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Abstract—Due to the distinct objectives and multipath utiliza-
tion mechanisms between the communication and radar modules,
the system design of integrated sensing and communication
(ISAC) necessitates two types of channel state information (CSI),
i.e., communication CSI representing the whole channel gain and
phase shifts, and radar CSI exclusively focused on target mobility
and position information. However, current ISAC systems apply
an identical mechanism to estimate both types of CSI at the
same predetermined estimation interval based on the worst case
of dynamic environments, leading to significant overhead and
compromised performances. Therefore, this paper proposes an
intermittent communication and radar CSI estimation scheme
with adaptive intervals for individual users/targets, where both
types of CSI can be predicted using channel temporal correlations
for cost reduction or re-estimated via signal transceiving for
improved estimation accuracy. Specifically, we jointly optimize
the binary CSI re-estimation/prediction decisions and transmit
beamforming matrices for individual users/targets to maximize
communication transmission rates and minimize radar tracking
errors and costs in a multiple-input single-output (MISO) ISAC
system. Unfortunately, this problem has causality issues because
it requires comparing system performances under re-estimated
CSI and predicted CSI during the optimization. However, the
re-estimated CSI can only be obtained after completing the opti-
mization. Additionally, the binary decision makes the joint design
a mixed integer nonlinear programming (MINLP) problem, re-
sulting in high complexity when using conventional optimization
algorithms. Therefore, we propose a deep reinforcement online
learning (DROL) framework that first implements an online deep
neural network (DNN) to learn the binary CSI updating policy
from the experiences. Given the learned policy, we propose an
efficient algorithm to solve the remaining beamforming design
problem. Finally, simulation results validate the effectiveness of
the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC),
channel estimation, deep reinforcement learning, neural network

I. INTRODUCTION

With the emergence of many new applications from vertical
industries, future beyond 5G (B5G) and sixth-generation (6G)
wireless networks are expected to provide accurate sensing
and highly dependable communication services concurrently.
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Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC), also called
joint radar-communication (JRC) and dual-function radar-
communication (DFRC), has been envisioned as the key en-
abler of B5G/6G to concurrently address the stringent sensing
and communication demands [1]–[4]. With integrated sens-
ing/tracking/communication functions, shared signal wave-
forms, and unified physical platforms, ISAC can significantly
improve overall hardware, energy, and spectrum efficiencies.
Hence, ISAC has garnered significant research interest from
industry and academia worldwide in recent years.

One of the fundamental challenges in ISAC is to explore
spectral sharing schemes that can achieve desirable trade-offs
between communication and sensing performances [5]. While
opportunistic spectrum sharing can provide idle frequency
bands to each other [6], these designs cannot concurrently
achieve sensing and communication demands. Hence, most
research efforts in [7]–[18] were devoted to studying un-
derlay spectrum sharing schemes by exploiting the spatial
array gain from multiple antennas. Specifically, the beam-
forming matrices were optimized in [7]–[16] to achieve vari-
ous communication-radar performance trade-offs for multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) ISAC systems, where commu-
nication performance metrics include transmission rate [7]–
[9], multi-user interference (MUI) [10], and outage proba-
bility [11], while radar performance metrics include sens-
ing signal-clutter-noise ratio [12], [13], Cramér-Rao bound
(CRB) [14], and predefined radar beam pattern accuracy
in [15], [16]. Moreover, the value-of-service (VoS) metric was
developed in [17] to guide fairness resource allocation for con-
current heterogeneous service provisioning in a collaborative
system. Then, building upon the above systems with orthog-
onal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM), the transmit
waveforms were investigated in [18] to minimize the weighted
communication MUI and predefined radar beam pattern error
under low-peak-to-average power ratio constraints.

While the above papers [7]–[18] focus on resource shar-
ing schemes to achieve communication-sensing performance
trade-offs in ISAC systems, there are a growing number of
studies [19]–[22] that devote significant efforts to explor-
ing resource sharing mechanisms in ISAC-based tracking
scenarios. Specifically, the extended Kalman filtering (EKF)
approach and message passing algorithm were proposed in
[19] and [20], respectively, to track vehicle mobility infor-
mation, thus achieving predictive beamforming to improve
next-frame tracking and communication performances further.
Then, a deep learning approach was proposed in [21] to

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

14
72

4v
2 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  2

5 
Se

p 
20

24



2

learn the features of historical channels and predict next-frame
beamforming matrices to maximize transmission rate under
radar CRB constraints. For a distributed heterogeneous system,
the transmit power, dwell time, and bandwidth were jointly
optimized in [22] to improve the tracking performance of
posterior CRB (PCRB) under communication rate constraints.

Most designs in [7]–[22] necessitate two categories of
channel state information (CSI), i.e., communication CSI
representing whole channel response with channel gain and
phase shift, and radar CSI revealing target angle, distance, and
velocity information. However, existing ISAC systems utilize
the identical mechanism for estimating communication and
radar CSI, i.e., they transmit dedicated pilots at fixed time
intervals to estimate both types of CSI. Such situation-agnostic
CSI estimation schemes lead to significant training overhead
and dramatically degrade system performance because they are
designed based on the worst-case operation scenarios for all
users and are not tailored to individual time-varying channel
characteristics (e.g., changing speed and magnitude). In fact,
the commutation and radar CSI in multiple successive frames
are temporally correlated due to continuous user/target moving
and environment varying. By leveraging channel temporal
correlations, there is no need to re-estimate CSI in each
frame and the estimation interval of each user/target could
be extended based on individual performance demands.

Investigating channel temporal correlation to customize CSI
estimation intervals for training overhead reduction has been
studied in traditional communication systems in [23]–[25] and
radar tracking systems in [26]–[28], respectively, which was
further extended to ISAC systems in our previous work [29].
Specifically, in [29], the communication and radar CSI is only
estimated in the first frame by sending training sequences,
then predicted in the remaining frames by exploiting channel
temporal correlations. By deriving the impacts of channel
aging time on radar CRB and communication achievable
rate, the estimation intervals and other radio resources were
dynamically optimized to maximize the average achievable
rate subject to individual target tracking and information trans-
mission constraints. However, although resource allocation
was applied in [29] to lengthen the estimation intervals for
overhead reduction, the designed intervals are uniform for all
users/targets, which actually should be customized individually
for each user/target due to the different time-varying channel
characteristics. Moreover, the communication performances in
[23]–[25], [29] are evaluated statistically by using maximum
ratio transmission (MRT) or zero-forcing (ZF) without precise
beamforming configuration according to system performance
demands, thus causing system performance degradation.

To reduce training costs and improve system performance,
this paper investigates the challenging problem of ISAC sys-
tems: when the communication/radar CSI of each user/target
should be re-estimated according to individual channel time-
varying characteristics and system performance demands. Cor-
respondingly, we develop the following intermittent CSI esti-
mation scheme with adaptive intervals for a multi-user/target
multiple-input single-output (MISO) ISAC system. Specifi-
cally, binary CSI updating decisions for each user/target will
be made in each frame by the base station (BS), e.g., it

target 1

target q

target Q

user Kuser 1

Communication Beam

Radar Tracking Beam
user k

get 1get 1

target q

target Q

Fig. 1: The MISO-based ISAC system including one full-
duplex BS, K communication users, and Q point targets.

determines whether to re-estimate the CSI by exploiting trans-
mitted signals with training costs or to predict it by leveraging
channel temporal correlation without incurring training costs.
Next, the BS optimizes beamforming matrices for downlink
ISAC signals and then transmits them to multiple users for
information transmission, and simultaneously receives the
echo signals reflected by targets for re-estimating the radar
CSI of selected targets. However, the optimization of binary
CSI updating decisions suffers from causality issues. This is
because it requires both re-estimated and predicted CSI for
performance comparison, while the re-estimated CSI can only
be obtained after the decision optimization has been com-
pleted. Furthermore, the binary decision optimization makes
the joint design belong to a mixed integer nonlinear program-
ming (MINLP) problem [30]–[32], which incurs extremely
high complexity. Then, we propose a deep reinforcement
online learning (DROL) framework to address these issues
efficiently. To highlight the main contributions, we summarize
the paper as follows:

• We propose an intermittent communication and radar CSI
estimation scheme with adaptive intervals for individual
users/targets, where both types of CSI can either be
predicted using channel temporal correlations for cost
efficiency or re-estimated via radio signals for improved
estimation accuracy.

• We jointly optimize the binary CSI estimation/prediction
decisions and transmit beamforming matrices for individ-
ual users/targets to maximize the system utility, which in-
volves the weighted achievable information transmission
rate and radar performance (weighted sum of PCRB and
tracking cost).

