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Abstract—Integrated sensing and communications (ISAC) has
been considered one of the new paradigms for sixth-generation
(6G) wireless networks. In the millimeter-wave (mmWave) ISAC
system, hybrid beamforming (HBF) is considered an emerging
technology to exploit the limited number of radio frequency (RF)
chains in order to reduce the system hardware cost and power
consumption. However, the HBF structure reduces the spatial
degrees of freedom for the ISAC system, which further leads
to increased interference between multiple users and between
users and radar sensing. To solve the above problem, rate
split multiple access (RSMA), which is a flexible and robust
interference management strategy, is considered. We investigate
the joint common rate allocation and HBF design problem for the
HBF-based RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC scheme. We propose
the penalty dual decomposition (PDD) method coupled with the
weighted mean squared error (WMMSE) minimization method to
solve this high-dimensional non-convex problem, which converges
to the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point of the original problem.
Then, we extend the proposed algorithm to the HBF design based
on finite-resolution phase shifters (PSs) to further improve the
energy efficiency of the system. Simulation results demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm and show that the
RSMA-ISAC scheme outperforms other benchmark schemes.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communications, rate-
splitting multiple access, hybrid beamforming, millimeter wave.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE sixth generation (6G) of wireless networks is re-

garded as a major enabler for emerging services such

as autonomous driving, smart manufacturing, remote health

care, and digital twins [1]. The aforementioned applications

require networks with both high-throughput communication

and high-accuracy sensing capabilities. Meanwhile, the expo-

nential growth of wireless services and the massive number

of connections to wireless devices are straining spectrum

resources, which will create an urgent need for additional

spectrum, of which the radar frequency bands are one of the

best candidates for coexistence with communication systems

[2]. Based on the above service and spectrum coexistence

requirements, integrated sensing and communications (ISAC)

technology has arisen and attracted extensive resesarch atten-

tion in industry and academia [3]. Recently, the international

telecommunication union (ITU) has released the 6G overall

objective recommendation, in which ISAC, as one of the

six key scenarios, aims to enable ubiquitous wireless sensing

capabilities for 6G network infrastructures [4].
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Distinguished from communication and radar coexistence

designs [5], [6], ISAC is designed to simultaneously realize

communication and sensing functions by sharing wireless

resources, hardware platforms, and joint signal processing

frameworks, yielding integration gains and collaboration gains

to the system. Specifically, ISAC signal design methods can be

classified into three categories: sensing-centric design (SCD),

communication-centric design (CCD), and joint design (JD).

Early SCD scheme modulates the communication symbols

into the radar chirp signals [7]. The CCD scheme is mainly

based on orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)

waveforms to design the ISAC signal [8], [9]. However, the JD

scheme does not rely on the existing waveforms and designs

the ISAC waveforms from scratch in order to improve the

freedom and flexibility of the system. The authors of [10]

pioneered a JD approach based on optimization techniques to

solve the problem of designing the constant envelope wave-

forms for the ISAC system. In addition, since multiple-input

multiple-output (MIMO) technology can further improve the

diversity gain and degrees of freedom (DoFs) of the system,

the integration design of MIMO communication and MIMO

radar in the spatial domain is an inevitable trend. The authors

of [11] proposed a scheme that utilizes the sidelobe level of

the MIMO radar beampattern to represent the communication

symbols, while the main beam is only used for target sensing.

Further, the beamforming design of the MIMO-ISAC system

can be formulated as nonlinear optimization problems con-

sidering communication performance metrics (e.g., throughput

[12], [13], symbol error rate (SER) [14], singal-to-interference-

plus-noise ratio (SINR) [15], etc.) and sensing performance

metrics (e.g., beampattern matching mean-square error [16],

[17], signal-to-clutter-plus-noise ratio (SCNR) [18], Cramr-

Rao bound (CRB) [19], [20], etc.).

All of the above ISAC research is based on the sub-6

GHz band, but in order to cope with the explosive growth of

wireless devices and services, the millimeter-wave (mmWave)

spectrum band of 30-300 GHz can further dramatically im-

prove communication capacity and target sensing accuracy,

and thus, become a new research spectrum band for ISAC.

The authors of [21] achieved gigabit communication rates and

centimeter-level sensing accuracy for short distances based on

the IEEE 802.11ad protocol at 60 GHz carriers. However,

the short wavelength of mmWave leads to severe road loss

and rain fading [22]. Therefore, transmitters usually need to

employ massive MIMO (mMIMO) technology to form high

beam gains to overcome these drawbacks. Note that the fully

digital large-scale antenna array structure, i.e., each antenna

needs to be equipped with a radio frequency (RF) chain,

will lead to high hardware costs and power consumption.
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To address the above issues, the mmWave communication

base station (BS) has widely adopted hybrid beamforming

(HBF) architectures [23], [24], [25], which require only a

few RF chains to be connected to the large-scale antenna

arrays via phase shifters (PSs), thus reducing the hardware

cost and improving the energy efficiency of the system. In

addition, the above hybrid architecture was also demonstrated

in phased-MIMO radar [26], which integrates the advantages

of the diversity gain of orthogonal waveforms of MIMO radar

and the high beam gain of phased-array radar to improve

the SCNR of the received signals and the target detection

probability. Based on the similarities between communication

hybrid architectures and phased-MIMO radars, the research

of HBF has been in mmWave ISAC systems. The authors

of [27] have pioneered the HBF design for ISAC systems

that minimizes the weighted sum of the radar beampattern

error and the communication precoding error. The complete

uplink and downlink communication protocols and target

sensing steps in HBF-based mmWave ISAC systems were

given in [28]. The authors of [29], [30] presented the HBF

design scheme based on the alternating direction method of

multipliers (ADMM) algorithm.

In the MIMO-ISAC systems mentioned above, spatial divi-

sion multiple access (SDMA) was used to manage the inter-

ference between the user and the radar. However, rate-splitting

multiple access (RSMA) is a non-orthogonal transmission

strategy based on rate-splitting (RS) precoding at the transmit-

ter and successive interference cancellation (SIC) decoding at

the receiver, which provides strong anti-interference capability

for multi-antenna wireless networks [31]. Specifically, RSMA

divides user messages into common and private parts, encodes

the common part jointly into common data streams decoded

by SIC for multiple users, and encodes the private part inde-

pendently into private data streams decoded by corresponding

users. RSMA reconciles two extreme interference management

strategies, SDMA, which treats interference entirely as noise,

and non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA), which decodes

interference completely, to achieve higher spectral and energy

efficiencies [32], [33]. Further, the authors of [34], [35]

proposed a scheme for the RSMA-assisted ISAC system and

demonstrated the advantages of RSMA in managing inter-

ference between communication users and interference be-

tween dual functions. The authors of [36] investigated RSMA-

assisted multi-BS cooperative ISAC systems for advanced

interference management and high-accuracy localization ser-

vices.

Motivated by the advantages of mmWave hybrid architec-

tures low power consumption and robust RSMA interference

management, we introduce RSMA in mmWave ISAC systems

to address the joint common rate allocation and HBF design

issues in order to fill the research gap in this area. We further

improve the performance trade-off region of the ISAC system

and reveal the mechanism of the RSMA strategy common

data streams at the dual functions of communication and

sensing. The main contributions of this paper are summarized

as follows:

1) We first propose mmWave ISAC system with HBF struc-

ture assisted by RSMA. We formulate the weighted sum

rate (WSR) maximization problem by joint common rate

allocation and HBF design, subject to the constraints of

target sensing SCNR threshold, PSs unit-modulus, the

total power budget, and the necessity for accurate correct

decoding of common messages.

2) The penalty dual decomposition (PDD) method cou-

pled with the weighted mean squared error minimization

(WMMSE) method is proposed to solve the above high-

dimensional non-convex problem. First, the WMMSE

method is used to transform the original problem into

an equivalent form that is easy to solve. Next, the PDD

algorithm of [37], [38] is used to solve the corresponding

problem by means of an inner and outer double loop, in

which the variables are updated in the form of a closed-

form solution in the inner loop. Rigorous proof of the

algorithm’s converges to the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)

point of the original optimization problem is provided.

3) We extend the proposed algorithm to the HBF design

based on finite-resolution PSs, which further reduces the

hardware cost and power consumption and improves the

energy efficiency of the system.

4) Our simulation results show that the proposed WMMSE-

PDD algorithm converges quickly. For both high and

low spatial correlation channels, the RSMA-ISAC scheme

outperforms the SDMA-ISAC and NOMA-ISAC schemes

in terms of WSR and anti-clutter interference capability.

We reveal that the common data stream has a dual

function in mitigating multi-user interference and trade-

offs between communication and sensing performance.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-

tion II, we introduce the HBF-based RSMA-assisted mmWave

ISAC system model and problem formulation. The specific

algorithm for solving the optimization problem is presented in

Section III. Section IV presents the extension of the algorithm

to ISAC systems with finite resolution PSs. The simulation

results are presented in Section V. Finally, our conclusions are

provided in Section VI.

