1)

ke[K]
where s;; € CE*! is the data symbol for the k-th communication user and S, € CL*Nt is the sens-
ing signal, which are precoded by the communication beamformer w;, € C**! and the auxiliary
beamforming matrix W 4 € CN*Nt_ Assume that the data streams S = [sy, o, . . ., sk, S 4] are

asymptotically orthogonal [13] to each other for sufficiently large L, i.e., %SSH ~ Ixin,.



B. Problem Formulation

Communication metric. For multi-user communications, by transmitting X to K users, the

received signal y; of user k£ is given as
yr =h{X +nc, (2)

where h;, € CV**! is the communication channel between the BS and user k, which is assumed
to be known to the BS; n. is an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector with the variance

of each entry being oZ. Then the SINR at the k-th communication user can be expressed as

k= K 2 2 :
Zi:l,i;ﬁk Ihiwil” + W WA " + o2,
One of the most important criteria for multi-user beamforming is the overall system throughput

(15]

> log(1+ ). 4)
ke[K]

Sensing metric. By transmitting X to sense the target, the reflected echo signal at the BS is
given by

Y, =GX +Nj, )

where G € CV*Nt denotes the extended target response matrix and N, € CV* is an AWGN

matrix with the variance of each entry being o2. For the purpose of target sensing, we focus on

estimating the response matrix G. The CRB of estimating the response matrix is given by [13]]

2N,
CRB(G) = " Tr(Ry), ©)
where
1
Ry = EXXH = kEG[K:} wiwi + W, WY (7

is the sample covariance matrix of X since the orthogonal data stream assumption.
Based on the sum-rate expression in and the CRB expression in (), the joint communi-

cation and sensing beamforming design problem can be formulated as

min — Z log(1 + A%) + pTr (R)}l) (8a)
{Wk}kK:leA ]CE[K]
st Tr [ Y wewl + WaWH | < P, (8b)

ke[K]



where p is a positive parameter to trade-off the sum rate and the CRB and Pr is the total transmit
power budget of the BS.

The problem (8) may strike a scalable trade-off between the communication and sensing
performance by choosing different values of parameter p. This goal, however, cannot be achieved
without the global solution of problem (8]). In the rest part of this paper, we focus on designing
global algorithms for solving this problem. It is worth highlighting that, although we formulate
the problem as in (8], the proposed algorithms in this paper can also be used to solve the other
formulations of the joint communication and sensing beamforming design problem such as the
SRM problem subject to the sensing CRB constraint on the target and the total power budget

constraint of the BS.

III. THEORETICAL PROPERTIES OF THE OPTIMAL SOLUTION TO PROBLEM (§)

In this section, we derive some important properties of the optimal solution for the joint
beamforming design problem (8)). These properties play a central role in the development of an
efficient global optimization algorithm for solving problem in Section IV. More specifically,
we propose a relaxation of problem and show its tightness in Section III-A; then we derive
the optimal solution of problem (§)) in two special cases which are the single-user case (i.e.,

K = 1) and the multi-user case where the channel vectors of different users are orthogonal.

A. A Relaxation of Problem (8)) and Its Tightness

Introducing some auxiliary variables {Fk}szl, we can reformulate problem as

m1}£1 - Z log(1+Ty) + pTr (R}l) (9a)
it ke
H H
s.. Tr | Y wew/ + WaWH | < Pr, (9b)
ke[K]
f?k Z Fk7 k € [K]u (9C)

where {7}/, and Ry are given in (3) and (7), respectively. Let W, = wyw/! for all k € [K]
and Wg; = W,4WIX. Then we get W;, = 0 and rank(W},) = 1 for all k € [K]. According to

the definition of 7, in (3], the k-th SINR constraint can be rewritten as
K+1
Tr(QsWi) — Tx Y Tr(QuW,) > Twop, k € [K], (10)
i#k



where Qi = hyh# for all k € [K]. Then problem (9) can be rewritten as

{rk}gf,l{igvk}gj - k;q log(14I'x) + pTr (Ry') (11a)

s.L. > Tr(Wy) < Pr, (I0), (11b)
ke[K+1]

W, =0, ke [K+1], (11c)

rank(Wy) =1, k € [K]. (11d)

By dropping all rank-one constraints in (I1d), problem is relaxed into the following

optimization problem

min — log(1 4 I'y) + pTr (R (12a)
DR HAWRH g{;{] (R¥)
s.L. > Tr(Wy) < Pr, (I0), (12b)
ke[K+1]
W, =0, ke[K+1]. (12¢)

Note that the above optimization problem (I2)) is not convex since there exist many bilinear terms
like 'y Tr(QxW;) in (I0). However, if Ty, for all k € [K] are fixed and given, then problem (12)
is equivalent to a convex problem considered in [[13, Eq. (36)]. This observation is important to
the development of the global algorithm for solving problem (8) in the next section.

Now let us assume that an optimal solution of problem (12)) has been obtained and consider
how to construct a rank-one solution directly from it. From the definition of Rx in (7)), problem

(12) can be rewritten as

RX,{{II%I;?:F — k§<] log(1+TI'%) + pTr (Ry) (13a)
(Wi,
st. Tr(Rx) < Pr,W, = 0, k € [K], (13b)
Ry~ Y W, (13c)
ke[K]
Tr(QyWi) — Ty Tr(Qi(Rx — Wy)) > Thop, k € [K]. (13d)

There are a lot of works (e.g., [12], [37]) that study the tightness of SDRs in the context of
beamformer design. Following a similar argument in [12], we can show that the relaxation in

(13) is tight in the sense that it has a rank-one solution.



