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Abstract—In this paper, we investigate the joint resource
allocation and trajectory design for a multi-user, multi-target
unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)-enabled integrated sensing and
communication (ISAC) system, where the link capacity between a
ground base station (BS) and the UAYV is limited. The UAV conducts
target sensing and information transmission in orthogonal
time slots to prevent interference. As is common in practical
systems, sensing is performed while the UAV hovers, allowing
the UAV to acquire high-quality sensing data. Subsequently,
the acquired sensing data is offloaded to the ground BS for
further processing. We jointly optimize the UAV trajectory,
UAY velocity, beamforming for the communication users, power
allocated to the sensing beam, and time of hovering for sensing to
minimize the power consumption of the UAV while ensuring the
communication quality of service (QoS) and successful sensing.
Due to the prohibitively high complexity of the resulting non-
convex mixed integer non-linear program (MINLP), we employ a
series of transformations and optimization techniques, including
semidefinite relaxation, big-M method, penalty approach, and
successive convex approximation, to obtain a low-complexity
suboptimal solution. Our simulation results reveal that 1) the
proposed design achieves significant power savings compared
to two baseline schemes; 2) stricter sensing requirements lead
to longer sensing times, highlighting the challenge of efficiently
managing both sensing accuracy and sensing time; 3) the optimized
trajectory design ensures precise hovering directly above the
targets during sensing, enhancing sensing quality and enabling
the application of energy-focused beams; and 4) the proposed
trajectory design balances the capacity of the backhaul link and
the downlink rate of the communication users.

Index Terms—Resource allocation, trajectory design, UAYV,
ISAC, hovering, radar pulse sensing, backhaul link, MINLP.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid development of new services for future
wireless networks, the sixth generation (6G) of wireless commu-
nication systems is expected to become a fully intelligent net-
work enabling a multitude of environment-and location-aware
applications such as autonomous driving, remote healthcare,
and smart industry. To support these applications, a seamless
6G wireless network is needed, providing both high-precision
sensing capabilities and wireless information transmission.
To this end, integrated sensing and communication (ISAC)
has recently drawn significant attention from academia and
industry. ISAC is capable of increasing spectrum efficiency and
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facilitating the sharing of the physical infrastructure for sensing
and communications [2]. Motivated by these advantages, the
authors in [3]], [4] considered ISAC networks with a specific
focus on terrestrial systems. However, terrestrial ISAC systems,
despite their potential, are often hindered by obstacles on the
ground that may obstruct the line of sight (LoS) to sensing
targets.

Compared to conventional cellular systems which are based
on a fixed terrestrial infrastructure, unmanned aerial vehicle
(UAV)-enabled communication systems can support on-demand
connectivity by flexibly deploying UAV-enabled wireless
transceivers in a target area. For example, in the case of
natural disasters and major accidents, UAVs can be utilized as
aerial base stations to establish temporary communication links
in a timely and cost-effective manner. Moreover, UAV-aided
wireless communication, capitalizing on the flexible deployment
[51, [6]l, can exploit LoS links. These LoS connections cannot
only enhance communication performance but also serve as
a critical element for accurate target sensing. This is because
target detection and parameter estimation usually require LoS
links between the sensing transceivers and the sensing targets.
Furthermore, due to their high maneuverability, UAVs can
quickly approach a desired target, which can significantly
reduce the transmit power required for sensing [[7]], [8]]. Despite
these promising features, only few works in the existing
literature have studied UAV-enabled ISAC [9]|-[13]]. The authors
in [9] optimized the trajectory, transmit beamforming, and
radar signals of a UAV-enabled ISAC system to improve the
communication data rate while ensuring a required sensing
beam pattern gain. In [[10], [11], a periodic sensing and
communication scheme for UAV-enabled ISAC systems was
introduced and the achievable rate was maximized by jointly
optimizing the UAV’s trajectory, transmit precoder, and sensing
start time subject to sensing frequency and beam pattern gain
constraints. The authors in [12] proposed a novel integrated
sensing, jamming, and communication framework for UAV-
enabled downlink communications to maximize the number of
securely served users while considering a tracking performance
constraint. In [13]], the authors considered single-antenna UAV-
enabled integrated sensing, computing, and communication,
where the UAV sensed a target and offloaded computational
tasks to the ground base station (BS). The works in [9]|-[13]] did
not take into account UAV aerodynamic power consumption
and velocity optimization, crucial for coping with the limited
battery life of UAVs. Efficient and prolonged UAV operation
requires addressing these aspects via resource allocation
and trajectory design, enhancing overall performance and
mission time. Furthermore, the authors of [9]—[13]] primarily



concentrated on optimizing the beam pattern gain for target
sensing, while ignoring the potential impact of the sidelobes
of the beam pattern. In fact, the presence of sidelobes can
result in energy wastage and high interference, which may
have adverse effects on the overall performance of the ISAC
system [3[], [4]. Moreover, these studies did not consider the
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the received radar echoes as a
performance metric for sensing, which is a crucial aspect in
practical ISAC systems. The reliable detection of radar echoes
is essential for ensuring the successful completion of sensing
tasks in practice. Therefore, in this paper, we consider the
SNR of the received radar echoes as a performance metric
for sensing. Besides, the ISAC systems considered in [9]—[13]]
may experience significant self-interference (SI) as the radar
echoes maybe received before the information transmission
is completed. While conventional full-duplex communication
systems use SI cancellation techniques to mitigate interference,
such methods may not be sufficient to suppress the SI below
the level required for sensing due to the low received echo
powers. This is primarily due to the high attenuation of the
echo signal caused by the round-trip path-loss, which makes
it challenging to achieve sufficient SI suppression. To address
this issue, we propose to perform sensing and communication
in orthogonal time slots, coupled with the adoption of pulse
radar technology, which enables flexible adjustment of the
sensing range. Besides, in [9]-[13]], sensing was performed
while the UAV was moving, which can potentially degrade
sensing accuracy. In contrast, practical UAV-based sensing
systems typically perform sensing while the UAV is hovering
[14]. Therefore, in this paper, we incorporate this feature into
our problem formulation to leverage the following advantages.
First, when the UAV hovers above the target, a predetermined
fixed beam pattern can be used for sensing, i.e., eliminating
the need for continuous adjustment of the beam pattern based
on the UAV’s flight path, which significantly reduces design
complexity. Second, hovering during sensing circumvents the
UAV-induced Doppler shift, simplifying sensing data signal
processing. Furthermore, in [9]-[12], it was assumed that the
processing of the received sensing signals is done locally at
the UAV, which can be challenging due to the UAV’s limited
computational capabilities and battery resources. In fact, signal
processing and analysis of sensing data require significant
computing resources and energy, which creates a bottleneck
for UAV-enabled sensing. To address this challenge, we propose
to forward the received sensing echo signals to a ground BS
via backhaul links for processing. Offloading the sensing data
alleviates the computational burden on the UAV, enabling higher
accuracy and lower latency in obtaining sensing results at
the BS. Existing studies overlooked critical components such
as aerodynamic power consumption, velocity optimization,
the accumulated received echo SNR as performance metric
for sensing, synthesizing a focused beam, optimal hovering
during sensing, and the impact of the backhaul link capacity on
system performance. This paper addresses these challenges and
introduces a novel design framework to minimize the average
UAV power consumption while meeting the QoS requirements
of both the communication users and sensing tasks. The main
contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

« We consider a multi-user multi-target UAV-enabled ISAC
system where the link capacity between the ground BS and
the UAV is limited. We aim to minimize the average power
consumption of the UAV, which involves optimizing not
only the resource allocation and UAV trajectory but also
the time when the UAV hovers for sensing, resulting in a
non-convex mixed integer non-linear program (MINLP).