Notations: Upper-case and lower-case boldface letters de-

note matrices and vectors, respectively. (·)∗, (·)T , (·)H , (·)−1,

and (·)† denote complex conjugate, transpose, Hermitian trans-

pose, matrix inversion, and Moore-Penrose matrix inversion,

respectively. tr(·), ‖·‖p, and ℜ{·} denote the trace of the

matrix, lp norm operation, and the real part of a complex

variable, respectively. E{·} denotes the expectation. Cm×n

denotes the space of m × n complex matrices. |A(m,n)|
denotes the modulus of the element in the m-th row and n-th

column of matrix A. vec{·} denotes the matrix vectorization.

diag{c} denotes the diagonal matrix, whose diagonal elements

are formed by the vector c. ⊗ denotes the Kronecker products

between two matrices.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first introduce the RSMA-assisted

mmWave ISAC system model, the performance metrics of the

communication, and sensing functions, and then formulate the

HBF problem.
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Fig. 1. RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC system.

A. Transmit Model

Consider an RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC system as

shown in Fig. 1, where one BS with Nt transmit antennas and

Nr receive antennas simultaneously serve K single-antenna

downlink user communications while engaging in radar target

detection. Let K = {1, 2, · · · ,K} represent the set of all user

indexes. Specifically, the messages of K users are first split

and encoded to form K +1 data streams via the RSMA tech-

nique. Further, to reduce the hardware cost and complexity, we

use an HBF structure to transmit the data stream, which is first

digitally processed at the baseband using a digital beamformer,

and then the digitally processed signal is upconverted to the

carrier frequency through the RF chains, followed by PSs to

implement an analog beamformer. Without loss of generality,

it is assumed that the multiple antennas are uniform linear

arrays (ULA) and the number of RF chains is NRF with the

constraint K + 1 ≤ NRF ≤ Nt. Since a monostatic sensing

model is considered, the transmitter operates in time-division

duplex (TDD) mode to avoid interference between the transmit

and sensing echo signals.

According to [31], when we consider the RSMA trans-

mission scheme, the message Wk of the k-th user is first

split into two parts, one of which is the common part Wc,k,

and the other is the private part Wp,k, ∀k ∈ K. The com-

mon data stream sc is obtained by encoding the common

message Wc formed by combining all user common parts

{Wc,1, · · · ,Wc,K}, while private data streams {s1, · · · , sK}
are obtained by encoding the private parts {Wp,1, · · · ,Wp,K}.
Define the vector s = [sc, s1, · · · , sK ]T ∈ C

(K+1)×1 as

data streams with unit power and satisfy E{ssH} = IK+1.

Next, the data stream s undergoes hybrid beamforming to

obtain a dual-function integrated signal that simultaneously

achieves multi-user communication and radar target detection.

Accordingly, the transmit ISAC signal, denoted by x ∈ CNt×1,

can be expressed as

x = FRFFDs

= FRFfcsc +
∑

i∈K

FRFfD,isi, (1)

where FD = [fc, fD,1, · · · , fD,K ] ∈ CNRF×(K+1) is the

digital beamforming matrix, in which f c is the common data

stream precoder and fD,k, k ∈ K is the precoder for the k-

th user’s private data stream. FRF ∈ CNt×NRF is the analog

beamforming matrix that is composed of Nt × NRF phase

shifters with a fully connected structure [25]. As the phase

shifter can only adjust the phase of the signal, all entries

in the FRF should satisfy the unit modulus constraints, e.g.,

|FRF(i, j)| = 1.

B. Communication Model And Metrics

Under the above transmit signal model, the receive signal,

denoted by yk, at k-th single antenna user can be expressed

as
yk = hH

k x+ nk

= hH
k FRFf csc +

∑

i∈K

hH
k FRFfD,isi + nk,

(2)

where hk ∈ C
Nt×1 is the channel vector from the transmitter

to the k-th user and is assumed to be known by the BS.

nk ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

k

)
,k ∈ K, is the additive white Gaussian

noise (AWGN) with zero mean and variance σ2
k. Due to the

sparse scattering environment of mmWave communications,

the channel is directional and spatially sparse in the angular

domain. Without loss of generality, we adopt the widely used

Saleh-Valenzuela channel for mmWave communications [22],

so hk can be written as

hk =

√

Nt

Lk

Lk∑

ℓ=1

βℓ,ka (θℓ,k) , (3)

where Lk denotes the number of paths for the k-th user. β1,k

and βℓ,k, (2 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lk) denote the complex gains of the k-

th user line-of-sight (LoS) component and non-line-of-sight

(NLoS) components, respectively. θℓ,k ∈ [−π
2 ,

π
2 ] is the angle

of departure (AOD) of the l-th path, and the array steering

vector a(θ) ∈ CNt×1 can be given by

a(θ) =
1√
Nt

[
1, ej

2π
λ

d sin(θ), · · · , ej(Nt−1) 2π
λ

d sin(θ)
]T

, (4)

where λ and d are the carrier wavelength and the antenna

spacing, respectively. In this paper, we use a half-wavelength

antenna array, i.e., d = λ/2.

According to the decoding criterion of the RSMA scheme

[31], each user first decodes the common data stream sc into

Ŵc by treating the interference from the private data streams



{s1, · · · , sK} as noise. Thus, the SINR, denoted by γc,k, of

decoding sc at the k-th user is given by

γc,k =

∣
∣hH

k FRFfc
∣
∣
2

∑

i∈K

∣
∣hH

k FRFfD,i

∣
∣
2
+ σ2

k

. (5)

Next, the common data stream reconstructed by Ŵc is sub-

tracted from the received signal yk using SIC. Then, user k
decodes the private data stream sk into Ŵp,k by treating the

interference from private data streams {si}, i 6= k as noise.

The SINR, denoted by γk, of decoding sk at the k-th user is

then given by

γk =

∣
∣hH

k FRFfD,k

∣
∣
2

∑

i∈K,i6=k

∣
∣hH

k FRFfD,i

∣
∣
2
+ σ2

k

. (6)

Finally, user k splits Ŵc,k from the common message Ŵc

and combines it with Ŵp,k to reconstruct the private message

Ŵk. Based on Eqs. (5) and (6), the achievable rates of

decoding sc and sk for user k are Rc,k = log2 (1 + γc,k)
and Rk = log2 (1 + γk), respectively. To ensure that all

users can successfully decode the common message, the

rate of the common data stream sc can not exceed Rc =
min{Rc,1, · · · , Rc,K}. According to the structure of RS, the

rate of the common message is divided into K portions,

satisfying
∑

k∈K Ck = Rc, where Ck is the rate corresponding

to the common part Wc,k of the k-th user message. Thus, the

total achievable rate for user k consists of the sum of the

rates of the common part Wc,k and the private part Wp,k.

In the RSMA-assisted ISAC system, for the communication

function, we select the weighted sum rate (WSR), denoted by

RWSR, as the performance metric of the system, which can

be expressed as

RWSR =
∑

k∈K

αk(Ck +Rk), (7)

where αk is the weight factor representing the k-th user

priority.

C. Radar Sensing Model And Metrics

In ISAC systems, the radar sensing waveform multiplexes

the communication signal x. According to [26], we propose

the HBF architecture for radar sensing that combines the

advantages of the high directional gain of phased-array radars

and the diversity gain provided by multiple waveforms of

conventional MIMO radars. The purpose of radar sensing is

to realize functions such as target detection and parameter

estimation in a cluttered environment. In this paper, we assume

that the sensing function of the ISAC system is to detect a

radar target (located at angles θ0) of interest in the presence

of interference from Q clutter located at different angles

θq, q ∈ Q = {1, · · · , Q}. Thus, the echo signal arriving at

the ISAC receiver, denoted by yr, can be expressed as

yr =
√

NrNtξ0ar (θ0)a
H
t (θ0)FRFFDs

︸ ︷︷ ︸

target

+

√

NrNt

∑

q∈Q

ξqar (θq)a
H
t (θq)FRFFDs

︸ ︷︷ ︸

clutter

+zr,
(8)

where at(θ) ∈ CNt×1 and ar(θ) ∈ CNr×1 denote the

transmit and receive steering vectors, respectively, similar to

the definition of Eq.(4). zr ∼ CN
(
0Nr

, σ2
zINr

)
represents the

AWGN with zero mean and variance σ2
z . ξ0 and ξq denote the

complex fading coefficients of the target and the q-th clutter,

respectively. Based on the radar equations [39], the modulus

of ξ0, denoted by |ξ0|, can be expressed by

|ξ0| =
√

GtGrσRCS
0 λ2

(4π)3R4
0

, (9)

where Gt and Gr denote the transmit and receive antenna

gains, respectively. σRCS
0 represents the radar cross section

(RCS) of the target, and R0 represents the distance between

the target and the ISAC BS. Also, the modulus of ξq, q ∈ Q
is similar to Eq.(9).

