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Abstract—This paper studies an integrated sensing and com-
munication (ISAC) system, where a multi-antenna base station
transmits beamformed signals for joint downlink multi-user
communication and radar sensing of an extended target (ET). By
considering echo signals as reflections from valid elements on the
ET contour, a set of novel Cramér-Rao bounds (CRBs) is derived
for parameter estimation of the ET, including central range,
direction, and orientation. The ISAC transmit beamforming
design is then formulated as an optimization problem, aiming to
minimize the CRB associated with radar sensing, while satisfying
a minimum signal-to-interference-pulse-noise ratio requirement
for each communication user, along with a 3-dB beam cover-
age constraint tailored for the ET. To solve this non-convex
problem, we utilize semidefinite relaxation (SDR) and propose
a rank-one solution extraction scheme for non-tight relaxation
circumstances. To reduce the computation complexity, we further
employ an efficient zero-forcing (ZF) based beamforming design,
where the sensing task is performed in the null space of com-
munication channels. Numerical results validate the effectiveness
of the obtained CRB, revealing the diverse features of CRB for
differently shaped ETs. The proposed SDR beamforming design
outperforms benchmark designs with lower estimation error
and CRB, while the ZF beamforming design greatly improves
computation efficiency with minor sensing performance loss.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication, Cramér-
Rao bound, transmit beamforming design, semidefinite relax-
ation, zero-forcing.

I. INTRODUCTION

COMMUNICATION and sensing share similar develop-
ment trends, including higher frequency bands, larger

antenna arrays, and hardware miniaturization. Integrated sens-
ing and communication (ISAC) [2]–[5], which aims to enable
both functionalities in the same frequency band, has become
one of the key usage scenarios of 6G. Among various ISAC
systems, the combination of radar sensing and communication
[6]–[11] is a common form. However, the fundamental goals
to be achieved by radar and communication systems are com-
pletely different. Traditional radar designs focus on extracting
target information from the reflected echo signals, whereas
communication aims to transmit information accurately at
minimal cost. As such, a major design issue in ISAC is to
accommodate the diverse design objectives of communication
and radar sensing, where beamforming is considered as a
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critical technique. Existing ISAC waveform design can be
categorized into three major classes: 1) radar-centric design,
2) communication-centric design, and 3) joint design.

Radar-centric designs embed communication signals into
radar probing signals. Typical methods include pulse interval
modulation (PIM), index modulation, and beampattern mod-
ulation [12]–[14]. PIM [12] dates back to the early works
of missile range instrumentation radars, where certain pulses
are selected to establish a one-way communication system.
Index modulation [13] generalizes PIM by utilizing multiple
waveform features, for instance subcarriers, spreading codes,
and polarization states, as indices to modulate communication
data. For beampattern modulation [14], the sensing function-
ality is guaranteed by the main beam which directly points to
the radar target, whereas communication signals are embedded
in the variation of radar beampattern sidelobes. As such, for
radar-centric designs, we can observe a good preservation of
the primary sensing functionality, whereas the communication
performance, for instance data rate and error rate, can barely
support practical demands.

On the other hand, communication-centric designs utilize
existing communication waveforms to perform radar sensing
tasks, among which orthogonal frequency division multiplex-
ing (OFDM) [15] and orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS)
[16] are deemed as two promising candidates. For instance, a
two-phase scheme is proposed in [15] for device-free sensing
in OFDM cellular networks, where the delay and range of
the target are estimated based on the reflected OFDM signals
through base station (BS)-target-BS paths. The authors in [16]
employ OTFS signals for target detection, where the target
range and velocity can be effectively obtained via maximum
likelihood estimator in the delay-Doppler domain. Neverthe-
less, for communication-centric designs, the randomness of
communication signals inevitably leads to degraded sensing
performance.

To address the aforementioned issues, recently there have
been many research efforts [17]–[21] devoted to the beam-
forming design for joint radar sensing and communication.
One typical approach is to take into account both com-
munication and radar sensing metrics in the beamforming
optimization problem, thereby achieving performance tradeoff
for communication and sensing through the scheduling of
wireless resources. While data rate and bit error rate are com-
monly employed to evaluate the communication performance,
radar performance metrics are quite diversified, including mu-
tual information [17], radar beampattern similarity [18]–[20],
sidelobe-to-mainlobe ratio [21], and Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)
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[22]–[25]. In this work, we use the widely acknowledged CRB
as the sensing performance indicator, which defines the lower
bound on the variance of any unbiased estimator and serves as
a benchmark for the evaluation and design of ISAC systems.

The authors in [22], [23] derive the CRB on the direction of
arrival (DoA) estimation of the point radar target by extracting
sufficient statistic variables from the echo signals. However,
it is usually implicit to represent the sensing target as a
single point, i.e. point target (PT), in a similar manner to the
modeling of a communication user (CU), especially when the
target is located near the BS with a significant physical size.
In this spirit, extended target (ET) is increasingly accepted by
the ISAC community with specifically-derived CRB formulas
and beamforming designs. For instance, suppose there exists
line-of-sight (LoS) between the ET and the BS, the authors in
[23] estimate the whole response matrix and obtain a closed-
form CRB expression as a function of the beamforming matrix.
The authors in [24] consider the non-line-of-sight (NLoS)
ISAC scenario and derive the response matrix estimation CRB
for reconfigurable intelligent surface aided sensing. Although
further information, such as target range or direction, can
be extracted from the response matrix with sophisticated
signal processing algorithms, it is unintuitive and imprecise
to use CRB on the intermediate response matrix to represent
estimation accuracy of the true desired parameters.

In regard of the problem above, the authors in [25] analyze
the CRBs for the explicit estimation of the central range,
direction, and orientation of an ET with both known and
unknown contours. Nevertheless, this work merely considers
the single-input multiple-output (SIMO) scenario with the
radar sensing task only. Furthermore, the explicit CRB formula
is also too complicated to construct a solvable optimization
problem, especially when the communication function is in-
tegrated with the sensing task. To the best of our knowledge,
no prior work has studied the CRB of direct estimation
for ET parameters (i.e. range, direction, and orientation) or
the associated optimization in the multi-user multiple-output
multiple-input (MU-MIMO) ISAC scenario.

In this paper, we propose a transmit beamforming design
framework for MU-MIMO ISAC systems, by specially taking
into account the optimization of CRB for ET sensing. The
ISAC system consists of one MIMO BS with a uniform linear
array (ULA), one ET modelled by a truncated Fourier series
(TFS) contour, and multiple CUs. We assume that the channel
state information, the transmitted signal, and DoAs of CUs
are perfectly known by the BS for downlink communication,
while the direction of the ET is to be estimated at the BS using
echo signals. We aim to minimize the CRB of ET direction
estimation by optimizing the transmit beamforming at the BS,
under certain communication and beampattern constraints.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as
follows:

• First, we characterize, in closed-form expressions, the
CRBs for the range, direction, and orientation estimation
performance of the ET. Compared with [25], our CRB
analysis considers a more general MIMO ISAC scenario
with the transmit beamforming. Theoretical analysis un-
veils the explicit dependence of CRBs upon sensing path

loss, noise power, the number of transceiver antennas, and
signal covariance matrix. We also establish an interesting
connection between the CRB of ET and that of PT.

• Second, we formulate a CRB minimization problem
by optimizing the transmit beamforming, subject to the
minimum signal-to-interference-plus noise ratio (SINR)
constraint for all CUs along with a distinct beam cov-
erage constraint for the ET. Due to the non-convex and
quadratic structure of the CRB, we propose a semidefinite
relaxation (SDR) based algorithm to obtain the near-
optimal solution, which also consists of a novel procedure
to extract rank-one beamformers for non-tight relaxation
scenarios.