« We introduce an innovative design strategy for the UAV’s
radar beam, comprising the offline pre-design of its shape
and online power allocation for sensing. This approach
significantly reduces computational complexity, as the
system focuses exclusively on optimizing the scaling factor
during the online phase. Particularly, for sensing, our
emphasis is on synthesizing a concentrated beam with
minimal sidelobes in the offline phase and guaranteeing
a required accumulated SNR, facilitated by precise UAV
hovering directly above the target, during sensing.

« We develop an alternating optimization (AO) based
resource allocation algorithm to solve the formulated
non-convex MINLP optimization problem. In particular,
we obtain a low-complexity sub-optimal solution by
exploiting semi-definite relaxation, big-M method, and
successive convex approximation (SCA). Moreover, we
utilize the penalty approach for penalizing the objective
function to ensure the equality constraint introduced
by the required hovering of the UAV precisely above
the target during sensing and for recovering the binary
sensing indicator variables, enhancing the efficiency of
the solution.

« Our simulation results highlight the benefits of positioning
the BS in close proximity to the sensing targets, facilitating
efficient data offloading and accurate sensing. Additionally,
our results affirm the effectiveness of the proposed
algorithm in ensuring precise hovering directly above
the targets during sensing, benefiting accurate and reliable
target detection.

Notations: In this paper, matrices and vectors are denoted by
boldface capital letters A and lowercase letters a, respectively.
RN*M and CV*M denote the spaces of N x M real-valued
and complex-valued matrices, respectively. AT, A# Rank(A),
and Tr(A) are the transpose, Hermitian, rank, and trace of
matrix A, respectively. A > O indicates a positive semidefinite
matrix. Iy is the N-by-N identity matrix. |-| and || - ||o denote
the absolute value of a complex scalar and the l;-norm of
a vector, respectively. E[-] denotes statistical expectation. ~
and 2 stand for “distributed as” and “defined as”, respectively.
The distribution of a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
random variable with mean p and variance o2 is denoted by
CN (u,0%). The gradient vector of function f(x) with respect
to x is denoted by Vy f(x).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this paper, we consider a rotary-wing UAV-assisted ISAC
system, which provides downlink communication services for
K communication users and senses F potential targets, as
depicted in Fig. 1. To cater to the limited computational
capabilities of the UAV, ensure low latency data processing,
and enable real-time mission monitoring, the UAV offloads
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Fig. 1: Joint communication and sensing in UAV-assisted network
comprising EY = 2 sensing targets and K = 2 communication users.

the sensing data to a ground BS for further processing [15]).
The operation of the system follows a two-step process. The
communication data is transmitted from the BS to the UAV, and
subsequently, the UAV relays this data to the users. In certain
time slots, the UAV switches to the sensing mode, receiving
echo signals reflected by the sensing target. These echo signals
are first compressed locally at the UAV, reducing the amount
of data that needs to be offloaded to the BS. The compressed
radar data are then transmitted to the ground BS. Finally, the
BS performs central processing for target recognition based on
the received compressed sensing data.

The UAV’s total flying time T is divided into N time
slots of duration §; = % Each time slot is assumed to
be sufficiently small, such that the location of the UAV is
approximately constant during a time slot to facilitate efficient
trajectory and beamforming design for ISAC. In the subsequent
subsections, we present the proposed ISAC framework in
detail. We start by explaining the proposed frame structure.
Then, we describe the signal model, including its radar and
communication components, before modeling the backhaul
links. Finally, we address the power consumption of the UAYV,
including the power required for local processing, offloading,
and flying.

A. ISAC Frame Structure for UAV

In the proposed UAV-ISAC frame structure, separate and
dedicated time slots are employed for sensing and communica-
tion, as shown in Fig. 2] This strategy minimizes interference,
ensuring the UAV’s efficient execution of both operations
without compromising quality. The UAV communicates with
the communication users in non-sensing slots while it senses
the target in the sensing slots. However, the UAV can use
only a maximum of N®* time slots to limit the sensing
duration for task effectiveness. During sensing, one target is
sensed at a time to maximize sensing performance by focusing
the beam pattern on the target. However, in what time slot
sensing is performed is part of the optimization. To this end, we
introduce the sensing indicator . ,, for target e, e € {1, ..., E'}.

& [
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UAV first performs local
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the sensing data to the BS

te Received echo
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&

Fig. 2: Proposed ISAC frame structure where 7' is the total flying
time.

If o, = 1, target e is sensed ‘in the n-th time slot; otherwise,
ten = 0. Here, we force the UAV to hover above the sensing
target. This choice offers several advantages. First, with the
UAV hovering above the target, a fixed beam pattern can be
designed, eliminating the need for continuous adjustment based
on the UAV’s flight path, which simplifies the design process.
Second, hovering during sensing helps mitigate UAV-induced
Doppler shifts, simplifying the signal processing for sensing
data. Third, it minimizes the impact of interference and multi-
path effects, resulting in higher sensing performance which
allows the UAV to focus the beam pattern with maximum
accuracy on the target, enabling the system to extract vital
information with optimal efficiency. The assumption of UAV
hovering above the target during sensing is justified by its
applicability in various real-world scenarios, including vital
sign detection through radar technology, where precise UAV
positioning is crucial for reliable measurements. These benefits
make hovering during sensing preferable in practical UAV-
based radar systems [[14]]. After sensing, the sensing data is
offloaded to the ground BS via a backhaul link to leverage
the ground BS’s computational capabilities. This offloading
reduces latency and enhances sensing precision.