Proposition 1. Given an optimal solution Ry, {Tx}E_ |, {W .} | of problem (13), the following
Ry, {Tx},, {W}E | is also its optimal solution:

W,.Q W/

Ry=Ry, [, =0), Wy=—_"%k [ ¢c[K]. 14
X x, Lk k kS Ty QW) (K] (14)
Moreover, rank(W}) = 1 for all k € [K)].

Proof. See the supplementary material. 0

According to Proposition |1, we can find an optimal solution R, {Tx}2, {W} | with
all of W), being rank-one if an optimal solution Ry, {I'x}/<,, {W,}X , of problem (T3) is
obtained. In addition, the optimal beamformer {w;}% , and W 4 for the original problem (8) is
straightforwardly expressed as

Wi = (ththk)_l/Q Wby, ke [K],

WaWH =Ry - Y W,
ke[K]

Therefore, we only need to focus on solving problem (I3)) in order to solve problems (8) and

©.

B. Closed-Form Solutions in Two Special Cases

In this subsection, we derive an optimal closed-form solution to problem @ when there is
only a single communication user or the channel vectors of different users are orthogonal. We
consider these two cases separately.

1) Single-User Case: In this part, we consider the case where K = 1. Let Q; = h;h# and

W, = w;wil. Then the optimization problem (I3)) can be recast as

. N —1
wiin log (14+T4) + pTr(Ry) (15a)
S.t. TI'(R_)() S PT, RX i‘ W1 i‘ 0, (15b)
Tr(QiW,) — I Tr(Qi(Rx — W) > T'yo2. (15¢)

Although problem (15)) seems to be a nonconvex problem, we can derive its optimal closed-form

solution as in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The optimal solution of problem is

Iyozhh#
W, = % Ry= Y Auul, (16)
1 .
’LE[Nt]



where
_ FlO%f o PT||h1”2 — F102C i
[hf277° [y ]2(N, = 1)

, and {u; Z]-V:’fz forms an orthogonal basis of the null space of u,. Additionally, the

A

:27"';Nt7

u; = hy/[/hy

optimal 1’y satisfies the following univariate equation:

b, ( (| #(N: = 1)* ||h1||4>
( .

1 O (PP = Tuog)?  Tiol
Proof. See Appendix O

(7)

We can observe from (I6) that the optimal closed-form solution given in Theorem [I] satisfy
the rank-one constraints, i.e., rank(W,) = 1 for all £ € [K]. Hence it is also the optimal solution
to problem in the single-user case. Compared with [13, Theorem 3], I'; here is a variable
rather than a given constant and the optimal I'; must satisfy the equation (17)).

2) Multi-User Orthogonal Case: In the general multi-user case, it is difficult to obtain the
closed-form solution for problem (13), since there exist nonconvex terms in (I3d)). If all interfer-
ence terms are zero, then the nonconvex constraints are convex. In the following lemma,
we show that all interference terms are indeed zero at the optimal solution of problem (I3) when

the channels of different users are orthogonal.

Lemma 1. Suppose that the communication channels {hk}f:1 are orthogonal to each other, i.e.,
hih; = 0 for all i # j, i, j € [K|. Then there exists an optimal solution Rx and {W}1
such that all interference terms are minimized to be zero, i.e.,

Tr(Qr(Rx — Wy)) =0, k € [K]. (18)

In addition, let \;, = u!Rxu; and v, = hy/||\hy| for all k € [K]. Then )\, and vy, is an
eigenpair of the optimal Rx of problem (13)) for all k € [K].

Since the proof of Lemma [1] is essentially the same as that of Theorem (I, we provide the
proof in the supplemental material for completeness.

Under the condition of Lemma [ the optimization problem (I3) can be simplified into

min =) log(1+Tw)+p > N (19a)
ke[K] ]

N.
{Ai}i:tl7{rk}£(=1

1E€[Ny
s.t. Ni|[hg]|? > Tyo8, i € [K], (19b)
> AN<Pr, Ai>0, i€ [N (19¢)

1€[N]



Obviously, problem (1Y) is a convex optimization problem, which can be solved efficiently and
globally (e.g., by CVXPY [38]).

The orthogonal condition on the communication channel vectors is difficult to satisfy in
practice. However, if {h;,}%_, are isotropic and independent random channels, then they tend to

be almost orthogonal in high-dimensional spaces with high probability (see [39, Lemma 3.2.4]).

IV. PROPOSED BRANCH-AND-BOUND ALGORITHM

In this section, we propose a global optimization algorithm based on the B&B scheme for
solving the nonconvex problem (I3)) in the general multi-user case. Since the efficiency of the
B&B algorithm relies on the quality of the lower bound, we are motivated to find a tight convex
relaxation of the nonconvex set defined by (13d). To do so, we first present a convex relaxation
of problem (13) based on the McCormick envelope in Section IV-A. Then we propose the global
B&B algorithm for solving problem (13) in Section IV-B.

A. An McCormick Envelope based Relaxation

Let us introduce an auxiliary variable aj, for each k € [K]. Then the k-th nonconvex constraint

in (13d) is rewritten as
Tr(QrWy) — ax > T'og,
ap = FkTI‘(Qk(RX — Wk)> (20)

One can observe that there is still a bilinear term in (20). Next, we develop a convex relaxation

for (20) based on the McCormick envelope [40].