Then, ISAC BS filters the echo signal yr using the receive

beamforming vector v ∈ CNr×1. The filtered signal, denoted

by ys, can be given by

ys = ξ0v
HA (θ0)x+ vH

∑

q∈Q

ξqA (θq)x+ vHzr, (10)

where A (θ0) =
√
NrNtar (θ0)a

H
t (θ0), A (θq) =√

NrNtar (θq)a
H
t (θq). Therefore, the filtered output SCNR,

denoted by γout
r , can be expressed as [18], [40]:

γout
r =

∣
∣ξ0v

HA (θ0)x
∣
∣
2

E

{∣
∣
∣vH

∑

q∈Q ξqA (θq)x
∣
∣
∣

2

+ |vHzr|2
}

=

∣
∣ξ0v

HA (θ0)x
∣
∣
2

vH (Rc + σ2
zINr

)v
, (11)

where Rc =
∑

q∈Q |ξq|
2
A (θq)FRFFDF

H
DFH

RFA
H (θq).The

receive beamforming problem of solving the output SCNR

maximization is well known as the minimum variance distor-

tionless response (MVDR) beamforming problem [41], which

has a closed-form solution, denoted by v⋆, and can be ex-

pressed as

v⋆ =

(
Rc + σ2

zINr

)−1
A (θ0)x

xHAH (θ0) (Rc + σ2
zINr

)
−1

A (θ0)x
. (12)

By substituting the optimal receive beamforming vector v⋆

into Eq.(11) and subsequently taking the expectation, we can

derive the average output SCNR, denoted as γout
r , which can

be expressed as

γout
r = tr

(

R0

(
Rc + σ2

zINr

)−1
)

, (13)

where R0 = |ξ0|2 A (θ0)FRFFDF
H
DFH

RFA
H (θ0). Note that

the detection probability of the target increases with the output

SCNR under Gaussian interference [40]. Therefore, we select

the SCNR as the sensing performance metric for the ISAC

system to design the hybrid beamforming. However, the hybrid

beamforming matrices FRF and FD are highly coupled in the

output SCNR, which leads to difficult handling in subsequent

steps. Based on Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we scale Eq. (13)

to obtain the lower bound and define it as the input SCNR,

denoted by γin
r , given by

γout
r ≥

tr
(

FH
DFH

RFΦFRFFD

)

tr
(

FH
DFH

RFΩFRFFD

)

+Nrσ2
z

, γin
r , (14)



where Φ = |ξ0|2 AH (θ0)A (θ0) and Ω =
∑

q∈Q |ξq|
2
AH (θq)A (θq) . The input SCNR γin

r more

accurately depicts the quality of the sensing echo signal

and is initially employed as the metric for evaluating

sensing performance to design the hybrid beamforming,

and then the optimal receive beamforming determined by

Eq.(12) completes the echo signal filtering processing, which

improves the target detection performance even further.

D. Problem Formulation

In this work, we aim to jointly design the digital beam-

forming matrix FD, the analog beamforming matrix FRF,

and each common information rate Ck, k ∈ K to maximize

the WSR of downlink communication users, subject to the

sensing performance input SCNR, the total power budget of

the system transmissions, and the unit modulus of the phase

shifters. Therefore, the optimization problem of our proposed

RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC scheme can be formulated as

follows:

P1: max
FRF,FD,c

∑

k∈K

αk(Ck +Rk) (15a)

s.t.
tr
(

FH
DFH

RFΦFRFFD

)

tr
(

FH
DFH

RFΩFRFFD

)

+Nrσ2
z

≥ γ0, (15b)

∑

i∈K

Ci ≤ Rc,k, ∀k ∈ K, (15c)

Ck ≥ 0, ∀k ∈ K, (15d)

‖FRFFD‖2F ≤ PT , (15e)

|FRF(i, j)| = 1, ∀i, j, (15f)

where c =
[
C1, · · · , CK

]T
is a vector that contains the

common information rates, γ0 represents the minimum SCNR

threshold to satisfy target detection, and PT is the power

budget at the ISAC-BS. Eq. (15c) ensures that each user

can successfully decode the common message, and Eq. (15d)

bounds the nonnegativity of all common rates. Eq. (15f)

denotes the unit modulus constraint of the phase shifters.

The nonconvexity of the objective function (OF) and Eqs.

(15b), (15c), and (15f) introduces a high-dimensional non-

convexity to the problem P1. Moreover, the analog and digital

beamforming matrices are highly coupled, and it is difficult to

obtain a globally optimal solution for P1 using conventional

optimization algorithms, i.e., the block coordinate descent

(BCD) and the alternating optimization (AO). In the following,

we seek to develop a low-complexity algorithm to solve this

problem and obtain a KKT optimal solution.

III. DESIGN ALGORITHM

In this section, we propose the WMMSE-PDD algorithm to

solve the problem P1. Specifically, we employ the WMMSE

algorithm to equivalently transform the private and common

information rates Rk and Rc,k into easy-to-handle convex

function forms, and then we propose an effective joint user

common rate allocation and HBF design algorithm based on

the PDD method to solve the transformed problem. Finally,

we summarize the algorithm and analyze its convergence and

complexity.

A. Problem Reformulation

The WMMSE algorithm [42], by introducing an equal-

izer, can provide equivalent solutions to the original WSR

maximization problems and has been widely used in the

RSMA framework [32], [33], [34]. Accordingly, we apply the

WMMSE algorithm to the RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC

scheme. Specifically, user k first detects the common data

stream sc by equalizer wc,k and then detects the private

data stream sk by equalizer wk after removing the public

data stream. We denote the estimates of sc and sk as ŝc,k
and ŝk, respectively, given by ŝc,k = wc,kyk and ŝk =
wk(yk − hH

k FRFfcsc). Then, the mean square error (MSE)

of estimating sc and sk, denoted by ec,k and ek, respectively,

can be expressed as

ec,k = E

{

|ŝc,k − sc|2
}

= |wc,k|2 Tc,k − 2R
{

wc,kh
H
k FRFfc

}

+ 1,
(16)

ek = E

{

|ŝk − sk|2
}

= |wk|2 Tk − 2R
{

wkh
H
k FRFfD,k

}

+ 1,
(17)

where

Tc,k =
∣
∣
∣h

H
k FRFfc

∣
∣
∣

2

+
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k FRFfD,i

∣
∣
∣

2

+ σ2
k, (18)

Tk =
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k FRFfD,i

∣
∣
∣

2

+ σ2
k. (19)

The optimal equalizer can be obtained by minimizing MSE

(MMSE). Letting
∂ec,k
∂wc,k

= 0 and ∂ek
∂wk

= 0, the opti-

mal equalizers for sc,k and sk can be derived, denoted by

wMMSE
c,k and wMMSE

k , respectively, and expressed as wMMSE
c,k =

fHc FH
RFhk(Tc,k)

−1, wMMSE
k = fHD,kF

H
RFhk(Tk)

−1. By sub-

stituting the optimal equalizers wMMSE
c,k and wMMSE

k into

Eqs. (16) and (17), respectively, the corresponding MMSEs,

denoted by eMMSE
c,k and eMMSE

k can be given by

eMMSE
c,k , min

wc,k

ec,k =

(

Tc,k −
∣
∣
∣h

H
k FRFfc

∣
∣
∣

2
)

(Tc,k)
−1, (20)

eMMSE
k , min

wk

ek =

(

Tk −
∣
∣
∣h

H
k FRFfD,k

∣
∣
∣

2
)

(Tk)
−1. (21)

Based on Eqs. (20) and (21), the SINRs of decoding sc and sk
can be rewritten as γc,k = 1/eMMSE

c,k −1 and γk = 1/eMMSE
k −

1. Consequently, the achievable rates of decoding sc and sk
for user k can be computed as Rc,k = − log2

(

eMMSE
c,k

)

and

Rk = − log2
(
eMMSE
k

)
. Next, by introducing positive weights

uc,k and uk, the augmented weighted MSEs (AWMSEs) of

decoding sc,k and sk, denoted by ηc,k and ηk, can be expressed

as ηc,k , uc,kec,k − log2 (uc,k) and ηk , ukek − log2 (uk).
By substituting the optimal equalizers and weights into the

AWMSEs, the rate-WMMSE relationships can be established

as follows:

ηMMSE
c,k , min

uc,k,wc,k

ηc,k = g −Rc,k, (22)

ηMMSE
k , min

uk,wk

ηk = g −Rk, (23)



where g = 1/ ln 2 + log2 ln 2. The optimal equalizers for

Eqs.(22) and (23) are w⋆
c,k = wMMSE

c,k and w⋆
k = wMMSE

k ,

which can be derived by
∂ηc,k

∂wc,k
= 0 and ∂ηk

∂wk
= 0. And then,

the optimal weights, denoted by u⋆
c,k and u⋆

k, can be obtained

by solving
∂ηc,k(w

⋆
c,k)