• Third, to relieve the computational burden of SDR beam-
forming, we propose a low-complexity beamforming
algorithm based on zero-forcing (ZF) the interference
between CUs. By splitting the beamforming matrix into
the pseudoinverse and null space components of the com-
munication channel, we align the null space components
towards varied points on the ET contour to perform
sensing task. Consequently, the matrix variables in the
SDR problem degrade into vector variables, leading to
an efficient ZF beamforming algorithm.

• Finally, we numerically analyze the CRB of ET and
evaluate the performance of the proposed beamforming
designs. The diverse characteristics of CRB are explored
for ETs with different shapes. Further, compared with
existing beamforming designs, our proposed CRB-based
design effectively boosts sensing performance in both
estimation mean square error (MSE) and CRB. Moreover,
the ZF design trades minor CRB loss for great efficiency
improvement.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the ISAC system model and the TFS contour
model for ET. Section III presents the derivation of CRBs.
Section IV proposes the ISAC beamforming optimization
problem, together with the distinct SDR and ZF beamforming
design algorithms. Section V outlines the numerical results.
Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

Notations: [·]T , [·]H , [·]∗ denote, respectively, the transpose,
Hermitian transpose, and conjugate of a matrix; E [·] denotes
the mean of variables; 0m×n and Im denote an m× n
matrix with all zero elements, and an m×m identity matrix,
respectively; R (·) and I (·) respectively denote the real and
imaginary part of a complex number; CN

(
0m×1, σ

2Im
)

de-
notes the probability density of an m× 1 circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian vector with zero mean and covariance
matrix σ2Im; U(−π/2, π/2) denotes the uniform distribution
over the interval from −π/2 to π/2; Rm×n and Cm×n

denote a matrix with m× n real elements and m× n complex
elements, respectively; ∆θ2

θ1
f [·] = ∂

∂θ1

∂
∂θT

2
f [·] denotes the

second derivative over θ1 and θ2; A ⪰ 0 denotes that matrix
A is semi-definite; ∥ · ∥ denotes the l2 norm.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As depicted in Fig. 1, we consider a downlink ISAC system.
A monostatic MIMO radar and an MIMO communication
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Fig. 1: Monostatic ISAC system in which one BS performs communication
and sensing tasks simultaneously.

transmitter are integrated inside a BS, which is equipped with
Nt transmit antennas and Nr receive antennas. The BS sends
wireless signals to perform radar sensing of an ET and data
communication with Nc single-antenna CUs simultaneously.
The CUs are capable of decoding communication messages
based on their own received signals. At the same time, the
BS receives echo signals reflected from the surface of the ET,
from which the unknown parameters of the ET, including the
range, direction, and orientation, can be extracted with specific
methods. To guarantee the feasibility of basic radar sensing
and communication functions, we assume Nc ≤ Nt ≤ Nr

throughout the paper.
In the sequel, we first introduce the signal model for

communication, followed by the description of the contour
modeling for ET, as well as the sensing signal model.

A. Communication Signal Model
The BS performs sensing based on existing communication

protocols, where all transmit antennas are utilized to send only
communication signals for ISAC tasks. The transmit signal can
be expressed as

x(t) =
∑Nc

n=1
wncn(t), (1)

where wn ∈ CNt and cn(t) are the beamforming vector
and communication signal for the n-th CU, respectively. The
communication signals are generated by wide-sense stationary
stochastic process with zero-mean and unit power, and they are
uncorrelated for different CUs. That is,

E
[
c(t)cH(t)

]
= INc , (2)

where c(t) = [c1(t), ..., cNc
(t)]

T ∈ CNc is the communication
symbol vector. Let W = [w1, ...,wNc

] ∈ CNt×Nc denote
the transmit beamforming matrix. The covariance matrix of
transmitted signals is

Rx = E
[
x(t)xH(t)

]
= WWH . (3)

The received signal yn(t) at the n-th CU is expressed as

yn(t) = hH
n x(t)+ zn(t) = hH

n

∑Nc

n=1
wncn(t)+ zn(t), (4)

where zn(t) is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with
zero-mean and σ2

c variance, and hn ∈ CNt is the communica-
tion channel vector. We adopt the narrow-band assumption

Fig. 2: Bird-eye view of an ET with TFS contour [25].

since the frequency selectivity of the channel is negligible
when B ≪ fc, where B is the effective bandwidth of the
ISAC system, fc is the carrier frequency. By following the
Saleh-Valenzuela model, the channel vector can be expressed
as

hn =
√
gn

∑L

l=1
βl,na

(
ϕt
l,n

)
, (5)

where gn is the large-scale path loss, L denotes the number
of multipath components between the CU and the BS, βl,n ∼
CN (0, σ2

l,n) is the complex gain of the l-th path with the
assumption of σ2

1,c ≥ σ2
2,n ≥ ... ≥ σ2

L,n and
∑L

l=1 σ
2
l,n = 1,

ϕt
l,n ∼ U(−π/2, π/2) represent the directions of departure at

the BS.
To guarantee the communication quality of each CU, the

transmit beamformers should be designed to reduce the inter-
user interference among different CUs, so as to achieve a
certain level of SINR for all users. The SINR of the n-th
CU can is given by

γn =

∣∣hH
n wn

∣∣2∑Nc

i=1,i̸=n |hH
n wi|2 + σ2

n

. (6)

The achievable sum-rate of all CUs can be obtained as∑Nc

n=1 log2 (1 + γn).

B. Extended Target Contour Model

In this work, the received echo signals at the BS are assumed
to be reflected from the ET contour elements with LoS to
the BS, and the reflection from interior components of the
ET is ignored considering the significant penetration loss.
Consequently, the choice of contour modeling directly affects
the sensing performance. Various ET contour models have
been proposed in the radar sensing literature, e.g. multiple
ellipses [26], [27], B-spline curve [28], and Gaussian process
[29]. These models can capture useful details such as the
rounded corners of ET, yet typically come at the cost of
notably increased complexity and interpretability lackage with
respect to the ET parameters. Instead, in this work we build
on the TFS model proposed in [25], [30], which utilizes a
tractable number of parameters to describe the ET contour
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and effectively captures the backscattering effects generated
by a waveform impinging on an arbitrarily shaped ET.

As presented in the bird-eye-view of Fig. 2, the ET is
located at the origin of the local coordinate system where the
+x axis is aligned with the heading of the target. The target
orientation is defined as the angle φ from the global +x axis
to the local +x axis. The local coordinate of each contour
element is represented by the TFS with 2Q coefficients as a
function of local direction u. Particularly, while the general
TFS has both sine and cosine harmonics, we project each
contour element onto the local x and y axis, and represent
the corresponding x and y components in the local coordi-
nate with only cosine and sine harmonics, respectively. The
above modelling scheme can effectively reduce the number
of necessary contour coefficients, especially for targets with a
symmetric contour. As such, the contour can be generated for
local direction u ∈ [0, 2π], by

ρ (u) =

Q∑
q=1

[
aq cos (qu)
bq sin (qu)

]
=

[
νTm
ςTn

]
, (7)

where ν = [cos (u) , ..., cos (Qu)]
T is the cosine harmonics,

ς = [sin (u) , ..., sin (Qu)]
T is the sine harmonics, m =

[a1, ..., aQ]
T is the TFS cosine coefficient and n = [b1, ..., bQ]

T

is the TFS sine coefficient. Since the target is assumed to
be located at the origin of the local frame, the zeroth order
TFS coefficients a0 and b0 are not considered here. To obtain
an anti-clockwise cycling contour, the coefficients of the first
harmonic should satisfy a1 > 0, b1 > 0. While the modified
TFS naturally captures the symmetry characteristic of the
target contour, the number of TFS coefficients Q determines
the precision of the curve when approximating the ground-
truth contour. Typically, when the contour details are out of
consideration, e.g. in bandwidth shortage and distant location
circumstances, it is more appropriate to assign Q with a
relatively small value. On the other hand, if the target is located
close to the BS, or the contour is highly irregular with twists
and turns, we tend to set a large Q for better approximation.