Lemma 2. Given any k € [K|, assume there exist (i, uy, and by such that {;, < T < uy and

0 < Tr(Qr(Rx — Wy)) < bi. Then the McCormick envelope for the bilinear constraint (20)) is

ar > U Tr(Qr(Rx — Wy)), (21a)
ar > w Tr(Qu(Ry — W) + (Tx — we)by, (21b)
ar < uTr(Qr(Rx — W), 21¢)
a < (T = L) + Lo Tr(Qu(Rox — W), 21d)

all of which are linear constraints with respect to Rx, a, 'y, and Wy.



A McCormick Envelope Region
Tr(Qu(Rr — Wy))

Fig. 1: An illustration of the convex McCormick envelope.

An illustration for the linear constraints (21a)-(21d) and the McCormick envelope region is
given in Fig. |1l From the constraint Tr(Ry) < Pr, it is simple to obtain
Pr|[hy|f?

2
oc

0<TI < and Tr(Qx(Rx — Wy)) < Pr|h|]*

The above lower and upper bounds on the SINR and interference terms provide desirable bounds
in Lemma 2l
Setting by = Pr|/hy|* in the above Lemma 2, we immediately obtain the following convex

McCormick envelope based relaxation (MER) of problem ({13)):

(R AT HS AWRH)

min  — Y log(1+Tx) + pTr (RY') (22a)
RXv{Fk} —1>
Wi oy, el

K

st. Tr(Rx) < Pr, Ry = > W, Wy =0, (22b)
k=1

Tr(Qka‘) — Qg > Fk‘aé’a @7 (220)

0 < Tr(Qu(Rx — Wy)) < by, k€ [K], (22d)

U <Ty <y, ke K] (22¢)

The above problem (22)) is a convex problem that can be solved efficiently and globally via

CVXPY [38] and its optimal value provides a lower bound for the optimal value of problem



(13). Obviously, the quality of this lower bound heavily depends on the choices of the rectangle

set Hle[fk, up)-

B. Proposed B&B Algorithm

Now we are ready to present our proposed B&B algorithm for globally solving problem ((13).
The basic idea of the proposed algorithm is to relax the original nonconvex problem (13) with
bilinear constraints to the convex MER (22)) and gradually tighten the relaxation by reducing the
width of the associated intervals [y, uy| for the k-th communication user. The B&B algorithm
uses a tree search strategy to store all of the above MER relaxation subproblems defined over
different feasible regions as well as their solutions and to implicitly enumerate them to find the
global solution of the original problem.

For ease of presentation, we first introduce some notations. Let MER(Q) denote the corre-
sponding MER problem defined over the rectangle set Q := Hle[ﬁk, uy]; let L be the optimal
value of MER(Q) and V := [Rx, {Tu}H |, {Wi},, {ar}i,] be a collection of the optimal
solutions of all variables; let P denote the constructed problem list of all unbranched nodes
and {Q,V, L} denote a problem from the list P; let ¢ denote the iteration index of the B&B
algorithm, where an iteration corresponds to a branching operation; let U* and V! denote the
upper bound and the best known feasible solution at the ¢-th iteration, respectively; let V* denote
the best known feasible solution and U* denote the objective value of problem (I3) at V*. Then
we can present the following key components of the proposed B&B algorithm.

Initialization: We initialize all intervals [(?,u?] for all k € [K] to be [0, Pr|hy||*/o2] for the
MER problem (22) and Q° := [, [}, 4Y]. In this case, problem (22) reduces to the convex
optimization problem MER(Q") as follows:

min @ (R, {Ti ey, {Wi i) (23a)
s.t. —(@2d), I'y, € Q°, k€ [K]. (23b)

Denote its optimal solution and optimal value by V° and L°, respectively.
Termination: Let {Q', V! L'} denote the problem instance that has the least lower bound in

the problem list P. Given an error tolerance e, if
Ul L' <« (24)

we stop the algorithm; otherwise we branch one interval in Q' as specified below in (26)).



Branch: Suppose that the stopping criterion in is not satisfied, we select one interval
that leads to the largest relaxation gap to be branched into two smaller sub-intervals. Let V* be
the optimal solution of problem MER(Q"). Since problem MER(Q?) is a relaxation of problem
(13), its solution might not satisfy the constraint (13d). Fortunately, we can construct a feasible
solution V' := [f{x, (T AW {dk}szl] to problem (T3)) based on the solution V* of
MER(Q?) as follows:

Ry =Ry, Wi =W! al =d, kel[K], (25a)
py — Thok + ATHQu(RY — W1)
¢ + Tr(Qu(Ry — W)
Substituting into the constraints (I3b)—(13d), we can observe that V! is a feasible solution

to problem (I3). The constructed solution in (25)) plays a central role in improving the upper

, ke [K]. (25b)

bound in the B&B algorithm and in selecting the user that leads to the largest relaxation gap to
be branched.

In particular, we use the following rule to select the user that has the largest relative relaxation

It — fwt
k* = argmax { —~—Fk L (26)
ke[K] 141

gap-:

It is clear that the numerator in is the gap between the predicted SINR (by the relaxation)
and the practically achieved SINR of user k and hence the quantity in (26)) measures the relative
relaxation gap between the predicted and achieved SINRs of user k.

Next, we partition Q' into two sets (denoted as Q) and Q%) by partitioning its k*-th interval

into two equal intervals and keep all the others being unchanged. Specifically,

Qf ={I'v € Q" | Ty < 2.}, (27)
Qy ={Tr € Q" | Tp» > 2.}, (28)

where z}. = (}. + u}.)/2. Then we solve the MER subproblems defined over the two newly
obtained smaller sets Qﬁ and Q}, which are called children problems. Obviously, the two children
problems obtained from partitioning Q' are tighter than the one defined over the original set Q.
In this way, the B&B process gradually tightens the relaxations and is able to find a (nearly)
global solution satisfying the condition in (24). When Q' has been branched into two sets, the
MER problem defined over Q' will be deleted from the problem list 7, and the two corresponding
children problems defined over Q) and Q} will be added into P.