∂uc,k
= 0 and

∂ηk(w
⋆
k)

∂uk
= 0, which can be

expressed as

u⋆
c,k = uMMSE

c,k , (eMMSE
c,k ln 2)−1, (24)

u⋆
k = uMMSE

k , (eMMSE
k ln 2)−1. (25)

According to the rate-WMMSE relationships in Eqs.(22) and

(23), the problem P1 can be equivalently transformed into the

WMMSE problem, which can be expressed as follows:

P2-1: min
FRF,FD,c,

u,w

∑

k∈K

αk(ηk − Ck) (26a)

s.t.
∑

i∈K

Ci + min
uc,k,wc,k

(ηc,k) ≤ g, ∀k ∈ K, (26b)

(15b), (15d)− (15f), (26c)

where u = [uc,1, · · · , uc,K , u1, · · · , uK ]
T

denotes the vector

of weights and w = [wc,1, · · · , wc,K , w1, · · · , wK ]
T

denotes

the vector of equalizers. However, there is still the nonconvex

constraint in (26c) of problem P2-1, which leads to the fact

that P2-1 cannot be solved directly. Regarding the relationship

between the solutions of problems P1 and P2-1, the proposi-

tion is presented as follows:

Proposition 1: if {F⋆
RF,F

⋆
D, c

⋆,u⋆,w⋆} is a KKT optimal

solution to problem P2-1, then {F⋆
RF,F

⋆
D, c

⋆} is a KKT

optimal solution to problem P1.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix A. �

In the following, we propose the PDD-based algorithm to

solve problem P2-1.

B. Proposed PDD-Based Algorithm

The PDD algorithm is a double-loop iterative algorithm.

Specifically, the nonconvex problem is transformed into aug-

mented Lagrangian (AL) problems by introducing auxiliary

variables and equation constraints, where the inner loop solves

the AL subproblem and the outer loop updates the dual

variables or the penalty parameters according to the constraint

violations. For more details on the PDD algorithm, please refer

to [37], [38].

When applying the PDD framework, it is necessary to

introduce auxiliary variables and equality constraints to solve

the coupling terms and separate multiple constraints in the

optimization problem. Next, we stipulate the introduction of

auxiliary variables and equality constraints as follows:

1) There can be no coupling terms in all constraints;

2) The same optimization variable cannot appear in more

than one constraint;

3) Multiple optimization variables in the same constraint

need to be optimized at the same time.

Based on the above regulations, we first introduce a set of

auxiliary variables X, Y, {Zk}, and {qk}, k ∈ K that satisfy

the following equality constraints: X = FRFFD, Y = X,

Zk = X, and qk = c. And then, problem P2-1 can be

equivalently converted to

P2-2:min
X

∑

k∈K

αkηk(X)−αT c (29a)

s.t.
tr
(

YHΦY
)

tr
(

YHΩY
)

+Nrσ2
z

≥ γ0, (29b)

1Tqk + min
uc,k,wc,k

(ηc,k(Zk)) ≤ g, ∀k ∈ K, (29c)

‖X‖2F ≤ PT , |FRF(i, j)| = 1, ∀i, j, (29d)

c ≥ 0, (29e)

X = FRFFD,Y = X, (29f)

Zk = X,qk = c, ∀k ∈ K,
where X = {FRF,FD, c,u,w,X,Y,Zk,qk} denotes a set of

optimization variables and α = [α1, · · · , αK ]
T

is a vector of

user priority weight coefficients. Note that by defining IK+1 =
[ec, e1, · · · , eK ] as a K+1 dimensional identity matrix, where

ei, i ∈ {c} ∪ K denotes the column vector corresponding to

matrix IK+1, we can further obtain expressions as follows:

FRFfc = Xec = Zkec and FRFfD,i = Xei = Zkei, i ∈ K.

And then, the AWMSEs for decoding sk and sc,k are re-

described as ηk(X) and ηc,k(Zk), in Eqs. (27) and (28),

respectively, at the bottom of this page.

According to the PDD algorithm, we introduce the Lagrange

multipliers Λ1, {Λ2,k}, Λ3, {λc,k} and the penalty parameter

ρ. Bringing the equality constraints (29f) to the OF, the

resulting AL problem can be expressed as

P2-3:min
X

∑

k∈K

αkηk(X)−αT c+ gρ(X) (30a)

s.t. (29b)− (29e), (30b)

where gρ(X) =
1
2ρ(‖X−Y+ρΛ1‖2F+

∑

k∈K ‖X−Zk+ρΛ2,k

‖2F + ‖X− FRFFD + ρΛ3‖2F +
∑

k∈K ‖c− qk + ρλc,k‖2F ).
Clearly, when ρ tends to 0, problem P2-3 is equivalent to

problem P2-2. Next, fixing the Lagrange multipliers and the

penalty parameter, we solve the inner loop problem using an

iterative approach.

C. Proposed Iterative Algorithm for Solving Problem P2-3

In this subsection, we focus on solving the AL problem

P2-3. However, the nonconvexity of constraint (29b) causes

ηk(X) = uk |wk|2
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k Xei

∣
∣
∣

2

− 2ukR

{

wkh
H
k Xek

}

+ uk |wk|2 σ2
k + uk − log2 (uk) , (27)

ηc,k(Zk) = uc,k |wc,k|2
(
∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkec

∣
∣
∣

2

+
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkei

∣
∣
∣

2
)

− 2uc,kR

{

wc,kh
H
k Zkec

}

+ uc,k |wc,k|2 σ2
k + uc,k − log2 (uc,k) ,

(28)



P2-3 to remain a nonconvex problem. Notice that the con-

straint (29b) has the structure of the difference-of-convex (DC)

function, which can be transformed into a convex constraint by

the first-order Taylor expansion, and then the AL problem can

be solved iteratively by the concave-convex procedure (CCCP)

algorithm. First, constraint (29b) can be rewritten as

f1(Y)− f2(Y) ≤ 0, (31)

where f1(Y) = γ0

(

tr
(

YHΩY
)

+Nrσ
2
z

)

, f2(Y) =

tr
(

YHΦY
)

. At the t-th iteration, the first-order Taylor

expansion of f2(Y) at point Y(t), denoted by f̂2(Y,Y(t)),
can be expressed as

f̂2(Y,Y(t)) = 2R
{

tr
(

Y(t)HΦY
)}

− tr
(

Y(t)HΦY(t)
)

.

(32)

Thus, the constraint (29b) is approximately transformed into

a convex constraint as follows:

f1(Y)− f̂2(Y,Y(t)) ≤ 0. (33)

Based on the CCCP algorithm, problem P2-3 in the t-th
iteration can be approximately given by

P2-4:min
X

∑

k∈K

αkηk(X)−αT c+ gρ(X) (34a)

s.t. (29c)− (29e), (33). (34b)

In the following, we divide the optimized variables of problem

P2-4 into five blocks, namely {w}, {u}, {Y,Zk,qk,FD},
{c,FRF}, and {X}. A parallel optimization strategy is used

for the variables within the blocks, which reduces com-

putational resources and time, and then iteratively updates

between the blocks based on the BCD algorithm. The specific

optimization steps for variable blocks are given as follows.

Step1 : we optimize the equalizer vector {w} by fixing

other variables. Based on the derivation in Section III.A, the

optimal equalizers, denoted by wopt
c,k and wopt

k , k ∈ K, can be

updated as

wopt
c,k = (Zkec)

Hhk(Tc,k(Zk))
−1, (35a)

wopt
k = (Xek)

Hhk(Tk(X))−1, (35b)

where Tc,k(Zk) and Tk(X) are obtained by taking FRFFD =
X = Zk into Tc,k and Tk, respectively.

Step2 : we optimize the weight vector {u} by fixing other

variables. First, substitute FRFFD = X = Zk into Eqs. (20)

and (21) to obtain eMMSE
c,k (Zk) and eMMSE

k (X), respectively.

Then the optimal weights, denoted by uopt
c,k and uopt

k , k ∈ K,

are given by

uopt
c,k = (eMMSE

c,k (Zk) ln 2)
−1, uopt

k = (eMMSE
k (X) ln 2)−1.

(36)

Step3 : by fixing the other variables, we optimize the

block variables {Y,Zk,qk,FD} in parallel. Specifically, it

can be decomposed into three optimization problems. First,

the subproblem for variable Y can be expressed as

min
Y
‖X−Y + ρΛ1‖2F (37a)

s.t. (33). (37b)

To obtain the optimal solution of problem (37), we present the

following proposition.

Proposition 2: The optimal solution of problem (37), de-

noted by Yopt(v1), is expressed as

Yopt(v1) = (INt
+ v1γ0Ω)

−1
(

X+ ρΛ1 + v1ΦY(t)
)

,

(38)

where v1 ≥ 0 is the Lagrange multiplier that needs to satisfy

the KKT condition of problem (37), which can be obtained

by one-dimensional line search.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B. �

Note that in the (t + 1) iteration, Y(t) is first updated by

Y(t) = Yopt, and then Y(t) is taken into Eq. (38) to obtain

the new Yopt, i.e., updated in a recursive method.