B. Radar Signal

The UAV is equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA)
with M antennas for communication and sensing. We adopt
a three-dimensional (3D) Cartesian coordinate system where
the horizontal location of the UAV in time slot n and the
location of the potential target on the ground are denoted
by a[n] = [gu[n],qy[n]]" and d. = [d,..d,.]" e R,
respectively. The value of d., e € {1, ..., E}, is predetermined
based on the specific sensing task{l While having initial
knowledge of the target’s location is valuable, the complete
sensing data acquisition involves a two-step process. Initially,
the UAV acquires rough information to initiate the sensing
process. Subsequently, it performs detailed sensing to gather
sufficient data on the target which is then offloaded to the
BS for further processing. In the considered system, the
UAV’s initial knowledge guides the sensing process, ensuring
efficient and accurate data acquisition. The offloading to the BS
facilitates in-depth analysis and contributes to a comprehensive
understanding of the target including the target’s location, angle,

IThe value of d. could be set based on an estimated location for target
tracking or it could be a fixed location in the region of interest for target

detection , .



shape, velocity, size, and parameters. Moreover, it is assumed
that the UAV flies in the x — y plane at fixed altitude H. While
hovering over a given target, the UAV emits a narrow beam
toward the direction of the target to extract information from
the target. The radar signal so € CM*! with covariance matrix
R[n] = E[so[n]si![n]] = 0 is transmitted towards the given
target in a sensing slot. The transmit beam pattern gain from
the UAV in the direction of target e is given by

P(R,q[n],d.) = a”(q[n],d.) R[n] a(q[n],d.),

where

ey

a(q[n], d.) = [1761'%% cos((aln]de)) ejQW‘Xz(Mfl)Cos(@(q[n],dc))]T
@

is the steering vector of the ULA equipped at the UAYV,

0(q[n],d.) = arccos (m) is the angle of

departure corresponding to target e, A is the carrier wavelength,
and d denotes the spacing between two adjacent UAV antennas.

We adopt a two-phase strategy to optimize the design of the
beam pattern and to maximize the quality of sensing.

1) Shape of the Sensing Beam: In the offline phase, a
highly directional sensing beam pattern is designed, efficiently
catering to specific constraints required for optimal sensing.
To facilitate high-quality sensing during the UAV’s hovering
phase, the desired sensing location has to be illuminated by an
energy-focused beam with low side lobe leakage, facilitating
the separation of the desired echoes and clutter. The UAV
employs a pre-designed highly directional sensing beam pattern
characterized by a specific covariance matrix that defines the
desired waveform. To this end, we discretize the angular domain
[-%, %] into L directions and generate the ideal beam pattern
{D(6,)}E_,, where D(6);) denotes the beam pattern power in
direction [, which is given by

1, 0.—-A<0 <0.+A,
D((m—{o l

where 2A is the beamwidth used to sense one target [16]], and
0. is the angle of departure corresponding to target e. In the
hovering state, the horizontal distance between the UAV and
the target is zero, resulting in an angle of zero degrees between
the UAV and the target, i.e., . = 0. Consequently, to shape
the beam, we adopt the minimum square error (MSE) criterion,
which is given by [16]

otherwise,

T ?
mg})l’rrltlile I l; poD(6;) — aH(Ql)Rda(Hl) 3)
s.t. Tr(Ry) =1,

R,=RY R, >0,

where pg is a scaling factor. Problem (3) is a semi-definite
quadratic programming problem and can be efficiently solved
in polynomial time by CVX.

2) Scaling Power of the Sensing Beam: In the online phase,
we scale and configure the beam pattern in real time. The
employed radar beam pattern, denoted as R, is obtained from
(3), and remains fixed and does not depend on time slot n. As
mentioned before, the beam pattern is specifically designed for

scenarios when the UAV hovers directly above the target. We
introduce scaling factor pR*[n], which is applied to the desired
radar beam pattern matrix R, yielding R[n] = pR*[n]R, for
the covariance matrix used for sensing. This scaling factor
allows for dynamic adjustment of the beam power during
sensing.

We adopt pulse radar for sensing to ensure reliable echo
detection at the transmitter and to provide flexibility in adjusting
the sensing range. According to pulse radar theory, the sensing
range is contingent upon the duration of the sensing pulse and
the time taken to listen for the received echo [17]. Consequently,
the system designer meticulously divides the available sensing
time into two components to ensure dependable echo detection
at the transmitter. As a result, each sensing slot comprises
multiple scan rounds, within each of which the UAV transmits
a scanning pulse lasting for a duration of ¢,, as shown in
Fig 2. Following this transmission, the UAV switches to the
listening mode to receive the target’s echo corresponding to the
transmitted pulse. Consequently, each sensing round operates
at a specific pulse repetition frequency (PRF). In particular,
T, = t, +t, represents the duration of each sensing round,
where t, corresponds to the duration of the listening mode
(reception duration of the received radar echo). The number
of sensing rounds is then given by N, = % The echo signal
received at the UAV in time slot n is given by

re[n] = He[n]so[n] + z[n], 4

where z ~ CN(0,021y,) is the received additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the UAV and H[n] is the round-
trip channel matrix, which is given by
€e[n]B

H. il 5 s a(alnl, d.)a”(aln]. o),
where [y denotes the channel power gain at the reference
distance of dy = 1 m and U,[n] = \/Hq[n] —d.|* + H2.
Moreover, €.[n]= ﬁg[n]
of target e in time slot n, and 1. is the radar cross-section of
target e [17]). After receive beamforming with vector u, the
received echo signal at the UAV can be rewritten as

7o[n] = uH,[n]so[n] + uz[n].

&)

denotes the reflection coefficient

(6)

As a result, the radar output SNR for target detection at the
UAV is given by

N, #u"H, [n]R[n]H [n]u

e

e = 7
7 o2uflu 0
Exploiting maximum ratio combining, i.e., u = %,
we obtain

. VB3N a (a[n], de)R[n]a(q[n], d.) ®

167U4[n]o?
To achieve satisfactory sensing performance, we require the
accumulated sensing SNR of target e to be higher than a
pre-defined minimum threshold as follows

e g DN ) Riataln) 4
¢ = o 167V4[n]o?

©))

> SNR™,



where SNR™ is the minimum SNR required at the UAV for
sensing target e. This condition is contingent on the target
remaining stationary and not in motion during sensing.

C. Communication Signal

The horizontal location %f the K communication users is
denoted by dj, = [dmk , dyk-] . Consequently, the channel vector
between the UAV and user k is denoted by hy, and given by

fralaln]. difn)
wq —dy? + B2

(10)

based on the free space channel model. In the non-sensing slots,
the UAV transmits simultaneously information symbols cx[n],
K}, to the K communication users.

ek ~CN(0,1), ke {1,..,

Then, the received signal at user k£ can be written as

where w[n] € CM*! denotes the transmit beamforming vector
and z, ~ CN(0,0%) is the AWGN at user k. As a result, the
received SINR at user k£ in time slot n is given by

bl [ndwelnl|”
nlw;[n ]| +a,%

n] + zk[n], an

Ye[n] = (12)

Hﬁk ‘h

D. Backhaul Model

1) Radar pulse: Based on the PRF, the minimum and
maximum sensing ranges, for which the UAV can detect a
target, are given by [17]

cty ct,

Rmin = 5 and Rpax = 5

2) UAV-BS: In each sensing slot, the UAV has to first sample

and quantize the received echo signal based on the desired

sensing resolution, and then forward the quantized data to the

BS. Consequently, we model the backhaul capacity required

for conveying the sampled and quantized echoes from the UAV
to the BS during the listening time, ¢,, as follows [|18]]