Lower Bound: For any problem instance {Q,V, L}, L is the lower bound of the optimal value
of the original nonconvex problem (I3) defined over Q. Therefore, the smallest one among all
bounds is a lower bound of the optimal value of the original problem (I3). At the ¢-th iteration,
we choose a problem instance from P, denoted as {Q", V! L'}, such that the bound L' is the
smallest one in P.

Upper Bound: An upper bound is obtained from the best known feasible solution of (13).
Since RY, {TL}K |, {WL1E | is a feasible solution for problem (T3], then

0t = (Rip. (TS0 (W) @)

is an upper bound of the original problem. In our proposed algorithm, the upper bound U* is
the best objective values at all of the known feasible solutions at the ¢-th iteration.
The pseudo-codes of our proposed B&B algorithm are given in Algorithm |1} To the best of

our knowledge, our proposed algorithm is the first global algorithm for solving problem (13)).

C. Global Optimality of Proposed B&B Algorithm

In this subsection, we show that the proposed B&B algorithm is guaranteed to find the global
solution of problem (13)). Before presenting the theoretical results of the proposed algorithm, let

us first define the e-optimal solution of problem (13)).

Definition 1. Given any ¢ > 0, a feasible point Ry, {T'y}1,, {W}K., is called an e-optimal

solution of problem (13)) if it satisfies
A &K A7 K x
@ (R ADHLL AWIHL, ) - U <« (30)
where U* is the optimal value of problem (13).

Since L' is the smallest lower bound in problem list P at the ¢-th iteration according to line
7 of Algorithm [1} it follows that L' is less than or equal to the optimal value of problem (13),

i.e., L' < U* for all t > 1. Then we immediately obtain
U—-U*<U"'— L' Vt>1,

which further implies that, if the proposed algorithm terminates (i.e., (24) is satisfied), the
returned solution f{tX, {fz K .. and {VAVZ K, by the proposed algorithm is an e-optimal solution

of problem (13)). The following lemma shows that the proposed Algorithm [I] will terminate.



Algorithm 1 Proposed B&B Algorithm Solving Problem (13
1: Input Problem instance {h}~ |, error tolerance € > 0.

2. Initialization Solve problem MER(Q") in (23)) to obtain {Q° V° L°} and add it into the

problem list P. Compute a feasible point V° and an upper bound U° = U° by (23) and
(29), respectively.

3: for t=0,1,... do

4 if U' — L' < € then

5: terminate the algorithm, set U* = U! and V* = V.

6: end if

7. Choose the problem that has the lowest bound from P and delete it from P.

8 Obtain user index k* by (26).

9:  Branch Q' into two sets Q) and QF in and (28).

10: for 7=1,2do

11: Solve MER problem defined over set Q; to obtain its optimal solution V; and

lower bound L.

12: Compute V; and U * by (25) and ([29), respectively.

13: Add {Qj, V}, L} into the problem list P.

14:  end for

15:  Compute j* = arg rninje{l’Q}{U;-}.

16:  if U* > UL then

17: set U = U]t and V! = V;

18:  end if

19: end for

20: Return V* and U*.

Lemma 3. For any given € > 0 and any given instance of problem with K users, define
1 €
b= (exp () = 1). 31
5 \ &P\ 72 €29)
If
ub. — 0 < 26, (32)

where k* is obtained in (20), then the proposed Algorithm [I] will terminate.



Proof. See Appendix [D} O

Now we present the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2. For any given € > 0 and any given instance of problem (([3) with K users, Algorithm

[{] will return an e-optimal solution within

K
T, = |V<F§ax> _‘ +1 (33)

iterations, where Ty = 1?1%?] Pr||hy||?/c, 6. is defined in (BI), and [-] denotes the rounding
€

operator.

Proof. See Appendix O

Theorem [2| shows that the total number of iterations for our proposed B&B algorithm to
return an e-optimal solution grows exponentially fast with the total number of users K. The
iteration complexity of the proposed B&B algorithm in (33) seems to be prohibitively high.
However, our simulation results in Section VI show that its practical iteration complexity is
actually significantly less than the worst-case bound in Theorem |2, thanks to the effective lower
bound provided by the relaxation problem (22) based on the McCormick envelope relaxation.
In the next section, we shall employ the ML technique to further accelerate the proposed B&B

algorithm.

V. GNN-BASED ACCELERATED B&B ALGORITHM

The search procedure of the proposed B&B algorithm essentially forms a series of sequential
decision problems in a tree structure. In particular, at each iteration of the B&B algorithm, the
pruning policy makes a decision of pruning or preserving the node. Therefore, the node pruning
policy plays an essential role in the computational efficiency of the B&B algorithm in the sense
that, if the node pruning policy can safely and quickly prune the corresponding irrelevant node,
(i.e., the node that does not contain the optimal solution), then the problem at the node and all
of its children problems do not need to be explored and solved in the B&B algorithm. The goal
of this section is to leverage the ML technique to develop an effective pruning policy which
can quickly and safely prune the irrelevant nodes in the B&B algorithm, thereby significantly
accelerating its convergence speed.

More specifically, we first give the imitation learning framework that is used to accelerate our

B&B algorithm, where the pruning policy is modeled as a binary classifier (i.e., prune or preserve)



and learned via imitation learning in Section V-A. Then in Section V-B, we propose a GNN-
based node classifier in detail. Finally in Section V-C, we present the GNN-based accelerated

B&B algorithm.