Assume the BS is located at the origin of the global
coordinate system and +x axis is aligned with the antenna
orientation. The target displacement can be presented as

po = [do cosϕo, do sinϕo]
T
, (8)

where do represents the range between the BS and the target
center and ϕo is the target direction. For a specific element on
the contour with local direction u, its global displacement can
be expressed as

p (u) = po +Vρ (u) , (9)

where V =

[
cosφ − sinφ
sinφ cosφ

]
is the spin matrix at orientation

φ with regard to the +x axis in the global coordinate system.
Finally, we obtain the complete target contour in the global
coordinate, defined as C = {p (u) : 0 ≤ u ≤ 2π}.

Remark 1: In the existing ISAC literature, an ET is some-
times treated as multiple virtual anchors and therefore the
sensing of an ET is simply to estimate the multiple scatterers

along the ET [31], or the corresponding sensing response ma-
trix [23]. Such a method cannot, however, explicitly estimate
the center parameters of the ET, e.g., do, ϕo and φ, which can
be further used to recover all elements along the ET contour
with (9). When tracking multiple scatterers along the ET, the
detectable scatterers of faraway ET may abnormally vanish
due to limited angular resolution. However, this barely affects
the estimation of the ET center, since it relies on the echo
signals regarding all visible ET contour elements. This is the
main advantage of using the contour model to describe an ET,
rather than using multiple scatterers, for target estimation or
target tracking.

C. Received Sensing Signal Model
We consider a full-duplex system. The BS sends downlink

communication signals and captures the echo signals reflected
from the LoS contour of ET simultaneously. The co-located
transmitter and receiver antenna arrays are assumed to be per-
fectly decoupled, such that the sensing performance does not
suffer from self-interference (SI) in the full-duplex operation.1

We define CLoS and uLoS as the target LoS contour and local
direction of LoS contour elements, respectively. While the
target contour is a continuous curve on the 2D plane, we can
split CLoS into K disjoint subsections with an angular interval
of ∆u = uLoS/K, then we have CLoS =

⋃K
k=1 Ck where

Ck =
{
p (uk) , u

lower
LoS + (k − 1)∆u ≤ uk ≤ ulower

LoS + k∆u
}

.
The local directions ulower

LoS ≤ u1 ≤ ulower
LoS + ∆u ≤ u2 ≤

... ≤ uK ≤ uupper
LoS = ulower

LoS +K∆u define a non-overlapping
partition of the local LoS angular range

[
ulower
LoS , uupper

LoS

]
.

Consequently, the received echo signal at the BS can be
expressed as

s (t) =

∫
CLoS

sρ(t) dρ =

K∑
k=1

sk(t)

= g

K∑
k=1

√
lkαkb (ϕk)a

H (ϕk)x

(
t− 2dk

c0

)
(10)

where c0 is the speed of light, sρ and sk refer to the echo
signals as a function of ρ and Ck, αk, ϕk, dk and lk refer
to the complex radar cross section (RCS), global direction,
range, and perimeter of Ck, respectively, g = 1/d2o is the
sensing path loss, a(·) and b(·) are the steering vectors of
transmit and receive antennas, respectively. Since the echo
signals are originated from sufficiently separated scatterers on
the ET, the RCS of scatterers can be conveniently modelled as
independent Gaussian variables,2 i.e., αk ∼ CN (0, 1). After
mixing with AWGN in the wireless channel, the received
sensing signal at the BS is

ys (t) = s (t) + zs (t) , (11)

where zs (t) ∈ CNr is the AWGN vector with zero-mean and
σ2
s variance for each element.

1In practice, if SI cannot be canceled perfectly [32], we can further reduce
the impact of SI by designing appropriate beamformers, for instance nulling
the residual SI [33] or suppressing the beampattern gain in the receiver
direction [34], which is beyond the scope of this paper.

2One more reasonable RCS model for the ET takes the correlation be-
tween the scatterers along the ET contour into account, which formulates a
complicated RCS function of incident and scattering angles [25].
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III. CRB ANALYSIS

Following the derivation framework in [25, Section III], we
extend the CRB analysis from the SIMO scenario [25] to the
generalized MIMO scenario in this section.

A. CRB for Extended Target

We define ξ =
[
αT , g,κT

]T
as the set of unknown param-

eters. Here, α = [R (α1, α2, ..., αK) , I (α1, α2, ..., αK)]
T ∈

R2K is a nuisance RCS vector parameter, g is the sensing path
loss term as defined before, and κ =

[
do, ϕo, φ,m

T ,nT
]T ∈

R2Q+3 is the deterministic vector parameter of interest. As
stated in (11), the received echo signals are independent
complex Gaussian vectors with ys (t) ∼ CN

(
s (t) , σ2

sINr

)
.

Within a certain observation period ts, the log-likelihood
function for estimating ξ from ys (t) is presented as

log p (ys|ξ) =
2

σ2
s

R
∫
ts

yH
s s (t) dt− 1

σ2
s

∫
ts

∥s (t)∥2dt

− 1

σ2
s

∫
ts

∥y (t)∥2dt− tsNrlog
(
πσ2

s

)
. (12)

According to the definition in [25], we obtain the Fisher
information matrix (FIM) of all parameters in ξ as

J (ξ) = −E
[
∆ξ

ξ log p (ys,α|g,κ)
]

= −E
[
∆ξ

ξ log p (ys|α, g,κ)
]
− E

[
∆ξ

ξ log p (α|g,κ)
]

= −E
[
∆ξ

ξ log p (ys|ξ)
]
− E

[
∆ξ

ξ log p (α)
]
, (13)

where p (ys,α|g,κ) is the joint a posteriori probability density
function of the echo signals. Note that the second equality in
(13) holds as a direct application of the Bayes theorem, and
the third equality explores the fact that RCS α is a random
vector independent of g and κ.

Since the received signals obey Gaussian distribution, we
can obtain the expected second derivative of the log-likelihood
function as

−E
[
∆θ2

θ1
log p (ys|ξ)

]
=

2

σ2
s

R
∫
ts

E
[
∂sH

∂θ1

∂s

∂θT
2

]
dt, (14)

where θ1 and θ2 are arbitrary variables. Once again, con-
sidering the random characteristic of RCS, we can de-
rive E

[
∆α

g log p (α)
]

= 02K×1 and E [∆α
κ log p (α)] =

02K×(2Q+3). We also have E
[
∆α

g log p (ys|ξ)
]
= 02K×1 and

E [∆α
κ log p (ys|ξ)] = 02K×(2Q+3) since E [αk] = 0.