• To avoid the causality and complexity issues mentioned
above, we propose a DROL framework. Specifically, an
online deep neural network (DNN) is implemented to
learn the binary CSI updating decisions from experiences
in a reinforcement mechanism, thus without requiring re-
estimated CSI for comparisons. Then, with the learned
CSI updating decisions, we propose an algorithm based
on fractional programming (FP) [33] and successive con-
vex approximation (SCA) [34] to solve the beamforming
problem efficiently.

• Simulation results validate the effectiveness of the pro-
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Fig. 2: An illustration of intermittent CSI estimation frame structure: each frame is divided into Stage-0 (negligible length) and
Stage-I/Stage-II (flexible length). The communication CSI is intermittently estimated in Stage-I by transmitting uplink pilot
sequences from users, while the radar CSI is intermittently estimated in Stage-II through the echoes of downlink beamformed
ISAC signals reflected from targets.

posed scheme and show that the communication CSI
with higher temporal correlation and the radar CSI with
smaller state evolution noise covariance require lower
estimation frequencies.

Organizations: Section II introduces the system model.
Section III derives communication and radar tracking perfor-
mances. Section IV formulates the joint CSI updating decision
and beamforming optimization problem and introduces the
DROL framework. Section V presents the details of the DROL
and Section VI shows the algorithm to solve the subproblem
in the DROL. Finally, Section VII presents simulation results
and Section VIII concludes the paper.

Notations: Re (·) and Im (·) represent the operations of
taking the real and imaginary parts, respectively; E (·) denotes
the statistical expectation; CN (µ, σ) denotes the circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with mean µ and
covariance σ; IL denotes L×L identity matrix; ⌊·⌋ represents
rounding down operation; and IA(x) denotes the indicator
function, i.e., IA(x) = 1 if x ∈ A, otherwise IA(x) = 0.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This paper considers the MISO-based ISAC system shown
in Fig. 1, which consists of one full-duplex BS equipped with
LT transmit and LR receive antennas, K single-antenna com-
munication users, and Q radar tracking point targets. To reduce
training costs from communication and radar CSI estimation,
we propose a unified intermittent estimation scheme for N
time frames, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Each frame comprising
M symbol slots is dynamically divided into three stages:
Stage-0 for CSI updating decision-making, Stage-I for uplink
communication CSI estimation, and Stage-II for downlink data
transmission and target tracking (radar CSI estimation), i.e.,

• In Stage-0, the BS makes binary CSI updating decisions
for each user/target: either re-estimate the CSI using radio
signals with training costs, or predict it by leveraging
channel temporal correlation without incurring costs.

• In Stage-I, the selected communication users transmit
training sequences to the BS for communication CSI re-
estimation. The training sequences for different users are

transmitted over different time durations, each including
D symbol slots.

• In Stage-II, the BS leverages the updated communication
CSI, the predicted radar CSI, and the radar CSI updating
decisions to perform beamforming design for downlink
ISAC signals. Then, the BS transmits the beamformed
ISAC signals to all users for individual information
transmission and concurrently receives echo signals from
targets to re-estimate the radar CSI of selected targets.

Note that re-estimating communication CSI incurs time
consumption for pilot transmission and re-estimating radar
CSI causes energy and computation costs due to successive
interference cancellation (SIC) [35]–[37] in the full-duplex
module. On the other hand, predicting CSI does not cause
additional training costs due to without involving pilot trans-
mission or SIC. Moreover, the binary decisions in Stage-0
are dynamically designed according to the channel conditions
and performance demands in each frame, thus the number of
users/targets whose CSI needs to be re-estimated is flexible1.
Hence, in specific frames, there may be no users/targets
performing CSI estimation, which implies the benefits of
exploiting temporal correlations for cost reduction. Besides,
we assume that the time duration in Stage-0 is negligible
compared to the duration of the whole frame.

In the following, we show temporally correlated communi-
cation and radar CSI models and present the signal model for
downlink data transmission and round-trip target tracking.

A. Communication CSI Model

We assume frequency-flat communication channels in the
studied system [38]2. Consequently, we know that the channel

1Note that the maximum number of communication CSI re-estimation users
in one frame must not exceed M/D due to the orthogonal timing allocation
of training sequences in Stage-I. Also, the maximum number of radar CSI
re-estimation targets in one frame is related to the number of transceiver
antennas, due to the spatial multiplexing in Stage-II.

2The proposed scheme can be extended to frequency-selective channels by
adjusting the channel estimation interval for each user on each subcarrier.
However, this modification introduces complexity to both system model and
algorithm design. Thus, we suggest investigating intermittent CSI estimation
in frequency-selective channels as a promising topic for future research.
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responses across all subcarriers are identical. Then, we denote
the channel response on each subcarrier between the BS
and the k-th user in the n-th frame by gn

k . From [29], the
temporally correlated communication CSI model is given by

gn
k = ρkg

n−1
k +

√
1− ρ2kε

n
k ∈ CLT×1, (1)

where εnk ∼ CN (0, β̄kILT) represents the uncorrelated evo-
lution noise and we assume g0k ∼ CN (0, β̄kILT

). Here, β̄k
represents the large-scale fading effect. Moreover, 0 ≤ ρk ≤ 1
is the prior known channel temporal correlation coefficient,
which is related to its Doppler phase shift of user k in Jakes’
model [39].

B. Radar CSI Model

Let xn
q =

[
θnq , d

n
q , v

n
q

]T
be the radar CSI of target q in the n-

th frame, where θnq , dnq , and vnq are the corresponding position
angle, distance, and velocity, respectively, as shown in Fig. 3.
From the target state evolution model [29], the temporally
correlated radar CSI model can be given by

xn
q = Γ

(
xn−1
q

)
+ ϵnq ∈ C3×1, (2)

where ϵnq =
[
ϵθqn, ϵ

d
qn, ϵ

v
qn

]T
is the uncorrelated state evolution

noise assuming ϵnq ∼ CN
(
0,Σϵ

q

)
with constant matrix Σϵ

q =
diag

(
ϵθq , ϵ

d
q , ϵ

v
q

)
. Here, function Γ(·) is defined by
θnq = θn−1

q +
vn−1
q MT sin(θ̄n−1

q )

dn−1
q

,

dnq = dn−1
q − vn−1

q MT cos(θ̄n−1
q ),

vnq = vn−1
q ,

(3)

where θ̄n−1
q = θn−1

q − θ̄q . Here, θ̄q is the velocity angle with
respect to the negative horizontal direction of the BS, and T
is the time duration of each symbol slot.

C. ISAC Signal Model

OFDM waveforms are widely used due to their inherent re-
sistance to multipath fading. Besides, they can enable adaptive
modulation across subcarriers while also providing significant
flexibility in system design and resource management [40].
Therefore, this paper utilizes OFDM for the ISAC design.
Specifically, the OFDM-based ISAC signals in Stage-II of the
n-th frame transmitted by the BS for downlink data transmis-
sion and round-trip target tracking (radar CSI estimation) is

sn (t) =
∑K

k=1
wn

ks
n
k (t) ∈ CLT×1, (4)

where wn
k ∈ CLT×1 is the downlink beamforming vector with

power constraint
∑K

k=1 ∥wn
k∥

2 ≤ P and is operated on the
information signal for the k-th user, i.e.,

snk (t) =

Mn
2 −1∑

m=0

B−1∑
b=0

[
s̃nk [mb] e

j2πb∆f (t−Tcp−(Mn
1 +m)T )

×rect (t− (Mn
1 +m)T )] ,Mn

1 T ≤ t ≤MT. (5)

Here, s̃nk [mb] represents the complex modulated signal with
power 1

B on the b-th subcarrier of the m-th OFDM symbol
in Stage-II. The parameters B, ∆f = 1

To
, Tcp, To, and

BS

Target

1n

qd
-

n

qd1n

qd
+

n

qq1n

qq
-

qq
n

qMTv

Fig. 3: Radar target state evolution model.

T = To + Tcp are defined as the number of subcarriers, sub-
carrier bandwidth, cyclic prefix duration, OFDM elementary
symbol duration, OFDM symbol duration including the cyclic
prefix, respectively. Besides, Mn

1 and Mn
2 =M −Mn

1 are the
numbers of symbol slots allocated to Stage-I and Stage-II in
the n-th frame, respectively. Here, the rectangular pulse shape
is applied for simplicity, i.e., rect(x) = 1 if 0 ≤ x ≤ T ,
otherwise rect(x) = 0 [41].

In the following sections, we first derive the communication
and radar performances when the CSI is updated through esti-
mation or prediction, and then apply them to jointly optimize
the CSI updating decisions and transmit beamforming metrics
to reduce overall training costs and improve system utility.

III. COMMUNICATION AND RADAR PERFORMANCE
DERIVATIONS

This section derives the communication and radar perfor-
mances when the CSI updating decisions are given. Firstly,
we calculate the communication rate under predicted CSI or
re-estimated CSI. Next, we present prediction and estimation
methods for updating radar CSI and evaluate the radar perfor-
mance using PCRB and SIC costs.