A. An Imitation Learning Framework

Let ¢, € RY represent the mapping from a node s to its feature representation, where P is
the dimension of the feature vector of the node. Denote 7, : R — [0,1] as the pruning policy
parameterized by 6. After training the parameter 6, we can use 7y(¢) to determine whether node
s can be pruned. In particular, if m(¢p,) < 0.5, then node s is considered irrelevant; otherwise,
the node is branched.

Labeling data. The training data {¢,,y,}._, are obtained in a batch-by-batch manner with
online optimization, where y; is the label of the corresponding feature. In our case, the label y;

can be determined according to the following rule:

1, if 65 <Tj <wj forall ke [K];
0, otherwise,

where 1T [¢¢ ui] denotes the feasible region for variable {T';}X | at node s and {T}}& , is
the optimal solution of the corresponding instance returned by Algorithm [I}

The imitation learning framework. Since the node generation process in the proposed
Algorithm [1| is sequential and depends on the node pruning policy, it inspires us to adopt the
imitation learning approach to train the parameter ¢ [34]. The imitation learning criterion is

given as follows:

o't = arg mm Z Z L(mo(0s),Ys), (35)

(¢37ys EDt

where D, is the t-th batch of training pairs and L(-,-) is a binary classification loss. In opti-
mization problem (33)), the loss function is minimized iteratively to improve the pruning policy
by using the aggregated dataset U:_, D;. Over time this process drives the learned pruning rule

7 (+) to imitate the behaviors of the proposed B&B Algorithm

B. GNN-based Pruning Policy

In the context of wireless communications, where the number of communication users may
dynamically change, it is desirable to design a neural network that remains agnostic to such

variations. This motives us to propose a GNN-based node pruning policy.
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Fig. 2: A framework of the GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm.

We begin by defining a graph for each node (in the B&B algorithm), which sits in the lower
right corner in Fig. 2] where the vertices represent the antennas and the users and the edges
represent the channels connecting them. The input features of the vertices and edges play a
crucial role in conveying the essential information. In particular, for each node, let x,, € R",
n € [N, xn,+1 € RV, k € [K], and e, n,4x € RY*,n € [N;],k € [K] represent the feature
vector of antenna n, user k, and the channel between antenna n and user k, respectively. The
specific form for the features of x,, and e, n,4 1s given in Appendix E

In this paper, we use the message passing GNN [41]], where the aggregation is done as follows:

qg = 5 (Zlqg_l + Z (Zqu + ZSer,v)> .

vEE,
In the above, q° = x,.,r € [N;+ K]; Z; for i = 1,2, 3 are the aggregation parameters that should

be learned; (+) represents the activation function of layer d; &, represents the neighboring index
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Algorithm 2 Data Generation and Training
1: Input Training number [, instance number R, D; = {}.

2: for 1 =1,2,...,1 do
32 for r=1,2,..., R (in parallel) do

4: Randomly generate a problem instance {h;}X_,.

5 Run Algorithm [1] to obtain its optimal solution V*.
6: Execute lines 3 to 21 in Algorithm

7: if (34) holds then

8: D; < D; U {¢s, 1},

9: else

10: D; + D; U{¢s,0},

11: end if

122 end for

13:  Obtain #*"! by solving problem (33)).
14: end for

15: Return 6* = 67,

set of vertex r in the graph. The output of the GNN is
1
mo(0:) = 37 D, C(67aP),
re[M]
where ((-) is a sigmoid function and ¢, = [qP,q?, ..., q};] € RY represents the feature vector

at the final layer D. Finally, all parameters in the GNN to be optimized are compactly written

as 9 = [Zl,ZQ,Zg,ﬁ].

C. Proposed GNN-based Accelerated B&B Algorithm

We employ an imitation learning framework to train the parameters in the GNN, as outlined
in Algorithm [2] and illustrated in the left of Fig. 2] The training algorithm consists of two main
steps at each iteration, i.e., data collection step and classifier improvement step, which sit at the
top and bottom of the left of Fig. [2] respectively.

More specifically, to generate the dataset D;, we first run the vanilla B&B algorithm (i.e.,
Algorithm 1) on R problem instances to find their optimal solutions. Then we run the B&B

algorithm equipped with the current pruning policy 7y: to solve the previous R problem instances
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Algorithm 3 GNN-based Accelerated B&B Algorithm
1: Input Problem instance {h;}X , trained pruning policy 7, error tolerance € > 0.

2. Initialization Solve problem MER(Q') in (23)) to obtain {Q° V° L°} and add it into the

problem list P. Compute a feasible point V° and an upper bound U° = U° by (23) and
(29), respectively.

3: for t=0,1,... do

4 if U' — L' < ¢ then

5: terminate the algorithm, set U* = U! and V* = V.

6: end if

7. Choose the node s that has the lowest bound from P and delete it from P.

8. if mp(¢ps) > 0.5 then

9: Obtain user index k* by (26).

10: Branch Q' into two sets Q) and Q) in and (28).

11: for j=1,2do

12: Solve MER problem (22) defined over set Q; to obtain its optimal solution V§. and
lower bound L.

13: Compute \75 and th by and (29), respectively.

14: Add {Qj, V¥, L} into the problem list P.

15: end for

16: Compute j* = arg minje{l,g}{lj;}.

17: if Ut > U; then

18: set U' = UL and V! = V..