13)

Nb (Rmax - Rmin)
AR t, Wf ’

where NV, is the number of bits needed to characterize a
quantized value of the echo signal, AR is the resolution of the

Rp: = (14)

radar in meters determined by the pulse width, type of target,

and efficiency of the radar [17], and Wy is the bandwidth
of the backhaul link. After compression of the radar data at
the UAV, the compressed data are offloaded to the BS for
further processing and analysis. We model the achievable data
rate between the UAV and the BS based on an equivalent
single-input single-output (SISO) link as followsﬂ
aenp”"[n]AT[n] )

Rysg[n] = log, (1 + — 5
OB

(15)

2Since the channel between the UAV and the BS is LoS, only one spatial
degree of freedom is available. Accordingly, the backhaul channel matrix is
rank-one with a unique non-zero singular value.

where A\j[n] = NI m, and G is the antenna gain
a[n]—as
for the backhaul link. Also, H, - H — Hgs, where Hpgg is the

height of the BS. p°f[n] is the transmission power needed for
offloading the radar data from the UAV to the BS and 0% is
the variance of the noise at the BS. To guarantee successful
real-time communication between the UAV and the BS, the
production rate (the rate at which sampled and quantized echoes
are conveyed from the UAV to the BS) should be smaller than
the achievable rate of the backhaul link. Thus, the following
inequality must hold in the sensing slots

C4: RUB[ ] Qe nLRPra (16)

where ¢, 0 < ¢ < 1, denotes the data compression factor

resulting from the local compression carried out by the UAV.
3) BS-UAV: Besides, the backhaul constraint required for

offloading of sensing data, the link between the BS to the

UAV must also satisfy a minimum QoS requirement to ensure

successful data transmission to the users

sz[n]x\%[n]> -

o2

C5: Rpy[n] = log, (1 +

E
S (i 3eun).

is a minimum QoS requirement for communication
is the AWGN variance at the UAV.

(7)

where RF .

min

user k, and o2

E. Power Consumption Model

Besides, the power consumption incurred for data transmis-
sion and sensing, the UAV also consumes power for offloading,
local data processing, and flying.

1) Offloading Power Consumption of the UAV: In the context
of our system, offloading is a critical strategy to manage the
significant amount of radar data generated during the sensing
phase. The UAV needs to efficiently transmit this data to the
BS with transmit power p°[n] for further processing.

2) Local Power Consumption of the UAV: We model the
power consumption required for local data processing, i.e., for
data compression at the UAV, as follows [[19]

3
PLoc = a fLoca

where a is a constant related to the hardware architecture of the
UAV and fi, (cycles/sec) is the local computation resource
of the UAV.

3) Aerodynamic Power Consumption of the UAV: The
propulsion power consumption depends on the flying mode
of the UAV [6], [20]. In particular, the aerodynamic power
consumption for rotary-wing UAVs is a function of the flight
velocity v[n] € R?*! [20]. The total power consumption in
time slot n can be written as

Z e, n Prover[n ( i ae n) Pay(v[n]),

e=1 e=1
(19)

(18)

Piero (V

where  Bigver P, + P; and Pyy=PF, <3§‘;£Z]2|2> +

1/2
Pi[( 1+ el —”Vz[gg)”z) —1]+;ropsArv[n]||3.The



TABLE I: Parameters in the power consumption model [20].

Notations Definitions
€2 = 300 Blade angular velocity in radians/second
r=04 Rotor radius in meter
p =1.225 Air density in kg/m?
s = 0.05 Rotor solidity in m®
A, = 0.503 Rotor disc area in m?
P, =80 Blade profile power during hovering in Watt
P; = 88.6 Induced power during hovering in Watt
vo = 4.03 Mean rotor induced velocity in forward flight in m/s
ro = 0.6 Fuselage drag ratio
Pyatic = 0.3 W Circuit power consumption of RF chain

parameters of the power consumption model are defined in
Table 1 [20].

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this paper, we aim to minimize the average power
consumption of the UAV which includes the transmission power,
aerodynamic power consumption, and power consumption
for offloading by jointly optimizing the beamforming for
communication, the power for sensing (pRad [n]), the UAV’s
trajectory (q), the velocity (v), and the sensing indicator while
guaranteeing the QoS of the communication users as well as
the sensing targets. As a result, the optimization problem is
mathematically formulated as follows:

Py :min Obj N Z

n=1

(mzhmmW+mgﬂmmm+
k=1

E
Z Qe np )

Paero( [ ]) + M Pstatlc + Z ae nPLoc

e=1

(L—Zawgimwkwﬁ
zam

S.t.

s pTr(R[n]) + Z e np°[n] < Ppax, ¥n,

e=1

N E
Z ( Zaen) logQ 1+7k[ ]) mm,Vk

03a" (0N, R[n]a(6,)
16704[n]o?

> SNR™ Ve,

M= 2\
Q

e,n
1

B[n] = ae ntRpe, Ve,n,

E
ST

Z ae,n)v Vn,
e=1
<1,VYn, CT7: Z e < NP Ve,
n=1
E
Z aem)v 16¢, Vn,

C9: HV[?’L + 1] - V[n]H < amaxétyvna

3
I

C4:

=
&

CSZRBU

E
2, Qe
e=1

qn+1] -

C6 :

C8:

E
C10: ||V[TL:| H < (1 - Z ae,n)vmaxvvnv

e=1

Cll: aey €{0,1},Ve,n, C12: acy,|q[n] — deH2 =

where 1 > 1 and Py denote the power amplifier efficiency
and the circuit power consumption of the radio frequency (RF)

chain of one antenna element, respectively. In optimization
problem Py, E = {wy[n], pR¥[n], p°T[n], ae n,q[n], v[n]}
is the set of optimization variables. C1 limits the transmit
power of the UAV, where P,,,x is the maximum transmit
power. C2 guarantees that the average achievable data rate of
the communication users in non-sensing slots does not fall
below RE. . C3 ensures that the accumulated sensing SNR
at the UAV exceeds a specified minimum threshold, denoted
by SNRteh, necessary for effective target sensing. C4 indicates
that the rate of production must not exceed the achievable
rate of the backhaul link to ensure real-time communication
between UAV and BS. C5 guarantees that the communication
link between the BS and the UAV satisfies the minimum QoS
that the UAV has to provide to the users. C6 ensures that
at most one target is sensed in each time slot. C7 limits the
maximum number of time slots used for sensing of each target
to NI, C8 models the evolution of the trajectory of the UAV
based on its flight velocity. Furthermore, C9 and C10 limit the
maximum acceleration and velocity of the UAV to an.x and
Umax, respectively. C11 specifies that the sensing indicator is an
integer variable. Finally, C12 enforces that during sensing the
horizontal distance between the UAV and the target is equal
to zero which means that the UAV hovers exactly above the
target.