Combining the above properties, the FIM can be split as

J (ξ) =

[
Fα 02K×(2Q+4)

0(2Q+4)×2K F(κ,g)

]
, (15)

F(κ,g) =

[
fg fTκ,g

fκ,g fκ

]
, (16)

where Fα ∈ R2K×2K , fκ ∈ R(2Q+3)×(2Q+3) and F(κ,g) ∈
R(2Q+4)×(2Q+4) are FIMs of the RCS parameter α, the deter-
ministic vector κ and the combination of (κ, g), respectively,
ig is the Fisher information scalar related to the path loss term
g, fκ,g ∈ R2Q+3 refers to the Fisher vector regarding the path
loss term g and parameters of interest κ.

It should be noted that while there are a total of 2Q+2K+4
unknown parameters in ξ, we are only interested in the specific
estimation of 2Q + 3 parameters in κ. Thus, the effective
Fisher information matrix (EFIM) should be extracted from the
overall FIM for further analysis. We commence by ignoring
the FIM elements related to α given its irrelevance of κ and g,
and only focus on the lower-right matrix block F(κ,g). Then,
we invert fκ as the Schur complement of fg over fκ,g and
calculate the EFIM as

J (κ) = fκ − fκ,gf
T
κ,g/fg. (20)

With prior information of the RCS parameter α, the simpli-
fied EFIM J (κ) can be extracted from the original FIM J (ξ).
Nevertheless, we still need to calculate the matrix inverse of
EFIM to obtain the final CRB matrix on κ. It should be noted
that EFIM J (κ) has a dimension of (2Q+ 3) × (2Q+ 3),
where the value of TFS parameter Q is generally greater
than 8 for an acceptable representation of the contour. Hence,
considering the matrix inversion operation, it is hard to obtain
closed-form CRB on a specific parameter directly from J (κ),
say the target direction, not to mention constructing a solvable
problem aimed at minimizing the derived CRB. Consequently,
we further define κ =

[
κT
1 ,κ

T
2

]T
, κ1 = [do, ϕo, φ]

T , κ2 =[
mT ,nT

]T
, and make the following assumptions

fκ =

[
Fκ1 FT

κ2,κ1

Fκ2,κ1
Fκ2

]
, (21)

fκ,g =
[
fTκ1,g, f

T
κ2,g

]T
, (22)

J (κ) =

[
J (κ1) JT (κ2,κ1)

J (κ2,κ1) J (κ2)

]
, (23)

CRBκ = J−1(κ) =
(
fκ − fκ,gf

T
κ,g/fg

)−1
, (24a)

CRBκ1
= J−1(κ1) =

(
Fκ1

− fκ1,gf
T
κ1,g/fg

)−1
, (24b)

where the modified EFIM J (κ1) and J (κ2) compose the
upper-left and lower-right matrix blocks of the original EFIM
J (κ). The elements of fκ and fκ,g , i.e. Fκ1

, Fκ1,κ2
and

fκ1,g , share similar definitions with the elements in (16).
While J (κ1) is a shrunken version of J (κ) with a size of
3×3, it provides a robust and closed-form CRB approximation
for J (κ) regarding the shared parameters κ1 in these two
EFIMs, namely CRBκ1

(do) ≈ CRBκ (do), CRBκ1
(ϕo) ≈

CRBκ (ϕo) and CRBκ1
(φ) ≈ CRBκ (φ), which compose

the main diagonal of matrix CRBκ1
. Such an approximation

becomes accurate when the ET is sufficiently distant from the
BS.

From another aspect, the contour parameter κ2 is actually
invariant for one specific ET. We can exclude κ2 from κ to
be estimated when the estimating accuracy is acceptable after
several observations, or when κ2 is already known by the
BS. As such, the whole EFIM J (κ) naturally degrades to the
modified EFIM J (κ1). In the following, we shall use CRB to
replace CRBκ1

for simplicity. Finally, with prior knowledge
of the RCS distribution and the exact contour of the target,
we have the following theorem:
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CRB (do) =

(
2g2NrZ2

σ2
s

)−1
[

K∑
k=1

lka
H
k Rxak −

(∑K

k=1
lkXka

H
k Rxak

)2

/
∑K

k=1
lkX

2
ka

H
k Rxak

]−1

, (17)

CRB (ϕo) =

(
2g2Nrts

σ2
s

)−1


K∑
k=1

lk
(
Z1,ka

H
k Rxak + ȧHk Rxȧk

)
−

[
K∑

k=1

lk
(
ȧHk Rxak + ȧHk Rxak

)]2

/4

K∑
k=1

lka
H
k Rxak

−1,

(18)

CRB (φ) = CRB (ϕo) +

(
2g2NrZ2

σ2
s

)−1
[

K∑
k=1

lkX
2
ka

H
k Rxak −

(∑K

k=1
lkXka

H
k Rxak

)2

/
∑K

k=1
lka

H
k Rxak

]−1

. (19)

Theorem 1: The CRBs on do, ϕo and φ can
be expressed as (17) − (19), respectively, where
Z1,k = π2

(
N2

r − 1
)
cos2ϕk/12, Z2 = (4πB/c)

2,
Xk = −νT

k m cos (ϕo + φ) + ςTk n sin (ϕo + φ), ak is
the abbreviation for a (ϕk), νk = [cos (uk) , ..., cos (Quk)]

T

and ςk = [sin (uk) , ..., sin (Quk)]
T are the cosine and sine

harmonics, respectively.
Proof: Please see Appendix I. ■
Remark 2: Observing the structures of the CRBs in (17)−

(19), we can find some interesting facts: 1) While the CRB
on ϕo has merely one summation operation over the con-
tour subsections, the CRBs on do and φ are typically more
sophisticated with multiple summations; 2) The CRBs on
angle parameters are closely related, where CRB (φ) can
be expressed as the sum of CRB (ϕo) and a term similar
to CRB (do). This also indicates that target orientation φ is
harder to be estimated than the direction ϕo; 3) CRB (ϕo) for
ET can be viewed as an extended version of CRB (ϕo) for
PT in [23], despite some coefficient difference.

Since the direction is generally recognized as a crucial
parameter in ISAC systems for effective beamforming, in the
subsequent sections we shall focus on the minimization of
CRB (ϕo), setting aside the discussion of other CRBs.

B. CRB for Point Target

In the radar literature, a target located far away from the
radar is generally considered as a PT. This is a special case
of ET with zero contour and zero extend. In this subsection,
we follow the similar derivation procedures in the previous
subsection to obtain the CRBs for PT and then establish their
connections. Following the notations in (10)− (11), the echo
signals and the received sensing signals are

sp (t) = gαpb (ϕo)a
H (ϕo)x (t− 2do/c0) , (25)

ys,p = sp (t) + zs(t), (26)

where the subscript p refers to the PT case, αp describes the
target RCS. We can observe that sensing a PT is typically
less difficult compared with sensing an ET, since the number
of unknown parameters shrinks from 2Q + 3 to 2, and we
only need to estimate do and ϕo for a PT. Applying similar
derivation process of the CRBs for ET, the CRBs for PT are

CRBp (do) =
(
2g2pNrZ2/σ

2
s

)−1(
aHo Rxao

)−1
, (27)

CRBp (ϕo) =
(
2g2pNrts/σ

2
s

)−1[
Z1,oa

H
o Rxao + ȧHo Rxȧo −

(
ȧHo Rxao + aHo Rxȧo

)2
4aHo Rxao

]−1

,

(28)

where ao is the abbreviation of a (ϕo), the auxiliary variables
Z1,o and Z2 share the same definition with (17) − (18).
Comparing (17) − (18) with (27) − (28), if we eliminate
the terms related to the contour intermediate variable Xk and
normalize the length variable lk, it can be observed that CRBs
of PT are equivalent to the modified CRBs of ET with a single
reflection point, revealing the connection between PT and ET.