Since variables Zk and qk are under the same constraint

(29c), they need to be optimized simultaneously. By fixing the

other variables in problem P2-4, the subproblem for variables

Zk and Zk can be given by

min
Zk,qk

‖X− Zk + ρΛ2,k‖2F + ‖c− qk + ρλc,k‖2F (39a)

s.t. uc,k |wc,k|2
(
∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkec

∣
∣
∣

2

+
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkei

∣
∣
∣

2
)

− 2uc,kR

{

wc,kh
H
k Zkec

}

+ 1Tqk ≤ ̟k, (39b)

where ̟k = g−uc,k |wc,k|2 σ2
k−uc,k + log2 (uc,k) denotes a

constant. The optimal solution of problem (39) can be obtained

by the KKT condition. We also present the proposition as

follows:

Proposition 3: In problem (39), the optimal solutions of Zk

and qk, denoted by Z
opt
k (v2,k) and q

opt
k (v2,k), are given by

Z
opt
k (v2,k) =

(

INt
+ v2,kuc,k |wc,k|2 hkh

H
k

)−1
(

X+ ρΛ2,k

+ v2,kuc,kw
∗
c,khke

T
c

)

, (40)

q
opt
k (v2,k) =c+ ρλc,k −

v2,k
2

1, (41)

where v2,k ≥ 0 denotes the Lagrange multiplier which can be

obtained by the bisection method.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix C. �

Next, the subproblem for variable FD can be given by

min
FD

‖X− FRFFD + ρΛ3‖2F . (42)

By taking the first-order derivative of the variable FD for

the above subproblem (42), we obtain the optimal solution,

denoted by F
opt
D , which can be given by

F
opt
D = F

†
RF (X+ ρΛ3) . (43)

Step4 : we optimize the block variables {c,FRF} by fixing

other variables. The subproblem for the variable c is given by

min
c

1

2ρ

∑

k∈K

‖c− qk + ρλc,k‖2F −αT c (44a)

s.t. c ≥ 0. (44b)

The problem (44) is a convex problem that can be easily

optimized by the KKT condition. The optimal solution for



the i th element of the vector c, denoted by Copt
i , i ∈ K, has

the closed form as follows:

Copt
i = max

{

0,

∑

k∈K(qk,i − ρλc,k,i) + ραi

K

}

, (45)

where qk,i and λc,k,i denote the i th element of vectors qk

and λc,k, respectively.

Next, the subproblem with respect to FRF is given by

min
FRF

‖X− FRFFD + ρΛ3‖2F (46a)

s.t. |FRF(i, j)| = 1, ∀i, j. (46b)

This subproblem is a non-convex quadratic programming

problem with unit modulus constraints. In order to solve this

problem, we first transform it into a tractable form, as follows:

min
FRF

tr
(

FH
RFFRFC

)

− 2R
{

tr
(

FH
RFB

)}

(47a)

s.t. |FRF(i, j)| = 1, ∀i, j, (47b)

where C = FDF
H
D , B = (X+ ρΛ3)F

H
D . And then, we apply

the single-iteration BCD algorithm shown in [43, Appendix B]

to recursively solve problem (47). The core of the algorithm

lies in iteratively updating each entry in the variable FRF. The

reader is referred to [43, Appendix B] for more details.

Step5 : we optimize the variable X by fixing other

variables. Then the specific subproblem can be expressed as

min
X

∑

k∈K

αkuk

(

|wk|2
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k Xei

∣
∣
∣

2

− 2R

{

wkh
H
k Xek

})

+
1

2ρ

(

‖X−Y + ρΛ1‖2F +
∑

k∈K

‖X− Zk + ρΛ2,k‖2F

+ ‖X− FRFFD + ρΛ3‖2F
)

(48a)

s.t. tr
(

XHX
)

≤ PT . (48b)

Problem (48) is a quadratic convex programming problem,

and by introducing the Lagrange multiplier v3 ≥ 0, we can

obtain the optimal Xopt(v3), which is given by the following

proposition:

Proposition 4: The vectorization of the optimal solution to

problem (48), denoted by xopt(v3), can be expressed as

xopt(v3) = vec
(
Xopt(v3)

)
=

((
K + 2

2ρ
+ v3

)

INt×(K+1)+

(
∑

i∈K

eie
H
i

)T

⊗
(
∑

k∈K

αkuk |wk|2 hkh
H
k

))−1

vec(V),

(49)

where

V =
∑

k∈K

αkukw
∗
khke

H
k +

1

2ρ

(

Y +
∑

k∈K

Zk + FRFFD

− ρ

(

Λ1 +
∑

k∈K

Λ2,k +Λ3

))

. (50)

The Lagrange multiplier v3 can be obtained by the bisection

method.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix D. �

Algorithm 1 CCCP-Based Algorithm in the Inner Loop

1: Define the accuracy tolerance ǫin and the maximum

number of iterations N in
max. Initialize the iteraion number

t = 0.

2: repeat

3: Update {w(t)} according to step 1;

4: Update {u(t)} according to step 2;

5: Update {Y(t),Z
(t)
k ,q

(t)
k ,F

(t)
D } according to step 3;

6: Update {c(t),F(t)
RF} according to step 4;

7: Update {X(t)} according to step 5;

8: t← t+ 1;

9: until The difference between the OF values of two adja-

cent iterations is less than ǫin or t ≥ N in
max.

Algorithm 1 summarizes the proposed CCCP-based itera-

tive algorithm for solving the inner loop problem P2-3, where

we implement the above five updating steps in each iteration.

D. Summary of the Proposed WMMSE-PDD Algorithm

After each inner iteration of Algorithm 1 is completed,

we need to update the Lagrange multipliers and the penalty

parameter of the outer loop so that the PDD-based algorithm

can converge stably. We first define the constraint violation in

the m-th outer iteration, denoted by h
(
X(m)

)
, expressed as

follows:

h
(

X
(m)
)

= max{‖X−Y‖F , ‖X− Zk‖F , ‖c− qk‖2,
‖X− FRFFD‖F }, k ∈ K. (51)

In the (m + 1)-th outer iteration, we introduce the variable

ζ(m+1) associated with the constraint violation h(X(m)), usu-

ally set to ζ(m+1) = 0.9h(X(m)), and then give the update rule

as follows: when h(X(m+1)) ≥ ζ(m+1), the penalty parameter

is updated according to ρ(m+1) = cρρ
(m)(0 < cρ < 1);

otherwise, the Lagrange multipliers need to be updated, which

can be given by

Λ
(m+1)
1 = Λ

(m)
1 +

X(m) −Y(m)

ρ(m)
, (52a)

Λ
(m+1)
2,k = Λ

(m)
2,k +

X(m) − Z
(m)
k

ρ(m)
, k ∈ K, (52b)

Λ
(m+1)
3 = Λ

(m)
3 +

X(m) − F
(m)
RF F

(m)
D

ρ(m)
, (52c)

λ
(m+1)
c,k = λ

(m)
c,k +

c(m) − q
(m)
k

ρ(m)
, k ∈ K. (52d)

In summary, the detailed steps of the proposed WMMSE-

PDD algorithm for handling joint common rate allocation and

hybrid beamforming design are listed in Algorithm 2.

Convergence Analysis: First, we have the proposition for

problem P2-2 as follows:

Proposition 5: The Mangasarian-Fromovitz constraint qual-

ification (MFCQ) condition for problem P2-2 is satisfied by

any feasible solution.

Proof: The proof procedure for the proposition is similar to

[44, Appendix C], and we omit the proof for brevity. �



Algorithm 2 Proposed WMMSE-PDD Algorithm for Joint

Common Rate Allocation and HBF Design

1: Define the accuracy tolerance ǫout and the maximum

number of iterations Nout
max. Initialize X(0), Λ(0), ρ(0), ζ0,

set 0 < cρ < 1, the iteraion number m = 0.

2: repeat

3: Update X(m+1) according to Algorithm 1;

4: if h(X(m+1)) ≤ ζ(m) then

5: Update Λ(m+1) by applying Eqs.(52a)-(52d),

ρ(m+1) = ρ(m);

6: else

7: Λ(m+1) = Λ(m), ρ(m+1) = cρρ
(m);

8: end if

9: ζ(m+1) = 0.9h(X(m))
10: m← m+ 1;

11: until h(X(m)) ≤ ǫout or m ≥ Nout
max.

Next, according to [37, Theorem 3.1] and Proposition 5, it

can be deduced that the proposed WMMSE-PDD algorithm

converges to a KKT solution for problem P2-2. Moreover,

based on Proposition 1, the algorithm also converges to the

set of KKT solutions for the original problem P1.