A. Communication Performance Derivation

1) Communication CSI Updating in Stage-I: Let acn =
[acn [1] , · · · , acn [K]]

T ∈ CK×1 be the CSI updating decision
vector for all communication users, where acn [k] ∈ {0, 1}
denotes the binary CSI updating decision for user k in the
n-th frame, e.g., acn [k] = 0 indicates that the CSI is predicted
using temporal correlation in (1) with the last updated CSI, i.e.,
ĝn−1
k , and acn [k] = 1 indicates that the CSI is estimated by

linear minimum mean squared error (MMSE) estimator [42].
Then, the communication CSI of user k in the n-th frame is
updated by

ĝn
k =

{
ρkĝ

n−1
k , if acn [k] = 0,

κk

(
1

DPu
k
Yn

kbk

)
, if acn [k] = 1.

(6)

Here, bk ∈ CD×1 is the uplink training sequence trans-
mitted by user k with average power Pu

k for each symbol,
and Yn

k = gn
kb

H
k + Un

k ∈ CLT×D is the corresponding
received sequences at the BS with Gaussian noise, i.e., Un

k ∼
CN (0, δILT). Also, we have κk =

Dβ̄kP
u
k

Dβ̄kPu
k +δ

from [42].
Then, the estimation/prediction error of gn

k is given by

enk = gn
k − ĝn

k

=

{
ρke

n−1
k +

√
(1− ρ2k)ε

n
k , if a

c
n [k] = 0,

(1− κk)g
n
k − κk

DPu
k
Un

kbk, if a
c
n [k] = 1.

(7)
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Next, from [29], [42], we know enk ∼ CN (0, ςnk ILT
), where

ςnk =

{
ρ2kς

n−1
k +

(
1− ρ2k

)
β̄k, if a

c
n [k] = 0,

β̄k (1− κk) , if a
c
n [k] = 1.

(8)

2) Communication Rate in Stage-II: With the assumption
of frequency-flat channels, we only analyze the data rate on
one subcarrier. By transmitting the ISAC signals in (4) from
the BS, the received signals on one subcarrier at user k are

yckn [mb] = (ĝn
k + enk )

H
∑K

k=1
wn

k s̃
n
k [mb] + uckn [mb] , (9)

where uckn [mb] is the received complex Gaussian noise with
power σk. From [43], by considering the overhead of pilot
transmission in Stage-I, the overall effective transmission rate
(nats/s/Hz) of user k on each subcarrier in frame n is

Cn
k =

M −Mn
1

M
log

1 +

∣∣∣(ĝn
k )

H
wn

k

∣∣∣2
K∑
i ̸=k

∣∣∣(ĝn
k )

H
wn

i

∣∣∣2 + ςnk P + σk

 ,

(10)

where Mn
1 = D

∑K
k=1 I{x|x>0} (a

c
n [k]) is the time duration

of Stage-I and also denotes the training overhead for CSI re-
estimation of the selected communication users.

B. Radar Performance Derivation

1) Radar CSI Updating in Stage-II: Let arn =
[arn [1] , · · · , arn [Q]]

T ∈ CQ×1 be CSI updating decision
vector for all radar targets, where arn [q] ∈ {0, 1} denotes the
binary CSI updating decision for target q during Stage-II in the
n-th frame, e.g., arn [q] = 0 indicates that the CSI is predicted
by leveraging temporal correlation in (2) with the last updated
x̂n−1
q , i.e.,

x̃n
q

∆
=
[
θ̃nq , d̃

n
q , ṽ

n
q

]T
= Γ

(
x̂n−1
q

)
∈ C3×1. (11)

Besides, arn [q] = 1 indicates that the radar CSI of target q is
re-estimated from the echo signals using EKF algorithm [44].

To perform radar CSI re-estimation, the BS will receive the
echoes from the target and the self-transmitted ISAC signals
defined in (4). With the full-duplex operation, we follow a
similar assumption in [35]–[37] that the self-interference is
canceled by applying SIC, and the remaining echo signals at
the BS for tracking are expressed as:

yr
n (t) =

√
LRLT

∑Q

q=1

[
ᾱn
q e

jϕn
q ej2πν

n
q tvR

(
θnq
)

vH
T

(
θnq
)
sn
(
t− τnq

)]
+ ur

n(t) ∈ CLR×1, (12)

where ur
n(t) is received Gaussian noise with power density

δ̃. Here, ᾱn
q =

√
c20σRCS,q

(4π)3f2
c (dn

q )
4 , τnq =

2dn
q

c0
, and νnq =

2vn
q cos(θn

q −θ̄q)
c0

fc are the magnitude attenuation, time delay,
and Doppler phase shift of the q-th target in the n-th frame,
respectively. Besides, ϕnq is the corresponding phase noise and
σRCS,q is the complex radar cross-section (RCS) coefficient of
target q. Then, c0 and fc are the speed of light and subcarrier
frequency, respectively. Moreover, vR (θ) and vT (θ) are the

receive and transmit steering vectors with angle θ, respec-
tively. From [45], assuming half-wavelength antenna spac-
ing, we have vR (θ)= 1√

LR

[
1, ejπ sin θ, ., ejπ(LR−1) sin θ

]H
and

vT (θ)= 1√
LT

[
1, ejπ sin θ, ., ejπ(LT−1) sin θ

]H
, respectively.

Then, we have the following theorem to update the radar
CSI and obtain the corresponding estimation performance.

Theorem 3.1: From (2) and (12), the predicted and posterior
estimations of radar CSI x̂n

q using EKF method are given by

x̂n
q =

{
Γ(x̂n−1

q ), if arn [q] = 0,
Γ(x̂n−1

q ) +Kn
q

(
x̄n
q − Γ(x̂n−1

q )
)
, if arn [q] = 1,

(13)

where x̄n
q is the direct estimation of xn

q defined in (48).
Besides, we have γrqn =

∑K
k=1

∣∣vH
T

(
θnq
)
wn

k

∣∣2, Γn−1
q =

∂Γ(x)
∂x

∣∣∣x=x̂n−1
q

, and

Kn
q = M̃n

q (
1

γrqn
Σδ

qn + M̃n
q )

−1 ∈ C3×3, (14)

M̃n
q = Σϵ

q + Γn−1
q Mn−1

q (Γn−1
q )H ∈ C3×3. (15)

Here, Σϵ
q and Σδ

qn are defined in (2) and (48), respectively.
Besides, Mn

q ∈ C3×3 is the corresponding PCRB matrix,
i.e.,

E
((

x̂n
q − xn

q

) (
x̂n
q − xn

q

)H)
⪰Mn

q
∆
=

{
M̃n

q , if a
r
n [q] = 0,

M̄n
q , if a

r
n [q] = 1,

(16)

where M̄n
q =

(
(M̃n

q )
−1

+ γrqn
(
Σδ

qn

)−1
)−1

∈ C3×3.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix A

2) Weighted Radar Tracking Error and Cost in Stage-II:
Note that once the radar CSI xn

q is determined to be re-
estimated, the BS needs to perform SIC to cancel the self-
interferences, and then we have (12) for radar CSI estimation.
However, such SIC operation introduces extra complexity and
energy costs, which are inversely proportional to the signal-
to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR). Therefore, this paper
defines the radar performance as the weighted-sum of tracking
errors (PCRBs ) and the energy costs of SIC. Specifically, the
weighted PCRBs of θnq , dnq , and vnq can be expressed as:

R̃Error
qn =

∑3

l=1
ωlM

n
q (l, l), (17)

where Mn
q (l, l) is the l-th diagonal element of Mn

q in (16)
and ωl are non-negative constant weights to balance trade-offs
among θnq , dnq , and vnq .

With (14)-(16), we define Bqn =
(
Σδ

qn

) 1
2

(
M̃n

q

)−1(
Σδ

qn

) 1
2

and denote its eigenvalue decomposition by Bqn =
UqnΛqnU

H
qn. Then, M̄n

q in (16) can be rewritten by

M̄n
q =

(
Σδ

qn

) 1
2
(
Bqn + γrqn

)−1(
Σδ

qn

) 1
2

= Cqn

(
Λqn + γrqn

)−1
CH

qn, (18)

where Cqn =
(
Σδ

qn

) 1
2Uqn. Next, R̃Error

qn in (17) is rewritten
by

R̃Error
qn = arn [q]

(
3∑

l=1

ψl
qn

γrqn + λlqn

)
+ (1− arn [q]) ψ̃qn, (19)
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where ψl
qn =

3∑
j=1

ωj

∣∣Cjl
qn

∣∣2 and ψ̃qn =
3∑

j=1

ωjM̃
jj
qn. Here, Cjl

qn

and M̃jj
qn are the (j, l)-th and (j, j)-th entries of Cqn and M̃qn,

respectively, and λlqn is the l-th diagonal entry of Λqn.
On the other hand, the costs of SIC can be mathematically

expressed as [35], [36]

R̄Cost
qn = arn [q]

(
ξa − ξb lg

γrqn
ξcP + σ

)
, (20)

where ξa and ξb are positive constant parameters denoting
costs of SIC processing [36], while ξc is the positive constant
parameter related to the self-interference channel response.
Note that there is no cost of SIC if the radar CSI is predicted.