19: end if

20:  end if

21: end for

22: Return V* and U*.

and, for each of them, we can generate a tree with many nodes as well as the feature vectors
associated with the nodes. Finally, we can use @) to label all of obtained nodes. After collecting
the labeled data pairs {¢s, ys}, we can refine the parameters in the GNN-based classifier through

retraining with the aggregation dataset U:D; and obtain git+l by solving the optimization problem
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in (35).

Finally we may utilize Algorithm [3] with the well-trained 7y to accelerate the vanilla B&B
algorithm for a new problem instance. This corresponds to the top right corner of Fig. 2| The
only difference between GNN-based accelerated B&B Algorithm [3] and vanilla B&B Algorithm
[I] lies in line 8 of Algorithm [3| which uses the trained GNN-based classifier to prune the nodes.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results to verify the derived theoretical results and
to demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed B&B algorithm and its GNN-based accelerated
version. We call CVXPY [38]], which interfaces with MOSEK, to solve all convex subproblems
in the form of (22). We consider an ISAC BS that is equipped with N, = 16 receive antennas
and NV, = 6 transmit antennas. The frame length is set as L = 16. Unless otherwise specified,
the power budget is set as Pr = 30 dBm and the noise variances are set as 0% = o2 = 1. The
following two scenarios with different channel distributions are considered.
« Scenario 1: Each entry of the channel vectors hy, for all k£ € [K] follows the i.i.d. complex
Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance.

o Scenario 2: The channels between the BS and the users experience Rayleigh fading with
a path loss of 32.6 + 36.7log,,(d) dB [33], where d is the distance between the BS and
the user in meters. The BS is assumed to be located at the origin and the users are equally

spaced between distances of 50 m and 200 m from the BS.

A. Verification of Closed-Form Solutions

To validate the correctness of the derived closed-form solutions in Section III-B, we first
examine Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 with a single communication user. The results are presented
in Fig. [3| (a), where the numerical results are obtained by solving the optimization problem in (9))
with K’ = 1 using Algorithm (1| Fig. [3| (a) shows that the derived closed-form solutions match
well with the numerical solutions obtained by the proposed Algorithm

Next, we consider a multi-user scenario with &' = 3 and orthogonal communication channels.
The two curves for each scenario in Fig. |3| (b) are obtained by calling CVXPY to solve convex
optimization problem (I9) and the proposed Algorithm [I respectively. Fig. [3] (b) reveals a
strong agreement between the solutions obtained from convex optimization and those from the

nonconvex problem using Algorithm
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Fig. 4: Returned objective values and total iteration numbers versus the error tolerance e under

two scenarios.

B. Convergence Behaviors of Proposed Vanilla B&B Algorithm

In this subsection, we investigate the convergence behaviors of the proposed vanilla B&B
algorithm (i.e., Algorithm [T) when applied to solve problem (13) with X' = 3. Fig. [ plots

the optimal objective values returned by Algorithm [I] and the needed total number of iterations
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Fig. 5: Comparison of proposed vanilla B&B and WMMSE-SDR algorithms under Scenario 1

with two different power budgets.

versus the error tolerance €. On the one hand, it is not surprising to see that the returned objective
value gets better with a decreasing value e. However, the quality of the returned optimal solution
is not sensitive to the value of ¢ (as the decrease in the returned objective values is marginal). On
the other hand, the needed total number of iterations increases as ¢ decreases and the increase
is drastic when € is close to zero. The results in Fig. 4| illustrate that the iteration complexity
bound in (33) in Theorem [2]is quite pessimistic and the practically needed total iteration number
could be much smaller than that worst-case bound. It is also clear that the error tolerance e
provides a tuning knob for achieving various trade-offs between algorithm’s performance and

its computational time. In the following simulation, we set e = 0.001.

C. Comparison with Existing Local Optimization Algorithms

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of one state-of-the-art algorithm for solving
the nonconvex problem (8)), which is called WMMSE-SDR [31]. We set K = 3. In Figs. [5| and
@, we show the trade-off between the communication and sensing performance, i.e., sum rate
versus CRB, with the power budget being set as 20 dBm and 30 dBm, respectively. Total 20
Monte Carlo realizations are conducted and the curves in Figs. [5|and [0] are obtained by averaging

over them.
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Fig. 6: Comparison of proposed vanilla B&B and WMMSE-SDR algorithms under Scenario 2

with two different power budgets.

Figs. [5|and [6] show that, as the power budget increases, the performance gap between WMMSE-
SDR algorithm and proposed vanilla B&B algorithm becomes larger. This might be due to the
fact that a large power budget leads to a large feasible set, which might contain more stationary
points. From Figs. [5(b) and [f(b), we can also observe that proposed vanilla B&B algorithm
performs better than WMMSE-SDR algorithm when the parameter p is smaller. This is because
the parameter p affects the nonconvexity of the objective function of problem (8), i.e., the smaller
p is, the higher the nonconvexity of the objective function of problem (). All of these results
show the performance gain of the proposed global optimization algorithm over that of the local

optimization algorithm.

D. Performance of GNN-based Accelerated B&B Algorithm

In this subsection, we demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed GNN-based accelerated B&B
algorithm. The loss function is selected to be the binary cross-entropy loss. The Adam algorithm
is employed for training the GNN over 20 epochs, with the batch size and the step size being
128 and 0.001, respectively.

To address the class imbalance problem, where the number of relevant nodes is typically much

smaller than the number of irrelevant nodes in the training set, we assign a higher weight to the
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Fig. 7: Comparison of the lower and upper bounds in vanilla B&B and GNN-based accelerated
B&B algorithms.