IV. JOINT BEAMFORMING DESIGN

In this section, we focus on the joint beamforming design
for the ISAC system. We first present the general ISAC
beamforming optimization problem in Section IV-A, which
aims at minimizing the CRB for direction estimation under
communication and beam coverage constraints. To solve this
problem, a standard SDR beamforming algorithm and an
efficient ZF beamforming algorithm are presented in Section
IV-B and Section IV-C, respectively.

A. General Beamforming Optimization Problem

Our goal is to optimize the beamformers for minimizing
CRB of the direction estimation for ET in (18), under some
practical constraints. The problem can be formulated as

(P1) : min
{wn}Nc

n=1

CRB (ϕo) (29)

s.t. tr (Rx) ≤ Pt,Rx =
∑Nc

n=1
Rn (29a)(

1 + Γ−1
)
hH
n Rnhn ≥ hH

n Rxhn + σ2
n,∀n, (29b)

2 min
1≤k≤K

(
aHk Rxak

)
− max

1≤k≤K

(
aHk Rxak

)
≥ 0, (29c)

here, constraint (29a) is to ensure a total transmit power
constraint at the BS, and constraint (29b) is to guarantee the
minimum SINR requirement for each CU, where Γ is the SINR
threshold for all CUs and Rn = wnw

H
n is the covariance

matrix for the n-th CU. The last constraint (29c) is a beam
coverage constraint for ET sensing. The reason for adding
(29c) is as follows.

To facilitate the sensing of ET instead of PT, we need to
ensure that every element on the ET LoS contour receives
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sufficient energy and reflects off valid echo signals, which
is vital for further ET parameter estimation. We use the
beampattern term aHk Rxak to describe the energy received
by the elements along the k-th LoS contour subsection. Thus,
(29c) serves as a special 3-dB beam coverage constraint,
where the maximum received energy of each LoS contour
element should cater to the corresponding minimum value.
Note that in (10), we discretize the LoS contour curve into K
subsections, and (29c) can be expressed in a max-min discrete
form in P1.

Recalling the expression in (18), it is clear that the objective
function CRB (ϕo) is non-convex owing to its fractional
structure. Here we introduce an auxiliary variable t to reshape
CRB (ϕo) in P1. We assume that

K∑
k=1

lk
(
Z1,ka

H
k Rxak + ȧHk Rxȧk

)
−

[
K∑

k=1

lkR
(
ȧHk Rxak

)]2

/

K∑
k=1

lka
H
k Rxak ≥ t. (30)

Utilizing the Schur complement condition [23], we addi-
tionally introduce an auxiliary second-order matrix P, where
(30) can be transformed into a semidefinte form as

P =

K∑
k=1

lkPk ⪰ 0, (31a)

Pk =

[(
Z1,ka

H
k Rxak + ȧHk Rxȧk

)
− t

Klk
R

(
ȧHk Rxak

)
R

(
ȧHk Rxak

)
aHk Rxak

]
.

(31b)

Finally, we get the equivalent form of problem P1 as

(P2) : min
{wn}Nc

n=1,t
− t (32)

s.t. P ⪰ 0, (32a)
(29a), (29b), (29c),

where P in problem P2 is consistent with that in (31a).

B. Joint Transmit Beamforming Design via SDR

We observe that problem P2 is still non-convex owing to the
quadratic terms in the constraints, for instance Rn = wnw

H
n .

To formulate a convex problem, one common practice is to
employ the SDR technique, replacing the original variable wn

by Rn = wnw
H
n with rank-one constraint rank (Rn) = 1.

Omitting this rank-one constraint leads to the semidefinite
programming (SDP) problem as follows

(P3) : min
{Rn}Nc

n=1,t
− t (33)

s.t. Rn ⪰ 0,∀n, (33a)
(29a), (29b), (29c), (32a).

It can be noted that the relaxed problem P3 is a stan-
dard SDP problem whose global optimum can be efficiently
obtained by convex optimization toolboxes [35], [36]. While
the solution for P3 usually holds optimal for the initial non-
convex problem P2, we can not guarantee P3 to be a tight re-
laxation of P2 for all circumstances owing to the complicated

constraints. In other words, the optimal solutions {Rn}Nc

n=1 for
P3 are not necessarily all rank-one. Consequently, we present
a rank-one solution extracting algorithm to obtain the valid
beamformers, as outlined in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Extract rank-one beamformers from P2.

INPUT:
P2 solutions {Rn}Nc

n=1

OUTPUT:
Rank-one transmit beamformers {w̃n}Nc

n=1

STEPS:
1) Randomly extract ũn ∈ span (Rn)
2) Execute

η̃ =
[
γ1σ

2
n, ...γNc

σ2
n

]T
,[

F̃
]
i,n

=

{
ũH
i hH

i hiũi, i = n,

ΓũH
i hH

n hnũi, i ̸= n,

q̃ = F̃−1η̃ = [q̃1, ..., q̃Nc
]
T
,

w̃n =
√
q̃nũn, n = 1, ..., Nc.

Theorem 2: If {Rn}Nc

n=1 is the optimal solution to P3, then
Algorithm 1 gives a solution {w̃c}Nc

n=1 to P2 without violating
constraints (29a) and (29b).

Proof: See Chapter 18 in [37]. ■
Note that one single solution {w̃n}Nc

n=1 from Algorithm 1
is not necessarily guaranteed to satisfy the beam coverage
constraint (29c). Thus, we can execute Algorithm 1 multiple
times till constraint (29c) is met.

C. Joint Transmit Beamforming Design via ZF

Solving problem P3 in previous section suffers from high
complexity and inevitable randomness due to Algorithm 1,
which motivates us to explore a more efficient and determin-
istic beamforming algorithm. In this subsection, we utilize ZF
to design transmit beamformers. ZF beamforming is a well-
known suboptimal beamforming approach [38] which provides
a tradeoff between complexity and system performance. The
basic ZF conditions can be formulated as [HW]i,n = 0, i ̸= n
and [HW]i,n = pn, i = n. The matrix notation is expressed
as

HW = diag {√p} , (34)

where p = [p1, ..., pNc ]
T is the power allocation vector. It can

be observed that ZF naturally decouples the multiuser channel
into Nc independent subchannels, transforming the beamform-
ing design to a power allocation problem. We assume that H
is a full row-rank matrix. The generalized inverse matrix of
H is

H− = H† +P⊥U, (35)

where H† = HH
(
HHH

)−1
=

[
h

†

1, ...,h
†

Nc

]
is the pseudo-

inverse of H, P⊥ = INt
− H†H orthogonally projects any

vector onto the null space of H, U = [u1, ...,uNc
] is an
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arbitrary matrix yet to be designed. Combining (34) and (35),
a universal form for ZF beamforming is expressed as

W = H−diag {√p} =
(
H† +P⊥U

)
diag {√p} , (36)

wn =
√
pn

(
h†
n +P⊥un

)
. (37)

From (37), the original beamforming design of W is
transformed to optimizing the power allocation vector p and
the arbitrary matrix U. To guarantee robust target estimation
performance in radar systems, a common practice is to steer
the probing signals straightly towards the direction of target.
Then, we decompose each vector uc in U into a linear
combination of target contour subsection steering vectors,
namely

un =
∑K

k=1
ηn,kak, (38)

here the subscripts n, k represent that the steering vector of
the k-th contour subsection direction is assigned to the n-th
CU’s beamformer, ηn,k is the steering vector coefficient. The
optimization problem is thus presented as

(P4) : min
{ηn,k}Nc,K

n=1,k=1,{pn}Nc
n=1,t

− t (39)

s.t. pc ≥ Γσ2
n,∀n, (39a)

wn =
√
pn

[
h†
n +P⊥

∑K

k=1
ηn,kak

]
,∀n (39b)

(29a), (29c), (32a).