Finally, using the derived tracking error (PCRB) in (19) and
the costs of SIC in (20), the weighted radar tracking error and
cost performance can be expressed as

Rn
q = ω̄R̃Error

qn + (1− ω̄) R̄Cost
qn , (21)

where 0 ≤ ω̄ ≤ 1 is the constant weight to balance tracking
errors and costs.

IV. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ALGORITHM
DEVELOPMENT

This section formulates the problem of the joint intermittent
CSI estimation and beamforming optimization and introduces
a DROL framework to solve it sub-optimally.

A. Problem Formulation

This paper aims to jointly optimize the intermittent CSI
updating decisions (i.e., acn and arn) and downlink beam-
forming vectors (i.e., Wn = [wn

1 , · · · ,wn
K ] ∈ CLT×K)

to adapt to individual time-varying channel characteristics,
thus maximizing the weighted communication achievable rates
and minimizing the weighted radar tracking error and cost
performances. Mathematically, we have the following system
utility optimization problem in the n-th frame:

max
ac
n,a

r
n,Wn

U (acn,a
r
n,Wn)

∆
=

K∑
k=1

w̄c
kC

n
k −

Q∑
q=1

w̄r
qR

n
q (P1)

s.t.
∑K

k=1
∥wn

k∥ ≤ P , (22)

acn [k] ∈ {0, 1} , 1 ≤ k ≤ K, (23)
arn [q] ∈ {0, 1} , 1 ≤ q ≤ Q, (24)

where w̄c
k and w̄r

q are non-negative constant weights to balance
communication and tracking performances, respectively. Here,
(22) is the maximum transmit power constraint at the BS,
and (23) and (24) are binary CSI updating constraints to
indicate whether the communication and radar CSI should be
re-estimated or predicted.

B. Deep Reinforcement Online Learning (DROL) Framework

Problem P1 is unsolvable due to the causality issue.
Because optimizing CSI updating decisions requires both
estimated and predicted CSI for performance comparisons.
However, the CSI updating decisions are made in Stage-
0, while the re-estimated CSI is obtained in Stage-I. As a

result, the re-estimated CSI cannot be obtained during the
optimization of the CSI updating decision in Stage-0. Besides,
P1 is an MINLP problem, which is NP-hard in general and
requires an exhaustive search to obtain the optimal solution
[30]. Hence, it can hardly be efficiently solved in real-time
scenarios using conventional optimization algorithms.

Note that, if the binary CSI updating decisions acn and arn
can be made before channel estimation, there is no causality
issue and the remaining problem of P1 no longer has integer
constraints. Then, it can be efficiently solved by using convex
optimization methods. Therefore, we propose the following
DROL framework, as shown in Fig. 4, to solve problem P1
in two main steps:

• Intermittent CSI estimation policy learning: We enable
the DNN to perform the mapping from the channel
conditions in the last frame to the CSI updating policy in
the current frame by exploiting the experienced reinforced
mapping. This step involves the actor, transition, learning,
and critic modules in Fig. 4, and the details will be shown
in Section V.

• Beamforming optimization: Based on the CSI updating
decisions from DNN, we propose an efficient convex op-
timization algorithm to solve the remaining beamforming
problem. This step is performed in the critic module in
Fig. 4, and the details will be shown in Section VI.

The above DROL framework achieves CSI decision-making
without requiring the current estimated CSI for performance
comparison, thus it can avoid the causality issue. Besides,
the DROL framework makes decisions through the trained
DNN, which only contributes a small portion of processing
latency [46]. The beamforming matrices will be optimized by
using the efficient low-complex algorithm proposed in Sec-
tion VI. Hence, the DROL method can solve the complexity
issues without causing much latency. Moreover, the DROL
method learns the CSI updating policy in a dynamic wireless
environment, which can adapt to the change of user/target
channel distributions. In the following two sections, we will
show the detailed steps of DROL in solving P1.

V. DROL-BASED INTERMITTENT CSI ESTIMATION

This section develops the DROL framework to solve the
joint intermittent CSI estimation and downlink beamforming
optimization in problem P1. As shown in Fig. 4, the DROL
framework includes the following four modules:

• Actor module: it enables the DNN and the quantizer
to generate multiple potential communication and radar
CSI updating schemes, e.g., acn,i and arn,j from the last
updated channel state condition.

• Critic module: it firstly solves the beamforming prob-
lem with each potential CSI updating scheme, i.e.,(
acn,i,a

r
n,j

)
and selects the optimal decision with the opti-

mized beamforming matrix, i.e.,
(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆ ,W

⋆
n,i⋆,j⋆

)
.

Then, it evaluates system performance and adaptively re-
fines parameters to balance performance and complexity.

• CSI updating policy learning module: it adds the opti-
mized mapping Sn−1 →

(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆
)

into the memory
and re-train the DNN for a better CSI updating policy
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Fig. 4: DROL-based dynamic intermittent CSI estimation framework together with transmit beamforming optimization.

• State transition module: it models the state tran-
sition from Sn−1 to Sn based on the solution(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆ ,W

⋆
n,i⋆,j⋆

)
.

A. Actor Module

The actor module consists of two parts, i.e., a DNN part to
generate one relaxed solution and an integer action exploration
part to quantize the relaxed solution into multiple potential
feasible integer solutions for performance improvement.

Firstly, let the channel state condition in frame n be

Sn =
{
Re {ĝn

k} , Im {ĝn
k} , ςnk , x̂n

q ,M
n
q ,∀k, ∀q

}
. (25)

Then, in the n-th frame, the DNN accepts the input of the
last updated Sn−1 to generate one relaxed continuous solution
including ãcn ∈ CK×1 and ãrn ∈ CQ×1, i.e.,

πξ (Sn−1) = (ãcn, ã
r
n) , (26)

where πξ(·) and ξ denote the input-output mapping and the
parameters of DNN, respectively. Besides, the k-th and q-th
components of ãcn and ãrn are continuous variables between 0
and 1, i.e., ãcn [k] ∈ [0, 1] and ãrn [q] ∈ [0, 1].

Then, the integer action exploration part quantizes the
relaxed decision ãxn ∈ CX×1 into multiple feasible integer
decisions, where x ∈ {c, r} and X = K if x = c, otherwise
X = Q. Here, the quantizer should be carefully designed for
the exploration-exploitation trade-off, thus guaranteeing good
convergence performance. Heuristically, the integer solution
is expected to be close to the continuous solution ãxn, which
is obtained by using the trained DNN from prior mapping
experience. Such exploitation of DNN can enhance conver-
gence performance, but there is a risk of getting trapped
in local optimal solutions. Hence, we also need to explore
individually separated integer solutions apart from ãxn. This
exploration can potentially improve system utility performance
U (acn,a

r
n,Wn), but it may result in a slower convergence due

to involving new DNN mapping relationships.

Therefore, we propose the greedy noisy-order preserving
quantization method to generate multiple potential feasible
integer actions, which involves the following two steps:

• Firstly, we generate the first K̃x
n integer solutions{

axn,i

∣∣∣1 ≤ i ≤ K̃x
n

}
by applying the order-preserving

method on ãxn. Please refer to Appendix B for details.
• Then, we generate additional K̃x

n integer solutions with
the probability Px

n by applying the same quantization
method on the noisy ãxn. Specifically, we add a Gaussian
noise ũn ∈ CN (0, IX) on ãxn and apply the Sigmoid
function to keep the elements of noisy ãxn belonging to
[0, 1], i.e., Sigmoid(ãxn + un). By further applying the
above order preserving order algorithm in (49) and (50)
on Sigmoid(ãxn + ũn), we can obtain the additional K̃x

n

integer solutions.
Therefore, given parameters K̃x

n and Px
n, the number of

potential communication/radar CSI decisions explored is

Kx
n =

{
K̃x

n,with probability 1− Px
n,

2K̃x
n,with probability Px

n.
(27)

Here, Px
n can be regarded as the frame-varying probability of

introducing more explorations, which can dynamically control
the value of Kx

n when K̃x
n is given. Since larger Px

n means
more number of potential solutions explored, its value actually
balances the system performance and complexity. The detail
method to setup the values of K̃x

n and Px
n will be discussed

in Section V-B3.
By applying the above greedy noisy-order preserving quan-

tization method on ãxn for both x = c and x = r, we can obtain
Kc

n and Kr
n relaxed decisions of ãcn and ãrn, respectively,

e.g.,
{
acn,i |1 ≤ i ≤ Kc

n

}
and

{
arn,j |1 ≤ j ≤ Kr

n

}
. Therefore,

there are total Kn = Kc
n×Kr

n potential CSI updating schemes
of
(
acn,i,a

r
n,j

)
that will be evaluated in the critic module.