Remark 1: In the objective function of Py, sensing indicator
0o, is mot explicitly included in the communication and
sensing transmit power. This is not needed as for the optimal
solution of Py, if ae,, = 1, no transmission power is allocated
for communication in time slot n, ie., ||[wg[n]|| = 0, as
this time slot does not contribute to meeting C2. Similarly,
if o, = 0, no transmit power is allocated to sensing i.e.,
[|R[n]|| = 0, as in this case, time slot n does not contribute
to meeting C3.

IV. SOLUTION OF THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

Optimization problem P; is challenging to solve. The
challenge primarily stems from the intricate interplay of
various system parameters and the non-convexity introduced
by constraints C1—-C5, Cl11, C12, and the UAV’s power
consumption model in the objective function. Moreover, the
inclusion of binary sensing indicator a., in CI1-C5, C8,
Cl11, and C12 transforms the optimization problem into an
MINLP problem, further enhancing its complexity. Additionally,
satisfying the equality constraint C12 poses a significant
challenge in efficiently solving the formulated problem. The
presence of UAV trajectory variables in the exponential
functions in the steering vectors aggravates the difficulty of the
joint UAV trajectory and beamforming optimization problem.
Consequently, finding a globally optimal solution in polynomial
time for this problem is a formidable task. The problem involves
multiple variables and constraints, making it inherently complex.
By decomposing it into two sub-problems, we break down
the complexity, promoting a manageable and efficient solution.
Thus, to strike a balance between computational complexity and
performance, we propose a suboptimal solution approach using
an iterative algorithm based on the AO technique. Beamforming
for the communication users, the power of the sensing beam,
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Fig. 3: A flow chart of the proposed solution.

the power for offloading along with binary sensing indicators
are primarily related to communication and sensing aspects.
These variables can be optimized relatively independently of
the UAV’s trajectory and velocity. Separating these aspects
into a sub-problem enables parallelization, potentially speeding
up the overall optimization process. Therefore, in a first step,
we jointly optimize the communication and sensing variables,
using a combination of semi-definite programming (SDP),
Big-M method, SCA, and the penalty approach. Then, in
a second step, we jointly optimize the UAV trajectory and
velocity, utilizing SCA, Big-M, and the penalty approaches.
Despite being suboptimal, this approach simplifies the problem
and allows us to significantly reduce power consumption
while meeting the prescribed communication and sensing
performance requirements. The key steps for finding the
solution to the considered overall optimization problem P;
are illustrated in Figure 3.

A. First Sub-Problem

First, we assume that the position and velocity of the UAV
are fixed, and we aim to optimize the remaining variables.
To do so, we employ SDP and define W; = wkw,f, A, =
a(q[n],dy)a (q[n],d), where W}, > 0 and Rank(W},) < 1.
One obstacle to solving optimization problem P; is the
coupling of ae, with Wy[n], R[n], and p°T[n] in CI-
C4. In order to overcome this difficulty, we adopt the big-M
formulation. In particular, we define the new optimization
variables, Wy o[n] = aenWi[n], pR9[n] = aep?n],
°fn] = p°f[n]ac,, and add the following additional
constraints to the optimization problem:

C13 : p0[n] < e Puax, C14: p2%[n] < p°"[n], (21)
C15: p%[n] = 0, C16 : p2T[n] = p°"[n] — (1 — @e.n) Prmax,
(22)

C17: Wyc[n] < aen Puax Ins, (23)
C18 : Wy o[n] < Wi[n], C19: Wy [n] > 0, (24)
C20 : Wy .[n] = Wi[n] — (1 — @e.n) Puax I, (25)
C21 : R [n] < aen Prax, C22 : pR[n] < p*[n], (26)
€23 : pR[n] = 0, €24 : pR9[n] < p*[n] — (1 — @en) Puax-
(27)

Besides, we introduce a set of auxiliary optimization variables
tx[n] to bound the SINR from below [21]], [22]

0< Mk [n] < o2
Z#k Tr(W,[n]Ak[n]) + [T%(HCI[”] -

dy|* + H?)

(28)
However, @]) is still non-convex. To overcome this issue, by
introducing auxiliary variable ¢y[n], we can rewrite C2 as
follows:

C2a: Tr(Wy[n]Ag[n]) =

i[n]Ag[r ])

pr[n]or[n],

0_2
+ ﬂ%(\\q[nl — i + H?) < ¢y[n].
0

(29)

C2b: Z Tr(W
i#k

(30)

The left-hand side of (29) is convex. However, the right-hand
side is a product of two terms and is not convex. Nevertheless,
we can rewrite the product of the two terms as

pilmnln] = 5[ (ualm) + 650" — (310 + 63 n)) |

€1y

Note that (3T) is a difference of convex (DC) functions [23]]. As
a result, the first-order Taylor approximation can be adopted
to obtain a convex function and px[n]¢[n] can be bounded
as follows:

piln]ox[n] = ([H¢Hfﬂw(mrA%m
— o (0] (¢[n] — 6V [n]) = vi[n], (32)

where ¢ denotes the iteration index for SCA. Next, we relax
the integer constraint and rewrite C11 as follows:

E N
<1, Cllb: Y. > ten—al,

e=1ln=1

Clla: 0 < aep < 0. (33)

Constraint C11b is a DC function, and we use first-order
Taylor approximation to convert the non-convex constraint to
the following convex constraint

(34)

)

E N
Cllb: Z Z aen—aet 2aen—aet21)) <0.
e—1n=1

Now, we introduce a penalty factor 71 to move constraint C11b
to the objective function. 7; represents the relative importance
of recovering binary values for «. ,. For a sufficiently large



value of 71, optimization problem P; is equivalent to the
following optimization problem [24]:

1 N
mENz( g H(Wiln]) + V. 2 Tr(R[n])

+ Paero(v[n]) + M Pyaic + Z C“e,nPLoc + Z ae,npOff[n])
—_—

e=1 e=1 59 1]
P [n

K E K
st. Cl: Z Tr(Wy[n]) — Z Z Tr(Wp o [n])+
k=1 e=1k=1
E B
p ~Off
; sy T ])+GZ]:1 O[] < Panasc
C2c : Z logy (1 + pu[n])—
n=1
k
NTZI;lae’ﬂlogQ(l—’—Mk?[ ]) Rmina
C2a: Tr(Wg[n]Ak[n]) = vi[n],
2
C2b: 3 Tr(WilnlAxln]) + 25 (laln] = del* H?) < 6,
i#k 0
~Rad 19 Nsth a 96
ngpe S OINERa0)

16704[n]o?