The optimization problem P4 is non-convex due to the
multiplicative coupling between variables, i.e. unu

H
n =∑K

k1=1

∑K
k2=1 ηn,k1

ηn,k2
ak1

aHk2
has a non-convex term of

ηn,k1
ηn,k2

. To avoid the non-convex coupling, the column
vectors in U is further modified to align with merely one
contour subsection direction, namely

un = ηnakn , (40)

here kn represents the subsection index aligned to the n-
th CU which is selected from the contour subsection set
K = {1, ...,K}, ηn is the steering vector coefficient. The
beamformer can be obtained as

wn =
√
pn

(
h†
n +P⊥un

)
=

√
pn

(
h†
n +P⊥ηnakn

)
. (41)

From (41), we can observe that there still exists non-
convex multiplicative coupling between variables pn and ηn.
Consequently, we conditionally omit pn and reconstruct an
equivalent beamforming vector wn as follows

wn =
√
pnh

†
n +P⊥un =

√
pnh

†
n +P⊥ηnakn . (42)

The equivalence between the non-omitted and modified
beamformer in (41) and (42) is straightforward. Given an op-
timal solution pn and η̂n regarding the non-omitted beamform-
ing vector (41), we can simply obtain the same beamformer
by defining ηn = η̂n/

√
pn in (42), and vice versa. The final

ZF beamforming problem can be formulated as follows

(P5) : min
{ηn,pn}Nc

n=1,t
− t (43)

s.t. wn =
√
pnh

†
n +P⊥ηnakn

,∀n, (43a)
(29a), (29c), (32a), (39a).

We note that the exact direction ϕkn
∈ {ϕ1, ..., ϕK} for

all beamformers should be determined prior to solving the ZF
problem, namely we need to select Nc out of totally K direc-
tions in advance. While it would be very efficient to utilize
one feasible and robust direction combination

{
ϕk1

, ..., ϕkNc

}
by experience to solve P5, more generally we need to try
through at total CNc

K direction sets in P5 and find the optimal
one for beamforming design. For each set, problem P5 can be
efficiently solved by existing toolboxes [35], [36]. The optimal
solution is defined as the beamforming matrix with minimum
CRB as follows{

wopt
n

}Nc

n=1
= min

1≤e≤CNc
K

CRB
(
{wn,e}Nc

n=1

)
, (44)

where the subscript e refers to the direction set index.

D. Complexity Analysis

The primary computation burdens in SDR and ZF beam-
forming originate from solving the SDP problems P3 and P5.
With a given solution accuracy ε, the worst case complexity
to solve the SDR beamforming problem P3 with the primal-
dual interior-point method is O

(
N6.5

c N6.5
t log (1/ε)

)
, whereas

the complexity to solve ZF beamforming problem P5 is
O
(
N6.5

c CNc

K log (1/ε)
)

. Briefly omitting the CNc

K term caused
by the iteration of direction sets, the worst-case complex flops
for ZF beamforming is greatly lowered by a factor of N6.5

t

compared to SDR beamforming. Since the flops caused by
constraints is negligible in both SDR and ZF algorithms,
the significant complexity reduction is mostly attributed to
the sharp decrease of variable element numbers. Specifically,
problem P3 has Nc matrix variables and one scalar variable to
be optimized with totally NcN

2
t +1 elements, whereas problem

P5 only has 2Nc + 1 scalar variables to be optimized with
totally 2Nc + 1 elements.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical results to illustrate the
derived CRBs and evaluate the performance of the proposed
beamforming design. If not specifically indicated, we consider
an ISAC BS equipped with Nt = 16 transmit antennas and
Nr = 16 receive antennas. The transmit power is Pt = 0 dBW,
the noise powers of communication and sensing are σ2

n =
σ2
s = −80 dBm. There exist Nc = 4 downlink CUs located

at ϕ = [−60◦,−35◦, 35◦, 60◦]. The path loss of each CU is
100 dB. The LoS signal component of each CU occupies 90%
of the received signal strength, and there exist L = 6 paths
between the BS and each CU. The SINR threshold is set as
Γ = 10 dB. An ET with vehicle shape is assumed to be located
do = 27 m away from the BS with a direction of ϕo = 0◦ and
an orientation of φ = 0◦. The whole LoS contour is divided
into K = 8 disjoint subsections. The length and width of the
target contour are approximately 5 m and 2 m, respectively,
and the TFS contour is parameterized by Q = 8 harmonics.
The observation period is set as ts = 1 s.

For comparsion, we define the SDR beamforming design
proposed in Section IV as the ‘CRB-min Design’. Two
beampattern-approaching beamforming designs proposed in
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Fig. 3: CRBs of target parameters versus distance. (a) range; (b) direction;
(c) orientation.

[19] and [20] are selected as benchmarks, referred as ‘Aver-
age Design’ and ‘Average-Null Design’ respectively. Average
Design in [19] tends to allocate equal energy towards areas of
interest, while, on the basis of [19], Average-Null Design in
[20] additionally prefers the energy transmitted elsewhere to
be zero. We employ a main beam with a half-power beamwidth
of ∆ = 10◦ in the simulation. The global direction grids are
uniformly sampled among [−90◦, 90◦] with an interval of 1◦.

A. Numerical analysis of CRB

In this subsection, we report the numerical analysis of
CRB of ET parameters. Two different ET contours, namely,
vehicle and unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV), are chosen for
the numerical computation of range, direction, and orientation
CRBs. The contour parameters for the vehicle shape are
m =[2.05, -0.002, 0.5, 0, 0.056, 0.001, -0.125, 0.003]T ,
n =[1.24, -0.001, 0.335,-0.001, 0.124, -0.001, 0.018, 0]T ,
while those for the UAV shape are m =[0.797, 0, -0.153, 0,
-0.272, 0, -0.12, 0, 0.045]T , n =[0.797, 0, 0.153, 0, -0.272, 0,
0.12, 0, 0.045]T . To facilitate the comparison between ET and

PT, we set the same received energy for all considered targets
by normalizing the ET contour lengths with

∑K
k=1 lk = 1.

From (17)−(19), we learn that CRB scales to the fourth power
of range and changes sensitively with the range variations. For
ease of analysis, we set the radar SNR γs = NrPt/

(
d4oσ

2
s

)
a constant regardless of the distance between the target and
BS. The ETs and PT are assumed to move along +y axis
from [0, 20] to [0, 200]. All the points are averaged over 2000
beamforming matrix realizations.

Fig. 3(a)−Fig. 3(c) illustrate the CRBs for range do, direc-
tion ϕo, and orientation φ of two different contours, respec-
tively, as a function of the distance between the target and the
BS. The CRBs of PT are also plotted for comparison. From
Fig. 3(a), it is seen that while the range CRB of PT is actually
invariant of distances, the range CRBs of ETs have greatly
diversified response towards target distances. Particularly, the
range CRB of the UAV-shaped ET first decreases sharply, then
converges to a constant as the distance increases. A similar
and more obvious decreasing trend can be observed for the
range CRB of the vehicle-shaped ET throughout the target
movement. Note that the range CRBs of ETs converge to
the range CRB of PT at large distances, which verifies the
equivalence between the CRBs of faraway ET and PT.