B. Critic Module
The critic module selects the optimal solution and evaluates

the system performance, and then adaptively refines algorithm
parameters to balance algorithm performance and complexity.
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1) Optimal Solution Selection: To begin with, the critic
module solves the beamforming problem with each explored
CSI updating decision

(
acn,i,a

r
n,j

)
, i.e.,

W⋆
n,i,j = argmax

W
U
(
acn,i,a

r
n,j ,W

)
s.t. (22). (P2)

Then, it selects the optimal decision from Kn potential candi-
dates, i.e.,(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆ ,W

⋆
n,i⋆,j⋆

) ∆
= argmax

{ac
n,i,a

r
n,j ,W

⋆
n,i,j ,∀i,∀j}

U
(
acn,i,a

r
n,j ,W

⋆
n,i,j

)
.

(P3)

Here, the algorithm to solve P2 is investigated in Section VI,
while P3 is solved by comparing objective values directly.

2) Performance Evaluation: The critic module evaluates
two categories of utility performances, namely practical and
genie-aided system utilities, based on whether the training
overhead of CSI exploration is involved.

Firstly, there are Kc
n potential communication CSI updat-

ing decisions, e.g.,
{
acn,i |1 ≤ i ≤ Kc

n

}
, in each of which

arbitrary acn,i [k] = 1 means that the CSI of user k should
be re-estimated in Stage-I. This also implies that the index
set of the selected users for re-estimating CSI in practice
should be the index set of non-zero elements in all de-
cisions

{
acn,i |1 ≤ i ≤ Kc

n

}
, which can be denoted as the

practical communication CSI decision, i.e., ac,practicaln , and
its k-th entry is ac,practicaln [k] = I{x|x>0}

(∑Kc
n

i=1 a
c
n,i [k]

)
.

Then, the corresponding training overhead is Mn,practical
1 =

D
∑K

k=1 I{x|x>0}
(
ac,practicaln [k]

)
. Given (ac,practicaln ,arn,j∗),

we can evaluate the practical system utility by solving P2,
and the associated evaluated performance is called practical
system utility.

However, the final objective is to find the optimized CSI
updating decision (acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆) instead of (ac,practicaln ,arn,j∗).

To enable the DNN to learn the mapping from Sn−1 to
(acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆), we need to do the following steps. Firstly, we

define the genie-aided system utility by the optimal objective
value of problem P3, i.e., U

(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆ ,W

⋆
n,i⋆,j⋆

)
. Here,

we only consider the training overhead for re-estimating the
communication CSI of chosen users in acn,i, i.e., Mn,genie

1 =

D
∑K

k=1 I{x|x>0}
(
acn,i⋆ [k]

)
, and ignore that in exploring

the selected users in other communication CSI decisions{
acn,i |1 ≤ i ≤ Kc

n, i ̸= i⋆
}

. Then, we apply the genie-aided
system utility instead of practical utility for DNN training,
while we also evaluate the practical system utility that actually
achieved in each frame, as shown in the simulations.

3) Adaptive Parameter Refining: The critic module needs
to solve P2 in Kn times due to there are Kn = Kc

n × Kr
n

potential CSI updating schemes. It is obvious that larger Kr
n

brings better performance due to more potential arn,i can be
explored, although it also increases computational complexity.
Similarly, a larger Kc

n means more potential acn,i will be
explored and also means higher training overhead, thus it will
not always increase the practical system utility. To balance
training overhead, complexity, and performance, we apply the
following intuitively adaptive procedure for setting Kx

n, where
x ∈ {c, r}. The main idea is that we aim at small K̃x

n and Px
n

in (27) when the DNN converges, and it is sufficient to find

Algorithm 1 DROL based intermittent CSI updating policy
learning and beamforming design

1: for n = 1 : 1 : N do
2: Actor Module:

Generate a relaxed decision of (acn,a
r
n) by input Sn−1

into DNN, i.e., πξ (Sn−1) = (ãcn, ã
r
n)

For x ∈ {c, r}: generate first K̃x
n integer decisions axn,i

using order-preserving quantization on ãxn, i.e., (49) and
(50), and set Kx

n = K̃x
n

For x ∈ {c, r}: if rand() < Px
n, then generate remain-

ing K̃x
n integer decisions axn,i using order-preserving

quantization method on Sigmoid(ãxn + un), and set
Kx

n = 2K̃x
n

3: Critic Module:
For ∀i, j, solve problem P2 with constant

(
acn,i,a

r
n,j

)
using Algorithm 2 in Section VI and obtain W⋆

n,i,j

Update Pc
n, Pr

n, K̃c
n, and K̃r

n using (28)
Solve P3 to find the optimal

(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆ ,W

⋆
n,i⋆,j⋆

)
from Kn potential integer solutions

4: CSI Updating Policy Learning Module:
Apply ADAM algorithm to update DNN parameters ξ
by reducing L (ξ) in (29)

5: State Transition Module:
Update ĝn

k and ςnk by substituting acn,i⋆ into (6) and (8)
Update σ2

θn
q

,σ2
dn
q

, and σ2
vn
q

in (47) using W⋆
n,i⋆,j⋆

Update x̂n
q and Mn

q by substituting arn,j⋆ into (13) and
(16)
Update channel condition Sn in (25)

6: end for

the optimal decision with a small distance to ãxn. Heuristically,
we propose the following refining method, i.e.,

K̃x
n =




n∑
l=n−∆̃x+1

mod(Ix
l ,X)

∆̃x

+ 1, if mod
(
n, ∆̃x

)
= 0,

K̃x
n−1, otherwise,

Px
n = 1− Ax

K̃x
n

, (28)

where Ax is a constant parameter subject to Ax ≤ min
n

K̃x
n,

Ixl denotes the index of the best solution axl,i⋆ of solving P3

in the l-th frame, and ∆̃x is the updating interval of Kx
n−1.

Besides, mod (x, y) is the modulo operator, which calculates
the remainder when integer x is divided by integer y.

C. CSI Updating Policy Learning Module

This module trains DNN parameters ξ to achieve a better
CSI updating policy by using the new optimized mapping
sample, i.e., Sn−1 →

(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆
)

obtained from critic mod-
ule in frame n. To do so, we first establish the replay
memory to collect the most recent samples. Then, we train
the DNN every frame and randomly select a batch of samples{
Sl−1 →

(
acl,i⋆ ,a

r
l,j⋆

)
|l ∈ Ln

}
from the replay memory,

where Ln denotes the set of frame indices of training samples.
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Then, parameter ξ is updated under the principle of reduc-
ing averaged cross-entropy loss using the adaptive moment
estimation (ADAM) algorithm [46], [47], i.e.,

L (ξ) = − 1

|Ln|
∑

l∈Ln

[
(a⋆l )

T
log πξ (Sl−1)

+(1− a⋆l )
T
(
1− log πξ (Sl−1)

)]
, (29)

where a⋆l =
[
(acl,i⋆)

T , (arl,j⋆)
T
]T

∈ C(K+Q)×1 and |Ln|
denotes the number of samples involved for training.

D. State Transition Module

This module implements the state transition from Sn−1

to Sn based on
(
acn,i⋆ ,a

r
n,j⋆ ,W

⋆
)
. For communication CSI

updating, ĝn
k and ςnk are updated by substituting acn,j⋆ into

(6) and (8), respectively. As for radar CSI updating, we first
calculate the CRBs of θnq , dnq , and vnq in (47), and then update
x̂n
q and Mn

q by substituting arn,j⋆ into (13) and (16) and
with the results in (47). Finally, the DROL for intermittent
CSI estimation and beamforming design is summarized in
Algorithm 1

VI. SOLUTION TO BEAMFORMING OPTIMIZATION

This section proposes an efficient algorithm to solve the
beamforming optimization problem P2 sub-optimally.

A. Problem Transformation

We transform the non-convex problem P2 into a form that
can be solved through efficient optimization algorithms.