C4 - C8, Clla,C13 — C24, (35)
where 8 = {wy[n], p**i[n], p¢*[n], p°F[n], 5" [n], aen,
ur[n], ¢r[n]}. Constraint C2c¢ is still non-convex. The non-
convexity in constraint C2c is due to the multiplicative integer
variable with continuous value on the left-hand side of the
second part of this constraint i.e., a nlogy(1 + pr[n]) and
the difference between two logarithm functions. To tackle this
constraint, we define

0 < pge[n] < TT(VV;w[n]Ak[ 1)

Sin Tr(Wiln] Ax[n]) + 5 (aln) -

(36)
Now, by exploiting auxiliary variable ¢x[n], we can rewrite
(36 as follows:

C2d: Tr(kae[n]Ak [n])

> jelnlonn]. G

The left-hand side of is convex. However, the right-hand
side is a product of two terms and is not convex. We treat
this constraint in a similar way as (31) and (32). As a result,
constraint C2c can be rewritten as

)

n=le

Rk:

min *

(38)

M

N
Z logy (1 + px[n 108y (1 + prie[n]) =

1

The left-hand side of is a difference of two concave
functions which is not generally concave. Hence, we employ a

dkH + H2).

first order Taylor approximation to obtain a concave function,
i.e., logy(1 + pik.e[n]) is bounded as follows:

Flpeln]) = logy(1 + peln]) < logy(1 + u)[n])
0F (puneln t i
+W(“’“ [n] = i [n]) = Flpreln)). (39

The next challenge is addressing the requirements of equality
constraint C12. C12 enforces the exact alignment between the
UAV and the specified target position, which may slow down
the speed of convergence of the proposed iterative algorithm.
To overcome this limitation, we introduce a penalty function to
relax the strictness of the constraint during the iterative process,
making it more flexible and facilitating convergence. Following
the principles of the penalty method we modify C12 to C12,
ie, C12 : aen|a[n] — d. H 0 and introduce a penalty
function into the objective function, penalizing constraint
violations with a coefficient 7 > 0 [24]]. As a result, the
optimization problem at hand can be rewritten as

e
Ps: mlnNZ (77(

K
Z Tr(Wg[n]) + N b PR [n]+

= n=1 k=1 6
E E
Paero(v[n]) + M Pyaic + Z ae,nPLoc [TL] + Z ae,npOff[n] ) +
e=1 e=1 ~
Poln]
N
- ( S (e — ) (200 — agf;>>)>+
e=1n=1
E N )
T < D1 aen|aln] - de| )
e=1n=1
K E K 3
st. Cl: Z Tr(Wg[n]) — Z Z Tr(Wie[n])+
k=1 e=1k=1
E " E
Ns£ prad pott < Pmax
3 NZP) + 2 52T] < P
o N 1N B
C2e: > loga (1 paln]) =537 D, Flkeln]) = Rivin,
'rL:l n=1e=1
C2a : Tr(Wy[n]Ak[n]) = vi[n], C2b,
C2d: Tr(Wk E[ JAx[n]) = vie[n],
Rdd
Pe eﬂ ( e) s(TRda(ae)
C L > SNRI
3 2 16702 [n]o? e
C4 — C87 Clla,C13 — C24, (40)

where E = {W[n], Wy .[n], pR[n], pR[n], pOT[n], p°F[n],

Qe s i[1], ke [n], @[n]} is the new set of optimization
variables. Now, by dropping the rank-one constraint on W [n]
and adopting SDP relaxation, problem Ps; becomes a convex
optimization problem and can be efficiently solved by CVX.
The tightness of the SDP relaxation can be proved following
similar steps as in [25, Appendix A]. We omit the proof here
due to lack of space.

B. Second Sub-Problem

In the subsequent step of our proposed solution, the trajectory
and velocity of the UAV are designed. Optimal trajectory design



poses a challenge as the UAV’s position affects the steering
verctor, rendering the problem intractable. Additionally, the
complexity is increased by the non-convex nature of the data
rate constraint in C2, a pivotal component of our optimization
problem. Despite these challenges, we derive a high-quality
suboptimal solution. To this end, we introduce new auxiliary
optimization variables 8;[n] and pj [n] to effectively bound
the SINR. This transformation allows us to reframe C2 into a
set of equivalent constraints. Consequently, C2 is equivalently
replaced by the following constraints

C2a : Tr(Wy[n]Hy[n]) = 1), [n]Bx[n], 1)

C2b )\ Tr(W,[n]He[n]) + of (laln] — di[* + H?) < Bi[n],
i#k

(42)

where Hy[n] = 82Ax[n]. The right-hand side of (@T) is not a
convex function. Similarly as in (32)), by adopting the first-order
Taylor approximatlon we obtain a convex function as xx[n] =
0.5 (i [+ B n]) " =iy ()= [n]) = B[] (B[] =

,(:) [n]), where ¢ denotes again the SCA iteration index. The
left-hand side of (@I) is also a non-convex function of the
UAV’s position q[n]. Nevertheless, we can rewrite the left-
hand side of (1) as follows

j2r L H(m! —m)
Tr(Wk[n]fIk[ Z ZW”L e [12] € VIalmI—ag 17+ 2
m=1m'=1
M M
_ﬁO Z Wm 'm ]+ﬁ(2) Z Z |W’rn m[ ]|
m=1m/=m+1
2Ug [n](Wy)
d H
cos | 2m—(m' —m + W"',n)é
(2o =) T + el
Uk[n](Wg) + Ji[n] (Wi, ), (43)

where WF  [n] is the element in the m™ row and m/®

column of Wk[ ]. Besides, |Wm . [1]] and qu k [n] denote
the magnitude and phase of W¥ m,[ ], respectively. Note that
since the right-hand side of @]) is convex, we need to find
an affine approximation of Ji[n] to convexify the underlying
optimization problem, which is done via a first-order Taylor
approximation as follows

Je[n) (Wi q) = I [n] (Wi, q) + VI

where gradient V j, .1 is given by

—482rdH (m/ — m)

Aly/la®

3 Z Z ‘Wm m’[ ]|

dkH2+H2) m=1m/=m+1

VJk[”] =

d H
sin [ 27— (m' —m + W’“,n)
(oSt =) e
(a"[n] - dy). (45)
By substituting @), @I)) can be restated as follows
C2a: Ui[n)(Wy) + Ji[n] (Wi, @) = xi[n].  (46)

Similarly, the left-hand side of (#2) can be approximated by
its first-order Taylor series. As a result, the inequality in (42))
can be restated as

Cab - Z

i) + Ji[n] (Wi, q))+
1#k

oi(laln] - < Bln]-

Finally, we deal with the non-convexity of the power
consumption of a moving UAV. To do so, we introduce the
auxiliary variable y[n] = 0, such that

dy|* + H?) 47)

2 [vin]]*  [v[n]]?
=,4/1 - 4
vl =q1+ S g (48)
which can be rewritten as
1 2 Iv[n]l?
=y“[n] + . (49)
y2[n] "] 3

Consequently, the second term in the aerodynamic power
consumption during UAV flight can be restated as P; (y(n) -
1). Hence, the total aerodynamic power consumption during

UAV flight can be restated as Pﬂ =P, 3“"[ ]H > + P (y(n) -

1) + iropsA.|lv[n]|®. With the above manipulations, the
optimization problem is recast as follows