From Fig. 3(b), it is seen that the direction CRBs of
the two different ETs share similar decreasing trends with
the range CRBs when the distance increases, and they both
converge to the direction CRB of PT at large distance, say
do ≥ 70m. By comparing Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(c), we also
find that the orientation CRB is constantly larger than the
corresponding direction CRB, which corresponds to the CRB
analysis concluded in Section III. The obtained results are
substantially different for the SIMO radar sensing scenario
[25], for instance the CRBs of ET with a known contour almost
share the same value with those of PT.

B. Comparison Between Proposed Beamformer and Bench-
mark Beamformers

In this section, we compare different beamforming schemes
from three aspects, i.e. the estimation accuracy of unknown
parameter, the beampattern, and the sensing CRB.

We start with the evaluation of estimating performance for
ET direction, and examine the effectiveness of the correspond-
ing CRB. A classic MF estimator is applied to extract the target
direction from echo signals. Define Y = [ys (1) , ...,ys (T )]
as the echo signal sequence plus noise received by the BS
with a certain observation period ts and a total length of T .3

Accordingly, the MF estimator can be presented as

ϕ̂o = argmax
ϕ

∥∥aH (ϕ)Y
∥∥ . (45)

The above direction estimation can be obtained via ex-
haustive search over a fine grid of ϕ ∈ [−90◦, 90◦] with

3For the ET case, it is infeasible to extract directions ϕk
K
k=1 of all scatterers

along the ET, contained in the channel matrix H, from the echo signal Y =
HX + N if rank(X) = Nc < K. Here, C ∈ CNc×T is the symbol
sequence for Nc CUs with length T > Nt ≥ Nc. A common practice is
to introduce extra radar dedicated probing streams in x [23] and extend the
degrees of freedom of X to its maximum, e.g., Nt. Nevertheless, if we only
aim to estimate the center direction ϕo of the ET, it is feasible even in the
case of Nc = 1.
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Fig. 4: The MF-based estimation results of vehicle contour target. The general
parameters of ET are do = 30m, ϕo = 0◦, φ = 0◦. (a) The normalized
MF output at various directions. The ET direction estimation results of (b)
CRB-min Design; (c) Average-Null Design; (d) Average Design. The colors
in (b)-(d) corresponds to the normalized MF value projected onto the contour
element with all considered directions. The estimated direction is a straight
line extended from the BS to the contour element with maximal MF value.
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Fig. 5: The MF-based estimation results of UAV contour target. The general
parameters of ET are do = 26m, ϕo = 0◦, φ = 5◦. (a) The normalized
MF output at various directions. The ET direction estimation results of (b)
CRB-min Design; (c) Average-Null Design; (d) Average Design.

an interval of 0.1◦. Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 present the target
direction estimation performance of different beamforming
schemes for vehicle contour and UAV contour, respectively.
It can observed that our proposed CRB-min Design achieves
better estimation performance over benchmark designs. The
highest peaks of benchmarks obviously move leftwards or
rightwards from the center, whereas the peak of our proposed
CRB-min Design points straightly towards the center with the
minimum deviation. Note that the estimated direction typically
has significant deviation in the UAV contour case, indicating
that the geometry information of ET is poorly utilized by the
MF estimator.

The CRB and MSE of direction estimation are shown in
Fig. 6 as a function of distance, where each point is obtained
based on 20000 independent Monte Carlo simulation trials.
The target is assumed to move along the +y axis in the global
coordinate, and the radar SNR γs is set constant for analysis.
We can observe that CRB-min Design constantly outperforms
benchmark designs with lower CRB and MSE. The CRB of
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Fig. 6: (a) RMSE of the MF-based estimator; (b) Root-CRB of target direction
parameters as a function of the distance between target and BS.
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CRB-min Design, PT
Average-Null Design
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Fig. 7: Beampatterns of varied ISAC beamforming designs. The red circle and
black X mark refer to the directions of CUs and that of ET or PT, respectively.

Average-Null Design has random fluctuations with do ≥ 25m,
while that of Average Design has a significant gap compared
to CRB-min Design with do ≤ 35m. This reveals that, the
unbiased direction preference of benchmark designs naturally
leads to great uncertainty in direction estimation. On the other
hand, our proposed CRB-min Design tends to steer the main
beam towards the central direction of ET, which eliminates
the potential echoes reflected from clusters elsewhere and
contributes to robust direction estimation performance.

By comparing Fig. 6(b) with Fig. 6(a), it is seen that
the direction estimation error is indeed lower bounded by
the corresponding CRB, which validates the derived CRB.
Nevertheless, we note that the estimation MSE is only loosely
bounded by the theoretical lower bound. This suggests that
MF-based estimator is not very suitable for ET and more
sophisticated estimator is to be explored.

Next, we examine the transmit beampatterns of three ET
beamforming designs, along with the CRB-min Design for
PT, as is presented in Fig. 7. Considering the main-lobe char-
acteristic for sensing an ET, our proposed CRB-min Design
succeeds to steer a strong main lobe towards the ET direction,
whereas the benchmark designs either steer the main-lobe
towards a deviated direction from the ET center, or generate
a distorted main beam with an obvious gap in the desired
ET center direction. For the side-lobe characteristic, we can
observe that CRB-min Design and Average Design effectively
suppress the energy transmitted elsewhere, whereas Average-
Null Design has severe side lobes and would eventually slow
down the overall ISAC performance. Compared with ET, the
idea beampattern for PT is characterized by a sharp beam
towards the target center, which is only capable of illuminating
a small area.

Moreover, Fig. 8 presents the CRB value versus the number
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Fig. 9: (a) Sum rates and (b) achieved CRBs of SDR and ZF beamforming
designs as a function of SINR.

of CUs. It can be noted that the sensing CRB is barely affected
by communication demands in few-CU region. Nevertheless,
once the number of CUs exceeds Nc = 5, the sensing
performance can be greatly deteriorated since the power left
for sensing may fail to illuminate the entire ET. Further, with
a fixed number of CUs, we observe that CRB-min Design
constantly outperforms benchmark designs with lower CRBs.

As a closing remark, the fundamental difference of three
beamforming designs roots in the beampattern preference. For
the ET case, the beamformers should both capture the target
direction and cover the whole contour. The estimation of spe-
cific directions prefers sharp beams, whereas the reception of
echo signals reflected off the LoS contour requires sufficiently
wide beams. The benchmark beampattern designs consider the
contour coverage requirement by allocating equal energy to
a given range, yet ignore the direction-capture requirement.
In contrast, our proposed design achieves a balance between
the sharp and wide beam contradictory, generating a desirable
transmit beampattern with the minimum MSE and CRB.

C. Comparison Between SDR and ZF Beamformers

In this section, we compare the communication and sensing
performance of SDR and ZF beamforming algorithms in NLoS
communication channels, where the LoS link between each
CU and the BS is completely blocked.

Fig. 9 present the sum-rates and CRBs of the proposed two
beamformers. Observed from Fig. 9(a), ZF algorithm achieves
higher sum-rate compared to SDR algorithm, especially in the
low-SINR region. This gap gradually narrows as the SINR
demand increases and approaches zero when Γ = 10 dB. The
above result follow the nature of ZF algorithm where ZF aims
to completely eliminate the MU interference regardless of the

given SINR threshold. In order to meet dual constraints of
SINR threshold and interference elimination, ZF algorithm
typically needs to allocate more power to communication
functionality owing to the complicated multi-path channel
conditions, resulting in higher sum-rates.