For the sake of simplicity, we will omit index n where it
does not lead to ambiguity. Then, given

(
acn,i,a

r
n,j

)
in problem

P2, we can substitute acn,i into (6) and (8) to obtain ςnk
and ĝn

k , as defined in (10), respectively. Then, upon denoting
Ak (W) = (ĝn

k )
Hwn

k and Bk (W) =
∑K

i=1

∣∣(ĝn
k )

Hwc
in

∣∣2 +
σc
kn with σc

kn = ςnk P + σk, and w̄c
kn = w̄c

kM
n
2 /M , the

weighted communication performance is represented by∑K

k=1
w̄c

kC
n
k =

∑K

k=1
w̄c

kn log

(
1+

|Ak (W)|2

Bk (W)− |Ak (W)|2

)
∆
= FC (W) . (30)

Then, let Q =
{
q
∣∣arn,j [q] = 1, 1 ≤ q ≤ Q

}
be the index set

of the selected radar targets whose CSI need to be re-estimated.
Also, we substitute arn,j into (19) and (20) to calculate
R̃Error

qn and R̄Cost
qn , respectively. From (21), the weighted radar

tracking error and cost performance is represented by∑Q

q=1
w̄r

qR
n
q = Ψ̄

+
∑
q∈Q

w̄r
q

(
3∑

l=1

ω̄ψl
qn

µq + λlqn
− (1− ω̄) ζb lg (µq)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

FR(µ)

, (31)

if µq = γrqn, where γrqn ≈
∑K

k=1

∣∣∣vH
T

(
θ̃nq

)
wn

k

∣∣∣2 due to (13),

and θ̃nq is defined in (11). Besides, µ ∈ C|Q|×1 is the vector

consisting of all auxiliary variables µq for q ∈ Q, and the
constant term Ψ̄ is from the calculation of

∑Q
q=1 w̄

r
qR

n
q that

is not related to W.
Then, with the introduced auxiliary variables µ and substi-

tuting (30) and (31) into P2, we have its equivalent problem:

max
W,µ

FC (W)−FR (µ) (P4)

s.t. µq ≤
∑K

k=1

∣∣Cn
kq (W)

∣∣2, q ∈ Q, (32)

(22),

where Cn
kq (W) = vH

T

(
θ̃nq

)
wn

k .
However, problem P4 is challenging to solve because of

the non-convexities present in FC (W) and (32). Hence, we
employ the FP and SCA schemes to handle the non-convexities
in FC (W) and (32), respectively. Specifically, since FC (W)
follows the form of the sum-of-logarithms-of-ratio problem, it
can be transformed into the tractable form by applying the FP
approach [33], i.e.,

FC (W) =max
α

∑K

k=1
w̄c

kn

(
Ω (αk) + (1 + αk)

|Ak (W)|2

Bk (W)

)
=max

α,β

∑K

k=1

(
w̄c

knΩ (αk)− |βk|2Bk (W)

+2
√
w̄c

kn (1 + αk)Re {β∗
kAk (W)}

)
=max

α,β
F̃C (W,α,β) , (33)

where α = [α1, · · · , αK ] ∈ CK×1 and β =
[β1, · · · , βK ] ∈ CK×1 are the corresponding auxiliary vari-
ables, and Ω (αk)= log (1 + αk) − αk. Here, F̃C (W,α,β)
is concave with respect to each of its variables W, α, and
β when other variables are fixed, e.g., if α and β are given,
F̃C (W,α,β) is concave with respect to W; if W and β are
given, it is concave with respect to α; and if W and α are
given, it is concave with respect to β.

To address the non-convex constraint in (32), we use the
SCA method to iteratively approximate the convex function∑K

k=1

∣∣∣Cn
kq (W)

∣∣∣2 using its lower bound in an affine form,
which is obtained by applying linear interpolation between
W and Wold ( the updated solution in the last iteration), i.e.,∣∣Cn

kq (W)
∣∣2 ≥ 2Re

(
Cn

kq

(
Wold

)∗
Cn

kq (W)
)
−
∣∣Cn

kq

(
Wold

)∣∣2
= CLb

kq (W) . (34)

Then, problem P4 can be transformed into

max
W,µ,α,β

F̃C (W,α,β)−FR (µ) (P5)

s.t. µq ≤
∑K

k=1
CLb

kq (W) , q ∈ Q, (35)

(22).

Finally, this problem can be solved by alternating optimization,
because it belongs to convex problems when optimizing each
of W, α, β, and µ given other variables.



10

Parameters Value Parameters Value
Speed of light c0 = 3× 108 m/s Number of subcarriers B = 64

Total signal bandwidth B∆f = 10 MHz Subcarrier bandwidth ∆f = 156.25 KHz
Elementary OFDM symbol duration To = 1/∆f = 6.4 us Cyclic prefix duration Tcp = 1

4
T = 1.6 us

Transmit OFDM symbol duration T = 8 us Number of symbols M = 800
Communication performance weight w̄c

k = 0.3 Radar performance weight w̄r
q = 20× (1− 0.3)

Radar tracking error and cost weight ω̄ = 0.3 SIC cost parameters ξa = 0.5, ξb = 0.24, ξc = 1

TABLE I: Simulation parameter setup

B. Solution to Problem P5
This part presents alternating optimization to solve P5 with

closed-form solutions. To begin with, the Lagrangian dual
problem is given by

min
η≥0

max
W,µ,α,β

F (W,µ,α,β,η) s.t. (22), (P6)

where

F (W,µ,α,β,η)
∆
=F̃C (W,α,β)−FR (µ)

+
∑

q∈Q
ηq

(∑K

k=1
CLb

kq (W)−µq

)
.

Here, η ∈ C|Q|×1 is the vector consisting of ηq for q ∈ Q,
and ηq is the non-negative Lagrangian dual variable due to
constraint (35), which is updated by sub-gradient method [48].

Let Wold, µold, αold, βold, and ηold be the updated
solutions in the last iteration. Then, due to the concavity of
F (α,β,µ,W,η) with respect to α, β, µ, W, respectively,
by equating the first derivative of F (α,β,µ,W,η) in terms
of α, β, and µ to zero successively, we have

βnew
k =

√
w̄c

kn

(
1 + αold

k

)
Ak

(
Wold

)
Bk (Wold)

, (36)

αnew
k =

λ̄2k + λ̄k
√
λ̄2k + 4

2
, (37)

µnew
q = µ†

q, q ∈ Q, (38)

where λ̄k = 1√
w̄c

kn

Re
{
(βnew

k )
∗
(ĝn

k )
Hwold

k

}
and µ†

q is the

solution to the following equation,
3∑

l=1

ω̄ψl
qn

(µ†
q + λlqn)

2 +
(1− ω̄) ζb

µ†
q ln 10

− ηoldq = 0. (39)

By applying Lagrangian method to optimize W, we have

wnew
k =

(
λ̃I+

∑K

j=1

∣∣βnew
j

∣∣2ĝn
j (ĝ

n
j )

H

)−1

hn
k , (40)

where

hn
k =

√
w̄c

kn (1 + αnew
k )βnew

k ĝn
k

+
∑

q∈Q
ηoldq CLb

kq

(
Wold

)
v
(
θ̃nq

)
. (41)

Note that λ̃ in (40) is the optimal dual variable due to transmit
power constraint from (22), which can be obtained by using
a linear search to make the equality hold in (22). However,
calculating (40) requires matrix inverse operation, which may
cause high complexity. Therefore, we can apply the prox-linear
method to update W for further complexity reduction. Please
refer to Appendix C for details.

Algorithm 2 FP/SCA Algorithm for problem P5

1: Initialize Wold, µold, αold, βold and, ηold

2: repeat
3: Update α by (37); Update β by (36); Update µ by (38);

Update W by (52); Update η by (42)
4: until objective function converges

Next, we apply the sub-gradient method to update η, i.e.,

ηnewq =max

{
ηoldq −∆t̄

s

(
K∑

k=1

CLb
kq (Wnew)−µnew

q

)
, 0

}
,

(42)

where ∆t̄
s =

∆s√
t̄

represents the updated step size, where ∆s is
the initial value and t̄ denotes the algorithm’s iteration number.

Finally, we summarize the detailed steps to solve problem
P5 in Algorithm 2. Obviously, with the CSI decision made by
the DROL, the SCA algorithm only requires a few iterations
to solve the beamforming optimization problem and each
iteration is with closed-form solutions [33]. Consequently, the
overall DROL method is an efficient algorithm only requiring
polynomial complexity. In comparison, the exhaustive search
algorithm faces significant challenges. Firstly, it needs to gen-
erate 2K+Q potential decisions, resulting in exponential com-
plexity, particularly when dealing with numerous users/targets.
Besides, it is impractical due to causality issues.