LN E
7)52 min F &= — ( Ole,nth nj+
VY1 B an=:1 ; ol
~ E XN 2
(1-— aevn)Pﬂy(v[n])) + 72< Z Z ag,nHQ[n] - deH )
e=1 e=1n=1
1 N 1 N FE
st Ce: ; log, (1 + 1 [n Nn;e;logz(l + i [n]) > RY
ae np [ ]BgGT
C4:lo <1+ )204, tRpy,
&2 U ] %V+Ww o
sz ]50GT
C5: log (1 + > =
2 Hq — a2 + H})o?
Z RE.(1— 2 Qen),
e=1
1 Iv[n]]?
C26 : < y?[n] + ;
y?[n] ) v
C2a,C2b,C9 — C11. (50)

Problem Ps is still non-convex due to non-convex constraints
C2c, C4, C5, and C26. We address C2c by applying a similar
approach as in (39). Moving on to C4, this constraint can be
equivalently restated as follows:

Cd: |aln] — au|* + H; <
e WGT Qem
o’B 2(LRP,) 1 + (1 - ae,n)M], (51)

where M represents a sufficiently large value. The value of
M should be chosen large enough to ensure that the constraint
is always fulfilled for o, , = 0. Finally, SCA can be used to
effectively handle constraint C26 by deriving a corresponding
global lower bound at a given local point. As a result, based

“min?



Algorithm 1 Proposed resource allocation framework.

1. [Initialize ag%, v®[n], q®[n] , ,u,,(:), d),(f), B,(:), /.L;ft),

t (iteration index), £a0.

Repeat

2. Solve P3 for given v[n] = v(¥)[n], q[n] = q®[n] and obtain

W}(:Jrl)[n]’ R+D[n], pOf (t+1)[n] and agtﬂtl).

3. Solve Pg for given Wi[n] = W,(:+1)[n], R[n]

agjj{l), and obtain v(t+1)[n], q(t+1 [n].

5. Sett:tzit-)l (1)
.3 Obg " —0Obj\"

6. until J(’)bj(t*]l)

T1,2 > 1,

— R(t"'l)[n],

< €p0-

on the first-order Taylor approximation of the right-hand side
of C26, the following global lower bound can be obtained

g+ P o VODEE
v [n
2O ) (yfn] — 5O [n]) + 2 (] — v O )

Yo

= g(y[n], v[n]), (52)

where y)[n] and v(Y)[n] are the values obtained in the
t-th iteration of SCA. This leads to the following convex
optimization problem

Ps: min F

CRRTNTANC

s.t. 6\426 :

)
Na)
<
=
<
e

y2[n

Off 2
p [n]BOGT Qe n
Q(LRPr) 1 + (1 — ae,n)M s

C5: laln] — a|? + Hj <
pes[n]B3Gr
(2(21}:_1 Rﬁ,m(l_Zf:l O‘ﬂm)) _ 1) o2

C2c,C2a,C2b,C9 — Cl11. (53)

In each iteration ¢, we update the solution set and efficiently
solve Pg via CVX.

C. Overall Algorithm

The proposed solution based on AO is summarized in
Algorithm 1. Note that for sufficiently large penalty factors
7, Vi€ {1,2}, in P3 and Pg, the objective function of P; is
non-increasing in each iteration of Algorithm 1 and converges
to a high-quality suboptimal solution with polynomial time
computational complexity [26]]. The computational complexity
of Algorithm 1 is given by O <1og(1 Jeao) (BN + K +3NK +
4EKN +10EN +2E)M?3 + (3N + K + 3NK +4EKN +
10EN +2E)?M? + (5N +3NK + K +2NE)(M)3 + (5N +
3NK + K + 2NE)2M2), where O (-) is the big-O notation
and e,0 is the convergence tolerance of Algorithm 1.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
algorithm via computer simulations. We consider an area of

TABLE II: System simulation parameters.

02 = ai Noise power —110 dBm

T Time horizon 70 s

Ot Duration of one time slot 1s

Prmax Maximum transmit power at the UAV 40 dBm

Rmin Required achievable rate of users 1 bits/s/Hz

Ve RCS 0.1 m?

SNR‘Eh Minimum long-term sensing SNR at the UAV | 5 dB

M Number of antennas at the UAV 6

Gr Antenna gain 10 dBi

Rp; Fronthaul link capacity (rate of production) 4 bits/s/Hz

Ny, Number of bits for quantizing echoes 4

N Number of rounds in sensing phase 4400

AR Sensing resolution 15 m [27]

Wrg Fronthaul link bandwidth 10 MHz [27] |
tp Pulse width 0.6 ps ]
to Listening time 2.26 % 10~ %s
2A Beamwidth of the ideal beam pattern %

€A0 Convergence tolerance 10—3

T(1,2} Penalty factors 10°

Amax UAV maximum acceleration 5 m/s2

PRF Pulse repetition frequency 4.4 kHz [27] |
a Hardware architecture 10-2 28] |
floc Local computation resource at the UAV 3 GHz [28] |

0.3 km x 0.3 km with K = 3 communication users and
E = 3 sensing targets. The UAV is equipped with M = 6
antennas and we set the minimum long-term sensing SNR
at the UAV to SNR™ = 5 dB [11]. Furthermore, the UAV
operates at an altitude of H = 100 meters with a maximum
flight speed of vyax = 15 m/s. Additionally, the channel power
gain at the reference distance of dy = 1 meter is Sy = —30
dB. The adopted simulation parameters are given in Table
II. To investigate the power saving achieved by the proposed
scheme, we compare it with two baseline schemes. For baseline
scheme 1, we adopt a heuristic trajectory design for the UAV.
In particular, the UAV visits each communication user and
sensing target along the shortest path while the beamformers,
sensing power, sensing indicator, and velocity are optimized.
For baseline scheme 2, we adopt zero-forcing beamforming
for information transmission and a fixed velocity i.e., Ufixeq =
13 m/s, omitting constraint C9. Then, we jointly optimize
the communication and sensing power, sensing indicator, and
trajectory using a modified version of P;.

Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) depict the trajectory of the UAV during its
mission for different positions of the ground BS. In particular,
for the proposed scheme, the UAV starts flying from the initial
point towards the location of the first sensing target while
transmitting data to the communication users. Fig. 4(c) shows
that, during this time, the UAV also adjusts its velocity to
minimize power consumption. When approaching the first
sensing target, the UAV gradually reduces its velocity to zero
before hovering above the target for sensing. Subsequently,
the UAV proceeds to the second target, executing another
hover-and-sense operation. This pattern continues as the UAV
navigates to the third target. In the intervals between the
target locations, the UAV dynamically adjusts its trajectory
and beamforming vectors to ensure continuous communication,
while meeting the data rate requirements of the communication
users. As the mission nears completion, the UAV heads
towards its final destination while continuing to support the
communication users. It is worth noting that the UAV’s
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Fig. 4: Trajectory, velocity, and aerodynamic power consumption of the UAV.