“positive” training pairs. Empirically an early pruning of nodes in the B&B tree is not preferred
due to an increased risk of pruning the nodes containing the global solution. Hence, following

[18], we weight each term L(m(¢s),ys) using

1 . — 0
oL if ys = 0;
l+q

d

ify, =1,
where d is the depth of node s and ¢ € R offsets the imbalance ratio. In all experiments, we set
qg=11.

We define two metrics to compare the vanilla B&B and GNN-based accelerated B&B algo-

rithms. The first one is the optimality gap (Ogap) as follows:

A~

Usny — U™
Ogap := GIT\IU—ﬂ x 100%,

where U™ is the optimal objective value returned by the vanilla B&B algorithm and Usny is the

optimal objective value returned by GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm. The second metric
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TABLE I: Performance of GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm.

Scenario 1 Scenario 2

(K7 Ni)

Ogap | speedup | Ogap | speedup

(3,6) | 001 | 568 | 0004 | 687

(3,8) 0.04 3.28 0.0001 4.20

(3,10) | 005 | 333 | 0001 | 524

is the running time speedup:

Running time of vanilla B&B (seconds)
Running time of accelerated B&B (seconds)

speedup :=

Fig. [7| plots the convergence behaviors of lower and upper bounds of proposed vanilla and
GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithms when K = 3 under Scenario 1. It can be seen from
Fig. [/| that both lower and upper bounds of the vanilla B&B algorithm converge to the optimal
objective value, which is consistent with the global optimality guarantee in Theorem [2| More im-
portantly, GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm converges significantly faster than the vanilla
B&B algorithm, which shows that the learned GNN-based classifier indeed safely and quickly
prunes many irrelevant nodes.

Table [I| showcases the performance of the proposed GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm
for various problem sizes. The results are averaged over 20 random test instances. It can be
observed from Table [I] that the GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm can achieve a 3-7 times
speedup over the vanilla B&B algorithm without sacrificing the solution quality. In particular,

the (average) optimality gap between the two algorithms are less than 0.05%.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed an optimization model for transmit beamforming design in
MIMO ISAC systems. More specifically, we have formulated the beamforming design problem
as the maximization of a weighted sum of the sum rate of all communication users and the CRB
of the extended target subject to the power budget constraint at the BS. The focus of this paper

is to obtain the global solution for the formulated nonconvex problem. We have firstly derived an
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optimal closed-form solution to the formulated problem in two special cases. Furthermore, we
have proposed vanilla B&B algorithm and GNN-based accelerated B&B algorithm for solving
the formulated problem in the general multi-user scenario. While the vanilla B&B algorithm is
guaranteed to find the global solution, its GNN-based accelerated version is able to significantly
improve its computational efficiency by embedding a learned pruning policy in the vanilla B&B
algorithm. Numerical results have shown the correctness of the derived theoretical results as well
as the efficiency of proposed B&B algorithms. In the future, we plan to consider the beamformer

design for ISAC systems with multiple BSs.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITIONI]

Since the objective function of problem (I3) only depends on Ry and {I';}X, and Rx =
Ry, [, = [} forall k € [K], we only need to show that the constructed solutions R, {Tx }<,, {W } |
in (T4) is feasible to problem (I3).

First, from Q = h;h{ for all k € [K], one can obtain

Tr(Qe W Qe W) = Tr(hy Wihi'h, Wi'hy)
= (hy'Wihy)? = (Te(QW))*.
Using it and substituting {T;}2,, {W,}.* |, R into (T3d), we can get
(1 = Tx)Tr(QWy) — Tr(QiRx)
= (1 =T Tr(QcWy) — Tr(QeRx) > 'rof,

which shows that constraint in holds with {T,}<  {W,}  Ry.
Second, we show that W, — Wk > 0 for all k£ € [K]. For any vector v, it holds that

vE(W, — Wi)v = vEW,v — (W W hy,) L vE W hi 2,
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
(hf Wihy) (v Wiv) > [vWh, %,
which implies W, — W}, = 0. As such, we get
Ry — Zwk:RX_ Zwk+ Z(Wk—wk)i(),
ke[K] ke[K] ke[K]

namely, constraint holds with Ry, {Tx},, {W} K .
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APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM [1]

First, given the optimal Rx and I'; of problem (15, we can construct its optimal W as

follows:
W, = (ufoul)ulu{{, (36)
where u; = h;/[|h;||. The reason is as follows. By (36), we have
Tr(Q:W1) = (ufRxuy)Tr(hyhi'uyuf’)
=Tr(Q;Ryx) 37

and thus Tr (Q;(Rx — Wy)) = 0.
Note that Ry = W; + W,. Substituting this into (37)), we have

Tr (Q1W2) = h{IWth =0.

Then it is simple to check that Wyou; = 0 and u; is an eigenvector of the optimal R y. Without

loss of generality, let the eigenvalue decomposition of the optimal Rx be
RXfZ)\ull, (38)

where )\; is the i-th eigenvalue and u; is the correspondmg eigenvector. Substituting (36) and

(38)) into problem (I3)), we obtain

min  —log (L+T1)+p > A\ (39a)
{Ai }Nt A1 1€[Nt]
st Aq||hy|* > Thof, (39b)
Y N Pr, Ai>0, i €[N (39¢)
1€[N¢]

Obviously, problem (39) is a convex problem. Next, we derive the optimal solution of problem

).