From Fig. 9(b), we can learn that CRB increases for larger
SINR threshold, indicating that better communication quality
intuitively comes at the price of sensing performance loss in
ISAC system. Moreover, the CRB of SDR scheme is lower
than that of ZF scheme and such gap is enlarged with the
increase of SINR threshold and the number of CUs. This is
consistent with our analysis in Fig. 9(a), where limited power
is allocated to radar sensing in NLoS channels owing to the
strict communication demands.

To conclude, the low-complexity ZF beamforming scheme
inevitably leads to sensing performance degradation compared
to the SDR scheme. Yet, since the CRB loss is acceptable
in most scenarios, we can utilize SDR beamforming algo-
rithm under strict target estimation requirements, and flexibly
switch to ZF beamforming scheme with limited computation
resources.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper considers the transmit beamforming design in an
MU-MIMO ISAC system, where one BS communicates with
multiple CUs and senses one ET at the same time. Building
on the basis of TFS contour modeling, we first derive closed-
form CRBs on the central range, direction, and orientation
of the ET. Then, the transmit beamformers are optimized to
minimize the CRB on the target direction estimation, under the
constraint of SINR threshold for communication and the beam
coverage requirement for sensing. To solve the non-convex
optimization problem, we first employ the SDR technique and
propose a rank-one solution extraction scheme for non-tight
relaxation scenarios. To reduce the calculation complexity, we
further propose a ZF beamforming algorithm, which utilizes
the degrees of freedom of communication channel null space
to perform the sensing task.

Through numerical simulation, we explore the diverse
CRB characteristics of vehicle and UAV shaped ETs, and
verify the effectiveness of the derived CRB for ET. Among
all circumstances considered, our proposed CRB-min design
constantly achieves better estimation performance over
benchmark beamforming designs, featured by lower CRB
and MSE. Last but not least, compared with the our SDR
beamformers, the ZF beamformers trade minor CRB loss
for great computation efficiency, serving as an alternative
algorithm for resource limited scenarios.

APPENDIX I
THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Based on the derivation framework in [25, Appendix I], the
overall expression for the CRB is presented in Appendix I-
A, followed by the detailed derivations of the intermediate
variables in Appendices I-B through I-E.
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A. General Derivation of J (κ1)

Define qk = b (ϕk)a
H (ϕk)x (t− 2dk/c0), the echo signal

in (10) can be expressed as s (t) = g
∑K

k=1

√
lkαkqk. Under

the definition of Fκ1
= −E

[
∆κ1

κ1
log p (ys|ξ)

]
, we have

Fκ1
= E

[
2g2

σ2
s

R
∫
ts

K∑
k1=1

K∑
k2=1

√
lk1

lk2
α∗
k1
αk2

∂qH
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dt
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σ2
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∫
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∂qH
k

∂κ1

∂qk

∂κT
1

dt, (46)

where the third equality holds since αk ∼ CN (0, 1),
E
[
α∗
k1
αk2

]
= 1 for k1 = k2 and E

[
α∗
k1
αk2

]
= 0 for

k1 ̸= k2. We notice that the calculation of ∂qH
k /∂κ1 is com-

plicated since qk is directly linked with intermediate variables
Θk = [dk, ϕk]

T which depend on the contour parameters
{aq, bq}Qq=1. Thus, following the chain rule ∂qH

k /∂κ1 =
∂qH

k

∂Θk

∂ΘT
k

∂κ1
, we can rewrite the FIM as follows

Fκ1
=

2g2
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s
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(∫
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∂qH
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)
∂Θk

∂κT
1

. (47)

With the formulas in Appendix I-B to Appendix I-E, (47)
can be further written as

Fκ1
=
2g2Nr

σ2
s

K∑
k=1

lka
H
k Rxak

[µk, ηk]
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Z2 0
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ȧHk Rxȧk
aHk Rxak
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tsηkη

T
k

]
. (48)

Similar to the steps in (48), we obtain fg and fκ1,g as

fg =
2Nrts
σ2
s

K∑
k=1

lka
H
k Rxak, (49)

fκ1,g =
2g
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k=1

lk
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ȧHk Rxak

)
, 0

]T

. (50)

Finally, combining (48)− (50) with (24b), we can get the
closed-form CRBs in (17)− (19).

B. Derivation of ∂ΘT
k /∂κ1

We decompose ∂ΘT
k /∂κ1 = [∂dk/∂κ1, ∂ϕk/∂κ1] as

µk =
∂dk
∂κ1

=

[
∂dk
∂do

,
∂dk
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,
∂dk
∂φ

]T
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∂ϕk

∂κ1
=

[
∂ϕk

∂do
,
∂ϕk

∂ϕo
,
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2
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,

≈
[
0, 1, 0

]T
, (52)

where parameters {dk, ϕk,ρk,pk} are respectively the range,
direction, local position and global position of the k-th contour

section, p⊥ =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
po. The approximations are valid

under the assumption that 1/do → 0.

C. Derivation of R
∫
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We start with the calculation of ∂qk
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)
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where ẋ (t) = ∂x (t) /∂t, ȧk = ∂ak/∂ϕ and ḃk = ∂bk/∂ϕ.
With the extra identities listed in Appendix I-E, we further

derive R
∫
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dt as

R
∫
ts

∂qH
k

∂dk

∂qk

∂dk
dt = NrZ2a

H
k Rxak, (55)

R
∫
ts

∂qH
k

∂ϕk

∂qk

∂ϕk
dt = Nrts

(
Z1,ka

H
k Rxak + ȧHk Rxȧk
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D. Derivation of R
∫
ts
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k
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Use the identities in Appendix I-E, we make following
derivation
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The complete matrix writes as

R
∫
ts

∂qH
k

∂Θk
qkdt =

[
0,

Nrts
2

(
ȧHk Rxak + aHk Rxȧk

)]T
.

(61)

E. Related Identities

To facilitate the calculations, we take the center of the ULA
as the reference point with zero phase. Thus, the transmit and
receive antenna response can be presented as

ak = exp (jπ (Nt − 1) /2 sinϕk)[
1, exp (−jπ sinϕk) , ..., exp (−j (Nt − 1)π sinϕk)

]T
,

(62)

bk = exp (jπ (Nr − 1) /2 sinϕk)[
1, exp (−jπ sinϕk) , ..., exp (−j (Nr − 1)π sinϕk)

]T
.

(63)
We can further calculate that ∥bk∥2 = Nr, and get
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2
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2
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2
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)
12

= NrZ1,k. (66)

Next, with the basic assumption in (2), it is clear that∫
ts
c(t)cH(t)dt = tsINc

. Since we are considering a sufficient
long observation period ts, the following Fourier transform
derivation holds when the integration is calculated within ts∫
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For n1 ̸= n2, (67) holds since
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0 given the irrelevance between Cn1 (f) and Cn2 (f). For
n1 = n2 = n, the integral term
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−∞ f |Cn (f)|2df can be

regarded as the mass center of the signal spectrum |Cn (f)|2.
Since such center can be shifted arbitrarily in the frequency
domain, we can locate it at a specific point with zero value
such that (67) still holds. Further, we have∫
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Similar with (67), for n1 ̸= n2, Cn1
(f) is irrelevant with

Cn2 (f) so that (68) holds. For n1 = n2 = n, (68) follows

the definition of B =
(∫ +∞

−∞ f2|Cn (f)|2df
)1/2

.
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