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

We consider that the system is operated on the carrier
frequency of 5.89 GHz with a bandwidth of 10 MHz from
IEEE 802.11p [49]. The numbers of transmit and receive
antennas are LT = 64 and LR = 32. The noise power
spectral densities at the BS and communication users are both
set as -174 dBm/Hz. There are 6 communication users and
the temporal correlations are set as ρ1 = 0.99, ρ2 = 0.96,
ρ3 = 0.93, ρ4 = 0.9, ρ5 = 0.85, and ρ6 = 0.8. The path-loss is
defined by β̄k = 74.2+16.11 log 10(dck/d

c
o),∀k, where dco = 1

m is the reference distance and dck = 4000 m is the distance
between the BS and user k [50]. The uplink transmit power for
channel estimation and the power of initial estimation error are
set as Pu

k = 30 dBm and ς0k = 1/2β̄k, respectively. Besides,
we consider 3 radar targets by setting the initial states as: x0

1 =
[π/4 rad, 150 m, 30 m/s], x0

2 = [π/3 rad, 150 m, 30 m/s],
and x0

3 = [3π/4 rad, 150 m, 30 m/s]. The state evolution
noise covariances are set as ϵvq = 0.5ρ̃qMT , ϵdq = 0.5ρ̃qϵ

v
q ,

and ϵθq = 10−4ρ̃qMT , respectively, where ρ̃0 = 0.05,
ρ̃1 = 1, and ρ̃2 = 5. As for the initial tracking error,
we set M0

q =
(
γrq0
)−1

diag
(
Aθ

q0, A
d
q0, A

v
q0

)
with (47) and
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Fig. 5: Performance comparisons among the proposed algorithm and other benchmarks with a moving average of 150 frames.

γrq0 = P
2(LT+LR)(Q+N) . Next, we set σRCS,q = 1 and assume

phase noise ϕnq follows a uniform distribution between [0, 2π).
The sub-gradient step-size parameter ∆s is set as 0.005. The
remaining parameters are given in Table I [36], [49].

As for the DNN setup, we apply a fully connected DNN
with the following layers: one input layer, four hidden layers
with 1024, 1024, 258, and 64 hidden neurons, respectively, and
one output layer. Since the “LeakyReLU” function can address
the issue of neuron death by allowing a small portion of
negative inputs to pass through, leading to enhanced stability
and generalization compared to the “ReLU” function, we use
“LeakyReLU” with a leakage slope of 0.3 for hidden layers
and “Sigmoid” for the output layer [51]. The batch size,
learning rate, and memory pool size are set as |Ln| = 100,
0.001, and 500, respectively. The updating intervals of Kc

n

and Kr
n are given by ∆̃c = ∆̃r = 4, and the parameters in

exploration probability are given by Ac = 1.9 and Ar = 1.
In the following, we compare the system utility performance

of our proposed scheme with that of the following schemes
over 10,000 time frames. Note that in every 1000 frames,

we set the channel state condition Sn in the other baseline
schemes to the same value as that in our proposed scheme to
ensure comparison fairness.

• Exhaustive (Genie): In each frame, we perform an ex-
haustive search of all potential CSI updating decisions
with FP/SCA-based or MRT beamforming to obtain the
system utility, i.e.,

UExhaustive
n = max

ac
n∈{0,1}K

ar
n∈{0,1}Q

U (acn,a
r
n,Wn) . (43)

Specifically, we only count the training overhead in the
selected CSI updating decision and ignore that in the
exploration of other decisions. This baseline uses minimal
overhead to determine optimal decisions. Although it is
impractical due to the causality issue, it can be applied to
validate the performance of other algorithms. In addition,
the MRT beamforming is given by wn

k =
√

P
K

ĝn
k

∥ĝn
k∥

[29].
• Random Update: In each frame, we re-estimate the CSI

of all users/targets randomly with a probability of 0.5,
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(a) Average communication CSI estimation frequency
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Fig. 6: The impact of channel temporal coefficient on average communication CSI estimation frequency. Note that the channel
temporal correlation coefficients are modeled in descending order according to the user index, i.e., ρk > ρk′ if k < k′.

and then optimize beamforming matrices using FP/SCA
or MRT methods.

• All Update: In each frame, we re-estimate the CSI of
all users/targets, and then optimize beamforming matrices
using FP/SCA or MRT methods.

Fig. 5 illustrates performance comparisons in each time
frame: (a) system utility U (acn,a

r
n,Wn), (b) relative utility

ratio U(ac
n,a

r
n,Wn)

UExhaustive
n

, (c) weighted communication performance∑K
k=1 w

c
kC

n
k , and (d) weighted radar tracking error and cost∑Q

q=1 w
r
qR

n
q .

• From Fig. 5(a), we observe that each scheme using the
FP/SCA method outperforms the MRT method signif-
icantly. This is because the FP/SCA method can ap-
proximate the non-convex problem as a convex problem
using the first-order Taylor series expansion, and solve
the approximated problem iteratively until it converges
to the stationary solutions [34]. Besides, it validates
the effectiveness of the optimization method and the
importance of beamforming design. Then, we know the
proposed algorithm increases initially and then decreases,
in contrast to other schemes where the average utility
consistently decreases. This trend is attributed to the
tracking error that increases over time frames as targets
move away from the base station, resulting in system
utility reduction. However, the proposed scheme lever-
ages the experiences to train DNN parameters to achieve
better CSI updating decisions. Thus, the utility of this
scheme initially increases but decreases subsequently due
to increased target distance. Despite this, the proposed al-
gorithm gradually approaches the exhaustive method and
significantly outperforms other benchmarks. Specifically,
Fig. 5(b) shows that the proposed algorithm can achieve
more than 90% performance of the exhaustive method
when n ≥ 2000, which validates the effectiveness and
convergence performances.

• From Fig. 5(c), we know the average achievable commu-

nication rate of the genie-aided proposed scheme is better
than that of the practical scheme, this is because the train-
ing overhead of exploring other CSI updating decisions
is ignored in the former one. Then, it shows that both of
them gradually increase to approach the performance of
exhaustive search, thanks to the better estimation decision
made in the DNN training framework in each time frame.
Besides, due to the stationary communication channel, the
rates of all algorithms remain nearly constant finally.

• From Fig. 5(d), we know that the weighted radar perfor-
mances of all algorithms increase with the time frame.
This is due to the increased tracking distance of the tar-
get. Besides, the proposed algorithm can achieve similar
performance to the exhaustive search scheme and the
growth rate is lower than other benchmarks, which fur-
ther demonstrates its effectiveness. Finally, we know the
random scheme gradually approaches the performance of
all update schemes, which implies that the CSI updating
frequencies should increase with the tracking distance.

Fig. 6 shows the impact of the channel temporal coeffi-
cient on communication CSI estimation frequency. To clearly
display the value of acn [k] for each user in each frame, we
introduce the concept of average estimation frequency, which
is defined as the average value of acn [k] over every 50 time
frames. From Fig. 6(a), we observe that the CSI estimation
frequency increases as the temporal correlation coefficient de-
creases. This is because a higher temporal correlation implies
a lower variation between two successive frames, resulting
in a more accurate CSI that can be achieved by prediction,
thus the need for re-estimation can be reduced. Besides, the
communication CSI with a lower temporal coefficient requires
a higher estimation frequency at the beginning. Then, the
CSI estimation frequency will decrease and remain almost
constant. This is because the proposed algorithm needs to
explore more frequently for the lower temporal correlated
CSI until the DNN converges. Once the DNN converges, the
CSI will be approximately periodically re-estimated based on
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(a) Average radar CSI estimation frequency
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Fig. 7: The impact of state evolution noise covariance on average radar CSI estimation frequency. Note that the related noise
power parameters are modeled in ascending order according to the target index, i.e., ρ̃q < ρ̃q′ if q < q′.
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Fig. 8: Average number of potential CSI decisions explored
and the selected index of the optimal CSI decision in each
frame over a moving average of 50 frames.

the learned individual stationary channel temporal correlation
characteristics. This periodic estimation also appears in the
exhaustive method. From Fig. 6(b), the CSI re-estimation
times of each user in the proposed algorithm are similar to
that in the exhaustive method, and these numbers also increase
as the correlation coefficient decreases.

Fig. 7 shows the impact of channel state evolution noise
covariance on radar CSI estimation frequency. We observe
that radar CSI estimation frequency and the radar CSI re-
estimation times increase with the noise power. The reason
is that a higher noise power would increase the prediction
error during the tracking process, resulting a higher estimation
frequency. Compared with Fig. 6, the periodic radar CSI
estimation is more distinct than that in communication CSI
estimation. It can be intuitively explained that the radar CSI
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Fig. 9: Comparison of system utility performance under vary-
ing weights averaged over a moving average of 150 frames.

only includes the mobility information, the evolution of which
is more stationary than the whole channel response during
communication CSI evolution. Finally, the total number of
CSI estimations in the proposed algorithm is similar to that in
the exhaustive method, which can prove that the overhead has
been successfully reduced.

Fig. 8 shows the average number of potential CSI decisions
explored and the selected effective index of the optimal
CSI decision in each frame with a moving average of 50
frames, where the effective selected index is calculated by
mod (Ixn ,Kx

n) and Ixn denotes the index of the best solution
axn,i of solving P3 in the n-th frame. The smaller plot shows
the same performance using a logarithmic scale. We observe
that the average total number of potential CSI decreases with
time, also the effective selected index decreases quickly and
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converges to near 1. This validates the effectiveness of the
adaptive method and the convergence performance.