Complexity Analysis: The complexity of our proposed

WMMSE-PDD algorithm is mainly concentrated in the five

steps of the inner loop. Next, we analyze the complexity

of each step. In Step 1, the complexity of updating w is

O(NtK
2); in Step 2, the complexity of updating u is O(K);

in Step 3, the complexity of searching for optimal Lagrangian

multipliers by the bisection method is O
(
log2(

I0
ǫ
)
)
, where

I0 denotes the length of the search interval, and ǫ denotes

the accuracy tolerance, so that the complexity of updating

Y, {Zk}, and {qk} is O
(
N3

t + 2N2
t (K + 1) + log2(

I0
ǫ
)
)
,

O
(
K
(
N3

t +N2
t (K + 2) + log2(

I0
ǫ
)
))

, and O
(
K2
)
, respec-

tively, and that of updating the FD is O
(
N3

t +N2
RFNt

)
;

and in Step 4, the complexity of updating c and FRF is

O(K) and O
(
IRFN

2
t (K + 1)2

)
, respectively, where IRF

denotes the number of iterations for updating FRF by the

BCD algorithm; and in Step 5, the complexity of updating

X is O
(
(Nt(K + 1))3 + log2(

I0
ǫ
)
)
. Finally, by retaining the

higher-order terms, the complexity of the whole algorithm is

approximately O
(
Nout

maxN
in
max

(
(Nt(K + 1))3 + IRFN

2
t (K +

1)2+K log2(
I0
ǫ
)
))
, where N in

max andNout
max denote the number

of inner and outer loops, respectively.

IV. ISAC SYSTEM DESIGN WITH FINITE RESOLUTION

PHASE SHIFTERS

So far, we have designed algorithms for mmWave ISAC

systems with infinite-resolution PSs. However, it is difficult to

design ultra-high-resolution PSs with existing semiconductor

technologies, especially for massive MIMO systems, high-

resolution PSs lead to higher hardware and power costs.

Hence, we extend the algorithm to finite-resolution PSs to

balance the performance and hardware cost of the system.

Specifically, according to [45], the set of finite resolution

PS values is defined as F , {1, ej∆, ej2∆, . . . , ej(2b−1)∆},
where b denotes the number of phase quantization bits and

∆ , 2π
2b

denotes the quantization step. The problem of joint

common rate allocation and HBF design with finite-resolution

PSs can be formulated as follows:

P3: max
FRF,FD,c

∑

k∈K

αk(Ck +Rk) (53a)

s.t. |FRF(i, j)| ∈ F , ∀i, j, (53b)

(15b)− (15e). (53c)

Based on the fact that the PDD framework can solve dis-

tributed optimization problems, we still deal with problem P3

using the WMMSE-PDD algorithm. It is only necessary to

modify the subproblem for the variable FRF in Step 4 of

Section III-B as follows:

min
|FRF(i,j)|∈F ,∀i,j

tr
(

FH
RFFRFC

)

− 2R
{

tr
(

FH
RFB

)}

. (54)

We can modify [43, Algorithm 4] to solve problem (54),

specifically, only replace Step 4 in [43, Algorithm 4] with

the following problem:

x(t+1) = arg max
|FRF(i,j)|∈F

R

{

(a(t))∗FRF(i, j)
}

, (55)

where a(t) = F
(t)
RF(i, j)C(j, j) − (F

(t)
RFC)(i, j) + B(i, j) is

the constant calculated from the result of the t-th iteration.

Further, problem (55) can be solved by a one-dimensional

exhaustive search in the set F . As a result, the complexity

of solving problem (55) is O
(
IRFNtNRF(NtNRF + 2b)

)
.

Accordingly, the complexity of the WMMSE-PDD algorithm

with finite resolution PSs is O
(
Nout

maxN
in
max

(
(Nt(K + 1))3 +

IRFNtNRF(NtNRF + 2b) +K log2(
I0
ǫ
)
))
.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to verify the

performance of the proposed HBF for the RSMA-assisted

mmWave ISAC system. We consider an RSMA-assisted

mmWave ISAC system at the carrier frequency of 28 GHz,

where the BS is equipped with Nt = 32 transmit antennas

and Nr = 32 receive antennas while serving K = 4 downlink

single-antenna users and detecting a radar target of interest

in the presence of clutter interference. Specifically, the users

and the radar target are located within 200 m of the BS. Set

the target of interest located at spatial angle θ0 = 10◦ and

four clutter interferences located at spatial angles θ1 = −60◦,

θ2 = −30◦, θ3 = 30◦, and θ4 = 60◦, respectively. The RCS

of the target is set as σRCS
0 = 20 m2. According to [22],

the mmWave channel complex gain βℓ,k follows a complex

Gaussian distribution as follows:

βℓ,k ∼ CN (0, 10−0.1χ), (56)

where χ = χa + 10χb log10(d̃) + χc. d̃ denotes the distance

between the BS and the user, and χc ∼ CN (0, σ2
c ). For the

LOS component, the values of χa, χb, and σc are set as

χa = 61.4, χb = 2, and σc = 5.8 dB, while for the NLOS

component, the values are set as χa = 72.0, χb = 2.92, and

σc = 8.7 dB, respectively. Unless mentioned otherwise, we

consider the user noise σ2
k = −100 dBm, k ∈ K and the

sensing echo noise σ2
z = −100 dBm. The weight factor is set



as αk = 1, k ∈ K, and the input SCNR threshold for target

sensing is set as γin
r = 10 dB. The total budget power of

the system is PT = 30 dBm. For the proposed WMMSE-

PDD algorithm, we consider the initial penalty parameter

ρ(0) = 0.01 and the control constant cρ = 0.8. In addition,

we consider ζ(0) = 0.01 and, in the practical simulation, set

N in
max = 50 to ensure the convergence of the inner loop. The

accuracy tolerance ǫout is set to 10−6, and h(X(m)) ≤ ǫout is

the condition for the end of Algorithm 2.

Further, to compare the performance of the system under

different mmWave channel conditions, we define two types of

channels as follows:

(1) Low spatial correlation channel: the LoS components of

user channels are located at different spatial angles;

(2) High spatial correlation channel: the LoS components

of user channels are located at the same spatial angle.

In the simulation, for type (1), the spatial angles of the LOS

components for the four users are set to be θ1,1 = −40◦,

θ1,2 = −15◦, θ1,3 = 20◦, and θ1,4 = 45◦; for type (2), the

spatial angles of the LOS components for all users are set to

be θ1,k = −20◦, k ∈ K. Note that RSMA-assisted mmWave

ISAC systems with the above two types of channel scenarios

are denoted as “RSMA-ISAC-Low” and “RSMA-ISAC-High,”

respectively. All the simulation results are obtained by aver-

aging over 50 channels.

A. Performance of the proposed WMMSE-PDD Algorithm

Fig. 2 depicts the convergence performance of the proposed

WMMSE-PDD algorithm. Specifically, Fig. 2(a) shows the

value of the OF (15a) versus the number of outer iterations of

Algorithm 2 for two distinct types of channel conditions. It

can be seen that both converge within 20 iterations. Fig. 2(b)

illustrates the corresponding value of the constraint violation,

which can be seen to be below 10−6 after 60 iterations. It

can be seen from the figures that the proposed WMMSE-

PDD algorithm has rapid convergence and is feasible for

solving the original problem. Furthermore, the significant dif-

ference in WSR under two distinct types of channel conditions

suggests that LoS components with different spatial angles

can provide greater spatial degrees of freedom (DoF) to the

user and improve the communication performance of the

system. To verify the superiority of the proposed WMMSE-

PDD algorithm, we compare it in Fig. 3 with the following

benchmark algorithms: 1) the Consensus-ADMM algorithm

[30], which is a distributed optimization method; and 2) the

“Two-Stage” algorithm [25], which seeks to minimize the

Euclidean distance of the optimal fully-digital beamforming

matrix. It can be seen from Fig. 3 that, the proposed algorithm

outperforms the above two benchmark algorithms in terms of

the communication-sensing achievable performance region.

B. Performance Comparison of Different Schemes

In this subsection, to verify the superiority of the proposed

RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC scheme, we consider the

benchmark schemes for comparison as follows:

1) SDMA-assisted ISAC: This scheme is based on a con-

ventional multiple-access strategy with multi-user linear
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precoding (MU-LP) [34], in which each user decodes

the desired message by treating the interference from

the other user’s data streams as noise. Specifically, the

SDMA-assisted ISAC scheme can be realized by dis-

abling the common data stream in Eq. (1).