trajectory exhibits curvature. This is because in order to save
power, the UAV aims to fly at the optimal velocity, while
properly adjusting its distance to both the users and the BS
for efficient information transmission. Figs. 4(a) and 4(b)
also include the trajectories of the UAV when there is no
sensing requirement. In this case, the UAV conserves power
by navigating between the users, while supporting multiple
users simultaneously. From Fig. 4(c), we can observe that
for baseline scheme 1, as the trajectory is not optimized,
the UAV needs to fly with a higher velocity to complete
its mission. This results in increased aerodynamic power
consumption, as illustrated in Fig. 4(d). Another interesting
observation is that the proposed algorithm leads to shorter
hovering times compared to baseline schemes 1 and 2. Because
of the joint optimization of the sensing indicator, beamformers
for information transmission, sensing power, trajectory, and
UAV velocity, less time is needed to complete the sensing tasks.
Moreover, as the sensing requirements become more stringent,
the required UAV hovering time increases. This increase in
hovering time, in turn, leads to a corresponding rise in the
aerodynamic power consumption of the UAV. A comparison
of Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) reveals the influence of the location
of the ground BS on the UAV’s trajectory. In fact, the UAV
strives to maintain close proximity to the BS throughout its

mission. This behavior is caused by constraints C4 and CS5,
which ensure real-time information exchange between the UAV
and BS. Consequently, during each time slot, the UAV flies as
close as possible to the ground BS, enhancing the reliability
of the connection.

Fig. 5 shows the average power consumption versus the
sensing SNR requirement. The average power consumption
of the UAV for both the proposed scheme and the baseline
schemes increases monotonically with the minimum SNR
threshold for sensing. This escalation occurs because, in order
to meet more stringent sensing requirements, the UAV must not
only transmit with higher power but also dedicate more time to
hovering. Furthermore, Fig. 5 highlights the longer impact of
the number of sensing targets on power consumption compared
to the number of communication users. This is primarily
attributed to two factors. Firstly, sensing tasks necessitate higher
transmission power because of the round-trip pathloss, thereby
increasing power consumption. Secondly, our proposed scheme
requires UAV hovering during sensing, which consumes more
power compared to the flight mode. These factors collectively
highlight the significant role of the sensing tasks on power
consumption. Nevertheless, the average power consumption
does increase with the number of communication users. This
increase can be attributed to the UAV-mounted transmitter
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needing to allocate more degrees of freedom (DoFs) to mitigate
multi-user interference (MUI). However, this diminishes the
flexibility in trajectory and beamforming design, ultimately
resulting in performance degradation. The impact of velocity
and trajectory optimization on UAV power consumption is also
evident in Fig. 5. Specifically, the proposed scheme, leveraging
trajectory design to provide additional DoFs, consumes less

power compared to baseline scheme 1 with a fixed trajectory.

Likewise, baseline scheme 2 incurs a higher power consumption
due to both a fixed beamforming policy, leading to increased
transmit power, and a fixed UAV velocity leading to an
increased aerodynamic power consumption.

Fig. 6 shows the average power consumption versus the
number of antennas at the UAV for different minimum data
rate requirements, denoted as R,,;,. As can be seen, the
average UAV power consumption decreases with increasing
number of transmit antennas. This is because the extra DoFs
offered by the additional antennas facilitate more precise
beamforming and can efficiently mitigate MUI. However, as the
number of antennas increases, the performance gains decreases,
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Fig. 7: Average transmit power versus position of BS on the
x-axis for various UAV heights.

suggesting reduced marginal benefits. In this context, it is
essential to note the impact of the circuit power consumption.
While additional antennas can improve beamforming, the
resulting reduction in power consumption are counteracted by
the additional circuit power required. This trade-off suggests
that, beyond a certain point, the increase in circuit power
consumption may outweigh the beamforming gains achieved
with additional antennas. We also observe a notable difference
in power consumption between the proposed scheme and the
two baseline schemes. Specifically, in baseline scheme 2, the
fixed information beamforming policy leads to an increased
transmit power. This is because the scheme fails to fully exploit
the spatial DoFs. Moreover, a substantial amount of power
is consumed during the UAV’s flight in baseline scheme 2,
which is attributed to the fixed velocity of the UAV, resulting in
elevated aerodynamic power consumption. As a consequence,
baseline scheme 2 exhibits higher overall power consumption
compared to the proposed scheme. Additionally, Fig. 6 reveals
that the average power consumption increases as the minimum
quality of service requirement (R,,;,) becomes more stringent.
This is because to satisfy a stricter minimum required data
rate, the UAV needs to increase its transmit power, resulting
in higher power consumption.

Fig. 7 shows the impact of the position of the BS on the
average power consumption, considering different heights of
the UAV. In particular, the BS is fixed on the y-axis at y = 0 m,
while it is moved along the x-axis from x = 50 m to x = 350
m. As can be observed, the average power consumption of
the UAV decreases as the BS moves along the x-axis until it
reaches x = 250 m. This reduction is attributed to the closer
proximity of the BS to the first and second sensing targets,
requiring less power for data offloading when the UAV visits
these targets. Notably, at x = 200 m and = = 250 m, where
the BS is close to the first and second targets, respectively,
the UAV can transmit with lower power during offloading.
Conversely, for x > 250 m, where the distance to the first and
second targets is higher, more transmit power is required to
ensure successful data offloading. Furthermore, the proposed



algorithm demonstrates superior power efficiency compared to
both baseline schemes. Additionally, we observe from Fig. 7
that as the UAV’s altitude increases, two key effects come into
play: the vertical distance to the targets increases, demanding
more power for precise sensing, and the distance to both the
communication users and the BS also grows, requiring a higher
transmit power to meet the QoS constraints of the users and
successful offloading.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the joint resource allocation and
trajectory design for a multi-user, multi-target UAV-based
ISAC system, where we accounted the limited capacity of
the backhaul link, which is needed for offloading the sensing
data to the BS. To avoid interference between sensing and
communication, sensing and communication were performed
in orthogonal time slots, where the time of sensing was
optimized. To be compatible with practical UAV-based sensing
systems, pulse radar-based sensing was carried out during UAV
hovering. Taking into account the application of a focused
sensing beam with small sidelobes, a minimum required
accumulated sensing SNR, and UAV hovering during sensing,
we minimized the average power consumption of the UAV
while ensuring the QoS for both the communication users
and the sensing tasks. To solve the resulting challenging
non-convex MINLP, we developed a computationally efficient
AO-based algorithm, which yielded a high-quality suboptimal
solution. Our simulation results revealed that 1) the proposed
design enables substantial power savings compared to two
baseline schemes; 2) more stringent sensing requirements lead
to longer sensing times, highlighting the trade-off between
sensing accuracy and sensing time; 3) the number of sensing
targets has a larger impact on power consumption than the
number of communication users; 4) data offloading can be
improved by positioning the BS closer to the sensing targets;
5) the optimized trajectory design ensures precise hovering
above the target during sensing, facilitating high-quality sensing
with energy-focused beams; and 6) the designed UAV trajectory
balances the distance of the UAV to the communication users
and the BS.
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