Fig. 9 illustrates the impact of varying performance weights
on the system utility in each frame. To further assess algorithm
robustness, we consider different distances for each user,
denoted as dck = 32000 + 200(k − 1) meters, and different
distance and velocity values for the targets, specified as x0

1 =
[π/4 rad, 110 m, 20 m/s], x0

2 = [π/3 rad, 140 m, 30 m/s],
and x0

3 = [3π/4 rad, 170 m, 40 m/s]. From this figure, we ob-
serve that the proposed algorithm outperforms other baseline
methods, which validates its robustness and effectiveness.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper focuses on solving the challenging problem of
ISAC systems: when the communication/radar CSI of each
user/target should be re-estimated according to individual
channel time-varying characteristics and system performance
demands. Hence, we propose an intermittent communication
and radar CSI estimation scheme with adaptive individual
intervals for each user/target in an ISAC MISO system. Specif-
ically, this scheme jointly optimizes binary CSI re-estimation
or prediction decisions and beamforming matrices to reduce
training costs and improve system utility. To further solve
the causality and complexity issues, the DROL framework
is proposed to implement an online DNN to learn binary
CSI updating decisions from the experiences. Then, with the
learned updating decisions, the FP/SCA algorithm is proposed
to solve the remaining beamforming problem efficiently. Fi-
nally, the simulation results validate the effectiveness of the
proposed algorithm and show that the communication CSI
with higher temporal correlation and the radar CSI with lower
state evolution noise covariance require lower CSI estimation
frequencies. This outcome can be used to determine channel
update frequencies in practical ISAC applications, reducing
estimation overhead without requiring complex optimization
procedures. Also, note that the proposed algorithms are appli-
cable for rectangular pulse shapes and can also be adapted for
other pulse shapes.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Theorem 3.1

In this part, we perform the posterior estimation of radar
CSI and derive its PCRB performance.

Upon denoting ỹr
n [mb] = yr

n (t)
∣∣∣t=(Mn

1 +m)T+Tcp+
b
B To

in
(12), we have

ȳr
n [mb] =

1

B

∑B−1

b̃=0
ỹr
n

[
mb̃
]
e−j2πb̃ b

B

=
√
LRLT

∑Q

q=1

[
ᾱn
q e

jϕn
q vR

(
θnq
)
ej2πν

n
q mT

× χn
q [mb] e

−j2πb∆fτ
n
q

]
+ ūr

n [mb] , (44)

where ūr
n [mb] ∼ CN (0, σILR

) is the noise and σ = ∆f δ̃.
Here, χn

q [mb] =
∑K

k=1 v
H
T

(
θnq
)
wn

k s̃
n
k [mb].

Then, by applying Periodogram-based estimation algorithm
[41], xn

q can be estimated as

x̄n
q = argmax

(θ,ν,τ)

∣∣∣∣∑Mn
2 −1

m=0

∑B−1

b=0
vH
R (θ) ȳr

n [mb](
χn
q [mb]

)∗
ej2π(b∆fτ−mTν)

∣∣∣2. (45)

When LR → ∞, the inner product of two receive antenna
steering vectors with different angles is approximately zero,
i.e., vH

R (θq)vR (θq′) = 0 if 1 ≤ q ̸= q′ ≤ Q. We also assume
that the targets are widely separated in the surveillance region
[26]. Based on these assumptions, it has been shown in [52]
that the CRB matrix for multiple targets is a block diagonal
matrix, and the CRB for each target can be approximately and
individually derived from the single target case of (44), i.e.,

ȳr
qn [mb] =

√
LRLTᾱ

n
q e

jϕn
q vR

(
θnq
)
ej2πν

n
q mT

×χn
q [mb] e

−j2πb∆fτ
n
q + ūr

qn [mb] , (46)

where ūr
qn [mb] ∼ CN (0, σILR

) is the noise term.
From (46), the CRBs on the estimation MSEs of θnq , dnq ,

and vnq can be approximated by [29]

σ2
θn
q
=

6σ

Ξn
q cos

2
(
θnq
)
(L2

R − 1) γrqn

∆
=
Aθ

qn

γrqn
, (47a)

σ2
dn
q
=

3c20σ

8Ξn
q∆

2
f (B

2 − 1) γrqn

∆
=
Ad

qn

γrqn
, (47b)

σ2
vn
q
=

3c20σ

8Ξn
q

∣∣Tfc cos (θ̄nq )∣∣2 ((Mn
2 )

2 − 1
)
γrqn

∆
=
Av

qn

γrqn
, (47c)

respectively, where γrqn = E(
∣∣χn

q [mb]
∣∣2) =∑K

k=1

∣∣vH
T

(
θnq
)
wn

k

∣∣2 and Ξn
q =

∣∣ᾱn
q π
∣∣2BMn

2 LRLT.
Note that the above derived CRB provides a lower bound

for the variances of any unbiased estimators [29]. However,
this bound only considers the current received echo signals
and does not consider temporal correlations of radar CSI,
i.e., (2). In tracking scenarios, it is necessary to derive the
PCRB, which considers both the measurements and temporal
correlations. To do so, we combine (2), (45), and (47) to get
the posterior estimation of radar CSI, i.e.,{

xn
q = Γ

(
xn−1
q

)
+ ϵn−1

q ,
x̄n
q = xn

q + δnq ,
(48)

where δnq ∼ CN
(
0,

Σδ
qn

γr
qn

)
with matrix Σδ

qn =

diag
(
Aθ

qn, A
d
qn, A

v
qn

)
. By applying EKF algorithm in [44]

with (11), the predict and posterior estimations of x̂n
q are given

by (13). From [19], the PCRBs are given in (16).

B. Order-Preserving Quantization Method

Here, we introduce the order-preserving quantization to
generate K̃x

n integer solutions from ãxn. Specifically, denoting
the i-th integer solution of ãxn by axn,i and its l-th entry by
axn,i [l], the condition that axn,i [ℓ] ≥ axn,i [ℓ

′] if ãxn [ℓ] ≥ ãxn [ℓ
′]

for all ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ {1, · · · , X} should be guaranteed to preserve the
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ordering during quantization [46]. Therefore, the first feasible
action is given by

axn,1 [ℓ] =

{
1, if ãxn [ℓ] ≥ 0.5,
0, otherwise,

(49)

and the next (K̃x
n − 1) integer solutions axn,i for 2 ≤ i ≤ K̃x

n

can be given by

axn,i [ℓ] =


1, if ãxn [ℓ] > ãxn [(i− 1)] ,or
{ãxn [ℓ] = ãxn [(i− 1)] and ãxn [(i− 1)] ≤ 0.5 , } ,
0, if ãxn [ℓ] < ãxn [(i− 1)] ,or
{ãxn [ℓ] = ãxn [(i− 1)] and ãxn [(i− 1)] > 0.5 } ,

(50)

where ãxn [(i)] is the i-th ordered element of ãxn compared
with the distance to 0.5, i.e., |ãxn [(i)]− 0.5| ≤ |ãxn [(j)]− 0.5|
if 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ X .

C. Prox-linear Method to Update W

From [33], the approximated problem of optimizing W is

min
W

K∑
k=1

Re
(
fHk (wk − w̃k)

)
+
f̃

2
∥wk − w̃k∥2 s.t.(22), (P7)

where w̃k = wold
k + ς̇

(
wold

k − w̄old
k

)
is an extrapolated point,

ς̇ ≥ 0 is the extrapolation weight, and w̄old
k is the value of

wk before it was updated to wold
k in the last second iteration.

Besides, f̃ > 0 and the gradient fk is given by

fk = −F (α,β,µ,W,η)

∂wk
|wk=w̃k

= 2

(
−hn

k +
∑K

j=1

∣∣βnew
j

∣∣2ĝn
j (ĝ

n
j )

Hw̃k

)
. (51)

Then, P7 is convex with respect to W, thus its optimal
solution can be obtained by using the Lagrangian method, i.e.,

wnew
k =

1

f̃ − 2λ̃

(
f̃w̃k − fk

)
, (52)

λ̃ =
f̃

2
− 1

2

√
1

P

∑K

k=1

∥∥∥f̃w̃k − fk

∥∥∥2. (53)

There is no matrix inverse operation and additional iteration
of linear search, thus the complexity can be reduced. As for
parameters f̃ and α̇, we apply the Lipschitz constant of fk
to set f̃ , i.e., f̃ = 2

∥∥∥∑K
j=1

∣∣βnew
j

∣∣2ĝn
j (ĝ

n
j )

H
∥∥∥. Then, the ex-

trapolation weight can be set as ς̇ = min
(

ḋ−1
d̈
, 0.9999

√
f̈

f̃

)
,

ḋ = 1
2

(
1 +

√
1 + 4d̈2

)
, where d̈ and f̈ are the values of ḋ

and ḟ adopted in previous iteration.
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