2) NOMA-assisted ISAC: This scheme is based on a mul-

tiple access strategy with power domain superposition

coding at the transmitter side and SIC at the user side

[46]. Specifically, the decoding order π is obtained based

on the descending order of user channel strengths. Thus,

the message of user-π(k), k ≥ j, is decoded at user-π(j)
using the SIC, and the corresponding SINR, denoted by

γπ(j)→π(k), can be given by

γπ(j)→π(k) =

∣
∣
∣hH

π(j)FRFfD,π(k)

∣
∣
∣

2

∑

i<k,i∈K

∣
∣
∣hH

π(j)FRFfD,π(i)

∣
∣
∣

2

+ σ2
j

. (57)

Further, the HBF problem for NOMA-assisted ISAC can

be given as follows:

P4: max
FRF,FD

∑

k∈K

απ(k)Rπ(k) (58a)

s.t. (15b)− (15f), (58b)

where Rπ(k) = minj≤k,j∈K{log2(1 + γπ(j)→π(k))}.
Problem P4 is still solved using the proposed WMMSE-

PDD algorithm.
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Fig. 4 shows user WSR versus budget power for different

schemes with fixed sensing SCNR. For low spatial correlation

channels, it can be seen that the WSR of the RSMA-ISAC

scheme is slightly higher than that of the SDMA-ISAC scheme

but significantly higher than that of the NOMA-ISAC scheme.

Its reason is that under the high spatial DoF of mmWave

channels configured with massive antennas, the strategy that

makes sure that the strong user can fully decode the weak

user message in the NOMA scheme will lead to the loss of

multiplexing gain and rate. For the high spatial correlation

channel, it can be seen that at lower budget power, the

WSR of the schemes is ranked from high to low as follows:

RSMA-ISAC, NOMA-ISAC, and SDMA-ISAC, but as the

budget power increases, the SDMA-ISAC scheme outperforms

the NOMA-ISAC. In summary, the common data stream of

our proposed RSMA-ISAC scheme can reduce interference

between users and further improve WSR.

Fig. 5 depicts user WSR versus sensing SCNR thresholds

for different schemes. First, when the sensing SCNR thresh-

old is lower than 0 dB, the WSR remains constant for all

schemes, which indicates that there are sufficient resources to

serve multiuser communication with low sensing performance

requirements. Next, for the two distinct types of channel sce-

narios, it is observed that RSMA-ISAC schemes both achieve

the largest communication-sensing performance region, which

indicates that the RSMA scheme’s common data stream can

also further manage the interference between radar sensing

and communication, providing a greater DoF for the system’s

sensing function. Note that when the sensing performance is
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extremely demanding, i.e., γ0 = 15 dB in the figure, the

WSR of the NOMA-ISAC scheme outperforms both RSMA-

ISAC and NOMA-ISAC, which is attributed to the fact that

the SIC decoding strategy is used for each user in the NOMA

scheme, which also provides a certain performance gain in the

case of scarce communication resources. Overall, our proposed

RSMA-ISAC scheme achieves better performance trade-offs

and the largest achievable performance region.

Figs. 6 and 7 show the transmit beampatterns of the

different schemes under the power budget PT = 30 dBm
and the sensing SCNR threshold γ0 = 10 dB. Specifically,

the transmit beampattern is defined as follows: P (θ) =
10 log10

(
aHt (θ)FRFFDF

H
DFH

RFat(θ)
)
. For the low spatial

correlation channel, Fig. 6 depicts that all three different

schemes are able to form high-gain beams on the target

spatial angle θ0 = 10◦, but only the RSMA-ISAC scheme

has the deepest beam depression in the four clutter directions.

In addition, due to the sparsity of the mmWave channel,

directional beams are also formed in the spatial directions

of the four user LoS components, but among them, the user

beams of the RSMA-ISAC are more stable than those of

the NOMA. For the high spatial correlation channel, Fig. 7

similarly depicts that high gain beams can be formed in the

target direction, but the SDMA-ISAC scheme has the weakest

resistance to clutter interference. And a directional beam is

formed in the direction where the spatial angles of all four

user LoS components are the same, with RSMA-ISAC having

the best beam performance. In summary, the RSMA-ISAC

scheme has stronger anti-clutter interference and more stable



multi-beam formation capability.
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Fig. 8 depicts the spatial power distribution of the common

data stream in the RSMA-ISAC scheme to further reveal the

role of the common data stream in the ISAC system. The

normalized beampattern is defined as follows:

P (θi) =

∣
∣aHt (θi)FRFf c

∣
∣
2

maxθi∈Θ

∣
∣aHt (θi)FRFf c

∣
∣
2 , θi ∈ Θ, (59)

where Θ = [−π
2 : π

180 : π
2 ] is the angle grid. For low spatial

correlation channels, the common data stream concentrates

on the power mainly in the direction of the target spatial

angle, which further improves the sensing capability of the

ISAC system. On the other hand, for high spatial correlation

channels, the common data stream concentrates on the power

in the spatial angle where all the user LoS components are

the same, i.e., θ1,k = −20◦, k ∈ K, which serves to mitigate

the interference among the dense users. Therefore, the above

analysis further verifies that the common data stream has the

role of both mitigating multiuser interference and the trade-off

between communication and sensing performance.

C. Hybrid Beamforming Performance of RSMA-ISAC with

Finite-Resolution Phase Shifters

In this subsection, we analyse the trade-offs between the

WSR and energy efficiency of the communication versus

the sensing SCNR thresholds in the RSMA-ISAC system

under different numbers of RF chains and phase shifter phase

quantization bits, respectively. Energy efficiency is defined as

the ratio between WSR and total power consumption and is

given by [47]:

e =
RWSR

PT +NRFPRF +NPSPPS(b) + PBB
(bps/Hz/W),

(60)

where PRF denotes the power consumption of each RF

chain, PPS(b) is the power consumption of each PS with b-
bit resolution, and PBB is the baseband power consumption.

NPS is the total number of PSs, where NPS = 0 for fully

digital structures and NPS = NtNRF for hybrid structures. In

the simulation, we adopt typical values of PRF = 300 mW
and PBB = 200 mW [47]. The power consumption values

of each PS are 2.5, 5, and 11.7 mW for 1-, 2-, and 4-bit
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resolution phase shifting [48]. Then PPS(∞) = 17.6 mW for

each infinite-resolution PS [49].

From Fig. 9, it can be seen that the WSR versus SCNR

achievable performance region of the RSMA-ISAC system

based on the WMMSE-PDD algorithm becomes larger with

the increase in the number of RF chains and the number of

phase quantization bits. When b tends to infinity, the increase

of RF chains improves WSR very little, but the achievable

performance region of the hybrid structure has reached more

than 98% of the fully digital structure. Next, From Fig. 10,

it is observed that the energy efficiencies at fixed perceived

SCNR thresholds are consistently higher for the scenario with

the number of RF chains NRF = 6 compared to NRF = 10,

and all hybrid structures have higher energy efficiency than

the fully digital structure. In this example, when the sensing

SCNR is less than 11 dB, the energy efficiency of the

communication increases with the decrease in the number of

phase quantization bits, but when the SCNR is greater than

13 dB, the energy efficiency of the case “NRF = 6, b = ∞”

is the highest. In summary, the RSMA-ISAC with the HBF

structure can achieve favorable performance trade-offs and

greatly improve the energy efficiency of the system.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the problem of joint com-

mon rate allocation and HBF design for the RSMA-assisted

mmWave ISAC system. We have proposed the WMMSE-PDD

algorithm to solve this nonlinear and nonconvex optimization



problem with coupled constraints. Specifically, the original

problem was first transformed into an equivalent WMMSE

problem, and then the PDD algorithm based on inner and

outer double-layer loops solved the transformed problem. The

proposed WMMSE-PDD algorithm converged to the KKT

point of the original problem. In addition, we have extended

the proposed algorithm to the HBF design based on the finite-

resolution PSs to further improve the energy efficiency of the

system. Simulation results demonstrated that the performance

of the RSMA-ISAC scheme outperforms both the SDMA-

ISAC and NOMA-ISAC schemes. Our proposed HBF-based

RSMA-assisted mmWave ISAC system has the advantages of

higher energy efficiency, more robust interference manage-

ment, and better communication-sensing performance trade-

offs.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

First, we give the Lagrangian function for problem P2-1 as

follows:

L =
∑

k∈K

αk(ηk − Ck) +
∑

k∈K

λ
(1)
k

(
1T c+ min

uc,k,wc,k

(ηc,k)− g
)

−
∑

k∈K

λ
(2)
k Ck +H,

(61)
where H = λ(3)

(
γ0 − φ(FRF,FD)

)
+ λ(4)

(
‖FRFFD‖2F −

PT

)
+
∑Nt

i=1

∑NRF

j=1 λ
(5)
i,j

(
|FRF(i, j)| − 1

)
. φ(FRF,FD)

denotes the left part of the inequality sign of con-

straint (15b). λ = [λ
(1)
1 , · · · , λ(1)

K , , λ
(2)
1 , · · · , λ(2)

K , λ(3), λ(4),

λ
(5)
1,1, · · · , λ

(5)
Nt,NRF

]T denote the corresponding Lagrangian

multipliers. Suppose {F⋆
RF,F

⋆
D, c

⋆,u⋆,w⋆} is the optimal
KKT solution to problem P2-1, then it must exist that the
optimal λ satisfies the KKT conditions as follows:

(

∑

k∈K

αk∇FRF
ηk +

∑

k∈K

λ
(1)
k ∇FRF

ηc,k +∇FRF
H
)
∣

∣

FRF=F
⋆
RF

= 0,

(62a)
(

∑

k∈K

αk∇FD
ηk +

∑

k∈K

λ
(1)
k ∇FD

ηc,k +∇FD
H
)∣

∣

FD=F
⋆
D

= 0,

(62b)

− αk +
∑

i∈K

λ
(1)
i − λ

(2)
k = 0, k ∈ K, (62c)

αk

∂ηk

∂wk

∣

∣

wk=w⋆
k

= 0, λ
(1)
k

∂ηc,k

∂wc,k

∣

∣

wc,k=w⋆
c,k

= 0, (62d)

αk

∂ηk

∂uk

∣

∣

uk=u⋆
k

= 0, λ
(1)
k

∂ηc,k

∂uc,k

∣

∣

uc,k=u⋆
c,k

= 0, (62e)

λ
(1)
k

(

1
T
c
⋆ + min

uc,k,wc,k

(ηc,k)− g
)

= 0, k ∈ K, (62f)

λ
(2)
k C

⋆
k = 0, k ∈ K, λ

(3)
(

γ0 − φ(F⋆
RF,F

⋆
D)

)

= 0, (62g)

λ
(4)( ‖F⋆

RFF
⋆
D‖

2
F
− PT

)

= 0, λ
(5)
i,j

(

|F⋆
RF(i, j)| − 1

)

= 0. (62h)

When the optimal solutions w⋆
k, w⋆

c,k, u⋆
k, and u⋆

c,k take the

values of wMMSE
k , wMMSE

c,k , uMMSE
k , and uMMSE

c,k , respectively,

which precisely satisfy the stationarity conditions, i.e., Eqs.

(62d) and (62e), and also further satisfy the rate-WMMSE

relationships in Eqs. (22) and (23). Thus, it can be deduced

that the gradient relationships hold as follows:

∇FRF
Rk = −∇FRF

ηk(w
⋆
k, u

⋆
k),

∇FRF
Rc,k = −∇FRF

ηc,k(w
⋆
c,k, u

⋆
c,k), (63a)

∇FD
Rk = −∇FD

ηk(w
⋆
k, u

⋆
k),

∇FD
Rc,k = −∇FD

ηc,k(w
⋆
c,k, u

⋆
c,k). (63b)

By substituting Eqs. (63a), (63b), and (22) into Eqs. (62a),

(62b), and (62f), respectively, the following results are ob-

tained:

(
−
∑

k∈K

αk∇FRF
Rk −

∑

k∈K

λ
(1)
k ∇FRF

Rc,k

+∇FRF
H
)∣
∣
FRF=F⋆

RF

= 0, (64a)

(
−
∑

k∈K

αk∇FD
Rk −

∑

k∈K

λ
(1)
k ∇FD

Rc,k

+∇FD
H
)∣
∣
FD=F⋆

D

= 0, (64b)

λ
(1)
k

(
1T c⋆ −Rc,k

)
= 0, k ∈ K. (64c)

It can be checked that the set of Eqs. (64a), (64b), (62c),

(62g), (62h), and (64c) constitutes exactly the KKT conditions

of Problem P1. Hence, the proof is complete.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

The Lagrange function of subproblem (27) can be expressed
as follows:

L1 =‖X−Y + ρΛ1‖
2
F + v1

(

f1(Y)− f̂2(Y,Y
(t))

)

, (65)

where v1 ≥ 0 denotes Lagrange multiplier. Then, the KKT

conditions for subproblem (37) can be given by

∇YL1 = −2(X−Y + ρΛ1) + 2v1(γ0ΩY −ΦY(t)) = 0,
(66a)

v1
(
f1(Y)− f̂2(Y,Y(t))

)
= 0. (66b)

Hence, the optimal solution Yopt(v1) can be derived from

constraint (66a), as shown in Eq.(38). Next, we discuss the

Lagrange multiplier v1 in two cases, as follows:

Case 1: if v1 = 0, we can obtain the optimal solution

Yopt(0) = X + ρΛ1, which needs to satisfy the constraint

f1(Y
opt(0))− f̂2(Y

opt(0),Y(t)) ≤ 0.

Case 2: if v1 6= 0, the optimal solution

Yopt(v1) must satisfy the equation constraint

f1(Y
opt(v1))− f̂2(Y

opt(v1),Y
(t)) = 0. First, the eigenvalue

decomposition (EVD) of the Hermitian matrix Ω gives

Ω = QΣQH , where Σ and Q denote the diagonal matrix

consisting of the eigenvalues of Ω and the unitary matrix

consisting of the corresponding eigenvectors, respectively.

Then, Yopt(v1) can be transformed into

Yopt(v1) = Q(Σ̃(v1))
−1QHD(v1), (67)

where Σ̃(v1) = INt
+ v1γ0Σ and D(v1) = X + ρΛ1 +

v1ΦY(t). Hence, the above constraint can be rewritten as

Nt∑

i=1

[

EΣ̃
−1

+ Σ̃
−1

EH
]

i,i
− γ0

Nt∑

i=1

[

GΣ̃
−1

ΣΣ̃
−1
]

i,i
= γ̃0,

(68)



where E = QHDY(t)HΦQ, G = QHDDQH , and γ̃0 =
tr(Y(t)HΦY(t)) + γ0σ

2
z . Since Σ and Σ̃ are both diagonal

matrices, the optimal v1 can be obtained by solving Eq. (68)

using one-dimensional line search.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

The Lagrange function of subproblem (39) can be given by

L2,k =‖X− Zk + ρΛ2,k‖2F + ‖c− qk + ρλc,k‖2F +

v2,k

(

uc,k |wc,k|2
( ∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkec

∣
∣
∣

2

+
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkei

∣
∣
∣

2
)

− 2uc,kR

{

wc,kh
H
k Zkec

}

+ 1Tqk

)

,

(69)

where v2,k ≥ 0, k ∈ K is Lagrange multiplier. The KKT

conditions for subproblem (39) can be written as

∂L2,k
∂Zk

= 0,
∂L2,k
∂qk

= 0, (70a)

v2,k

(

uc,k |wc,k|2
( ∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkec

∣
∣
∣

2

+
∑

i∈K

∣
∣
∣h

H
k Zkei

∣
∣
∣

2
)

− 2uc,kR

{

wc,kh
H
k Zkec

}

+ 1Tqk

)

= 0. (70b)

Hence, Eqs. (40) and (41), corresponding to the optimal

solutions of Zk and qk, can be obtained by solving the

constraint (70a). The solution of v2,k is also divided into two

cases, v2,k = 0 and v2,k 6= 0, which are discussed similarly

to Appendix B. Therefore, we omit the solution for brevity.

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

We directly give the KKT conditions for subproblem (48)

as follows:
∑

k∈K

αkuk |wk|2 hkh
H
k X

∑

i∈K

eie
H
i +

(
v3 +

K + 2

2ρ

)
X

=
∑

k∈K

αkukw
∗
khke

H
k +

1

ρ

(

Y +
∑

k∈K

Zk + FRFFD−

ρ
(
Λ1 +

∑

k∈K

Λ2,k +Λ3

)
)

, V, (71a)

v3

(

tr
(
XHX

)
− PT

)

= 0, (71b)

where v3 ≥ 0 is Lagrange multiplier. Based on vec(AXB) =
(BT ⊗A)vec(X), constraint (71a) can be transformed into
(

Π+
(
v3 +

K + 2

2ρ

)
INt(K+1)

)

vec(X) = vec(V), (72)

where Π = (
∑

i∈K eie
H
i )T ⊗ (

∑

k∈K αkuk |wk|2 hkh
H
k ).

Then, the optimal solution for the vectorization X can be

obtained by Eq. (72), which is shown in Eq.(49). Next, we

discuss the Lagrange multiplier v3 based on constraint (71b).

Case 1: When v3 = 0, if Xopt(0) satisfies the constraint

tr(Xopt(0)HXopt(0)) ≤ PT , then Xopt(0) is the optimal

solution.

Case 2: When v3 6= 0, the optimal solution xopt(v3) must

satisfy the constraint xopt(v3)
Hxopt(v3) = PT . Next, for the

EVD of matrix Π, we have

Π = Udiag{a1, · · · , ai, · · · , aNt(K+1)}UH , (73)

where ai denotes the i-th eigenvalue of Π, and U is the unitary

matrix consisting of the corresponding eigenvectors. By taking

Eq. (73) into the above constraint, it yields the following:

vec(V)H
(

Π+
(K + 2

2ρ
+ v3

)
I

)−2

vec(V)

=

Nt(K+1)
∑

i=1

di

(ai +
K+2
2ρ + v3)2

= PT ,

(74)

where di = [UHvec(V)vec(V)HU]i,i. The optimal Lagrange

multiplier v3 can be easily found by solving Eq.(74) using the

bisection method.
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