The Lagrangian function of problem (39) is

r
L=—log(1+T1)+p Y A;1+w< A+ Hli(:HC?>
1E€[N¢]

+N<Z)\_PT) an i (40)

€[ N¢] 1€[Nt]



31

where w, p, and {ni}fv:tl are the Lagrange multipliers associated with the inequality constraints
in problem (39). Then, the KKT conditions of problem (39) can be given as follows:
oL

a—)\lz—p)\l_Q—w—i-,u—m:O, (41a)
oL
a)\’:—p)\,;z—l—,u—mzo,z':2,3,...,Nt, (41b)
oL 1 wo,
=— + =0, 41c
or, 14T |[hy? (41c)
FIO'%) PlU%
wl—=A1+ =0, w=>0, \y 2 —5, (41d)
( [[hy 2 [[hy 2
Nt Nt
u(i}&—%>:Qu20,ZMmU% (41e)
i=1 i=1

Since A; > 0 for all i € [NV;], we have n;, = 0 for all ¢ € [N;]. Hence, (#1a)-(@Ic) can be

simplified into

P = - w, (42a)
pATE = p, (42b)
1 wod
_ ' (42¢)
1+T7 ([

From (42b), we must have ;. > 0, which implies the inequality power budget constraint must hold
with equality, i.e., vaztl A; = Ppr. In addition, it follows from that w > 0. Furthermore, it
follows from the positiveness of w and the first equation in that A\; = T'y0% /| hy]|?, which,
together with the equality power budget constraint, gives S~ \; = Pp — I'10%/|/hy||%. Using
(2b)), we obtain

Pr|h|? —Ty0¢ |
A = L i=23,... N. 43
2N, 1) t @3

From (42a)—(42b)), we can further obtain

w=pA; %= A?). (44)

Substituting into the above equation and using @2c)), we get (17).
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APPENDIX C

PROOF OF LEMMA [T

Given the optimal Ry and {I';}2_,, we can construct the optimal W, as follows:
Wk = (u,ljRXuk)ukukH, (45)
where u; = hy/||hy|| for all £ € [K]. This is because

Tr(Qr(Rx — Wy))

=Tr(Q:Rx) — (uf Rxu) Tr(Qrupull) = 0, k € [K].

Now we study the optimal solution of Rx. Substituting Ry = £<:+11 W, into (18), we get
K
> Tr(QW;) + Tr(QuWg) = 0. (46)
i#k

Since hy, hs, ... hg are orthogonal to each other, it follows that

Tr(QyW;) = h'W,h, =0, j #k, j, k € [K].
Substituting the above equation into (46)), we have
Tr(QyWgk41) = hf Wi 1h, =0, k € [K].
Then it is simple to obtain
Ryu, = Wiuy, = (uf Rxw)uy, k € [K],
which implies that A\, = ukH R xuy is one of the eigenvalue of the optimal Rx and uy is the

corresponding eigenvector for all k£ € [K].

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF LEMMA [3]

From line 17 in Algorithm (I, we have U' < U t, which gives rise to

. It — 1
Ut—Ltht—Lt:Zlog<1+ k j), 47)
reli 1+ 1%

where the last equality is due to (29) and the fact

L'= =) log(1+T}) + pTr((RY) ™).

ke[K]
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As we use to obtain the index k*, we further have
Ul — L' < Klog <1+u>
L+ 1.
Since 0 < /¢, < Tt < ub. and T%. <wul., it follows that
U'— L' < Klog (1 + uf. — {}.)
< Klog (14 26,) . (48)

This, together with the definition of ¢, in (31)), shows the desirable result (24).

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF THEOREM [2]

As shown in Lemma [3] when (32) is satisfied, the proposed Algorithm [I] will terminate and
return an e-optimal solution. In this part, we show that Algorithm (1| will terminate within 7.
iterations based on a contradiction principle, where 7, is given in (33).

Suppose that the algorithm does not terminate within 7, iterations. From Lemma [3| we know
that condition (32) does not hold, i.e., ul. — ¢4, > 26, for all ¢ € [T.]. According to line 9
of Algorithm (I} the width of the two sub-intervals [¢}., z}.] and [z}., ul.] after the partition is
greater than J.. Then, for each subset Q' := [, [¢% ul] obtained from the partition of the
original set Q°, there must hold u! — ¢ > ¢, for all k¥ € [K]. As a result, the volume of each

subset Q! is not less than §X and the total volume of all 7, subsets is not less than 7.6%. In
K

max"*

addition, the volume of QY is less than T’ By the definition of 7, we get

T.0K > 1K

max’

which implies that the total volume of all 7, subsets is greater than that of the original set Q°.

This is a contradiction. Therefore, the algorithm will terminate within at most 7. iterations.

APPENDIX F

INPUT FEATURE DESIGN

In this appendix, we specify the detailed features {x,, € R' | n € [NV}]}, {xn,4x € R | k €
(K]}, and {e, n,+x € R* | n € [N}],k € [K]} used in the GNN in Section V-B.
« The feature at the antenna node: we compute all eigenvalues of matrix R’ and let x,

represent the n-th eigenvalue of matrix RY;
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o The feature at the user node: the length of the feature vector for each user node is 13 and

each element is given as follows:

xn+£(10) = Tr(Qu (R — Wy)),
Xneek(11) = L', x4k (12) = U°, xw,40(13) = T,

where I(-) denotes the indicator function;
o The feature at the edge: the length of the feature vector for each edge is 4 and each element

is given as follows:

enn, k(1) = Re(Hyji), €nn4x(2) = Im(H, ),
en,Nt-‘rk(S) = |H7’L,k|7

where | - | denotes the modulus of a complex value. We also compute the eigenvalue of

matrix W for all k£ € [K] and let e, n,.«(4) represent the n-th eigenvalue of matrix W¥.
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